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Abstract. In this paper, we give a new proof of Hirose–Sato’s formula for the expansion of

ζ({2}a1−1, 3, . . . , {2}ar−1, 3, {2}c−1, 1, {2}b1 , . . . , 1, {2}bs)
in the Hoffman basis, using the drop 1 relation.

1. Introduction

For positive integers k1, . . . , kr with kr ≥ 2, the multiple zeta value (MZV) ζ(k1, . . . , kr) is
defined by

ζ(k1, . . . , kr) :=
∑

0<n1<···<nr

1

nk1
1 · · ·n

kr
r

.

Linear relations among MZVs have been studied for many years. For each positive integer c,
the relation

(1.1) ζ(3, {2}c−1, 1, 2) = ζ({2}c+2) + 2ζ(3, 3, {2}c−1)

is known as Hoffman’s conjectural identity and had remained open for about seventeen years.
Here the notation {2}n denotes the string 2, . . . , 2 in which the entry 2 is repeated n times.
Charlton proved in [3] that there exists a rational number qc such that ζ(3, {2}c−1, 1, 2) =
qcζ({2}c+2) + 2ζ(3, 3, {2}c−1), and Hirose and Sato proved not only Hoffman’s conjectural
identity but also the following more general theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Hirose–Sato [5]). For positive integers a, b, and c, we have

ζ({2}a−1, 3, {2}c−1, 1, {2}b)

= ζ({2}a+b+c) + ζ({2}a−1, 3, {2}b−1, 3, {2}c−1) + ζ({2}b−1, 3, {2}a−1, 3, {2}c−1).

Their proof can be viewed as showing that the above identity is a consequence of the
confluence relation later formulated in [6].

Hirose and Sato gave a further generalization in [7], and we set up notation in order to
state their result. Let H := Z⟨x, y⟩ be the non-commutative polynomial ring over Z in two
variables x and y. Let zk := yxk−1 for each positive integer k. Subrings H2,3 ⊂ H0 ⊂ H are
defined by H2,3 := Z⟨z2, z3⟩ and H0 := Z + yHx, respectively. A Z-linear map Z : H0 → R
is defined by Z(zk1 · · · zkr) = ζ(k1, . . . , kr) and Z(1) = 1. A product ⋆ on H2,3 is defined
inductively by

• w ⋆ 1 = 1 ⋆ w = w,
• wz2 ⋆ w

′ = w ⋆ w′z2 = (w ⋆ w′)z2,
• wz3 ⋆ w

′z3 = (w ⋆ w′z3)z3 + (wz3 ⋆ w
′)z3 + (w ⋆ w′)z32
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for any words w and w′ in H2,3, and then extended by Z-bilinearity. Let τ be an anti-
automorphism on H defined by τ(x) = y and τ(y) = x. Using this notation, we can now state
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Hirose–Sato [7, Proposition 14]). For w,w′ ∈ H2,3, we have

Z(w1τ(w2)) = Z(w1 ⋆ w2).

By specializing Theorem 1.2 to w1 = za−1
2 z3z

c−1
2 and w2 = zb−1

2 z3, we recover Theorem 1.1.
Hirose and Sato derived Theorem 1.2 from their block shuffle identity ([7, Theorem 10]).

Hoffman conjectured in [8] that any multiple zeta value can be expressed as a Q-linear
combination of the elements of

{ζ(k1, . . . , kr) | r ∈ Z>0, k1, . . . , kr ∈ {2, 3}}.
This conjecture was proved by Brown in [2]. Although the linear independence of these
elements remains open, they are called the Hoffman basis. Theorem 1.2 provides a family
for which the expansion in the Hoffman basis can be described explicitly, and, even more
remarkably, it shows that the expansion can be taken with integer coefficients. In general,
the coefficients are not integral; for instance,

ζ(3, 1, 4) = −2048

4125
ζ(2, 2, 2, 2)− 17

275
ζ(2, 3, 3) +

2

275
ζ(3, 2, 3) +

113

275
ζ(3, 3, 2).

In contrast, Hirose, Maesaka, Seki, and Watanabe recently proved in [4], together with an
explicit algorithm, that any multiple zeta value can be expressed as a Z-linear combination of

{ζ(k1, . . . , kr) | r ∈ Z>0, k1, . . . , kr ≥ 2}.
Their explicit expansions give rise to a family of relations among MZVs, which we refer to as
the drop 1 relation. Since their expansions have integer coefficients, it is natural to ask whether
Theorem 1.2 can be viewed as an expansion arising from the drop 1 relation. However, in
general, expansions coming from the drop 1 relation involve MZVs with entries greater than
3, so it is not obvious whether the expansion in Theorem 1.2, in which only 2 and 3 appear,
can be obtained from the drop 1 relation. The main result of this paper is that this is indeed
the case.

A subring H≥2 ⊂ H0 is defined by H≥2 := Z+ z2Z⟨x, z2⟩ = Z⟨z2, z3, z4, . . . ⟩. A linear map
D : H0 → H≥2, called the drop 1 operator, is defined in Definition 2.1, and its properties are
summarized in Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 1.3. For w1, w2 ∈ H2,3, we have

D(w1τ(w2)) = w1 ⋆ w2.

Not only does this theorem yield a new proof of Theorem 1.2, but it also implies, by
Theorem 2.2 (i), that the same relations hold for multiple zeta diamond values. We omit the
definition of ζ♢(k1, . . . , kr) here; see [4, Definition 2.3]. A Z-linear map Z♢ : H0 → QN is
defined by Z♢(zk1 · · · zkr) = ζ♢(k1, . . . , kr) and Z♢(1) = 1.

Corollary 1.4. For w1, w2 ∈ H2,3, we have

Z♢(w1τ(w2)) = Z♢(w1 ⋆ w2).

For example, the relation corresponding to (1.1),

ζ♢(3, {2}c−1, 1, 2) = ζ♢({2}c+2) + 2ζ♢(3, 3, {2}c−1)
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means that, for any positive integer N ,∑
0<n1<n2<···<nc<nc+1<nc+2<N

1

n3
1n

2
2 · · ·n2

cnc+1n
2
c+2

+
∑

0<n1<n2<···<nc<nc+1≤nc+2<N

1

n3
1n

2
2 · · ·n2

c(N − nc+1)n
2
c+2

=
∑

0<n1<···<nc+2<N

1

n2
1 · · ·n2

c+2

+ 2
∑

0<n1<n2<n3<···<nc+1<N

1

n3
1n

3
2n

2
3 · · ·n2

c+1

holds. Letting N → ∞ yields (1.1). On the other hand, if we take N = p for a prime p and
take modulo p, then we have the following relation among finite multiple zeta values (FMZVs):

ζA(3, {2}c−1, 3) + 2ζA(3, 3, {2}c−1) = 0.

Here, for positive integers k1, . . . , kr, the FMZV ζA(k1, . . . , kr) is defined as an element of

A :=
∏

p Z/pZ
/⊕

p Z/pZ by

ζA(k1, . . . , kr) := (ζp(k1, . . . , kr) mod p)p,

where p runs over all prime numbers, and

ζp(k1, . . . , kr) :=
∑

0<n1<···<nr<p

1

nk1
1 · · ·n

kr
r

.

This definition is due to Kaneko and Zagier ([9]). We have used a well-known formula:
ζA({2}c+2) = 0.

More generally, applying the same procedure to Corollary 1.4 (see Section 4 for more
details), we have the following. For a word w = zk1 · · · zkr , we set ←−w := zkr · · · zk1 , and wt(w)
denotes the total degree of w, that is, wt(w) = k1 + · · ·+ kr. A Z-linear map ZA : Z+ yH =
Z⟨z1, z2, . . . ⟩ → A is defined by ZA(zk1 · · · zkr) = ζA(k1, . . . , kr) and ZA(1) = 1.

Corollary 1.5. For words w1, w2 ∈ H2,3, we have

(−1)wt(w2)ZA(w1
←−w2) = ZA(w1 ⋆ w2).

This is a family of relations among FMZVs in which only 2 and 3 occur as entries. Since
the shuffle relation for FMZVs (−1)wt(w2)ZA(w1

←−w2) = ZA(w1 xw2) holds (see [9, 11]), Corol-
lary 1.5 can also be rewritten as

ZA(w1 x w2 − w1 ⋆ w2) = 0

which is of the form of a certain double shuffle relation.
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2. The drop 1 operator

We introduce the following notation to define the main operator. Let t be a positive integer,
let c = (c1, . . . , c2t) be a tuple of positive integers, and let S ⊂ Z.
• #A denotes the cardinality of a finite set A.
• [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} for n ∈ Z≥0. [0] = ∅.
• [2t]1c := {i ∈ [2t] | ci = 1}.
• [2t]>1

c := {i ∈ [2t] | ci > 1}.
• Peo(S) := {A ⊂ S | i ∈ A ∩ 2Z⇐⇒ i+ 1 ∈ A \ 2Z}.
• Poe(S) := {A ⊂ S | i ∈ A \ 2Z⇐⇒ i+ 1 ∈ A ∩ 2Z}.
• P��HHeo(S) := {A ⊂ S | i ∈ A ∩ 2Z =⇒ i+ 1 ̸∈ A \ 2Z}.
• P��HHoe(S) := {A ⊂ S | i ∈ A \ 2Z =⇒ i+ 1 ̸∈ A ∩ 2Z}.
• c(−A) := (ci1 , . . . , cir), where [2t] \A = {i1, . . . , ir} with i1 < · · · < ir, for A ⊂ [2t].
• c(−∅) = c, c(−[2t]) = ∅.

• δi∈B :=

{
1 if i ∈ B,

0 otherwise
for a set B.

• c(−A) − δB := (ci1 − δi1∈B, . . . , cir − δir∈B) for the above c(−A) and B ⊂ [2t].

Definition 2.1 (Hirose–Maesaka–Seki–Watanabe [4]). We define the drop 1 operator D : H0 →
H≥2 to be a Z-linear map given as follows. It suffices to define D(w) for each word w ∈ H0.
For c = (c1, . . . , c2t), we write D(c) = D(yc1xc2 · · · yc2t−1xc2t). The image D(c) is defined
inductively as follows:

D(c) =
∑

A∈Peo([2t]1c)

B∈P��HHeo([2t]>1
c )

#A+#B≥1

(−1)#B−1D(c(−A) − δB)x
#A+#B

+
∑

A∈Peo([2t]1c)

B∈P��HHeo([2t]>1
c )

#A+#B≥2

(−1)#B−1D(c(−A) − δB)z#A+#B

+
∑

A∈Poe([2t]1c)

B∈P��HHoe([2t]>1
c )

#A+#B≥2

(−1)#BD(c(−A) − δB)z#A+#B.

Here the initial condition is D(∅) = D(1) = 1.

Theorem 2.2 (Hirose–Maesaka–Seki–Watanabe [4]). The drop 1 operator D satisfies the
following properties:

(i) {w −D(w) | w ∈ H0} = Ker(Z♢) ⊂ Ker(Z),
(ii) D(w) = w for w ∈ H≥2,
(iii) D(w) = D(τ(w)) for w ∈ H0.

In particular, the identity Z(w) = Z(D(w)) implies that any MZV can be expanded as
a Z-linear combination of {ζ(k1, . . . , kr) | r ∈ Z>0, k1, . . . , kr ≥ 2}. Theorem 2.2 (iii) is not
mentioned explicitly in [4], but it follows easily by induction from the definition; it can also be
proved as follows. As noted in [4, the last sentence of Section 3], one has w−τ(w) ∈ Ker(Z♢).
Hence, by (i), there exists v ∈ H0 such that w− τ(w) = v−D(v). Therefore, by (ii), we have
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D(w− τ(w)) = D(v−D(v)) = 0. Although it is beyond the scope of this paper, we state the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.3. For words w,w′ in H0, if D(w) = D(w′), then either w′ = w or w′ = τ(w).

The corresponding statement with D replaced by Z was conjectured by Borwein, Bradley,
Broadhurst, and Lisoněk in [1]. By (i), if their conjecture is true, then the above conjecture
is also true.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.3. It suffices to consider the case where w1 and w2 are words, and we
prove the claim by induction on wt(w1) + wt(w2). If w1 = 1 or w2 = 1, then the claim is
clear from Theorem 2.2 (ii) and (iii). For non-negative integers r, s, and positive integers
a1, . . . , ar, b1, . . . , bs, c, it suffices to consider the case

w1τ(w2) = za1−1
2 z3 · · · zar−1

2 z3z
c−1
2 yzb12 · · · yz

bs
2 ,

without loss of generality. Let

c := [a1, . . . , ar; b1, . . . , bs; c]

:= ({1}2a1−1, 2, . . . , {1}2ar−1, 2, {1}2c−2, 2, {1}2b1−1, . . . , 2, {1}2bs−1).

Then D(w1τ(w2)) = D(c) holds. When r = 0, read as

c = [∅; b1, . . . , bs; c] = ({1}2c−2, 2, {1}2b1−1, . . . , 2, {1}2bs−1);

similarly for s = 0. For a setA ⊂ Z and an integer l, we use the notationA+l := {a+l | a ∈ A}.
Let l1 := a1, l2 := a1+a2, . . . , lr := a1+· · ·+ar, m1 := b1, m2 := b1+b2, . . . , ms := b1+· · ·+bs,
and t := lr + ms + c − 1. When r = 0 (resp. s = 0), lr := 0 (resp. ms := 0). Since we are
considering the induction step, we may assume that t > 0. Note that wt(w1τ(w2)) equals
2t + r + s, not t. In this situation, [2t]>1

c = {2l1, 2l2, . . . , 2lr} ∪
(
{0, 2m1, 2m2, . . . , 2ms−1} +

(2lr + 2c − 1)
)
and P��HHoe([2t]>1

c ) = P([2t]>1
c ) hold, where P([2t]>1

c ) denotes the power set of

[2t]>1
c .
We consider the case c > 1. Then P��HHeo([2t]>1

c ) = P([2t]>1
c ) holds. For A ∈ Peo([2t]1c),

decompose it as A = A1 ∪A2 ∪A3, where

A1 := A ∩ [2lr − 1], A2 := A ∩ ([2lr + 2c− 2] \ [2lr]), A3 := A \ [2lr + 2c− 1].

We define a map ι1 : P
eo([2t]1c)→ Poe([2t]1c) by

ι1(A) := (A1 − 1) ∪ (A2 − 1) ∪ {2lr + 2c− 3, 2lr + 2c− 2} ∪ (A3 + 1)

and a map ι2 : P
eo([2t]1c)→ Poe([2t]1c) by

ι2(A) := (A1 − 1) ∪ (A2 − 1) ∪ (A3 + 1).

A bijection Peo([2t]1c)⊔Peo([2t]1c)→ Poe([2t]1c) is obtained by sending an element A in the first
copy of Peo([2t]1c) to ι1(A), and an element A in the second copy of Peo([2t]1c) to ι2(A). For
A ∈ Peo([2t]1c), we have c(−A) = c(−ι2(A)). Therefore, if we compute the defining recurrence
for the drop 1 operator using this bijection, every term in the second sum is canceled by a
term in the third sum, and we are left with

D(c) =
∑

A∈Peo([2t]1c)
B∈P([2t]>1

c )
#A+#B≥1

(−1)#B−1

(
D(c(−A) − δB)−D(c(−ι1(A)) − δB)z2

)
x#A+#B
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+D(c(−{2lr+2c−3,2lr+2c−2}))z2.

For A ∈ Peo([2t]1c) or P
oe([2t]1c), there exist a′1, . . . , a

′
r, b

′
1, . . . , b

′
s, and c′ such that

c(−A) = [a′1, . . . , a
′
r; b

′
1, . . . , b

′
s; c

′].

Here a′1 ∈ [a1], . . . , a
′
r ∈ [ar], b

′
1 ∈ [b1], . . . , b

′
s ∈ [bs], c

′ ∈ [c], and a′1+· · ·+a′r+b′1+· · ·+b′s+c′ =
t + 1 − #A/2. Moreover, upon adding −δB, addition occurs between the corresponding
components; for example, when

c = [2, 1, 3; 4, 1, 1, 2; 3]

= (
1
1,

2
1,

3
1,

4
2,

5
1,

6
2,

7
1,

8
1,

9
1,

10
1 ,

11
1 ,

12
2 ,

13
1 ,

14
1 ,

15
1 ,

16
1 ,

17
2 ,

18
1 ,

19
1 ,

20
1 ,

21
1 ,

22
1 ,

23
1 ,

24
1 ,

25
2 ,

26
1 ,

27
2 ,

28
1 ,

29
2 ,

30
1 ,

31
1 ,

32
1 ),

A = {2, 3, 8, 9, 14, 15, 18, 19, 22, 23, 30, 31} ∈ Peo([32]1[2,1,3;4,1,1,2;3]),

and

B = {4, 17, 27} ⊂ [32]>1
[2,1,3;4,1,1,2;3] = {4, 6, 12, 17, 25, 27, 29},

we have

[2, 1, 3; 4, 1, 1, 2; 3](−{2,3,8,9,14,15,18,19,22,23,30,31}) = [1, 1, 2; 2, 1, 1, 1; 2]

= (
1
1,

4
2,

5
1,

6
2,

7
1,

10
1 ,

11
1 ,

12
2 ,

13
1 ,

16
1 ,

17
2 ,

20
1 ,

21
1 ,

24
1 ,

25
2 ,

26
1 ,

27
2 ,

28
1 ,

29
2 ,

32
1 )

and

[2, 1, 3; 4, 1, 1, 2; 3](−{2,3,8,9,14,15,18,19,22,23,30,31}) − δ{4,17,27}

= [1 + 1, 2; 1 + 1, 1; 2 + 2] = [2, 2; 2, 1; 4]

= (
1
1,

4
1,

5
1,

6
2,

7
1,

10
1 ,

11
1 ,

12
2 ,

13
1 ,

16
1 ,

17
1 ,

20
1 ,

21
1 ,

24
1 ,

25
2 ,

26
1 ,

27
1 ,

28
1 ,

29
2 ,

32
1 ).

Therefore, for any A,B with #A+#B ≥ 1, the induction hypothesis implies that there exist
words v1, v2 in H2,3 such that c(ι1(−A)) − δB corresponds to v1τ(v2), and we have

D(c(−A)−δB)−D(c(−ι1(A))−δB)z2 = D(v1z2τ(v2))−D(v1τ(v2))z2 = v1z2⋆v2−(v1⋆v2)z2 = 0.

Since we are in the case c > 1, we can write w1 = wz2 with a certain word w in H2,3. Then
we obtain

D(c) = D(c(−{2lr+2c−3,2lr+2c−2}))z2 = D([a1, . . . , ar; b1, . . . , bs; c− 1])z2 = D(wτ(w2))z2

= (w ⋆ w2)z2 = wz2 ⋆ w2 = w1 ⋆ w2.

It remains to consider the case c = 1. In this case, we have P��HHeo([2t]>1
c ) = {B ∈ P([2t]>1

c ) |
{2lr, 2lr + 1} ̸⊂ B}. For A ∈ Peo([2t]1c), decompose it as A = A1 ∪A3, where

A1 := A ∩ [2lr − 1], A3 := A \ [2lr + 1].

We define a map ι2 : P
eo([2t]1c)→ Poe([2t]1c) by

ι2(A) := (A1 − 1) ∪ (A3 + 1).

Since ι2 is a bijection in this case, we compute

D(c) =
∑

A∈Peo([2t]1c)
B∈P([2t]>1

c )
{2lr,2lr+1}̸⊂B
#A+#B≥1

(−1)#B−1D(c(−A) − δB)x
#A+#B
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+
∑

A∈Poe([2t]1c)
B∈P([2t]>1

c )
{2lr,2lr+1}⊂B

(−1)#BD(c(−A) − δB)z#A+#B

=
∑

A∈Peo([2t]1c)
B∈P([2t]>1

c )
2lr,2lr+1̸∈B
#A+#B≥1

(−1)#B−1F (c, A,B)x#A+#B

+D(c− δ{2lr})x+D(c− δ{2lr+1})x+D(c− δ{2lr,2lr+1})z2,

where

F (c, A,B) := D(c(−A) − δB)−D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr})x−D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr+1})x

−D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr,2lr+1})z2.

Since we may assume that r ≥ 1 and s ≥ 1, when 2lr, 2lr + 1 ̸∈ B, the same argument as in
the previous case shows that c(−A) − δB takes the form

c(−A) − δB = [a′1, . . . , a
′
r′ ; b

′
1, . . . , b

′
s′ ; 1],

where r′, s′, a′1, . . . , a
′
r′ , and b′1, . . . , b

′
s′ are suitable positive integers. Therefore, for any A,B

with 2lr, 2lr + 1 ̸∈ B and #A + #B ≥ 1, the induction hypothesis implies that there exist
words v1, v2 in H2,3 such that

D(c(−A) − δB) = D(v1z3τ(v2z3))

= v1z3 ⋆ v2z3

= (v1 ⋆ v2z3)z3 + (v1z3 ⋆ v2)z3 + (v1 ⋆ v2)z
3
2

= (v1z2 ⋆ v2z3)x+ (v1z3 ⋆ v2z2)x+ (v1z2 ⋆ v2z2)z2

= D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr})x+D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr+1})x

+D(c(−A) − δB∪{2lr,2lr+1})z2,

that is, F (c, A,B) = 0. Since we are in the case c = 1, r ≥ 1, and s ≥ 1, we can write
w1 = wz3 and w2 = w′z3 with certain words w,w′ in H2,3. Then we obtain

D(c) = D(c− δ{2lr})x+D(c− δ{2lr+1})x+D(c− δ{2lr,2lr+1})z2

= D([a1, . . . , ar−1; b1, . . . , bs; ar + 1])x+D([a1, . . . , ar; b2, . . . , bs; b1 + 1])x

+D([a1, . . . , ar−1; b2, . . . , bs; ar + b1 + 1])z2

= D(wz2τ(w
′z3))x+D(wz3τ(w

′z2))x+D(wz2τ(w
′z2))z2

= (wz2 ⋆ w
′z3)x+ (wz3 ⋆ w

′z2)x+ (wz2 ⋆ w
′z2)z2

= (w ⋆ w′z3)z3 + (wz3 ⋆ w
′)z3 + (w ⋆ w′)z32

= wz3 ⋆ w
′z3 = w1 ⋆ w2.

This completes the proof. □

In relation to the main result, we can consider the following conjecture.

Conjecture 3.1. For any word w in H0 that cannot be written in the form w1τ(w2) for words
w1, w2 in H2,3, we have D(w) ̸∈ H2,3.
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Hirose and Sato conjectured in [7, Remark 15] that the expansion of an MZV in the Hoff-
man basis has integer coefficients only for the expansion provided by Theorem 1.2. If their
conjecture is true, then Conjecture 3.1 also follows.

4. Proof of Corollary 1.5

For the definitions of ζ♢N , ζ♭N , and ζ♢♭
N , see [4, Definitions 2.3, 3.4, and 3.9]. Here we take

N = p.

Lemma 4.1. Let p be a prime and s be a positive integer. Let a1, . . . , as, b1, . . . , bs be positive
integers. Set l := a1 + · · ·+ as − s. Then, we have

ζ♢p ({1}a1−1, b1 + 1, . . . , {1}as−1, bs + 1) ≡ (−1)lζp(a1 + b1, . . . , as + bs) (mod p).

Proof. By [4, Corollary 3.10] and [10, Theorem 1.3] (= [4, Theorem 3.5]), we compute

ζ♢p ({1}a1−1, b1 + 1, . . . , {1}as−1, bs + 1)

= ζ♢♭
p ({1}a1−1, b1 + 1, . . . , {1}as−1, bs + 1)

=
∑

0<ni,1≤···≤ni,ai
≤mi,1≤···≤mi,bi

<p (i∈[s])
mi,bi

<ni+1,1 (i∈[s−1])

∏
i∈[s]

1

(p− ni,1) · · · (p− ni,ai)

1

mi,1 · · ·mi,bi

≡ (−1)l
∑

0<ni,1≤···≤ni,ai
≤mi,1≤···≤mi,bi

<p (i∈[s])
mi,bi

<ni+1,1 (i∈[s−1])

∏
i∈[s]

1

(p− ni,1)ni,2 · · ·ni,ai

1

mi,1 · · ·mi,bi

(mod p)

= (−1)lζ♭p(a1 + b1, . . . , as + bs) = (−1)lζp(a1 + b1, . . . , as + bs). □

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Corollary 1.4 is an identity in QN. By extracting the sequence of p-
components over primes p and projecting it to an identity in A, we have the desired equality.
For this argument, it remains to show that

ζ♢p ({2}a1−1, 3, . . . , {2}ar−1, 3, {2}c−1, 1, {2}b1 , . . . , 1, {2}bs)

≡ (−1)sζp({2}a1−1, 3, . . . , {2}ar−1, 3, {2}c−1, 3, {2}b1−1, . . . , 3, {2}bs−1) (mod p).

This follows immediately from Lemma 4.1. □
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