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Abstract

For a polynomial u(z) in Z[z] and r € Z, we consider the orbit of u(x) at
7, Ou(r) == {u(r),u(u(r)),...}. We ask two questions here: (i) what are the
polynomials u for which 0 € O, (r) and (ii) what are the polynomials for which
0 & Oy(r) but, modulo every prime p, 0 € O,(r)? In this paper we classify
the polynomials for which (ii) holds. We also present some results for some
special r's for which (i) can be answered.
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1. Introduction

A. Borisov [4] in Example 1, devised a polynomial map called the additive trap
Fu : AL — A2 by defining F(z,y) = (2%y,z%y + zy*). This polynomial map
satisfies the following properties:

(a) It and its reductions modulo p are dominant for all primes p.

(b) The only fixed point of it and any reduction of it modulo an arbitrary prime p
is (0,0).
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(c) We have F.”)(z,y) = (0,0) (mod p) for every (z,y) € A% and for all primes p,
where F”) is the p-th iteration of Fy;.

Let p be any prime. Note that all points (x,y) € A?Fp with either z = 0 or y = 0 are
taken to (0,0) by Fy;. Let x € F. Then for any y € F; we get

So after at most p — 1 iterations the second coordinate becomes 0 and thus applying
F.+ once more we reach (0,0). Since p is arbitrary, we get (c). For the proofs of (a)
and (b) and more details see [4].

Upon further analysis of the discussion above, we notice that the p-th iteration of
F,; modulo p is the zero map, which follows from the fact that the polynomial
u(x) = x + 1 has the following property: for every n € N, u™(z) = 2 + n, so that,
in particular, for every prime p, u®~Y(1) = p = 0 (mod p). Throughout this paper
by ©™ we will mean wowo ---owu, the n — th iteration of u. We can write our first
definition now motivated from the polynomial u(x) = = + 1 above. Suppose that
u:=u(z) € Z[z] is of degree d, r € Z and A is a finite subset of the set of all prime
numbers. If, for every prime in p not contained in A, there exists an m, € N such
that u™)(r) = 0 (mod p), then we will say that u is weakly locally nilpotent at r
outside A. The set of all weakly locally nilpotent polynomials at r of degree d will
be denoted by L¢ , (see other definitions in Section 2 below) and L, 4 is the union
of all such L{ ,, where the union is taken over d € N. When A = (), we say that u is
locally nilpotent at r. If u is such that (™ (r) = 0, for some n € N, then we will say
that u is nilpotent at r and the nilpotency index is the least of such n’s. We denote
the set of all nilpotent polynomials at r of degree d and nilpotency index ¢ by N,ffi
and N, is the union of all such N,fl’i, where the union is taken over i,d € N. Thus,
for example, u(z) = v +1 € L, and u(z) = v — 1 € Nj;. Ideally, we would like to
classify all weakly locally nilpotent polynomials of all possible degrees. The paper
contains four main results:

(1) Complete classification of all polynomials in L, y, when r € {0, —1,1}.

(2) Complete classification of all polynomials in Ly 4 and L', , for any given finite
subset A of the set of prime numbers. This can be found in Theorem 3 of
Section 5. To prove this we use the result of C. Corrales-Rodriganez and R.
Schoof (see Theorem 1 [5] and also page 6 in this paper).

(3) Complete classification of all polynomials in S, where S, = L,y \ N,. This can
be found in Corollaries 1 & 2 in Section 4 and Theorem 4 and Corollary
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4 of Section 5. Here also we use the result of C. Corrales-Rodriganez and R.
Schoof and Theorem 5 [7].

Theorem 5 [7] mentioned in (3) says the following: Let K be a number field,
©1y- -, pg : Pl — Pl be rational maps of degrees at least 2. Let Ay, ..., A, be finite
subsets P}, such that at most one set A; can contain a point that is not ¢;— prepe-
riodic, and such that there is at most one such point in that set A;. Let Ty,...,T,
be finite subsets of Pk such that no T; contains any ¢;—preperiodic points. Then
there is M € N and a set of primes P’ in O having positive density such that for
any i € {1,...,g}, any v € T;, any a € A;, any p € P’ and any m > M, one has

o™ () # a(mod p).

Now what does this say about the locally nilpotent polynomials which are non-
nilpotent at 7?7 That motivates our Fact 1, which is proven in section 3.

Fact 1. The S, can contain only linear polynomials.

The main tools that we have used here are (see section 3 for details):
(1) Fact 1,
(2) Fact 2,

(3) Lemma 1, which is a consequence of the aforementioned theorem by C. Corrales-
Rodriganez and R. Schoof and

(4) The reduction of polynomials.

This paper has 6 sections in total. Section 1 is the introduction. In sections 2 and
3 we formalize the definitions and introduce the main tools, respectively. Section 4
contains the main result listed in (1) above. Section 5 is dedicated to the classification
of polynomials in S, which can only be linear polynomials by Fact 1. The last section
has some open questions that arises from the study of the polynomials in this paper.

2. Terminology and Definitions

We will start by formally defining the polynomials mentioned in the introduction
and fixing some basic terminology that we will use throughout this paper. Let P be
the set of all primes in Z. For a finite subset A of P and for a € 7Z, we define

Py:=P\ A and Py(a):= {p € P4 | p divides a} and P(a) := Py(a).



So P(a) is the set of all primes that divides a.

For u = u(z) € Z[x] of degree at least 1, we define the polynomials u(z) := u(z)
and u" ™V (z) := u(u™ (), n € N. Having fixed r in Z and A (as above) with d € N
a degree and ¢ € N, an index, we define the following:

(1)

We will say that u(z) is a weakly locally nilpotent polynomial at r outside
A if for each p € Py, there exists m € N (possibly depending on p) such that
u™(r) = 0 (mod p). For each p € P4, we let m, be the least of all such
m's. We fix the following notation for weakly locally nilpotent polynomials at
r outside A:

LY, = {u=u(x) € Z[z] | u of degree d is weakly locally nilpotent at r
outside A},

Lr,A = Ll?lilLﬁ,A .

If A= in (1), then we will just drop the terms “weakly” and “outside A”.

We will say that u(z) # 0 is a nilpotent polynomial at r if 3 n € N such
that u™(r) = 0. We will call the smallest of all such n's as the nilpotency
index/index of nilpotency of u(z) at r. If u™(r) # 0 for all n € N, we will
say that u is non-nilpotent at r. We fix the following notations for nilpotent
polynomials at 7:

N :={u € Z[z] | u is nilpotent at r of nilpotency index ¢ and degree d},

Ny = '—'30:1Nﬁfi ,

NT’ = I_lzoilNTJ .

The rest of the notation that we will be using are as follows:
S, =L, \ N,.

For integers a, b, c € Z, with ¢ # 0, we will write a =. b to mean a = b (mod

c).

Remark 1. It is clear that N, C L,g. But it turns out that, for every given r € Z,
S, is always non-empty (see Corollaries 1,2,4 and Theorem 4 below).

2.1
(a)
(b)

Some examples
Let r € Z. For each non-zero ¢q(z) € Z[x], (x — r)q(z) € Ny 1.

If u(r) = —2z — 4, then u(-1) = -2, u(-2) = 0. So u(x) € NL,. If
re Z\{-1}, u(z) = —(r + Dz + (r + 1)? € N}Q and if r € Z \ {0},
up(z) == —2x +4r € N},. Alsoif r e Nyu(z) =z —1€ N},.



(c) Let u(z) = —22? + 72 — 3. Then u(1) = 2, u(2) = 3 and u(3) = 0. So,
u(xr) € Nis. From this and Fact 2 (stated and proved below) it follows that
v(z) :=22> +Tr + 3 € N? 5.

(d) The polynomial u(x) = —z® + 92* — 252 + 25 € N3 ,.

(e) This example shows the existence of non-nilpotent, locally nilpotent polynomials
at 1. Let u(x) = z + 1. Then, by induction we see that u™(1) = n + 1, for
every n € N and hence u ¢ N;. For each p € P, u?~Y(1) = p =, 0. Thus
u(z) € Sy. In Corollary 1 we will see that Sy = {z + 1}.

(f) Forevery a € Z\{0}, let u, = uy(x) := z+a. By induction, we get ul (0) = na.
So it is clear that u, ¢ Ny. For each prime p, u (p)(O) = pa =, 0. Thus u, € So.
(g) Let u(z) = 4x — 2. Then u(1) = 2 and u(2) = 6 =5 1. This means that u(™ (1)

is either 1 or 2 modulo 5, for every n € N. This shows that u(xz) ¢ Ly 4, for
every finite subset A C Pys,.

(h) Let u(x) be as in ezample (f). Then, by induction, we have u(™(0) = 2(1 —
4™), which cannot be zero for any n € N and so the above polynomial is not
contained in Ny. Note that mg = 1, m3 = 3. For every prime p € P\ {2, 3},
we have that u?~V(0) =, 0 by Fermat’s little theorem and so u(x) € Sp.

Remark 2. Computation of polynomial iterations is very complicated. But the linear
polynomials has a nice and easy to understand iteration formula. Let u(x) = ax +b
be a linear polynomial, i.e., a € Z\{0}. Then, by induction, it follows that for every

n>1,
n—1
u™(z) = a"z + b <Z ai) , neN

=0

So, u™(r) = a™r +b <Z a' |, for each n € N. Throughout this paper, we will refer

0
to this formula as the linear iteration formula.

3. The main tools

In this section we will develop the necessary tools. We begin with the proof of Fact 1
which was introduced in the introduction.

Proof of Fact 1. Suppose that u is not nilpotent at r and of degree at least 2. If we
take K =Q,9g=1, A=A, ={0},T =T, = {r} and ¢ = ¢1 = u in Theorem 5



[7], it follows that u cannot be locally nilpotent at r. In other words, only the linear
polynomials can be locally nilpotent without being nilpotent at r. So, S, can only
contain linear polynomials. [

The next fact indicates that it is enough to study the locally nilpotent polynomials
at non-negative r’s. In particular, it shows that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between S, and S_,.

Fact 2. Let u(x) be a polynomial of degree d and let r € 7 \ {0}. Define v(zx) :=
—u(—xz). Thenu(z) € LY, <= v(x) e L ,. Similarly u(z) € N, <= v(z) €
Ne and u(z) € S, < v(zr) € S_,.

rn

Proof. Since v(—x) = —u(x), by induction it follows that v (—r) = —u(™(r), from
which the fact follows. u

Before moving on to the other tools it is imperative that we formally introduce the
result by C. Corrales-Rodriganez and R. Schoof (Theorem 1 [5]): Let K be a number
field and =,y € K*. If, for almost all prime ideals p of Ok, we have

{neN|y"=1(modp)} D{neN|z"=1 (mod p)},
then 3 m € Z such that y = 2™.

Now we will state and prove Lemma 1 which was mentioned in the introduction
and we will also justify its importance in understanding linear locally nilpotent poly-
nomials.

Lemma 1. Let o, B,y € Z\ {0} be such that neither g nor % is a non-negative power
of a. Then P\ UpenP(ya™ — B) is an infinite set.

Proof. Suppose, if possible, that P\ U,enP(ya™ — () is a finite set. This means that
the set U,enP(ya™—[3) contains all but finitely many primes. Then U,enP(ya"—f)\
P(v) also contains all but finitely many primes. So, for almost all p € Pp(,), a" =,
By~ for some n, € N (choice of n, possibly depends on p). So, if k € N is such that
a® =, 1, then (By™ 1)k =, (a™)* =, 1. Taking a = z, By~ = y in Theorem 1 [5]
applied over Q, we arrive at a contradiction! Thus P\ U,enP(ya™ — ) is an infinite
set. |

Remark 3 (Importance of the Lemma). Let r € Z\{0} and u = u(z) = az+b € L,
with a # +1. By the linear iteration formula, we have

a*(r—ar—>b)+b

u® (r) = 1—a




Since u € Lrl,ﬂ, we can say that P\ UpenP(ya™ — ) is a finite set (in fact it is an
empty set), where « = a, 3 = —b and v =r —ar —b. Then it follows from the above

lemma that either g or % is a power of a, i.e., b= —a™(r —ar —b), for some m € Z.

Moreover, if m € N we can say that uw € N,. So, to summarize, if u is in S, (with
a ¢ {£1}), then 3 m € NU{0} such that a™b=b+ ar —r.

Reduction of polynomials. Let r € N and u(z) € Z[z] such that r|u(0). Define
v(z) := u(rz). Note that v is indeed a polynomial over Z of the same degree as u(z)
and rv(1) = u(r). Using induction, one can show that rv(™ (1) = u™(r),V n € N.
Then it follows that u(x) is weakly locally nilpotent at r outside A iff v(z) is weakly
locally nilpotent at 1 outside A U P(r) and also u(z) is nilpotent at r iff v(x) is
nilpotent at 1. Thus we can reduce any polynomial u(x) in Li@ with 7|u(0) to the

polynomial v(x) in L‘I{P(T). We will call this the reduction of u(z) to v(x).

In the following section we classify all the polynomials in L,, for r € {0,1, —1}.

4. Arbitrary d and r € {0,1,—1}

We will now state and prove our first main result.
Theorem 1. The following is the list of all polynomials in Ly g:
(1) (z — 1)p(x) with p(z) € Z[x] \ {0} (Nilpotent of indez 1).
(2) —2x 4+ 4+ p(x)(x — 1)(z — 2), with p(x) € Z[z] (Nilpotent of index 2).
(3) —22%+ 7z —3+p(zx)(x —1)(z —2)(x — 3), with p(z) € Z[z] (Nilpotent of index
(4) x+ 1 (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).

Proof. Let u = u(x) € L{,. We will consider the following three cases:

Case 1. u(l) — 1 ¢ {£1}.

Then P(u(1) — 1) # () and for each p € P(u(1) — 1) we have u(1) =, 1, i.e., m, does
not exist, a contradiction to that u € Li@!

Case 2. u(l)—1=—1.

These are just the polynomials listed in (1).



Case 3. u(l)—1=1.

This means u(1) = 2. Now we will explore the possibilities for u(2). If u(2) = 0, then
u(z) is of the form listed in (2). So suppose that u(2) # 0. Of course u(2) ¢ {1,2}
as otherwise we get u(™ (1) = 1 or 2, for every n € N and hence it cannot be in Ld
Thus u(2) is either < —1 or > 3, i.e., |u(2) — 1| > 2. In other words, P(u(2)—1) 7& (D
Let p € P(u(2) — 1). Then u(2) =, 1. As u is locally nilpotent at 1, p must be 2
and so u(2) — 1 must be of the form £2' for some ¢ € N. To arrive at a contradiction
suppose that u(2) # 3. That means u(2) is either > 4 or < —1. Let’s consider these
two possibilities one by one.

Possibility 1. u(2) > 4. We know that u(2) — 1 = 2" and so «(2) is odd. So, in fact
u(2) > 5. Then there exists p € Py such that p € P(u(2) —2). Hence u™(2) =, 2,
for every n € N, a contradiction to the fact that v € L‘f’@'

Possibility 2. u(2) < —1. We know that u(2) — 1 = —2¢ and so u(2) is odd, which
implies that u(2) —2 is odd as well and less or equal to —3. Using the same argument
as in possibility 1 we get a contradiction!

So u(2) must be 3. Next we look at u(3). If u(3) = 0, then u(x) is of the form listed
in (3). So suppose that u(3) # 0. For the same reason as above u(3) ¢ {0,1,2,3}.
Thus u(3) is either < —1 or > 4. To get to a contradiction suppose that u(3) # 4.
Then either u(3) —3 < —4 or > 2. In any case, P(u(3)—3) # 0. Let p € P(u(3)—3).
Then u(3) =, 3 and so p € {2,3}. If p = 2 then u(1) =, 0. Since 3 =, 1, we must
have u(3) =, u(1l) and so u(3) =, 3 =, 1 #, u(1), which is an impossibility! So
p =3 and u(3) — 3 = +3°, for some s € N.

Again for similar reasoning as above, P(u(3)—1) # (. For each p € P(u(3) —1), we
have u(3) =, 1 which implies p € {2,3}. But p|u(3) —1 = 2+ 3° and so p cannot be
2 or 3, which is absurd! So u(3) = 4.

Next we look at u(4). We claim that no further iteration of u at 1 can be zero and
we would like to prove this by showing that u(n — 1) = n, ¥ n > 4 and that would
mean u(z) = x + 1. We want to use mathematical induction to prove this claim.
Let u(q — 1) = q, for every 2 < g < n, for some n > 4 and we want to show that
u(n) = n+ 1. Since u(l) =2, u(2) =3, u(3) =4, ...,u(n —1) = n, there is a
polynomial p(x) such that u(z) =z +1+p(z)(x —1)(x —2)(x —3)---(z —n+1).
Sou(n)=n+1+pn) - (n—1)1#0,asn >4. If u(n) =i for some i € {1,...,n},
then the iterations u™ (1) € {1,...,n}, for every m € N and that means for only
finitely many primes p, m, exists. Thus u cannot be locally nilpotent at 1 and
u(n) € {0,...,n}. This means u(n) is either > n + 1 or < —1. For a contradiction,



suppose that u(n) # n + 1. Then, either u(n) —n >2or u(n) —n < —(n+1). In
any case, we get P(u(n) —n) # 0. For each p € P(u(n) — n), we have u(n) =, n
which is an impossibility unless p < n. Suppose, if possible, p < n. So n =, a for
some a € {1,...,p — 1}. Note that a cannot be zero as otherwise u(n) =, n =, 0
and also u(n — 1) = n =, 0. This means p|u(0) = ap and so plu(p) = p + 1,
an impossibility! But by the induction hypothesis we have u(a) = a + 1 and also
a =, n =, u(n) =, u(a), i.e., u(a) =, a, which is absurd as this means m,, does not
exist! So p =n, i.e., n is prime and u(n) = n £ n®, for some s € N.

Again, for similar reasoning as above, P(u(n)—1) # 0. So for every ¢ € P(u(n)—1),
u(n) =, 1 and it follows that ¢ is less than or equal to n. But if ¢ = n, then
n = qlu(n) — 1 = (n — 1) £ n® and so n|l, an impossibility! So, in fact, we have
¢ <n—1. We can choose b € {0,...,q — 1} such that n =, b+ 1. By the induction
hypothesis u(b+ 1) = b+ 2 and also u(b+ 1) =, u(n) =, 1. These two relations
together imply b+ 1 =, 0, i.e., ¢/n. But, since n is a prime, n = ¢, which is a absurd
as ¢ <n—1. Thus u(n) =n+ 1. |

Remark 4. It follows from Fact 2 and Theorem 1 that the following polynomials
are i L_yp:

(1) (z + 1)p(x), with p(x) € Z[z] \ {0}.
(2) =2z — 4+ p(z)(x+ 1)(z + 2), with p(x) € Z[z].
(3) 222 + Tz + 3+ p(x)(x + 1)(z + 2)(x + 3), with p(x) € Zx].
() z—1.
Corollary 1. The sets Sy and S_y are singleton sets.

Proof. Let u(x) € S;. Then by Theorem 1, u(z) must be x + 1 as all the other
polynomials in the list (1)-(4) of Theorem 1 are in N;. Now by Fact 2, it follows
that S_y = {z — 1}. [

Theorem 2. The following is the list of all polynomials in L g:
(1) ax, with a € Z\ {0} (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
(2) £z + b, with b € Z \ {0} (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
(3) ax + b, with P 2 P(b) O P(a) # 0 (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
(4) xzp(x), with p(z) € Z[x] \ {0} (Nilpotent of indez 1).



(5) (x—a)p(x), with a € Z\ {0} and p(z) € Z[z] s.t p(0) = —1 (Nilpotent of index
Proof. First suppose that wu is nilpotent of nilpotency index m, for some m € N. If
u(0) = 0, then m =1 and u(x) = xp(z), for some non-zero p(x) € Z[z], which is (4)
in the list. So, suppose that u(0) # 0. Define

ug := u(0), up, = u"V(0) —u™(0), n € N.

Then w1 = u™2(0) —u™(0) = u(u™1(0)) —u(u™(0)). That means u,, divides
Uni1,¥V 1 € Zso. We also have u™(0) = 0 and so u,, = u™(0) — u(™(0) =

u™(0) = ug. As ug|ugl . .. [um = o, it follows that u, = +ug, for all n. Note that
U+ - -+ Up_1 = u™(0) = 0. This means m must be even and half these integers are
positive and the other half are negative (since |u,| = |ug|,V n € N). So there exists

ke {l,...,m—1} such that u,_; = —u, i.e., u®(0) —u*=D(0) = u®(0) —u*+Y(0),
ie., u*D(0) = u*=1(0). Thus ©™*2(0) = u((0),¥ n > k — 1 and so in particular,
we have 0 = u(™(0) = u™+2(0) = u?(0). Hence, m = 2 and u(x) = (v — a)p(x),
with a € Z \ {0} and p(x) € Z[x] with p(0) = —1; here o = u(1), which is (5) in the
list.

Now suppose that u € Sy. Then by Fact 1, it must be linear. Let u(z) := ax+b,a # 0.
Note that if b = 0 we get (1) listed above. Now suppose b # 0, i.e., P(b) # P. When
a =1, every u(z) € Sp: in fact if u(z) = x + b, then by the linear iteration formula,
u™(0) = b(1 + --- + 1) = bn, which is always non-zero, ¥ n € N and for each prime
p, u®(0) =bp =, 0. When a = —1, u®(0) = 0. So —z + b € Ng.,.

So we can assume that |a] > 2, i.e., P(a) is a non-empty, finite set. Again, using
the linear iteration formula, we get u™(0) = b(1+ ---+a""'), n € N. Suppose, if
possible, p € Ppy)(a). Then u™(0) =, b, for every n € N and so u(z) cannot be
locally nilpotent. This means that P(b) D P(a) # (0. If p € P(b), it can be checked
that m, = 1.

Ifpé¢ P(b)UPla—1), thenu(pl():a (apl—l)_pO
Finally if p € P(a — 1), then u”(0) = b(1+---+a?™ 1) =, b(1+---+1) =, 0. Thus
m,, exists for every p € P. n

Corollary 2. The following is the list of all polynomials in Sg p:
(1) ax, with a € Z \ {0} (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
(2) £z + b, with b € Z\ {0} (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
(3) ax + b, with P 2 P(b) DO P(a) # 0 (Locally nilpotent but not nilpotent).
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5. Linear case d =1

We now state and prove our next main result:

Theorem 3. Let qi,...,q be k distinct primes and A = {q1,...,qx}. Then the
following s the list of all the polynomials in LiA:

(1) £ q* - g%, where s; € NU{0}.

(2) a(x —1), a € Z\ {0}.

(3) £qi* - qifx + 1, , where s; € NU{0} such that Y s; > 1.
(4) —2x — 1 (only when 2 € A).

(5) —2x + 4.

Proof. Let u = u(z) := ax+b € Lj 4. It is clear that we can assume b # 0, otherwise
u™(1) = a™ cannot be divisible by any prime p € P\ P(a). By the linear iteration
formula, u™ (1) = a™ + b(1 + - - + a™1), for every n € N.

Note that if a = 1, u™)(1) =1 + bm, =, 0, for every prime p ¢ A,
= bm, =, —1, for every prime p ¢ A,
= b is invertible in F,, for every prime p ¢ A,
— b= *£q]" - ¢, for some s;s in NU{0}.

If a = -1, u(zr) = —z + b and u®(z) = z. So u cannot be in L] , unless b = 1
and in that case it is in fact in N} ;. Thus we can assume that |a| > 2. Similar to
Theorem 1 we can break down these polynomials into the following three cases:

Case 1. u(l) — 1 ¢ {£1}.

This means that P(u(1)—1) #0. Soa+b=1£¢"---q;*,ie., b=1—a%q" - - ¢*,
for some s; € NU {0} with Y s; > 1. Then by the linear iteration formula, we have

_bEa"(1-a—0)

u(")(l) -

and it follows from Remark 3 that 3 m € Z such that b = +a™(1 —a —b). If
m =0, then b = +(1 —a —b), i.e., a+2b=1or a = 1. Since |a| > 2, we deduce
that a« # 1 and so a + 2b = 1. Also we have a +b = 1 £ ¢j* ---¢*. Solving a
and b from these two equations we get a = 1+ 2¢7"---¢*, b = F¢i' ---¢*. So,
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S1...,5k\n .
M, n € N. Letting

u(z) = (1£2¢" - g*)xFqi* - - - ¢;* and so u™ (1) =
a=1%x2¢"--¢* f=—1and v =1, it is clear that neither g nor % is a power
of a. Thus, it follows from Lemma 1 that (1 +2¢"---¢;")z F ;" - q* & Ly 4. So

|m| > 1.

If meNand b=a"(1—a—0), we get b(1+a™) =a™(1 —a). Since ged(a™, a™ +
1) =1, we must have a™ + 1|1 — a which is only possible if m = 1.

If meNand b=—a"(1—a—>b), we get b(1 —a™) = —a™(1 —a), ie, b(1 +---+

a™ ) = —a™. Since ged(1+---+a™ ! a™) =1, we must have 1 +---+a™ ! = +1
which is only possible if m € {1,2}.

If m=—n, withn e Nand b=a"(1 —a—0), weget ba" = 1—a—b,ie., bla"+1) =
1 — a. It follows from above that this is only possible if n = 1.

If m=—n, withn e Nand b= —a™(1l —a—"0), we get ba"” = —(1 —a —b), ie,
b(a™ —1) = a— 1. Again using the same logic as above, we conclude that n € {1,2}.

Thus we only need to look at the following four subcases:

Subcase 1. m = —1.

Here we have ba = +(1—a—0). First suppose that ba = 1—a—b, i.e., b(a+1) = 1—a.
This means that a 4+ 1|a — 1 and this is only possible if a = —2 and a = —3. These
values generate the polynomials u(z) = —2x — 3 and u(x) = —3x — 2, respectively.
When u(x) = —2x — 3, the linear iteration formula gives

Letting a = —2,5 = 1 and v = 2, it is clear that neither g nor % is a power of a.

So, by Lemma 1, =2z — 3 ¢ Lj ,. Similarly we can show that —3z —2 ¢ Lj .

Now suppose ba = —(1 —a — b). This gives b = 1 and hence a = £¢;* - - - ¢;*. Thus
u(zr) = £¢* -+ - ¢;Fx + 1 and it follows from the linear iteration formula that

_ 1 - (:l:qsl PN qsk)n"’_l
(n)l — :I_:81_‘_ SE\n 1 .. j:sl'_' Sg\n—1 — 1 k EN
w™(1) = (£q" g )"+ [+ A (e gt)" e

Ifp€ Pa(1—(£¢" - q)), then uP (1) =, p =, 0. Solet p & Pa(1—(£q} -+ q¥)).
Now, if 2 € A, then the existence of ms is not a concern and if 2 ¢ A, then 2 €

Py(1 — (£¢7* - - - q;*)) which was covered above.
Finally, if p ¢ Paugay, then uP=2(1) =, 0, by Fermat’s Little Theorem.
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Subcase 2. m = 1.
Here we have b = +a(1 — a —b). First suppose that b = a(1 —a —b), i.e.,, bla+1) =
a(l — a). Same reasoning as above implies a + 1|a — 1 so that only possibilities we
get are a = —2, b =6 or a = —3, b = 6. These values produces the polynomials
u(z) = —2x + 6 and u(z) = —3z + 6, respectively. When u(z) = —2z + 6, the linear
iteration formula gives

u™(1) = —(=2)" + 2.
Letting a = —2, 8 = —2 and v = —1, it is clear that neither g nor % is a power of
. So, by Lemma 1, =2z + 6 ¢ L} 4. Similarly, we can show that —3z 4 6 ¢ Li 4.

Subcase 3. m = —2.
Here we have ba? = +(1 —a—b). First suppose ba®> =1—a—b, i.e., b(a*+1) = 1—a.
This means that a4 1|a — 1 which is not possible as |1 —a| < 1+ |a|] < 1+ a?. Thus
ba?> = —(1 —a—"0),ie,bla+1)=1ie,b=a+1==%1. Sou(r) = -2z —1. It
follows from the linear iteration formula that
-9 n+2 __ 1

u™(1) = (=2)" = [14 -+ (=2)"7] = % neN.
It is easy to see that my does not exist, mg = 1 and for all p € Pya 33, u(p_?’)(l) =, 0.
So —2x —1lisin L , iff 2 € A.

Subcase 4. m = 2.

Here we have b = +a?(1 — a — b). First suppose that b = a?(1 — a — b), ie.,
b(1+a?) = a*(1 —a). Since ged(1+a?,a?) =1, 1+ a?|1 — a which is impossible (see
the above subcase). Now suppose that b = —a?(1 —a —b), i.e., b(a+1) = —a® which
means a + 1 = +1 and b = +a?. Since |a| > 2, this means a = —2 and b = 4. But
then u(1) —1 =1 € {£1}, an impossibility in this case!

Case 2. u(l) —1= -1, i.e., u(1) =0.

These are the polynomials in N7 ;.

Case 3. u(l) —1=1, i.e., u(l) =2.

If u(2) = 0, then u(x) = —2x + 4. So, we can suppose that u(2) ¢ {0, 1,2}, i.e., u(2)
is either < —1 or > 3, i.e., |u(2) — 1] > 2, i.e,, P(u(2) — 1) # 0. If u(2) = 3, then
u(z) = x+1 € S;. So we can further assume that «(2) # 3. Since u(l) =2, b=2—a
and so u(z) = ax + (2 — a). Then by the linear iteration formula, we get

2—a—a"

u™(1) = , neN.

1—a
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Since u € Lj , it follows from Lemma 1 that 2 — a = a™, for some m € Z. If
m = 0, then 2 — a = 1, i.e., a = 1, which is not possible. Also note that if m =
—n for some n € N, a"(2—a) = 1. But this is an impossibility as |a| > 2. Thusm € N
and 2 = a(1 + a™ ). Therefore a = 2 and 1 + a™ ! = &1, ie., a™ ' = =2, ie.,
a = —2. But a = —2 implies that b = 4 and hence u(2) = 2a + b = 0, which cannot
happen as we have already said that u(2) € {0,1,2,3}. Thus ax+ (2—a) ¢ L} ,. B

The next corollary follows directly from the computations in the proof of Theorem
3:

Corollary 3. Let qi,...,qx be k distinct primes and A = {q,...,qr}. Then the
following is the list of all polynomials in Ly 4\ Ni:

(1) x4+ q;* - - q*, where s; € NU{0}.
(2) ©—qi* g%, where s; € NU{0} such that Y s; > 1.
(3) £¢;" - q*x + 1, where s; € NU{0} such that > s; > 1.
(4) —2x — 1 (only when 2 € A).

Finally we state and prove the last (main) result of this paper.

Theorem 4. Let r = ¢i" -- - qi* be the prime decomposition of r. Then the following
is the list of all polynomials in S,.:

(1) x4+ q;* - - q*, where s; € NU{0}.
(2) v —qi* - q*, where s; € NU{0} with at least one j € {1,...,k} s.t. s; > aj;.
(3) £qi* - -qifx + 1, where s; € NU{0} with ) s; > 1.

(4) —2x —r (only when r is even).

Proof. Let u = u(x) :== ax+b € S, and A := P(r). First we will look at the instances
when a = £1.
Note that if a = 1, u™) (1) =1 + bm, =, 0, for every prime p & {q1,...,q},
= bm, =, —1, for every prime p ¢ {q1,...,q},
= b is invertible in F,, for every prime p ¢ {q1,...,qx},
— b= +£q;" ¢, for some s;s in NU{0}.
So, u(z) is the form x £ ¢7* - - - ¢;*. First suppose that u(x) = x+¢;* - - - ¢;*. Then by

the linear iteration formula, u™(r) = qf* - - ¢* +n-q}" - - - ¢;*, which is always non-
zero for every n € N, which are the polynomials in (1) in the list above. Now suppose
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that u(x) =z —qi* ---q*. If, foralli € {1,...,k}, s; < a;, then w G () =
0, which is a contradiction as u is non-nilpotent! That means we must have at least
one j € {1,...,k} such that a; < s;. Then it can be easily checked that u(™(r) can
never be zero for any n € N and so we get the polynomials in (2) in the list above.

If o = —1, u(x) = —z + b and u® () = 2. So, u cannot be in L; 4 unless b = r and
in that case it is in fact in N}, a contradiction! So a # —1. Thus we can |a| > 2. It
follows from Remark 3 that 3 m € NU{0} such that a™b = b+ar—r. If m = 0 then
r(1 —a) = 0 which is impossibility as r # 0 and |a| > 2. That means that m € N.
Thus b(a™ — 1) =r(a—1), ie, b(1+---+a™ ') =r. This means b|r.

We now want to show that u(r) —r ¢ {+1}. Suppose not. Then u(r) = r 4+ 1. This
means that b=r —ar + 1, i.e., u(x) = ax + (r — ar £ 1). We will only consider the
possibility that b = r —ar — 1 as the other possibility can be rejected using the same
argument. Applying the linear iteration formula, we get

_a"+r—ar—1_a”+b

u™ (r) = == = forallneN.
From Remark 3 it follows that » — ar — 1 = —a™, for some m € Z. It is clear that
m # 0, as otherwise r —ar = 0, i.e., r(1 —a) = 0, i.e., either r = 0 or a = 1, which is
not true! If m = —n for some n € N, then a™(r—ar—1) = —1, again an impossibility

as la| > 2! ThusmeNandr(l—a) =1—a™, ie,r=1+---+a™*% Som > 2,
alr — 1 and u™(r) = 0, i.e., u is nilpotent at r, a contradiction! This proves that
u(r) —r cannot be a unit. That means u(r) =r=+¢;* ---¢*, for a suitable collection
of fs in NU{0} with " s; > 1. Sob=r—ar=+g¢"---¢"*. But then b|r implies that

blgit - - - qi¥, ie., 3t; € NU{0} with s; > t; for every 4 such that b = +¢}' - - - ¢;*. From
b=r—artq --qF wegetra=r—btq¢'--qf = r—b(:tl:l:qfl_tl-~-q,‘zk_tk)
Le., r|b(£1 £ g gk ).

Suppose, if possible, all the ¢/s are zero. Then b = 41 and so r must divide +1 +
¢;' - - - q* but this is clearly absurd as ged(r, £1 £ ¢i* - - - ¢;*) = ged(q¢f* -+ - qpF, £1 £

¢t o-qr) = 1. So > t; > 1. All this now boils down to the following two cases:

)

Case 1. 3 j e {l,...,k} s.t. s; > ;.
Since ged(r, &1 £ ¢]' ™" -+ g* %) = 1, r|b, i.e., 7 = £b (since we already had b|r).

Soa; =1t; <s;, Vie{l,...,k}. Sowe can use the reduction of polynomials. Define
1
v=uv(x):=-u(re) =ax + 1.
r
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Then v(l) = 1 £ ¢ ™ ---q;" ™ and v € Lj, \ M. It follows from the list in
Corollary 3 that we have 2 possibilities for v:

(i) v(z) =x¢* ™™ - q" “x + 1. Then u(z) = £q7* ™ - - q* "+ 1.
(ii) v(z) = —2x — 1 (only when 2 € A). Then u(x) = -2z —r.
One can check easily that both (i) and (ii) are indeed in S,..

Case 2. s; =1t;, Vie{l,... k}.

Then +q;* - - - q;* = b|r, ie., a; > s; for each i. From b =r —ar £ ¢* - - ¢;* we get
r(l—a) = £2¢* - - - ¢;F = £2b. Thus either r = b or r = £2b. The first possibility
has been taken care of in Case 2. So we can assume that r = 2¢7* - - - ¢;* = £2b. But
that means 2 € A. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢; = 2 and so
r=2%% g% Rewriting b=r —ar+q;' - q.* gives us ra = r — 2b. Since ra # 0,

r = —2b and so ra = —4b, i.e., r = —2b and a = 2. This means that u(z) = 2z — .
It follows from the linear iteration formula that
2"+ 1
u™(r) =r- T+, n € N.
Letting a = 2,8 = —1,v = 1, we can see that neither g nor % is a power a. Thus
from Lemma 1 it follows that 2o — £ ¢ S,. This completes the proof. [

It follows directly from Fact 2 and Theorem 4 that:

Corollary 4. If r = —qi* - - - ¢* is the prime decomposition of an integer r < —2,
then the following is the list of all polynomials in S,

(1) x —qi* -+ qiF, where s; € NU{0}.
(2) v+ q¢i* -~ qF, where s; € NU{0} with at least one j € {1,...,k} s.t. s; > aj;.
(3) £¢i* - qiFx —r, where s; € NU{0} with Y s; > 1.

(4) —2x +r (only when r is even).

6. Some open problems

For u(z) € Z[z] \ {0}, let
N(u) ={reZ|ueN,}, LN(u):={re€Z|ue€ L.y}
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Q1. Describe all u’s such that N(u) is finite.
Q2. Describe all u’s such that LN (u) is finite.
Q3. Given r € Z, describe all u's such that r € LN (u).
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