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FIEFICBLE - e RRIC L o TER SN TV, MIEIDEBOBBEETHD, ¢/2n(r)~' b RRIN,
(¢ ZEH TR BEX 1200 R 22 Z e PSR TWS. ZOWUIIERHICEVEL 255,
il 2.1% Dedekind 1 & 2 fREIZHRAIOWSE [20] %, Hardy-Ramanujan (& & 2 #iT 25812 B3 2 5% [28)
RY, BIFIEDRRVIEETH S, —HTHREDFEIE Ramanujan DE v 7 7 — X B & WX 2 xf
RT, I ¢/ R TH -7z LTHHEERD X 5 R RWEHRANL2 X 20 (Watson [60] 1I2& 3) .
ZDldh, TOEY 7T —REBIE 1920 FIEEFHL T2 58 O, »F RIS h TR
PolkIITbRZ 5.

BB & 72 o 72 D1d 2002 FED S. Zwegers [65, 66] DEHZTH A 5. 1#1F Appell-Lerch FlEB X N FEM
7 — X B8, GEA Jacobi TR OBEEROBHICHA, JFERITH 2L RIETEHEZMA S Z L TEY 7 T —
ZEE GEERZ) FRERICTE2 e 2HA LR 2z LT, Ramanujan DE Y 77— &
B2 B RICERR ¢ DD THEHEN S X512k, REEX 0fb b o CIEFRICHR I S
X2 oTERDTH L. LRI D 20 FMD ¢ #F 2D & LWL, TETLOREZELTWS.

T, AR 2022 41 A 27 H RIMS 12 TfT - 7z “Modular transformation formulas for homological
blocks” DIREFLHETH D, FIRK LT o LHEFMSE [45]) ITHEDOVWT WS, FHEHE 122 DI Rogers [56] 12
xS 5 M7 —XBI%L , Witten [61], Reshetikhin-Turaev [54] IZ &> TEA I BFALR],
Z LU TZAUTHEZR L T Zagier [64] ICXk o THAINL TBRFEY 257 -BR) THD, YHKOKEE—
FTiBR 3% & Homological block (WRT BE#0) ¥ FHIN 2 #7275 ¢ D IRBIZH R 215721 w5 Z
2%, AFROWMBIZLITOMED &35 (§ifTld ITEFEY 27— KRBT -4 %2175, Z
ZCIFHCEEREZ RER T, Zagier [64] 2SHLD EIF TV B NED—HE L L ZDHROFEEICOWTHHIC
Frokw. 2L TERFCBOTHRERYE 45 ONFIZOWTHENT S 2 2IZT 5.

1 EFECa5-FER

Zagier [64] 12k 2 ¥, BFEY 27— Z, BHNGORTFMIIHENDS XS LR e FAKOFHSE
b, MUHSP 3 RCEREDORFALZRICHEK T2 X574, Hilvwat ToOREERNZEETH 5. #
MD7zDIZ—DOEREZBEEL LS5 T, UMTOXICEDZILNTES.

Definition 1.1 ([13, Definition 21.1]). »2%& S C QU {ico} 1T L, B f: QU {icc} \ S — C
DT < SLo(Z) \CBIF 2 EE k € 37, (multiplier system ¢ 2#f2) BFETa73—HRTHL L1, &
y=(2%) eT TR LTES 2B

o) = )~ e+ (210
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R DD B HEE EOEMBHTHIBIE CRIUIS T TEYIZEREIRE N S) KWIERENLE 2V S.

PITTlX, Zagier 8B D BT CWARETEY 2 7 —EROEAKFH DKL, Z05EBAEHOZFD%ZD
EREZMkD 2 T, ZOXFFEEEB T2 HET. UT, BEOHEFEHa t ¢ <1 BITEH
WXL, g-Pochhammer 885 % (a;¢)o0 = [[,o(1 —aq™) BEL (a;9)n = (a;¢)o0/(ag";¢)oc TED S.

1.1 Ramanujan ® o AR EY I T—2EARDER

1 DH®HAE, Ramanujan @ Lost Notebook [7] {28453 % BAEL

n(n+1)

© 2 . -
o@)=1+3 L —1g- 2 2
(=@ Dn

B X, Anderws-Dyson—Hickerson [9] IZ & o> TEA XNz o(q) X% 725 EIEL

2

. o (=D)"g"
4 (q)=2z((q.ég) =-20-2¢" - 20> +2¢" +2¢° + -
n=1 I n

TH5. HlZ1F Ramanujan IZ & > TROEFEXDH SN TWS GEAIZ Andrews [7) 12X 3) .

o0

a(q) =1+ (=1)" '¢"(¢; @)1, (1.1)
> ((—q;q)oo - (—q;q)n) = (—q;q)oo(— % +y I qnqn> + %U(CJL (1.2)
n=0 n=1

ZDFR (1.1) ZAZ7Z0TH, RN L2200 ¢ B P(q), f3(q) £ DRERENEGARD Z
ETED. FTEE P(g) IAEMIC Dedekind D= — XM TH D, EHRFITBVTHEROZ &
HohTws (0Fh, =2 10FEBRITSEDT % L ZIT, P(q) WHEET2) . X, ZHUIHL TE
ANENTETY 7T —REBO—DDREIT TN, XRD3EMHTHo7 2B ZS.

Definition 1.2 ([66, Chapter 4] 3 X O [13, Definition 9.1]). ¢ &% F(q) B RDOEMZM7-F L =, Ra-
manujan DEKTOEY I T—REBTH 2 L0 5.

(i) Rxeiilzs 1 OFR ¢ PERIEFET 2 | ¢ Z PRI > TANEDIT 2 & ZZ, Flq) BFHMT 5.
(ii) 1 OFER L, [EAIEY 27 -8 Mc(q) & ac € QBFEL T, RHEDILD.

F(q) —q¢*Mc(q) =0(1) (¢ — Q).

(iii) FEED X UTHRAE (i) 2Me 3 & 5%, B—05EAEY 2 7 B M IZFEL RV,

Ramanujan 232D FHL [8, Section 14] THIZ L Watson [60] 2/RLTWa K512, & L IE LD

A IPTRRST 2 X512, f3(q) b Plg) ERRICIEHD A X A ITBWTHERD ($Z2hlZinEy Y
TR DO—DDRHTHH5) .
Remark 1.3. Zagier [63] DEMKTOEy 7 EY 2 7 —J¥ FAH] Maass ERXDIERIER 7, R Ramanujan
DE v 77— 2B HY Definition 1.2 DM (i) 273 Z &1, 2013 41T Griffin-Ono-Rolen [25] 1T
Ko TREN/z. —/T, Definition 1.2 D 3K LTVWTD, EvZ/EY 27X, kbbb, #
1 Maass TER D IERIFEE 7 T2 & 5 RBEDIFEIES % Z & 53 Rhoades [55] 12 & o THE»®H b TN 5.

—H/To(q) DFER (1.1) BWTI, ¢= BV THLONMPERM L 2570, Bl o(q) 13&H A
FZBWT GHEARER) AREZINS. ZOEKRT, B o(q) 1 P(g) R f3(q) & B 2K ZRoBIK
TH2LERD. MM ERS 1 ORERCIIHLT, (1.2) OMiR ¢ —(2EZ DL,

() =—-2Y (=¢: O (1.3)
n=0

EWVWHERDBESNS. ZHUX Section 1.5 T T % “strange identity” DFARL 722 K5 HREATH 5.



1.2 ocBBOEFE 25—
BIEL 0 (q) 12DV TH (1.1) L FAERDFKR

oo
o*(q) =—-2> "% ¢")n
n=0

%3 Cohen [19] IC L o TREINTED, T HITRDERDIIED LD,
Lemma 1.4 ([64]). 1 DFEMR CI1THL, o(¢) = —o*((71) DD LD,

O THRTTHERMBEERS ) LR ERNT, B f: Q — C% f(x) = e™@/12g(e2™7) =
—emi/ 2% (g2 TiEsh b L ¥, Zagier [64] IZIRDZ L BBEL, AL TWA.

Proposition 1.5. T' < SLy(Z) & (§ 1), (39) TEMSNIHOREL T2 &, B f(2) BT ICBT 28
X1DBETEY27—ERTHZ. R fla+1)—e™/2f(x)=0Thh, B

1 T .
— _mi/12
Mz) = 2x+1f<2x+1) e (@)
Fr=—-1/2 2RV TR LD C® HFERICEEEN 3.

RDOMNL Zagier [64] ICX2DDTH 5. f(z) D TATARDIESLRERZIEZ—FT, a¥ A7 h(z)
BIEFICIBOICIRZ S Z e B TE 5. ZOREERERIE, Definition 1.1 DEI3RETFEI 2T —
WRODEBRZZZD2—ODEFETHREVWZ LS.

. ) 'l " . N . - .4 . '3 - . .. . . .
-15, o -1 . -5 | S5 . 1 -1.5 -5 .
A | 2 - - ‘ .
]‘?igurell. Gra[;h of ?R(f(m)) » Figure 2. Graph of R(h(z)) and
S(h(z))

Figure 1: ZEXIE f(z) OFEFCBET 2 7y b, GRIE h(z) DEF L EHOTay b, Hic, 2 € [-1.7,1.1]
DOHIFT, 778D 100 A TOFHEIH L TEZ 7ay b LTW5.

1.3 o BHCBREET—2EH

ZDo(q) IDWT, 5D LTI ZEN L7z, Andrews-Dyson-Hickerson [9] & Cohen [19] (XB%X
o(q) & o (q) DIFREICTOVTIHEEITR-> TV, #rk22l, ROBREMET —XEBRRTH 3.

cr(q) — Z (_1)n+jqn(372z+1) 7]-2(1 o q2n+1), (14)

n>0
lil<n

. .2 n(3n+1) .

o) =2 Y (—1)Hg TR (1420, (1.5)
n>0
2§>3n+1

Z AU [9, Section 4] D X S 12 ¢ FBOEE 2 HWTEEMNIRT I e HTE S0, T 2Tl Bailey Offid
W & D — AV OB 2 FE T L 72w,
Lemma 1.6 ([1”) @%%@U (an)rw (ﬂn)na (PYn)na (6n)n7 (un)TH (UTL)TI B3

n o
Bn = E ApUp—kUn+tk, Yn = E 6kuk—nvk+n
k=0 k=n

3



Ziizz (L, 222l T OFEAF O DIEF AT & 5 & 5 @bl fORME Ziifi7z) 378 &, R L.

n=0 n=0

Proof. E#EFREIZED,

0o 0o ) 0o k oo
E anYn = E ap E OpUk—nVktn = E Ok E Uk —nVktn = E Bk
n=0 =0 k=n k=0 =0 k=0

DHATHH 5. -
Lemma 1.6 T u, = 1/(¢;q)n,vn = 1/(aq;q)n (a € C) EMBEZ, Bl a= (an)n,...,0 = (6p)n IF

Bn = Z ( Ck Tn = Z ( % (1'6)

= (@ Q)n—r(aG; Dntr” = (4 Q)k—n(aq; Qk4n

Ziz 3. ZOBFIOM (o, B), (7,0) DZrZZzhZN (al2BF %) Bailey X, 1% Bailey ¥ & M5,
B 2\ EEB B p1, po € C LIEEBEEI N > 012X L,

_ (ag/pi;@)n(ag/pzsa)n (=1)"(p1;@)n(p2; (a5 9)n ( aq )” AN =L
~ (ag:q)n (aa/pip2i )N (aq/p1: @)n(aa/pa; (a5 q)n \prpz) 7

5. = (P10 (p2i )nla™ ™ @)ng"

" (P12~ /a; @)

1331% Bailey W2 23 2B LNTWVWSE, ZZTn>NODEE, 74, =0,=02R2IICFEET 3.
Z UL g-ERRATIREL 500 1CBET 5 g-Pfaff-Saalschiitz Ml ([23, (I1.12)], [3, (3.3.12)])

(e @)n(abg' N /c;q)n — (c;q)n(c/ab;q)n

i (@:0)n(b;0)n(@V;0)ng”  (c/a;q)n(c/biq)n
(

n=0

ZHWS Z e THBIIRENS. Z D% Bailey Xt (7,6) 10 L Lemma 1.6 Z@H T2 Z & TREHF 5.
Theorem 1.7 (Bailey O#fi# [4]). Bailey ¥t (o, 8) WZH L,

 (p130)n(p2; @) (p‘;gQ)"
~ (aq/p1;a)nlaq/p2; n

n»

v (o1 )23 0), a1 o @)y (7255 )] ,

ﬂ":jzo (@ O)n—j(aa/p1; Dnlag/p2i@)n
LEY, O (o,f) bER Bailey HEBT. ThbB, KOBRAHD O,
3 Cl : 1.7
o ,;)(Q;Q)nfk(GQQQ)nJrk (1.7)

ZAHUE (1.7) DA o), DEFRZNRALTEHEL, ETHZZHE Bailey % (v, 6) iIZ¥f LT Lemma 1.6
ZHEAT 5 TllEDPD HNS. Theorem 1.7 DFF L WEERHIZDWTIZ [6, Section 3] Z .2 & B .

Bailey Offi#IC & % &, Bailey Xt (o, 8) Z—2 RO 272N 2 DOFMDOEDOFER G Hh, £ L TH
7272 Bailey Xt (o, 8') D3FIZ A %. Bailey [11] D7 4 771, #Y]7% Bailey X% RH 3 Z T, Rogers—
Ramanujan [E¥AD (H2EOENMNR) FEHZITS, WD THo7%. EEXD XS ITHHAEIN S D
W5 ¥, Theorem 1.712BWVWT, a=1,n,p1,p2 00 &FTHL X,

i P39 _ o A=p) (L =pg) - (L= pg™) (—1)ig %
p—oo  pl p—00 I



WIEET %L, Bailey M (o, 8) 52 57002, FR

> ¢ = ) > d (1.8)
j=0 » 1700 k—o
B X OHT 7272 Bailey xf
: g
a,=q" an, B, = CE— 1.9
I “ (60—’ (1.9)

Jj=

BESNDS. BIZIXBI (Bu)n & Bo =1, Bn =10 (n>0) t%ﬂ“é}:%, A Y Bailey MERT L7
B ()n & 0o = Lo = (—1)"¢" 52 (1+¢") (n>0) THBILDBDD5. ZOLE(19) kb, Hir
7% Bailey X

, n2 1 if n =0,
ap =q Qn = n n(3n 1) .
(-1)"q (1+4¢") ifn>0,
.2
7 1
B = B =

(G Dn—y (GO

DRESNBDIFEH, ZOF 7272 Bailey 1 (o, f/) 1 LTEHR (1.8) #E X3 Z LT,

n

- qu o 1 k k(sk 1 1 ik @
= (69; (G0 (HZ 1+q>> (q;q)mk%( 1)*q
_ (6%0°) (0% 0°)0(0%14%) o0 _ 1
(4 @)oo (¢:6°)oc (0% ¢%) o

DHES. ZHUIE— Rogers-Ramanujan [HEXTH 5. Z 2 T3 OHDFESTIX Jacobi ZEFEZHWVLTW
%. Bailey DD LS Bailey XfDH 42 2 HIi2 DWW T, [6, 59] % Sills D7 F 2 + [57] (FEiEE—KIC
F2E ERorY ¥ —X - I<wxXT v VEFEL SR IFFEL L.

Tl (1.4) DAEEARZATS. (1.7) DA (1 —ag/p1) ZHF T, a=1,p1 =q,p2 = 0o,n — 00 &F 5
e, FX

> k(k—1) > . j(@—=1)

S-DFg T 1= "ar = (-1 T (4:9);8

k=0 =0
2155, HrI3EYIR Bailey Xt (o, 8) Z RO HUIRVWOTH %%, Andrews—Dyson—Hickerson [9] 135
DD q WBDOER%21TH Z & T,

O S = F

—n<j<n

2
— _ . n°+n
Qp = Cp Cp—1 (Cn =4q

23 Bailey W& 3 2mL, 2Ok LT (14) Z/RLTWVS.
(14) THRoONKZ o(q) DERERZ &, FEME_XIERTH T2 () 72O XS/ HZL
TWVW3 Z &R DL, EE, Andrews HIEZDERRLORBEBIINED T 2L TW5.

Theorem 1.8 ([9, Theorem 2, Theorem 5]). ## n =1 (mod 24) IZXf L,
P, = {u+vV6 | u* — 602 = n}/Z[V6]*
eBE (ZZT, ZWV6* ={£(B+2V6)" | r € Z} \ZHBREETH B) ,
T(n) :=#{u+vV6 € P, | u+3v=+1 (mod 12)} — #{u+vV6 € P, | u+ 3v = +5 (mod 12)}
REDD. DL E,

o(g) =) Tn+1)g",  o*(¢) =) T(1—24n)q"
n=0 n=1

DD LD,
Z OFERIZZE DER Cohen [19] 12 K o T, Maass IEIERE X X Artin L BSOS E TR TV S



1.4 o BB ZOROER
CHE/ L7z Andrews—Dyson-Hickerson [9] & Cohen [19] DFFZEDREML L LT, 2015 4F Lovejoy—Osburn [42]
EHFC 12 D ¢ BB ALTWSE., —DNMT 5L,

n(n+1) | k(k+1)
Li(g) = ) (@ Dn—1(=1)" g2+
2 (G Dn—k(G Dr—1 (1 — ¢ 1)

EWVIOTER LI ZEHRTH L. OB L, RZXZ Bailey X (o, 8) ZRDF 2 Z 8T, BAEM
7 — 2 BEEFR

2 -2 - 2 -2 - 2 .2 . 2 .2 .
LI(Q) — E (an —n—4j°—3j +q8n +n—4j —3]) + E (an +Tn+2—45°—j =+ an +9n+3—4j5 —])
n>1 n>0
—n<j<n—1 —n<j<n
(1.10)

EETED, Z0RY LT, E R K = Q(v2) BT 5%t

Z qN(a)

aCOxk
N(a)=15 (mod 32)

ZEONTWS. & [42] ORI, B L (q) 25 DEFEY 2 7 — % Maass IKENE & ORAFRICO
WTOMENRREINTWS2Y, ZHUdEl Bringmann-—Nazaroglu [16] 12 & > T—2DEIEN 5 X 51T
W5, BrisnlE, (14) % (1.10) THER XS RN EMET — XBBERTH D, Zwegers [66] 12X 5
AEMET — 2 B DGR & Bringmann-Nazaroglu [15] 12 & 27 — X B OBER, % LT Zwegers [67] I
X %Ev 7 Maass 77— X OMERE 5 L MAEGHLES Z L& o T, Maass IEIER E OBREB L O
BAEMET — XEBOREEHHIZ AL, ZORELTEFEY 27 —HEZHLMIILTWVS.

¥ 72, Section 1.1 1IZBWVT, o(q) & Ramanujan DE v 7 7 — XEBUIMTIER Z MR TH S, WD
ZEERWHALIH, Ev T —XEMLDEERTRRETFEY 27 —WRXOMMHA TS Z L2 TE 3.
— DD} {#£IF Ramanujan DFEKRTODE v 77— XBIEL (Definition 1.2) OERICVHR-7 L 22, &F
Mz eQXl, H2WEANEY 27 —BRX Mc(q) E HEE o € QFEL T, MR

q—17L1(q32) —

N | =

i (Fl@) - M), (¢ =)

q—¢

PIFET 5. BIZIERINHEN LTE Y 77— R f3(q) 1DV T, Ramanujan HE D REDFK [8,
Section 14] D THEL TWVWB X512, (271 DJFELH 2k Ttz 513

3
Al - 08I0 o) (g0
DR DI, X DIEREIZIE, Folsom—Ono-Rhoades 23K%E /R L TW5.

Theorem 1.9 ([21]). 1 DJ5AR 2k TR ISR L, PRI 7MR ¢ - ( 2 & X 5 L RHED LD,

q—¢ n(27)?

ZHEBE x5 (L) R (13) KWEHT IR R THS. ZOHLOBEE L I T % Kontsevich BI¥ %
fi— L CTHERR U 7= 2 25U Ba%K

k—1
lim (fs(q) - <—1)’fq1/24”“>3) A (GO
n=0

oo

U(g:¢Q) = > (g )n(C g 0)ng" (1.11)
n=0
b F RS D A R THONT WS, ZR6D X D FELWEES, unimodal 772 ¥ D
HAG ORISR OBFRMER ZICDWVTIE, [21] % [13, Chapter 14, 21], BXUZITEeH LA T
2ZEXIE RS L R,

Ly 77— ZEKH TERIBEBEREM 22700 SR -7 2 ML LT, v 2 Maass 7— X BHIE Laplacian
DEERIBIZ BRI 272w XS BRNRTH 3.




1.5 Kontsevich DR
BTEY 27 —FBRAEES LTRI2ERZ VDD, Kontsevich D BEIEL

F(g) =Y (¢:0)n
n=0
THhd. INFTIEG LR XU TWER, ZoBBOKREREEO—D21, F(q) X COEED
IS ETIGR L2V, ¢ 25 1 OBROEEICIMIERE R VENEEZE I THD. ¢: Q= C
Zp(x) =™/ 2R (2 LED DB E, TP SLy(Z) KET2EX 3208 TEY 27— BRI B 2
EPFLNTVS. X HIT Zagier [62] 1%, (1.2) Lz, AR O X D EHZNRBEGEHAL2ICLT
W3,

Theorem 1.10 ([62, Theorem 2]).

o0

> (@~ @) =@~ 5+ 30 10 ) + 30 i) (112)

n=0 n=1

Z 2T, 7(q) 1% Dedekind n-Ba%K

= ﬁﬁl—q

D ) W5 (Eichler §5) OERLG

2

(12 .
:Z“(n>q2=q“(1—5q—7q2+11q5+~-~)
n=0

|

TH3%.

ZOEX (1.12) 3 q] <1 ETHZLT 25X TH2H, TZT(13) 2EA L ZLFARkICqZ 1 DR

REANCHIRZES &, .
¢(¢) = =3 lim 7(q)

2 q—¢

BEoisd. D% D Kontsevich DREEL & IFAEHIIZ Dedekind n-BA%LD Eichler #7 17(q) D 1 DFEIRAD
MFRMELC M7 & 722\, Zagier [62] X2 5 L TR BRR0Z %

i < ) (1.13)

3L, strange identity X FEATW3. lstrange] OEKT 5 & Z A1, ZOEXOWILHFKICEK
ERET, 1 OFBAOMIRIC & > TOABKERD, LWSRHTHS. Thid (1.3) KBWT, o(q) 2
= THARBMHEZED TR IZEZ > TV 3.

Remark 1.11. —fRIFEHE X DHEMEE R D Eichler 7, BLXUOZFDEFEY 27 —MHIZOoWTIE,
Bringmann-Rolen [17] IZBWVWTERINTVS. i1 @%*E q=CIZBVWT, (1.11) THR7-MH%%%H
WTF()=U(CY1) ¥ RRTE S Z &2 Bryson-Ono-Pitman-Rhoades [18] IZ& o> T/RENTWVWS. T
AT K - TR U(q; ¢) % Kontsevich BA DO —ZEIL L AT e B TE 3.

Remark 1.12. (1.2) & (1.12) Z#Hi—F % & 5 RIEREE

S 00 n 0 na—l el nlndl) +1)
> ((a;q)oo - (a;q)n> = (6:9)o0 (Z T - P > 1 . a1 ) Z

a;
n=0 n=1 n=1 n:O q/ q

B X OER 2PL9RDY Andrews—Jiménez-Urroz—Ono [10] IZ &K > THISTWS (F 7z [52, Section 10.3] IZ
bELHLNATND) .



1.6 Kontsevich DB & B3 F Jones ZIET

Z D Kontsevich B F(q) BZHICARHEBRTRZHS L WO R TTRL, MEHOAER L OFEN 5 B
BRA WA TDOITVE. ZO—OPBEFAERED—DOTH5BIFE Jones ZIERX L DK THS. B
BHRERIZZ T TIRERT 20 (IFTHAUIARM 51, WL 47 2E), FIZEEFE L7+ 40
Ti2,3) 1IR3 2 N 1 Jones ZIHUZ

N
INTsi) =" ™ (¢ Vg
n=0
DFRTREFROZEDHLENTWVS (35 BLXUZOHDOSEXIESI) . TG &SI, 10 (|
48) N R ¢ = (v I8BWVT In(Ti2,3):¢N8) = (N 2oneo (SN N )n = CNF(Cv) DD LD, ZHZARRS
5T, BEL [29] B X OB E-Lovejoy [35] 1 (2,2t + 1)- b — 7 ZAERHITAIGT % & 5 7% Kontsevich &

DR X
t— ks
F)=d" > (g [[d"*Y [ kﬂ q

0<ky <<k i=1

BIU (1.11) DIEETH 2

t—1 . 1—1
B _ o (ki1 + k; —1 42 .k
Udg:O)=a" > gk 1q;q)kt_1qk‘qu7"[ i 2j=rhy

1<k < <ky i=1 kiv1 — ki q
ZEAL, FL 7 A ANOBEDRYLICH T2 RERL TS,
IN(T(2.0041);Cn) = Fr(Cv) = Ue(Cy'H 1),
B, [i], Gﬁ%%ﬁf@q_ﬁMﬁf@é X BICHEEIX [30] KBWT Fi(q) DETEY 27 —1%
(1.13) HT 3 strange identity /RLTW5. DE D,
¢ 'Fiq)“ = Z nx S 4(n Vg e (1.14)
TH5b. ZIT,
1 ifn=2t—1lor6t+5 (mod 8t +4),
Xé(t)1r4(n) =4q¢-1 ifn=2t+3o0r6t+1 (mod 8t+4),
0 Zofh
EBVWTW3.

i Lovejoy [41] I Bailey Dffi@Z I AICHWS Z 212X - T, L5 strange identity @ RiE L %217 -
TW5. FfE Jones ZHADHA LKFREH NS Z LT, (3,2)-F—7 AKEUH [12] RZEHY A R
}\%BU‘E K(mpy 43, 44] 105 2 BIRL F(q) DL DRI TON TS, 51— KD +— 7 AFEUH
Tis0) AT 2 E Jones ZIAN Ty (Tis,4); Cv) DREMEITOWT S, ik Kirillov [33, 34] 12 & 2058
iP@% (Eichler 7% HW3) .
Remark 1.13. fifsf = Jones ZIH ¥ Bailey X OBHRICOWTIANTHE . FEE 27, (6.5)] AT OFRRIZ[32,
Appendix B] Z2Z8) 12X ->T, #iUH K DT E Jones ZIHN Iy (K;q) WL, 5 C,(K;q) € Z[q,q ]
DIFIEL T,

IN(K:q) =Y Cu(K:q) (@™ 0)n(d" Vi q)n
n=0

DIEDOREMDIED LD, ZOFRRIE (ZOFLHETEHALTWARVAY) F ST Bailey WD (1.6) & ay,
WOWTEH L -EZ L TEh, DFD,

o = (1 _ qn+1)(1 _ q2n+2) B ) .
! (1-q)(1-q?)
Bn = qinCn(K;‘I)

Ha=q?1CHT % Bailey 2R 3T 2 EZRLTWVWS.

n n(n—1)

 Jnt1(K;q),




2 WRT ARZEE

ORI AKHICA S0, SEIOW [45] THo 7-0tRiE, WRT RZEE 7 (M) LI 2 3 KITZ IR
DEFIERTH 5. ZHUI Witten [61] 3 X U Reshetikhin-Turaev [54] IZ X o TEHASINIALERETDH
D (Ohtsuki [50, Chapter 8] % Lickorish [40, Chapter 13|, R T EEERME R B 2M) , FicZ
ZTIE, nROFFE T 7 A N—%FFD Seifert FET Y =K M (= M(p1,...,pn)) = M(p1/q1,- -, Pn/qn)
WIRELTEEEED S, ZZT, pi,...,pn > 2 213 pairwise coprime B TH D, Bl q1,...,q0 &

n
EE S
i— J

BT X I TWE., M IERD 82 ND#EAE LoUL, U---U L, IZIA-> 72 Dehn Fjic X - THS

N3 3XTTERIKTH 5.
n/a P/o Pn/dn

[1}

ZD¥ &, Lawrence Rozansky [38, (4.2)] I & »T WRT AEEBOIHRINAZADBLUTTEZ HNTWVWS
(Z ZToFKELIX [31, Proposition 1] ZZ) .

_ _ v no [ FE gk
() = — ooy L T (R - “)ec (K € Zso)
TK = P E e 2KF : n-2 >0)-
2V2PK e®x —1 = (e%k _ e_%k)
Ktk

HL, P=p1pn,0=3-1/P+ 122;;1 s(gj,pj) £BWVWTHBD, %7 s(a,c) i& Dedekind A [53] T
HY, s(P/pj,pj) = s(qj,p;) DHERZMZITOWTIE [53, (33¢c)] ZHWTWNS.
2021 4F, BEEARA L-SFIR [22] 13 WRT B8 FEIEN 2 |q] < 1 L TERS NS ¢ 8K

7]_77‘7%@0 > m+n—3 L (omtn—2 n £i)®
Pun(g) = ()7(]1 Z €1 €n Z ( >q4 (2mn—24+57, Pj) (2.1)

1 _1
2((]2 —q 2) e en)E{E1}m m—0 n—3

REAL, ROMRAREFHAL TS, HL (x =2/K ThH Y, MRIZERICH b0 T 3.
Theorem 2.1 ([22]). limg_y¢, Par(q) = 7 (M).

COFEMIZED, WRT BB @y (q) Z WRT AERDHAE |¢| <1 EADIERE A2 e TES
72%95. %7 Andersen-Mistegard [2] 1%, Gukov—Pei-Putrov—Vafa [26] IZ & o TEA Z 17z homological
block ¥ MM 5 NLEEHWT, AROMRANE (5 L1382 277KT) MILITRLTED, ik
WRT BE%( ¥ homological block BABEINCHFE LW L 2L TV 5.

2.1 REM4EIRZRS

Section 1 Tl&, WL 22D ¢ HBD (BET) Y 27 —HIOVWTHEN L. ¢ EOREMEZHZ 2
HBEIEATH 20, —ODFHE LTE TRIZRZLEFICI > T —XEBOERRICIREZES ] LRV
#l 21X Ramanujan D€ v 7 7 — X B OREMEX, Andrews [5] 12 & o T Bailey DD & R EMBET—X
B (NEE-XERD T — X)) RrhG 2 6h, Zwegers [66] 1IZ X o THEME T — & B O MemH
LNz T, 2O AMI#EH X7z, Ramanujan @ o BEICOWTD, ik D Bailey @
MBS (1.4) OBRAEET— 2B (FEE_XEAD T — ZBEIETH > THIOHFHDER7HY, H LI
sen-JHZ &) RREHESF L 722, Bringmann-Nazaroglu [16] & Z 1% FWT Maass IKEIER & OBE%R%
L2 TWS, SEFERMEEE X 2 WHO WRT BIE @y, (¢) 1, BRCBT—2BE (EEME_XE
RDT — ZEAKTDH > THOHFAIEIH, DLk sgnJBEZETL) OEELTWSEED, thHRTZ
NULEDZERIIE T L, T — ZBBOMERZ | 2 Z e AEKRE L2 5.



2.2 Poincaré FEOS—EADIGE

Fx DWMFEDRA & 72 5 DX, Poincaré RER Y —ERE M(2,3,5) ® WRT FAERIINT % Lawrence—
Zagier [39] DMIZETH 5. FITWEE oL D EWHDWEZIRD K O'Ci5‘< Poincaré € 1 ¥ —ERHEZ 0}
% WRT B @), (q) 1&

oo
“2(qF —q NBy(g) = Y, eieaey y qr OO TI0n 6

(e1,e2,e3)€{£1}3 m=0

m2

1
= —2¢T5 4 5 > c1e2e3 Y sgn(m)gi® (2.2)

(e1,62,e3)€{£1}3 m=¢ (60)
= —2¢T0 + g7 (1+q+q3+q7—q8 —q* =g —>

CRRTBZEHNTES. HL, sgn(0)=0&L, P=2x3x5=230,

(=10(e1,...,e0) =P <n2+§: ) (mod 2P) (2.3)

=P

EBVTWS. ZOEUOHENZ [39, p.102] ICBHT 2 O, (1) £ % L <, %72 Theorem 2.1 DRERAKA
RENTWVWAS. /%\, fM( )—llmq_>e27riz (I)M(q) Zﬁ@é:tf fm:Q—C 21§52 EMTEBD, Z
D fu 2 (DFD WRT AERD) BFEY 27BN THDI2mrd, LW I DA LawrenceZagier D
—ODFERTH 2. WODTAT7IXRDED TH S : FPFHH EOREE O, (1) GREIC ®p(q) DT
ZT%%)%Eé&@@?—&%ﬁ@4)®F¥”ﬂiﬁjmmmfit%% LWTED. ZDOLE,

O (r )ciEE&H’JtﬁErﬂifa){%ﬁ”fbﬂ:aitc%?:cuw, zhenziad X5 THVHE H- Lotk GEE
HI| Eichler #5y ¥ IIEN3) ©% (1) #EZX 5 LW TE, REflT

e Tz LILEDO, ()L 0% (1) DWHEEHD —HT 5.
o OF (1) DT FH H- LORRZEHRAIZ, 0, (r) DEPZHWTHRTES.

LEDoT MEL ahskn FEEER S O/IR lim,, 0,(7)) 2 [EL 002 FEEHED S D MR
lim,,, O% (7)) KEWEZ 22T, WHOMIRTH 2 fy(z) ORI, DF D EFEY 27 —MEilid
“C*%%ZL\ﬁ?.P:“C“@%. %LT*OOD%ZL“C?K%?%“CL\%.

Theorem 2.2 ([39, (18)]). WRTAZRE 3y (K) 1ML, K — co BT 2 RDWHERKHLD LD,

181 2 K 2
;{grl)( 1/2 _CKI/Q) (K) N % 7 (627”K120 Sln<5> +eQ7rzK 50 sm( ;)) )

ZHUT Wb 5 Witten (Andersen) DFTILER AR [49, Conjecture 7.7], [1, Conjecture 1.1] D FEIH
THH, e DIEBUHN TV S {—1/120,-49/120} 1& Chern-Simons AR L MEIINLETH 3.

Remark 2.3. —f® Seifert xE v P —IKMHE M (p1,...,pn) WXL TH, Lawrence-Zagier D7 A4 7 7 &4k
k952 T, Bk [31] 1 Theorem 2.2 DML, F72bH Witten OWHEEM FEZIHLTWE. 22
TlX WRT B# (homological block) ¥ 13%7% 3 ¢ REPHVWLITWS

2.3 WRT BE#icaT—2EHK

¥ FHOMEL T FHOMENL SVILZ 3 Z & TH SNz LawrenceZagier M L OFER%Z, B
WRT B @5/ (q) @ (EFEFHETO) REMEZ RS ZE THIAFAT 2, 205 OKIR-SFIE [45]) DAZER
b 23, T XBEBBLIIMT - 2B ERT 5.

Definition 2.4. FEH M > 0L, &7 L=VMZBIXUORMHET L' = (1/VM)Z %%, T
%, %’kEZZO KMGLI/L L:jﬂ'b, 7"-—5755%1, AT — B T Th
O (T Z n qT2 5;67”(7) = Z sgn(n)nkqé
neEL+p neLl+u

TEDS.
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Remark 2.5. —fROMET 2 EEME _XERIH L THREMRICERTE 303, ST 1 RITHET LoV
V. F72, BilZI0E Vignéras [58] 12k B ¥, L=vVMZIZRL, JEERIZ T —ZEK

Ok, u(T) v Z Hy, (nv/v) q 5 (T =u+iv)

neL+p

WBES k+1/2 ORBIZHRI 2725, 22T Hk(:n) (3

oo
Z —27rt(2z+t)
k=

TEFRINS Hermite ZIHATH D, BYIOBUIAIL Hy(z) = 1, Hi(z) = —4nz, Hy(z) = 167222 — 4r,.
f%i%ma.@Aﬂmemx)®EW% ) CTHBDT, BT Zagier [36] \ZHIS 7 51F, k>2®t%

O (1) IZHET — RBARKL, Op (1) IZMAHET — XBIRL, LIERNENRTHS 520

Z D ¥ % Poincaré /R ER Y —EKMDIGE L Rk, WRT BEE#HT — XEEEAWTRD & 5 1FR
THZILNTES.
Lemma 2.6. (= ((c1,...,c,) % (2.3) L ABHCERT 2 L &, HBWRNRZIER Py(q) € Qgt ] B
X OHEEG c.(k) € Q BFELT, KA D IO,

n—3

"2 g () - Pul) =5 Y e Y P (b,

e=(e1,....,en)E{£1}" k=0

£oT [0y (q) DHRAZHANEE S L1 5 REEAENNC T0,,(r) ORBEHRAIZE L) 2R
BT 5.

‘ (T) (2.4)

’V2P

2.4 BT-2RBOREEIRA

k= O D& DT — X RO RIZRANZ, 2019 412 Bringmann-Nazaroglu [15] I & > THZX 6TV
3. 22T, W07 A4F7EEAILT, k>0 DBEITD O (1) OREZERAIZ RS 2720 D
HE ’Efu)l L7z,

7 — XA DIEF Definition 2.4 KBWTHREEZHR L TV 2 ERKD—DIX, sgn-JHOFETH 5.
Bringmann-Nazaroglu (& Zwegers [66] D EE T — X B O Z FARIZ Tsgn-THZ =5 —BIETE 24
Z%] EWIET, (REMEOMZERZTo TV, $3TIT5—E#H%

erf(z / gt
\f
Ko TERT 2.

Figure 2: EMZ sgn(z) D77 7, HMlZ erf(z) DFF7 7 TH 5.
ZDr =IEEBME & (r,w,r) € H x H x RIZXL,

Fhrw(x) = \/i(w — 7)2" erf ( mi(w — T)l’) emiT (2.5)
EERT DL, KDDL,
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Lemma 2.7. F % Fourier 2 52 %, »5WRNRZIHEN ¢y, (1), a1k (1, 7) DFFIEL T,

_( )1/2 -1/2 - 1 _miz?w
F(Fy 1 _1)(x) = BT Zcz H (T)Flrw () + ;Cl,Kk(T,w —T)z'e (2.6)
MDD, ¥, “EHT—XEKE
GkuTw Z Fk:Tw (27)
neLl+p
TERTDHLE, [EEDe>01THL,
lim QenlnT it 5 o

t—o0 i(it + )
DIRDD. Bk =00 &, F(Fy_1_1)(x) = —(=)" 2w 2 Fy u(x) TH2.

OF DT — XEHK 0, (1) DRI L1,

o HiZweH WS EHMEBML, sgn % Lo —BECEERR 3 LT, BF— 2EHOROH
B% N5 WET 5 (2.5).

e Fourier Z#4 (2.6) Z T, &7 LM (2.7) 1T Poisson OMAXZHEHT 2 Z & T, “ZEHT—&
B R o PRI 2SR |

) 1 —(—i)l/Q w2 2mipw
- = E e
kot T w M 271'1

vel'/L

k-1
(Z L, (T)O (T, w) + ch K, (T, w — )9;7,,(11)))

=0

(2.8)

ew=1+it+e (e>0) LBEt— oo LMREIMS Z LT, FEDHT— X0, (1) 215%.
2T e OHEENZ, /i(w—7) D branch cut & DHEMITITH 3.

D3DODEENLR>TWVS. PIZITk=00DL &,
_ _ 1/2,,-1/2
907# (_17_1> _ ( ) Z eQ‘n’zuueo (7_ ,w)

oW VM vel'/L
THBHIedb, w=1+it+e (e>0) IIA> TME w — ico EZ 2 Z LT,
1 -1
lim @0# ( > = Z 627”’“’9 (2.9)
w—0 T \/7 Vel /L

2185, BEY LT, 1/4<|¢| <3n/41TRLT,

.2 .
—ir® sin2¢
€ 16_7“2 cos 2¢

- Jmeid 7

IR D VDT (BRI (24, 8.254]) , HICw =0 2RA LKL BCHAZM Y, erf (—iv/—mitn) e
FHSIOR L TWRW I CICHEET 5. — DD RGBT FRR

erf(re'®) ~ (r = o00)

@%ﬁfgz—mgﬂmm—T»ij%Zﬁﬁyh (Re(w — ) #0) (2.10)

%ﬁm%ﬁﬁf,zwt%ﬁAﬂﬁié3M®%mﬁ Thbb

1 3/2
0 A== = 27r74u/0
1“<T> ¢7

veL'/L

BTN, 7= 0ITBWT 0, (1) BHEEEEBIICIEAD L QHDK%DTk-Ow%OZLt
BAaPPERT 2. Lh->T, (2.9) OLELOMREZFHL, ROMEER 5 ¢ ETRBELNS.
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Proposition 2.8. Re(1) #0 D ¥ &, RDWMILT 5.

~ 1 T)1/2 01
0o, ( ) + sgn(Re(r Z 62”“‘”9 = —z/ “
v veL'/L A/ 5+

k>0DYE, —fHZ 01 (1) 1E T — 0 ICBWTARDT 2 DI TiRR WD U HHITHRE L?t,cu\
EIWCRZZD, 5FZ T3 Lemma 2.6 BT — XKD TH) 12BWTIE, 20 &5 RIERADIES *
VLT L0, FAROEREHEHAST2IeS8TES. LML, ZITHENTIIEEMNTE 220 ﬁ%
ﬁ%%?éitﬂ?b

Theorem 2.9 ([45]). Lemma 2.6, Lemma 2.7 L FMOREDD L, (24) DFHA%E Uy (r) L EHEL,
i>0,0<k<n—3icHtL,

2P—-1
1 "
k(1) = 5 > er-ence(k) Y €¥TREG; (1),
e=(e1,...,en)E{E£1}" v=0
2P—1

%ﬁﬂ:% > -ence(k }:gm%ng)

e=(e1,0es 6n,)6{i1}n

LB ZOLE Re(r) £ 01 L, ROFEZEBADIR D 12

B (~1) = sty (-in 3 ) *i Boalr) i [ ) s
T k=0 =0 : o V=i3—7)

DEzgedsde, XDOEHTH5. £3HEAGRN L-FIE [22] HEA L7z WRT BB Dy (g) 13 WRT
AEE T (K) D |q] < 1 EADHERT®H 57223, Z4UE Lemma 2.6 IZEBWTARENICHR T — XD
I 7z, Lawrence Zagier [39] DRF5ED & 20 4F 7z o 72 BITE TR 7T — X BIELD 27 RETE AT
HzxoNB L5112k D, BARINIZIX Zwegers, Bringmann-Nazaroglu D7 A 7 7 Z#k 3T 5 Z T, WRT
BAEL D RBUZ R 250§ 2 Z L ISP L 7.

Theorem 2.9 D% & LT, Witten (Andersen) OFLLERFAADEENZAGIAL 52252 83T 5.

Theorem 2.10 ([45]). Seifert mE VS =K M (p1,...,pn) D WRT AER 7 (K) 1ML, K — o0l
B 2 ROWHENKDIF D L.

2 T QH_QKn_ge W1C7200 2 . 7'm2 m n ™m
T ) ot o (22) o (2
\/; (K) u(K) (n—2)!\/]3 mZ:f ) “\2p E P

Z 2T By(z) & n &FHD Bernoulli 2T HATH 5.

Z DFERHHEL [31, Proposition 4] £ =L TW3 Z L IKHEELTHEL. AETEEHED D ICHR
LTWaD, K — oo iCBT 2 FRHALI TR, WHEEMXTHROATVS. &7z, e ORI
TW3 {—m?/4P} & Chern-Simons FZ&ETH % (KirkKlassen [37, Theorem 5.2] 3 & U8 Andersen—
Mistegard [2, Propositoin 8] ZZ/) .

Remark 2.11. Gukov—Pei-Putrov—Vafa [26] ® homological block &, Seifert =€ R —IKMHIZR ST, X
D —#%® plumbed ZFEAICH L TEREINTWVWS. ZDE & Theorem 2.1 ¥ A2, homological block ®
1@%@«@@m#ﬁfbfmeTﬁ§t%bm# WS HENEZ 5NS. I ORBICOWTIIRIE,

HLMﬂﬁiUﬁiH&#&O#®*#®%ZT%&LTD —JTC, Seifert RET Y —BRETH

i & ® homological block DERFIMEIZ-DOWTIE, Bringmann— Mahlburg Milas [14] DfFED D2 H DD,
iffiff%@ifiﬂ:, RESRD TILGKTH 5.
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