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ON THE COMPUTATION OF RATIONAL POINTS OF A
HYPERSURFACE OVER A FINITE FIELD

GUILLERMO MATERA2, MARIANA PEREZ!, AND MELINA PRIVITELLI3

ABSTRACT. We design and analyze an algorithm for computing rational points
of hypersurfaces defined over a finite field based on searches on “vertical strips”,
namely searches on parallel lines in a given direction. Our results show that,
on average, less than two searches suffice to obtain a rational point. We also
analyze the probability distribution of outputs, using the notion of Shannon
entropy, and prove that the algorithm is somewhat close to any “ideal” equidis-
tributed algorithm.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let I, be the finite field of ¢ elements, X1,..., X, indeterminates over I, and
F,[X1,...,X,] the ring of polynomials in Xj,...,X, with coefficients in F,. Let
Fra = A{F € F[X1,...,X,] : deg(F) < d}. Suppose that r > 2 and d > 2, and
let F' be an element of F, 4. In this paper we address the problem of finding an
[f,—rational zero of I, namely a point € F]" with F(z) = 0.

It is well-known that the elements of F, g have q" 1 zeros in Fq’” on average.
More precisely, we have the following result (see, e.g., [I9, Theorem 6.16]):

1 r—1
(1'1) |fr,d| Z N(F) =q )

FeF,q

where N(F) := {z € F : F(z) = 0}]. This suggests a strategy to find an F,-
rational zero of a given F' € F,. 4. Since the expected number of zeros of F' is equal
to the cardinality of Ef‘l, given a; € Ef‘l, one may try to find a zero of F' having
a; as its first » — 1 coordinates. If the polynomial F(aq,X,) has no zeros in F,
then a further element a9 € IFqT_l can be picked up to see whether F(as, X,) has a
zero in ;. The algorithm proceeds in this way until a zero of F' in F]" is obtained.

Following the terminology of [I5], which considers the case r = 2, each set
{a;} x T, is called a “vertical strip”. Therefore, our algorithm, which extends the
one of [I5] to r—variate polynomials, is called “Search on Vertical Strips” (SVS for
short), and is described as follows.

Algorithm SVS.
Input: a polynomial F' € F, 4.
Output: either a zero € FJ of F, or “failure”.
Seti:=1and f:=1
While 1 <i<¢"!and f=1do

Choose at random a; € Fy '\ {a1,...,a;—1}
Compute f := ged(F(a;, X,), X2 — X,)

If f =0, then choose z,; € [, at random

If f ¢ 40,1}, then compute a root z,; € F, of f
1:=1+1
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End While
If f # 1 return (@, ), else return “failure”.

Ignoring the cost of random generation of elements of Ef’l, at the ith step of the
main loop we compute the vector of coefficients of the polynomial F(a;, X,). Since
an element of 7, 4 has D := (djr) coefficients, the number of arithmetic operations
in F, required to compute such a vector is O~ (D), where the notation O™ ignores
logarithmic factors. Throughout this paper, all asymptotic estimates are valid for
fixed d and r, and ¢ growing to infinity. Then the gcd f is computed, and a root
of f in F, is determined, provided that f # 1. This can be done with O™~ (d log, q)
arithmetic operations in F, (see, e.g., [14, Corollary 14.16]). As a consequence, for
a choice @ := (ai,...,a,-1) for the vertical strips to be considered, the whole
procedure requires O~ (Cq(F) - (D + dlog, q)) arithmetic operations in F;, where
Cq(F) is the least value of ¢ for which F'(a;, X,) has a zero in .

This paper is devoted to analyze the SVS algorithm from a probabilistic point
of view. As its behavior is essentially determined by the number of vertical strips
which must be considered, we analyze, for a given s > 1, the probability distribution
of the number of searches performed by the algorithm. For this purpose, we consider
the set F of all possible choices of vertical strips and the random variable C; 4 :
F x Frq — N which counts the number of vertical strips that are searched. We
prove that the probability that s vertical strips are searched, for “moderate” values
of s, satisfies the estimate

(1.2) PlCra = 5] = (1 = pa)* " pa + O(g~"/2),

where pg := Z;l:l(fl)j_l/j!. Observe that jg ~ 1 — e~ = 0.6321... for large d,
where e denotes the basis of the natural logarithm. We remark that the quantity
1t arises also in connection with a classical combinatorial notion over finite fields,
that of the value set of univariate polynomials (cf. [19], [23]). For a polynomial
f € F,[T], denote by V(f) := |{f(c) : ¢ € F,;}| the cardinality of the value set of
f- In [4], Birch and Swinnerton—Dyer established the following classical result: if
f € F[T] is a generic polynomial of degree d, then V(f) = pqaq+ O(1).

The estimate (L2) relies on the analysis of the behavior of the SVS algorithm
for a fixed choice ai,...,as € IFqT_l for the first s vertical strips. It turns out
that the probability that the s vertical strips under consideration are searched
is essentially that of the right-hand side of (2). As a side note, this may be
considered as a “realistic” version of the SVS algorithm in the sense of [1]. As
the author states, “when a randomized algorithm is implemented, one always uses
a sequence whose later values come from earlier ones in a deterministic fashion.
This invalidates the assumption of independence and might cause one to regard
results about probabilistic algorithms with suspicion.” Our results show that the
probabilistic behavior of the SVS algorithm is not essentially altered when a fixed
choice of vertical strips is considered.

As a consequence of (I.2) we obtain an upper bound on the average—case com-
plexity E[X] of the SVS algorithm, where X : F x F,. 4 — N is the random variable
that counts the number of arithmetic operations in [, performed for a given choice
of vertical strips on a given input. We prove that

(1.3) BIX] < if(d, rq) + O(g1/2),

where 7(d, r, q) :== O~ (D + dlog, q) is the cost of a search in a single vertical strip.
In other words, on average at most 1/ug = 1.58 vertical strips must be searched
to obtain a rational zero of the polynomial under consideration. Simulations we
run suggest that the upper bound (L3)) is close to optimal. We observe that the
probabilistic algorithms of [15] (for r = 2) and [5] and [20] (for general r) propose
d searches in order to achieve a probability of success greater than 1/2. Our result
suggests that these analyses are somewhat pessimistic.
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On the other hand, it must be said that the result of [I5] holds for any bivariate
polynomial, while that of [5] is valid for any absolutely irreducible r—variate poly-
nomial. If the polynomials under consideration are produced by some complicated
process, it might be argued that our results do not contribute to the analysis of the
cost of the corresponding algorithm to search for If,-rational zeros. Nevertheless,
a crucial aspect of our approach is that we express the probability P[C, 4 = s] of
(T2), and thus the average—case complexity E[X] of (L3)), in terms of the average
cardinality of the value set of certain families of univariate polynomials related to
the set of input polynomials under consideration. We believe that this technique
can be extended to deal with (linear or nonlinear) families of polynomials of F, 4,
provided that the asymptotic behavior of the average cardinality of the correspond-
ing families of univariate polynomials is known (see [8], [21] and [22] for results in
connection with this matter).

Another critical aspect to analyze is the distribution of outputs. Given F' € F, 4,
the SVS algorithm outputs an If,-rational zero of F', which is determined by certain
random choices made during its execution. As a consequence, it is relevant to have
insight on the probability distribution of outputs. For an “ideal” algorithm (from
the point of view of distribution of outputs), outputs should be equidistributed.
For this reason, in [I5] the basic SVS strategy for bivariate polynomials over F, is
modified so that all F,—rational zeros of the input polynomial are equally probable
outputs. Such a modification can be also be applied to our algorithm.

Nevertheless, as this modification implies a certain slowdown, we shall pursue a
different course of action, analyzing the average distribution of outputs by means of
the concept of Shannon entropy. If the output for an input polynomial F' tends to
be concentrated on a few [f,—rational zeros of F', then the “amount of information”
that we obtain might be said to be “small”. On the other hand, if all the [f,~rational
zeros of I’ are equally probable outputs, then the amount of information provided
by the algorithm is considered to be larger. Following [3] (see also [2]), we define a
Shannon entropy Hp associated to an input F' € F, 4 of the SVS algorithm, which
measures how “concentrated” are the corresponding outputs. Then we analyze the
average entropy H when F' runs through all the elements of F; 4.

For an “ideal” algorithm for computing I,~rational zeros of elements of F,. 4 and
F € F,q4, it is easy to see that H};leal = log N(F), where log denotes the natural
logarithm. It follows that

Hideal < log(qr—l)

(see (B3). Our main result concerning the distribution of outputs asserts that
1
(1.4) H > 5—log(q"")(1+ O(g ).
214

Since 1/2uq = 0.79 for large d, we may paraphrase (L4) as saying that the SVS
algorithm is at least 79 per cent as good as any “ideal” algorithm, from the point
of view of the distribution of the outputs.

The proof of (I4) relies on an analysis of the expected number of vertical strips of
the elements of F,. 4 which may be of independent interested. Denote by NS(r,d)
the average number of vertical strips with F,-rational zeros of F', when F' runs
through all the elements of F, 4. We prove that

(1.5) NS(r,d) = pagq"' +0(g"?).

We also estimate the variance of the number of vertical strips with F,~rational zeros.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [2] is devoted to the analyses of the
probability that one or two vertical strips are searched. In Section [l we estimate
the expected number of vertical strips to be searched for a given choice of s > 3
vertical strips. We express the probability that s vertical strips are searched in
terms of average cardinalities of value sets and apply estimates for the latter in
order to establish an explicit estimate of the former. In Section Hl we apply the
results of Sections [ and [ to establish (LZ) and (L3]). Section Bl is concerned
with the probability distribution of outputs. In Subsection BE.1] we establish (L)
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and an estimate of the corresponding variance. In Subsection we apply these
estimates to prove (L4]). Finally, in Section [6l we exhibit a few simulations aimed
at confirming the asymptotic results (I2) and (L3).

2. PROBABILITY OF SUCCESS IN THE FIRST TWO SEARCHES

We start discussing how frequently one or two searches on vertical strips suffice
to find a zero of the input polynomial. As it will become evident, this will happen
in most cases. Therefore, accurate estimates on the probability of these two cases
is critical for an accurate description of the behavior of the algorithm.

2.1. Probability of success in the first search. For integers r > 2 and d > 2,
we shall estimate the probability that the SVS algorithm, on input an element of
Fra =A{F € F[X1,...,X,] : deg(F) < d}, finds a root of it in the first vertical
strip. As r and d are fixed, we shall drop the indices r and d from the notations.

Each possible choice for the first vertical strip is determined by an element of
IFqT*l. As a consequence, we may represent the situation by means of the random
variable C; 1= C 4 : Ef’l X Fr.a — {1,00} defined in the following way:

Ci(a, F) = {

We consider the set E{‘l x Frq endowed with the uniform probability P; := P , 4
and study the probability of the set {C; = 1}. The next result provides an exact
formula for this probability.

1 if F(a,X,) has an F,—rational zero,
0o otherwise.

Theorem 2.1. For q > d, we have the identity
d
. - -1
plc=1=S (=11 g7 + (—1)2(? —d-1,
1[11j_zl<>(j)q+<>dq

Proof. For any F € F, 4, we denote by V.S(F) the set of vertical strips where F
has an [F,-rational zero and by N.S(F') its cardinality, that is,

VS(F):={acF': (3. €F) Fla,z,) =0}, NS(F):=|VS(F)|.
It is easy to see that {C1 = 1} = Upcz , VS(F) x {F}. Since this is a union of
disjoint subsets of F =1 x F,. 4, it follows that

2.1) PlCi=1=—1—— S NS(F).

r—1
¢ Frl FEF,.q
Fix F € F, 4. Observe that
= J{acF " :F(a,z) =0}.

z€cl,

As a consequence, by the inclusion—exclusion principle we obtain

NS(F)=||J{acE " F(a,z) =0}

zcl,
q .
=> (1Y Y HacE"': (V2 € X)) Fla,z) =0},
Jj=1 X CE

where X; runs through all the subsets of If; of cardinality j. We conclude that
q
SONSE) = D D> (1> facE T (Vo € X)) Fla,x) = 0}].
FeFraq FeF,qj=1 X; CE,
For any j with 1 <j < ¢, we denote

Nji= —— T1|]__ Z Z’{ael[”l (Vz € X)) F(a,z) =

FE}- a X;CE
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where X; runs through all the subsets of If; of cardinality j. If j < d and a is fixed,
then the equalities F'(a,z) = 0 (z € &}) are j linearly—independent conditions on
the coefficients of F' in the F,—vector space F; 4. It follows that

> > HFeFa:(VoeX)F(a,x) =0}

X Cly aqery—t

1 dim Fy g—j a3
(2.2) :mz Z q . J:(,)q 7,

q J
XjCH acl !

1
Nj=—
! qr_1|]:7‘,d|

On the other hand, if j > d, then F(a,z) = 0 for every z € Xj; if and only if
F(a,X,)=0. The condition F(a, X,) = 0 is expressed by means of d + 1 linearly—
independent linear equations on the coefficients of F' in F, 4. We conclude that

1 .
(23) '/V.] = qr—1+dim.7:r,d Z Z qd‘m}—r,d_(d"rl) = <j) q_d_l-

X;Cl qerr—?
Combining (2.2) and ([23) we obtain
Aic =11 =3 (177 = 3 (4 3 (1),

j=1 j=1 J j=d+1 J

Finally, since
a d -1

(2.4) Z (—1)]’1((1,) = Z(_UJ’ (q_) — (_1)d(q ; )

j=d+1 J =0 J

(see, e.g., [IT, (5.16)]), we readily deduce the statement of the theorem. O

Next we discuss the asymptotic behavior of the probability P, [C7 = 1]. Fix
d > 2. From Theorem [2T]it can be seen that

(-1t

d
PCi =1 =pa+ O ") pai= i

j=1

To show this, given positive integers k,j with £ < j, we shall denote by m the
unsigned Stirling number of the first kind, namely the number of permutations of
7 elements with k£ disjoint cycles. The following properties of the Stirling numbers
are well-known (see, e.g., [13], §A.8]):

m = [jil] = @ ki:_om = jl.

We shall also use the following well-known identity (see, e.g., [I7, (6.13)]):

o (- £

i
k=0
According to Theorem 2T and (Z3]), we have

- S ()

=1 e
S 2 S
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It follows that

i - ) S P (0,

d Iy d j—2 .
1 (=1)7 /4 1[45]1 1 (q—-1
Al =1l < S SR Q) X 5 7+
q = 7! 2 j:lk:oj' k|q q d
1 d 1
< — b
T4q ¢ 2q

For d = 2, this inequality is obtained by a direct calculation. We have therefore
the following result.

Corollary 2.2. Forq>d,

|P[Cr = 1] — pa| <

QN

As d tends to infinity, the number P;[C; = 1] tends to 1 —e™! = 0.6321...,
where e denotes the basis of the natural logarithm. This explains the numerical
results in the first row of the tables of the simulations of Section

It is worth remarking that the quantity P;[Cy = 1] is closely connected with the
probability that a univariate polynomial of degree at most d has [f,—rational roots.
More precisely, consider the set Fj 4 of univariate polynomials of degree at most d
with coefficients in F,, endowed with the uniform probability pi,4, and the random
variable Ny g : F1,4 — Z>o which counts the number of F,-rational zeros, namely

Nia(f) =z € F: f(z) = 0}}.

The random variable Nj 4 has been implicitly studied in the literature (see, e.g.,
[9, §2] or [I8, Theorem 3]). It can be proved that, for ¢ > d,

pl,d[Nl,d > 0] = P1 [Cl = 1].

2.2. Probability of success in the second search. Next we analyze the prob-
ability that the SVS algorithm performs exactly two searches.

Each possible choice for the first two vertical strips is determined by an element
a:=(ar,az) € By~ x F'~! with a1 # ay. Therefore, we denote by Fy the set of
all such possible choices and by N, its cardinality, that is,

F2 = {Q = (al,ag) S ]qu—l X ]qu—l LA 75 0,2}, N2 = |F2| = qT_l(qT_l — 1)
We shall study the random variable Cs := Ca,,.4 : Fo X Fp g — {1,2, 00} defined as

1 if Nlﬁd(F(al,XT)) > 0,
CQ(Q, F) = 2 if Nlﬁd(F(al,XT)) =0 and Nlﬁd(F(ag, XT)) > 0,
oo otherwise.

We consider the set Fo x F;. 4 endowed with the uniform probability P := P, 4.
We aim to determine the probability P»[Cy = 2].

This probability will be expressed in terms of probabilities concerning the random
variables Cq := Cgrd : Fr.a — {1,2,00} which count the number of searches that
are performed on the vertical strips defined by a := (a1,a2) € F2 until an F—
rational zero is obtained, Cq(F) = 0o meaning that F' does not have F,-rational
zeros on these two vertical strips. For this purpose, the set F, 4 is considered to
be endowed with the uniform probability p, 4. The relation between these random
variables and P[Cs = 2] is expressed in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. We have

1
BlCr = 2] = o > pralCa =2].

acF;
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Proof. Observe that
{Co=2}= | {a} x {F € Fra: Ca(F) =2}.
acF

Since this is union of disjoint sets, we conclude that

1 ‘{F € Fra: C = 2}’
P[Cy =2] = Z Zprd
% acFs |]:T7d| % acF,
which proves the lemma. (I

Next we estimate the probability p, 4[Cq = 2] for a given a € F.

Proposition 2.4. For ¢ > d and a := (a1, a2) € Fa, we have
|pra[Ca = 2] — pa(l — pa)| <

Proof. Observe that
{Cg = 2} = {F S ]:7‘,d : Nl,d(F(ag,T)) > 0} \ {F S ]:7‘,d : NLd(F(al,T)) > 0}

The number of elements of F,. 4 having [;,—rational zeros in the vertical strip defined
by as is determined in Theorem Il Therefore, it remains to find the number Ng, o
of elements of F, g having F,-rational zeros both in the vertical strips defined by
a, and as. We have

U U{F € Fra: Far,2) = Flaz,y) = 0}.
zel; yek
Given sets X C I, and Y C [, we denote
Sa(X,Y) :={F € Frq: F(a1,x) = F(as,y) =0 for all z € X and y € V}.

Then the inclusion—exclusion principle implies

a2 —

g q
(2.6) Nao =D D> (1) 3" > |SalX), Vi)

Jj=1k=1 X;Cl Vi CE
where the sum runs over all subsets X; C F, and YV, C F, of j and k elements
respectively.

. Na g—1 (q—1\2 _ _ a2 -1
Claim. md' = (P[0 =1])" + &= (7,") = (PG =1))* + O(¢7).

Proof of Claim. For 1 < 5,k < q, let

JJC_Z Z|S

X CH Vp CE

We determine N according to whether one of the following four cases occurs.
First suppose that j, k < d. As a; # ag, the equalities F(ay1,2) =0, F(az,y) =0

for all x € &; and y € Vi impose j + k linearly-independent conditions on the

coefficients of F' € F,. 4. Therefore, |Sg(X;, Vi)| = ¢t Fra=i=k which implies

/\/-j,k _ Z Z qdlm]:r,d—]—k _ (j) (Z) qdlmfr,d—]—k_
X, CE, Vi, CE,

The second case is determined by the conditions j > d and k < d. If j > d and
X; C F, is a subset of cardinality j, then the condition F(ai,z) = 0 is satisfied
for every x € X if and only if F(a1,X,) = 0. We may express the latter by
d + 1 linearly-independent linear equations on the coefficients of F' € F,. 4. On
the other hand, the equalities F(az2,y) = 0 for all y € Vi impose k additional
linearly—independent conditions on the coefficients of F.. We conclude that

o dim Fp g—(d+1)—k _ (9 (9 dimF, 4—(d+1)—k
I

X;, Vi CIy J
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The third case, namely 7 < d and k > d, is completely analogous to the second
one. Finally, when j > d and k£ > d, the conditions under consideration imply
F(a1,X,) = F(as, X,) = 0. We readily deduce that

o _(9)\ (1) dimF, —2d-1
= (g

From the expression for Nj , of the four cases under consideration we infer that

TR QR T e (R
+ZZ< i (;1) (Z)q

By (24) and elementary calculations we obtain

|]-‘Td| <i <> )22(2(1>j<;1.>qj>(1)d<qd1)qd1

Jj=1

g—1 —2d-1
()

This and Theorem [ZT] readily imply the claim. d

Combining the previous claim and Theorem 2] we deduce that

Ng 2
|]:T,d|

=(1-PC=1)RA[C =1] - ZT+12<qd 1) ,

Let g : R —» R, g(z) := (1 — z)z. The Mean Value theorem shows that there exists
¢ € (0,1) such that

(1= PG =1)P[C1 = 1] — (1 = pa)pa = 9'(§) (P1[C1 = 1] — pua).

As the function x — ¢'(x) maps the real interval [0, 1] to [—1, 1], we conclude that
lg'(§)| < 1. Therefore, from Corollary 2.2 it follows that

pT,d[Cg = 2] = P1[01 = 1] —

(1= P[Cy =1))P[Cr = 1] = (1 — pa)pa| < |P1[C1 = 1] = pa| <

QI[\D

2
On the other hand, it is easy to see that 2d+2 (qgl) < 1/q. This immediately
implies the statement of the proposition. (I

Proposition 2.4 is the critical step in the analysis of the behavior of the proba-
bility P»[C2 = 2], which is estimated in the next result.
Theorem 2.5. For any g > d,
3
[P2[C2 = 2] — (1 — pa)pal < .
Proof. By Lemma and Proposition [2.4] we obtain

IN
QIO-’)

1
[Po[Ca = 2] = (1 = pa)ual < - > |pralCa =21 = (1 — pa)pdl

acF;

This finishes the proof of the theorem. (I
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We finish the section with a remark concerning the spaces considered so far to
discuss the probability that the SVS algorithm performs at most two searches on
vertical strips. For the analysis of the probability of one search we have considered
Fi:= I["q“1 and the random variable C; : F1 x F,. 4 — {1, 00}, while in the analysis
of the probability of two searches we have considered the random variable C5 :
Fo x Fr.a — {1,2,00}. To link both analyses, in Lemma [.] below we prove that

PQ[CQ = 1] = Pl[Cl = 1],

which shows the consistency of the probability spaces underlying Theorems 2.1]and
In Section [4] we shall show that the analysis of the probability that s vertical
strips are searched can be done in a unified framework for any s > 1.

3. THE NUMBER OF SEARCHES FOR GIVEN VERTICAL STRIPS

As can be inferred from Section 2| a critical step in the probabilistic analysis
of SVS algorithm is the determination of the probability of s searches, for a given
choice of s vertical strips. The cases s = 1 and s = 2 were discussed in Section
In this section we carry out the analysis of the general case.

Fix3<s< min{(dji;l),qrfl} and ai,...,a, € E'~! with a; # a; for i # j.
Denote a := (ai,...,as). Assuming that a is the choice for the first s vertical

strips to be considered, we analyze the probability that the SVS algorithm finds an
[,—rational zero of the polynomial under consideration in the sth search.

For this purpose, we consider the set F, 4 endowed with the uniform probability
pr,q and the random variable Cq := Cg r.q : Fr.a — {1,2,...,s, 00} which counts the
number of searches for a given input on the vertical strips determined by a, ..., as,
Cq(F') = oo meaning that F' has no F,—rational zeros on these vertical strips.

We start with the following elementary result.

Lemma 3.1. LetV and W be I, ~linear spaces of finite dimension and ® : V — W
any I, ~linear mapping. Consider V and W endowed with the uniform probabilities
Py and Py respectively. Then for any A C W we have

_[ANnIm(®)]  Py(ANIm(P))

PO = @y~ Retmg@) e
Proof. We have

Lo o1

= i 3107 @) = g Kex@) 140 o).

By the Dimension theorem and the equality [S| = ¢4™*

space S, we see that |V| = [Ker(®)| |[Im(®)|. Then

, valid for any F,—vector

1 B1(A)] = |ANTm(®)|  Pw(ANIm(P))
VI Tm(®)] Py (Im (®))
This finishes the proof of the lemma. (I

For simplicity of notations, we replace the variable X, by a new indeterminate
T" and consider the F;-linear mapping ® := @4 : Fp g — F7 ,; defined as
(3.1) O(F) := (F(al,T), .. .,F(as,T)).
Since Im(®) is an F,-linear space, by Lemma BTl it follows that
‘({N =0} x {N>0})n Im(@)‘
Im (@) ’

where N := Nj 4 denotes the random variable which counts the number of zeros in
[, of the elements of F; 4. As a consequence, we need to estimate the quantity

Ry :=|({N =0}""" x {N > 0}) N Im(®)|.

In the next section we obtain a characterization of the image of ® that will allow us
to express Ry in terms of the average cardinality of the value set of certain families
of univariate polynomials. This is the critical step to estimate the quantity R.

(3.2) Pr.d|Ca = ] =
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As we explain below, there exists a unique positive integer xs; < d such that

Ks+1r—2 ks +1—1
<s< .
r—1 r—1

In the sequel we shall assume that the points a, ..., as under consideration satisfy
the condition we now state. For 1 < j < kg, let D; := (Jtizl) and denote by
Q; :={w1,...,wp,} C (Z>o) "' the set of (r — 1)-tuples wi := (Wk1,- .., Wk,r—1)
with |wg| == w1+ + w1 < 4. Let a¥* :==a;%" - a; %7 for 1 <4 < s and
1 <k < Dj. Then we require that the multivariate Vandermonde matrix

as’? a‘ij
(3.3) M, = : ; € ExPi

w1 ij
as e as

has maximal rank min{D;, s} for 1 < j < k.

We briefly argue that this is a mild requirement which is likely to be satisfied
by any “reasonable” choice of the elements aq,...,as € IFqT*l. Let Aq,..., Aq
be (r — 1)-tuples of indeterminates over E, that is, A; = (Ai1,...,A;r—1) for
1 < <s, and denote by V; the following min{D;, s} x min{D,, s} Vandermonde
matrix with entries in F,[Aq,..., Ag]:

A‘l‘)l o A‘;min{Dj,s}
Vj = :

w1 wmin{Dj,s}

min{D;,s} min{Dj;,s}
Assume that the numbering of Q; := {w1,...,wp,} C (Z>¢)"~* is made according
to degrees, i.e., |wi| < |w;| whenever k < [. In particular, wy = (0,...,0). By
[10, Theorem 1.5] it follows that detV); is absolutely irreducible, namely it is a
nonzero irreducible element of F;[A4,..., A,], for 1 < j < k5. Let §; denote the

degree of detV;. We have the bound §; < jD;. Then [6, Theorem 5.2] proves that
the number Nj of (r — 1)-tuples a1, ...,a, € Fy " annihilating det V; satisfies the
estimate

(3.4) NG =g 0D < (6 — 1)(8; — 2D 50 D2,

Any choice of aq,...,as avoiding these N; = O(¢*"=D=1) tuples for 1 < j < k4
will satisfy our requirements. Furthermore, many “bad” choices aq,...,as anni-
hilating the polynomial det V; for a given j will also work, as other minors of the
Vandermonde matrix M; of (83 may be nonsingular. In particular, for s < r and
ai,...,as affinely independent, our requirement is satisfied.

Summarizing, denote V* := [[2, detV; € F;[A4,..., A ] and let

(3.5) B, := {a:= (a1,...,a,) € Y . V3(a) = 0}.

Then [Bs| = O(¢*"=Y~1) and all the results of this section are valid for any a €
F(r=1\ B,.

3.1. A characterization of the image of ®. In order to characterize the image
Im(®), we shall express each element of F, 4 by its coordinates in the standard
monomial basis B of F, 4, considering the monomial order we now define. Denote
by B; the set of monomials of F;[X1,..., X,_1] of degree at most ¢ for 0 < ¢ < d,
with the standard lexicographical order defined by setting X7 < Xs < -+ < X,_1.
The basis B is considered with the order B = { X%, X4=18;,..., X, B4_1, By}, where
each set X?7'B; is ordered following the order induced by the one of B;. In other
words, any F' € F, g can be uniquely expressed as

d
F=> Fi(Xy,...,X,1)X],
=0



COMPUTATION OF RATIONAL POINTS ON HYPERSURFACES 11

where each F; has degree at most d —i for 0 < ¢ < d. Then the vector of coefficients
(F)g of F in the basis B is given by (F)g = ((F4)s,,---,(Fo)B,). On the other
hand, we shall express the elements of 7 ; in the basis B :={T? ... T 1}

Let

. d
j+r—1 _ d+r
D= (T =il 0sza i () = im= im0
0

r -
Jj=

We also set D_y := 0. Observe that the sequence (D;);>_1 is strictly increasing.
Therefore, for each ¢ with 1 < i < s there exists a unique x; € N such that

(3.6) D,,—1 <1< Dy,.
The following remarks can be easily established.

Remark 3.2.

e x; < jif and only if i < Dj.
e k1 =0, ks < d.

The matrix Mg € EIS(dH)XD of ® with respect to the bases defined above can
be written as the following block matrix:

My
MII’ - 3
Ms
where M; € IFq(dH)XD is the diagonal block matrix
M;,0
Mi,1
Mi = . , Mi,j = (af‘ : |a| S ]) S IFquDj.

M;,a
Our first result concerns the dimension of Im(®).

Lemma 3.3. For s < min{Dy,q" "'}, we have

ks — 1471 ®
) +s(d—ks+1) :Z(d—i—l—mi).
i=1
Proof. Let h := (hy,...,hs) be an element of Im(®). Then there exists F' € Fy.q
with h = ®(F). Denote by (F)g = ((Fa)s,,---,(Fo)s,) the coordinates of F in
the basis B. Then the block structure of the matrix Mg implies

dim Im(®) = (

r

d My,
(3.7 2R =3 | | Fa T
j=0 hASj
As a ¢ B, we have
M D. for0<j< 1
. B . . . i or S) S kRs— L
rank : =min{D;, s} = { s forks <j<d.
Mg

As a consequence,

Rs—1

s— 1
dim Im(®) = ZDijs(d*nerl): <"€ +r
3=0

. >+s(dn5+1).
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This proves the first assertion of the lemma. To prove the second assertion, we have

s ks min{Dj, s}
Sd+1-k)=> > (d+1-})
i=1 j=01i=Dj;_1+1
Ks—1
=Y (d+1-4)(D;—Dj1)+ (d+1— k(s — Du,1).
j=0

Since Z?ZO(DJ» — D;_1) = Dy, we conclude that

s Kks—1
Sd+1—r) == j(Dj—Dj 1)+ (d+1-rs)s+rDy, 1.
i=1 j=0

Taking into account the identity S5 i=0J (/ +R) (R+ 1)(RE£:5K ), we obtain

S

S d+1—r) = —(r— 1)(“5 ”2) 4 (d+1—Ry)s+ ReDr. 1.

‘ r
1=1

A simple calculation finishes the proof of the lemma. ([l

Next we determine a suitable parameterization of Im(®). To this end, let ®* :
Im(®) — Eldimlm(q)) be the F,-linear mapping defined by
®*(h) :=h",
where b := (h1,...,hs), hi == (hai,. .., hoi) € qu“ for 1 <i< s and
(3.8) h* = (hy,...,h%), h = (hd—niir---,ho:) (1<i<s).

S

Lemma [3.3] shows that ®* is well-defined.
Lemma 3.4. ®* is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since ®* is a linear mapping between F,—vector spaces of the same dimension,
it suffices to show that ®* is injective. Fix h := ®(F) € Im(®) with h* = 0. From
B1) we deduce that

My ; ha—j1
(3.9) c | (Fay)sy = :

M. ha—j,s

Fix j with 0 < j < ks — 1. Then the element hg_;; is included in the definition
of hf if and only if ¢ < D; (see Remark B.2)). As h™ = 0 by hypothesis, it follows
that hq_;; = 0 for 1 <¢ < D; and we have the identity

My ; 0
Mp; 0
’ Fy_ g =
Mp;+1,5 (Fi=i)s, hi—j.p;+1

Ms,j hdfj,s
Since the upper (D; x D;)-submatrix of the matrix in the left—hand side is invertible,
we conclude that (Fd_j)lgj = 0. This implies hq—jp,+1 = -+ = ha—js = 0. On
the other hand, for j > K, the element hy—;; is included in the definition of A for
1 <i < s and therefore hy_;; = 0 for 1 <i <s. This shows that h = 0. O

Denote by W := (11,...,9s) : dlmlm(q)) — Im(®) the inverse mapping of ®*.
We need further information concermng the mappings ;.
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Lemma 3.5. Let be given h} := (hg—s;.is---,h0,) € Iqu*l*"”"i for1 <i<s. Let

B* = (h,...,h?) € B ™) and b= W(h*). Denote

hi =i (h*) = hai T+ + has1—r i T 4 hgop, i T 4o+ ho s
Then hag, ..., hiay1—x,i are uniquely determined by hy,..., hi_;.
Proof. Fix k with 0 < k < k; — 1. Write h := ®(F). In the proof of Lemma 3.3 we
prove that
My x ha—k,1
: (Fa—k)B, = : :
Mp, & ha—k, D,

where the (D x Dj)-matrix in the left—-hand side is invertible. The element hg_g
is included in the definition of A} if and only if | < Dj. Furthermore, we have
k < k; —1 < k;—1. We conclude that the vector in the right-hand side is uniquely
determined by h},...,hY_;, and thus so is (Fy—)s,. Therefore, the identity

My x ha—k,1
: (Fa-r)B, = :
M; ha—k,i
shows that the element hg_y ; is uniquely determined by A7, ..., hJ_;. ([

We end this section with the following remark.

Remark 3.6. For each h := (hi,...,hs) € Im(®), we have hg1 = ... = hys.
Indeed, from ([B7) we deduce that

Ml,O 1 hd,l

: (Fa)g, = | ¢ | (Fa)s, = :

Ms,O 1 hd,s
This implies hg1 = ... = hqs = (Fuq)B,- In particular, the coefficient hg1 of the
monomial 7% in the polynomial k1 uniquely determines the coefficient ha,; of the
monomial 7% in hj for 2<j <s. O

3.2. The probability of s searches in terms of cardinalities of value sets.
For a := (ai,...,as) € IFqS(’”’l) \ Bs as before, we need to estimate the quantity

Ry :==|({N=0}"""x {N > 0}) nIm(®)|.

According to Lemma B4l each element h € Im(®) can be uniquely expressed in
the form h = U(h"), where h* is defined as in (3.8]). Hence,

(3.10) R, = Z 1in=0}s-1x{N>0} (‘I’(h*»

h* ERim Im(®)

where 1in—o}s-1x{N>0} : F1 4 — {0,1} denotes the characteristic function of the
set {N =0}*"! x {N > 0}. By Lemma 3.5 the coordinate 1;(h*) depends only
on hi := (hf,...,h}) for 1 <i <s. We shall therefore write 1;(h*) as 1;(h]) for

1 < i < s, with a slight abuse of notation.
First, we rewrite the expression (3.I0) for R, in a suitable form for our purposes.

Lemma 3.7. Let h := (Z?:o hiaT,. .., Z?:o h;sT7) be an arbitrary element of

Im(®) and let h* := ®*(h) := (h},...,h%) € Eldimlm((b) be defined as in (B.8). For
s <min{Dgy,q" "1}, the following identity holds:

R= ¥ ¥ S Lo ().

h){e]F’;d+l n eIqu«#lfmsil hEGEId+17fCS

N@a(h)=0  N(po_s(h®_,)=0
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Proof. We may rewrite (3.10) in the following way:
Ri= Y -+ Y ILv_opixinsop(¥(hY).
h GE;H»I h EEIdJrlfms

As a consequence of the remarks before the statement of Lemma [B.7] it follows that
s—1

Liv—op—1x >0} (¥(h) = [[ 1iv=oy (i(h)) - 1yns0p (Vs(hY))

i=1
s—1
= [T 1inv=0) (%i(BD)) - 1iws0y (G(RY)).
i=1
Then the previous expression for Ry can be rewritten as follows:
Re= Y Iin—op(¥1(h})) -+ > Lineoy(ecr(hiy) D Linsop (vs(hl)),
h{g]ﬁqu+l h* eFd+17N371 h*eIqu+17N5
which readily implies the lemma. (]
For1 <i<s—1,fix by € E**'=". For each h} := (hg—n,.s, .-, ho,s) € FEiT17re,
denote by fp: the polynomial
fre = Ws(hy, .o hE) = ha T A hayi—p, s T "t hg_p, T+ -+ ho .
According to Lemma [377] we are interested in estimating the sum
(3.11) > Lsoy(fas).
h:E]qu+17NS
For h% o= (Ra—r,s:-- - ho.s) € EFH17%e denote h? := (ha—r,.s, ..., h1s) € Flre
and f;. := 2?21 hj sT7 = fp+ — fn=(0). We observe that

Z Linsoy(frz) = Z Z Linsoy(frz) = Z V(fﬁ;)

hxeEIt1—rs RzeES" ho,s€E, s gRira

Z V(fh;‘)a

hreRi I re
where V(f) = |{f(c) : ¢ € E,}| is the cardinality of the value set of f € I [T].
Lemma proves that hgs,...,Rdt1-x, s are uniquely determined by h;_; :=
(h%,...,h*_;). Thus, the sum in the right—hand side of ([B12)) takes as argument the
cardinality of the value set of all the elements of 77 4 having its first ks coefficients
(hds,--»hat1—-r..s) prescribed. Set ¥i*(h’_,):= (has,...,hi+1-x,s) and denote

(3.13) Va(rs, 05 (R5_1)) ::qd*%“s > V()

h*eIqu+lfm5
s

>)

(3.12) =

Q| =

Now we express the probability that Cy = s in terms of V(ks, 5 (h:_))).
Lemma 3.8. For s < min{D,, ¢" '}, the following identity holds:

K, fix *_1
palCamsl=—t Yy Yl e)

s—1
S (dt1—r;) q
qi:l

* d+1 d+1— —
hleIEI*+ o165 e
N(41(h7))=0 N(s—1(h:_,))=0

Proof. By Lemma [3.3] we know that dimIm(®) = >°7_,(d + 1 — ;). Combining
this with (32) and Lemma 7] we obtain

prd[Ca = 5] =

1 1 %
e i DNRCIND DRI =R DI TSNS
g5 T e el et hyeRy et

N(1(h1))=0 N(s—1(h;_1))=0

Then [BI2) and [BI3) complete the proof of the lemma. O
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If s < min{Dy_2,q" "1}, then, as we explain in the next section, for any h}_,
such that fp- is of degree d, the average cardinality in ([B.I3) has the asymptotic
behavior Vy(ks, 35 (h*_})) = paq + O(¢'/?). Combining this with Lemma 3.8 we
shall be led to consider “inner” sums in the expression for p, 4[Cq = ], which shall
be expressed in terms of the average cardinality of the value sets of the families
of polynomials we now introduce. For 1 < i < s—1land 1 < j <i-—1, fix

d+1—k;j —K
B = (ha—r,js--- hoj) € By ™. For each h := (hda—p,i--- hos) € FEAHI=r,
denote

fhj = wz( T, ey h:) = hd,de + - -+hd+1_m,de+1_m + hd_m7de—’ii + - -+h0,i.

Lemma proves that the coefficients hq i, ..., hg—u,+1,; are uniquely determined
by hi_, = (h},...,hi ;). Consequently, we set ¥*(h}_|) = (hai,. .., hds1—r;.i)
and consider the average cardinality

(3.14) Vilri i) = e Y V()

d41—r;
hy €L, °

Our next result expresses the probability of s searches in terms of the quantities
Va(ki, o (hi_y)) (1< i < s).

Theorem 3.9. For s < min{Dgy,¢" '}, we have

S

71+Z’E,

=0

PralCa = 8] = (1= p1a)* p1a 2
where |To| < 1/q,

Ko fix(p*
T, :=(1 fud)sfifludif?; Z Z (MdVd( i i ( 1—1))>

T @tiony Tl q
q]zl hIG]Fq*+1 h:716E R
N(%1(h1))=0 N(4i-1(h;_,))=0
h,i,lzl

for1<i<s—1, and

S B (Vdms,w?(h:_l))ud)_

oy ) q
d+1—r;
qi=1 hIG]E;IdJrl h:,leﬁ‘&d+17~57l
N(41(h1))=0  N(s-1(h}_))=0
ha,1=1

Proof. Denote C := Cq. We split the expression for p, 4[C = s] of Lemma 3.8 into
two sums, depending on whether hg; = 0 or not. More precisely, we write

PralC = s] = pralC = s,Fqg = 0] + prqa[C = s, Fy # 0],

where
1 Vd(ﬁsang( :—1))
prl@=aFu=0l==rim 2, L i
gi=1 " hjertt hi_,€E et
N(1(h7))=0  N(¢s_1(hi_;))=0
ha,1=0
1 Va(ks, Y3 (h_1))
pr,d[C:&Fd#O]:m Z Z ’ ; =
) i hTEIFq(Hl h:,le]Fd“*NS*l
N(@1(h7))=0  N(¢ps—1(hi_,))=0
ha, 170
o q—1 Z Z Vd(fis,l/fgx( :—1))
N Sil(d#»lfn-) q .
gi=1 " hjeRtt! hi_yeR Tt

N(@1(h1))=0  N(¢s—1(hi_;))=0
h,i,lzl
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In the first term we consider the intersection of the F,~linear space Im(®) with the
linear subspace F7 ;_;. As the former is not contained in the latter, the dimension
of the intersection drops at least by one, and Lemma B.1] implies

|Im((1)> N ‘Fls,d71| qdim Im(®)—-1 1

= pra[C = 5, Fy = 0] < < =-.
To p ,d[ S, L'q ] = |Im((1))| — qd1mIm(q>) q

On the other hand, it is easy to see that the expression for p, 4[C = s, Fy # 0] may
be rewritten in the following way:

q—1
pralC =5, Fa#0) = pa—1—— > - > 1+7s,
2 (d+1-ry) . _md+1 dt+l—rg_
q=t hi €l hi_,€R o
N(1(h]))=0 N(ps—1(h}_;))=0
ha1=1

where T is defined as in the statement of the theorem.
Now we claim that, for 1 < j < s,

S
iy q—1

pralC =5, Fg # 0] = (1= pa)* ™ pa ——4—— Z Z 1+3 7,

X (dt1-rg) « —mdt1 dtl—r; i=j

qi=1 hi €k hi_,€R j—1 J

N(1(h1))=0 N(4;—1(h}_,))=0
hdylzl
where 7; is defined as in the statement of the theorem. The claim for 7 = 1 is the
assertion of the theorem.

We argue by downward induction on j from s to 1, the case j = s being already
proved. For j < s, suppose that the claim for j+ 1 is already established. We have

1 3 1oL+ ) 1:17Vd(ﬁja¢fx(§_1))_

qurl*Iij

d+1—k;
. q ! . q
h;‘EIEId+17N] h;eIE;HliN]
N(4;(h))=0 N4, (h3))>0

Replacing this identity in the expression for p, q[C = s, F; # 0] corresponding to
the claim for j + 1 we readily deduce the claim for j, finishing thus the proof of the
theorem. 0

3.3. The probability of C, = s. Theorem [B.9] shows that the probability that
the SVS algorithm stops after s < Dy attempts can be expressed in terms of the
average cardinality Vg (k;, v (h]_,)) of the value set of certain families of univariate
polynomials for 1 <14 < s. Each of these families consists of all the polynomials

j—1 d
Jo = Z ag— T4 "+ Z bg—i T
i=0 i=j

with b := (bg—j,...,bo) € E**'77, for a given 1 < j < d and @ := (a4, ...,aq_;) €
F/=! with ag # 0 (due to Remark 3.6)). We are interested in the average

Vilha) = s X Vi)

b€E,d+17j
Suppose that ¢ > d. In [g], the following estimate is obtained for 1 < j < d/2 — 1:

' el (d- 2)562\/3 7
(3.15) Va(j,@) = padl < =+ ———+ -

On the other hand, in [2I] it is proved that, if the characteristic p of F, is greater
than 2 and 1 < j < d — 3, then
(3.16) Va(j,a) — paq| < d*247 g% + 133 452V,

Estimates (BI5) and (BI6) are the key point to determine the asymptotic be-
havior of the right-hand side of the expression for p, 4(Cq = s] of Theorem B9
More precisely, we have the following result.
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Theorem 3.10. Let be given a := (ai,...,as) € EIS(T*D \ Bs, where the set By is
defined in B3). For s < mln{(d/2+T 1),qT71}, we have

d — 2)Pe2Vd
% + 1)q—1 + 14472

On the other hand, if p > 2 and s < min { (d+1_3),qr_1}, then

PralCa = s] = (1 - pa)*~ ud\<( +

PralCa = 8] — (1 — pa)* a| < d?2%G7 % + (266 422V~ 4 1)g~ 1.

Proof. Suppose that s < min{(d/itrl_l),qT_l}. Then ks < d/2, and thus 1 <
ki —1 < d/2—1for 1 < i < s. With notations as in Subsection B.2 fix
1 <i < sand 1} = (hd—s,;j,---,hoj) € Fd+1=%i for 1 < j < i — 1. Denote

= (ki ki), set EX(RI_) = (hais- -, hdt1-r;.i) and consider the av-
erage cardinality Vg(s;, ¢ (h!_;)) as in BI3) or (314). By (BI5) we conclude
that, for any h;_, with deg fn: = d,

Va(ki, ¥ (h]_))) et (d-— 2)562\/3 1 2

K2 1 < — 7 —
q =77 7 2 ¢t

Further, defining 7; as in the statement of Theorem for 1 <17 < s, we obtain

— Hd

i 1 (d - 2)%eV?
T3 < (1 - Md)é_z_lﬂd<<€7 + %)q_l + 7q_2> (1<i<s—1),

-1 (d_2)5€2\/3

(& _ _
|Ts| < (TJFT)(] L7

Therefore, the first assertion of the theorem follows from Theorem
On the other hand, for s < min{(d‘” 3),qT 1} we have ks < d — 2, and hence
ki —1 <d—3for 1 <i<s. Therefore, if p > 2, then (B.I0) shows that
Va(ri, pf*(Ri_1))
q

,U/d’ S d2 2d—1q—% + 133dd+562\/a—dq—1-

It follows that
T3] < (1= pa)* " pa(d? 29712 +133d4452Va0g71)  (1<i<s—1),
ITa] < d? 29717 % 133 @HH5e2Va-dg 1,

This readily implies the second assertion of the theorem. O

We remark that the approach of the proof of Theorem [B.10] cannot be applied

to estimate the probability that s > s* = (dfiﬁ) vertical strips are searched,
since the behavior of the mapping ® := ®4 : F.q — F7; of [B.I) may change
significantly in this case. In what concerns “large” values of s, from Theorem B.10

one easily deduces the following result.

Corollary 3.11. With notations as in Theorem[3 10, for s* := min {( gt 1) , qrfl}
we have

pralCa > 81 = (1= pa)*” +O(").
On the other hand, if p > 2 and s* := min { (djizs),qr’l}, then
PralCa > s = (1= pa)* +0(g™/?).
As |1 — pqg| < 1/2, from the expression of s* in both cases it follows that the
main term of this probability decreases exponentially with r and d.
4. PROBABILISTIC ANALYSIS OF THE SVS ALGORITHM

In this section we determine the average—case complexity of the SVS algorithm.
This analysis relies on the probability distribution of the number of searches per-
formed, which is the subject of the next section.
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4.1. Probability distribution of the number of searches. Similarly to Section
2 for s > 3 we denote

Fs:={(ai,...,a;) € IFqT_l X e X IFqT_l ta; #ajfori#j}, Ng:=]|F,

and consider the random variable Cs := Cs 4 : Fs X Frg — {1,...,s,00} defined
for @ := (ai,...,as) € Fs and F € F, 4 in the following way:

min{j : N1 q(F(a;, X)) > 0} if 35 with Ny 4(F(a;, X)) >0,
00 otherwise.

Cs(a, F) !={

We consider the set Fg X F,. 4 as before endowed with the uniform probability
P, := P, , 4 and analyze the probability Ps[Cs = s]. To link the probability spaces
determined by Fys x F, 4 and P for 1 < s < q"~ ', we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let s > 1 and let mg : Fg X Fp. g = Fs—1 X Fp. q be the mapping induced
by the projection Fs — Fs_1 on the first s — 1 coordinates. If S C Fs_1 X Fp. 4, then
P 1(S)] = o [S).

S

Proof. Note that

1S = |J {(a,...,a0) €F i (ar,...,as 1, F) € S} x {F}
FeFrq

U U {(a1,.. e )} x (B \{a, ..., as1}) x {F}.
FeFra (@1,..., as_1)€EFs_1:
(ay,...,as—1,F)ES

It follows that

RIS = g X Y @ ost

FeF,qa€cFs_1:(a,F)ES

1
e — E acF;, 1:(a,F)eS}t =P;,_1[5].
Ns—ll}—r,d| FeF,q ‘{_ 1 ( ) }’ 1[ ]

This proves the lemma. O

According to the Kolmogorov extension theorem (see, e.g., [12, Chapter IV,
Section 5, Extension Theorem]), the conditions of “consistency” of Lemma E.T]
imply that the probabilities P; (1 < s < ¢"~!) can be put in a unified framework.
More precisely, we define F := F;r—1 and P := Pjr-1. Then the probability measure
P defined on F allows us to interpret consistently all the results of this paper. In the
same vein, the variables C; (1 < s < qT_l) can be naturally extended to a random
variable C' : F x F,. 4 — NU{oo}. Consequently, we shall drop the subscript s from
the notations Ps; and Cs in what follows.

For the analysis of the probability distribution of the number of searches we
express the probability P[C = s] in terms of probabilities concerning the random
variables Cq = Cqra : Fr.a = N, a € F,, which count the number of vertical
strips that are searched when the choice for the first s vertical strips is @. As the
result can be proved following the proof of Lemma 23] mutatis mutandis, we state
it without proof.

Lemma 4.2. We have

P[C = S] = NL Z pr,d[ng S]

% acF,

In Theorem [B.10 we determine the asymptotic behavior of p, 4[Cq = s] for a €
F.\Bs, where B, C F is the set of (3H). By (3 it follows that |B,| = O(¢g*("~D~1),
where the O—constant depends on s, d and r, but is independent of q. Now, to
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estimate the probability P[C = s|, Lemma 2] implies

P[C=s¢]= 1 Z Pr,d[Ca = 8] + NL Z Dr.d[Ca = ]

s QEFS\BS s acBg
1 _
=% 2 PrCa=sl+ 06
acFs\Bg

As a consequence, from Theorem [3.10] we deduce the following result.

Theorem 4.3. For s < (d/i‘tq_l) we have

PIC=s]=(1—pa)* tha+0(@™").
On the other hand, if p > 2 and s < (d+r 3) then
PC=s]=(1—pa)* 'pa+O(g"?).

4.2. Average—case complexity. Now we are ready to determine the average—case
complexity of the SVS algorithm.

Recall that, given F' € F,. 4, the SVS algorithm successively generates a sequence
a = (ai,as,...,a;-1) € Fro1, and searches for F,-rational zeros of F' in the
vertical strips {a;} x F, for 1 <14 < ¢"~', until a zero of F is found or all the vertical
strips are exhausted. As discussed in Section [l the whole procedure requires at
most Cq(F) - 7(d,r,q) arithmetic operations in F,, where 7(d,r,q) = O~ (D +
dlog, q) is the maximum number of arithmetic operations in F,; necessary to perform
a search in an arbitrary vertical strip.

The SVS algorithm has a probabilistic routine which searches for F,-rational
zeros of elements of Fi 4, which relies on 74 random choices of elements of F
for certain r4 € N. We denote by € := F¢ the set of all such random choices
and consider Q4 endowed with the uniform probability, F x F,. ¢ with the (uniform)
probability P of Section], and F x F,. 4 x g with the product probability. Therefore,
the cost of the SVS algorithm is represented by the random variable X := X, 4 :
F X Fr.a X Qq :— N>¢ which counts the number X (a, F,w) of arithmetic operations
performed on input F' € F, 4, with the choice of vertical strips defined by a and
the choice w for the parameters of the routine for univariate root finding.

We aim to determine the asymptotic behavior of the expected value of X, namely

1 7(d,r, q
FlX|i=—— X(a, F, C a, F
XV = o 2 @ Fe) < |F||frd| 2 2.0

(@,Fw) FeF, 4acF

We first study the case r > 2, for which we have the following result.

Theorem 4.4. Let r > 2 and s* := (d/2+’“71). Then the average—case complexity

r—1
of the SV algorithm is bounded in the following way:
(4.1) E[X] < 7(d,r,q) (ig" +d(1—d™)) + 0™,

where 7(d,r,q) is the cost of the search in a vertical strip.

Proof. Recall that an element of F,. g is called relatively IF;-irreducible if none of its
irreducible factors over [, is absolutely irreducible. Consider the sets

A:={F € F, 4 F is relatively F-irreducible}, B :=F, 4\ A.
We have
(4.2) Yo N Cla.F) =Y Y Cla.F)+ Y > Cla. F).
FEF, qacF FeAacF FeBacF

By [16], Corollary 6.7], it follows that |A|/|.7-'T i =0(q == ). Hence, we obtain

(r=1)(2=7) 1
(4.3) |F||]:rd| > > Cla,F) ||A| 0= )=0(").

FeAacF
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Next we study the second term in the right-hand side of (£2). We have

|F||frd| 2 2 ClaF) |frd|

FeBacF

acF:C(a,F)=s
5 e e.) =),

" FeB s=1

From the conditions of consistency of Lemma 1] it follows that

{a €F;:C(a, F) = s}
IFIIEdIZZCGF |fd|Z |B|Z F

FeBacF FeB

|]__ d| Z sPryB[C = s,

where Pry p denotes the uniform probability in F x B.
For s < s*, Theorem [43] allows us to estimate the probability of [C' = s].
Therefore, we decompose the sum above in the following way:

qr—l s* qTfl
ZSPFXB[C :S] = ZSPFXB[C = S] + (S* + 1) Z PFXB[C = S]
s=1 s=1 s=s*+1
qr—l
+ Y (s—s"—1)Peup[C =]
s=s*+2
s g !
(4.4) = 5Prup[C = 5]+ (s"+1)Pexp[C > s*+1] + > _ Prxp[C >3],

s=s*+2

First we estimate the sum Sy of the first two terms in the right-hand of (4.
Arguing as in Lemma [£2] we see that

Peyp[C = 5] = ZPB

acFs

From Theorem and Corollary B.11] we have

*
S

S1= s(pa(l —pa)* ™ +0(g™") + (5" + (1 = ua)* +0(¢7")

s=1

= pa Y s(1—pa)* ™ + (5" + 1)1 — pa)* +O(g ).

Taking into account that Y. -, nz""' =1/(1— 2)? for any |z| < 1, we obtain

x _ 1 _
51 =——ﬂd Z (1= pa)* ™+ (s* + 1)(1 = pa)® +0(g 1)=E+O<q Y,

where the last inequality follows from the identity Eszs*ﬂ 52570 = 25 (" 41—
25*)/(1 — 2)?, which holds for any |z| < 1 (see, e.g., [I7, §2.3]).
Next, we estimate the second sum Sy of the right-hand of (£4]). Observe that

pBlCq > | =pp[F € B: N1 4(F(a;, X;))=0(1<i<s—1)].
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Hence
1 T 1 |
S2§ﬁ Z |F| Z |{F€B:N17d(F(ai,XT)):()(1§Z§571)}|
s=s*+2 S (Q,H/S)EFS—IXE{71
r—1 qT—l
q 1 1
< e >
- r—1 _ _
|B| PP (s—1) S = o]
N1,4(F(ai,X,))=0 (1<i<s—1)
qrfl qTfl )
< — NP [Nig=0
- |B s:sz*+2qr_1—(s—1 }; Fooa [N1a = 0],

where Pr, [[N1g=0]:=Pr, ,{a € Fs_1 : N1a(F(a;, X)) =0, 1 <i<s—1}].
As Ny 4 = 0 follows an hypergeometric distribution, the probability Pr, ,[N1,4 = 0]
can be expressed in the following way (see, e.g., [I1, Chapter 6]):

r—1_
(" )

(12))

Pr,  [N1a=0]=
We deduce that

1\t
(4.6) 52_|B| Z Z< 17_1) -

s=s*+2 FEB

Fix F' € B. Then F has at least an absolutely irreducible factor defined over F,.
Hence, for ¢ > d*, by [6, Theorem 5.2] it follows that N.S(F) > 9%(1 — ), with
o := d?q~ /2. This implies
A;f(lf) 11 =1- . da +O(qlir)‘

Combining this inequality with (6] we conclude that

1—

SQSB Z SN -0 -adt+oE )
| | s=s*+2 FeB
— 1
= Z (1-1-a)d'+0( ™))"
s=s*+2
(-(-aa)™™ e
— Y = d(1 — d~1)* +1 —1/2 ]
Aoyt +0(g ") =d(1—-d )" T +0(qg /)
Combining ([£.2), (43) and (LH) with this inequality, we deduce (.I]). O

Since s* > d?/4, the term d(1 — d=')* ! tends to zero as d and r grow, and
therefore the right—hand side of (1)) behaves as pq~17(d, 7, q). We may paraphrase
this as saying that, on average, at most uy~' ~ 1.58... vertical strips are searched
until an F,-rational point of the input polynomial is obtained. For perspective,
we remark that the probabilistic algorithms of [I5] (for bivariate polynomials) and
[B] and [20] (for r—variate polynomials) propose d searches in order to achieve a
probability of success greater than 1/2.

Now we analyze the average—case complexity E[X] for r = 2, that is,

1 7(d,r, q
EN) = o] 2 Xla b < T 2 2 Cal)
For a real 0 < a < 1 to be determined, we consider the subsets
A={Fe€Fq: NS(F)<(1-a)NS(2,d)},
B:={Fe€Fq:NS(F)>(1—-a)NS(2,d)},
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where NS(F') is the number of vertical strips on which F' has F,-rational zeros, and
NS(2,d) is the average number of such vertical strips. We have

(4.7) Yo N Cla. )= Y Cla.F)+ > > Cla F).
FeFs qacF FeAacF FeB acF
To estimate the first term of the right-hand of ([@7), we start with an estimate
for |A]. For this purpose, according to Lemma [5.1] and Proposition below, the
mean NS(2,d) and the variance N.S3(2,d) of NS(-) have the asymptotic behavior
NS(2,d) = paq+O(1) and NS3(2,d) = ((d) "2 + pa(1 — pq))qg + O(1) respectively.
Then the Chebyshev inequality (see Corollary 53] below) implies

1 L — pd\ dim Fpa—1 dim Fy g—2

It follows that

A| 1 1 [Ld) 1
C(a,F) + + 0O .
|F||]:2 d| 2.2 Cla |f2 a ~ <(Oéud dh? ol (@)

FeAacF

(4.8)

Next we study the second sum in the right-hand side of (£7). Arguing as in the
case r > 2, for s* := d/2 + 1 we obtain

)—1 s—1 »
i 2 0@ R < oot o > Z( = ) +Ol).

FeBacF s=s*+2 FeB

Fix F € B. By definition NS(F) > (1 — a)NS(2,d) and, according to Lemma 5.1
below, we have NS(2,d) = uqq+ O(1). Hence, we obtain

B % <1—(1—a)pa+0(g ).
Therefore,
-1 -t
|B|SSZ+2F;B< ?) = (1_04)Md —I—O(q )

Combining (£7) and ([@]) with this inequality, we conclude that

1 1—pa 1 1 s*+1 1
EX] < 7(d,r, q)(ﬁ( o + (d!)gﬂg) + o + (1= (1-a)u) ) +0(gh).

Fixing o* := 1 — 1/4/s*, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.5. Let r:=2, s* :=d/2+ 1 and o* := 1 — 1/y/s*. The average-case
complezity of the SVS algorithm is bounded in the following way:

1 (1— pa 1 1 ST+ _
E[X] < T(d7T7Q)<a*2< L + (d')2M3> +— L (1 - \/s_*) > +O(q 1)5

where 7(d,r,q) is the cost of the search in a vertical strip.

As d grows, the quantity s* tends to infinity and the expression parenthesized
in E[X] tends to (2 — pg)/pa =~ 2.16 ... This is an upper bound for the number of
vertical strips that are searched on average for r = 2.

5. ON THE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION OF THE OUTPUTS

This section is devoted to the analysis of the probability distribution of the
outputs of the SVS algorithm. For this purpose, following [3] (see also [2]), we use
the concept of Shannon entropy. For F' € F; 4, denote Z(F) := {z € F : F(z) =
0} and N(F) := |Z(F)|. We define a Shannon entropy Hp associated with F' as

(5.1) Hp:= Y —Pyplog(Pyr),
xeZ(F)

where Py r is the probability that the SVS algorithm outputs « on input F' and log
denotes the natural logarithm. It is well-known that Hr < log N(F), and equality
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holds if and only if P, p = 1/N(F) for every € Z(F). We shall consider the
average entropy when F' runs through all the elements of 7, 4, namely

>

FeFra

(5:2) |m|

For an “ideal” algorithm for the search of f,—rational zeros of elements of F, 4,
from the point of view of the probability distribution of outputs, and F' € F,, d, the
probability Py!¢! that a given @ € Z(F) occurs as output is equal to 1/N(F). As
a consequence, according to the definition (5.1J), the corresponding entropy is

idea idea idea! 1OgN(F)
Ht = Y —Plilog(Pys) = ) NG log N (F').
zeZ(F) xeZ(F)
By the concavity of the function x — logx and (I1]), we conclude that

= () g

FeF, d |.7:r,d|

5.3 Hldeal .

where the last identity is due to (II). In our analysis below, we shall exhibit a
lower bound on the average entropy H which nearly matches this upper bound.

5.1. On the number of vertical strips. A critical point in the study of the
behavior of H is the analysis of the probability distribution of the random variable
NS : Fr.q = Z>o which counts the number of vertical strips with [,—rational zeros
of the elements of F, 4.

Recall that V'S(F) denotes the set of vertical strips where each F' € F, 4 has
F,—rational zeros and NS(F) is its cardinality, that is,

VS(F):={a€F': (32, €K) F(a,z,) =0}, NS(F):=|VS(F)|.

We start considering the average number of vertical strips in . 4, namely

NS(rd) = —— 3 NS(P).

| Frdl FEF, 4

According to (1)), we have NS(r,d) = q"~1P[C = 1]. Therefore, as an immediate
consequence of Theorem 2.1l and Corollary 2:2] we have the following result.

Lemma 5.1. The number NS(r,d) satisfies

¥t = 30 (D)t (1)

k=1
= g qrfl + O(qr72).

Next we determine the variance NSz (r, d) of the random variable N.S(-), that is,

! ST (NS(F)-NS(r,d)* ! S NS(F)*-NS(r,d)*.

NSa(r,d) = -
[Fral FEF 4 | Frdl FEFrq

Proposition 5.2. The variance NSx(r,d) satisfies

NSy(r,d) = @+ pa(l— pa) ¢+ O ).

(@2
Proof. Recall the notations Fy := (E/~1)?\ {(a,a) : @ € Fy 7'} and Ny := |Fy|. Fix
F ¢ F, 4. We have

U {(a1,a2) € (F;~ D2 F(ai,z) = F(az,y) = 0}|.
z,y€l
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Then the inclusion—exclusion principle implies

SIRCTIED DI ) NEIGTD DD DTS

FeF, 4 FeF, 4j=1k=1 X;CE, Vi CE,
qa q
_ J+k
= E E E S(X;, V)
j=1 k:l X;CE, V. CE, FEF, 4

where X; and V), run through all the subsets of If; of cardinality j and k, respectively,
and, for arbitrary subsets X C F, and Y C F,

S(X,Y) = |{(a1,a2) € (F ") : (Vo € X)(V& € Y) F(a1,z) = 0, F(as,y) = 0}/
For @ := (a1,a2) € (F;~')? and subsets X C F, and ) C F,, denote
Sa(X,Y) ={FeF,q: Ve X)Vre)) F(ar,z) =0,F(asz,y) =0}
It follows that

. N ZZ DRSS Y 18X, 0

FeF,a j=1k=1 X CE Vi CE ae (B —1)2

DD WYY 18X Yl = Y Nag,

ge(]Elrfl)z j=1 k=1 XJC]EI Vi CE, ge(]Elrfl)z

(]

where Ng o is defined as in (Z8). If a € F3, then the claim in the proof of Propo-
sition 2.4] asserts that

Ny o s qg—1[(qg—1\°
&2 _ (Pl =1 i .
e i (7))

On the other hand, for (a,a) € (F;~")*\Fy, by elementary calculations we see that

q

aa)2 —ZZ J+k Z Z |8(a,a)(Xj’yk)| :Z(_l)j_l Z |Sa(XJ)

XjC]Fq Vi CE, j=1 XjC]Fq
where Sa(Z) ={FeFq: (Vz € 2) F(a z) = 0} for any subset Z C F,. Thus,

1 j 1
ol 2 N Z Fal o . > St Y sy

FeF,, eRr—tj=1 X; CE,

= Ng((q”NS(r, d))’ + ;’2;12 (q P 1)2) + ¥ NS(F)

FeF,q |fr,d|

The statement of the proposition follows easily from Lemma 5.1 O

By the Chebyshev inequality we obtain a lower bound on the number of F' € F, 4
for which NS(F) differs a certain proportion from the expected value N.S(r, d).

Corollary 5.3. For 0 < a < 1, the number A(a) of F' € Fr 4 for which NS(F) <
(1 = a)NS(r,d) is bounded as

1 . 11— g
A < dim F,. g—1 dim F,. g—r+1 O dim F,. g—2
(o) < (apqdl)? T a? g g ! +0(q )
Proof. By Lemma [5.1] and Proposition 5.2], the Chebyshev inequality implies
NSQ (7“, d)
a INS(F) — NS(r,d)| > aNS(r,d)) < 208
o (NS(F) = NS(rd) = aNS(r.d) < Zt ot
Taking into account that
NSQ(T, d) 1 1 1-— Hd 11— )
a?NS(r,d)? (o pa d!)zq * a2 g ¢ +0),

the corollary readily follows. (I
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5.2. A lower bound for the entropy. In order to analyze the Shannon entropy
(52)), it is necessary to determine the probability P, r that an element  := (a,z) €
]qu occurs as output on input F' € F, 4.

Given an input polynomial F' € F, 4, and the vertical strip defined by an ele-
ment a € qu—17 the SVS algorithm proceeds to search for [,—rational zeros of the
univariate polynomial f := ged (F(a,T),T? — T). If this search is done using the
randomized algorithm of Cantor and Zassenhaus (see [7]), then all the [ *-rational
zeros of f are equiprobable (see, e.g., [14, Section 14.3]). The algorithm can be
easily modified so that all If,—rational zeros of f are equiprobable. In the sequel we
shall assume that the search of roots in I, of elements of F; 4 is performed using a
randomized algorithm for which all outputs are equiprobable.

For the analysis of the distribution of outputs, we denote as before by §24 := F/¢
the set of all possible random choices of elements of F, made by the routine for
univariate root finding. We consider ()4 to be endowed with the uniform probability,
F x F,.q with the probability measure P of Section ] and F x F, 4 x Qg4 with the
product probability P x Pqo,. Finally, we shall consider probabilities related to the
random variable Cout : F X Frg X Q4 — F) U {0} defined in the following way:
for a triple (@, F,v) € F x F, 4 x Qq, if F' has an F,-rational zero on any of the
vertical strips defined by a, and a; is the first vertical strip with this property,
then Cous(a, F,7y) = (a;,z), where x € F, is the zero of F(a;,T) computed by
the root—finding routine determined by the random choice . Otherwise, we define
Cout(a, F,y) := 0. In these terms, the probability P, p that an element x :=
(a,z) € F; occurs as output on input F' € F,. 4 may be expressed as the conditional
probability P x Pq, [Cout = J:|F], namely

PXPQd[{Cout:w}m(FX{F}XQd)]

Pm1F:PXPS?d[COUt:m|F] = PXPQd[FX{F}XQd]

Now we are ready to determine Py p. For this purpose, we denote by Ng(F) the
number of F,—rational zeros of F' in the vertical strip defined by a, i.e.,

No(F) :=|{z €F, : F(a,z) = 0}|.
We have the following result.

Lemma 5.4. Let F € F, 4 and x := (a,z) € Z(F). Then

For = NS(F)No(F)

Proof. If © occurs as output at the jth step, then the SVS algorithm must have
chosen elements ag,...,a;_1 for the first j — 1 searches such that Ng, (F') = 0 for
1 <k < j—1, and the element a for the jth search. Finally, the routine for finding
roots of F(a,T) must output =, which occurs with probability 1/Ng(F).

Recall that the element a; € IFqT*l for the jth search is randomly chosen among
the elements of B/ '\ {a1,...,a; 1} with equiprobability. Therefore, if a arises
as the choice for the jth step, then the SVS algorithm must have chosen pairwise—
distinct elements ay,...,a;_; € E/ =1\ NS(F) for the first j — 1 searches. The
probability of these choices is

P(Na,(F)=0,..., N, ,(F) =0,a; = alF) = [| (1_ NS(F) ) - 1

Pt qrfl —k r—1 7]' + 1
r—1_
_ 1 (q j_l\gS(F))
qrfl (qu*_lfl)

As there are ¢"~! — NS(F) elements b € F;~! with Np(F) = 0, the algorithm
performs at most ¢"~! — NS(F) + 1 searches. Finally, when a is chosen, the
probability to find z as the F,-rational zero of F(a,T) is equal to 1/Nq(F). It
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follows that

q"'-NS(F)+1

1
Por= Y PNay(F)=0,....No, ,(F) = 0,a; = alF) % 7

j=1

1 ¢ "' =NS(F) (q”—jNS(F))
TEE %

Jj=0 J

According to, e.g., [I7, §5.2, Problem 1],

4" '=NS(F) (qr’l—jNS(F)) r—1
= (q“;—l) NS(F)’
We conclude that
Prr= ! ¢ = ! .
’ q""ING(F) NS(F) NS(F)Ng(F)
This completes the proof of the lemma. (]

For any F' € F, 4, consider the entropy

log (NS(F) Na(F))
NS(F) Nqo(F)

(5.4) Hp= >

(a,z)€Z(F)
We aim to determine the asymptotic behavior of the average entropy

o log (NS(F) No(F))
= | Fr.dl Z Hr = |]:rd| Z Z NS(F) Na(F)

FeF,q FeF,.4(a,x)EZ(F)

Observe that
65 > Y 1= Y H{FeFa:F(az) =0} =q¢im ratr!

FeFra(a,x.)EZ(F) (a,z)€Ry

Further, the function h : (0, +00) — R, h(z) := logx/z is increasing in the interval
[e, +00) and convex in the interval [e3/2, 4-00). By Corollary 53] the probability of
the set of F' € F,. 4 having up to e3/? = 4.48 ... vertical strips is O(¢~"'). Therefore,

X 1y Y NEhm

FeFra(ax)eEZ(F) FeFra(a,x)eZ(F)

|Fr,dl > >

FeFyra(a,x)eZ(F)

Y. Y NS(F)Na(F)

FeFra(a,x)EZ(F)

2. 2 1

FeF,a(a,x)EZ(F)

(5.6) >q""h (1+0(@™).

Next we analyze the numerator

N= Y Y  NS(F)Na(F)

FeF, 4 (ax)EZ(F)

in the argument of A in the last expression.
Lemma 5.5. We have N' = 2 juq ¢?"~2+4mFra(1 4 O(g™1)).
Proof. For F € F, 4 and a € VS(F), we have

NS

U{aG]FTl F(a,z) =0}|, No(F)=|{z €F, : F(a,z) =0}|.
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As a consequence,

N=D2 > X

FeFra (a,x) (S S
F(a,z)= =0 F(a,y)=0

= > > D DY {beE T F(b,T)|z, =0}

Ufber " :Fb,2) = 0}’

z€,

F&Fra (a,x)el  yeF k=1 Z,CE,

F(a,z)= 20 F(a,y)=0 |Zk|=k
q

k—1
=2 U DD D Nawwz
k=1 acl €l yely 2z, CE,
|Zk|=k
where
— r— 1
Na7l7y72k = E |{b € F (b T |Zk = 0}‘
FeFraq

F(a,z)=F(a,y)=0

= Y |{Fe€Fua:Fla,z)=0,F(a,y) =0,F(b,T)|z, =0}/
bel; Tt

Suppose that k < d. For b # a and = # y, the equalities F(a,z) =0, F(a,y) =
0,F(b,T)|z, = 0 are linearly-independent conditions on the coefficients of F. If
b # a and x = y, then we have k 4 1 linearly—independent conditions. Finally, for
b = a, the number of linearly—independent conditions depends on the size of the
intersection {z,y} N 2. It follows that

Na,m,y,Zk — (qrfl _ 1) qdim]-'rydfkf\{z,y}\ + qdim]:Tydfmin{d+1,|{x,y}uzk\}.

Therefore, by elementary calculations we obtain

S5 % Nawwz = @ =)t (Co1 e Do)

=€l ye€E, 2, CE,
[Zk|=Fk

2¢g—1 ;
_ Qq (qr—l —1) (Z) qdlmfr’d—k(l + O(ql_T)).

Now assume that & > d. Then the condition F(b,T)|z, = 0 is equivalent to
F(b,T) = 0. Arguing as above, we deduce that

2 -1, e ~
XD Nawyz = qq (¢" 1—1)(Z)qd Fra=(d (1 4+ 0(¢"™")).

z€ly yel; 2, CE,
|21 |=Fk

Putting these equalities together and using (Z4]), we obtain

N :2q2r—2+dimfr,d2q2_;(1 )
@1(”“ @ ' k_im(”“ <Z>q“) (1+0( ™)

=92 1hq q2T_2+dimFT’d(1 + O(q—l))
This finishes the proof of the lemma. (]

Combining (5.6) with (Z.5) and Lemma [5.5] it follows that

2,U/d q27‘—2+dim]:r’d(1 + O(q—l)) 1
a7, g (1+0(q7))-

In other words, we have the following result.

H > qT_lh (
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Theorem 5.6. If H denotes the average entropy of the SVS algorithm, then
1
H > ——1log(¢" " )(1+0(¢™")).
24
Recall that, according to (5.3]), for an algorithm for which the outputs are equidis-
tributed we have the upper bound H < log(¢"~!). For large d we have
1 N 1
2uq  2(1—e1)
We may therefore paraphrase Theorem as saying that the SVS algorithm is at
least 79 per cent as good as any “ideal” algorithm.

~ 0.79.

6. SIMULATIONS ON TEST EXAMPLES

We end the paper with a description of the results on the number of searches
that were obtained by executing the SVS algorithm on random samples of elements
Fr.d, for given values of ¢, r and d. Recall that C : F x F, 4 — NU {oco} denotes
the random variable which counts the number of searches that are performed for
all possible choices of vertical strips. Theorem shows that

PIC = s] = (1 — pa)* ™" ta-
The simulations we exhibit were aimed to test whether the right—hand side of the
previous expression approximates the left—-hand side on the examples considered.
For a random sample & C F, 4 and a € F,, we use the following notations:
Pa = pralSNCa=sl, Ps:=(1—pa)" " pa-

We take N := 30 choices of a € F,, and compute the sample mean

N
- Pa,
P2y
i=1
Furthermore, we consider the corresponding relative errors:
1_7 _ﬁs
e = Ps =5l
Ps

Finally, we compare the average number NZ 4 of vertical strips searched with its
theoretical upper bound according to Theorem [£4] namely 1/pg4.

We consider only relatively moderate values of s, since for higher values the
probability pg is so small that the corresponding information becomes uninteresting.
This also explains the fact that relative errors €5 tend to grow as s grows. Finally,
we remark that, although polynomials without [,—rational zeros occur in some of
the experiments described below, the number of such polynomial is so small that
it does not affect the average behavior of our simulations.

6.1. Examples with r := 2 and ¢ := 67 and ¢ := 8. In this section we consider
random samples of bivariate polynomials with coefficients in the finite field Fs7. In
Table [l we consider a random sample S of 1000000 polynomials of Fg7[X1, X2] of
degree at most d := 30 and analyze how many vertical strips are searched on this
sample. Therefore, we have D, := (1 — p30)* 30, where pgp := 0.6321205588. . ..
Further, we have NQG,EO =1.574924 . .., to be compared with 1/u30 = 1.581977.. ..

Our second example concerns a sample 1000000 polynomials of Fs7[ X1, Xs] of
degree at most d := 5. We have ps := (1 — us5)* tus, where ps := 0.6333333.. ..
The corresponding results are summarized in Table We observe that NQG?) =
1.572816. .., to be compared with 1/us = 1.578947 .. ..

We end this section by considering polynomials with coefficients in a non—prime
field, namely Fg[ X1, X5]. In this case, ps := (1—u3)*~us, where uz := 0.666666 . . ..
In Table [3] the results for a sample of 100000 polynomials of degree at most d := 3
are exhibited. We have N?is = 1.504512. .., to be compared with 1/us = 1.5.
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TABLE 1. Random sample with ¢ = 67, r = 2 and d = 30.

Ds Ds €s
0.635031 | 0.632121 | 0.004583
0.231664 | 0.232544 | 0.003799
0.084627 | 0.085548 | 0.010889
0.030921 | 0.031471 | 0.017789
0.011279 | 0.011578 | 0.026473
0.004101 | 0.004259 | 0.038575
0.001509 | 0.001567 | 0.038166
0.000553 | 0.000576 | 0.042349
0.000199 | 0.000212 | 0.067918
10 | 0.000076 | 0.000078 | 0.030513
11 | 0.000025 | 0.000029 | 0.161872
12 | 0.000010 | 0.000011 | 0.038441
13 | 0.000038 | 0.000003 | 0.022074
14 | 0.000011 | 0.000001 | 0.339501
15 | 0.000001 | 0.000001 | 0.051253

O[O = W[N] —®»

NeJ

TABLE 2. Random sample with ¢ =67, r = 2 and d = 5.

Ds Ds €s
0.635885 | 0.633333 | 0.004012
0.231459 | 0.232222 | 0.003298
0.084318 | 0.085148 | 0.009844
0.030727 | 0.031221 | 0.016085
0.011188 | 0.011448 | 0.023224
0.004091 | 0.004197 | 0.025996
0.001481 | 0.001539 | 0.039029
0.000543 | 0.000564 | 0.040109
0.000195 | 0.000207 | 0.056976
10 | 0.000069 | 0.000076 | 0.085938
11 | 0.000029 | 0.000028 | 0.030685
12 | 0.000009 | 0.000010 | 0.129198
13 | 0.000003 | 0.000003 | 0.133380
14 | 0.000002 | 0.000001 | 0.085740
15 | 0.000001 | 0.000001 | 0.057169

O[T = | WD ®»

NeJ

TABLE 3. Random sample with ¢ =8, r = 3 and d = 3.

Ds Ds €s
0.663161 | 0.666666 | 0.005259
0.222801 | 0.222222 | 0.002605
0.075617 | 0.074074 | 0.014151
0.025319 | 0.024691 | 0.020831
0.008725 | 0.008230 | 0.060146
0.002859 | 0.002743 | 0.042289

O (W N~ ®

6.2. Examples with r := 3 and ¢ := 11 and ¢ := 67. Finally, we consider
two samples of 1000000 polynomials of F,[X1, X2, X3]. The first sample contains
polynomials of degree at most d := 5 with coefficients in [F11, while the second one
contains polynomials of degree at most d := 5 with coefficients in Fg7;. Results are
exhibited in Tables ] and Bl respectively. The average numbers of searched vertical
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strips are Nt = 1.539646 ... and N§% = 1.572975. .., both to be compared with
1/ps = 1.578947 . ...

TABLE 4. Random sample with ¢ =11, » =3 and d = 5.

Ds Ds €s
0.649494 | 0.633333 | 0.024881
0.227637 | 0.232222 | 0.020145
0.079769 | 0.085148 | 0.067430
0.027999 | 0.031221 | 0.115075
0.009822 | 0.011448 | 0.165519
0.003419 | 0.004198 | 0.227683
0.001213 | 0.001539 | 0.269344
0.000421 | 0.000564 | 0.340555
0.000149 | 0.000207 | 0.382851
0.000050 | 0.000076 | 0.504379
0.000017 | 0.000028 | 0.662509
0.000002 | 0.000010 | 0.500062
0.000002 | 0.000004 | 0.726225
0.000001 | 0.000001 | 0.523767
0.000000 | 0.000001 | 2.017058

OO T = W N ®»
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TABLE 5. Random sample with ¢ =67, r = 3 and d = 5.

Ds Ds €s
0.635802 | 0.633333 | 0.003883
0.231571 | 0.232222 | 0.002810
0.084285 | 0.085148 | 0.010237
0.030732 | 0.031221 | 0.015898
0.011192 | 0.011447 | 0.022809
0.004081 | 0.004197 | 0.028645
0.001482 | 0.001539 | 0.038865
0.000541 | 0.000564 | 0.042865
0.000199 | 0.000207 | 0.039628
0.000071 | 0.000076 | 0.062618
0.000027 | 0.000028 | 0.017780
0.000010 | 0.000010 | 0.003320
0.000003 | 0.000004 | 0.078891
0.000001 | 0.000001 | 0.111938
0.000000 | 0.000001 | 0.257107

== =] ===
o e et e o = RS- o] RN T R RS BN G ] e S

Summarizing, the results of Tables [HA show that the behavior predicted by the
asymptotic estimates of Theorems [£.3] and 4.4 is also appreciated in the numerical
experiments we perform. Nevertheless, as the cost of the SVS algorithm grows
exponentially with the number r of variables under consideration, our experiments
only considered the cases 7 = 2 and r = 3.
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