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1. Introduction. In 1998, Calkin [4] proved that, for all positive inte-
gers m and n,

' n n+k
k=—n
is an integer by arithmetical techniques. For m = 1,2 and 3, by the binomial
theorem, Kummer’s formula and Dixon’s formula, it is easy to see that (1.1)
is equal to 0, 1 and (3;:), respectively. Recently in the study of finite forms
of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities [7] we stumbled across (1.1) for m = 4
and m = 5, which gives

i <2n]:— k‘) < an)z and i (?m _:) <2n; k‘) ( 2nk>2’

P n+ o \n-— n+
respectively. Indeed, de Bruijn [3] has shown that for m > 4 there is no
closed form for (1.1) by asymptotic techniques. Our first objective is to give
a g-analogue of Calkin’s result, which also implies that (1.1) is positive for
m > 2.

In 2004, Zudilin [14] proved that for all positive integers n, j and r,
o\ /25 & 2k+1 [ 2n \[/k+7\"
1.2 —)nth €Z
(12) <n> <j>k§_;( ) n+k+1\n—Fk/\k—j ’
which was originally observed by Strehl [12] in 1994. In fact, Zudilin’s moti-

vation was to solve the following problem, which was raised by Schmidt [11]
in 1993 and was apparently not related to Calkin’s result.
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PROBLEM 1.1 (Schmidt [11]). For any integer r > 2, define a sequence
of numbers {c,(:)}keN, independent of the parameter n, by

() () - ()

Is it true that all the numbers cg) are integers?

At the end of his paper, Zudilin [14] raised the problem of finding and
solving a g-analogue of Problem 1.1. Our second objective is to provide such
a g-analogue.

For any integer n, define the g-shifted factorial (a), by (a)o = 1 and

(@) {(1—@)(1—aq)~--(1—aq”1), n=12...,
a =
Tl —ag (1 —ag?) - (1—ag") 7t n=-1,-2,....
We will also use the compact notations for m > 1:
(a1y..yam)n = (a1)n - (@am)n, (a1,...,0m)o0 := nlLH;O(al, ey Q)

The g-binomial coefficients are defined as

i~ B, - i

Since 1/(q)n =0 if n < 0, we have [}] =0if k> n or k <0.
The following is our first generalization of Calkin’s result.

THEOREM 1.2. For m > 3 and all positive integers ni, ..., Ny,
ni m
_ + N
1.3 —1)kqm 1>k2+(2) i T
(13) Y (-1 o
k=—n1
m—
|+ nm )\2 [ i 1] [ni—l-l + nz‘+2:|
[ ] Z H ANi [l nip =N |

where npy1 = Ao = n1 and the sum is over all sequences A = (A1, ..., Am—2)

of nonnegative integers such that A\g > A1 > +++ > Am—a.

Calkin [4] has given a partial g-analogue of (1.1) by considering the
alternating sum > 7_,(—1)*¢'* [Z]m In this respect, besides (1.3), we shall
also prove the following divisibility result.

THEOREM 1.3. For all positive integers ni,...,Nm,Nm+1 = N1, the al-
ternating sum

. n1 + Nm R & 'k2+(k) " n; + Ni41
S(na, ..., nm3j,q) = [ ] > (—Dkg G H[ }

n n; + k
1 k=——n1 =1 it

is a polynomial in q with nonnegative integral coefficients for 0 < j < m—1.
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We shall give two proofs of Theorem 1.2. The first one is based on a re-
currence relation formula for S(ni,...,ny;J,q), which also leads to a proof
of Theorem 1.3. The second one follows directly from Andrews’ basic hyper-
geometric identity between a single sum and a multiple sum [1, Theorem 4]:

THEOREM 1.4 (Andrews [1]). For every integer m > 0, the following
identity holds:

a, q\/_7 _Q\/aa bl7 Cly.-y bm7 Cm, qu k
(14 > ( )

k>0 (q7 \/_7 _\/aa G,Q/bl, aQ/Clv o ,GQ/bm, GQ/Cm, an-f—l)k

m , m+N k
w4
(blcl cet bmcm>
_ (ag,aq/bmem)n 3 (ag/bicr)i, -+ - (aq/bm—16m—1)
(aq/bm,aq/cm)N o130 (@D (Dtgs

y (b2y )y = (B Cm )iyt
(aq/br,aq/c1)i, -+ (aq/bm—1,aq/Cm—1)1, 4+, 1

(@ Mttt (ag)tm—2>tHm=Dh ghttlm

(memq_N/a)ll_;__Hm,l (b262)l1 e (bm—lcm—l)ll+"‘+lm_2 .
Note that there are two ingredients in Zudilin’s approach to Problem 1.1:

one is Theorem 1.4 with ¢ = 1 and the other is the Legendre transform. Now,
a ¢-Legendre transform reads:

n n 2k+1
_ ("5") n+k _ yn—k 1—g¢q 2n

X

which is a special case of Carlitz’s ¢-Gould—Hsu inverse formula [5] (see
also [10]). Using (1.5) and Theorem 1.4 in its full generality we are able to
formulate and prove a g-analogue of Problem 1.1.

THEOREM 1.5. For any integer r > 1, define rational fractions c,(:)(q) of
the variable q, independent of n, by writing
n T T
n— n —|— I{}
1.6 r(" )-GO "
(1.6) g_oq 2 A

5 erenlF e
Then ¢ (q) € N[q].

REMARK. Since the r = 1 case is trivial, we suppose that > 2 in what
follows.
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As [ [n;k] = [Qkk] [”+k], invoking (1.5) we derive immediately from (1.6)

n—k
that
_am [2n] o, 1251
L-10) [n}cgg(q) -y M 1),
j=0

where

(r), N p(it? - ok L= 20 1T+ 51" 5k

tn,j(Q)_q(Q)Z(_l) T | — k| |k — g(2) =ik,

k=j

Therefore Theorem 1.5 is a consequence of the following theorem, which is
our g-analogue of Zudilin’s result (1.2).

THEOREM 1.6. For any integer r > 2,

D0 m [Zﬂ _ltf;;(q) € N[g).

As will be shown, Theorem 1.6 follows directly from Andrews’ iden-
tity (1.4).

This paper is organized as follows. We prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in
the next section. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is given in Section 3. Some
interesting divisibility results are given in Section 4. In the last section we
present four related conjectures.

2. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. We will need two known identities
in g-series. One is the ¢-Pfaff-Saalschiitz identity [6, Appendix, (II.12)] (see
also [8, 13]):

(2.1) ny +ng| [ne+ng||n3+ni
' ni+k no + k ng+k

n1—k k2+2k
+ "(@)n14natns—k—r

_ q
- ;) (Q)r(Q)r+2k(Q)nlfkfr(q)ngfkfr(q)ngfkfr7

where 1/(q), = 0 if n < 0, and the other is the ¢-Dixon identity:

= (3k2—k)/2 |1+ n2| N2 +n3| N3 +ny
99 _ 1)k, Bk —k)/2
(2.2) Z (=1)%q ni+k||no+k]||ns+k

k=—n1
_ (@)n1+natns
(@ (Do (D)ng
A short proof of (2.2) is given in [9].
We first establish the following recurrence formula.
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LEMMA 2.1. Let m > 3. Then for all positive integers ni,..., N, and
any integer j, the following recurrence holds:
ni
N 2 (M| [n2 +ng S
(23) S(nlv--')nmaj7q)_§q |:l:||:n2_l:|8(l;n3)"'7nmaj 17Q)
Proof. For any integer k and positive integers a1, ..., a;, let
l
a; + aj41
Clay,...,a; k) = )
(@ k) ZI:Il { a; +k ]

where a;y1 = a;. Then

ni
(2.4) S(ni,...,nm;J4,q) = (?))m& (_1)k‘qjk2+(§)0(n1, ey s k).
q)ni+nm k=—n,

We observe that for m > 3, we have

(Dnotns (Dnpntna [nl + nQ] [nl + n2
(Dnitno (@npmtng L01 +k | [n2+k
and, by letting ng — oo in (2.1),

—k
[m + nz] [nl + ng} B ni: 02 () s
ny +k ng +k —o (Q)r(Q)r+2k(Q)n1—k—T(q)nz—k—T.

C(niy...,nm; k) = :|C(n3a'--anm;k)7

Plugging these into (2.4) we can write its right-hand side as

m nik (r+k)*+(G— 1)k + (5
R::Z Z(—l)kC(ng,...,nm;k) a (2)(
k=—n1r=0
Setting | = r + k, we see that —nq < [ < nq, but if [ < 0, at least one
of the indices [ + k and [ — k is negative for any integer k, which implies
that 1/(¢)i—x(¢)i+x = 0 by convention. Therefore, exchanging the order of
summation, we have

Q)n2+n3 (q)m <q)nm
(@O)r(Dr426(Dr1—k—r (D no—k—r (D 4ns

s @y (@D @ o~ . - DR+ ()
= ZZ(:) (Q)nl—l(Q)ng—l(Q)nm—i—ng kz;l( 1) C( B m,k) (Q)l—k(Q)l—s—k‘

Now, in the last sum making the substitution

(la N3y .-y Mm; k)?

C(ns,...,nm; k) = (D1-1(D 145 (D +1s o
(q)ns—i-l(Q)nm_H
we obtain the right-hand side of (2.3). =

First proof of Theorem 1.2. Letting ng — oo in (2.2) yields
(2.5) S(ni,ng;1,q) = 1.

Theorem 1.2 then follows by iterating m — 2 times formula (2.3). =
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Second proof of Theorem 1.2. Since
MY (Cyyequa=mi=(5) [M] (@)
N +k N| (gN+th)y

by collecting the terms of index k and —k, the left-hand side of (1.3) can be
written as

" n; + Niy1 L m—1)k2+(* e N +N4i41
T[] Sy O F ]

i=1 —1 Pl
m n; +n; ni - (R m . q_ni+1
= H { ‘ +1} {1+Z(1+qk)(_1)( 1)kq( n(*% )Hq ik %}
Letting ¢;=---=c¢y,=c — 0o and @ — 1 in Andrews’ formula (1.4) we get
bl,...,bm,qu)k i (k)( qm+N )k
2.6 1+ —1)mrgme) [
0 ; (q/bl,---,Q/bm,qN“)k( )™ by by
ECIL (@)n

(@/bm)v ) = o (@i (@i (DNt

m— 1 L+l
« H Z+1 Iy ety ( —1 ) q(l1+‘2"+li)+(m—i)li
i1 (/b1 4+, \bit1

Now, shifting m to m — 1 in (2.6), setting

—n;

N=n,, b=q fori=1,....,m—1,

and \; =01+ -+ fori=1,...,m—2, oneseesthatLequals

o (AL
ﬁ Ni+Nis1 (@2, Z H i) 1)’\261( 2
4 n; (q1+nm71)n 1+nz )\

i=1 MO<A < KA g =1
m—2
I L W ) A2 H—l ng + Niy1
o n Z 7 . n; + N\ ’
1 0<A < <A g =1 Ai ¢ T A

where A\g = 0 and \,;,_1 = n,,. The last identity is clearly equivalent to that
in Theorem 1.2. =

In order to prove Theorem 1.3, we shall need the following relation:
(2.7)  S(ni,...,nm;0,q)
— S(m Ny m — 1 qfl) qn1n2+n2n3+---+nm—1nm'
As [Z]q,l = [4] ¢"*=")equation (2.7) can be verified by substituting ¢ by
¢! and then replacing k by —k in the definition of S(n1,...,nm;m —1,q).
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. We proceed by induction on m > 1. By the ¢-
binomial theorem [6, Appendix, (II.3)], we have

smso) = 3 @] 2] <o

k=—n1

In view of (2.5), it follows from (2.7) that

ninz

S<n17 n2; 07Q) = S(nlanQ; 1, q_l) qn1n2 =q

So the theorem is valid for m < 2.

Now suppose that the expression S(ni,...,nm—1;7,¢q) is a polynomial
in ¢ with nonnegative integral coefficients for some m > 3 and 0 < j <
m — 2. Then by the recurrence formula (2.3), so is S(ni,...,nm;J,q) for
1 <j <m—1. It remains to show that S(ni,...,nmy;0,q) has the required
property. Since the ¢g-binomial coefficient [Z] is a polynomial in ¢ of degree
k(n —k) (see [2, p. 33]), it is easy to see from the definition that the degree
of the polynomial S(ni,...,nm,;m —1,q) is less than or equal to

ning + nNong + - -+ + Ny 1M

It follows from (2.7) that S(ni,...,nm,;0,q) is also a polynomial in ¢ with
nonnegative integral coefficients. This completes the inductive step of the
proof. m

REMARK. Though it is not necessary to check the m = 3 case to vali-
date our induction argument, we think it is convenient to include here the
formulas for m = 3. First, the ¢-Dixon identity (2.2) implies that

n1 +n2 +ng
S(nlan27n3;1)q): |: :|

na
From (2.3) and (2.5) we derive

= n ng +n
S(n1,n2,n3;2,q) = qu2 { ll] { ? 3}
1=0

ng—l

Finally, applying (2.7) we get

S(n1,mn2,n3;0,q) = S(ny,ng,n3; 2,q Hgnrnetnns
ni

(n1=1)(n2—1)+nsl [nl] [nQ + nﬂ '

- 4 l TLQ—Z

=0

3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. We will distinguish the cases where r > 2
is even or odd, and treat separately the values r =2 and r = 3.
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e For r = 2, apply (1.4) specialized with m = 1, a = ¢~ "t N = n—j,
by = ¢ " and ¢; = ¢~ ("9, The left-hand side of (1.4) is then equal to

n ) )+ (0,0
—2(" N+

[ Y } q "\ 2Tt (q).
Equating this with the right-hand side gives
@@ ar30)- (3

(2) —
ty;(a) = (@)n(9)25(0)2j-n(a)7 ! 7

which shows that [2;] [>"] 71q(g)t£3; (q) € N[q].

e For r = 3, apply (1.4) specialized with m =1, a = ¢~ ") N =n—j
and by = ¢; = ¢~ (™). This yields in that case

tff}(q) _ (q)gj(QZZ)i_j A027)-2(3)

)

which shows that [2]]] [2n] _1(12(;)157(53@) € NJqJ.

n

e For r =2s > 4, apply (1.4) withm =s>2,a= g @) N =pn—j,
by=q "and ¢; =b; =c; =q ") for all i € {2,...,5} to get

g2 DG)=2("7) 429 ()

et [ e

. -2
o 2jl{n—1l =2 +J' o(3) 420 (=Dt G +1-m)lz
A Lblln—=1l1—1lo—7

2j } [n —h— =g +J] (55 F2t 1+ (L)l

X
lszlzzo |:ls—1 n—Il — —ls—1— J

" 2j . q(l1+<~2+ls_1).
n—l——ls1—

As the condition [y 4+ - - -4+ 151 < n— 7 holds in the last summation, we can
see that for s > 2, [QJJ] [2:]_1(](25_1)(3)@(125) (q) € N[g].

e Forr = 2s+1 > 5, apply (l4)withm =s>2,a = ¢ @t N =n—j
and b; = ¢; = ¢~ (™9 for all i € {1,..., s} to get
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2s5(") = (2s+1) ("5 7) (2541
2262 g

_ (q)2n2 Z [2,7] [n — 1 —i—j] q(g)+2j(s—1)ll+(j+1—n)ll
(@)2;(9);—; Sothlin—h—j

277 [n =l — L2+ 517 (12)12i(s—2)lot (j-41-n)
XZ | (32Dt ()l o
= lalln—0l1—la—17

. 2
Z LQJ ] [n ==l +J} q(ls;)+2jls_1+(j+1fn)ls_1

le 120 s—1 n_ll_"'_ls—l_j
s—1—

2j
X{nll---ls_ly}q

As the condition [y 4+ - -4+ 1{s_1 < n—j holds in the last summation, we can
257 12n]—1 2s(7) ,(2s+1
see that for s > 2, []:7] (" g s(3) tglj )(q) € NJql.

REMARK. In the special case r = 2, our proof gives the following ex-

(11+"';-5571)

pression for the coefficients c@(q):
n

(3.) =3 "] [’f”rq%"zj).
=0

nil

J

(2)

These coefficients are g-analogues of the famous ¢;, ’(1) involved in Apéry’s
proof of the irrationality of ((3):

o= (7)) -2()

As explained in [12], when ¢ = 1, one can derive the last expression from
(3.1) in an elementary way (by two iterations of the Chu-Vandermonde
formula). But our g-analogue (3.1) does not lead to a natural g-analogue
of (3.2).

4. Consequences of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Letting ¢ = 1 in The-
orem 1.2 we obtain a direct generalization of Calkin’s result (1.1).

THEOREM 4.1. For m > 3 and all positive integers ni, ..., Ny,

ni

o i+ Nt
4.1 DRI (" +>
w3 e 121( o
_ (Mt nm anl—_f Aic1) [(Mig1 + nig2
ni X i niv1 —Ni )’

i=1
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where ny,+1 = Ao = n1 and the sum is over all sequences A = (A1, ..., Am—2)
of nonnegative integers such that \g > A\ > -+ > A\jp_9.

REMARK. For m = 1 and 2, it is easy to see that the left-hand side
of (4.1) is equal to 0 and ("“le) respectively. Calkin’s result follows from
(4.1) by setting n; =n foralli=1,...,m

Letting n; = -+ = n,, = n in Theorem 1.3, we obtain a complete
g-analogue of Calkin’s result.

COROLLARY 4.2. For all positive m, n and 0 < j <m — 1,
-1 n m
m S (—1)rg ) [ 2n }
" k=—n n+k

s a polynomial in q with nonnegative integral coefficients.
Letting no;—1 = m and ne; = n for 1 <¢ < r in Theorem 1.3, we obtain
COROLLARY 4.3. For all positive m, n, r and 0 < j < 2r — 1,
-1 m r r
m4+n Z (—1)kqjk2+(§) m4+nl m+n
m ay m+k] [n+k

s a polynomial in q with nonnegative integral coefficients. In particular,

i (—1)" m+n\"(m+n\"
= m+k n—+k
is divisible by (m+")

Letting n3;_o =1, n3;_1 = m and ng; = n for 1 < i < r in Theorem 1.3,
we obtain

COROLLARY 4.4. For all positive [, m, n, r and 0 < 7 < 3r — 1,
l+n] 7' ke [LHm] [m4+n]"[n+1]"
1)k e +(3)
[ n ] k;l( )'e I+k] |m+k| |n+k

s a polynomial in q with nonnegative integral coefficients. In particular,

e e ()

he=—1
is divisible by (l+m) (™™ and (”+l)
Letting m = 2r 4+ s, ny =ng = --- = ng,_1 = n+ 1 and all the other n;

be n in Theorem 4.1, we get
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COROLLARY 4.5. For all positive r, s and n,
z”: (1 on+1 \'/2n+1\" [ 2n \°
n+k+1 n+k n+k
k=—n
1s divisible by both (27?) and (2n7j'1), and is therefore divisible by (2n+ 1)(2:)
However, the following result is not a special case of Theorem 4.1.
COROLLARY 4.6. For all nonnegative r and s and positive t and n,
z”: (1) on+1 \"(2n+1\°/ 2n \'
n+k+1 n+k n+k
k=—n
1s divisible by (27?)

Proof. We proceed by induction on |r — s|. The r = s case is clear
from Corollary 4.5. Suppose the statement is true for |r —s| < m — 1. By
Theorem 4.1, one sees that

" 2m+2 \"/ 2n+1 \*/2n+1\%/ 2n \*
_1\k
(42) Z( 2 <n+k+1> <n+k+1> <n—|—k‘> <n+k:>

k=—n

_2n+2§i(1ﬁ o+ 2\ 7 9m +1 V! f2m 4 1N/ 2n \E
C2n+1 n+k+1 n+k+1 n+k n+k ’

k=—n

where m,t > 1, is divisible by
2n+2 (2n+1\ 9 2n
2n+1 n ~\n )
By the binomial theorem, we have
2n+2 \™ 2n+1 2n + 1\ \"
(4.3) = +
n+k+1 n+k+1 n+k
_z’”: m\ [ 2n+1 \'(2n+1\"""
& \i)\n+k+1) \n+k '
Substituting (4.3) into the left-hand side of (4.2) and using the induction
hypothesis and symmetry, we find that

Z”:(_l)k on+1 \""2n+1\°/ 2n \'
n+k+1 n+k n+k

k=—n
" om+1 \5/2n+1\""/ 2n \!
—1)*
+kz—:n( )<n+k:+1> <n+k> <n+k>
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is divisible by 2(27?). However, replacing k by —k, one sees that

Z”:(_l)k on+1 \"2n+1\°( 2n \'
= n+k+1 n+k n+k

-3 2n+1 \*/2n+1\""( 2n \'
= n+k+1) \n+k n+k)’
This proves that the statement is true for [r — s/ = m. =

It is clear that Theorems 1.3 and 4.1 can be restated in the following
forms.

THEOREM 4.7. For all positive integers ni, ..., Ny and 0 < j <m —1,
the alternating sum

q ni - N ) 9
i1 (Do k:—m i itk
where nyy1 = 0, is a polynomial in q with nonnegative integral coefficients.

THEOREM 4.8. For all positive integers ni,...,nm, we have

ni
nz + nz—l—l k; 2n;
|
[ S (- H(W
—ni
where nyy1 = 0.

It is easy to see that, for all positive integers m and n, the expression
(2m)!(2n)!/(m + n)!m!In! is an mteger by considering the power of a prime
dividing a factorial. Letting n, = =n, =m and Nyq1 = =Npys =N
in Theorem 4.8, we obtain

COROLLARY 4.9. For all positive m, n, r and s,
- 2m \"/ 2n \°

—1)*
() ()
is divisible by (2m)!(2n)!/(m + n)!m!nl.

In particular, we find that

S () ()
is divisible by (*"), and

S () ()
is divisible by (6n)!(2n)!/(4n)!(3n)!n!.
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From Theorem 4.8 it is easy to see that

(n; —|—n L 2n
nl'H 7 H—l Z kn(n +zk> :
K

k=—n1

where n,,41 = 0, is a nonnegative integer for all r1,...,r, > 1. For m = 3,
letting (n1,n2,n3) be (n,3n,2n), (2n,n,3n), or (2n,n,4n), we obtain the
following two corollaries.

COROLLARY 4.10. For all positive r, s, t and n,
zn: (1) 6n \' [ 4n \°/ 2n \'
= 3n+k 2n + k n—+k
is divisible by both (67?) and (gz)

COROLLARY 4.11. For all positive r, s, t and n,

zn: (1) sn \' [ 4n \°/[ 2n \'
— an + k 2n + k n+k

is divisible by (g;l)

5. Some open problems. Based on computer experiments, we would
like to present four interesting conjectures. The first two are refinements of
Corollaries 4.10 and 4.11 respectively.

CONJECTURE b5.1. For all positive r, s, t and n,
zn: (_1)k< 6n )T( 4n >8( 2n )t
= n+k 2n+k n+k
is divisible by both 2(6:) and 6(22)
CONJECTURE 5.2. For all positive r, s, t and n with (r,s,t) # (1,1,1),

i (1) sn \' [ 4n \°/ 2n \'
= 4n + k 2n + k n+k
1s divisible by 2(22)
Conjectures 5.1 and 5.2 are true for r + s+t < 10 and n < 100.

Let ged(ag,ag,...) denote the greatest common divisor of integers
a1,a2,....

CONJECTURE 5.3. For all positive m and n, we have

(5.1) gcd( iﬂ(—l)k(n?ky, r=m,m+1,.. > — (2:)

k=—
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Let d > 2 be a fixed integer. Every nonnegative integer n can be uniquely

written as
n= E a;d’,
i>0

where 0 < a; < d — 1 for all ¢+ and only finitely many numbers of b; are
nonzero, denoted by n = [---ajagly, in which the first 0’s are omitted. Let
n = ar---a|s = [b1--bs|]r = [c1---cJ13. We now define three statistics
a(n), B(n) and vy(n) as follows:

e Let a(n) be the number of disconnected 2’s in the sequence aj - - - a,.
Here two nonzero digits a; and a; are said to be disconnected if there
is at least one 0 between a; and a;.

e Let B(n) be the number of 1’s in b; - - - bg which are not immediately
followed by a 4, 5, or 6.

e Let y(n) be the number of 1’s in ¢ - - - ¢; which are immediately fol-
lowed by one of 7,...,12, or immediately followed by a number of 6’s
and then by one of 7,...,12.

For instance, [20212]3 = 185 and so «(185) = 2; [10142]; = 2480, and so
B3(2480) = 1; [1667]13 = 3296 and so 7(3296) = 1. The first n such that
a(n) = 4 is [2020202]3 = 1640; the first n such that 5(n) = 4 is [1111]; =
400; while the first n such that y(n) =4 is [17171717]13 = 97110800.

We end this paper with the following conjecture.

CONJECTURE 5.4. For every positive integer n,

" o k‘ 2n 3r o o 2n a(n)
gcd<2( 1) <n+k r=12 ) = ()3,

k=—n
n 2n r+l 2n
_1\k _ _ B(n)127(n)
gcd<kz_:n( 1) <n+k> T 1,2,...) <n>7 137",
- on \ 32 2n
—1)k =1,2,...) = .
ng<k:Zn( () e = ()
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