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§ 1 Introduction

2o Ideal BB OBE > VWT R, gz o 2-part i » wT ., Gauss i
tzEo®EH. XU Rédei-Reichardt o B@ s x{MohTWw3, COME
# it Rédei-Reichardt o @ ® o 7 5 7 ik (< ©viz . Lagarias[L] w & 3) %
AAL. #hic Ideal B o 4rank cowvw<To 7357 Lo Zeta BEERV
REHEEEA B, X ABOB®B (O] BEEMEACT, WohoMMX
73 7io20wT, 2o04drank o EREE X3, B s hoRENAEL %
Morton o X [M2] o8B+ &t ic b~ 3,

§ 2 Results

GD) %22tk QWD)+ zsrs7¢L, k(X)2757 X 0av
v vr+§68H| ETHE, UDTFTOCEBKYID.
Fact1 5227357 K(n) (valency n—1 o ERl 75 70 —2) cxf L

G(D)=K(¢g+2) (¢>1)
ER MR D %2 &3 &, |

k(K(q+2)) = (q+2)



BEoiLs QWD) kRwT
g=0(mod 2) =>e;>1
=1 (mod 2) =>e;=0.

L, BoMBic iy eg=q+1 TtH 5.

Remark 1 co# % OshimalO] o Bic k- TdbE-50R&ENT

W3,

Fact 2 5%22#% 75 7 K(k,ky) (valency (ki,ks) @ $ER 7 3

—2) wex L
G(D) :I((q1+1’q2+1) (q17q2 _>_ 1)
R sHAMRN D 2 &3 L,

K(K(gn+1,¢2+ 1)) = (g1 +1)?(g2 + )"

B DI

g1 =0 (mod 2) Bt ¢ =0 (mod 2) => e; =0
g1 =1 (mod 2) X it ¢ =1 (mod 2) = e3 > 1.

ferZL, BoBRcireg=q+q@+l ¢t 3.
Fact3 ##ER 757 X cdLGD)=X ¢uzHgix D xeae

ﬂu-&+@

:Ir—*

R(X) =

BEROILD., ik A& 73

B X B2Wrs7chdesit,

7 X oBE&#E, n=14V, valency it ¢+1,
A-1=—(g+1) &1

) = 2D T 14+

BEOILo. &-T QWD) kRw<T

K(X)=0(mod 2) <= ey > 1
{KZ(X) =1 (mod 2) <= ey = 0(X : # % iE 81).



f?zlumdm=¢@214X:g%mw2%)

L LEOEBIKED e =n-—1.

Fact 4 #M#&¥EM28® 2757 X, valency : (1 + L,ga+1) & L
GD)=XetnsyuRA D %2 &3¢

1+ ng—n1+1 ny~1
1+a) {1+ @)1+ @) - )

k(X) =

ni j

BEOIL->., 7T, k757 X oBEsE, =4V, (1=1,2),
k-7 QWD)keruw<

kK(X) =0 (mod 2) &= e; > 1
k(X)=1(mod 2) < e, =0.
et LEBEOBBICED eg=n+ny—1.

§3 Morton o # 8

# | Abel # H o 2-Sylow subgroup Hy i< > v T . Morton o %% “ On
Rédei’s theory of the Pell equation” [M1] w & 5w T~ 3,

Proposition 1

M= (xj(A) (1<i<m,1<j<e).

(1
[
I
4

(

m > ey,

) Xj:Ho 2 k52 oy Xo®xE (J=1,---,e1),
e Hyo HBREF 0 B,

| AicHyox (i=1,---,m).

L4 3%, CoL &



ET&E D, ST DL R XMEFAFH (BuwEsdbds) T, ARSI
-1, z0iboma s +1 &9 3.

Definition 1 M; 3 “reduced” & i¥ n 3.

Definition 2 75 M o derived sequence M, XD & > R » 3;
(1) M; &# M % reduced L % b @
(2) zheho My 8 M, » 5 derived & 4 12 1751 .

Definition 3 75 D, * mXe T M, 0 EHFBRTFHELTRD &
IICERT B

Dyow¥tr,t4 3%,
Chd»oE A >3IIT5
M= (xi(A)) (1<i<m,1<j<e)

Lt #Hi
{Al,"',Am}

B.A(CH) B0tk OLRTORSERD EEERS.

Theorem 1 ( Morton [M1] ) 5 M o derived matrices { M, } i %
LT, #B e . ROELISRLTHEASH 3,

enpr =€ —7, (n2>1).

rflieid H oE R Foh T, 0B 2" Slhsb00@HK. T,
it . Definition 3 © g anr 5 D,0 k¥ 2%+, . Hbo BRK
FORAGMKE 2L T2 (2D & & ey =€ypg=---=0).

Dyis . sequence { D, } othTc. il b>BMOTH &N 5.

s, D,od2ERT 28R, Hho HE L 1 3.



§ 4 Rédei-Reichardt o &= %

75 7&0o8 8D EBR~BH . Rédel Sic X » TR & h i 2Kk o Ideal
FRo2paticowtotFExr s ens, Rédel . —#oHXT. 2KE
® Ideal F# o 2-part ® By o Joorank c>vwT, BRI AL 2.
Reichrdt i« & 5 2 & ¢k Q(v/D) © 1% % Ideal % C o 2"-rank (e, & # <)
o s bhbolRLT., Réde . DoRFHME 2EFTEMNRT S

{a,as,a3 } VT, . eg,e3 5374, Hic,. Rédeiz. codB82H
WT.HEBREA O e,65,e3k LT, MEBBEOE2RENELEST B C &
%, kL7, Morton i, 1982 £ ot X [M2] ©. Rédei o B % i 2 Ktk
DB IROSVT EERLTW B,

Definition 4 D-%# { Dy,D; }
D = Dl'Dg = D2'D1

cce.Du2wk QWD) oK, Din AR (i=1,2) X. 1 6 HWHR
ERBL. ’
{1,D}: amu D - 5

E9 5,

Definition 5 %2 & D-5# {D,D;} & . Ro&HhEs T o0&

¥ 5;
(——-—D =1, vmiD,
II;i
(—ﬂ:l, Vp;|D;.
Di

> IT (—) it . Kronecker it 8 % % 4.
RV ‘
B D-o@i. 28k 3,

Theorem 2( Gauss, Rédei-Reichardt ) Gauss oo Bk ic & v .

H{D— 2 m} =2



Rédei-Reichardt o 8 & v

{28 D-—sm}=2"
T, €t 2-rank 2 E ¥ .
§ 5 Rédei-Reichardt B o 7 5 7 1t

2k *kQ(VD) oA Dict Lchifks 57 GD) slR s 0 3. hig,
Rédei-Reichardt o ## o Rédei it ¥ 2 IS HWEHicH S bDTH 3.
Definition 6 D =p]---py,pi & ZHHRNT X b B,

pi—1
Pt = D% p; ,  (pi:#EER)
J -4, -8 X it 8§, (p; =2)

wxt LiTsl Ap = (ai;) 2RO KT & » 5:

1, (&) =1
ai; = { Pj

0, Z 0.

Proposition 2 2 &tk k=Q(vD) o s R DicxtL T,

G(D) #s3iis <> Ap: 7 5 7 O A7 7 i.e.A &34 ¥ 47 50

Proposition3 D#b5 5 & 10K HHUKXND ST 5 & &,
Apwsitnas  (1x1).

Lemma 1 ( Lagarias[L], Oshima[O]) #MA Dbk b 208
BEAHANRNERFELTOHE &, TORMKTH Ap “HHETH LR 5 0
RXROBAIRKRS.

() D=1p,D = —qllp, p=1,q = 3(mod 4)
(2) D= -41p, D = (-4)(—¢)TIp,  p=1(mod 4), ¢ = 3(mod 8)
(3) D=48Mp,D =8(—¢)lIp, p=1,q=3(mod 4)



Proposition 4 &0 NEHAOHM 7573, 534X Dicexd LT
roMiksrs7GD)ELTES>N B,

Definition 7 D-4#{D,,D;}i2, G(D) o Efiog s Vo208 L
cxnga{Vi,hl~ondizEss. coc HAIEV, tnzon,

prDj (j:1a2)
ENRBEE, XZDEEDHBKDILD.

Proposition 5 TFaA o 28 {V,V}ir, Ve ez a2l0o0absR
53GD)oBHRIrS>70LTOHAORKSBHTEZ L&, F28 D-544
KRB LTWw3,

() F2RB D-2E 0 E% » 5

D D
p p

* 7

a4 =1 < (1-’-;—) = 1.
J

Definition 8 G(D)o#% s 75 7ce2coan, Vie Voeog itk
Xb0THBEE, ETOHMAOKRESBER(02488) 5,
{ Vi, Vo } % Eulerian vertex decomposition & 5 .

Theorem 3( Rédeéi - Reichardt criterion ) D% k#7535 7 G(D) %
S>HHIRET 3L & G(D) o Euler vertex decomposition o 312 2°2 T & 5 .
ccTteit QWD) o4d—rank 2 EKYT. Lo

es > 1 <= G(D) o FEuler vertex decomposition o M S BK T & 5.

Theorem 4 ( Pumplin [P] ) #H5R D el <

D=pi---py, pi(>0):um (G=1,---,N)



rnses, WD) 22x%kQ(VD) oR&EERET 5% 5
D) =Y T (1—(?1?)) (mod 2V).

T (i,j)eT Dj

T, TR NEHAORL 7 57 D42 Tospanningtrees b3 D Ld 5.,
Theorem 5 ( Pumpliin criterion ) ¥R D e L T
D=pi---py, Pi(>0):mHumk (t=1,---,N)
rek., cors2xkQ(WD) oxuEy (D) 1
h*(D) = 2¥"|ST|  (mod 2V)
2@, cce, |ST| @ G(D) o spanning trees o ¥ 2 % +. L7

e2>1 <= G(D) o spanning trees OB B BR T H 3.

¥ i<, Lagarias , Lo 2 > o criterion o @itk 2 5 % 3 RO B %2 # 7
5 7HRERL .
Theorem 6 ( Lagarias [] ) #&o##isr s 7 Gl
|EVD| = |ST)| (mod 2).
cc, |EVD| & G o Eulerian vertex decomposition o # % % L, |ST|
it G o spanning trees O K % £k ¥ .
Proposition 6 ( Oshima [0] ) K, 2%275 7, V(K,) * K, » H

HBEAE LT B & X
WV (K,) =n. (n>2)

=

K, %K, xvlAxoedge tmMoBwrE 757 (n>4) £45e

20 n : odd
1) |EVD|x. = ’
) | . {2“‘2’ n :even(n > 2)
0 n :odd
2) |EVD|> = ’
) | I {2"‘3, n :even(n > 4).



§6 7357 to Zeta M¥

Theorem 7 (Thara [I}) X % valency & q+1 o EMEED Y 5 7

L, Ax2xoREFIET 5.
Zx(u)™' = (1 —u?)~'det|[l, — Au + qu?].

DL &

ceer=(q-1n/2rsr357 Lo p etraessiisn [=m(X,p)

orank R n=§VX) 2 %+.
Definition 9 (Hashimoto [H]) X 2 #mags& s 5 7, I =m(X,p)
2 X ofsskv EX={e,  ,en} 2 XOkHEELOBRE LT 3 & &,

EX o labelling = & - T,
ej —u; (1<j<m)

ERGT BMAER Y, 2 &0, u= (U Uy, Upy)

. cotx, TotgEP={y}r cdL<

d
uf = u% = ] u,.
k=1

cCT, C"/:(yilayiz"",yid) (yikeeik (1Sk_<_d)) R, Pesxtiny
2 EET B, X

degP:=d=degu®* =|C,| (=mwi& C,08 %)
EERTB. Bie, <C> %2757 XoRasdotitnEoR|[C] e+

3T otgHowe L

p:T'—U(n) #T o n ®x unitary % 3
Etses (pu) b+ 3757 Xo ZetaMB2xromEE (BRAWN) &

o
Zx(u;p) = II det{I, — p(7)u’}!
P={y}r:primitive
= 11 det{I, — p(< C >)u“}?

[c):primitive
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k- TERT S, < T P ={vy}r(resp. [C]) & T o K # &3t % % (resp.
cycle) o2 bt:3. Hicu=(u, --,u),p=1 o0& %

Zx(u):=Zx(u:1)

E» L.

cogER, PSL(Q,) oMMBAM ML TERs WA FR Zeta BB 0
S5 IRER->TWS, £/ o kit Serreic k- T & ([F]), 1985
ERHEIVEEERECRI2BE0P cBEKLS hi,

S, SIAHLAERR, Tho2WErE R0/ 7L 7T, BFXK
tovEREs b0 TH 5. Thorem 7T 3, BAD /> yHEAOHBEAL S
BottBANBERTS 3.

Theorem 8 ( Hashimoto [H] ) X % walency (g1 +1,924+1) (q1 > q2)
oY EM2 BEEs5 7 §(Vi)=n (=12 oAl snmzsas
57 XU ompiiaesse s

Zxp(u)™t = (1 =u) "1 + gpu) ™M det[I,, — (Am — ¢y + L)u + gigyu’]
= (1—u)"'(1 + qu)""det[I,, — (A% — ¢ + Du + qgou?].
I T, ZX,b(u) = Zx(ullz) EE O,
ro= nq—nygt+l

= Nggy — Ny + 1
the rank of T = m(X,po)

I

Th3. Hic

Spec(X) = {£A, £Ag, -+, A, 0,-,0F Ay > A >+ > A, > 0.)

33L&

det[I,, — (A" — g5 + 1)u + qigou = H{l - ()\ — @1 — @)u + qiqu’}.
j-

WA h 5% AT Lagarias # |ST| £ %8 L & 7 5 7 © spanning trees



1

O 8 ¥ %
K(X): Xoavr7vyvsg

r, DFogEcZetaMBou=1 R s BHREEHOTRDT WG,

Theorem 9 ( Hashimoto [H]) (1) X % valency & ¢+1 (¢>1) o
BEEMSEs > 7, VX =n RV r=dimcH(X,C) &+ 5 & %
-1 1
n(d =121 (1= ) Zx () "
(2) X % valency ¥ (1+1,924+1) (12> 1) oBEXER 2B &7 5
7, Rof(Vi)=n; &4 3 &5

k(X) =

1+q 1 1

K X = u=1-
) ni 1-—qg(l— U)’Zx,b(u)| :

§ 7 Example

(1) G(D) = K(ky,ky): 2228757, q=2,=2082

K(K(q+1,q0+ 1)) = (1+q)"(1 + ¢2)"
i)
k(K (g +1,q+ 1)) = 3232 = 3* = 1 (mod 2).
L dsio T,
K(2+1,241)=K(3,3) G(D):
iy 5 2%k Q(VD) o

4 —rank =ey =0

L5, BoOBMBLOL,

2—rank=e; = (@ +1)+(g2+1)-1=q+q+1=5
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L5 xish3s., Wn, 2°R(D), %«

IIQZCQXCQXCQXCQXC’2-

2 EEEM 757 X=GD),q=1 082, ,
(001 10) /\
00011 | > s
Ap:|l10001 G(D):W
11000 2 .
\0 1100

oLE BEFEFHKN

zr 0 -1 -1 0
0 =z 0 -1 -1
fa(@)=|zE-Ap|=|-1 0 z 0 -1|=2%(z-2)(z*+z-1)
-1 -1 0 = O
0 -1 -1 0 =

cio, \;:EHEME(G=1,---,5) £+ 3 &,

-—1+f ~1-+/5
T2 As = 2
Egs. X:#ETER 75708 &

M =2, = yAd=0,As =0

k(X) =

';|,._.

n—1
M-N+a) (£rLA=q+1)
j=1

THdrBH5Hhhs, LOoBEs, 77,:5 q:l b

,(5=VB3)(5+v5) 1, _
K(X) = 52 5 > =525 =4=0 (mod 2).

i
4 — rank = ey > 1.
B) GID)=K(g+2): #2757, q¢=2 o4 ([0])

3 45697
13 37

G(D):
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oe& D=109901285=5x13x37x45697 ¢ LTH5 4 5 &, |[EVD|=2?
Linpcee, BoHBEKL XY, '

61—_-3, 62:2
o, h*(D)=32 & v,
H22022X022>(Cg

LB LHBBE., cokx, q=2 v k(K({@+2)=2+¢7 v
K(GD)=2+2)2=42=16 £ v

k(G(D))|h*

ERBIEBRS.

§ 8 Problem

4—rank ok Eic>owT, Lagarias wk v 75 vy BARNEENEA S,
|[EVD| e & - <
|EVD| =2 (ey:4 — rank)

ERES KL, XEE, kA >wTRk |ST| X3 k(X): av T vy vsg
OBETICL > THET & 2. |

Re2O5BOBER, BARoONEELEL->-T8—rank o BE#E, kEFEHE, XH
KCREBGRNBHAEEZEA 2L TH 5.

Rédei-Reichardt Bia i 2o 2k kit > wT £ &» 2—rank,4—rank,8—rank
K2WT Zho2boEBEOE2RGEkEZDideal HBOBRZE X T W
2. X Morton R o 2 Rikic b Zn 2HELTW 3,
§26:ﬁn’cn\50)‘t2&’ﬁﬂ"]i:rﬁ]bﬁﬂﬂAbelﬁ@f%%ﬁ%ﬁih‘t 8—rank o
hExHBAbel # G et L G o d—rank 2R B B L LR\ S TV
5. Morton 3 #Fo¥HR % b> 2Kk Q(v=Dgq) it »v T, 4—rank %
size £ 4 % ey Xeygmatrix M % HK ¥ % algorism %5 %

e3 = eg —rank M
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ko> Te(=8—rank) R EFEhB I EERLTVE, 202735 71, X
S8—rank # 4284, bABVWEBEOrS 7Oo0BB S REELEBREIATVLR W,
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