arXiv:2310.20226v1 [math.NT] 31 Oct 2023

Value sets of non-permutation polynomials over the residue class rings of integers

Shikui Shang

Abstract In this paper, we study the value sets of non-permutation polynomial functions over the residue class ring Z/mZ. When m = p^r is a power of some prime p, an upper bound is given for the size of the value set of a polynomial function which is not a permutation. We also show that this upper bound can be achieved by some integral polynomials. Finally, we generalize the results for any positive integer m with known prime decomposition.

Keywords and phrases: Polynomial functions; Value set;

1 Introduction

Assume that R is a unital commutative ring. Let f = d∑ i=0 aiX^i ∈ R[X], ai ∈ R be a polynomial over R with deg f = d. f induces a function Φ_f : R → R, a → f(a). In general, Φ_f is neither injective nor surjective. Set V (f) = Im(Φ_f ) is the value set of f on R. Then, Φ_f is surjective if and only if V (f) = R.

If Φ_f is a permutation over R, i.e., Φ_f is both injective and surjective, f is a called a permutation polynomial. We see that V (f) = R is a necessary condition for that f is a permutation polynomial. When R is finite, it is also sufficient.

The most famous finite commutative rings are finite fields, of which the cardinalities are powers of primes. The value set problems for polynomial functions over finite fields are classic topics studied by many papers(e.g. [3], [5], [4], [6],[7] and [13]). Besides them, there are several results on the upper bounds of |V (f)| for a non-permutation polynomial f obtained by Wan and his coauthors in [8], [15], [18] and [19]. All of these results relate |V (f)| to the degree d of f. For example, Wan proved that |V (f)| ≤ q − ⌈ q − 1 d ⌉. in [18].

In contrast to finite fields, the study on the value set of polynomial functions over other finite commutative rings are few. In [1], the value sets of Dickson Polynomials over Galois rings were studied.

The residue class rings of integers are also elementary. Some topics on polynomial functions over residue class rings were studied in [2] and [11].

Specifically, the papers such as [10], [14] and [17] focus on counting the number of polynomial functions.

In this paper, we study the upper bound of the sizes of value sets for non-permutation polynomials over the residue class rings Z/mZ. For convenience, we always consider integral polynomials in Z[X]. Take a polynomial f ∈ Z[X]. For any m ≥ 1, the polynomial (f mod m) ∈ (Z/mZ)[X] induces a function on Z/mZ. Set

N(f, m) = #V (f mod m)

is the size of the value set of (f mod m). Then, (f mod m) is a permutation if and only if N(f, m) = m.

If f(mod m) is not a permutation, then N(f, m) < m. Define

M(m) = max{N(f, m) | (f mod m) is not a permutation.}

is the upper bound of the sizes of value sets for non-permutation polynomials over Z/mZ.

When m = p^r is a power of a prime p, we can use the p-adic lifting method to compute the precise value of M(p^r). That is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 For a prime p and r ≥ 1,

M(p^r) = { p − 1, r = 1 p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1), r > 1 . This result tell us that even without the restriction on the degree of polynomials, the value sets of polynomial functions over Z/p^rZ are far from being arbitrary. When r ≥ 2, the gap of the sizes of the value sets between permutation polynomials and non-permutation polynomials is p^{r−1} − p^{r−2} at least.

Furthermore, we give the value of M(m) for a general positive integer m with known prime decomposition using Chinese remainder theorem in the last section.

2 Preliminaries

Consider an integral polynomial f(X) ∈ Z[X] and an integer m ≥ 1. An important property of f is that for any a, b ∈ Z, a ≡ b(mod m) implies f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod m).

Let f(X) = ∑_d i=0 aiX^i ∈ Z[X] of degree d. Set

f^{(1)}(X) = f^′(X) = d∑ i=1 iaiX^{i−1} is the (formal) derivation of f(X). Inductively, let

f^{(n+1)}(X) = (f^{(n)}(X))^′.

There exists the expansion formula of Taylor

f(X + Y ) = d∑ i=0 f^{(i)}(X) i! Y^i. (2.1)

Notice that for any i ≥ 0, a ∈ Z,^{f (i) (a)}_{i!} is always an integer.

Applying Hensel’s Lemma in p-adic analysis, we have the following well-known theorem(Theorem 123 in [9])

Theorem 2.1 (The criterion for permutation polynomial functions)For a prime p, an integer r ≥ 2 and a polynomial f ∈ Z[X], f is a permutation over Z/p^rZ if and only if the following tow conditions hold:

(1) (f mod p) is a a permutation polynomial over Z/pZ; (2) f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p) for any a ∈ Z. □

Corollary 2.1 When r ≥ 2, f is a permutation over Z/p^rZ if and only if f is a permutation over Z/p^2Z. □

Remark. In [16], R. Rivest also gave a more concrete criterion for permutation polynomial functions when p = 2. A polynomial f(X) = ∑_d i=0 aiX^i ∈ Z[X] is a permutation polynomial over Z/2^rZ for r ≥ 2 if and only if the following three linear identities over Z/2Z hold

a1 ≡ 1(mod 2), a2 + a4 + a6 + · · · ≡ 0(mod 2), a3 + a5 + a7 + · · · ≡ 0(mod 2).

For any a ∈ Z \ {0}, define ordp(a) = max{i ≥ 0 | p^i | a}. For convenience, we take ordp(0) = ∞.

The following Lemma is also useful.

Lemma 2.1 (A variant of generalized Hensel’s Lemma)Assume that f ∈ Z[X], a, b ∈ Z, s = ordp(f^′(a)).

(1) If r ≥ 2s, then a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}) implies f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r). (2) If there exists some r0 ≥ 2s + 1 such that a ≡ b(mod p^{r0−s}) ⇐⇒ f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^{r0} ), then for any r ≥ r0,

a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}) ⇐⇒ f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r). (2.2)

(3) If s = 0 and a ≡ b(mod p), then for all r ≥ 1,

a ≡ b(mod p^r) ⇐⇒ f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r ). (2.3)

Proof. Since s = ordp(f^′(a)), f^′(a) ≡ 0(mod p^s) but f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p^{s+1}).

(1) Assume that r ≥ 2s. If a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}), there exists some l ∈ Z such that b = a + lp^{r−s}. When i ≥ 2, i(r − s) ≥ 2(r − s) ≥ r. Taking X = a, Y = lp^{r−s} and modulo p^r , we only need the first two terms in (2.1). That is, f(a) = f(b + lp^{r−s}) ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)lp^{r−s} ≡ f(a)(mod p^r). (2) We only need to show that f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r) implies a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}) for all r ≥ r0.

we induct on r. For r = r0, it is from the assumption. If it is true that f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r) =⇒ a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}), then for r + 1, first one has

f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^{r+1}) ⇒ f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r) ⇒ a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}).

Set b = a + lp^{r−s} for some l ∈ Z. Since r ≥ r0 ≥ 2s + 1, i(r − s) ≥ 2(r − s) ≥ r + 1 for i ≥ 2. Modulo p^{r+1}, we also have f(b) ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)lp^{r−s}(mod p^{r+1}). Hence, f(a) ≡ f(b)( mod p^{r+1}) yields f^′(a)l ≡ 0( mod p^{r+1}). But f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p^{s+1}), we obtain that l ≡ 0(mod p). And, b = a + lp^{r−s} ≡ a(mod p^{r+1−s}). Therefore, (2.2) holds for any r ≥ r0. (3) When a ≡ b(mod p), a ≡ b(mod p) ⇐⇒ f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p) holds unconditionally. Taking s = 0 and r0 = 1 in (2), we obtain (3). □ Remark. (1) The assumption on the existence of r0 in (2) is necessary.

Otherwise, f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r) may not imply a ≡ b(mod p^{r−s}) even when r ≥ 2s + 1 holds. A counterexample is as follows. Set f(X) = X^2 + p(p − 1)X, a = 0. Then, f^′(0) = p(p − 1) and s = ordp(f^′(0)) = 1. When r = 3, we have that f(p) = p^3 ≡ 0 ≡ f(0)(mod p^3) but p ≢ 0(mod p^2). Here, r0 can be seen as the base to begin p-adic lifting.

(2) Comparing with the original Hensel’s lemma, the generalized Hesnel’s lemma works for the polynomial functions of which the derivations have higher p-orders somewhere. A simple version of the generalized Hensel’s lemma can be found in Exercise 6 of Section 1.5 in [12].

3 The proof of the main result

In this section, we prove the main theorem of this paper. First, the upper bound of M(p^r) is easily to be obtained by the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1 Assume that f ∈ Z[X]. If f is not a permutation over Z/pZ, then for any r ≥ 1 N(f, p^r) ≤ p^{r−1}(p − 1). Proof. Since f is not a permutation over Z/pZ, there is b0 ∈ Z/pZ such that f(a) ≢ b0(mod p) for any a ∈ Z.

For a fixed r ≥ 1, set T = {b ∈ Z/p^rZ | b ≡ b0(mod p)}. Then, |T | = p^{r−1} and V (f mod p^r) ∩ T = ϕ. Hence, V (f mod p^r) ⊆ (Z/p^rZ) \ T and N(f, p^r ) ≤ p^r − p^{r−1} = p^{r−1}(p − 1). □

Lemma 3.2 Assume f ∈ Z[X]. If there exists an integer a ∈ Z such that f^′(a) ≡ 0(mod p), then for r ≥ 2,

N(f, p^r ) ≤ p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1).

Proof. Without lose of generality, we can take an integer a0 in {0, 1, · · · , p− 1} such that f^′(a0) ≡ 0(mod p). Then, for a, b ∈ Z, if a ≡ a0(mod p) and a ≡ b(mod p^{r−1}), i.e., for some l ∈ Z, b = a + lp^{r−1}, we have that f^′(a) ≡ f^′(a0)(mod p) and

f(b) ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)p^{r−1} ≡ f(a) + f^′(a0)lp^{r−1} ≡ f(a)(mod p^r) since r ≥ 2.

Consider the set Rr = {0, 1, · · · , p^r − 1} of all representives in Z/p^rZ. Definte the subset Sr(a0) of Rr by Sr (a0) = {a0 + lp + kp^{r−1} | 0 ≤ l ≤ p^{r−2}, 1 ≤ k ≤ p − 1}. We have seen that f(a0 + lp + kp^{r−1}) ≡ f(a0 + lp)(mod p^r) for 1 ≤ k ≤ p − 1. But notice that a0 + lp /∈ Sr (a0). One has that f(Sr (a0)) ⊆ f(Rr \ Sr(a0)). Hence, V (f mod p^r ) = f(Rr \ Sr (a0)) ∪ f(Sr (a0)) = f(Rr \ Sr(a0)). Consequently, N(f, p^r) = |V (f mod p^r)| = |f(Rr \ Sr (a0))| ≤|Rr \ Sr (a0))| = |Rr | − |Sr (a0)| = p^r − p^{r−2}(p − 1) =p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1). □

Next, we will show the upper bound of M(p^r) can be achieved by some polynomial function over Z/p^rZ.

Lemma 3.3 For f(X) ∈ Z[X], assume that f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p^2) for any a ∈ Z and N(f, p^3) = p^3 − p^2 + p, then for any r ≥ 3,

N(f, p^r ) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1).

Proof. First, by Lemma 3.1, N(f, p^3) = p^3 − p^2 + p yields that f is a permutation over Z/pZ. As we have seen in the proof of Lemma 3.2, N(f, p^3) = p^3 − p^2 + p also means that there exits an a0 ∈ {0, · · · , p − 1} such that a ≡ a0(mod p) ⇒ f^′(a) ≡ 0(mod p) and a ≢ a0(mod p) ⇒ f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p) for a ∈ Z. Hence, associated with the assumption of f^′(a),

ordp(f^′(a)) = { 1, a ≡ a0(mod p) 0, a ≢ a0(mod p) . We use the same notions in the proof of Lemma 3.2, one has that

|f(R3 \ S3(a0))| = N(f, p^3) = p^3 − p^2 + p = |R3 \ S3(a0))|,

which show that (f mod p^3) is injective restricted on the set R3 \ S3(a0). Therefore, f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^3) holds if and only if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) a ≡ a0(mod p), ordp(f^′(a)) = 1 and a ≡ b(mod p^2); (2) a ≢ a0(mod p), ordp(f^′(a)) = 0 and a ≡ b(mod p^3). When a ≡ a0(mod p), the assumption of Lemma 2.1 (2) is satisfied for s = 1. And, when a ≢ a0(mod p), the assumption of Lemma 2.1 (3) is satisfied. We obtain that for r ≥ 3, f(a) ≡ f(b)(mod p^r) holds if and only if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) a ≡ a0(mod p) and a ≡ b(mod p^{r−1}); (2) a ≢ a0(mod p) and a ≡ b(mod p^r ).

Thus, (f mod p^r) is injective on Rr \ Sr (a0). By Lemma 3.2, p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1) = |Rr \ Sr (a0)| = |f(Rr \ Sr (a0))| ≤|f(Rr )| = N(f, p^r ) ≤ p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1), which implies N(f, p^r ) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1). □

Lemma 3.4 For a prime p, set f(X) = X^{2p−1} + pX ∈ Z[X]. Then, for any r ≥ 2, N(f, p^r ) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1).

Proof. First, by Fermat’s little theorem, for any a ∈ Z, a^p ≡ a(mod p) and f(a) = a^{2p−1} − pa ≡ a^{2p−1} ≡ a(mod p). Meanwhile, f^′(X) = (2p − 1)X^{2p−2} + p,

f^′(a) = (2p − 1)a^{2p−2} + p ≡ −a^{2p−2} ≡ −a^{p−1}(mod p).

For a ≢ 0(mod p), f^′(a) ≡ −1(mod p). And, for a ≡ 0(mod p), f^′(a) = (2p − 1)a^{2p−2} − p ≡ −p ≢ 0(mod p^2) since 2p − 2 ≥ 2 for any prime p.

We always have that f^′(a) ≢ 0(mod p^2). By Lemma 3.3, we only need to show that N(f, p^r) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1) for r = 2, 3.

When r = 2, since f(a) ≡ a( mod p), (f mod p) is a permutation over Z/pZ. Moreover, the fact that

ordp(f^′(a)) = { 1, a ≡ 0(mod p) 0, a ≢ 0(mod p)

implies (f mod p^2) is injective on R2 \ S2(0), where S2(0) = {lp | 1 ≤ l ≤ p − 1}. Hence, N(f, p^2) = p^2 − p + 1.

When r = 3, we need to consider the third term in the Taylor expansion (2.1). That is, f(a + lp) ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)lp + f^{(2)}(a) 2 (lp)^2(mod p^3).

Since^{f (2) (X)}_2 = (2p − 1)(p − 1)X^{2p−3} and 2p − 3 ≥ 1,^{f (2) (a)}_2 = (2p − 1)(p − 1)a^{2p−3} ≡ 0(mod p) for any a ≡ 0(mod p). Then, for b = a + lp with a ≡ 0(mod p) and l ≢ 0(mod p), since ordp(f^′(a)lp) = 2, f(b) ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)lp + f^{(2)}(a) 2 (lp)^2 ≡ f(a) + f^′(a)lp ≢ f(a)(mod p^3).

Hence, (f mod p^3) is injective restricted on R3 \ S3(0) and

N(f, p^3) = p^3 − p^2 + p.

The proof is finished. □ Remark. Lemma 3.4 shows that given a prime p, we can construct a unified non-permutation polynomial f(X) ∈ Z[X] such that the value set of (f mod p^r) are maximal in all non-permutation polynomial functions for all r ≥ 2.

Putting the above things together, we obtain The Proof of Theorem 1.1 When r = 1, if f is not a permutation over Z/pZ, V (f, p) has (p − 1) elements at most. And, M(p) = p − 1 since every mapping on Z/pZ is a polynomial function.

When r ≥ 2, the polynomial f(X) = X^{2p−1} + pX in Lemma 3.4 shows that M(p^r) ≥ N(f, p^r) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1).

On the other hand, if f ∈ Z[X] is not a permutation polynomial over Z/p^rZ for r ≥ 2, then f is not a permutation over Z/pZ or f^′(a) ≡ 0(mod p) for some a ∈ Z. Then, by Lemma 3.1 and 3.2,

M(p^r) ≤ max{p^r − p^{r−1}, p^r − p^{r−1} + p^{r−2}} = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1).

We obtain that M(p^r ) = p^{r−2}(p^2 − p + 1). □

4 The value M(m) for m = p^{r1}_1 · · · p^{rk}_k

For a positive integer m with prime decomposition m = p^{r1}_1 · · · p^{rk}_k , there is an isomorphism of rings Φ : Z/mZ≃ (Z/p^{r1}_1 Z) × · · · × (Z/p^{rk}_k Z) by Chinese remainder theorem.

One has the following two lemmas Lemma 4.1 For an integer m = p^{r1}_1 · · · p^{rk}_k and a polynomial f ∈ Z[X], V (f mod m) ≃ V (f mod p^{r1}_1 ) × · · · × V (f mod p^{rk}_k ), and N(f, m) = N(f, p^{r1}_1 ) × · · · × N(f, p^{rk}_k ). Proof. Since a ≡ b(mod m) implies a ≡ b(mod p^{ri}_i ), 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the morphism Φ restricted on V (f mod m) gives us a mapping Φ : V (f mod m) → V (f mod p^{r1}_1 ) × · · · × V (f mod p^{rk}_k ) (f(a) mod m) → (f(a) mod p^{r1}_1 , · · · , f(a) mod p^{rk}_k ), which is injective by Chinese remainder theorem.

On the other hand, for any (b1, · · · , b_k) ∈ V (f mod p^{r1}_1 ) × · · · × V (f mod p^{rk}_k ), there is (a1, · · · , a_k) ∈ Z^k such that f(ai) ≡ bi(mod p^{ri}_i ), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Also by Chinese remainder theorem, there exists an integer a satisfying a ≡ ai(mod p^{ri}_i ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then, f(a) ≡ f(ai)(mod p^{ri}_i ) and (f(a) mod p^{r1}_1 , · · · , f(a) mod p^{rk}_k ) = (b1, · · · , b_k).

Hence, Φ is also surjective.

We have that Φ is a bijection on V (f mod m), the size of which is the product of the sizes of V (f mod p^{ri}_i ), 1 ≤ i ≤ k. □

In particular, f is a permutation polynomial over Z/mZ if and only if f is a permutation polynomial over Z/p^{ri}_i Z for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Meanwhile, Lemma 4.2 For an integer m = p^{r1}_1 · · · p^{rk}_k and integral polynomials f1, · · · , f_k ∈ Z[X],1 ≤ i ≤ k, there exists a polynomial f ∈ Z[X] such that

V (f mod m) ≃ V (f1 mod p^{r1}_1 ) × · · · × V (f_k mod p^{rk}_k ). Proof. Applying Chinese remainder theorem on the coefficients of fi, we can obtain a polynomial f ∈ Z[X] such that f ≡ fi(mod p^{ri}_i ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then, V (f mod p^{ri}_i ) = V (fi mod p^{ri}_i ), 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

By Lemma 4.1, we have the result. □

Furthermore, for a prime factor p of m, set the number m(p) = m ( 1 −^1_p ) , ordp(m) = 1 m ( 1 −^1_p +^1_{p2} ) ordp(m) ≥ 2 . Then,

Theorem 4.1 For an integer m = p^{r1}_1 · · · p^{rk}_k , let p be the maximal prime factor of m. One has that M(m) = m(p), unless m = 2^r 3 for r ≥ 2 and M(m) = 2^{r−2}3^2 in this case.

Proof. If f is not a permutation polynomial over Z/mZ, there is some 1 ≤ i ≤ k such that f is not a permutation polynomial over Z/p^{ri}_i Z by Lemma 4.1. Using Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 4.2, it is obvious that M(m) = max{m(pi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ k}. Observe that both 1 −^1_p and 1 −^1_p +^1_{p2} are strictly ascending when p is increasing. On the other hand, if p^′ is another prime less than p, then 1 −^1_{p′} +^1_{p′2} > 1 −^1_p holds only if p = 3, p^′ = 2. We obtain the last assertion. □

References

[1] P. Bremser, Value Sets of Dickson Polynomials over Galois Rings, J.

Number Theory 38 (1991), 240-250.

[2] L. Carlitz, Functions and polynomials ( mod p^n), Acta Arithmetiea, 9 (1964), 67–78.

[3] L. Carlitz, D. Lewis, W. Mills, and E. Straus, Polynomials over finite fields with minimal value sets, Mathematika 8 (1961), 121-130.

[4] Q. Cheng, J. Hill and D. Wan, Counting value sets: algorithms and complexity, Tenth Algorithmic Number Theory Symposium ANTS-X, 2012.

[5] W. Chou, J. Gomez-Calderon and G. Mullen, Value sets of Dickson polynomials over finite fields, J. Number Theory 30 (1988), 334-344.

[6] P. Das and G. Mullen, Value sets of polynomials over finite fields, in Finite Fields with Applications in Coding Theory, Cryptography and Related Areas, G.L. Mullen, H. Stichtenoth, and H. Tapia-Recillas, Eds., Springer, 2002, 80-85.

[7] J. Gomez-Calderon and D. Madden, Polynomials with small value set over finite fields, J. Number Theory 28 (1988), no. 2, 167-188.

[8] R. Guralnick and D. Wan, Bounds for fixed point free elements in a transitive group and applications to curves over finite fields, Israel J. Math. 101(1997), 255-287.

[9] G. Hardy and E. Wright, An Introduction to the Theory of Numbers, sixth edition (Oxford, 2008).

[10] G. Keller and F. Olson, Counting polynomial functions (mod p^n), Duke Math. J. 35 (1968), 835-838.

[11] A. Kempner, Polynomials and their residue systems, Amer. Math.

Soc. Trans., vol. 22(1921), 240-288.

[12] N. Koblitz, p-adic numbers, p-adic analysis, and Zeta-functions, Second Edition (Springer, New York, 1984).

[13] W. Mills, Polynomials with minimal value sets, Pacific J. Math 14 (1964), 225-241.

[14] G. Mullen and H. Stevens, Polynomial functions (mod m), Acta Math. Hung. 44(3-4) 1983,237-241.

[15] G. Mullen, D. Wan and Q. Wang, Value sets of polynomial maps over finite fields, Quarterly Journal of Mathematics, Vol. 64, Iss. 4, 2013, 1191 - 1196.

[16] R. Rivest, Permutation Polynomials Modulo 2^w , Finite Fields and Their Applications 7, 287-292 (2001).

[17] D. Singmaster, On polynomial functions (mod m), J. Number Theory 6 (1974) 345–352.

[18] D. Wan, A p-adic lifting lemma and its applications to permutation polynomials, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., Vol. 141, Marcel Dekker, New York, 1992, 209-216.

[19] D. Wan, P. Shiue and C. Chen, Value Sets of Polynomials over finite fields, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 119(1993), 711-717.