
Fall 2025 CIS 3362 Homework #5: Number Theory 

Check WebCourses for the due date 

 

1) (5 pts) Without the aid of a computer program, determine the prime factorization of 

3,548,318,400. Show your work. You may do division on a calculator. Stating which numbers 

divided in evenly how many times.  

 

2) (5 pts) What is φ(3,548,318,400)? You can use a calculator, but please show your work. 

 

3) (5 pts) Use Fermat’s Theorem to calculate the remainder when 12312561 is divided by 967? 

 

4) (5 pts) Use Euler’s Theorem to calculate the remainder when 294286522 is divided by 1766107? 

 

5) (10 pts) Given that 2 is a primitive root of 19, determine all primitive roots of 19. Do this 

problem by hand and show your work and explain your reasoning.  

 

6) (20 pts) The notion of a primitive root of a composite number doesn't quite exist in the same 

way as it does for primes. For example, Euler's Theorem tells us that if gcd(a, 35) =1, then 𝑎24 ≡
1 (𝑚𝑜𝑑 35). If 35 were to have a "primitive root", then there would be some integer a in between 

2 and 33 such that 𝑎𝑚 ≢ 1 (𝑚𝑜𝑑 35), for all integers m, 1 ≤ 𝑚 ≤ 23. It turns out that no such m 

exists. Write a short program that proves this assertion and for each integer a in between 1 and 34, 

finds the minimum integer m such that 𝑎𝑚 ≡ 1 (𝑚𝑜𝑑 35), and make a frequency chart of these 

values of m. 

 

Please submit your program. When it's executed, it should just print out the desired 

frequency chart. In your write up, summarize these results in words to answer the question.  

 

  



7) (50 pts) Fermat Theorem Test and Miller-Rabin experimentation 

 

In class we learned that some numbers are good at masquerading as primes with regards to the 

basic Fermat Theorem Test. Namely, there are composite numbers, n, for which if gcd(a, n) = 1, 

it's still the case that 𝑎𝑛−1 ≡ 1 (𝑚𝑜𝑑 𝑛) for many choices of a. 

 

For this problem, you'll test a couple ideas we talked about in class experimentally. (I've actually 

never run these experiments, so I have no idea what the results will be...I know what the theory 

says, but I actually question it a bit, which is why I've assigned this problem.) 

 

The probability of success of the Miller-Rabin is hinged on the fact that we run it for several 

potential witness values, a. I am curious as to how many trials are typically needed to discover 

composite numbers.  

 

Similarly, I want to see how many trials are needed for the Fermat Theorem Test to discover 

composite numbers. 

 

In theory, both Miller-Rabin and The Fermat Theorem Test might on discover that a number is 

composite, so we want to keep track of any times, even with 50 repetitions, that either test fails. 

 

Here is the experimental design that I want repeated as many times as possible given the time 

constraints: 

 

1. Generate a randomly selected composite number NOT divisible by 2, 3 or 5 in between 108 and 

109. (Generate a random odd number in the range and then run the real primality test on it...) 

 

2. Run the Fermat Theorem Test with 50 randomly chosen values of a, tracking how many returned 

"is probably prime" before receiving the "composite" response. Skip choosing values of a for 

which gcd(a, n) != 1. (In reality that's proof that n isn't prime, but I want to see the experimental 

probability that witnesses that actually have a shot report incorrectly.) 

 

3. Run Miller-Rabin with 50 randomly chosen values of a, tracking how many returned "is 

probably prime" before receiving the "composite" response. Skip choosing values of a for which 

gcd(a, n) != 1. 

 

Thus, for a single trial, you should record a single integer, in between 0 and 50, inclusive. 0 means 

that the first value of a tested proved that n was composite. 5 means that the first five values of a 

test indicated "is probably prime" but the 6th value proved that n was composite. 50 means that the 

algorithm returned "is probably prime" 50 times in a row so that the overall function erroneously 

thought that n was prime. 

 

Run as many trials as possible, keeping a frequency chart of how many times, for each algorithm 

you got an outcome of 0, 1, 2, ..., 50. 

 

Please submit both your code and a nice chart and written summary of your findings. Please edit 

my posted Miller-Rabin code. 


