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1. Introduction

In this short note, we will prove a mod p congruence relating the truncated hypergeomet-
ric sums associated to

(
(12 ,

1
6 ,

5
6), (1, 1)

)
to symmetric squares of elliptic curves. Though this

congruence should follow from previous works on hypergeometric functions, the result does not
appear very well-documented (see Remark 1.2). This note thus serves mostly as an exposition
which aims at proving the congruence in a self-contained way.

We first make some definitions. Given a hypergeometric datum (α,β) with

α = (α1, · · · , αn) ∈ Cn

β = (β1, · · · , βn−1) ∈ Cn−1,

the associated hypergeometric function is defined as

nFn−1

[
α

β
; z

]
:=

∞∑
m=0

(α1)m(α2)m · · · (αn)m
(β1)m(β2)m · · · (βn−1)m

· z
m

m!

and the truncated hypergeometric sum is defined as

nFn−1

[
α

β
; z

]
r

:=
r∑

m=0

(α1)m(α2)m · · · (αn)m
(β1)m(β2)m · · · (βn−1)m

· z
m

m!
,

where (a)m :=
∏m−1

j=0 (a+ j). In general, for a power series

Let L be a number field and let p be a prime of L. Let N(p) denote the ideal norm of p, vp
denote the p-adic valuation on L, and Fp denote the residue field at p. For a ∈ L with vp(a) ≥ 0,
define (

a

p

)
:=


1 if a is a square in F×

p ,

−1 if a is not a square in F×
p ,

0 if a = 0 in Fp.
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2 PENGCHENG ZHANG

When p ∤ 2, it is easy to check that (
a

p

)
= a

N(p)−1
2

as elements in Fp.
Now, for an elliptic curve E/L and a good prime p of E, define

ap(E) := N(p) + 1− |E(Fp)|.

Theorem 1.1. Let L be a number field, E/L be an elliptic curve with j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}, and p be
a prime of L that is a good prime of E. Suppose that p ∤ 6 and vp(j(E)) = 0 = vp((j(E)−1728)).
Then,

ap(E)2 ≡
(
1− 1728/j(E)

p

)
· 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
;
1728

j(E)

]
N(p)−1

(mod p).

Remark 1.2. We make several remarks on the relating works and references.

(1) An analogue of this congruence (at least over Q) is known for hypergeometric character
sums by [HLLT25, Theorem 1] where one obtains an equality between ap(E)2 − p, i.e.,

the trace of Frobenius at p on Sym2H1
ét(E,Qℓ), and the product of (1−1728/j(E)

p ) and the

hypergeometric character sum associated to
(
(12 ,

1
6 ,

5
6), (1, 1)

)
. Here one should be able

to relate hypergeometric character sums to truncated hypergeometric sums (see [Lon20,
Theorem 4], [AGLT25, Lemma 5.9], [HLLT25, Section 4.5], and [BRS+25, Section 7.2]).

(2) In the CM case, it is expected that the congruence should hold modulo p2, namely,
the phenomenon of supercongruences arises, if one replaces ap(E)2 by ap(E)2 − 2N(p).
Here we refer to [Mor05, Theorem 4], [Sun12, Theorem 1.3], [BRS+25, Section 5 and
Section 6], and [Beu25, Theorem 1.26] for relevant results on supercongruences over Q,
we refer to [Zud18, Observation 4] for some explicit observations on the supercongruences
in the 3F2 case, and we refer to [RV03, RRV19] for general discussions on hypergeometric
supercongruences.

(3) The result by Asakura [Asa25, Corollary 0.2] may be viewed as some analogue of this
congruence from the viewpoint of Galois representations.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Ling Long, Danylo Radchenko, Fer-
nando Rodriguez Villegas, Fang-Ting Tu, and Wadim Zudilin for useful discussions on hyper-
geometric functions. Moreover, the author is especially grateful to Chi Hong Chow for his vital
idea on proving Proposition 5.3.

2. Preliminaries on elliptic curves

We start by recalling some well-known preliminary results on elliptic curves for completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let L be a number field and let

E1 : y2 = x3 +A1x+B1

E2 : y2 = x3 +A2x+B2

be two elliptic curves over L. Suppose that j(E1) = j(E2) /∈ {0, 1728}. Let γ = A1/B1

A2/B2
. Then,

E1 and E2 are isomorphic over L(
√
γ), and they are isomorphic over L if and only if γ ∈ (L×)2.

Proof. This is exactly [Sil09, Chapter X, Exercise 10.21, p. 360]. We will give a proof of the
first part, which is essentially the same proof of [Sil09, Chapter III, Proposition 1.4 (b), p. 47].

Since j(E1) = j(E2), we have

(4A1)
3

4A3
1 + 27B2

1

=
(4A2)

3

4A3
2 + 27B2

2

,

and hence

(A1/A2)
3 = (B1/B2)

2.
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Here all A1, A2, B1, B2 are nonzero since j(E1) = j(E2) /∈ {0, 1728}. Thus, over L(√γ),

E1
∼−−→ E2

(x, y) 7−→
(
(A2/A1)

1/2x, (B2/B1)
1/2y

)
.

□

Lemma 2.2. Let L be a number field and E1, E2 be two elliptic curves over L. Suppose that
j(E1) = j(E2) /∈ {0, 1728}. Then, ap(E1)

2 = ap(E2)
2 for all good primes p of both E1 and E2.

Proof. Fix a good prime p of both E1 and E2 and fix a rational prime ℓ with p ∤ ℓ. Let ρi :
Gal(L/L) → GL2(Qℓ) be the ℓ-adic Galois representation attached to Ei. By Lemma 2.1, there
exists a quadratic extension L′/L such that ρ1|Gal(L/L′)

∼= ρ2|Gal(L/L′). As Frob2p ∈ Gal(L/L′)

since L′/L is quadratic, we thus have

tr(ρ1(Frobp))
2 = tr(ρ1(Frob

2
p)) + 2 det(ρ1(Frobp)) = tr(ρ2(Frob

2
p)) + 2 det(ρ2(Frobp))

= tr(ρ2(Frobp))
2,

where we also use that det(ρi(Frobp)) = N(p). The result now follows from the fact that
ap(Ei) = tr(ρi(Frobp)). □

3. Reinterpretation of ap(E)2

Now, we will do a first reinterpretation of ap(E)2. Since j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}, by Lemma 2.2, we
may replace E/L by a different elliptic curve with the same j-invariant. Let

j0 := j(E) ∈ L− {0, 1728} and z0 = 1− 1728/j0 (∈ L− {0, 1}).

Consider

E0/L : y2 = x3 − 1

48z30
x+

1

864z40

E1/L(
√
z0) : y2 + xy = x3 −

1−√
z0

864
.

It is easy to check that j(E0) = j(E1) = j0, disc(E0) = j80 · (j0 − 1728)−9, and disc(E1) = j−1
0 .

We will thus replace E in Theorem 1.1 by E0 and give a reinterpretation of ap(E0)
2.

Lemma 3.1. The two elliptic curves E0 and E1 are isomorphic over L( 4
√
z0), and they are

isomorphic over L(
√
z0) if and only if L(

√
z0) = L( 4

√
z0).

Proof. Writing (x1, y1) = (x, y + 1
2x), we obtain that E1 is isomorphic to

y21 = x31 +
1

4
x21 −

1−√
z0

864
.

Writing (x2, y2) = (x1 +
1
12 , y1), we obtain that E1 is isomorphic to

E′
1 : y

2
2 = x32 −

1

48
x2 +

√
z0

864
.

Now, one computes that

−1/(48z30)

1/(864z40)
·
√
z0/864

−1/48
= z

3/2
0

and applies Lemma 2.1 to E0 (over L(
√
z0)) and E′

1. The result then follows. □

Corollary 3.2. Let p be a prime of L with p ∤ 6 and vp(j0(j0 − 1728)) = 0. Let P be a prime
of L(

√
z0) that lies above p and let p be the rational prime that lies below p. Then,

ap(E0)
2 ≡

{
aP(E1)

2 if
(
z0
p

)
= 1

−
(−1

p

)
aP(E1) if

(
z0
p

)
= −1

(mod p).
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Proof. First, suppose that
(
z0
p

)
= 1, i.e., z0 is a square in F×

p . Then, Fp = FP. By Lemma 3.1,

the reduction of E0 at p and the reduction of E1 at P are isomorphic over Fp( 4
√
z0). By the

same argument as in Lemma 2.2, one obtains that

ap(E0)
2 = aP(E1)

2.

Now, suppose that
(
z0
p

)
= 1, i.e., z0 is not a square in F×

p . Then, L ̸= L(
√
z0), p = P is inert

in L(
√
z0), and FP = Fp(

√
z0). We first take a digression and discuss when

√
z0 is a square

in F×
P. Note that the polynomial X2 − √

z0 has a root in FP if and only if
√
z0

(N(P)−1)/2 = 1

in FP, i.e., z
(N(p)2−1)/4
0 = 1 in Fp. Since p is inert in L(

√
z0), we have z

(N(p)−1)/2
0 = −1 in Fp.

This means that X2 − √
z0 has a root in FP if and only if (−1)(N(p)+1)/2 = 1 in Fp. That is,√

z0 is a square in F×
P if and only if

(−1
p

)
= −1.

We now return to the proof. Let E′
0/L(

√
z0) be the base change of E0/L to L(

√
z0). Then,

by interpreting ap(E0) and aP(E
′
0) as traces of Frobeniuses, one obtains that

ap(E0)
2 ≡ aP(E

′
0) (mod p).

Suppose first that E′
0 and E1 are already isomorphic over L(

√
z0). Then, L(

√
z0) = L( 4

√
z0) by

Lemma 3.1. In particular,
√
z0 is a square in F×

P, so
(−1

p

)
= −1. Then,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ aP(E

′
0) ≡ aP(E1) ≡ −

(−1
p

)
aP(E1) (mod p).

Now, suppose that E′
0 and E1 are not isomorphic over L(

√
z0). Let χ denote the quadratic

character associated to the quadratic extension L( 4
√
z0)/L(

√
z0), i.e., for a prime Q of L(

√
z0)

that is unramified in L( 4
√
z0)/L(

√
z0),

χ(Q) =

{
1 if Q splits in L( 4

√
z0),

−1 if Q is inert in L( 4
√
z0).

Since E′
0 and E1 are isomorphic over L( 4

√
z0) but not over L(

√
z0), by turning to the Galois

representations of E′
0 and E1, one obtains that

aP(E
′
0) = χ(P)aP(E1).

Now, by the assumptions on p and j0 (and hence z0), P splits in L( 4
√
z0) if and only if

√
z0 is

a square in F×
P. Combined with our digression, this implies that χ(P) = −(−1

p ). Hence,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ aP(E

′
0) ≡ aP(E1) ≡ −

(−1
p

)
aP(E1) (mod p).

□

To finish this section, we will give a hypergeometric interpretation of aP(E1). We first prove
a lemma on factorials.

Lemma 3.3. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and let l ∈ Z+. Then, for all 0 ≤ r ≤ pl−1
6 ,

43r ·
(p

l−1
2 )!

r!(2r)!(p
l−1
2 − 3r)!

≡ (−1)3r · (6r)!

r!(2r)!(3r)!
(mod p).

Proof. Note that

43r ·
(p

l−1
2 )!

(p
l−1
2 − 3r)!

= 23r ·
3r∏
i=1

(pl − 6r + 2i− 1)

and that

(−1)3r · (6r)!
(3r)!

= (−2)3r · (6r)!∏3r
i=1(2i)

= 23r ·
3r∏
i=1

(−6r + 2i− 1).

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 3r ≤ pl−1
2 , we have 6r − 2i+ 1 ≤ pl − 1, so

vp(−6r + 2i− 1) = vp(p
l − 6r + 2i− 1) =: λi < l
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and hence

−6r + 2i− 1

pλi
≡ pl − 6r + 2i− 1

pλi
(mod p).

In particular,

3r∏
i=1

(pl − 6r + 2i− 1) = p
∑3r

i=1 λi ·
3r∏
i=1

pl − 6r + 2i− 1

pλi

≡ p
∑3r

i=1 λi ·
3r∏
i=1

−6r + 2i− 1

pλi
=

3r∏
i=1

(−6r + 2i− 1) (mod p1+
∑3r

i=1 λi).

Write

λ = vp

(
43r ·

(p
l−1
2 )!

(p
l−1
2 − 3r)!

)
=

3r∑
i=1

λi = vp

(
(−1)3r · (6r)!

(3r)!

)
and

µ = vp(r!(2r)!).

Then, µ ≤ λ (e.g. by the integrality of (6r)!
r!(2r)!(3r)!) and

43r ·
(p

l−1
2 )!

r!(2r)!(p
l−1
2 − 3r)!

≡ (−1)3r · (6r)!

r!(2r)!(3r)!
(mod p1+λ−µ).

The result then follows. □

Proposition 3.4. Let p be a prime of L with p ∤ 6 and vp(j0(j0− 1728)) = 0. Let P be a prime
of L(

√
z0) that lies above p. Then,

aP(E1) ≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]
⌊N(P)−1

6
⌋

(mod P).

Proof. Let p be the rational prime that lies below p (and P). Note that

|E1(FP)| = 1 +
∑
x∈FP

((
x3 + 1

4x
2 − 1−√

z0
864

P

)
+ 1

)
,

so

aP(E1) = N(P) + 1− |E1(FP)| = −
∑
x∈FP

(
x3 + 1

4x
2 − 1−√

z0
864

P

)

≡ −
∑
x∈FP

(
x3 +

1

4
x2 −

1−√
z0

864

)N(P)−1
2

(mod P).

Since
∑

x∈FP
xi ≡

{
0 if (N(P)− 1) ∤ i or i = 0

−1 if (N(P)− 1) | i and i ̸= 0
, we obtain that

aP(E1) ≡
∑

r3+r2+r0=(N(P)−1)/2
3r3+2r2=N(P)−1

( N(P)−1
2

r3, r2, r0

)(
1

4

)r2(
−

1−√
z0

864

)r0

(mod P).

By the constraints, it is easy to see that r3 = 2r0 and r2 =
N(P)−1

2 − 3r0. Hence,

aP(E1) ≡
⌊N(P)−1

6
⌋∑

r=0

43r ·
( N(P)−1

2

r, 2r, N(P)−1
2 − 3r

)
·
(
−

1−√
z0

864

)r

(mod P).

The result now follows from Lemma 3.3 and the fact that
( 1
6
)r(

5
6
)r

(r!)2
= 432−r (6r)!

r!(2r)!(3r)! . □
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4. The case when
(1−1728/j0

p

)
= 1

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 when
(1−1728/j0

p

)
= 1, i.e., when z0 = 1− 1728/j0

is a square in F×
p . We first start by showing some congruences of factorials and truncated

hypergeometric sums that will be needed for the proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and l ∈ Z+. Then, for pl−1
6 < r ≤ pl − 1,

(16)r(
5
6)r

(r!)2
= 432−r (6r)!

r!(2r)!(3r)!
≡ 0 (mod p).(1)

Proof. Suppose first that pl ≡ 1 (mod 6). Consider the term
(
1
6

)
r
/r!. Note that

vp
((

1
6

)
r

)
=

∞∑
s=1

#
{
0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1

∣∣ 1
6 + i ≡ 0 (mod ps)

}
.

As pl−1
6 < r ≤ pl − 1 and 1

6 + pl−1
6 ≡ 0 (mod pl),

#
{
0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1

∣∣ 1
6 + i ≡ 0 (mod pl)

}
≥ 1,

so

vp(r!) =
l−1∑
s=1

⌊
r

ps

⌋
≤

l−1∑
s=1

#
{
0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1

∣∣ 1
6 + i ≡ 0 (mod ps)

}
< vp

((
1
6

)
r

)
.

Hence, vp
((

1
6

)
r
/r!

)
≥ 1. Now, suppose that pl ≡ 5 (mod 6). Then, a similar argument shows

that vp
((

5
6

)
r
/r!

)
≥ 1. The result then follows. □

Lemma 4.2. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and l ∈ Z+. Then, for pl−1
6 < r ≤ pl − 1,

(12)r(
1
6)r(

5
6)r

(r!)3
= 1728−r (6r)!

(3r)!(r!)3
≡ 0 (mod p).(2)

Proof. The result follows from the same argument as in Lemma 4.1 and that vp
((

1
2

)
r
/r!

)
≥ 0.

□

Proposition 4.3. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and l ∈ Z+. Then,

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

≡ 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

(mod p)(3)

as polynomials in t.1

Proof. Throughout this proof, for a power series
∑∞

n=0 ant
n, we write

Trunm,t

( ∞∑
n=0

ant
n

)
:=

m∑
n=0

ant
n.

Note that the usual Clausen’s formula gives that

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2
= 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

]

1One should also see [CDL+13, Lemma 18] for a mod p2 version of the truncated Clausen’s formula with
truncation at p− 1.
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as power series in t. Then,

Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2)
= Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2
⌊(pl−1)/3⌋

)
(1)
≡ Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

)
≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]2
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

(mod p),

and

Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

])
= Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

]
⌊(pl−1)/3⌋

)
(2)
≡ Trun⌊(pl−1)/3⌋,t

(
3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

)
≡ 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 4t(1− t)

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

(mod p).

The result then follows. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case when (1−1728/j0
p ) = 1.

Proposition 4.4. Let p be a prime of L with p ∤ 6 and vp(j0(j0 − 1728)) = 0. Suppose that

(1−1728/j0
p ) = 1. Then,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 1728/j0

]
N(p)−1

(mod p).

Proof. Write z0 = 1− 1728/j0 as before. By Corollary 3.2, Proposition 3.4, and that ( z0p ) = 1,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ aP(E1)

2 ≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]2
⌊N(P)−1

6
⌋

(mod P),

where P is some prime in L(
√
z0) that lies above p. It then follows from Proposition 4.3 with

t = (1−√
z0)/2 and pl = N(P) that

ap(E0)
2 ≡ 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 1728/j0

]
N(p)−1

(mod P).

The result now follows since both sides are in L. □

5. The case when
(1−1728/j0

p

)
= −1

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 in the case when
(1−1728/j0

p

)
= −1, i.e., when

z0 = 1− 1728/j0 is not a square in F×
p . As before, we will first show more congruences that will

be needed for the proof.

Lemma 5.1. Let p be a rational prime and let l ∈ Z+. For a ∈ Z×
p , let [a]0 be the least

nonnegative integer such that a ≡ [a]0 (mod pl) and let a′ = p−l(a + [−a]0).
2 Then, for all

a ∈ Z×
p and 0 ≤ m ≤ pl − 1,

(a)mpl

(mpl)!
≡ (a′)m

m!
(mod p).

2One should be cautious that in the theory of hypergeometric functions, the notations [a]0 and a′ are usually
defined with respect to p but not to pl.
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Proof. The congruence is trivially true for m = 0, so suppose that 1 ≤ m ≤ pl − 1. Note that

(a)mp =
m−1∏
r=0

pl−1∏
i=0

(a+ i+ rpl) =
m−1∏
r=0

(a+ [−a]0 + rpl) ·
m−1∏
r=0

∏
0≤i≤pl−1
i ̸=[−a]0

(a+ i+ rpl)

= plm ·
m−1∏
r=0

(a′ + r) ·
m−1∏
r=0

∏
0≤i≤pl−1
i ̸=[−a]0

(a+ i+ rpl).

For 0 ≤ i ≤ pl − 1 with i ̸= [−a]0, we have for all r ∈ Z,

λa,i := vp([a]0 + i) = vp(a+ i) = vp(a+ i+ rpl) < l

and hence

[a]0 + i

pλa,i
≡ a+ i+ rpl

pλa,i
(mod p).

Thus,

∏
0≤i≤pl−1
i ̸=[−a]0

a+ i+ rpl

pλa,i
≡

[−a]0−1∏
i=0

[a]0 + i+ rpl

pλa,i
·

pl−1∏
i=[−a]0+1

([a]0 + i− pl) + (r + 1)pl

pλa,i

≡ p−
∑

i λa,i · (pl − 1)! (mod p),

where
∑

i is taken over 0 ≤ i ≤ pl − 1 with i ̸= [−a]0. Note that

∑
i

λa,i = vp

(∏
i

(
[a]0 + i

))
=

l−1∑
s=1

#{0 ≤ i ≤ pl − 1 | i ̸= [−a]0 and [a]0 + i ≡ 0 (mod ps)}

=
l−1∑
s=1

(pl−s − 1),

so λ :=
∑

i λa,i is independent of a. In particular,

p−λ ·
∏

0≤i≤pl−1
i ̸=[−a]0

(a+ i+ rpl) ≡ p−λ · (pl − 1)! ≡ p−λ ·
pl−2∏
i=0

(1 + i+ rpl) (mod p).

Hence, for a ∈ Z×
p and 1 ≤ m ≤ pl − 1,

(a)mpl

(mpl)!
=

m−1∏
r=0

(a′ + r) ·
m−1∏
r=0

∏
0≤i≤pl−1
l ̸=[−a]0

(a+ i+ rpl)

m−1∏
r=0

(1 + r) ·
m−1∏
r=0

pl−2∏
i=0

(1 + i+ rp)

≡ (a′)m
m!

(mod p).

□

Lemma 5.2. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and let l ∈ Z+. Then,

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
p2l−1

≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
pl−1

· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; tp

l

]
pl−1

(mod p)(4)

as polynomials in t.
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Proof. Fix the rational prime p ∤ 6 and l ∈ Z+ and adopt the notations [a]0 and a′ in Lemma 5.1
with respect to pl. Then, by Lemma 5.1, for a ∈ Z×

p and 0 ≤ m,n ≤ pl − 1,

(a)mpl+n

(mpl + n)!
=

(a)mpl(a+mpl)n

(mpl)!(1 +mpl)n
≡ (a′)m(a)n

m! · n!
(mod p).

In our case, we see that ((16)
′, (56)

′) = (16 ,
5
6) or (56 ,

1
6) depending on pl (mod 6). Hence, for

0 ≤ m,n ≤ pl − 1

(16)mpl+n(
5
6)mpl+n

((mpl + n)!)2
≡

(16)m(56)m

(m!)2
·
(16)n(

5
6)n

(n!)2
(mod p).

This implies that

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
p2l−1

=

pl−1∑
m,n=0

(16)mpl+n(
5
6)mpl+n

((mpl + n)!)2
· tmpl+n

≡
( pl−1∑

m=0

(16)m(56)m

(m!)2
· (tpl)m

)
·
( pl−1∑

n=0

(16)n(
5
6)n

(n!)2
· tn

)
≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
pl−1

· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; tp

l

]
pl−1

(mod p)

□

Proposition 5.3. Let p ∤ 6 be a rational prime and let l ∈ Z+. Then,

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

≡ (−1)(p
l−1)/2 · 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; 1− t

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

(mod p)(5)

as polynomials in t.3

Proof. As before, fix the rational prime p ∤ 6 and l ∈ Z+ and adopt the notation [a]0 in
Lemma 5.1 with respect to pl. Using the similar argument as in Lemma 5.1, it is easy to show
that for a ∈ Z×

p and 0 ≤ r ≤ [−a]0,

(−1)r · (a)r
r!

=
(−a)(−a− 1) · · · (−a− r + 1)

r!
≡ ([−a]0)([−a]0 − 1) · · · ([−a]0 − r + 1)

r!

=

(
[−a]0
r

)
(mod p).

In our case, it is easy to check that

[−1
6 ]0 + [−5

6 ]0 = pl − 1 and min
{
[−1

6 ]0, [−
5
6 ]0

}
= ⌊p

l−1
6 ⌋.

Let A = [−1
6 ]0 and B = [−5

6 ]0. Then,

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
⌊ pl−1

6
⌋
=

⌊(pl−1)/6⌋∑
r=0

(16)r

r!
·
(56)r

r!
· tr

≡
min{A,B}∑

r=0

(
A

r

)(
B

r

)
· tr

≡ the constant term of (1 + tX)A · (1 +X−1)B with respect to X (mod p).

3One should also see [MP22, Theorem 4.2] and [BRS+25, Lemma 7.2], both of which imply a mod p2 version
of the result with truncation at p− 1.
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Since
∑

x∈F×
pl
xi ≡

{
0 if (pl − 1) ∤ i
−1 if (pl − 1) | i

, we obtain that

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

= −
∑
x∈F×

pl

(1 + tx)A · (1 + x−1)B = −
∑

x∈F
pl
\{0,−1}

(
x(1 + tx)

1 + x

)A

as elements in Fpl [t], where we use that A + B = pl − 1 and that (1 + x−1)p
l−1 = 1 for

x ∈ Fpl\{0,−1}. Now, let

h(X, t) =
X(1 + tX)

1 +X
.

Then,

h

(
1 + tX

t− 1
, 1− t

)
=

1+tX
t−1 · (1− (1 + tX))

1 + 1+tX
t−1

=
(1 + tX)(−tX)

t+ tX
= −h(X, t).

Hence, plugging in t = t0 ∈ Fpl\{0, 1}, we obtain that

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t0

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

= −
∑

x∈F
pl
\{0,−1}

h(x, t0)
A = −(−1)A

∑
x∈F

pl
\{0,−1}

h

(
1 + t0x

t0 − 1
, 1− t0

)A

= (−1)A · 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; 1− t0

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋

,

where the last equality follows from the bijectivity of the map x 7→ 1+t0x
t0−1 on Fpl\{−1}. In

particular, the two polynomials 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; t
]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋ and (−1)A · 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
; 1 − t

]
⌊(pl−1)/6⌋ agree

on Fpl\{0, 1}, so their difference is divisible by
∑pl−2

i=0 ti. As both polynomials are of degree

≤ ⌊p
l−1
6 ⌋, they must agree. The result then follows by noting that (−1)A = (−1)(p

l−1)/2. □

Corollary 5.4. Let p be a prime of L with p ∤ 6. Let z0 ∈ L be such that vp(z0) = 0 and(
z0
p

)
= −1. Then,

2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]
N(p)2−1

≡
(
−1

p

)
· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]2
N(p)−1

(mod P),(6)

where P is the unique prime in L(
√
z0) that lies above p.

Proof. This simply follows from applying Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 5.3 with t = (1−√
z0)/2

and pl = N(p), where we make use of the fact that ((1 −√
z0)/2)

N(p) ≡ (1 +
√
z0)/2 (mod P)

since ( z0p ) = −1. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case when (1−1728/j0
p ) = −1.

Proposition 5.5. Let p be a prime of L with p ∤ 6 and vp(j0(j0 − 1728)) = 0. Suppose that

(1−1728/j0
p ) = −1. Then,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ −3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 1728/j0

]
N(p)−1

(mod p).

Proof. Write z0 = 1−1728/j0 as before. By Corollary 3.2, Proposition 3.4, and that ( z0p ) = −1,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ −

(
−1

p

)
· aP(E1) ≡ −

(
−1

p

)
· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]
⌊N(P)−1

6
⌋

(mod P),
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where P is the unique prime in L(
√
z0) that lies above p. As N(P) = N(p)2, by Lemma 4.1 and

Proposition 4.3 with t = (1−√
z0)/2 and pl = N(p), and by Corollary 5.4, we have(

−1

p

)
· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]
⌊N(P)−1

6
⌋

(1)
≡

(
−1

p

)
· 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]
N(p)2−1

(6)
≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]2
N(p)−1

(1)
≡ 2F1

[ 1
6

5
6

1
;
1−√

z0
2

]2
⌊N(p)−1

6
⌋

(3)
≡ 3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 1− z0

]
⌊N(p)−1

6
⌋

(mod P).

Hence,

ap(E0)
2 ≡ −3F2

[ 1
2

1
6

5
6

1 1
; 1728/j0

]
N(p)−1

(mod P).

The result then follows since both sides are in L. □
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