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COUNTING FROBENIUS PSEUDOPRIMES

ANDREW FIORI AND HIVA GHEISARI

Abstract. We generalize the work of Erdos-Pomerance and Fiori-Shallue on
counting Frobenius pseudoprimes from the cases of degree one and two respec-
tively to arbitrary degree. More specifically we provide formulas for counting
the number of false witnesses for a number n with respect to Grantham’s Frobe-
nius primality test. We also provide conditional assymptotic lower bounds on
the average number of Frobenius pseudoprimes and assymptotic upper bounds
on the same.

1. Introduction

Primality tests are an important tool in many computational problems. The
fastest tests are non-deterministic and risk false positives. In order to understand
the time and accuracy trade-offs of these primality tests, one must assess the risk
of false positives

The terminology one often uses for false positives in this context is pseudoprimes.
If we ensure that a number is composite and satisfies specific properties of prime
numbers, we call it a pseudoprime number.

In [Gra01] a common refinement of many of the primality tests. One of the tests
that Grantham generalized is the Fermat test, which tries to identify if a number
n is prime by checking if an ≡ 1 (mod n) for some pre-chosen a. In [EP86] there
is a study of the number of Fermat pseudoprimes and provided upper and lower
bounds for the number of Fermat pseudoprimes which are less than x by

x15/23 ≤
1

x

∑

n≤x

∣∣∣
{
a ∈

(
Z

nZ

)×
: an−1 ≡ 1 (mod n)

}∣∣∣ ≤ xL−1+o(1)(x),

where L(x) = exp
(

log x log log log x
log log x

)
, and the sum is only over composite numbers

n. Roughly speaking, for a chosen at random the probability that a composite n is
misidentified by the base a test is between x−8/23 and L(x)−1.

Rather than a base a Grantham’s test uses an auxilliary parameter of a degree d
polynomial. In the Fermat case the base a becomes the polynomial x − a. The
work in [FS20] generalizes Erdős and Pomerance’s work to the case of degree
two Frobenius pseudoprimes (or equivalently Lucas pseudoprimes), in which they
counted the pairs (P (x), n), where P (x) is a quadratic polynomial with integer
coefficients and n is Frobenius pseudoprime with respect to P (x). We can call P (x)
a liar to integer n. They denoted the number of quadratic liars respect with n by
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2 A. FIORI AND H. GHEISARI.

L2(n), and found the following upper and lower bounds for the number of quadratic
liars which is analogous to Erdős and Pomerance in the previous sentences.

x1−α−1−o(1) ≤
1

x2

∑

n≤x

L2(n) ≤ xL−1+o(1)(x).

This work aims to generalize the above to arbitrary degree Frobenius pseudo-
primes that is, where the polynomial P (x) is of higher degree. So if we denote
the number of degree d polynomials which are liars to n by Ld(n) then we aim to
establish bounds of the shape

x1−α−1−o(1) ≤
1

xd

∑

n≤x

Ld(n) ≤ xL−1+o(1)(x).

This work is based on, but in fact generalizes, the M.Sc. Thesis, [Ghe24] of the
second author, which focused on the case of d = 3.

This work fits into what is a growing area of work attempting to count or
tabulate different types of pseudoprimes or otherwise understand the efficacy of
the associated test. We point to some pertinent examples here: [Gra10], [SW19],
[Gra20], [Ste20], [BFWJ21], [PJ21], [LEL23], and [HW23].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we introduce Grantham’s notion
of Frobenius pseudoprimes. At the same time we provide a useful reinterpretation
(see Theorem 2.13) which is more amenable to counting. In Section 3 we provide
all the tools necessary to compute

Ld(n)

for an arbitrary pair d and n. Indeed, we provide the tools to compute more refined
counts based on a refined classification of Frobenius pseudoprimes. In Section 4 we
establish conditional lower bounds on

∑

n<x

Ld(n).

Finally, in Section 5 we will establish upper bounds on
∑

n<x

Ld(n).

2. Grantham’s Definition and Reinterpretations

We begin by recalling some key definitions which we need to give Granthams def-
inition of Frobenius pseudoprimes, see [Gra01]. We will then proceed to overview
both Grantham’s definition of Frobenius pseudoprimes at the same time as provid-
ing some alternative formulations which are amenable to counting. The alternative
formulations generalize what was done in [FS20].

Definition 1. Let f(x), g1(x), g2(x) be monic polynomials over a commutative ring
(with identity). We say that f(x) is the greatest common monic divisor (gcmd) of
g1(x) and g2(x) if f(x) is monic and the ideal generated by g1(x) and g2(x) is equal
to the ideal generated by f(x).

We will write gcmdn(g1(x), g2(x)) to denote that the gcmd is being computed in
Z/nZ[x].

Note that gcmdn(g1(x), g2(x)) does not necessarily exist when n is composite
but does exist when n is prime.
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Proposition 2.1. Let g1(x), g2(x) be monic polynomials in Z[x]. Then

f(x) = gcmdn (g1(x), g2(x)) (mod n),

if and only if for all pr||n

f(x) = gcmdpr (g1(x), g2(x)) (mod pr),

and the f(x) (mod pr) are all monic and have the same degree.

Definition 2. Let f(x) be a polynomial in Z[x]. We shall denote by ∆f the
polynomial discriminant of f(x).

Recall that p ∤ ∆f if and only if f(x) (mod p) has no repeat roots in Fp.

Definition 3. Let f(x) be a monic polynomial in Z[x]. By a root of f(x) modulo

pr we shall mean an element of α ∈ Zp
ur
/prZp

ur
, where Zp

ur
denotes the ring of

integers in the maximal unramified extension of Qp, such that f(α) = 0 (mod pr).
Recall that for a polynomial f of degree d that if p ∤ ∆f then there are d distinct

roots modulo pr.

Proposition 2.2. Let g1(x), g2(x) be monic polynomials in Z[x]. Suppose that
p ∤ ∆g1∆g2 . Write fp(x) = gcmdp(g1(x), g2(x)). Then gcmdpr(g1(x), g2(x)) exists

if and only if for each root α ∈ Fp of fp(x) the unique Hensel lifts α̃ of α as a root
of g1(x) and g2(x) are equal modulo pr.

Moreover, the extended Euclidean algorithm performed modulo pr will compute
it when it exists.

Proof. The forward direction is obvious.
For the reverse direction it is clear that fpr (x) =

∏
α(x − α̃) ∈ Z/prZ[x] will

divide both g1(x) and g2(x) modulo pr as the α̃ are roots of both. We construct
g̃1(x) and g̃2(x) where gi(x) = g̃i(x) (mod pr) and the Hensel lifts of all roots α
agree all the way to Zp.

Now we may use the extended Euclidean algorithm to find f(x) = gcd(g̃1(x), g̃2(x))
over Zp. It follows that the extended Euclidean algorithm will find

fpr(x) = gcmdpr (g̃1(x), g̃2(x)) = gcmdpr (g1(x), g2(x)). �

In order to help us study Grantham’s definition we will define two different
versions of several steps. We begin with his Factorization step.

Definition 4 (Factorization′ step). Let f(x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic polynomial of
degree d with discriminant ∆ and consider the odd integer n > 1. Assume that
(n, f(0)∆) = 1

We recursively define:

• Let f0(x) = f(x).

• For 1 ≤ i, let Fi(x) = gcmdn(x
ni

−x, fi−1(x)) and fi(x) =
fi−1(x)
Fi(x)

provided

the gcmd can be computed with the Euclidean algorithm.
• If at the jth step the gcmd cannot be computed using the Euclidean

algorithm then Fi(x) are undefined for i ≥ j.

We say a number n passes the factorization′ step if Fi(x) are defined for i > 0
and fd(x) = 1.

In this case fj(x) = 1 for j ≥ d and we will have

f(x) = F1(x)F2(x) · · ·Fd(x) (mod n).
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Remark 2.3. If n fails the factorization step then n is composite..

Definition 5 (Factorization Step). Let f(x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic polynomial of
degree d with discriminant ∆ and consider the odd integer n > 1. Assume that
(n, f(0)∆) = 1

We recursively define:

• Let f0(x) = f(x).

• For 1 ≤ i, let Fi(x) = gcmdn(x
ni

−x, fi−1(x)) and fi(x) =
fi−1(x)
Fi(x)

provided

the gcmd exists.
• If at the jth step the gcmd does not exist then Fi(x) are undefined for
i ≥ j.

We say a number n passes the factorization step if Fi(x) are defined for i > 0
and fd(x) = 1. As before, in this case fj(x) = 1 for j ≥ d and we will have

f(x) = F1(x)F2(x) · · ·Fd(x) (mod n).

Remark 2.4. The difference between the above two definitions is that in the second
we do not insist on using the Euclidean algorithm to find the gcmd.

This leads to a strictly weaker primality test, however, results in a definition
which is more amenable to counting.

Definition 6. Suppose f(x) ∈ Z[x] is degree d. If (f, n) passes Factorization step
we shall refer to the sequence of numbers

[σ] =

(
degF1(x)

1
,
degF2(x)

2
, . . . ,

degFd(x)

d

)
,

as the cycle structure of the pair (f, n). The sequence of numbers do determine a
conjugacy class in Sd, this terminology will be further justified by Theorem 2.13.

Definition 7 (Factorization Step Modulo pr). Let f(x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic polyno-
mial of degree d with discriminant ∆ and consider the odd integer n > 1. Assume
that (n, f(0)∆) = 1. Let pr|n.

We recursively define:

• Let f0(x) = f(x).

• For 1 ≤ i, let Fi(x) = gcmdpr(xni

−x, fi−1(x)) and fi(x) =
fi−1(x)
Fi(x)

provided

the gcmd exists.
• If at the jth step the gcmd does not exist then Fi(x) are undefined for
i ≥ j.

We say a number n passes the factorization step modulo pr if Fi(x) are defined for
i > 0 and fd(x) = 1. As before if fj(x) = 1 for j ≥ d and we will have

f(x) = F1(x)F2(x) · · ·Fd(x) (mod pr)

and we shall refer to the sequence of numbers degFi(x)
i as the cycle structure of the

pair (f, n) modulo pr.

Proposition 2.5. A pair (f, n) passes the factorization step if and only if for all
pr||n the pair (f, n) passes the factorization step modulo pr and for each pr the
cycle structures of (f, n) modulo pr are the same.

In this case the cycle structures modulo pr will be the same as the cycle structure
modulo n.
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Proof. This is essentially immediate using the Chinese remainder theorem, see also
[Ghe24, Lemma 3.25, Proposition 3.26, Theorem 3.28] for a detailed argument. �

Definition 8 (Frobenius Step). Suppose (f, n) passes the factorization step.
We say that (f, n) passes the Frobenius Step if for 2 ≤ i ≤ d, we have

Fi (x
n) = 0 (mod n, Fi(x)).

If (f, n) fails the Frobenius step then n is composite.

Definition 9 (Frobenius Step modulo pr). Suppose (f, n) passes the factorization
step modulo pr.

We say that (f, n) passes the Frobenius Step if for 2 ≤ i ≤ d, we have

Fi (x
n) = 0 (mod pr, Fi(x)).

Proposition 2.6. Suppose (f, n) passes the factorization step.
The pair (f, n) passes the Frobenius step if and only if for each pr||n we have

that (f, n) passes the Frobenius step modulo pr.

Proof. As with Proposition 2.5 this is essentially immediate using the Chinese
remainder theorem, see also [Ghe24, Lemma 3.25, Proposition 3.26, Theorem 3.28]
for a detailed argument. �

Definition 10. Let f(x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic polynomial. We say that n is a Frobe-
nius pseudoprime modulo pr with respect to f(x) if it passes both the factorization
step modulo pr and the Frobenius step modulo pr.

Definition 11 (Jacobi Step). Suppose (f, n) passes Factorization step. Let

S =
∑

2|i

deg (Fi(x))

i
.

We say that (f, n) passes the Jacobi step if

(−1)S =

(
∆f

n

)
.

If (f, n) fails the Jacobi step the n is composite.
Notice that (−1)S = sgn(σ) where σ is the cycle structure of (f, n).

A slightly improved version of the Jacobi step is the following

Definition 12 (Jacobi′ Step). Suppose (f, n) passes Factorization step. Denote
by ∆Fi the discriminant of Fi.

We say that (f, n) passes the Jacobi′ step if

(−1)(i−1)
deg(Fi(x))

i =

(
∆Fi

n

)
.

If (f, n) fails the Jacobi′ step the n is composite.

Notice that (−1)(i−1)
deg(Fi(x))

i = sgn(σ) where [σ] is the cycle structure of (Fi, n).

Remark 2.7. Passing the Jacobi′ step implies passing the Jacobi step.
Passing the Jacobi step implies passing the Jacobi′ step for degree 1, 2, and 3,

and in degree 4 unless the cycle structure is (2, 1, 0, 0), ie F1 and F2 are degree 2.
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Definition 13. Let f(x) ∈ Z[x]. We say that n is a Frobenius pseudoprime with
respect to a monic polynomial f(x) if it passes the Factorization′ step, the Frobenius
step, and the Jacobi step.

If we wish to substitute the Jacobi′ step for the Jacobi step we will say it is a
Frobenius pseudoprime using the Jacobi′ step.

Many different terminologies exist, one may for example call f a liar for n or a
false witness.

Proposition 2.8. The pair (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime pair if and only if
for all pr||n we have that (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr, all of the
cycle structures modulo pr are the same, and (f, n) passes the Jacobi step.

Proof. This follows immediately from Propositions 2.5 and 2.6 but see also [Ghe24,
Lemma 3.25, Proposition 3.26, Theorem 3.28] for a detailed argument. �

Remark 2.9. Note that in Granthams definition he used the factorization step,
Frobenius Step and Jacobi step whereas we are using the factorization′ step, Frobe-
nius Step and either the Jacobi or Jacobi′ step.

Definition 14. Fix n and pr|n, we define φn to be the map

φn :
(
Zp

ur
/(pr)

)×

→
(
Zp

ur
/prZp

)×

given by x 7→ xn.
Recalling the identification Gal(Qp

ur
/Qp) ∼ Gal(Fp/Fp) we shall denote by

Frp :
(
Zp

ur
/prZp

ur
)×

→
(
Zp

ur
/(pr)

)×

the Frobenius map.
We recall that a polynomial f(x) ∈ Zp/(p

r)[x] with p ∤ ∆f is in Z/(pr)[x] if and
only if Frp permutes the roots of f modulo pr. When f(x) ∈ Z/(pr)[x] we shall
refer to the cycle type of Frp as the factorization type of f(x).

Finally, we note that φn and Frp commute, that is φn ◦ Frp = Frp ◦ φn.

Remark 2.10. We recall that conjugacy classes in Sd classify elements in Sd up
to relabeling of elements in the set {1, . . . , d} on which they are acting. We recall
that conjugacy classes of elements in Sd are classified by cycle types.

We shall eventually be considering simultaneous conjugacy classes of a pair of
commuting elements σ, τ ∈ Sd. The classification of such pairs is a combinatorial
exercise, but, is more involved than simply considering two cycle types.

Proposition 2.11. Fix n and pr|n Suppose f ∈ Z/prZ[x] with p ∤ ∆ff(0) then the
map φn : x 7→ xn induces a permutation of the roots of f modulo pr if and only if

(1) f(xn) = 0 (mod f(x), pr)

(2) there exists i ∈ N+ with xni

− x = 0 (mod f(x), pr).

Proof. Let M = {α ∈ Zp
ur
/prZp

ur
| f(α) = 0}, that is the roots of f modulo pr.

Condition (1) is that f(x)|f(xn) modulo pr. Since p ∤ ∆f we know that f has
no repeat roots and hence the divisibility condition is equivalent to the condition
that root of f modulo pr is a root of f(xn), that is ∀α ∈ M, f(φn(α)) = 0. Or
equivalently, φn|M : M → M .

Thus φn inducing a permutation of M certainly implies (1) and conversely
condition (1) implies at least that φn incudes a map on M , but not necessarily
bijective.
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Now, since M is finite, φn : M → M is bijective if and only if there exists i ∈ N+

with φi
n|M = IdM . Condition (2) is easily seen to be equivalent to this. �

Proposition 2.12. Fix n and pr|n. Suppose f ∈ Z/prZ[x] with p ∤ ∆ff(0) then
(f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr if and only if φn : x 7→ xn induces a
permutation of the roots of f modulo pr

Proof. If (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr then we may write

f(x) = F1(x) · · ·Fd(x)

where each of Fi satisfy Fi(x)|Fi(x
n) and Fi(x)|x

ni

−x. It follows from Proposition
2.11 that φn permutes the roots of each Fi modulo pr and hence of f modulo pr.

Conversely, suppose φn permutes the roots of f modulo pr. As above let M
denote the roots of f modulo pr. Now define

Mi = {α ∈ M |φi
n(α) = α, ∀0 < j < i, φj

n(α) 6= α}

and then

Gi(x) =
∏

α∈Mi

x− α.

Because Frp and φn commute we have that Frp will act on the sets Mi and hence
Gi(x) ∈ Z/prZ[x]. Moreover, by construction we will have

f(x) = G1(x) · · ·Gd(x).

Additionally we have by construction that Gi(x)|Gi(x
n), that Gi(x)|x

ni

− x, and

that Gi(x) ∤ x
nj

−x for j < i. From these divisibility conditions we find that in the
Factorization step modulo pr we will have Fi(x) = Gi(x) so that this step will be
passed. The Frobenius step will be passed as Gi(x)|Gi(x

n). �

Theorem 2.13. Let f be a degree d polynomial. Suppose gcd(n,∆ff(0)) = 1. The
pair (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime (using the Jacobi step) with cycle structure
σ ∈ Sd if and only if for all prime pr||n we have

(1) The map φn permutes the roots of f(x) modulo pr with cycle structure σ,
(2)

(
∆
n

)
= sgn(σ).

Proof. This is immediate from Propositions 2.8 and 2.12. See also [Ghe24, Theorem
3.28] for a detailed argument. �

Remark 2.14. A pair (f, n) passing the factorization step is a Frobenius pseudo-
prime under the Jacobi′ step if and only if each pair (Fi, n) is a Frobenius pseudo-
prime. For this reason, while considering the Frobenius test it is most interesting
to consider the cases where f = Fi for some i.

More generally, if (f, n) and (g, n) are Frobenius pseudoprimes with cycle struc-
tures σf and σg with gcd(f, g) = 1 then (fg, n) is also a Frobenius pseudoprime
where the cycle structure is given by [σf ] + [σg]. That is, the number of i-cycles is
the total between that in σf and σg.

We can also understand this cycle structure as follows: There exists a natural
map Sd1 × Sd2 → Sd1+d2 , or, more generally from Sd1 × · · · × Sdk

→ Sd1+···+dk
. If

we denote the image of (σf , σg) under this map by σf ×σg then the cycle structure
of fg is that of σf × σg.

If follows that if the cycle type σ can be decomposed then the Frobenius test is not
stronger than performing multiple Frobenius tests with lower degree polynomials.
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Conversely, if the cycle type of σ has only a single cycle then f cannot come from
Frobenius pseudoprimes of lower degree. For the reason the situation f = Fd where
d = deg(f) are the most interesting to consider.

3. Computing Ld(n)

Definition 15. We denote by Ld(n) the number of polynomials f (mod n) of
degree d such that (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime.

Let σ be in Sd we denote by Lσ
d(n) the number of f (mod n) of degree d such

that (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprime with cycle structure σ.

Proposition 3.1. If σ1 ∈ Sd1 and σ2 ∈ Sd2 have no cycle lengths in common then

Lσ1×σ2

d1+d2
(n) ≥ Lσ1

d1
(n)Lσ2

d2
(n).

If additionally σ1 and σ2 have no cycle lengths in common, and we have used the
Jacobi′ condition, then

Lσ1×σ2

d1+d2
(n) = Lσ1

d1
(n)Lσ2

d2
(n).

We recall the notation σ1 × σ2 is defined in Remark 2.14.

Proof. This is immediate from Remark 2.14. �

Remark 3.2. From the above, the most important cases to count are those where
σ is a product of disjoint cycles all having the same lengths and likely the best tests
would come from having σ be a single d-cycle.

Definition 16. We denote by Lσ
d(n, p

r) the number of polynomials f(x) ∈ Z/prZ[x]
such that (n, f(x)) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr with cycle structure σ.

We denote by Lσ,+
d (n, pr) (respectively Lσ,−

d (n, pr)) the number of polynomials
f(x) ∈ Z/prZ[x] such that (n, f(x)) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr with
cycle structure σ where (∆f , p) = +1 (respectively −1).

Suppose σ, τ ∈ Sd are representatives for an equivalence class of commuting
elements. We denote by Lσ,τ

d (n, pr) the number of polynomials f(x) ∈ Z/prZ[x]
such that (n, f(x)) is a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr with cycle structure σ,
where Frp has factorization structure τ and the pair of permutations [(σ, τ)] ∼
[(φn,Frp)], that is, under an identification of Sd with the symmetric group on the
roots of f(x) modulo pr the pairs would be simultaneously conjugate. Ie: there
exists g ∈ Sd with gσg−1 = φn and gτg−1 = Frp.

Going forward we shall need to make use of several notions related to group
actions. We shall always be consider

Definition 17. An action of G on a set X means a map from

G → Aut(X).

This map need not be injective. The standard example of such is that any subgroup
G ∈ Sd acts on {1, . . . , d}.

By a sub-action of X we mean a subset S ⊆ X such that ∀g ∈ G, g(S) = S.
By an irreducible action we mean an action with no proper sub-actions. We note

that this equivalent to the action being transitive.
By an isomorphism of two actions, say with G acting X and G acting on Y , we

mean a bijection f : X → Y such that ∀g ∈ G, g · f(x) = f(g · x). We shall write
X ∼ Y to indicate two actions are isomorphic.
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Throughout this paper the group which is acting is typically Z×Z presented as
being generated by commuting elements σ and τ . Giving an action of this group
on {1, . . . , d} is then equivalent to specifying σ1, τ1 ∈ Sd which commute.

In this special case where σ1, τ1 ∈ Sd commute and σ2, τ2 ∈ Sd also commute
then we have that the actions are isomorphic if and only if there exists g ∈ Sd with
σ1 = gσ2g

−1 and τ1 = gτ2g
−1.

Another group which will often act is a group 〈φn,Fr〉 which is also abstractly a
quotient of Z× Z. When we say an action of 〈σ, τ〉 and 〈φn,Fr〉 are isomorphic we
mean that the corresponding actions of Z× Z are isomorphic.

Proposition 3.3. For any pair σ, τ we have

Lσ,τ
d (n, pr) = Lσ,τ

d (n, p)

or more precisely, the map from Z/prZ[x] → Z/pZ[x], induces a bijection from f
for which (f, n) is a Frobenius pseudoprimes modulo pr with cycle structure σ and
factorization structure τ to the same modulo p.

Proof. Hensel’s lemma allows us to lift each root α of Fi(x) (mod p) to a unique

root α̃ of xni

−x (mod pr). Notice that since φn permuted roots the roots of xni

−x
modulo pr and of Fi(x) modulo p, the lift of φj

n(α) must be φj
n(α̃). It follows that

if we construct a polynomial F̃i modulo pr whose roots are the lifts of those of Fi

then φn will permute the roots of F̃i. Thus this construction allows us to define
the inverse to the reduction map. �

Proposition 3.4. For any σ ∈ Sd we have the following formula for Lσ
d(n) when

sgn(σ) = +1 we have:

Lσ
d(n) =

1

2




∏

pr ||n

(
Lσ,+
d (n, p) + Lσ,−

d (n, p)
)
+

∏

pr ||n

(
Lσ,+
d (n, p) + (−1)rLσ,−

d (n, p)
)

 .

Likewise for Lσ
d (n) when sgn(σ) = −1 we have:

Lσ
d(n) =

1

2




∏

pr ||n

(
Lσ,+
d (n, p) + Lσ,−

d (n, p)
)
−

∏

pr ||n

(
Lσ,+
d (n, p) + (−1)rLσ,−

d (n, p)
)


 .

Where in each case we have

Lσ,+
d (n, p) =

∑

sgn(τ)=1

Lσ,τ
d (n, p)

and

Lσ,−
d (n, p) =

∑

sgn(τ)=−1

Lσ,τ
d (n, p)

where the sums are over τ ∈ Sd with στ = τσ.

Proposition 3.5. For any pair σ, τ which act on {1, . . . , d} then Lσ,τ
d (n, p) is equal

to the number of subsets S ⊂ Fp of size d stable under the action of φn,Frp, that
is φn(S) = S and Frp(S) = S, and where their action is isomorphic to the action
of σ, τ on {1, . . . , d}. That is, the permutation action of φn,Frp is conjugate to the
action of σ, τ on {1, . . . , d} under some, equivalently all, identification {1, . . . , d}
with S.



10 A. FIORI AND H. GHEISARI.

Proof. This is simply the observation that polynomials are determined by their
collection of roots which must be Frp stable in order to be defined over Fp and φn

stable in order to correspond to a Frobenius pseudoprime modulo pr. �

Proposition 3.6. Suppose σ1, τ1 ∈ Sd1 and σ2, τ2 ∈ Sd2 are two pairs of commuting
elements for which in the respective actions on {1, . . . , d1} and {1, . . . , d2} there are
no isomorphic sub-actions. Then

Lσ1×σ2,τ1×τ2
d1+d2

(n, p) = Lσ1,τ1
d1

(n, p)Lσ2,τ2
d2

(n, p).

Finally, if σ = σ1 × · · · × σ1 and τ = τ1 × · · · τ1 are each a k-fold product of the
same irreducible action then

Lσ,τ
d (n, p) =

(
Lσ1,τ1
d1

(n, p)
k

)
.

We recall the notation σ1 × · · · × σ1 and τ1 × · · · × τ1 are defined in Remark 2.14.

Proof. By Proposition 3.5 the roots of a polynomial corresponding to an element of
Lσ1×σ2,τ1×τ2
d1+d2

(n, p) decomposes into a disjoint union of two sets S1 and S2 where the
actions are respectively those of σ1, τ1 and σ2, τ2, that is, come from polynomials
counted by Lσ1,τ1

d1
(n, p) and Lσ2,τ2

d2
(n, p) respectively.

That σ1 and σ2 have no isomorphic sub-representations implies that roots are
automatically distinct.

This is the difference in the case where we consider σ = σ1 × · · · × σ1 and
τ = τ1 × · · · τ1. To construct an element for Lσ,τ

d (n, p) we must select k-distinct
polynomials associated to Lσ1,τ1

d1
(n, p) to ensure the product would have no repeat

roots.
This is immediate from Proposition 3.5 and the condition that roots must be

distinct. �

Remark 3.7. From the above the most important pairs σ, τ are those for which
the action of 〈σ, τ〉 on {1, . . . , d} is transitive. This is already guaranteed when σ
acts as a d-cycle.

If σ, τ ∈ Sd commute and σ is a d-cycle then τ = σi for some i.

Proposition 3.8. Fix n and pr|n. Fix natural numbers d and ℓ. For each δ|dℓ
define the set Iδ to be the set of equivalences classes of commuting pairs (σ, τ) each
from Sδ where ord(σ)|d, ord(τ)|ℓ and 〈σ, τ〉 acts transitively. Then

gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1) =
∑

δ|dℓ

δ
∑

(σ,τ)∈Iδ

Lσ,τ
δ (n, p)

Proof. We have that the group 〈φn,Frp〉 acts on the set
{
α ∈ Fp

×
| ord(α)|gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1)

}

which has size gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1). We write
{
α ∈ Fp

×
| ord(α)|gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1)

}
=

⊔

i

Fi

as a disjoint union of orbits. By the orbit stabilizer theorem the size of every orbit
Fi will satisfy |Fi| = δ for some δ|dℓ. When |Fi| = δ then by definition of Iδ the
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action of φn,Frp on Fi must be equivalent to some representative from Iδ hence we
have

gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1) =
∑

i

|Fi| =
∑

δ|dℓ

∑

(σ,τ)∈Iδ

∑

Fi∼(σ,τ)

|Fi|

where Fi ∼ (σ, τ) indicates those Fi where action of φn,Frp is equivalent to that of
(σ, τ) ∈ Iδ. Now using that for (σ, τ) ∈ Iδ and Proposition 3.5 we have

∑

Fi∼(σ,τ)

|Fi| = δLσ,τ
δ (n, p).

Substituting this into the above gives the result. �

The following proposition is the key to classifying irreducible actions of com-
muting elements σ, τ . We note that when d is small it is simpler to just enumerate
them manually.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose σ, τ ∈ Sδ commute, ord(σ) = d, ord(τ) = ℓ and
〈σ, τ〉 acts irreducibly then there exists (s, r) ∈ Z/dZ × Z/ℓZ of the form (s, r) =
(d/o, aℓ/o) with o|gcd(d, ℓ) and gcd(a, ℓ) = 1 such that

〈σ, τ〉 = 〈σ, τ |σd = τ ℓ = σsτ−r = 1〉.

Proof. We are essentially classifying quotients of 〈σ, τ | σd = τ ℓ = 1〉 where the
images of σ and τ continue to have order d and ℓ respectively.

By applying the Chinese Remainder Theorem we are reduced to considering

{0} × Z/pvZ Z/puZ× {0} Z/puZ× Z/pvZ.

In either of the first two cases any non-trivial relation implies the order of σ or τ
is lower than what is assumed. In the third case a general relation would be of the
form:

(a1p
b1 , a2p

b2)

By multiplying by pmin(u−b1,v−b2) we see that we must have had t = u− b1 = v− b2
to avoid having a relation which lowers the order of σ or τ . Finally, we may multiply
by a−1

1 to obtain the form

(pu−t, apv−t)

with 0 ≤ t ≤ min(u, v) which gives the result. �

Proposition 3.10. Fix n and pr|n. Fix natural numbers d, ℓ, and (s, r) ∈
Z/dZ× Z/ℓZ Consider the set Iδ of equivalences classes of commuting pairs (σ, τ)
from Sδ where ord(σ)|d, ord(τ)|ℓ, σsτ−r = 1 and 〈σ, τ〉 acts irreducibly. Then

gcd(nd − 1, pℓ − 1, ns − pr) =
∑

δ

δ
∑

(σ,τ)∈Iδ

Lσ,τ
δ (n, p)

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to Proposition 3.8. �

Remark 3.11. The principal of inclusion/exclusion along with the above proposi-
tion allows one to find a formula for δLσ,τ

δ (n, p) whenever 〈σ, τ〉 acts irreducibly.
Recall the sets Iδ essentially classify quotients of the group

〈σ, τ |σd = τ ℓ = σsτ−r = 1〉

where the permutation action for the quotient is natural action of multiplication
on itself. As noted previously, the most natural cases to consider are those where
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〈σ, τ〉 = 〈σ〉 so that τ = σs and ℓ = d/gcd(d, s). In this case one only needs to
consider the inclusion/exclusion over d′|d as all the quotients take the form

〈σ, τ |σd′

= τ ℓ = σsτ−r = 1〉

for some d′|d. Finally, we point out that if

〈σ, τ |σd′

= τ ℓ = σsτ−r = 1〉

is isomorphic to

〈σ, τ |σd′

= τ ℓ
′

= σsτ−r = 1〉

under the map taking σ to σ and τ to τ then

gcd(nd′

− 1, pℓ − 1, ns − pr) = gcd(nd′

− 1, pℓ
′

− 1, ns − pr).

and similarly if rather than changing ℓ we replace (s, r) by an equivalent (s′, r′)
which happen to give an isomorphic group.

The following Theorem, combined with the previous propositions allows one to
find formulas for any of

Ld(n), L±
d (n), Lσ

d (n)

for arbitrary d.

Theorem 3.12. We may find the following bounds and formulas:

(1) Suppose σ is a d-cycle then

Lσ,+
d (n, p) + Lσ,−

d (n, p) ≤
1

δ
gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1).

(2) Suppose σ is a d-cycle and τ = σs has order k|d then

Lσ,τ
d (n, p) =

1

d

∑

o|d

µ(o)gcd(nd/o − 1, pk − 1, ns − p)

where here µ is the Mobius function.
(3) Suppose σ, τ act transitively on {1, . . . , δ} with d = ord(σ), ℓ = ord(τ) and

minimal relation σd/t = τaℓ/t then we have Lσ,τ
δ (n, p) equals

1

δ




∑

o1|d,
o2|ℓ,

o3|gcd(d,ℓ)/t

µ(o1)µ(o2)µ(o3)gcd(n
d/o1 − 1, pℓ/o2 − 1, nd/o3t − paℓ/o3t)




Proof. Part (1) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.8 and the definitions

of Lσ,+
d (n, p) and Lσ,−

d (n, p).
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Part (2) we have from Proposition 3.10, and the classification of quotients of a
cyclic group, that

1

d

∑

o|d

µ(o)gcd(nd/o − 1, pk − 1, ns − p)

=
1

d

∑

o|d

µ(o)
∑

m|(d/o)

d

mo

∑

(σ′,τ ′)∈Id/mo

Lσ′,τ ′

d/mo(n, p)

=
1

d

∑

o|d

µ(o)
∑

m|(d/o)

d

mo
L
〈σ′,τ ′|σ′d/mo=τ ′k=σ′sτ ′−1=1〉
d/mo (n, p)

=
∑

t|d

(∑
o|t µ(o)

)

t
L
〈σ′,τ ′|σ′d/t=τ ′k=σ′sτ ′−1=1〉
d/t (n, p)

= Lσ,τ
d (n, p)

where in the forth step we took t = mo and in the final step used that unless t = 1

we have
∑

o|t

µ(o) = 0. Note that a subtle key to the proof is that the second line

the Iδ which are associated to the different gcd’s depend only on δ, as k and s
remain fixed, so that there is no abuse of notation arising in the fact that Iδ as
introduced in Proposition 3.10 depends on d, ℓ, r, and s. In the third step it is then
key that each of these sets are singletons where again k and s can be kept fixed by
the classification of quotients.

The proof of part (3) is similar, but longer to write out in detail. The most
relevant step is that

1

δ




∑

o1|d,
o2|ℓ,

o3|gcd(d,ℓ)/t

µ(o1)µ(o2)µ(o3)gcd(n
d/o1 − 1, pℓ/o2 − 1, nd/o3t − paℓ/o3t)




becomes

1

δ

∑

δ′|δ

∑

(σ′,τ ′)∈Iδ′

∑

o1|
ord(σ)

ord(σ′)

∑

o2|
ord(τ)

ord(τ′)

∑

o3|
ord(ρ)

ord(ρ′)

µ(o1)µ(o2)µ(o3)δ
′Lσ′,τ ′

δ′ (n, p)

where ρ = σd/gcd(d,ℓ)τ−aℓ/gcd(d,ℓ) and ρ′ = (σ′)d/gcd(d,ℓ)(τ ′)−aℓ/gcd(d,ℓ). This in turn
simplifies to

Lσ,τ
δ (n, p)

as in the simpler case. �

We give a concrete illustration of part (2) in the above.

Example 3.13. Suppose σ is a 30-cycle and τ = σ3 so that the order of τ is 10.
Here we want to find Lσ,τ

30 (n, p).
We are thus building polynomials whose roots αi have ord(αi) | n30 − 1 and

ord(αi) | p10 − 1. On the other way, we know τ = σ3, this means for all αi

αp
i = τ(αi) = σ3(αi) = αn3

i . Thus ord(αi) | n
3 − p. Therefore, we have gcd(n30 −



14 A. FIORI AND H. GHEISARI.

1, p10 − 1, n3 − p) elements. Since αi’s are conjugates then choosing one of them is
enough, so we divides it by 1

30 .

On the other hand, we know ord(αi) ∤ n
j − 1 for any proper divisor j of 30, so

j = 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 10, 15. When we subtract the terms gcd(n15 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p),
gcd(n10 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p), and gcd(n6 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p); we actually subtracts
those αi’s that have order 2, 3 and 5 twice. We need to thus compensate by re-
adding corresponding terms for n2 − 1, n3 − 1 and n5 − 1. This in turn causes an
over count for n− 1. Hence we have

Lσ,τ
30 (n, p) = Lσ,σ3

30 (n, p)

=
1

30

(
gcd(n30 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)− gcd(n15 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)

− gcd(n10 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)− gcd(n6 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)

+ gcd(n5 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p) + gcd(n3 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)

+ gcd(n2 − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)− gcd(n− 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p)

)

=
1

30

∑

o|30

µ(o)gcd(n30/o − 1, p10 − 1, n3 − p).

Theorem 3.12 above massively generalize the special cases which have previously
been studied in [Mon80], [FS20], and [Ghe24] for degrees 1, 2, and 3 respectively.

Theorem 3.14. Suppose pr||n. In the cases of d being respectively 1, 2, and 3 we
have

• For degree 1 we have

L1(n, p) = gcd(n− 1, p− 1)

• For degree 2 we have

L
(1,2),(1,2)
2 (n, p) = L

(1,2),−
2 (n, p) =

1

2
(gcd(n2 − 1, p2 − 1, n− p)− gcd(n− 1, p− 1))

L
(1,2),(1)(2)
2 (n, p) = L

(1,2),+
2 (n, p) =

1

2
(gcd(n2 − 1, p− 1)− gcd(n− 1, p− 1))

• For degree 3 we have

L
(1,2,3),(1,2,3)
3 (n, p) =

1

3
(gcd(n3 − 1, p3 − 1, n− p)− gcd(n− 1, p− 1))

L
(1,2,3),(1,3,2)
3 (n, p) =

1

3
(gcd(n3 − 1, p3 − 1, n2 − p)− gcd(n− 1, p− 1))

L
(1,2,3),(1)(2)(3)
3 (n, p) =

1

3
(gcd(n3 − 1, p− 1)− gcd(n− 1, p− 1))

and consequently we see:

L
(1,2,3),−
3 (n, p) = 0

and

L
(1,2,3),+
3 (n, p) =

1

3




2∑

j=0

gcd(n3 − 1, p3 − 1, nj − p)



− gcd(n− 1, p− 1)
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4. Lower Bounds

In this section we will obtain conditional lower bounds for
∑

n<x

Lσ
d (n)

In the case where σ is a d-cycle. We first recall some key number theoretic inputs
we shall need.

4.1. Number Theory Background.

Definition 18. For each value x ≥ 1 denote by M(x) the least common multiple

of all positive integers up to log x
log log x .

The following is well known.

Proposition 4.1. We have M(x) = xo(1) for large x.

Definition 19. In our construction, we shall need to use prime numbers where
certain polynomial values of them are smooth. The existence of such primes has
been well studied, see for example [DTM02]. Now we introduce the following set

Ψ∗
F (x, y) =

∣∣{p 6 x : P+(F (p)) 6 y
}∣∣ , (1)

where P+(m) denotes the largest prime factor of m, with the convention that
P+(1) = 1, and F (x) is a polynomial with integer coefficients. Let g be the largest
degrees of the irreducible factors of F and let k be the number of distinct irreducible
factors of F (X) of degree g.

Definition 20. Let F (x) be a polynomial with integer coefficients. The following
set is denoted by Pα,F (x),

{p < (log x)α such that F (p) | M(x)} .

The following Lemma has been used without proof, or being explicitly stated, in
several results. We fill in the proof here so as to complete the literature.

Lemma 4.2. Let α > 1/2 such that Ψ∗
F (log(x)

α, log(x)/ log log(x)) ∼ log(x)α−o(1)

then Pα,F (x) ∼ log(x)α−o(1).

Proof. We will show Ψ∗
F (log(x)

α, log(x)/ log log(x)) and | Pα,F (x) | are of the same
order by considering their difference. The difference between Pα,F (x) and the set

{p < (log x)α | ∀q|F (p), q ≤ log x
log log x} is the set

A =

{
p < (log x)α | ∀q | F (p), q <

log x

log log x
and ∃qβi ||F (p), qβi ∤ M

}
,

where qβi is the largest prime power divisor of F (p). Now we want to bound the
size of the set A. We introduce the larger set.

B =

{
n < log(x)α

∣∣∣∣∃q
r, qr|F (n), q <

log(x)

log log(x)
, qr >

log(x)

log log(x)

}
.

For convenience, we can bound the above set by counting this separately for each
fixed q. Thus we define the set

Bq =

{
n < log(x)α

∣∣∣∣∃r, q
r|F (n), q <

log(x)

log log(x)
, qr >

log(x)

log log(x)

}
.
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For q <
√
log(x)/ log log(x), we have

| Bq |≤ Deg(F )
log(x)α

qr
< Deg(F )(log x)α−1 log log x.

For q ≥
√
log(x)/ log log(x), then we have

| Bq |≤ Deg(F )
(log x)α

q2
.

Now, we take a summation over 1 < q < log(x)/ log log(x)

| A |≤| B | ≤
∑

q

|Bq|

≪ (log x)α−
1
2 (log log x+

√
log log x)

≪ (log x)α−
1
2−o(1).

Thus provided α > 1/2 we have

Pα,F (x) ∼ Ψ∗
F (log(x)

α, log(x)/ log log(x))

from which one obtains the result. �

Theorem 4.3. [DTM02, Theorem 1.2] Let F (x) ∈ Z[x]. Let g be the largest degree
of an irreducible factor and k the number of factors of degree g. If g = k = 1 then
assume F (0) 6= 0. Finally, let ε be a positive real number. Then the estimate

Ψ∗
F (x, y) ≍

x

log x
(2)

holds for all large x provided y > xg+ε−1/2k.

Improvements to the above in special cases are known, see for example [Bal84],
[BH98], [BS07] and [Lic22] which have progressively provided information in the
case of degree 1 and [Dar96] which provides information about the specific polyno-
mial F (n) = n2 + 1.

Proposition 4.4. For all α ≤ 2
2φ(d)−1 , where F (x) = xd − 1, we have

|Pα,F (x)| ≥ (log x)α−o(1)

as x → ∞. Here φ(d) is the Euler function.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and Theorem 4.3, we have α−1 ≥ φ(d)− 1/2. �

Conjecture 4.5. [DTM02, p. 3] The asymptotic (3) is satisfied for any positive
α.

Ψ∗
F (x, x

α) ≍F,α
x

log x
(3)

We recall the well known result of Linnik’s theorem originally from [Lin44]. The
most recent explicit version of this is [Xyl11].

Theorem 4.6 (Linnik’s theorem). Let P (a; q) be the least prime in an arithmetic
progression a mod q where a and q are co prime positive integers. Then there exists
an effectively computable constant L > 0 such that

P (a; q) < qL.
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4.2. Construction. We are now in a position to give the key constructions.

Definition 21. For each value x and for each α > 0 we define the set Pα,F (x, a)
by,

Pα,F (x, a) = {p < (log x)α | p = a mod F (p), and F (p) | M(x)} ,

where F (a) = 0 (mod M(x)) for a ∈ N.

Proposition 4.7. Given α > 0 such that |Pα,F (x)| ≥ (log x)α−o(1) as x → ∞,
then there exists integer a 6= 1 such that as x → ∞ we have

|Pα,F (x, a)| ≥ (log x)α−o(1).

Proof. We know that each prime p ∈ Pα,F (x, a) is also in Pα,F (x). Conversely,
each prime p ∈ Pα(x) is also in Pα (x, a) for all a satisfying p = a mod F (p). By
Definition 21, we know

F (a) = 0 mod F (p) and F (a) = 0 mod M(x),

so by the Chinese Reminder Theorem we have

F (a) = 0 mod M
′

,

where M
′

is the largest divisor of M with gcd(M ′, F (p)) = 1.

A = {a ∈ Z/MZ | F (a) = 0 (mod M)} ,

A(p) = {a ∈ Z/F (p)Z | F (a) = 0 (mod F (p))} .

Since there exists at least one value that is as large as the average, we can say that
there is a value a′ such that Pα,F (x, a′) ≥ 1

|A|

∑
a | Pα,F (x, a) |. So we have

Pα,F (x, a
′) ≥

1

| A |

∑

a

| Pα,F (x, a) |

=
∑

p∈Pα(x)

| { solutions to F (a) = 0(modM
′

)} |

| A |

≥ deg(F )−ωmax(F (p))(log x)α−o(1)

≥ (log x)α−o(1).

Notice that |A(p)| ≤ (deg(F ))ω(F (p)). Since the number of prime divisors of F (p) is
ω(F (p)). Then the number of possible solutions for equation F (a) = 0 (mod F (p))
are at most (deg(F ))ω(F (p)). Now by [HW79, Section 22.10] we know that when
p < (log x)α we have

ωmax(F (p)) ≤ (1 + o(1))
log(log xα)

log(log(log xα))
≤ (log x)o(1),

where ωmax(F (p)) is the maximum number of primes that divide a number of size
F (p). �

Definition 22. Fix d > 0 and σ a d-cycle. Let 0 < ǫ < α− 1 and for all x > 0 let

• F (n) = nd − 1.
• Pα(x, a) = Pα,F (x, a)
• Let ℓ1 and ℓ2 be the two smallest primes larger than log(x)/ log log(x) which

are congruent to 1 (mod d).
• Write M = ℓ1ℓ2M(x).
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• kα(x) =
⌊
log x−2L logM

α log log x

⌋
,

• Sα,ǫ(x, a) be the set of integers s which are the product of kα(x) distinct
elements from

Pα(x, a)\Pα−ǫ(x, a).

That is,

Sα,ǫ(x, a) = {s|s =

kα(x)∏

i=1

pi, pi ∈ Pα(x, a)\Pα−ǫ(x, a) and , p’s are distinct}.

The following are easy consequences of the construction, the proofs being com-
pletely analogous to [EP86], [FS20], and [Ghe24, Lemma 4.30 and Proposition 4.33]
hence we omit the proofs.

Lemma 4.8. Given α > 1, the elements s of Sα,ǫ(x, a) all satisfy

x−ǫα−1(1+o(1)) x

M2L
≤ s <

x

M2L

as x → ∞. Here the constants in the o(1) are uniform in ǫ.

Lemma 4.9. Given α > 1 for which Pα(x, a) > (log x)α−o(1), then

|Sα,ǫ(x, a)| ≥ x1−α−1+o(1)

as x → ∞.
In the above the dependence of the o(1) term on ǫ can be uniform in ǫ provided

ǫ >> 1/ log log(x).

The following is the key to the construction:

Lemma 4.10. Let σ be a d-cycle. Let L be an upper bound for Linnik’s constant.
Given any element s of Sα,ǫ(x, a) where α > 1 then there exists a number M < q <
M2L such that n = sq and we have

(1) n = a (mod M(x)ℓ1ℓ2),
(2) gcd(q, s) = 1,
(3)

∏
p|q L

σ,σ
d (n, p) > 0, and

(4) Lσ
d (n) = xd−d ǫ

α− ǫ
α o(1).

Here the constants in the o(1) term are uniform in ǫ.

Proof. Let Φd(x) denote the dth cyclotomic polynomial. Then fix a (mod ℓ1) and
a (mod ℓ2) solutions to Φd(x) = 0.

Recall we write M = ℓ1ℓ2M(x). Now we construct q as the product of two primes
q1 and q2, which are chosen as the smallest primes satisfying certain conditions
modulo M , as given below.

q1 ≡ a (mod ℓ1) q2 ≡ s−1 (mod ℓ1) q1 ≡ s−1 (modM(x)) (4)

q2 ≡ a (mod ℓ2) q1 ≡ s−1 (mod ℓ2) q2 ≡ a (modM(x)). (5)

This system has a solution by the Chinese Reminder Theorem. Additionally, by
Linnik’s theorem, we can bound q = q1q2 < M2L. Setting n = sq these conditions
give us the first condition. The second condition is a consequence of the sizes of q1
and q2.

For the third condition the congruence conditions above give us

ℓ1
∣∣gcd(Φd(n),Φd(q1), n− q1)

∣∣gcd(F (n), F (q1), n− q1)
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and
ℓ2
∣∣gcd(Φd(n),Φd(q2), n− q2)

∣∣gcd(F (n), F (q2), n− q2)

However, because a is a root of Φd(x) it is not a root of Φd′(x) for any d′|d.
It follows that Φd′(n) 6= 0 (mod ℓ1) and Φd′(n) 6= 0 (mod ℓ2) and hence that

ℓ1 ∤ gcd(nd′

− 1, F (q1), n − q1) and ℓ2 ∤ gcd(nd′

− 1, F (q2), n − q2) from which it
follows by Theorem 3.12 that

Lσ,σ
d (n, q1)L

σ,σ
d (n, q2) > 0.

For the forth condition of the theorem we have for all p|s that n = a (mod M)
hence n = a (mod F (p)) which immediately implies F (p)

∣∣gcd(F (n), F (p), n− p).

F (p) = gcd(F (n), F (p), n− p).

Since every other term in the formula from Theorem 3.12 is bounded by pd
′

− 1 for
some d′|d, for x sufficiently large and hence p sufficiently large we have Lσ,σ

d (n, p) =

pd+o(1). We thus have, using also (3), that

Lσ
d(n) ≥

∏

p|s

Lσ,σ
d (n, p) =

∏

p|s

pd−o(1) = sd−o(1) = xd−d ǫ
α−o(1).

For a more detailed verification of the final calculations for (4) in the above see
[Ghe24, Lemma 4.35]. �

Remark 4.11. The above Lemma constructs many examples where for all p|n we
have σ = τ . Once can construct equal numbers for which σt = τ . This would only
effect the counts by a factor of xo(1) so would not improve our final lower bound.

The following is an immediate consequence, the proof being identical to that of
[EP86], [FS20], and [Ghe24].

Theorem 4.12. Let σ be a d-cycle. For any value of α > 1 satisfying Proposition
4.7 we have the asymptotic inequality

∑

n<x

Lσ
d(n) ≥ xd+1−α−1−o(1)

as x → ∞.

Proof. This is essentially immediate from Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10 with the only
technical detail being that to absorb the ǫ into the o(1) one takes ǫ = 1/ log log(x)
and uses that the existing o(1) terms were uniform for ǫ of this size. �

Noting that the above theorem depends on a conjecture about which we have no
clear approach for d ≥ 2. We thus present a much weaker conjecture which allows
us to get a weaker result.

Definition 23. Fix α > 0 and a prime number ℓ define

P ′
α,ℓ(x) = {p < (log x)α | p = 1 mod ℓ and p− 1 | M(x)}

In contrast to the conjecture about Pα,F (x) it is expected the following could be
established with existing techniques, however, doing so would be well outside the
scope of this paper.

Conjecture 4.13. For all primes ℓ and 1 < α ≤ 2 we have that
∣∣P ′

α,ℓ(x)
∣∣ ≥ (log x)α−o(1)

as x → ∞.
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Though we are unaware of results establishing the above we note that the
analogous problem for smooth shifted integers, rather than primes, has at least
been studied, see [FT91].

What we actually need is the following slightly weaker conjecture.

Conjecture 4.14. Fix d. There exists ℓ = 1 (mod d) and α > 1 such that
∣∣P ′

α,ℓ(x)
∣∣ ≥ (log x)α−o(1)

as x → ∞.

We now present a construction analogous to the previous one.

Definition 24. Let Sα,ǫ,ℓ(x) be the set of integers s which are the product of kα(x)
distinct elements from

P ′
α,ℓ(x)\P

′
α−ǫ,ℓ(x).

Finally, we have the following weakened version of Lemma 4.10

Lemma 4.15. Fix d and F (n) = nd−1 as before. Let ℓ = 1 (mod d) and α > 0 be

such that
∣∣∣P ′

α,ℓ(x)
∣∣∣ ≥ (log x)α−o(1). Let L be an upper bound for Linnik’s constant.

Given any element s of Sα,ǫ,ℓ(x) there exists a number q < M2L such that with
n = sq

(1) F (n) = 0 (mod M),

(2) ℓ ∤ nd′

− 1 for any d′|d with d′ 6= d.
(3) gcd(q, s) = 1,
(4)

∏
p|q L

σ,σ
d (n, p) > 0, and

(5) Lσ
d (n) ≥ x1− ǫ

α−o(1) as x → ∞.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the previous. Let a be any root of F (a) = 0
(mod ℓ1ℓ2M(x)) such that

a 6= 1 (mod ℓ1) a 6= 1 (mod ℓ2) Φd(a) = 0 (mod ℓ).

Now we construct q as the product of two primes q1 and q2, which are chosen as
the smallest primes satisfying certain conditions modulo M = ℓ1ℓ2M(x), as given
below.

q1 ≡ a (mod ℓ1) q2 ≡ s−1 (mod ℓ1) q1 ≡ s−1 (modM(x)) (6)

q2 ≡ a (mod ℓ2) q1 ≡ s−1 (mod ℓ2) q2 ≡ a (modM(x)). (7)

Points (1), (2), (3), and (4) are as before.
For (5) the key is that we now have for each p|s

ℓ
∣∣gcd(nd − 1, p− 1) = p− 1

but as a is primitive dth root of unity modulo ℓ, and n = a (mod ℓ), for any d′|d
with d′ 6= d we have

ℓ ∤ gcd(nd′

− 1, p− 1).

Hence,

gcd(nd′

− 1, p− 1) <
p− 1

ℓ
.

The number of divisors of d′ is trivially bounded by d ≤ ℓ − 1 so that from the
formulas in Theorem 3.12 we obtain

Lσ,1
d (n, p) ≥

p− 1

ℓd
= p1−o(1).
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The remainder of the proof is as before. �

The following result is then analogous, but weaker than the previous result.

Theorem 4.16. For any values of ℓ and α > 1 satisfying Conjecture 4.14 we have
the asymptotic inequality

∑

n<x

Lσ
d(n) ≥ x2−α−1−o(1)

as x → ∞.

Remark 4.17. If one establishes a hybrid of Conjectures 4.5 and 4.14 for the
polynomials Φd′(x) with α > 1 then for any d with d′|d one can prove a lower

bound of the form xd′+1−α−1−o(1).
In the case of d = d′ one does not need the additional requirement from Conjec-

ture 4.14 as in Theorem 4.12.

5. Upper Bounds

In this section we obtain upper bounds on
∑

n<x

Ld(n).

Our approach to upper bounds will differ from past approaches for Frobenius
pseudoprimes from [FS20] and [Ghe24]. Rather, we prove a reduction to the case
handled by [EP86].

Proposition 5.1. If (n, f) is a Frobenius pseudoprime then so is (n, x− f(0)).

Proof. Because φn permutes the αi it is easy to see that it stabilizes the product

f(0) =
∏d

i=1 αi. �

Remark 5.2. More generally, if (n, f) is a Frobenius pseudoprime with f = Fd

of degree d and d′|d there is typically an associated Frobenius pseudoprime (n, g)
where g has degree d′. The roots of g (mod p) are the “relative norms" of those of
f .

More specifically, write m =

k−1∑

i=0

nd′i then if the roots of f are

α, αn, . . . , αnd−1

then with β = αm the roots of g are

β, βn, . . . , βnd′−1

.

Note that

βnj

= (αnj

)m

and if j1 = j2 (mod d′) then

βnj1
= βnj2

so that the roots of g modulo p are permuted by φn. Likewise, if Frp(α) = αnj

then

Frp(β) = βnj

so that the roots of g are also permuted by Frp.
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Finally, we construct g (mod n) from g (mod p) for each p|n by way of the
Chinese remainder theorem.

Note this construction fails to produce a Frobenius pseudoprime if g has repeat

roots modulo p for some p|n. This can occur if βnj

= β for some j < d′ − 1. Note
also that attempting to loosen the condition around f = Fd being degree d adds
complexity around the Jacobi’ condition. As we shall note use this construction we
leave verifying this condition in the presented case as an exercise.

Definition 25. Define Fd(n) to be the set of f (mod n) of degree d where (f, n)
is a Frobenius pseudoprime.

Define Fd,a(n) to be the set of f (mod n) of degree d where (f, n) is a Frobenius
pseudoprime and f(0) = a.

Define Fσ
d (n) to be the set of f (mod n) of degree d where (f, n) is a Frobenius

pseudoprime, with cycle type σ.
Define Fσ

d,a(n) to be the set of f (mod n) of degree d where (f, n) is a Frobenius

pseudoprime and f(0) = a, with cycle type σ.

Theorem 5.3. We have
∑

n<x

Ld(n) ≤ xd−1
∑

n<x

L1(n) ≤ xdL(x)−1+o(1).

Proof. For all d, a, and n we have the trivial bound

|Fd,a(n)| < nd−1.

We thus have
∑

n<x

Ld(n) =
∑

n<x

∑

a∈F1(n)

|Fd,a(n)| ≤
∑

n<x

nd−1L1(n) ≤ xdL(x)−1+o(1)

which is the result. �

Remark 5.4. The above implies that the degree d test is in some sense strictly
better than the degree 1 test. More generally Remark 5.2 suggests that degree d
tests would be strictly better than the degree d′ test for any d′|d.

The above motivates a study of |Fd,a(n)| in the hopes of improving the result.
Given σ and τ with the usual parameters δ, d, ℓ, r and s for each p|n define

Fσ,τ
δ,a (n, p) =

{
α ∈ Fp

×
∣∣∣∣ φ

d
n(α) = α ,Frp

ℓ(α) = α, φr
n(α) = Frsp(α), Nσ,τ (α) = a

}

where

Nσ,τ (α) =
∏

γ∈〈σ,τ〉

γ(α)

and for γ = σxτy we have

γ(α) = φx
n(Fr

y
p(α)).

We note that Nσ,τ is well defined given the other conditions and is really just αz

for some z depending on σ and τ hence is a homomorphism.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose d > 1 and σ is a d-cycle. For all a with |Fσ,τ
d,a (n, p)| 6= 0

we have |Fσ,τ
d,a (n, p)| = |Fσ,τ

d,1 (n, p)|.
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Proof. Fix any α ∈ Fσ,τ
d,a (n, p). Now, define a map

Fσ,τ
d,a (n, p) → Fσ,τ

d,1 (n, p)

by

β 7→ β/α.

We easily see this has an inverse

β 7→ βα. �

Remark 5.6. It is important to note that counts for |Fσ,τ
d,a (n, p)| = |Fσ,τ

d,1 (n, p)| do
not directly count Frobenius pseudoprimes. Aside from a need to divide by δ one
would need an inclusion/exclusion formula and the behavior of these may differ for
a and 1 because of the non-zero condition.

Despite this from the above it would be natural to try to bound the quantities

gcd

(
nd − 1

n− 1
,
pd − 1

p− 1
, n− ps

)
.

which would be involved in formulas for |Fσ
d,1(n)|.

More specifically, it would be very natural to want to bound

∑

n<x

∏

p|n

gcd

(
nd − 1

n− 1
,
pd − 1

p− 1

)

or better yet
∑

n<x

∏

p|n

gcd

(
nd − 1

n− 1
,
pd − 1

p− 1

)k

so that one could use Hölder’s inequality to improve Theorem 5.3.

5.1. Numbers with large prime factors. We now show that numbers with large
prime factors will tend not to have many Frobenius Liars.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose σ is a d-cycle. If p|n and p > n
1

d−1 then

Lσ
d(n, p) < pd−2

hence

Lσ
d(n) < nd/p2.

If instead p|n and n
1

d−1 > p > n
1

d+1 then

Lσ
d(n, p) < pdn/pd+1 < pd

and hence

Lσ
d (n) < nd+1/pd+1 < nd.

Proof. Write n = kp then notice that for each s ∈ {1 . . . , d− 1} we have

gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, n− ps) = gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, k − ps−1).

Notice that k−ps−1 < max(k, pd−2) = pd−2. If follows that Lσ
d(n, p) < pd−2, hence

Lσ
d(n) < nd/p2. �

Remark 5.8. One can strengthen the above if there are multiple large prime
factors. In particular, if the number of prime factors is small relative to the degree
then the test would tend to be very effective.
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5.2. Numbers with many prime factors.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose σ is a d-cycle with d prime. Fix s1 6= s2 ∈ {1 . . . , d−1}
Then

gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, n− ps1)gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, n− ps2)

gcd(n− 1, p− 1)
< gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1).

It follows that Lσ
d (n) <

nd

dw(n) .

Proof. Both gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, n − ps1) and gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1, n − ps1) describe

subgroups of Fp
×

contained in gcd(nd − 1, pd − 1). Their intersection is gcd(n −
1, p− 1). This gives the first claim. �

Remark 5.10. The above result can be extended to include products with more
si, the situation where d is composite could be treated as well at the expensive of
describing the intersections.
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