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De Moivre and Bell polynomials

Cormac O’Sullivan*

Abstract

We survey a family of polynomials that are very useful in all kinds of power series manipulations,

and appearing more frequently in the literature. Applications to formal power series, generating functions

and asymptotic expansions are described, and we discuss the related work of De Moivre, Arbogast and

Bell.

1 Introduction

Let a1x+ a2x
2 + a3x

3 + · · · be a formal power series without a constant term and with coefficients in C. It

could represent a function in some neighborhood of x = 0, but usually we don’t require convergence. The

kth power of this series may be expanded into another series

(

a1x+ a2x
2 + a3x

3 + · · ·
)k

=
∑

n∈Z
An,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . )x

n (k ∈ Z>0), (1.1)

and it can be seen that the new coefficients An,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) can only be nonzero if n > k, in which case

they depend at most on a1, a2, . . . , am for m = n− k + 1. The multinomial development

(

a1x+ a2x
2 + · · ·+ amxm

)k
=

∑

j1+j2+···+jm=k

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jm

)

(a1x)
j1(a2x

2)j2 · · · (amxm)jm

shows that

An,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) =
∑

1j1+2j2+···+mjm=n
j1+j2+···+jm=k

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jm

)

aj11 aj22 · · · ajmm (1.2)

where the sum is over all possible j1, j2, . . . , jm ∈ Z>0 and 00 = 1 throughout.

Thus An,k is a simply described polynomial in a1, a2, . . . , an−k+1. In the literature they are designated

‘partial ordinary Bell polynomials’, and related to the better-known partial Bell polynomials Bn,k. We will

make the case that in fact the An,k polynomials are the more natural and useful version. Prior to Bell,

Arbogast [Arb00] was already working with them in 1800. However, their earliest appearance seems to be

in a 1697 paper of De Moivre [DM97]. There he says he was curious to see if he could generalize to (1.1)

his friend Mr. Newton’s work with binomials. His solution is equivalent to (1.2), though uses an interesting

recurrence to describe which products aj11 aj22 · · · ajmm appear. This is discussed in section 6. See also [Sch68,

Sect. 5.1] for historical context. We propose a new, more succinct name for these fundamental objects:

Definition 1.1. For n, k ∈ Z with k > 0, define the De Moivre polynomial An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) by (1.1). If

n < k it is 0. If n > k it is given by (1.2), making a polynomial in a1, a2, . . . , an−k+1 of homogeneous

degree k with positive integer coefficients and number of terms equalling the number of partitions of n with

k parts; see (6.1).
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In this article we aim to provide a convenient reference for these polynomials, while also describing

some new results about them. The author has found them to be of great use in giving explicit forms for

asymptotic expansions, and we will see examples of this in section 7. More generally, as shown in section 3,

composing, inverting and taking powers of generating functions and power series becomes easy with the help

of the De Moivre polynomials, giving clear expressions for the new coefficients. We find in section 6 that

some familiar generating functions take on a new look with this treatment. Many applications are discussed;

we may also mention [Pit06, Chap. 1], [Cha02, Chap. 11], for example, for further uses of De Moivre\Bell

polynomials in probability and statistics and for relations among symmetric polynomials.

Before reviewing the basic properties of An,k in the next section, we complete this introduction by

including more of the history of these ideas. Replacing the ordinary series in (1.1) with an exponential

series, (in other words a Taylor series), defines the partial Bell polynomials:

1

k!

(

a1
x

1!
+ a2

x2

2!
+ a3

x3

3!
+ · · ·

)k

=

∞
∑

n=0

Bn,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . )
xn

n!
(k ∈ Z>0). (1.3)

(We are following Comtet’s terminology from [Com74, Chap. 3].) Hence we have the relation

Bn,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) =
n!

k!
An,k(

a1
1!
,
a2
2!
,
a3
3!
, . . . ). (1.4)

The complete Bell polynomials are defined as

Yn(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) :=

n
∑

k=0

Bn,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ).

There is also a related Bell polynomial in one variable:

Bn(x) := n![tn]ex(e
t−1) =

n
∑

k=0

Bn,k(1, 1, 1, . . . )x
k

where [tn] indicates the coefficient of tn in a series.

Bell introduced the complete polynomials Yn in [Bel34] as a wide generalization of the Hermite and

Appell polynomials. They are also related to the partition polynomials he was previously considering -

see [O’S, Thm. 6.6]. Riordan studied Yn and Bn,k in [Rio68], naming them Bell polynomials. Comtet

emphasized that what he termed the ‘partial ordinary’ version should be used when dealing with ordinary

series like a0 + a1x + a2x
2 + · · · , (he used the notation B̂n,k but we prefer An,k to clearly differentiate

the versions). However, all the formulas in [Com74, Chap. 3] involve the polynomials Bn,k and this might

account for their dominance in the literature.

Research into the origins of Faà di Bruno’s formula in [Knu97, pp. 52, 481 - 483] and [Cra05, Joh02b]

uncovered the work of Arbogast in [Arb00] where the formula in fact first appeared. Arbogast takes powers

of polynomials in his method and gives the formula (1.2) in [Arb00, pp. 43-44]. For example, in a table on

p. 29 of [Arb00], the entry

6β5ζ + 15β4(2γε+ δ2) + 60β3γ2δ + 15β2γ4 (1.5)

associated to x10 and D6 is provided. In our notation this is A10,6(β, γ, δ, ε, ζ, . . . ), or more clearly,

A10,6(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) = 6a51a5 + 30a41a2a4 + 15a41a
2
3 + 60a31a

2
2a3 + 15a21a

4
2. (1.6)

We explain what he was doing after Theorem 3.3.

Abraham De Moivre (1667-1754), though perhaps best known today for a trigonometric formula, was

an important pioneer in areas such as probability and statistics, roots of equations, analytic geometry and

infinite series. Born in France, he moved to England with other Huguenots to escape persecution, and there

became part of the circle that included Newton, Halley and Stirling. The biography [BG07] gives more

details about his life, and the papers [Sch68, Cra05, Gél] describe aspects of his mathematics, some of which

we will touch on.
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2 Basic properties of An,k

The results in this section follow from the generating function (1.1) as exercises. Some of these and their

partial Bell polynomial analogs appear in [Rio68, pp. 188 – 192] and [Com74, Sec. 3.3]. The following

equalities (2.1) – (2.12) are identities in the ring Z[a1, a2, . . . ].
For small k,

An,0(a1, a2, . . . ) = δn,0, (2.1)

An,1(a1, a2, . . . ) = an (n > 1), (2.2)

An,2(a1, a2, . . . ) =

n−1
∑

j=1

ajan−j . (2.3)

The identities (2.2), (2.3) generalize to give a symmetric formula for An,k:

An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) =
∑

n1+n2+···+nk=n

an1
an2

· · · ank
(k > 1), (2.4)

where the sum in (2.4) is over all possible n1, n2, . . . , nk ∈ Z>1. The two main recursion relations for An,k

in n and k are given by

An+k,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) =
k
∑

j=0

(

k

j

)

ak−j
1 An,j(a2, a3, . . . ), (2.5)

An,k+1(a1, a2, a3, . . . ) =

n−1
∑

j=k

an−jAj,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ). (2.6)

In fact (2.6) is the ℓ = 1 case of the following identity:

n
∑

j=0

Aj,k(a1, a2, . . . ) · An−j,ℓ(a1, a2, . . . ) = An,k+ℓ(a1, a2, . . . ). (2.7)

Note that (2.5) is useful to compute An+k,k if n is small, since the terms in the sum can only be nonzero for

j 6 n. For example, when k > 1 we have

Ak,k(a1, a2, . . . ) = ak1 , (2.8)

Ak+1,k(a1, a2, . . . ) = kak−1
1 a2, (2.9)

Ak+2,k(a1, a2, . . . ) =

(

k

1

)

ak−1
1 a3 +

(

k

2

)

ak−2
1 a22, (2.10)

Ak+3,k(a1, a2, . . . ) =

(

k

1

)

ak−1
1 a4 + 2

(

k

2

)

ak−2
1 a2a3 +

(

k

3

)

ak−3
1 a32, (2.11)

Ak+4,k(a1, a1, . . . ) =

(

k

1

)

ak−1
1 a5 +

(

k

2

)

ak−2
1

(

a23 + 2a2a4
)

+ 3

(

k

3

)

ak−3
1 a22a3 +

(

k

4

)

ak−4
1 a42. (2.12)

De Moivre continued this list as far as Ak+6,k in [DM97, Fig. 5].

For a variable z, the general binomial coefficients satisfy
(

z
0

)

:= 1 and for positive integers k,
(

z

k

)

:=
z(z − 1) · · · (z − k + 1)

k!
,

(−z

k

)

= (−1)k
(

z + k − 1

k

)

. (2.13)

Lemma 2.1. For n > k > 0, we have the following identities in Q[z]:

An,k(1, 1, 1, . . . ) =

(

n− 1

n− k

)

, (2.14)

An,k

((

z

0

)

,

(

z

1

)

,

(

z

2

)

, . . .

)

=

(

kz

n− k

)

, (2.15)

An,k

((

z

0

)

,

(

z + 1

1

)

,

(

z + 2

2

)

, . . .

)

=

(

n+ kz − 1

n− k

)

. (2.16)
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Proof. The equality (2.15) follows from the binomial theorem. Then (2.15) implies (2.16), using the right

identity in (2.13). Lastly, (2.14) is a special case of (2.16).

The next relations are often useful:

An,k(0, a1, a2, a3, . . . ) = An−k,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ), (2.17)

An,k(ca1, ca2, ca3, . . . ) = ckAn,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ), (2.18)

An,k(ca1, c
2a2, c

3a3, . . . ) = cnAn,k(a1, a2, a3, . . . ). (2.19)

Equalities (2.14) and (2.18) easily give:

Lemma 2.2. Suppose the aj are complex numbers satisfying |aj | 6 Q. Then for n > k > 0,

|An,k(a1, a2, . . . )| 6
(

n− 1

n− k

)

Qk
6 2nQk.

Some further special values of An,k are described next, related to the exponential function and the loga-

rithm. We have

Am+k,k

(

1

0!
,
1

1!
,
1

2!
, . . .

)

=
km

m!
(m,k > 0). (2.20)

Also, for n, k > 0,

(et − 1)k =

∞
∑

n=0

k!

n!

{

n

k

}

tn =⇒ An,k

(

1

1!
,
1

2!
,
1

3!
, . . .

)

=
k!

n!

{

n

k

}

, (2.21)

(− log(1− t))k =

∞
∑

n=0

k!

n!

[

n

k

]

tn =⇒ An,k

(

1

1
,
1

2
,
1

3
, . . .

)

=
k!

n!

[

n

k

]

. (2.22)

The left identities of (2.21) and (2.22), (see [GKP94, (7.49), (7.50)]), may be taken as the definitions of

the Stirling numbers, as in [Com74, p. 51], and all their properties developed from this starting point.

Alternatively, the Stirling subset numbers
{n
k

}

count the number of ways to partition n elements into k
nonempty subsets, and the Stirling cycle numbers

[

n
k

]

count the number of ways to arrange n elements into

k cycles. More advanced special values of An,k are shown in [O’S, Sect. 9.3].

We notice that the De Moivre polynomials in (2.21) appear with arguments shifted from the ones in

(2.20). This type of shifting will also be seen in examples in sections 6 and 7. In the simplest case, adding

or removing the first coefficient a1 in An,k has a simple effect, by the binomial theorem:

Lemma 2.3. For k > 0,

An,k(a2, a3, . . . ) =
k
∑

j=0

(−a1)
k−j

(

k

j

)

An+j,j(a1, a2, . . . ), (2.23)

An,k(a1, a1, . . . ) =

k
∑

j=0

ak−j
1

(

k

j

)

An−k,j(a2, a3, . . . ). (2.24)

(The identity (2.24) is just (2.5) again.) Then applying (2.23) and (2.24) r times leads to the following.

Proposition 2.4. For r, k > 0, An,k(ar+1, ar+2, . . . ) equals

∑

j1+j2+···+jr+1=k

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jr+1

)

(−a1)
j1(−a2)

j2 · · · (−ar)
jrAn+J+rjr+1,jr+1

(a1, a2, . . . ) (2.25)

and An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) equals

∑

j1+j2+···+jr+1=k

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jr+1

)

aj11 aj22 · · · ajrr An+J−rk,jr+1
(ar+1, ar+2, . . . ) (2.26)

where J means (r − 1)j1 + (r − 2)j2 + · · · + 1jr−1 and the summations are over all j1, . . . , jr+1 ∈ Z>0

with sum k.
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For example, taking r = n− k+1 and setting ar+1 = ar+2 = · · · = 0 in (2.26) recovers (1.2) since the

only nonzero terms have n+ J − rk = jr+1 = 0 by (2.1).

3 Manipulating power series

Our power series coefficients aj may come from a ring R. Though more general cases can be considered, a

natural choice for R is an integral domain containing Z (and so of characteristic 0). Throughout this section

we assume R has these properties and hence R[[x]], the ring of formal power series over R, is also an integral

domain containing Z. See [GJ83, Chap. 1], [Com74, Sect. 1.12] or [FS09, Sect. A5] for more on formal

power series rings. An important point is that, at each step, a new coefficient must depend only on finitely

many others, as if we were working with polynomials; see the notions of summable and admissible in [GJ83,

Chap. 1]. This is why the inner series in Proposition 3.1 cannot have a constant term, for example.

3.1 Series composition

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that f(x) = a1x+ a2x
2 + · · · and g(x) = b0 + b1x+ b2x

2 + · · · are two power

series in R[[x]]. Then g(f(x)) = c0 + c1x+ c2x
2 + · · · is in R[[x]] with

cn =

n
∑

k=0

bk · An,k(a1, a2, . . . ). (3.1)

Proof. We have

g(f(x)) =
∞
∑

k=0

bk · f(x)k =
∞
∑

k=0

bk

∞
∑

n=k

An,k(a1, a2, . . . )x
n,

and switching the order of summation gives (3.1).

Though this result is for formal power series, it applies very widely. A commonly occurring situation

has f(x) and g(x) holomorphic in neighborhoods of 0 with f(0) = 0. Then g(f(x) is also holomorphic in

a neighborhood of 0 and its Taylor coefficients may be computed using Proposition 3.1.

Three important cases are as follows. Suppose that the integral domain R contains Q. Applying Propo-

sition 3.1 with g(x) = (1 + x)α, eαx and log(1 + αx) gives

[xn](1 + f(x))α =

n
∑

k=0

(

α

k

)

An,k(a1, a2, . . . ), (3.2)

[xn]eαf(x) =

n
∑

k=0

αk

k!
An,k(a1, a2, . . . ), (3.3)

[xn] log(1 + αf(x)) =

n
∑

k=1

(−1)k−1α
k

k
An,k(a1, a2, . . . ). (3.4)

The polynomials in a1, a2, . . . on the right sides of (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) are essentially the potential, com-

plete exponential and logarithmic polynomials, respectively, of [Com74, Sections 3.3, 3.5]. Recalling (2.13),

the right sides of (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) are also degree n polynomials in α. Therefore the series (1 + f(x))α,

eαf(x) and log(1 + αf(x)) make sense for arbitrary α, giving elements of R[α][[x]]. Further, if f(x) is

holomorphic in a neighborhood of 0, then so are the compositions g(f(x)), with (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) (times n!)
giving their Taylor coefficients.

For an example we will need later, consider

log

(

1 +
log(1 + x)

u

)

=

∞
∑

n=1

ℓn(u)x
n, (3.5)
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and we would like to know how ℓn(u) depends on u. Stepping through the proof of Proposition 3.1 shows

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k+1

k · uk logk(1 + x) =

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k+1

k · uk
∞
∑

n=k

An,k(1,−1
2 ,

1
3 , . . . )x

n

=

∞
∑

n=1

xn
n
∑

k=1

(−1)k+1

k · uk An,k(1,−1
2 ,

1
3 , . . . ).

It is already clear that ℓn(u) is a polynomial of degree n in 1/u with no constant term. With (2.18), (2.19)

and (2.22) we obtain the simplification

ℓn(u) = (−1)n+1
n
∑

k=1

(k − 1)!

n!

[

n

k

]

u−k. (3.6)

A very common case that follows from (3.2) should be highlighted:

Proposition 3.2. Let R be an integral domain containing Z with a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + · · · in R[[x]]. Then for

m ∈ Z,

(

a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + · · ·

)m
=

∞
∑

n=0

[

n
∑

k=0

(

m

k

)

am−k
0 An,k(a1, a2, . . . )

]

xn (3.7)

is in R[[x]], (provided a0 is invertible in R if m < 0), and in particular, the multiplicative inverse of the

series is given by

(

a0 + a1x+ a2x
2 + · · ·

)−1
=

∞
∑

n=0

[

n
∑

k=0

(−1)ka−k−1
0 An,k(a1, a2, . . . )

]

xn. (3.8)

3.2 Arbogast’s formula

See [Cra05] and [Joh02b] for the early history of the next famous result which is usually named for Faà di

Bruno. It is essentially equivalent to Proposition 3.1.

Theorem 3.3 (Arbogast’s formula). For n times differentiable functions f and g,

1

n!

dn

dxn
g(f(x)) =

n
∑

k=0

g(k)(f(x))

k!
· An,k

(

f ′(x)
1!

,
f ′′(x)
2!

, . . .

)

. (3.9)

Proof. Use induction to establish that (3.9) must be true for some polynomial Pn,k instead of An,k. To

identify Pn,k set f(x) = a1x+a2x
2+· · · , g(x) = b0+b1x+b2x

2+· · · and g(f(x)) = c0+c1x+c2x
2+· · · .

Then evaluating at x = 0 finds

cn =
n
∑

k=0

bk · Pn,k(a1, a2, . . . ).

Comparing this with (3.1) now shows that Pn,k ≡ An,k, since the coefficients ai and bj are arbitrary.

Arbogast had a similar point of view in [Arb00]. He considered f(x) = a0+a1x+a2x
2+ · · · and gave

the formula
1

n!

dn

dxn
g(f(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=0

=

n
∑

k=0

g(k)(a0)

k!
· An,k(a1, a2, . . . ), (3.10)

computing (3.10) explicitly in tables for 1 6 n 6 10. For example, see Figure 1 of [Cra05], reproduced

from [Arb00, p. 29], where A10,k(β, γ, δ, ε, ζ, ν, θ, ι, κ, λ, . . . ) is given correctly for 1 6 k 6 10.

In the notation of Proposition 3.1, a further composition h(g(f(x))) would require An,r(c0, c1, . . . ).
Computing this using (3.1) looks hopelessly complicated, with De Moivre polynomials inside De Moivre

polynomials, but in fact a slight extension of a lemma of Charalambides, [Cha02, Lemma 11.1], gives a

simple formula.
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Proposition 3.4. With the assumptions of Proposition 3.1,

An+r,r(c0, c1, . . . ) =

n
∑

k=0

An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) · Ak+r,r(b0, b1, . . . ). (3.11)

Proof. Write y = f(x) so that

(y · g(y))r =
∞
∑

k=r

Ak,r(b0, b1, . . . )y
k,

and hence

g(y)r =
∞
∑

k=0

Ak+r,r(b0, b1, . . . )y
k

=

∞
∑

k=0

Ak+r,r(b0, b1, . . . )

∞
∑

n=k

An,k(a1, a2, . . . )x
n

=

∞
∑

n=0

xn
n
∑

k=0

An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) · Ak+r,r(b0, b1, . . . ).

To finishes the proof, note that

An+r,r(c0, c1, . . . ) = [xn+r](c0x+ c1x
2 + · · · )r = [xn]g(y)r.

(Use (2.17) to simplify this result if b0 = c0 = 0.) Now we see that Proposition 3.1 is just the r = 1
case of Proposition 3.4. Also (3.11) suggests the following natural extension of Arbogast’s formula to rth

powers of a composition. It is probably contained in the large literature on Arbogast’s formula, but we have

not found it.

Theorem 3.5. Let n and r be nonnegative integers. For n times differentiable functions f and g,

1

n!

dn

dxn
g(f(x))r =

n
∑

k=0

An,k

(

f ′(x)
1!

,
f ′′(x)
2!

, . . .

)

· Ak+r,r

(

g(f(x))

0!
,
g′(f(x))

1!
, . . .

)

. (3.12)

Proof. Let G(x) := g(x)r . Applying Proposition 3.1 finds

1

n!

dn

dxn
G(f(x)) =

n
∑

k=0

An,k

(

f ′(x)
1!

,
f ′′(x)
2!

, . . .

)

· G
(k)(f(x))

k!
. (3.13)

With G(x) = h(g(x)) for h(x) := xr, another application gives

G(k)(y)

k!
=

k
∑

j=0

h(j)(g(y))

j!
· Ak,j

(

g′(y)
1!

,
g′′(y)
2!

, . . .

)

=
k
∑

j=0

(

r

j

)

g(y)r−j · Ak,j

(

g′(y)
1!

,
g′′(y)
2!

, . . .

)

. (3.14)

Since
(r
j

)

= 0 for j > r and Ak,j = 0 for j > k, we may change the upper limit of summation in (3.14)

from k to r. Then by (2.5),

G(k)(y)

k!
= Ak+r,r

(

g(y),
g′(y)
1!

, . . .

)

,

and the desired formula follows.

Lastly we mention that it is natural to generalize (1.1) to power series of more than one variable and then

consider their compositions. This results in De Moivre polynomials with elaborate indexing; see the recent

paper [Sch] and its contained references for details.

7



3.3 Compositional inverses

We call g a compositional inverse of f if g(f(x)) = x = f(g(x)). The usual proof of the following standard

result becomes especially clear by employing De Moivre polynomials.

Proposition 3.6. The series f(x) = a1x+ a2x
2 + · · · in R[[x]] has a compositional inverse in R[[x]] if and

only if a1 is invertible in R. This inverse of f(x) is unique.

Proof. Suppose a1 is invertible. To find the compositional inverse, we assume it has the form g(x) =
b1x+ b2x

2 + · · · and try to solve for the coefficients using (3.1). We want

1 = c1 = b1 · A1,1(a1, a2, . . . ) = b1a1

and so b1 = 1/a1 ∈ R. If we assume that we have found b1, b2, . . . , bm−1 in R already, then bm is the

solution to

0 = cm =

m−1
∑

k=1

bk · Am,k(a1, a2, . . . ) + bm · Am,m(a1, a2, . . . ). (3.15)

With (2.8), Am,m(a1, a2, . . . ) = am1 . Since this is again invertible, we see that bm ∈ R. By induction we

obtain g in R[[x]] so that g(f(x)) = x. Repeating this argument for g shows that there exists h in R[[x]] with

h(g(x)) = x. Then

f(g(x)) = h(g(f(g(x)))) = h(g(x)) = x.

Therefore g is a compositional inverse of f . Uniqueness is proved in the usual way for inverses.

In the other direction, if f has a compositional inverse g(x) = b1x+ b2x
2 + · · · in R[[x]] then we must

have a1b1 = 1 and so a1 is invertible.

The relation (3.15) gives a recursive procedure to find the coefficients of the inverse. There is a more

direct way to find them though, using Lagrange inversion.

Theorem 3.7 (Lagrange inversion for R[[x]]). Suppose f(x) and g(x) are compositional inverses in R[[x]],
with neither having a constant term. Then

m[xm]g(x)r = r[xm−r](x/f(x))m (m, r ∈ Z>1). (3.16)

See [GJ83, Sec. 1.2] or [Ges16] for this result and generalizations. A simple proof involves formal

Laurent series and their residues, meaning the coefficients of x−1. Note that the right side of (3.16) is in

R[[x]] by Proposition 3.2, and using its expansion gives:

Corollary 3.8. Suppose f(x) = a1x + a2x
2 + · · · in R[[x]] has compositional inverse b1x + b2x

2 + · · · .

Then for positive integers m, r,

bm =
1

m

m−1
∑

k=0

(−m

k

)

a−m−k
1 Am−1,k(a2, a3, . . . ), (3.17)

Am,r(b1, b2, . . . ) =
r

m

m−r
∑

k=0

(−m

k

)

a−m−k
1 Am−r,k(a2, a3, . . . ). (3.18)

Recall that R does not necessarily contain Q. The 1/m terms on the right of (3.17) and (3.18) must

cancel an m factor so that these are statements in R. We see this cancellation explicitly in section 4.

The next result follows from (3.17), in the same way that Theorem 3.3 followed from Proposition 3.1,

and easily extends to derivatives of g(x)r . See [Joh02a] for another approach and references.

Corollary 3.9. Let f(x) be an m > 1 times differentiable function with compositional inverse g(x). Then

g(x) is m times differentiable and

1

m!

dm

dxm
g(x) =

1

m

m−1
∑

k=0

(−m

k

)

1

f ′(g(x))m+k
Am−1,k

(

f ′′(g(x))
2!

,
f ′′′(g(x))

3!
, . . .

)

. (3.19)
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A different kind of inversion was needed in [GWLL21, Eqs. (11), (14)]:

Proposition 3.10. Let a1, a2, . . . be a sequence of complex numbers and set

bn(t) :=

n
∑

k=1

tk

k!
An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) (n > 1).

Then these relations may be inverted:

an =
1

t

n
∑

k=1

(−1)k+1

k
An,k(b1(t), b2(t), . . . ) (n > 1). (3.20)

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, exp(t(a1x + a2x
2 + · · · )) = 1 + b1(t)x + b2(t)x

2 + · · · . Then take the log of

both sides to obtain (3.20).

Of course, exp(x) and log(x) above may be replaced by other pairs of inverse functions; see (6.5) and

(6.6) for a different pair. More complicated inversions of this type appear in [BGW19].

4 Greatest common divisor of the coefficients of An,k(x1, x2, . . . )

It follows from Corollary 3.8, when a1 = 1 and R = Z, that for integers n,m, k > 1 we must have

n

m

(

m

k

)

An,k(x1, x2, . . . ) ∈ Z[x1, x2, . . . ]. (4.1)

For example, with n = 9 and k = 4 this means that all the coefficients of A9,4 must be divisible by 4. The

next result, combined with (4.3) below, may be used to prove (4.1) directly.

Theorem 4.1. For n > k > 1, the gcd of the coefficients of An,k is k/ gcd(n, k).

Proof. Let ∆ be the gcd of the coefficients of An,k. We may assume that n > k as the theorem is clearly

true when n = k by (2.8). Recall that the coefficients of An,k are the multinomial coefficients

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jm

)

with 1j1 + 2j2 + · · ·+mjm = n. (4.2)

Taking j1 = k − 1 and jn−k+1 = 1 gives the coefficient k and so ∆ | k. Our next goal is to show that

(k/ gcd(n, k)) | ∆.

The elegant argument in [GS95] for binomial coefficients adapts nicely to multinomial coefficients as

follows. It is evident that when

C :=

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jm

)

we have
jr
k
C =

(

k − 1

j1, . . . , jr − 1, . . . , jm

)

for 1 6 r 6 m with jr 6= 0. Therefore Cr := jrC/k is always an integer for jr > 0 and so

k · gcd(C,C1, C2, . . . , Cm) = gcd(kC, kC1, kC2, . . . , kCm)

= gcd(kC, j1C, j2C, . . . , jmC)

= C gcd(k, j1, j2, . . . , jm).

Hence, for any multinomial coefficient,

k

gcd(k, j1, j2, . . . , jm)
divides

(

k

j1, j2, . . . , jm

)

. (4.3)

Now gcd(j1, j2, . . . , jm) | n by the right side of (4.2) and it follows that k/ gcd(n, k) divides all the coeffi-

cients of An,k.

So far we have demonstrated that (k/ gcd(n, k)) | ∆ and ∆ | k. The next lemma will let us find

coefficients that ensure ∆ | (k/ gcd(n, k)).
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Lemma 4.2. Let α and β be positive integers. Then

gcd

((

αβ

d1

)

,

(

αβ

d2

)

, . . . ,

(

αβ

dr

))

divides α (4.4)

where d1, d2, . . . , dr are all the divisors of β.

Proof. For p any prime, let νp denote the p-adic valuation. Set x := νp(α), y := νp(β) so that α = α′px

and β = β′py for α′, β′ prime to p. We want to establish

νp

((

αβ

py

))

= x, (4.5)

since that will show that the largest power of p dividing the left side of (4.4) is the power of p that divides α.

Use the notation sp(n) to mean the sum of the base p digits of n. Legendre’s well-known formula

implies, as in [SMA09, Eq. (1.6)],

νp

((

αβ

py

))

=
sp(p

y) + sp(αβ − py)− sp(αβ)

p− 1
.

The numerator on the right equals

sp(p
y) + sp((α

′β′px − 1)py)− sp(α
′β′px+y) = 1 + sp(α

′β′px − 1)− sp(α
′β′).

If α′β′ has the base p representation c1c2 · · · ck then ck 6= 0 and α′β′px has the same digits with x zeros

added on the right. Clearly α′β′px − 1 will have the representation

c1c2 · · · (ck − 1)(p − 1) · · · (p− 1),

so that sp(α
′β′px − 1) = sp(α

′β′)− 1 + x(p− 1). Then (4.5) follows and the lemma is proved.

Now let d be any divisor of gcd(n, k). We consider coefficients in (4.2) where only two numbers j1 and

jr are nonzero, choosing r := (n − k)/d + 1 > 1. Check that j1 = k − d and jr = d gives 1j1 + rjr = n
and so

(

k

d

)

for d | gcd(n, k) (4.6)

is a coefficient of An,k. Apply Lemma 4.2 with α = k/ gcd(n, k) and β = gcd(n, k) to see that the gcd
of the coefficients of the form (4.6) must divide k/ gcd(n, k). Therefore ∆ | (k/ gcd(n, k)) as we wanted.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

By comparison, the gcds of the coefficients of the partial Bell polynomials are much larger. It may be

shown for example that Bk+3,k has gcd equalling
(k+3

4

)

.

5 Determinant formulas

Define the n× n matrix

Mn(t) :=











a1t 1
a2t a1t 1

...
. . .

ant an−1t . . . a1t











,

with ones above the main diagonal and zeros above those. The next result is a slightly simplified version of

[EJ, Thm. 3.1].

Proposition 5.1. We have

n
∑

k=0

(−1)n+ktkAn,k(a1, a2, . . . ) = detMn(t). (5.1)
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Proof. By (2.18), tkAn,k(a1, a2, . . . ) = An,k(a1t, a2t, . . . ) and so it is enough to prove (5.1) for t = 1. An

induction proof is possible since repeatedly expanding the determinant along the top row gives

detMn(1) = a1 detMn−1(1) − a2 detMn−2(1) + · · · + (−1)n−1an.

A more illuminating proof uses (3.8). For un :=
∑n

k=0(−1)kAn,k(a1, a2, . . . ) we obtain

(1 + a1x+ a2x
2 + · · · )(1 + u1x+ u2x

2 + · · · ) = 1.

Therefore














1
a1 1
a2 a1 1
...

. . .

an−1 an−2 . . . a1 1





























u1
u2
u3
...

un















=















−a1
−a2
−a3

...

−an















(5.2)

and, by Cramer’s rule, un = detUn/detU where U is the matrix on the left of (5.2) and Un is U with its

nth column replaced by the column on the right side of (5.2). Moving this nth column of Un to the left side

and changing its sign introduces a (−1)n factor.

The An,k polynomials can be isolated in (5.1) since clearly

An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) = (−1)n+k[tk] detMn(t).

We may also give exponential and logarithmic versions of Proposition 5.1. Define the matrices

Nn(t) :=















a1t 1
a2t a1t 2
a3t a2t a1t 3

...
. . .

ant an−1t . . . a2t a1t















, On(t) :=















a1t 1
2a2t a1t 1
3a3t a2t a1t 1

...
. . .

nant an−1t . . . a2t a1t















,

which are the same as Mn(t) except for multiplying by a factor j on row j, above the main diagonal in

Nn(t) and in the first column for On(t).

Proposition 5.2. We have

n
∑

k=0

(−1)n+k t
k

k!
An,k

(a1
1
,
a2
2
, . . .

)

=
1

n!
detNn(t), (5.3)

n
∑

k=0

(−1)n+k t
k

k
An,k(a1, a2, . . . ) =

1

n
detOn(t). (5.4)

Proof. To prove (5.3) we use (3.3) and it is convenient to set αj := −aj/j and f(x) = α1x+ α2x
2 + · · · .

For vn :=
∑n

k=0
1
k!An,k(α1, α2, . . . ) we obtain

ef(x) =

∞
∑

n=0

vnx
n, ef(x)f ′(x) =

∞
∑

n=1

n · vnxn−1.

It follows that

(1 + v1x+ v2x
2 + · · · )(α1 + 2α2x+ 3α3x

2 + · · · ) = (v1 + 2v2x+ 3v3x
2 + · · · ),

and hence














1
a1 2
a2 a1 3
...

. . .

an−1 an−2 . . . a1 n





























v1
v2
v3
...

vn















=















−a1
−a2
−a3

...

−an















. (5.5)

The proof of (5.3) is now completed using the same steps as in Proposition 5.1. The proof of (5.4) is similar,

based on (3.4).
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6 Generating functions

Some generating functions that lead to interesting De Moivre expressions are shown next. See for example

[Com74, Sect. 1.14] and [GKP94, Chapters 6, 7] for more on generating functions.

6.1 Partitions

A partition of a positive integer n is a non-increasing sequence of positive integers that sum to n. If pk(n)
denotes the number of partitions of n with at most k parts, then clearly

pk(n) =
∑

1j1+2j2+···+njn=n
j1+j2+···+jn6k

1 (6.1)

where the sum is over all possible j1, j2, . . . , jn ∈ Z>0 and jr indicates the number of parts of size r.

Comparing (6.1) with (1.1) confirms the statement in Definition 1.1 that the number of terms in An,k is the

number of partitions of n with exactly k parts. This is pk(n)− pk−1(n) and equals pk(n − k) as seen from

the generating function
∞
∑

n=0

pk(n)q
n =

k
∏

j=1

1

1− qj
. (6.2)

Perhaps the most elegant formulas for pk(n) use Sylvester’s theory of waves from 1857 and quasipolynomi-

als, as described in [O’S18]. With (3.8) we can produce the less enlightening

p4(n) =

n
∑

k=0

An,k(1, 1, 0, 0,−2, 0, 0, 1, 1,−1, . . . ),

for example, where the rest of the sequence consists of zeros.

Let p(n) denote the number of unrestricted partitions of n. Their generating function is (6.2) with

k = ∞. As we saw above, the number of terms in Am+k,k is pk(m). This equals p(m) for k > m and the

terms correspond to solutions of 1j2+2j3+ · · ·+mjm+1 = m in (1.2). De Moivre’s description in [DM97]

essentially gives what must be one of the earliest recursive constructions of the partitions of an integer m:

they are 1 followed by the partitions of m− 1, then 2 followed by the partitions of m− 2 with smallest part

at least 2, then 3 followed by the partitions of m− 3 with smallest part at least 3, and so on as far as ⌊m/2⌋.

Lastly include m.

To find a first expression for p(n) we may use Euler’s pentagonal number theorem,

∞
∏

j=1

(1− qj) =
∑

r∈Z
(−1)rqr(3r−1)/2 =

∞
∑

m=0

cmqm,

with cm = (−1)r if m = r(3r − 1)/2 for some r ∈ Z and cm = 0 otherwise. Therefore, employing (3.8)

again,

p(n) =

n
∑

k=0

An,k(−c1,−c2,−c3, . . . ) =

n
∑

k=0

An,k(1, 1, 0, 0,−1, 0,−1, . . . ).

Ramanujan’s tau function has the related generating function

∞
∑

n=1

τ(n)qn = q

∞
∏

j=1

(1− qj)24 (6.3)

where the right side of (6.3) is a modular form when q = e2πiz , (a weight 12 cusp form for SL2(Z)). Then

easily,

τ(n) = An+23,24(c0, c1, c2, . . . ) = An+23,24(1,−1,−1, 0, 0, 1, 0, . . . ) (6.4)

12



and Theorem 4.1 implies that τ(n) is divisible by 24/ gcd(n + 23, 24). The congruence properties of τ(n)
and p(n) have been of great interest, and Lehmer’s 1947 question as to whether τ(n) is ever zero remains

unanswered. By (3.2) we also have the relations

τ(n) =

n−1
∑

k=0

(−24

k

)

An−1,k(p(1), p(2), p(3), . . . ), (6.5)

p(n) =

n
∑

k=0

(−1/24

k

)

An,k(τ(2), τ(3), τ(4), . . . ). (6.6)

Set σ(n) :=
∑

d|n d, the sum of the divisors of n. For another example, take the log of the right side of

(6.2) when k = ∞, expand this into a series and then exponentiate to produce

p(n) =

n
∑

k=0

1

k!
An,k

(

σ(1)

1
,
σ(2)

2
,
σ(3)

3
, . . .

)

, (6.7)

which may also be inverted. The identity (6.7) comes from [Rio68, p. 185], and for further identities along

these lines see [Jha].

The authors in [BKO04, Thm. 3] develop a universal recursion for the Fourier coefficients of modular

forms. The required polynomials are in fact De Moivre polynomials, and as a special case (see their remark

after the theorem) we find:

τ(n+ 1) = −24σ(n)

n
+

n
∑

k=2

(−1)k

k
An,k(τ(2), τ(3), . . . ) (n > 1). (6.8)

The form of (6.8) now suggests it has an easy proof: take the log of both sides of (6.3) and expand each

series.

6.2 Orthogonal polynomials

Bell in [Bel34] was initially interested in generalizing the Hermite polynomials Hn(x). They may be ex-

pressed as n![tn] exp(2xt−t2) and in Bell’s original polynomials equal Yn(2x,−2, 0, 0, . . . ). In our notation

Hn(x) =
n
∑

k=0

n!

k!
An,k(2x,−1, 0, 0, . . . ). (6.9)

Some other classical orthogonal polynomials have similar descriptions, as seen in [Cha02, pp. 449 - 452].

For example, the Gegenbauer polynomials may be defined with C
(λ)
n (x) := [tn](1 − 2tx+ t2)−λ giving

C(λ)
n (x) =

n
∑

k=0

(

k + λ− 1

k

)

An,k(2x,−1, 0, 0, . . . ) (6.10)

by (3.2). Special cases are the Legendre polynomials Pn(x) with λ = 1/2, the Chebyshev polynomials of

the second kind Un(x) with λ = 1, and the usual Chebyshev polynomials Tn(x) which may found as a limit

when λ → 0. More explicitly, use Tn(x) = [tn](1− tx)/(1 − 2tx+ t2) to see that

Tn(x) =
n
∑

k=0

[

An,k(2x,−1, 0, 0, . . . )− x · An−1,k(2x,−1, 0, 0, . . . )
]

. (6.11)

The Fibonacci numbers Fn equal [tn]t/(1− t− t2) and fit the same pattern with

Fn+1 =

n
∑

k=0

An,k(1, 1, 0, 0, . . . ). (6.12)
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The identity

An,k(x, y, 0, 0, . . . ) =

(

k

n− k

)

x2k−nyn−k (n > k) (6.13)

may also be employed in (6.9) – (6.12). For example, using (6.13) in (6.11) yields

Tn(x) =
n
∑

k=1

(−1)n−k n

2k

(

k

n− k

)

(2x)2k−n (n > 1). (6.14)

In view of the usual definition of Tn by Tn(cos θ) = cosnθ, and De Moivre’s formula for the nth power of

a complex number, it is not surprising that the polynomial (6.14) already appears in the work of De Moivre,

predating Chebyshev’s introduction of Tn(x) by over 100 years. Consult [Sch68, p. 246] and [Gir] for

further details.

6.3 Bernoulli numbers and polynomials

The Bernoulli numbers are usually defined by Bn := n![tn]t/(et − 1). Another application of (3.8) yields

Bn = n!
n
∑

k=0

An,k

(

− 1

2!
,− 1

3!
,− 1

4!
, . . .

)

. (6.15)

Stern gave further similar expressions for Bn in [Ste43], employing the elaborate notation n
p

k

C ′ for An,k.

Using the well-known power series for tan and arctan in Corollary 3.8 also gives the alternative

2n+2(2n+2 − 1)
Bn+2

n + 2
= n!

n
∑

k=0

(

n+ k

k

)

An,k

(

0,−1

3
, 0,−1

5
, 0, . . .

)

. (6.16)

Extending (6.15) to the Bernoulli polynomials Bn(x) := n![tn]tetx/(et − 1) results in

Bn(x) = n!
n
∑

k=0

An,k

(

(−x)2 − (1− x)2

2!
,
(−x)3 − (1− x)3

3!
, . . .

)

. (6.17)

It may be seen from (6.17) that Bn(x) is a polynomial in x of degree n and satisfies Bn(1−x) = (−1)nBn(x)
by (2.19).

The Nörlund polynomials B
(x)
n := n![tn](t/(et − 1))x generalize the Bernoulli numbers in another

direction. Equation (3.2) finds

B(x)
n = n!

n
∑

k=0

(−x

k

)

An,k

(

1

2!
,
1

3!
,
1

4!
, . . .

)

, (6.18)

making it more obvious by (2.13) that B
(x)
n is also a degree n polynomial in x. Another expression is proved

in [ST88, Eq. 15]:

B(x)
n =

n
∑

k=0

(−x

k

)(

x+ n

n− k

)(

n+ k

k

)−1{n+ k

k

}

. (6.19)

6.4 Cyclotomic polynomials

Ramanujan sums and cyclotomic polynomials may be expressed in terms of the Möbius function µ with

rj(m) =
∑

d|(m,j)

µ(m/d) · d, Φn(x) =
∏

d|n

(

1− xd
)µ(n/d)

(n > 2),

respectively. The authors in [HPM21, Thm. 4.2] write Lehmer’s 1966 formula for Φn(x) in an appealing

way using Bell polynomials. It is even more transparent without the unnecessary factorials:

Φn(x) =

∞
∑

m=0

[

m
∑

k=0

1

k!
Am,k

(

−r1(n)

1
,−r2(n)

2
,−r3(n)

3
, . . .

)

]

xm, (6.20)

for n > 2, and the easy proof is similar to that of (6.7).
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7 Asymptotic expansions

In this final section we discuss examples where the De Moivre polynomials play a useful role in describing

the behavior of functions and sequences as a parameter goes to infinity.

7.1 Partition asymptotics

Hardy and Ramanujan famously gave the first asymptotic expansion for the partition function p(n) in 1918.

Rademacher later showed how a small alteration turned this into a rapidly converging series: [Rad73, Eq.

(128.1)]. A simpler, though less accurate, expansion for p(n) takes the form

p(n) =
1

4
√
3n

eπ
√

2n/3

(

1 +
C1

n1/2
+

C2

n2/2
+ · · ·+ CR−1

n(R−1)/2
+O

(

1

nR/2

))

(7.1)

showing the main term along with smaller corrections. The constants Cr are quite complicated, but we may

give them a reasonable description. First define

αj(x) :=







24−j/2 for j even

−24(1−j)/2 1

x

(

j/2

(j − 1)/2

)

for j odd,
(7.2)

βℓ(x) :=
∑

ℓ/26m6ℓ

(−24)−m x2m−ℓ

(2m− ℓ)!
Am,2m−ℓ

((

1/2

1

)

,

(

1/2

2

)

,

(

1/2

3

)

, . . .

)

. (7.3)

Proposition 7.1. Fix R > 1. Let Cr be defined by
∑r

j=0 αj(x) ·βr−j(x) with x = π
√

2/3. For these values,

(7.1) is true as n → ∞ with an implied constant depending only on R.

Proof. Using the first term in his expansion, Rademacher shows

p(n) =
1

4
√
3n · κn

(

1− 1

x
√
n · κn

)

ex
√
n·κn

(

1 +O(e−x
√
n/2)

)

(7.4)

for κn := 1− 1/(24n) in [Rad73, p. 278]. Put z := −1/(24n) and write this main term as

ex
√
n

4
√
3n

· 1

1 + z

(

1− 1

x
√

n(1 + z)

)

· ex
√
n(

√
1+z−1).

Treating z as an independent complex variable, the middle factors are analytic for |z| < 1 and have a Taylor

expansion. Using the usual bounds on the remainder shows

1

1 + z

(

1− 1

x
√

n(1 + z)

)

=
J−1
∑

j=0

aj(
√
n) · zj +O(|z|J ) (|z| 6 1/2).

By the binomial theorem we find aj(
√
n) = (−1)j −

(−3/2
j

)

/(x
√
n) and hence, with (7.2),

1

κn

(

1− 1

x
√
n · κn

)

=

J−1
∑

j=0

αj(x) · n−j/2 +O(n−J/2). (7.5)

Similarly to (7.5),

ex
√
n(

√
1+z−1) =

L−1
∑

ℓ=0

bℓ(
√
n) · zℓ +O(|z|L) (|z| 6 1/

√
n).
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Then the expansions

ex
√
n(

√
1+z−1) = exp

(

x
√
n

∞
∑

j=1

(

1/2

j

)

zj
)

=

∞
∑

k=0

(x
√
n)k

k!

∞
∑

m=k

Am,k

((

1/2

1

)

,

(

1/2

2

)

,

(

1/2

3

)

, . . .

)

zm

imply that

bℓ(
√
n) =

ℓ
∑

k=0

(x
√
n)k

k!
Aℓ,k

((

1/2

1

)

,

(

1/2

2

)

,

(

1/2

3

)

, . . .

)

.

After rearranging we finally obtain, with (7.3),

ex
√
n(

√
κn−1) =

L−1
∑

ℓ=0

βℓ(x) · n−ℓ/2 +O(n−L/2). (7.6)

Use (7.5) and (7.6) in (7.4) to complete the proof.

For example,

C1 = −72 + π2

24
√
6π

≈ −0.443288, C2 =
432 + π2

6912
≈ 0.0639279.

We see from (7.2), (7.3) that Cr is 1/π times a polynomial in π of degree r+1, and so we cannot expect much

simplification. Of course (7.4) is more accurate than (7.1), and including more terms of Rademacher’s series

is better still. The numbers p(n) are examples of Fourier coefficients of weakly holomorphic modular forms

and Rademacher type series exist for all of these. In the next examples though, and many other situations,

expansions of the form (7.1) are the best available.

7.2 Laplace’s method

A simple example of Laplace’s method, (and where it overlaps with the saddle-point method), is the follow-

ing. Suppose that f(z) and g(z) are holomorphic functions on a domain containing the interval [−1, 1] and

real-valued on this interval. The integral

I(n) :=

∫ 1

−1
en·f(z)g(z) dz (7.7)

can be accurately estimated for large n ∈ R if f ′(z) has a simple zero at z = 0 (called the saddle-point) and

f(z) < f(0) for all non-zero z ∈ [−1, 1]. In that case, the integral becomes highly concentrated at 0 and as

n → ∞,

I(n) = en·f(0)
(

R−1
∑

r=0

Γ(r + 1/2) ·Ψ2r(f, g)

nr+1/2
+O

(

1

nR+1/2

)

)

(7.8)

for certain constants Ψ2r(f, g). If we write the expansions of f and g at 0 as

f(z)− f(0) = −
∞
∑

m=0

amzm+2, g(z) =

∞
∑

m=0

bmzm

then we have

Ψs(f, g) = a
−(s+1)/2
0

s
∑

m=0

bs−m

m
∑

k=0

(−(s+ 1)/2

k

)

Am,k

(

a1
a0

,
a2
a0

, . . .

)

. (7.9)
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Laplace found the main term of (7.8) with r = 0 and Ψ0(f, g) = a
−1/2
0 b0 in the 18th century. Perron in

[Per17] proved (7.8) rigorously, giving a formula for the constants Ψ2r(f, g) in terms of a derivative. It is

then easy to obtain (7.9) with (3.2). See [Nem13] for a discussion of this, and the weaker conditions on f
and g that are possible in Laplace’s method. The general forms of (7.8) and (7.9) in Perron’s saddle-point

method are also described in Corollary 5.1 and Proposition 7.2 of [O’S19].

For an important application to the gamma function write

Γ(n+ 1) =

∫ ∞

0
e−ttn dt = nn+1

∫ ∞

−1
en(log(1+z)−1−z) dz.

Corollary 7.2 (Stirling’s approximation). As real n → ∞

Γ(n+ 1) =
√
2πn

(n

e

)n
(

1 +
γ1
n

+
γ2
n2

+ · · ·+ γk
nk

+O

(

1

nk+1

))

. (7.10)

From (7.9) after simplifying, we obtain the coefficients

γm =
2m
∑

j=0

(2m+ 2j − 1)!!

(−1)jj!
A2m,j

(

1

3
,
1

4
,
1

5
, · · ·

)

, (7.11)

as in [Per17, Sect. 5], [O’S19, Sect. 8.1], where (2k − 1)!! means the product of the odd numbers less than

2k and equals (2k)!/(2kk!) for k > 0. Stirling’s series for log Γ(n), see [AAR99, Eq. (1.4.5)], is

log Γ(n+1) = log
(√

2πn
(n

e

)n)

+
B2

2 · 1 · n +
B4

4 · 3 · n3
+ · · ·+ B2k

2k(2k − 1)n2k−1
+O

(

1

n2k+1

)

, (7.12)

and may be exponentiated to produce another expression for γm:

γm =

m
∑

j=0

1

j!
Am,j

(

B2

2 · 1 , 0,
B4

4 · 3 , 0, · · ·
)

. (7.13)

Replacing the Bernoulli numbers in (7.13) with Riemann zeta values, [AAR99, Eq. (1.3.4)], gives the

equivalent equality

γm =

m
∑

j=0

1

j!
Am,j

(

ζ(−1)

−1
,
ζ(−2)

−2
,
ζ(−3)

−3
, · · ·

)

, (7.14)

and this has a pleasing symmetry with

Γ(z + 1) =

∞
∑

m=0





m
∑

j=0

1

j!
Am,j

(

γ,
ζ(2)

2
,
ζ(3)

3
, · · ·

)



(−z)m, (7.15)

where γ is Euler’s constant. We have convergence in (7.15) for |z| < 1 and it is proved by taking the log of

the Weierstrass product for 1/Γ(z), expanding this into a series, and then exponentiating. Further formulas

for γm appear in [Com74, p. 267] and [Nem13, Sect. 3]. See [Gél], [Sch68, Sect. 5.3] for the history of

Stirling’s series. The common form (7.12) we use today, involving Bernoulli numbers, is due to De Moivre

who simplified Stirling’s treatment.

The reciprocal of the gamma function has a similar asymptotic expansion:

1

Γ(n+ 1)
=

1√
2πn

( e

n

)n
(

1− γ1
n

+
γ2
n2

− · · · + (−1)k
γk
nk

+O

(

1

nk+1

))

, (7.16)

and the fact that the same coefficients appear is a consequence of (7.12) containing only odd powers. Of

course, since Γ(n + 1) = n! for n ∈ Z>0, the results (7.10) and (7.16) may be used to estimate binomial

coefficients or other factorial expressions as their entries go to infinity. See [Boy94] for a generalization of

Corollary 7.2 with n replaced by z ∈ C and |z| → ∞ with | arg z| < π/2.
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7.3 A further example

The integral

Iα(n) :=

∫ ∞

1
(log z)ne−αz dz (α > 0), (7.17)

requires more involved methods than (7.7) to find its behavior as n → ∞. Since log log z does not have a

local maximum, we look for a saddle-point z0 for the whole integrand. To locate it, recall the Lambert W
function. For x > 0 it may be defined as the inverse to x 7→ xex so that W (xex) = x. Then W (x) is

non-negative and increasing for x > 0, satisfying W (x) 6 log x when x > e. An easy calculation finds

z0 = eW (n/α) =
n/α

W (n/α)
.

In this case we may still use Laplace’s method according to the general procedures in [FS09, Sect. B6].

Part of the series (3.5) has to be exponentiated and the polynomials An,k keep track of all the components.

Recalling (3.6), define the rational functions

ar(v) :=

2r
∑

j=0

(2r + 2j − 1)!!

j!

(

v2

v + 1

)j+r

A2r,j(ℓ3(v), ℓ4(v), . . . ).

The next result is proved in [O’S21, Sect. 4].

Theorem 7.3. Suppose α > 0 and set u := W (n/α). Then as n → ∞ we have

Iα(n) =

√
2πu

√

(1 + u)n

( u

e1/u

)n
(

1 +

R−1
∑

r=1

ar(u)

nr
+O

(

(log n)R

nR

)

)

(7.18)

where the implied constant depends only on R > 1 and α. Also ar(u) ≪ (log n)r.

A more general result allows suitable functions f(z) to be included in the integrand in (7.17) and this is

used to prove the asymptotic expansion of the nth Taylor coefficient of a normalized version of the Riemann

zeta function ζ(s) at the central symmetric point s = 1/2 as n → ∞. See [O’S21, Thm. 1.5], giving

an explicit version of [GORZ19, Thm. 9] by expressing the expansion coefficients in terms of De Moivre

polynomials.

References

[AAR99] George E. Andrews, Richard Askey, and Ranjan Roy. Special functions, volume 71 of Encyclopedia of

Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999.

[Arb00] L. F. A. Arbogast. Du calcul des dérivations. Levrault, Strasbourg, 1800.
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