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The last case in the congruence (6) of this paper is incorrect (although Theorem 1
is true as stated). The problem is that TTe/pGL is not mapped to itself by a and T, only
by 77-e/JV and ne/pT. To give the correct formula, define Siu(c) e Z for integers i, u, c ^ 0
by the polynomial identity

where [X]u = X(X-1)... (X-u+ 1). Thus Su(c) = I, Si0(c) = c* and Siu(c) = 0 for
i < u. A calculation similar to Lemma 1 then yields the following congruence
modp(9L:

= 2 2 (" 1V [r]u+vSiu(s)Sjv(t) ff(r-«
u v

In particular, the case r = p— 1 < i+j of (6) should read:

)= 2 (-l)v+1Siu(s)Sjv(0)xs+uyv (modnelI>(!)L).

In the penultimate paragraph of the paper, we then have:

(-l)v+18tu(8)8,v(0)*'+uF
i+j •» p-1 u+v-p-1

in k. The coefficient of x^y""1 vanishes by Proposition 1, giving

2 ^ - 1 ^ = 0
i-0

since Sjp_1(0) = 0 for j<p— 1. This holds for 0 < s < p — 1, so a Vandermonde
argument yields aiv_x = 0 for all i. We may assume that atj = 0 for i+j < p — 1.
Replacing £ successively by T£, T2£, ..., TP~1£, we obtain ay = 0 for i+j ^ p—1 as
required.
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