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Abstract

Permutation polynomials of finite fields have many applications in Coding
Theory, Cryptography and Combinatorics. In the first part of this paper we
present a new family of local permutation polynomials based on a class of
symmetric subgroups without fixed points, the so called e-Klenian groups. In
the second part we use the fact that bivariate local permutation polynomials
define Latin Squares, to discuss several constructions of Mutually Orthogonal
Latin Squares (MOLS) and, in particular, we provide a new family of MOLS
on size a prime power.

Keywords: Permutation multivariate polynomials, latin squares, finite
fields.

1. Introduction

Let q be a power of prime p, Fq be the finite field with q elements and Fnq
denote the cartesian product of n copies of Fq, for any integer n ≥ 1. Also let
us use the notation x = (x1, . . . , xn) and xi = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . xn). The
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ring of polynomials in n variables over Fq will be denoted by Fq[x]. It is well
known that any map from Fnq to Fq can be uniquely represented as f ∈ Fq[x]
such that degxi(f) < q for all i = 1, . . . , n, where degxi(f) is the degree of
f as a polynomial in the variable xi with coefficients in the polynomial ring
Fq[xi], see [5]. Throughout this paper, we identify all functions Fnq → Fq
with such polynomials, and every polynomial, will be of degree degxi(f) < q,
unless otherwise specified.

We say that a polynomial f ∈ Fq[x] is a permutation polynomial if the
equation f(x) = a has qn−1 solutions in Fnq for each a ∈ Fq. A classification
of permutation polynomials in Fq[x] of degree at most two is given in [10],
see also [5] for several properties and results and the particular case n = 1.

A polynomial f ∈ Fq[x] is called a local permutation polynomial (or LPP)
if for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the polynomial f(a1, . . . , ai−1, xi, ai+1, an) is a per-
mutation polynomial in Fq[xi], for all choices of ai ∈ Fn−1

q . Clearly any LPP
is a permutation polynomial. The opposite is not true in general. We can
see that by simply considering the permutation polynomial f(x) = xq−1

1 +x2,
which is not an LPP since f(x1, a2, . . . , an) takes only the two values a2 and
a2 + 1.

The author of [8] and [9] gives necessary and sufficient conditions for poly-
nomials in two and three variables to be local permutations polynomials over
a prime field Fp. These conditions are expressed in terms of the coefficients of
the polynomial. A recent result about degree bounds for n local permutation
polynomials defining a permutation of Fnq is presented in [1].

One of the main contribution in the first part of this paper is a general
construction of a family of local permutation polynomials based on a class of
symmetric subgroups without fixed points, the so called e-Klenian groups.

In the second part of the paper we are interested in Latin Squares, namely
t× t matrices with entries from a set T of size t such that each element of T
occurs exactly once in every row and every column of the matrix.

It is known that every Latin square can be represented by an LPP,
f(x, y) ∈ Fq[x, y], (see Lemma 24) and the relevance of this representation
for the study of Latin squares (also cubes) are described in [8] and [9].
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Latin squares occur in many structures such as group multiplication ta-
bles and Cayley tables. To be precise Latin squares are referred to as the
multiplication tables of an algebraic structure called a quasigroup.

Two Latin squares L1 and L2 of order t are orthogonal if by superim-
posing them one obtains all ordered pairs (ti, tj) ∈ T 2, (i, j = 1, . . . , t), and
mutually orthogonal latin squares (MOLS) are sets of Latin squares that
are pairwise orthogonal. The construction of MOLS is a notoriously diffi-
cult combinatorial problem and it is one of the most studied research topics
in design theory [7]. This interest is also due to the numerous applications
that MOLS have in other fields such as cryptography [12], coding theory and
many others, see [3, 6, 13]. We focus on Latin squares of prime p and prime
power q = pr order. The goal of the second part of this paper is providing a
big family of MOLS based on the local permutation polynomials introduced
in the previous part.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. We start with some
general properties and preliminary results on local permutation polynomials
in Section 2. Due to the one to one map between Latin squares and local
permutation polynomials Section 3 is consecrated to polynomials only with
two variables and we provide new families of such local permutation poly-
nomials, the so called e−Klenian polynomials. In Section 4 we show general
constructions of MOLS and, in particular, one based on e−Klenian polyno-
mials. We conclude with Section 5, which makes some final comments and
poses open questions.

2. Elementary properties and families of local permutations poly-
nomials

Our first observation in this section will be related with the degree of
local permutation polynomials. For two variables, it is shown in [2] that the
degree of a LPP in Fq[x1, x2] is bounded above by 2(q − 2). The next result
gives a natural generalization of this bound to several variables.

Proposition 1. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. Any local permutation polynomial
f ∈ Fq[x] is linear if q = 2 and has degree at most n(q − 2) otherwise.
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Proof. It is straightforward if q = 2, so let assume q > 2 and degxi(f) < q.
We will prove that degxi(f) < q−1 for every variable xi for i = 1, . . . , n, and
for that, clearly it is enough to prove it for i = 1, the rest being analogous.
Then, we write the polynomial f = Mq−1x

q−1
1 +Mq−2x

q−2
1 +· · ·+M0, such that

Mi ∈ Fq[x2, . . . , xn]. Suppose that Mq−1 is a nonzero polynomial, then there
exists (a2, . . . , an) ∈ Fn−1

q such that 0 6= Mq−1(a2, . . . , an) ∈ Fq, but then
f(x1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ Fq[x1] is a univariate permutation polynomial of degree
q − 1, which is a contradiction, since there is no permutation polynomial of
Fq of degree a divisor of q − 1, see [5].

Note that, apart from the trivial case n = 1, for q = 2 any permutation
polynomial is also a LPP, since as we have seen they are linear.

One of the main goals in the theory is to find new families of local per-
mutation polynomials. The next two results can be used to construct some
of them. Suppose f ∈ Fq[x] is of the form

f(x) = g(x1, . . . , xm) + h(xm+1, . . . , xn), 1 ≤ m < n.

It is known that, If at least one of g and h is a permutation polynomial over
Fq, then f is a permutation polynomial over Fq, and the inverse is also true
when q is prime, see [11]. However for LPP we have the inverse for any q,
not necessarily prime.

Theorem 2. Let f ∈ Fq[x] of the form

f(x) = g(x1, . . . , xm) + h(xm+1, . . . , xn), 1 ≤ m < n

Then f is an LPP if and only if g and h are local permutation polynomials.

Proof. It is immediate from the fact that any polynomial g is a permuta-
tion polynomial if and only if g + a is also permutation polynomial, for any
constant a ∈ Fq.

The following provide another way to construct local permutation poly-
nomials.

Theorem 3. Let f ∈ Fq[x] be a (local) permutation polynomial.

1. For any permutation polynomial g(z) ∈ Fq[z], then g(f(x)) is a (local)
permutation polynomial.
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2. Let h1(x1), . . . , hn(xn) be permutation polynomials, then f(h(x1), . . . , h(xn))
is a (local) permutation polynomial.

Proof. Both of them are trivial consequence of the fact that composition of
univariate permutation polynomial is again a permutation polynomial.

The previous results can be used to find local permutation polynomials
with the maximum degree allowed by Proposition 1, and hence extending the
result in paper [2] where the authors proved that there are local permutation
polynomials in Fq[x, y] of sharp degree 2q − 4 for q > 3. For instance, since
g(x) = x3 is a permutation polynomial in F5[x] and, hence, also an LPP since
n = 1, and h(x, y, z) = x3 + y3 + z3 is an LPP by Theorem 2, we have that

f = (x3 + y3 + z3)3

= x3y3z3 + 3x3y2 + 3x2y3 + 3x3z2 + 3y3z2 + 3x2z3 + 3y2z3 + x+ y + z.

is a LPP in F5[x, y, z] by Theorem 3, and has degree 9 = 3(5− 2).

In fact the previous idea can be generalized for more general q, n. We can
prove the following theorem

Theorem 4. Let q = p prime and let 1 ≤ n < p an integer such that
gcd(n, p− 1) = 1. There exist an LPP in Fp[x] of degree n(p− 2).

Proof. Note that f(x) = xn and g(x) = xp−2 are permutation polynomials
in Fp, since gcd(p− 1, n) = gcd(p− 1, p− 2) = 1, see [5].

Now by Theorems 2 and 3, h(x) = (g(x1) + · · · + g(xn))n is an LPP. So
to prove the theorem it is enough to prove that the degree is n(p− 2). Note
that this is equivalent to prove that there is a nonzero monomial of degree
n(p− 2). Now let us call yi = xp−2

i and Sn = y1 + · · ·+ yn. Then

h(x) = Snn

is a form of degree n, so all its monomials are of the form Aye11 . . . yenn , for
e1 + · · ·+ en = n, so the only monomials divisible by y1 . . . yn are of the form
Ay1 . . . yn for some A ∈ Fp. Since

Snn = (y1 + · · ·+ yn) . . . (y1 + · · ·+ yn),
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the monomial y1 . . . yn will appear only when selecting one distinct variable
from each factor. Now, we have n different factors to choose y1, n − 1 to
choose y2 and so on, until it remains one factor to choose yn, so in particular
the monomial y1 . . . yn appears n! times, which is non zero, since p - n!. Hence
h(x) has the non zero monomial n!xp−2

1 . . . xp−2
n of degree n(p− 2).

For the case p = 3, n = 2, we know there is no LPP of sharp degree since
we know that all the local permutation polynomials in F3[x, y] are linear.
For q > 3 and n = 2 , following the same line of reasoning we get a new
simpler proof of the result in [2]. For that we need the following lemma which
gives the polynomial describing any permutation in Fq as the composition of
transpositions and cycles of maximal length. The following result is partially
cover in [5].

Lemma 5. The polynomial

f(x) = x+

q−2∑
k=0

xk

permutes 1 and 0, and leave fixed any other element in Fq. In general for
any a, b ∈ Fq

fa,b;q(x) = a+ (b− a)

(
x− a
b− a

+

q−2∑
k=0

(
x− a
b− a

)k)

is a permutation polynomial representing the transposition (ab)

On the other hand, if α is a primitive element in F∗
q then the polynomial

gq(x) = (αx− 1)q−1 − xq−1 + αx

is a permutation polynomial representing a cycle of length q.

The proof is straightforward.

Now we are in a position to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 6. For any q > 3 a power of prime q = ps there exist an LPP in
Fq[x, y] of degree 2(q − 2).
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Proof. The case F4 is given by the example

p(x, y) = ux2y2 + (u+ 1)x2y + (u+ 1)xy2 + xy + y2 + ux+ 1,

where u2 + u + 1 = 0. So suppose q ≥ 5, odd. Consider the polynomial in
Fq[x, y] given by

P = xq−2 + yq−2 +

q−2∑
k=0

(xq−2 + yq−2)k.

It is an LPP since it is the composition of an LPP and a permutation poly-
nomial by Theorem 2 and Lemma 5. Expanding it we have

P = xq−2 + yq−2 +

q−2∑
k=0

k∑
j=0

(
k

j

)
x(k−j)(q−2)yj(q−2)

= xq−2 + yq−2 +

q−2∑
j=0

(
q−2∑
k=j

(
k

j

)
x(k−j)(q−2)

)
yj(q−2).

Now we have j(q−2) ≡ q−2 (mod q−1) only if j ≡ 1 (mod q−1). Selecting
k = 2 we have that P has the term

M = 2xq−2yq−2 6= 0.

For any other j 6= 1, j(q − 2) 6≡ q − 2 (mod q − 1), meanwhile for j = 1 and
any other k we have that (k − j)(q − 2) 6≡ q − 2 (mod q − 1) and hence M
is the only monomial of degree 2(q − 2).

Now suppose q ≥ 8 a power of 2, and let q2 = q−2
2

. Consider

P = xq−2+yq2+

q−2∑
k=0

(xq−2+yq2)k = xq−2+yq2+

q−2∑
j=0

(
q−2∑
k=j

(
k

j

)
x(k−j)(q−2)

)
yjq2 .

Again jq2 ≡ q − 2 (mod q − 1) only if j = 2 and on the other hand we have
that (k− 2)(q − 2) ≡ q − 2 (mod q − 1) only if k = 3, so the only term in P
of degree 2(q − 2) is M = xq−2yq−2 6= 0.

3. Bivariate local permutation Polynomials

Local permutation polynomials in two variables Fq[x, y] correspond to
Latin squares of order q. This section provides new families of local permu-
tation polynomials in Fq[x, y].
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3.1. Permutation polynomial tuples

Let Σq be the permutation group with q elements and Fq = {c0, . . . , cq−1}
the field with q = pr elements. Given a permutation polynomial f ∈ Fq[x, y],
then for each ci ∈ Fq, i = 0, . . . , q − 1, we define the set

Ai = {(ai,j, bi,j), j = 0, . . . , q − 1 : f(ai,j, bi,j) = ci}. (1)

Since f is a permutation polynomial, it follows that {Ai, 0 ≤ i ≤ q−1} form
a partition of F2

q and that |Ai| = q. Also, if we consider an LPP, then we see
that, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ q − 1, there exist a permutation βi ∈ Σq such that,

Ai = {(cj, βi(cj), j = 0, . . . , q−1 : f(cj, βi(cj)) = ci}, i = 0, . . . , q−1, (2)

verifying βi(cj) 6= βk(cj) for any 0 ≤ i, j, k ≤ q − 1, and i 6= k, since the sets
Ai are disjoint. In other words, β−1

i βk has no fixed points.

So, the above study allows to describe local permutation polynomials as
q-tuples of permutations:

Lemma 7. There is a bijective map between the set of local permutation
polynomials f ∈ Fq[x, y], and the set of q-tuples β

f
= (β0, . . . , βq−1) such

that βi ∈ Σq, (i = 0, . . . , q − 1) and for i 6= j, β−1
i βj has no fixed points.

Proof. We have already seen how to associate a q−tuple of permutation to a
given LPP. For the other direction, note that given a q−tuple (β0, . . . , βq−1)
with βi ∈ Σq, i = 0, . . . , q − 1, and no fixed points as defined above, we
can construct the set Ai as in equation (2). Then Lagrange Interpolation
algorithm would return the polynomial, completing the proof.

We denote by β
f

= (β0, . . . , βq−1) the q-tuple associated to the LPP f as

in Lemma 7.

Remark 8. Note that the q-tuple can be similarly defined acting on the first
variable as

Ai = {(βi(cj), cj), j = 0, . . . , q − 1 : f(βi(cj), cj) = ci}.

Let us illustrate the above result by an example:
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Example 9. Let F9 = {c0, c1, . . . , c8} = {0, 1, 2, u, u+1, u+2, 2u, 2u+1, 2u+
2} such that u2 + u + 1 = 0 and f = x5 + y5, then (βi, i = 0, . . . , 8) are the
product of four transpositions:

β0 = (1, 2)(u, 2u), (u+ 1, 2u+ 2)(u+ 2, 2u+ 1)

β1 = (0, 1)(u, u+ 1)(u+ 2, 2u)(2u+ 1, 2u+ 2)

β2 = (0, 2)(u, 2u+ 1), (u+ 1, u+ 2)(2u, 2u+ 2)

β3 = (0, 2u)(1, 2u+ 1)(2, u+ 1), (u+ 2)(2u+ 2)

β4 = (0, u+ 1)(1, 2u), (2, 2u+ 1)(u, u+ 2)

β5 = (0, 2u+ 1)(1, u+ 1)(2, 2u)(u, 2u+ 2)

β6 = (0, u)(1, 2u+ 2)(2, u+ 2)(u+ 1, 2u+ 1)

β7 = (0, u+ 2)(1, u)(2, 2u+ 2)(u+ 1, 2u)

β8 = (0, 2u+ 2)(1, u+ 2)(2, u)(2u, 2u+ 1)

The example has been created with SageMath, and it can also be used to
verify that indeed, for i 6= j then β−1

i βj has no fixed points.

Remark 10. Another interesting fact is that given an LPP f , its associated
partition Ai of F2

q, and any σ ∈ Σq the sets Aσ(i) for i = 0, . . . , q − 1 form a
new partition of F2

q, and consequently it provides a new LPP g(f(x, y)), where
g(z) ∈ Fq[z] is the permutation polynomial associated to the permutation σ,
see also Theorem 3-(2).

From Lemma 7 we can translate the study of local permutation polyno-
mials to the study of tuples (β0, . . . , βq−1) ∈ Σq

q, such that β−1
i βj has no fixed

point, for i 6= j. This suggests the following definition:

Definition 11. We say that (β0, . . . , βq−1) ∈ Σq
q is a permutation polynomial

tuple if it satisfies that for i 6= j, β−1
i βj has no fixed point.

From a permutation polynomial tuple we have q! local permutation poly-
nomials, just by permuting its elements, see Remark 10. In fact, from one
permutation polynomial tuple we can construct many other local permutation
polynomials as is shown in the next result:

Proposition 12. Let Ω = (β0, . . . , βq−1) ∈ Σq
q be a permutation polynomial

tuple and let σ, δ ∈ Σq, then σΩδ = (σβ0δ, . . . , σβq−1δ) ∈ Σq
q is also a permu-

tation polynomial tuple.
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Proof. For i 6= j, if c ∈ Fq is a fixed point of (σβiδ)
−1(σβjδ) then δ(c) is a

fixed point of β−1
i βj, because

(σβiδ)
−1(σβjδ) = δ−1β−1

i βjδ.

The Proposition 12 motivates the following concept:

Definition 13. Two permutation polynomial tuples Ω and Γ are equivalent
if there exit σ, δ ∈ Σn such that σΩδ = Γ. Similarly, we say that two local
permutation polynomials f and g are equivalent if the corresponding permu-
tation polynomial tuples β

f
and β

g
are equivalent.

It is straightforward to check that the above is an equivalence relation
defined in the set of local permutation polynomials. Observe that every
class has a representative containing the identity. If needed we will use
this representative. We will see later that in F2 and F3 there is only one
equivalence relation class, and two in F4.

3.2. Permutation Group Polynomial

A significant permutation polynomial tuple is given by a permutation sub-
group of Σq.

Definition 14. We say that an LPP f ∈ Fq[x, y] is a permutation group
polynomial if {β0, . . . , βq−1} is subgroup of Σq where β

f
= (β0, . . . , βq−1).

We denote this subgroup by Gβ
f
.

Note that a subgroup of Σq is a permutation polynomial tuple if and only if
it has no fixed points, i.e, it is a subgroup such that, apart from the identity,
none of its elements has fixed points.

Clearly, if C is a cycle of maximum length q, then the cycle subgroup
< C > generated by C is a group without fixed points. Next, we describe
another family of such subgroups.

We will denote C to be a cycle of length |C|. Sometimes, we will use a
subindex in the cycle if we need to order cycles.

Lemma 15. Let q = pr, G ⊂ Σq be a nontrivial subgroup without fixed
points, and α ∈ G. Then there is an 0 < e ≤ r such that for t = pe and
k = pr−e we have α = C1 · · ·Ck where |Ci| = t for all i = 1, . . . k.
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Proof. Suppose α = C1 · · ·Ck is the representation of α as product of disjoint
cycles, and suppose |C1| = t1 < t2 = |C2|. Then αt1 ∈ G, is not the identity
but fixes all the elements in C1. Hence, all the cycles have the same length,
say, t. Now by Lagrange theorem there exits 0 < e ≤ r such that t = pe.
Finally, we remark that k × t = pr, since each element of Fq should appear
in that representation.

In order to find subgroups without fixed points we will use the following
technical result. Note that by Lemma 15 the permutations will be products
of cycles of the same lenght.

Lemma 16. Let q = pr, 1 ≤ e ≤ r, l = pe, t = q
l
, α = C0,α · · ·Ct−1,α,

β = C0,β · · ·Cl−1,β such that for 0 ≤ i ≤ t− 1

Ci,α = {cj+il, j = 0, . . . , l − 1}

and for 0 ≤ j ≤ l − 1

Cj,β = {cj+il, i = 0, . . . , t− 1}.

Then for any 0 ≤ a ≤ l − 1 and 0 ≤ b ≤ t− 1, βbαa has no fixed points and
αaβb = βbαa.

Proof. We write the elements of Fq as cj+il for some 0 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 and
0 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. Then

βbαa(cj+il) = βb(c(j+a) (mod l)+il) = c(j+a) (mod l)+(i+b) (mod t)l.

This proves the first claim since (j + a) 6≡ j (mod l) unless a = 0, and in
that case (i+ b) (mod t) 6≡ i (mod t) unless b = 0. Moreover

αaβb(cj+il) = αa(cj+(i+b) (mod t)l) = c(j+a) (mod l)+(i+b) (mod t)l,

which proves commutativity.

With the above notations and definitions, let Cα be the matrix of t rows
Ci,α, (i = 0, . . . , t−1) and l columns; let Cβ be the matrix of l rows Cj,β, (j =
0, . . . , l − 1) and t columns;

Cα =


c0 c1 . . . cl−1

cl cl+1 . . . c2l−1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
c(t−1)l c(t−1)l+1 . . . cq−1

 , Cβ =


c0 cl . . . c(t−1)l

c1 cl+1 . . . c(t−1)l+1

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
cl−1 c2l−1 . . . cq−1


Notice that Cα is the transpose matrix of Cβ.
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Corollary 17. Let α, β be as in the previous Lemma 16. Then the set defined
by G = {αiβj : 0 ≤ i ≤ l− 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t− 1} is a subgroup of Fq without fixed
points and order |G| = q.

Proof. We have already seen that it is a group without fixed points, so the
only thing to see is that |G| = q, which follows since clearly αaβb are all
distinct when 0 ≤ a ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ b ≤ t− 1.

The previous study suggests the following definition:

Definition 18. We will call an e-Klenian subgroup to any group of the form
given in the Corollary 17. Also we say that a polynomial f ∈ Fq[x, y] is an e-
Klenian polynomial if f is a permutation group polynomial and the associated
group Gβ

f
is an e−Klenian subgroup.

Of course, there are groups without fixed points that are not e-Klenian’s
ones, and consequently there are permutation group polynomials that are
not e-Klenian’s polynomial. However, in practice it is hard to distinguish
what type of polynomial is only by looking at their formula. For example in
the field of 8 elements F8 = {0, u, u2, u+1, u2 +u, u2 +u+1, u2 +1, 1}, where
u3+u+1 = 0, we have the 0-Klenian polynomial given by the tuples {βi : i =
0, . . . 7} for β = (0, 1, u2 +1, u, u2 +u, u2, u2 +u+1, u+1) with 45 monomials
and degree 11, or the 1-Klenian polynomial with tuple generated by the per-
mutations α = (0, u)(u2, u3)(u4, u5)(u6, u7), β = (0, u2, u4, u6)(u, u3, u5, u7),
with 44 monomials and degree 12.

On the other hand we have the following group polynomials, not e-
Klenians. The first is associated with the tuple given by the non-abelian
group of order 8 H1 =< α, β > generated by

α = (0, u)(u2, u3)(u4, u5)(u6, u7), β = (0, u3)(u4, u)(u2, u7)(u5, u7),

each of them being the product of four disjoint cycles of length 2. It is
straightforward to check that the subgroup H1 has no fixed points. In this
case the local permutation group polynomial associated to H has degree 12
and 46 monomials.

Now, we consider another non-abelian group of order 8 without fixed
points H2 =< α, β > generated by permutations which are the product of
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two disjoint cycles of length 4:

α = (0, u, u2, u3)(u4, u5, u6, u7), β = (0, u4, u2, u6)(u, u5, u3, u7)

In this case the local permutation group polynomial associated with H2 has
degree 10 and 42 monomials.

Not only distinguish e-klenians polynomials, but only count them all is
non trivial. We have not seen in the literature significant results on this finite
group problem.

On the other hand, this problem has a straightforward solution when we
restrict to e = 0. Indeed the number of cycles of maximal lenght in Σq is
(q − 1)!, and a subgroup generated by a cycle of length q contains exactly
ϕ(q) generators, the prime powers of the cycle, so the number of 0-Klenian

groups of Σq is (q−1)!
ϕ(q)

. Now, for each group, we need to order its elements
to get the partitions associated to the polynomial, so the total number of 0
klenian polynomials in Fq for q = pr is

q!(q − 1)!

ϕ(q)
=
pr!(pr − 1)!

pr−1(p− 1)
. (3)

Let us not that e = 0 is the only case appearing when we restrict to
prime fields Fp, since any permutation group polynomial of Fp[x, y] should
be a cycle subgroup of order p. In fact, since any two cycle subgroups of Σq

are conjugated, all e-Klenian polynomials in Fp[x, y] are equivalent. We can
generalize a bit this result to the following:

Lemma 19. Let h ∈ Fq[x, y] an LPP defined by µ
h

= (µ0, . . . , µq−1) ∈ Σq.
Then, h is equivalent to an e−Klenian polynomial if and only if for any
1 ≤ n ≤ q − 1, µn = µi,j = µ0α

iβj, where n = i + jl for some 0 ≤ i ≤
l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1 and G = {αiβj : 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1} is an
e-Klenian group for l = pe and t = pr−e.

Proof. Suppose f is equivalent to an e-Klenian group G = {αiβj : 0 ≤ i ≤
l− 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t− 1} as in Corollary 17. Then for some permutations σ, γ we
have

σαiβjγ = µi,j,

13



hence

µ−1
i,j µI,J = γ−1αI−iβJ−jγ = (γ−1αI−iγ)(γ−1βJ−jγ)

= (γ−1αγ)I−i(γ−1βγ)J−j = α̂I−iβ̂J−j

where Ĝ = {α̂iβ̂j : 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1} is also an e-Klenian group
for e = pl since conjugates of cycles are cycles of the same length. Now, note
that in particular

µ−1
i,j µ0 = α̂−iβ̂−j

so
µi,j = µ0α̂

iβ̂j,

as wanted.

Corollary 20. There are exactly (q − 1)!N local permutation polynomi-
als equivalent to e-Klenian polynomials over Fq, where N is the number of
e−Klenian polynomials. In particular if q = p is prime, we have exactly
p!(p − 1)!(p − 2)! local permutations polynomials equivalent to a 0-Klenian
polynomial.

Proof. Every polynomial equivalent to an e-Klenian polynomial is of the
form µG where µ ∈ Σq and G is the q-tuple of an e-Klenian polynomial.
Now, the only way of getting two equal polynomials would be if we have
µ1G1 = µ2G2 and hence, G1 = µ−1

1 µ2G2 but then since G2 contains the
identity, µ−1

1 µ2 ∈ G1 and, since G1 is a group its inverse is also in G1 so
we get that G2 = µ−1

2 µ1G1 = G1 so for each G, µG gives new polynomials
unless µ ∈ G. Since we have q! permutations, we get (q − 1)!N equivalent
polynomials, as wanted. The proof of the second assert follows from Equation
3.

3.3. Local permutation polynomials in F2, F3, F4 and F5

In this subsection we show that all local permutation polynomials over
the F2, F3 and F4 are described by e-Klenian polynomials.

3.3.1. The finite field F2

In this case the degree is q− 1 = 1, and hence the only local permutation
polynomials over F2 = {0, 1} are x + y and x + y + 1, which correspond to
the only permutation polynomial set Ω = {(Id, β)} ⊂ Σ2, where β = (0, 1)
is the only cycle of length 2. The two polynomials appear from the two
permutations of the two elements of Ω.

14



3.3.2. The finite field F3

It is known that the number of local permutation polynomials over the
field F3 = {0, 1, 2} is 12, see [8] and, by Corollary 20 we see that they are
alll equivalento to e-Klenian polynomials. In fact, we have one 0-Klenian
subgroup of Σ3 generated by the cycle β = (0, 1, 2), giving six 0-Klenian
polynomials by Equation 3, and another 6 equivalent to them.

3.3.3. The finite field F4

It is known that the number of Latin squares of order 4 are 576, so we
have the same number of local permutation polynomials of F4. We will
use the following description F4 = {0, u, u2, u3} = {0, u, u + 1, 1} such that
u2 + u+ 1 = 0. In total there are 4 e-Klenian subgroup . With e = 0, there
are three cycle groups of order 4 generated by βi, for i = 1, 2, 3,

1. K1 =< β1 = (0, u, u2, u3) >

2. K2 =< β2 = (0, u2, u, u3) >

3. K3 =< β3 = (0, u2, u3, u) >

and by Equation 3, these give 72 e-Klenian polynomials, producing 432 poly-
nomials equivalent to them by Corollary 20. Finally for e = 1 we have a group
generated by α = (0, u)(u2, u3) and β = (0, u2)(u, u3)

4. K4 = {α, β, αβ, α2}.

giving 24 1-Klenian polynomials, and again by Corollay 20 144 local permu-
tation polynomials equivalent to them, giving a total of 576.

3.3.4. The finite field F5

These constructions do not complete the list in other fields of the cardi-
nality bigger than 4. In F5, the number of e-Klenian subgroups is 6, giving
720 0- Klenian polynomials by Equation 3, and producing 17280 local per-
mutation polynomials equivalent to them by Corollary 20.

On the other hand, it is known that the number of Latin squares of order
5 are 161280. The next example shows an LPP of degree 6 that it is not one
obtained by e-Klenian polynomials.

Example 21. We will construct a polynomial over F5 non equivalent to a
0−Klenian polynomial. We need a 5-tuple {β0, . . . , β4} so that β−1

j βi has no
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fixed points for any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. So, we first select β0 ∈ Σ5 at random.
Now, we will need to find α1, . . . , α4 with no fixed points, and consider

β−1
i β0 = αi. (4)

In order to find an appropriate tuple for an LPP we need αi to verify another
condition, namely αiα

−1
j to be with no fixed points. Observe that this is

similar to the condition on the β’s but now 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. So, we continue
this process and, next, we select at random α1 ∈ Σ5 any permutation with no
fixed points, and try to find γ2, γ3, γ4 without fixed points so that

γ4γ
−1
2 , γ3γ

−1
2 , γ4γ

−1
3 , α1γ

−1
2 , α1γ

−1
3 , α1γ

−1
4

has no fixed points. This will give

αi = α2γ
−1
i , for i = 2, 3, 4.

and then the needed tuple by (4). We start with any permutation β0, for
example β0 = (0, 1), and now since the roles of β’s and γ’s is similar we take
α1 = (0, 1)(2, 3, 4), γ2 = (0, 2)(1, 4, 3),γ3 = (0, 3)(1, 2, 4), γ4 = (0, 4)(1, 3, 2).
This selection gives us the LPP

f(x, y) = 2x3y3 + 4x2y3 + 2x3y + x2y2 + 4x3 + 2x2y + 4xy2 + 4y3 + 2xy + 1

Note that we get
α1 = (0, 1)(2, 3, 4)
α2 = (0, 3, 2, 1, 4)
α3 = (0, 4, 3, 1, 2)
α4 = (0, 2, 4, 1, 3)

which are not successive powers of a cycle of maximal length, so it can not
be equivalent to a 0−Klenian polynomial because Lemma 19.

Example 22. It is well known that there are two isotopy class of latin squares
of size 5, one of them is equivalent to 0-Klenian polynomial and the other one
is not, see http://users.cecs.anu.edu.au/bdm/data/latin.html, so we consider
the LPP in F5[x, y] in the non equivalent class given by

f = 2x3y3 + 2x3y2 + 3x2y3 + 2x3y + 2xy3 + x2y + 2xy2 + 2xy + x+ y.
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The associated permutation polynomial tuple is given by β
f

= (β0, β1, β2, β3, β4)

where

β0 = (1, 2, 4, 3)

β1 = (0, 1)(2, 3, 4)

β2 = (0, 2)(1, 4)

β3 = (0, 3)

β4 = (0, 4), (1, 3, 2)

Again, by Lemma 19 the LPP f can not be equivalent to a 0−Klenian poly-
nomial.

4. Orthogonal system of polynomials and Mutually Orthogonal
Latin Squares

Let us recall the Latin square’s definition. In this paper we only consider
Latin squares of order a prime power.

Definition 23. A latin square of order q is a q × q matrix L with entries
from Fq such that each element of Fq occurs exactly once in every row and
every column of L.

See [4] for several properties and applications of Latin squares. Further
relevance of the use of local permutation polynomials for the study of Latin
squares or cubes are described in [8] and [9].

By indexing the cells of L by F2
q, we have the following known result:

Lemma 24. There is a bijective map between Latin squares of order q and
local permutation polynomials of Fq[x, y].

Proof. Indeed, given a Latin square L over Fq with entries ai,j ∈ Fq, we
consider the Lagrange interpolation polynomial with values f(ci, cj) = ai,j.
Note that, dividing by xq − x and yq − y we can assume degx(f) < q and
degy(f) < q. The converse is clear.

We now introduce the orthogonality property of Latin squares:

17



Definition 25. Two Latin squares L1 and L2 of order q are called orthogonal
Latin squares if

(L1(i1, j1), L2(i1, j1)) 6= (L1(i2, j2), L2(i2, j2))

for all distinct pairs of coordinates (i1, j1), (i2, j2) ∈ N2.

Equivalently, two Latin squares of the same size (order) are said to be or-
thogonal if, when superimposed, each position has a different pair of ordered
entries. In terms of polynomials, the following classical definition appears in
[10]:

Definition 26. A system of m polynomials f1, . . . , fm ∈ Fq[x1, . . . , xn], for
1 ≤ m ≤ n, is said orthogonal in Fq if the system of equations

f1(x) = a1, . . . , fm(x) = am

has qn−m solutions in Fnq for each (a1, . . . , am) ∈ Fmq .

In the special case m = 1, a permutation polynomial alone forms an
orthogonal system. On the other hand, if m = n this means that the orthog-
onal system f1, . . . , fn induces a permutation of Fnq . These permutations are
completely classified in [10] for the special case when the orthogonal system
contains polynomials of degree at most two. See also [5] for further properties
and results about those interesting systems.

An immediate consequence of Definition 26 and Lemma 24 is the follow-
ing:

Corollary 27. Two latin squares L1 and L2 are orthogonal if and only the
associated polynomials is an orthogonal system.

The main goal in this part of the paper is constructing families of orthog-
onal latin squares. So, this bring the next definition:

Definition 28. Given a permutation polynomial f ∈ Fq[x, y] we say that g
is a companion of f if (f, g) : F2

q → F2
q defines a permutation, that is, f, g is

an orthogonal system.

Obviously any companion must be a permutation polynomial. The fol-
lowing result count the number of companions:

Theorem 29. A permutation polynomial f has exactly q!q companions.
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Proof. We consider the partition of F2
q given in Equation (1)

Ai = {(ai,j, bi,j), j = 0, . . . , q − 1 : f(ai,j, bi,j) = ci}, i = 0, . . . , q − 1.

Now, consider a q-tuple, {σ1, . . . , σq} ⊂ Σq, and define the polynomial g such
that, g(ai,j, bi,j) = σi(cj), j = 0, . . . , q−1. Now, every pair (ci, ck) ∈ F2

q can
be determined uniquely as (ci, σi(cj)) and, hence, the equation (f, g) = (ci, ck)
has exactly one solution for each pair (i, k) ∈ [1, . . . , q]2. Hence, each selection
of q-tuple gives a different g so, in particular we have q! ways of choosing
each σi and in total there are q!q companions.

On the other hand, if g is a companion, g(Ai) = Fq and clearly there is
a bijection hi : Fq → Ai, so there is a q-tuple of permutations σi = g ◦ hi
associated to g.

The problem is more interesting when we consider local permutation poly-
nomials, that is, Latin squares.

Question 30. Is it true that any LPP has a companion which is also an
LPP?

The answer in general is no. For example, for q = 2, the only local permu-
tation polynomials are x+y and x+y+1, and obviously is no an orthogonal
system of polynomials. For q = 4 we find after some computations with
SageMath, that only 144 of the total of 576 local permutation polynomials
that exist in F4 have LPP companions, and each of them has exactly 48
companions.

In general we have several ways to find orthogonal systems. First, if we
restrict to the linear case we have the following theorem

Theorem 31. For q ≥ 3, every linear LPP has companions which is also a
linear LPP.

Proof. Let f(x, y) = ax + by + c be an LPP. Observe that any linear per-
mutation of this form with ab 6= 0 is indeed an LPP, trivially. Now consider
g = ux+ vy + w so that av − bu 6= 0. Then (f, g) are companions since any
linear system with non zero determinant has a unique solution. Observe that,
in general, permutation polynomials have many companions. We can take
for example v = (c+1)b, u = ca for any c ∈ Fq, c 6= 0,−1. The same example
serves to see that different polynomials can share the same companion.
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Also, given an orthogonal system, we construct new ones with the follow-
ing simple result.

Proposition 32. If f(x, y), g(x, y) is an orthogonal system, then the polyno-
mials af(x, y) + bg(x, y), cf(x, y) + dg(x, y) form also an orthogonal system
for a, b, c, d ∈ Fq such that ad− bc 6= 0.

Proof. For any pair (ci, cj) ∈ F2
q, the system of equations:

af(x, y)) + bg(x, y) = ci

cf(x, y) + dg(x, y) = cj

has a unique solution, just inverting the matrix A =

(
a b
c b

)
Another family of orthogonal system is provided by separated variable

polynomials:

Proposition 33. Let f(z), g(z), h1(z), h2(z) be permutation polynomials in
Fq[z], then f(ah1(x) + bh2(y)), g(ch1(x) + dh2(y)) is a orthogonal system for
a, b, c, d ∈ Fq such that ad− bc 6= 0.

Proof. For any pair (ci, cj) ∈ F2
q, the system of equations:

ah1(x) + bh2(y) = f−1(ci)

ch2(x) + dh2(y) = g−1(cj)

has a unique solution, just inverting the matrixA =

(
a b
c b

)
, since h1(x),h2(y)

are permutation polynomials.

Now, we are introducing an important concept related to Latin squares:

Definition 34. A set of Latin squares, all of the same order, such that all
pairs of which are orthogonal is called a set of Mutually Orthogonal Latin
Squares (MOLS). A set of t > 1 MOLS of order n is called a complete set if
t = n− 1.

The following are very well know results, see [4].
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Theorem 35. Let N(n) be the size of the largest collection of MOLS of order
n, then we have

• N(n) ≤ n− 1.

• If q is a power of prime, then N(q) = q − 1

As a trivial consequence of Proposition 32 and Proposition 33 we have
two different complete set of MOLS:

Theorem 36. With the above notations and definitions:

• If f(x, y) is a local permutation polynomial and g(x, y) is any LPP com-
panion of f(x, y) then the set {f(x, y) + ag(x, y), a ∈ F∗

q} is a complete
set of MOLS.

• If f(x), h(y) are permutation polynomials, then the set {f(x)+ah(y), a ∈
F∗
q} is complete set of MOLS.

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 37. Let 2 - q. Every f e-Klenian polynomial has a companion
which is an LPP

Proof. Let f(x, y) be an e-Klenian polynomial and for each m = 0, . . . , q− 1
written as m = a + bl, for 0 ≤ a ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ b ≤ t − 1, consider the set
Am = {(cj, αaβb(cj)), j = 0, . . . , q − 1}. We will see that g to be defined
by Bm = {(ck, αa+iβb+j(ck)), k = i + jl, 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1} for
m = 0, . . . , q − 1, is an LPP which is companion of f .

First we see that g is LPP. We start by proving that for any ck, cm ∈ Fq,
there exist a y ∈ Fq such that g(ck, y) = cm. As in the definitions before, let
k = u+ lv, with 0 ≤ u ≤ l− 1, 0 ≤ v ≤ t− 1, and m = a+ bl, 0 ≤ a ≤ l− 1,
0 ≤ b ≤ t − 1. Then y = αa+uβb+v(ck) = c(a+2u) (mod l)+(b+2v) (mod t)l, verifies
the condition, i.e. (ck, y) ∈ Bm, by definition.

Now, we want to prove that g is also a permutation polynomial in the
first variable, in other words that given ck, cm ∈ Fq as before, there exist
x such that g(x, ck) = cm. In particular, we need to find i, j such that
ck = αa+iβb+j(ci+jl). Indeed, in this case x = ci+jl is the solution needed,
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since by definition (x, ck) ∈ Bm. But this is only possible if a + 2i ≡ u
(mod l) and b+ 2j ≡ v (mod t), or i = u−a

2
(mod l), j = v−b

2
(mod t).

Finally we need to see that (f, g) is an orthogonal system or, in other
words, that for any cm, ck ∈ Fq as before

f(x, y) = cm

g(x, y) = ck

has exactly one solution. Now, we take the set Am = {(ci+jl, αaβb(ci+jl)), 0 ≤
i ≤ l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1}, and we need to check whether, for some 0 ≤ i ≤
l − 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ t− 1:

(ci+jl, α
aβb(ci+jl)) = (ci+jl, α

u+iβv+j(ci+jl)).

But then i+a (mod l) = u+2i (mod l) and b+j (mod t) = v+2j (mod t),
or i = a−u (mod l),j = b−v (mod t) is the unique solution, so indeed (f, g)
are companions, (observe that if k = l then 0 is simply q).

Note that, even though we have proved g to be a LPP, we have not given
explicitly the associated permutation polynomial tuple in Lemma 7. The
following examples illustrate the above result:

Example 38. We consider two cases, a prime finite field F7 and the finite
field F9:
• Let β = (2, 0, 1, 3, 5, 6, 4) the cycle of length 7, so the corresponding

e−Klenian polynomial f is:

x5 − y5 − x4 + y4 + 3x3 + 4y3 + 2x2 + 5y2 + x− y + 6

and the LPP produced in the above Theorem is

2x5 − y5 + 5x4 + y4 − x3 + 4y3 + 4x2 + 5y2 + 2x− y + 4

Then, f, g is an orthogonal set.

6 0 5 1 4 2 3
5 6 4 0 3 1 2
0 1 6 2 5 3 4
4 5 3 6 2 0 1
1 2 0 3 6 4 5
3 4 2 5 1 6 0
2 3 1 4 0 5 6


,



4 5 3 6 2 0 1
2 3 1 4 0 5 6
6 0 5 1 4 2 3
0 1 6 2 5 3 4
1 2 0 3 6 4 5
5 6 4 0 3 1 2
3 4 2 5 1 6 0


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• F9 = {0, u, u + 1, 2u + 1, 2, 2u, 2u + 2, u + 2, 1} = {0, u, u2, u3, . . . , u8}
such that u2+2u+2 = 0. Now, let β = (0, 2u+1, u+2, u, u+1, 2u+2, 1, 2, 2u)
the cycle of length 9, so the associated e−Klenian polynomial f has 58 non
zero monomials and degree 14. The permutation polynomial g provided by
the above result has 57 nonzero monomials and also degree 14. We have that
f, g is an orthogonal system.



1 u+ 1 2u+ 1 0 2u+ 2 u+ 2 2 u 2u
2u 1 0 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 2 u u+ 2 u+ 1

2 u+ 2 1 2u u+ 1 2u+ 1 0 2u+ 2 u
u+ 2 u u+ 1 1 2u 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 0 2

u 2 2u u+ 1 1 0 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 u+ 2
0 2u+ 1 2 u u+ 2 1 2u u+ 1 2u+ 2

2u+ 1 2u+ 2 u+ 2 2 u u+ 1 1 2u 0
2u+ 2 0 u u+ 2 2 2u u+ 1 1 2u+ 1
u+ 1 2u 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 0 u u+ 2 2 1


,



u+ 2 u u+ 1 1 2u 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 0 2
u 2 2u u+ 1 1 0 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 u+ 2
1 u+ 1 2u+ 1 0 2u+ 2 u+ 2 2 u 2u

2u 1 0 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 2 u u+ 2 u+ 1
u+ 1 2u 2u+ 2 2u+ 1 0 u u+ 2 2 1

0 2u+ 1 2 u u+ 2 1 2u u+ 1 2u+ 2
2u+ 2 0 u u+ 2 2 2u u+ 1 1 2u+ 1
2u+ 1 2u+ 2 u+ 2 2 u u+ 1 1 2u 0

2 u+ 2 1 2u u+ 1 2u+ 1 0 2u+ 2 u


On the other hand, we can not omit the condition 2 - q in Theorem

37. For instance in the field F4 = {0, 1, u, u + 1} with u2 + u + 1 = 0, the
polynomial

f = ux2y2 + (u+ 1)x2y + (u+ 1)xy2 + xy + y2 + ux+ 1 ∈ F4[x, y]

is an e-Klenian’s one defined by the (β, β2, β3, β4)) where β is the 4-cycle
β = (0, 1, u, u + 1) and has not any companion LPP as we have checked by
SageMath, see also the comments after Question 30.
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5. Conclusions and open problems

Contrary to the many papers and results on permutation polynomials
in one variable, there are few for local permutation polynomials in several
variables.

We have presented some new ideas, concepts and results in the study of
these kind of polynomials. In particular, in Theorem 6 we have elegantly
shortened the proof of [2] and generalised obtaining in Theorem 1 the bound
n(q−2) for the degree of local permutation polynomial f ∈ Fq[x] and a sharp
bound n(p−2) Theorem 4 for polynomials defined in a prime finite field Fp if
gcd(n, p−1) = 1. It should be interesting to investigate for what prime finite
fields Fp the condition gcd(n, p− 1) = 1 could be avoided, or more generally,
for arbitrary finite fields Fq. We think that better results are expected.

We have translated the study of local permutation polynomials to the
study of permutation polynomial sets, (see Lemma 7 and Proposition 12). We
believe this relationship opens a wide line of research in order to investigate
very deeply this relationship.

Clearly, a significant family of local permutation polynomials are the so
called local permutation group polynomial, see Definition 14. We have de-
scribe here a small subfamily, the so called e−Klenian polynomials. Giving
others rigorous subclass of such permutation group polynomial is a challeng-
ing open problem as well.

Among other things, this will provide lower bounds in the number of local
permutation polynomials and, hence, latin squares. Recall that the precise
number of latin squares is an open problem with a lot of interest in the
mathematical community in the area.

We have created several systems of orthogonal polynomials or equivalently
MOLS, and in particular, the so related to e−Klenian polynomials, Theorem
37. We believe that this might be improved in order to obtain a complete
set of MOLS. Finally, it would be interesting to study the result for fields of
characteristic two.
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[3] Keedwell A.D., Dénes J.: Latin Squares and their Applications. Elsevier,
Amsterdam (2015).

[4] C. F. Laywine, G. L. Mullen. Discrete Mathematics Using Latin Squares,
John Wiley & Sons, 1998.

[5] R. Lidl, H. Niederreiter, Finite Fields, 2nd edn., Encyclopedia Math.
Appl., vol.20, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

[6] L. Mariot, M. Gadouleau, E. Formenti, A. Leporati, Mutually orthog-
onal latin squares based on cellular automata. Des. Codes Cryptogr.
88(2): 391-411 (2020)

[7] Montgomery D.C.: Design and Analysis of Experiments. Wiley, Hobo-
ken (2017).

[8] G.L. Mullen, Local permutation polynomials over Zp, Fibonacci Q. 18
(1980) 104–108.

[9] G.L. Mullen, Local permutation polynomials in three variables over Zp,
Fibonacci Q. 18 (1980) 208–214.

[10] H. Niederreiter, Permutation polynomials in several variables over finite
fields, Proc. Jpn. Acad. 46 (1970) 1001–1005.

[11] H. Niederreiter, Orthogonal systems of polynomials in finite fields, Proc.
Am. Math. Soc. 28 (1971) 415–422.

[12] D. R. Stinson: Combinatorial characterizations of authentication codes.
Des. Codes Cryptogr. 2(2), 175–187 (1992).

[13] A. Winterhof, Generalizations of complete mappings of finite fields and
some applications. J. Symb. Comput. 64: 42-52 (2014)

25


	Introduction
	Elementary properties and families of local permutations polynomials
	Bivariate local permutation Polynomials
	Permutation polynomial tuples
	Permutation Group Polynomial 
	Local permutation polynomials in F2, F3, F4 and F5
	 The finite field F2
	The finite field F3
	The finite field F4
	The finite field F5


	Orthogonal system of polynomials and Mutually Orthogonal Latin Squares
	Conclusions and open problems

