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A CONVERSE TO A THEOREM OF GAUSS ON GAUSS SUMS

JONATHAN W. BOBER AND LEO GOLDMAKHER

ABSTRACT. In this note we prove (under mild hypotheses) that f is a character of Fp if and only if the Fourier

transform of f has magnitude 1 somewhere in F×

p
. This implies a converse to a theorem of Gauss on the magnitude

of the Gauss sum, in addition to other consequences.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider an arbitrary function f : F×
p → C×. A famous result (essentially due to Gauss) is that the quantity

τ(f) :=
∑

n∈F×

p

f(n) e

(
n

p

)

has magnitude
√
p whenever f is a nontrivial character mod p (here and throughout, e(α) := e2πiα). Does the

converse hold? Our goal is to prove that it does, under some mild assumptions about f . In the special case that

f produces a string of ±1’s, our approach gives a particularly clean result:

Proposition 1.1. Suppose the image of f : F×
p → C× is {±1}, and that f(1) = 1. Then f is a character

(namely, the Legendre symbol) if and only if |τ(f)| = √
p.

Thus we can verify an algebraic condition (that f is a homomorphism) via an analytic one (that f correlates in

a special way with exponentials).

There are two obvious paths to generalizing Proposition 1.1. The first is to weaken the hypotheses, but we

cannot be too cavalier—for f to be a character it is necessary that f(1) = 1 and that the image of f consists of

roots of unity. The second natural generalization is to interpret the quantity τ(f) in terms of the finite Fourier

transform of f , and to attempt to replace our condition on τ(f) by a condition on f̂ . To be more precise, given

any f : F×
p → C× we can extend it to a function on Fp by setting f(0) := 0, and then define its Fourier

transform f̂ : Fp → C by

f̂(ξ) :=
1√
p

∑

x∈Fp

f(x)e
(
− xξ

p

)
.

In this language, the conclusion of Proposition 1.1 asserts that f is the Legendre symbol (mod p) if and only

if |f̂(−1)| = 1. Does this hold if we replace −1 by some other input? Our main theorem, which generalizes

Proposition 1.1 in both the ways we just described, answers this question in the affirmative:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose the image of f : F×
p → C× consists of nth roots of unity, that f(1) = 1, and that p ∤ n.

Then f is a nontrivial character if and only if ∃a ∈ F×
p such that |f̂(a)| = 1.

Remark. The divisibility hypothesis p ∤ n is necessary for two reasons. First, when p | n it’s possible for a

non-homomorphism to have Gauss sum of magnitude
√
p: taking p = 3 and setting f(1) = 1 and f(2) = e

(
5
6

)

yields |τ(f)| =
√
3. Second, if n is chosen to be minimal in Theorem 1.2, then p | n implies that f is not a

character. To see this, observe that if f were a character then n would be the order of f as an element of the

dual group F̂×
p . This would imply n | p− 1, whence p ∤ n.

If f is a nontrivial character, a standard change of variables in τ(f) implies |f̂(a)| = 1 for every a ∈ F×
p .

This yields the following amusing result, which we don’t know how to prove without using Theorem 1.2:
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Corollary 1.3. Suppose the image of f : F×
p → C× consists of nth roots of unity, and that p ∤ n. Then either

|f̂(a)| = 1 for all a ∈ F×
p , or |f̂(a)| 6= 1 for all a ∈ F×

p .

We conclude our introduction with a brief survey of some other characterizations of characters. Recall one

of the standard definitions: a function f : Z → C (or N → C) is a Dirichlet character (mod q) if and only if

• f is completely multiplicative,

• f is periodic with period q, and

• the support of f is the set of integers coprime to q.

It turns out there are various ways to modify these hypotheses without including any other functions. One

example of this is the following result due to Allouche and the second author [1], which built on previous work

of Sárközy [12], Heppner-Maxsein [5], and Methfessel [11]:

Proposition 1.4 (Allouche-Goldmakher). A function f : Z → C is a Dirichlet character if and only if f is

completely multiplicative, eventually satisfies a linear recurrence, and has support strictly larger than {±1}.

There are also a number of related characterizations that use the notion of automaticity in place of linear

recurrences; see [6] and [8] for a representative example.

A different genre of characterization, discovered recently by Konieczny [9], starts with the observation that

for any Dirichlet character χ and any integer a ≥ 0, the function χ(n)na agrees with the outputs of a general-

ized polynomial, i.e. any function that can be built out of polynomials, addition, multiplication, and the floor

function.

Theorem 1.5 (Konieczny). Suppose f : N → C is a completely multiplicative function that coincides with a

generalized polynomial, and that f has support strictly larger than {1}. Then there exists a Dirichlet character

χ and an integer a ≥ 0 such that f(n) = χ(n)na.

A third type of characterization is in terms of the asymptotic behavior of the mean value. Orthogonality

implies that for any Dirichlet character f ,
∑

n≤x

f(n) = αx+O(1) (1.1)

for all large x (note that α = 0 if and only if f is nontrivial). Chudakov conjectured the converse should hold,

and this was proved by Glazkov [4] in the case that α 6= 0 and by Klurman-Mangerel [7] in the case that α = 0:

Theorem 1.6 (Glazkov, Klurman-Mangerel). Suppose f : N → C is a completely multiplicative function

whose image is finite and whose support contains all but finitely many primes. If (1.1) holds for some α ∈ C,

then f must be a Dirichlet character.

All three of the above results, as well as almost all other characterizations of characters we’ve seen, assume

from the outset that f is multiplicative. Apart from our main theorem (Theorem 1.2), the only other char-

acterization we’re aware of that deduces multiplicativity from other hypotheses is the following result due to

Kurlberg [10]:

Theorem 1.7 (Kurlberg). Suppose f : Fp → C satisfies f(0) = 0 and f(1) = 1, and that the image of F×
p

under f consists of roots of unity. Then f is a multiplicative character on Fp if and only if

∑

x∈Fp

f(x)f(x+ h) =

{
−1 if h 6= 0

p− 1 otherwise.

In other words, the behavior of a character (mod p) is completely determined by its autocorrelations. This result

was motivated by a question of Harvey Cohn from the 1990s, which asked whether this happens more generally.

It turns out that the natural analogue of Kurlberg’s result in other finite fields fails to hold, as demonstrated by

Choi and Siu; for any odd p and any k ≥ 2, Theorem 3 of [3] produces a non-character f : F×

pk
→ {±1}

that satisfies the analogous autocorrelation condition. Very recently, Benoist [2] used tools from symplectic

geometry to demonstrate that the roots of unity assumption in Kurlberg’s theorem is necessary.



2. PROOF

By abuse of notation, we call the quantity τ(f) the Gauss sum of f . Our goal is to show that the value of the

Gauss sum of a function carries a remarkable amount of information about the behavior of the function itself.

As a warm up, observe that if g(x) = −1 for all x ∈ F×
p , then τ(g) = 1; a bit of playing around shows that

this constant function is the only function F×
p → {±1} that has Gauss sum 1. This phenomenon generalizes to

functions whose Gauss sums live in any finite abelian extension of Q:

Lemma 2.1. Suppose g : F×
p → Q(ζn) such that p ∤ n and τ(g) ∈ Q(ζn). Then g(a) = −τ(g) for all a ∈ F×

p .

Proof. Note that the polynomial

m(x) := −τ(g) + g(1)x+ g(2)x2 + · · ·+ g(p− 1)xp−1

has ζp as a root. This means m(x) is a multiple of the minimal polynomial of ζp over Q(ζn), which (since p ∤ n)

is 1 + x+ · · ·+ xp−1. The claim instantly follows. �

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 proceeds in several stages of increasing generality. We start by proving a converse

to Gauss’ theorem on Gauss sums.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose the image of f : F×
p → C× consists of nth roots of unity, that f(1) = 1, and that

p ∤ n. Then f is a nontrivial character if and only if |τ(f)| = √
p.

Proof. The forward direction is classical, so we henceforth assume |τ(f)| = √
p and prove that f is a character.

Extend f to a function Fp → C by setting f(0) := 0, and observe that

p =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

ℓ∈Fp

f(ℓ) e

(
ℓ

p

)∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
∑

m,ℓ∈Fp

f(m)f(ℓ) e

(
m− ℓ

p

)
=
∑

k∈Fp

e

(
k

p

)∑

ℓ∈Fp

f(ℓ+ k)f(ℓ).

The contribution from the k = 0 term is
∑
a∈Fp

|f(a)|2 = p− 1, whence

∑

k∈F×

p

(∑

ℓ∈Fp

f(ℓ+ k)f(ℓ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
g(k)

)
e

(
k

p

)
= 1.

Note that g(k) ∈ Q(ζn) and τ(g) = 1, so Lemma 2.1 implies g(k) = −1 for all k ∈ F×
p . Since g(0) = p− 1,

Kurlberg’s theorem 1.7 implies that f must be a character. �

In practice, it’s helpful to relax the hypotheses by removing the condition that f(1) = 1. The result becomes

simpler to state if we abuse notation and refer to a function h : F×
p → C× as an nth root of unity if and only if

everything in the image of h is an nth root of unity.

Corollary 2.3. Suppose f : F×
p → C× is an nth root of unity, and that p ∤ n. Then |τ(f)| = √

p if and only if

f = ǫχ for some constant ǫ and some nontrivial character χ that are both nth roots of unity.

Proof. The reverse direction immediately follows from Gauss’ theorem, so we assume |τ(f)| =
√
p. The

function g := f(1)f satisfies all the hypotheses of Proposition 2.2, so g must be a nontrivial character. �

Armed with these tools, we can now give a short proof of our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall our claim: given f : F×
p → C× an nth root of unity such that f(1) = 1 and p ∤ n,

we wish to prove that f is a nontrivial character if and only if ∃a ∈ F×
p such that |f̂(a)| = 1. As before, the

forward direction is classical (take a = −1), so it suffices to prove the reverse direction. Pick a ∈ F×
p such that

|f̂(a)| = 1. A change of variables yields

f̂(a) =
1√
p

∑

m∈F×

p

f(−am) e
(m
p

)
,



where a denotes the multiplicative inverse of a in F×
p . Corollary 2.3 implies f(−am) = ǫχ(m) for some nth

roots of unity ǫ and χ (with the former a constant and the latter a nontrivial character). This in turn implies

f(ℓ) = ǫχ(−a)χ(ℓ) = ǫ′χ(ℓ)

with ǫ′ an nth root of unity. Since f(1) = 1 = χ(1), we deduce ǫ′ = 1, and the claim is proved. �
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