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Abstract

We study the number of prime polynomials of degree n over IF, in which the ith
coefficient is either preassigned to be a; € I, or outside a small set S; C F,. This
serves as a function field analogue of a recent work of Maynard, which counts integer
primes that do not have specific digits in their base-q expansion. Our work relates to
Pollack’s and Ha’s work, which count the amount of prime polynomials with < \/n
and < n preassigned coefficients, respectively. Our result demonstrates how one
can prove asymptotics of the number of prime polynomials with different types of
constraints to each coefficient.

1 Introduction

The number of prime polynomials P of degree n over a finite field F, has been known to
be approximately ¢"/n for quite some time. A lot of work has been done on finding the
distribution of primes that satisfy a particular condition. Writing

n—1
P=T"+) bT'

=0

we might ask how many primes P exist for which the tuple (bg, b;...,b,_1) satisfies given
conditions. A natural condition is one of the form b; = a for some 0 <i¢ <n—1,a € F,.
More generally, let Z C {0,...,n — 1} be a set of indices, and denote I = #Z. Let {a;}ier
be corresponding coefficients in I, satisfying ag # 0 if 0 € Z. Denote by A the set of all
monic, degree n polynomials such that the coefficient of 177 is a; for all i € ZI:

n—1

j=0

A topic of investigation has been to understand the distribution of prime polynomials in
A. Hansen and Mullen conjectured that whenever n > 3 and #Z = 1, the set A contains
prime polynomials. This conjecture was proven by Wan [6] if n or ¢ are sufficiently large,
and the remaining cases were later solved by Ham and Mullen in [2].

Further work went into finding the asymptotic behavior of the number of primes in A.
One might expect the number of primes in the set A to be qiﬂrq(n) in case 0 ¢ Z, and

qu(n) if 0 € Z. Pollack [4] proves that the asymptotics are indeed so, provided that

#T =1 < ¢y/n with ¢ < 1. Further progress has been made by Ha in [I], where existence
of primes in A is proven given that ¢ is sufficiently large with respect to #Z/n. We prove
a weaker result than in [1I], which generalizes Pollack’s theorem in [4]:



Theorem 1.1. Given A,Z,{a;}ict C F, as before, write I = #Z, m, ; = min{n/I,\/n},
and p = I/n. Denote &z = ¢ 1 if 0 ¢ I, and &7 = ¢V (g — 1) otherwise. If
I =o0(n/log(n)), then

<Z 1) — &7 - my(n)

PeA

If I > 2+/n, the following bound holds:

|<Z 1) — &7 - my(n)

PecA

< (1 4 O(l))qniéth 4 qnfqun/l+4+Bq7p :

with By , tending to zero as q grows to infinity provided that n is sufficiently large in terms
of p.

Another natural question one might ask is how many primes satisfy the condition b; # a
forall 0 <i < n, given a € F,. A surprising result by Maynard [5] shows that the number of
rational primes without a specific digit in its decimal expansion is of the correct asymptotic.
Maynard further proves that the correct asymptotic is kept when taking coefficients in the
g-basis outside of a set S C {0,...,q — 1} of size #S < ¢*/%°. We adopt the method of
Maynard in [5] to obtain an analogous result in function fields. For a € F,, denote

n—1
B:{T"JerjTjqu[T]:bj#a‘v’()gj<n} (1.2)

j=0

The expected number of prime polynomials in B is &, - m,(n), with &, = (q;ﬂ?_l ifa=0,
and &, = (q;ii)j_l . Z%f otherwise.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ > 5, and let B, a, and &, be defined as before. Then

(Z 1) — &, - my(n)

pPeB

< (274 0(1)) ¢ 2B f gV L O + 1),

with ¢ = \/(1 — log, 2)(1 — 2log, 2).

Note that the result is valid whenever ¢ > 5, but it is only useful when 2"q"’%L%J <L q",
i.e. when g > 17.

In this thesis, we consider sets C that combine the two constraints, and prove a theorem
that generalizes both Theorem [[.T]and Theorem [[.21 Let ZWJ be a partition of {0,...,n—
1}, and write I = #Z. Let {a;};ez C IF, be such that ag # 0if 0 € Z. Consider sets S; C F,
for every i € J, and write N; = #5S;. Moreover, assume that 0 ¢ Sy if 0 € J. Denote

n—1

=0



In words, the set C consists of the monic, degree n polynomials such that for all 7 € Z the

it" coefficient is prescribed to be a;, and the rest of the coefficients are outside small sets
Si.
The number of primes to be expected in C is & - m,(n), with
H'ej(q_Nj) :
7(;”,1((1_1) if0e?
G = (1.4)
(¢=1-No) [To<jes(a—N;) .
qn,l(();iel{ = if0oeJ.

In section 5l we give a brief explanation why this is indeed the asymptotic one might expect.
For convenience, we define

a(m)=sup ]V, +1). (1.5)
llfeélmjzl

Essentially, o(m) is “small” if the averages of all subsets of {N;};c s of size m are “small”.
Moreover, a(n — I) = [[;c ;(N; +1). We are now ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Letn > 2, and let ZWJ ={0,...,n—1}. To eachi € T assign a; € F,,
and for every j € J assign a set S; C F,. Denote I = #1L, N; = #S; and let o,C be
defined as in (L) and (L3). Assume that for all j € J, we have N; < ¢° with ¢ < 1.
Assume further that £ < 1-1=22(1—7) for some T > 0. Denote s = /(1 —¢)/(1 — 2¢)y/n.

If I = o(n/log(n)), then

|(pz;> o 5

where P ranges only over prime polynomials, with m,, ;. = min{n/I, s}, and & is given
in (L4). If y =+ > 1 and n is sufficiently large in terms of € and 7, the following bound
holds:

(Zl) S - m,(n)

pPeC

< (aln—1I)+o(1)) g"2lsl 4 gnTg-O-2etemnre

< (Oé(ﬂ . [) + 0(1)) q”*%L%J + qnfqu(172e)n/1+4735+Bq7577’y :

with By, ;, tending to zero as q grows to infinity.

Note that these bounds are only useful when a(n — I) < ¢’¥*, since the first term in
the error term is about ¢ —intlog,(a(n)  Fop example, as stated before, when N; = 1 for all
0 <17 < n, the result is interesting for ¢ > 17.

Note that Theorem is indeed a generalization of Theorems [T and [L.2] since the
definition of the set C in (L.3) is more general than (L)) and (L2]). Indeed, if S; = 0, then
the condition b; ¢ S; is trivially satisfied. Therefore, if we choose S; = () for all i € 7, then
C will be a set in the form of (LT]). On the other hand, if Z = (), and So = --- = S,,_; = {a},
then the set C will be in the form of (L.2)).



1.1 Notation and definitions.

Denote by

Foy(T)so = {ZalTl caq €F k€ Z} ,

1<k
the completion of F (T") with respect to 1/T. We define the unit interval

U= {ZaiTl ca; € Fq} CF(T)w -

<0

Denote by 9(-) the additive character on F, defined by

o) = e (21i00) ) (1.6)

where the trace is taken from I, down to its prime field F,. The Euler totient function is
denoted by . We define the map e : F (7)o, — C by

e ( > aiTi> = Y(a_y). (1.7)

1=—00

We denote the set of monic polynomials of degree k by M. We also denote the function
field analogue of the usual exponential sum over primes by

F0):= Y e(0P), (1.8)

PeMy,

where the sum ranges over the monic irreducible polynomials of degree n. For
B=3_4BT" € Fy(T)w, denote by {3} the fractional part given by

{By=> BT cu.

<0

We define K, ,,, = {z,...,x+m—1} for z > 0. We use 1 to denote the indicator function,

so for a set A we define
1 ifzc A

Ta(z) = (1.9)
0 otherwise .

We let P denote the set of prime polynomials in F,[T7].



1.2 Outline of Proof

Defining the set C as in (L3), we perform a Fourier transform on the indicator function
1. : Mn — {O, 1}

A

Fun() = ) 1c(G)e(GH). (1.10)

GeMn
The Fourier Inversion Theorem then gives

]IC(F):ql—n S E(TG)e(~T"GF), (1.11)
GeMn,

and by Parseval’s Formula and (L.§]), we get an analytic expression to the prime counting
function in Theorem L3t

di= ) 1p(G)1e(G) :qin > En(TF)f(-T"F). (1.12)

pPeC GeMy, FeM,

We prove (L. I1)) and (LI2) in the beginning of Section

The main term of (LI2) comes from polynomials F' € M,, of the form F' = T" +aT™!
with @ € [F,. This is shown in Section 4.4l For the rest of the polynomials F' € M,, we
bound | f(T~"F)| and )qun(T*”F)‘.

Section [2states circle-method bounds from the literature for | f|, which are due to Hayes
[3] in the setting of Pollack [4].

Section [3, which is the main part of the work, gives bounds for

Section [ derives the proof of Theorem L3l

Fq?”

2 Circle Method Bounds

Lemma 2.1. For each 6 € U, there is a unique pair of coprime polynomials G, H € [T
with H monic, deg G < deg H < n/2, and

P G 1
o ﬁ < qdegH+n/2

This is an analogue of a well known result of Dirichlet’s theorem proven by Hayes in
1966. From now on, we will use the notation |§ —G/H| as an abbreviation of [{# — G/H }|.

Lemma 2.2. Let n > 2. Let 0 € Fy (1), and choose G, H as in Lemma 2. Then if
1,T # H is squarefree and |0 — G/H| < q~", then

F(0)] < g 3LE) 4 grdee .
If |0 — G/H| > q™ or H is not squarefree,

£(0)] < g 213,

7



Proof. The case where |§ — G/H| > ¢ " or H is not squarefree is immediate from the
statement of Pollack [4, Lemma 5]. The assertion of the lemma in the case where 1,7 # H
is squarefree and | — G/H| < ¢~ " is proven in Pollack [4, Lemma 6]. O

3 Bounds on Fourier Coefficients

A

Fq,n}. They are later used in the setting of (LI2I),
where the bounds of f are taken from Lemma From this reason, we need bounds for
general 6, and bounds for 6 of the form § = {G/H} € U, with H # 1,T squarefree and
G,H coprime. We call the latter part ”fractions”. The bounds for general ¢ are obtained
in Subsection [3.2, while the bounds for 6 that are fractions are obtained in Subsection

In this section we give bounds for

3.1 Auxiliary Results

Lemma 3.1. Let 1,7 # H € F,[T] be a monic squarefree polynomial of degree h, and
G € Fy[T] coprime to H. Write 0 = Y. 0,77 = {G/H}. There is no i < 0 such that
0; =0 for alli—h < j <1i. Equivalently, there are no h consecutive zeros in the coefficients

of 6.

Proof. Write H = T" + Zj;é h;T?. Since H # 1,T is squarefree, there is a polynomial
H, | H such that deg H; > 1, and H; is coprime to T'. Since G is coprime to H, G is
also coprime to H;. Hence for every k € N, we have that T*G is coprime to H;, hence
T%0 ¢ F,[T]. In other words, for every k € N there exists i < —k such that 6; # 0. Assume
by way of contradiction that there is ig < 0 for which 0;,, = 6;,-1 = ... = 0;,_p+1 = 0. Since
we know there are infinitely many ¢ < 0 for which 6; # 0, we can assume without loss of
generality that 0;,_j, # 0. Denote 7 = H6, and write 7 = >_._, 7;T". Observing 7;,, we get

i<h
h—1
Tip = Oign + Y hiig_; -
§=0
Since 0; = 0 for all i — h + 1 <1 <1y, we get that 7, = 0;,_, # 0. This is a contradiction

to the choice of § which implies that 7 = H0 = H - {G/H} € F,[T]. O

Lemma 3.2. Take h € N, 0 < x € Z, and 0§ € U. Then there are at most q distinct
pairs G, H € F,[T| such that H # 1,T is squarefree of degree h, G is coprime to H and
of smaller degree, and |T*G/H — 0| < q~2*. Moreover, if x = 0, then there is at most one
such pair.

Proof. Assume (G4, Hy) is a pair that satisfies the conditions of the lemma, and define

H{ = Hl/ng(Hl,Tm),



Then deg H] < h, G is coprime to Hj of smaller degree and |0 — G/Hj| < ¢~2". Thus
(G, H) is the unique pair that corresponds to # in the sense of Lemma 21 Let (G2, Hs)
be a different pair that satisfies the conditions of the lemma, and define G and H) in a
similar manner. From the uniqueness property of Lemma 2.1 we have G| = G, and H| =
HY. Since both deg H = deg H} and deg H; = deg Hs, we arrive at degged(Hy,T%) =
deg gcd(Hsy, T*). From this we know that ged(H;,T%) = ged(Hy, T7), and H; = Hj -
ged(Hy, T*) = HY - ged(Hy, T") = H,. For convenience sake we now denote H = Hy,
H' = H;. Since H is squarefree, 7% { H and thus ged(H,T%) € {1,T}. We know that

1 = G, but Gy # Gy, hence ged(H,T*) # 1 and thus ged(H,T%) = T. This serves as
a contradiction when x = 0, and thus we have proven the second assertion of the lemma.
When x > 0, we know that 7°Gy = TG = T*G5 mod H, thus

TGy —G3) =0 mod H (3.1)
This means that H' | G; — G, but
deg(G1 — G2) < max{deg Gy,deg Gy} < h—1=degH' . (3.2)

So G1 — Gy = cH' for some ¢ € F,. This completes the proof, since there are exactly ¢
polynomials of the form Gy = G7 — cH'. O

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 <m <nandZ C {0,...,n— 1}, and denote I = #Z. For 0 <z <
n—m, denote K, = {x,...,x+m — 1}. Then there exists 0 <y <n —m such that

B(K, O T) < 2m- % | (3.3)

Moreover, if m < n/2, there exists 0 <y < n —m such that

3m I

#(EymNT) < - (3.4)

Proof. Denote x; = m - i, for 0 <i < |[n/m]. The sets K,,,, are pairwise disjoint, so

> #(KepmNI)< T . (3.5)

Assume by way of contradiction that #(K,,,, NZ) > W L forall 0 <i< [n/m)].
Since
(Infm) +1)-m>n.

we get
n/m—1

> #(KepmNI) > |nfm] - Q”/EJ/;;JUW : %




which contradicts ([B.3]). So there exists 0 < i < |n/m] such that

#(KyymNT) <

)

([n/m]+1)m 1
[n/m/| n
from which it is easy to see that there exists 0 < y < n — m that satisfies (8.3]) for all

m < n, and that there exists 0 < y < n — m that satisfies (3.4) for all m < n/2. This
completes the proof. O

3.2 General Bound

Recall the definitions of o and F,,, given in (I5) and (II0), respectively. Our goal in this
subsection is to establish the following bound:

Proposition 3.4. Let n > 2. Then

> | F)| < atn =D

FeMy,

We start by proving the Fourier Inverse Formula (LI1) and Parseval’s Formula (L.12):
Recall that

A

Fn(0) = ) 1c(G)e(GH).

GeMy
Developing the right-hand side of (LI]) gives

1 n -n -n 1 -n -n
o > Fn(T7"Gle(-T"GF) = p > ) 1e(S)e(T"GS)e(—-T"GF)
GeMn, GeMy SeEMy

_ qin S 1e(8) Y e (T(F - 9)G)

SeMy GeM,
and by orthogonality relations we get
1 7 -n -n 1 n
— > Fn(T"G)e(-T"GF) = — Y 1e(S)q"lp—g = 1c(F) .
q GeMy, q SeMy,

So we have explicitly shown (LII]).
Parseval’s Formula in (LI2) is as easy to derive: by (LII) we may substitue
7 2cem, Fan(T"G)e(=T7"GF) for 1c(F), to get

D= D 1p(@)1e(G)

pPeC GeMyp
= Y 15(6) (in > qu(T"F)e(—T"FG)).
GeM,, q FeM,

10



Changing order of summation and noting (L8] gives

Y1 = — Z F) ) 1p(Gle(~T "FG)

PeC FeMn GeMy
= — E Vf(=T™"F),
FeMn

so ([LI2) is established.
Take = >",_, 61" € Fy(T)s. In order to bound
Define

we introduce new notation.

un(6))

Z(@) = {Z eJ:0_,_1= 0}, N(@) = {’L eJ:0_,_4 7& O} . (36)
Essentially, Z(6) is the zero set of § between —1 and —n, and N(6) is the nonzero set of 6
in the same range. As we can see in Lemma B.5] these sets hold most of the information
Fyal0)].

on our bound on

Lemma 3.5. For 0 =>",_, 6,T", let Z(0), N(0) be defined as in [B8). Then

9)’§ HNz‘HQ-

iEN®)  i€Z(6)

Proof. Recall the definition of C in (L3)). Using the notation of Theorem [[3] define
Ci = {a;} for i € T and C; = F,\S; for i € J. Define C, = {1}. We denote the ith
coefficient of a polynomial G € F,[T] by g;. Then

Fyn(0) = Y 1e(@e(G) = > []1e(9:)e(Tg:0)

GeM, GeMy i=0

= o) [[ 3 Lela)e(T'ah)

=0 g;€F,

More explicitly, by the definition of e given in (ILT) we may write

Fq,n(‘g) Tne H Z ]IC gl glefi71)7

1=0 g;€lFy

and taking absolute value gives

)— Z Te, (g:)0(gib—i1)| - (3.7)

1=0 |g;€lFq

11



Denote X = 3>~ . 1c,(9)¢(g:0—i—1). Note that if i € Z, then [ X| = 1. If i € J, we divide
into two cases: If 6_;_y = 0, then the | X| =¢— N;. If _;_y # 0, then when 1¢,(g;) = 1,
g; ranges over [\ S;. From orthogonality relations

X =) I g)v(gib—i1) = = > b(bb_i-1) (3.8)
gi€lfgq besS;
thus in this case | X| < N,. Inserting these bounds on |X| into ([B.1) yields

(o)< I~ AL == IL 21T o

1EN(0) i€Z(0 1EN(0) 1€Z(0)

which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.6. For every0,n € F,(T) such that |0—n| < ¢~", we have

Proof. For every 6 € F (1), by (3.1) we have

’ = Z 1C gz gze—i—l) .

=0 [g;€Fq

From this, it is easy to see that

Aq,n(e)) depends only on 6_4,...,0_,. Let n € Fy (T)x

be such that | —n| < ¢~™. Then 6; = n; for every —n < i < —1, hence F’q,n(ﬁ)’ =
qu(n)‘. O

Proof of Proposition[3.4] We turn to prove that

> B R < am -1
FeMy,

Note first that #7 = n — I, thus

n—1
i1<:..<z‘n,1 =1 e
i;€d

Writing F = T" + 3.7 f;T" and p = T~"F, define Z(0r), N(fr) as in [BB). By
Lemma [3.3],

Fq,nwF)‘ < Z H N; H q

FeM, FeMnieN(0F) 1€Z(0F)

-y S I
fo€Fy  fa_1€F, €T i€d
fi#0 fi=0

12



Changing order of summation and product, we have

S Enn| <TI0 < IT [a+ X2 M)

FeMn i€Z \ fi€Fq ieJ 0#£fi€Fq
thus
> )Fq,n(%)’ < [[elJ@+Ni-(a=1) <q"[Ja(Ni+1)
FeM, i€l ieJ ieJ
= ¢"[[(V+ 1) = a(n-1D)q",
ieJ
as claimed. O

3.3 Bound for Fractions

Let n > 2, and 0 < h < n/2. Having obtained a bound for } ., Fyn(T7"F)|, we now
turn to bound )
Yi= Y |FalG/H)| (3.9)
G.H
deg H=h

where the sum ranges over H # 1,1 squarefree, and G coprime to H. At the end of the
section, we incorporate some of the assumptions of Theorem in order to prove

Proposition 3.7. Let n > 2, and assume that some € > 0 satisfies that a(m) < ¢™ for
all0 <m <n. For every 0 < h <min{n/2,n/1} we have

Y, < ¢n+3(-e)=(—e)n/h+2sh—el (3.10)
for h < mn/2, we have

Y, < gnIHlgCe-od/mh (3.11)
and for h < n/4, we have

Y, < g itlg@eta—e)sI/mh (3.12)

Note that for h < n/4 the bound ([BI2) is strictly better than (BI1]), but sometimes it
is more convenient to use (BI1)). In the following lemma, we do not use specific properties

A~

qu(e)‘ that will later be useful when

of fractions G/H, but instead give a bound to
0 = G/H with deg H = h.

Lemma 3.8. Let 1 <1 <n, 0 €U, and define Z(0), N(0) as in B8). For0 <z <n-—1I,
denote K = K,; = {x,...,2 +1 —1}. Define K = {0,...,n — 1}\K and denote
Zek(0) = Z(0) N K, Ngg(0) = N(O)NK. Then

Fyn(6)] < agic (#Ngi(0)) a# 765 ) | (7)) (3.13)

13



with

m

agr(m) = A <suy<) H(Nii +1).
1< <y, s
ijE? =1

Proof. As in ([B1), for every 6 we have

ﬁq,n<9)‘ = 1:[ Zﬂci(g@-)w(gﬂfifl)

1=0 |g;€Fq

Splitting the product into K and K, we get

9)‘ = 111>. te(g)vlabin)|- []| D Telg)(gi6-i1)

i€K | gi€lFq icK |9i€Fq

Since K = K, Aq,l(TmQ)’. We use similar

Zgiequ L¢,(gi)1(gif—i—1)|- This

T"”G‘ I« ] ™ (3.14)

i€Z(0)NK EN(O)NK

Considering the definition of Zgx(0) and Ngg(6), (BI4) translates to

9)’ HQHNi'

’iEZ&K(G) ieNéK(G)

arguments to those of Lemma in order to bound [[, %

gives

Fonl®)] < |F,

Frnl0)] <

Considering the definition of agx(m), we see that

Fun(®)] < i (N 0)) 4765 |y (776)|.

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.9. Let 1 <1 <n, 0<x<n-—1[,0€U. Denote K = K,,, and let K, Zgr(0),
Ngi(0), and agg be defined as in Lemmal38. Write Icx = # (I NK), Igx = I — Ick.
For an integer t in the range #Z4i(0) <t <n —1— Iz, the inequality

Fyn(8)] < agic (0 — 1= Igic — 1)

£, (Txe))

holds.

Proof. Since every index i € K is either in Zgx (), Ngx(0) or ZNK, it is easy to see that
#2¢r(0) + #Ngw(0) + Igx =n — 1. (3.15)

14



In particular, we have
#Ngr(0) =n —1—Igx — #Z¢x(0) . (3.16)

Inserting this into (313)), we have

~

qun(e)] < agr (n—1— Iy — #Z45(0)) ¢ Zex® ’qul(T*‘@)’ . (3.17)

Note that by definition we have agg (v + u) < agg(v)g” for every v,u > 0. Since by
assumption ¢ satisfies #Z¢x (0) <t <n — 1 — I¢k, using this monotonicity argument with
u=1—#Zg(0) and v =n — 1 — Iz —t yields

agr (n—1— Igx — #Z3x(0)) < agr (n — 1 — Igg — t) g #7ex@

Inserting this bound into (3.I7) gives

Fyn(0)] < agrc (n = 1= I = 1) ¢

FoalT70)]
as claimed. m

Lemma 3.10. Let 1 < h <n/2, and 0 <x <n—2h. Define K = K, o, = {z,...,v+2h},
and K as in Lemma (38 Write Icx = #(ZNK), Igx =1 — Ick. Let a be defined as in
(CH), and Y} be defined as in [B9). The inequality

Vi < a(2h — Ieg) g1
holds.

Proof. We define Zyy (), N¢x (), and agk as in Lemma 3.8 It is easy to see from (3.15)
that for every 6 € U

#Z41(0) = n — 2h — Iy — #Ngg(0) <n — 20 — Iy (3.18)

Applying Lemma 3.9 with t = n — 2h — Iz, we get

Fun®)] < a0)g" 165 | Fy o (T70)
= e B (170)|

For every pair GG, H with H # 1, T squarefree of degree H and G coprime to H and of
smaller degree, we associate Fg . € My, such that ‘T’%FG’H@ — T:”G’/H} < ¢ %" By
Lemma we know that each F' € Mgy, corresponds to at most ¢ such pairs. Using this
fact and Lemma 3.6, we obtain the inequality

> |FEan(T°G/H) < q )
G,H FeMasp
deg H=h

Fyon (T7F)]
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Finally, we have

Vo= Y |BalG/m)| < g e ST | BTG/ )
G,H G,H
deg H=h deg H=h

< qn72h71¢Kq Z ﬁvq72h(Tf2hF) 7
FeMsyy

and applying Lemma [3.4] on the sum gives us

ieJNK
< a(2h+ Iy — ) g tex,

as claimed. O

Lemma 3.11. Let 1 < h <n/2, and choose x = 0. Define Kooy, as in Lemmal3.8. Write
Igi = # (Z\Koan). Denote t, = max{Igx, | 2] — 2}, and let o and Yy, be defined as before.
The inequality

Yi < a(2h+ty—I)g"

holds.

Proof. We define Zg, N¢k, and agg as in LemmaB.8 Assume 0 = G/H, with H ¢ {1,T}
squarefree of degree h, and G coprime to H of degree < h. We give two different bounds
for #Z¢x(G/H). First, it is easy to see from (B.15]) that

# 741 (GH) = n —2h — Iy — #Ngg(G/H) < n —2h — Iy (3.19)

Second, by Lemma Bl we know that there are no h consecutive zeros in G/H, so in
particular there are at most n — 2h — ["*—h%J zero coefficients between —2h — 1 and —n.
Hence

—2h
HZ4(GJH) <n—2h — V - J —n—2h— L%J 42, (3.20)
Considering the definition of ¢,, (3.19) and (B.20) give
#Z¢x(G/H) <n—2h —t. (3.21)

Inserting this into Lemma yields

Fq,n(G/H)‘ S oz¢K (th _ I§ZK) qn—Qh—th

Fq,%(G/H)) .

In a similar manner to Lemma B.10, }T*QhFG,H — G/H’ < g% for some Fg g € May,.
By Lemma we know that each F' € My, corresponds to at most one pair G, H as
described.

16



We can now use Lemma to obtain

Yy, < Z |Fyan(G/H) < > [Fyon(T"F))|

FeMsyy
degH h

Finally, we have

Yim Y Fq,n(G/H)) < ag (th = Tgre) 2 Y Fq,%(TrG/H))
G,H G,H
deg H=h deg H=h

< gt —Te) Y | Fuan(TF)|

FeMay

and applying Lemma [3.4] on the sum gives us

Vi < agi (th — Igi) g 2" H (N; +1) - ¢

1€J
1<2h

< aRh+t,—I)g" ™,
as claimed. m

In Proposition 3.7, we give our final bound on sums over fractions of the form G /H with
deg H = h. Having established Lemma and Lemma [B.1T] most of the work is already
accomplished. In order to establish Proposition 3.7, we add most of the assumptions of
Theorem [[L3l We assume that N; < ¢° for all i € J, with € < 1.

Proof of Proposition[3.7. Recall that, by assumption, a(m) < ¢ for all m > 0. Let
1 < h <min{n/2,n/I}. Write I, = #(ZN{2h,...,n—1}), and t;, = max{Iga, | %] — 2}.
Lemma [3.17] gives us that

2.

G,H
deg H=h

Fq,n(G/H)‘ <a(2h+ty— 1) gt

Thus from the assumption on o we get

D

G,H
deg H=h

Fqn(G/H)’ < gttt =)
_ qnfth(176)+€(2h71) )
Since t, > [n/h] —2 and € < 1, we get

2.

G,H
deg H=h

Fq,n(G/H)) < (/R =2)(1=e)+e(2h=)

n—(n/h—3)(1—e)+e(2h—1I)

< q
qn+3(1—6) —(1—e)n/h+2ch—el

17



which is the first part of the proposition.
We now move to the case where n/I < h < min{n/2,n/I}. For every choice of
0 <z <n-—2h,write K = K,; and Igx = #(Z\K). Lemma B.10l gives us that

Vi <a(2h+ Iy — 1) g" o Tex
Bounding a (2h + Igx — I) by ¢c®Hex=D yields

)

and simplifying yields

Choosing the optimal x in the sense of Lemma B3] we can assume I¢x > I —4hl/n in the
case where h <n/2 and Igx > I — 3hI/n when h < n/4, thus

Y, < qn71+1q(175)41h/n+25h — n71+1q(2€+(175)41/n)h

q

for all h < n/2, and similarly

Y, < qn71+1q(2€+(175)31/n)h

when h < n/4. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

4 Proof of the Theorem

4.1 Auxiliary Results

The following lemmas apply Proposition 3.7 to the setting of Theorem [L3l In all the
lemmas in this section we assume the setting of Proposition B.7. We have results of two
types - when I < o(n/log(n)), we get a strong bound on the error term. When I is larger,
we take more care to derive the most from our methods.

Lemma 4.1. Assume thate < 1/2. Denotel = min{n/I,n/2}, s = /(1 —¢)/(1 — 2¢)\/n,
My =min{n/I, s}, and y = L2, Define Y, as in B33). The inequality

l
Z ¢ Y, < ngv1BA-9-(1-2)mn 1. (4.1)
h=1

holds. If in addition y > 1, we have

n/I
Zq—th < Cq7€7yqn—lq3(1—a)—(1—25)n/] : (42)
h=1

with Cye, tending to 1 as g tends to infinity.

18



Proof. By ([B.10), we have
l l
X — quth < Zqthn+3(lfe)f(lfe)n/h+2€hfel )
h=1 h=1

By simplifying we get

l
X < gn+3(-o—eI Z g~ (m2h=(=e)m/h (4.3)
h=1

For ease of exposition, we denote the term —(1 — 2¢)h — (1 — e)n/h by r,.(h). By (&3),
in order to bound X it suffices to bound Elh:l g,

By deriving 7, ., we obtain that its maximum is attained at hya.x = s = /(1 — ) /(1 — 2¢)y/n.
In the case where y = % < 1, we use the union bound and get

l
qun,g(h) S lqrn’g(s) S nqrn,g(s)
h=1

— nq—(l—Qe)sq—(l—e)n/s )

Noting that in this case n/s > I, we get
l

qunyg(h) < nq7(172e)sq7(175)1 ) (44)

h=1

We now bound 22:1 ¢ when y > 1. For all h < n/I we have

n__n n I’ yn 1-2¢,
B v e M B 4.5
h—1 &h w1 n &£ 1-¢7 (4.5)
thus
Tn,g(h) — Tn,e(h_ 1) = —14+ 2+ (]_ —E) (h ﬁ . _ %)
1-2
> —1+23+(1_5)1_;y2

Write m = |n/I|. By induction we obtain that for every 0 < j < m we have

Tn,zs(m) - j<1 - 28)(3/2 - 1) :

'rn,€<m_.j> S
< Tme(n/]) _j(l - 25)(y2 - 1) )
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where the latter inequality is due to monotonicity of r, . in the range 1 < h < n/I when

y > 1. This means that we can bound 22:1 g

iqrn,g(h) _ mz e(n/I)—j(1— 25)( -1)

by a geometric sum:

h=1 =
m—1
< qrng(n/l) q 7(1-2¢)(y*-1)
=0
m—1
L PRI RN Z g i) -1 (4.6)
7=0

We now turn to bound the right-hand sum S = Z;n o 702 i two ways. First,
we note that (1 — 2¢)(y? — 1) > 0, hence a simple union bound gives us

m—1

g_ Z qu(1—2e)(y2*1) <m-1<n,
=0

which combined with (4.0]) gives

l
h=1

Second, we treat S as a geometric series, in which case we bound it by the infinite series
—1

, 1
_ N7 -2
S=24 S -G

3

(4.8)

<.
I
=)

Writing
Cqs y = (1 - q(125)(y21)>_1 )
we note that C, ., tends to 1 as ¢ tends to infinity. Inserting (£.8) into (AG) then gives

n/I

Do M < Oy yq TR GO (4.9)
h=1

and using this in (£3) yields that when y > 1,
X < er,67yqnflq3(lfz-:)f(172€)mn,1,E ’ (410)

with C ., tending to 1 as ¢ tends to infinity. This concludes the second part of the lemma.
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For the first part, recall that m,, ;. = min{n/I,s}. Inserting (4.4)) in the case where
y <1 and (A7) in the case where y > 1 into (4.3]) gives

l
X — qn+3(1—6)—51 Z qrn’g(h) S nqn—lq?)(l—e)—(1—26)mn,1,s (41]_)
h=1

for all y. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Lemma 4.2. Let n/I <k <n/2. Assuming £ < +-122(1 — 1) for some T > 0, we have

n/2
quhyh < Cqﬁﬂ_qanJrlqfk(172€74(175)1/n) : (412>

h=k

with Cye - tending to 1 as q tends to infinity.

Proof. By the [3.I1)), we know that Y}, < ¢ I1q2s+(1=2)4I/mh for all k < h < n/2. Thus

n/2 n/2
Zq—th < Zq—hqn—I—Hq(26+(1—5)41/n)h
h=k h=k
n/2
_ qn—l+1 Z q—h(1—26—4(1—6)1/n)
h=k
Substituting r = ¢~ (1=2-40=a)1/n) e get
n/2 n/2

quhyh < qn71+1 Zrh _
h=k h=k

Note that from the assumption, 1 — 2 — 4(1 —¢&)I/n > (1 — 2¢)7 > 0. So

(1—-2¢)7

r<q <1, (4.13)

and the sum is geometric. Thus we can bound it as

_ ~ e 1
IS Fq,n<G/H)) < gt o—
h=k G,H
deg H=h
< 1 qn71+1qfk(172674(176)1/n) )

1—r

Write .
Cyporn = (1 _ q—(1—2a)r)* '

21



Then C, . . tends to 1 as ¢ tends to infinity, and from (4L.I3)) we get that 1/(1 —1) < Cyc -
Thus

n/2
Z g Z qu(G/H)) < Cqﬁﬂ_qn—[-l—lq—k(1—25—4(1—5)1/n) ’
h=n/4 G,H
deg H=h
as needed. OJ

1—2¢
1—¢

Lemma 4.3. Assuming é < i .

2 a2

n/I<h<n/4

(1 —7), we have

qn G/H ‘ < Cq’eﬂ_qnfqulq7(172673(176)1/n)n/l 7 (414>
degH h
where Cy .+ is given in Lemma[{.2

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma [£2] the difference being that
we use ([3.12) instead of (BIT)). Writing 7y = ¢~(1=2730=)1/n) e have ry < ¢~(172)7 < 1,
and

n/4
— - ]‘ n— n I
S at > |AwGrm| < gy
h=n/I G.H 2
deg H=h
< quanfIJrqu(172573(17€)I/n)n/1 ’
as required. O
Lemma 4.4. Assume that L < 1-1=2(1—7). Denote s = \/(1—¢)/(1 - 2¢)\/n, y = L=,
and my, 1. =min{n/I, s}. Deﬁne Yy asin B9). If I = o(n/log(n)), then
n/2
quth < qnfqu(l725+0(1))mn’176 )
h=1

Proof. We begin by partitioning the sum ZZ/: 21 ¢~ Y}, into two parts:

n/2 min{n/2,n/I} n/2
2. 0"Dh= D " ) ¢
h=1 h=1 ) h=n/I
~~ N———
=:Al =:Xo

Since I = o(n/log(n)), it follows that log, (n) = o(n/I). Applying Lemma 1] gives

gqnflq3(175)f(172€)mn,1’E

qn—Iq—(1—26)mn7175+logq(n)+3(1—a) )

X4

IN

IN
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Since log,(n) = o(my, 1) we obtain
X, < " g Q-2eto)mnre (4.15)
Using Lemma 2 with k& = n/I gives
Xy < Cong g (-2era(=a)t/mn/1

; qn—lq—(l—Ze)n/I+1+4(1—5)+10gq(Cq’g,T)

— qn—lq—(l—Qe—‘,—o(l))n/I ’

and since n/I < my, . we get

n/2
Zqihyh = X1+ X, < 2" g (m2etol))mn, e
h=1

qn71q7(172€+0(1))mn,1,5 )

This concludes the proof of the lemma.
O

Lemma 4.5. Assume that L < 1-1=2(1—7). Denote s = \/(1—¢)/(1 —2e)y/n, y = L.

Define Yy, as in (B39). Assume that y > 1 and n is sufficiently large in terms of € and .

The inequality
n/2

Zqith < qnfqu(l72€)n/1+4735+Bq7577—’y
h=1

holds, with B, -, tending to zero as q grows to infinity.

Proof. We give a partition to 22/221 g Y,

n/2 minn/2,n/1 n/2
> "= gt + g o+ Y ', (4.16)
h=1 . h=1 , n/I<h<n/4 h=n/4

~~ ~ —~ v —_——

=:X1 =:X> =:X3

Under the assumptions of the lemma we know that I > /(1 — 2¢)/(1 — €)y/n, hence by
considering n that are sufficiently large in terms of £ we may assume that n/I < n/4. We
bound X7 using the second part of Lemma [4.Tk
Xl < qu yqn71q3(176)7(172€)n/l 7
with C, ., tending to 1 as ¢ tends to infinity. We use Lemma [4.3] in order to bound Xj,
and that gives
X2 < Cq . anflJrqu(172573(175)1/n)n/l

)
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with C, . ; also tending to 1 as ¢ tends to infinity. For X3, we use Lemma L2 with £ = n/4.
From that we have

X, < qn—I+1q—(1—26—4(1—6)I/n)n/4'

Now we show that if n is sufficiently large we can guarantee that the bound on X5 dominates
the bound on X3. This happens when

—(1=2e=31—-¢e)l/n)n/I>—-(1—2e—4(1—¢e)I/n)n/4 . (4.17)
Writing 8 = 1 — 2 — 4(1 — )1 /n, this inequality translates into
—(B+(1—=¢e)/n)n/I > —pBn/4. (4.18)
Simplifying this inequality gives
—Bn/l —1—e¢ > —pn/4
n/4d—n/l > (1—¢)/p (4.19)

Note that the assumption £ < 1-1=22(1—7) gives us that § = 1—2e—4(1—¢)I/n > 7, hence

(1—¢)/B<(1—¢)/T. Smce I >_ /n, the left-hand side of (£I9) behaves asymptotically

like n, so for large n we get
nfd—n/l > (1—¢)/t > (1—¢)/p.
This implies that

XQ, X; < Cq’afrqn—l—l—lq—(1—25—3(1—6)1/n)n/1
_ Cq’&ﬁrqnfqu(172e)n/1+4736 )
Thus

Xl + X2 + X3 Cq,a,yqn Iq3(1 e)—(1—2¢e)n/I + 2Cq . Tq q7(172e)n/1+4735

n—1I —(1-2¢e)n/I+4-3e+log, (Cq.e,y +2Cq e,r)

<
< q¢ q

Writing B, . -y = log,(Cycy+2C, ¢ -) and recalling that C ., and C, . - are bounded with
respect to g, it is clear that B, . ., tends to zero as ¢ tends to infinity. Inserting this into

(4.10) gives

n/2
Z (J’h Z Fq,n(G/H)‘ < q”’qu(1*25)”/I+4*35+Bq,s,r,y ’
h=1 G.H

as required.
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4.2 A partition
Recall that as in (LI12)

do1 :qin > En(T"F)f(-T"F), (4.20)

PeC FeMy,

with f(0) = >_pcrq, €(0P). For every polynomial ' € M,, we denote 0 = {T"F}. We
denote by G, Hp the corresponding polynomials to fr as in Lemma 2.1l We divide M,,
into three sets, with relation to Lemma 2.2

S ={FeM,:0p=c/T for some c € F,},
Sy = {F EM, :|0p —Gp/Hp| <q " and 1,T # Hp is squarefree}, (4.21)
S3= M\ (S1USs) .

Note that this is indeed a partition of M,,. The sum ([£20) decomposes into three sums
accordingly. The sum over the polynomials in §; will give us the main term, which we
compute in Subsection [£.4l We use the bounds obtained in Section [3in order to show that
the sums over Sy, S3 are of small size in Subsection [£.3l The conclusion of the proof is
given in Section [£.5]

4.3 Error Term Bound

Our aim is to bound
an(OF) f(=0p)] . (4.22)

First, one can easily check by the definition of f in (L8) that for every # € U one has
|lf(=0)] = |f(0)|. We now apply circle-method bounds on f given in Lemma 22 For
F € S,, we have

F(=00)| = £ (0| < g 213 4 griestin (4.23)

For F' € 83 we have )
1f(=0p)| = | f(0p)] < ¢"2L5] (4.24)

Applying the triangle inequality to (4.22) yields

DM RUSIRIESET S

FeSs FesS,

Fyn(00)| - 1£(=0)]

By (4£23) and ([£.24) we obtain
1
vely

Fq,n(eF)

n 1
qn_%LEJ + q_n E
2



Simplifying this gives

n_lLﬂJ 1
q 2L2 A~ n—de A~
Yy < 7 Z )Fq,n(ep)‘ + pm Z g —deg Hr Fq,n(ﬁp))
FeS2USs FeSs

1|1 n

n—5%] . 1 .

< q . Z Fq’n(eF)’_'__annfdegHF F,.(G/H)|,

q FeM, q G,H

where in the latter sum H ranges over squarefree polynomials other than 1,7, and G is
coprime to H of smaller degree. Note that we replace }qun(eF)} by ‘Fqn(G/H)‘ in the

right-hand sum due to Lemma [3.6. Applying Proposition 3.4 to the first sum and changing
order of summation in the second yields

n/2
n 1 .
Y <a(n-Ng 33 4 =3 gh 30 Fq,,L(G/H)) , (4.25)
A G,H
deg H=h

where again H ranges over squarefree polynomials other than 1,7. We assume that N; <

¢™ for all 0 < i < n, and that £ < 1. 22(1 — 7) for some 7 > 0. Denote s =

V(1 —¢)/(1 —2¢)y/n, and m,, ;. = min{n/I,s}. By Lemmal4], if I = o (n/log(n)) then

n/2
quh Z qu(G/H)’ < g O2re)ma e
h=1 G.H

deg H=h

In this case by (4.25]) we obtain a bound on the error term:

(Z 1) - qi S By (00)(—0r)

pPeC FesS:

< Oé(ﬂ . [)qni%L%J _'_qnfqu(1725-:+0(1))mn,1,E _ (4.26)

By Lemma [£5] if we keep our notation and assume that y = %

sufficiently large in terms of € and 7, we obtain

> 1 and that n is

n/2
Z q*h Z Fq,n(G/H)’ < qnfqu(172€)n/l+4735+Bq,E’77y ’
h=1 G,H

deg H=h

with B, . ., tending to zero as ¢ grows to infinity. Substituting this bound into (4.25) gives
an error term bound of

(Z 1) - qi S~ Fy(6) F(—0)

pPeC Fes:

S a(n . I)qnf%L%J + qnfqu(172€)n/l+473€+Bq’5’7—7y )

(4.27)
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4.4 Main Term Computation

For the main term, we have

Z inz o(a/T)f(—a/T)

Fes €lFy

Expanding out the definition of f and F,, given in (I8) and (LI0), we get
a
- SX Y e (P g) 3 e(4P).
a€Fy FEMy, PeM,,

and changing order of summation gives

X = in > ]141?)2%@)

By the orthogonality relations we have
1
qn

1
X = Z ]1C<F)q]1f0:p0 =" Z 1C<F)]lf0=p0'

F,PeMy F,PeMy

Summing over ¢ = fo = py € F,, we see that

X = 1_ S Y 1) d o1 (4.28)

qn 1
ceFy \ FeM,, PeM,,
f0=C po=c

Note that the middle sum is exactly
Z Le(F) = 1¢,(c) H (¢ —Ni), (4.29)
FeM, 1<ieg
fo=c
so substituting this into [£2]) gives

X = qnll I a—N)D 1) D1 (4.30)

1<ieg celFy PeM;,
po=c

When ¢ = 0, we have > pem, 1 = 0. Otherwise, by the Prime Polynomial Theorem in
Po=c

arithmetic progressions we have > pem, 1 = q_%wq(n) + O (¢"?*). 1t 0 € Z, then the only
Po=c
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¢ for which 1¢,(c) # 0 is ¢ = ap. Thus in this case

X = qnll H<q_Ni) Z 1

1<icg PeM,
pPo=ao
1 1 /2
= H (g — Ny) Fﬁq(n) +O0(q"")
1<ieJ
So we have shown that in this case
1
X=\-—7F7"" H(q — ;) | mg(n) + O(q""?) (4.31)
¢ Mg —1) %

In the case where 0 € J, we have that 1¢,(c) # 0 for ¢ € F;\Sp. So in this case

dg(e) Y o1= > > d=mn)-> > 1 (4.32)

celFy PeM, c€Fg\So PEM, ce€Sy PEM,,
po=c po=c po=c

By assumption 0 ¢ Sy, thus

221—— )+O(Nq"/2)

CESO PEMn
po=c

Plugging this into (£32) gives

q—No—1 n
Z Le,(c) Z 1= ﬁwq(n) + O (Nog /2) : (4.33)
CGFq P;)%-i/lcn

and combining (4.33)) and (£30) results in

X = <qf_1 11 - Nn) (RS nw o) s

1<ieJ ¢—1

- (42 TL =) o 0 00

1<ieJ

Writing
S — (4.35)
Z {V(3171 H1<zeé7( Ni) it0eJ

we have shown in (4.31]) and (4.34]) that

Z W(a)T) f(=a/T) — & -7 (n)| = |X — & - my(n)] = O (¢"/**) (4.36)

aclFy
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4.5 Conclusion

Recall that

zl=%z ~0r)
eMy

PeC q
1
q FeS1US2USs

where &;, Sz, S3 provide a partition of M,, defined in (@2T]). Thus

(X)X i LS Fl0n) () + 5 3 Funtor0

pPeC Fes FeSe €S3

Bounds for

are given in ({.20) and (£27). For the main term, we have shown in (£.30)) that

Z Or) = & - my(n)

Fes

with & defined as in (£35]). Thus, by the triangle inequality,
pecC

pecC FeS1
Writing s = /(1 —)/(1 — 2¢)y/n and m,, ;. = min{n/I, s}, plugging (£26) into ([E37)
yields

-0 (qn/2+1) :

)|+ 0 (") . (4.37)

S Oz(TL o I)qn—%\_%J + qn—Iq—(l—Qa—l—o(l))mn’I’E + 9] (qn/2+1)

<Z1> S - my(n)

PeC

= (a(n— 1)+ o(1)) ¢ HH 4 g
when I = o0(n/log(n)). If we have larger I, we assume that y = ££ > 1 and that n is
sufficiently large in terms of € and 7. In this case, we use the bound given in (£27)) together

with (£37) in order to obtain

() - men

with B, . ;, tending to zero as g grows to infinity. This completes the proof of the theorem.

< aln- [)q”’%L%J + qnfqu(l726)n/1+4736+Bq,5,7—,y +0 (qn/2+1)

_ (a(n _ I) + O(l))(]n_%L%J + qn—lq—(1—25)n/]+4—3e+Bq,5,’y ’

29



5 Discussion

In the introduction we defined a set C and stated how many primes one might expect C to
contain. For convenience, we defined C to be

n—1

C: {Tn+ZbZTZbZ:aZ V’iEI,bj gSJ VJ Ej} y
=0

where Z W J be a partition of {0,...,n— 1}, ap #0if0€Z, and 0 ¢ Sy if 0 € J. Write

I = #1, and for every j € J write N; = #5;. The number of primes to be expected in C

is & - m,(n), with

[e7(a—N;)
R C oY)

it0e”Z

S =
(q_l_N;Z_r{‘z;iﬁ)J(q_Nj) if0eJ.

The asymptotics are indeed what one might expect: Note that there are ¢ — N; options
for every index i € J, so #C = [],c,(¢ — N;). We expect the proportion of primes in C
to be similar to that in all of the monic polynomials, up to a correction factor due to the
coefficient by. We think of & as & = £X . R, with R being a correction factor. If 0 € Z,
then since ag # 0, the probability of being prime increases by a factor of ﬁ, hence in this

case 4 4 X
g 4 _I)H(q—Nz‘)-

q" ¢ q—1 ¢ Hg—-1) 2

G}

In the other case where 0 € J, having assumed 0 ¢ Sy the correction factor will be

_N,—1 . .
R = qqfll . q%l, so in this case

#C #C q— N;—1 q qg— No—1
S=—"-R="- ' ==~ I (@— M.
q q g=1  q-1 ¢ H¢=1) 22,
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