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THE MONOGENICITY AND GALOIS GROUPS OF CERTAIN
RECIPROCAL QUINTINOMIALS

LENNY JONES

ABSTRACT. We say that a monic polynomial f(x) € Z[x] is monogenic if f(x)
is irreducible over Q and {1,6,62,.. .ﬁdcg(f)’l} is a basis for Zg, the ring
of integers of K = Q(#), where f(#) = 0. For n > 2, we define the reciprocal
quintinomial

Fn,a,B(x) = 2" 4 AT BT 1A e Zlzx].

In this article, we extend our previous work on the monogenicity of F,, a,5(x)
to treat the specific previously-unaddressed situation of A = B =1 (mod 4).
Moreover, we determine the Galois group over Q of F,, 4, p(x) in special cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say that a monic polynomial f(z) € Z[z] is monogenic if f(z) is irreducible
over Q and {1,6,62,...,09¢(/)=1} is a basis for Zg, the ring of integers of K =
Q(0), where f(0) = 0. Hence, f(z) is monogenic if and only if Zx = Z[0]. For the
minimal polynomial f(z) of an algebraic integer 6 over Q, it is well known [2] that
(1.1) A(f) = [Zx « ZI0)* A(K),

where A(f) and A(K) are the discriminants over Q of f(x) and the number field
K, respectively. Thus, from ([[Tl), f(z) is monogenic if and only if A(f) = A(K).
Throughout this article, for A, B,n € Z with AB # 0 and n > 2, we let:
Fnoap(r) ="+ A3 1 BT 4 AT 41,
Wy =B+2-2A, Wo=B+2+24, Wz=A?—-4B+8,
(1.2) P = ged(Wi,W3), Q= ged(Wi,Wa), R = ged(Wa, Ws),
D,, denote the dihedral group of order 2n,
C,, denote the cyclic group of order n.
The following theorem was proven in [8]:
Theorem 1.1. If WiW,y W3 is squarefree and
(A mod 4, Bmod 4) € {(1,3),(3,1),(3,3)},
then F, a,5(x) is monogenic for all n > 2.

It is the goal of this article to extend Theorem [[.T] by providing an investigation
of the monogenicity of F, 4 p(x) in the specific previously-unaddressed situation
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of A= B =1 (mod 4). Moreover, we determine the Galois group of F,, 4 p(z) in
some special cases. More precisely, we prove

Theorem 1.2. Assuming the notation of ([L2), suppose that A= B =1 (mod 4).
Then
(1) Fa a,B(x) is irreducible over Q and

Cy if and only if WiWoWs is a square,

Gal(F: >~
( 2,A,B) { D, if and only if W1iWsoWs is not a square.

(2) Fa.a B(x) is monogenic if and only if Wi, Wa and W3 are squarefree.

(3) There exist infinitely many pairs (A, B) such that F2 a p(x) is monogenic
with Gal(Fa,a.p) ~ Dy4. Furthermore, for any two such pairs (A;, B;) #
(Aj,B;j) where Fa a, B,(0i) = Faa,B;(0;) = 0, we have that Q(6;) #
Q(6;).

(4) Fa a,B(x) is monogenic with Gal(Fa 4,5) ~ C4 if and only if A= B =1.

(5) Fs.a p(x) is reducible over Q if and only if

A=4t—4s> —4s+1 and
B € {4t* + 4t — 85* —8s + 1, 4t* + 4t + 8s® + 85 + 5},

for some s,t € 7.

(6) There exist infinitely many values of A such that Gal(Fs 4 a) is isomorphic
to the wreath product C3 1 Cy.

(7) When n >3, Fpn a.a(x) is irreducible over Q if and only if A # 1.

(8) Fun a a(x) is never monogenic when n > 3.

2. PRELIMINARIES
The first result will be useful in the proof of item (@) of Theorem
Proposition 2.1. [I0] For N € Z, let £5 and Fn denote, respectively, the Nth
Lucas and Nth Fibonacci numbers, where £9 =2 and o = 0. Then
(1) £-n = (-1)VEn,
(2) 538 =28&N41 — EN.
(3) Lon + (—1)N2 = 2?\[

The proof of the next proposition can be found in [g].

n—2
Proposition 2.2. A(F, ap)=2%"""2 (W1W2W32)2 )

The following proposition, which follows from a generalization of a theorem of
Capelli, is a special case of the results in [4], and gives simple necessary and sufficient
conditions for the irreducibility of polynomials of the form w(x2k) € Z[z], when
w(x) is monic and irreducible.

Proposition 2.3. [4] Let w(x) € Z[x] be monic and irreducible, with deg(w) = m.
Then w (a:2k) is reducible if and only if there exist Sy(x), S1(x) € Z[z] such that
either

(2.1) (=1)"w(z) = (So(x))* — 2 (S1())*,

or

(2.2) k> 2 and w (%) = (So(x))* — z (S1(z))*.
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The following theorem, known as Dedekind’s Index Criterion, or simply Dedekind’s
Criterion if the context is clear, is a standard tool used in determining the mono-
genicity of a polynomial.

Theorem 2.4 (Dedekind [2]). Let K = Q(0) be a number field, T(x) € Z[x] the
monic minimal polynomial of 0, and Zx the ring of integers of K. Let q be a prime
number and let * denote reduction of * modulo q (in Z, Zlx| or Z[0]). Let

k
T(w) = [[ 7t
i=1

be the factorization of T'(x) modulo q in Flz], and set

k
hl (ac) = H Ti(,T),
i=1

where the 7;(x) € Z[x] are arbitrary monic lifts of the Ti(x). Let ha(x) € Z[x] be a
monic lift of T(z)/h1(x) and set
hi()hs(z) — T (x)

F(x) = . € Z[x].

Then
[Zk :Z[0]] 0 (mod q) <= ged (F, hy, ho) =1 in Fyla].

Theorem 2.5. Let G(t) € Z[t], and suppose that G(t) factors into a product of
distinct non-constant polynomials v;(t) € Z[x] that are irreducible over Z, such that
the degree of each ~;(t) is at most 3. Define

Ne (X) = {p < X :pis prime and G(p) is squarefree}|.

Then,

(2.3) Ng(X) ~ Cq log)((X)’

where

(2.4) Ca= ][] (1_5(3(_61)»
£ prime

and pg (€?) is the number of z € (Z/FZ)* such that G(z) =0 (mod £?).

Remark 2.6. Theorem follows from work of Helfgott, Hooley and Pasten [5]
[6,T3]. For more details, see the discussion following [7, Theorem 2.11].

Definition 2.7. In the context of Theorem 25 for G(t) € Z[t] and a prime ¢, if
G(2) =0 (mod £?) for all z € (Z/KQZ)*, we say that G(t) has a local obstruction at
¢. A polynomial G(t) € Z[t] is said to have no local obstructions, if for every prime
¢ there exists some z € (Z/¢?Z)" such that G(z) # 0 (mod £2).

Note that C¢ > 0 in (Z4) if and only if G(¢) has no local obstructions. Conse-
quently, it follows that Ng(X) — oo as X — oo in ([23]), when G(t¢) has no local
obstructions. Hence, we have the following immediate corollary of Theorem
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Corollary 2.8. Let G(t) € Z[t], and suppose that G(t) factors into a product of
distinct non-constant polynomials v;(t) € Z[x] that are irreducible over Z, such that
the degree of each ~;(t) is at most 3. To avoid the situation when Cg =0 (in (24)),
we suppose further that G(t) has no local obstructions. Then there exist infinitely
many primes p such that G(p) is squarefree.

The following lemma, which generalizes a discussion found in [§], will be useful
in the proof of item (@) of Theorem

Lemma 2.9. Let G(t) € Z[t] with deg(G) = N, and suppose that G(t) factors into
a product of distinct non-constant polynomials that are irreducible over Z, such that
the degree of each factor is at most 3. If G(t) has an obstruction at the prime ¢,
then ¢ < (Ny+2)/2, where Ny is the number of not-necessarily distinct non-constant
linear factors of G(t) in Fy[t].

Proof. Since no factors of G(t) in Z[t] are constant, we can assume that the content
of every factor of G(t) is 1. Furthermore, since a nonlinear irreducible factor of
G(t) (mod ¢) never has a zero in (Z/ZQZ)*, we can also assume, without loss
of generality, that G(t) factors completely into N, not-necessarily distinct, non-
constant linear factors in Z[t]. Thus,

-1
(2.5) Gt)=c[J(t—5% (mod ),

3=0
where ¢ # 0 (mod /), e; > 0 for each j and N = Zf;é ej. Observe that if e; =0
for some j # 0 in (3], then G(j) # 0 (mod ¢?), contradicting the fact that
G(t) has an obstruction at the prime ¢. If e; = 1 for some j # 0 in (Z5)), then
the zero j of x — j (mod /) lifts to the unique zero j of # — j (mod ¢?). Thus,
G(j+¢) # 0 (mod £?), again contradicting the fact that G(t) has an obstruction
at the prime ¢. Hence, ¢; > 2 for all j € {1,2,...,£ —1}. Assume, by way of
contradiction, that ¢ > (N + 2)/2. Then

-1 -1
2(€—1)>N:Zej=eo+Zej >eo+2(0—1),
j=0 j=1
which is impossible, and the proof is complete. O

The next theorem follows from [I].

Theorem 2.10. Assuming the notation of (L2), suppose that A= B =1 (mod 4).
If Fs a.p(x) is irreducible over Q, then Gal(F3 a.p) ~ C3 1 Cs if and only if

none of Wy, Wa, WiWs, WiWs3, WoWs and W1WoWs is a square,
3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

The following lemma will be useful in the proof of item (8]) of Theorem [[2

Lemma 3.1. If 7, a4 p(x) is monogenic for some n > 3, then F,_1.4 p(x) is
monogenic.

Proof. Let Zg, be the ring of integers of K,, = Q(0), where F,, 4, 5(0) = 0. Then
{1,0,60%,...,6%" "'} is a basis for Zg, since F,, 4 p(x) is monogenic. Observe that
Fnap(r) = Fn_1.4p(x?). It follows that F,,_1 4 p(x) is the minimal polynomial
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of 01/2 and {1,0%/2,0,63/2, ... 6" =1/2} is a power basis for Zx,_,, the ring of
integers of K,,_; = Q(0'/?). O

Proof of Theorem [ 4. For item (), since A = B =1 (mod 4), it is easy to verify
that

WiWe =W5=5 (mod 8),
which implies that neither WiWs nor W3 is a square. Hence, item () follows
from [3].

For item (@), let K = Q(#) with ring of integers Zy, where Fz 4 5(0) = 0.
Suppose first that F3 4 p(x) is monogenic and assume, by way of contradiction,
that W; is not squarefree for some . Since A= B =1 (mod 4), note that 24 W.

We begin with i = 1, and suppose that ¢ is a prime such that ¢? | W;. Using g,
we apply Theorem 24l with T'(z) := Fy, 4. (z). Then B =2A—2 (mod g), so that

T(z) = (z+ 1)%g(x) (mod q),
where g(z) = 2% + (A — 2)z + 1.
If g(z) is irreducible in F[z], then we can let
hi(z) = (z+ 1)g(x) and ho(z) =+ 1.
Thus,

()= MR ST _ (a4 1Y9le) - Tl

- _ <M) #2=0 (mod q),
q

which implies that ged(F,hi,he) # 1. Hence, q | [Zx : Z[0]] by Theorem 24}
contradicting the fact that F» 4 p(z) is monogenic.
If g(z) is reducible in Fy[z], then we can let

hi(z) = (z+1)(z —r1)(x —r2) and ho(z) =z + 1,
for some 1,79 € Z with 1 + 73 =2 — A (mod ¢) and 7172 =1 (mod ¢). Thus,
_ @hs(e) - T()

F(z) .
:(2—A—T1—T‘2>$3+(1+T‘1T2—2T1—27‘2—B)x2
q q
—A—1r1—1ro+2rr rirg — 1
+( 1 q2 12)90—1— 12q .

Then, since F(—1) = =(B+2—2A4)/g =0 (mod q), it follows that
gcd(F hy,he) =0 (mod z + 1),
again contradicting the fact that 72 4 () is monogenic. Hence, W7 is squarefree.
The case ¢ = 2 is similar and we omit the details.
Now let i = 3, and let ¢ be a prime with ¢? | W3. Since B = (A% +8)/4 (mod q),
we have that T'(z) = g(x)? (mod q), where g(z) = 22 + (A/2)x + 1.
If g(z) is irreducible in Fy[z], we can let

hi(z) = ho(x) = 22 + <¥> z+1¢€ Zx].
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A2_4B+8+2A+
B —_— q
Play < @ha(@) = T@) _ | o T

q

r+1

Hence, since ¢2 | W3, it follows that
F(z) = 2(2® + (A/2)z + 1) = zg(x),

and it is easy to see that gcd(F, hq, he) # 1. Hence, ¢ | [Zx : Z[]] by Theorem 2.4
again contradicting the fact that F» 4 p(z) is monogenic.
If g(z) is reducible in Fy[z], then

() — <I_ _A_m>2 (x_ _A+m>2
4 4 '

Thus, we can let hy(z) = ho(z) = (x — r1)(z — rg) for some r1,7 € Z with

—A- VA 16 A+ VAT=T6
= — (mod ¢) and 7o = — 1 (mod gq).

Therefore,

F(z) = I@he(@) = T()

q
= — <w> 3 + <(T1 +’I”2)2 _ B+2T1T2> 2
q q
B <A + 2ryra(ry + 7“2)> vt M,
q q

so that

Flry) = _r‘l" + Ar$ + Br? + Arp +1 _ _T(rl)'
q q

Since T'(r1) = T'(r1) = 0 (mod q), it follows by Hensel that T'(r;) = 0 (mod ¢?).

Hence, F(ry) = 0 so that ged(F,hi,h2) # 1 and q | [Zx : Z[f]] by Theorem

24 supplying the final contradiction in this direction to the fact that F» 4 p(z) is

monogenic.

Conversely, suppose now that Wy, Wy and W3 are squarefree, and recall the
definition of P, @ and R in (I2). If P = Q = R = 1, then A(F2.4,8) = A(K)
from (), so that F3 4 p(z) is monogenic. That is, we only have to address the
primes ¢ dividing PQR. Note that ¢ > 3 since 2 t W1 Wy Ws.

Suppose first then that ¢ is a prime with ¢ | P. Then B =2A —2 (mod ¢), since
q | W1, so that

Ws=A? —4B+8=(A—-4)?=0 (mod q),

since ¢ | W5. Hence, A = 4 (mod ¢) and B = 6 (mod ¢) since ¢ # 2. Then, with
T(x) := Fa 4,8(x), we have that

T(z) = (z + 1™
Therefore, applying Theorem 24, we can let
hi(z)=xz+1 and hy(z) = (z+1)3



THE MONOGENICITY OF CERTAIN RECIPROCAL QUINTINOMIALS 7

to ge;(x) ) hl(w)m(z) ~T(@) _ ((%) 24 (B;6> _— A;4) .
Then F(-1) = _B++—2A £0 (mod g),

since B + 2 — 24 is squarefree. Hence, gcd(F, hy,he) = 1, and ¢ 1 [Zx : Z[f]] by
Theorem [2.4]

Suppose next that ¢ is a prime with ¢ | . Then, since ¢ | W7 and ¢ | Wa, we
have that

B=2A-2=-2A-2 (mod q),
which implies that ¢ | A since ¢ # 2, and B = —2 (mod ¢). Letting T'(z) :=
Fa,4,8(x), straightforward calculations yield
T(z) = (z — 1)*(z + 1)
Hence, we can let
hi(z) = ha(z) = (z — 1)(z + 1),

and apply Theorem 2.4] to get that

o BRI (2). (222).)

q q
Thus, since W7 and W5 are squarefree, it follows that
B+2+2A B+2-2A
F(1) = _% #0 (modg) and F(-1)= _% £0 (mod q).

Therefore, ged(F, hy, ha) = 1, and ¢ 1 [Zg : Z[6]] by Theorem 241

The last possibility of ¢ | R is similar and we omit the details. Thus, the proof
of item () is complete.

For item (@), let A = 8k+1 and B = 8t+1, where k € Z and ¢ is an indeterminate.
Then

W, =8t—16k+1, Wy =8t+16k+5 and W3 = 32t — 64k* — 16k — 5.

Let G(t) := W1W,oWs3 € Z[t]. Then G(¢) has no obstructions by Lemmal[2.9l Hence,
by Corollary [Z8], there exist infinitely many primes p such that G(p) is squarefree.
Moreover, since deg(G(t)) = 3, we can assume that there exist infinitely many such
primes p with G(p) > 1. Consequently, Wi, W5 and W3 are squarefree for each
such prime p, and therefore, F2 4 p(x) is monogenic by item (2)). Furthermore, for
each such prime p, it follows that Gal(F2, 4, 5) =~ D4 by item (2)). To see that these
quartic fields are distinct, we assume, by way of contradiction, that there exist
primes p; # pa such that G(p;) is squarefree, K1 = Q(61) = Ko = Q(62), where

Fo8k41,8p1+1(01) = 0 = Fa gk11.8p,+1(62).
Since Fa gk+1,8p,+1(2) and Fa gr11.8p,+1(x) are both monogenic, it follows that
(3.1) A(F2 841,801 +1) = A(F2,8541,8ps+1)-

Recall from [Z2) that A(Faski1.8041) = WiWaW2. Because G(p1) and G(pz) are
squarefree, it then follows from ([B1) that

(32) W1W2|t:p1 = W1W2|t:p2 and I/Vg,“:p1 = :|:W3|t:p2.
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Maple easily reveals the impossibility in integers of the equations in (3:2]) when
p1 # p2, which completes the proof of item (3]).

We turn now to item (). Since Fa11(z) = P5(x), we see that Faq1(z) is
monogenic with Gal(Fz1,1) ~ Cy, which proves the direction assuming A = B = 1.

For the converse, we assume that F» 4 p(z) is monogenic with Gal(F2 4 5) ~
Cy. For part of this proof, we use an approach that is a modification of methods
employed in [9, pp. 26-28]. Although the arguments are similar, we provide details
for the sake of completeness.

Since F2 4 p(z) is monogenic with Gal(Fz 4,5) =~ C4, it follows from items (2))
and () of this theorem, respectively, that

(3.3) W1, Ws and W3 are squarefree, and W1 WoW3 is a square.
Since W1 W5Wj3 is a square, we have that W1 W5 and W3 are either both positive
or both negative. If
WiWs = (B+2)?—-44? <0 and W;=A*—-4B+8<0,

then

(B +2)? < 4A% < 16B — 32,
which yields the contradiction

(B—-6)>=(B+2)?-16B+32<0.

Hence,
(3.4) WiWs >0 and W3 > 0.

Then,

[Wi|=|B+2—-2A| = PQ
(3.5) [Wa| = |B +2+24| = QR

W3 = A? —4B + 8 = PR,
where PQR is squarefree. Thus, either PQR = 1 or PQR is the product of distinct
odd primes. If PQR = 1, then P = Q = R = 1, which implies that A = 0 from
B3), contradicting the fact that A =1 (mod 4). Hence, PQR > 1 is the product
of distinct odd primes.

We claim that R > 1. To establish this claim, we assume, by way of contradic-
tion, that R = 1. Then, regardless of whether W and W5 are both positive or both
negative in (34), it follows from B3] that W, = Wy Ws. Solving this equation in
Maple reveals that

y? = A* +16A4°% + 94A% + 304A + 225 = (A + 9)(A + 1)(A% + 64 + 25),
for some y € Z. Using the command
IntegralQuarticPoints([1, 16,94, 304, 225], [—1, 0]);

in Magma yields the solutions A € {—1,0,—9,—11,4}. Since A =1 (mod 4), we
see that A = —11, so that B € {21,31}. Since B =1 (mod 4), we conclude that
the only viable coefficient pair is (A, B) = (—11,21), in which case we have that
Wi = B+ 2 —2A = 45, contradicting the fact that W is squarefree.

We proceed by providing details first in the situation when W7 > 0 and Wy > 0.
Invoking Maple to solve the system (B.5]), we get that

(3.6) P2Q? —2PQ?R + Q*R?* — 32PQ — 32QR — 16 PR + 256 = 0.
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It follows from ([B.6]) that
(3.7) P|(QR—-16), Q|(PR-16) and R|(PQ — 16).
Thus, since PQR is odd and squarefree, we deduce from (B.7) that PQR divides

(QR — 16)(PR — 16)(PQ — 16) — PQR(PQR — 16P — 16Q — 16R)
256

Z =
=PQ+ QR+ PR —16.

Suppose that P > 3 and @ > 3. It is then easy to see that Z > 0. Hence, since
PQR divides Z, we have that H := PQR — Z < 0. However, using Maple, we see
that the minimum value of H, subject to the constraints {P > 3,Q > 3, R > 3}, is
16. Thus, we deduce that P =1 or Q = 1.

Letting P =1 in ([&8]), and solving for Q yields

4(4R+ 4+ +vR3 —2R?> + 65R
(3.8) o= X ~ ).
(R—1)
For ) to be a viable solution, we conclude from ([B.8]) that
(3.9) y?> = R® - 2R? + 65RR,

for some integer y. Using Sage to find all integral points (with y > 0) on the elliptic
curve [39) we get
(R,y) € {(0,0),(1,8), (5,20), (13,52), (16, 68), (45, 300), (65, 520), (1573, 62348)}.

Since R > 3 is odd and squarefree, we have that R € {5,13,65}. Plugging these
values into ([B.8]) reveals only the three valid integer solution triples

(3.10) (P,Q,R) € {(1,11,5),(1,3,13),(1,1,5)}.
Next, we let @ = 1 so that WyW; = W3 from which it follows that
B+4\°
(3.11) A2 -5 (T+) =4

It is well known [I1L[12] that the solutions to the Pell equation X2 —5Y?2 = —4 are
(Xv Y) = (iSanlv ngnfl)v

where £y and §n are, respectively, the Nth Lucas and Nth Fibonacci numbers,
with £9 = 2 and §o = 0. Thus, from @BII]), we have

A= :|:£2n_1 and B = 153%_1 — 4.

Since
o { 1 (mod4) ifandonlyif n=1 (mod3)
2n—1 =

3 (mod4) ifandonlyif n=0 (mod 3),
1 (mod4) ifandonlyif n=0,1 (mod3)
Son1 = { 3 (mod 4) is not possible,
and A= B =1 (mod 4), the solutions to [BI1) are
(—Lon—1,5F2n-1—4) ifn=0 (mod3)
(3.12) (A,B) =4 (£20-1,582m-1—4) ifn=1 (mod3)

no solutions ifn=2 (mod 3).
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We provide details only in the case n = 1 (mod 3), since the case n =0 (mod 3)
is similar and yields no new solutions. Using (B12), Proposition 2] and basic
properties of the recurrence relation for Lucas numbers, we deduce that

P=B+2-2A=8y, 5—-2=£, ifn=1 (mod6),
R=B+2+42A=28y,,1)—2=2£8%,, ifn=4 (mod6).
Observe then that [BI3]) contradicts the fact that P and R are squarefree unless
n =1, in which case A = B =1 and F 4,5(x) = ®5(z). Note that (P,Q,R) =

(1,1,5), which has already been found in (B10).
Thus, we only need to analyze the other two solutions

(P,Q,R) € {(1,11,5),(1,3,13)}
from (BI0). The corresponding coeflicient pairs (A, B) for F» 4 p(x) are, respec-
tively, (A,B) = (11,31) and (A4,B) = (9,19), which contradicts the fact that
A = B =1 (mod4). Consequently, the only solution found when W; > 0 and
We>0is A=B=1.
We turn now to the situation when W; < 0 and Wy < 0. Using Maple to solve
the system (3] yields the equation

(3.14) P2Q? —2PQ%R + Q*R? + 32PQ — 16PR + 32QR + 256 = 0.
Solving (B.14) for P gives

Q*R+4\/R(Q? +4)(R - 4Q) — 16Q + 8R
= 0 )
Since P and R are positive integers, we see from ([I3]) that we must have R > 4Q).
Moreover, since R is odd and squarefree with ged(R,Q) = 1, it follows that R
divides Q2 + 4 since R(Q? + 4)(R — 4Q) must be a square. Then, making the
observation that equation (814) is symmetric in P and R (or simply solving (3.14)
for R), we deduce that P > 4Q and P divides Q? + 4. Piecing together this
information tells us, on the one hand, that PR > 16Q? and, on the other hand,
that PR divides (Q* + 4), since ged(P, R) = 1. That is, we conclude that

16Q%* < PR < Q% +4,

an obvious contradiction. Therefore, there are no additional solutions arising from
the vacuous situation of W7 < 0 and W < 0, and the proof of item () is complete.
For item (&), let A = 4t — 45> — 45 + 1. Then, we see that

(3.13)

(3.15) P

Fo2s41,2041(2) Fa,—(2s11) 2041 (%) if B =412 + 4t —85* —8s + 1

F3,.4,8(7) = .
G2,2541,2641(%)Go, _(2541) 2041 (x)  if B =4t% + 4t + 8s% + 8s + 5,

where
Go.o.p(x) = 2t + O + Da? — Cz + 1.

Conversely, to derive these parametric values of A and B, we assume that
Fs.a5(x) = Foap(z?) is reducible. Since F 4 p(z) is irreducible over Q, it
follows that F3 4, 5(£1) = B+2+2A4 # 0. Hence, F3 4 p(x) has no linear factors.
If we assume that F3 4 p(x) has an irreducible quadratic factor, then Maple tells
us in every viable situation that F2 4 p(x) is reducible, contradicting the fact that
Fa.a.B(x) is irreducible. Thus, we deduce that

Fs,4,8(7) = ur(w)uz (),
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where u;(z) = 2% + a;2® + b;z? + c;v £ 1 is irreducible over Q. Next, we expand
uy(x)ug(z), equate coefficients with F3 4 p(z) and use Maple to solve the resulting
systems of equations, which ultimately yields the parametric values of A and B
given here.

Next, for item (@), we recall notation from (I2)) and note then that

Wi=2-—A, Wy=3A4+2 and Wy=A%2—-4A4+38.
Since A =1 (mod 4), we can write A = 4t 4+ 1 for some ¢ € Z. Let
G(t) == (4t — 1)(12t + 5)(16t> — 8t + 5).

Since G(t) = 2(t+2)(t*+t+2) (mod 3), we see from Lemma 20 that we only have
to check for obstructions at the prime ¢ = 2. Since G(1) =3 (mod 4), we conclude
that G(t) has no obstructions. Thus, by Corollary 2.8 we deduce that there are
infinitely many primes p such that G(p) is squarefree. Let p be such a prime, and
let A=4p+ 1. It follows that W3, Wy and W35 are squarefree. Also, F3 4 a(x) is
irreducible over Q by item (6]) since A # 1. Since 2 W1 W, Wjs, straightforward
ged calculations reveal that

P=Q=1 and Re{1,5}.
Observe that |WW3| = 1 has no integer solutions. Furthermore, in integers,
[W7] =1 if and only if A € {1,3}, while |Ws| =1 if and only if A = —1.
It follows that
(3.16) mnone of Wy, Wy, W1 W, WiW5, Wol¥3 and W;WoWs3 is a square,

except possibly when Wy = W3 = +5. Since Wy = W3 = —5 has no integer
solutions and Wy = W3 = 5 has only the solution A = 1, we conclude that (310)
holds. Consequently, Gal(F3 4 4) ~ C3 1 Cy by Theorem 2101

We turn now to item (7). For n = 3, we see by item (Hl) that

(3.17) 4t —4s% —4s+ 1 =4t* + 4t — 85 —8s+ 1
or

(3.18) At — 45 —4s+ 1 = 442 + 4t + 8s% + 85 + 5.

Solving (B.I8)) reveals no solutions, while solving (B.I7) yields the solutions (s,t) €
{(0,0),(—1,0)}. Both of these solutions produce the value A = 1, and it is easy to
verify that Fs31,1(z) = ®@5(x)P10(x). It follows then that F, 1 1(x) is reducible over
Q for all n > 3.

Alternatively, we can let w(x) := Fa 4.4(x) in Proposition Then, using
Maple, it is easy to verify that the only solution to w(z) = So(x)? — 251 (x)? is

So(x) =a*+x+1 and Si(z)=2+1,

so that A = 1, and that w(z?) = Sp(z)? — 51(z)? has no solutions (see the
argument in [8]). Hence, we conclude that F, 4 a(z) is reducible if and only if
A=1

Finally, for item (&), we first note that F3 1 1(z) is not monogenic since Fs 1,1(x)
is reducible over Q. Assume then that A # 1 so that F35 4 a(z) is irreducible over
Q by item (@l). Recall from ([22]) that

A(Fza.4) = 285WEWEWS.
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Although F3 4 4(z) is monogenic by item (2)), we use Theorem 24 with ¢ = 2
and T'(z) := F3,4,4(x) to show in contrast that F3 4 4(x) is not monogenic. Since
A =1 (mod 4), we have that

T(x) = ®5(2)* = (2 +2° + 22 + 2 4+ 1)%,
and so we can let hy(z) = ho(z) = ®5(x). Then

Flo) = hi(x)ha(x) — T (z)

[\]

(1)5 (.%')2 - ]:3,A,A(=T)
2

" — <$) 2%+ 22° — (?) ot 4+ 2% — <$) =2 +z,

which implies that

F(z)=2"+ 25+ 22 + 2 = z(z 4 1)?®5(z),

since A = 1 (mod 4). Hence, ged(F, hy, he) # 1, and consequently, by Theorem
241 we conclude that F3 4 4(z) is not monogenic. It then follows from Lemma [3.1]
that F, 4 4(z) is not monogenic for all n > 3, which completes the proof of the
theorem. (]
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