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Abstract

We consider the Diophantine equation
a!b! = c!

due to Erdős, where we assume a ≤ b. It is widely believed that there are only finitely many nontrivial
solutions, and considerable work has been dedicated to showing this. In one direction, Luca ([6]) showed
that the set of c’s which can appear in solutions has density zero. Here we show that the set of a’s
appearing in solutions is also sparse. In particular, a cannot be one less than a large fraction of primes,
and, under the assumption that k

√
a! mod 1 is equidistributed in an appropriate sense, we show that the

set of such a’s has asymptotic density zero.

1 Introduction

Erdős asks the following problem in [5]: for which integers a1, . . . , at with t ≥ 2 and ai ≥ 2 for each i does
there exist an integer c so that

∏t
i=1 ai! = c!? This question, which is open even for t = 2, has been the

inspiration for dozens of papers in elementary number theory since at least the 1970s. It is widely believed
that there are only finitely many “nontrivial” solutions, i.e., those for which c − maxi ai > 1. In 1991,
Erdős [4] showed that for sufficiently large c, k ≤ 5 log log c; the constant was subsequently lowered, most
recently by [2], to (1 + o(1))/ log 2 ≈ 1.44. In 2007, Luca [6] showed that there are only finitely many
nontrivial solutions if the notorious abc Conjecture holds, and Nair-Shorey [7] refined this to a complete list
of solutions conditional on an explicit form of the abc Conjecture due to Baker. In the same paper, Luca
showed that the set of c’s that arise in solutions is of asymptotic density zero. Here, we focus on the t = 2
case, i.e., a!b! = c!, showing that the possible values of a are also rather sparse.

The following definition will play a key role throughout.

Definition 1. A solution to a!b! = c! with a < b in the integers is said to be “class k” if c− b = k.

Note that class 0 solutions must have a = 0 or a = 1 and b = c; it is easy to see that the solution is class
1 iff b = a! − 1 and c = a!. Thus, a solution to a!b! = c! is said to be “trivial” if k ≤ 1. It is conjectured
that the only non-trivial solution is the triple (6, 7, 10). Already the conjecture that there are no class 2
solutions is open (see [1]). In the definition above, and throughout the sequel, we assume that a < b. It is
straightforward to see that a ̸= b for nontrivial solutions. Indeed, if a = b, then c! = a!2. However, writing
νp(n!) for the p-adic order of n, this implies that νp(c!) = 2νp(a!) for every prime p, contradicting that
νp(c!) = 1 for every prime in (c/2, c], which exists by Bertrand’s Postulate.

In Section 2, we show that (Corollary 2.6) for any fixed k > 1, there exists 1/k natural density fraction of
primes p such that if a = p− 1, there are no solutions to a!b! = c!. The proof makes use of some interesting
elementary number theory: old results of Westland-Flüge on irreducible polynomials which are sparse in
the falling-factorial basis, Wilson’s Theorem, and Dirichlet’s Theorem. Then, in Section 3, by analyzing the
asymptotics of falling factorials, we show that c falls into a small interval defined by a and k, implying that
if k

√
a! (mod 1) is sufficiently equidistributed as a, k → ∞ – a much stronger version of which we conjecture

is true – then the set of a’s that appear in a solution is also of asymptotic density zero. Below we write xk

for the k-th falling factorial of x, i.e., x(x− 1) · · · (x− k + 1).
Here we collect a few useful bounds on possible solutions, especially, that k < a < b < c.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

03
18

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 2

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03188v1


Proposition 1.1. If a!b! = c! is a solution of class k, i.e., c− b = k, then k < a < k + 2⌈log2 c⌉.

Proof. Write sq(n) for the sum of the base-q digits of n. Clearly, νp(a!)+νp(b!) = νp(c!). Applying Legendre’s
Formula, we obtain

a− sp(a)

p− 1
+

b− sp(b)

p− 1
=

c− sp(c)

p− 1
,

from which it follows that a− (c− b) = sp(a)+ sp(b)− sp(c) for every prime p. Since a < b < c, in particular

|s2(a) + s2(b)− s2(c)| < 2⌈log2 c⌉.

Thus, |a− k| < 2⌊log2 c⌋. Now, we argue that a > k. First,

a! =
c!

b!
= c(c− 1) · · · (c− k + 1)

> (c− k + 1)k = (b+ 1)k ≥ (a+ 2)k.

Then taking the log of both sides above and applying Stirling’s approximation (that log a! < a log a) gives

a log a > log a! > k log(a+ 2)

so that k < a log a/ log(a+ 2) < a.

2 Solutions Modulo a Prime

In this section, we consider the equation a!b! = c! for fixed k modulo various primes, showing that there
are many values of a for which there can be no solution. We include the following standard lemma for
completeness.

Lemma 2.1. For a prime p ≡ 5 (mod 6), −3 is a quadratic nonresidue modulo p.

Proof. By multiplicativity of the Legendre symbol and Euler’s criterion,(
−3

p

)
=

(
−1

p

)(
3

p

)
= (−1)(p−1)/2

(
3

p

)
.

Then, by Quadratic Reciprocity,(
−3

p

)
= (−1)(p−1)/2(−1)(p−1)(3−1)/4

(p
3

)
= (−1)p−1

(
2

3

)
= −1

since p ≡ 2 (mod 3) and 2 is a quadratic nonresidue modulo 3.

The preceding lemma can then be used to rule out many values of a as possible participants in a solution
to a!b! = c! with k = 2, namely, a cannot be one less than a prime which is 5 (mod 6).

Proposition 2.2. There are no class 2 solutions to a!b! = c! in positive integers if a+1 is a prime congruent
to 5 (mod 6).

Proof. Note that c − b = 2 and a!b! = c! implies a! = c(c − 1). Suppose a! = c(c − 1) where a + 1 = p is a
prime congruent to 5 (mod 6). Then

c2 − c− a! = 0

so we have c =
1±

√
1−4(−a!)

2 . Thus, 1 + 4a! = 1 + 4(p − 1)! is a perfect square. By Wilson’s Theorem,
1 + 4(p− 1)! ≡ 1 + 4(−1) = −3 (mod p), so −3 is a quadratic residue modulo p. However, this contradicts
Lemma 2.1.
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Next, we consider the case of class 4: again, half of the primes can be ruled out as possible values of
a+ 1.

Proposition 2.3. There are no class 4 solutions to a!b! = c! in positive integers if a+1 is a prime congruent
to 2 or 3 (mod 5).

Proof. Suppose a! = c(c − 1)(c − 2)(c − 3), where a = p − 1 for some prime p. Note that b > 0 implies
c = b + 4 > 4, so c!/b! ≥ 24 > 3!, so we may assume a > 3 and so p > 4; furthermore, if b > 0 then
4! = c(c− 1)(c− 2)(c− 3) only has the solution c = 4, but then b = c− 4 = 0, a contradiction, so p ̸= 5. Let
r ≡ c/2 (mod p), and apply Wilson’s Theorem to conclude that

2r(2r − 1)(2r − 2)(2r − 3) ≡ −1 (mod p).

Now,
2r(2r − 1)(2r − 2)(2r − 3) = (4r2 − 6r + 1)2 − 1,

so
(4r2 − 6r + 1)2 ≡ 0 (mod p),

i.e., p|4r2 − 6r + 1. However, (2r − 3/2)2 − 5/4 = 4r2 − 6r + 1, so 5/4 is a quadratic residue mod p, which
happens iff 5 is a quadratic residue mod p. It is known this occurs only for primes p ≡ 1, 4 (mod 5).

For general k, we can show that at least a 1/k fraction of the primes cannot be a+ 1 if Fk := xk + 1 is
irreducible.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose Fk(x) = x(x−1) · · · (x−k+1)+1 is irreducible over Z. Let P0 be the set of primes
so that, if a = p − 1 for some p ∈ P0, then a!b! = c! has no class k solutions in positive integers. Then the
natural density of P0 in the primes is at least 1/k.

Proof. Suppose a!b! = c! is class k and a = p−1 for some prime p. Then c = b+k and a! = c!/b! = Fk(c)−1.
Then, reducing this equation modulo p yields ck ≡ a! (mod p), and by Wilson’s Theorem, this is equivalent
to Fk(x) ≡ 0 (mod p). However, by Theorem 1 and 2 of [8], the set P0 of primes p for which Fk(x) does not
have solution modulo p has positive density, and the density is at least 1/k.

Proposition 2.5. For k ≥ 2, Fk(x) is reducible over Z iff k = 4.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of a result by Westlund and Flüge, answering a question of Schur,
as discussed in [3].

Corollary 2.6. Fix k > 1. For at least a 1/k natural density subset of primes p, the equation

(p− 1)!b! = (b+ k)!

has no solutions for integers b.

Proof. By Theorem 2.5, Fk is irreducible if k ̸= 4, so Theorem 2.4 implies that a!b! = c! has no solutions in
the integers when c = b+ k and a = p− 1, for an at least 1/k density subset of the primes. Proposition 2.3
yields the remaining case, by Dirichlet’s Theorem on primes in arithmetic progressions.

From considerable numerical evidence, it appears to be the case that xk−a! is irreducible when a ≥ k+3
and k ≥ 1, except for (k, a) = (3, 6) and (4, 7) (corresponding to the sporadic nontrivial solution (6, 7, 10))
and also if there exists a t so that a = t! − 1 and k = t! − t. (It is not hard to argue that we may assume
a > k+2.) This last class of exceptions arises because Pt!−t,t!−1(t!) = 0, and corresponds to class 1 solutions.
If it is indeed the case that this polynomial is irreducible, then [8] implies there are primes p for which xk−a!
has no root modulo p, so a!b! = c! with c = b+ k also has no nontrivial solutions in integers a and b.

Conjecture 1. For integers a ≥ k+ 3 and k ≥ 1, if xk − a! is reducible, then (k, a) = (3, 6), (k, a) = (4, 7),
or there exists an integer t so that a = t!− 1 and k = t!− t.
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It is worth noting that even when p is not one of the primes ruled out by Corollary 2.6, the set of solutions
to (p− 1)!b! = (b+ k)!, i.e., a!b! = c! with c = b+ k and a = p+ 1, is still rather sparse.

Proposition 2.7. For p prime, the equation

(p− 1)!b! = (b+ k)!

has at most nk/p+ 1 solutions in the integers with b ≤ n.

Proof. Suppose (p−1)!b! = (b+k)!. Then, (p−1)! = Fk(b)−1. Taking this equation modulo p and applying
Wilson’s Theorem gives

−1 ≡ Fk(b)− 1 (mod p),

i.e., Fk(b) ≡ 0 (mod p). However, this equation has at most k solutions Ak ⊆ Z/pZ. If b (mod p) ̸∈ Ak, then
(p − 1)!b! ̸= (b + k)!. Since the set of b ∈ [1, n] so that b (mod p) ∈ Ak has cardinality ⌈nk/p⌉ ≤ nk/p + 1,
the conclusion follows.

3 Equidistribution and Falling Factorials

In this section, we prove our main result: that if the quantities k
√
a! are equidistributed (mod 1) in a very

weak sense, then the fraction of integers a for which there exist integers b, c ≥ 2 with a!b! = c! is 0. First,
we present a technical lemma which will be useful in some subsequent bounds.

Lemma 3.1. (1− x)−1/x ≥ e(1 + x
2 ) if x ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. Let f(x) = (1−x)−1/x, g(x) = e(1+ x
2 ), and h(x) = f(x)− g(x). Note that limx→0+ f(x) = e = g(0)

by L’Hôpital’s Rule, and limx→1− f(x) → ∞ > g(1) = 3
2e. Thus, limx→0+ h(x) = 0 and h(x) is positive as

x → 1+. To show that h(x) is positive within x ∈ (0, 1), we take the derivative of f and use the Taylor series
substitutions log(1− x) = −

∑
j≥1 x

j/j and (1− x)−1 =
∑

j≥0 x
j :

f ′(x) =
d

dx
(1− x)−1/x =

d

dx
e− log(1−x)/x

=

(
1

x2
log(1− x) +

1

x(1− x)

)
e− log(1−x)/x

=

 ∞∑
j=0

− xj−1

j + 1
+

∞∑
j=0

xj−1

 e− log(1−x)/x

= e− log(1−x)/x
∞∑
j=1

xj−1j

j + 1

Furthermore,

f ′′(x) = e− log(1−x)/x


 ∞∑

j=1

xj−1j

j + 1

2

+

∞∑
j=1

xj−2 j(j − 1)

j + 1

 > 0

So limx→0+ f ′(x) = e
2 = g′(0). Since g′′(x) = 0 and f ′′(x) > 0, we conclude h(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1], thus

f(x) ≥ g(x).

Next, we provide careful asymptotics of the quantity
k
√
rk for r large and k fixed.

Lemma 3.2. For an integer k ≥ 2 and any real r ≥ k,

0 ≤
(
r − k − 1

2

)
− k

√
rk ≤ k2

r − k

4



Proof. First, note that by the AM-GM inequality,

k
√
rk = (r(r − 1) · (r − k + 1))

1/k ≤
∑k−1

j=0 (r − j)

k
= r − 1

k

k−1∑
j=0

j = r − k − 1

2
.

Note that, for a positive integer s, we have∫ s

s−1

log x dx+
1

2
(log s− log(s− 1)) = s log s− (s− 1) log(s− 1)− 1 +

1

2
(log s− log(s− 1))

=

(
s− 1

2

)
(log s− log(s− 1)) + log s− 1

=

(
s− 1

2

)
log

(
s

s− 1

)
+ log s− 1

=

(
s− 1

2

)
log

(
1 +

1

s− 1

)
+ log s− 1

≤
(
s− 1

2

)(
1

s− 1
− 1

2(s− 1)2
+

1

3(s− 1)3

)
+ log s− 1

=
1

12(s− 1)2
+

1

6(s− 1)3
+ log s.

Summing from s = r − k + 1 to s = r yields∫ r

r−k

log x dx ≤
k−1∑
j=0

[
log(r − j)− 1

2
(log(r − j)− log(r − j − 1)) +

1

12(r − j − 1)2
+

1

6(r − j − 1)3

]

≤

k−1∑
j=0

log(r − j)

− 1

2
(log r − log(r − k)) +

k

12(r − k)2
+

k

6(r − k)3

so that

log
k
√
rk =

1

k

k−1∑
j=0

log(r − j)

≥ 1

k
[x log x− x]rr−k +

1

2k
[log(r)− log(r − k)]− 1

12
· 1

(r − k)2
− 1

6
· 1

(r − k)3

≥ 1

k

{
[r log r − r − ((r − k) log(r − k)− (r − k))] +

1

2
[log r − log(r − k)]

}
− 1

4(r − k)2

=
1

k

{
r log r − (r − k) log(r − k) +

1

2
[log r − log(r − k)]

}
− 1− 1

4(r − k)2

=
1

k

{
r(log r − log(r − k)) + k log(r − k) +

1

2
[log r − log(r − k)]

}
− 1− 1

4(r − k)2
.

Therefore,

k
√
rk ≥

(
r − k

r

)−r/k
r − k

e
e
− 1

4(r−k)2 ·
(

r

r − k

) 1
2k

=

(
1− k

r

)−r/k (
1− k

r

)−1
2k r − k

e
· e−

1
4(r−k)2

≥ e

(
1 +

k

2r

)(
e−k/r

)− 1
2k r − k

e
· e−

1
4(r−k)2 ,
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where we have used the facts that (1− δ)−1/δ ≥ e(1 + δ/2) by Lemma 3.1, taking δ = k/r. Continuing,

k
√
rk ≥ e

1
2r−

1
4(r−k)2

(
r − k

2
− k2

2r

)
≥

(
1 +

1

2r
− 1

4(r − k)2

)(
r − k

2
− k2

2r

)
= r − k − 1

2
+

rk(4k2 − 1) + 2k3 − 2(2k2 + k + 1)r2

8r2(r − k)

≥ r − k − 1

2
− 2k2 + k + 1

4(r − k)

≥ r − k − 1

2
− k2

(r − k)

where the last bound following by invoking the assumption that k ≥ 2.

Since integer solutions to a!b! = c! correspond to roots of the polynomial xk − a! with k = c− b, we can
use the preceding lemma to describe a short interval into which c must fall.

Theorem 3.3. For k ≥ 2, if c > k is a root of P (x) = xk − a!, then

c ∈ [
k
√
a! +

k − 1

2
,

k
√
a! +

k − 1

2
+

k2

c− k
]

Proof. If P (c) = 0, then, by Lemma 3.2,(
c− k − 1

2
− k2

c− k

)k

− a! ≤ 0 = ck − a! ≤
(
c− k − 1

2

)k

− a!

so

c ≥ k
√
a! +

k − 1

2
.

and

c ≤ k
√
a! +

k − 1

2
+

k2

c− k

The preceding theorem not only narrowly locates c as a function of a and k, but also does so for k
√
a!

(mod 1) relative to c because one endpoint is a half-integer and the other is nearly a half-integer. Thus, we
obtain the following main result.

Theorem 3.4. Let S′ = { k
√
a! mod 1 : 2 ≤ a ≤ A & 2 ≤ k ≤ 5 log logA}|. Suppose that when I ⊂ [0, 1] is

an interval, |S′ ∩ I| = |S′|(|I|+ f(|S′|)) for some function f . Then the number of solutions to a!b! = c! with
a < A and k := c− b ≥ 2 is

O(
√
A(log log(A))3) + f(

√
A)A log logA.

Furthermore, if f(t) = o(1/ log log t), then the number of a < A for which there exists a solution to a!b! = c!
is o(A).

Proof. By Erdős [4], for sufficiently large c, we have k ≤ 5 log log c. Note that the interval

Ic,k :=

[
c− k − 1

2
− k2

c− k
, c− k − 1

2

]
has length k2/(c−k). Furthermore, modulo 1, the interval I ′k := Ik (mod 1) is [1−k2/(c−k), 1] if k is odd or
[1/2− k2/(c− k), 1/2] if k is even. These are two nested families of intervals, so in a collection {Ic,k}(c,k)∈J ,
the total length of each is at most max(c,k)∈J k2/(c− k).

6



We start by splitting S := { k
√
a! : 2 ≤ a ≤ A & 2 ≤ k ≤ 5 log logA} in two. Let 1 ≤ γ ≤ A,

S1 = { k
√
a! : 2 ≤ a ≤ γ & k ≤ 5 log log γ}, and S2 = S \S1. Also write S′ = {s (mod 1) : s ∈ S} and S′

j = {s
(mod 1) : s ∈ Sj} for j = 1, 2. Note that whenever we define X ′ := {x (mod 1) : x ∈ X} from a set X, we
consider X ′ a multiset when computing cardinalities. Then let

I :=
⋃

k,c≥2

Ic,k

and
I ′ :=

⋃
k,c≥2

I ′c,k

The number of elements of S that fall into I is given by

|S ∩ I| ≤ |S1|+ |S2 ∩ I| ≤ |S1|+ |S′
2 ∩ I ′|

For the first summand, |S1| ≤ 5γ log log γ. For the second summand, note that S′
2 ∩ I ′ ⊆ I ′

1 ∪ I ′
2, where

I ′
j = I ′cj ,kj

with j = 1, 2 and (cj , kj) is chosen to be the pair maximizing k2j/(cj − kj) for kj ≡ j (mod 2)

such that S′
2 ∩ I ′cj ,kj

̸= ∅. If k
√
a! ∈ S2, by Theorem 3.3, c ≥ k

√
a! ≥ γ. So

k2

c− k
≥ (5 log log γ)2

γ − 5 log log γ
≥ 50(log log γ)2

γ

for sufficiently large γ, and I ′
j := Ij (mod 1) ⊆ I ′γ,5 log log γ for j = 1, 2. Therefore,

|S′
2 ∩ I ′| ≤

(
50(log log γ)2

γ
+ f(γ)

)
· |S2|

=

(
O

(
(log log γ)2

γ

)
+ f(γ)

)
·A log logA

Putting everything together and taking γ =
√
A, we have

|S ∩ I| ≤ |S1|+ |S2 ∩
⋃
c,k

Ic,k|

= O(γ log log γ) +

(
O

(
(log log γ)2

γ

)
+ f(γ)

)
·A log logA

= O(
√
A(log log(A))3) + f(

√
A)A log logA.

Thus, we conclude with the following conjecture which implies the appropriate equidistribution needed
to conclude that the set of a which participate in solutions to a!b! = c! is indeed sparse.

Conjecture 2. Let S = { k
√
a! mod 1 : 2 ≤ a ≤ A & 2 ≤ k ≤ 5 log logA}|. Then, for any interval I ⊂ [0, 1],

|S ∩ I| = |S||I|+O(|S|1−ϵ)

for some positive ϵ > 0 as A → ∞.
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