
WIEFERICH AND MERSENNE PRIMES FOR FUNCTION FIELDS

ALEXIS LUCAS

Abstract. We study properties of recently introduced Wieferich primes for Drinfeld modules, as their
relation with Fermat equations and finitess or non-finiteness of their number. We also introduce Mersenne
numbers for Drinfeld modules, and study the links between these two notions.
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1. Introduction

We know from Fermat’s little theorem that for any prime number p and any integer a not divisible by
p, we have

ap−1 ≡ 1 (mod p2).
We say that p is Wieferich in base a if

ap−1 ≡ 1 (mod p2).
This notion appeared in 1909 in the work of A. Wieferich [18], who showed that if there exists a prime
number p such that Fermat’s equation

xp + yp = zp

has a solution (x, y, z) ∈ Z3 with p ∤ xyz, then p is Wieferich in base 2. This notion has been studied in
this context of “elementary arithmetic”, but has also been developed in the context of elliptic curves [17],
and more recently in the context of number fields [4]. As might be expected from the analogies between
number fields and function fields or Drinfeld modules and elliptic curves, this notion was developed by D.
Thakur [15] for the Carlitz module, also studied in [2, 11].Recently introduced by the author, X. Caruso
and Q. Gazda for general Drinfeld modules [3], surprisingly, this notion has been linked to the special
values of certain zeta functions of Drinfeld modules.

Another object that has been extensively studied is that of Mersenne numbers. In the classical case, a
prime number is said to be a Mersenne prime if it is of the form 2p − 1, where p is a prime number. This
concept was developed in the context of function fields for the Carlitz module in [11].

In this paper, we introduce the notion of Mersenne primes for general Drinfeld modules, and discuss
the purely arithmetic properties of these two notions of Wieferich primes and Mersenne primes.

Let us give more precise statements of our results.
Let θ be an indeterminate, q = pe be the power of a prime number p, Fq be the finite field with

q elements, and A = Fq[θ] be the polynomial ring in the variable θ whose fraction field is denoted by
K = Fq(θ).

Let τ : K → K, a 7→ aq be the Frobenius map. We then consider A{τ} to be the ring of twisted
polynomials in the variable τ , subject to the multiplication rule

τa = aqτ, ∀a ∈ A.
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2 ALEXIS LUCAS

A Drinfeld A-module defined over A (shortly a Drinfeld module in the following) is an Fq-algebra
homomorphism ϕ : A → A{τ}, completely determined by the image of θ that satisfies

ϕθ = θτ0 +
r∑

i=1
aiτ

i,

with ar ̸= 0 and r ≥ 1 called the rank of ϕ.
In the following, we do not distinguish the notion of prime polynomial and irreducible polynomial. For

any irreducible unitary polynomial P of A, we can consider the finite A-module ϕ(A/PA), which is equal
to A/PA as a set, but whose A-module structure is given by ϕ:

a.m = ϕa(m), ∀a ∈ A, m ∈ A/PA.

Let us then denote by FittA ϕ(A/PA) its Fitting ideal, which is a non-zero ideal of A, and by gP,ϕ its
monic generator. In particular, according to [10], the Fitting ideal satisfies

FittA ϕ(A/PA) ⊆ AnnA ϕ(A/PA) = {m ∈ A | ϕm(a) ∈ PA, ∀a ∈ A},

from which we obtain
ϕgP,ϕ

(a) = 0 (mod P ), ∀a ∈ A.

This is analogous to Fermat’s little theorem for Drinfeld modules.

Definition 1.1. We say that a monic prime P is ϕ-Wieferich in base a ∈ A if
ϕgP,ϕ

(a) = 0 (mod P 2).
We say that P is super ϕ-Wieferich in base a if

ϕgP,ϕ
(a) = 0 (mod P 3).

In Section 2, we first prove a weak version of A. Wieferich’s theorem. If P is such that there exists a
solution (x, y, z) ∈ A3 to the Fermat equation

yqr deg P

ϕP

(
x

y

)
= zqr deg P

with P ∤ xyz, then P is ϕ-Wieferich in a certain base a, see Theorem 2.8. We then prove the non-finiteness
of Wieferich primes using the ABC-theorem for function fields and under a strong assumption of squared
divisors of some quantities. We then show that, if P is super ϕ-Wieferich in base a for a finite number of
P , then P is not ϕ-Wieferich in base a for an infinite number of P , see Theorem 2.12.

In section 3, we introduce ϕ-Mersenne numbers in base a, which are polynomials of the form ϕP (a)
with P a prime polynomial, and study the relationship between their primality and ϕ-Wieferich numbers
in base a. In particular, assuming the primality of gP,ϕ for an infinite number of P , we prove that there
are infinitely many Mersenne numbers that are not prime polynomials.

2. Wieferich primes for Drinfeld modules

This section is devoted to the study of Wieferich primes in the context of Drinfeld modules.

2.1. Wieferich primes: first properties. We keep the notation from the introduction. In particular,
P is an irreducible monic polynomial of A = Fq[θ], and ϕ is a Drinfeld module of rank r. We denote by
deg a the degree in θ of a polynomial a ∈ A, with deg 0 = −∞. We will keep as a guiding example the
case of the Carlitz module, studied in [2, 11, 15], for which we generalize many results.

We denote by
ϕ(A)Tors = {a ∈ A | ∃c ∈ A − {0}, ϕc(a) = 0}.

We have the following way to compute gP,ϕ:
gP,ϕ = det

Fq [X]
(X − ϕθ | A/PA)|X=θ .

We deduce that gP,ϕ is a monic polynomial of degree the Fq-dimension of A/PA, that is equal to deg P .
We denote in the following for all monic irreducible polynomial P :

P = gP,ϕ + rP,ϕ



WIEFERICH AND MERSENNE PRIMES FOR FUNCTION FIELDS 3

where rP,ϕ ∈ A, deg rP,ϕ < deg P. So Fermat’s little theorem can be rewritten as
ϕP (a) = ϕrP,ϕ

(a) (mod P ) ∀a ∈ A,

and the condition for being ϕ-Wieferich in base a can be rewritten as
ϕP (a) = ϕrP,ϕ

(a) (mod P 2).
We have an equivalent characterization for a prime ideal P to be Wieferich, see [3], which we recall

here. We fix a polynomial a ∈ A.

Definition 2.1. For a given ideal I = mA of A, where m ∈ A, we define
πa(ϕ, m) = πa(ϕ; I) = ker(A → A/I, b 7→ ϕb(a)) = {b ∈ A | ϕb(a) ∈ I}.

We recall the following properties that can be found in [3, Proposition 2.8, Proposition 2.11]. We
consider the following hypothesis.

(H)P : if q = 2, then deg P > 1.

Proposition 2.2. Let P be a monic prime ideal of A satisfying (H)P .
(1) For any non-zero ideal I of A, πa(ϕ, I) is a non-zero ideal of A.
(2) We have πa(ϕ, I) = A if and only if a ∈ I.
(3) FittA(ϕ(A/I)) ⊆ πa(ϕ; I).
(4) For all k ≥ 2, πa(ϕ; P k) is either equal to πa(ϕ; P k−1) or equal to Pπa(ϕ; P k−1). Furthermore, if

πa(ϕ; P k) = Pπa(ϕ; P k−1), then
πa(ϕ; P k+1) = Pπa(ϕ; P k).

(5) We have πa(ϕ, P k) = πa(ϕ, P ) for all k ≥ 1 if and only if a ∈ ϕ(A)Tors.
(6) Let k be the largest integer such that πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P k). Then

vP

(
ϕgP,ϕ

(a)
)

= k + 1.

Definition 2.3. We denote by Pϕ,P,a the monic generator of πa(ϕ, P ), which we call the Drinfeld
annihilator of P in base a. It is therefore characterized by

ϕm(a) = 0 (mod P ) ⇔ Pϕ,P,a|m, m ∈ A.

In particular, point (3) of Proposition 2.2 gives the following relation for any prime P satisfying (H)P :
Pϕ,P,a|gP,ϕ, ∀a ∈ A,

and P is ϕ-Wieferich in base a if and only if πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P 2).
For a, b ∈ A, we denote by gcd (a, b) the greatest common factor of a and b. We introduce the following

lemma that will be usefull in the following.

Lemma 2.4. For all non-zero polynomials u, v ∈ A, we have
gcd (ϕu(a), ϕv(a)) = ϕgcd(u,v)(a).

Proof. If u = Qd for polynomials d, Q ∈ A, then ϕu(a) = ϕQd(a), which is divisible by ϕd(a). We can
deduce that

ϕgcd(u,v)(a)| gcd (ϕu(a), ϕv(a)) .

Let us set m = gcd (ϕu(a), ϕv(a)), satisfying in particular that m divides ϕu(a) and m divides ϕv(a). We
therefore have

Pϕ,m,a|u and Pϕ,m,a|v,

from which we obtain
Pϕ,m,a| gcd (u, v) ,

in other words
m|ϕgcd(u,v)(a).

□

It has been proved, for the Carlitz module [2, Theorem 4.3.15], that if q > 2, then P is C-Wieferich in
base 1 if and only if it is in base θ. We therefore wonder when we can replace the base a with other bases.
We have the following result.
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Lemma 2.5. Let a ∈ A − ϕ(A)Tors and P be an irreducible monic polynomial satisfying (H)P . Let d ∈ A
be such that gcd (d, Pϕ,P,A) = 1. Then P is ϕ-Wieferich in base a if and only if P is ϕ-Wieferich in base
ϕd(a) (and there are an infinite number of them).

Proof. Let a /∈ ϕ(A)Tors. Let d ∈ A be such that gcd (d, Pϕ,P,a) = 1. Then, for all x ∈ A, we have

ϕdx(a) ∈ PA ⇔ Pϕ,P,a|dx ⇔ Pϕ,P,a|x.

We therefore have for such d that the element b = ϕd(a) (and these elements ϕd(a) are pairwise distinct
since a is not a torsion point)

πa(ϕ, P ) = πb(ϕ, P )
so

Pϕ,P,a = Pϕ,P,b.

□

Example 2.6. We consider the Carlitz module C again, and assume that q > 2, so C(A)Tors = {0}. We
consider a = 1, and let P be C-Wieferich in base 1.

We obtain that for any polynomial d such that (d, π1(C, P )) = 1, we have that P is C-Wieferich in
base 1 if and only if P is C-Wieferich prime in base ϕd(1). In particular, we have that d = θ − 1 is
coprime with π1(d, P ). Indeed, otherwise we would have π1(C, P ) = θ − 1, so Cθ−1(1) = 0 (mod P 2),
but Cθ−1(1) = θ is never divisible by P 2 for any P . Thus, we deduce that P is C-Wieferich in base 1
if and only if P is C-Wieferich in base Cθ−1(1) = θ, which was proven in [2, Theorem 4.6] using more
computational methods.

2.2. The Fermat equation for Drinfeld modules. Let ϕ : A → A{τ} be a Drinfeld A-module of rank
r.

For any non-zero polynomial N ∈ A − {0}, we consider folliwing the homogeneous Fermat equation for
(ϕ, N):

(1) yqr deg N

ϕN

(
x

y

)
= zqr deg N

that is a polynomial in A[x, y, z].
In this section only, we slightly modify Definition 2.1 of ϕ-Wieferich primes to extend Thakur’s definition

[15], also used in [2].

Definition 2.7. We say that P is ϕ-Wieferich in base a if

ϕP (a) = ϕrP,ϕ
(a)qr deg P

(mod P 2).

Theorem 2.8. Consider (x, y, z) ∈ A3 and let P be a monic prime not dividing xyz, such that (x, y, z) is
a solution of the homogeneous Fermat equation for (ϕ, P ). Then there exists a ∈ A − PA such that P is
ϕ-Wieferich in base a (for Definition 2.7).

We draw inspiration from the proof of [2, Theorem 3.2].

Proof. Note first that if we consider KP the P -adic completion of K, and that if we denote by AP = {a ∈
KP | vP (a) ≥ 0} the P -adic completion of A, then we have

ϕgP,ϕ
(a) ≡ 0 (mod P ), ∀a ∈ AP .

Let (x, y, z) be a solution of the homogeneous Fermat equation for (ϕ, P ), such that P ∤ xyz. We also
consider x1 = x

z
and y1 = y

z
, which are elements of AP . The homogeneous Fermat equation for P can be

rewritten as follows:
yqr deg P

1 ϕP

(
x1

y1

)
− 1 = 0,

thus,

(2) yqr deg P

1 ϕgP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
+ yqr deg P

1 ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
− 1 = 0.
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By reducing modulo P , we obtain

(3) y1ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
= 1 (mod P ).

We denote by ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
= x1

y1
c, c ∈ K∗, vP (c) = 0,

x1c = 1 + dP, d ∈ K∗, vP (d) = 0.

We want to reduce modulo P 2. First, remark that

ϕgP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
= ϕgP,ϕ

(
1 + dP

y1c

)
= ϕgP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
− rP,ϕ

dP

y1c
(mod P 2)

and

ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)
= ϕrP,ϕ

(
1 + dP

y1c

)
= ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
+ rP,ϕ

dP

y1c
(mod P 2).

By reducing Equation (2) modulo P 2, we obtain

yqr deg P

1 ϕgP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
− yqr deg P

1 rP,ϕ
dP

y1c
+ yqr deg P

1 ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
+ yqr deg P

1 rP,ϕ
dP

y1c
− 1 = 0 (mod P 2)

so

yqr deg P

1 ϕgP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
+ yqr deg P

1 ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
− 1 = 0 (mod P 2)

thus,

(y1c)qr deg P

ϕgP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
= cqr deg P

− (cy1)qr deg P

ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
(mod P 2)

then

ϕgP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
=

(
1
y1

)qr deg P

− ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)
(mod P 2).

By Equation (3), we have (
1
y1

)qr deg P

= ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1

y1

)qr deg P

(mod P 2)

= ϕrP,ϕ

(
x1c

y1c

)qr deg P

(mod P 2)

= ϕrP,ϕ

(
1 + dP

y1c

)qr deg P

(mod P 2)

= ϕrP,ϕ

(
1

y1c

)qr deg P

(mod P 2).

By choosing a ∈ A − PA such that a = 1
cy1

(mod P 2), we have

ϕgP,ϕ
(a) = ϕrP,ϕ

(a)qr deg P

− ϕrP,ϕ(a) (mod P 2)

so
ϕP (a) = ϕrP,ϕ

(a)qr deg P

(mod P 2).
□

Note that in the classical case, A. Wieferich [18] proved that if the first case of Fermat’s equation for a
prime number p had a solution, then p is a Wieferich prime in base a = 2. The previous result is therefore
a very weak version of A. Wieferich’s theorem, since it does not specify any base.



6 ALEXIS LUCAS

2.3. The number of Wieferich primes. Let a ∈ A − ϕ(A)Tors. In this Subsection, we look at the
finitude or infinitude of ϕ-Wieferich primes in base a.

Note that in the classical case, Silvermann [13] has shown that, under the ABC-conjecture, there are
infinitely many prime numbers that are not Wieferich numbers. In the context of function fields, we have
such a conjecture, which in this context is a theorem, stated as follows.

For a ∈ A, let rad(a) =
∏
P |a

P be the product of the distinct primes dividing a.

Theorem 2.9. [Mason–Stothers] Let a, b, c ∈ A be pairwise coprime to each other and such that the
derivative of at least one of the three polynomials is non-zero. Then we have the inequality:

max{deg a, deg b, deg c} ≤ deg(rad(abc)) − 1.

Unfortunately, this theorem does not seem to be sufficient to prove the non-infinity of ϕ-Wieferich
primes in base a. We prove it under the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. There exists infinitely many b ∈ a such that ϕb(a)
a

has no square factors and has a
non-zero derivative (at θ).

Theorem 2.10. Assume Conjecture 1 to be true. Then there exists an infinite number of non-ϕ-Wieferich
primes in base a, for any a ∈ A − ϕ(A)Tors.

Proof. Let us assume Conjecture 1 to be true. For all b ∈ A − {0}, we denote by
ϕb(a)

a
= ua,bva,b

with

ua,b =
∏

P | ϕb(a)
a ,P 2∤ϕb(a)

a

P, and vb,a =
∏

P 2| ϕb(a)
a

P
vP

(
ϕb(a)

a

)
.

In particular, we have

deg (rad(va,b)) ≤ deg(va,b)
2 .

Any prime P dividing ua,b satisfies P 2 does not divide ϕb(a), in other words, for these P , we have
πa(ϕ, P ) ̸= πa(ϕ, P 2), so they are not ϕ-Wieferich in base a.

Consider
S =

{
b ∈ A | ϕb(a)

a
is square-free and has non-zero derivative

}
,

which is an infinite set according to Conjecture 1. Consider also
W = {P prime in A | P is not ϕ-Wieferich in base a} .

Suppose, by contradiction, that W is a finite set.
In particular, the set {ua,b, b ∈ A} is a finite set, so the set {deg ub,a, b ∈ A} is bounded by a constant

C ≥ 0.
Let us first show that the set

T = {va,b, b ∈ A | b − 1 ∈ S}
is infinite. If not, then we would have that the set {P prime | P |vb,a, b − 1 ∈ S} is finite, in other words
the set L = {P prime | P 2|ϕb(a), b − 1 ∈ S} is finite. Since the set S is infinite, the set {ϕb(a), b − 1 ∈ S}
is infinite, so the set

{P prime | P |ϕb(a), b − 1 ∈ S}
is infinite, and since the set L is finite, we would have that the set

{P prime | P ∥ ϕb(a), a − 1 ∈ S}
is infinite, i.e. the set

{ub,a, a − 1 ∈ S}
is infinite, which contradicts the finiteness of W . Therefore, the set T is infinite.
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We now apply Mason–Stothers’ theorem to
(

ϕb(a)
a

, 1,
ϕb−1(a)

a

)
where b − 1 runs through the set S

which is infinite (and we have va,b−1 = 1 in this case). We have

deg(va,b) ≤ deg ϕa(b)
a

≤ max
(

deg ϕb(a)
a

, 1, deg ϕb−1(a)
a

)
,

≤ deg(rad va,bva,b−1ua,bua,b−1) − 1 by Theorem 2.9,

≤ deg(rad va,b) + deg(rad va,b−1) + deg(rad ua,b) + deg(rad ua,b−1) − 1

≤ deg(va,b)
2 + 0 + C + C − 1,

thus, the sequence (deg(va,b))b−1∈S is bounded, which contradicts the non-finiteness of the set T.
□

Remark: It has been shown [1, Lemma 3.5] that for q > 2, ϕ = C the Carlitz module and a = 1, there
exist infinitely many primes that are not C-Wieferich in base a, without using these conjectures. The
proof od this result does not apply at all to the case of general Drinfeld modules.

As a partial converse of the previous result, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.11. Assume that there exists a finite number of polynomials b ∈ A such that ϕb(a)
a

is
square free. Then there exists an infinite number of primes that are ϕ-Wieferich in base a.

Proof. Firstly, by Lemma 2.4, for all distinct prime polynomials P1, P2, we have

gcd
(

ϕP1(a)
a

,
ϕP2(a)

a

)
= 1.

Assume that there exists a finite number of polynomials b ∈ A such that ϕb(a)
a

is square free. Then the
set

K =
{

P monic prime | ϕP (a)
a

has a square factor
}

is infinite. Thus, the set

L =
{

Q prime | Q2|ϕP (a)
a

, P ∈ K

}
is infinite. But for any Q ∈ L not dividing a and dividing some ϕP (a)

a
, we have

Pϕ,Q,a|P

so
Pϕ,Q,a = P

since Q does not divide a. We then have ϕPϕ,Q,a
(a) ∈ Q2A, thus Q is ϕ-Wieferich in base a. □

The purpose of the remainder of this section is to prove the following theorem, which is the analogue
for Drinfeld modules of an unconditional theorem by Granville [6].

Theorem 2.12. Let ϕ be an A-Drinfeld module defined on A, and let a ∈ A − ϕ(A)Tors. Assume that
for all but a finite number of primes P , we have πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P 2). Then there exist infinitely many
primes P such that

πa(ϕ, P 3) = πa(ϕ, P 2).

In other words , if P is super ϕ-Wieferich in base a for a finite number of primes P , then there exists
an infinite number of primes that are not ϕ-Wieferich in base a.

We will need the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.13. Let ϕ be a Drinfeld module of rank r. Then for all a ∈ A − {0}, the following equation,
with variables x and y,

Cθ3(x) + a = ay2

has a finite number of solutions in A.

Proof. The polynomial ϕθ3(x) is of the form

ϕθ3(x) = θ3x +
3r∑

i=1
ai,θ3xqi

∈ A[x]

therefore it has simple roots and degree (in x) q3r > 4. According to [14, Lemma 6.2.2], the curve defined
by

ϕθ3(x) + a = ay2

is a hyperelliptic curve of genus

gϕ =


q3r − 1

2 if q is odd,

q3r − 2
2 if q is even,

and therefore of genus gϕ > 2. According to Samuel-Voloch’s theorem, see [12, 16], we obtain the result. □

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Suppose, by contradiction, that πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P 2) for an infinite number of P
and that

πa(ϕ, P 2) = πa(ϕ, P 3)
for a finite set E1 of primes. Let E2 be the finite set of primes P such that P divides a. In particular, if
P /∈ E2, then πa(ϕ, P ) ̸= A. Let E = E1 ∪ E2 that is a finite set.

Let Q be a prime and P /∈ E such that P |ϕQ(a). We therefore have Q ∈ πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P 2) and
thus P 2|ϕQ(a). Furthermore, we have that P 3 ∤ ϕQ(a), otherwise we would have ϕQ(a) ∈ πa(ϕ, P 3) =
Pπa(ϕ, P 2) and therefore we would have that P strictly divides Q, which is absurd.

Thus, for any prime Q and P /∈ E dividing CQ(a), we have
vP (CQ(a)) = 2.

If we denote by

S =
{

Q primes | the prime divisors of ϕQ(a)
a

do not belong to E1

}
,

then we have for all Q ∈ S
ϕQ(a) = aR2

Q,

with RQ ∈ A a non-zero polynomial.
Next, for all distinct prime numbers Q1 and Q2, we have by Lemma 2.4

(4) (ϕQ1(a), ϕQ2(a)) = a.

Since the sequence (ϕQ(a))Q prime is infinite (and the terms are pairwise prime to each other), and
since E1 is finite, we first deduce that S is infinite.

Furthermore, by Equation (4), the polynomials RQ(a) are pairwise distinct (even coprime between
themselves) for Q ∈ S. Moreover, according to Dirichlet’s theorem, we know that the set of prime numbers
Q such that

Q = 1 (mod θ3)
is infinite. Combined with Equation (4), we deduce that the following set is infinite:

W =
{

Q primes | Q = 1 (mod θ3), the prime divisors P of ϕQ(a)
a

do not live in E1

}
.

For all Q ∈ W , if we write xQ = ϕ Q−1
θ3

(a) ∈ A, which are pairwise distinct since a /∈ ϕ(A)Tors,then we have

ϕθ3(xQ) = ϕQ−1(a) = ϕQ(a) − a = aR2
Q − a.

Thus, the equation
a + ϕθ3(x) = ay2
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has infinitely many solutions in A, which contradicts Lemma 2.13. □

Note that for all k ≥ 2, the curve

C3,k : a + ϕθ3(x) = ayk

has a finite number of points. Indeed, on the one hand, if k = 2l is even, then we reduce to the curve in
Lemma 2.13 by setting Y = yl, which has a finite number of integer points.

On the other hand, if k is odd, then the curve C3,k is non-isotrivial and of genus g given by (see [14,
Proposition 3.7.3])

g =


(k − 1)(q3r−1)

2 if gcd (p, k) = 1,

(p − 1)(q3r−1)
2 otherwise, that is if p|k,

so has genus > 2. According to Samuel-Voloch’s theorem, it admits a finite number of integer points.
Then the previous proof generalizes trivially to obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.14. Let ϕ be a Drinfeld A-module defined on A, let k ≥ 2 be an integer and a ∈ A−ϕ(A)Tors.
Assume that for all but a finite number of primes P , we have πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P k). Then, there are
infinitely many primes P such that

πa(ϕ, P ) = πa(ϕ, P k+1).

The previous result tells us that, if there exists a rank k ≥ 2 such that πa(ϕ, P k) = πa(ϕ, P k+1) for a
finite number of monic irreducible polynomials P , then there exists an infinite number of P such that
πa(ϕ, P k−1) ̸= πa(ϕ, P k).

3. Mersenne numbers for Drinfeld modules

The purpose of this section is to introduce Mersenne numbers in the context of Drinfeld modules, and
to relate them to the annihilator polynomials Pϕ,P,a and to Wieferich primes. Recall that in this work,
primes does not mean monic irreducible but only irreducible.

Definition 3.1. Let a ∈ A − {0} and ϕ be a Drinfeld module of rank r.
(1) A ϕ-Mersenne number in base a is a polynomial of the form ϕP (a) with P a prime polynomial.
(2) A prime ϕ-Mersenne number in base a is a prime polynomial of the form ϕP (a) with P a prime

polynomial.

Lemma 3.2. Let a ∈ A. Then for any prime P , if ϕP (a) is prime, then we have one of the following two
cases:

(1) either a is prime and a ∈ ϕ(A)Tors,
(2) or a ∈ F∗

q .

Proof. We know that a divides ϕP (a). Thus, on the one hand, for ϕP (a) to be prime, we must have a
to be a prime polynomial or a ∈ F×

q . Suppose that a is a prime polynomial, and denote by ϕP (a) = ba
where b ∈ A. We then have the following implications:

ϕP (a) prime ⇒ b ∈ F×
q ⇒ ϕP −b(a) = 0 ⇒ a ∈ ϕ(A)Tors.

□

We have the following lemma that gives a characterization of the primality of annihilator polynomials
Pϕ,Q,a.

Lemma 3.3. Let a ∈ A and let Q be a prime in A that does not divide a. Then we have the following
equivalence:

Pϕ,Q,a is prime ⇔ Q|ϕP (a) for some monic irreducible polynomial P .

Proof. Assume first that Pϕ,Q,a = P is a prime polynomial. We then have

ϕP (a) = ϕPϕ,Q,a
(a) = 0 (mod Q).
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Conversely, suppose that Q divides ϕP (a) for a certain irreducible polynomial P . We therefore have
Pϕ,Q,a|P , so Pϕ,Q,a = 1 or Pϕ,Q,a = P . But since Q does not divide a, we have Pϕ,Q,a ̸= 1, so

Pϕ,Q,a = P.

□

Proposition 3.4. Assume that a /∈ ϕ(A)Tors. Let MP = ϕP (a) be a ϕ-Mersenne prime Q in base a. Then
Q = MP is not ϕ-Wieferich in base a. Moreover, if P satisfies (H)P and a ∈ ϕ(A)Tors, then MP = ϕP (a)
is not a prime polynomial.

Proof. Assume first that a ∈ ϕ(A)Tors. Set P0 = βP with β ∈ F∗
q such that P0 is a monic prime. Since

(q, deg(P )) ̸= (2, 1), we have by [9, Corollary 2.6.5]

ϕgP0,ϕ
(a) = 0.

Assume, for contradiction, that ϕP (a) = Q is a prime polynomial, thus ϕP0(a) = βQ := Q0 is a prime.
Then we have Pϕ,Q0,a = P0. Moreover,

ϕP0(a) = ϕP0−gP0,ϕ
(a) = ϕrP0,ϕ

(a) = Q.

It follows that
P0|Pϕ,Q0,a|rP0,ϕ,

hence rP0,ϕ = 0, so Pϕ,Q0,a = 0, a contradiction.
Now let a /∈ ϕ(A)Tors be such that MP = ϕP (a) is a ϕ-Mersenne Q in base a. Then,

P ∈ πa(ϕ, Q) − πa(ϕ, Q2),

that is, Q is not ϕ-Wieferich in base a.
□

The goal in the remainder of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let a ∈ A and ϕ be a Drinfeld module. There exist infinitely many primes P such that
ϕP (a) is not prime; in other words, there exist infinitely many ϕ-Mersenne numbers in base a which are
not prime.

By Proposition 3.4, it suffices to prove the result for a ∈ A − ϕ(A)Tors, and by Lemma 3.2, it suffices to
prove it for a ∈ F×

q . We prove it without loss of generality for a = 1 satisfying 1 /∈ ϕ(A)Tors.
Unfortunately, we are only able to prove Theorem 3.5 by assuming the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2. Let ϕ : A → A{τ} be a Drinfeld module. There exist infinitely many prime polynomials
P such that gP,ϕ is prime.

Remark: The previous Conjecture 2 is the analog of a question studied by Koblitz for elliptic curves,
see [8], that is as follows. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over Q. Are there infinitely prime numbers p
such that |E(Fp)| is prime ?

We begin by stating the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let ϕ : A → A{τ} be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 1, such that 1 /∈ ϕ(A)Tors. Then there
exists a constant cϕ > 0 such that

∀a ∈ A, deg a > cϕ ⇒ deg ϕa(1) > deg a.

Proof. Write ϕθ =
r∑

i=0
aiτ

i ∈ A{τ} with ar ̸= 0 and a0 = 0. Set

M = max
i=0,...,r−1

deg(ai)
qr − qi

> 0.

Let b ∈ A be such that deg b > M . Then

(5) deg ϕθ(b) = qr deg b + deg ar > deg(b).
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Since 1 /∈ ϕ(A), the set {ϕθn(1), n ∈ N} is infinite, and there exists a minimal integer N such that
deg ϕθN (1) > M . By Equation (5), we deduce that the sequence (deg ϕθn(1))n≥N is strictly increasing
and that for all n ̸= 0,

deg ϕθN+n(1) = qrn

(
deg ϕθN (1) + deg ar

qr − 1

)
− deg ar

qr − 1 .

Thus, if a ∈ A, deg a = N + n with n ≥ 0, then

deg ϕa(1) = qrn

(
deg ϕθN (1) + deg ar

qr − 1

)
− deg ar

qr − 1
which is strictly greater than N + n from some rank N + n0, n0 ∈ N. We then set cϕ = N + n0.

□

Proof ot Theorem 3.5. Assume Conjecture 2 to be true.
Let P ∈ A be such that gP,ϕ is a prime number Q and such that deg(P ) > cϕ. In particular,

deg Q = deg gP,ϕ = deg P > cϕ. Consider the element
ϕQ(1) = ϕgP,ϕ

(1) = 0 (mod P ).
Thus, P divides ϕQ(1), and by Lemma 3.6 we have

deg ϕQ(1) > deg Q = deg P.

Hence, the element ϕQ(1)is not prime. □

Note that Conjecture 2 is true for the Carlitz module. Indeed, in this case, by [5, Theorem 3.6.3] for
every P , we have gP,ϕ = P − 1 and by a Hall theorem [7] there exist infinitely many primes P such that
both P and P − 1 are prime.
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