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BINOMIAL COEFFICIENTS, ROOTS OF UNITY AND POWERS OF PRIME

NUMBERS

PIOTR MISKA

Abstract. Let t ∈ N+ be given. In this article we are interested in characterizing those d ∈ N+

such that the congruence

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(n+ dζst

d− 1

)

≡
( n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

is true for each n ∈ Z. In particular, assuming that d has a prime divisor greater than t, we
show that the above congruence holds for each n ∈ Z if and only if d = pr, where p is a prime
number greater than t and r ∈ {1, . . . , t}.

1. Introduction

By N, N+, Z and Q we denote the sets of non-negative integers, positive integers, integers and
rational numbers, respectively.

For a fixed prime number p and a non-zero rational number x, the value νp(x) is the unique
integer t such that x = pt · a

b
for some integers a, b not divisible by p. For x = 0 we put νp(0) = +∞.

The value νp(x) is called the p-adic valuation of the number x.
In [14] we studied the numbers Hd(n) of permutations in Sn which can be written as products

of pairwise disjoint cycles of length d. We also considered related polynomials

Hd(n, x) =

⌊n
d ⌋
∑

j=0

n!

(n− dj)!j!dj
xn−dj , d, n ∈ N, d ≥ 2.

These polynomials generalize the numbers Hd(n) as Hd(n, 1) = Hd(n). Let us note that the
coefficient of the i-th power of x of the polynomial Hd(n, x) is the number of permutations in Sn

that are the products of pairwise disjoint d-cycles and having exactly i fixed points. One of the
last results in that paper is that the congruence

Hd(n+ d, x)Hd(n− d, x) ≡ Hd(n, x)
2 (mod d)

is true for any positive integer n ≥ d if and only if d is a prime number or a square of some prime
number. The proof of the result is reduced to the study of congruences of the form

(

n+ d

d− 1

)

+

(

n− d

d− 1

)

≡ 2

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d).

We showed that if d is not a power of 2, then the above congruence holds for each positive integer
n ≥ d if and only if d ∈ {p, p2} for some odd prime number p. This is our motivation to consider
congruences

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
d− 1

)

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)(1)

for fixed t ∈ N+, where ζt = e
2πi
t is the t-th primitive root of unity. Here we understand

(

x
k

)

,

k ∈ N, as (x)k
k! , where

(x)k =

k−1
∏

i=0

(x − i)

and we assume that a product over the empty set is equal to 1. Moreover, for x, y ∈ Q and d ∈ N+

we write x ≡ y (mod d) if d divides the numerator of x − y written as an irreducible quotient of
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2 PIOTR MISKA

integers (in the sequel we will see that the left hand side of (1) is indeed a rational number). In
other words, if νp(x − y) ≥ νp(d) for each prime divisor p of the number d. We observed that (1)
holds for each n ∈ Z if and only if d is a power of a prime number with exponent at most equal
to t. As we will see in the further part of the paper, this conjecture is true under the additional
assumption that d has a prime divisor greater than t. Actually, for every t ∈ N+ we will classify
(up to finitely many exceptions) all the values of d for which (1) holds for each n ∈ Z.

We note that this is not the first result which states that some congruence or family of congru-
ences depending on d holds for (almost) all prime values of d (or some expression dependent on
d) and does not hold in general for composite values of d. Here we have several famous classical
results of this type:

• if d is a prime number, then ad ≡ a (mod d) for each a ∈ Z (Fermat’s little theorem);
• d is a prime number if and only if (d− 1)! ≡ −1 (mod d) (Wilson’s theorem);

• if d is a prime number greater than 3, then
(

2d−1
d−1

)

≡ 1 (mod d3) (Wolstenholme’s theorem,

for its variations see [3, 9, 10, 11, 25]);
• if d is a prime number, then for any m,n ∈ N we have

(

m

n

)

≡

k
∏

j=0

(

mj

nj

)

(mod d),

where m =
∑k

j=0 mjd
j and n =

∑k
j=0 njd

j are the base d expansions of m and n, respec-

tively (Lucas’s theorem, for its generalizations see [1, 5, 8, 13, 25]);
• if Md = 2d − 1, d ≥ 2, and (Sj)j∈N is given by the recurrence

S0 = 0, Sj = S2
j−1 − 2, j > 0,

then Md is a prime number if and only if Sd−2 ≡ 0 (mod Md) (Lucas-Lehmer primality
test for Mersenne numbers, see e.g. [2, 15]);

• if d is a prime number, then

∑

0≤k≤n+d−1,k≡r (mod d−1)

(

n+ d− 1

k

)

≡
∑

0≤k≤n,k≡r (mod d−1)

(

n

k

)

(mod d)

(J. W. L. Glaisher, 1899, see [7, 8], for generalization of Glaisher’s congruence see [20]).

As we see, the above facts have been stimulating research in number theory up to now. However,
there are many more results on congruences modulo prime numbers or prime powers involving
binomial coefficients, e.g. [4, 6, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26].

In [14] we checked for which values of d the congruence (1) with t = 2 is satisfied for all n ≥ d.
However, it is easy to see that it is the same as to check (1) for all n ∈ Z. Indeed, if n1 ≡ n2

(mod td!), then

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n1 + dζst
d− 1

)

≡
1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n2 + dζst
d− 1

)

(mod d)

and
(

n1

d− 1

)

≡

(

n2

d− 1

)

(mod d).

2. Main results

Before we state the main theorem of the paper, we will define the set At and condition Ct for
t ∈ N+.

Definition 2.1. Let t ∈ N+. We define the set At as the set of all the values of d ∈ N+ satisfying
one of the following conditions:

• d = pr, where r is an integer lying in the interval
(

(αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
, (αp + 1)t− νp(t!)

]

,

where αp = ⌊logp t⌋, and p = 2 or p is a prime number less than t such that t is not a
power of p,

• d = pr11 · · · pruu , where u ≥ 2, p1, . . . , pu are pairwise distinct prime numbers less than or
equal to t, where r1, . . . , ru ∈ N+ and n/prll ≤ t for each l ∈ {1, . . . , u}.
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Definition 2.2. Let t ∈ N+. We say that d ∈ N+ satisfies the condition Ct if

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
d− 1

)

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

holds for each n ∈ Z.

The main result of the paper is the following.

Theorem 2.3. Let us fix t ∈ N+. Then d ∈ N+\At satisfies the condition Ct if and only if one of
the following conditions holds:

• d ≤ t; in this case we may replace the symbol ≡ by =,
• d = pr, where p is a prime number and r is a positive integer at most equal to

(αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
.

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.3.

Corollary 2.4. Let t, d ∈ N+ be such that d has a prime divisor greater than t. Then the condition
Ct is satisfied if and only if d = pr for some prime number p > t and a positive integer r ≤ t.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.3

It may not seem obvious that the value 1
t

∑t−1
s=0

(

n+dζs
t

d−1

)

is rational. However, a straightforward
computation shows the following.

Lemma 3.1. For each c ∈ N we have

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c

)

−

(

n

c

)

=
1

c!

⌊ c
t ⌋
∑

k=1

dkt
∑

n−c+1≤j1<...<jc−kt≤n

j1 · . . . · jc−kt.

At this point we can begin the proof of Theorem 2.3. We split the proof into several lemmas
and propositions. First, we give conditions equivalent to Ct. These conditions will be useful in the
sequel.

Lemma 3.2. Let t, d be positive integers. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i): d satisfies the condition Ct;
(ii): for each n ∈ Z and c ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1} the congruence

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c

)

≡

(

n

c

)

(mod d)(2)

is satisfied;
(iii): for each c ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1} and some fixed n0 ∈ Z the congruence

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n0 + dζst
c

)

≡

(

n0

c

)

(mod d)

is satisfied.

Proof. The implications (ii) ⇒ (iii) and (ii) ⇒ (i) are obvious.

The implication (i) ⇒ (ii) follows easily from the identity
(

x+1
c+1

)

=
(

x
c+1

)

+
(

x
c

)

.

The proof of implication (iii) ⇒ (ii) is performed by induction on c ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1}. First, let
us note that for each n ∈ Z we have

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
0

)

≡

(

n

0

)

(mod d).

Assume now that for some c ∈ {0, . . . , d− 2} and each n ∈ Z we have

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c

)

≡

(

n

c

)

(mod d).

Hence, if

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c+ 1

)

≡

(

n

c+ 1

)

(mod d),
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then

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ 1 + dζst
c+ 1

)

=
1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

((

n+ dζst
c+ 1

)

+

(

n+ dζst
c

))

≡

(

n

c+ 1

)

+

(

n

c

)

=

(

n+ 1

c+ 1

)

(mod d)

and

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n− 1 + dζst
c+ 1

)

=
1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

((

n+ dζst
c+ 1

)

−

(

n− 1 + dζst
c

))

≡

(

n

c+ 1

)

−

(

n− 1

c

)

=

(

n− 1

c+ 1

)

(mod d).

Since

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n0 + dζst
c+ 1

)

≡

(

n0

c+ 1

)

(mod d),

we thus obtain

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c+ 1

)

≡

(

n

c+ 1

)

(mod d)

for every integer n. �

A direct consequence of Lemma 3.1 is the following

Corollary 3.3. For each d, c ∈ N and n ∈ Z, where c < d, the congruence (2) is equivalent to

1

c!

⌊ c
t ⌋
∑

k=1

dkt
∑

n−c+1≤j1<...<jc−kt≤n

j1 · . . . · jc−kt ≡ 0 (mod d).(3)

From Corollary 3.3 we easily conclude equality in (2) for c < t.

Corollary 3.4. If c < t, then

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζst
c

)

=

(

n

c

)

for each n ∈ Z. In particular, the condition Ct is satisfied by each d ∈ {1, . . . , t}.

The next two propositions allow us to claim that if d 6∈ At is not a power of a prime number
or is a power of a prime number with too large an exponent, then d does not satisfy Ct. The first
proposition implies that if d has a prime divisor p such that d

pνp(d) > t, then d does not satisfy Ct.

Proposition 3.5. Let d, βp be positive integers such that νp(d) > tβp − νp(t!) and d > tpνp(d)−βp

for some prime divisor p of d. Then d does not satisfy the condition Ct.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, it suffices to show that (3) does not hold for some c < d
and n ∈ Z. We put c = tpνp(d)−βp and n = −1. Then (3) takes the form

1

(tpνp(d)−βd)!

pνp(d)−βp
∑

k=1

dkt

∑

−tpνp(d)−βp≤j1<...<j
tp

νp(d)−βp
−kt

≤−1

j1 · . . . · jtpνp(d)−βp−kt

= (−1)p
νp(d)−βd t

pνp(d)−βp
∑

k=1

∑

−tpνp(d)−βp≤i1<...<ikt≤−1

dkt

i1 · . . . · ikt
≡ 0 (mod d).

(4)

The summand on the left hand side with the least p-adic valuation is equal to

(−1)tp
νp(d) dt

∏t

l=1((l − t− 1)pνp(d)−βp)
,

obtained for k = 1 and il = (l − t − 1)pνp(d)−βp , where l ∈ {1, . . . , t}. Any other summand has
strictly greater p-adic valuation because any quotient of the form d

il
, where −tpνp(d)−βp ≤ il ≤ −1
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and il 6= −mpνp(d)−βp for any m ∈ {1, . . . , t}, has the p-adic valuation greater than the p-adic
valuation of d

−mpνp(d)−βp
. Hence, the left hand side of (4) has the p-adic valuation equal to

νp

(

dt
∏t

l=1((t− l + 1)pνp(d)−βp)

)

= tνp(d) − t(νp(d) − βp)− νp(t!)

= tβp − νp(t!) < νp(d).

This means that the left hand side of (4) cannot be congruent to 0 modulo d. �

In particular, we get the following.

Corollary 3.6. Let d be a positive integer such that d > tpνp(d) for some prime divisor p of d.
Then d does not satisfy the condition Ct.

Proof. We take βp = 0 and we see that νp(d) > 0 ≥ −νp(t!). Thus we can apply the previous
proposition. �

The next proposition states that if νp(d) is too large, then Ct is not satisfied.

Proposition 3.7. Let d be a positive integer such that νp(d) > (αp + 1)t− νp(t!) for some prime
number p, where αp = ⌊logp t⌋. Then d does not satisfy the condition Ct.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, it suffices to show that (3) does not hold for some c < d
and n ∈ Z. We take c = tpνp(d)−αp−1 and n = −1 in (3) and check the validity of the following
congruence:

1

(tpνp(d)−αp−1)!

pνp(d)−αp−1

∑

k=1

dkt

∑

−tpνp(d)−αp−1≤j1<...<j
tp

νp(d)−αp−1
−kt

≤−1

j1 · . . . · jtpνp(d)−αp−1−kt

= (−1)tp
νp(d)−αp−1

pνp(d)−αp−1

∑

k=1

∑

−tpνp(d)−αp−1≤i1<...<ikt≤−1

dkt

i1 · . . . · ikt

≡ 0 (mod d).

(5)

The summand on the left hand side with the least p-adic valuation is equal to

dt
∏t

l=1(l − t− 1)pνp(d)−αp−1
,

obtained for k = 1 and il = (l − t− 1)pνp(d)−αp−1, where l ∈ {1, . . . , t}. Any other summand has
strictly greater p-adic valuation because any quotient of the form d

il
, where −tpνp(d)−αp−1 ≤ il ≤ −1

and il 6= −mpνp(d)−αp−1 for any m ∈ {1, . . . , t}, has the p-adic valuation greater than the p-adic
valuation of d

−mpνp(d)−βp
. Hence, the left hand side of (5) has the p-adic valuation equal to

νp

(

dt
∏t

l=1((t− l + 1)pνp(d)−αp−1)

)

= tνp(d)− t(νp(d)− αp − 1)− νp(t!)

= t(αp + 1)− νp(t!) < νp(d),

which means that it cannot be congruent to 0 modulo d. �

The next proposition concerns a particular case of the values of t and d.

Proposition 3.8. Let t = qpu, d = qpr, where p is an odd prime number and q, u, r are positive
integers such that p ∤ q and r > ut+ 1− νp((t− 1)!). Then d does not satisfy the condition Ct.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, it suffices to show that (3) does not hold for some c < d
and n ∈ Z. We take c = (t − 1)pr−u + pr−u−1 and n = −1 in (3) and check the validity of the
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following congruence:

(6)

1

((t− 1)pr−u + pr−u−1)!

⌊

(t−1)pr−u+pr−u−1

t

⌋

∑

k=1

qktprkt

∑

−(t−1)pr−u−pr−u−1≤j1<...<j(t−1)pr−u+pr−u−1
−kt

≤−1

j1 · . . . · j(t−1)pr−u+pr−u−1−kt

= (−1)(t−1)pr−u+pr−u−1

⌊

(t−1)pr−u+pr−u−1

t

⌋

∑

k=1

∑

−(t−1)pr−u−pr−u−1≤i1<...<ikt≤−1

qktprkt

i1 · . . . · ikt

≡ 0 (mod qpr).

The summands on the left hand side with the least p-adic valuation are of the form

qtprt

−pr−u−1a
∏t−1

l=1(−lpr−u)
,

where a ∈ {1, . . . , p(t− 1) + 1} and p ∤ a. Their sum is equal to

p(t−1)+1
∑

a=1,p∤a

qtprt

−pr−u−1a
∏t−1

l=1 −lpr−u
=

(−q)tptu+1

(t− 1)!

p(t−1)+1
∑

a=1,p∤a

1

a

≡
(−q)tptu+1

(t− 1)!

(

1 + (t− 1)

p−1
∑

b=1

b

)

≡
(−q)tptu+1

(t− 1)!

(

1 +
(t− 1)(p− 1)p

2

)

≡
(−q)tptu+1

(t− 1)!
(mod ptu+2−νp((t−1)!))

and hence its p-adic valuation is equal to ut + 1 − νp((t − 1)!). Any other summand has p-adic
valuation greater than ut + 1 − νp((t − 1)!). Thus, the left hand side of (6) has p-adic valuation
tu+ 1− νp((t− 1)!) < r, which means that this congruence does not hold. �

As an immediate consequence of the last proposition, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.9. Let t = pu, d = pr, where p is a prime number and u, r are positive integers such
that r > ut+ 1− νp((t− 1)!). Then the condition Ct does not hold.

The following proposition gives a sufficient condition for d to satisfy the condition Ct.

Proposition 3.10. Let

νp(d) ≤ (νp(d) − γp(d) + αp + 1)kp(d)t−

αp
∑

g=0

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−g

⌋

for each prime divisor p of d, where

kp(d) =max

{

1,

⌈

1

t

⌊

d− 1

pνp(d)+1

⌋⌉}

,

αp =

⌊

logp
kp(d)tp

γp(d)

d

⌋

,

γp(d) =⌊logp d⌋.

Then d satisfies the condition Ct.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to check the validity of the congruences

1

t

t−1
∑

s=0

(

−1 + dζst
c

)

≡

(

−1

c

)

(mod pνp(d))(7)
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for each c ∈ {0, . . . , d − 1} and prime number p dividing d. From Corollary 3.4 we know that (7)
is true for c < t. We are left with the proof of (7) for c ∈ {t, . . . , d − 1}. By Corollary 3.3 the
congruence (7) is equivalent to the following one:

(−1)c
⌊ c

t ⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<ikt≤−1

dkt

i1 · . . . · ikt
≡ 0 (mod pνp(d)).(8)

A summand of the left hand side has the least p-adic valuation if the set {i1, . . . , ikt} contains all
the values with p-adic valuation greater than νp(d) and as few values with p-adic valuation less
than νp(d) as possible. Hence, the value of k for this summand is the least positive integer such

that kt ≥ ⌊ d−1
pνp(d)+1 ⌋. This means that

k = kp(d) = max

{

1,

⌈

1

t

⌊

d− 1

pνp(d)+1

⌋⌉}

.

Since {i1, . . . , ikt} ⊂ {1− d, . . . ,−1}, the minimal p-adic valuation is attained, when {i1, . . . , ikt}

contains
⌊

d−1
pγp(d)

⌋

values with p-adic valuation γp(d),
⌊

d−1
pγp(d)−h

⌋

−
⌊

d−1
pγp(d)−h+1

⌋

values with p-adic

valuation γp(d)− h for each h ∈ {1, . . . , αp} and kp(d)t−
⌊

d−1
pγp(d)−αp

⌋

values with p-adic valuation

γp(d) − αp − 1, where αp is the greatest integer such that kp(d)t−
⌊

d−1
pγp(d)−αp

⌋

> 0. Thus,

αp =

⌊

logp
kp(d)tp

γp(d)

d

⌋

.

After the above preparation we estimate the least possible p-adic valuation of dkp(d)t

i1·...·ikp(d)t
:

νp

(

dkp(d)t

i1 · . . . · ikp(d)t

)

≥ νp(d)kp(d)t−

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)

⌋

γp(d)

−

αp
∑

h=1

(⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h

⌋

−

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h+1

⌋)

(γp − h)

−

(

kp(d)t −

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−αp

⌋)

(γp − αp − 1)

= (νp(d)− γp(d))kp(d)t+

αp
∑

h=1

(⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h

⌋

−

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h+1

⌋)

h

+

(

kp(d)t −

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−αp

⌋)

(αp + 1)

= (νp(d)− γp(d))kp(d)t

+

αp
∑

g=1





αp
∑

h=g

(⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h

⌋

−

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−h+1

⌋)

+

(

kp(d)t −

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−αp

⌋)





+

(

kp(d)t −

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−αp

⌋)

= (νp(d)− γp(d))kp(d)t+

αp+1
∑

g=1

(

kp(d)t−

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−g+1

⌋)

= (νp(d)− γp(d) + αp + 1)kp(d)t−

αp
∑

g=0

⌊

d− 1

pγp(d)−g

⌋

≥ νp(d).

We have now proved (8) for any c ∈ {t, . . . , d− 1} and we are done. �

An easy consequence of Proposition 3.10 is the following result for d being a power of a prime
number.

Corollary 3.11. Let d = pr for some prime number p and positive integer r ≤ (αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1−1

p−1 , where αp = ⌊logp t⌋. Then d satisfies the condition Ct.
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Proof. We see that for d = pr we have

kp(p
r) = 1, αp =

⌊

logp
tpγp(p

r)

pr

⌋

=
⌊

logp t
⌋

and

⌊

pr − 1

pγp(pr)−h

⌋

=

⌊

pr − 1

pr−h

⌋

= ph − 1.

Then the lower bound for the p-adic valuation of prt

i1·...·ikt
takes the form

(νp(p
r)− γp(p

r) + αp + 1)t−

αp
∑

g=0

⌊

pr − 1

pγp(pr)−g

⌋

= (αp + 1)t−

αp
∑

g=0

(pg − 1)

= (αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
.

Hence d satisfies the condition Ct, which was to be proved. �

Summing up the results from this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. If d ≤ t, then d satisfies the condition Ct by Corollary 3.4.
If d = pr, where p is a prime number and r is a positive integer not from the interval

(

(αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
, (αp + 1)t− νp(t!)

]

,

then we check the validity of the condition Ct by Corollary 3.11 for r ≤ (αp + 1)(t+ 1)− pαp+1−1
p−1

and failure of Ct by Proposition 3.7 for r > (αp + 1)t − νp(t!). If additionally p is an odd prime
number and t = pu for some positive integer u, then from Corollary 3.9 we conclude the failure of

the condition Ct for r > (αp + 1)(t + 1) − pαp+1−1
p−1 . Indeed, Corollary 3.9 states the failure of Ct

for r > ut+ 1− νp((t− 1)!). Thus, it suffices to show that

ut+ 1− νp((t− 1)!) = (αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
.

First, we see that αp = ⌊logp t⌋ = u. Second, we compute

νp((t− 1)!) =

u
∑

j=1

⌊

t− 1

pj

⌋

=

u−1
∑

j=1

(pu−j − 1) =





u−1
∑

j=0

pj



− u =
pu − 1

p− 1
− u.

Finally, compute

ut+ 1− νp((t− 1)!) = ut+ 1−
pu − 1

p− 1
+ u = ut+ u+ t+ 1−

pu − 1

p− 1
− t

= (u+ 1)(t+ 1)−
pu − 1

p− 1
− pu = (u+ 1)(t+ 1)−

pu+1 − 1

p− 1

= (αp + 1)(t+ 1)−
pαp+1 − 1

p− 1
.

If d is a composite number not being a power of prime number and such that d > tpνp(d), then
d does not satisfy the condition Ct by Proposition 3.6. �

4. Remarks and examples

If we fix t ∈ N+, Theorem 2.3 gives us a criterion for satisfying Ct for all but finitely many
positive integers d. The theorem does not cover the case of d ∈ At but then we can try to apply
Propositions 3.5, 3.7, 3.8, 3.10 or the following one.

Proposition 4.1. Let t = qpu, d = (q + 1)pr, where p is a prime number and q, u, r are positive
integers such that p ∤ q(q + 1) and r > ut− νp(t!). Then d does not satisfy the condition Ct.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, it suffices to show that (3) does not hold for some c < d
and n ∈ Z. We take c = qpr and n = −1 in (3) and check the validity of the following congruence:

1

(qpr)!

pr−u

∑

k=1

(q + 1)ktprkt
∑

−qpr≤i1<...<iqpr−kt≤−1

j1 · . . . · jqpr−kt

= (−1)qp
r

pr−u

∑

k=1

∑

−qpr≤i1<...<ikt≤−1

(q + 1)ktprkt

i1 · . . . · ikt
≡ 0 (mod (q + 1)pr).

(9)
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The summand on the left hand side with the least p-adic valuation is equal to

(q + 1)tprt
∏t

l=1(l − t− 1)pr−u
,

obtained for k = 1 and il = (l − t − 1)pr−u, where l ∈ {1, . . . , t}. Its p-adic valuation is equal to
tu − νp(t!). Any other summand has greater p-adic valuation since any value other than (l − t −
1)pr−u, l ∈ {1, . . . , t}, has p-adic valuation smaller than r − u. Thus, the left hand side of (9) has
p-adic valuation tu− νp(t!) < r. This means that the congruence (9) is not true. �

However, it is possible that there still remain some values d to be checked. We have no criterion
for them. The reason is that we cannot compute a p-adic valuation of any expression

1

c!

⌊ c
t ⌋
∑

k=1

dkt
∑

n−c+1≤j1<...<jc−kt≤n

j1 · . . . · jc−kt

by finding a unique summand with the minimal p-adic valuation, for some prime divisor p of d.
Then, by Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, having some remaining value d, it suffices to test the
validity of congruences (2) for one fixed value n ∈ Z and all the values c ∈ {t, . . . , d− 1}.

We support the above discussion by giving all the pairs (t, d) ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} × N+ such that d
satisfies the condition Ct.

If t = 1, then the condition Ct = C1 takes the form
(

n+ d

d− 1

)

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

for each integer n. If d > 1, then Corollary 2.4 is sufficient to claim that d satisfies C1 if and only
if d is a prime number.

If t = 2, then the condition Ct = C2 takes the form

1

2

((

n+ d

d− 1

)

+

(

n− d

d− 1

))

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

for each integer n. This is, up to the factor 1
2 , the condition from the proof of [14, Theorem 8.10].

Theorem 2.3 suffices to claim that C2 is satisfied if and only if d ∈ {1, 8} or d = pr, where p is a
prime number and r ∈ {1, 2}.

If t = 3, then the condition Ct = C3 takes the form

1

3

(

(

n+ d

d− 1

)

+

(

n+ d i
√
3−1
2

d− 1

)

+

(

n+ d−i
√
3−1
2

d− 1

)

)

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

for each integer n, where i is the imaginary unit. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, its equivalent
version is as follows (here we put n = −1):

1

c!

⌊ c
3⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<i3k≤−1

d3k(−1)c
i1 · . . . · i3k

≡ 0 (mod d), c ∈ {t, . . . , d− 1}.(10)

Theorem 2.3 implies that if d 6= 6, then C3 is satisfied if and only if d ∈ {1, 16, 32, 81} or d = pr,
where p is a prime number and r ∈ {1, 2, 3}. The value d = 6 cannot be verified by any of
Propositions 3.5, 3.7, 3.8, 3.10 or 4.1. Hence, we check the congruence (10) for d = 6:

(−1)c
∑

−c≤i1<...<i3k≤−1

63k

i1 · . . . · i3k
≡ 0 (mod 6), c ∈ {3, 4, 5}.

We see that the above congruence is false for c = 5 as we have three summands with 2-adic
valuation 0, namely

63

(−5) · (−4) · (−2)
,

63

(−4) · (−3) · (−2)
,

63

(−4) · (−2) · (−1)
,

and the remaining ones have positive 2-adic valuation. Thus, the condition C3 is not satisfied by
d = 6.
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If t = 4, then the condition Ct = C4 takes the form

1

4

((

n+ d

d− 1

)

+

(

n+ di

d− 1

)

+

(

n− d

d− 1

)

+

(

n− di

d− 1

))

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

for each integer n. Equivalently, using Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, and putting n = −1, we have

1

c!

⌊ c
4⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<i4k≤−1

d4k(−1)c
i1 · . . . · i4k

≡ 0 (mod d).

Theorem 2.3 implies that if d 6∈ {6, 12, 512, 2187}, then C4 is satisfied if and only if d ∈ {1, 32, 64, 128, 243, 256, 729}
or d = pr, where p is a prime number and r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. For d = 6 we apply Proposition 3.10 to
claim that C4 holds. For d = 12 we apply Proposition 3.5 with p = 2 and β2 = 1 to see that C4

does not hold. For d ∈ {512, 2187} we should check the congruences

(−1)c
⌊ c

4⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<i4k≤−1

21874k

i1 · . . . · i4k
≡ 0 (mod 2187)(11)

for c ∈ {4, . . . , d− 1}.
For d = 512 we consider c = 384. There are three summands with the least 2-adic valuation,

equal to 8: 5124

256·128·384·64 , 5124

256·128·384·192 and 5124

256·128·384·320 . The remaining summands in the left
hand side of (11) have 2-adic valuation greater than 8, which means that the 2-adic valuation of
(11) is 8. Hence, C4 is not satisfied for d = 512.

For d = 2187 we consider c = 1701. The summands with the least 3-adic valuation, equal to 6,

are 21874

729·1458·243a·243b , where a, b ∈ {1, 2, 4, 5, 7} and a < b. Hence, their sum is

∑

1≤a<b≤7,3∤ab

21874

729 · 1458 · 243a · 243b
=

36

2

∑

1≤a<b≤7,3∤ab

1

ab
.

Since
∑

1≤a<b≤7,3∤ab
1
ab

≡ 1 (mod 3), the 3-adic valuation of the left hand side in the above identity

is 6. The remaining summands in the left hand side of (11) have 3-adic valuation greater than 6,
which means that (11) is not satisfied. Hence, C4 does not hold for d = 2187.

If t = 5, then the condition Ct = C5 takes the form

1

5

4
∑

s=0

(

n+ dζs5
d− 1

)

≡

(

n

d− 1

)

(mod d)

for each integer n. Equivalently, using Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, and putting n = −1, we have

1

c!

⌊ c
5⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<i5k≤−1

d5k(−1)d−1

i1 · . . . · i5k
≡ 0 (mod d), c ∈ {5, . . . , d− 1}.

Theorem 2.3 implies that if d 6∈ {6, 12, 15, 20, 4096, 19683}, then C5 is satisfied if and only if
d ∈ {1, 64, 128, 256, 512, 729, 1024, 2048, 2187, 6561, 15625} or d = pr, where p is a prime number
and r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. For d ∈ {6, 12} we apply Proposition 3.10 to conclude that C5 holds. For
d ∈ {15, 20, 4096, 19683} we should check the congruences

(−1)c
⌊ c

5⌋
∑

k=1

∑

−c≤i1<...<i5k≤−1

d5k

i1 · . . . · i5k
≡ 0 (mod pνp(d))(12)

for c ∈ {5, . . . , d− 1} and any prime divisor p of d.
For d = 15 we take c = 13 and see that the summands in the above congruence with the least

3-adic valuation, equal to 0, are of the form 155

3·6·9·12·a , where a ∈ {1, . . . , 13} and 3 ∤ a. Then the
sum of these summands is

13
∑

a=1,3∤a

155

3 · 6 · 9 · 12 · a
=

55

8

13
∑

a=1,3∤a

1

a
≡ 1 (mod 3)

and thus it has 3-adic valuation equal to 0. As a result, the left hand side of congruence (12) has
3-adic valuation equal to 0, which means that the condition C5 does not hold.



BINOMIAL COEFFICIENTS, ROOTS OF UNITY AND POWERS OF PRIME NUMBERS 11

For d = 20 we take c = 18 and see that there are 5 summands in the above congruence with the
least 2-adic valuation. They are of the form

205

4 · 8 · 12 · 16 · 2a
, a ∈ {1, 3, 5, 7, 9}

and their 2-adic valuation is equal to −2. As a result, the left hand side of congruence (12) has
2-adic valuation equal to −2, which means that the condition C5 does not hold.

For d = 4096 = 212 we take c = 3072 and see that there are 3 summands in the above congruence
with the least 2-adic valuation. They are of the form

40965

1024 · 2048 · 3072 · 512a · 512b
, a, b ∈ {1, 3, 5}, a < b

and their 2-adic valuation is equal to 11. As a result, the left hand side of congruence (12) has
2-adic valuation equal to 11, which means that the condition C5 does not hold.

For d = 19683 = 39 we take c = 15309 and see that the summands in the above congruence
with the least 3-adic valuation, equal to 8, are of the form

196835

6561 · 13122 · 2187a · 2187b · 2187c
, a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 4, 5, 7}, a < b < c.

Then the sum of these summands is
∑

1≤a<b<c≤7,3∤abc

196835

6561 · 13122 · 2187a · 2187b · 2187c

=
38

2 · 1 · 2 · 4 · 5 · 7

∑

1≤x<y<z≤7,3∤xyz

xyz ≡ 2 · 38 (mod 39)

and thus it has 3-adic valuation equal to 8. As a result, the left hand side of congruence (12) has
3-adic valuation equal to 8, which means that the condition C5 does not hold.
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