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Abstract

We present a new technique for computing permutation polynomials based on equivalence
relations. The equivalence relations are defined by expanded normalization operations and new
functions that map permutation polynomials (PPs) to other PPs. Our expanded normalization
applies to almost all PPs, including when the characteristic of the finite field divides the degree
of the polynomial. The equivalence relations make it possible to reduce the size of the space,
when doing an exhaustive search. As a result, we have been able to to compute almost all
permutation polynomials of degree d at most 10 over GF'(q), where g is at most 97. We have
also been able to compute nPPs of degrees 11 and 12 in a few cases. The techniques apply to
arbitrary ¢ and d. In addition, the equivalence relations allow the set all PPs for a given degree
and a given field GF(q) to be succinctly described by their representative nPPs. We give several
tables at the end of the paper listing the representative nPPs (i.e., the equivalence classes) for
several values of ¢ and d. We also give several new lower bounds for M(n, D), the maximum
number of permutations on n symbols with pairwise Hamming distance D, mostly derived from
our results on PPs.

1 Introduction

Let GF(q) denote the finite field over ¢ = p™ elements, where p is prime and m > 1. The
prime p is called the characteristic of the field. A polynomial P(z) over GF(q) is a permutation
polynomial (PP) if it permutes the elements of GF(q). Let Ny(q) be the number of PPs of degree
d over GF(q). Lidl and Mullen [19] 20] posed the problem of computing N4(¢) and they found the
following boundary conditions for Ny(q):

Ni(g) =q(g—1)
Ny(q)=0ifd|(¢g—1) and d > 1

Dickson [I0] characterized all PPs of degree up to 6. Hou [I5] gave a survey of recent results
about PPs. Chu, Colbourn, and Dukes [8], using a table of all PPs of degree at most five given
by Lidl and Mullen [19], counted the number of different PPs of degree at most 5. Shallue and
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Wanless [24] described those of degree 6. Li, Chandler, and Xiang [I8] described PPs of degree 6
and 7 over a field of characteristic 2.

An exceptional PP is a PP P(x) for GF(q), which, for infinitely many m, is also a PP for
GF(q™). Fan [I1I] obtained a classification of all permutation polynomials of degree 7 over GF(q)
for any odd prime power ¢ > 7 up to linear transformations and proved that there are no non-
exceptional PPs of degree 7 for finite fields of order ¢ when ¢ > 49. Fan also [13] obtained a
classification of all permutation polynomials of degree 8 over GF'(q) for any odd prime power ¢ > 8
up to linear transformations and proved that there are no PPs of degree 8 for finite fields of order
g when ¢ > 31. In addition, Fan [12] described all PPs of degree 8 over finite fields of characteristic
2 and proved that non-exceptional PP’s of degree 8 do not exist over GF(2") if r > 6.

It is an interesting problem to enumerate all permutation polynomials of somewhat large degree.
Let P(x) = agz® +ag_12%97 ' +--- +ajx 4 ag be a degree d permutation polynomial over GF(q). A
brute force search for degree d permutation polynomials over GF(q) would require O(dg?2) time
as there are d 4+ 1 coefficients, with ¢ choices for each one, and for each of these possibilities, one
needs to examine the list of ¢ values formed by the d terms of the polynomial on each element
of GF(q) to see if the result is a permutation. One way to make the search more efficient is to
look for all normalized PPs (denoted by nPPs), which fixes certain coefficients. In normalization,
ag =1, ap = 0, and when the field characteristic p does not divide d, we have ag_1 = 0 [19]. It is
known that any PP can be transformed into an nPP by certain algebraic operations, which we will
describe shortly. In this paper, we use the names c-normalization to denote the case where p 1 d,
m-normalization when p > 2 | d, and b-normalization when p = 2 | d. Properties of the latter two
types of normalization will be investigated in the next section. In all three cases of normalization,
searching for nPPs takes O(dg?™!) time as three coefficients are fixed.

We define transformations that map PPs to PPs, and derive new equivalence relations based
these functions, which yield a more succinct classification of PPs. Using these functions, we are able
to fix a fourth coefficient, making the search for nPPs take O(dg®"?) time. Our new equivalence
relations are defined for arbitrary ¢ and d. We provide results for PPs of somewhat large ¢ and
d. Specifically, we characterize and count PPs of degree at most 9 for finite fields for primes and
prime powers up to ¢ = 97, PPs of degree 10 for primes and prime powers up to ¢ = 73, and PPs
of degree 11 for primes and prime powers up to 32. This is a near complete accounting of PPs up
to the stated limits for ¢ and d.

Let n be a positive integer and let ¢ and 7 be permutations over n symbols. A permutation
array (PA) is a set of permutations on n symbols. ¢ and 7 have Hamming distance at least D,
denoted by hd(o,7) > D, if o(x) # m(x) in at least D different positions . A PA A has Hamming
distance D, denoted by hd(A) > D, if every pair of permutations in A has Hamming distance
at least D. The maximum number of permutations in a PA A on n symbols with hd(A) > D is
denoted by M(n, D).

We are interested in an application of permutation polynomials to permutation arrays with large
Hamming distance. Much recent work has focused on computing large permutation arrays with a
given lower bound for their pairwise Hamming distance [T}, 2 [3| [4], 5 6, [8] 9], 14}, 16| [17), 23] 25| 27), 22].
Chu et al. [8] showed that PPs can be used for lower bounds on M (n, D). Let P(x) and Q(x) be
two degree d PPs over GF(q). Basically, P(x) and Q(x) can agree in at most d points, because
for every set of d points there is one and only one polynomial of degree d that passes through
them. So, the corresponding permutations must disagree in at least ¢ — d positions. That is, the
permutations have Hamming distance at least ¢ — d. So, it follows that, if ZZZI Ni(q) > T, then



M(q,q — d) > T, for some positive integer T. In addition, Chu, et al. [8] showed that when ¢ is a
prime power:

o M(q,q—d)>>%_ | Ni(q).
e If g=2F#£1 (mod 3), then M(q,q—3) > (¢+2)g(qg— 1) and M(q,q —4) > 2q(q—1)(¢* +
3q +8).

e If ¢ 2 (mod 3), then M(q,q —2) > ¢*

R. Sobhani, et al. [26] computed some values of Ny(q) and used these to give lower bounds for some
values of M(n,D). Bereg, et al. [5] give a table with several new lower bounds for M (n, D) for
n < 550 and a table for M (n,n — 1) for prime powers n < 600.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss normalization of permutation
polynomials. In Sections 2. and 2.2] we extend the concept of normalization by defining m-
normalization and b-normalization, to include cases when the degree of the polynomial is a multiple
of the field characteristic p. These new forms of normalization apply when p | d, to which classic
c-normalization does not apply. In Section 2] we show that for all d such that p | d and p # 2, one
can limit a search for m-normalized PPs, where ag = 1, ag = 0, and either ag_1 = 0 or ag_o = 0.
So, again such a search takes O(dq?!) time, as three coefficients are fixed. In Section 2] we show
that when p | d, p = 2 and d is in an interval 2! < d < 2!*! for some i, then one can limit a
search for b-normalized PPs, where ag = 1, ag = 0, and either ae_o = 0 or a._1 = 0, for a specified
position e. Again, a such search takes O(dg?!) time.

In Section B we consider other transformations that map nPPs to nPPs, allowing an order
of magnitude optimization of the search, as mentioned earlier. We call these transformations
the F-map and the G-map. In Section Ml we use the F-map and the G-map to define more
inclusive equivalence relations on PPs with larger equivalence classes, which permit a more succinct
description of all PPs of degree d for a field GF'(q). As the F-map allows us to fix another coefficient
in a search for nPPs, the time complexity is reduced to O(dqd_z). In Section Bl we describe
algorithms that implement the search for nPPs using equivalence relations.

Finally, in Section [l we present our numeric results. We provide a table listing specific values
for N11(q). We present several tables that list the new categorizations of PPs (using equivalence
relations), as well as the number of PPs in each category, for ¢ up to 97 and degrees up to 11. We
summarize all of these results in a table that lists the number of nPPs, equivalence classes, and
total number of PPs for ¢ < 97 and degree d,6 < d < 10. We also include a table giving new lower
bounds for M (n, D).

Notation. In this paper, we use p to denote a prime and ¢ = p™ to denote a power of the prime
p for some m > 1. We use d (2 < d < q) to denote the degree of a PP P(z) = agz?® + ag_x% ! +
-+ + a1x + ag over the finite field GF(p™) = GF(q) with field characteristic p. Throughout
the paper and in the tables at the end we use the following notation for the elements of GF(q).
GF(q) has ¢ — 1 non-zero elements, all of which can be listed as t°,¢!,... t972, where t # 0
represents a generator of the multiplicative group of nonzero elements of GF(q). We use the
notation t® = 1,¢! = 2,...,t972 = ¢ — 1. Lidl and Niederreiter [2I] give this as the second choice of
notations to describe the elements of a finite field, with the first choice for GF(p™) being by degree
m polynomials with coefficients from GF'(p). PPs can easily be converted from one notation to
the other. As a primitive polynomial is needed to do the appropriate arithmetic, we give explicit
primitive polynomials for our results.



2 Normalized permutation polynomials and equivalence relations

As described in the introduction, a c-normalized nPP is a PP where ag =1, ag_1 = 0, and ag = 0.
This form of normalization can be achieved when p 1 d. We introduce two new definitions for
normalization for the case p | d, which we call m-normalization and b-normalization. Table [I]
summarizes the three types of normalization.

normalization type | degree restriction | nPP properties

c-normalization ptd monic, P(0) =0, ag_1 =0
m-normalization pldand p>2 monic, P(0) = 0, either ag_1 =0 or ag_o =0
b-normalization pldand p=2 monic, P(0) = 0, if 2¢ < d < 2i*! — 3 for some i

then either a, =0 or a,_; = 0, where r = 20 — 1

Table 1: Types of normalization for PPs, P(z) = agz® +ag 1% 1+ - -4+ a1x + ap, of degree d with
field characteristic p.

Here are some examples of normalized PPs:

e The degree-9 PP 22 + 227 + 32° over GF(5?%) is c-normalized, as ag = 1, ag = 0 and ag = 0.

e The degree-6 PP is 25 + 2° + 23 + 522 + 52 over GF(3?) is m-normalized, as ag = 1, ay = 0
and ag = 0.

e The degree-10 PP 219 + 2% + 27 4 262° + 302* + 2122 + 312 over GF(2%) is b-normalized,
asayg=1,a6=0and ap =0 (withi =3 and r =2° -~ 1=7).

The normalization definitions of nPPs allow nearly all PPs of degree d to be converted to nPPs
of degree d by applying certain algebraic operations, called normalization operations, in some order.
The normalization operations [19], 24] on a PP P(z) are

e multiplication by a constant, i.e., aP(z), for some nonzero constant a in GF(q),
e addition to the variable, i.e., P(x + b), for some constant b in GF(q).

e addition of a constant, i.e., P(x) + ¢, for some constant ¢ in GF(q), and
We include an extended normalization operation, namely
e multiplication of the variable, i.e., P(sx), for some nonzero constant s.

Extended normalization will come into play in Section[l It is customary in the literature to refer to
the normalization operations applied to a PP P(x) by aP(x+b) + ¢, where a, b, and ¢ are elements
of the finite field, with a being nonzero. References to extended normalization applied to a PP
P(x), denoted by aP(sx + b) + ¢, where a,b,c, and s are elements of the finite field, with both a
and s are nonzero, appear, for example, in [11} 12} [13] and have been called linear transformations.

Notice that each operation has an inverse. That is, if e is the multiplicative inverse of a in GF(q),
then e(a(P(x)) = P(z). If h is the additive inverse of b in GF(q), then P((x+b)+ h) = P(x), etc.
Let aP(x 4+ b) + ¢ denote the result of performing normalization operations in any order. Note that
the second operation, addition of a constant b to the variable z, when P(x) is a PP, has the effect
of permuting the order of its values. Note also that, if one adds ¢ and then multiplies by a, the



result is aP(x) 4+ ac. Whereas, if we multiply by a and then add ¢, the result is aP(z) + ¢. Since
we consider adding all such constants, and a times c is a constant in GF(q), the set of such PPs is
the same regardless of the order of operations.

We define two equivalence relations, R and Rg, on PPs of degree d, for some d > 1, as follows.

Definition 1. Let P(x) and Q(x) be PPs of degree d, for some d. If P(xz) can be converted into
Q(z) by some sequence of normalization operations, then P(z) and Q(x) are related by R. If P(z)
can be converted into Q(x) by some sequence of normalization operations including the extended
normalization operation, then P(z) into Q(x) are related by Rp.

It is easy to see that R and Rp are equivalence relations. Observe that any PP P(x) can be
transformed to itself by the empty sequence of normalization operations. If P(z) can be transformed
into Q(z) by some sequence, then Q(x) can be transformed into P(x) by the inverse of each step in
the reversed sequence. Finally, if P(x) can be transformed into Q(z), and Q(z) can be transformed
into T'(z), then P(x) can be transformed into T'(x) by the composition of the two sequences.

An nPP is a representative of an equivalence class defined by R. We can make a more effi-
cient search algorithm by searching for nPPs and the equivalence class they represent, rather than
searching directly for PPs. In order to use equivalence classes to count PPs, we need to explore
specific properties of normalization.

2.1 m-normalization

If the degree d of a PP P(x) is a multiple of the field characteristic p, then there is no constant b
which when added to the variable z will make the coefficient ag_1 of P(z+0b) equal to 0. This is due
to the fact that in this case, the expansion of (z +b)?, does not have a nonzero term involving 2%~ 1.
So, when p | d, we cannot necessarily achieve c-normalization. However, if az_1 # 0, then there is
a constant b such that P(z + b) has ag_o = 0. That is, we can achieve m-normalization. This is
similar to Fan’s idea in Observation 8 [I1]. Recall from Table [Il that m-normalization applies when
p # 2 and d is a multiple of p. In this section, we show that m-normalization can be achieved for
any PP satisfying these conditions.

As stated in Section 2] P(z) is m-normalized when ag = 1, ap = 0, and either ag_; = 0 or
ag—o = 0. We show that any PP of degree d over GF(p™) where p | d and p # 2 can be m-
normalized. By the definition of characteristic of a finite field, for all k € GF(q), k+k+ ...k =0.

d times

Furthermore, for all ¢ € GF(q), there exists a k € GF(q) such that k +%k+ ...k = ¢. To see this
N—_— ——

d — 1 times

let 1+14...1=s. Note that s #0, since 1 +1+...1=0. Since k+ k + ...k = ks, one wants
——— — ——

d — 1 times d times d-1 times

k(s) = c or, equivalently, k = ¢/s where the arithmetic is in GF(q).

Theorem 2. Any PP P(z) where the degree d is a multiple of the field characteristic p, can be
transformed to an m-normalized PP Q(z) by the normalization operations.

Proof. Let P(x) = agz® + ag_12% ' 4+ --- + a1z + ag, and for some a,b, c € GF(q) with a # 0, let
Q(z) =aP(z+b)+c
= aag(z + b)? + aag_1(z + b)¥ + aag_o(x + )2 + -+ +aai(x +b) + aag + ¢
= bgz? 4+ bg_12T + bg_oxT 2 4+ -+ byx + by,



Observe that the degree d term of Q(z) has the coefficient by = aag. If we choose a to be the
multiplicative inverse of a4, then the degree d coefficient of Q(x) will be 1.

If ag_1 = 0, then by_1 = 0 and the desired property is true. So suppose that aq_1 # 0, and
consider by_o in Q(x). Since d is a multiple of p, the expansion of a4(z + b)? will derive nonzero
coefficients only for terms whose degrees are multiples of p. Since p > 2, this means that (d—2) { p,
50 ag(x + b)? will have a coefficient of 0 for the degree d — 2 term. Hence by_s is calculated solely
by the expansion of aaq_1(z + b)?' + aag_o(x + b)42.

The expansion of aag_1(z + b)?! will produce a term of degree d — 2 with coefficient aay_b’
where O = chl_l b. The expansion of aag_o(x + b)?~2 will produce a term of degree d — 2 with
coefficient by_o = aag_o. Therefore the coefficient of 292 in Q(x) is bg_s = aag_1V + aag_o =
a(ag_1b +aq_9). And by algebra, by_o is zero if ag_1b' +aq_o = 0. Since ag_1 # 0 and d — 1 is not
a multiple of p, we can choose b such that ¢’ is the additive inverse of ag_s/a4_1, making bg_s =0
in Q(x). Soin Q(x), by = 1,by = 0, and either by_1 =0 or by_o = 0.

If we choose ¢ to be the additive inverse of the constant term of aP(x + b), then the constant
term becomes zero. So, we achieve m-normalization.

O

2.2 b-normalization

In Section 2.1, we considered PPs whose degree d is a multiple of the field characteristic p and
p > 2. We showed that under those conditions, m-normalization can be achieved. In this section,
we consider the remaining case, namely, p | d and p = 2, and show that, b-normalization can be
achieved except when d = 2/ — 2, for some i > 2.

We say that the integer interval [r,s] has a [t,u] gap, if for all d € [r,s|, the expansion of
(x 4 b)?, does not include any nonzero ¢ monomials, where e € [t,u]. For example, the integer
interval [8,13] has a [6,7] gap as seen by:

(z + )8 =28 + b8

(z+0)
( )10 = 10 4 4248 4 p8g2 4 plO

(z + )1t = 2! + 210 4+ 0220 + 32 + 323 + V2% + 02 4 b!

( )12 = 212 4 pig8 4 pSat 4 12

That is, in each of the exhibited expansions there are no z% or 27 terms.

We use this observation in the proofs below regarding b-normalization. In Lemma M, we show
that in the expansion of (z + b)? when d € [2¢,27 — 3], the coefficients of the terms z® =2 and
22~ term are always zero. That is, the interval [27, 2! — 3] has a [2¢ — 2,2¢ — 1] gap. In Lemma
we show that any PP P(z) of characteristic 2 such that d is a multiple of 2, has a related PP
P(x 4 b) for which certain terms in its expansion always have a coefficient equal to zero. We use

Lucas’ Theorem (stated below for the reader’s convenience) in the proof of Lemma [l

Theorem 3. [Lucas’ Theorem[7] ] Let p be prime, and let m = mg + mip + ..., +mgp® and
n=ng+nmip+...,+ng? where 0 < mi,n; <p fori=0,1,...,d. Then

(1) =11 (1) o



Lemma 4. [Gap Lemma] For all i > 1, the expansion of (z + b)?, for d € [2¢,27*1 — 3], has a
[28 — 2,20 —1] gap.

Proof. Consider the expansion (z + b)¢ = ZZ:O (Z):Ed_kbk. Let k € {d— (20 —2),d — (2" — 1)}.
Clearly, b* is not zero, so our job is to show that the expression (Z) is zero. Let k' = d — k, that is
k' € {28 — 2,28 —1}. By a well-known identity, we have (Z) = (dﬁk) = (g,). Represent d and k" by
their base-2 (i 4 1)-tuples § = (d;,;—-1,...,02,01,00) and k = (k;, Ki—1,- - - , K2, K1, Ko ), respectively,
where for all 4, 6;,x; € {0,1}. Observe that at least one ¢; (0 < j < ¢ — 2) must be 0 because
2! < d < 21 — 3. Observe also that x; = 1 for all i > 0. Hence there is a j such that 0; = 0 and
rj =1, so by Lucas’ Theorem, (g,) =0= (z) It follows that (x + b)<, for d € [2¢,27F! — 3], has a
[28 —2,2" — 1] gap. O

Lemma 5. Leti > 1. Let d € [21,27! — 3] be even. For any PP P(z) over GF(2™), where m > 2,
there is a constant b in GF(2™) such that in the PP P(z +b), either the x> ~1 term or the 2% —2
term is zero.

Proof. By Lemma [ the interval [2¢,2i+1 — 3] has a [2¢ — 2,2! — 1] gap. Let P(x) = agz? +
ag—12% N+ ag_ox®? + - 4+ ayx + ag, where d € [2¢,2'T! — 3] is even. Adding b to the argument
gives: P(z +b) = ag(z + )% + ag_1(x + )+ ag_o(x + )2 +--- +ay(x +b) + ap.

If ayi_; is zero there is nothing to prove, so suppose ayi_; is not zero. Since [2,2¢T! — 3] has a
[2¢ —2,2¢ —1] gap, each term (z+b)%, for s € [2¢,2771 —3] has no z¢ term for e € [2 —2,2¢ —1]. This
means that agi_1(z + )% ™! and agi_o(x + b)* ~2 are the only possible terms whose expansion has
a nonzero 22 ~2 term. By the binomial theorem, agi_1(z 4+ )% "' = agi_j2% 4 agi_1bx? "2+ ...,

2

and agi_o(x + b)% 72 = agi_ox>~2..., where low order terms are not shown. Summing these

two expansions and isolating the 222 term, we solve for the value of b such that CL2i_1bI1}'2i_2 +
agi_9x> 72 = 0. We see that when b = —aqi_;/agi_s, the coefficient of the 22 =2 term of P(x + b)
is zero. n

For example, let d = 23, and let P(x) = agx® + a72” + agz® + -+ + a1 + ag. Adding b to the
argument gives:
P(z 4 b) = ag(z 4+ b)® + ar(z + b)" + ag(x + b)° + - - + a1 + ag
= ag(x® +0®) +ay(2” + b2 + %25 + ) Fag(a® 0%t )+
= agz® + agh® + (arz” + azbx® +...) + (agz® + agh®st + ... )+ ...

We want to solve for the value of b that makes the coefficient of the 2® term of P(z + b) zero. So
a7bx® + agx® = 0 is satisfied by b = —ar/ag.

Theorem 6. Any PP P(x) over GF(2™) for some m > 2, and 2 | d can be transformed to an
b-normalized PP Q(z) by the normalization operations, except when d = 2¢ — 2, for some i > 2.

Proof. Let P(x) = agz® + ag_12% ' 4+ --- 4+ a1z + ag, and for some a,b, c € GF(q) with a # 0, let
Q(z) =aP(x+b) +c

= aag(z + b)? + aag_1(z + b)¥' + aag_o(x + b)) + - +aai(x +b) + aag + ¢
= bz + bg_12 " + by_9zT 2+ - + bz + by,



Observe that the degree d term of Q(z) has the coefficient by = aag. If we choose a to be the
multiplicative inverse of ag4, then the degree d coefficient of Q(x) will be 1. If we choose ¢ to be the
additive inverse of the constant term of aag, then the constant term of Q(z) will be by = aap+c = 0.
By Lemma[5], there is a b such that in Q(z), the coefficient of either the degree 2! — 1 term or degree
2t — 2 term equal to 0, except when d = 2¢ — 2, for some i > 2. Hence Q(x) is b-normalized.

O

2.3 Counting PPs using equivalence classes based on normalization

When the degree d of a PP is not a multiple of the field characteristic p, the PP can be c-normalized.
As shown below, for any such PP P(z), the there is a unique triple (a, b, ¢) such that aP(z+b)+c is
c-normalized. Moreover, each equivalence class contains exactly one nPP, and each PP belongs to
exactly one equivalence class. These properties allow us to count, for a given ¢ and d, the number
of PPs in each equivalence class.

Observation 7. Let P(x) be PP where p t d. Then there is a unique triple (a,b,c) such that
aP(x +b) + ¢ is c-normalized.

Proof. Let Q(x) = aP(x + b) + ¢. Since Q(z) is c-normalized, the coefficient of its degree-d term
is aag = 1. Hence a = a;'. The degree-(d — 1) term of Q(z) is (aagz_1 + db)z?~' = 0, so
b= —aag_1/d. (Note that d # 0). Finally, since the constant term of Q(z), namely Q(0), is 0, ¢ is
uniquely determined by the constant term of aP(x + b). O

Let Q(z) be an nPP of degree d. The equivalence class under the relation R containing Q(z),
denoted by [Q], is the set

Q] ={aQ(x +b)+c| a,b,c € GF(q) and a # 0}.

Lemma 8. Let Q(x) be an nPP of degree d < q where p{d. Then all ¢*(q — 1) polynomials in [Q]
are different.

Proof. Let Q(x) = agz®+ag_ 127 '+ - -+a1z+ag and assume that polynomials P(z) = aQ(x+b)+c
and P'(z) = d'Q(z+V)+ in [Q] are equal. Since the degree-d terms of P(x) and P’(z) are equal,
a = a'. Since the degree-(d — 1) terms are equal, a(ag_1 + aqdb) = da’'(ag—1 + aqdb’). Then
ag—1 + agdb = ag_1 + aqdb’ and db = db’ and b = V' (since d is not a multiple of p). Let e be the
lowest degree term of a@Q(z + b). Then the lowest degree terms of P(z) and P'(x) are e + ¢ and

e + ¢, respectively. Thus, ¢ = ¢’ and the claim follows. O

Note that Lemma B implies that each equivalence class of R contains one and only one nPP.
Thus when d is not a multiple of p, each equivalence class contains exactly ¢(¢ — 1) members
(including the representative nPP). Note that the equivalence classes by definition are disjoint. If
the number of nPPs is k, there are kq?(¢ — 1) PPs.

3 Mapping nPPs to nPPs

We now describe the F'-map and the G-map, two new functions that map nPPs to nPPs. We will
use these functions in Section M to define new equivalence relations on nPPs whose equivalence
classes are unions of equivalence classes of R.



3.1 The F-map

The F-map is the function that multiplies the degree (d — k) term of P(z) by t*, for all k. The
F-map allows one additional coefficient to be fixed, resulting in an order of magnitude speedup in
the search for PPs.

Definition 9. Define the F-map by
d
F(P(z)) = Pagz® + trag_12% + -+ tFag_pz®F + o+t ey x + tlag = Ztkad_kazd_k.
k=0

First, we show that the set of PPs is closed under the F-map.

Lemma 10. If P(z) is a PP, then F(P(x)) is a PP.

Proof. We show that F(P(x)) is one-to-one. Observe that, for any nonzero t¢,

F(P(#) = t%ag(t)? + trag_ (1) + -+t ay (1) + taq

=t ag(tD) ™ +ag 1 (T 4 a (BT +ag)
=t ag(t™ ) +ag_ 1 (BT 4 a (BT +ag)
T
= 4Pt /t).

It follows that F'(P(z)) is a permutation polynomial, since it is obtained from P(x) by multiplying
by the constant t¢ and replacing the argument x by ¢~ 'z. O

Lemma [[0] provides an alternative formulation for the F-map, namely, F(P(z)) = t?P(t"'z) =
t?P(x/t). Let F'(P(x)) denote the composition of the F-map with itself i times, for some 7. Then

Fi(P(z)) =t%P(t~'z) = t%P(z/t). (1)

We will use this formulation in later proofs in this paper.
By definition, the F-map multiplies the coefficient aq by t° = 1, so when P(z) is an nPP,
F(P(x)) is also an nPP. This is formalized in Corollary [Tl below, which follows easily from Lemma

1l
Corollary 11. If P(z) is an nPP over GF(q), then F(P(z)) is an nPP.

Observe that the ¢ — 1 non-zero elements of GF(q) form a cyclic group, G,—1, under multi-
plication [2I]. Moreover, for each k, there exists an r, (0 < r < ¢ — 1), such that the iterates,
th 2k . (trk mod (@-1) — 1), form a cyclic subgroup, H;, of G,—1. By Lagrange’s theorem, the
number of elements in Hx, i.e., ord(Hx ), is a divisor of ¢ — 1.

Consider iterations of the F-map, namely, the sequence

P(z),F(P(z)), F*(P(z)),... ,F'(P(z)),... , (2)

where F'(P(z)) = Zgzo t"*aq_x?F. For the degree (d—k) term, iterative use of the F-map yields
the sequence of coefficients

t2k (trk mod (¢g—1)

k
ag—k, tag—g, t"ag_p, ... Ad—k = Qq—f)

where the terms are simply the elements of H,;» multiplied by the common factor az_x. This forms
a cycle of length » < g — 1 where r is smallest integer such that ¢rk mod (q_l)ad_k = Qg—k-



Definition 12. Let k be an integer such that 1 < k < d. Define the Fy, — map by Fj(z) = xtF.

The F}, function gives us a third way to look at the F-map, namely, for each k, the F-map computes
Fi(ag—y) = tFag_p. In other words, F(P(z)) = agx® + ttag_12% ' + -« + t¥ oy + tday =
agr? 4+ Fi(ag_1)x% "t +-- -+ F;_1(a1)x + Fy(ag). Note that iterations of the Fy-map on the element
1 yields the cyclic subgroup H,. We call this sequence of iterations the Fg-cycle. Define the
length of the Fj-cycle to be ord(H,x). In this paper, we are interested in those values of k for which
the (d — k)™ coefficient of an nPP P(z) is not 0.

Observe that for any PP P(x), there is an integer s > 1, such that the sequence shown in
Equation (2]) forms a cycle.

Definition 13. The sequence of iterates of the F-map on the PP P(x), namely
P(z), F(P(x)), F*(P(x)),..., F*(P(x)) = P(x)
is called the F-cycle on P(x).

Consider the values of k for which the coefficient a4_j in P(z) is nonzero. For all such k,
(1 <k <d),let gp = ged(k,q—1), and let j = H%in{gk}. The length of the F-cycle on P(x) is

s =(g—1)/j. That is, the length of the F-cycle on P(z) is the least common multiple of the orders
of the subgroups H, for all k such that ag_x # 0.
For example, consider GF(5?). The cyclic subgroups of Gsa_1 are Hyo, Hy, Hez, Hys, Hya, Hys,
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Hs, Hy2, and their orders are 1, 24, 12, 8, 6, 4, 3 and 2, respectively. To see this, observe that

Hy = Hpo = {t70} = {1} for all i Hy = Hys = {t*0} for all i

Hoy = Hp = {ti*l} for all i _ {t0*67t1*67t2*67t3*67t4*6}
_ {to*l,tl*l,tQ*l,t?’*l, ) _ {t07t67t127t187t24 _ to}
= {19, ¢1, 2,3, B M =10 ={1,7,13,19}
={1,2,3,4,...,24} = Hig
= He = Hg = Hio = His = Hig = Hoo = Hou  Ho = Hys = {78} for all i

Hs = Hpe = {t72) for all d = {{078 4158 4248 381
= 062 12 4242 432 = 10,4816 424 — 40}
= {1962, ¢1,4%, .. 2 M =10 ={1,9,17}
={1,3,5,7,...,23} = Ha7
=Hi1 = His = Hos Hiz = Hpe = {t*12} for all i

Hy = Hys = {t73) for all g = {0012 4112 42412y
= {063 13 4243 4343 = {10,412 24 — 10}
= {t9,¢3,40,4%, ..., 2 2 =0 ={1,13}

= {1,4,7,10,...,22}
= Hio = Hie = H22

Hs = Hya = {t"} for all 4
{t0*4 t1*4 t2>)<4 t3*4 t4*4 t5>)<4 t6*4}

={1,5,9,13,17,21}
= Hai

where mod 24 arithmetic is used in the exponents.

To illustrate the computation of F-cycles, consider the nPP P(z) = % + 227 4+ 122° + 423 + 17z
over GF(25). For all k, (1 < k < d), the non-zero coefficients are ar, as, ag and a1, which correspond
to k = 2,4,6, and 8 and g = gcd(k,24) = 2,4,6, and 8, respectively. We next compute j =
mkin{gk} = min{2,4,6,8} = 2. So, the length of the F-cycle on P(x) is (¢ — 1)/j = 24/2 = 12.

That F12(P(x)) = P(z) is easily verified. Note also that the length of each respective Fj-cycle is
the order of the subgroup H;:, which, referring to the list above, is ord(H.) = 12, ord(Hu) =
6, ord(Hs) = 4, and ord(Hs) = 3, and their least common multiple is 12, which is the length of
the F-cycle on P(z).

In general, for larger degree nPPs over GF(q), there is a k such that gcd(k,q — 1) = 1, so the
length of the F-cycle is ¢ — 1. This means that if there is a nPP agz® + ag_12% ' + - + a1z + ag
such that ag_p # 0, then there is also one in which ag_; = 1. This allows us to fix an additional
coefficient aq_j, to the values in {0, 1}, thus reducing the search time for nPPs to O(dg?2).

3.2 The G-map

The G-map is the function that raises each coefficient in P(z) to the power p. That is,

11



Definition 14. Define the G-map by
d
1+---+a§’x+a€=2a§_k:p
k=0

d— d—k

G(P(x)) = aZxd +ad

We also consider the function G as a function on the elements of GF(q), which follows from the
case the polynomial is of degree 0.
We show that the set of PPs is closed under the G-map.

Lemma 15. If P(x) is a PP, then G(P(x)) is a PP.

Proof. Observe that for all ¢,d in GF(q), (¢ + d)P = ¢ 4+ dP. This is the so-called “Freshman
Dream” idea, which follows from the binomial theorem and the fact that (!) =0 (mod p) when p
is prime [21]. So,

(P(x))P = (ad:Ed + ad_lznd_l + - 4+ arz+ap)?

= dp(a?)? +aly_, (2P)T + - 4 ala? + af
= G(P(2")).
p

Also observe that if (29, 21,...,24-1) is a permutation of GF(q), then so is (2}, 21,... s 2g-1)-

Suppose not. That is, suppose that zI' = z;’ Then (2 — zf) =0, so, (# — zj)? = 0. Hence,
z;i —zj = 0, and so, z; = z;, a contradiction.

By assumption, P(z) is a PP, so # = (P(0),P(1),...,P(q — 1)) is a permutation. It fol-
lows that 7 = (P(0)?, P(1)P,...,P(q — 1)?) is also a permutation. Since 7 is the permutation
generated by the polynomial (P(z))P, it follows that (P(z))P is a PP. Hence, G(P(2P)) is a PP,
since, as shown above, (P(z))? = G(P(«P)). This means the permutation generated by G(P(zP)),
namely, (G(P(0?)),G(P(1P)),...,G(P((qg — 1)P))) is identical to the permutation 7. That is,
7 = (PO, PP, .., Plg — 1)) = (G(P(0?)), G(P(17)). ..., G(P((q — L)),

Note also that o = (0P,17,...,(¢ — 1)P) is a permutatlon Applying P(x) to o yields the
permutation p = (P(0P), P(17),... ,P((q —1)P)). Since p is a permutation, it is simply a reordering
of the permutation § = (P(0), P(1),...,P(¢—1)). Hence the sequence 7 = (G(P(0)), G(P(1)),...,
G(P(q — 1))) is simply a reordering of the permutation = = (G(P(0?)), G(P(1P)),...,G(P((q —
1)P))). That is, 7 is a permutation. Finally, observe that 7 is the permutation generated by applying
the G-map to the PP P(x). So it follows that G(P(x)) = (aq)Pz¢+ (ag_1)Px?~ 1+ -+ (a1)Pz+ (ag)P
is a PP over GF(q). O

We now show that the set of nPPs is closed under the G-map.
Corollary 16. If P(x) is a nPP then G(P(x)) is also an nPP.

Proof. By Lemma[15] we only need to show that G(P(x)) is normalized when P(z) is normalized.
Note that the coefficient of % in P(xz) is ag = 1. Hence, by definition of the G-map, the coefficient of
2% in G(P(z)) is af) = 17 = 1. Also, since the coefficient of z¥ in P(z) is ag = 0, then the coefficient
of 2° in G(P(x)) is a = 0P = 0. For c-normalization, since the coefficient of z%~! in P(z) is
ag—1 = 0, then the coefficient of z?~! in G(P(z)) is a)_, = 0P = 0. For m-normalization, if the
coefficient of 242 in P(z) is ag_s = 0, then the coefficient of =2 in G(P(z)) is af,_, = 0P = 0. For
b-normalization, if for some specified j, aq—; = 0, then the corresponding coefficient a?; ;= 0P =0
as well.

U
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By definition, the G-map raises each coefficient in the PP P(z) to the power p. Consider
iterations of the G-map, namely, the sequence

P(z),G(P(z)),G*(P()),... ,G'(P(z)),... , 3)
where G*(P(z)) = Zﬁzo ag_ka:d_k. Iterative use of the G-map on the (d — k)™ coefficient yields

the sequence
(0] pl p2 pm (mod pm—l)

_ D _
ad_k—ad_k, ad_k, ad_k, ey ad_k = Ad—k
m d pm—1 .
where afl_ k(mo P aq—g, because p"* =1 (mod p™ — 1). This forms a cycle of length m. Let

(rag_)
Ta, . (mod p™ —1) be the smallest integer such that az_ kd "= aq—r. The sequence of coefficients

1 (rag_p) . i
Ad—k, afl_k, e aﬁ_k = aq_j is called the G-cycle on the coefficient aq_. Define the

length of the G-cycle on the coefficient ag_j to be this integer ry.
Observe that for any PP P(z), there is an integer r > 1, such that the sequence of iterates of
the G-map shown in (3) forms a cycle.

Definition 17. The sequence of iterates of the G-map on the PP P(z), namely
P(z),G(P(z)),G*(P()),..., G"(P(x)) = P(x),
is called the G-cycle on P(x).
Consider the values of k for which the coefficient aq—p in P(x) is nonzero. For all such £k,
1<k<d),letr,, , = 1§H}i§nm{j | ip? (mod p™ — 1) = i}, where aq_y = t* for some i. The length
of the G-cycle on P(x) isr = mkax{radfk}. It should be noted that, for any element a in GF(q), the

length of the G-cycle containing a is a divisor of m. The length of the G-cycle on P(z) is simply
the least common multiple of the lengths of the G-cycles on all non-zero coefficients of P(x).

To illustrate G-cycles on coefficients, consider GF(2%). The elements of GF(2*) are parti-
tioned into 6 disjoint equivalence classes (i.e., G-cycles on coefficients) by the G-map, namely the
equivalence classes [0], [1], [2], [4], [6], and [8]. To see this, observe that

0] = {02} = {0} for all i 6] = [t°] = {(t7)*} for all i
[1] = [£°] = {(t°)*'} = {1} for all i = {7, )%, )", .}
2] = [¢'] = {(t")*'} for all i = {5,696, }
= {2 2 2 = {6,11}
= {t", 2,481} 8] = [t7] = {(t")*'} for all i
= {2,3,5,9} = {2, (>, (), @), ),
[4] = [*] = {(t)¥'} for all i e L e LA
= {7, ¥, ¥, P, Y, .} = {8,12,14, 15}
={t3,¢5,¢12.%.¢3,.. .}
= {4,7,10,13}

13



where mod 15 arithmetic is used in the exponents. The size of each equivalence class is the length

of the corresponding G-cycle on the coefficient aq_;. In this case, there are cycles of lengths 1,2,
and 4.

To illustrate the computation of the G-cycle on P(x), consider the degree 7 nPP P(x) =
7 + 2° + 8z + 622 + 4x over GF(2%). For all k,(1 < k < d), the non-zero coefficients a4y
are as = 1,a4 = 8,a3 = 6 and a; = 4, which correspond to k = 2,3,5, and 6, respectively. For
example, the G-cycle for the nonzero coefficient ay = 8 = t7, is [8] = [t7] = {8,12, 14,15}, which
gives the 4 successive coefficients of z* in the iterates of the G-map on P(z) shown below. We
compute the length of the G-cycle for each nonzero coefficient a4, namely, ro, , = . g;1<nm{ j|ip?

(mod p™—1) =i} resultinginrq, =11 =1,7q, =18 =4, 1y =76 =2, 7q, =74 = 4. B_y Definition
[I7 the length of the G-cycle on P(z) is mkax{radfk} = 4, as verified below.

P(z) = 2" +2° 4+ 82* + 622 + 4z
G(P(z)) = 1227 + 1227 + 822* 4+ 6222 + 4%z

— (t0)2$7 + (t0)233‘5 + (t7)2$4 + (t5)2l‘2 + (t3)2$
= (02" + (925 + 2t + 192 + %)z
=z 425 + 1521 + 112% + Tz

G*(P(x)) = (1°)%27 + (t°)%2” + (¢')%2" + (1°)%2? + ()%
= (2" + (t9)2° + (t*¥)2* + (t*°)2? + (¢
= (02" + (925 + t'¥)2t + ()2 + (t1?)z
= 2" +2° + 142" + 62° + 132

G?’(P(x)) — (t0)2$7 4 (t0)2.’1'5 4 (t13)2x4 4 (t5)2$2 4 (t12)2.’1'
= (92" + (t°)2° + #*)2? + (t19)2% + (t*M)z
= (192" + (t9)2® 4+ (¢ M)a? + (11922 + ()=
= 2" +2° + 122" + 112° + 102

GY(P(z)) = (t°)%27 + (£°)%2° + (¢'1) %2t + (¢19)%2% + ()%
= (92" + (t9)2° + *H)2? + t*)2? + (t'¥)z
= (2" + (tV)2° + (t)2t + )2 + (D)
= 2" +2° + 82t + 627 + 4z
= P(x)

Note that the lengths of G-cycles on each of the nonzero coefficients ag — k, (1 < k < 7) are 1,
4, 2 and 4, respectively, and their least common multiple, namely 4, is the length of the G-cycle on

P(z).
3.3 [Iterating the F-map and the G-map

We have introduced two functions, the F-map and G-map, that transform PPs into other PPs and
nPPs into other nPPs. These functions can be applied sequentially. For example, we can represent
the application of the F' and G maps alternately two times on the PP P(z) by the sequence
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(Go FoGoF)(P(x)), meaning one first applies the F-map, then the G-map, the F-map, and
finally the G-map again. The F-map and the G-map are used together to create larger equivalence
classes, allowing for a faster search for PPs.

It is interesting to note that two different sequences of compositions can represent the same
transformation. In the following we show that we can replace any sequence of compositions by
an equivalent sequence in which all of the G-maps are applied first, followed by some number of
F-maps. The number of F-maps is related to the field characteristic p. Our result is illustrated by
the following diagram, which indicates that (G o F')(P(z)) is the same as (FP? o G)(P(x)), for all
PPs P(z).

P(z) —— G(P(x))

f| |

F(P(z)) —— (F? 0 G)(P(x))

In Lemma [I8], we show that any sequence of F-maps and G-maps is equivalent to a sequence
F',G7, for some i (0 <14 <r) and some j (0 < j < s), where r is the length of the F-cycle and s is
the length of the G-cycle.

Lemma 18. For any PP P(z), (Go F)(P(z)) = (FP o G)(P(x)).

Proof. Let P(x) = ZZZO aqg_pr?F. If ag_x = 0 then the coefficients of z%~* in (G o F)(P(x)) and
(FP o G)(P(x)) are both 0. Suppose that ag_j # 0. Then ag_; = t7, for some j, 0 < j < q — 2.
Then the 297 %-th term in F(P(z)), G(P(x)), (G o F)(P(x)), and (F? o G)(P(x)), respectively, are:

F(P(z)) =+ tIThgd=F
G(P(z)) = -+ tMat™F 4 .
(GoF)(P(x)) =+ tUthPgd=k o — .y pUFk)gd=k
(FP o G)(P(x)) = --- + tPHPhgd=k o — Utk =k

Hence, the coefficients of 2%, 0 < k < d in (G o F)(P(x)) and (FP o G)(P(z)) are equal and the
lemma follows. O

For example, let P(z) be an nPP over GF(2%). Consider (Go F oG o F)(P(x)). Since p = 2, by
Lemma[I8 (G o F)(P(z)) = (F? 0 G)(P(x)). So, (Go FoGoF)(P(x)) = (GoFoF?0G)(P(x)) =
(Go F30G)(P(x)). Then by an iterative use of Lemma [I8, we get (G o F3 o G)(P(x)) = (F®oGo
G)(P(x)) = (F® 0 G?)(P(x).

4 Equivalence classes based on the ['-map and the G-map

The equivalence relations R and R g which we described in Section [2 allow a more efficient search for
PPs by limiting the search to nPPs. More inclusive equivalence relations would optimize the search
even further, by allowing the search to be restricted to representatives of equivalence classes. In this
section, we introduce new equivalence relations, based on the F-map and the G-map and iterations
of the maps, that merge equivalence classes, therby compressing the search space considerably. We
begin with an equivalence relation induced by the F-map.
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Definition 19. Let P(x) and Q(z) be PPs . If P(x) can be converted into Q(x) by some sequence
consisting of normalization operations and F-map operations, then P(x) and Q(z) are related by
Rr.

We have seen that the iterates of the F-map form a cycle. Moreover, if P(z) is an nPP, then
the F-cycle on P(x) is a cycle of nPPs. We will show shortly that R is an equivalence relation
that is identical to the R relation defined on nPPs (or PPs). We can choose any nPP in an Rp
equivalence class to be the representative for the class, but for convenience we usually designate the
nPP with the smallest coefficient of a specific degree to be the representative. To illustrate, let P(x)
be an nPP in some equivalence class, let the specific degree be d— k for some k, and consider the the
coefficient of %%, namely a4_j. Let the multiplicative inverse of ag_j be t*¥ for some 7. Suppose the
length of the F-cycle on agq_j is g—1. Then, sequence aq_p, thag_j, t*a4_y, ...tk mod (q_l)ad_k
includes every nonzero element in GF(q). Specifically, one element in the F-cycle is ag_xt™* = 1.
In other words, in the nPP F?(P(z)), the coefficient of 24" takes the value 1. So, in this case we
choose F(P(z)) to be the representative of the equivalence class, making the search for nPPs more
efficient since the coefficient of %% can be fixed to 1. That is, if there is a nPP whose (d — k)™
coefficient is nonzero, there is also one whose (d — k) coefficient is equal to 1. Notice that if the
length of the F-cycle on P(x) is less than ¢ — 1, then there may be a nPP with a nonzero (d — k)™
coefficient, but not one with the (d — k)th coefficient equal to 1. In that case, if the cycle length is
(¢ —1)/4, for some j > 1, then one needs to search for nPPs with a (d — k)" coefficient equal to
each of the values 1,2,3,...,7 — 1. Note that if there is an nPP whose (d — k)" coefficient is zero,
it would be chosen as the representative for the equivalence class.

So again, in our search for all permutation polynomials over GF'(q) for a given ¢, we can reduce
the search to the space of normalized PPs which are representatives of an F-map equivalence class.
In other words, when the degree of the polynomial is not a multiple of the field characteristic, we
restrict the search to polynomials agr® + ag_12% V4 - + a1z + ag where ag = 1, ag = ag_1 = 0,
and a; ranges over all cycle representatives, where the i*" coefficient has the maximum length cycle.
When the degree is a multiple of the field characteristic, and the characteristic is not 2, we restrict
the search to polynomials agz® 4+ ag_12% ' + -+ + a1z + ag where ag = 1, ag = 0, and one of the
following cases (1) ag—1 = 0, and (2) ag_1 # 0 and ag_2 = 0. There is a similar statement when
the field characteristic is 2 and the degree of the polynomial is even.

Lemma 20. The equivalence relations Ry and Rg are the same.

Proof. Suppose that P(x) and Q(z) are Rg-related. That is, suppose that Q(x) = aP(sx+b)+c for
a,b,c,s € GF(q) such that a # 0 and s # 0. We show that P(x) and Q(x) are R p-related. Since s #
0, we have s = t*, for some i (0 < i < ¢ —2). Consider P'(z) = F1~=1(z) = tda—i=D) p(g/ta—1=1),
the last equality due to Equation (@). Then P’(z) = t“9=*=1) P(sz) since ' is the inverse of 4=~
Take a' = at® and o' = b/s. Note that o’ # 0. Clearly, P/ and P"(z) = o/P'(z + V') + c are
R p-related. Then

P"(z) = a' (177D P(s(x + ') + ¢
= at® (NI P sz + sb) + ¢
=aP(sz+0b)+c¢
= Q(x).

Therefore P(z) and Q(x) are Rp-related.

16



Suppose that P(z) and Q(x) are Rp-related. We show that P(z) and Q(x) are R g-related. Let
Py(x) = P(x), P2(x),...,Py(x) = Q(x) be a sequence of permutation polynomials such that, for
any i, P(z) and Pi1(z) are Rp-related. Suppose Pii1(x) = F7(P;(x)), for some j (0 < j < g—2).
Then, by Equation (@) in Section Bl Py 1(z) = tY Pi(x/t7) = aPi(sx + b) +cfora =14 #£0, s =
t7 =¢17971 £ 0, and b = ¢ = 0. That is, P;(x) and P,;1(z) are Rpg-related. O

Recall that one of our goals is to make the search for nPPs more efficient. Lemmas 211 and
below, show how iterations of the F-map can be used to restrict the value of one additional
coefficient and hence decrease the size of the search space.

Lemma 2T shows that under certain conditions, a fourth coefficient can be restricted to the
values 0 and 1.

Lemma 21. Let s denote the position fixzed for normalization, i.e. s = d — 1 for c-normalization,
s=d—1ors=d—2 for m-normalization, and s =d —r —1 or s =d —r, where r = 20 — 1
for some i, for b-normalization. If there is a k # s relatively prime to ¢ — 1, then each equivalence
class of Rr contains an nPP Q(z) = bgz® + bg_12% " + - + bg_pax®™F + .- 4 byx + by satisfying
bg=1, bs =by =0 and byg_j, € {0,1}, for some ke 1,...,d— 1,k # s.

Proof. Let P(z) = Zizo aq—rx?* be an arbitrary nPP from any equivalence class of Rp. Then
ag = 1,as =0, and ag = 0. On one hand, if ag_j is 0, then Q(z) = P(z), and the lemma is proved.

On the other hand, suppose that aq_j = t*,i € {1,2,...,q — 2}. Since k is relatively prime to
q — 1, there is a positive integer j such that i + jk = 0 (mod ¢ — 1). Let @ be the polynomial
obtained by applying the F' map j times to P. That is, let Q(x) = ZZZO ag_it?*2?* Then the
coefficient of the %% term of Q is by_i = ag_it" = tit" = ¢*+% = 1. Furthermore, by = ag = 1,
bo = ag = 0, and by = a,t@ %) = (0¢(@=5)J = (. Hence Q is an nPP with the desired coefficients. [

It could be that there is no k in the range (2 < k < d — 2) that is relatively prime to ¢ — 1 and
Lemma 2] cannot be applied. For example, when ¢ = 31 and d = 8, then none of the integers in
{2,3,4,5,6} are relatively prime to ¢ — 1. We now show that when this is the case, we can restrict
the range of the coefficient of either 4! or 2972 to at most 3 values.

Lemma 22. Let s denote the position fized for normalization, i.e. s = d — 1 for c-normalization,
s=d—1 ors=d—2 for m-normalization, and s =d —r —1 or s =d —1r, where r = 20 — 1
for some i, for b-normalization. Then each equivalence class of Rp contains an nPP Q(x) =
bax? +bg_12% 7 - bz + by satisfying by = 1, by = by = 0 and if s = d—1, then by_o € {0,1,2},
otherwise, if s > d — 2, then bg_q € {0,1}.

Proof. Let P(x) = agz® + ag_12% ' 4+ -+ + a12 4 ap = ZZ:O ag—rz%* be an arbitrary nPP from
any equivalence class of Rp. Then ay = 1,a5; = 0, and a9 = 0. We will obtain a new nPP Q(z)
from P(z) by using the F-map iteratively. The coefficients of Q(x) are changed from the given a;
to a new value b;, for all i. Since the F-map does not change the first coefficient, by = aq = 1.
Since the F-map does not change a zero coefficient, by = a; = 0, and by = ag = 0. It remains to
prove that if s = d — 1 then by_o € {0,1,2}, otherwise, if s > d — 2, then by_; € {0,1}.

Case 1: s=d—1.
If ag_o = 0, then the lemma is proved, as we can take Q(z) = P(z).
So, suppose aq_o # 0. If 2 is relatively prime to ¢ — 1, then Lemma 2] fixes by_o to a value
in {0,1}. So suppose 2 is not relatively prime to ¢ — 1. Then ¢ — 1 must be even, that is
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gcd(2,q — 1) = 2. Hence, the length of F-cycle on a4 is (¢ — 1)/2. Substituting k=2 into the
definition of the F-cycle on a4_» yields the sequence

7 (t2r mod (¢g—1)

2 4
ad—2, t*aq—2, t"aq—2, ... ad—2 = aq4—2)

where r = (¢ — 1)/2. So there are two possibilities for the values in F-cycle on ag_s:

e the F-cycle contains (¢ —1)/2 odd values including 1, in which case by_s can be fixed at
L,

e the F-cycle contains (¢ — 1)/2 even values including 2, in which case by_o can be fixed
at 2.

Case 2: s >d—2.
If ag_1 = 0, then the lemma is proved, as we can take Q(z) = P(x).
So, suppose aq_1 # 0. Since 1 and ¢ — 1 are relatively prime, Lemma 2] fixes by_1 to a value
in {0,1}.

Hence Q(x) is an nPP with the desired coefficients. O

If Lemma [21] does not apply, then the F-cycle is not of length ¢ — 1. Since the length of the
F-cycle must divide ¢ — 1, it follows from Lemma [22] that, when the coefficient a4_o is not zero, the
F-cycle is of length (¢ —1)/2. That is, as the coefficient ay_5 is multiplied by ¢? with each iteration
of the F-map, to return in the cycle to the same coefficient a4_o, the length of the cycle must be
r, where r is the smallest integer such that (t?)” = 1. It follows that r = (¢ — 1)/2, as this is the
smallest 7 such that 2r =0 mod (¢ — 1).

By Lemmas 21] and we have shown that every equivalence class of Rp contains an nPP
in which four of its coefficients are either fixed or are limited to at most three choices. We have
implemented this in our search algorithm, iBlast (described in Section [b.I]). iBlast searches for
equivalence class representatives in O(dg?~?) time rather than O(dg®™') time, as was previously
described in Section [

In Section [3.3] we discussed iterations of the F-map and the G-map. We now introduce a new
equivalence relation, R, based on such iterations.

Definition 23. Let P(xz) and Q(z) be nPPs of degree d, for some d. If P(x) can be converted into
Q(x) by some sequence consisting of F-map and G-map operations, then P(x) and Q(z) are related
by RF,G-

We present a theorem that characterizes the nPPs in the equivalence classes of Rr g, and gives
the number of nPPs in each equivalence class.

Theorem 24. Let P(x) be a nPP. Then the equivalence class of Rp g containing P(x) is
(P(2) = (F(GI(P) | 0<i<r—1,0<j<s— 1},

where r and s are the lengths of the F- and G-cycles, respectively, and the number of nPPs in
[P(x)] isrs.

Proof. This follows from Lemma I8 Clearly, [P(z)] is a subset of the equivalence class of Rp ¢
containing P(r). Let Q(x) be a polynomial of [P(z)], that is, let Q(z) = (F’ o G’)(P), for some
i,j. Observe that F(Q(z)) = (F o F' o G')(P(x)) = (F* o G7)(P(z)), so F(Q(z)) € [P(x)]. Tt
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remains to show that G(Q(z)) € [P(z)]. If i = 0 then G(Q(x)) = G'1(P(x)), so G(Q(x)) € [P(z)].
Suppose i > 1. Then G(Q(z)) = (Go F'oG7)(P(x)). As the iterates of the F-map and the G-map
form cycles of lengths r and s, respectively, the size of the exponents of F' and G are computed by
arithmetic (mod r) and (mod s), respectively. Applying Lemma [I8 i times, we have

G(Q(z)) = (G o F' o G7)(P(x))
= (FPoGoF"! o V) (P(x))
= (F" oG o F'? 0 GV)(P(x))

— (F" o GTY)(P(a))
€ [P(2)]

By algebra, the number of nPPs in [P(z)] is rs. The theorem follows. O

For example, consider the nPP P(z) = x® + 42 + 1622 + 3z for GF(2°), with the primitive
polynomial 2° + 3 4+ 22 +x + 1. As there are 31 non-zero elements in GF(31), and 31 is prime, the
length of the F-cycle on P(x) is 31. The iterates of G-map on the coefficient 16 give the G-cycle
{16, 31, 30,27,24}, which has length 5. So, [P(x)] denotes an equivalence class with 31 x5 = 155
nPPs.

Theorem [24] shows that combined iterations of the F-map and the G-map on an nPP P(z)
can condense smaller equivalence classes induced by the individual maps into fewer (and larger)
equivalence classes. So although the G-map by itself (unlike the F-map) does not allow an addi-
tional coefficient to be fixed, when used with the F-map, it does allow the search to include fewer
equivalence classes. This increases the efficiency of the search for PPs, although not by an order of
magnitude.

5 Algorithms for computing equivalence classes of nPPs

5.1 Algorithm iBlast

We have implemented an algorithm called iBlast (whose name is derived from our permuted first
name initials) that uses Lemmas 21I] and 22, and Theorem 24] to make the enumeration of nPPs
more efficient. As previously remarked, iBlast searches for equivalence class representatives in
O(dg??) time rather than O(dq?!) time (the latter being the time bound of previous algorithms),
so we are able to compute new results for various ¢ and d. We exhibit many of these in Table B
and give specific details in Tables [Bl through

iBlast computes the set S of all nPPs in GF(q) of degree d. Define a mask as an array with
values in {0,1} associated with a polynomial’s coefficients. 0 designates that the corresponding
coefficient should be fixed at a particular value, and 1 designates the coefficient is both unfixed and
nonzero. The purpose of using masks is to maximize our usage of the F-map and G-map functions.
Since both the F-map and G-map take the symbol 0 to itself, masks allow us to consider only
nonzero elements when selecting an additional coefficient to fix.

For example, consider the search for nPPs of degree 5 over GF'(25). Since p | d and p > 2,
the masks must correspond to m-normalization, that is, to PPs in the form asz® + asz? + asz® +
asx® 4+ a1z + ag where a5 = 1, ag = 0, and either as = 0 or a3 = 0. Since as is always fixed at 1,
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Algorithm 1: iBlast

1 if p td then Create the set M of all possible masks corresponding to c-normalization
2 else if p = 2 then Create the set M of all possible masks corresponding to b-normalization
3 else Create the set M of all possible masks corresponding to m-normalization
48=10
5 foreach mask m € M do
6 Use the F-map and G-map functions to select the optimal coefficient in m to
additionally fix
7 currentPolynomial = its default value where each fixed coefficient is assigned its
designated value, and each unfixed coefficient is assigned 1
do
if currentPolynomial is a PP and currentPolynomial ¢ S then
10 T = the set of all PPs that are Rp g-related to currentPolynomial
11 if p | d then
12 foreach PP P € 7 and b € GF(q) do
13 | T=TUP(z+b)
14 end
15 end
16 S=8SuUT
17 end
18 increment currentPolynomial
19 while currentPolynomial is not maximized
20 end

21 return S

and ag is always fixed at 0, we can first consider all cases where a4 is fixed at 0. iBlast generates
23 = 8 masks in the form [as, ay, ag, az,a1,ap] to account for all combinations where as, as, and a;
are either fixed at 0 or are unfixed and nonzero. The eight masks are [0, 0,0, 0,0, 0], [0,0,0,0, 1,0],
[0,0,0,1,0,0], [0,0,0,1,1,0], [0,0,1,0,0,0], [0,0,1,0,1,0], [0,0,1,1,0,0], [0,0,1,1,1,0]. iBlast
also creates an additional 4 masks for the cases where agz is fixed at 0, and ao is unfixed and
nonzero, namely [0, 1,0,0,0,0], [0,1,0,0,1,0], [0,1,0,1,0,0], [0,1,0,1,1,0].

iBlast then iterates through the masks to search for nPPs. Each mask has at least 3 coefficients
fixed due to normalization, and Lemmas 21] and 22] fix an additional coefficient, giving a total of 4
fixed coefficients.

For example, consider the G-cycles and F-cycles for the mask [0, 1,0, 1,0, 0] in Table[2l Observe
that for the F-cycles of as we can use the G-map to map every element in the F-cycle that contains
2 (i.e., the F-cycle {2,5,8,11,14,17,20,23}) to some element in the F-cycle that contains 6 (i.e.,
the F-cycle {3,6,9,12,15,18,21,24}). If we were to therefore consider fixing the coefficient ay, we
would only need to check polynomials where as had a value of 1 or 3. However, a4 is the better
choice as it can be fixed to the single value 1 because for a4, the F-cycle that contains 1 also
contains all non-zero elements of GF'(25).

iBlast then begins the search by creating a polynomial variable, currentPolynomial, and
setting its coefficients to their assigned value if they are fixed, or 1 if they are unfixed. For
our example mask [0,1,0,1,0,0], this would correspond to the polynomial % + z* 4+ 22. iBlast

20



G-cycles F-cycles for a4 F-cycles for ao

{0y | {917} {0} {0}

{1} {10,22} | {1,2,3,...,24} | {1,4,7,10,13,16,19,22}
{2,6} {13} {2,5,8,11,14, 17, 20,23}
{3,11} | {14,18} {3,6,9,12,15,18,21,24}
{4,16} | {15,23}
{5,21} {19}

{7} {20, 24}
{8,12}

Table 2: G-cycles and F-cycles for the mask [0,1,0,1,0,0] in GF(25) degree 5.

increments the polynomial as a d + 1-tuple and adds 1 to the lowest degree, unfixed coefficient. If a
coefficient exceeds its maximum value, iBlast resets it to 1, since unfixed coefficients are nonzero,
and the next highest unfixed coefficient is incremented. Note that if the coefficient fixed by the
F-map and G-map does not reduce to a single value, we can include it in our increment function,
but it only increments through the minimum necessary values as determined by the F-cycles and
G-cycles.

Each time currentPolynomial is incremented, it is checked to determine if it is a PP. If
current Polynomial is a new PP, i.e., it is not already in the set S, iBlast uses the F-map
and G-map functions to create the set 7 of all PPs that are R g-related to currentPolynomial.

If p | d and p > 2, m-normalization applies. In this case, for each PP in 7, iBlast computes
P(z 4+ b), for all b in GF(q), and puts the resulting PPs in the set 7. Note that this must be
done for any search where p | d since both m-normalization and b-normalization make use of this
normalization operation. Finally iBlast adds all of the newly generated PPs to S by setting
S = SUT and then continues to increment currentPolynomial until it reaches its maximum
configuration.

Reaching the maximum configuration signifies that the process can be repeated for the next
mask. iBlast terminates when all of the masks have been considered. At this point, the set S
contains all nPPs in GF(q) of degree d.

5.2 Algorithm 2

Given the set S of all nPPs in GF(q), the following algorithm will create a set of equivalence class
representatives.

While § is not empty, select an arbitrary P(x) in S. Compute the set 7 of all nPPs that are
R c-related to P(z). If p | d, additionally compute all possible combinations of P(x + b) for each
nPP in 7, adding each result to 7. Designate P(x) as an equivalence class representative, and

S=8§-T.

6 Results

As stated in Section [l a brute force search for degree d permutation polynomials over GF'(q) would
require O(dg®*?) time. Normalization operations defined in [19], for PPs in which p { d, fixes three
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of the coefficients and therefore requires O(dg?~') time. We refer to this type of normalization as
c-normalization. In this paper, we have succeeded in improving the time bound by an order of
magnitude, that is, lowering it to O(dqd_2), by fixing an additional coefficient. This improvement
applies to a larger class of PPs, namely all c-normalized PPs, all PPs for which p { d and p > 2
(i.e., , m-normalized PPs), and all PPs for which p{d and p > 2, except when d = 2¢ — 2 for some
i > 2 (i.e., , b-normalized PPs). We have done this by expanding the definition of normalization
to include m-normalization and b-normalization, and by introducing four new equivalence relations
on PPs and nPPs, namely, Rg, Rr, Rg, and Rrpg. We have been able to reduce the search space
for PPs by limiting the search to equivalence class representatives. In addition, equivalence classes
allow a more succinct categorization of PPs, since the equivalence classes can include quite a number
of PPs. Furthermore, our new techniques apply to arbitrary ¢ and d.

We implemented our search for equivalence classes in the algorithm iBlast and computed many
new results which are shown in Table[Bl For almost all ¢ < 100 and d < 10, iBlast found all nPPs
and all equivalence classes. Table [ lists the number of nPPs, the number of equivalence classes,
and total number of PPs for ¢ < 97 and degree d, where 6 < d < 10. Note that Table [l has
columns for d € {6,7,8,9,10}. For degrees d < 5, all PPs have been described, for example in [§].
More recent work [1T] [12], 13| (18] 24] gives all PPs of degree d < 8; however, we list our results in
Table [l for completeness. Table Bl does not have columns for d > 11, because the computations
become too time consuming (at least for large ¢). However, we have been able to compute all
degree 11 PPs over GF'(q), for powers of primes g (16 < ¢ < 32). The results are listed in Table
Bl The sum of Ny(q), for 1 < d < 11, for prime powers ¢, also gives improved lower bounds
for M(q,q — 11) shown in Table [6l For example, we show that M(16,5) > 5,112,053, 760, which
improves on the lower bound given in [27]. We also computed N12(17) = 68,126, 982, 656, N12(19) =
46,631,675,376, N12(23) = 13,755,394, 444. This yields M (17,5) > 72,377,516,320, M (19,7) >,
and M(23,11) > 14, 341,972, 920.

q Ni1(g) | number of nPPs | number of equivalence classes
16 | 4,751,093,760 1,237,264 20,663
17 | 4,001,494,000 865,375 54,225
19 | 2,431,915,488 374,256 20,874
23 0 0 0
25 | 6,509,295,000 433,953 9,266
27 | 2,826,989,100 149,150 2,060
29 | 1,014,518,484 43,083 1,639
31| 385,053,480 13,356 507
32 | 190,940,160 6,015 51

Table 3: Number of PPs and nPPs for degree 11 polynomials over GF(q).

We also provide a website that explicitly lists nPPs and PPs of degree 1 < d < 10 and the
values of n < 100 at https://personal.utdallas.edu/~bdm170430/npps/. The nPPs are computed
using normalizations from Table[Il The equivalence classes are defined using the relations R, Rp,
and Rpg. The number of equivalence classes is given in parentheses. The total number of PPs is
computed from the number of nPPs. In looking at Tables B and Tables [ through B8 one should
keep in mind that the specific nPPs listed in the tables are for the stated primitive polynomial and
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for our naming convention for elements of GF(q). Our results for degrees 7 and 8 agree with those
listed in [12], [13], and [11], except for differences caused by naming conventions.

In some cases, there is a small number of equivalence classes representing a large number of
PPs. For example, Ng(27) = 6,899,256, and there are 364 nPPs, but only 6 equivalence classes
as shown in Table Compare our list of classes of degree 8 PPs over GF(27) with the list given
n [13], which has 26 nPPs. The difference is that we often combined three of his nPPs into one
class by the use of our Rr g relation. This gives a method to make rather concise representations
of large sets of PPs. Again, for example, Ng(32) = 9,872,384, and there are 311 nPPs, but only 7
equivalence classes as shown in Table Observe that, for the second through sixth nPPs in Table
5] there is a term, either 22, 2%, or 27, with coefficient 1. Since the number of non-zero elements
is 31, which is prime, the length of the F-map has length 31. Since G(1) = 1, the G-map produces
no other nPPs in the equivalence classes. So, each equivalence class has 31 elements, as defined
by the F-map alone. For the last PP in Table [[5] again the length of the F-cycle on that PP is
31, but now the length of the G-cycle is applied, for example, to the coefficient 16, has length 5,
namely (16,31,30,27,24). Thus, the equivalence class of nPPs produced by the F-map and G-map
combined is 31 times 5 or 155.

We note that it was stated in [26] that 32 hours were required to compute the RS code for
g =32 and d = 5; for ¢ = 32 and d = 7, the authors were able to compute only the size of the set
of PPs, not the set itself. Our algorithm iBlast allows for the computation of all nPPs, for ¢ = 32
and d =7, in a few seconds and, for ¢ = 32 and d = 8, in about 10 minutes.

It should be noted that in many of our tables (Tables [7] through 28]) we use variables to further
reduce the table’s size. For example, for ¢ = 25 and d = 9 (see Table [I0]) there are 38 equivalence
classes, which is rather large. Instead, in Table[I0, we use a variable a, with specified values, which
allows the table to have 21 classes rather than 38. For example, the first class shown is z° + az,
where a € {1,7}. This is the union of two equivalence classes, namely those with the representatives
2% + 2 and 2% + 7z. The variable a is also used in other tables. In Table [T} «(z) represents three
sets of values for low order coefficients in the polynomial shown in the first column.

Our results on the number of PPs also give several new lower bounds for M (n, D). These are
given in Table [6l Several additional improved lower bounds can be obtained from those shown
in Table [6] using the well known inequality M (n,D — 1) > M(n,D)/n [8] or the operation of
contraction [I].

Lidl and Mullen [19] 20] give a list of several interesting open questions about PPs. For example,
they ask about complete PPs, where a PP P(z) is called complete if P(z) + x is also a PP. There
are several complete PPs in our tables. For example, z° and z” + z are both PPs for ¢ = 3%.

For the reader’s convenience, we provide a master list of tables in Table 4]
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Table Number of PPs and nPPs for degree 11 polynomials over GF(q)

Table Number of nPPs, Equivalence Classes, and Total number of PPs for ¢ < 97 and degree d,
where 6 < d < 10

Table New lower bounds for M (n, D)

Table[@ | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 11, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 4
Table[§ | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 23, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 12

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 25, degree 7, and primitive polynomial 22 + 3z + 3
Table 10 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 25, degree 9, and primitive polynomial z? + 3z + 3
Table [[I] | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 25, degree 10, and primitive polynomial =2 + 3z + 3
Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 27, degree 8, and primitive polynomial 23 + 2z + 1
Table I3 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 27, degree 9, and primitive polynomial 2% + 2z + 1
Table I4] | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 32, degree 8,

and primitive polynomial z° + 2% + 22 4z + 1

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 32, degree 9,

and primitive polynomial z° + 2% + 22 4z + 1

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 37, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 13

Table 7 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 41, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 17
Table I8 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 43, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 13

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 43, degree 10, and primitive polynomial x + 13
Table 20 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 47, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 12

Table 21 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 49, degree 9, and primitive polynomial z? + 6z + 3
Table 22 | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 49, degree 10, and primitive polynomial =2 + 6z + 3
Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 71, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 38

Table 24] | nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 73, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 20

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 79, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 25

Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 81, degree 9, and primitive polynomial 2% + 223 + 2
Table nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 89, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 76

Table Number of nPPs in Equivalence Classes for prime powers q and degree d,

for given primitive polynomial

Table 4: List of tables of results.
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Table 5: Number of nPPs, Equivalence Classes, and Total number of PPs for ¢ < 97 and degree d,

where 6 < d <10

q 6 7 8 9 10
11
nPPs (ECs) | 24 (4) 225 (28) 2,754 (277) 29,985 (3,036)
Total PPs 29,040 272,250 3,332,340 36,281,850
13
nPPs (ECs) | 0 115 (15) 1,380 (117) 16,740 (1,422) 218,020 (18,193)
Total PPs 0 233,220 2,798,640 33,948,720 442,144,560
16
nPPs (ECs) | 840 (3) 216 (7) 14,816 (57) 4,200 (74) 1,417,600 (1,786)
Total PPs 201,600 829,440 3,555,840 16,128,000 340,224,000
17
nPPs (ECs) | 0 209 (20) 0 3,023 (201) 50,608 (3,163)
Total PPs 0 966,416 0 13,978,352 234,011,392
19
nPPs (ECs) | 0 112 (12) 864 (48) 0 19,544 (1,094)
Total PPs 0 727,776 5,614,272 0 126,996,912
23
nPPs (ECs) | 0 89 (6) 154 (7) 3,092 (174) 50,402 (2,291)
Total PPs 0 1,035,782 1,792,252 35,984,696 586,578,476
25
nPPs (ECs) | 0 45 (5) 0 1,038 (38) 401,280 (341)
Total PPs 0 675,000 0 15,570,000 240,768,000
27
nPPs (ECs) | 702 (1) 14 (2) 364 (6) 29,550 (41) 7,098 (95)
Total PPs 492,804 265,356 6,899,256 20,744,100 134,535,492
29
nPPs (ECs) | 0 0 32 (2) 1,751 (67) 1,568 (56)
Total PPs 0 0 753,536 41,232,548 36,923,264
31
nPPs (ECs) | 0 106 (6) 30 (1) 630 (22) 0
Total PPs 0 3,055,980 864,900 18,162,900 0
32
nPPs (ECs) | 1,024 (2) 32 (2) 19,624 (68) 311 (7) 410,720 (91)
Total PPs 1,015,808 1,015,808 19,467,008 9,872,384 407,434,240
37
nPPs (ECs) | 0 37 (3) 0 0 216 (10)
Total PPs 0 1,823,508 0 0 10,645,344
Continued on next page
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Table 5 — continued from previous page

q 7 8 9 10
41
nPPs (ECs) 1 (1) 0 331 (16) 0
Total PPs 67,240 0 22,256,440 0
43
nPPs (ECs) 0 0 42 (2) 98 (3)
Total PPs 0 0 3,261,636 7,610,484
47
nPPs (ECs) 47 (3) 0 116 (4) 0
Total PPs 4775858 0 11,787,224 0
49
nPPs (ECs) 3,961 (10) 0 96 (3) 16 (1)
Total PPs 9,316,272 0 11,063,808 1,843,968
53
nPPs (ECs) 53 (3) 0 53 (2) 0
Total PPs 7,741,604 0 7,741,604 0
59
nPPs (ECs) 59 (3) 0 117 (4) 0
Total PPs 11,911,982 0 23,622,066 0
61
nPPs (ECs) 61 (3) 0 0 0
Total PPs 13,618,860 0 0 0
64
nPPs (ECs) 0 80,068 (214) 0 21,120 (8)
Total PPs 0 326,462,976 0 85,155,840
67
nPPs (ECs) 67 (3) 0 0 0
Total PPs 19,850,358 0 0 0
71
nPPs (ECs) 0 0 71 (2) 0
Total PPs 0 0 25,053,770 0
73
nPPs (ECs) 73 (3) 0 0 0
Total PPs 28,009,224 0 0 0
79
nPPs (ECs) 79 (3) 0 0
Total PPs 38,457,042 0 0
81
nPPs (ECs) 81 (3) 0 471,891 (55) 0O
Total PPs 42,515,280 0 3,057,853,680 0

Continued on next page
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Table 5 — continued from previous page

a 6 7 8 9 10
83
1uPPs (ECs) | 0 1(1) 0 83 (2)
Total PPs 0 564,898 0 46,886,534
89
nPPs (ECs) | 0 89 (3) 0 89 (2)
Total PPs 0 62,037,272 0 62,037,272
97
nPPs (ECs) | 0 1(1) 0 0
Total PPs 0 903,264 0 0

Table 5: Number of nPPs, Equivalence Classes, and Total number of PPs for ¢ < 97 and degree d,
where 6 < d < 10
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‘ n ‘ D ‘ M(n,D) > ‘ Previous H n ‘ D ‘ M(n,D) > ‘ Previous
16 | 5| 5,112,053,760 | 143,866,479 || 41 | 32 22,392,560 | 1,565,096

171 6| 4,250,533,664 | 143,866,479 | 43 | 38 3,341,100 397,074
181 9 72,480,384* | 73,195,200 || 47 | 38 21,442,716 103,776
18 110 12,240,000* 1,269,376 || 47 | 40 9,655,492 103,776
19 | 8| 2,565,261,288 | 143,866,479 | 47 | 42 4,879,634 103,776
24| 20 24,288* 23,782 | 49 | 39 23,341,648 207,552
25| 14 | 6,766,500,000 | 143,866,479 || 49 | 40 20,497,680 207,552
25| 15 257,205,000 | 244,823,040 || 49 | 42 9,433,872 207,552
25| 18 867,000 279,818 || 53 | 44 23,373,636 470,400
25| 20 192,060 19,404 || 53 | 46 15,632,032 148,824
27 1 16 | 2,990,448,396 | 143,866,479 || 53 | 48 7,890,428 148,824

27| 17 163,459,296 9,313,200 || 59 | 50 35,941,266 | 4,762,368
27 | 18 289,233,804 9,313,200 || 59 | 52 12,319,200 | 1,339,416

27119 8,179,204 1,326,000 || 59 | 54 407,218 205,320
27| 21 1,015,092 249,600 || 61 | 54 13,622,520 410,640
27 | 22 522,288 31,200 || 64 | 55 332,236,800 262,080
29 | 18 | 1,093,475,740 | 143,866,479 || 64 | 59 9,773,824 262,080
29 1 19 78,957,256 9,533,160 || 64 | 60 5,515,776 262,080

29 | 20 | 42,033,992 | 9,533,160 || 67 | 60 | 39,705,138 | 524,160
31120 | 407,138,190 | 143,866,479 || 67 | 62 19,854,780 | 524,160
31| 22 22,084,719 | 1,291,080 || 71 | 62 25,411,610 | 601,392
31|23 3,021,819 | 1,291,080 | 73 | 66 | 56,023,704 | 357,840
31 | 24 3,056,919 372,992 || 73 | 68 | 28,014,480 | 357,840
32 | 21 | 460,134,208 | 143,866,479 || 79 | 72 38,050,002 | 492,960
32|22 | 440,194,048 | 1,291,080 || 81 | 72 | 3,100,641,120 | 571,704
32123 | 32,759,808 | 1,291,080 || 81 | 74 | 42,787,440 | 571,704

32 | 24 22,887,424 372,992 || 83 | 74 94,909,670 888,729
32 | 25 3,420,416 372,992 || 83 | 76 48,023,136 971,704
32 | 26 2,404,608 208,320 || 83 | 78 47,458,238 571,704
32| 27 1,388,800 372,992 || 89 | 80 125,476,464 | 1,062,720
32|29 33,728 32,736 || 89 | 82 63,439,192 704,880
37| 27 14,293,692 1,473,120 || 89 | 84 1,401,920 704,880
37 | 30 3,648,348 155,122 | 97 | 90 88,529,184 912,576
37 | 32 1,824,840 50,616 || 97 | 92 87,625,920 912,576

Table 6: New lower bounds for M (n, D). Note: * denotes values that were obtained by coset search
[5], not by permutation polynomials. We include these for the sake of completeness.
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class a number of nPPs
z’ - 1
v’ +az? | {3,5} 4
o'+ 2t + Tx - 10
27 + 2t + az? + 3z | {9,10} 20
27 4+ 2% 4+ 323 +ax | {2,4,9} 15
27+ 2° + 323 + 522 + 8x - 10
2"+ 25 + 2az" + 32% + 4a732% + 3z | {1,2} 20
27+ 2° + 2axt + 323 + 522 | {1,4} 20
7 4 25 4 4a* + 323 + 922 + 10z - 10
z" +22° + 523 + ax | {2,3,4} 15
a’ 4 22° 4+ ba® 4+ 2% + - 10
27+ 22° + az* + 5% + 8a%2% + 4z | {1,2} 20
o7+ 225 + 221 + 523 + 32 + 8w - 10
o7 + 225 + 2azt + 523 + 10a" 2% + 5atz | {1,2} 20
x4+ 225 + daxt + 52% 4+ 5a2x? + 9a 2 | {1,2} 20
27 + 225 + 5zt + 523 + 8a’x? + ba'z | {1,2} 20
TOTAL 225

Table 7: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 11, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 4.

class | number of nPPs
x’ 1
2’ 4 25+ 423 + 9z 11
o'+ 2® ot 42122 + T 22
27 + 25 + 62* + 223 + 622 + T 22
7+ 2® + 11zt + 32 + 1022 + 222 22
27 + 225 + 62 + 12z 11
TOTAL 89

Table 8: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 23, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x 4 12.
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class | number of nPPs
x7 1
'’ + 2z 8
2T +2® + 234 132 12
x’ + 225 4 323 12
2" 4 22° + 323 + 162 12
TOTAL 45

Table 9: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 25, degree 7, and primitive polynomial 22 + 3z + 3.

class a number of nPPs
2 4ax | {1,7} 6
29 + 2a2° + 9a%x | {1,3} 12
29+ 27+ 2a2® + 2223 + 8a7 x| {1,2) 48
29 + 27 + 1327 + 423 + ax | {5,6,22} 72
29 4 227 + 10ax® 4+ 23tz | {1,7} 24
29 + 227 + 42’ + 4aP23 + 21a "2 | {1,2} 48
29 + 227 4+ 12a%2° + 4023 + 170722 | {1,2} 36
z? + 227 + 3a° - 12
29 4 227 + 92° + 5z - 12
29+ 27 4+ 92° + 16a323 + 10a%2z | {1,3} 48
29 + 27 + 3a%2® + 1602 + 10a%x | {1,2} 48
29 + 27 + 14ax® + 3a*z* + 1203 + 116222 | {1,2} 96
22 + 227 + 5alt2® + 2% + 8a~ "zt + 18a83+
+17a%23 + 177 2% + 9a "2 | {1,2} 96
29 + 27+ 3a%2° + 90720 + 200822 + 94322 + 60"z | {1,2} 96
29 + 227 + 925 + 4aS2* + 18a 7123 + 18a71"2? + 8a 4z | {1,2} 96
29 + 227 4 2a°2° + 1607023 + o'z | {1,2} 96
29 + 227 4+ 1125 + 3a2218a%23 + 2307 12?2 + 92 | {1,2} 96
) 42" + 7% F4a? +x - 24
29 + 227 4+ 925 + 16a* 23 + 5a'%x | {1,2} 24
29 + 227 + 22° 4+ 2% + 1923 + 1422 + 232 - 48
29 + 227 + 42° 4+ 112? + 823 + 9z - 48
TOTAL 1038
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class a(x) number of nPPs
2104+ 228 +a(x) | {328 + 425 + 42t 4+ 23 + 2222 + 212, 3600
1025 + 42° 4 202* + 62* 4 23z,
1220 + 102° + 242 + 623 + 72 + 162}
TOTAL 3600

Table 11: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 25, degree 10, and primitive polynomial z? + 3z + 3.

class | number of nPPs
28 + 28 + 142 + 23 + 1422 26
28 + 20 + 25 + 14t + 23 + 1422 26
28 + 28 + 225 + 4ot + 1523 + 1422 + T 78
28 + 28 + 22° + 242tax + 922 + 1422 + 11z 78
28 + 26 + 825 + 112* + 1623 + 1422 + 62 78
28 + 225 + 620 + 2621 + 623 + 1722 + 22 78
TOTAL 364

Table 12: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 27, degree 8, and primitive polynomial x> + 2z + 1.
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class a number of nPPs
z? - 1
2+ - 13
29+ 23 +azx | {0,2,3,5,8,9,14} 221
29 4+ 223 +ax | {1,5,6,11,12,24} 182
P4+ ad+3 2 - 351
29+ 2° + 142° + ax {0,1} 702
29 + 225 + 3z - 351
2¥ + 22° + 6023 + 24ax {1,19} 1404
20 + 2% + az® + 23 + 14az® + a2z {1,8,9,15} 7020
29+ 27T+ 23 +ax {1,14} 702
29 + 27 + 3az® + 12a 712 {1,12} 1404
29 + 27 + a?at + 2% + 14a%2® + 14ax {1,3} 2808
29 + 27 + 3az* + 23 + 16ax? + 19a'%z {1,6} 4212
29 + 27+ 22* + a'%23 + 14az? + Pz {1,10} 4212
22+ 22" + - 351
2% + 227 + az® {417} 702
2 4+ 227 4 22* 4 1122 + 22 + 14z - 2106
29 4 227 + 10a°2> + 17a2? + 1laz {1,5} 2808
TOTAL 29550

Table 13: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 27, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x3 + 2z + 1.
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class a number of nPPs
a8 - 1

22+ 22 + ax {1,12,16} 341

22+ 2t + ax {1,2,8} 341

8+ a2t + 2% + ax {0,2,6} 341

28 4+ 2t 4+ 222 +ax | {0,3,6,7,8,13,14,16,18,19,24,25,31} 2015

28 + ot + 422 + ax {0,13,15,20,28,29,30} 1085

28+ 2t + 622 +ax | {4,7,11,12,15,20,23,24,28,29,30} 2015

28 + 2t + 822 + ax {1,2,5,9,12,13,19,25,28} 1395

28 + 2t + 1222 + ax {3,4,6,11,20,29,30} 1085

28+ 2t + 1622 + ax {1,5,10,12,15,17,18,30} 1240

28+ 20 + 42° + 2% 4 2323 4 222 4 232 - 4960
8 + 20 + 62° + T3 + 222 - 4960
TOTAL 19624

Table 14: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 32, degree 8, and primitive polynomial 2% +x3 422 +z+1.

class | number of nPPs
z? 1
2+ o 31
29 4 28 4 22 31
29 4 26 4 23 31
P42+ 31
29 42" 4+ 28 4 2t 4 23 31
29 + 27 + 162° 4 222° + 162* + 3023 + 1722 + 5z 155
TOTAL 311

Table 15: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 32, degree 9, and primitive polynomial 2% +23 422 +z+1.

class | number of nPPs
x7 1
2" + 25 4+ 262 + 5z 18
z7 + 22° + 2873 + 8z 18
TOTAL 37

Table 16: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 37, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 13.
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class a number of nPPs
z? - 1
29 + 2az® + 3a’x | {1,2,3} 30
29 + 20 + 623 - 40
29 4+ 27 + 4a°2° + 36023 + 330z | {1,2} 40
29 + 27 + 14a® 25 + 2807223 + 5atx | {1,2} 40
29 + ar” + 19a8%2% + 5at 2’ + 30" "2+
+16a'*2® + 150" 2% 4+ 39102 | {1,2} 80
29 4 227 4+ 15a02° + 207323 + 31a%22 | {1,2} 40
29 + 227 4 33az® + 18a?22'5 + 15a?%x | {1,2} 40
2 + 227 + 3925 + 252° + 35z - 20
TOTAL 331

Table 17: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 41, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 17.

class | number of nPPs
29 4+ 227 + 2825 4 2523 + 2z 21
2% + 227 + 3925 + 3323 + 30z 21
TOTAL 42

Table 18: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 43, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 13.

class | number of nPPs
210 4+ 27 4+ 2824 + 422 14
219 4+ 28 + 1927 4 28 + 3325 + 292 + 1323 4 22 + 272 42
219 4 228 4+ 1227 4 3228 + 322° + 102* + 3922 + 1522 + 10z 42
TOTAL 98

Table 19: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 43, degree 10, and primitive polynomial x + 13.

class | number of nPPs
z? 1
29 + 20 + 4523 46
29 + 20 + 1325 + 4621 + 4423 + 3922 + 19z 46
2% + 227 + 1325 + 3223 + 222 23
TOTAL 116

Table 20: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 47, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 12.
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class | number of nPPs
2% + 325 + 10z 24
29 + 227 + 325 4 423 24
2? + 227 + 2125 + 2623 + 362 48
TOTAL 96

Table 21: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 49, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x2 + 6x + 3.

class | number of nPPs
210 4+ 27 + 9z 16
TOTAL 16

Table 22: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 49, degree 10, and primitive polynomial z? + 6z + 3.

class | number of nPPs
x? 1
29 4 28 4 323 70
TOTAL 71

Table 23: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 71, degree 9, and primitive polynomial x + 38.

class | number of nPPs
x7 1
a7 + 25 + 4423 + 31z 36
x7 + 225 + 4623 + 3da 36
TOTAL 73

Table 24: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 73, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 20.

class | number of nPPs
z7 1
" 4 25 4 7223 + 75z 39
27+ 225 4 743 + T8z 39
TOTAL 79
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class a number of nPPs
29 4 ax {0,2,3,5,6} 71
29 +axd +azx | {2,3,5,8,12,17,23, 1880
24,26,27,41,45,51}
29 + 223 4+ az | {0,3,5,6,7,9,10,12, 1760
14,19, 29, 30, 33, 39}

29 + 22az® + 3a%x {1,2} 4860

29 4+ 28 4+ 8ax® + 23 + 48ax? + 15a%x {1,2} 38880

2% + 28 4 15a25 + 23 + 55az? + 29a’x {1,4} 51840

29 + 227 + Tax* + 423 + 484222 + 67a 3z {1,2} 51840
29 + 28 + 24025 + 23 + 64az? + 4Ta*x {1,3} 51840

2 + 2% + 42a2° + 23 + 2a2? + 3’z {1,4} 51840

2% + 227 + 423 + Bz 3240

29 4 227 + az* + 42 + 42a2% + 11la Oz {1,2} 51840

29 + 227 + 4a’x* + 423 + 450%22 + 3307 {1,2} 51840
29 + 227 + 10a%2* + 423 + 51a%2? + 57a 32 {1,2} 51840
29 + 227 4+ 15a30* + 423 + 564322 + 21"z {1,3} 51840
2 4 227 4 32 + 42 + 5z 3240

2% + 227 + 432° + 5z 3240
TOTAL 471891

Table 26: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 81, degree 9, and primitive polynomial 2% + 222 + 2.

class | number of nPPs
x7 1
7+ x® + 223 + 59z 44
7 + 225 4+ 423 + 622 44
TOTAL 89

Table 27: nPP Equivalence Classes for ¢ = 89, degree 7, and primitive polynomial x + 76.
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q|d class | primitive polynomial | number of nPPs
32| 7 z7 4+ ad+2?+z 1
2 42 31

41| 7 z’ z+17 1
53 | 7 z’ T +51 1
27 + x5 + 4023 + 252 26

27 4 225 + 4223 + 28z 26

59 | 7 z’ z+5 1
z7 + 2 4 3223 + 53w 29

27 4 22° + 3423 + 567 29

9 x? 1

2% + 28 + 4123 59

29 + 27 + 4525 + 2223 + 21 29

¥ + 27 + 2925 + 423 + 49z 29

61 |7 z’ z+ 10 1
z7 + x5 + 2523 + 152 30

27 4 22° + 2723 + 182 30

67 | 7 x7 xz+ 17 1
o7+ 2° + 4523 + 57x 33

27 4 22° + 4723 + 60x 33

8319 2 T+ 61 1
29 4+ 20 + 6723 82

89 | 9 2 z+76 1
29 + 2% + 6623 88

97 | 7 x7 z + 90 1

Table 28: Number of nPPs in Equivalence Classes for prime powers ¢ and degree d, for given
primitive polynomial.
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