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MODULAR RELATIONS INVOLVING GENERALIZED DIGAMMA FUNCTIONS

ATUL DIXIT, SUMUKHA SATHYANARAYANA, AND N. GURU SHARAN

Abstract. Generalized digamma functions ψk(x), studied by Ramanujan, Deninger, Dilcher, Kanemitsu,
Ishibashi etc., appear as the Laurent series coefficients of the zeta function associated to an indefinite
quadratic form. In this paper, a modular relation of the form Fk(α) = Fk(1/α) containing infinite series of
ψk(x), or, equivalently, between the generalized Stieltjes constants γk(x), is obtained for any k ∈ N. When
k = 0, it reduces to a famous transformation given on page 220 of Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook. For k = 1,
an integral containing Riemann’s Ξ-function, and corresponding to the aforementioned modular relation, is
also obtained along with its asymptotic expansions as α→ 0 and α→ ∞. Carlitz-type and Guinand-type

finite modular relations involving ψ
(m)
j (x), 0 ≤ j ≤ k,m ∈ N ∪ {0}, are also derived, thereby extending

previous results on the digamma function ψ(x). The extension of Guinand’s result for ψ
(m)
j (x),m ≥ 2,

involves an interesting combinatorial sum h(r) over integer partitions of 2r into exactly r parts. This sum
plays a crucial role in an inversion formula needed for this extension. This formula has connection with
the inversion formula for the inverse of a triangular Toeplitz matrix. The modular relation for ψ′

j(x) is
subtle and requires delicate analysis.
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1. Introduction

Let

D
′ := {η : | arg(η)| ≤ π −∆,∆ > 0}. (1.1)

The Hurwitz zeta function ζ(z, x) is defined [45, p. 36] for Re(z) > 1 and x ∈ D
′ by ζ(z, x) :=

∑∞
n=0(n+

x)−z. It can be analytically continued to the entire z-complex plane except for a simple pole at z = 1
with residue 1, and it is well-known that ζ(z, 1) = ζ(z), the Riemann zeta function. The Laurent series
expansion of ζ(z, x) around z = 1 is given by

ζ(z, x) =
1

z − 1
+

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)kγk(x)

k!
(z − 1)k, (1.2)

where1 Berndt [4, Theorem 1] showed that

γk(x) = lim
n→∞





n
∑

j=0

logk(j + x)

j + x
− logk+1(n+ x)

k + 1



 . (1.3)

These γk(x) called the generalized Stieltjes constants. Clearly, letting x = 1 in (1.2) and (1.3) respectively
gives the Laurent series expansion of ζ(z) and the corresponding Stieltjes constants, that is, γk(1) = γk.

The literature on generalized Stieltjes constants is vast. We mention only a few of the works on the
topic. Williams and Zhang [47, Theorem 1] generalized Berndt’s aforementioned result, and with the
help of which they could estimate γk(x) for x ∈ (0, 1]; see [47, Theorem 3]. Coffey [11] gave an addition
formula for γk(x) whose special case [11, Corollary 2] (see (7.3) below) we will use in the sequel. Very
recently, Prévost [40, Theorem 2] derived a general formula for γk(x) involving Stirling numbers of the
first kind and depending on the degrees of numerator and denominator of the Padé approximant used for
approximating e−x, and, as an application, obtained a new representation for the first Stieltjes constant
[40, Proposition 1], namely, γ1 =

∑∞
j=1 ζ

′(2j+1)/(2j+1). Blagouchine [7] undertook a detailed historical

survey on γk and γk(x), and, in particular, gave an elegant result to compute γ1(x) for x ∈ Q. A short
proof of this result was later given by Chatterjee and Khurana [10]. There have been several studies on
the asymptotic analysis of γk(x) and on developing numerical methods for their efficient calculation; see,
for example, the recent preprint of Tyagi [46] and the references therein.

Even though the generalized Stieltjes constants have received a lot of attention in the recent years,
except for a few studies [31], [33], they have not been explored much through their connection with higher
analogues of the Euler gamma function. This connection is now explained.

For a non-negative integer k and x ∈ D
′, Dilcher [14] defined the generalized gamma function Γk(x)

by

Γk(x) := lim
n→∞

exp
(

logk+1(n)
k+1 x

) n
∏

j=1
exp
(

logk+1(j)
k+1

)

n
∏

j=0
exp
(

logk+1(j+z)
k+1

)

.

Comparing the above limit with the the limit representation of Γ(x) [43, Equation (3.9)], it is clear that
Γ0(x) = Γ(x). As said by Dilcher [14, p. 56], the generalized gamma function Γk(x) relates to the Stieltjes
constant γk in the same way as the Euler Gamma function Γ(x) relates to the Euler constant γ(= γ0).

Dilcher derived various properties of Γk(x) in [14]. At the end of his paper, he considered the logarithmic
derivative of Γk(x) and proved that [14, Proposition 10]

ψk(x) :=
Γ′
k(x)

Γk(x)
= −γk −

logk(x)

x
−

∞
∑

n=1

(

logk(n+ x)

n+ x
− logk(n)

n

)

, (1.4)

1Berndt includes the factor (−1)k

k!
in the definition of γk(z) and does not have it in the summand of (1.2) as has been

done here.
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so that ψ0(x) = ψ(x), the digamma function. Note that letting x = 1 in (1.3) and replacing n by n − 1
yields

γk := lim
n→∞





n
∑

j=1

logk(j)

j
− logk+1(n)

k + 1



 .

Along with (1.4) and the fact [14, Lemma 1] that

lim
n→∞

(

logk+1(n+ x)− logk+1(n)
)

= 0 (x ∈ D
′),

this implies that

ψk(x) = −γk(x). (1.5)

This was also shown by Shirasaka [42, p. 136]. Thus the generalized Stieltjes constant γk(x) is simply
the additive inverse of the logarithmic derivative of Γk(x), or, in other words, of the generalized digamma

function ψk(x).
Ramanujan briefly treated ψk(x) in Entry 22 of Chapter 8 of his second notebook; see [5]. Also,

ten years before Dilcher’s paper [14] appeared, Deninger [13] essentially studied the function log Γ1(x)
in conjunction with his goal of obtaining an analogue of the Chowla-Selberg formula for real quadratic
fields. In his terminology, let R : R+ → R denote the function uniquely defined by the difference equation

R(x+ 1)−R(x) = log2(x) (R(1) = −ζ ′′(0)). (1.6)

As given in [13, Remark 2.4], the function R(x) can be analytically continued to x ∈ D
′. Then from [14,

Equation (2.1)] and [13, Equation (2.3.1)], it can be observed that Dilcher’s Γ1(x) is related to Deninger’s
R(x) by2

log(Γ1(x)) =
1

2
(R(x) + ζ ′′(0)).

Languasco and Righi [34] have termed exp (R(x)) as the Ramanujan-Deninger gamma function. For
x > 0, they also give a fast algorithm to compute this function.

Kanemitsu [33] extensively studied the higher order analogue of R(x) (briefly alluded to by Deninger
in [13, p. 173]), namely, the solution of the difference equation

Rk(x+ 1)−Rk(x) = logk(x) (k ∈ N ∪ {0}), (1.7)

which is convex on some interval (A,∞), A > 0, and satisfies the initial condition Rk(1) = (−1)k+1ζ(k)(0).
In view of (1.6), this trivially implies R2(x) = R(x). He found its Weierstrass representation to be [33,
Equation (2.8)]3

Rk(x) = (−1)k+1ζ(k)(0) − kγk−1x− logk(x)−
∞
∑

n=1

(

logk(x+ n)− logk(n)− kx
logk−1(n)

n

)

,

which, in view of (1.4), implies [31, p. 78]

ψk(x) =
1

k + 1
R′
k+1(x). (1.8)

The functional equation satisfied by ψk(x) is [14, Equation (8.2)]

ψk(1 + x) = ψk(x) +
logk(x)

x
, (1.9)

which can be easily seen from (1.7) and (1.8). It should be noted that ψk(x) is analytic in D
′, where D

′

is defined in (1.1).

2By analytic continuation, Equation (2.3.1) from [13] is valid for x ∈ D
′.

3the k in front of γk−1 is missing in [33, Equation (2.8)], however, this is corrected in [31, p. 77].
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The function ψk(x) turns up in a variety of places in number theory. Ishibashi [32] evaluated the
Laurent series coefficients of a zeta function associated to an indefinite quadratic form in terms of his kth

order Herglotz function which he defined for x > 0 by

Φk(x) :=

∞
∑

n=1

kψk−1(nx)− logk(nx)

n
.

The Herglotz-Zagier function Φ1(x) and its various generalizations such as the above are themselves very
useful in number theory, in particular, in Kronecker limit formulas. See [19] and the references therein.

Recently, Banerjee, Gupta and the first author encountered an infinite series consisting of ψ(x) and
ψ1(x) while obtaining an explicit transformation [3, Theorem 1.1] for the Lambert series of logarithm,

that is, for
∞
∑

n=1

log(n)

eny − 1
, where Re(y) > 0. Using this transformation, they found its asymptotic expansion

as y → 0 and further used it to find the complete asymptotic expansion of the integral
∫ ∞

0
ζ

(

1

2
− it

)

ζ ′
(

1

2
+ it

)

e−δt dt

as δ → 0.
In order to be able to state the main goal of this paper, we now turn our attention to a beautiful

modular relation found on page 220 of Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook [6].
Let4 α, β > 0 be such that αβ = 1, and, for x > 0, let

φ(x) := ψ(x) +
1

2x
− log(x). (1.10)

Then Ramanujan claimed that

√
α

{

γ − log(2πα)

2α
+

∞
∑

n=1

φ(nα)

}

=
√

β

{

γ − log(2πβ)

2β
+

∞
∑

n=1

φ(nβ)

}

= − 1

π3/2

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ξ

(

1

2
t

)

Γ

(−1 + it

4

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cos
(

1
2t logα

)

1 + t2
dt, (1.11)

where

Ξ(t) = ξ

(

1

2
+ it

)

,

ξ(s) =
1

2
s(s− 1)π−

s
2Γ
(s

2

)

ζ(s),

are Riemann’s functions [45, p. 16].
By a modular relation, we mean a transformation of the form F (−1/z) = F (z), where z ∈ H (the

upper-half plane). The F in such a relation may not be governed by z → z+1. Any such transformation
can be equivalently put in the form F (α) = F (β), where α, β are such that Re(α) > 0, Re(β) > 0 and
αβ = 1. See [18] for more details.

Recently, Gupta and Kumar [28] showed that (1.11) lives in the realms of the theory of Herglotz function
Φ1(x). For a comprehensive survey on various extensions and generalizations of this transformation, the
reader is referred to [24].

Since ψ0(x) = ψ(x), a natural question that arises now is, do the generalized digamma functions

ψk(x), k > 0, also satisfy a modular relation of the form in (1.11)?
We answer this question affirmatively in Theorem 2.1. The interesting thing here is that for k > 0, the

modular relation involves not just an infinite series of ψk but rather a weighted finite sum involving infinite
series of ψ0, ψ1, · · ·ψk. Obtaining a modular relation involving just ψk for k > 0 looks inconceivable. For
k = 1, we also obtain an analogue of the integral involving the Riemann Ξ(t) function in (1.11) (see

4By analytic continuation, the result holds more generally for Re(α) > 0 and Re(β) > 0.
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Theorem 2.2). In principle, we can obtain such an integral for a general k > 1 as well, however, we
refrain from doing so as the form of the integrand soon becomes unwieldy.

It is known that the integral in (1.11) admits the following asymptotic expansion as α → ∞, namely,
[37, Equation (1.5)] (see also [21, Corollary 1.7] with w = 0 or [23, Theorem 1.10] with z = 0)

1

π3/2

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ξ

(

1

2
t

)

Γ

(−1 + it

4

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cos
(

1
2t logα

)

1 + t2
dt

∼ −
√
α

(

γ − log(2πα)

2α

)

− 2
√
α

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k

(2πα)2k
Γ(2k)ζ2(2k). (1.12)

In Theorem 2.3, we obtain the corresponding asymptotic expansion of the integral involving the Riemann
Ξ-function associated with the modular relation involving ψ(x) and ψ1(x).

In [26], Guinand obtained modular relations for higher derivatives of ψ(x). Indeed, as shown in [16,
Equation (3.24)], Equation (9) from [26] can be written in the form

α
z
2

∞
∑

j=1

ψ(z−1)(1 + jα) = β
z
2

∞
∑

j=1

ψ(z−1)(1 + jβ), (1.13)

where αβ = 1 and z ∈ N, z > 2. Guinand [26, p. 4] also derived the modular relation involving the first
derivative of ψ(x) which can be again reformulated in the form

α
∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′(1 + jα) − 1

jα

)

− 1

2
log(α) = β

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′(1 + jβ)− 1

jβ

)

− 1

2
log(β), (1.14)

where, again, αβ = 1.
The second goal of this paper is obtain generalizations of (1.13) and (1.14) for ψk for k > 0. For

a natural number z greater than 2, the generalization of (1.13) derived in Theorem 2.11 involves the
interesting function h(r) which is a sum over all non-negative integer solutions of 1b1+ ...+(r+1)br+1 =
2r, b1 + ...+ br+1 = r, that is, over all integer partitions of 2r into r parts. In fact, this function turns up
in a fundamental inversion formula that is of independent interest. See Theorem 2.7. Even though this
formula seems to be equivalent to the inversion formula for the inverse of a triangular Toeplitz matrix [35,
Corollary 1], the version we derive here is, to the best of our knowledge, new. Our proof of this inversion
formula is also new. In the course of proving results such as Theorem 2.11, the inversion formula also
gives novel results such as (see (7.4) below)

ζ(ℓ)(n, x) =
ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)ℓ+r+1

sr+1(n, 1)

ℓ!

(ℓ− r)!
h(r)ψ

(n−1)
ℓ−r (x),

where n ∈ N, n > 1, ℓ ∈ N∪ {0}, h(r) is defined in (2.13), and s(n,m) denotes the Stirling number of the
first kind. The special case ℓ = 0 of this result is well-known; see, for example, [16, Equation (3.22)].

The generalization of (1.14) given in Theorem 2.12 corresponds to the “z = 2” case of Theorem 2.11.
Of course, the series in Theorem 2.11 upon letting z = 2 do not converge, and one has to separately handle
this delicate case. This curious case requires intermediate results which are of independent interest, for
example, see lemmas 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3.

The third goal of this paper is to give finite analogues of all of the above results. Guinand [27] obtained
some finite identities related to Poisson’s summation formula. Carlitz [8] found an easier way to obtain
finite identities of Guinand type by considering a function that satisfies the multiplication formula

n−1
∑

j=0

f

(

x+
j

n

)

= Cnf(nx) (n ∈ N), (1.15)
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where Cn is independent of x but may depend on f . As shown by Carlitz in one of his other papers [9],
the above equation implies the symmetric formula

Cn

m−1
∑

j=0

f

(

nx+
nj

m

)

= Cm

n−1
∑

j=0

f

(

mx+
mj

n

)

,

Since ζ(z, x) satisfies (1.15) with Cn = nz, Carlitz derived the transformation [8, Equation (3.10)]

nz
m
∑

j=1

ζ

(

z, nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

= mz
n
∑

j=1

ζ

(

z,mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

. (1.16)

This transformation is our starting point towards obtaining finite analogues of our aforementioned mod-
ular relations involving infinite series of ψk, k ≥ 0, and their derivatives. See Theorems 2.5, 2.8 and their
corollaries.

2. Main results

The generalization of (1.11), wherein the digamma function ψ(x) is replaced by the Hurwitz zeta func-
tion ζ(z, x), and which plays a key role in obtaining some of our results, is the following one from [16,
Theorem 1.4]:

Let 0 < Re z < 2. Define ϕ(z, x) by

ϕ(z, x) := ζ(z, x)− 1

2
x−z +

x1−z

1− z
,

If α and β are such that Re(α) > 0 and Re(β) > 05 such that αβ = 1, then

α
z
2

(

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ(z, nα) − ζ(z)

2αz
− ζ(z − 1)

α(z − 1)

)

= β
z
2

(

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ(z, nβ) − ζ(z)

2βz
− ζ(z − 1)

β(z − 1)

)

=
8(4π)

z−4
2

Γ(z)

∫ ∞

0
ω(z, t) cos

(

1
2 t logα

)

dt, (2.1)

where

ω(z, t) :=
1

(z2 + t2)
Γ

(

z − 2 + it

4

)

Γ

(

z − 2− it

4

)

Ξ

(

t+ i(z − 1)

2

)

Ξ

(

t− i(z − 1)

2

)

. (2.2)

The integral in (2.1) was considered by Ramanujan [41] who obtained alternate integral representations
for it in different regions of the z-complex plane. Regarding the special case z = 1 of this integral, Hardy
[30] said, “the properties of this integral resemble those of one which Mr. Littlewood and I have used, in

a paper to be published shortly in Acta Mathematica to prove that6

∫ T

−T

∣

∣

∣

∣

ζ

(

1

2
+ ti

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dt ∼ 2

π
T log T (T → ∞)”.

Now (1.2) and (1.5) suggest that differentiating both sides of the first equality in (2.1) k times with
respect to z and then letting z → 1 might lead to a modular relation involving the generalized digamma
functions. That this is indeed the case is shown in the following sub-section.

5Even though the result is stated only for positive numbers α and β, it can be easily seen to be true for Re(α) > 0 and
Re(β) > 0 by analytic continuation.

6There is a typo in this formula in that π should not be present.
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2.1. An extension of Ramanujan’s transformation for generalized digamma functions. Before
giving the main result, we record the following asymptotic expansion of ψj(x) as x → ∞, Re(x) > 0,
given in Proposition 3 of [11]:

ψj(x) ∼
logj+1(x)

j + 1
− 1

2x
logj(x) +

∞
∑

m=1

B2m

(2m)!
x−2m

j
∑

t=0

(

j

t

)

t!s(2m, t+ 1) logj−t(x), (2.3)

where Bm denotes mth Bernoulli number.

Theorem 2.1. For Re(x) > 0, define

Fk(x) :=
√
x

k
∑

j=0

(−1)j+1

(

k

j

)

logk−j(
√
x)

{

∞
∑

n=1

(

ψj(nx) +
logj(nx)

2nx
− logj+1(nx)

j + 1

)

+

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

γℓ log
j−ℓ(x)

2x
− logj+1(x) + 2(−1)j+1ζ(j+1)(0)

2(j + 1)x

}

. (2.4)

Then for any α, β with Re(α) > 0, Re(β) > 0 and αβ = 1, we have

Fk(α) = Fk(β). (2.5)

When k = 1, we explicitly obtain and state in the following theorem the integral containing the
Riemann Ξ-function equal to each of the expressions in the above modular relation.

Theorem 2.2. Let Re(x) > 0. Let φ(x) be defined in (1.10). Moreover, define

φ1(x) := ψ1(x) +
1

2x
log(x)− 1

2
log2(x),

F1(x) :=
√
x

{

∞
∑

n=1

φ1(nx) +
log2(2π)− (γ − log(x))2

4x
+

π2

48x

}

−
√
x log(x)

2

{

∞
∑

n=1

φ(nx) +
γ − log(2πx)

2x

}

,

(2.6)

and

I (x) :=
2

(4π)
3
2

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γ

(−1 + it

4

)

Ξ

(

t

2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2

×
{

ψ

(−1 + it

4

)

+ ψ

(−1− it

4

)

− 8

1 + t2
+ 2 log(4π) + 4γ

}

cos
(

1
2t log x

)

1 + t2
dt. (2.7)

For α, β such that Re(α) > 0, Re(β) > 0 and αβ = 1, we have

F1(α) = F1(β) = I (α) = I (β). (2.8)

Remark 1. For the expression on the right-hand side of (2.6), we use the notation F1 because it is the

k = 1 case of the function Fk defined in (2.4), as can be seen by employing (4.28).

2.2. Asymptotic expansion of a new Ξ-function integral.

Theorem 2.3. Let I (α) be defined in (2.7). Let D = {η ∈ C : | arg(η)| < π/2}. As α → ∞ along any

path in D,

I (α) ∼ −1

4
√
α
(γ + log(2π)) (γ − log(2πα)) +

π2

48
√
α

+ 2
√
α

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2

(

−1

2
log(α) + γ + ψ(2m + 2) +

ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

. (2.9)

Moreover, the invariance I (α) = I (1/α) shows that as α → 0, I (α) is asymptotic to the expression

obtained by replacing α on the right-hand side of (2.9) by 1/α.
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The above result has a nice application in that it can be used to get the asymptotic behavior of
∑∞

n=1 φ1(nx) as x→ 0 and x→ ∞, which is recorded in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let φ1(x) and D be defined in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 respectively. As α → 0 along any

path in D,
∞
∑

n=1

φ1(nα) ∼
π2

48

(

1− 1

α

)

− 1

4α

(

γ + log
(

2π
α

)) (

α
(

γ − log
(

2π
α

))

− γ + log(2πα)
)

+ 2
∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2π)2m+2

(

γ + ψ(2m+ 2) +
ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

α2m+1. (2.10)

Also, as α→ ∞ along any path in D,
∞
∑

n=1

φ1(nα) ∼ 2

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2

(

− log(α) + γ + ψ(2m+ 2) +
ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

. (2.11)

2.3. Carlitz-type transformations.

Theorem 2.5. Let D′ be defined in (1.1). For x ∈ D
′, k ∈ N ∪ {0} and m,n ∈ N,

n







k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

k

ℓ

)

logk−ℓ(n)

m
∑

j=1

ψℓ

(

nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

− 1

k + 1
m logk+1(n)







=m







k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

k

ℓ

)

logk−ℓ(m)

n
∑

j=1

ψℓ

(

mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

− 1

k + 1
n logk+1(m)







. (2.12)

Corollary 2.6. Let x ∈ D
′. For any m,n ∈ N,

n





m
∑

j=1

ψ

(

nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

+m log(m)



 = m





n
∑

j=1

ψ

(

mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

+ n log(n)



 .

The above corollary can be viewed as a finite analogue of Ramanujan’s transformation (1.11). Guinand
essentially derived it; see [26, Equation (8)] for more details.

2.4. A fundamental inversion formula. Inversion formulas are extremely useful in combinatorics and
number theory. In what follows, we state a fundamental inversion formula which will help us realize our
objective of finding modular relations between derivatives of a fixed order of ψ(x), ψ1(x), · · · , ψk(x) for
every k ∈ N.

Theorem 2.7. Let f, g and s be arithmetic functions with s(1) 6= 0 such that for k ∈ N ∪ {0},

g(k) =

k
∑

r=0

s(k − r + 1)f(r).

Then,

f(k) =

k
∑

r=0

(−1)r

sr+1(1)
h(r)g(k − r),

where

h(r) =
∑

(−1)b1
r+1
∏

i=1

sbi(i)
(r − b1)!

b2!...br+1!
, (2.13)

where the sum runs over all non-negative integer solutions of 1b1 + ...+ (r + 1)br+1 = 2r,
b1 + ...+ br+1 = r.
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The proof is a nice application of mathematical induction.

2.5. Modular relations involving the derivatives of first k generalized digamma functions.

Theorem 2.8. Let x ∈ D
′, z ∈ N, z > 1, and m,n ∈ N. For any non-negative integer k,

k
∑

ℓ=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!

(m

n

)
−z
2
logk−ℓ

(m

n

)

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)r

(ℓ− r)!

h(r)

sr(z, 1)

m
∑

j=1

ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

=
k
∑

ℓ=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!

( n

m

)
−z
2
logk−ℓ

( n

m

)

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)r

(ℓ− r)!

h(r)

sr(z, 1)

n
∑

j=1

ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

, (2.14)

where h(r), defined in Theorem 2.7, is considered with s(i) = s(z, i), the Stirling number of the first kind.

Two special cases of Theorem 2.8 are stated next. These can be considered to be analogues of the
duplication formula of ψ(x) [43, p. 76].

Corollary 2.9. For x ∈ D
′,

(

1− 1

2
log 2

)

ψ′(2x) + ψ′

1(2x) =
1

4

{(

1 +
1

2
log 2

)(

ψ′(x) + ψ′

(

x+
1

2

))

+

(

ψ′

1(x) + ψ′

1

(

x+
1

2

))}

.

Corollary 2.10. For x ∈ D
′,

(

1

4
log2 2 + log 2 + 2

){

ψ′(x) + ψ′

(

x+
1

2

)}

+ (log 2 + 2)

{

ψ′

1(x) + ψ′

1

(

x+
1

2

)}

+

{

ψ′

2(x) + ψ′

2

(

x+
1

2

)}

= 4

[(

1

4
log2 2− log 2 + 2

)

ψ′(2x) + (− log 2 + 2)ψ′

1(2x) + ψ′

2(2x)

]

.

2.6. Guinand-type transformations.

2.6.1. The case z ∈ N, z > 2.

Theorem 2.11. Fix z ∈ N, z > 2. For α, β > 0 such that αβ = 1, we have

k
∑

ℓ=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!
α

−z
2 logk−ℓ(α)

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)r

(ℓ− r)!

h(r)

sr(z, 1)

∞
∑

j=1

ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

1 +
j

α

)

=

k
∑

ℓ=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!
β

−z
2 logk−ℓ(β)

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)r

(ℓ− r)!

h(r)

sr(z, 1)

∞
∑

j=1

ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

1 +
j

β

)

, (2.15)

where h(r), defined in Theorem 2.7, is considered with s(i) = s(z, i), the Stirling number of the first kind.

The infinite version of Theorem 2.8 for z = 2 cannot be directly obtained in a similar way as the one
obtained above for z ∈ N, z > 2 because the associated infinite series involving ψ′

j diverge. By a careful
limiting process, however, one can obtain the following result.

2.6.2. The curious case of z = 2.

Theorem 2.12. For α, β > 0 such that αβ = 1,

k
∑

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

1

r!







(−1)ℓ2k−ℓα logℓ (α)

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′

r (1 + αj)− logr(αj)

αj

)

+ aℓ2
k−r logr (α)







− 1

2(k + 1)!
logk+1 (α)

k
∑

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

1

r!







(−1)ℓ2k−ℓβ logℓ (β)

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′

r (1 + βj)− logr(βj)

βj

)

+ aℓ2
k−r logr (β)







− 1

2(k + 1)!
logk+1 (β) ,

(2.16)

where aℓ is γ − 1 if ℓ = 0, and γℓ otherwise.
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3. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we will be using the notation ζ(j)(z, x) to denote the jth derivative of ζ(z, x)
with respect to z. Stirling’s formula for Γ(σ + it) in the vertical strip p ≤ σ ≤ q states that as |t| → ∞,
we have [12, p. 224]

|Γ(σ + it)| =
√
2π|t|σ− 1

2 e−
1
2
π|t|

(

1 +O

(

1

|t|

))

. (3.1)

Watson’s lemma [39, p. 71] is given by

Theorem 3.1. If q(t) is a function of the positive real variable t such that

q(t) ∼
∞
∑

s=0

ast
(s+λ−µ)/µ (t→ 0)

for positive constants λ and µ, then

∫ ∞

0
e−ytq(t) dt ∼

∞
∑

s=0

Γ

(

s+ λ

µ

)

as

y(s+λ)/µ
(y → ∞),

provided that this integral converges throughout its range for all sufficiently large y.

The above result also holds [43, p. 32] for complex λ with Re(λ) > 0, and for y ∈ C with the integral
being convergent for all sufficiently large values of Re(y).

The following generalization of Watson’s lemma which will also be needed in the sequel is due to Wong
and Wyman [48, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 3.2. For γ ∈ R, define a function

F (z) :=

∫ ∞eiγ

0
f(t)e−ztdt.

Assume that F (z) exists for some z = z0. If

(1) for each integer N ∈ N ∪ {0}

f(t) =

N
∑

n=0

cnt
λn−1Pn(log t) + o(tλN−1(log t)m(N)),

as t→ 0 along arg(t) = γ.
(2) Pn(ω) is a polynomial of degree m = m(n).
(3) {λn} is a sequence of complex numbers, with Re(λn+1) > Re(λn),Re(λ0) > 0, for all n such that

n and n+ 1 are in N ∪ {0}.
(4) {cn} is a sequence of complex numbers.

Then as z → ∞ in S(∆),

F (z) ∼
N
∑

n=0

cnPn(Dn)[Γ(λn)z
−λn ] + o

(

z−λN (log z)m(N)
)

,

where S(∆) : | arg(zeiγ)| ≦ π
2 − ∆, and Dn is the operator Dn := d

dλn
. This result is uniform in the

approach of z → ∞ in S(∆).
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4. Proofs of the extension of Ramanujan’s formula (1.11) and its analogue

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We first prove the result for α, β > 0 and then extend it to Re(α) > 0, Re(β) > 0
by analytic continuation. For any positive real number x and 0 < Re(z) < 2, let us denote

F (z, x) :=

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ(z, nx)− ζ(z)

2xz
− ζ(z − 1)

x(z − 1)
, (4.1)

where ϕ(z, x) = ζ(z, x)− 1
2x

−z + x1−z

1−z , for any x ∈ R+, so that from (2.1), for αβ = 1,

α
z
2F (z, α) = β

z
2F (z, β). (4.2)

Differentiate (4.2) k times with respect to z and the let z → 1, thereby obtaining

lim
z→1

dk

dzk

(

α
z
2F (z, α)

)

= lim
z→1

dk

dzk

(

β
z
2F (z, β)

)

. (4.3)

By Leibnitz rule,

lim
z→1

dk

dzk

(

x
z
2F (z, x)

)

=
√
x

k
∑

j=0

(

k

j

)

logk−j(
√
x) lim

z→1

dj

dzj
F (z, x). (4.4)

We shall now compute limz→1
dj

dzj
F (z, x) for x ∈ R, 0 ≤ j ≤ k. Differentiate both sides of (4.1) j

times with respect to z (which is justified since the series
∑∞

n=1 ϕ(z, nx) is uniformly convergent in
0 < Re(z) < 2; see [16, p. 1159] for details) to get

dj

dzj
F (z, x) =

∞
∑

n=1

(

ζ(j)(z, nx)− 1

2
(−1)j logj(nx)(nx)−z −

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)(nx)1−z

(z − 1)m+1

)

− 1

2

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

(−1)j−ℓ logj−ℓ(x)ζ(ℓ)(z)x−z −
j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

(−1)j−ℓ(j − ℓ)!ζ(ℓ)(z − 1)

x(z − 1)j−ℓ+1

= S1(z, x) + S2(z, x), (4.5)

where

S1(z, x) :=

∞
∑

n=1

(

ζ(j)(z, nx)− 1

2
(−1)j logj(nx)(nx)−z −

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)(nx)1−z

(z − 1)m+1

)

, (4.6)

S2(z, x) :=

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

(−1)j−ℓ+1

(

logj−ℓ(x)ζ(ℓ)(z)

2xz
+

(j − ℓ)!ζ(ℓ)(z − 1)

x(z − 1)j−ℓ+1

)

. (4.7)

Our first goal is to explicitly evaluate S1(z, x) as z → 1. From (1.2) and (1.5),

ζ(z, a) =
1

z − 1
+

∞
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ+1ψℓ(a)

ℓ!
(z − 1)ℓ

so that

lim
z→1

(

ζ(j)(z, nx) +
(−1)j+1j!

(z − 1)j+1

)

= (−1)j+1ψj(nx). (4.8)

Now add and subtract (−1)j+1j!
(z−1)j+1 from the summand of S1(z, x) in (4.6), let z → 1, and then use (4.8) to

have

lim
z→1

S1(z, x) =
∞
∑

n=1

(

lim
z→1

(

ζ(j)(z, nx) +
(−1)j+1j!

(z − 1)j+1

)

+ lim
z→1

1

2
(−1)j+1 logj(nx)(nx)−z
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− lim
z→1

{

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)(nx)1−z

(z − 1)m+1
+

(−1)j+1j!

(z − 1)j+1

})

=

∞
∑

n=1

(

(−1)j+1ψj(nx) +
(−1)j+1 logj(nx)

2nx
− lim
z→1

S3(z, x)

(z − 1)j+1

)

, (4.9)

where

S3(z, x) = (−1)j+1j! +

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)(nx)1−z(z − 1)j−m. (4.10)

Clearly, S3(1, x) = 0 since j ≥ 1. We shall now show that S3(z, x) has zero of order j + 1 at z = 1. For
1 ≤ i ≤ j, differentiate both sides of (4.10) i times with respect to z, and then let z → 1 so as to have

lim
z→1

di

dzi
S3(z, x) =

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)

i
∑

r=0

(

i

r

)

lim
z→1

{

di−r

dzi−r
(nx)1−z

dr

dzr
(z − 1)j−m

}

.

Here we note that, if j−m < r, then dr

dzr (z−1)j−m = 0. Also, if j−m > r, then limz→1
dr

dzr (z−1)j−m = 0.
Hence the inner sum survives only for r = j−m. Also, this is possible only when j−m ≤ i, i.e. m ≥ j−i.
Therefore,

lim
z→1

di

dzi
S3(z, x) =

j
∑

m=j−i

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)

(

i

j −m

)

logi−j+m(nx)(−1)i−j+m(j −m)!

= j! logi(nx)

j
∑

m=j−i

(−1)i+m
(

i

j −m

)

= (−1)jj! logi(nx)

i
∑

m=0

(−1)m
(

i

i−m

)

= 0,

where, in the penultimate step we replacedm bym+j−i and then used the binomial theorem. Therefore,
using L’Hospital’s rule and observing that only the r = m + 1 term survives in the inner finite sum in
the second step below, we find that

lim
z→1

S3(z, x)

(z − 1)j+1
= lim

z→1

dj+1

dzj+1S3(z, x)
dj+1

dzj+1 (z − 1)j+1

=
1

(j + 1)!
lim
z→1

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)

j+1
∑

r=0

(

j + 1

r

)

dr

dzr
(nx)1−z

dj+1−r

dzj+1−r
(z − 1)j−m

=
1

(j + 1)!

j
∑

m=0

(

j

m

)

(−1)jm! logj−m(nx)

(

j + 1

m+ 1

)

logm+1(nx)(−1)m+1(j −m)!

=
(−1)j+1j! logj+1(nx)

(j + 1)!

j
∑

m=0

(−1)m
(

j + 1

m+ 1

)

=
(−1)j+1j! logj+1(nx)

(j + 1)!
, (4.11)

where in the last step we used the binomial theorem. From (4.9) and (4.11), we thus have

lim
z→1

S1(z, x) = (−1)j+1
∞
∑

n=1

{

ψj(nx) +
logj(nx)

2nx
− logj+1(nx)

j + 1

}

. (4.12)
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Next, we compute limz→1 S2(z, x). Add and subtract
(

j
ℓ

) (−1)j+1ℓ! logj−ℓ(x)
2xz(z−1)ℓ+1 from the summand of S2(z, x)

in (4.7) to get

S2(z, x) =

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

(−1)j−ℓ+1 log
j−ℓ(x)

2xz

{

ζ(ℓ)(z)− (−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

}

− (S4(z, x) + S5(z, x))

2xz(z − 1)j+1
, (4.13)

where, with gℓ(z) := (z − 1)ℓxz−1ζ(ℓ)(z − 1), 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ j, we define

S4(z, x) := 2

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j

ℓ

)

(j − ℓ)!gℓ(z), (4.14)

S5(z, x) :=

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j
(

j

ℓ

)

ℓ! logj−ℓ(x)(z − 1)j−ℓ. (4.15)

Now we show that S4(z, x) + S5(z, x) has a zero of order j + 1 at z = 1. Note that gℓ(z) = h1(z)h2(z),
where h1(z) = (z − 1)ℓ, h2(z) = xz−1ζ(ℓ)(z − 1). Note that limz→1

ds

dzsh1(z) = 0 unless s = ℓ. Also,

limz→1
dℓ

dzℓ
h1(z) = ℓ!. Therefore,

lim
z→1

di

dzi
gℓ(z) = lim

z→1

i
∑

s=0

(

i

s

)

ds

dzs
h1(z)

di−s

dzi−s
h2(z)

=

{

0 if i < ℓ,
(i
ℓ

)

ℓ! limz→1
di−ℓ

dzi−ℓh2(z) if i ≥ ℓ.
(4.16)

For i ≥ ℓ,

lim
z→1

di−ℓ

dzi−ℓ
h2(z) = lim

z→1

i−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

i− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)xz−1ζ(i−r)(z − 1)

=
i−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

i− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0). (4.17)

Substituting (4.17) in (4.16), we get

lim
z→1

di

dzi
gℓ(z) =

{

0 if i < ℓ,
(i
ℓ

)

ℓ!
∑i−ℓ

r=0

(i−ℓ
r

)

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0) if i ≥ ℓ.
(4.18)

Substitute (4.18) in (4.14) and simplify to obtain

lim
z→1

di

dzi
S4(z, x) = 2j!

i
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

i

ℓ

) i−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

i− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0). (4.19)

Similarly, it can be seen that

lim
z→1

di

dzi
S5(z, x) = j!(−1)j logi(x). (4.20)

Hence from (4.19) and (4.20), for 0 ≤ i ≤ j,

lim
z→1

di

dzi
(S4(z, x) + S5(z, x))

= j!
{

2(−1)j−i
i
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)i−ℓ
(

i

ℓ

) i−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

i− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0) + (−1)j logi(x)
}
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= j!
{

2(−1)j−i
i
∑

r=0

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0)

i−r
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)i−ℓ
(

i

ℓ

)(

i− ℓ

r

)

+ (−1)j logi(x)
}

= j!
{

2(−1)j−i
i
∑

r=0

(−1)r
(

i

r

)

logr(x)ζ(i−r)(0)

i−r
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)i−r−ℓ
(

i− r

i− r − ℓ

)

+ (−1)j logi(x)
}

= j!
{

2(−1)jζ(0) logi(x) + (−1)j logi(x)
}

= 0,

where, in the penultimate step, we used the binomial theorem to see that the inner sum vanishes unless
r = i, and in which case is equal to 1. Also, in the last step we have used the fact that ζ(0) = −1

2 . Hence
S4(z, x) + S5(z, x) has a zero of order j + 1 at z = 1. Therefore by L’Hospital’s rule,

lim
z→1

S4(z, x) + S5(z, x)

2xz(z − 1)j+1
=

1

2x
lim
z→1

dj+1

dzj+1 (S4(z, x) + S5(z, x))
dj+1

dzj+1 (z − 1)j+1
.

Using (4.14) and (4.15), we see that the above limit equals

limz→1

[

2
∑j

ℓ=0(−1)j−ℓ
(j
ℓ

)

(j − ℓ)! d
j+1

dzj+1 gℓ(z) +
∑j

ℓ=0(−1)j
(j
ℓ

)

ℓ! logj−ℓ(x) d
j+1

dzj+1 (z − 1)j−ℓ
]

2x(j + 1)!
.

Observe that for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ j, dj+1

dzj+1 (z − 1)j−ℓ = 0, and hence, from (4.18),

lim
z→1

dj+1

dzj+1
gℓ(z) =

(

j + 1

ℓ

)

ℓ!

j+1−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

j + 1− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(j+1−r)(0).

Therefore,

lim
z→1

S4(z, x) + S5(z, x)

2xz(z − 1)j+1
=

1

x(j + 1)

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j + 1

ℓ

) j+1−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

j + 1− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(j+1−r)(0)

=
1

x(j + 1)

[

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j + 1

ℓ

)

ζ(j+1)(0) +

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j + 1

ℓ

) j+1−ℓ
∑

r=1

(

j + 1− ℓ

r

)

logr(x)ζ(j+1−r)(0)
]

=
1

x(j + 1)

[

ζ(j+1)(0)
{

1−
j+1
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j+1−ℓ

(

j + 1

ℓ

)

}

+

j
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j + 1

ℓ

) j−ℓ
∑

r=0

(

j + 1− ℓ

r + 1

)

logr+1(x)ζ(j−r)(0)
]

=
1

x(j + 1)

[

ζ(j+1)(0) +

j
∑

r=0

logr+1(x)ζ(j−r)(0)

j−r
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−ℓ
(

j + 1

ℓ

)(

j + 1− ℓ

r + 1

)

]

=
1

x(j + 1)

[

ζ(j+1)(0) +

j
∑

r=0

(−1)r
(

j + 1

r + 1

)

logr+1(x)ζ(j−r)(0)

j−r
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)j−r−ℓ
(

j − r

j − r − ℓ

)

]

=
1

x(j + 1)

[

ζ(j+1)(0) + (−1)j logj+1(x)ζ(0)
]

=
2ζ(j+1)(0) + (−1)j+1 logj+1(x)

2x(j + 1)
. (4.21)



15

Let z → 1 in (4.13) and employ (4.21) to get

lim
z→1

S2(z, x) =

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

(−1)j+1 log
j−ℓ(x)γℓ
2x

− 2ζ(j+1)(0) + (−1)j+1 logj+1(x)

2x(j + 1)
, (4.22)

since

lim
z→1

{

ζ(ℓ)(z)− (−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

}

= (−1)ℓγℓ.

From (4.5), (4.12) and (4.22),

lim
z→1

dj

dzj
F (z, x) = (−1)j+1

[

∞
∑

n=1

{

ψj(nx) +
logj(nx)

2nx
− logj+1(nx)

(j + 1)

}

+

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

logj−ℓ(x)γℓ
2x

− (−1)j+12ζ(j+1)(0) + logj+1(x)

2x(j + 1)

]

. (4.23)

Finally, substituting (4.23) in (4.4) and using (4.3) we arrive at (2.5) for α, β > 0. Since both sides of
(2.5) are analytic in Re(α) > 0, Re(β) > 0, the result holds in the extended region as well. �

When k = 1, in addition to the modular relation in the theorem proved above, we also derive an
analogue of the integral containing the Ξ-function in (1.11).

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Define

J(z, α) :=
8(4π)

z−4
2

Γ(z)
I(z, α), (4.24)

where

I(z, α) :=

∫ ∞

0
ω(z, t) cos

(

1
2t log α

)

dt, (4.25)

and ω(z, t) is defined in (2.2). Differentiate extreme sides of (2.1) with respect to z, then let z → 1 and
use (4.1) to get

√
α

1
∑

j=0

(

1

j

)

log1−j(x)

21−j
lim
z→1

dj

dzj
(F (z, α)) = lim

z→1

d

dz
J(z, α). (4.26)

Substituting (4.23) with x = α on the left-hand side of the above equation, we see that

√
α

1
∑

j=0

(

1

j

)

log1−j(x)

21−j
lim
z→1

dj

dzj
(F (z, α))

=
√
α

1
∑

j=0

log1−j(α)

21−j
(−1)j+1

[

∞
∑

n=1

{

ψj(nα) +
logj(nα)

2nα
− logj+1(nα)

(j + 1)

}

+

j
∑

ℓ=0

(

j

ℓ

)

logj−ℓ(α)γℓ
2α

− (−1)j+12ζ(j+1)(0) + logj+1(α)

2α(j + 1)

]

= F1(α), (4.27)

where F1(α) is defined in (2.6), and where we used the representation [2, p. 226]

ζ ′′(0) = −1

2
log2(2π) − π2

24
+

1

2
γ2 + γ1. (4.28)
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Also,

lim
z→1

d

dz
J(z, α) = lim

z→1

[

8(4π)
z−4
2

Γ(z)
I ′(z, α) +

Γ(z)8(4π)
z−4
2 log(4π)12 − 8(4π)

z−4
2 Γ′(z)

Γ2(z)
I(z, α)

]

= π
−3
2

{

lim
z→1

I ′(z, α) +

(

1

2
log(4π) + γ

)

lim
z→1

I(z, α)

}

. (4.29)

Take logarithmic derivative on both sides of (2.2) with respect to z to get

ω′(z, t)

ω(z, t)
=

1

4
ψ

(

z − 2 + it

4

)

+
1

4
ψ

(

z − 2− it

4

)

+
i

2

Ξ′
(

t+iz−i
2

)

Ξ
(

t+iz−i
2

) − i

2

Ξ′
(

t−iz+i
2

)

Ξ
(

t−iz+i
2

) − 2z

z2 + t2
.

Now let z → 1 so that

ω′(1, t) = ω(1, t)

{

1

4
ψ

(−1 + it

4

)

+
1

4
ψ

(−1− it

4

)

− 2

1 + t2

}

.

Observe that from (4.25),

lim
z→1

I ′(z, α) =

∫ ∞

0
lim
z→1

ω′(z, t) cos
(

1
2 t logα

)

dt

=

∫ ∞

0
ω(1, t)

{

1

4
ψ

(−1 + it

4

)

+
1

4
ψ

(−1− it

4

)

− 2

1 + t2

}

cos
(

1
2t logα

)

dt,

where the interchange of the order of limit and integration is permissible because of the uniform conver-
gence of the integral in 0 < Re(z) < 2, which, in turn, follows from (3.1) and elementary bounds of the
zeta function. Substitute the above equation in (4.29), simplify and use (2.7) to arrive at

lim
z→1

d

dz
J(z, α) = I (α). (4.30)

Thus, from (4.26), (4.27) and (4.30), we see that F1(α) = I (α). Noting that I (α) is invariant upon
replacing α by β, where αβ = 1, we get the remaining equalities in (2.8), which completes the proof. �

4.1. Proof of the asymptotic expansion of the Ξ-function integral.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. From [23, Equation (6.2)], for −1 < Re z < 1 and Re(α) > 07,

α(z+1)/2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παxxz/2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

dx =
1

2π(z+5)/2
I(z + 1, α), (4.31)

where,

Ω(x, z) = 2

∞
∑

n=1

σ−z(n)n
z/2
(

eπiz/4Kz(4πe
πi/4√nx) + e−πiz/4Kz(4πe

−πi/4√nx)
)

,

with Kz(x) denoting the modified Bessel function of the second kind and σ−z(n) =
∑

d|n d
−z. Therefore,

from (4.24) and (4.31),

α(z+1)/2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παxxz/2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

dx =
Γ(z + 1)

(2π)z+1
J(z + 1, α). (4.32)

Differentiate both sides of (4.32) with respect to z and then let z → 0 so as to have

lim
z→0

d

dz

[

α(z+1)/2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παxxz/2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

dx

]

=
1

2π
lim
z→0

d

dz
J(z + 1, α) − γ + log(2π)

(2π)
J(1, α), (4.33)

7In [23], this result is stated for α > 0, however, by analytic continuation, it can be easily seen to be true for Re(α) > 0.
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since Γ′(1) = −γ. Our next task is to obtain the asymptotic expansion of the left-hand side as α → ∞.
Note that from [22, Proposition 6.1], for −1 < Re(z) < 1,

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1 =

−Γ(z)ζ(z)

(2π
√
x)z

− xz/2

2
ζ(z + 1) +

xz/2+1

π

∞
∑

n=1

σ−z(n)

n2 + x2
, (4.34)

which, upon letting z → 0 gives

Ω(x, 0) +
1

4πx
= −γ − 1

2
log(x) +

x

π

∞
∑

n=1

d(n)

n2 + x2
. (4.35)

Using (4.34), we have

d

dz

[

(αx)z/2
(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)]

=
(αx)z/2 log(αx)

2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

+ (αx)z/2
d

dz

(

−Γ(z)ζ(z)

(2π
√
x)z

− xz/2

2
ζ(z + 1) +

xz/2+1

π

∞
∑

n=1

σ−z(n)

n2 + x2

)

=
(αx)z/2 log(αx)

2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

+ (αx)z/2

(

−(Γ′(z)ζ(z) + Γ(z)ζ ′(z)− log(2π
√
x)Γ(z)ζ(z))

(2π
√
x)z

− xz/2

4
log(x)ζ(z + 1)− xz/2

2
ζ ′(z + 1)

+
xz/2+1

2π
log(x)

∞
∑

n=1

σ−z(n)

n2 + x2
− xz/2+1

π

∞
∑

d=1

∞
∑

m=1

d−z log(d)

m2d2 + x2

)

.

Since

lim
z→0

(αx)z/2
(

− (Γ′(z)ζ(z) + Γ(z)ζ′(z)− log(2π
√
x)Γ(z)ζ(z))

(2π
√
x)z

− xz/2

4
log(x)ζ(z + 1)− xz/2

2
ζ′(z + 1)

)

=
π2

16
,

which can be proved using the well-known power series/Laurent series expansions about z = 0 of the
functions involved, we obtain

lim
z→0

d

dz

[

(αx)z/2
(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)]

=
log(αx)

2

(

Ω(x, 0) +
1

4πx

)

+
π2

16
+

1

π

(

x log(x)

2

∞
∑

n=1

d(n)

n2 + x2
− x

2

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2 + x2

)

, (4.36)

where we used the fact
∑

d|n log(d) = log(
∏

d|n d) = 1
2d(n) log(n) using the elementary result

∏

d|n d =

nd(n)/2 given, for example, in [1, Exercise 10, p. 47]. Since the integral on the left-hand side of (4.33)
converges uniformly in −1 < Re(z) < 1 as can be seen from the bounds established for the integrand in
[20, Equations (9.1.2), (9.1.3)], from (4.33) and (4.36), we have

√
α lim
z→0

d

dz

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx(αx)z/2

(

Ω(x, z)− 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

dx

=

√
α log(α)

2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx

(

Ω(x, 0) +
1

4πx

)

dx+

√
α

2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx log(x)

(

Ω(x, 0) +
1

4πx

)

dx

+
π2

√
α

16

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx dx+

√
α

2π

∫ ∞

0
xe−2παx

(

log(x)

∞
∑

n=1

d(n)

n2 + x2
−

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2 + x2

)

dx

=: H1(α) +H2(α) +H3(α) +H4(α). (4.37)
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Equations (6.3) and (6.4) of [23], which are obtained there for α > 0, actually hold for Re(α) > 0 (as can
be seen from the sentence following Theorem 3.1). Thus together they imply that as α→ ∞,

H1(α) ∼
√
α log(α)

2

(

−γ + log(2πα)

4πα
+

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)m

π(2πα)2m+2
Γ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

)

. (4.38)

We now find the asymptotic expansion of H2(α) as α→ ∞. Using (4.35), we have

H2(α) =

√
α

2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx log(x)

(

−γ − 1

2
log(x)

)

dx+

√
α

2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παx log(x)

x

π

∞
∑

n=1

d(n)

n2 + x2
dx

=: H21(α) +H22(α). (4.39)

Using [25, p. 571, formula 4.331.1; p. 572, formula 4.335.1],H21(α) simplifies to

H21(α) =
1

48π
√
α

(

6γ2 − π2 − 6 log2(2)− 6 log(π) log(4π)− 6 log(α) log(4π2α)
)

. (4.40)

From [23, p. 30], as x→ 0,

x

π

∞
∑

n=1

d(n)

n2 + x2
∼ 1

π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mζ2(2m+ 2)x2m+1.

We are now ready to employ the generalization of Watson’s lemma given in Theorem 3.2 with pm(x) = x,
λm = 2m+ 2, cn = 1

π (−1)mζ2(2m+ 2), m ≥ 0, which leads to

H22(α) ∼
√
α

2π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mζ2(2m+ 2)
d

dλm

(

Γ(λm)

(2πα)λm

)

=

√
α

2π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2
(ψ(2m+ 2)− log(2πα)) . (4.41)

From (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41),

H2(α) =
1

48π
√
α

(

6γ2 − π2 − 6 log2(2) − 6 log(π) log(4π) − 6 log(α) log(4π2α)
)

+

√
α

2π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2
(ψ(2m+ 2)− log(2πα)) . (4.42)

Also, we can directly evaluate H3(α) to get

H3(α) =
π

32
√
α
. (4.43)

It only remains to find the asymptotic expansion of H4(α) as α → ∞ for which we employ Watson’s
lemma, that is, Theorem 3.1. From the respective definitions of H4(α) and H22(α) from (4.37) and (4.39),
we observe that

H4(α) = H22(α)−
√
α

2π

∫ ∞

0
xe−2παx

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2 + x2
dx. (4.44)

As x→ 0,

x

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2 + x2
= x

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2

∞
∑

ℓ=0

(−x2
n2

)ℓ

= 2

∞
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ+1ζ(2ℓ+ 2)ζ ′(2ℓ+ 2)x2ℓ+1,
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since, for Re(w) > 1, we have
∑∞

n=1 d(n) log(n)n
−w = −2ζ(w)ζ ′(w). Now use Watson’s Lemma, that is,

Theorem 3.1 with µ = 1/2, λ = 1, y = 2πα and as = 2(−1)s+1ζ(2s+ 2)ζ ′(2s+ 2) to get, as α→ ∞,

√
α

2π

∫ ∞

0
xe−2παx

∞
∑

n=1

d(n) log(n)

n2 + x2
dx ∼

√
α

2π

∞
∑

m=0

2(−1)m+1Γ(2m+ 2)ζ(2m + 2)ζ ′(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2
. (4.45)

From (4.37), (4.38), (4.41), (4.42), (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45), we have, upon simplification,

lim
z→0

d

dz
α(z+1)/2

∫ ∞

0
e−2παxxz/2

(

Ω(x, z) − 1

2π
ζ(z)xz/2−1

)

dx

=
1

8π
√
α
(γ + log(2π)) (γ − log(2πα)) +

π

96
√
α

+

√
α

π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2

(

log(α)

2
+ ψ(2m + 2)− log(2πα) +

ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

. (4.46)

Now from the definition of J(z, α) from (4.24) and [23, Theorem 1.10], we see that as α→ ∞,

J(1, α) ∼ −γ + log(2πα)

2
√
α

+ 2
√
α

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)m

(2πα)2m+2
Γ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2). (4.47)

From (4.33), (4.46) and (4.47),

1

2π
lim
z→0

d

dz
J(z + 1, α) ∼ − 1

8π
√
α
(γ + log(2π)) (γ − log(2πα)) +

π

96
√
α

+

√
α

π

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2πα)2m+2

(

−1

2
log(α) + γ + ψ(2m+ 2) +

ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

.

Finally, use (4.30) in the above equation to complete the proof of (2.9). �

Proof of Corollary 2.4. We first prove (2.11). From (2.6) and (2.8),

√
α

{

∞
∑

n=1

φ1(nα) +
log2(2π) − (γ − log(x))2

4α
+

π2

48α

}

=

√
α log(α)

2

{

∞
∑

n=1

φ(nα) +
γ − log(2πα)

2α

}

+ I (α).

(4.48)

Using (1.11), (1.12) and Theorem 2.3, we arrive at (2.11) upon simplification.
We next prove (2.10). Recall from the sentence following (2.9) that as α→ 0,

I (α) ∼−
√
α

4
(γ + log(2π))

(

γ − log
(

2π
α

))

+
π2

√
α

48

+
2√
α

∞
∑

m=0

(−1)mΓ(2m+ 2)ζ2(2m+ 2)

(2π)2m+2

(

1

2
log(α) + γ + ψ(2m + 2) +

ζ ′(2m+ 2)

ζ(2m+ 2)

)

α2m+2.

(4.49)

Similarly, from (1.12), as α→ 0,

1

π3/2

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ξ

(

1

2
t

)

Γ

(−1 + it

4

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cos
(

1
2 t logα

)

1 + t2
dt

∼ −
√
α

2

(

γ − log

(

2π

α

))

− 2√
α

∞
∑

m=1

(−1)m

(2π)2m
Γ(2m)ζ2(2m)α2m. (4.50)

Equation (2.10) now follows from (4.48), (1.11), (4.50) and (4.49) upon simplification. �
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5. Proofs of Carlitz-type transformations

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Differentiate (1.16) k times with respect to z using the Leibnitz rule to get

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

nz logk−ℓ(n)
m
∑

j=1

ζ(ℓ)
(

z, nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

=
k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

mz logk−ℓ(m)
n
∑

j=1

ζ(ℓ)
(

z,mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

.

Add and subtract the principal part of the Laurent series expansion of the ℓ-th derivative of the Hurwitz
zeta function from the summands of the inner sums on both sides and rearrange the terms to get

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

nz logk−ℓ(n)

m
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1
−

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

mz logk−ℓ(m)

n
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

=

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

mz logk−ℓ(m)

n
∑

j=1

(

ζ(ℓ)
(

z,mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

− (−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

)

−
k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

nz logk−ℓ(n)

m
∑

j=1

(

ζ(ℓ)
(

z, nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

− (−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

)

. (5.1)

The left-hand side of (5.1) can be simplified to

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

nz logk−ℓ(n)
m
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1
−

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

mz logk−ℓ(m)
n
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓℓ!

(z − 1)ℓ+1

=
1

(z − 1)k+1

k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓℓ!

(

k

ℓ

)

(z − 1)k−ℓ
{

mnz logk−ℓ(n)− nmz logk−ℓ(m)
}

=
R(z)

(z − 1)k+1
, (5.2)

where R(z) is defined by

R(z) :=
k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k−ℓ(k − ℓ)!

(

k

ℓ

)

(z − 1)ℓ
(

mnz logℓ(n)− nmz logℓ(m)
)

.

We now show that for 0 ≤ i ≤ k, limz→1
di

dzi
R(z) = 0. To that end, differentiate R(z) i-times with respect

to z to get

di

dzi
R(z) =

k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k−ℓ(k − ℓ)!

(

k

ℓ

) i
∑

r=0

(

i

r

)

dr

dzr

[

(z − 1)ℓ
] di−r

dzi−r

[

mnz logℓ(n)− nmz logℓ(m)
]

.

We wish to let z → 1 on both sides. Note that for r 6= ℓ, limz→1
dr

dzr (z − 1)ℓ = 0. So, only the term r = ℓ

survives in the inside sum for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, which is possible only if i ≥ ℓ. Also for ℓ > i,
(

i
ℓ

)

= 0, so
the sum reduces to

lim
z→1

di

dzi
R(z) =

i
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k−ℓ(k − ℓ)!

(

k

ℓ

)(

i

ℓ

)

lim
z→1

dℓ

dzℓ

[

(z − 1)ℓ
]

lim
z→1

di−ℓ

dzi−ℓ

[

mnz logℓ(n)− nmz logℓ(m)
]

=

i
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k−ℓ(k − ℓ)!

(

k

ℓ

)(

i

ℓ

)

ℓ!
[

mn logi(n)− nm logi(m)
]

=0.
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Thus, we can apply L’Hospital’s rule k + 1 times to (5.2) to have

lim
z→1

R(z)

(z − 1)k+1
=

1

(k + 1)!

k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k−ℓ(k − ℓ)!

(

k

ℓ

)(

k + 1

ℓ

)

ℓ!
[

mn logk+1(n)− nm logk+1(m)
]

=
(−1)k

k + 1

[

mn logk+1(n)− nm logk+1(m)
]

{

k+1
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

k + 1

ℓ

)

− (−1)k+1

}

=
1

k + 1

[

mn logk+1(n)− nm logk+1(m)
]

. (5.3)

Take limz→1 of both sides of (5.1), and use (4.8) and (5.3) to get

1

k + 1

[

mn logk+1(n)− nm logk+1(m)
]

=

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

m logk−ℓ(m)

n
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ+1ψℓ

(

mx+
m(j − 1)

n

)

−
k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

n logk−ℓ(n)

m
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ+1ψℓ

(

nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

.

Re-arrange the terms of the above identity to arrive at (2.12), which completes the proof. �

Proof of Corollary 2.6. Put k = 0 in Theorem 2.5. �

6. Proof of the inversion formula

The inversion formula, which forms the basis of much of the developments in the sequel, is now proved.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. The proof invokes the principle of strong mathematical induction.
Clearly h(0) = 1, because the empty partition is the only partition of 0. Hence the Theorem holds

true for k = 0. Let us assume that the statement holds true for all m, 0 ≤ m ≤ k, that is,

f(m) =

m
∑

r=0

(−1)r

sr+1(1)
h(r)g(m− r),

where h(r) is defined in (2.13). We prove that

f(k + 1) =

k+1
∑

r=0

(−1)r

sr+1(1)
h(r)g(k + 1− r).

From the definition of g(n),

g(k + 1) =

k+1
∑

r=0

s(k − r + 2)f(r),

which, with the help of the induction hypothesis, implies

−s(1)f(k + 1) = −g(k + 1) +

k
∑

r=0

s(k − r + 2)

r
∑

i=0

(−1)i

si+1(1)
h(i)g(r − i)

= −g(k + 1) +

k
∑

i=0

k
∑

r=i

(−1)is(k − r + 2)
g(r − i)

si+1(1)
h(i)

= −g(k + 1) +
k
∑

i=0

k−i
∑

y=0

(−1)is(k − y − i+ 2)
g(y)

si+1(1)
h(i)

= −g(k + 1) +
k
∑

y=0

g(y)

k−y
∑

i=0

(−1)i
s(k − y − i+ 2)

si+1(1)
h(i), (6.1)
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where in the penultimate step, we let r = y + i. For ℓ ≥ 0, we now show

ℓ
∑

i=0

(−1)i
s(ℓ− i+ 2)

si+1(1)
h(i) =

(−1)ℓ

sℓ+1(1)
h(ℓ+ 1). (6.2)

Let P(2i) denote the set of all integer partitions of 2i in exactly i parts, that is, the number of non-
negative integer solutions of 1b1+ ...+(r+1)bi+1 = 2i, b1+ ...+ bi+1 = i. If π denotes any such partition,
then

ℓ
∑

i=0

(−1)i
s(ℓ− i+ 2)

si+1(1)
h(i) =

ℓ
∑

i=0

(−1)i
s(ℓ− i+ 2)

si+1(1)

∑

π∈P(2i)

(−1)b1
i+1
∏

j=1

sbj(j)
(i− b1)!

b2!...bi+1!

=
(−1)ℓ

sℓ+1(1)

ℓ
∑

i=0

sℓ−i(1)s(ℓ− i+ 2)
∑

π∈P(2i)

(−1)b1+ℓ−i
i+1
∏

j=1

sbj (j)
(i− b1)!

b2!...bi+1!

=
(−1)ℓ

sℓ+1(1)

∑

π′∈P(2ℓ+2)

(−1)c1
ℓ+2
∏

j=1

scj(j)
(ℓ + 1− c1)!

c2!...cl+2!

=
(−1)ℓ

sℓ+1(1)
h(ℓ+ 1), (6.3)

where the sum in the penultimate expression runs over all non-negative integer solutions of 1c1 + ... +
(ℓ+ 2)cℓ+2 = 2ℓ+ 2 with c1 + ...+ cℓ+2 = ℓ+ 1.

The second-last step above can be justified as follows. For a non-negative integer n and λ ∈ P(2n),

define freq2n(λ) := (n−b1)!
b2!...bn+1!

. Consider P ′(2n) to be the multiset corresponding to the partitions π ∈
P(2n), where each π occurs freq2n(π) many times so that

ℓ
∑

i=0

sℓ−i(1)s(ℓ− i+ 2)
∑

π∈P(2i)

(−1)b1+ℓ−i
i+1
∏

j=1

sbj (j)
(i− b1)!

b2!...bi+1!

=
ℓ
∑

i=0

∑

π∈P′(2i)

(−1)b1+ℓ−isℓ−i(1)s(ℓ− i+ 2)
i+1
∏

j=1

sbj(j).

For 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, let π ∈ P(2i). We add ℓ − i many 1’s and the part (ℓ − i + 2) to π to get π′ which
is now a partition of 2ℓ + 2 in exactly ℓ + 1 parts. Moreover, for a fixed π′ ∈ P(2ℓ + 2), that is,
π′ : 1c1 + ... + (ℓ + 2)cℓ+2 = 2ℓ + 2, where c1 + ... + cℓ+2 = ℓ + 1, if cℓ−i+2 > 0, then π given by
π : 1(c1 − (ℓ− i)) + ...+ (ℓ− i+ 2)(cℓ−i+2 − 1) + · · · + (ℓ+ 2)cℓ+2 = 2i belongs to P(2i).

For the same fixed π′, we now need to evaluate exact count of π’s in P(2i), where i varies from 0 to ℓ,
which can generate π′ on addition of (ℓ− i) many 1’s and the part (ℓ− i+ 2). We show that this count
is equal to freq2ℓ+2(π

′).
To that end, we can see that for each i such that 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, π ∈ P(2i) contributes

freq2i(π) =
(i− (c1 − (ℓ− i)))!

c2! · · · (cℓ−i+2 − 1)! · · · cℓ+2!
=

(ℓ− c1)!

c2! · · · cℓ+2!
cℓ−i+2

towards the count irrespective of whether cℓ−i+2 is non-zero or not. The second equality above stems
from the fact that cj = 0 for any j between i+ 2 and ℓ+ 2. Since c1 + ...+ cℓ+2 = ℓ+ 1, the total count
of π’s as i varies from 0 to ℓ is

ℓ
∑

i=0

(ℓ− c1)!

c2! · · · cℓ+2!
cℓ−i+2 =

(ℓ+ 1− c1)!

c2! · · · cℓ+2!
= freq2ℓ+2(π

′),
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by definition. In other words, the cardinality of ∪ℓi=1P
′(2i) is equal to that of P ′(2ℓ+ 2). Therefore,

ℓ
∑

i=0

∑

π∈P′(2i)

(−1)b1+ℓ−isℓ−i(1)s(ℓ− i+ 2)

i+1
∏

j=1

sbj(j) =
∑

π′∈P′(2ℓ+2)

(−1)c1
ℓ+2
∏

j=1

scj(j)

=
∑

π′∈P(2ℓ+2)

(−1)c1
ℓ+2
∏

j=1

scj(j)
(ℓ + 1− c1)!

c2!...cl+2!
,

which justifies the third equality in (6.3).
Now substitute ℓ = k − y in (6.2), substitute the resultant in (6.1) and simplify to obtain

f(k + 1) =

k+1
∑

y=0

(−1)k+1−y

sk+2−y(1)
h(k + 1− y)g(y)

=

k+1
∑

y=0

(−1)y

sy+1(1)
h(y)g(k + 1− y).

By invoking the principle of mathematical induction, we see that the proof is now complete. �

7. Combinatorics meets Special Functions: Proof of Theorem 2.8

Transformations of Guinand-type, that is, (1.13), containing second or higher-order derivatives of
ψk(x), k ≥ 0, crucially involve the combinatorial object h(r) dealt with in Section 6. This can be seen in
the proof of Theorem 2.8 which we now give. Let

Fm,n(z) :=
(m

n

)
−z
2

m
∑

j=1

ζ

(

z, nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

.

Then from (1.16),

Fm,n(z) = Fn,m(z). (7.1)

Differentiate Fm,n(z) k times with respect to z to obtain

dk

dzk
(Fm,n(z)) =

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

(m

n

)
−z
2

(−1

2

)k−ℓ

logk−ℓ
(m

n

)

m
∑

j=1

ζ(ℓ)
(

z, nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

. (7.2)

From [11, Corollary 2] and (1.5), we have for z ∈ N, z > 1,

−ψ
(z−1)
ℓ (y)

ℓ!
=

ℓ
∑

r=0

s(z, ℓ− r + 1)
(−1)r

r!
ζ(r)(z, y). (7.3)

We use Theorem 2.7 with g(ℓ) = −ψ
(z−1)
ℓ

(y)
ℓ! , f(r) = (−1)r

r! ζ(r)(z, y), and s(i) = s(z, i), the Stirling number
of the first kind, to get

ζ(ℓ)(z, y) =

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)ℓ+r+1

sr+1(z, 1)

ℓ!

(ℓ− r)!
h(r)ψ

(z−1)
ℓ−r (y). (7.4)

where h(r) is defined in (2.13). Now substitute (7.4) in (7.2) to have

dk

dzk
(Fm,n(z)) =

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

(m

n

)
−z
2
logk−ℓ

(
√

n

m

) m
∑

j=1

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)ℓ+r+1

sr+1(z, 1)

ℓ!

(ℓ− r)!
h(r)ψ

(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

nx+
n(j − 1)

m

)

.

(7.5)

From (7.1) and (7.5), we arrive at (2.14) upon simplification. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.8.
�
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Proof of Corollary 2.9. Take z = 2, k = 1,m = 1 and n = 2 in Theorem 2.8 and use the facts that
s(2, 2) = 1 and h(0) = h(1) = 1. �

Proof of Corollary 2.10. Take z = 2, k = 2,m = 2 and n = 1 in Theorem 2.8, use the facts s(2, 1) = −1,
s(2, 2) = 1, s(2, 3) = 0, and h(0) = h(1) = h(2) = 1. �

8. Proofs of Guinand-type transformations

We begin this section with a couple of lemmas, which are also of independent interest. The second one

uses the first, and justifies why the infinite series of ψ
(z−1)
ℓ in our theorems are convergent.

Lemma 8.1. Let r ∈ N ∪ {0}, x > 0 and Re(z) > −1, z 6= 1. As x→ ∞,

ζ(r)(z, x) =
r
∑

t=0

(

r

t

)

(−1)rt!

(z − 1)t+1

logr−t(x)

xz−1
+ (−1)r

logr(x)

2xz
+Or,z

(

logr(x)

xRe(z)+1

)

. (8.1)

Proof. From [38, p. 608, formula 25.11.20], for x > 0 and Re(z) > −1, z 6= 1,

ζ(r)(z, x) =
r
∑

t=0

(

r

t

)

(−1)rt!

(z − 1)t+1

logr−t(x)

xz−1
+ (−1)r

logr(x)

2xz
+ (−1)r+1z(z + 1)

∫ ∞

0

B̃2(u) log
r(u+ x)

(u+ x)z+2
du

+ r(−1)r(2z + 1)

∫ ∞

0

B̃2(u) log
r−1(u+ x)

(u+ x)z+2
du+ (−1)r+1r(r − 1)

∫ ∞

0

B̃2(u) log
r−2(u+ x)

(u+ x)z+2
du,

(8.2)

where B̃2(u) denotes the second periodized Bernoulli polynomial [43, p. 5-6], that is,

B̃2(u) = B2(u) = u2 − u+
1

6
, 0 ≤ u ≤ 1,

B̃2(u+ 1) = B̃2(u), u ∈ R.

Thus, it suffices to show that for any n ∈ N ∪ {0}, as x→ ∞, we have
∫ ∞

0

B̃2(u) log
n(u+ x)

(u+ x)z+2
du = Oz

(

logn(x)

xRe(z)+1

)

. (8.3)

To that end, observe that since B̃2(u) ≤ 13/6 on (0,∞),
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

B̃2(u) log
n(u+ x)

(u+ x)z+2
du

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 13

6

∫ ∞

0

logn(u+ x)

(u+ x)Re(z)+2
du. (8.4)

Now let (Re(z) + 1) log(u+ x) = y so that du/(u + x) = dy/(Re(z) + 1). Thus,
∫ ∞

0

logn(u+ x)

(u+ x)Re(z)+2
du =

1

(Re(z) + 1)n+1
Γ(n+ 1, (Re(z) + 1) log(x)), (8.5)

where Γ(a,w) :=
∫∞
w e−yya−1 dy is the incomplete gamma function. From [38, p. 179, Formula 8.11.2],

for a fixed a, we have Γ(a,w) ∼ wa−1e−w as w → ∞. Employing this in (8.5), using the resultant in
(8.4), and then simplifying, we arrive at (8.3).

Finally, using (8.3) three times, with n = r, r − 1 and r − 2 to handle the three integrals in (8.2), we
obtain (8.1). �

Lemma 8.2. Let x > 0, z ∈ N, z > 1 and let ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0}. As x→ ∞,

ψ
(z−1)
ℓ (x) = −ℓ!

ℓ
∑

r=0

s(z, ℓ− r + 1)

r!

{

r
∑

t=0

(

r

t

)

t!

(z − 1)t+1

logr−t(x)

xz−1
+

logr(x)

2xz

}

+Oℓ,z

(

logℓ(x)

xRe(z)+1

)

, (8.6)
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where s(a, b) is the Stirling number of the first kind. In particular, as x→ ∞,

ψ′
ℓ(x) =

logℓ(x)

x
+Oℓ

(

logℓ(x)

x2

)

. (8.7)

Proof. Equation (8.6) results from using Lemma 8.1 in (7.3) and simplifying. As for (8.7), we let z = 2
in (8.6) and observe that only the terms corresponding to r = ℓ and r = ℓ− 1 survive, since s(2, k) = 0
for k > 2. Using the facts that s(2, 1) = −1 and s(2, 2) = 1, this simplifies to

ψ′
ℓ(x) =

ℓ!

x

{

ℓ
∑

t=0

logℓ−t(x)

(ℓ− t)!
−

ℓ−1
∑

t=0

logℓ−1−t(x)

(ℓ− 1− t)!

}

+Oℓ

(

logℓ(x)

x2

)

=
logℓ(x)

x
+Oℓ

(

logℓ(x)

x2

)

.

�

Remark 2. The result in the above lemma can also be obtained by differentiating the Plana-type integral

for ψk(x) [32, Theorem 2] and then using the generalization of Watson’s lemma given in Theorem 3.2.

8.1. The case z ∈ N, z > 2. We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.11.
Replacem and n bymN and nN respectively in Theorem 2.8, let s(i) = s(z, i) in h(r), x = 1

N

(

1
n + 1

m

)

,
m
n = α, n

m = β. Then let N → ∞ and observe from Lemma 8.2 that the resulting infinite series converge.
This leads us to (2.15) for α, β ∈ Q+.

Note that from (7.3), ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

1 + j
α

)

is continuous for α > 0. Also,
∞
∑

j=1
ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

1 + j
α

)

is the uniform

limit of continuous functions as can be seen from Lemma 8.2. Hence by the uniform limit theorem,
∞
∑

j=1
ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r

(

1 + j
α

)

(and similarly,
∞
∑

j=1
ψ
(z−1)
ℓ−r (1 + jα)) is continuous for α > 0. This implies that (2.15)

holds for α, β > 0.
�

8.2. The case z = 2. We begin with obtaining an asymptotic estimate for a summatory function which
is used in the sequel.

Lemma 8.3. For x, y > 0 and j ∈ N ∪ {0}, as x→ ∞, we have

∑

n≤x

logj(ny)

n
=

j
∑

t=0

(

j

t

)

logj−t(y)

(

logt+1(x)

t+ 1
+ γt

)

+Oy

(

logj(x)

x

)

.

Proof. For x > 0 and m ∈ N ∪ {0},
∑

n≤x

logm(n)

n
=

∞
∑

n=1

(

logm(n)

n
− logm(n+ ⌊x⌋)

n+ ⌊x⌋

)

= ψm(⌊x⌋+ 1) + γm

=
logm+1(x)

m+ 1
+ γm +O

(

logm(x)

x

)

, (8.8)

where in the last step, we have used (2.3). We now consider a slightly different finite sum, for y > 0:

∑

n≤x

logj(ny)

n
=
∑

n≤x

(log(n) + log(y))j

n
=

j
∑

t=0

(

j

t

)

logj−t(y)
∑

n≤x

logt(n)

n
. (8.9)

Use (8.8) in (8.9) to get

∑

n≤x

logj(ny)

n
=

j
∑

t=0

(

j

t

)

logj−t(y)

(

logt+1(x)

t+ 1
+ γt +O

(

logt(x)

x

))

,

which completes the proof. �
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Proof of Theorem 2.12. Replace m and n by mN and nN respectively in Theorem 2.8, then let z = 2,
s(i) = s(2, i) in h(r) to have h(r) = 1 for all r ∈ N ∪ {0}, and let x = 1

N

(

1
n + 1

m

)

to obtain

n

m

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
logk−ℓ

(m

n

)

mN
∑

j=1

ψ′
ℓ−r

(

1 +
nj

m

)

=
m

n

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
logk−ℓ

( n

m

)

nN
∑

j=1

ψ′
ℓ−r

(

1 +
mj

n

)

. (8.10)

We cannot let N → ∞ directly in the above result since that would render the two sums over j divergent.
This is now explained.

Differentiate (1.9) with respect to x, invoke (8.7) and then simplify to obtain

ψ′
k(1 + x) =

logk(x)

x
+O

(

logk(x)

x2

)

.

This implies that
∑∞

j=1 ψ
′
ℓ−r

(

1 + nj
m

)

diverges. Hence we add and subtract
logℓ−r(nj

m
)

nj
m

from the summands

of the finite sums over j on both sides of (8.10) (so that later we can let N → ∞), and rearrange to
obtain

n

m

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
logk−ℓ

(m

n

)

mN
∑

j=1

[

ψ′
ℓ−r

(

1 +
nj

m

)

− logℓ−r(njm )
nj
m

]

− m

n

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
logk−ℓ

( n

m

)

nN
∑

j=1

[

ψ′
ℓ−r

(

1 +
mj

n

)

− logℓ−r(mjn )
mj
n

]

=
k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓT (m,n, k)

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
, (8.11)

where T (m,n, k) is defined by

T (m,n, k) :=
(m

n

)

logk−ℓ
( n

m

)

nN
∑

j=1

logℓ−r(mjn )
mj
n

−
( n

m

)

logk−ℓ
(m

n

)

mN
∑

j=1

logℓ−r(njm )
nj
m

.

Use Lemma 8.3 with x = nN , y = m
n and j = ℓ− r in the first sum and x = mN , y = n

m and j = ℓ− r
in the second sum, and simplify to obtain

T (m,n, k) = (−1)k−ℓ
ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)[

logk−r−t
(m

n

)

{

logt+1(nN)

t+ 1
+ γt

}

− logk−r−t
( n

m

)

{

logt+1(mN)

t+ 1
+ γt

}]

+O

(

logℓ−r(N)

N

)

. (8.12)

Therefore, using (8.12), we have

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓT (m,n, k)

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!
=

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

(−1)k−ℓ2ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)[

logk−r−t
(m

n

)

{

logt+1(nN)

t+ 1
+ γt

}

− logk−r−t
( n

m

)

{

logt+1(mN)

t+ 1
+ γt

}]

+O

(

logk(N)

N

)

= f1(m,n, k)− f1(n,m, k) + f2(m,n, k)− f2(n,m, k) +O

(

logk(N)

N

)

, (8.13)
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where

f1(m,n, k) :=
k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)

logk−r−t
(m

n

)

{

logt+1(nN)

t+ 1

}

, (8.14)

f2(m,n, k) :=

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)

logk−r−t
(m

n

)

γt. (8.15)

We first simplify f1. Consider the inner sum over t, that is,

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)

logk−r−t
(m

n

) logt+1(nN)

t+ 1

=

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)

logk−r−t
(m

n

)

∫ nN

1

logt(x)

x
dx

= logk−ℓ
(m

n

)

∫ nN

1

1

x

ℓ−r
∑

t=0

(

ℓ− r

t

)

logℓ−r−t
(m

n

)

logt(x) dx

= logk−ℓ
(m

n

)

∫ nN

1
logℓ−r

(mx

n

) dx

x

=
logk−ℓ

(

m
n

)

ℓ− r + 1

[

logℓ−r+1 (mN)− logℓ−r+1
(m

n

)]

. (8.16)

Substitute (8.16) in (8.14) to see that

f1(m,n, k) =

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ logk−ℓ
(

m
n

)

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r + 1)!

[

logℓ−r+1 (mN)− logℓ−r+1
(m

n

)]

= f11(m,n, k) + f12(m,n, k), (8.17)

where

f11(m,n, k) :=

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ logk−ℓ(mn )

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r + 1)!
logℓ−r+1(mN), (8.18)

f12(m,n, k) :=
k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ+1 logk−r+1
(

m
n

)

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r + 1)!
. (8.19)

We now simplify f11 and f12 separately. Interchange the order of summation in (8.18), then let ℓ− r = j
to get

f11(m,n, k) =

k
∑

j=0

k−j
∑

r=0

2r+j(−1)k−r−j logk−r−j(mn )

(k − r − j)!(j + 1)!
logj+1(mN)

=

k
∑

j=0

k−j
∑

r=0

2r+j logk−r−j( nm )

(k − r − j)!(j + 1)!

j+1
∑

s=0

(

j + 1

s

)

logs(N) logj+1−s(m).

Hence,

f11(m,n, k)− f11(n,m, k)

=

k
∑

j=0

k−j
∑

r=0

j+1
∑

s=0

2r+j
(

logk−r−j
(

n
m

)

logj+1−s(m)− logk−r−j
(

m
n

)

logj+1−s(n)
)

(k − r − j)!(j + 1− s)!s!
logs(N)
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is a polynomial of log(N) of degree less than or equal to k + 1. We now show that the coefficient of
logy(N) is zero, for any fixed y such that 1 ≤ y ≤ k+ 1. To that end, note that the terms corresponding
to j ≤ y − 2 do not contribute to the coefficient of logy(N); thus the coefficient of logy(N) is given by

k
∑

j=y−1

k−j
∑

r=0

2r+j

(k − r − j)!(j + 1− y)!y!

[

logk−r−j
( n

m

)

logj+1−y(m)− logk−r−j
(m

n

)

logj+1−y(n)
]

=
1

y!

k−y−1
∑

r=0

k−r
∑

j=y−1

2r+j

(k − r − j)!(j + 1− y)!

[

logk−r−j
( n

m

)

logj+1−y(m)− logk−r−j
(m

n

)

logj+1−y(n)
]

=
1

y!

k−y−1
∑

r=0

k−r−y+1
∑

t=0

2r+t+y−1

(k − r − t− y + 1)!t!

[

logk−r−t−y+1
( n

m

)

logt(m)− logk−r−t−y+1
(m

n

)

logt(n)
]

=
1

y!

k−y−1
∑

r=0

2r+y−1

(k − r − y + 1)!

[

(

log
( n

m

)

+ 2 log(m)
)k−r−y+1

−
(

log
(m

n

)

+ 2 log(n)
)k−r−y+1

]

= 0,

where, in the second step above, we employed the change of variable t = j− y+1. Hence the polynomial
f11(m,n, k) − f11(n,m, k) reduces to the constant

k
∑

j=0

k−j
∑

r=0

2r+j

(k − r − j)!(j + 1)!

[

logk−r−j
( n

m

)

logj+1(m)− logk−r−j
(m

n

)

logj+1(n)
]

,

which, upon the interchange of the order of summation, and the substitution t = j + 1 results in

k
∑

r=0

k−r+1
∑

t=1

2r+t−1

(k − r − t+ 1)!t!

[

logk−r−t+1
( n

m

)

logt(m)− logk−r−t+1
(m

n

)

logt(n)
]

.

Simplifying the above expression in a similar way as in the previous calculation, we see that

f11(m,n, k) − f11(n,m, k) = −
k
∑

r=0

2k−r−1

(r + 1)!

[

logr+1
( n

m

)

− logr+1
(m

n

)]

. (8.20)

We now work on f12(m,n, k). Interchange the order of summation in (8.19) and simplify to get

f12(m,n, k) = (−1)k+1
k
∑

r=0

logk−r+1
(

m
n

)

(k − r + 1)!

k
∑

ℓ=r

(

k − r + 1

k − ℓ

)

(−2)ℓ.

Let j = ℓ− r and then replace r by k − r to have

f12(m,n, k) = (−1)k+1
k
∑

r=0

logk−r+1
(

m
n

)

(k − r + 1)!

k−r
∑

j=0

(

k − r + 1

k − j − r

)

(−2)j+r

= (−1)k+1
k
∑

r=0

logr+1
(

m
n

)

(r + 1)!

r
∑

j=0

(

r + 1

r − j

)

(−2)k+j−r

= (−1)k+1
k
∑

r=0

(−2)k−r logr+1
(

m
n

)

(r + 1)!

r+1
∑

j=0

(

r + 1

r − j

)

(−2)j

= (−1)k+1
k
∑

r=0

(−2)k−r logr+1
(

m
n

)

(r + 1)!

(

1 + (−1)r

2

)

.
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Therefore,

f12(m,n, k)− f12(n,m, k) = 2
k
∑

r=0

2k−r−1

(r + 1)!

[

logr+1
( n

m

)

− logr+1
(m

n

)]

. (8.21)

We next proceed to simplify f2(m,n, k) defined in (8.15). Interchange the order of summation over r and
t and simplify to get

f2(m,n, k) =
k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

t=0

γt
2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ

(k − ℓ)!t!
logk−t

(m

n

)

ℓ−t
∑

r=0

log−r
(

m
n

)

(ℓ− r − t)!

=

k
∑

t=0

γt
t!

k
∑

ℓ=t

2ℓ(−1)k−ℓ

(k − ℓ)!
logk−t

(m

n

)

ℓ−t
∑

r=0

log−r
(

m
n

)

(ℓ− r − t)!

=

k
∑

t=0

γt
t!

k−t
∑

j=0

2j+t(−1)k−j−t

(k − j − t)!
logk−t

(m

n

)

j
∑

r=0

log−r
(

m
n

)

(j − r)!

=

k
∑

t=0

γt
t!

k−t
∑

r=0

2t(−1)k−t logk−t−r
(m

n

)

k−t
∑

j=r

(−2)j

(k − j − t)!(j − r)!
,

where, in the third step above, we let j = ℓ− t. Let ℓ = j − r in the innermost sum above and simplify
using the binomial theorem to arrive at

f2(m,n, k) =
k
∑

t=0

γt
t!

k−t
∑

r=0

2t+r

(k − t− r)!
logk−t−r

(m

n

)

. (8.22)

Now substitute (8.17), (8.20), (8.21) and (8.22) in (8.13) and simplify so as to obtain

k
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓT (m,n, k)

(k − ℓ)!(ℓ− r)!

=

k
∑

r=0

2k−r−1

(r + 1)!

[

logr+1
( n

m

)

− logr+1
(m

n

)]

+

k
∑

t=0

γt
t!

k−t
∑

r=0

2t+r

(k − t− r)!

[

logk−t−r
(m

n

)

− logk−t−r
( n

m

)]

+O

(

logk(N)

N

)

=
k+1
∑

r=1

2k−r

r!

[

logr
( n

m

)

− logr
(m

n

)]

+
k
∑

ℓ=0

γℓ
ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

2ℓ+r
(

logk−ℓ−r
(

m
n

)

− logk−ℓ−r
(

n
m

))

(k − ℓ− r)!
+O

(

logk(N)

N

)

= (γ − 1)

k
∑

r=0

2k−r

r!

[

logr
(m

n

)

− logr
( n

m

)]

−
(

logk+1
(

m
n

)

− logk+1
(

n
m

))

2(k + 1)!

+

k
∑

ℓ=1

γℓ
ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

2k−r

r!

[

logr
(m

n

)

− logr
( n

m

)]

+O

(

logk(N)

N

)

=
k
∑

ℓ=0

aℓ
ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

2k−r

r!

[

logr
(m

n

)

− logr
( n

m

)]

−
(

logk+1
(

m
n

)

− logk+1
(

n
m

))

2(k + 1)!
+O

(

logk(N)

N

)

, (8.23)

where

aℓ :=

{

γ − 1 if ℓ = 0,

γℓ if ℓ > 0.
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From (8.11), (8.23), letting N → ∞, rearranging and simplifying, we arrive at

k
∑

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

1

r!







n(−1)ℓ2k−ℓ

m
logℓ

( n

m

)

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′

r

(

1 +
nj

m

)

− logr(njm )
nj
m

)

+ aℓ2
k−r logr

( n

m

)







− logk+1
(

n
m

)

2(k + 1)!

=

k
∑

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

k−ℓ
∑

r=0

1

r!







m(−1)ℓ2k−ℓ

n
logℓ

(m

n

)

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′

r

(

1 +
mj

n

)

− logr(mj
n )

mj
n

)

+ aℓ2
k−r logr

(m

n

)







− logk+1
(

m
n

)

2(k + 1)!
.

Let n
m = α and m

n = β to finally obtain (2.16) for α, β ∈ Q+. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.11,
we see that the result holds for α, β > 0. �

9. Concluding remarks

The results of this paper together fulfill the objective of deriving modular relations of two types for
the generalized digamma functions ψk(x) and their higher derivatives - one involving infinite series of

ψ
(m)
j (x), 0 ≤ j ≤ k, k ∈ N∪ {0},m ∈ N∪ {0}, and the other involving finite sums of these functions. It is

quite pleasing to know that none of these identities have lost their symmetrical nature.
The ones of the first type, that is, those involving infinite series, can be obtained from the second in

the following way. We demonstrate this by deriving Theorem 2.1 from Theorem 2.5. Replace m and n by
mN and nN respectively in Theorem 2.5 and let x = 1

N

(

1
m + 1

n

)

. Subtract the requisite number of terms
from the asymptotic expansion of ψℓ to make the series involving ψℓ convergent upon letting N → ∞.
Finally, let α = m/n and β = n/m and use analytic continuation to derive Theorem 2.1 for Re(α) > 0
and Re(β) > 0. However, this method can give us only the modular relation, not the integral involving
the Riemann Ξ-function linked to it. See, for example, Theorem 2.2. This linkage is extremely useful, for
example, Hardy’s proof [29] of the infinitude of the non-trivial zeros of ζ(s) on the critical line - a first
ever result of its kind - crucially employs the following result

√
α

(

1

2α
−

∞
∑

n=1

e−πα
2n2

)

=
√

β

(

1

2β
−

∞
∑

n=1

e−πβ
2n2

)

=
2

π

∫ ∞

0

Ξ(t/2)

1 + t2
cos

(

1

2
t log α

)

dt.

This is why we derive Theorem 2.1 from equation (2.1) as well. The reason we give the Ξ-function
integral corresponding to only the modular relation in Theorem 2.2 and not for the general one in Theorem
2.1 is because, in general, it is complicated in appearance. In principle, however, one can explicitly write
it down.

Another way to derive the first equality in Theorem 2.2 could be to use the Kloosterman representation
for ψ(x) + 1

2x − log(x) [36, p. 201, formula 5.74] and its analogue

ψ1(x) +
log(x)

2x
− 1

2
log2(x) =

1

2πi

∫ d+i∞

d−i∞

πζ(1− s)

sin(πs)
(γ − log(x) + ψ(s)) x−s ds,

where d = Re(s) > 1, which can be derived from [3, Theorem 3.3]. However, this is not a Mellin transform,
rather a sum of two, which makes the derivation of the first equality in Theorem 2.2 difficult this way.

One might as well derive Theorem 2.2 by starting with I (α) and showing it to be equal to F1(α)
or F1(β) as done, for example, with the Ξ-function integrals in [17] although this looks difficult and
unnatural because of the form of the integral. Moreover, it is unclear why it leads us to an interesting
representation in terms of infinite series of ψ and ψ1. It was only because of the availability of (2.1) that
we were able to get to the integral in this form.

We remark that Theorems 2.1, 2.2 are actually valid for α, β ∈ D
′, where D

′ is defined in (1.1). This
is now justified. From [32, Equations (2.8), (2.11)], we have

ψj(x) +
logj(x)

2x
− logj+1(x)

j + 1
= (−1)j+1

∫ ∞

0
e−xt

(

1

et − 1
− 1

t
+

1

2

)

Sj+1(t) dt, (9.1)
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where Sj(t) :=
∑j−1

m=0 aj,m logm(t), where, with a1,0 = 1 and aj,j−1 = 1, aj,m are recursively defined by

aj,m = −∑j−2
r=0

(

j−1
r

)

Γ(j−r−1)(1)ar+1,m, 0 ≤ m ≤ j−2. Employing the extension of Watson’s lemma given
in [44, p. 14, Theorem 2.2] with the choice of α and β in this extension to be α = −π/2 and β = π/2,
and the fact that ψj(x) is analytic in x ∈ D

′, we see that (2.3) holds for x ∈ D
′. (For j = 1, this has

been done in [3, Theorem 3.2].) Hence the series in Theorems 2.1 and (2.2) are analytic functions of α
and β in this region. Thus, the results hold for α, β ∈ D

′. Also, the Ξ-function integral in Theorem 2.2
is analytic, as a function of α, in D

′, as can be seen by invoking (3.1), elementary bounds on zeta and
hyperbolic functions. It should also be possible to extend Theorems 2.11 and 2.12 for α, β ∈ D

′, however,
that would require first extending Lemma 8.2 for x ∈ D

′.
It would be fascinating to see if there is a Ξ-function integral linked to the modular relations in

Theorems 2.11 and 2.12. We have no idea how the form of such integral would be, if at all it exists.
It can be seen that the first equality of (2.1) is valid in the more general region Re(z) > 0, z 6= 2.

The restriction 0 < Re(z) < 2 has to be put only when we consider modular relation along with the
Ξ(t)-function integral. It would be interesting to use (2.1) with z = 2 + it, t 6= 0 and α 6= β to prove
ζ(1 + it) 6= 0. It is, of course, well-known that the latter is equivalent to the prime number theorem.

Recently, Darses and Hillion [15] applied an identity of Ramanujan [41, Equation (22)] involving the
integral in (1.11) towards obtaining closed-form identities for the polynomial moments with a weighted
zeta square measure on the critical line. This certainly merits a similar study of the integral in (2.7).

Finally, it would be definitely worth seeing number-theoretic/combinatorial applications of Theorem
2.7 different from what we have shown here.
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