
ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

03
72

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
G

] 
 6

 F
eb

 2
02

4

ON NONNEGATIVE INVARIANT QUARTICS IN TYPE A

SEBASTIAN DEBUS, CHARU GOEL, SALMA KUHLMANN, AND CORDIAN RIENER

Abstract. The equivariant nonnegativity versus sums of squares question has been solved

for any infinite series of essential reflection groups but type A. As a first step to a classi-

fication, we analyse An-invariant quartics. We prove that the cones of invariant sums of

squares and nonnegative forms are equal if and only if the number of variables is at most 3

or odd.

1. Introduction

The study of nonnegative real polynomials, i.e. polynomials whose evaluation on any

point is nonnegative, is a topic of interest from many perspectives, e.g. verificiation of

polynomial inequalities and polynomial optimization. From complexity theoretical view

the verification is NP-hard [5]. If one can write a real polynomial as a sum of squares

of real polynomials, then the polynomial is clearly nonnegative. It was shown by Hilbert

[13] in his celebrated theorem from 1888 that there are basically three cases where any

nonnegative polynomial is a sum of squares. We formulate Hilbert’s theorem in terms

of forms, i.e. homogeneous polynomials, since any polynomial is nonnegative if and

only if its homogenization is nonnegative and a sum of squares if and only if its ho-

mogenization is a sum of squares [16]. Hilbert showed that the cones of nonnegative

forms and that of sums of squares of degree 2d in n variables are equal if and only if

(n, 2d) ∈ {(2, 2d′), (n′, 2), (3, 4) | n′, d′ ∈ N}. Hilbert’s proof was unconstructive and it took

almost 80 years until the first example of a nonnegative polynomial which is not a sum

of squares was given (this is the Motzkin polynomial [18]). It was then asked by Hilbert

whether any nonnegative polynomial is a sum of squares of rational functions. This is

known as Hilbert’s 17th problem. E. Artin proved that this is true, thereby lying the cor-

nerstone of the field of real algebraic geometry.

Motivated by Hilbert’s 1888 theorem, several authors investigated the equivariant set-

ting. For a group G acting on the real polynomial ring one restricts to invariant forms,

i.e. forms which are fixed under the action of G. Choi, Lam and Reznick investigated

the question for the symmetric group S n which was completed by Goel, Kuhlmann and

Reznick [11]. The signed symmetric group Bn acting on the polynomial ring via permu-

tation of variables and switching of signs was also considered [12]. Recently, Debus and

Riener considered Dn-invariant forms where Dn is the subgroup of Bn of even number of

sign changes. All these groups have in common that they are reflection groups.

A finite group G is a real reflection group if G ⊂ GLn(Rn) is such that the matrix group

is generated by reflections, i.e. isometries Rn → Rn with a hyperplane as the set of fixed

points. We usually just say that an abstract group G is a real reflection group and the

representation of G is implicitly known. A real reflection group is called essential if no

non-trivial subspace of Rn is point wise fixed. It is a classical result that any real reflection

group can be decomposed into a direct product of essential reflection groups. The essential

real reflection groups were fully classified by Coxeter [7, 8]. There are four infinite families

An, Bn,Dn and I2(m) and six exceptional real reflection groups H3, H4, F4, E6, E7, and E8.

For Bn,Dn and trivially I2(m) the equivariant classification of nonnegativity versus sums

of squares was completed in [9]. It is a natural question to consider the remaining infinite

series of essential reflection groups An and to study the equivariant nonnegativity versus
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sums of squares question. In this paper we initiate a study of An-invariant quartics. Al-

though the vector space dimension of An-invariant quartics is only 2, we will see that the

understanding is challenging. A reason for the complexity involved here is that we do not

consider nonnegativity of a polynomial globally. We consider nonnegativity on a hyper-

plane and do consider sums of squares modulo an ideal which is in general a very difficult

problem.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 explains the action of the group An on an

n-dimensional vector space and the induced action on the polynomial ring. Following this,

we examine the sets of nonnegative and sums of squares An invariant quartics in Section

3. We begin in Subsection 3.1 to elaborate on the difference between global nonnegativity

of quartics and nonnegativity of An-invariant quartics. In Subsection 3.2 we provide the

extremal elements of the cone of An-invariant nonnegative quartics before we analyse the

An-invariant sums of squares quartics in Subsection 3.3. Finally, we present a proof of our

main theorem, Theorem 3.2 in Subsection 3.4.

2. The reflection groups of type A and An-invariant polynomials

The real reflection group An is, as a group, isomorphic to the symmetric group S n+1.

Recall that the reflection group S n+1 is acting on Rn+1 via permutation of coordinates in all

possible ways. We call this action the permutation action of the symmetric group. There is

a non-trivial fixed subspace which is spanned by the vector (1, . . . , 1) under the permutation

action and thus the permutation action does not define an essential real reflection group.

The action of S n+1 on the invariant subspace Un := {a ∈ Rn+1 :
∑n

i=1 ai = 0} via permutation

of coordinates defines an essential real reflection group called An. We also say that it is the

reflection group of type A.

Recall that any group G acting on Rn induces an action of G on the polynomial ring

R[x] in n variables. The action is as follows:

σ · f (x) := f (σ−1 · x)

where x = (x1, . . . , xn) is a basis of the dual vector space of Rn and σ ∈ G. We refer to ([4],

Section 4) for details.

It is a classical result by Chevalley, Sheppard and Todd that the invariant ring of real

polynomials under the action of a finite matrix group in GLn(R) is isomorphic to a polyno-

mial ring if and only if the group is a real reflection group [6, 21].

In order to study An invariant forms we consider the restriction of the permutation action

of the symmetric group S n+1 to the n dimensional real vector space

Un =





a ∈ Rn+1 :

∑

i

ai = 0





.

Let ei ∈ R
n denote the unit vector with 1 at the i-th coordinate. A linear basis of Un is

u1 = e1 − e2, . . . , un = e1 − en+1.

The group An acts on Un via permutation of the ei’s in all possible ways. We obtain an

induced action on an n-variate polynomial ring R[y], where y is a basis of the dual vector

space of Un and on the quotient of an (n + 1)-variate polynomial ring R[x] modulo the

ideal generated by the linear polynomial x1 + . . . + xn+1. While An does act on the (n + 1)-

variate quotient ring R[x]/(x1 + . . .+ xn+1) via permutation of the xi’s, the reflection group

does not permute the yi’s. We recall that those rings are isomorphic and two equivalent

representations of An.

For two real representations V,W of a group G we say a linear map φ : V → W is

G-equivariant if σ · φ(v) = φ(σ · w) for any v ∈ V,w ∈ W, σ ∈ G.
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Proposition 2.1. The ring homomorphism R[y] → R[x]/(x1 + . . . + xn+1) defined by

yi 7→ x1 − xi+1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is a An-equivariant isomorphism.

Proof. Recall that An fixes the subspace defined by x1 + . . . + xn+1 = 0. A basis of this

subspace is x1 − xi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The basis elements and x1 + . . . + xn+1 form a basis of

the degree 1 part of R[x]. We have

R[x] � R[x1 − x2, . . . , x1 − xn+1][x1 + . . . + xn+1]

and

R[x]/(x1 + . . . + xn+1) � R[y]

With the discussion above the induced linear isomorphism is An-equivariant. �

Since we have a ring isomorphism we have that being a sum of squares is equivalent

for the image and preimage. Moreover, nonnegativity of the preimage is equivalent to

nonnegativity of the image on the subspace Un of Rn+1.

We denote by pk the power sum polynomial of degree k in the (n + 1)-variables x, i.e.

pk =
∑n+1

i=1 xk
i
. It is classically known that the power sum polynomials p2, . . . , pn+1 generate

the An-invariant ring as R-algebra modulo the ideal (p1).

Theorem 2.2. The invariant ring of An is isomorphic to a polynomial ring. The invariant

ring of An acting via permutation of the variables x on the (n + 1)-variate quotient ring

R[x]/(p1) is R[x]An ≃ R[p2, . . . , pn+1] .

3. SOS versus PSD for An-invariant Quartics

In this Section we prove our main result Theorem 3.2. We mainly restrict our nota-

tion and definitions to quartics. Since the invariant ring is generated by the power sums

p2, . . . , pn+1 the vector space of An-invariant quartics is 2 dimensional and is spanned by

the quotient classes of p2
2

and p4.

Definition 3.1. We call a An-invariant quartic in R[x]/(p1) nonnegative or psd if and only

if any element in its quotient class in R[x] is nonnegative on Un. We denote the set of psd

An-invariant quartics by PAn . We call a An-invariant quartic in R[x]/(p1) a sum of squares

or sos if and only if an element in its quotient class in R[x] is of the form g2
1
+ . . .+g2

m+ p1 ·g

for some g1, . . . , gm, g ∈ R[x]. We denote the set of all An-invariant sos quartics by ΣAn .

Suppose f1 = ap2
2
+ bp4 + p1 · g1 and f2 = ap2

2
+ bp4 + p1 · g2 are two equivalent An-

invariant quartics. Then nonnegativity of the quotient class f1 mod (p1) is well defined

since p1 = 0 on Un.

The sets PAn ,ΣAn are pointed closed convex cones in the vector space R[x]/(p1).

The main result is the following.

Theorem 3.2. For n ≥ 3 we have PAn = Σ
An if and only if n is odd.

Note, we have PAn = Σ
An by Hilbert’s classification for all n ≤ 3. We will provide a

proof of Theorem 3.2 in Subsection 3.4. Our strategy is as follows. First, we calculate the

extremal rays of the two-dimensional cone PAn . Second, we give a description of ΣAn using

symmetry reduction. Third, we show that when n is even then one of the extremal rays is

not a sum of squares, while for odd n both extremal rays are sum of squares.

To motivate the fundamental difference between S n-invariant and An-invariant nonneg-

ative quartics we start with an overview on nonnegativity in Subsection 3.1.
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3.1. Global nonnegativity versus nonnegativity on Un. We motivate the subtle differ-

ence between globally nonnegative forms and forms nonnegative on Un in the vector space

〈p2
2
, p4〉R. For n ≥ 3, the vector space of symmetric (n + 1)-variate quartics is five dimen-

sional and is spanned by the following products of power sum polynomials

p4
1, p2 p2

1, p3 p1, p
2
2, p4 .

For any n ≥ 3, there exist (n + 1)-variate symmetric quartic psd forms that are not sums of

squares [11]. For instance, there exists the following uniform example [2]

fn := 4p4
1 − 5p2 p2

1 −
139

20
p3 p1 + 4p2

2 + 4p4

which is always nonnegative but never a sum of squares for any number of variables ≥ 4.

Note however, that restricting to the subspace Un gives 4(p2
2
+ p4). Thus fn is a sum of

squares modulo the ideal (p1). The form fn can therefore not be used as a counter example

for the reflection groups of type A.

We show that any psd form in the vector space 〈p2
2
, p4〉R is a sum of squares. The

proposition follows also from the nonnegativity versus sums of squares classification in

type B [12]. The quartics result for type B was first observed by Choi, Lam and Reznick.

Proposition 3.3. Let f = ap2
2
+ bp4 be a nonnegative (n + 1)-ary symmetric form, where

a, b ∈ R. Then f is a sum of squares.

Proof. Since f is an even symmetric form, nonnegativity of f is equivalent to nonnegativity

of ap2
1
+ bp2 on the probability simplex ∆n := {x ∈ Rn+1

≥0
:
∑n+1

i=1 xi = 1}. Then p1 = 1 and
1

n+1
≤ p2 ≤ 1 [1]. In particular, we need to distinguish three cases depending on the sign

of a. We can suppose p2 = 1 and 1
n+1
≤ p4 ≤ 1.

(1) If a = 0 we have bp4 nonnegative implies b ≥ 0 and thus we have a sum of squares.

(2) If a > 0 we suppose without loss of generality that a = 1 and we have 1+ bp2 ≥ 0

on ∆n which implies b ≥ −1. However, the form

p2
2 − p4 = p4 + 2

∑

i< j

x2
i x2

j − p4 = 2
∑

i< j

x2
i x2

j

on the boundary of the psd cone is clearly sos.

(3) If a < 0 we suppose a = −1 and have −1 + bp2 ≥ 0 on ∆n implies b ≥ n + 1. The

form (n + 1)p4 − p2
2

on the boundary of the psd cone is a sum of squares since

(n + 1)p4 − p2
2 = np4 − 2

∑

i< j

x2
i x2

j =

∑

i< j

(x2
i − x2

j)
2.

�

This subtle but important difference of nonnegativity on Rn+1 and on Un has important

structural consequences regarding An-invariant sums of squares.

3.2. PSD An invariant quartics. A symmetric (n + 1)-variate polynomial which is non-

negative on the linear subspace Un must not necessarily be globally nonnegative (see e.g.

the polynomial Gn for any n and Fn for any even n in Lemma 3.5). Since we are con-

sidering homogeneous invariant polynomials we have by biduality of convex cones ([3],

Lemma 4.18.) the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.4. The boundary of PAn consists of the forms f = a · p2
2
+ b · p4 for which there

exists 0 , z ∈ Un such that f (z) = 0.

In analogy to the proof of Proposition 3.3 we will analyse the maximum and the mini-

mum of p4 on the semialgebraic set defined by p2 = 1 and p1 = 0.
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Lemma 3.5. The extremal (n + 1)-ary An-invariant psd quartics are

Gn := p2,2 −
1

β
p4 and Fn := −p2,2 +

1

α
p4,

where β =
1 − n + n2

n + n2
and α =






1

n + 1
if n is odd,

4 + 2n + n2

2n + 3n2 + n3
if n is even.

It follows directly from Proposition 3.3 that all of these extremal forms, but Fn when n

is odd, are not globally nonnegative and cannot be a sum of squares in the polynomial ring

R[x].

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Since the quartics are homogeneous it is sufficient to analyse the min-

imum and maximum value of p4 on Sn ∩ Un. We have p1 = 0 and p2 = 1. This translates

to the polynomial optimization problems

min
x∈R
±p4

s.t. p1 = 0

p2 = 1

By a variant of Timofte’s half degree principle [19, Theorem 1.1] the extremas are attained

at a point with at most 2 different coordinates. The equality constraints transfer to the two

equations

lt + (n + 1 − l)s = 0

lt2
+ (n + 1 − l)s2

= 1

where 0 ≤ l ≤ n+1 is an integer and s, t ∈ R are real numbers. We observe that l < {0, n+1}

which implies 1 ≤ l ≤ n. For given integers l and n the equations provide unique solutions

for s and t up to sign. However, inserting the solution in p4 is independent of the signs of

the coordinates and we have

p4(t, . . . , t
︸ ︷︷ ︸

l times

, s, . . . , s
︸  ︷︷  ︸

n+1−l times

) =
(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l

For the claim on the extremality of Fn we are left with verifying

min
1≤l≤n,l∈Z

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
=






1

n + 1
if n is odd

4 + 2n + n2

2n + 3n2 + n3
if n is even

which we do in Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8, and verify

max
1≤l≤n,l∈Z

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
=

1 − n + n2

n + n2

to prove that Gn is extremal. This is Lemma 3.6. �

3.2.1. Verification of the extremality of Gn.

Lemma 3.6. For all n ≥ 3 we have max
1≤l≤n,l∈Z

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
is attained at l = 1

and l = n, and equals
1 − n + n2

n + n2
.
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Proof. We calculate

(n + 1)2 − 3(n + 1) + 3

(n + 1)n
≥

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l

⇔ (−1 + l)(n − l)(n + 1)2 ≥ 0.

Note, for 1 ≤ l ≤ n the inequality is tight when l ∈ {1, n} and otherwise strict. �

3.2.2. Verification of the extremality of Fn.

Lemma 3.7. We have

min
1≤l≤n

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
=

1

n + 1

and

min
1≤l≤n,l∈Z

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
>

1

n + 1

if and only if n is even.

Proof. For 1 ≤ l ≤ n we have

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
−

1

n + 1
≥ 0

⇐⇒
(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
−

(n + 1 − l)l

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
≥ 0

⇐⇒ (n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2 − (n + 1 − l)l ≥ 0

⇐⇒ (n + 1 − 2l)2 ≥ 0

The last inequality is tight on integer values 1 ≤ l ≤ n if and only if n + 1 is even. �

Lemma 3.8. If n is even, then min
1≤l≤n,l∈Z

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
is attained at l =

n

2
and

l =
n

2
+ 1, and equals

4 + 2n + n2

2n + 3n2 + n3
.

Proof. Evaluating
(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
at l =

n

2
and l =

n + 2

2
gives

4 + 2n + n2

2n + 3n2 + n3
.

Moreover, the denominator of

(n + 1)2 − 3l(n + 1) + 3l2

(n + 1)(n + 1 − l)l
−

4 + 2n + n2

2n + 3n2 + n3
=

(n + 1)(4l2 − 4l(n + 1) + n(n + 2))

l(n + 1 − l)n(n + 2)

is strictly positive for all 1 ≤ l ≤ n. The numerator is also nonnegative since

4l2 − 4l(n + 1) + n(n + 2) = (2l − (n + 1))2 − 1 ≥ 0

because n + 1 is odd. �

3.3. SOS An-invariant quartics. Given the action of a reflection group, representation

theory and invariant theory can be applied to effectively describe the invariant sums of

squares cone. We briefly sketch the symmetry reduction for sums of squares invariant by

a reflection group. More details can be found in [4, 9, 10, 14]. A reflection group G acts

on the vector space R[x]d of all (n + 1)-variate forms of degree d giving it the structure

of a G-module. We can decompose every G-module into a direct sum of its irreducible

sub-modules to obtain its isotypic decomposition. Given an isotypic decomposition one

constructs a symmetry adapted basis, which can be used to understand the invariant sums

of squares of elements in R[x]2d. We outline this in the following.
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First, we note that there is a natural projection onto the invariant part of Fn,d via the so

called Reynolds-Operator of the group G:

RG : R[x]d → R[x]G
d , f 7→

1

|G|

∑

σ∈G

σ f .

Suppose that we have

R[x]d ≃

ℓ⊕

j=1

η jV j

is the isotypic decomposition of the G action onR[x]d, i.e. V j are pairwise non-isomorphic

irreducible G-modules and each occurs with multiplicity η j ∈ N in R[x]d. A symmetry

adapted basis is a list

{ f11, . . . , f1η1
, f21, . . . , fℓηℓ }

with the property that for every j there are G-equivariant homomorphisms φ ji which map

f j1 to f ji for all 1 ≤ i ≤ η j, and furthermore that the orbit of each f ji spans an irreducible G-

module isomorphic toV j and the set of all orbits of all f ji spans R[x]d. Given a symmetry

adapted basis we can construct matrix polynomials

B j :=
(

RG( f ji1 f ji2

)

1≤i1 ,i2≤η j

for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ.

With these notations we have the following (see [9, Theorem 2.6]):

Proposition 3.9. Let f ∈ R[x]G
2d

be an invariant form. Then f is a sum of squares if and

only if there exists positive semidefinite matrices A1, . . . , Aℓ such that

f =

ℓ∑

j=1

Tr(A jB j),

where the matrix polynomials B j are constructed from a symmetry adapted bases of R[x]d

as defined above.

Note that calculating an isotypic decomposition of R[x]d and a symmetry adapted basis

can in principle be done with linear algebra (see [20]). For the case of finite groups Hubert

and Bazan [15] constructed an algorithm to calculate equivariants which allows for an

effective determination of symmetry adapted basis for all degrees. In the case when G ∈

{An−1, S n, Bn,Dn} so-called higher Specht polynomials can be used and their construction

is completely combinatorial [9, 17].

We denote by Sλ the Specht module associated with a partition λ.

Lemma 3.10. For n ≥ 3, the S n+1 isotypic decomposition of R[x]2 equals

R[x]2 = 〈p2〉R ⊕ 〈p
2
1〉R ⊕ 〈p1(xi − x j) : i < j〉R

⊕ 〈x2
i − x2

j : i < j〉R ⊕ 〈(xi − x j)(xk − xl) : #{i, j, k, l} = 4〉

2 · S(n) ⊕ 2 · S(n−1,1) ⊕ S(n−2,2)

The proof is fully computational and we calculate a symmetry adapted basis based on

higher Specht polynomials [17] (and refer to [9] for details).

We apply the Reynolds-Operator of the symmetric group S n+1 to pairwise products of

equivariants of the isotypic decomposition which do not use p1, since we consider sum of

squares in R[x] modulo the ideal (p1).
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Lemma 3.11. For n ≥ 4, we have

RS n+1
(p2

2) = p2
2 ,

RS n+1
((x2

1 − x2
2)2) =

2

n
p4 −

2

(n + 1)n
p2

2, and

RS n+1
((x1 − x2)2(x3 − x4)2) =

4(p4
1
+ 3p2

2
− 4p3 p1 + (n + 1)2(p2

2
− p4) + (n + 1)(−2p2p2

1
− 3p2

2
+ 4p3 p1 + p4))

(n + 1)n(n − 1)(n − 2)
.

Proof. We calculate the polynomials p2
2
, (x2

1
− x2

2
)2, (x1 − x2)2(x3 − x4)2 and apply the

Reynolds-OperatorRS n+1
. We then obtain the right hand side of the equation in the basis of

monomial symmetric polynomials. We then use the package Symmetric Function in Sage

to obtain a representation in terms of the power sum polynomials. �

Lemma 3.12. If f ∈ R[x] is a An-invariant sum of squares quartic modulo the ideal (p1)

then

f = a(p4 −
1

n + 1
p2

2) + b((1 − n + n2)p2
2 − n(1 + n)p4) + p1 · g

for some a, b ≥ 0 and g ∈ R[x].

Proof. Since f ∈ R[x] is An-invariant, we can apply the Reynolds-OperatorRAn
= RS n+1

to

g2
1
+ . . . + g2

m and consider RS n+1
(g2

1
+ . . . + g2

m) mod p1 which has to be of the form

λ1 p2
2 + λ2(p4 −

1

n + 1
p2

2) + λ3((1 − n + n2)p2
2 − n(1 + n)p4)

for some λ1, λ2, λ3 ≥ 0, by Lemma 3.11 and the discussion above. We have

(1 − n)2 p2
2 = n(n + 1)(p4 −

1

n + 1
p2

2) + ((1 − n + n2)p2
2 − n(1 + n)p4)

which proves the claim. �

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.2. We are ready to prove Theorem 3.2

Proof of Theorem 3.2. There are three statements that we want to show. First, the poly-

nomial Gn ∈ R[x] is a sum of squares modulo (p1) for all n ≥ 3. Second, for n ≥ 4 odd

the polynomial Fn ∈ R[x] is a sum of squares modulo (p1). Third, for n ≥ 3 even the

polynomial Fn ∈ R[x] is not a sum of squares modulo (p1)

(1) We have

Gn = p2
2 −

n + n2

1 − n + n2
p4

=
1

1 − n + n2
((1 − n + n2)p2

2 − n(1 + n)p4)

which shows that Gn is a sum of squares modulo (p1).

(2) If n ≥ 4 is odd we have Fn is a sum of squares by Proposition 3.3. This is,

because α equals the global minimum of p4 on p2 = 1 and we have seen that the

corresponding polynomial is a sum of squares.

(3) For even n ≥ 4 we have Fn = −p2
2
+

2n+3n2
+n3

4+2n+n2 p4. We suppose that Fn is a sum of

squares modulo (p1). We must have

−p2
2 +

2n + 3n2
+ n3

4 + 2n + n2
p4 = a(p4 −

1

n + 1
p2

2) + b((1 − n + n2)p2
2 + (−n − n2)p4)
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for some a, b ≥ 0. Comparing the coefficients implies

b = −
4

4 − 6n + n2 + n4

which is a contradiction.

�
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