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MONOGENIC CYCLIC TRINOMIALS OF THE FORM z* + cx +d

LENNY JONES

ABSTRACT. A monic polynomial f(z) € Z[z] of degree n that is irreducible
over Q is called cyclic if the Galois group over Q of f(z) is the cyclic group of
order n, while f(z) is called monogenic if {1,60,62,...,0" 1} is a basis for the
ring of integers of Q(0), where f(0) = 0. In this article, we show that there do
not exist any monogenic cyclic trinomials of the form f(z) = x*+ cx +d. This
result, combined with previous work, proves that the only monogenic cyclic
quartic trinomials are z% — 422 + 2, 2% + 422 + 2 and z* — 522 + 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say that a monic polynomial f(z) € Z[x] is monogenic if f(x) is irreducible
over Q and {1,6,62,...,0%(/)=11 is a basis for the ring of integers Z of K = Q(#),
where f(6) = 0. Hence, f(z) is monogenic if and only if Zx = Z[f]. For the minimal
polynomial f(z) of an algebraic integer 6 over Q, it is well known [I] that

(1.1) A(f) = [Zx : Z[0))° A(K),

where A(K) is the discriminant over Q of the number field K. Thus, from (),
f(z) is monogenic if and only if A(f) = A(K).

In a private communication, Tristan Phillips asked the author if it is possible to
determine all monogenic cyclic quartic trinomials; that is, monogenic quartic trino-
mials that have Galois group isomorphic to the cyclic group of order 4. Recently,
a partial answer to the question of Phillips was given in two separate papers [5]
and [3]. In [B], the author showed that the only monogenic cyclic trinomials of the
form x* + b2? + d € Z[z] are

(1.2) ot —42® +2, 2* 4422 +2 and 2* — 52?45,
while in [3], Joshua Harrington and the author proved that there do not exist any
monogenic cyclic trinomials of the form z* +ax3+d € Z[z]. In this article, we show

that the complete solution to Phillips’ question is precisely the set of trinomials in
(T2) by establishing the following result.

Theorem 1.1. There do not exist any monogenic cyclic quartic trinomials of the
form x* + cx + d € Z[z].
2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this article, we let
(2.1) fx):=a*+cx+d and r(z):=2°—4dx — 2,
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where ¢,d € Z with cd # 0. Straightforward calculations in Maple reveal that
(2.2) A(f) = A(r) = 256d° — 27¢*.
Remark 2.1. The polynomial r(x) in [21]) is known as the cubic resolvent of f(x).

The first theorem in this section follows from a result due to Jakhar, Khanduja
and Sangwan [4l Theorem 1.1] for arbitrary irreducible trinomials when applied to
our specific quartic trinomial f(x). Note that, for a prime ¢, we use the notation
¢ || M to mean that ¢" is the exact power of ¢ that divides the integer M.

Theorem 2.2. Let f(x) be irreducible over Q. Let K = Q(0), where f(0) = 0,
and let Zy be the ring of integers of K. A prime factor q of A(f) does not divide
[Zx : Z[0]] if and only if q satisfies one of the following conditions:

(1) when q | c and q | d, then ¢* 1 d;

(2) when q|c and q1d, then
either q|co and qfdi  or qfecs(dey+di),

qj .
where ca = ¢/q, and di = w with ¢ || 4;

(3) when qtc and q|d, then
either q|ci andqtdy or qfci(cct —dj),

q[
where ¢; = % with ¢* || 3, and dy = d/q;

(4) when q1cd, then ¢* 1 (256d° — 27¢*).

The next theorem follows from a result due to Kappe and Warren [0, Theorem
1] when applied to our specific quartic trinomial f(z).

Theorem 2.3. Let f(z) and r(x) be as defined in (ZI). Suppose that f(x) is
irreducible over Q, and that r(x) has exactly one root t € Z. Let L be the splitting
field of r(x) over Q, and define

(2.3) g(x) := (2% — tx + d)(2* —t).
Then Gal(f) ~
(1) Cy if and only if g(zx) splits over L,
(2) Dy if and only if g(x) does not split over L.
3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I]]

We first prove two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let A, B € Z such that neither A nor B is a square. Then AB is a
square if and only if Q(vA) = Q(VB).
Proof. Since A and B are not squares, we can write

A=u%a and B =%,

where a and b are squarefree integers with a,b # 1. Then AB is a square if and
only if @ = b if and only if

Q(VA) = Q(va) = Q(vVb) = Q(VB). O
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The next lemma is a more user-friendly version of Theorem

Lemma 3.2. Let f(x) and r(x) be as defined in (ZI)). Suppose that f(x) is irre-
ducible over Q, and that r(x) has exactly one root t € Z. Define

81 :=t(16d — 3t*) and & := (t* — 4d)(16d — 3t?).
Then Gal(f) ~

(1) Cy if and only if 61 and 02 are nonzero squares in Z,
(2) Dy if and only if neither 61 nor 02 is a nonzero square in Z.

Proof. From Theorem 2.3, we have that
(3.1) r(z) = (x —t)(z* + Az + B) = 2% + (A —t)2® + (B — tA)x — B,
for some t, A, B € Z, where 22 + Az + B is irreducible over Q. Equating coefficients

on r(z) in (ZI) and @I yields

(3.2) r(z) = (x —t)(z? + to + t* — 4d).
Then, calculating A(r) in [B.2]), and recalling A(r) from 22, gives us
(3.3) A(f) = A(r) = 256d% — 27¢* = (16d — 3t%)(3t* — 4d)>.

We also see from ([B:2)) that 16d — 3t? is not a square in Z since x? + tz +t> — 4d is
irreducible over Q, so that

L := Q(\/16d — 3t?) is the splitting field of r(x) over Q
with [L : Q] = 2. Furthermore, from (21J), we have that
(3.4) t(t? — 4d) =
since r(t) = 0. Thus, we deduce from B4 that exactly one of the following sets of
conditions holds:
(3.5) t and t? — 4d are both squares in Z,
(3.6) neither ¢ nor t? — 4d is a square in Z.
Note that t(t2 — 4d) # 0 since ¢ # 0. Suppose that ([3.5) holds, and let 22% || ¢.
Then, from B4), if k = 0, then 2 { ¢ and, since /¢ | ¢, we have that t + ¢//t are
even integers. If k > 1, then 2% || v/t and 2**1 || c¢. Hence, again t + ¢/+/t are even

integers. Thus, in any case, we deduce that (¢ + cv/t)/(2t) € Z, so that

e

4t

12 — eVt 2 t
_<$2+\/g$+TC\/> <$2+\/gx+%/>

is a factorization of f(z) in Z[z], contradicting the fact that f(x) is irreducible over
Q. Hence, (30) holds. Then, from 34, we see that

(3.7) 610 = t(16d — 3t%)(t* — 4d)(16d — 3t*) = *(16d — 3t*)?

is a nonzero square in Z. Therefore, exactly one of the following sets of conditions
holds:

(3.8) 01 and 2 are both squares in Z,

2t er+d=a*+cx+

(3.9) neither 61 nor s is a square in Z.
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Let K be the splitting field of f(x). Then, it follows from the details of the proof
of [6, Theorem 1] that the following quadratic fields are subfields of K:

L=QWIBI_38),  M;=Q(/H16d3)) = Q&)
My =Q(V1), My = Q(\/(t2 — 4d)(16d — 3t%)) = Q(v/32),
My = Q(Vt? — 4d).

Thus, by [B4), B.8) and Lemma B we deduce that M; = Ms.

Suppose that ([33) holds. Then, since 16d — 3t? is not a square, it follows that
M3 = My and M, # L by B8), B7) and Lemma Bl Hence, K contains more
than a single quadratic subfield, which implies that Gal(f) ~ Dy.

Conversely, suppose that Gal(f) ~ D4 and, by way of contradiction, assume

that (3.8) holds. We let a1, a9, a3, aq be the roots of f(z) and follow the proof
of [6, Theorem 1.]. Then, the quadratic subfield L of K contains:

a1 + azay, aras + sy, arog + asas (the roots of r(z) in (32)),
ara, azou, a1+ g, az+aq  (the roots of g(z) in [2.3).
Consider the polynomial
h(z) := 2% — (a1 + an)z + a9 € L[z].
Observe that the roots of h(z) are a; and ag. Since ay # ay and

(as + asau) — (ag + asas)

a3 — oy = € L(ay),
a1 — Qo
it follows that as, oy € L(ay) so that K = L(aq), which yields the contradiction
that |Gal(f)| = 4, and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem [l By way of contradiction, suppose that f(z) is a monogenic
cyclic trinomial. Since f(z) is cyclic, we must have A(f) > 0, which implies that

(3.10) d>0 and 16d—3t* >0,

from (B3). Furthermore, we have from Lemma that §; and d2 are nonzero
squares in Z. Hence, if t < 0, then §; = t(16d — 3t?) < 0, contradicting the fact
that & is a square. Thus, ¢t > 0 and 2 — 4d > 0 by ([B4). Therefore, it follows that

(3t* — 4d) — (16d — 3t*) = 6t* — 20d > 6t* — 24d = 6(1* — 4d) > 0,
which implies that
(3.11) 3t — 4d > 16d — 3t* > 0
from (BI0). We make the following additional observations:
(3.12) 2| A(f) <= 4| (3t? —4d) < 4| (16d —31*) <= 2|t
3|A(f) <= 3| (31> —4d) < 3| (16d — 3t*) <= 3|d.
In our arguments, it will be useful to know the solutions to the equation
(3.13) 3t2 — 4d = 281
where k is an integer with k& > 1. Solving B3] for 4d, and using ([34]), yields the

equation

(3.14) ? = —2t3 4 21,
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Then, multiplying both sides of [BI4]) by 4 gives rise to the elliptic curve:
Ep: Y?2=X3_2FX,

(3.15)
where X = —2t and Y = 2¢c.

Note that the point (0,0) is on Ejy. However, since ¢ # 0, we must have Y # 0.
Thus, it follows from [2[7] that the set S of integral points (X,Y") on Fy with Y > 0
is

%] if k € {0,2}
{(—=1,1),(2,2),(2-13%,2-13 - 239)} if k=1
{(_2(1@*1)/27 23(k71)/4)7 (2(k+1)/2, 2(3k+1)/4)7
(3.16) S = _
(2(k+1)/2 . 132 2(3k+1)/4 .13 . 239), if k> 5 with k=1
(2(k—5)/2 .32 93(k=5)/4 . 3. 7}
o if k =3,

where k := k mod 4 € {0,1,2,3}. Therefore, every viable integer coefficient pair
(¢, d) for f(z) arises from an integer solution (d, t, k) of (BI3]), which in turn, arises
from an integral point (X,Y) in (BI6). Note, however, that an integral point
(X,Y) in (BI6) does not always yield an integer solution (d,t, k) of (BI3), or a
viable integer coefficient pair (¢, d) for f(z). For example, if &k = 1, then we deduce
from ([B.I6]) that any integer solutions (d,t) to (BI3) must arise from the integral
points

(3.17) (X,Y) €{(2,2),(2-13%,2-13-239)}
on Ej. That is, the integer pairs (¢,t) corresponding to the integral points (X,Y)
in (BI7) are precisely
(c,t) € {(&1,—1),(£13-239, —13?),
which in turn, correspond precisely to the coefficient pairs
(3.18) (c.d) € {(£1,1/2), (£13 - 239, 42841/2).

Since d ¢ Z in all pairs of BIJ)), it follows that there are no monogenic cyclic
quartic trinomials f(z) € Z[z] when k = 1 in (BI3]). Therefore, we can assume
that 3¢2 — 4d > 1. Moreover, we claim that

(3.19) 3t2 — 4d # 2F7! for any integer k > 1.

Since the case k = 1 has been addressed, in order to establish (319, we assume that
3t?2 — 4d = 2F1 for some integer k > 2, and we proceed by way of contradiction.
Observe then that 2 | ¢ which implies that 8 | t(t? — 4d). It follows from (3.4) that
16 | t(t> — 4d) and 4 | c. Consequently, we must address the following three cases:

(1) 4|t and 2 |d,

(2) 4|t and 214,

(3) 2|/t and 2¢td.
Note that if 2 || t and 2 | d, then 23 || ¢(t> — 4d), which contradicts ([B.4)), and so
this situation is not possible.

For case (), if 4 | d, then condition () of Theorem fails for the prime

g = 2. Hence, 2 || d and k = 4. Tt then follows from ([B.I6]) that there are no cyclic
monogenic trinomials f(x) in this case.
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Suppose next that case ([2) holds. It is then easy to see that k£ = 3, and again
we conclude from ([B.I6]) that there are no cyclic monogenic trinomials f(x) in this
case as well.

Finally, suppose that case () holds. Then 22 || (—2t), and therefore, from (B.I0)),
we get the following viable integral points on the elliptic curves in (BI5):

(—4,£8) ifk=5

{ (36,+168) if k=9,
which in turn, using (3.4), yield the corresponding integer triples

(2,16,-1) ifk=5
—18,7056,179) if k =09.
Since we have shown that both ¢ and d must be positive, we conclude that neither of
the triples in ([B20) produces a cyclic monogenic trinomial f(x), which establishes
the claim in ([319). Consequently, we can assume that q | (3% —4d) for some prime
! 2Nge'xt, we claim that for any prime ¢,
(3.21) q| (3t —4d) if and only if ¢ | (16d — 3t2).

Note by ([BI2) that we only need to address primes g > 5.
Suppose first that ¢ > 5 is a prime such that ¢ | (3t — 4d) and ¢ { (16d — 3t2).
Since 3t? = 4d (mod q), we have that

16d —3t> =12d # 0 (mod q),

which implies that ¢ t d. If ¢ | ¢, then we see from [B.3) that ¢ | 256d>, since
q | A(f). Thus, since q # 2, we deduce that ¢ | d, which is a contradiction. Hence,
q 1 c. Therefore, we have that q { cd. However, since ¢ | (3t? — 4d), we conclude
from @3] that ¢2 | (256d> — 27¢*), which implies that condition (@) of Theorem
fails. Hence, f(x) is not monogenic.

Suppose next that ¢ > 5 is a prime such that ¢ | (16d — 3t?) and q { (3t> — 4d).
Since 3t? = 16d (mod q), we have that

3t2 —4d=12d #0 (mod q),
which implies that g1 d. If ¢ | ¢, then
16d = (16d — 3t*) + 3> =0 (mod q),
which yields the contradiction that q | d since ¢ > 5. Similarly, if ¢ | (t2 — 4d), then
4d = (16d — 3t*) + 3(t* —4d) =0 (mod q),

which again yields the contradiction that ¢ | d. Thus, ¢ ¢ and ¢ 1 (t* — 4d) so that
q1c by B4). Hence, ¢ 1 (16d — 3t?) since otherwise, condition (@) of Theorem 2.2
fails. That is, q || (16d — 3t2), which implies that ¢ || t(16d — 3t?) contradicting the
fact that t(16d — 3t?) is a square. Therefore, the claim in ([B21]) is established.

Suppose now that ¢ is a prime divisor of 3t — 4d, and consequently of 16d — 3t>
by B2ZI). We claim that

(3.22) if ¢ > 5 then ¢ || (3t> — 4d) and q || (16d — 3t2).

We only give details to show that ¢ || (3t? — 4d) since the details are identical to
show that ¢ || (16d — 3t?). By way of contradiction, suppose that ¢ | (3t? — 4d). If
q | d, then, since q # 3, we see that ¢ | ¢, and so ¢ | ¢ from ([B4). Thus, ¢° | 4d, so

(va):

(3.20) (t,c* d) = { (



MONOGENIC CYCLIC TRINOMIALS OF THE FORM z* + cx + d 7

that ¢ | d since q # 2. Hence, it follows that f(z) is not monogenic since condition
@ of Theorem fails. Therefore, ¢ { d. Note then from ([B3]), that ¢ { ¢ since
q | A(f) and ¢ # 2. That is, ¢ t cd. Consequently, since ¢* | A(f), it follows
that f(z) is not monogenic since condition (@l of Theorem [Z2 fails, and this final
contradiction completes the proof of the claim in ([322]).

Thus, we can therefore assume that

(3.23) 3t —4d =2"3"[[¢; and 16d—3t> =2"3"[[ &
i=1 =1

for some nonnegative integers a, b, u, v, m, such that all of the following conditions
hold:

(i) a+b>0and u+v >0,

(since otherwise 4d — 3t? = 16d — 3t2, which is impossible because d > 0),
(ii) a > 0 if and only if u > 0,
(iii) b > 0 if and only if v > 0,
(iv) 2¢3% > 2u3Y (by (BII),

(v) the ¢; are primes with ¢; > 5.
We claim that
(3.24) b# v in (B23).

To establish (B:24)), we assume, by way of contradiction, that b = v in (3:223). Thus,
we have from ([B23)) that

3t2 —4d o
(3.25) Tod 3p =~ 2 el
since 2% > 2% by [(iv)] Note then that u > 2 by BIJ). Since
3t2 —4d 3t —16d +12d 12d
16d—32  16d—32 16432

we can rewrite the equation in (325 as
(274 4 1)(16d — 3t*) = 12d,

which implies that u = va(d) + 2, where 5(%) is the exact power of 2 dividing .
Since the equation in (328) can also be rewritten as
3t2(2°7% 4 1) = 4d(2°7 T2 + 1),
it follows that v5(t?) = va(d) + 2 = u, so that 2 | u. Therefore, we can write
t? =22 and d=2""%d,,

where 21 t;d;. Thus,

2 uas2 _ ou 2
02 e =g —pag " amwE T
If 4| (3t3 — dy), then d = 3 (mod 3), so that t§ — d; =2 (mod 4). Then,

ti—d
(= 4d) = 2724, (2] — 2%dy) = 2834422y (—1 5 1) €z,

and we deduce from B4) that 2 | (3u+2)/2. Consequently, u =2 (mod 4) so that
24 3u/2. However, we then arrive at the contradiction that

61 = t(16d — 3t2) = 2%/%,(24F2dy — 2U3t3) = 23/2¢, (4d, — 3t%)
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is not a square since 23%/2 || §;. Therefore, 4 1 (3t7 — dy), and we conclude from

B20) that « —u =1 in [B25]). Thus,
3t — 4d — 2(16d — 3t%) = 9(t* — 4d) = 0,
which, from (34)), yields the contradiction that ¢ = 0 and establishes the claim in

B3,

Hence, since b # v, we may assume by that either b > v >0orv > b > 0,
which implies that either b > 2 or v > 2. Thus, 3 | A(f) and 3 | d by B12). We
use Theorem with ¢ = 3 to show that 3 | [Zx : Z[0]], where K = Q(6) and
f(@) = 0. Since 3 | d, we only have to examine conditions () and (B of Theorem
2.2

Suppose first that 3 | c. Then 3 | t from B4 so that 9 | 2. Hence, if b > 2,
then 9 | (3t? — 4d), which implies that 9 | d. Similarly, if v > 2, then 9 | (16d — 3t?),
which implies that 9 | d. In either case, condition (l) of Theorem [Z2 fails and f(x)
is not monogenic.

Suppose next that 34 c¢. If 9 | d and b > 2, then

3t2 —4d=3t>=0 (mod 9),

which implies that 3 | ¢, yielding the contradiction that 3 | ¢ by ([B4). The same
contradiction is reached if v > 2. Thus, 9 1 d. With these restrictions on ¢ and d,
we arrive at the set of pairs

P :={(¢mod 9,d mod 9)} ={(2,6),(4,3),(5,3),(7,6)}

for which ¢(t? — 4d) = ¢® (mod 9) (from B4)). With ¢; = (¢ —¢3)/3 and dp = d/3,
it is easy to see that

ccy —dy =0 (mod3) ifandonlyif ¢*—c*+d=0 (mod?9).

Straightforward calculations reveal that 9 { 3¢; and ¢* — ¢ +d = 0 (mod 9) for
each of the pairs in P. Hence, condition ([B]) of Theorem [Z2] fails, and f(z) is not
monogenic, which completes the proof of the theorem. O
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