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TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF GENERALIZED MARKOFF MOD p GRAPHS

SHOHEI SATAKE AND YOSHINORI YAMASAKI

ABSTRACT. The generalized Markoff mod p graph is defined via the equation 22 + y2 + 22 = zyz + K over the
finite field Fp of prime order p. In this paper, we investigate the topological properties of the graph such as
non-planarity, surface embeddability, and the existence of short cycles. Our approach is based on a systematic
construction of K3 3-subdivisions, integrating techniques from graph theory, computer algebra, and number
theory.

1. INTRODUCTION
The Diophantine equation
(1.1) 22+ 2t =y

is called the Markoff equation, and a solution (x,y, z) is called a Markoff triple. For a prime p > 3, let M(p)
denote the set of all Markoft triples over F,, the finite field with p elements. The Markoff mod p graph G(p) is a
finite 3-regular graph (possibly with loops) whose vertex set is M(p) \ {(0,0,0)}, and two triples are adjacent
if and only if they are transformed into each other by one of the following Vieta involutions:

Rl(wvyaz) = (yZ - xvyvz)v Rg(x,y,Z) = (l’,Z{E - yvz), Rg(x,y,z) = (Sr,y,xy - Z)

The graph G(p) has been extensively studied in the literature on “strong approximation” for the Markoff
equation . Indeed, Bourgain, Gamburd, and Sarnak [2] conjectured that G(p) is connected for all primes
p > 3. Recently Chen [9] made a breakthrough toward this conjecture by proving that G(p) is connected for
any sufficiently large prime p. A key result here is that the size of any component of G(p) must be divisible by
p. Furthermore, for any € > 0, there are only O(p®) vertices that are not contained in the giant component ([2])
while G(p) has approximately p? vertices (see below). Martin [24] provided an elementary proof of Chen’s
result concerning the divisibility of the component sizes of G(p). In addition, Eddy, Fuchs, Litman, Martin, and
Tripeny [14] established an explicit lower bound for primes p for which the connectivity of G(p) is guaranteed,
namely, p > 3.448 x 10392, There are several algorithmic results towards the connectivity of G(p), and it was
verified in [4] that G(p) is connected for p < 10°.

On the other hand, de Courcy-Ireland [9] established the non-planarity of G(p): G(p) is planar if and only if
p = 7. This provides (indirect but positive) evidence for another well-known conjecture by Bourgain, Gamburd,
and Sarnak [2,[3] asserting that {G(p) }p:prime s in fact an expander family, which would imply higher connectivity
for G(p) (for further details on expander family, see e.g. [I8 [23]). The proof of non-planarity consists of two
parts: an asymptotic evaluation of the Euler characteristic of G(p) and explicit constructions of subdivisions
of the complete bipartite graph K3 3. The Kuratowski-Wagner theorem shows a complete characterization for
planar graphs in terms of graph minors, that is, a graph is planar if and only if it contains neither K33 nor
the complete graph K5 as a graph minor. Since G(p) is a 3-regular graph, K33 is the unique obstruction to
planarity of G(p) in the sense that a 3-regular graph cannot contain a subdivision of K5, and more generally,
any 3-regular graph containing K5 as a minor must also contain a subdivision of K3 3.

There are several generalizations of , such as the following equation: for a (rational) integer &,

(1.2) R R

Throughout this paper, we naturally treat « as an element of IF,, when considering the solutions of (|1.2)) modulo
p. For the set of all such solutions over F,, denoted by M, (p), Carlitz [5] proved that

(1.3) #M(p) = p* + <3+ <';)> (Hp4)p+ 1,
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where (5) is the Legendre symbol. The generalized Markoff mod p graph G, (p) (with respect to ) is defined
as a 3-regular graph whose vertex set is M (p) with the adjacency relation defined in the same manner as for
G(p) (hence Go(p) coincides with G(p) U {(0,0,0)}, where (0,0,0) is an isolated vertex). The graph structure
of G.(p) depends sensitively on k and p in general. For example, in the case of kK = 4 (corresponding to a
degenerate surface called the Cayley cubic, cf. [§]), the graph G4(p) possesses many small components. While
G,.(p) is no longer connected in general, it is still expected that for k # 4, there exists a unique giant component
C.(p) in G.(p) such that #(G.(p) \ Cx(p)) = 0x(p?). In a recent preprint [25], Martin announced that this in
fact holds for a majority of primes. Moreover, the main result of [25] would imply that #(G.(p) \Cx(p)) = O(1),
representing a significant advance in the understanding of the global structure of G, (p). However, the precise
structure of G, (p) (and Cx(p)) is still largely unexplored.

In this paper, we investigate the topological properties of the generalized Markoff mod p graph G.(p) by
combining perspectives of graph theory, computer algebra, and number theory. In particular, by leveraging
computational algebraic methods including resultants and Grobner bases, in conjunction with the Chebotarev
density theorem, we derive the following results based on graph minor theory. Throughout this paper, the term
K3 3-subdivision refers to a subdivision of the complete bipartite graph Kj 3.

Theorem 1.1. Let k € Z \ {4}. Then the followings hold:

(1) (Theorems and For each such k and for infinitely many primes p (depending on k) of
natural density at least 1/2, there exists an explicit K3 3-subdivision in G (p).

(2) (Theorem Moreover, for almost all k, the natural density of primes p for which (1) holds is at least
13/16.

Theorem yields several topological properties of G, (p). In particular, the following corollary is an imme-
diate consequence of Theorem [1.1

Corollary 1.2. Under the same assumptions on k and p of Theorem (1), the followings hold:
(1) (Corollary [3.3) G (p) is non-planar.
(2) (Corollary[3.4) G.(p) has cycles (i.e. closed paths with no repeated vertices or edges) of lengths 6,9, 10, 15,
and 18, all of which can be constructed explicitly.

Note that it would be interesting to obtain results analogous to Theorem [I.I] and Corollary [I.2] for other
generalizations of the Markoff mod p graph G(p) (e.g. [10]); these will be discussed in our subsequent works.
Recall that G, (p) admits the following non-trivial graph automorphisms, known as double sign changes:

(.’IJ,y,Z) = (xa_y7 —Z), (l‘7y,2) = (—l‘,y,—2>, and (xa?J’Z) = (_$7 _yaz)'
These automorphisms, together with the identity, form a group isomorphic to (Z/27%)?. Combining this symme-
try of G,;(p) with Theorem we obtain an explicit construction of mutually vertex-disjoint K3 s-subdivisions.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem [5.1). For each k € Z \ {4}, G.(p) contains at least four mutually verter-disjoint
K3 3-subdivisions for infinitely many primes p (depending on k) of natural density at least 1/4 if k =2 and 1/2
otherwise. Moreover, for almost all k, the natural density of primes p for which this holds is at least 5/8.

Theorem strengthens Corollary (1). Consider an embedding of G.(p) into a closed surface (i.e. a
compact topological surface without boundary); see e.g. [I7,27] for the details on surface embeddings of graphs.
Recall that the Euler characteristic x of G, (p) is defined by V — E + F, where V, E| and F' denote the numbers
of vertices, edges and faces, respectively. Combining [25, Theorem 1.1] with Theorem it follows that x < —6
for k and p as in Theorem whereas Euler’s formula requires x = 2 if G (p) is planar. Moreover, the existence
of mutually vertex-disjoint K3 3-subdivisions highlights the robustness of the non-planarity of G, (p) in the sense
that, by Theorem [I.3] one must remove at least four vertices to make the graph planar. It is worth noting that,
in light of |25, Theorem 1.1], our construction of K3 s-subdivisions implies that the Euler characteristic of the
giant component Cy(p) is at most —6 for any £ # 4 and infinitely many primes p (see Section [5| for details).
From these structural perspectives, our results serve as heuristic evidence for the expander property of the giant
component Cy(p). At least, C,(p) in fact possesses certain complex structure similar to that of G(p).

It is also worth mentioning that in cryptography and number theory, studying the structure of G,;(p) is crucial
for understanding the security of the associated cryptographic hash functions proposed in [16, 0], which are
expected to be expander hash functions [6]. In particular, it is a challenging open problem to investigate the
existence and distribution of short cycles in G, (p), as these properties directly affect the collision resistance of
the hash functions ([I11 [16]). Corollary (2) provides a modest step toward addressing this problem.

In addition, for k = 0, we give a complete characterization for primes p for which the graph G(p) admits an
embedding into closed surfaces of minimal topological complexity beyond the plane.
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Theorem 1.4 (Theorem . Let p > 3 be a prime. Then the graph G(p) admits an embedding into the
torus (i.e. the orientable closed surface of Euler characteristic zero) or the (real) projective plane (i.e. the
non-orientable closed surface of Euler characteristic one) if and only if p =17.

This result is achieved through Theorem by finding suitable forbidden minors for these embeddings, as
well as the numerical verification of the connectivity of G(p) for p < 10 ([4]). Note that the graph G(7) is
planar, and hence one can draw it on any closed surface without edge crossings. Consequently, Theorem
immediately implies the non-planarity of G(p) for any p # 7, and hence strengthens the main result of [9].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section[2]introduces the basic and relevant properties of Cheby-
shev polynomials, which play a key role in constructing K3 s-subdivisions in G, (p). In Section [3] we present a
systematic construction of K33 3-subdivisions based on careful computations of Chebyshev polynomials and their
associated resultants. Briefly, we first reduce the construction to the problem of solving systems of algebraic
equations via Grobner bases to obtain candidates for the sextuples of triples that form the desired subdivi-
sions. Then we establish sufficient conditions for the “properness”, which guarantees the claimed topological
properties, of the subdivisions corresponding to the obtained sextuples. Based on these arguments, Section
provides explicit K3 3-subdivisions. Finally, Sections[5|and [f] are devoted to the proofs of Theorems[I.3]and
respectively.

2. CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we recall some basic properties of the Chebyshev polynomials and introduce a key polynomial
A (x) that plays a central role in our study.

The Chebyshev polynomials T;,,(z), Uy, (z) € Z[x] of the first and second kind, respectively, are defined by
the following recurrence relations:

(2.1) To(z) =1, Ti(z)=

s Tm+1($) Tm(x) - Tm—l(x) (m > 1)7
Uo(ZL') = ].7

T, =2z
Ui(z) =22, Upg1(z) =22Un () — Up-1(z) (m>1).

For convenience, we extend these definitions to negative indices by setting T_1(x) = z, T_2(x) = 22% — 1 and
U_1(z) =0, U_o(x) = —1. We summarize the properties used in this paper below.

Lemma 2.1. (1) We have
gl , 1, f(m=5\ (m-j—1
(2:3) (@)= D tms Q0" 5, b :2(‘1)3{< j >+( j >}
=0

Lm/2] 4 o
(2.4) Un(r) = > tmj(22)" ", umﬂ-:(_1)1< ‘ )

j=0 J

(2) Upn(0) = (=1)™/2 if m is even and 0 otherwise.
(3) Up(£1) = (£1)™(m +1).

(4) Uapm(x) + 1 = 2T, (2)Upp ().

(5) Usm(x) — 1 = 21 ()1 (2).

(6) Uzm—1(z) = 2T (2)Up—1(x).

Define the polynomial A,,(z) € Z[z] of degree m by

(2.5) Ap() = [ ®a(22),
d \3;;1

where U, (z) is the minimal polynomial of 2cos(2w/m) over Q, which was studied, for example in [22]. As
shown in |21, Lemma 2.2|, A,,(z) satisfies the recurrence relation

(2.6) Ag(z) =1, Ai(z)=2x+4+1, Apii(x)=22A,(z)— An_1(z) (m>1).
Together with , this shows that
(2.7) A () = U () + U1 ().
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In this paper, A,,(z/2) plays an important role. The first few are given as follows:

Ao(z) 1, Al(g):x—i—l, Ag(g):x to—1, Ag(g):x fa? 21,

A4(g> =z*+a2® 322 -2 +1, As (g) =a° +a* —42® — 322 + 3z + 1.

We also summarize several properties of A,,(x). Throughout this paper, we denote the discriminant of a
polynomial f(z) by D(f(z)).
Lemma 2.2. (1) We have

m ] ; LQm—jJ
(2.8) A (@) =Dt j20)™ 7, ay = (~1)H ( ; )
2 H
(2) An(0) = (-1)L% 1.
(3) Apn(1)=2m+1 and A, (—1) = (-1)™.
(4) Form > 2,
(2.9) D (A (x)) = 2D (2m + 1)™ 1
Proof. The first three properties are obtained in [2I, Theorem 2.2, Corollary 3.2 ] (or derived via (2.7))). The
last one follows from [I2, Theorem 4] by applying the expression ([2.7)). O

Moreover, we have the following factorization of Uy, (z) in terms of A,,(x).
Lemma 2.3. (1) Ua(z) = (=) Ay () A (—2).
(2) Uam-1(z) + 1= (=1)" " Apy (=) A ().
(3) Uam—1(2) = 1= (=1)" Ap1(2) A (—2).
Proof. The first equation is given in [21| (1.4)]. The second and third equations are derived from (56) and (57)
of [19], respectively, by applying the identity

(2.10) ()" Ap(—z) = ] Waal22),
d|2m+1
d>3
which follows from ([2.5]). O

3. A CONSTRUCTION OF K3 3-SUBDIVISIONS IN G, (p)

3.1. Sextuples of Markoff triples. In this section, we construct a K3 s-subdivision in G (p) from a sextuple

X1, Xo, X3
(3.1) K‘(n,n,n>

of Markoff triples X1, Xo, X3,Y1,Ys, Y3 € M, (p), where
X1 = (a1,az2,a3), Xo=(b1,b2,b3), X3=(c1,c2,¢3)
and Y; = R;(X;) for 1 <4 < 3. We begin with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. For any k € Z and any prime p > 3, the graph G.(p) contains no subgraph isomorphic to
K373.

Proof. Suppose that the six triples X1, X2, X3,Y1,Y2,Y5 € M, (p) form a subgraph isomorphic to K3 3. Then
the Ol’lly pOSSlblhty is that Yl = Rg(XQ) = RQ(XQ,), }/—2 = Rl(Xg) = Rg(Xl) and Yg = RQ(Xl) = Rl(XQ) This
implies a1 = by = ¢, as = by = c9, and ag = by = c3, which means X; = X5 = Xj3. This contradicts the
assumption that the triples form K3 3. O

1 X27 X3

X
For n € Z~, we study sextuples K = ( Y., Y. Ys

> satisfying the following system of equations:

Ri(Xy) = (ReR1)"(X2) = (R3R1)"(X3),
(3.2) Ra(X2) = (R3R2)"(X3) = (R1R2)" (X1),
Y3 = R3(X3) = (1 R3)"(X1) = (R R3)" (X2),

which is equivalent to
(3.3) Xj = R;j(RiR;)"(X;) = R;(Re ;)" (Xk) for any {i,j, k} = {1,2,3}.
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One may expect that such a sextuple K yields the desired subdivision (see Figure [1)). Notice that, since R;
changes only the i-th coordinate for 1 < i < 3, the equations in (3.2)) immediately imply

(3.4) (b1, c2,a3) = (c1,a2,b3).

X1 Xo X3

Y, Ys Y3

FIGURE 1. A sextuple of Markoff triples

For k € Z, a prime p > 3, and n € Zso, let be{lﬁ(p) denote the set of all sextuples K of the form (3.1
satisfying (3.2). From now on, we always identify K € K2" (p) with the subgraph of G, (p) consisting of six

vertices X1, Xo, X3, Y1, Ys, Y3, three X;-Y;-paths (X;, R;(X;) =Y;) of length 1 for 1 <4 < 3, and six X;-Yj-paths
(Xi, Rj(Xi), (RiR;)(Xi), ..., Rj(RiRy)" 1 (X,), (R R;)"(X;) = Y5)

of length 2n for 1 <i # j < 3. We say that K is distinct if X1, Xo, X3,Y7,Y5, Y3 are all distinct. Moreover, we
call K proper if none of Z € {X1, X5, X3,Y1,Y2,Y3} is an internal vertex of any X;-Y;-path for 1 <14 # j < 3.
Note that K cannot be proper if n is too large relative to p. In fact, K is not proper if, for example, X; or Y;
is fixed by (R;Ry)™ or (R;Ry)™ for some 1 <14,j <3, k # 4,7, and m < n. The conditions under which such
situations occur are discussed in [9, Proposition 7.1]. Put

ICle;t (p) ={K e ICZI}K(p) | K is distinct}, KRoP(p) = {K € K3t (p) | K is proper} .

n,K

The next lemma shows that any element of XP'oP(p) yields a K3 3-subdivision in G, (p).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that KP*P(p) # 0, and let K = X1 Xy, Xy € KCrrop(p).
n,K Yl, }/’27 Y3 n,K
(1) Any internal vertex W of the X;-Y;-path satisfies Ry(W) # W # R;(W) for all 1 <i# j < 3.
(2) Any distinct X;-Y; and X;-Y; paths share no edges for all1 <i,5 <3 and 1 <4¢,j <3.

These in particular imply that every K € KR'P(p) is a K3 3-subdivision in G (p).

Proof. (1) By symmetry of G,(p), it suffices to consider the X;-Ys-path. Suppose that there exists an internal
vertex W on this path for which the claim does not hold. There are two cases to consider: W = (R; R2)™(X1)
for some 0 < m < n with Ro(W) = W, or W = Ry(R1R2)™(X1) for some 0 < m < n with Ry (W) = W.
Suppose the former holds. Then, we have Rp(R;R2)*™(X;) = Xi, which implies that X; (resp. X3) is an
internal vertex of the X;-Ys-path if 0 < m < 5 (resp. § < m < n). This never occurs because K € KP'oP(p).
The latter case is similar.

(2) By the above symmetry, it suffices to consider the cases (i,j) = (1,1), (1,2). The former is clear. For the
latter, the problem reduces, again by symmetry, to the cases (i/,5) = (2,1),(1, 3), (2, 3).

(i) If the X;-Y2-path and the Xo-Y7-path share a common edge corresponding to Ry (the case for Ry is
similar), then we have Ry(RiR2)™(X;) = (R2R1)!(X2) for some 0 < m < n and 0 < [ < n. This
implies that Xo = Ro(R1R2)™ Y(X1) if m > [ and X; = R (RaR;)'" "™ 1(X3) otherwise, which leads
to a contradiction as above.

(ii) If the X;-Ys-path and the X;-Y3-path share a common edge, then they also share a common internal
vertex, say W = (x,y,z). Since R; changes only the i-th coordinate, we have y = b; and z = ¢;.
Therefore, z = ay or bicy — a1, which implies that W = X or Y;. This is a contradiction.

(iii) A similar argument to (ii), using the relation (3.4), shows that the X;-Y>-path and the X,-Y3-path
share no common edges.

O
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Our target is KP'oP(p); since K3 3 is a forbidden minor for planar graphs by the Kuratowski-Wagner theorem,
the following is an immediate consequence of Lemma
Corollary 3.3. The graph G.(p) is non-planar if there exists n € Z~q such that KPP (p) # 0. O

Moreover, the result KE'2P(p) # () implies not only the non-planarity of G (p) but also the existence of cycles
of a specific length.

Corollary 3.4. The graph G.(p) contains cycles of lengths 4n + 2, 6n + 3, and 8n + 2 if there exists n € Z~q
such that ICB"2P (p) # 0.

Proof. For any K € KP'oP(p), we have the following cycles of lengths:

e dn+2: X; 5V 2 X, Ly, 2 Xy,

e bnt3: X V22X Ay, X, Ly 2 X,

e Sn+2: X1 V2 X2, 5 X By, X,

To study KB'oP(p) in detail, we first clarify all elements of K2, (p) and K3 (p). For a, § € F, let

n,K

_{ (@B.8), (Bra.B). (5.5.a)
(3:5) Kiap = ( @5.8) (B.a8). (5.5 )

where @ := 3% — « € F,,. Notice that K(a,p) is a sextuple of Markoff triples if f.(5,a) = 0, where

fulx,y) = y? =y + 2% — k.
Moreover, it is easily verified that K, g) and K gy coincide as subgraphs of G, (p).
Let ¥ be the group of double sign changes, which is isomorphic to (Z/2Z)2. The following is direct.

Lemma 3.5. Foranyo € ¥ and 1 <i <3, 0 and R; commute. In particular, o is an automorphism of G (p).

From this lemma, ¥ naturally acts on K2 (p), K35 (p) and KB7P(p) as

. U(Xl), U(X2)a J(X)
o(K) ._< oY1), o(Y2), U(Ys) >

By taking account of double sign changes, it is possible to enumerate all solutions of (3.2]).

Theorem 3.6. For k € Z, a prime p > 3, and n € Z~g, define
7o) = {(ap) ey x5 |, (5) =0 2. =0},
Tait(p) = {(a, B) € Trk(p) | B2(3 = B) # k. B2(8 — B°) # 4dn } .

Then, we have

(3.6) K2 (p) = {0(K(a,p) | (., B) € T2 (p), 0 €S} L& k(p),
(3.7) K (p) = {0(K o ) | (. 8) € TS (p), 0 €3},
where

0, 0, 0 .y
0, 0, 0 e

Enw(p) = {O< PPP ‘
0

) UEZ} k=4 and 2n+1#0 (mod p),

otherwise,
with O == (0,0,0) and P = (2,2,2).
To prove the theorem, we employ the matrix representation of the composition R;R;. For any {i,j,k} =

{1,2,3}, write R;(x1, 2, x3) = (21, 22, 23) and R;R;(z1,22,23) = (y1,¥2,y3). Then, since R; changes only the
i-th coordinate of Markoff triples, we observe that z; = x;, 2 = x, yr = z and

(38) R P b e R
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where

2 —-1 —x
x -1

R(z) == { - { v ]2 € SLy(F,).

0
More generally, for any m € Z>q, the matrix expressions of (R;R;)™ and R;(R;R;)™ can be given in terms of
the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Let m € Z>o and {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}. For (z1,22,23) € M,(p), write
(RiRy)™ (e, w2,w5) = (™8™ 8™ ), Ry(RiRy)™ () = (™, 6™, ™).

Then, we have y,(cm) = z,(cm) = x and

y™
yﬁm)

- U2m (il'/2) _U2m—1 (*T'/Q) = U2m ('1:/2) _Uzm_l (13/2)
Fnlae) = [ Usm-1(2/2) ~Usm-a (2/2) ] o Ol [ Uzmi1 (2/2) - —Usm (@/2) }

Proof. One can prove by induction on m, in conjunction with (2.2)), that
Riz)™ = [ Usi (2/2)  —Usp1 (2/2) ]

= Fm(xk)

[ —]
&8
[ I
| —
RO SN
EAN)

where

U2m—l ($/2) 7U2m_2 (x/2)

Hence the claims follows from (3.8)) by noting that F,,,(z) = R(z)™ and G, (x) = { ; _01 ] Fp(z).

Proof of Theorem[3.6 (1) Let i%g{ln (p) denote the right-hand side of (3.6]). We first show that K2 (p) C IE?L]}R (p).

K

_ Xl, X27 X3 all . . .
Take K = ( Vi Y, Vs € K5y (p). By virtue of Lemma 3.7, (3.3) can be rewritten as follows:
as | bo [as | c3
e | 2] ]| 2.

C3__ / aq 1" al___o_

e | 2] e | 2] =] 0]

Cl1-_ / ) 1" b2__—0_
(3'9) |:a2__G”(b3)|:b1:|7 G"(b3)|:b1___0_’

b2-_ / Cc3 " 03-_-0-

[bg__Gn(cl)[Cz]7 Gn(cl)|:02___0_7
where

, ) 0 1 Usnt1(2/2)  —Uzn (2/2)
aue =1 o e = i) Uy | e st

Glla) = Gite) ~ G =t (5) | 5 3 .

—x

We first find solutions to in the case where G/ (§) is non-singular for some & € {as,bs,c1}. For
instance, assume that G/ (a3) is non-singular (the other cases are completely similar). Then, from 7 we have
a; = az = c3 = ¢; = 0, which implies a3 = ¢3 = x by , and by = —Us, (0)ca = (—=1)" ey, If £ =0 in F,
then we have as = 0 and hence X; = X5 = X3 =Y; = Y5 = Y3 = O with O = (0,0,0). If (%) = —1, then there
are no solutions to (3.9). Finally, if (%) =1, then we have ay = ¢z = £y/k and hence X; = (0, £y/k,0) = Y1. On
the other hand, since Xo = (0, £(—1)""1{/k,0), we have Y] = (RaR1)"(X2) = (0, F1/,0), which contradicts the

earlier expression of Y. Therefore, (3.9) has a solution only when x = 0 in F,, which leads to K = ( g g 8 ) .
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We next consider the case where G/ () is singular, equivalently,
Usy, (g) - 0} or &= 42,

for all £ € {ag, bs, c1}. This in particular implies that as, bs,c; # 0 by Lemma (2). Notice from Lemma
(3) that £2 € Z,, if and only if 2n +1 =0 (mod p). Now, consider the equation

(3.11) MECCIMEAGRIME

(3.10) €€ 7, = {x €F,

v

which is derived from (3.9).

e When ¢ € Z,, it follows from Lemma that either A,(£/2) = 0 or A,(—=¢/2) = 0 hold. Define
ee € {#1} by A, (¢£/2) = 0. Then, Lemma [2.3 again implies that

(e (§ 0 (§) 0 () = o

This leads to G, (&) = G}, (§)™! = e¢l2, where I is the 2-by-2 identity matrix. Therefore (3.11)) yields

u | s
v | Tt
e When & = +2 with 2n+1# 0 (mod p), let sgn(§) == £/2 € {+1}. By Lemma[2.1] (3), we have

fey | osen(§)(2n+2) —(2n+1)
Gn(8) = { 2n+1 —sgn(§)2n } ’

U 1
Thus, (3.11) implies that =t .
s [ )4 o
Based on these observations, the solutions to (3.9)) are obtained as follows.
e When as,b3,c1 € Z,,, from (3.9, we have

B R O P R b B R

These imply that
(3.13) a1 = Epyba = €p,60,C3 = €1yE¢,€a,01, A2 = EbyC1 = Eby€a, b3 = Eby€a,yE0c, A2,

and thus e,,ep,6., = 1 since ag # 0. By setting 8 = £,,a2, which means that A,(5/2) = 0, we can
write (ag,bs, 1) = (€ay8,€b50,€c,8). Moreover, if we put o = £, a1, then we have f.(8,a) = 0 and
from (3.13) (a1,b2,c3) = (€c, v, €qy 0, Epy ). Therefore, the matrix K is expressed as

K = < (Ecla’sazﬁagb;;ﬁ)v (Eclﬂagazaaf:bsﬁ)v (5c1575a2ﬁ75b3a) )
(501a75a2675b36>7 (5516,5a2a75b35), (561ﬁ75a2ﬁ75b3a) '

This is clearly obtained from K, 4) by the double sign change (z,y,2) — (¢, 7, €4,Y; €5 2)
e When ag,bs € Z,, and ¢; = £2 with 2n + 1 £ 0 (mod p), it follows from (3.9)) that

[2]:8‘12[2;]’ [Z;}:gb?’[ii]’ [Zi}:az{sgnl(q)]'

These imply ¢; = eq,b3 = £4,5gn(c1)az, which yields as/2 = £,,. Therefore, by Lemma[2.1] (3), we have
Usn—1(as/2) = Usp—1(g4,) = €a,2n. However, this contradicts the fact that Us,_1(az/2) = —e4, from
, given that 2n+1 £ 0 (mod p). The cases bs,c; € Z,, and as = +2, and ¢1, a2 € Z,, and by = +2
are similar.

e When ay € Z,, and b3, ¢; = £2 with 2n + 1 Z 0 (mod p), it follows from ([3.9) that

(ol ] (o] =awmon ] [2] o] e |

These again imply ¢; = €4,b3 = £4,5¢n(c1)az, which leads to the same contradiction as in the previous
case. The cases b3 € Z,, and ¢1,as = +2, and ¢y € Z,, and as, b3 = +2 are similar.
e When as,bs,c; = £2 with 2n + 1 £ 0 (mod p), it follows from (3.9) that

[2]:%[8@%@2)}’ [Z;]:Cl[sgnl(bz) ] [Zz } :az{sgnl(cl) ]
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These imply (ay, b, c3) = (c1,az,b3) and sgn(ag)sgn(bs)sgn(cy) = 1. Since a? + a3 + a3 — ajazaz — k =
c? 4+ a3 + b3 — crazbz — k = 4 — K, there are no solutions to (3.2)) unless x = 4. When s = 4, we find

that K is a double sign change of < ]; 5 i ), where P = (2,2,2).

This completes the proof of Ka% (p) C l%j’tuﬁ (p). For the reverse inclusion K2 (p) D IEZI)IN (p), it suffices to verify
that K(q,g) with (o, 8) € T3 (p) satisfies (3.9), that is,

« , « ” « 0
5]-emfz] a@nls]-[2]
These relations indeed hold because G, (8) = Iz and G),(8) = Oz, where Os is the 2-by-2 zero matrix.

(2) To study IC,dL‘ﬁf (p), it suffices to determine when any coincidence occurs among the triples in K, gy for
(a, B) € TN (p). To see this, we first note that, under the condition f.(8,a) =0, we have (8 — a)(8 —@) =0
if and only if 32(3 — 8) = K, and « = @ if and only if 3?(8 — 3?) = 4x. Since these conditions are equivalent
to X; = XjorY; =Y forsome 1 <i# j <3, and X; =Y for some 1 <14 < 3, respectively, it follows that
Ko € K355(p) if and only if #2(3 — 8) # k and 5%(8 — #2) # 4k, which is equivalent to (v, 8) € T95(p).
Finally, we observe that X; = Y; for some 1 <14 # j < 3 implies 8 = a = @, which occurs only when x = 4. In
this specific case, we have § = o = @ = 2, which implies K, g) ¢ Kdist(p). This completes the proof. |

n,K

Remark 3.8. When x = 4, for which defines a degenerate surface, we observe that K)"J"(p) = 0 even
though K2 (p) # 0. Actually, take any K, ) € K2 (p) for some (o, ) € T2 (p). Since f4(8, ) = (a —2)(@—
2), it follows that « =2 or @ = 2. If @ = 2, then X; = (2, 3, 3), which implies Ro(X;) = R3(X;) = X;. This
means that Y1 = R1Ry(X1) = Ry R3(X1) lies on both the X;-Y>-path and the X;-Y3-path, and therefore K, g)
is not proper. The case @ = 2 is similar. For this reason, throughout this paper, we assume x # 4.

3.2. Rewriting the conditions for TSIL (p). To study the system of algebraic equations in TSIL (p), let

Ln®) = (An (5)  fula))

denote the ideal of Fy[z,y] generated by A,(z/2) and fe(z,y). To study T3 (p), we need a good basis of
I,,...(p). To do that, we recall the definition of the resultant of two polynomials: Let R be a commutative ring.
For polynomials f(z) = Y1 ja;z" and g(z) = >." biz" in R[z], the resultant Res(f,g) € R of f and g is
defined by

Qp Gn—1 o Qg
Qnp Qp—1 o ag
Gnp, Up—1 ao
Res(f, g) =
bm bm—l o bO
bm bm—l e bO
bm bm—l o bO
Now, define
Gn,0 an,1 T Gn,n—1 An,n
Qn,0 an,1 o Gn,n—1 Gn,n

2—y 0 y2 — kK

By, x(y) = Res, (An (%) ,fﬁ(x,y)) = 2 _y 0 v — K

2—-y 0 TR
where Res, denotes the resultant with respect to the variable x, and the coefficients a,, ; are defined as in ([2.8).

Note that B, .(y) is a monic polynomial in y of degree 2n. The following proposition enables us to obtain
(a, 3) € T, (p) by solving the equation By, . (y) = 0.

Proposition 3.9. Let k € Z\ {4} and n € Z~¢ satisfying 2n +1 % 0 (mod p). Define

(3.14) Tnse = Res (An (g) Lot 822+ 45) eF,.
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If N # 0, then there exists a unique polynomial Cp, (y) € Fply] of degree < 2n such that

(315) o) = (B0 = (s Cunl)).

Proof. 1t is clear that I, ,,(p) is a zero-dimensional ideal. Since D(4,(z/2)) = (2n + 1)"~! by Lemma (4),
our assumption on n ensures that A, (z/2) has no multiple roots. Moreover, since D, (f(z,y)) = z* —82° + 4,
where D, denotes the discriminant with respect to the variable y, the assumption 7, ,, # 0 implies that f..(v,y)
has no multiple roots for any root v of A,(x/2) = 0. These observations show that I, .(p) is a radical
ideal of Fp[z,y]. Therefore, we can apply the so-called shape Lemma (see, e.g. [20, Theorem 3.7.25)]), which
guarantees the existence of unique polynomials g(y), h(y) € Fply] such that g(y) is monic, deg h(y) < degg(y),
and I, .(p) = (9(y),x — h(y)) (such a basis is called a shape basis, which is a special type of reduced Grébner
basis). Since g(y) generates the elimination ideal I, .(p) N F,[y], we may take it to be the resultant B, .(y).
Finally, we put Cy, ,.(y) = (k — 4)"~'h(y), where the factor is introduced as a normalization. O

Now, by (3.15), we have A,,(3/2) = fu(B,a) = 0 if and only if B, (o) = B — Cpx(a)/(k — 4)"~! = 0.
Moreover, if &, # 0 and 7, , 7# 0, where

&n.re = Res (An (g) o3 — 322 + n) eF,,

then neither of the systems A, (z/2) = 22(3 — z) — k = 0 and A, (z/2) = 2%(8 — 22?) — 4k = 0 has a common
root. Therefore, one obtains the following:
Corollary 3.10. Let k € Z\ {4} and n € Z~q satisfying 2n+1 % 0 (mod p). Assume that & kM, x # 0.

(1) We have

(3.16) T2 (p) = Tt (p) = {(a,ﬁ) €F, xFY |B,ula)=0, =

i )

(2) If (a, B) € T3S (p), then By () = By (@) = 0. Hence, the roots of By «(y) =0 appear in pairs.

Proof. The above observations show all assertions except for B, (@) = 0. The remaining one follows from

Bun.x(y) € (A (2/2), fu(z,y)) together with the identity f.(z,y) = fu(z,2? —y). O
Example 3.11. A direct computation shows that
§1.x =K — 4,
M, =45 — 7,
Biu(y) =¢*—y—r+2,
Cru(y) = -1,

Eo.0 = K> — 13Kk + 11,

N2 = 16K — 68k + 41,
B ,.(y) = yt —3y3 — (26 — T)y? + (3 — 4)y + K% — 65 + 4,
Cowly) ==y +y> + (k- 1)y -2,

€3, = K> — 19x% 4 55k — 29,
N3 = 64K — 432K% + TT6K — 239,
By x(y) = y° — 5y° — (3 — 16)y* + 5(2x — 5)y° + (3w — 26k + 30) y*
— (5% — 24Kk + 12) y — K 4+ 10K* — 24K + 8,
Ca,n(y) = =2¢° — (k = 10)y" + (Tr — 24)y° + (2% — 20k + 26) ¢
— (5% — 25K + 12) y — K° + 9K* — 18k,

€4, = K* — 25Kk% 4 150k% — 283k + 76,
N = 256K* — 2368K° + 7152k — 7432k + 1393,
Bux(y) = v® — Ty" — (45 — 29)y° + 7(3k — 10)y° + (657 — T2 + 121) y* — (2157 — 130k + 128) ¢
— (4k® — 57K + 180k — 104) y* + (7x® — 60k* 4 120k — 32) y + £* — 14> + 60K — 80k + 16,
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Cun(y) = —(k+1)y" + (3x + 13)y° + (35 — k — 59) y° — (4x? + 47k — 152) y*
— (3k® + k% — 145K + 217) y* — (k® — 63K% + 274K — 182) y°
+ (k" + 3K — 88K% 4 220K — 60) y + 2k — 285” + 116K — 136K + 8.

Remark 3.12. One sees that B, ,(z) is divided by Bs . (z) if n = (25 + 1)l + s for some integer [ > 0, which
implies that T3, (p) # 0 whenever T2\ (p) # 0. For example, when n =4, s = 1 and [ = 1, we have

By, (y) 6 5 4 3
—r =y’ 4+ 6y° +3(k —T)y" — (126 — 37)y
Bl,ﬁ(y) ( ) ( )

—3(k? — 11k + 14)y* + 6(k* — 6K + 2)y + k> — 12k% + 36K — 8.
This divisibility can be proved as follows. From [2I, Theorem 2.3], 4, (x) i

is divisible by Ag(x) in Z[x] if and
only if n = (254 1)l + s for some integer [ > 0. Thus, by writing A, () = As(2)Qx, s(x) for some Q,, s(z) € Z[x]
and applying the multiplicative property of the resultant Res(f(z)g(x), h(z)) = Res(f(z), h(x)) Res(g(x), h(z)),

we obtain By, . (y) = Bs.x(y) Resy (Qn.s (2/2), fx(x,y)). For the same reason, &, , and 7, . are divisible by &s
and 7 ., respectively, for such an integer s.

3.3. Properness of K, ). Now, for k € Z\ {4}, our task is to determine when KCP"?P(p) # 0 for a given prime
YA ) ek s
proper in our sense. We may assume that K is of the form of K = K, ) for some (o, ) € T,‘ffzt (p). It is clear
that neither X}, nor Y} is an internal vertex of the X;-Y;-path for any {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}. Moreover, one easily
observes that X; (resp. X,) is an internal vertex of the X;-Y;-path if and only if Y; (resp. Yj) is. Therefore,
by the symmetry of G.(p), we see that K is proper if and only if neither X7 nor X5 is an internal vertex of the
X1-Ys path. Now, assume that n € Z~ satisfies 2n + 1 # 0 (mod p), which implies that a # 2 and § # £2 for
any (o, 8) € T (p). Under these conditions, we consider the following four cases.

(i-a) The case where there exists 0 < m < n such that (R;R2)™(X;) = X;. From Lemma we have

Fn(8) [ e } = [ g }, which is equivalent to

5
(U2m (%) - 1) a = Uzn-1 (é) B
e (3 (s (3) 1)

Moreover, by Lemma [2.1] - ) and (6), these are equivalent to

Tint1 <B)O¢_Tm B) =0,
T (g) a—"T, 1 5 =0.
This implies U,,—1(8/2) = 0, because, otherwise, we have Tp,11(8/2)a — T (8/2)8 = Tm(8/2)a —
Tm-1(8/2)8 = 0. Using repeatedly, we obtain T1(8/2)a — To(8/2)8 = (o — 2)8/2 = 0, which

contradicts the fact that « # 2 and 8 # 0. Hence, since S is a common root of A4, (x/2) and U,,_1(z/2),
we have the following.

p > 3 and n € Z~o. To this end, we investigate when a configuration K = (

Um— 1
Um— 1

N @
@ @

Observation 3.13. If there exists 0 < m < n such that (RyR2)™(X1) = X1, then we have

x x
o (3. 2) s (5) -0
(i-b) The case where there exists 0 < m < n such that (Re(R1R2)™)(X1) = X;. From Lemma we have
a

G (B) { 3 } = [ g }, which is equivalent to

(0 (8)- 1)~ (5)
Uz (§) @ = (Vo (5) +1) 8.

Moreover, by Lemma [2.1] (4), (5) and (6), these are equivalent to
Umfl
Un,

Terl a — Tm

N N[
@ @
@ @
sy
I
o

Tm+1 a — Tm
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This implies

(3.17) Trnt1 (§> a—"Ty, (g) B =0,

because, otherwise, we have U,,_1(8/2) = U, (8/2) = 0. Using (2.2)) repeatedly, we obtain Uy(3/2) = 0,
which contradicts the fact that Uy(3/2) = 1. Now, substituting 82 = (a? — k)/(a — 2) into (3.17) and
noticing § # 0, we see that fy, x(a) = 0, where hy, (y) € Fply] is a monic polynomial of degree
2[(m+1)/2| + 1 defined by
L) o o LE] o .
Mo @) =2 D tmar s =) I (= 2y = > i (07— w)L T (y - 2)7
7=0 j=0
Hence, since « is a common root of B,, ,(y) and hyy, . (y), we have the following.
Observation 3.14. If there exists 0 < m < n such that (Ra(R1R2)™)(X1) = X1, then we have
Resy (B, (y); hinx(y)) = 0.

(ii-a) The case where there exists 0 < m < n such that (R1R2)™(X1) = X3. From Lemma we have

F..(8) [ g } = [ g }, which is equivalent to

o (8 =t (£) +1) 5

(UQm—l (%) - 1) a = Um—2 (%) B.
Notice that if Us,,, (8/2) # 0, then the second equation is a consequence of the first. Now, by substituting
B =Chk(a)/(k—4)" and 8% = (a®—k)/(a—2) into the first equation of (3.18)), we see that g,, . () =0,
where ¢p, m,x(y) € Fply] is a polynomial of degree < 2n + m defined by

gn,m7fi(y> = (y - 2)m0n7n(y>

(3.18)

m m—1
— (k=" o (VP = R)" T (Y — 2y = ) a1 — R)" T (y — 2)
=0 =0

Hence, since « is a common root of By, . (y) and gn,m,.(y), we have the following.
Observation 3.15. If there exists 0 < m < n such that (R1R2)™(X1) = X3, then we have
Resy(Bu,x(Y); gn.m.x(y)) = 0.
(ii-b) The case where there exists 0 < m < n such that (Re(R1R2)™)(X1) = X2. From Lemma we have

(07

G (B) { 3 } = [ g }, which is equivalent to

Uan (3) o = (Vo (3) +1) 2
(G (8) =)= 0 (8)
Moreover, by Lemma [2.3] these are equivalent to
A A (—g)a-i—Amfl -8)B) =o,
A A (—g)a+Am ~8)8) =o.

Similar to the argument in case (i-a), this implies A,,(8/2) = 0, because, otherwise, we have A,,(—3/2)a+
Am—1(=8/2)8 = Ams1(—F/2)a + A (—F/2)8 = 0. Using repeatedly, we obtain As(—f5/2)a +
A1(=B/2)B=(B>-B—1)a—(B—1)8=0and A1 (—B/2)a+ Ay(—B/2)3 = —(B—1)a+ 8 = 0. Hence,

since § is a common root of A, (z/2) and A,,(z/2), we have the following.

D@ @

V)

Observation 3.16. If there exists 0 < m < n such that (Ra(R1R2)™)(X1) = Xa, then we have

e (0 (5) e (2)) =0

Based on these observations, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.17. Let k € Z\ {4} and n € Z~q satisfying 2n +1 % 0 (mod p).
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(1) Assume that &, =rk—4#0 andny,, =4k —T7#0. Then
K (p) = K{3(p) = KPP (p).
(2) Assume that &2, = k? — 13k + 11 # 0 and 1, = 165> — 68k +41 £ 0. Then
K5i(p) = K93 (p) = KE.P (p).

(3) Assume that &3, = k3 — 19k% + 55Kk — 29 # 0, 03, = 64k — 432K% + 776K — 239 #£ 0, and K> — 26K2 +
111k — 43 # 0. Then,

K3l (p) = K53 (p) = K52 (p).

Proof. As shown in Corollary Kall (p) = K355 (p) if &nwtine # 0. Therefore, based on our previous
observations for each n = 1,2, 3, it suffices to show that no such m exists in any of the four cases above, which
guarantees that K35 (p) = KE'P(p).

(1) The case n = 1.
(i-b) Since Resy(B1,x(y), hox(y)) = —(k —4), the assumption ensures that no such m exists.
(ii-b) Since Res, (A41(x/2), Ag(x/2)) = 1, no such m exists.
(2) The case n = 2.
(i-a) Since Res,(Aa(z/2),Up(z/2)) = 1, no such m exists.
(i-b) Since Resy (B2, (y), hox(y)) = (k —4)? and Res,(Ba,x(y), h1,x(y)) = (k — 4)%&2 4, no such m exists
by the assumptions.
(ii-a) Since Resy (B2, (y), 92,1,+(y)) = (k — 4)%, no such m exists.
(ii-b) Since Res,(Az2(x/2), Ap(x/2)) = 1 and Res,(Aa(2/2), A1(x/2)) = —1, no such m exists.
(3) The case n = 3.
(i-a) Since Res,(As(x/2),Uo(x/2)) = Resy(As(x/2),U1(x/2)) = 1, no such m exists.
(i-b) Since

Resy (Bs x (1), hox(y)) = —(r — 4)?,
Resy (B« (y), h1,x(y)) = (5 — 4)°(5* — 265% + 111k — 43),
Resy (Bs (1), ha,n(y)) = (5 — 4)°E5 1,

no such m exists by the assumptions.
(ii-a) Since

Resy(Bs . (y), 93,1,6(y)) = (k — 4)1 (K3 — 26K% + 111K — 43),
Resy (B35 (y), 93,2,4(y)) = —(k — 4)*',
no such m exists by the assumptions.

(ii-b) Since Res,(As(x/2), A1(x/2)) = 1 and Res, (As(x/2), A1(x/2)) = Resz(As(x/2), Aa(x/2)) = —1,
no such m exists.

O

Remark 3.18. The same discussion cannot be extended to the general case n > 4. In fact, direct computation
shows that the following resultants vanish:

Resy(B‘l,li(y)v g4,1,n(y)) = 07
Resy(B7,x(Y), 97,m,x(y)) =0 for m =1,2,4,
Resy (B10,x(Y), g10,mx(y)) =0 for m =1,3,4,7.

4. EXPLICIT K3 3-SUBDIVISIONS IN G, (p)

In this section, for certain specific n and p, we show that KP'oP(p) # (), that is, there exists an explicit
K3 3-subdivision in G, (p) via Lemma As a consequence, one can also deduce the non-planarity of G.(p) as
well as the existence of short cycles within the graph from Corollaries and respectively.
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4.1. The case n = 1. We first consider the case n = 1. Suppose that &; ., =k —4#0and 7y, =4k — 7 # 0.
Since By (y) =y*> —y — £+ 2 and C1 ,(y) = —1, we have from Corollary

(1) (@1} (%) =1,

0 otherwise,

(4.1) Tik(p) = T (p) =

where o, = (1+,/T.x)/2 and @, = (1 — \/71.5)/2. Therefore, we have

{o(K@,.—1)),0(K@z—1))| 0 €} (%) _1,

0 otherwise.

ICaH( ) ICdlSt( ) ,CPYOP( ):

Thus, by Corollary we have the following result, which was observed in Section 11 of [9].
Theorem 4.1. Let k € Z \ {4}. Then, there exists an explicit K3 3-subdivision in G.(p) if &1, 7 0 and
(711_*’») =1.

P

Remark 4.2. For

K _ Xl, X27 X3 _ (ana_17_1)7 (_laana_1)7 (—1,—].,Oé) ICprop()
(Ozm—l) }/17 1/27 Y3 (a_na_17_1)a (—1,04_,“—1), (_1a_17a_f€)

the X;-Yj-paths in K(,, _1) for 1 <i# j < 3 are explicitly given as follows.

X1 = (o, —1,~1) B (ap, a0, 1) B (-1, 007, —1) = V2,
X1 = (an, =1, =1) & (o, —1,@5) 13 (-1, —1,55) = V3,
Xo = (—Lan, ~1) B (@, an, —1) B (@, -1, -1) = V1,
Xo = (— 1,0, —1) B (<1, ap,a7) B (-1, -1,a7) = 3,
Xy = (=1,-1,0,) B (@, —1,00) & (@, —1,-1) = V3,
X = (-1, ~1a,) B (~Lam,an) B (-Lay, 1) = Y

See Figure for explicit depictions of these paths in K, 1) for certain x and p.

(11.4,11) @12.12)
: (11,11,4)

; a>1l
@006 6P O, "30’2 1
—e i

o
00—a% 10 *° (11,0,11)z.871411 -
- '(;s 8,1,

by ey O ‘5 ’@'ﬁﬂ 2

L “Qd% 10)

oM o—

7,8 197/ 1.1,
©109 A g u7ay

e L'G’ ®

.
6 f 5, ms,}%% d aldg S 57

ﬁ,ﬂ Bt Q s .n‘iv 1
/e #P' n \12.5.7)
g. 7.5)
vy
(s 155, n dnys
e ®  ®

N i‘% ®
‘5 1. 10.1
) 1299

FIGURE 2. Illustrations of K, —1y) € K} (p) for (k,p) = (6,13) (left), and (k,p) = (8,13)
(right). The X;-Y;-paths (of length 2) and the X;-Y; paths in K(,,_ _1) are depicted using red
and blue edges, respectively, for 1 <4,5 < 3.
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4.2. The case n = 2. We next consider the case n = 2. Suppose that &, = k% — 135 + 11 # 0 and
N2, = 1652 — 68k 4 41 # 0. Then, any (a, 8) € T35 (p) must satisfy B () = 0, where
Ba.(y) = y* — 3y — (26 — 1)y* + 3k — 4)y + K% — 6k + 4.
We first investigate the conditions under which the quartic equation By . (y) = 0 has a solution in F,. It should
be noted that, by Corollary (2), the solutions of this equation appear in pairs; therefore, if a solution exists,
there are either 2 or 4 solutions in F,.
Let f(x) = 2 + ax® + bx + ¢ € F,[z] be a quartic polynomial with discriminant
D(f(x)) = —(4a® + 270*)b* + 16¢(a* + 9ab® — 8a’c + 16c%).
We denote by N,(f(z)) the number of solutions of f(z) = 0 in FF,,, counted with multiplicity. Let {S,},>0 be
the sequence defined by the linear recurrence relation
So =3, Si=-2a, S=2a%+ 8,
Spi3 = —2aSn 1o+ (4c — a?®)S,i1 + %S, (n>0).
Then, in the generic case where (a? + 12¢)bD(f(z)) # 0, the number of solutions N,(f(z)) can be described in
terms of Sy, as established in [32 Theorems 5.5 and 5.7]:

(4.2)

4 Sp+1 = 52 and S(p—l)/Q = 37
4a® — 16ac + 9b? — 2a.Sp41
—5a% —12c¢+3Sp+1

2 Spi1 #a? —4c, Sy and (’jf) =1 where p,, =

1 Spy1 =a? —4e,

0 otherwise.

(4.3) Ny(f(2)) =

Notice that the condition a? 4 12¢ # 0 implies that So # a? — 4c.
Proposition 4.3. Let k € Z\ {4}. Assume that &3 .12 # 0 and 5(k* — T3k + 61) # 0. Then, we have

8k — 17+ 2 P 8k — 17 —2 P
()i (E (a
p p p p
NP(BQ,n(y)) BRY) (7’2»“> — —1 and <5> =1
p )

p
0 otherwise.

Proof. Let f2.(y) = Ba,(y+3/4) = y* + ay® + by + ¢, where a = —(16x — 29)/8, b = 25/8 and ¢ =
(256K2 — 1248k 4 1021) /256. Here, all rational coefficients are interpreted in F,. Since a? +12¢ = k? — 73k + 61
and D(fa . (y)) = 25(k — 4)?n) 5, our assumptions ensure that we are in the generic case in the sense described
above. Hence, we can apply the above results. In this case, the sequence {5, },>¢ defined in is given by

1 1
So=3, Si=(16n—29), Sy =1 (16—49)(16s — 19),

1 ) 625
Sn+3 = 1(16:‘41 — 29)Sn+2 — T6(16H - 9)5n+1 + 674571 (n Z 0)

Choose any /m2. € Fp2. Then, we have
5\ /8k—17+2/ma\"  [8k—17—2 /Maa\"
S, = <) N ( V2, ) n ( V2, > .

4 4 4
(i) If \/2.x € Fp, then, since (\/2.5)P = \/M2.x, We have

2 2 2
5 8k — 1742,/ n 8k — 17— 2, /T n
S = (1) + () < () s

Moreover, from the Euler criterion, we have

5\  [(8k—1T+2/mr\"" [8k—1T—2/mx)\ "
So-v2=1\7) + +

1 1 1

o p=1 p=1
—5"7 + 8k — 17+ 2/) = + (85— 17— 2 /i) 2
(5) . (8/1— 17+2‘/7n27,i> s (8/@— 17 - 2, Wm)
. .

p p
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Therefore, S(,_1)/2 = 3 if and only if (%) = (8“_17;2v772,~> _ (8“—17;%"2’“) =1.
(ii) If /M2~ ¢ [y, then since (\/N2.x)? = —/N2.x, We have

16

5\ 2 8k — 17+ 2\ /M2 8k — 17 =2,/ 275
Sp1 = +2 N

4 4 4

Hence, Sp41 # a® — 4c = 5(16k — 9)/16 since k # 4, and Sp+1 # S since 72, # 0. Moreover, a direct
calculation shows that

_ 4a® —16ac+ 9b* — 2aSp11 5

Mo = 52 “12¢+ 35,5, 4

Consequently, (%”) =1 if and only if (%) =1.

This completes the proof from (4.3)). O

From Propositions .9 and we immediately obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let v € Z \ {4}. Then, there exists an explicit K3 s-subdivision in G (p) if &2.xM2x # 0,
5(k? — T3k + 61) # 0, and either of the following conditions holds.

" (m) o (;) _ (8&—17—1—2\/@) _ (85—17—2%) o

p p p p
® (%) =-tana () -

Remark 4.5. It is clear that primes satisfying condition (B) in Theoremcan be characterized by congruence
relations modulo 5|n2 .|, where 7, . is regarded as an integer in only this context. On the other hand, primes
satisfying condition (A) seems to be characterized by their representation by certain quadratic forms with
discriminant 572, when it is not a square (for related results, see, e.g. [31]). In the following, we provide lists
of primes p satisfying each condition for small x. For convenience, we put W, := 5(k% — 73k + 61)&a 2.5 € Fp.

e When x = 0, except for primes p > 3 satisfying Wy # 0, that is, p # 5,11, 41,61, they are
(A) p =59, 131, 139, 241, 269, 271, 359, 409, 541, 569, 599, 661, 701, 761, 859, 881, 911, 941, .... Such
a prime p is represented by the reduced quadratic forms 22 — 132y — 9y? or 52% — Szy — 9y? with
discriminant 205. These two forms appear to represent the same set of integers.
(B) p = +6, £11, +14, +19, £24, +26, +29, £34, +44, +£54, £56, +69, +£71, £76, +79, £89, +94,
496, 99, +101 (mod 205).
e When k = 1, except for primes p > 3 satisfying W; # 0, that is, p # 5,11, they are
(A) p=59, 71, 199, 229, 251, 269, 311, 379, 389, 499, 509, 631, 661, 691, 751, 839, 881, 929, .... Such
a prime p is represented by the reduced quadratic form z? + 2y + 14y? with discriminant —55.
(B) p=6, 19, 21, 24, 29, 39, 41, 46, 51, 54 (mod 55).
e When k = 2, except for primes p > 3 satisfying W5 # 0, that is, p # 5,11, 31, they are
(A) p =41, 59, 149, 191, 311, 349, 379, 419, 421, 439, 479, 691, 701, 769, 811, 971, .... Such a prime
p is represented by the reduced quadratic form x? + zy + 39y? with discriminant —155.
(B) p=6, 11, 21, 24, 26, 29, 34, 44, 46, 54, 61, 74, 79, 84, 86, 89, 91, 96, 99, 104, 106, 114, 116, 119,
136, 139, 141, 146, 151, 154 (mod 155).
e When x = 3, except for primes p > 3 satisfying W3 # 0, that is, p # 5, 19,149, they are
(A) p=19, 131, 191, 199, 239, 251, 349, 389, 419, 461, 491, 709, 739, 809, 821, 859, 919, 929, .... Such
a prime p is represented by the reduced quadratic forms z2 + zy + 24y? or 522 + 5xy + 6y with
discriminants —95.
(B) p=14, 21, 29, 31, 34, 41, 46, 51, 56, 59, 69, 71, 79, 84, 86, 89, 91, 94 (mod 95).
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[ ] 755" (p) ) \ 155" (p) | T55'(p) |

5 * k% * % ok * k% * ok

7 ] 0 0 [}

11 * k% % % % * k% 0

13 ] [] [} [}

17 0 0 0 0

19 || {(7,14), (18,14)} | {(9,14), (16,14)} ] -

23 0 [] [} [}

29 || {(11,23), (25,23)} {(8,5),(17,5)} {(3,23), (4,23)} {(9,23), (27,23)}
31 0 [ — {(9,12), (11,12)}
37 0 [ [} [}

1 i ((3,34), (5,34)} ({2(}132 Egggi)} {(15,6), (21,6)}
43 0 [] [} [}

47 0 0 0 0

TABLE 1. The sets T5%%(p) for x = 0,1,2,3. Here, the symbol # « * indicates that W, :=
5(/‘?2 — T3k + 61)52,:{7]2,5 =0.

Remark 4.6. For K (o5 = ( );11 )}‘;22 3 ) € KY'%P(p), the X;-Yj-paths in K(a ) for 1 <i#j < 3 are
explicitly given as follows.

X1 = (0,8.8) "% (a, Bl — 1), 8) 3 (B@— 1), Bla — 1), /) 73 (B(@ - 1),@.8) % (8, 8) = Ya,

X1 = (a,,8) 1 (a, 8, 8(a— 1)) B (B@—1),8,8(a — 1)) % (B(a - 1), 8,@) & (8,,@) = Vs,

Xy = (B,0,8) 1% (Bla—1),0,8) 3 (B(a — 1), 8@~ 1), /) % (@, p@—1),8,) % (@B, 5) = 11,

Xo = (8,0,8) 12 (8,0, Bla— 1)) 3 (8, B@—1), Bla — 1)) 73 (8, 8@ — 1),@) 13 (8, 8,@) = Vs,

X3 = (8,8,0) % (Bla—1),8,0) &8 (B(a —1),8,8@ - 1)) % (@8, 8@~ 1)) % (@ B,8) =1,

X3 =(B.8,0) 53 (B.8(a —1),0) 3 (8,8(a — 1), @—1)) 3 (B, B@—1)) 3 (8.a,p) = Ya.

See Figure [3| for explicit depictions of these paths in K, gy for certain x and p.
(@,8)

(1.18,2)

AR
e il &% 0. %3, 0.0+
i

10 96010 k10 000, i p— e A

Ay ‘h;ﬂﬁ; e u%‘gﬁtgw 150 ?’&b}

1, 189 W
s

A
o

) g
6.12.19 (g8 13,13
@819 o ¥s)

FIGURE 3. Tllustrations of K45 € K" (p) for (k,p) = (8,19) with (a, 8) = (12,14) (left),
and (k,p) = (—5,19) with (o, 8) = (10,14) (right). The X;-Y;-paths (of length 4) and the
X;-Y; paths in K(, g) are depicted using red and blue edges, respectively, for 1 <1i,j < 3.

4.3. The case n > 3. To apply our strategy to the case n > 3, we need to solve the algebraic equation
By «(y) = 0 of degree 2n in F,, which is generally difficult. For n = 3, we provide a table of T5(p) below.
Each pair (o, ) in this table indeed yields a K3 3-subdivision K4 5 € K3 " (p) in G.(p) by Proposition
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Lp ]l 755" (p) \ T3 (p) \ T35 (p) \ T55" (p) \

5 ] [ [] [

7 0 {0,2),%,2)} 0 0

11 0 0 0 0

) O I T

17 ] 0 [ [

9 0 0 0 0

23 0 0 0 ]

29 0 {(14,3), (24,3)} ({l(g 12)((12? 477}8)} {(21,7),(28,7)}

31 [] 0 [ [

37 0 0 0 0
{(12,30), (27, 30), {(6, 30), (33, 30),

4 (22,37), (35,37)) | ((37:37):(30,37)} 0 (36, 14), (37,14)}

13 {(2(?;61%))((?;;3)} ((12,15),(41,15)} | {(23,8), (41,8)} {(27,19), (33,19)}

17 0 0 7 ]

TABLE 2. The sets T3 (p) for x = 0,1,2,3.

(3), provided the specified conditions are satisfied. See Figure [4| for explicit depictions of the X;-Y; paths in
K(q,p) for 1 <i,5 < 3 for certain x and p.
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FIGURE 4. Nlustrations of K, g € K" (p) for (x,p) = (5,13) with (a,8) = (0,10) (left),
and (k,p) = (7,13) with (a, 8) = (0,7) (right). The X;-Y;-paths (of length 6) and the X;-Y;
paths in K, g) are depicted using red and blue edges, respectlvely, for 1 <4,5 <3.

4.4. The case n = (p — 1)/2. We finally consider the case n = (p — 1)/2 by employing an approach different
from the one used in the previous sections. This yields the following result, which generalizes [9, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 4.7. Let k € Z \ {4}. Then, there exists an explicit K3 3-subdivision in G, (p) if (%) =1.

Proof. When n = (p — 1)/2, which implies 2n +1 =0 (mod p), Lemma [2.2| (3) ensures that 5 = 2 is a solution
of An(2/2) = 0. Under our assumption, we can take (o, 8) = (2 + vk — 4,2) € T (p) and hence
(
(

K o 2+VE—4,2,2), (2,2+VE—4,2), (2,2,2+Vk—4) € Kdist ()
@8 =\ (2= Vr=1.2,2), (22— Vi—1,2), (2.2.2— v —1) nyr \PJ-

Now, we prove that K, gy € Ki'P(p). As discussed in Section it suffices to show that X7 = (2+vk — 4,2,2)

and X2 = (2,2 + Kk — 4,2) do not appear as internal vertices of the X;-Ys-path. By induction on m, we have

(RiR2)™(X1) =2+ (2m+ 1)V — 4,2+ 2mVKk — 4,2),
(Re(RiR)™)(X1) =2+ 2m+ 1DV —4,2+2(m+ 1)Vk —4,2).
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From these explicit forms, we see that (R R2)™(X;) = X holds if and only if p | m, and (Rz2(R1 R2)™)(X1) = X1
never occur. Similarly, (R1R2)™(X1) = X2 never occurs, whereas (Ro(R1R2)™)(X1) = X2 holds if and only if
p|(2m + 1). Since neither p|m for 0 < m < n nor p|(2m + 1) for 0 < m < n holds as both m and 2m + 1 are
strictly less than 2n 4+ 1 = p, the desired claim follows. O

(a0 (4 3518) 10
LZ_SJ‘@, gt

6.2, (59,0 4E @13
g é}ﬁﬁ;’r -0 .

©.1,8
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FIGURE 5. Illustrations of K, 9) € ICF;‘ipl)/Q,K(p) for (k,p) = (7,11) (left), and (k,p) = (8,11)

(right) with a = 2 + v/k — 4. The X;-Yj-paths (of length p — 1) and the X;-Y; paths in K42
are depicted using red and blue edges, respectively, for 1 <i4,j5 < 3.

4.5. Natural densities. Let x € Z\ {4}. From Theorem [{.1} Theorem [4.4] (B), or Theorem [4.7] it follows from
Dirichlet’s theorem on arithmetic progressions that there are infinitely many primes p for which G, (p) contains
a K3 3-subdivision, which yields topological properties of G, (p) such as the non-planarity and existence of short
cycles by Corollaries [3.3] and [3.4] respectively. This motivates us to consider the natural density of such primes
p:

5. — lim #{p < 2| G.(p) contains a K3 3-subdivision}
It holds that dp = 1 since G(p) is non-planar for any p # 7 by [9, p.115]. For any k # 4, Theorem and

the Chebotarev density theorem (see, e.g. [29]) imply that 6, > 1/2. Moreover, combining the three theorems
above, we arrive at the following theorem.

Theorem 4.8. (1) For each k € Z\ {4} such that none of M1 4, N2k, B, and kK — 4 is a square in Z, and
that the ratio of any two of them is not a square in Q, we have

13
4.4 > —.
(14) b2 1o
That is, Gx(p) contains a K3 s-subdivision for at least 81.25% of primes p asymptotically.
(2) The natural density of k € Z\ {4} for which (1) holds is equal to 1.

Remark 4.9. If either ny , or kK — 4 is a square in Z, then G, (p) is non-planar for all but finitely many primes
p. Consequently, &, = 1 for such xk € Z \ {4}. Note that, one can check that 7 , is a square if K = % + ¢ + 2
for some ineteger ¢t. On the other hand, if 7, . is a square in Z, which occurs if and only if £ = 10, then, since
the conditions in Theorem (A) reduces to (%) = 1, the Chebotarev density theorem implies that §,, > 1/2.
Proof of Theorem[].8 We first prove (1). For ay,...,a, € Z and ¢1,...,e, € {£1}, define

#{P§$|(%) :Elv"'ﬂ(ai) :ET}

RN S P = li P
Q(alv yAr; €1, 757‘) wggo #{p < J?}
By the Chebotarev density theorem and the prime number theorem, if none of aq,...,a, is a square in Z and

the ratio of any two of them is also not a square in Q, then

(45) Q(alr"aar;elr"aer)_7'
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Notice that 2" is the order of the Galois group of the multiquadratic field Q( /a1, ...,+/a,) over Q under our
assumptions. Then, by Theorem Theorem (B), and Theorem and applying the inclusion-exclusion
principle, we have

0 > QM ks 1) + Q02,5 —1,1) + Q(k — 4;1)
= QM ks M2,k, 551, =1,1) = Q(M2,s, 5,6 — 4;—1,1,1) — Q(k — 4,11 451, 1)
+ QM ks M2yks 5y 5 — 451, —1,1,1)
13
=
We next show (2). For k € Z\ {4}, put bi(k) == 5, ba(k) =k —4, b3(k) =m , =4k — 7, and bs(k) =12 =
16K2 — 68k + 41. Moreover, define

ui(z) = #{k € Z\ {4} | |r| < z, b;(k) is a square in Z} (1 <i<4),
vij(x) = #{k € Z\ {4} | |r| < @, bj(r)/bi(k) is a square in Q} (1 <i<j<4).

To obtain the desired result, it suffices to show that w;(z) = o(z) for 1 < i < 4, and v;;(xz) = o(x) for
1<i<j<4dasx— oo

It is easy to see that u;(z) = 0 and us(x) = uz(z) = O(\/7). For uy(z), we observe that if by(x) = m? for
some m € Z, then (8x — 174 2m)(8x — 17 — 2m) = 125, which implies that x must be equal to 4 or 10. This
shows that us(z) = O(1).

For v12(x), observe that if bo(k)/b1(k) is a square in Q, then it must also be a square in Z. Hence, by
the same discussion as above, we have via(x) = O(y/x). Similarly, vi3(z) = O(y/z). For vi4(z), suppose
that bs(k)/bi(k) is a square in Q. Then it is also be a square in Z, and we can write by(k)/b1 (k) = m? for
some m € Z, or equivalently, 1652 — 68k + 41 — 5m? = 0. The discriminant of this quadratic equation in &,
divided by 16, is 20m? + 125, which must be a square in Z. This means that m satisfies the Pell-type equation
52 — 20m? = 125, and by the standard theory of such equations, the number of solutions (s,m) with |m| <
grows logarithmically; thus, v14(x) = O(logx). For ves(z), assume that there exist a,b € Z with ged(a,b) =1
such that bz(k)/ba(k) = a?/b?, ie. K = (Tb? — 4a?)/(4b? — a?). Put s = 4b*> — a®> = (2b + a)(2b — a). Then
we see that s|9a? and s|9b%, hence s| ged(9a?,9b?) = 9, and thus s € {£1,+3,+9}. This restricts (a,b) to
the finite set (a,b) € {(£1,=£1),(£5,£2)}, meaning x must be 1 or 8. Hence, vaz(x) = O(1). For voy(z),
let g = ged(ba(k), b2(k)). A simple calculation shows g € {1,5,25}. Assume that bs(k)/b2(r) is a square in
Q. Then, there exist a,b € Z with ged(a,b) = 1 such that by(k) = ga® and ba(k) = gb®. Notice that, from
these equations, for given a and g, there are only finitely many possible b. Now, from the former equation, the
discriminant of the resulting quadratic equation in &, divided by 16, is equal to 4ga® 4 125 and must be a square
in Z. Therefore, a satisfies the Pell-type equation s? — 4ga? = 125. Hence, by applying again the standard
theory of this type of equation, together with the above observation, we obtain voy(z) = O(logz). Finally, by
the same argument, we have vz4(z) = O(log z).

These complete the proof. O

The non-negative integers k that satisfy the conditions in Theorem (1) are listed as follows:
0,6,7,11,12,15,16,17,18,19, 21, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, . . ..

Remark 4.10. We might improve the lower bound by taking into account primes that satisfy the con-
ditions in Theorem (A). Indeed, since these conditions are equivalent to the quartic equation Bs . (y) = 0
having four solutions in F,, for any « € Z\ {4}, the Chebotarev density theorem implies that the corresponding
natural density is bounded below by 1/24, where 24 is the order of the symmetric group of degree 4, the maximal
possible Galois group of Bs . (y). However, unlike the case (B), it is difficult to control the overlap between the
set of primes satisfying the conditions in Theorem (A) and those appearing in Theorem or Theorem
Due to this potential intersection, we cannot currently provide an improved explicit lower bound for §,.

Remark 4.11. For general k € Z, it would be possible to prove that §,, = 1 if one could evaluate the asymptotic
behavior of the Euler characteristic of G (p) similar to the case of x = 0.

5. MUTUALLY VERTEX-DISJOINT K3 3-SUBDIVISIONS
In this section, we construct mutually vertex-disjoint K3 s-subdivisions in G, (p).

Theorem 5.1. (1) For each v € Z \ {4}, Gx(p) contains at least four mutually vertez-disjoint Ks 3-
subdivisions for infinitely many primes p of natural density at least 1/4 if k = 2 and 1/2 otherwise.
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Furthermore, if k is an integer such that none of N1 ., N2,x and 5 is a square in Z and that the ratio of
any two of them is also not a square in Q, then the natural density of such primes is at least 5/8.
(2) The natural density of k € Z\ {4} for which the latter assertion of (1) holds is equal to 1.

Remark 5.2. Let us consider the K3 z-subdivision K4, _1y € K7'P(p) appearing in Section When x = 2,
for any prime p, Ga(p) contains a specific component S2(p) consisting of 16 vertices, given by the orbit of
(1,1,1) € Ms(p) under the group generated by Vieta involutions (this component is unique according to [25]
Theorem 1.1]). We observe that K, 1) = Ku,—1) € KI'3"(p) and its images 0 (K (a,,~1)) under any double
sign change o cannot be mutually vertex-disjoint since these are contained within Sy(p) (see Figure @ On
the other hand, when x # 2, K(,,_ 1) and its copies by double sign changes are mutually vertex-disjoint as
explained in the proof of Theorem [5.1

FIGURE 6. The K3 3-subdivision K3 1) € K}'5”(p) within the component Sy (p) of Ga(p)

To prove Theorem [5.1] we prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let k € Z\ {4} and n € Z~¢ satisfying 2n + 1 # 0 (mod p). Assume that &, kn,x # 0. Suppose
that T3 (p) # 0, and take any (o, B) € TI (p).
(1) We have 8 # 0 and @ # —a.
(2) Assume further that By, . (0) # 0. Then a # 0 and & # 0.
(3) Let
An.c = Res (An (g) o3+ 322 — n) c Iy,

and assume that N\, . # 0. Then o # —fB and @ # —f3. Moreover, let K, g) = ( X1, X, X ) €

i, Yz, Y3
K35%(p). Then for any double sign change o and 1 <1i,j < 3, we have

X,,Y; ¢ {o(X1),0(X2), 0(Xs), 0(11), 0(Y2), 0(¥5) }.

Proof. (1) Since 8 must satisfy A,(8/2) = 0, it follows from Lemma (2) that 8 # 0, @ = B? — a never
equals —a. (2) Since o must satisfy By, ,(«) = By (@) = 0 by Corollary (2), we have o« # 0 and @ # 0
from our assumption. (3) Similar to the argument in (2), neither @« = —8 nor @ = —f can occur because both
imply 33 4+ 33% — k = 0. Using this observation together with (1), one easily checks the rest of the assertion.
O

Notice that

By (0) = —K+2 n=1, I —Kk+2 n=1,
TN K2 = 6k + 4 n=2, T K2 =Bk 45 n=2.

Proof of Theorem[5.1. Consider K, gy € KP'2P(p) as constructed in Theorems (n=1) and (n =2),
which is guaranteed to be a K3 3-subdivision for infinitely many primes p. Indeed, the Chebotarev density
theorem implies that the natural density of such primes p is at least 1/2 by Theorem and (4.5). The only
exception is the case k = 2 (see Remark[5.2)), where the density is at least 1/4 according to T heor (B) with
72,2 = —31 and . We show that, except for finitely many primes p, K, 5) and o(K (4 g)) are vertex-disjoint
for each double sign change o. This immediately implies that o1(K (4, gy) and o2(K (4, g)) are vertex-disjoint for
any distinct double sign changes o7 and o5. To establish this, we employ Lemma [5.3| with n = 1,2; under the
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assumption k # 4, only finitely many primes p fail to satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [5.3] and we simply
exclude them.

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that there exists a vertex v which belongs to both of K(, g and
0(K(q,p)). If v lies on the X;-Yj-path for some 1 < i # j < 3 then, by Lemma v must lie on either
the o(X;)-0(Y;)-path or the o(X;)-0(Y;)-path in o(K(,,gy), where both are defined by the same way as the
paths in K, g). Since X; and Y}, as well as 0(X;) and o(Y}), are connected by the path corresponding to the
alternative word consisting of R; and R;, it follows from Lemma (2) that either X; or Y; must also lie on
the 0(X;)-0(Y;) or the o(X;)-0(Y;)-path as well. We shall focus on the former case, as the latter can be treated
similarly. For n = 1, there are two possibilities, that is, R;(c(X;)) = X; or R;(c(X;)) =Yj, but both are easily
negated by Lemma (1) and (2). For n = 2, we have the following six possibilities.

(1-X) R;(0(X;)) = X;

(1Y) Ry(o(X,) =Y,

(2X) (R:R))(0(X,)) = X;. equivalently, B (o(X,) = Vi,

(2-Y) (RiR;)(0(X;)) =Yj, equivalently, R;(c(Y;)) = X,

(3-X) ERjRiRj)Ea(Xigg = X, equivalently, R;(0(Y;)) = X;,
X

i) =Y, equivalently, R;(c(Y;)) =Y.
Here, in establishing the equivalences in (2-Y), (3-X) and (3-Y), we have used Lemma together with the
relation (R;R;)%*(X;) = Y;. Cases (1-X) and (1-Y) do not hold for the same reason as in the case n = 1.
Cases (2-X), (2-Y) and (3-Y) lead to contradictions with Lemma (1) and (2). Finally, (3-X) is negated by
Lemma (3) since it is equivalent to o(Y;) = Y;.

The remaining assertions concerning the natural densities of p and x follow immediately from the same
arguments used in the proof of Theorem [£.8 Actually, the desired density for the primes p under consideration
is at least

5
Q(nl,m; 1) + Q("D,m 9; —1, 1) - Q(nl,mn2,r€a 91, -1, 1) = g

O

Remark 5.4. The four mutually vertex-disjoint K3 3-subdivisions above are not necessarily contained in the
giant component C,(p) in general. Indeed, for x = 2 and 3, then the K3 3-subdivision K € K'P(p) obtained
from Theorem (along with its three images under double sign changes) is contained in Sy(p) and S3(p),
respectively, where Sa(p) is a unique 16-vertex component in Remark and S3(p) denotes a unique 72-vertex
component in Gz(p) corresponds to the orbit of ((1++/5)/2,1,1) € M3(p) under the group generated by Vieta
involutions, provided that (%) = 1 (see Figure . On the other hand, according to a recent preprint [25],
for k € Z\ {2,3,4}, all the constructed K3 s-subdivisions are expected to be contained within C,(p) of G (p).
Furthermore, even in the cases k = 2 and 3, the K3 3-subdivision with 24 vertices constructed in Theorem FiZ[l
(n = 2) must be contained in Cx(p). This follows from the proof of Theorem together with a simple
observation that for x = 2 and 3, any component other than C.(p) has at most 72 vertices and hence lacks
sufficient space to accommodate all four mutually vertex-disjoint copies of the subdivision.

FIGURE 7. The 72-vertex component S3(p) of G3(p) containing four mutually vertex-disjoint
K3 3-subdivisions as established in Theorem
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6. THE EMBEDDABILITY OF G(p)

In this section, we discuss the embeddability of the Markoff mod p graph G(p). We say a graph G is toroidal
if it can be embedded into the torus. Similarly, G is said to be projective-planar if it admits an embedding into
the the projective plane.

Theorem 6.1. Let p > 3 be a prime. Then we have the followings.

(1) The graph G(p) is toroidal if and only if p=T.
(2) The graph G(p) is projective-planar if and only if p=17.

Proof. We provide the proof for (1), as (2) follows from an analogous argument. To this end we show that if
G(p) is toroidal then 5 < p < 17. Let x denote the Euler characteristic of G(p), and V be the number of vertices
in the giant component of G(p). Then by the same discussion to obtain (3.4) in [9], we have

1
(6.1) V§15<p4(p))+63+2h14x

where s and h denote the numbers of squares and hexagons in G(p), respectively. Hence, the counting result
for s and h ([9) Lemma 2.1]) combined with the inequality (6.1) yield

2p— 90— 14y ifp=1 (mod 12),

26p—82—14y ifp=5 (mod 12),

- 17p—51—14x ifp=7 (mod 12),
17p—43 — 14y if p=11 (mod 12).

Indeed, it was proved in [9, Sections 7 and 8] that

1 p(p+1)
. V> - 1) >
(6.3) z opelp+1) 2 1000 log log(p + 1)

for any p > 3, where ¢ denotes the Euler totient function. If G(p) admits an embedding into the torus, then
we have y = 0 by the Euler formula. Combining and , it follows that G(p) can be embedded into
the torus only if p < 62440, which can be verified by the Newton method. In [4], the connectivity of G(p) is
verified for p < 10°, which implies that G(p) is connected for all p < 62440. Then, by with £ = 0, we have
V =p>+ 3(_?1)]9 for p < 62440, and the inequality shows that G(p) is toroidal only if p = 5,7,11,13,17
(while G(p) is non-projective-planar only if p = 7,11,13,17).

Note that since G(7) is planar (and, of course, it can be embedded into both the torus and the projective-
plane), we shall consider the remaining primes p = 5,11,13,17. First, for p = 11,13,17, we will exhibit
subdivisions of 2K33 3 (i.e. a pair of two vertex-disjoint copies of K3 3), which is known to be a forbidden minor
for toroidal graphs as well as projective-planar graphs (see, e.g. [Il 28]). In the case p = 11, G(11) contains at
least four mutually vertex-disjoint K3 3-subdivisions by Theorem @

For p = 13 and 17, though p = 1 (mod 4), one can check that the construction in Theorem (which
is applicable when p = 1 (mod 4) for k = 0) does not yield a subdivision of 2K3 3. Instead, one can find a
2K3 3-subdivision in each case, as illustrated in Figures |8 and @

The remaining case is p = 5, for which there seems to be no 2K3 3-subdivisions. Instead, it is possible to find
a subgraph (as shown in Figure |11} e.g. [28]) which is a subdivision of another forbidden minor for toroidal and
projective-planar graphs (see Figure .
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