arXiv:2203.16047v2 [math.CO] 31 Jul 2022

g-Rational Reduction and ¢-Analogues of Series for 7

Rong-Hua Wang' and Michael X.X. Zhong?

1School of Mathematical Sciences
Tiangong University
Tianjin 300387, P.R. China
wangronghua@tiangong.edu.cn

2School of Science
Tianjin University of Technology
Tianjin 300384, P.R. China
zhong.m@tjut.edu.cn

Abstract.

In this paper, we present a g-analogue of the polynomial reduction
which was originally developed for hypergeometric terms. Using the g-
Gosper representation, we describe the structure of rational functions that
are summable when multiplied with a given g-hypergeometric term. The
structure theorem enables us to generalize the g-polynomial reduction to
the rational case, which can be used in the automatic proof and discov-
ery of g-identities. As applications, several g-analogues of series for 7 are
presented.
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1 Introduction

In 1971, Abramov [1] described an algorithm to decide whether an indefinite
rational summation »_;'_ t; has a closed form. The problem is equivalent to
determining whether the rational function ¢; can be written as the difference
of another rational function, that is, the summability of t;. Later, Abramov
[2] provided a method of separating the rational component of the solution
of a first-order linear recurrence relation with a rational right side. In 1978,
Gosper [10] showed that the summability problem of hypergeometric terms
can be reduced to finding rational solutions of first-order difference equations
with polynomial coefficients. Gosper’s algorithm is a powerful tool in dealing
with different kinds of indefinite summations.
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Based on Gosper’s algorithm, Zeilberger [24,25] gave a fast algorithm for
proving terminating hypergeometric identities and also formulated a vision
for doing creative telescoping to holonomic functions [23]. The g-analogues
of Gosper’s algorithm and Zeilberger’s algorithm had been developed by
Koornwinder [18]. Those algorithms have been widely used in combinatorics,
number theory and mathematical physics. At the same time, the mechanical
proof of combinatorial identities is still a subject of ongoing research, one
can consult [7] for a selection of open problems in this context.

Recall that a hypergeometric term ¢, is a function of k such that the shift
quotient txy1/ty is a rational function of k. Apparently all nonzero rational
functions are hypergeometric. The summability of rational functions ¢ was
studied by Abramov [1,3]. The key idea is to decompose a given rational
function ¢ as tp = Ag(sg) + 7%, where Ay is the difference operator with
respect to k, s and 7, are rational functions with the denominator of r;
being shift-free. Such a decomposition is called a minimal decomposition
for tg, and t; is summable if and only if 7 is zero. Minimal decomposi-
tions of hypergeometric terms and ¢-hypergeometric terms were presented
by Abramov and Petkovsek [1] and Du et al. [3] respectively.

In general, we care about the decomposition of t; for two reasons. First,
the minimal decomposition not only tells us whether ¢; is summable but
also what is the essentially non-summable part when ¢; is not summable.
Second, once a decomposition is given, identities or congruence properties
for t; may be deduced.

In 2015, Chen et al. [6] presented a modified Abramov—Petkovsek reduc-
tion, which is more efficient than the original reduction and can be used to
compute minimal telescopers for bivariate hypergeometric terms. For any
given hypergeometric term 7', they first do the multiplicative decomposition
T = SH, where S is a rational function and H is another hypergeometric
term whose shift quotient is shift reduced. Let K be the shift quotient of
H. A crucial step of the modified Abramov—Petkovsek reduction was the
introduction of polynomial reduction with respect to K.

Recently, Hou, Mu and Zeilberger [16] introduced a polynomial reduction
process for any hypergeometric term (no multiplicative decomposition was
needed). More precisely, they focused on terms of the form f(k)tx, where
f(k) is a polynomial and ¢ is any hypergeometric term. Their basic idea
is to decompose f(k)ty as f(k)trx = Ar(g(k)tx) + h(k)ty, where g(k), h(k)
are polynomials and the degree of h(k) is bounded. As applications, they



derived two infinite families of supercongruences. Later on, Hou and Li
[15] considered the Gosper summability of r(k)tx, where r(k) is a rational
function and t; is hypergeometric, and provided an upper bound and a lower
bound on the degree of the numerator of r(k).

We notice that the above polynomial reduction, given by Hou, Mu and
Zeilberger, can be generalized to the g-case. Combined with the ¢-Gosper
algorithm, we will also characterise when the product of a rational function
and a g-hypergeometric term can be summable. Motivated by the corre-
sponding structure theorem, we present a g-rational reduction, which can
be applied to generate infinitely many new identities. Our g-rational re-
duction is free of multiplicative decomposition, which differs from the one
presented by Du et al. in [8]. Moreover, the denominator of the rational
part can be assigned in advance.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the so-called
g-polynomial reduction. Section 3 is devoted to determining the structure
of r(x) when r(¢¥)t;, is summable, which leads to the discovery of g-rational
reduction. How to generate new identities, especially those g-analogues of
the Ramanujan-type series for 7, is presented in Section 4.

2 ¢-Polynomial Reduction

Let C be the field of complex numbers and C[x] the ring of polynomials in
x over C. Suppose ¢ € C\ {0} and |¢| < 1. Then an expression tj, is called a
q-hypergeometric term if the shift quotient is a rational function in ¢*, that
is, there exist a(z),b(z) € C[z] such that

the1 _ alq")
78 b(gk)

For any polynomial g(z) € Clz], it is straightforward to check that

(2.1)

(a(a")g(a™ 1) = bla" V)g(a")) e = Arlbld" DgldNte),  (2:2)

where Ay is the difference operator with respect to k.

Given a pair of polynomials a(z),b(z) € Clz], define

Sap = {a(z)g(qz) — b(q~'z)g(z) | g(z) € C[x]}. (2.3)



It is clear that S, is a subspace of C|z], called the g-difference space corre-
sponding to (a(z),b(z)).

Next we will characterise the degrees of the polynomials in S, ;. Let Z,N
denote the sets of integers and nonnegative integers respectively. For fixed
a(zx),b(z) € Clz] with a(x)b(z) # 0, denote

d := max{deg a(x),deg b(x)}, (2.4)
where deg p(x) denotes the degree of the polynomial p(z) in z.
Definition 2.1. Given a(x),b(z) € Clx] with d defined by (2.4), if

leb(g~'x)
lca(z)

where lep(x) denotes the leading coefficient of p(x) in x, then the pair
(a(z),b(x)) is called degenerated.

dega(z) = degb(x) and =q" for some mg € N, (2.5)

When t’;—:l = ZEZ:)) and (a(x),b(x)) is degenerated, we may also say ¢ is
degenerated when there is no confusion.
Theorem 2.2. Let a(z),b(x) € Clz] and d,mq be given by (2.4) and (2.5)

if defined. For any polynomial g(z) € Clx], let

p(x) = a(z)g(qz) — b(q~'z)g().

Then we have

deg p(z) { <d+degg(z), if (a(z),b(x)) is degenerated and deg g(x) = my.

=d+ degg(x), otherwise.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that degp(z) < d + deg g(x), and the equality holds
when dega(z) # degb(xz). Next we assume dega(x) = degb(z) = d and
deg g(x) = m. Then degp(z) < d+ deg g(x) if and only if

le(a(x)g(gz)) = le(b(q~ z)g(x)),

that is, ¢"lca(z) = leb(¢ 'x), which happens only when (a(z),b(z)) is
degenerated and deg g(z) = m = my. |

As we have seen in the equality (2.2), no matter whether a given ¢-
hypergeometric term ¢; is summable or not, once multiplied with a suitable
polynomial r(qk) on ¢*, the product can be summable. An upper bound on
the degree of r(z) can be derived as follows.



Theorem 2.3. Let t be a q-hypergeometric term satisfying (2.1) and d
given by (2.4). One can find a nonzero polynomial r(x) with degr(x) < d+1
such that r(q¥) -t is summable.

Proof. Let p;(z) = a(z)(qx)’ — b(q¢ 'z)z?, i € {0,1}. From identity (2.2),
we know p;(¢¥)t), is summable. Apparently degp;(z) < d + 1 by Theorem
2.2. The conclusion follows immediately by noticing that po(z) and p;(x)
can not be zero at the same time. |

Let [p(x)] = p(x)+ S, denote the coset of a polynomial p(x). Given any
p(z) € Clz] and a polynomial pair (a(x),b(z)), the following g-polynomial
reduction process provides an algorithmic way to find a representative of
[p(x)] with bounded degree.

The q-polynomial reduction process: For any ¢ € N, let
pi(r) = a(x)gi(qx) — b(g~ " x)gi(x), (2.6)

where g;(z) is a polynomial in C[z] of degree i. We first consider the case
when (a(z),b(x)) is not degenerated. By Theorem 2.2, we know

deg p;i(z) =d+ 1, for any i € N.

Then for any polynomial p(x) of degree m with m > d, it can be written by
the divison algorithm as

pz) = ckpr(z) + p(2), (2.7)
where ¢, € C for 0 < k < m—d and p(z) is a polynomial of degree less than
d. When (a(zx),b(x)) is degenerated, by Theorem 2.2,

degpi(z) = d+1i,Yi # mp and deg pp, () < d+ my.

Then (2.7) works well except for the polynomials of degree d 4+ mg. Thus
for any polynomial p(z) of degree m with m > d, we can write it as

p(z) = Z k() + CmezdT™ + p(x), (2.8)
0<k<m—d
k#mo
where ¢, € C for 0 < k < m — d and p(x) is a polynomial with degp(z) <
d. Equality (2.7) (resp. (2.8)) is called the g-polynomial reduction with



respect to the polynomial pair (a(x),b(x)) when it is not degenerated (resp.
degenerated).

Note that p;(x) € S,5. By equalities (2.7) and (2.8), one can see that
the quotient space C[x]/Sq is finite-dimensional.

Theorem 2.4. Let a(x),b(x) € Clz], S, be the q-difference space corre-
sponding to (a(zx),b(x)) and d,mq given by (2.4) and (2.5). We have

Cla]/Sap = ([2"] : i € Tap),

where

{0,1,...,d—1,d+mo}, if (a(z),b(x)) is degenerated,
Ta,b = (29)
{0,1,...,d—1}, otherwise.

To do the g-polynomial reduction, we first need to construct p;(z) of
the form (2.6), in which g;(z) can be any polynomial of degree i. When
(a(z),b(x)) is not degenerated, the following lemma ensures that the ob-
tained reduced polynomial p(x) is free of the choice of g;(x).

Lemma 2.5. Let (a(z),b(x)) be a polynomial pair which is not degenerated,
and d be defined by (2.4). For a given p(x) € Clz|, the g-polynomial re-
duction with different choices of g;(x) in (2.6) leads to the same polynomial
p(z) = Z?:_ol ciz' with ¢; € C, such that p(x) — p(x) € Sap-

Proof. The existence of p(z) is guaranteed by the g-polynomial reduction.
We only need to prove the uniqueness. Suppose two polynomials p(z) and
p(z) were obtained due to different choices of g;(x). That is,

ﬁ(a:) + Sa,b = ]5(33) + Sa,b

with degp(z) < d and degp(z) < d. So p(z) — p(x) € Sap. If p(x) # px),
then 0 < deg(p(x)—p(x)) < d. However Theorem 2.2 tells us that the degree
of every nonzero polynomial in Sy is larger than or equal to d, which leads
to a contradiction. This completes the proof. |

3 ¢-Rational Reduction

In this section, the g-polynomial reduction will be generalized to the rational
case. To this aim, we first discuss the summability on the rational multiple
of a given g-hypergeometric term ty.



Recall that by the classical g-Gosper algorithm [18,19], the shift quotient
of t; can be decomposed as

k k+1
te  b(d%) (g
where a, b, ¢ are polynomials and
ged(a(z),b(¢"x)) =1, VheN. (3.2)

We call (a(x),b(x),c(x)) a g-Gosper representation of t when conditions
(3.1) and (3.2) hold. Moreover, t; is summable if and only if

a(z)g(qz) — blg™ z)g(x) = c(x) (3.3)
holds for some Laurent polynomial g(x) € C[z,z~!]. Equation (3.3) is called
the g-Gosper equation.

A(d")

The following theorem shows when a rational multiple B(qk)tk of a given

g-hypergeometric term t; can be summable.

Theorem 3.1. Let tx be a q-hypergeometric term and (a(z),b(x),c(x))

its q-Gosper representation. Suppose A(zx), B(z) are polynomials such that

gggzgtk is summable. If for any h € N, we have

ged(B(z), B(¢"'z)) =1 (3.4)
and
ged(B(x),a(g' "z)) = ged(B(x), b(zq")) = ged(B(x), ¢(z)) =1, (3.5)
then B(z) | A(z).

Proof. Let t), = 28’;;7%. Then we have

ti1 _ a(d®)B(¢")  c(d"THA)
ty  b(g*)B(¢*)  c(d®)A(gY)

Utilizing (3.4) and (3.5), one can check that (a(z)B(x), b(z)B(qzx), c(z)A(x))
is a g-Gosper representation of ¢,. As tj is summable, we know the corre-
sponding g-Gosper equation

B(z) (a(z)g(qz) —blg~ z)g(x)) = c(z)A(z) (3.6)

7



holds for some Laurent polynomial g(z). By condition (3.4), it is easy to
check that ged(B(x),z") = 1,¥/ € N. Then equality (3.6) and condition
(3.5) lead to B(z) | A(x). 1

. . A(qk)
By Theorem 3.1, if Bl

(3.4) holds, then B(x) must contain some factor from c(z), a(¢~'~"x) or
b(¢"z) for some nonnegative integer h. Next, we will show that condition
(3.4) can be further abandoned when B(x) only contains factors from ¢(x),
a(qg™' 7 "x) or b(¢ x).

t is summable with B(x) 1 A(z) and condition

To proceed, some basic notations are needed. Let f(z) € C[z] be a
polynomial and n € Z. The shift product operator of order n, denoted by
SP,, is defined by

f@)f(gz) - flg" "), when n > 0,
SP,(f(x)) =1 1, when n = 0, (3.7)

flgx)f(g" a)--- f(¢'x), whenn <O0.

Suppose (a(z),b(z)) is a polynomial pair, and a;(z) (resp. bi(z)) is any
factor of a(z) (resp. b(z)). Then

a(z) = a(z)ai (z) and b(z) = b(z)b; (), (3.8)
for some polynomials a(z), b(z) € Clz]. Let ny,ny € N, denote
A(z) = a(z)a; (¢"™x) and B(z) = b(z)by (¢™x). (3.9)

(A(x), B(x)) satisfying (3.9) is called the (ai(x),b1(x)) shift pair of order
(n1,n2) for (a(x),b(x)). The definition immediately shows that deg A(x) =
dega(x),deg B(z) = degb(x) and iigg = 11222?) - grrdesai(@)Fna-degbi (@)
which lead to the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose the polynomial pair (a(x),b(x)) satisfies condition
(3.8) and (A(x), B(z)) is the (a1(x),bi1(x)) shift pair of order (ni,ng) for
(a(x),b(xz)). Then (A(z),B(x)) is degenerated if and only if dega(z) =

degb(z) =d, {zzgg = q™ for some m € Z and

m+ny - degai(x) + ny - degbi(z) > d.

Now we are ready to present the main theorem in this section.



ther _ a(gh)

e b(q%)
polynomials a(x),b(z). Assume (a(z),b(x)) satisfies condition (3.8). Then
for any nonzero p(x) € Clx] and nonnegative integers ni,na, we can find
another polynomial p(x) and a q-hypergeometric term Ty, such that

_ plq®)
SP_p,(a1(q%)) - SP,(b1(g*))

where p(z) = Y. ', ¢; € C, (A(x), B(x)) is the (ai(z),b1(z)) shift pair
€T A, B
of order (n1,ng) for (a(x),b(x)), and ra p is defined similarly as in (2.9).

Theorem 3.3. Let t; be a g-hypergeometric term and for some

p(d")ts tr 4+ Ap(Tr), (3.10)

Proof. Let s, = SPo (al(qk%ﬁsp%(bl @ It is straightforward to check that
Sk+1 _ A(qk)
s B(gh)

Let Sa p be the g-difference space corresponding to (A(z), B(x)). Notice
that the shift product operator SP, sends a polynomial of degree ¢ to a
polynomial of degree |n| - ¢ for any integer n. Theorem 2.4 guarantees that
we can find a polynomial p(z) = . ¢;z° with ¢; € C, such that

€T A, B

p(x) - SP_y, (a1(x)) - SPy,(bi(x)) — p(x) € Sa B. (3.11)
Notice that for any r(z) = A(z)g(¢r) — B(q 'z)g(z) € Sap, we have
r(q®)sk = Ar(B(¢"1)g(q")sy) and thus
p(@")tk = p(d") - SP-p, (a1(g")) - S Py (b1(¢")) - s
_ pq")
SP_p, (a1(q*)) - SPpy (b1(q%))

for some ¢-hypergeometric term 7. |

ty + Ap(Tk),

From the proof of Theorem 3.3, one can see that the decomposition of
p(¢")ts, into the form of (3.10) is totally algorithmic, which will be called
the g-rational reduction with respect to ty.

Remark 1. Notice that

d = max{dega(z),degb(x)} = max{deg A(z),deg B(x)}.



Assume that both (a(x),b(z)) and (A(zx), B(x)) are not degenerated in The-
orem 3.3. By Theorem 2./, for any polynomial p(x) with

degp(z) + n1 - degai(x) + no - degbi(z) > d,
one can find a polynomial p(x) with deg p(x) < d such that (3.10) holds.

Identity (3.10) can be rewritten as

q*)) - 5P, (b1 (q"

Here p(x) is a polynomial with bounded degree and nj,ns can be any non-
negative integer. Thus the left hand side of the equality (3.12) is a ¢-
hypergeometric term of the form r(¢")t; with r(z) being rational. Ap-
parently 7(¢*)t; is summable but the denominator of () may not satisfy
condition (3.4) when n; > 1 or ng > 1.

=k
(P~ Sy g) =t e

4 Applications

In this section, we first show how Theorem 3.3 provides a uniform way to
construct new g-identities from known ones. When the shift quotient of ¢, is
a rational funtion in ¢* for some integer ¢ > 2, we can modify the g-rational
reduction process to obtain p(x) of lower degree. This enables us to obtain
g-analogues of some Ramanujan-type series from [21,22] in Subsection 4.2.
At the end of this section, we take an example to illustrate that our g-
rational reduction may lead to a rational part with smaller numerator than
that obtained directly from the ¢-Gosper algorithm.

4.1 Generating new ¢-identities

In 1993, using the WZ method, Zeilberger [26] discovered that
f: 21k —8 72
3 — —_— .
kGO

Following Zeilberger’s work, Guillera [11] later obtained the Zeilberger-type
series

[e.e]

(3k — 1) 16k 2
Z e =5 (4.1)
=1
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Recently, a g-analogue of identity (4.1) was presented by Hou, Krattenthaler
and Sun in [141] as

iqk(k—i—l)ﬂ[?’k Lo, (-6 Dk _ (- q)z(qz;qz)io (4.2)

= (@%¢*);} (@:¢*)%

Here [n], is the g-analogue of n given by

—1
1—q" < &

We also adopt the standard notation from [9]:

. —OO —aq’) and (a; _M
(a5 9)o0 = Efl @) end (@0 = G

for a nonnegative integer n. We will take (4.2) as an example to demonstrate
how to generate new identities using the g-rational reduction.

Proposition 4.1. The following identity is true:

>\ K2askes [3k 4+ 4 63— Q) 7 qH)L
Zq P ]g ! )I?f( 2)3 b _ (1- )27( : 2)4 = (1+4q). (4.3)
k=0 [2k + 3]q (q 5 q )k ((L q )oo

Proof. For the first step, write the summand of the left hand side of (4.2)

—q?a? )i (—q
as p(q*) - tg, where p(z) = ! 13; and t), = ¢Fk+t1/2. W

to check that

. It is easy

b1 _ a(q")
ty  blg¥)
Notice that ¢ is not degenerated since dega(z) # degb(x). Take

1 — 32 2
ai(x) =1 and by(x) = <Tq;> ,

with a(z) = qz(1 — qz)?(1 + gz) and b(z) = (1 — ¢*z%)3.

which are factors of a(z) and b(x) respectively, and n; = 0,n2 = 1. Then
SP_p, (a1(q")) = 1 and SPy,(b1(¢")) = [2k + 3]2.

Let
g 172

~ SPL, (a (@) 5P, (i (dF) 2k + 37

Sk

11



One can check that
skl AldY)
s B(d¥)
where (A(z), B(x)) is the (a1 (x), b1 (z)) shift pair of order (0, 1) for (a(x), b(x)).
Note that si is not degenerated since deg A(z) # deg B(x). Then we know
by Theorem 2.4 that

Cla]/Sa = (2], [¢], ..., [z*71]),

where Sy p is defined by (2.3) and

d = max{deg A(x),deg B(x)} = 6.
Notice that [3k + 2], -t = f(¢*) - s with

(1—=¢*z*)(1 - ¢*a?)?
(1—q)?

fz) =

Let
pi(z) = A(z)(qz)’ — B(q~z)a’, i€N (4.4)
which are polynomials in S4 g (by taking g(z) = ). Then
pi(q")sk = Ar(B(¢" g™ sp).

As s is not degenerated, Theorem 2.2 shows deg(p;(z)) = i + 6. Since
deg f(x) =7 > d — 1, by the g-rational reduction, f(z) can be rewritten as

_ () - Po@)  q-pi(a)

, po(x) and p;(x) are defined by (4.4). Thus

1—g*2%)
1—q
p(q") -tk = £(q") - sk = T3k + dlgsi, + Ar(Th), (4.5)
with
(¢% 4}
Summing identity (4.5) over k from 0 to oo, we obtain equality (4.3) with
the help of (4.2). 1

T = " H/(1 4 2k + 1),

12



Let ¢ — 1 on both sides of equality (4.3) and then make the substitution
n =k + 1 will arrive at

o

Z 3n—+1 16" T

(2n+1)2 n3(2:)3 T2

n=1

which can be seen as a rational Zeilberger-type series compared with (4.1).

Equality (4.3) is obtained by taking

B2 2
(a1 (2), by (z)) = (1, <1%q> > and (n1,n2) = (0,1).
If we take
1— q33§‘2
(a1(z),b1(z)) = <1, 17—q> and (n1,n2) = (0,2),

similar discussions will arrive at
i P(d") -0 (gfCaae _ 0056 g'(Lt+q)
[

2k + 32k + 5, (% ¢)} ()% 1+q+¢

k=0
where P(z) = ﬁ(l +q— (- +*+ P+ — (P + P -t -+
¢+ ¢ — (¢* + ¢® — ¢ — ¢")ax* + 2¢82P), which is a g-analogue of
i 4n® +7n —3 16" 7 4 (4.6)
—(2n+1)(2n+3) .3 (2:)3 6 9 '

Remark 1 ensures that there are infinitely many other choices of (a1 (x), by (x))
and (n1,n2), in principle any choice will lead to a g-series that is a g-analogue
of some rational Zeilberger-type series.

It should be mentioned that, with the help of the extended Zeilberger’s
algorithm, Hou and Li [15] also provided a systematic method to construct
new hypergeometric series. But they only focused on those with the sum-
mand of the form % - tr, where tj is hypergeometric, a(k), b(k) are poly-
nomials with ged(b(k),b(k + 1+ h)) = 1 for any h € N. Thus (4.6) and

infinitely many other similar identities will be missed.
Remark 2. In general, p;(z) € Sa g is of the form
pi(z) = A(z)g(qz) — B(g™'x)g(x),

where g(xz) € Clx] can be any polynomial of degree i. Note that when
(A(z), B(x)) is not degenerated, Lemma 2.5 ensures the generated identi-
ties are free of the choice of g(x). In this paper, we always take g(x) = x°.

13



4.2 When a shift quotient is a polynomial in ¢*

As we have seen, once a summation identity with the summand of the form
p(qk)tk is given, the g¢-rational reduction may lead to new equalities. Here
p(z) € C[z] and t; is a g-hypergeometric term. Sometimes, the shift quotient
of t;, is a rational function not only in ¢* but also in ¢** for some ¢ € N with
£ > 2. In this case, we will show how to modify the g-rational reduction to
decrease the dimension of the corresponding quotient space.

We will take a series for 77! as an example, the history of which was

begun by G. Bauer [5] in 1859 with the discovery of the following identity

00 2k 3
Z4k+1 (s )kzz.
o 6O m

In Bauer’s series, the summand can be seen as a product of the polyno-
()’
k
(—64)%
rational-type Bauer’s series, with the polynomial part replaced by a rational
function, were obtained by Z.-W. Sun in [21] utilizing Gosper’s algorithm.

mial (4k+1) and a hypergeometric term . Recently the following four

(2k + 1)(4k + 3) (% )
(k +1)2(—64)F

< kak—1) ()’ 1

kzz() (2k —1)2 (—%4)’f T (4.7)
= k-1 (' 2

kZ:O (2k —1)° (—%4)’“ T (4.8)
ST M

kZ:O (2k = 1)(k + 11;( 6aF 1 (4.9)
2

2]

e
i
o

V.J.W. Guo [12] pointed out that a g-analogue of Bauer’s formula can
be written as

0 . 2\3 2 3. .2
1) gt (:6%);  (4:6%)00(¢%;¢%) oo
[4k + 1], = . (4.11)
kZ:O (g% q2)3 (g% %)%

By the ¢-Gosper algorithm and identity (4.11), Q.-H. Hou and Z.-W.
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Sun [17] obtained g-analogues of (4.7) and (4.8) as follows:

i o kz 2K]y([4k]y — 1) (@¢*)F _  (60)o0(0% 6" (4.12)

k=0 (R, =1 (a5 (% )%

f: )k Pl (4K, —1) (g )i — (4:0%)o0 (0’1 4%) 0 (4.13)
— (2Kl = 1)° (¢% ) (a%a%)%

Let Aj(q) be the summand on the left hand side of (4.11). The critical
step in the proof of the above two equalities is the construction of another ¢-
hypergeometric term By (q) such that Ag(q) + Bk(q) is summable. However,
how to find the By (q) by the ¢-Gosper algorithm is empirical.

In Section 3, we introduce the g-rational reduction which offers a me-
chanical pattern to find the Bj(q). Next we will show that g-analogues of
the four rational-type Bauer’s identities can be obtained uniformly by the
g-rational reduction. More precisely, we can not only reprove (4.12) and
(4.13), but also provide g-analogues of (4.9) and (4.10) as follows.

For simplicity, we define
f@) f(dPx) - f(g*" ), when n > 0,
SPA(f(z) =< 1, when n = 0,
(@) f(g*"Px) - fg~2x), whenn <O.

Proposition 4.2. The following identities are true:

o~k ke [4k 41 (@) (4567667
kzzo( e (2Kl = D2k + 2l (a*¢%)F (% %)%

(4.14)
.- 2 P(¢*) (6%} (4:6)0(d* )
kzzo bt (1—q)*[2k +2]3 (qQ;qQ)E (PR (4.15)

where P(z) =1+ (¢ — 2¢*)z — (¢ + ¢* — ¢")2* + (2¢° — ¢")2°

Proof. Identities (4.12)—(4.15) can be proved similarly. To compare with the
g-Gosper algorithm, we will prove identity (4.14) in detail.

The first step is to write the summand of the left hand side of (4.11) as
[4k + 1], - tg, where t, = (—1)kgh” . % is a g-hypergeometric term and
k

15



1_q4k+1 . . . 2k .
4k + 1], = {—— 18 a polynomial in ¢*. It is easy to check that

a 2k
Pt ity with ax) = (-1 — )" and b(a) = (1 — ')

Motivated by the structure of the summand on the left hand side of (4.9),
we will take

~q(1 —g=) 1—q’x
ar(z) = e and by (x) = g

which are factors of a(z) and b(x) respectively. Let a(x) = a(x)/ay(z) and
b(x) = b(x)/bi(x). Notice that

SPP) (a1(¢*)) = [2k], — 1 and SPP (b (¢%*)) = [2k + 2.

Let
12

(2K]g — D2k + 2],

Sk —

One can check that
skl A(g*)

sk, B(¢%)

where A(x) = a(z)a1(¢~%z) and B(z) = b(x)bi(¢*z). For any g(z) € Clz],
note that

(A(a®)g(a™+?) = Ba™2)g(*)) 51 = Au(B(a*)g(a™)s1),

Similar to (2.3), we denote

2 _
ST = {A@)g(qx) — B(q*2)g(x) | g(x) € Cla]}.
Then g(¢**)s; is summable for any polynomial g(z) € 51(42’)3. Note that sy,
is not degenerated since deg A(z) # deg B(z). Let

pi(z) = A(z)(¢*x)" — B(¢%x)2%, i€N, (4.16)
()

which are polynomials in S’s (by taking g(z) = x%). Similar discussions as
in the proof of Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.4 lead to deg(p;(x)) = i+d and

Clzl/SPs = (2%, [«1], -+ , [z%71)),
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where d = max{deg A(z), deg B(x)} = 4. Notice that [4k+1],-tx = f(¢**)-s)
with f(z) = ﬁ (1 — q2?)(q — x)(1 — ¢*x). Since deg f(z ) =4>d—1,
f(¢?*) can be rewritten as

fa™) = —q(’f’f—(gj? = Ak + 1,

by the g-polynomial reduction. Thus
[4k‘ + 1]q sl = f(q2k) c S = —q2k[4k‘ + 1]q8k + Ak(Tk), (4.17)

with ) -
(_1)k+1qk2+1 [Zk]q[Zk + 2]11 . ((ﬁ q )k )
([2k]g — D2k + 2] (¢%¢)}
Summing identity (4.17) over k from 0 to co, we will obtain equality (4.14)
by (4.11). [

T =

4.3 Rational part with the numerator of lower degree

As we have seen, compared to the g-Gosper algorithm, our g¢-rational re-
duction process can not only determine the structure of the denominator
of the rational part of the series but also characterise the degree of the nu-
merator. Next, we will show our g-rational reduction process may lead to
rational part with the numerator of lower degree than those obtained by the
g-Gosper algorithm.

Utilizing the ¢-WZ method, Guo and Liu [13] proved

[e.9]

k2 (@:0°)i(a% (4% 90 (¢% 0"
q" [6k + 1], =(14+¢q) (4.18)
ZO (g% ")} (g% )
as a g-analogue of Ramanujan’s series [20)]
S () _ 4
D 6k + 1) = =
Pt 256 us
In [21], Z.-W. Sun presented the following identities:
< (1262 —1)(%)° 2
Z DG) 2 (4.19)
(2k — 1)2256% m

k=0
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and

< kok—1) (¥)° 1
D (2k —1)3 (256)F — 27 (420)

Recently Q.-H. Hou and Z.-W. Sun [17, Theorem 1.2] proved

. P.q¢" (4:6))3(a% a")k (4% q) (q ¢")o0
) (P R v i A

(4.21)

where P denotes

Identity (4.21) can be seen as a g-analogue of equality (4.19). However, no
g-analogue of (4.20) was given.

Next, we will provide another g-analogue of (4.19) with a “smaller” P
and a g-analogue of (4.20) by the g-rational reduction.

Proposition 4.3. The following identities are q-analogues of identities (4.19)
and (4.20) respectively:

> P gt (@)@ a ) (654065 6o
— (1 — q)?[2k — 1]4[4k — 2], (¢hqh;  (¢hdD)k
(4.22)
with Pl — _q2 4 q4k+2 + q6k+3 + q8k _ q8]€+2 _ q10k+17 and
f: P q Tl+a) (@R _ (@%50)(e% 6N
= (1—q)?2k — 13[4k — 2 (¢%¢")] (g% a")%
(4.23)

Ak+3 _ g6k+4 _ g8kl 4 9 8K+3 | 10k

with Py = ¢® — ¢ —q
Proof. We will start with the equality (4.18), the summand on the left hand
w

side of which can be written as [6k + 1], - t; with ¢}, = ¢ K @ ) and
a 2k
e — S0 Here a(z) = (1 —q2)*(1—¢%22) and b(z) = (1 - ¢'a?)*. Let

ay (w) = 2 11q * and by(z) = 1. Then SP( ) (ay(q2F)) = [%_1](][4%_2](]
and SPI( )(bl( *)) = 1. Denote

2
q* (7:4*)32 (% ¢k

2k — 1]q[4k - 2]11 . (q4; q4)i

S| =
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and f(r) = (1_‘171“’0)(1(1_5;)23962)(1_‘1:03). We have [6k + 1], - tx = f(¢**) - 51, and

8’;—21 = g%gzz; with A(z) = 2(¢—2)?(¢+)(1—qz) and B(x) = ¢*(1—q¢*x?)3.
Apparently si is not degenerated and d = 6. Take

pi(z) = A(z)(¢*x)" — B¢ %z)x".

Theorem 2.2 guarantees degpo(r) = deg f(z) = 6. By the g-polynomial
reduction, we find

2% po(¢*) (1+q)P
=— . 4.24
fe™) 1-gg (1 g2 (4.24)
Multiplied by sx on both sides of (4.24), we have
> (¢:4°)3(@% a")k (1+q)P,
q" [6k + 1], (qf; O Ap(Ty) + TN (4.25)
with ,
o A Uk W UYL L
(1—q)(q — ¢**)%(q + ¢%) (¢4 ¢Y);

Summing (4.25) over k from 0 to co, one can obtain (4.22) by the equality

2
(4.18). If we take a1 (z) = <11__q;> : 1_1‘5;62 and by (z) = 1, similar discussions

will lead to (4.23). 1
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