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SEQUENCES WITH IDENTICAL AUTOCORRELATION

SPECTRA

DANIEL J. KATZ, ADEEBUR RAHMAN, AND MICHAEL J WARD

Abstract. Aperiodic autocorrelation measures the similarity between
a finite-length sequence of complex numbers and translates of itself. Au-
tocorrelation is important in communications, remote sensing, and scien-
tific instrumentation. The autocorrelation function reports the aperiodic
autocorrelation at every possible translation. Knowing the autocorrela-
tion function of a sequence is equivalent to knowing the magnitude of
its Fourier transform. Resolving the lack of phase information is called
the phase problem. We say that two sequences are isospectral to mean
that they have the same aperiodic autocorrelation function. Sequences
used in technological applications often have restrictions on their terms:
they are not arbitrary complex numbers, but come from an alphabet
that may reside in a proper subring of the complex field or may come
from a finite set of values. For example, binary sequences involve terms
equal to only +1 and −1. In this paper, we investigate the necessary and
sufficient conditions for two sequences to be isospectral, where we take
their alphabet into consideration. There are trivial forms of isospectral-
ity arising from modifications that predictably preserve the autocorre-
lation, for example, negating sequences or both conjugating their terms
and writing them in reverse order. By an exhaustive search of binary
sequences up to length 34, we find that nontrivial isospectrality among
binary sequences does occur, but is rare. We say that a positive integer
n is barren to mean that there are no nontrivially isospectral binary
sequences of length n. For integers n ≤ 34, we found that the barren
ones are 1–8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 19, 22, 23, 26, and 29. We prove that
any multiple of a non-barren number is also not barren, and pose an
open question as to whether there are finitely or infinitely many barren
numbers.

1. Introduction

In many physical measurements of wave phenomena, detectors are unable
to discern phases. This loss of phase information is called the phase prob-
lem, a terminology that arose in x-ray crystallography, where diffraction
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patterns give the magnitude of the Fourier transform of the electron den-
sity without the phase information [BE22]. Knowing the magnitude of the
Fourier transform is the same as knowing the autocorrelation of the electron
density, which in general is not sufficient information to recover the electron
density itself. This paper concerns itself with the aperiodic one-dimensional
discrete problem of phases, that is, the extent to which one can deduce a
sequence from its aperiodic autocorrelation. See [BE22] on the the practical
importance of the aperiodic problem of phases.

Because we consider aperiodic autocorrelation, a sequence is any doubly
infinite sequence f = (. . . , f−1, f0, f1, f2, . . .) of complex numbers such that
only finitely many of the terms are nonzero. We identify this sequence
with f(z) =

∑

j∈Z fjz
j ∈ C[z, z−1], where C[z, z−1] is the ring of Laurent

polynomials with complex coefficients. The support of f , written supp(f),
is the set {j ∈ Z : fj 6= 0}. A segment is a set of consecutive integers.
The length of a sequence f , written len(f), is the cardinality of the smallest
segment that contains supp(f). A contiguous sequence f is a sequence where
supp(f) is a segment. A unimodular sequence is a contiguous sequence f
where |fj| = 1 for every j ∈ supp(f). For any positive integer m, an m-ary

sequence is a unimodular sequence where fj is an mth root of unity for every
j ∈ supp(f); when m = 2, we have a binary sequence, where fj ∈ {1,−1}
for every j ∈ supp(f).

For a sequence f = (. . . , f−1, f0, f1, f2, . . .) and an integer s, the aperiodic
autocorrelation of f at shift s is

Cf (s) =
∑

j∈Z

fj+sfj.

Note that the finite support of f guarantees that Cf (s) 6= 0 for only finitely
many s ∈ Z. The Laurent polynomial interpretation of sequences provides a
convenient formalism for calculating autocorrelation. To use this formalism,
for f(z) =

∑

j∈Z fjz
j ∈ C[z, z−1] we define the conjugate of f(z), written

f(z), to be
∑

j∈Z fjz
−j . In this case one readily shows that

f(z)f(z) =
∑

s∈Z

Cf (s)z
s.

We call this last Laurent polynomial the autocorrelation spectrum of f be-
cause it organizes every autocorrelation value Cf (s) as the coefficient of zs,
so that one can read off the autocorrelation value at any shift.

We are interested in the extent to which the autocorrelation spectrum
∑

s∈ZCf (s)z
s determines the sequence f from which it is derived. We say

that two sequences f and g are isospectral to mean that they have identical
autocorrelation spectra, that is, Cf (s) = Cg(s) for every s ∈ Z, or equiva-

lently,
∑

s∈Z Cf (s)z
s =

∑

s∈ZCg(s)z
s, or equivalently f(z)f(z) = g(z)g(z).

Isospectrality is an equivalence relation. Note that since C[z, z−1] is an
integral domain, no nonzero sequence is isospectral to the zero sequence.
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Note that the conjugation map f(z) 7→ f(z) is an automorphism of
C[z, z−1]. A subring R of C that is closed under complex conjugation is said
to be conjugate-closed. If R is a such a subring, then conjugation restricts
to an automorphism of R[z, z−1]. Therefore, if R is a conjugate-closed sub-

ring of C, then our conjugation map f(z) 7→ f(z) maps 0, units, irreducibles,
and reducible elements of R[z, z−1] respectively to 0, units, irreducibles, and
reducible elements of R[z, z−1].

If R is a subring of C, then R∗ denotes the multiplicative group of units of
R and R⊛ denotes the set of all unimodular units in R, which is a subgroup
of R∗. If R is conjugate-closed, then every unimodular element u of R is a
unit of R because uu = 1. If R is a conjugate-closed subring of C, then we
say that two sequences f and g are R-similar and write f ∼R g to mean
that f(z) = uzjg(z) for some u ∈ R⊛ and j ∈ Z. Note that R-similarity
is an equivalence relation whose equivalence classes are called R-similarity

classes and are notated

(1) [f ]R = {uzjf : u ∈ R⊛, j ∈ Z}.

The R-similarity relation in R[z, z−1] is a finer equivalence relation than
the relation of being associate. For a conjugate-closed subring of C, the
conjugate of an R-similarity class is the set of all conjugates of the elements
in the class; this set is itself an R-similarity class.

If u is a unimodular element of C, then a u-palindrome is a sequence
f(z) such that f(z) = uzjf(z) for some j ∈ Z. A palindrome is just a
1-palindrome. Note that the zero sequence is a u-palindrome for every uni-
modular u, but a nonzero sequence cannot be both a u-palindrome and a
v-palindrome for distinct u and v. If R is a conjugate-closed subring of C,
then an R-palindrome is any u-palindrome for some u ∈ R⊛. In other words,
an R-palindrome is a sequence that is R-similar to its own conjugate. Thus,
an R-similarity class either consists entirely of R-palindromic sequences (in
which case the class is its own conjugate, so we call it self-conjugate or
palindromic) or it has no R-palindromic sequences (in which case our class
is distinct from its conjugate). Therefore, non-self-conjugate R-similarity
classes come in conjugate pairs.

If R is a conjugate-closed subring of C, then R-similar sequences are
isospectral, and we should note that a sequence f(z) is isospectral to f(z)

(as well as any sequence R-similar to f(z)). If R is a conjugate-closed
subring of C, then we say that two sequences in f(z), g(z) ∈ R[z, z−1] are
trivially isospectral over R to mean that they are either R-similar to each
other or one is R-similar to the conjugate of the other. Trivial isospectrality
over R is an equivalence relation that refines isospectrality and is refined
by R-similarity. The trivial isospectrality class of some f(z) over R is the

union of the R-similarity class of f(z) and the R-similarity class of f(z).
If f(z) is an R-palindrome, these two classes are the same, so the trivial
isospectrality class of f(z) is just the (self-conjugate) R-similarity class of
f(z), but if f(z) is not an R-palindrome, then the trivial isospectrality class



4 DANIEL J. KATZ, ADEEBUR RAHMAN, AND MICHAEL J WARD

of f(z) is a disjoint union of two (non-self-conjugate) R-similarity classes

(that of f(z) and that of f(z)).
Throughout this paper N = {0, 1, 2 . . .}. The following theorem tells us

which R-similarity classes contain sequences isospectral to a given sequence
for certain subrings R of C.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique

factorization domain. Let f be a sequence whose terms lie in R. If f = 0,
then the only sequence isospectral to f is itself. If f 6= 0, then suppose that

(2) f(z) = uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b1 · · · gn(z)
bng1(z)

c1
· · · gn(z)

cn

is a factorization of f(z) into nonassociate irreducibles f1(z), . . ., fn(z),

g1(z), . . ., gn(z), g1(z), . . ., gn(z) and unit u of R[z, z−1] where f1(z), . . .,
fm(z) are R-palindromic and g1(z), . . ., gn(z) are not, and we have a =
(a1, . . . , am) ∈ N

m and b = (b1, . . . , bn), c = (c1, . . . , cn) ∈ N
n. Then the set

of all sequences in R[z, z−1] that are isospectral to f(z) is

(3)
⋃

b′,c′∈Nn

b′+c′=b+c

[

uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
ng1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
n

]

R
,

which we have written as a disjoint union of R-similarity classes. There are
∏n

j=1(bj + cj + 1) classes in this disjoint union. If bj + cj is even for ev-

ery j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then precisely one of these classes is self-conjugate,

namely the one with b′ = c′ = (b + c)/2; otherwise there are no self-

conjugate classes in the disjoint union. The rest of the classes occur in

conjugate pairs. Therefore, the isospectrality class of f is the disjoint union

of
⌈(

∏n
j=1(bj + cj + 1)

)

/2
⌉

trivial isospectrality classes. The sequence f

is nontrivially isospectral to some other sequence in R[z, z−1] if and only if
∏n

j=1(bj + cj + 1) ≥ 3.

Remark 1.2. When R = C in Theorem 1.1, the polynomial f(z) factors
into linear factors, and then one recapitulates the results described in The-
orem 2.4 of [BP15], which obtains results already shown in [Fej16]. If f(z)
represents a sequence of length ℓ ≥ 2, then there are ℓ− 1 linear factors in
(2) and then the number of nontrivial isospectrality classes in the isospec-
trality class of f(z) is at most 2ℓ−2, as observed in [BP15, Cor. 2.6]. The
maximum of 2ℓ−2 is achieved if and only if either (i) m = 0, n = ℓ− 1, and
{bj , cj} = {0, 1} for every j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ − 1} or (ii) ℓ = 3 and n = 1 and
b1 + c1 = 2.

Remark 1.3. Beinert and Plonka [BP15, Remark 2.7] also consider what
happens whenR = R, the real field, in the situation outlined in Theorem 1.1,
and point out that a real sequence f(z) of length ℓ can have 2ℓ−2 nontrivial
isospectrality classes in its isospectrality class only if all its roots are real
(i.e., if and only if f(z) splits in R[x]).
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Theorem 1.1 limits the circumstances under which R-palindromes may be
isospectral to each other.

Corollary 1.4. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique

factorization domain. If f and g are R-palindromes that are isospectral,

then they must be R-similar.

Furthermore, we prove more technical results that show that certain kinds
of R-palindromes may not be isospectral to each other. If R is a conjugate-
closed ring, let R∗2 be the subgroup of squares in R∗, that is, R∗2 = {r2 : r ∈
R∗}, and let R⊛2 be the subgroup of R∗2 consisting of unimodular elements,
that is, R⊛2 = {r2 : r ∈ R⊛}.

Corollary 1.5. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique fac-

torization domain. Let u, v ∈ R⊛ and let f(z) ∈ R[z, z−1] be a u-palindrome

and g ∈ R[z, z−1] be a v-palindrome that is isospectral to f . Then either

f = g = 0 or else v/u ∈ R⊛2.

When R = Z, the only units in R are ±1, so the only R-palindromes
are palindromes (i.e., 1-palindromes) and antipalindromes, which are (−1)-
palindromes, so one consequence of Corollary 1.5 is the following.

Corollary 1.6. It is not possible for a palindrome in Z[z, z−1] to be isospec-

tral to an antipalindrome in Z[z, z−1] unless both the sequences are 0.

We restrict the relation of isospectrality to binary sequences: an equiv-
alence class of this relation is called a binary isospectrality class. We also
restrict the notion of trivial isospectrality over Z to binary sequences so
that f(z) and g(z) are trivially isospectral if and only if f(z) = uzjg(z)

or f(z) = uzjg(z) for some u ∈ {−1, 1} and j ∈ Z, and an equivalence
class of this relation is called a trivial binary isospectrality class. Trivial bi-
nary isospectrality refines binary isospectrality, so every binary isospectrality
class is a disjoint union of trivial binary isospectrality classes. The volume of
a binary isospectrality class equals the number of trivial binary isospectral-
ity classes in this union, and a binary isospectrality class of volume greater
than one is called nontrivial. We used a computer to find all nontrivial bi-
nary isospectrality classes for binary sequences of lengths 1 through 34. In
Table 1, we indicate how many nontrivial binary isospectrality classes there
are of each volume. We represent the distribution of volumes of nontrivial
isospectrality classes in a compact notation n1[v1] + n2[v2] + · · · + nt[vt],
which means that there are ni classes of volume vi for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t}.
If an entry for a particular sequence length is blank, it means that there are
no nontrivial isospectrality classes for binary sequences of that length. We
did not discover any nontrivial binary isospectrality class C of odd volume:
by Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.6 such a C would contain a one trivial bi-
nary isospectrality class that would consist either entirely of palindromes or
entirely of antipalindromes, and all other trivial isospectrality classes in C
would occur in conjugate pairs.
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Table 1. Nontrivial binary isospectrality classes

sequence frequency [volume] sequence frequency [volume]
length of nontrivial classes length of nontrivial classes

1 18 42 [2]
2 19
3 20 44 [2]
4 21 67 [2]
5 22
6 23
7 24 422 [2]
8 25 36 [2]
9 1 [2] 26
10 27 348 [2] + 1 [4]
11 28 180 [2]
12 8 [2] 29
13 30 1214 [2]
14 31 26 [2]
15 14 [2] 32 1136 [2]
16 12 [2] 33 1105 [2]
17 1 [2] 34 30 [2]

A positive integer n is said to be barren if there are no nontrivially isospec-
tral binary sequences of length n. Table 1 shows that the numbers from 1
to 8, along with 10, 11, 13, 14, 19, 22, 23, 26, and 29 are barren. The fol-
lowing result, which is proved using a concatenation construction, explains
why many numbers are not barren.

Proposition 1.7. Let m, n be positive integers such that m|n. If m is not

barren, then n is not barren.

Perusal of Table 1 shows that barren numbers seem to become more sparse
as the length increases. This leads to the following open question.

Open Problem 1.8. Are there finitely or infinitely many barren numbers?

The phenomenon of isospectrality is significant for the study of Golay
complementary pairs. A Golay complementary pair (or just Golay pair or
complementary pair) is a pair (f, g) of sequences such that for every nonzero
shift s, the sum of the aperiodic autocorrelation of f at shift s is the opposite
of the aperiodic autocorrelation of g at shift s. In our Laurent polynomial
interpretation, this is equivalent to saying that f(z)f(z) + g(z)g(z) is a
constant. A Golay sequence is a sequence that occurs as one of the two
sequences in a Golay complementary pair. If (f, g) is a complementary pair,
then (f, h) is a complementary pair for every h that is isospectral to g.
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Golay defined complementary pairs in [Gol51, p. 469], and found a con-
struction [Gol61, pp. 85–86] of binary complementary pairs (i.e., complemen-
tary pairs where both sequences in the pair are binary) that yields n!2n+2

pairs consisting of sequences of length 2n for each positive integer n. To
the authors’ knowledge, these are the only Golay pairs consisting of binary
sequences of length 2n known to date. See [DJ99, Theorem 3] for an easier
way of conceptualizing Golay’s construction via multivariable Boolean func-
tions, and see [KM22, Example 37] for a simpler way of indexing variables in
Davis and Jedwab’s construction. The n!2n+2 known complementary pairs
of length 2n involve n!2n distinct binary sequences that the make up n!2n−2

trivial Z-isospectrality classes of size 4. If we find any binary sequence that is
nontrivially isospectral to one of these n!2n known binary Golay sequences,
then we will have discovered a new binary Golay pair.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove
Theorem 1.1, our main result. In Section 3, we prove its Corollaries 1.4, 1.5,
and 1.6. In Section 4, we prove Proposition 1.7.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We restate Theorem 1.1 and prove it here.

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a subring of C that is closed under conjugation

and is a unique factorization domain. Let f be a sequence whose terms lie

in R. If f = 0, then the only sequence isospectral to f is itself. If f 6= 0,
then suppose that

f(z) = uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b1 · · · gn(z)
bng1(z)

c1
· · · gn(z)

cn

is a factorization of f(z) into nonassociate irreducibles f1(z), . . ., fn(z),

g1(z), . . ., gn(z), g1(z), . . ., gn(z) and unit u of R[z, z−1] where f1(z), . . .,
fm(z) are R-palindromic and g1(z), . . ., gn(z) are not, and we have a =
(a1, . . . , am) ∈ N

m and b = (b1, . . . , bn), c = (c1, . . . , cn) ∈ N
n. Then the set

of all sequences in R[z, z−1] that are isospectral to f(z) is
⋃

b′,c′∈Nn

b′+c′=b+c

[

uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
ng1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
n

]

R
,

which we have written as a disjoint union of R-similarity classes. There are
∏n

j=1(bj + cj + 1) classes in this disjoint union. If bj + cj is even for ev-

ery j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then precisely one of these classes is self-conjugate,

namely the one with b′ = c′ = (b + c)/2; otherwise there are no self-

conjugate classes in the disjoint union. The rest of the classes occur in

conjugate pairs. Therefore, the isospectrality class of f is the disjoint union

of
⌈(

∏n
j=1(bj + cj + 1)

)

/2
⌉

trivial isospectrality classes. The sequence f

is nontrivially isospectral to some other sequence in R[z, z−1] if and only if
∏n

j=1(bj + cj + 1) ≥ 3.
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Proof. Let h(z) be a sequence in R[z, z−1]. Then h(z) is isospectral to f(z)

if and only if h(z)h(z) = f(z)f(z). Therefore, if h(z) is isospectral to f(z),
then the unique factorization of h(z) can only contain the irreducibles in

f(z)f(z). Thus, in searching for the sequences isospectral to f(z) we can
confine ourselves to sequences h(z) that can be written as

h(z) = vf1(z)
a′
1 · · · fm(z)a

′

mg1(z)
b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
ng1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
n ,

for some unit v ∈ R[z, z−1] and a′ = (a′1, . . . , a
′

m) ∈ N
m and b′ = (b′1, . . . , b

′

n),

c′ = (c′1, . . . , c
′

n) ∈ N
n. For such a sequence h(z), the product h(z)h(z) has

a unique factorization with 2a′i factors of each fi and b′j + c′j factors of each

gj. Since f(z)f(z) has 2ai factors of each fi and bj + cj factors of each gj ,
then h(z) cannot be isospectral to f(z) unless it is of the form h(z) = vH(z)
where

H(z) = f1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
ng1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
n

with v a unit in R[z, z−1] and b′ + c′ = b + c. Let F (z) = u−1f(z), so

f(z) = uF (z), so that F (z)F (z) = H(z)H(z) Thus, f(z)f(z) = h(z)h(z) if

and only if uu = vv, i.e., if and only if (v/u)(v/u) = 1, which happens if
and only if v/u = xzk for some unimodular x and some k ∈ Z. This is true
if and only if h(z) = vH(z) = xzkuH(z), i.e., if and only if h(z) is R-similar
to uH(z), and this is true if and only if h(z) is in the union specified in the
statement of this theorem. This union is disjoint because the representatives
that we show for the R-similarity classes in the union are all nonassociates
of each other.

The number of R-similarity classes in our disjoint union equals the number
of pairs (b′, c′) ∈ N

n × N
n such that b′ + c′ = b + c. This last constraint

forces b′ ∈
∏n

j=1{0, 1, . . . , bj + cj}, and for each such b′, there is a unique

c′ = b+ c− b′ ∈ N
n such that b′ + c′ = b+ c, so we have precisely

(4)

n
∏

j=1

|{0, 1, . . . , bj + cj}| =

n
∏

j=1

(bj + cj + 1) classes.

The conjugate of a representative

r(z) = uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
ng1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
n

of one of the R-similarity classes in our disjoint union is

r(z) = uwzkf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
ng1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
n

for some unimodular w ∈ R and k ∈ Z because each of f1(z), . . . , fm(z) is
R-palindromic. Since u is a unit in R[z, z−1], so is u and then u/u = xzj

for some unimodular x ∈ R and some j ∈ Z. Therefore, r(z) is R-similar to

s(z) = uf1(z)
a1 · · · fm(z)amg1(z)

c′
1 · · · gn(z)

c′
ng1(z)

b′
1 · · · gn(z)

b′
n ,

so that the conjugate of [r(z)]R is [s(z)]R. Thus, [r(z)]R is self-conjugate if
and only if b′ = c′. This can be true of only one class (the one with b′ =
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c′ = (b+ c)/2 if bj + cj is even for every j) or none at all (otherwise), hence
the rest on the R-similarity classes occur in conjugate pairs. Recall from
the Introduction that each trivial isospectrality class is either the disjoint
union of two non-self-conjugate R-similarity classes or equal to a single self-
conjugate isospectrality class. Let N be the number of R-similarity classes
(counted by (4)) in our disjoint union (3). If N is even, then there are no self-
conjugate R-similarity classes, so the number of trivial isospectrality classes
in our disjoint union is N/2 = ⌈N/2⌉. If N is odd, then there is exactly
one self-conjugate R-similarity class, so the number of trivial isospectrality
classes is 1 + (N − 1)/2 = ⌈N/2⌉. Therefore, the isospectrality class of f is

the disjoint union of
⌈(

∏n
j=1(bj + cj + 1)

)

/2
⌉

trivial isospectrality classes.

Now if there are at least 3 classes in the disjoint union, then at least one
of them is not [f ]R or [f ]R, therefore f is non-trivially isospectral to some
sequence.

Conversely, if f is non-trivially isospectral to some sequence g, then [f ]R
and [g]R are two distinct R-similarity classes in the disjoint union. At most
one of these classes can be self-conjugate, and since the rest come in conju-
gate pairs, there must be at least three classes in the disjoint union. �

3. Palindromic classes

Since Theorem 1.1 only allows for at most one palindromic R-similarity
class within an isospectrality class, the following corollary, which was stated
as Corollary 1.4 in the Introduction, is immediate.

Corollary 3.1. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique

factorization domain. If f and g are R-palindromes that are isospectral,

then they must be R-similar.

Proof. If f = 0, then it is isospectral to g if and only if g = 0, in which case f
and g are clearly R-similar. Assume that f 6= 0 henceforth. By Theorem 1.1
there is at most one palindromic class isospectral to f in the disjoint union
(3) of R-similarity classes containing all the sequences in R[z, z−1] that are
isospectral to f . Since f and g are both R-palindromes, they must be in
this one R-similarity class, so f and g are R-similar. �

Before we prove Corollary 1.5, we prove a preliminary result on R-similar
R-palindromes.

Lemma 3.2. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique fac-

torization domain. Let u, v ∈ R⊛ and let f(z) ∈ R[z, z−1] be a u-palindrome

and g ∈ R[z, z−1] be a v-palindrome that is R-similar to f . Then either

f = g = 0 or else v/u ∈ R⊛2.

Proof. We know that f(z) = uzif(z) and g(z) = vzjg(z) for some i, j ∈ Z.
Since f(z) and g(z) are R-similar, we have f(z) = wzkg(z) for some w ∈ R⊛

and k ∈ Z. This proves that f = 0 if and only if g = 0, so assume both are
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nonzero from now on. Then

f(z) = u−1z−if(z)

= u−1z−iwzkg(z)

= u−1z−iw−1z−kg(z)

= u−1z−iw−1z−kvzjg(z)

= u−1z−iw−1z−kvzjw−1z−kf(z)

= (v/u)w−2z−i+j−2kf(z).

Since R[z, z−1] is an integral domain, this forces v/u = w2 ∈ R⊛2. �

Now we can prove Corollary 1.5 readily.

Corollary 3.3. Let R be a conjugate-closed subring of C that is a unique fac-

torization domain. Let u, v ∈ R⊛ and let f(z) ∈ R[z, z−1] be a u-palindrome

and g ∈ R[z, z−1] be a v-palindrome that is isospectral to f . Then either

f = g = 0 or else v/u ∈ R⊛2.

Proof. Corollary 3.1 shows that f and g must be R-similar, so then the
conclusion follows from Lemma 3.2. �

Since 1 is the only square unit in Z, we have the following consequence,
recorded in the Introduction as Corollary 1.6.

Corollary 3.4. It is not possible for a palindrome in Z[z, z−1] to be isospec-

tral to an antipalindrome in Z[z, z−1] unless both of the sequences are 0.

Proof. When R = Z, we have R⊛ = {1,−1} and so R⊛2 = {1}, so by
Corollary 3.3, if a u-palindrome f is isospectral to a v-palindrome g then
either f = g = 0 or u = v. �

4. Barren integers

If a = a0 + a1z + · · · + aℓ−1z
ℓ−1 is a binary sequence of length ℓ and

b = b0 + b1z + · · · + bm−1z
m−1 is a binary sequence of length m, then

the concatenation of a with b is the sequence a(z) + zℓb(z). Notice that
if a(z) = a0 + · · · + aℓ−1z

ℓ−1 is a binary sequence of length ℓ, then the
concatenation of a with a is a(z) + zℓa(z) = (1 + zℓ)a(z). Our goal for
this section is to prove Proposition 1.7, which we do using a concatenation
construction. The following result shows how concatenation of sequences
works in our Laurent polynomial formalism; it is readily proved by induction,
so we record it without proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let a(z) = a0 + a1z+ · · ·+ aℓ−1z
ℓ−1 be a sequence of length ℓ

and let m be a positive integer. The sequence obtained by concatenating m
copies of a together is (1 + zℓ + z2ℓ + · · ·+ z(m−1)ℓ)a(z).

Now we are ready to restate and prove 1.7.



SEQUENCES WITH IDENTICAL AUTOCORRELATION SPECTRA 11

Proposition 4.2. Let m, n be positive integers such that m|n. If m is not

barren, then n is not barren.

Proof. If m is not barren, then there exist nontrivially isospectral binary
sequences f(z) and g(z) of length m. Since m|n, we have n = mℓ for some

integer ℓ. Since f(z) and g(z) are isospectral, we know f(z)f(z) = g(z)g(z).
We can concatenate ℓ copies of f(z) together to make F (z) and ℓ copies of

g(z) together to make G(z). Let h(z) = 1 + zm + z2m + · · · z(ℓ−1)m. Then
by Lemma 4.1, F (z) = h(z)f(z), and G(z) = h(z)g(z).

F (z)F (z) = h(z)f(z)h(z)f(z)

= h(z)h(z)f(z)f(z)

= h(z)h(z)g(z)g(z)

= G(z)G(z),

so F (z) and G(z) are isospectral sequences of length n. Now we need to
show they are nontrivially isospectral.

Suppose that F (z) and G(z) are Z-similar to show contradiction. Then
F (z) = ±zjG(z) for some j ∈ Z. Therefore, h(z)f(z) = ±zjG(z) =
±zjh(z)g(z). Since Z[z, z−1] is an integral domain, we get f(z) = ±zjg(z).
This would mean that f(z) and g(z) are Z-similar, but f(z) and g(z) are
nontrivially isospectral, so this cannot happen. Therefore, F (z) and G(z)
are not Z-similar.

Suppose that F (z) is Z-similar to G(z) to show contradiction. That is

F (z) = ±zkG(z) for some k ∈ Z. Then

h(z)f(z) = ±zkG(z) = ±h(z)g(z) = ±z(1−ℓ)mh(z)g(z).

Since Z[z, z−1] is an integral domain, we have that f(z) = ±z(1−ℓ)mg(z).

This would mean that f(z) is Z-similar to g(z), but this cannot happen
because f(z) and g(z) are nontrivially isospectral. Therefore, F (z) and

G(z) are not Z-similar.

Since F (z) is R-similar to neither G(z) nor G(z), we see that F (z) and
G(z) are nontrivially isospectral sequences of length n. Hence n is not
barren. �
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