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Abstract

We study the ring of polyfunctions over a commutative ring R with
unit element, i.e., the ring of functions f : R → R which admit a
polynomial representative p ∈ R[x] in the sense that f(x) = p(x) for
all x ∈ R. This allows to define a ring invariant s which associates to a
commutative ringR with unit element a value in N∪{∞}. The function
s generalizes the number theoretic Smarandache function. For the ring
R = Z/nZ we provide a unique representation of polynomials which
vanish as a function. This yields a new formula for the number Ψ(n)
of polyfunctions over Z/nZ. We also investigate algebraic properties
of the ring of polyfunctions over Z/nZ. In particular, we identify the
additive subgroup of the ring and the ring structure itself. Moreover
we derive a new formula for the size of the ring of polyfunctions in
several variables over Z/nZ.

1 Introduction

In a finite field F , every function f : F → F can be represented by a
polynomial, i.e., there exists a polynomial p ∈ F [x] such that f(x) = p(x)
for all x ∈ F . Such a polynomial is, e.g., given by the Lagrange interpolation
polynomial for f . Among the commutative rings with unit element, the finite
fields are actually characterized by this representation property (see [12]):

Theorem 1 (Rédei, Szele). If R is a commutative ring with unit element
then R is a finite field if and only if every function f : R → R can be
represented by a polynomial in R[x].
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If a commutative ring R with unit element is not a field, it is natural to ask
what can be said about the functions from R to R which can be represented
by a polynomial in R[x]. These functions will be called polyfunctions. It
is the objective of this article to investigate the algebraic structure and
combinatorial properties of the ring of polyfunctions f : R → R. To say this
more precisely, the set of functions

{f : R → R | ∃p ∈ R[x] ∀x ∈ R : p(x) = f(x)},

equipped with pointwise addition and multiplication, is a subring of RR.
This ring of polyfunctions over R will be denoted by G(R) and the poly-
nomials which correspond to the zero element in G(R) will be called null-
polynomials (see also [13]).

More generally, one can study the ring of multivariate polyfunctions in d ∈ N
variables – this ring is defined as the set

{f : Rd → R | ∃p ∈ R[x1, x2, . . . , xd] ∀x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd : p(x) = f(x)},

equipped with pointwise addition and multiplication. We denote this ring by
Gd(R) and write G(R) = G1(R), in accordance with the notation introduced
above. Polyfunctions in one variable over Z/nZ were already discussed by
Kempner [8], who gave a formula for the number Ψ(n) of polyfunctions over
Z/nZ, which was subsequently simplified by Keller and Olson in [6] (see
also the work of Carlitz [2] in the case where n is a power of a prime).
Regarding polyfunctions in d variables we refer to [10] and more recently
to [4]: In [4, Theorem 2, p. 5], a characterization theorem is proved which
allows to tell whether a given function f : (Z/nZ)d → Z/nZ is a polyfunction
or not. Furthermore, a formula for the number of polyfunctions Ψd(n) in
d variables over Z/nZ is obtained. In the present work, we provide an
alternative formula for Ψ(n) and a new proof of the formula for Ψd(n) given
in [4].

To each commutative ring R with unit element, we can associate a number
s(R) ∈ N ∪ {∞} which is defined to be the minimal degree m such that
the function x 7→ xm can be represented by a polynomial in R[x] of degree
strictly smaller than m, i.e.

s(R) := min{m ∈ N | ∃p ∈ R[x],deg(p) < m,∀x ∈ R : p(x) = xm} (1)

if such an m exists, and s(R) = ∞ otherwise. The function s is a ring invari-
ant which generalizes the classical number theoretic Smarandache function
s : N → N,

n 7→ s(n) := min{k ∈ N : n | k!}, (2)

which is named after the Rumanian mathematician Florentin Smarandache,
but which has been originally introduced by Lucas in [9] (for prime powers)
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and Kempner in [7] (for general n). The function s defined in (1) will be
called Smarandache function because n 7→ s(Z/nZ) coincides with the usual
Smarandache function n 7→ s(n) (see Theorem 2 below). In the context of
general commutative rings with unit element, this function will be studied
in a forthcoming paper [5]. We also refer to [11], where polyfunctions over
general rings are discussed.

An alternative and, for reasons that will become clear later, preferable way
to view the function defined by (1) is as follows: The building blocks of
polynomials are the monomials x0, x1, x2, . . .. We say, a monomial xm is
reducible, if the function x 7→ xm can be represented by a polynomial in
R[x] of degree strictly smaller than m. Then, s(R) is the number of non-
reducible monomials.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we provide a unique rep-
resentation of null-polynomials (Theorem 8) which yields a new formula
for the number Ψ(n) of polyfunctions over Z/nZ (Corollary 9 and Propo-
sition 11). In Section 3, we investigate algebraic properties of the ring of
polyfunctions over Z/nZ. In particular, we identify the additive subgroup
of the ring (Theorem 14) and the ring structure itself (Theorem 17). We
also investigate the multiplicative subgroup Un of units in the ring (Propo-
sition 21). Section 4 comprises a description of the ring of polyfunctions in
several variables over Z/nZ. In particular, we give a new formula for the
size of this ring (Proposition 25).

1.1 Notational Conventions

Unless stated otherwise, n will denote a natural number > 2 and Zn = Z/nZ
is the ring of integers modulo n. We adopt the notation (a, b) for the greatest
common divisor of the integer numbers a and b, and we write a | b if b is
an integer multiple of a. In order to keep the formulas short, we use the
following multi-index notation:

For k = (k1, k2, . . . , kd) ∈ Nd
0 and x := (x1, x2, . . . , xd)∈ Nd

0 let

x
k :=

d∏

i=1

xkii , k! :=

d∏

i=1

ki!, |k| :=

d∑

i=1

ki, and

(
x

k

)

:=

d∏

i=1

(
xi
ki

)

.

3



2 Combinatorial aspects of Polyfunctions over Zn

2.1 The Smarandache Function

In this section, we want to determine the minimal degree of a normed null-
polynomial in Zn[x]. We call a polynomial normed, if its leading coefficient
is 1. The answer is given in the following theorem:

Theorem 2. s(Zn) equals the Smarandache function s(n) defined in (2).

Remark 3. According to our conventions, n > 2 as the case n = 1 should
formally be excluded since Z1 is not a ring with unit element. However, if
n = 1 we can still make sense of s(Z1) if we view Z1 as {0} and it holds
that s(Z1) = 0 but s(1) = 1. Kempner originally defined s(1) = 1 in [7] but
changed it to s(1) = 0 later on in [8]. By defining

s(n) := min{k ∈ N0 : n | k!},

this ambiguity can be avoided (see also [4, p. 7]) and the theorem might be
stated for every 1 6 n ∈ N. Another proof of Theorem 2 also appears in [3,
Theorem 7, p. 126].

In order to prove Theorem 2 for n > 2, we first show that s(Zn) 6 s(n).
This is established by giving a normed null-polynomial of degree s(n). In
fact, we have

p(x) :=

s(n)
∏

i=1

(x+ i) =

(
x+ s(n)

s(n)

)

s(n)! ≡ 0 mod n

for all x ∈ Z.

The second step consist in proving the reverse inequality s(Zn) > s(n).
We start by recalling a lemma which is well known in combinatorics and
which connects the binomial and the Stirling numbers of the second kind
(see e.g. [1]).

Lemma 4. For all r, j ∈ N0 we have

r∑

i=0

(−1)r−i

(
r

i

)

ij = r!

{
j

r

}

(with the convention 00 := 1).

We provide a short proof for the reader’s convenience. Because of the bi-
nomic inversion formula

br =

r∑

i=0

(
r

i

)

ai ⇐⇒ ar =

r∑

i=0

(−1)r−i

(
r

i

)

bi ,
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the assertion in Lemma 4 is equivalent to

r∑

i=0

(
r

i

)

i!

{
j

i

}

= rj

for all r, j ∈ N0. This formula is easily verified by interpreting i!
{

j
i

}

as

the number of words of length j which one can build by using exactly i
symbols. ✷

In particular, we have by Lemma 4, that

r∑

i=0

(−1)i+r

(
r

i

)

ik = δkrr! (3)

for k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r}. Now, we consider a null-polynomial p over Zn, i.e. we
assume

p(i) =
r∑

k=0

aki
k ≡ 0 mod n

for all i ∈ Zn. Then, it follows from (3) that modulo n

0 ≡

r∑

i=0

r∑

k=0

(−1)i+r

(
r

i

)

aki
k

=

r∑

k=0

ak

r∑

i=0

(−1)i+r

(
r

i

)

ik

=

r∑

k=0

akδkrr! = arr!

This establishes the desired inequality s(Zn) > s(n) and the proof of Theo-
rem 2 is complete.

✷

In order to gain more insight in the ideal of null-polynomials in Zn[x], we
now provide a proof of a stronger version of Theorem 2. First we consider
the following simple lemma:

Lemma 5. Let A and C denote matrices with integer coefficients, y a vector
with integer components and I the identity matrix. If AtC ≡ mI mod n,
then Ay ≡ 0 mod n implies my ≡ 0 mod n.

Proof

Modulo n we have

0 ≡ CtAy = (ytAtC)t ≡ (ytmI)t = my. ✷
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Lemma 5 allows to prove the announced stronger form of Theorem 2.

Theorem 6. If p(x) = a0 + a1x + . . . + arx
r vanishes in Zn on the set

x ∈ {α,α + 1, . . . , α + r} (in particular, if p is a null-polynomial over Zn),
then akr! ≡ 0 mod n holds for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r}.

Proof

For α ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 1} and j ∈ {α,α + 1, . . . , α + r}, we consider the
polynomials

gj,α(x) :=

α+r∏

k=α
k 6=j

(x− k).

Obviously, we have gj,α(i) = 0 whenever i ∈ {α,α+1, . . . , α+ r} is different
from j, and gj,α(j) = (j − α)!(−1)α+r−j(α + r − j)!. Hence, we obtain for
i, j ∈ {α,α + 1, . . . , α+ r}

(−1)α+r−j

(
r

j − α

)

gj,α(i) = δijr!

If we define A to be the square matrix (A)ik = ik, i ∈ {α,α+ 1, . . . , α+ r},
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r}, we can write the left hand side of the above equality as AD
for an appropriate matrix D, i.e. AD = r!I and thus AtC = r!I for C = Dt.
Thus, the hypotheses of Lemma 5 are fulfilled with m = r!.

From the hypothesis of Theorem 6 it follows moreover, that Ay ≡ 0 mod n
for the vector y = (a0, a1, . . . , ar)

t and hence, the conclusion of Lemma 5
gives the desired result. ✷

2.2 Decomposition of Null-Polynomials

In this section we analyse the null-polynomials in Zn[x], i.e. the polynomials
which vanish as a function from Zn to Zn. In particular we will determine
the number of null-polynomials which then allows to compute the number
of polyfunctions over Zn.

We introduce the following notation for 2 6 n ∈ N: q(n) denotes the smallest
prime divisor of n, t(n) := card {s((n, α!)) | s((n, α!)) > q(n), α ∈ N} and

{s((n, α!)) | s((n, α!)) > q(n), α ∈ N} = {β1, β2, . . . , βt(n)},

where the numbers βk are numbered in descending order, i.e.

s(n) = β1 > β2 > . . . > βt(n) = q(n). (4)
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Here, s continues to denote the number-theoretic Smarandache function.
Furthermore, we define

αk :=
n

(n, βk!)
(5)

and consider the basic null-polynomials in Zn[x] :

bk(x) := αk

βk∏

i=1

(x+ i)

Why the null-polynomials are important becomes clear in Theorem 8 below.
But first we consider an example and give some computational remarks.

Example 7. The smallest prime divisor of n = 90 is q(90) = 2, and s(90) =
6. In order to compute the degrees βk according to (4), notice that we only
need to consider values α ∈ {q(n), q(n) + 1, . . . , s(n)}. For these values, we
have

α (90, α!) s((90, α!))

2 2 2
3 6 3
4 6 3
5 30 5
6 90 6

From this table we read off t(90) = 4 and

β1 = 6, β2 = 5, β3 = 3, β4 = 2.

The coefficients αk are now computed by (5):

α1 = 1, α2 = 3, α3 = 15, α4 = 45.

The basic null-polynomials for n = 90 are therefore

b1(x) = (1 + x)(2 + x)(3 + x)(4 + x)(5 + x)(6 + x)

b2(x) = 3(1 + x)(2 + x)(3 + x)(4 + x)(5 + x)

b3(x) = 15(1 + x)(2 + x)(3 + x)

b4(x) = 45(1 + x)(2 + x) ©

Now, in general, with the notations above, the following decomposition the-
orem holds:
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Theorem 8. Every null-polynomial p in Zn[x] has a unique decomposition
of the form

p(x) =

t(n)
∑

k=1

qk(x)bk(x)

where qk ∈ Zn/αk
[x] has degree strictly less than βk−1 − βk if k > 1 and

where deg(q1) = deg(p)− β1.

Proof

We start by proving the existence of a decomposition of the desired type.

In a first step, we can write

p(x) = q1(x)b1(x) + p1(x)

with q1 ∈ Zn[x], deg(q1) = deg(p) − β1, and deg(p1) < β1, by dividing the
polynomials with reminder (observe that b1 is normed).

Now, we assume by induction that the decomposition has the form

p(x) =

l∑

k=1

qk(x)bk(x) + pl(x)

with deg(pl) < βl. Then, the next step is carried out as follows: pl is a
null-polynomial in Zn[x] of the form

pl(x) = a0 + a1x+ . . . + aβl−1x
βl−1.

Hence, by Theorem 6, it follows that

ai(βl − 1)! ≡ 0 mod n

for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , βl − 1}. Since βl+1 = s((n, (βl − 1)!)) < βl, this implies

αl+1 | ai

for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , βl − 1}. Hence, we can divide the polynomial pl by bl+1

with reminder and obtain

pl(x) = ql+1(x)bl+1(x) + pl+1(x)

with deg(pl+1) < βl+1, deg(ql+1) < βl − βl+1 and ql+1 ∈ Zn/αl+1
[x]. This

iterative process ends as soon as deg(pl+1) < q(n), since then, it follows that
pl+1 ≡ 0 mod n.

Now, we assume by contradiction that there exist two different decomposi-
tions of p, i.e.

0 ≡

t(n)
∑

k=1

bk(x)(qk(x)− q̃k(x)) mod n

8



with a smallest index k0 with qk0 6= q̃k0 . For the highest power i in qk0 and
q̃k0 with different coefficient ai 6= ãi we have

(ai − ãi)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈Zn/αk0

αk0 ≡ 0 mod n

and hence ai ≡ ãi mod (n/αk0) which is a contradiction. ✷

2.3 The Number of Polyfunctions

The result of the previous section allows now to compute the cardinality of
the ring G(Zn).

Corollary 9. The number Ψ(n) of polyfunctions over Zn is given by

Ψ(n) =

t(n)
∏

k=1

(n, βk!)
βk−βk−1

with the convention β0 := 0.

Proof

We consider the additive group F (n) of polynomials in Zn[x] of degree
strictly less than s(n) and the normal subgroup N(n) of all null-polynomials
in F (n). The additive group of polyfunctions over Zn is then isomorphic
to the quotient F (n)/N(n). All cosets have the cardinality of the set of
null-polynomials of degree strictly less than s(n), namely, according to The-
orem 8,

|N(n)| =

t(n)
∏

i=2

(
n

αi

)βi−1−βi

.

On the other hand, the number of polynomials of degree strictly less than
s(n) is |F (n)| = nβ1. Division |F (n)|/|N(n)| gives the claimed formula.

✷

Example 10. Let us come back to Example 7 with n = 90: The formula in
Corollary 9 gives Ψ(90) = (90, 6!)6(90, 5!)−1(90, 3!)−2(90, 2!)−1 = 246037500
for the number of polyfunctions over Z90. ©

In the case when n equals the power of a prime number the formula for Ψ
takes a particularly simple form. Since Ψ will be shown to be multiplicative,
it is actually enough to know the values of Ψ(pm) for p prime (see the
following Section 2.3.1).
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2.3.1 The Case n = pm, p prime

At this point it is useful to include a general remark on rings of polyfunctions:
If R and S are commutative rings with unit element, then G(R ⊕ S) and
G(R)⊕G(S) are isomorphic as rings in the obvious way. In particular, since
Zn ⊕ Zm

∼= Znm if m and n are relatively prime, we have that

G(Znm) ∼= G(Zn)⊕G(Zm)

if (m,n) = 1. Therefore, we may confine ourselves to the case n = pm, p
prime, without loss of generality.

This observation gives rise to the following version of Corollary 9.

Proposition 11. Let Ψ(n) denote the number of polyfunctions over Zn and
s the Smarandache function. Then,

(i) the function Ψ is multiplicative, i.e. if (m,n) = 1 then Ψ(mn) =
Ψ(m)Ψ(n), and

(ii) for a prime number p and m ∈ N there holds

Ψ(pm) = expp

(
m∑

k=1

s(pk)

)

,

where we write expp a := pa for typographical reasons.

Example 12. Before we prove Proposition 11, we come back to Example
10, where n = 90. By (i) in Proposition 11, we have

Ψ(90) = Ψ(2)Ψ(32)Ψ(5)

and the factors are by (ii) Ψ(2) = 22, Ψ(32) = 33+6 and Ψ(5) = 55. The
product of these numbers is Ψ(90) = 4 · 19683 · 3125 = 246037500 in accor-
dance with the calculation in Example 10. ©

At this point it is useful to introduce one more quantity which will play
a role in the proof of Proposition 11 and which is going to be used in the
description of the algebraic structure of the ring of polyfunctions over Zn

(see Section 3.2). For prime numbers p and integers k > 0 we define

ep(k) := max{x ∈ N0 : px | k!}.

Notice that ep(k) = j for jp 6 k < (j + 1)p if k < p2. But the next number
is ep(p

2) = p+ 1.
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Proof of Proposition 11

(i) The multiplicativity follows immediately from the remark preceding the
proposition.

(ii) The basic null-polynomials of degree strictly less than s(pm) are in this
case given by

bk(x) = pm−ep(k)
k∏

i=1

(x− i)

for k = p, 2p, 3p, . . . , s(pm) − p. Thus the number of null-polynomials in
Zpm[x] of degree strictly less than s(pm) is

s(pm)/p−1
∏

k=1

ppep(pk),

and the total number of polynomials in Zpm [x] of degree strictly less than
s(pm) is

pms(pm).

Division of both numbers yields the number of polyfunctions over Zpm,
namely

Ψ(pm) = expp



p

s(pm)/p−1
∑

k=0

(m− ep(pk))



 .

Hence, the claim is proved if we verify that for all m ∈ N there holds

p

s(pm)/p−1
∑

k=0

(m− ep(pk)) =

m∑

k=1

s(pm). (6)

Obviously, (6) is true for m = 1. Moreover s(pm+1)− s(pm) is either 0 or p.
Using this, it is easy to see, that (6) holds for m + 1 if it is correct for m,
and the claim follows by induction. ✷

Remark 13.

(i) The formula in (ii) above is particularly simple in the case m 6 p: We
observe that s(pk) = kp for k 6 p. Thus

m∑

k=1

s(pk) = p

(
m+ 1

2

)

and Ψ(pm) = expp

(

p

(
m+ 1

2

))

for m 6 p.

11



(ii) While the present approach for counting the number of polyfunc-
tions in Zn consists in finding a unique representative for each null-
polynomial, in [4, Theorem 5, p. 8], each polyfunction is shown to have
a unique representative. An alternative proof of Theorem 11 above is
then given in [4, Theorem 6, p. 9] by counting these representatives.
Moreover, a very short formula for Ψ(n) is given in [4, Theorem 9, p.
10] in terms of the Smarandache function, the Mangoldt function and
the Dirichlet convolution.

(iii) Not only the formula for Ψ(n) looks particularly pleasant for n = pm,
also the decomposition of the additive group F (n) takes its simplest
form for powers of prime numbers. As mentioned earlier in this section,
it is sufficient to know the structure of F (n) for n = pm. In this case,
the decomposition in Theorem 14 below simplifies to

F (pm) ∼= p

s(pm)/p−1
⊕

k=0

Zpm−ep(pk) .

3 Algebraic properties of the ring of polyfunctions

3.1 The Additive Group of Polyfunctions

Let F (n) denote the additive group of polyfunctions over Zn and Fk(n) the
subgroup of polyfunctions which have a representative of degree less than or
equal to k. Using the notation of the previous section, we have the following
result:

Theorem 14. The group F (n) is isomorphic to

t(n)
⊕

k=1

(βk − βk+1)Zαk+1

with the convention βt(n)+1 := 0 and αt(n)+1 := n.

We prepare the proof by the following lemma:

Lemma 15. Let βj 6 k + 1 < βj−1, k > 0, 2 6 j 6 t(n) + 1. Then there
holds:

(i) Every element in the quotient F (n)/Fk(n) has order less than or equal
to αj .

(ii) The polyfunction represented by xk+1 has the order αj in F (n)/Fk(n).

12



Proof of the Lemma

(i) We have, that in F (n)/Fk(n)

αjx
k+1 = αjx

βjxk+1−βj = bj(x)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

= 0 for all x ∈ Zn

xk+1−βj = 0

since βj 6 k+1. Now, every f ∈ F (n)/Fk(n) contains x
k+1 as a factor and

hence ord(f) 6 αj .

(ii) Suppose αxk+1 = 0 in F (n)/Fk(n) for some α in Zn. Then, by Theo-
rem 6, α(k + 1)! ≡ 0 mod n. Hence, α is a multiple of

n

(n, (k + 1)!)
>

n

(n, βj−1!)
= αj−1

since k + 1 < βj−1. Thus we have

n

(n, (k + 1)!)
> αj

and hence α /∈ {1, 2, . . . , αj − 1}. ✷

Now, Theorem 14 follows from Lemma 15 by iteration: First, we observe
that 1 ∈ F (n) has the (maximal) order n = αt(n)+1. Thus

F (n) ∼= Zn ⊕ F (n)/F0(n)

since finite Abelian groups split off a maximal cyclic subgroup. Now, we
proceed iteratively and split in each step

F (n)/Fk(n) ∼= Zαj ⊕ F (n)/Fk+1(n)

by using Lemma 15. The process stops as soon as k+1 = n, and by collecting
the quotients we obtain the claimed decomposition. ✷

Remark 16. Since it turns out that it is sufficient to know the structure
of F (pm) for prime numbers p (see Section 2.3.1), observe that in this case,
the decomposition described in Theorem 14 takes a particularly simple form
(see Remark 13, item (iii), above).

3.2 The Ring of Polyfunctions

In this section, we use the shorthand notation G(n) for G(Zn), i.e. the ring of
polyfunctions over Zn. We recall, that G(mn) ∼= G(m)⊕G(n) if (m,n) = 1,
and hence we may restrict ourselves to investigate the structure of G(n) in

13



the case n = pm for p prime. Let Ip,m be the ideal of polynomials in Zpm [x]
defined by

Ip,m = {f ∈ Zpm[x] : f(kp) = 0 for all k}.

Then, we have the following decomposition:

Theorem 17. (i) G(pm) ∼= pZpm [x]/Ip,m .

(ii) Zpm [x]/Ip,m is not decomposable.

Proof

We proceed in several steps:

1. step: For j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p− 1} let

Rj(p
m) := {f ∈ G(pm) : f(k) = 0 if k 6≡ j mod p}.

It is clear that Rj(p
m) is an ideal of G(pm) and that Ri(p

m)∩Rj(p
m) = {0}

if i 6= j.

2. step: We show that G(pm) ∼=

p−1
⊕

j=0

Rj(p
m).

To see this, we define
ε0(x) := 1− xmϕ(pm),

where ϕ denotes Euler’s ϕ-function. Then we have

ε0(k) ≡

{

0 if k 6≡ 0 mod p

1 if k ≡ 0 mod p
mod pm.

Moreover, for εj(x) := ε0(x− j), we have similarly

εj(k) ≡

{

0 if k 6≡ j mod p

1 if k ≡ j mod p
mod pm.

Hence, for f ∈ G(pm), we have fεj ∈ Rj(p
m) and

f =

p−1
∑

j=0

fεj.

Then,

Φ0 : G(pm) →

p−1
⊕

j=0

Rj(p
m), f 7→ (fε0, fε1, . . . , fεp−1)

is a ring isomorphism (the ring operations + and · are, as usual, defined
componentwise).
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3. step: We show that Rj(p
m) ∼= R0(p

m) for j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 1}.

The map
Φ1 : R0(p

m) → Rj(p
m), f 7→ f(· − j)

is a ring isomorphism. Hence, according to the second step, we have that

G(pm) ∼= pR0(p
m).

4. step: We show that R0(p
m) ∼= Zpm[x]/Ip,m.

To see this, we consider the map

Φ2 : Zpm[x] → R0(p
m), f 7→ fε0.

Φ2 is a surjective ring homomorphism. If f ∈ ker(Φ2), then Φ2(f)(k) = 0
for all k ∈ Zpm and hence f(jp)ε0(jp) = f(jp) = 0 for all j. This implies
that f ∈ Ip,m. Arguing in the opposite direction, we conclude that f ∈ Ip,m
implies that f ∈ ker(Φ2).

Now, (i) follows from the third and the fourth step and it remains to prove
(ii). This is done in the last step:

5. step: We show, that R0(p
m) is not decomposable:

Let f ∈ R0(p
m) be such that f2 = f . In particular, this means f2(jp) =

f(jp) for all j. Hence, f(jp) ∈ {0, 1} for all j. Observe, that

f(jp) ≡ f(0) mod p

and hence
f(k) = 0 for all k ∈ Zpm

or

f(k) =

{

0 if k 6≡ 0 mod p,

1 if k ≡ 0 mod p.

It follows that only two elements f ∈ R0(p
m) with the property f2 = f

exist. In a decomposable ring there are at least four elements with f2 = f .
This completes the proof. ✷

We now want to investigate the structure of the ideal Ip,m is more detail.
First, for m ∈ N and a prime number p, we define

s∗(pm) := min{x ∈ N : pm | pxx!}.

Then, for r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s∗(pm)− 1} let

e∗(r) := max{x ∈ N : px | pkk!}

and
e∗(s∗(pm)) := m.

15



Remark 18. s∗ is connected with the Smarandache function by

p s∗(pm) = s(pm).

Let us assume, that f ∈ Ip,m:

f(x) = a1x+ a2x
2 + . . . + arx

r.

Then, f(jp) ≡ 0 mod pm for all j and hence, the polynomial

g(x) := a1px+ a2p
2x2 + . . .+ arp

rxr

is a null-polynomial over Zpm. Hence, it follows from Theorem 6 that

akp
kr! ≡ 0 mod pm

for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}. From, this congruence, we immediately obtain the
following conclusion.

Proposition 19.

(i) If f ∈ Ip,m is normed, then deg(f) > s∗(pm).

(ii) If f ∈ Ip,m, f(x) = a1x+ a2x
2 + . . .+ arx

r, with r 6 s∗(pm), then

pm−e∗(r)+r−k | ak

holds for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}.

Now, the polynomials in Ip,m can be decomposed similarly as the null-
polynomials (see Section 2.2). The basic polynomials are in this case

b∗k(x) := pm−e∗(k)
k∏

j=1

(x+ jp)

for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s∗(pm)}. In fact, we have:

Lemma 20. b∗k ∈ Ip,m for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s∗(pm)}.

Proof

We have

b∗k(jp) = pm−e∗(k)
k∏

j=1

(x+ jp)

= pm−e∗(k)pk
(
j + k

k

)

k! (7)

The right hand side of (7) is congruent 0 modulo pm for all j as is easily
seen by treating separately the cases k < s∗(pm) and k = s∗(pm). ✷
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3.3 The Units in G(Zn)

The previous results on the algebraic structure of the ring of polyfunctions
over Zn allow now to answer more specific questions. As an example, we
consider the multiplicative subgroup Un of units in G(Zn) and ask for the
size of U3k .

For this, we consider the set Q of polynomials in Z3k [x] with degree strictly
less than s(3k) =: r + 1. A polynomial q ∈ Q, q(x) = a0 + a1x + a2x

2 +
. . . + arx

r with ai ∈ Z3k , represents according to [4, Proposition 3, p. 5]
an invertible polyfunction (i.e. a unit in G(Z3k)) if and only if its image is
contained in the multiplicative subgroup of units in Z3k , that is

q(i) 6≡ 0 mod 3 for i = 0, 1, 2. (8)

(Observe that q(x+ 3j) ≡ q(x) mod 3 for all integers x and j.) Let

Σ1 :=
r∑

i=1
i odd

ai

and

Σ2 :=

r∑

i=2
i even

ai.

Then, we can rewrite (8) in the form

a0 6≡ 0 mod 3
a0 +Σ1 +Σ2 6≡ 0 mod 3

a0 +Σ1 + 2Σ2 6≡ 0 mod 3






(9)

It is then easy to determine the total numberX of solutions (a0, a1, . . . , ar) ∈
Zr+1
3k

of (9):

X = 8 · 3k(r+1)−3.

Now, two polynomials in Q represent the same unit in G(Z3k) if and only if
their difference is a null-polynomial of degree strictly less than s(3k). The
number Y of such null-polynomials is according to Proposition 11 given by

Y =
3ks(3

k)

Ψ(3k)
.

Division of X by Y yields the following result:

Proposition 21.

|U3k | =
(2

3

)3
Ψ(3k) =

(2

3

)3
exp3

(
k∑

i=1

s(3i)

)

.

In other words, the fraction of units among all polyfunctions in G(Z3k) is
8
27 , independently of k.
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4 Polyfunctions in Several Variables

Recall that

Gd(R) = {f : Rd → R | ∃p ∈ R[x1, x2, . . . , xd] ∀x ∈ Rj =⇒ p(x) = f(x)},

equipped with pointwise addition and multiplication denotes the ring of
polyfunctions in d variables, whenever R is a commutative ring with unit
element.

An alternative (but equivalent) construction is to define Gd(R) recursively
as the ring of polyfunctions in one variable from R to Gd−1(R) by

Gd(R) = {f : R → Gd−1(R) | ∃p ∈ Gd−1(R)[x] ∀x ∈ R =⇒ p(x) = f(x)}.

We recall a few facts and definitions from [4] in order to count the number of
polyfunctions on Zn in d variables, and again it is enough to find a formula
for n = pm since we have the natural decomposition Gd(Zab) ∼= Gd(Za) ⊕
Gd(Zb) if (a, b) = 1. We define the set

Sd(n) := {k ∈ Nd
0 : n ∤ k!}

and let sd(n) := |Sd(n)| be the generalization of the Smarandache function
introduced in [4]. As for the case of one variable we define

ep(k) := max{x ∈ N0 : px | k!}.

Definition 22. Let a be an element of Zn. We say, the polynomial axk ∈
Zn[x] is reducible (modulo n) if a polynomial p(x) ∈ Zn[x] exists with
deg(p) < |k| such that axk ≡ p(x) mod n for all x ∈ Zd

n. Moreover,
we say that axk is weakly reducible if axk ≡ p(x) mod n for all x ∈ Zd

n,
where p ∈ Zn[x] is such that deg(p) 6 |k| (instead of deg(p) < |k|) and such
that xk (or a multiple of it) does not appear as a monomial in p.

We will need the following lemma (see also [4, Lemma 4, p. 6]) which char-
acterizes tuples k for which axk is (weakly) reducible in Zn[x].

Lemma 23.

(i) If axk is weakly reducible modulo n, then n | ak!.

(ii) If n | ak!, then axk is reducible modulo n.

Proof

(i) We assume, that p(x) reduces axk weakly. Hence, q(x) := axk−p(x) is a
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null-polynomial in d variables over Zn. Let us define the following “integral”
for functions f : Zn → Zn:

∫ m

0
f(x)dµ(x) :=

m∑

j=0

(−1)m−j

(
m

j

)

f(j).

Now, we write q in the form

q(x) =
∑

l∈Nd
0

|l|6|k|

qlx
l

for suitable coefficients ql ∈ Zn, with qk = a. Then, modulo n, we have

0 =

∫ kd

0

∫ kd−1

0
· · ·

∫ k1

0
q(x)dµ(x1) . . . dµ(xd−1)dµ(xd) =

=
∑

l∈Nd
0

|l|6|k|

ql

∫ kd

0

∫ kd−1

0
· · ·

∫ k1

0
x
ldµ(x1) . . . dµ(xd−1)dµ(xd).

Observe that the only term which does not vanish in the above sum is by
Lemma 4

qk

∫ kd

0

∫ kd−1

0
· · ·

∫ k1

0
x
kdµ(x1) . . . dµ(xd−1)dµ(xd) = ak!.

In fact all other terms vanish by Lemma 4, since |l| 6 |k| and l 6= k implies
that for some i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d} we have li < ki and therefore the integral
with respect to xi gives zero. This completes the proof of (i).

(ii) We assume, that n | ak!. Then, the polynomial

q(x) := a

d∏

i=1

ki∏

l=1

(xi + l) = ak!

d∏

i=1

(
xi + ki

ki

)

= ak!

(
x+ k

k

)

is a null-polynomial over Zn and the term of maximal degree is axk. Hence,
q(x)− axk reduces axk. ✷

As an immediate consequence, we have:

Corollary 24. A monomial xk is reducible modulo n if and only if it is
weakly reducible.

Furthermore it is proved in [4, Proposition 5, p. 8] that every polyfunction
f ∈ Gd(Zpm) has a unique representative of the form

f(x) =
∑

k∈Nd0
ep(k)<m

αkx
k,

19



where αk ∈ {0, 1, . . . , pm−ep(k) − 1}. Notice, that ep(k) < m if and only if
k ∈ Sd(p

m) and hence this representative can be written as

f(x) =
∑

k∈Sd(pm)

αkx
k. (10)

In the case of one variable, what the Smarandache function really does is
counting the number of monomials xk, k ∈ N0, which are not reducible.
Using the unique representative of a polyfunction above we can count the
number of monomials xk, k ∈ Nd

0, which are not reducible and hence to find
a formula for Ψd(n) which counts the number of polyfunctions in Gd(Zn).
We obtain

Proposition 25. The number of polyfunctions in Gd(Zn) is given by

Ψd(p
m) =

∏

k∈Nd
0

ep(k)<m

pm−ep(k). (11)

On the other hand it is shown in [4, Theorem 6, p. 9] that

Ψd(p
m) = expp

(
m∑

k=1

sd(p
k)

)

. (12)

The equivalence of the two formulas (11) and (12) can be established by a
similar induction argument as in the proof of Proposition 11. However, it
is much more instructive, to give a direct algebraic argument: We consider
the surjective homomorphism H of rings defined by

H : Gd(Zpm+1) → Gd(Zpm), f 7→ H(f) := h ◦ f ◦ h∗.

Here,
h : Zpm+1 → Zpm, [x]pm+1 7→ [x]pm ,

where [x]n denotes the coset of x ∈ Z modulo n, and

h∗ : Zpm → Zpm+1 , [x]pm 7→ [x]pm+1

for 0 6 x < pm. Then,

Ψd(p
m+1) = |Gd(Zpm+1)| = |Gd(Zpm)|| kerH|

and the equivalence of (11) and (12) is proved if we can show that

| kerH| = psd(p
m+1). (13)

Observe, that f ∈ kerH if and only if f(x) ≡ 0 mod pm, i.e. exactly if
pf vanishes as a function in Zpm+1 . Now, for each k ∈ S(pm+1) and every
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ai := ipm−ep(k), i = 0, 1, . . . , p− 1, the monomial aipx
k is reducible modulo

pm+1 by Lemma 23 since pm+1 | aipk!. I.e., there exists a polynomial qi,k(x)
of degree strictly less than |k| which agrees modulo pm with aix

k. Thus,
aix

k − qi,k(x) represent polyfunctions in kerH. On the other hand, in view
of (10) every polyfunction f ∈ kerH has a unique representation of the form

f(x) =
∑

k∈Sd(pm+1)

aix
k − qi,k(x), i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p− 1}.

Hence | kerH| = p|Sd(p
m+1)| = psd(p

m+1), as claimed. ✷
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