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Abstract

In this paper, we further investigate the local criterion and present a class
of permutation polynomials and their compositional inverses over Fq2. Ad-
ditionally, we demonstrate that linearized polynomial over Fqn is a local per-
mutation polynomial with respect to all linear transformations from Fqn to
Fq, and that every permutation polynomial is a local permutation polynomial
with respect to certain mappings.
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1. Introduction

Let Fq be the finite field with q elements and F
∗

q denote the multiplicative
group with the nonzero element in Fq, where q is a prime power. Let Fq[x]
be the ring of polynomials in a single indeterminate x over Fq. A polynomial
f ∈ Fq[x] is called a permutation polynomial of Fq if its associated polynomial
mapping f : c 7→ f(c) from Fq to itself is bijective. The unique polynomial
denoted by f−1(x) over Fq such that f(f−1(x)) ≡ f−1(f(x)) ≡ x (mod xq −
x) is called the compositional inverse of f(x). Furthermore, f(x) is called an
involution when f−1(x) = f(x).
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The study of permutation polynomials and their compositional inverses
over finite fields in terms of their coefficients is a classical and difficult subject
which attracts people’s interest partially due to their wide applications in
coding theory [2; 4; 5], cryptography [11; 12], combinatorial design theory
[3], and other areas of mathematics and engineering [7; 8].

In general, determining whether a polynomial over a finite field is a per-
mutation polynomial is challenging. Moreover, computing the coefficients of
the compositional inverse of a permutation polynomial is even more difficult,
except for several well-studied classes such as monomials, linearized polyno-
mials, and Dickson polynomials, which prossess a well-defined structure. We
refer readers to [6; 16; 17; 18; 19; 20; 21; 24; 25] for more details.

In 2011, Akbrary, Ghioca and Wang [1] introduced a powerful method
known as the AGW criterion for constructing permutation polynomials. In
2024, the coauthor [20] proposed the local criterion, which is entirely equiva-
lent to the AGW criterion, but has fewer constraints. Utilizing the local cri-
terion, the coauthor also developed a local method to find the compositional
inverses of permutation polynomials. In this paper, we further investigate
the properties of permutation polynomials using local criterion.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we re-
fine the local criterion and introduces some related results. In Section 3, we
present a class of permutation polynomials over Fq2 by applying the refine-
ment local criterion from Section 2 and further investigate the properties of
linearized polynomials. Finally, in Section 4, we demonstrate that linearized
polynomial over Fqn is a local permutation polynomial with respect to all
linear transformations from Fqn to Fq and every permutation polynomial is
a local permutation polynomial with respect to certain mappings.

2. Auxiliary results and the main Lemma

In this section, we present some auxiliary results that will be needed in
the sequel.

First, we recall the local criterion.

Lemma 2.1. [20, Lemma 2.1 ](Local Criterion) Let A and S be finite sets,
and let f(x) : A → A be a map. Then f(x) is a bijection if and only if
for any surjection ψ(x) : A → S, the composition ϕ(x) = ψ(x) ◦ f(x) is a
surjection, and f(x) is injective on ϕ−1(s) for each s ∈ S.
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A
f(x)

//

ϕ(x)
��
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
A

ψ(x)
��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

S

Corollary 2.1. Let A and S be finite sets, and let ϕ(x) : A → S be a
surjective map. If the map f(x) : A → A is bijective, then f(x) is injective
on ϕ−1(x) for each s ∈ S.

According to Corollary 2.1, the requirement that f(x) is injective on
ϕ−1(s) for each s ∈ S is necessary when discussing whether f(x) is a bijec-
tion or not. Based on this, we present the following refinement of the local
criterion.

Theorem 2.1. Let A and S be finite sets. Assume that ϕ(x) : A → S and
f(x) : A→ A are maps. If ϕ(x) is surjective and f(x) is injective on ϕ−1(x)
for each s ∈ S, then f(x) is bijective if and only if there exists a unique
surjection ψ(x) : A → S such that ϕ(x) = ψ(x) ◦ f(x). Moreover, there are
∏

s∈S (|ϕ
−1(s)|!) bijections f(x) determined by the map ϕ(x).

Proof. The sufficiency is obvious by Lemma 2.1; now, we prove the ne-
cessity. Let S = {s1, s2, · · · , st}. Since ϕ(x) is a surjection from A to S,
A = ⊎ti=1ϕ

−1(si) is a disjoint union of the subsets ϕ−1(si), i = 1, 2, · · · , t.
If f(x) is bijective, then f(ϕ−1(si)) ∩ f(ϕ

−1(sj)) = ∅ for distinct si, sj ∈ S,
whence |ϕ−1(si)| = |f(ϕ−1(si))|, i = 1, 2, · · · , t. So A = ⊎ti=1f(ϕ

−1(si)) is
also a disjoint union.

Now, we define a map ψ(x) : A → S by ψ(x) = s for any s ∈ S and
x ∈ f(ϕ−1(s)). It is easy to check that ψ(x) is a surjection from A to S and
ϕ(x) = ψ(x) ◦ f(x). Moreover, for any s ∈ S, f(ϕ−1(x)) = ψ−1(s), so ψ(x) is
uniquely determined by f(x) and ϕ(x).

On the other hand, for given surjections ϕ(x) : A → S, ψ(x) : A → S, if
f(x) is bijective from A to A such that ϕ(x) = ψ(x) ◦ f(x), then f(x) must
be a bijection from ϕ−1(s) to ψ−1(s) for all s ∈ S. Hence, the number of f(x)
determined by ϕ(x) and ψ(x) is

∏

s∈S (|ϕ
−1(s)|!) . We are done.

Yuan [20] presented a local method to find the compositional inverses of
permutation polynomials.
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Lemma 2.2. [20, Theorem 2.2] Let q be a prime power and f(x) be a poly-
nomial over Fq. Then f(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fq if and only if
there exist nonempty finite subsets Si, i = 1, 2, · · · , t of Fq and maps ψi(x) :
Fq → Si, i = 1, 2, · · · , t such that ψi(x) ◦ f(x) = ϕi(x), i = 1, 2, · · · , t and
x = F (ϕ1(x), ϕ2(x), · · · , ϕt(x)), where F (x1, x2, · · · , xt) ∈ Fq[x1, x2, · · · , xt].
Moreover, the compositional inverse of f(x) is given by

f−1(x) = F (ψ1(x), ψ2(x), · · · , ψt(x)).

The following lemma is crucial when applying the refined local criterion
in construct a class of permutation polynomials in Section 2.

Lemma 2.3. [23, Lemma 2.3] For a prime power q, assume that a ∈ Fq2 with
aq+1 = 1 and g ∈ Fq2 is a primitive element of Fq2 . Let t be the non-negative
integer a = gq+1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ q. Let ϕ(x) = xq + ax and ψ(x) = axq + x be
polynomials over Fq2. Then Im(ϕ(x)) = Im(ψ(x)) = {g−tb | b ∈ Fq}.

Based on the lemma above, we determine whether the equation xq+ax =
d, where aq+1 = 1, has roots over Fq2 or not. This analysis is crucial for
assessing the number of permutation polynomials in Section 2.

Lemma 2.4. For a prime power q, assume that a inFq2 with aq+1 = 1. Then
the affine q-polynomial xq + ax− d has q roots if and only if adq = d.

Proof. Since aq+1 = 1, we get (xq + ax)q = a−1(xq + ax). It follows easily
that Im(xq + ax) = {y | ayq = y}. Then we conclude the desired result.

The trace function Tr(x) from Fqn to Fq is defined by

Tr(x) = x+ xq + · · ·+ xq
n−1

.

Every linearized polynomial over Fqn can be written as

L(x) = Tr(θ1x)ω1 + Tr(θ2x)ω2 + · · ·+ Tr(θnx)ωn with ωi ∈ Fqn ,

where {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} forms a basis of Fqn over Fq. The following lemma is
important in further investigating the properties of linearized permutation
polynomials.
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Lemma 2.5. [22, Theorem 1.2] Let {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} be any given basis of Fqn
over Fq, and let

L(x) = Tr(θ1x)ω1 + Tr(θ2x)ω2 + · · ·+ Tr(θnx)ωn with ωi ∈ Fqn.

Then L(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fqn if and only if {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn}
is a basis of Fqn over Fq.

The following lemma explains how to determine whether a set of elements
forms a basis of Fqn over Fq or not.

Lemma 2.6. [7, Lemma 3.51] Let β1, β2, · · · , βn be elements of Fqm . Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

β1 βq1 βq
2

1 · · · βq
n−1

1

β2 βq2 βq
2

2 · · · βq
n−1

2
...

...
...

...

βn βqn βq
2

n · · · βq
n−1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= β1
∏n−1

j=1

∏

c1,··· ,cj∈Fq

(

βj+1 −
∑j

k=1 ckβk

)

,

and so the determinant is 6= 0 if and only if β1, β2, · · · , βn are linearly inde-
pendent over Fq.

Lemma 2.7. [7, Theorem 2.24] Let Fqn be a finite extension of the field
Fq, both considered as vector spaces over Fq. Then the linear transformations
from Fqn into Fq are exactly the mappings Lβ , β ∈ Fqn, where Lβ(x) = Tr(βx)
for all x ∈ Fqn . Furthermore, we have Lβ 6= Lγ whenever β and γ are distinct
elements of Fqn .

3. Permutation polynomials over finite fields

In this section, we construct a class of permutation polynomial of the form
f(x) = uxq + vx+ g(xq + ax) over Fq2 and further investigate the properties
of linearized polynomials.

Theorem 3.1. Let q be a prime power. Assume that a, u, v ∈ Fq2 with
aq+1 = 1, au − v 6= 0 and g(x) = b1x + b2x

2 + · · · + bq−1x
q−1. If one of the

following conditions holds:
(i) (au+ vq + bq1a

−1 + b1a, u
q + av + a(bq1a

−1 + b1a)) = (c, ac) with some c ∈
F
∗

q, and b
q
ia

−i + bia = 0, i = 2, 3 · · · , q − 1;
(ii) (u+ avq + bq1 + b1, au

q + v + a(bq1 + b1)) = (c, ac) with some c ∈ F
∗

q , and
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bqia
−i+1 + bi = 0, i = 2, 3 · · · , q − 1;

then the polynomial

f(x) = uxq + vx+ g(xq + ax)

is a permutation polynomial over Fq2.
Moreover, if (au+ vq + bq1a

−1 + b1a, u
q + av + a(bq1a

−1 + b1a)) = (c, ac)
with some c ∈ F

∗

q , and b
q
ia

−i + bia = 0, i = 2, 3 · · · , q − 1, then the composi-
tional inverse of f(x) over Fq2 is given by

f−1(x) = (v − au)−1
(

x− g
(

c−1xq + c−1ax
)

− uc−1(xq + ax)
)

.

If (u+ avq + bq1 + b1, au
q + v + a(bq1 + b1)) = (c, ac) with some c ∈ F

∗

q ,
and bqia

−i+1 + bi = 0, i = 2, 3 · · · , q − 1, then the compositional inverse of
f(x) over Fq2 is given by

f−1(x) = (v − au)−1
(

x− g
(

c−1axq + c−1x
)

− uc−1(axq + x)
)

.

Proof. First, we consider the second case.
Let ϕ1(x) = cxq + acx and ψ1(x) = axq + x. For i = 2, · · · , q − 1,

since bqia
−i+1 + bi = 0 and (xq + ax)q = a−1(xq + ax), and since moreover

(u+ avq + bq1 + b1, au
q + v + a(bq1 + b1)) = (c, ac) with c ∈ F

∗

q , we have

ψ1(x) ◦ f(x)

= (axq + x) ◦
(

uxq + vx+ b1(x
q + ax) + b2(x

q + ax)2 + · · ·+ bq−1(x
q + ax)q−1

)

=(u+ avq)xq + (auq + v)x+ (bq1 + b1)(x
q + ax) + (bq2a

−1 + b2)(x
q + ax)2

+ (bq3a
−2 + b3)(x

q + ax)3 + · · ·+ (bqq−1a
−(q−2) + bq−1)(x

q + ax)q−1

=(u+ avq + bq1 + b1)x
q + (auq + v + a(bq1 + b1))x

= c(xq + ax)

=ϕ1(x). (1)

It follows from Lemma 2.3 that Im(xq + ax) = Im(ϕ1(x)) = Im(ψ1(x)) =
{g−tb | b ∈ Fq}. Consequently, ψ1(x) is a surjection from Fq2 to Im(ϕ1(x)).

Moreover, for any s ∈ Im(ϕ1(x)), if there exist x1, x2 ∈ ϕ−1
1 (s) such that

f(x1) = f(x2), then it follows that

{

xq1 + ax1 = xq2 + ax2,

uxq1 + vx1 = uxq2 + vx2.

6



This implies x1 = x2 because au − v 6= 0. Therefore, f(x) is injective on
ϕ−1
1 (s) for each s ∈ Im(ϕ−1

1 (s)).
It follows from Theorem 2.1 that f(x) permutes Fq2. Furthermore, let

ϕ2(x) = x ◦ f(x) and ψ2(x) = x. Note that

(v − au)−1
(

ϕ2(x)− g
(

c−1ϕ1(x)
)

− uc−1ϕ1(x)
)

= x.

It implies by Lemma 2.2 that the compositional inverse of

f−1(x) = (v − au)−1
(

x− g
(

c−1axq + c−1x
)

− uc−1(axq + x)
)

.

In the first case, we will prove (xq + ax) ◦ f(x) = c(xq + ax). The remaining
proof follows similarly, we omits the details. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.2. Let the notations be defined in Theorem 3.1. Now, we consider
the count of f(x) in Theorem 3.1. We examine the solutions of the following
system of equations



















au− v 6= 0,

u+ avq + bq1 + b1 = c,

auq + v + a(bq1 + b1) = ac,

bqia
−i+1 + bi = 0,

which is equivalent to



















au− v 6= 0,

a(u+ avq) = auq + v,

u+ avq + bq1 + b1 = c,

bqia
−i+1 + bi = 0.

We rewrite the above system as



















au− v 6= 0,

uq − u = avq − a−1v,

bq1 + b1 = c− u− avq,

bqia
−i+1 + bi = 0.

Given aq+1 = 1 and a(u+avq) = auq+v, we derive the identities −(avq−
a−1v)q = avq − a−1v and (c− u− avq)q = c− u− avq. According to Lemma
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2.4, for any v ∈ Fq2 with au − v 6= 0, there are q − 1 possible choices for
u. Furthermore, for any c ∈ F

∗

q, u, v ∈ Fq2 with au − v 6= 0 and uq − u =
avq − a−1v, the number of choices for b1 is q, and for i = 2, 3, · · · q − 1, the
number of choices of bi are also q.

Consequently, the number of permutation polynomials f(x) satisfying the
second condition is qq+2(q − 1)2. Similarly, in the first case, the number of
permutation polynomials f(x) is also qq+2(q − 1)2.

However, Theorem 2.1 implies that there are (q!)q permutation polyno-
mials over Fq determined by the map ϕ(x) = xq + ax, which is significantly
greater than 2qq+2(q − 1)2. Therefore, many permutation polynomials deter-
mined by xq + ax remain undiscovered.

Next, we further study the properties of linearized polynomials. Consid-
ered as maps between finite fields, linearized polynomials are always taken
as

L(x) =

n
∑

i=0

aix
qi ∈ Fqn [x]/(x

qn − x) (2)

We denote by L (Fqn) the set of all linearized polynomials in the form (2).
A well known result of Dickson indicates that L(x) in the form (2) is

a linearized permutation polynomial if and only if the associated Dickson
matrix

DL =











a0 a1 · · · an−1

aqn−1 aq0 · · · aqn−2
...

...
...

aq
n−1

1 aq
n−1

2 · · · aq
n−1

0











(3)

is non-singular.
Wu [15] characterized L (Fqn) by the Dickson matrix algebra approach

and derived some relations between linearized polynomials and their associ-
ated Dickson matrices.

Theorem 3.3. [15, Theorem 4.5] Let L(x) =
∑n−1

i=0 aix
qi ∈ L (Fqn) be a

linearized permutation polynomial and DL be its associated Dickson matrix.
Assume āi is the (i, 0)−the cofactor of DL, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Then detL =
∑n−1

i=0 a
qi

n−iāi and

L−1(x) =
1

detL

n−1
∑

i=0

āix
qi =

(

n−1
∑

i=0

āix
qi

)

◦
( x

detL

)

.
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Remark 3.4. Indeed, if L(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fqn, we can
derive the compositional inverse of L(x) by the local method. Since the asso-
ciated Dickson matrix DL is non-singular and











L(x)
L(x)q

...
L(x)q

n
−1











= DL











x
xq

...
xq

n
−1











,

we have

D−1
L











L(x)
L(x)q

...
L(x)q

n
−1











=











x
xq

...
xq

n
−1











,

or

D∗

L

detL











L(x)
L(x)q

...
L(x)q

n
−1











=











x
xq

...
xq

n
−1











,

where D∗

L is the adjugate matrix of DL.
Therefore,

1

detL

n−1
∑

i=0

āiL(x)
qi = x.

Hence, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that the compositional inverse of L(x) is
given by

L−1(x) =
1

detL

n−1
∑

i=0

āix
qi .

We derive another result concerning linearized polynomials using a local
method.

Theorem 3.5. Let {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} be any given basis of Fqn over Fq, and let

L(x) = Tr(θ1x)ω1 + Tr(θ2x)ω2 + · · ·+ Tr(θnx)ωn, with ωi ∈ Fqn.
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Then L(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fqn if and only if

D1 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Tr(θ1ω1) Tr(θ1ω2) · · · Tr(θ1ωn)
Tr(θ2ω1) Tr(θ2ω2) · · · Tr(θ2ωn)

...
...

...
Tr(θnω1) Tr(θnω2) · · · Tr(θnωn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6= 0.

Proof. Since Tr(x) is a function from Fqn to Fq, we have

Tr(θix) ◦ L(x) =Tr (θiTr(θ1x)ω1 + θiTr(θ2x)ω2 + · · ·+ θiTr(θnx)ωn)

=

n
∑

j=1

Tr(θjx)Tr(θiωj)

=Tr

(

n
∑

j=1

θjTr(θiωj)x

)

.

For simplicity, put ηi =
∑n

j=1 θjTr(θiωj). Then we have











Tr(θ1L(x))
Tr(θ2L(x))

...
Tr(θnL(x))











=











Tr(η1x)
Tr(η2x)

...
Tr(ηnx)











= D2











x
xq

...

xq
n−1











,

where

D2 =











η1 ηq1 ηq
2

1 · · · ηq
n−1

1

η2 ηq2 ηq
2

2 · · · ηq
n−1

2
...

...
...

...

ηn ηqn ηq
2

n · · · ηq
n−1

n











.

Therefore, x can be uniquely represented by Tr(θ1L(x)), Tr(θ2L(x)), · · · ,
Tr(θnL(x)) if and only if the matrix D2 is non-singular. According to Lemma
2.6, the non-singularity of D2 is equivalent to {η1, η2, · · · , ηn} forming a basis
of Fqn over Fq. Since {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} is a basis of Fqn over Fq, {η1, η2, · · · , ηn}
forms a basis of Fqn over Fq if only and if D1 6= 0.

From Lemma 2.2, it follows that L(x) permutes Fqn if and only if D1 6= 0.
This establishes the desired result.
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4. Local permutation polynomials with respect to special maps

over finite fields

In this section, we investigate the properties of permutation polynomial
over finite fields.

Now, we provide an example of permutation polynomials over finite fields.

Example 4.1. [10; 14; 26] Pick h(x) ∈ Fq[x] and integers r, s > 0 such that
s | (q − 1). Then f(x) = xrh(xs) permutes Fq if and only if
(i) gcd(r, s) = 1 and;
(ii) xrh(x)s permutes the set of (q − 1)/s-th roots of unity in F

∗

q.
Let ϕ(x) = xs. For any u ∈ Im(ϕ(x)), the condition that f(x) = xrh(xs)

is injective on ϕ−1(u) is equivalent to gcd(r, s) = 1. By Corollary 2.1, the con-
dition gcd(r, s) = 1 is necessary when determining whether f(x) = xrh(xs)
is a permutation polynomial over Fq or not.

We see that the polynomial f(x) = xrh(xs) over Fq with gcd(r, s) = 1 is
a permutation polynomial over Fq if and only if xs ◦ (xrh(xs)) is a surjection
from Fq to Im(xs).

Fq
xrh(xs)

//

xs◦(xrh(xs))
##●

●●
●●

●●
●●

● Fq

xs
{{✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇

µ(q−1)/s

The necessity of the condition is already noted. Conversely, if xs◦(xrh(xs))
is a surjection from Fq to Im(xs), let µ(q−1)/s denote the set of (q − 1)/s-th
roots of unity in F

∗

q. Suppose, on the contrary, if f(x) is not a permutation
polynomial over Fq, then x

rh(x)s does not permute µ(q−1)/s, and so there ex-
ists y ∈ µ(q−1)/s such that for any x1 ∈ µ(q−1)/s, y 6= xr1h(x1)

s. This implies
that for any x ∈ Fq such that xs ∈ µ(q−1)/s, we have y 6= (xs)rh(xs)s, Hence,
xs ◦ (xrh(xs)) is not a surjection from Fq to Im(xs), contrary to assumption.

Next, we aim to demonstrate that every linearized polynomial L(x) pos-
sesses a similar property. Specifically, for certain mappings ψi(x) (i =
1, 2, · · · , t) where the compositions ψi(x) ◦ f(x) are surjective from Fqn to
Im(ψi(x)), it follows that L(x) is a permutation polynomial. We begin with
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn be n elements of Fqn over Fq. Then for any
u ∈ F

∗

qn, Tr(uωi) 6= 0 if and only if {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn} is a basis of Fqn over Fq.

11



Proof. For any u ∈ F
∗

qn, it holds that Tr(uωi) 6= 0. We proceed to demon-
strate that {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn} forms a basis of Fqn over Fq. Indeed, suppose
otherwise. Then the n elements ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn are linearly dependence over
Fq. We can assume, without lose of generality, that {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωt} is maxi-
mal independent subset of {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn} and

ωt+1 = c1ω1 + c2ω2 + · · ·+ ctωt, with ci ∈ Fq not all being 0 . (4)

If {ω1, · · · , ωt, ω
′

t+1, · · · , ω
′

n} is a basis of Fqn over Fq extended by {ω1, · · · , ωt},
then there exists its corresponding dual basis {α1, α2, · · · , αn}. So, by (4),

Tr(αnωt+1) =Tr (αn(c1ω1 + c2ω2 + · · ·+ ctωt))

=
t
∑

i=1

ciTr(αnωi)

= 0,

which is a contradiction.
Conversely, if {ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn} is a basis of Fqn over Fq, then by Lemma

2.6, the matrix










ω1 ωq1 ωq
2

1 · · · ωq
n−1

1

ω2 ωq2 ωq
2

2 · · · ωq
n−1

2
...

...
...

...

ωn ωqn ωq
2

n · · · ωq
n−1

n











is non-singular. This implies that the system of linear equations










Tr(ω1x)
Tr(ω2x)

...
Tr(ωnx)











=











ω1 ωq1 ωq
2

1 · · · ωq
n−1

1

ω2 ωq2 ωq
2

2 · · · ωq
n−1

2
...

...
...

...

ωn ωqn ωq
2

n · · · ωq
n−1

n





















x
xq

...

xq
n−1











=











0
0
...
0











has no non-zero solution over F
∗n
qn . This indicates that for any u ∈ F

∗

qn ,
Tr(uωi) 6= 0. We are done.

Theorem 4.1. Let {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} be any given basis of Fqn over Fq, and let

L(x) = Tr(θ1x)ω1 + Tr(θ2x)ω2 + · · ·+ Tr(θnx)ωn, with ωi ∈ Fqn.

Then L(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fqn if and only if for any u ∈
F
∗

qn, Tr(ux) ◦ L(x) 6≡ 0 (mod xq
n

− x).
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Proof. For any u ∈ F
∗

qn , we have

Tr(ux) ◦ L(x) = Tr(uL(x)) = Tr

(

u

n
∑

i=1

ωiTr(θix)

)

=
n
∑

i=1

Tr(θix)Tr(ωiu)

=

n
∑

i=1

Tr (θiTr(ωiu)x)

= Tr

((

n
∑

i=1

Tr(ωiu)θi

)

x

)

.

This yields that Tr(ux)◦L(x) 6≡ 0 (mod xq
n

−x) if and only if
∑n

i=1Tr(ωiu)θi 6=
0. Since {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} is a basis of Fqn over Fq,

∑n
i=1Tr(ωiu)θi 6= 0 if and

only if Tr(ωiu) 6= 0 for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i.e., there does not exist u ∈ F
∗

qn

such that
Tr(ωiu) = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

which implies that
∑n

i=1Tr(ωiu)θi 6= 0 if and only if {ω1, . . . , ωn} is a basis
of Fqn over Fq by Lemma 4.1, and the latter condition is equivalent to that
L(x) is a permutation polynomial over Fqn by Lemma 2.5. This completes
the proof.

In Theorem 4.1, we employ all linear transformations from Fqn to Fq, as
described in Lemma 2.7, to establish that L(x) is a permutation polynomial
over Fqn. Now, let us consider an example where, despite finding maps ψi(x)
such that the compositions ψi(x)◦f(x) are surjections from Fqn to Im(ψi(x)),
the polynomial f(x) dose not permute Fqn.

Example 4.2. Let {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} and {v1, v2, · · · , vn} be any given basis of
Fqn over Fq. Assume that

L(x) = ω
n
∑

i=1

Tr(θix),

where ω = a1v1 + a2v2 + · · · + anvn with aj ∈ F
∗

q, j = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let

13



{e1, e2, · · · en} be the dual basis of {v1, v2, · · · , vn}. We have

Tr(ejx) ◦ L(x) =Tr

(

ejω
n
∑

i=1

Tr(θix)

)

=Tr(ejω)

n
∑

i=1

Tr(θix)

=Tr

(

n
∑

i=1

θiTr(ejω)x

)

=Tr

(

n
∑

i=1

θiajx

)

. (5)

Since {θ1, θ2, · · · , θn} is a basis of Fqn over Fq and aj ∈ F
∗

q, for j = 1, 2, · · · , n,
we have

∑n
i=1 θiaj 6= 0 for all j. Consequently, Tr(ejx) ◦ L(x) are surjective

from Fqn to Fq as indicated by Eq. (5). Moreover, every element in Fqn can
be uniquely represented by Tr(e1x), Tr(e2x), · · · , Tr(enx).

However, despite these properties, L(x) is not a permutation polynomial
over Fqn, as shown in Lemma 2.5, and the image of L(x) forms a vector
space over Fq with dimension 1.

Example 4.2 demonstrates that the surjections ψi(x) such that the com-
positions ψi(x) ◦ f(x) are surjective from Fqn to Im(ψi(x)) must not be too
limited when establishing that the linearized polynomial is a permutation
polynomial over finite fields. This leads to the following question.

Question 4.1. What is the minimum number of polynomials of the form
Tr(ax) required to conclusively prove that a linearized polynomial is a permu-
tation polynomial?

Next, we will show that every permutation polynomial has such property.

Theorem 4.2. Let A and Si (i = 1, 2, · · · , t) be finite sets, and let ψi(x) :
A→ Si be surjective maps and f(x) : A→ A be a map. Suppose that f(x) is
a permutation polynomial if and only if ϕi(x) = ψi(x)◦f(x) (i = 1, 2, · · · t) are
surjective from A to Si. Then for any permutation polynomial g(x) : A→ A,
g(x) ◦ f(x) is a permutation polynomial if and only if for i = 1, 2, · · · , t,
ψi(x) ◦ g

−1(x) are surjections from A to Si.

14



Proof. If g(x) is a permutation polynomial, then ψi(x) ◦ g
−1(x) : A → Si

are surjections by assumption, so ψi(x) ◦ g
−1(x) ◦ g(x) ◦ f(x) = ϕi(x) are

surjective from A to Si.
Conversely, assume that ϕi(x) = ψi(x) ◦ g

−1(x) ◦ g(x) ◦ f(x) : Fq → Si
are surjective. Note that ϕi(x) = ψi(x) ◦ f(x) and f(x) is a permutation
polynomial if and only if ϕi(x) are surjective from A to Si. So, f(x) is a
permutation polynomial. Hence, g(x) ◦ f(x) is a permutation polynomial,
which is desired result.

Based on the above results, we introduce the concept of local permutation
polynomials with respect to special mappings over finite fields.

Definition 4.1. For a prime power q, let f(x) be a polynomial over Fq.
Assume that Si are nonempty finite sets of Fq with |Si| ≤ q/2 and ψi(x) are
surjections from Fq to Si (i = 1, 2, · · · , t). If f(x) is a permutation polynomial
over Fq if and only if ϕi(x) = ψi(x)◦f(x) (i = 1, 2, · · · , t) are surjective from
Fq to Si, then the polynomial f(x) is called the local permutation polynomial
over Fq with respect to ψ1(x), ψ2(x), · · · , ψt(x).

A
f(x)

//

ϕi(x) ��
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
A

ψi(x)��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

S

If we aim to prove that a polynomial is permutation, we only need to find
mappings ψi(x)(i = 1, 2, · · · , t) such that mappings ψi(x) (i = 1, 2, · · · , t)
such that the compositions ψi(x) ◦ f(x) are surjective from Fqn to Im(ψi(x)).
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