GENERALIZATIONS OF THE ANDREWS-YEE IDENTITIES ASSOCIATED
WITH THE MOCK THETA FUNCTIONS w(q) AND v/(q)

BRUCE C. BERNDT, ATUL DIXIT, RAJAT GUPTA

ABSTRACT. George Andrews and Ae Ja Yee recently established beautiful results involving
bivariate generalizations of the third order mock theta functions w(q) and v(q), thereby ex-
tending their earlier results with the second author. Generalizing the Andrews-Yee identities
for trivariate generalizations of these mock theta functions remained a mystery, as pointed
out by Li and Yang in their recent work. We partially solve this problem and generalize
these identities. Several new as well as well-known results are derived. For example, one of
our two main theorems gives, as a corollary, a special case of Soon-Yi Kang’s three-variable
reciprocity theorem. A relation between a new restricted overpartition function p*(n) and
a weighted partition function p,(n) is obtained from one of the special cases of our second
theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

The third order mock theta functions w(q) and v(q) defined by Watson in his presidential
address to the London Mathematical Society [22, p. 62], and which are actually present in
Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook [20, p. 31], [10, p. 15], are defined by

i q2n2+2n
w(q) =) 55— (1.1
= (4:¢%)nn

o0

vig) =)

= (—¢; ¢

n2+n
q (1.2)

where throughout this article |¢| < 1, and where we use the familiar notation

n—1
(@)= (a:0)n = [[(1—ag™),  (a1q)0:=1,
m=0
and
(a)oo = (CL;CI)OO = nh_{Iolo(aa q)m |q| <L
Also, define

(ala A2, .5 Qm; Q)oo = (al; Q)oo<a2§ Q)oo T (am; q)oo-
Recently, G. E. Andrews, the second author, and A. J. Yee [11] introduced new restricted
partition functions p,(n) and p,(n), which are intimately connected, respectively, to w(q)
and v(q). More precisely, if
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Pw(n) :=the number of partitions of n such that all
odd parts are less than twice the smallest part,
pv(n) :=the number of partitions of n into distinct non-negative parts

such that all odd parts are less than twice the smallest part,

they proved that [11, Theorems 3.1, 4,1]

oo o0 qn

w "= = > 1.3
;p ()e ; (0" @)n+1(¢*"+?;¢%)os 14(9) (-
> pm)g = ¢ (0" (7" %) = v(—0). (1.4)
n=0 n=0

(The word ‘non-negative’ is missing in the definition in [11], but it ought to be present since
the sum on the right-hand side of (1.4) starts from n = 0. This is also pointed out in [8,
Equation (5.8)].) In the same paper, they also obtained new analogues of Euler’s pentagonal
number theorem by proving that [11, Theorems 5.1, 5.3]

. q" = i 65244541 45+2
=D (=17 VT (1 +¢7T), (1.5)
; (=" D1 (=" %) ;0( ) ( )
> @@ ) = Y (1Y @ETI (14 P, (1.6)
n=0 3=0

Andrews [2, Section 3] defined two-variable generalizations of several of the third order
mock theta functions including those of w(q) and v(q). In particular, he defined

> an2n2+2n
w(z;q) := , (1.7)
(9) ;(q;q2)n+1(zq;q2)n+1
o n2+n

T
— (=26, ¢*)nt1

v(z;q) : (1.8)

n

(Note that w(1;¢q) = w(q) and v(1;q) = v(q).) In a subsequent paper [3], Andrews proved
that

' _ e Z’n—lqn—l
wlzig) = —~ (4%
v(z:q) = > (a/7 ¢ )n(—2q)"

Andrews and Yee [12] recently considered another generalization of v(q), namely,

n(zq) =)

n=0

n n2+n

<z q

S 1.9
(=4 ¢%)nt1 (19)
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(Observe that v4(1;9) = v(g).) They then obtained the following beautiful two-variable
generalizations [12, Theorem 1] of (1.3), (1.4), (1.5) and (1.6):

o0 qn
= qw(2;9), (1.10)
; (24" @)n+1(26°"2;¢%) oo (z:9)
> (20" n(—20"" 7)o = 11(25 —q). (1.11)
n=0

Andrews and Yee established (1.10) and (1.11) by proving that in each case the coefficients
of 2V, N > 1, in the power series expansions of the left- and right-hand sides are equal.
Andrews and Yee also expressed the difficulty in obtaining bijective proofs of their results.

Recently, F. Z. K. Li and J. Y. X. Yang [18] overcame this difficulty and provided bijec-
tive proofs of (1.10) and (1.11). In the same paper, Li and Yang also gave three-variable
generalizations of w(z; ¢) and v(z; ¢), namely,

o n.n,2n2+2n
y"z"q
0(y, 2 4) Z , (1.12)
— (Y4 4% )nt1(24; ¢ )nta
e n . n n2+n
yrtgt
0y, 23 q) == E (1.13)
— (Yq; ¢*)ni1’

It might be noted that Y.-S. Choi [13] had previously defined three-variable generalizations
of most of Ramanujan’s mock theta functions as well as of some of Andrews’ two-variable
generalizations. Choi’s three-variable generalizations are at the same level of generality as
those of Li and Yang. In fact,

22 CYQZZ q4
wo | =5 —3 4 Zgw*(a,Z;q),

q q
2
a~z q ) B .
4 (_ q4 7_¥aQ) - V*(CY,Z,(]), (114)

where w,(«, 2z; ¢) and v, («, 2; ¢) are Choi’s trivariate generalizations of the mock theta func-
tions defined by [13, p. 347]

o0 2(n—1)?=62n ,4(n+1)
. —_— q a{
w*(oz, Z;3 Q) ;% (zz/q; q2)n+1(04222/q3; q2)n+1’
o0 n27n22n
v, zq) =Y (1.15)

(—a222/¢3;¢%)

Observe that Li and Yang’s definitions (1.12) and (1.13) are symmetric in y and z. (We have
used a slightly different notation for Li and Yang’s definitions in order to distinguish them
from Choi’s definitions in (1.15).)

The primary goal of our paper is to generalize the Andrews-Yee identities in (1.10) and
(1.11). We now explain why it is important to seek these generalizations. Note that wy(y, 2; q),

Il
=)

n
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defined in (1.12) can be easily written in terms of the function

anbnqn2
G(a,b;q) == —_—
"0 (aq)n(bq)n
More precisely, ,
1q) = 1 q°). 1.16
wo(Y, 23 q) 1=y = zq)G(yq,zq, q) (1.16)

In his Lost Notebook [20], Ramanujan obtained beautiful identities for G(a, b; ¢) [6, Chapter
I1]. See [20, p. 202], [9, p. 89] and [14, p. 13, Equation (12.3)] for additional representations.
Also, it is known that [13, p. 351]
Gr, 27 g3 q) = (1 = 2)(1 — 27 q)gs(, q),
where g3(z, q) is the universal mock theta function defined by

> n(n+1)

g3(r,q) =Y ( !

= (23 Q)n41(0/T5 @Ot

Thus obtaining a generalization of the identity (1.10) of Andrews and Yee for wy(y, z; q)
might be very crucial in that it may lead to partition-theoretic interpretations of mock theta
functions of odd order, which are special cases of g3(x, q), as explicated in [16, Section 5].
However, at the end of their paper [18], Li and Yang surmise that finding generalizations of
(1.10) and (1.11) for wy(y, z; q) and vy (y, z; ¢) remains mysterious. While we have not been
able to fully resolve this mystery, we have partially resolved it. Before we give our main
results in this direction, it is important to note the possible obstacles.

Observe that the placing of the extra variable z on the left-hand sides of the Andrews-Yee
identities (1.10) and (1.11) was natural in view of the goal of simultaneously generalizing
(1.3), (1.4), (1.5) and (1.6). The corresponding right-hand sides too turned out to be natural
generalizations of the mock theta functions w(q) and v(q).

However, the situation is not so obvious while generalizing the Andrews-Yee identities
with an extra variable, say, «, because of its possible appearance at unbeknownst places.
First of all, there are two ways of generalizing (1.10) and (1.11) — one, beginning with the
right-hand sides consisting of w(z; ¢) and v(z; ¢), and second, beginning with the left-hand
sides which generate the restricted partition functions p,,(n) and p,(n). As far as the latter is
concerned, there have already been generalizations of (1.10) and (1.11). For example, Wang
and Ma [21, Theorem 1.2] have obtained nice identities for

e n—1

y
Z (26" Q)1 (2622 ¢?) 0

n=1
> Y (=20 D (-2 7)o
n=0

which, for y = ¢, (essentially) reduce to (1.10) and (1.11). However, while these are inter-
esting identities in the theory of basic hypergeometric series, with y™ replacing ¢" at each
occurrence, the partition-theoretic notion of n representing the smallest part gets compro-
mised, and hence combinatorially it is difficult to interpret them.
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Our goal here is to retain the notion of n denoting the smallest part of a partition and then
to generalize (1.10) and (1.11). In this regard, the three-variable generalizations of the mock
theta functions w(q) and v(q) that we investigate are defined by

o 2n

q
wila, z;q) : = 1.17
( 2 ;( 24;q )n+1(ZCJ/Oé P)ns1’ ( )
= 1.18
(@ %) ; —2¢;q*)nt1 (1.18)

Observe that

wi(l,2q) = w(z%¢%), (1.19)

v(1,z;9) = v(z q),
v(z,1;q) = ni(2;9), (1.20)

where w(z;q), v(z; q), and v;(z; q) are defined in (1.7), (1.9), and (1.12), respectively, and
where (1.19) is easily derived by using Andrews’ identity [6, p. 24]
anbnqn2+2n

2 (aq) =2

n—0 n+1 (bQ)n—i—l n—0 (bQ)n-&-l.

We introduce the two trivariate generalizations (1.17) and (1.18) of w(q) and v(q), respec-
tively, because they are linked by a nice functional relation given below.

Theorem 1.1. For|q| < 1,

via, z;q) = Za" witn Z—wl(oc, 2;q). (1.21)
a

(—2¢; ¢%) ZQ/Oé %)

Note that using
o0
2
Y = (% )¢5 )
n=0

which is an easy consequence of the Jacobi triple product identity (see (2.1) below), we
easily obtain the special case &« = 1 of the functional relation obtained by Andrews in [2,
p.- 78, Equation (3¢)], namely,

V(Z‘ Q) _ (q2; q2)00<_q2; q2>go
’ (220% ¢*)oc
Furthermore, letting z = 1 in (1.22) gives Ramanujan’s relation between w(q) and v(q) [14,
p. 62, Equation (26.88)], that is,

v(q) = (6% 6")oo (=0 °)2 — qw(q®). (1.23)

It should be noted that (1.23) is crucially used in [11, p. 6] in establishing (1.3). Moreover, in
our direct proof of (1.10), we need (1.22). Hence, to realize our goal of generalizing (1.10)
and (1.11), it is natural to consider w; (v, z; q) instead of wy(«, 2; ¢). Also, the other trivariate

— zqw(2% ¢%). (1.22)




6 BRUCE C. BERNDT, ATUL DIXIT, RAJAT GUPTA

generalization of v(q) that we study, namely, v(«, z; ), is the same as that considered by Li
and Yang [18] and also by Choi [13], in view of (1.14), since

I/(a7 2 Q> = V0<_Z7 —Oé/Z; Q)'

We are now ready to give generalizations of the Andrews-Yee identities (1.10) and (1.11).
We begin with that of (1.10).

Theorem 1.2. Let wi(«, z; q) be defined by (1.17). Then

f: (22 a; ¢*)m1g®™

—2q/; Q)2m (2G5 Q)2m(—2¢*™T2 [ ;) 0 (26725 %) o

m=1
20,22 2
¢ (2°q" /2 @)
= wila, 2;q) + Fla, z;q), (1.24)
(o @) 2o g1 (* 50 ¥ Flaz20)
where
1 - —a/(29); ¢ )ms1
F(a,z;q) := zq)™
( ) (—zqz/a;qQ)oo(qu;qz)oo< (1+ 2q¢/a) 7;) —2G;¢*)m41 (=)

aq (2*¢*/a; ¢*)
- PE A q2/a2 Za ) (1.25)

z (2%q
On the other hand, the generalization of (1.11) that we obtain is now given.

Theorem 1.3. Let v(«, z; q) be defined in (1.18). Then,

i L (“— o )
< (—zq/;9),, 2 (—2q/0;q) 7
n(n+1)/2

= (—a/2q),,, 0"
+(=2¢% %) Y +1 . (1.26)
n=0

(—a2q/2,6%),44

There is a trade-off between the two generalizations of the Andrews-Yee identities above.
Although Theorem 1.2 appears somewhat complicated, the variables «, z, and ¢ occurring in
w1 (a, z; q) are independent. On the other hand, Theorem 1.3 is comparatively simpler than
Theorem 1.2, but the first two components in v (a?/z, —a?/z; —q) are dependent.

A proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 4 along with the derivation of (1.10) as a
special case of Theorem 1.2. We also give an important application of this theorem in the
same section. Also, apart from proving Theorem 1.3 in Section 5, we show how (1.11)
can be derived from Theorem 1.3. Numerous corollaries of Theorem 1.3, which give many
well-known results in the literature as well as new ones, are given in Section 6.

Throughout this paper, it is assumed that the variables ¢, o, and z are chosen so that all
functions of one or more of these variables are analytic.
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2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

For z # 0 and |¢| < 1, the Jacobi triple product identity is given by [5, p. 21, Theorem
2.8]

n ’Il2
> 2" = (—24:07)oo(—0/ 2 ) oo (— 05 ) e 2.1)
We will use a deep identity of Andrews [7, p. 141, Theorem 1] in our proofs of Theorems
1.2 and 1.3. Fora, A # 0,

— (B On(=Abg; )ng"  (B; @)oo= Abg; @)oo m (Abg/a)™
HZ:O (—aq; Dn(=bg; @)n a(=bG; @)oo(—0G; @) Z B/a D

(=0 Qi (—ABq/a; Q)m(=b)"
MDD (—=B/a;q), 4y (Abg/a;q),, @2

We also require the g-analogue of Gauss’s second theorem, namely [4, Equation (1.8)],

m=0

m=0

(@ Dn: Dn a2 _ (06 D008 6*)oo(ba; ¢%) 53
— (¢; q)n(qab; o (qab; ¢%)o ' 3

n

3. A FUNCTIONAL RELATION BETWEEN w; (v, 2;¢) AND v(«, z;q)

The functional relation in Theorem 1.1 is proved in this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We begin by quoting a corrected version of a formula from Fine’s
book [14, Equation (8.2)]. (In (8.1), for H, replace (ut)s, by (—ut)~, and replace (u)., by
(—u)wo; for G, replace (ut),, by (—ut),. In (8.2), replace (#) by (—u)o.) To that end,

(n2+n)/2 u & n

Z (bq)n 1+u; (b)n(—uq)n  (q)oo(—1)so z%(b/ g™ 3

n=0

Replacing ¢ by ¢* in (3.1), we deduce that

“— bq q°)
= : i(b/u) (w4 - i " :
(03 4%) oo (=13 ¢%) o0 “= (1 =0)(1 + u) = (bg* ¢*)n(—ug* ¢*)n

Taking u = —zq/« and b = —zq, we furthermore find that

e Oé(]n+n - n_n’+n
nz (2 zq/aq Za '

—2¢;¢%) 1 (—2¢;¢%*) oo

e 2n

2q 1 q
a (1+ ZQ)(l — z2q/a) = (—2¢% ¢*)n(26° /@ ¢*)n

n=

— an n +n
(—2¢; ¢*) o zq/a ) Z
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zqz

Using (1.18) and (1.17), we complete the proof. ]

Fine’s identity (3.1) can be found in Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook [20, p. 40], [9, Entry
6.3.1, p. 115].

2n

—2q;¢%)nt1(2q/ 05 ¢* )1

4. GENERALIZATION OF THE FIRST ANDREWS-YEE IDENTITY AND ITS APPLICATION

Here, we first prove Theorem 1.2. Then we derive (1.10) from it. Finally, we give a
striking application of Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. We employ (2.2). First, replace g by ¢*. Second, let B = 22¢*/a,a =
2q/a, and b = —zq. Third, let A = 0 while using the limit

lim (1/4; ¢*)mA™ = lim (1 — 1/A)(1 — ¢?/A) - - (1 — ¥ 72 JA)A™ = (—1)"g™m~ D).

A—0 A—0

We then deduce that

S G T S S N G Wil oz q)
= (—2¢% [ %) (24% P )m 24 (2¢% P oo(—2¢% s P)oe
= (—0/(20); ¢*)mia
+ (1 —2zq zq)™.
( ); (=26 ¢*)m+1 =0)

Now substitute v(a, z, ¢) from (1.21) into the last equality to deduce that

S (2%¢° /0 ¢*)m 2m
‘ (—26° /2 4*)m(26% ¢*)m

m=

a (z2q2/a; q2)oo 1 > n_n2+n zq .
(32 (— .2 (—2q; ¢?) L) Za q —EM(%Z,Q)

20 (0% @)oo~ 20705 ) s e/ )

+ (1 —2q) i (Z2/(20): s (2q)™

— (=2¢;¢*)m

(22¢%/ ;%) o

:(zq3;q2)oo(—zq3/oz;q2)oowl(a’Z; 2
_a (2°¢*/; ¢%) o R
24 (26% %) oo (— 243/ @ 4%) o (— 245 4%) o (20/ 5 G°) Z
e (/)i i
+(1—2q) ) (zq)™. 4.1)

— (—2¢,¢%)mn

If we divide both sides above by (1 + zq/a)(1 — 2q)(—2¢*/@; ¢*) o (24%; ¢*) 00> the left-hand
side becomes

[e.e]

1 2/04 @*)m 2m
(1+2q/a)(1 = 2q)(=2¢%/@; ¢*)oc (2% ¢°) Z:O zq3/a P26 P
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_ 1 i 2/04 ¢*)m(— 292/0‘?q2)m+1(3q23q2)m+1q2m
(—2¢%/; 4%) oo (267 4%) o0 = (—24/0; Qom+2(2G; Dom+o
i (2°¢° /2 %) mg™"
— (=2¢/0; Q2m+2(20; Q)om+2(— 207"/ ¢2) oo (26*™ T ¢ o
_ 1 f: (2°¢*/ 2 ¢*)m-19™" “42)
¢* A= (=2q/ @ Q)2m (265 @)2m (=242 /5 ) oo (26725 ¢%) o

while the right-hand side becomes

! ( G T P
(1+2¢/a)(1 — 20) (= 262/ ¢*)oo(20% 4% oo \ (265 @%)oo(—267 /5 ¢%) o
_ ;q<zq3;q2>m<—zq3/i; szj@; PN EY) Z&” e
e 3 Rl
:(Zq;(q) (/az;]/();o . w;(?z; q)2
- %(—Zq/a;Q)oo(Z;;Zq()loj(a—;jq?q 2) (20 ) Za" i
T+ 2g/a) (2 /1a; P P > (_(a_/ Zf;;)qmi";“ (2q)™. 43)

m=0
Remembering that we had divided both sides of (4.1) by (1+2q/a)(1—2¢)(—2¢*/ @; ¢*) o (2G%; ¢*) o

we substitute (4.2) and (4.3) into (4.1) as amended. We then multiply both sides by the re-
sulting identity by ¢ to conclude that

f: (2°¢*/; ¢*)m14
= (—2q/; @)am (265 Qom (— 2> ™2 /5 ¢*) o0 (24*™ 25 ¢%) oo
(2°¢%/ 2 ¢%) oo

T (24 @)oo (— 24/ 0) o

°wi(a, z;q) + F(a, 23 q),

where
F(a, 2 q) _ 2612 i Oé/ Zq m—|—1 (Z(])m
(14 zq/a)(—2¢%/ 0 ¢*) (2% ¢*)oo 2= (=243 4 )m+1
aq (Z q2/@;q ) Z n n+n
- — «

2 (=2q/ @)oo(2G; @)oo (—2G; ¢*) oo (20 @v; ¢7)

(=262 *) oo (247 4*) oo \ (1 + 2q/ @) 5= (—2¢54%)ms1

B 1 ( e Z(_a/(ZQ)§Q)m+1(zq)m
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_% ( 2/O'/q an n+n
7 (22¢% Yo (22¢% /0 ¢ Z >

This completes our proof. U

4.1. Andrews and Yee’s (1.10) as a special case of Theorem 1.2. We begin with a lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For |zq| < land |q| < 1,

(/25w (L 20)(2%04 0 (0% D) (=% )

m=0

Proof. Let z = y/q in (4.4). Thus,

i /Y m o _ (L9670 1) (0 ) (0% 4

4.5)
= (—ya* ¢*)m (¥% ")
Replace ¢2 by ¢ in (4.5) to find that
(/Y Dm o L+ DG 0o (@)oo =03 0)%
Dy = o (4.6)
= (=Y O (4% ¢%) oo
Our goal is thus to prove (4.6).
Recall next the definition of the basic hypergeometric function ¢4,
 (439)n(b; O
o1(a,b;c;q,2) == — " z| < 1,
il ) ; (¢ O)n(g; @) o
and Heine’s transformation [15, p. 13]
(b; @)oo (@23 @)oo
b; c; = b,z;az;q,b).
2¢1(G, ;6 g, Z) (07 q)oo<2’ q)oo 2¢1(C/ y2;az54, )
Setb =gq,c= —yq,a = —q/y, and z = y to find that
— (—0/y;Dm (G4 )i (U D
(—q/ . ) = ( Z Y q)
— A~y Q)m - (—yg CI) ( —~ (=4 Om(a; q)m
1 . o 2;
:( +9)(¢* ¢%) Z(y q°) 47
When we compare (4.7) with (4.6), we see that we must show that
o 2
Y54 )m o, Yy-q;q
Zg = (4°4:¢")oo(—4: )oc Q. (4.8)

(0% 4°)m (¢:¢*)oo

To prove (4.8), we apply the g-binomial theorem [15, p. 8]

i (a; Q)mzm _ (aZQQ)oo. (4.9)

= (G Dm (25 @)oo
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Setting @ = 3% and 2z = ¢ and replacing ¢ by ¢* in (4.9), we arrive at

> 2. .2 2.2
Z (y27q2)mqm _ W 4.4 oo @.10)
= (0% )m (43 4%)o0

Noting that (4.8) and (4.10) are identical, we complete the proof. ]

We next give a second proof of Lemma 4.1.

Proof. Replacing ¢ by ¢ in Ramanujan’s 17, summation [15, p. 139, Equation (5.2.2)], we
have, for |b/a| < |t| < 1and|q| <1,

- (@ sy i (4*/b; %) (ﬁ)m _ (@*0%)oo(b/a3 4%) s (at; 4*) oo (7 / (a1); ¢°) o
( (4%/a; ®)m \at (0: 4*)oo (% /a5 4%) oo (£ 4%) 0 (b/ (at); 4%) 0
4.11)
Leta = —q/z,b = —z¢> and t = zq above and thereby note that both series on the left side
are equal. This gives (4.4) upon simplification. U
Proof of (1.10). Let o« = 1 in Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 4.1, F'(1, z,q) = 0. Thus, putting
a = 11n (1.24) and using (1.19), we see that (1.24) reduces to (1.10). O

m=0

4.2. An application of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection we show that the following corol-
lary is equivalent to a special case of a beautiful reciprocity theorem of S.-Y. Kang [17].

Corollary 4.2. For F(«, z; q) defined by (1.25),

1

Fla,z,q) = F (—7—3;61) : (4.12)
(e} (8}

Proof. Define

S (2°* /2 ¢*) 14"
G(a, z;q) E ,  (4.13)
— (—2¢/ 0 @)am (24; @)2m (—2¢7 ™2/ @ ¢%) oo (24*™ 25 ¢)

and

N (Z QQ/OG q2)oo 20 (v 2
Hie zq):= (24; @)oo =20/ @)on 1, %5 0)

__CEP/0 ) f’: "
$ @)oo (—24/ 05 @)oo =5 (—2¢: %)

(ZQ7 Q)oo( ZQ/OJ, Q)oo n+1 (ZQ/OZ; qz)nJrl ’

where w (o, z; ) is defined in (1.17). It is straightforward to see that

G(a,z;9) =G (l,—i;q) :
8]

Q@
1
H(a,2;q) = H (—,—i;q> : (4.14)
a o«
Thus, (4.14) along with Theorem 1.2 implies (4.12). ]

One of the beautiful theorems in Ramanujan’s lost notebook is his reciprocity theorem
[20, p. 401, [9].
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Theorem 4.3. For ab # 0,
1 oo (_1)nqn(n+l)/2anb—n ( 1) 00 (_1)nqn(n+1)/2a—nbn
1+ —) — 14+ =
()L )X

n=0 0
_ (1 _ 1) (aq/b,bq/a, q;q)s wis)
b a) (—aq,—bq;q)s

Soon-Yi Kang obtained the following beautiful generalization of Ramanujan’s reciprocity
theorem [17, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 4.4. If |c| < |a| < 1 and |c| < |b| < 1, then

11 ¢,aq/b,bg/a, q; q)s
pS(avba G, q) _p3(baaac; q) = (E - _) (—C(/CZ —é/b _/aq _b>q q) ) (416)

where

1 0 (C)n(_l)nqn(n+1)/2anb7n
Jbociq) =14+ -+ ) 4.17
pabed = (1+5) 2 e o @17

Kang [17, p. 24] shows that (4.16) is equivalent to the ;¢); summation formula (4.11).
Also, Ramanujan’s reciprocity theorem (4.15) is the special case ¢ = 0 of Theorem 4.4. It
turns out that a special case of Kang’s result (4.16) is simply a restatement of Corollary 4.2.
This is given in the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. The identity (4.12) is equivalent to the special case a = zq, b = —zq/a and
c = 2%¢*/a of Kang’s result (4.16).

Proof. Substituting the expressions for F'(«, z; ¢) and F (1/«, —z/«; ) from (1.25) in (4.12)
and simplifying, we see that

2 o0 2 e o0
q —a/(29);97)m m 4 o q n+l n24n
S~ GGk P 8 o) Sy
(I+zq/0) A= (=26 )mn 2 (2°¢% 4" (2247 0% )0 4=
2 2 (1/(29): ¢®)m zZq\™ 2/
_ g Z(/(?I)%)H(_ﬁ) I (2*¢°/ 921 1 Za_nn+n
(1—q2) 2= (20/0; )i \ « 2 (220% ¢*)oo(2°¢% /0% ¢*) oo
(4.18)
Replace n by —n — 1 in the partial theta function on the left-hand side. Thus,
Z n+1 n +n o Z Oéin n? n (419)
n=0 n=—00

Hence, from (4.18) and (4.19), we see, upon simplification, that

oo

(1+a/(2q) i (~04/% @) ym (A= 1/(0)) Z (a/2¢%) (_@)m

(1+2q/a)(1 + 2q) == (=2¢°¢*)m (1= q2)(1 = zq/a) = (2¢*/; ¢?) o'

1 22¢%/a; ¢%) oo - A
- 22.(4 /2 : : Z (E) T - (4.20)

2q (22¢% ¢ (22 /0?5 ¢ ) oo =
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The Jacobi triple product identity (2.1) gives

o0 a n 2
b <—> ¢ = (—a,—q—,q%cf’) . 4.21)
q a 00

Moreover, the g-analogue of Pfaff’s transformation established by Jackson [4, p. 527] is
given by

oo

(¢/b; @)nla; @)n" (a3 @)oo N (a5 @)n (—1)g" =D/ (2c/b)"
nz On(Gn (0w 7; q) (c )n(az; q)n @

Replace ¢ by ¢%, thenlet a = ¢%,¢ = —2¢3,b = 2%¢* /o and & = zq in (4.22) to find that

3 (—aq/gz;gz)m(zq)m _

o0

(ZQQQ/CY; q2)nanqn2+n
— (—2¢% ¢*)n(2¢; ¢*)nta

1
0 —a/)"” (Zg, —2;17 %7(12) ; (4.23)

where ps(a, b, c) is defined in (4.17). Similarly, replacing ¢ by ¢, then letting a = ¢*,¢ =
2¢3/a, b = 22¢*/aand & = —zq/a in (4.22), we are led to

m=0 n

o

Z Zq?{/zaqq <_%>m = ni ( <Z2q2'/24;q Jpa gt

0 =0 Zq3/a,q )n(_ZQ/OC,q )n+1

B 1 _2q 22q?
- (1 + 1/(Zq))p3 ( o 24, —34 ) (424)

Now substitute (4.21), (4.23), and (4.24) in (4.20) and simplify to deduce that

1 2q 2 q 7 2q ¢,
- z — -, zq,—;
(14 2q9)(1 — zq/a) B\ "0 o P\ a1

_ 1 (Z2q2/047 —Q, —q2/oz, q2; q2)oo

C2q (220% 0N (2207 /0% ¢ o
Multiplying both sides of (4.25) by —(1 + zq)(1 — zq/«) and simplifying leads us to (4.16)
with a = 2¢q, b = —zq/a and ¢ = 22¢*/a. Since the steps are clearly reversible, we see that
(4.12) can also be derived from this special case of (4.16). O

(4.25)

5. GENERALIZATION OF THE SECOND ANDREWS-YEE IDENTITY

In this section, we will first prove Theorem 1.3 and then derive (1.11) as a special case of
Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Note that the left-hand side can be written in the form

E 2q q 27l q
n=

(—2q/a;q),

2n+2.

10?0 — (—z2¢;¢%)
" = (—2¢";¢")x q". (5.1)
Z [

n=
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We would like to transform the sum on the right-hand side of (5.1). To that end, we apply
(2.2) with A = B/bq, a = z/a and b — 0 to find that

(B . a(B%Y)s i (Ba/2)"
2 (aqjaiq)n’ T A(—2a/as @) 2= (—Ba/% ),
i (—a/2@Q)mi (—Bza/z)m qm(mfl)/Q_ (5.2)

(32042/223 q2>m+1

m=0

From [11, Equation (41)],

> (B/Z)m - 2 2m

o = 2 (G )m (=B/2). (5.3)
mz_:o (_B/Z;Q)m-‘rl Z

Replace z by z/« in (5.3) and substitute the resulting identity

—~_ (Ba/2)"
n;) (—Ba/zq)

m+1

m=0

on the right-hand side of (5.2), so as to obtain

() BQ, 2 I o B2’ 2 0o > 2 2m
. —(—(zq/i;)q)nq == % 220(61; ¢ )m (—Ba/z)

Oé/Z q m+1 2 m(m—1)/2
E B . 4
T B2a2/z2 ) (—=B%a/2)"q (5.4)

n= m

Now let B2 = —zq in (5.4) to deduce that

3 (2060 0 =200 S (4 ) (—g0%/2)"

— (—2q/0;q)n 2(—2q/a; @) S
(-2 Qmi1 m(m+1)/2
+ a’tq . (5.5
Z —« Q/Z q )m+1
From [5, p. 29, Exercise 6],
oo o0 2
qm xm
(—2q/y;: @)my™ = Y ——5—
mz:() mzjo (y; q2)m+1

Let x = —y = a?q/z to deduce that

o e m24+m (2 m
2 2/ \™m q (a®/z)
4G4 )m (—qa”/z)" =
mz;:)( Im (=007/2) ,;0 (/2 ¢*)m+1
2 2
:y(a—,—a—;— ) (5.6)
z z
Finally, substitute (5.6) in (5.5) and then use the resulting identity in (5.1) to arrive at (1.26).
O

As a corollary of Theorem 1.3, we obtain (1.11) as a special case. To derive this, however,
we require the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.1. Let v(«, z; q) be defined in (1.18). Then

1 (1 =z —a¢?, —1/0,¢% ¢*) s
via,z;9) + —v | =, ——iq _ (Fod, Vg q) : (5.7)
Q a a (_zq7zq/aaq2)oo

Proof. Replace ¢ by ¢? in Ramanujan’s reciprocity theorem (4.15) and then set a = zq and
b = —zq/« in the resulting identity to deduce that

o0 n ,n(n+1) 1 0 —n, n(n+1)
a a"q a g
I D ey R B e
( zq)no(— 5 q° <+zq)n ;0

2¢% 4% — (2¢°/; ¢*)n

_ o 1 (_aq27_q2/04>q25q2)oo (5 8)
B o0 (—zq3,zq3/a; q2)oo ' '
Dividing both sides of (5.8) by (1 + z¢)(1 — «/(2q)) and simplifying, we find that

o0 n n(n+1) 1 > —n n(n+1)
(07 «
Z q. 2 T _Z q 2
(2P @ f=(20/05 6 )n
1 — ol —q? 2. 2 -

2q (1 —a/(2q))(=24,2¢° /@ ¢%)
Now,
(=¢*/; ¢*)s _ (—1/05¢%)s
(2¢* /e *)oc(1 — a/(2q))  (2¢%/ 0 ¢%)oc(1+ 1/ ) (1 — a/(2q))
C2q (1)
(a+1) (2¢/0;¢*)
Lastly, put (5.10) into (5.9) and recall the definition of v(«, z; ¢) from (1.18). We thus deduce

that
Z > — (_aqzv_l/a7q2;q2)oo

( " 1 /1
v(a, z; —v |- —
ST e T (—2q, 2q/; ¢%) oo

(5.10)

which is what we wanted to prove.

O
Corollary 5.2. For|q| < land z € 7Z,
o . S 0 on n 24n
Y a (=" a6 6P = (2 —9) Z 2 RERRCAT)
n=0 n= 4 n+
Proof. Let a =1 in Theorem 1.2 to deduce that
. 1 /1 1
> (2" On(—20"" 7)o = — —v <—, —=; —q>
—~ z \z =z
X (=1 2 n(n+1)/2
+ (=207 ¢")s0 ) (1 0 4 (5.12)

— (=q/%¢%),
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We now transform v (1/z, —1/z; —q) into v(z, 1; —q) using (5.7). To that end, replace z and
q in (5.7) by —1/z and —q, respectively, and then let o« = 1/z, thereby obtaining

11 (=2, —¢*/2,¢% ")
vi-,———q| = — 211 (25 —q), (5.13)
( ) (¢,-0/% ¢*) s 1(-0)

where we also used the fact that v (z,1; —¢) = v1(2; —q), as can be seen from (1.9) and
(1.18). Also, using (2.3) with a = g and b = —¢/z in the second equality below, and using
(—¢;: @)oo = 1/(¢; ¢*) in the third equality below, we find that

i (=1/20)p 1 "2 (14 1/2) & Z (—q/zq), "D/
— ()5, (+d) 2 (—d/nd),
_(1+1/7) { (—q; 9)oo(q®, =%/ % q2)oo}
- (1+q/2) (—4%/2¢%) oo
2 -1 2 o
_ /Z’qz) (5.14)
(¢, =4/ ¢%)oo
Hence, putting (5.13) and (5.14) in the right-hand side of (5.12), we arrive at
1 /1 1 2 o = (21/29),,, gD
——vl oo q) (=207 ¢ )
z (2 z ) ( ) nz:% (=4/26%) 1
(=2 /% 0% ) 2 o (0% =1/2¢%)
=1(2;—q) — +(—2¢":¢" )0 (5.15)
1z =) (¢, —4/7¢%)oo ( ) (¢, —4/7 ¢%)oo
Now,
(=26 ¢?) (¢* —1/2¢%) 0 _ (L4 1/2)(=26% —¢*/2,6% 6" _ (—2,—¢*/2,¢*1¢*)
R I (¢, ~4/2 %) 20, =4/ 4%
(5.16)
Putting (5.16) into (5.15) and then (5.15) into (5.12), we see, upon cancellation, that we have
proved (5.11). O

6. APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM 1.3

6.1. The case o = z of Theorem 1.3 and its corollaries.

Theorem 6.1. Let wi(«, z;q) and v(«, z; q) be defined in (1.17) and (1.18), respectively.
Then

- iq) ooq
v(z,—z;—q) + 2qwi(z, —z; Z zq2“+1 (6.1)

Proof. Let a = 2z in (1.26) and then use the identity [9, p. 25]

n n(n+3)/2

Z an n24+2n __ i <_Q7_Q)n2a q2

—~  (=ag®¢*)nt
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with a replaced by z/q, to transform the series on the extreme right of (1.26) to deduce that

o0

e 2n+2. 2 n .
—24;q) zn =25 4%) g (—2¢; @)oo 2. o n n2tn
=— v(z,—2;—q) +2(—2¢; 9" ) o 2"q .
nzzo —4;9), (¢ 9) 0 ( )2 ) nzo
(6.2)
From Theorem 1.1, with 2 replaced by —z, ¢ replaced by —¢, and @ = z,
ST = (—24,0) (@ oo (V2 — 2 —0) + qn(z,—2i—0)) . (63)
n=0
Substituting (6.3) in (6.2) and using (¢; ¢*)so = 1/(—¢; @) leads to
— (—2¢;4 zn( 27" ) od” (224 0)oo (—2¢; @)oo
= v(z,—z;—q —|—2q—w zZ,—2;—q) .
,LZO —4;9),, (—490) o ( ) (—4:9) ( )
Now multiply both sides above by (—¢; )/ (—2¢; @) to arrive at (6.1). O

The first identity in the corollary below can be found in Ramanujan’s lost notebook [20,
5L [9, p. 119, Entry 6.3.5]. To the best of our knowledge, the second identity is not given
anywhere in the literature.

Corollary 6.2. For any complex numbers z and q such that |q| < 1,

o0

—2q;q nq 0 nin
Z —222 () (2 P V(2 —2—q)  (6.4)

n=

and
. Zq’ . n_ mn n
Z =) 2 (40D (—20: ) qui (2, — 25 —q). (6.5
n=0 n=0

Proof. Multiply both sides of (6.1) by (¢; ¢*)oo(—2¢; ¢*) o to arrive at
(4 6%)oo(—2¢; 4o (2, —2; —Q) + 2%}1(2 —2;—q)

) ooq
= (¢;¢%)oo(—2¢; ¢*) E : (6.6)
n= 0 oo

Zq2n+1

Now subtract (6.3) from (6.6) to deduce (6.5). Multiply (6.3) by 2 and subtract it from (6.6)
to deduce (6.4). U

Corollary 6.3. We have

3 (—¢"" @)oo
( qun_i_l' q2) - 2qw1 (ZJ Z’ q)
n=0 ! o0
00 2
_ Z ( iq‘q)) 1(_22) (1 +2(14 +2)q3 242 ' 6.7)
- ) n+
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Proof. We appeal to two formulas for F'(a,0;t), where we are now using the notation
F(a,b;t) in Fine’s book [14]. First, from [14, p. 4, Equation (6.1)],

)nqn(n+1)/2
tq; q)n

(1—t)F(a,0:8) = Y (_“t( (6.8)

Second, from [14, p. 14, Equation (13.3)] (which is, in fact, a special case of the Rogers—Fine
identity),

at2)n(1 . atq2n+1)q(3n2+n)/2. (6.9)

(1 —-1t)F(a,0;t) f:

n=0

7

3

In (6.9) and (6.8), first replace ¢ by ¢*. Secondly, set @ = 1/q, and t = —zq. Combining the
two resulting identities, we find that, respectively, by (1.18),

1 > ann(n+1)
F —,0;—zq) =y ————— =u(z,—2 ¢
(q % (—zq; q2)n+1 ( )
— Z _ZZ)n(l + Zq4n+2>q3n2+2n- (610)
—2¢; ¢*)nt1

Now substitute the far-right side of (6.10) into the left-hand side of (6.1) to complete the

proof of Corollary 6.3. U
Letting 2 = 0 in Corollary 6.3 gives
> 2t
Zq _1+2nZ:O(Q§Q2)n+1

This is a disguised form of Euler’s theorem, which asserts that the number of partitions of a
positive integer n into distinct parts is equal to the number of partitions of n into odd parts.
To see this, separate the term for n = 0 on the left side above, that is, (—¢; ¢) o, and then add
1 to both sides, so that

0 2n+1
(=4 @)oo + (HZq"(—Q"H; > =2 (HZ 1)-
n=1 n+

Now,
L+ 0 (=" D)oo = (=€ @)oo,
n=1

since the series on the left-hand side enumerates partitions into distinct parts with the smallest
part being n. Next,
& 2n+1

1+y 1

(4% )ni1

enumerates partitions into odd parts with 2n + 1 being the largest odd part.
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Corollary 6.4. For |q| < 1,

T U
— ("¢ —~(:¢)nn =
Proof. Put z = —11in (6.7). O

We next define three partition functions.

The number of overpartitions of a positive integer n is equal to the number of partitions
of n arranged in decreasing order, where the first appearance of a part may or may not be
overlined. Thus, 3,3,2 + 1,2+ 1,2+ 1,2+ 1,1+ 1+ 1,and 1 + 1 + 1 are the eight
overpartitions of 3.

Let p*(n) denote the the number of overpartitions of n into distinct non-negative parts,
such that all odd parts less than twice the smallest part are overlined and such that all of the
even parts are overlined.

Let p.(n) denote the number of weighted partitions of 7 into odd parts, where, if A, Ao, - -+, Ax
are the distinct parts of the partition with A\, > A1 > --- > Ay > )y, then the weight of
the partition is equal to []/_, w()\;), where

1 + the number of appearances of \;, if 1 <7<k,

w(N) = o (6.12)
the number of appearances of \;, ifi =k.

Example 1. Let n = 5. We first find p*(5). Note that 0 and 0 may also be parts of the
overpartitions enumerated by p*(5). Hence the admissible partitions are 5,5+ 0,5+ 0,4 +
1,4+1+0,4+1+40,3+2,3+2+0,34+24+0,3+1+14+0,3+1+1+0,3+1+1+0,3+
1+14+0,24+14+14+14+0,2+1+1+14+0,14+1+1+1+1+0,1+1+1+1+1+0.
According to its definition,
p*(5) = 17.

Next, we calculate p.(5). The admissible partitions are 5,3+ 1+ 1land 1 +1+1+ 1+ 1.
Hence

p(5) =1+ (1)(3)+5=0.

Corollary 6.4 gives an interesting identity involving p*(n) and p.(n), which is in the spirit
of Euler’s pentagonal number theorem.

Theorem 6.5. Let p*(n) and p.(n) be defined as above. Forn > 1,
(=17, ifn=35"+2j or 3j* +4j + 1,

p*(n) — 2p.(n) = { 0,

otherwise.
Proof. We first show that
N e m s (T )"
Z pr(m)q™ = Z @ @) (6.13)
m=0 n=0 ? o0

Rewrite the right-hand side of (6.13) in the form

i qn(_qn-i-l. q) (_q2n+2. q2) (_q2n+1; q2>oo
n=0

(" ¢*) oo ©19
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Let n denote the smallest part in an overpartition of a positive integer m. First,
(=" (=" 0% (6.15)

generates partitions, wherein the parts are distinct and each odd part is less than twice the
smallest part. Since these parts are distinct, we can overline each of the elements in any

given partition. Secondly,

(=" %) o

(¢*"1: ¢%) oo
generates partitions into odd parts, which may or may not be overlined. Taking the interpreta-
tions of (6.15) and (6.16) together in (6.14), we see that we have generated the overpartitions

enumerated by p*(m) from the right-hand side of (6.13), i.e., we have concluded our proof
of (6.13).

(6.16)

2n+1
Next, consider the second series on the left-hand side of (6.11). Clearly, W gener-
q;4 n+1
ates partitions into odd parts with the largest part 2n + 1. Write
q2n+1 1 1 1 q2n+1
(G2 (1= (1—¢?2 (-2 (1-g)
= Y (kA0 (ka+ 1) (ky + 1)ghatShettlnl)y Z Kng1q 2t e
k1,k2, ,kn=0 kny1=1
Recalling the definition of p,(n) in (6.12), we see that
0 > q2n+1
pe(m)g™ = — (6.17)
n;) m) Z (q )it
Theorem 6.5 now follows from (6.13) and (6.17) by equating the coefficient of ¢" on both
sides of Corollary 6.4. U

Example 2. Let n = 5. From Example 1, p*(5) = 17 and p.(5) = 9, and so p*(5) —2p.(5) =
—1 as predicted by Theorem 6.5, since 5 is of the form 352 + 23, precisely when j = 1.

Next, let n = 6. Note that 6 cannot be written in the form 3j° + 45 + 1 or 352 + 2j.
After counting all of the relevant partitions, we find that p*(6) = 28 and p.(6) = 14. Thus,
p*(6) — 2p.(6) = 0 as predicted by Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 6.5 readily gives the following corollary determining the parity of p*(n).
Corollary 6.6. Forn > 1,
“(n) = 1 (mod 2), ifn=3j5%+2jor35%+4j+1,
PU=90 (mod 2), otherwise.

6.2. The case = = —1/q of Theorem 1.3. Setting = = —1/¢ in Theorem 1.3, we deduce
the following corollary. See also Kang’s paper [17, Corollary 7.4].

Corollary 6.7.

i anqn(n+1)/2 .

=0 (—aq; @Q)nta
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6.3. The case @ = —z of Theorem 1.3 and its corollaries

Corollary 6.8. We have

o0 g+
v(z,—z;—q) = g (—(zq?”*’f)q )Ooq”. (6.18)

Proof. Let @« = —z in Theorem 1.3 and note that the series on the extreme right-hand side
vanishes. Corollary 6.8 now follows readily after some simplification. U
Corollary 6.9. We have

1« — ("9} "
w(z, —2;—q) Y Zo Zq2n+1 2o :
Proof. Use Corollary 6.8 in Theorem 6.1.

n+1

0
Corollary 6.10. We have

> Z. =1—(4:¢") s

(6.19)
— (=" @)
Proof. Let z = —qin (6.18), so that

o0

v(=¢,¢;—q) = ZW —Z

n=0

(6.20)

Recall Euler’s theorem [3, p. 19, Corollary 2.2, Equation (2.2.6)], with g replaced by ¢, that
is,

Z = (21¢")e;
n=0
Set z = q above to deduce that

—1)" n2
(G0 —1=) % = —quv(—q,¢;—q), (6.21)
— (4%°)n
by (1.18). Combine (6.20) and (6.21) to deduce (6.19).

6.4. The case a = g of Theorem 1.3 and its corollaries

Theorem 6.11. For z € C and |q| < 1,

> 0" (=20 Qnsr (—26°" 7)o
n=0
g (¢ I (= Voo (@0 oo (— 0%/ % ¢%) s
=——V\|—,——,— +_(_Z7q )oo _1+ 3 2
z \z 2 q (—=¢*/2;¢%) 0

(6.22)
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Proof. Putting o = ¢ in (1.26), we find that
2n+42. 2 2

i(—zq;q)zn(—zq 10)ed" 4 (=260 <CI_ q )

= v|—,——;—¢
(—2:q), 2 (—2q) 2

n=0
n+3)/2

i (—a/% @)1 0™

(—a3/z; q2)n+1

=0
(24 Q) <q2 7 )
=——-T——— 5 VY|\To 74
z <_Za Q)oo z <
1 = (—q/2;q), "D/
+ (2% ¢ e | 1+ n .
q —  (=¢/zq),

Letting @ = g and b = —¢/z in (2.3), and then using the resulting identity on the right-hand
side above, we deduce that

i (=26 Don(=20"" 2 ¢*)ocd” _ 4 (=24:0) (ﬁ s _q)
o (—2:9), z (—21q) o 2z 2z’
1 —4;4) 2; 2 co\ ™ 2 ; 2 00
) (—1+< 7 9)o (g ;1) (2 7°/2 %) >
q (—=¢*/2 %)
Now multiply both sides by (1 + z) to deduce (6.22). O
Ramanujan’s third order mock theta function ¢(q) is defined by
oo n2
q
o) =) (6.23)
W= T,

A corollary of Theorem 6.11 gives the corrected version of [11, Theorem 4.2] involving ¢(q).
Corollary 6.12. With ¢(q) defined by (6.23),

D (=" D" ) = 1= 6(q) + (0% oo~ *)e (6.24)
n=0
Proof. Let z = ¢ in Theorem 6.11 and simplify. U

Corollary 6.12 has the following companion.
Corollary 6.13. We have

> (=D~ ) = 1+ 2q v(g, 15 q). (6.25)
n=0

Proof. Employing (5.7) with & = 1/q and z = 1/q, we find that
(=4 —4.¢% ¢")
v(1/q,1/q;q9) +qv(q, =1;q) =

(1/9,1/3:9) + ot ) (=1, 43¢%)oo

Using (1.18), we rewrite (6.26) in the slightly modified form

o0 n2

(—¢% ¢®)n

(6.26)

(—4;4°)2.(0% ¢%) oo
(—0% 0% 0 (2 ¢%) o0

+2qv(q,—1;q) =

n=0
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Using (6.23) and simplifying, we deduce that
#(q) +2q v(g,~1;9) = (=¢;6")% (0% ")

Use the identity above in (6.24) to deduce (6.25). U

Let p'(n) denote the number of partitions of n into non-negative parts in which the small-
est part can occur at most twice, all other parts must be distinct, and in which all even
parts are strictly less than twice the smallest part. For example, if n = 5, then the admissible
partitions are 5, 540, 5+0+0 and 3+2. Hence p/(5) = 4. One can check that {p'(n)}?>, =
{1,2,2,2,4,4,4,6,6,8,10, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 22, 24, 26, 32, 34, 38, 44, 48, 54, 62}. This leads
us to suggest that p’(n) for any n > 1 might be even. That this is the case is an immediate
consequence of Corollary 6.13. This is given below.

Corollary 6.14. Let p'(n) be defined as above. Then p'(0) = 1 and p'(n) is even for any
n > 1.

Proof. 'We first show that

Zp n)q" —Zq (=" ¢%) oo (6.27)

This is easy to see once we regard the mdex of summation 7 in the series on the right-hand
side as denoting the smallest part in a partition generated by it. Then the summand is given
by
(=0 (=" D)0 = (" + ) =" D1 (=" )

Clearly, this implies that the smallest part n can occur at most twice. Also, all other parts
must be distinct, and no even part is as large as twice the smallest part. This proves (6.27).

Now the result follows immediately by invoking Corollary (6.13) and noting that there is
a 2 in front of g v(q, —1; ¢) on its right-hand side. O

Corollary 6.15. We have

o0 n 249n

V(l/q,l;—q)zz( 7" —1+2qz =142qv(g,—1q).

q;49 )n-i-l n+1

Proof. If we put z = 1/¢ in (5.11), we find that the left-hand side of (5.11) is the same as
the left-hand side of (6.25). Ul

Corollary 6.16. We have

o0

i (@ Dara (% ) = — > (D (6.28)
- ¢ 4= (0% ¢%)n
Proof. Let z = —1 in Theorem 6.11. This leads to (6.28) upon simplification. U
Corollary 6.17. We have
iQ"(q”“; D1 ("5 60 = li A )
n—0 q n— n+1 q

Proof. Set z = —q? in Theorem 6.11, or set z = —1in (1.11). O
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7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have partially answered the question posed by Li and Yang in their
paper [18] and obtained generalizations of the Andrews-Yee identities for wq(a, z;¢q) and
v(a, z;q), defined in (1.17) and (1.18), respectively. While v(«, z; q) is essentially equiv-
alent to their trivariate generalization of v(q), the function w;(«, z; q) is different from the
trivariate generalization of w(q) that they consider in their paper.

This raises an important question: Are there analogues of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 for the
trivariate versions considered by Li and Yang? Especially, in view of (1.16), obtaining such
an analogue for wy(y, z; ¢) would be crucial, since G(a, b; ) is related to the universal mock
theta function g3(x; ¢). This appears to be elusive so far. However, one might begin by first
obtaining an analogue of our functional relation in Theorem 1.1, if it exists.

Also, it appears difficult to obtain a generalization of (1.10) of the type given in Theorem
1.3, and similarly, a generalization of (1.11) of the type given in Theorem 1.2. However,
seeking these results definitely seems to be worthy of merit in view of their applications.
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