Computer Security Symposium 2016
11 - 13 October 2016

BR{A_ED Anick automorphism DE# & L TORFS

flTE R
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Sign of permutations induced by Anick automorphisms over finite fields
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Abstract: In this paper, we investigate the sign of permutations induced by Anick automorphisms and
Nagata-Anick automorphisms over finite fields. We shall prove that if Anick automorphisms and Nagata-
Anick automorphisms are defined over a prime field of even characteristic, the permutations induced by Anick
automorphisms and Nagata-Anick automorphisms are odd, and otherwise, the permutations are even.
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1. [FU®IC

kzik, Xi,..., X, 2AETLEL, k[X,...,X,] 2K
k EDn ZHLEHAR, K(Xq,...,X,) 2Kk EOn %
BLHEHADOBHEAWNRE (BRPETHRTH 2L H
AR 95, fi e k[Xy,..., X, ) 1 <i<m) &L,
EED (a1,...,a,) € K" 1T L, nHDOLHERN f; DM

F= (f17"'7fm) Lj:’
F(ay,...,an) = (filar,...yan),. .o, fm(a1,...,an))
(1.1)
CEZBTAHILIZEST, "o k" ~NDEH{EAKRT Z
ENTES. FREHEAGEHEEEND. m=nhDEH
HRZ2HAGEHRTH->T, TOFEHE FLLHEAEGHT
T RO RERR AT LEHIJOR, T 690-8504 BBURATL i
JITERT 1060.
Interdisciplinary Graduate School of Science and Engineer-
ing, Shimane University, 1060 Nishikawatsu-cho, Matsue-shi,

Shimane 690-8504, Japan.
) hakuta(at)cis.shimane-u.ac.jp

H3ELDELHEAAMEG L VS, LHARME LA D
HEFELROEGHICBEUTH 2. B2 HAREE
Be LT, 774 vECAEEG L EARE RGP
LNTHY, TS DEZHAFAMEGLEETERI NG
WA AR BR R DO FEINEH D L IFEN, Z0
TIRNEE SR GG L EEN S, EHE RS 4 SA BRAE
D771 vECFAEEGHEEARACRBEEHKDOEHRKDET
Ho, GRONWEIHECRMNEGEZ, LEHOAKROFIZS
fi# 3 5 Z & % tame decomposition & FF3, %2 #% HA
5 ([3]) ®—F:NT&H % Tame Transformation Method
([14], [15]) 1, tame decomposition D KRR EIZ 242
DRPLZ ENTB D, Tame Transformation Method D%
Mz DOWTIE, (1], [4], [5], [8], [16] % & DFERHHI S
NTWBA, —fRD tame decomposition 0D KRR EAIF
HERINZHEETH 20 L5 PFHS N THR.

Kk DEHEE g DFEBRATF, Thd L &, ZHAFEBR
AR F, LOERIKIGHIZER LOBEME AT 2 &
NTE5. GRIKF, LONEEI#Z, F, LOABRRTHR



2 OO AR (B L AT L, YOk
BRI 2, EWHMERBANICHRTHS. oM
BUZX U, Maubach i, n > 22D g =2 7% o XEH DR
WRABETH D, n> 25D q# 274 S XIEESREHIIFREE
TH5, LWIKREZFHL TS ([12], Theorem 2.3).
DED, n>2hDq=2%0 X HERMEGE, Eife
UTBERIZ R Z e HFEHRIIRDEZEHDH, n>2
MO q £ 2R oIXFITMERIZRS, LEVZZ LN
TE5.

DR EZ S, ZHARBEEHROMEIZEL < DRI (cf.
[6], [19], [20]) % & A T\% Nagata automorphism [17],
Anick automorphism, Nagata-Anick automorphism [2] 7%
EOEMEEEREKF, LOLHARMEHIZTL, ZDE
Bl UTOREZHRDE Z L I3BENICHRTH S, X7,
ik U7z & 51z, BREOZIHARBGMHIELERLHN
WEOMBEZL LTHMAEAINTE D, ZHARMEH
DEHE U TORZIZHET 21FHRIE, 2LBLHAESD
B, 2 tame decomposition O KEEM: % A3 5 BRIZ
LEHEARERZ G AT NS AEERDH B (cf. [11]). %
ZCARTIE, BRK EE X N7z Anick automorphism,
& O Nagata-Anick automorphism D E# L L TDRE%
FAND.

2. B - BEHER

ZITE, ARTHEATSE, ROBARERIZOW
THHT 5. ZEARMEEGIZET 23z DOVWTIE, 4
ZIWE 2], [1 mEEZBI N,

N:={1,2,...} z ARBehROEE LT 5. k* = k\{0}
&35, MA, (k) TE™ 25 k" ~NOZEXNGE2ROES
Z#&K U, Maps(k™, k") Tk" 26 k" ~NOEBRLEKOES
RT. 752, (1.1) &b, HREEH

m: MA,(k) — Maps(k", k") (2.1)

PEIET 5. MA, (k), Maps(k™, k™)) 1254 & LCTOEM
WEOEHETHY, ThoDPHTENTNEEES L H
7762 9% monoid TH D, B4R 7 1% monoid D [E] D HE[H]
RE{RTHS. MA, (k) DL TH->T, HmxkFOmLek
DES%E GA, (k) £ EL. GAL (k) Dtk LIEAFRRE 4
WS, FKi=1,....nIlH L Tdegf, =1 ThHbLZ,
ZHEHANAMEG F = (fi,..., fu) &7 7 1 Y HCORME G
CIEENS. LFORDOZIENEGH E,,

Eai = (Xl, .. -7Xi—17Xi +a7;,Xi+1, .. .,Xn),
ai € K[X1,..., Xs,..., X,] (2.2)
- k[le' . '7Xi—17Xi+17--- 7XTLL

FZHARAMERTHY, 2O BN 1FE = B,
TH5. (22) DROLHARMNER E,, \$EAH R

B LHiENn5.

774 vACHBEEHEKDOESEZ Aff(k,n), FEE
HoRBEEGEKROESA % Ek,n) LB E, Aff(kn) &
E(k,n) iZENnZh GA, (k) DEBREETHS. T(k,n) =
(Aff(k,n), BE(k,n)) &BL. 2T, (Hy, H) XEBH B
Hi,Hy, C GIZ&oTHEHKINDE GO ERT.
T(k,n) ® GA, (k) DEIEETH O, MEHSEELIFIENS.
peT(kn) DEE, ¢ FHECHAMER (tame automor-
phism) TH 2 &\, £S5 TRVWE & (¢ € GA,(K)\T'(k,n)
DL E) ¢ IXHE (wild automorphism) TH5B &V, T
BEOIEHARMES ¢ € T(k,n) 2L, 25 HAREI CN,
€1,62 €{0,1}, 0; € Aff(k,n) 1 <i<Il+1), o, € E(k,n)
(1<i<i+1), neEEn (1<i<l), 7 & Aff(kn)
(1<i<l)DFEL,

p=o0y'oTi0030---00;0T 00,3, (2.3)

PO o. X (2.3) %2 ¢ € T(k,n) D tame decomposi-
tion LIEE. K ED 2 ZHONEH CRIBEHIZDONWTIX (9],
Kulk53 12 & 2 HARKERPH SN TN S,

REIZHU, kOB % p=char(k) L EL. Kk HPE
R q DEBRMKF, (p = char(F,),¢g=p™, m>1) D&
g, 21) DB/ TR, £ESILIZTS

Tq: MAL(F,) — Maps(E2,F?). (2.4)

BAR o 3TEDHER LB G
g GAL(F,) — Sym(F7) (2.5)

&R T, 22T Sym(S) IFARES S EOXHREE%E
x7.
FAR sgn
sgn : Sym(S) — {1} (2.6)

ERSBEBET S, BB sgn ZHERETH D,
Ker(sgn) = Alt(S) TH 5, TIT, Alt(S) XS LD
WA KT, WAMEG C GAL(F,) IZxt L, 7, (G) (X FRE
Sym(F7) DEARETH 5.

SIRRRE Sym(F7) DEARE g (TAR(Fy)) OREINEE %
FARD Z L IFBEFHNZHATH D, Maubach IZ& 2P FD
FEE ([12], Theorem 2.3) DEISNT\W5 :

EIHE 1. ([12], Theorem 2.3) n > 2 &3 5. ¢ B#H
B, &72ldq=2%51E 7, (TA,(F,)) = Sym(F}) TH 5.
q=2", m>27%5Fn, (TA,(F,)) = Alt(F?) TH 5.

G m, m T BMEEIIOWTI [13]) 22 E N
7200,

MR, AFTI, Rk LD 3EBSEAR% k(z,v, 2], Kk
LD AEBBLZHEARE klw,z,y,2] LFL. (X, ..., X,)
FOHCHEREE Auty k(X,...,X,) £EL ZOLE,



H AR 7 e [ AU AR

0 : Auty k(X1,..., Xn) — GAn(k) (2.7)

MEAET S (]2], pp.397-398). ZIHAH BG4

§:= (v +y(zy —yz),y,2 + (2y — y2)y) 2.8)

€ Autg k{x,y, z)
l% Anick automorphism & FEIX4, %IEH CRFIES

p=(w,z+ (wz —yz) z,y + w(wzr — yz), z) (2.9)
€ Auty, k{w, z,y, ) .

I¥ Nagata-Anick automorphism & FFIE 3 ([2], p.398).
3. FER1

Z ZTl¥, Anick automorphism D&t U TORFFIZ
B9 % ERER (FEH 1) 2259, ROMME (ME 1) 13,
Anick automorphism 6 (§) @ tame decomposition TdH 5.
#i® 1. (Anick automorphism 6 (§) @ tame decom-
position) HAHCRMER ¢, %

¢:: (x,y,z—x),T:Z (a:—yQZ,y,z) EE(k73)

45 ZOLE,

0(6)=¢ toTog (3.1)
DI D NLD.
Proof.

TO¢ = (x—yQZ,y,z)O(x,y,z—x)
= (e-y’ (e~ 2),y,2 —2)
= (z+yay—yz),y,2— )

THY, ¢t =(z,y,2+2) Zh5

¢ loTop=(z+y(zy—yz),y,
z—x+ax+y(zy—yz))
=(x+y(ry —yz),y,2+y(xy —yz))
b, koT, 0(0)=9¢ toTop DY LD, O
FEM 1 OO -, IROHE (i 2) 2HET 5.
Z OFHREI, i 1 T RUREARRBESG r O@E#HE LT

DRSIZET IR TH B,
W 2. (B, (1) OBEE)

1 (¢:&#AE E=lE g=2"m>2),

sgn (7q (7)) =
-1 (¢=2),

(3.2)
NS RASH

Proof. f£E D yo,29 € Fy Z2HLD, [ €3 5. B4
T(yo,zo) Fg — Fg 72

T(yo,20) Fg - Fg
W W
(‘T’ywz) — (CU—yQZ,y,Z)7 (33)
Yy=yoM2z=2zD&E,
('T’ y7 Z) H (‘T? y’ z)7
ZTofD L =,

THEET S, G (3.3) DERLD, 7. BHASHITFS
LOEBRTHB.

B (7o) = {(2,9,2) € F} |
T(yo720)(xa Y, Z) 7é (IL‘, Y, Z)}

B (Yo, 20) # (W0, 20) %5 (yh, 20) € Ffy x Fjy i2HfL,
B (T(y(),zn)) nB (T(yé,zé)) =® 7L17J‘6

T= H T(yo,20) (3.4)
Yo,20€F:
ThH, X (34) 1% 7 2B DL WVEBOBIZ 2L
TWa.

XIZ, BB (20 (0,20 € Fp) 2 ILBED D20
FEOMIZIEST D, TDOIZ, z,0’ e F IZ/L, A
e O 2 U FCERT S 521 {0,1,....p—1} A
FIEL, o =20 —lydz L HIF DL E, Do, s s
R TH R Z L IIHSLTH .

O ={a' eF, |z D (3.5)
r5<. R, % F, oREEE D BT s eerERL T
5. R, =q/p=p"/p=p" 1 THEZLITEREL LS.
FED ro € R~ 2L, B Tao,(50,20) :Fg — }Fg %

3 3
Fq Fq
W w

Txo,(y0,20) *

(x,9,2) —  (z—92,9,2),
x € C}(c?b"D Y=y z=20D& &,
(x,y,2) — (.9, 2),
DD L &,
(3.6)

TREETS. G (3.6) DEELD, 74 (yo,z) FFo LD
KEBRTH Y, 2 € R, B a) & CF i35
i) ncy =ocnshs,

T(yo0,20) = H T0,(y0,20) (3.7)
ToER,

THY, X (3.7) Xl 7, ., &IHETD DMK R E
DRIZAREL TV 5.
BRI, KEER 7, (0. ZHBMOBIZDMRT 5.



we{l,...,p-1} %5 ultHL, T o F o F
%
T(“) . F?’ N IFS
%o,(Y0,20) * q q

w w
(x —uy?z,y, 2),

(,9,2) = (20,Y0, 20) DL T,
(v +uy?z,y, 2),

(z,y,2) +—

(z,y,2) +—
(x7y’z> = (Z’O - uy(2)207y0720) G)t §7

(x,y,2) — (z,y,2),
oMok %,
(3.8)
TEHT 5. G (3.8) OEHRE D, 7Y 1F (20,0, 20)

& (zo — uydzo,yo, 20) PDHEANEZ, T OO F3 Dt
EFANZZ VDR SHENCHBTHS., 75,

_ (1)
Ta0,(y0,20) = Tao,(yo,y0)

0.0 AW (3.9)

THY, K (3.9) BKETS 7, (40 20 & EBOFU /L
Twa. & (34), & (3.7), & (3.9 &b,

T= H Téz;;())yzo) oo Tﬂg?(ymzo) (3.10)
Y0,20€EF; 20 ER~+
8%, £oT, 71 (p—1) xp™ 1t x (¢—1)° O HEH
DORTEREING. BEkDY,

sgn (m, (7)) = (17" @D (3.11)

ThHd. ¢ P& S5 Ep—1=0mod?2, ¢g—1=0
mod2 &7 0, p"l(p—1)(g—1)° = 0 mod2 TH
5.¢q=2" m>2%25Fp" =0 mod2 &b,
P lp—1(g-1*=0 mod2THh3. LENoT, ¢
DWEE, Eldg=2" m>24%5Esgn(my (7)) =17T
BB, q=2%0Fp" (p—1)(¢—1)>=20x1x12=1
D6 sgn(my (1) =-1Thd. £oT, X (3.2) kD
SO, O

fiRE 2, JORIE 1 &0, ROERER (EEH 1) 21595.
FFEHE 1. (Anick automorphism 6 (§) € GA;(F,) D&
BELTORE) ¢ VG E, £hidg=2" m>2%456
7, (0(5)) € AIL(F3) TH D, g =255 7,(0(5) €
Sym(F?) \ Alt(F3) TH 5. D% D,

1 (BB EZg=2",m>2),

sgn (7 (6 (9))) =
-1 (¢=2),

(3.12)
Ths.

Proof. #fif8 1 5K sgn, m, WENTNRHERRITH S
N )

sgn (74 (6(9))) = sgn (mq (0 (67" 070 9)))

3
=}
-
L
SN—
SN—
w0
[0}
[=}
—
3
=}
3
=
wn
[0}
[=i
5
=)
=
S~—

s, fliE2L0,
1 (¢ B £7-1F ¢g=2",m >2),

THB NS, X (3.12) 255. O

sgn (mq (7)) = {

[6], p.660 TIE, & (2.8) KB B REL Yy, » & AREER
=% IHAH AR G4

w:i=(r+y(ry —yz),y,2 + (2y — y2)y)

(3.13)
€ Auty k(z,y, 2z)

% Anick automorphism & FEATW5. 2 DDZHEANHCD
HTEE 0 (5), 6 (w) DX

0(w)=1o060(8) o (3.14)

mEBENH D, ZIZT, = (z,2,y) € Af(k,3) TH 5.
T 1R (3.14) kv, UTOR%EE5.

% 1. ((w) € GA3(F) DEB#BRELTOFS) § €
Autp, Fo(z,y,z) 23 (2.8) TEE S N7z Anick automor-
phism, w € Autp, Fo(z,y,2) 2 (3.13) TEHEI Nz
Anick automorphism £ 35. ZDE &,

sgn (g (0(9))) = sgn (mq (0 (w))) (3.15)

MDD, DE D, Anick automorphism 0 (5) D EH &
U CTOHFIE Anick automorphism 0 (w) DiE#E L TD
e,

4. EHR2

Z ZTl%, Nagata-Anick automorphism D&E# & L TD
R 12BT 2 EREHR (FEH 2) 219, £9, UFO#
fiz175.

tERETE L, BRAEF, EO—ZHZHERX f(t) %

ft) = [ t=¢) e Fylt]
celFy
TRETS. g e L A REBF O&NE ($abD
Fr=(g) £95&,

_jo (e IF:;) )

“M_{(W*HHW (a=0),
_{0 (a k),
(—1)a-1gla=2@=1/2 (4 =0),



Th5.
co = f(0) = (_1)q—1g(q—2)(q—1)/2
EBL. e F, THEILITEBINLV. Ait) =
Uy f(t) Tt £ B< &,
0 (xeF;),
h(a) = (4.1)
1 (a=0),

TH5.

RO (i 3) 1%, 5 tame decomposition & Nagata-
Anick automorphism 6 (p) V@ L TEHELWI L 2R
TW5.

#i78 3. (Nagata-Anick automorphism 0 (p) & Bt &
L T% L \\ tame automorphism) FHAH AHETES ),
ENE

V= (w,z,y —wrz?"? 2) € E(Fy,4),
&= (w,x — yz2,y,z) € E(Fg4),
A= (w,z,y + w’zh(2),2) € E (Fy,4)
ZDLE,
7q (0 (p))

AN URVASH

95,
= (Aop ogoy) (4.2)

Proof.

g (§01))
= 7g (w, 2 —yz?,y,2) 0

Tq ((w,x — (y — w:czqd) 22

(w7 z,y —wrz? 2, z))

Ly —wzzl 2 z))

Tq ((w,x + (wx —yz) z,y — wxz?2, z))

THd. LOEAERIIBVT, ZBEOXNZ2ERT
% BRI g B Frobenius ZHOME 2 H Wz, ¢t =
(w, 2,y + wzz?72,2) € E (Fg,4) 205

Tq (1/’71 ofo 1/’)

Tq ((w, z,y + wrz?2, z)

o (w,x + (wr — y2) 2,y — wrzd"?, Z))

mq(w, 2+ (wr —yz) 2,y — wxzl 2
+w (x4 (wz — y2) 2) 2972, 2))
= 7 (w, 4+ (wr — y2) 2,y + w (wz — yz) 2971, 2))
Thbd. Lo T,
Tq (Ao¢_1o§o¢)
= 7,((w, 2,y + wzh(2), 2)
o (w, x4 (wz — y2) 2,y +w (wx — yz) 2971, 2))

mq((w, 2+ (wz — y2) z,y + w (we — yz) 247"
+w? (z + (wz — y2) 2) h(2), 2))

= 7y (0 (p))

274%. EOFERERIZBNT, BEOXEZEET 5B,
R (41) 2HWZ. koT, R (4.2) B0 2D, O

EE 1. Anick automorphism O54E, LHAFRME KL
LT (3.1) 2D LD DIZH LU, Nagata-Anick automor-
phism OHEITIE, SHARMEGLE L TIE

0(p) #Aop™!

Thbd. X (42) 1%, F; LOEMRE LTELL,
IZHERSI .

i 3, RO 1 & ARk % AV TIRO EER
(EREH 2) 23T 5.
FE¥ 2. (Nagata-Anick automorphism 0 (p) €
GA4(F,) DE#E LTORS) ¢ WWEH, £7/idqg=27,
m>27%5 71 (0(p) € Alt(F;) TH D, ¢=27%51F
74 (0 (p)) € Sym(F;) \ Alt(F;) TH5. DD,

ofov

EWVWS R

1 (q:HFE £/ ¢

=2m m > 2),

sgn (mq (6 (p))) = {

(4.3)
Thb.

Proof. #fif# 3 54 sgn, 7, WENTNEHEREITH 5
N Y

(mq (0(p)))

= sgn (1 (0 (Ao 0o v)))
(
(

sgn (g

sgn (1 (A) g (471) g (€) 74 (4))
sgn (g () sen (g (471))
sen (g (€)) sgn (g (1))
= sgn (mq () sen (mq (1) "
s (g (€)) sen (g (1))
= sgn (mq (1)) sgn (g (€)) (4.4)

L%, ULhioT, sgn(m,(N), KO sgn(my(€)) DfE
PR NE L.

£, sgn(mg (N) DIEZFARS. fERED wo, 20 € F}, %
WY, EES D, G Nwyz0) : Fy = F &
Afwo,ao) F;l — ]Fg
w w
(w, x,y +w2zh(2), 2),
(w, z, 2)(wo, xo,0) D& F,
(w, z,y,2),
ZTDMD L X,
(4.5)

(w,z,y,z) —

(w,z,y,z) —

TEETD. B (4.5) DERED, Awg,eo) EHS DU
Fy; LOEBRTH 2.



B (A(wowo)) = {(waxvywz) € Fg |
)\(wo@o)(UJ,ZC,y,Z) 7£ (w7$7yvz)}

B (wo,x0) # (wh,xh) 2B (wh, ) € Ty x Fy iZxf

L, B (A(wo,wo)) NnB ()\(w&mé)) =0 7Zh5
A= ] Mwoo (4.6)
wo,zoE]F;

THH, X (4.6) 1F X 2IL@BIRD DAL WVEHORIZ L
TW5.

RIZ, BB N(wy,z0) (wo,20 € F) Z2I@IRD D730
KEEBLORIZOET 5. TDROIZ, y,y € F 2L,
AR Y 2R CERT S HB e {0,1,...,p— 1}
BEIEL, o =y+lwdze kBB E, y Xy, Bg Y
WAERIRCH B 2 L EH S THS.

o
CV ={y €Fq |y ~ ¢} (4.7)

r5<. Ry & F, oREEGE Y 1cMT 252 e RERL T
5. fRy=q/p=p"/p=p" 1 THEI LIZEEL LS.
FEFED yo € Ra 1K L, BAR Ny (womo) : FL — F %

Ao, (wo,ao) - Fg — F;l
w w
(w,2,9,2) — (w,z,y+wizh(z),2),
(w,z,2) = (wo, x0,0) MDDy € CZSO)‘)f)V) z2=0D& ¥,
(w,z,y,2) +—> (w,z,y, 2),
Zofio L X,
(4.8)

THEET D, BR (4.8) DEELD, Ay (wo,a0) X Fy LD
WEEBRTH O, y) e Ry M y) & C =351
Ci N =0 ThBRS,

)‘(w(),l‘o): H )‘yo,(wo,wo) (4.9)

YoERN

THY, KX (4.9) FEH Ny, 00 & IETD O 2N E
BOBIZOHELTWD.
BT, MIRES N (0 & HIMOBIZ SRS 5.

we {1l p= 1} WD u KL, FRAY LTy o F
%
(u) : F4 — F4
yo,(wo,To) q q
W w

(w,2,9,2) — (w,,y+uw?z,2),
(w,2,y,2) = (wo, 0, Y0,0) D& &,
(w,2,9,2) — (w,z,y—uw?z,2),
(w,m,y, 2) = (wo, T, Yo + uwisg,0) D& X,
(w,2,y,2),

DD L F,
(4.10)

(w,z,y,2) —

TEETSH. G 410 oE#ELD, AT,
(w(),.%“o,yo,()) & (w0,$0,y0+uw8$0,0) @&%)\ﬂgi,
ZOMD Fy Dite ANVEA RN D SN ICHIMTH 5.
ERCR

A (p—1)

Yo, (wo,z0) = )\yc),(woﬂvo)

o---o)\(l)

Yo,(wo,Z0)

(4.11)

THY, A (411) 1FKEEH Ny (1,20) & HILORUZ
LTwd. & (4.6), X (4.9), KX (4.11) &b,

_ (p—1) (1)
A= H )\yuy(wo,l'u) -0 )\y(),(w(lyzo) (412)

wo,To€EF;, Y0 ER N

235, £oT, A (p—1) xp™ ! x (¢ —1)° [HD H
DRTRING. MELD,

)pm’l(p*l)(qfl)2

sgn (mq (V) = (=1

TH5.

(4.13)

sgn (g (\)) DB E & FAKDFIET sgn (m, (£)) DfE %
HARD. EED yo,20 € Fp MO, EES D, G4
6(1}0,20) :Fg — Fg &

g(yo ,%0) Fg — Fg

w w

(w,z —y2°,y, 2),

(y,2) = (o, 20) DL E,
(w,2,y,2),

ZOMD L &,
(4.14)

(w,z,y,2) —

(w,z,y,2) —

TEETD. G (414) DEELY, £yy,z) RIS
F, LOBE#HTH 5.
B (§(yo,z0)) = {(w,z,y,2) € Fy |
g(yo,zo)(w7 z,Y, Z) 7é (w7 z,Y, Z)}

B (Yo, 20) # (W0, 20) %5 (yh, 20) € Ffy x Fj i2xf L,
B (f(y(),zo)) nB (f(yé,z())) =® f:ﬁ‘%

A= H Alyo,20)

Yo,20€F

(4.15)

THH, X (4.15) 1 € Z @I D\ WEH DT 73k L
TVW3.

WIS, BB E ) (o2 € FD) ZIBEEH D50
FHEBROBIZHRT 5. TDDIZ, z,0/ e F iZx L, H
g Y 2 U FTEET S b2 1e{0,1,...,p—1}
TAEL, o = —ly2 L BI2eE, o9y, Bg O
FERIGRTH 5 2 L IZH S HTh 3.

C®) = {2 € F, |z © (4.16)

YBL. R & F, ORMEHGFE Q ol s5maRER



T5. 4R =q/p=p"/p=p" ! THB I LITIERL
£, EED 29 € Re LAERED wy € Fy 1oL, G
5(wo,ﬂvo)’(yo,zo) : Fg - Fg z

g(wo,zu)v(yoyzo) : Fg - F;l
W W
(w7xayvz) — (w7x_yz27yvz)7
(w,y,z) = (w07y0720) MO x e Cfé(‘f))o)t %7
('(U,l',y, Z) — (w7x7yaz)a
ZDfMD L &,
(4.17)

TEETD. B (417) DEEL Y, Ewe,w0),(vo,z0) & Fy
FOKEERTH Y, ) € Re Baly ¢ CF) &iiT75
ol nel) =oconzsns,

E(yo,20) = H &(wo,20),(y0,20) (4.18)

wo €Fy
ToERe

THY, A (4.18) IXiEH &y, »,) & IHBEHD DAV K E E
HORIZARL T V5.
B2, JRIEIES € vo).(vo,20) & HIBORIZET 5.

we{l,...,p—1} B uiTHU, TR L FL o
4
Fy e
(u) . 4 4
g(wo,wo),(yo’zo) : Fq — IFq
w w

(w,2,y,2) — (w,7—uyz?y,2),
(w,z,y,2) = (wo, To, Yo, 20) DL F,
(w,z,y,2) — (w,o+uyz?y,2),
(w,z,y,2) = (wo, o — uyo25, Yo, 20) P L &,
(w,z,y, 2),
Zofin L ¥,

(4.19)

(w71‘7y’ Z) —

THETS. Gl (419) OEHRLY, £
(wo, %0, Yo, 20) & (wo,zo — uyoz3, Yo, 20) DHEANEEZ,
ZOMOD FE O ik ANEZ BV SHEDCHHETH 5.

ERCRS

_ (1) 1)
g(wo’x‘))’(yo’zo) - g(wo,zo)v(yo-,zo) oo €(wo,ﬂﬂo)»(ymzo)

(4.20)
THY, A (4.20) 1ZKEEIE £y 20),(y0,20) & HIRDFEIZ
DELTWS. K (4.15), KX (4.18), & (4.20) £V,

!

wo€EFq,T0ERe
Yo,20€F}

5(17—1)

1)
(wo,0),(yo,20) © 7 €(11107900)-,(,740120)

(4.21)
2135, £oT, ¢l (p—1) xp™ L x (¢—1)° x ¢ D
HofTRING., UELD,

sgn (g (€)) = (~1)P" DD’ (4.22)

ThH5.
X (4.13), KOR (4.22) X (44) ITRAT B Z i
X0,
sgn (g (6 (p)))

= sgn (g (A)) sgn (mq (£))
_ (_1)1)”’1(1)—1)(11—1)2 % (_1)p’”’1(p—1)(q—1)2q

_ (71)1)"’/’1(pfl)(q71)2+p""’1(pfl)(q—l)zq

_ (_1)pm71(p—1)(q—1)2(q+1) (423)

1585, ¢ PEEZSIEp—1=0 mod 2,g—1=0 mod 2,
g+1=0 mod 2 .70, pmL(p—1)(g—1)2(q+1)=0
mod2 TH5.qg =2, m > 2H85Epr !t =0
mod2 70, p™ 1 (p—1)(¢g—1)°(¢+1) = 0 mod 2
ThHd. LEdoT, g BWHFE, £idq=2" m>
275 sgn(my,(0(p) = 1 THd. ¢ =2%61F
PPl p—1)(g—1)°(g+1) = 2°x1x12x3 =3 %
N5 sgn(m, (0(p) = -1Ths. £o>T, X (4.3) Mk
URVASN O

FEH 1 & EEH 2 XY, Anick automorphism &

Nagata-Anick automorphism D &EH# & U T D= DB LR
IZDWTLIFDR (R 2) 2155,
% 2. (Anick automorphism & Nagata-Anick au-
tomorphism O E# & L TOFSDOEAR) § €
Autp, Fo(z,y,z) 23 (2.8) TEER I N7z Anick automor-
phism, p € Autp, Fo(w,z,y,z) 2 (2.9) TEZRI N
Nagata-Anick automorphism £33, ZD& &,

sgn (mq (0(5))) = sgn (w4 (6 (p)))

MO NID. DED, Anick automorphism 0 (5) DEH L
U CTORFIE, Nagata-Anick automorphism 6 (p) @ &
ELTOMEEELL, ERX (4.24) IXEREOEEL ¢ 12
(RN

5. ¥&H

ARTIE, BRMA EEFE I N7 Anick automorphism,
& O Nagata-Anick automorphism 12 2WTELEZ T\,
Anick automorphism ® tame decomposition, & Anick
automorphism D& UTOFFEHS ML, Fz,
Nagata-Anick automorphism & [&#t& U T L\ tame de-
composition, U Nagata-Anick automorphism D&t &
UTOREZESNDIZLZ. X512, Anick automorphism
DEHE U TORTIE, GRIROERBUMK ST, Nagata-
Anick automorphism O &E#iE UL TO/FZLHFELNWI L%
U7z,

HEE  RBIZEIZ JSPS BHFEE & FA%% (B) 16K16066 D
B2 Z\3 726D TY.

(4.24)
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