RAMANUJAN-TYPE PARTIAL THETA IDENTITIES AND CONJUGATE BAILEY
PAIRS

JEREMY LOVEJOY

ABSTRACT. Residual identities of Ramanujan-type partial theta identities are tailor-made for producing
conjugate Bailey pairs. This is carried out for partial theta identities in Ramanujan’s lost notebook, a
number of the partial theta identities of Warnaar, and for some new ones as well.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his lost notebook, Ramanujan recorded a number of partial theta identities like the following [5,
Entry 6.6.1]:

(¢"H)ng" 2
Z — S :Z(_a)nqn +n
2 Caj(—g/a)n 2 .

a n n ’I’L2 n n
7WZ(*1) a3 qs +2 (1+aq2 +1)'
) o] n>0

Here we have employed the usual basic hypergeometric series notation,

(@)n = (a;q)n == (1 —a)(1 —aq) -~ (1 —ag"™")
and
(a1,a2,...,a;5)n = (a1,a2,...,05;q)n = (a1;@)n(a2;@)n - (@k; Q)n-
The reason for applying the term partial theta to an identity like (1.1) is clear when one recalls the
classical Jacobi theta function,
ne”Z
Ramanujan’s partial theta identities were first proven by Andrews [1]. Later Warnaar [23] placed these
identities in the context of Bailey pairs, established new examples and showed how one could generate
many more.
A Bailey pair relative to (a,¢) is a pair of sequences (a,, Sn)n>0 satisfying

B=Y —— (1.2)

—0 (aq)n—i-r (Q)n—r

A conjugate Bailey pair relative to (a,q) is a pair of sequences (0, Yn)n>0 satisfying

=3 (5 (1.3)

a(I)rJrn(Q)rfn

r=n

Date: July 11, 2018.
2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 33D15.
Key words and phrases. Bailey pairs, conjugate Bailey pairs, partial theta identities, mixed mock modular forms.

1



2 JEREMY LOVEJOY

Given a Bailey pair and a conjugate Bailey pair, a simple interchange of sums yields [9]

n>0 n>0

(1.4)

In this paper we discuss how Ramanujan-type partial theta identities give rise, through their residual
identities, to conjugate Bailey pairs. We treat six partial theta identities of Ramanujan, five identities
stated by Warnaar, and six more identities we calculated using Warnaar’s methods. These examples
should be sufficient to illustrate the idea. The results are collected in the following theorem. Instead of

stating the conjugate Bailey pair, we state the identity corresponding to (1.4).
Theorem 1.1. (1) If (aun, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then

Z qnﬂn - - Z (_a)nq(";1)+(2n+1)rar

CL
n>0 4 q) r,n>0

(2) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,q), then
3nqn(3n+1)/2+3nr+r(1 42 2n+2r+1)

a)oo —1)"a a
Z(a)nqnﬁn = (() Z 1) 1—ag 1 Q.

2
a
n>0 q»q)oo rn>0

(3) If (awn, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (aQq2 q?), then

n+1)+2nr+2r+n n

q
Z(GQ)QnQQnﬁn = Z aq2r+1 Q.

(204 2. ,2)
n>0 (aq q q rn>0

(4) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a*q,q), then

" aq n n(on nr+r n4r
Z(aQ)nq Bn = % Z (—a)gn@nts)/243nrtr (1 4 qantrlyg
n>0 (a q 7(1)00 rn>0

(5) If (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then
1 2
(a4:4*)nd"Bn = 7—5—5—~— ) (—a)"¢" T ey,
;z:o (4% ¢%) oo (@)oo %0
(6) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,q), then

Z (GQQ)znqnﬁ _ 1 Z aBn 3n? +2n+3m+r<1 _ aq2n+r+1>a
n — i
= (a9 (ag: @)os 4=,

(7) If (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a2, q), then

Z (aQQ)ann 6n _ 1 Zq o + Z n a~ 1 "+1)+nr(1 +aqr)a7_

= (aq,a¢%), (1 —a)(g,a0,06*)00 | 5 ~

n>1

(1.5)

(1.6)

(1.7)

(1.8)

(1.9)

(1.10)

(1.11)
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(8) If (cun, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,q), then

S (aaq)n " (,00,09)0 S 1+ aq"
(9) If (cn, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,q), then
2
Z (a q)2nq" - 1 (—a)nl+n2q("12+1)+(n22+1)+"1T+n2T+TaT.

(10

n —a4)x r n—2 n(3n— 3nr—r T n+r
S (—a)ug B = e | S g, - 37 g G0/ (o) (1 ag™ ),

n>0

(11

(12

(13

(14

Z (a2)2nqn _ 1 Z (_a)nq(";1)+nr+r(1 +a)

..

= (ag,aq), " (4,09, aq)c

n1,n2,7r>0

) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,q), then

(¢, 0%q)0 >0 n>1
r>0

) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then

Zqznﬂn— . Zqzrar+z yran—lq ;)+2nr(1+aq27‘)ar

n>0 r>0 n>1
>0

) If (au, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then

1 2
(aq; QQ)anHBH - (_a)nqn +n+2rn+2r(1 - q2n+2)0(7
n%% (@)oo (ag?; 4*)oo (1 + q) rgz:o

) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a®q,q), then

T

> (~aq)ng" B =

n>0

Z a3nqn(3n+5)/2+r+3nr(1 _ aqn+r+1)a

2
a
q q n,r>0

) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then

1
2. 2 n
aq”;q")nq" Bn =
,;)( ) (aq;4*)so(q

2
S o e

n,r>0

(1.12)

(1.13)

(1.14)

(1.15)

(1.16)

(1.17)

(1.18)



4 JEREMY LOVEJOY

(15) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (aq,q), then

Z <a2q2)2nq"5n _ 1 Z a3n-1q3n2+3m+n—1(1 —qay
 (ag)n (aq,Q)os “~~,
> 1 > (1.19)
+ a3nq3n2+3nr+4n+r(1 _ aqn+r+1)a )
(aq, @) néo ’
(16) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (aq,q), then
2,2
Z (a q >2nqnﬂn _ 1 (_a)nl+n2q('rb21)_,'_(ng;rl)-l,-(r-',-l)nl+(T+1)n2+7‘a (1 20)
2 2 T :
= (ad®aq)n (ag%aq,Q)os | =
(17) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a?,¢?), then
1 n+1
(_aq)2 q2"ﬂ7 _ (_a)nq( 2 )+2nr+2r(1 _qn+1)a ) (121)
n%% T (a0)s (%47 o (1 — ) n;() '

There are also some sporadic identities which lead to nice statements about Bailey pairs, and we shall
briefly touch on two of these. We have the following.

Theorem 1.2. (1) If (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q) and if (o, 81,) is a Bailey pair relative

o (z,q), then
1 anzqunr+n(1 _ Z)
s.n 2ns+s /! /
§ a’z"q BB = (0, ) E = o, (1.22)
n,s>0 n,r>0

(2) If (an, Bn) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q) and (o, BL,) is a Bailey pair relative to (z,q), then

2 1 anzrtngnitnt2rn (g _
n,zsgo(aqbnaszmsqs tetnsg gl e H;O q1 — ( ) . (1.23)
Two corollaries in the spirit of Theorem 1.1 are:
Corollary 1.3. (1) If (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then
Z(GQ)znqnﬂn = i Z (—a)nginnt /24t r, | (1.24)
n>0 >0

(2) If (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a,q), then

Z ( (QQ)ann ﬂ _ 1 Z (7a)nq2n2+2n+2rn+rar' (125)

S (eGP (—a0:¢%)x (D) 52,

Before proceeding, a number of remarks in order. First, for other work on conjugate Bailey pairs we refer
to [10, 19, 20, 21]. The conjugate Bailey pair corresponding to (1.5) may be found in [10] and [21].

Second, our identities are inspired by recent work of Andrews and Warnaar [8], who used the partial
theta identities

(a%¢?, —aq3, 6% ¢*)n (—ag?) oo

2.2, .4 2. .2 n _ 2
3 (@*¢*;¢)n (a0 ¢°)nd" _ (=0 S gt (1.26)

n>0 n>0
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and

(a9)2ng" (@) ng ("5
Z 2,2 2-92) . (— Zaq 2 (1.27)
= (@0%,6%0%)n (—ag)e =
to deduce that if (a,, 3,) is a Bailey pair relative to (a2, ¢?), then

02(12;(]2 2nq" —q)oo n_n?4+n+2rn+r
> Jond" g (oo 5 ngneniamirg, (1.28)
n>0 (_aq)2n+1 (_aq)oo r,n>0

and
4o n ntl rn+r
> (ag)2ng" Bn = (Do Y a g3 ) +2rntr (1.29)
n>0 (—ag)os rn>0

The question of whether there was a systematic way to produce “good” partial theta identities like (1.26)
and (1.27) led us to the residual identities of Ramanujan-type partial theta identities.

Third, we note that expressions involving binary quadratic forms are especially important in the study
of g-series. This is principally due to their relation (in the case of indefinite forms) to Ramanujan’s mock
theta functions [2, 7, 14, 25], though they arise elsewhere as well (e.g. [6, 15, 16]). Our results can be
used to obtain many g¢-series which are mized mock modular forms, i.e., functions of the form Zle figi,
where f; is a modular form and g; is a mock modular form [11, 24]. We’'ll give just one example, but
there are many more. Consider the Bailey pair relative to (1,q) [4, Lemma 3.3]

{(—1)" (z"q(;) + z*"q(n;rl)) , n>0,
a, =
1, n =0,

and

Substituting into (1.24) and simplifying gives

n 1 n+r _r 3n(n r(r nr
zq (ZJI/Z)TL:(qi z _ Z (=1)"*+7 2 ¢ (n+1)/24r(r+1)/2+2nr

n>0 )oo n,r>0 n,r<0

We shall not go in detail here, but it follows from the work of Zwegers [25] or Hickerson and Mortenson
[14] that these yield mixed mock modular forms.

Finally, while speaking of applications we should not overlook the infinite product expansions obtained
by applying the unit Bailey pair relative to (a,q) [3, (3.47) and (3.48)],

(@)n(1 — ag®)(~1)ng(?)
<Q)n(1 - a)

Ay =

and

ﬂn = 617,,07
to any of the instances of Theorem 1.1 or Corollary 1.3. When a = 1 or ¢ the «,, simplify nicely and the
product expansions are particularly elegant.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section we prove the identities in Theorem 1.1. In each case, we start with a Ramanujan-type
partial theta identity, compute the corresponding residual identity, and then deduce a statement about
Bailey pairs. The argument is similar in each case so we’ll only do one of them in detail.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. We begin by looking at partial theta identities recorded by Ramanujan in his lost
notebook, as presented in [5]. Entry 6.3.2 reads

Z ( q _ (1 . a) Z(_l)na?mqn(SnJrl)/Q(l _ a2q2n+1)

= (ag, q/a)n =

1
Z(_l)na2n+1qn(n+1)/2.
(ag; a/a)oo 2=

(2.1)

The idea of the residual identity goes back to Andrews [1]. We fix a positive integer N, multiply both
sides of (2.1) by (1 — ¢V /a), and compute the limit as a — ¢~V. The summand on the left is then 0 for
n < N so we may shift the index of summation by n — n+ N and use (z),+n = (7)n(2¢"), to simplify.
The result is

n+N
q - n n_n(3n n
Z ( N ) _ (qNJrl’ql N)N(l 7qN) Z(il) qSN q (3 +1)/2(1 o q2Nq2 +1)
n>o \4 »d)n n>0
1 n 2Nn+N n(n+1)/2
+ (2N q) Z(_l) q gt/ (2.2)
@)oo 130
1 n 2Nn+N n(n+1)/2
= @ > (=" q :
1d)oo 135

Since this identity is true for any N > 0, analytic continuation allows us to replace ¢ by a. The result
(after replacing a? by a) is the residual identity

Z( q" _ 1 Z(il)nanqn(nJrl)/Z. (2.3)

= aan (a9, 9)00 57

(This is also a consequence of the Heine transformation. See (3.2).)
To deduce part (1) of Theorem 1.1 is now an easy matter. Beginning with (1.2) we have

n

Zq”ﬁn:Zq”Z—( ) &

n=0 n>0 =0
qn
r>0 ‘ n=r (aq)"Jﬂ”(q)nfr

Z N Z qn+r
T

= 50 (@Dnt2r(@n

I
|
M

n

_ q ar q
a Z (aq2r+l)n(Q)n

>0 (aq)2r n>0

_ _ q Gy 1 1) 2rn+(";rl)
2 (ot @ (i 2"

# Z (_a)nq(n;rl)+2rn+rar7

(ag, @)oo 4=,

the penultimate step being an application of (2.3) with a = ag®".
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We continue with Entry 6.3.6, which reads

1 (4:4%)ng”" (")
1+ ) = —1)"a"q\ 2
< a ,;) (—ag, —q/a;¢*)nta T;)( )
= T (2.4)
3n Sn +n 2 4An+2
— —a“q .
(= aq,—q/a %) Z )

n>0

The residual identity is (after setting ¢ = ¢'/? and a = a/q)

Z((a)nq" _ _(ag) S (—1)ratngn /(1 — g2gntt), (2.5)

2 2
= (@0, (0%¢,4)00

The resulting Bailey statement is part (2) of Theorem 1.1.
Entry 6.3.7 reads
2n+1

(+3) S -~ S

(*Q) Z ("5 (26)
N dJ>® (7a)nq 2 ),
T2
(ag,4/a; %) o0 =5
The residual identity is
(aq)an2n
224 2. .2) (a2 Zaq (2.7)
= (@2ah 4% ¢%)n (aq 0000 5
The Bailey statement is part (3) of Theorem 1.1.
Entry 6.3.9 reads
(4:4%)na®" ("5
= 1 — n 2
2. (—ag®, —¢*/a; ¢*)n (1+a) Z( a)"a
n>0 n>0
alg: (2.8)
- Z 3n 3n +2n _ aq2n+1).

_n2
(—ag?, q/aq o 54

The residual identity is

Z ((aq)nq” _ (@q)OC; Z(_a>3nqn(3n+5)/2(1+aq”+1)_ (2.9)

=@ @ (P q)e

This identity was also stated by Warnaar [23]. The Bailey statement is part (4) of Theorem 1.1.
Entry 6.3.11 reads

3 : (@ ¢*)nd" 1 +a) Y (g

n>0 —aqg, _Q/a)n n>0

_ CL(Q§q2)oo) Z(_l)na%zqn?—&-n.

(7CLQ7 7‘]/0’ ') n>0

(2.10)

The residual identity is

2. O _ (060 )oe §(_gyngpan, (2.11)

% (aq,9)n (ag: @)oo 2

The Bailey statement is part (5) of Theorem 1.1.
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Entry 6.6.1 is (1.1). The residual identity is
2 n+1) n

a’q qu n n 7L n
yo ! — e P 0, (2.12)

= (aq, q)n (aq,q ~ =4

This was stated by both Andrews [1] and Warnaar [23]. The Bailey statement is part (6) of Theorem 1.1.
We now leave Ramanujan and turn to some partial theta identities established by Warnaar [23]. First,
his equation (3.9) is

ST a0 S o) o
n>0 (1 - a) (aqv q27 q/a)n ((J7 a, a/Q)oo ’ )
and on p. 389 he computes the residual identity (p.389),
$ g 1010 (o) 1)
= (409,06, (1= q)(g, ag,a*) oo '
The Bailey statement is part (7) of Theorem 1.1.
Next, in his equation (4.10) Warnaar states the partial theta identity
1+2Z _ 1o 1—2ZM (2.15)
= (g,aq, Q/a l+a “~(¢,a,9/a)x |’ '

and on p. 389 he calculates the corresponding residual identity,

Z( (@®)ang"” 1 j Z(_Q)nq("f). (2.16)

= (@ a,09,0%q)n  (¢,09,09)00 =

The resulting Bailey statement is part (8) of Theorem 1.1.
In his equation (4.13), Warnaar states the partial theta identity

n+1 2
n+ly .n " (Zn>0(—a)"q( 2 ))
) (" ng" S (—a)mq("3) 4 ar =" , (2.17)
n>0 (a)n+1(Q7 Q/a)n n>0 (q7 a, Q/a’)oo
and on p. 389 he computes the corresponding residual identity,
2
2 n+1 n n
SOC bt (S 218)
=5 (409,09)n  (9,09,09) \ =4
The resulting Bailey statement is part (9) of Theorem 1.1.
In his equation (4.15), Warnaar states the partial theta identity
— n a—(14+a 371 n(3n—1)/2(1 —ag™
S ED g Yt R R e L,
= (@nt1(g/a)n = (45 ¢%)oo (@, 4/ @)oo
and on p. 390 he deduces the residual identity
Z (_aq)ﬂq — (—aq)oo 1 — (1 —|—Cl) Za3n72qn(3n71)/2(1 _ &qn) ) (220)

= (0620 (¢,0%¢) =

The Bailey statement is part (10) of Theorem 1.1.
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Finally, on the top of p. 379 Warnaar proves

2n 2 1 + 02)2 (71)”‘0‘2” (n;—l)
4 _ 2 n_3n—2 n(3n—1)/2 @ n>1
g ————— = 1+a+(1+4a E —1)"a q 14+aq™)+
"0 (@)n+1(q/a)n ( )n21( ) ( ) (a,q/a)o

(2.21)
The corresponding residual identity is

Z ( 42" _ 1 N 1+1/a? Z(—l)"aznq(ngl)- (2.22)

o (@ a)n (02¢,0)0 (024, @)o0 S

The resulting Bailey statement is part (11) of Theorem 1.1.

For the remaining six parts of Theorem 1.1 we use Warnaar’s framework to compute more Ramanujan-
type partial theta identities. Namely, we use a Bailey pair relative to (g, q) or (¢?, ¢) in either Corollary
4.1 or Corollary 7.1 of [23]. To obtain Bailey pairs we will employ Slater’s list [22], the fact [18, b = 0]
that if (an, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (a, q), then (o, 5%) is a Bailey pair relative to (aq, q), where

. (1 _ aq2n+1)anqn2+n i s
o = a”"gT" oy (2.23)
(1 —aq) s
and
Br = B, (2.24)

and the fact [3, Theorem 3.3, (3.47) and (3.48)] that (o, 8,) is a Bailey pair relative to (a, ¢), where

(1 — ag®™)(a,b, ¢)n(—1)"q(3) (22)n
(1 - a) (qv aq/bv aq/c)n

an = (2.25)

and (aq/be)
aq/bc),
Brn=F————. 2.26
(¢, aq/b,aq/c)n (2.26)
We begin with the corrected pair E(6) from Slater’s list of Bailey pairs [22]. We have that (a,, 8,) is

a Bailey pair relative to (g, ¢), where

(_1)nqn2—n(1 _ q4n+2)
1—¢2

and
n

q

Bo =
" (@5

Inserting this into Corollary 4.1 of [23] and simplifying, the resulting partial theta identity is

Zanq(g)(l+q2n+l)+ (q;q2)00 Z(_l)n—1a2nqn2—n(l_q2n). (227)

= (ag; /@)oo (1 +q) 2=

_ (l)
(aq,q/a)n  (1+q)

The corresponding residual identity is

Z (aq;q2)n92n _ 1 Z(—a)”q"2+n(1 _ q2n+2). (228)
Joo(1+9)

n>0 (aq, q)n (@)oo (ag®; ¢2 n>0

T (:)ng®" (1

n>0

The Bailey statement is part (12) of Theorem 1.1.
Next from Slater’s C(3) and (2.23), (2.24) (we omit the details) we find the Bailey pair relative to

(4% q),

_ 2n+2
(1(1 q 2) )qn2+n—(n/2)(n/2+1)(_1)n/2X(n even)
-4

Qp =
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and
1

RN
(45 0%) o0 (@)oo
Using Corollary 7.1 of [23] the resulting partial theta identity is

(=@)nq" 21 2n+1 _ g3+ n(3n—1)/2-1
DR (1) S (1) e mH gnEn-D/21(] _ gqn). (2.20)
7;) (aq)n(q/a)ns1 n%% (ag, q/ @)oo 7;)
The corresponding residual identity is
(_a)nqn 00 n n(3n— n
Z @ a2 Za?’ GBn=1)/2(1 — ™). (2.30)
n>0 A 1q)oo n>0

The Bailey statement is part (13) of Theorem 1.1.
From (2.25) and (2.26) with b = —¢? and ¢ — 0o we obtain the Bailey pair relative to (¢2,q),

5 (1 _ q2n+2)2

n=(—1 n, n
and 1
Bu=
" (%)
Using Corollary 7.1 of [23] the resulting partial theta identity is
3. .2 n
4’4" )ngq (I-a) n n
Z ( ) Za +1 q2 +2)
= (@@)n(@/@)rs (1 - ) =
= o (2.31)
_ Z 2n+1 n —n— 1( 1)n(1 + q2n+1).
(aq,Q/a 1 - ) &
The corresponding residual identity is
(ag*;¢*)ng" 1 2 on1
= —a)"q" (14 q¢“" ). 2.32
D v Il e e e DI A : 232
The Bailey statement is part (14) of Theorem 1.1.
From (2.25) and (2.26) with b,c — oo we obtain the Bailey pair relative to (¢2,q),
Qy, = (71)nq3n(n+1)/2 (1 — q2n+2)(1 — qn+1)
(1—-¢*)(1-q)
and 1
Bn = 7~ -
(Dn
Using Corollary 7.1 of [23] the resulting partial theta identity is
(qn+1)n+1qn 1 n%+n—1 1
—+(1_a) an+qn n (1_qn+)
nzz% (aq)n(q/a)ns1 g
(2.33)

_ 3n 3n —2n—1 n 3n+1 3n2+r—1 n
= > a (1—g")+ Y a**yq (1 —aq")
(aq, q/a n>0 n>0

The residual identity is

24" ng" 1 2 2
Z (a(q )nd _ Za3n71q3n 72n(1 — ") + Za&nq?,n +n(1 —aq™) | . (2.34)

= @ (@0)e \ 55 =




RAMANUJAN-TYPE PARTIAL THETA IDENTITIES AND CONJUGATE BAILEY PAIRS 11

The Bailey statement is part (15) of Theorem 1.1.
From (2.25) and (2.26) we obtain the Bailey pair relative to (¢2,q),

1— 2n+42
Uy = qn2+n( q )

(1-4¢%
and )
ﬁn =
(4% @)n
Using Corollary 7.1 of [23] the resulting partial theta identity is
(qn+2)nq”+1 (") a () +("%)
— 4+ (1-a) (-D)ma" gl 2 ) = — — (—a)™tm2q\ 2 2 ). (2.35)

HZZ% (CLQ7 Q)n(Q/a)n+1 nzz;) (Q7 aq, Q/a)oo m%g:zo

The residual identity is

(12 " n " 1 ni+n o rztt
Z( q")nq" _ (—a)ymtneg(9)+("%), (2.36)
50 (aq7a7Q)n (QQaa7Q)oo

ni,nz>0

The corresponding Bailey statement is part (16) of Theorem 1.1.
Finally, from (2.25) and (2.26) we obtain the Bailey pair relative to (¢%, ¢?),

_ 2n?+n (1 — q4n+4)(1 B q2n+2)
(1-g")(1—¢?)
1

Brn = -
" ()2
Using Corollary 7.1 of [23] one more time, the partial theta identity is

Z ( (*q)2n+1q2n+2 + (1 B G,) Z(*l)nanJrlan(l _ q2n+2)

=5 (g% 6*)n(@/ 0P )nir - (1= q)

On

and

o) (2.37)
_ —q)oo n n+l (ﬂ) n+1
= —1)"a"" T q\2/(1 — ¢q .
(ag®, 4%/ 4 ¢*) oo (1 — q) T;)( ) ( )
The residual identity is
(=a)2ng™" 1 ng(2) (1 _ gntl

Z 2 2-2) 2. 2 — Z(—G) '\ (1—q""). (2.38)

=0 (0%6%¢%)n (0)eo(9?6%)eo(1 — )
The corresponding Bailey statement is part (17) of Theorem 1.1. This completes the proof. O

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.2 AND COROLLARY 1.3

To prove the two identities in Theorem 1.2, we shall use the standard argument twice, once with
respect to (1.2) and once with respect to the Bailey pair inversion [3, (3.40)],

n i1 (=1)n=d ("27) 5,
Q= (1 _ aq2n> Z (GQ) +J 1( ) q 6]_ (3.1)
=0 (q)n—j
Proof of Theorem 1.2. We begin with a special case of the Heine transformation [13, p. 359, Eq. (IIL.1),
a,b— 0, ¢ = aq|,
n+1)

o1 (2)n(—a)mq("3
2 Cagan ) P (3:2)

=000, 9)n (a9, 2)00 4
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Arguing as usual, the corresponding Bailey statement is that if (cv,, 8,) is a Bailey pair relative to (a, q),

then
Z Znﬂn =
n>0
(Notice that this is a generalization of part (1) of Theorem 1.1. It is originally due to Bressoud [10]
and Singh [21].) Now using (3.3) along with the Bailey pair inversion (3.1) we may deduce part (1) of
Theorem 1.2 as follows:

( +1)+2rn

1 (2)n(=a)"2"q N
) > ( - (3.3)

(ag. )0 2=, On

n.r2rn+n n.r 2rn+n

1 1-— 1 1-—
e ) Dl e L P

(ag:2)oo o= (1—2¢%") (ag:2)oo o= (11— 2¢%")
(1= 26°") S (nrs(=1)" "2 B,
(1 - Z) s=0 (Q)nfs
n Sq™ q( )+7L+27n
— 2T B n+s
(ag, 2 ;O ' Z (q)n—s
e 2s n ("L+1)+27‘n
2 )n(=a)"q" 2
_ Z P a, a.s 2rs+s )QSBQZ( n
aq, > s>0 n=0 (Q)n
n+t1
= Zasqsﬂ : > g (2¢%)u(=a)"q ") e,
s>0 aq, ZQQS)OO r,n>0 (Q)n
= @B 2" B,
s>0 n>0

the last step being an application of (3.3) with z = z¢?*
Next we consider a special case of an identity of Fine [12, Eq. (25.96), b = 0,t = 2],

Z (aq)znzn _ 1 Z (z)n(_az)nqn(3n+1)/2. (3.4)

n>0 (aqu)n (Z)oo 7>0 (q)n

The corresponding Bailey statement is that if («,,8,) is a Bailey pair relative to (a, q), then

n>0 (Z)OO r,n>0 (Q)n

n n+r n(3n+1)/242nr
= 4 ar (3.5)

Arguing as in the case of part (1), from (3.5) and the Bailey pair inversion (3.1) we obtain part (2). O

We remark that (1.23) may also be deduced without much trouble from (1.22) by using the fact that
if (o, Br) is a Bailey pair relative to (z,q), then so is (a,, 8.,), where

2
/I _ .n.n
o, =2"q" o

and
' ’I”2

N~ 2
‘,;)(q)f

This observation is due to O. Warnaar.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. For part (1) we simply set z = ¢ in (3.5). Next in part (2) of Theorem 1.2 we
put the Bailey pair relative to ¢,

_ (=D)rgm (-
l—gq

!
an
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and 1
By = 2. 2\ °
(4%6%)n
The sum over s on the left-hand side of (1.23) then becomes a product by the g-binomial theorem [13,
p. 354, (I.3)] and we obtain part (2) of Corollary 1.3. O
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