
HECKE OPERATORS ON RATIONAL FUNCTIONS II

ANDRÉ ROSENBAUM COELHO, CAIO SIMON DE OLIVEIRA, AND SINAI ROBINS

Abstract. We study the action of the Hecke operators Un on the space R of rational functions

of one variable, over C. The main goal is to give a complete classification of the eigenfunctions
of Un, answering many questions that were set out in [4]. We accomplish this by introducing

certain number-theoretic directed graphs, called Zolotarev Graphs, which extend the well-known

permutations due to Zolotarev.
We develop the theory of the Zolotarev graphs, and discover certain strong relations between

these graphs and the kernel of Un acting on a subspace of R. We decompose the eigenfunctions

of Un into certain natural finite-dimensional vector spaces of rational functions, which we call the
eigenspaces. In this context, we prove that the dimension of each eigenspace is equal to the number

of nodes of its corresponding Zolotarev graph, belonging to a cycle. We prove that the number of

leaves of this Zolotarev graph equals the dimension of the kernel of Un. We then give a novel number-
theoretic formula for the number of cycles of fixed length, in each Zolotarev graph. We also study

the simultaneous eigenfunctions for all of the Un, and give explicit bases for all of them. Finally,

we prove that the classical Artin Conjecture on primitive roots is equivalent to the conjecture that
infinitely many of these eigenspaces have dimension 1.
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1. Introduction

A very useful linear operator in Number theory is the series dissection operator:

(1) Un

( ∞∑
k=0

a(k)xk

)
:=

∞∑
k=0

a(nk)xk,

where n is any fixed positive integer. The operator Un was thoroughly studied by Hecke in the
important case that the series in (1) represents a modular form, and is therefore called a Hecke
operator (see [1] for Erich Hecke´s original paper). In other contexts such operators are also called
dissection operators, because they pick out every n’th coefficient of the series.

Given a positive integer n, here we study the action of Un on the vector space of rational functions
over C that are analytic at the origin:

(2) R :=

{
p(x)

q(x)
| p, q ∈ C[x] and

p(x)

q(x)
=

∞∑
k=0

a(k)xk, near the origin

}
.

The operator Un acts on the vector spaceR, sending a rational function to another rational function
(see [4]). It follows easily from its definition that Un is a linear operator.

Our first main goal is to give an explicit description of all the rational functions in R that are
eigenfunctions of Un:

(3) Unf(x) = λf(x),

for all x near the origin. For each n ∈ Z>0, there are always rational eigenfunctions of Un, for example
the trivial eigenfunction f(x) := 1

1−x =
∑

k≥0 x
n, which satisfies (3). In [4], we studied and classified

the eigenvalues of the Hecke operators Un, on the space of rational functions with real coefficients,
but [4] did not classify the eigenfunctions. Here we extend this study by completely classifying all of
the eigenfunctions of Un, as well as working more generally over C.

Our second main goal is to introduce and study the related number-theoretic graphs, which we
call Zolotarev graphs (Section 2), which we use to classify the eigenfunctions of Un, for all positive
integers n.

Our final objective is to restate the Artin Conjecture on primitive roots in terms of one-dimensional
eigenspaces.

Theorem 1. Fix a positive integer n > 1, and let f ∈ R be an eigenfunction of Un with n > 1 and
eigenvalue λ ̸= 0. Then all of the poles of f are roots of unity.

(Proof) □
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By Theorem 1, there is a least positive integer L such that the poles of f are all L’th roots of
unity. We call this unique L the level of f , and we will sometimes use the notation level(f) = L.

Lemma 1. Suppose f ∈ R is an eigenfunction of Un, with n > 1, such that f has level L, and
eigenvalue λ ̸= 0. Then gcd(n,L) = 1.

(Proof) □

Theorem 2. Fix a positive integer n > 1, and let f ∈ R be an eigenfunction of Un, with eigenvalue
λ ̸= 0. Then all the poles of f have the same multiplicity, which we denote by κ.

(Proof) □

Moreover, under the assumption of Theorem 2, we call the unique nonnegative integer κ the weight
of f , and write weight(f) = κ. We first observe an interesting relation between n and the level L of
an eigenfunction.
Now it makes sense to work with the order of n modulo L, which we denote throughout by

c := ordL(n).

Theorem 3. Fix a positive integer n > 1, and let f ∈ R be an eigenfunction of Un. If we have
Unf(x) = λf(x), for a nonzero eigenvalue λ, then

λ = ω nκ−1,

where
ω := e

2πim
c ,

for some integer m. Here weight(f) = κ, and level(f) = L.
(Proof) □

Corollary 1. For each integer n > 1, the eigenfunctions f(x) of Un with eigenvalue λ ̸= 0, level L
and weight κ may be written as

f(x) =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1a(k)xk

where a is a periodic function on Z≥0, with smallest period L. (Proof) □

Corollary 2. The spectrum of the operator Un, acting on R, is:

(4) Spec(Un) = {e 2πim
c nκ−1 | m ∈ Z, and κ, L are positive integers, (n,L) = 1},

where c := ordL(n). (Proof) □

Corollary 3. If N lies in the image of Euler’s totient function ϕ, then λ = e
2πi
N is an eigenvalue of

Un. (Proof) □

The converse of Corollary 3 is false (see Remark (d)).
The latter Corollary 1 strongly suggests that we consider the following natural subspace of R:

(5) R(L, κ) :=

f ∈ R | f(x) =
∑
k≥0

kκ−1a(k)xk, where a(k + L) = a(k)

 ,

which also contains functions that are not eigenfunctions of any Un. We note that if L1 | L2, then
R(L1, κ) ⊆ R(L2, κ). Throughout, we’ll use the following useful notation.

Definition 1. The indicator function of an arithmetic progression {a+ nL | n ∈ Z} is defined by:

(6) 1a mod L(x) :=

{
0 if x ̸≡ a (mod L)

1 if x ≡ a (mod L) .
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Lemma 2. R(L, κ) is a vector space with dimR(L, κ) = L. (Proof) □

We fix two positive integers κ and L. For each given root of unity ω ∈ C, we consider the eigenspace
corresponding to ω:

(7) En(ω,L, κ) :=
{
f ∈ R | Un(f) = nκ−1ωf, where level(f) | L, and weight(f) = κ

}
.

We observe that if L1 | L2, then En(ω,L1, κ) ⊆ En(ω,L2, κ), because

En(ω,L, κ) =
{
f ∈ R(L, κ) | Un(f) = nκ−1ωf

}
.

Each vector space En(ω,L, κ) is a convenient packet of eigenfunctions of Un. It’ll turn out that
En(ω,L, κ) forms a very interesting finite dimensional vector space, whose elements have number-
theoretic content. To describe the rational eigenfunctions of Un, we’ll develop some special permuta-
tions first.

1.1. Zolotarev permutations. There are some natural permutations that we study here, which
naturally arise in the study of the eigenfunctions of Hecke operators. Throughout this section, we let
n,L ∈ Z>0, (n,L) = 1, and c := ordL(n). Consider the map that sends each element m ∈ Z/LZ to
mn (mod L). We will write mn for the unique integer in the interval [0, L − 1] that is congruent to
mn (mod L). Because (n,L) = 1, this map is a permutation of Z/LZ, which we may write as:

(8) τ(n,L) :=

0 1 · · · k · · · L− 1

0 n · · · kn · · · (L− 1)n

 ,

which we’ll call a Zolotarev permutation, because these permutations were used by Zolotarev to
prove the reciprocity laws of Gauss and of Jacobi.

The permutation τ(n,L) breaks up into a product of disjoint cycles (called the disjoint cycle
decomposition) where for each 1 ≤ j ≤ c, we define

(9) bj := the number of disjoint cycles of length j, in τ(n,L).

Of course, we allow bj = 0 to hold as well. We note that there always exists the following cycle in
the permutation τ(n,L): (1 → n → n2 → · · ·nc−1). Zolotarev permutations have also been studied
in [2], for example, in the context of cyclotomic cosets.

Example 1. Let L = 30, and n = 7. It’s easy to check that ord30(7) = 4. Here (8) has the disjoint
cycle decomposition:

τ(7, 30) = (1 7 19 13)(2 14 8 26)(3 21 27 9)(4 28 16 22)(6 12 24 18)(11 17 29 23)(0)(5)(10)(15)(20)(25).

Therefore b1 = 6, b2 = b3 = 0, and b4 = 6. □

It is natural to ask: does there exist some nice formula for bj?

Lemma 3. We fix positive integers n,L. Then the number of cycles of length j in τ(n,L) is given by

(10) bj =
1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

(Proof) □

We observe that the proof of Lemma 3 does not require n to be coprime to L. This suggests a
more general theory than Zolotarev permutations, which we call Zolotarev graphs, and which form
an integral part of our study of eigenfunctions of Un, beginning with Section 2.
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Example 2. We’ve already seen that b1 = gcd(n,L − 1), by Lemma 3. If L := p, a prime, then all
cycles in τ(n,L) must have a length that divides ϕ(p) = p − 1. It follows that when we calculate bj ,
we must have j | p− 1. By Lemma 3, we have:

bj =
1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, p),(11)

for each j | p−1. To see a special case, we let L = 17, n = 2. Then j|16 =⇒ j ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8, 16}. Using
(11), we may compute the nonzero bj : b1 = gcd(n − 1, 17) = 1, b2 = 1

2

∑
d|2 µ

(
2
d

)
gcd(2d − 1, 17) =

0, b4 = 0, b8 = 2, and b16 = 0. □

Lemma 4. Given positive coprime integers L, n, let c := ordL(n). Then the Zolotarev permutations
enjoy the following properties:

(a) if c is the size of a cycle, then c | c.
(b) Let A and B be cycles in τ(n,L). Then, A and B are distinct ⇐⇒ A ∩B = ∅.
(c)

∑c
j=1 jbj = L.

(Proof) □

1.2. Remarks.

(a) We note that the proof of Lemma 3 uses the elementary fact that L | k(nj−1) ⇐⇒ L
gcd(nj−1,L) | k.

But the latter statement is also equivalent to L
(L,k) | n

j−1, which gives us another way to calculate

bj , as follows.

(12) bj =
1

j

∣∣∣{1 ≤ m ≤ L | j = ord L
(L,m)

(n)
}∣∣∣ .

(b) Equation (12) also gives the following identity:∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L) =

∣∣∣{1 ≤ m ≤ L | j = ord L
(L,m)

(n)
}∣∣∣ .

(c) Suppose we fix an eigenfunction f ∈ En(ω,L, κ), with an eigenvalue λ = nκ−1ω, where ω is a root
of unity. Then using the notation of Theorem 3 we know that:

λ

nκ−1
= ω = e

2πim/ gcd(m,c)
c/ gcd(m,c) := e

2πim/ gcd(m,c)
h ,

where h := c
gcd(m,c) =

ordL(n)
gcd(m,c) = ordL(n

m).

(d) The converse to Corollary 3 does not hold. Indeed, consider U2 : R(29, 1) → R(29, 1). By
means of an easy computation, we verify that 2 is a primitive root modulo 29, thus ord29(2

2) =

ord29(4) = 14. Therefore, by Corollary 2, e
2πi
14 ∈ Spec(U2). On the other hand, [13] shows that

the equation ϕ(x) = 14 does not admit a solution.

2. Zolotarev graphs

To completely characterize the eigenspaces given by Un acting on R(L, κ), including its kernel,
we must extend the Zolotarev permutations to any two integers n, L, not necessarily coprime. The
fact that we do not require n and L to be coprime in the proof of Lemma 3 already foreshadows a
generalization of the Zolotarev permutations.

We now introduce the Zolotarev graphs. In the followings sections, we will use this strong tool
to paint a more complete picture of the eigenspaces of Un, and of its kernel.
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Definition 2. Let Z(n,L) be the directed graph whose nodes are given by the integers in Z/LZ, and
such that there exists a directed edge from vertex a to vertex b precisely when na ≡ b (mod L). We’ll
often use the notation a 7−→ b and call such a directed graph a Zolotarev graph.

So the Zolotarev permutations, defined by (8), are now replaced by Zolotarev graphs above. Given
a Zolotarev graph Z(n,L), we define the following terms, for any m ∈ Z/LZ:

(1) m is called a leaf integer if there does not exist an integer k such that nk ≡ m (mod L), i.e.,
the indegree of m is 0.

(2) m is called a root integer if there exists an integer k such that nkm ≡ m (mod L).
(3) m is called a branch integer if it is neither a leaf, nor a root.

For simplicity, each integer in m ∈ Z/LZ will simply be called a leaf, a root, or a branch. From these
definitions, it follows that the sum of the number of leaves, roots and branches in Z(n,L) is precisely
equal to L.

Definition 3. A directed path of length N is a sequence of vertices m1,m2, · · · ,mN ∈ Z(n,L),
such that there is a directed edge between mi and mi+1, for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

We may also consider the undirected graph G(n,L) that is defined by using the same data of
Z(n,L), but simply ignoring the directions on each edge. We consider a maximal set of vertices
in G(n,L) such that for each 2 of its vertices a, b, we have an undirected path between a and b. The
subgraph of G(n,L), induced by these vertices, defines a connected component of G(n,L).

Definition 4. We define a connected component of Z(n,L) by taking a connected component of
G(n,L), and including the original direction on each of its edges.

Example 3. In Figure 1, we see the Zolotarev graphs Z(10, 20), which has just 1 connected com-
ponent, 1 root, 1 branch, and 18 leaves. We also see the Zolotarev graph Z(14, 20), which has 3
connected components, 5 roots, 5 branches, and 10 leaves. We note that the indegree of a node that
is not a leaf in Z(14, 20) is equal to (14, 20) = 2, and the indegree of a node that is not a leaf in
Z(10, 20) is equal to (10, 20) = 10.

Figure 1. Above: the Zolotarev graph Z(10, 20). Below: the Zolotarev graph
Z(14, 20).
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See appendix B for all of the Zolotarev Graphs with L = 20.
Throughout, we will also use the following important function of L and n.

Definition 5. For any two positive integers L, n, we let

(13) Ln := the largest divisor of L that is coprime with n.

Example 4. Let L = 40, and n = 4. Here Ln = 5. We note that there is an alternative algorithm
to compute Ln. Namely, we may define x1 := L

gcd(L,n) , and inductively define xj :=
xj−1

gcd(xj−1,n)
. Then

it’s an easy exercise to show that after a finite number of steps this sequence converges to Ln. In this
example, we have x1 = 10, x2 = 5, and Ln = 5. □

2.1. Structure of the Zolotarev graphs.

Definition 6. Given a Zolotarev Graph Z(n,L) and a root m, a cycle of length j, containing m (if
it exists), is the set

A = {m · nk | k ∈ Z}, with |A| = j.

We note that it follows easily from the definitions above that each connected component of Z(n,L)
contains exactly one cycle.

Observation 1. Let n,L be positive integers. Then the number of cycles of length j in Z(n,L) is
given by

(14) bj =
1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

We remark that the proof of this observation follows directly from the proof of Lemma 3, since it
does not rely on any assumption about the greatest common divisor of n and L.

Observation 2. There are
L∑

j=1

1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

connected components in Z(n,L).

This follows directly from equation (14). □

Example 5. Let’s compute bj , the number of cycles of length j, in Z(2, 20). By Lemma 1, we
compute the following bj values: b1 = gcd(2− 1, 20) = 1, b2 = 1

2

∑
d|2 µ

(
2
d

)
gcd(2d − 1, 20) = 0,

b4 =
1

4

∑
d|4

µ

(
4

d

)
gcd(2d − 1, 20) =

1

4

(
− gcd(22 − 1, 20) + gcd(24 − 1, 20)

)
= 1.

We also have bj = 0 for all other values of j, and the latter data confirms our data from Figure 3. □

Lemma 5. Suppose that k ∈ Z(n,L) is not a leaf, and g := gcd(n,L). Then, the g solutions to
n · c ≡ k (mod L) are all congruent to a fixed c mod L

g .

(Proof) □

We observe that all nodes that are not leaves have the same indegree (n,L).

Theorem 4. If (L, n) > 1 and Z(n,L) is a Zolotarev graph, the following hold:

(1) m is a leaf ⇐⇒ (n,L) ∤ m
(2) m is a root ⇐⇒ L

Ln
| m

(3) m is a branch ⇐⇒ (n,L) | m and L
Ln

∤ m
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(Proof) □

Corollary 4. Any Zolotarev graph Z(n,L) has precisely:

(1) Ln roots.

(2) L− L
(n,L) = L (n,L)−1

(n,L) leaves.

(3) L
(n,L) − Ln branches.

(Proof) □

We’ll show in Section 6 below that the dimension of the kernel of Un acting on R(L, κ) is equal to
the number of leaves of Z(n,L).

Lemma 6. If m ∈ Z(n,L), then exists a unique integer k, with 0 ≤ k < L
Ln

such that m+ kLn is a

root. (Proof) □

Theorem 5. The number of roots of a Zolotarev graph Z(n,L) is equal to
∑L

j=1 jbj, and may be
expressed as follows:

(15) |roots| =
L∑

j=1

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

(Proof) □

Therefore, by Corollary 4, we obtain an explicit formula for Ln:

(16) Ln =

L∑
j=1

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

□

Definition 7. We define the distance between any two nodes a, b of Z(n,L), to be the smallest
integer k that satisfies nka ≡ b mod L, if such a k exists and we write d(a, b) = k. In case the latter
congruence does not have a solution, we say that d(a, b) = ∞.

In particular, we note that d(a, a) = 0, for all a ∈ Z(n,L).

Definition 8. Given any root r of Z(n,L), we consider the directed tree above r, which we call
Tree(r), whose vertices are the integers m ∈ Z/LZ, such that there exists a directed path from m to
r which does not contain any other roots. We note that r ∈ Tree(r).

Theorem 6. k ∈ Tree(0) ⇐⇒ Ln | k. Also, d(Ln, 0) ≥ d(k · Ln, 0), with equality when (k, n) = 1.
(Proof) □

Theorem 7. Suppose i ∈ Z(n,L) is a root contained in a cycle of size j and let a and b be any two
nodes in the same connected component as i. Then

a ≡ b (mod Ln) ⇐⇒ d(a, i) ≡ d(b, i) (mod j) .

(Proof) □

Definition 9. The height H(m) of a node m ∈ Z(n,L) is the smallest distance between m and any
root of Z(n,L). We say that a Zolotarev graph Z(n,L) has homogeneous height h if all the leaves
have the same height h. We say Z(n,L) has height h, if h is equal to the maximum height of any
leaf of the graph.

Lemma 7. If Z(n,L) has height h, then h = H(1). (Proof) □

We can therefore denote the height of Z(n,L) by H(1).
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Theorem 8. Z(n,L) has homogeneous height h ⇐⇒ Ln = L
(n,L)h

.

(Proof) □

This formula reminds the first way to calculate Ln described in Example 4. We will note that it
is not an coincidence and also the structure of the height of the leaves is strongly related with the
recursive calculation of Ln like in 4, as we will see in Corollary 6

2.2. Isomorphism classes. For each fixed positive integer L, an isomorphism class of Zolotarev
graphs mod L consists of all integers m mod L, with (m,L) > 1, such that Z(m,L) is isomorphic to
some Z(m0, L).

Let Z(n,L) and Z(m,K) be two Zolotarev graphs. We define G ⊂ Z(n,L) to be isomorphic to
H ⊂ Z(m,K) if there exists a bijection ψ : G→ H such that ψ preserves adjacency between any two
nodes of G. That is:

(17) a 7−→ b ⇐⇒ ψ(a) 7−→ ψ(b).

In this case, we’ll use the notation G ≃ H.

Theorem 9. Let v | L, and consider the subgraph G ⊂ Z(n,L) whose nodes are multiples of v. Then:

G ≃ Z

(
n,
L

v

)
(Proof) □

Corollary 5.

Tree(0) ≃ Z

(
n,

L

Ln

)
(Proof) □

Corollary 6. Let G be the subgraph of Z(n,L) whose nodes are not leaves. Then:

G ≃ Z

(
n,

L

(n,L)

)
(Proof) □

The next corollary follows directly from the latter.

Corollary 7. The subgraph of Z(n,L) consisting of all of its roots is isomorphic to Z(n,Ln).
(Proof) (Proof 2) □

3. The eigenspaces

Let r ∈ Z(n,L) be a root in a cycle of size j, and let ω be a primitive m’th root of unity, where m | j.
We define

Fω,L,κ,n,r(x) =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1aω,L,n,r(k)x
k,

where, for all i ∈ Z(n,L),

aω,L,n,r(i) :=

{
ω−d(i,r), if i is path-connected to r

0, if i is not path-connected to r

We note that aω,L,n,r(r) = 1. We first enumerate all the cycles whose length is a multiple of m:

(18) Bm := { cycle A ⊆ Z(n,L) | |A| ≡ 0 mod m}.
To enumerate the eigenfunctions, we may pick the unique smallest element from each of the cycles

in Bm, as follows.
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Theorem 10 (A basis for En(ω,L, κ)). Let ω be a primitive m’th root of unity. Then the collection
of functions

(19)
⋃

A∈Bm

{Fω,L,κ,n,r | r = min(A)}

is a basis for En(ω,L, κ). (Proof) □

Example 6. Let

f(x) :=
1

1− ζx
+

1

1− ζ−1x
,

where ζ := e
2πi
10 . Using the series expansion of the geometric series,

f(x) =

∞∑
n=0

(
ζn + ζ−n

)
xn = 2

∞∑
n=0

cos

(
2πn

10

)
xn.

Applying the operator U9, we have:

U9f(x) := U9

( ∞∑
n=0

(
ζn + ζ−n

)
xn

)
=

∞∑
n=0

(
ζ−n + ζ(−1)2n

)
xn = f(x).(20)

Hence f ∈ E9(1, 10 ·m, 1), for all m ∈ Z>0. Choosing m = 3, we easily see that {F1,30,1,9,r} is a basis
for E9(1, 30, 1). □

Corollary 8. En(ω,L, κ) = En(ω,Ln, κ) (Proof) □

Theorem 11 (The dimension of En(ω,L, κ)). Let n and L be positive integers, c := ordLn(n), m a
positive divisor of c and ω any primitive m’th root of unity. Then,

(21) dimEn(ω,L, κ) =

c∑
j=1

bjm,

where bi is the number of cycles of length j in Z(n,L), and may be computed using (14).
(Proof) (Proof 2) □

Example 7. Here we compute the dimension of En(ω,L, κ) for n = 5, L = 6, ω = −1, and any weight
κ. Note that 5 is a primitive root modulo 6, so that c := ord6(5) = 2. Here

τ(5, 6) = (0) (1 5) (2 4) (3),

so we have b1 = 2 and b2 = 2. Using m = 2 (because ω = −1), Theorem 11 gives us:

dimE5(−1, 6, κ) =

1∑
j=1

b2j = 2.

On the other hand, proceeding from first principles, suppose that f(x) :=
∑∞

k=0 a(k)x
k ∈ E5(−1, 6, κ).

Then {
a(k) = a(k + 6)

a(5k) = −a(k)
In this case, we have a(0) = −a(0) = 0, a(3) = −a(3) = 0 and the following system:{

a(1) = −a(5)
a(2) = −a(4)

,

leaving us with two free parameters among these coefficients. Consequently, dimE5(−1, 6, κ) = 2
again, giving us an independent confirmation of Theorem 11. □
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Example 8. In this example, we compute the dimension of E3(e
2πia

6 , 7, 1). Note that 3 is a primitive
root modulo 7 (i.e. c = 6). We begin by computing τ(3, 7) :

(0) (1 3 2 6 4 5)

We therefore have b1 = 1 and b6 = 1. If f :=
∑∞

k=0 a(k)x
k ∈ E3(e

2πia
6 , 7, 1), then{

a(k) = a(k + L)

a(3k) = ωa(k)

In that case, we have a(0) = ωa(0) = 0 and

a(1) = ωa(5) = ω2a(4) = ω3a(6) = ω4a(2) = ω5a(3) = ω6a(1)

As all coefficients a(k) are completely determined by a(1) (i.e., there are no ”free variables”), we have

dimE3(e
2πia

6 , 7, 1) =

{
1, if a ̸= 0

2, if a = 0

□

Example 9. In this example, we compute the dimension of E3(i, 7, 1). Again, we have have b1 = 1
and b6 = 1. If f :=

∑∞
k=0 a(k)x

k ∈ E3(i, 7, 1), then{
a(k) = a(k + L)

a(3k) = ia(k)

In that case, we have a(0) = ia(0) = 0 and

a(1) = ia(5) = −a(4) = −ia(6) = a(2) = ia(3) = −ia(1) = 0

Then f ∈ E3(i, 7, 1) ⇐⇒ f = 0, therefore

dimE3(i, 7, 1) = 0

□

Next, we define the vector space spanned by the functions that are eigenfunctions of Un:

Definition 10. Let n,L and κ be positive integers. Then,

Sn(L, κ) :=
〈
f | Un(f) = nκ−1ωf, for some ω ∈ C \ {0}, level(f) | L and weight(f) = κ

〉
,

It follows from this definition that:

Sn(L, κ) =
⊕

ω∈C\{0}

En(ω,L, κ),

Theorem 12. We have:

(22) dimSn(L, κ) = Ln,

where Ln was defined in (5). (Proof) (Proof 2) □

Corollary 9.

Sn(L, κ) = Sn(Ln, κ) = R(Ln, κ)

(Proof) □

Corollary 10. Let g(n,L) := dimSn(L, κ). Then g is a periodic function of n. Moreover, g is a
completely multiplicative function of L. (Proof) □
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4. Simultaneous eigenfunctions

We define the vector space spanned by the simultaneous eigenfunction, namely those rational
functions f ∈ R that enjoy Un(f) = λf , for all n. Here we allow λ ∈ C, including the case λ = 0. We
study the vector space generated by all of the simultaneous eigenfunctions, namely:

V (L, κ) = ⟨f | for all n, ∃λ ∈ C, such that Un(f) = λf and level(f) | L⟩ .
It follows from the definitions above that

V (L, κ) =

〈⋂
n≥0

(⋃
λ∈C

En(λ, L, κ)

)〉
We note that there exist functions f ∈ V (L, κ) which are not in Sn(L, κ), because λ = 0 is allowed

in V (L, κ), but not in Sn(L, κ).

Given an eigenfunction f of Un, it is natural to ask for which other integers m is it true that f is an
eigenfunction of Um. To this end, we introduce the following set.

Definition 11.
C(f) := {n ∈ Z≥1 | Un(f) = λf, λ ∈ C}

Definition 12. ωf : C(f) → C that satisfies Un(f) = nκ−1ωf (n)f .

Now, we can enunciate the following

Lemma 8. We fix a positive integer n, and let f be an eigenfunction of Un, with level L and weight
κ. Suppose that n,m ∈ C(f). Then, the following hold:

(a) a(k ·m) = ωf (m) · a(k), for all k ≥ 0
(b) n ·m ∈ C(f)
(c) m+ L ∈ C(f)
(d) There exists a Dirichlet character modulo L χ such that ωf = χ|C(f).

(Proof) □

We also define the finite collection of ϕ(L) functions:

(23) BL,κ :=

{
f(x) :=

∞∑
k=0

χ(k)kκxk | χ is a Dirichlet character mod L

}
.

Corollary 11. Let L =level(f). If f ∈ V (L, κ) then ωf = χ, a Dirichlet character modulo L.
(Proof) □

Lemma 9. Suppose L = p · c, and M is any integer with (M,L) = 1. The following are equivalent:

(a) p | c.
(b) For all k ∈ Z≥0, we have (M + k · c, L) = 1.

(Proof) □

Lemma 10. Suppose we have the factorization L =
∏n

i=1 qi, where qi := pαi
i , and the pi’s are distinct

primes. We define:

(24) AL :=

∏
j∈S

qj | S ⊂ {1, . . . n}

 .

Then, the following hold:

(a) a ∈ AL ⇐⇒ a | L and (a, La ) = 1
(b) AL = {c | L ≡ 0 (mod c) and ∀a > 1 such that c ≡ 0 (mod a) ⇒ a · c ∤ L}
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(c) AL = (1 + qi) ·A L
qi

(d) |AL| = 2n

(e) AL = {Ln | ∀n ∈ N}
(Proof) □

The following theorem uses the notation in (23) and (24).

Theorem 13. dimV (L, κ) is a multiplicative function of L. Moreover,

(25)
⋃

M∈AL

BM,κ is a basis for V (L, κ)

and we have the following:

(a)

dimV (L, κ) =

n∏
i=1

(ϕ(pαi
i ) + 1) .

(b)

dimV (L, κ) =
∑

M∈AL

ϕ(M).

(c) In particular, dimV (L, κ) = L ⇐⇒ L is square free.

(Proof) □

5. The Artin conjecture

In this brief section we give an equivalence between the Artin conjecture and certain Eigenspaces
that appeared in Theorem 11.

Conjecture 1 (Artin, 1927). Suppose n is an integer that is not a perfect square, and n ̸= −1. Then
n is a primitive root mod p for infinitely many primes p.

If the conclusion above is true, we say that the Artin conjecture is true for n. We may rephrase the
Artin conjecture in terms of 1-dimensional eigenspaces.

Theorem 14 (An equivalence for the Artin conjecture). The following are equivalent:

(a) Fix any positive integer κ, and ω := e
2πi
p−1 . Then there are infinitely many primes p such that

dim(En(ω, p, κ)) = 1.

(b)

1

p− 1

∑
d|p−1

µ

(
p− 1

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, p) = 1,(26)

for infinitely many primes p.
(c) The Artin conjecture is true for n.

Proof. We know that n is a primitive root mod p ⇐⇒ ordp(n) = p − 1. Using our definition of bj
as the number of cycles of length j in the permutation τ(n,L), we have bp−1 = 1 while bj = 0 for all

1 < j ̸= p− 1. By Theorem 11, dim(En(ω, p, κ)) =
∑ c

m
j=1 bjm = 1, proving the equivalence of (a) and

(c). The equivalence of (b) and (a) follows from equation (14), which is an explicit formula for all
bj . □
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6. The kernel

Given any positive integer n, we classify all rational functions f ∈ R(L, κ) that belong to the kernel
of Un : R(L, κ) → R(L, κ). That is, we define:

ker(Un) := {f ∈ R(L, κ) | Unf(x) = 0, for all x near 0}.

We note that if we were to consider Un : R → R, then the structure theorems that we proved,
concerning eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of Un, no longer hold. In particular, the following example
shows that there are functions in the kernel of Un : R → R that do not belong to R(L, κ), for any L
and κ.

Example 10. The following function does not lie in R(L, κ), so this example only serves to show
what can happen when a function is in the kernel of Un, but lies in R \R(L, κ).

Let f ∈ R be the rational function defined by:

f(x) :=
∞∑
k=1

(12mod9(k) · k + 17mod9(k))x
k,

where we use the notation of (6). We note that a0 = a3 = a6 = 0, and it is easily verified that
U6(f) = 0. We emphasize that for functions in the kernel, the notion of “weight” does not make
sense, as we see in this example. □

The latter example shows that it makes sense to restrict the action of Un to R(L, κ), where the
notions of level and weight of its eigenfunctions are well defined.

Lemma 11. Let Un : R(L, κ) → R(L, κ) and let f ∈ R(L, κ). Then

f ∈ ker(Un) ⇐⇒ a(k) = 0, for all branches and roots k ∈ Z(n,L).

□ (Proof)

Example 11. Let f ∈ R(4, 1). In other words, the Taylor series coefficients a(k) of f have period
L = 4: a(0) = 0, a(1) = 3, a(2) = 0, a(3) = 17. With n = 2, we apply Un, and it’s easy to see that
U2(f)(x) = 0. Figure 2 illustrates this Zolotarev graph Z(2, 4).

Figure 2. The Zolotarev graph Z(2, 4) has 2 leaves, 1 branch, and 1 root. 1 and
3 are leaves in Z(2, 4), which means that the Taylor series coefficients a(1) and a(3)
represent free variables. On the other hand, a sufficient and necessary condition for
f ∈ ker(U2) is that a(0) = a(2) = 0 (the roots and branches in Z(2, 4)). Therefore, it
is clear that dim(ker(U2)) = 2.

□
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Corollary 12. Let Un : R(L, κ) → R(L, κ). Then,

dim(ker(Un)) = L− L

(n,L)
.

□ (Proof)

The following result gives equivalences for diagonalizability.

Theorem 15. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) Un : R(L, κ) → R(L, κ) is diagonalizable.
(b) L

(L,n) = Ln

(c) Z(n,L) has no branches.
(d) n is a root in Z(n,L)
(e) H(1) = 1

(Proof) □

7. Proofs of section 1 Introduction

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1 and Lemma 1.

Proof. (of Theorem 1) By [12], Chapter 4, we may write the Taylor series coefficients of any function
f ∈ R as

a(k) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(k)r
k
j ,

where degree (Pj(k)) = mj−1, mj is the multiplicity of each distinct pole 1
rj

of f and d is the number

of poles of f . Therefore the Taylor series coefficients of Un(f) are

a(kn) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(kn)r
kn
j =

d∑
j=1

Pj(kn)(r
n
j )

k,

which shows that the poles of Un(f) are precisely
{

1
rn1
, 1
rn2
, . . . , 1

rnd

}
. On the other hand, our assumption

that Un(f) = λf implies that the rational functions f and Un(f) have the same set of poles, namely{
1
r1
, . . . , 1

rd

}
. We now have:

(27)

{
1

r1
,
1

r2
, · · · , 1

rd

}
=

{
1

rn1
,
1

rn2
, · · · , 1

rnd

}
,

implying that the latter two sets must be permutations of each other. Considering the orbit of the

pole 1
ri

under Un, we know that the subset of poles of f defined by
{

1
ri
, 1
rni
, 1

rn
2

i

, . . .
}
must be a finite

set, so that for some integers j, k, we have 1
ri

nj

= 1
ri

nk

. Therefore 1
ri

nj−nk

= 1, so that 1
ri

is a root of
unity and then also ri is a root of unity. □

Proof. (of Lemma 1) The Taylor series coefficients of any function f ∈ R are given by [12]

a(k) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(k)r
k
j ,

where degree(Pj(k)) = mj −1, mj is the multiplicity of each distinct pole 1
rj

of f and d is the number

of poles of f . If f is an eigenfunction of Un, with level L, then we know by Theorem 1 that all of its
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poles 1
rj
, (and thus rj) are L’th roots of unity. Indeed, there is a smallest integer L with this property.

Therefore:

a(k) =

d∑
j=1

Pi(k)e
2πiljk

L ,

for some integers lj .
Now we suppose to the contrary that gcd(n,L) = M > 1, so we have n = n0 ·M,L = L0 ·M , for

some integers n0 < n,L0 < L. The action of Un on f gives us the relation:

a(k)λ = a(kn) =

d∑
j=1

Pi(nk)e
2πiljkn

L =

d∑
j=1

Pi(k)e
2πiljkn0

L0 ,(28)

implying that the poles of f are all L0´roots of unity, with L0 < L, a contradiction. □

7.2. Proof of Theorem 2, Theorem 3 and Corollary 1. .
Here, we’ll prove Theorem 2, Theorem 3 and Corollary 1 simultaneously.

Proof. We may write the Taylor series coefficients of any function f ∈ R as

b(k) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(k)r
k
j ,

where degree(Pj(k)) = mj −1 and mj is the multiplicity of each distinct pole 1
rj

of f . By assumption,

we have

Un(f) =

∞∑
k=0

b(nk)xk = λ

∞∑
k=0

b(k)xk.

Then, for all k ∈ Z≥0,

(29) b(nk) = λb(k)

Let L = level(f). By Theorem 1, for all i = 1, 2, . . . , d, we have rLi = 1. Also by Lemma 1, (n,L) = 1,
hence we can define c := ordL(n). Now, iterating Un c times to f , we have

b(knc) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(kn
c)rkn

c

j = λc
d∑

j=1

Pj(k)(rj)
k.

On the other hand, nc ≡ 1 mod L. Therefore, we have

d∑
j=1

Pj(kn
c)
(
rn

c

j

)k
=

d∑
j=1

Pj(kn
c)rkj = λc

d∑
j=1

Pj(k)(rj)
k.

By uniqueness of the finite Fourier series, for all j = 1, 2, . . . , d

(30) Pj(kn
c) = λcPj(k).

Now, because (30) holds for every integer k, we have that the coefficients of both polynomials are

indeed equal. Let Pj(k) =
∑mj−1

i=0 ai,jk
i. The latter observation can be expressed by the following
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system: 

a0,j = λca0,j

a1,jn
c = λca1,j

...

ai,jn
ic = λcai,j

...

amj−1,jn
(mj−1)c = λcamj−1,j

Note that amj−1,j ̸= 0, because degree(Pj(k)) = mj − 1. Thus, n(mj−1)c = λc

But, because n > 1, λc ̸= nic, for all i ̸= mj − 1, and, therefore, ai,j = 0. Indeed,

(31) b(k) =

d∑
j=1

Pj(k)r
k
j =

d∑
j=1

Cjk
mj−1rkj ,

where Cj = amj−1,j .

Finally, from the equality n(mj−1)c = λc, which holds for all j = 1, 2, . . . , d, and from the fact that
λ is a constant independent of j, we conclude that κ := m1 = m2 = · · · = md, proving Theorem 2.
Moreover, for some c’th root of unity ω,

λ = ωnκ−1,

which concludes the proof of Theorem 3.
Now, returning to the series expansion (31), we replace all the multiplicities mj by κ, getting

b(k) =

d∑
j=0

kκ−1Cjr
k
j = kκ−1

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k
j .

Let a(k) = b(k)
kκ−1 . It follows from Theorem 1 that a(k + L) = a(k), because

(32) a(k + L) =

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k+L
j =

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k
j r

L
j =

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k
j = a(k).

Moreover, suppose there exists an integer M < L such that a(k +M) = a(k) for all k, i.e.

a(k +M) =

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k+M
j =

d∑
j=0

(
Cjr

M
j

)
rkj =

d∑
j=0

Cjr
k
j = a(k)

Then, by the uniqueness of the finite Fourier series, all the coefficients must be equal. In particular,
for k = 0,

Cjr
M
j = Cj ⇒ rMj = 1∀j,

a contradiction, as this would imply that the level of f is M ̸= L, and therefore concluding the proof
of Corollary 1. □

7.3. Proof of Corollary 2.

Proof. (of Corollary 2) We define:

(33) An := {λ(m,L, κ) := e
2πim

c nκ−1 | m ∈ Z, κ, L are positive integers, and (n,L) = 1},

where c := ordL(n). Then by Theorem 3 and Lemma 1, we know that Spec (Un) ⊆ An.
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To prove that An ⊆ Spec (Un), it remains to show that for each m ∈ Z, and κ, L positive integers
with (n,L) = 1, there exists a function f that satisfies Un(f) = λ(m,L, κ)f . Fix level(f) = L and
weight(f) = κ. Then, by Corollary 1, we have

f(x) =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1a(k)xk.

We fix a(1) = 1 and ω := e
2πim

c . We define:

a(k) :=

{
ωv, if there exists an integer v (mod c) such that k ≡ nv (mod L) ,

0, otherwise.

We first show that a(k) is well defined. Suppose we have two integers v1, v2 that satisfy the latter
property. If v1 ≡ v2 (mod c), then a(k) = ωv1 = ωv2 , because ω is a c’th root of unity. Now we apply
Un to f :

Un(f(x)) =

∞∑
k=0

(nk)κ−1a(nk)xk.

If k ≡ nv (mod L), then nk ≡ nv+1 (mod L), thus a(nk) = ωv+1 = ωa(k). On the other hand, if
such an integer v does not exists for k, then it does not exist for nk. Therefore a(nk) = 0 = ωa(k).
Therefore,

Un(f(x)) =

∞∑
k=0

nκ−1kκ−1ωa(k)xk = ωnκ−1f(x)

Thus, for each triplet (m,L, κ), there exists an eigenfunction f of Un, with eigenvalue λ(m,L, κ).
Therefore, we conclude that An ⊆ Spec (Un). □

7.4. Proof of Corollary 3.

Proof. (of Corollary 3) Let x ∈ Z>0 be such that ϕ(x) = N . By Dirichlet´s theorem on primes in
arithmetic progressions, there exists a prime p such that p ≡ 1 (mod N), i.e., there exists j ∈ Z>0

such that N · j = p − 1 = ϕ(p). Let g be a primitive root modulo p. We now have ordp(g
j) = N .

Therefore, by Corollary 2, e
2πi
N ∈ Spec(Un). □

7.5. Proof of Lemma 2.

Proof. (of Lemma 2) We will prove that R(L, κ) is a finite subspace of the infinite dimensional vector
space R. It is clear that R(L, κ) ⊂ R. Note also that the null function 0(x) = 0,∀x ∈ C lies in
R(L, κ), for all L and κ. Indeed, 0 =

∑∞
k=0 k

κ−1a(k)xk, where a(k) = 0 for every k, thus 0 ∈ R(L, κ).
Now, we prove that R(L, κ) is closed over sum and multiplication by scalar: For every f, g ∈ R(L, κ),
we have

(f + g)(x) =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1a(k)xk +

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1b(k)xk =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1(a+ b)(k)xk.

Note that (a+ b)(k+L) = a(k+L) + b(k+L) = a(k) + b(k) = (a+ b)(k), i.e., f + g ∈ R(L, κ). Also,
for every α ∈ C, we have

α · f =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1(α · a)(k)xk.

Note that (α · a)(k + L) = α · a(k + L) = (α · a)(k), thus αf ∈ R(L, κ), proving that R(L, κ) is a
subspace of R.

It is easy to see that dimR(L, κ) = L. Indeed, as defined in (6), the indicator function 1a mod L(k)
of the congruence class {n ∈ Z | n ≡ a mod L} is the natural basis for the space of all periodic
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functions with period L. In particular, by Corollary 1, the Taylor series coefficients a(k) have period
L. Thus, we have that{ ∞∑

k=0

kκ−11a mod L(k)x
k =

∞∑
k=0

(a+ kL)κ−1x(a+kL) | 0 ≤ a < L

}
is a basis of R(L, κ), which proves that dimR(L, κ) = L. □

7.6. Proofs of Lemma 3 and Lemma 4.

Proof. (of Lemma 3) For clarity, we first prove the formula for the number of fixed points of τ(n,L),
namely we must show that b1 = gcd(n − 1, L), as predicted by formula (10). Suppose that some k
mod L forms a cycle of length 1, in the permutation τ(n,L). This means that nk ≡ k mod L. The
latter congruence is equivalent to L | k(n− 1), which in turn is equivalent to L

gcd(L,n−1) | k. Now it’s

easy to count how many integers 0 ≤ k < L are multiples of L
gcd(L,n−1) : there are exactly gcd(L, n−1)

of them, including 0. This proves formula (10) for j = 1.
Now we extend the argument above, to prove the required formula (10) for all bj . Suppose we have

a cycle of length less than or equal to j: (k, nk, . . . , nj−1k), which means that

njk ≡ k mod L,

and it is elementary that the latter congruence is equivalent to

L

gcd(nj − 1, L)
| k.

The same divisibility criterion also holds for each of the elements in the same cycle. Therefore,
counting the total number of cycles of length ≤ j, we have:∑

d|j

dbd = gcd(nj − 1, L).

Applying Möbius inversion, we arrive at:

jbj =
∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

□

Proof. (of Lemma 4)

(a) Suppose there exists k ∤ c = ordL(n) such that k is the size of a cycle that n creates in Z/LZ, i.e.,
there exists an integer m such that

m · nk ≡ m (mod L).

Multiplying the two sides by nc−k, we have

m · nc ≡ m · nc−k (mod L).

Now, we use nc ≡ 1 (mod L), getting

m ≡ m · nc−k (mod L).

Then, by definition, k is the smallest integer a such that m ≡ m · na (mod L). Thus, c− k > k,
i.e., k < c

2 .
Now we can take c− k ≡ b (mod k), where 0 < b < k, since k ∤ c. But, therefore

m ≡ m · nb (mod L),
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a contradiction.

(b) It’s clear that if A ∩B = ∅, then A ̸= B, since A ̸= ∅.
Now we prove the converse. Let A =

{
a · ni ∈ Z/LZ | i ∈ Z

}
and B =

{
b · ni ∈ Z/LZ | i ∈ Z

}
.

Suppose there exist i and j such that a · ni ≡ b · nj (mod L), i.e., A ∩B ̸= ∅. We will show that
the sets A and B are, in fact, equal.

For all m ∈ Z, we have a · ni+m ≡ b · nj+m (mod L). We therefore create the cycle A ={
a · ni+m ∈ Z/LZ | m ∈ Z

}
=
{
b · nj+m ∈ Z/LZ | m ∈ Z

}
= B.

(c) The latter proof not only shows that all different cycles are disjoint, but also proves that if bj is
the number of different cycles of size j, then

∑c
j=1 jbj = L, concluding the proof of the Lemma.

□

8. Proofs of section 2, Zolotarev Graphs

8.1. Proof of Lemma 5.

Proof. (of Lemma 5) Let c be one of the (n,L) solutions to n · c ≡ k mod L. Writing any other
integer as c+m, we have that n · (c+m) = n · c+ n ·m ≡ k + n ·m mod L. But,

k + n ·m ≡ k (mod L) ⇐⇒ n ·m ≡ 0 (mod L) ⇐⇒ ∃b ∈ Z such that n ·m = b · L.
Let n = d · (n,L), with (d, L) = 1. Then,

m = b · L

d(n,L)
=
b

d
· L

(n,L)
.

But, because (d, L) = 1, we have

b

d
· L

(n,L)
∈ Z =⇒ b

d
∈ Z.

Thus, m is another solution to n · c ≡ k (mod L) if, and only if, m = c+ j L
(n,L) . Therefore, all (n,L)

solutions are congruent modulo L
(n,L) . □

8.2. Proofs of Theorem 4, Corollary 4 and Lemma 6.

Proof. (of Theorem 4)

(a) Let m ∈ Z(n,L) and suppose (n,L) | m. Then, there exists an integer k such that
m ≡ n · k (mod L). Thus, by definition m is not a leaf. The converse is analogous.

(b) Suppose L
Ln

∤ m. Note that L
Ln

is exactly the product of the powers of primes that divide L

and appear in the factorization of n (with eventually different exponents). Thus, there exists an

integer k´ such that L
Ln

| m · nk′
. Then, by definition, m is not a root.

Conversely, suppose m = k · L
Ln

, for some integer k. Indeed, there exists an integer j such that

(34) n ·m = n · k · L
Ln

≡ j · L
Ln

(mod L) .

Dividing by L
Ln

,

(35) n · k ≡ j (mod Ln) .

Now, because (n,Ln) = 1, there exists a positive exponent l such that

nl · k ≡ k (mod Ln) =⇒ nl ·m ≡ m (mod L) ,

i.e., m is a root in Z(n,L), concluding the proof of (b).
(c) follows trivially from the latter two items and the definition of branch.
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□

Proof. (of Corollary 4)

(a) Note that |{m ∈ (Z/LZ) | m = k · L
Ln

}| = |{k | 0 ≤ k < Ln}| = Ln. Therefore, by Theorem 4, we
have Ln roots.

(b) Note that |{m ∈ (Z/LZ) | m = k · (n,L)}| = |{k | 0 ≤ k < L
(n,L)}| = L

(n,L) . Then, by

Theorem 4, we have L
(n,L) nodes which are not leaves, impliying that |roots| = L − L

(n,L) , and

|branches| = L
(n,L) − Ln.

(c) Let F := |leaves|. By Lemma 5, the indegree of all nodes which are not leaves is (n,L). Thus,
there are exactly (n,L) · (L − F ) edges in Z(n,L). On the other hand, there are L nodes, an
therefore L edges in total. Therefore, we have

(n,L) · (L− F ) = L ⇐⇒ F = L · (n,L)− 1

(n,L)

□

Proof. (of Lemma 6) By Theorem 4, a node r in Z(n,L) is a root if, and only if, L
Ln

| r. Then,

L

Ln
| k · Ln ⇐⇒ k ≡ 0

(
mod

L

Ln

)
,

because
(

L
Ln
, Ln

)
= 1. Note that for each root r, we can construct a set of size L

Ln
given by

{r+ k ·Ln | 0 ≤ k < L
Ln

}. Moreover, the sets are disjoint, because, by construction, each set contains

only one root. Thus, we partitioned Z(n,L) in Ln sets. □

8.3. Proofs of Theorem 5, Theorem 6 and Theorem 7.

Proof. (of Theorem 5) Note that m is a root if, and only if, m is in a cycle in Z(n,L). Hence, there
are exactly j · bj roots, where bj is number of cycles in Z(n,L) of size j. It is clear that for any j > L,
we have bj = 0. Therefore, by Observation 1, the number of roots is given by:

|roots| =
L∑

j=1

j · bj =
L∑

j=1

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L).

□

Proof. (of Theorem 6) It is easy to see that there exists an integer k such that nkm ≡ 0 mod L if,
and only if, Ln | m. Also, nd(Ln,0) · k · Ln ≡ k · 0 ≡ 0 mod L, which implies d(Ln, 0) ≥ d(kLn, 0) for
any integer k.

□

Proof. (of Theorem 7) Let a and b be two nodes, i a root in the same connected component as a and
b and suppose a ≡ b (mod Ln). Let b = a+ kLn. By Theorem 6, for every node kLn ∈ Tree(0), there
exists an integer β such that nβ · kLn ≡ 0 (mod L). We have

nd(b,i) · b = nd(a+kLn,i) · (a+ kLn) ≡ i (mod L) .

Thus, there exists an integer α such that d(b, i) + αj > β. Therefore, we obtain the following:

nd(a+kLn,i)+αj · (a+ kLn) = nd(a+kLn,i)+αj · a+nd(a+kLn,i)+αj · kLn ≡ nd(a+kLn,i)+αj · a ≡ i (mod L)

Then, for any integer k, the following holds:

d(a+ kLn, i) + αj ≡ d(a+ kLn, i) ≡ d(a, i) (mod j)
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Conversely, let i be a root in a cycle of size j and a and b two nodes in the same connected component
as i such that d(a, i) ≡ d(b, i) (mod j). Let γ := b−a and α an integer such that d(b, i) = d(a, i)+α ·j.
Then, we have the following:

i ≡ nd(b,i) · b = nd(b,i) · a+ nd(b,i) · γ = nd(a,i)+αj · a+ nd(b,i) · γ ≡ i+ nd(b,i) · γ (mod L) .

Therefore, we conclude that nd(b,i) · γ ≡ 0 (mod L) and, by Theorem 6, γ is a multiple of Ln, hence
a ≡ b (mod Ln). □

8.4. Proof of Lemma 7.

Proof. (of Lemma 7) Let i be the root such that nH(1) ≡ i (mod L) and k ∈ Z(n,L) be any node.
We have

nH(1) · 1 ≡ i (mod L)

nH(1) · k ≡ i · k (mod L)

=⇒ H(k) ≤ H(1),

because k · i is a root in Z(n,L). □

8.5. Proof of Theorem 8.

Proof. (of Theorem 8) Let g :=gcd(n,L) and suppose Z(n,L) has homogeneous height h, i.e., all its
leaves have the same height h. By Lemma 5, if r is a root in Z(n,L), its indegree is g, from which
g − 1 edges connect r to leaves and branches. Thus, there are Ln · (g − 1) nodes m with H(m) = 1.
Note that if m is a branch, then its indegree is g. Therefore, we conclude, inductively, that, for every
i ≤ h, we have |{m | H(m) = i}| = Ln · (g − 1) · gi−1.

As there are L nodes in total, we have the following:

L = Ln +

h∑
m=1

Ln(g − 1)gm−1 = Ln

(
1 + (g − 1)

h−1∑
m=0

gm

)

= Ln

(
1 + (g − 1) · g

h − 1

g − 1

)
= Ln · gh

⇐⇒ Ln =
L

gh
.

Conversely, suppose Ln = L
gh . Let L =

∏s
i=1 p

αi
i , n =

∏t
i=1 q

βi

i and {ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ max{s, t}} be the

set of primes shared by L and n. Then, αi = c · βi, for some integer c.
Claim: If m is a leaf in Z(n,L), then H(m) = c.

Indeed, by Theorem 4, if m is a leaf, then g ∤ m, i.e., gcd(g,m) =
∏
rγi

i . Moreover, there exists an

integer i′ such that γi′ < βi′ . But, by Theorem 4 nkm is a root if, and only if, L
Ln

= gh | nkm, i.e.,
for all i, γi + k · βi ≥ h · βi. But, because γi′ < βi′ , we have γi′ + k · βi′ ≥ h · βi′ ⇐⇒ k ≥ h, which
implies H(m) = h, concluding the proof. □

8.6. Proof of Theorem 9, Corollary 5, Corollary 6 and Corollary 7.

Proof. (of Theorem 9) The idea of the proof is the well-known identity:

(36) a ≡ b (mod c) ⇐⇒ a

d
≡ b

d

(
mod

c

d

)
,

where d is any common divisor of a, b, c. Consider the function ψ : G→ Z(n, Lv ), defined by:

ψ(x) =
x

v
.
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Note that

ψ(x) ≡ ψ(y)

(
mod

L

v

)
⇐⇒ x

v
≡ y

v

(
mod

L

v

)
⇐⇒ x ≡ y (mod L) ,

by (36). Hence, ψ is injective. Also, because the two graphs have L
v nodes, we conclude that ψ is a

bijection. Moreover, ψ has the isomorphism property (17): If a 7−→ b ≡ na mod L, then by (36),

ψ(b) =
b

v
≡ na

v
= nψ(a)

(
mod

L

v

)
⇐⇒ ψ(a) 7−→ ψ(b),

concluding the proof. □

Proof. (of Corollary 5) By Theorem 6, x ∈ Tree(0) ⇐⇒ Ln | x. Thus, by Theorem 9 the proof is
done. □

Proof. (of Corollary 6) By Theorem 4, all the non-leaves are multiples of (n,L). Thus, it is a particular
case of Theorem 9. □

Proof. (of Corollary 7) Apply Theorem 9 with v = L
Ln
. □

9. Proofs of section 3: The eigenspaces

9.1. Proofs of Theorem 10, Corollary 8 and Theorem 11.

Proof. (of Theorem 10) First, we will show that Fω,L,κ,n,r ∈ En(ω,L, κ).
Indeed, if i ̸= r is connected to r, then d(ni, r) = d(i, r)− 1. Thus,

(37) aω,L,n,r(ni) = ω−d(ni,r) = ω−d(i,r)+1 = ωaω,L,n,r(i).

If i = r, because the cycle has size jm and ω is a m’th root of unity, we have

(38) aω,L,n,r(nr) = ω−d(ni,r) = ω−bm+1 = ω = ωaω,L,n,r(r).

If i is not connected to r, then neither is ni, and therefore aω,L,n,r(ni) = ωaω,L,n,r(i) = 0.

If r and k share a cycle, Fω,L,κ,n,r and Fω,L,κ,n,k are linearly dependent, because Fω,L,κ,n,r =

ωd(r,k)Fω,L,κ,n,k. But taking just one root ri from each disjoint cycle Ai ∈ Bm, 1 ≤ i ≤ |Bm| ,
we find that they are linearly independent, because

aω,L,n,rj (ri) =

{
1, if i = j

0, if i ̸= j

Then we can take in particular {Fω,L,κ,n,r | r = min(A)}, implying that they are linearly inde-
pendent

Now we show that they span the space. Let f(x) =
∑∞

k=0 k
κ−1a(k)xk ∈ En(ω,L, κ) and consider

the Zolotarev graph Z(n,L). By Corollary 1, we have a(k) = a(k + L), for all k ∈ Z≥0 and a(nk) =
ωa(k). If k is a root in a cycle of size j, then a(njk) = a(k) = ωja(k) and, therefore, we have a(k) = 0
or ωj = 1. Indeed, if ωj ̸= 1, then a(k) = 0 and if ωj = 1, we have a(b) = a(k) · aω,L,n,k(b), for every
node b in the same connected component as k. Therefore,

f(x) =
∑

r=min(A)
A∈Bm

a(r) · Fω,L,κ,n,r(x),

concluding the proof.
□
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Proof. (of Corollary 8) Let f ∈ En(ω,L, κ). We will show that f ∈ En(ω,Ln, κ). Note that, by the
definition of En(ω,L, κ), we have that level(f) | L. However, by Lemma 1, gcd(level(f), n) = 1.
Therefore, level(f) | Ln and we conclude that En(ω,L, κ) ⊂ En(ω,Ln, κ).

On the other hand, note that Ln | L =⇒ En(ω,Ln, κ) ⊂ En(ω,L, κ), concluding the proof. □

Proof. (of Theorem 11) It follows from Theorem 10 that dimEn(ω,L, κ) = |Bm|, where Bm is defined
in (18). Indeed, |Bm| is the sum of the number of cycles of size j in Z(n,L), where m | j. Therefore,
we have the following:

|Bm| = dimEn(ω,L, κ) =

L∑
m|j

bj =

c∑
j=1

bmj

□

9.2. Proof of Theorem 12, Corollary 9 and Corollary 10.

Proof. (of Theorem 12) Let A be a cycle of size j in Z(n,L), r ∈ A and a j’th root of unity ω.
Accordingly, let Fω,L,κ,n,r be a basic function of the non trivial eigenspace En(ω,L, κ). Note that the
subspace spanned by Fω,L,κ,n,r has dimension 1. Indeed, as there are j j’th roots of unity, we have,
for each cycle of size j, j dimensions (one for each distinct root of unity). Thus, dimSn(L, κ) is equal
the number of roots in Z(n,L). Indeed, by Corollary 4, we conclude that there are exactly Ln roots
and, therefore, dimSn(L, κ) = Ln, concluding the proof.

□

Proof. (of Corollary 9) By Corollary 8, we have that En(ω,L, κ) ⊂ R(Ln, κ), for every ω. Thus,
by definition, we conclude that Sn(L, κ) ⊂ R(Ln, κ). Now, because of Theorem 12 and Lemma 2,
dimSn(L, κ) = dimR(Ln, κ). Therefore, the two spaces are equal.

□

Proof. (of Corollary 10) By Theorem 12, dimSn(L, κ) = Ln. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that
g(n,L) := Ln is periodic in n and completely multiplicative in L.

First, we show that g is periodic in n. Note that

gcd(n,L) = gcd(n+ L,L) =⇒ g(n,L) = g(n+ L,L),

by the algorithm described in example (4).
Now, we show that g is completely multiplicative in L. Let A, B and n be integers. Consider the

trivial decomposition A = A
An

·An and B = B
Bn

·Bn. We have

A ·B =
A ·B
An ·Bn

·An ·Bn.

Now, note that (An · Bn) | A · B and it is indeed the largest divisor of A · B which is coprime to n,
because if p is a prime such that p | A·B

An·Bn
, then p | A

An
or p | B

Bn
. In any case, p | n, and we are

done. □

10. Proofs of section 4 Simultaneous eigenfunctions

10.1. Proofs of Lemma 8, and Corollary 11.

Proof. (of Lemma 8)

(a) By Corollary 1:

Un (f(x)) =

∞∑
k=0

(nk)κ−1a(nk)xk = nκ−1ωf (n) · f =

∞∑
k=0

(nk)κ−1ωf (n)a(k)x
k ⇐⇒ a(nk) = ωf (n)a(k),

for all k ≥ 0.
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(b) Let f ∈ R. Then,

Ui ◦ Uj(f) = Ui(

∞∑
k=0

a(j · n)xk) =
∞∑
k=0

a(i · j · k)xk = Ui·j .

Thus, Ui ◦ Uj = Ui·j . Therefore, Un ◦ Um(f) = Un(ωf (m)f) = ωf (n)ωf (m)f = Umn(f), implying
mn ∈ C(f) and ωf (m · n) = ωf (m) · ωf (n).

(c) Let f ∈ Em(ωf (m), L, κ). By Lemma 1, a(k + L) = a(k) for all k ≥ 0. Applying the operator
Um+L, we have:

Um+L (f(x)) =

∞∑
k=0

((m+ L)k)κ−1a((m+ L)k)xk

= (m+ L)
κ−1

∞∑
k=0

(k)κ−1a(mk)xk

= (m+ L)
κ−1

ωf (m)

∞∑
k=0

(k)κ−1a(k)xk,

which implies m+ L ∈ C(f) and ωf (m+ L) = ωf (m).
(d) By the latter two proofs, we easily conclude that ωf is a completely multiplicative and periodic

function, with period L. Moreover, by Lemma 1, if (d, L) > 1 and d ∈ C(f), implying ωf (d) = 0.
Therefore, there exists a Dirichlet character modulo L χ such that ωf = χ|C(f) concluding the
proof of the Lemma.

□

Proof. (of Corollary 11) If Level(f) = L, then, by Lemma 8, there exists a Dirichlet character modulo
L such that χ(n) = ωf (n), for all n ∈ C(f). In particular, for C(f) = Z, the result follows. □

Proof. (of Lemma 9) Suppose p | c and that there exists k ∈ Z with (M + k · c, L) > 1. Then, there
exists a prime q such that q | L and q | M + k · c. As L = p · c, we have q | p or q | c. But q | p | c,
then q | c. Therefore: {

q | c
q |M + k · c

⇒ q |M,

contradicting (M,L) = 1.
Conversely, assume that for all k ∈ Z, (M + kc, L) = 1. Suppose that p ∤ c. Then, there exists is a

prime q such that q | p and q ∤ c. But p | L =⇒ q | L, and (M,L) = 1 =⇒ q ∤M .
Now, if (M + kc, L) = 1, then q ∤ M + kc. Let M and q be such that M ≡ M (mod q) and c ≡

c (mod q). However, (Z/qZ)∗ is a field, so there exists (c)−1, the inverse of c. Let k∗ = (c)−1 · (−M).
We have M +

(
(c)−1 · (−M)

)
c ≡ 0 (mod q), which means k∗ is such that q |M + k∗c, contradicting

(M + kc, L) = 1 for all k.
□

10.2. Proofs of Lemma 10 and Theorem 13.

Proof. (of Lemma 10)

(a) Suppose a ∈ AL. Then, we must have a =
∏

j∈S qj and, therefore,La =
∏

j∈Sc qj . Thus, a | L and(
a, La

)
= 1.

Conversely, suppose a | L and
(
a, La

)
= 1. Then,

a =

n∏
j=1

p
βj

j ⇒ L

a
=

n∏
j=1

p
αj−βj

j .
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Thus,

1 =

(
a,
L

a

)
=

n∏
j=1

p
min{αj−βj ,βj}
j ⇐⇒ ∀j, βj = 0 or βj = αj .

In any case, we have a ∈ AL, concluding the proof of (a).
(b) Let C = {c | L ≡ 0 (mod c) and ∀a > 1 such that c ≡ 0 (mod a) ⇒ a · c ∤ L}. First, we show

that AL ⊂ C. Let k ∈ AL. Then, k =
∏

j∈S qj . Note that pi | k if, and only if i ∈ S, which

implies pi · k ∤ L. Conversely, we show that C ⊂ AL. Let c ∈ C and c =
∏

j∈S p
βj

j . If there exists

an integer j such that βj < αj , where αj is such that qj = p
αj

j , we can choose a = pj , implying

c · a | L, a contradiction, concluding the proof of (b).
(c) Let Jn = {1, . . . , n}. Note that P(Jn) can be partitioned in the following manner:

P(Jn) = {S | S ⊂ {1, . . . n} \ {i}} ∪ {S ∪ {i} | S ⊂ {1, . . . n}}
Let A = {S | S ⊂ {1, . . . n} \ {i}} and B = {S ∪ {i} | S ⊂ {1, . . . n}}.

If S ∈ A, then a =
∏

j∈S qj ∈ A L
qi

. On the other hand, if S ∈ B, then b =
∏

j∈S qj ∈ qi · A L
qi

,

concluding the proof of (c).
(d) Note that |AL| = |P(Jn)|, and we are done.
(e) Let L = {Ln | ∀n ∈ N}. First, we show that AL ⊂ L. Let a ∈ AL. By item (a), we have that a and

L
a are coprime. Indeed, a is the largest divisor of L coprime with L

a . Thus, a = LL
a
⇒ AL ⊂ L.

Now, we show that L ⊂ AL. Suppose l ∈ L. Then there exists an integer m such that l = Lm.

Now, because l | L, we can write l =
∏n

j=1 p
βj

j , where 0 ≤ βj ≤ αj . Indeed, it is clear that if

(pi,m) > 1, then βi = 0, and if (pi,m) = 1, then βi = αi. Indeed, if not, then pi is not the
greatest divisor of L coprime with m. Thus we conclude l =

∏
j∈S qj ∈ AL, and we are done.

□

Proof. (of Theorem 13)
Step 1. We first show that

⋃
M∈AL

BM,κ spans V (L, κ). By Corollary 11 we have for f ∈ V (L, κ),

a(n · k) = χ(n)a(k), in particular a(n) = χ(n)a(1). Letting c = a(1), we have a(n) = c · χ(n), which
proves that

⋃
M |L BM,κ spans all the space.

Next, if we have L = p · c, where p | c, and p is a prime. Now, because of the orthogonality of the
Dirichlet characters, we have

⟨χ mod c⟩ = ⟨1a mod c , 0 < a ≤ c and (a, c) = 1⟩ .
And since p | c, then (a, L) = 1 ⇐⇒ (a, c) = 1. Then by Lemma 9 we have that for all 0 < a ≤ c

coprime with c, (a+ k · c, L) = 1, and also:

1a mod c =

p−1∑
k=0

1a+k·c mod L,

which proves that

⟨1a mod c, 0 < a ≤ c and (a, c) = 1⟩ ⊂ ⟨1a mod L, 0 < a ≤ L and (a, L) = 1⟩ .
In other words,

⟨Bc,κ⟩ ⊂ ⟨BL,κ⟩
Now, by Lemma 10 (b) we have〈⋃

M |L

BM,κ

〉
=

〈 ⋃
M∈AL

BM,κ

〉
= V (L, κ)

Step 2. Now, we will proceed by induction in the number of prime divisors of L to show that this
set is also linear independent. For the base case, let L = pv, where p is a prime. We know, by the
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start of the proof, that Bpv,κ ∪B1,κ generates V (pv, κ), and we now show that it is in fact a basis for
V (pv, κ).

Consider the collection of functions {fi | i = 1, . . . , ϕ(pv)} = Bpv,κ defined by:

fi(x) =
∑
k≥0

χi(k)k
κxk,

where χ0(k) = 1, for all integers k. The other χi’s are characters modulo pv. Suppose we have any
vanishing linear combination of the fi’s:

0 =

ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

αifi(x) =

ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

∑
k≥0

αiχi(k)k
κxk =

∑
k≥0

ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

αiχi(k)

 kκxk ⇐⇒
ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

αiχi(k) = 0,

for every k ≥ 0. In particular, if k = pv, then

ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

αiχi(p
v) = α0χ0(p

v) = α0 = 0.

Therefore, for all k ≥ 0,

ϕ(pv)∑
i=0

αiχi(k) =

ϕ(pv)∑
i=1

αiχi(k) = 0 ⇐⇒ αi = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , ϕ(pv),

using the orthogonality of the Dirichlet characters. Thus, we have

dimV (pv, κ) = ϕ(pv) + 1.

Step 3. Now, for the induction step, we will show that⋃
M∈AL

BM,κ is a basis for V (L, κ).

Assume it holds for c = pv11 p
v2
2 · · · pvN

N , the prime factorization of c, and for L = c · pv, where p ̸= pi,
for all i ≤ N . Let χm(k; i) denote the i’th character modulo m. Then the set that span is a basis for
V (L, κ) if, and only if, all fi,M are linearly independent, where

fi,M (x) =
∑
k≥0

χM (k; i)kκxk.

Suppose we have any vanishing linear combination of the fi,M´s:

0 =
∑

M∈AL

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · fi,M (x)

=
∑

M∈AL

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M ·
∑
k≥0

χM (k; i)kκxk

=
∑
k≥0

 ∑
M∈AL

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i)

 kκxk

⇐⇒
∑

M∈AL

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i) = 0 for all M ∈ AL, i = 1, . . . , ϕ(M) and βi,M ∈ C.
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By Lemma 10, we know that AL = (pv + 1)Ac, and we note that Ac ∩ pvAc = ∅. Therefore, if
fi,M (x) =

∑
k≥0 a(k)k

κxk, we have

a(k) =
∑

M∈AL

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i)

=
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i) +
∑

M∈pvAc

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i)

=
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i) +
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M ·pv)∑
i=1

βi,M ·pv · χM ·pv (k; i)

Now, if k = n · pv, n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , c}, then it is clear that

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i).

But because (c, p) = 1, then k = n · pv mod c is a permutation of the set {1, 2, . . . , c}, and by
hypothesis, for all k ∈ Z/cZ,

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
i=1

βi,M · χM (k; i) = 0 ⇐⇒ βi,M = 0 for all M ∈ Ac and i = 1, . . . , ϕ(M)

We know that for any k ∈ Z/cZ, we have:

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M ·pv)∑
i=1

βi,M ·pv · χM ·pv (k; i).

If h =M ·pv, then for all j ∈ {1, . . . , ϕ(pv)} and l ∈ {1, . . . , ϕ(M)}, there is an unique correspondent
i ∈ {1, . . . , ϕ(h)} such that χpv (k; j) · χM (k; l) = χh(k; i), using the isomorphism of a finite abelian
group and its character group. Then:

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M ·pv)∑
i=1

βi,M ·pv · χM ·pv (k; i)

=
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M ·pv)∑
i=1

βi,M ·pv · χM (k; li) · χpv (k; ji).(39)

Now, reorganizing (39) and letting γli,ji,M := βi,M ·pv , using the same uniqueness relation between
li, ji and i, we have: ∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
l=1

χM (k; l)

ϕ(pv)∑
j=1

γl,j,M · χpv (k; j).

Using the orthogonality of Dirichlet characters, we observe that

⟨χ mod pv⟩ = ⟨1a mod pv , 0 < a ≤ pv and (a, pv) = 1⟩ ,
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and hence we have
∑ϕ(pv)

j=1 γl,j,M · χpv (k; j) =
∑ϕ(pv)

j=1 αl,j,M · 1lj(mod pv)(k), where (lj , p
v) = 1. Then:

∑
M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
l=1

χM (k; l)

ϕ(pv)∑
j=1

γl,j,M · χpv (k; j)

=
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
l=1

χM (k; l)

ϕ(pv)∑
j=1

αl,j,M · 1lj(mod pv)(k)

Now, let k = lt + i · pv, i = 0, . . . , c− 1, with t = 1, . . . , ϕ(pv). Then:

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
l=1

χM (k; l) · αl,t,M

Note that i · pv is a permutation in Z/cZ and, therefore, lt + i · pv is also a permutation. Thus, for all
t = 1, . . . ϕ(pv) and k ∈ Z/cZ:

a(k) =
∑

M∈Ac

ϕ(M)∑
l=1

αl,t,M · χM (k; l) = 0 ⇐⇒ αl,t,M = 0 for all M ∈ Ac and l = 1, . . . , ϕ(M),

and we are done. □

11. Proofs of section 6: The Kernel

11.1. Proofs of Lemma 11, Corollary 12 and Theorem 15.

Proof. (of Lemma 11) Suppose f ∈ ker(Un), i.e., a(nk) = 0, for all 1 ≤ k ≤ L. This is precisely
equivalent to a(b) = 0 for every node b which is not a leaf, because, by definition, if b is a leaf, then
there exists an integer k such that nk ≡ b (mod L).

Conversely, we will show that if a(k) = 0 for every non-leaf k, then f ∈ ker(Un). Let

f(x) =

∞∑
k=0

kκ−1a(k)xk.

We have

Un(f(x)) =

∞∑
k=0

(nk)κ−1a(nk)xk.

By definition, nk is not a leaf in Z(n,L), thus a(nk) = 0 for all k and therefore f ∈ ker(Un).
□

Proof. (of Corollary 12) By Corollary 4, there are L
(n,L) leaves in Z(n,L), and we are done. □

Proof. (of Theorem 15)

(1) (a ⇐⇒ b) Un is diagonalizable ⇐⇒ dimSn+dimkerUn = dimR(L, κ). We have by Lemma
2, Theorem 12 and Corollary 12 that

Ln + L− L

(n,L)
= L =⇒ Ln =

L

(n,L)
.

(2) (b ⇐⇒ c) Follows imediatly from Theorem 4.
(3) (c =⇒ d) It is clear that 1 is a leaf, and 1 7−→ n, meaning that n is a root.
(4) (d =⇒ e) It is clear that 1 7−→ n, then H(1) = 1.
(5) (e =⇒ c) By Lemma 7, the height of the Zolotarev graph is h = H(1) = 1 and, therefore,

the leaves are directly connected to the roots.

□
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12. Further Remarks

Remark 1. Suppose we fix a denominator B(x) of a potential eigenfunction f of Un, with a fixed

eigenvalue λ. What is the collection of all numerator polynomials A(x) such that A(x)
B(x) is an eigen-

function of Un?

In general there is not a unique eigenfunction A(x)
B(x) , associated with the data above. An example

of this phenomena is given by f6,4 and f6,5 in Appendix 9 of [4]) (see also Corollary 3.12 of [4]).

Question 1. What is the Kernel of Un : R → R?

Appendix A. Alternative proofs

A.1. Alternative proofs of Corollary 7, Theorem 11 and Corollary 8.

Proof. (of Corollary 7) First, we show that for any integer d, (nd − 1, L) = (nd − 1, Ln). As (nd −
1, nd) = 1, (nd − 1, L) does not have any common factor with nd. The same argument shows that
(nd − 1, L

Ln
) = 1. Thus,

(nd − 1, L) = (nd − 1, Ln
L

Ln
) = (nd − 1, Ln)

The second step is to show that two subgraphs G and H of Z(n,L) consisting only of roots are
isomorphic if, and only if, all the bj´s associated to that cycle are identical.

Indeed, if there exists a function that preserves adjacency between nodes, then it trivially preserves
cycle sizes. The converse is also clear.

Now, note that the bj associated with Z(n,L) are given by

bj =
1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, L) =

1

j

∑
d|j

µ

(
j

d

)
gcd(nd − 1, Ln)

Indeed this is exactly the formula for bj associated to Z(n,Ln). □

Proof. (of Theorem 11) Let (n,L) = 1. By Theorem 3 and Lemma 1, if f ∈ En(ω,L, κ), then
Un(f) = nκ−1ωf , where ω is a root of unity. Indeed, there exists a unique integer m such that ω is a
primitive m’th root of unity.

Now, let A be a cycle of size j in τ(n,L). If k ∈ A, then a(k) = a(knj) = ωa(knj−1) = ωja(k),
which implies ωj = 1 or a(k) = 0. But, if m | j, then ωj = 1, because ω is a primitive m´th root of
unity. Hence, we have that a(k) is a free variable. Indeed, once a(k) is fixed, a(kni) = ωia(k), for
all b ∈ A, with b = k · ni, for some integer i. Now, if m ∤ j, then ωj ̸= 1 and, therefore, a(k) = 0,
implying a(kni) = 0, for all i.

Thus, we conclude that dimEn(ω,L, κ) =
∑c

m|j bj , where c := ordL(n). Now, let L be any integer,

not necessarily coprime to n. Therefore, by Corollary 8, En(ω,L, κ) = En(ω,Ln, κ), concluding the
proof.

□

A.2. Alternative proof of Theorem 12.

Proof. (of Theorem 12)
Note that

(40) dimSn(L, κ) =
∑

ω∈C\{0}

dimEn(ω,L, κ)

Now, let (n,L) = 1. Then, by Theorem 3 and Lemma 1, ω is a c’th root of unity, where c = ordL(n).
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Moreover, dimEn(ω,L, κ) only depends on n, L and M , where ω is a primitive M ’th root of unity
(and, therefore, M | c. Note that the fact that there exist ϕ(M) primitive M ’th roots of unity implies
that we can rewrite (40) as

dimSn(L, κ) =
∑
M |c

ϕ(M) dimEn(e
2πi
M , L, κ)

Now, applying Theorem 11, we have

dimSn(L, κ) =
∑
M |c

ϕ(M)

c∑
M |j

bj =
∑
M |c

c∑
M |j

ϕ(M)bj .

Now, by Lemma 4, if j ∤ c, then bj = 0. I.e.,

∑
M |c

c∑
M |j

ϕ(M)bj =
∑
M |c

∑
M |j|c

ϕ(M)bj .

Alternatively, if c =
∏k

i=1 p
αi
i , then m =

∏k
i=1 p

βi

i and j =
∏k

i=1 p
γi

i , where βi ≤ γi ≤ αi. Now, it is
easy to see that we can rewrite the sum as

∑
M |c

∑
M |j|c

ϕ(M)bj =
∑
j|c

∑
M |j

ϕ(M)bj =
∑
j|c

bj
∑
M |j

ϕ(M) =
∑
j|c

jbj .

Now, because j ∤ c⇒ bj = 0, we have

∑
j|c

jbj =
∑
j|c

jbj +
∑
j∤c

1≤j<c

jbj =

c∑
j=1

jbj .

By Lemma 4, it follows that

c∑
j=1

jbj = L,

showing that if (n,L) = 1, then dimSn(L, κ) = L.
Now, let n and L be any positive integers. By Corollary 8, En(ω,L, κ) = En(ω,Ln, κ) and,

therefore, Sn(L, κ) = Sn(Ln, κ), concluding the proof. □

Appendix B. Examples with L=20

Here we show all of the Zolotarev graphs with L = 20, and 2 ≤ n ≤ 18 with gcd(n, 20) > 1. Here
we have 9 isomorphism classes, as we see in the graphs below.
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Figure 3. The two Zolotarev graphs Z(2, 20) and Z(18, 20) are isomorphic. Each
of these graphs has 10 leaves, 5 branches, 5 roots, and 2 connected components.

Figure 4. The two Zoloterev graphs Z(8, 20) and Z(12, 20) are isomorphic. Each of
them has 15 leaves, no branches, 5 roots, and 2 connected components.
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Figure 5. Bottom: Z(4, 20) has 15 leaves, 5 roots, 0 branches, and 3 connected
components. Top: Z(5, 20) has 16 leaves, 4 roots, 0 branches, and 4 connected
components.

Figure 6. Here Z(15, 20) has 3 connected components, and 4 roots. Z(16, 20) has
5 connected components, and 5 roots.
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Figure 7. Z(6, 20) has 10 leaves, 5 branches, 5 roots, and 5 connected components.

Figure 8. Top: the Zolotarev graph Z(2, 20) has 10 leaves, 5 roots, and 5 branch
integers. It has 2 connected components.
Bottom: Z(10, 20) has 18 leaves, 2 roots, 0 branches, and just 1 connected component.
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