Ty 77— X EBEORERK

HH W0 (FEEZBRTF)

1 EEDEE

q 3 |q| <1 ZW7TEEROBEFERL L, RO T &M 5.

(a§Q)oo = (a)oo = H)(l - aqi)’ (a;q)l’ = (a)'/ = (C(LZI)SOOO’
(a1,a2,...,0r)00 = (01)00(A2) 00 - (@)oo, (a1, a2,...,ar), = (a1)v(a2)y - (ar)y.

Jacobi D = BEEANUT L VIR ALY 2.

o

i P lent D)
i(@,0) = (2)oo(@/2)oo (@)oo = Y (—1)"a"q"
F 7, ¢-HEATREL 1) 1
a1,a2,...,0p - (alaa25-"aa7')l/ v bl"’br
r¥Pr y 4, = s 1
v [bl,bg,...,bT ”] VZ_:OO (b1, b2 b)Y <a1---ar <lel < )
D TERII, WOAXN LI MOEN TN,
€ Ramanujan O 19, 12X &
a (a2)oo (@)oo (b/@)so(q/a2) o0 (’ b‘ )
1q, 2| = , - < <1]. 1

q-TEBEAREL D /3T A — 2T very-well-poised & FEEINDNT VAL EHTT2, oL b
fHHR b DONRROANTH 5.
@ Bailey M ¢y F12X @
T,Z) Q\/67 _q\/67 b: ¢, d: e . qa2
ovo Vva, —+/a, aq/b, aq/c, aq/d, aq/e "D bede
_ (aq,aq/bc,aq/bd, aq/be, aq/cd, aq/ce,aq/de, q, q/a)o @)
(aq/b,aq/c,aq/d,aq/e,q/b,q/c,q/d,q/e, qa? [bede) s’
7272 L |qa® /bede| < 1.

FricfEl (1) T,b=q & 95 & ¢ “HEHPGOLND:

o0

> @)y o, _ (a2)o

z :

2@ " (O
1930 725 1950 ETT T, 2D K 95 72 ¢- BRI EI T 5 A8 Bailey, Jackson,
Watson, Sears, Slater 524> Tl SAFERLINE [14], [15]. 4 H, 26 DOANITLEK
b, FEFMb e ERR % 2T LR s BAFZEA e ST 5 [7], [9].
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2 Ramanujan DxZEDFK
EFFIICDIS, T—HBEBERTERT D.
EZ 1. For r > 0, a theta product of the variables ¢, z1,...,x, is an expression of the form
Cataf b gL
where C is a complex number, s > 0, ¢, f; and g; are integers, and each L; has the form
J(Dg"ay* a7 ™)

for some complex number D, integers h,k; and m > 1, and a root of unity (. A theta
function is a sum of finitely many theta products.

Ev 7 7—2 B, 1920 412 Ramanujan 2% Hardy ~%8 Tzt D FRICES T 5. £ 7
T—H ORI TFROFTHOLNIINTE O T, RIZIZHERD 72 STV 523, Andrews,
Hickerson HIZ KV IRD L HIZHZ HLTWD [2].

EZE 2. A mock theta function is a function f(q) defined by a g-series which converges for
l¢| < 1 and which satisfies the following two conditions:

(a) For every root of unity ¢, there is a theta function 6¢(q) such that the difference f(q) —
0¢(q) is bounded as ¢ — ¢ radially.

(b) There is no single theta function which works for all ¢: i.e., for every theta function 6(q)

there is some root of unity ¢ for which f(q) — 6(g) is unbounded as ¢ — ¢ radially.
& C, Ramanujan O FHEIZ I, (%83, 5, T ORI TITEHOE v 7 T — X BEEN LT 5.

B3 DEY I T—2EH

= (—q)%’
o) = ;%P;;%#
v = §<q323>n>
v = Yy L
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5 DEY I T—2EH

folg) =

po(q) =

Yolq) =

filg) =

¢1(q) =

Yi(g) =

Fi(q) =

xi(q) =

B TOEY I T—2EH

Fo(q)

Fi(q)

Fa(q)

NELDTE
EFRNGZ TR,
B cian o
DOFVERFETCERE RO THD.

FHUIE, LT OE v 7 7 — 2 BEEOBRAL B 5.

FIZHOWTH Ramanujan (3 HIRXTE O T, BOMEET-HIZ
Ty 7T =X BERDER
EEERELTCWD. 20 Ex DTy 77— X BT, T BAENT — & BT,

[ee} qn2
2 Can

> 2

> q" (—a: ),
n=0

SR (g,
n=1

0 q2n(n+1)

Lo TH ARk
DM (b) 23, Ty 77— 2T T —#

“hbiE, 200 v 7T — 2B

EEDEEZLON, EEETEREL AL LTWD
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% 3 MR

20(—q) — fla) = [f(q)+4d(—q)
()
= P@w<@w,
3 3; 3 go B
dx(q) — f(q) = (f§%§§&<@a}
g 5 OEEFRK
do(—q) +xo0(q) = 2Fo(q),
fo(=0) +2Fp(¢*) —2 = 94(0,9)G(q),
do(—¢*) +vo(—q) = 94(0,9)G(q),
200(—¢*) — folq) = ¥4(0,q)G(q),
Yolg) — Folq®) +1 = q(¢®)H(qY),
x1(@) —q 'o1(—q) = 2Fi(q),
fi(=q) = 2¢F1(¢*) = 94(0,9)H(q),
g 'o1(—a%) +i(—q) = 94(0,9)H(q),
2¢ ' o1(—%) + fila) = 94(0,9)H(q),
P1(q) — qFi(q®) = ¥(a*)G(q")
=77 L,
= 3 O
I Ut
¥(q) g%q eI
N4 L
C@ = 2 P P
H(q) = iqn2+n = 1
vo= = (@ (@O P)
g 7 OEFRK

Ramanujan (L, {727 DE v 7 7 — # BEEOBBRRIT RV EFELTNAS.

PLEORBBRRIZFROF CIHGEHA SN TE 57, %12 Andrews, Garvan, Watson %2 L D

AER &7 (1], [18).

F 72 Ramanujan O FHKIZIE, i3 3 D f(q) lZ2\TC,

¢
(—q)2

flo=1+)
n=1
L Q" DR E aln) LBL &

n
1eXp (7'(' E_M)

[o¢]
=1+) a(n)q"
n=1




MR NEDZ & BT BTV A, Ramanujan 13 2 (3) OFEI S 52 TW o723, Zi
1% 1951 4£1Z Dragonette (& & W {8455 30 TREH &7z,
I TETEEy 7 T — BN AT TR <, 1936 4F1Z Watson 2375k 3 DEIFRA A FEA
TOEE, WOE Y 77— 2 BABM LT [18].
> qn(n+1)

vig) = > (

= (%)t

2n(n+1)
w(q) A,
= (:6%)7 41
0 q2n(n+1)
plq) = :
= oL+ @™+ gm+2)

#1Z Ramanujan @ Lost Notebook 725, Z41 5 ® Watson OE v 7 7 —# B Z X U, #r
7oA 6 A3 10 DE Yy 7 T —Z bR IS (2], 5], [6].

3 EVIT—RBEBOYB~DILH

IZ a(n) DI OWTHENT 5.
1A EDOBEH n 2k LT

RS EROBEBRNIGT NS

R
;p(n)q = O

ZD p(n) IZOVWTROAXDPHFTENTND.

Rademacher O (1973). I;(z) % [-Bessel function of order s &4 % & RDEL Y ND:

p(n) = 2m (240 — 1)1y Akli”) I <”V2§Z_1> . (4)
k=1
7ziZ L
1 /k T
A =5y 1 > xiz2@) ¢ (137)-
z (mod 24k)
22=—24n+1 (mod 24k)
ZZT
19 1 z=1,11 (mod 12)
e(z) =™, xia(x) = <$> =4q -1 z=5,7 (mod 12)

0 T A,
—7, Ramanujan % p(n) IZB3 2RO FHRAEL T TV

p(bn+4)=0 (mod 5),
p(Tn+5)=0 (mod 7),
p(lln+6) =0 (mod 11).
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Dyson X226 DFEHE G 2 K 9 &, “3E|ID rank” LW O BEEZEA L=, 52FD rank &1,
ZEDHENDO—FRE V) part 205 parts OfEEZFIW2 b DO TEFRIND. BlxIE, 10 D53 HE
(5,2,2,1) ®rank [I5—-4=1. £Z T

N(m,n) = f#{rank ’m &72% n D5%l},
Ne(n) = f{rank 2% even & 722 n O5EI},
No(n) := t{rank 2% odd &722% n O4E},

LB &
o0 [e'e} [e'e] n2
q
1+ N(m,n)z"q¢" =1+ —
2 2 2 a0

n=1m=—oo
DO SNDZ ENNMBENTND., 22 Tz=—-1%2RATEHEHELNLBNEIDODEY VT —H
B f(q) WTTL %

1+§:Uﬂm)NJMM”:1+§:éiF::1+§:aMM¢
n=1 n=1 n n=1

DFE Y a(n) OERER, HZ K
p(n) = Ne(n) + No(n)
a(n) = Ne(n) — Ny(n)
R Z & T Ne(n) & No(n) BEES. a(n) OFHMiIE Ramanujan OO FHTH 2 L
T3, 1966 4212 Andrews & Dragonette |2 X D RO PN TH T,
1)k
(—)LF Ay, <n LR )

4 > I T 24n — 1
3 12k ‘

Nk

a(n) = n(24n — 1)_i

k

o

=1
2006 4512 K. Bringmann & K. Ono €Y 27 —7 4 — LD Z FAVT, Z® Andrews-
Dragonette D PARZFEH L72DTH % [3], [4].

4 BEIBAREEY I T—FEABOEKRHK

Ramanujan O FHEX° Lost Notebook (2854 %€ v 7 7 — Z BIBO BB LT 2 Z &
2, LIEG L O/, tFRET-HOMETH-T-. 2 TE v 7 7 —¥EAKOBKRKXOIEHD 1
DELT, MAREEDT 7 4 s A== U—BROHRARNOHELNDL S D%, DO
Lz,

WOBGRIE, A(L,0) BT 7 ¢ o« 2—r38— « U —BOS AR [10], [11] 1 HHRHND.

3. ,3)\2
@ (x(@) - fla) = 5 )
6. 6\2
@ P (0 4 5 o0) = G ©

X (5) 1T Ramanujan O O FAHUEYT 2 BIRAT, 2 (6) 13 Watson (2 k> TR B 7= B
HBLTHD.

ST, RO LOBIMERI, B(1L, 1) BT 7 4>« 2A—r%—« U —BONRARDN LA LD
13).
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FH 1. (3 0% v 77— 2B plg) & w(q) IS5 L, WOBMRRASHEL D 325,

: . .
(4% ¢%)so <(p(q) +p(=q)) + % (w(q) +w(_q))> _3 (qm,qwﬁ)wiyz( 0% ") -

(4% ¢'?)
1 ORRE (7)1, KL (6) ZEHNDZ L TROLIICTHEZH|Z D ENTE
i(=a* a)? +§(d® ¢"*)* = 2 5(—¢% ¢**) 5 (=", ¢*"). (8)

= DBIEE (8) 127 — & B0 BIR R
1900(1}, 7)2 + 1901(1), 7)2 =2 ’1900(0, 27’) 1900(27), 27’)

WZBWT, 7'—>67’ v — Tkﬁ?ﬁbf_‘b@ ELW, ZOZEIiZkoTE Yy I T—X D
RtR %, 7 5’%\5@@5@1‘6—"(%15 EMTET.

F ARG RN 51, 2000 412 Gordon & Meclntosh (2 K » TR A I NAIEK 8 DE
7%*‘&5‘5%&[8]@55’{%J‘%?%5ﬂ6. NI DEY 7T —ZEBITITRO b DN H 5.

0 p2 2
7" (—=4;q°)n
U = -_
0<q) n=0 (_q4;q4)n
o (n+1)2(_ .2
q 49 )n
Ul(q) = (_ 2_( 4 )
—= (¢ )nn
g (g% = 2 (gt gY),
Vl((l) = ) - -2 ’
"0 (4 4*)n+1 =0 (43 4%)2n+2
INBDOE Y 77— 2 BEAEIZITROEFHR
Uo(9) +2U1(9) = (=4:4%)2(¢% ¢%) oo (0% ¢ oos

Vi(g) = Vi(=9) = 2¢(—¢*¢*)o(—q"0")2% (% ¢®)

RO NI, FRERS AR B(1,1) L, A(1,0) B A R#LT 5 2 L TELRD [13). Y
77— 4 B ORE, /\t/\ﬁ%ﬁﬁu\ﬂu;ma%fmt_}:7) 5, A(L,0) B4y REAR L
- RESMTREE DA (1) 23, B(1,1) BOSRAR L - BEMRIE O A (2) 23, HEL TS
ZEbmamol.

5 ZDioBEFRR

SFETRTERLLOIE, By 77— ZBAKOBRRIL, R UAEDOE Yy 77— X O T
DA AN GAY mwk@@é%t %, DR D 250y 7 7T — 2 EBOBRATH
% [12).

EIE 2. (Vi3 D x(q) ENi%k 6 D ~v(q) DRI, ORI K Y 3.
B o0 (_1)nq3n(n+1)/2
(@) (8x(0) =7(@) =6 Y, oo

n=—oo

=z L
(q) =

n=

7" (q)n

113



X (9)IZBNT, 22DF Yy 7 T—ZEAREGOEI LD, HLDO X H72FE L1 DOHER
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