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WILF-ZEILBERGER SEEDS: ¢-ANALOGUES

KAM CHEONG AU

ABsTrACT. We point out a correspondence between many classical and g-hypergeometric Wilf-
Zeilberger seeds, it enables us to find g-analogues of many classical hypergeometric series identities,

and offers a conceptual explanation to why such g-analogue should exist.

Finding g-analogue of classical hypergeometric identities is an active and interesting area of
research. While g-analogues of classical hypergeometric summation formulas were well-known, only

isolated examples are known for exotic hypergeometric sums such as
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coming from Wilf-Zeilberger (WZ) pairs. After introducing g-version of a concept called Wilf-

Zeilberger seed (whose classical version discussed in author’s previous article [2]), we are able to

derive g-analogue of such summations, for example, above two instances have g-analogue
(Ail)n—1q5n(n—l)/2(10q2n/+710q3n/+75q4n +q5n‘5q3n—1 4715q4n—1 +q5n—2 4724q5n—1+

2: qk(],+ q 5q6n—2 __15q6n—1 +_1Oq7n—2 __5q7n—1 +_1Oq8n—2 +_5q9n—2 +_qun—Q +'5qn +‘1)(Q§q);9

1+k)
50 (1—g'+h)3 _7; (1-¢")%(g;9)5,

for first equality and

Z (_1)nqn (q2n+1 _4q4n+1 +q6n+1 + q8n+2 + 1)(q;q2)% ) (1 _ q2)2
130 (*1 +1)(¢% %) 2n (g% ¢*)5 [z (1/2)4

for second equality.

Conceptually, they possess g-analogues because a g-version already exists at the level of WZ-
seeds. This allows us to derive classical and g-hypergeometric identity in striking parallel: through
numerous examples we will see many g¢-identities can be proved in much the same way as their
classical counterparts.

Up to know, g-analogues of such formulas have been found in isolated instance with ad hoc
principle. ([12], [9], [I1], [18], [5]) We will soon see how many such examples can be unified using
the language of WZ-seeds.

One motivation in g-analogues of these identities is that, via a technique called "creative micro-

scoping", it could help us prove corresponding super-congruence, see [13] for an illustrative example,

as well as [20], [14] and [I0].

We put an emphasis on deriving g-analogues of Ramanujan’s 1 /ﬂk—formulas, although the recipe
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works well for many other classical constants. For example, using two different WZ-seeds, we derive
143
two g-analogues for ¥,,50(3)" ((i))d" (6n+1) =2 (Examples [V] [VII):

¢ (1-g" ") (g¢»)2 (% d)n  1-¢*
go (g% 4%)3 STy (1/2)?
(P 20" ) (D)L 1-¢°
S0 (@ +1)(@% 6D (0% 622 T (1/2)?

the first one is already known in [I1]. Actually, WZ-seeds carry auxiliary variables that we can put

into formulas, for instance, first identity above is specialization under b = ¢ = d = 0 of the following:

—2bn+cn+"72 (1 _ qc+2d+3n+% )(q%— c+2d+3 2b+2d+1; qQ)n

1
©,q2,q ;q)n(q

2d+2 2c+2d+2. 2 —2b+c+i.
2 qRer2 2 g2), (@R )

(01) ¥4

n>0 (q

2q

(1-q)(1+¢)*™ T2 (1-b)T g2 (d+1)Tg (-2b+c+ 1) Tpa(c+d+1)

L2 (3)T(1-20)T g2 (<b+c+ )Ty (c+2d+ 1)

Even classical version of this identity seems not known, nonetheless, both classical and g-version
can be derived in one go.

We shall also write down g-analogues for four Ramanujan 1/7%-formulas in Examples [XIV] and

XVl
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1. ¢-VERSION OF WILF-ZEILBERGER SEEDS

1.1. A source of WZ-pairs. We juxtapose the two cases: classical hypergeometric and ¢g-hypergeometric
case. A term f(n) is called hypergeometric (resp. g-hypergeometric) if f(n+1)/f(n) is a rational
function in n (resp. ¢™), with coeflicient in a understood field. A WZ-pair (F,G) is any two-variable

function satisfying
F(n+1,k)-F(n,k)=G(n,k+1)-G(n,k)

For proper classical hypergeometric or g-hypergeometric term F'(n, k), there exists a well-known
algorithm (Gosper’s algorithm) to find its WZ-mate G(n, k) if it exists, or prove it does not exist.
It is not easy to come up with non-trivial WZ-pairs, we shall outline a such a method below.

First we need the following definition:

Definition 1.1. Let f(a1, -, am, k) be a (classical or ¢) hypergeometric term in a; and k, it is called
a WZ-seed in variables a; if for each A; € Z and K € Z,

F(n,k) = f(a1 + Ain,ag + Asn, -+, am + Amn, k + Kn)
has a (classical or ¢) hypergeometric WZ-mate G(n, k).

Classical version of following empirical observation was already explicated in [2]:
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Problem 1.2 (Hypergeometric summation formula induces WZ-candidate). Let f(ay,-, am;k) be
a proper (classical or ¢) hypergeometric term in a;, k. If

Z f(ala Ay, k)

k=0

exists and is independent of a;, then is it true that, f(a1, -, am;k) is a WZ-seed?

The answer seems to be affirmative for all examples we have computed. For example, consider

the Gauss o F; formula:

S0 (Dr(e)r  T(c—a)l(c-b)
divide the gamma factor of RHS into LHS summand, we arrive:

D I(c-a)l'(a+E)'(c-b)['(b+k)
S T(a)T (D) (k+ DT (c+ k) (~a-b+c)

2F1[a . b; 1] _ v @k T(c—a-b)l(c)

If we denote the summand by Gauss2F1(a,b,c, k), then the above observation would predict
F(n,k) = Gauss2F1(a —n,b,c+n,k +n)

has a WZ-mate G that is also proper hypergeometric, indeed, Gosper’s algorithm returns

G(n, k) = F(n, k)x(-a’b+a’c+a®n+2abc+abk+5abn+ab-2ac’~2ack-8acn—ac—ak*~4akn-7an*-an
—bc? —2bck—6ben—be—bk? -5bkn—8bn? - 2bn+c3 + 2% k+7c¢2n+c* +ck* +8ckn+ck+15en* +4en+2k*n+ k>
+8kn? +3kn+10n> +4n?) = ((c+k+2n)(a+b-c-2n-1)(a+b-c—-2n))

satisfies F(n+1,k) - F(n,k) = G(n,k+1) - G(n, k).
Now consider its g-version, let 0 < ¢ < 1 (an assumption we always enforce in this article):
Z (qa, qb; Q)k k(c—b-a) _ (qc—a, qc—b; q)oo
=0 (4% @Gk (4%, @)oo
rewrite it into g-gamma function:

g" T (e = a)Tg(a+ k)Tq(c—b)Ty(b+k)
k>0 Ly(a)Tq(0)Ly(k+1)Tg(c+k)y(-a-b+c) -

denote the summand by Gauss2F1,(a,b,c, k), note that lim,_1- Gauss2F1, = Gauss2F1. g-version of

above observation would predict
F,(n,k) = Gauss2F1,(a —n,b,c+n,k +n)
has a WZ-mate G that is also proper g-hypergeometric, indeed, g-Gosper’s algorithm gives
(1.1)  Gy(n, k) = Fy(n, k)x
_ 2a+b+c+k+2n _ a+b+c+k+3n + 2a+b+c+2k+3n _ a+b+c+2k+4n+1 + 2a+b _ 2a+c+k+2n
a+2c+k+4dn+l _ a+c+2n+l

q
+q +q +q q + qb+2c+2k+6n+1 _ q3c+2k+7n+1
_ qctk+2n a+b _ Hc+2n a+b _ Hc+2n+1
(1-¢ )(q*? = q°2) (¢ - q )

and we have Fy(n+1,k) - Fy(n,k) = Gg(n,k+1) — G4(n, k). Note that

a+c+k+3n+1 a+2c+k+4n

111{1 F,(n,k) = F(n, k) 111{1 Gq(n, k) =G(n, k)
q=1" q=1"

define above.
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We remark Problem has a refinement that seems also true: if Y ;50 f(a1,-, am, k) is inde-
pendent for general as, -, a,, but only for a; € N and the sum is terminating, then f(ai, -, am,k)

should also be a WZ-seed. As an example, we consider the terminating 1-balanced 3¢2 summation

formula
Z (qida qaida q1+a—b7c; q)k kE _ (qba qc; Q)d d(1+a-b-c) deN
1+a-b ,l+a-c. l+a-b Hl+a-c.
=0 (g, "ot gt q)y (g7, g+ q)a
the refinement predicts
_ B . -1
Fab,e.d k) = (g g % Ok ("¢ Dd  a@rab-o)
[ - ( 1+a-b ,l+a-c. ) ( l+a-b Hl+a-c. )
q,49 ,q 1 4)k q ,q y4)d

should be a WZ-seed with accessory parameters a,b,c,d. One can quickly convince himself this is
indeed so by trying several sets of accessory parameters. This f is the WZ-seed labelled Balanced3F2

below.

1.2. List of WZ-seeds. We remark that the following WZ-seeds listed should be treated as empir-
ical: for all choices of accessory parameters A;, K we have ever tried to run ¢g-Gosper’s algorithm on,
the existence of G(n, k) is always positive. A rigorous demonstration that they are really WZ-seeds
will be postpone to a later article.

The list is also by no mean exhaustive, many other seeds which do not generate useful examples
are not included. If Seed, is one of seed listed below, then Seed := lim,_1+ Seed, exists and is a

classical hypergeometric WZ-seed, it is then identical to those listed in [2].

(1) Gauss2F14(a,b,c,k)

_ "IN (e~ a)Tg(a+ k)Tg(c - b)Ty(b+ k)
Ly(a)Ty(0)T(k+1)T(c+ k)Iy(—a-b+c)
Origin: g-analogue of 2 F} summation formula.
(2) Dixon3F2,(a,b,c, k)
) gkt (@ k + DTy(a-b+ 1)y (a-c+1)T(2a+k)Ty(b+k)Ty(c+k)Ty(2a-b-c+1)
Ly(a)Tq(0)Tq(c)Tq(k+Dg(a-b-c+1)I'y(2a-b+k+1)T';(2a—c+k+1)

Origin: g-analogue of Dixon’s 3F5 summation formula.
(3) Dougall5F4,(a,b,c,d, k)

Pt T (1 gD (0 + k)T (b + k)Tg(c + k)Tg(d+ k)Tg(a—b-c+ D)y(a-b-d+1)y(a—c-d+1)
Q1-)Tg(OTe ()l (d)g(k+1)g(a-b+k+ 1) g(a-c+k+1)y(a-d+k+1)q(a-b-c-d+1)

Origin: g-analogue of very-well-poised 5 Fy summation formula.
(4) Dougall7F6,(a,b,c,d, e, k)

(~1)%(1 - qa+2k)q%(a—e)(a—e+l)+kr‘q(a +E)q(b+ k)Tq(c+k)Lq(d+k)Ig(e+k)Iq(a-b—-c+1)
Tgla-b-d+1Dlg(a-c—-d+1)Tgy(-a+b+c+e)ly(-a+b+d+e)lqy(-a+c+d+e)qy(2a-b-c—-d-e+k+1)

B (1-¢)Te(D)Tq(c)Tq(d)lq(e)Tq(k+1)Iq(-a+b+e)lq(a-b+k+ DI g(-a+c+e)lq(a-c+k+1)
Fg(-a+d+e)lg(a-d+k+1D)lg(a-e+k+1)Ty(a-b-c-d+1)'¢(2a-b-c-d-e+1)I'y(-a+b+c+d+e+k)

Origin: g-analogue of very-well-poised 2-balanced terminating 7 Fg summation formula.

(5) Balanced3F2,(a,b,c,d, k)

) (_1)a+b+c—dq%(a+b+c—d)(a+b+c—d+1)+k1’\q(d_ a)rq(a+ k)I‘q(d—b)Fq(b+ ]{?)Fq(d— C)Fq(C+ k)
Le(a)Tq(0)Tq(c)Tq(k+1)Tg(d+ k)Tg(—a-b+d)Iy(-a-c+d)Tq(-b-c+d)Tq(a+b+c—-d+k+1)

Origin: 1-balanced terminating 3F» summation formula.
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(6) Seedly(a,c, k)
q2akr2ehok (g 4 1)a72¢72kD (—a + 2¢ - 1)[y(a + 2k)

Tg(a)Tge(k+ 1)Lz (-a+c-1)Tpa(c+k)

Origin: put a - a/2,b - a/2+1/2 in Gauss2F1,.
(7) Seed2,(a,c,d, k)

B (_1)a+c—d(q + 1)—20—2k1’\q(_a +2d - 1)Fq(a + Qk)FqZ (d _ c)qu (C + k)an+2ac—2ad+2a+02—20d+20+d2—2d+2k

Ly(a)T () (k+ 1)y (—a+d-2)Tpa(d+k)Ty(-a—-2c+2d-1)T 2 (a+c—d+k+32)
Origin: put a - a/2,b - a/2+1/2 in Balanced3F2,.
(8) Seed3,(a,b,d, k)

(1+q)24(1 - garth)g2ah=2bk=2dktkT o (@ —b+ 2)T g2 (a+ k)Tq(b+2k)L g2 (d + k)T 4(2a - b—2d + 1)
(1-q)Tg(D)T 2 ()2 (k+ 1)Lz (a-b-d+3)T(2a-b+2k+1)2(a—d+k+1)

Origin: put b — b/2,c - b/2+1/2 in Dougall5F4,.
(9) Seed4,(a,b, k)

- (g +q+1)P+1 (1 - g3ar6F)gBak=30kD (3a - 2b)T s (a + k)T (b + 3k)
(1-¢)(b)L e (k+1)Tps(a-b)g(3a—b+3k+1)

Origin: put b — b/3,c¢ - b/3+1/3,d - b/3 +2/3 in Dougall5F4,.
(10) Seed7,(a,b,d, e, k)

(71)a—eqa2—2ae+a+ez—e+2k(1 7q2a+4k)1—\q2 (a7b+ %)FqQ(a‘F k)Fq(b+2k)
Fe2(d+k)ez(e+k)[q(2a-b-2d+1)T 2 (—a+b+e+1)Tg(-2a+b+2d+2e)l\2 (2a-b-d-e+k+3)
C (1-¢*)Dq(b)Ly2(d)T 2 ()T g2 (k + 1)Tp2 (a—b—d+ 1) Tg(~2a+b+2e)Tq(2a —b+2k + 1)T 2 (~a+d +e)
Fpe(a—d+k+ 1) 2(a-e+k+1)T,2(2a-b-d-e+3)T 2 (-a+b+d+e+k+1)

Origin: put b — b/2,c - b/2+1/2 in Dougall7F6,.
(11) Seed9,(a,b,d, k)
(_1)bq2ab—b2—bd+2k (1 _ q2(a+2k)) (q + 1)4@—2b—2drq2 (a b+ %)qu(a + I{?)Fq(b‘f‘ Qk)
Po(d+2k)T(2a-b-d+1)T'y(-2a+2b+d+ 1)I'y(-2a+b+2d +1)T'2(2a - b—d + k)

(1-q)Tg(D)T(d)T g2 (k+ )Tz (~a+d+ 3)Ty2(2a-b-d)
Fe(2a+b+d+1)T'(2a-b+2k+1)I'y(2a-d+2k+ 1)L p2(-a+b+d+k+1)

Origin: put b - b/2,¢ - b/2+1/2,d - d[2,e > d/2 +1/2 in Dougall7F6,.
(12) Seed104(a,d, k)

(_1)a—d(q2 +q+ 1)*G*qu#*gad‘f’%+%*%d+3qu(_a +3d— 2)Fq(a +3k)
Pg(a)Tys(k+ 1)Ly (-2a+3d -3)Tys(d+ k)Lps(a—d+k+2)

Origin: put a - a/3,b - a/3+1/3,¢c > a/3 +2/3 in Balanced3F2,.

All classical seeds found in [2] have their g-generalization in above list. But this does not mean we
can assert all WZ-seeds have g-analogues. Consider the following WZ-seed (with auxiliary variable
a):

5%9/2 (V5 +1) " (1-v/5)" 29757 (a+ 2) T (a+ 2) T(~2a + k + 1)[ (20 + k)
I'(1-2a) (a+2)T(k+1)'(3a+k)

it comes from the o F7 summation formula (cf. [6] or [4]):

f(a’ak) =

¢=(1+V5)/2

1-2a, 2a . ] (\/5+3)7r5i_57a¢3‘1‘%1"(3a)

3a F(a)l"(a+2)1"(a+ §)

2F1[
5

5
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due to the irrational exponent, it is hard to conceive what a possible g-analogue of f(a,k) might
look like.

Before we astonishing ourselves with wonderful consequences of WZ-seeds, it is important to say
something on the computational aspect, since most of manipulations in this article is not hand
do-able.

In all our examples, full expression for G(n,k) is complicated, we choose not to write it out.
Readers are suggested to either trust the correctness of computations or perform Gosper’s algorithm
themselves.

For finding WZ-mate G(n,k), we use three Mathematica implementations that are part of a

bundle developed by RISC:

e For classical hypergeometric case: fastZeil written by P. Paule, M. Schorn, and A. Riese

(7).

e For g-case: qZeil by A. Riese ([I7]) and HolonomicFunctions by C. Koutschan ([15])H

Mathematica codes allowing readers to replicate examples below (and discovering new ones) will

be made available.

1.3. Two introductory examples. The following proposition is an important bridge between

WZ-pairs and infinite series.

Proposition 1.3 ([2]). Suppose F,G :N? —» C are two functions such that
F(n+1,k)-F(n,k)=G(n,k+1)-G(n,k)
such that
o Y50 F(0,k) converges

e Y ,.50G(n,0) converges

o limyo G(n,k) = g(n) exists for each n e N and ¥,,50 g(n) converges

then limy, 0o Y150 F'(0, k) exists and is finite, also
Y F(0,k)+ Y g(n)=> G(n,0)+ lim Y F(n,k)
k>0 n>0 n>0 7 k20

We now give two simple examples, in which g(n) and lim, . Y350 F'(7, k) can be shown to be

zero, they would be justified in next section.

Example 1. Let a,b,c,d be in a neighbourhood of 0. We start with a hypergeometric WZ-seed
F(n,k) = Gauss2Fl(a —-d-n,b—d-n,c-d+1,d+k+2n+1)

call Gosper’s algorithm to compute G(n,k) (which we do not display here) then applying [[3] we

obtain,
>, F(0.k) = % G(n,0)
k>0 n20
, converting gamma functions into pochhammer symbols becomes:

1quil is faster, but sometime raises cryptic errors for complicated input, and seems not to be actively maintained
any more. HolonomicFunctions is bug-free and better developed, but computation with it is many hundred times

slower than gZeil and fastZeil
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(1 + a)k(l +b)k

kgo (1 + C)k+1(1 +d)k+1
_ (1 + a)n_l(l + b)n—l(l —-a+ C)n—l(l — b+C)n_1(1 —-a+ d)n_l(l -b+ d)n_lP(n)
‘,; (1+6)an(1+d)an(l—a-b+c+d)a,

(ex1)

here P(n) = a®b® — a*bc— ab®c + abc® — a®bd — ab®d + acd + a® cd + bed + 3abed + b2 cd — 2 d — 2ac?d - 2bc*d + A d +
abd? - cd® - 2acd® - 2bed® +2c2 d? + ¢d® — 2a*bn—2ab®n + 2acn + a® en + 2ben + 6aben + b2 en— 2¢*n — 3ac*n - 3bc®n +
2¢®n + 2adn + a®dn + 2bdn + 6abdn + b*dn — 6¢dn — 11acdn — 11bedn + 102 dn — 2d*n - 3ad*n — 3bd*n + 10cd*n +
2d°n + 4an® + a*n? + 4bn® + 8abn® + b*n? —8cn® — 13acn® — 13ben? + 13¢*n? — 8dn? — 13adn? - 13bdn? + 29cdn® +
13d*n” - 8n® — 14an® - 14bn® + 28cn® + 28dn® + 21n*. The formula holds as long as R(1—a-b+c+d) > 0.

When a =b=c=d =0, this becomes a well-known conclusion due to Zeilberger:

(eXlS) 4(2) - Z 4—3n (1)3 21 8

L e s

To derive a g-version of [exI], one simply uses the corresponding g-version of the WZ-candidate:
F(n,k) = Gauss2Fl(a-d-n,b—-d-n,c-d+1,d+k+2n+1) 0<qg<1

now compute G(n, k), which we again do not display here, readers can imagine it looks like equation
[[T] albeit much longer. Proposition[[3still gives Y50 F(0,k) = 3,50 G(n,0). Converting ¢g-gamma

functions into g-pochhammer symbols:

(ele) Z qk(l—a—b+c+d)(qa+1; q)k(qurl; Q)k
k20 (5 @)1 (@5 @)k

717a7b72cf2d+(737a7b+25+2d)n+3n2( a+1

b+1 _—a+c+l —a+d+1 ,—b+c+l —b+d+1.
Y .q g q s @)n-1 X Py(n)

q
=2 (g1, g1, gra-brerdsl, g),

n>1

where Pq(n) — 7qa+b+c+d+2n+1 7q2a+b+c+d+3n _ qa+26+c+d+3n +q2a+2b+c+d+4n + q2a+26+c+d+4n+1 + qa+b+2c+d+4n +

a+b+2c+d+4n+1 a+b+c+2d+4n a+b+c+2d+4n+l _ 2a+b+2c+2d+Tn _ _a+2b+2c+2d+Tn a+b+3c+2d+8n

q +q +q q q q +q +

a+b+2c+3d+8n 2a+2b+c+2n+1 2a+2b+d+2n+1 2a+2b+1 2a+2c+2d+6n a+3c+2d+Tn a+2c+3d+Tn 2b+2c+2d+6n
q —-q —-q +q +q -q —-q +q -

a+b+2c+2d+6n+1 _

b+3c+2d+Tn b+2c+3d+Tn 3c+3d+8n
q —-q +q

. This is a g-analogue of [exIt letting ¢ — 1~ recovers exactly that
formula. It holds as long as R(1-a—-b+c+d) >0.
The special case of a=b=c=d =0 in gives
5 ¢ 5 O (1= 2%t - 3" - 37" + 3" + 3" + ") (430)
im0 (L-q'*k)2 (1-4")3(g:9)3,
this is a g-analogue of

Example II. Let a,b,c,d, e be in a neighbourhood of 0. Let
F(n,k) = Dougall5F4(2a —e-n,a+b-e-n,a+c—e-n,a+d-e-n,1—a+e+k+n)

Applying Proposition [[.3] we obtain

2+e+2k)(1+a)(1+0)k(1+ )k (1+d)g ~
) A s (L= )i (=cr o (L=d+ s
(-D)"P(n)(1-a-b+e)p1(l-a-c+e)p1(l-b-c+e)n
(1-a-d+e)p1(1-b-d+e)p1(l-c—d+e)p1
,; (I-a+e)p(l-b+e)p(l-c+e)p(l-d+e)p(l-a-b-—c—d+2¢)a,

here P(n) = a®b® - a®bc - ab’c+ abc® — a®bd — ab*d + acd + a*cd + bed + 3abed + b2 ed — 2 d - 2ac?d - 2bcd + Bd +

abd? - cd? = 2acd? - 2bed? + 22 d? + ed® - 2a%bn - 2ab*n + 2acn + a® en+ 2ben + 6aben + b2 en— 2¢2n - 3ac*n - 3bc?n+
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2¢®n + 2adn + a>dn + 2bdn + 6abdn + b*dn — 6¢dn — 11acdn — 11bedn + 10¢%dn — 2d*n — 3ad®n - 3bd*n + 10cd*n +
2d°n + 4an® + a®n? + 4bn® + 8abn® + b*n? — 8cn® — 13acn® — 13ben? + 13¢*n® — 8dn? — 13adn? - 13bdn? + 29cdn? +
13d*n” - 8n® - 14an® - 14bn® + 28¢cn® + 28dn® + 21n*. This formula holds when R(1-a—-b-c—d+2e) < 0.
When a =b=c=d=e=0, this reduces to

o OB

For a g-analogue, let F'(n, k) = Dougall5F4 (2a-e-n,a+b-e-n,a+c-e-n,a+d-e-n,1-a+e+k+n),

then

k(l-a—b-c-d+2e e+2k+2 a+l _b+1 _c+l _d+1.
g" (1= g2 (¢ ¢ g g™ s g)n

(eXQQ) Z —a+e+l —b+e+l ,—cte+l ,—d+e+l. =

k>0 (q ,q ,q ,q 7q)k+1

n ,—1-2a-2b-2c-2d+en-e+n(n+1)/2( ,—a-b+e+l —a-c+e+l ,—a—-d+e+l ,—b—c+e+l ,—b-d+e+l —c—d+e+l.
5 (-)"q (D2 (g .q . .q .q .q 1 Q)n-1 x Py(n)

1-a+ 1-b+ 1-c+ 1-d+e. 1-a-b-c—-d+2e.

n>1 (q @ evq e,q ¢ e,q e,Q)n(q @ ¢ E,Q)Qn
Where Pq(n) _ qa+b+c+d+25+2n +q2a+b+c+d+25+2n +qa+2b+c+d+25+2n +qa+b+2c+d+25+2n +qa+b+c+2d+25+2n _qa+b+c+d+35+3n_
q2a+2b+2c+2d _ qa+b+c+Se+3n _ qa+b+d+36+3n _ qa+c+d+36+3n _ qb+c+d+Se+3n + q5e+5n. This formulas holds when

R(1-a-b-c—-d+2e)<0. This is a g-analogue of[ex2l When a =b=c=d =e =0, this reduces to

¢*(1+q"") 5 (-D)" (1 +3¢" + ¢*")(5:9)7
im0 (L—g'*)% 05 (1-4¢")*(¢:@)2n

this is a g-analogue of

We can devise the following strategy on finding a g-analogue of a hypergeometric identity:

(1.2) Z o (a1)n(am)n

Z 2 ) (o) R(n) = a simple constant 2€Q a;,b;€Qn(0,1] R(n)eQ(n)

Finding g-analogues of a classical hypergeometric identity

(1) Using procedure described in [2], try to search for a classical WZ-seed Seed(a+An, b+
Bn, -, k+ko+ Kn) that can prove after using Proposition The strategy fails
if we cannot find such a seed.

(2) Translate this seed, using previously tabulated WZ-seeds, to its g-version Seedy(a +
An,b+ Bn,--- k + ko + Kn)

(3) Find ¢-WZ-mate for F'(n, k) = Seed,(a+ An,b+ Bn, -, k+ko+ Kn), then apply again
Proposition

Our compatibility between classical and ¢ WZ-seeds via
111{1 Seed, = Seed
q—1*

ensures we are finding g-analogue for our original equality We will illustrate through various
not-so-trivial examples that, as long as step (1) passes through, a g-analogue can always be found.
However, among the four terms appearing in
Y F(0,k)+ Y g(n)=> G(n,0)+ lim > F(n,k)
k>0 n>0 n>0 7 k20
the two terms involving limits Y59 g(n) and lim, e Y50 F' (7, k) make our life a bit more difficult,

a difficulty already present in classical hypergeometric case. We analyse them now.
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1.4. Asymptotic of g-gamma function. We reiterate our tacit convention that 0 < ¢ < 1 through-

out.

Lemma 1.4. Asx — +oo, we have T'y(2) = (1-¢)/>7*C,(1+0(q")), here C, is a non-zero constant

that depends on q only.
Proof. See [16]. In fact, one can give an explicit expression of Cy, but we won’t need it. O
Proposition 1.5. (a) Let n > 1 be an integer,

n 1- qn =
(Cq") = Cq H Fq"(_
1-q "

(b) For a € R, then as n — oo with n € N, we have

Py(a+n)=(1- Q)1/2_a_ncq(1 +0(q"))
and if a ¢ 7,
Lq(1-a)ly(a)

Fq(a - n) = q(1_2‘1+”)”/2(1 _ q)1/2—a+n =
q

(1+0(¢"))

Proof. (a) Follows immediately from the multiplication formula:

nx)HF ( ) ( )mlnf x+—

(b) The first statement follows immediately from above lemma. For second statement, let p(x)
defined by T (2)T,(1-z) = ¢*@D/2e™® p(z), then using [y(z+1) = 11%‘1;1"(1(30), it is easily to check
p(zx) is 1-periodic: p(x +1) = p(x). Therefore
q(a—n)(a—n—l)/Qeﬂ'i(a—n)p(a _ TL) ) q(a—n)(a—n—l)/Qeﬂi(a—n)p(a)

Iy(1-a+n) Iy(1-a+n)

using first statement concludes the proof. O

Fy(a-n)=

Above proposition completely settled the term g(n) := limg_ . G(n,k). We shall only give two

illustrative examples:

Example 1.6. Let us elaborate why g(n) := limg_, . G(n,k) in Example [l vanishes. We relabel our
auxiliary variables, write F'(n,k) = Gauss2F1,(a —n,b—n,c,d+k + 2n), ie.

Ly(~a+c+n)Ty(=b+c+n)Ty(a+d+k+n)Ty (b+d+k+n)g (drk+2n)(arb=c=2n)
Fyla-n)Ty(b-n)Ly(d+k+2n+1)Iy(—a-b+c+2n)Ly(c+d+k+2n)

F(n,k) =

Using part (b) of above proposition, we have, for fixed n as k - oo

(1 _ q)—a—b+c+2n+1rq(_a +e+ n)Fq(—b fe+ n)q—((d+k+2n)(a+b—c—2n))
Fy(a-n)Ly(b-n)Ly(-a—b+c+2n)

F(TL, k) o _ O(q(2n+c—a—b)k)

The g-rational function G(n,k)/F(n,k) is quite long, but if we really computed it, then we will see

its O(1) when n is fixed and k — co. Therefore we conclude, ¢ —a —b > 0 implies g(n) =0 for n > 0.

Example 1.7. Let

(~1)"(q+ 1) 2T o (e~ BTy (—a+2¢ + 0~ DT g(a+ 2k + n)Tga (b + k + n)g 2en-2ms2en+2ken®

F(n,k:):F T 3
2Og(a-n)e(k+n+ 1) (-a+c+n-2)Te(c+k+n)le2 (a+b-c+k+32)Ty(-a-2b+2c+n-1)

this comes from Seed2,(a - a-n,b—>b,c > ¢,k — k +n). It has WZ-mate

o q2c (1 _ q2a+2b72c+2k+1) (qa+1 _ q26+2k+3n)

G(n,k) = -F(n,k)q (2a+T — g2ov2n) (qa+2bel _ g2eem)
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We wish to compute g(n) :=lim,_,. G(n, k). First we use (b) of above proposition, giving

(-1)™(¢q- I)QC’q(q + 1)“7"+%Fq2 (c=-b)I¢(-a+2c+n-— l)q”(72a72b+2c+”)

F(n,k) = ¢**
(Cp2)? T2 (D)y(a-n)T e (—a+c+n- %)Fq(—a -2b+2c+n-1)

(1+0(d"))

now the ratio (C,2)?/C, can be converted back to g-gamma function using (a), which is /T +gl'j2(1/2).
For G(n,k), we have a cancellation of ¢?* in asymptotic, hence g(n) is non-zero in this case, and
we obtained its expression in terms of g-gamma function. We will employ this WZ-pair F(n,k) in
Example [V] below.

Remark 1.8. We make two remarks. First, the cancellation of (C,2)?/C, into ¢g-gamma function
above is not accidental, it is a general feature of our tabulated WZ-seeds.

Second, g(n) is always non-zero if the corresponding WZ-seed comes from a hypergeometric summa-
tion formula that is balanced. In above example, Seed2 comes from Balanced3F2. Other WZ-seeds
sharing this property are Dougall7F6, Seed7, Seed9, Seed10. When we use WZ-pair from these seeds

on Proposition [[3, we must deal with an additional sum Y50 g(n).

Next we investigate the behaviour of
lim Y F(n,k)
7 k20
appearing in Proposition [[L3] In both classical and ¢ cases, this is the most intractable term in the
formula. Rest of materials in this section is rather technical, and can be skipped at first reading,
provided readers are willing to accept limy, o0 Y50 F'(1, k) is really 0 unless we specified otherwise.
We take a similar approach to classical case (Section 2.4 of [2]). Consider a very general g-
hypergeometric term, not-necessarily coming from a WZ-seed,
[T72 Ty . (ai + Cik + Din)
MM\ Ty, (bi + Eik + Fyn)

F(TL, k) — qAn +Bn+Cnk+Dk +EkR1(q)nR2(q)k

here
A B,C,D,Ec€R C;,D;,E;,F;€Z a;b;jcR r;t;eZ>

and Ri(q), R2(q) are two rational function in ¢ with R;(¢ =0) and Rz(q = 0) non-zero.

We shall assume this F(n, k) satisfies the following two assumptions:

e For fixed n, asymptotic of F(n,k) as k — oo has the form
F(n,k) ~ qU1k+U2k2 x O(1)

e For fixed k, asymptotic of F(n,k) as n — oo has the form
F(n, k) ~ g™V 5 0(1)

i.e., we require there should be no (1 -¢*)" or (1 -¢*)* appearing in asymptotic expansion. After
some contemplation, readers will see all F(n, k) derived from our list of WZ-seed has this property.

For F(n,k) satisfying this assumption, let x > 0 be a fixed real number, we have

|F(n,nx)| = q"z(m)”zwl(m)” x O(1) n — oo, nx €Z



WILF-ZEILBERGER SEEDS: ¢-ANALOGUES 11

for some function vq(x),ve(z). Using Proposition [L3 it is not difficult to derive the following

expression of v; and vs:

m l
va(x)=A+Cx+ D2? + Zrixg(cix +D;) - Z tixo(Eix + F;)
i=1 i=1

i 1 ! 1
Vl(.’L') =B+ FEx+ Zri(ai - §)X1(CZ.’L' + Dz) - Ztl(bl - §)X1(E1-T + Fz)
i=1 i=1

here
x x<0 222 x<0

xi(z) = x2(7) =
0 >0 0 >0

Both v; are continuous and note that vo does not depend on a;,b; in expression of F(n, k).

The following criterion is g-version of corresponding classical version in [2].

Proposition 1.9. Given F(n,k) as in above, if

iggmin(yl(x), va(z)) >0

then limy, o Y150 F'(n, k) = 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove, for each x > 0, there exists § > 0 such that
> |F(n.k)|
ke(z—6,2+0)xn

tends to 0 as n — oco. For an « >0, if v2(x) > e >0, then for some small 6 >0, we have
IF(n, k) =0(¢)  (z-0)n<k<(z+d)n

so the sum is dominated by

|F(n.k)| < ng™
ke(z-6,2+0)xn

which tends to 0. For an z >0, if v5(x) =0 but v;(x) > e >0, then again for some small § > 0,
|F(n, k)| = O(¢"™) (x-0)n<k<(z+d)n

so the sum is dominated by

>, |F(n k) <ng™
ke(z-6,2+0)xn

this also tends to 0. U

Example 1.10. For F(n,k) = Gauss2Fl,(a -d-n,b—-d-n,c-d+1,d+k+2n+1) in Example
I one computes vo(z) = 3 + 2z, which is positive on x > 0. Therefore above proposition implies
limy, o0 Ypso F(n, k) = 0.

For F(n,k) = Seed2,(1/2+a—-n,b+1/2,1+c¢,d+ k +n) we will use in Example [[V] below, one
computes vo(x) = 1/2, so above Proposition implies lim,, o Y150 F'(n, k) = 0.

For F(n,k) = Seed10,(a+3b-2n+1/2,2b+ 1,c+ k +n) we will use in Example [XIIl below, one
computes

4 z>1
va(x) = )
%+3z—% 0<x<1

so above Proposition again implies lim,_,c > 350 F'(n, k) = 0.
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In above examples, we only need knowledge of vo(x), free variables a,b,c,d play no role here.
There are some other examples which we need to use the finer function 14 (x), which depends on

these free variables.

Example 1.11. For
F(n,k) =Gauss2Fly(-a-b+c+1/2-n,—a+c-n+1/2,-a-b+2c-n+1,2a+2b-2c+d+k +2n)
in Example [VIIl below, one computes

va(x) =0 vi(xz)=2a+b+d+ax

thus if b, d in a neighbourhood of 0 and a > 0, we have lim;,, o > ;50 F'(n, k) = 0. We shall apply this

restriction on a,b,d when we perform that example.

Example 1.12. Consider
F(n,k) :Seed9q(1—2(a+n),—a—n+%,—a—n+%,a+kz+n)
that we will use in Example [XVIIl We have
1- 242 x<1/2 % - 4 x<1/2
vo(x) =42 -4z +22% 1/2<x<1 vi(r)={-4+4a+4x—4dar 1/2<x<1
0 21 -2+ 2z rz2>1
so min(vy(z),vo(x)) is zero at x = 1, so above proposition fails to apply. Indeed, we will see

limy,— o Xpso F' (0, k) is nonzero.

We will only give two examples in this article in which limy,_,co Y150 F'(n, k) is non-zero: Examples
XVl and XVIIl For all other examples, above proposition applies to conclude it is zero.

When the limit is non-zero, it is sometimes a daunting task to compute them: the classical
hypergeometric case is more understood since we have a greater variety of tools from asymptotic
analysis available (cf. last section of [2]). For the g-hypergeometric case, our choice of strategy is

more limited. We are only able to evaluate this limit for Example [XVIl but not for Example [XVTII

2. MORE EXAMPLES
Example ITI. Using
F(n, k) = Dougall5F4, (-n,-n,-n,-n,k +2n + 1)
and Proposition says (with vanishing limiting terms):

Y F(0,k)= > G(n,0)

k>0 n>0

which becomes

5> ¢*(1+¢"*) > (D" DEP () (g:9)

iz (L=g'*F)3 05 (1-4¢")°(:9)3,

with P,(n) = 10¢°" +10¢°" +5¢"" +¢°" =5¢*" 1 = 15¢*" 1 +¢°" 72 = 24¢°" " +5¢°" 7% —15¢°" " +10¢™ % -

5¢"" 1 +10¢%772 + 5¢°772 4+ ¢'0"2 L 5¢™ + 1. This is a g-analogue of a hypergeometric expression of

¢(3) (due to [1]):

> (—i ”%(205712 - 160n + 32) = —2((3)
2197 n>(1/2)3,

n>1
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The hypergeometric version, can of course, be proved directly using classical version of WZ-pair.

Example IV. The Ramanujan-type 1/7 formula

2 (38
(2.1) nzo( 3

has a four-parameter deformation, from which above is obtained by specializing at a =b=c=d =0:

4
(bn+1)=—
™

2726 (b+d+ 1) (a+c+2d+
akgo(d+1();C(c+d23kl§k(a+b+d+12)]jC

20+t 2H 2D (d+ DT (c+d+ )T (a+b+d+3) 2" (-a-c+3) (-a+e+s),
I‘(b+d+%)1"(a+c+2d+%)(2a+4b—20+1)\/7_rano (1-a)p(-a-2b+c+3)
2a+2b+2d+1 277" (2a-2c-4d-6n-1)(-a-c+3) (-a+c+3) (b+d+3) (a+c+2d+3),
:2a+4b—26+1,§0 (1—a)n(d+1)n(c+d+1)n(—a—2b+c+%)n

this can be obtained by apply Proposition [[.3] to
F(n,k)=Seed2(1/2+a-n,b+1/2,1+c¢,d+k+n)

here ¥,,50 9(n) gives the 3,50 on LHS of equality, here we assume reader knows how to compute
asymptotic of ratio of gamma functions. And lim,_,c X150 F'(n, k) vanishes. To derive a g-analogue

of above formula, we simply apply Proposition on its g-version:

F(n,k) =Seed2,(1/2+a-n,b+1/2,1+¢,d+k+n)

giving
1
(1 qQa)q2k( 2b+2d+1’q ) (qa+c+2d+2§Q)2k .
=0 (1 — q2a+2b+2d+2k+1)(q2d+2, q1+2a+2b+2d, q2+2c+2d; q2)k

(1 + q)a+c+2d+%r\q2 (d+ 1)Fq2 (C+ d+ 1)Fq2 (a+ b+d+ %) (1 _ q)q—an+a—2bn+cn72d+"72—%(q a— c+— q7a+c+1/2;q)n

(q“”b*% - )T, Q(l)F 2(b+d+%)Fq(a+c+2d+%) n>0 (q272a§q2)n(q7a72b+c+5;Q)n
~ Z q—a+c+2d+3n+ 3 )q—an+a—2bn+cn—2d+"72—% (q—a—c+% q a+c+ qa+c+2d+ 3. q) (q2b+2d+1; q2 )n
a =0 (qa+2b+— q )( 2— 2a 2+2c+2d 2+2d ) ( —a-2b+c+i : Q)n

we remark the term I'j2 (1/2) in lim,, - o g(n) comes from Proposition[[.5lwhen calculating limy ... G(n,k) =
g(n). Letting a = 0 kills the summation in &, the remaining summation in n on LHS can actually

expressible in terms of g-gamma (Lemma [AJ]in appendix), resulting in

_ nZ 1_ 1 1
2bn+en+ 15 (1 qc+2d+3n+2 )(q c7 qc+ 3, qc+2d+ 3, q)n(q2b+2d+1; qQ)n

(22) Y1

n>0 (q2

, 242 g2e+2d+2, ®)n(q —2b+c+%;q)n

_(-9Q+ q)2d+1rq2(1 ) (d+ )Ty (-2b+c+ $)Tpe(c+d+1)
L (3)T(1-20)T 2 (<b+c+ )Ty (c+2d+ 1)

When b =c=d =0, this is a g-analogue of equation 2.1}

5 (1-¢"")(@:¢*)n (e qDn _ _1-¢"
150 (¢*:¢*)3 Fgi(1/2)?

this was also derived in [I2]. Equation can be seen as a 3-parameter deformation of it. We will

obtain another g-analogue for this 1/7 formula in Example [VIIl
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Example V. The formula

(2.3) Z(

n>0

(%)3 (42 +5) = %

has a 3-parameter g-analogue as follows:

q5n [2-2bn+cn-4b-4 o Pq(n)(ql"%, q1—2b+2c. q2) (q1/2—c 1/2+c, q1/2+c+2d; q)n(qc+2d+1/2; Q)Bn
n>0 (q2; q2)n( ~2brers, Q)3n+2(q2d+2 2°+2d+2; q2)2n+1
(1-q)(1+¢)*™ T (1-b)ye(d+ 1)Ly (-2b+c+ L) Dpa(c+d+1)
- VAl (3)Tg(1-20)T 2 (<b+c+ 1Ty (c+2d+ 1)

: _ Ab+T7/2 2b+c+3n+b 2b+4n+9/2 2b+2c+4n+9/2 4b+2d+4n+11/2 4b+2c+2d+4n+11/2 2b+c+5n+5
with Py(n) = ¢ -q -q -q -q -q +q -

4 2 4 4 2 2 11/2 4b+2c+2 11/2 2 2
b+c+2d+5n+ —q b+c+2d+5n+5 +q c+6n+11/ +q +q b+2c+2d+6n+11/ +q b+c+2d+Tn+5 +

2 2 2 2 4. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2b+2c+2 2
b+c+2d+7n+6 +q b+c+2d+Tn+7 —-q b+c+2d+Tn+6 +q b+3c+2d+Tn+5 +q b+3c+2d+7n+6 +q b+3c+2d+Tn+7 +q b+2c+2d+8n+9/ +

4b+2d+6n+11/2 _ q2b+2c+2d+6n+9/2

q
q
4b+2c+4d+8n+11/2 4b+2c+4d+8n+15/2 3c+2d+9n+7 4b+2c+4d+10n+13/2 3c+2d+11n+6 3c+2d+11n+8 2b+3c+4d+11n+9
q +q ?—q +q ?—q —q —q -
q2b+2c+4d+12n+13/2 7q2b+2c+4d+12n+15/2 7q2b+2c+4d+12n+17/2 +q4¢:+4d+12n+15/2 7q2b+4c+4d+12n+13/2 _2b+4c+4d+12n+15/2
2b+4c+4d+12n+17/2 3c+4d+13n+8 | 2b+3c+4d+13n+9 5c¢+4d+13n+8 _4b+3c+6d+13n+8 4c+4d+14n+17/2 4c+4d+14n+19/2
q /?—q +q —q -q +q +q /2
2b+4c+6d+14n+17/2 3c+4d+15n+8 | 5c+4d+15n+8 2b+3c+6d+15n+9 2b+5¢+6d+15n+9 2b+4c+6d+16n+17/2 5¢+6d+19n+10
q +q +q +q +q +q -q .
This can be proved mutatis mutandis as previous example with F(n, k) = Seed2,(1/2+a+c—n,b+
1/2-n,c+ 1,k +d+2n), setting a = 0 will kill ¥ ;.59 F(0,k), and ¥,,509(n) can be found using the

same trick as in previous example (i.e. similar to Lemma [AT). Letting b=c=d =0 yields

2
Z q5n (2q4n+2 + q6n+1 2q8n+2 q8n+4 _ q10n+1 + 2q10n+3 _ q12n+4 _ 2q14n+3 _ q18n+5 + 1)( ) (q q4)§z
#30 (¢*2 + 1)%(q*:q*)n(q*5 043,
__1-d
T,:(1/2)?

letting ¢ — 17 recovers the formula at the start. We will give another g-analogue of this formula in
Example [VIII] below.

Example VI.

2.4 B D) (O 154n +15) = ——
24 L)y (=
has the following generalization:

20 (cat bt g),,

“k; b+ (et D)
(1270t O P(n) (a+b-c+3) (a-b+c+y) (-a+b+c+y)
B nzo (a+1)n(b+ Danr1(c+ anet
where P(n) = 8a°-8a?b-8a*c—8a’n+4a” -8ab* +48abc+48abn+24ab—-8ac® +48acn+24ac+88an’ +104an+30a+
8% +24b% ¢+ 88b%n + 36b% + 24bc” + 240bcn + T2bc+440bn> +312bn+46b+8¢® +88¢%n + 36¢2 +440cn? +312¢n +46¢+

616n° +676n> +214n+15, this can be proved using F'(n, k) = Gauss2F1(1/2-a+b—c-n,1+b—c,c+k+2n),

3n

here the analytic prerequisites of Proposition [[3] require R(a) > 0 and b, ¢ near 0, we still have
g(n) =0, limy, 00 Ypso F(n,k) = 0. Now we want to set a = 0, but this cannot be done right away
since series Y ;.o on LHS diverges when a = 0, one needs a limiting process. First,

270702 (—atbrc+g),  27230(b+ 1) (c+ 1)

(b+1)g(c+1)g - Vil (-a+b+c+3)

Lok
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whence as a - 07,

lim (a >,

a—0~ k>0 (b+1)k(c+1)k

2—a—b—c—2k (

111%1_ al(1l+a)

—_——
=1

—a+b+c+%)2k _ 2‘%I‘(b+1)1"(c+1)
VL (b+c+ 1)

letting @ = 0 on RHS poses no issue, we then have the following two-variable identity:

Z (—1)”2’b’c’5”’6]5(n) (b —c+ %)n (—b+ c+ %)n (b+ c+ %)Bn _ 2‘1/2F(b+ DI(c+1)
=0 (b+2n+1)(c+2n+1)(1)n(b+1)2,(c+1)2, \/Er(b+c+%)

with P(n) = 86 + 24b%c + 88b%n + 36b2 + 24bc? + 240bcn, + 72be + 440bn? + 312bn + 46b + 8¢ + 88¢*n + 36¢2 +
440en® + 312¢n + 46¢ + 616n° + 676n? + 214n + 15. Specializing to b = ¢ = 0 recovers 2.4l
A g-version of above argument can be carried out in exact parallel. Using g-counterpart of the

same WZ-seed, we arrive at

Qak (q—a+b+c+ q)%
)

=0 (q2b+2 Q)k(q26+2 2)k
o Z 1)nq3an+bn+cn+7n2/2—3/2 % Pq(n)(qa+b—c+% , qa—b+c+% : q)n(q ;q)S
- (1 qb+2n+1) ( b+2n+1 1) (1 _ qc+2n+1) (qc+2n+l + 1)(q2a+2; q2)n(q2b+2 q2¢2+2 2)2

n>0

(1-¢"*)

—a+b+c+3

a+b+c+5n+2 a+b+c+5n+3 3a+b+c+Tn+4 2a+2b+2¢c+10n+9/2 a+3b+3c+13n+6 2a+2b+6n+7/2 _

where P;(n) = ¢ +q +q -q +q -q

q2a+2c+6n+7/2 _ q2b+2c+8n+7/2 _ q2b+2c+8n+11/2 + q2b+4n+7/2 + q2c+4n+7/2 . Here the same restriction on

_ g
a, b, c applies: R(a) >0, b, ¢ in a neighbourhood of 0.

We next find the limit of LHS as a — 0~. Using Proposition [LB] we calculate asymptotic of

summand:
1 b+c+1 _b—c
G (g2 q)ay, - g2k (1-¢*) Do (b+1)Tge(c+1)(1-¢)™ +0(¢")
(q2b+2 2) (q26+2 2)k \/quQ (%)Fq (b+C+ %)
=A

hence

( 0 Z Qak(q—a+b+c+l.q)2k 5 Z ak

hm (1-¢°%) : ) Ahm(l )Y ¢ =A
=0 (@ %6®)k(¢*2% ¢ i=0

whence

( 1)n bn+cn+7n?/2—- 3/2P (n)( b—c+3 .q —btc+d. q) ( btc+i. q)3
n
7230 (1 _ qb+2n+1)(qb+2n+1 + 1)(1 _ qc+2n+1)(qc+2n+1 + 1)((] ,q2+2b 2+2(, 2)

_(1-9 +q)b+c+5Fq2(b+ DI e2(c+1)
- T (3)Tg(b+c+d)

2b+2c+8n+11/2

with P (n) _ 7qb+c+5n+2 7qb+c+5n+3 7qb+c+7n+4 Jr(]2174-2c+-isru-7/2

2b+4n+7/2 2b+6n+7/2 2c+4n+T7/2 2¢c+6n+7/2
q +4q -9 +q

2b+2c¢+10n+9/2 3b+3c+13n+6
+q +q -q -

+¢*?. This is a g-analogue of above 2-variable hyperge-

ometric identity. Setting b = ¢ = 0 produces a g-analogue of 2.4l that was described by J. Guillera
(9):

(_l)nq7n2 (2q2n+1 + 3q4n+2 + 4q6n+3 + 3q8n+4 _ q10n+1 _ q10n+3 + 2q10n+5 _ 2q12n+2 12n+6

+4q
_ 3q14n+3 _ 3q16n+4 _ 3q18n+5 _ 2q20n+6 _ q22n+7 + 1)(q7 q2)3n(q7 q2)721

go (1 +1)2(g**2 +1)2(¢*; 0 (a*: 0%)3,

_(-@)Vi+e

Ly %)W(%)
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Example VII. Using F(n,k) = Gauss2F1,(-a-b+c-n+ %,—a+c—n+ %,—a—b+ 2c-n+1,2a+
2b—-2c+d+k+2n), we find, for $R(a) >0 and b,¢,d in a neighbourhood of 0:

1/2+a+2b—c+d.
,qPrarebmerd gy,

a
Z q
b (qa+b+d+17 q2a+2b—2c+d+1; Q)k

k( a+b—c+d+i
(¢ :

1 at+b—c+i _a+b-ctd+i _a+2b-ct+d+i

4 25q,9 2,q 2,q 25q)n
=0 (1 _ q“)(l _ q2a+2b—2c+d+2n+1)(qa+17 qa+b+d+1; q)n(q2a+2b—2c+d+1; Q)Qn

- 2 —
2an+bn-2c+dn+n Pq(n)(qa c+

. ) 1 y 1
with Pq(n) _ _q2a+b+c+d+2n+2 _ qQa-%—2b+c+d+2n+2 _ 2a+2b+d+2n+1 3a+2b+d+3n+1 3a+3b+2d+3n+1 20.

q +q +q
Intimating above example, letting a — 0 from the right gives

+q

Z qbn—2c+dn+n2]3q(n)(q1/27c7q1/2+b7c,ql/z—b—c+d;q)n(qzb—c+d+§;q)n B (1- q)Fq(b+ d+ 1)Fq(2b— 2c+d+1)
=0 (1 _ q2b—20+d+2n+1)(q, q1+b+d; q)n(qu—2(1+d+1; q)2n Fq (b —c+d+ %) Fq (2b —c+d+ %)

- 1 1
here Pq(n) — _qb+c+d+2n+2 _ q2b+c+d+2n+2 _ q2b+d+2n+1 + 2b+d+3n+1 3b+2d+3n+1

q +q +¢%¢. Specializing at
b=c=d=0 gives
2
q2n (1 +q2n+1 _ 2q4n+1)(q;q2)i ) 1 _q2
aso (@@ ¢%)an (a5 6?7 T (1/2)?

this is another g-analogue of equation [2Z1] different from that in Example [Vl

Example VIIIL Being with F(n,k) = Gauss2F1,(-a-b+c-n+%,b-n+3,c+1,d+k+2n), and

proceeding like previous example, then let a - 07, we obtain

Z q—2b+cn+2dn+3n2 (q1/2—b, q1/2+b, q1/2+b—c, q1/2—b+c’ q1/2+b+d, q1/2—b+c+d; q)nﬁq(n)
o (1 _ q2n+1)(1 _ qd+2n+1)(1 _ qc+d+2n+1)(q, q1+d, q1+c+d; (Z)2n
~ (1-¢)Ty(d+1)Ty(c+d+1)
T Ty(b+d+ i) (~b+crd+l)

~ . 1 . ) )
where Pq(n) — _q2b+c+d+2n+1 _qb+c+d+3n+ 3 +q2b+c+d+4n+1 +q2b+c+d+4n+2 2b+c+2d+4n+1 2b+c+2d+4n+2 _

b+2c+2d+Tn+32
q 2—q

2b+d+2n+1 _q3b+d+3n+§ +q2b+d+4n+1

=c=d=0 gives

+q +q

3b+c+3d+7n+% _ b+2c+3d+Tn+2 | 2b+c+2d+8n+3

q 2+q
2b+d+4n+2 +q4b+2d+6n+2_

3b+c+2d+Tn+3 _ i

3b+2d+Tn+35 _

2b+c+2d+6n+3 _qb+c+2d+7n+§ _

q

q
q2b+2n+1 + q2b +q

2

730 (1 +1)%(¢% ¢%)3, e (

q

2b+c+3d+8n+3 2b+2¢+3d+8n+3
+q —q

2c+2d+6n+2 Let b

+q q

q6”2 (3q2n+1 i 3q4n+2 _ 2q6n+1 + q6n+3 _ 3q8n+2 _ 3q10n+3 + 1)(q; q2)2 _ 1-¢g?

)2

W=

this is another g-analogue of in Example [V

Example IX. Proceeding exactly the same as in the previous two examples using F(n,k) =

113
Seedl,(1/2—a+b-n,1+b,c+k+n), we can find a two-variable g-analogue of ano(—%)n ((%));7 (6n+1)
2v2.

(_1)nqbn+20n+3n2/2(1 _ qb+2c+3n+1/2)(q1/2—b, q1/2+b, b+2c+%

q $Q)n

2

2 4242 24+2b+2c. 42
"0 (g, %2, q>*20%2¢; ¢2),,

_ (1-q)(1+q)" 23T 2 (c+ 1)l (b+c+1)

T (3)Tg(b+2c+13)

setting auxiliary parameters b = ¢ = 0 will recover a formula found in [I1].
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Example X. Using F(n,k) = Gauss2F1l,(-a —b+c+ %,b—n+ %,c+n+ 1,d+ k +n) and proceed

exactly as in Example [VI] letting a — 0~ produces the formula

1

2
(-1)"g 225 P () (270, ¢" 5, g ), (7 q)en . (1= )Tg(d+ 1)Dg(c+d +1)

Z . - - 1 1
6 (1_q2n+1)(q,qc+d+17q)2n(1_q(,+d+2n+1) Fq (b+d+—)F (—b+C+d+§)
. 1 3 5
with P (n) _ 7q2b+c+d+2n+1 7qb+c+d+3n+ 5 +q2b+c+2d+3n+1 +q2b+c+d+4n+1 +q2b+c+d+4n+2 qb+c+2d+4n+ qb+2c+2d+7n+ 3 _
3b+d+2n+ L 2b+d+3n+1 2b+2n+1 2b 2c+2d+6n+2
q 2+q -q tq¢ +q .

Using another WZ-pair F(n, k) = Seed3,(a+b+c+ %, b+ %, c—-n+ %, d+k+n) and proceed exactly

as in Example [V letting a — 0~ produces another formula:

Z ( 1)n 2cn+2dn+n? 3P (n)( b+ qb+2d+%;q)2n(q2b+2c+2d+1,q1—2c;q2)n

ns0 (1 — qb+d+2n+1)(qb+d+2n+1 + 1)(q2d+2; q2)n(1 _ qb+2c+2d+2n+%)(q2; q2)n( 2b+2d+27 q2)2 ( b+2c+2d+3 : q)2n
(=) (1 +q) T (d+ 1)l (b+d+ 1)Tq (b+2¢+2d + 5)
Lo(b+2d+ ) Tpe (c+d+3)Tpe (b+c+d+3)

9 11
with P, (n) _ _q2b+2c+2d+4n+4 _q2b+2c+4d+4n+4+q2b+2c+4d+6n+4 +q3b+2c+4d+6n+ 3 +q3b+2c+4d+6n+ 5 _q4b+2c+6d+10n+6 _

z 9 . .1s .
qb+2d+4n+2 _qb+2d+4n+2 _q2b+2d+4n+5 + q2b+2d+6n+5 +q2b+4d+6n+5 + q3- Maklng au aux1hary varlables to be

0 in two formulas above, we arrive at respectively:

2
Z ( 1)nq3n (2q2n+1 _ q4n+1 + q4n+2 _ q6n+1 _ q8n+2 _ q10n+3 + 1)((];(]2)271(%(]2)?1 _ 1- q2
150 (1 +1)2(¢% ¢°)n (0% 4%)3, Lo2(3)?
Z ( 1)n 2n2 (q4n+1 + q4n+2 _ q8n+1 _ q8n+2 _ q12n+3 + 1)(q;q2)2n(q2;q4)% ) 1- q4

130 ("2 +1)(g* q")2n(q*:¢*)3 Ly (3)?

they are both g-analogues of ¥, .0(~55 )”%(Q(M +3) = %.

Example XI. We can derive a g-analogue of

LB (Da (), 16v3
HZ:O(Q) 12 (8n+1)_T

using F'(n, k) = Seed104(a+3b-n+ 5, 2b+1,k+c+n). Similar to Example [V] setting a = 0 will kill
Yrs0 F(0, k), leaving us with

Z q (1 q3b+3c+4n+§ )(q1/2—3b 1/2+3b. ) (q3b+3c+1/2 Q)Qn
= (q; q)2n(q3c+3 3+6b+3c 3)
_ (-9 +q+ 130320 g (e 4+ 1)Tygs (b+ e+ 2) Ty (20 + 4+ 1) g7 (q1/273, ¢1/2+%: ).,
Ly (%)Fqg'(%)rq (3b+36+%) n>0 (¢:9)2n

we remark the terms I's (%) [gs (%) in denominator again comes from Proposition [[.5] when calcu-

lating limg, o G(n,k) = g(n). We evaluate in the appendix (Lemma [A.2) the last sum on RHS,

whence
Z q (1 q3b+35+4n+2)(q1/2 3b 1/2+3b q) (q3b+3c+1/2 q)2n
30 (q,q)zn(q3°+3, 3+6”+3°,q3)n
(=) (@ +q+1)" 2 Tpa (e Dys (b+ e+ 1) Tys(2b+ e+ 1)
_ q)(q° +q c 3 c @ c

Ty (3-0)Tys (b+3)T(3b+3c+ 1)
Setting b =c =0 gives

2 2
(1= (@) m(gd®)? (1-)Vat+¢*+1

n30 (¢%:6%)2n (4% ¢%)2 e (3)re(R)




18 KAM CHEONG AU

this is a g-analgoue of 1/m-formula cited at beginning. A one-variable special case of above two-

variable formula is recorded in [13].

Example XII. Using the WZ-pair F(n,k) = Seed10,(a + 3b—2n + %, 2b+1,¢+k+n), and proceed

like above example, one shows the formula

5 (L @ DnDe e, gy 168
n>0 (1)n ™

has a two-variable g-analogue:

Z ( 1)n 3bn—b+3cn— c+——§P (n)(q2 -3b .q +%;q)2n(q3/2—3b—3c;qS)n(q3b+3c+1/2;q)n
o) (q2b+2c+1 —q —b—c+3n-3 )(q q)4n+2(q3c+3, q6b+3c+3; q3)n
(1—Q)(q2+q+1)3b+36+21“ (e+ 1)L, (b+c+ ) Fys(2b+c+1)

s (5) T (5)T (3b+30+-)

2 5
an (_q3b+4n+5 _ 6b+6n+2 3b+8n+— 3b+8n+— +q

y Z q q +q 2 +q
n>0 (q7 Q)4n+2

6n+2)(q——3b q3b+§ : Q)Qn

6b+3c+4n+6 9b+6c+5n+9/2 9b+6c+5n+11/2 3b+3c+6n+11/2 9b+3c+6n+11/2 6b+6c+Tn+6
-q -q -q -q +q +

where P,(n) =

12b+6¢c+7n+6 6b+3c+8n+3 6b+3c+8n+4 6b+3c+8n+6 6b+3c+8n+7 9b+6¢c+9n+11/2 3b+3c+10n+9/2 9b+3c+10n+9/2
q +q +q +q +q +q —-q —-q -

6b+3c+12n+4 9b+6¢+13n+15/2 6b+3c+16n+6 6b+3c+4 3b+3n+5/2 3b+7n+9/2 6b+9n+4 3b+11n+9/2 3b+11n+11/2
q —-q +q +q -q +q +q —-q -q +

¢”™**. The sum in n on RHS will be evaluated in appendix (Lemma [A4), giving

on 1 1 —3b— -
Z ( 1)n 3bn-b+3cn—c+24- p (n)(q -3b q3b+2;q)2n(q3/2 3b Sc. 3) (q3b+3c+1/2;q)n
(q2b+2c+1 _ q*b c+3n— 2 )(q; q)4n+2( Sc+3 6b+3c+3 3)

n>0
_ 3b+3 [ .2 3b+3c+1 1 A
(1-9)¢** (¢ +q+1) Tys(c+1)Tgs (b+c+ 1) Tya(2b+c+1)

L (2-0)Tps (b+§) Iy (3b+3c+1)

Substituting b =c = 0:

+ q4n+2 + q6n+2 +q + q8n+3 _ q10n+1 + q10n+4 _ 412n+2 12n+3

q -q
Z _ q14n+2 _ q14n+3 _ q16n+3 _ q16n+4 _ q18n+4 _ q20n+5 + 1)((]; q2)n(q3; q6)n(q; q2)§n

(_1)nq5n2 (q2n+1 n q4n+1 6n+3 q8n+2

n20 (@t + 1) (g + (g +1)(¢% ¢%)an (¢ ¢°)7

-Vt +1

T2 (5)Tee (3)

this is a g-analogue of our initial formula.

Among 36 rational 1/7-series (tabulated in [3]), only eight can be proved using our listed WZ-

seeds. We already found (at least one) g-analogues for seven of them, while that for the remaining

113
one Y,50(-1)" ((f); (4n+1)= % is rather trivial and well-known.

Example XIII. The following example has a somewhat different nature than others in this article.

Inspired by a conjecture of Z.W. Sun, the author proved in [2], that

2731 (402 + 8an — 4c2 +4c+20n2 +8n-1)(-a-c+1 a-c+1

T 3n _ a,ceC
250 (—c+2n+1)(2a-2c+2n+1)(1),(1-¢)an (a— c+ §)n
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It turns out this formula has a "formal" g-analogue:

(2.6)
Z q72anfafc71/2(_qafc+4n+3/2 _ q2a—2c+5n+3 + q2a—2c+7n+3 _ qa+c+1/2 + q2a+n+1 + qn+1)(q—a—c+1/2; q)n(qachrl/Z; q)Bn
b (1 — ge+2n+l)(gme+2n+l 4 1)(1 - qa—c+n+§)(q2; q2)n (g2 2¢; q2)2n(qa—c+% D

1 7a7c71/2r (=) .2(1 -
:_( +q) : q( a) ql( c) MR(a)<0,ceC,0<q<1
Fq2(§)rq(_a_c+§)

note the summand in tends to that of when ¢ — 1, whereas RHS does not. As a result,

27\n (1/6)n(5/6)n 10n-1

provides no sensible g-analogue for },,.0(53 oL o

a=c=0in[20

=0, which is obtained by setting

To establish 2.6l one simply uses the g-version of WZ-seed that proves 2.5 i.e.,

1
F(n,k):Seedlq(a+c—n+ 5,c—n+1,k+2n)

g 2et2n) (g 4 1)“7672’“73"7%1} (—a +c-n+ %) ry (a +c+2k+3n+ l)

2
Fp(-a)lp(k+2n+1)T, (a+c—n+ %)F

q2(C+k+n+1)

When R(a) < 0 and ¢ € C, analytic prerequisites of Proposition [[3] are met, and g(n) = 0,

therefore

Y F(0,k)= > G(n,0)+ lim > F(n,k)
70 k>0

k>0 n>0

in our case Y150 F'(0, k) can be summed using ¢g-Gauss theorem, giving RHS of 2] and }.,,. G(n,0)
is RHS. In the classical case (i.e. ¢ =1), limy_co Y150 F'(n, k) # 0, whereas for 0 < ¢ < 1, the situation

is different
Lemma 2.1. For R(a) <0 and 0< g <1, lim, o Ypso F(n, k) vanishes.

Proof sketch. Since we know the limit exists, we concentrate on n even, that is, we can replace n by

2n, then Y ;.0 F(n, k) is, after dropping factors irrelevant to n or k:

Fq (—a +c—-2n+ %)Fqg (% + é +3n + i)FqZ (% + é +3n + %) (q3/2+a+c+6n,q1/2+a+c+6n;q2)k Couk
Ly (%) Fp(-a)lpe(4n+1)Cpe(c+2n+1)T, (a +c-2n+ %) 50 (q2+2etan q2+8n. g2,

-8an

In the classical case, finding asymptotic leading term of } ;.- as n — oo is a tricky problem, but
for g-case, the leading term is simply Y50 ¢ 2% = O(1). Asymptotic of remaining g-gamma terms
can be found using Proposition [[5] after some calculation, we found above is O(q~*2%"), so when
R(a) <0, it tends to 0. O

Example XIV. The Ramanujan-type 1/72 series are among first discovered and proved ([7]):

S

)

N [=

~—~

_1)n(

e (2on2+8n+1):§
n>0 22n (1

)3 w?

~1)" (3)3 128
Z( )" () (820n* + 180n +13) = —
as0 2007 (1)7 w

Z(?) T(HOR +34n+3)—§

n>0
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have respective g-deformations

Z (_1)nqn (q2n+1 _4q4n+1 +q6n+1 + q8n+2 + 1)(q7q2)2 ) (1 _ q2)2
ns0 (@@ +1)(¢%¢*)2n(a?;42) L2 (1/2)%
> D" Pi(n) ()X _ (1-¢*)?

S0 (@21 +1)5(¢%42)3, Tge(1/2)%

5 " Po(n)(g:¢M)2n(0:4*)n  _ (1-¢%)°

a0 (@1 +1)3(¢% ¢°)7 (6% 6%)3, T2 (1/2)
Where Pl (n) _ 5q2n+1 + 10q4n+2 _ 5q6n+1 + 10q6n+3 _ 15q8n+2 + 5q8n+4 + q10n+1 _ 24q10n+3 + q10n+5 + 5q12n+2 _

15q12n+4 + 1Oq14n+3 _ 5q14n+5 + 10q16n+4 + 5q18n+5 + q20n+6 + 1,P2(7’L) _ 3q2n+1 _ 3q4n+1 + 3q4n+2 _ 2q6n+1 _

3q6n+2 + q6n+3 12n+3 14n+4

S+l _ 38n+2 _ 9g8n+8 4 341002 _ 3410n+3 4 34 +q +1. They can be proved, just

+q

like their classical counterparts, using respectively the following F'(n, k)
Dougall5F4,(1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,k +n)
Dougall5F4,(1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2~n,k +2n)
Dougall5F4,(1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2,k +2n)

with Y550 F(a,k) = ¥,50 G(n + a,0) and then proceed exactly like Example [VIl All three have a

four-parameter deformation, by putting parameters into Dougall5F4.

Example XV. The following 1/7* were conjectured by J. Cullen and Y. Zhao respectively, and

are proved recently by the author in [2].

1 (H7H,.(3), 204
(== ”M(43680n4+20632n3+4340n2+466n+21) _ 208
nso 212 (17 m
3 1y5 (1 3 1 2
Z(—S—)” (@)n(Dnl@)n(5)n(3)n (4528n* + 3180n° + 972n* + 147Tn +9) = 768
ns0 28 (17 m

They have respective g-deformations:

¢ P (n)(¢% )G _ (1-¢%)*

as0 (@ + 1)(? 1 +1)%(¢%56%) g, T(1/2)8

(=1)"¢" Po(n)(¢:6*)2n(¢%: ¢*)3u (03 6*) _(1-¢4)"

Tgo (" =g+ 1)(¢>" + " + 1) (¢ +1)5(¢% 625 (a% ¢%)3, T2 (1/2)3
where Py (n) = ¢*™ +9¢*™ +36¢*"2 = 7¢%" +84¢°™2 —63¢°™ 2 +126¢°™* - 231" + 1264107 + 354122 -
448¢1 2 4 84410 1 187¢ M3 — 560¢4™ 0 + 36¢M 4T —9¢ 102 4 509¢1 0" — 4411570 4 94158 _ 654183 4
8055745 — 225¢ 187 4 189 4 207+ | 995420m+ | g0520m+6 _ 5420m48 4 9225 _ 417204 1 5092277 -
9q22n+9 +36q24n+4 _560q24n+6 + 187q24n+8 +84q26n+5 _448q26n+7 + 35q26n+9 + 126q28n+6 _ 231q28n+8 + 126q30n+7 _
63q30n+9 + 84q32n+8 _ 7q32n+10 + 36q34n+9 + q34n+11 + 9q36n+10 + q38n+11 +1 and PQ('I’L) _ q2n + q4n + 5q2n+1 _

5q4n+1 + 10q4n+2 *5(]67“—1 _ 16q6n+2 + 10q6n+3 7q8n+1 *11(]87“—2 *25(]87”3 +5an+4 +19qlon+2 _ 14q10n+3 _ 15q10n+4 +

qLOmY5 1 gl2nH2 | 4G gl2neS _gql2ned | 412045 g oldne2 | go14n3 | e ldntd | (14ne5 | 160423,

19g167™+5 4 5gl8n+3 _op18n+d _ 11418045 _ (18046 | 1 20n+d _ 1620045 _ 5 20n46 | 1022045 | 5 22046 | 022047

5¢°4"0 + ¢4 7 4 ¢*"*7 + 1. They can be proved exactly like their classical counterparts (Examples I

16n+3 _14416n+4 |

and IT of [2]) using g-version of corresponding F'(n,k):
Dougall7F6(1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,1/2-n,k+2n)  Dougall7TF6(1/2+n,1/2,1/2,1/2,1/2, k+n)

respectively. They both have a 5-parameter generalization, which is unbearably long even in classical

case.
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For the one example below, we shall require some transformation formula of very-well-poised g¢7
series (Gasper & Rahman (2.10.1), (2.10.10) [5]): Let

1- 2k+a a b c d e _f.
‘/,;(a;b,c,d,e,f) _ Z q (q yd 49,49 ,4,4 aQ)k (2a+2-b—c—d-e—f)k

=0 1- qa (q7 q1+a—b7 q1+a—c, ql-*—a—d7 q1+a—e7 q1+a—f; q)k

then assuming convergence, we have V,(a;b,c,d, e, f) actually equals to both:
Tgla-e+1D)g(a-f+1)q(2a-b-c-d+2)Tq(2a-b-c-d-e—- f+2)
Tgla+Dlg(a-e-f+1)q(2a-b-c-d-e+2)Tq(2a-b-c-d- f+2)
xVg(2a-b-c-d+1l;a-c—-d+1l,a-b-d+1,a-b-c+1,e,f)

and
Tgla-b+1)y(a-c+Dlg(a-d+1)g(a—e+1)y(Ba-b-c-d-e-2f+3)[q(2a—-b-c—-d-e— f+2)
Tyla+ DT ()Tq(2a-b-c—-d-f+2)[g(2a-b-c—-e— f+2)[q(2a-b-d-e—- f+2)Ty(2a—c—-d-e—- f+2)
xVg(Ba-b-c-d-e-2f+2a-b-f+1l,a-c-f+l,a-d-f+l,a-e-f+1,2a-b-c-d-e- f+2)

Example XVI. I claim the follow identity holdﬁ:

k

(1-¢** Z(_l)kqiﬂc(k+1)1+q1+2 1-¢
(1-¢)°T2(1/2)8 5 1+q 1-¢gi*2k
) Z q2n(3q2n+1 _ 4q4n+1 + 2q4n+2 _ 4q6n+1 _ 4q6n+2 + 2q8n+1 _ 4q8n+2 + 3q10n+2 + 3q12n+3 + 3)(q2;q2)3n(q;q2)%
450 (2" + ¢ + 1) (¢>* +1)%(¢% 63 (4% ¢%)3,

It seems possible to express the k-summation in terms of g-gamma, we don’t do it here. This is a
g-analogue of
so 4% (1>

This classical formula is proved by J. Guillera [8]. Let F'(n,k) = Dougall5F4,(1/2 -n,1/2-n,1/2 -
n,n,2n + k), then one finds out g(n) =0 and applying [[3 to F(n + a, k), we have

48
2 _
(747’L +27TL+3) = F

1 1
¢ (1= 2 2) (5 )k (g™ 25 9)}
1
k=0 (1-¢"2)(1 - **) (/g O)r(g®*+5 )3

1
v g™ " Py(n) (¢ @)3n (4 2307, v Lt S P k)
=6 (1 _ qa)?)(qa+n + q2a+2n + 1)(1 _ q2a+2n+1)3(qa+1; q)%(q2a+1; q)gn A n-oo & )

1 1 1 1
here Pq(n) — 6qa+n+5 2q2a+2n+1+4q2a+2n+5 _8q3a+3n+1+4q3a+3n+5_8q4a+4n+1 3q4a+4n+2_2q4a+4n+5 +
5 5 5 5
3q5a+5n+1 8q5a+5n+2+2q5a+5n+2 +8q6a+6n+2_4q6a+6n+2 +2q7a+7n+2_4q7a+7n+2 _6q8a+8n+2 3q9a+9n+3_

_q"(1-¢")T4(1-a)’Ty(a+1)*T ¢ (3a+1)
3and A= T, (3)7T, (3-a)7Ty (a+1) T (2ar )7 °
From this expression, it is immediately clear lim,_.co Y150 F'(n + a, k) must not be 0: LHS is

analytic at a = 0, but the summation in n has order 3 pole at a = 0.

Lemma 2.2. In above notation, lim, .., F(n+a,k) equals

q"Ty(1 - a)’Ty(a)? Z(_l)kq3k(k+1)/21+q1/2+k 1-¢'/?
HOEN TN EY T g

Assuming this, finding leading coefficient as a — 0 yields the identity claimed at start.

2
2note that RHS is the only WZ-method-derived series in this article without quadratic factor g™
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Proof of lemma. The idea is to first rewrite Y50 F'(n +a, k) into a very-well-poised g¢7 series, then
apply various transformation formulas, hoping to find a form in which the limiting behaviour as
n — oo is clear. Firstly, one sees Y50 F'(n + a, k) = equals
g (1= g3 Dy (~a—n +1)?Ty(3a + 3n)Ty(a +n + 1)*
(1-)Ly (3)Te(3)Tg(-a-n+1)2Ty(a+n)ly(2(a+n)+1)3

1 1 1
xV5(3a+3n+ 2 1,a+n+ 3,4+t a+n+

then using above transformation, this V; series equals

Iy(3)Tg(2a+2n+1)°T,(3a+3n+ 1)V (1,3, 3, -a-n+1,—-a-n+1,-a-n+1)

Ty (%)F'I(a+n+ 1)3T'¢(3a +3n)ly (3a+ 3n + %)

now this V; series, i.e.,
Z 1+q1/2+k 1_q1/2 (ql a— n’q)k:
=0 1+ q1/2 1-— q1/2+k (ql+a+n7 q)z

( 3a+3n ) k

has desired property: it tends to the series in statement of lemma as n — oo. Calculating explicit
asymptotic expansion of g-gamma function we picked up along the way (using Proposition [[H) gives

the statement. O

If one uses a more general F'(n,k) = Dougall5F4,(1/2-n,1/2+b-n,1/2+c-n,n+d,e+2n+k)
instead, then one finds a 4-variable generalization of the identity at start, this method of finding the

limit is insensitive to these auxiliary variables.

Example XVII. Using our philosophy on correspondence between classical and g-hypergeometric

identities, a g-analgoue o

a(2)n 32
nZ:O(— 7 —2 (1680 + 760 + 14n +1) = —

should have the form

2
2 7 Z q2n (1 _ q6n+1)(1 + q4n + q2n+1 _ 6q6n+1 + q8n+2 + q10n+1 + q12n+2)(q4;q4)2n(q;q2)§l R
5 (g*" + 1) (g*™! + 1) (g% ¢%)3,(q* %5

We explain our reasoning. Let a be in a neighbourhood of 0, let

1 1
F(n,k) =Seed94(1-2n,n + g/t §,k +n)
its classical version can be used to prove the 32/m3-identity (see Appendix). Using Proposition [[3]
Y F(a,k)+ Y g(n+a)=) G(n+a,0)+ hm > F(a+n,k)
k>0 n>0 n>0 *° k>0
becomes
5 B i [C e O [C A O I C AR )"
i50 (1-qav2+5)2(1 - g7+ 3)2 (g3, q)2 (¢2*2; )3
2(q+ )" (¢* +1) Ty (5 -a)*Tge(a+1)° 3 (P — 1) (g% 2n (¢ 25 0)
+ x .
(- 02) (@~ 1) T (1-a)Ty (as 3)° 6 (a3 + D) (@20 1 1)(¢07L: )3, (72 ¢2)3

,3a+3n)

(q2a + 1)q2an+4a+n2—1(1 _ q3a+3n+%)(qa+n+§ + q2a+2n _ 6q3a+3n+5 + q4a+4n+1 + q5a+5n+§ + q6a+6n+1 + 1)
1
5 ("% ¢%)2n (4" 25 9)5,
720 (1= g2%)5(q% = @) (g™ + 1) (> +1)(¢***; )3, (¢2**%; ¢*)5

Sthis hypergeometric equality was a well-known conjecture due to B. Gourevich, this is recently proved by author

in 2]
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. % lim 3 F(n, k)
TR k20
with A again being a ¢g-gamma factor. First term on LHS has no pole at a = 0, second term on LHS
has pole of order 3, first term on RHS has pole of order 5, so L := lim, o0 Y50 F'(n + a, k) cannot
vanish. Extracting the principal part of series on RHS gives 27
In the classical case (i.e. ¢ = 1), L is evaluated in appendix, but that method does not extend to

g-case. Nonetheless the author still believes L can be evaluated using ¢-gamma function.

Problem 2.3. Let F(n,k) be as above, a be in a neighbourhood of 0, what is
lim Y F(a+n,k)?

We know the limit is finite and non-zero.

Inability to evaluate this limit prevents us from figuring out the RHS of 27}
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APPENDIX A. SEVERAL ¢-HYPERGEOMETRIC SUMMATIONS

We supply proofs of some hypergeometric summations used in Examples [V], XTI XTIl

Lemma A.1. The follow identity holds
qubn+Cn+n2/2(q%76' q) ( C+% ; q)n _ (q + 1)%762[‘(]2 (1 - b)l—‘q (—2b +Cc+ %)

0 (@%@ ), Ly(1-2b)Tg (<b+c+3)

Proof. Replacing ¢ by ¢+ 1/2, we need to prove

o q72lm+cn+—+2(q 7q) ( ;q)n _ (q+1)‘Cqu(1—b)Fq(—2b+c+ 1)
(A1) fla )_nzzo (2% @)n (g2 15 q)n C T (1-20)Tpe(-b+c+1)

creative telescoping in c gives

fla) =1t qm,, ()

the initial condition f(¢°) = 1 implies equation [A1 holds for ¢ € N. This already says f(q¢) holds for
any ¢: f(z) is an analytic function in a neighbourhood of = 0, in which the sequence {¢*,¢?,¢>, -}

accumulates, so we have equality for all ¢, completing the proof. ]

We next prove the summations used in Examples [XI] and [XIIl We quickly recall some basic facts

on Jacobi theta function. Let J(7) >0 and z € C,
9($|T) 9 Z n 7rz'r(n+1/2) sm(2n i 1)7‘(‘1‘ _ 2627riz/4(sinﬂ.x)(e27ri'r’e?ﬂi('rJrz)’e?ﬂ'i('rfz);e%ri‘r)oo
n>0
The following properties are well-known:
o 0(-x)=-0(x) O(z+1l7)=—-0(z|r) O(x+7|r) = - T +22)9(z|7)
e O(x|7) has simple zero at Z + 7Z and non-zero elsewhere.
o (—im)Y20(alr) = ie7 i /TH(2|ZL)
Lemma A.2. For beC, we have
n? - 1 2
" (¢, g ), T (5)Te (3)
b)Tys (b+ 1)

a?
n>0 (Qa q)2n F K (%
Remark A.3. The terse proof in style of Lemma [A1] no longer works, because if f(¢”) denote the

summation, f(x) has an essential singularity at x = 0.

2 5 5
n 1+3b _-3b
>4

Proof of lemma. It suffices to find S(b) = ¥,50 2 (q(q‘qb
scoping on b says S(b) = —¢' " S(b-1). Now (¢*°I'ps(b)T s (1 - b))71 satisfies the same recurrence.
So

in A straightforward creative tele-

F(6) = ST s (B)T o (1 - b)

satisfies f(b+1) = f(b). For 7 = 3’13)’;] in upper half-plane, because ¢°7 = 1, we also have f(b+7) =
¢*Tf(b) = ™2 f (D), s0

o) = 1) g

is an elliptic function with periods 1 and 7. Note that f has poles only at Z + 7Z coming from the

g-gamma function, so g has at most a simple pole at point modulo b = 1/3, this already forces it to
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be a constant. This constant is g(2/3) = f(2/3)6(2/3) = f(2/3) because 6(z) = 6(1 — z), note that

9(1/3)
f(2/3) can be easily found using ¢-gamma function since S(2/3) is a terminating sum. Now
0(b-1/3I7) _ .2 [ im o Ly 2] 0C21T)
b 2/3 =f(z)exp|-——((b-<)" -0
0= 1013 G = s Qe [T (05 )| T

Using infinite product representation of (z|r), the last expression can be converted to q—seriesH,

some simplification gives the result. O

Lemma A.4. For beC, we have

2 5 5 4 1 1 1 3b+1/2 1 2

Z g (—gBbrAnTs _ gBbtbn2 q3b+8n+2 + 308Nty gBhry _ 62y (33 gBbra. g, g +1/ [ys (g)FqS (5)
1
2

n>0 (45 9)an+2 - Py (2-0)Dgs (b+ 1)

Proof. The proof proceeds almost exactly like above lemma. It suffices to find

9
creative telescoping says S(b) = —¢**S(b- 1), so f(b) = S(b)q T s (b)T',s (1 — b) satisfies f(b) =
f(b+1) =€®™/3 f(b+7) with 7 as in previous lemma. Arguing like before, we again have

F(b) = f(2/3)%

an%+1 3b+4n+2 6b+6n+2 3b+8n+2 3b+8n+3 3b 6n+1 -3b. 3b+1.
gt (= gPhAntE - gfhrOnt2  g30eBnE2 . 3ba8nES o 036 g6t 1) (g7 q) 9 (375 q) 2n

(4 @) an+2

APPENDIX B. CLASSICAL COUNTERPART OF ExaMmpLE XVII]

To compensate our setback in Example[X VI for not being able to calculate the limit limy, o Y p50 F (1, k),
we can at least do it in the classical case. We find limy,—,co > ;50 F'(, k) using a technique not avail-
able for g-series, thereby obtaining a classical 4-variable extension of
(1 ) 32
Z( (1)7 (168n° +76n° + 14n+1) = =

n>0 T

This provides an alternative proof of this identity other than Example XI of author’s previous article
[2]. Let a,b,¢,d be in a neighbourhood of 0,

(-1)"(2d + 2k +1)272Ca 2D (g b -+ DI (a+2b+c+n+ )T (a+b+2c+n+3)D(~a+d+k-n+1)

F(n. k) I(a+b+2d+2k+n+3)T(a+c+2d+2k+n+3)T(-a-b-c+d+k-n+1)
n, =

I(-a+b-n+3)I'(-a+c-n+3)T(a+c+n)(2a+b+c+2n-1)
F(a+d+k+n+1)1“(fa7b+2d+2k n+3)I(-a-c+2d+2k-n+3)I(a+b+c+d+k+n+1)
which comes from Seed9(1-2(a+n),-a+b-n+%,-a+c-n+3,a+d+k+n). Whenb=c=d =0,

this is the classical analogue of Example [XVIIl Apply Proposition [[3,

Y F(0,k)+ > g(n)=> G(n,0) +hm ZF(nkz

k>0 n>0 n>0
becomes@
(B.1) > A( k)+B1232(n)—ZCn)+—hm ZF(nk)
k>0 n>0 n>0

; 2
dwithout using modular transform at last step, we only recover g-pochhammer with g = €277 = 47 /logq  this is
undesirable
5a Mathematica notebook containing this long formula can be found in

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376812577
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with

(2d+2k+1)(—a+d+ 1)k (a+b+2d+3),, (a+c+2d+3)u(-a-b-c+d+1);
(a+d+1)p(a+b+c+d+1)k(—a—b+2d+ 3 )aks2(-a—c+2d + 3 )ars2

B o 28224 (g + d+ 1) (—a—b+2d+ )T (—a-c+2d+ L) T(a+b+c+d+1)
(a+b)(a+c)(a+b+c-1)(2a+b+c)[(-a+d+ 1) (a+b+2d+ 1) (a+c+2d+3)T(-a-b-c+d+1)

A(k) =

(12a® + 12ab + 12ac + 24an + 8a — 4bc + 12bn + 4b + 12cn + 4c + 12n° + 8n + 1)x
(a-b+3) (a—c+3) (a+2b+c+3) (a+b+2c+3)

B -
2(n) 2a+b+c+2n+1)(a+b+Dp(a+c+1)n(2a+b+c+1)2m
2720t (2g + b+ e~ 1)I'(~a-b+ D) (~a+d+ 1) (a+2b+c+3)T (a+b+2c+ 1)
b I(a+b+2d+3)T(a+c+2d+3)T(~a-b-c+d+1)
I(-a+b+ )T (-a+c+3)T(a+c)T(a+d+1)I'(2a+b+c)
I(-a-b+2d+3)T(-a-c+2d+ L) T(a+b+c+d+1)
27" (a-b+Dn(a-c+Pn(a+2b+c+ In(a+b+2c+)n(a+b-2d+ 1),

C(n) (a+b+2d+L)n(a+c-2d+ 3)n(a+c+2d+2)nP(n)

n) =

(a+b)(a+c)(a-d)(2a+b+c-1)(2a+b+c)(a+b+c—d)(2a+b+c+2n+1)(a+b+1)n(a+c+1)p(a-d+1),
(a+d+1)n(2a+b+c+1)an(a+b+c—d+1n(a+b+c+d+1)n

and P(n) € Z[a,b,c,d,n, k] a long polynomial.

Evaluating the limit is non-trivial but possible:
Lemma B.1. For F(n,k) above, im0 Y150 F(n, k) equals
1
3 cos(m(a—0b)) cse(m(a+b))cos(m(a—c))cesc(n(a—d))cse(m(a+b+c—d))

Remark B.2. Note that the result is 1-periodic in each auxiliary variable a, b, c,d. This is actually
a general phenomenon when F(n, k) is a WZ-seed. However, knowing this periodicity alone does

not fix the expression completely, since we still lack "initial condition".

Proof of lemma. We heavily use ideas in [2]. For 2 > 0, let E(x) > 0 be characterized by
|F(n,zn)| = (Ep(x))" x O(n®) n — +00
then it can be seen
Er(x) = 6i4|:c 122 + 17272220 - 1274720 + 12
this has a global maximum at = = \/3/2 for & > 0, attaining value 1. Therefore only sums over

> F(n,k)
ke(V/3/2-8,/3/2+8)xn
contributes to the limit. (Section 2.4 of [2]).
Now we proceed exactly as in Example XVI in [2]: for § with 1/2 < 8 < 1, we expand F'(n,0n)

using Stirling’s formula:

F(n,0n) = 275973073 cog(m(a - b)) cos(m(a - ¢)) esc(m(a +b)) ese(m(a—d)) ese(m(a+b+c—d)) x

9(1_9)—2a—b—c+2d+1(9+1)—2a—b—c—2d—1(29_1)2a+b+c—4d—4(29+1)2a+b+c+4dx\/L_ exp[nf(@)](1+0(1/n))
nmw
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where f(0) = 20log(1 - 0) — 2log(1 — 0) — 20log(6 + 1) — 2log(f + 1) — 401log(26 — 1) + 2log(26 —
1) +4601og(260 + 1) + 2log(20 + 1) — 61og(2), it has a maximum at 6 = \/3/2, as expected. Now let
re(-nY,nY)NZ with 0 < <1 to be chosen later, writing 6 = \/3/2 + ~, we have

127’ r3 12T
O(ﬁ) =

FO)=-— +0(n™17?)

and

276a—3b—3c+19(1 _ 9)—2a7b—c+2d+1 (9 + 1)—2a7b—c—2d—1(29 _ 1)2a+b+c74d74(29 + 1)2a+b+c+4d — \/Tg + O(n'y—l)

therefore we have

F(n,r+ %n) = ?T\/jl_ﬁ —127«2/71[1 + O(ng,y,Q)]

If we require 2y -1 > 0, then
> e 12t/ - > g2 o(n™) (Poisson summation)
re(-nY,n7) T€Z
vnm Z —nmw?m /12 O( —1) _ vnm O(?’L_l)
2\/_ meZ \/g

therefore we see the sub-sum
2 F(n,k)
ke(v/3n/2-n7,/3n/2+n7)
already contributes to all the limit provided that 3y -2 < 0 and 2y -1 > 0, for example, we can
choose v =7/12. The limit is then T'/8, as claimed. O

Setting a = b = ¢ = d = 0 in [BIl we re-established the 32/73-identity. We also want to know
the nature of coefficient in a,b,c,d when both sides are expended as Laurent series at (a,b,c,d) =
(0,0,0,0). For ¥ ;.9 A(k),B1,D, their natures are evident: level 2 colored multiple zeta values
(CMZVs). For 3,50 B2(n), using Gauss2F1(—a+b—n+%,-a-b—2c-n+i,-a—c-n+1,2a+b+c+k+2n)
on Proposition [[L3] one sees easily

c+2)k(a+2b+c+ 2)k

4(a+c)z ZBQ

So (a+b+1)p(2a+b+c+1), 5

whose coefficients are level 4 CMZVs by some hypergeometric transformation formulas.

7
By comparing coefficient, we can also prove the following extensiondl: (a, = 2@% (H?z" and p, =

168n3 + 7612 + 14n + 1),

2
Z UnPn = —%
n=0
320log?2
> an [7pn(H2n — H,) +252n° + 76n + 7] = %
n>0 ™
80
S a, [pn(lﬁHQ(i) ~5H®) + 48n + 8] =—
n=0
64 976
S an [pn(128H(4) TH®) + —] T
730 2n+1 45
they were conjectured by Z.W. Sun ([19]).
6a Mathematica notebook containing computational details can be found in

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376812577
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