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Abstract

Hayes equivalence is defined on monic polynomials over a finite field F, in terms of the
prescribed leading coefficients and the residue classes modulo a given monic polynomial (). We
study the distribution of the number of zeros in a random polynomial over finite fields in a
given Hayes equivalence class. It is well known that the number of distinct zeros of a random
polynomial over F, is asymptotically Poisson with mean 1. We show that this is also true
for polynomials in any given Hayes equivalence class. Asymptotic formulas are also given for
the number of such polynomials when the degree of Q and the number of prescribed leading
coefficients are relatively small. When the equivalence class is defined by leading coefficients
only, the problem is equivalent to the study of the distance distribution in Reed-Solomon codes
and our asymptotic formulas extend some earlier results.

1 Introduction

Let IF, be the finite field with ¢ elements of characteristic p. In this paper, we study the distribution
of the number of zeros in a random polynomial over F, in a given Hayes equivalence class (the
precise definition of Hayes equivalence will be given below). There are two motivations for the
current study. First, there has been considerable interest in the study of distributions of parameters
in general combinatorial structures. See, e.g., [I 9] for general combinatorial structures, and [I3] [16],
[I7, 18] 19, 22] for polynomials over finite fields with respect to factorization patterns. Second, there
is a close connection between the distance distribution over Reed-Solomon codes and the distribution
of the number of distinct zeros in a random polynomial over I, in a given equivalence class defined
by leading coefficients; see [10, 12} 2T], 22] for related discussions.

Many interesting parameters of random combinatorial structures are known to be asymptotically
Poisson. Two well-known examples are the number of small cycles in a random permutation and the
number of zeros in a random polynomial over IF,. There are basically two approaches to the study of
such problems. One is based on analytic combinatorics [9] using generating functions, and the other
is probabilistic using the famous Chen-Stein method [2, [, 5]. The latter approach requires that
the random variable under consideration can be expressed as a sum of nearly independent indicator
variables.

In this paper, we apply the generating function approach to study the number of distinct zeros
in a random polynomial over F, in a given Hayes equivalence class. This includes polynomials with
prescribed leading and/or ending coefficients.

Before stating our main results, we introduce some notations, which will be used throughout the

paper.
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o M denotes the set of monic polynomials over F,, and M, denotes the set of polynomials in
M of degree d.

o deg(f) denotes the degree of the polynomial f.
e For f e My, f=af(1/x) is called the reciprocal of f.

Fix a non-negative integer ¢ and a polynomial @) € M. Two polynomials f,g € M are said to
be Hayes equivalent with respect to ¢ and @ if ged(f, Q) = ged(g, @) = 1 and

fz)=g(x) (mod &™), (1)
f(z) =g(z) (mod Q). (2)
The coefficients [z3°¢(/)=7]f 1 < j < ¢ are known as the £ leading coefficients of f, and [27]f,0 <

j < t are the t ending coefficients of f. Hence condition (IJ) says that f and g have the same ¢
leading coeflicients. The following two special cases are particularly interesting.

(a) @ = 1. In this case, condition () is null, and Hayes equivalence is defined by the ¢ leading
coefficients.

(b) Q = ! for some t > 0. In this case, Hayes equivalence is defined by the ¢ leading and ¢ ending
coeflicients of polynomials with nonzero constant terms.

Let £4@ denote the set of all Hayes equivalence classes with respect to £,Q, and let (f) denote
the equivalence class represented by a polynomial f € M. It is known [8, [I4 [I5] that £%9 is a
group under the operation (f){g) = (fg).

Givenaset D CFy,and ¢ € EHQ let My ¢+¢(g) denote the set of polynomials in My ¢4 which
are equivalent to &, and Y} (g) be the number of zeros in D of a random polynomial f € M.y+ye(e)
(under uniform distribution).

Since ged(f, Q) = 1, we will assume, without loss of generality, that D does not contain any zero
of Q. In the rest of the paper, we will also set |D| = n.

The paper [I0] focused on obtaining exact expression of the distribution of Yy (¢) with @ = 1 and
¢ < 2. The paper [12] focused on the problem whether P(Yy(¢) = r) > 0 when @ = 1 and k, ¢, r are
large, as it is closely related to the deep hole conjecture about Reed-Solomon codes. In this paper
we study the asymptotic distribution of Yy (¢) for general ¢, ). Our main results are the following
three theorems.

Theorem 1 Let Q € M; and ¢ € 5%

=0 () ) -3

That is, Yi(e) is asymptotically binomial.

(a) As k —r — oo we have

(b) Asn,k —r — oo and for r = o(y/n), we have

1 T
P(Yi(e) =) ~ e/ <§> '
That is, Yi(e) is asymptotically Poisson with mean n/q.
Define
i n—r\ .
() = -1 (" T ) ®)
=0

F J

Recall that p is the characteristic of Fy.



Theorem 2 Let ¢ € 49 and D = {x € F, : Q(x) # 0}. Suppose £ > 1. Then, uniformly for
0<r<k+4+t+/4, as k — oo, we have

P(Yi =7) ~ pstqo—r(r) <:) a", (4)

provided that either of the following conditions holds:
(a) there are constants ¢,c’ € (0,1) such thatt +¢ < \/n, k < cn and

p—1 1 1+¢

—C

clnl +(1—-¢)ln l In(1 +¢) > ¢ In(2p). (5)
c

(b) there are constants ¢, € (0,1) such that t + ¢ < /\/n, k <cn, p>c¢/c > 1 and

1
(1—0)1111

1
_C>c'lng. (6)

Recall that the standard Reed-Solomon code RS, consists of the codewords (g(x) : z € F,)
where g is a polynomial over F, of degree less than k. When @ = 1, we recall [0 2] that ¢ — Y5 ((f))
is the distance between a received word f € My, and a random codeword in RSy . Let N(f,r)
be the number of codewords in RS, ;. which are at distance ¢ — r from a received word f.

Theorem 3 Suppose 0 <r < k+ ¢ <q. Then for any f € Myy¢ we have, as k — oo,

N ~ e )

provided that either of the following conditions holds:
(a) there are constants ¢, ¢’ € (0,1) such that £ < ¢'\/q, k < cq and

-1 1 1 1
b cln——i—(l—c)lnl te
c

In(1+c¢) > ¢ In(2p).
—c

(b) there are constants c,c’ € (0,1) such that £ < c'\/q, k <cq, p>c/c > 1 and

1
1 _ lll
( C) 1

>c/ln—l.
—c c

Remark When ¢ = p, we have ¢ > /g > 1/c > ¢/c’ for any constants ¢, ¢’ € (0, 1) satisfying ¢ <
c’\/q. Hence Theorem 3(b) covers the prime field case and it significantly extends [21], Corollary 1.9],
which establishes the asymptotics of N(f,r) for ¢ = p, k = ¢cp, £ = p°, r = k + p*, where ¢ € (0,1),
d € (0,1/4) and A € (0,9).

The remaining paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some preliminary results
about Hayes equivalence, Weil bounds, and sieve formulas. In Section 3 we extend the generating
function approach from [10, [12] to general Hayes equivalence classes and give a proof of Theorem 1.
Section 4 provides detailed error estimates. Section 5 contains proofs of Theorems 2 and 3. Section 6
concludes the paper.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some basic results needed to prove our main results. Hayes’ theory of
equivalence was first introduced in [I4]. For Q € M, define

;(Q) = {g € M :deg(g) = j,ged(g,Q) = 1}].

In the rest of the paper, we shall use Iverson’s bracket [P] which has value 1 if the predicate P is
true and 0 otherwise. We also use [r] to denote the set {1,2,...,7}.



It is easy to see [7, [8, [I1] that

{f € Misese: (f) =}l =", (7)
£49] = ¢"@4(Q). (8)

Let {P; : i € I} be the set of distinct irreducible factors of @), where P; € My,. Then the classical
sieve formula gives

o;(Q) =Y (-1 ﬂz di < jﬂ ¢ les

SCI €S
¢ <1 -y q““) <9;(Q) < ¢’. (9)
el

For example, if I = {1}, then
Q) =¢' —[j = dig’ "
If Q =1, that is, I = (), then
®;(Q) = ¢’.
Noting [I| < 37,.;d; <t and using (@), we obtain
©;(Q) =¢ (1+0(t/q)). (10)

For typographical convenience, we shall omit the superscripts and simply use £ to denote the
group £49 when there is no danger of confusion.
Let £ denote the group of characters over £, and x € &£ be a nontrivial character. Define

x(f) =x((f)) if f € M and ged(f,Q) =1. Also set x(f) =0if f € M and ged(f,Q) # 1 (This is
the so called Dirichlet character). By [8, Ex. 5.2 #2] (see also [I5, Theorem 1.3] and the paragraph
before [15], eq. (4)]), for each nontrivial character x € £, the associated L-function

P(z,x): = Y x(f)z"V)

fem

is a polynomial of degree at most £+t — 1. The roots of P(z,x) are either 1 or have modulus 1/,/g.
Moreover, there is at most one root which is equal to 1. Thus we can write

deg(P(2,x))

P(27X): H (1_ij)a

j=1
deg(P(z,x)) <L+t —1, |pj] <.
It follows that
t+40—-1 .
S ()| < < . )qﬂ/z. (1)
FeM; J

Let E(Y) denote the expected value of a random variable Y. The following well-known result
expresses the probabilities in terms of the factorial moments [4, Corollary 11].

Proposition 1 Let Y be any random variable which takes non-negative integer values 0,1, ..., M.
We have
M .
PY =r)= —1)7tr E .
w=n=20()=((5))



Moreover, for each r <m < M, we have
oo Fer Qe 0eE)

The following inequality [4, (5)] will also be used to estimate binomial numbers.

()= ()" () () " wemein

The following are some simple observations about g, (r) defined in ([@B]). Since

Gi)a7™ n—r—j 1

("g7 e+l T+

tm (r) is an alternating sum and the absolute values of the terms are strictly decreasing. Thus

Finally we recall the “coordinate-sieve” formula by Li and Wan [20, 2I]. Let S; be the symmetric
groupon {1,2,...,5}. Let X denote the set of all j-tuples of elements from the set D, X C X consists
of these tuples with distinct coordinates. For each 7 € S;, define X, C X such that z, = z;, when
a, b belong to the same cycle of 7. Let h be a complex-valued function defined on X, and define

E’: Z h(:vl,...,xj), H(T): Z h(:vl,...,xj).

(@1,02,)EX (@1000s25) € X

Theorem 3.1 of [21] states

where [(7) denotes the number of cycles of 7.

3 Generating functions, probabilities, and moments

In this section, we use the generating function method developed in [I1] to study the distribution
of Y. Given € € &, we shall also use My(e) to denote the set of polynomials in M, which are
equivalent to €. It is also convenient to define (f) = 0 when ged(f, @) # 1.

Define generating functions

F(z)= ) (hzte),
fem
G(z,u) = Z (f)zdee)yrif),
fem

where 7(f) is the number of distinct zeros of f that are in D.
We first prove the following result which is an extension of [I0, Prop. 2]:



Proposition 2 We have

t4+0—1

F(z) = Z Z (f)z4 + %ZPFZZE, (16)
d=0 feMy 9= c€€
G(zu) = F(2) [T (1) + (w=1z(@+a)). (17)
aeD

Proof The proof is similar to that of [I0, Prop. 2J; see also [10, p.27]. We first note that for each
ee & and k>0,

{f € Misire: () =} ={(g,h) : g € Myyr, (9Q + h) = &, deg(h) < t}] = ¢".

(h is uniquely determined by (f), the ¢ leading coefficients are uniquely determined by the leading
coefficients of ) and f, and hence there are k free coefficients in g.) It follows that

t+4—1
RIS S DRVERS R o8
d=0 feMgy k>0 ec€
t4+0—1 1
— d t4+4
S S e ey
d=0 feMy el

which gives (I6). Let M’ denote the subset of M consisting of all polynomials with no zeros in D.
Then we have

G(z,u) = H <1>+usz<x—|—o¢>j Z z3°8(9) (g)

aeD ji>1 geM/
B (I{) (=ermr0- “><1>)> <F<z> IR z<x+a>>> ,

which gives (7). |
As in [12], let D; denote the set of all j-subsets of D. For k+1 < j < k+t+ ¢, define

Me- Y Y [|<g> Tl a) =sﬂ | 13)

gGMkHH,j SeD; acsS

Recall that G(z,u) is a formal power series in z,u with coefficients from CE. For ¢ € &, we
use [2%]G(z,u) to denote the coefficient of z%¢ in G(z,u) and so on. Our next result gives all the

factorial moments expressed in terms of W;(e). This extends the corresponding results for @ =1 in

2.

Theorem 4 For each Q € M; and € € £49, we have

E ((Y’“f)» =[i <k (7;) I+ [k+1<j<k+t+ g W;e). (19)



Proof Using Proposition 2 and (?7), we obtain

G(z,u) = ﬁztﬂ(l +(u—-1)2)"E

1—gqz
t+4—1
+ Z 23 o) | I () + (@ =12z +a)),

geEM; acD

[zkHHE] G(z,u) = [zk} (1+ (u—1)2)"

1—gqz
k+t+4 )
+ 3 w-E Y Y@ ][eta
j=k+1 gGM)H,H,[,j SeD; aceS
k <TL> k+t+4
k—j
=3 )=+ Y We)(u—1y (20)
j=0 J j=k+1

Using (20), we obtain the following probability generating function of Y (¢):

k n k+t+4
_Zq_j< >(u—1 T Wi (u—1)

j=k+1

Hence the factorial moments are given by

(1)~ et

<A (j)q k1< < k+ ey (e),

u=1

which is (3). 1
Proof of Theorem 1 Substituting m = k into (I2)) and using (I9) and

(0 -C6) o
rore == () 5 0 (7)< ()G

Using @) and ([Idl), we obtain

we obtain

‘P(Yk(s) =7) — ph—1-r(T) (:L) qa"

Now part (a) follows from (4.
Part (b) follows immediately from part (a) by noting

()~
~ —nN 5
r r!

when 7 = o(y/n). 1



4 Estimates of W;(e)

In [I2], we derived estimate for W;(e) with @ = 1 and D = F,. In this section we carry out more
detailed estimate for W;(e) and for general ¢). Throughout this section, we assume

D ={a€eF,:Qa) #0}. (22)

Then we have
g—t<n<gq (23)

We also set
v =min{1, (t+ £ —1)/g/n}. (24)

Recall our convention that (f) = 0 when ged(f, Q) # 1.

As in [21], the sum in () can be estimated using the “coordinate-sieve” formula (IH). Recall
that S, denotes the set of all permutations of 1,2, ..., m. For 7 € S,,,, I(7) denotes the total number
of cycles of 7. We shall also use I’(7) to denote the number of cycles of 7 which are not multiples of
p. The standard generating function argument [9, [10] gives

1 ’ . )
I SRLTTN N U SUT STt
m0 " S J>1plj i>1,pti

_ (1 _ Z)fab(l _ Zp)f(afab)/p.

As in [I0] 12], we define

Aj(a,b) = % >l (25)

TES;
=[] (1 =)y (26)
B ab+j—ip—1\((a—ab)/p+i—1

_Ogg/p< jj—i; )( ; )

Then we have the following estimate of W;(g).
Proposition 3 Lete € £, k+1<j <k+t+/{, and v be defined in 24). Suppose £ > 1. Then

oy e (@) (N | _fE] -1t b1
Wj(e) q)t(QJ) (j>q < 5 (t+£+k_j

)q““*’f-ﬁ/%j(n,w. (27)

Proof Let € denote the set of characters over the group £. Using (I8) and orthogonality of the
characters, we obtain

Wi =g 2 sz<al<g>H<x+a>>

gEMqiye—; SED; € acsS

:%'Zx(a_l) S ) ZX<H<x+a>>.

€€ gEMpytre—j SeD; a€ES

For the trivial character x, we have x(¢71) =1 and

Z X(9) = Pryire—5(Q).

JEMktyo—j



It follows that

mw—%%%;<>w@y-l > Zxﬁww@.<m

gEMp 10— SeD;

Applying (), we obtain

t+0—1 .
< (tt+-5)/2, 2
> x(9) _<t+£+k_j>q (29)
GEMpptqe—j

For a permutation 7 € S, let ¢; be the number of cycles of length j in 7, X, be the set of
m-tuples of elements from D which is constant in each cycle of 7. As in [21], we set

= > [ x@+).
fex, i=1

Then (Noting that D contans all elements of F, which are not zeros of Q and x(z+a) =0ifaisa
zero of Q.)

Ci

Gr = H Z X'z + )
i ack,
— H in(:v—i—a) H in(:ﬂ—i—a)
i,pti \a€Fy i,pli \a€Fq

Since £%1 is a p-group, X' is nontrivial when p {i. It follows from (II]) that

Gol < [T ai* [ n = ()" w0710,

ipli dpli
It follows from (IH) and (23]) that
1 1 —U'(r "(r
7 Z HX T+ai)| < 5 an(T) PO () = Aj(n, 7). (30)
IEXJ i=1 ‘] TES;

Substituting (29) and B0) into ([28)), and using (&) and
> [[x@+a)= E:IIXI+%
SeD; aeS wEXﬂl 1

we complete the proof. |

Theorem 5 Let ¢ € 49 and D = {x € F, : Q(x) # 0}. Suppose £ > 1. Then, uniformly for
0<r<k+t+/¥4, as k — oo, we have

P(Yi(e) =7) — u(k —r,7) (Z) T ( ) (k+0) kiﬂz (] B T) q’ﬂqt):(é;gg(@)

j=k+1

k+t+4
—k Z t+e-1 q(k+t+é—j)/2A (n,7). (31)
k+t+0— A

j=k+1



Proof Using Theorem 4 and Propositions [ and Bl we obtain

== Eer (oo Er ()5

j=r =kt J
gl -1 _, gt P\ t+0-1 4
=g " 2 Li<nl (r) (k Fttl —j) dTTEIEA )
j=k+1

Now (@) follows by using [II) and changing the summation index j := j + r in the first sum. I
The following lemma provides good upper bounds for A;(a,b), where part (a) is [I2} Lemma 1].

Lemma 1 Let b € (0,1] and a > 0. Then

(a) For all p > 0, we have

) . 1—b _

lnAj(a,b)Silna_',—] +a( )lna+] + abln(2p). (32)

p J P a
(b) Forp > el > 1, we have
ab
b+ b+j  alnd _
lnAj(a,b)gjlna —.i_j +abln = —gj 4+ L2 o—pab/i (33)
J a p

Proof From (Z6), we have

> Aj(a,b)2 = (1—2)7(1 = 2p)7e 0,

Jj=0
It follows that, for 0 <y < 1,

Aj(a,b) <y I(1—y)~®(1 —yPp)~(amab)/e

a— ab

InAj(a,b) < —jlny —abln(l —y) — In(1—yP). (34)

To minimize the above upper bound, we choose y near the solution to the following saddle point
equation

! g v v

Yy 1—y

=7 (35)

Part (a) was proved in [I2]. Since a similar argument will also be used for part (b), we repeat it
here. When b is near 0, we may choose
)= ] 1/p
a+j

to be an approximate solution to ([BH). Substituting this into ([B4]), we obtain

. . —ab . . 1/p
lnAj(a,b)gllna—i,_j—l—a a 1n(a+])—abln 1—< J ) . (36)
p J p a a+y
Noting
e*tgl—%, (0<t<0.6)

10



we obtain

. 1/p .
-1 —In2 3In2
( J ) :exp(—lna—’,—j)gexp( - )gl— - ,
at) J p p
: 1/p
J 3In2
—In{1- < -1 <In(2 37
n( <a+j> )_ n n(2p) (37)
Substituting (37) into (B6), we obtain (32).
(b) When p > ib,we choose
a .
y=—~
ab+j
Substituting this into (34]), we obtain
. ab+j ab+j> a — ab < < J >p>
InA;(a,b) < jln ——= 4+ abl — In(1- - . 38
nA;(ab) <jln ; a n< 7 , n " (38)

Since p > ib’ we use the following elementary inequalities
a

In(1+¢) >tn2, (t<1)
—In(1—1¢) <tln4,

and (B8)) to obtain

ab b 1-0 b
In A, (a, b)<jln +abln ]+ba o )ln<1—exp( plnj+a ))
a p

J
iln ]—i— b+ wbln j+ab a(l_b)ln(l—exp(—pab_ln2)>
ab P yi
j b ] b 1—-b)In4 )
S]lnj+a +ab1nj+ba +a’( )n 2*;Dab/3'
a p

This gives 33). 1

5 Proofs of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3

Proof of Theorem 2: Since the case kK — r — oo has already been covered by Theorem 1, we
assume r > k — In k below.
Under the conditions of Theorem 2, we have ¢t = y/n). Using (I0), we obtain

k+t+e . n—r k+t+4 ‘ - |
Z (_1)J_T< . T)fl)k+t+£—j Q) — Z (_1)J—7‘< ' T)qk+t+£—]
j=k+1 J Pt j
Rl oo
=0 ktt+e—1 - —;
(Vna ) > (G2 )
Jj=k+1
=0 (Vag . -
By Theorem [ asymptotic formula (@) holds provided that
k+t+€ .
J t+4—1 (t4+€—k—75)/2 n\ _
A = K 40
Z <T)<k+t+€—j)q in,qi/n)=o K (40)

j=k+1

11



For part (a), Let

<6, (r<j<k+4+t+0).

We use [[3)) and
In(2rz(l —x)) <ln(w/2) <1, (0<z<1)

to obtain

c 1-— 2 3
1 1 2
2n<cln—+(1—c)ln1_ —(51—611111_ )—ilnn—g
Using B2), £ < £ +§ and
/
0<o< =+,
non
we obtain
c+0. l+c+d 1-¢
lnAan( , In " + 5 1n(1+c+5)+c’1n(2p))
. 1 1-¢ §
§n<c;: In —l_c"' pc (1n(1+c)+1—+c)+c'1n(2p))

1 1-¢ / 1 1
§n<£ln +C+ Cln(l—l—c)—l—dln(?p))—i—c\/ﬁ<1n +C—|— )
p

p c p c 1+c

Let w(k) denote any function which goes to infinity as k — oco. Then ({T) holds provided that

1 1 e 1 2
n(clnz—l—(l—c)lnl_c—511n1_c> —§1nn—§—1n(t+€)—w(k)

U +t+l—k—j j t+0—1
> 1 1 1
- 2 DQ+H<T>+n<t+€+k—r>

P c c 1+c

1 1-¢ / 1 1
+n<£ln +C+ Cln(l—l—c)—l—dln(?p))—i—c\/ﬁ<1n +C—|— )
p p

Since

ln(j) —ln<,j >§(j—r)1nj§c’\/ﬁlnn,

r J—-r

t —1

inequality (#2) is implied by

-1 1 1 1
u111——1—(1—0)1n—— te
c 1—c

In(1+¢)

1 In(2n) 1 1+¢ 1 21lnn
>c (| In(2 —In(1 1
_c<n(p)+\/ﬁn( +n)+ NG +p\/ﬁ<n - +1+c>)+ -

which is further implied by (@) when n is sufficiently large.

3

Now we consider k —Ink <r < k. Let

. , _
P k:Sc\/ﬁ—i-l7 51:k r<1nk

n n n n

12

(41)

(42)



It follows from (I3)) that

n 1 1 1 2
| > —01)1 1- o)ln— ) ——lnn— =
n(r)_n<(c 1)110_51—0—( c+ 1)n1—c+(51) ln— 2

Using ([B2), we obtain

c+d6, 1+c+d6 1-¢
In +
D c+9

InA; <n ( ln(1+c+5)+clln(2p)>

1 1-¢ 1 1 1
§n(£1n +C—|— c (5+1n(1+c))+c’1n(2p)> +nd (—ln +C—|——>.
p c p p c p

It follows from (@Q) and (@Il that Theorem 1 holds provided that

1 1 c 1 2
n(clnz—l—(l—c)lnl_c—51+5llnm> —glnn—g—ln(t—i-ﬁ)—w(k)

2r 4+t —k—j
S 2 +2€ I ng+(t+0+k)lnn+ (t+0—1)In2 (43)
1 1-¢ 1 1 1
—i—n(gln +C—|— C(5+1n(1+c))+c’1n(2p))—|—n5(—1n +C—|——>.
p c p p c p
Usingt+¢ <1+ c/n, d <cy/nand 61 < (Ink)/n, we see that [@3) is implied by
1 1 Ink Inn
Clnz—l-(l—c)lnm—T(l—lnc)—T—w(k)
2c Ink / 1+Ink "In 2
>Mln(n+l)+c\/ﬁ+ o 1nn+c 1
2n Vn
c. 1+e¢ 1-¢ d (1. 14c¢ 2
+-1In + In(1+c)+c In(2p —i——(—ln —l——),
P c p mi+o) (2) vn\p ¢ ' p

which is again implied by (@) when n is sufficiently large.
The proof of part (b) is similar by using (B3]). A similar argument leads to the following sufficient
condition

/ /
chnc—i—c +c'1nc+c 3lnn

1
1—c c c —i_\/ﬁ7

1
cln—+(1—-¢)ln
c

which is implied by (@).
Since xln% — 0 as © — 0+, for any given constant ¢ € (0,1), inequality (@) is satisfied for
sufficiently large n and sufficiently small constant ¢’. This completes the proof. 1

Proof of Theorem 3: Theorem 3 follows immediately from Theorem 2 by setting ¢t = 0. 1

6 Conclusion

For any given D C F,, we proved that the number r of zeros in D of a random monic polynomial
over F, in a given Hayes’s equivalence class is asymptotically Poisson with mean |D|/q. We used
the generating functions defined on the group algebra of equivalence classes, Weil’s bounds on the
corresponding character sums, and Li-Wan’s coordinate-sieve formula. It will be of considerable
interest if the problem can be expressed as the sum of nearly independent random variables so that
the Chen-Stein method can be applied to obtain the same results. Asymptotic formulas are also
given for large » when D is essentially ;. When the equivalence is defined in terms of the leading
coefficients only, the problem is equivalent to the distance distribution in Reed-Solomon codes, and
our asymptotic formula extends that of Li and Wan.
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