THE BAILEY CHAIN AND MOCK THETA FUNCTIONS

JEREMY LOVEJOY AND ROBERT OSBURN

ABSTRACT. We use a change of base in Bailey pairs due to Bressoud, Ismail and Stanton to
explicitly construct families of g-hypergeometric multisums which are mock theta functions (in
the modern sense). We also prove identities involving some of these multisums and certain
classical mock theta functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his plenary address at the Millennial Conference on Number Theory on May 22, 2000,
George Andrews challenged mathematicians in the 21th century to elucidate the overlap between
classes of g-series and modular forms. This challenge has its origin in Ramanujan’s last letter to
G. H. Hardy on January 12, 1920. In this letter, he introduces 17 “mock theta functions” such
as

2

File) =Y (Z")n‘ (1.1)

n>1

Here, we have used the standard g-hypergeometric notation,

(@)n = (a:0)n = (1 —a)(1 —ag)--- (1 —ag"™").
Between the time of Ramanujan’s death in 1920 and the early part of the 21st century, approxi-
mately 35 other g-series were studied and deemed mock theta functions. Some were introduced
by Watson [30], some were found in Ramanujan’s lost notebook and studied by Andrews, Choi,
and Hickerson [4, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16], and others were produced by Berndt, Chan, Gordon and
McIntosh using intuition from g-series [7, 20, 24]. For a summary of this classical work, see [21]
or [22].

Thanks to work of Zwegers and Bringmann and Ono, we now know that each of Ramanujan’s
original 17 (and the subsequent) examples of mock theta functions is the holomorphic part of a
weight 1/2 harmonic weak Maass form with a weight 3/2 unary theta function as its “shadow”.
Following Zagier, the holomorphic part of any weight k£ harmonic weak Maass form is called a
mock modular form of weight k. If & = 1/2, then it is called a mock theta function. For more
on these functions, their remarkable history and modern developments, see [26] and [31].

Returning to Andrews’ challenge, a natural question is whether or not there exist other
examples of g-hypergeometric series which are mock theta functions (in the modern sense).
Several authors have recently addressed this question, constructing two-variable g-series which
are essentially “mock Jacobi forms” and which then specialize at torsion points to mock theta
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functions. See [1, 9, 10, 11, 23, 31], for example. In this paper we look at g-hypergeometric
multisums constructed using the Bailey chain and find infinite families of such multisums which
are mock theta functions.

We briefly review Bailey pairs and the Bailey chain. In the 1940’s and 50’s, Bailey and Slater
made extensive use of the the fact that if (cu,, 5n)n>0 is a pair of sequences satisfying

n

B = Z(L, (1.2)

=0 Q)n—k (GQ)n-‘rkz

then subject to convergence conditions we have the identity

> (B)alc)nlag/be)" By = (QQ/ D)oo(ad/c)os Z ” /b” lag/bo)” (1.3)

= (aq)oo(aq/bc) oo = )n(ag/c)n
where
(@)oo = (a:0)o0 = [ J(1 — aq).
=0

For example, Slater [27] collected a long list of pairs satisfying (1.2) and a corresponding com-
pendium [28] of 130 identities of the Rogers-Ramanujan type. Such identities are best exemplified
by the Rogers-Ramanujan identities themselves, which state that for s = 0 or 1 we have

n2+sn 1

4 _
Z - 1+s;q5)oo(q4 s7q) (1-4)

n>0

In other words, we have a g-hypergeometric series expressed as a modular function.

In the 1980’s Andrews observed that Bailey’s work actually leads to a mechanism for producing
new pairs satisfying (1.2) from known ones [2, 3]. He called a pair of sequences (ap, On)n>0
satisfying (1.2) a Bailey pair relative to a and showed that if (cu,, 85) is such a sequence, then
so is (o, A1), where

r_ (b)n(c)n(aq/bc)”a
= g /B)nlag/)n " (1.5)

and

— (0)k()(ag/bc)n—k(ag/be)*
B = Br. 1.6
2 aa/D(aa @ (16)
Iterating (1.5) and (1.6) leads to a sequence of Bailey pairs, called the Bailey chain.

To give an illustration, we follow Chapter 3 of [3]. First, take the so-called unit Bailey pair
relative to a,

(@)n(1 — ag®)(~1)"q(?)
(q)n(l - a)

(1.7)

Ay =

and
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Bn = x(n =0). (1.8)
Then, setting a = 1 and iterating along the Bailey chain with b,c — oo at each step, we arrive
at the following generalization of the s = 0 case of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities (1.4):

2 4n2  4eean?
Z q"k—1T"k—2 ny _ 1 Z(—l)nqan—i_(n;l)

N1 >N o> >n1>0 (Q)nk,lfnk,g e (Q)ngfm (Q)m (Q)oo neZ

2k+1)oo( k—f—l; 2k+1)oo( 2k+1; 2k+1)oo

)

(¢*;q " iq

(@)

q q

the last equality following from the triple product identity,

372" = (—2050)) oo (/2 0P oo (05 4P oo
nez
The point is that iteration along the Bailey chain preserves the number-theoretic structure on
the a-side, and now instead of each Bailey pair giving rise to a single modular ¢-hypergeometric
series, each pair leads to a family of modular ¢-hypergeometric multisums. As a bonus, these
multisums naturally occur in many areas of mathematics. For references to the role of such
series in combinatorics, statistical mechanics, Lie algebras, and group theory, see [17]. For novel
interactions with knot theory, see [5] and [18].
Now consider an example involving mock theta functions. Take the Bailey pair

1, if n =0,
o — " n+1
! %, otherwise,
and
1
Brn=7—=3>
(-3

which follows directly upon substituting (1.7) and (1.8) into (1.5) and (1.6) with —a =b=c=
—1. Iteration along the Bailey chain with b, ¢ — oo at each step gives

nnf_ytotnd 2 g (—1yn

> : e a9

nE>ng_1>->n1>0 (q)nk_nk—l e (q)n2_n1(_q)’n1 (q)oo nez

The case k = 1 of (1.9) is Watson’s expression for Ramanujan’s third order mock theta function
f(q) as an Appell-Lerch sum [30]. For general k the left-hand side may be interpreted as a
generating function for partitions weighted according to certain ranks [19]. However, the sums
on the right-hand side of (1.9) are known as “higher level” Appell functions and in general
give rise not to mock but to mized mock modular forms, that is, sums of the form Y ;" | figi,
where f; is modular and g; is mock modular [33, 34]. In other words, it appears that standard
applications of the Bailey chain preserve the space of mixed mock modular forms, but typically
fail to produce families of mock theta functions.
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We shall observe that one way to preserve the mock modularity in ¢g-hypergeometric multisums
constructed using the Bailey machinery is to appeal to change of base formulas like those in
[6, 8, 29]. We make use of the following change of base due to Bressoud, Ismail, and Stanton:

Lemma 1.1. [8, Theorem 2.5, a = ¢ and B — o] If (o, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to q, so
is (al,, Bl) where

ay, = (12;311)(1"%((12) (1.10)
and
/ - (_Q)quk 2
Brn=> 5 Bk(q). (1.11)
kzzo(qQ;QQ)nk :

We present four examples in our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Write

Bk(nk, Nh—1, .- N1 q) pp— q(nkElH)+nk—2+2nk_3+~~-+2k*3n1(_l)m
(_q)nk—l(_Q)an—Q(_QQ; q2)2nk_3 e (_q2k73; q2k73)2n1
(q)nk_nk—l (q2; q2)nk—1_nk—2 e (q2k72; q2k72)m—n1 (q2k71;q2k71)n1
For k > 3 the following are mock theta functions:
k np+1
RP(q) = S "By, (1.12)
nE>ng—12...2n1>0
2
k an—i-nk
R (q) = > =) By(ng, ..., n1;q), (1.13)
nE>ng 1> >0y >0\ DT
i ni+2nk —1)"k : 2
RM(q) = > d (( 2_)2)(q T By(ng, ..., n15¢°), (1.14)
>N 1 > >0 >0 57
k(1) : 2
R (q) = > cil (2 )(q T By (nk, ... n139). (1.15)
>N > >0 >0 D

In order to satisfy the claim that the above series are mock theta functions, we must show
that they can be completed to weight 1/2 harmonic weak Maass forms by adding a certain
type of non-holomorphic period integral [26, 31]. Such completions are explicit in Chapter 1 of
Zwegers’ thesis [32] for the Appell-Lerch sums m(z, q, z), where

gl
m(x,q,z) == - q)z

_ 4r—1 :
j(z, rezl g lwz

Here z, z € C* := C\ {0} with neither z nor zz an integral power of ¢, and

3(2,q) = (2)00(q/2)00(q) o



THE BAILEY CHAIN AND MOCK THETA FUNCTIONS 5

We note that although Zwegers’ results are expressed in terms of the mock Jacobi form pu, one
can easily translate p into m(x,q, z) and vice versa. Hence, expressing the multisums ng)(q)
as Appell-Lerch sums m(x,q,z) (up to the addition of a weakly holomorphic modular form)
implies Theorem 1.2.

To do this, we first use the Bailey machinery to express the multisums in terms of Hecke-type
double sums f, 4 (2, ¥y, q), where

favely,q) = Y sg(r)(~1)Hoarysq(e) thrate(a), (1.16)
sg(r)=sg(s)
Here z, y € C* and sg(r) := 1 for r > 0 and sg(r) := —1 for < 0. One could then follow

Chapter 2 of [32] to obtain the completions, but instead we apply recent results of Hickerson
and Mortenson [22] to express the Hecke-type double sums in terms of m(x, g, z) (see equations
(3.4), (3.8), (3.9), (3.11), and (3.13)). Some background material on Hecke-type double sums
and Appell-Lerch series is collected in Section 2, and Theorem 1.2 is established in Section 3.

In Section 4, we prove identities between some of the multisums in Theorem 1.2 and some
of the classical g-hypergeometric mock theta functions. Recall (1.1) as well as the mock theta
functions v(q), ¢(q), and u(q) (historically referred to as having “orders” 7, 3, 10, and 2, respec-
tively):

_ q
0= ,;) (—:¢*)ns1’

n;l)

(
(q) ::Z(q

- q2 ’
= (660

and

_1nn2 ;Qn
Z( )" 4" (44" )n

n(q) = CREID)
n>0 (_q 5 q )n

Corollary 1.3. We have the following identities.

R (q) = v(—q), (1.17)

R (g) = —6(a") + Mi(a), (1.18)

RY(q) = 47" Fi(q") + Ma(g), (1.19)

R (g) = 77T (T D) 1+ P (g), (1.20)

where M1(q), Ma(q), and Mék)(q) are (explicitly computable) weakly holomorphic modular forms.
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2. HECKE-TYPE DOUBLE SUMS AND APPELL-LERCH SERIES

We recall some facts from [22]. The most imporant of these is a result which allows us to
convert from the Hecke-type double sums (1.16) to Appell-Lerch series. Define

Gape(@y, 0,21, 20) = 3 (—9)'q°)j(¢"x, ¢")m (—q“(bzl)_c(uﬂ_W—“C) E_y); g, Zo))
” —x
t=0
! t b+1 1 (—x)°
+ 3 ()G j(¢"y, ¢ )m (—qc( O e z1>
— ()
(2.1)
and
1 L 1)/2 o+ (n+1)/2
Onp(@,y,0) = = (2 ) AR = (=) /2) (s (4 D)/ 0 (TG

‘]Oanp(Qn-HD) r*=0s*=0

(=)= (D2 () OO, G (g fyn, g (PR e gy gt (2nte))

§(gp@ntp)rtp(ntp)/2(—gyntp [ (—g)n qu(?ner))j(q1v(2n+10)s+p(n+p)/2(_gg)nJrJD/(_y)n7 qp2(2n+p)) ’

where r :=r* +{(n—1)/2} and s := s* + {(n —1)/2} with 0 < {a} < 1 denoting the fractional
part of a.. Also, Ji, := Jm 3m With Jym = 5(q% q™), and J o, = j(—q% ¢™).

Following [22], we use the term “generic” to mean that the parameters do not cause poles in
the Appell-Lerch sums or in the quotients of theta functions.

Theorem 2.1. [22, Theorem 1.6] Let n and p be positive integers with (n, p) = 1. For generic
z,yeC*
fn,n+p,n($7 Y, Q) = gn,n+p,n($7 Y,q, _]-7 _1) + Hn,p(xa Y, Q)

We shall also require certain facts about j(z, q), m(z, q, z), and f, 4 c(x,y, q), which we collect
here. First, from the definition of j(z,q), we have

i e, q) = (~1)"q Bz (2, q) (2.2)

where n € Z and

i(z,q) = jlq/z,q) = —zj(z ', q). (2.3)

Next, a relevant property of the sum m(z, ¢, z) is given in the following (see Corollary 2.10 in
[25]).

Proposition 2.2. For generic x, z € C*

m(l" q, Z) = m(_qx27 q47 _1) - qilxm(_qilx% q47 _1) - 5(‘7:7 q, Z) (24)

where
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5(33 q Z) — J§’ j(Ql‘227q2)j(—z2’q4) B xzj(q2$22,q2)j(—q2w2,q4)
o J(wz,q)j(qr?,¢%)Joa J(2,¢%) i(qz,q?)

Finally, two important transformation properties of f,p.(x,y,q) are given in the following
(see Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 in [22]).

Proposition 2.3. For z, y € C*,

fa,b,c(xa Y, Q) :fa,b,c(_x2qaa _y2qcv q4) - xfa,b,c(_x2q3aa _y2q0+2b7 q4) (2 5)
— Yfape(—220" T, —y2¢*, ¢*) + 2yq’ fapo (27, —y 23T, ¢t
and
a+b+c
fa,b,c(l'; Yy, Q) = - fa,b,c(q2a+b/wv q26+b/y7 Q)- (26)

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

We begin by establishing our key Bailey pair.

Proposition 3.1. The sequences o, and By, form a Bailey pair relative to q, where

(@ D)+ =1)ng) /2 (1 _ g2+l
q 2 (1 q ) S ok—2.2
Oy = (1 — Q) Z (_1)](] v
7]<ng
and
1
By, = (—q) Z Bre(ng, nig—1, - - -, m15.q).
Tny nE>ng_1-->n1>0
Proof. Consider the Bailey pair relative to g,
2
q" (1 _ q2n+1) .9
Qp = W (=1)7q¢™7
lj1<n
and
(="
B pu— - T T A .
" (g% 4

This may be read off from the case (a,b,c) — (¢, —1,0) of Theorem 2.2 of [4]. Iterating using
(1.10) and (1.11) gives two sequences,
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n?2 2n+1
1— o
Q= q((lq)) (—1)ig™7,
4 l71<n
2n2 4 2n+1
o= L ’(Lil = TS Ly,
e l7]<n
An?+3n 1 — g2nt+l ) )
=" (1( )q ! > ()it
¢ l71<n
8n2+7 2n+1
o =1 T Z (—1)jq_8j2a

n —
(1=4) l7]<n

and
_ =0
(¢%a%)n’
g= Y (=@)2n, (@)™ (=)™

(q2§ q2)n—n1<q43 q4)n1 ’

n>n1 >0
3 Z (=@)2ns (=% ¢*)2n g2 T2 (= 1)™
(q2§ q2)n—n2 (q4§ q4)n2—n1 (q8§ qg)nl ’

n>n2>n12>0
g — > (—=@)2ns (=% @%)2ns (—q*; ¢*)2n, g 22 M ()™
(4256%) n—ns (0% 4 ) ns—ns (6% €®)no—ny (4165 ¢10)n,

)
n>n3>nz2>ni >0

The general terms are

zkn2+(2k—1)n(1 _ 2n+1)

kK _ 4 q

" (1-4q)

l71<n

2k-1, 2k—1)man+2nk,1+~--+2k—1m(_1)m

oy GO,
(qQ; q2)n_nk (q4; q4)nk—nk,1 e (q

2RFL,

2k,
4

: qgk) 2k+1)

ng—ni (q

n>ng>ng_1-->n1>0 n

We then apply (1.5) and (1.6) with b = —¢ and ¢ — oo, shifting k¥ — k — 2 and replacing n by

n; to obtain the result.
O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For (1.12), apply Proposition 3.1 and let b = —g and ¢ — oo in (1.3) to
obtain



THE BAILEY CHAIN AND MOCK THETA FUNCTIONS 9

ng)( ) _ (_Q)OO (_1)jq(2k_2+1)n2+2k_2n—2k_2j2(1 _ q2n+1)

(Q)OO n>0
HED
_ <(_(§>OO <Z A N CS Ve (3.1)
q)oo n>0 Jj=—n
—y Z q(2’“_2+1)n2+(2k_2+2)” Z (1)jq—2k—2j2> .
n>0 j=-—n

After replacing n with —n—1 in the second sum of (3.1), we let n = (r+s)/2 and j = (r—s)/2
to find

k —q)x r—s 1,2, 1gk-1 rsd-9k—3p 1 142 ok—3
g 5 - 5 e i)

r,s>0 r,s<0
r=s (mod 2) r=s (mod 2)

—q k—2 k—2
= ( )OO (f172k71+171(q2 +17(]2 +17q2)

(9)oo
k—1 k-2 k-2
+ ¢ +1f1,2k—1+1,1(q3(2 P q2)>

where in the last step we let r — 2r and s — 2s, then let r — 2r 4+ 1 and s — 2s+ 1 and invoke
(1.16). By Theorem 2.1, (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3), we have

k—2 k—2 k=3 _52k—6 . k(ok—3 k+1/ok—2
(@ e TR =21 (g, P)ym(—gF @ T T )

k—2 k—2
+91,21671(CI2 g )
(3.2)
and
k—2 k—2
1’11,21671+1,1((13(2 +1),q3(2 +1),q2)
k—3 9k—3(_2.9k—3_9\_1 . _92k-3 k+1/9k—2
e L S 1/ 00 Vo) (7 Y M G S § B : )
k—2 k—2
+ 6172k_1(q3(2 Jrl)7 q3(2 +1)7 q2)'
Combining (3.2) and (3.3) and applying (2.4) implies that
k k—3 _92k—6 k—2 k—1/0k—2 k—2 k—1(09k—2
R (@) = 2(=1) "¢ 2 (¥ T 2y (¢ @D )
k— k—
Oy 001 (gL 2 L @)
(3.4)

i(a: ¢*)
k—2 k—2
3257+ g3(2F L) )

qzk*1+1 01,2’9*1 (g
J(a: %)
Next, for (1.13), apply Proposition 3.1 and let b, ¢ — oo in (1.3) to obtain
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10
E 1 . k-1 2 (ok—1 _ok—2:2
R(2 )( )_(q) Z (_1)3(]((2 +3)n2+ (2871 1)n) /2—2E—2; (1 — g2+
oo n
IJ'\ZSOTL
1 ok=lig o oh—1i1 - L ok—2.2
:<><Zq =T Y () (3.5)
Voo \7>0 j=-n
ok—1,3 o ok-1l,.5 n . ok—2:2
—qY g = "y (—1)ig? j)-
n>0 j=—n

We again replace n with —n — 1 in the second sum of (3.5), then let n = (r + s)/2 and
j=(r—s)/2 to get

k k—1 k—1
§T2+24+3TS+2 4+1r+252+2 4“3)

(k) 1 r—s
Ry (q) = @D <( T;() - T;(] )(—1) ERE
r=s (mod 2) r=s (mod 2)

1 k—2 k—2 k—1 k=2 0)_ k=2 o\ _
<J""3,2’v+3,3(q2 +27q2 +2,Q)+q2 +2f3,2k+3,3(q3(2 +2) 1,q3(2 +2) 1>Q))-

(@)oo
Now, for k odd, apply Theorem 2.1 twice and simplify using (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3) to get

_ _ ok—3(2k—2 1) _ _ _

f372k+373(q2k 2+2’q2k 2+2’q) SR Y R j(q,q?’)m(—q2k L(5.2k 1+17)7q3-2k+1(2’< 1+3)7 ~1)
_ar.ok—3_ 92k—5 k—1(_a9ok—1_ 2.9k+19k—1

19 35-2 27-2 ](q7q3)m(_q2 (=32 7),q52 (2 +3)7_1)

ok—=2,9 2k—=2,9
Pt )

+ 0391 (q
(3.6)

and

k—1 ok—2 ok—2
q2 +2f3,2k+3,3((132 +5,q32 +5;Q)
= 2 P g Py (g2 BHTIHID TR ) (3.7)

—61.2k—3_49.02k—5 _ok—1(ok—1 2.0k+1(9k—1
+2g 3 g, @*ym(—q=2 @ FETETEY )

2k71 2 .21972 .2k72
+q& 0 (* TP T g).

Combining the first m in (3.6) with the second m in (3.7) and applying (2.4) yields

_2q7 2k73(2§72+1) m(q2k+l(2k—5+1)7 q3'2k_1(2k_1+3)7 Z) + €(q2k+1(2k—5+1)’ q3_2k—1(2k—1+3)7 Z)]
while the first m in (3.7) with the second m in (3.6) and (2.4) gives
_2q732k73(2k72+1) [m(q2k71 q32k71(2k71+3) Z) + §(q2k71 q32k71(2k71+3) Z)] )

In total, we have
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_ok—3(2k—2 1) B B B _ B
Rg’"’)(q) — 9 5 + [m(qzkﬂ(zk 3+1)7q3.2k 1(gk—143) 2) &g ok+1(2k— 3+1) 3.2k—1(gk 1+3)’Z)]

_2.0k—3(9k—2 k—1 ok—1(9k—1 k—1 k—1(ok—1
_9q~32 (2 +1)[m(q2 2 (2 +3) 2) +£€(g 2 2 (2 +3)’2)}

)

k—2 k—2 k-1 k-2 ok—2
O30 (¢* 207 ) @7 P03 (P, q3 2 )
j(q,4°) j(q,4°) 5.4
3.8
One can similarly show that for k even, we have
f3 - 3(q2k—2+2’ q2k—2+2’ ) _ —2q 72942k—3;25.22k—5 m(_q2k_1(2k_1+5)’ q3'2k+1(2k_1+3)7 _1)
+ 2q—35~2k*3—27.2%*5m(_q—zk*1(3~2k*1+7)7 q3.2k+1(2k*1+3)7 ~1)
k—2 k—2
+ 93,2’“ (q2 +27 q2 +2a Q)
and

2k=142
q f3,2k+3,3(q

_ _2q—3-2k*3(2k*2+1)m(_q2k*1(3.2k*1+11)’ q3.2k+1(2k*1+3)7 ~1)

3.2k—245 3.9k—245
.q . q)

—161.2k—3 _121.02k—5 k—1(r ok—1 k+1(ok—1
2 5-2 +13 3-2 2 +3
+2q 3 m(_q ( )7q ( )7_1)

k—1 ok—2 ok—2
+ q2 +29372k (q3 2 +5’ q3 2 +57 Q)-

Arguing as in the odd case we obtain

_99.9k—3 _o9r.92k—5 L _ L _ _ _
29-2 - 25-2 [ _2k(2k 2_,'_1)7 q3,2k 1(2k 1_,'_3)7 Z) + é(q_2k(2k 2_‘_1)7 q3,2k 1(2k 1_‘_3)7 Z)]

R (q) = —2¢
. 2q73-2k*3(2k*2+1) [m( 2k—1 3-2k*1(2k*1+3)7z) + g(qzk*’q3-2k*1(2k*1+3)’z)}

m(q

q »q
2k—249 ok—249 2k—=119 3.2k—245 3.9k—245
o g & PO (PF T T )

i 93,2k (q
J(a, %) i(a, %)

(3.9)
Now, for (1.14), apply Proposition 3.1 and let ¢ = ¢, ¢ — oo and b = ¢ in (1.3) to get that

ng)(q> _ Z n—i—j (2F =14 2)n24 (214 1)n—2k—1; 2<1 Jrq2n+1)
|§L\><(31
.2 B B n ) L
_ ((972751 2))00 (Z(_l)nq@k L2)n24+(2F—141)n Z (_1)]q*2k 142 (310)
975497 )oo >0 i—n

+qz ¢ TN (@M 43 Zn: (_1)jq—2’“1j2>.

n>0 j=—n

Again we replace n with —n—1 in the second sum of (3.10), let n = (r+s)/2 and j = (r—s)/2,
and apply (2.5) in the penultimate step to arrive at
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.52 3 -
R () = W(( > S )(cay gt e Ee )
(q 4 )Oo 7,520 r,s<0
r=s (mod 2) r=s (mod 2)
(4:4%) hi-liz  ok-lyg 4
= 2 froeia (=0 T =% )
(4% ¢%)oo

)

2k 43 3.2k=147 3.2k=147 4
f1,2k*1+1,1(7q y —4q »q )

_ @d)

k—2 k—2
me —141, 1((12 +1,—q2 1

,q)-

By Theorem 2.1, (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3), we have

2k=241 2k=241
f1,2k—1+1,1(q , —q
_ q_2k73(2k72+1)

,q)

. k—2 2k—2 k k—2 k—2
J(_I,Q)m(QQ 7q2 +2 3 _1) + 91,2k71(q2 +1, —q2 +17q)

and so

5 Qk—2+1 - 2k—2+1
Rék)(q) _ 2(1—2‘“—5(2’“-2+1)m(qQk—2,(122’“—%2’@7 1)+ 291,2'%1((1 . y —q 7Q>' (3.11)
i(=1,9)
Finally, for (1.15), applying Proposition 3.1 and letting b = /g and ¢ = —,/g in (1.3), we
have that
R (q) = 2547 Z 1) (@8 D24 (28 ) 220252
n>0
[71<n
(q7 q2)00 ; k—1 2 k—1 _9k—2:2
—— = _ 1)t (2F T N2+ (25 T Dn) /22872
2(¢% 4% o ;( )™ (3.12)
l5[<n

n>0
l5[<n

+ Z 1)"+ig 2k—1+1)n2+(2k—1+1)n)/22k—2j2> '

Once more replace n with —n—1 in the second sum of (3.12), let n = (r+s)/2 and j = (r—s)/2
and apply (2.6) to get
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.2 k k—1 k—1
k q;q e 1.2, 2541 k=141 1.2, 2814
Ri“@—ziq%ql?;(( DD DI [ I )

r,5>0 r,s<0
r=s (mod 2) r=s (mod 2)

2
q;q k—2 k—2
= Q (f1,2k+1,1(—q2 +17 —q2 H, q)

2(¢%;¢%) o
- q2k71+1f1 2k 41 1(—‘13(2%2“)71, P Q))
(q;q2) ok—2 ok—2_ 1
= meuu(—q ¢ Tt g).
b oo

By Theorem 2.1, (2.1) and (2.2), we have

2k72+1’ _q2k72+1’ q) _ 2q_2k73(2k72+1)j( _q2k71(2k71+1)’ q2k+1(2k71+1)’ _1)

_17q)m(

k—2 k—2
+91,2k(—q2 - )

f1,2k+1,1(—q

and so

k—2 k—2
291,2k(_q2 +17 _q2 +17Q)

R{ (g) = 4q72 @ (2T 2D gy i(—1,q)

(3.13)
O
4. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.3

To prove Corollary 1.3 we will compare the Appell-Lerch sums m(x, ¢, z) appearing in (3.4),
(3.8), and (3.13) to the Appell-Lerch sums corresponding to the classical ¢g-hypergeometric mock
theta functions, as recorded in [22].

Proof of Corollary 1.3. We begin with (1.17). Taking k = 3 and z = ¢> in (3.4), we find that

O14(—¢*, - ¢*) £ 014(—4°, ~¢". ¢°)
i(—a,9%) i(=a,9%)

Rg?’)(_q) = 2q_1 [m(q27 q123 _q3) + f(qQ, q127 _q3)} +

On the other hand, equation (5.9) of [22] says that

_ J1J3,12
v(q) =2¢ 'm(q® ¢, —¢°) + S

Thus the claim is equivalent to the identity
bra(—a*. —¢*,¢*)  01a(=¢",—".4*) _ JiJso
J(=a. ¢%) i(=a. ¢%) J2
This is a routine identity involving modular forms and functions and hence may be verified

with a finite computation. We carried this out using F.G. Garvan’s computer package (see
http://www.math.ufl.edu/~fgarvan/qmaple/theta-supplement/).

2¢7¢(¢%, 4", —¢*) +
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Next, for (1.18) we take k = 4 and z = ¢% in (3.4) to obtain

_ 015(¢° ¢° ¢*) | o018(¢", 4" ¢%)
R(4)(q):2q 4 m(q4’q40’q8)+£(q4’q40,q8) 4 as\e,4q, PR RN B
! [ ) i(q, %) (g, %)
On the other hand, equation (5.43) in [22] with ¢ = ¢* reads
J5J10J4,10
J2.5J2,10

o(q") = —2¢7'm(q",¢", ¢*) +

:q4

Comparing these two equations establishes (1.18) (and also provides an expression for M;(q)).
Equations (1.19) and (1.20) are quite similar, so we just mention that (1.19) follows from
taking k = 3 and z = ¢'2 in (3.8) and comparing with equation (5.33) in [22], while (1.20)

follows upon comparing (3.13) with the case ¢ — ¢2° "'+ of equation (5.3) in [22)].
O

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have described one way to use the Bailey machinery to produce families of g-hypergeometric
multisums which are mock theta functions. It would be interesting to find others. It would also

be interesting to establish simpler expressions for the modular forms M (q), Mz(q), and Mék) (q)
occurring in Corollary 1.3. Finally, it is mentioned in Section 8 of [29] that some preliminary
work has been done toward understanding the combinatorial significance of certain modular
g-hypergeomatric multisums constructed using change of base lemmas for Bailey pairs. These

modular multsums resemble the Rl(»k)(q) and it would be nice to see this work carried out.
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