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ZETA FUNCTIONS OF PERIODIC CUBICAL LATTICES AND
CYCLOTOMIC-LIKE POLYNOMIALS

YASUAKI HIRAOKA, HIROYUKI OCHIAI, AND TOMOYUKI SHIRAI

ABSTRACT. Zeta functions of periodic cubical lattices are explicitly derived by comput-
ing all the eigenvalues of the adjacency operators and their characteristic polynomials.
We introduce cyclotomic-like polynomials to give factorization of the zeta function in
terms of them and count the number of orbits of the Galois action associated with each
cyclotomic-like polynomial to obtain its further factorization. We also give a necessary
and sufficient condition for such a polynomial to be irreducible and discuss its irreducibil-
ity from this point of view.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be an abstract simplicial complex over the set Ky = {1, ..., q} of vertices, where
we assume that the empty set () is an element of K, i.e., K_; = {(}}. We denote the set of
k-simplices and the k-dimensional skeleton of K by K} and K®) (= LU*¥_ | K;). For each
simplex ¢ € K, |o| denotes the number of vertices in o, and similarly, |S| denotes the
cardinality of a finite set S.

Let n = (ny,...,n,) € N? be a fixed vector of natural numbers with n; > 2 for all
i € Ky. We write |n| = [[{_, n;. For each i € K, let

7o = {[0,1],[1,2], ... [ — 1,01}, P2 = {[0,0],[1,1],....[ni — 1,m; — 1]}

be the collections of intervals in R/n;Z, where the elements of Py are degenerated intervals.
For each simplex o € K, we set a collection of |o|-dimensional elementary cubes by

Y,={L x---x1,: [, €T} if i € 0; I; € P; otherwise}.
Then, we define the d-cubical lattice Y@ over K by

d
YO =| v, = || ¥
k=0

c€Kk 1

for d < q. We also write Y = Y@ . When we need to specify the side lengths n, we
write Y = Y(n). We refer to an element in Y, as a k-cube. The cubical lattice Y is
realized in the g-dimensional torus T?. For more explanation about elementary cubes
(and also cubical homology), we refer the reader to [4]; in particular, see subsection 2.1.1.
for elementary cubes.

A closed path in Y@ is an alternating sequence ¢ = (79,09, 71,01, ..., Tae1, On_1) Of
(d — 1)-cubes (7;)"-y and d-cubes (0;)"—y such that 7; # 7,1 and 741 C 03 N o4y for all
i € Ly, := Z/nZ. Note that 79 C 0,_1 N og. The length of a closed path ¢, denoted by
lc|, is the number of d-cubes (also (d — 1)-cubes) in ¢. We say that a closed path c is
a closed geodesic if there is no back-tracking, i.e., o; # 0,41 for all i € Z. We denote
by ¢™ the m-multiple of a closed geodesic ¢, which is formed by m repetitions of c¢. If
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a closed geodesic c¢ is not expressed as an m-multiple of a closed geodesic with m > 2,
then c¢ is said to be prime. Two prime closed geodesics are said to be equivalent if one
is obtained from the other through a cyclic permutation. An equivalence class of prime
closed geodesics is called a prime cycle. The length of a prime cycle p is the length of a
representative and is denoted by |p|. The (Ihara) zeta function of a finite cubical lattice
is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. For v € C with |u| sufficient small, the (Ihara) zeta function of the
d-skeleton Y@ of a cubical lattice Y is defined by

Gy (u) =[] (1 —uP)™!
peFy
where Py is the set of prime cycles of V(9. In particular, we write (y (u) for Cy (u).
Although zeta functions can be defined in this manner for any cubical (simplicial)
complexes, in the present paper, we only consider zeta functions for the cubical lattice Y
with the complete complex K, which includes all the subsets of Kj.
By symmetry, we have (y@(u) = (y@-ain(u) for d = 1,2,...,q (see Remark [B.6)).

For d = ¢,q — 1 (and hence, by symmetry, for d = 1,2, respectively), we have explicit
factorizations of the zeta functions defined above.

Theorem 1.2. Let Y be the periodic g-cubical lattice with side lengths n = (ny, no, ..., ngy).
Then, for d = q,

Gr(u) ™t = (1— <q1ln\H H{1—2UZCOS—+ (2 — Du }

ki=1  kg=1
and for d = ¢ — 1,

Cyamn ()™ = (1 — w)™ (1 4 3u)7m x 1_1[ ﬁ FI®(u, k).
kg=1

k1=1
Here k = (ky,...,k,), k = q(3¢ —5)/2, vzq(q— )/2 and

q

FiP(uk) = 3 (2~ 02 e {

=0

3)u Q}q_zue,

where e(t) is the kth elementary symmetric polynomlal int= (t1,...,%,), and w =
( )i

In principle, the expression of (;(ld) for arbitrary d can be obtained using Theorem
Let Y = Y'(n) be the periodic cubical lattice with side lengths n = (ny,...,n,). Then,
for |u| <1,

q
= (g —1)log(1 —u?) + / log (1 - QuZ cos 2m8; + (2q — 1)u2> db, - - - db,.
[0,1]¢ i=1

Note that the second term on the right-hand side is the logarithmic Mahler measure of
the Laurant polynomial 1+ (2¢—1)u? —u >0 (2i+27") € Clzr, 217, .., 24, 2 ' (cf. [2]).
It is known that as u — 1, the second term converges to 0 and —4G /7 for ¢ = 1 and 2,

respectively, where G is the Catalan number defined by G = Y77 (—1)%/(2k + 1)
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The zeta function given in Theorem can be written as a product of cyclotomic-like
polynomials with integer coefficients. Let

(1.1) J=Jy={1}, Jg={jeN:j<d/2, ged(j,d) =1} for d > 3,

and then

. o(d)/2 ford >3,
Jal = o(d) =
a = 2(d) {1 for d=1,2,

where ¢ is the Euler function, i.e., ¢(d) is the cardinality of {j € N: j < d, gcd(j,d) = 1}.
The set J; can be regarded as a set of representatives of (Z/dZ)*/ ~, where ~ is the
equivalence relation with respect to the involution ¢ : (Z/dZ)* — (Z/dZ)* defined by
t(k) =d—k mod d.

For d = (dy,...,d;) € N%, we define the following homogeneous polynomial of z and y
of degree [[\_, ¢(d;):

H H (1’ — 2y 2‘1: cos 27%)

]leJdl ]qudq

Then, it is seen that Vq4(z,y) € Z[z,y] (Proposition 44]), and in particular, for ¢ = 1,
U,(z,y) is irreducible for any d € N (Lemma A1) (cf. [7]). Although Uq4(z,y) may be
reducible for general d unless ¢ = 1, if d = (dy, ..., d,) are relatively prime, then ¥q is

irreducible (Corollary [.0]).
Using the polynomials Wy, we can factorize the zeta functions as follows.

Corollary 1.3. Let Y be the periodic ¢g-cubical lattice with side lengths n = (ny, ng, ..., ny).
Then,

Gr(u) ™ = (1= ) T Wa(1 + (2g — 1)u?, u) @,
d|n

where d|n means d;|n; foralli = 1,2,...,¢gand e(d) = 2" with k = #{1 <i < q:d; > 3}.

Ford = (di,...,dy), let V.=Vq = {j € {1,2,...,q} : d; > 3}. We define a graph
['(V') obtained from V' by adding an unoriented edge between each pair of distinct ¢ and
j satisfying ged(d;, d;) > 3. We denote by Fo(I'(V)) the Oth reduced Betti number, i.e.,
one less than the number of connected components of I'(V). We understand Go(I'(0)) = 0
when V = (). Then we have the following.

Theorem 1.4. For d = (dy,ds,...,d,), let N = dy---d, and denote the number of
(Z/NZ)*-orbits in Jq, X - - - x Jg, by orb(d), where the (Z/NZ)* acts on Jg, x ---x Jy, as
the component-wise mulitiplication, i.e., a- (ji,...,J,) = (aj1, ..., aj,) for a € (Z/NZ)*.
Then,

) ~
b(d i= 190( 960 (N(Va))
) = S o))

While the above is the general form for the number of orbits, in certain special cases,
this is greatly simplified as seen below.

Example 1.5. (i) For ¢ = 2, orb(dy,ds) = &(g d(dl,dg))
(ii) For dy = do = - - = d, = d, orb(d) = 3(d)?~
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Next, for the purpose of factorizing Wq(x), we introduce a new polynomial. For a subset
O C Jg x -+ x Jy,, we define

(1.2) Uqa(z; 0) := H (x— 2icos 22]2)'
(J15-17q) €O i=1 i

It is obvious that this function has the following multiplicativity for the disjoint union:
\Ifd(l’; 01 L 02) = \Ifd(l’; (’)1)\Ifd(:c; 02)

From Theorem [I.4] we obtain the following factorization.

Corollary 1.6. Let L™V O, be the decomposition of Jg, X - - - X Ja, into (Z/NZ)*-orbits.
Then,
orb(d)
(1.3) Vy(z) = [] Calz;0)).
i=1

The degree of each Wq(z; 0;) € Z[z] is @(lem(dy, . . ., dg))2 PoTVa)),

The polynomials Wq(z; O;) may themselves be reducible. A complete characterization
of the irreducibility of Wq(x; O;) remains open so far. Further discussion of this point is
given in Section @l

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we compute the eigenvalues of adja-
cency operators and Laplacians defined on the periodic cubical lattice. In Section B, we
recall the results for zeta functions of hypergraphs, and we present the results for cubical
complexes in the cases d = ¢, ¢ — 1. In Section 4] we prove Theorem [[.4] and give a condi-
tion for Wq4(z; O) to be irreducible (Proposition d.4]). Also, we give further discussion of
factorization and present some observations for the case ¢ = 2.

2. EIGENVALUES FOR PERIODIC CUBICAL COMPLEXES

2.1. Eigenvalues of adjacency matrices. The set Y; = Uyeg, , Y, of d-cubes (i.e.,
lo| = d) can be regarded as the set K41 X Z,, x --- x Zy, if we identify the intervals
I; = [vi,v; + 1] € Z? and I; = [v;, v;] € P with the points v; € Z,,, as follows:

| | {hix-xI,cT: L €I} if i € 05 I; € P} otherwise}
oKy 1
= {(o,v1,...,09) 0 € Kq_1, v; € Ly, for i € Ky}.

Here, note that |Y;| = (9)|n].

We write V := Z,, X +++ X Zy,,. Ford =0,1,...,q, the space C*(Y) of d-cochains on ¥’
is regarded as C’d(Kd_l x V'), the space of functions on K1 x V', under the identification
introduced above. We continue to make this identification below although we use the
notation C4(Y").

Now, we define the incidence operator My : C4(Y) — CY(Y) by

Maf(n,v) =Y {f(n;,v) + f(n;, S;v)} forn € Ky,

Jen
where n; =n\{j}, v=(v1,...,9,) € Vand S;v = (v1,...,v; + 1,...,v,). Equivalently,
we can write M, as

Mfnv) = S0 {fov) + f(0,S,v)} forn € Ko

oKy _1:0Cn
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The matrix representation of M, is nothing but the incidence matrix between Y; and
Yy_1. The dual operator M} : CH(Y) — C4(Y) of M, with respect to the inner product

(21) <f7 g)Cd(Y) = ‘V|_1 Z Z f(o-v V)g(O', V)
0’6de1 veV
is given by

Mif(o,v)= > {f(n,v)+f(n, S Lv)} foroe Ky

neKqgmDo
Let an be the character group of Z,,. An element z; of an is expressed as z; =
exp(2my/—1k;/n;) for some k; € Z,,;. We write Vo= Ly X - -xan. Forz = (z1,...,2,) €
V, we consider a subspace C4 of C4(Y') defined by
Cd=CHY) :={f € CUY):S;f =zf for any j € Ky},
where S;f(o,v) := f(o,S;v). It is clear that dim CJ = |Ky1| = (%), and C¢ and C% are
orthogonal unless z = w. Hence, we have the orthogonal decomposition

cl(y)=pcy.

zeV
For z = (z1,...,2,) € V, we also consider the map U, : C%(K4_1) — C4(Y) defined by
sz(O', V) = f(O.)ZV (U S Kd—h v E V)v

q vj

where z¥ = [[j_; ;7. Then, it is easy to see that (U,f,Usg)cay)y = (f, 9)cax, ) i-e

U, is unitary. The inverse map U, ! : C4(Y) — C4(K4_,) is the finite Fourier transform
given by

(U f)(o) = |—‘1/| Z flo,v)z™Y foro € Ky 1.

veV

Since f(o,v) € CY, we see that (U;1f)(c) = f(0,0).

Lemma 2.1. For d = 0,1,...,q — 1, the operator My (also M}) preserves each fiber of
z,i.e., MyC? C C4t1 (also M;CIH c C9).
Proof. 1t is easily verified. O

The restriction M, on each fiber z is called the twisted operator of M; and denoted by
My(z). Thus, we have the following direct sum decomposition:

M, = @ZEVMd(Z> : @Cg — @CS—H.
zeV zeV
The situation for M} : C(Y) — C4Y) is similar.
Lemma 2.2. For z € V,

(Ma@) ))v) = Y (L+zp0)f (0. V),

ceKy 1:0Cn

(Mj(@) f)(ov) = > (L+20)f(0,v).
nEKnga



Proof. By the definition of My and f € C¢, we see that

My(2)f(n,v) = > {f(o.v) + f(o, Spov)}

UEKd,120C77

= ) (+z0)f(ov).

UEKd,120C77

The proof for Mj(z) is similar. O

The operator My(z) := U, *My(2)U, : C4(Kq_1) — CH'(K,) is unitarily equivalent to
My(z) so that we abuse the notation My(z) for My(z) in what follows.

The matrix representation of My(z) is the |Ky| x |K4_1|-matrix whose (7, o)-element
is given by (1 + 2z,,)1(c C 7)), where 1(c C n) = 1 if ¢ C n; 0 otherwise. Similarly, the
matrix representation of Mj(z) is the |K;_1| X |K4|-matrix whose (o,n)-element is given
by (1+ zn\o)l(a cn).

Let A" = MM, and A% = M, 1M |, both acting on C%(Y). They also have the
direct sum decompositions

Aup @zeVAup( )’ ASOWH @zeVAdown( )’

where AP (z) = M;(z)My(z) and A% (z) = My_1(z)M}_,(z) act on CY.
In the following lemma, we use the metric on K, 1 defined by p(o,0’) := |o \ o'|(=

0"\ o).

Lemma 2.3. The (0, 0’)-element of the matrix representation of A;"(z) is given by

ZneKd 7730(1 + Zn\o)(l + 277\0) 1f p(o’, UI) =0 (i'e'v 0 = 0/)7
al (z) =< (1+ 2z, ,\ Y1+ 20\0) if p(o,0’) =1,
0 if p(o,0’) > 2,

and the set of eigenvalues of A}" coincides with the union of the sets of eigenvalues of
AP (z) = (a}2)(2))ooer, , forzeV, ie.,

o0

Spec(A;") |_| Spec (Aup( ))

zeV

Similarly, the (o, 0’)-element of the matrix representation of A%°""(z) is given by

> ek yrco(l+200) (14220 if p(o,0') =0,
ago™(z) = ¢ (1+ 2o\ ) (1 + 2 o) if p(o,0') =1,
0 if p(o,0’) > 2,

and the set of eigenvalues of A" coincides with the union of the sets of eigenvalues of
Adown(z) = (ad99(2))gorer, , forz €V, ie.,
Spec(A™™) = |_| Spec (Agown(z)>.

zeV
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Proof. For z € V, we have

Ao (2) = Z(1+2n\a)(1+zn\0 J1(n D oUd’),
neKy

alo™(z) = Z (14 z07) (1 + z;,l\T)l(T Cond).

TeEKy o

If p(o,0') > 2, then 1(n DoUd’')=1(r Conda’)=0. If p(o,0") = 1, then n (resp. 7)
must coincide with ¢ U ¢’ (resp. o No’) when n D o Uo’ (resp. 7 C o Na’). We thus
obtain the desired expressions. O

Note that when ¢ > 2d — 1, which is equivalent to (g) > ( - 1) we have

Spec (Adown ) = Spec (Agpl( )) U {0},

with the multiplicity of 0 being ( ) ( ) and similarly, when ¢ < 2d — 1, we have
Spec (A;pl ) Spe (Agown(z>) U {0},

with the multiplicity of 0 being ( i ) ( )

Corollary 2.4. The eigenvalues of A" : C9(Y) — C(Y) on the periodic ¢-cubical
lattice Y are {D0_, 2{1 + cos(2mk;/n;)} : k; € Zy,}.

Proof. From Lemma[2.3] we know that A% (z) is a scalar and equal to >_7_ (1+2;")(1+
zj). Therefore, the eigenvalues of A3 are given by {7 jo (1425 D1+ zJ) 12 € ym e
The assertion follows directly. OJ

2.2. Eigenvalues of Laplacians. Techniques similar to those used in the previous sec-
tion can be applied to eigenvalue problems of Laplacians.

For 0,7 € K with 7 C o and |0 \ 7| = 1, we write sgn(o,7) = (—1)’"! if o\ 7 is in the
jth position of ¢ in lexicographic order. For example, sgn(134,34) =1, sgn(134,14) = —1
and sgn(134,13) = 1.

Ford=0,1,...,q—1,let §4: C{Y) — C41(Y) be defined by

daf(n.v) = Y seu(n,0){f(o,Sp,v) = f(o,v)} forn € Ka.

ceKy 1:0Cn

The dual operator of 4, 05, is defined analogously to M with respect to the inner product
(Z1). As in the previous subsection, because both ¢, and d} preserve the fiber of z, the
operators 04 and §; can be decomposed into the direct sums @,y d4(z) and EBZevé*( z),
respectively. As in the proof of Lemma 2.2] we easily see that

@) fv)= S senln, o). — Df(o,v) forn € K,

oKy _1:0Cn
Si(z)f(o,v) = D seu(n.o)(z, — D) f(n.v) foro€ Ky
neKqmoo
Lemma 2.5. For d = 0,1,...,¢— 1, let g : Ky — C and define G4 : C4Y) — C(Y)

by
Gaf(m)= > sen(n,o)gn\o)f(o) (n€ Ky).

c€K4_1:0Cn

Then, G441G4 = 0. In particular, 6441(z)d4(z) = 0 for any z € V.
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Proof. For f € CHY )
(GanGaf)(r)= > Y. sen(no)sen(o,7)gn\o)glo\7)f(7)

ceKgioCnTeEKy_1:71Co
(X ggl) X sealmo)sea(en))S(7)
1<i<j<q {m\o,o\T}={i.j}
= 0.
The last sum is taken separately for two cases, (n\ 0,0 \ 7) = (4,7) and (j,4), which is
equal to 0 as usual. O

From this lemma, we have the cochain Complex

1 0q-1(2z) da(
i M) a9 pay

and hence the cohomology group HZ := ker d4(z)/Imédy_1(z) is defined.

Lemma 2.6. For alld =0,1,...,¢g—1 and z € V, the cohomology group HZ is trivial
for z # 1 and H{ = C’dN(C()

Proof. First, we note that HY) = @,y HZ is the dth cohomology of the g-dimensional
torus and is given by H4(Y) = c(®). Forz = 1, since d4(z) = 0, we have H{ = C{ ~ c(®,
Hence, HZ = 0 for z # 1. O
Corollary 2.7. If z # 1, then dimkerdq(z) = (¢7;) and dimkerd;_,(z) = (*,') for

d—1
d=0,1,...,q. Here, (7]) = (qgl) = 0.

Proof. From the rank-nullity theorem together with Lemma 2.6, we have

(2) = dimker 64(z) + dimker d441(z) (d=0,1,...,¢—1).

Since dimker dy(z) = 0, taking the alternating sum above yields dimker §4(z) = (%_}).

Since ker 6% ,(z) = (Imdy_;(z))* = (ker §4(z))*, from Lemma 26, we have
C4 = ker 04(z) @ ker 0%_,(z).

Therefore, dimker 6 _,(z) = (*,"). O

Next, we give the matrix representations for the up/down Laplacians. Let L, = %04
and L™ = 6,_105_;. These operators can be decomposed as L}’ = @, L3’ (z) and
L™ = @, L3 (z). As in the case of Lemma 23] we have the following.

Lemma 2.8. The (o, 0’)-element of the matrix representation of L,"(z) is given by
(o (z)= > sen(n,0)sen(n, o)(zh — D(zpe — 1)
neKygmdDoUo’
and the (o, 0’)-element of the matrix representation of Li°"%(z) is given by
oz = > sgn(o,m)sen(o’,7) (2 — (2,0, — 1),
TEK _o:TCoNo’

Corollary 2.9. Suppose K is the complete simplicial complex over {1,2,...,q}. Then,

we have
q

L (z) + LI (z) = {zq S+ z;l)}l.

i=1
8



Proof. In Lemma 2.8, we chose 0,0’ € K;_;. If 0 # o/, then (¥, (z) = (99" (z) = 0 unless
p(o,0’) = 1. When p(o,0') =1, we see that T =cNo’, n=0cUdc’, 0\ 7=n\0" and
o'\ 7 =n\ 0. Using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 we obtain

sgn(oc U o', 0)sgn(oc Uad’, o) +sgn(o,0 Nao')sgn(c’, o Neo’) =0,
and hence (¥, (z) + (9% (z) = 0. If o = ¢/, then we have

(o (2) + (55" (2)

= > (LD —D+ D (ow— Dk — 1)
neKgmDo TEKy 9:7Co
q

DB CERCaEE

i=1

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.10. The eigenvalues of L'F(z) (resp. L3°*"(z)) on the periodic g-cubical lattice

Y are 2¢ — > (2 + z;") with multiplicity (") (resp. (97})) and 0 with multiplicity
-1 -1

(1) (esp. (%5))-

Proof. By Corollary 2.9, for any f € ker Li°®(z), we have

q

LP@)f = {20 - (a+ 5},

i=1
Also, for any non-zero f € ker L’(z), by definition, L\"(z) f = 0. Since dim ker LI (z) =
dimker §;_,(z) = (*,') and dimker L}?(z) = dimker é,(z) = (%_]) by Corollary 2.7, the
space C4(Y) is spanned by those eigenfunctions. O

Corollary 2.11. The eigenvalues of L;" are given by

271'2‘

- k
upy __ _ s e
(2.2) Spec(L,”) = {Qq 2 ;:1 cos w k; € Z,, p U{0}.

The multiplicity of the eigenvalue 2¢ —2>"7 | cos % for each k = (ky,...,k,) is (qgl),
and that of 0 is (¢7})|n].

Note that the eigenvalue for k = (0,0, ...,0) with multiplicity (q;l) is also 0, but this
eigenvalue is represented within the first set of the right-hand side of (2.2]), not the second
set.

3. ZETA FUNCTIONS OF PERIODIC CUBICAL COMPLEXES

The zeta functions of cubical complexes can be reformulated as those of hypergraphs
(see Definition 3.2)).

A hypergraph is a pair H = (V, E) of disjoint sets, where V' is a non-empty set and
the elements of E are non-empty subsets of V. An element of V' (resp. F) is called a
hypervertex (resp. hyperedge). A hypervertex v € V is said to be incident to e € E if v
is included in e. The |V| x |E|-matrix M indexed by the elements of V' and F is defined
as M, . = 1 if v is incident to e; 0 otherwise. This is called the incidence matrix for H.
The degree, deg(v), of a hypervertex v is the number of hyperedges that include v, and

the degree, deg(e), of a hyperedge e is the number of hypervertices that are included in
9



e. A hypergraph H = (V, E) is said to be (a,b)-regular if deg(v) = a for all v € V and
deg(e) = b for all e € F.

Example 3.1. (1) When deg(e) = 2 for every e € E, then a hypergraph is nothing but
a graph.

(2) A simplicial complex over a set V' can be viewed as a hypergraph by regarding all
simplices as F.

(3) For a g-dimensional cubical complex, let V be the set of (d — 1)-cubes and E the
set of d-cubes. Then H = (V, E) forms a hypergraph. In particular, H = (V) E) is a
(2(q — d + 1), 2d)-regular hypergraph if V' =Y, ; and F = Yj for the periodic g-cubical
lattice Y.

A closed path in H is a sequence such that ¢ = (vg,eg,v1,€1,...,Vn_1, €n_1), Where
Vit1 € €;MNeiyr and v; # v for all ¢ € Z,. Note that vy € e,_1 Ney. The length of ¢
is the number of hyperedges in ¢, denoted by |c|. We say that a closed path ¢ is a closed
geodesic if e; # e;1 for all i € Zj.;. We denote by ¢™ the m-multiple of a closed geodesic
¢ formed by m repetetions of c¢. If a closed geodesic ¢ is not expressed as an m-multiple of
a closed geodesic with m > 2, then c is said to be prime. T'wo prime closed geodesics are
said to be equivalent if one is obtained from the other through a cyclic permutation. An
equivalence class of prime closed geodesics is called a prime cycle. The length of a prime
cycle p is defined as the length of a representative and is denoted by |p|. The (Thara) zeta
function of a finite hypergraph is defined as follows.

Definition 3.2. For u € C with |u| sufficiently small, the (Ihara) zeta function of a finite
hypergraph H is defined by
Cr(w) = [JQ —uP),

peP
where P is the set of prime cycles of H.

The factorization theorem for zeta functions of finite graphs was obtained by H. Bass
[1] and a conceptually simpler proof employing oriented linegraph structure was given by
Kotani-Sunada [5].

One can associate with a hypergraph H = (V| E) a bipartite graph By whose vertex
partite sets are V' and E, and the incidence relation gives edges in By, i.e., V(By) = VUE
and every edge in F(By) connects a vertex in V to one in E; v € V and e € F are joined
when v € e. The definition of prime cycles given above fits for the cycle structure of By
when deg(v) > 2 for all v € V' as discussed in [6], and hence the theorem for graphs can
be extended to the hypergraph setting as follows:

Theorem 3.3 ([6]). Let H = (V, E)) be a finite, connected hypergraph such that deg(v) >
2 for all v € V with adjacency matrix A and diagonal degree matrix D in By. Then,

Cu(u)=(1- u)X(BH) det (I — VUA + UQ)_I,

where [ is the m x m identity matrix with m = |V|+|E|, @ = D — I, By is the bipartite
graph associated with H, and x(Bpy) = |V| — |E| is the Euler characteristic of By.

In the above theorem, although /u appears in the expression, the zeta function is a
rational function of u, because the length of the corresponding cycle in By of a cycle in
H is doubled. The colored, oriented linegraph is constructed from H in the proof given
in [6], which is based on an idea presented in [5].

The following theorem can also be regarded as a restatement of Hashimoto’s theorem on

zeta functions of semi-regular graphs because the bipartite graph By is (a, b)-semi-regular
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when H is (a,b)-regular. The number of vertices in By is |V| + |E| and that of edges in
By is alV| = b|E|. We can define the dual hypergraph H* of H = (V| E) by interchanging
the roles of partite sets in By, i.e., H* = (F, Fy) with the incidence relation determined
by By, where Ey := {A, C E:v €V} with A, :={e € F:e > v} forv e V. Clearly,
H* is (b, a)-regular if H is (a, b)-regular. Also, it is clear that (g (u) = (gy+(u) because the
cycle structures in H and H* are identical since By = By« as graphs.

Theorem 3.4 ([0]). Let H = (V, E) be a finite connected (a, b)-regular hypergraph with
a,b > 2, and let M be the incidence matrix between V and E. Let « =a—1and = b—1.
Then,

Cr(u)™' = (1 — u) B (1 4 Bu) FI=VI det (1 + cw)(1 + Bu)ly — uMM*)
= (1 —u) B0 (1 4 aqu) V=Pl et (1 + au)(1+ pu)lp — uM*M),

where x(By) = |E|—a|V]| = |V|—=p|E|, and Iy (resp. Ig)is the |V|x|V| (resp. |E|x|E])
identity matrix.

Proof. In Theorem [B.3] the adjacency matrix A and the diagonal matrix () are expressed
by A= ( 0 M) and Q) = (OJV 0 ) Using the determinantal identity

M* O O PBlg
(3.1) det <§; i;i) = det Py; - det(Py — Por P Pra),
we obtain

det(I — VuA + uQ)
= (1 4+ aw)V- (1 4 au) Pl det ((1 +au)(1+ fu)lp — uM*M)
The second equality is obtained in the same way by changing the roles of 1 and 2 in
B1). O
Theorem [3.4] together with Corollary 2.4] yields the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let Y be a d-dimensional cubical lattice with side length n = (ny,na, ..., ny)
and Y@ its d-skeleton. Let AP (z) (resp. A%"(z)) on C4=! (resp. CY) be the twisted
adjacency operator. Then,

Cy@(u) ™t = (1 — w)™ (1 4+ Byu) el
X H det ((1 + aqu) (1 + fau)lk, , — UAZEI(Z))

zeV
= (1 — w1 ) el
H det ((1 + agqu)(1+ Bau)lk, , — uAjOW“(z)>,
zeV
where ag = 2¢—2d+1, f;=2d—1, v4 = (g) — (dﬁl) and kg = (q—d)(dﬁl) +(d— 1)(3).

Proof. We consider the case in which V= Y; ; and £ = Y;. Then H = (V,E) is

(2(¢ —d+1),2d)-regular as in Example B.I(3) and —x(Bg) = kq4|n|. Since the incidence

matrix M in Theorem BAlis set to be @, ¢ My_1(z), we have My_1(z)M;_,(z) = A3 (z),
11



and hence
Gy (w) ™ = (1 — w) ™ (1 + agu)Ya-I=Yal
X H det {(1 + adu)(l + ﬁdu)]K(Fl _ ujélgown(z)}7

zeV
where oy = 2(¢ — d) + 1, B4 = 2d — 1. The second equality is obtained similarly. This
completes the proof. O

Remark 3.6. (1) The former expression is useful for ¢ > 2d — 1, while the latter is useful
for ¢ < 2d — 1 as these two conditions are equivalent to 74 > 0 and 4 < 0, respectively.
(2) The map d — q — d + 1 leaves ag, B4 and kg invariant, and v,_q41 = —74. It follows
from this invariance that (y(g-a+1)(u) = Cy@ (u).

We obtain Theorem as a special case of Theorem [3.5
Proof of Theorem[1.2. We consider the case d = ¢, ie.,V =Y, ; and £ =Y,. Then H =
(V,E) is (2,2q)-regular as in Example B1)(3). In this case, AJ""(z) = My_1(2z)M;_,(z) is
a scalar, and we have AJ""(z) = 7| 2(1+cos 6;) from Corollary 2.4, where 0; = 27k; /n;.
Then, from Theorem 3.5, we have

Cr(u) ™ = (1 — w) (1 + agu)e!

X H . H {(l—l—aq )(1+6qu)—uz2(1+0089,~)},

ki=1  kg=1

where a, =1, 5, = 2¢ — 1 and k, = 7, = ¢ — 1. Therefore, we obtain

Gy(u)™t = (1 — u2)la=Dinl H H {1—2chosH +(2g — 1)u }

k1=1

This completes the proof. O

We denote by e (t) the kth elementary symmetric polynomial of t = (¢4, .. .,t,) defined
by the expansion formula

q

(3:2) f[ Atte) =D en(t)A",

k=0

Proposition 3.7. Let w; =2+ z; + zi_l. Then,

q

det(t — uA(P(z)) = Y (2 — k)25 e (w)(t — ey (w))*Ful.

k=0
Proof. From Lemma 2.3 we see that the (7, j)-element of the matrix A\*(z) — e;(w)I, is
given by

q

U450+ =) A+5)0+25") =-1+2z)1+z)

ktj k=1

Thus we have
AP(z) — ex(w)I, = Dyyy1(J, = 21,) D,
12



where J, is the ¢ x ¢ matrix whose elements are all 1, D1, (resp. D;,-1) is the diagonal
matrix whose (j, j)-element is (14 z;) (resp. (1+ zj_l)) Hence, setting A =t —e1(w), we
obtain

det(t — A1P(z)) = det(\ — Dy4p-1(J; — 21,) D144)
= det(A — (J, — 21,)Dw)
= det Dy, det (ADy-1 + 21,) — J,).
It is easy to see that for any a = (ay,...,q,) the relation
det(Da — Jg) = €4(a) — €4-1(a)
holds. Thus we obtain

der(t — A7) = (1= 5+ 57 T[O+ 200

Expanding the right-hand side in A and using ([3.2)), we reach the desired relation. ([
Proof of the latter half of Theorem[1.2. A simple calculation shows that

Gy )™ = (1= )21 +30) 5 x T 7 (u, ),
zeV
where ko = q(3¢ — 5)/2, 72 = q(q¢ — 3)/2 and

q

FP(u,z) = 3 (2 — k)2 ey (1 - uz st 2+ 3(2¢ — 3)u 2)q_kuk.
k=0
O

We remark that the right-hand sides of the two expressions in Theorem must co-
incide for ¢ = 2 by symmetry. Indeed, when ¢ = 2, we see that kK = 1, v = —1 and
FiP(u,z) = (1+u)(1+3u)(1—u S22 () + 3u?). Thus, in this case, both of these
are equal to (1 —u?)™ [T TT2_, (1 —2u S22 | cos 2mk;/n; + 3u?).

4. CYCLOTOMIC-LIKE POLYNOMIALS
For d = (dy,...,d;) € N%, we define the following polynomial in x:

(4.1) H H <£E—2iCOS2 jl)

J1€Jay Jq€Jddq

With the notation used in Introduction, this would be written W4(z, 1), but here, we use
the above more concise notation. Since the homogeneous polynomial W4(z,y) can be
recovered from Wq(x), hereafter we focus on Wq(x). We note that g = Wy when d’ is a
permutation of d and that the degree of Uy is equal to [[}_, ¢(d;). For ¢ = 1, there is a
known explicit form of U,(x) that can be obtained using cyclotomic polynomials.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose ¢ = 1. Then 2?@W (2 + 27!) is the dth cyclotomic polynomial for
d > 3 and the square of that for d = 1,2. Moreover, V() is irreducible for any d € N.

Proof. The proof is trivial for d = 1,2. Suppose d > 3. It is easily seen that z?@DW,(z +
271 is a monic polynomial in z of degree 2¢(d), since the degree of Wy(x) € Z[z] is @(d).
This polynomial has the following ¢(d) = 2|.J4| distinct roots

{z = exp(2mv/—1j/d) | j € Ja} U1§Z = exp(—2mv/=1j/d) | j € Ja}.



These properties characterize the cyclotomic polynomial. If W,(z) is reducible, then so is
U4(z + 271). This contradicts the irreducibility of cyclotomic polynomials. O

Example 4.2. ®,(z) is the dth cyclotomic polynomial, and W,(z) is that defined in (4.1])
for ¢ = 1. We have the following explicit forms:

Oi(x)=2—1 Ui(z) =2 —2

Qy(z) =2 +1 Uy(x) =2 +2

Oy(r) =2+ +1 Us(z) =2 +1

Py(z) =2° + 1 Uy(z) ==

Ps(z) =o'+ + ¥+ +1 Us(z) =2 +2—1
Pg(z) =2 —x +1 Ug(z) =o—1

Or(r) =S+ 4+t 2P+ a4+l Uo(r) =2+ 22— 22— 1
Pg(z) = 2* + 1 Ug(r) = 2% — 2

Py(z) =2% +2° +1 Uo(z) =2® =3z + 1
<I>10(3:):x4 Pt —r+1 ‘I’lo(I):l’z—x—l

Suppose that d; = 1,2, 3,4 or 6. Then, for d’ = (d, ..., d,), we have V4(z) = Vg (Vg ())
since Jy, = {1}. From this observation, one can compute several Wqgs by using the above
table.

In Theorem [L.2], the polynomial

(4.2) H H (:z:—

ki=1  kg=1

)

appears. This polynomial can be decomposed in terms of \I/d(x, y) as " —1 is decomposed
into a product of cyclotomic polynomials ®,4(z).

Proof of Theorem[I.3. Let J; = {j € {1,2,...,d} : ged(j,d) = 1}. We note that
= ke{1,2,...,n}}:|_|{é | j €}
dln

and each set on the right-hand side can be further decomposed as

J o iy_ {dIJEJd}I_I{d | j€Jy} ford>3,
{d‘jEJd}_{{“JeJd} ford =1,2.

Therefore, we have

q

27'('] > d1 >< Xe(dq)

S IEIBIESI

di|n1 d ‘NQJIEJdl JqEqu

ST T aen .
dilni  dg|ng
where ¢(d) = 2 for d > 3 and €(d) = 1 for d = 1,2. This completes the proof since
Grlw)~ = (1— )R Ey (14 (2 — 1), u). .
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Now, in order to factorize Wq(z) further, we consider the orbit structure for Galois
actions.

Suppose d; > 3 for i =1,...,q. Let N = d;---d,. We identify J; for d > 3 with
the set of representatives of (Z/dZ)* modulo x — —z. We identify (Z/NZ)* with
{m e N | m < N,ged(m,N) = 1}. The group (Z/NZ)* acts on Jg, x --- X Jg, as
component-wise multiplication:

(4.3) (J1s -y dq) = (aji, ..., ady)
for a € (Z/NZ)*.

Before proving Theorem [[.4], we give the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For (d,ds, . ..,d,) withd;, > 3foralli =1,... ¢, put N' :=lem(dy, ..., d,),
G :=(Z/N'Z)* and

H:={geG|3(e) e {£1}?such that g=¢; mod d;(i=1,...,9)}.
Then, the quotient group G/H acts on Jy, x --- x Jg, freely. In particular, every G/H-
orbit on Jg, x --- X Jy, has |G/H| elements. The cardinality of H is 2%T()) where

V ={1,2,...,q} and [o(I'(V)) is the Oth Betti number, i.e., the number of connected
components of I'(V).

Proof. We express the decomposition into connected components as {1,...,q} = I_IfozlAk,
where [y represents 5o(I'(V')). Note that

H={gecG|3ep) € {£1}* such that g =¢;, mod d; for i € A,}.
In fact, we see that ¢, = g = ¢; mod ged(d;, d;). Thus, if ged(d;, d;) > 3, then ¢; = ¢;.
This implies the above identity. Put Ny := lem(d; | i € Ay) for k = 1,..., 8. Then, we
can write
H={g € G|3e) € {£1}" such that g =, mod N;}.
Also, it is seen that ged(NVg, Np/) < 2 for k # K. It follows that the map
H — (ex) € {&1}
is bijective. ([l
Proof of Theorem [1.4. For simplicity, d is assumed to be rearranged in such a way that
di > - >dy >3 >dyy1 > -+ > dy, and we write d' = (dy,...,dy). It is clear
that orb(d) = orb(d’) since J; and Jy are singletons, and since ¢(1) = ¢(2) = 1 and
P(lem(m, 2)) = ¢(m) for any m € N, we have
Copd) TNl
@(lcm(dl, dg, ey dq)) @(lcm(dl, dg, Cey d;))

Therefore, it suffices to consider the case d; > 3 for all i = 1,2,...,¢. From Lemma [£3]
it follows that

| Jay X - X g, iy 2(dy) _
b(d) = —= T = = BTV,
o) =TT Flem(dy, day - dy)

This completes the proof. O

We next give a criterion for the irreducibility of W4 (z), which is later used to obtain a
condition for Wq(z; O) defined in (L2) to factor into the powers of a linear function for
q=2.
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Proposition 4.4. (1) If O C Jg, x --- x Jg, is stable under the action of (Z/NZ)*, then
Vq(x; O) € Zx].
(2) Let O C Jg, x -+ x Jg, be a (Z/NZ)*-orbit. Then the map

27Tji
eR
d;

q
(4.4) c:(’)B(jl,...,jq)HQZcos
i=1

is injective if and only if Wq(z; O) € Z|x] is irreducible.

Proof. The Galois group Gal(Q(¢y)/Q) is identified with (Z/NZ)*, where (y = exp(2my/—1/N)
is an Nth primitive root of unity. The Galois action of an element a € (Z/NZ)* to an
element c(ji,...,J,) € Q(Cx) is given by the action (4.3). If O is stable under the action
of (Z/NZ)*, then Vq4(z;O) € Q[z]. Since the coefficients of Wq(x; O) are algebraic in-
tegers, we obtain the first assertion (1). If the map c is not injective, then Wq(z; Q) has
a multiple root, and hence it cannot be irreducible. Conversely, if the map c is injective
on an orbit O, then the action of (Z/NZ)* on the roots of ¥q(z;O) is transitive, and
therefore the polynomial W4 (z; O) is irreducible. O

We now give an example of Proposition [.4)(2).

Corollary 4.5. Suppose d, ..., d, are relatively prime and d; > 3 forall t =1,2,...,¢.
Then the action of (Z/NZ)* on Jq, X - -- X Jy, is transitive, the map c in (&4) is injective,
and Vq4(z) € Z[x] is irreducible.

Proof. For any (ji,...,Jq) € Ja, X -+ X Jg,, there exists g € Z such that j;, = g
mod d; for all ¢+ = 1,...,q from the Chinese Remainder Theorem. This shows that
(J1,---,Jq) = (g1,...,g1) belongs to an orbit of (1,...,1), and thus the transitivity fol-
logs. The injectivity is proved as follows. First, suppose c(ji,-..,Jq) = c(ji,---,J;)-
Then,

q

—cos(2mj1 /dy) + cos(2mjy /di) = Z (cos(2mj;/d;) — cos(2mj./d;))

=2

is an element of Q((g,) N Q((4y-a,) = Q since dy and ds - - - dy are coprime. There exists
a rational number b such that — cos(27j;/dy) + cos(27j,/dy) = b. Taking the Galois
conjugates, and summing up over Jy,, we have

2mg 2}
@¢(d1)b = — Z cos Z‘lh + Z cos 21]1

j1€Jay j1€da,

= 0.

This implies b = 0 and 7 = j7;. Then, by induction on ¢, we have the injectivity. The
irreducibility follows from Proposition E4(2). O

The polynomial Wq(z; O) may not be irreducible. The following lemma clarifies the
situation in this regard.

Lemma 4.6. Let O C Jg, x --- X Jg, be a (Z/NZ)*-orbit. Then the fibers of the map
¢ in (Z4) have the same cardinality. In particular, there exist an irreducible polynomial
Ui (z; O) € Z[x] and a number mep € N such that U4(x; O) = Vi (z; O)™o.

Proof. Take (j10,-..,740) € O so that the cardinality of the fiber of the map ({.4) is

maximum. Denote yo := ¢(Ji0,...,7J0) € R. For any y € ¢(O), there exists a g €
16



(Z/NZ)* such that y = c(gji0, - - -, gjq) since O is an orbit. We see that the map

<o) 2 (Juy -+ Jg) = (971, 9dq) € 1 (y)
is a well-defined injective map. By the choice of maximality, this map turns out to be
bijective. This proves the first assertion. Letting meo denote the common cardinality of
the fiber and putting
yec(0)
we have the second assertion. OJ

Example 4.7. In the case where ¢ = 2 and d = (5,5), we have two orbits. One is
‘diagonal’ and the other is ‘off-diagonal’:
O1 = {(171)7(272>}7 02:{<172)7(271)}'
Note that ¢ in (€4 maps the orbits as follows:
2 4
O; — {4 cos g,élcos g}, Oy — {—1,-1}.

The latter is not injective, while the former is. We see that W4(z; O1) = 2% + 22 — 4 is
irreducible, and Wq(z; O2) = (z + 1)? is reducible, that is, U (z; Os) = 2+ 1, me, = 1
and me, = 2.

In what follows, we focus on the case ¢ = 2, in which we know more about the re-
ducibility of ¥q(z; O).

irr

Proposition 4.8. Suppose ¢ = 2. If the degree of W7 , (z; O) is one, the possibilities for
dy,ds and the orbits O are as follows:

| (di,dy) | O [, (7;0)] condition |
(dl,dg) 0171 [L’—)\ dl,d2:1,2,3,4,6
(m,m) | O1mjo—1 T 4lm
(m,2m) | O1m—2 T m : odd
(5, 5) 0172 T + 1
(10, 10) 0173 z—1

In this table, A = 2 cos ?1_7: +2cos fl—’; € Z and O, , is the orbit containing (1, a) € Jg, X Jg,.
More explicitly,

Ol,l - Jd1 X sza Ol,m/2—1 - {(ja m/2 _j) | ] € Jm}>
O ={(j,m —2j) | j € Jn},
O12,013 = {(J1,J2) € Ja, X Ja, | J1 # Ja}-

By Lemmal4.6] if the degree of \Ifijfvdz (x; O) is one, then the image of the map ¢: O — Q
is a singleton. We now derive some necessary conditions for this to be the case.

Lemma 4.9. Let g = ged(dy,ds) and define g; to be the product of all factors of d; in
common with g. Put m; := d;/g; € Z. If the degree of W}j* ; (x; O) is one, or equivalently,
if the image of the map ¢ : O — Q is a singleton, then the following conditions hold:
(i) g; <2o0rm; <2fori=1,2.
(il) mqy,mq € {1,2,3,4,6}.
(i) g1 = go or (g1,92) = (2,4) or (4,2).
17



Proof. Let N’ = lem(d;, dy). Suppose there exist di,dy € N and (j1, j2) € Jg, X Jg, such
that

b 2mj2b
I 4 9cos Y — A e for Vb € Z/N'Z.
dy dy

We claim that every b € Z with b = 1 mod d; and ged(b,dy) = 1 satisfies b = +1

mod dsy. Indeed, since cos 2’2511’ 2231 2’25221’ = Cos m , which implies that
b==+1 mod ds.

Now we use the claim above for three cases regarding the value of b. Note that d; = m;g;,
and if g = lem(gy, g2), then g, m; and my are mutually prime.

First, consider b € Z with b = 1 mod m;g and b = —1 mod my. By the claim, we
have b = +£1 mod dy = gomo. If b = 1, then we have mo < 2, while if b = —1, then we
have go < 2. We conclude that either my < 2 or g < 2.

Second, consider b € Z with b = 1 mod m;g and ged(b, my) = 1. By the claim, we
have b = +1 mod msy. This shows that ¢(ms) < 2, and we conclude that my = 1,2, 3,4
or 6.

Third, consider b € Z with b =1 mod mimsy and b = 1+ ¢g; mod g,. By the claim,
we have b = +1 mod go. If b = 1, then gy|g;, while if b = —1, then go|(g1 + 2). Since
the conditions on d; and dy are symmetric, we also have g1]gs or g1](g2 +2). We conclude
that either g1 = go or {g1, 92} = {2,4}. O

Now we use Lemma [4.9] (i), (ii) and (iii) to prove Proposition 4.8

Proof of Proposition[{.8, First, we note that Ug, 4,(z) = Uy, (z— ) with o = 2cos 2% € Z
for d; € {1,2,3,4,6} from the remark in Example Since W4(x) is irreducible for any
d € N from Lemma 1], so is U4(z) in this case. The degree of ¥ (z; ) is one if and
only if that of Wy, (x) is one, which is true if and only if dy € {1,2,3,4,6}. This gives the
first line in the table. Indeed, in all of the cases above, we have only one orbit O;; on
Jdl X sz.

In what follows, we can assume that dy,ds & {1,2,3,4,6}, and hence @(dy), p(dz) > 2.

In the case g = 1 with g; = go = g in (iii), we have m; = d; € {1,2,3,4,6} by (ii).
In the case g; = 2 in (iii) for ¢ = 1 or 2, m; should be odd, and hence choices are only
m; = 1,3 by (ii). This implies d; = 2 or 6. Both of these cases have already been excluded.

If g > 3 with g3 = g2 = g, then m; < 2. The only choices in this case are (my, my) =
(1,1),(1,2),(2,1). Furthermore, if m; = 2, then g must be odd. It follows that (d;,ds) =
(g9,2g) with odd g > 5 or (dy,ds) = (g, g) for arbitrary g > 5 (with g = 6 excluded).

To this point, we have not used the orbit structure. Now we consider the choice of
(j1,7J2) € O. Taking the sum of all the terms under the Galois action of (Z/dyZ)*, and
using the same argument as in the proof of Corollary | we have

P(do)N =2 Z cos L) Z cos = pu(dy) + p(ds)

J1€Jay J2€J4y

2 cos

= CoSs we have cos

for dyi,ds > 3, where p is the Mobius function. Since A is an algebraic integer, we see that

Z>\= ”(dl)(+“)dz This shows either A = 0 or ¢(ds) < 2.

If A\ # 0, then ¢(dy) = 2, i.e., dy € {5,8,10,12}. In this case, we have A = pu(d;) =
i(dy) = £1, and thus ds is not a multiple of 4 and (d;, d3) # (g,2g). From this we obtain
dy = dy € {5,10} and the last two lines in the table.

Now we consider the case A = 0. The condition 2 cos 2”1 + 2cos 2;”2 0 implies

J1/dy + j2/ds = 1/2 since dy,dy > 3. If di = dy, then j; —|—j2 = dy /2. Tt follows that d;
is even, and hence that j; and js are odd. This implies that d;/2 is even, and therefore
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4|dy. For j; = 1, we have jo = d;/2 — 1 € Jg,. This gives the second line in the table. If
2d; = dy, then 2j; + jo = dy. For j; = 1, we have j, =d; — 2 € J,,. This gives the third
line in the table. U

Now we give three examples for ¢ = 2: (I) (dq,ds) = (m,2m); (II) (di,ds) = (m, m);
(III) ¢(d2) = 2. From these examples, we obtain three observations with the aid of
numerical computations.

Before studying each case, we give an elementary remark on the representatives for an
orbit decomposition.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose that G acts on X simply transitively. Fix an arbitrary xq € X.
Then, for any Y (with G action), the set {x¢} X Y consists of complete representatives of
the action of G on X x Y.

Proof. For any (z,y) € X x Y, there exists a g € G such that gr = z5. Then g(z,y) =
(o, gy). If (zo,y) and (xg,y’) belong to the same G-orbit, then y = ¢/, because g(zg,y) =
(xo,y") implies g = e, the identity element of the group G. O

(I) For q= 2a (dla d?) = (ma 2m)
We start with the orbit decomposition.

Lemma 4.11. The number of orbits is orb((m, 2m)) = @(m), and each orbit has ¢(2m)
elements. The orbit decomposition is given by

U, O1,.  for even m,

I X Jop, =
? {l_laeJQ,’nOLa for odd m.

Proof. The first part follows from Example (i) and the second part follows from
Lemma[I0 If m > 3is odd, then ¢(2m) = $(m) and the natural map induces the group
isomorphism (Z/2mZ)* /{+1} = (Z/mZ)*/{+1}, so the action of (Z/2mZ)* /{£1} on
Jy is simply transitive. If m is even, it is easlily seen that (1,7) € O if and only if
(1,m —1) € O for i € Jy,, from which we have the decomposition. O

Observation 4.12. (i) W, 2m(z; O) seems to be irreducible except for odd m with O =
O m—2 appearing in Proposition (4.8
(ii) If Uypom(2;0) = Uy o (2;O'), then O = O'.

(IT) For g = 2, (dy, d2) = (m,m).
We define the involution ¢ on J,, X J,, by ¢(z,y) = (y,x). It is obvious from this
definition that U, ,(x;(O)) = V(25 O).

Lemma 4.13. (i) The number of orbits is orb((m,m)) = @(m) and each orbit has ¢(m)
elements. The orbit decomposition is given by

(ii) The diagonal orbit Oy = {(4,7) : i € J,,} is invariant under ¢. If @(m) is odd, then
there is no non-diagonal (-invariant orbit.

Proof. (i) The first part follows from Example[[.5l The second part follows from Lemmal[Z.10]
by setting xg =1 and Y = J,,.
(ii) Any non-diagonal t-invariant orbit has no fixed point under the action of ¢. In par-

ticular, the cardinality of such an orbit is even. The second assertions follow. 0
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If ¢(m) is even, then the situation is different. Note that if 4|m with m > 4, then @¢(m)
Is even.

Lemma 4.14. (i) Suppose 4|m. The orbit Oy /21 is t-invariant and W, ,n (2; O1,m/2-1) =
P(m)

(ii) Suppose ¢(m) is even. For a non-diagonal t-invariant orbit O with O # O /91,
there exists \Ifﬁﬁ‘ﬂf) (x; O) € Z]x] of degree p(m)/2 such that V,, ,(z; 0) = \Ifg;a%) (x;0)%
Proof. (i) This case is considered in Proposition 8]

(ii) This can be shown in the same way as the proof of Lemma T3] (ii). O

We denote by A the number of t-invariant orbits. As we have seen, A = 1 if ¢(m) is
odd. We have the following formula for A = A(m) if ¢(m) is even:

Lemma 4.15. Suppose ¢(m) is even. Put

0 ifdtm,
fi=fi(m) =41 if4|m and 8¢ m,
2 if 8| m.

Let fo be the number of odd prime factors of m. Let f35 = fs(m) =1if 4 {m, fo(m) > 1,
and p =1 mod 4 for every odd prime factor p of m; otherwise, we put f3(m) = 0. Then

we have
A = 9fitfat+fs-1

Proof. We consider the orbits that are invariant under the involution .. We will solve the
equation 22 = +1 mod m. By the Chinese Remainder Theorem, this equation can be
reduced to the equation for each prime factor. If m = 2¢, then the number of solutions
to the equation 22 =1 mod m is given by 21" If m = p?, then we have two solutions
to 22 =1 mod m. This contributes to f,. We have a solution to the equation 2?2 = —1
mod m only in the case f3(m) = 1. This solution makes double the number of solution
for the equation 22 = +1 mod m to the number of solutions to the equation 22 = 1
mod m. Finally, we parameterize the orbits as O, , with x € J,,,, so that we will divide
by 2. The formula for A(m) given above follows. O

We now proceed from orbits to polynomials.

Observation 4.16. (i) For an orbit O # +(O), WU, (x; O) seem to be irreducible. In par-
ticular, W,, ,,,(z; O) seem to be irreducible if ¢(m) is odd.

(ii) \IfﬁS?ﬁ?(z; O) seems to be irreducible for every t-invariant orbit O # Oy ,/2-1. This
happens only if @(m) is even.

(ili) If W, (2 O) = Uy (23 O), then O' = O or O = 1(O).

(III) For q = 2, ¢(dy) = 2.
In this case, ¢(dy) = 2 implies dy = 5,8,10 or 12, for which we set a = 2,3,3 and 5,
respectively. Then Jg, = {1, a}.

Lemma 4.17. Suppose dy = 5,8,10 or 12. If 5|d; for do = 10 or dy|d; for dy # 10, then
we have

Jdl X Jd2 = 0171 (] Ol,a-

Otherwise, Jg, x Jg, forms a single orbit.
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Proof. In these cases, we know that orb(dy, dz) = ¢(d2) = 2 from Example [[L5]i). There-
fore, the orbit decomposition must be the one given above. O

Observation 4.18. If p(dy) = 2, then Wy, 4,(z; O) seems to be irreducible except in the
cases considered in Proposition [4.8
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