arXiv:2401.01435v3 [math.NT] 23 Jun 2024

NILPOTENT POLYNOMIALS OVER Z

Sayak Sengupta Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Binghamton University - SUNY, Binghamton, New York, USA

sengupta@binghamton.edu

Abstract For a polynomial u(x) in Z[x] and r ∈ Z, we consider the orbit of u at r denoted and defined by O_u(r) := {u^{(n)}(r) | n ∈ N}. Here we study polynomials for which 0 is in the orbit, and we call such polynomials nilpotent at r of index m where m is the minimum element of the set {n ∈ N | u^{(n)}(r) = 0}. We provide here a complete classification of these polynomials when |r| ≤ 4, with |r| ≤ 1 already covered in the author’s previous paper, titled Locally nilpotent polynomials over Z. The central goal of this paper is to study the following questions: (i) relation between the integers r and m when the set of nilpotent polynomials at r of index m is non-empty, (ii) classification of the integer polynomials with nilpotency index |r| for large enough |r|, and (iii) bounded integer polynomial sequences {r_n}_{n≥0}.

1. Introduction

We start with the following definition and notation.

1.1. Definitions, Notation, and Terminology

Throughout this paper, N is the set of all positive integers, for an integer polynomial u, u^{(0)}(x) = x, and for each n ∈ N u^{(n)}(x) := (u ∘ u ∘ · · · ∘ u) n times (x),

is the nth iteration of u. Unless specifically mentioned otherwise, by a ”polynomial u” we will mean an ”integer polynomial u”.

Definition 1.1. Given an integer r, we call an integer polynomial u nilpotent at r, if there is an n ∈ N so that u^{(n)}(r) = 0, i.e., 0 ∈ O_u(r). We call the smallest of such n’s the index/index of nilpotency of u at r. By convention, the zero polynomial is nilpotent at every r with index 1.

We fix the following notation:

N^d_{r,i} := {u | u is nilpotent at r of index i and degree d}, N_{r,i} := ⊔^∞_{d=0}N^d_{r,i} , and N_r := ⊔^∞_{i=1}N_{r,i} .

In [6], given an integer r, we considered the polynomials u for which 0 is not in the orbit of u at r, but modulo every prime p, there is a m_p ∈ N such that p|u^{(mp)}(r). It turns out that these polynomials can only be linear, and they have been completely classified in [6]. In this paper we study the polynomials u at r where 0 is in the orbit. We will call these polynomials nilpotent at r (see definitions and notation below). We will focus on only positive integers r, as one can obtain the same for negative integers r by using Fact 2.4 (see Section 2). In [6], such polynomials were classified for r = 0 and r = ±1. In this paper, we provide classification of nilpotent polynomials for r = 2, 3, and 4, which can be found in Theorems 3.2, 3.4, and 3.5. The classification of such polynomials for arbitrary r’s is perhaps impossible. However, we do prove some partial and qualitative results, and we provide some inductive technique through which one can classify such polynomials at a given positive integer r (> 1) when the classification of nilpotent polynomials at 1, . . . , r − 1 are known.

We also prove that the largest m, say m_{max}, for which N_{r,m} is non-empty is

m_{max}(r) = 2, if r = 0 3, if |r| = 1 4, if |r| = 2 |r|, if|r| ≥ 3 Also, we provide a complete classification of bounded integer sequences with a generating integer polynomial (see Definition 4.6 and Corollary 4.11).

The rest of the notation that we use in this paper are as follows. For a given integer r ≥ 2 and an integer polynomial u, we define C_r := max{s ∈ N ∪ {0} | r ≥ s! − s − 1}, (1.1)

and u_i(r) := u^{(i+1)}(r) − u^{(i)}(r), i ∈ N ∪ {0}. (1.2)

Using the fact that for any two distinct integers a and b, a − b divides u(a) − u(b) one obtains that u_i(r)|u_j (r) for every i < j. The usefulness of C_r will be apparent in Lemma 2.1, and it plays a crucial role in the techniques of most of the proofs in this paper.

The following are some examples of nilpotent, and non-nilpotent polynomials.

1.2. Some Examples

• Let r ∈ Z. For each q(x) ∈ Z[x], (x − r)q(x) ∈ N_{r,1}.

• Let r ∈ Z. For each positive integer m dividing r, the polynomial u_m(x) = x − r/m is nilpotent of index m.

• Let u(x) = −x^3+9x^2−25x+25. Then u(2) = 3, u(3) = 4, u(4) = 5, and u(5) = 0, i.e., u ∈ N^3_{2,4}.

• Let u(x) = x^3 − 6x^2 + 12x − 7. Then u(3) = 2, u(2) = 1, and u(1) = 0, i.e., u ∈ N_{3,3}.

• Let u(x) = x^2 − 4x. Then u(3) = −3, and u(−3) = 21. As u(x) − x > 0 on (5, ∞), it follows that 0 ∉ O_u(3), i.e., u ∉ N_3.

The next three facts follow directly from Theorem 4.1, Corollary 4.2, and Theorem 4.4, respectively, of [6]. These facts will be used extensively throughout the paper, and so they are reproduced here for the reader’s convenience. Fact 1.2 (cf. [6], Theorem 4.1). The following is the list of all polynomials in N_1:

(a) (x − 1)p(x) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 1), (b) −2x + 4 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 2), and (c) −2x^2 + 7x − 3 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 3).

Fact 1.3 (cf. [6], Corollary 4.2). The following is the list of all polynomials in N_{−1}:

(a) (x + 1)p(x) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 1), (b) −2x − 4 + p(x)(x + 1)(x + 2) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 2), and (c) 2x^2 +7x+3+p(x)(x+1)(x+2)(x+3) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 3).

Fact 1.4 (cf. [6], Theorem 4.4). The following is the list of all polynomials in N_0:

(a) xp(x) with p(x) ∈ Z[x] \ {0} (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 1), and (b) (x − a)(xp(x) − 1), a ∈ Z \ {0} and p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of nilpotency index 2). Our main results are the following three.

Theorem 1.5 (cf. Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, and Corollaries 3.5 and 4.2). For any integer r, and u nilpotent at r, the nilpotency index of u at r is at most |r| + 2. Moreover, if |r| ≥ 3, then the nilpotency index of u is at most |r|.

Theorem 1.6 (cf. Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.4). For any integer r with |r| ≥ 5, and u nilpotent at r of nilpotency index r, u(x) must be of the form (x − ε) + (x − ε) · · · (x − εr)p(x) for some polynomial p(x), where ε = sgn(r).

The final main result is the classification of all recurringly nilpotent sequences, and the classification of all bounded integer polynomial sequences.

Definition 1.7. Let {r_n}_{n≥0} be an integer sequence. We say that {r_n}_{n≥0} is a polynomial sequence if it has a generating integer polynomial u, i.e., there is a polynomial u(x) ∈ Z[x] such that u^{(n)}(r_0) = r_n for each n ∈ N. In this case we also say that u satisfies {r_n}_{n≥0}. Moreover, if r_n = 0 for some n (respectively, for infinitely many n’s) then we say {r_n}_{n≥0} is a nilpotent (respectively, recurringly nilpotent) sequence. It should be noted that {r_n}_{n≥0} is a recurringly nilpotent polynomial sequence is equivalent to saying that a generating integer polynomial u of {r_n}_{n≥0} has 0 as a periodic point.

To prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 we use induction on r, and r = 4 serves as the base case for the induction. Thus it was necessary to include the classifications of nilpotent polynomials for r = 3 and 4, r ∈ {0, ±1} being already available (from Facts 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4). For the proofs of Theorems 3.2, 3.4, and 3.5, in addition to using Facts 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4, we have also used Lemma 2.1, which is stated and proved in Section 2.

This paper consists of 4 sections. Sections 2 and 3 are dedicated to developing the background for stating and proving the main results. Section 4 consists of the main results, and it is divided into two subsections; in Section 4.1 we study the relation between r and m for a polynomial u in N_{r,m}, and in Section 4.2 we study integer sequences having generating integer polynomials (see Definition 4.6). This work was inspired by the previous work of the author in [6], where all the definitions and notation were first announced, and that in turn was inspired by the work of A. Borisov in [1].

Interested reader should look at the works of W. Narkiewicz and R. Marszalek in [2], and W. Narkiewicz in [2] and [4]. Their work involves the study of polynomial cycles in some special algebraic number fields, which differs from the presentation here. Here we are specifically interested in studying finite nilpotent integer polynomial sequences and recurringly nilpotent polynomial sequences. Section 4.2 is highly motivated and influenced by their work.

2. The Main Tools

We begin this section with a lemma which, albeit simple, has a deep impact on the techniques of most of the proofs of this paper.

Lemma 2.1. Let r, m be positive integers, r ≠ 1 and u ∈ N_{r,m} such that

u(r) = r + 1, . . . , u(r + k − 1) = r + k, however, u(r + k) ≠ r + k + 1, (2.3)

for some non-negative integer k. Then k ≤ C_r , where C_r is as in (1.1). Proof. One notices that (2.3) implies that the polynomial u(x) − x − 1 has zeros at r, . . . r + k − 1, and so u(x) must be of the form u(x) = (x + 1) + (x − r) . . . (x − r − k + 1)g(x), for some integer polynomial g(x). Since u(r + k) ≠ r + k + 1, g(r + k) must be non-zero. Then u(r + k) = (r + k + 1) + k!g(r + k) and g is a non-zero polynomial.

Now |u_k(r)| = |u^{(k+1)}(r) − u^{(k)}(r)| = |u(r + k) − (r + k)| = |(r + k + 1) − (r + k) + k!g(r + k)| = |1 + k!g(r + k)| ≥ k! − 1, where u_i(r) is as in (1.2).

As u_i(r)|u_j (r), whenever i ≤ j, one has

−(r + k) = m−1∑ i=k u_i(r) ≡ 0 (mod u_k(r)).

This means u_k(r)|r + k, so that r + k ≥ k! − 1, i.e., k ≤ C_r .

The next lemma is an interesting consequence of Lagrange’s Interpolation Theorem. The origin of this lemma goes back to at least a discussion on page 93 of [2].

Lemma 2.2. Let n ∈ N, and r_0, . . . , r_n be integers. Also, let p(x) ∈ Q[x] be such that deg(p) ≤ n − 1, and p(r_i) = r_{i+1} for each i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. If there is a polynomial q(x) over Z such that q(r_i) = p(r_i) = r_{i+1} for each i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, then p(x) ∈ Z[x]. Phrased differently, this means that if the interpolation polynomial for the set of points {(r_0, r_1), . . . , (r_{n−1}, r_n)} is not in Z[x], then there can be no polynomial p(x) with integer coefficients such that p(r_i) = r_{i+1} for each i.

Proof. The condition on q implies that there must be some polynomial f(x) = a_0 + · · · + a_dx^d ∈ Q[x] such that q(x) = p(x) + (x − r_0) · · · (x − r_{n−1})f(x). One notices readily that it is enough to show that f(x) ∈ Z[x]. Suppose, if possible, that f(x) ∈ Q[x] \ Z[x]. Let m be the largest integer of the set {0 . . . , d} such that a_m is not in Z. Then one has that the coefficient of x^{n+m} in (x − r_0) · · · (x − r_{n−1})f(x) is not in Z, and as deg p < n, one obtains that the coefficient of x^{n+m} in (x−r_0) · · · (x−r_{n−1})f(x) is equal to the coefficient of x^{n+m} in q(x), i.e., q(x) ∉ Z[x], which is absurd.

The next fact will be useful in the proofs of Theorems 3.2, 3.4 and 3.5. Fact 2.3. Suppose that f is a polynomial over Z, f(a/b) = c/d, and gcd(c, d) = 1. Then P (b) ⊅ P (d).

Proof. Let f(x) = α_0 + α_1x + · · · + α_dx^d. Then

f(a/b) = α_0 + α_1(a/b) + · · · + α_d(a/b)^d = α_0b^d + α_1ab^{d−1} + · · · + α_da^d b^d and the rest follows from the hypothesis.

We end this section by a fact that shows a one-to-one correspondence between N^d_{r,i} and N^d_{−r,i}. Fact 2.4. Let u(x) be an integer polynomial of degree d, i ∈ N and r ∈ Z \ {0}. Define v(x) := −u(−x). Then u(x) ∈ N^d_{r,i} if and only if v(x) ∈ N^d_{−r,i} Proof. Since v(−x) = −u(x), one obtains by induction that v^{(n)}(−r) = −u^{(n)}(r), from which the fact follows.

3. The Classification of Polynomials in N_r for |r| ∈ {2, 3, 4} In this section we develop the necessary groundwork which is needed to prove the main results in the next section. We first make the following definition. Definition 3.1. Let u ∈ N_{r,m} for some integer r and some positive integer m. We say that {r, u(r), . . . , u^{(m−1)}(r), 0} is the finite sequence associated to u at r.

We now classify the polynomials of N_2.

Theorem 3.2. The following is the list of all polynomials in N_2:

(1) (x−2)p(x), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 1 with the associated finite sequence {2, 0}). (2) x−1+p(x)(x−1)(x−2), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {2, 1, 0}).

(3) −2(x − 4) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {2, 4, 0}).

(4) −3(x − 3) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {2, 3, 0}).

(5) −(x − 1)(x − 6) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 4)(x − 6), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {2, 4, 6, 0}).

(6) −(x − 5)(x^2 − 4x + 5) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4)(x − 5), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 4 with the associated finite sequence {2, 3, 4, 5, 0}).

Proof. Let u be a non-zero polynomial in N_{2,m} for some m ∈ N. That means for any k satisfying (2.3) one obtains by Lemma 2.1 that 0 ≤ k ≤ C_2 = 3. Also, let u_i(2)’s be as in (1.2).

Case 1. Let k = 0. That means u(2) ≠ 3, i.e., u_0(2) ≠ 1. Since −2 =^{m−1}

∑ i=0 u_i(2) ≡ 0

(mod u_0(2)), one has u_0(2)|2. Then u_0(2) ∈ {−1, ±2}.

If u_0(2) = −1, then u(2) = 1 and so it follows from Fact 1.2(a) that u must be of the form (x − 1)p(x), for some polynomial p(x) with p(2) = 1.

If u_0(2) = −2, then u(2) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 2)p(x), for some non-zero polynomial p(x).

If u_0(2) = 2, then u(2) = 4. Let v be the reduction of u from 2 to 1. Then v ∈ N_{1,m} and v(1) = 2. Then it follows from Fact 1.2 that v must be of one of the following forms:

• v(x) = −2x + 4 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2) for some polynomial p(x) (see Fact 1.2(b)), in which case u(x) = 2v (_x 2 ) = −2x + 8 +^1_2 p (_x 2 ) (x − 2)(x − 4) with the condition that^1_2 p (_x 2 ) ∈ Z[x] (see Theorem 3.2(3)).

• v(x) = −2x^2 + 7x − 3 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3) for some polynomial p(x) (see Fact 1.2(c)), in which case u(x) = 2v (_x 2 ) = −x^2 + 7x − 6 +^1_4 p (_x 2 ) (x − 2)(x − 4)(x − 6), with the condition that^1_4 p (_x 2 ) ∈ Z[x] (see Theorem 3.2(5)).

Case 2. Let k = 1. That means u(2) = 3 and u(3) ≠ 4. Since −3 =^{m−1}

∑ i=1 u_i(2) ≡ 0

(mod u_1(2)), one has u_1(2)|3. As u is nilpotent at 2 and u(3) ≠ 4, one immediately sees that u_1(2) = {±3}.

If u_1(2) = −3, then u(3) = 0, and so u(x) is of the form (x − 3)p(x), for some p(x) ∈ Z[x] with p(2) = −3.

If u_1(2) = 3, then u(3) = 6. Let v be the reduction of u from 3 to 1. Then v ∈ N_{1,m}, v (_2 3 ) = 1, and v(1) = 2. From Fact 1.2 it follows that v must be one of the two following forms:

• v(x) = −2x + 4 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2) for some suitable p(x) ∈ Z[x]. Then 1 = v

(_2 3 ) =^8_3 +^4_9 p

(_2 3 ) , i.e., p

(_2 3 ) = −^{15}_4 , which is impossible by Fact 2.2.

• v(x) = −2x^2 + 7x − 3 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3) for some suitable p(x) ∈ Z[x].

Then 1 = v

(_2 3 ) =^7_9 −^{28}_{27} p

(_2 3 ) , i.e., p

(_2 3 ) = −^3_{14} , which is impossible by Fact 2.2.

Case 3. Let k = 2. That means u(2) = 3, u(3) = 4, and u(4) ≠ 3, 5. Then u_2(2)|4

with u_2(2) ≠ ±1, i.e., u_2(2) ∈ {2, ±4}, i.e., u(4) ∈ {0, 6, 8}, i.e., in particular, u(0) is even, which is false as u(2) = 3.

Case 4. Let k = 3. That means u(2) = 3, u(3) = 4, u(4) = 5, and u(5) ≠ 4, 6.

Then u_3(2)|5 with u_3(2) ≠ ±1, and one sees that u_3(2) ∈ {±5}.

If u_3(2) = −5, then u(5) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 5)p(x), for some p(x) ∈ Z[x], with p(2) = −1, p(3) = −2 and p(4) = −5.

If u_3(2) = 5, then u(5) = 10. Let v be the reduction of u from 5 to 1. Then v ∈ N_{1,m}, v (_2 5 ) =^3_5 , v

(_3 5 ) =^4_5 , and v(1) = 2. Similar to Case 2 above, one can check that no such v having integer coefficients can exist.

We will use the classification of polynomials in N_{−2} later in Theorem 4.10, and so the following corollary, which follows directly from Theorem 3.2 and Fact 2.4, is recorded here for convenience.

Corollary 3.3. The following is the list of all polynomials in N_{−2}:

(1) (x+2)p(x), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 1 with the associated finite sequence {−2, 0}). (2) x+1+p(x)(x+1)(x+2), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {−2, −1, 0}).

(3) −2(x + 4) + p(x)(x + 2)(x + 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {−2, −4, 0}).

(4) −3(x + 3) + p(x)(x + 2)(x + 3), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {−2, −3, 0}).

(5) (x + 1)(x + 6) + p(x)(x + 2)(x + 4)(x + 6), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {−2, −4, −6, 0}).

(6) −(x + 5)(x^2 + 4x + 5) + p(x)(x + 2)(x + 3)(x + 4)(x + 5), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 4 with the associated finite sequence {−2, −3, −4, −5, 0}).

Next we classify the polynomials of N_3 using the list in Theorem 3.2. Theorem 3.4. The following is the list of all polynomials in N_3: (1) (x−3)p(x), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 1 with the associated finite sequence {3, 0}). (2) 2(x − 2) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {3, 2, 0}).

(3) −2(x − 6) + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 6), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {3, 6, 0}).

(4) −4(x − 4) + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {3, 4, 0}).

(5) x − 1 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {3, 2, 1, 0}).

(6) −(3x − 13)(x − 2) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {3, 4, 2, 0}).

(7) −(x − 5)(3x − 7) + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 4)(x − 5), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {3, 4, 5, 0}).

(8) −2(x − 4) + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 3 with the associated finite sequence {3, 2, 4, 0}).

Proof. Let u be a non-zero polynomial in N_{3,m}, for some m ∈ N. That means for any k satisfying (2.3) one obtains by Lemma 2.1 that 0 ≤ k ≤ C_3 = 3. Also, let u_i(3)’s be as in (1.2).

Case 1. Let k = 0. That means u(3) ≠ 4, i.e., u_0(3) ≠ 1. Since −3 =^{m−1}

∑ i=0 u_i(3) ≡ 0 (mod u_0(3)), one has u_0(3)|3. i.e., u_0(3) ∈ {−1, ±3}, as u_0(3) cannot be 1.

If u_0(3) = −1, then u(3) = 2, i.e., u ∈ N_{2,m−1}. It follows from the list in Theorem 3.2 that u must be of one of the following forms:

• u(x) = (x − 2)p(x), with p(3) = 2 (see Theorem 3.2(1)).

• u(x) = (x − 1)^2 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2), with p(3) = −1 (see Theorem 3.2(2)). • u(x) = −2x + 8 + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 4), with p(3) = 0 (see Theorem 3.2(3)).

If u_0(3) = −3, then u(3) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 3)p(x), for some non-zero polynomial p(x).

If u_0(3) = 3, then u(3) = 6. Let v be the reduction of u from 3 to 1. So v(1) = 2 and v ∈ N_{1,m}. Now it follows from Fact 1.2 that v must be of one of the following forms:

• v(x) = −2x+4+p(x)(x−1)(x−2) for some polynomial p(x) (see Fact 1.2(b)), in which case u(x) = −2x + 12 +^1_3 p (_x 3 ) (x − 3)(x − 6) with the condition that 1 3 p (_x 3 ) is a polynomial over Z.

• v(x) = −2x^2 +7x−3+p(x)(x−1)(x−2)(x−3) for some polynomial p(x) (see Fact 1.2(c)), in which case u(x) = −^2_3 x^2 +7x−9+^1_9 p (_x 3 ) (x−3)(x−6)(x−9). However it follows from Lemma 2.2 that this u cannot be a polynomial over Z for any choice of an integer polynomial p(x).

Case 2. Let k = 1. That means u(3) = 4, and u(4) ≠ 5. Then one has u_1(3)|4

with u_1(3) ≠ ±1, i.e., u_1(3) ∈ {±2, ±4}. (Note that u_1(3) cannot be ±1, as that would imply u(4) = 3 in which case it cannot be nilpotent, or u(4) = 5, which is not possible in Case 2.) If u_1(3) = −2, then u(4) = 2, i.e., u ∈ N_{2,m−1}. From Theorem 3.2 one sees that u must be of the form (x − 2)p(x), with p(3) = 4, p(4) = 1.

If u_1(3) = 2, then u(4) = 6. Let v be the reduction of u from 4 to 2. Then v (_3 2 ) = 2, v(2) = 3, and v ∈ N_{2,m−1}. Using the list in Theorem 3.2 and Fact 2.3 one can check that (similar to what was done in Case 2 of Theorem 3.2) no such polynomial v with integer coefficients can exist.

If u_1(3) = −4, then u(4) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 4)p(x) with p(3) = −4. If u_1(3) = 4, then u(4) = 8. Let v be the reduction of u from 4 to 1. Then v ∈ N_{1,m−1}, v (_3 4 ) = 1, and v(1) = 2. Using Fact 1.2 and Fact 2.3 one can check that (similar to what was done in Case 2 of Theorem 3.2) no such v is possible with integer coefficients.

Case 3. Let k = 2. That means u(3) = 4, u(4) = 5, but u(5) ≠ 4, 6. Then one has

u_2(3)|5 with u_2(3) ≠ 1, i.e., u_2(3) ∈ {±1, ±5}.

If u_2(3) = −5, then u(5) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 5)p(x) with p(3) = −2, p(4) = −5. If u_2(3) = 5, then u(5) = 10. Let v be the reduction of u from 5 to 1. Then v (_3 5 ) =^4_5 , v

(_4 5 ) = 1, v(1) = 2 and v ∈ N_{1,m−2}. Using Fact 1.2 and Fact 2.3 one can check that (similar to what was done in Case 2 of Theorem 3.2) no such v is possible with integer coefficients.

Case 4. Let k = 3. That means u(3) = 4, u(4) = 5, u(5) = 6, but u(6) ≠ 7. Then

u_3(3)|6, i.e., u_3(3) ∈ {±1, ±2, ±3, ±6}. Note that u_3(3) cannot be ±1, −2 or −3. The rest of the cases can be checked using similar arguments as above, and one shall see that no new polynomials arise here.

Finally we are ready to classify the polynomials of N_4.

Theorem 3.5. The following is the list of all polynomials in N_4:

(1) (x−4)p(x), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 1 with the associated finite sequence {4, 0}). (2) 3(x − 3) + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {4, 3, 0}).

(3) −3(x − 6) + p(x)(x − 4)(x − 6), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {4, 6, 0}).

(4) x−2+p(x)(x−2)(x−4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {4, 2, 0}).

(5) −2(x − 8) + p(x)(x − 4)(x − 8), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {4, 8, 0}).

(6) −5(x − 5) + p(x)(x − 4)(x − 5), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 2 with the associated finite sequence {4, 5, 0}).

(7) x − 1 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 4 with the associated finite sequence {4, 3, 2, 1, 0}).

(8) −(2x − 13)(x − 3) + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 4)(x − 5)(x − 6), p(x) ∈ Z[x] (Nilpotent of index 4 with the associated finite sequence {4, 5, 6, 3, 0}).

Proof. Let u be a non-zero polynomial in N_{4,m}, for some m ∈ N. That means for any k satisfying (2.3) one obtains by Lemma 2.1 that 0 ≤ k ≤ C_4 = 3. Also, let u_i(4)’s be as in (1.2).

Case 1. Let k = 0. That means u(4) ≠ 5. Since −4 =^{m−1}

∑ i=0 u_i(4) ≡ 0 (mod u_0(4)),

one has u_0(4)|4. i.e., u_0(4) ∈ {−1, ±2, ±4}, as u_0(4) cannot be 1.

If u_0(4) = −1, then u(4) = 3, i.e., u ∈ N_{3,m−1}. It follows from the list in Theorem 3.4 that u must be of one of the following forms:

• u(x) = (x − 3)p(x) for some polynomial p(x) with p(4) = 3 (see Theorem 3.4(1)).

• u(x) = (x − 1) + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4) for some polynomial p(x) (see Theorem 3.4(2)).

If u_0(4) = 2, then u(4) = 6. Let v be the reduction of u from 4 to 2. Then v(2) = 3 and v ∈ N_{2,m}. Looking at the list in Theorem 3.2 one can see that v must be of one of the following forms:

• v(x) = −3x + 9 + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3) for some polynomial p(x). Then u(x) = 2v (_x 2 ) = −3x + 18 +^1_2 p (_x 2 ) (x − 4)(x − 6).

• v(x) = −x^3 + 9x^2 − 25x + 25 + p(x)(x − 2)(x − 3)(x − 4)(x − 5) for some polynomial p(x). However, then one has u(x) = 2v (_x 2 ) = −^1_4 x^3 +^9_2 x^2 − 25x + 50 +^1_8 p (_x 2 ) (x − 4)(x − 6)(x − 8)(x − 10), which, by Lemma 2.2, cannot be a polynomial over Z for any choice of integer polynomial p(x).

If u_0(4) = −2, then u(4) = 2. Let v be the reduction of u from 4 to 2. Then v(2) = 1 and v ∈ N_{2,m}. From Theorem 3.2 it follows that v must be of the form (x − 1) + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2) for some polynomial p(x) (see Theorem 3.2(2)), and then u(x) = 2v (_x 2 ) = x − 2 +^1_2 p (_x 2 ) (x − 2)(x − 4).

If u_0(4) = 4, then u(4) = 8. Let v be the reduction of u from 4 to 1. Then v(1) = 2 and v ∈ N_{1,m}. From the list in Fact 1.2 it follows that v must be of one of the following forms:

• v(x) = −2x+4+p(x)(x−1)(x−2), i.e., u(x) = −2x+16+^1_4 p (_x 4 ) (x−4)(x−8) (see Fact 1.2(b)).

• v(x) = −2x^2 + 7x − 3 + p(x)(x − 1)(x − 2)(x − 3), i.e., u(x) = −^1_2 x^2 + 7x − 12 +^1_{16} p (_x 4 ) (x − 4)(x − 8)(x − 12) (see Fact 1.2(c)). However, this cannot be a polynomial over Z for any choice of an integer polynomial p(x), which follows from Lemma 2.2.

If u_0(4) = −4, then u(4) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 4)p(x), for some non-zero p(x).

Case 2. Let k = 1. That means u(4) = 5, u(5) ≠ 6. Then one has u_1(4)|5, i.e.,

u_1(4) ∈ {±5}. (Note that u_1(4) cannot be ±1, as that would imply u(5) = 4, in which case it cannot be nilpotent, or u(5) = 6, which is not possible in this case.)

If u_1(4) = −5, then u(5) = 0, i.e., u(x) = (x − 5)p(x), with p(4) = −5. If u_1(4) = 5, then u(5) = 10. Let v be the reduction of u from 5 to 1. Then v(1) = 2, v

(_4 5 ) = 1, and v ∈ N_{1,m−1}. One can use list in Fact 1.2 and Fact 2.3 to check that (similar to what was done in Case 2 of Theorem 3.2) such a polynomial v with integer coefficients cannot exist.

Case 3. Let k = 2. That means u(4) = 5, u(5) = 6, but u(6) ≠ 7. Then one has

u_2(4)|6 u_2(4) ≠ ±1, i.e., u_2(4) ∈ {±2, ±3, ±6}. Also, u_2(4) cannot be even, as that would imply u(6) is even, i.e., u(0) is even, and that cannot happen as u(4) is odd. Thus u_2(4) ∉ {±2, ±6}. That means u_2(3) ∈ {±3}.

If u_2(4) = −3, then u(6) = 3. Let v be the reduction of u from 6 to 2. Then v (_4 3 ) =^5_3 , v

(_5 3 ) = 2, v(2) = 1, and v ∈ N_{2,m−2}. It follows from Theorem 3.2 that v(1) = 0, i.e., u(3) = 0. Thus u(x) = −2x^2+19x−39+p(x)(x−3)(x−4)(x−5)(x−6), for some p(x) ∈ Z[x].

If u_2(4) = 3, then u(6) = 9. Let v be the reduction of u from 6 to 2. Then v (_4 3 ) =^5_3 , v

(_5 3 ) = 2, v(2) = 3 and v ∈ N_{2,m−2}. Using Theorem 3.2 and Fact 2.3 one can check that (similar to what was done in Case 2 of Theorem 3.2) no such v with integer coefficients can exist.

Case 4. Let k = 3. That means u(4) = 5, u(5) = 6, u(6) = 7, but u(7) ≠ 8. Using

similar arguments as in Case 3, we can reject all the possibilities that arise here.

The classification of the polynomials in N_{−3} and N_{−4} follows from Theorems 3.4, 3.5, and Fact 2.4. As we do not need to know such classifications for our next section that contains the main results we skip the part of writing them out.

4. The Main Results

We state and prove the main results of this paper in this section.

4.1. Relation Between the Integers r and m in N_{r,m}

We start with the first main result.

Theorem 4.1. Let r be an integer greater than 3 and u be an integer polynomial such that u ∈ N_{r,m}. Then m ≤ r, i.e., in other words, N_r = ⊔^r_{i=1}N_{r,i}.

Proof. We will use induction on r. The base case follows from Theorem 3.5. Let r be an integer greater than or equal to 4, and assume that the statement is true for every integer q satisfying 4 ≤ q ≤ r. We want to prove that the statement is true for r + 1, i.e., if u ∈ N_{r+1,m}, then r + 1 ≥ m. Then by Lemma 2.1, the k, for which (2.3) holds, must be between 0 and C_{r+1}, where C_{r+1} is as in (1.1). Let u_i(r + 1)’s be as in (1.2). Define

a := |u_k(r + 1)| and

b := r + k + 1 a , so that ab = r + k + 1.

First suppose that k = 0, i.e., u(r +1) ≠ r +2. Then −(r +1) =^{m−1} ∑ i=0 u_i(r +1) ≡ 0

(mod u_0(r + 1)), i.e., u_0(r + 1)|r + 1. The u_0(r + 1), of course, cannot be 1. If u_0(r + 1) = −1, then u(r + 1) = r, so that u ∈ N_{r,m−1}. Then by the induction hypothesis, we get m − 1 ≤ r, i.e., m ≤ r + 1. Now suppose that u_0(r + 1) is a non-trivial divisor of r + 1. Define v(x) =^1_a u(ax). Then v ∈ N_{b,m} and b < r + 1. If b ≥ 4, then m ≤ b < r + 1. Otherwise b ∈ {1, 2, 3}. If b = 1 then by Fact 1.2 one has m ≤ 3 < r + 1. Similarly, one treats the possibilities b = 2, and b = 3 using Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, respectively.

Now, let us suppose that 1 ≤ k ≤ C_{r+1}. Then u(x) = (x + 1) + (x − r − 1) · · · (x − r − k)g(x), for some polynomial g(x) with g(r + k + 1) ≠ 0 and u_k(r + 1) ≠ ±1, as otherwise u(r + k + 1) = r + k + 2 or r + k, which, in the first case, goes against the definition of k, and in the second case, gives a non-nilpotent polynomial at r + 1. Also

−(r + k + 1) =^{m−1} ∑ i=k u_i(r + 1) ≡ 0 (mod u_k(r + 1)), i.e., u_k(r + 1)|r + k + 1. Let

p ∈ P (u_k(r + 1)). Then p must also divide r + k + 1 and u(0). Note that

a = |u_k(r + 1)| = |u(r + k + 1) − (r + k + 1)| = |(r + k + 2) + k!g(r + k + 1) − (r + k + 1)| = |1 + k!g(r + k + 1)|,

i.e., p|1 + k!g(r + k + 1). Since p|r + k + 1, one deduces that p|1 + k!g(0). So, in particular, one has a > k. Define v(x) =^1_a u(ax), then v ∈ N_{b,m−k}, with b =^r_a +^{k+1}_a < r + 1. One immediately sees that if r ≥ 6 then in particular, one has k ≤ C_r ≤^r_2 . This will be useful in Case 2 below.

Case 1. Let r = 4 and 1 ≤ k ≤ C_5 = 3. First suppose that b =^{5+k}_{|uk (5)|} ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Note that k cannot be 3 here, as otherwise |u_k(5)| ∈ {4, 8} and that implies u(5) = 6, u(6) = 7, u(7) = 8, u(8) ∈ {0, 4, 12, 16}; however, 2|u(8) − u(6) ∈ {−7, −3, 5, 9}, which is false. That means k ∈ {1, 2}. If b = 1, then by Fact 1.2 applied to v one obtains m − k ≤ 3, i.e., m ≤ k + 3 ≤ 5 = r + 1. Similarly, one treats the possibilities b = 2 and 3 using Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, respectively.

Now suppose that 4 ≤ b. Of course b < r + 1 = 5, so that b = 4. Then k must be 3, i.e., a = 2. That means u(5) = 6, u(6) = 7, u(7) = 8, u(8) = 10; however, that would mean 2|u(8) − u(6) = 3, which is false. So this cannot happen.

Case 2. Let r ≥ 5 and 1 ≤ k ≤ C_{r+1}. First suppose that b ∈ {1, 2, 3}. If b = 1,

then by Fact 1.2 applied to v one has m − k ≤ 3, i.e., m ≤ k + 3 ≤ r + 1. Similarly, one treats the possibilities b = 2 and 3 using Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, respectively.

Now suppose that b ≥ 4. Then by the induction, one has m − k ≤ b, i.e., m ≤ k + b ≤^{r+1}_2 +^{r+k+1}_{k+1} ≤ r + 3/2. Now m being an integer it follows that m ≤ r + 1. This concludes the proof.

The next corollary is immediate from Facts 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.4, Theorem 3.2, and Corollary 3.3.

Corollary 4.2. If r is an integer with |r| ≥ 3, and and u be an integer polynomial such that u ∈ N_{r,m} for some m, then one must have m ≤ |r|, and if |r| ≤ 2 then m ≤ |r| + 2. Now we prove our second main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.3. If r is an positive integer greater than 3 and u ∈ N_{r,r}, then one of the following is true:

(i) r = 4, and either u(x) is of the form (x − 1) + (x − 1) · · · (x − r)p(x), or of the form −2x^2 + 19x − 39 + p(x)(x − 3)(x − 4)(x − 5)(x − 6);

(ii) r ≥ 5, and u(x) is of the form (x − 1) + (x − 1) · · · (x − r)p(x);

for some p(x) ∈ Z[x].

Proof. We will use induction on r, and use the method of proof of Theorem 4.1. The base case follows from Theorem 3.5(7) and 3.5(8). Let r be a positive integer greater than or equal to 4, and assume that the statement is true for every integer q with 4 ≤ q ≤ r. Also suppose that u ∈ N_{r+1,r+1}. Let u_i(r + 1)’s be as in (1.2), k be an integer satisfying (2.3) for the given u and r + 1, and a, b be as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose that 1 ≤ k ≤ C_{r+1}. Then one can define v as in the third paragraph of the proof of Theorem 4.1, and deduce that v ∈ N_{b,r+1−k}. We also get that a = |u_k(r + 1)| > k, and that k ≤ C_r ≤ r/2 when r ≥ 6. First we claim that k = 0. For a contradiction suppose that k > 0. Like Theorem 4.1 we look at the following two cases.

Case 1. Let r = 4 and 1 ≤ k ≤ C_5 = 3. Then

b = r + 1 + k |u_k(r + 1)| = 5 + k |u_k(5)| ≤ 5 + k 1 + k

= 1 + 4 k + 1 ∈ { 2, 7 3 , 3 } , so that b ∈ {1, 2, 3}. One deduces that k ≠ 3 by using similar arguments as in Case 1 of Theorem 4.1.

If k = 1, then u(5) = 6, u(6) ≠ 7 and b =^6_{|u1(5)|} ≤^6_2 = 3, i.e., u(6) ∈ {0, 3, 4, 8, 9, 12}. Note that u(6) = 0 is not possible as u ∈ N_{5,5}, and u(6) = 12 is also not possible as then v must lie in N_{1,4}, which is an empty set by Fact 1.2. If u(6) = 3, then v ∈ N_{2,4}. It follows from Theorem 3.2(6) that v has the associated finite sequence {2, 3, 4, 5, 0}, so that 3 = u(6) = 3v(2) = 9, which is false. Similarly, if u(6) = 9 then v ∈ N_{2,4}, and u(9) = 3v(3) = 12. However that is not possible as otherwise one has 4 = 9 − 5|u(9) − u(5) = 12 − 6 = 6. If u(6) = 4 then v ∈ N_{3,4}, which is absurd as N_{3,4} is an empty set by Theorem 3.4. Similar arguments can be used if u(6) = 8.

If k = 2, then u(5) = 6, u(6) = 7, u(7) ≠ 8, and b =^7_{|u2 (5)|} ≤^7_3 , and so u(7) ∈ {0, 14}. Of course u(7) cannot be zero as u ∈ N_{5,5}. Also, if u(7) = 14 then v ∈ N_{1,4}, which is an empty set by Fact 1.2.

Case 2. Let r ≥ 5 and 1 ≤ k ≤ C_{r+1}.

If b = 1, then by Fact 1.2 applied to v one has r + 1 − k ≤ 3, i.e., r − k ≤ 2. This can only be possible if r = 5 and k = C_6 = 3, i.e., u(6) = 7, u(7) = 8, u(8) = 9, u(9) ≠ 10. As u(9) − 9 divides 9, u(9) ∈ {0, 12, 18}. One can now check that the interpolation polynomial for each of these possibilities are outside of Z[x]. The rest follows from Lemma 2.2.

If b = 2, then by Theorem 3.2 applied to v one has r + 1 − k ≤ 4, i.e., r − k ≤ 3. There are only three ways that this can be true, and they are (r, k) ∈ {(5, 2), (5, 3), (6, 3)}. Using similar arguments as in the previous paragraph one can reject all these three possibilities.

Finally, if b ≥ 3 then by Corollary 4.2 applied on v one obtains r + 1 − k ≤ b =⇒ r + 1 ≤ k + b ≤ r + 1 2 + r k + 1

+ 1 (as a ≥ k + 1) =⇒ r 2 ≤ 1 2 + r k + 1 =⇒ r ≤ k + 1 k − 1 ≤ 3 , a contradiction.

Thus one must have k = 0. The u_0(r + 1) cannot be 1. If u_0(r + 1) = −1, then u(r + 1) = r, i.e., u ∈ N_{r,r}. So by the induction hypothesis u(x) = (x − 1) + (x − 1) · · · (x − r)p(x), with p(r + 1) = 0, and that means p(x) has the linear factor x − r − 1. Now suppose a = |u_0(r + 1)| > 1. Then one defines v as in the second paragraph of the proof of Theorem 4.1, and deduce that v ∈ N_{b,r+1}. Then Corollary 4.2 applied to v implies that r + 1 ≤ b + 2, i.e., r ≤^{a+1}_{a−1} ≤ 3, which is false, as r ≥ 4. This completes the proof.

From Theorem 4.3 and Fact 2.4 it follows that

Corollary 4.4. If r is a negative integer less than −3 and u ∈ N_{r,|r|}, then one of the following is true:

(i) r = −4, and either u(x) is of the form (x + 1) + (x + 1) · · · (x + r)p(x), or of the form 2x^2 + 19x + 39 + p(x)(x + 3)(x + 4)(x + 5)(x + 6);

(ii) |r| ≥ 5, and u(x) is of the form (x + 1) + (x + 1) · · · (x + r)p(x);

for some p(x) ∈ Z[x].

It is clear that considering all possible nilpotent polynomials at r of index n is the same as considering all possible finite nilpotent integer polynomial sequences (see Definition 4.5 below) (r_0, r_1, . . . , r_{n−1}, 0), where r = r_0 and r_n = 0. This follows from Lemma 2.2 of the dissertation, and also because of the fact that if L(x) is the Interpolation polynomial of degree less than or equal to n − 1 with L(r_{i−1}) = r_i, then all possible nilpotent polynomials at r of index n must be of the form L(x) + p(x)x(x − r)(x − r_1) · · · (x − r_{n−1}). In that spirit, we dedicate the next section to the study of such sequences.

4.2. Recurringly Nilpotent Polynomials over Z

We first recall some definitions from the introduction.

Definition 4.5. We say that an integer sequence {r_n}_{n≥0} is a (recurringly) nilpotent sequence if r_n = 0 for (infinitely many) some n’s.

Definition 4.6. Let {r_n}_{n≥0} be an integer sequence. We say that {r_n}_{n≥0} is a polynomial sequence if it has a generating integer polynomial u, i.e., there is a polynomial u(x) ∈ Z[x] such that u^{(n)}(r_0) = r_n for each n ∈ N. In this case we also say that u satisfies {r_n}_{n≥0}.

Remark. In [2] the authors use the term sequence realized by a polynomial instead of a generating polynomial of a sequence.

Remark. If {r_n}_{n≥0} is a recurringly nilpotent integer polynomial sequence having a generating integer polynomial u, then the orbit of u at r_0 is finite. Thus, in this case r_0 is a pre-periodic point of u and 0 is a periodic point of u.

We now state and prove a theorem that describes what recurringly nilpotent polynomial sequences look like.

Theorem 4.7. Let {r_n}_{n≥0} be a polynomial sequence, and u be an integer polynomial that satisfies {r_n}_{n≥0}. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) The sequence {r_n}_{n≥0} is a recurringly nilpotent sequence, i.e., r_0 is a preperiodic point of u (or 0 is a periodic point of u).

(b) There exists a positive integer m such that either r_m = r_{m+1} = 0, or r_m = r_{m+2} = 0.

Proof. The fact that (b) implies (a) is clear. Therefore we only prove that (a) implies (b). We take the two smallest positive integers m and q with m < q, such that r_m = r_q = 0. That means u is nilpotent at 0. It follows from Fact 1.4 that q ∈ {m + 1, m + 2}. If q = m + 1, then {r_n}_{n≥0} is of the form r_0, . . . , r_{m−1}, 0, 0, . . . (4.4) and one has r_n = u^{(n)}(r_0) = 0 for every n ≥ m, and if q = m + 2, then {r_n}_{n≥0} is of the form r_0, . . . , r_{m−1}, 0, r_{m+1}, 0, . . . (4.5) and one has r_n = u^{(n)}(r_0) = 0 for every n ∈ {m + 2k | k ≥ 0}.

Remark 4.8. One can see that if {r_n}_{n≥0} is an polynomial sequence satisfying the conditions of Theorem 4.7 then, in particular, {r_n}_{n≥0} is a bounded sequence.

From Theorem 4.7 it follows that all the recurringly nilpotent polynomial sequences must be of one of the forms (4.4) or (4.5). We would like to classify all such polynomial sequences. The next two theorems are dedicated to that.

Theorem 4.9. Let m be a non-negative positive integer, and {r_n}_{n≥0} be a recurringly nilpotent sequence of the form (4.4). We assume that (4.4) is the zero sequence if m = 0. When m ≥ 1, we suppose that 0 ∉ {r_0, . . . , r_{m−1}}. Also suppose that u is a generating polynomial of {r_n}_{n≥0}. Then exactly one of the following holds:

(1) m = 0, and {r_n}_{n≥0} is the zero sequence.

(2) m = 1, and then r_0 is arbitrary; and

(3) m = 2, and then one has r_0|2, and r_1 = 2r_0.

Proof. It is enough to consider the case m ≥ 1. The given conditions on u, in particular, implies that u ∈ N_{0,1}. Then by Fact 1.4(a) one obtains u(x) = xp(x), for some non-zero polynomial p, so, in particular, r_0|r_1| · · · |r_{m−1}. Define v(x) = 1 r_0 u(r0x). Then v is nilpotent at 1 of index m with v(0) = 0. From Fact 1.2 it

follows that v must be of one of the following forms:

(i) v(x) = x(x − 1)Q(x) for some non-zero polynomial Q. In this case m = 1, i.e., the above sequence is r_0, 0, 0, . . ., and u(x) = x(x − r_0)P (x), where P (x) = 1 r_0 u (_x r_0 ) . (ii) v(x) = −2x + 4 + Q(x)(x − 1)(x − 2) with Q(0) = −2. In this case m = 2, i.e., the above sequence is r_0, r_1, 0, 0, . . ., and u(x) = −2x + 4r_0 + P (x)(x − r_0)(x − r_1), where P (x) =^1_{r0} Q (_x r_0 ) with P (0) = −^2_{r0} , i.e., one requires r_0|2.

One also has r_1 = u(r_0) = 2r_0.

This completes the proof.

Theorem 4.10. Let m a non-negative integer, {r_n}_{n≥0} a recurringly nilpotent sequence of the form (4.5), and u be a generating polynomial of {r_n}_{n≥0}. Then one of the following holds:

(1) m = 0, and then r_1 is arbitrary; (2) m = 1, and then either r_0 = r_2, or, r_0 = ε;

(3) m = 2, and then either r_3 = r_1 = r_0 + ε, or, r_0 = 2ε, r_1 = ε, and r_3 = 3ε; and (4) m = 3, and then r_0 = ε, r_1 = 2ε, and r_4 = r_2 = 3ε, for ε ∈ {±1}. Proof. Let v(x) = u^{(2)}(x). One readily notices that if m is even (respectively, m is odd), the sequence of iterations of v starting at r_0 (respectively, starting at r_1) will be of the form (4.4). Then by Theorem 4.9 it follows that it is enough to look at the cases when m ≤ 2 · 2 + 1 = 5. Throughout this proof ε = ±1.

Case 1. Let m = 0, i.e., r_0 = 0 and r_1 ≠ 0. Then u(x) = r_1 − x satisfies (4.5).
Case 2. Let m = 1. Then the sequence looks like r_0, 0, r_2, 0, . . .. From Fact 1.4(b)

it follows that there is a polynomial p such that u(x) = (x − r_2)(xp(x) − 1). That means, in particular, 0 = (r_0 − r_2)(r_0p(r_0) − 1), i.e., either r_0 = r_2, or r_0 = ε.

• If r_0 = r_2, then u(x) = r_0 − x satisfies (4.5). • If r_0 = ε, then u(x) = ε(x − r_2)(x − ε) satisfies (4.5).

Case 3. Let m = 2. Then the sequence looks like r_0, r_1, 0, r_3, 0, . . .. Then by Fact

1.4(b) it follows that u(x) = (x−r_3)(xp(x)−1) for some polynomial p. That means, in particular,

0 = u(r_1) = (r_1 − r_3)(r_1p(r_1) − 1), i.e., either r_1 = r_3, or r_1 = ε. One also has r_1 = u(r_0) = (r_0 − r_3)(r_0p(r_0) − 1).

(i) If r_1 = r_3, then r_1 = (r_0 − r_3)(r_0p(r_0) − 1) = (r_0 − r_1)(r_0p(r_0) − 1) =⇒ r_1 = r^2_0 p(r_0) − r_0 − r_0r_1p(r_0) + r_1 =⇒ r_0p(r_0) − 1 − r_1p(r_0) = 0 =⇒ (r_0 − r_1)p(r_0) = 1 =⇒ r_1 = r_0 + ε It is easy to check that u(x) = ε(r_1 − x)(x + ε) satisfies (4.5).

(ii) If r_1 = ε and r_1 ≠ r_3, then a polynomial u satisfying (4.5) must be in N_{ε,1}.

Suppose ε = 1. Clearly, u(x) = (x − 1)p(x) for some polynomial p. Since u(r_0) = 1, one has r_0 = 2 and p(2) = 1. Also, r_3 ≠ 1 and u(r_3) = 0 implies that p(r_3) = 0. Note that one also has p(0) = −u(0) = −r_3. Thus, p(x) must be of the form (x − r_3)(xq(x) + 1) for some polynomial q. However, using the fact that p(2) = 1, one immediately sees that 1 = (2 − r_3)(2q(2) + 1), which is only possible if r_3 = 3. Then u(x) = (x − 1)^2(3 − x) satisfies (4.5). Similarly, when r_1 = −1, one can show that r_0 = −2, r_3 = −3, and that u(x) = −(x + 1)^2(x + 3) satisfies (4.5).

Case 4. Let m = 3. Then the sequence looks like r_0, r_1, r_2, 0, r_4, 0, . . . . Then by

Fact 1.4(b) it follows that u(x) = (x − r_4)(xp(x) − 1) for some polynomial p, and so

0 = u(r_2) = (r_2 − r_4)(r_2p(r_2) − 1)

implies, in particular, that r_2 = r_4 or r_2 = ε. Let us consider the truncated sequence r_1, r_2, 0, r_4, 0, . . ..

If r_2 = r_4, then from Case 3(i) above it follows that r_2 = r_1 +ε. This means (4.5) must look like r_0, r_1, r_1 + ε, 0, r_1 + ε, 0 . . .. Suppose that ε = 1. One immediately sees that r_1 − r_0|u(r_1) − u(r_2) = 1, i.e., r_0 = r_1 ± 1. Since r_2 = r_1 + 1 = (r_0 ± 1) + 1, and r_2 ≠ r_0, one has r_1 = r_0 + 1 and r_2 = r_0 + 2. Then u(x) = (x − r_0 − 2)Q(x) for some polynomial Q with Q(0) = −1. However, then

r_0 + 1 = r_1 = u(r_0) = −2Q(r_0) ≡_{r0} −2Q(0) = 2,

i.e., r_0 = 1 (as r_0 = −1 means r_1 = 0). One sees that u(x) = −x^3 + 4x^2 − 4x + 3 satisfies (4.5). Similarly, when ε = −1, one can show that r_0 = −1, r_1 = −2, r_2 = −3, and taking u(x) = −x^3 − 4x^2 − 4x − 3 suffices.

If r_2 = ε, then one can see from Case 3(ii) above that r_1 = 2ε, r_2 = ε, r_4 = 3ε, and u satisfying the truncated sequence must be of the form (x−ε)(x−3ε)(xq(x)+ε) for some polynomial q with the property that q(2ε) = −1. Now, when we go back to the original sequence (4.5), it is clear that r_0 ∉ {0, ε, 2ε, 3ε}. However, then

2ε = u(r_0) = (r_0 − ε)(r_0 − 3ε)(r_0q(r_0) + ε),

so that (r_0 − ε)(r_0 − 3ε)|2, which is impossible unless r_0 = 2ε and that possibility has been excluded above.

Case 5. Let m = 4. Then the sequence looks like r_0, r_1, r_2, r_3, 0, r_5, 0, . . .. As the

sequence of iterations of v starting at r_0 is of the form (4.4), and r_2 ≠ 0, it follows from Theorem 4.9 that r_0|2 and r_2 = 2r_1. If r_0 = ε, then r_2 = 2ε, and so it follows from either Fact 1.2 that no u can satisfy (4.5). Therefore r_0 = 2ε. If r_0 = 2, then r_2 = 4. But the argument for m = 3 applied to the polynomial sequence r_1, r_2, r_3, 0, r_5, 0, · · · , implies that r_2 = ±1, a contradiction. This proves that m = 4 is not possible.

Now using the polynomial sequence r_1, r_2, r_3, r_4, 0, r_6, 0, . . . and the fact that m = 4 is not possible (from Case 4), one readily sees that m = 5 is not possible.

It should be noted that for Theorems 4.9 and 4.10, if we allow the generating polynomial u to be a polynomial over Q, then we can always use Lagrange’s interpolation to obtain such a polynomial no matter how large the m is, and so the restriction on m that we get in the proof heavily depends on the fact that u ∈ Z[x]. Therefore this is really a question about iterations of integer polynomials.

We end this paper by deriving an interesting result about bounded polynomial integer sequences which is a consequence of Theorems 4.9 and 4.10. Corollary 4.11. Every bounded polynomial integer sequence must be of one of the following forms: (1) S, S, S, S, S, . . . (2) R, S, S, S, S, . . . (3) S + ε, S + 2ε, S, S, S, . . . (4) S + 2ε, S + 4ε, S, S, S, . . . (5) S, R, S, R, S, . . . (6) S + ε, S, R, S, R, . . ., where R − S ≠ ε (7) S + 2ε, S + ε, S, S + 3ε, S, . . . for ε ∈ {±1}, and S, R integers.

Proof. Let {r_n}_{n≥0} be a bounded polynomial integer sequence. Then one obtains in particular, that there is an integer S such that r_n = S for infinitely many n’s, with m := min{n ∈ N ∪ {0} | r_n = S}. Define s_n := r_n − S (n ≥ 0), and v(x) := u(x + S) − S.

Then {s_n}_{n≥0} is a recurringly nilpotent polynomial sequence with v satisfying {s_n}_{n≥0}, as for each n ≥ 0 one obtains by induction that v^{(n)}(x − S) = u^{(n)}(x) − S. Thus it follows from the proof Theorem 4.7 that {s_n}_{n≥0} it must be of one of the forms (4.4) and (4.5). Thus from Theorems 4.9 and 4.10 one obtains the following list that contains all possible forms of bounded polynomial integer sequences.

• m = 0, and the sequences are of the form S, S, S, S, . . . (4.6) S, r_1, S, r_1, . . . ; (4.7)

• m = 1, and the sequences are of the form r_0, S, S, S, . . . (4.8) r_0, S, r_0, S, . . . (4.9) S + ε, S, r_2, S, . . . ; (4.10) • m = 2, and the sequences are of the form S + ε, S + 2ε, S, S, . . . (4.11) S + 2ε, S + 4ε, S, S, . . . (4.12) r_0, r_0 + ε, S, r_0 + ε, . . . (4.13) S + 2ε, S + ε, S, S + 3ε, S, . . . ; (4.14) • m = 3, and the sequences are of the form S + ε, S + 2ε, S + 3ε, S, S + 3ε; (4.15) where ε ∈ {±1}. One readily notices that (4.7) and (4.9) are of the form Corollary 4.11(2), and that (4.10) and (4.13) are of the form Corollary 4.11(4). Also, one can see that a sequence of the form (4.14) can be transformed into a sequence of the form (4.15) by simply replacing S by S − 3ε, and then replacing ε by −ε.

We end this paper with a discussion on a few open problems. Given positive integers r and m, u ∈ N_{r,m}, and k ∈ N satisfying the condition (2.3), we have, from Lemma 2.1, that k ≤ C_r. One notices that the bound on k cannot be improved in general: for every given k ≥ 3, and r = k! − k − 1, consider u(x) = (x + 1) − (x − r) · · · (x − r − k + 1). This is a polynomial of degree k satisfying (2.3), and u(r + k) = (r + k + 1) − k! = 0, i.e., u^{(k+1)}(r) = 0 In other words, u(x) ∈ N^k_{r,k+1}. Now suppose that r is not in {s! − s − 1 | s ≥ 3}. We ask the following two questions: Q1. Can the bound for k be improved?

Q2. Is it possible to get a universal bound for k that does not depend on r? Also, as can be seen in second example in Section 1.2, whenever m|r with m ∈ N, N_{r,m} is not empty. However, this is not necessary: the polynomial u(x) = −x^3 + 12x^2 − 43x + 46 is nilpotent at 5 of index 4. So we have a natural question.

Nilpotent polynomials (2024) 23

Q3. Given an r ≥ 5, what are the positive integers m for which the set N_{r,m} is non-empty.

Acknowledgements. The author gratefully acknowledges his advisor, Professor Alexander Borisov, for his invaluable suggestions and guidance on this paper, without which this work would not have seen the light of day. The author would like to thank and acknowledge Professor Marcin Mazur for referring [2], [3] and [4]. Finally, the author would like to thank Professor Dikran Karagueuzian in catching a few mistakes in the statements of Theorems 3.5, 4.3 and Corollary 4.4 in the preliminary version of this manuscript.

References

[1] A. Borisov, Iterations of integer polynomial maps modulo primes, J. Integer Seq, Vol. 16 (2013), Article 13.8.3.

[2] R. Marszalek, and W. Narkiewicz. Finite polynomial orbits in quadratic rings. Ramanujan J.

12, (2006) pp. 91–130.

[3] W. Narkiewicz. Polynomial cycles in algebraic number fields. Colloq. Math. Vol. 58, Issue: 1, pp 151-155.

[4] W. Narkiewicz. Polynomial cycles in certain rings of rationals. J. Théor. Nombres Bordeaux Vol. 14, No. 2 (2002), pp. 529-552.

[5] R. W. K. Odoni. The Galois theory of iterates and composites of polynomials, Proc. Lond.

Math. Soc. (3) 51 (1985), 385-414.

[6] S. Sengupta, Locally nilpotent polynomials over Z, INTEGERS, 24 (2024), A13. Click here to access.

[7] J. Silverman, The Arithmetic of Dynamical Systems, Springer New York, NY, GTM 241 (2007).