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ON THE REFINED KANEKO–ZAGIER CONJECTURE FOR GENERAL

INTEGER INDICES

MASATAKA ONO AND SHUJI YAMAMOTO

Abstract. The refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture claims that the algebras spanned by two

kinds of “completed” finite multiple zeta values, called Â- and Ŝ-MZVs, are isomorphic. Re-

cently, Komori defined Ŝ-MZVs of general integer (i.e., not necessarily positive) indices, extend-
ing the existing definition for positive indices. In view of the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture,

Komori’s work suggests that these extended values are closely connected to Â-MZVs of general
indices, which can be defined in an obvious way. In this paper, we show that the generalization
of the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture for general integer indices is actually deduced from

the conjecture for positive indices. The key ingredient is an inductive formula for Â-MZVs or

Ŝ-MZVs of indices which contain at least one non-positive entry.

1. Introduction

For any r ∈ Z≥0, we call an r-tuple k = (k1, . . . , kr) of integers an index. Such k is said
positive if all entries ki are positive. In order to emphasize that a given index is not necessarily
positive, we often call it a general index. The length r of an index k = (k1, . . . , kr) is called the
depth of k and, if k is positive, the sum of its entries k1 + · · ·+ kr is called the weight of k. Let
∅ denote the unique index of depth 0, called the empty index. We regard ∅ as a positive index
of weight 0.

A positive index k = (k1, . . . , kr) is said admissible if k = ∅ or kr ≥ 2. For an admissible
positive index k = (k1, . . . , kr), the multiple zeta value (MZV) ζ(k) is a real number defined by

ζ(k) :=
∑

0<n1<···<nr

1

nk1
1 . . . nkr

r

.

MZVs have been extensively investigated from various viewpoints, and several variants of them
are also considered. In particular, since the discovery of a surprising conjecture by Kaneko and
Zagier [4], two kinds of finite multiple zeta values, which we call A- and S-MZVs, are actively

studied. In this paper, we treat the completed versions of them, called Â-MZVs [9, 10] and

Ŝ-MZVs [3, 7]. We recall the definitions of them below.
Let k = (k1, . . . , kr) be a positive index, not necessarily admissible. Then the first variant,

the Â-MZV ζ
Â
(k), is an element of the Q-algebra

Â := lim
←−
n

[(
∏

p:prime

Z/pnZ

)/(
⊕

p:prime

Z/pnZ

)]
,
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in which Q is diagonally embedded. We define, for each prime number p, an element of the
localization Z(p) of Z with respect to the prime ideal (p) by

(1.1) ζp(k) :=
∑

0<n1<···<nr<p

1

nk1
1 · · ·n

kr
r

∈ Z(p).

Then ζ
Â
(k) is defined by

(1.2) ζ
Â
(k) :=

((
ζp(k) mod pn

)
p

)
n
∈ Â.

Next, let Z denote the Q-subalgebra of R generated by all MZVs and set Z := Z/π2Z (note

that π2 = 6ζ(2) ∈ Z). Then the second variant of MZV, the Ŝ-MZV ζ
Ŝ
(k), is a formal power

series in an indeterminate t with coefficients in Z defined by

ζ
Ŝ
(k) :=

r∑

i=0

(−1)ki+1+···+krζ∗(k1, . . . , ki)(1.3)

×
∑

li+1,...,lr≥0

{
r∏

j=i+1

(
kj + lj − 1

lj

)
tlj

}
ζ∗(kr + lr, . . . , ki+1 + li+1) mod π2.

Here, ζ∗(k) ∈ Z denotes the harmonic regularized MZV, which is defined for any positive index k

(for the definition of the regularized MZVs, refer to [2]). This notion of the Ŝ-MZV is equivalent
to the Λ-adjoint MZVs introduced by Jarossay [3].

It is conjectured that the Â-MZVs and the Ŝ-MZVs satisfy exactly the same algebraic re-
lations (the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture [3, 7, 9]; see §4 for more details). Though this

conjecture seems still far from resolution, it suggests that some phenomenon observed in Â-MZVs

should have an analogue in Ŝ-MZVs and vice versa.
Now let us observe that the definition of ζ

Â
(k) given by (1.1) and (1.2) is meaningful for

general indices k as well. On the other hand, the definition (1.3) of ζ
Ŝ
(k) does not work for

such k, since the regularized MZVs are defined only for positive indices. This gap was filled
by Komori [5], who found a natural definition of ζ

Ŝ
(k) for general k. In fact, he introduced

a complex analytic function ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t), called the unified multiple zeta function. This

function is entire with respect to s1, . . . , sr and satisfies the interpolation property

ζ
Ŝ
(k) ≡ ζ

Û
(k; t) mod πiZ[πi]JtK

for any positive index k. Then Komori defined ζ
Ŝ
(k) for general k to be ζ

Û
(k; t) modulo

πiZ[πi]JtK.

Given these extensions of Â- and Ŝ-MZVs for general indices, it is natural to ask whether
the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture is generalized to these extended values. In this paper, we
will prove that this generalization can be actually deduced from the original one (the precise
statement is given in Theorem 4.4):

Theorem 1.1. If the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture concerning the Â- and Ŝ-MZVs of pos-
itive indices is true, then the same is true for those values of general indices.

Indeed, this result is an immediate consequence of the following:
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Theorem 1.2. For any index k ∈ Zr, there is a collection (ck,l(x))l of rational polynomials
ck,l(x) ∈ Q[x] indexed by a finite number of positive indices l such that

ζ
Â
(k) =

∑

l

ck,l(p)ζÂ(l) and ζ
Ŝ
(k) =

∑

l

ck,l(t)ζŜ(l)

hold simultaneously, where we set p :=
(
(p mod pn)p

)
n
∈ Â. Moreover, the depth (resp. the

weight) of these positive indices l are at most the number (resp. the sum) of positive entries of
k.

For example, we have

ζ
Â
(k,−1) =

1

2

(
(p2 − p)ζ

Â
(k)− ζ

Â
(k − 1)− ζ

Â
(k − 2)

)
,

ζ
Ŝ
(k,−1) =

1

2

(
(t2 − t)ζ

Ŝ
(k)− ζ

Ŝ
(k − 1)− ζ

Ŝ
(k − 2)

)

for any integer k ≥ 3.
The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on a formula which reduces the depth r whenever k contains

a non-positive entry. First we state this formula for ζ
Â
(k). Let Bn denote the Seki-Bernoulli

number defined by zez/(ez − 1) =
∑∞

n=0Bnz
n/n! and δxy denote the Kronecker delta.

Theorem 1.3. Let k = (k1, . . . , kr) be an index of depth r ≥ 2, and suppose that ki = −k for
some i ∈ {1, . . . , r} and k ≥ 0.

(i) If i = 1, we have

ζ
Â
(k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Â
(k2 − k − 1 + j, . . . , kr)

−δj,k+1 ζÂ(k2, . . . , kr)
)
.

(ii) If 1 < i < r, we have

ζ
Â
(k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Â
(k1, . . . , ki+1 − k − 1 + j, . . . , kr)

−ζ
Â
(k1, . . . , ki−1 − k − 1 + j, . . . , kr)

)
.

(iii) If i = r, we have

ζ
Â
(k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Â
(k1, . . . , kr−1)p

k+1−j

−ζ
Â
(k1, . . . , kr−1 − k − 1 + j)

)
.

The corresponding formula for ζ
Ŝ
(k) holds, in fact, at the level of the complex analytic

function. See §3 for the definition of the unified multiple zeta function ζ
Û
(s; t+, t−).

Theorem 1.4. Let s = (s1, . . . , sr) be an r-tuple of complex numbers with r ≥ 2, and suppose
that si = −k for some i ∈ {1, . . . , r} and an integer k ≥ 0.
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(i) If i = 1, we have

ζ
Û
(s; t+, t−) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Û
(s2 − k − 1 + j, . . . , sr; t+, t−)

−ζ
Û
(s2, . . . , sr; t+, t−) t

k+1−j
+

)
.

(ii) If 1 < i < r, we have

ζ
Û
(s; t+, t−) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Û
(s1, . . . , si+1 − k − 1 + j, . . . , sr; t+, t−)

−ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , si−1 − k − 1 + j, . . . , sr; t+, t−)

)
.

(iii) If i = r, we have

ζ
Û
(s; t+, t−) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Û
(s1, . . . , sr−1; t+, t−) t

k+1−j
−

−ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr−1 − k − 1 + j; t+, t−)

)
.

From Theorem 1.4, we obtain the following:

Corollary 1.5. For any r ∈ Z≥0 and k ∈ Zr, we have ζ
Û
(k; t+, t−) ∈ Z[πi]Jt+, t−K.

The contents of this paper is as follows. In §2, we prove Theorem 1.3 by using Faulhaber’s
formula on power sums. In §3, we prove Theorem 1.4 along the same line as in the previous
section, by considering (a slight modification of) the order on non-zero integers due to Kontse-
vich. In §4, we explain the Kaneko–Zagier conjecture and its refinement, and present the precise
version of Theorem 1.1. Finally, in §5, we discuss the values of ζ

Û
(s; t+, t−) at non-positive

integer points as an application of our results.

2. Main theorem for ζ
Â

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 2.1. For any non-negative integers k and a < b, we have

(2.1)
∑

a<n<b

nk =
1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

{
(−1)jbk+1−j − ak+1−j

}
.

Here we use the convention that ak+1−j = 1 for a = 0 and j = k + 1.

Proof. From Faulhaber’s formula

∑

0<n≤b

nk =
1

k + 1

k∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj · b

k+1−j,
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we see that

∑

a<n<b

nk = −bk +
1

k + 1

k∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

{
bk+1−j − ak+1−j

}

= −bk +
1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

{
bk+1−j − ak+1−j

}
.

Then the desired expression follows, since B1 = 1/2 and Bj = 0 for any odd integer j ≥ 3. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By substituting (2.1) into the definition of ζp(k), one sees that ζp(k)
satisfies the formula of the same form as given in Theorem 1.3: For example,

ζp(k1,−k, k3) =
∑

0<n1<n2<n3<p

nk
2

nk1
1 nk3

3

=
∑

0<n1<n3<p

1

nk1
1 nk3

3

·
1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

{
(−1)jnk+1−j

3 − nk+1−j
1

}

=
1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

{
(−1)jζp(k1, k3 − k − 1 + j) − ζp(k1 − k − 1 + j, k3)

}
.

Then Theorem 1.3 follows immediately. �

Remark 2.2. Given integers ap, bp with 0 ≤ ap ≤ bp ≤ p for each prime p, we may define a
generalization of ζ

Â
(k) by

ζ
Â
(k; ap, bp) :=

(( ∑

ap<n1<···<nr<bp

1

nk1
1 . . . nkr

r

mod pn
)

p

)

n

,

where ap and bp stand for ((ap mod pn)p)n, ((bp mod pn)p)n ∈ Â, respectively. Theorem 1.3 has
a natural generalization to these values ζ

Â
(k; ap, bp), and the similarity to Theorem 1.4 becomes

more apparent. For example, the formula for i = 1 is

ζ
Â
(k; ap, bp) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jζ

Â
(k2 − k − 1 + j, . . . , kr; ap, bp)

−ζ
Â
(k2, . . . , kr; ap, bp) a

k+1−j
p

)
.

3. Main theorem for ζ
Û

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. First we recall the definition of the unified multiple
zeta function introduced by Komori [5]. For t ∈ C \ [1,∞), we define a version of multiple zeta
function of Hurwitz type by

(3.1) ζ(s1, . . . , sr; t) :=
∑

0<n1<···<nr

1

(n1 − t)s1 · · · (nr − t)sr
.
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Here the power (n− t)s is defined by using the principal value of the logarithm log(n− t). This
series (3.1) converges absolutely and uniformly on compact sets of the region

ℜ(sj) + · · ·+ ℜ(sr) > r + 1− j (j = 1, . . . , r),

and meromorphically continued to (s1, . . . , sr) ∈ Cr [6, Theorems 3 and 4]. For t+ ∈ C\(−∞,−1]
and t− ∈ C \ [1,∞), we define

(3.2) ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t+, t−) :=

r∑

i=0

(−1)si+1+···+srζ(s1, . . . , si;−t+) ζ(sr, . . . , si+1; t−),

where (−1)s = eπis for any s ∈ C (note that we have slightly changed the definition from that
given in [5, p. 225]; Komori’s (t1, t2) is our (−t+, t−)). The function ζ

Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t) mentioned

in §1 is defined as

ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t) := ζ

Û
(s1, . . . , sr; 0, t).

In the following, we often abbreviate the pair of t+ and t− as t±. In [5], it is proved that
ζ
Û
(s; t±) is extended to a holomorphic function on

(s1, . . . , sr, t+, t−) ∈ Cr × (C \ Z≤1)× (C \ Z≥1).

In particular, ζ
Û
(s; t±) is an entire function on Cr for fixed t±.

The definition (3.2) of ζ
Û
(s; t±) can be rewritten by using the so-called Kontsevich order.

Fixing t±, we define sets I+, I− and I by

I+ := {n+ t+ | n ∈ Z≥0}, I− := {−n+ t− | n ∈ Z≥0}, I := I+ ∐ I−,

and introduce a total order ≺ on the set I by

t+ ≺ 1 + t+ ≺ 2 + t+ ≺ · · · ≺ n+ t+ ≺ · · · ≺ −n+ t− ≺ · · · ≺ −2 + t− ≺ −1 + t− ≺ t−.

Then, if ℜ(si) > 1 for all i, we may write (3.2) as

ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t±) =

∑

a1,...,ar∈I
t+≺a1≺···≺ar≺t

−

1

as11 · · · a
sr
r
.

Here, for a = −n+ t− ∈ I−, we understand 1/as = (−1)s/(n − t−)
s.

Lemma 3.1. For a, b ∈ I with a ≺ b, set

F b
a(s) =

∑

a≺c≺b

1

cs
.

Then F b
a(s) can be continued to an entire function on C.

Proof. Let ζH(s, a) denote the Hurwitz zeta function defined by

ζH(s, a) :=

∞∑

n=0

1

(n+ a)s
.

Note that it satisfies ζH(s, a) = ζ(s; 1 − a), where the right hand side is defined by (3.1) with
r = 1. It is well-known that ζH(s, a) is meromorphically continued to the whole complex s-plane,
and holomorphic except the pole at s = 1 with the principal part 1/(s − 1).
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If a, b ∈ I+ or a, b ∈ I−, then F b
a(s) is a finite sum and the statement is obvious. On the

other hand, if a = na + t+ ∈ I+ and b = −nb + t− ∈ I−, then we have

F a
b (s) =

∑

n>na

1

(n+ t+)s
+
∑

n>nb

(−1)s

(n− t−)s
= ζH(s, na + 1 + t+) + (−1)sζH(s, nb + 1− t−).

Hence this can be meromorphically continued to C, and the singularity at s = 1 is removed. �

By the definition of F b
a(s), for s1, . . . , sr ∈ C satisfying ℜ(s1), . . . ,ℜ(sr) > 1, we see that

(3.3) ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t±) =

∑

t+≺a1≺···≺ai−1≺ai+1≺···≺ar≺t
−

F
ai+1
ai−1

(si)

as11 · · · a
si−1

i−1 a
si+1

i+1 · · · a
sr
r

.

Lemma 3.2. Let C be a positive real number. The series expression (3.3) holds for s1, . . . , sr ∈ C

satisfying ℜ(si) > −C and ℜ(sj) > C + 2 (∀j 6= i). In particular, if k ∈ Z≥0 and sj ∈ C (j 6= i)
satisfying ℜ(sj) > k + 2, we have

(3.4) ζ
Û
(s1, . . . , sr; t±)|si=−k =

∑

t+≺a1≺···≺ai−1≺ai+1≺···≺ar≺t
−

F
ai+1

ai−1
(−k)

as11 · · · a
si−1

i−1 a
si+1

i+1 · · · a
sr
r

.

Proof. Let us write DC for the domain of (s1, . . . , sr) ∈ Cr defined by ℜ(si) > −C and ℜ(sj) >
C + 2 (∀j 6= i). For the first asssertion, it suffices to show that the expression in (3.3) gives a
holomorphic function on DC (recall that ζ

Û
is known to be holomorphic on Cr).

We divide the series in the right hand side of (3.3) as
∑

(∗)

=
∑

(∗), ai−1,ai+1∈I+

+
∑

(∗), ai−1,ai+1∈I−

+
∑

(∗), ai−1∈I+,ai+1∈I−

,

where (∗) stands for the condition t+ ≺ a1 ≺ · · · ≺ ai−1 ≺ ai+1 ≺ · · · ≺ ar ≺ t−. Then the first
sum is equal to

r∑

j=i+1

(−1)sj+1+···+srζ(s1, . . . , sj ;−t+) ζ(sr, . . . , sj+1; t−),

and all series ζ(s1, . . . , sj ;−t+) and ζ(sr, . . . , sj+1; t−) appearing here converge uniformly on
compact sets of DC . Hence the first sum gives a holomorphic function on DC . The same
argument works for the second sum as well. For the third sum, note that

F
ai+1
ai−1

(si) = ζ(si;−t+)−

ni−1∑

n=1

1

(n+ t+)si
+ (−1)siζ(si; t−)−

ni+1∑

n=1

1

(−n+ t−)si

holds for ai−1 = ni−1 + t+ ∈ I+ and ai+1 = −ni+1 + t− ∈ I−. Hence the third sum is equal to
{
ζ(si;−t+) + (−1)siζ(si; t−)

}
· (−1)si+1+···+srζ(s1, . . . , si−1;−t+)ζ(sr, . . . , si+1; t−)

−
∑

0<n1<···<ni−1

0<ni≤ni−1

1

(n1 + t+)s1 · · · (ni + t+)si
· (−1)si+1+···+srζ(sr, . . . , si+1; t−)

− ζ(s1, . . . , si−1;−t+) · (−1)
si+···+sr

∑

0<nr<···<ni+1

0<ni≤ni+1

1

(nr − t−)sr · · · (ni − t−)si
.
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Two nested series converge absolutely and uniformly on compact sets in DC ; this can be seen,
for example, by observing that

∑

0<n1<···<ni−1

0<ni≤ni−1

1

(n1 + t+)s1 · · · (ni + t+)si

=

i−1∑

j=1

(
ζ(s1, . . . , sj−1, si, sj, . . . , si−1;−t+) + ζ(s1, . . . , sj + si, . . . , si−1;−t+)

)
.

Therefore, the third sum also gives a holomorphic function on DC , and the proof of our first
assertion is complete. The second assertion is deduced from the first, applied to all C > k. �

Lemma 3.3. For a non-negative integer k and a, b ∈ I with a ≺ b, we have

F b
a(−k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jbk+1−j − ak+1−j

)
.

Proof. For a, b ∈ I+ or a, b ∈ I−, the statement follows immediately from Faulhaber’s formula.
If a ∈ I+ and b ∈ I−, we have

F b
a(s) = ζ(s;−a) + (−1)sζ(s; b).

Let Bn(x) ∈ Q[x] be the n-th Bernoulli polynomial defined by zexz/(ez−1) =
∑

n=0 Bn(x)z
n/n!

(for the properties of Bernoulli polynomials, we refer to [1, §4.3]). Since ζ(s; a) = ζH(s, 1 − a)
and

ζH(−k, a) = −
Bk+1(a)

k + 1
,

we have

ζ(−k; a) = −
Bk+1(1− a)

k + 1
= (−1)k

Bk+1(a)

k + 1
=

(−1)k

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(−1)j
(
k + 1

j

)
Bj a

k+1−j .

Thus we obtain

F b
a(−k) = ζ(−k;−a) + (−1)kζ(−k; b)

=
1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jbk+1−j − ak+1−j

)
. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By using Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, this is proved in the same way as
Theorem 1.3. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We proceed by induction on the depth r of k = (k1, . . . , kr). The state-
ment is trivial for r = 0, since we have ζ

Â
(∅) = 1 and ζ

Ŝ
(∅) = 1 by convention. Let us consider

the case r = 1. If k = (k) with k > 0, there is nothing to prove. On the other hand, if k = (−k)
with k ≥ 0, we have

ζ
Â
(−k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jpk+1−j − δj,k+1

)
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and

ζ
Ŝ
(−k) =

1

k + 1

k+1∑

j=0

(
k + 1

j

)
Bj

(
(−1)jtk+1−j − δj,k+1

)
,

hence the statement is true.
Let k = (k1, . . . , kr) ∈ Zr with r ≥ 2. Again, there is nothing to do if k ∈ Zr

>0. Otherwise, we
can apply Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 to see that ζ

Â
(k) and ζ

Ŝ
(k) admit a common expression

as a Q-linear combination of the values of depth r − 1. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, the
statement is also true for k. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �

4. Kaneko–Zagier conjecture

In this section, we present the precise statement of Theorem 1.1 related with the Kaneko–
Zagier conjecture and its refinement.

First let us recall the original conjecture on A-MZVs and S-MZVs proposed by Kaneko and
Zagier [4]. For a general index k ∈ Zr (r ≥ 0), let

ζA(k) :=
(
ζp(k) mod p

)
p
∈ A :=

(
∏

p

Z/pZ

)/ (
⊕

p

Z/pZ

)

be the A-MZV and let ZA denote the Q-subalgebra of A generated by A-MZVs ζA(k) for all
positive indices k ∈ Zr

>0. By construction, we have the identity ζA(k) = ζ
Â
(k) mod p under the

natural isomorphism A ∼= Â/pÂ.

Following Komori [5], we define the S-MZV (resp. Ŝ-MZV) for a general index k ∈ Zr by

ζS(k) := ζ
Û
(k; 0, 0) mod πiZ[πi]

(
resp. ζ

Ŝ
(k) := ζ

Û
(k; 0, t) mod πiZ[πi]JtK

)
.

By Corollary 1.5, they belong to the rings Z[πi]/πiZ[πi] ∼= Z and ZJtK, respectively.

Conjecture 4.1 (Kaneko–Zagier conjecture). There exists a (necessarily unique) Q-algebra
isomorphism ZA → Z which sends ζA(k) to ζS(k) for any positive index k. In particular, A-
MZVs and S-MZVs of positive indices satisfy the same Q-linear relations, i.e., a Q-linear relation∑

k akζA(k) = 0 among A-MZVs of positive indices holds if and only if the corresponding relation∑
k akζS(k) = 0 among S-MZVs holds.

To state the corresponding conjecture for Â- and Ŝ-MZVs, we equip the Q-algebras Â and
ZJtK with the p-adic and t-adic topology, respectively. Then let Z

Â
denote the closed Q-

subalgebra of Â generated by p and Â-MZVs ζ
Â
(k) of positive indices k ∈ Zr. Explicitly, Z

Â

consists of elements of the form
∑∞

i=1 aiζÂ
(ki)p

ni ∈ Â with ai ∈ Q, positive indices ki, and

integers ni ≥ 0 satisfying ni →∞ (i→∞).

Conjecture 4.2 (Refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture, [7]). There exists a (necessarily unique)
topological Q-algebra isomorphism Z

Â
→ ZJtK which sends p to t, and ζ

Â
(k) to ζ

Ŝ
(k) for any

positive index k. In particular, Â-MZVs and Ŝ-MZVs satisfy the same Q-linear relations.

Remark 4.3. At present, it has not been proven that the refined Kaneko–Zagier conjecture
(Conjecture 4.2) implies the original Kaneko–Zagier conjecture (Conjecture 4.1). In fact, as-
suming the refined conjecture, the original one is equivalent to the equality

(4.1) pZ
Â
= Ker(Z

Â
→ ZA)



10 MASATAKA ONO AND SHUJI YAMAMOTO

of ideals in Z
Â
. This equality is, however, a spacial case of Rosen’s “asymptotic extension

conjecture” [8, Conjecture A], which is unsolved yet.

As an obvious consequence of Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following result. The part (ii) is
the precise version of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.4. (i) Suppose that Conjecture 4.1 is true. Then the isomorphism ZA → Z
sends ζA(k) to ζS(k) for any general index k. In particular, A-MZVs and S-MZVs of
general indices satisfy the same Q-linear relations.

(ii) Suppose that Conjecture 4.2 is true. Then the isomorphism Z
Â
→ ZJtK sends ζ

Â
(k)

to ζ
Ŝ
(k) for any general index k ∈ Zr. In particular, Â-MZVs and Ŝ-MZVs of general

indices satisfy the same Q-linear relations.

5. Values at non-positive integer points

As another application of Theorem 1.4, we show a formula for the values of ζ
Û
(s; t±) at

non-positive integer points. This is a generalization of Komori’s formula [5, Theorem 1.17]
on ζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t) = ζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; 0, t). Our proof looks quite different from Komori’s

argument.

Theorem 5.1. For any non-negative integers k1, . . . , kr, the value ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t±) is a

polynomial function of rational coefficients in t+ and t−. Moreover, the generating function

Gr(z1, . . . , zr; t±) :=
∑

k1,...,kr≥0

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t±)

zk11
k1!
· · ·

zkrr
kr!

of these values can be expressed as

Gr(z1, . . . , zr; t±)

=

r∑

i=0

(−1)r−iet+(z1+···+zi)+t
−
(zi+1+···+zr)

i∏

l=1

ezl+···+zi

1− ezl+···+zi

r∏

l=i+1

1

1− ezi+1+···+zl
.

(5.1)

Proof. First we treat the case of r = 1. Since

ζ
Û
(−k; t±) = (−1)−kζ(−k; t−) + ζ(−k;−t+) =

Bk+1(t−)

k + 1
+ (−1)k

Bk+1(−t+)

k + 1
,

this is indeed a rational polynomial. Moreover, we have

∑

k≥0

ζ
Û
(−k; t±)

zk

k!
=
∑

k≥0

Bk+1(t−)
zk

(k + 1)!
+
∑

k≥0

Bk+1(−t+)
(−z)k

(k + 1)!

=

(
et−z

ez − 1
−

1

z

)
+

(
et+z

e−z − 1
−

1

−z

)

= et+z ez

1− ez
− et−z 1

1− ez
.

This shows the claim for r = 1.
For r ≥ 2, we proceed by induction on r. By using Theorem 1.4, we can deduce that

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t±) is a rational polynomial in t± from the induction hypothesis. Moreover, by
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Theorem 1.4 (iii), we have

∑

kr≥0

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t±)

zkrr
kr!

=
∑

kr≥0

zkrr
(kr + 1)!

kr+1∑

j=0

(
kr + 1

j

)
Bj

{
(−1)jζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1; t±)t

kr+1−j
−

− ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1 − kr − 1 + j; t±)

}

=
∑

j,l≥0

zj+l−1
r

j! l!
Bj

{
(−1)jζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1; t±)t

l
− − ζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1 − l; t±)

}

=
∑

l≥0

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1 − l; t±)

zlr
l!
·

ezr

1− ezr
− ζ

Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1; t±) ·

et−zr

1− ezr
.

Therefore, we see that

Gr(z1, . . . , zr; t±) =
∑

k1,...,kr−1,l≥0

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1 − l; t±)

zk11
k1!
· · ·

z
kr−1

r−1

kr−1!

zlr
l!
·

ezr

1− ezr

−
∑

k1,...,kr−1≥0

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr−1; t±)

zk11
k1!
· · ·

z
kr−1

r−1

kr−1!
·

et−zr

1− ezr

= Gr−1(z1, . . . , zr−1 + zr; t±)
ezr

1− ezr
−Gr−1(z1, . . . , zr−1; t±)

et−zr

1− ezr
.

On the other hand, it is elementary to show that the right hand side of (5.1) satisfies the same
recurrence relation. Thus, by induction on r, we obtain the identity (5.1). �

Remark 5.2. Theorem 5.1 may be rephrased as follows: the function

Fr(z1, . . . , zr; y±)

:=
r∑

i=0

(−1)r−iey+(z1+···+zi)+y
−
(zi+1+···+zr)

i∏

l=1

ezl+···+zi

1− ezl+···+zi

r∏

l=i+1

1

1− ezi+1+···+zl
,

has an expansion

(5.2) Fr(z1, . . . , zr; y±) =
∑

k1,...,kr≥0

Pr(k1, . . . , kr; y±)
zk11
k1!
· · ·

zkrr
kr!

with rational polynomial coefficients Pr(k1, . . . , kr; y±) ∈ Q[y±], and the identity

ζ
Û
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; t±) = Pr(k1, . . . , kr; t±)

holds for any k1, . . . , kr ≥ 0. This was the logical order that Komori pursued in the case of
(y+, y−) = (0, y) (cf. [5, Theorems 1.1 and 1.17]). In our proof of Theorem 5.1, we have avoided
to show the existence of the expansion (5.2) directly from the definition of Fr(z1, . . . , zr; y±).

Remark 5.3. In the notation of Remark 2.2, we also have

ζ
Â
(−k1, . . . ,−kr; ap, bp) = Pr(k1, . . . , kr; ap, bp).

The proof is the same as that of Theorem 5.1.
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