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CHARACTER SUMS OVER SPARSE ELEMENTS OF FINITE
FIELDS

LASZLO MERAI IGOR E. SHPARLINSKI, AND ARNE WINTERHOF

ABSTRACT. We estimate mixed character sums of polynomial values over elements
of a finite field F,~ with sparse representations in a fixed ordered basis over the sub-
field F,. First we use a combination of the inclusion-exclusion principle with bounds
on character sums over linear subspaces to get nontrivial bounds for large q. Then we
focus on the particular case ¢ = 2, which is more intricate. The bounds depend on
certain natural restrictions. We also provide families of examples for which the condi-
tions of our bounds are fulfilled. In particular, we completely classify all monomials as
argument of the additive character for which our bound is applicable. Moreover, we
also show that it is applicable for a large family of rational functions, which includes
all reciprocal monomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and set-up. Recently, motivated by a solution to the Gelfond prob-
lem by Mauduit and Rivat [22], there has been an explosion in the investigation of
arithmetic problems involving integers with various digits restrictions in a given integer
base g. For example,

e Bourgain [2,3] has investigated primes with prescribed digits on a positive pro-
portion of positions in their digital expansion, while Maynard [23,24] has in-
vestigated primes with missing digits, see also [4,9, 10, 25, 30] for a series of
other results about primes and other arithmetically interesting integers such as
smooth and squarefree numbers with restrictions on their digits;

e Mauduit and Rivat [21] and Maynard [24] have also studied values of integral
polynomials with digital restrictions;

e Bounds of exponential sums with digitally restricted integers can be found in [1,
12,19,28,29, 31, 34]; in some of these, also the Goldbach and Waring problems
with such numbers has been considered;

e Eminyan [11] studied average values of arithmetic functions for such numbers.

We also note that special integers with restricted digits appear in the context of
cryptography [15].

In the case of function fields, several significant results have also been obtained,
see [6-9,14,20,27,32,33] and references therein. However, in general, this direction falls
behind its counterpart over Z. Here we make a step towards removing this disparity
and, in particular, we obtain finite field analogues of the bound of [31] on Weyl sums
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over integers with “sparse” binary representations, that is, with a small sum of binary
digits. More precisely, for an integer

n = Znﬂj with n; € {0,1},
j=0
let .
o(n) = n;

j=0

be the sum of binary digits of n. For any integers r and s with 0 < s < r let
H,(s)={0<n<2": o(n)=s}

be the set of integers with r binary digits and sum of digits equal to s. For example,

in [31], one can find new nontrivial bounds on Weyl sums over H,(s) with a real
polynomial f(X), of the type

S exp(2mif(n) <c©_"

nEHr(s)

with 7 > 0 and C' which depends on the “sparsity” s/r, deg f and the Diophantine
properties of the leading coefficient of f(X).

Motivated by these results, we now consider similar questions in the setting of finite
fields. Namely, we assume that we are given a fixed ordered basis (¢4, ...,9,) of the
finite field

Fpr ={wd+...4+uw9 : up,...,u, € F;}
of ¢" elements over the finite field IF, of ¢ elements. Furthermore, for
V:U1191+...+UTQ9TEqu

we denote by wt(v) the Hamming weight of v, that is, the number of nonzero elements
among the components uy,...,u, € F,. Then, for a positive integer s < r we define
the set of s-sparse elements

Gr(s) ={v eFy: wt(v) =s}.

Our goal is to estimate mixed character sums

SerOC s fiif2) = Y x(h(W) ¢ (f(v)),

veg, (5)

with rational functions fi(X), f2(X) € Fur(X), of degrees d; and dy, respectively,
where x and ¢ are a fixed multiplicative and additive character of F,-, respectively
(with the natural conventions that the poles of fi(X)fo(X) are excluded from summa-
tion, and that a rational function f(X) = a(X)/b(X) is represented by relatively prime
polynomials a(X) and b(X)).

Certainly our bounds can be used to study, for example, the distribution of primitive
elements in the values of polynomials on elements from G, (s) or their pseudorandom
properties. Since these underlying methods are very standard we do not give these
applications here.
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1.2. Notation and conventions. Throughout the paper, we fix the size ¢ of the
ground field, and thus its characteristic p while the parameters r and s are allowed to
grow.

We also fix an additive character ¢) and a multiplicative character y of F,» which are
not both principal.

As usual, we use F, to denote the algebraic closure of F,.

For a finite set S we use #S to denote its cardinality.

We denote by log, x the binary logarithm of > 0.

We adopt the Vinogradov symbol <, that is, for any quantities A and B we have
the following equivalent definitions:

A<KB < A=0(B) <= |A|<cB

for some constant ¢ > 0, which throughout the paper is allowed to depend on the
degrees dy, dy and the ground field size ¢ (but not on the main parameters r and s).
We also adopt the o-notation

A=0(B) < |A| <eB

for any fixed € > 0 and sufficiently large (depending on d;, ds, ¢ and ¢) values of the
parameters 7 and s.
We also write

e,(z) = exp(2miz/p).

Finally, we also recall our convention that the poles of functions in the arguments of
multiplicative and additive characters are always excluded from summation.

2. OUR RESULTS

2.1. Bounds of exponential sums over sparse elements. It is useful to recall that
the (absolute) trace Tr(&) of £ € Fyr, is

rm—1

TH(E) =) &,

5=0
where ¢ = p™ with a prime p, and the additive characters i of Fyr are given by

() = ep(Tr(CE)), £ ey,

for some fixed ¢ € F, (with obviously ¢ # 0 for nonprincipal characters). The multi-
plicative characters of F,» are given by

X(’}/‘]): eqr_l(jk;)7 j?k::()717""q_27

for a primitive element 7 of F,» (with k # 0 for nonprincipal characters). We also use
the convention x(0) = 0. We also recall that the order of a multiplicative character x is
the smallest integer exponent e > 1 such that y¢ = yq is the principal character. See,
for example, [16, Chapters 3 and 11] or [17, Chapter 5] for more details on characters
and character sums over finite fields.
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Trivially we have

1Sur 000 o, fo)| < #Gi(s) = (5> (- 1)

First we record a rather simple result which we derive in Section 4.1, combining the
inclusion-exclusion principle and bounds on character sums over linear subspaces.

Theorem 2.1. Let x and 1 be a multiplicative and additive character, respectively,
and let fi(X), fo(X) € Fupr(X) be rational functions over Fpr of degrees dy and da,
respectively. Assume that at least one of the following conditions holds
e x is nonprincipal of order e and f1(X) # g(X)¢ for all rational functions g(X) €
F,(X),
) @/qus gonprmcipal and fo(X) # a(g(X)P —g(X))+ BX for all rational functions
9(X) €Fy(X) and o, 3 € F,,.

Then we have

.00 )] € (-4 macfae 2) 20 (1)

Remark 2.2. We note that the conditions on f;(X) and f5(X) in Theorem 2.1 are
natural and correspond to the conditions of Lemma 3.2 below (which in turn stems from
a similar necessary and sufficient condition of Lemma 3.1). Note that Theorem 2.1 is
applicable if y is nonprincipal of order e { d; which is always true if ged(dy, ¢" — 1) = 1.
It is also always applicable if f;(X) has at least one simple root in F,. Furthermore, if
1 is nonprincipal, Theorem 2.1 always applies when dy > 2 and ged(ds, p) = 1.

Remark 2.3. If ¢ = 1)y is the trivial character, that is in the case of pure sums of
multiplicative characters

S )= > x(fv),
VEG:(s)
using a slightly more precise version of Lemma 3.2 for pure sums of multiplicative
characters over linear subspaces, see for example, [35, p. 469, Claim (iii)], one can
replace the bound of Theorem 2.1 with

T
sl < ()

where t is the number of distinct zeros and poles of f(X) € F,(X) in F, (provided,
as before, that f(X) # g(X)¢ for all rational functions g(X) € F,(X), where e is the
order of x).

Assuming that dy, dy and ¢ are fixed, we see that the bounds of Theorem 2.1 are
nontrivial if r, s — oo and satisfy

S - log, q
r - 2logy((¢—1)/2)
It is useful to observe that

q > 3.

log, q
2logy((¢ —1)/2)

<1, q

WV
=~
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and thus Theorem 2.1 produces nontrivial results, starting from ¢ > 7.

Next we focus on our main goal when ¢ = 2 and the case that the degree r of the
extension field Fyr grows.

We now define the following class Fy(q) of rational functions for which we obtain
nontrivial estimates of the sums Ss (X, ¥; fi1, f2) in case of ¢ # .

Definition 2.4. Let F4(q) be the set of rational functions f(X) € F,(X) of degree d
such that for any w € F}, the polynomial

fo(X) = (X +w) = f(X)
is not of the form
fo(X) = a(g(X)" = g(X)) + BX
for some rational function g(X) € F,(X) and «, 8 € Fr.

We repeatedly use the observation that for f(X) € F4(q) we also have a more general
condition that for any w; # we

JX +w) = f(X +w) #a(g(X)" —g(X)) + 5X,

where a, § and g(X) are as in Definition 2.4.

Next we concentrate on the case ¢ = 2. We remark that our approach works for
any fixed g, however our ideas can be explained in a much more transparent form
for rational functions over Iy, hence we only consider this case. We also note that
classifying elements by their Hamming weight is the most natural for ¢ = 2.

Let H(7) be the binary entropy function defined by

(2.1) H(y) = =ylogyy = (1 =7)logy(1 =7),  0<y <1,
and H(0) = H(1) = 0. It is also convenient to define
. H(v), if0<y <3
H*(v) = N o

We now define the following three functions depending on three parameters x, A, p €
(0,1) with A < rp < §:

f(p;r, A) = wH (A/R) + (1 = w)H" ((p = A)/(1 = K)),

(0. X) = § + 5 (H(p) + (1= W)H* (o= X)/(1 = )
n(pi . A) = 5 (H(p) + ).

Finally, we define
n(p) = min  min max{f(p; K, A),g(p; &, A), h(p; K, A) }.

0<kr<1l 0<A<LKp

Theorem 2.5. Let x and v be a multiplicative and additive character, respectively,
and let f1(X), fo(X) € Far(X) be rational functions over For of degrees di and ds,
respectively. Assume that at least one of the following conditions holds

e \ is nonprincipal and fi(X) has least one simple root in Fy,

e v is nonprincipal and fo(X) € Fa,(2).
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For s with 1 < s < r we put
min{s,r — s}

r

|SST(X7w7f17f2)| r+o(r)

It is useful to observe that we have p < 1/2 in Theorem 2.5.
Since under the conditions of Theorem 2.5, using the standard bound on the growth
of binomial coefficients, we have

Then

#gr( ) _ 2H p)r+o(r)

see, for example, [18, Chapter 10, Lemma 7], and we conclude that Theorem 2.5 is
nontrivial if n(p) < H(p).

The following plot in Figure 2.1 compares the bounds of Theorem 2.5 with the trivial
bound 27(") more precisely we compare 1(p) with H(p). In particular, these bounds are
nontrivial for p > 1/5. More precisely, we have H (1/5) > 0.7219 and 1 (1/5) < 0.7208.
Thus for p = 1/5 we save more than 0.001 against the trivial bound. (Finding the
explicit intersection point p with H(p) = n(p) is computationally very extensive.)

1_

P
-
-
-

- H(p)

0954 —n(p) o
0.9
0.85
0.8 1
0.75
0.7

0.65 -

T T T T T T T T p
0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

FIGURE 2.1. H(p) vs. n(p)

The function n(p) is not easy to describe in a concise form. Hence, we give a simplified
version of Theorem 2.5, which is still nontrivial in a wide range of p. Choosing k = 3/4
and A small enough, more precisely, any A > 0 with

u (%)  AH(p) +1

we get the bound

(22) n < 242
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which is nontrivial if p > pg where py = 0.2145. .. is the root of the equation H(py) =
3/4. Note that n(p) is strictly smaller than the right hand side of (2.2) for p < 0.275.
It is easy to generalize this bound to any (fixed) ¢ > 2:

Ss,r(f) < #gr(8)1/2q3r/8+o(r) < (2<q . 1>>H(p)r/2q3r/8+o(r).

Remark 2.6. Instead of using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.10, more generally, one can also use the Holder inequality. This leads us to
investigate the frequency of the vectors (wq,...,wa) € Ff/f for which

(F(X +wj) = F(X +wiyy)) = a(g(X)" = g(X)) + BX

k
=1

J

for some rational function g(X) € F,(X) and «, 8 € F . Preferably, we would like this
to happen only if {wq,...,wr} = {Wks1, ..., wa). Although this may potentially lead
to an extension of the range of parameters for which we have nontrivial bounds on the
sums Ss (X, ¥; fi1, f2), since we do not have natural examples of polynomials satisfying
the above condition, we do not pursue this direction here.

We prove Theorem 2.5 in Section 4.2.

2.2. Families of rational functions from F;(¢). Finally we discuss several cases of
polynomials for which the conditions on f3(X) of Theorem 2.5 are satisfied. We start
with monomials f(X) = X Since

Tr(af(§)) = Te(@”f(§)),  §€Fy,

the maxima over all nonprincipal characters x and ¢ of the sums |Ss,(x,¥; f1, f2)|
and |Ss,(x,¥; f1, f5)| are the same. Therefore, we may restrict ourselves to the case

ged(d, p) = 1.

Theorem 2.7. For any positive integer d with ged(d,p) = 1 and monomials f(X) =
X4 we have f(X) € Fy(q) if and only if

dg {1,2}u{p"+1: k=1,2,...}.

We prove Theorem 2.7 in Section 5.1.
For reciprocal monomials we have the following result. Again we may restrict our-
selves to the case ged(d, p) = 1.

Theorem 2.8. For any positive integer d with ged(d,p) =1 and
fx)=x7¢
we have

f(X) € fd(q).

We prove Theorem 2.8 in Section 5.2.
For arbitrary polynomials we get the following general result (which unfortunately is
void for p = 2).
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Theorem 2.9. Let p be the characteristic of Fyr and let d = dy mod p with some
integer dy € [2,p—1]. Then for any polynomial f(X) € Fr[X] of degree d > 3 we have
f(X) € Fala).

We prove Theorem 2.9 in Section 5.3.
Finally, we prove the following sufficient condition for f(X) € Fy(q) for a rational
function f(X) in Section 5.4. In contrast to Theorem 2.9, it applies also to p = 2.

Theorem 2.10. Let p be the characteristic of F, and let f(X) = u(X)/v(X) be a ratio-
nal function with nonzero polynomials u(X),v(X) € Fyr[X] with ged(u(X),v(X)) =1,
and such that

degu < degwv + 1 and ged (degv, p) = 1.
Assume that for all w € Fy,, v(X)v(X + w) is not divisible by the pth power of a
nonconstant polynomial.

Then f(X) € Falq).

Remark 2.11. The non-divisibility condition of Theorem 2.10 is fulfilled if either deg v <
£ (which is again void for p = 2) or v(X) is irreducible and ged(degv, p) = 1. For the
latter condition verify that the coefficients of X4°&v~! of v(X) and v(X +w) are different

and thus v(X)v(X + w) is squarefree.

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

3.1. Bounds of character sums. Our main tool is the Weil bound for mixed character
sums of rational functions, which we present in a simplified form which can be easily
extracted from [5] applied to an affine line (which is of genus zero). See also [13,
Theorem 5.6] for much more general result.

Lemma 3.1. Let x and v be a multiplicative and additive character, respectively, and let
91(X), g2(X) € Fr (X) be rational functions of degrees Dy and Dy over F», respectively.
Assume that at least one of the following conditions holds
e x is nonprincipal of order e and gi(X) # h(X)¢ for all rational functions h(X) €
IFQ(X):
e ¢ is nonprincipal and go(X) # a(h(X)P — h(X)) for all rational functions
h(X) € F,(X) and a € F,.
Then we have

> X9 ()¢ (92(9))] < 2(Dy + Da)g™">.

gEqu
We need the following version of [35, p. 470, Claim (iii)].

Lemma 3.2. Let x and 1 be a multiplicative and additive character, respectively, and let
91(X), g2(X) € Fr (X) be rational functions of degrees Dy and Dy over Fr, respectively.
Assume that at least one of the following conditions holds
e x is nonprincipal of order e and g1(X) # h(X)¢ for all rational functions h(X) €
]FQ(X);
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e ¢ is nonprincipal and go(X) # a(h(X)P —h(X))+ BX for all rational functions
h(X) € F,(X) and o, 8 € F,.

Then for any linear subspace of Fr
(31) £k:{u1191++uk19k ul,...,ukelﬁ‘q}

of dimension k < r, we have

D> x(@1()) ¥ (92(v)| < 2(Dy + max{Dy, 2})g"/.

veLy

Proof. 1f 1) is a nonprincipal character, then combining the analogue of [35, Lemma 3.1]
for mixed sums and [35, Lemma 3.4] we get

> x (@) ¥ (92(v)

veEL

< max > x (@) ¢ (ga(v) = B)

and the result follows from Lemma 3.1. _
Otherwise we have for any nonprincipal additive character 1,

> x (@) ¥ (92(v))

veLy

by Lemma 3.1. OJ

It is quite obvious that the restriction on the polynomial g;(X) in Lemma 3.2 is
necessary. We now show that the restriction on the polynomial go(X) in Lemma 3.2 is
also necessary.

Example 3.3. Assume that go(X) = a(h(X)? — h(X)) + BX for some «a, 5 € F;r. We
may assume « # 0. Consider the character

b(E) = e, (Tr (a71€)), €€F,

and the trivial character xy = xo. Then we have Tr(agy(€)) = Tr (a™!B¢) for £ € Fr.
Let £,_; be the kernel of Tr (a~!3X), which has dimension 7 —1. Then for any ¢ € £,
we have Tr (a™1gy(£)) = 0, thus

S G (g) =g

VvELr_1

Remark 3.4. We note that the results of Ostafe [27] allow us to estimate character sums
over linear subspaces of much lower dimension. However, this bound applies only to
polynomials and subspaces of a very special form and seems to be not suitable for our
purposes.
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3.2. Some properties of binomial coefficients. We recall the definition (2.1) of
the entropy function H. We frequently use the following result from [18, Chapter 10,
Corollary 9]:

Lemma 3.5. For any natural number n and 0 < v < 1/2, we have
> () <2

0<k<yn

We also have the following technical result.

Lemma 3.6. For fized real k and p with

N —

0<k<1l and 0<p<

the function

p— A

K 1—+x

E(A):nH*(é>+(1—n)H*( ), 0<A<p,

is monotonically increasing in (0, kp] and monotonically decreasing in (kp,p).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that

H'(y) = —log, (%) , 0<y <1,

and thus H () is monotonically increasing in (O, —}.

For | .
0<A<p-— _E:g—(——ﬁ?)

we have

For
— K
max{p—T,O} <A< 5
we have
E(\) = kH (—) +(1-r)H (p - A)
K 11—~k
and

A p— A
= —log, (—H_)\) + log, <—1—m—p+/\)'

It is also useful to note that because p < 1/2 we have

1—/<;<
— ——— < Kp.
p 5 P
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Verify that
p— A A
P>

and thus

and
E'(\) <0,

Hence, E(A) has a local maximum at A = kp.
Finally, for

K
— <A<
2 p

we get

E()\):/-@Jr(l—m)H(p_)\),

11—k
which is monotonically decreasing since

p—A 1

< —_
1—rk 2
in this range (recall again that p < 1/2). O

0<

Next we state the well-known Lucas congruence, see, for example, [26, Lemma 6.3.10].

Lemma 3.7. If m and n are two natural numbers with the following p-adic expansions

m=my_1p" L+ ...+ mip+mg, 0<mgy...,m_1 <p,
n=n._p ' +...+mp+ny,  0<ng,..., ey <P,
then we have
r—1
m m;
( ) EH( ]) mod p.
n - 7%
7=0

4. PROOFS OF BOUNDS ON CHARACTER SUMS
4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1. For § C {1,...,r} put
Gs = {Zujﬁj cuy €Fy, g GS}.
jES

Since G, (s) is the disjoint union of different sets Gs with #S = s we immediately get

,

(@) s o ol < (1) amox 1850053, 2
#S=s

where

SsO6 w5 1, f2) = > x (L) ¥ (fa(v) .-

veGs
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Let Vs denote the linear space

Vs = {Zujﬁj: uj € Fy, jES}

jes
of dimension s and verify
Gs = Vs \ U Vs\(j}-
jeS
By the inclusion-exclusion principle we get

SsO6 05 f1, f2) = Y x () ¥ (f2(v))

vEVs

= > EDIEEY X (@) v (fav).

0£TCS vEVs\ g
Combining (4.1) and (4.2), we obtain

1S5 (X, 05 f1, f2)] < (Z) <1 + Z (Z)) max
k=1

where the maximum is taken over the F,-linear subspaces V of F.
Since the quadruple (x, v; fi1, f2) satisfies the condition of Lemma 3.2 we now easily
derive the first result.

(4.2)

ZX(fl(V))w(fz(V» ’

vevV

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. Note that the required conditions of Theorem 2.5 on
f1(X) and fo(X) are invariant under the shift of the argument. For example, fo(X) €
Fa(2) whenever fo(X + 91 +...+9,) € Fy(2). Since

Srar G i f) = Y x(AW@W+I+. 40 (a(v+91+... +1,),
veGy(s)
we may restrict ourselves to the case
<r/2.
For given p with 0 < p < 1/2 we fix two real positive parameters £ and A and set
k= [kr| and (= [Ar].

We now decompose
Ss,r(X7 % f17 f2) = Z T;f
t=0

into the sums

=SS A ) ¥ (e (v +w)),

veEV weEW,
where

Vi={v=uth+ ... +wd: uy,...,ux € Fy, wt(v) =1t},
W, = {w:ukﬂﬁkﬂ—{—...—i—urﬁr: Ukt1y -+ - Up EFQ, Wt(td) :S—t}.
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In particular, we have

(43) #Vt = (f;) and #Wt = <TS:];), t:O,l,...,S.

Clearly by Lemma 3.5 we have

(4.4) (Z) < ).

with v = k/n for any integers & > 0 and n > 1.
First, we record the trivial bound

T3] < #Vi#W,

which we apply for t < /.
Hence, using (4.3) and (4.4), we conclude that the contribution to S ,.(f) from such
values of ¢ is bounded by

/-1 /-1
(4.5) ST < ST #V#W, < 2N = iAo,
t=0 t=0
where
. — * Z _ « [ P—T
flpik,A) = Orggg{/ﬂff (R> +(1—-k)H (1 — K) }

By Lemma 3.6 the maximum is attained for 7 = min{\, kp}. In particular, we may
restrict ourselves to the case

A < Kp.
For t > ¢ we proceed differently. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get
2

T <#V)

vEV:

Do x(hv+w)e(fo(v+w)

wEW;

Extending the summation over v to the linear subspace L defined by (3.1) and
squaring out we derive

LE<#Vi D> > x(hw+w)/fi(v+w))

(4.6) w1,w2EWr VEL,
Y (fo(v+w) = fo(v+w)).

The rational function fi(X +w)/f1(X) can be an eth power for some w # 0 and for
these 'bad” w we have to apply the trivial bound for all pairs (wy, ws) with we = w+wy.
Since f1(X) has a simple root £ this is only possible if f;(£ +w) = f1(§) = 0. However,

this is only possible for at most d; = O(1) different values of w € F,. (Note that we
a(X)
b(X)

use the convention that a rational function f(X) = is represented by polynomials

a(X) and b(X) with ged(a(X),b(X)) = 1.)
Recall that by our assumption fo(X) € Fy,(2), for all wy # wy the corresponding
polynomial fo(X + wy) — fa(X + we), is of the form allowed in Lemma 3.2.
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To estimate the inner sum over v in (4.6), we now use the trivial bound 2* for
O (#W,) exceptional pairs (wy,ws) as in the above (for example for w; = ws) and use
Lemma 3.2 for the remaining O ( (#Wt)2) pairs (wy,ws). Hence we obtain

T2 < #V: (#W)° 272 + 2"
(We recall that the implied constants may depend on the degrees d; and dy).
Finally, using #V,#W, < #G,.(s), we obtain
T3> < #G.(s)#W2"? + #G,(5)2".
Since by (4.3) and (4.4)
LYY, < 20-RH (=) (1=r))r-+olr)

)

we now derive
IT,| < (Qg(p;k,ﬁ)r + 2h(/3;>\7'f)7“) 90(r)
Thus the total contribution to S ,.(f) from such values of ¢ > ¢ is bounded by
(4.7) Z T, < s (Qg(p;)\,f-c)T + 2h(p;/\ﬁ)r) 20(r) < (28(:0%)\7“)7“ + Qh(ﬂ;/\ﬁ)T) 90(r)
=t
Combining (4.5) and (4.7) we conclude the result.

5. CHARACTERISATION OF RATIONAL FUNCTIONS IN Fy(q)

5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.7. We now show that if ged(d, p) = 1 then the monomials
f(X) = X satisfy f(X) & Fu(q) if and only if
(5.1) de{1,2yu{p"+1: k=1,2,...}.
We may assume a # 0.

For d € {1,2} the polynomial (X + 1)¢ — X4 is trivially of the form X + 1. So it
remains to note that we can write 1 = p — p for some p € Fy

So we now assume that d > 3.
For d = p* + 1 with k > 1 we have

p* k
1 .
(X 41—y =3 (p i )xa.
=0\ 7

By Lemma 3.7 we have

|
(p + )EOmodp forj:2,3,...,pk—1

J
and .
(p ;_1) =1modp forje {0,1,p"}.
Hence,
(X + 1P = X7 = X7 L X 1= g(X)P — g(X) + 2X,
where

g X)=Xx"" 4+ X" 4+ X 4
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and as before p is such that 1 = p? — p.
Next, we check the remaining values of d which are not of the form (5.1). For w # 0
the polynomial
folX) = (X +w)? = X =wdX + .. 4w

has the leading coefficient wd and hence is of degree d — 1 > 2 since ged(d,p) = 1.
Assume that

fo(X) = a(g(X)" — g(X)) + BX.

Then we have d = 1 mod p and so the p-adic expansion of d is of the form
d=1+4+dip+...+dp", 0<dy,....dp,<p, k=1, dy#0.

By our assumption, we have either

(5.2) dp = 2, (thatis, p > 2),

and thus

(5.3) d>2p" 41,

or

(5.4) k>2 d,=1, and d; #0 for some i with 1 <i < k,
and thus

(5.5) d>p"+p' +1.

Computing the derivative f/(X) we see that
fo(X) = —ag'(X) + 8

and also

since for j = 1 we have

(dzl):d—lzomodp.

Thus either f/(X) =g or

/ / -1 d—1
deg f, = degg <p~ deg fo = —,
p

that is, in either case,

(5.6) (dgl)wj:o, j=2,...,d—=1—(d—1)/p.
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In particular, in the case (5.2) the inequality (5.3) implies

d—1 1 1
d—1——:(d—1)(1——)>2pk(1——)>Pk7
p

p p
and in the case (5.4) the inequality (5.5) implies

d—1—(d—1fp=(d-1)(1—1/p) > (" +p) (1—}0) > .

Now, applying (5.6) with j = p* in the first case and j = p’ in the second case, and
invoking Lemma 3.7 again, we derive

d—1 d

( ok )E (lk) % 0 mod p
<d_.1> = (dz) = d; # 0 mod p,

P’ 1

in the second case. This implies w?' =0 and wP' = 0, respectively, and thus w = 0 in
both cases, which contradicts our assumption w # 0.

in the firs case, and

5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.8. First, for « = 0 and any w, 5 € Fy» with w # 0 we have

to verify that

X4 — (X +w)?

X.

XX + w)? 70

This is trivial since 0 is a pole of the left hand side but not of the right hand side.
It remains to verify that for any 5 € Fyr and o, w € Fy,

u(X)

v(X)

is not of the form g(X)P — g(X) with a rational function g(X) € F,(X), where

u(X)=—-a' (BXTHX +w)! = X'+ (X +w)?)

(X +w) - x4 =

a (X +w) - X4 5X)=

and
v(X) = XUX 4+ w)h

Note that u(0)u(—w) # 0 and thus ged(u(X),v(X)) = 1. Write

9(X) = Zgg
with polynomials a(X), b(X) € F,[X] such that ged(a(X),b(X)) = 1 and b(X) is monic.
Cleaning the denominators, we get

b(X)Pu(X) = a(X)(a(X)P™ = b(X )" Hv(X).

Since ged(b(X), a(X)P~! — b(X)P~1) = 1 we get by the unique factorization theorem

v(X) = b(X)"

and thus d = 0 mod p.
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.9. We have to verify that under our conditions on f(X)
for any w # 0, the polynomial f,(X) is not of the form a(g(X)? — g(X)) + SX.
Suppose the contrary

X +w) = f(X) = a(g(X)" = g(X)) + BX

and write
d
F(X) =) X €F,[X], 7a#0.
j=0

Put
fo(X) = (X +w) = [(X).
We have either

(5.7) fu(X) = BX
or
(5.8) deg f, = 0 mod p.

Hence, the coefficients R, of f,(X) at X* vanish for £ = {,,...,d — 1 where £y = 2 in
the case of (5.7) and ¢y = d — dy + 1 in the case of (5.8).

We have
d

Rg: Z’y](é)wj_gzo, gz&),...,d—l.

j=t+1
Note that by Lemma 3.7

d d
(k> = (/:) £0modp, k=0,...,do.

Define Ty, ¢ = 1,...,dy — 1, recursively by setting 77 = R;_1 and then for ¢ =
2,...,min{d — lo,dy + 1} by

/-1 -1
_ k+d—10\(d
TEZRd£_7d127d€+k( d— 1t >(k) T

k=1
By induction we can show that

d
ngyd(g)wf:o, (=1,...,min{d — £y,do + 1}.

Since
d
Ya # 0 and <€>7‘é0modp, (=1,....,dy,
we obtain
w'=0, ¢(=1,...,min{d— {y,do}.
If min{d — ¢y,dp} > 1, this implies w = 0, which contradicts our assumption w # 0.

Considering both cases, {o = 2 and ¢y = d — dy + 1, we get the desired contradiction if
d> 3 and dy > 2.
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5.4. Proof of Theorem 2.10. Assume that

a(X)" _ a(X)
X — f(X)—pBX = —
P ) = ) - X = (55— B
for some a, 8,w € F,, w # 0, and relatively prime polynomials a(X),b(X) € F,[X]
with b(X) monic. Then we get after simple calculations

(w(X +w)v(X) —u(X)v(X +w) — FXv(X +w)v(X))b(X)?
= a (a(X)? — a(X)b(X )P N o(X)v(X +w).

Since ged (b(X), a(X)? — a(X)b(X)P~1) = 1 and by our nondivisibility assumption of
v(X)v(X + w) by a nontrivial pth power, we obtain b(X) = 1.

For a = = 0, since ged(u(X),v(X)) =1, we get v(X) = v(X +w). Comparing the
coefficients of X48*~1 we get degv = 0 mod p, which is excluded.

For a = 0 and 8 # 0, since degu < degv + 1, the left hand side of (5.9) is nonzero,
which contradicts the right hand side.

For a8 # 0, the degree of the left hand side of (5.9) is 2degv + 1 but the degree of
the right hand side is = 2deg v mod p, which is again not possible.

(5.9)
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