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NEWTON-HENSEL INTERPOLATION LIFTING

MARTIN AVENDANO, TERESA KRICK, AND ARIEL PACETTI

ABSTRACT. The main result of this paper is a new version of Newton-Hensel lifting that relates
to interpolation questions. It allows one to lift polynomials in Z[z] from information modulo a
prime number p # 2 to a power pF for any k, and its originality is that it is a mixed version
that not only lifts the coefficients of the polynomial but also its exponents. We show that this
result corresponds exactly to a Newton-Hensel lifting of a system of 2t generalized equations in
2t unknowns in the ring of p-adic integers Z, . Finally we apply our results to sparse polynomial
interpolation in Z[z].

INTRODUCTION

Quoting [BCSS98, p.10], Newton’s method has been considered “the search algorithm” sine qua non
of numerical analysis and scientific computation. Since its origins probably by Viete around 1580,
its description by Newton in 1669, simplification by Raphson in 1690 and actual formulation by
Simpson in 1740, Newton’s method has been widely studied, applied and generalized. For instance
we mention here the crucial development by S. Smale of the alpha theory, emphasizing conditions
on the input approximate zero (i.e., where can we start the Newton’s method) instead of hypotheses
with regard to estimates on the unknown zero, and of the gamma theory that estimates the size of a
ball of approximate zeros around the zero [Sma86] and [BCSS98, Ch. 8 and 14]. Another important
issue is the search for algorithms for finding approximate zeros in [ShSm94, CuSm99] (the search
of a polynomial time uniform algorithm for such an approximate zero is one of the mathematical
problems for next century proposed in [Sma98]), and the generalizations of Newton’s method for
over-determined systems, for instance in [DeSh00], and recently for systems with multiplicities in
[Lec02].

The non-archimedean counterpart of Newton’s method, introduced by Hensel around 1900, is
the basis of the construction of the p-adic numbers and their applications as in the local-global
Hasse-Minkowski principle for quadratic forms. Since then, “Newton-Hensel lifting” in its non-
archimedean versions is primordially present in exact symbolic computation: for example in univari-
ate rational polynomial factorization in [Zas69] and the breakthrough LLL-polynomial time factor-
ization algorithm [LLL82], in multivariate polynomial factorization [ChGr82, Chi84, Gri84, Kal85].
Also for multivariate polynomial systems solving in the Grobner basis setting in [Tri85, Win88]
and in the primitive element setting in [ChGr83, Chi84, Gri84] and in [GHMMP98, GHHMMP97,
HKPSWO00, JKSS04].

The main result of this paper is a new version of Newton-Hensel lifting that relates to interpolation
questions. It allows to lift polynomials in Z[z] from information modulo a prime number p # 2
to a power p* for any k, and its originality is that it is a mixed version that not only lifts the
coefficients of the polynomial but also its exponents.
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Theorem 1. Let p be an odd prime number, and t e N, 1 <t<p-—1.

Set yi,...,y2 €Z. Let f:= 23:1 a;x% € Zlx] and x1,...,%2 € Z satisfy that

it ozl arep(x)xt o apep(xr)at
o det : 5 : : Z0 (mod p),
xop ... Tl arep(za)zyy ... apep(ma)Ty)
where e, : Z — Z/pZ is the map defined by 2P~' = 1+ pey(z) (mod p?) for ptx and
ep(x) =0 for p|x (see Definition 1.1 and Notation 1.4).

Then for every k € Ny there exists fi := Z;Zl ak,jx* i € Z[x], that satisfies simultaneously:

o fr(z;) =y; (mod p2k) for 1 <i<2t,
o ap; =a; (modp) and a; =a; (mod (p—1)), 1 <j<t.

Furthermore, if fi := Z;:1 g ;X% gl 1= Z;Zl b jaPi € Z[x] are two such polynomials, then

k k .
arj = by (modp®) and ak;=PFr; (modp(p?)), 1<j<t,
where ¢ denotes the Euler map.

In fact we show in this paper that this result corresponds exactly to a Newton-Hensel lifting of
a system of 2t generalized equations in 2¢ unknowns, where the unknowns are the ¢ coefficients
of f in the p-adic integers Z, and the t exponents of f in some suitable set &, (see Definition
2.1), and where the condition that the defined determinant does not vanish modulo p is the
corresponding classical condition on the Jacobian determinant of the system: the map e, plays
the role of a logarithmic function that enables us to lower the exponents to the floor level.

For this purpose we introduce the ring &, of “allowed exponents” (whose additive group is iso-
morphic to the p-adic unit group Z) ), where “allowed” means that for z € Z; and a € &,
x® € Z,; , and we study systems of generalized polynomial expressions in Z,, where the variables
belong to Z,; and the exponents belong to &, .

Here, among all the equivalent descriptions of Z, we adopt the following one that we consider
more suitable for our formulations:

Ly = {(ak)keN €Z" : apt1 =ar  (mod pk) VEk e N}/ ~,
where (ar)ren ~ (br)ren € ap = by, (mod p*), Vk € N. Similarly, we have

& = {(a)ren €Z" : api1 =ay  (mod p(p*)) VE N} /=,

where (ap)ren ~ (Br)ren <& ax = B (mod ¢(p¥)), Vk € N. (In the sequel (ar), or (o)
denote the class in the corresponding ring.)

We consider systems of equations where the unknowns are the variables in Z) or the exponents
in &,, switching from one formulation to the other by a logarithmic argument, and obtain in
Propositions 2.11 and 2.12 below the generalizations of the following Newton-Hensel univariate
lifting statements:

Proposition 2. Set t €N, y, aj € Z, and aj := (or), €&, 1 <j<t. Let x:1 €Z, pfay, be
such that

o flz1) =325y a;27 =y (mod p),
. 23:1 a; o :C(frl Z 0 (mod p),
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then there exists a unique x = (v1,%2,...) € Zy such that f(z) =y in Zj.

Proposition 3. Set t € N, y, aj € Zy and z; := (zjx), € Z, , 1 <j <t. Let ay € Z be such
that

o glan) =3 a2 =y (mod p),
* 22:1 aj ep(zj2) z3" # 0 (mod p),
where e, : Z — Z/pZ is the map defined by 2P~ =1+ pey(x) (mod p?) for pfz and
ep(z) =0 for p|x,

then there exists a unique o = (a1, qz,...) € &, such that g(a) =y in Z, .

We observe that the map e, used in the hypotheses of Theorem 1 and Proposition 3 is a group
homomorphism (Z/p?Z)* — Z/pZ that appears widely in the literature, even if not explicitly
stated in the way we do in Proposition 1.2 below. It arises naturally when looking for generators of
the cyclic multiplicative group Z/p*Z for p an odd prime number [Apo76, Th.10.6] or considering
the filtration of the group of p-adic units Z, [Ser70, Ch.II §3.1]. As explained in [Carl4, p.101]
the properties €(2) =0 and e(3) = 0 are also intimately related to special cases of Fermat’s last
theorem. It seems that at least until 1999, it was still unknown if there were infinitely many prime
numbers p such that e,(2) # 0 without assuming the ABC conjecture [EsMu99, p.8]. Finally, let
us mention that numerical experiments we made suggest that the behavior of the map e,(z)/p—1
for a fixed integer = and a variable prime number p seems to follow a uniform distribution in the
[0,1] interval.

Our initial motivation and a possible useful application for the Newton-Hensel lifting result pre-
sented in Theorem 1 above was the search of an efficient interpolation algorithm for integer uni-
variate polynomials, where the number of interpolation points depends on the number of non-zero
terms and not on the degree. A polynomial is called ¢ -sparse if it has at most ¢ non-zero terms.
The problem of interpolating a t¢-sparse polynomial from its values in a list of specific inter-
polation points where the number of these points does not depend on the degree but on ¢ is
called “sparse interpolation”. It received a lot of attention around 1990 and again recently, for
instance in [BeTi88, Zip90, KaLa88, KLW90, KLL00, Lee01, KaLe03], [BoTi91], [DrGr91l, GKS91],
[GKS90, CDGK91] and [GKS94].

It is a well-known fact that, as a consequence of Descartes rule of signs, a t-sparse polynomial
f € R[z] (one variable) has at most ¢t — 1 distinct real positive roots. Therefore, any univariate
t-sparse polynomial in C[z] is uniquely determined by its value in 2¢ different positive values in R
(since for two such polynomials, the difference f — g of their real parts (or their imaginary parts)
is a 2t-sparse polynomial which has at most 2t — 1 different real positive roots). In [BeTi88], M.
Ben-Or and P. Tiwari produced a beautiful deterministic algorithm that recovers such a t¢-sparse
polynomial f € Clz] from its value in the 2¢ interpolation points
1 =1, 29 :=a, x3 1= a2, e, Do 1= a2t71,

where a is not a root of unity of small order. They also raised the problem of producing an
algorithm that interpolates a ¢-sparse polynomial in C[z] from 2t arbitrary different real positive
values, to emulate in some sense Lagrange or Newton interpolation algorithms that do not require
specific interpolation input values, instead of imposing the starting points as they do.

Although we are not able to answer this question in generality, we produce in Proposition 1.14
families {x1,...,x9:} of starting points where the non-vanishing determinant hypothesis holds
under a good reduction property of the input ¢-sparse polynomial modulo the prime number p
(Proposition 1.10). Therefore, applying Theorem 1 we obtain a very fast algorithm for sparse
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interpolation of ¢-sparse polynomials in Z[z] that reduce well modulo p (Algorithm 3.16). The
algorithm does not require to know in advance the degree of the polynomial although it needs
to know its exact number ¢ of non-zero terms. In order to make this algorithm work for any
polynomial f € Z[z], we still idealistically need a criterion to choose, in terms of the evaluation
values y; = f(z;), a (small) prime number p such that f reduces well modulo p. This would be
the analog of the choice of the prime in the univariate rational polynomial factorization algorithms
(the condition in this case is given by the non-vanishing of a discriminant modulo p), and in
the archimedean setting, a (still unknown) criterion for the choice of an approximate zero. More
realistically, we would at least need a satisfactory probabilistic argument for the choice of such a
prime in a given range (that we are still unable to produce).

The paper is organized as follows.

Section 1 is mainly devoted to the proof of Theorem 1. For this purpose we introduce a generaliza-
tion of the e, group homomorphism mentioned above (Definition 1.2). Then we prove the theorem
(Theorem 1.6) and present an equivalence of the uniqueness condition (Proposition 1.10). Finally
we analyze the existence of good starting sets {x1,...,z2;} as inputs of Theorem 1 (Definition
1.12 and Proposition 1.14).

In Section 2, we focus on the Hensel lemma character of our Theorem 1 in the ring of p-adic
integers Z,. We introduce the set &, of allowed exponents (Definition 2.1), the generalized
polynomial equations and their dual exponential equations (Observation 2.7) and we present the
proofs of Propositions 1 and 2 above (Propositions 2.8 and 2.9) and their generalizations to systems
of generalized polynomial and exponential equations (Propositions 2.11 and 2.12).

Finally Section 3 deals with the sparse interpolation problem mentioned above, first focusing in
univariate t-sparse polynomials with coefficients in finite rings and then in univariate integer
t-sparse polynomials.

Acknowledgments. Teresa Krick thanks Wen-shin Lee for bringing her into the sparse interpo-
lation subject and Michael Singer for wonderful discussions. We are also grateful to Felipe Cucker,
Arieh Iserles, Erich Kaltofen and Mike Shub for their advice, and to the referees for their careful
reading and clarifying comments.

1. NEWTON-HENSEL LIFTING

This section is mainly devoted to the proof of Theorem 1, the Newton-Hensel interpolation lifting
theorem stated in the introduction.

During the paper p denotes an odd prime number. Given an integer p prime to p, we denote
by o,k (p) the order of p in the multiplicative cyclic group (Z)p*Z)* . We recall that p € Z is
a primitive root modulo pk if its class in Z/ ka generates this cyclic group, that is if Opk (p) =
e") = (p-1p".

The crucial tool in this paper is a family of group homomorphisms that relates the multiplicative
group (Z/p*7)* with the additive group Z/p*~*Z for ¢ < k < 2¢. This morphism enables us to
linearize polynomial expressions.

Definition 1.1. Let p be an odd prime number, k,{¢ positive integers with ¢ < k < 2¢. Define
the morphism ey, ¢ : (Z/p*Z)* — Z/p*~*Z by

29 _ 1
ep () = — (mod p

k—t
’ )

Proposition 1.2. The map e, ¢ defined above is a group epimorphism.
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Proof. The map is clearly well-defined since 29 =1 4 plepr.e(z) (mod p¥). Hence we must
prove it is a group homomorphism. It is enough to prove:

o ¢,50(1) =0 (clear from the definition).
o eppe(ry) = epre(@) + epre(y). Since 2¥@) =14 ple,p (2) (mod p*) and y#@)

1+ p’epre(y) (mod pb), it follows (xy)?®) = (1+p’ epre(@)(1 + 1 eprely)) = 1
P’ (epre(z) + epre(y)) (mod p*) (here we use the condition k < 2¢).

+

2
To see it is surjective we compute the order of its kernel. Ker(e, .¢) = {x € (Z/p*Z)* : 1) = 1
(mod p*)} = {z € (Z/p*Z)* : op(x) |0(p") = (p — p~'}. Then [Ker(epre)| = (p— 1)p* ",
Tm(e, ko) =p*~* and e,k is surjective. O

Remark 1.3. If p is a primitive root modulo p* then e,k (p) # 0.

Notation 1.4. Abusing notation we will denote ep ;¢ the map from Z — Z/p*7 — Z/p*—*Z
defined as in Definition 1.1 on elements prime to p and by zero on other elements. In the case
k =2 we will denote ep, 2(z) :=ep21(x) (or just es(z) if the prime is clear from the context).
Definition 1.5. Let p be an odd prime number, and t e N, 1 <t <p—1. Let f = 22:1 a;xi €
Z|x]. For x1,...,x9; € Z, we define:

it ozt area(xr)al ag ez(xq)z]"

(1) A, f(x1,..., @) :=det : : : : (mod p)

xop ... wop  area(Ta)ryl ... apea(Tor)To)

where es(w;) : Z — Z/p*Z — Z/pZ is the map of Notation 1.4.

1

Quantity (1) plays the role of the usual jacobian in our version of Newton-Hensel interpolation
lifting. In the next section, using the analysis in the p-adic context, the relation will become clear.
For that reason we refer to it as the interpolating pseudo-jacobian modulo p of f on x1,...,Ta.

Theorem 1.6. (Newton-Hensel interpolation lifting) Let p be an odd prime number, and t € N,
1<t<p-—1. Set y1,...,yot €Z. Let f:= Z;Zla‘jxo‘f € Zlz] and x1,...,x9t € Z satisfy

e f(z;)=y; (modp), 1<i<2t,

o Apf(xi,...,z2:) #0 (mod p), where A, f is given by Formula (1).
Then for every k € Ny there exists fi := Z;Zl ag, ;x> € Zx], that satisfies simultaneously:

o fi(z;))=y;, (mod ka) for 1 <i<2t,

e apj=a; (modp) and ap; =c«; (mod (p—1)), 1<j5<t.

Furthermore, if fi = 23‘:1 Qg ;T gy = 23‘:1 bkﬂjxﬁkvﬂ' € Z[zx] are two such polynomials, then

(2) ag,j = bg,; (mod pzk) and ap; = Pr; (mod @(pzk)), 1<j<t

Proof. We define fy := f, which is clearly the only possible definition for fp. Assume now
fi = Z;Zl ak,jx* i is uniquely defined under Condition (2), with fi(z;) = y; (mod p?") for
1<i<2t,and ax; =a; (mod p), o, =c; (mod (p—1)).

We look for fry1 such that fri1(x;) = ys modka+1 for 1 << 2t. In particular fri1(z;) = y;
(mod ka) for 1 <4 < 2t, and therefore fr11 is of the form

t
k . Yy
it = 3 (ar +p? dy)al@rstel™ o)

j=1
+1
)

and d;,d; have to be determined such that fryi(z;) =y; (mod p2 ) for 1<i<2t.
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For notational simplicity, for the rest of the proof we set b; := ar; and B, := az; .

k
Since x; # 0 (mod p), azf(p2 ) =1 (mod p?). Let eqrs1(2;), borsr (z:) € {0, ..., p*" —1} be such
that

2k+1

k
3)  af%) =14 e (@) (mod p* ) and yi = fulwr) +p* lora(x;) (mod p*)

ie. egr+1(xi) = ey om+1 9k (2;) . Then

2k+1

fe1(zi)  (mod p= )

t k
S0+ dy)e BTN (mod p
=1

¢ k k
Z(bj + p2 dJ)IZﬂ] (1 —|—p2 €ok+1 (Ii))éj (mod P
j=1

¢ k k
Z(bj + p? dj):vfj (1+p* egrr1(2:)d;) (mod p
j=1

¢ k
S (bja +p* (2 d; + bjegen (x1)2]76;))  (mod p
j=1

Yi

2k+1

)

2k+1

)

2k+1

)

2k+1

)

2k+1

)

t
Tr(z) +p2 Z(xf] d; + bj€2k+1(l'i)$i6j d;) (mod p
j=1
k k 4
yi — p* Lonar (x5) + p? Z(m?ﬂ d; + bj62k+1(xi):vfj d;) (mod p
j=1

2k+1

).

Then
t

—p2k€2k+1(:vi) —|—p2k Z(mf] d; + bj€2k+1((Ei).’II?j 0;)=0 (mod p
j=1

2k+1

)
Dividing by p2k we get

(xfj d; + bj€2k+l(xi)xi6j J;)=0 (mod p2k) for 1 <i <2t
1

—lort1 (:vz) +

t
j=

Thus, one has to solve modulo p2k the linear system of equations

(4)

dy

xfl :zrft b162k+1($1)zf1 bt62k+l($1)zft d lorv1 (1)
t _

5 B o ) o )P ool

Tht ... Thy bregrs1(xo)xhy ... bregr+r(Tag)Th) : Lonv1(221)
5

Let M} denote the 2t square matrix on the left hand side of System (4), that is the matrix of
the (k 4 1)-iteration step of our construction. Our aim is to show that this matrix is invertible
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modulo p2k , i.e. that det(My) £ 0 (mod p). As the next lemma shows all matrices reduce to My
modulo p, then we can restrict ourselves to study det(Mp).

Lemma 1.7. With the same notation as above My = My (mod p) term by term.

Proof. By construction it is clear that b; = a; modp and :Efj =27 (mod p).

Hence we are left to prove that for any x € Z prime to p, ep)2k+kl)2k($) = e, ort2 gkt (T)
(mod p?"). Let e :=e ak+2 gkt1(2) . Then 2¢®) =14 p?"e (mod p2* )

k+1
and @

ok+19k(z) and € :=e

p p

) =1+p>"""¢ (mod p**”). Since p(p*"") = p(p¥ )p?" , we have:
k+1 2’6 2k
2@ (Isa(p ))p
k
= (1+p" (e+p" 1)

2k 2k
= 1 e+ (7 )0 R+ (7 )0 R

2" 2"
-1
= 149" e+ p*r) +P2k+2k+lp72 (e +p*r)? +p*% (p3 )(e 2 )
2kl 2k p2k —1 2k \2 p2k 2% \3
= 14p (e+p (T—FT(G—FP r)° + 5 (e+p° ) +))
= 1+4p*" (e—l—pzkr') (mod p** ),
where 7/ :=7+.... Then ¢’ = e+ p? ' = e modp?" . O

We continue with the proof of the theorem. We can restrict to compute det(My). By definition,

toareg(xr)xlt ... ages(zr)xT

My=| z z 5 ,
«aq Qi «aq Qi
xod ... wmop  area(mop)xs) .. area(xar)xg)
so that det(My) = A, f(z1,...,x2) #0 (mod p) by the second hypothesis of the theorem.
Since det(My) = det(Mg) # 0 (mod p), M, is invertible and System (4) has a unique solution
modulo p2k , namely:

dy
£2k+1 (J,'l)
dt _ a1
5 k :
. €2k+1 (IQt)
Ot
This shows the existence of fr1 and its uniqueness property. ([

Observation 1.8. The statement of Theorem 1.6 also holds modulo p*. We stated and proved it
modulo pzk to get quadratic convergence as well as in the classic Newton-Hensel lifting.

We observe that the hypothesis A, f(z1,...,22) # 0 (mod p) of Theorem 1.6 implies in particular
that ptz;, pta; and also that p— 11 a; —ap, 1 <i <2t 1<j#{<t (otherwise, x; being
prime to p would force two columns of My to coincide). Thus f has exactly the same number ¢
of terms when reduced modulo p than in Z[z], and no two exponents reduce to the same modulo
(p—1). In view of this we give the following definition
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Definition 1.9. Let p be an odd prime number. We say that a polynomial f =3, a;z% € Z[z]
with a; #0, Vj, reduces well modulo p if pta; for any j, and p—11a; — oy for any j #¢.

In these conditions the uniqueness property of Theorem 1.6 has an equivalent formulation in terms
of how the polynomials coincide as functions on (Z/ P Z)*:

Proposition 1.10. Let f =3 a;2%,9 =73, bexPt € Z[x] be two polynomials that reduce well
modulo p. Then, for any k € N, the two following conditions are equivalent:
e f and g have the same number t of non-zero terms, and up to an indexr permutation,
aj =b; (mod p*) and a; = B; (mod p(p*)).
o f(z) =g(x) (mod p*) for all x € (Z/p*Z)* .

Before giving the proof, we need the following:
Observation 1.11. Any primitive root modulo p* is also a primitive root modulo p .

Proof. Since (Z/p*Z)* is a cyclic group, the number of elements in (Z/p*Z)* of order divisible
by (p—1) is p*~tp(p —1). Clearly this set must contain the p*~! lifts of any primitive root of
(Z/pZ)* to (Z/p*Z)* . By cardinality they are the same. O

Proof. of Proposition 1.10.—
(1) is clear.
() by induction in k:
e Case k = 1: Write f = 25;3 a;x3 TP~k and g = Z?;g bz TPk - Since 277! = 1
(mod p) and f(z) =g(x) (mod p) for 1 <z <p-—1,
—

[

(aj —bj)r? =0 (mod p) forl<az<p-1,

(=)

<.

but a degree p — 2 polynomial has at most p — 2 different roots modulo p hence a; = b; modp.

e Assume it is true for k.

Let f,g be two polynomials satisfying the hypothesis and such that f(x) = g(x) (mod p**!) for
all z € (Z/p**t1Z)* . In particular f(r) = g(z) (mod p) and by the k = 1 case they have both
exactly t non-zero terms modulo p for some 1 <t<p-—1.

If f:= Z;Zl a;x% and ¢ := 2321 bjzPi | by inductive hypothesis (up to a permutation of
indexes) a; = b; (mod p¥) and «; = B; (mod p(p*)). Let aj_l denote the inverse of a; in the
multiplicative group (Z/p**t1Z)* , and 0 < ¢j,v; < p be such that

M) and B —a; = @(p")y;  (mod o(ptth)).

aj_lbj =1+p"; (modp
For all = € (Z/p*t17Z)* :

0

(f = g)(x) (mod p*t)

Z(ajxo‘j —bjz%)  (mod p*t?)
j=1
¢
Z a;x (1 — aj_lbjxﬁj*aj) (mod pFt1)
j=1

t
3 aja® (1 - (1+phe))a?@)1)  (mod pHH)
j=1
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But z¢®") =1 +pPep kr1.k(x) (mod p**t1) for ey i1 defined in Notation 1.4, thus

0 = Za; (1= (14 pPe))(1+ preprsrn(@)®)  (mod pHH)

Z a;z® (1= (14 p"e;)(1 + p*eprr1k(x)y;) (mod p*)

t
3" a2 (e + epusril@)y;)  (mod pFH)
Jj=1

Therefore,
t

(5) Z a;x% (¢; + eppt1,e(x)y;) =0 (mod p).

j=1
Let p € Z be a primitive root mod pF*1. Then z1 := 1,25 := pP, ..., z; := p*~VP are all different
modulo p by Observation 1.11, and ey g11.%(2i) = eprr1.£(p"YP) =0 (mod p) since e, g1k is
a group homomorphism. Substituting in (5):

t

Zajp(ifl)pajcj =0 (modp) forl<i<t.

j=1
That is
a1 RN Q¢ C1 0
a pPt e apPt C2
=1 : (mod p).

aipt=Dper g p(t=Dpas C't 0

The Vandermonde determinant of this linear system is
ca J[(7* = ") # 0 (mod p),
j<t

since o # ay mod (p — 1) . Therefore ¢; =0 (mod p) and a; = b; (mod p**1) for 1 <j <t.
In a similar way, taking z1 := p, 2 := p?,..., 2 := p' in (5) knowing that ¢; =0 and e, 11, is

a group homomorphism we get for e, := ep p11.£(p):

¢

Z a;jp"(ie,)y; =0 (modp) for1<i<t,

j=1
that leads to a Vandermonde linear system with determinant equal to

thay---az el o H(po"-’ —p)Z£0 (mod p),

Jj<¢
since e, # 0 (mod p). We conclude that v; =0 (mod p) and therefore a; = 8, (mod p(pF*1)).
O

The question in order to apply Theorem 1.6 is whether, given a polynomial f = E;Zl a;x% € Zx]
and an odd prime number p such that f reduces well modulo p, there exist starting interpolating
sets {z1,...,x2%} C Z satisfying the assumption that A, f(z1,...,22) Z0 (mod p).

The condition is independent from the polynomial coefficients a; since we can factor out a;---a
from A, f and f reducing well modulo p implies that a; # 0 (mod p). Proposition 1.14 below
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gives examples of good starting sets modulo p independent from f (i.e. they are good for any
polynomial f € Z[z] with exactly ¢ terms that reduces well modulo p).

Definition 1.12. Let p be an odd prime number, and ¢t € N, 1 <t < p—1. We say that
{x1,...,x2t} CZ is a good starting set modulo p (for Newton-Hensel interpolation) if for every
subset {a1,...,a:} C{0,...,p—2}, the quantity

oozt ea(m)zlt .. ea(mr)alt
(6) det | ; : : #0 (mod p),
o ... xol ea(wa)xgt ... ea(wa)wo)

where eg : Z — Z/p?*Z — Z/pZ is the map of Notation 1.4.

Remark 1.13. While the previous determinant depends on the order chosen for the points z;
and the exponents «; , the condition of being zero (respectively non-zero) does not.

Proposition 1.14. The following sets {x1,...,x2:} CZ are good starting sets modulo p :

(1) {x1,...,22:} where x; = p'~t (mod p?), 1 <i < 2t, for p € Z a primitive root modulo
p?, or, more generally, where x; = p*t*=1 (mod p?), 1 <i < 2t, for p € Z a primitive
root modulo p?> and a € Z (2t consecutive powers of a primitive root modulo p? ).

(2) {z1,...,22¢} where x; = p~! (modp) and x4y = x; +p, 1 < i < t, for p € Z
a primitive root modulo p, or , more generally, where x;,x;1; = p*~! (mod p) and
Tiri Z 2 (mod p?), 1<i<t, for p€Z a primitive root modulo p and a € Z (any set
x1,...,To: where you choose 2 sets of t consecutive powers of a primitive root modulo p,
formed by different elements modulo p* ).

Proof. We show the main cases of the two items, since their generalizations are straight-forward.
We denote by A, the determinant modulo p defined in (6).

In the first case x; = p*~! modulo p? for 1 <1 <2t. Denote e:= ea(p), then e # 0 since p is
a primitive root modulo p? and ez(w;) = ea(p'™t) = (i — 1)ea(p) = (i — 1)e. Substituting in the
definition we get

1 e 1 0 . 0
pt . prt ep™t . ep™t
A, = det p2n . p3a 2ep?™ . 2ept
p(2t—'1)o¢1 o p(2t—'1)o¢t (2t _ 1)€.p(2t—1)o¢1 o (2t _ 1)€.p(2t—1)o¢t
1 e 1 0 e 0
Pt e pt Pt e pHt
—  etdet pa e p2e 2p% e 22
p(2t71)0¢1 . p(2t71)at (2t _ 1)p(2t71)0¢1 L (2t _ 1)p(2t71)at

If we denote z; := p®i for 1 <i <t, then

1 e 1 0 e 0
21 C. 2t 21 ce Zt
2 2 2 2
A, = e" det zi e z; 221 e 2z (mod p)

L2 22 (2 —1)22 L (2t - 1)
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The transpose of this last matrix is well-known. It arises in the Hermite interpolation problem
while trying to interpolate a function by a polynomial f such that f(z;) =y, and f'(z;) =y} for
1 <3 < t. Its determinant equals

Hence

Ay =

(_l)t(tfl)/2 t oot tay

(=1)HE=D/2, H (zj — 2)™.

1<i<j<t

IT o>

1<i<j<t

e'p —p)?

(mod p).

Since 1 < «; < p — 2 are all distinct and p is a primitive root modulo p (by Observation 1.11),
p* # p® (mod p) if ¢ # j, hence A, # 0 (mod p) as wanted.
The general case reduces to this one factoring out from the determinant the (non-zero) term

p2a(a1+m+at) .

In the second case z; = p*
ea(r;) —x; ' (mod p) for 1<i <t since

-1

modulo p and zty; = ; +p for 1 < i < t. Then ex(xs4;) =

(zi+pP =2l +(p—Dpal > =1+p(ea(r:) —z;') (mod p?).
Thus, since zty; = 2; (mod p), we have modulo p:
zy? i ez(z1)zy" ez(z1)z"
@1 oy a1 Ot
_ Ty i ea(xy)x} ea (1)}
B = bl g (eale) —ay e . (eale) —a ey | (0P)
g at (eawy) —xp Hat (ea(ws) — a; H)ar
! 27t ea(x)af! ea(z1)ay’
it & eq(x)xd .. eq(xy)att
et | T ool o (mod p)
6 O —xf"l_l —x?‘t_l
= (‘Utipl_l e xt_l H1§i<‘jgt(l7aj —p*)? £ 0 (mod p).

For the general case observe that for 1 < i <t, x44y

D.

Unfortunately, not every set {z1, ..

x; + kip (mod p?) for some k; prime to

O

., T2t} with 2; Z0 (mod p) is a good starting set modulo p:

Example 1.15. Take p:=7, p:=3 and t =2, 1 =3° (mod 7), z2 = 3! (mod 7), x5 := 32
(mod 7) and z3 = 3* (mod 7), then e2(3) = 6 = —1 (mod 7), for ay := 0 and as := 3 we

obtain:
1
0
A, = det 3?;,0

34~0

1
33
32-3
34-3

0 0 1 1 0
_30 3| 1 -1 -1
_9.320 _g.gza [=det| 44
_4.300 4. 343 11 -4

0

g 0 (mod 7).

-4
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In particular, Proposition 1.14 implies that for any polynomial f € Z[z] that reduces well modulo p
and with exactly ¢ non-zero terms , there exists a subset of size 2t in {1,...,2p—1}, x1,..., 22,
that satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 1.6, i.e. such that A, f(z1,...,22) # 0 (mod p). In
the case of a binomial, this result can be sharpened: for any prime p > 5, there exists a subset

{z1,...,2a} C{1,...,p—1} with A, f(z1,...,24) Z0 (mod p).
Proposition 1.16. Let p > 5 be a prime number and 0 < a < <p—1. Then

1@ 17 ea(1)1¢ ea(1)18
2 28 e2(2)2% e(2)28
] ) (mod p)

-1 -1" elp-1)-1D" elp-1)(r-1)
has rank four, where ey : Z — Z/p*Z — Z/pZ is the map of Notation 1.4.

We omit the proof of this fact since it is quite tedious and is based on a smart choice of the four
elements z; depending on congruences of o« — 8 modulo 2, modulo (p — 1) and on the behavior
of €9 (xz) . O

Unfortunately this result is not true in general since for p := 11, the polynomial f =a; +asz +
azz® + a4 % + azx® has five non-zero terms but A, f(1,...,10) = 0 (mod 11). Surprisingly,
computer experiments performed with [PARI/GP] did not show any counter-example for trinomials
(with any prime) nor polynomials with 5 terms for a prime different from 11.

For an arbitrary odd prime number p, there may be more good starting sets modulo p for a given
t than the sets described in Proposition 1.14 but we are still unable to prove their existence in
general. For instance for p =7 and t = 2, the set {1,2,3,6} is good but is neither of type (1) nor
of type (2). Actually in that case the total number of sets is 10626, from which 1640 are good
but only 560 are of type (1) or (2).

In what follows, we compute the number of different good starting sets as in Proposition 1.14 on
the interval {1,...,p? — 1} in order to estimate (at least from below) the probability of having a
good starting set modulo p when choosing any subset of {1,...,p? —1}.

A first question we have to deal with is whether the sets described of type (1) and type (2) of
Proposition 1.14 are distinct when choosing arbitrarily a primitive root modulo p? or modulo p
and a starting exponent a. To make this analysis we need to distinguish the case t =p — 1 from
t<p—1.

Observation 1.17. If t = p— 1, the good starting sets modulo p of type (1) in Proposition 1.1/
are contained in type (2) while if t <p—1 type (1) and (2) define different good starting sets.

Proof. For t = p — 1, this is clear since the set of p — 1 consecutive powers of a primitive root
modulo p coincides with the set {1,...,p—1} and a primitive root modulo p? is a primitive root
modulo p. For t < p—1,in aset {p%, p®*2=1} of type (1) there are more than ¢ consecutive
primitive roots modulo p that cannot appear in a set of type (2). O

Proposition 1.18. For t = p—1 there are at least (g)pil good starting sets modulo p in the set
{1,...,p* = 1}.

Proof. We simply choose for each 7, 1 <i <p—1, two different elements congruent to ¢ modulo

p. There are (g)pil such choices. O
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Taking into account that the number of subsets of size 2(p — 1) in {1,...,p% — 1}, avoiding the
multiples of p, equals (} (p _1)) , this gives a ratio of

2(p—1)
" 1
(BE=D) el —1r

good starting sets modulo p, which is obviously a very small quantity.

For ¢t < p—1 we need to perform a more careful analysis:

Lemma 1.19. Let n € Nyn > 2 and C := {0,1,...,8} C Z/nZ where 1 < s <n-—1. If
o(x) = mxz + a is a bijective map of Z/nZ into itself such that o(C) = C, then o = Id or
oc=-Id+s.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may suppose 1 < m < n and 0 < a < n. Furthermore we
may restrict to the case s < n/2 since if not C = {s+1,...,n — 1} is also fixed by o. Then the
bijective map 7(z) =o(x+s+1) — (s+1) fixes {0,1,...,n —s—2} (where n—s—2<n/2)
and satisfies that o = Id < 7=1d and 0 = -Id+ s < 7= —Id+ (n — s — 2). We consider two
different cases:

e Case a = 0. Note that in this case m < n/2 since (1) = m € C. We need to show
that o = Id. Assume that m > 1, then by the Euclidean algorithm s = gm + r with
0 <r < m. In particular ¢ < s since m > 1, therefore ¢+ 1 € C and o(qg+1) € C, ie.
o(qg+1) <s.But 0 < (¢g+1)m < s+m < n/24+n/2 =n implies that o(q+1) = (¢+1)m,
and, on the other side, (¢ + 1)m > gm + r = s. Contradiction.

e Case a > 0. Assuming m > 1 we will prove that m=n—1 and a = s.

Note that m > s since if not let A:={0<z<n—1:mz+a < s}. Clearly A is non-
empty (0 € A), denote by y its maximum element, i.e. my+a < s and m(y+1)4+a > s.
Since m<s, 0<m(y+1)+a<2s<n,then o(y+1) =m(y+1)+a. Since m > 1
and my+a <s, y<s thus y+1 € C. But then o(y+1) <s and also m(y+1)+a > s,
a contradiction. Then s<m <n—1.

In that case, o(s) = 0 since if o(y) =0 for y < s, then o(y+1) =m < s (o is
bijective on C), which is not the case. Thus there exists z < s such that o(z) = 1 and
o(z+1)=m+1€C. Thatis, s+1<m+1<n belongs to C modn. That means that
m+1=0 mod n and m =n — 1. We conclude, since 0 = o(s) = —s+a, that a = s.

O

Corollary 1.20. Let p,o € Z be two different primitive roots modp® . Then, for any s, 1 < s <
o(p*), the sets p*{1,p,...,p*" '} and 0*{1,0,...,0°" '} coincide modulo p* if and only if o = p
(mod p*) and b= a (mod p(p*)) or o= p~! (mod p*) and b= —(a+s—1) (mod p(p*)).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume o = p™ for some m prime to ¢(p¥). Then
the two sets coincide if and only if {1,p,...,p*" '} and p™*=2{1,p™, ..., p"* 1} coincide, i.e. if
the bijective map o(z) = mx + (mb —a) of Z/p(p*)Z fixes the set {0,1,...,s —1}. We apply
Lemma 1.19 to conclude that o = Id, that is m = 1 (mod ¢(p*)), and a = b (mod p(p*)) or
o= —Id+s,that is m = —1 (mod p(p*)) and b= —(a+s—1) (mod ¢(p*)). O

As an immediate consequence we can compute the number of good sets of type (1) and (2) in
Proposition 1.14 for t <p —1:
Corollary 1.21. Let p be an odd prime number and set 1 <t < p—1. There are at least
t
p
polo =Dl - 1772+ () o= Do - 1)/2
good starting sets modulo p in the set {1,...,p%> —1}.
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Proof. First we count the sets of type (1) in Proposition 1.14: We choose a primitive root p modulo
p?, there are ¢(p(p?)) such choices, and we choose 0 < a < p(p?). Since t <p—1, 2t < p(p?)
we can apply the previous lemma and divide the total number by 2.

Next we count the sets of type (2): We first compute the number of sets modulo p, i.e. the number
of different sets {p*™*~! (mod p) : 1 <4<t} in the set {1,...,p—1}. Applying the previous
lemma, there are ¢(p)¢(¢(p))/2 such different choices. Then for 1 < i < t we freely choose

P

Q)t such choices. O]

Tj, Ty congruent to p®ti=1 but different. There are (

Like in the case ¢ = p — 1, the ratio is again very deceptive: given p and t the probability of
choosing randomly a good starting set modulo p is very low and tends to zero when p grows.
However, a more realistic probability estimation would be to compute, given an odd prime number
p and f € Z[x] a polynomial with exactly ¢ < p non zero terms that reduces well modulo p,
the probability that randomly chosen {1,...,72;} C {0,...,p? — 1} satisfy that Determinant (6)
does not vanish modulo p. Unfortunately we are still not able to give a sharp estimation for that
probability.

2. p-ADIC EQUATIONS

This section shows how Newton-Hensel construction of Theorem 1.6 corresponds to an usual Hensel
lemma on the p-adic integers Z, . It explains the role played by the ez group homomorphism of
Proposition 1.2 and why starting sets modulo p need to contain a primitive root modulo p?. We
begin by recalling some definitions and properties of Z,, . We refer to [Ser70, Ch.II] for the details.

For a prime integer p, the set of p-adic integers Z, is the inverse limit of the diagram

Z)pZ &1 7)p*T & )pPn L

where ¢y, : Z/p*T1Z — 7./p*7Z is the canonical projection. Here we will view Z, as the equivalent
construction

Ly = {(ak)keNeZN D agy1 =ar  (mod pk) VkEN}/N
where ~ is the equivalence relation defined by
(ar)ren ~ (bk)ken <= ar =by (mod p*) Vk € N,

and the operations are coordinate-wise, i.e.:

(ak)keN +®keN = (ar + bk)keN and (ak)keN '@kel\! = (ag - bk)keN'

In this formulation, a := (ax),cy € Z, , the multiplicative group of p-adic units, if and only if
pta.

From now on p will denote an odd prime number. In this case the multiplicative group Z; and
the additive group Z/(p — 1)Z x Z, are isomorphic. This last additive group can be viewed in
another additive way, closely related to the changes of exponents we allow in Theorem 1.6 and that
justifies a convenient exponentiation in Z; . For that purpose, we construct the ring of ezponents
that we will denote & :

Definition 2.1. Let p be an odd prime number. We define £, as the inverse limit of the following
diagram:

Z)o(p)Z <= Z)p(p*)L > L) p(p®)Z4=- - -,

where, since o(p*) | (p**1), pr 1 Z/p(*)Z — Z/p(p*)Z is the well-defined canonical projec-
tion.
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Equivalently, £, can be seen as the ring
Ep = {(an)ken € ZN : apy1 =, (mod o(pk)) VE e N}/ ~
where = is the equivalence relation defined by

(ak)ken = (Br)keny <= ap = Br  (mod w(pk)) VkeN.

where the operations are coordinate-wise, i.e.:

(k) pen + (Br)pen = (ak + Br)pen and (@ )pen - (Br) e = (@ - Br) pen-
In this formulation, a := (ax),cy € & if and only if ged(az, ¢(p?)) = 1, and we have the ring
isomorphism

Ep=L/(p— 1)L X ZLp: (ok)yey— (u, (ak)kzz)-

Next proposition shows that &£, is a natural set of exponents for Z/pZ* :

Proposition 2.2. Let a:= (ak)pcy € Z) and o := (ak)pey € &, then a® = (ag*), .y € L) -

Proof.
e It is immediate that a; = aj, (mod p¥) and oy = o}, (mod ¢(p*)) implies al* = (aj,)**
(a},)*'* (mod p*) since ar # 0 (mod p).
e Similarly, ar1 = ay (mod p*) and agy1 = oy (mod @(p¥)) implies apt)' = agh | = ag*
(mod p*).

O

Corollary 2.3. For a given o € &,, the map Z; — Z,; : a + a® is a group homomorphism.

. . . . . . . . -1
Moreover if o € £, is invertible, this map is an isomorphism since b =a® < a =b% .

Lemma 2.4. For a given a € Z, , the map (Ep,+) — (Z,,+) : a = a® is a group homomorphism.

Moreover, this map is an isomorphism if and only if a := (ax),cy s such that ay is a primitive
root modulo p?. We call such a a good basis for taking logarithms.

Proof. Note that if a := (ay),cy is such that ap is a primitive root modulo p?, then ai is a
primitive root modulo p* for all k € N (see for instance [Apo76, Th.10.6]). Now for b := (b—k)keN €

Ly, we let oy be such that a* = by, (mod p*) and we define a := (o), oy - It is easy to check
that o € £y, and a® =b.

Conversely, we want to check that as is a primitive root modulo p? if the map is onto. For each
1 < by < p?, with ged(be,p) =1, let b := @%N € Z, (the natural injection of Z into Z, ),
and let « be such that a® = b. In particular a5® = by (mod p?), i.e. the powers of as span
(Z/p*Z)* then ap is a primitive root. O

In particular, if p € Z is a primitive root modulo p?, then p := (P)ken € Z, is a good basis for
taking logarithms.

In view of the previous discussion, for a; € Z),a; € £,,1 < j < t, the specialization
t
Ly = ZLy: x+ f(x):= Zajxo‘j
j=1
is a well-defined map. As a consequence of Proposition 1.10, two such maps f = 22:1 ajx® and

g= Z;Zl b;jz% coincide on Z, if and only if a; =b; in Z; and o =F; in &, 1 <j<t, e
f = g. In this setting Theorem 1.6 admits the following formulation:
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Theorem 2.5. (Newton-Hensel interpolation lifting on Z,)
Let p be an odd prime number, and t € N, 1 <t < p—1. Set y1,...,Y2t € Zp. Let f1 =

Z;:l a’jl‘raj1 € Z[.’I]] and Iy = (xlk)ka s, Tt = (x(Qt)k)k € Z; satlsfy
o fi(xz;))=y; (modp), 1<i<2t,
it ozl area(wig)zlt oo agea(zr2)alt
e det Z 0 (mod p),
xy) o wyf area(Tian2)ryl ... area(T(an2)To)

where eg(x;) : (Z)p*Z)* — Z/pZ is the group homomorphism of Definition 1.1.

Then there exists a unique f := Z;‘:l ajz® with aj € Z, and oy € &,, 1 < j <t, that satisfies
simultaneously:
o flwi)=yi in Zp, 1<i<2t.

. aj:(aj1,-~)=0<j=m7 l<j=t.

In fact, this theorem is a particular case of a more general type of equations in Z,. We deal now
with two types of equations: generalized polynomial ones and exponential ones, and we exhibit
the duality they inherit from Lemma 2.4.

Definition 2.6.
e A generalized polynomial equation in Z; is

fx):= Z a;x™
j=1

where t € Nya; € Z, and a; € E,, 1 <j <t, are given, and z € Z; is the unknown.
e An ezponential equation in &, is

t
g(a) = Zajxjo-‘
j=1
where t € N,a; € Z, and x; € Z), 1 < j <t, are given, and « € £, is the unknown.

Observation 2.7. Solving a generalized polynomial equation in Z, or an exponential equation in
&y are essentially the same problem, since if a € Z,; is a good basis for taking logarithms, setting

r=a% and x; = a® we obtain
t t
e — e
g aj; x% = E aj xf.
j=1 j=1

The two next propositions generalize Hensel’s lemma, traditionally for polynomials in Z[z] or
Zy[z], to the previous equations. We state them before giving their proofs to highlight their dual
character.

Proposition 2.8. Set t € N, y, a; € Z, and aj := (o), €Ep, 1< j<t. Let 21 €7, pfu,
be such that

o f(xy):= 22:1 ajry’ =y (mod p),

o Z;:l a5 042 I(fj_l 5_'5 0 (mod p) s

then there exists a unique x = (v1,%2,...) € Zy such that f(z) =y in Z,.

Proposition 2.9. Set t €N, y, a; € Z, and x; = (xjx), €Z;, 1 <j<t. Let a1 € Z be such
that
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t o] —
e glan) =3 ,_jajzi" =y (mod p),
° Z;Zl ajez(wjo) xi" # 0 (mod p) where ez is the group homomorphism defined in Defi-
nition 1.1,

then there exists a unique a = (a1, as,...) € &, such that gla) =y in Z,.

Proof. (of Proposition 2.8)

We are looking for z := (), € Z such that
t t
f(zg) = Zaj z) = Zajk 2" =y, (mod p*).
j=1 j=1

We construct it inductively starting from the given z;. The condition p f z; guarantees that
z € Z; . Let k € N and assume there is a unique xj such that x, = xq (mod p) and f(zx) = yk

(mod p*). If we denote a; := (aji),, ¥ := (yr),, we are looking for @1y such that f(zgpy1) =
Yr+1 (mod pFt1). This implies f(zx11) =y (mod p¥) and thus xj41 = z + pF¢ where ¢ is to
be uniquely determined modulo p. We use the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.6.
Since aj(x4+1) = ajr (mod %), yrs1 = v (mod p*) and Qj(e+1) = g (mod ©(p*)), using the
fact that f(zx) = yx (mod p*) there exists z € Z such that

t

yeer = Y ajgenzy, TV =pF 2 (mod pH).
=1
We obtain, by Newton expansionj,

Flani) = Yoy ajeen) (an +prE) ity (mod p**1)
= Yioi(@iunay "+ pF ey o T TNE (mod pFHY)
= Ukl (mod p*+1)

= P = PP e ey 70T E (mod p**)
— 2= (o G Qo) e (mod p).

Now, by hypothesis, since a(,+1) = @j2 (mod p) for p| ©(p?), we conclude:

1

0 # Y_jaax)" (mod p)
; -1
0 # Y1k Gy (mod p),
and therefore, there exists a unique ¢ modulo p that solves the problem. (I

Proof. (of Proposition 2.9) The exponential equation g(a) = Z;Zl
a € &, such that @ = oy (mod (p — 1)) if and only if the generalized polynomial equation
f) = 22:1 ;€% =y has a unique solution & € Z, such that £ =& (mod p), where § := b®
and z; :=b%, 1 <j<t, for a good basis b for taking logarithms.

We check the assumption of Proposition 2.8:

o . .
ajzy =y has a unique solution

t t
Z aj1 B2 €' £0 (mod p) = Z aj1 B2 b7V 20 (mod p)
=1

j=1
t
= Zaﬂ Bijzajl #0 (mod p).
j=1

Here we used b]** # 0 (mod p) since p—14aq and by is a primitive root modulo p.
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Now, we apply the group homomorphism ez to xj2 = b’g“ i ea(xj2) = Bz e2(b2) (mod p). More-
over, since by is a primitive root mod p?, ez(b2) # 0 (mod p). Thus
t t
Zajl Bz a§i #0 (mod p) < Zajl e2(wj2) 3 #0 (mod p).
Jj=1 j=1

O

We observe that in both propositions, the second assumption on x; and «; respectively is the
one that corresponds to the usual f/(z1) Z 0 (mod p) in the classical Newton-Hensel lemma.
Here, taking derivatives is not a closed operation (because as Z a; (mod p) but modulo (p—1))
and the assumption on the second order is the natural replacement of the derivative. Therefore,
both for a generalized polynomial equation f(z) = > ;a;x® and for an exponential equation
g(a) =7, ajx§ , we call the expressions

(1) A, f(z) = Zaj ajor® ™t (modp) and A,g(a Zaj e2(wj2) x5t (mod p)
J
their pseudo-derivatives modulo p.

Like the usual Newton-Hensel lemma, Propositions 2.8 and 2.9 generalize to their Implicit Function
Theorem versions for systems of generalized polynomial and exponential equations in Z,. We set
a couple of notations.

Notation 2.10. We fix m,n € N,t1,...,t,, € N, and for each 1 < ¢ < m a multivariate
generalized polynomial equation and a multivariate exponential equation

agV o im) ti

filz, ..., zn Zaz) I and  gi(oq,...,an Z (11) --(xg-m))o‘",

where a() € Ly oz(w) € Ep,argw) € Z;, are given.
e For a system of m generalized polynomial equations in n unknowns x1,...,Tn € Z) :
f(x) = (fi(z1,- s @n)y e oy fr(T1, .oy n)),

we denote by J, f(x) its pseudo-jacobian matrix modulo p:

Ap fl (,Tl) N Ap fl (l‘n)
Jpf(x) := € (Z/pz)"™™".
Ap flz1) oo Ap fm(zn)
e For a system of m exponential equations in n unknowns aq,...,an € &y

gla) =(g1(a1,- - an), s gmlar, ..., an)),

we denote by J, g(a) its pseudo-jacobian matrix modulo p:

Apgi(ar) ... Apgi(on)
Jpg(a) == : : € (Z/pZ)™"",
Apgm(ar) ... Apgm(an)
where A, fi(xz¢) and Ay gi(ap) are the corresponding generalizations of Formula (7):
(1) (in)
Ap filze) = 3, 51) 52) wptay ey (mod p)

Ap gi(ag) = ; a( e (:c%)) (arg»“))o‘l S (:cy"))o‘" (mod p).
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Proposition 2.11. For m <n, let f(x) denote a system of m generalized polynomial equations in
Zy in n unknowns yi,...,x, € Ly, and let y = (y1,...,ym) € Zy' . Let x1 = (T11,...,%pn1) €
Z", ptaen, 1<0<n, be such that

e f(x1) =y (mod p),

o J,f(x1) (mod p) has rank m,
then there exists x = (x1,...,Tn) € (Z;)" such that x¢ = (ve1,...), 1 <€ <n, and f(x) =y
mn Ly .

Proposition 2.12. For m <mn, let g(a) denote a system of m exponential equations in Z, in
n unknowns ai,...,an € &, and let y := (y1,...,Ym) € Z;' . Let a1 = (a11,...,001) € Z", be
such that

e g(w) =y (modp),
o J,g(an) (mod p) has rank m,

then there exists a = (au1,...,an) € &) such that ay = (ap,...), 1<l <n, and gla) =y in
Z,.

We prove here Proposition 2.11 since the other one has exactly the same proof as Proposition 2.9.

Proof. (Proposition 2.11) We set f(x) = (f1(x),..., fm(x)) where

filz1, .. ) == Zay)xfj ez 1<i<m.
j=1
Following the proof of Proposition 2.8, we assume that xj := (z1g,...,Tnk) € Z™ is constructed

such that f(xx) = yx (mod p*) with x;, = x; (mod p) coordinate-wise. We need zy41) =
x4+ P& with & to be determined for 1 < ¢ < n such that f(xz41) = yry1 (mod p**1). By
assumption, for 1 <i < m,

(Ml

J(k+1) Yie+1) _ k k+1
Yi(kt1) — E aj(kﬂ) 1 T =pTz; (mod p").

Now,
. i)
yi(k+1) = Z;I 1 J(k+1) HZ 1(1'[]9 +pk§g) J(k+1) (HlOd pk+1)
i) 210
— ti £ -1
= Z] ) J(k+1) He 1(%k<k+1>+p O‘(Z(k)ﬂ) xﬂg(kﬂ) &) (mod pkﬂ)
o0
— t;
= Zj 1@ k+1 [Hz 1T MH)
(Mil) (l(?Jrl) k+1
+p* Y 1aj(k+1) (ITer e zpy ) g;i & | (mod p**h).

Hence we need to solve

D) (i0)

n i il) 3 @ -1
PPz o= PP YL [Zz 1 a(()k+1 §<k+1> (TTer e %/k(kﬂ))%k(kﬂ) J& (mod p**1)
" ) i (7,2 ) (7,2) 1
— Zi =) [Z;l:la;()lwrl k+1 (Hé/;éé Ié/k( ) élé(km ]55 (mod p)
= zi = Yo Ay filze) & (mod p).
Therefore, since by hypothesis, J,(f(x1)) = (A, fi(ze1))ie has maximal rank m, the system has
a solution (&1,...,&,) modulo p. O

Proposition 2.12 yields immediately, as a particular case, another proof of Theorem 2.5:
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Proof. (Second Proof of Theorem 2.5) Let b € Z) be a good basis for taking logarithms, a; :=
b% | and consider the exponential system of 2¢ equations in 2¢ unknowns given by: g(8,a)

(f1(B,),..., for(B, ) where

t
fi(Bra)y = va 1 <i <2t
j=1
By Proposition 2.12, this exponential square system has a solution in &, if RankJ, g(8,a)) = 2t,

or equivalently that det(J, g(8,a)) # 0 (mod p). Furthermore, on this hypothesis the solution is
unique. Now,

A, fi(Be) = eg(bz)bﬁel'?l = agez(b2)x* and A, fi(ay) = 62($i2)b6£$?[ = ag ea(xi2)Ti*.

Therefore, since by is a primitive root modp?, ez(be) Z 0 (mod p),

area(b2)zi™ ... area(be)xlt  ares(wi)z(? ay ez(z12)x T
area(ba)ryl ... area(b2)xy)  area(T2p2)xyl ... apea(T(24)2)T5)
it oozt arexmig)ztt ... apea(xie)xlt
=ay---agea(by) det 5 : 5 5 Z0 (mod p)
Tyl . Tof area(Tp2)Th) .. apea(T(2p2)T5)
by hypothesis. O

3. SPARSE INTERPOLATION

A polynomial f = Z?:o ajzl € Alz], with A an arbitrary ring, is usually called a sparse polyno-
mial or a fewnomial if we focus on its number of non-zero terms, i.e. the number of j’ss.t. a; # 0.
If it has at most ¢ non-zero terms, i.e. f = Z;Zl ajz® , f is called a t-sparse polynomial . Here
we choose to name such a fewnomial a ¢ -nomial to avoid confusion with the other usual notions
of sparsity. Also we refer to a polynomial with exactly ¢ non-zero terms as an ezact t-nomial.

As mentioned in the introduction, any univariate ¢-nomial in C[z] is uniquely determined by its
value in 2t different positive values in R, and in [BeTi88], M. Ben-Or and P. Tiwari produced a
beautiful deterministic algorithm that recovers such a ¢t-nomial f € C[z] from its value in the 2t

interpolation points z; :=1, 23 :=a, z3 :=a?, ..., zo; := a®'~!, where a is not a root of unity
of small order.
Furthermore, their algorithm works for a n-multivariate ¢-nomial f € Clxy,...,2,], using as
input interpolation points
2 2 2t—1 2t—1
X1 = (17"'71)7 X2 1= (plu"'upn)ux3 = (plu"'7pn)7"'7x2t = (plt 7"'7pnt )7
where p1,...,p, are different integer prime numbers. The number of arithmetic operations in C

it performs equals t2?(logt+log(nd)) where log denotes the base 2 logarithm. In case the t-nomial
has integer coefficients, the bit size of the algorithm is also polynomial in the maximal bit size h
of the coefficients of f.

A lot of work has been done in sparse polynomial and rational interpolation, in different bases
of monomials and models. Let us mention again here some of these, mostly for polynomial in-
terpolation in the standard monomial basis and the black box model, meaning you are allowed
to choose your interpolation starting points: the work of M. Ben-Or and P. Tiwari in [BeTi88],
of R.E. Zippel in [Zip90], of A. Borodin and P. Tiwari in [BoTi91], the series of papers of D.
Grigoriev, M. Karpinski and M. Singer in [GKS90] on finite fields, as well as [CDGK91], the con-
ceptually unifying paper [GKS91] following [DrGr91], and [GKS94] on rational interpolation. Also
[KaLa88, KLW90, KLL00, Lee01, KaLe03] that improve Ben-Or-Tiwari algorithms in different
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ways (producing probabilistic algorithm that reduce the explosion of size of intermediate integers
or get rid of the assumption that a bound ¢ for the number of terms is known).

First let us mention a result that holds when the black-box representation of the polynomial is in
fact a straight-line program, that is a program of evaluation that allows constants, and the +,
— and * operations. This result does not seem to appear in the literature although it should be
naturally contained in [GKS91]. The proof we present here is the fruit of a discussion with Michael
Singer. It is based on the fact that taking derivatives linearizes exponents, the same effect than
the e, “logarithmic” map we used in the p-adic context, and works for straight-line programs
because of Baur and Strassen derivative inequality [BCS97, (7.7)].

Theorem 3.1. There is a deterministic algorithm that takes as input a straight-line program of
length L representing a t-nomial f € Clz] and returns (the monomial expansion of) f. The
complezity of the algorithm is of order O(t*L).

Proof. For f = 23:1 a;z% € Clz] weset Df(z) :=zf'(z) sothat D(z®) = az®, the k-iteration
D) (z%) = a?mo‘ , and finally for k€ N, D" f = > ajofz®i
Since f is represented by a straight-line program of length L, {D(k)f, 0 < k <t} are given by

t + 1 straight-line programs of length O(L), that can all be constructed from the straight-line
program for f in time O(tL) [BCS97, (7.7)].

We fix different positive x1,...,x: € R and we construct the matrix
f(z1) o f(x)
Df(x1) Df(x)
c(f) = : ) € Ctt
DD f(zy) ... DUV f(x)

and observe that

where
.. af ay x7t xt
V(f) = : , A(f) = , W(f) = :
a’i_l ai_l at x] xgt

Therefore the rank of C(f) gives the exact number of non-zero coefficients a,; and we can assume
f is an exact ¢-nomial, so that C(f) is invertible.
Now we observe that if we set g := Df = Z;:1 a; ;% , then C(g) = V(g9)A(g)W(g) where
Vi(g) =V(f), W(g) =W(f) and A(g) is the diagonal matrix with diagonal terms aja;. There-
fore

ai

Cle)C(H) " =V(f) V()
Qi

and to compute the exponents o, 1 < j < ¢, is is enough to compute the characteristic polynomial

of C(g)C(f)~! and its (integer) roots. The coefficients are then recovered by solving a linear
system. ([l

In next section we investigate univariate fewnomials over finite fields, in particular in (Z/pZ)[z],
and over the finite rings Z/p*Z, where p is an odd prime number.
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We then switch to univariate integer polynomials, trying to produce an answer to the question
raised by Ben-Or and Tiwari on how to interpolate a ¢-nomial in Z[x] from 2¢ arbitrary different
real positive values.

In the sequel we denote by deg f the degree of a non-zero polynomial f € A[z], A a ring, and
by h(f) its binary length when A =7, i.e. the maximum (base 2) logarithm log of the absolute
value of its coefficients.

3.1. Fewnomial interpolation in (Z/pZ)[x] and (Z/p*Z)[z].

Here we impose conditions on the exponents of the polynomial, since for example, every z €
(Z/pZ)|x] is a root of the binomial f = a? — x. We first recall the proof of a well-known result
(see for instance [CDGK91, Th 4.2] for a more general context): any ¢-nomial of degree strictly
bounded by p — 1 in (Z/pZ)[x] is uniquely determined by its values in 2¢ points of the form
x; = p~! for 1 <i<2t, where p is a primitive root modulo p. (Of course this statement makes
sense only if ¢ is small with respect to p, i.e. if 2t < p — 2, since if not standard interpolation
suffices.) In some sense this is an analogous statement than that of a ¢-nomial in C[z] being
uniquely determined by its value in 2t positive points. This condition can not be arbitrarily
relaxed since for example a binomial modulo 7 of degree < 6 is not uniquely determined by its
values in 1,2,3 and 4: f=2%+3 and g = 323+ coincide modulo 7 but are different (observe
that in this example we may take p = 3, and therefore 1, 3, 2 and 6 are good interpolation

points: f(6) # g(6) ).

Observation 3.2. Let p be a prime number and p € Z be a primitive root modulo p. Let
f= 22:1 a;x% € (Z/pZ)[x] be a t-nomial satisfying that for j # £, a; £ ap (mod (p — 1)).
Then f(p') =0 for 0<i<t—1 implies f=0.

Proof. We have

1t - 1t
o “ a 0
pH pt '1
p(tﬁl)al p(t§1)at a 0

But the Vandermonde determinant of the left-hand side matrix
II " -r)
1<j<e<t

does not vanish modulo p since p is a primitive root modulo p and p — 11 ay — a;j. Thus the
unique solution of the system is a; =0 for 1 < j <t. O

Corollary 3.3. Set p a prime number. A t-nomial in (Z/pZ)[x] of degree strictly bounded by
p — 1 is uniquely determined by its values at p*, 0 < i < 2t — 1, where p is a primitive root
modulo p .

Proof. Let f := ?;02 ajzl, g = é’;g bjz? be two t-nomials in (Z/pZ)[z] such that f(p') =
g(pf), 0<i<2—1. Then h := Zé’;g(aj —b;)z7 is a 2t-nomial modulo p that satisfies
h(p*) =0 (mod p) for 0 <14 <2t—1, and we apply the previous observation. O

In the paper mentioned above, M. Ben-Or and P. Tiwari raised the problem of generalizing their
procedure for finite fields. As a partial answer, it is straight-forward that the determination of the
unique t-nomial in (Z/pZ)[z] of degree strictly bounded by p — 1 and with prescribed values in
1,p,...,p*" ! —when it exists— can be easily done copying their algorithm for this case. This
gives an alternative simple proof in this particular case of the multivariate result of [CDGK91, Th.

4.2).
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Algorithm 3.4. (Ben-Or/Tiwari)

Set p a prime number and p € Z a primitive root modulo p. Let f € (Z/pZ)[z] be a t-nomial
of degree strictly bounded by p — 1. Then there is a deterministic algorithm that takes as inputs
the values y1 == f(1),y2 := f(p),...,y2e = f(p**~1) and returns f. The binary running time of
the algorithm equals O((t* + p)logp)

Proof. The proof copies [BeTi88]. Let f :~Z§-:1 a;xz% € (Z/pZ)[z], 0 < aj < p—2. The
algorithm first computes the exact number ¢ of terms of f, then it determines the exponents
a1, ...,a; associated to non-zero coeflicients and finally it recovers the coeflicients a,...,q;.

Let us first assume that £ = ¢. The core of the procedure is the same previous fact that since p
is a primitive root modulo p, p® # p? in Z/pZ for 0 < a#B<p—2.
As in [BeTi88|, we construct a polynomial F € (Z/pZ)[\] of degree t whose roots are exactly
p%i, and then we recover «;, 1 < j <t, by simple inspection.
The polynomial F = H;:1(/\ —p™i) = ZZ:O b AF, by = 1, is constructed in the following way:
For 0</<t—-1,1<j<t:

0 = ajpajEF(paj) _ aj(bopajl + blpaj(EJrl) N btpaj(f+t)> —

t
0 = > ajp™'F(p™)
j=1
t t t
= by Z a;p®’ + by Z a;p® Y £, Z a;p® +)
j=1 j=1 j=1

— bof(pe) + blf(lerl) N bt—lf(ﬂe+t71) + f(p6+t)

= boYe+1 + -+ br—1Yetrt + Yorita-
This yields the following system

yr .- Yt bo Yt+1

Yt - Y2t—1 bi—1 Y2t

which is clearly solvable since

1 1 1 ... px-D
Yy oo Yt pa1 . pat a 1 ... pag(t—l)
Yt oo Y2t—1 pal('t—l) o pat(.t—l) ag 1 . pat(.t—l)

whose determinant a; ...a; [Ty, ;< (p% — p*)* £ 0 (mod p).

Now it is easy to recover aq,...,a; by solving the Vandermonde system:
1 e 1
pal pat a1 Y1
pal('t—l) L pat('t—l) at Yt
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When the exact number of terms ¢ is not known, but strictly bounded by ¢, we compute it by
considering for 1 < £ <t the matrices

Yy .- Ye

Ye oo Y2u-1

that satisfy that det(V;) =0 for all £ < ¢ <t while det(V;) # 0 in Z/pZ. Thus, computing ¢ is
equivalent here to compute the rank of the matrix V;.

Let us check the complexity of this algorithm: all integers are bounded by p, and ¢ < p. As
in [BeTi88], computing the exact number ¢ of terms of the #-nomial requires O(t?logp) binary
operations, and bounds the complexity of solving the linear system to determine the polynomial
F'. The simplest way of computing the exponents «;, 1 < j < ¢, of f seems to be by simple
inspection: computing p?, 1 < i < p —2 and checking which of those are roots of F. This takes
O(plogp) steps. Finally, recovering the coefficients does not modify the overall complexity. O

Corollary 3.5. An analogous algorithm holds in o finite field F, for ¢ = p", since the multi-
plicative group of a finite field is cyclic of order ¢ — 1. Any t-nomial in Fylx] of degree strictly
bounded by g — 1 can be recovered from its values in the interpolation points p', 0 < i <2t —1,
where p is a generator of the field F, over Z/pZ.

Now we turn to polynomials with coefficients in the ring Z/p*Z, where all usual arguments fail
for it is not even a domain. However combining Theorem 1.6 and Algorithm 3.4, we are able to
obtain some results for p an odd prime number and k € N, k£ > 2. We introduce for polynomials
in (Z/p*Z)[x] the analogue of Definition 1.9:

Definition 3.6. Let p be an odd prime number and k£ € N. We say that a polynomial f =
> a;x € (Z/p*Z)[x] with a; # 0, Vj, reduces well modulo p if p { a; for any j, and
p—1ta; —ay forany j#¢.

Corollary 3.7. Set p an odd prime number and k € N with k > 2. A t-nomial in (Z/p*Z)[z]
of degree strictly bounded by p(p*) that reduces well modulo p is uniquely determined by its values
at pb, 0<i<2t—1, where p is a primitive root modp? .

Proof. Let f = 23:1 a;x®tP=Vki ¢ (7/pFZ)[x] be such a t-nomial, where a; #Z 0 (mod p)
and 0 < a; < p—1 are all distinct since f reduces well modulo p. Since p is also a primitive
root modulo p, by Corollary 3.3, >, a;a% € (Z/pZ)[x] is the unique (exact) ¢-nomial of degree
bounded by p — 1 with the prescribed values in p*, 0 < i < 2t — 1. Applying Theorem 1.6, since
{p’,0 < i < 2t —1} is a good starting set (Proposition 1.14), there exists a unique g such that
g(p*) = f(p*) (mod p*), 0 <i < 2t—1, under the condition that the coefficients coincide modulo
p* and the exponents mod ¢(p”*). Therefore, since f is such a polynomial, f € (Z/p*Z)[z] is the
unique ¢-nomial of degree bounded by ¢(p*) that reduces well modulo p. O

Algorithm 3.8. Set p an odd prime number, p € Z a primitive root modp®> and k € N with
k>2. Let f € (Z/p*Z)[x] be a t-nomial of degree strictly bounded by p(p*) that reduces well
modulo p. Then there is a deterministic algorithm that takes as inputs the values y1 := f(1),y2 :=
Fp)y. . vy2e = f(P*~Y) in Z/p*Z and returns f. The binary running time of the algorithm is
of order O(t3k?log® p + plogp).

Proof. We first apply Algorithm 3.4 to compute the unique exact t-nomial fo € (Z/pZ)[z] of
degree strictly bounded by p — 1 such that fo(p*~!) =y; (mod p) for 0 < i <2t —1. Then we
apply Theorem 1.6 to lift fy to f.
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Now we check the complexity of the algorithm. First we reduce y; and p*~! (mod p), 1 <i <2t
to construct fo. This takes O(tklogp + (t? + p)logp) binary operations. Next, there are at
most loglog ¢(p*) = O(log k +loglogp) lifting steps, each of them solves a system of size 2t with
entries bounded by p¥, that takes O((logk + loglogp)t®klogp) binary operations. The overall
complexity is then of order O(t*klogklogp + t*klogploglogp + plogp) . 0

A final observation for this section is that, with the same proof than that of Corollary 3.7, Propo-
sition 1.10 can be reformulated as follows:

Corollary 3.9. Set p an odd prime number. Let f = Zj a;x®,g =3, bexPe € Z[x] be two
polynomials that reduce well modulo p. Then, for any k € N, the three following conditions are
equivalent:

e f and g have the same number t of non-zero terms, and up to an indexr permutation,
aj =b; (mod p*) and a; = B; (mod ¢(p¥)).

e f(x) =g(x) (mod p*) for all x € Z prime to p.

o f(pH) =g(p') (mod p*) for 1 <i <2t and p € Z a primitive root modulo p*.

For the previous results we used the fact that for p € Z a primitive root modulo p?,
{1,p,...,p**71} is a good starting set (of type (1) of Proposition 1.14). For good starting
sets of type (2), for instance {1,p,...,p" L, p+1,p+p,...,p+ pt~ 1} for p € Z a primitive root
modulo p, we do not have analogous of Corollary 3.3 and Algorithm 3.4, and the best we can
obtain are the following statements:

Corollary 3.10. Set p an odd prime number and k € N, k > 2. A t-nomial in (Z/p*Z)[x] of
degree strictly bounded by ¢(p*) that reduces well modulo p is uniquely determined by its values
in{l,....,p—1,p+1,...,2p—1}.

Proof. This is simply due to the fact that the first p — 1 points decide which is the ¢-nomial
modulo p and then we apply Theorem 1.6 for the over-constrained compatible system we have,
using that the given set contains a good starting set of type (2). O

Algorithm 3.11. Set p an odd prime number and k € N, k > 2. Let f € (Z/p*Z)[z] be
a t-nomial of degree strictly bounded by p(p*) that reduces well modulo p. Then there is a
deterministic algorithm that takes as inputs the values f(1),...,f(p—1),f(p+1),...,f(2p—1)
in Z/p*Z and returns f. The binary running time of the algorithm is of order O(p*klogk) .

Corollary 3.12. Set p an odd prime number. Let f =3 a;x%,9 =73, bexPe € Z[z] be two
polynomials that reduce well modulo p. Then, for any k € N, the three following conditions are
equivalent:

e f and g have the same number t of non-zero terms, and up to an indexr permutation,
aj = b; (mod p*) and a; = B; (mod ¢(p¥)).

e f(z)=g(x) (mod p*) for all x € Z prime to p.

o f(i)=g(i) (mod p*) for 1<i<p—-1and p+1<i<2p—1.

3.2. Fewnomial interpolation in Zx].

In their paper, M. Ben-Or and P. Tiwari also raised the problem of producing an algorithm that
interpolates a ¢-nomial in C[z] from 2t arbitrary different real positive values. Here we restrict
to polynomials in Z[z]. On one hand we observe that applying a bound by A. Borodin and P.
Tiwari [BoTi91, Thm.4.3] we can restrict ourselves to ¢+ 1 interpolation points, ¢ of them being
almost arbitrary, but the last one imposed and huge. On the other hand, Theorem 1.6 enables us
to reduce the size of the starting interpolation points for ¢-nomials in Z[z] that reduce well mod
p for some small enough prime number p.
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Theorem 3.13. ([BoTi91, Thm.4.3])
Let f € Z[x] be a t-nomial, and (x;,y;) € Z2, 1 < i <t, that satisfy that x; > 2 and f(x;) = y;
for 1 <i<t. Then

deg f < maxlogx; + t* maxlogy; + 2.

This bound for the degree of such a t-nomial f in term of the height of its evaluation points
immediately yields a bound for the height h(f) of f:

Corollary 3.14. Let f € Z[x] be a t-nomial, and (z;,y;) € Z*, 1 < i < t, that satisfy that
x; >2 and f(x;) =y; for 1 <i<t. Then

h(f) < maxlog|y;| + 2t(logt + maxlog x;) + ¢t max? log x; + t* max log x; max log |y;|.

Proof. Set D := max;logx; + t?max;logy; +2. As f = Z;Zl ajz® where a; < D, when
solving the linear system induced by f(x;) = y; for 1 < i < t, we deal with an integer matrix
of size t and entries of absolute height bounded by H := t max;z;” and a vector with entries
of absolute height bounded by max; |y;|. Applying Cramer’s rule and the fact that a; € Z, we
obtain |a;| < ¢! H*~! max; |y;|. This gives the announced bound. O

Now we remark that an a priori bound for the height of a ¢-nomial f € Z[z] immediately yields
the polynomial by interpolation in one single huge value:

Observation 3.15. Let f € Z[x] be a t-nomial and let H be a bound for the mazimum absolute
value of the coefficients of f .

Then, for any odd number H > 2H +1, there is a deterministic algorithm that takes as input the
value f(H) and returns the t-nomial f in Z[z].

The binary running time of the algorithm is polynomial in t, log(H) and log(f(H)).
-1
> 2
recover the exponents and coefficients of f by simple inspection. O

Proof. Tt is enough to write f(H) = Yoot a;H' in base H with coefficients in [—ﬁ—, E] to

Combining these two facts, we conclude that to obtain f we can restrict ourselves to ¢ + 1
interpolation points 1, ..., %1, where x; > 2 are arbitrary for 1 <+¢ <t but x4 satisfies the
condition of the previous observation.

Now we come back to Ben-Or/Tiwari type algorithms to recover ¢-nomials. We remind that in the
sequel a bound ¢ for the number of non-zero terms is always given as an input. An inconvenient in
the original algorithm by [BeTi88] is the explosion of intermediate integers: one has to deal with a
polynomial F —see proof of Algorithm 3.4 above— where a coefficient equals at least 291+ et
This problem has been solved in [KaLa88, KLW90|, where the authors propose a probabilistic
algorithm that keeps the intermediate integers small by employing the traditional Hensel lifting
of roots. They choose a “lucky” prime p and k& € N big enough (essentially s.t. p* > deg f),
compute the crucial polynomial F modulo p* and lift its roots modulo p to roots modulo p¥.
These algorithms require a degree bound as input, mostly to control the probability of unlucky
reduction modulo p.

Here we present an alternative algorithm to recover a t-nomial f € Z[z] from its interpolation in
2t points of size bounded by p?, provided we know in advance that it reduces well modulo the
odd prime number p. Since we are still not able to produce a probability analysis for the choice
of a good prime p such that f reduces well modulo p, our algorithm only yields an heuristic for
arbitrary t-nomials.

We de not intend here to compare the speed of our method with that of [KLW90]: no serious
implementation has been done yet. However, since both methods are different in nature, we think
that it can be useful to have them both in mind.
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Algorithm 3.16. Let f € Z[z] be a t-nomial and let p >t be an odd prime number such that

f reduces well modulo p. Set p € Z a primitive root modulo p* and let x1,...,22; € N be such
that x; = p*~! (mod p?).
Then there is a deterministic algorithm that takes as input the values yy := f(1),...,y2t := f(xat)

and returns the t-nomial f in Z[x].

The binary running time of the algorithm is polynomial in p, logd, h and h, where d := deg f,
h:=h(f) and h:=max{h(y;),1 <i<2t}.

The algorithm computes m < max{ [loglogd], [logh]} t-nomials fo,..., fm € Z[z] until match-
ing f. The termination of the procedure is given by the condition fn,(x;) =1y; for 1 <i<2t.

Proof. We first compute by Algorithm 3.4 the unique exact f-nomial fy € Z[x], where t < t, of

degree < p — 2 and integer coeflicients in [—p—gl, p—gl] , determined by the conditions

fo(z;)) =y; (mod p) forl<i< 2t
This £-nomial must exist since it coincides with Z;Zl a;x® if f = Z;Zl(aj +pdj)aleitP=1)%)
with a; € [—%, %Lﬂj € [0,p—2].
We observe that if fo(z;) = y; in Z, the procedure stops and f = fy, since f is uniquely
determined by its value in the 2t positive values x1,..., 2ot .

W.Lo.g. we can assume now that ¢ = t. To continue the procedure we apply Theorem 1.6 to
compute recursively the unique exact ¢-nomial f = Z;Zl bjarﬁf of degree strictly bounded by

k k
o(p?") and with integer coefficients in [—172—2_1, ﬁT_l] that satisfies fi(x;) = y; (mod p?) for
1 <4 <2¢.

m

The termination of the procedure occurs at most for f,, = f, i.e m such that v’ 2_1 > 2" and
o(p*") > d, that is
m =max{ [logh], [loglogd] }.

Now let us compute the binary complexity of the algorithm. The running time needed to compute
fo is of order O((t? + p)logp) .
To compute fr+1 from fy:
First we compute modka the entries of matrix M}, : we need to compute egr+1(x;) and fort1(2;)
defined in Identity (3), that require O(t (log(p?"" )+ 1)) = O(t(2¥*1 log p+h)) bit operations. To
compute xf " modulo p?" requires O(log(p?")) = O(2* logp) operations. The computation of the
determinant of M} and of its inverse modulo p2k requires O(t32¥ logp) more operations. Thus,
computing frs1 from fj requires O(t3(2¥+1logp + h)) bit operations.
Thus, the total number of bit operations of the algorithm is bounded by

O(t*(max{h,logd } logp + h) + plogp).

(We kept the complexity in terms of p and logp since the only place where it seems to depend
on p is in the computation of the starting polynomial fy ). (I

Since under our conditions, the bound of [BoTi91, Thm.4.3] gives deg f < 2logp + t2h + 2, we
obtain the following heuristic for the case we do not know in advance that f reduces well modulo

p.
Heuristic 3.17.
e Input: f € Z[z] given by a black-box, ¢t € N a bound for the number of terms of f.
e Output: Luckily, the monomial basis representation of f.
e Heuristic:

— Pick p >t an odd prime number.
— Pick p € Z a primitive root modulo p?.
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— Pick x1,...,72; € N such that z; = p*~! (mod p?).

— Compute y; := f(z;) for 1 <i <2t from the black box.

— Compute fy, the unique exact f-nomial modulo p such that fo(z;) = y; (mod p)
for 1 <i <2t (we observe that £ <t must occur).

— Lift, Applying Theorem 1.6, fo to f,, = Zf.:l a;x% such that

e ) < 2logp+ 1h+2 < p(p?").
(This yields the possible exponents a1, ..., a; of f.)

— Set f= 22:1 zz® and try to interpolate f(z;) =y; for 1 <i <2t in Z[z] solving
a simple Vandermonde system. R R

— If the interpolation problem has a solution, then f = f and output f.

— If there is no solution, it was because f was not an exact ¢-nomial (and in fact the
exact number of terms of f is strictly greater than t). In that case pick another
prime ¢ >t and start the procedure again. (If the exact number of terms of the new
starting polynomial fy is not greater than ¢, pick another prime.) O

Final comment: The problem of finding an algorithm that, given an (unknown) t¢-nomial f in
Z[z] and 2t starting evaluation points, finds the monomial structure of f has proven very hard. If
one can find an algorithm that solves the (easier) problem over the finite field Z/pZ (where there
may be no solution or more than one), our method for lifting the coefficients and the exponents can
be used under the assumption of the existence of a “good” (relatively small) prime p, i.e. a prime
p such that f reduces well modulo p, and the pseudo-jacobian of f is invertible. A probability
analysis for good reduction of ¢-nomials modulo p is still lacking. We are trying to give an answer
to these problems.
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