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Distributions ofnth Powers in Finite Fields

Aaron Doman

Abstract

In this paper, we first find the distribution efth power residues modulo a
prime p by analyzing sums involving Dirichlet characters. We thateed this
method to characterize the distribution of powers in finigdf.

Letn > 1 be an integer. Mirichlet character modh is a homomorphism
X : (Z/nZ)* — C*. In other words,y is completely multiplicative and periodic
modn. It is conventional to treat as a function of integers and to seta) = 0 if
ged(a,n) > 1 (preserving multiplicativity).

From Euler’s theorem, it follows that ged(a, n) = 1, then

x(a)“”(") — X(a“’(”))

=x(1)
=1,

so the nonzero values gfare allp(n)th roots of unity. Theprincipal characteris the
character for which(a) is 1 if ged(a,n) = 1 and 0 otherwise, which we write as.
Dirichlet characters have some nice orthogonality praggrincluding

_Je)if x =xa
> Xla)= 0 otherwi
1<a<n otnerwise
ged(a,n)=1

as well as

ZX(G) _ {gﬁ(n) ifa=1 (mod n)

0 otherwise

where the sum is taken over all characters mod

Here, we will restrict ourselves to the case wheiis an odd prime. Doing so
not only makes computations simpler but also allows us tatluséact that there ex-
ists a primitive root modulo any prime which will be denoted;. Sinceg generates
(Z/pZ)*, it follows that any character maglis completely determined by its value at
qg.

In the work that follows, we consideith power residues modulo a prinpe Note
that if gcd(n,p — 1) = d, then there are integets v such thatun + v(p — 1) = d,
sog? = g"" is annth power residue. Thus, théth power residues areth power
residues, and vice versa. We therefore assumenthat— 1.

Before proving any results, we need a key lemma.

Lemma 1: Let x be a non-principal Dirichlet character mpdThen

p—1
Zx(n)e27rnz/p :\/ﬁ
n=0
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Proof: We have

2

p—1
Z X(n)SQﬂni/p
n=0

_ <Z X(n)SQﬂ'ni/p> <Z me%rmi/p)
n=0 n=0

- Z x(n)x(m)e2r(n=mi/p,

0<n,m<p-—1

Making the substitutiom = m + k gives

Yo x(x(m)er e =Y T (ot k)x(m)e™P.
0<n,m<p—1 0<k,m<p—1
Sincex(0) = 0, we can letn be nonzero. This allows us to invert, and so

Yo xXmARxm)eE™ = 3" 3 x (L4 km e

0<k,m<p—1 0<k<p—11<m<p-—1

If k=0, theny(1 + km~1) = 1, so the inner sum ig — 1. Otherwise, asn varies,
1 + km~1! varies over all elements &f/pZ except 1. The inner sum is therefore
—e2™k/P sincey # ;. It follows that

2

p—1 p—1
Z X(n)€27rni/p =p—1-— Z€2Wki/p
n=0 k=1
=D
and we are done. [ |

We now give our first theorem relating Fourier series to therithiution of mth
power residues. For brevity, we I&,, denote the set af:th power residues mogl
between 1 ang — 1.

Theorem 1: Letm > 1 be an integer ang = 1 (mod m) be a prime. Letf :
[0,1] — R be a function whose Fourier series converges pointwigedo (0, 1), say

f(l’): i ane27rm'ac.

Suppose the sum
S(f) = lan|
n#0

converges. Then

ORI

kERm

m

< (1 - i) S(f)v/p-

Proof: Let y be a non-principal character mpdor which x(¢) is anmth root of unity.
Then

p—1 00

X (k) f (E) =D @ [X(1)62”"i/p +Xx(2)eP 4 x(p — 1)
P

k=1 n=-—oo



Observe that the RHS can be rewritten as

> anx(m) [X ()P 4 x @)™ 4 (n(p — 1))l

n=—oo

sincex(n)x(n) = 1 unlessp | n, in which case the summand is 0. This sum, in turn,
is equal to

S a0 [P 4 32 4 x(p — )2

n=—oo

The bracketed expression is precisely the Gauss sum fromrmaenso taking absolute
values gives

(oo}

§x<k>f (f—))‘ = VB| 3 a0

< \/1_72|an|

n#0

=S(f)vp

We therefore have

< S(f)vp

ng(k)f (S)

Summing over all non-principal for which x(¢g)™ = 1, we get

> pii x(k)f (S)

x#1 k=1

< (m—1)S(f)Vp.

Again by the triangle inequality,

> pil x(k) f (I—]j)

x#1 k=1

2 ()-20)

k€Rm =1

< (m—1)S(f)vp

< (m—=1)S(f)v/p,

where in the second line we used the fact that summing ovgrfalwhichx(¢)™ = 1
gives eachnth power residue weight: and each nonresidue weight 0. Dividing both
sides of the inequality by», we have the desired result. |

We will now use Theorem 2 to prove another result that saytsthiganth power
residues are randomly distributed, roughly speaking. Weire the following lemmas.
Lemma 2: Lett, z be real numberswith < ¢ <1 and0 < z < 1. Then

o0

t" sin 2mna < tsin 2w )
Z — —arctan| —M .
ot n 1 —tcos2nx



Proof: We have

i t"™ sin 2mnx —im (i t”ezﬂmz)
n n
n=1 n=1

= —Im[log(1 — te*™)]
tsin 27z )

= arctan (| ———
( 1 —tcos2mx

The last step requires some care in choosing the brarlel of but it suffices to check
that equality holds for a single pdit, ). |

Lemma 3: Letd,t be positive numbers with < 1/3 andt < 1/(1 + 362). Then

1 —tcos2méd 6<7T 1 1
tsin2ms 0 =5\ % '

Proof: We have

1 —tcos2md

1
—mb={=—1)csc2 276 — cot 2 —
P 70 (t ) csc2md + cse2md — cot 276 — wo

= <% — 1) csc 2wl + (tanwd — mo).
Now bothz csc 2rx and(tan 7x) /x are increasing of0, 1/3), so we have

2
cse2md < ——— tan7d < 3v/34.
W

Thus, it suffices to prove that

BLMG1>+(3\/§W>5§216<%1),

which after rearranging becomes

N2
Loy B8O

2 33
The RHS is less thad?, so takingt < 1/(1 + 352) is sufficient and we are done.

Theorem 2: Letm > 1 be an integer and’ be a constant greater than(1 — -1.).
Then for all sufficiently large primep = 1 (mod m), the number ofmnth power
residues in any intervak, b) C (0, p) is within C'/plog p of (b — a)/m.

Proof: Take a primep = 1 (mod m) and leta = a/p,5 = b/p. Consider the
function
lifa<x<p

f@)=<Siifr=aorz=
0 otherwise

()5 (5)

kER,,

Itis clear that




is the difference between the numbemeth power residues ifu, b) and
(b —a)/m, up to some small constant. To bound this quantity, we exahie Fourier
series off. Itis straightforward to find that

f@)=(B-a)+ % Z sin(2mn(z — «)) ; sin(2mn(x — ﬂ))

This series converges pointwise fpbut

—2mnia e*Qﬂnzﬁ |

> lanl =3 - 2777|n| 7

n#0 n#0

which may diverge. Thus, we cannot directly apply Theorenn@ iastead must ap-
proximatef; this will give us the error bound @(,/plogp).
Consider the functions

fle) = (8 — )+ = 30 prCTT — ) —sinCrnlr - )

for 0 < ¢t < 1. All these functions satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2, so

o (5) -z (5]

kERm

(1- ) st

If we can make f(z) — f:(x)| small by takingt near 1, then we can obtain a similar
bound forf. We therefore need to determine the rate at wificbonverges tg'.

Let
- i sin 2mnx Z t" sin 2mnx
n )

n=1

wherez is in some intervals, 1 — 4] to avoid the discontinuities at = 0 andz = 1.
Differentiating with respect ta yields

, 27(t cos 2mx — t2)
9(w) = —m = 1 — 2tcos2mx + t2
B —7(1 —t2)
T 1 —2tcos2mx + 2

by Lemma 2. Since < 1, g; is negative and so the extreme valuegobccur at the
endpoints of the interval considered. Furthermgyél — §) = —g:(9), so

T — 270 tsin2wd
< = - T oo
@) < l9e)] = |75 — avetan (22|

1)

again by Lemma 2. From < ¢ < 1/2 it follows that

tsin 27w -
1 —tcos2md

Thus, we can combine the/2 and arctangent terms to get

1 —tcos2md
arctan | ——— | — 7w
tsin2mwd




for the bound ong,|. We remove the absolute value bars and use Laurent series to g

1 —tcos2md
lg:(x)] < arctan [ ————— COSZmO Y _ i)
tsin 2wd

1 —tcos2md 5
——— -7
tsin 278

(%_1) 215 +009).

By increasing the constany (27) to /2, we can ignore the higher-order terms for
sufficiently small (depending o).
By Lemma 3, ifé < 1/3 andt < 1/(1 + 352), then

>, sin 2mnx > " sin 27rn T (1
S s <z (i
n n 20

n=1 n=1
foré <a <1 - 4. We can then bound;(z) — f(z)| as follows:

|f(z) = fo(z)| = % (1 —t")[sin(27n(z — z)) —sin(2mn(z — B))] ‘
1 1 —t")sin(2mn(z — «)) 1| (1 — ") sin(2mn(z —
s;21< o ?Z ( ﬂ))‘
1/1
=3 (z —1)’

whered is chosen so that is at least a distancefrom the discontinuities at andj.
Since we care only about=1/p,2/p, ..., (p — 1)/p, the optimabk is

fs-el
p

We can do far better, however, by setting aside the two netipf1/p nearest to
a and similarly forj (if « or 5 is a multiple of1/p, it does not matter which of
the neighboring points we choose). Ignoring these foureglof i /p will increase
our error bound by some small quantity. On the other hand,amenow safely take
d = 1/p since the remaining values &f/p are more thar /p away froma and g.
Then forp sufficiently large,

GGl ()

for all but the four special values &f which we handle separately. From (1), it follows
that|g:(z)| < w/2 for anyt, z, so

0= min min{’ﬁ—a

Letting



we therefore have

k k 1if £ is one of four nearest tav,
HORIGIE ﬁ

P € otherwise

Then by Theorem 2 applied t6 and the triangle inequality,

() -z ()

kERm

< (1 _ %) S(f)VP + 2pn;26+4,

and we wish to chooskeso that the size of the the RHS is minimal. We take 1/,/p
so that the second and third terms are negligible compaitbé first. This corresponds

to
1

= 71+p*3/2.

The conditions of Lemma 3 are satisfied sice 1/p < 1/3 andt < 1/(1 + 362).
Now we have

t

—2mnic __ —27rni,8|
S(f) = S ghnle °
(/2) Z 27 |n|
n#0
2 o= t"
< Z .
oo Z n
n=1
2
=——log(l1—1)
s

2
= Zlog(p*? +1).
s

Hence, the dominant term in the bound is at most

2 1
= log(p*/? +1).
- ( m) Vplog(p™= +1)
Finally, we observe that the lower bound pmeeded to get these estimates depends
onC, but not ona or 5. The result immediately follows. |

Theorem 2 is, up to a constant, a consequence of the Polyaghddov inequality
[1]. Rather than looking at power residuesZripZ over an interval, we will now ex-
amine the distribution of power residues in a field extensiger a higher-dimensional
box. In the work that follows, we writ&,, in lieu of Z/pZ to emphasize that we are
working with field extensions. Here,,, will denote the set ofnth powers in the cho-
sen finite field.

Theorem 3: Fix integersd, m > 1 and letp be a prime for whichn | p? — 1. Choose

a polynomial of degred with integer coefficients that is irreducible ovigs, and let

¢ be one of its roots. It follows thdt,(¢) is a field, and every element can be written
uniquely in the form

co+ 1€+ e+t cqr €,
where the;’s are inF,,. Then for anyd-dimensional box

R = [ap, bo] % [a1,b1] x -+ X [ag—1,ba—1] C (0,p)?,



the number ofnth powers irlF,,(§) with (co, c1,...,c4—1) € Ris, up to a small error,

([bo] = [ao])(1b1] = ar]) - - - ([ba—1] — [a4—1])

m .

This error is bounded in absolute value by

d
2 2d
Z Jplog(3pt + 1 Zopd/2,
7T\/13(>g(19+) +—p

Proof: First note that sincé€ is a root of a polynomial that is irreducible ovigg, the
extensionF,(§) is indeed a field. Call this field". The extension is of degreg so
each element can be written uniquely as a linear combinafiong, £2,..., ¢4 1. We
now need to prove the claim about the distribution ofiti& powers.

Since F' is a finite field, its group of units is cyclic; let be a generator of this
group. Sincen | p¢ — 1, the nonzeronth powers in the field are precisely the powers
of ¢"™. We define a characterto be a multiplicative function frond’ to C*, which is
completely determined by its value @t As before, we will count thenth powers via
these characters.

Next, observe that we can move the verticesRo$lightly without changing the
number of lattice points inside it. We can replagewith [a;] — 1/2 andb; with
|bi] + 1/2, and this does not alter the numberroth powers in the box or the main
term in the estimate. Thus, without loss of generality, wepsise ther;'s andb;’s are
half-integers. Lety; = a,/p, 8; = b;/p, and

R’ = [ao, Bo] % -+ % [@g—1, Ba—1]-

Now thatR has been scaled down by a factopofve letl gz be the indicator function
of R’. We have

d—1
1R/(x0,x1, ey :L'd,1> = H 1[%,&](%—),
j=0

and each term on the RHS has a Fourier series that convergesige to the function
exceptaty; andg;. Let f(zo,x1,...,z4—1) be the Fourier series dfz: andg; be the
Fourier series of(,, 5,). We also introduce families of functions ;, whose Fourier

coefficients are those gf; weighted bytI”!. Similarly, f, is a weighted version of,
defined to be the product of thg;'s. Thus, we can write

ft(z();zla v 7$d71)

= Z 0,10 01,my * ** Gd—1,ng_, €XP[2Ti(noTo + n1x1 + - -+ + ng—124-1)], (2)

no,MN1y...,Ng—1

wherea; ;. is the coefficient o£2™*i in the Fourier series af; ;.
To count themth powers, we first need to bound

Z X(CO + 016 4+ Cd_lgdfl)Cnoco+n161+---+nd71cd71,
0<co,c1...,ca—1<p—1

wherey is a non-principal charactef,is a primitivepth root of unity, and the;’s are
arbitrary integers. Let

d-1 g ten
Pleg 4+ 1€+ -+ + cg_1£971) = (Mocotmert ot na—ica-



which, not coincidentally, is a homomorphism frqif, +) to C*. We wish to prove
that

> x(@)(z)| =

d/2 i
oyt p®/# otherwise

{Oifp|n07nla"'andl

The first case is easy to check, since thi€n) is always 1. Otherwise, we write

zeF zZ,weF

Now make the substitution = w + u to get

D XX W) = > x(w+u)x(w)(w + u)ih(w)

zZ,weF u,weF

—Z Z (1 + uw ™) (u).

uEF weF*

If w=0,thenl +uw~' = 1 for all w. Otherwise, for fixed nonzero, 1 + vw ™"
varies over all elements of the field except 1. Thus,

S Y Xt ) = (0 - D) - Y )

ueF weFX% ueF'x

=p" =) ¥

ueF

and it is straightforward to check that the sum on the RHSIis mdeny is not iden-
tically 1. This proves the claim.
From this bound and equation (2), we immediately get that

& & Cq—
Z X(CO+61£+"'+Cd—1€d_l)ft (_07_17"'7 d 1)

0<co,c1,...,ca—1<p—1 pp p

d/2 2
S p / aO,noal,nl o 'a’dfl,ndfl

d—1
:pd/2 H Z |a’j7nj|7

§=0n;#0

where in the last line we split the sum into a product and usedrtangle inequality.
Summing over those non-principglfor which x(¢g)™ = 1 and dividing through by
m, we get

> i) =5e6)

z2ER, zeF

) -1
: (1 - a) p? H Z |@jin; |

§=0 n;#0

wherez/p denotes the poir(y /p, ¢1/p, - . ., ca—1/p). For brevity, we let

S(gj.t) Z | -

n;j#0

9



Then the above inequality becomes

>i(;)-mxe(3)

zER,

d—1
< <1 - %) Pd/le;IOS(gj.,t)- 3)

Suppose we choogeso that|g, ;(x) — g,(x)| < e for some fixede > 0 and all
j=0,1,...,d — 1. Using the triangle inequality and the fact that,(x)| < 1 for all
Ji.t,z, we get

d—1 d—1
|fe(@o, 1, war) = flwo,ans .y ma—1)| = | [ [ 9e(ey) = T 95(25)
j=0 j=0

< de.

Then when we approximatéwith f; on thep? — 1 points in question, we will get an
error of ordep?e. We therefore take = p—4/2 so that this term is negligible compared
to the other terms in the bound. We use Lemma 3 to find sufficienditions for

|gj.1(x) — g;(x)] < p~ 2
to hold forz in some interval. Taking
—d/2 1 1
5 — p

t = =
3 14362 1+4+p-d/3’
the conditions of the lemma hold and so

1/1 _
93000) ~ 050 < 5 (3 1) =7,

wherez is at least away from the discontinuities @f;.

Since the vertices oi were taken to have half-integer coordinates, every lattice
point (co, c1, . .., cq—1) satisfies|c; — a;| > 1/2 and|c; — b;| > 1/2 for all j. But
d < 1/(2p), so when we rescale hiy'p, we get

G _

p
for all 5. In other wordsg; /p is at least away from the discontinuities @f; and so

p p
forall z € F.

We now combine all this information to get the desired regtdt the above choice
of ¢, we have

ajl, >0

G
»

—27mniag —27mnif;
e J — e J
S(gje) =Y t"l
(95¢) Z 2mne
n#0
Py
- m = [n|

I
[NCIE= I\

5}

0]
7N
=

| |~
~

~~

I
|
—
o
o
—
w
hS)
[5H
_|_
—_
~—



From (3), it then follows that

> a(;)-wzal;)

zERm,

1 2 d
< (1 - —) p?/? <— log(3p? + 1)> .
m T

This, of course, can be weakened slightly by removing thefasf 1 — 1/m, and then
we get the first term in the error bound from the theorem.
We have chosenso that|f, — f| < dp~%/? for the points in question, so we have

> () w2 (5)

zER,

d d
2 2 -1
< <—\/_p10g(3pd 4+ 1)> —+ 7(pm ) . dp d/2.

This can be weakened slightly to give the cleaner bound

> r(2)-+20(3)

zERm, z€F

d
2 2d
< (2 /plog(3p® + 1 o pd/2,
_<W\/§0g(p + )> +p

This is precisely the result we sought, sinfce- 1z, except on the boundary é¥', but
OR' does not contain any of the rescaled lattice points. Thiglcoles the proof. W
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