HFEY a7 —ERITDODWT

W Kk (BILAE)

1 R

AFLEEEHZEDTVS [BETFEYV2a TR L0 HLOVHROY —RAFHLHT
H5. AREDONEITZE 14 MIFEMBGERITFAERICB T2 EHFOHE (BrEY a7 —FAzD
W IZHESVWTWVWA.

BIEYVa 7 —ERIEGHWIHRTH O 206, AEERZ ZIZ3WT bRy —2H0=
T, HEFARREE Wo 72bk 4 2B L BIRT 5. £-R I N TWABMEDRRA H 57D,
BRI Z & TT O RIBIAZIRD NS 255, TD LD WAL NRTHIEFEY 2T —
ERIZHEEZFEOE > e NWTH 5.

AFDWEREBRD. 2HTIFETEY 27— FAOHMEL2 AR 3HTEHETFEY2T7—F
RNz U THISN TV B ER% 72 g SR E 2 i8R 5. B2 4 HiCIE R RTEZ BN 5.

2 EBEFEYaS5—FRXEE
2.1 EFEY15—FHROEK

BEGRIZB A RDEELNRO—DIZEY 25 —FRA2H 5. Va7 —HANTHIC TR
FRED B WEERER] & U THRNIZER I NG D, REERZ L ITHR2 O HD, =h
HIEE IRV AN ?&L\ﬁéfﬁﬁifﬂt ULCHNG. flaziTs e, EHMEOEY 2
T—MWEH EVAR—HOL -V v v, RERAE, TS, FART MVIEE (K8
D= 25 7), Selberg ¥ — X EAEL, A~ ]\)l/ﬁ Z 7 MGm, AR, R 5N T EhAR,
M IRIR DR, £ E Y — X fH, GRBEE, BEODE L EMZBEIZWE ER RN, EVaT—
ERZID &L 2D &SRR Zagier (2 & > T “Modular forms are everywhere” €3 a
7—RIEAYNIES) ) LREINBIFETHD.

P HERENRTHE2EY 27— AN I WL PR Y —IZEWTHHBT LI L2k
FHI L7z, ZDENGR—ALD->TEY, BIZEY 2 7 - BAPHENL D TR AL, 5

HRT THEIREY 2 7 — B L TEMEARSL LS 3005 e UTHERT 5 (RERED 2.1 %
ﬁ%w ). TN EZVAROEETH S BETEV2T—KR] THS.

BTEYVaI7—FEADEDLLDIE 3R H Ze] / DAZHEF b'é" A AH N5 O B G X0 TH
RAFARRBE BEKRT 5. FBEmIZBWT EHW 7 — X e 1’7% T — X, Gauss Fl,
Dedekind fl& OGRS NTE D, TV a7 R EEKIZHKY R XRTEFEY 25—
RO EMEBINHELT 2 Z e B hoTWnS.

ZD—HT, BFEYV a7 —ERA0EHRCHE LR L OMEGRIFIRTIEE ZB s h T
W 2D K SITEAEGIHEAT LERIBWTHISGRDEM S 0D L\ D XA T DR E E T % P

L OFRIEEEIC LS.
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BB BWT L SAFIET DD, FHZEY 27 —ARBIBVWTHEIZR SN S LS IZE
bz, #il 21X Weierstrass @ p BAER® Jacobi D7 — & Egﬂc‘: Wo Zz I 2B DWW T, %
DEY 27 —p & UCOMIEA M IS S N7z D13 1985 40 Eichler-Zagier [15] A35H]
Ths. iﬁﬁﬁ@%mbMnﬁ%b@@b%fwéﬁ%/a7 —RADH L TD LS5 K
A1 TOREEZFITTVD. FEEE, ﬁ{ EY 27— ROMSEIX 1920 4£D Ramanujan 12 £ 5 fgﬂi
T — X BEBOR I R 20, £ OMRIRESMEITIFEIZ S0 FLA EDOFHZEH L TWb
(2002 LD Zwegers DFALFX [43] THIARZER T S v, IZIZ AR Bruinier-Funke [8]

2 & o TR Maass PADEA S N7, HIZW < O OREELLHE 5 T Zagier [41] 12
;ofzmgi iﬁkéhﬁ)f TV a7 —HRAOMGGERILE ZRER BN E %<, H

iﬁﬁmﬁ%/17 P IR U THIS N T WS i) - RIGRIZRE D N E 7258 L
TWAR. ZDES57% TV 2T —BROMERIEEE LT W2 DOAFRORTE Y 2
7= ADHIFRIT D 5.

EE 2.1 BT THBEURKEY 29— WS ERBEZH WD, ZHIREY 25— ERDE
Vag WAl TEZERARTHLDIIH LT, BEFEYVa T —BRITEY 2 7 -2 HAl
729 Q EOBERTHAH I L2 RIBEXIZLE2EDTH Y, &1 HFTHEEN 2 YL E D K
bbb Z e LIFERRTHD. WM BTFEY2I5—R] EWHEIZIZ BT %R
THEVaT—IAOEHELY | WS EERIAD SNT WS, ZhZ g LY o &1
A NRANED SRVANE LY BB %MMW%EH%ﬂma%@gjwﬂutbfr%/n7~
R BFEYV2T—FA] LSRR EZEZTWSDIFTIERW. 72 l¢FLL (¢ —1
(2 K BMRERA MR 2RI Z T B2 L DI E R g2 MAB 2 L) %2 TETAL) LIERZ & H
HEW, ZOBRTEFEY 27 —FKAN £V - EROEFL] 2H>TWEDIITH
AN

(BFEYaI—KA] O &1 3do LMBENLHRTHS. Thbb, BEIHLFIZ

BIISGBODEFROFELZHOWTRONIEFAEEL VI 3TN KRBT —DXRNH D,
ZTOBFAZENETEY 25— EROME L THNE Z L IZHETI2DOTH S, HENICE
TEVaI7—BRNE THBIREY 27— ETHEWRDZEIBHRELZS>TVWEN, Zh
TR TH L bbb 2

22 EBEFEVII—FEROES

BETEYVa T —HAPKRINLZE L 125 7-DIE Lawrence—Zagier [34] 12 K % 3 {XJT b
RO Y—DETH 5. %5 1E Witten DHERLEFFE L WD 3IRTEHRRICE T 2 HER T
m%#ﬁ%fﬁ%%ﬁ&% IR U 7= D203, T DPEL w5 72 DIF R F AL R LN S E
WAALED P T — ﬂ@ééﬂ(tg)é?]’ﬁ)ﬂﬁﬂff&ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁ?’ ANOMIRfEE L TRRINEZ &
ERRUZIZHD. 22T M 7—XBBEZERN € Zoo, a € ZITN UL 7 1IZHT
% R e LT

o0

gN,a(T) = Z sgn(n)qN(wa)Q’ = o2V 17

n=—oo

HAWRHFET i%é@fﬁfre%%%tﬂﬁé@b% EHIRU72< 250, FEBIFH LWL S ITEEFIFEZATY
5. 2885 TBTEYVaI7— BN o BTFAREERE o BORTH OB LTOEY 27 —EROIEWH b
RO Y —PHHYHIZHONTVWEDIITIER (Z3 2D EV 27 BRI ETTE2ETERLBONS g
PENTWD), $72Z2E 2L BTALEMAP LS DAERDOETLIZR > TVWEDLITTIERWZOTHS.
322 TED THEE 2%, BV 5 - BRROMEBETEAX AT OZeTH3.
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LRBINBD, ZOWMAI A EOREMIMA 0N 7 — XEHKE F 1 — T I
NTND. BHEDT — AERBIEY 2 7 2, THDLEM T — —1/7 1287 SRR
I 272305, s T—RZBBOEY 2 7 —ZHIIFFEEIENS. ZOBALEY 2T —
ZHANZ B W THHEBANDMREZINS Z & TRFAAEENEATLEY 27 —2 WAl % 7
TN, TOIFEE L LT Witten DEHEER PRI NEDTH 5.

DPEDiEHEZ £ H 2 &, FiRAD L Z A LawrenceZagier R U7z DIXE AL &% B4
f:Q o ClARLELEE, TNNRBALEY 27 —BHAIZIi-TE VWS THS. Za-
gier 2] ZZ DL EH f: Q > CREFAZLEDMIZEZ AFETHI L 2HAL, TN
2 IBFEVaT7—FA) @A LKz 72720 Zagier I TEFEY 27— OEMHLE
FrHRBHZLIFET, Rbvizdktd

BEER KLY, f(x+1) = f(z), fz) —a " f(=1/z) "R DHIHES LD
EEERICIER I NS

EWHOMEEEZLUTWARETH D L Zagier [42] 1ZIBRT WS, fE-> THIRTIX TETE
Vad—EA) FAMIIERINZHNRTII AL, HENLERE2RZ27-ODMETH 5.
— H CEFEDOMFER L TIEED 72017, LOMEZ2F OS2 ETEY 27— AL EHT
5, EEVWTSTULEIZENRLVDOTHEENKRETH 5.

ETHBRZEBTFEY 27 —BANHZTREWEIZEWTHRS Vb ER2DI% TFEMBTH
BBIZIEEEI NS ] EWOIHATHL. BEDEY 27— EADEEHETIX

fle+1) = f(x), [flz)=2""f(-1/z)

EWVWIT o BWVEEERET HH, BUZOMEHKLDOEY 27 —2WHAlZ f 297
O, HEEMce CHFIEL TEREDOEWIIERER h & k> 012U f(h/k) = ck® £ FIT S
W30 ([45, Bi5E 2.1)), K58 f L UCTIEEBARL DO U»ENRNZ 21225, ftoTE
TEV 27— BARAOGAIIEEY 2 7 —BHANEREHBEL 2 L VWO ORFELRDOTH 5.

2.3 BEFEYV1T—FRDOAH
BHEHNONTWEIEFEY a7 —KADL IXRD & 5 R THNS.

B 2.2, EPEFHH:={r € C|Im(r) >0} FOGH f: H—- ClE f(z+1) = f(z) &7z
U, $725 58 k 1T U o(1) := f(r) — 775 f(=1/7) "R D b 5 FIEA LD EfMHr BT
IER S, HICEROFEE « € QTN UMBIRIE f(z) := lim,—,, f(7) DDURT 5 & RET
5. ZOLEER Q- CRERNPOETEY 27— FATHS.

COBICBIBEG fH - COBE LTI, FhLE & 57— XBEP R EY 25—
A, & X A2 DAED Eisenstein f#, €Y 27 —HRD Eichler R EDH 5. Th 5
DEHEADOMRMEE UTHEA DR TEY 27 —BAOHIRF SN TWDS. #il 21X Zagier [42]

I THEELTWAEE 3TV 25— HRARKIZIBITIE THX] 022 ThHs. Va7 —FRAHKIZBNT
BHIEF L WO XFTETD, BR [ Q- COEKEL LT z=h/k 25O 287~
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FRETFEY 27 —ADHlL U T, Dedekind #l, Ramanujan D o(q)°® D 1 DFEARAN Dl
PRAE, [EE X 72 Xz K2 Z B0 H 5 FEDHI, Kontsevich #k#, Poincaré FEH Y —
BRTH @ Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev A& &, faff £ Jones ZIHADARKDEZEITTWE. Th
HRDDHI % —MAbT 2L LMD 0, HlZ X Dedekind D& TFEY 27— THHAH]
(reciprocity)] & HIFEH, Bettin-Conrey [6] DREEF % fhs & U ThE% ZRBEAD — i fbx°
EEnZInTWS ([2, 7, 5, 17, 18])5. Ramanujan DB o(q) DEFEY 2 7 —MIZH
YDA IE [46, 1 fi] TMHET N TWS. Kontsevich S D& 7€ Y 2 7 — D —fkix
3.2 Tik R 5. Witten—Reshetikhin-Turaev AERDEFE Y 2 7 —WIZET 505813 [45, 4
filicxedThd. N E Jones ZIHADETEY 27 —HIZDOWVWTIE, 8 DFHETH DY
A1 Galoufalidis-Zaiger [20, Section 8] AV iEHHZ G TH D, BT S & —MOIMEFE O H 12
HUTFREERMELTWS (BiRD 4.1 28). £72 b —J7 A0 H OGS ITIIME L [27], H#
E-Kirillov [29, 30], i E-Lovejoy [31] \Z & 2Hf%inidH 5.

UEDon»b X508 FEY 27 —FAOMERZTOEHIZERL T, #ifkGmz8ird 5
HAE WS K0 L LA, BEREC BRG] 2 2 1IZFR 25 2 & TR B ER” T&1E
Vag—M] LW MPHLWHEEROZI L ERRD Z L IZELEBELS ARTHEDOL Z
HERLTWS.

3 EFEVa1I—HADHRENER

AHTIE, HHAREY 27 BRI ASNRVWETEY 2 7 —BARA O ¢ BEIER
EHNT D, IO DOBHEII VT NE ARG A ICEINAGFIRIC E > TR I N TE ) M
FIZRBfRIZ IR I N T VR, 2B 20 K 5 RIFDIRIIE ¢ BEBDOMHFEIC B W T LB B KD
WZEbNS.

Fz, REITHNTHHLITVTNE SR M RBE Y —IZB I 2 B& AL RO R %
FKLTWE, EHEDOBEETIE, B7EVa 7ROV THEWMEFHZ2T 2IZIE3RE bR
V=05 DEIENBEARAR T, M BERNZRBIBE D A TR 2178 5 £ 35 L) —#
fEDfMEEZ RE->TLES ZeAb B E5ITEU oD, HlZIE, 3.2 THNTIBHLTIE
» % mod12 @ Dirichlet 82BN 5. ZUIEGERD LD 5T % & B Dirichlet 52T ®H
BZLEWHIMELITIZEHLTLUENE S 125D (ELEDLE), BRIBENTWAIEVTHY 3
RIESRMEDRSBHNT VWA E WS ZEAEIFEI P LEERLSTHS. 2D 3yt hHn
V—DAMPEGREL D BB EERTVWBEHRRSENEDE LNV, TD72H, KEITH
NTHETEV 2T —IKRDBRZHETL2DITIE 3T bR Y =95 DERMNIERIC
HETH D LEFIZITEONS.

ARffi % # U C Pochhammer 525 (a;¢)n = (a)n == (1 —a)(1 —aq)--- (1 —aqg™ ') & ¢ ZIH
I
[n] __@n if 0 <m <n,

otherwise

ZHWS.

S T 2B TRAVOTERENLETH S, T0Z LIRS RICHZ TIHEW:.

NS DNEIIERBZIFLRUAZEZERTORFEY 25 —BRIZF RSBV, FOEY 25 —FHANIZSH
TRPEPERE UTHNE L WIS ETEY 27— B2 EET 5 L TRERBINMEE %KD DT Zagier [42,
Example 0] IZH T “prototype” &I NT V5.
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3.1 Mock v.s. False IR

Mock v.s. Falsefﬁgﬁéi i, BrEYa 79— KX f:Q - Cli ﬁbfﬁ)é{fgg?*—ﬁﬁgﬁ
ﬁ]H%Ct%é4% —XBB fiH— CPHFELT, EEOFHE x 1T L
£(a) = lim fo(r) = lim_f3(7)

T—X

YRINZBRDILTHS. ZOLSBHRRRTORFEY 2 7 - BRATH L THER S h
TLBHYTHEL, TKHONEMTOSMSNT NS, ZORKAED 301 77— X
Ba*'ﬂzfo( ) D Buler MFRATqgr gl LZE X B 5 — 2 f3(7) ® Buler BFRRA
—BILRUDGAETHS.

Mock v.s. False iR & #]& TH R L 72D $H Lawrence Zagier [34] TH 5. %5 IF Poincaré
REDRY—BRMEIZEEL 72 Mock v.s. False BRREZBHELTNVD.

%M%xikaQQi%<®%~? 2B U Mock v.s. False BBR 2 HED D, T 6
D>HDWL “)#63:%5@0) 3(%713571‘%42&0) Wltten Reshetikhin—Turaev A2 & & X9 %
ZeZERLTWD (MIGD—ElL [24, pp. 527 IZH D). Bl LD/ ERNE — DTN T 5.

I 3.1 ([24, Proposition 1 and 2, Theorem 1]). Ramanujan ® 5 BED € v 7 7 — X B

N
XO(Q) : 7;) (Q"H)n
XL
0 _1)nqn(3n71)/2
—9 y_9_ (
XO( ) XO(q ) ngo (qn+1)n
b SR
UED SN e S
n>0,n2=1 mod 30
NS AIRVASH

Bl b [24] X2 ZITEG L7 5 — 2 X§(q) PY Poincaré €1 Y —IKMH (2, 3,5) D
Witten—Reshetikhin—Turaev A2 & WRT v (2(2,3,5))(N € Zso) £BfRT B Z £ ITFEELT
W5, SEEE, LawrenceZagier 12 & - T

CN(CN - 1)WRTN(E(27375)) =1-; lim XO(Q)

2 q—=(n
DRINTVDS.
2P, 3LIFIKIETHNT S “strange identity” & HARELZ LIZEET 5.
Bringmann-Folsom—Rhoades [9] I&% & ?EE T—X 55*5( K W D G R D SERR AR AL I K9 B

Mock v.s. False HE 25X TW3. ATIZREEL THEMN

EIE 3.2 (Bringmann—Folsom-Rhoades [9]). #3% q,w TH->T
gl <1, w¢{0,¢" | nelZ}

2723 DIZN LA T OFEXDKILT 5.

o1



EV Y

(1) ([9, Theorem 4.1 and 4.2]) i@ # 7 — % BA%K

io: qn(n+1)/2

n+l w Q)n—‘rl

n—O
XL
gw g ) =Y (— e g
n=0
A RVASH

EVY

(2) ([9, Theorem 3.1 and 3.2]) ¥ i 7 — X B

o

g3(wiq) == @ - g""th

= (W)nr1 (W g)nsa

& Dirichlet 5%
12 (=)™ n==6m=£l1,
xiz(n) = (— )=

n 0 otherwise
L
o0
g3 g = —w —w? Y xpa(n)w D/ 2gn /24
NI A/RVASH .,
(3) ([9, Theorem 5.1 and 5.2]) ¥ # 7 — X B
i~ 1/2) 5
K (w; 1/2y . (¢7)n _1)rgn?/2
(w;q'/?) Z;<qu+um)lmn( )"q
IR
2 o
g = ngn(nt1)/2 4 w(¢; 7)o N \n—1_(n2-1)/3
R E:uj (u@%q%axw;W%q%a3§%<3>( )
NI A RVASH

3.2 Strange identities
3.2.1 Zagier IC& 274 I FILDEIR

FEOHIZX U T Kashaev A& & & W) EFIZEE LR AL Ejb‘ Zxhad. HlZIXIEEHBHT
b HEEDECHTH 2 ZEECHIZH U, £ 0 Kashaev A2 &

N-1

> (@)n , N €Zs

n=0 q=CN

52



CRRINBIEDPHOENT NS, 27 LI 2Ty =™V IU/N v Bz, ZDffil Kont-
sevich R & 11X N 5 E i 70 S IR AR

F(q) =) (q)n
n=0
Dqg= (v TOHETHD (n > N7&S (¢nlyee, = 0 THD I ZIZHER). Kontsevich ikl

F(q) X COERDOMEA ETIRLRWE WS FELWHEEZFE D Z AR ONTWED, —
FHT1OEMBIZBVWTIEEENIZAERME R57-DENEELDTHS. 72 F(q) 13X
L LTI Z[[q) Dt AT I LIETERWVS, Z[[1 — ¢ DI ART I LIETES
(Q)n € (1 —q)"Z[q) TH B 7-80). T DJEH

Flg) =) &(1—q"
n=0

WZHIN B LRELE, 13X Stoimenow £ & FEIX N, Vassiliev AE R E WHKECHDEELALLED |
&5 25 Z &N Stoimenow [39] IZE > TRINTWVWDS. I TE, Dn— oo (ZHT HilNA
ZHEFARL Z LI CHERICB W TEERMETH 5. Z OREIL Zagier [40, Theorem
4T &K o TR S N3, Zagier (3 Z DFERHOH CIFF IZHRENMEFRXZRR L. £
T & o THAMNIT SN2 BL R D “strange identity” TH 5 7.

EIE 3.3 (][40, Theorem 2]). Dirichlet ¥4 y1o: Z/127Z — C %

x12(n) == (12> — {<1)m n=6m=+l,

n 0 otherwise

TEDD &
1 - n2—1)/24 «_ » -
—3 2 X12(n)ngt™ D/ e 7;)((])71

WO NLD. 72U 22T 14="] 3 gAY 1 OFMRDO & SITWADMEA—HT 5 Z L 2K (742
BEBRITIIMAZ T TR ¢ D 1 OFEBADOMROWHEEHS —2T ).

COERDAW L ZAIE, Ll Q[lg]] DILTH D IR SHLIFZ S TIER< 1 DR T
D HE % S R TH D2 WHHTH D, 3.31FIRD ¢ I T 2 HERL SRS .

EI 3.4 ([40, Theorem 2]). Q[[¢]] Dit& L TDER

z:><12(7”L)nq(”2_1)/24 =2 Z (@)oo = (@)n) + (@)oo (1 —2 Z 1 znqn>
n=1 n=0 n=1

AN RVASH

ZDERDELIZHND (¢)oo 1T g D 1 DEMADMIRZIND LIHA S0, R LT33%
BondDTH5. 2T Kontsevich $LEUE (), DEERAZ 572D T Q[[q]] DItiTid7ze 57
WA, 1 HIZ (@)oo — (@)n € ¢"Ql[q]] DIL7RD THEFRFIA Q[[q]] NDITLEED D Z LI
FET 5.

THIERT 5725 [Zagier DA RER] 725 5 H.
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Kontsevich f#( D &7 53, 3.4 12BN MO MEE BILZE. AL 2 HIZIFEX 20
Eisenstein Ak #EAHNTH 0 | F 72 /50 DIERRALEUE [Dedekind T — XEAF D 1/2 By &
EENZEDTHS. ZOERME Dedekind T — X %K

0(r) = ' (g)oe = 3 xaz(m)g "/
n=1
(Z DAL Euler D HABUEHN SHED ) D k € Zwo B
> n?—1\" .,
ZXB(”) <27T, /1 50 > q(n —1)/24
n=1

ZBWTHERNIZkE =1/2 2RAT 252 & CTHEUDEBHRBA BB X FEILTEE I LITH
K9 5. F-A0F THRIET — X B (unary theta series)] & £ FEEI, Z ORBRAG I = 3545
UH% —1 Fiid 52 & THROND 3IRILERRIKTH 5 Poincaré &€ 1 Y —BKH D Witten—
Reshetikhin-Turaev AR & 725728, 3t b AR Y —IZHK T 2 HEHFETEH 5.
34128 B LD BRI D 1 DR OFRFR (2 B3 2 W Bl 1d Mellin Z2#0Z K 5 F
% ([34, pp. 98, Proposition], [45, i 6.5]) * Euler-Maclaurin O FIARXIZ & % Fi& ([11,
Equation (2.8)], [14, Lemma 2.2], [45, flii 6.6]) ICL > TRDDZ LW TED. Kl g — 1
NOFRRIZ B 2 Wi IR D & S IR OER L LTk nd (F(g) € Z[[1 — q]
7Zo7DT F(q") € Q[[t]] TH D T LITIER).

% 3.5 ([40, Equation (4) and Theorem 3]). Q[[t]] WTDEFX

oo o n
_ 1 L(—2n —1 X12) t
1/24 _ = ) v
q Z(q)” ) Z n! 24
n=0 q t n=0

NS AIRVASH

Strange identity % fIK5E 9~ B WFFEDFHSIZ B W TIX Z DY T strange identity 2350k X b
ZEHZW. 35 IBWVWTHLY L BERORKEDORBEK L 2> Twad Z e 3 GRE L LTI
R b 5 0y, — I BIHT — X B OWnNa I L BB ORFENBINS Z &
X ETRBARZHHEREFADFIEDNR SRS 720, ZTDOEHDIEH F D VRN R TIER WL S 2
EHIZIFEDNSE. ZOFERTBITE2RA Y MIOUA SR bR Y —ITHEKT B L2 0
DZHBLBEbNnD. TDHERTHND xi2 Z{LED Dirichlet FHEIZHARL L5 & LT
L% S F WD, 3T bR B V=% U IR 2 A D HEHO AR LT WD LSz
Bbohs.

3.2.2 3R hROY—MERIC K BILEE

ZD LS AHDE —~# L U T, strange identity Z#k % i H DG EITIRIRT 5 Z &0
ZZ 6N 5. Kontsevich f#E Z#EHE O'H @ Kashaev A &2 - 7-D T, MOFECHIZH U
TH Kashaev RAEE %P5 Z & T strange identity DILIED RSN S Z LRI N 5.

—RIZBRTALREEZHETL2DIFFEEICHWNETH 5720, 3T M ARET Y —DHZEITENT
TR H R 2N 2 & O MRRIIN UTERZRAAD 0D P 6Nd T en% Wk
S5ThD. ZHERVHEZACHUOCBDOERKEE LT M —F AKTH T,, BHISNLTWS (=
EROHIE D =T AKEOH T30 THS) DT, T ORI U T strange identity & fA5& T
EBMEVI DIFARBHNTH A 5. Bl (23] 1E b — T AFECH Tigp41,2) (X L T Kashaev
AEEZFETHZ LITL D, BLND strange identity B OMEE A D FHEREZ 572
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78 3.6 ([23, Conjecture 3.10]). k> 1 (ZH L

F(2k+3,2) (q) — Z (Q)n1+n2 (_1)n3+...+n2k

n1>0, no > > >0 (q)nzfng T (Q)nzkflfngk
% q—n1n2+(n§+--~n§k+n3+~--+n2k)/2
9]

= Z (@1 4 tma (_1)3m3+“‘+2km2k
mi,...mog=0 (q)m2 o (q)m2k—1

—myma+3 78 4 ((1/2—1—ma )mi+(ms++-mai)?/2) 7

X q

ee’ n=4k+ 6+ (2k + 3)e 4+ 2¢’ mod 8k + 12 for some ¢,&’ € {£1},
Xskt12(n) = _
0  otherwise

LB

_ 1 —2n — 1 » X8k 12) t "
F(2k+3,2) (e t) 2k+1 /(2k+3) Z + o
—o° 8(2k + 3)

N AIRVASN

ZOFRIFEENFHANIR Y TREFETEMPN TV ARNE S TH S,
7z, bl b 27 1 b —F ZHE5OH D Kashaev AERIZBEHE LU TUFOAREZR[TNS.

I 3.7 ([27, Theorem 1]). $58 \{V: 2/20Z — C %

1 n = 4+3 mod 20, 1 n = £1 mod 20,
Wm)={ -1 n=+7mod20, x%(n):=1< -1 n=+9mod 20,
0 otherwise, 0 otherwise
TEHIT DL
n (0) n
| m2im _ —9/40 1 Xso) [t
0.3 ] w3 H W)
n=0 m=0 g=e—t
S 3|0 = *”4"2 ! X50’> AW
q)n—1 m q - 40
n=0 m=0 g=e~t
DK LD,

SEMUCHEAUHEOCBOMRELE LTIRY A A MECH K, (p € Zsg) EWVWD 7T AD
MohTwad., Bk 28] &Y 1 A MU H D Kashaev A £ & %2 EET 5 Z & TIRD strange
identity BLOEEXNZFEHL TW 5.

EH 3.8 ([28, Theorem 3.4]). EXH p > 2120 UG x126p-1): Z/12(6p — 1)Z —
{0,£1} %

=6(6p— 1) + 61 +2(6p — 1)ea + 3(6p — 1)e3
—E1E92€3
X12(6p—1)(n) := mod 12(6p — 1) for some e1,e9,e3 € {£1},

0 otherwise
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LBk

p—1 o)
Z q" (qnp+1)n +1 H qni(m+1) [niJrl] “_n _ 1 Z X12(6p1) (n)q(n27(6p+5)2)/24(6p71)
» . _
0<n1<-<ny i—1 o 2
NS AIRVASH

BB, ZOMERD p=1DHEIX31ITHYT 5.

3.8 DRl L [28] IZX BAEHHIE P AT Y —DFEEH WD REBRFENE DTH 5. iFam D i
FRIEY A A MEOH K, D —1 FHZ & o TH S5 3 RIuZ bRk Brieskorn ZEH Y —
B $(2,3,6p— 1) LIEENDHDITREZIETHD. ZOZi2HVWD L %(2,3,6p—1) D
unified Witten—Reshetikhin-Turaev A28 &% K, DREHN SFIHRT L8N TES. ZIT
unified Witten—Reshetikhin—Turaev N2 & & IFEEE [21, 22] 12 & > T 3IRITEERRIRITH UE
BINEE q 2R OB TAZLET, TD 1 DEBIZH T 2 1ED Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev

RE %Y 5 (|21, Theorem 4.4],[22, Theorem 1.2]) L WS ELWHEEZFF>T W5, %
D7z %(2,3,6p— 1) D Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev AR D ¢ 1T 5 RKRAD K, 2
b%b%é.y@%ﬁﬁy%#f%@ﬁk BN RSB THS. —HTE(2,3,6p—1) D
Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev A2 &3 H 5 1'7% T XM OBEWANDOMPREE L TREI NS
ML [25] 12 ko TRENTOBE, 0 P 7 — REIMZ Z AN ERDAI B 2
WHTH B, YLD S 3.8 DERXNEFOLNEDTHS.

PAEDRERTIRERDOER L WO ROEREZ M > TH ) RERRNTHS. —[HTIDAHE
TIEFED [“=" | LWHEKX (¢ 1 DFEMWD & ZITHADHENR T2 & %KT) % 34
DEIZ (oo ZEL ¢ WBOERDILIZHS EIFBZ L IETERVWE S ICEBbhE. TD &
572 2 & IR g S DBRD AN SRT Z EDHED DL WS IV IZERZEN. & UH
KZDTHNTEROEHZ AW 3.8 DRFIHNGEZ 6NDEZ LT 5.

3.2.3 HEAMMIEBRICK LR

IRIZ strange identity % fFHZ BERINELAD SILIR U 7255 2 fN 3 5.
— D HODWYEIE Ramanujan (2L 2B DTHS. Wb S “Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook”
WE I NZA R OARIK Zagier D strange identity DZAFE & ARE 5.

£ 3.9 ([1, Entry 7.3.1, 7.3.2, 7.3.3]).
n(n+1)/2

}:q —1+q§:@%FﬂW=2§:«—®w—(— Jn) + (1—2§:1q>
n=0 n=0

ZOFNITIRIT P AT Y=L K BRRZ T 5105 D FEFITIEDH 572,

Strange identity (2 L BAEDRHFRMEDRBEIBDHN S Z L IZIEH U, T O %2 EZL L 72115k
& U T Andrews—Jiménez-Urroz—Ono [3], Lovejoy—Ono [33], Bringmann—Kane [10, Theorem
1.2] 3% 5. [3] & [33] {Z1& Ono [38, Chapter 10] IZ X 235 H 5.

Andrews-Jiménez-Urroz-Ono [3] 2R L7z RARIZIRDBDTH 5.

EIH 3.10 ([3, Theorem 4 and 5], [38, Theorem 10.23]). ((s) % Riemann ¥ — X B#& L

1 n = +1 mod 8,
x2(n) :=<¢ -1 n=+3modSs,

0 otherwise
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LBk

—((=2n—1) i o L= (@n
nzo”’ (4 1) ()" = 42(—‘1)n‘q_et’
. L(—-2n—1, t\" ot
Z:;J ( - X2) <_8> _ /sz 1/2 -

q=e
N AIRVASN

Lovejoy-Ono [33] 13884 7 — X B E 7 A VAT — REBUZEET % ¢ O A RERL, %
DFRELUTUTOAXNZ G

£ 3.11. (1) (Lovejoy—Ono [33, Example 1 and 2], [38, Example 10.20 and 10.21])

+1 n =41 mod 4,
X—4(n) := ‘
0 otherwise
b SR
— L(—2n,x-4) n — (ql/Q)n 2+1/4
= A () = g/t
_ Z _1/2 )n(q 1/2)n+1(_1)nqn(n+1)/2+1/16
2n+1 g—e—16t

WK NLD.
(2) (Lovejoy—Omno [33, Example 2], [38, Example 10.22])

1 n = +1 mod 5,

5
X5(n) == (n) =<¢ -1 n=+2mod 5,
0 otherwise

bk

= L(—Qn—1X5) n __ d

nz;) n' ( t) - d GXS (Z Q) S
M DLD. 72721

G (2 g% = Z ((z_5q2/5)n(z5q3/5)n+1z_1q1/25 _ (z_5q4/5)n(z5q1/5)n+12_2q4/25>
n=0
« <Q)n (_1)nqn(n+1)/2

<.

% 7z Bringmann—Kane [10] 135 XKD Dedekind ¥ — X B DO Rk O REEIEUZEE T 5
strange identity 5 X T\ 5.
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EH 3.12 (Bringmann-Kane [10, Theorem 1.2]). £ X4k Q(v/2) ® Dedekind ¥ — X B
& Hecke L B

o (8) = D N Loy (s, (%)):: > <N_é)> N(I)~®

ICZ[V7) ICZV2

XL

i Corva) (=) ( t>" _ i 90n (—q)

~ 2 — 4= | _

iC@(\/i)(—n) ( t>n:§: 90n q)

= n 2 = ~G |
MR DILD. 7272L2 2T

2041 il
Oin(@) = (D 3 | ) AR
j=—o00

B\,

4 BFEYV217—FERICEF DI KREAREE

AMWEOEHTEMAL LD LR TFEY 27 —HRAOMRNIZ EZEZREER L TH 5.
AHICTEAROMD KD E L TRFEY 27— BRI X DDA I RMIREEZ R 5.

2HICTHRRZESIZETFTEY a7 —HRTE 3 bR Y —ICHRT 2001 E < Ho 7=,
ZITRDFTA =T RTPEBEZSNS.

FH8 4.1 (BTEY 27 —MFM (51 —7K), Gukov, Garoufalidis-Zagier [20]).
B AZEIMOPORBFEY 27 2RO THAS .

72 BEBRITIE Gukov X Garoufalidis—Zagier [20] [&FE B Y770y 72l E Jones %
HA L Wo L BRI B FAZRICH U CTHEICEFEY 27— 2 PRHRLTWS. Tho6 T
BRHCEET 22 EHE RV DN 41 THD.

FOHIZBERSNTVWBEDOERTFEY 27— P L LTI, Garoufalidis—Zagier IZ &
% “Refined Quantum Modularity Conjecture” ([20, pp. 33, Equation (56)]) ¥, Gukov—Pei-
Putrov—Vafa 52 X 2RO FHELH 5.

F#8 4.2. (1) (Gukov—Pei-Putrov—Vafa [19, Conjecture 2.1, Equation (A.28)]) £EMEENE
ZRRIRIZX U, ZDOHREB YL T7 0 Y 7D 1 OFEWANDMIR X Witten—Reshetikhin—Turaev
AEETHBRINDETHA .

(2) (Gukov—Pei-Putrov—Vafa [19], Bringmann-Mahlburg-Milas [14, Conjecture 1.4]) X% 3
A EDTEMA r HDEAN & K05 E £ D AEENE LRI U, D Witten—Reshetikhin—
Turaev AERIZEI r DETEY 27— 2RTTHAD.

Z D FREIE Seifert A€ 1T Y —BRMEIZH U Tld Lawrence-Zagier [34], #li I [25, 26] IZ& -
TR NTE D, FHIZHIFEAD S A E-SFI5 [16], Andersen-Mistegard [4], #AJK—<F
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5 [36] IZL>THEZOLNTWVWS. KDIAWT T ADERRIRIZH U TIERMRZA, Bringmann—
Mahlburg-Milas [14], &+ E [35], & E [37] i K B EEA D 5. GHM I [45, 4 ] 22RO
ze.

MR BERI LB SR/ TFEY 2 7 —BAZEBRT 2 e LTI FOMEREZ S
ns.

B 4.3. (1) [BFEY 27K DEULEREGX, TNOD 74T C LD bIVZER
DA BRIoTHE % GERE & ., i
(2) BFEYVaT—HROBRITARI PVEMADLHR D250 EY 27— AP
EVaT—BA (13]) Ded R PVZEREREL, T 6 ZDDRY MLVEHOFR %2R
Z &2 & 5T Mock v.s. False Bigt & fiL5k - & {bH k.

(3) BFEY 2T —HARDRT Y MV % Cl[q]] ® C[[1 —q)] DHBHZEH & U TR 1T &
(4) BTEY 27 —RADRT R hLZEM % SR

—

Zlg) == lmZ[g]/((g)n) = {Z an(9)(9)n
n=0

n

an(q) € Z[q]}

DERpZEM & UTREN 1T 5 Z £ 12 & 5 T strange identity % #L5E - &bt k.

(5) BTEY a7 —ERNIH U T Fourier (¥ ICHYSTIEEZERL, D p RIS 5E
WIZDWTHFZEE &

(6) BEBTEY 2T —EAAD Hecke fEFHDHFZE & U Tl Lee [32] B3d 508, TN A2HLRT 278
TETEY 27 —FEAND Hecke fEFZE#K L, Hecke EBAFKADHI 252 L. F/-ETE
Vas— RO LBEEEEHEL, TD Euler BERRE2 5 X K.

(7) EBFEY 2 7 —LADBMAMR S X OB RBERNERE 5 2 X

8) BFEY 2T —ERDEY 2 7 —BHUIHN S FRAHOMHERIWMEINE 52 K. 7220
L B DRk B 5 Bl % iR &

(9) Dedekind F1%° % DHLRBEE N 72 &/ FE Y 2 7 — M OBERINRZ 5 2 XK.

(10) Zagier [42] WE-A RO DREFEY 2 7 —BRNDHI 2 —fRiLE &.

(11) % & Eisenstein SO EY 2 7 — LAl Z R L, ZNIZ > TELEEY-XHEORTE
Va7 —MEIEHYE K.

(12) SN ESETEY 27 —EAPHENEETEY 27 —FX (Bringmann-Kaszian-Milas
[11]), N7 PUVERIMH SR TEY 27— A ([12]) 18U TLEORWEE LT &

(13) 1 AEMET — X B i Maass 7 — X B ([44]) 70 £ DOk~ 727 — X BBO R IZX
LTZDORFEY a7 -2k X.

INSDOMBEIZOE I TBFEYV a7 —RE IR AEZ LD ?] VWO BWIZRET
W5, Z DM RR R ED L S E B2 TWA D0, DL TR ER\W.

i

55 14 PIE R BGRFEE RIS TRISEH DS 2 T X o 2 1EEADOB T EE 5L (JUKF),
MESSRRIE A (SN KT, R A (BRIBE R, IIREBIE S A (JUMKRF) 128 < EGEHH U
B ET. FAOWFRAENE %8 U CHRY) T8I TRETHW -8R A8 Th 2 ILN A4 (FAL
KE)VICTELSTEH V2 U ET. ARONBRIZ DWW TIETFIGA 4 GRIERS), HREC I A (R
JLRF), Bl ERIBASEAE (UMK, MR X A (JUMKE), Robert Osbern & A (University
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