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A CONNECTION BETWEEN THE MONOGENICITY OF

CERTAIN POWER-COMPOSITIONAL TRINOMIALS AND

k-WALL-SUN-SUN PRIMES

LENNY JONES

Abstract. We say that a monic polynomial f(x) ∈ Z[x] of degree N is mono-

genic if f(x) is irreducible over Q and

{1, θ, θ2, . . . , θN−1}
is a basis for the ring of integers of Q(θ), where f(θ) = 0.

Let k be a positive integer, and let Un := Un(k,−1) be the Lucas sequence
{Un}n≥0 of the first kind defined by

U0 = 0, U1 = 1 and Un = kUn−1 + Un−2 for n ≥ 2.

A k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime is a prime p such that

Uπk(p)
≡ 0 (mod p2),

where πk(p) is the length of the period of {Un}n≥0 modulo p.

Let D = k2 + 4 if k ≡ 1 (mod 2), and D = (k/2)2 + 1 if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).
Suppose that k 6≡ 0 (mod 4) and D is squarefree, and let h denote the class

number of Q(
√
D). Let s ≥ 1 be an integer such that, for every odd prime

divisor p of s, D is not a square modulo p and gcd(p, hD) = 1. In this article,

we prove that x2sn − kxsn − 1 is monogenic for all integers n ≥ 1 if and only
if no prime divisor of s is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime.

1. Introduction

For a positive integer k, we let Un := Un(k,−1) denote the nth term of the Lucas
sequence {Un}n≥0 of the first kind defined by

(1.1) U0 = 0, U1 = 1 and Un = kUn−1 + Un−2 for n ≥ 2.

The sequence {Un}n≥0 is periodic modulo any prime p, and we let πk(p) denote
the length of the period of {Un}n≥0 modulo p.

A k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime [19] is a prime p such that

(1.2) Uπk(p) ≡ 0 (mod p2).

When k = 1, the sequence {Un}n≥0 is the well-known Fibonacci sequence, and the
k-Wall-Sun-Sun primes in this case are also known as Fibonacci-Wieferich primes
[18], or simply Wall-Sun-Sun primes [4, 19]. However, at the time this article was
written, no such primes were known to exist. The existence of Wall-Sun-Sun primes
was first investigated by D. D. Wall [16] in 1960, and subsequently studied by the
Sun brothers [14], who showed a connection with Fermat’s Last Theorem.
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2 LENNY JONES

Throughout this article, we let ∆(f) and ∆(K) denote, respectively, the dis-
criminants over Q of f(x) ∈ Z[x] and a number field K. We define f(x) ∈ Z[x] to
be monogenic if f(x) is monic, irreducible over Q and {1, θ, θ2, . . . , θdeg(f)−1} is a
basis for the ring of integers ZK of K = Q(θ), where f(θ) = 0. If f(x) is irreducible
over Q with f(θ) = 0, then [3]

(1.3) ∆(f) = [ZK : Z[θ]]2 ∆(K).

Observe then, from (1.3), that f(x) is monogenic if and only if ∆(f) = ∆(K). Thus,
if ∆(f) is squarefree, then f(x) is monogenic from (1.3). However, the converse
does not hold in general, and when ∆(f) is not squarefree, it can be quite difficult
to determine whether f(x) is monogenic.

Throughout this article, we also let {Un}n≥0 be the sequence as defined in (1.1),
and let D be defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer, with k 6= 4. Define

D :=

{

k2 + 4 if k ≡ 1 (mod 2)
(k/2)2 + 1 if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

We let δ denote the Legendre symbol
(

D
p

)

, where p is a prime determined by the

context.
In this article, we establish a connection between the monogenicity1 of certain

power-compositional trinomials and k-Wall-Sun-Sun primes. More precisely, we
prove

Theorem 1.2. Let f(x) = x2 − kx − 1 ∈ Z[x], such that k ≥ 1, k 6≡ 0 (mod 4)
and D is squarefree. Let s ≥ 1 be an integer such that δ = −1 and gcd(p, hD) = 1

for every prime divisor p ≥ 3 of s, where h is the class number of Q(
√
D). Then

f(xsn) is monogenic for all integers n ≥ 1 if and only if no prime divisor of s is a
k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime.

Theorem 1.2 is motivated in part by the recent result [9, Theorem 4.5] that if
f(x) = x2 + ax+ a with a ∈ {2, 3}, then f(xsn) is monogenic for all integers n ≥ 0
if and only if s ≥ 2 has no prime divisors p with the property that ap−1 − 1 ≡ 0
(mod p2) for some integer a > 1. If ap−1 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) for some integer a > 1,
then p is called a base-a Wieferich prime [18].

A second motivation for this article arises from recent results of Bouazzaoui [1,2].
Let p ≥ 3 be a rational prime. A number field K is said to be p-rational if the
Galois group of the maximal pro-p-extension of K which is unramified outside p
is a free pro-p-group of rank r2 + 1, where r2 is the number of pairs of complex
embeddings of K. Let d > 0 be a fundamental discriminant [17], and let hd be

the class number of the real quadratic field K = Q(
√
d). For any unit u ∈ K with

u 6∈ {±1}, Bouazzaoui defines a rational prime p ≥ 3 to be Wieferich of basis u if

upr−1 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2),

where r is the residual degree of p in K. Let ε be the fundamental unit of K, and

let
(

d
p

)

be the Legendre symbol. Bouazzaoui proves

1Although the terms monogenity and monogeneity are more common in the literature, we have
decided to use the more grammatically-correct term monogenicity.
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Theorem 1.3. Suppose that p ≥ 3 is a prime such that p ∤ (ε− ε)2hd. Then

K is not p-rational ⇐⇒ p is Wieferich of basis ε

⇐⇒ π(p) = π(p2),

⇐⇒ Fp−( d
p )

≡ 0 (mod p2),

(1.4)

where {Fn}n≥0 is the Lucas sequence of the first kind defined by

F0 = 0, F1 = 1 and Fn = (ε+ ε)Un−1 −NK/Q(ε)Un−2 for n ≥ 2,

with π(p) and π(p2) the respective period lengths of {Fn}n≥0 modulo p and p2.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.3 generalizes a theorem of Greenberg [6].

2. Preliminaries

The formula for the discriminant of an arbitrary monic trinomial, due to Swan
[15], is given in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let f(x) = xN + AxM + B ∈ Z[x], where 0 < M < N . Let
r = gcd(N,M), N1 = N/r and M1 = M/r. Then

∆(f) = (−1)N(N−1)/2BM−1Dr,

where

(2.1) D := NN1BN1−M1 − (−1)N1MM1(N −M)N1−M1AN1 .

The next two theorems are due to Capelli [13].

Theorem 2.2. Let f(x) and h(x) be polynomials in Q[x] with f(x) irreducible.
Suppose that f(α) = 0. Then f(h(x)) is reducible over Q if and only if h(x)− α is
reducible over Q(α).

Theorem 2.3. Let c ∈ Z with c ≥ 2, and let α ∈ C be algebraic. Then xc − α
is reducible over Q(α) if and only if either there is a prime p dividing c such that
α = βp for some β ∈ Q(α) or 4 | c and α = −4β4 for some β ∈ Q(α).

The following theorem is a compilation of results from various sources.

Theorem 2.4. Let p be a prime.

(1) πk(p) = 2 if and only if k ≡ 0 (mod p).
(2) If p = 2, then

πk(p) =

{

2 if k ≡ 0 (mod 2)
3 if k ≡ 1 (mod 2)

and πk(p
2) =















2 if k ≡ 0 (mod 4)
6 if k ≡ 1 (mod 4)
4 if k ≡ 2 (mod 4)
6 if k ≡ 3 (mod 2).

(3) If p ≥ 3, then πk(p) ≡ 0 (mod 2).
(4) If p ≥ 3, then πk(p

2) ∈ {πk(p), pπk(p)}.
(5) If p ≥ 3 and δ = 1, then p− 1 ≡ 0 (mod πk(p)).
(6) If δ = −1, then 2(p+ 1) ≡ 0 (mod πk(p)).

Proof. Items (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.4 follow easily by direct calculation, item
(3) is a special case of work found in [5], item (4) is a special case of a result in [11],
while items (5) and (6) follow from two theorems in [7]. �

The next proposition appears as Proposition 1 in [20].
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Proposition 2.5. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer, such that k 6= 4 and D is squarefree.
Then ε := (k +

√
k2 + 4)/2 is the fundamental unit of Q(

√
D) with N (ε) = −1,

where N := NQ(ε)/Q denotes the algebraic norm.

Whenever the hypotheses of Proposition 2.5 hold in the sequel, we assume that
ε denotes the fundamental unit (k +

√
k2 + 4)/2 of Q(

√
D).

The following theorem, known asDedekind’s Index Criterion, or simplyDedekind’s
Criterion if the context is clear, is a standard tool used in determining the mono-
genicity of a polynomial.

Theorem 2.6 (Dedekind [3]). Let K = Q(θ) be a number field, T (x) ∈ Z[x] the
monic minimal polynomial of θ, and ZK the ring of integers of K. Let p be a prime
number and let ∗ denote reduction of ∗ modulo p (in Z, Z[x] or Z[θ]). Let

T (x) =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x)
ei

be the factorization of T (x) modulo p in Fp[x], and set

g(x) =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x),

where the τi(x) ∈ Z[x] are arbitrary monic lifts of the τi(x). Let h(x) ∈ Z[x] be a
monic lift of T (x)/g(x) and set

F (x) =
g(x)h(x) − T (x)

p
∈ Z[x].

Then

[ZK : Z[θ]] 6≡ 0 (mod p) ⇐⇒ gcd
(

F , g, h
)

= 1 in Fp[x].

The next result is essentially an algorithmic adaptation of Theorem 2.6 specifi-
cally for trinomials.

Theorem 2.7. [8] Let N ≥ 2 be an integer. Let K = Q(θ) be an algebraic
number field with θ ∈ ZK , the ring of integers of K, having minimal polynomial
f(x) = xN + AxM + B over Q, with gcd(M,N) = r, N1 = N/r and M1 = M/r.
Let D be as defined in (2.1). A prime factor p of ∆(f) does not divide [ZK : Z[θ]]
if and only if p satisfies one of the following items:

(1) when p | A and p | B, then p2 ∤ B;
(2) when p | A and p ∤ B, then

either p | A2 and p ∤ B1 or p ∤ A2

(

(−B)M1AN1

2 − (−B1)
N1

)

,

where A2 = A/p and B1 = B+(−B)p
e

p with pe || N ;

(3) when p ∤ A and p | B, then

either p | A1 and p ∤ B2 or p ∤ A1B
M−1
2

(

(−A)M1AN1−M1

1 − (−B2)
N1−M1

)

,

where A1 = A+(−A)p
j

p with pj || (N −M), and B2 = B/p;
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(4) when p ∤ AB and p | M with N = upm, M = vpm, p ∤ gcd (u, v), then the
polynomials

xN/pm

+AxM/pm

+B and
AxM +B +

(

−AxM/pm −B
)pm

p

are coprime modulo p;
(5) when p ∤ ABM , then p2 ∤ D/rN1 .

Remark 2.8. We will find both Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.7 useful in our inves-
tigations.

The next theorem follows from Corollary (2.10) in [10].

Theorem 2.9. Let K and L be number fields with K ⊂ L. Then

∆(K)[L:K]
∣

∣ ∆(L).

3. The Proof of Theorem 1.2

We first prove some lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let k and s be positive integers with k 6= 4. Let f(x) = x2 − kx− 1.
If D is squarefree, then f(xsn) is irreducible over Q for all integers n ≥ 1.

Proof. Since D > 1 is squarefree, it follows that f(x) is irreducible over Q, and
the trivial case of s = 1 is true. Suppose then that s ≥ 2. Note that f(ε) = 0.
Let h(x) = xsn and assume, by way of contradiction, that f(h(x)) is reducible.
Then, by Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 (with α = ε), we have, for some β ∈ Q(ε), that
either ε = βp for some prime p dividing s, or ε = −4β4 if sn ≡ 0 (mod 4). Thus,
it is immediate that ε = −4β4 is impossible since N (ε) = −1 and N (−4β) ≡ 0
(mod 16). Hence, ε = βp for some prime divisor p of s. Then, we see by taking
norms that

−1 = N (ε) = N (β)p,

which implies that p ≡ 1 (mod 2) and N (β) = −1, since N (β) ∈ Z. Thus, β is
a unit, and therefore β = ±εj for some j ∈ Z, since ε is the fundamental unit of
Q(

√
D) by Proposition 2.5. Consequently,

ε = βp = (±1)pεjp,

which implies that (±1)pεjp−1 = 1, contradicting the fact that ε has infinite order in

the unit group of the ring of algebraic integers of the real quadratic field Q(
√
D). �

Lemma 3.2. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer, and let f(x) = x2 − kx − 1. Then f(x) is
monogenic if and only if k 6≡ 0 (mod 4) and D is squarefree.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, f(x) is irreducible over Q. Let f(θ) = 0, and let p be a prime
divisor of ∆(f) = k2 + 4. To examine the monogenicity of f(x), we use Theorem
2.7. Suppose first that p | k. Then p = 2, and item (2) of Theorem 2.7 applies.
Since A2 = k/2 and B1 = 0, it is easy to see that

[ZK : Z[θ]] 6≡ 0 (mod 2) ⇐⇒ k 6≡ 0 (mod 4).

Suppose next that p ∤ k, so that p 6= 2. Then, by item (5) of Theorem 2.7, we
deduce that

[ZK : Z[θ]] 6≡ 0 (mod p) ⇐⇒ k2 + 4 6≡ 0 (mod p2),

which completes the proof. �
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Lemma 3.3. Let k ∈ Z with k ≥ 1, and let p be a prime.

(1) If p = 2, then p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime if and only if k ≡ 0 (mod 4).
(2) If p ≥ 3 and k ≡ 0 (mod p2), then p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime.

Proof. Item (1) is easily verified by direct calculation using Theorem 2.4. For item
(2), note that U2 = k and U3 = k2 + 1. Thus, since k ≡ 0 (mod p2), we have that
πk(p) = 2 and U2 ≡ 0 (mod p2). �

For the next lemma, we let ordm(∗) denote the order of ∗ modulo the integer
m ≥ 2.

Lemma 3.4. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer, such that k 6= 4 and D is squarefree. Let
p ≥ 3 be a prime such that δ = −1. Then

(1) ordm(ε) = ordm(ε) = πk(m) for m ∈ {p, p2},
(2) εp+1 + 1 ≡ 0 (mod p).

Proof. It follows from [12] that the order modulo an odd integer m ≥ 3 of the
companion matrix C for the characteristic polynomial of {Un}n≥0 is πk(m). The
characteristic polynomial of {Un}n≥0 is f(x) = x2 − kx− 1, so that

C =

[

0 1
1 k

]

.

Since the eigenvalues of C are ε and ε, we conclude that

ordm

([

ε 0
0 ε

])

= ordm(C) = πk(m), for m ∈ {p, p2}.

Let z ≥ 1 be an integer, and suppose that εz = a+ b
√
D ∈ Q(

√
D). Then N (εz) =

a2 −Db2. But N (εz) = N (ε)z = (−1)z, so that a2 − Db2 = (−1)z. Thus,

εz = (−1/ε)
z
= (−1)z/(a+ b

√
D) = (−1)z(a− b

√
D)/(a2 −Db2) = a− b

√
D.

Hence, since δ = −1, it follows that

εz ≡ 1 (mod m) if and only if εz ≡ 1 (mod m)

for m ∈ {p, p2}, which establishes item (1).
For item (2), since δ = −1, we have by Euler’s criterion that

(

√

k2 + 4
)p+1

= (k2 + 4)(p−1)/2(k2 + 4) ≡ δ(k2 + 4) ≡ −(k2 + 4) (mod p),

which implies

(

√

k2 + 4
)p

≡ −
√

k2 + 4 (mod p).
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Hence,

εp+1 =

(

k +
√
k2 + 4

2

)(

k +
√
k2 + 4

2

)p

=

(

k +
√
k2 + 4

2

)

p
∑

j=0

(

p

j

)(

k

2

)j
(√

k2 + 4

2

)p−j

≡
(

k +
√
k2 + 4

2

)(

(

k

2

)p

+

(√
k2 + 4

2

)p)

(mod p)

≡
(

k +
√
k2 + 4

2

)(

k −
√
k2 + 4

2

)

(mod p)

≡ −1 (mod p),

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 3.5. Let p ≥ 3 be a prime. Then p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime if and only
if Up−δ ≡ 0 (mod p2).

Proof. We provide details only for δ = −1 since the proof is similar when δ = 1.
Suppose first that p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime. Then

(3.1) Uπk(p) ≡ 0 (mod p2).

Using the Binet-formula representation and item (3) of Theorem 2.4, we have that

(3.2) Uπk(p) =
επk(p) − (−1/ε)πk(p)

ε+ 1/ε
=

(επk(p) − 1)(επk(p) + 1)

επk(p)(ε+ 1/ε)
.

By Lemma 3.4, επk(p) ≡ 1 (mod p), so that επk(p) + 1 ≡ 2 (mod p). Hence,

επk(p) − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2)

by (3.1). Thus, if δ = −1, then

(3.3) Up−δ =
ε2(p+1)−1 − 1

εp+1(ε+ 1/ε)
≡ 0 (mod p2),

by item (6) of Theorem 2.4, which completes the proof in this direction.
Conversely, with δ = −1, suppose that (3.3) holds. From item (6) of Theorem

2.4, we can write 2(p+ 1) = zπk(p). Then

ε2(p+1) − 1 = (επk(p) − 1)S ≡ 0 (mod p2),

where

S = (επk(p))z−1 + (επk(p))z−2 + · · ·+ επk(p) + 1 ≡ z 6≡ 0 (mod p),

since επk(p) ≡ 1 (mod p) by Lemma 3.4. Thus, επk(p) − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2), which
implies that Uπk(p) ≡ 0 (mod p2) by (3.2), completing the proof of the lemma. �

Note that D and 4D are fundamental discriminants when k ≡ 1 (mod 2) and
k ≡ 0 (mod 2), respectively. The next lemma then follows from Theorem 1.3 and
Lemma 3.5.
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Lemma 3.6. Let k ∈ Z with k ≥ 1, and let p be a prime such that p ≥ 3 and
gcd(Dh, p) = 1, where h is the class number of Q(

√
D). Then

p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime ⇐⇒ εp
r−1 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2),

⇐⇒ πk(p) = πk(p
2),

⇐⇒ Up−δ ≡ 0 (mod p2),

where r is the residual degree of p in Q(
√
D).

Lemma 3.7. Let k ∈ Z, such that k ≥ 1, k 6≡ 0 (mod 4) and D is squarefree. Let
p be a prime such that p ≥ 3, p ∤ k and gcd(p,Dh) = 1, where h is the class number

of Q(
√
D). If δ = −1, then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime,
(2) ε2p

m − kεp
m − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) for all integers m ≥ 1,

(3) ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) for some integer m ≥ 1.

Proof. First, observe that item (2) clearly implies item (3).
We show next that item (1) implies item (2). Since δ = −1, we see from Theorem

2.4 that 2(p + 1) ≡ 0 (mod πk(p)). Thus, since p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime, it
follows from Lemma 3.6 that πk(p) = πk(p

2). Hence, 2(p + 1) ≡ 0 (mod πk(p
2))

and

(3.4) ε2(p+1) − 1 ≡ (εp+1 − 1)(εp+1 + 1) ≡ 0 (mod p2)

by part (1) of Lemma 3.4. Since

(3.5) gcd(εp+1 − 1, εp+1 + 1) 6≡ 0 (mod p),

we conclude from (3.4) and part (2) of Lemma 3.4 that

(3.6) εp ≡ −ε−1 (mod p2).

Let m ≥ 1 be an integer. Since

pm ≡
{

1 (mod 2(p+ 1)) if m ≡ 0 (mod 2),
p (mod 2(p+ 1)) if m ≡ 1 (mod 2),

we have from item (1) of Lemma 3.4 that

ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡
{

ε2 − kε− 1 (mod p2) if m ≡ 0 (mod 2),
ε2p − kεp − 1 (mod p2) if m ≡ 1 (mod 2).

Using (3.6), we deduce that

ε2p − kεp − 1 ≡ −(ε2 − kε− 1)

ε2
(mod p2),

which completes the proof in this direction since ε2 − kε− 1 = 0.
Finally, we show that item (3) implies item (1). By items (6) and (4) of Theorem

2.4, we deduce that 2p(p+ 1) ≡ 0 (mod πk(p
2)). Let m ≥ 1 be any integer. Then,

since

pm ≡
{

p (mod 2p(p+ 1)) if m ≡ 1 (mod 2),
p2 (mod 2p(p+ 1)) if m ≡ 0 (mod 2),

it follows from item (1) of Lemma 3.4 that

ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡
{

ε2p − kεp − 1 (mod p2) if m ≡ 1 (mod 2),

ε2p
2 − kεp

2 − 1 (mod p2) if m ≡ 0 (mod 2).
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By assumption, we have that

(3.7) either ε2p − kεp − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) or ε2p
2 − kεp

2 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2).

The zeros of f(x) = x2 − kx − 1 in the ring (Z/pZ)[D] are ε and ε = −1/ε. By
Hensel, these zeros lift to the zeros ε and ε of f(x) in (Z/p2Z)[D]. Hence, if the
first possibility of (3.7) is true, then

(3.8) εp ≡ ε (mod p2) or εp ≡ −1/ε (mod p2).

Suppose the first possibility of (3.8) is true. Then, by item (2) of Lemma 3.4, we
have that

−1 ≡ εp+1 ≡ εpε ≡ ε2 ≡ k2 + 2+ k
√
k2 + 4

2
(mod p).

Thus,

k2 + 4+ k
√
k2 + 4

2
≡ 0 (mod p),

which implies that k2 + 4 ≡ 0 (mod p), contradicting the fact that gcd(p,D) = 1.
Thus, the second possibility of (3.8) holds, which implies that εp+1 ≡ −1 (mod p2).
Since δ = −1, the residual degree of p is r = 2. Hence,

εp
r−1 − 1 ≡ εp

2−1 − 1 ≡
(

εp+1
)p−1 − 1 ≡ (−1)p−1 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2),

which implies that p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime by Lemma 3.6.
Suppose now that the second possibility,

(3.9) ε2p
2 − kεp

2 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2),

of (3.7) is true. Then

(3.10) εp
2 ≡ ε (mod p2) or εp

2 ≡ −1/ε (mod p2).

If the second possibility in (3.10) holds, then ε2(p
2+1) ≡ 1 (mod p). Since ordp(ε) =

πk(p) by item (1) of Lemma 3.4, it follows that 2p2 + 2 ≡ 0 (mod πk(p)). By item
(6) of Theorem 2.4, we have that 2p+ 2 ≡ 0 (mod πk(p)). Hence,

πk(p) divides (2p2 + 2)− (p− 1)(2p+ 2) = 4,

so that πk(p) ∈ {2, 4}. Recall that p ∤ k by hypothesis. Thus, πk(p) 6= 2 by item
(1) of Theorem 2.4. If πk(p) = 4, then

U4 = k(k2 + 2) ≡ 0 (mod p) and U5 = k2(k2 + 3) + 1 ≡ 1 (mod p).

Hence, it follows that

p divides (k2 + 3)− (k2 + 2) = 1,

which is impossible. Therefore, the first possibility in (3.10) holds, which implies

that εp
2−1 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2), and the proof is complete by Lemma 3.6. �

Corollary 3.8. Let k ∈ Z, such that k ≥ 1, k 6≡ 0 (mod 4) and D is squarefree.
Let p be a prime such that p ≥ 3, p ∤ k and gcd(p,Dh) = 1, where h is the class

number of Q(
√
D). If δ = −1, then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime,

(2) ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) for all integers m ≥ 1,

(3) ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) for some integer m ≥ 1.
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Proof. Since ε = −1/ε, we have that

ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 = −ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1

ε2pm .

Thus, the corollary follows from Lemma 3.7. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For brevity of notation, define

Fn(x) := f(xsn) = x2sn − kxsn − 1.

Since D is squarefree and k 6= 4, we have that Fn(x) is irreducible for all n ≥ 1 by
Lemma 3.1. The case s = 1 follows from Lemma 3.2. So assume that s ≥ 2.

(⇒) Suppose that s has a prime divisor p that is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime. We
claim that F1(x) is not monogenic. Let F1(θ) = 0, K = Q(θ) and ZK be the
ring of integers of K. Since k 6≡ 0 (mod 4), it follows from item (1) of Lemma 3.3
that p ≥ 3. If p | k, then πk(p) = 2, so that U2 = k ≡ 0 (mod p2), since p is a
k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime. Thus, applying item (2) of Theorem 2.7 to F1(x), we see
that

B1 ≡ 0 (mod p) and A2 = k/p ≡ 0 (mod p),

from which we conclude that [ZK : Z[θ]] ≡ 0 (mod p) and F1(x) is not monogenic.
Suppose next that p ∤ k and pm || s, with m ≥ 1. We apply Theorem 2.6 to

T (x) := F1(x) using the prime p. Let τ(x) = x2s/pm − kxs/pm − 1, and suppose
that

τ (x) = x2s/pm − kxs/pm − 1 =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x)
ei ,

where the τi(x) are irreducible. Then T (x) =
∏k

i=1 τi(x)
pmei . Thus, we can let

g(x) =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x) and h(x) =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x)
pmei−1,

where the τi(x) are monic lifts of the τi(x). Note also that

g(x)h(x) =

k
∏

i=1

τi(x)
ei = τ(x) + pr(x),

for some r(x) ∈ Z[x]. Then, in Theorem 2.6, we have that

F (x) =
g(x)h(x) − T (x)

p

=
(τ (x) + pr(x))p

m − T (x)

p

=

pm−1
∑

j=1

(

pm

j

)

p
τ (x)j(pr(x))p

m−j + pp
m−1r(x)p

m

+
τ (x)p

m − T (x)

p
,

which implies that

F (x) =

(

τ (x)p
m − T (x)

p

)

.

Suppose that τ (α) = 0. Then

τ(α)p
m

=
(

β2 − kβ − 1
)pm

= 0,
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where β = αs/pm

, so that αs = βpm

. Since f(ε) = f(ε) = 0, we assume, without
loss of generality, that αs = εp

m

. Thus,

F (α) = −
(

T (α)

p

)

= −
(

α2s − kαs − 1

p

)

= −
(

ε2pm − kεpm − 1

p

)

= 0,

since ε2p
m − kεp

m − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2) by Lemma 3.7. Therefore, by Theorem 2.6, we
conclude that [ZK : Z[θ]] ≡ 0 (mod p) and F1(x) is not monogenic, which completes
the proof in this direction.

(⇐) Assume now that no prime divisor of s is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime. By
Lemma 3.2, we see that F0(x) = f(x) is monogenic. Note that F0(ε) = 0. For
n ≥ 0, define

εn := ε1/s
n

and Kn := Q(εn).

Then ε0 = ε and, since F0(x) is monogenic, we have that ∆(F0) = ∆(K0). Addi-
tionally, by Lemma 3.1,

Fn(εn) = 0 and [Kn+1 : Kn] = s

for all n ≥ 0. We assume that Fn(x) is monogenic, so that ∆(Fn) = ∆(Kn), and we
proceed by induction on n to show that Fn+1(x) is monogenic. Let ZKn+1

denote
the ring of integers of Kn+1. Consequently, by Theorem 2.9, it follows that

∆(Fn)
s divides ∆(Kn+1) =

∆(Fn+1)

[ZKn+1
: Z[εn+1]]2

,

which implies that

[ZKn+1
: Z[εn+1]]

2 divides
∆(Fn+1)

∆(Fn)s
.

We see from Theorem 2.1 that

|∆(Fn)
s| = s2ns

n+1

(k2 + 4)s
n+1

and |∆(Fn+1)| = s2(n+1)sn+1

(k2 + 4)s
n+1

.

Hence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∆(Fn+1)

∆(Fn)s

∣

∣

∣

∣

= s2s
n+1

.

Thus, it is enough to show that gcd(s, [ZKn+1
: Z[εn+1]]) = 1. Suppose then that p

is a prime divisor of s.
If p | k, then we can apply item (2) of Theorem 2.7 to Fn+1(x). Observe that

A2 = k/p and B1 = 0, so that the first condition of item (2) does not hold. If

A2

(

(−B)M1AN1

2 − (−B1)
N1

)

= k3/p3 ≡ 0 (mod p),

then k ≡ 0 (mod p2), and p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime by Lemma 3.3, contradicting
the fact that s has no such prime divisors. Hence, the second condition of item (2)
holds and therefore, [ZKn+1

: Z[εn+1]] 6≡ 0 (mod p) in this case.
Suppose next that p ∤ k and pm || s, with m ≥ 1. We apply Theorem 2.6 to

T (x) := Fn+1(x) using the prime p. We assume that τ (α) = 0, with

τ(x) = x2sn/pmn − kxsn/pmn − 1,

and use the same argument as in the other direction of the proof where we showed
that F1(x) is not monogenic when p ∤ k. Omitting the details, we arrive at

F (α) = −
(

T (α)

p

)

= −
(

α2sn − kαsn − 1

p

)

= −
(

ε2pmn − kεpmn − 1

p

)

.
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Therefore, F (α) = 0 if and only if ε2p
mn − kεp

mn − 1 ≡ 0 (mod p2), which is true
if and only if p is a k-Wall-Sun-Sun prime by Lemma 3.7. Since s has no prime
divisors that are k-Wall-Sun-Sun primes, it follows that gcd(F , g, h) = 1. Hence,
by Theorem 2.6, we conclude that [ZKn+1

: Z[εn+1]] 6≡ 0 (mod p) and Fn+1(x) is
monogenic, which completes the proof of the theorem. �

Data Availability Statement
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