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Abstract

We address an arithmetic problem in the ring Fy[x] related to the fixed
points of the sum of divisors function. We study some binary polynomials
A such that o(A)/A is still a binary polynomial. Technically, we prove that
the only (unitary) perfect polynomials over Fq that are products of =, x + 1
and of Mersenne primes are precisely the nine (resp. nine “classes”) known
ones. This follows from a new result about the factorization of M?2h+1 41,
for a Mersenne prime M and for a positive integer h.

1 Introduction

Let A € Fa[z] be a nonzero polynomial. We say that A is even if it has
a linear factor and that it is odd otherwise. We define a Mersenne prime
(polynomial) over Fy as an irreducible polynomial of the form 1-+2z%(z+1)?,
for some positive integers a,b. The name come as an analogue of the integral
Mersenne primes, taking z%(z + 1)b as an analogue of the prime power 2070,
As over the integers, we say that a divisor d of A is unitary if ged(d, A/d) = 1.
Let w(A) denote the number of distinct irreducible (or prime) factors of A
over Fy and let o(A) (resp. 0*(A)) denote the sum of all (unitary) divisors
of A (including 1 and A). Both ¢ and ¢* are multiplicative functions. If
o(A) = A (resp. o*(A) = A), then we say that A is (unitary) perfect.
Finally, we say that a (unitary) perfect polynomial is indecomposable if it is
not a product of two coprime nonconstant (unitary) perfect polynomials.

We can also consider a perfect polynomial (A € Fo[z] such that A divides
0(A)) as an analogue of a multiperfect number (a positive integer which
divides the sum of all its divisor). It might have some interest to observe
that most known multiperfect numbers (see OEIS sequence A007691) appear
to be divisible by a Fermat prime or by a Mersenne prime.

The notion of (unitary) perfect polynomials is introduced in [5] by E.
F. Canaday in 1941 and extended by J. T. B. Beard Jr. et al. in several
directions ([1], [2], [4]). Later research in the subject by Gallardo and Ra-
havandrainy ([6], [7]) allows us to be able to better describe the properties
of such polynomials.

The known perfect polynomials are the following:
- the so-called “trivial” ones, of the form (22 + z)2"~!
integer n,
- nine others which are already characterized ([8], Theorem 1.1),
- and the last two which are divisible by a non-Mersenne prime.

, for some positive



Any unitary perfect polynomial is even (Lemma [2.T2]). The known ones,
which are only divisible by Mersenne primes (as odd factors), belong to nine
equivalence classes (see Lemma [2.14]). There are several (perhaps, infinitely
many) of such classes (see [2] and [12]).

The paper consist of two major results stated in Theorem [I.1] and The-
orem Theorem [Tl significantly improves on the results of [8, Theorems
1.1 and 1.3}, because (in our main result in this paper) there are no more
conditions asked on the powers of the M;. The proof of Theorem [L.1lis ob-
tained from new results given in Theorem [I.2] which in turn, extends recent
results in [10, Theorem 1.4].

It is convenient to fix some notations.

Notations

e The set of integers (resp. of nonnegative integers, of positive integers) is
denoted by Z (resp. N, N*¥).

e For ST € Fylz] and for m € N*, §™ | T (resp. S™||T') means that S
divides T (resp. S™ | T but S™*! § T'). We also denote by S the polynomial
defined as S(x) = S(z + 1) and by val,(S) (resp. val,+1(S)) the valuation
of S, at = (resp. at z + 1).

e We put

Mj=1+z(z+1),j€{1,2,3},

T1 = xz(az + 1)M1,T2 = Tl,

Ty = x'(x+ 1) M3, Ty = T3, Ts = a*(x + 1)* MMz = T5,

To = 2%(x + 1)° Mo My, T7 = T,

Ts = $4($ + 1)6M2EM3 and Tg = Tg,

Bl = 1’3($ + 1)3M12, Bg = x3(a: + 1)2M1, Bg = 1’5($ + 1)4M3,

B4 = 1’7($ + 1)4M2ﬁ2, B5 = 1’5(1' + 1)6M12M3, Bﬁ = 1’5(1' + 1)5M3ﬁ3,

By =27(z 4+ 1)TM2Ms", Bs =27 (zx + 1) M2M,3;, By = o7 (x + 1) MyD; M,
M= {Ml,MQ,MQ,Mg,M3}, P = {Tl, ce ,Tg} and Pu = {Bl, e ,Bg}.

e Finally, we denote by A, the set of primes p such that p is a Mersenne
prime or the order of 2 in F,, \ {0}, ord,(2), is divisible by 8. In particular,
A contains all Fermat primes greater than 5.

Throughout this paper, we always suppose that any (unitary) perfect
polynomial is indecomposable. We have often used Maple software for



computations. Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let A = z%(x +1)° H Pihi € Fa[z] be such that each P; is a
el

Mersenne prime and a,b,h; € N*. Then A is perfect (resp. unitary perfect)

if and only if A € P (resp. A= B*" for somen € N and B € P,).

Theorem 1.2. Let h € N* and let M € Fo[x] be a Mersenne prime. Then
in the following cases, o(M?") is divisible by a non-Mersenne prime:

(i) (M € {My, M3, M3}) or (M € {Ms, M3} and h > 2).

(ii)) M & M and 2h + 1 is divisible by a prime number p € A\ {7}.

2 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Sufficiencies are obtained by direct computations. For the necessities, we
shall apply Lemmas 2.4] and [2.15] Propositions and 2161 We fix:

A=a2%z+1)° HPZ“ = A1 As, where a,b, h; € N, P; is a Mersenne prime,

el
Ar=a@+1)" J[ Bl and 4= ] P".
P,eM PjgM

Lemma 2.1. If A is perfect (resp. unitary perfect), then o(x®), o((z +1)?)
and o(PM), for any i € I (resp. o*(x%), o*((x + 1)b), o*(P)) are only
divisible by x, x + 1 or by Mersenne primes.

Proof. Since o and o* are multiplicative, o(A) = o(z*)o((z + 1)° H o
iel
(resp. 0*(A) = o* (20" ((x + 1) HO’ P")). Any divisor of o(z%), o ((2+
el
1)?) and o(P;") (resp. of o*(2%), o*((x + 1)b), o*(P;h)) divides o(A) = A
(resp. 0*(A) = A). O

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2 in [4]). A polynomial S is (unitary) perfect if and
only if for any irreducible polynomial P and for any mq,ms € N*, we have
(P™ S, P™2||o(S)) = m1 = mgy (resp. (P™|S, P™2||c*(S)) = m1 = my).
Examples 2.3 (useful for Propositions [2.9] and 2.T6]).

(i) The polynomial S = z*3(x+ 1)2Mf’M22ﬁ2 2M3ﬁ3 s not perfect because
13|81 and 27||o(Sy).

(ii) The polynomial Sy = x'4(x + 1)" M 2Mo> Mo SMgﬁg is not unitary
perfect since £1%||Sy and x'°||0*(Ss).



2.1 Case of perfect polynomials

Lemma 2.4 (Theorem 1.1 in [8]). If h; = 2" —1 for anyi € I, then A € P.
We get from Theorem 8 in [5] and from Theorem [[2]

Lemma 2.5. (i) If h € N* and if o(x*") is only divisible by Mersenne
primes, then 2h € {2,4,6} and all its divisors lie in M. More precisely,
o(x?) = My = o((z + 1)?), o(z?) = Mz, o((x +1)*) = M3 and o(2%) =
MoMs = o((x + 1)°).

(ii) Let M € M and h € N* be such that o(M?") is only divisible by
Mersenne primes, then 2h = 2, M € {My, My} and o(M?) € {M; M3, My M3}.

We dress from Lemma [2.5], the following tables of all the forms of a, b,
P; and h; which satisfy Lemma 2.1], if P; € M and if h; # 2™ — 1.

a g(g;a) b U((w + 1)b)
3-20 — 1| (z+ 1) M > 3.9m _ 1 | g2 102"
5.2 — 1| (z+1)2" 1M 5.om 1| 22" 100 2"
72— 1| (e + D)LY DL | 7o 1 | 222 3L Y
P | h; o(P)

o,

My | 3-2™ — 1| (1+ My)*" "'M " My

My [3-2% — 1| (1+ Mp)?" " =12 M32™

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that Ay isgrfect. Then, neither My nor My di-
vides J(P,-hi) if P, € M. Moreover, My divides A1 whenever My divides Ay
and their exponents (in Ay) are equal.

Proof. The first statement follows from Lemma [2.5}-(ii). Now, if M, divides

Ay = o(A;), then M, divides o(z?) o((x + 1)) H O'(Pihi). Hence, Mo
P,eM

divides o(2%)o((x 4+ 1)?). The above tables show that a or b is of the form

7.2" — 1, where n € N. So, M, divides 0(A;) = A;j. It suffices to consider

two cases. If a =7-2" —1 and b= 7-2™ — 1, then M>%||A; and My ZHAl,



with ¢ =2"+2" Ifa=7-2"—-1and (b=3-2"—-1lorb=5-2"—1),
then My*| A andﬁggHAl, with ¢ = 2™, O

Lemma 2.7.
If P is a Mersenne prime divisor of o(Ay), then P, P € {My, My, M3}.

Proof. One has: 0(A;) = o(z%)o((x +1)°) H O'(f)ihi). If P divides o(z*)o((z+
PeM

1)), then P € M by Lemma[ZBL(i). If P divides o(P/") with P; € M, then

P, € {My, My}, (h; = 2 or h; is of the form 3-2" —1) and P, P € { My, M3}

(see the above tables). O

Lemma 2.8. If A is perfect, then A = A;.

Proof. We claim that Ay = 1. Let P; € M and Q; € M. Then, P; divides

neither o(z%), o((x + 1)) nor U(Q?i). Thus gcd(Pth,a(Al)) =1.

Observe that P;Lj divides o(A2) because P]h’ divides A = 0(A) = 0(A1)o(Az).
Hence, Ay divides 0(Az). So, Aj is perfect and it is equal to 1, A being in-

decomposable. O

Proposition 2.9. If A, is perfect, then hj = 2" — 1 for any P; € M.

Proof. We refer to Tables at the beginning of this section.

(i) Suppose that P; & {Ma, My}. If h; is even, then U(P;Lj) is divisible by
a non-Mersenne prime. It contradicts Lemma XTIl If hj = 2™ u; — 1 with
uj > 3 odd, then O'(Pjhj) =(1+P)?" (1 + P+ + Pfj_l)2nj. Since
1+Pj+---+ P]yj_1 = o(P;*71) is divisible by a non-Mersenne prime, we
also get a contradiction to Lemma 211

(ii) If P; € {My, M} and (hj is even or it is of the form 2% u;—1, with u; > 3
odd and n; > 1), then Corollary Z.6limplies that there exists £ € N* such that
My!|| Ay and 7B || A;. Recall that o(Ms?) = My and o(35 °) = My Ms.
We proceed as in the proof of Corollary It suffices to distinguish four
cases which give contradictions.

eCasel: a=7-2"—-1land b=7-2" -1

One has £ = 2" + 2™ and neither M; nor M3 divides o(2%) o((x + 1)°).

If hj is even, then h; = 2 = £. So, n = m = 0, M;?||lo(A;) = A;. Tt
contradicts the part (i) of our proof.

If hj = 2™ u; — 1 with u; > 3 odd and n; > 1, then u; = 3 and My 227 || Ay
eCase2: a=7-2"—-1land b=5-2" -1

One has £ = 2" and M; { o(2%)o((z +1)?). If h; is even, then 2" = £ = h; =



2. So, n =1 and M;?||A;. If hj = 2"%u; — 1, with u; > 3 odd and n; > 1,
then u; = 3 and 2" = ¢ = h; = 3-2™ — 1. It is impossible.

eCase3: a="7-2"—-1,b=3-2" -1 and hj is even

As above, 2" = £ = h; = 2, M;*" divides o((x + 1)*) and M;?" %" divides
o(A1) = Ay So, n = 1 and M;2"*+2||A;. Thus, the part (i) implies that
m = 0. Hence, A; = S = 23 (x + 1)2Mf’M22ﬁ2 2M3ﬁ3 which is not
perfect (see Examples [23)]).

eCased: a=7-2"~-1,b=3-2"—1, hj =2%u; — 1, u; >3 odd, n; > 1
One has uj =3 and 2" =/ = h; = 3-2" — 1. It is impossible. O

Lemma 2.8 Proposition 2.9 and Lemma 2.4 imply

Corollary 2.10. If A is perfect, then A= Ay € P.

2.2 Case of unitary perfect (u.p) polynomials

Similar arguments give Proposition 2.16] which finishes our proof.

Lemma 2.11. Let S € Fa[x] be an irreducible polynomial. Then, for any
n,u € N with u odd, o*(S?"%) = (1+ 5)?" (o(S*~1))2".

We may dress the following tables, from Lemmas 2.1] and 2.111

a o*(z*) b o*((z +1)")
3.2 | (z+1)2" M2 3-2m | 22" My

5-20 | (x4 1)2" My?" 5.9m | 22" M5 °

7. | @+ )M LT | | 7oom |22 M B

My | 327 | (14 M) My 5

M3 | 327 | (1+ T5)7 M2 M2

Lemma 2.12. Let C € Fyz] \ {1} be u.p. Then C is even, C and C?" are
also u.p, for any r € N.



Proof. If D is a divisor of C, then D divides C and D?" divides C?". Thus,
0*(C) = 0*(C) = C and o*(C?") = (¢*(C))* =C?.

It remains to prove that C' is even. Consider an irreducible divisor P of C
and k € N* such that P¥||C. The polynomial 1 + P is even and divides
1+ P* = o*(P*). So, 1+ P divides 0*(C) = C. O

Definition 2.13. We denote by ~ the relation on Folx] defined as: S ~ T
if there exists £ € 7 such that S = T,

Lemma 2.14. ([3], Section 2)
The relation ~ is an equivalence relation on Folz]. FEach equivalence class

contains a unique polynomial B which is not a square, with val,(B) <
valy41(B).

Lemma 2.15 (Theorem 1.3 in [§]). If h; = 2™ for any i € I, then A (or
A) is of the form B*", where B € P,.

Proposition 2.16. (i) If A is u.p, then A = A;.
(it) If Ay is u.p, then h; = 2" for any P; € M.
(iii) If A is u.p, then A or A is of the form B%", where B € P,,.

Proof. The proof of (i) is analogous to that of Lemma [2Z8 The statement
(iii) follows from (i), (ii) and Lemma [ZT5l We only sketch the proof of (ii).
Set h; = 2" u,;, where u; is odd and n; > 0.

- Suppose that P; & {Ma, My}. If u; > 3, then a(P;.‘j_l) and thus J*(P]hj)
are divisible by a non-Mersenne prime. It contradicts Lemma 2.1

-1f Pj € {My, M} and if u; > 3, then u; = 3 and (a or bis of the form 7-2").
Recall that o*(My3) = (1 + My) My Mz and o*(M; 3) = (14 My)M; Ms. We
consider two cases. The first gives non unitary perfect polynomials whereas
the second leads to a contradiction.

eCasel: a=7-2"and b=7-2", with n,m >0

One has My’||A; and M, Z||A1, with ¢ = 2™ + 2™, Neither M7 nor Mj
divides o(z?) o((x + 1)?).

Thus, 3-2% = h; = ¢ =2"+2". So, (n = m+ 1 and n; = m) or
(m = n+1 and n; = n). Therefore, (M;?)?"”, M2 and Ms 7Y divide
0*(M2hj)a*(ﬁ2 hj) and they divide 0*(4;) = A;. Thus, 4] = S»%" or
A =5, 2" Where Sy = x4 (z + 1)" M2 M3 Moy 3M3ﬁ3. In both cases, A;
is not unitary perfect because Sy is not u.p (Examples 2.3)).

eCase2: a=7-2"and (b=5-2"or b=3-2"), withn,m >0

One has ¢ = 2". So, we get the contradiction: 3-2"% = h; = { = 2", O



3 Proof of Theorem

We mainly prove Theorem by contradiction (to Corollary B.5]). Lemma
B.1] states that o(M?") is square-free, for any h € N*.

We set M = z%(z + 1)+ 1, Uy, = o(o(M?")) and

o(M?*") =[] Pj» Py =1+ 2% (2 +1)" irreducible, P # P; if i #j. (1)
jeJ

By Lemma [3.3] if there exists a prime divisor p of 2h+ 1 such that o(MP~1)
is divisible by a non-Mersenne prime, then o(M?") is also divisible by a

non-Mersenne. Therefore, it suffices to consider that 2h + 1 = p is a prime
number, except for p = 3 with M € {Ma, M} (see Section [B.3)).

3.1 Useful facts

For S € Fy[x]\ {0,1}, of degree s, we denote by oy(S) the coefficient of 25~
in S, 0<!<s. One has: ap(5) = 1.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8 in [10]).
The polynomial o(M?") is square-free and M # M.

Lemma 3.2 (Theorem 1.4 in [I0]). Let h € N* be such that p = 2h + 1
is prime and let M be a Mersenne prime such that M ¢ {Ms, M3} and
w(o(M?)) = 2. Then, o(M?") is divisible by a non-Mersenne prime.

The lemma below generalizes Lemma 4.10 in [I0] (with an analogous
proof).

Lemma 3.3. Ifk is a divisor (prime or not) of 2h+1, then o(M*~1) divides
a(M?h).

We sometimes apply Lemmas [3.4] and without explicit mentions.

Lemma 3.4. Let S € Fy[z] be such that s = deg(S) > 1 and l,t,r,r1,... 1} €
N be such that ry > --- >rp, t < k,ry — 1 <1 <r <s. Then

(Z) al[(le +ot ka)S] = al(S) + al—(rl—rz)(s) +ot al—(rl—n)(s)'

(ii) cy(o(9)) = ay(S) if any divisor of S has degree at least r + 1.

Proof. The equality in (i) (resp. in (ii)) follows from the definition of o
(resp. from the fact: o(S) =S + T, where deg(T') < deg(S) —r—1). O



Corollary 3.5. (i) The integers u = Z aj and v = Z bj are both even.
jed jed

(ii) The polynomial Uy splits (over Fo) and it is a square.

(iii) The polynomial o(M?") is reducible.

Proof. (i) See [10, Corollary 4.9]. For (ii), Assumption () implies that

Uap, = o(a(M?)) = U(H P;) = H 2% (x4 1)% = 2%(z 4 1), where u and
jeJ jeJ

v are both even.

(iii) If o(M?") = Q is irreducible, then Us;, = 1 + Q is not a square. O

Lemma 3.6. One has a;(c(M?*")) = ay(M*") if | < a+b—1 and a(c(M*")) =
ay(M?h 4 M?h=1) ifa+b <1< 2(a+b) — 1.

Proof. Since o(M?") = M?" + M?'=1 + T with deg(T) < (a+b)(2h —2) =
2h(a +b) — 2(a + b), Lemma B.ZH(ii) implies that o;(o(M?")) = ay(M?") if
| <a+b—1and oy(c(M*)) = (M +M*~1Yifa+b <1 < 2(a+b)—1. O

Lemma 3.7. Denote by No(m) the number of irreducible polynomials over
Fo, of degree m > 1. Th/gn

m m
(i) Nofmy > 222D,
(i1) o(m) < Na(m) if m > 4, where ¢ is the Euler totient function,
(iii) For each m > 4, there exists an irreducible polynomial of degree m,
which is not a Mersenne prime.

Proof. (i) See Exercise 3.27, p. 142 in [11].

(ii) If m € {4,5}, then direct computations give p(4) = 2, Ny(4) = 3 and
o(5) =4, Ny(5) = 6.

Now, suppose that m > 6. Consider the function f(z) = 2% —2(2%/2—1)—2?,
for x > 6. The derivative of f is a positive function. So, f(x) > f(6) > 0

x _ x/2 _ L m/2 _
g B2 ) om _9(2 D < Ny

x m
(iii) We remark that if 1+2¢(x+1)? is a Mersenne prime, then ged(c,d) = 1.
So, ged(c, ¢ + d) = 1. Therefore, the set M,,, of Mersenne primes of degree
m is a subset of {z(z + 1) ¢+ 1:1<c¢<m, ged(c,m)=1}. Thus,

. Thus, p(m) <m <

#H#Mpy, <#{c:1<c<m, ged(c,m) =1} = p(m).

Hence, there exist at least No(m) — p(m) irreducible non-Mersenne polyno-
mials, with No(m) — p(m) > 1, by (ii). O

Lemma 3.8. For any j € J, ord,(2) divides aj + b; = deg(P;).

10



Proof. Set d = ged(a; + b;). By Lemma 4.13 in [10], p divides 2¢ — 1. Thus,
e

ordy(2) divides d. O

Lemma 3.9. ([1I], Chap. 2 and 3)

Let g =2" — 1 be a Mersenne prime number. Then, any irreducible polyno-

mial P of degree v is primitive. In particular, each root B of P is a primitive

element of the field Far, so that 3 is of order q in For \ {0}.

Lemma 3.10. Let P, = 1+ 2% (x + 1)% be a prime divisor of o(MP™1),
where 2% — 1 = p; is a prime number. Then, p; = p and o(MP™1) is
divisible by any irreducible polynomial of degree a; + b;. Furthermore, at
least one of those divisors is not a Mersenne prime if a; + b; > 4.

Proof. The polynomial P; is primitive. If « is a root of P;, then (MP +
1)(ar) =0 and M () = " for some 1 <r < p;—1. Thus, 1 = M(a)? = a'?,
with ord(a) = p;. So, p; divides rp and p; = p.

Any irreducible polynomial S of degree a; + b; is primitive. Let 5 be a root
of S. One has ord(f) = p; =p, S(B) =0 and M () = 3°, for some 1 < s <
p; — 1. Thus, M(B)P = P* = 1 and S divides MP 41 = z%(z + 1)?c(MP~1).
The third statement follows from Lemma B.7H(iii). O

Corollary 3.11. For any i € J, a; + b; < 3 or 2%t% — 1 is not prime.

Lemma 3.12. Let P,Q € Fy[z] be such that deg(P) = r, 2" — 1 is prime,
PtQQ+1) but P| QP+ 1. Then 2" —1 =p.

Proof. The polynomial P is primitive. If 3 is a root of P, then ord(f) =
2" — 1. Moreover, Q(8) ¢ {0,1} because P { Q(Q + 1). Thus, Q(B) = B¢
for some 1 <t < 2" — 2. Hence, 1 = Q(B)? = . So, 2" — 1 divides tp and
o _1=p. 0

Corollary 3.13. Let r € N* be such that 2" — 1 is a prime distinct from p.
Then, no irreducible polynomial of degree r divides o(MP™1).

Proof. If P is a prime divisor of o(MP~!) with deg(P) = r, then P divides
MP+1 and by taking Q = M in the above lemma, we get a contradiction. [

In the following lemma and two corollaries, we suppose that p is a
Mersenne prime of the form 2™ — 1 (with m prime).

Lemma 3.14. Let P,Q € Fy[z] be such that P is irreducible of degree m
and P1Q(Q +1). Then, P divides QP + 1.

11



Proof. The polynomial P is primitive. If 5 is a root of P, then ord(f) =
2m —1=p, Q(B) & {0,1} because P Q(Q +1). Thus, Q(8) = ¢ for some
1 <t<p-—1. Hence, Q(B8)? = B = 1. So, P divides QP + 1. O

Corollary 3.15. Any irreducible polynomial P # M (Mersenne or not), of
degree m, divides o(MP~1).

Proof. We may apply Lemma [B.14] with Q = M because P does not divide
2 (x4+1)°M = M(M+1) = Q(Q+1). So, P is odd and it divides M? 41 =
(M +1) o(MP™Y) = 2%(x + 1)° o(MP1). O

Corollary 3.16. The polynomial My (resp. Ms, My) divides o(MP~') if
and only if (M # My and p = 3) (resp. M # My and p =7, M # My and
p=T).

Proof. Apply Corollary with m € {2,3}. O

In order to carry on the proof (of Theorem [[2]), we distinguish three
cases.

3.2 Case I: M € {M,, M3, Ms}

Lemma B implies that M # M;. It suffices to suppose that M = M3. We
refer to Section 5.2 in [9]. Put D = My MyM,. By [9, Lemma 5.4], we have
to consider four situations:

(i) ged(o(M2"), D) = 1,

(ii) o(M?") = My B, with ged(B, D) =1,

(iii) o(M?") = My My B, with ged(B, D) =

(iv) o(M?") = DB, with ged(B, D) = 1, where any irreducible divisor of B
has degree exceeding 5.

The following lemma contradicts the fact that Uy, is a square.

Lemma 3.17. One has az(Usp) =1 or as(Usp) = 1.

Proof. For (i), (iii) and (iv), use Lemmas 5.9, 5.10, 5.15, 5.17 (in [9]).
(ii) Since o(M?") = (22 + 2+ 1)B and Uy, = (2% + x)o(B), we obtain (by
Lemmas [3.4] and 3.6):

0=y (M?*") = a1(c(M?*")) = ay(B) + 1,

a3(Uzn) = a3(0(B)) + az(0(B)) = a3(B) + az(B),

0 = az(M?") = az(a(M?")) = a3(B) + as(B) + a1(B).

Thus, a3(Uszp) = a3(B) + aa(B) = aq(B) = 1. O
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3.3 Case II: M € {M,, My} and h > 2
It suffices to consider that M = My = 1 + x + 3.

Lemma 3.18. (i) If h > 4, then M, (resp. M) divides o(M**) if and only
if 3 divides 2h + 1 (resp. 7 divides 2h + 1).

(i) If h > 4 and if 2h + 1 is divisible by a prime p & {3,7}, then any
irreducible divisor of o(M?") is of degree at least 4.

Proof. The assertion (ii) follows from (i) which in turn, follows from Corol-
laries B.13] and O

We consider three possibilities since o(MP~1) = o(My?) = M; M3 (prod-
uct of two Mersenne primes), if p = 3.
3.3.1 1II-1: 2h + 1 is (divisible by) a prime p € {5,7}
Lemma 3.19. For p € {5,7}, some non-Mersenne prime divides o(MP™1).

Proof. Here, h € {2,3}. By direct computations, Uy = x3(x+1)5(23 +2+1)
and Us = 28%(x + 1)*(2® + x + 1)? which do not split (despite that Us is a
square). O

3.3.2 1II-2: 2h+1 = 3%, for some w > 2

In this case, 9 divides 2h + 1 and o(M?®) divides o(M?") (by Lemma [3.3)).
But, o(M®) = (2> + 2+ 1)(z* + 23+ D)(@b + 2+ 1) (22 + 28 +27 + 24 + 1),
where 28 + 2 + 1 = 1+ z(z + 1) M3 is not a Mersenne prime.

3.3.3 1II-3: 2h + 1 is (divisible by) a prime p & {3,5,7}
We may write p = 2h + 1 with h > 4.

Lemma 3.20. (i) If 1 € {1,2,3}, then ay(Us) = ay(c(M?")).
(ii) If 1 € {1,2}, then ay(o(M?h)) = ay(M?").
(iii) The coefficients az(a(M?")) and as(M?** + M?**=1) are equal.

Proof. (i) It follows from Lemma [3.T8]

For | < 2, 6h — 1 = deg(a(M?")) —1 = deg((M?*") —1 > 3(2h — 1) =
deg(M?'=1) and for 3 <1 < 5, 6h — 1 > 3(2h — 2) = deg(M?"2). Hence,
we get (ii) and (iii). O

Corollary 3.21. The coefficient ag(Usp) equals 1.
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Proof. The previous lemma implies that az(Us,) = az(M?P + M?h—1) =
as[(z3 + 2) M1 = ag (M) + a (M2,

But, M2t = (23 + 2+ 1)%h1 = (23 + 2)? 1 - (23 4 )22 -

The coefficient of #6"=6 (resp. of 2%=4) in M?'~! is exactly az(M?'~1)
(resp. a1 (M?P1)). So, az(M?~1) =1 and oy (M?*'1) = 0. O
3.4 CaseIll: M ¢ M

Here, we have two possibilities.

3.4.1 III-1: the prime p is such that ord,(2) =0 mod 8
Lemmas B.22] and B8] imply Corollary B.23]
Lemma 3.22. There exists no Mersenne prime of degree multiple of 8.

Proof. If Q = 1+ z (x + 1) with ¢; + ¢ = 8k, then w(Q) is even by [10]
Corollary 3.3]. So, @ is reducible. O

Corollary 3.23. If ord,(2) =0 mod 8, then o(M?") is divisible by a non-
Mersenne prime.

Proof. Suppose that o(M?") = H P;, where each P; is a Mersenne prime.

jeJ
Then, Lemma B8 implies that ord,(2) divides deg(P;), for any j € J. So, 8
divides deg(P;). It contradicts Lemma [3.22 O

3.4.2 1III-2: p is a Mersenne prime number with p # 7

Set p = 2™ — 1, with m and p are both prime. Note that there are (at
present) 51 known Mersenne prime numbers (OEIS Sequences A000043 and
A000668). The first five of them are: 3,7,31,127 and 8191.

Lemma 3.24. If p > 31 is a Mersenne prime number, then o(MP~1) is
divisible by a non-Mersenne prime.

Proof. Here, a + b = deg(M) > 5 since M ¢ M. We get our result from
Corollary and Lemma [B.7H(iii). O

It remains then the case p = 3 (since p # 7, in this section). Lemma
has already treated the case where w(o(M?)) = 2. So, we suppose that
w(o(M?)) > 3. Put o(M?) = My -+ M,, r >3 and Uy = o(a(M?)).

We shall prove that a3(Usz) = 1 (Corollary B.29)), a contradiction to the fact
that Us is a square. Corollary gives
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Lemma 3.25. (i) The trinomial 1 + x + 2* divides o(M?).
(ii) No irreducible polynomial of degree r > 3 such that 2" — 1 is prime,
divides o(M?).

Corollary 3.26. The polynomial o(M?) is of the form (1+ x4 x?)B, where
ged(1 4+ 2+ 22, B) = 1 and any prime divisor of B has degree at least 4.

Lemma 3.27. If 0(M?) = (1 + 2 + 2%)B with ged(1 + x + 22, B) = 1, then
(i) on(o(M?)

) =
(ii) as(o (Mz)):
(iii) as(o(M?)) =

a1(B) + 1, ax(c(M?)) = as(B) + a1 (B) + 1,
a3(B) + az(B) + a1(B),
0.

Proof. We directly get (i) and (ii). For (iii), o(M?) = 1+ M + M? =
22 (2 +1)% +2%(2 +1)° + 1. Moreover, 2a+2b—3 > a+b because a+b > 4
and 22%(z + 1)? is a square. So, az(a(M?)) = az(z?*(x + 1)?*) = 0. O

Lemma 3.28. Some coefficients of Uy and B satisfy:
al(Ug) = al(B) + 1, OéQ(UQ) = ag(B) + al(B), ag(Ug) = Ozg(B) + ag(B).

Proof. Corollary implies that Uy = o(a(M?)) = o((1 + = + 2*)B) =
o(1+z+2%)0(B) = (2?2 4+ z)o(B). Any irreducible divisor of B has degree
more than 3. Hence, oy(0(B)) = oq(B), for 1 <1< 3.
Oél(UQ) = al( (B)) +1= al(B) + 1,
One gets a2(U2) = as(0(B)) + ai(o(B)) = aa(B) + a1(B), O
az(Uz) = az(0(B)) + a2(0(B)) = a3(B) + az(B).

Corollary 3.29. The coefficient a3(Us) equals 1.

Proof. The polynomial Us is a square, so 0 = a1(Us) = ozl(B) + 1 and
thus a1(B) = 1. Lemma B.27(iii) implies that 0 = ag(c(M?)) = a3(B) +
az(B) + a1 (B). Therefore, asz(Usz) = ag(B) + az(B) = a1(B) = 1. O

Remark 3.30. Our method fails for p = 7. Indeed, for many M, one has
a3(Us) = a5(Us) = 0. So, we do not reach a contradiction. We should find a
large enough odd integer [ such that, a;(Us) = 0. But, this does not appear
always possible.
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