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ON THE MINIMAL DENOMINATOR PROBLEM IN FUNCTION FIELDS

NOY SOFFER ARANOV

Abstract. We study the minimal denominator problem in function fields. In particular,
we compute the probability distribution function of the the random variable which returns
the degree of the smallest denominator Q, for which the ball of a fixed radius around a point
contains a rational function of the form P

Q
. Moreover, we discuss the distribution of the random

variable which returns the denominator of minimal degree, as well as higher dimensional and
P -adic generalizations. This can be viewed as a function field generalization of a paper by Chen
and Haynes.

1. Introduction

Meiss and Sanders [SM20] described an experiment in which a distance δ > 0 is fixed, and for
randomly chosen x ∈ [0, 1), they study the statistics of the function

qmin(x, δ) = min

{
q : ∃

p

q
∈ B(x, δ), gcd(p, q) = 1

}
. (1.1)

Chen and Haynes [CH21] computed the the probability that P(qmin(x, δ) = q) for every δ > 0
and for every q ≤

[
1
δ

]
. Moreover, they proved that E[qmin(·, δ)] =

16

π2·δ
1
2

+ O(log2 δ). Markloff

[Mar24] generalized the results of [CH21] to higher dimensions by studying the statistics of Farey
fractions. The minimal denominator problem was investigated in the real setting in several other
papers such as [DK77, Ste13], but it is not well studied over other fields.

In this paper, we use linear algebra and number theory to study the function field analogue
of the function qmin(x, δ), as well as its higher dimensional and P -adic analogues in the function
field setting. In particular, we prove a function field analogue of the results of [CH21]. We note
that unlike [CH21, Mar24], we do not study the distribution of Farey fractions, rather we use
linear algebra and lattice point counting techniques, which work better in ultrametric spaces.

1.1. Function Field Setting. In this setting, we let q be a prime power and denote the ring
of Laurent polynomials over Fq by

R =

{
N∑

n=0

anx
n : an ∈ Fq, N ∈ N ∪ {0}

}
.

We let K be the field of fractions of R, and define an absolute value on K by
∣∣∣fg
∣∣∣ = qdeg(f)−deg(g),

where f, g ∈ R and g 6= 0. Then, the completion of K with respect to | · | is

K∞ =

{
∞∑

n=−N

anx
−n : an ∈ Fq

}
.

We let O = {α ∈ K∞ : |α| ≤ 1}, and let

m = x−1O = {α ∈ K∞ : |α| ≤ q−1}.

For α ∈ K∞, we write α = [α] + {α}, where [α] ∈ R and {α} ∈ m. In this paper, we define the
Haar measure on K∞ to be the unique translation invariant measure µ, such that µ(m) = 1.

In Kn
∞, we define the supremum norm as ‖(v1, . . . , vn)‖ = maxi=1,...,n ‖vi‖. Similarly, for

α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Kn
∞, we let [α] = ([α1], . . . , [αn]) and {α} = ({α1}, . . . , {αn}).
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1.2. Main Results. We prove a function field analogue of the main results of [CH21]. Let
n ∈ N. For δ > 0 and α ∈ Kn

∞, we define the minimal denominator degree by

degmin(α, δ) = min

{
d : ∃

P

Q
,deg(Q) = d,

∣∣∣∣α−
P

Q

∣∣∣∣ < δ

}
.

We say that Q is a minimal denominator for α if deg(Q) = degmin(α, δ) and
∣∣∣α− P

Q

∣∣∣ < δ. We

note that if Q is a minimal denominator for α, then, it is also a minimal denominator for {α}.
Hence, we only focus on α ∈ m

n. Moreover, since the absolute value | · | obtains values in

{0} ∪ {qk : k ∈ Z}, then, for every q−(k+1) < δ ≤ q−k, we have degmin(α, δ) = degmin(α, q−k).
Hence, we only focus on δ = q−k, where k ∈ N. We firstly compute the probability distribution
function of degmin(·, q

−k) when n = 1. From now on, we denote the probability distribution by
P.

Theorem 1.1. Let k ∈ N. Then, we have

P
(
degmin(α, q

−1) = d
)
=

{
1
q

d = 0,
q−1
q

d = 1
,

and for every k ≥ 2, we have

P

(
degmin(α, q

−k) = d
)
=





q−k d = 0,
q−1

qk−2d+1 d ≤
⌈
k
2

⌉
, d ∈ N,

0 else.

(1.2)

Corollary 1.2. We have

E[degmin(·, q
−k)] =





q−1
q

k = 1,

q−1
qk

(
q
2⌈ k

2⌉+1
(⌈k

2⌉+1)−(⌈k
2⌉+2)q

2⌈ k
2⌉+1

(q2−1)2

)
else.

(1.3)

Proof. When k = 1, the claim is immediate. Otherwise, by Theorem 1.1, we have

E

[
degmin(α, q

−k)
]
=

⌈ k
2⌉∑

d=0

d
q − 1

qk
q2d−1 =

q − 1

qk
d

dt



⌈k

2⌉∑

d=0

td




t=q2

=
q − 1

qk
d

dt

(
t⌈

k
2⌉+1 − 1

t− 1

)

t=q2

=
q − 1

qk

(
q2⌈

k
2⌉+1

(⌈
k
2

⌉
+ 1
)
−
(⌈

k
2

⌉
+ 2
)
q2⌈

k
2⌉ + 1

(q2 − 1)2

)
.

(1.4)

�

Moreover, in every dimension, there is a unique monic polynomial which is a denominator of
minimal degree.

Lemma 1.3. For every α ∈ m
n and for every k ≥ 1, there exists a unique monic polynomial

Q ∈ R, such that deg(Q) = degmin(α, q−k) and ‖Qα‖ < q−k.

This motivates the following definition.

Remark 1.4. Due to Lemma 1.3, we denote the unique monic polynomial Q satisfying deg(Q) =
degmin(α, q

−k) and ‖Qα‖ < q−k by Qmin(α, q
−k).

We also compute the distribution of Qmin(·, q
−k). To do so, we shall use some notations from

number theory.

Definition 1.5. For a polynomial Q, we let d(Q) be the number of prime divisors of Q, we let
D(Q) be the number of monic divisors of Q, and we let S(Q) be the set of divisors of Q. We
define

µ(Q) =

{
(−1)d(Q) Q is square free,

0 if there exists P such that P 2 | Q
2



Definition 1.6. For a polynomial Q ∈ R, we define S¶,ℓ
monic(Q) to be the set of ℓ tuples

(a1, . . . , aℓ), such that ai are distinct monic polynomials which divide Q, and deg(ai) < deg(Q).

Theorem 1.7. Let Q be a monic polynomial with deg(Q) ≤
⌈
k
2

⌉
. Then, for every k ≥ 1, the

probability that Qmin(α, q
−k) = Q is

1

qk


|Q|+

∑

N |Q,deg(N)<deg(Q)

|N |

D(N)∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ




D
(

Q
N

)
!

(
D
(

Q
N

)
− ℓ
)
!
+

∑

M∈S(Q

N ):D(
Q

NM )≥ℓ

µ(M)
D(M)!

(D(M) − ℓ)!





 .

(1.5)

In particular, if Q is an irreducible monic polynomial of degree d, then,

P(Qmin(α, q
−k) = Q) =

qd − 1

qk
. (1.6)

The higher dimensional setting discusses a simultaneous solution for the equations |{Qαi}| <
q−k.

Lemma 1.8. For every k ∈ N, and for every α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ m
n−1, we have

degmin(α, q−k) ≥ max
i=1,...,n

degmin(αi, q
−k).

Proof. If there exists Q ∈ R with deg(Q) = degmin(α, q−k), such that for every i = 1, . . . , n, we
have ‖Qαi‖ < q−k, then, deg(Q) ≥ degmin(αi, q

−k) for every i = 1, . . . , n. Hence, degmin(α, q−k) ≥
maxdegmin(αi, q

−k). �

Hence, it is natural to ask what is the probability that degmin(α, q−k) = maxi=1,...,n degmin(αi, q
−k).

This is an immediate corollary of Lemma 1.3 and Lemma 1.8

Corollary 1.9. Let α ∈ m
n and let k ≥ 1. Then, for Q ∈ R with deg(Q) = d, for 0 ≤ d ≤

⌈
k
2

⌉
,

we have Qmin(α, q−k) = Q if and only if

(1) for every i = 1, . . . , n, we have Qmin(αi, q
−k)|Q;

(2) there exists i such that Qmin(αi, q
−k) = Q.

Proof of Corollary 1.9. By Lemma 1.8, we have degmin(α, q−k) ≥ degmin(αi, q
−k) for every i =

1, . . . , n. For i = 1, . . . , n, let Qi = Qmin(αi, q
−k). If Qi = Q for every i, then, there is nothing

to prove. Otherwise, let i be such that Qi 6= Q. Then, by Lemma 1.3, if
∣∣∣α− Pi

Qi

∣∣∣ < q−k and
∣∣∣α− P

Q

∣∣∣ < q−k, then, P
Q
= Pi

Qi
. Thus, Qi divides Q. �

Furthermore, we bound the probability that degmin(α, q−k) ≤ d in higher dimensions.

Lemma 1.10. Let n, k ∈ N. Then, for every α ∈ m
n, we have degmin(α, q−k) ≤

⌈
nk
n+1

⌉
.

Moreover, for every d ≤
⌈

nk
n+1

⌉
, we have

P(degmin(α, q−k) ≤ d) ≤ q−(kn−(n+1)d). (1.7)

We shall also discuss a P -adic variant of the minimal denominator problem. Let P ∈ R be
an irreducible polynomial, let α ∈ m, and let k ≥ 1. We define

degmin,P (α, q
−k) = min

{
d ≥ 0 : ∃m ≥ 0,∃

a

b
: deg(b) = d,

a

Pmb
∈ B(α, q−k)

}
= inf

m≥0
degmin(P

mα, q−k).

Theorem 1.11. For every irreducible polynomial P and for almost every α ∈ m, we have
degmin,P (α, q

−k) = 0. Moreover, for every 1 ≤ d ≤
⌈
k
2

⌉
, we have

dimH{α ∈ m : degmin,t(α, q
−k) ≥ d} =

logq(|P |k − |P |2(d−1))

kdeg(P )
.

Moreover, when d = 0, we have an equality.
3



Remark 1.12. A natural question pertains to the minimal denominator question in the infinite
residue case, for example over Q[x] or C[x]. Since many of our results rely on counting techniques,
these results do not hold for function fields with an infinite residue field.

1.3. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Eran Igra and Albert Artiles who accidentally
introduced me to the minimal denominator problem, and thus led to the birth of this paper.

2. Hankel Matrices

We first translate the minimal denominator problem to the language of linear algebra. For
k, ℓ ∈ N and α =

∑∞
i=1 αix

−i ∈ m, we define the Hankel matrix of α of order (k, ℓ) as

∆α(k, ℓ) =




α1 α2 . . . αℓ

α2 α3 . . . αℓ+1
... . . .

. . .
...

αk αk+1 . . . αk+ℓ−1


 .

Assume that α ∈ m and P
Q

∈ Fq(x). Then,
∣∣∣α− P

Q

∣∣∣ < q−k if and only if |Qα−P | < q−(k−deg(Q)).

Let d = deg(Q). Note that by Dirichlet’s theorem , degmin(α, q
−k) ≤ k. Hence, we can assume

that d ≤ k. Then, |{Qα}| < q−(k−d) if and only if



α1 α2 . . . αd+1

α2 α3 . . . αd+2
... . . .

. . .
...

αk−d αk−d+1 . . . αk







Q0

Q1
...
Qd


 = 0, (2.1)

where Q =
∑d

i=0 Qix
i. We notice that if d+ 1 ≥ k− d+ 1, that is if d ≥ k

2 , then, there exists a

non-trivial solution to (2.1). Hence, degmin(α, q
−k) ≤

⌈
k
2

⌉
.

Remark 2.1. We note that degmin(α, q
−k) = d, for d ≤

⌈
k
2

⌉
, if and only if for every j < d, we

have that the matrix ∆α(k− j, j+1) has rank j+1, but the matrix ∆α(k−d, d+1) has rank d.

Lemma 2.2. For every 0 6= α ∈ m, there exists a unique d ≤ k
2 for which there exist coprime

P,Q with deg(Q) = d such that
∣∣∣α− P

Q

∣∣∣ < q−k.

Proof. Assume that there exist P,Q,P ′, Q′ ∈ R such that

(1) Q,Q′ 6= 0
(2) gcd(P,Q) = 1 = gcd(P ′, Q′),
(3) deg(Q′) = d′ < d = deg(Q) ≤ k

2 ,

(4)
∣∣∣α− P

Q

∣∣∣ < q−k, and

(5)
∣∣∣α− P ′

Q′

∣∣∣ < q−k.

Then, by the ultrametric inequality and the fact that these fractions are reduced, we have
∣∣∣∣
PQ′ − P ′Q

QQ′

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
P

Q
−

P ′

Q′

∣∣∣∣ <
1

qk
. (2.2)

Thus, |PQ′ − P ′Q| < qd+d′

qk
≤ q2dqk = q−(k−2d) ≤ 1. Hence, P

Q
= P ′

Q′ , which contradicts the

assumption that gcd(P ′, Q′) = gcd(P,Q) = 1. �

We first use this reinterpretation to prove Lemma 1.3. To do so we define for α ∈ m
n the

matrix

∆α(k, ℓ) =



∆α1

(k, ℓ)
...

∆αn(k, ℓ)


 .
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Proof of Lemma 1.3. We notice that if d = degmin(α, q−k), then,

rank(∆α(k − d− 1, d)) = d = rank(∆α(k − d, d+ 1)).

Hence, dimKer(∆α(k − d, d + 1)) = 1. Let Q be a polynomial satisfying deg(Q) = d and
‖Qα‖ < q−k. Without loss of generality we can assume that Qd = 1. Thus,

∆α(k − d, d + 1)(Q0, Q1, . . . , Qd−1, 1)
t = 0.

Since dimKer(∆α(k − d, d + 1)) = 1, then, (Q0, Q1, . . . , Qd−1, 1) is the unique vector v =
(v0, . . . , vd) with vd = 1, such that ∆α(k−d, d+1)v = 0. Thus, by (2.1), Q is the unique monic
polynomial of minimal degree with ‖Qα‖ < q−k. �

We shall use several facts about ranks of Hankel matrices to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.7.

Theorem 2.3. [GAGR11, Theorem 5.1] Let r > 0. Then, the number of invertible h×h Hankel
matrices with entries in Fq of rank r, N(r, h; q), is equal to

N(r, h; q) =





1 r = 0

q2r−2(q2 − 1) 1 ≤ r ≤ h− 1

q2h−2(q − 1) r = h

. (2.3)

We shall also use the following generalization of Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.4. [DG22, Theorem 1.1] Let k, ℓ ∈ N, let F be a finite field with |F | = q, and let
r ≤ min{k, ℓ} − 1. Then, the number of Hankel matrices ∆α(k, ℓ) over F with rank at most r is
q2r.

Lemma 2.5. [ANL21, Lemma 2.3] Let m,n ∈ N, and let k ≤ min{m,n−1}. Let H = ∆α(m,n)
be a Hankel matrix. If the first k columns of H are independent, but the first k + 1 columns of
H are dependent, then, det(∆α(k, k)) 6= 0.

3. Proofs in the One Dimensional Case

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By using the reinterpretation in §2, we realize that if k = 1, then, there
is a non-trivial solution for (2.1) when d ≥ 1. Moreover, there exists a solution for (2.1) when
k = 1 and d = 0 if and only if α1 = 0. Hence,

P
(
degmin(α, q

−1) = 0
)
=

1

q
,P
(
degmin(α, q

−1) = 1
)
=

q − 1

q
.

If, k ≥ 2 and d ≥ k
2 , then, there exists a non-trivial solution to (2.1). Hence, degmin(α, q

−k) ≤⌈
k
2

⌉
. Firstly, if d = 0, then, α1 = · · · = αk, and therefore, P(degmin(α, q

−k) = 0) = q−k.

Let 1 ≤ d ≤ k
2 and let α ∈ Fq((x

−1)). By Remark 2.1, we have d = degmin(α, q
−k) if and only

if the columns of the Hankel matrix ∆α(k − d, d + 1) are linearly dependent, but the columns
of ∆α(k − d − 1, d) are linearly independent. Hence, by Lemma 2.5, the matrix ∆α(d, d) is
invertible. Hence, there exist unique a1, . . . , ad ∈ Fq, such that




αd+1

αd+2
...

α2d


 = a1




α1

α2
...
αd


+ · · · + ad




αd

αd+1
...

α2d−1


 . (3.1)

On the other hand, since the columns of ∆α(k−d, d+1) are linearly dependent, and the columns
of ∆α(k − d+ 1, d) are linearly independent, there exist b1, . . . , bd ∈ Fq, such that




αd+1

αd+2
...
αk


 = b1




α1

α2
...

αk−d


+ · · ·+ bd




αd

αd+1
...

αk−1


 . (3.2)

5



Thus, by (3.1) and (3.2), we have ai = bi for every i = 1, . . . , d. Hence, given an invertible
matrix d × d Hankel matrix ∆α(d, d) and some α2d ∈ Fq, there is exactly one way to extend

the word (α1, . . . , α2d) to a Laurent sequence σ =
∑∞

i=1 αix
−i satisfying degmin(σ, q

−k) = d.
Therefore, by Theorem 2.3 (see also Theorem 2.4), we have

P(degmin(α, q
−k) = d) =

q2d−1(q − 1)

qk
.

�

To prove Theorem 1.7, we use the following fact from [CR19]: We have ‖Qα‖ < q−(k−d),
where Q = Q0 +Q1x+ · · ·+Qd−1x

d−1 + xd, if and only if



Q0 . . . Qd−1 −1 0 . . . 0
0 Q0 . . . Qd−1 −1 0 . . .
... . . .

. . .
. . . . . .

. . .
. . .

0 . . . . . . Q0 . . . Qd−1 −1







α1

α2
...
αk


 = 0. (3.3)

We denote the matrix the right hand side of (3.3) by AQ, and we denote πk(α) = (α1, . . . , αk)
t.

Then, AQ ∈ Mk−d×k(Fq), and dim(Ker(AQ)) = d. Hence, |Ker(AQ)| = qd.

Proposition 3.1. The number of primitive vectors in S¶,ℓ
monic

(Q) is

|Ŝ¶,ℓ
monic

| =

{
D(Q)!

(D(Q)−ℓ)! +
∑

N∈S(Q):D(Q

N )≥ℓ
µ(N) D(N)!

(D(N)−ℓ)! D(Q) ≥ ℓ,

0 else.
(3.4)

Remark 3.2. We use Proposition 3.1 to count the number of tuples whose greatest common
denominator is 1, instead of the classical counting method, since this yields a more compact
expression in the proof of Theorem 1.7

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first note that

|S¶,ℓ
monic(Q)| =

{
D(Q)!

(D(Q)−ℓ)! |D(Q)| ≥ ℓ,

0 else.

Hence, to count primitive vectors in S¶,ℓ
monic, we use the exclusion inclusion principle and induction

to obtain that

|Ŝ¶,ℓ
monic| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
S¶,ℓ

monic \
⋃

P∈S(Q) prime

PS¶,ℓ
monic

(
Q

P

)∣∣∣∣∣∣

= |S¶,ℓ
monic| −

∑

P1,...,Pi∈S(Q) prime

(−1)i+1

∣∣∣∣P1 · · ·PiS
¶,ℓ
monic

(
Q

P1 · · ·Pi

)∣∣∣∣

=
D(Q)!

(D(Q)− ℓ)!
+

∑

N∈S(Q)

µ(N)

∣∣∣∣S
¶,ℓ
monic

(
Q

N

)∣∣∣∣

=
D(Q)!

(D(Q)− ℓ)!
+

∑

N∈S(Q):D(Q

N )≥ℓ

µ(N)
D(N)!

(D(N)− ℓ)!
.

(3.5)

�

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let Q be a monic polynomial of degree at most
⌈
k
2

⌉
. By Lemma 1.3,

if πk(α) ∈ Ker(AD) ∩ Ker(AQ), where deg(D) < deg(Q), then, D|Q. Hence, by the exclusion
6



inclusion principle,

P(Qmin(α, q
−k) = Q) = P


πk(α) ∈ (Ker(AQ)) \

⋃

D|Q,deg(D)<deg(Q)

Ker(AD)




= P(πk(α) ∈ Ker(AQ))−
∑

D1,...,Dℓ|Q

(−1)ℓ+1P

(
ℓ⋂

i=1

Ker(ADi
)

)

= q−(k−deg(Q)) +
∑

D1,...,Dℓ|Q

(−1)ℓP
(
Ker(Agcd(D1,...,Dℓ

)
)
.

(3.6)

We notice that if N |Q, then, N = gcd(D1, . . . ,Dℓ) if and only if for every i = 1, . . . , ℓ, there

exists a monic polynomial ai ∈ R such that Di = aiN , ai |
Q
N

, and gcd(a1, . . . , aℓ) = 1. Hence,

(a1, . . . , aℓ) ∈ Rℓ is a primitive vector with distinct coordinates, which are all monic polynomials

which divide Q
N

, so that (a1, . . . , aℓ) ∈ S¶,ℓ
monic

(
Q
N

)
. Hence, by Proposition 3.1, we have

∑

D1,...,Dℓ|Q

(−1)ℓ+1P(Ker(Agcd(D1,...,Dℓ))

=
1

qk

∑

N |Q,deg(N)<deg(Q)

|N |

D(Q)∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ+1#{(D1, . . . ,Dℓ) : gcd(D1, . . . ,Dℓ) = N}

=
1

qk

∑

N |Q,deg(N)<deg(Q)

|N |

D(N)∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ+1

∣∣∣∣Ŝ
¶,ℓ
monic

(
Q

N

)∣∣∣∣

=
1

qk

∑

N |Q,deg(N)<deg(Q)

|N |

D(N)∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ+1




D
(

Q
N

)
!

(
D
(

Q
N

)
− ℓ
)
!
+

∑

M∈S(Q

N ):D(
Q

N )≥ℓ

µ(M)
D(M)!

(D(M) − ℓ)!


 .

(3.7)

Hence, the probability that Qmin(α, q
−k) = Q, for deg(Q) ≤

⌈
k
2

⌉
is equal to

1

qk


|Q|+

∑

N |Q,deg(N)<deg(Q)

|N |

D(N)∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ




D
(

Q
N

)
!

(
D
(

Q
N

)
− ℓ
)
!
+

∑

M∈S(Q

N ):D(
Q

NM )≥ℓ

µ(M)
D(M)!

(D(M) − ℓ)!





 .

�

4. Proof of Theorem 1.11

Proof of Theorem 1.11. We notice that |Pmbα− a| < q−(k−d), where d = deg(b), if and only if



αm αm+1 . . . αm+d

αm+1 αm+2 . . . αm+d+1
... . . .

. . .
...

αm+k−d . . . . . . αm+k







b0
b1
...
bd


 = 0, (4.1)

where α =
∑∞

i=1 P
−iαi, for some αi ∈ Fq[x]/PFq[x]. Hence, degmin,P (α, q

−k) ≤ k
2 . Since almost

every string is normal [Bor09], then, for every k, for every prime P , and for almost every α ∈ m,
the string 0k appears in the infinite word {αi}i∈N. Hence, if αm = αm+1 = · · · = αm+k−1 = 0,

then, there exists a, such that |Pmα− a| < q−(k−d). Thus, P(degmin,P (α, q
−k) = 0) = 1.

By Theorem 2.4, for every k and every d ≤ k−d, the number of Hankel matrices rank(∆α(k−

d−1, d)) = d with entries in Fq[x]/PFq[x] of rank d is |P |k−|P |2(d−1). Thus, for every 1 ≤ d ≤ k
2 ,
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we have

dimH{α ∈ m : degmin,t(α, q
−k) ≥ d} =

logq(|P |k − |P |2(d−1))

kdeg(P )
.

�

5. Proofs of Lemma 1.10

Proof of Lemma 1.10. We note that ‖Qα‖ < q−k if and only if

∆α(k − d, d + 1)(Q0, Q1, . . . , Qd)
t = 0. (5.1)

Thus, if d ≥ nk
n+1 , there will always be a non-zero solution to (5.1). If d = 0, then, for every

i = 1, . . . , n, we have (αi1, . . . , αik) = 0, where αi =
∑∞

j=1 αijx
−j. Hence,

P

(
degmin(α, q−k) = 0

)
= q−nk. (5.2)

Let 1 ≤ d ≤
⌈

nk
n+1

⌉
, and let Q be a monic polynomial with deg(Q) = d. Since |Ker(AQ)\{0}| =

qd, then, we have

P

(
Qmin(α, q−k) = Q

)
≤ P

(
n⋂

i=1

(αi ∈ Ker(AQ))

)
= q−n(k−d) (5.3)

Hence,

P

(
degmin(α, q−k) = d

)
≤ q−nk+(n+1)d. (5.4)

�
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