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ABSTRACT. We prove general Dwork-type congruences for constant terms attached to tuples
of Laurent polynomials. We apply this result to establishing arithmetic and p-adic analytic
properties of functions originating from polynomial solutions modulo p® of hypergeometric
and KZ equations, solutions which come as coefficients of master polynomials and whose
coefficients are integers.

As an application we show that the simplest example of a p-adic KZ connection has an
invariant line subbundle while its complex analog has no nontrivial subbundles due to the
irreducibility of its monodromy representation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the seminal work [Dw] Dwork laid the foundation of the theory of p-adic hypergeometric
differential equations. His principal working example was the differential equation

1
1.1 x(1—a2) "+ (1 -2x)I' — -1 =0,
4

whose analytic at the origin solution

11 1 [ >/ 1/9\2
(1.2) 2F1<§, 3 1;:17) = - / V(- 1)V (¢ — )Vt = Z ( /{;/ ) 2
! k=0

encodes periods of the Legendre family y? = ¢(t — 1)(t — x). Dwork used the approximations

-1 2
—1/2
Fy(x) = g < k/)xk for s=1,2,...,

k=0
which are nothing but truncations of the infinite sum in (1.2) and clearly converge to it in
the disk Doy = {z | |z|, < 1}, to show that the uniform limit Fy,(z)/Fs(2P) as s — oo
exists in a larger domain ®PY and this limit, dubbed as the “unit root”, corresponds to a



GHOSTS AND CONGRUENCES 3

root of the local zeta function of the z-fiber in the family. Dwork’s work boosted the whole
body of research in the area; we limit ourselves to mentioning some recent contributions on
the theme [AS, BV, LTYZ].

Interestingly enough, Dwork himself indicates in [Dw] that he adopts a similar point of
view in the p-adic case to the one Igusa had in [Ig] for modulo p solution of (1.1). Namely,
the cycles of the elliptic curve y* = t(t — 1)(t — x) for a given x can be thought of as the local
at x analytic solutions of the differential equation (1.1). At the same time, Igusa’s modulo p

solution . (p—zl):ﬂ <(p _k1) /Q)Zxk

k=0

of (1.1), though indeed coinciding with Dwork’s Fj(z) modulo p, hints at a somewhat dif-
ferent way for approximating (1.2) p-adically through natural truncations of the sum. This
recipe seems to escape its own development until very recently Schechtman and Varchenko
gave solutions to general Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations modulo p in [SV2], recov-
ering Igusa’s polynomial as a particular case. It has been realized in [V4] that this approach
goes in parallel with that of Dwork in [Dw]; explicitly, the polynomial solutions of hyper-
geometric equation and of a certain class of KZ equations modulo p® are shown in [V4] to
give rise to p-adic approximations of the corresponding unit roots. The principal goal of this
paper is to prove such expectations, at least for the cases in which the technicality of proofs
do not overshadow the beauty of outcomes.

In this paper we study certain p*-approximation polynomials of hypergeometric periods.
We consider an integral of hypergeometric type like in (1.1) without specifying the cycle of
integration. For any positive integer s we replace the integrand by a polynomial ®4(¢, x) with
integer coefficients called the master polynomial and define the p*-approximation polynomial
as the coefficient of 7" ~! in the master polynomial. This is our p*-analog of the initial integral.
In the example of (1.1) the master polynomial is ®(¢, z) = t® ~D/2(t —1)P"=D/2(t —z) "~ 1)/
and the p*-approximation polynomial is

w-0/2 . 2
(13) Py = (e S (W)

k
k=0
We prove the Dwork-type congruence,
(1.4) Poi1(2)Ps_1(2P) = Py(x)Py(2P) (mod p°),

in Theorem 4.2. More general p*-approximation constructions are discussed in [SV2, V4,
RV1, RV2].

In Section 6 we consider the simplest example of the KZ connection. The KZ connec-
tions are objects of conformal field theory, representation theory, enumerative geometry, see
[KZ, EFK, MO]. In our example, the KZ connection is identified with the Gauss—Manin
connection of the family of elliptic curves y* = (t — 21)(t — 22)(t — 23). We study the
p*-approximation polynomials to the elliptic period [dt/y and show that the p-adic KZ
connection of our example has an invariant line subbundle. This is a p-adic feature since
the corresponding complex KZ connection has no proper invariant subbundle due to the
irreducibility of its monodromy representation.
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The invariant subbundles of the KZ connection over C usually are related to some ad-
ditional conformal block constructions, for example see [FSV, SV2, V3|. Apparently our
subbundle is of a different p-adic nature.

The results above require proving p-adic convergence, which in turn rests upon establish-
ing certain special congruences. Considering more general hypergeometric series F(z) =
S, A(n)z™ and its p*-truncations Fy(z) = 327" A(n)2", Dwork showed that

(1.5) Foiq(2)Fs_q(2P) = Fs(2)Fs(2?)  (mod p®) fors=1,2,...,

in [Dw, Theorem 2]; this allowed him to conclude the existence of the p-adic limit
Fop1(2)/Fs(2?) as s — oo in [Dw, Theorem 3]. As an auxiliary component of Dwork’s
argument the other set of congruences, a la Lucas, was used for the sequence of coefficients

A(n):

(1.6)  A(n+mp®) A(n)
A([n/p] +mp==1) — A([n/p])

(see Corollary 1(ii) on p. 36 in [Dw]). These two different-looking families of congruences
(1.5) and (1.6) are both known as Dwork congruences, and to distinguish between the two we
dub them type I and type II, respectively. Our Igusa-inspired p*-aproximations of solutions
of hypergeometric equation, like (1.3) above, are of dual nature. Although congruences (1.4)
look like congruences (1.5) of type I we may view the sequence (Ps(x))s>1 as a subsequence
of a suitable polynomial sequence A(n;z) depending on the extra parameter x and satisfying

(1.7)
Aln+mp*z)  _ Alnx) s

Ao+ mp—T20) = A/l 27) (mod p*) for mneZsy and s=1,2,....
Then the restriction of these type II Dwork congruences to the subsequence (P;(x))s>1 reads
as type I congruences for the p*-aproximation polynomials in parameter x. (We make this
explicit in the remark after Theorem 4.4.) To summarize, our principal tool for establishing
the existence of p-adic convergence are Dwork-type congruences (1.7), of which required
type I congruences are particular instances. General theorems towards Dwork’s congruences
of type IT were given by Mellit in [Me] and, independently, by Samol and van Straten in [SvS].
As these results are insufficiently general and only for (1.6) rather than (1.7), we extend them
further using the method from Mellit’s unpublished preprint [Me] (see also [MV] for another
application). Our result based on Mellit’s elegant approach is displayed in Section 2, and its
power is illustrated by the congruences (1.4) from Theorem 4.2 and by several other quite
different applications in later sections.

In Section 7 we conjecture some stronger congruences for the polynomials Ps(z).

(mod p®) form,n € Zspand s =1,2,...

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Frits Beukers, Andrew Granville, Anton Mellit,
Richard Rimanyi, Steven Sperber, and Masha Vlasenko for useful discussions.

2. ON GHOSTS

In this paper p is an odd prime.
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2.1. Mellit’s theorem. Let A(t) be a Laurent polynomial in variables t = (¢1,...,t,) with
coefficients in Z, and constant term CT;(A). Assume that the Newton polytope of A(t)
contains only one interior point {0}.

For a tuple a = (ag, a1, ...,a;_1), denote by I(a) = [ its length. For two tuples a and b,
the concatenation product a * b is the tuple of length [(a) + {(b) obtained by gluing a and b

together. For a = (ag, ..., a;_1) of length [, denote by o’ = (ay,...,a_1) the “derivative”
tuple of length [ — 1. If @ is a tuple of numbers, denote |a| = Zﬁ;(l) a;.
For a tuple m = (my,...,my) of integers from {1,...,p — 1} denote by CT;(A™) the

constant term of the Laurent polynomial A (¢)motmiptmep®+tmi_ip!~!

Theorem 2.1 (Anton Mellit, 2009, [Me], unpublished). Let a, b, ¢ be tuples of integers from
{1,...,p— 1}, where b,c,a’ can be empty, that is, of length 0. Then

(21) CTt(Aa*b) CTt (Aal*c) = CTt(Aa’*b) CTt(Aa*c) (mod pl(a)).

We modify the statement and three-page Mellit’s proof of Theorem 2.1 and prove Theorem
2.9 below.

2.2. Convex polytopes. Given a positive integer r we consider convex polytopes, which
are convex hulls of finite subsets of Z" C R".

Definition 2.2. A tuple (Ng, N1,...,N,_1) of convex polytopes is called admissible if for
any 0 <1< 7 <1 —1 we have

(Ni 4+ pNiga + -+ p/7IN;) N/ 712" = {0},

2.3. Definition of ghosts. Let A(t,z) be a Laurent polynomial in some variables ¢ =
(t1,...,t.), 2 = (21,...,2~) with coefficients in Z,. We define the ghost terms R,,(A),
m > 0, as the unique sequence of Laurent polynomials in ¢, z satisfying the following two
properties:

(i) For each m we have

m m m—1

A(tv Z)p = RO(A>(tp ) me) + RI(A)(tp 7me71) +ot Rm(A>(t7 Z)‘
(ii) For each m the coeflicients of R,,(A)(t, z) are divisible by p™ in Z,.
Properties (i)—(ii) recursively determine the polynomials R,,(A)(t, z). Namely,

m—1

(2.2) Ro(A)(t, 2) = At )" — A7, "), Ro(A)(t, 2) = A(t, 2).

Let F'(t,z) be a Laurent polynomial in ¢, z. Let N(F') be the Newton polytope of F'(t, 2)
with respect to the t variables only. Clearly, we have

(2.3) N(R(A)) C p™N(A).

2.4. Composed ghosts. Let A = (Ag(t, z), ..., A;_1(¢, 2)) be a tuple of Laurent polynomials
with coefficients in Z,. We decompose the product

-1

At 2) = No(t, ) (A1 (t, 2))P - -+ (A_q (L, 2))”
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into the sum of ghost terms of Ag,...,A;_1. As the result we obtain that ) is the sum of the
products

RM,)\(ta Z) = Rm() (AO)(ta Z) ’ le (Al)(tp ) Zpliml) ' RM2 (A2)(tp2imz ) Zp%mz) e
—l-mypq l=1—my_

o Ry (M) (87 ),

where m = (myg, ..., my_1) runs over the set of all [-tuples of integers satisfying 0 < m; < 7.
Clearly, we have

1-my

Ryua(t,z) =0 (mod p|m|)
and

N(Rm,)\(ta Z)) C N(AO(t> Z)) +pN(Al(ta Z)) + - +pl_1N(Al—1(t> Z))

2.5. Indecomposable tuples. Denote by S the set of all k-tuples m = (myg, ..., mg_1) of
integers such that 0 < m; <i. Put S = J;—, Sk. A tuple m € S is called indecomposable if it

cannot be presented as m’xm” for m’, m” € S. Denote by Sind the set of all indecomposable
k-tuples and put S™4 = [ ;2 Sird.

Lemma 2.3. If m € S then |m| >k — 1.

Proof. If m is indecomposable, then for each i € {1,...,k — 1} there exists j > i such that
m; > j—1i,i.e j=1>j—m;. The number of such ¢ for a given j is m;. The total number
of i is k — 1, therefore the sum of m; is at least k — 1. O

Lemma 2.4. For each m € S, there exist unique indecomposable m',...,m" such that

m=m'%---xm’.

Proof. The proof is by induction on [(m). If I((m) = 1, then m = (my) = (0) and m is
indecomposable. Let us prove the induction step. Let

m:ml*...*mrznl*...*ns

be two decompositions into indecomposable factors. We may assume that {(n®) > I(m"). If
I(n®) = 1(m"), then n®* = m". In this case we can conclude that m!x---xm"t = nlx...xns71
and the statement follows from the induction hypothesis. If I(n®) > [(m"), then the sequence
n® contains the sequence m” as its last [(m”)-part. This contradicts to the indecomposability
of n®. The lemma is proved. O

2.6. Polynomials I,. For an I-tuple A\ = (Ao(t, 2), A1(t, 2), ..., Aj—1(t, 2)) of Laurent poly-
nomials with coefficients in Z, define

L(t,2) = Y Rualt,2).
mesind
We have
(2.4) I(z,2) =0 (mod p'™t)
by Lemma 2.3 and
N(Ix(t,2)) C N(Ao(t, 2)) + pN(Ay(t,2)) + -+ p T IN(A1 (8, 2)) .
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Lemma 2.5. We have

(2.5)

1l i TCND ERRES IO It NN TCU RENES [C k)|
J2PT ) e s (8P , 2P )

Mt,z) = > La(t2)Le(t”

A=ALlx. xS

Y

where the sum is over the set of all possible decompositions of the tuple \ into a product of
tuples.

Proof. We have
At 2) = Y Rualt,2).

meS)

For any m € S, let m = m! x --- * m* be its unique idecomposition into indecomposable

factors. Let A = A! % -- - % \* be the corresponding factorization of the sequence A. Then
(2.6)
Rm7>\(t, Z) = le’)\l (t, Z)Rm27)\2 (tp

1 TN+ D+

’Zplul)) o Rops e (tp , 2
This product contributes to the the expansion of the product

IOD T D+ h

) D (tP V2

into the sum, and conversely each summand in the expansion of (2.7) comes from (2.6) for
a unique indecomposable factorization m = m! x - - - x m®. 0

(ah pz(xl)
)

(2.7) La(t, 2) De (2

2.7. Admissible tuples of Laurent polynomials.

Definition 2.6. A tuple A = (Ao(t,2),A1(t,2),...,N_1(t,2)) of Laurent polynomials is
called admissible if the tuple (N (Ao(t, 2)), N(A1(t, 2)), ..., N(Ni_1(t, 2))) of its Newton poly-
topes with respect to variables t is admissible.

Denote by CT;(A)(z) the constant term of the Laurent polynomial A(t, z) with respect to
the variables ¢. The constant term CT(A)(z) is a Laurent polynomial in z.

Lemma 2.7. Let A = (Ao(t, 2),A1(t, 2), ..., N_1(t, 2)) be an admissible tuple of Laurent
polynomials with coefficients in Z, and X = X' % ---x \*. Then

5 1y poggai—1 Ty gopai—1
(2.8) CE(HM#”“ O e )))@:

i=1
= H CT, (])\i (t, z))(szmH_..Hw,l)).
=1
PTOOf_ We haVe
N(Inu(t,2)) C N(Ao(t,2)) + pN(Ay(t, 2)) + - - + POV N (A (¢, 2)).
Hence

N(Lu(t, 2)) N p'*zr = {0}
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and
CTt(HI)\i (tpzu1)+...+zw71)’ Zpl(A1)+-..+l(/\i71)>)(z> _
i=1
= CT, (I>\1 (t, Z)) () CT, < H Iy (tpl(AQHMH(AFl), Zpl(g”“‘“wq))) (zpl(kl))-
i=2
Thus by induction on s we prove the statement. U
Corollary 2.8. We have
(2.9)
~ 1 Iy, ... s—1
CT, (A)(2) = Y CTu(lu)(2) - CTo(Lpa) (2" ) -+ CTy (L) (#7770,
A=A1xex S

where the sum is over the set of all decompositions of \ into a product of tuples.
2.8. Dwork congruence for tuples of Laurent polynomials.

Theorem 2.9. Let a, b, ¢ be tuples of Laurent polynomials in t, z with coefficients in Z,, where
b,c,a’ can be empty. Assume that the tuples a * b,a * ¢,a’ x b,a’ * ¢ of Laurent polynomials
are admissible. Then

(2.10)  CT, (a*b)(z) CT, (@ xc)(z") = CT, (' % b)(z") CT, (a¥¢)(z) (mod p'®).
Proof. The left-hand side and right-hand side of (2.10) are

q o s i
(2'11> Z H CTt(Ixi)(zpz(zlw...H(z 1)) H CTt(]yj)(zp1+l(y1)+...+l(y 1)>

axb=xlx...xzq 1=1 =1
a’*c:yl*---*ys

and

: ! AT BT
(2.12) Z HCTt(fxi)(zpm(”” Yotz 1>)1—[CTt(ij)(zpl(yl)+ iy 1))’

a’xb=xlx..xzq 1=1 i=1
a*c:yl*---*ys

respectively. Since we work modulo p!® all the terms with
q S
S )+ ) ) —g—s = la)
i=1 j=1

may be dropped off from consideration. That inequality can be reformulated as [(a) + [(b) +
l(a)+1(c) —1—q—s > I(a), equivalently, as
(2.13) l(a) +1(b)+1(c) =2 q+s+ 1.

Let us prove that the remaining terms in both expressions are in a bijective correspondence
such that the corresponding terms are equal.

Namely, take one of the remaining summands on the left-hand side:

g oDyt T I ST B
(2.14) [T CTe(L G T CTul, ),

i=1 i=1
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the summand corresponding to the presentation a b= a! % ---x 29 a’ x c =yl * - - % y°.

Lemma 2.10. There exist indices i > 1 and j > 0 such that
(2.15) Wah) + -+ 1) =1+ + 1) + 1< (a)

Proof. It I(z') =1, then i = 1 and j = 0 are the required indices.

Assume that [(z') > 1 and the required i, j do not exist. Then each number in {2,...,1(a)}
cannot be represented simultaneously as [(z')+- - -+I(z") and I(y*)+- - -+1(y’) + 1. Therefore
the sum of the total number of i > 1, such that I(z!) + --- + I(2°) < I(a), and the total
number of 7 > 1, such that I(y') +--- + (/) + 1 < I(a), is at most [(a) — 1. The number
of remaining 7 is at most [(b) and the number of remaining j is at most [(c). Therefore,
q+s <l(a)—1+1(b)+1(c), which is the same as (2.13). Hence the corresponding summand
must have been dropped off. This establishes the existence of indices ¢ and j required. [

Now we return to the remaining summand (2.14). Choose the minimal indices 7 > 1 and
j = 0 such that (2.15) holds. Then it is easy to see that

1

(216) d xb=y % ---xyf x5 52l axc=al s xxtxyl T«

e ek ’Z’s’
and the summand in (2.12) corresponding to the presentations in (2.16) equals the product
in (2.14). This clearly gives the desired bijection. O

3. ps—APPROXIMATION OF A HYPERGEOMETRIC INTEGRAL

Let «, 8,7 be rational numbers with |a|, = |5], = |7|, = 1. Consider a hypergeometric
integral

(3.1) 1€ () = / 1t — 1Pt — o) dt

where C' C C — {0, 1,z} is a contour on which the integrand takes its initial value when ¢
encircles C. The function I(©)(x) satisfies the hypergeometric differential equation

(3.2) z(l—2)I"+ (a++2y)z— (a+y) ] —v(a++v+ 1) =0.
This follows from Stokes’ theorem and the following identity of differential forms. Denote
O(t,z) = t*(t — 1)%(t — 2)7,
d? d
D=x(1-2)—+(a+B8+2y)z— (a+7)— —~v(a+B+7+1).

dx? dx
Then
t(t—1
(3.3) d, (7 (t - Ja(t, a:)) — D&(t, 2)dt.
The differential equation (3.2) turns into the standard hypergeometric differential equation
(3.4) z(l—a)"+ (c—(a+b+1)x)]'—abl =0
ifa=a—c f=c—b—1,v = —a. For a suitable choice of C' and multiplication of the

integral by a constant, the integral in (3.1) can be expanded as a power series

JFi(a, b x) = o Fy (“’C b ‘ a;) - ki;o (Z)"Zgi’“a;k
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n—1

Here (a), =T'(a+n)/I'(a) = [[,—,(a + k) stands for Pochhammer’s symbol.
We consider the following p®-approximation of the integral in (3.1). Given a positive
integer s, let 1 < ag, Bs,7s < p° be the unique positive integers such that

(3.5) as=a, By=0, =7 (mod p°).
Define the master polynomial
(3.6) y(t, ) =t (t — 1) (t — x)

and the p*-approzimation polynomial I,(x) as the coefficient of #*"~1 in the master polynomial
O (t, ). Then

(3.7) I(x) = (~1)reFier 2 (i) (Z) 7.
g1\ 2

k1+ko=as+Bs+7s

The polynomial I(z) has integer coefficients.

Theorem 3.1. The polynomial I,(x) is a solution of the hypergeometric differential equation
(3.2) modulo p*,

(3.8) DIy(z) € p*Zylx].
Proof. The theorem follows from formula (3.3). O

In this paper we prove Dwork-type congruences for the p®-approximation polynomials
I;(x) in several basic examples and leave general considerations for another occasion.

For more general versions of the p*-approximation construction see in [SV2, V4].
4. FUNCTION o F} (%, 11, :):)

4.1. Polynomials P;(x). The function

1 1 . _1 > —-1/2 -1/2 —-1/2 _ S _1/2 2 k
(4.1) 2F1<2,271,x>—ﬂ/1t (t—1)"Y2(t — ) dt_kzzo )

satisfies the hypergeometric differential equation

(4.2) 21— 2)I" + (1 — 22)1' — i[ ~0.
Define the master polynomial

(4.3) D (t, ) = tW D2 - )P0 )01/,

The number M = ’% = p%l + p%lp +-- 4 pT_lps_l is the unique positive integer such that
1< M<p®and M =—1/2 (mod p*). Define the p*-approximation polynomial Py(x) as
the coefficient of t*"~! in the master polynomial ®,s (¢, z). Then

@ -2 o 2
(4.4) Pyfa) = (~)¥02 37 ((p kl)/Q) i

k=0
Define Py(z) = 1.
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Recall the hypergeometric function o F}(a, b; c; ). Then

4.5 Py(z) = (=1)®"-V/2, 1_ps,ﬂ;1;x .
2 2

The polynomial Py(z) is a solution of the hypergeometric equation (4.2) modulo p®. This
follows from Theorem 3.1 or from formula (4.5).

4.2. Baby congruences. Let o (7) = (z + 1)®~Y/2, Then

(4.6) Ps11(1)ps1(2?) = @s(2)ps(2F)  (mod p°).

This follows from (z + 1) = (27 + 1) (mod p®).

Lemma 4.1. The master polynomials ®4(t, x) satisfy the baby congruence

(4.7) Dy (t,2)Ds_1 (P, 2P) = Dy(t, 2)Ps (¢, 2P)  (mod p°).

Proof. The lemma follows from (4.6). O
4.3. Congruences for Pi(x).

Theorem 4.2. The approzimation polynomials Ps(x) satisfy the congruence

(4.8) Pyy1(2)Poor(a") = Py(2)Py(2”)  (mod p°).

This theorem follows from a more general Theorem 4.4 below.
Using formula (4.5) we may rewrite (4.8) as the congruence

(4.9) 2 F) (1_ps+1’ L $>2F1 (1_;,5717 Lo xp> =

2 2 2 2

= 2F1<1_2p5, 1_—f§ 1;I>2F1<1_2p5, 1_2p3§ 1;$p> (mod p®).

Let o be a rational number which is a p-adic unit, o = o + @ p + agp® + - - -. Denote by
[a]s the sum of the first s summands. Then congruence (4.9) takes the form:

(41()) 2F1([_%]s+17 [_%]s+1; 17 I) 2F1([_%]s— 5 [_%]s—l; 17 xp) =
= 2F1([_%]57 [_%]s; L; I) 2F1([_%]57 [—%]s; 1; IL"p) (mod PS)-

4.4. Coefficients of master polynomials. Consider

(4.11) by(ta) = VD (1 w) = IR 1)t - 2))
(p°—1)/2
= (t-DA-z/0))" = N oy,
j=—(p-1)/2
where

Cej(x) = (=1)

b1 pS—1 pS—1
7 J 2 2 )™,
> ()00
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In particular, Cso(z) = Py(z). Every coeflicient C; ;(x) is a hypergeometric function:

2 2

while a hypergeometric expression in the case 7 < 0 comes out from the following simple
fact.

Lemma 4.3. We have ®,(x/t, ) = ®,(t,z) and hence
(4.12) Cy_j(z) = 27C, ().

pS—1 . E 1_ S 1_ S
os,j<x>=<—1>z-ﬂ( % )m( PP L i) forg >0,
J

We expand congruence (4.7) into a congruence of polynomials Cj ;(z). The constant term
in ¢ gives us

(4.13) chsﬂ,kp(x)cs_l,_k(xp) = Zsz,kp(x)C&_k(xp) (mod p*).

The following Theorem 4.4 establishes the congruences of individual pairs of terms in
(4.13).

Theorem 4.4. For any k appearing in (4.13) we have
(4.14) Cst1.hp()Cs1 —p(a?) = Cy pop(2)Cs—g(2P)  (mod p*).
In particular for k = 0 we have congruence (4.8).

Proof. Every index k appearing in (4.13) can be written uniquely as

(4.15) k=ko+hkp+-+koop? —(p-1)2<k<(p-1)/2
Using (4.12) we reformulate (4.14) as
(4.16) Csi1.4p(1)Cs1 1(2P) = Cs gp(2)Cs 1 (2P)  mod p°
and prove it below. We have
~ 572 ~ i+1 ~
Cs—i-l,kp(I) = CTt (I)l(t, l’) < H (t_kiél(t, :L'))p >CI)1(t, l’)ps:| :
) i=0
s—2 ) ;
Coornl(z) = CT, [T] (" (t,2)) ]
T i=0
- s—2 ) i1
Copl@) = CTy |ba(t,2) [T (FH b, 2))" |,
) i=0
. s5—2 R N
Cs,k(z) = CTt (H (t_kiél(ta x))p )él(t>$)ps ]
- =0

It is easy to see that the (s + 1)-tuple of Laurent polynomials
qA)l(ta ZIZ'), t_koqsl(ta ZIZ'), T t_k872(i)1(t7 I)a (i)l(t> ZL’)

is admissible in the sense of Definition 2.6. Now the application of Theorem 2.9 gives
congruence (4.16) and hence congruence (4.14). O
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Remark. Denote A(n,z) :=oFi(—n,—n;1;2) = >, (}) “2k. Let
n=mng+mp+--+n,_1p, n/pl =ni+ -+ ns_1p*2,
where 0 < n; < p. Then for any m € Z-, we have
(4.17)  A(n+mp*,2)A(In/p], 2") = A(n, 2)A([n/p] + mp*~,2")  (mod p°).
The proof follows from Theorem 2.9 and the identity
Aln,z) = CT, [((t+ 1)1 +z/t)"].

4.5. Limits of Ps(x). For a € Z, there exists a unique solution w(«a) € Z, of the equation
w(a)? = w(a) that is congruent to x modulo p. The element w(«) is called the Teichmiiller
representative of a. For aw € F,,, r > 0, define the disc

D,,={x€Z,||r—wa)|,<r}

Denote

P = o 2me —om[ 3] -3 ).

see (4.5). Denote

(4.18) D={reZ,||P)], =1}
Theorem 4.5. For s > 1 the rational function Ii—j(;(f)) s reqular on ®. The sequence
( ];;f;:(;(p?)s}l uniformly converges on ®. The limiting analytic function f(x) equals the ratio

lf((jp)) on the disc Dy, where F(z) := oF1(1/2,1/2;1;2) is defined by the convergent power

series (4.1). We also have |f(x)|, =1 for x € ®.

Proof. We have Z, = UQGFP D, and also ® = UQGFME(M(Q))‘FI D, since Py(x) has coef-
ficients in Z,. In particular, Dy; C ®. We also have

{reZ, [P, =1} = U Doy =9

a€Fy, |P1(w(a))|p=1

for the same reason. B - ~ \ _ _
By Lucas’ theorem Py(x) = Pi(x)Py(2F) ... P (xf’rl) (mod p). Hence |Ps(2)|, = |Ps(2?)], =

Py (z)
Pg(zP)

1for s > 1, x € ©. Hence the rational functions are regular on .

Congruence (4.8) implies that

Ps-i-l(x) ps(x)
(4.19) XED — D

This shows the uniform convergence of our sequence of rational functions on the domain ®.
For the limiting function f(x) we have |f(x)|, =1 for x € D.

Clearly, for any fixed index k the coefficient ((” S_kl)/ 2)2 of ¥ in P,(x) converges p-adically

<p ¥ for xeD.
p

to the coefficient (_2/2)2 of ¥ in F(x). Hence the sequence (P,(z)),>; converges to F(x) on

Dy, so that f(x) = If((;,)) on Dy;. The theorem is proved. O
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Dwork gives in [Dw] a different construction of analytic continuation of the ratio If(—;,))

from Dy, to a larger domain. He considers the sequence of polynomials

p*—1 2
—1/2\" 4
Fs = ’
@=3 (7))
k=0

which are truncations of the hypergeometric series F'(x), and shows that the sequence of

Ferl(w))
FS({EP) s>1

1}, where the polynomial

(4.20) g(x) = (p_zl)/z (‘2/ 2) g

k=0

rational functions ( uniformly converges on the domain DP% = {z € Z, | |g(x)|, =

is attributed by Dwork to Igusa [Ig]. Clearly his limiting function fP¥(z) equals the ratio

% on DO,l-

%;L(;(PJ;) ) s>1 and ( };S’:r(i(:(px)) )821

have the same limiting functions on the same domain. Indeed, P,(z) = g(z) (mod p) and
hence ® = DP¥. Also f(z) = fP¥(z) on Dy, and hence on D.

Dwork shows in [Dw] interesting properties of the function f(x). For example, let a €
FX — {1} be such that w(a) € ©. Dwork shows that the zeta function of the elliptic
curve defined over F, by the equation y? = z(z — 1)(z — «) has two zeros, which are
/(=)= V2 f(w(a))) and (—=1)*V2f(w(a))/p. Clearly |f(w(a))l, = 1. The number
(—=1)®=D/2 f(w(a)) is called the unit root of that elliptic curve.

According to our discussion this unit root can be calculated as the value at © = w(«) of the

It is easy to see that the two sequences of rational functions (

Psi1(x)

Fery of approximation polynomials multiplied by (—1)e=1/2,

limit as s — oo of the ratio

5. FUNCTION o F} (%, 5 1; :c)

5.1. Two hypergeometric integrals. The integral
(5.1) 19(z) = / T3t — )TVt —2) Y Bat
c

where C' C C — {0, 1,2z} is a contour on which the integrand takes its initial value when ¢
encircles C satisfies the hypergeometric differential equation

2
(5.2) z(1—a)["+ (1 —2x)I' — §] = 0.
For a suitable choice of C the integral I(“)(z) presents the hypergeometric function

(5.3) 2F1<§7 %; L) = i (—;/3) (—i/za)xk.

k=0
The integral

(5.4) J(D>(x):/t—2/3(t—1)—2/3(t—x)—1/3dt
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where D C C — {0, 1,z} is a contour on which the integrand takes its initial value when ¢
encircles D satisfies the same hypergeometric differential equation. For a suitable choice of

D the integral J”)(z) presents the same hypergeometric function o F} ( 335 1, :)3)

The differential form ¢~%/3(t — 1)7'/3(t — 2)=2/3dt is transformed to the differential form
—t72/3(t — 1)72/3(t — 2)7'/3dt by the change of the variable ¢ +— (t — 2)/(t — 1).

In this section we discuss the p*-approximations of the integrals I(“)(z) and J")(z).

5.2. The case p = 3¢ + 1. The master polynomial for 1(“)(z) is given by the formula
P, (t, 1) = t(pS—l)/S(t _ 1)(ps—1)/3(t _ x)2(ps—1)/3'

The p*-approximation polynomial Q(z) is defined as the coefficient of t*"~1 in ®,(¢, z),

Q) = (—=1)#"~ 1/32( p*—1) /3) ((ps —kl)/3)xk

Define Qp(x) = 1. We have

2-2p° 1—p°
(5.5) Qu(w) = o by (—5 5 i),

since (—1)®°~1/3 =1,

The polynomial Q,(z) is a solution of the hypergeometric equation (5.2) modulo p®. This
follows from Theorem 3.1 or from formula (5.5).

The master polynomial for J®)(z) is given by the formula
U, (t, ) = 2P DB — 1)20° D3 (¢ — g)(P°=D/3,
The p*-approximation polynomial Ry(z) is defined as the coefficient of "=t in W,(¢, z),

R =3 (0 ) (0

k
Define Ry(z) = 1. We have

1—p° 1—-p°
: s(@) = 2 ( : y L )
(5 6) Q (x) 2471 3 3
Master polynomials satisfy baby congruences,
(5.7) O (t,x)Ps_1 (7, 2P) = Oy(t, 2)Ps (1P, 2P)  (mod p°),

Vg (t, 2)Wen (17, 27) = st 2) Vs (8, 27) - (mod p°),
by formula (4.6).

Theorem 5.1. For p = 30 + 1 the approximation polynomials Rs(x) and Qs(x) satisfy the
congruences

(5.8) Qs+1(2)Qs—1(2”) = Qs(2)Qs(2")  (mod p®),
(5.9) Rsi1(2)Rs_1(2P) = Ry(x)Rs(2?)  (mod p®).
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Proof. Denote ®;(t,z) = (t — 1)*(1 — z/t)*. Then Quy(z) = CT, [ 1(t, @) TP T
is easy to see that the (s + 1)-tuple of Laurent polynomials (®y(t, z), &1 (¢, z), ..., 1 (t, z))
is admissible in the sense of Definition 2.6. Now the application of Theorem 2.9 gives
congruence (5.8). Congruence (5.9) is proved in the same way applied to the formula Ry1(z)

= CT, [0y (t, 2)*7+ 47" where Uy (t,2) = (t—1)*(1 —x/t)’. Congruence (5.9) also follows
from (5.8) since Ry(x) = Qs(x). O

Formulas (5.5) and (5.6) imply that for p =30+ 1, s

=
(51()) 2F1 (2 2ps+17 1= ps+17 17 ZI}') Fl (2_2p571’ 1_17871; 1’ xp) =

3
= 2F1(2_32p5’ 1_;,3; 1;17>2F1(2_§ps> 1_;,3; 1;517p) (mod p*).
Using the expansions
—1/3=0+Llp+Lp*+---, —2/3 =20+ 2p + 20p* + - - -,
(P =1)/3=L+lp+lp*+---+ 0 (pP—2)/3=20+2p+20p* + -+ 20p° ",

we conclude that for p =3¢+ 1 and s > 1 we have

(5.11) 2F1([ ]s+17[_%]s+1717x)2F1([_%] AR §]3_1;1;$p)5
=2F1([=3]s [=5lsi Liw) 2 Fa ([ 3]s, [ 3]s 1327) - (mod p?).

5.3. The case p = 3¢ + 2 > 2. The master polynomial for I(®)(z) is given by the formulas

O (t,x) = t(2ps_1)/3(t — 1)(21"3_1)/3(1L — :c)(ps_2)/3, odd s,
O (t,z) = t@UBE - )P DB )2 /3, even s.

The p*-approximation polynomial Q,(z) is defined as the coefficient of t*"~1 in ®,(¢, z),

Qu(x) = (_1)<2ps—1)/3z((2293;1)/3) <(ps _]{;2)/3)xk7 odd s,

00 = o (I (I s

Define Qo(x) = 1. We have
2 _pt 11—
12 (1) = —oF ,
(5.12) Q) = =i (=
B 2-2p" 1—=p°
Qs(z) = 2F1< s 3 ,L:c), even s.

Here we use the fact that for p = 3¢ +2 > 2 we have (—1)°~1)/3 = —1 for odd s and
(—=1)®*=D/3 = 1 for even s.

The polynomial Q(z) is a solution of the hypergeometric equation (5.2) modulo p®. This
follows from Theorem 3.1 or from formula (5.12).

2 S
p;l;:c), odd s,
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The master polynomial for J”)(z) is given by the formulas
U, (t,x) = t(ps—2)/3(t _ 1)(193—2)/3 (t — x)(2ps—1)/37 odd s,
U (t,x) = P06 - 1)20 DB ) =D even s,

The p*-approximation polynomial Ry(z) is defined as the coefficient of "=t in ®,(¢, z),

(513)  Ry(z) = (-1~ 2/32( 2 _1/3) <(ps _]{:2)/3)93’2 odd s,
) - p—usch L CET P

Define Ry(z) = 1. We have

2-p* 1—2p
(5.14) R(z) = —2F1< 3p — L ;1;3:), odd s,
2-2p° 1-p’
Rs(x) = 2F1< L , L4 ;1;:6), even s.
3 3
Here we use the fact that for p = 3¢ +2 > 2 we have (—1)"°=2/3 = —1 for odd s and

(—1)@°=D/3 =1 for even s.
The polynomial R,(x) is a solution of the hypergeometric equation (5.2) modulo p®. This
follows from Theorem 3.1 or from formula (5.14).

Lemma 5.2. Master polynomials satisfy baby congruences,

(5.15) Do (1, 2) Uy (#,27) = B, (1, 2)T,(, %) (mod p°),
(5.16) U (t,x)Ps 1 (87, 27) = U (t, 2)Ps (P, 2P)  (mod p®).
Proof. We prove (5.15) for an odd s. The case of an even s and congruence (5.16) are proved
similarly. The left-hand side of (5.15) for an odd s = 2k + 1 equals

t(ps“—l)/i%(t _ 1)(173“—1)/3(15 — I)2(ps“—1)/3t2p(p3*1—1)/3(tp _ 1)2(173*1—1)/3(7510 _ zp)(ps”—l)/?»

while the right-hand side equals
t(2ps—1)/3(t — 1)(2178—1)/3(15 — x)(ps—2)/3tp(ps—2)/3(tp _ 1)(ps—2)/3(tp _ xp)(2ps—1)/3'

Now the congruence (5.15) for an odd s follows from formula (4.6). O

Theorem 5.3. For p = 3( + 2 > 2 the approzimation polynomials Rs(x) and Q(x) satisfy
the congruences

(517) Qs-i—l( ) S— 1(:L,p) :Qs(x)Rs(xp) (HIOd ps)’
(5.18) Ro1(2)Qs-1(2”) = Ro(2)Qs(2”)  (mod p°).

Proof. We prove (5.17) for an odd s. The case of an even s and congruence (5.18) are proved
similarly. Denote

flta) = (=1 VB g/ = (£ - 1)1 (1 - 2/t)',
glt.w) = (=D)L —a/f)@5 = (t 1)1 — 2/t



18 A. VARCHENKO AND W.ZUDILIN

It is easy to see that for an odd s we have
Qsta(z) = CT, —(t — 1) N I/t)z(”sﬂ—l)/i
= CTy -f(t, x)g(t,x)?P ... f(t, :c)f”s*lg(ig7 z)?"
Roal) = CTy[(t— 1% -0B(1 — g/t =008

= CTy |g(t.a)f (o) gt f(t oy,

L
| S

Qs(r) = CT, _(t — 1)(21’8—1)/3(1 _ x/t)(ps—2)/3-
= CTt -f(t’ x)g(t’ l’)p . g(t’ l.)p f(t’ 1’)17371- :
Ry (z) = CT, _(t — P2 — x/t)(2p3—1)/3_

~ CT, :g(t,:c)f(t,x)p... flt oy gty |,

Observe that the (s + 1)-tuple of Laurent polynomials (f(t,x),g(t,z),..., f(t,x),g(t,z))
is admissible in the sense of Definition 2.6. Now the application of Theorem 2.9 gives
congruence (5.17) for an odd s. O

s—2

s—2

Remark. In general we may take any admissible tuple of Laurent polynomials and obtain
the coresponding Dwork congruences. For example the tuples (f, g, f, f,f,9,9,f,...) and
(f,f,...) are admissible.

Using formulas (5.12) and (5.14) we may reformulate congruences (5.17) and (5.18) as
(5.19) 2F1(2—p5“ 1-2p 1;x)2F1(2—PS’1 1-2p7t, 1-;[;1’) -

3 3 3 7 3

_2F1(2 32105’1 71a$>2F1(2 32]) —3;05;1;1.]7) (mOd ps)a Odd S,

(520) 2F1<223£’1 p5+1’17x) F1<2 2;:5 LI ps 1.1’1.1)) _

52F1<2_3p , 1 >2F1< P 2” ,L:cp) (mod p®), even s.

Recall that in these congruences we have p = 3¢ + 2.
Consider the p-adic presentations

(5.21) ~1/3 = 2+ 14+ 20+ D)+ +---,
(5.22) —2/3 = [+ 20+ Dp+p*+ 20+ 1)p°+-- -,

Recall that [—1/3]s (resp., [—2/3]s) is the sum of the first s summands in (5.21) (resp.,
(5.22)). Then congruences (5.19) and (5.20) imply that for p =3¢+ 2, s > 1 we have

(5.23) oFiL([—3lss1, [—3)s415 1 2) o F1 ([—3)s1, [—3)s-1; 1;2P) =
=, F ([-2]s. [—3ls: Liz) o Fi ([ 3]s, [—3)s: Li2?)  (mod p?).
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5.4. Limits of Q,(z). Define

o2 Ol )

Then for any prime p > 3 we have

(5.25) Qst1 (f)Qs—l(xp) = Qs(x)QS(Ip) (mod p®)

by (5.11) and (5.23).

Qst1(z)

Theorem 5.4. For any prime p > 3 and integer s > 1 the rational function @) s reqular
on the domain

(5.26) D={r€Z | |Qu(z)l, =1}.

The sequence (%:(;(f)))s)l uniformly converges on ©. The limiting analytic function f(x)
equals the ratio If((fp)) on the disc Doy where F(x) = oF1(2/3,1/3;1;x) is defined by the

corresponding convergent power series.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem 4.5. O

5.5. Remark. Although the congruences (5.11) and (5.23) look the same for p = 3¢ + 1
and p = 3¢ 4 2 the proofs of them are different as presented above. The proof of (5.11) for
p = 3¢+ 1 uses just any one of the two master polynomials: (¢, z) or W(¢, x), while the
proof of (5.23) for p = 3¢+ 2 uses the interaction of the two master polynomials ®4(¢, x) and
U, (t,z). Cf. the baby congruences (5.7), (5.15), (5.16).

5.6. Congruences related to —%, —2, -3

5y TFy —% —%. In this section we formulate the congru-
ences related to the above rational numbers. The proof of these congruences is similar to
the corresponding proofs in Sections 4 and 5.

For p = 5¢ £+ 2 and any s > 1 we have

(5.27) oFi([—2lss1, [ 2)ss1s 15 2) oFy ([— 251, [ 2]so1; 1 2P) =

= A ([—5s, [ Liz) o F1 (=2, [-3]s: 1527)  (mod p),
(5.28) oFiL([—2]ss1, [ 2)sss L 2) oy ([~ 351, [—2]so1; 13 2P) =

=F (-2, [<2s L) 2 F1 (= 2]ss [=2]s; 15 2P)  (mod p*).

For p=>5¢+1 and any s > 1 we have

(529)  2Fi([—5ls1, [—3]
= gFl([—%]
(5.30) o1 ([—%]sH, [—%]sﬂ; L x) 2 F1 ([—%]s_l, [—%]3—1; L aP
= 2F1([_%]57 [—%]s§ L I) 2F1([_%]57 [_%]s; Ly a?

Similar congruences hold for rational numbers of the form a/b, where b is a prime and
1 —b < a< —1. These congruences will be described somewhere else.

)

o [= Y 1 2) o Fy (=25, [ 1]s; 1527)  (mod p*),
)
)

(mod p®).
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6. KZ EQUATIONS

6.1. KZ equations. Let g be a simple Lie algebra with an invariant scalar product. The
Casimir element is

Q:Zihi®hi € gy,

where (h;) C g is an orthonormal basis. Let V' = & ,V; be a tensor product of g-modules,
k € C* a nonzero number. The KZ equations is the system of differential equations on a
V-valued function I(z1, ..., 2,),

oI 1 Qi .
= — =] =1,...
0z K Z#i zi— 2 ! et

where @, ; : V — V is the Casimir operator acting in the ith and jth tensor factors, see
[KZ, EFK].

This system is a system of Fuchsian first order linear differential equations. The equations
are defined on the complement in C™ to the union of all diagonal hyperplanes.

The object of our discussion is the following particular case. We consider the following
system of differential and algebraic equations for a column 3-vector I = (Iy, I3, I3) depending
on variables z = (21, 29, 23) :

ol 1 Q Q ol 1 Q Q
(6.1) o _ _( 12 13 )I o _ _( 2, 23 )L
021 2 21 — 29 21 — k3 022 2 29 — 21 Z9 — 23
ol 1, Q Q
] el g 18 0=1+1+1I
0z3 2\z3 — 21  2Z3— 29
where Qij = jS and
-1 1 0 -1 0 1 0 O 0
Oy = 1 -1 0, Q93=10 0 0], Qyu=10 -1 1
0 0 O 1 0 -1 0o 1 -1

Denote

Z1—%2 21—2%3 22—Z1 22—2%3 Z3—Z1 23—%2

Hi(z) = 5 (32, 4+ 20), Ha(z) =
VK= 2 — Hy(2), =123

%( Q91 + Qa3 )’ Hg(Z):%< Q31 + Q32 )’
Then the KZ equations can be written as the system of equations,

VI =0, i=1,2,3, L+L+1;=0.

System (6.1) is the system of KZ equations with parameter x = 2 associated with the Lie
algebra sl, and the subspace of singular vectors of weight 1 of the tensor power (C*)®3 of
two-dimensional irreducible sly-modules, up to a gauge transformation, see this example in
[V2, Section 1.1].
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6.2. Solutions over C. Define the master function
(b(t, Z) = (t — Zl)_1/2(t — 2’2)_1/2(t - 2’3)_1/2

and the column 3-vector

(6.2) 1O(2) = (I(2), Io(2), Is(2)) = /C ((P(t,z) d(t, 2) <I>(t,z)>dt’

t—Zl’ t—2’27 t—Zg

where C' C C — {21, 22, 23} is a contour on which the integrand takes its initial value when ¢
encircles C.

Theorem 6.1 (cf.[V4]). The function I'“)(2) is a solution of system (6.1).

This theorem is a very particular case of the results in [SV1].

Proof. The theorem follows from Stokes’ theorem and the two identities:

1 /®(t,z) Pt z) Pt =) 0P
6.3 ——( ’ ’ ’ ) = Z,2),
(6:3) 2= T T4 gt (4%)
1 Q; P P P Ui

(6.4) ( 0 _1 o )( G Z), , Z), (t’z)) _ 9 (t, 2),

0z Qj;éizi—zj t—2z t—2z29 t— 23 ot
where W'(t, 2) is the column 3-vector (0, ... ,0, —q;(_#’;), 0,...,0) with the nonzero element at
the i-th place. O

Theorem 6.2 (cf. [V1, Formula (1.3)]). All solutions of system (6.1) have this form.
Namely, the complex vector space of solutions of the form (6.2) is 2-dimensional.

6.3. Solutions as vectors of first derivatives. Consider the elliptic integral
(6.5) T(z) =T (2) = / d(t, z)dt.

c
Then

(6.6) IOz) = 2

aTr©) o7 HT©)
( 0z1  0zy = 0Oz )
Denote VT = (g_;:> g—z;, g—i). Then the column gradient vector of the function 7'(z) satisfies

the following system of (KZ) equations

ar T  oT

—+—=0.
821 +822 +823

(6.7) vKiYT =0, i=1,2,3,

This is a system of second order linear differential equations on the function 7'(z).
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6.4. Solutions modulo p°. For an integer s > 1 define the master polynomial

(6.8) Bu(t,2) = ((t— 20)(t — 20)(t — 21)) "2
Define the column 3-vector
(6.9) Ii(z) = (L1(2), Ls2(2), L5,3(2))

as the coefficient of #»"~! in the polynomial

(6.10) (‘I)s(tv 2) Byt 2) Ot Z)>.

t—Zl ’ t—ZQ ’ t—Zg
Theorem 6.3 ([V4]). The polynomial Is(z) is a solution of system (6.1) modulo p°.

Proof. We have the following modifications of identities (6.3), (6.4):
p’ =1 (Ot z) Dt z) D(t,z)\ 0D
2 ( * * ) =

(6.11) t,z),

t—Zl t—Zg t—Zg

612 ((9 +ps_1zz'§z_,-7jz')<q>s(t,z) B, (1, 2) <I>8(t,z)) _

82,- 2 t—let—Zg’t—Zg ot
where Wi (t,z) is the column 3-vector (0, ...,0, —q>t“"_(tz’iz),0, ...,0) with the nonzero element
at the i-th place. Theorem 6.3 follows from these identities. O

6.5. p*~-Approximation polynomials of 7'(z). Define the p*-approximation polynomial
T,(z) of the elliptic integral T'(z) as the coefficient of #*"~! in the master polynomial ®(t, z),

(6.13)
Ty(z) = (—1)®" 1/ 3 ((ps 7{; 1)/2) ((ps 7{; 1)/2) ((ps 7{; 1)/2) ey

k1+ko+ks=(ps—1)/2
We put Ty(z) = 1.
The polynomial Ti(21, 22, 23) is symmetric with respect to permutations of z1, 25, 23 and

(6.14) T(1, 22,0) = Py(22),

where Ps(x) is defined in (4.4). The gradient vector VT, := <8TS 9T 8TS> of the

0z1 7 Oza ) Oz
p°-approximation polynomial Ts(z) is a solution modulo p® of system (6.1) since
1—7p°

5 (Lsa(2), Ls2(2), Lsa(2)).

Lemma 6.4. For s > 1 the master polynomials satisfy baby congruences,

(6.15) VT, =

(6.16) Dot 2)Pua (I, 21, 25, 25) = D, 2) Ru(, 21, 25, 25)  (mod p°).

Theorem 6.5. For s > 1 we have

(6.17)  Tiya(z1, 22, 23) Toma(21, 25, 25) = Tolz1, 22, 23) (21, 23, 25) - (mod p°).
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Proof. Let h(t, z) = t'7((t — 21)(t — 22)(t — 25))"""*. Then
Ty(2) = CT; [A(t, 2)h(t, 2)P ... h(t, 2)P" ],

The tuple of Laurent polynomials (h(t, z), h(t, z),...) is admissible in the sense of Definition
2.6. Now the application of Theorem 2.9 gives congruence (6.17). O

6.6. Limits of T,(z). Denote Tj(2) := (—1)®"~1D/2T,(2), see (6.13),

(618) @ = {(21,22, 23) - Zz ‘ |T1(Zl, Z27'Z3)|p = 1}
Notice that Z} = Ua,grer, Daa X D1 x Doys. Since Ty () has coefficients in Z,,

Ky ::L_Jol)aJ X l)gJ X l)WJ

where the summation J° is over all «, 3,7 € F, such that |T(w(«),w(8),w(y))|, = 1. For
the same reason we have

(6.19) D = {(z1, 22, 23) € Z;’, | |11 (27, 25, 28)|, = 1}.
Denote

€ ={(1,2,0) € Z, | |z, < 1}.
Lemma 6.6. We have € C D13 X Dy X Dy; CD.

Proof. The first inclusion is clear. The second inclusion follows from the equality
T(1,0,0) = 1. O

j}+1(z)
Ts(zP)

uniformly converges on ®©. The limiting analytic function f(z), restricted to €,

Theorem 6.7. For s > 1 the rational function 1s reqular on ®. The sequence

(%%i§%9)321
(22)

equals the ratio zlj(zp) where F(z9) := oF1(1/2,1/2;1; 29) is defined by the convergent power
2
series (4.1). We also have |f(2)|, =1 for every z € ®.

Proof. By Lucas’ theorem T,(z) = Ty(2)Ti(2P).. Tl(a:psfl)_ (mod p). Hence |Ty(z)|, =
|T,(27)|, = 1 for s > 1, € D. Hence the rational functions To1(2)
Congruence (6.17) implies that

Ts(2P)
j1+1(2) jz(z)

Ty(zp)  To_1(29)lp

are regular on

S

(6.20) <p® for z€D.

This shows the uniform convergence of ( +(1Z£f))

have |f(z)|, =1 for z € D.
We have T,(1,2,0) =

on ®. For the limiting function f(z) we

)821

Py(z) = Zk( _kl / 2) 25, Clearly, for any fixed index k the
coefficient ((ps_kl)/ 2)2 of 2% Ts(l 23,0) converges p-adically to the coefficient (_1/ 2)2 of 25 in
(1, 2 F(z2)

F(z5). Hence the sequence ( ,0))s>1 converges to F'(z3) on &, so that f(1, 25,0) = o)

on €. The theorem is proved. 0
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Remark. The analytic function f(z) of Theorem 6.9 exhibits behavior very different from
the behavior of the corresponding ratio T(“)(z)/T(“)(2P) of complex elliptic integrals.
By Theorem 6.9 the function f(z) restricted to the one-dimensional discs {(z1,0,1) €

F(z F(z
Z3 [ |1l < 13, {(1,22,0) € Z3 | [2aly < 13, {(0.1,23) € 22 | [zl < 1} equals Z2 , £E2
F'(23)

F(z4)”
In the complex case, for the ratio 7V (2) /T (2P) to be equal to ngl on {(z1,0,1) €
C? | |21| < 1}, the contour C; must be the cycle on the elliptic curve y? = (t — 2)t(t — 1)
vanishing at z; = 0. Similarly for T()(2)/T()(2?) to be equal to E%g on {(1,29,0) €
22
C3 | |22] < 1}, the contour Cy must be the cycle on the elliptic curve y* = (t — 1)(t —
z)t vanishing at z, = 0, and for T(“)(2)/T()(2P) to be equal to E?’; on {(0,1,z23) €
3

C? | |23] < 1}, the contour C3 must be the cycle on the elliptic curve y? = t(t — 1)(t — 23)
vanishing at z3 = 0. But these three local complex analytic functions are not restrictions
of a single univalued complex analytic function due to the irreducibility of the monodromy
representation of the Gauss—Manin connection associated with the family of elliptic curves

’y2 = (t - Zl)(t - Zg)(t - 2’3).
Fori,j € {1,2,3} and s > 1 denote

respectively.

9T 0 =GR /T, W = 5 ()T

Theorem 6.8. For s > 1 the rational functzons ng (2) and n{” (z) are reqular on ®. The se-

quences of rational functions (n§ )( ))s>1 and (775 )( ))>1 converge uniformly on ® to analytic
functions. If n9) and ') denote the corresponding limits, then

(6.21) nO 4+ 5@ 4B =0
(6.22) nib + 0l ¥ =0,  j=1,2,3,
(6.23) o = ) — (),

Proof. Denote 0; = z;-— 6 . By Theorem 6.7 the sequence ( f;) uniformly converges to the ana-
lytic function f on ®. Therefore, the sequence of the derivatives (8_zi fs) uniformly converges

on ® to a% f. Hence the sequence ((5, fs)/ fs) uniformly converges on ®© to the function
(0;f)/f. At the same time

5i.fs
fs

572Ts—1
Ts—l

() =

(2")
and, more generally,

5ifs—k (Zp ) _ 5iTs—k (Zpk) —p 52'Ts—k—l
.fs—k‘ Ts—k Ts—k—l

Summing the relations up with suitable weights to get telescoping we obtain, for any r < s,

k

(zpkH) for k=0,1,...,s.

r—1
2 ‘“”s #) = S5 - g )
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Choosing r = [s/2] and taking the limit as s — oo on both sides we arrive at

> o 2y = i 22 ()
— f s—oo

The series on the left uniformly converges on ®. Hence there exists the limit on the right-
hand side. This means that

. 21 1= . 0if,
(Z) . 0z; I k ~t
() = lim == (z) = ;:0 P ).

One can further differentiate the resulting equality with respect to any of the variables
21, 29, 73 to get by induction formulas for n™) and more generally for n@*)  Note that
(6.23) comes out from differentiating logarithmic derivatives.

Formulas (6.21) and (6.22) follow from (6.11). The theorem is proved. O
Theorem 6.9. We have the following system of equations on ® :
77(1;) 1 o Q 77(;) 77(2:) 1 o Q 77(;)
o20) |2 f=3(ckn ) (] {0 ) = () (02 ).
n n n n
nBh o . n
ne | =1 (ﬁ n %) g | @ 4 g® =
n3) n®)
Proof. The theorem follows from Theorems 6.3 and 6.9. U

Theorem 6.10. The column vector
(6.25) i7(z) = (W (2),1®(2), 1" (2))
15 monzero at every point z € 2.

Proof. On the one hand, if 77(a) = 0 for some a € D, then all derivatives of 7j(z) at a are
equal to zero. This follows from the first three equations in (6.24) written as

0 .
6.26 7= (H;—n")q,  i=1,23.
(6.26) g, 1= Hi—n)n =12,
Hence 7j(2) equals zero identically on ®. On the other hand, 7?(1,0,0) = F'(0)/F(0) = 1/4
by Theorem 6.7. This contradiction implies the theorem. O

6.7. Subbundle £ — ®©. Denote W = {(I3, I, I3) € @2 | Iy + I+ I3 = 0}. The differential
operators VX2 i = 1,2, 3, define a connection on the trivial bundle W x ® — D, called the
KZ connection. The KZ connection is flat,

[VI4 V] =0 Vi,
The flat sections of the KZ connection are solutions of system (6.1) of KZ equations.

For any a € © let £, C W be the one-dimensional vector subspace generated by 7j(a).
Then

L:=) L.—D
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is an analytic line subbundle of the trivial bundle W x © — D.

Theorem 6.11. The subbundle L — © is invariant with respect to the KZ connection. In
other words, if s(z) is any section of L — D, then sections V;s(z), i = 1,2,3, also are
sections of L — .

Proof. The theorem follows from equations (6.26). O

Remark. For any a € © we may find locally a scalar analytic function u(z) such that
u(z) - 7(2) is a solution of the KZ equations (6.1). Such a function is a solution of the system

of equations 2* = —n@u, i = 1,2, 3. This system is compatible since %"—? = ) —nllnl) =
677(2) i i
0z; °

Remark. The corresponding complex KZ connection does not have invariant line subbundles
due to irreducibility of the monodromy of the KZ connection, which in our case is the Gauss—
Manin connection of the family y? = (¢t — z1)(t — 22)(t — z3). Thus the existence of the KZ
invariant line subbundle £ — ® is a pure p-adic feature.

Remark. The invariant subbundles of the KZ connection over C usually are related to some
additional conformal block constructions, see [FSV, SV2, V3]. Apparently the subbundle
L — D is of a different p-adic nature, cf. [V4].

Remark. Following Dwork we may expect that locally at any point a € ®, the solutions of
the KZ equations of the form u(z) - 77(z), where u(z) is a scalar function, are given at a by
power series in z; —a;, @ = 1,2, 3, bounded in their polydiscs of convergence, while any other
local solution at a is given by a power series unbounded in its polydisc of convergence, cf.
[Dw] and [V4, Theorem A .4].

6.8. Other definitions of subbundle £ — 9.

6.8.1. Line subbundle M — ®. Define a polynomial U,(z) as the coefficient of t*"~1 in the

master polynomial @, (t+23,2) = ((t—(21—23))(t—(20—23))1) =72 We have Ui(z) =Ti(2)
(mod p), by Lucas’ theorem. Similarly to Theorem 6.5 we conclude that

(627) Us-i—l(zla 22, 23) Us—l(zi Zg? Zg) = US(Zb 22, 23) US(Z:& Zga Zg) (IHOd ps)'

Us+1(2)

Hence the sequence (m)s>1 uniformly converges to an analytic function on the domain

® defined in (6.18). The vector-valued polynomial VU,(z) = (glzjf, gg;, gg;) is a solution

modulo p® of the KZ equations (6.1); see [V4, Theorem 9.1], cf. the proof of Theorem 6.3.
Consider the function

. . VU
fi= (O, 1?1y = lim

s—oo U

defined on the same domain ®. Similarly to the proofs of Theorems 6.8-6.11 we conclude
that the function ji(z) is nonzero on ® and its values span an analytic line subbundle

M = UaG’D Ma — @
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of the trivial bundle W x® — ©; here M, C W is the one-dimensional subspace generated
by ji(a). The line subbundle M — 9 is invariant with respect to the KZ connection.

Theorem 6.12. The line bundles M — © and L — ® coincide.
Proof. The proof rests on the two lemmas.

Lemma 6.13. The line bundles M — O and L — D coincide, if there is a € © such that
M, =L,.

Proof. Let M, = L, for some a € ®. Then M, = L, in some neighborhood of a, since
locally the subbundles are generated by the values of the solutions with the same initial
condition at z = a. Hence M, =L, on ©. O

Lemma 6.14. Fori=1,2,3 the functions % 6T“' /T and 6U& /U are equal on the
line z1 =1, z3 =0.

Hence M = L over the points of that line and, therefore, M, = L, for z € ®. O

6.8.2. Line subbundle N — ©. Let w(z) = F'(x)/F(x), where F(z) = 2F1(1/2,1/2;1; z).

We have w(z) = limg_, oo ]]zlgg on Dy ;. Introduce new variables

(6.28) Uy = 21 — 23, Ug = 2 23, Uz = 21 + Z9 + z23,
Z1 — 23
and a vector-valued function
. 1
(6.29) (u) = u_(_ 1/2 — w(ug)ug, w(ug), 1/2 + wlus)(uz — 1)) .
1

Define
@o = {(z1, 20, 23) € Qz?; | zi # z; Vi # j}.
For any o = (i, j, k) € S5 define
2" %k
g<2i - Zk> P

S e@;’}, D7 =D]UD], D=) 9,

Zj — Rk

Zj—Zk
i — Rk

@Cf = {(21,22,23> - @0 ‘ - Zp,

A

ﬁ‘; = {(21722723) € Do

where g() is the Igusa polynomial in (4.20).
Using Dwork’s results in [Dw], it is shown in [V4, Appendix] that the values of the analytic

continuation of the function @(u) generate a line bundle A" — ® invariant with respect to
the K7 connection.

Theorem 6.15. The line bundles M — ® and N — D coincide on D N'D.
Thus we identified the line bundles £ — ®, M — ®, and N — D over D ND.

Proof. We have
Us(z) = (21 — 23)@" V2P, (2=2), s — (3 — z5) (0" =D/2-1 P! (2=2)

21—23 0z2 21—23
Us __ p°—1 _ (p*—1)/2—1 za—23 . (p*—1)/2—122—23 D/ ( 22—23
9.- = B const (21 — 23) P, (Zl 23) const (z1 — z3) 2-2P, (—21—23)'
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Hence
1 (U oUs 9Us\ _ 1 (p—1 Di(uz)  P(u2) -1 P (uz)
Us(2) <8z1’ 0z ()Z3> - u_l(p 2 “2P3(uz)> Ps(uz)’ —t 7 T (uz — 1)Ps(u§)>'
Clearly the limit of this vector equals &(u) as s — 0o. The theorem is proved. O

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

7.1. Conjectural stronger congruences for P,(z). By Theorem 4.2 we have for polyno-
mials Py(z) := (=1)P"~V/2P,(x):
Py(2)Py(2P) — Py(x)Ps(2?) =0 (mod p?).

In particular, for the coefficient of aNotNp+Nop*+Nsp® iyy P, (1) Py(27) — Py(x) P3(a2?) we have
2 2
- S (T V()
' No + ]ﬁp + ]{32])2 + N3p3 ll + lgp

_ _( (* —1)/2 )( (* —1)/2 )2)50 (mod 7).

ko+lo=N>
No + ]{31]9 + ]{32])2 ll + lgp + N3p2

Computer experiments show that this sum can be split into subsums with at most four terms
so that each a subsum is divisible by p3. More precisely, let 0 < a,b, ¢,c,d,d < p —1 be
integers. Define

4 2,92 2 3 2 3 2
Ala, b, dvd d) = (0 l) (i) = (Gapine) (apiie)

and
(7.2) Bla,b;c,d;d,d) =Sym A(a,b;c,c;d, d) :=
= A(a,b;c,d;d,d") + A(a,b; ¢, e;d, d) + Ala, by e, s d', d) + A(a, by, c;d', d).
We expect that the integer B(a, b;c,’;d,d') is divisible by p3.
More generally, define
k=KD, k9, kD = kD kD,

N (pt2-1)/2 2. -2 2 pt-n/2 2 o2 2
A(a7 b’ k) N (‘H‘Zle kgi)pi‘f‘bpsﬂ) (Zle kgi)pifl) B (G+Zf:1 kgi)pi) ( f:l kéi)pi71+bps) .
Set

B(a,b; k) = Sym A(a, b; k),

where Sym denotes the symmetrization with respect to the index j in k](-i) in each group k) =

(l{;ii), kél)) Thus the symmetrization has 2° summands; the case s = 2 of this symmetrization
is displayed in (7.2).

Conjecture 7.1. The integer B(a, b; k) is divisible by p**.

This conjecture is supported by computer experiments and is checked for s = 1 using [Gr].
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7.2. Dwork crystals. After the first draft of this preprint was posted, Beukers and Vlasenko
kindly pointed out that some of the congruences in Sections 4 and 5 can be deduced from
the general principles in their papers [BV] and [V1]. For example, the coefficient A4(t) of
(zy)?"~1 in the polynomial (y? — z(z — 1)(x —t))P"~! is equal to

S __ ps _1
(—1)0 W( . )Ps<x>,

2
where the polynomial P,(z) is defined in (4.4), hence the congruence

Agi1(H)As 1 (t7) = As(t) As(tP)  (mod p®)

which follows from [V, Theorem I (ii)] is equivalent to the one in Theorem 4.2. A similar
analysis of the coefficient of (zy?)P"~! in (y* — z(x — 1)(z — )?)?" ! allows one to produce a
different proof of Theorem 5.1 using the main results in [BV]. Notice that these arguments
require introducing an extra variable, y, into the story and make it difficult (if possible) to
establish results like Theorems 4.4, 5.3 and congruences (5.27)—(5.30). However, there is more
than these applications in the methodology of [BV]: one notable example is the connection
of the unit root, which is read off as the p-adic limit, with the local zeta function —see [BV,
Part I, Appendix A] for details.
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