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A HEURISTIC GUIDE TO EVALUATING TRIPLE-SUMS
ERIC T. MORTENSON

ABSTRACT. Using a heuristic that relates Appell-Lerch functions to divergent partial
theta functions one can expand Hecke-type double-sums in terms of Appell-Lerch func-
tions. We give examples where the heuristic can be used as a guide to evaluate analogous
triple-sums in terms of Appell-Lerch functions or false theta functions.

0. NOTATION

Let ¢ be a nonzero complex number with |g| < 1 and define C* := C — {0}. Recall

(@ = @0 = [[0 - a), (2o = (w0 = [[0 - a'0),
3(230) = (@) (@/ D@ = Y (~1)"qHam,

and
j(l’l,l’g, s ,$n7q> = ](371, Q)j(xz,Q) o .]('Tna q)7

where in the penultimate line the equivalence of product and sum follows from Jacobi’s
triple product identity. Let a and m be integers with m positive. Define

[e.e]

Ja,m = j(qa7 qm>7 Jm = JIm,3m = H(l - qmz>’ and ja,m = j(_qaa qm>

i=1

We will use the following definition of an Appell-Lerch function [7]

1S (bl
m(z,q,z) = e T;OO e (0.1)
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1. INTRODUCTION

Appell-Lerch functions are the building blocks of Ramanujan’s classical mock theta
functions [7, Section 5]. For two of Ramanujan’s fifth order mock theta functions [7,
Section 5], [T, 5]:

q" _ 2J2J2,5
Xo(@): = . 2-3m(q",¢",¢") — 3¢ 'm(¢%, 4", ¢") + ;2 ; (1.1)
= n i5
qn _ _ 2J2J15
xilg) =) @ s =3¢7'm(q", ¢'°, ¢*) — 3¢7°m(q, ¢, ¢*) — ;2 (1.2)
n>0 " 2,5

In recent work [7], we used a heuristic (2.5) to express Hecke-type double-sums of the

form [7, (1.4)]
< Z o Z >(_ r+sl,rysqa( )—I—brs—l—c(;)’ (13)

r,s>0  7,5<0

where a, b, ¢ are strictly positive integers, in terms of theta functions and the m(z, g, 2)
function. As an example, a special case of more general results from [7), (1.7)] reads

( Z _ Z )(_ r+sxrysq( )+2rs+( ) (14)
r,s>0  r,s<0
2 2 3
. x4 : Yy s yJ3j(—x/y; )i (vy; ¢°)
=Jw;gm| —,q",—1) +jlz;gm| —-,¢,—-1) — :
i3 4) ( 2 ) i@:0) <$2 4 ) Josj(—qy?/z, —qz?[y; ¢°)

Objects that could be thought of as Hecke-type triple-sums have been the subject of
recent work. Zwegers discovered that [I3, Theorem 1]

(X~ Py Yt G )1

°°kl m>0

( Z Z ) 1)kHm ()+(;)+(’§)+2kz+2km+2lm+2k+2z+2m —valg),  (1.6)

OO klm>0  k,l,m<0

which suggests considering the following building block for triple-sums:

ga,b,c,d,e,f(x Y,z q ( Z Z > r+s+txrystha( )-i-brs-i—c(;)-i-drt-i-est-i—f(;)’ (17)

r,8,t>0 r,s,t<0

where a, b, ¢, d, e, and f are strictly positive integers. For related examples, see [3 [10].
Indefinite binary theta series for xo(¢) and x1(¢) can be found in [4, [12].

Kim and Lovejoy [§] recently found examples of triple-sums that evaluate to false theta
functions. False theta functions are theta functions but with the wrong signs [2]. In
particular, they found
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91,7,1,1,1,1(612, 7, q, q) + q491,7,1,1,1,1(q6> 7' ¢, q) = J12 Z(—l)rqgr(rﬂw, (1.8)
r=0
T 7‘2 T r
9175,171,171(q2,q2,q,q) + 9391,5,1,1,1,1@5,q57q27Q) = J1J12 Z(—l) Vi (1+ q° +1)- (1.9)
r=0

In Section 2] we introduce a few basic facts and preliminary results. In Section [3]
we remind the reader how the heuristic is used to understand the (mock) modularity of
double-sums. In Section [, we obtain the relation (£2) that will be used to understand
the modularity of triple-sums. We will also introduce a few basic facts about triple-sums.

In Section [5] we consider the mock theta functions yo(q) and x1(g). We use the relation
(4.2) to demonstrate how the heuristic (2.5) guides us from their respective triple-sums in
(LH) and (L6) to their Appell-Lerch sum expressions modulo a theta function, see (L.1))
and (L2). In Section [6] we demonstrate how the relation (4.2) guides us from Kim and
Lovejoy’s two triple-sums in (L8) and (L9) to their respective false theta function forms.
The work in Sections [b and [6] is experimental and does not contain proofs, but perhaps
more general formulas such as those found in [3| [7, 10] are lurking in the background.

In Section [7, we use triple-sum relations from Section M in order to prove corollaries to

Identities (LLE) and (6. We show

Corollary 1.1. We have

91,2,1,2,2,1(q3> q3, q3, Q) =0, ( )

012,1.221(9, 9, ¢ q) = J12> ( )

91,2,1,2,2,1(‘17([27(1279) = J12X0(Q)a (1.12)

012,1,22.1(4, ¢, ¢, q) = J12(QX0(Q) +1—q), ( )

g121221(0: 4% ¢*,q) = TP (axa(g) +1). (1.14)

One wonders how triple-sums whose parameters differ slightly from the left-hand sides

of (LH) and (L6) might behave. In Section [§, we demonstrate how our heuristic methods
lead us to suspect

91,31,331(¢: ¢, ¢, 9) (1.15)
= 3J12 55m(—¢"", ¢, —1) + 3¢ 2 T2 J3sm(—q", ¢*°, —1)
— 3¢ " rem(—q ', ¢, =1) = 3¢ S0 J1sm(—q ", ¢*°, —1) + 6(q),

where 6(q) is a yet to be determined weight 3/2 theta function.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We will frequently use the following product rearrangements without mention

_ _ 2J2 _ J5 J? — JoJ?
Jo1=2J14="2 Jig=—2 Jipg=L J =223
0,1 1,4 Jl y J 1,2 J%JZ’ 1,2 J27 1,3 J1J6a
Ji1dy LJE = J2 310
Jia=——J16=—>,J16= :
1,4 J2 » 41,6 J2J37 1,6 J1J4J6
We have the general identities:
ia"w:q) = (~1)"¢" Baj(z;9), nez, (2.1a)
jlasq) = j(g/z;q) = —xj(a™ q), (2.1b)
j(xq) = hjl,qu, ... q" tag™) /T i > 1, (2.1c)
Ja"q") = Jnj (@, G, G s g™) [ Y i > 1, (2.1d)
where (, is an n-th primitive root of unity. We also have from [5, Theorem 1.1]
3(=2,0)i (v, @) + (2, )i (—v, q) = 2 (xy, ¢*)i(gz "y, ¢°). (2.2)

The Appell-Lerch function m(x, ¢, z) satisfies several functional equations and identi-
ties, which we collect in the form of a proposition.

Proposition 2.1. For generic x,z € C*

m(z,q,z) = m(z,q,qz), (2.3a)
m(z,q,2) =z 'm(z™", ¢, 27"), (2.3b)
m(qr,q,2) =1 —axm(z,q,2), (2.3¢)

2033 (21/ 203 9)j (220215 )

m(x,q,z) —m(x,q,2) = = , 4 4 . 2.3d
( ) —ml 2 (203 9)J (21: @)1 (%203 q) (215 q) (2:34)
The m(x, q, z) function has a useful (slightly rewritten) functional equation

m(x,q,2) =1 —q lem(q” 'z, q, 2). (2.4)

In recent work [7, Section 3] we introduced a heuristic point of view which guides our
study of the Appell-Lerch function m(z, q, z) and Hecke-type double-sums. If we iterate

(Z4)), we obtain
m(z,q, z) ~ Z(—l)’"q‘(rﬂx’", (2.5)
r>0
where ‘~” means mod theta. We cannot use an equal sign here, because the series on the
right diverges for |¢| < 1. However, it is often useful to think of m(x,q, z) as a partial
theta series with g replaced by ¢~*. Property (2.3d) says that changing z only adjusts the
theta function, hence the expression m(z, ¢, *) when working mod theta.
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We define
fabc .y, q ( Z Z ) r+sxrysqa( )+br8+c(§)’ (26)

r,s>0 r,5<0
and note that we can also write

Fve(tyoq) = Y sg(r)(—1)rrearyqE)orste(s), (2.7)
sg(r)=sg(s)
=3 sg(r, ) (— 1)yt el (2.8)

where

-1 r <0,

sa(r) = {1 r=20, (2.9)

and
sg(r, s) := (sg(r) + sg(s))/2. (2.10)
Our Hecke-type double-sum notation has several useful properties. We will later deter-
mine analogous properties for triple-sums. For b < a, we follow the usual convention:

b a—1
do==) e (2.11)

r=b+1

Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 6.2 [7]). For z,y € C*

a+b+c
fa7b70($a Y, Q) = - fa7b,c(q2a+b/$a q2c+b/y> Q)' (2'12)
Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 6.3 [7]). For z,y € C* and ¢,k € Z
Fase(r,,q) = (—af)e (—y)’“qa(@*“k“(g)fa,b, (q““b’“ ,q"* "y, q) (2.13)

+Z g3 j(q™y; ¢ +Z () j(gmba; 7).

We have many expressions that evaluate Hecke-type double—sums in terms of Appell-
Lerch functions [7]. We recall one that we will use here.

Theorem 2.4. [7, Theorem 1.4] Let a,b, and c¢ be positive integers with ac < b* and b
divisible by a, c. Then
1

fa,b,c(x> Y, q) = ha,b,c(za Y,4q, _]-7 _1) - = — : 6)a,b,c(l’a Y, Q)>
JO,b2/a—cJ0,b2/c—a

where
. a al/et ) ¢ —b/a a— c
Bose(,9,0, 21, 70) 1 = jlasq)m( = "5 o (=) ()0 Ve )

b/c+1

+ 5(y; qc)m< — (" )‘“(—x)(—y)‘b/c,qbz/c‘“,ZO>,
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and
b/c—1b/a—1b/a—1
2acd+1 2cae+f+1a 2 /a—c 2/a
Oue(2, 9, q Z Z Z ®?/ +(b?/c—a)( )+a(4 )j(qw/ NS e g1/a)
d=0 e=0 f=0
(—x) j(qb(b2/(ac) 1) (e+f+1)— (b /a—c)(d+1)+b3(b—a)/(2a> c)(_x)b/ay—l;q(b2/a)(b2/(ac)_l))

. (b2 /c—a)(e b2 Ja—c)(d+1)—c(/¢)—a("/e —b/a —b/c. 2 /(ac)—
T ey (0D e (%) =a(*5") (=) 1-ba(—y)1-b/e; gblt*/(ad)-D)

. 2 Je—a)(ed+1)—c(P/¢ _ 2/a—c —a(?e _ _ ’
j(q(b/ )(e+1)—c(” )(—:):)(—y) ble o(t*/a=c)(d+1) (% )(_gj) b/a(—y); b0?/(ac)-1)

Theorem [2.4] has the following two specializations.
Corollary 2.5. We have
f474,1($a Y, Q) = b44 1(!13' Y,q, -1 _1)

d+1 .
)3(@30y: g1 (—q* 3y ¢'2). T35 (— ™ )P 412)

Zq . (2.14)
JosJoa2j(—q%x )yt ¢'2) 5 (¢*T3y Jz; ¢'2)

where
baai(z,y,q. =1, —1) = j(z;¢"Ym( — ¢*y/z,¢*, 1) + j(y; )m(x/y*, ¢"*, —1). (2.15)
Corollary 2.6. We have

f3,3,1(2,y,q) = bss1(z,y,q,—1, —1) (2.16)
2 A+ (02720y; %) 5 ( — ¢+ 22y %) T35 (724 )% )
dZ:O 4J28J624J(q l‘/y 0®)j (¢**+?*4y /x; ¢°) ’
where

b3s1(2,9,¢, =1, =1) = j(z;¢*)m(=*=7y, ¢, —1) + j(y; )m(—¢’zy >, ¢° —1). (2.17)
Proposition 2.7. For m,n € Z, m # n, we have
fl,l,l(qmv qn7 q) =0. (218)
Proof of Proposition [2.7. Using the functional equation (ZI3]), we note that the two theta
functions have j(¢™;q) = j(¢"; q) = 0, giving us
FLia(@™ q" @) = (—1)FqriqtgG TGy, (g Hm gt ).
If we choose ¢ = —k then
fl,l,l(qma qn’ q) =dq

mé—nit

fria(e™, a" ).
If we set ¢ =1 then

friale™ ¢ q) =" "faald™, 4" @)
Because m # n and |q| < 1, we conclude

f111(¢" ¢", q) = 0. O
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Proposition 2.8. Fort € Z, we have

f1,7,1(q2+t7 q3+t7 Q) + q4+tf1,7,1(q6+t7 q7+t7 Q) (2-19)
= f4,4,1(—q4+t7 q2+t7 Q) - q_tf4 4,1(—q4_t7 q2—t’ Q)-
fi51( Q) + s 1 ) (2.20)

= f3,3,1(_q3+t7 q2+t> q) - q_ f3,3,1(_q3_ta q2_t> q)

Proof of Proposition[2.8. The proofs for the identities are similar, so we only do the first.
A change of variables yields

f1,7,1(q2+t7 ¢, q) + q4+tf1,7,1( O g, q)
= Z Sg(u7v)(_1) qS 2—|— u’l}—|—1v2+ u—l— U—‘,— (U+U)

u,v
u=v mod 2

- ( Z Z ) Vg 2n2+(2+t)n—j(3j+1)/2

n+j>0 n+75<0
n—j>0 n—3<0

n

_ Zq2n2+(2+t)n Z (_1)jq—j(3j+1)/2 i Zq2n2+(2+t)n Z (_1)jq—j(3j+1)/2
n>0 j=—n n<0 n<j<—n

n

_ Z q2n2+(2+t)n Z (_1)jq—j(3j+1)/2

n>0 j=-n

_Zq —n—1)24(2+t)(—n—1) Z (_l)jq—j(3j+l)/2
n>0 —n—1<j<n+1

n n

_ Zq2n2+(2+t)n Z (_1) —j(35+1)/ Zq% +(2—t)n—t Z (_1)jq—j(3j+1)/2

n>0 j=—n n>0 j=—n
— Z sg(])(—l)JqQ +(2+t) J(3J+1)/2(1 —q 2t t)
sg(j)=sg(n—j)
= faar (=" " q) = ¢ Faan (=4 7 9),
where the last line follows from the substitution v = j and v =n — j. O

Proposition 2.9. For m € Z and k € {0,1,2,3}, we have
4—Am—k  2—4dm—k

R TR G A e ) (2.21)

—2m2—2m—mk

f4’471(_q4+4m+k’ q2+4m+k’ q) —q

= (faaa(=a"" "™ @) = ¢ faan(=¢"" > 0))q
Proposition 2.10. Form € Z and k € {O 1,2}, we have

f373’1(_q3+3m+k’ q2+3m+k’ q) f3, 31 ( 3—3m— k’ q2—3m—k’ q) (222)

_ — — —3m2—3m-m
= (f3,3,1(—q3+k,q2+k,Q) —q f3,3,1(—q3 k,q2 kﬂ))Q 2 2 k.
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Lemma 2.11. If we define

ag = f4,4,1(—
by == f3,3,1(—

q
¢ 2-k
then

ap=0, a; = —q 'J?, ay=0,a3=q >J},
and

bo=0, by =—q "I}/ Ja, by =q 2T} Js.

Proof of Proposition[2.9. We recall Corollary 2.5 We first show that

h474,1(_q4+ma C]2+m, q, _]-7 _1) - q—mh47471(_q4—m’ C]2_m> q,—
= .]( 4+m7 q ) (q7 q37 _1) - q_m.j(_q4_m; q4)m(q7 q37 _1)
. —m . 3 -m m. 4 3
= q " (=4 q"Ym(q, ¢ —1) — ¢ (=45 ¢ )m(q, %, 1)

=0,

where we have used (Z1a)). As a result,

frar (=", @ @) — ¢ " aan (=" " q)

3 d+1)

:_Zq

( 5+3d+m

+k> q2+ka Q) - q_kf474,1(_q4_k7 q2_k> q)’
PR ) — ¢ s (¥, P q),

)j(qll 3d )J ( 3+3d—3m; 12

J03J012J( 2= 3m7q12)J( qi+3d; ¢12)

d+1

_mz q ( 54+3d—m. q4)](q11 3d 12)J ( 3+3d+3m;q12).

Jo 3J0 12 (g2+3m, q12)](—q1+3d7 q'?)

We make the substltutlon m — 4m + k, where k € Z, 0 < k < 3:

44+4m+k  2+4m+k

fra1(—q .q q) —q "

14 1(_q4—4m—k7 q2—4m—k7 q>

q (dH) ( 5+3d+4m+k;q )](qll 3d )J3 ( 3+3d—12m—3k.

3
ZO JO 370 12j(q2—12m—3k’ q )](_ql-‘ri’:d’ q12)

d+1)

( 5+3d—4dm—k. . q )](qll 3d )J3 ( 3+3d+12m+-3k

)

—4m kzq

_ _i (_1)mq—m(5+3d+k)q— (’;)qm(3+3d—3k)q—12(*;1)
- (_1)mqm(2—3k)q—12(’£")
3(“41) (go+3dth. (A7 (o 11=3d. (12} T3 0 3+3d—3k. /12
a2 (g 1q4)5(a" 7 4™) Jhhi (=g 1q")
JosJo 12]( 278k q12) 7 (—q' 345 ¢12)
-in- kz Jmgme+3d=h) 4= a(, 7”)q—m(3+3d+3k)q—12(”;)

(—1)mg-m(2+3k) g=12(%)

JosJo12] (q2+12m+3k7 q'2)j(—q'+34; ¢12)
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d+1
. q3( ! )j(q5+3d By g)(gH 3, q12) J3 G (—gP ek, g12)

70,3J0,12]( 2+3k§q )](—qud,q )

= (Faa1 (=", @, ) — ¢ *fua1 (=" ", ¥ %, q))q

—2m2—2m—mk

Proof of Proposition[2.10. We recall Corollary 2.6l We first show that

b331 (=" ™ q) — a "bs 31 (—> " T q)
= (=" ¢ )m(q, %, -1) — ¢ i (=" ¢*)m(q. ¢, 1)
=q "j(—¢™ )m(q, ¢*, —1) — ¢ (=" ¢*)m(q, 4%, 1)

=0,

where we have used (2.Ia). As a result, we have

f33, (=@t *tm, Q) —q "33 1(—q3_m7 ™, q)

d+1 4+2d+m 5— 2d )J3 ( 1+2d—2m;q6)

__y q ;q%)j(q
4J2 sdo01i (—aq 2™ g )]( — q'+2d; ¢b)

2
d=0
qd(d-‘rl)j (q4+2d m7q )](q5 2d )J3 ( 1+2d+2m;q6)

d=0 472,876,24j( — q?m: q )]( — qlt2d; qﬁ)

+q ™

We replace m — 3m + k, where k € Z and k € {0,1,2}:

3—-3m—k _2—-3m—k

3+3m+k 24+3m+k
3,3,1 (—q »q ) Q)

fa,3.1(—¢q .q .q) —q

d(d+1 ( 4+2d+3m+k’ q )](q5—2d. 6) J3] (q1+2d—6m—2k; q6)

2
; 4J28J624](— q—6m— 2k . q6)j( q1+2d;q6)

—3m—kf

d—l—l 4+2d 3Im—k 5—2d. 6 3 14+2d+6m-+2k. .6
4°) 8 (q %)

1q%) 7 (g

e Z 4J2 8J6 24]( — ¢bm+2k, q6)j( git2d qG)
- i (_1)mqm(l+2d—2k)q— (;L)(_l)mq—m(4+2d+k)q—3(’;)
o (=20 ¢=6(7")
A+ (g %) (524 ¢8) T3 (g +242k; ¢)
4.J, 876 24]( —q?q )]( — g2 q6)

3mk§

)™ —m(1+2d+2k)q 6(2)(_1)mqm(4+2d—k)q—3(3ﬂ)
d(d+1)

A+2d+k.
q

q—m(2k) q_ﬁ(gl)

4+2d k. 5—2d. 6) Jg’j(q1+2d+2k;q6)

J(q :0%)7(q
4256215 ( — q%*;q )J( — ¢ 12 ¢0)

4
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. iq_g 2 S q (d+1)j(q4+2d+k’q3)j(q5—2d; 6) J3 ( 1+2d—2k. q6)
: 4T28J6215(— a7 2% ¢%) 5 (— *%% ¢°)
d(d+1) ( 4+2d—k. )j( 5— 2d ) (q1+2d+2k.q6)

2
—3m— 3243k 4 q q
tq 3m—k g 2™ .
dZ:O 4J28J624 ( q*;q ) (—q1+2d C_I)
3 2—7m m
- (fsvs,l(—q?’*’“,q“’“,q)—q "3,31(—q )q 2 g O

Proof of Lemma[Z11. The proofs of the evaluations of ([228) and (2:26) are similar, so
we will only do the latter. That by = 0 is trivial. Using Corollay and recalling from
the proof of Proposition 2.10 that the m(x, ¢, z) terms sum to zero, we have

2 d+1 5+2dq)](q5 2d )J (2d lq)
b — Y 3
' Z 4J28J624J(—q q )J( q'+2d; ¢6)
22: qd(d+1)j (q3+2d; q3)](q5 2d )J ( 3+2d.q6)
= AT Jsoaj(—a%q° )J( q'+2d; ¢O)
1 J1J12,6Jg —1 J1J3,6J§’J1,6
=== "2 ====,
4J28J624J26J 1,6 428621726036

where we have used (Z.Ia) and simplified. Continuing with the calculation we have

+ q_1

b= -2 _J1£1,6J§ ' |:J1,6ji6 +_J3,671,6}
4J2 8624 26 J1,6J36
gyt Rel [ 2
4Jo8J624da6 LJ16T367

where we used (Z2]). Elementary product rearrangements yield the result. For the final
evaluation we recall (2.20)

by = fi51(¢" q"q) +d°fi51(¢",q",q)
=—q¢ "fi51( ¢ q) —q 7 fi51(1,1,q)
= _q_1f1,5,1(q37 q°, q) — q5f1,5,1(q67 q°, q)

= _q_1b17
where for the second equality we used (2.I2)), for the third equality we used (ZI3) with
(¢, k) = (1,1), and for the last equality we used (Z20). O

3. MOTIVATION

We explore the use of the heuristic in determining the modularity of triple-sums. First
we recall how the heuristic is useful in studying Hecke-type double-sums; see also [T,
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Section 3], [9]. We have [6, (1.15)]

Z Sg(r)cr,s = Z Sg(r)cr’-i-é,s-i-k + i Z Cr s + i Z Crs- (31)

sg(r)=sg(s) sg(r)=sg(s) r=0 s€Z 5=0 reZ
Letting ¢, k — oo in (BJ]) we have
2 salrens~ 3 D enst ) D o (3.2
sg(r):sg(s) r>0 s€Z 5>0 reZ

where ‘~’ again means ‘mod theta’. This relation is useful in determining expansions of
Hecke-type double-sums [7]. As an example, consider

Z Sg(r>(_1>r+sxrysq( )+2T8+( )

sg(r)=sg(s)

3 S Ay 43Syt

r=0 scZ s=0 reZ

~ Z(_l)rxrq(;) Z( 1 S8 2rs+ _'_Z Z( 1) T q( )+2rs
= SEZ rez

~ Z i(ya™ 5 q) + Z Dy j (2% q)

_|_
.
H
<
M8
TIJ
|
&
=
S

~ j(y; q) Z(—l)rﬂc’"q(g)y g

s:O

T rT..r,,—ar T+1 - S S,.8,.,,—&S ,— s+l

)Y (1 ary g ) 4 jlasg) Y (<1 gyt g0,
= s=0

where in the last line we have used the elliptic transformation property (2.Ial). Recalling
the heuristic (2.5]), we have

S sglr) (1) ey @G iy gm@Pe /P ) + (s ity /R, 6 ).
sg(r)=sg(s)
The ‘~” becomes an equality upon specialising the ‘x

function (L.4)).

(SR

s and adding an appropriate theta

4. TRIPLE-SUM RELATIONS

We obtain an identity for triple-sums analogous to (B.1]). Without loss of generality, we
assume R, S, T > 0. We write

E Crst — E Cr+R,s+St+T

sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t) sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t)
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- E Crst — E Crsit

sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t) sg(r—R)=sg(s—S)=sg(t—T)

= ( E + E )Cr,s,t - ( E + E Crsit
r,s,t>0  7,5,t<0 r—R,s—St—-T>0 r—R,s—S,t—T<0

= ( E - E )Cr,s,t - ( E - E )Cr,s,t-
rs,t>0 r—R,s—S,t—T>0 r—R,s—St—T<0 r,5t<0

We rewrite some terms to have

E Crst — E Cr+R,s+St+T

sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t) sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t)
I DIED DD D) DY [
0<r<R r>R r>R r>R
s,t>0 s>S 0<s<S 0<s<S

o<t<T t>T 0<t<T

_[ZJFZ*Z*Z}CW

0<r<R r<0 r<0 r<0
s<S s<0 0<s<S 0<s<S
t<T 0<t<T t<0 0<t<T

- |:0<7“Z<R+< ; _0<T’Z<R_ 7;% _0<T’Z<R>

s,t>0 s>0 s>S 0<s<S 0<s<S
0<t<T  0<t<T 0<t<T 0O<t<T

+(Z—Z—Z—Z)+Z}cm

r>0 0<r<R r>R 0<r<R r>R
0<s<S 0<s<S 0<s<S 0<s<S 0<s<S
t>0 t>T 0<t<T  0<t<T 0<t<T
N OIEDIEDIEDINED IS
0<r<R 0<r<R 0<r<R O0<r<R r<0 r<0
<0 0<s<S 5<0 0<s<S s<0 0<s<S
t<0 t<0 0<t<T  0<t<T 0<t<T t<0

Rearranging terms, we have

E ]Cr,s,t-

r<0
0<s<S
0<t<T

Z Crst — Z Cr4R,s+S,t+T (4.1)
sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t) sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t)
R—1
= g Crst+z Z Crst+z Z Crst
=0 sg(s)=sg(t) 5=0 sg(r Sg(t) t=0 sg(r)=sg S)
R-1T S—17T-1

3D )L 5) B) BT 3 By S

r=0 t=0 s€Z s=0 t=0 reZ r=0 s=0 teZ
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Letting R, S,T — oo, and discarding the ¢, ;g s+5+7 term as in ([B.2)), we arrive at

Z Cr,s,t (42)
sg(r)=sg(s)=sg(t)
NZ Z Crst_'_z Z Crst_'_z Z Cr,s,t

r=0 sg(s s=0 sg(r)=sg t=0 sg(r
- E E E Cr,s,t - E E E Cr,s,t - E E E Cr,s,tu
r=0 t=0 s€Z r=0 s=0 teZ s=0 t=0 reZ

where ‘~’ is ‘mod theta’ in determining the modularity of triple sums of the form ([L.7]).
We finish with two propositions whose proofs are straightforward.

Proposition 4.1. We have

abedes(T,Y, 2, q) (4.3)
= (- 1)R+S+TnySZTqa( )+bRS+c(5)+dRT+eST+f(7)
. gabcd,e,f(qaR+bS+dTl', qu—i-cS-i-eTy’ qdR—i-eS—i-fTZ’ C_I)
S—1
+Z O (@02 0) + D (100 D (02, 42, q)
s=0
T-1
+ 3 (1) 2 Do e(g™z, ¢y, q)
t=0
R—1 T-1 ,
=S =1y 3T (1)t G gty )
r=0 t=0
S—1 T-1 .
=Sy S (= 1yttt G (g g
s=0 t=0
R—1 S—1 .
=S @ ST =1yl gz,
r=0 s=0

Proposition 4.2. We have

a+b+ct+d+e+f 2a+b+d qb+20+e qd+e+2f

a,b,c,d,e ) > ,q). 4.4
P 7 " ; . q) (4.4)

q

ga,b,c,d,e,f(xv Y, z, q) = -

5. A HEURISTIC GUIDE TO MOCK THETA FUNCTION IDENTITIES

The left-hand sides of identities (L5 and (6] may be viewed as specializations of

k
g ) = (30 4 X )1 () ke (51
ELm>0  k,lm<0
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In particular, Identities (L3 and (L6) may be rewritten

2- Ji% 012122109, ¢, ¢, 9) = Xo0(q), (5.2)
Ji% 0121221005, ¢ 0 q) = xa(q). (5.3)

Using (1) and (ILZ), we may rewrite the above identities as
2 — % 9121221(¢,4,4,9) =2 = 3m(q", ¢, ¢") = 3¢ 'm(¢*, ¢, ¢") + 2%]52’5, (5.4)
Jilg Gr21201(% A 2 q) = =3¢ 'm(qh, ¢, ) — 3¢ m(q, ¢'°, ) — 2‘]522‘21’5. (5.5)

In this section, we demonstrate how heuristic methods take us from the left-hand sides of
(54) and (5.5) to their respective right-hand sides up to a theta function.
Let us apply the heuristic to (5.1]). We recall the (slightly rewritten) general form (4.2l):

Z Ck,l,m (56)

sg(k)=sg(l)=sg(m)

NZ Z Sg(l>ck,l,m+z Z sg(k)ck7l7m+z Z k) Crtm

k=0 sg(l)=sg(m) 1=0 sg(k)=sg(m) m=0 sg(k)= (l)
o o0 o (@)
2D D) ILTTED 35 55 SETHES S S5 DY T
k=0 m=0 l€Z k=0 [=0 meZ =0 m=0 k€Z

We have two types of summands on the right-hand side of (5.6). We consider the first
type of summand:

Z Z Z 1)kHmg +(g)+(’§)+2kz+2km+2lmxkyzzm (5.7)

k>0 1>0 meZ

~ Z(—l)kxkq(ﬁ) Z( D +2kl Z 5 )+2km-+2lm m

k>0 1>0 mez
k.
N Z(_l)kxkq(z) Z( 'y q( )+2kl](zq2k+2l q).
k>0 1>0

We note that if we set 2 to be ¢ or ¢ then j(z;¢) = 0, so we can ignore the contributions
from the second line of (5.6). We consider the second type of summand:

Z ng ke, 1)(—1)k+tm ( )+(é)+(7;)+2kl+2km+2lmzkylzm (5.8)

m>0 k,l

~ Z(_l ng ke, 1) (— 1)+ ( )+ ()+2kl+2km+2lmxkyl

m>0
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N Z(—l (™) ng (k, [)(—1)*+ ( )+2kl+(;)(q2mx)k(q2my)z

m>0

~ > (-1 )2 fl,z,l(q 2, ¢y, q).

m>0

We rewrite the last line of (5.8]). We recall (IL4)):
f121(2,9,q) (5.9)
. 2, ‘ 2 yJ3j(—x/y; q)j(Pry; ¢°)
= j(y;a)m(LE, 6%, —1) + j(z;q)m(LL, ¢*, —1) — = :
(5 ) (5 ) Josj(—aqy? [z, —qz? [y; ¢%)

Let us consider the double-sum:

fr21(¢*"x, 4"y, q). (5.10)
The first thing we note is that if x and y are either ¢ or ¢?, then theta coefficients of the
m(z, q, z) functions in (B.9) are both zero, and both m(z, ¢, z) functions are defined. So
we only need to consider the theta function from the right-hand side of (5.9) which after
r — ¢*"x and y — ¢*™y is
ya*" I3i (= /y; 9)i (¢ wy; ¢°)
JosJ (=g +2my? [z, —qi+2ma [y; ¢F)
In order to use the elliptic transformation property (ZTIal), we will have to consider m
mod three, so let m — 3m + a. We first consider the case a = 0
3 (g o ya®" I3 (= /y; 0)i (¢ wy; ¢°)
= Josj(—q' T omy? [z, —q' Tz [y ¢F)
~ yJ3i(—x/y;9)i(dPay; ¢*)
Josi(—ay?/x, —q2?/y; ¢°)

froa(d®z,¢* "y, q) = — (5.11)

. 9 —4m _3(4;n)
. Z(_l)mq( 5 )Z3mq6m (q Iy) q o
m>0 (—qy?/x)~2m(—qa? [y)~2mq (3
yJzi(—x/y; 0)j(*2y; ¢°) Z _1)m( z° )mq—15m2/2+m/2
Tosi(—av?/z, —qi?[y; ¢) = Ty

~ y i (—2/y;0)i(dPry; ¢°) (qz oE )
Josi(—qy?/z, —qa2[y; %) \x?y?’
We consider m — 3m + 1. Then
3m+1 yq6m+2j3 ( x/y q) ( 6+12mxy.q3)
Z(_l)mq( ) 3m+1
= J03]( 3+6m 2/3:. _q3+6mx2/y q )
Y l3i(=2/yi9)i(ryi @)
J0,3](_ 2/1'7 _xz/yv q )
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—am—2,-3("";"?)
D R T s
= (—y2/x)-2m=1 (a2 y)-2m=1470("2")
- ng’](—:L'/y q)j(zy; CI) Z Z _l)m( 2* )mq—15m2/2—9m/2—1
J0,3.]( 2/:(: _x2/y q )xy m>0 $2y2
Ngjzaj( 2/y;0)j(wy; ¢°) 7 -m(qug 15 *>
Josj(—y?/z, =22 /y;¢%) wyq z2y? "
We let m — 3m + 2. We have
=31z (72) a2 Y0 IS (=2 /Y 0)§ (¢ wy; 6°)

o JO 3]( 6m—+5 2/:1;. _q6m+51»2/y; qS)

_yJi(—2/y; )i (gry: ¢*)
Jozi(=a*y*/x, —¢*a*/y; ¢°)

) Z (_qu(gmﬁ) oMt gfm+d

( 1)4m+3q—3(4m+3) (qu)—(4m+3)

= q—6(27”2+1)( x2/y) (2m+1) (q y2/x)~ (2m+1)
_ngj( z/y; )i (qry; ¢°) ) 2 Z(_l)m< 2 ) q—15m2/2—19m/2—3
Tosi(—2v2/z, -2 Jy; %) *y? o= ey
yJ3i(—x/y;9)ilary; ®) 2P ( 2 BE *>
Josj(—?y? [z, —q*2? Jy; ¢?)  v*yPg? QPay?’ "

For z,y, z integral powers of ¢, we suspect that we have

01.21,221(7, Y, 2, Q) (5.12)
8,3

J3i(—2/y:0)j(¢*vy; ¢°) ,m<qz

: , q
Jo,g](—qu/fE —q2?/y; ¢%) z?y?

15 *) +idem(z; x,y)

3.3
+i' 37 (— ffé?/a q)J (‘:y’q) .m(q22’2’q157*> + idem(z; x,y)
xq J0,3](— [, =?[y;q®) Ty
2 By @iy ¢) il
) ' ; , (7,(]15, *) +idem(z; z,y),
xzyq?’ J0,3J(_q yz/x, _ x2/y, q ) q2gg2y2

where ‘~” means modulo a theta function and idem(z; x; y) means the preceding term is
repeated twice—once with z and x swapped and once with z and y swapped.

Let us try the values for xo(q), i.e. © =y = z = ¢. In the third summand on the
the right-hand side, we have a j(¢%;¢®) = 0 in the numerator of the quotient of theta
functions, so only the first two summands contribute. Using (3] gives

1

2 — xolq) = 5 0121221049, ¢,9)
1
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Js?jﬁ—l;Q)j(q‘*;q?’)m( 7
JiJosi(—=¢% 32
J3Joqd J3Joqd
S m(d, q ) + 3¢ S m
J1J073J1’3 J1J03J13
~3m(q", ¢, %) + 3¢ 'm(q? 4'°, *),
where we have used (2.1al) and product rearrangements. This agrees with (I.I]) up to a
theta function.
Let us the values for xo(q), i.e. * =y = z = ¢*. In the first summand on the the right-

hand side, we have a j(¢% ¢3) = 0 in the numerator of the quotient of theta functions, so
only the second and third summands contribute. Using (IL6]), we arrive at

1
JP

Jg‘?’j(_—l;q)j(qz;q?’)m( 2 15 *)
J12J073j(—q;q3)2 ’ 7

(¢*,4", %)

5,4) +3¢7!

~3

X1(q) = =5 121221(0%, . ¢°, q) ~ =3¢ >m(q,q"°, *) — 3¢ °m(q™*, ¢"%, %)

~ =3¢ *m(q,q", %) — 3¢~ 'm(q", q"°, %),
where we have used (2.3D). This agrees with (L2) up to a theta function.

6. A HEURISTIC GUIDE TO FALSE THETA FUNCTION IDENTITIES

We recall a theorem of Kim and Lovejoy:

Theorem 6.1. [§, Theorem 1.1] We have
Z (¢)2ng = (1—a) Z (—1) a*;éqgww r+s

n>0 (aq, q/a)n r,5>0
r=s (mod 2)

+ (Q)OO) Z(_l)ra2r+lq3r(r+l)/2’ (61)

(aq,q/a)o0 2

=(1-a) > (-ya7yq

ag? q/a r.s>0
r=s 7(1?10d 2)

> ULhler

n=0

q o0 T T T r A
aa q(/C)L 2 (1) a¥rtg? 242 (1 + ag® +1)' (6.2)
’ ) e’} >0

We collect the a = 1 specializations in the following corollary:

Corollary 6.2. We have

(@) 1 o 3r(r+1)/2
AED2nd 2 Ny prieen/2, 6.3
; (o ;( ) (6:3)

oo o0

2 n
Q7 q nq ]‘ T T T T
@D (0 q)) A PG (R A (6.4)
n=0 Al r=0
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We point out that (6.4) is the a = —1 specialization of [11), (5.2)]. In [§], Kim and
Lovejoy also show how to write [8, Theorem 1.1] in terms of Hecke-type triple-sums.

Corollary 6.3. [8, Propositions 5.1, 5.2] We have

Q)2nd" 1
Z (( )2 = ” (91,771,171,1(aq2,q3,q,q) (6.5)

= (ag.q/a)n (404,905 )

+ q491,7,1,1,1,1(aq6, q7, q27 Q)) )

(q; qz)n(q)nqn 1 ( 2 2
E, = 91511110097, 97,4, 9 6.6
— (ag,q/a)n  (g.00,q/a;q)s \ T 1 ) (6.6)

+ ¢ g1511.1.10a8°, ¢, ¢, q)) :

In this section, we will use the triple-sum relation (4.2]) and the Hecke-type double-sum
expansions of [7] in order to guide us from the a = 1 specialization of Corollary to the
false theta functions of Corollary

6.1. On the triple-sum for the false theta function Identity (6.3]). We apply our
heuristic methods to
o171 % 4, 0) + d'orm1000(0%, 47, ¢ 0).
We consider the contributions of g171.1.1.1(¢% ¢*, ¢, q) to the top row of ([EI]). We have
R—1

Z Z sg(s)Crst = Z )"¢*q ng s,t)(—1)*Hg3qt 7T’S+( Yrttst+(3)
=0 sg(s)=sg(t) r=0
R-1

=S (=11, ¢ )

r=0
=0,
where for the last equality we used Proposition 2.7l Similarly, we have
S—1
Z N sgr)enes = D (-1 W00 (@ g g) = 0.
=0 sg(r)=sg ) s=0

For the final plece in the top row of (4.1]), we have

T-1
t
Z Z Cr,s,t - Z(_l)tqtq(Q)fl,7,l(q2+ta q3+t> q)
t=0 sg(r)=sg s) t=0
We consider the bottom row of (A1]). We have

R-1S5-1 R-1S5-1

Z Z Z Cros = Z Z(_ r+sq2rq3sq( )+7rs+( ) Z(_l)tq(1+r+s)tq(;)

r=0 s=0 teZ r=0 s=0 teZ
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R—15-1
= (— 1)T+sq2rq3sq( )+7rs+ (5 >j(q1+r+s; q)
r=0 s=0
= 0.
Similarly, we have
SN = YD (1)) (g g)
r=0 t=0 teZ r=0 t=0
S—17-1 S—17-1
Z Z Z Crot = Z Z(_ s+tq3sqtq( Yst+ (5 )j(q2+7s+t; q)
s=0 t=0 rcZ s=0 t=0

=0,

=0.

19

We proceed to work on the second sum g;711.1.1(4% ¢", 4% ¢q). We consider the contri-

bty

butions to the top row of (£I]). Arguing as above we have

R—-1
Z PO -CEDS
r=0 sg(s)=s <> r=0
S—1
>

S—1
SN sgt)enss = > (17" a7 ) = 0,
5=0 sg(r)=sg(t) 5=0
T-1 T—1
Z Z Sg(T)Cr,s,t _ ( )t 2t (>f 171 ( 6-i-lt7 7+t7q).
=0 sg(r)=sg(s) t=0
For the bottom row, we have
R-1S-1 R-1S-1
ot = ( 1)r+sq6rq7sq( )+77‘s+( )j(q2+r+s; q) — O,
r=0 s=0 teZ r=0 s=0
R-1T-1 R-1T-1
Cros = (— 1)r+tq6rq2tq( )+rt+ (5 )](q6+7r+t; q) = 0,
r=0 t=0 tcZ r=0 t=0
S—17T-1 S—1T-1
Crot = (— 1)s+tq7sq2tq( ) +st+ (4 )j(q6+7s+t q) = 0.
s=0 t=0 r&Z s=0 t=0

Combining terms and letting R, S,T — oo as in ([A.2l), gives

n>0 n t=

(=1) ¢ g1 (7, 7, q) = 0,

Z (Q()qz;zq [Z tﬂ (fl 7 1( 2+ta q3+t, Q) + q4+tf1,7,1(q6+t, q7+t, q))} .
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Using Identity (2.19) gives

(q)ann N i 0 B m ('m;»l) . d4m 24m e B dem 9m,
2 3% 3
Z [Z( 1)™q <f441( q ) — ¢ (=g g ,q))].
m=0

Making the substitution m — 4m + k, k € {0, 1, 2,3}, and using Proposition yields

(q)2nqn
2 (9)3

. [ f: (_1)4m+kq(4m+2k+1)q—2m2—2m—mk

w 3
g

1 k1 B o N e a3m
~ =3 [(—1)%( 2 >(f474,1(—q4+’“,q2+’“,q)—q "aa1(—0"", ¢ ’“,q)> DI ’“}

We recall the evaluations found in (2.25). If we define

ar = fra1 (=", @) — ¢ (=" 7 7F q),

then ag =0, a1 = —q¢ ' J%, as = 0, and a3 = ¢~2J?. Finally, we arrive at Identity (6.3):

Q2nq" 1 12y N o am 32y N om0
Z ( ()2)2 J3 [0 g (—q P ¢ 2+3m () _ (372 Zqﬁ 249 }
n>0 T m=0 m=0
1 = 6m? +3m __ 6m24+9m
~ 52 Z }
m=0 m=
~ i Z(_l)mq3m(m+1)/2
Ji

m=0
6.2. On the triple-sum for the false theta function Identity (6.4]). We recall our
triple-sum
015111100 % ¢, 0) + Po151111(0%, ¢, ¢, 9).
We consider the contributions of g;51.1.1.1(¢%, ¢% ¢, q) to the top row of (&I]). Arguing

sty sty

as in the prev10us subsection, we have

R-1
Z Z Cr,s,t — Z(_ )r 2r ( )f 111 ( 2+5r7q1+r’q) _ O,
r= Osg(s =sg ) r=0

S—1

Z Z Cr,s,t = ( 1)8q28q( )fl,l,l( 2+587 q1+87 q) = Ov

5=0 sg(r)= Sg(t) s=0
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’ﬂ
L

T—

>_A

Cr,s,t fl 5, 1( 2+t7 q2+t7 Q)

t

Il
o
o~
i
o

sg(r)=sg(s)
For the bottom row, we have

R-1T-1 R-1T-1

ZZ chs,t Z Z( 1)r+tq2rqtq( )+rt+ (3 )](q2+5r+t; q) =

r=0 t=0 s€Z r=0 t=0

ZZ Zcm, _ Z Z( 1)stq2sqtq( )st+(4 )](q2+55+t; q) =

Z Zcm’t = (- 1)7‘+Sq2rq2sq( Y+ors+ (5 )j<q1+T—|—s q) = 0.

21

We consider the contributions of g151.11.1(¢%,¢°, ¢* q) to the top row of (). Com-

ytsdydy

puting the summands yields

R—-1 R-1
Z Z Sg<8)cr,s,t = (—1)"q or ()f 111 (g 5+57‘7q2+r’q)
r=0 sg(s)=sg(t) —0

S—1 g1

Z Z Sg(r)cr,s,t = Z( 1)8q55q( )f1’171( 5+58’ q2+s’ q)
5=0 sg(r)=sg(t) 5=0

T-1 T_1 t

S sg)ene = S (-5 (6, ¢

t=0 Sg(r):sg(s) t=0

For the bottom row, we have as before

R—15-1 15-1
D) NS zz e g <o
r=0 s=0 =0
R—1T-1 < 17T-1

Z Z chs, = (— 1)r+tq5rq2tq( )+rt+(4 )j(q5+5r+t q) =0,

=0 s€eZ r=0 t=0
-1

Z chs, = (— 1)s+tq5sq2tq( ) +st+(4 )j(q5+5s+t g) = 0.

Combining terms and letting R, S,T — oo as in ([A2), gives

T (q,(

>0 Q)n [

o t+1
Z (fl 5 1( 2+t, q2+t, C_I) + q3+tf175,1(q5+t, q5+t, Q))] .
t=
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Using Identity (2.20) gives

Z(q)zn;I" ~ i [ Z(—l)mq(m;1> <f3,3,1(—q3+m, q2+m> q) — q_mfs,g,l(—qg_m’ q2_m’ Q))]

3

Making the substitution m — 3m + k, k € {0, 1,2}, and using Proposition 210 yields

Z (qqi 73 Z <f33 1 ) = fasa (=N R, Q))

0 (@)n

. [ Z(_1)3m+kq(3m+k+1)q—%mz—%m—mk]

m=0
RN ko (F5H) 2+k —k 3k 2-k
~ [(—) (f331( ) — a7 (=¥ g ,q))
1 k=0
X i(_l)mq3m2+2mki| )
m=0

We recall the evaluations found in (2.26). If we define

bk = f3,3,1(_q3+ka q2+k> q) - q_kf3,3,1(_q3_k> q2—k’ Q)>
then by =0, by = —q ' J}/Jy, and by = q~2J3/J;. Finally, we arrive at Identity (G.4):

(¢;¢*)nq"
Z (On

n=0
1 —1 3 - m 3m +2m —2 3 - m 3m +4m
Nj_i’)[o_q J1/J2n§::0 +¢( J1/J2n§::0
1 0o
~ 7 Z(_1>mq3m2+2m(1 + q2m+1)'
2m:O

7. PROOF OF COROLLARY [I.1]

We present some corollaries to identities (LE) and (L6]). Identity (LIQ) follows from
(@4). For Identity (IITl), we employ (£3) with (R,S,T) = (0,0,1) to obtain

0121221(0: 4,85 7) = —*0121221(% ¢, ¢, @) + F121(¢,4,¢) = F121(¢, 4, q) = J},

where we used (LI0) for the second equality and (L4]) for the third equality. For Identity
(L12), we use (A3) with (R, S,T) = (0,1,1) to have

g121221(4, 7, ¢, q) = q691,2,1,2,2,1(q5, 7, q, q) + 2f1.2.1(q, ¢, q)
= _91727172,271(Q> q,49, q) + 2f1,2,1(q, q2, Q)
= —01,21221(9:¢,9,9) + 2J12,
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where the second equality follows from (4.4]) and the third equality from (L.4]). Comparing
the last equality with (LH) gives the result. for Identity ([.13), we again use (4.3]) but
with (R, S,T) = (0,0,2) to obtain
0121221(0:¢, 0% @) = €' 0121221(¢°, ¢, ¢, @) + F1.21(0, ¢, @) — *Fr.21(0°, ¢, @)
= —40121221(¢,4:¢,9) + 11214, 4,9) — ¢°T121(¢%, ¢, 9)
= —09121,221(¢: ¢, 4, @) + F1,21(¢: ¢, @) + 4f1,2.1(¢: ¢, )
= qJi(xo(q) = 2) + J; + ¢}
= qJixo(a) + J7 — aJ7,
where the second equality follows from (44]), the third equality from ([2I2)), the fourth
equality from (L4]), and the last equality from (LH). For the final Identity (LI4]) we use
([@3) with (R,S,T) = (—1,0,1) to have
012,1.2,21(¢, 7,q°,q)
= q0121221(0% ¢%, 6% @) — 4" Fr2a(L, ¢ @) + Fr21(0,0,9) + a7 (159).
Using (I.4]) twice gives

0121221(¢: ¢ ¢, q) = q8121221(% ¢, ¢ @) + JF = ¢Jixa(q) + T3,
where the last equality followed from (@) and (I4).

8. OBTAINING IDENTITY ([LI5H])

We consider

91,3,1,331(4, 4, ¢, 9)- (8.1)
We recall the specialization (n,p) = (1, 2) of [7, Proposition 8.1] where ¢ = 1:

5
. qgTr g q Yy q Yy g X
fl,&l(x,y,CJ):](y;Q)m(_—>q ) ) +]($ q) < » g a—) (82)
y3 237 gy
°x?yJoats 167 (0" 2y; ¢°) 7 (¢*22*y?; ¢'°)
+ I T
J(=a°%% ¢%)j(—=°y%; ¢°)

Following the reasoning in Section [5 we only need to consider terms of the form

Z(_l)m () m fraa(@®™z, ¢* "y, q). (8.3)

m>0

Because the theta coefficients of the two Appell-Lerch terms vanish and because the
Appell-Lerch terms are defined, we can write the above as

5+9m 2 7+6m 22+12m .2, 2. )

yJouds165(a" 0" xy; ¢%)5(q ?y?; ¢t
J(=g>0ma?; ¢%)j (=" ¢°)

q

fraa(q’ e, @™y, q) = (8.4)
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We will need to consider m — 4m +a, a € {0,1,2,3}. In general, (83)) reads

Z (_1)aq(4m+a)z4m+a q5+36m+9a 2yJ2 4J8 16]( 7+24m+6al.y; q )] (q22+48m+12al.2y2 q )
= ]( q5+24m+6az2; q8)j(_q9+24m+6ay2; C]8)

For the case a = 0

Zq(“;”)ZA m T2y Ja 4 s 167 (07 T2y 7)1 (¢TI Yy ¢10)
>0 j( q5+24mx27q8)j(_q9+24my 7q8)
~ Zq(“;")ZA 32y Iy 4ds.167 (022 vy; ¢°) 7 (16 B g8 2y?; ¢1O)
m20 J(=¢**m g ¢%)i(—=¢* P qy®; ¢°)
~ Zq(4;rL)Z4 5+36m 2yJ2 4J8 16](q [L’y q )](q6l.2y2 q )
m>0 1(=a°2* ¢%)j(=ay* ¢°)

(_1)3mq—8(3;”)(q7xy)—3m(_1)3m+1q—16(3m;1)(qﬁxzyz) (3m+1)
q—8(3§n) (q5x2)_3mq—8(3”;“) (qy?)~Gm+1)
6,.2, 2.

N Jo.4ds165 (4 2y; ¢°) 7 (¢°22y?; ¢'°) Z ( Z* )mq—28m2+m
J(=4°7%; %) i (—qy?; ¢®) wiy?

m>0

Jz 4J8 16J(q xy; QS)J(q6x2y2 q ) Z(—l)m( - q29z4>mq_56(m2ﬂ)
J(—°%%; ¢%) i (—qy? ¢8) a’y?

m>0

Jz 4, 16J(q LY, QS)J(QGIQ?JQ q' )m<— ¢ 56 *>

J(=a*2* ¢%)j(—qy* ¢°) z3y’
For the case a =1
- Zq<4m2+1)z4m+1q14+36m 22y JaaJs 165 (0 F My ¢8)f (P a2y 1)
= (=gl H2im g2, B) (g5 +2Am 2. 8)
o Z (4m2+1)z4m+1 q14+36m 2yJ2 A 16]( 8- (3m+1)q5x,y; qS)j(qIG-(3m+2)q2l,2y2 q )
m>0q G (=g Bm 32, 8) j(— > BmAD) gTy 2 ¢8)
~-3 G(757) ame1 a2y Iy 4 Js 163 (Pry; ) g (Pa?y?; ¢'°)
m>0 j( q$27Q)j( qy7Q)
_ 3m—+1 —(3m m _ 3m—+2 m
( 1)3m+1q 8(*my )(q5xy) (3 +1)(_1)3 +24 16(* )(q2x2y2) (3m+2)
q—8(3mz+1)(q3x2)—(3m+1)q—8( ";“)(q7y2)—(3m+1)
~ 2 Joadsn6i (7Y ¢°)j(@°2*y*; ¢'°) ( 2! )m —28m2—13m—1
vy J(=aP2% %) i (=" ¢b) w3y’

m>0

2 Jaadsiei(@’ry; 6°)i(a° 7y ¢') (_1>m( B q15z4>m s6(m11)

~Y 2
xy3q J(=a32?%;:¢8)j(—q"y?; ¢®) x3y3

m>0
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22,2,

ry?q

J J - 5 .
Jag 5,167 (°xy; ¢°) 7 (P2*y?; ¢ )m< gzt 56’*)_

J(=a32?%;:¢8)j(—q"y?; ¢®) 23y3”

For the case a = 2

Y () tme2d
Sr

m>0

23+36m 2 19+24m 46+48m .2, 2.

yJ2.4J5.165(q zy;¢%)j(q z?y?; ¢'%)

m2>0

et

m>0

_ 3m+2 _(3m m _ 3m+2
(- 1)¥m+2g s(*m; )(q3xy) (3m+2) (_1)3m+2 16(*, )(q14x2y2)

z
Y

Yyq

22
yq®

22

]( q17+24mx2’q8)j(_q21+24my i q )

23 +30m .2 8-(3m+2) .3 16-(3m+

yJ2.4J5167(q Cry;q®)i(g

2) 14,2, 2.

q*z?y?; ¢'%)

z F(— g Cm+D g2, g8 5(— s Gmt2 g5y

23+36m 2 14 .2, 2.

yJaads 167 (¢ zy; ¢°) g (¢" 2%y?; ¢'°)
J(=q2?; ¢®) (= *y?; ¢®)

)

(3m+2)

3m+2

q—8(3mz+2)(qx2)—(3m+2)q—8( 5 )<q5y2)—(3m+2)
14,2, 2.

’ . J274J8,16j(q395?/;q )7 (g z?y?; q' ) ( 2t )m —28m2—2Tm—6
e

i )iy e®) A \a?

14,..2,.2. )

6

Taadsaei(@Pry; a°)i(a 2’y ¢!

i(=az* )i (=°v* ¢®) = 3y

14,.2,,2. 4

_J2,4J8,16j(q356y;q )7 (g 2%y ¢! )m<— 4z~ 56 *>

J(—q2%; ¢®)j(—°y?; ¢®) w3y

For the case a = 3

=Y ") amend

m>0

~ —

3t

3 (5 imes qry; 4°)j(q"

m>0

m>0

32+36m 2 25+24m 58+48m .2, 2.

y 243165 (q zy;¢%)j (g z*y?; ¢'°)

,]( q23+24mx2’ qS)j(_q27+24my i q )

32+36m .2 8-(3m+3)

sz 4Jg 16](

(3m+3)

S (= L))

q101.2y2 q

25

°)

J(=g¥Bmt2DqTa2; ¢8)j (=¥ Cm+3g3y2; ¢°)

32+36m 2 10,.2,,2.

yJoads 167 (qry; ¢°) 7 (¢ x?y?; ¢'0)
J(=q"2% ¢%) i (—®y?; ¢®)

3m—+3

- —(om m - mes m
'(_1)3m+3q 8(*my )(qu) (3 +3)(_1)3 +3g 16(°" )(q10x2y2) (3m+3)

3

3m+3

q_8(3m2+2)(q7x2)—(3m+2)q_8( 5 )(q3y2)—(3m+3)
10,2, 2. 4

$3y2

2’3

z Jo.ads 165 (qry; )7 ("02%y?; ¢t 25 \™ _ogm?_
) ( ®)i( )Z (x ) g 2mia

i(=a"% )i (=% %) L \TY?

10,.2,,2. 4

_$3y2q15

Joadsiei(qy; 6°)5(a°2%y; ¢'°) (_1>m(_ z

J(=a"e% ¢®)i(=*v* %) = q'3z?

m—15

m —56(
q
y3>

m—+1
2

)
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 2dy2qls J(=q"2?%;¢%)j(—®y?; ¢®)

ERIC T. MORTENSON

23 Joads 167 (qry; )7 (¢ 02%y?; ¢*°) ( P " )
' m\ — 133,37 q ,x].
q

13!13'3'3/

Modulo a theta function, our heuristic methods suggest

91,3,1,3,3,1 (q7 q,4, Q)

Jo4Js16J1.8J; Jo4Js16J1.8J;
~3 24816718 6,16m<_q277q567*> +3q_2 24816718 6,16m<_q137q567*>
J18J58 J18J58
Jo.4Js16J3.8: Jo.4Js16J3.8:
_ 347247816738 2’16m< e *> _ gy 16247816738 2’16m< _ g, *>
J1,8J5,8 J1,8J5,8

~ 3J1,2j3,8m( —¢*, ¢, *) + 3q_2J1,273,8m( —q", ¢, *)

- 3q_7']1,271,8m< - q_17 q567 *) - 3q_lﬁ']17271,87n< - q_157 q567 *)7

which leads us to Identity (LI5]).
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