arXiv:1606.07750v1 [math.CO] 24 Jun 2016

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS

NERANGA FERNANDO

Abstract. We classify all self-reciprocal polynomials arising from reversed Dickson polynomials over Z and F_p , where p is prime. As a consequence, we also obtain coterm polynomials arising from reversed Dickson polynomials.

1. Introduction

The reciprocal f^∗(x) of a polynomial f(x) of degree n is defined by f^∗(x) = x^n f(^1_x ). A polynomial f(x) is called self-reciprocal if f^∗(x) = f(x), i.e. if f(x) = a_0 + a_1x + a_2x^2 +· · ·+a_nx^n, a_n ≠ 0, is self-reciprocal, then a_i = a_{n−i} for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Self-reciprocal polynomials have important applications in coding theory. We briefly explain two applications in the next two paragraphs.

Let C be a code of length n over R, where R is either a ring or a field. Consider the codeword c = (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−2}, c_{n−1}) in C, and denote its reverse by c^r which is given by c^r = (c_{n−1}, c_{n−2}, . . . , c_1, c_0). A code C is defined to be reversible if c^r ∈ C for all c ∈ C. If τ denotes the cyclic shift, then τ(c) = (c_{n−1}, c_0, . . . , c_{n−2}). A code C is said to be a cyclic code if the cyclic shift of each codeword is also a codeword. Cyclic codes have a representation in terms of polynomials. For example, the codeword c = (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−1}) can be represented by the polynomial f(x) = c_0+c_1x+· · · c_{n−1}x^{n−1} and the cyclic shifts of c correspond to the polynomials x^if(x) (mod x^n − 1) for i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1. Among all non-zero codewords in a cyclic code C, there is a unique codeword whose corresponding polynomial g(x) has minimum degree and divides x^n − 1. The polynomial g(x) is called the generator polynomial of the cyclic code C. In [11], Massey studied reversible codes over finite fields and showed that the cyclic code generated by the monic polynomial g(x) is reversible if and only if g(x) is self-reciprocal.

Deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) is a molecule that contains all of the information necessary to build and maintain an organism. DNA computing was first introduced by Leonard Adleman when he solved the famous directed Hamiltonian path problem by using DNA molecules as a form of computation; see [2]. Cyclic codes have played a pivotal role in the area of error-correcting codes; see [17]. The structure of DNA is used as a model for constructing good error correcting codes and conversely error correcting codes that have similar properties with DNA structure are also used to understand DNA itself. The interplay between DNA structure and error correcting codes have been extensively studied by many authors in which self-reciprocal polynomials play a major part. We refer the reader to [1, 5, 6, 14, 15, 19, 18] for further details.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11T06, 11C08, 11T55.

Key words and phrases. Self-reciprocal polynomial, Coterm polynomial, Reversed Dickson polynomial. 1

2 NERANGA FERNANDO

Let p be a prime and q a power of p. Let F_q be the finite field with q elements. From the definition of a reciprocal polynomial, it is clear that if f(x) is irreducible over F_q , then so is f^∗(x). Several authors have surveyed self-reciprocal irreducible monic (srim) polynomials and obtained many results; see [8, 12, 13, 20, 16].

The present paper is a result of a recent article by the author on the reversed Dickson polynomials of the (k +1)-th kind over finite fields in which many previously discovered results on reversed Dickson polynomials were generalized; see [3]. For a ∈ F_q , the n-th reversed Dickson polynomial of the (k + 1)-th kind D_{n,k}(a, x) is defined by

(1.1) D_{n,k}(a, x) =

⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

i=0 n − ki n − i ( n − i i ) (−x)^ia^{n−2i}, and D_{0,k}(a, x) = 2 − k.

When p is odd, it was shown in [3] that the n-th reversed Dickson polynomial of the (k + 1)-th kind D_{n,k}(1, x) can be written as D_{n,k}(1, x) = (1 2 )_n f_{n,k}(1 − 4x), where

(1.2) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ∈ Z[x] for n ≥ 1 and f_{0,k}(x) = 2 − k. In [10], Hou and Ly explored the properties of the reversed Dickson polynomials of the first kind D_{n,0}(x) over finite fields and showed that

D_{n,0}(1, x) = (1 2 )_{n−1} f_n(1 − 4x);

where

(1.3) f_n(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j . In [9], Hong, Qin, and Zhao showed that the reversed Dickson polynomials of the second kind D_{n,1}(x) can be written explicitly as follows.

D_{n,1}(1, x) = 1 2^n f_{n+1}(1 − 4x),

where

(1.4) f_n(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j .

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 3

The author of the present paper showed in [4] that the reversed Dickson polynomials of the third kind D_{n,2}(x) can be written explicitly as follows.

D_{n,2}(1, x) = 1 2^{n−1} f_n(1 − 4x), where

(1.5) f_n(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j . Note that (1.2) is a genelarization of (1.3), (1.4), and (1.5) for any k. The selfreciprocal property of (1.3), (1.4), and (1.5) was used in [10], [9], and [4], respectively, by the aforementioned authors to find necessary conditions for the corresponding reversed Dickson polynomials to be a permutation of F_q . These observations led to the inquisitive question “when is f_{n,k} a self-reciprocal?”. This paper answers this question completely and it is quite interesting to notice that self-reciprocal polynomials are only arising from the reversed Dickson polynomials of the first and third kinds when n is even, and only from the reversed Dickson polynomials of the second kind with an exception (see Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 3.4) when n is odd. An overview of the paper is as follows.

At the end of this section, we list some preliminaries that will be used in latter sections.

We explore f_{n,k}(x) ∈ Z[x], f_{n,k}(x) ∈ F_p [x], where p is an odd prime, f_{n,k}(x) ∈ F_2 [x] in Section 2, Section 3, and Section 4, respectively, and find necessary and sufficient conditions for f_{n,k}(x) to be a self-reciprocal.

In Section 5, we give an introduction to coterm polynomials and their applications in coding theory. Then we obtain several coterm polynomials as a consequence of the self-reciprocal polynomials obtained in Sections 2,3, and 4.

We note to the reader that in Sections 2,3, and 4, we allow the degree n in the definition of a self-reciprocal polynomial to be zero, i.e. we consider non-zero constant polynomials eventhough they are not very interesting.

1.1. Preliminaries.

Theorem 1.1. (Luca’s Theorem) Let p be a prime and let n, m ≥ 0 be two integers with p-adic expansions

n = α_0 p^0 + α_1 p^1 + α_2 p^2 + · · · + α_t p^t, and m = β_0 p^0 + β_1 p^1 + β_2 p^2 + · · · + β_t p^t.

Then ( n m ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod p).

An immediate consequence of the Luca’s Theorem is as follows.

4 NERANGA FERNANDO

Lemma 1.2. ( n m ) is divisible by a prime p if and only if at least one of the base p digits of m is greater than the corresponding digit of n.

Lemma 1.3. (See [12]) Every self-reciprocal irreducible polynomial of degree n ≥ 2 has even degree.

2. When is f_{n,k} a self-reciprocal?

In this section we answer the question “when is f_{n,k} a self-reciprocal?” by considering two cases: n is odd and n is even.

Recall that for n ≥ 1,

(2.1) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ∈ Z[x],

Theorem 2.1. Let n > 1 be even. f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal if and only if k ∈ {0, 2}.

Proof. Let k = 0. Then (2.1) becomes

f_{n,k}(x) = 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ,

which is a self-reciprocal since ( n 2j ) = ( n 2(^n_2 − j) ) ,

for 0 ≤ j ≤^n_2 .

Let k = 2. Then (2.1) becomes

f_{n,k}(x) = 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j .

So we need to show that ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

is a self-reciprocal. Note that

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 5 ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j − ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1} + ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j − ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1} + ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1}

+ ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j + ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j

(2.2)

∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j is a self-reciprocal since ( n 2j + 1 ) = ( n 2((^n_2 − 1) − j) + 1 ) , for 0 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1.

Now assume that

f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j − k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1} + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j (2.3)

is a self-reciprocal.

Note that the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is n 2 and the right hand-side of (2.3) can be written as

(2.4) (k(n − 1) + 2) + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (2 − k) x^{n2} .

If k ≠ 2, since f_{n,k} is a self-reciprocal, we have 2 − k = k(n − 1) + 2 which implies k = 0.

If k ≠ 0, then k = 2. Otherwise, it contradicts the fact that n > 1. Note that for k = 2 and j =^n_2 − 1, we have ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + ( n 2j ) ≠ 0,

6 NERANGA FERNANDO and 2 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − 2 ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) = 2 [( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + ( n 2j )]

= 2 [( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j )]

= 2 ( n 2j + 1 )

= 2 ( n n − 1 )

= 2n = k(n − 1) + 2. □ Remark 2.2. When n is even, note that in (2.4), if we replace the constant term by the coefficient of x^n2 and viceversa, (2.4) does not generate self-reciprocal polynomials for any k.

To give an example, let k = 1 and consider k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )

in (2.4) for 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1. We have ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) = ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j ) + ( n 2j )

= ( n 2j + 1 ) + ( n 2j )

= ( n + 1 2j + 1 )

Clearly, when j = 1 and j =^n_2 − 1 ( n + 1 3 ) ≠ ( n + 1 n − 1 ) . Let’s replace the constant term by the coefficient of x^n2 in (2.4) and define g_{n,k} to be

(2.5) g_{n,k}(x) := (2 − k) + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (2 − k) x^{n2} .

Also, replace the coefficient of x^n2 by the constant term in (2.4) and define h_{n,k} to be

h_{n,k}(x) := (k(n−1)+2)+ n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j )] x^j +(k(n−1)+2) x^{n2} .

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 7

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let n > 1 be even. g_{n,k} and h_{n,k} are self-reciprocal if and only if k = 0 Proof. We only need to claim that

(2.6) k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) − 1 ) +2 ( n 2(^n_2 − j) )

for 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1 when and only when k = 0.

When k = 0, clearly equality holds. Now assume that k ≠ 0. Then from (2.6) we have k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) − 1 ) +2 ( n 2(^n_2 − j) )

k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) = k ( n − 1 n − 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 n − 2j − 1 )

k [( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j )] = k [( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j − 2 )]

which implies ( n 2j + 1 ) = ( n 2j − 1 ) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n 2 − 1, which is a contradiction. □ Theorem 2.4. Let n > 1 be odd. f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal if and only if k = 1 or n = 3 when k = 3.

Proof. Let k = 1 in (2.1). Then we have

f_{n,k}(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j − ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1} + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j + ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= ∑ j≥0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j

Clearly, ∑ j≥0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j is a self-reciprocal polynomial since ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) = ( n + 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) , for 0 ≤ j ≤^{n−1}_2 .

8 NERANGA FERNANDO

Now assume that f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal polynomial. Note that the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is n − 1 2 and the right hand-side of (2.3) can be written as

(2.7)

(k(n−1)+2)+ n−1 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j )] x^j +(−k(n−1)+2n) x^{n−12} . k(n − 1) + 2 = −k(n − 1) + 2n implies k = 1. When k ≠ 1, If −k(n − 1) + 2n = 0, then k ≠ 0, 2.

Now assume that k ≠ 0, 1, 2. Then−k(n − 1) + 2n = 0 if and only if n = 3 when k = 3 since n is odd and n = k k − 2 ∈ Z if and only if k = 3.

Note that f_{n,k}(x) = 8 when n = 3 and k = 3. □ Remark 2.5. Note that when n = 1, f_{n,k}(x) = 2 for all k.

Remark 2.6. When n > 1 is odd, note that in (2.7), if we replace the constant term by the coefficient of x^{n−1}2 and viceversa, (2.4) does not generate self-reciprocal polynomials for any k.

Let’s replace the constant term by the coefficient of x^{n−1}2 in (2.7) and define g^∗_{n,k} to be g^∗_{n,k}(x) := (−k(n − 1) + 2n) + n−1 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (−k(n − 1) + 2n) x^{n−12} .

(2.8)

Also, replace the coefficient of x^{n−1}2 by the constant term in (2.7) and define h^∗_{n,k} to be

h^∗_{n,k}(x) := (k(n−1)+2)+ n−1 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j )] x^j +(k(n−1)+2) x^{n−12} .

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.7. Let n > 1 be odd. g^∗_{n,k} and h^∗_{n,k} are self-reciprocal if and only if k = 1 Proof. We only need to claim that

(2.9) k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) − 1 ) +2 ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) )

for 1 ≤ j ≤^{n−1}_2 − 1 when and only when k = 1.

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 9

Let k = 1. Then from the left hand side of (2.9), we have ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) = ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j ) + 2 ( n 2j )

= ( n 2j + 1 ) + ( n 2j )

= ( n + 1 2j + 1 )

= ( n + 1 n − 2j )

= ( n + 1 n − 1 − 2j + 1 )

= ( n + 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 )

= ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) + ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) )

= ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) ) + ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) )

= ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) ) , which is the right hand side of (2.9).

Now assume that k ≠ 1. Then from (2.9) we have k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) − 1 ) +2 ( n 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) )

k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 n − 2j ) − k ( n − 1 n − 2j − 2 ) + 2 ( n n − 1 − 2j )

k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) = k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j + 1 )

k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + ( n 2j ) − ( n 2j + 1 ) = 0 (k − 1) ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + (1 − k) ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) = 0 which implies ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) = ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 2 − 1, which is a contradiction. □

10 NERANGA FERNANDO

3. In Odd Characteristic Let n > 1, p be an odd prime, and 0 ≤ k ≤ p − 1. Consider

(3.1) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ∈ F_p [x]. Theorem 3.1. Assume that n is even. Then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal if and only if one of the following holds

(i) k = 0.

(ii) k = 2 and n ≠ (2l)p, where l ∈ Z^+.

Proof. Let k = 0. Then f_{n,k}(x) = 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j . We claim that ( n 2j ) ≡ ( n 2(^n_2 − j) ) (mod p),

for 0 ≤ j ≤^n_2 .

Consider the p-adic expansions

n = α_0 p^0 + α_1 p^1 + α_2 p^2 + · · · + α_t p^t, and 2j = β_0 p^0 + β_1 p^1 + β_2 p^2 + · · · + β_t p^t.

Then by Luca’s theorem, we have ( n 2j ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 )( α_2 β_2 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod p) = ( α_0 α_0 − β_0 )( α_1 α_1 − β_1 )( α_2 α_2 − β_2 ) · · · ( α_t α_t − β_t )

≡ ( n 2(^n_2 − j) ) (mod p)

Then the claim follows from the fact that (_n 2j ) ≡ 0 (mod p) if and only if there exists an 0 ≤ l ≤ t such that β_l > α_l if and only if (_n 2(^n_2 −j) ) ≡ 0 (mod p).

Let k = 2 and n ≠ (2l)p, where l ∈ Z^+. Note that n ≠ (2l)p implies p ̸|(2n). From (2.2), we have

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 11

f_{n,k}(x) = 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j (3.2)

Consider the p-adic expansions

n = α_0 p^0 + α_1 p^1 + α_2 p^2 + · · · + α_t p^t, and 2j + 1 = β_0 p^0 + β_1 p^1 + β_2 p^2 + · · · + β_t p^t.

Then by Luca’s theorem, we have ( n 2j + 1 ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 )( α_2 β_2 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod p) = ( α_0 α_0 − β_0 )( α_1 α_1 − β_1 )( α_2 α_2 − β_2 ) · · · ( α_t α_t − β_t )

≡ ( n 2((^n_2 − 1) − j) + 1 ) (mod p)

Then the claim follows from the fact that (_n 2j+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod p) if and only if there exists an 0 ≤ l ≤ t such that β_l > α_l if and only if (_n 2((^n_2 −1)−j)+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod p).

Now assume that f_{n,k}(x) is self-reciprocal. From (2.4), we have

(3.3) (k(n − 1) + 2) + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (2 − k) x^{n2} .

Since f_{n,k}(x) is self-reciprocal, we have k(n − 1) + 2 ≡ 2 − k (mod p) which implies k = 0 for any even n or p|n.

Note that since n is even,^n_p is even, so we can write n = (2l)p for some l ∈ Z^+. Now we claim that when k ≠ 0, 2 and p|n, it contradicts our assumption that f_{n,k}(x) is self-reciprocal.

Let k ≠ 0, 2 and p|n. Then from (3.3) we have

(3.4) (2 − k) + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (2 − k) x^{n2} .

Now we claim that

12 NERANGA FERNANDO

k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) ≢ k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2(^n_2 − j) )

(mod p)

(3.5)

for 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1. Let k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j ) ≡ k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) − k ( n − 1 2(^n_2 − j) − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2(^n_2 − j) )

(mod p) Then by the proof of Theorem 2.3, we have ( n 2j + 1 ) ≡ ( n 2j − 1 ) (mod p),

for 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1, which is clearly a contradiction. Now let k = 2 in (3.3). Then we have

(3.6) 2n + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [ 2 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − 2 ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j . We show that when k = 2, if f_{n,k} is a self-reciprocal, then n ≠ p(2l), i.e. p ̸|n. When k = 2, Assume that n = p(2l), i.e. p|n. Then the constant term in (3.6) vanishes, and as a result f_{n,k} is not a self-reciprocal. Hence the proof.

Note that (3.6) can also be written as

(3.7) 2n + 2 n 2 −1∑

j=1 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j = 2 n 2 −1∑

j=0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j □ Corollary 3.2. If k = 0 and n > 2 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4), then f_{n,k}(x) is not an irreducible self-reciprocal polynomial.

Proof. If n ≡ 2 (mod 4), then the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is odd. The rest of the proof follows from Theorem 3.1 (i) and Lemma 1.3. □ Corollary 3.3. If k = 2 and n ≠ (2l)p with n ≡ 0 (mod 4), where l ∈ Z^+, then f_{n,k}(x) is not an irreducible self-reciprocal polynomial.

Proof. If n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is odd when k = 2. The rest of the proof follows from Theorem 3.1 (i) and Lemma 1.3. □ Theorem 3.4. Assume that n > 0 is odd. Then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal if and only if one of the following holds

(i) n = 1 for any k.

(ii) k = 0 and n = p^l, where l ∈ Z^+.

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 13

(iii) n = 3 and k = 3 when p > 3. (iv) k = 1 and n + 1 ≠ (2l)p, where l ∈ Z^+.

Proof. From Remark 2.5, we have f_{1,k}(x) = 2 for all k. When p > 3, f_{3,3}(x) = 8.

Let k = 0 and n = p^l in (3.1), where l ∈ Z^+. Then f_{n,k}(x) = 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j = 2.

Now let k = 1 in (3.1) and assume that n + 1 ≠ (2l)p, where l ∈ Z^+. Then from Theorem 2.4 we have f_{n,k}(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j Note that n + 1 ≠ (2l)p implies p ̸|(n + 1). Consider the p-adic expansions

n + 1 = α_0 p^0 + α_1 p^1 + α_2 p^2 + · · · + α_t p^t, and 2j + 1 = β_0 p^0 + β_1 p^1 + β_2 p^2 + · · · + β_t p^t.

Then by Luca’s theorem, we have ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 )( α_2 β_2 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod p) = ( α_0 α_0 − β_0 )( α_1 α_1 − β_1 )( α_2 α_2 − β_2 ) · · · ( α_t α_t − β_t )

≡ ( n + 1 2(^{n−1}_2 − j) + 1 ) (mod p)

Then the claim follows from the fact that (_{n+1}

2j+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod p) if and only if there exists an 0 ≤ l ≤ t such that β_l > α_l if and only if

(_{n+1}

2(^{n−1}_2 −j)+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod p).

Now assume that f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal. From (2.7) we have

(3.8)

(k(n−1)+2)+ n−1 2 −1∑

j=1 [ k ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) −k ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) +2 ( n 2j )] x^j +(−k(n−1)+2n) x^{n−12} . Case 1. Here we consider the case where the constant term and the coefficient of x^{n−1}2 being non-zero.

Since f_{n,k} is a self-reciprocal, we have k(n − 1) + 2 ≡ −k(n − 1) + 2n (mod p),

14 NERANGA FERNANDO

which implies

(k − 1)(n − 1) ≡ 0 (mod p).

Since n is odd, we have n = 1 for any k ≠ 1. Let k = 1 in (3.8) to obtain

(n + 1) + n−1 2 −1 ∑ j=1 [( n − 1 2j + 1 ) − ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) + 2 ( n 2j )] x^j + (n + 1) x^{n−12}

= n−1 2∑ j=0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j . (3.9)

Since (3.9) is a self-reciprocal, we have either n = 1, in which case f_{n,k}(x) is a constant polynomial, or p ̸|(n + 1) which implies n + 1 ≠ (2l)p, where l ∈ Z^+. Hence we have (i) and (iv).

Case 2. Here we consider the case where the constant term is non-zero, but coefficient of x^{n−1}2 is zero in (3.8), i.e.

(3.10) k(n − 1) + 2 ≢ 0 (mod p) and − k(n − 1) + 2n ≡ 0 (mod p).

−k(n − 1) + 2n ≡ 0 (mod p) implies n ≢ 1 (mod p) and k ≠ 2. From −k(n − 1) + 2n ≡ 0 (mod p) we have

(3.11) n ≡ k k − 2 (mod p),

which implies (a) k = 0 for any p, (b) k = 3 when p > 3, (c) k = 1 for any p, or (d) k = 4 when p > 3.

If k = 0, since n is an odd, we have n = p^l, where l ∈ Z^+. Note that in this case f_{n,k}(x) = 2.

If k = 3 and p > 3, we have n ≡ 3 (mod p). Since n is odd, n = 3. Note that in this case f_{n,k}(x) = 8.

If k = 1, then it contradicts (3.10). The coefficient of x^{n−1}2^{−1} in (3.8) is k ( n − 1 1 ) − k ( n − 1 3 ) + 2 ( n 3 ) . Assume that k = 4 when p > 3. When k = 4, from (3.11), n ≡ 2 (mod p). Then the coefficient of x^{n−1}2^{−1} is 4 ( n − 1 1 ) − 4 ( n − 1 3 ) + 2 ( n 3 ) = 4 ( n 2 ) − 2 ( n 3 ) ≡ 4 (mod p)

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 15

But the constant term in (3.8) is

k(n − 1) + 2 = 4(n − 1) + 2 ≡ 6 (mod p).

This contradicts our assumption that f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal. Hence the proof. □ Corollary 3.5. If k = 1 and n + 1 ≠ (2l)p with n ≡ 3 (mod 4), where l ∈ Z^+, then f_{n,k}(x) is not an irreducible self-reciprocal polynomial.

Proof. If n ≡ 3 (mod 4), then the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is odd when k = 1. The rest of the proof follows from Theorem 3.4 (iv) and Lemma 1.3. □

4. In Characteristic 2 When p = 2, (2.1) becomes

(4.1) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) ∈ F_2 [x].

Note that we only need to consider k = 1. We note to the reader that when p = 2, the polynomials defined by f_{n,k} do not arise from reversed Dickson polynomials.

Theorem 4.1. Let n > 1 and k = 1. Then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal if and only if n is even.

Proof. Necessity immediately follows from the fact that (_{n−1} 2j+1 ) = 0 when n is odd. For the sufficiency, assume that n is even. Then from (4.1) we have

f_{n,k}(x) = ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^j + ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) x^{j+1}

= 1 + n 2 −1∑

j=1 [( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j − 1 )] x^j + x^{n2}

(4.2)

Note that ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j − 1 ) = ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) + ( n − 1 2j ) + ( n − 1 2j ) + ( n − 1 2j − 1 )

= ( n 2j + 1 ) + ( n 2j )

= ( n + 1 2j + 1 )

Then (4.2) can be written as

16 NERANGA FERNANDO

f_{n,k}(x) = n 2∑ j=0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j (4.3)

For 0 ≤ j ≤^n_2 , we have ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) = ( n + 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) . Now we claim that for 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1, If

(_{n+1}

2j+1 ) vanishes, then so does

(_{n+1}

2(^n_2 −j)+1 ) . Consider the 2-adic expansions

n + 1 = α_0 2^0 + α_1 2^1 + α_2 2^2 + · · · + α_t 2^t, and 2j + 1 = β_0 2^0 + β_1 2^1 + β_2 2^2 + · · · + β_t 2^t.

Note that α_0 = 1 and β_0 = 1 since n + 1 and 2j + 1 are odd. Then

n − 2j + 1 = 2^0 + (α_1 − β_1) 2^1 + (α_2 − β_2) 2^2 + · · · + (α_t − β_t) 2^t. Then by Luca’s theorem, we have ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod 2), and ( n + 1 2(^n_2 − j) + 1 ) ≡ ( α_0 1 )( α_1 α_1 − β_1 ) · · · ( α_t α_t − β_t ) (mod 2).

Then the claim follows from the fact that (_{n+1}

2j+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod 2) if and only if there exists an 1 ≤ l ≤ t such that β_l > α_l if and only if

(_{n+1}

2(^n_2 −j)+1 ) ≡ 0 (mod 2). □ Corollary 4.2. If n > 2 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4), then f_{n,k}(x) is not an irreducible selfreciprocal polynomial.

Proof. If n ≡ 2 (mod 4), then the degree of f_{n,k}(x) is odd. The rest of the proof follows from Lemma 1.3. □

Remark 4.3. Note that when n = 2, f_{n,k} = x + 1 which is irreducible.

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 17

5. Coterm Polynomials

5.1. Introduction. Coterm polynomials were introduced by Oztas, Siap, and Yildiz in [14]. They studied DNA codes over an extension ring of F_2 + uF_2 with the use of coterm polynomials.

Let R be a commutative ring with identity.

Definition 5.1. (See [14]) Let f(x) = a_0 + a_1x + · · · + a_{n−1}x^{n−1} ∈ R[x]/(x^n − 1) be a polynomial, with a_i ∈ R. If for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋, we have a_i = a_{n−i}, then f(x) is said to be a coterm polynomial over R.

According to the definition f(x) = a_0 + a_1x + · · · + a_{n−1}x^{n−1} is a coterm polynomial in R[x]/(x^n − 1) if and only if (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{n−1}) is self-reversible.

The classical way of constructing a reversible code is to find a self-reciprocal divisor of x^n −1 and construct the cyclic code generated by that divisor. However, Oztas, Siap, and Yildiz explained a new way to construct reversible codes using coterm polynomials. We refer the reader to [14] and the references therein for further details.

5.2. Coterm Polynomials from reversed Dickson polynomials. Clearly, If f(x) = a_0 + a_1x + a_2x^2 + · · · + a_nx^n, a_n ≠ 0, is a self-reciprocal polynmial, then the removal of the term a_nx^n from f(x) gives a coterm polynomial. Using the above fact and the self-reciprocal polynomials obtained in the previous sections, we have the following results.

Consider

(5.1) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ∈ Z[x]. Theorem 5.2. Let n ≥ 4 be even. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − 2x^{n2} . If k = 0, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over Z.

Proof. If k = 0, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 2.1). The rest of the proof follows from (2.4). □

Theorem 5.3. Let n ≥ 6 be even. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − 2n x^{n2 −1}. If k = 2, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over Z.

Proof. If k = 2, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 2.1). The rest of the proof follows from (2.4). □

Theorem 5.4. Let n ≥ 4 be even. Define C_{n,k}(x) := g_{n,k}(x) − 2x^{n2} , where g_{n,k}(x) is the polynomial defined in (2.5). If k = 0, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over Z.

18 NERANGA FERNANDO

Proof. If k = 0, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 2.3). The rest of the proof follows from (2.5). □ Theorem 5.5. Let n > 3 be odd. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − (n + 1)x^{n−12} . If k = 1, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over Z.

Proof. If k = 1, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 2.4). The rest of the proof follows from (2.7). □ Theorem 5.6. Let n > 3 be odd. Define C_{n,k}(x) := g^∗_{n,k}(x) − (n + 1)x^{n−12} , where g^∗_{n,k}(x) is the polynomial defined in (2.8). If k = 1, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over Z.

Proof. If k = 1, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 2.7). The rest of the proof follows from (2.8). □ Let’s consider

(5.2) f_{n,k}(x) = k ∑ j≥0 ( n − 1 2j + 1 ) (x^j − x^{j+1}) + 2 ∑ j≥0 ( n 2j ) x^j ∈ F_p [x], where p is an odd prime and 0 ≤ k ≤ p − 1.

Theorem 5.7. Let n ≥ 4 be even. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − 2 x^{n2} . If k = 0 and w_p(n) ≠ 2, where w_p(n) is the base p weight of n, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over F_p .

Proof. If k = 0, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 3.1). The rest of the proof follows from (3.3). □ Remark 5.8. Let w_p(n) = 2 in Theorem 5.7. From (3.3), we have C_{n,k}(x) = f_{n,k}(x) − 2 x^{n2} = 2 n 2 −1∑

j=0 ( n 2j ) x^j

= 2 + n 2 −1∑

j=1 ( n 2j ) x^j . (5.3)

Assume that 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1, i.e. 2 ≤ 2j ≤ n − 2. Consider the p-adic expansions

n = α_0 p^0 + α_1 p^1 + α_2 p^2 + · · · + α_t p^t,

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 19 and 2j = β_0 p^0 + β_1 p^1 + β_2 p^2 + · · · + β_t p^t.

Then by Luca’s theorem, we have ( n 2j ) ≡ ( α_0 β_0 )( α_1 β_1 )( α_2 β_2 ) · · · ( α_t β_t ) (mod p)

We claim that there exists 0 ≤ i ≤ t such that α_i < β_i for all 1 ≤ j ≤^n_2 − 1. Assume to the contrary α_i ≥ β_i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ t. Since w_p(n) = 2, we have α_0 + α_1 + α_2 + · · · + α_t = 2.

Since α_i ≥ β_i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ t, we have β_0 + β_1 + β_2 + · · · + β_t ≤ 2.

If β_0 + β_1 + β_2 + · · · + β_t = 0, then it contradicts the fact that 2j ≥ 2. If β_0 + β_1 + β_2 + · · · + β_t = 1, then there esists an 0 ≤ i ≤ t such that 2j = p^i, a contradiction.

If β_0 + β_1 + β_2 + · · · + β_t = 2, then it contradicts the fact that 2j ≤ n − 2. Hence ( n 2j ) ≡ 0 (mod p) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n 2 − 1. From (5.3), we have C_{n,k}(x) ≡ 2 (mod p). Theorem 5.9. Let n ≥ 6 be even. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − 2n x^{n2 −1}. If k = 2, n ≠ (2l_1)p, where l_1 ∈ Z^+, and n ≠ p^{l2} + 1, where l_2 ∈ Z^+, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over F_p .

Proof. If k = 2 and n ≠ (2l_1)p, where l_1 ∈ Z^+, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 3.1). The rest of the proof follows from (3.3). □ Remark 5.10. Let n = p^{l2} + 1, where l_2 ∈ Z^+, in Theorem 5.9. From (3.2), we have C_{n,k}(x) = f_{n,k}(x) − 2n x^{n2 −1} = 2 n 2 −2∑

j=0 ( n 2j + 1 ) x^j ≡ 2 (mod p).

Theorem 5.11. Let n > 3 be odd. Define C_{n,k}(x) := f_{n,k}(x) − (n + 1)x^{n−12} . If k = 1, n + 1 ≠ (2l_1)p, where l_1 ∈ Z^+, and n ≠ p^{l2} , where l_2 ∈ Z^+, then C_{n,k}(x) is a coterm polynomial over F_p .

20 NERANGA FERNANDO

Proof. If k = 1 and n + 1 ≠ (2l_1)p, where l_1 ∈ Z^+, then f_{n,k}(x) is a self-reciprocal (see Theorem 3.4). The rest of the proof follows from (3.8). □

Remark 5.12. Let n = p^{l2} , where l_2 ∈ Z^+, in Theorem 5.11. From (3.8), we have C_{n,k}(x) = f_{n,k}(x) − (n + 1)x^{n−12} = n−1 2 −1 ∑ j=0 ( n + 1 2j + 1 ) x^j ≡ 1 (mod p).

Remark 5.13. In characteristic 2, f_{n,k}(x) − x^n2 is a coterm polynomial over F_2 if n ≥ 4 is even and n ≠ 2^l, where l ∈ Z^+. Note that when n = 2^l, where l ∈ Z^+, we have f_{n,k}(x) − x^n2 ≡ 1 (mod 2).

6. Acknowledgements

The author would like to thank Sartaj Ul Hasan for drawing his attention to [11]. The author is also grateful to Boris Tsvelikhovsky for the valuable discussions in Section 2.

References

[1] T. Abualrub, A. Ghrayeb, X. N. Zeng, Construction of cyclic codes over GF (4) for DNA computing, WSEAS Trans. Math. 5 (2006), no. 6, 750 – 755.

[2] L. Adleman, Molecular computation of solutions to combinatorial problems, Science 266 (1994) 1021 – 1024.

[3] N. Fernando, Reversed Dickson Polynomials of the (k + 1)-th kind over finite fields.

arXiv:1605.04338 [4] N. Fernando, Reversed Dickson polynomials of the third kind. arXiv:1602.04545 [5] K. Guenda, T. Aaron Gulliver, Construction of cyclic codes over F_2 + uF_2 for DNA computing, Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput. 24 (2013), no. 6, 445 – 459.

[6] K. Guenda, T. Aaron Gulliver, P. Solé, On Cyclic DNA Codes, Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inform.

Theory, 121 – 125, Istanbul, Jul. 2013.

[7] D. G. Hoffman, D. A. Leonard, C. C. Lindner, K. T. Phelps, C. A. Rodger, J. R. Wall, Coding theory. The essentials, Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 150. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1991. xiv+277 pp.

[8] S. J. Hong, D. C. Bossen, On some properties of self-reciprocal polynomials, IEEE Trans. Infor.

Thy., Vol. IT-21 (1975) pp. 462 – 464.

[9] S. Hong, X. Qin, W. Zhao, Necessary conditions for reversed Dickson polynomials of the second kind to be permutational, Finite Fields Appl. 37 (2016), 54 – 71.

[10] X. Hou, T. Ly, Necessary conditions for reversed Dickson polynomials to be permutational, Finite Fields Appl. 16 (2010), 436 – 448.

[11] J. L. Massey, Reversible codes, Information and Control 7 (1964), 369 – 380. [12] H. Meyn, On the construction of irreducible self-reciprocal polynomials over finite fields , Appl.

Alg. in Eng., Comm., and Comp., 1 (1990), 43 – 53.

[13] R. L. Miller, Necklaces, symmetries and self-reciprocal polynomials, Discrete Math., 22 (1978), 25 – 33.

[14] E. S. Oztas, I. Siap, B. Yildiz, Reversible codes and applications to DNA, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., 8592, Springer, Heidelberg, 2014.

[15] S. Pattanayak, A. K. Singh, Construction of cyclic DNA codes over the Ring Z_4[u]/⟨u^2 − 1⟩ based on the deletion distance, arXiv:1603.04055.

SELF-RECIPROCAL POLYNOMIALS AND COTERM POLYNOMIALS 21

[16] U. Pintoptang, V. Laohakosol, S. Tadee, Necklaces, self-reciprocal polynomials, and q-cycles, Int.

J. Comb. 2014, Art. ID 593749, 4 pp.

[17] V. Pless, Introduction to the theory of error-correcting codes, Third edition. Wiley-Interscience Series in Discrete Mathematics and Optimization. A Wiley-Interscience Publication. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1998. xiv+207 pp.

[18] I. Siap, T. Abualrub, A. Ghrayeb, Cyclic DNA codes over the Ring F_2 [u]/⟨u^2 − 1⟩ based on the deletion distance, J. Franklin Inst. 346 (2009), no. 8, 731 – 740.

[19] B. Yildiz, I. Siap, Cyclic codes over F_2 [u]/⟨u^4 −1⟩ and applications to DNA codes, Comput. Math.

Appl. 63 (2012), no. 7, 1169 – 1176.

[20] J. Yucas, G. Mullen, Self-Reciprocal Irreducible Polynomials Over Finite Fields , Des. Codes Cryptogr. 33 (2004), no. 3, 275 – 281.

Department of Mathematics, Northeastern University, Boston, MA 02115 E-mail address: w.fernando@neu.edu