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q
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f3(q) +2;(L+®%1+¥P-~G+QW2 +q—-2¢°+3¢° —3¢" +3¢° +

FIEFITBUE 5 72RO RIS Lo TERIN TV, BIZREDEBOREBTH D, ¢/Hn(r)t tHFRRIN,
(/24 2R THUR) BE —1/2 0B RE L5 ARG TWS. ZOWEIRIEFICEVEL 2 RS,
il 21X Dedekind 12 & 2 fREZEHR|DOWFSE [20] 22, Hardy-Ramanujan (& X 2 #E 2802 3 2 W5 (28]
RY, BFUILEDRRVIZETH S, — /7 THREDREIE Ramanujan DE v 7 7 — X B & I % xf
RT, NI ¢/ R TH o728 LTHHEERD & 5 & RWAHHIEZ2 X420 (Watson [60] 1IC&3) .
ZDRDh, TOEy 77— 1920 FICZ 2B L THr 58 < O, »E D EMINICHEINTIR
Mok bR Z 5.

Tak & 72 o 72 DX 2002 FED S. Zwegers [65, 66] DXL TH A 5. il Appell-Lerch 1B X A Gl
7 — X BB, AR Jacobi IWA O HERDBHHICHkA, JEIERITH 2 S EEHEMA S 2 TEY 77—
XB%x GEIEANR) REERIcTE 2 2 e 2HA L. ZheZ e LT, Ramanujan DEY 77— X
MR GLRICEHR ¢ REDID TEHEIN S X511z, A ofb b DR CiERICHE I 3
X TERDTHS. LRI D 20 FHD ¢ B2 ED & BT, TENLOMMHEZEL T3,

T, AFE 2022 4F 1 A 27 H RIMS 12 TfT o 723 “Modular transformation formulas for homological
blocks” DIREFLETH D, FIBK 1T o J2 R/ [45) 1ICHDWT WS, T L 72 % DI Rogers [56] 1
MEFT S 7 — X%, Witten [61], Reshetikhin-Turaev [54] IC &k > THEA XN BT ALE,
Z L TZEAUCHEKR LT Zagier [64) IZX o TEHAZNL R FEY 27X THD, YHEOH NE—
5 TN 2% & Homological block (WRT B8 & WX 2 #7272 ¢ ELDRBEH RN 215721 w5 Z
LB, AROHEBIILITO@ED 5% (it TE TBETFEY 27— BT -4 %2175, &
CTCIEFHCREEZRER T, Zagier [64] 2SHUD EIFTWANED—HE X UZDHRDFERICOWTHEHIZ
Froin., LUTERFICBWTHFEYE [45) ODNFICOWTHENT S Z 2IcT 5.

1 EFECa215—FRK

Zagier [64] 12k 2 ¥, BTEY 27 B Eid, HENGORTHmICHNS X5 m6R L ARDOFEMCZ
F5, MiHR 3 TS RAEDBRFAERICHRT 2 X 57%, HiLwx A FToEANzEEcHs. @
MD7eDIZ—DERZEEL LS UL, UTDISITEDL I ENTEXS.

Definition 1.1 ([13, Definition 21.1]). »2%%#& S € QU {ico} I L, BAE f : QU {icc} \ S — C
DD < SLy(Z) 123 2 EX k € 17, (multiplier system ¢ Z5f2) BFETVa7—HHTH2 I, &
y=(2Y) eTITHLTES 5B

hy(2) == f(z) =7 (V) (cz +d) " f (Z;ig)

*Supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20K 14292 and JP21K18141.



AR DD RS EOEMATIIEER CRIUCIS T THEYIZZEREARE N S) IWEREIN S Z 205,

LUFTIX, Zagier D LTV R ETFEY 27— BERDEKFIOEO» Y, 0o BMEH0ZDHRD
HEREZHD 2 2T, ZOXFEEEMT L2 2HET. U, FEOEHRKa L ¢ <1 BITEK
L:j‘ﬁb’ q-POChhammer E (a; Q)oo = H;:O:O(l - aqn) BXU (a; Q)n = (a; Q)oo/(aqn; Q)oo TE@%

1.1 Ramanujan D o B Ev I T—2BHODER

1 2H®DHAE, Ramanujan @ Lost Notebook [7] \Z¥853 % BA%EL

n(n+1)

oo

2

U(Q):H-Zq —— =14+q¢—¢+2¢ —2¢"+¢" +---,
nzl(_CLq)n

B X, Anderws-Dyson—Hickerson [9] 12 & o TEAINTz 0(q) &x %725 BEEL

. — (=1)"¢"
n=1 ) n

TH%. HlZ1E Ramanujan 12 & o TROEXIF ST WS GEHIEE Andrews [7) 12X %) .

a(q) =1+ Y (1" '¢"(¢; @)1, (L.1)
E:(mem—tww%>=%—m®m<—%+§:1?&>+30@% (1.2)
n=0 n=1

ZDFER (1.1) ZRZ7Z0TH, BANKEN L2200 ¢ B P(q), f3(q) £ DRERENVEFHARS Z
EWTES. T P(g) BAEMNIZ Dedekind D= — XM TH D, EHRATICBVTHEESZ )
HofTwad (DFED, ¢— (&1 DFRICEDT 2 22, Plq) BIERT ) . KT, ZAUIHILTHE
ASNIEY 77— XD —DDRBEID, RDIFMTHo7Z e 2B VHZS.

Definition 1.2 ([66, Chapter 4] 3 & O [13, Definition 9.1]). ¢ %% F(q) B XDEMZHWi7-3 L %, Ra-
manujan DEKTOEYIT—REHTH2 2.

(1) Rz 3 1 OFMR ¢ BIEREFEET 5 1 ¢ 2 PRI o T CANADT 2 L &I, F(q) HIERT 5.
(i) & 1 DR Cwxtl, FEHEY 27— Mc(q) & ac € QBFEEL T, RDHED V0.

F(q) — ¢ M¢(q) =0(1) (q— Q).

(iil) FEED TR U TSR (i) 2725 & 57, B—0EHIEY 2 7 —JB M EFE LR,

Ramanujan 23 E O TFHL [8, Section 14] THIEE L Watson [60] B/RLTWS X512, H LLIE LDk

B IDRIES 2 X512, f3(q) B P(g) L FRRICHER D X FI2BWTHZRD (X2l Z2BEY 7
T =X D—DODFHATH H D) .
Remark 1.3. Zagier [63] DK TDEY Z7EY 27 —JB (H] Maass JTEDIEHISY, F#1C Ramanujan
DEv 77 —XBE) B Definition 1.2 DM (iii) 2723 Z ¥1&, 2013 41T Griffin-Ono-Rolen [25] IZ
Yo TURENIz. —/ T, Definition 1.2 D 3EHZHZLTWTD, Ev eV 27 -FK, Thbb, #
Hl Maass TEA D IERIBE D TR W K 5 7RBBDFET 6 T &5 Rhoades [55] 12K o THED®D HNLTWV 5.

—FTo(q) DFER (1.1) KBWT, ¢=( XBOWTHLDOHNMI AR 2575, B o(q) &A1 A
BT GHERRER) AREEZES. ZOREKT, BIf o(q) 1 P(q) R f3(q) & 27s 2 Rz FioBI%KL

THHEERD. FRMBNIEZRD 1 OFR CITHLT, (1.2) OMIR ¢ - (2HZ 5L,
o(¢)=-2> (¢ (1.3)
n=0

EWVWOERBIELNS. T4 Section 1.5 THINT % “strange identity” DFRE 22 K5 2EXTH 3.



1.2 ocEBOEFED217—M
BIEL 0% (¢) 1CDWTH (1.1) L ABRDFR

o*(g) = 2> "% ¢")n
n=0

73 Cohen [19] KXo T/RENTED, X HIRDOFRIKD LD,
Lemma 1.4 ([64]). 1 DFAR XL, o(¢) = —o*(¢7Y) 2K D LD,

O AR THBMERS | WIS RMENWT, BB : Q - C% f(x) = e™/125(e?m%) =
—em/2gx (g2 TiEgsh % ¥ ¥, Zagier [64] ZIRDZ L BBIEL, AEHLTWA.

Proposition 1.5. T < SLy(Z) % (1), (39) THERSNIHDH LT &, B f(2) BT BT 2E
1D TEY27—BRTH3. FiC f(x+1) — ™/ 2f(x) =0TdHDH, MK

1 T -
,7 _ mif12
M) := 2;v+1f<2:10+1> e (@)
Fz=-1/2ZRVWTR ED C™ HEEFICIEE XN 3.

RO Zagier [64] 1L B DDTH 3. flao) D TATARSREXSRMEIRSZ 5T, ad A 7L h(x)
WBIEFICHE H2CHRD TS Z e BBIRTE L. ZOREELREIRIZL, Definition 1.1 DX REFEY 2T —
WROEREEZ 2 - ODHETHZ L VWE LS.
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Figure 1. Graph of R(f(z)) Figure 2. Graph of R(h(z)) and

S(h(z))

Figure 1: ZEXNE f(x) DIFRCET 2 7 vy b, LI h(x) DI EEO 7 vy b 2, 2 € [-1.7,1.1]
DHIPHT, 77REAT 100 UTF QAT L TiiZ Zry LTV 3.

1.3 o BABCAREBET—2EH

ZDo(q) IOWT, D ULIEFHAEMHFN LIz, Andrews-Dyson-Hickerson [9] & Cohen [19] 1XBE%X
o(q) & o*(q) DRI OVTHIRZITRoTW5. Hrks e, ROBREMT —XEBERTTH 5.

n4q nBn+1l) .2 n
olg)= > (-1)"Hg = T (1-gmth, (1.4)
n>0
l3[<n
O'*(q) -9 Z (_1)n+jqj2_n(31zt+l) (1 + q2(]—n)) (15)

n>0
25>3n+1

ZAUZ [9, Section 4] D & 512 ¢ BEDETE 2 HOTHEHIENWTRT I HTE D, I ZTlX Bailey DAfiiH
Wz & D 72 EERH O WS 24 L7z,
Lemma 1.6 ([11])- %E%;&Z]‘” (an)nu (ﬁn)na (’Yn)nu (511)717 (un)nu (Un)n 753‘

n oo
ﬁn = E ApUn—kUn+k, Yn = E 6kuk—nvk+n
k=0 k=n

3



Ziizz (L, 2220l T ORI OHIDNEF AT E B & 5 IR Ziiiifz) 3 & &, RAWD LD,

[eS) [eS)
Z ApYn = Z Bn(sn
n=0 n=0

Proof. BIEEFIHEICED,

) ) [e'S) [eS) k [e'S)
Z apYn = Z (079 Z 5kuk—nvk+n = Z 6k Z ApUk—nVk+4+n = Z ﬁk(sk
n=0 n=0 k=n k=0 n=0 k=0
DRI TH 5. O

Lemma 1.6 T u, = 1/(q;q)n,vn = 1/(aq;q)n (a € C) EMBEE, Bl a= (an)n,...,0 = (6pn)n I

D DR s e BRI D (16)

k=0 q; q)nfk (aCL q)n-i—k ben q; Q)kfn(aqv q)k-i—n

iz 3. ZOBIIOM (o, B), (7,0) DZrZZzhZi (a2BdF %) Bailey X, #1% Bailey ¥ & M.
B ZNXEREL p1,p2 € C EIFEEHR N > 01Txf L,

= @a/pia)n(ag/pai )y (Z1)"(0r: @)n(p2i @nla” "5 )n ( ag )nqu—"(";”
" (ag;q)n(ga/prp2; )N (aq/pr; @)n(agq/pa; @)n(agN s q)p \ 12 ’
(p1;Q)n(p2; V(a5 Q) ng"

(P12 N /a;q)n

I Bailey X223 e BHISNTVWS., ZZTn>NDEE, 4, =0, =021K3ZIERT 3.
Z AT q-BEENTHEL 300 WS % ¢-Pfaff-Saalschiitz A1 (23, (I1.12)], [3, (3.3.12)])

On =

— (G On(cOnlabg' "N /e;q)n  (c;q)n(c/abiq)n
ZHWS Z e TR EN 5. O Bailey X (7,6) 10 L Lemma 1.6 Z@H T 5 Z & TRZ2G5.
Theorem 1.7 (Bailey Offi/# [4]). Bailey *¥ (o, ) IZXfL,

i (a;0)n(0;)n (V5 0)nq”  (c/a;q)n(c/b;iq)n
(

(P13 @)n(p2;@)n (p—‘jg;)n
 (aq/p1;9)n(aq/p2; a)n |
;O (p1§Q)j(p%‘I)j(a‘J/PlP%‘I)n—j(p?ZQ)]

n J

= (@ D)n—j(aq/p1;a)n(ag/p2; 4)n

n»

B, Zo(,p) dET Bailey W& d. $iabb, ROFEXDKLD IO,

=
=
AR (L.7) DG of, DEBREZRALCHEL, ETEHR LM% Bailey % (v, 6) 120 LT Lemma 1.6
ZHWHT 2 Z e THED® HNLS. Theorem 1.7 DFFE L WEEIHIZDWTIZ [6, Section 3] ZF. 2 & Ru.
Bailey OfffifEIC & 5 &, Bailey ¥t (o, 8) 22 R2F 372N 2 2DORIDMDERBE BN, 2 L TH
7274 Bailey ¥t (o/, 8') B’ TAZ A . Bailey [11] D7 4 771, #Y)73 Bailey xf %2 L3 Z & T, Rogers—
Ramanujan [HERX D (H2FOEZR) FAAZITS, EWVWHHDTHo7k. EEXD XS ICHHIN S0
WS ¥, Theorem 1.71BWVWT, a=1,n,p1,p2 200 &T 3L X,

“a)s 1—p)(1— (1= pgi—?
i 0 _ o A= P —pa) (1= pa™)
p—ro0 pJ p—00 pJ

Jn— k(aq (J)n+k (L.7)

= (-1)ig"T



WHET %L, Bailey M (o, 8) 25257002, FX

EacRN 1 > 2
I Bi=——— 0" (1.8)
= (¢ Q) 1=,
B X 17272 Bailey X
. g
o =g,  B=Y —p (1.9)

j=
o s. BIZIEBI (B Z Bo=1, Brn=0(n>0) LEKXTHLE, Zht Bailey HERT L%

B (o) 1E 0p = 1o = (—1)"¢" 52 (1+¢") (n>0) THBIEWHH5E. ZOLE(1.9) kb, ¥
75 Bailey %f
, {1 if n=0,
a, =¢q¢" a, = n@n-1)
q

(144" ifn>0,

I SN B DIED, T OFT% Bailey 1 (of, ) 1T LTHR (1.8) 2EX 5 LT,

o0

qj 1 k k(ok=1) 1 L EGE-1)
1+ 1+ (—1)°q~ =
= (@9); (G0 ( z: ) (mwmé;
::(q;q)axq;q)@iq;q)“>: 1
(4590 (456°)o0(*0°)

DPES. ZAUIE — Rogers-Ramanujan [HEFEXTH 5. Z 2T 3 DHDFS T Jacobi “HEHZ H LT
%. Bailey DHiFED SIS Bailey MO 22 2 H)I2DWTIE, [6, 59] % Sills D7 F 2 + [57] (FilE—KIC
FBRE RO Y v —X - 7Yy VEHER M) 1LV,

Tl& (1.4) Dt Z TS, (1.7) OB (1 —aq/pr) ZHF T, a=1,p1 =q,p2 > 00o,n =00 &T 53
&, F

o0 oo

S0k Mo = S (170" (459)56;

k=0 j=0
2155, » 23wz Bailey X (o, 8) Z HOFAUIRWDTH %2, Andrews—Dyson—Hickerson [9] 137
DOPD q WEBDE 2175 Z & T,

Qp = Cp — Cp—1 (Cn _ qn2+n Z (_1)jq—j2>’ B, = (*Q)n

—n<j<n

5 Bailey W23 2R, ZOhkie LT (14) ZRLTW5.
(1.4) TIE 6Nz o(q) DEREH D, FEMEXERITHNT2 (B) 728D X5 HEEZL
TWb Z2izkihdoL. EEE, Andrews HIXZDRRPOSRXDPIEBIINED Z e ZHEHL TV

Theorem 1.8 ([9, Theorem 2, Theorem 5]). 4 n =1 (mod 24) IZXf L,
P, = {u+vV6 | u> — 602 = n}/Z[V6]*
vBE (22T, ZWV6)* = {£(5+2V6) | r € Z} ZHBHTH Z) ,
T(n) := #{u+vv6 € P, | u+3v=+1 (mod 12)} — #{u+vv6 € P, | u+ 3v = £5 (mod 12)}
BEDD, DL E,
q) = i T(24n+1)¢",  o*(q) = i T(1 — 24n)q"
=1

n=0
DL LD,
Z DRERIZZ DIER Cohen [19] 12 & o T, Maass IEERE L X Artin L B O SE TR TV S



1.4 ocBBrz0BOER

CHAAT L 7z Andrews-Dyson-Hickerson [9] & Cohen [19] DFfZEDHL & LT, 2015 4F Lovejoy-Osburn [42]
BT 12D ¢ BEEBAL TS, DN T2 L,

_ (4 Q)n-1(—1)
m@%lgg (@3 Dn—r(@: @)p-1(1 — ¢*~1)

EWHEELLEZERBTHS. ZoRETH L, RBNE Bailey Mt (o, 8) ZHOI 2 Z 2T, HBAEM
7 — X BBER

Ll(Q) _ Z <q8n2_n—4j2_3j + q8n2+n—4j2—3j> + Z <q8n2+7n+2—4j2—j n q8n2+9n+3—4j2—j)

n>1 n>0
—n<j<n—1 —n<js<n

"+kq n(n;»l) + k(k;l)

(1.10)

EETBD, TR LT, E XM K =Q(V2) KT 2%

Z qN(a)

aCOg
N(a)=15 (mod 32)
PENTW. fw [42] OFdRIE, B L (q) 72 b DEFEY 2 7 —MS Maass IKEIE K & OBIfRICO
WTORESRREINTWS D, ZHUIHRE Bringmann-Nazaroglu [16] 12 X > T—2D[EEHNG 2 51T
W5, a0k, (1.4)% (1.10) THER T XD BB AEMT — XBEBFRTH D, Zwegers [66] I X5
AEET — X BB DGR & Bringmann—Nazaroglu [15] 12 & 2 #7 — X B OMER, £ LT Zwegers [67] 1
X% E v Maass 7— X OHiR%E S LMAEHE S Z 21Xk 5T, Maass IWEIER L OFRB L O
WAL T — Z B ORNER 2 idh L, ZORe LT FEY 27— EZHHMCL TV S.

F 7z, Section 1.1 IZBWT, o(q) & Ramanujan DE v 7 7 — XEABUIMTIER Z2 MR TH S, WD
CeEBEALRED, Tv /T —XERDIDIZERTRETEY 27 —ERAOHHATIZ 2 2T 3.
— DD /j{#E Ramanujan DEKTDE v 77— XL (Definition 1.2) DERICVHRo7 L B2, KH
¥ zeQzL, H2WEAEY 27— B M (q) LA o € Q BIFEL T, MR

N =

q—17L1 (q32) _

i (Fl0) - a0e)). (¢ =)
DPIAET 5. PIZIEZRINSHAN LIz Y 77— XK f3(q) 122V TIX, Ramanujan HE D REZEDFAK [8,
Section 14] DHFTHE L TW5 X512, (P 1 DL 2k Tz 51X

_(—1)kgl/24 n(r)? —0(1 =
fs(@) = (=1)%q n(27)? 1 (@—=9

DALY LD, X D IEREIZIX, Folsom-Ono-Rhoades 7 RERLTW5.,
Theorem 1.9 ([21]). 1 OJ%h 2k FAR C TR L, FRZB o MR ¢ — ¢ ZE X 2 R D LD,

. k_1/24 n(r)? - +1 2
(11_>H1C <f3(Q) —(-1)"q W) = *424 (=GO

CHEBEIY (1.1)R (13) ICHTEIRRTHS. ZOHADBEE L KITHN T % Kontsevich BI% %
fi— L THRIR U7z 2 28085

U(g:¢Q) =Y (£a:0)n(C g 0)ng" (1.11)
n=0
b F AN R BUSD SRE & RIS IThbITWa., 26D X hFELWIERES, unimodal 72 ¥ D
HAE ORISR OBFRMEZ ZI1I2o W T, [21] % [13, Chapter 14, 21], BXUZITEeH LA T
2B5EXMER S 2RV,

Ly 75— &ZMEDs TERIBEE I 2 R 727000 ) SR 722 e OFLly LT, v 27 Maass 7 — X M%EUE Laplacian
DEFEBZEZPRENEZ R RV KOBRERTH .




1.5 Kontsevich QRS
BETEY 27— FREFES L TRIPERZR VDL, Kontsevich D BIEL

o0

Fg) =) (¢:0)n

n=0

TH5. TNEFTIRKEG LR IUTHED, ZOBBOKREREED 2%, Fg)d CDEED
BT HEE L TICRLARWA, ¢ 23 1 OBIBOGE I ERE L DEIEES 22 THS. ¢p:Q—C
®o(x) =™/ 2R(2m) YED B L E, D SLy(Z) KETAEX3/20DRTFEY 2 7—%%:7‘;5 z
EDHHNTWVS. X BIT Zagier [62] 1%, (1.2) WL, R DX b EHENZBEFEHS2CLT
W3,

Theorem 1.10 ([62, Theorem 2]).

i((Q;q)OO_(Q;Q)n> ( % i ¢ ) 1q 317i(q). (1.12)

n=0

Z 2T, 7(q) 1% Dedekind n-BE%K
Lo > /12\ .
= ﬂ r:[ 1 — q Z ( - ) qﬁ
D T Wy (Bichler @) DTS
— 12 n< 1
n(Q)=Zn<—>q24 q?i(1—5¢—T7¢> +11¢° +--+)

ThH5.

ZOENX (1.12) & gl < 1 ETHOIT2EXTH 2D, 22T (1.3) 2ERAT TLlbkic ¢ % 1 DFF

REACHRZINS &, X
¢(¢) = —7 lim 7(q)

2 q—¢

BEHN5. DF D Kontsevich DBIEL & 13AEHYIZ Dedekind n-BI D Eichler #6477 77(q) D 1 DFEARA~D
MRS 72 572\, Zagier [62] 1325 LT o -EERoz 2

:,Zi < ) 2 (1.13)

YL L, strange identity ¥ FFA TW3. Istrange] DEMT %2 Z A1, Z DFEXDMUDFEIRICEIE
2Ri7eT, 1 OBRANDOWRIC X o TOAEKRZRD, LWHIRNTHS. ZHF (1.3) 2BV, o(q) H?
g=C CHAREZED TV RN IR L >TWVWS.,

Remark 1.11. —fRICPEHE X DR R D Eichler B4, BIUOZFDETEY 27 —MHIZoWTIE,
Bringmann-Rolen [17] CBWTERINTWS. ¥ 1 DHE M ¢=1BVWT, (1.11) THREE%EH
WT F(()=U((11) EFRRTE % Z &2 Bryson-Ono-Pitman-Rhoades [18] I & o> T/RENTWVWS. T
AU K > T U(q; ¢) % Kontsevich IO 2L e AT eV TE 5.

Remark 1.12. (1.2) & (1.12) Z#—3F % & 5 RIER /K

o0

. o o nint1)
. —(a: q q a -
> ((a,q)oo ( 7(1)n> (Z Z a1 ) Z Q/a Dn

n=0 n:O n=1

B L UOH R 2 H59RDY Andrews—Jiménez-Urroz—Ono [10] IZ &k > THIG N TWAS (%7 [52, Section 10.3] I
bFErOHLNATWVD).




1.6 Kontsevich OB ¥ B1FF Jones LA

Z ® Kontsevich BI¥L F(q) EHICHRERBRIREZH DS L WS 12T TR, HMUTHOAILRL OMEDS b
FRZWHEDTOI T VWS, ZO—DO0EFALRD DO THSEBIE Jones ZIEN L DEIGRTH 2. H
IR EFRIZZ 2 TIIAEAMT 25 (HIFTHAUIKM 51], AL 47 2Y), FIZZETFE L7141
T(2,3) X9 % Nt Jones ZIHAIZ

N
INTesi0) =YY ™M@ N
n=0

DERREFOZEDPHILNT WS (35 BLUFZDOHDOSELMESE) . TOREPML &I, 10 (K
46) N IR ¢ = (v I8BWVT IN(Ti2,3);Cn) = CN Dm0 (CN; CN)n = CNF(Cv) DR D VD, THZIRRS
3¢ T, ML [29] B X Ui E-Lovejoy [35] 1% (2,2t + 1)- b —Z AT HITHIGT % X 5 7% Kontsevich &Y

0)%5%& t—1
. .
Flo=d > (@ow ][ { k+1] ‘

0<k1 <<k i=1

BLU(1.11) DItk TH %

kiv1+ki—i+2Y 1k

t—1
Ul O)=a" > (€D G a)r-10" ] " { b

1<k <<k i=1
ZEAL, PLI7AANDEEDRILICHI 2 REZRLTWVWS
IN(T(2.2041); () = Fr(Cnv) = Ue(CRh 1),

By, [Z] = @0 43 o “TEEMCH B, XS [30] KBWT F(q) DRTEY 25—

(60 n—k (0K

(1.13) kiﬁ“ﬁ‘% strange identity - RLTW5. DE D,

n2—(2t—1)2
_tFt =" _ _ Z nX8t+4 q 8(2t+1) (114)
TH3. 2T,
1 ifn=2t—Tlor6t+5 (mod8+4),
XD n)={ -1 ifn=2t+30r6t+1 (mod 8t+4),
0 Zofth
tBEVTW3.

il Lovejoy [41] I Bailey Offi#Z I AICH WS Z 212 X o T, L5 strange identity @ RE L %2175
TW3. F7(f % Jones LHERDMA BIREMAVS Z LT, (3,2)- h—2 AFOH [12] 2 —FY £ 2
M’%U‘E K(mpy (43, 44] 1\ 5 B BIE F(q) DBBIIDIREIMTON T WS, 512 KD +— 7 AFETH

Tis,p) WRT 2 tafF & Jones ZIHR Ty (T 5 ,0); (v) DREIMEICOWT S, $i E-Kirillov [33, 34] 1T X 5%
ZPZ‘D% (Eichler % HW3) .
Remark 1.13. {4} % Jones ZHIX & Bailey S OBIRICOWTIRRTI <. K [27, (6.5)] AT DOFRRIE[32,
Appendix B] Z2Z2) 12 &> T, #HOH K Ot E Jones ZIHN Iy (K; ) TR L, 5 C,(K;q) € Z[q, ¢ Y]
PIEL T,

IN(EK q) =Y Cu(K:;0) (@™ 0)n(a" Viq)n
n=0
DIEDERDIE D 2D, ZOERRIZ (ZOFLHETIEHA L TWRWVAD) & ZUZ Bailey X DM (1.6) Z
WOWTHILZEZ L TED, 2% D,
o - (1 _ qn-l-l)(l _ q2n+2)
" 1-q)(1—-¢?
Bn = q_"On(K; Q)

Ma=q*1CF % Bailey 122322 Z/RLTWVWS

n(n—1)

(-)"q 7 Jus1(K;q),




2 WRTAEE

X ORI ABUTA %23, %E@H%Mafmotﬁ%m,WRT*E%nAM)twwﬂé3%ﬁ%ﬁw
DEFIZERTH 5. ZHU Witten [61] I X U Reshetikhin-Turaev [54] IZ X o THASINAERTH
D (Ohtsuki [50, Chapter 8] % Lickorish [40, Chapter 13], R T#5 O EHEGEGE 2 v 2D, FicZ

ZTIX, n ROKYET 7 £ N—T2FFD Seifert FETQ Y =R M (= M(p1,...,pn)) = M(p1/q1,- - Pn/n)
WIRELCeERED S, 22T, p1,...,pn > 2 21X pairwise coprime B TH D, B q¢1,...,q, &

n
"
1 "pnz_le
=1 Pi

BT I TWA., MIZRD S NOIEAE LU L, U---U L, 1Ao7z Dehn F#HjIC X - THS

N3 ITLERAETH 5.
(j(> E§

0

ZD ¥ %, Lawrence-Rozansky [38, (4.2
(Z 2T [31, Proposition 1] 5@

ik ik
i i i — n Kp; K
(M) = ¢ eﬁ?wﬁYQPK]'—ﬂiﬁrLﬂ e e RJ C (K € Zso)
TK S e 2KP o € € Lisg
A/ K — ik ik
2 2P K ];(:J(]g (67 — 6_7>

HL, P=p1- pn,©=3—-1/P+ 122?:1 s(gj,pj) £BWVWTED, F7 s(a,c) 1 Dedekind #1 [53] T
HY, s(P/pj,pj) = s(q;,pj) DHEZHZITOWTIE 53, (33c)] ZHWVTWNS.
2021 4, AR E—FIE [22] 13 WRT BEEFIZN 5 |¢) <1 ETE#HE N5 g

_1\yn,— 10 > _ 2
QM(q) = (11)—qlo Z €1 €&n Z <m+n 3)(] <2m+n 2+ZJ lpg) (21)

2(q§ — q_E) (1o e{£1}n = n—3

BHAL, ROMPBANXZIEIILTWS, HL (x =2/ K TH Y, WRIZERCH 2D T 5.
Theorem 2.1 ([22]). limg_,¢, Prs(q) = 76(M).

ZOEMIZED, WRT B ®)/(q) Z WRT AERDOHEAFE |¢| <1 EANDIGREE S 2 TE 2
725 5. %7 Andersen-Mistegard [2] 1%, Gukov—Pei-—Putrov—Vafa [26] IZ X > TE A X417z homological
block £IHIN 5 ALRZ VT, FROMIRANZE (5 &38R 5 7KT) MR LTED, £k
WRT B8%% & homological block 23AEHANICFE LW Z & 2f5fi L T\ 5

2.1 REMEEZS

Section 1 TlX, WL 20D ¢ D (BT) TV 27 —HIZOWTHEN L, ¢ ORI 2HZ 5 )
HBIEIRATHED, —DDFHE LTE TREIRNELEFICL > TT7 —ZBROERITmESE S LRV,
# 21X Ramanujan D€ v 7 7 — Z B OHREMEE, Andrews [5] 1 & o T Bailey Ofifi#d & FREBET—X
B (RNEM= XD 7 — XD RKor-h 2 oh, Zwegers [66] 1T & o TE T — X B DI
LxnizZ v T, 2R ME A X7z, Ramanujan D o BEICOWT D, ik D Bailey @
DS (1.4) OBFREET — 2B (REE—XERXDT — ﬂﬁaﬁlf%ofiﬂ@f@#iﬁ THY, B L
sgn-JHZE & Ee) FoREMHES L7223, Bringmann- Nazaroglu [16] 1& Z4% VT Maass I#EIE R & OBt %
S LTWA, SRR Z 72 0WHO WRT B ©,,(q) 1X, BLicaT—2BE#H (EEE_XFE
R 7 — ZEAET H > THIDHIPHDTER 1Y, %L(ﬁgmﬁ%a@)@ﬁ%bfbétw EhHRI
N EDZEGIRE T2 L, BT — ZBBOMmEZ T 5 Z L HEE R 5.



2.2 Poincaré R EOJ—KEDIHES

Fx DR DRI 725 DIZ, Poincaré *KE B Y —EKMH M(2,3,5) ® WRT RZERIIH S % Lawrence—
Zagier [39] DL TH 5. FITWEE oL D WS DHEZIRD K O"Cjb {. Poincaré &€ 1 Y —ERMHN
5% WRT B @44 (q) 1

oo

_2‘1%(‘12 —q é)‘1’M( )= Z €1€2€3 Z qﬁo(60m+30+1551+1052+653)2
(e1,62,e3)€{£1}3 m=0

2

1 m
= —2¢™ 4 3 Z €1€2€3 Z sgn(m)q12o (2.2)

(e1,62,e3)e{£1}3 m={ (60)
= 21 _|_q120(1+q+q3+q7_q8_q14_q20_...>

ERRTHIENTES, HL, sgn(0) =02 L, P=2x3x5=30,

0="{(c1,...,e0) =P (n—2+§: ) (mod 2P) (2.3)

j=1 P

YBVTWE. ZOAUOHEN [39, p.102] 1ITB5T 2 O, (1) £ % L <, %72 Theorem 2.1 DRERAKA
REINTWVW5S, é\/, fM(&E):limq_w%iz (DM( ) ZEZ@Z) }:f fM Q%C% 5Z Zb‘f%éip, Z
D fu D (DFD WRT AERD) BTFEY 27BN TH B I 2mRT, L\ I DA Lawrence—Zagier D
—ODERTHS. HOEDTA T 7IERDED TH 3 . L¥¥EHL@%&@4)($E%L®M@®
zf%5)%Eé&&@%w&%ﬁ@g)wF¥ﬂﬁ$éjmmmﬁ T RBZIYNTEL. ZOLE,

()@Eﬁ%&e%f@ﬁmﬁfmmmaﬁm#,%hkﬁ%&?ia&?¥¥EH % GEE
EMMMmﬁ JEBIHINDG) O (1) BEAS LN TE, REiils

o Tt LIELED O, (1) & 0% (1) DIMREREN T 5.
o O% (1) O H H- LORUEAIZ, 0, (r) DD ZHWTHHRTE 3.

L7zhoT T& ook ETE 2 S O lim, ., 0.(7)) % [& <0053 FETFHD S DR
lim,,, ©% (1)) KEWRZ 2T, RUTOMRTH 2 fi(x) DU, DO BETFEY 2 7 —Mh2adid
T%%Zmi:tf%%.%LT*O@%ZLT%%%Tba

Theorem 2.2 ([39, (18)]). WRT AZ & 73y (K) WL, K — co BT 2 RDWHELRHIL D D,

2 K 2
C ( 1/2 _CK1/2) (K) -~ % 7 <e27'rzK120 . (7;) +eQ1‘rzK T30 Sln< 57T)> )

ZHUFWbWw % Witten (Andersen) DOHifEH T [49, Conjecture 7.7], [1, Conjecture 1.1] D FEIH
THY, e DIFFITHN TV S {-1/120,-49/120} 1X Chern-Simons A LR L MIIN2ETH 5.

Remark 2.3. —f%® Seifert €1 I —EKMH M (p1,...,pn) X LTH, Lawrence Zagier D7 A4 7 7 %k
kT 58T, BiL [31] 1 Theorem 2.2 DML, FT7bH Witten DMLLIEH PHEZIH L TWS. 22
Tl WRT Bﬁ%{ (homological block) & 13572 % q EDHWHHTWVWS

2.3 WRT BB T—2EHK

TP HOMEZ T FHOMENL SWIZ 5 Z & THF 517z Lawrence Zagier 8 L OFER%Z, B
WRT B @ar(q) @ (EFEIITO) RENWERZ RS Z 8 THAAT 2, 205 ODKIR-SFIE [45] OAZER
s, £, TXBEBBIUORT - X ERT 5.

Definition 2.4. W M > 01U, 8 1 L=VMZBXOAME - L' = (1/VM)Z #l%. 2Ok
& Kkelsopel//LITHNL, T—2E%, BTF—2B%EzhTh
O, u(T Z n qn7 gk’u(r): Z sgn(n)nkqé
neL+p neL+p

TEDS.
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Remark 2.5. —fOf& T 2 EEE = XIERITH LT HRBRICERTE 33, SHENE 1 Koo T LoV
V. 7z, BIZE Vignéras [58] 12k B ¥, L=VMZIZRL, JEERIZ T — ZBIR

Oru(m)=v7 3 Hi (V) qT (1 =u+tiv)

nelL+p

EEX k4 1/2 OWRERAIE T, 2T Hy(o) &
- tk —27t(2z+t)
Z Hy, (x)y =e
k=0

TEFEINS Hermite ZIHATH D, BRHIDOBUIEI Ho(x) = 1, Hy(z) = —4rx, Hy(z) = 167222 — 4mr, ...
THALNG. Opu(1) & Ok, u(r) DIEAIEEDNTH 2 DT, &7 Zagier [36] ICAIZ O, k>2DLE,
Op,u(7) WEHET — ZBEEL, Op (1) FMBHET — XBAEL, LIERNENRTH A S P,
Z Dt & Poincaré RE 1Y —ERE DA L ARk, WRT B¥CEHBT — ZBEEEFHWTRD X 512FR
THEIEYNTES.
Lemma 2.6. = {(cy,...,e,) % (2.3) LFHRICTERT 2 L %, HIURNEZIER Py(g) € Q¢Fir] B
K OATPIB c. (k) € Q DMAEL T, KM D LD,
n—3
1 1 1 1 -~
(=1)"2¢7%(q* — g~ 2)@u(q) — Pu(e) = 5 > er-eren Y (2P Pec(R)f) e (7). (24)
e=(e1,....,en)E{E£1}" k=0
EoT [y (q) DFRZEHAIEES | 205 FIBIEAENS 16, (1) OFEERAZ2ES ) & L I2F
BT 5.

2.4 HBT—XERORBLZTHRE

k=0 O¥E 00T — X B ORIZRANZ, 2019 412 Bringmann-Nazaroglu [15] IZX > THZ B TW
5. ZZTE, o747 72 EBICLT, k>0DHECS 0, (1) DRIMEERIE GRS 2 72 D
FE MM L.

P57 — R D E ¢ Definition 2.4 IZBWTHRAMEZH L T2 LK D—213, sgn-UIDIFETH 5.
Bringmann-Nazaroglu (& Zwegers [66] D EME T — X BB O Z FARIZ Tsgn-THZ T 5 —ECE 24
AZ%) LWIET, RO R ToTWaS. ¥ TS5 —E#H%

2 # 2
erf(z :—/ e~V dt
(2) VT Jo
WKCE-oTERTS.

Figure 2: £B& sgn(z) D77 7, HMZ erf(z) DI 7TH 5.

COY EIEBME>0L (rw,x) e Hx Hx RIHL,

Frrw(x) =i(w— T):IJk erf (fi\/m'(w — 7')33) Tt (2.5)
BEZRT DL, KOO,

11



Lemma 2.7. F % Fourier i 35 &, 23RN ZHK ¢y, (1), 1k, (1,7") BFIEL T,

_( )1/2 —1/2 - 1 miz?w
]:(Fk)_%)_%)(x) = 2—7” ch e (T)FLrw(2) + gcl,;{k(ﬂw —T)z'e (2.6)
DB DILD. £z, ZEBT—2HBx
ekuTw Z Fkrw (27)
neLl+pu
TERTILE, FEDe>01TXfL,
i SealTHiFI G o

t—00 i(it + ¢
DIRDVD. Rk =00 &, F(Fy_1_1)(x) = —(=)" 2w 2 Fy (x) THS.

DF DT — R 0, . (1) DREHSE L 13,

o Hrltwe H e WS EHEBIL, sendfe TS —BEICEERA 32 LT, B —XEROROF
g% BB WET 5 (2.5).

e Fourier 2% (2.6) Z W T, &1 LDHI (2.7) IZ Poisson DMARZ#EHT 2 Z T, —“ZKT—
B R o (RIU 2 |

- 1 1 _(_i\1/2 —1/2
@kz,,u ) = ( 7’) Z e2miny
T w v M 271'1

veL'/L

k—1
(Z L, (T)O (T, w) + ch K (Tyw — )917,,(w)>

=0

(2.8)

2155,
e w=7+it+e (e>0) 2BEt— oo LMREENE Z 2T, FTADLT— 5755@91@”( ) 2GS, Z
ZTeDEENX, /i(w—7) D branch cut & D ENMNITTH 5.
D3IODBEENSLR->TWS., FHIZIXk=00DL %,

. 1 1 _ 1/2 —-1/2
G0, (__,__> el G D Oy, w)

T w \/_ veLl'/L
THBHIeds, w=1+it+e (€>0) IH>TE w — ico BEZ S I LT,
1 —1
VEL//L

2135, HEEL LT, n/4<|p| <3r/41THLT,
e—zr 51n2¢1
- Vw7

IR D VLD (BRI (24, 8.254]) , HIZ w =0 2RA LKL HIZM Y, erf (—iv/—mitn) e™'T
FHIR L CWRWZ YR T 5. — DD RAGIEETRR

—r2 cos2¢

erf(re'®) ~ (r — o0)

% = —isgn(Re(w — 7)) Tw j%d@ (Re(w — 7) # 0) (2.10)

ZHWBTET, TOL X6, ,(r) »EZ 3/2 DR, T4hbb

9 1 3/2 2772/41/0
w(2) -5 X

vel'/L

2T I, 7= 018BWT 6y, (1) BRI L, (210) 12BVWTE=0w— 0¥ L%
BAPPRT 2. Leh->T, (2.9) OFLUOMREZFIFL, f@ﬂ/%?%ié ZETRBEHNS.

12



Proposition 2.8. Re(1) #0 D& &, RDKILT 5.

~ 1 )12 th
Bo,u ( > + sgn(Re(r — Z 62”““’9 = —z/ _Buld)
M veLl'/L \/ —1 5 —|—

E>00DrE, T 0,0, (1) 1E T = 0 IBWTRMRD T % DI TldRW 20 U dinldtEhE Lam
EIWCRZED, 5FZ T3 Lemma 2.6 DB 7T — XKD TH) 2BWTIE, 20 &5 23ERADIE,N *
VRNT B0, FEOHEREEHT 2N TES. LL, I THENTAICEHEMNTES20 #%
ﬁﬁ%?éztm?é

Theorem 2.9 ([45]). Lemma 2.6, Lemma 2.7 L FROTEDD ¥, (24) O4U%E Uy (1) LEHRL,
j>0,0<k<n-—3I1TRL,

2P-1

1
mo-L ¥ el Y ¢ o),
e=(e1,..ey sn)e{:l:l}n v=0
1 2P—-1
- iy
O T T ) s
e=(e1,....en)E{E£1}" v=0

LHL. DY E Re(r) £ 0K L, ROMBEBAAE D 175,

n— 3 1 k 1e%)
= 1 R/ m@)
N —— ) = —sgn(Re(7))(—irt 1/25 E c _FLRI) )
M( 7_) gn( k ng 77gk )+ 0 /—_25_7_

Jj=

DEzgedsd e, XDOEHTHS. 3 AR L-SFIG [22] HPEA L7z WRT BB @)/ (g) 13 WRT
AZE W T (K) D |g) <1 EADILETH 57253, Z4UE Lemma 2.6 I2B W TATINIH 7 — X ORI
PIRENTz. Lawrence—Zagier [39] DIFFLD & 20 fF7z o 7o HIETIE A T — X BE D £ 7-RAEXOVAT
Rzxohz X5k b, BARNICIE Zwegers, Bringmann-Nazaroglu D7 A 7 7 ZHkik$ % Z £ T, WRT
BARL D RBUZEH R 2 50 iR 3 2 Z B IS L 7z,

Theorem 2.9 DF%R & LT, Witten (Andersen) DHEHIETHEDOEZINZAGEIHE 522 Z W TE 5.

Theorem 2.10 ([45]). Seifert RE VT =K M (p1,...,pn) D WRT AZ 4 7 (K) XL, K — 00l
B 2 RDOWHLNADL D ALD.

*@0 2P

R ()t~ ZEERGET S e (22) T (22)

m=1 Jj=1

Z 2T By(z) & n HFHD Bernoulli ZIHATH 5.

Z DFERHAEL [31, Proposition 4] £ =L TW3 Z L ICHERE L TEL. ARETEEED D ICEHl

LTW32, K — oo BT 2 EEIHZ I TRL, BRI ETHLOATVS. 7, ¢ DFEEUCHN
TW3 {—m?/4P} % Chern-Simons A A& TH % (KirkKlassen [37, Theorem 5.2] 3 & ¥ Andersen—
Mistegard [2, Propositoin 8] ZZ[) .
Remark 2.11. Gukov-Pei-Putrov-Vafa [26] @ homological block (&, Seifert FE @ —EKHICR ST, X
H —% D plumbed ZFEAICH L TEEINTWVWS., ZDE & Theorem 2.1 ¥ [[f£IZ, homological block D
1 DFARANDOMRPIFELTWRT ALREEFL WD, EWHMENREZ OGNS, ZOEIZOWTIERT,
AT E [46] B X UK E [48] DO DD S TR L TW5. — /T, Seifert =A€1Y —BRIATAR
W E D homological block DEREMEIZ-DWTIX, Bringmann-Mahlburg—Milas [14] D#fZE03H 5 6 DD,
FRERFERE L, BETRD TILAKTHS.
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