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Let s=0 + it be a complex variable, where O and t are real. For a #0,-1,-2,-3,.....,

let {(s,a) be the Hurwitz zeta function defined by {(,0)= ) (1+0)" for g >1 and its

nz

analytic continuation. Thus {(s,1) ={(s), the Riemann zeta function. For any integer

k=1, let Ci(s,0) = Z(” ) for 0>1 and its analytic continuation so that

Zk(saa) =Z(S,k+a') =Z(S,O')— (n+a)_s . For an integer qg=2 1, let Y(mod q) be a

0<n<k-1
Dirichlet character and let L(s,X) be the corresponding Dirichlet L-series. Thus
271a

q q a

L(s,)=q".Y x(@){(s,%). Let T(X) = ZX(CI)e . For real A and for complex
a=l a=1

az0,—~L-2,..cceen. , let @(A,a,s) be Lerch’s zeta function defined by

— 271An -s
PAA.5)= ) e (AT for g >1 and its analytic continuation. Note that if A is an integer

n

then @(A,a,s)={(s,).If A is not an integer, it is well-known that Lerch’s zeta function ¢(A,q,s)

— 278An
is an entire function of the complex variable s.We write @A) = Ze " for 0 >1 and its

n21

analytic continuation. Note that @(A,1,s) =e™@A,s). Thus @A,s) is an entire function of s, if A
is not an integer. Also note that 2 @(A,0,5) = (=1)"s(s +1).ccvervrrrenns (s +n=D@A,a,s+n) for any

integer 7 =0. In what follows, m,n shall denote non-negative integers. Also {'(s,@),L'(s,X) shall

q
denote derivatives with respect to s, of the functions concerned. We write S (s, X) = z X(m)n™ . In

n=1

q
particular, we have for any integer m 20, S(—m, X) = z X(a)a™ . In what follows, " shall denote the
a=1

gamma function .

. _ n+122n n.2n . ,
It is well-known that { (2n) = D 2(2nﬁzn for any integer n>1. Here, B,'s are the
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pre-defined Bernoulli numbers, which are rational numbers. That is ,{(2n) is a rational multiple

of 7" . However, {(2n+1) for n=1 is not computable explicitly. On the other hand, if
— (]
L(s)= Z ns1y for 0 >1 and its analytic continuation, then it known that L(2n+1) for n=0

is explicitly computable and L(2n) for n =1 cannot be computed explicitly. Note that

L(s)= ZX s(mn™ for 0 >1, where X, is the unique odd character mod 4.Similarly, if

n2l

L(s)= ZX s for o >1 and its analytic continuation, where X5 is the unique odd character

n21

mod 3, L, (2n+1) forn=o0 is explicitly computable and L,(2n) for n =1cannot be computed
explicitly. It is also known that L(7,X) can be evaluated in terms of generalised Bernoulli
polynomials, if n=1and X(modq ) are both even or both odd. However, L(n, X) cannot be explicitly
evaluated, if n >1and X(modq) are of opposite parity. However, L(1,X) can be evaluated for entirely
different reasons. The question is as to why such things happen. In effect, it means that if we were not
aware of Bernoulli polynomials and the explicit expressions thereof or if we were not aware of
Bernoulli numbers and their values, we would not have been able to evaluate {(21) for n =1 or
L(n,X), when n>1and X(modq) are of the same parity. The important question is
whether evaluation of {(7) and L(7,X) can be delinked from the theory of Bernoulli
numbers, Bernoulli polynomials and generalized Bernoulli numbers and polynomials.

In author [3], it has been shown that for a fixed complex number s, {,(s,a)—{(s) is

an analytic function of @ in the unit disc |@ [<1 of complex plane with its power series expression

_ _ (—a)"s(s+1)....(s+n=1){ (s+n) . .
{(s1+a)={(s)= Z n! . The most important fact that emerges in author [3]

n21

(which we can see in what follows) is that for a fixed complex number s, {(5,0)—={(s) is an
analytic function of @ in the whole complex plane except for @ =0,=1,=2,.....cccocceeeie. However, it

later turned out that Ramanujan [2] had already stated (without proof) the power series expansion



of {(s,1=@)for real @ in the form § (5:1=@)={(s)+ Z% s(s+1)......(s +n=1){ (s +n) in a casual

n21

fashion. Surprisingly, Ramanujan does not elaborate on this power series expression nor does he

give its origin, nor does he give the power series expression of { (—7,a) for any integer
n=0.Actually, it can be shown that the power series of {(—7,d) is a polynomial in @ . On
the other hand, Ramanujan gives the power series expression of {'(—7,1+@) for any integer n = 0.
See entry 28 of Berndt [1]. It seems, the expression for {'(—n,1+@) in entry 28 of Berndt [1] needs
correction. For this see author [4 ]. Though Ramanujan gives the power series expression of
{'(-n,1+a)  he does not give the power series expression of {'(s,1+@) for any general complex
number s nor does he deal with any possible connection between the power series expressions of
{(s,J+a) and {'(s,1+a) nor does he use his power series expression for{'(-n,1+0Q) to give
rapidly convergent series expression for{ (2n+1) for n=1; or for L(n, X), when n=1 and
X(modq ) are of opposite parity. Actually, it can be shown that the power series of {'(s,1+Q)
can be obtained from the power series of {(s,1+a) by term-by-term differentiation with respect to
s. For this see author [4].

Exactly on the same lines as {(s,@) , if A is real, we get ¢XA,0,s) as an analytic function

of the complex variable & for 0<|Q| <1 for a fixed complex number s and have the power series

@A,a,s)—a”* =@A,s)+ Z T ) N (s+n=1)@A,5+n) This follows by imtating the

n2

proof of author [3] in the case of {(5,) and on noting that | @A,a,5)|<{(0) for 0 >1 and A real .
Also we can see that @(A,a,s) is an analytic function of the complex variable & except for
a=0,-1,=2,............ , exactly on the same lines as in the case of {(s,d). We can also give power
series expression ind corresponding to ¢(A,d,s)and evaluate @A,a,—m) if m is a non —negative

integer. See our Theorem 4 below.



Our approach can also be used to study Z, (s,a), where for integral » =1, and for

0<a<l, Z (s,a)= z(n1+n2+ ...... +n +a)™

ny,ny,....,n,. 20

for 0 >r and its analytic continuation. Note

+r—-1
that Z, (5,a) ={ (5,@) . Also note that Z, (s,@) = Zﬁ @n +0)™ . We write Z,(s,1) =, (s). Note
n= r=1

{,(5)=2(s); {,(s)=(s—1); and for r =3, Z,(S):ﬁlz__/lj((s‘j), where 4, =A4,(r)'s are

elementary symmetric sums of the numbers 1,2,3,.......... ¥ =2, As in the case of {(5,0) and
@(A,Q,s) we can give a power series expression of Z, (s,a)—a ™ for | [<1 and also give the

polynomial expression of Z, (—=m,&) for any integer m = 0. See our Theorem 5 below.

Our approach can also be used to study multiple Hurwitz zeta values {(S;,8,,.......... ,8,50),
where for a fixed integer » =1 and for complex variables §,,5,,.......... ,S,, we have
4 I ,S.50) = n;(nl +a)™ nZn(nz +A) i, n Z_(n, )™ L come right half
planes of complex variables §,,5,,.......... ,$, and its analytic continuation. Note that
L0 (1,8 e ,8,50) ==5,{ (s, +1,5, yeereure. ,8,50) = 5,0 (5,5, 1. 38, 50) = e -
=8, (858 seremenen ,s, +1;a)

It is to be stressed that what we have given here is ‘power series approach’. We can obtain

similar results by using ‘Integration approach’ also.
A simple consequence of the power series expression for ¢, (s,a) is as follows, which
we state as Proposition 1.

Proposition 1 : We have for any integer k£ 21 and for any fixed complex number s and for any



complex number @ with | O [<Kk,

{(s,a)= Z(”+0)_S+B.7(S)— Zﬁ E+Z(”) s(s+1)...(s+n- I)Bf(sﬂi)— K‘S‘”E

1sl<k-1

Remark : The proof of Proposition 1, follows on considering ¢i(s,0) = Z(n ta)” foro >1 and

then proceeding exactly on the same lines as in author [3], where we have dealt with the case & =1.
Corollary of Proposition 1: For any non-principal Dirichlet character X(modg) and for integer

k=1, we have

L(s,X)= X(n)n~+z<” g "s(s+1)...(s+n- 1)H7(S+n)— Zz*"’%ﬁxm)a"%

1<n<q(k-1) n= (<k-1
Note :This follows from Proposition 1 in view of L(s,X)=¢ " ZX (@) (s,%).
a=1

Remark : From the Proposition 1, as k =1 is an arbitrary integer, it is clear that {(s,0) is a
continuous function of @ in the whole complex plane, if s is fixed with Res <o ; and is an entire
function of @ if s is a fixed non-positive integer and is an analytic function of @ in the whole
complex plane except for @ =0,=1,=2,...cooo.ee. , 1f's is any fixed complex number.

One of our main objects is to show that the power series of {,(—-m,a)={(-m,l+a) for
any integer m =0 is a polynomial of degree m+1 with rational coefficients and consequently the
power series of {(—m,a)=a" +{(—-m,1+a) is a polynomial of degree m+1 with rational
coefficients. In particular, {(=m,d) is rational, if @ is rational. In fact, we prove the following

Theorem 1.

Theorem 1 : We have for any integer m =0 and for any complex number @,

Z(-ma) =Z§§<—k>am‘k +a" =55, where [ [F1
=0

Corollary 1: If k=1 is any integer, then { (—m, k)= Z g%(_f)km_e +k" _I:n_+1
r=o LY

q
Noting that L(s,X)=¢q"" ZX(G)Z (s,%) so that for any integer m 20,

q
L(-m,x)=q" Z X(@)¢{ (=m,2), we have the following corollary of our Theorem 1.

16
Corollary 2 :We have for any integer m 20,



L-mx)= Y B 0g* By x(@a™* E+(Z©O)+1)EY x(@a” E-L1 B x(a)a™ £
o 4 4 4

q
Thus L(—m,X) for m =0 is a linear combination of S(—n,X) = ZX(G)CI" for 1<Sn<m+1 with

rational coefficients .

Note : The above statement of Theorem 1 concerning Hurwitz zeta function is the same as the

m—k

already known result from the theory of Bernoulli polynomials, namely B,, (@) = Z g él?ka with
=0

m replaced by m+1. Here B,'s are Bernoulli numbers and B, (@)'s are Bernoulli polynomials

a:z

defined by 25 =
n=0

5@ n gor | z|< 27T and B, =B, (1) for n=0. This is evident in view of the

e’ -1 n!

—_— Br1+l (a)
n+l

already known formula {(-n,a) = for n=0.1In fact, it is evident that the two facts, namely,
I) Our Theorem 1 above and Lemma 4 1) below together can be used to develop the theory of
Bernoulli polynomials B, (@) (or the theory of Euler polynomials £, (@)) by just noting

B, (@) ==(n+1){(-n,a) for any integer n20.
Note : 1) Putting @ =1, we get for any integer m 21, /Z ﬁj%(‘k) +1=-L;, where empty sum
0<k<m-1

denotes zero. Substituting m =1,2,3,....... ... successively, we get the values of
¢(0),{(=1),{(-2)....... successively. Obviously, ¢(0),{(=1),{(=2),...... are all rational numbers.
2) Alternatively, noting that {(s,2) =(2° =1){(s) and putting @ =7 in the statement of the

Theorem 1, we get for any integerm =2

Substituting 7 =2,3,4,....cccone. , we get the values {(=1),{(=2),cvvvvrinnee. successively.

3) Alternatively, noting that {(s,—3) =(2° —=1){(s) and putting @ =—5 in the statement

{,(-m,a)= Zg%(—ﬁ)a'ﬂ +a” - ‘Znﬂl for m=0, we have



(27" =2)¢ (-m) = Zlg @’(—ﬁ)(—z)“m +(0)(=2)™" = 2" and substituting ;=23 ... ,

we get the values {(=1),{(=2),{(=3),eervvenes i successively.

Proposition 2 : For any fixed complex number s, if 0<|a|<1 we have

a_s+2%s(s+l) .......... (s+n-1){(s+n,a)=0

Remark : The proof follows on considering { (s,a +1) (for a fixed complex number s) as an
analytic function of second variable and by developing { (s,a +1) as a Taylor series around @ for

0<a <1 Note that { (s,a +1)—{ (s,a) =—a " and

220(5,0) = (=1)"s(s +D.co..(s +n =D (s +n,0).

As a consequence of Proposition 2, we state Theorem 2 below, which runs parallel to
Theorem 1. In author [5], a more general result than the Theorem 2 below has been obtained by
Integration approach, in contrast to proof of Theorem 2 below, which has been obtained by Taylor

series approach .

m=1—m
Theorem 2 : We have, for any integer m =1, /Z g; %(_kaa) +a" =-- where g @21 ,

Corollary : If X(modq) is a non-principal Dirichlet character, we have for any integer m =1,

qu“‘kggu—k,mgx(a)am =0.

q
Remark : The corollary follows on noting that L(—k, X) = " xa) (—k,%) for any integer k£ =0.

a=

Note : Taking m =1,2,3,....... successively in the statement of Theorem 2, we get the polynomial
expressions for {(0,0),{(=1,0),{(=2,Q),....... respectively.

Proposition 3 : We have



a) ((5,0)=(2° = (s)+ Cls(s+Dorn(s +1 =2 =D (s + 1)@ 1) for a—4<1.

nz

b)Z(S,1+a) =2 -1 (s)+ z%s(s+l) ....... (s+n=-12"™ -D{(s+n)@+1)" ¢or |a +%| 3

n21

)¢ (s,a) = (s)+ Z Cl5(s+Deorren(s + 1= (s + 1)@ =1)" fo; la-1/<1.

n=

As a consequence of Proposition 3, we get Theorem 3 below.

Note : In Proposition 3, a) follows by considering the Taylor series of {(s,@) about & =5
and on noting { (s,3) =(2° =1){ (s) and

b) follows by considering the Taylor series of {,(s,a) about @ =—3 and on noting that
Z,(s,=5)=(2° =) (s) and

c) follows by considering the Taylor series of { (s,0)about a =1.

Theorem 3 : We have for any integer m 20 and any for a complex variable @',

_Lym+l
(@1

D ¢ (-m,a) :Z@f @2 1) (n-m)(@ -1y -2

(q+Lym

m {(-ma)=a" + mz g @2”"” —D{(n—m)(a+3)" ——2;

mn ¢ (-m,a) = i g@’(n—m)(a—l)” @

Note : 1), I), IIT) follows from a), b), c) of Proposition 3 respectively.

Theorem 4 : For real A and for complex @ with, 0<|@ |< 1 we have

1) PAA,5)—a™ =@A,s5)+ Z%s(s ) I (s+n=D@A,5+n) 5o that for any integer m =0

n21

and for real non-integral A, we have @(A,a,—m)=a" + Z g %}(/\,—k)a "
=0

IT) For real A and complex @ with 0<|@ |[<1 we have

:9:



(™ -De(A,a,s)=e™a™ + z%s(s 0 ) S (s+n-1)@A,a,s +n)

n2l1

so that we have for any integer m =0,
m H1 A m_IH”
e DA a,—m)y=e M a” + @/\,a,n—m =eMa" + Q(A,a,—k .
( )l ) ;D ) » b )

Aa.s)=y ™ n+a)”

n21

the corresponding proof for { (s,a) of author [3]. Also note that for non-integral real A, @(A,a,—m)

Note : I) follows by considering for 0 >1 and A real, @ and imitating

is a polynomial in @ of degree m unlike { (—=m,@),which is a polynomial in & of degree m+1.
This is so, because XA,s) is analytic at s =1, if A is non-integral, real number unlike {(s).
II) follows on considering ¢(A,a +1,5) as analytic function of the second variable and on expanding

it about @ as a Taylor series for 0< |@ |< 1. Note that @A,a +1Ls)—@A,a,s)=(e™ -1)@AA.a,5)
and %(;(A,G,S) = (_l)n S(S +1) .......... (S +n _l)qA,a,S +I’Z) for any integer n>= 1 .

Next, we give the power series expression of Z, (s,@) for any integer » >1.

= +n, + + - . :
We define for 9 =7 () 2(”1 My Toeees ") , with the summation over those r-tuples

Ny ...y, 20
”

(n,,n,,......,n, ) with zn,- 21; and its analytic continuation.
7=1

Theorem 5 : We have for any integer » =1 and for complex @ with, 0< |a | <1,

Z (s, a)=a” +{ (s)+ Z%s(s +1)een. (s+n=1){ (s+n)

r=1

and if ¢, (s) = ﬁ Z A;{(s=j),where 4,'s are constants, we have for any integer m >0 and for
j:

r=2,

r=l1

m .
_ _ m _ . 1 (—1)/”14»-0""“”
Zl‘( mﬂa)_a +zg%r(n m)a +(r—l)!z /+/+1 .
=0 UH)H ] E
]+

J=1

Next, we state our Theorem 6, which evaluates L(1, X), where X (mod q) is a primitive

Dirichlet character.

:10:



Theorem 6 : For any integer ¢ >1,let X(modq) be a primitive Dirichlet character.

4
DIf X(modg) s even, then L(LY) == x(a)logsin .
a=1

q9 __
II) If x(modq) is odd, then L(1,x)=——"= za)((a).

qT(X)
a=l

Next, we state a few lemmas, which along with our Theorem 1 or Theorem 2 answer all the
questions raised above.

Lemma 1 : We have the following functional equations.

D) {(s)=2"m ' T(1-s)sinZ (1-s).

IT) For any integer ¢ 21, if Y(modq) is an even, primitive character, then we have
L(s.x)=q " 2" m' "' TA=5)r(x)sin = L(1=5, X )

II1) For any integer ¢ 21, if X(modq) is an odd, primitive Dirichlet character, then we have
L(s,X)=—-ig ™ 2° ' T (1=-5)T(X)cosZ L(1-s,X).

From Lemma 1 follows Lemma 2.

Lemma 2 : We have

D ¢ (2m) =22 71— 2m) for m =1,

2m-1)!

II) We have for m 21, if X(modq) is a primitive, even character, then

L2m, x) =20 " (1 —2m, )

(2m-DiT(x)

I11) we have for m =0, if X (mod g) is primitive, odd Dirichlet character, then

LU +2m, x) = "2 1 (=9, ).

m)'T(x)

Lemma 3 : ) We have for m21, { (2m+1) =& (222,:;1”2’" ¢'(—2m)

211



= WP (20 (-2m, ) + £, (~2m,— 1))

IT) If x(modq) is an even, primitive character, then we have for m 20,

L@m+1,x) =S o, ) =2 z)((a)Z (=2m, 2

7(X)(2m)! 7(X)(2m)!

III) If X(modq) is an odd, primitive character, then we have for m>1.

T(X)(2m-1)! T(X)(2m-1)!

q
_ i(—l)m+1 22m n.2m—lq1—2m ' _ —_ _ i(_l)m+1 22m n_zm—l —_ , _ a
L(2m, x) = = L'A=2m, X) =" =5 ZX(a)Z (1-2m,%).
Sketch of the proof of Lemma 3 : As an illustration, we shall sketch II). Let X(modg) be an even,
primitive character so that we have, by Lemma 1, L(s, X) = ¢ 2° "' (1= 5)1( X)sinZ.L(1 —S,)_() .

Consider this functional equation for 0 <o, For s =—2m, where m 20 is an integer, in view of the

presence of the factor sinZ | we have L(—2m,))=0.

. s, o qe L'(s,X) — L'(=2m,x) —(=1\" 27" (=
Thus, we have lim  ~j.» lim Teos®  Toosm (=D)" ZL'(=2m, X)

2

by letting s — —2m through real values of s in view of L’Hospital’s rule.

. L(s:X) — . =SS 45—l By
Thus,lim —_ » — lim ¢ " 2°m T (A=-)T(X)L(1—s,X)

Sin 2

Thatis , (~1)" 2L'(=2m, X) = ¢*" 272" "' (1+ 2m)r (X)L(1 + 2m, X).

This prove II).

Note : We have seen that for any integer 720, {(-n),{(-n,0)and L(-n,X) are explicitly
computable, as the power series of {,(—n,0) is a polynomial in @ . Hence, in the light of

Lemma 2, for any integer m =1,{(2m)is computable, when m =1, and so also L(7, X),when n>1

and X(mod q) are of the same parity. However, unlike {,(-n,a), the power series (in @) of

212



{,'(-n,a) is Not a polynomial and thus cannot be summed up. See Theorem 2 of author [4 ] or
entry 28 (b) of Berndt [1 ] . Note {'(-n,a)=-a"log a +{,'(-n,a). Thus {'(-n,a) cannot be
summed up. In author [5],{ (—n,@) and{'(—n,a)for n =0 have been obtained by integration
approach. There also , the expression for{'(—7,d) contains a term involving an integral, which
cannot be evaluated. Consequently, {'(—7), L'(=n, X) cannot be evaluated and thus, in the light of
Lemma 3, {(2n+1) for n=>1 cannot computed; so also L(7,X), when n>1and X(modq) are of
opposite parity, cannot be computed. However, rapidly convergent series expressions for them can
be given. See Theorem 4 of author [4].

Lemma 4: We have for 0 <0 and for 0<a <1,
) {(s,0) =23ITS_II_(I—S)Zsin(%+27‘lna')ns_1

[ — sin(%+2ma) _ Q2mmna
so that for any integer m 20, we have {(-ma)=2"m lm!ZT - m!‘;W
IT) We have for 0 <0 and for 0<A <1 and for 0<a <1,
e @A a.5)=iQm T (1=s)e T Y e (n+A)

=2n(n+A)a

) = i “mel oy - .
so that @(A,a,=m) =i(2m) ™" mle* <o

n=—oo

Note : Lemma 4 I) is the Hurwitz’s formula written in suitable form. The same formula

—_ _ 2rnina s—1
can be written as C(s,a)=r(=s )|;e (27in)", where the principal value of logarithm is

27iAa

under consideration. Note that IT) gives the Fourier series of e”"“ @(A,a,—m) as a function of &

on unit interval for a fixed real A .

Next, we state our Proposition 4, which in particular, explains why L(2m +1)or

L,(2m+1) for any integer m =1 is computable and why L(2m)or L,(2m) is not computable .

- 13



Proposition 4 : We have, for any integers m=1and ¢ =1,

I) Z(_zm,é) - (_l)m 2—2m n-Zm—l (2m)' 1<;§1n— E Z Z %—2:11 1
=r(modgq) n=g-r(modgq)

q
—(_ 1\ A12m 2m _ 12 —2m
m {(A-2m,H)=(=D)"2"" 1" 2m 1)!;c0327 Zn

n=r(modgq)

— S 51 _ : 75 s—1
Proof of Proposition 4: We have for 0 <o | {(s,a)=2"m (1 S)Zsm(; +2ma)n’”.

n21

For any integers m21and ¢ 21,

{(=2m,Hy=27" " "'T (1+2m) Z sin(—=7om +22)p "™

q
= (_l)m 2—2m n.—Zm—l (2771)‘ Z (Sin %)H—Zm—l = (_l)m 2—2m n.—2m—1 (27’}’[)' Z Sinsz Zn—Zm—l

n2l r=1 =r(modgq)

_( 1) 2—2m —2m— 1(2m)' ZSIH 277% Z %—Zm 1
1<;<" =r(modgq) n= q—r(mod)

In Proposition 2 (I), taking ¢ =4, we get

{(=2mp)=(=D"27" " (2m)! E’_I;M) - 3;(14)%_2'”_'.

Note that L(2m+1) = % Z
=](m

od4) n=3

Z %_2'”_1 and thus we have the following corollary:
mod4)

— (-nm22m Pt

Corollary : we have L(2m +1) =—3 5 e (—2m,%) so that L(2m +1) is a rational multiple of

7" Note that evaluation of {@2n+1)= Z amounts to the evaluation of

E Z Z % ! Instead, we can compute E Z Z % - Similarly, instead of
=l(mod4) n=3(mod4) =l(mod4) n=3(mod4)
. —-2m-1 —2m-1
being able to compute E Z + Z ET ", we can compute % Z - Z E’ " a
=l(mod3) n=2(mod3) =l(mod3) n=2(mod3)

214



rational multiple of {(=2m,})7r*""" Similar is the case with E Z - Z Efzm_l , whichis a
=l(mod6) n=5(mod 6)

2m+] .

rational multiple of {(—2m,$)7T™"" sinZ. Similarly, we can compute

_2 —1 . . .
% Z - Z + Z - Z % ""and so on. These facts give rise to the following
=l(mod8) n=5(mod8) n=3(mod8) n=7(mod8)

conjucture.

2n+l

Conjucture : For any integer 721, {(2n+1) is an algebraic number multiple of 77

Next, we give the proof of our main Theorem 1. We give apparently three different

methods, though, in principle, all of them are the same as they are based on the fact that

2 (s,a)==s{(s+1,a). We also use the fact that lim s{(s+1,a) =1 for any @ with 0<a <1.
S - 0
In particular, lim s{(s+1)=1,
S - 0

Proof of Theorem 1 :

Method 1 : We have for any real variable @ with [0,1] and for any integer m =1.

Zl(—m,a)=Z(—m)+EZ + Z + z E%!)ns(sﬂ) ....... (s+n—-1{(s+n),with s =-m.

<ns<m  n=m+l n2m+2

_a)"
With s =—m_ consider the single term z SS(s H D (s+n=1{(s+n)

n=m+l

= Ca” (s +D)crr(s +m=D))(s +m){ (s +m+1)

(m+1)!

am+1 m+l

((_,Zl:"),l ((—l)mm(m -1)....... 1) lim (s +m){ (s +m+1)=—Lml=—12

m+l

S - —m

where we have used the fact that lim w{(w+1) =1,
W — 0

Z%S(Sﬂ) ....... (s+n-1){ (s +n).

n2m+2

Next with S = =M, consider the summation
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Note that each term in the summation has zero as a factor.

Thus Z%s(s+l) ....... (s+n—-1D{(s+n)=0 with s=-m
n2m+2

Thus we have {,(-m,a)={(-m)+ Z%S(S"‘l) ....... (S+n—1)Z(s+n)—"r’n"—:ll, with § =-—m.

n=

This gives, {,(-m,a)={(-m)+y £

n=1

(=1)"m(m=1)......(m=n+1){ (n—m)—<

m+l
m+1

Ths ¢,(-ma)={(-m)+ 0 H(n=mya” =5 = (-m) +§ﬁf§(—k>um"‘ -4

= Z g @’(—k)am_k - ‘;j‘jf . Since {(-m,a)=a" +{,(-m,a), we get the required result.
=0

Method 2 : We have for a fixed integer m =1and for @ on the interval [0,1],

{may=(-m+y C (s +1)nn(s +1 =1 (s +1) + <;;jz’,";l S(s+1)e (s +m){ (s +m+1,6a),
n=1
where s =—m and 6 =6(m) depends on m with 0<@<1.

Thus ¢ (-m,a) = (-m)+ S CO(=Dm(m=1)......(m=n+1){ (n—m)

n=1

+ CO 1y (m(m = 1) (1 = 2).cone.... 1) im (s +m){ (s+m+1,60) -

(m+1)!

S - —m
a

= (-m)+ i g @’(n -m)a” _mL-:ll , Where we have used the fact that

lim s{(s+1,a)=1 for any @ with 0 <a <1. Thus, we have

s -0
Zl(—m,a)=2@:n§’(n—m)a" —%:Zgﬁ(_k)am_k _Zml .

As {(-m,a)=a" +{,(-m,qa), we get the required result. This result is apparently valid for | [<1.

However for any integer k =1, if we start with { (s5,0) instead of {,(s,a) and proceed, we get the

same result for | |[<k . However k =1 is arbitrary and thus we have the above result for { (—m,Q)
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for any complex number @ . .
Method 3 : We know that for 0 <0,{(s,a)=a " +{,(s,Q) is a continuous function of @
on the interval [0,1], for a fixed complex number s. Also note that for 0 <0,{(s,0) ={,(s,0) ={(s).
We begin with the fact {(0,0) =4 —a and use the fact that = ¢ (5,0) ==s{ (s +1,a)
so that{ (0,) =5 =0 gives
a a
=0 LD = [~ Fdp.
"l(:hus {(-lLa)=-{(-1)= "7—%, so that {(-1,a) :"72—%+Z(—1). Hence
IZ( LB)dp= J’(— ~547(-)] dp
Thatis, {(-2,a)~{(-2)=(-2)(£ - +(-D)a).
We integrate once more with respect to @ , and we continue this process .

Thus, we get for any integer m =0

{(—-m,a)= Z’ Hﬂ %’( am™* +(Z0)+1)a™ -2 where empty sum stands for zero.

. -5 (=D"s(s*D).....(s+n=1){ (s+n,a)=0 _
Proof of Theorem 2 : From Proposition 2, we have &+ Z n! =0
n2

To begin with, let 0 <a <1. We have for § ==, where m =0 is an integer,

As in the proof of Theorem 1, with § = =7, the term with n =m+1 gives —+4; on using the fact

lim s{(s+La)=1 for 0<a <1 and the summation Z =0, a5 each term in the summation

n2m+2

s -0

has zero as a factor. Thus we are left with a” + Z%(—m)(—m +1).-m+n-D){(n-m,a)--15=0
n=l

That iS am + C E %(” m a)_m+l

n!

217



m—1
Thatis a” +Z§§(_kﬂ)_ﬁ:0,onputting k=m-n.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.

,
where N, = Zn,« )
=

Thus Z-(80)=a™ =5 (N, +a)" =S N, " (1+5)"

N3 N3t

= ZN" —as ZN’ - +“Tjs(s+1) ZN’ e

N 31 N3l N3l

=, (s)+ Z%S (Gl ) RA (s+n=1{,(s+n) and continue on similar lines as in author [3] asin

the case of {(s,a). This gives for 0<|a| <1,

Z,(sa)=a” +{ ()+y Gl ) (s+n—=1C, (s+n)

n21

Next, we evaluate Z, (—m,Q) for any integer m 20 and for » =2 . We have Z, (—m,q)

=a" +{,(-m)+ S + z + mzﬂ + Z E%)”S(s+l) .......... (s+n—-1){,.(s+n) with s=-m,

n= n=m+l n=m+2 n2m+r+l

Consider z (_:’!)” s(s+1)......... (s+n=1{, (s+n) with s=-m

n2m+r+l

This is = Z S (mm D (=m+n=1){,(n=m) Note that as n=m+r—1, each term in the

n!
n2m+r+l

r=1

summation has zero as a factor and ¢, (n=m) =5 Z A;{(n=m=j) is finite for each n=m+r+1.
=

Thus summation Z (_f!)n s(s+1).......... (s+n-1{, (s+n)=0 with s =-m_
n2m+r+1
Next consider Z (_Z)n s(s+D)nnn (s+n=D{,(s+n) with s=-m.
n=m+1
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r=1
This is =5 (—=m)(=m +1)......... 1.0.Z,(1) . Note that Z,,(l)=ﬁZA,Z (1=J) is finite .
j:

Thus Z:O.

n=m+1

Consider Z CO (5 + 1) (s+n=1){,(s+n) with s =—m

n=

m

This summation = (_ L (=m)(—=m +1)......... (-m+n-1){, (n—-m)= Z g %’ (n-m)a”,
n=l n=1
Next consider for s ==m, % CO (s +1)errrnnn (s+n=1){,.(s+n)
n=m+2
=55 CD” (—m)(=m +1)......... (n=m=1¢,(n-m)= 3 CD” (—m)(=m +1)......... (n=m=1, (n—m)
n=m+2 n=m+2

m+r

= mzﬂ'(‘;’,)” (=m)(—=m+1)(=2)(=1)0.1.2.......... (n=m=D¢,(n=m)= "y “EI— (= m=1))0.0, (n—m))

n=m+2 n=m+2
m+r ( 1)””” '( ) r-1 m+r - 1)
— - ml(n—m)! .
- (n—m)an( n! )%’(rll)!zAjZ(n_m_.]) (r ! A (0 Z(l’l m-— J)E
n=m+2 J=1 nZ=mr2 (1= "’)%% =1

r=1 r=1 r=1 ;
_1\J+l m+j+1
(-1 Aja

_ I ( 1) A/a” _ | ( 1)2m+l+l A,a’ j+l _ 1
= =N z z - (r=1)! Z m+ j+1 - (r=1)! m+ j+1
a0l = (./'+1)E E = UH)E E

m

Here , we have used the fact that 0. (1) =lim s{(s+1)=1,
-0

(- l) j m+j+l
Thus Z ( m a) 0' + Zg@ (n I’I’l)a (rll)' Z ]+1 §m+_/‘+IE .
g f
Proof of Theorem 6: If Y(modg) is an odd primitive character, then using Lemma 2, we have

L(L, x) =72 L(0, X) = -2 ZX( a){ (O,q)—mz;(( )G )—q;;’;) ax(a)

7(X)

This proves Theorem 6 II).

Next, let X(modg) be an even primitive character.

— q
Using Lemma 3, we have L(1,X) = ﬁL'(O,X) . From L(s,x)=q"" Z)((a)( (s,4) on differentiation

q
with respect to s and , on noting that (0, X) =0, we find that L'(0, x) = Z)((a)('(O,%).
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However, we know for 0<a <1, {'(o,a) = log F(a) . Thus we find that

L'(o,x) = ZX(a)IOgm ZX(G)IOgr()

= 3 X@llogh () +logM(1-9)] = 3 x(@loglM (N (1=)]= 5 X(@log 15
1as”? 1as! 1sa<2!

_- Z)((a)logm :—%i)_((a)logsin%.
1<g<'7I a=1

Thus L(1,X) =~ Z)_((a)logsin%
a=1

This completes the proof of Theorem 6.
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