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Abstract

Dillon-like Boolean functions are known, in the literature, to be those trace polynomial functions
from Foy2. to o, with all the exponents being multiples of 2" — 1 often called Dillon-like exponents.
This paper is devoted to bent functions in which we study the bentness of some classes of Dillon-like
Boolean functions connected with rational trace functions. Specifically, we introduce a special infinite
family of trace rational functions. We shall use these functions as building blocks and generalise
notably a criterion due to Li et al. published in [IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 59(3), pp. 1818-1831, 2013]
on the bentness of Dillon-like functions in the binary case, we explicitly characterize three classes of
bent functions. These characterizations are expressed in terms of the well-known binary Kloosterman
sums. Furthermore, analysis and experiments indicate that new functions not EA-equivalent to all

known classes of monomial functions are included in our classes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Bent functions are extraordinary Boolean functions with maximal distance from all affine functions.
Rothaus first defined and named these functions, and then Dillon gave a systematical study on
them in his famous PhD thesis [10]. Of the interest in beautiful combinatorial objects and close
relations with coding and cryptography, bent functions have attracted many people’s attention. Up to
now, very rich results on bent functions have been proposed, and a detailed survey is referred to as
[22]. The research on bent functions has lasted about five decades. It is still active because of our
interest in these functions from both theoretical and practical aspects in several different (but usually
related) areas. Different generalisations, including vectorial bent functions, plateaued functions [6]],
, semi-bent functions [3]], hyper-bent [30], and nega-bent functions [27]], p-ary bent functions [16],
etc., have been proposed and much progress has been made. Since it still seems elusive to classify bent
functions completely, the constructions, characterizations and generations constitute the main relative
research activities. An interesting topic is constructing bent functions in polynomial forms [2]], [3]],
(3], (O], [12], [31]. As far as we know, there are only five classes of monomial bent functions (up
to Extended-Affine (EA) equivalence), i.e., bent functions Tr3"(ax?) with suitable a € F,,.. We call
these integers d bent exponents (see Table [I)).

TABLE I
THE KNOWN BENT EXPONENTS ON Fy2,

Case Exponents d Algebraic degree References
Gold 2'+1 2 [135]

Dillon 12" — 1) n (4], (111, [20], (18]
Leander (22 +1)2 3 (31, (181
Kasami 2% _ 92t 41 i+1 [10]
Canteaut-Charpin-Kyureghyan 2% 2% 41 3 2

Dillon was the first to characterize the bentness of the function Tr?"(az?" 1), then Charpin and
Gong [4] and Leander [18] generalized the function to Tr2"(az!(>"~1)) with (1,2"+1) = 1. Dillon-like
functions with multiple trace terms were further investigated in several later works. Using Dickson
polynomials and some exponential sums, the authors in [4] gave a characterization on the bentness
of Boolean functions of the form } . 5 Tr?"(a;2*?"~1) under some restrictions. Mesnager extended

the Charpin-Gong-like functions with an additional trace term over Fy, i.e., f, = Tr?? (az" (2" 1) 4

Tr? (b 227;71) [23]], [24]). Li et al. in [21]] further considered functions with the following type
on_1 ' o
f(z) = Z T2 (a; " V) + Tr‘l)(e)(eaz <), (I.1)
i=0

where €| 2" + 1, a; € Faan, o(e) is the smallest positive integer satisfying o(e)|2n and e|2°(¢) — 1.



They gave a necessary and sufficient condition to characterize the bentness. However, it is desired
to give more explicit characterizations. Some restrictions on these coefficients a; and €, or on the
integers 7 and e might be necessary to achieve this. For example, in [21]], several new binomial,
trinomial and quadrinomial bent functions were found by restricting the number of terms. The authors
also considered functions with multiple trace terms satisfying that all coefficients a; were equal. In
[32], functions having the form

d—1

.omn n 2n _
> T (el D) 4 g ()
i=0
had been considered, where the coefficients a; € Fon, a1 = a9 = ... = aq_1 and ag # a.

We observe that functions defined in (I.I) over Foz» actually have a more generalized form as

flz)=g(x*"1), (1.2)

where g is a function from Foen to Foen satisfying g(y) € Fo for y € {0} U {y € F, : y?" 1 = 1}.
In [30], Charpin and Gong proposed an important subclass of bent functions called hyper-bent. Then
Carlet and Gaborit described the result of Charpin and Gong from the view of Boolean functions [8].
We note that the form ([2)) coincides with a requirement in that description.

In this paper, we introduce a special family of functions

_ 2n a . *
7‘[— {Trl <m> . a,b€F22n}.

These functions in set A are trace rational. They are also Dillon-like if seen as ordinary trace
polynomials. Then by using such kind of functions as building blocks and generalizing the criteria in

on the binary case, we consider the bentness of functions with the form

h(z) = F(fi(x), fa(x),..., fr(x)) 1.3)

where F(X1, Xo,...,X;) is a reduced polynomial in Fy[X;, X5, ..., Xy]. It is interesting that, by
choosing suitable block functions f;, i = 1,2,3 and F(X1, X2, X3) = X1 X2+ X1 X3+ X2 X3, Carlet
had considered this method to generate k-resilient functions [7]. When letting f;(z) = Tr" (u;z), Tang
et al. used such functions i to modify certain functions to obtain new bent functions [29]]. Our main
contribution here are characterizations of three classes of such bent functions with F/(X7, Xo, ..., X}) €
{X1, X1 X9, X1 Xo+ X1 X35+ X2X3}. As far as we know, this is the first time bent functions connected
with this form of rational trace polynomials have been investigated. To determine the bentness of
hi(z) = F(f1) with F(X;) = Xy, ie., hy = Tr%"(xz%lurb) with a; € F5, and b € F3,,, the
key is computing exponential sums concerning some rational functions, of which the numerator
has degree one and the denominator has degree two. For the other two classes of functions with

F € {X1 X5, X1 X9+ X1 X3+ X2X3}, the technique is decomposing certain exponential sums into a



combination of the sums connected with ~;. We finally give some discussion on the EA equivalence,
and find that in our classes there are new bent functions which are not EA-equivalent to all known
classes of monomial bent functions.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Section [[Il gives some notations and preliminaries,
including the criterion on bentness of functions in ([.2) and some useful exponential sums. In Section
MI we describe our method of constructing bent functions and characterising three classes of bent

functions. Section [[V] discusses the EA equivalence, and Section [V] concludes the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Notations and background

An m-variable Boolean function f is a mapping from the vector space F3' to the binary field [Fs.
Since the vector space [F%" is usually identified with the finite field Fo», we also treat f as a mapping
from o to Fy. The set of all m-variable Boolean functions is denoted by B,,. The support of f is
the set supp(f) = {x € FJ"|f(x) = 1}. The cardinality of supp(f) is called the Hamming weight of
f, which is denoted by wt(f). There are two general ways to represent a Boolean function. The first

one is called the Algebraic Normal Form (ANF), i.e., we represent f as an m-variable polynomial

flz1, 20, . x) = @ GIH%‘,

Iep(M) i€l

where a; € Fy and P(M) denotes the power sets of M = {1,2,...,m}. Such representation belongs
to the quotient ring Fa[z1, w9, ..., ]/ (22 ® 21,23 D 29, ..., 22, © Typ) and is unique. A polynomial
F(X1,Xs,...,Xy) in Fo[ X1, Xy, ..., X{] is called reduced if it is the ANF of some Boolean function
f. The algebraic degree of f is defined as deg(f) = max{|I| : a;y # 0}. For two positive integers
m and n with n|m, we use Tr]"(-) to denote the trace function from Fam to Fon [17], i.e.,

T (2) = x4+ 22" + 2" -+ 227
Then each non-zero Boolean function f from Fow to Fo has a unique polynomial representation [22],
1.€.,
f(z) = Z Tr;(j)(ajxj) +e(1+2%"7Y), aj € Fyen,
JELm

where

- T',, denotes the set of integers by choosing exactly one element in each cyclotomic coset modulo

2™ — 1, including the trivial coset which only contains 0;
- 0(j) is the size of the cost containing j;
- e = wt(f) mod 2.



The Walsh transform of f at w € Fom is defined as
Wi(w) = Z (=1)f @+ (wz)
rEFm

The following is the definition of bent functions.
Definition 1. A Boolean function f € B, is called bent if Wf(w)2 = 2" for all w € Fam.

Bent functions exist only for even m. In the following, we always assume m = 2n with n being a
positive integer. A notable fact is that bent functions always occur in pairs. If a Boolean function f
is bent, another bent function fis defined by considering the sign of the values {Wy(«) : a € Fam },
ie., (—1)f(x) = 27"Wy(x). We call f the dual of f. In many cases, given a bent function f, the
computation of its dual is not an easy task. An important subset of Fy= is the unit circle. For each

element x in the finite field Fom, denote T = 22" The unit circle of Fon is defined as
U={neFo :n*" T =gp=1}. (IL1)

The so-called polar decomposition, i.e., each € [F5,, can be uniquely written as x = Ay with A € U
and y € F3,, is very useful. There is a correspondence between U and the subfield Fo», which can

be used to transform the exponential sum on U to Fon.

Lemma IL1. [26] Let m = 2n be a positive integer, A € Fam \ Fon be fixed and U be given in

Eq.(IL1). Then
u+ A
U\{1} = —:u € Fon p.
= L)

u

The next lemma deals with the number of solutions in U of a specific quadratic equation over a
finite field of even characteristic [, [13]], [28]].

Lemma IL.2. Let m = 2n be an even positive integer and a,b € I5,, satisfying Tr7" (a%) = 0. Then
the quadratic equation x* + ax + b = 0 has
(1) both solutions in the unit circle if and only if

b :
b=2 and Tr} (%) = Tr} (a_lé) =1;
(2) exactly one solution in the unit circle, if and only if

b# 2 and (1+ bb)(1+ aa + bb) + a?b + a*b = 0.

B. On Dillon-like functions of the form f = g(x*"~1)

One of the most important classes of bent functions is the Partial Spread Class(PS) [10], which
are defined relative to classic geometric objects called partial spreads.



Definition 2. Let m = 2n be an even integer. A partial spread of Fom is a set of pairwise supple-
mentary n-dimensional subspaces of Fom. A partial spread is a spread if the union of its elements

equals Fom.

Boolean functions f(x) = g(z?"~!) constitute a special subclass of the famous partial spread
functions, and the corresponding spread is the Desarguesian spread page 346]. A Boolean function
f over Fam is said to be in the class PS™, if f(0) = 0 and the support of f together with 0 is the
union of 2”1 elements of a partial spread of Fy~. Dillon has proved that deg(f) = o if f is in
PS~ [10]. In [30], Youssef and Gong studied the Boolean functions f on the field Fon, of which
the Hamming distance to all functions Tr*(ax?) + € (a € Fam, € € Fy and ged(i,2™ — 1)=1) equals
2m—1 4 9n=1 They called these functions hyper-bent and showed the existence of such functions in
terms of sequences. In [8]], Carlet and Gaborit translated the result into the terminology of Boolean

functions.

Proposition IL1. [8], Let n be a positive integer, ¢ = 2™ and w be a primitive element of F .
Let f be a Boolean function on Fp such that f(0) = 0 and f(wiz) = f(z) for every x € Fp.
Then f is hyper-bent if and only if the weight of the vector (f(1), f(w), f(w?),..., f(w?)) equals 2.

In Proposition [LT} the condition f(wi*'z) = f(z) for every x € F,2 actually implies that f has
the form ([2)).

Proposition IL2. Let n be a positive integer, ¢ = 2" and w be a primitive element of Fy. Let f be
a function on F e, then f(x) satisfies f(witlz) = f(z) for every x € Fye, if and only if there exists
a function g(x) on Fp2 such that f(z) = g(x971).

Proof. Every function f on [F;> can be written uniquely as a polynomial

¢°—1

f(z) = Z a;z’,
i=0
with a; € Fo. Since f(w?lz) = f(x) for every z € Fee, ie, 320" aiw@Vigi = 20 a0, by
the uniqueness of polynomial representation, we have
a; (w4 1) = 0.
Then a; = 0 for every i with (¢—1) 1 4. Since the sufficiency is obvious, this proves the proposition. [

An important property of Dillon-like functions, i.e., functions having form ([2), is that the Walsh

transform can be reduced to a special sum on the unit circle.



Proposition IL3. Let ¢ = 2" > 2 and g(x) be a function on Fp such that f(z) = g(x?71) is a

Boolean function. Then

Wi(a) = (=19 =35 (1) + (- 1)92( Vg, ifa#0,
! (=190 + (g = 1) - Lep (1), if o= 0.
Proof. The proof is direct. For any o € F}, from the definition of Walsh transform, we have
Wila) = Y (-1l H+mran)
z€F 2
_ ‘|‘ Z g(x?=1)+Tri" (ax)
xE]F*
= —|— Z Z Tr2"(a)\y)
AeU y€eF;
— (_1)g(0) + Z(_l)g(?) Z(_l)Tr{‘((a)\+EX)y)
\eU yeF:
— (_1)9(0) _ Z(_l)g(f) n Z(_l)g(X2) Z(_l)Tr;‘((aA+aX)y)
AU AU yer,
= (—1)9O Z(_l)g(xz) F(—1)9@) g
AeU

where the last equality is obtained because a\ + @\ = 0 means A~ = a!~%. Combining the facts

Wp0) = (1)@ 4 3" (—1)9e)
mGIF
(=1 + (g 1)+ Y (-1
AeU

and -

> (1) = 37 (1,

AeU AeU
we complete the proof. U

From Proposition [[[.3] we easily get the following proposition to determine the bentness of Dillon-
like functions, which is a slightly different generalisation of the criterion in [21]] on the binary case.

Proposition IL4. Let ¢ = 2" > 2 and g(x) be a function on Fp such that f(z) = g(z% ') is a
Boolean function. Then f is bent if and only if

> (=1 = (—1)/ O (11.2)



Proof. Note that f(0) = g(0). If Eq.(IL2) holds, it is obvious that Wy(a)? = ¢? and then f is bent.
On the other hand, assume that f is bent. From Wf(O) = +¢q, we can see that

(D)7 =3 (—1)sN = ¢ (jzl — Z(—l)g(”> . (IL.3)
AeU AeU

Denote 6 = 3", ;(—1)%M and I = ${A € U : g(\) = 0}. Then =1 — (q+1—1)=20—1—¢q

is odd. If f(0) = 0, then Eq.(IL3) becomes 1 — 6 = ¢(£1 —0). If 1 — 0 = g(—1 — 0), of course

0 # —1. Let —1 — 6 = 2k for some integer k£ # 0, we see that 1 — 6 = ¢(—1 — 0) = 2kq does not

hold for ¢ > 2, since —g < 1 —6 < ¢+ 2. We get that Eq.(IL3) holds only if W;(0) = ¢ and 6 = 1.
If £(0) =1, we have W;(0) = —¢ and = —1 in a similar way.

The proof is finished. O

As seen above, the condition that f(w?"'z) = f(z) holds for all = € F,. in Proposition is
equivalent to the existence of some function g satisfying f(x) = g(x91). If f£(0) = 0, then the weight
of the vector (f(1), f(w), f(w?),... f(w?)) equals ¢ is equivalent to

q q

1= Z(_l)f(wi) — Z(_l)g(w“q’”) — Z(_l)g(k) = (-1)/©.

i=0 i=0 AEU

Thus, the condition on the hyper-bentness in Proposition [L1] coincides with the characterization of
the bentness in Eq.(IL2). If f(0) = 1, a similar discussion can be applied to f + 1. This implies
that Boolean function f(x) = g(x9~!) is bent if and only if it is hyper-bent. Since the support of
f(z) = g(z771) is the union of some subspaces from the Desarguesian spread { uF, : u € U}, we see
that if f(x) is bent, then either f € PS™~ or f+1 € PS™. Proposition [[L3] explicitly gives the Walsh
transform of a Dillon-like function f, and its dual function (if it exists) is easily obtained. Precisely,
if Eq.(IL2) is satisfied, i.e., f(x) = g(z97!) is bent, then Wy (a) = q(—l)g(o‘quq) for any o € Fpe,
and then the dual is f(z) = g(z9 ~9).

C. Some Relative Exponential Sums
Proposition [L4] reduces the bentness of a function with form ([2) to the sum
Z (_ 1)9()\) )
AEU

which is not easy for general functions g. The strategies used in [21]], were dividing the exponential
sum into some partial sums and then investigating the relationships between these partial sums and
some other exponential sums.

The binary Kloosterman sum is defined as



for each a € F3,. Thanks to the results of Lachaud and Wolfmann in [20], we know that the set
{K,(a): a € Fau} are exactly all multiples of 4 in the range [—2>T1 + 1,22+ 4+ 1].
The following lemma gives a variant of the Kloosterman sums.

Lemma I1.3. Let n be a positive integer and q = 2". Then for any a € F, we have

D C DA —%ICn(a). (IL4)

yeF,, Try (£)=1
Proof. Note that
O D SHE C D DR
yERy, Try (£)=1 yEF,, Try (£)=1,Tr} (y)=0 yeF,, Try (£)=1,Tr} (y)=1

= 2" _92.4D,
where D = {y € F, : Tr?(%) =1, Tr(y) = 1}. It is clear that the cardinality §D satisfies

4D = Y (Cyn e
u1,u2€F2,y€lF,

= " Z(_l)Tr?(y) _ Z Tr1 2 4 Z 1) Ply+)

yel, yeIF yel,

= 2"+ Y (Tt

yelF,
_ 2n+§ : Tr1 ay—l—
yel,

= 2"+ Ky(a),

which gives Eq.(IL4).
The proof is finished. U

The following lemma is a crucial result related to the exponential sum of a rational trace function,
of which the numerator has degree one and the denominator has degree two. Interestingly, such a sum

is also closely related to the Kloosterman sums.

Lemma IL.4. Let n be a positive integer with ¢ = 2", and A, B, be elements in F, with A # 0 and
i—j + 8 + 6 # 0. Denote the exponential sum S = Zzqu(—l)Tr?(%) and C = (AB + A%)z,
we have:

(1) S = ()T 4 (1T EED — 0, (B + O) ()T i iy (9) = 1,

2) S = —(=1)TH ) — (—1)™ () 4 G, (B + C) (=) A 42 if Y (8) = 0.
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Proof. We assume that % is 0. Let x‘;‘i;’f 5 = b, which is equivalent to

ba? + (A+b)x+B+b5=0 (IL5)

if 22+ 2+ 6 # 0. If b = 0, then x’;‘i;rf(g = 0 is equivalent to Az + B=0or 2>+ 2+ = 0. If

b = A, then Eq.(IL3) has exactly one solution. For b # 0, A, we know that Eq.([L3)) has two solutions

if and only if Tr?(&b%lg;f) = 0, which reduces to

n(BA+b+A) + (A+b+ A)?%S
Trl( (A+ 0P )

.( B AB + A2%§
I <A+b+ (A+0)? +‘5>

= Trf <5—|— A—I—b>_0’

where C' = (AB + A2§)3. Observe that (B + ()2 = (ﬁ—z + % + 5) A2, then B + C # 0 due to the
assumption. We compute the sum S according to two cases:
(1) Tr?(8) = 1. Then 22 + 2 4+ § = 0 has no solutions in F,. Therefore,

S = 14+ (_1)Trl‘(A) ) Z (_1)Tr?(b)
beF, \{0,A}, Trp (£25)=1
= 14+ (_1)Tr1‘(A) 49 Z (_1)Tr]‘(b+A)

beF,\{0,A}, Try (B£<)=1
= 14 (—1)"W po(—1)TTA)
- o] — ()T (P
S (CyTO e ( )2

belF,, Trp (E19)=1

= 1+ (~)™W 4 ()T (K (B + 0) — (-1 ™D (1 - (- ™))

n(B+C

= (=)™ 4 ()T — KB+ C)(=1) T A,

where the second from the last equality is obtained from Lemma [L3]



11

(2) Tr}(6) = 0. In this case, there are three elements x such that Az+B 5 = 0. Thus,

24z
S = 3+ y (—1)™i (=55)
z€F,, Ax+B#0,224+2+6#0
= 34 ()T 42 Z (—1)Tri®)
beF,\{0,A}, Tr} (£25)=0
— 34+ (_1)Tr?(A) _9_ 2(_1)Tr?(A) _9 Z (_1)Tr?(b)
beF \{0, A} Try (515)=1
= 1— (-T2 Z (—=1)Tri ),
beF \{0,A}, Try (515 )=1

where the third equality holds due to the fact

Z (=)0 4 Z (—=1)Ti®)

beF,\{0,A}, Tr} (£55)=0 beF, \{0,A}, Trp (525)=1
_ Z (_1)Tr{‘(b) -1 (_1)Tr?(A)'
bel,\{0,4}

By the computations in case (1), it follows that
S = 1- (=)™ 4 K, (B+0)(-1)™W 41— (—1)TEED)
= (D)™ ()™ L (B + 0) (-1 42,
The proof is finished. O

For any a € Fa2» and b € [F5,,, we introduce two exponential sums on the unit circle U as

flab) = S (-G and M(a,b) = Y (-1, (IL6)

\eU AeU\{1}

Obviously £(0,b) = g + 1. From Proposition [L3] we know that £(a, b) is connected with the Walsh
transform of these functions in set H.
By noting that
£(a,b) = (=)™ ) 4 M(a,b)

and Lemma [[L4] we can establish a relation between &(a, b) and Kloosterman sum through M (a,b),
which is important for all characterizations in Section [
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Lemma ILS. Let ¢ = 2" and a,b € F ., we have

14 (—1)Tri(e@) g if b € U and Tr*"(ab) = 0,
€a,b)=4 L if b € U and Tr>"(ab) # 0, 11.7)
aa Trf" 131;3 : *
(- () 1), b i
Proof. Firstly we observe that, if a € F}, then Eq.(ILZ) becomes
L+ (~1)Ti(@g, ifb=1,
€ab)=4 L iftbe U\ {1}, (IL.8)

a Try al(bt? : *
(1—/cn (m»(—l) (557, itheFr\U.
If a ¢ F,, we have the following relation

fa) = Yo (-1

AeU

— Yy )
AeU

= Y ()
\eU

_ Z(_lTrf"(thiité)
AeU

- Z(—l)Tﬁn(Hailb?)
AeU

= ¢(a@,a? D).

If b € U, then a9~'b? = 1 is equivalent to Tr2"(ab) = 0. For every a € 7., we have that b € U
if and only if a?~'b?> € U. Then Eq.(IL7) follows from Eq.(IL8). Thus it suffices for us to prove
Eq.(ILY).

By the relation between &(a, b) and M (a,b), we proceed the proof by the computation of M (a,b),
according to the cases b € Fy and b ¢ F,.

Case b € ;. From A € U \ {1} and

A+ )
0 L (g e 7 I >:Tn< 5 _>7
E </\+b> B <A+b X+b T\ e N

it is easy to see that M(a,1) = (—1)™7(@g. Then, assume b # 1 and denote & = A + . From
Lemma [L2)(1), there are exactly two elements A € U \ {1} corresponding to one « if and only if




"(a~') =1, then

M(a,b)

2

2

2

—m(

Tr’f(

Z (_Dﬁ?(ﬁ) <1etting5 =
Try(a=t)=1
Z (_1)Tr71l(ﬁ)
W)=
Z (_1)Tr?(5)

Ty ( 57 ) =1

_ e
1+ b2

due to Lemma Then Eq.(IL8) holds.
Case b ¢ F,. The bijectivity between U \ {1} and F, in Lemma [L1] gives

which admits further computations of M (a,b) according to two subcases b € U or b ¢ U.

M (a,b)

T2n a
= Y (-1 B <%+>
z€F,
a(z+D) )

=y (_1)Tf?"<m

z€F,

2 1ibz+ffb
n

Trl +b(1+b)
==

z€F,

ac

14+ b2 + ba

)

13

(IL.9)
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(1) b € U. Note that b # 1 due to the assumption b ¢ F,. We directly have

) béU.

Note that

M(a,b)

b
46T 1%
z+1

Z(—DT@"(
z€F,

1+ Z(—l)mn<

5
46T 1%
z+1

oy 1)+ 45
z+1

1+ Z(—l)mn<

a(14b)

z#1

1+ (_1)“5"(ﬁ) Z(—l)Tr?n<(2+l)(1+b)>

z#1

— - ()™ GE)

In this case, Eq.(IL9) becomes

14 ()™ GE) 3 M)

%Jrab(przﬁ)
2n a 14b
T | ot z+b<1++5>
M(a,b) = Y (1) i
z€F,
ab L a ) _ab , ab(1+b)
e [ T ST
n( _a 1 b(1+Db) b(1+b)
— (_1)Trf (53) E (1) =+ =+
z€lF,
a(b+b) a(b+h)
n 1+b2 1+4+b
Tr2n a Trl z+l)(1—m+z+3(1—+_ly)
— (_1) 1 (m)E (_1) (=) % ]
z€F,

— 7 — 7)2
a(b+0) alb+h) (L_ L)a bt b)z 4+ D
1152 140 e + e ) alb+b)z + (14b)(1+b)

b(1+b) B(1+b) b(1+b) b(1+b)
T At g 2+ ) Bt T
A1z + By

Z2—|—142,Z—|-B27
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where

_ _ a(b+b)®
A = (1+62) (1457
_ a(b+b)?
B El+b))((1+@)’
— (b+B)(1+bb
A2 = (1+b) (1+5) ’
By = bb.
Since As # 0, we further obtain
Mab) = (-6 S (™ EER) (substituting 2 with Ay)
z€F,
= (- 1)Tr2"(lib)Z(_l)Tr?(ﬁitfax (11.10)
z€F,
where
A = A a(b+b)>
Az (140b)(1+b) (14+b)
B =B _ a(1+b)(1+b)
A3 (1+bb)?
5 —Bs_ bb(1+b%) (1457
A3 (b+b)?(14bb)? *

Observe that

+0b)? + (b +b)?)
+0)2(1 4 bb)?
b 1 1

= =+ .
(b+0)2  1+bb (1+bb)>

By the assumption b ¢ F,, and that b and b are two solutions of the quadratic equation 22 + (b +
b)z + bb = 0, we have Tr}(§) = Tr7 (
Eq.(ILI0) as

ByC

()G M(a,b) = ()T 4 ()RS — (B + 0)(-1) ™),

= 1. Then according to Lemma [L.4] we can rewrite

(b+5)” )

where C' = (AB + A2§)z. It is straightforward that

AB + A%
- a(b +b)? a(1+b)(1+1b) a?(b+ b)* bb(1 4 b)2(1 + b)?
T T +D) A1)’ U202 1D)2 (bt B2+ 0h)?

a’(b+1b)®  a?(b+b)%bb
(1+00)3  (1+0bb)
a®(b+b)? bb \  a’(b+b)?
( (14 )‘(

1+ bb)3 1+ bb +bb)4’
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which gives B
~a(b+0b)
(1 + bb)?
and then _ _ -
B4C— a(b+b)+a(1—tbb+b+b) __a
(14 bb)? 1+ bb

Another important fact is Tr} (B—jgc) =1, due to

B+C  a (1+bb)(1+0b)(1+0D)
A 1+ bb a(b+ b)?
(14 b)(1+b)
(b+0)2
bb 1

= + =+ —.
(b+0)2 b+b (b+0b)?
Together with

A& L@ _ _cz(b—|-5)2 . a(b+5)_
1+b 140 (I4+00)(1+b)(1+b) (1+b)(1+Db)
_ a(b+5)_ <b+5_ 1)
(1+b)(1+0b) \1+0bb
a(b +b)
T

we then easily obtain
d () (o) (e)
M(a,b) = (1-K ) ) (™) ),
@h = (1K (+5) ) v -1
Hence, the above discussion on M (a,b) gives £(a,b) in Eq.(LS).
The proof is finished. O

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, based on the family H = {Tr{" (ﬁ) ta,b € Fy.}, we consider the bentness
of functions h = F(f1, fa2,..., ft) in (L3) on Fgp with ¢ = 2" and f; € H.
Recall that A is also Dillon-like, then by Proposition [L.4] and letting

T = Z(_l)F(TrT(;:b),Tr{"(;fb),...,TrQ"(;fzb))’

AeU

we know that h is bent if and only if

T = (_1)F(Tr§n(aT1),Tr§”(aT2)’.“7Tr1n(%)).
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Denoting the Walsh transform of F(Xi, Xs,...,X;) by {Wgr(a) : a € Fi}. It follows from the
inverse Walsh transform of F' that

2t . (_1)F(X17X27...,Xp Z WF Z —1Si X
a€clFy
where « = (s1, S9, ..., s¢). By replacing the variable X; with Tr}" (Aﬁb) fori=1,2,...,t, we have

ot . (_1)F(Tr1 (A+b) T (A+b)’ "’Trln(xatb))

Z WF Yicy s (/\+b)

a€lfy

and then

Z ot . (_1)F(Tr1 ()Hrb) Tr;”(;rb), STy ()Hrb))

AU
= YY" We(a)(-)Zi ()
AeU acF}
= > Wr(a) Z(—l)TrT(&ﬁZi&i)
a€F} AU
t
= > W) (Z Siai,b> ;
acF} 1=1

where (-, b) is defined as in Eq.(IL6). Therefore, to characterize the bentness of h, it is equivalent

to find these parameters ai,as,...,a; and b such that
t
9t (—1)F (T (5) T ()7 () =Y Wr(a <Z siai,b> . (IIL.1)
a€lf} i=1

Let w be a primitive element of Fge, then a; = w'®Ya with some integer i and a € F;. By

substituting = with w’z, then filz) = Tr (xq 1 +b> becomes Tr%" (gg#) Therefore, up

(a—1)
to affine equivalence of functions, we can always assume a; € Fy in

By preceding Lemma we can now describe our three classes of Dillon-like bent functions h
in [L3) with F(X7, Xo,...,Xy) € {X1, X1 X2, X1 Xo + X1 X35 + X2 X3}. The first theorem is on the
case F1 = X;.

Theorem IIL1. Let n be a positive integer, ¢ = 2" and ay € Fg,b € Fy,. Then hi(x) = Fi(f1) =
Tr2" — +b) is bent if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(HbeU\{1}, Tr2"(“—1) =0;

* _ n al(b—l—l_)) _
@ bEFL\U, Ky (127) = 0 and T} (200 — 0.

1+bb
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Proof. By t = 1 in Eq.(IILT), we know that iy () is bent if and only if
€(ay,b) = (=)™ C), (I1.2)

due to W, (0) = 0 and W, (1) = 2. If b = 1, we know £(ap, 1) = 1+(—1)T1() ¢ from Eq.(IL8), then
hi(z) is not bent. If b € U \ {1}, then {(ay,b) = 1 and Eq.(IIL2) holds if and only if Tr{" (%) = 0.
When b ¢ U, we have £(a1,b) = (1 - Ky (&—f%)) (—1)Tr?n<1%:3> again by Lemma Then
Eq.([IL.2) becomes

LK, < ap _) _ (_1)Tr?(%?)+m"(%) _ (_1)Tr{‘<:11+(:;)?3>

1+ bb

By the fact that the value of Kloosterman sum is a multiple of 4, we get that Eq.(IL2) holds if and
only if K, ( “u) — 0 and TY" (“l(b“’) ) —0.

1+bb (1+-bb)bb
The proof is completed. O

Example 1. Let ¢ = 2% and w € Fp2 be a primitive element with minimal polynomial m(z) =
28+t 2% + 24+ 1 € Fofz]. Choose a1 = 1, by = w” and by = w, it can be verified that (ay,b;)

satisfies condition (1) and (a1,bs) satisfies (2), then both functions Tr?(ﬁluﬂ) and Tr(f(ﬁ) are
bent.

In what follows we characterize the bentness of h for Fy = X7 Xo.

Theorem IIL.2. Let ¢ = 2™ with positive integer n > 6, a; € IFZ, as,b € IFZ2 and a1 # as. Then
ho(x) = Fy(f1, fo) = fif2 is bent if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(D) b=1 Tr{(a1) =1 and az € Fj. \ Fy;

(2) b€ U\ {1}, then Tr>(ab) = 0, Tt} (agaz) = 1 and hy(0) = 0;

(3) b e U\ {1}, Tr2"((a + az)b) = 0, Tr}((a1 + a2)(a; +a@3)) = 0 and hy(0) = 0.

Proof. For a = (s1, s9) € F3, it is clear that W, (s1, s2) = 2(—1)%*2. Then Eq.(IILI) becomes
q+1+€(a1,b) +€(a2,b) — €(ar + az,b) = 2(=1)", (ITL.3)

where (-, b) is as defined in Eq.(IL6). For convenience, we denote the left-hand side of Eq.(IIL3) by
O. The proof is also proceeded according to values of b.
Case b = 1. By Eq.(IL7), we have

1+ (-1)B7@g, ifaeF,
5<a,1>={ =1) q

, (I11.4)
1, ifa ¢ IF,.

Note that a; € Fy, then ag € F, if and only if a1 +ag € . If ag ¢ Fy, then {(az,1) = &(ar1+ag,1) =
1 and then
O=q+1+1+(-1)P)g 11 -1 =24¢(1+ (—1)T7@)),
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Since ho(0) = Tr?"(a1)Tr"(as) = 0, we deduce that hy is bent, i.e., Eq.(IIL3) holds, if and only if
Tt} (ar) = 1. If ag € Fy, then &(ag, 1) = 1+ (1)1 @)g, &(ay + ag,1) = 1+ (—1)T(@+a2)g and

O = q+1+1+(—)TWg4 14 (—)THle)g -1 — (—1)Tiate),

- 24 q(l + (_1)Tr{‘(a1) + (_1)Tr{‘(a2) - (_1)Tr}‘(a1+a2))
— 24 Qq(_l)Tr?(al)Tr?(az).

Thus Eq.(IIL3) does not hold, which implies that s is not bent if as € F,. Then condition (1) follows.
Case b € U \ {1}. Since

14 (1)@ g if Tr27 (ab) = 0,
ﬂ&@-{ - (ab)

_ 1.5
1, if Tr2" (ab) # 0, (H->)

we firstly have &(ay,b) = 1 due to a; € F, and Tr2"(a;b) = a1(b+b) # 0. If Tr?"(agb) # 0 and
Tr2"((a; + as)b) # 0 hold at the same time, then © = ¢+ 14141 — 1 = ¢ + 2, which implies that
ha(x) is not bent. If Tr2"(agb) = 0 and Tr2"((a; + a2)b) = 0, then Tr2"(a;b) = a1 (b +b) = 0. This
contradicts to the assumption b € U \ {1}. Thus, if Tr2"(agb) = 0, then Tr>"((a; + as)b) # 0, and
then

O = q+1+141+(—1)0i@m,_1
= 2+ q(1+ (—1)Trilem)),

Therefore, Eq.(IL3) holds if and only if Tri(agaz) = 1 and h2(0) = 0. On the other hand, if
Tr2"((a; + az)b) = 0, then Tr2"(agb) = a1 (b + b) # 0. From

O=2+¢q(1- (_1)Tlf?((‘114“12)(‘114‘@)))7

we have that ho(z) is bent if and only if Tr?"((a; + a2)b) = 0, Tr} ((ay + a2)(a1 +@z)) = 0 and
h2(0) = 0. Thus we obtain conditions (2) and (3).
In the next, we prove that if b ¢ U, then hy is not bent. For all a € IFZZ, we have

flast) = (1- K (—25) ) (™ (),

14020
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and then

0 = q+1+<1—l€n< il >>(_1)Trf"<f$:b)

1+ bb

(o (2

(1 () o )

= g1 (—™ () () oy ()
o () () g, () g ()
L+ 0 T

+Kn, <(a1 +1ai)l(:2%2+ a2)> (_1)Tr?"<(aii?b>,

Combining the facts

ayb

1+ (_1)Trf"(1+bz) + (_1)Trf"(1?:3) _ (_1)Trf"(wﬁ7g)ﬂ?) — 2(_1)Tr§"(111:5)%?"(1?:5)

and |KC,,(a)| < 2211 + 1, we have

e > q— 92— lCn ( a1 > (_1)Tr?n<1a+1;3> — ]Cn <a27a_2> (_1)Tr?n<1a?:5>

1+ bb 1+ b2
a1 +ag)(ar + as Ty2n ({ato2)b
i, (oo ) o (42

>q—2-32:T141)=22(22 —6) —5 > 2

if n > 6. Thus, © = £2 can not hold and then hy(x) is not bent if n > 6 for b € Fp= \ U.
This finishes the proof. O

Example 2. Let ¢ = 2° and w € Fp2 be a primitive element with minimal polynomial m(x) =
22 42" 428 25 4 23 F o+ 1 € Fofz]. Letting A= {(w'®,w,1), (1, w8, w%), (1,w, w%)},
we have that the three triples (a1, az2,b) in A satisfy conditions (1), (2) and (3), respectively, then

Tr%Q(mGZ%)Tr%z(m%ﬂrb) is bent for each triple (ay,az2,b) € A.

The bentness of the multiplication in Theorem [IL2] has a high interest as far as we know; it is not
trivial to derive bent functions by directly multiplying two Boolean functions with the same forms.
The above theorem presents such a construction.

Now we describe the third class of bent functions with F3 = X7 Xo + X7 X3 + X9 X3.

Theorem IIL.3. Let g = 2" withn > 2, a1 € IFZ, ao,as € IFZZ be pairwise different and a1 +as+ag #
0, and F35 = X1 Xo + X1 X3 + XoX3. Then hs(x) = F5(f1, f2, f3) is bent if one of the following
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conditions is satisfied:

-b=1,
(1) ag € Fy, a3 ¢ F,, Tri(ar +a2) =1,
(2) az ¢ Fy, a3 ¢ Fy, ag +az € Fy, TrP(az + az) = 0 and Tr3"(ag) = 0;

-beU\{1},
(3) Tr2"(agb) = Tr2"(asd) = 0, Tr}(aq@z + azaz) = 1 and h3(0) = 0;
(4) Tr?"(azb) = 0 and Tr2"(agb) # 0, Tr2"((ay + az + az)b) = 0, Tr}(axaz) = TrH((ay + as +
az)(a1 + @z + a3)) and h3(0) = 0;
(5) Tr2"(asgb) # 0, Tr?"(azb) # 0, Tr2"((a1 + ag + a3)b) # 0 and h3(0) = 0;

-b¢U,
(6) 2(—1)hs(0) = 2(_1)u(a1)u(ag)+u(a1)u(a3)+u(a2)u(a3)_|_(_1)u(a1+a2+a3)]€(a1+a2+a3)_2?21(_1)u(ai)k(ai)’

where k(z) = ICy, (%) and u(x) = Tri" (1?;5).

Proof. The proof is similar to Theorem while it is a bit more complicated because there are

more choices for parameters a1, as and ag. For a = (s1, 52, s3) € IE‘%, we easily have

0, if s + 89 + 53 =0,

Wg,(s1,82,83) =
Fs(l 2 3) {4(_1)8283’ if81+82+83:1,

which reduces Eq.(IIL) to
E(a1,b) + E(az, b) + &(as, b) — (a1 +az + as, b) = 2(=1)"O. (IIL6)

We also denote the left-hand side of Eq.(IIL6) by © and proceed with the proof according to values
of b.

Case b = 1. If both ay and a3 belong to I}, then Eq.([IL6) and Lemma give
0 = 24 (_1)Tr{b(a1)q + (_1)Tr{b(a2)q + (_1)Tr{b(a3)q o (_1)Tr{b(a1+ag+a3)q

= 24 2(_1)Tf?(“1)Tr?(az)+Tf? (a1)Tr} (a3)+Try (az2) Try (as)

q.

Hence, Eq.(L6) does not hold and h3(x) is not bent. We assume that az € Iy and a3 ¢ ;. Recalling
that a; € F,, we have a; + az + a3z ¢ F, and then

O = 1+ (-1)P@)g 41 4 (—1)tie)g 41 -1
= 2 (T ¢ ().

Note that h3(0) = 0. Therefore, hs(x) is bent if and only if Tr (a3 + a2) = 1. This implies condition
(1). Next, we assume that neither as nor az belongs to FF,. From

6 = 1+(_1)Tr?(a1)q+2_£(a1+a2+a3’1)’
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if hs(x) is bent, we necessarily have a; + as + ag € [y, and then ag + az € Fy. It follows that
O =2+ g(—1)T (@) (1 — (=1)Tri(e2433)) Thus, we need Tt} (ag 4 a3) = 0, to assure the bentness
of hs(x). Note that

h3(0) = Tri"(a1)Tri" (a2 + as) + Tri"(az) Tri" (as)
= Tr%"(ag)Tr%"(ag) = Tr%"(ag)Tr%"(ag + ag + as)
= Tr%n((w)v

due to Tr%"(ag +a3) = 0. Then we obtain condition (2), i.e., h3(x) is bent if and only if as +a3 € I,
Tr?(az + az) = 0 and Tr#"(ay) = 0.
Case b € U \ {1}. From Eq.(IL8), we know &(ay,b) = 1. Concerning to &(ag,b) and &(as,b), by
Eq.([L7), we have the following subcases.
o Subcase a: Tr2"(agb) = Tr?"(azb) = 0. Obviously az ¢ F,, a3 ¢ F,. Then Tr?"((a; + as +
az)b) = ai(b+b) # 0 and

O = 141+ (—1)0ilemy g4 (—1)Tile®), g
= 24 q <(_1)Tr{b(a2@) 4 (_1)Tr?(a3ﬁ)> )

It is clear that hz(x) is bent if and only if Tr}(asaz + asaz) = 1 and h3(0) = 0, which is
corresponding to condition (3).

o Subcase b: There is exactly one nonzero element in {Tr>"(agb), Tr2"(a3b)}. Without of loss of
generality, we assume that Tr2"(ab) = 0 and Tr2"(azb) # 0. If Tr2"((a; + az +a3)b) # 0, then
O =2+ (—1)"1(@®) g and then hs(z) is not bent. If Tr2"((a; + ag + a3)b) = 0, from

O=2+¢g <(_1)Tr?(a272) _ (_1)Tr’f((a1+az+a3)(a1+fz+ﬁ)))

)

we deduce that hg(z) is bent if and only if Tr} (asaz) = Tr((a1 + a2 + asz)(a1 +az +a3)) and
h3(0) = 0. This gives condition (4).
o Subcase c: Tr2"(asb) # 0, Tr2"(azb) # 0. Then we get condition (5), i.e., h3(x) is bent if and
only if Tr2"((a; + ag + a3)b) # 0 and h3(0) = 0.
Case b ¢ U. By Eq.(IL7D),

a%wz@—m« Mﬁ))pﬁ“%ﬂ)

1+ 620°
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for i = 1,2,3, then hg(z) is bent if and only if

3

2(_1)h3(0) _ Z(_l)u(ai)(l _ k‘(al)) _ (_1)u(a1+a2+a3)(1 _ k(al +as+ (13))
=1
3
= Z(_l)u(ai) _ (_1)u(a1)+u(az)+u(a3)
=1

(=1 tule)tuas) k) 4 gy 4+ ag) — S (—1)@) k(ay)

NE

1

-
Il

= 2(_1)“(01)u(az)+u(al)u(a3)+u(‘12)u(a3)

(—1yHatue) el g gy +ag) — > (—1)40) f(ay).

-

@
Il
—_

The proof is therefore completed. O

Example 3. Let ¢ = 2% and w € F 2 be the same as in Example 1. Choose A = {(w*",w" w, 1),
(w277 w, w57 1)7 (1027, w167 w347 w7)7 (w277 w167 w117 w7)7 (w277 w, wgv ’lU7), (w277 w37 w97 ?,U)}, then the
quadruples (ay, a2, as,b) in A satisfy the conditions (1)-(6), respectively. It can be verified that hs is

bent for each quadruple in A.

Remark 1. We divided the conditions into three cases in Theorem The characterizations on
a1, az,a3 and b such that hs(x) is bent in cases b=1and b € U \ {1} are clear. In the case b ¢ U,
we give a relation on these four Kloosterman sums, which is far from clear and not satisfying. If we
know more about these four sums, we might give a more clear characterization of the coefficients
a1, a9, a3 and b. We omit the description of conditions which can be easily obtained by the symmetry
of as and as, so all the possibilities of these parameters have been considered. In this sense, the

conditions in Theorem are sufficient and necessary.

Remark 2. Based on the functions in set ‘H, it is possible to choose F' with more variables or higher
algebraic degrees, and we can follow the same ideas to obtain characterizations on other classes of
bent functions. For example, if let F = X1 X2 X3 and h = f1 fafs, then

W(000) = 6,

W (100) = Wg(010) = Wg(001) = Wg(111) = 2,
Wr(110) = Wg(101) = Wp(011) = —2.



24

By Eq.(IL1), we obtain that h is bent if and only if
A(—1) T ()T ()T ()
= 3(¢+1)+&(a1,b) +&(az,b) +&(as, b) + &(a1 + a2 + as, b)
—&(a1 + az,b) — &(a1 + az,b) — &(az + as,b).

Hence, more thorough investigations are needed to determine the parameters’ characterisation.

IV. ON EA EQUIVALENCE

Two Boolean functions p(z) and v(x) on Fam are called Extended-Affine equivalent (in brief,
EA-equivalent), if there exists an affine permutation .4 and an affine Boolean function £, such that
uw=voA+ L. If a class of bent functions is proposed, we want to know whether it is inequivalent
with existing classes of functions. However, there is in general, no effective ways to decide whether
two bent functions are EA-equivalent. The EA equivalences between many known classes of concrete

constructions of bent functions are unclear.

m
2 ’
equivalent to these Gold, Leander, Canteaut-Charpin-Kyureghyan monomial bent functions. The func-

Since the algebraic degrees of all Dillon-like bent functions are we know they are not EA-
tion set H constitute the basis of bent functions in our constructions, the class of h; comes directly
from 7, while the classes of ho and hs are obtained from 7 in nonlinear ways. By the fact that
Kasami bent functions on Fo2» with algebraic degrees n exist only for even n, we know that the class
of hp is not EA-equivalent with the class of Kasami functions. The experiments on Fas shows that the
class of h; is not EA-equivalent to Dillon-like monomial functions. Therefore, the class of functions
h1 are not EA-equivalent to all these known monomial bent functions. For the two types of Boolean

bent functions
2

Z TP (az T+ a= ) 4 Tr(f(d) (equ?l)
€D

and

U
Ju
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Trgn(ail'(l"_i%l)(q—l)) + Tr‘f(d) (EZE‘IT* )

~
Il
o

in [21]], [32], the class of functions hy is not EA-equivalent with them by experiments on Fas. In
Theorem 2], the authors discuss the bentness of a general trace quadrinomials as the following

T (az! 1) + S cx(%ﬂ)(q_l)) + Trﬁ(ew%). (IV.1)

We note that all the Dillon exponents are divided in to two, two and four cyclotomic cosets on Fas,
Fos and a0, respectively, then all Dillon-like bent functions are covered by Eq.(IV.I) on these fields.
For larger field Fom with m > 12, checking the EA inequivalence becomes infeasible on personal

computer. Therefore, the equivalence between the class of functions hy and functions in Eq.(IV.I)
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remains unclear. However, if h; is bent, its ordinary polynomial form can be written explicitly (see
details in Appendix Al) as
Tri (ab™' 220_1 S oaa b_jiﬂj(q_l)) +Tr*(ab?" %), ifbeU,

SV o S b—jﬂ(q—l)) + T (ab?2), ifb ¢ U.

IV.2)

We see that the ordinary polynomial form of h; is full with all Dillon exponents and is different with

these known Dillon-like bent functions having fixed number of trace terms.

V. CONCLUSION

It is an important direction that new functions can be obtained in a cryptographic sense based on
suitable families of block functions. This paper introduces a special family of Dillon-like Boolean
functions H. These functions are trace rational and the Walsh transform can be determined. By
using functions in A as building blocks, we obtain three classes of bent functions, of which the
characterizations also are connected with the well-known Kloosterman sum. We deduce that bent
functions not EA-equivalent to all known classes of monomial bent functions are included in our
function classes. The explicit ordinary polynomial form in Eq.(IV.2) shows that the class of hq is
different with these classes of Dillon-like bent functions with fixed number of trace terms. Following
the ideas in this paper, new families of block functions are worth considering, and new bent functions
may be generated.
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APPENDIX Al: THE EXPLICIT ORDINARY POLYNOMIAL FORM OF h,

To deduce the explicit polynomial form of hj, a basic fact is that for integers ¢ and d with ¢ > 0
and d > 0, if i = ed + r, then

' = 27" mod (24 — z).
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Write every integer 0 < i < ¢?> —2asi=k(qg+1)+j, with j <gand 0 < k < q—2.If j = 0, then
i) = ghlarng-1) — ) tmod (z® — 325’)7 ifk =0,
27 tmod (27 —x), ifk > 1.
If j # 0, then

2107 = gh@=D+ila=1) = pha*+ila=1)=k = 1i(a=1) g (27 — ).

Since (q:._z) = 1mod?2 if and only if ¢ is even, we get

_ q>—2

1 _ 9" =2\ p22i i(g-1) _ 22— _i(q—1)
m _ Z( )bq aci _ Z bd s

i=0 1=0,7 even

— Z Z p?* —2=k(a+1)—j pk(a*—1)+j(a—1)

7=0 k= 0k(q+1 +j even

2 2_9_ 2_
= p2 4 E ' pa°—2—k(g+1) a°—1
k=1,k even

q—2

q
Z Z pa’—2=k(g+1) =7 | 2i(a=1) 04 ($q2 — ).

Jj=1 \k=0,k(q+1)+j even

+

Note that 3972 b=*a+1) = ( for any b ¢ U, then
-2
Z p—kla+l)  — 1 4 p=2atl) 4 op=det) 4 4 p—(@=2)(g+D)
k=0,k even
1+ p—a(a+1)
1+ b-2¢+D)
1+ p—(¢+D)
1+ b-2a+D)
bb
14 bb

and
q—2

3 e o L
1+ bb

k=1,k even

Hence, the coefficient of term 291 equals

q—2 1 .
bq2_2_k(q+1) X ifb e U,
> L
k=1,k even ’
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When h; is bent, since the algebraic degree of a bent function is at most %, then Try"($) = 0 if

m(_a _\ _ mqmn (_ab+b)
beU and Trj (b(1+bl_7)> = Try <b5(1+bl_7)
in Theorem [[IL1l Further, since

) = 0 if b ¢ U, which coincide with partial requirements

q_2 — ‘— . .
D D { b7t it jodd,
k=0,k(q+1)+j even 07 lfj even
for b € U, and
S W
p—1-J b—k((1+1) i1
Z 1+ bb

k=0,k(q+1)+j even

for b ¢ U, then Eq.(IV.2) follows.



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Notations and background
	On Dillon-like functions of the form f=g(x2n-1)
	Some Relative Exponential Sums

	Main Results
	On EA Equivalence
	Conclusion
	References

