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Abstract

The study of rational point sets on circles over the Euclidean plane is

discussed in a more general framework, i.e. we generalize the notion “ra-

tional” and consider these circular point sets over arbitrary fields. We also

determine the cardinality of maximal circular point sets which depends

on the radius of the corresponding circle and the characteristic of the un-

derlying field. For the construction of them we use the so called perfect

distances which have the necessary compatibility properties to find new

points on a circle such that all these points still have rational distance

from each other. Then we define the rotation group where its elements

are the points on a circle over an arbitrary field and find a connection

between a subgroup of it and perfect distances if our field is a prime field.

Furthermore, we describe a possible application in cryptography of the

rotation group similar to the Diffie-Hellman key exchange.

1 Introduction and framework

The motivation to consider point sets in Rn such that Euclidean distances be-
tween any pair of points from this set are rational came from the study of the
so called integral point sets, where all the mutual distances of its points are
integral, e.g. see [14,15,17,20]. These integral point sets have been investigated
for several thousand years [11]. One of the most famous results in this field
is the Erdős-Anning theorem [2, 5] which tells us that every integral point set
of infinite cardinality in the plane is contained in a straight line. Additionally,
Anning found 12 points on a circle such that all mutual distances are integral
and the lengths of these distances are solutions of a Diophantine equation [1].
He also conjectured that it is possible to find such integral circular point sets
with cardinality 24 and 48. Later Friedelmeyer explained how the 12 points of
Anning [7] can be constructed and in 2020, Halbeisen and Hungerbühler [10]
generalized the algorithm of Anning to find 3 · 2n such points on a common
circle for n ∈ N. Another procedure to construct integral circular point sets of
arbitrarily finite cardinality is described in [4]. There is also recent work about
integral and rational point sets [21].

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.00648v1


On the other hand, circular point sets of infinite cardinality clearly exists in
the Euclidean plane and it is always possible to scale the circle of every finite
rational circular point set such that one obtains an integral circular point set.
Therefore the construction of rational circular point sets is strongly related
to the construction of integral point sets and the previous ones were already
described by Euler [6]. The aim of this chapter is to generalize the procedure
for the construction of circular point sets in affine planes over arbitrary fields.
Instead of working with the Euclidean distance we use the so called quadrance
introduced in [26] which goes back to Wildberger and which can also be used
analogously over finite field planes (compare also with [23–25]). Later Kurz
called it (squared) distance, see [12, 13, 16].

However, our focus is on maximal point sets on circles over finite field planes
where we require all squared distances between any two points of the considered
set to be a square in the underlying prime field. We see later why this is a natural
extension of rational circular point sets in the Euclidean plane for arbitrary field
planes.

For the construction of maximal circular point sets we use the so called perfect
distances which we introduce later. For this we have to explain first what we
mean with the words “circle”, “distance” and “rational” if we work with affine
planes over other fields than the real numbers what we will do in the next
section after recalling and introducing some basic notion which will be used in
the sequel part.

2 Basic notions and tools

2.1 Definitions and facts

We use the following conventions: For an arbitrary field F, we denote the set of
the multiplicative group of F by F∗ = F\{0}. Moreover, we denote the smallest
integer n ∈ N such that the sum of n copies of the multiplicative neutral element
is equal to the the additive neutral element by char (F) and call it characteristic.
If such an n does not exist, then we set char (F) = 0. Moreover, a field without a
proper subfield is called prime field and we denote the prime field of F by P (F).
We use the symbol �F :=

{
a2 | a ∈ F

}
for the set of (multiplicative) squares in

F.

In the following we will recall some of the well-know statements about finite
fields which we will use later.

Fact 2.1. For any finite field F there exists a prime number p ∈ N and an
integer n ∈ N \ {0} such that |F| = pn and, conversely, for each prime power pn

there is a finite field F such that |F| = pn. Moreover, the field F with cardinality
pn is unique up to isomorphism.

As a small abuse of notation we write that two fields are equal if and only if
they are isomorphic. We denote a finite field of cardinality pn by Fpn .

Fact 2.2. Let n,m ∈ N \ {0}, then Fpn is a subfield of Fpm if and only if n | m.
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2.1 Definitions and facts

In particular, for each finite prime field Fpn we have P (F) = Fp. Moreover, if
F is a field with char (F) = 0, then P (F) = Q, where Q denotes the field of the
rational numbers [19, p. 7-8].

We denote an arbitrary square root of −1 by
√
−1 and we write

√
−1 ∈ F to

mention that F contains a square root of −1. Whereas
√
−1 /∈ F means the

opposite.

Fact 2.3. Let F be a finite field. Then

√
−1 /∈ F ⇐⇒ |F| ≡ 3 (mod 4).

Now we would like to generalize maps like translations and rotations as we know
it from the Euclidean plane for arbitrary field planes. Points in the field planes
are denoted by row and column vectors of two entries depending on what is
more convenient to work with.

Definition 2.4. Let F be a field and P = (p1, p2) , Q = (q1, q2) ∈ F2 be an
arbitrary point. Then we can define the translation τQ : F2 → F2 in direction
Q by

τQ (P ) =

(
p1 + q1
p2 + q2

)

.

Let a, b ∈ F with a2+b2 = 1, then the rotation around the origin with parameters
a, b θa,b : F2 → F2 is defined by

θa,b (P ) =

(
a b
−b a

)(
p1
p2

)

where the operation in between is matrix multiplication. Moreover, a rotation
around M ∈ F2 with parameters a, b is a composition of translations and ro-
tations around the origin in the following way: θa,bM : F2 → F2 is defined by

θa,bM = τM ◦ θa,b ◦ τ−1
M . We call

T F :=
{
τP
∣
∣ P ∈ F2

}

set of translations and for M ∈ F2 we call

ΘF
M :=

{

θa,bM

∣
∣
∣ a2 + b2 = 1

}

set of rotations around any point M ∈ F2.

Observe that the above sets equipped with the composition defines each an
abelian group that acts on the points of an arbitrary field plane.

Definition 2.5. Let F be an arbitrary field, M = (m1,m2) ∈ F2 and r ∈ F∗.
Then we call

C (M, r)F :=
{

(x, y) ∈ F2
∣
∣
∣ (x−m1)

2
+ (y −m2)

2
= r2

}

the circle given by its center M and radius r.
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2.1 Definitions and facts

Note that we do not want to allow r = 0. In case
√
−1 /∈ F a circle with radius

r = 0 would only contain its center. This might happen if F is a finite field and
|F| ≡ 3 (mod 4). Whereas a finite field F with |F| ≡ 1 (mod 4) has

√
−1 ∈ F,

i.e. there exist a, b ∈ F∗ such that a2 + b2 = 0. Then a circle with radius r = 0
can consist of two lines, see Example 2.16.

Example 2.6.

C ((0, 0), 1)F7
= {(0, 1) , (0, 6) , (1, 0) , (2, 2) , (2, 5) , (5, 2) , (5, 5) , (6, 0)}

is a circle over the affine plane F7×F7 consisting of exactly eight different points.

The points in Example 2.6 can be determined by plugging in all elements of
F7 × F7 or with the help of a parametrization which we will see later. Next
we generalize the notion of the Euclidean distance for points on planes over
arbitrary fields.

Definition 2.7. Let P = (p1, p2) and Q = (q1, q2) be two points on an affine
plane over the arbitrary field F. Then we call

D2 (P,Q) := (p1 − q1)
2
+ (p2 − q2)

2

squared distance between P and Q.

Even though square roots can be defined over all fields [9] we avoid working with
them for the sake of simplicity. Observe that D is generally far away from being
a metric although symmetry is satisfied. In fact, we do not have a partial order
on arbitrary fields like “≤” or “≥” on R and the squared distance of two points
in an affine plane could vanish even if these points are not identical. However,
we will see that the squared distances between different points on a circle over
an affine plane either all vanish or none of them do, see Lemma 2.14.

From observations in the real plane we know that translations and rotations
around any point applied to two point in the Euclidean plane does not change
the Euclidean distance. We will show now that the squared distance remains
invariant when we apply elements from T F and ΘF

M , too.

Lemma 2.8. Let F be an arbitrary field and P,Q ∈ F2. Then the squared
distance of P,Q remains invariant under translations and rotations.

Proof. Let P = (p1, p2) , Q = (q1, q2) , R = (r1, r2) ∈ F2 and a, b ∈ F such that
a2 + b2 = 1 be arbitrary, then we have

D2 (τR (P ) , τR (Q)) = D2

((
p1 + r1
p2 + r2

)

,

(
q1 + r1
q2 + r2

))

= ((p1 + r1)− (q1 + r1))
2
+ ((p2 + r2)− (q2 + r2))

2

= D2 (P,Q) .

Now we show that a rotation around the origin does not change the value of the
squared distance, i.e.

D2
(
θa,b (P ) , θa,b (Q)

)
= D2

((
a b
−b a

)(
p1
p2

)

,

(
a b
−b a

)(
q1
q2

))

= D2

((
ap1 + bp2
−bp1 + ap2

)

,

(
aq1 + bq2
−bq1 + aq2

))
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2.1 Definitions and facts

= (a (p1 − q1) + b (p2 − q2))
2
+ (−b (p1 − q1) + a (p2 − q2))

2

=
(
a2 + b2

) (

(p1 − q1)
2
+ (p2 − q2)

2
)

= D2 (P,Q) .

Observe that θa,b = θa,b(0,0). Since θa,bM = τM ◦ θa,b ◦ τ−1
M is a decomposition of

translations and a rotation around the origin, i.e. a decomposition of elements
which lets the squared distance invariant, we conclude that θa,bM does so, too.

Now we would like to generalize the notion “rational”. After that we are able
to decide whether a distance between two points on a circle is rational or not
such that it remains compatible with our understanding of a rational distance
in the case F = R. We know that Q is the prime field of R, so the squared
distance between two points with rational Euclidean distance is just a square
in the underlying prime field of the real numbers. This motivates the following
definition:

Definition 2.9. Let F be an arbitrary field and let P and Q be points of the
affine plane F× F. If

D2 (P,Q) ∈ �P (F),

i.e. D2 (P,Q) has a root in P (F), then we say that the squared distance of P
and Q is rational or in short form: P and Q have r.s.d..

Example 2.10. We would like to find the rational squared distances of the
points in C ((0, 0), 1)F7

. Observe that

�F7
:= {0, 1, 2, 4} .

Hence, we can calculate all the 28 distances between the points in C ((0, 0), 1)F7

and check whether they are rational or not. In Figure 1 you see the rational
distances coloured blue and the non-rational distances marked in red.

Recall that so far a rational point set in the real plane is a set of points such
that their mutual Euclidean distances are all rational (observe that we do not
require the coordinates of the points to be rational). We will now generalize
this notion for arbitrary field planes by the help of squared distances.

Definition 2.11. Let F be any field. Then we call a set S ⊂ F2 rational point
set if and only if for all P,Q ∈ S we have that P and Q have r.s.d..

In Figure 1 we see that the points of C ((0, 0), 1)F7
can be divided into two groups

of points such that all points of one group have rational squared distances from
each other. In the next section we would like to examine these special subsets
on circles over prime field planes. Then we will consider circles on planes over
arbitrary fields. But before we start with this, let us introduce the following
definition.

Definition 2.12. Let F be an arbitrary field, M = (m1,m2) ∈ F2 and r ∈ F∗.
Then we call a rational point set S ⊂ F2 circular point set if S ⊆ C (M, r)F.
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2.2 Parametrization of points on circles and consequences

(5, 2)

(2, 2)

(6, 0)

(0, 6)

(1, 0)

(2, 5)

(5, 5)

(0, 1)

22

2 2

4

22

4

4

2 2

4

Figure 1: The points of C ((0, 0), 1)F7
with rational squared distances (blue) and

non-rational squared distances (red)

Moreover, we call S e-maximal with respect to C (M, r)F if we cannot extend S
with any further point of C (M, r)F such that the resulting set remains a circular
point set. Additionally, we call an e-maximal subsets of C (M, r)F c-maximal if
they have maximal cardinality among all e-maximal subsets of C (M, r)F.

Observe, that the letter “e” of e-maximal stands for “extension”, i.e. it is
not possible to extend this rational circular point set such that the extension
remains rational and similarly, “c” stands for “circle” in the sense of that we
find no larger rational point set on a given circle. Since squared distances are
invariant with respect to translation, we will often choose M = (0, 0) as center
of a circular point set for simplicity. We will see later an example which shows
the existence of e-maximal circular point sets which are not c-maximal, see
Example 3.10.

2.2 Parametrization of points on circles and consequences

Let F be any field and r ∈ F∗. We would like to find all points on C ((0, 0), r)F
which can be described by the algebraic equation

x2 + y2 = r2.

At first we assume that char (F) 6= 2. Clearly (0,−r) ∈ C ((0, 0), r)F. Now for
(0,−r) and any other point of C ((0, 0), r)F, there is a unique line in the affine
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2.2 Parametrization of points on circles and consequences

plane F × F containing the two points. Hence, we can describe all points on
C ((0, 0), r)F as intersection points of lines through (0,−r) with the circle given
by the above equation. Observe that every secant containing (0,−r) is either of
the form

y = tx− r or x = 0

for t ∈ F. Obviously, the equation x = 0 gives us the point (0, r). In all other
cases, we can insert the linear equation in the equation of the circle and we get

(
t2 + 1

)
x2 − 2trx+ r2 = r2.

If we assume t2 6= −1 and x 6= 0, the last equation gives us the following solution
for x:

x =
2tr

t2 + 1

Plugging x in the equation of the secant, we finally get

y =
r
(
t2 − 1

)

t2 + 1
.

Then for every admissible t we have another solution which is different from
(0,±r).

On the other hand, in case char (F) = 2, it is easier to find the points because
then every element of F has exactly one root. Hence, the equation of the circle
can be solved for y:

y = x+ r

To get a parametrization of a general circle with center (m1,m2), we can just
shift all the points by these coordinates. Finally, we conclude the next state-
ment.

Corollary 2.13. Let F be an arbitrary field, r ∈ F∗ and (m1,m2) ∈ F× F. If
char (F) = 2, then we have

C ((m1,m2), r)F = { (m1 + t,m2 + t+ r) | t ∈ F } .
If char (F) 6= 2, we have

C ((m1,m2), r)F =

{(

m1 +
2tr

t2 + 1
,m2 +

r
(
t2 − 1

)

t2 + 1

) ∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t ∈ F, t2 6= −1

}

∪{ (m1,m2 + r) } .

Furthermore, the cardinality of the set above is

|C ((m1,m2), r)F| =







|F| if char (F) = 2

|F| − 1 if char (F) 6= 2 and
√
−1 ∈ F

|F|+ 1 otherwise

where it could be that |F| = ∞. In this case we set |F| ± 1 = ∞.
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2.2 Parametrization of points on circles and consequences

The next goal is to describe the squared distance between points in C ((0, 0), r)F
in terms of parameters. For this we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14. Let C ((m1,m2), r) be a circle in an arbitrary affine plane F×F
with char (F) 6= 2 and let P1, P2 be the points parametrized by t1, t2 ∈ F such
that t2j 6= −1 for j = 1, 2 as in Corollary 2.13, respectively. Then we have

D2 (P1, P2) =
4r2 (t1 − t2)

2

(t21 + 1) (t22 + 1)

and

D2 (P1, (m1,m2 + r)) =
4r2

(t21 + 1)
.

Furthermore, if char (F) = 2, then all distances between points of C ((m1,m2) , r)
vanish.

Proof. At first let char (F) 6= 2. By calculation we get

D2 (P1, P2) =

(
2t1r

t21 + 1
− 2t2r

t22 + 1

)2

+

(

r
(
t21 − 1

)

t21 + 1
− r

(
t22 − 1

)

t22 + 1

)2

=
r2

(t21 + 1)
2
(t22 + 1)

2

[

4
(
t1t

2
2 + t1 − t2t

2
1 − t2

)2
+ 4

(
t21 − t22

)2
]

=
4r2 (t1 − t2)

2

(t21 + 1)
2
(t22 + 1)

2

[

(1− t1t2)
2 + (t1 + t2)

2
]

=
4r2 (t1 − t2)

2

(t21 + 1)
2
(t22 + 1)

2

[
t21t

2
2 + t21 + t22 + 1

]

=
4r2 (t1 − t2)

2

(t21 + 1) (t22 + 1)

and

D2 (P1, (m1,m2 + r)) =

(
2t1r

t21 + 1

)2

+

(

r
(
t21 − 1

)

t21 + 1
− r

)2

=
r2

(t21 + 1)
2

[

4t21 +
(
t21 − 1− t21 − 1

)2
]

=
4r2

t21 + 1
.

If char (F) = 2, then

D2 (P1, P2) = (t1 − t2)
2
+ (t1 − t2)

2
= 0

and
D2 (P1, (m1,m2 + r)) = t21 + t21 = 0.
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By using Lemma 2.14 we can deduce the next statement.

Corollary 2.15. If F is an arbitrary field with char (F) 6= 2, then there are no
vanishing squared distances between different points of a circle in F× F.

In case char (F) = 2 one can also show that each squared distance between any
two points of a finite Cartesian product of commutative rings with 1 is a square
with respect to the underlying ring, see [16, Lemma 2].

Note that any affine plane over an arbitrary field F contains two different points
with squared distance equal to zero if and only if the element −1 has a root in
F. However, on a circle over an affine plane, either all mutual squared distances
between the points are zero or none of them vanishes.

Example 2.16. Consider the finite field F5. Since 2
2 = 4 = −1, the affine plane

F5 contains different points with squared distance equal to zero. For example,
the squared distance of the points P1 := (1, 2) and P2 := (2, 4) vanishes. By
Corollary 2.15 this means that there exists no circle in F5 × F5 containing P1

and P2. If we allow the radius of such a circle containing both of these points
to be equal to zero, then the center of this circle would be collinear to P1 and
P2. This is because the center M = (m1,m2) ∈ F2

5 of a circle containing both
points must satisfy the equations:

(1−m1)
2
+ (2−m2)

2
= 0

(2−m1)
2 + (4−m2)

2 = 0

If we simplify both equations, then we get 2m1 = m2 and the points satisfying
them are all collinear to P1 and P2. In particular, (0, 0) is such a point and if we
choose M = (0, 0), then the equation x2 + y2 = 0 ∈ F5[x, y] is not irreducible,
i.e. it splits in its components y + 2x = 0 and y + 3x = 0. The set of solutions
such that at least one of the equations is satisfied is 9 here, so we have more
solutions than 4 which Corollary 2.13 would suggest. By the same statement we
get that a splitting of the equality x2 + y2 = r over F5 can only happen if and
only if r = 0. These observations justify why we exclude r = 0 in the equation
of the circle. Whereas other conics as the parabola y = x2 in the same affine
plane clearly contains P1 and P2.

3 Maximal circular point sets

3.1 The case if F is a prime field

In this section we would like to identify the e-maximal and c-maximal circular
point sets on circles in affine prime field planes. But before we start with this,
let us consider a further example.

Example 3.1. In Figure 1 we considered F7, a prime field which does not
contain any square root of −1. Hence, let us now examine the circle

C ((7, 11), 6)F13
⊆ F13 × F13.

9



3.1 The case if F is a prime field

Since 52 = 25 = −1, the field F13 contains a square root of −1. Thus, the circle
contains twelve elements

C ((7, 11), 6)F13
= {(7, 5) , (0, 11) , (4, 12) , (8, 8) , (6, 1) , (10, 10) ,

(4, 10) , (8, 1) , (6, 8) , (10, 12) , (1, 11) , (7, 4)}
by Corollary 2.13 and the set of all rational squared distances is

�F13
:= {0, 1, 3, 4, 9, 10, 12} .

Now we can determine the rational squared distances between the points as
one can see in Figure 2. The violet and dark blue lines are rational squared
distances and the points without a connecting line have non-rational squared
distance from each other. We clearly see that the e- and c-maximal circular
point sets of C ((7, 11), 6)F13

are the two disjoint subsets connected either by
violet or dark blue lines.

(4, 10)(8, 1)

(7, 5) (0, 11)

(6, 8) (10, 10)

(7, 4) (4, 12)

(10, 12) (6, 1)

(1, 11) (8, 8)

44 4 14 1

10

10

10

4

4

10

4

10

10

4

4

10

1

1

10

10

4

10

10

4

1

1

10

4

Figure 2: The points of C ((7, 11), 6)F13
and their rational squared distances

If we compare Figure 1 with Figure 2, we might expect that the c-maximal
circular point sets on the same circle in prime field planes are always two disjoint
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3.1 The case if F is a prime field

subsets of equal cardinality. We will see later that this is true. Additionally, we
see that the occurring squared distances from one point to the others in such
c-maximal circular point set seem to be the same. To describe this observation
we would like to introduce the next definition followed by an example and a
non-example of other algebraic curves.

Definition 3.2. An algebraic curve in a plane over a field F has the uniformity
property if for any two points P and Q on the curve and for any n ∈ N the
following holds true: If d ∈ F is a squared distance between P and n different
points of the curve, then there exists also n different points on the same curve
which have squared distance d to Q.

Example 3.3. The parabola in the finite plane F5×F5 defined by the equation
y = x2 does not have the uniformity property: there are five different points on
this parabola and the squared distance 1 only occur between one pair of these
points. Hence, the uniformity property is not satisfied by this parabola.
Whereas for the line y = ax+b it seems to be intuitively clear that the uniformity
property must hold over every field plane F where a ∈ F∗ and b ∈ F. Let F be
arbitrary and P = (p1, p2), Q = (q1, q2), Ri = (xi, yi) be different points on this
line for i = 1, 2, . . . , n with n ∈ N. Assume that the squared distances between
P and all these Ri’s is d ∈ F. Define Si := (xi + q1 − p1, yi + q2 − p2) for
i = 1, 2, ..., n, then these points are on the same line and must be different from
each other with squared distance d to Q which shows the uniformity property.

Soon we are ready to prove that every circle on an arbitrary field plane has the
uniformity property. For this we will work with the set ΘF

M for M = (0, 0).

Lemma 3.4. Every circle in an arbitrary field plane satisfies the uniformity
property.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can consider a circle centered at the origin
in a plane over an arbitrary field F because squared distances are preserved when
we shift a circle by Lemma 2.8. Moreover, we can assume that this circle has
radius 1. This follows from the fact that scaling the radius with a non-vanishing
factor in a prime field also scales all the mutual squared distances of the points
by the same squared factor. Hence, the scaled circle has the uniformity property
if and only if the original circle does so.

Recall that the group ΘF
(0,0) acts on the plane F×F such that squared distances

between points are preserved, see Lemma 2.8. Moreover, it is easy to see that
ΘF

(0,0) restricted to the unit circle C ((0, 0) , 1)F permutes its points. Hence, it

is enough to show that ΘF
(0,0) acts transitively on the plane F× F restricted to

C ((0, 0) , 1)F because then the uniformity property is clearly satisfied. Thus,
consider two points

(p1, p2)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:P

, (q1, q2)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Q

∈ C ((0, 0) , 1)F .

Then we get that
(

θ(q1,q2)
)

◦
(

θ(p1,p2)
)−1

∈ ΘF
(0,0)

maps the point P to Q and so we are done.
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3.1 The case if F is a prime field

The last result can be used to prove the following.

Proposition 3.5. Let F be a finite prime field with char (F) 6= 2. Then all
points of any circle C ((m1,m2), r)F in the affine plane F×F can be divided into

two disjoint e-maximal circular point sets of cardinality either |F|+1
2 if

√
−1 /∈ F

or |F|−1
2 otherwise.

In case char (F) = 2 we trivially have that all points of a circle are an e-maximal
and so also a c-maximal circular point set.

Proof. At first we would like to show that all points of circles over these finite
prime field planes can be partitioned into two groups of point sets such that all
the points in each group have rational squared distance from each other, but no
two points from different groups have r.s.d.. Consider the following map

sign : F∗ → {−1, 1 }

a 7→
{

1 if a ∈ �F∗

−1 otherwise
.

Since �F∗ ⊆ F∗ is a subgroup of index 2 with respect to multiplication, we
conclude that sign is a group homomorphism.

By writing Pt for the point parametrized by t, as introduced before Corol-
lary 2.13, we set:

C1 :=
{
Pt ∈ C ((m1,m2), r)F

∣
∣ t2 + 1 /∈ �F∗

}

C2 :=
{
Pt ∈ C ((m1,m2), r)F

∣
∣ t2 + 1 ∈ �F∗

}
∪ { (m1,m2 + r) }

Let t1, t2 ∈ F be two different parameters which are not a square root of −1.
Then we can deduce

D2 (P1, P2) ∈ F2 ⇐⇒
(
t21 + 1

) (
t22 + 1

)
∈ �F∗

D2 (P1, (m1,m2 + r)) ∈ F2 ⇐⇒
(
t21 + 1

)
∈ �F∗

by Lemma 2.14.

Hence, by the above and the fact that sign is a group homomorphism we can
conclude that all the points in C1 and C2 have rational squared distance from
each other, respectively, but there are no points from different groups which
have r.s.d.. This also shows that C1 and C2 are the only e-maximal circular
point sets and they are disjoint by definition. By the uniformity property of
the circle we can deduce that disjoint e-maximal circular point sets must have
the same cardinality, i.e. C1 and C2 have the same cardinality and so we can
conclude by Corollary 2.13.

Example 3.6. Consider again Figure 1 and Figure 2. By Proposition 3.5 each
circle in F7 consists of two disjoint c-maximal circular point sets of cardinality
4 and in F13 the cardinality of the c-maximal circular point sets is 6.
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3.1 The case if F is a prime field

Now we would like to consider the case if F is a prime field with char (F) = ∞.
Then F must be isomorphic to Q. Hence, the notion “rational” becomes more
intuitive since a squared distance between two points on a circle in the plane
over Q is rational if and only if the Euclidean distance between these points is
rational. Observe that for finite prime fields the number of maximal circular
point sets was equal to the index [F∗ : �F∗ ] which is 1 if and only if char (F) = 2
and otherwise 2. Before we go on, let us prove the following useful Lemma
which gives us the index in the case that F is infinite.

Lemma 3.7. Let the set of primes in N denote by P. We can decompose the
multiplicative group Q∗ into the following cosets with respect to the subgroup
�Q∗ :

Q∗ =
∐

n∈N,k∈{0,1}
p1,p2,...,pn∈P
p1<p2<...<pn

(−1)k p1p2 . . . pn�Q∗ .

Moreover, we get [Q∗ : �Q∗ ] = ∞ (countably infinite).

Proof. The last statement of Lemma 3.7 follows directly from the decomposition
of Q∗ into cosets and the fact that the number of all finite subsets of countably
infinite set (here the set of all prime numbers P) must also be countably infinite,
see [8]. Hence, it remains to show that the above decomposition of Q∗ is a
decomposition of cosets. In particular, it remains to show that Q∗

+ can be
decomposed in the positive cosets above. Consider an element q ∈ Q∗

+, then
we can apply the fundamental theorem of arithmetic which gives us n ∈ N,
mi ∈ Z \ {0} ∀i = 1, 2, . . . ,m and primes p1 < p2 < . . . < pn such that

q =
n∏

i=1

pmi

i . Then there are l ∈ N indices i such that the numbers ni are odd.

We enumerate these indices by ij ∀j = 1, 2, . . . l. Thus, we clearly have that

q ∈
l∏

j=1

pij�Q∗ .

To finish the proof we only have to show that all the positive cosets are different
from each other. Therefore let n,m ∈ N, p1, p2, . . . , pn and q1, q2, . . . , qm be
two sequences of primes where in each sequence all primes are different and
increasing such that

p1p2 . . . pn�Q∗

+
= q1q2 . . . qm�Q∗

+
.

Hence, we must have that the product of all these prime numbers must be in
�Q∗

+
, so if we decompose this product into prime factors, then their exponents

must be even which implies that there are all equal to 2, n = m and pi = qi
for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Proposition 3.8. The e-maximal circular point sets of a circle over Q×Q are
disjoint sets of (countably) infinite cardinality.

Proof. Let C ((m1,m2), r)Q be an arbitrary circle over the rational plane Q×Q
and recall that there are no two points on this circle with vanishing squared

13



3.1 The case if F is a prime field

distance from each other by Corollary 2.15. If P1 and P2 are parametrized by
t1, t2 ∈ Q, respectively, then

D2 (P1, P2) ∈ �Q∗ ⇐⇒
(
t21 + 1

) (
t22 + 1

)
∈ �Q∗

D2 (P1, (m1,m2 + r)) ∈ �Q∗ ⇐⇒
(
t21 + 1

)
∈ �Q∗

where
(
t21 + 1

) (
t22 + 1

)
∈ �Q∗ is equivalent to the fact that t21 + 1 and t22 + 1

belong to the same coset which follows by a similar argument as in the last
part of the proof of Lemma 3.7. This shows that the e-maximal circular point
sets of C ((m1,m2), r)Q are equal to the unions of all points of C ((m1,m2), r)Q
parametrized by a t ∈ Q such that t2+1 is in the same coset where (m1,m2 + r)
belongs to the coset �Q∗ . And the cardinalities of each such circular point set
are equal by the uniformity property of the circle.

It remains to show that one of these cosets contains infinitely many elements.
For this let us show that there exists countably infinitely many t ∈ Q such that
t2 + 1 ∈ �Q or more concretely: Let us show that there exists infinitely many
t, u ∈ Q such that

t2 + 1 = u2 ⇐⇒ (t+ u) (t− u) = −1

holds true. For this let us assume that we have n ∈ N \ {0} with

t+ u = n

t− u = − 1

n
.

Then we clearly see that we can solve for t and u in Q such that we get

t =
1

2

(

n− 1

n

)

u =
1

2

(

n+
1

n

)

which satisfies the conditions above. Moreover, it is easy to see that for all
n ∈ N \ {0}, the resulting t’s are different. Therefore each e-maximal circular
point set in C ((m1,m2), r)Q is of countably infinite cardinality.

This means that the rational points, i.e. the points with rational coordinates
of every circle in the real plane with non-vanishing and rational radius can
be decomposed in countably many sets of countably many points such that in
each set any two points have r.s.d.. A proof that the c-maximal circular point
sets in R × R are countably infinite and dense in the underlying circle with
respect to the Euclidean topology can be done by the use of perfect distances,
see [4, Proposition 2.45, Lemma 2.47]. In the next session we will generalize the
notion of perfect distances and use it as a tool for the construction of e- and
c-maximal circular point sets in all planes over any field extension.

Finally, we can conclude the following result by Lemma 2.14, Proposition 3.5,
Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.8 which summarizes the whole section.

Theorem 3.9 (e-maximal circular point sets over prime field planes). Let F be
any prime field. Then all circles in F× F consists of exactly [F∗ : �F∗ ] different

14



3.2 Perfect distances

e-maximal circular point sets which are disjoint and of cardinality







|F| if char (F) = 2

|F| − 1

2
if char (F) 6= 2 and

√
−1 ∈ F

|F|+ 1

2
otherwise

.

Note that all e-maximal circular point sets over a prime field plane have the
same cardinality and define a partition on the point of the underlying circle.
Hence, over prime field planes there is no difference between e- and c-maximal
circular point sets. However, we will see that this is not true if we work with
circles over arbitrary field planes.

3.2 Perfect distances

In the last section we have seen that the points of circles over finite fields can
be divided into equivalence classes by defining a relation “has rational distance
to”, i.e. for this relation, points on a circle are related to each other if and only
if the squared distance between them is rational. However, the next example
will show that for circles over general fields this is clearly not the case. We will
also assume that our field has a characteristic different from 2 in this section.

Example 3.10. We would like to find the e-maximal circular point sets con-
taining an arbitrary point of C ((0, 0), 1)F49

. In order to do so, we identify the
field F49 with the isomorphic polynomial ring F7[a] where a is a root of the
irreducible polynomial x2 +1 over F7. As fixed point we choose (a+ 4, 5a+ 2).
Since P (F49) = F7, the squared distances between points of the above circle
are rational if and only if their values are contained in �F∗

7
= {1, 2, 4}. By

calculating the squared distances between the points as in Figure 4 we see that
there are exactly three e-maximal circular point sets containing our fixed point:
All the points connected by solid blue lines and the two pairs of points con-
nected by dashed blue lines. Moreover, only the four points connected with
dark blue lines define a c-maximal circular point set containing our fixed point.
By the uniformity property the same would also hold true for any other point
in C ((0, 0), 1)F49

.

Observe that the circular point sets in Example 2.10 and Example 3.10 given
by the dark blue lines (where the points have the same squared distances from
each other) have maximal cardinality although the circle C ((0, 0), 1)F49

contains
more points than C ((0, 0), 1)F7

. Hence, it seems that circles over field extensions
do not have bigger c-maximal circular point sets than circles over the underlying
prime field plane. We will prove this fact later.

Definition 3.11. A rational squared distance between two points of a circle
C (M, r)F is called perfect with respect to the underlying circle if there exists a
third point on the same circle such that all the squared distances between these
three different points are rational.
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(a, 4)

(a + 3, 2a + 2)

(2a + 2, 6a + 4)

(5a + 1, 5a + 6)

(4, a)

(2a + 5, 6a + 3)

(3a, 2a)

(2a + 2, a + 3)

(5a + 6, 2a + 6)

(3, 6a)

(a + 4, 5a + 2)

(3a, 5a)

(2a + 5, a + 4)

(6, 0)

(a, 3)

(2, 2)

(2a + 1, 5a + 1)

(5, 5)

(2a, 4a)
(a + 3, 5a + 5)

(a + 4, 2a + 5)(2a, 3a)

(2, 5)
(5, 2)

(1, 0)

(2a + 6, 2a + 1)
(6a, 3)

(5a + 1, 2a + 1)

(5a, 3a)

(6a + 3, 2a + 5)

(6a + 4, 5a + 5)

(5a, 4a)

(5a + 6, 5a + 1)

(6a, 4)

(5a + 2, a + 4)

(4, 6a)

(4a, 5a)

(4a, 2a)

(3, a)

(5a + 5, 6a + 4)

(6a + 4, 2a + 2)

(2a + 6, 5a + 6)

(5a + 2, 6a + 3)

(5a + 5, a + 3)

(2a + 1, 2a + 6)

(6a + 3, 5a + 2)
(0, 1)

(0, 6)

2

1

4

1

4

2 2

2

Figure 3: The points of C ((0, 0), 1)F49
and the squared distances between them

and the point (a+ 4, 5a+ 2) marked by red lines for non-rational and blue lines
for rational squared distances

In other words a squared distance is called perfect if it is the side of a rational
triangle, i.e. all the mutual squared distances of this triangle are rational.

Note that the last definition makes sure that a perfect distance is never equal
to zero. In Example 3.10 the squared distances between the points connected
by the dark blue lines are perfect, whereas the same does not hold true for the
dashed lines. Indeed, for all pairs of points connected by a light blue line there is
no further point on the same circle such that all the squared distances between
three of these points are rational. To construct the c-maximal circular point
set containing the point (a+ 4, 5a+ 2) it also seems to be enough to know the
squared distances 2, 4 and to construct all points having such a squared distance
form a starting point on the circle. Thus, these numbers have a special property
which will be named in the following.

Definition 3.12. Consider a circular point set which contains at least three
points. A rational squared distance between two different points of this circle
has the extension property with respect to the underlying circle if any point on
this circle having this squared distance to one point of the circular point set
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implies that this point has r.s.d. to all points of this circular point set.

Note that the last two definitions are purely geometric and the extension prop-
erty of a squared distance implies that it is also perfect. However, it is not
obvious that the inverse also holds. We will need the following proposition and
lemma which will also bring an algebraic property of perfect distances into play:

Proposition 3.13. Let q be a perfect distance with respect to C (r,M)F. Then
the following is satisfied:

q ∈ �P (F) and 1− q

4r2 ∈ �P (F) (*)

Proof. q ∈ �P (F) is satisfied because q is rational. Moreover, since q is perfect,
we find three points in C (M, r)F such that all the squared distances between the
points are rational and one of them is equal to q. Because squared distances are
invariant under translation and rotation, we can assume that M = (0, 0) and
the point opposite of the side with squared distance q is P0 := (0, r). Assume
that the other points P1, P2 are parametrized by t1, t2 ∈ F and the squared
distances between P0 and Pi is qi for i = 1, 2. Applying Lemma 2.14 we have

qi =
4r2

t2i + 1
∈ �P (F) and so q =

4r2 (t1 − t2)
2

(t21 + 1) (t22 + 1)
=

q1q2
4r2

(t1 − t2)
2 ∈ �P (F).

Since �P (F)∗ is a group with respect to multiplication and qi 6= 0, we can deduce

1

4r2
(t1 − t2)

2
=

(
1

2r
(t1 − t2)

)2

∈ �P (F).

Hence, we get

1

2r
(t1 − t2) ∈ P (F).

On the other hand, we have

(t1 + t2) (t1 − t2) =
(
t21 + 1

)
−
(
t22 + 1

)
=

4r2

q1
− 4r2

q2
= 4r2

q2 − q1
q1q2

.

By the above results and the fact that the ti’s are different because they are
parametrizing different points we get

1

2r
(t1 + t2) =

(
1

2r
(t1 − t2)

)−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈P (F)

q2 − q1
q1q2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈P (F)

∈ P (F)

so we can deduce ti
2r ∈ P (F) and also

t2i
4r2 ∈ �P (F). Thus, we conclude

1− qi
4r2

=
qi
4r2

(
4r2

qi
− 1

)

=
qi
4r2

(
ti
2 + 1− 1

)
= qi
︸︷︷︸

∈�P (F)

· t2i
4r2
︸︷︷︸

∈�P (F)

∈ �P (F)

for i = 1, 2.
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3.2 Perfect distances

Definition 3.14. We also say that a squared distance q satisfies the algebraic
circle property (short a.c.p.) with respect to C (M, r)F if q satisfies (∗).

A direct consequence of Proposition 3.13 and a necessary condition for the
existence of a circular point set with cardinality at least three on C (M, r)F is
the following.

Corollary 3.15. If we have a circular point set contained in C (M, r)F with
cardinality at least three, then r2 ∈ P (F).

Proof. Assume that two different points from C (M, r)F have squared distance q.
Since C (M, r)F is a circular point set, all squared distances between the points in
C (M, r)F are rational and so perfect because it contains at least three points. By
Proposition 3.13 we get that q ∈ �P (F)∗ ⊆ P (F)∗ and 1− q

4r2 ∈ �P (F) ⊆ P (F).
Since P (F) is a field and 4 ∈ P (F) we conclude that r2 ∈ P (F).

The next part is the last step to show that perfect distances also have the
extension property.

Lemma 3.16. Assume that there is a circular point set on C ((0, 0), r)F with
cardinality at least 3 and let q 6= 0 be a rational squared distance with 1− q

4r2 ∈
�P (F). Then q has the extension property with respect to C ((0, 0), r)F.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that we have a point P = (0, r)
which belongs to a circular point set on C ((0, 0), r)F of cardinality at least three
and a point Q ∈ C ((0, 0), r)F such that the squared distance between P and Q
is q. We have to show now that Q and an arbitrary point R contained in the
circular point set have r.s.d.. Let R be parametrized by the parameter tR and
let q′ be the rational squared distance between P and R. Note that q′ satisfies
the algebraic circle property by Proposition 3.13. Let Q be parametrized by tQ.
By Lemma 2.14 we get

D2 (Q,R) =
qq′

4r2
(tR − tQ)

2
= qq′

(
tR
2r

− tQ
2r

)2

as in the proof of Proposition 3.13. Now we need to explain, why the last term
in brackets is contained in the prime field. Since q′ must be perfect, both q and
q′ satisfy the algebraic condition (∗) in Proposition 3.13. Then we also have

q

4r2
t2Q = 1− q

4r2
∈ �P (F) and

q′

4r2
t2R = 1− q′

4r2
∈ �P (F)

which implies

t2Q
4r2

∈ �P (F) and
t2R
4r2

∈ �P (F)

since q, q′ ∈ �P (F). Thus we have D2 (Q,R) ∈ �P (F).

Example 3.17. Consider the circle C ((0, 0), 1)F5
, then

C ((0, 0), 1)F5
= {(1, 0) , (4, 0) , (0, 1) , (4, 1)}
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and the e-maximal circular point sets on C ((0, 0), 1)F5
have cardinality equal to

2 by Theorem 3.9. This means there is neither a perfect squared distance nor a
squared distance with propagation property between the points of C ((0, 0), 1)F5

.
Although we have that

q := D2 ((1, 0) , (4, 0)) = 4 ∈ �F5

and

1− q

4r2
= 1− 4

4
= 0 ∈ �F5 ,

so q satisfies (∗). In case we would not require for the extension property that
the underlying circle must contain a circular point set of cardinality at least
three, then 4 would have the extension property without being perfect and so
there would not be an equivalence to these two terms.

Example 3.18. We would like to calculate all the possible perfect distances
with respect to C ((0, 0), 1)F7

and C ((0, 0), 1)F49
. Clearly perfect distances must

be elements of the set �F∗

7
= {1, 2, 4}. Moreover, by considering Figure 1 we see

that 2 and 4 must be perfect distances by definition. Indeed, they also satisfy

1− 2

4
= 1− 4 = 4 ∈ �F7

1− 4

4
= 1− 1 = 0 ∈ �F7

and so (∗) from Proposition 3.13 holds. Whereas

1− 1

4
= 1− 2 = 6 /∈ �F7

is not a perfect distances because (∗) is violated. This can also be seen in
Example 3.10 for C ((0, 0), 1)F49

as there does not exist three points with rational
squared distances from each other such that one of the squared distances is equal
to 1. So surprisingly all rational squared distances occurring in C ((0, 0) , 1)F7

are perfect. We will discuss this more generally in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.19. Let F be a prime field, M ∈ F2, r ∈ F∗ and q ∈ �F∗, then q is
perfect with respect to a circle C (M, r)F if q 6= 4r2 and there exist two points
P1, P2 ∈ C (M, r)F such that D2 (P1, P2) = q.

Proof. Without loss of generality and by the uniformity property we can assume
that M = (0, 0) and P1 = (r, 0). Assume further that D2 (P1, P2) = q and set
P2 := (x, y) ∈ C (M, r)F. Then the following equations are satisfied:

(x− r)
2
+ y2 = q

x2 + y2 = r2

If we solve for x we get x = r − q
2r . Solving for y2 we get y2 = q

(
1− q

4r2

)
6= 0.

Now for any choice of y =
√

q
(
1− q

4r2

)
we can consider the point P3 := (x,−y)

and we also have D2 (P1, P3) = q. Since D2 (P2, P3) = 4q ∈ �F we conclude
that q is perfect.
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Example 3.20. We will now consider an application of perfect distances. As-
sume we have an arbitrary prime field F, M ∈ F2, r ∈ F and three different
points A,B,C ∈ C (M, r)F defining a triangle such that the squared distances a
and b are rational (see Figure 4). Then all squared distances between the points
A,B,C are rational by Lemma 3.19 as an immediate consequence.

The case F = Q this could also be proved without any knowledge of perfect
distances and extension property in the following way: By the law of sines we
have √

c

sin (γ)
= 2r ∈ Q

since the three points are circumscribed by a circle with rational radius r. More-
over, we can calculate the area of a parallelogram defined by the connection
vectors of CB and CA, denoted by ~a,~b ∈ Q2, by the formula

sin (γ)
√
a
√
b = ~a×~b ∈ Q

which means that sin (γ) ∈ Q and therefore also
√
c ∈ Q.

Note in case that F is any prime field, then we can still prove the generalized
statement above even if we do not have tools like sinus.

M

C (M, r)F

C

A

B

b

a

c

β

α

γ

Figure 4: Three points A,B,C on a circle C (M, r)F over a prime field plane F
with rational squared distances denoted by a, b and squared distance c.

3.3 C-maximal circular point sets on circles over arbitrary

field planes

The goal of this section is to determine the cardinality of c-maximal circular
point sets of a circle C (M, r)F over an arbitrary field plane F×F where M ∈ F2
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and r ∈ F∗. We will assume that char (F) 6= 2. Now we would like to find a
parametrization of perfect distances since then we can construct them directly.

Proposition 3.21. A squared distance q 6= 4r2 is perfect with respect to C (M, r)F

if and only if there is t ∈ P (F)∗ such that q =
(

4tr2

t2+r2

)2

.

Proof. Let q be perfect, then the algebraic property (∗) holds true for q by

Proposition 3.13. Hence, we can find a solution (x0, y0) ∈ P (F)2 which satisfy
the equation of the ellipse

ǫ : x2 + 4r2y2 = 4r2

such that x2
0 = q and y20 = 1− q

4r2 . The goal is now to find t0 ∈ P (F) such that
x0 can be parametrized as above. Through the points (x0, y0) and (0,−1) we
find a line which is defined by the equation

l : y = m0x− 1

for some m0 ∈ P (F)∗. Therefore x0, y0,m0 satisfy the following equation

x2
0 + 4r2 (m0x0 − 1)

2
= 4r2.

As x0 6= 0 we can divide by x0 and solve for it. By defining t0 := 1
2m0

we finally
get

x0 =
8m0r

2

1 + 4m2
0r

2
=

4t0r
2

t20 + r2
.

For the other direction, let q =
(

4tr2

t2+r2

)2

for t ∈ P (F)∗. At first we will

show that the algebraic circle property is satisfied by q. Since t ∈ P (F)∗ and
r2 ∈ P (F) by Corollary 3.15, we get q ∈ �P (F). Moreover, we have

1− q

4r2
=

(
t2 + r2

)2

(t2 + r2)2
− 4t2r2

(t2 + r2)2
=

(
t2 − r2

t2 + r2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈P (F)

)2

∈ �P (F).

Note that 1− q

4r2 is not equal to zero because q 6= 4r2. We would like to show
now that there exist three points in C (M, r)F such that all the mutual distances
are rational and at least one of the sides has squared distance q. For this set

x := r − q
2r ∈ F and y =

√

q
(
1− q

4r2

)
∈ F where the sign does not matter.

We can define P1 := (r, 0), P2 := (x, y) and P3 := (x,−y) as in the proof of
Lemma 3.19 and show that the mutual distances between the points are all
rational and the rational distance q occurs. Hence, q is perfect.

The last step will be to generalize Theorem 3.9 for the case of an arbitrary field
F. But before we can prove it we need the following.

Lemma 3.22. Let P ∈ C (M, r)F and let q be a perfect distance with respect to
C (M, r)F. Then there exists Q ∈ C (M, r)F such that D2 (P,Q) = q. Moreover,
there exists two such points Q1 6= Q2 if and only if q 6= 4r2.
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3.3 C-maximal circular point sets on circles over arbitrary field planes

Proof. It is enough to show the statement for P = (0,−r) and M = (0, 0). Since
q is perfect, there exist roots α, β ∈ P (F)∗ of q and 1 − q

4r2 , respectively. Let
q1 := αβ and q2 := q

2r − r. Define Q+ := (q1, q2). Then we have

q21 + q22 = q

(
4r2 − q

4r2

)

+

(
q2 − 4qr2 + 4r4

4r2

)

= r2,

which implies Q+ ∈ C (r,M)F. Moreover, we have

D2
(
P,Q+

)
= q21 + (q2 + r)

2
= q

(
4r2 − q

4r2

)

+
q2

4r2
= q.

Now, let us define Q− := (−q1, q2), then it is easy to see that we also have
Q− ∈ C (M, r)F and that the above equations can have at most one solution
for q2 (observe that q2 is uniquely defined by them). Hence, we found all points
satisfying the equations from this lemma and Q1 6= Q2, i.e. αβ 6= −αβ. Since
the characteristic of F is different from two and q 6= 0 this is equivalent to
q 6= 4r2.

Theorem 3.23. Let C (M, r)F be an arbitrary circle over an arbitrary field F.
Then the c-maximal circular point sets have the following cardinalities:

characteristic cases r ∈ P (F) r2 ∈ P (F) 6∋ r r2 /∈ P (F)
char (F) = 2 |F| |F| |F|
char (F) = 3 2 2 ≤ 2

3 < char (F) < ∞
∄t ∈ P (F) :
t2 + 1 = 0

|char(F)|+1
2

|char(F)|−1
2 ≤ 2

∃t ∈ P (F) :
t2 + 1 = 0

|char(F)|−1
2

|char(F)|+1
2 ≤ 2

char (F) = ∞ ℵ0 ℵ0 ≤ 2

Table 1: Cardinalities of c-maximal circular point sets over arbitrary field planes

Proof. Fifteen different cases need to be proven. If char (F) = 2, then the result
follows by Lemma 2.14. In the following we assume that char (F) 6= 2. At first
we show that there are no perfect distances between points of a circle of radius
r if r2 /∈ P (F). This is a direct consequence of Corollary 3.15. Thus, we can go
on with the cases where r2 ∈ P (F) and 2 < char (F) < ∞.

Let char (F) = 3. We start with the case r ∈ P (F) = F3. Since we always
assume that r 6= 0, we have that either r = 1 or r = 2 in F3. Hence, r2 = 1.

Since t ∈ P (F)∗ we have the only squared distance q =
(

4tr2

t2+r2

)2

= 1 with

respect to any circle C (M, r)F for M ∈ F arbitrary. However, we also have
4r2 = 1 and so for each point on C (M, r)F there exist another unique point
on C (M, r)F such that the squared distances between them is equal to 1 by
Lemma 3.22. Since there are no more perfect distances we deduce that there are
no three different points on C (M, r)F such that the pairwise squared distances
are rational.
Consider the case r2 ∈ P (F), but r /∈ P (F). Then we deduce r2 = 2 as
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3.3 C-maximal circular point sets on circles over arbitrary field planes

P (F) \ �P (F) = {2}. Since t ∈ P (F)∗ for the parametrization of a perfect
distance we conclude that there is no perfect distance as t2 = 1 and then we
would have a division by zero by Proposition 3.21. Hence, it is clear that the
c-maximal circular point sets in F2 have cardinality at most two. We will show
now that they really have cardinality equal to 2. Consider the points (r, 0) ∈ F2

and
(
r − 1

2r , r
)
∈ F2. The squared distance of them is

1

4r2
+ r2 =

1

2
+ 2 = 2 + 2 = 1 ∈ �P (F).

Hence, the c-maximal circular point sets are of cardinality 2.

We consider now the cases where 3 < char (F) < ∞. Define

qr(t) =

(
4tr2

t2 + r2

)2

for any t ∈ P (F)∗ such that t is admissible, i.e. t2 6= −r2. We would like to
count all the prefect distances we can construct. For the following part we will
assume that all rational squared distances equal to 4r2 are perfect and discuss
the special cases where this is not true below. Observe that for all admissible t
we have

qr

(

± t

r2

)

=

(

4 r2

t
r2

(
r2

t

)2
+ r2

)2

=

(
4tr2

r2 + t2

)2

= qr (±t) ,

so qr gives us the same perfect distance when evaluated on ±t,± r2

t
∈ P (F)∗.

Moreover, there are no other values in P (F)∗ such that we get the same perfect
distance as for the other four values above because the highest power of t in
qr is 4. However, it might happen that not all of the above four values are

different from each other. Clearly t 6= −t and r2

t
6= − r2

t
because t 6= 0 and

char (F) 6= 2. We will consider now the two cases case t = ± r2

t
. Let us start

with t = r2

t
, then t2 = r2, so t = ±r. If t = − r2

t
, then t2 = −r2 and then

t would not be admissible, so this case never occur. This means the situation
can be summarized as follows: If t ∈ P (F)∗ is admissible, then either all values

±t,± r2

t
∈ P (F)∗ are different and we can construct two perfect distances with

them or we have t = ±r and then we can construct only one perfect distance
with it by Lemma 3.22. Hence, if all t ∈ P (F)∗ are admissible, we can construct
|P (F)∗|

2 perfect distances and otherwise, i.e. if t ∈ P (F)∗ with t2 = −r2, then
|P (F)∗|

2 −1. Observe that |P (F)∗ | = char (F)−1 and that the number of perfect
distances we can construct gives us the number of points on a c-maximal circular
point set plus one as the perfect distances can be constructed from any starting

point, i.e. we have |char(F)|+1
2 points in the first case and |char(F)|−1

2 points in the
second case which defines a c-maximal circular point set on a circle C(M, r)F.

We are now ready to discuss the four cases in detail. For this we only need
to decide whether t ∈ P (F)∗ with t2 = −r2 exists or not. Observe that a
t ∈ P (F)∗ with t2 = −r2 only exists if and only if either −1, r2 ∈ �P (F), i.e.
there is a t ∈ P (F)∗ with t2 + 1 = 0 and r ∈ P (F) or −1, r2 /∈ �P (F) i.e. there
is no t ∈ P (F)∗ with t2+1 = 0 and ±r /∈ P (F) by the homomorphism from the
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3.3 C-maximal circular point sets on circles over arbitrary field planes

proof of Proposition 3.5. Hence, in the above cases we have |char(F)|−1
2 points in

a c-maximal circular point set and otherwise |char(F)|+1
2 .

We postponed to discuss the cases where a rational squared distance q is not
perfect for the cases 3 < char (F) < ∞ (compare with Example 3.17). Clearly
this can only happen if there are no other perfect distances with respect to
the corresponding circle because q satisfies the algebraic circle property and for
other perfect distances with squared distances not equal to 4r2 we can construct
a circular point set of cardinality at least 3 by Lemma 3.22. Hence q has the
extension property by Lemma 3.16 and is perfect. Now if there are at least three
admissible values t ∈ P (F)∗ then there must exist also other perfect distances
than only 4r2. Since at most two values in P (F)∗ might not be admissible we
conclude that q is always perfect if |P (F)∗ | > 5. This means that we only
have to consider the case char (F) = 5 separately. If r = 1, then t = 2, 3 is
not admissible and we have q1 (1) = 4 = 4r2 = q4 (1). Moreover, for all other
choices of r ∈ P (F)∗ the new circle has squared distances multiplied by r2 with
respect to the circle with radius r = 1, so the rational squared distances are
invariant and we would get the same result. Hence, we see that in this case
|char(F)|−1

2 = 2 holds true.
If r2 ∈ P (F)∗ such that r /∈ P (F)∗, then r2 ∈ {2, 3} an so all t ∈ P (F)∗ are
admissible because t2+r2 6= 0. Thus, existence of a squared distances not equal
to 4r2 is satisfied and we do not have to consider this case separately.

It remains to consider the cases where char (F) = ∞ and r2 ∈ P (F). Since
r 6= 0, it never happens that r2 + t2 = 0 for t ∈ P (F) (note that P (F) is
isomorphic to Q with respect to “+” and “·”). If we now only consider Q+

instead of Q, then it is possible to find a bijection between Q+ and the points
of a c-maximal circular point set in C (M, r)F. For this, assign the element 0
to the fixed point. Without loss of generality, we can assume that r > 0. If
t = r (note that this can only happen if r ∈ P (F), then we have exactly one

point which has a perfect distance equal to 4r2 and otherwise, i.e. for t and r2

t

different from each other, we find two points which has perfect distance qr(t) to
our fixed point by Proposition 3.21. Hence, by using the axiom of choice, we can
construct a bijection from Q+ to the points of a c-maximal circular point set
which means that the cardinality of this c-maximal circular point set is equal
to the cardinality of the natural numbers.

Interestingly, the function qr and a similar counting method as in the proof of
Theorem 3.23 can also be applied to show Fact 2.3 in case the cardinality of the
finite field is odd:

Corollary 3.24. Let F be a finite field such that char (F) 6= 2. Then

√
−1 ∈ F ⇐⇒ |F| ≡ 1 (mod 4)

and √
−1 /∈ F ⇐⇒ |F| ≡ 3 (mod 4)

hold.
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Proof. Consider the function

q1(t) =

(
4t

t2 + 1

)2

defined for all t ∈ F∗ such that t is admissible i.e. t2 + 1 6= 0. By the same
arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.23 we can show that the terms ±t,± 1

t
∈

F are all different from each other as far as t 6= ±1 for all admissible t because
char (F) 6= 2. Moreover, if t 6= ±1, then q1 evaluated on the four different
elements t,−t, 1

t
,− 1

t
is the same and for all other elements in F∗, q1 will admit

a value different from q1 (t). Hence, in case
√
−1 ∈ F, then |F∗| − 4 = |F| − 5

must be divisible by 4 and otherwise |F| − 2 = |F∗| − 3 must be divisible by
4.

4 Application in Cryptography

4.1 Rotation groups on circles

In this section we define a group on circles over arbitrary fields and we discover
a connection between perfect distances and elements in the corresponding group
on a circle over any prime field planes different from Fj for j = 2, 3, 5.

Definition 4.1. Let F be any field, r ∈ F∗ and (a1, a2) , (b1, b2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F.
Then the rotation product is defined in the following way:

(a1, a2)⊙r (b1, b2) =

(
a1b1 − a2b2

r
,
a1b2 + a2b1

r

)

Moreover, for n ∈ N we will inductively define (a1, a2)
n
as n-th power of (a1, a2)

with respect to the product ⊙r where (a1, a2)
0 := (r, 0).

For simplicity, we will write ⊙ instead of ⊙r if it is clear from which set the
considered points are. We show now that we can define a group with respect to
our multiplication ⊙.

Proposition 4.2. (C ((0, 0) , r)F ,⊙, (r, 0)) has a group structure.

Proof. Let (a1, a2) , (b1, b2) , (c1, c2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F. First of all, the product ⊙
is well-defined because

D2

((
a1b1 − a2b2

r
,
a1b2 + a2b1

r

)

, (0, 0)

)

=
1

r2

(

(a1a2 − b1b2)
2
+ (a1b2 + a2b1)

2
)

=
1

r2
(
a21a

2
2 + b21b

2
2 + a21b

2
2 + a22b

2
1

)

=
1

r2
(
a21 + b21

) (
a22 + b22

)

= r2

and so
(
a1b1−a2b2

r
, a1b2+a2b1

r

)
∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F.
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4.1 Rotation groups on circles

Moreover, it is easy to verify that (r, 0) ∈ F2 is the neutral element because

(r, 0)⊙ (a1, a2) =
(ra1

r
,
ra2
r

)

= (a1, a2)

and that the element (a1,−a2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F is the inverse of (a1, a2) since

(a1, a2)⊙r (a1,−a2) =

(
a21 + a22

r
,
−a1a2 + a2a1

r

)

= (r, 0) .

It remains to show associativity:

(
(a1, a2)⊙ (b1, b2)

)
⊙ (c1, c2) =

(
a1b1 − a2b2

r
,
a1b2 + a2b1

r

)

⊙ (c1, c2)

=

(
(a1b1 − a2b2) c1 − (a1b2 + a2b1) c2

r2
,
(a1b1 − a2b2) c2 + (a1b2 + a2b1) c1

r2

)

=

(
a1 (b1c1 − b2c2)− a2 (b1c2 + b2c1)

r2
,
a1 (b1c2 + b2c1) + a2 (b1c1 − b2c2)

r2

)

= (a1, a2)⊙
(
b1c1 − b2c2

r
,
b1c2 + b2c1

r

)

= (a1, a2)⊙
(
(b1, b2)⊙ (c1, c2)

)

In fact, the rotation product is strongly related to the complex product what
we see in the next example. Observe that there are also other possible group
actions on circles than the one we defined, see [18, p. 37-38].

Example 4.3. Let F = R, r = 1 and i be the imaginary unit with i2 = −1. If we
interpret (a1, b1) , (a2, b2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , 1)R as the elements a1 + b1i, a2 + b2i ∈ C,
respectively, then we see that

(a1, b1)⊙ (a2, b2) = (a1b1 − a2b2, a1b2 + a2b1)

can also be interpreted as

(a1 + b1i) (a2 + b2i) = a1b1 − a2b2 + (a1b2 + a2b1) i

which shows that we can embed C ((0, 0) , 1)R in C. Therefore we get that the
multiplication of elements in C ((0, 0) , 1)R is just addition of the angles if we
consider them in polar coordinates.

As in Definition 4.1 we can also consider powers of points on circles. In case F
is finite, the subgroups generated by the elements must be cyclic. However, if
we choose F = Q, then the coordinates of the points are all rational and it is
not clear whether such a subgroup is finite or not. We will treat this question
starting with the following definition.

Definition 4.4. We call the group (C ((0, 0) , r)F ,⊙, (r, 0)) rotation group. Let
(a1, a2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F be a circle. Then we call the element (a1, a2) cyclic or
acyclic if the subgroup generated by this element is finite or infinite, respectively.
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4.1 Rotation groups on circles

Example 4.5. The elements (r, 0) , (0, r) , (−r, 0) , (0,−r) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F are
all cyclic since

(0, r)
4
= (0,−r)

4
= (−r, 0)

2
= (r, 0) .

We will show now that there are no other cyclic elements in C ((0, 0) , r)Q than
the four in Example 4.5 for any r ∈ Q∗. For this we will use Gaussian integers
and also some notion and notations from Chapter 1 as well as some results of
it for regular and irregular primes.

Lemma 4.6. Let x+ yi ∈ Z[i] where x, y are coprime and N (x+ iy) ∈ N \ {1}
is a square. Then (x+ yi)n /∈ N for all n ∈ N \ {0}.

Proof. Assume we have n ∈ N \ {0} such that (x+ yi)
n ∈ N and let k ∈ N with

N (x+ iy) = k2. Then we have

k2n = N (x+ iy)
n
= N ((x+ iy)

n
) = (x+ iy)

n
(x+ iy)

n
= (x+ iy)

2n
,

i.e. (x+ yi)n = kn.

Observe that k > 1, so we find a prime p ∈ N such that p | k and hence
pn | kn, so pn | (x+ iy)

n
in Z[i]. Now if p ∈ Z[i] is regular, then p ∈ Z[i] is

prime because Z[i] is a unique factorization domain and so p | x + yi which
means p | x and p | y (see Geometric Aspects to Diophantine Equations of
the Form x2 + zxy + y2 = M and z-Rings, section 4.6, Lemma 4.39). This is
a contradiction to the assumption that x, y are coprime. In case p ∈ Z[i] is
irregular, then we find α ∈ Z[i] such that p = αα. Now αnαn = pn | (x+ iy)

n

and so we have α | x + yi and α | x + yi. If they are not associated, then this
means p = αα | x + yi and so x, y would not be coprime as before. If α, α are
associated, then we find a unit ε ∈ Z[i] such that α = αε. Then we have that
α2n | (x+ iy)

n
, i.e. α2 | x + yi and so also p | x + yi which leads to the same

contradiction. Thus, an n ∈ N \ {0} with (x+ yi)n ∈ N cannot exist.

Corollary 4.7. Let r ∈ Q∗ be arbitrary, then all the elements in C ((0, 0) , r)Q
where both coordinates are non-vanishing are acyclic.

Proof. Let us assume that we have a point
(

a1

b1
, a2

b2

)

∈ C ((0, 0), r)Q such that

aj 6= 0 and aj , bj are coprime for j = 1, 2, respectively. Let k1 ∈ N be the
greatest common positive divisor of a1, a2 and k2 ∈ N be the least common

multiple of b1, b2. Define k := k2

k1
, then (x, y) :=

(

k a1

b1
, k a2

b2

)

∈ Z2 and x, y

are coprime. If we assume that
(

a1

b1
, a2

b2

)

is cyclic, we find n ∈ N such that
(

a1

b1
, a2

b2

)n

= (r, 0), i.e. (x, y)
n
= ((kr)

n
, 0) ∈ N2 and so N (x+ yi) = (kr)

2n ∈
N is a square, but different from 1 because if x + yi ∈ Z[i] would be a unit.
Then either x or y would vanish which is not possible. If we apply Lemma 4.6,
we get a contradiction.

We will see soon another property or characterization of perfect distances over
prime field planes. For this we need to define a square root for rotation groups.
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4.1 Rotation groups on circles

Definition 4.8. Let (a1, a2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F, then we call the squared distance
D2 ((a1, a2) , (r, 0)) induced squared distance by the point (a1, a2) with respect to
C ((0, 0) , r)F. We also say that a point (a1, a2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F has a square root

(b1, b2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F if (b1, b2)
2
= (a1, a2).

Proposition 4.9. Let F be a prime field different from Fj for j = 2, 3, 5, r ∈ F∗

and (a1, a2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F. Then (a1, a2) has a square root if and only if the
induced squared distance by (a1, a2) is perfect.

Proof. Let us assume that there exist (b1, b2) ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F such that

(b1, b2)
2
=

(
b21 − b22

r
,
2b1b2
r

)

= (a1, a2) .

By Lemma 3.19 it remains to show that the induced distance of (a1, a2) is a
square in F. Observe that b21 + b22 = r2. Then we have

D2 ((a1, a2) , (r, 0)) =

(
b21 − b22

r
− r

)2

+
4b21b

2
2

r2

=
1

r2

((
b21 − b22 − r2

)2
+ 4b21b

2
2

)

=
1

r2
(
b41 + b42 + r4 − 2b21b

2
2 − 2b21r

2 + 2b22r
2 + 4b21b

2
2

)

=
1

r2

((
b21 + b22

)2
+ r4 − 2b21r

2 + 2b22r
2
)

=
1

r2
((
b21 + b22

)
r2 +

(
b21 + b22

)
r2 − 2b21r

2 + 2b22r
2
)

= 4b22 ∈ �F.

On the other hand, assume that the squared distance D2 ((a1, a2) , (r, 0)) is
perfect. We would like to find b1, b2 such that

(b1, b2)
2
=

(
b21 − b22

r
,
2b1b2
r

)

= (a1, a2)

is satisfied. Then the square roots of D2 ((a1, a2) , (r, 0)) exists and so we can
define b2 as one of the square roots of

D2 ((a1, a2) , (r, 0))

4
= (a1 − r)2 + a22 = 2r2 − 2a1r

(note that a21 + a22 = r2). We will denote one of these square roots by b2 =√
2r2−2a1r

2 ∈ F and the choice of the sign does not matter. Now we can solve for

b1 by using the equation 2b1b2
r

= a2, i.e.

b1 =
r

2b2
a2 =

r√
2r2 − 2a1r

a2 ∈ F.
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It remains to show that
b21−b22

r
= a1 is satisfied. We have

b21 − b22
r

=
r

2r2 − 2a1r
a22 −

2r − 2a1
4

=
r2 − a21
2r − 2a1

− r − a1
2

=
r + a1

2
− r − a1

2
= a1

which shows that (b1, b2)
2 = (a1, a2) .

Example 4.10. We can construct perfect distances with respect to the circle
C ((0, 0) , 2)Q in the following way: First of all, we need any rational point on
C ((0, 0) , 1)Q. To find such a point we can use Pythagorean triples. For example

by 32+42 = 52 we get 22 32

52 +22 42

52 = 22, i.e.
(
8
5 ,

6
5

)
∈ C ((0, 0) , 1)Q. The squared

distance between the points
(
8
5 ,

6
5

)
and (2, 0) is not rational because

D2

((
8

5
,
6

5

)

, (2, 0)

)

=
64 + 16

25
=

16

5
/∈ �Q.

However, if we calculate

(
8

5
,
6

5

)

⊙
(
8

5
,
6

5

)

=

(
64− 36

2 · 25 ,
2 · 48
2 · 25

)

=

(
14

25
,
48

25

)

,

Then the induced squared distance is

D2

((
14

25
,
48

25

)

, (2, 0)

)

=
362 + 482

625
=

(
12

5

)2

∈ �Q

as Proposition 4.9 suggests.

Example 4.11. Consider the unit circle in the Euclidean plane. We would like
to construct the maximal circular point set on it containing the point (1, 0). A
parametrization of the unit circle is given by Corollary 2.13, i.e. each rational

point in the unit circle is of the form
(

2t
t2+1 ,

t2−1
t2+1

)

for some t ∈ Q. Hence, the

points
(

2t

t2 + 1
,
t2 − 1

t2 + 1

)2

=

(

−t4 + 6t2 − 1

(t2 + 1)
2 ,

4t
(
t2 − 1

)

(t2 + 1)
2

)

parametrized by t ∈ Q (or even for t ∈ Q+ since t and − 1
t
would parametrize

the same point) have rational distance to the point (0, 1) and define a maximal
circular point set by Proposition 4.9.

Note that the point set above is dense in the circle C ((0, 0) , r). That rational
and dense point sets on circles in R2 exists is well-known. It is also known that
there are no other irreducible algebraic curves than circles and lines that contain
dense or just infinite rational point sets [22]. However, so far the Erdős-Ulam
problem is still open, i.e. it is not clear whether there exists an everywhere
dense subset in R2 with respect to the Euclidean topology and there is still
resent research on it, e.g. see [3].
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4.2 A possible application in cryptography

The goal of this section is to describe and apply some from the previous ideas
in cryptography. More concretely, we would like to use a key exchange related
to the Diffie-Hellman protocol applied on circles centered at the origin instead
of elliptic curves what is usually used. Recall that we defined a group on points
on a circle. Now we would like to describe how two people, called A and B,
can communicate with each other and agree on a point on this circle such that
anyone who is in the middle gets the messages of A and B, but cannot decode
it because he or she cannot solve the logarithm problem in a reasonable time.

For the procedure we will assume that F is a prime field. We will consider
both the cases when F has finite and infinite characteristics. At first A and
B need to agree on a public key, i.e. on a point Q ∈ C ((0, 0) , r)F where
r ∈ F. In case F is infinite, then we know that all points in C ((0, 0) , r)F except
(r, 0) , (0, r) , (−r, 0) , (0,−r) are acyclic. Now A can choose n ∈ N and B chooses
m ∈ N which both are kept private. Then A calculates Qn, B calculates Qm

and send each other the calculated point. Since

(Qn)
m

= Qnm = (Qm)
n
,

both A and B can calculate the key Qnm, but someone in the middle only knows
Q,Qn, Qm and does not know Qnm because she or he is incapable of calculating
n,m which means solving the logarithm problem. Since the rotation product is
equivalent to the multiplication of rotation matrices, it seems that the logarithm
problem is hard to solve. The case F = Q might be interesting because all the
elements of the group where both coordinates are not vanishing are not cyclic
and the calculation of its powers are entirely in Q2, so n,m may be chosen as
high as wanted to make it more secure. However, to calculate with fractions
might be costly when implemented in a computer program.

Whereas the calculation of Qn can be done efficiently as

n =

N∑

j=1

2jaj

can be decomposed binary where aj ∈ {0, 1}, N ∈ N with aN = 1. Then we
can calculate

N∏

j=1,
aj 6=0

Q2jaj

to minimize the number of operations. Note that this so called binary exponen-
tation can be done without calculating the binary decomposition of n explicitly.
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[5] Paul Erdös. Integral distances. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 51:996, 1945.

[6] Leonhard Euler. Fragmenta arithmetica ex Adversariis mathematicis de-
prompta, C: Analysis Diophantea. pp.204-263. Petropolis: Eggers, 1862.

[7] Jean-Pierre Friedelmeyer. Ensembles de points à distances entières sur un
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