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Abstract

In a paper from 2015, Ding et al. (IEEE Trans. IT, May 2015) conjectured that
for odd m, the minimum distance of the binary BCH code of length 2m − 1 and
designed distance 2m−2 + 1 is equal to the Bose distance calculated in the same
paper.

In this paper, we prove the conjecture. In fact, we prove a stronger result: the
weight of the generating idempotent is equal to the Bose distance for both odd and
even m. Our main tools are some new properties of the so-called fibbinary integers,
in particular, the splitting field of related polynomials, and the relation of these
polynomials to the idempotent of the BCH code.

1 Introduction

BCH codes are widely used in storage systems and various communication systems, in-
cluding optical communications, digital video broadcasting, and more. Despite being
introduced more than sixty years ago [Hoc59], [BR60], the exact minimum distance of
BCH codes is known only for a small number of cases; we refer the reader to the recent
survey [DL24] for an account of the current known results. The main objective of the
current paper is to resolve the minimum distance for a case that was left as a conjecture
in [DDZ15].

More specifically, for positive integers m, d with d odd, let BCH(m, d) be the (prim-
itive, narrow-sense) binary BCH code of length 2m − 1 and designed distance d, that is,
the binary cyclic code of length 2m − 1 having zeros exactly α, α2, . . . , αd−1 and their
conjugates, where α is a primitive element of F2m .

1 Equivalently, BCH(m, d) is the bi-
nary cyclic code with generator polynomial lcm

{
Mαi(X)|i ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1}

}
, where for

1For a prime power q, we let Fq be the finite field of q elements.
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β ∈ F2m , Mβ(X) is the minimal polynomial of β over F2. It is well known by the BCH
bound that the minimum distance2 of BCH(m, d) is at least d.

It may happen that BCH(m, d1) = BCH(m, d2) for d2 > d1: starting with d1 and
including all conjugates of α, α2 . . . , αd1−1 as zeros, it may turn out that the longer pro-
gression α, α2, . . . , αd2−1 appears in the set of zeros. Starting with a designed distance
of δ, the largest odd d for which BCH(m, δ) = BCH(m, d) is called the Bose distance.
So, the minimum distance of BCH(m, δ) is at least the Bose distance, but it is possible
that the minimum distance of BCH(m, δ) is larger than the Bose distance. In general,
determining the minimum distance of BCH codes is a notoriously hard problem [DL24].

In a paper from 2015 [DDZ15], Ding et al. found the Bose distance dB of BCH(m, δ)
for δ := 2m−2 + 1, proved that for even m it is equal to the minimum distance, and posed
the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1 (Ding et al., Conjecture 1 of [DDZ15]). Let m be odd. Then the mini-
mum distance d of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1) equals the Bose distance, that is,

d = dB =
2m + 1

3
.

It is also mentioned in [DDZ15] that to prove the conjecture, it is sufficient to find
some codeword whose weight equals dB, and that checking some small values of m, it
seems that the generating idempotent of the code has this property. However, the authors
of [DDZ15] state that they were not able to prove this in general, and invite the reader
to attack this open problem [DDZ15, p. 2355].3

The main result of the current paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. For all integer m ≥ 4 (both odd and even), the weight w of the generating
idempotent of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1) is equal to the Bose distance found in [DDZ15], that is,

w = dB =

{
1
3
(2m + 1) if m is odd

1
3
(2m − 1) if m is even.

In particular, Theorem 1.2 proves Conjecture 1.1. Moreover, although for the case of
even m the minimum distance was settled in [DDZ15], it was not previously known that
for even m, the generating idempotent attains the minimum weight.

1.1 Proof technique

Our main tools are the relation of the relevant idempotents to “fibbinary polynomials”
(see Definition 3.3 ahead), as well as some new properties of these polynomials. In
particular, we specify the splitting fields of the fibbinary polynomials (Proposition 3.8),
which seems interesting for its own sake.

The proof proceeds along the following steps:

2Throughout, “distance” and “weight” stand for Hamming distance and Hamming weight, respec-
tively.

3It is also stated in [DDZ15] that [AS94] may be useful for this purpose, but eventually we have used
a different approach.
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• Identify a polynomial g(X) ∈ F2[X ] whose number of roots in F
∗
2m equals the weight

of the generating idempotent. Hence, the number of roots is at least dB.

• Show that g factors as g = Xg1g2, where deg(g1) = dB and g2 is a power of a
fibbinary polynomial that splits in F2m−1 .

• As F∗
2m−1 ∩F

∗
2m = F

∗
2, g2 may contribute at most the root 1 on top of the roots of g1

in F
∗
2m . However, we show that when g2(1) = 0, also g1(1) = 0, so that g2 cannot

contribute any additional root in F
∗
2m . Hence, the number of roots of g in F

∗
2m is at

most deg(g1) = dB.

• So, the weight of the generating idempotent must equal dB.

1.2 Paper outline

Section 2 includes some required preliminaries. The proof of Theorem 1.2 then appears
in Section 3 following the above steps: In Section 3.1, it is shown that the weight of the
generating idempotent is equal to the number of roots of a “cyclic fibbinary polynomial”
(Definition 3.3) in F

∗
2m . Then, in Section 3.2, it is shown that the cyclic fibbinary polyno-

mial factors as the product Xg1g2 described above, and in Section 3.3, the splitting field
of g2 is identified. Finally, all the intermediate results are wrapped up in Section 3.4 to
complete the proof. We conclude the paper in Section 4 with some concluding remarks.

2 Preliminaries

This section includes some notation and definitions that will be used throughout the
paper.

For a positive integer m and for an integer i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m − 1}, the m-bit binary
representation of i is the vector (im−1, im−2, . . . , i0) ∈ {0, 1}m such that i =

∑m−1
j=0 ij2

j .
To simplify notation, we write the binary representation in a string form im−1im−2 · · · i0.

2.1 Cyclic codes

Let us first recall some basic definitions related to cyclic codes. For more details, see,
e.g., [MS78, Chs. 7,8] or [Rot06, Ch. 8]. A cyclic code over Fq (for q a prime power)
is an Fq-linear code that is invariant under cyclic shifts. Equivalently, a cyclic code of
length n is an ideal in Fq[X ]/(Xn−1). By correspondence of ideals of Fq[X ] and those of
Fq[X ]/(Xn − 1), any ideal of the latter ring (that is, any cyclic code) is the image of an
ideal of the former ring that includes (Xn−1), that is, the image of (g(X)) for some g(X)
with g(X)|(Xn − 1). The generator polynomial of a cyclic code C ⊆ Fq[X ]/(Xn − 1)
is the unique monic g(X) whose image in Fq[X ]/(Xn − 1) generates C as an ideal.

We will assume that n is coprime to q, so that Xn − 1 is separable. The zeros of
a cyclic code C ⊆ Fq[X ]/(Xn − 1) are the roots of its generator polynomial, which all
lie in the group of n-th roots of unity in the splitting field Fqm of Xn − 1. The set of
zeros defines g, and hence determines the code uniquely. We note also that as g ∈ Fq[X ],
its set of roots (i.e., the zeros of the generated cyclic code) must be invariant under the
Galois group of Fqm/Fq. Hence if β is a root, so are all its conjugates β, βq, βq2, . . ..
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From this point on, we will only consider the binary case, where q = 2, and, further-
more, n := 2m − 1 for some positive integer m. Hence the zeros of the relevant codes are
all in F

∗
2m . As already mentioned in the introduction, we are concerned with primitive,

narrow-sense, binary BCH codes of length 2m − 1, which are defined as the binary cyclic
codes whose zero set is comprised of α, α2, . . . , αd−1 and their conjugates, where α ∈ F2m

is a primitive element, and d is an odd integer ≥ 3.

2.2 Cyclotomic cosets

The orbit of an element β ∈ F
∗
2m under the action of the Galois group of F2m/F2 is

{β, β2, . . . , β2m
′
−1
}, where m′|m is the degree of the minimal polynomial of β over F2

(equivalently, the extension degree [F2(β) : F2]). Fixing a primitive element α and writing
β = αi for some i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, a convenient way to represent this orbit is to
record the “base-α logarithms” {i, 2 · i mod n, 22 · i mod n, . . . , 2m

′−1 · i mod n}, where
2m

′

· i mod n = i, and m′ is the smallest positive integer with this property. Such a set is
called the cyclotomic coset of i modulo n.

2.3 Fourier transforms on F
∗
2m

Fix m ∈ N
∗ and a primitive element α ∈ F2m , and recall that n = 2m − 1. For a

polynomial f ∈ F2m [X ] with deg(f) ≤ n− 1, we let the Fourier transform of f be the
polynomial4

f̂ :=

n−1∑

i=0

f(αi)X i.

It is well-known that f is determined from f̂ as

f =

n−1∑

i=0

f̂(α−i)X i (1)

(this can be shown, e.g., by verifying that the inverse of the Vandermonde matrix
{αij}0≤i,j≤n−1 is {α−ij}0≤i,j≤n−1). In fact, the Fourier transform, as well as the inver-
sion formula (1), are well-defined on F2m [X ]/(Xn + 1), since αn = 1.

2.4 The generating idempotent of a binary cyclic code

We continue to restrict attention to the case n = 2m − 1 of interest to the paper. It
is well known [MS78, Ch. 8] that any binary cyclic code C ⊆ F2[X ]/(Xn + 1) has a
unique codeword5 e(X) such that e2 = e in F2[X ]/(Xn + 1) and also e generates C as
an ideal in F2[X ]/(Xn + 1). Polynomials e(X) with e2 = e in F2[X ]/(Xn + 1) are called
idempotents, and an idempotent e that generates a binary cyclic code C, as above, is
called the generating idempotent of C.

It is easily verified that any idempotent evaluates to either 0 or 1 on F
∗
2m , and that the

generating idempotent of a cyclic code C evaluates to 1 exactly on the set of non-zeros

4More precisely, the Fourier transform is the mapping f 7→ f̂ .
5For simplicity, we identify polynomials of degree < n with their image in F2[X ]/(Xn + 1).
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of C in F
∗
2m . Hence, if we fix a primitive element α ∈ F2m and let N ⊆ {0, . . . , n − 1}

be such that the set of non-zeros of C is {αi|i ∈ N}, then the Fourier transform ê of the
generating idempotent e of C is given by ê =

∑

i∈N X i.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Throughout this section, m is a positive integer, n := 2m−1, and α is a primitive element
of F2m .

3.1 Finding a polynomial whose number of roots equals the

weight of the idempotent

By definition, the generating idempotent of a cyclic code takes the value 0 for any zero of
the code, and the value 1 for any non-zero of the code. In what follows, for a polynomial
a(X) ∈ F2m [X ] of degree up to n − 1, we write a(X) =

∑n−1
i=0 aiX

i, and let a :=
(a0, . . . , an−1).

To continue, it will be useful to define the following sets of integers. We note that the
integers defined in the first part of the definition are the so-called fibbinary integers [Slo].

Definition 3.1. 1. Let Fm be the set of integers i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} such that the
binary representation of i has no two consecutive ones.

2. Let F
(cyc)
m be the set of integers i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} such that the m-bit binary

representation of i has no two cyclically consecutive ones.

For example, F3 = {0, 1, 2, 4, 5}, while F
(cyc)
3 = {1, 2, 4}.

Observation 3.2. It holds that

maxFm =

{
2
3
(2m + 1)− 1 if m is odd

2
3
(2m − 1) if m is even

(2)

and

maxF (cyc)
m =

{
2
3
(2m + 1)− 2 if m is odd

2
3
(2m − 1) if m is even.

(3)

Proof. When m is odd, the m-bit binary representation of the largest integer in Fm is
1010 · · ·101, while that of the largest integer in F

(cyc)
m is 1010 · · ·100. When m is even, the

m-bit binary representation of the largest integer in both Fm and F
(cyc)
m is 1010 · · ·10.

It will also be useful to define the following polynomials related to Fm and F
(cyc)
m .

Definition 3.3. Let fm :=
∑

i∈Fm
X i ∈ F2[X ] and f

(cyc)
m (X) :=

∑

i∈F
(cyc)
m

X i ∈ F2[X ].

We refer to fm as the m-th fibbinary polynomial, and to f
(cyc)
m as the m-th cyclic

fibbinary polynomial.
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Note that deg(fm) = maxFm and deg(f
(cyc)
m ) = maxF

(cyc)
m are given by (2) and (3),

respectively.
We will later explore the relations between the fibbinary polynomials and the cyclic

fibbinary polynomials, as well as useful properties of the fibbinary polynomials. In par-
ticular, we will pin down the splitting field of the fm. For now, we only relate the cyclic
fibbinary polynomials to the idempotent of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1).

From this point on, “a BCH code” means a primitive, narrow-sense, binary BCH code.

Proposition 3.4. Let e(X) be the generating idempotent of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1). Then

the weight of e equals the number of roots of f
(cyc)
m (X) in F

∗
2m.

Proof. It is well-known that for a BCH code of designed distance δ (for odd δ), all repre-
sentatives of the conjugacy classes of the zeros of the code are contained in α, α2, . . . , αδ−2

(as αδ−1 =
(
α(δ−1)/2

)2
). So, the zeros of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1) are αi, where i runs on the

cyclotomic cosets of integers ≥ 1 that are at most 2m−2 − 1.
Note that the m-bit binary representation of 2m−2 − 1 is 0011 · · ·1. This implies that

the set of zeros of BCH(m, 2m−2 + 1) is exactly {αi|i ∈ Jm}, where Jm is the set of integers
j in {1, . . . , n−1} such that the binary representation of j has two cyclically consecutive
zeros.6 In other words, the set of non-zeros of the code consists of αi for i in {0} ∪ J̄m,
where J̄m consists of the integers j in {1, . . . , n − 1} whose binary representation does
not have two cyclically consecutive zeros. Hence

ê(X) = 1 +
∑

i∈J̄m

X i.

The second summand is invariant under squaring modulo Xn + 1 (as J̄m is clearly the
union of complete cyclotomic cosets), and therefore evaluates to either 0 or 1 on F2m .

By (1), the weight of e is the number of non-zeros of ê(X) in F
∗
2m , which, by the

above comment, is the number of zeros of v(X) :=
∑

i∈J̄m
X i in F

∗
2m . This number does

not change if we replace the exponent set J̄m by {2m − 1− i|i ∈ J̄m}, as this change has
the effect of getting v(β−1) when substituting β ∈ F

∗
2m . But moving from i to 2m − 1− i

just flips 0 ↔ 1 in the m-bit binary representation, and therefore the last set is exactly
F

(cyc)
m , completing the proof.

3.2 Recursions for fm(X), f
(cyc)
m (X), and a factorization of f

(cyc)
m (X)

By Proposition 3.4, it is of interest to find the number of roots of f
(cyc)
m in F

∗
2m . Toward

this end, we will study in this section some recurrence relations for the fm(X), f
(cyc)
m (X),

as well as their consequence for the required number of roots.
In what follows, we will use freely the relation g(X2i) = g(X)2

i

for g(X) ∈ F2[X ] and
i ∈ N.

Proposition 3.5. For m ≥ 4, it holds that

f (cyc)
m (X) = Xfm−3(X

4) + 1 + fm−1(X
2). (4)

6If there are two cyclically consecutive zeros, they can be made the two MSBs by a cyclic shift,
resulting in a number ≤ 2m−2 − 1. On the other hand, if there are no two cyclically consecutive zeros,
then for any cyclic shift, at least one of the two MSBs is 1, so that the number is > 2m−2 − 1.
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Proof. Write
F (cyc)
m = Am ∪Bm, (5)

where Am, Bm are the subsets consisting of integers whose binary representation has LSB
0, 1, respectively. Then we claim that

Am = {2j|j ∈ Fm−1}r {0} (6)

and
Bm = {4j + 1|j ∈ Fm−3}. (7)

To see this, note that the binary representation of the numbers in Bm must have 2nd
LSB and MSB of 0 (because the LSB is 1), and then the part of the binary representation
obtained by omitting the two LSBs and the MSB can be chosen freely from Fm−3. A
similar argument justifies also (6). Now the assertion follows at once from (5)–(7).

Let us now turn to some recursions for the fm.

Proposition 3.6. It holds that f1(X) = 1 +X, f2(X) = 1 +X +X2. Also, for m ≥ 3,
it holds that

fm = fm−1(X
2) +Xfm−2(X

4), (8)

alternatively,
fm = fm−1(X) +X2m−1

fm−2(X). (9)

In addition,
1 + fm = Xfm−1f

2
m−2. (10)

Finally, let Nm := |Fm| be the the number of monomials appearing in fm. Then
N1 = 2, N2 = 3, and for m ≥ 3, Nm = Nm−1 +Nm−2. Hence

fm(1) = 0 ⇐⇒ 3|(m− 1). (11)

Proof. First, (8) follows from decomposing Fm as the union of the subset of integers
having LSB 0, and the subset having LSB 1, and hence two LSBs 01 (alternatively, it
follows from the power series decomposition in [Arn10, p. 756]). Also, (9) follows similarly
by considering MSBs instead of LSBs.

To prove (10), we use induction. For m = 3, the equation can be verified directly.
Assume, therefore, that (10) holds for some m ≥ 3. Using (8), we get

1 + fm+1 = 1 + f 2
m +Xf 4

m−1

= X2f 2
m−1f

4
m−2 +Xf 4

m−1 (induction hypothesis)

= Xf 2
m−1(f

2
m−1 +Xf 4

m−2)

= Xfmf
2
m−1,

as required.
Finally, the last assertion follows from either of (8) or (9).

Remark. The above Fibonacci recursion for the Nm is a well known property of the sets
Fm of fibbinary integers; it is, in fact, the reason for the name [Slo].
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Corollary 3.7. For m ≥ 4, it holds that f
(cyc)
m = Xumf

4
m−3 for some polynomial um(X) ∈

F2[X ] with

deg(um) =

{
1
3
(2m + 1) if m is odd

1
3
(2m − 1) if m is even.

(12)

Hence, for both even and odd m, deg(um) = dB, where dB is the Bose distance found in
[DDZ15]. Moreover, if fm−3(1) = 0, then um(1) = 0.

Proof. By (4), it holds that f
(cyc)
m = Xf 4

m−3 + (1 + fm−1)
2, while by (10), 1 + fm−1 =

Xfm−2f
2
m−3. It follows that f

(cyc)
m is divisible by Xf 4

m−3. Now (12) follows from subsisting

the degrees of f
(cyc)
m and fm−3 from (2) and (3).

For the last assertion, by substituting (10) in (4) as mentioned above, it can be verified
that um = 1 +Xf 2

m−2, so that um(1) = 0 iff fm−2(1) = 1. But by (11), this must hold if
fm−3(1) = 0.

3.3 The splitting field of the fibbinary polynomials

Proposition 3.8. For all integer m ≥ 3, fm divides X2m+2−1 + 1. Specifically, it holds
that

X2m+2−1 + 1 = (1 +X)f 2
m +Xf 2

m−1fm +X3f 4
m−1f

4
m. (13)

Hence for all m ≥ 3, the splitting field of fm is F2m+2.

Proof. We will prove (13) by induction. For the basis, one can verify (13) directly.
To continue, let us write tm for the right-hand side of (13). Assume now that m ≥ 4,

and (13) holds for m− 1, that is, tm−1 = X2m+1−1 + 1. Since

X2m+2−1 + 1 = X
(
(X2m+1−1 + 1) + 1

)2
+ 1,

it is sufficient to prove that
X(tm−1 + 1)2 + 1 = tm. (14)

Now,

X(tm−1 + 1)2 + 1 = X(1 +X)2f 4
m−1 + X3f 4

m−2f
2
m−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

X(Xfm−1f2
m−2)

2

+ X7f 8
m−2f

8
m−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

X3f4
m−1(Xfm−1f2

m−2)
4

+X + 1

= X(1 +X)2f 4
m−1 +X(1 + f 2

m) +X3f 4
m−1(1 + f 4

m) +X + 1 (by 10)

= Xf 4
m−1 +X3f 4

m−1 +X +Xf 2
m +X3f 4

m−1 +X3f 4
m−1f

4
m +X + 1

= 1 +Xf 4
m−1 +Xf 2

m +X3f 4
m−1f

4
m.

The last expression is equal to tm iff

1 +Xf 4
m−1 +Xf 2

m = (1 +X)f 2
m +Xf 2

m−1fm,

that is, iff f 2
m = 1 +Xf 2

m−1(fm + f 2
m−1). However, by (8), the right-hand side of the last

expression equals 1 + X2f 2
m−1f

4
m−2, which, in turn, equals f 2

m, by (10). This completes
the proof of (13).

Hence the splitting field of fm is a subfield of F2m+2 , and fm is separable. Considering
the degree of fm from (2), the only possible subfield of F2m+2 that can contain all roots
is F2m+2 itself.
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3.4 Completing the proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 3.4, the weight w of the generating idempotent is
equal to the number of roots of f

(cyc)
m in F

∗
2m . By Corollary 3.7, f

(cyc)
m = Xumf

4
m−3, and

by Proposition 3.8, all the roots of fm−3 are in F2m−1 , whose intersection with F2m is F2.
So, the only root possibly contributed by fm−3 in F

∗
2m is 1, but by Corollary 3.7, if 1 is a

root of fm−3, then it is already a root of um.
Hence the total number of roots is at most deg(um) = dB, but also the number of

roots is at least dB as it is the weight of the idempotent.

4 Concluding remarks

It follows from the proof of Theorem 1.2 that the polynomial um(X) from the proof of
Corollary 3.7 splits in F2m , and its roots are αi exactly for those i for which X i appears in
e(X). Hence um(X) is nothing but the locator polynomial of the generating idempotent.
Note, however, that in most references, including [AS94], the term “locator polynomial”
refers to the “reversed” polynomial Xdeg(um)um(X

−1), having 1/αi for i as above as its
roots.

From the proof of Corollary 3.7 it follows that um = 1 + Xf 2
m−2, so that um has

only odd powers of X , apart from the free coefficient. Considering that um is reversed
with respect to the definition of the locator polynomial in [AS94], this agrees with [AS94,
Theorem 2]. However, without the above analysis, it is not automatically clear that
um = 1 +Xf 2

m−2 splits in F2m , and that it is the locator of the generating idempotent.
It would be interesting to see if the methods of [AS94] can provide an alternative proof
for Theorem 1.2.

Finally, we remark that the above analysis also recovers the dimension of BCH(m, 2m−2+
1) from [DDZ15, Corollary 10]. The dimension is the number of non-zeros of e(X), which

equals 1+ |J̄m| = 1+ |F
(cyc)
m |, as shown in the proof of Proposition 3.4. From Proposition

3.5, it can be verified that 1 + |F
(cyc)
m | = |Fm−3| + |Fm−1|, and as |Fj| is the (j + 2)-th

Fibonacci number (Proposition 3.6), Binet’s formula for the Fibonacci numbers can be
used to recover [DDZ15, Corollary 10]; we omit the details.
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