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EQUALITIES AMONG CAPACITIES OF (d, k)-CONSTRAINED
SYSTEMS*

NAVIN KASHYAP? AND PAUL H. SIEGELT

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the problem of determining when the capacities of distinct
(d, k)-constrained systems can be equal. A (d, k)-constrained system consists of binary sequences
which have at least d zeros and at most k zeros between any two successive ones. If we let C(d, k)
denote the capacity of a (d, k)-constrained system, then it is known that C(d,2d) = C(d+1,3d + 1)
and C(d,2d + 1) = C(d + 1,00). Repeated application of these two identities also yields the chain
of equalities C'(1,2) = C(2,4) = C(3,7) = C(4,00). We show that these are the only equalities
possible among the capacities of (d, k)-constrained systems. In the process, we also provide useful
factorizations of the characteristic polynomials for these constraints.
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1. Introduction. Given nonnegative integers d, k, with d < k, we say that a
binary sequence is (d, k)-constrained if every run of zeros has length at most k& and
any two successive ones are separated by a run of zeros of length at least d. A (d, k)-
constrained system is defined to be the set of all finite-length (d, k)-constrained binary
sequences. The above definition can be extended to the case k = oo by not imposing
an upper bound on the lengths of zero-runs. In other words, a binary sequence is said
to be (d, 00)-constrained if any two successive ones are separated by at least d zeros,
and a (d, 00)-constrained system is defined to be the set of all finite-length (d, 0o)-
constrained binary sequences. From now on, when we refer to (d, k)-constrained
systems, we shall also allow k to be oco.

Let S(d, k) be a (d, k)-constrained system, and let g4 5 (n) be the number of length-
n sequences in S(d, k). The Shannon capacity, or simply capacity, of S(d, k) is defined
as

1
(1) C(d, k) = lim —log, gax(n).

It is well known (see, e.g., [2]) that C(d, k) = log, pq.k, where pq i is the unique largest-
magnitude root of a certain polynomial, x4 (2), called the characteristic polynomial
of the constraint. When £ is finite, x4 (%) takes the form

k—d
(2) Xak(z) =2FT1 =>4,
§=0
and when k = oo,
(3) Xd,o0(2) = 22— 1

pdk is always real and lies in the interval (1,2] so that 0 < C(d,k) < 1. In fact,
C(d,k) =1 if and only if (d, k) = (0, c0).
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Interest in constrained systems and their capacities dates back to the work of
Shannon [8]. In the mathematical literature, constrained systems are the subject of
study of symbolic dynamics (cf. [3]), where the capacity of a constrained system is
referred to as its entropy. (d, k)-constrained systems in particular have applications
in magnetic and optical recording systems [5].

It is easily verified that certain pairs of (d, k)-constrained systems have the same
capacity. For example, we have the identities

(4) O(d,2d) = C(d +1,3d + 1),
(5) C(d,2d + 1) = C(d + 1, 0)

true for all d > 0. The first equality is a consequence of the fact that x4+1,34+1(2) =
(2971 +1) Xa,24(2), since all the roots of 22+1 + 1 lie on the unit circle so that pg 24 =

Pd+1,3d+1- Similarly, the factorization xg2d+1(2) = Xd+1,00(2) Z?:o 2t yields (5),
since Y27 2% = (241 — 1)/(z — 1) has all its roots on the unit circle as well.
Repeatedly applying the two identities above also yields the chain of equalities

(6) C(1,2) = C(2,4) = C(3,7) = C(4, 00).

It is the aim of this paper to show that (4), (5), and (6) capture all the equalities
possible among the capacities of (d, k)-constrained systems. More precisely, we shall
prove the following theorem.

THEOREM 1. If C(d, k) = C(d,k) for (d, k) # (d,k), then one of the following
holds:

() {(d, k), (d, k)} = {(€,20), (£ + 1,30+ 1)} for some integer £ > 0,

(i) {(d, k), (d,k)} = {(£,20 + 1), (£ +1,00)} for some integer £ > 0,

(iii) (d, k), (d, k) are among the pairs listed in (6).

The key to our proof of this result is an explicit factorization we obtain for the
characteristic polynomials of the (d, k)-constraints. We show that x4x(z) can be
factored as

Xa,k(2) = Pai(2) Yai(2),

where @4 1(2), Vg r(2) € Z[z], ¥ai(2) is irreducible (over Z), and @4 1 (2) eitheris 1 or
has all its roots on the unit circle. We can, in fact, determine an explicit form for the
polynomials @, ;(z), from which we can deduce an expression for ¥, ;(z) for certain
(d, k) pairs. An immediate consequence of this result is that C(d, k) = C(d, k) if and
only if Wy x(2) = ¥;;(2). Theorem 1 is then obtained by identifying all the cases
where we can have Wq,(z) = ¥ d, i(2). This last step relies heavily on the explicit
form we derive for the ® and ¥ polynomials.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the factor-
ization of x4 (%), which we use in section 3 to prove Theorem 1.

2. Factorization of x4 (2z). We shall first consider the factorization of x4,00(2),
as it follows directly from existing results. Throughout this paper, we shall be con-
cerned only with polynomials with integer coefficients. Any such polynomial is called
reducible if it can be factored over the integers, and irreducible otherwise.

If F(z) € Z[z] is a polynomial of degree n, then F*(z) = 2" F(1/z) is called the
reciprocal polynomial of F(z). Thus, for example, if F(z) = 25 — 42* + 623 — 422 — 1,
then F*(2) = 1 — 4z + 622 — 422 — 25 is its reciprocal polynomial.
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Observe that xj . (z) = 1 —z — 2%, so that when d is odd, —xj (—2) =
291 — 2 —1, and when d is even, X:z,oo(*z) = 291 4+ 2+ 1. The following result deals
with the irreducibility of the polynomials z* — z — 1 and 2" + z + 1.

THEOREM 2 (see [7, Theorem 1]). (i) 2™ — z — 1 is irreducible for all n. (ii) For
n>2, 2"+ z+1 is irreducible if and only if n £ 2 (mod 3). If n =2 (mod 3), then
22 + 2+ 1 is a factor and the other factor is irreducible.

Thus, by part (i) of the above theorem, for odd d, —x}; . (—#) is irreducible and
hence s0 is Xq4,00(2). When d is even, it is either 0, 2, or 4 (mod 6). In the first two
cases, d+1 # 2 (mod 3), and so by part (ii) of the above result, x}; ., (—2) is irreducible
and therefore so is X4,00(2). When d = 4 (mod 6), we have d + 1 = 2 (mod 3), and
applying part (i) of the theorem again, we see that xjj  (—2) = (2> 4+ z + 1)p(z) for
some irreducible p(z). Therefore, in this case, we have Xq.00(2) = (22 — 2+ 1)Uy o0 (2),
with Uy o (2) = p*(—2) being irreducible. In fact, one can easily verify by means of
an inductive argument that when d =4 (mod 6), then

(d+2)/6
(7) \I/doo( )_Z —z—-1+4+ Z 6l 3 _ -5 Z6l_6—|—z6l_8),

We summarize these results in the following theorem.

THEOREM 3. For d # 4 (mod 6), X4,00(2) is irreducible. For d = 4 (mod 6),
Xdoo(2) = (22 =24+ 1)V 0 (2), with ¥y o (2) irreducible and of the form given by (7).

When k is finite, the factorization we obtain for x4 (%) is based on a technique
originally due to Ljunggren [4], which was further developed by Filaseta [1]. We
briefly describe this technique here.

We define F(z) € Z[z] to be self-reciprocal if F(z) = £F*(z). Note that F(z) is
self-reciprocal if and only if A being a root of F(z) implies that A~! is also a root. An
example of a polynomial that is self-reciprocal is 2° — 1023 4+ 1022 — 1.

Now, any F'(z) € Z[z] can always be written as F(z) = ®(z)¥(z), where ®(z)
is the product of all the irreducible self-reciprocal factors of F(z) that have positive
leading coefficients. If F(z) has no irreducible self-reciprocal factors, then we take
®(z) =1 and ¥(2) = F(z). We call ®(z) the reciprocal part of F(z), while ¥U(z) is
called the nonreciprocal part of F(z). It is worth pointing out that this definition does
not preclude ¥(z) from being self-reciprocal itself. For example, F(z) = 26 + 2° +
2243224+ 22+ 24+ 1= (22422 +1)(22 + 2 + 1), and both the factors are irreducible
but not self-reciprocal. Thus, the nonreciprocal part of F'(z) is F(z) itself, which is a
self-reciprocal polynomial. On the other hand, the reciprocal part of any polynomial
is always self-reciprocal.

Note that if we take F'(2) = Xd,00(2), then Theorem 3 shows that the reciprocal
part of F(z) is 1 when d # 4 (mod 6) and is 22 — 2z + 1 when d = 4 (mod 6). Thus,
the nonreciprocal part of F(z) is F(z) itself in the former case and is Uy o (2) as given
by (7) in the latter case. Observe that in either case, the nonreciprocal part of F(z)
is irreducible.

The following result [1, Lemma 1] tells us precisely when the nonreciprocal part
of a polynomial is reducible.

LEMMA 4 (Ljunggren—Filaseta lemma). The nonreciprocal part of F(z) € Z[z] is
reducible if and only if there exists G(z) different from £F(2) and +F*(2) such that
G(2)G*(z) = F(2)F*(2).

The “only if” part of this lemma is sufficient for our purposes. To verify this
part, note that if the nonreciprocal part, ¥(z), is reducible, then ¥(z) = A(z)B(z) for
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some non-self-reciprocal polynomials A(z) and B(z). Setting G(z) = A(z)B*(2)®(z),
where ®(z) is the reciprocal part of F'(z), we see that G(z) has the properties stated
in the lemma.

We shall use the Ljunggren—Filaseta lemma to prove the irreducibility of the
nonreciprocal part of x4x(2z) (k < 00). Once this is done, we shall study the reciprocal
part of the polynomial. Recall that xqx(2) is a polynomial of the form f(z) =
2 —zm —ym=l .. — 2 — 1 for some n > m > 0. It is well known (see, e.g., [9])
that when n = m + 1, the polynomial f(z) is itself irreducible. So, we need only
consider the case when n > m + 2. We shall show that if g(z) € Z[z] is a polynomial
such that g(2)g*(z) = f(2)f*(z), then g(z) = £f(z) or £f*(z). The “only if” part
of the Ljunggren-Filaseta lemma then shows that the nonreciprocal part of f(z) is
irreducible.

So, let g(z) = Y., 92" be a polynomial in Z[z] such that g(z)g*(z) = f(2)f*(2).
Note that g(z) must itself be a polynomial of degree n. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that g, > 0 (else, replace g(z) by —g(z)).

LEMMA 5. The coefficients g; of g(z) must satisfy the following equations:

(8) gn = 1 ) go = 717

9) 91— gn-1=—1,
n—2

(10) Z 9igit+1 =m — 1,
i=1

n—1
(1) S —m.
i=1

Proof. Let f(z) = Y1, fiz" so that f, =1, fy =0for m+1<i<n-1, and
fi=—1for0<i<m.

Equating the constant coefficients of f(2)f*(z) and g(z)g*(z), we see that gogn, =
—1. Since gy, gn € Z and g, > 0, we must have g, = 1,99 = —1.

(9) is obtained by equating the coefficients of z in f(z)f*(z) and g(2)g*(z). The
coefficient of z in ¢(2)g*(2) is gogn—-1 + 919n = g1 — gn—1- Now, note that since n >
m+2, we have f,,_1 = 0. Hence, the coefficient of z in f(z) f*(2) is fofn—1+f1fn = —1.

n—1

To get (10), we equate the coefficients of 2"~'. In g(2)g*(z), this coefficient is
Z;:ol gigi+1, while in f(2) f*(2), it is Z;:ol fifiv1= Z?;Bl fifiy1, since fiy1 = 0 for
m <i<n—2 and f; = 0fori =n—1. Butintherange 0 <i < m-—1, f; = fir1 = —1,
which shows that Z?Z)l fifix1 = m. Thus, we have Z?;Ol gigi+1 = m, which reduces
to (10) upon using (8) and (9).

Finally, the coefficient of 2" in g(z)g*(z) is Y., 97, and correspondingly, in
f(2)f*(z) is 0 o f2 = m+2. Hence, Y. ;g7 = m+ 2, and since g3 = g2 = 1, we
see that Z:.L:_f g? = m, which proves (11). O

We use this lemma to prove the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 6. The nonreciprocal part of f(z) = 2" —zm — 2"t —... — 2 — 1,
n >m > 0, is irreducible.

Proof. As noted above, we need only prove the result for n > m + 2. Lemma 5
(which applies for n > m + 2) shows that any g(z) = > g;z* such that g(z)g*(z) =
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f(z)f*(2) and g, > 0 must satisfy (8)—(11). Now, observe that

n—2 n—2 n—2 n—2
Z(gi —gin)? = ng + Z i1 — 2 Z 9iGi+1
i=1 i=1 =1 =1

n—1 n—2
=2> g -9l —9r 1 —2) Gigin
i—1 i=1

:27”*9%*93—1*2(7“*1)

with the last equality using (10) and (11). Thus, we see that

n—2
(12) g+ + Z(Qi —gin1)? =2
=1

Since all the g;’s are integers, this equation is satisfied if and only if exactly n — 2 of
the quantities g1, gn—1, i — gi+1 (1 = 1,2,... ,n — 2) are 0, and the remaining two
nonzero quantities take values from the set {—1,1}. In particular, g; € {—1,0,1}.
We consider each of the three choices for g; in turn.

If g1 = —1, then (9) shows that g,—1; = 0. Hence, there exists a k € {1,2,... ,n—
2} such that g — gx+1 = £l and g; — giy1 =0 for i =1,2,... ,n — 2, i # k. Now,
if gr — gr+1 = 1, then we must have g; = —1 for 1 < ¢ < k, and ¢g; = —2 for
k+1 < i < n—1, which contradicts g,—1 = 0. Hence, gx — gi+1 must be —1, in which
case g; = —1for 1 <i<k,and g; =0 for k+1 <i<n—1. Using (11), we see that
k = m, which forces g(z) to be 2" — 2™ — 2™ — ... — 2 — 1 = f(2).

If g1 = 0, then (9) yields g,—1 = 1. As above, we must have g, — gr+1 = £1 for
some k € {1,2,... ,n—2},and g; —g;+1 =0for i =1,2,... ,n—2, i # k. This time,
choosing g — gr+1 to be 1 leads to g,—1 = —1, which contradicts g,—1 = 1. Thus,
9k—gk+1 = —1,sothat g; =0for 1 <i <k,and g; = 1for k+1 < i < n—1. From (11),
we now get k+1 = n—m. Hence, g(z) must be 2" 4+ 2" "L ... 427" —1 = — f*(2).

If gy = 1, then (9) implies that g,—; = 2, which means that (12) cannot be
satisfied. So, g; cannot be 1.

Thus, we have shown that if g(z) is such that g(2)g*(2) = f(2)f*(z) and g,, > 0,
then g(z) = f(2) or g(z) = —f*(z). For any g(z) with g,, < 0, we can apply the above
reasoning to —g(z). This proves that if g(z) € Z[z] is such that g(2)g*(z) = f(2) f*(2),
then g(z) = £f(z) or £f*(z). The proposition now follows from the Ljunggren—
Filaseta lemma. a

Having shown the irreducibility of the nonreciprocal part of f(z) = 2™ — 2™ —
zm=l — ... — 2 —1, we move on to analyzing the reciprocal part, ¢(z), of f(z). Our
first goal is to show that all the roots of ¢(z) are in fact certain roots of unity, which
will help us in determining the exact form of ¢(z).

LEMMA 7. If X is a root of ¢(z), then X is a root of either Z;’;Bl 24 or 2?2)1 2L
In other words, A is either an mth or an (m + 2)nd root of unity, distinct from 1.

Proof. Let A be a root of ¢(z). Note that A\ # 0 because 0 cannot be a root of
f(z), as f(0) = —1. Since ¢(z) is a self-reciprocal polynomial, A~! is also a root of
#(z). Since ¢(z) is a factor of f(2), we have f(A) = f(A™1) = 0. This implies that

(13) AP\ Tl XN -1 =0,
(14) )\n 4 )\n—l Lt )\n—m-‘rl 4 )\n—m —_1=0.
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Equating the left-hand sides of these two equations, cancelling out the common terms,
and rearranging, we obtain

()\nfl_’_)\an_’_”._’_)\nfm)_’_()\m_’_)\mfl_’_.”_’_/\) =0.
Dividing through by A # 0, we see that the above equation simplifies to
()\n—m—l + 1)()\771—1 _,_)\771—2 N 1) =0.

Hence A is a root of either 27~ 11 or 37" ! 2. However, if A is a root of 2"~ 14
1, then A»~™~! = —1. Now, note that (14) can be rewritten as A"~ (A\"+L L \m 4
-+ A) —1 = 0, which reduces to =A™+ -\ —... — X\ —1 =0, since \" "™ = —1.

Hence if A is a root of 2"~™~1 + 1, then it is also a root of ZmH
the lemma. a

We can actually say something more about the roots of ¢(z), as we shall see in
the next few lemmas.

LEMMA 8. If X is a root of ¢(z) that is also a root of >\ Y21, then X is in fact
a root of 221:—01 2, where ¢ = ged(m, n).

Proof. Suppose that A is as in the hypothesis of the lemma. Since ¢(\) = 0, we
also have f(A) = 0, which means that

2", which proves

(15) AT=N N =0

But since A is a root of 1" ' 21, we have Z;’:Ol A* = 0 and, moreover, ™ = 1. Hence
(15) reduces to )\" = 1. Hence )\ is also an nth root of unity distinct from 1, ie A
is a root of Y 1~ 0 z%. Therefore, A is a root of ged(} /-, i i ') = i, z‘
where g = ged(m, n). 0

When A is an (m + 2)nd root of unity, things get a little more complicated.

LEMMA 9. If X is a root of ¢(z) that is also a root of ZZ”J(SI z', then (i) m s
even, (ii) X is a root of 2" + 1, where r = ged(g + 1,n 4 1), and (111) (n+1)/r is
odd.

Proof. Let X be as in the hypothesis of the lemma. Again, the fact that f(\) =
leads to (15). This time, since A # 1 is an (m+2)nd root of unity, we have Zm+1 )\Z =
0, which implies that — > ;= A* = A™*1 = 1/), using A™*2? = 1. Therefore, (15)
reduces to A" + 1/A =0 or, equivalently, P

: . 1 . Pk
Now, since A is a root of ZZ”JE z', it is of the form A = ezmmﬂ for some k €

{1,2,...,m+1}. Therefore, —1 = )\"“ = e2mimyz () Hence (n+ 1)=2j+1
for some integer j, which upon rearrangement becomes

(16) (2k)(n+ 1) = (2j + 1)(m + 2).

Since the left-hand side (LHS) of the above equation is even, so is the right-hand side
(RHS). This means that m must be even, since 25 + 1 is odd. This proves (i).

Rearranging (16), we get km’g}rl = 2j + 1. Defining r to be ged(% + 1,n + 1),

we let m' = (% +1)/r and n’ = (n 4+ 1)/r. Thus, m',n’ are integers such that

n+1
m/2+1

ged(m/,n’) =1, and

’
= ;7. Therefore, we have

/

n .
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Since ged(m’,n') = 1, the fact that k:f—;/ is an integer implies that m’|k. Writing
k = Im' and plugging into (17), we get In’ = 2j + 1. Therefore, n'|(25 + 1), which
shows that n’ is odd, thus proving (iii). Note that as l|(2] + 1), 1 is also odd.

Finally, A = mimrr = " i — =e" ity _ e™+. Since [ is odd, A" = —1, which
shows that A is a root of 2" + 1, thus completmg the proof of the lemma. 0

Now from Lemmas 7, 8, and 9, we see that every root of ¢(z) is also a root of
(21 o 21)(z" +1). In fact, for odd m, Lemma 9(i) shows that no root of ¢(z) can be
a root of z" + 1, so that every root of ¢(z) is actually a root of > 7~ 01 2*. Now, if we
can show that ¢(2) has no repeated roots, it immediately follows that ¢(z) is a factor

of ZZ z* for odd m, and of (Zz o 29)(z" +1) for even m. We proceed to show this
next.

LEMMA 10. ¢(z) has no repeated roots.

Proof. Suppose that A is a repeated root of ¢(z). Note that |A| = 1 since any
root of ¢(z) is some root of unity. Define g(z) = (z — 1) f(z) = 2"+t — 2" — zm+1 41,
If A is a repeated root of ¢(z), then it must be a repeated root of g(z) as well. Hence
g(A) = ¢’(\) =0, which implies that

(18) AL A AL 1 =,
(19) (n+ A" — A" — (m +1)A™ = 0.

Multiplying (18) by (n + 1) and subtracting the result from X times (19), we get
(20) N4 (n—m)A™T = n 4 1.
However, this leads to a contradiction because
n+1=\"+n-—mA\" < A"+ -m)N"T =1+n—m<n,

with the last inequality arising from the fact that m > 0. This contradiction proves
the lemma. d

As observed prior to the statement of Lemma 10, we can now conclude that ¢(z)
is a factor of Zq o 2" for odd m and of 5 0 2 (=" + 1) for even m.

In fact, for odd m, we can show that ¢(z) = ZZ o 2'. Since we already know
that ¢(2)|(32%, 2') in this case, we need only to show that (0, 29)|¢(2). Tt actu-
ally suffices to bhOW that (> 01 2| f(2). This is because any factor, irreducible or
otherwise, of Y%7} 2% is always self-reciprocal (recall that ¢(z) is the product of all

irreducible self-reciprocal factors of f(z)): if m(z) is a factor of Zq 02 and Xis a
root of m(2), then so is its complex conjugate, A = A7 1.

So, to show that ( ZZ o 29| f(2), we write n = n/q, m = m’q, so that

f(z) = 2" — Zzl
i=0
m’qg—1
=2"1 "9 Z 2
i=0
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I I
P N
S 3
IML s
N@. N
~ |
o
N
3 2
<~ IMI
N Ns
| ~
=
:\ 3\
|
- IM=
| |
NN 1\2N
] ]
3 |
M —
Y \
) . =
~
3,
M
N{\.
=}

qg—1 n'—1 n’—1
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Thus, we have proved that (397 2%)| f(z), which implies that ¢(z) = 3%} 2. Note
that the factorization in (21) is true for any m and n, not just for odd m. However,
odd m ensures that 3297 2 is the reciprocal part of f(z) and the other factor is the
nonreciprocal part.

The above argument, in conjunction with Proposition 6, proves the following
theorem.

THEOREM 11. Let f(z)=2"=3"02" n>m >0, m odd, and let ¢ = gcd(m,n).

Then, f(z) = (ZZ 0 ZO(2), with ¢(z) = Zﬁ:—ﬂl Zlatl Zﬁzgl 21 jrreducible. In

particular, for odd m, f(z) is irreducible if and only if gcd(m,n) = 1.

We next tackle the case when m is even, which is a little less clean. The first
observation to be made here is that when (n + 1)/ is also even, where r = ged(% +
1,n + 1), then it follows from Lemma 9(iii) that ¢(z) cannot share any roots with
Z:’”gl z%. So, it must share all its roots with Zf;ol 2', ¢ being ged(m,n) as above,
implying that ¢(z)| > 7 é Z'. So, applying the argument given prior to the statement
of Theorem 11, we see that in this case as well, we have f(z) = (37, L2 (z2),
with (z) irreducible and of the form stated in the theorem. This situation holds,
for example, when n is odd and 4|m, since then % 4 1 is odd and so is r because
r|(% + 1), leading to the conclusion that (n + 1)/r is even.

So, we are left with the case when m is even, but (n + 1)/r is odd. This is dealt
with in the following proposition.

PropPOSITION 12. When m is even and (n+1)/r is odd, then ¢(2) is the least
common multiple (lem) of > i— 0 2" and 2" + 1.

Proof. From Lemmas 7, 8, and 9, we know that ¢(z) is a factor of ¢1(z)¢p2(2),
where we have defined ¢1(z) = 2" + 1 and ¢2(z) = Zz o 2'. In fact, as ¢(z) has

no repeated roots, it must be a factor of % = lem(¢1(2), p2(2)), since

dividing by ged(¢1(2), p2(z)) takes out some roots common to ¢1(z) and ¢2(2).

So, we need to show the converse, i.e., that lem(¢1(2), p2(2)) is a factor of ¢(z).
Equivalently, we need to show that ¢1(z)|¢(2) and ¢2(2)|¢(2). Recalling that ¢(z)
is the product of all the irreducible self-reciprocal factors of f(z), it suffices to show
that ¢1(2)|f(2) and ¢2(2)|f(2). This is because any factor, irreducible or otherwise, of
either ¢1(z) or ¢o(2) is self-reciprocal. Indeed, if 7(z) is a factor of either polynomial
and ) is a root of 7(z), then so is its complex conjugate X. But as ), being a root
of ¢1(z) or ¢2(2), lies on the unit circle, we have A = A~!, implying that 7(z) is
self-reciprocal.
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We have already seen (see (21)) that ¢o(2)|f(2). To prove that ¢1(2)|f(z), we
shall show that f(A\) = 0 for any root A of ¢1(z), which is sufficient because ¢1(z) has
no repeated roots. Since A ¢ {0, 1}, it is enough to show that A\(A — 1) f(A) =0, i.e.,
APF2_AnHL_AmA2 4\ = 0. Now, AnHL = (Am) " HD/7 = (L) D = s (n41) /r
is odd. Moreover, defining m’ = (%% + 1)/r, we have A™*+? = (A7) = (—1)2m/ =1
Hence \"T2 — \ntl _ \m+2 4 A= XN —(-1)—1+A=0, 8 desired. 0

The next lemma explicitly determines the lem of 7 0 2t and 2" + 1.

LEmMA 13. If q is even, then

qg—1 _ 21 q—1 . r—1 ) q—1 '
lem (Z 22+ 1) =11 2t = (Z(—z)z> (Z zl> .
] ] =0

=0

Otherwise,

Proof. Let ¢1(z) = 2"+ 1 and ¢2(2) = Zf OlzZ Since ged (1, P2) - lem(p1, Pp2) =
¢1(2)d2(z), the lemma is proved once we show that ged(¢pq, ¢a) is z + 1 if ¢ is even,
and 1 otherwise.

We first show that if ged(¢1,¢2) # 1 then g is even and ged(¢1,¢2) = 2z + 1.
Suppose that m(z) is a nontrivial factor of both ¢(z) and ¢2(2), so that there exists
a A such that ¢1(A) = ¢2(A) = 0. Such a A must be of the form A = 24 for some
ke {1,2,...,qg— 1} and must satisfy \" = —1. Hence 2T = —1, which means
that 2]{:% must be an odd integer.

Now, as ¢g|n and r|(n+1), ged(g,7) = 1. So, for 2/@5 to be an integer, 2k must be
a multiple of ¢q. Let 2k = ¢l so that 2k~ = [r. Thus, Ir is an odd integer, which shows
that r and [ are both odd. Furthermore, since 2k = ¢l, the fact that [ is odd implies
that ¢ is even. In fact, this also forces A to be —1, because A = 2l = emil — -1,
since [ is odd.

Thus, if 7(z) is a nontrivial factor of both ¢1(z) and ¢2(z), then A = —1 is the
only root that 7(z) can have. Since neither ¢;(z) nor ¢2(z) has repeated roots, —1
must be a simple root of 7(z), which shows that 7(z) = z + 1. We have thus shown
that if ged(¢1, ¢2) is nontrivial, then ¢ is even and ged(¢q, ¢2) = z + 1.

It remains to show only that if ¢ is even, then ged(¢1,¢2) = z + 1. Note that
if ¢ = ged(m, n) is even, then so is n. Therefore, n + 1 is odd, and since r|(n + 1),
so is r. But, for even ¢ and odd r, it is clear that ¢1(—1) = ¢2(—1) = 0. Hence
(z 4+ 1)| ged (o1, ¢2), meaning that ged(gq, ¢2) is nontrivial. But as we have already
shown, this implies that ged (1, ¢2) = 2z + 1. |

We compile all the results proved above for the case when m is even in the
following theorem.

THEOREM 14. Let f(z) = 2" — >.i" 2", n > m > 0, m even, and let ¢ =
ged(m,n), r=ged(F +1,n+1), n = (n+1)/r. Then, f(z) = ¢(2)¥(2), where ()
is irreducible and

i L if n' is even,
0) = { (S50 -2) (T =) 7 i even,

(z"+1) ZZ 02 otherwise.
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We would like to remark that when ¢ is even, n’ = (n 4 1)/r is odd, so that the
statement of the theorem is indeed consistent.

At this stage, it is worth pointing out that the results of Theorems 11 and 14
can be partially obtained from results in the existing literature, specifically [4] and
[6]. Observe that, as noted in the proof of Lemma 10, we may define g(z) = (z —
)f(z) = 2"t — 27 — zm*+1 1 1. Now, Ljunggren [4] considered the factorization
of polynomials of the form g(x) = 2™ £ 2™ +2? £ 1 with n > m > p > 0 and
claimed to show that all such polynomials can be factored as ¢(x) = ¢(x)1p(x), where
¢(x) is self-reciprocal and has all its zeros on the unit circle and (x) is either 1
or a non-self-reciprocal irreducible polynomial. However, there was a minor error
in Ljunggren’s work, which was subsequently corrected by Mills [6]. Mills’s work
shows that Ljunggren’s claim is in fact true for any polynomial g(z) as above. Since
m+ 1> 2, g(z) is not self-reciprocal and hence must have a nontrivial nonreciprocal
part 9(z). Thus, these results show that g(z), and hence f(z), can be written as
the product of a self-reciprocal polynomial having all its roots on the unit circle and
a nontrivial, irreducible, non-self-reciprocal polynomial. Of course, these results do
not go so far as to provide the specific forms of the reciprocal and nonreciprocal
parts of f(z) that we have derived above. So, in the interest of keeping our paper self-
contained, we have chosen to include complete proofs of the aforementioned theorems.

3. Identifying equalities among (d, k) capacities. We shall use the factor-
ization obtained in the previous section for the characteristic polynomials of (d, k)
constraints to determine all possible equalities among the capacities of such con-
straints. We begin by showing that this problem is equivalent to the one of deter-
mining when the nonreciprocal parts of the characteristic polynomials of two such
constraints can be equal. Throughout this section, we consider (d, k) pairs such that
0<d<k<oo, and ®4x(2) and Ug(z) will be used to denote the reciprocal and
nonreciprocal parts, respectively, of the characteristic polynomial x4 1(2). Also, given
polynomials f(z), g(z), we shall use f(z) = g(z) to denote that the two polynomials
are identical.

THEOREM 15. C(d, k) = C(d, k) if and only if Ugp(z) = ¥4 (2).

Proof. We shall show that pgr = p;;, if and only if Wqy(2) = ¥;;(2), the p’s
being the largest roots of their respective characteristic polynomials.

Observe first that since the reciprocal parts of the characteristic polynomials have
all their roots on the unit circle, and the p’s are strictly greater than 1, the p’s must
be roots of the nonreciprocal parts. So, if ¥q(2) = ¥;;(2), then their largest roots
must be identical, i.e., pg i = Pii

Conversely, suppose that pgr = p Qg Since W4 x(2) is irreducible and has pg 1 as
a root, it must be the minimal polynomial (over Z) of pg. Similarly, ;7 (z) is the
minimal polynomial of p dg Hence by the uniqueness of the minimal polynomial of
an algebraic integer, pa,x = pj;, implies that Wq(2) = ¥ 7(2). O

With this theorem in hand, we can begin our investigation of equalities among the
capacities of (d, k)-constrained systems. We shall first consider the case when at least
one of the (d, k) constraints has k = co. Observe that since ¥ o (2) is either x4 00(2)
itself or of the form given in (7), we can have C(d,c0) = C(cf,oo), or equivalently,

Wi,00(2) = ¥y (2), if and only if d = d. So, we need only concern ourselves with the

situation when C/(d, c0) = C(d, k) with k finite.
At this point, we shall find it convenient to introduce some definitions.
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DEFINITION 16. A polynomial f(z) = 2" — >.1" 2", n > m > 0, is defined as
being of
e Type I if its reciprocal part, ¢(z), is of the form Zg:_ol 2%, with ¢ > 1 odd;
e Type II if ¢(z) is of the form (2" + 1) P ézl with q >1odd, r>1; and
o Type III if ¢(z) is of the form (3> ._, ( z)! )(z:2 0 2"), with ¢ > 2 even and
r >3 odd.
Theorems 11 and 14 show that any such f(z) is always of Type I, II, or III, with
q = ged(m,n) and r = ged(%5 + 1,n + 1). These theorems can be used to determine
exactly when f(z) is of a particular type. For example, f(z) is of Type I precisely
when one of the following three conditions holds: (i) m is odd, (ii) m and (n+ 1)/r
are even, and (iii) m and n are even and r = 1. Note that when f(2) is of Type I, its

n_q n_q
nonreciprocal part, 1(z), is of the form Y2 . 241 — 372 " 2!9, as shown by (21).
q

The following simple fact about f(z)’s of Type II or III will be used often.

LEMMA 17. Let m be even and let f(z) be of Type 11 or I11. If ¢ = ged(m,n) and
r=ged( +1,n+1), then g #r.

Proof. If ¢ = r, then f(z) cannot be of Type III, since the definition requires g
to be even and r to be odd. So, suppose that f(z) is of Type II, with ¢ = r. Note
that since g|n and r|(n + 1), we must have ged(g,7) = 1, and hence ¢ = r = 1. As
2" +1=2z+11is a factor of f(z), we must have f(—1) = 0. Now, it is easily verified
that since f(z) has the form 2" — > (2%, f(—1) can be 0 only if m and n are both
even. So, ¢ = ged(m, n) is even, which is impossible since ¢ = 1. |

We will also find the following set of definitions to be useful.

DEFINITION 18. Given a polynomial g(z) = >, _, cxz", we define

e ¢;(g), 1 >1, to be the ith smallest k > 0 such that ci # 0;
e &i(g),i>1, to be the ith largest k > 0 such that ¢i, # 0.

Thus, for example, with g(z) = 2% — 2% — 22 — 2 — 1, we have ¢;(g) = i for
1=1,2,3, es(g) =6, £&1(g) = 6, and &;(g) = 5—i for i = 2,3,4. Note that if g(z), h(z)
are polynomials such that g(z) = h(z), then ¢;(g) = ¢;(h) and &;(g) = & (h) for all
7> 1.

We tackle the equality C(d,o0) = C(d, k) through a series of lemmas, each of
which considers a special case in which xg 00 (%) is either irreducible (d # 4 (mod 6))
or reducible (d =4 (mod 6)), and x4 ;(z) is of one of the three types defined above.

LEMMA 19. Let d # 4 (mod 6) and d, k be such that X i(2) is of Type 1. Then,
C(d, 00) = C(d, k) only if (d, k) = (d—1,2d — 1). |

Proof. Let i = k41, i = k — d so that Xii(2) = zﬁ—zzzozi, and let § =
ged(m, 7). Under the assumptlons of the lemma, Uy o (2) = Xd,00(2) = 281 — 24— 1,
and Wy g(z) = S0 ) 2ty i

IfCKdﬂm)::CaiéﬁthmlbyThaﬁmﬂ]5,T¢axz):‘ydﬁz%ieﬂ

)

a_q

g
q aq
(22) 24 1= Z Lt Z 2.
1=0

="
q

Now, note that £1 (Vg o) = d+ 1, while £ (¥ ;) = 7 — ¢+ 1. Equating these, we get

(23) d=n—4g.
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Next, observe that € (¥ ) = d. Additionally, we claim that e, (¥; ;) = ¢. This
L_q
is because the smallest k > 0 such that the coefficient of 2* in — "2~ 2'? is nonzero

R L
is precisely ¢, and the term —z? cannot be cancelled out by any term in ¢ ., PRARS
R a
The reason that —z? cannot get cancelled out is that the smallest exponent of z in
& 1 .
Yola 214+1 is 77+ 1, which is larger than g, since ¢ = ged (1, 7). Therefore, equating

61(‘1’5,00) and € (¥; ), we get
(24) d=g.

From (23) and (24), we see that 7 = 2d. Plugging this and ¢ = d into (22),
we get 24t — 24 — 1 = le:% 2+l _ 24 1. Tt follows that m = d, and since
(m,n) = (k —d,k + 1) by definition, the fact that (/n,7) = (d,2d) implies that
(d,k)=(d—1,2d —1). O

The proof of the above lemma involves arguments typical of those used in the
proofs to follow. One especially important fact used in the above proof that should
be kept in mind is that the function €;, when applied to the polynomial Zﬁ: _ml Zhatt

) a
Zf;_ol 24 yields §. Also, in all that is to follow, we shall continue to take (1, 7) to
be (k —d, k+ 1) and § to be ged(ih, 7).

LEMMA 20. Ifd # 4 (mod 6) and d,k are such that x ;;(2) is of Type 11, then
C(d, 0) # C(d, k).

Proof. With d,d, k as in the statement of the lemma, we have Uy o (z) = 24+ —
2% — 1, and

; . 1 g 31
U () = X(i,ic(z) P DI - 21:7 z S,z
o 5:(2) (1) 2+ 1 .

where 7 = ged (% + 1,7 + 1), and the last equality above comes from (21).
Suppose that C(d, c0) = C(d, k), so that ¥y (z) = U ;7(2). Since the ¥’s are as

g N T
T Zatl — 377 7 21 which upon
q

given above, we have (2" + 1)(z9*! — 24 — 1) = YL

expanding out the LHS becomes

21 21
(25) Zd“r’f“‘rl + zd+1 _ Zd+f _ Z’f“ _ Zd _ 1 — E Zlq+1 _ E Zlé.
=m =0

q

Our goal is to show that such an equality cannot arise for any d, Ci,ff satisfying the
hypothesis of the lemma, leading to a contradiction that proves the lemma.
Applying &; to both sides of (25), we get d+ 7+ 1 =7 — ¢+ 1, implying

(26) d+7=n—q.

Next, note that the function €1, when applied to the RHS of (25), yields § and, when
applied to the LHS, yields either d or 7, depending on whether d < 7 or d > 7. So, if
d < 7, then d = g, and if d > #, then § = 7. However, we cannot have d > 7, since
q = 7 is ruled out by Lemma 17.
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Thus, we see that d < 7, so that d = §. Plugging this into (26), we get % =2+ g.
Using this and d = ¢, the RHS of (25) becomes

q+1 L+l 4 z
Z S+l _ Z Sld _ Z S+l _ sz 4 AL dt
=1 1=0 =1 =0

q q

Therefore, upon cancelling out some terms common to both sides, (25) simplifies to
P . N R Zl%:o 2!, Applying &; to both sides of this equality,

="
we get d+1 =7+ 1, i.g., d = 7. We thus have § = d = 7, which is impossible by
Lemma 17. ]
LEMMA 21. Ifd # 4 (mod 6) and d,k are such that Xcm(z) is of Type 111, then
C(d,00) # C(d, k).
Proof. An argument similar to that at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 20
shows that if C(d, 00) = C(d, k), with d,d, k as above, then

A1 -1 21
(Z(_Z)z> (Zd+1 _ Zd _ 1) _ Z Zlé+1 _ Zl(}'
-2

i=0
Equivalently, multiplying both sides by z 4+ 1, we have

a_q a_q
q q

(" 1) =24 1) = (2 +1) Z LA Z P
1=0

l:’yil

q

Expanding out both sides of the above equation, we get

21 -] 21
q q

q
(27) Zd+r+1 + Zd+1 _ Zd—H‘ _ ZT _ Zd —1= § Zlq+2 _ 2 Zlq—i—l _ E Zlq.
l =0 =0

-

a

Now, by definition of Type III, # > 3, so that the term —z%*" on the LHS of the
above equation cannot get cancelled out by another term on the LHS. Therefore, the
RHS must also have a —z4+" term, and due to the negative sign, it must be one of

the terms in — 3,7, t e Zf:;l z!4. In other words, d + 7 must be one of the
exponents of z in these two summations. Observe that the maximum exponent of z
in these summations is max(ih — ¢+ 1,7 — ¢) = max(h + 1,n) — § = 1 — ¢, since
7 > m. Therefore, d + 7 < n — q.

However, if we apply &; to both sides of (27), we find that d+7#+1=n—G§+2, so
that d+7 = fi —§+ 1, which contradicts d+7 < fi—§. So, (27) cannot hold under the
assumptions of the lemma, implying that C(d, co) cannot be equal to C’(J, lAc) |

The last three lemmas show that when d # 4 (mod 6), then C(d,00) = C(d, k)
only if (d,k) = (d — 1,2d — 1). The next three lemmas consider the case when d = 4
(mod 6). Recall that for any such d, ¥4 o (2) is as given in (7).

LEMMA 22. Let d =4 (mod 6) and d, k be such that Xji(2) is of Type 1. Then,

C(d, ) = C(d, k) only if d = 4 and (d, k) = (1,2).
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Proof. If C(d, 00) = C(d, k) with d, d, k as above, then we have

(d+2)/6

— &9
q
(28) B 1+ Z L01=8 _ 615 _ 61—6 | 61— s Zzlq—H Zzlq.
1=0

Applying €1 to both sides of this equation, we get 1 = ¢. Therefore, <I>d:f€(z) =
S22 2" =1, and hence W ;(2) = x4 (2). Thus, we must have 4 o (2) = x4 4 (2)-

Now, the polynomial on the LHS of (28) can be of the form 2™ — Z:-ZO 2t only
if d = 4, since in this case it has no terms of the form z6—3 — z6=5 _ ,61-6 4 618
So, Wy,00(2) = x4 j,(2) implies that d = 4, in which case Uy = 2° — 2 — 1 = x1,2(2).
Hence, (d, k) = (1,2), which proves the lemma. 0

For the proofs of the next couple of lemmas, it is convenient to introduce the
following notation: we shall use €(z*) to denote an arbitrary polynomial of the form

S ezt with 1> k.
LEMMA 23. Let d =4 (mod 6) and d, k be such that Xji(2) is of Type I1. Then,
C(d,00) = C(d, k) only if d = 4 and (d, k) = (2,4).
_Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 20, we find that for the above choice of
d,d,k, C(d,o0) = C(d, k) implies

(d+2)/6 71 71

(zf+1) B 14 Z L6183 _ 6l=5 _ 61—6 4 6l8 Zzlq+1 Zzzq.
1=0

_
q

As usual, we now apply €1 to both sides of this equation, which yields 1 = ¢.
Hence ®;;(z) = (2" + 1) ZZ "o 7' = 2" 4+ 1. Therefore, x;;(2) = ®;:(2)V;,(2) =
®; ;. (2)¥4,00(2), which shows that

(d+2)/6
() = (2" + 22 —z—14+ _ 616 | 6l-
(29) Xd,k( )=("+1) 3 1 Z ,61-3 _ 615 61—6 6l 8)

Note that since ¢ = 1, by Lemma 17, # > 2.
Suppose first that d = 4 so that V4 (2) = 2% — 2z — 1. Then, (29) becomes
x4 i(2) = (2" +1)(2* — 2 — 1), which is the same as

(30) Xd:fc(z):,zr'*'?’—i—z L

Since only the leading coefficient of the polynomial x d i (2) is positive, either 2™ or
2% must be eliminated by one of the other terms on the RHS of (30). As 7 + 3 is
strictly larger than any other exponent of z on the RHS, 22 is the term that must
get eliminated, and this can happen only if either # = 3 or 7 + 1 = 3, ie., 7 = 2.
If # = 3, then the RHS of (30) turns out to be 25 — 2% — 2 — 1, which is not of
the form 2" — ZZZO 2*. So, we must have # = 2, in which case the RHS of (30)
becomes 2% — 22 — z — 1 = x2.4(2). So, one possible solution for C(d, 00) = C(d, k) is
(d,d, k) = (4,2,4).

Now, suppose that d > 4, so that d > 10, as 10 is the next largest integer that is
equivalent to 4 (mod 6). Then, ¥y () = —1—z+2%+2%+Q(2%), and (29) becomes

(31) Xii(2) = 2L S 3 T T 1 Q(25).
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Note that if # > 5, then the RHS above becomes z* 4 2% — 2 — 1 +Q(2°), which cannot
be of the form 2" — 2?10 Z'. So, we must have # = 2, 3 or 4.

If # = 2, then the RHS of (29) is of the form z4+7~1 +Zfi§_2 itttz —22—2-1,
which cannot be x; ;(2) for any d, k. Similarly, if # = 4, then the RHS of (29) is of
the form z4+7—1 + Zd+r % izt 4 2% — z — 1, which cannot be any Xgi(2)-

Finally, if # = 3, then the RHS of (29) becomes z4+7~1 4 S 2 ¢0i > 1,
which can at best be 247"t — 2 — 1 = 29*2 — 2 — 1 = v, 4:1(2). But this too does
not yield a solution to C(d, 00) = C’(cf, k), since it is clear that C(d,00) # C(d,d+ 1)
for any d. This completes the analysis of the d > 4 case and hence the proof of the

lemma. a .
LEMMA 24. Letd =4 (mod 6) and d, k be such that x ; ;(2) is of Type II1. Then,

C(d,00) = C(d, k) only if (d,k) = (d—1,2d —1).
Proof. With d,d,k as in the above statement, if C(d,c0) = C(d, k), then the
usual argument shows that we must have

(32) (Z( >>wdm Zzlqﬂ S 2
=0

=0

with ¥g (%) having the form given in (7).
Note that as X&),;(z) is of Type III, we must have 7 > 3 odd. Suppose first that
7 = 3. Then the LHS of the above equation is (22 — z + 1)U4 00(2) = Xa,00(2) =
24+t — 24 1 by Theorem 3. Therefore, (32) in this case is identical to (22) in the
proof of Lemma 19. As analyzed there, this equation implies (d, k) = (d — 1,2d — 1).
So, we are left with the case # > 5. Note that the LHS of (32) may be written as

r—4
(Z — 2414+ Z ) Vg 00 Z) = (z2 —z4+ l)q/d’m(z) — 3 (Z(_2)1> \I/d,oo(z)

=0

=20 418 (%(—z)i) Uy oo(2).

=0

Therefore, if we multiply both sides of (32) by Z?;& 2" and use (21), then the resulting
equation can be written as

4-1 74 q-1
Xii(2) = (20— 20— 1)) -3 (Z(—z)z> Uyo0(2) Zzi

i=0 i=0 i=0

G—1
(33) =M — 24 N2+ 2P 4 QeY),

=0
where we have used the fact that (%! — 1) 000 2t = 2 -

Now, the fact that 7 = ged(% + 1,7 + ) > 5 1mphes that m + 1 > 5, which

means that m > 8. Therefore, Xd,k( z) = 2" — Zio 2* must contain the sequence
—28 — 27— ... — 2 — 1. In particular, the coefficient of 2% in XCZJ;(Z) is —1. However,

on the RHS of (33), there are at most two z3 terms, one of which is +23, and the
other is —z® from the summation — Zq 024 if ¢ —1 > 3. So, the coefficient of z*
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on the RHS of (33) can either be 0 or +1, which implies that the RHS cannot be of
the form required by x;(2). Therefore, we cannot have C(d,o00) = C(d, k) when
7 > 5. O

Lemmas 19-24 together prove the following result, which is the part of Theorem 1
dealing with the case when one of the (d, k) constraints involved is a (d, 00) constraint.

THEOREM 25. If d,d,k are nonnegative integers such that C(d,0) = C(CZ, l%),
then one of the following holds:

() (d,k)=(d—1,2d—1),

(i) d =4 and (d, k) is either (1,2) or (2,4).

We now move on to analyze the equality C(d,k) = C(d, k) when k, k are both
finite. Once again, we perform a case-by-case analysis of the various situations that
arise when each of the characteristic polynomials involved is of one of the three types
defined earlier. Because of symmetry, there are only six cases to be considered—three
when xqx(2) and X, ;.(2) are of the same type and three more as follows: (a) xq,x(2)
of TypeI, x; (%) of Type I, (b) Xa,k(2) of Type L, x ;,(2) of Type III, and (c) xa4,x(2)
of Type 1II, Xdk(z) of Type IIL 7

The situation when x4,,(2) and x; ;(2) are both of Type I is the easiest to deal
with, and we dispose of this first. As usual, we define (m,n) = (k — d,k + 1),
(m,n) = (k —d, k+1), ¢ = ged(m, n), and § = ged (1, A).

LEMMA 26. Let d,k,d,k be such that Xak(2) and x;;.(2) are both of Type I
Then, C(d, k) = C(d, k) only if (d, k) = (d, k).

Proof. By Theorem 15, C(d, k) = C(d, k) implies Wa(z) = ¥;4(2). Since xak(2)
and x i i:(2) are both of Type I, we have an explicit form for their nonreciprocal parts,
using which we get

n_q n_q a_q a_q
q q q q

(34) E Zlatt E 2= g LAt g 2l
I=m 1=0 =2 1=0

Applying €; to both sides of the above equation, we get ¢ = ¢. But this means
that ®4,(2) = Zg:_ol 2 = Eg;ol 2 = ®;1(2). Thus, the polynomials xa,(2) and
Xd, i:(2) have identical reciprocal parts and identical nonreciprocal parts, which shows
that xar(2) = x44(2), Le., (d,k) = (d, k). O

When xq,x(2) and x;(2) are both of Type II or Type IIL, the analysis involves
the use of the following technical lemma, whose proof we defer to the end of this
paper.

LEMMA 27. Let m,n,r,m,n, 7 be positive integers such that n > m and 1 > M.
If (2" +1) (2" = X0 2Y) = (" + 1) (2" = X 2%), then (m,n,r) = (rh, 7, 7).

In all that is to follow, we shall take r = ged(Z+1,n+1) and # = ged(Z +1, A+1),
whenever m,m are even.

LEMMA 28. Letd, k,d, k be such that Xa,k(2) and x; ;.(2) are either both of Type 11
or both of Type I111. Then, C(d, k) = C(d, k) only if (d, k) = (d, k).

Proof. Suppose first that xq,x(z) and x;;(2) are both of Type II. As shown in
the proof of Lemma 20, we have

S ek _ i Zf;ﬂl aH Eff:;l o
Tt o Yape) = S| '

\Ild)k(z) =
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Therefore, if C(d, k) = C(d, k), then we have Vg r(2) = ¥ (2), from which it follows
that

n_q n_q g &
q q q q

(35) (AL [ DA N =) | Y AN A
=2 1=0 =1 1=0

We shall consider the following four cases individually: (i) r
(i) r < g and ¢ > #, (iii) » > § and ¢ < #, and (iv) r > § and
however, that (iv) is the same as (i), with the roles of (d, k) and (
it suffices to consider the first three cases only.

We consider case (i) first. In this case, applying €; to both sides of (35), we find
that ¢ = r, which is impossible by Lemma 17.

In case (ii), applying €; to both sides of (35) yields r = 7. Hence (35) reduces to
(34) in the proof of Lemma 26, which as shown in that proof, leads to the conclusion
that (d, k) = (d, k).

Moving on to case (iii) applying €1 to (35) here yields ¢ = ¢. Hence multiplying
both sides of (35) by S92, 2%, we get via (21) (2" +1) (2" — 31 2%) = (2" +1)(z" —
ZZ 0 2'). But now Lemma 27 shows that (m,n) = (/, ), which implies that (d, k) =
(d, k) in this case as well. Thus, we have shown that when Xak(2) and x;;(z) are
both of Type II, then C(d, k) = C(d, k) is possible only if (d, k) = (d, k).

If xa.1(2), X@;(Z) are both of Type III, then using (21), we find that

< ¢and q < 7,
q > 7. Observe,
, k) reversed. So,

T g+t T g Eﬂ g+l _ Z%— Lld
Wy a(2) Zz:%z =Ly ? ¥, (2) =2 1=0
ak(z) = — : , ii(2) = — : .
i (=2) S (—2)i

So, from Vg (2) = ¥ ;(2), we obtain

1 7! 7L r—1 -1 -1
<Z(_Z)i> Z Slatl Z Ja| = (Z(_Z)z) Z Sa+1 Z Sld
l:% =0 i =0

i=0 I—m

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by z+ 1, we obtain (35), which as shown
above, leads to (d, k) = (d, k). 0

At this point, we would like to remark that Lemmas 26 and 28 actually prove
the following interesting fact: if two polynomials of the same type (I, II, or III) have
identical nonreciprocal parts, then the polynomials themselves are identical. In other
words, within each of the three type classes, a polynomial is uniquely determined by
its nonreciprocal part.

We are now only left to deal with the three cases where the characteristic poly-
nomials are of different types. The next three lemmas consider each case in turn.

LEMMA 29. Letd, k,d, k be such that xa,k(2) is of Type I and x; ;,(2) is of Type I1.

Then, C(d, k) = C(d, k) only if (d, k) = (d,2d) and (d, k) = (d+ 1,3d + 1).
Proof. With d, k,d, k as above, we have

- lg+1 _ (- lg Zz: A - Zq
v z D
.k ( z 2 21, in(®) PO
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So, if Wgk(2) = ¥ ;;(2), then it follows that

,_1 Z—l %—1

n a_q
(36) (= + 1) Zzlw LA D S i)
1=0 =, 1=0
q

Note that if # < ¢, then applying €; to both sides of (36), we get # = ¢, which is
impossible by Lemma 17. Hence, we must have # > q.
So, applying €; to (36) yields ¢ = §. Therefore, multiplying both sides of (36) by
g Olz we obtain, on account of (21), (2" + 1) (2" — Y1 2') = z* — 37 2% or,
equlvalently7

m m m
(37) 2T 42" — E 2 — E 2t =2" = E 2"
=0 i=0 i=0

We claim that the equality in (37) is possible only if # = m+1 and n = 2m+1, in
which case the LHS of the equation is Xym+1,3m+1(2). To prove this claim, we observe
first that if # < m, then on the LHS of (37), the coefficient of 2" is —2. This is because
we have one —z" term coming from the summation — > ;" 2" and another from
the summation — ZZO Z', and neither of these terms can be cancelled out by 2" or
2"t since n > m > 7. However, since there cannot be any term with coefficient —2
on the RHS, we must have # > m.

Also, 7 > m+1 is impossible, since if this were the case, 2" —Y /" 2" -3 21
cannot be of the form — Z:'io Z', as can be easily verified. Thus, we are forced to
conclude that for (37) to hold, # must be equal to m + 1.

With # = m+ 1, the LHS of (37) becomes z"T™+! 4 2 — ij()“ 2%, which can be
of the form 2™ _2?10 zt only if n = 2m+1, so that 2™ cancels out with —z2™+1. With
this choice of # and m, the LHS of (37) reduces to z3m+2 — meo 2" = Xm+1,3m+1(2)-
Hence we see that (d, k) = (m+1,3m+1), and as (m,n) = (m, 2m+ 1), we also have
(d, k) = (m,2m), which proves the lemma. 0

LEMMA 30. Let d,k,d,k be such that Xd.k(2) is of Type 1 and X&,I%(Z) is of
Type I11. Then, C(d, k) = C(d, k) only if (d,k) = (d,2d) and (d, k) = (d +1,3d + 1),
or (d, k) = (1,2) and (d, k) = (3,7).

Proof. For the above choice of d, k, d, k 1t follows from \Ild #(2) = V;;(2) that

(Zi:o (—2) )(Zlq:% Attt — Zf:o ) = . ZL 2 — Zq ' !4 which upon mul-

tiplying by z + 1 becomes

1 z_1 | |
q q q q

(38) (2" +1) Z Zlatt Z A1) = (z41) Z Lt Z P
= 1=0 = =0

aq

Now, the RHS above can be written as (z + )(2::m Zlatl Z;’:? 2 — 2 — 1.
Note that the —z term cannot get cancelled out by any ‘other term, since the smallest
exponent of z in (z + 1) El: ; 214+ is 7 + 1 > 2. Therefore, ¢; applied to the RHS
of (38) yields 1.
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When ¢; is applied to the LHS of (38), we either get # if # < ¢, or we get ¢ if
7 > q. Therefore, either # = 1 or ¢ = 1. However, 7 = 1 is impossible because 7 > 3
by definition of Type III polynomials. Hence, we must have ¢ = 1.

Therefore, (38) reduces to

a_q a_q

(39) (2" 4+1) (z" — iz”) =(z+1) qz: Lt qz: P
i=0 =0

=%

We will show that if m > 2, then the above equality is possible only if (d, k) =
(d,2d) and (d, k) = (d+1,3d+1), and if m = 1, then the equality above implies that
(d, k) = (1,2) and (d, k) = (3,7).

So, suppose first that m > 2. The LHS of (39) can be written as z"*" 4 2" —
g2t =3 2% Since # > 3 and m > 2, the coefficient of 22 in this polynomial
is —1. Now, since § > 2 by definition of Type III polynomials, there can be a —z2
term on the RHS of (39) only if § = 2. Therefore, it follows from (21) that the RHS
of (39) is

PO Sl PO Sl RN
(z+1) 7%:11:9 =(z+1) 7211=0 =z"— Z z*.
Zi:o 2t z+ =0

Thus, we see that when m > 2, we must have ¢ = 2, and furthermore, (39) reduces
to (37). But, as shown in the proof of Lemma 29, (37) holds only if (d, k) = (d, 2d)
and (d,k) = (d+1,3d +1).

It only remains to consider the case when m = 1. In this case, the LHS of (39)
is (2" +1)(2" —2z—1) = 2" 4 2" — 271 — > — » 1. Cancelling out —2 — 1 from
both sides of (39), we get

21 21
q q
(40) ZnJrf 4o — zf+1 _ Zﬁ — (Z—|— 1) Z thiJrl _ Z Zlq
=2 =1

q

Now, ¢; applied to the RHS above yields ¢, and the coefficient of 2% is —1. The —z4
term on the RHS must correspond to either —z" or —z"*! on the LHS. Since § # #
by Lemma 17, the —z9 term on the RHS must correspond to the —z"*! term on the
LHS, showing that ¢ = # 4+ 1. Therefore, ¢; when applied to the LHS of (40) must
yield # + 1, which means that —z" must get cancelled by 2" so that we must have
n = 7. Finally, applying &; to (40), we also obtain n+7=7n—¢+2. Using ¢ =7+ 1
and n = 7 to eliminate ¢ and 7 from this last equation, we get 1 = 3n — 1.

Since § =74+ 1 =n+ 1 and §|n, we find that n + 1 must divide 3n — 1. Writing
3n—1 as 3(n+1)—4, we see that n+ 1 must be a factor of 4. Hence n = 0,1, or 3. But
asn > m > 1, n must in fact be 3. Hence n = 3n—1 = 8. Furthermore, ¢ = n+1 = 4,
and so the facts that ¢|m and m < 7 now imply that m = 4. Thus, we have shown
that when m = 1, equality in (38) is possible only if n = 3 and (m,n) = (4,8). As
these values of (m,n) and (rh,7) are equivalent to (d, k) = (1,2) and (d, k) = (3,7),
the proof of the lemma is complete. ]

LEMMA 31. Let d,k,d, k be such that Xak(2) is of Type 11 and x;;(2) is of

Type 11. Then, C(d, k) = C(d, k) only if (d, k) = (d,2d) and (d, k) = (d+1,3d+1).
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Proof. When xq4.(%) is of Type II and Xci,fc(z) is of Type III, from the equality
Uar(z) =¥, (2) we get, via (21),

o1 21 n 21 21
< g (—z)’) E Zlatt E 2l (z"+1) g P A g 2l
i=0 I=m =2 1=0

Upon multiplying both sides of this equation by z + 1, we obtain

1

- - 21 Z_
(41) (2" +1) Z Pt Z z (z+ 1)( Z Zlatt Z P
1=0

l_m,

Using (2" +1)(z +1) = 21 + 2" + 2 + 1, we can write the RHS above as

21 a_q
q

(42) (z+1)(z"+1) Zzlq+1 Zzlé — (" 2 ).

Recall that the definition of Type III requires ¢ > 2 even and 7 > 3 odd. Since
L1
m > ¢ > 2, the smallest exponent of z in (2 +1)(z" + 1)(3, , 2'97") is i + 1 > 3.

Hence the —z term in (42) cannot be cancelled out by any othe; term. It follows that
the coefficient of z on the RHS of (41) is nonzero, and so this must be true on the
LHS as well. But, the only way for the coefficient of z to be nonzero on the LHS is
if # =1 or ¢ = 1. The former is impossible since # > 3. So, we must have ¢ = 1,
and consequently the LHS of (41) simplifies to (2" + 1) (2" — Y1" 2'). Expanding

out the product (z + 1)(2 " P+l Zl“:)l 2!4) on the RHS of (41), we can rewrite
(41) as

& _q
q

m %,1 m,
(43) (Zi + 1) <Zn _ Zzz> _ (ZT + 1) Z thi+2 Z Zlq+1 Z thi
i=0 —m 1=0

We have thus far shown that for Wq(2) = ¥;;(2) to be true for d, k,d,k as in
the statement of the lemma, then we must have ¢ = 1 and (43) must hold. Our aim
now is to show that for ¢ = 1 and (43) to be true, we must also have r = 2 and ¢ = 4,
from which it will follow that (d, k) = (d,2d) and (d, k) = (d +1,3d + 1).

The first step in this process is to show that § # 2 so that (since § is even) § > 4.
If we assume that G = 2, then it is easily seen that the RHS of (43) simplifies to
(z"+1)(z Z "0 2"). Therefore, by Lemma 27, (43) holds only if (m,n) = (1h, i),
or equivalently (d, k) = (d, l%), which cannot happen since x4 (%) and X(i,fc(z) are of
different types. Hence, ¢ = 2 is impossible, and so ¢ > 4. We next show that this,
along with the fact that ¢ = 1, implies that r = 2.

Note that m is even, for if it were odd, then by Theorem 11, x4 (%) would be
of Type 1. Hence m > 2, from which it follows that the LHS of (43) contains a —z2
term, i.e., the coefficient of 22 on the LHS is —1. Therefore, the RHS of (43) must
also contain a —z2 term, which since ¢ > 4, can happen only if 7 = 1 or 2. But since
q =1, Lemma 17 forces r to be 2
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Setting r = 2, it can be verified that (43), upon multiplying out the product on
its RHS, becomes

m 21 o1 a1
(44) (Zf + 1) (Zn _ Zzz> — Z Zlé+4 _ Z (thiJrS + th?+2 + thi+1) _ Zlé.
i=0 1= 1=0 1=0

We now show that the above equality can hold only if § = 4. Suppose, to the
contrary, that ¢ # 4, so that ¢ > 6. Observe that since ¢ > 6, no cancellation of terms
is possible among the various summations on the RHS of (44), as the exponents in
different summations leave different remainders modulo §. It follows that the RHS of
(44) is of the form —1 — z — 22 — 23 4+ Q(2%), where Q(2%) denotes some polynomial
of the form >, cx2®. In particular, the RHS cannot contain any z* or z° terms.

On the other hand, the LHS of (44) is 2" ™" 427 =377 2" -3~ 2% Note that
neither z"*" nor 2™ can cancel out any term in the summation — ZZ’;O 2%, so that
all the terms in this summation remain intact on the LHS. But as the LHS cannot
contain any z% or z° terms (because the RHS does not contain such terms), we find
that m < 3. However, as observed earlier, m is even, so that we must in fact have
m = 2. But now, in order for the LHS to contain a —2z3 term, we must either have
7 =3,or n=7 and 7 + 1 = 3. The latter is impossible as it implies that n = 2 = m,
which cannot happen. But 7 = 3 is also impossible, since with # = 3 and m = 2, the
LHS reduces to 2"t 4+ 2" — E?:o z*, which will always contain a z* or z° term. Thus,
if we assume that § # 4, we are forced to conclude that (44) cannot hold.

Therefore, for (44) to hold, we must have ¢ = 4. But with ¢ = 4, it is readily
verified that the RHS of (44) simplifies to 2™ — ZZZO 2t As a result, (44) becomes
identical to (37) in the proof of Lemma 29, and as shown there, equality in (37) is
possible only if (d, k) = (d, 2d) and (d, k) = (d +1,3d + 1). This completes the proof
of the lemma. 0

Lemmas 26 and 28-31 together prove the following theorem, which in conjunction
with Theorem 25 forms Theorem 1.

THEOREM 32. If d,k,d,k are nonnegative integers such that C(d, k) = C’(ci7 12:),
but (d, k) # (d, k), then one of the following holds:

() {(d, k), (d, k)} = {(£,20), (£ +1,3C+1)} for some integer £ > 0.

(i) {(d, k), (d,k)} ={(1,2),(3,7)}.

There still remains a loose end that needs to be tied up, namely, a proof of
Lemma 27. We provide such a proof now.

Proof of Lemma 27. Suppose that m,n,r,m,n, 7 are as in the statement of the
lemma and that

(45) (z"+1) (z" - Zz’) = (2" +1) (z" - Zzl> .

It suffices to show that r = 7.
Multiplying both sides of (45) by z — 1, we obtain

(46) (2" + 1) (" — 2 — 2™ 1) = (27 4+ D) (T = 2 — ).

Observe first that upon comparing the degrees of both sides of the above equation,
we get

(47) n+r=mn+r.
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Taking the derivative of both sides of (46) and setting z = 1 yields —2m = —21h,
so that m = . Next, taking the second derivative of both sides of (46) and setting
z =1, we get

dn —2m? — 2mr — 2m = 4f — 2m® — 27 — 2rh.
Using the fact that m = m, the above equation reduces to
(48) dn — 2mr = 4n — 2m7.
But now, using (47) and (48), we have
2m4+4)r =4(r +n) — (4n —2mr) = 4(F + ) — (47 — 2m#*) = (2m + 4)7.

Since m # —2, as m > 0, we must have r = #, as desired. O
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