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On the inverse stability of zn + c. ∗

Yang Gao and Qingzhong Ji †

School of Mathematics, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, P.R.China

Abstract. Let K be a field and φ(z) ∈ K[z] be a polynomial. Define Φ(z) := 1
φ(z) ∈

K(z). For n ∈ N∗, let the n-th iterate of Φ(z) be defined as Φ(n)(z) = Φ ◦ Φ ◦ · · · ◦Φ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

(z).

We express the Φ(n)(z) in its reduced form as Φ(n)(z) =
fn,φ(z)
gn,φ(z)

, where fn,φ(z) and gn,φ(z)

are coprime polynomials in K[z]. A polynomial φ(z) ∈ K[z] is called inversely stable

over K if every gn,φ(z) in the sequence {gn,φ(z)}∞n=1 is irreducible in K[z]. This paper

investigates the inverse stability of the binomials φ(z) = zd + c over K.
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1. Introduction and main result

Let K be a field, and let φ(z) ∈ K(z) be a non-constant rational function. Let

the n-th iterate of φ(z) be defined as φ(n)(z) = φ ◦ φ ◦ · · · ◦ φ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

(z). Let P1(K) denote

the one-dimensional projective space. We write [1 : 0] ∈ P1(K) as ∞. For a given

α ∈ P1(K) and each n ≥ 1, write φ(n)(z) = fn(z)
gn(z)

, where fn(z) and gn(z) ∈ K[z] are

coprime polynomials. In 2017, R. Jones and L. Alon [8] introduced the following

notation. Let α ∈ K. The pair (φ, α) is said to be eventually stable over K if the

number of irreducible factors, counting multiplicity, of fn(z) − αgn(z) in K[z] is

bounded independently of n. Similarly, (φ,∞) is called eventually stable over K

if the number of irreducible factors, counting multiplicity, of gn(z) in K[z] remains

bounded as n increases. Furthermore, we say φ is eventually stable if (φ, 0) is

eventually stable. The stability of polynomials has attracted the attention of many

researchers (see for example [1], [3],[5],[6],[12],[13],[14]).

R. Jones and L. Alon [8] proposed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1 (Everywhere Eventual Stability Conjecture). Let φ ∈ K(z) be of

degree d ≥ 2, and suppose that α ∈ P1(K) is not periodic under φ.

(i) If K is a number field, then (φ, α) is eventually stable over K.
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(ii) If K is a function field and (φ, α) is not isotrivial, then (φ, α) is eventually

stable over K.

R. Jones and L. Alon [8] further demonstrated that this conjecture follows from

the Dynamical Lehmer Conjecture, which concerns height functions in arithmetic

dynamics.

In 2024, K. Cheng [2] introduced a related concept. LetK be a field, and let φ(z) ∈
K[z] be a non-constant polynomial. Define Φ(z) := 1

φ(z)
∈ K(z). For each n ≥ 1,

write Φ(n)(z) =
fn,φ(z)

gn,φ(z)
, where fn,φ(z) and gn,φ(z) ∈ K[z] are coprime polynomials.

φ(z) ∈ K[z] is said to be inversely stable over K if all polynomials in the sequence

{gn,φ(z)}∞n=1 are irreducible over K.

K. Cheng [2] demonstrated that φ(z) = zp+az+ b ∈ Fp[z] is inversely stable over

Fp if and only if a = −1 and b 6= 0.

Moreover, it is easy to see that if φ(z) ∈ K[z] is inversely stable over K, then
(

1
φ(z)

,∞
)

is eventually stable over K.

In this paper, we present several conditions for the polynomial φ(z) = zd + c to

be inversely stable over the rational number field, function fields, and finite fields,

respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be a unique factorization domain, and let U(R) denote the

unit group of R. Let d ∈ N∗ with d ≥ 2, and suppose c /∈ uRp for all primes p | d and

u ∈ U(R). Let K be the fraction field of R. If the polynomial φ(z) = zd + c ∈ R[z]

is irreducible over K, then φ(z) is inversely stable over K.

Corollary 1.2. Let d ∈ N∗ with d ≥ 2. Let c ∈ Z and φ(z) = zd + c be irreducible

over Q. Then φ(z) is inversely stable over Q if

(i) d is odd, or

(ii) d is even and c is not a square.

Theorem 1.3. Let K = F (t) be the rational function field in one variable over a

field F of characteristic 0. Let d ≥ 3, and let c ∈ R = F [t] with c /∈ F . Suppose

φ(z) = zd + c is irreducible over K. Then φ(z) is inversely stable over K.

Let K be a field. One says that f(z) ∈ K[z] is stable if all iterates of f are

irreducible over K.

Theorem 1.4. ([9], Proposition 2.3.) Let K be a finite field of characteristic not

equal to two. A quadratic polynomial f(z) = az2 + bz + c ∈ K[z] is stable if and
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only if the set

{−f(γ)} ∪
{
f i(γ) : i = 2, 3, . . .

}

contains no squares, where γ = − b
2a
.

In this paper, we establish the following similar result.

Definition 1.5. ([7], Definition 5.1) For m | q− 1, α ∈ F∗
q is m-free if the equality

α = βd with β ∈ Fq, for any divisor d of m, implies d = 1.

Theorem 1.6. Let K = Fq. Let φ(z) = zd + c ∈ K[z], where d ≥ 2. Suppose that

φ(z) is irreducible over K.

Define the sequence:

x1 = c, x2 = (−1)d(cd+1 + 1), xn+2 = (−1)dcxd
n+1 + xd2

n , n ∈ N∗.

Then φ is inversely stable over K if and only if xn+1

xn
is rad(d)-free for every

n ∈ N∗, where rad(d) =
∏

p|d,p is prime

p.

Corollary 1.7. Let n ∈ N∗, d = 2n and suppose p = 2n+1 + 1 is a prime. Define

φ(z) = zd + c ∈ Fp[z].

Then there are at least 1
8

(√
p− 1

)2
distinct values of c ∈ Fp such that φ(z) is

inversely stable over Fp.

This paper is organized as follows: In §2, we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

In §3, we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.3. In §4, we shall give the proof of

Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.7.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let K be a field. A rational function ϕ(z) = f(z)
g(z)

∈ K(z) is a quotient of poly-

nomials f(z), g(z) ∈ K[z] with no common factors. The degree of ϕ is degϕ =

max{deg f, deg g}. The rational function ϕ of degree d induces a rational map (mor-

phism) of the projective space P1(K),

ϕ : P1(K) −→ P1(K), ϕ([X : Y ]) =
[
Y df(X/Y ) : Y dg(X/Y )

]
.

A point P ∈ P1(K) is said to be periodic under ϕ if ϕ(n)(P ) = P for some n ≥ 1.

We write [1 : 0] ∈ P1(K) as ∞.
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Lemma 2.1. Let d ∈ N∗, and let K be a field such that char(K) = 0 or char(K) > 0

with char(K) prime to d. Consider the polynomial φ(z) = zd + c ∈ K[z], c 6= 0 and

define the rational function Φ(z) := 1
φ(z)

∈ K(z). For each n ∈ N∗, denote the

n-th iterate of Φ by Φ(n)(z) =
fn,φ(z)

gn,φ(z)
, where fn,φ(z) and gn,φ(z) ∈ K[z] are coprime

polynomials. If ∞ is not periodic under Φ(z), then for any n ∈ N∗, the degree of

gn,φ(z) is d
n.

Proof. Note that the map Φ(n) : P1(K) → P1(K) is given by

Φ(n)([X : Y ]) =

[

Y efn,φ

(
X

Y

)

: Y egn,φ

(
X

Y

)]

,

where e = degΦ(n)(z).

It follows that Φ(n)([α : 1]) = [fn,φ(α) : gn,φ(α)], and hence

Φ(n)([α : 1]) = ∞ if and only if gn,φ(α) = 0.

By assumption we have ∞ /∈ (Φ(n))−1(∞) for any n ∈ N∗. Thus, for n ≥ 1,

(Φ(n))−1(∞) = {[α : 1] ∈ P1(K) | Φ(n)([α : 1]) = ∞}.

Thus,

(Φ(n))−1(∞) = {[α : 1] ∈ P1(K) | gn,φ(α) = 0}.
Next, we prove that #(Φ(n))−1(∞) = dn.

Since Φ([X : Y ]) = [Y d : Xd+cY d], we have Φ(∞) = [0 : 1] and Φ([0 : 1]) = [1 : c].

Since ∞ /∈ (Φ(n))−1(∞) for all n, neither [0 : 1] nor [1 : c] belong to (Φ(n))−1(∞).

For any P = [1 : t] ∈ P1(K), we have

Φ([X : Y ]) = P if and only if
[
Y d : Xd + cY d

]
= [1 : t],

which simplifies to
(
X
Y

)d
+c−t = 0. Therefore, if t 6= c, it follows that #Φ−1(P ) = d.

Hence,
∣
∣
∣

(
Φ(1)

)−1
(∞)

∣
∣
∣ = d and

∣
∣
∣

(
Φ(i+1)

)−1
(∞)

∣
∣
∣ = d

∣
∣
∣

(
Φ(i)

)−1
(∞)

∣
∣
∣

for any i ∈ N∗. It follows that
∣
∣(Φn)−1 (∞)

∣
∣ = dn. Thus, gn,φ has dn distinct roots

in K. Combining this result with deg(gn,φ) ≤ dn, we conclude that deg(gn,φ) = dn

for any n ∈ N∗. �

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a field, and let f(z) = zd + m ∈ F [z] be an irreducible

polynomial. Denote by F the algebraic closure of F , and let γ ∈ F be a root of f(z).

Let a, b, e, t ∈ F with ae 6= 0. We denote by NF (γ)/F the norm map associated with

the field extension F (γ)/F . Then
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NF (γ)/F

(
aγ + b

eγ + t

)

=
bd + (−1)dmad

td + (−1)dmed
.

Proof. The conjugates of aγ+b
eγ+t

are aγi+b
eγi+t

for i = 1, 2, . . . , d, where γ1, γ2, . . . , γd ∈ F

are the roots of f(z) = zd +m. The norm is

NF (γ)/F

(
aγ + b

eγ + t

)

=

d∏

i=1

aγi + b

eγi + t
.

Using the fact that f(z) =
d∏

i=1

(z − γi), we have

d∏

i=1

(aγi + b) = ad(−1)dm+ bd,
d∏

i=1

(eγi + t) = ed(−1)dm+ td.

Therefore,

NF (γ)/F

(
aγ + b

eγ + t

)

=
bd + (−1)dmad

td + (−1)dmed
.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Let d ∈ N∗ with d ≥ 2, and let c ∈ R \ {0}, where R is a unique fac-

torization domain, and c is a non-unit element of R. Define a sequence of matrices

{Aj}j>1 in M2×2(R) by the following relations:

A1 =

[

x1 y1

z1 w1

]

=

[

c −1

1 0

]

,

and for j ≥ 1,

Aj+1 =

[

xj+1 yj+1

zj+1 wj+1

]

=

[

(−1)dcxd
j + ydj (−1)d+1xd

j

(−1)dczdj + wd
j (−1)d+1zdj

]

.

Then the following statements hold:

(i) For all n ≥ 1,

xn+2 = (−1)dcxd
n+1 + xd2

n , gcd(xn+1, xn) = 1, zn+1 = (−1)dxn.

(ii) For all n ≥ 1,

c | x2n−1, c | x2n − (−1)d, gcd
(x2n−1

c
, c
)

= 1.

(iii) If c /∈ uRp for all primes p | d and units u ∈ R, then for all n ≥ 1,

x2n−1 /∈ uRp for all p | d and units u ∈ R.
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(iv) ∞ is not periodic under Φ(z) = 1
zd+c

if and only if xn 6= 0 for all n ≥ 1.

(v) Assume that ∞ is not periodic under the map Φ(z) = 1
zd+c

. If c /∈ uRp for

all primes p | d and units u ∈ R, then for all n ≥ 1, we have

xn+1

xn
/∈ ±Kp for all primes p | d.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are trivial from definition.

(iii). Assume that x2n−1 = u1r
p1
1 for some unit u1 ∈ R, where r1 ∈ R and prime

p1 | d. Then, we have

c · x2n−1

cu1
= rp11 .

By (ii), we know that c and x2n−1

cu1
are coprime elements in R. It follows that c can

be written as c = u2r
p1
2 , where u2 ∈ R is a unit and r2 ∈ R. This contradicts the

assumption.

(iv). Define the sequences {an}n∈N∗ and {bn}n∈N∗ in R as follows:

a1 = 0, b1 = 1, an+1 = bdn, bn+1 = adn + cbdn.

Then, Φ(n)(∞) = [an : bn].

Now, observe that

bn+2 = cbdn+1 + bd
2

n , b1 = 1, b2 = c.

It is obvious that x2n−1 = b2n, x2n = (−1)db2n+1. Hence, ∞ is not periodic under

Φ if and only if xn 6= 0 for all n ≥ 1.

(v). Assume xn+1

xn
∈ ±Kp for some prime p | d. Since gcd(xn+1, xn) = 1, it follows

that there exist units u3, u4 ∈ R such that

xn+1 ∈ u3R
p and xn ∈ u4R

p.

By (iii), this situation is impossible.

�

Lemma 2.4. ([10], Theorem 8.1.6.) Let K be a field, d ≥ 2 an integer, and a ∈ K.

The polynomial Xd + a is irreducible over K if and only if a /∈ −Kp for all primes

p dividing d, and a /∈ 4K4 whenever 4 | d.

Proof of Theorem 1.1

Firstly, we claim that the irreducibility of the polynomial φ(z) = zd + c over K

implies that ∞ is not periodic under Φ.

If −c ∈ Kd, then zd + c = zd − (−c) is reducible over K. Therefore, −c /∈ Kd.

We verify the initial terms of the sequence {xn}n∈N∗, x1 = c 6= 0 and x2 =

(−1)d(cd+1 + 1) 6= 0; otherwise, we would have −c =
(
1
c

)d ∈ Kd.
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Now, we proceed by induction on n to prove that xn 6= 0 for all n ∈ N∗. Assume

xn 6= 0 and xn+1 6= 0. If xn+2 = 0, then −c =
(

− xd
n

xn+1

)d

∈ Kd. This contradicts the

assumption −c /∈ Kd. Thus, xn 6= 0 for all n ∈ N∗.

By Lemma 2.3 (iv), ∞ is not periodic under Φ. We complete the proof of the

claim.

Let {Qi}i≥1 be a sequence in P1(K) such that Φ(Q1) = ∞ and Φ(Qi+1) = Qi for

all i ≥ 1. Since ∞ is not periodic under Φ, and Φ(∞) = [0 : 1], we can express each

Qi as Qi = [βi : 1], where βi ∈ K and βi 6= 0 for all i ∈ N∗. Thus, we have

φ(β1) = 0, φ(βi+1) =
1

βi

.

It is clear that βn is a root of the polynomial gn,φ(z). Next, we claim that zd+c− 1
βn

is irreducible over K(βn) for every n ≥ 1. We shall prove this claim by induction on

n.

By Lemma 2.2, we have

NK(β1)/K

(
cβ1 − 1

β1

)

=
cd+1 + 1

c
= (−1)d

x2

x1
,

where x1 and x2 are as defined in Lemma 2.3.

Using Lemma 2.3 (v), we deduce that (−1)d x2

x1
6∈ ±Kp for all primes p | d, and

hence
cβ1 − 1

β1
6∈ −K(β1)

p for all primes p | d.

Obviously, if 4 | d and cβ1−1
β1

∈ 4K(β1)
4, then cβ1−1

β1
∈ K(β1)

2 and (−1)d x2

x1
∈

K2, which also contradicts Lemma 2.3 (v). So cβ1−1
β1

/∈ 4K(β1)
4, when 4 | d. By

Lemma 2.4, the claim holds for n = 1.

Therefore, [K(β2) : K(β1)] = d.

Assume that [K(βi) : K(βi−1)] = d for each 2 ≤ i ≤ n. We will prove that

[K(βn+1) : K(βn)] = d. This means that we will prove that zd + c− 1
βn

is irreducible

over the field K(βn). Since the polynomial zd + c − 1
βj

is irreducible over the field

K(βj) for each j satisfying 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, and since K(βj+1) = K(βj)(βj+1), it

follows from Lemma 2.2 that

NK(βj+1)/K(βj)

(
xlβj+1 + yl
zlβj+1 + wl

)

=
xl+1βj + yl+1

zl+1βj + wl+1

for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 and l ∈ N∗, where xl, yl, zl, and wl are the terms of index l

in the sequence defined in Lemma 2.3. (Note that we have previously proved that

xn = (−1)dzn+1 6= 0 for any n ∈ N∗.)

7



This implies that

NK(βn)/K(βn−1)

(
x1βn + y1
z1βn + w1

)

=
x2βn−1 + y2
z2βn−1 + w2

NK(βn−1)/K(βn−2)

(
x2βn−1 + y2
z2βn−1 + w2

)

=
x3βn−2 + y3
z3βn−2 + w3

...

NK(β2)/K(β1)

(
xn−1β2 + yn−1

zn−1β2 + wn−1

)

=
xnβ1 + yn
znβ1 + wn

By Lemma 2.2 and the fact φ(z) = zd + c is irreducible over K, we obtain

NK(β1)/K

(
xnβ1 + yn
znβ1 + wn

)

=
xn+1

zn+1
= (−1)d

xn+1

xn
.

So,

NK(βn)/K

(
x1βn + y1
z1βn + w1

)

= (−1)d
xn+1

xn
.

Finally, by Lemma 2.3 (v), we conclude that

c− 1

βn

=
x1βn + y1
z1βn + w1

/∈ −K(βn)
p for all primes p | d,

and

c− 1

βn
/∈ 4K(βn)

4 whenever 4 | d.

From Lemma 2.4, we deduce that zd + c − 1
βn

is irreducible over the field K(βn).

Therefore, [K(βn) : K] = dn for any n ∈ N∗. Since βn is a root of gn,φ and, by

Lemma 2.1, we have deg(gn,φ) = dn, it follows that gn,φ is irreducible over K for all

n ∈ N∗.

�

Corollary 2.5. Let c ∈ Z and let φ(z) = zd + c be irreducible over Z. Then, φ(z)

is inversely stable over Q if:

(i) d is odd, or

(ii) d is even and c is not a perfect square.

Proof. Let R = Z. Since φ(z) = zd+ c ∈ R[z] is irreducible, it follows that c /∈ −Rp

for any prime p dividing d. When p is odd, it is clear that −Rp = Rp. Note that

U(R) = {±1}. Applying Theorem 1.1, the proof is complete. �
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Lemma 3.1. ([11], Theorem 7.1) Let K be a field with characteristic 0, and let

K be its algebraic closure. For a polynomial f(t) ∈ K[t], define n0(f) to be the

number of distinct roots of f in K. Let a(t), b(t), c(t) ∈ K[t] be polynomials that

are relatively prime, such that a(t) + b(t) = c(t) and not all of them have vanishing

derivative. Then, we have the inequality

max{deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} ≤ n0(a(t)b(t)c(t))− 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3

Define the sequence {xn}n∈N∗ by:

x1 = c, x2 = (−1)d(cd+1 + 1), xn+2 = (−1)dcxd
n+1 + xd2

n

for all n ∈ N∗. This sequence is consistent with the sequence {xn}n∈N∗ described in

Lemma 2.3.

For any n ∈ N∗, we have the following degree formula:

deg(xn) =
dn − 1

d− 1
deg(c),

where deg(c) denotes the degree of c(t) viewed as a polynomial in t.

We claim that x2n /∈ uRp for any unit u ∈ R and any prime p dividing d, for all

n ≥ 1. To prove this by contradiction, suppose that there exist u ∈ R∗, k ∈ N∗,

zk ∈ R, and a prime p | d such that

x2k+2 = uzpk.

We then define

gk =
1

u
(−1)dcxd

2k+1 and hk =
1

u
xd2

2k.

Note that deg(gk) ≥ 1, deg(hk) ≥ 1, and deg(zk) ≥ 1, and we have the equation

gk + hk = zpk .

By Lemma 2.3(i) and (ii), it follows that

gcd(x2k, c) = 1 and gcd(x2k, x2k+1) = 1.

Hence, gk, hk, and zk are pairwise coprime. Applying Lemma 3.1, we obtain the

following inequality:

deg(gk) + deg(hk) + deg(zpk) ≤ 3 (n0(gkhkz
p
k)− 1)

= 3 (n0(gk) + n0(hk) + n0(zk)− 1) .

9



By Lemma 2.3(ii), we have gcd
(
c, x2k+1

c

)
= 1. Thus,

n0(gk) = n0(c
d+1) + n0

((x2k+1

c

)d
)

= n0(c) + n0

(x2k+1

c

)

≤ deg(c) + deg
(x2k+1

c

)

= deg(x2k+1),

Additionally, we have

n0(hk) = n0(x2k) = deg(x2k), and n0(zk) ≤ deg(zk).

From above, we obtain the inequality:

(d− 3) deg(x2k+1) + (d2 − 3) deg(x2k) + (p− 3) deg(zk) + 4 ≤ 0. (1)

If d is odd, this inequality leads to a contradiction, as p | d. Therefore, we need

to consider the case where d is even and p = 2.

Applying Lemma 3.1 again yields the inequality:

p deg(zk) ≤ deg(x2k+1) + deg(x2k) + deg(zk)− 1. (2)

Combining inequalities (1) and (2) with p = 2, we obtain:

(d− 4) deg(x2k+1) + (d2 − 4) deg(x2k) + 5 ≤ 0,

which is a contradiction. Thus, the claim is proved. From the proof of Theorem 1.1,

it is evident that φ(z) is inversely stable over K. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.7

Lemma 4.1. ([4]) Let t ≥ 2 be an integer and b ∈ Fq. Then the binomial xt − b is

irreducible in Fq[x] if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) rad(t) | q − 1;

(ii) b is rad(t)-free;

(iii) q ≡ 1 (mod 4) if t ≡ 0 (mod 4).

Lemma 4.2. ([4]) Let t be an integer such that rad(t) | q − 1. Then an element

α ∈ Fqn is rad(t)-free if and only if Nqn/q(α) is rad(t)-free in Fq.

Proof of Theorem 1.6

Obviously, gn,φ be irreducible if and only if [K(βn) : K] = dn, where {βi}i∈N∗

described in the proof of Theorem 1.1. It is easy observe that [K(βi) : K(βi−1)] ≤ d

for all i ≥ 2, and [K(β1) : K] ≤ d. Therefore, gn,φ is irreducible if and only if

10



[K(βi) : K(βi−1)] = d for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n, and [K(β1) : K] = d. This condition is

equivalent to zd+c− 1
βi

being irreducible over K(βi) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1, and zd+c

being irreducible over K.

By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, gn,φ is irreducible if and only if the following

conditions hold:

(i) rad(d) | q − 1;

(ii) Both −c and xi+1

xi
are rad(d)-free elements for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1;

(iii) If 4 | d, then q ≡ 1 mod 4.

Certain details are omitted here for brevity; however, these details are fully addressed

in the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

Lemma 4.3. (Hasse) Let Fq be a finite field with q odd. Let

f(x) = ax3 + bx2 + cx+ d ∈ Fq[x]

be a cubic polynomial with distinct roots in Fq, and let

χ : F∗
q −→ {±1}

be the unique nontrivial character of order 2, i.e., χ(t) = 1 if and only if t is a square

in F∗
q. Extend χ to Fq by setting χ(0) = 0. Then

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

x∈Fq

χ(f(x))

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2
√
q

Lemma 4.4. Assume that Fq is a finite field of odd characteristic, and assume

that χ is the quadratic character on Fq. Then, if f(x) = ax2 + bx+ c is a quadratic

polynomial in Fq[x], the following identity holds :

∑

x∈Fq

χ
(
ax2 + bx+ c

)
=







−χ(a) if b2 − 4ac 6= 0,

χ(a)(q − 1) if b2 − 4ac = 0.

Proof of Corollary 1.7

Firstly, we claim that if
(

c−1
p

)

= 1 and
(

c
p

)

=
(

c+1
p

)

= −1, where
(

·
p

)

denotes

the Legendre symbol, then φ(z) is inversely stable over Fp. On the one hand, by

Lemma 4.1 and the fact that
(−c

p

)

=

(−1

p

)(
c

p

)

= −1, i.e., c is 2-free,
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we obtain that zd + c is irreducible over K = Fp. This implies that −c /∈ Kd. From

the recurrence relation of xn, it is straightforward to see that xn 6= 0 for any n ≥ 0.

(This point has been thoroughly demonstrated in the proof of Theorem 1.1.)

On the other hand, Note that p− 1 | d2. Hence, by Fermat’s Little Theorem, for

any integer a with p ∤ a, we have ad
2 ≡ 1 (mod p).

Thus, from xn 6= 0, we conclude that xd2

n = 1. From the recurrence relation, we

obtain

x1 = c, x2 = (−1)d(cd+1 + 1), xn+2 = (−1)dcxd
n+1 + 1, n ∈ N∗.

From Euler’s Criterion, for any integer a and an odd prime p, we have
(
a

p

)

≡ a
p−1

2 (mod p).

Hence,

(c− 1)d = 1, cd = −1, (c+ 1)d = −1.

So we have x2 = 1 − c, x3 = c + 1, x4 = 1 − c, and x5 = c + 1. Thus, the sequence

{xn}n>1 follows the pattern:

{xn}n>1 : c, 1− c, c+ 1, 1− c, c+ 1, . . .

The sequence
{

xn+1

xn

}

n>1
is given by:

{
xn+1

xn

}

n>1

:
1− c

c
,
1 + c

1− c
,
1− c

1 + c
,
1 + c

1− c
,
1− c

1 + c
, . . .

From
(

c−1
p

)

= 1 and
(

c
p

)

=
(

c+1
p

)

= −1, we know that both 1−c
c
, 1+c

1−c
, and 1−c

1+c
are

2-free, and that −c is also 2-free.

By Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 4.1, we conclude that φ(z) is inversely stable over

Fp. Thus, the proof of the claim is complete.

Next, we will prove that there are at least 1
8

(√
p− 1

)2
distinct values of c ∈ Fp

such that
(

c−1
p

)

= 1 and
(

c
p

)

=
(

c+1
p

)

= −1. We write χ(x) for the Legendre

symbol modulo p. Consider

t(x) =
(χ(x− 1) + 1)

2
· (1− χ(x))

2
· (1− χ(x+ 1))

2

=
1

8
[1 + χ(x− 1)− χ(x)− χ(x+ 1)

− χ(x2 − x)− χ(x2 − 1) + χ(x2 + x)

+ χ(x3 − x)
]

12



Then t(x) = 1 if and only if χ(x − 1) = 1, χ(x) = −1, χ(x + 1) = −1. Combining

the fact that
p∑

x=1

χ(x) = 0, and applying Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we obtain that

S =
p∑

x=1

t(x) ≥ 1
8

(√
p− 1

)2
. We complete the proof of Corollary 1.7. �
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