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THE MORDELL-TORNHEIM ZETA FUNCTION: KRONECKER LIMIT TYPE FORMULA,

SERIES EVALUATIONS AND APPLICATIONS

SUMUKHA SATHYANARAYANA AND N. GURU SHARAN

Abstract. In this paper, we establish Kronecker limit type formulas for the Mordell-Tornheim zeta function
Θ(r, s, t, x) as a function of the second as well as the third arguments. As an application of these formulas, we
obtain results of Herglotz, Ramanujan, Guinand, Zagier and Vlasenko-Zagier as corollaries. We show that the
Mordell-Tornheim zeta function lies centrally between many modular relations in the literature, thus providing the
means to view them under one umbrella. We also give series evaluations of Θ(r, s, t, x) in terms of Herglotz-Zagier
function, Vlasenko-Zagier function and their derivatives. Using our new perspective of modular relations, we obtain
a new infinite family of results called mixed functional equations.
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1. Introduction

Let

D :=

{

(r, s, t) ∈ C
3

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re(r + t) > 1,Re(s+ t) > 1,Re(r + s+ t) > 2

}

. (1.1)

In the region D , the Mordell-Tornheim zeta function is given by the absolutely convergent series

ζMT(r, s, t) :=

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nrms(n+m)t
. (1.2)

The function ζMT(r, s, t) can be meromorphically continued to the entire C
3 space, and its singular hyperplanes

are given by r + t = 1− ℓ, s+ t = 1− ℓ, for any ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} and by r+ s+ t = 2. Matsumoto [14] has given some
details on the hyperplanes. The behavior of ζMT(r, s, t) around its singularities is largely unexplored. In a recent
work with Dixit [5], the authors considered its generalization

Θ(r, s, t, x) :=

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nrms(n+mx)t
, (1.3)
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for x > 0 and (r, s, t) ∈ D as defined in (1.1). Clearly, Θ(r, s, t, 1) = ζMT(r, s, t). One can easily observe that
Θ(r, s, t, x) satisfies the following functional equations for x > 0 and (r, s, t) ∈ D :

Θ(r, s, t, x) = Θ(r − 1, s, t+ 1, x) + x Θ(r, s− 1, t+ 1, x). (1.4)

Θ(r, s, t, x) = x−tΘ(s, r, t, 1x). (1.5)

The meromorphic continuation of Θ(r, s, t, x) can be done similarly as in the case of ζMT(r, s, t) [14, Theorem
1]. Recently, it has been shown that [5, Theorem 1], as t→ 0,

Θ(1, 1, t, x) =
2

t2
+

2γ − log(x)

t
+ γ2 − γ log(x)− π2

6
+O(|t|), (1.6)

where γ is Euler’s constant. Results of this kind did not exist in the literature prior to this. Moreover, one can also
derive the higher Laurent coefficients of Θ(1, 1, t, x) as a finite sum of Arakawa and Kaneko constants [2, Corollary
5]

ck :=
1

k!

∫ ∞

0

{

logk(y)− logy
(

y

1− e−y

)}(

1

ey − 1
− 1

y

)

dy, (1.7)

and integrals of the form

L∗
k(x) :=

k
∑

j=0

ak+1,j

∫ ∞

0

logj(y)

y
log

(

1− e−xy

1− e−y

)

log

(

1− e−y

y

)

dt (1.8)

for k ∈ N. For finer details, see the proofs of Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.7 in [5]. Recently, Matsumoto,
Onodera and Sahoo, have derived a general asymptotic result for the Mordell-Tornheim multiple-zeta function [15].

Consider the real binary quadratic form Q(x, y) = ax2+ bxy+ cy2 with discriminant D = b2− 4ac. For a > 0,
the associated zeta function is defined by

ζQ(s) =
∑

(m,n) 6=(0,0)

Q(m,n)−s

where the sum runs over all the non-origin cordinates of the lattice Z×Z. ζQ(s) converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1.
For D < 0, Kronecker proved that, around s = 1,

|D| s2 ζQ(s) =
2π

s− 1
+ 2π

(

2γ − log 4 +H

(

−b+
√
D

2a

))

+O(|s − 1|), (1.9)

where H(z) = − log
(

y|η(z)|4
)

, with η(z) being the Dedekind eta function. The result (1.9) is famously known
as the Kronecker limit formula. Siegel [18] connected the Kronecker limit formula with the theory of L-functions.
Over the century, several prominent mathematicians such as Hecke [10], Herglotz [11], Ramachandra [16], Stark
[21] and Zagier [25] gave important contributions to this field. Note that (1.6) is a Kronecker limit type formula
for the function Θ(1, 1, t, x) in the variable t, around t = 0.

In Section 2, we give Kronecker limit type formulas for Θ(r, s, t, x) in t, i.e., the third variable, in Theorem
2.3. For a fixed r, s ∈ C, only possibilities of poles for Θ(r, s, t, x) in t are at t = 1 − r − ℓ, t = 1 − s − ℓ, for
ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} and t = 2 − r − s. However, we show that all of these points need not have a pole necessarily. As a
direct consequence of our Kronecker limit type formula, the singular part of the Laurent series of Θ(r, s, t, x) in t
is established. Interestingly, we show that the order of pole too varies by cases. Θ(r, s, t, x) can have double, single
or no pole in t, depending on the choices of r and s. This method cannot be used to obtain the Kronecker limit
type formula for the Θ(r, s, t, x) in the second variable.

1.1. Modular relations in the literature. Let Re(x) > 0. A transformation of the form F (x) = F (1/x) is
called called a modular relation. Equivalently, we can also write it as form F (−1/z) = F (z), where z ∈ H, the
upper half complex plane.

Ramanujan [3] had recorded the following interesting Modular relation, on page 220 of Lost Notebook: For
x > 0, let

φ(x) := ψ(x) +
1

2x
− log(x),

where ψ(x) = Γ′(x)
Γ(x) , is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function Γ(x). Then,

√
x

{

γ − log(2πx)

2x
+

∞
∑

n=1

φ(nx)

}

=

√

1

x

{

x(γ − log
(

2π
x

)

)

2
+

∞
∑

n=1

φ
(n

x

)

}
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= − 1

π3/2

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ξ

(

1

2
y

)

Γ

(−1 + iy

4

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cos
(

1
2y log x

)

1 + y2
dy, (1.10)

where

Ξ(y) = ξ

(

1

2
+ iy

)

,

ξ(s) =
1

2
s(s− 1)π− s

2Γ
(s

2

)

ζ(s),

are the Riemann’s functions. Dixit [4, Theorem 4.1] obtained a generalization of the above result in the variable z,
with the Hurwitz zeta function ζ(z, x) in the place of ψ(x) in the first equality, the modular relation.

Guinand [8] gave modular relations which are analogous to the first equality in (1.10) involving derivatives of
digamma function ψ(x). For z ∈ N and z > 2, he showed that,

x
z

2

∞
∑

j=1

ψ(z−1)(1 + jx) =

(

1

x

)
z

2
∞
∑

j=1

ψ(z−1)

(

1 +
j

x

)

. (1.11)

Also, analogously, for the first derivative, he proved the identity,

x

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′(1 + jx)− 1

jx

)

− 1

2
log(x) =

1

x

∞
∑

j=1

(

ψ′

(

1 +
j

x

)

− 1
j
x

)

− 1

2
log

(

1

x

)

(1.12)

Another identity which is closely related to (1.10) is the two term functional equation of the Herglotz-Zagier function
F (x). The function F (x) is defined as

F (x) :=

∞
∑

n=1

ψ(nx) − log(nx)

n
(x ∈ C\(−∞, 0]) . (1.13)

This function was studied for the first time by Herglotz [11]. Later, Zagier studied this in connection with Kronecker
limit formula for real quadratic fields [25]. From the asymptotic expansion of ψ(x) as x → ∞, we can see that
that the series in (1.13) converges absolutely for any x ∈ C\(−∞, 0]. Zagier [25, Equations (7.4), (7.8)] proved the
following two- and three-term functional equations for F (x):

F (x) + F

(

1

x

)

= 2F (1) +
1

2
log2(x)− π2

6x
(x − 1)2, (1.14)

F (x)− F (x+ 1)− F

(

x

x+ 1

)

= −F (1) + Li2

(

1

1 + x

)

, (1.15)

with [25, Equation (7.12)]

F (1) = −1

2
γ2 − π2

12
− γ1, (1.16)

where γ1 is the first Stieltjes constant. Observe that the two-term functional equation (1.14) of Herglotz-Zagier
function resembles the first equality of Ramanujan’s modular transformation (1.10). For any integer r ≥ 2, Vlasenko
and Zagier [24] defined the higher Herglotz function Fr(x), by the following absolutely convergent series:

Fr(x) :=
∞
∑

n=1

ψ(nx)

nr
(x ∈ C\(−∞, 0]) . (1.17)

They further showed that Fr(x) satisfies two- and three-term functional equations analogous [24, Proposition 4] to
(1.14) and (1.15), given by,

Fr(x) + (−x)r−1Fr

(

1

x

)

= ζ(r + 1)

(

(−x)r − 1

x

)

−
r
∑

ℓ=1

ζ(ℓ)ζ(r − ℓ+ 1)(−x)ℓ−1, (1.18)

Fr(x)− Fr(x+ 1) + (−x)r−1Fr

(

x+ 1

x

)

= ζ(r + 1)

(

(−x)r
x+ 1

− 1

x

)

−
r
∑

ℓ=1

ζ(r − ℓ + 1, ℓ)(−x)ℓ−1, (1.19)
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where the double zeta function ζ(s1, s2) is defined [24, Section 1.1] by,

ζ(s1, s2) =

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=n

1

ms1ns2
, (for s1 ≥ 2 and s2 ≥ 1). (1.20)

In this paper, we discover a new way to obtain these modular relations using the generalized Mordell-Tornheim
zeta function Θ(r, s, t, x), and its properties (1.4) and (1.5). This facilitates us to develop a unified method to
obtain the aforementioned two-term functional equations. The modular results discovered by Guinand, Ramanujan,
Herglotz, Zagier and Vlasenko-Zagier are thus inherently connected in this way. Moreover, this approach shows
that Mordell-Tornheim zeta function lies centrally between these modular relations. See Sections 3 and 5 for details.

In the Section 4, we give the series evaluations of Θ(r, s, t, x) in terms of zeta values, ψ(x) and its derivatives,
in Theorem 4.2. We further use Theorem 4.2 to get mixed functional equations in (4.14) as a corollary, which have
not appeared in the literature. We call them mixed functional equations since they contain terms of the form both

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(a)(mx+ 1)

mb
and

∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mc
,

for a, b, and c ∈ N, which appear in the Guinand’s functional equation and the Vlasenko-Zagier’s functional equation
respectively. Of the infinite family of new identites we can obtain, one such new is, as explained in Remark 1,

−
∞
∑

m=1

ψ′(mx+ 1)

m2
+

∞
∑

m=1

ψ′(mx + 1)

m2
+

2

x

∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

m3
= ζ2(2). (1.21)

Also as a corollary of Theorem 4.2, we derive a Kronecker limit type formula, as stated in Theorem (4.4), for
Θ(r, s, t, x) in the second variable.

2. Kronecker Limit type formula for Θ(r, s, t, x) in the Third variable

We first prove the Proposition 2.1, and its corollary 2.2, before using them to prove the main results of the
Section-the Kronecker Limit type formula in the third variable, stated below in three Theorems 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5.
Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 are subdivided into four cases each, whose casewise classification can be better understood by
the flowcharts in Figure 1 and 2 respectively. Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 pertains to singularities of the type r+ t = 1− ℓ
for ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} while Theorem 2.5 pertains to singularities of the type r + s+ t = 2.

s ∈ C

s /∈ Z s ∈ Z

s > r + ℓ s ≤ r + ℓ

s 6= ℓ + 1 s = ℓ + 1 s ∈ Z\N s ∈ N

Case I

Case IICase I Case III Case IV

Figure 1. The cases for r ∈ Z \ N.

s ∈ C

s /∈ Z s ∈ Z

s > r + ℓ s ≤ r + ℓ

s ∈ Z\N s ∈ N

s 6= ℓ+ 1 s = ℓ+ 1

Case I

Case I

Case II

Case III Case IV

Figure 2. The cases for r ∈ N.

Proposition 2.1. Let r, s, t ∈ C such that r 6∈ N, and
Re(t) > max {0, 1− Re(r), 1 − Re(s), 2− Re(r) − Re(s)}. For any M ∈ N ∪ {0} and x > 0, we have

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy
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= Θ(r, s, t, x)− Γ(1− r)Γ(t+ r − 1)

xt+r−1Γ(t)
ζ(t + s+ r − 1)−

M
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k!

ζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kΓ(t)
ζ(t+ k + s). (2.1)

Proof. For Re(t), x, n > 0, the definition of the Gamma function Γ(t) upon a change of variable gives,
∫ ∞

0

yt−1e−(x+n)y dy = (x+ n)−tΓ(t).

Since Re(r + t) > 1, divide both sides of the equation by nr and sum over n ∈ N and interchange the order of
summation and integration to get,

∫ ∞

0

yt−1e−xy Lir(e
−y) dy = Γ(t)

∞
∑

n=1

1

nr(x+ n)t
, (2.2)

where Lir(z) :=
∑∞

u=1
zu

ur is the polylogarithm function. For r 6∈ N, around y = 0, as stated in [6, Equation 8,
p.29], we have,

Lir(e
−y) = Γ(1− r)yr−1 +

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!
= O(ymax(0,Re(r)−1)). (2.3)

The bound in (2.3) along with Re(t) > max {0, 1− Re(r)} ensures the absolute convergence, which in turn allows
the interchange using [22, Theorem 2.1]. Using (2.2) and the definition of Γ(t) twice, we see that,

∫ ∞

0

yt−1e−xy

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

= Γ(t)

∞
∑

n=1

1

nr(x+ n)t
− Γ(1− r)Γ(t + r − 1)

xt+r−1
−

M
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k!

ζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+k
. (2.4)

Replace x by mx in (2.4), divide both the sides of resulting equation by msΓ(t), sum over m ∈ N and then
interchange the order of summation and integration to get,

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

= Θ(r, s, t, x)− Γ(1− r)Γ(t+ r − 1)

xt+r−1Γ(t)
ζ(t + s+ r − 1)−

M
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k!

ζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kΓ(t)
ζ(t+ k + s). (2.5)

We justify the interchange of the order of summation and integration as follows: From (2.3), we have,

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!
= O(yM+1), as y → 0+. (2.6)

Similarly,

Lis(e
−y) =

{

O(1), if Re(s) ≥ 1,

O(yRe(s)−1), if Re(s) < 1,
as y → 0+. (2.7)

Since Re(t) > max {0, 1− Re(s)}, from (2.6) and (2.7) we get,

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

= O
(

yM+ǫ
)

, (2.8)

for any ǫ > 0, as y → 0+. Also, Lis(e
−y) = O(y−K), for any K > 1 as y → ∞. Therefore,

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

= O
(

ymax{Re(t)+M−1−K,Re(t)+r−2−K}
)

, (2.9)

for any K > 1, as y → ∞. Using [22, Theorem 2.1] with the facts in (2.8) and (2.9), we justify the interchange in
(2.5) to complete the proof. �

We now give the following result, analogous to Proposition 2.1 for r ∈ N as a Corollary.
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Corollary 2.2. Let r ∈ N and s, t ∈ C such that Re(t) > max {0, 1−Re(r), 1−Re(s), 2−Re(r)−Re(s)}. For any
M ∈ N ∪ {0} with M ≥ r − 1, and x > 0 we have,

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− (−1)r−1(Hr−1 − log(y))

yr−1

(r − 1)!
−

M
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

= Θ(r, s, t, x)−
M
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(−1)k

k!

ζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kΓ(t)
ζ(t+ k + s)

+
(−1)rΓ(t+ r − 1)

xt+r−1(r − 1)!Γ(t)

(

ζ(t+ s+ r − 1) (Hr−1 − ψ(t+ r − 1) + log(x)) − ζ′(t+ s+ r − 1)
)

. (2.10)

Proof. Let a ∈ N. Using the Laurent series expansions of Γ(1− r) and ζ(r − a+ 1) around r = a and simplifying,
we get,

lim
r→a

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1 − r)yr−1 −

M
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

= Lia(e
−y) + (−1)a(Ha−1 − log(y))

ya−1

(a− 1)!
−

M
∑

k=0
k 6=a−1

(−1)kζ(a− k)
yk

k!
(2.11)

Take limit as r → a on both sides of (2.1). Invoke [22, Theorem 2.2] with the bounds given in (2.8) and (2.9) to see
the integral on the left-hand side is analytic in r, in the strip a − 1 < Re(r) < a+ 1 with a removable singularity
at a. Hence, interchanging the order of limit and integration, we get,

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lia(e
−y) + (−1)a(Ha−1 − log(y))

ya−1

(a− 1)!
−

M
∑

k=0
k 6=a−1

(−1)kζ(a− k)
yk

k!

)

dy

= Θ(a, s, t, x)−
M
∑

k=0
k 6=a−1

(−1)k

k!

ζ(a− k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kΓ(t)
ζ(s+ t+ k)

− lim
r→a

(

Γ(1− r)Γ(t + r − 1)

xt+r−1Γ(t)
ζ(s+ t+ r − 1)− (−1)aζ(r − a+ 1)Γ(t+ a− 1)

xt+a−1(a− 1)!Γ(t)
ζ(s+ t+ a− 1)

)

.

To evaluate the limit in the above equation, use the Laurent series expansions of the respective functions around
r = a. Finally, replace a by r in the resultant to get (2.10). �

We are now equipped to prove the Kronecker Limit type formula in third variable, around t = 1− r − ℓ.

Theorem 2.3. Let r ∈ Z \ N and ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} be arbitrary such that ℓ ≥ 1− r. Then, the following hold.
Case I: For a fixed s ∈ Z such that s > r + ℓ and s 6= ℓ+ 1, or s ∈ C \ Z, we have, around t = 1− r − ℓ,

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
xℓΓ(1− r)ζ(s − ℓ)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0

(r + ℓ− 1)!ζ(r − k)

x1−r−ℓ+kk!(r + ℓ− k − 1)!
ζ(−r + s− ℓ+ k + 1) +O(|t− (1− r − ℓ)|) (2.12)

Case II: For a fixed s ∈ Z such that s > r + ℓ and s = ℓ+ 1, we have, around t = 1− r − ℓ,

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r−1(−r)!xℓ (r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+ (−1)r−1(−r)!xℓ (r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
(γ − log(x) +Hℓ −Hr+ℓ−1)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0

(

r + ℓ− 1

k

)

ζ(r − k)

xk−r−ℓ+1
ζ(k − r + 2) +O(|t− (1− r − ℓ)|). (2.13)

Case III: For a fixed s ∈ Z \ N such that s ≤ r + ℓ, we have, around t = 1− r − ℓ,

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r−1xℓ
(−r)!(r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
ζ(s− ℓ) +

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0

ζ(r − k)(r + ℓ − 1)!

xk−r−ℓ+1k!(r + ℓ− k − 1)!
ζ(s+ 1− r − ℓ+ k)
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+ (−1)s−1xs−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!(−s)!
(r + ℓ− s)!

ζ(s− ℓ) +O(|t − (1− r − ℓ)|). (2.14)

Case IV: For a fixed s ∈ N such that s ≤ r + ℓ, we have, around t = 1− r − ℓ,

Θ(r, s, t, x) = xs−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!

(r + ℓ− s)!(s− 1)!

ζ(s − ℓ)

(t− (1 − r − ℓ))

+ xs−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!

(r + ℓ− s)!(s− 1)!
(γ −Hr+ℓ−1 +Hs−1 − log(x))ζ(s − ℓ)− (−1)rxℓ

(−r)!(r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
ζ(s− ℓ)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0
k 6=r+ℓ−s

(r + ℓ− 1)!ζ(r − k)

(r + ℓ− k − 1)!xk−r−ℓ+1k!
ζ(s− r − ℓ+ k + 1) +O(|t− (1 − r − ℓ)|) (2.15)

Proof. Let r ∈ Z \N and ℓ ∈ N∪ {0} such that ℓ ≥ 1− r be fixed and s ∈ C. Then, for t > −r− ℓ, (2.6) and (2.7)
gives,

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

= O
(

yǫ−1
)

, (2.16)

for some ǫ > 0. For M = r + ℓ + ⌊|Re(s)|⌋ + 1, from (2.9) and (2.16), the integral on the left-hand side of (2.1)
is now defined and analytic in the extended region Re(t) > −r − ℓ by using [22, Theorem 2.2]. Hence, due to the
pole of Γ(t) at t = 1− r − ℓ, we see

lim
t→1−r−ℓ

(

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

)

= 0.

Hence, from (2.1)

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
Γ(1− r)Γ(t+ r − 1)

xt+r−1Γ(t)
ζ(r + s+ t− 1)

+

r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kk!Γ(t)
ζ(s+ t+ k) +O(|t − (1− r − ℓ)|). (2.17)

To get the required result for Θ(r, s, t, x), we analyze the behaviour of the right-hand side of (2.17) around t =
1− r− ℓ. Since Γ(t) has a pole at t = 1− r− ℓ, only the terms with a pole in the numerator survive as t→ 1− r− ℓ.
We handle the remaining calculations in cases, as mentioned in statement of this Theorem.
Case I: Note that, Γ(t + k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r + ℓ − 1. For any k, ζ(s + t + k) has no pole since
s > r + ℓ or s /∈ Z. Γ(t+ r − 1) has a simple pole. ζ(r + s+ t− 1) has no pole since s 6= ℓ+ 1. Use the functional
equation Γ(t+ 1) = tΓ(t) repeatedly to get,

Γ(t+ k)

Γ(t)
= t(t+ 1) · · · (t+ k − 1).

Taking limit as t→ 1− r − ℓ on both sides of the above equation, for 0 ≤ k ≤ r + ℓ− 1 we get,

lim
t→1−r−ℓ

(

Γ(t+ k)

Γ(t)

)

= (1− r − ℓ)(2− r − ℓ) · · · (k − r − ℓ) = (−1)k
(r + ℓ− 1)!

(r + ℓ− k − 1)!
. (2.18)

Also, since r ∈ Z \ N,
Γ(t+ r − 1)

Γ(t)
=

Γ(t+ r − 1)

(t− 1)(t− 2) · · · (t+ r − 1)Γ(t+ r − 1)
=

1

(t− 1)(t− 2) · · · (t+ r − 1)

Hence, we can see,

lim
t→1−r−ℓ

(

Γ(t+ r − 1)

Γ(t)

)

= (−1)r−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
. (2.19)

Use (2.18) and (2.19) in (2.17) to get the required result (2.12).
Case II: Note that, Γ(t + k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r + ℓ − 1. For any k, ζ(s + t + k) has no pole since
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s > r+ ℓ. Γ(t+ r− 1) has a simple pole. ζ(r + s+ t− 1) has a simple pole since s = ℓ+ 1. Also, observe that, for
any k, r ∈ N such that k ≤ r − 1, around t = 1− r, from Laurent series expansions of the Γ(z), we have

Γ(t+ r − 1)

Γ(t)
= (−1)r−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
− (−1)r

(r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
(Hℓ −Hr+ℓ−1)(t− (1 − r − ℓ)) +O(|t− (1− r − ℓ)|2).

(2.20)

Also, the Laurent series of xr+t−1 with additional term around r + t = 1− ℓ is as follows,

1

xt+r−1
= xℓ − xℓ log(x)(t − (1− r − ℓ)) +O(|t − (1− r − ℓ)|2). (2.21)

The well-known Laurent series expansion of ζ(z),

ζ(t+ r + ℓ) =
1

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+ γ − γ1(t− (1− r − ℓ)) +O(|t − (1− r − ℓ)|2). (2.22)

Combining the equations (2.18), (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) in (2.17), we get the required result (2.13).
Case III: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r+ ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) has a simple pole
only for k = r+ ℓ− s, since s ≤ r+ ℓ. Also note that r+ ℓ− s > r+ ℓ− 1 since s ∈ Z \N. Γ(t+ r− 1) has a simple
pole. ζ(r + s+ t− 1) has no pole since s ≤ r + ℓ. Hence, from (2.17), we get the required result (2.14).
Case IV: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r+ ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) has a simple pole
only for k = r + ℓ− s, since s ≤ r + ℓ. Also note that r + ℓ − s ≤ r + ℓ − 1 since s ∈ N. Γ(t+ r − 1) has a simple
pole. ζ(r + s+ t− 1) has no pole since s ≤ r + ℓ. Hence, from (2.17), we get the required result (2.15). �

Theorem 2.4. Let r ∈ N and ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} be arbitrary such that ℓ ≥ 1− r. Then, the following hold.
Case I: For a fixed s ∈ Z such that s > r + ℓ , or s ∈ C \ Z, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

(

r + ℓ − 1

ℓ

)

xℓ
ζ(s− ℓ)

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

xℓζ(s− ℓ) (γ +Hr−1 −Hr+ℓ−1)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(

r + ℓ− 1

k

)

xr+ℓ−1−kζ(r − k)ζ(1 + k − ℓ− r + s) + O(|t− (1− r − ℓ)|). (2.23)

Case II: For a fixed s ∈ Z \ N such that s ≤ r + ℓ, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

xℓ
ζ(s− ℓ)

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

xℓζ(s− ℓ) (γ +Hr−1 −Hr+ℓ−1)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(

r + ℓ− 1

k

)

xr+ℓ−1−kζ(r − k)ζ(1 + k − ℓ− r + s)

+ (−1)s−1 (r + ℓ− 1)!(−s)!
(r + ℓ− s)!

xs−1ζ(s− ℓ) +O(|t − (1− r − ℓ)|). (2.24)

Case III: For a fixed s ∈ N such that s ≤ r + ℓ and s 6= ℓ+ 1, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

xℓ
ζ(s− ℓ)

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

xℓζ(s− ℓ) (γ +Hr−1 −Hr+ℓ−1)

+

(

r + ℓ − 1

s− 1

)

xs−1 ζ(s− ℓ)

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
+

(

r + ℓ− 1

s− 1

)

xs−1ζ(s− ℓ) (γ +Hs−1 −Hr+ℓ−1 − log(x))

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

k 6=r+ℓ−s

(

r + ℓ− 1

k

)

xr+ℓ−1−kζ(r − k)ζ(1 + k − ℓ− r + s) +O(|t− (1 − r − ℓ)|). (2.25)

Case IV: For a fixed s ∈ N such that (s ≤ r + ℓ and) s = ℓ+ 1, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

(

r + ℓ− 1

ℓ

)

2xℓ

(t− (1− r − ℓ))2
+

(

r + ℓ − 1

ℓ

)

xℓ (2γ +Hℓ +Hr−1 − 2Hr+ℓ−1 − log(x))

(t− (1− r − ℓ))
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+
1

3

(

r + ℓ − 1

ℓ

)

xℓ
(

− π2 + 3(γ +Hℓ −Hr+ℓ−1 − log(x))(γ +Hr−1 −Hr+ℓ−1) + 3ψ′(r + ℓ)

)

+

r+ℓ−1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(

r + ℓ− 1

k

)

xr+ℓ−1−kζ(r − k)ζ(k − r + 2) +O(|t− (1 − r − ℓ)|). (2.26)

Proof. Let s ∈ C. Then, for t > −r − ℓ, (2.11) and (2.16) gives,

Lir(e
−y)− (−1)r−1(Hr−1 − log(y))

yr−1

(r − 1)!
−

r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!
= O(yǫ−1) (2.27)

for some ǫ > 0. As in the previous theorem, forM = r+ ℓ+ ⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1, from (2.9) and (2.27), the integral on the
left-hand side of (2.10) is now defined and analytic in the extended region Re(t) > −r − ℓ by using [22, Theorem
2.2]. Hence, due to the pole of Γ(t) at t = 1− r − ℓ, we see

lim
t→1−r−ℓ

(

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)−(−1)r−1(Hr−1 − log(y))

yr−1

(r − 1)!

−
r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1

∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

)

= 0.

Hence, from (2.10),

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
(−1)r−1Γ(t+ r − 1)

xt+r−1(r − 1)!Γ(t)

(

ζ(t+ s+ r − 1) (Hr−1 − ψ(t+ r − 1) + log(x)) − ζ′(t+ s+ r − 1)
)

+

r+ℓ+⌊|Re(s)|⌋+1
∑

k=0
k 6=r−1

(−1)k

k!

ζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kΓ(t)
ζ(t+ k + s) +O(t− (1 − r − ℓ)). (2.28)

To get the required Kronecker limit formula for Θ(r, s, t, x), we analyze the behaviour of the right-hand side of
(2.17) around t = 1 − r − ℓ. Since Γ(t) has a pole at t = 1 − r − ℓ, only the terms with a pole in the numerator
survive, as t→ 1−r−ℓ. We handle the remaining calculations in cases, as mentioned in statement of this Theorem.
Case I: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r+ ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) and ζ(r+ s+ t− 1)
have no poles since s > r+ ℓ or s /∈ Z. Γ(t+ r − 1) has a simple pole. ψ(t+ r− 1) has a simple pole. From (2.28),
using (2.18) and (2.20), we get the required result (2.23).
Case II: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r + ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) has a simple pole
for k = r + ℓ− s, moreover r + ℓ − s > r + ℓ − 1. ζ(r + s+ t − 1) has no pole since s 6= ℓ + 1. Γ(t+ r − 1) has a
simple pole. ψ(t+ r− 1) has a simple pole. Also observe that the term corresponding to k = r+ ℓ− s appears due
to the pole of ζ(t+ k + s) and not Γ(t+ k). From (2.28), we get the required result (2.24).
Case III: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r+ ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) has a simple pole
for k = r + ℓ − s, moreover r + ℓ − s ≤ r + ℓ − 1. ζ(r + s + t − 1) has no pole since s 6= ℓ + 1. Γ(t + r − 1) has
a simple pole. ψ(t + r − 1) has a simple pole. As in the previous case, the term corresponding to k = r + ℓ − s
appears due to the pole of ζ(t+ k + s) and not Γ(t+ k). From (2.28), we get the required result (2.25).
Case IV: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r+ ℓ− 1. Observe that ζ(s+ t+ k) has no pole since
s = ℓ + 1 and k 6= r − 1. ζ(r + s+ t− 1) and ζ′(r + s+ t− 1) have a simple and a double pole respectively since
s = ℓ + 1. Γ(t + r − 1) has a simple pole. ψ(t + r − 1) has a simple pole. Also, use the following power series,
around t = 1− r − ℓ,

Γ(t+ r − 1)

Γ(t)
= (−1)r−1 (r + ℓ − 1)!

ℓ!
− (−1)r

(r + ℓ− 1)!

ℓ!
(ψ(ℓ+ 1)− ψ(r + ℓ))(t− (1− r − ℓ))

− (−1)r
(r + ℓ− 1)!

2ℓ!

(

(ψ(ℓ + 1)− ψ(r + ℓ))2 − ψ′(ℓ + 1) + ψ′(r + ℓ)
)

(t− (1− r − ℓ))2 +O(|(t− (1 − r − ℓ))|3),
(2.29)

1

xt+r−1
= xℓ − xℓ log(x)(t − (1− r − ℓ)) +

1

2
xℓ log2(x)(t − (1− r − ℓ))2 +O(|(t− (1 − r − ℓ))|3). (2.30)
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Use (2.29) and (2.30) in (2.28) to get the required result (2.26). �

Next, we are interested to get Kronecker limit type formula for Θ(r, s, t, x) in the third variable t, around t = 2−r−s.
We can obtain such a result for fixed r, s ∈ C such that r + s ∈ N and r + s ≥ 2 in the following way:

• r, s ∈ N: It reduces to case IV of Theorem 2.4 upon taking s = ℓ+ 1.
• s ∈ N and r ∈ Z \ N: It reduces to case II of Theorem 2.3 upon taking s = ℓ+ 1.
• r ∈ N and s ∈ Z \ N: It reduces to the previous case, s ∈ N and r ∈ Z \ N, after using (1.5).

Hence, for a fixed r, s ∈ C \ Z, we state the formula as the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let r, s ∈ C \ Z such that r + s ∈ N and r + s ≥ 2. Around t = 2− r − s, we have

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r+sxs−1(r + s− 2)!Γ(1− r)Γ(1 − s)

+

r+s−2
∑

k=0

(

r + s− 2

k

)

xr+s−2−kζ(r − k)ζ(k − r + 2) +O (|t− (2− r − s)|) . (2.31)

Proof. Then, for Re(t) > 1− r − s, (2.6) and (2.7) gives,

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

r+s+⌊|Re(s)|⌋
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

= O
(

yǫ−1
)

, (2.32)

for some ǫ > 0. For M = r + s+ ⌊|Re(s)|⌋, from (2.9) and (2.32), the integral on the left-hand side of (2.1) is now
defined and analytic in the extended region Re(t) > 1 − r − s by using [22, Theorem 2.2]. Hence, due to the pole
of Γ(t) at t = 2− r − s, we see

lim
t→2−r−s

(

1

Γ(t)

∫ ∞

0

yt−1Lis(e
−xy)

(

Lir(e
−y)− Γ(1− r)yr−1 −

r+s+⌊|Re(s)|⌋
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)
yk

k!

)

dy

)

= 0.

Hence, from (2.1)

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
Γ(1− r)Γ(t + r − 1)

xt+r−1Γ(t)
ζ(r + s+ t− 1)

+

r+s+⌊|Re(s)|⌋
∑

k=0

(−1)kζ(r − k)Γ(t+ k)

xt+kk!Γ(t)
ζ(s+ t+ k) +O (|t− (2 − r − s)|) . (2.33)

Since Γ(t) has a pole at t = 2− r − s, only the terms with a pole in the numerator survive, as t → 2− r − s. We
list the poles of numerator at t = 2− r − s: Note that, Γ(t+ k) has a simple pole only for k ≤ r + s− 2. For any
k, ζ(s + t + k) has no pole since r /∈ Z . Γ(t + r − 1) has no pole since s /∈ Z. ζ(r + s + t − 1) has a simple pole.
Hence, use the laurent series expansions of the functions on the right-hand side of (2.33) to get the required result
(2.31). �

3. Applications in modular relations

We start this Section by proving a recursive formula, Theorem 3.1, for the generalized Mordell-Tornheim zeta
function Θ(r, s, t, x). The motivation for this result originated from a recursive result for the Mordell-Tornheim
zeta function ζMT(r, s, t) obtained by Huard, Williams and Zhang [12, Equation (1.6)]. We use the specific case of
Theorem 3.1, with s = r = n, as stated in Corollary 3.2, to then obtain the two-term functional equation given by
Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) as a further implication.

Theorem 3.1. For any r, s, t ∈ R such that r + s+ t > 2, r + t > 1 and s+ t > 1 and for any n ∈ N, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

n
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x). (3.1)

Proof. For n = 0, it is vacuously true. For n = 1, we can easily see that,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nr−1ms(n+mx)t+1
+ x

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nrms−1(n+mx)t+1

= Θ(r − 1, s, t+ 1, x) + xΘ(r, s− 1, t+ 1, x). (3.2)
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Hence, the statement holds for n = 1. We now assume the identity is true for all j < n and then prove that the
statement holds for j = n. Since the statement holds for j = n− 1, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− 1

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − (n− 1) + ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n− 1, x).

Use (3.2) inside the summation to get,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− 1

ℓ

)

xℓ (Θ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x) + xΘ(r − (n− 1) + ℓ, s− ℓ− 1, t+ n, x))

=

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− 1

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x) + x

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− 1

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − (n− 1) + ℓ, s− ℓ− 1, t+ n, x)

Replace the variable of summation ℓ by ℓ− 1 in the second term to get,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n− 1

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x) +

n
∑

ℓ=1

(

n− 1

ℓ− 1

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x)

= Θ(r − ℓ, s, t+ n, x) +
n−1
∑

ℓ=1

((

n− 1

ℓ

)

+

(

n− 1

ℓ− 1

))

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x) + xnΘ(r, s− n, t+ n, x)

= Θ(r − ℓ, s, t+ n, x) +
n−1
∑

ℓ=1

(

n

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x) + xnΘ(r, s− n, t+ n, x)

=

n
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(r − n+ ℓ, s− ℓ, t+ n, x),

where we have used the property
(

n−1
ℓ

)

+
(

n−1
ℓ−1

)

=
(

n
ℓ

)

of the Binomial coefficients in the second last step. Ob-
serve that Θ by definition is well defined at the arguments in all of the above steps. Hence, by the Principle of
Mathematical Induction, (3.1) is true for all n ∈ N. �

Corollary 3.2. For r, t ∈ R such that r + t > 1 and 2r + t > 2, and for any x > 0,

Θ(r, r, t, x) =

r
∑

ℓ=0

(

r

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x).

Proof. Put s = r and n = r in (3.1) to get this result. �

We now obtain the functional equations proved by Vlasenko and Zagier [24, Equation 11] as an application of the
above Corollary 3.2.

3.1. Vlasenko and Zagier’s functional equation.

Corollary 3.3. Functional equation in (1.18) given by Vlasenko-Zagier holds.

Proof. Let r ∈ N, r 6= 1 be arbitrary and t > 1− r. Let x > 0. From Corollary 3.2, we have,

Θ(r, r, t, x) =

r
∑

ℓ=0

(

r

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x).

Separate out the first and the last term from the sum to get,

Θ(r, r, t, x) = Θ(0, r, t+ r, x) +

r−1
∑

ℓ=1

(

r

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x) + xrΘ(r, 0, t+ r, x).

Use inversion (1.5) for the third term on the right-hand side to get,

Θ(r, r, t, x) = Θ(0, r, t+ r, x) + S(r, t) + x−tΘ(0, r, t+ r, 1x ), (3.3)

where S(r, t) is defined by

S(r, t) :=

r−1
∑

ℓ=1

(

r

ℓ

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x).
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We now simplify S(r, t) as follows:

S(r, t) =

r−1
∑

ℓ=1





ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

−
ℓ−1
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ−j

(

r

j

)



 xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x)

=

r−1
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x)−
r−1
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ−1
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ−j

(

r

j

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x).

Replace ℓ by ℓ+ 1 in the second term of the right-hand side to get,

S(r, t) =

r−1
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x) +

r−2
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ−j

(

r

j

)

xℓ+1Θ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ− 1, t+ r, x).

Since ℓ = 0 makes the summand zero, hence the second term can be rewritten as,

S(r, t) =

r−1
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x) +

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ−j

(

k

j

)

xℓ+1Θ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ− 1, t+ r, x).

Separate the ℓ = r − 1 term from the first term on the right-hand side to get,

S(r, t) = xr−1Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x)

r−1
∑

i=1

(−1)r−i+1

(

r

i

)

+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓΘ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x) +

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

j=1

(−1)ℓ−j

(

k

j

)

xℓ+1Θ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ− 1, t+ r, x)

= xr−1Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x)
r−1
∑

i=1

(−1)r−i+1

(

r

i

)

+
r−2
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓ
(

Θ(ℓ, r − ℓ, t+ r, x) + xΘ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ− 1, t+ r, x)

)

= xr−1Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x)

r−1
∑

i=1

(−1)r−i+1

(

r

i

)

+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

xℓΘ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ, t+ r − 1, x), (3.4)

where we have used (1.4) in the last step. We note the following fact obtained by the Binomial theorem,

r−1
∑

i=1

(−1)r−i+1

(

r

i

)

i→r−i
= −

r−1
∑

i=1

(−1)i
(

r

i

)

= 1 + (−1)r =

{

0, if r is odd,
2, if r is even.

Also, we know that

ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)ℓ−i

(

r

i

)

= (−1)ℓ
ℓ
∑

i=1

(−1)i
(

r

i

)

= (−1)ℓ

(

−1 +

ℓ
∑

i=0

(−1)i
(

r

i

)

)

= (−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

)

,

where we have used that
∑ℓ

i=0(−1)i
(

r
i

)

= (−1)ℓ
(

r−1
ℓ

)

. Hence, using the two facts mentioned above, (3.4) becomes,

S(r, t) = (1 + (−1)r)xr−1Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x) +
r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓΘ(ℓ+ 1, r − ℓ, t+ r − 1, x). (3.5)

Take the limit t→ 1− r in (3.5) to get,

lim
t→1−r

S(r, t) = (1 + (−1)r)xr−1 lim
t→1−r

Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x) +

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓζ(ℓ+ 1)ζ(r − ℓ), (3.6)

since Θ(a, b, 0, x) = ζ(a)ζ(b) for any a, b > 1. The limit on right-hand side is dealt as follows,

lim
t→1−r

Θ(r − 1, 1, t+ r, x) = lim
t→1−r

x−t−rΘ(1, r − 1, t+ r, 1x)
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= lim
t→1−r

(

x−t−r
∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nmr−1(n+ m
x )

t+r

)

=
1

x

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nmr−1(n+ m
x )

=
1

x

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr−1

∞
∑

n=1

1

n(n+ m
x )

=
1

x

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr−1

∞
∑

n=1

( x
m

n
−

x
m

n+ m
x

)

=

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr

(

γ + ψ(mx + 1)
)

= γζ(r) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
(3.7)

Hence, from (3.6) and (3.7), we get,

lim
t→1−r

S(r, t) = (1 + (−1)r)xr−1

(

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ γζ(r)

)

+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓζ(ℓ + 1)ζ(r − ℓ). (3.8)

We also need the following evaluation,

Θ(0, r, t+ r, x) =

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr(n+mx)t+r

=
∞
∑

m=1

1

mr

∞
∑

n=1

1

(n+mx)t+r

=

∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t+ r,mx+ 1)

mr

=
∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t+ r,mx+ 1)− 1
t−1+r

mr
+

ζ(r)

t− 1 + r
(3.9)

Hence, we can also see that,

x−tΘ(0, r, t+ r, 1x ) = x−t

(

∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t+ r, mx + 1)− 1
t−1+r

mr
+

ζ(r)

t− 1 + r

)

. (3.10)

Substitute (3.9) and (3.10) in (3.3) to get,

Θ(r, r, t, x)− ζ(r)(1 + x−t)

t− 1 + r
=

∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t + r,mx+ 1)− 1
t−1+r

mr
+ S(r, t)

+ x−t
∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t+ r, mx + 1)− 1
t−1+r

mr
.

Take the limit of both sides of the above equation as t → 1− r, and use (3.8) to get

lim
t→1−r

(

Θ(r, r, t, x)− ζ(r)(1 + x−t)

t− 1 + r

)

= −
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ lim

t→1−r
(S(r, t))− xr−1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr

= −
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ (1 + (−1)r)xr−1

(

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ γζ(r)

)
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+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓζ(ℓ + 1)ζ(r − ℓ)− xr−1
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr

= −
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ (−1)rxr−1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ (1 + (−1)r)xr−1γζ(r)

+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓζ(ℓ + 1)ζ(r − ℓ). (3.11)

Put s = r and ℓ = 0 in case 3 of Theorem 2.4 to get,

Θ(r, r, t, x) =
ζ(r)

(

1 + xr−1
)

(t− 1 + r)
+ xr−1ζ(r)(γ − log(x))

+ γζ(r) + xr−1
r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

1

xk
ζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1) +O(|t− 1 + r|).

Upon adding and subtracting suitable terms, we get,

lim
t→1−r

(

Θ(r, r, t, x)− ζ(r)(1 + x−t)

t− 1 + r

)

= lim
t→1−r

(

ζ(r)
(

xr−1 − x−t
)

t− 1 + r

)

+ xr−1ζ(r)(γ − log(x)) + γζ(r) + xr−1
r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

1

xk
ζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1)

= xr−1ζ(r) log(x) + xr−1ζ(r)(γ − log(x)) + γζ(r) + xr−1
r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

1

xk
ζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1)

= xr−1ζ(r)γ + ζ(r)γ + xr−1
r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

1

xk
ζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1)

= xr−1ζ(r)γ + ζ(r)γ +

r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

xkζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1), (3.12)

where we have replaced k by r − 1− k in the last step. Hence, from (3.11) and (3.12), we see,

−
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ (−1)rxr−1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
+ (1 + (−1)r)xr−1γζ(r)

+

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(

(−1)ℓ+1 +

(

r − 1

ℓ

))

xℓζ(ℓ + 1)ζ(r − ℓ) = xr−1ζ(r)γ + ζ(r)γ +

r−2
∑

k=1

(

r − 1

k

)

xkζ(r − k)ζ(k + 1).

On cancellation and simplification, we get, with the convention that ζ(1) = γ as taken by Vlasenko-Zagier,

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx+ 1)

mr
+ (−x)r−1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx + 1)

mr
= (−1)rxr−1γζ(r) −

r−2
∑

ℓ=1

(−1)ℓxℓζ(ℓ + 1)ζ(r − ℓ)− ζ(r)γ.

= −
r−1
∑

ℓ=0

(−x)ℓζ(ℓ+ 1)ζ(r − ℓ).

Use the functional equation ψ(y+1) = ψ(y)+y−1 in both the summands on the left-hand side of the above equation
and simplify to get (1.18). �

3.2. Guinand’s functional equations.

Corollary 3.4. Functional equations in (1.11) and (1.12) given by Guinand hold.

Proof. We use the inversion formula (1.5) with r = s = 0 and t ∈ R such that t > 2,

Θ(0, 0, t, x) = x−tΘ(0, 0, t, 1x). (3.13)
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From [1, Equation 6.4.10, p.260], for j ∈ N and ψ(j) being the jth derivative of ψ, we have,

ψ(j)(z) = (−1)j+1j!

∞
∑

ℓ=0

1

(ℓ+ z)j+1
= (−1)j+1j!ζ(j + 1, z), (3.14)

where ζ(s, a) is the Hurwitz zeta function. Then, from (3.13), we have

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

(n+mx)t
= x−t

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

(n+ m
x )

t
. (3.15)

Replace n by n− 1 in both the sums on left-hand and right-hand side of the equation and then use (3.14) to see
that, for t ∈ N such that t ≥ 3,

(−1)t(t− 1)!
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−1)(1 +mx) = (−1)t(t− 1)!x−t
∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−1)
(

1 +
m

x

)

.

Cancel (−1)t(t − 1)! on both sides and then multiply both sides by x
t

2 to get (1.11). We now prove the second
equation of Guinand (1.12). From the definition of the Hurwitz zeta function, ζ(s, a) =

∑∞
n=0(n+a)

−s, and (3.15),
we can see,

∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t,mx + 1) = x−t
∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t, mx + 1). (3.16)

From [4, Equation 4.3], we have,

ζ(z, x) =
x1−z

z − 1
+O(x−z).

Adding and subtracting suitable terms from the summands on both left-hand side and right-hand side, (3.16)
becomes,

∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t,mx+ 1) +
(mx)1−t

t− 1
− (mx)1−t

t− 1

)

= x−t
∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t, mx + 1) +

(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1
−
(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1

)

.

Simplify to get,

∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t,mx + 1)− (mx)1−t

t− 1

)

+
x1−tζ(t − 1)

t− 1
= x−t

∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t, mx + 1)−
(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1

)

+
ζ(t− 1)

x(t − 1)
. (3.17)

See the following limits hold, where we use (3.14) for the first one

lim
t→2

(

ζ(t, y + 1)− y1−t

t− 1

)

= ζ(2, y + 1)− 1

y
= ψ′(1 + y)− 1

y
, (3.18)

lim
t→2

((

x1−t − 1

x

)

ζ(t− 1)

t− 1

)

= − log(x)

x
= −2

log(x)

2x
= − log(x)

2x
+

log( 1x)

2x
. (3.19)

Tend t → 2 in (3.17), use (3.18) and (3.19) and then multiply both the left-hand side and right-hand side of the
resultant by x to get (1.12). �

3.3. Ramanujan’s functional equation.

Corollary 3.5. The first equality in the functional equation given by Ramanujan in (1.10) holds.

Proof. From (3.16) we have,

∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t,mx + 1) = x−t
∞
∑

m=1

ζ(t, mx + 1).

From [4, Equation 4.3], we have,

ζ(z, x) =
x1−z

z − 1
+

1

2
x−z +O(x−z−1).
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Adding and subtracting suitable terms from the summands on both left-hand side and right-hand side, we deduce,

∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t,mx + 1) +
(mx)1−t

t− 1
+

1

2
(mx)−t − (mx)1−t

t− 1
− 1

2
(mx)−t

)

= x−t
∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t, mx + 1) +

(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1
+

1

2

(m

x

)−t

−
(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1
− 1

2

(m

x

)−t
)

. (3.20)

Then, on using ζ(z, a+ 1) = ζ(z, a)− a−z,(3.20) becomes,

∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t,mx) +
(mx)1−t

t− 1
+

1

2
(mx)−t − (mx)1−t

t− 1
− 1

2
(mx)−t − (mx)−t

)

= x−t
∞
∑

m=1

(

ζ(t, mx ) +

(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1
+

1

2

(m

x

)−t

−
(

m
x

)1−t

t− 1
− 1

2

(m

x

)−t

−
(m

x

)−t
)

.

Let us denote ϕ(t, x) as follows:

ϕ(t, x) := ζ(t, x) − x1−t

t− 1
− 1

2
x−t.

Then, we see,
(

∞
∑

m=1

ϕ(t,mx) +
x1−t

t− 1
ζ(t− 1)− 1

2
x−tζ(t)

)

= x−t

(

∞
∑

m=1

ϕ(t, mx ) +

(

1
x

)1−t

t− 1
ζ(t− 1)− 1

2

(

1

x

)−t

ζ(t)

)

.

Take the second term on the left-hand side to the right-hand side and vice versa, to get,
(

∞
∑

m=1

ϕ(t,mx) −
1
x

t− 1
ζ(t− 1)− 1

2
x−tζ(t)

)

= x−t

(

∞
∑

m=1

ϕ(t, mx )−
x

t− 1
ζ(t − 1)− 1

2

(

1

x

)−t

ζ(t)

)

.

Multiply both sides by x
t

2 to get the first equality of [4, Theorem 4.1]. As shown in [4, Corollary 4.2], letting t→ 1,
we get the first equality of the Ramanujan’s transformation formula (1.10). �

4. Kronecker limit type formula for Θ(r, s, t, x) in the Second variable

The method used in Section 2 cannot be used to find Kronecker limit type formula for Θ(r, s, t, x) in the second
variable s. Hence, we come with an alternative method to obtain the same, which involves the series evaluations
of Θ(r, s, t, x) in terms of Herglotz-Zagier function (1.13) and higher Herglotz functions (1.17). The evaluation
is obtained by the partial fraction method, which is very effective in the theory of multiple zeta functions. For
instance, Gangl, Kaneko and Zagier [7] used the partial fraction, for integers i, j ≥ 2,

1

minj
=

∑

a+b=i+j

((

a− 1

i− 1

)

1

(m+ n)anb
+

(

a− 1

j − 1

)

1

(m+ n)anb

)

,

to prove the Euler decomposition formula,

ζ(i)ζ(j) =
∑

a+b=i+j

((

a− 1

i− 1

)

ζ(a, b) +

(

a− 1

j − 1

)

ζ(a, b)

)

,

where ζ(s1, s2) is the double zeta function as defined in (1.20). Guo and Xie [9] used the partial fraction method
to obtain natural shuffle algebra structure for the integral representations of the multiple-zeta values. We prove
the partial fraction in the following Lemma 4.1 before using it to obtain the series evaluation.

Lemma 4.1. Fix r, t ∈ N ∪ {0} such that r + t ≥ 1. Then, for n, y > 0, the following partial fraction holds,

1

nr(n+ y)t
= (−1)r

t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

yj+r(n+ y)t−j
+

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)i

nr−iyt+i
. (4.1)

with the convention that
(

−1
0

)

= 1,
(

c
−1

)

= 0 for any c ∈ Z\{−1} with an exception
(

−1
−1

)

= 1.
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Proof. Start with the expression on the right-hand side of (4.1) and take least common denominator to get,

(−1)r
t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

yt−j(n+ y)j

yr+t(n+ y)t
+

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)iniyr−i

nryr+t

= (−1)r
t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

nryt−j(n+ y)j

nryr+t(n+ y)t
+

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)iniyr−i(n+ y)t

nryr+t(n+ y)t

=
A(n, y, r, t)

nryr+t(n+ y)t
, (4.2)

where

A(n, y, r, t) := (−1)rnr
t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

yt−j(n+ y)j + (n+ y)t
r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)iniyr−i.

Clearly, for a fixed r, t ∈ N, A(n, y, r, t) is a polynomial of two variables n, y.

A(n, y, r, t) = (−1)rnr
t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

yt−j

j
∑

c=0

(

j

c

)

ncyj−c +

t
∑

d=0

(

t

d

)

ndyt−d
r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)iniyr−i

= (−1)r
t−1
∑

j=0

j
∑

c=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)(

j

c

)

nr+cyt−c +

t
∑

d=0

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)(

t

d

)

(−1)ind+iyt−d+r−i

= (−1)r
t−1
∑

c=0

nr+c
t−1
∑

j=c

(

j + r − 1

j

)(

j

c

)

yt−c +

t
∑

d=0

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)(

t

d

)

(−1)ind+iyt−d+r−i. (4.3)

A(n, y, r, t) can be seen as a polynomial in n with coefficients as polynomials in y. Clearly, the highest degree of n
possible in A(n, y, r, t) is r + t− 1, where r, t ∈ N are fixed. We now show explicitly evaluate the coefficients of na

for 1 ≤ a ≤ r + t− 1 in two cases.
Case 1: For 1 ≤ a ≤ r − 1.
Observe that the first term on the right-hand side of (4.3) does not contribute to the coefficient of na since least
power of n possible is r. From the second term, the only way to get na is when d ≤ a and i = a− d. Hence we get,

Coefficient of na in A(n, y, r, t) =
a
∑

d=0

(

a− d+ t− 1

a− d

)(

t

d

)

(−1)a−dyt+r−a

= (−1)ayt+r−a
a
∑

d=0

(

a− d+ t− 1

a− d

)(

t

d

)

(−1)d

d→a−d
= yt+r−a

a
∑

d=0

(

d+ t− 1

d

)(

t

a− d

)

(−1)d

= yt+r−a
a
∑

d=0

(d+ t− 1)!

d!(t− 1)!
· t!

(a− d)!(d + t− a)!
· (−1)d

=
a
∑

d=0

(d+ t− 1)!

d!(a− d)!(d+ t− a)!
(−1)d

=
tyt+r−a

a!

a
∑

d=0

(−1)d
(

a

d

)

p(d), (4.4)

where p(d) = (d+t−1)!
(d+t−a)! = (d+ t− 1)(d+ t− 2) · · · (d+ t− a+ 1) is a polynomial in d of degree a− 1. As explained

in [19, Section 3] and [17, Corollary 2], the sum on the right-hand side of (4.4) is zero, since the polynomial p(d)
has a degree smaller than a. Hence, the coefficient of na in A(n, y, r, t) is zero for 1 ≤ a ≤ r − 1.
Case 2: For r ≤ a ≤ r + t− 1.
Observe that the term c = a− r in the first term of the right-hand side of (4.3) alone contributes to the coefficient
of na. The condition a ≤ r+ t− 1 ensures that a− r ≤ t− 1. From the second term of the right-hand side of (4.3),
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for any i, d = a− i alone contributes to the coefficient of na. Since r ≤ a ≤ r+ t− 1, we have d = a− i ≤ t for any
i. Since i ≤ r − 1, we always have d ≥ 0. Hence we get,

Coefficient of na in A(n, y, r, t) = yt+r−a

(

A1(n, y, r, t) +A2(n, y, r, t)

)

. (4.5)

where,

A1(n, y, r, t) := (−1)r
t−1
∑

j=a−r

(

j + r − 1

j

)(

j

a− r

)

, (4.6)

A2(n, y, r, t) :=

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)(

t

a− i

)

(−1)i. (4.7)

We now evaluate both A1(n, y, r, t) andA2(n, y, r, t) explicitly. Firstly, after expanding the binomials in A1(n, y, r, t),
we get,

A1(n, y, r, t) =
(−1)r

(r − 1)!(a− r)!

t−1
∑

j=a−r

(j + r − 1)!

(j + r − a)!

j→i+a−r
=

(−1)r

(r − 1)!(a− r)!

r+t−a−1
∑

i=0

(i + a− 1)!

i!

=
(−1)r(a− 1)!

(r − 1)!(a− r)!

r+t−a−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ a− 1

i

)

=
(−1)r(a− 1)!

(r − 1)!(a− r)!

(

r + t− 1

r + t− a− 1

)

=
(−1)r

a
× (r + t− 1)!

(r − 1)!(t− 1)!
× (t− 1)!

(a− r)!(r + t− a− 1)!

=
(−1)r(r + t− a)

a

(

r + t− 1

t

)(

t

a− r

)

. (4.8)

Next, we evaluate A2(n, y, r, t). Since
(

t
a−i

)

= 0 for i < a− t, it is enough to consider the sum between a− t ≤ i ≤
r − 1, and on expanding the binomials, we get,

A2(n, y, r, t) = t

r−1
∑

i=a−t

(−1)i

i!(a− i)!
× (i+ t− 1)!

(i+ t− a)!

i→j+a−t
= t

r+t−a−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j+a−t

(j + a− t)!(t− j)!
× (j + a− 1)!

j!

=
(−1)a+t

(t− 1)!

r+t−a−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

t

j

)

(j + a− 1)!

(j + a− t)!

=
(−1)a+t

(t− 1)!
× (−1)a+r+t(a− r − t)

at(r − 1)!

(

t

r + t− a

)

(r + t− 1)!

= − (−1)r(r + t− a)

a

(

r + t− 1

t

)(

t

a− r

)

, (4.9)

where we have used the fact
(

c
d

)

=
(

c
c−d

)

in the last step and the following identity obtained from Mathematica 11
in the second last step,

r+t−a−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

t

j

)

(j + a− 1)!

(j + a− t)!
=

(−1)a+r+t(a− r − t)

at(r − 1)!

(

t

r + t− a

)

(r + t− 1)!.

On substituting (4.8) and (4.9) in (4.5), we can see that the coefficient of na is zero for r ≤ a ≤ r + t − 1. Thus,
both the cases combined, we have shown that the coefficient of na is zero for all 1 ≤ a ≤ r + t − 1, and thus,
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A(n, y, r, t) is independent of n, and hence,

A(n, y, r, t) = A(0, y, r, t) = yr+t.

Put this in (4.2) to get the required result. �

We now use Lemma 4.1 to prove the follwing theorem for the series evaluations of Θ(r, s, t, x).

Theorem 4.2. For r, t ∈ N ∪ {0} such that r + t ≥ 1, and s ∈ C such that Re(s) > 2− r − t, we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

r−2
∑

i=0

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(s+ t+ i)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr+s+t−1

+ (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+s+j
, (4.10)

with the convention that
(

−1
0

)

= 1,
(

c
−1

)

= 0 for any c ∈ Z\{−1} with an exception
(

−1
−1

)

= 1.

Proof. From the definition (1.3), we can see

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

∞
∑

n=1

∞
∑

m=1

1

nrms(n+mx)t
=

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1

1

nr(n+mx)t
. (4.11)

Use Lemma 4.1 with y = mx in (4.11) to get,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1



(−1)r
t−1
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

(mx)j+r(n+mx)t−j
+

r−1
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)i

nr−i(mx)t+i





=

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1



(−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

(mx)j+r(n+mx)t−j
+

r−2
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)i

nr−i(mx)t+i





+

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1

(

(−1)r
(

r + t− 2

t− 1

)

1

(mx)r+t−1(n+mx)
+ (−1)r−1

(

r + t− 2

r − 1

)

1

n(mx)r+t−1

)

=

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1



(−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

(mx)j+r(n+mx)t−j
+

r−2
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)i

nr−i(mx)t+i





− (−1)r
(

r + t− 2

t− 1

)

1

xr+t−1

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr+s+t−1

∞
∑

n=1

(

1

n
− 1

n+mx

)

,

where we have used
(

r+t−2
r−1

)

=
(

r+t−2
t−1

)

. From the series definition of the digamma function ψ(x), we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =

∞
∑

m=1

1

ms

∞
∑

n=1



(−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

(mx)j+r(n+mx)t−j
+

r−2
∑

i=0

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

(−1)i

nr−i(mx)t+i





− (−1)r
(

r + t− 2

t− 1

)

1

xr+t−1

∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx + 1)

mr+s+t−1
.

From (3.14), we have, for j ∈ N, j ≥ 2

(−1)j

(j − 1)!
ψ(j−1)(z + 1) =

∞
∑

ℓ=1

1

(ℓ+ z)j
. (4.12)

Hence, we can simplify Θ(r, s, t, x) as

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

1

mr+s+j

∞
∑

n=1

1

(n+mx)t−j

+

r−2
∑

i=0

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

) ∞
∑

m=1

1

ms+t+i

∞
∑

n=1

1

nr−i
− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr+s+t−1
.
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Use (4.12) to get,

Θ(r, s, t, x) = (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+s+j

+

r−2
∑

i=0

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(s+ t+ i)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr+s+t−1
.

This is the required result (4.10). �

4.1. Mixed functional equations. The two-term functional equation given by Guinand (1.11) has higher deriva-
tives of ψ(x) in the summand while the one given by Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) has the higher power of m in the
denominator. We call the functional equation obtained in (4.14), the mixed functional equations since they contain
both, a series containing higher derivatives of ψ(x) and containing higher powers of m in the denominator each.

Remark 1. The identity (1.21) holds true.

Proof. Use (1.4) twice to get,

Θ(2, 2, t, x) = Θ(0, 2, t+ 2, x) + 2xΘ(1, 1, t+ 2, x) + x2Θ(2, 0, t+ 2, x). (4.13)

Use (1.5) for the third term on the right-hand side of (4.13) and tend t→ 0 to get,

ζ2(2) = Θ(0, 2, 2, x) + 2xΘ(1, 1, 2, x) + Θ(0, 2, 2, 1x).

Then, use Theorem 4.2 thrice and simplify to get (1.21). �

Such identitites are new in literature. We now give a family of mixed functional equations in the following
theorem as a direct corollary of Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.3. Let us define F (x) as follows,

F (x) :=(−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

m2r+j

+

r−2
∑

i=0

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i + t− 1

i

)

ζ(r + t+ i)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

m2r+t−1
.

Then, we have,

F (x) = x−t
F

(

1

x

)

. (4.14)

Proof. Put s = r in (4.10) and substitute it in Θ(r, r, t, x) = x−tΘ(r, r, t, 1x ). �

4.2. Kronecker limit type formula.

Theorem 4.4. Case 1: Fix an r ∈ N, r ≥ 2.
Then, for any t ∈ N∪{0}, s+ t = 1 is a singular point of Θ(r, s, t, x), with the following polar singularity structure
in s, around s = 1− t,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
x−tζ(r)

(s− (1− t))
+

(

γζ(r)x−t + (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+j−t+1

+
r−2
∑

i=1

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(i+ 1)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr

)

+Ox(|s− (1− t)|). (4.15)

Case 2: r = 1.
Then for any t ∈ N, s+ t = 1 is a singular point of Θ(1, s, t, x), with the following polar singularity structure in s,
around s = 1− t,

Θ(1, s, t, x) =
x−t

(s− (1− t))2
+

x−t

(s− (1− t))
(γ + log(x) +Ht−1) +

(

1

xt
(γ(γ + log(x) +Ht−1) + γ1)
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−
t−2
∑

j=0

(−1)t−jx−j−1

(t− j − 1)!

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx) + (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!(mx)−(t−j−1)

mj−t+2

+
tζ(2)

xt+1
+

1

xt

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx) − log(mx)

m

)

+Ox(|s− (1− t)|). (4.16)

Proof. Let us start with the case 1. From (4.10), we have,

Θ(r, s, t, x)− 1

xt
ζ(s+ t)ζ(r) = (−1)r

t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+s+j

+

r−2
∑

i=1

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(s+ t+ i)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr+s+t−1
.

Since we know, around s = 1− t,

ζ(s+ t) =
1

s− (1− t)
+ γ +O(|s− (1− t)|).

Hence

lim
s→1−t

(

Θ(r, s, t, x)− 1

xt
ζ(s + t)ζ(r)

)

= (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+j−t+1

+

r−2
∑

i=1

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(i + 1)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr
.

Simplify to get, around s = 1− t,

Θ(r, s, t, x) =
x−tζ(r)

(s− 1 + t)
+

(

γζ(r)x−t + (−1)r
t−2
∑

j=0

(

j + r − 1

j

)

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+r

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+j−t+1

+

r−2
∑

i=1

(−1)i

xt+i

(

i+ t− 1

i

)

ζ(i + 1)ζ(r − i)− (−1)r

xr+t−1

(

r + t− 2

t− 1

) ∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

mr

)

+O(|s − 1 + t|).

For t− j − 1 ≥ 1, ψ(t−j−1)(y) = O(y−(t−j−1)) as y → ∞. Hence, we can see that, as x→ ∞,

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

mr+j−t+1
= Ox

(

1

mr

)

.

Since r ≥ 2, the series involving the derivatives of ψ(x) is absolutely convergent. This is the required result (4.15)
for the first case.

For the case 2, put r = 1 in Theorem 4.2 to get,

Θ(1, s, t, x) = −
t−2
∑

j=0

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

ms+j+1
+

1

xt

∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

ms+t
. (4.17)

We simplify the terms on the right-hand side of (4.17) as follows:

∞
∑

m=1

γ + ψ(mx+ 1)

ms+t
= γζ(s+ t) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx+ 1)

ms+t

= γζ(s+ t) +
1

x
ζ(s+ t+ 1) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx)

ms+t

= γζ(s+ t) +
1

x
ζ(s+ t+ 1) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx)− log(mx)

ms+t
+

∞
∑

m=1

log(mx)

ms+t

= (γ + log(x))ζ(s + t) +
1

x
ζ(s+ t+ 1)− ζ′(s+ t) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx) − log(mx)

ms+t
. (4.18)
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Simplification of the other term is as follows: Since t−j−1 ≥ 1, we have ψ(t−j−1)(y+1) = ψ(t−j−1)(y)−(−1)t−j(t−
j − 1)!yj−t. Using it we can see,

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx+ 1)

ms+j+1
= − (−1)t−j(t− j − 1)!

xt−j
ζ(s+ t+ 1) +

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx)

ms+j+1

= − (−1)t−j(t− j − 1)!

xt−j
ζ(s+ t+ 1)− (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!

xt−j−1
ζ(s+ t)

+

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx) + (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!(mx)−(t−j−1)

ms+j+1
. (4.19)

Substitute (4.18) and (4.19) in (4.17) to get,

Θ(1, s, t, x)− 1

xt

(

γ + log(x) +

t−2
∑

j=0

1

(t− j − 1)

)

ζ(s+ t) +
1

xt
ζ′(s+ t)

=
t

xt+1
ζ(s+ t+ 1) +

1

xt

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx)− log(mx)

ms+t

−
t−2
∑

j=0

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx) + (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!(mx)−(t−j−1)

ms+j+1
.

Taking limit as s→ 1− t, we get,

lim
s→1−t

(

Θ(1, s, t, x)− 1

xt
(γ + log(x) +Ht−1) ζ(s+ t) +

1

xt
ζ′(s+ t)

)

=
t

xt+1
ζ(2) +

1

xt

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx) − log(mx)

m

−
t−2
∑

j=0

(−1)t−j

(t− j − 1)!

1

xj+1

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(t−j−1)(mx) + (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!(mx)−(t−j−1)

mj−t+2
.

where Hn is the nth Harmonic number, with the convention H0 = 0. Also, see that, as y → ∞,

ψ(t−j−1)(y) + (−1)t−j(t− j − 2)!
1

yt−j−1
= O(y−(t−j)),

which ensures the convergence of the series involving the derivatives of ψ(x). Use the Laurent expansions of ζ(s+ t)
and ζ′(s+ t) around s = 1− t to get the required result (4.16). �

Corollary 4.5.

Θ(1, s, 1, x) =
1

xs2
+
γ + log(x)

xs
+

1

x
(γ(γ + log(x)) + γ1) +

ζ(2)

x2
+

1

x

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx)− log(mx)

m
.

Proof. Put r = t = 1 in Theorem 4.4 and tend s→ 0 to get,

lim
s→0

(

Θ(1, s, 1, x)− 1

x
(γ + log(x)) ζ(s+ 1) +

1

x
ζ′(s+ 1)

)

=
ζ(2)

x2
+

1

x

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(mx)− log(mx)

m
.

Use the Laurent series expansions of ζ(s+ 1) and ζ′(s+ 1) around s = 0 to get the result. �

Remark 2. From [25, Equation 7.12],

∞
∑

m=1

ψ(m)− log(m)

m
= −γ

2

2
− π2

12
− γ1,

and putting x = 1 in Corollary 4.5, we can see that around s = 0,

Θ(1, s, 1, 1) =
1

s2
+
γ

s
+

6γ2 + π2

12
+O(|s|). (4.20)
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5. Modular relations: The Mordell-Tornheim zeta perspective

We list few of the corollaries in the Table 3 below. We start with the necessary arguments for Θ in the first
column. After using (1.4) the number of times as in column 3, we do the operation on t as in column 2, to obtain
the result mentioned in column 4.

For example, Θ(1, 1, t, x) can give mixed functional equations, an instance of Vlasenko-Zagier’s functional
equation (1.18), based on the steps mentioned in columns 2 and 3. Observe that Θ(0, 0, t, x) is the centroid
between Ramanujan’s functional equation (1.10) and Guinand’s functional equations (1.11) and (1.12), differing by
the limiting value of t alone, bringing the three results under a single umbrella. Look at [5, Corollary 3.5] to see
how Zagier’s result (1.14) can be obtained.

Θ Operation on t No. of splits Result obtained

Θ(0, 0, t, x)
t ∈ N, t ≥ 3 0 Guinand (1.11)

t→ 2 0 Guinand (1.12)
t→ 1 0 Ramanujan (1.10)

Θ(1, 1, t, x)
t ∈ N, t ≥ 2 0 Mixed functional equations, Theorem 4.3

t→ 1 0 Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) with r = 2
t→ 0 1 Zagier (1.14)

Θ(2, 2, t, x)

t ∈ N, t ≥ 2 0 Mixed functional equations, Theorem 4.3
t→ 1 0 Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) with r = 4

t→ 0
1 Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) with r = 3
2 Mixed functional equations, Remark 1

t→ −1 2 Vlasenko-Zagier (1.18) with r = 2

Figure 3. The table shows the connections between the Mordell-Tornheim zeta function and the
various modular relations in literature.

6. Concluding Remarks

We conclude the paper with the following remarks:

(1) In this paper, we have obtained the Kronecker limit formula for Θ(r, s, t, x) in the variable t in Theorem
2.3 and Theorem 2.4 for ℓ ≥ 1− r and Theorem 2.5 for r + s ∈ N, r + s ≥ 2. We can extend Theorem 2.3
and Theorem 2.4 for all ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} and Theorem 2.5 for all r, s ∈ C. However, the closed form expression
for the constant term is a challenging task, which is in terms of Arakawa-Kaneko constants and the integral
mentioned in (1.7) and (1.8) respectively.

(2) We have the description of polar nature of Θ(r, s, t, x) as a function of the third variable t as well as
the second variable s (hence the first variable r) as a function of one variable. However, it will be very
interesting to see the nature of series expansion as a function of three variables r, s and t simultaneously,
in the sense of several complex variables.

(3) As discussed in the Section 5, the Mordell-Tornheim zeta function gives a new perspective of the two-term
functional equations in the literature. This interplay between Θ(r, s, t, x) and the modular relations thus
widens the scope for the study on Θ(r, s, t, x) and its generalizations. For example, having higher order
terms of Θ(r, s, t, x) in Theorem 2.3, will give us two-term explicit functional equations Ishibashi and Higher
Ishibashi functions, showed in [5, Theorem 3.4].

(4) We have obtained two term functional equations as an corollary of Theorem (3.1). Three-term analogue
of (3.1) will be an extremely desirable result. That is because, such an identity will enable us to derive
three-term functional equations such as (1.15) and (1.19).

(5) The result (4.20) could have interesting applications.
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