arXiv:2401.09935v1 [math.NT] 18 Jan 2024

On finite analogues of Euler’s constant

Masanobu Kaneko, Toshiki Matsusaka, and Shin-ichiro Seki

Abstract

We introduce and study finite analogues of Euler’s constant in the same setting as finite multiple zeta values. We define a couple of candidate values from the perspectives of a “regularized value of ζ(1)” and of Mascheroni’s and Kluyver–Nörlund’s series expressions of Euler’s constant using Gregory coefficients. Moreover, we reveal that the differences between them always lie in the Q-vector space spanned by 1 and values of a finite analogue of logarithm at positive integers.

1 Introduction

Euler’s constant γ, introduced by Euler [4] as the limit γ = lim_{n→∞} ( 1 + 1 2 + 1 3 + · · · + 1 n − log n ) , is one of the most renowned, mysterious mathematical constants. In particular, although there is a vast amount of works in the literature on γ, it is still unknown if γ is an irrational number or not. See Lagarias’s survey paper [17] for more details and in particular Euler’s work on his constant γ.

In this article, instead of investigating the real number γ itself, we define and study several “finite” analogues of Euler’s constant in the setting which has been drawn much attention in recent years in connection to the finite multiple zeta value. To motivate our study, we first briefly recall this rather new object and a notable conjecture concerning a connection to its real counterpart.

Let A be the quotient ring

A := ( ∏ p Z/pZ )/( ⨁ p Z/pZ )

of the direct product of Z/pZ over all primes modulo the ideal of the direct sum. The field Q of rational numbers can naturally be embedded diagonally in A, and via this the ring A is regarded as a Q -algebra.

For each tuple of positive integers (k_1, . . . , k_r), we consider a finite multiple zeta value ζ_A(k_1, . . . , k_r) in A given by^1

ζ_A(k_1, . . . , k_r) := ( ∑ 0<m_1<···<m_r <p 1 m^{k1}_1 · · · m^{kr}_r mod p ) p ∈ A. The Q -vector space Z_A spanned by all finite multiple zeta values becomes a Q -algebra by the so-called stuffle product structure. Then, our fundamental conjecture is the existence of an isomorphism of Q-algebras between Z_A and Z_R/ζ(2)Z_R, where Z_R is the Q-algebra of usual multiple zeta values in R and ζ(2)Z_R is the ideal of Z_R generated by ζ(2) (ζ(s) is the Riemann zeta function): Z_A^?≃ Z_R/ζ(2)Z_R

∈

∈ ζ_A(k) ←→ ζ_S (k)

with explicitly defined element ζ_S (k) in Z_R/ζ(2)Z_R which conjecturally corresponds to ζ_A(k) under the predicted isomorphism. See [11, 13] for more details, and [24] for multiple zeta values in general.

Let B_n be the Bernoulli number defined by the generating series x 1 − e^{−x} = ∞∑ n=0 B_n x^n n! (we adopt the definition with B_1 =^1_2 ) and consider for each k ≥ 2 an element Z_A(k) in A given by

Z_A(k) := ( B_{p−k} k mod p ) p . Note that by definition we may ignore finitely many p-components (in this case p’s with p < k) in order to give an element of A.

There are overwhelming evidences that the element in A which corresponds to ζ(k) mod ζ(2)Z_R under the conjectural isomorphism above should be Z_A(k). See, for instance, [21], [19] for an A-version of the so-called sum formula, where the correspondence Z_A(k) ↔ ζ(k) is visibly conspicuous, and [12], [6] for similar evidence in the Aoki–Ohno relation.

A heuristic argument to “justify” this correspondence is

ζ(k) “ ≡_{Fermat} ” ζ(k − (p − 1)) =_{Euler} − B_{p−k} p − k ≡ B_{p−k} k (mod p).

“Fermat” means forcibly applying Fermat’s little theorem to each summand of the Riemann zeta value. This can also be interpreted as a forbidden extrapolation of Kummer’s congruence, which are valid for negative integers, to positive integers.

The aim of the present article is, from the perspectives of γ as a regularized constant for ζ(1) and as series involving Gregory coefficients, to introduce possible analogues of γ in A in essentially two ways, and discuss their interrelation and some related matters.

1We often identify an element in A with its representative in ∏ p Z/pZ ≃ ∏ p Z_{(p)}/pZ_{(p)}, where Z_{(p)} is the localization of Z at (p).

2 Two analogues of γ, Wilson and Mascheroni

We proceed with a similar heuristic as for ζ(k) and define an analogue γ^W_A of Euler’s constant in A as follows. Let

W_p :=

(p − 1)! + 1 p ∈ Z be the Wilson quotient. Throughout the article, p always denotes a prime number.

Definition 2.1. We define γ^W_A in A by

γ^W_A := (W_p mod p)_p ∈ A.

A heuristic explanation to argue that this is an analogue of Euler’s constant is this^2. First, recall that γ is a “regularized value of ζ(1)”, or,

γ = lim_{s→1} ( ζ(s) − 1 s − 1 ) . As before, we apply the reasoning

ζ(1) “ ≡ ” ζ(1 − (p − 1)) = − B_{p−1} p − 1 , ending up in the value which is not p-integral. To remedy this, we add a “polar term” and have − B_{p−1} p − 1 + 1 p ∈ Z_{(p)}, by the theorem of Clausen and von Staudt [1, Theorem 3.1]. If we define β_n (n ≥ 1) by

β_n := { B_n/n if p − 1 ∤ n, (B_n + p^{−1} − 1)/n if p − 1 | n,

the value above is −β_{p−1}, and notably, it is known that various modulo p congruences for β_n hold uniformly, regardless of whether n is divisible by p − 1 or not (cf. [9]). In particular, Kummer’s congruence β_{2n} ≡ β_{2n+p−1} (p ≥ 5) holds for any n and, by the (forbidden) extrapolation, the “congruence”

“regularized value of ζ(1)” “ ≡ ” − β_{p−1} = − 1 p − 1 ( B_{p−1} + 1 p − 1 )

might look natural. Here we note that it has been known since more than a century that the last quantity in the parentheses is congruent to the Wilson quotient W_p modulo p:

2The first named author learned about ten years ago from Don Zagier that Maxim Kontsevich (in a private communication), who has considered the ring A in a different context [15], considered this γ^W_A should be an analogue of γ in A. His heuristic argument was, so it seemed, considerably different from the current one.

Proposition 2.2 (Glaisher [7]). For any odd prime p,

W_p ≡ B_{p−1} + 1 p − 1 (mod p).

One way to prove this is by using an explicit formula for Bernoulli numbers in terms of Stirling numbers of the second kind ([1, Theorem 2.8], see (2.5) below) and a congruence for Stirling numbers.

In this way, we may regard γ^W_A as an analogue of γ in A. Further, we introduce yet another analogue of Euler’s constant in A and establish a relation with γ^W_A and other quantities in A such as an analogue log_A(x) of logarithm.

Let (G_n)_n be Gregory coefficients (also known as Bernoulli numbers of the second kind) defined by x log(1 + x)

= 1 + ∞∑ n=1 G_nx^n. (2.1)

All G_n’s are rational numbers alternating in sign ((−1)^{n−1}G_n > 0 for n ≥ 1), first several of them being

G_1 = 1 2 , G_2 = − 1 12 , G_3 = 1 24 , G_4 = − 19 720 , G_5 = 3 160 , G_6 = − 863 60480 , . . . . Mascheroni [18, pp.21–23] proved the following beautiful formula for Euler’s constant: γ = ∞∑ n=1 |G_n| n = 1 2 + 1 24 + 1 72 + 19 2880 + 3 800 + 863 362880

+ · · · . (2.2)

This formula was later discovered independently several times, including by Kluyver [14] and Nörlund [20]. See [2, p.406] for more details. Actually, Euler essentially proved this formula as well in [5, §7 and §8], but unfortunately there is an erroneous shift by 1 in each denominator, giving the value 1 − log 2 instead of γ.

Definition 2.3. We define another possible analogue γ^M_A of γ in A by

γ^M_A := (_{p−2} ∑ n=1 |G_n| n mod p ) p ∈ A. The reason why we truncate the sum at p − 2 is that G_{p−1} has p in the denominator (and other G_n’s (n < p − 1) do not), as can be seen from the formula

G_n =

(−1)^n n! n∑ m=1 (−1)^m [_n m ] m + 1

, (2.3)

where [_n m ] is the Stirling number of the first kind, our convention (unsigned one) being the generating function identity

(log(1 + x))^m m! = (−1)^m ∞∑ n=m (−1)^n [ n m ] x^n n! (2.4) holds for each m ≥ 0. The formula (2.3) for G_n can be proved by writing x in the numerator of the defining generating function (2.1) of G_n’s as e^{log(1+x)} − 1 and using (2.4).

We mention in passing here the corresponding formula alluded before for Bernoulli numbers in terms of Stirling numbers of the second kind:

B_n = (−1)^n n∑ m=0 (−1)^mm! {_n m } m + 1

. (2.5)

Here, the Stirling number of the second kind {_n m } is so defined that the generating series identity (e^x − 1)^m m! = ∞∑ n=m { n m } x^n n! (2.6)

holds for each m ≥ 0 (see for instance [1, §2.1]). We use later the following explicit formula ([1, Proposition 2.6 (6)]): { n m } = (−1)^m m! m∑ l=0 (−1)^l ( m l ) l^n. (2.7)

Our first result is a relation between γ^M_A and γ^W_A . To state it, recall the Fermat quotient

q_p(x) = x^{p−1} − 1 p ∈ Z_{(p)} for any non-zero rational number x whose denominator and numerator are both prime to p. We define log_A : Q^× → A by

log_A(x) := (q_p(x) mod p)_p ∈ A

and set ℓ_A(x) := x log_A(x) ∈ A.

As can be easily seen (and well known), log_A satisfies the functional equation

log_A(xy) = log_A(x) + log_A(y). (2.8)

Silverman [23] proved that ker(log_A) = {1, −1} under the ABC-conjecture. Theorem 2.4. We have γ^M_A = γ^W_A + ℓ_A(2) − 1.

Proof. What we need to show is the congruence p−2∑ n=1 |G_n| n ≡ W_p + 2q_p(2) − 1 (mod p) (2.9)

for sufficiently large p. Actually, (2.9) holds for all p except p = 2. From the defining equation (2.1), we can derive a recurrence for G_n, k−1∑ n=1 |G_n| k − n = 1 k for k ≥ 2, and in particular for k = p > 2, we obtain −G_{p−1} − 1 p = − p−2∑ n=1 |G_n| p − n ≡ p−2∑ n=1 |G_n| n (mod p). (2.10)

On the other hand, the formula (2.3) for n = p − 1 gives

G_{p−1} = 1 (p − 1)! p−2∑ m=1 (−1)^m [_{p−1} m ] m + 1 + 1 p! .

Together, noting the congruence [_{p−1} m ] ≡ 1 (mod p) which comes from (see for instance [8, §5]) [ n m ] ≡ { p − m p − n } (mod p) (2.11)

for 1 ≤ m ≤ n ≤ p − 1 and {_n 1 } = 1 as well as Wilson’s theorem, we obtain p−2∑ n=1 |G_n| n ≡ −G_{p−1} − 1 p = −G_{p−1} + 1 p! − 1 + (p − 1)! p(p − 1)! ≡ p−2∑ m=1 (−1)^m m + 1 + W_p ≡ W_p + 2q_p(2) − 1 (mod p).

Here, we have used a well-known congruence (which goes back to Eisenstein [3]) p−2∑ m=0 (−1)^m m + 1

≡ 2q_p(2) (mod p).

It is conjectured that Euler’s constant is not a period in the sense of Kontsevich– Zagier [16], and in particular, it is believed that γ cannot be represented as a Q -linear combination of multiple zeta values or logarithms of non-zero algebraic numbers. How about the corresponding statements in A? Specifically:

Question 2.5. Can γ^W_A be represented as a Q -linear combination of finite multiple zeta values and images of non-zero rational numbers under log_A?

Nothing is known about this at present. We can only conclude γ^W_A is at least non-zero if there exist infinitely many non-Wilson primes (primes such that W_p is not divisible by p). 3 An interlude, Gregory

Let us mimic the definition of Z_A(k) in the introduction for the Gregory coefficient G_n.

Definition 3.1. For k ≥ 2, define G_A(k) ∈ A by

G_A(k) := (G_{p−k} mod p)_p .

Theorem 3.2. For k ≥ 2, we have

G_A(k) = (−1)^k k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k j ) ℓ_A(j + 1).

Proof. Assume that p ≥ k + 1. Starting with the right-hand side, we compute

(−1)^k k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k j ) (j + 1)^p − (j + 1) p = (−1)^k (k + 1)p k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k + 1 j + 1 ) (j + 1)^{p+1} −

(−1)^k p = (−1)^k (k + 1)p k+1∑ j=1 (−1)^j ( k + 1 j ) j^{p+1} = −k! · 1 p { p + 1 k + 1 } . Here, we have used ∑_k j=1(−1)^{j−1} (_k j ) (j + 1) = 1 (k ≥ 2) and (2.7). Our goal is then to prove the congruence for p ≥ k + 1 G_{p−k} ≡ −k! · 1 p { p + 1 k + 1 } (mod p). (3.1)

From the explicit formula (2.3) and the congruence (2.11), we have G_{p−k} = (−1)^{k−1} (p − k)! p−k∑ m=1 (−1)^m [_{p−k} m ] m + 1 ≡ (−1)^{k−1} (p − k)! p−k∑ m=1 (−1)^m {_{p−m} k } m + 1

(mod p)

= (−1)^{k−1} (p − k)! p−1∑ m=k (−1)^{p−m} {_m k } p − m + 1 . By noting that the congruence 1 p ( p n ) = (p − 1) · · · (p − n + 1) n! ≡ (−1)^{n−1} n (mod p)

holds for 1 ≤ n < p, we have G_{p−k} ≡ (−1)^{k−1} (p − k)! p−1∑ m=k 1 p ( p p − m + 1 ){ m k } = (−1)^{k−1} (p − k)! p p−1∑ m=1 ( p m − 1 ){ m k } (mod p), where {_m k } = 0 if m < k. In the following computation, we use a formula for n ≥ k n∑ m=1 ( n m ){ m k } = { n + 1 k + 1 } , which is well known (for instance Jordan [10, (80)]), and can be derived from (2.6) (with m = k+1) by differentiating once and use (2.6) again on the left to compare the coefficients of x^n. Then, we compute by using basic binomial and Stirling identities p−1∑ m=1 ( p m − 1 ){ m k } = p−1∑ m=1 (( p + 1 m ) − ( p m )) { m k }

= p−1∑ m=1 ( p + 1 m ){ m k } − p−1∑ m=1 ( p m ){ m k }

= { p + 2 k + 1 } − (p + 1) { p k } − { p + 1 k } − { p + 1 k + 1 } + { p k }

= k { p + 1 k + 1 } − p { p k } . Now, since {_p k } ≡ 0 (mod p) by p ≥ k + 1 and^1_{(p−k)!} ≡ (−1)^k(k − 1)! (mod p), we have proved (3.1) as desired.

Remark 3.3. There is a nice formula for γ as an infinite series involving log’s of natural numbers (Euler [5, §6] and Ser [22]): γ = ∞∑ n=1 1 n + 1 n∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( n j ) log(j + 1).

In view of this and Mascheroni’s formula (2.2), our Theorem 3.2 just proved is quite intriguing. And at the same time a natural question emerges: What is the reason of the appearance of ℓ_A instead of log_A in our analogous formulas?

About the non-vanishing of the value G_A(k), the following can be said:

Theorem 3.4. For k ≥ 2, G_A(k) ≠ 0 under the ABC-conjecture.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2 and (2.8), we have

G_A(k) = (−1)^k log_A (_k ∏ j=1 (j + 1)^{(−1)j−1(j+1)}(^{kj} ) ) . Since the product inside the parentheses is a positive rational number not equal to 1, G_A(k) does not vanish by Silverman’s theorem in [23] under the ABC-conjecture.

4 Yet more variations, Kluyver and Nörlund

Kluyver [14] also proved an infinite family of formulas for γ (or rather, the difference of γ and the usual quantity whose limit is γ) in terms of G_n’s: γ = m! ∞∑ n=1 |G_n| n(n + 1) · · · (n + m)

+ H_m − log(m + 1), (4.1)

where m is a positive integer and H_m = ∑_m j=1 1 j , the mth harmonic number. If we understand H_0 = 0, this includes the formula (2.2) as the case m = 0. Nörlund [20, p.244] independently proved a formula for the digamma function that leads to (4.1).

Now, let us define for each m ≥ 1 an element γ^{K,m}_A in A as an analogue of (4.1) by

γ^{K,m}_A := ( m! p−m−1∑

n=1 |G_n| n(n + 1) · · · (n + m) mod p ) p + H_m − ℓ_A(m + 1).

Remark 4.1. Note the discrepancy in that the upper limit in the case of m = 0 is different from the one in the definition of γ^M_A . We are curious to uncover the reason (if any) why.

Theorem 4.2. We have for each m ≥ 1

γ^{K,m}_A = γ^W_A − 1 + (H_m − 1)ℓ_A(m + 1) + m−1∑ j=1 (−1)^{m−j} ( m j ) ℓ_A(j + 1) m − j . The particular case m = 1 of this is

γ^{K,1}_A = γ^W_A − 1 or γ^W_A = (_{p−2} ∑ n=1 |G_n| n(n + 1) mod p ) p + 2 − ℓ_A(2),

which is in contrast to Kluyver and Nörlund’s (m = 1 of (4.1)) γ = ∞∑ n=1 |G_n| n(n + 1)

+ 1 − log 2.

We prove the theorem by combining the statements in the following lemma. Recall m is a positive integer.

Lemma 4.3. 1) For l ≥ m + 1, we have an identity m! l−m∑ n=1 |G_n| (l − n − m + 1) · · · (l − n)(l − n + 1) = m! (l − m + 1)(l − m + 2) · · · (l + 1) + m∑ k=1 (−1)^{m+k} ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{l−k+1}|. (4.2)

2) For any prime p ≥ m + 1, we have a congruence

(−1)^m p (_{p−1} m ) − 1 p ≡ H_m (mod p). (4.3)

3) For any prime p ≥ 3, we have a congruence −G_{p−1} − 1 p ≡ W_p + 2q_p(2) − 1 (mod p). (4.4)

4) For any prime p ≥ m + 1, we have m∑ k=2 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{p−k}|

≡ − m−1∑ j=1 (−1)^{m−j} ( m j ) (j + 1)q_p(j + 1) m − j − H_m · (m + 1)q_p(m + 1) + 2q_p(2) (mod p).

(4.5)

When m + 1 = p, (m + 1)q_p(m + 1) should be read as p^{p−1} − 1.

Proof. 1) We start with the binomial expansion for a non-zero real number x with |x| < 1

1 − (1 − x)^s x = ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k−1} ( s k ) x^{k−1}. Here, s is a variable, say in R_{>0} . We differentiate this with respect to s and take a limit s → m. Let ψ(s) = Γ^′(s)/Γ(s) be the digamma function. Then, noting the formula d ds ( s k ) = ( s k ) (ψ(s + 1) − ψ(s + 1 − k)) , and

lim_{s→m} ( s k ) (ψ(s + 1) − ψ(s + 1 − k)) = ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k}) if m ≥ k, (−1)^{m+k−1}m! (k − m) · · · (k − 1)k if 1 ≤ m < k, (4.6)

(recall ψ(m + 1) = H_m − γ), we have ( − log(1 − x) ) · (1 − x)^m x = m∑ k=1 (−1)^{k−1} ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})x^{k−1} + ∞∑ k=m+1 (−1)^mm! (k − m) · · · (k − 1)k x^{k−1}.

If we multiply both sides of this by x − log(1 − x)

= 1 − ∞∑ n=1 |G_n|x^n and compare the coefficients of x^l for l ≥ m + 1, we obtain (4.2).

2) The congruence (4.3) is an easy consequence of

(−1)^m ( p − 1 m ) = m∏ j=1 ( 1 − p j ) ≡ 1 − H_mp (mod p^2).

3) This is a combination of (2.10) and (2.9).

4) Since the case m = 1 is trivial, we may assume that m ≥ 2. To prove (4.5), we use the congruence for each k satisfying 2 ≤ k ≤ p − 1 G_{p−k} ≡ (−1)^k k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k j ) (j + 1)q_p(j + 1) (mod p),

which has been proved in the proof of Theorem 3.2 and compute m∑ k=2 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{p−k}|

≡ m∑ k=2 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k}) k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k j ) (j + 1)q_p(j + 1) (mod p)

= m∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1}(j + 1)q_p(j + 1) m∑ k=j (−1)^k ( k j )( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k}) + 2q_p(2).

We show the identity m∑ k=j (−1)^k ( k j )( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k}) = (−1)^m ( m j ) 1 m − j if 0 ≤ j < m, (−1)^mH_m if j = m,

(4.7)

and then we are done. For this, we use m∑ k=j (−1)^k ( k j )( x k ) = (−1)^m ( x j )( x − j − 1 m − j ) , (4.8)

which is valid for 0 ≤ j ≤ m. This follows from (_k j )(_x k ) = (_x j )(_{x−j} k−j ) and m∑ k=j (−1)^k ( x − j k − j ) = (−1)^m ( x − j − 1 m − j ) , which is shown by telescoping. We differentiate (4.8) with respect to x and set x = m, and use (4.6) to obtain (4.7).

Proof of T heorem 4.2. Set l = p − 1 in (4.2) and multiply both sides by (−1)^{m+1}. Then we have m! p−m−1∑

n=1 |G_n| (n + m − p) · · · (n + 1 − p)(n − p) = (−1)^{m+1}m! (p − m)(p − m + 1) · · · p − m∑ k=1 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{p−k}|

= (−1)^{m+1} p (_{p−1} m ) − G_{p−1} − m∑ k=2 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{p−k}|

= − ( (−1)^m p (_{p−1} m ) − 1 p ) − G_{p−1} − 1 p − m∑ k=2 (−1)^k ( m k ) (H_m − H_{m−k})|G_{p−k}|. Reducing this modulo p and using (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain m! p−m−1∑

n=1 |G_n| n(n + 1) · · · (n + m)

+ H_m − (m + 1)q_p(m + 1)

≡ W_p − 1 + (H_m − 1) · (m + 1)q_p(m + 1) + m−1∑ j=1 (−1)^{m−j} ( m j ) (j + 1)q_p(j + 1) m − j (mod p),

which is the desired congruence.

We may consider many more variants of A-analogues of γ by using extensive formulas for γ and study their relations to our γ^W_A or γ^{K,m}_A . We believe there are more and more interesting arithmetic in the ring A.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP21H04430, JP21K18141 (Kaneko), JP20K14292 (Matsusaka), and JP21K13762 (Seki).

References

[1] T. Arakawa, T. Ibukiyama, and M. Kaneko, Bernoulli numbers and zeta functions.

With an appendix by Don Zagier. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, Tokyo, 2014. xii+274 pp.

[2] I. V. Blagouchine, Two series expansions for the logarithm of the gamma function involving Stirling numbers and containing only rational coefficients for certain arguments related to π^{−1}. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 442 (2016), no.2, 404–434.

[3] G. Eisenstein, Eine neue Gattung zahlentheoretischer Funktionen, welche von zwei Elementen abhängen und durch gewisse lineare Funktional-Gleichungen definirt werden. Bericht. K. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin 15 (1850), 36–42; Mathematische Werke. Band II (1975), 705–711. Chelsea Publishing Company, New York.

[4] L. Euler, De progressionibus harmonicis observationes, Comment. Acad. Sci. Petrop.

7 (1740), 150–161.

[5] L. Euler, Evolutio formulae integralis ∫ dx(^1_{1−x} +^1_{lx} ) a termino x = 0 usque ad x = 1 extensae, Nova Acta Acad. Scient. Imp. Petrop. 4 (1789), 3–16 (Presented Feb. 29, 1776).

[6] K. Fujita and Y. Komori, A congruence between symmetric multiple zeta-star values and multiple zeta-star values. Kyushu J. Math. 75 (2021), no. 1, 149–167.

[7] J. W. L. Glaisher, On the residues of the sums of products of the first p − 1 numbers and their powers, to modulus p^2 or p^3, Quart. J. Math. 31 (1899/1900), 321–353.

[8] M. E. Hoffman, Quasi-symmetric functions and mod p multiple harmonic sums, Kyushu J. Math. 69 (2015), no.2, 345–366.

[9] W. Johnson, p-adic proofs of congruences for the Bernoulli numbers, J. Number Theory 7 (1975), 251–265.

[10] C. Jordan, On Stirling’s numbers, Tohoku Math. J., First Series 37 (1933), 254–278.

[11] M. Kaneko, An introduction to classical and finite multiple zeta values, Publications mathématiques de Besançon. Algèbre et théorie des nombres, 2019/1, (2019), 103– 129.

[12] M. Kaneko, K. Oyama, and S. Saito, Analogues of the Aoki-Ohno and Le-Murakami relations for finite multiple zeta values. Bull. Aust. Math. Soc. 100 (2019), no. 1, 34–40.

[13] M. Kaneko and D. Zagier, Finite multiple zeta values, in preparation.

[14] J. C. Kluyver, Euler’s constant and natural numbers, Proc. K. Ned. Akad. Wet., 27 (1924), 142–144.

[15] M. Kontsevich, Holonomic D-modules and positive characteristic, Jpn. J. Math. 4 (2009), no. 1, 1–25.

[16] M. Kontsevich and D. Zagier, Periods, Mathematics Unlimited-2001 and beyond, Springer, Berlin 2001, 771–808.

[17] J. C. Lagarias, Euler’s constant: Euler’s work and modern developments. Bull. Amer.

Math. Soc. (N.S.) 50 (2013), no. 4, 527–628.

[18] L. Mascheroni, Adnotationes ad calculum integralem Euleri, in quibus nonullae problemata ab Eulero proposita resolvuntur, Galeiti, Ticini 1790.

[19] H. Murahara, A note on finite real multiple zeta values. Kyushu J. Math. 70 (2016), no. 1, 197–204.

[20] N. E. Nörlund, Vorlesungen über Differenzenrechnung, Springer, Berlin, 1924.

[21] S. Saito and N. Wakabayashi, Sum formula for finite multiple zeta values, J. Math.

Soc. Japan 67 (2015), no. 3, 1069–1076.

[22] J. Ser, Sur une expression de la fonction ζ(s) de Riemann. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér.

I Math. 182 (1926), 1075–1077.

[23] J. H. Silverman, Wieferich’s criterion and the abc-conjecture. J. Number Theory 30 (1988), no.2, 226–237.

[24] J. Zhao, Multiple zeta functions, multiple polylogarithms and their special values.

Series on Number Theory and its Applications, 12. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, 2016. xxi+595 pp.

Masanobu Kaneko Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University Motooka 744, Nishi-ku, Fukuoka, 819-0395, JAPAN e-mail: mkaneko@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp

Toshiki Matsusaka Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University Motooka 744, Nishi-ku, Fukuoka, 819-0395, JAPAN e-mail: matsusaka@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp

Shin-ichiro Seki Department of Mathematical Sciences, Aoyama Gakuin University Fuchinobe 5-10-1, Chuo-ku, Sagamihara, Kanagawa, 252-5258, JAPAN e-mail: seki@math.aoyama.ac.jp