arXiv:2502.03074v2 [math.NT] 5 Apr 2025

ON STRING FUNCTIONS OF THE GENERALIZED PARAFERMIONIC THEORIES, MOCK THETA FUNCTIONS, AND FALSE THETA FUNCTIONS, II

NIKOLAY E. BOROZENETS AND ERIC T. MORTENSON

Abstract. Kac and Wakimoto introduced the admissible highest weight representations as a conjectural classification of all modular-invariant representations of the affine Kac–Moody algebras. For the affine Kac–Moody algebra A^{(1)}_1 their conjectural construction has been proved. Using their construction, Ahn, Chung, and Tye introduced the generalized Fateev–Zamolodchikov parafermionic theories. The characters of these parafermionic theories are string functions of admissible representations of A^{(1)}_1 up to a simple appropriate factor. Determining modular properties or explicitly calculating string functions and branching coefficients is an important yet wide-open problem. Outside of initial works of Kac, Peterson, and Wakimoto, little is known. Here we take a new approach by first developing a quasi-periodic notion of admissible string functions and then calculating the Zagier–Zwegers’ polar-finite decomposition for the admissible characters. As an application of the decomposition, we extend the results of our paper (Borozenets and Mortenson, 2024) for the affine Kac–Moody algebra A^{(1)}_1 , in that we obtain families of new mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/3 and 2/3-level string functions in terms of Ramanujan’s mock theta functions f3(q) and ω3(q). We also obtain an analogous family of new identities for the 1/5-level string functions in terms of Ramanujan’s four tenth-order mock theta functions. In addition, we give a heuristic argument for an expansion of the general positive-level admissible string functions in terms of Appell functions.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Kac–Wakimoto admissible characters and string functions 3 1.2. Characters of the generalized Fateev–Zamolodchikov parafermionic theories 5 1.3. Computation of the integrable string functions 5 2. New results 6 2.1. Quasi-periodic relations and cross-spin identities 6 2.2. A polar-finite decomposition and our first application 7 2.3. Mock theta functions and new mock theta conjecture-like identities 9 2.4. Heuristic calculations on the general positive-level admissible string functions 11 3. Overview of the paper 13 4. Technical preliminaries 13 5. Ramanujan’s classical mock theta functions 15 6. Families of theta function identities through Frye and Garvan 18 7. The quasi-periodic relations for general positive admissible-level string functions 21 8. A cross-spin identity for j/p–level string functions with j odd 26 8.1. Cross-spin identities for 1/2-level string functions 28 8.2. New cross-spin identities for 1/3-level string functions 29

Date: 5 April 2025.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11F37, 11F27, 33D90, 11B65; Secondary 17B67, 81R10, 81T40. Key words and phrases. string functions, parafermionic characters, admissible characters, polar-finite decomposition of Jacobi forms, Appell functions, mock theta functions. 1

9. The polar-finite decompositions for general positive admissible-level characters 29 10. New proof of mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/2-level string functions 35 11. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/3-level string functions 36 12. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 2/3-level string functions 37 12.1. The 2/3-level string functions with quantum number m = 0 42 12.2. The 2/3-level string functions with quantum number m = 2 42 13. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/5-level string functions 43 14. On the positive admissible-level string functions 45 15. Acknowledgments 51 References 51

1. Introduction

Kac and Wakimoto [40] initiated a program to describe the class of modular invariant representations of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras and superalgebras, that is, the representations with characters that possess modular behavior. This class is of special interest for many reasons. For modular invariant representations it is possible to establish many non-trivial asymptotic results, such as the calculation of asymptotic dimensions [40], which allows one to compute asymptotic growth of weight multiplicities [39], or, in general, branching coefficients [41]. Also, modular invariant representations are of interest in conformal field theory and string theory as it is possible to use the modular bootstrap approach to determine the exact spectrum of the conformal theories on the torus with Lie-algebraic symmetry [17, 18, 33, 34, 50]. For the affine Kac–Moody algebras, Kac and Wakimoto introduced the admissible highest weight representations as a conjectural classification of modular invariant representations [40, 42, 43]. Their conjecture is known to be true for the affine Kac–Moody algebra A^{(1)}_1 , but for general affine Kac–Moody algebras it is still open [48].

Many conformal field theories, such as Belavin–Polyakov–Zamolodchikov minimal models [7] and Fateev–Zamolodchikov (FZ) parafermionic theories [31], were interpreted in terms of the Goddard– Kent–Olive (GKO) coset construction with affine Kac–Moody algebra A^{(1)}_1 as a main ingredient [33, 35]. Results of Kac and Wakimoto [40] were used subsequently by many authors to generalize the unitary GKO coset theories from integrable integer-levels to admissible fractional-levels, and to study non-unitary conformal field theories. Non-unitary conformal field theories are objects of recent research as no unified approach to study them has emerged so far, and as they appear in various contexts, for example, as scaling limits of the models of statistical physics [19]. Using the GKO coset realization Ahn, Chung, and Tye [1], defined the generalized FZ parafermionic theories, which appeared to be generically non-unitary and also non-rational theories as they have an infinite number of primary fields with all but a finite number of them having negative conformal dimensions. In this work we observe the non-rationality of these theories in the sense of characters and introduce the quasi-periodic relations for the admissible string functions in contrast to the periodic relations in the rational case. The FZ parafermionic theories are of special interest because by combining them with bosonic models one can obtain large classes of important conformal field theories [1].

Determining the modular properties and explicitly computating string functions or, in general, the branching functions is an important problem. Kac and Peterson [39] derived the modular properties of string functions of the integrable highest weight representations on the whole modular group, and calculated them for certain cases in terms of theta functions. In [41] Kac and Wakimoto generalized these results and computed certain branching functions using methods of modular and conformal invariance.

The fractional admissible string functions as discussed in our paper [9] are expected to be mixed mock modular forms for positive-level and mixed false theta functions for negative levels. In [9], we not only deduced the mock modular transformation properties of the 1/2-level string functions and computed the string functions in terms of second-order mock theta functions, but we also found compact formulas for general negative-level admissible string functions in terms of false theta functions. In order to carry out our calculations, we appealed to mock modularity [65] and general formulas which expand Hecke-type double-sums in terms of Appell functions [38, 54, 58], which are the building blocks of Ramanujan’s mock theta functions.

Mock theta functions and false theta functions were famously observed by Ramanujan in the beginning of 20th century, in both his last letter to G. H. Hardy and the Lost Notebook. Recently, mock theta functions and false theta functions have appeared in various contexts in representation theory and mathematical physics, for example in the relations to the characters of vertex operator algebras or W-algebras [10, 11, 12, 13, 14], supercharacters [44, 45, 46, 47], Mathieu group M_{24} and Umbral Moonshine [20, 27], supercoset theories [28, 29], non-compact elliptic genus [63], Liouville theory [30], holomorphic anomaly in gauge theories [26, 49, 51], D3-instantons [2, 3], and black holes [4, 25]. In [25], polar-finite decompositions were originally developed.

Our approach here will be the Zagier–Zwegers polar-finite decomposition. Dabholkar, Murthy, and Zagier [25] extended results of Zwegers [65] and introduced a canonical decomposition of a meromorphic Jacobi form into a “finite” part and a “polar” part, where the former is a finite linear combination of theta functions with mock modular forms as coefficients, and the latter is completely determined by the poles of the meromorphic Jacobi form. In this paper we present a new approach to Zagier–Zwegers polar-finite decomposition by introducing quasi-periodic relations, which allow us to extend Zagier–Zwegers’ analysis to the case of admissible characters, which are vector-valued meromorphic Jacobi forms [41]. Using the polar-finite decomposition of admissible characters we then find mock theta conjecture-like identities for string functions of certain positive fractional-levels, thus extending our previous results [9].

Our plan for the rest of the introduction is as follows. In Section 1.1, we define the admissible highest weight representations of the affine Kac–Moody algebra A^{(1)}_1 and introduce the characters and string functions of these representations [40]. In Section 1.2 we discuss how admissible string functions and parafermionic characters are related. In Section 1.3 we recall some of Kac and Peterson’s expressions for integrable string functions in terms of theta functions.

1.1. Kac–Wakimoto admissible characters and string functions. For p ≥ 1, p^′ ≥ 2 coprime integers, we define the admissible-level as

N := p^′ p − 2. (1.1)

We then denote by L(λ) an admissible A^{(1)}_1 highest weight representation of highest weight

λ = λ^I − (N + 2)λ^F , (1.2)

where λ^I and λ^F are two integrable weights of levels p^′ − 2 and p − 1 respectively, that is, for 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p^′ − 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ p − 1 we have

λ^I = (p^′ − ℓ − 2)Λ_0 + ℓΛ_1,

λ^F = (p − k − 1)Λ_0 + kΛ_1,

where Λ_0 and Λ_1 are the fundamental weights of A^{(1)}_1 . In this sequel paper we will continue to consider only the case of k = 0, so that the spin, the coefficient of Λ_1 in (1.2), is equal to ℓ and hence is a positive integer. Again we remind the reader that when p = 1, admissible representations reduce to integrable ones [39], that is, the fractional part vanishes λ^F = 0.

Let q := e^{2πiτ} with Im(τ) > 0 and z ∈ C \{0}. The character for irreducible highest weight representation of admissible highest weight (1.2) is χ^N_ℓ (z; q) := Tr_{L(λ)} ( q^{sλ−d}z^{− 12 J 0} ) , (1.3) where d is a derivation, J^0 is the generator of the Cartan subalgebra of A_1 in the spin basis and

s_λ := − 1 8 + (ℓ + 1)^2 4(N + 2) . By the Weyl–Kac formula it is possible to express the character as

χ^N_ℓ (z; q) = ∑ σ=±1 σΘσ(ℓ+1),p^′ (z; q p) ∑ σ=±1 σΘσ,2(z; q) , (1.4)

where we denote the theta function as Θ_{n,m}(z; q) := ∑ j∈Z+n/2m q^{mj2} z^{−mj} . (1.5)

Using (1.4) Kac and Wakimoto showed that the characters form a vector-valued Jacobi form.

Let us denote the energy eigenspaces with respect to −d as L(λ)_{(n)} := {v ∈ L(λ) | (−d)v = nv } for n ∈ Z_{≥0} and the weight space associated to the weight μ = (N − m)Λ_0 + mΛ_1 (1.6) as L(λ)_{[m]} := {v ∈ L(λ) | J^0v = mv }. For admissible highest weight (1.2) and arbitrary weight (1.6) we define the string function as c^λ_μ = c^{N−ℓ,ℓ}_{N−m,m} = C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) := q^{sλ,μ} ∑ n≥0 dim(L(λ)_{[m]} ∩ L(λ)_{(n)})q^n,

where s_{λ,μ} := s_λ − m^2 4N . We also define the additional notation C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) := q^{−sλ,μ} C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) ∈ Z[[q]]. (1.7) From the definition we have the Fourier expansion χ^N_ℓ (z, q) = ∑ m∈2Z+ℓ C^N_{m,ℓ}(q)q^{m24N} z^{− 12 m}. (1.8)

We have the following symmetry of string functions [62, (3.4), (3.5)], [1, (2.40)] C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = C^N_{−m,ℓ}(q), C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = C^N_{N−m,N−ℓ}(q). For the integral level N we have the periodicity property [62, (3.5)] C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = C^N_{m+2N,ℓ}(q), (1.9) and hence from (1.8) the theta-expansion χ^N_ℓ (z, q) = ∑ 0≤m<2N m∈2Z+ℓ C^N_{m,l}(q)Θ_{m,N} (z, q). (1.10)

1.2. Characters of the generalized Fateev–Zamolodchikov parafermionic theories. We introduce the generalized FZ parafermionic theories as the GKO coset theory constructed from SL(2)_N Wess–Zumino–Witten theories

Z_N =

SL(2)_N U(1) , where N is the admissible-level (1.1). This theory has central charge c = 2(N − 1)/(N + 2). For integrable-level N this is the GKO coset realization of classical unitary FZ parafermionic theories [31]; for N = 2, 3 it describes respectively the Ising model and the three-state Potts model.

The SL(2)_N Hilbert spaces H_{N,ℓ} of spin ℓ can be decomposed into Hilbert spaces of states of fixed J^0 quantum number m as H_{N,ℓ} = ⨁ m∈2Z+ℓ H_{N,ℓ,m}. (1.11) Ahn, Chung, and Tye [1] factored H_{N,ℓ,m} into the FZ parafermionic Hilbert space and that of the boson, H_{N,ℓ,m} = H^{PF}_{N,ℓ,m} ⊗ H^b_{N,m}. (1.12) Let us denote the parafermionic character by e^N_{m,ℓ}(q), from (1.11) and (1.12) we get χ^N_ℓ (z, q) = ∑ m∈2Z+ℓ e^N_{m,ℓ}(q) · q^{m2}4N z^{− 1}2^m η(q) , (1.13)

where we denote the Dedekind eta-function as η(q) := q^{1/24} ∏ n≥1 (1 − q^n).

From (1.8) we see that e^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = η(q)C^N_{m,ℓ}(q). 1.3. Computation of the integrable string functions. An important problem in the representation theory of the affine Kac–Moody algebras is the explicit calculation of the string functions. Kac and Peterson [39] gave several examples of evaluations of string functions of integrable highest weight representations of A^{(1)}_1 in terms of theta functions. In order to state their results, let us introduce our notation for theta functions. We recall the q-Pochhammer notation

(x)_n = (x; q)_n := n−1∏ i=0 (1 − q^ix), (x)_∞ = (x; q)_∞ := ∏ i≥0 (1 − q^ix), and the theta function

j(x; q) := (x)_∞(q/x)_∞(q)_∞ = ∞∑ n=−∞ (−1)^nq(^{n2})x^n, (1.14)

where the last equality is the Jacobi triple product identity. We will frequently use the notation, J_{a,b} := j(q^a; q^b), J_{a,b} := q^{(b−2a)} 2 8b J_{a,b}, J_{a,b} := j(−q^a; q^b), and J_a := J_{a,3a} = ∏ i≥1 (1 − q^{ai}), (1.15)

where a, b are positive integers. One notes that the two definitions for theta functions are equivalent via the identity Θ_{n,m}(z; q) = z^{− n2} q^{n24m} j ( −q^{n+m}z^{−m}; q^{2m} ) . (1.16)

Among more general results, Kac and Peterson [39] showed

c^{01}_{01} = η(q)^{−1},

c^{11}_{11} = η(q)^{−2}η(q^2),

c^{21}_{21} = η(q)^{−2}q^{3/40}J_{6,15},

c^{40}_{22} = η(q)^{−2}η(q^6)η(q^{12})^2,

c^{40}_{40} − c^{40}_{04} = η(q^2)^{−2}.

Kac and Peterson appealed to modularity to prove such string function identities [39, p. 220]. In [38, Example 1.3], we find a closed expression in terms of theta functions for the general integrallevel string function. Additional calculations on integrable string functions can be found in [55, 56].

2. New results

In this section we present our new results on admissible characters and admissible string functions. In Section 2.1, we derive quasi-periodicity properties for admissible fractional-level string functions. Quasi-periodicity for fractional-level string functions will contrast with the periodicity properties for integral-level string functions. In Section 2.2, the defining Fourier expansion for string functions coupled with our notion of quasi-periodicity gives us a polar-finite decomposition of characters after Zagier et al. [25] and Zwegers [65]. The first application of which is to give a new proof of the mock theta conjecture-like identities of our paper [9]. In Section 2.3, we use our new polar-finite decomposition to express select characters in terms of mock theta conjecture-like identities for Ramanujan’s third-order and tenth-order mock theta functions. In Section 2.4, we give a heuristic argument to demonstrate that in general, that the positive admissible-level string functions are similar in form to the polar-finite decompositions for characters. We also draw comparisons with our formula for general negative-level admissible string functions in terms of false theta functions from our paper [9].

2.1. Quasi-periodic relations and cross-spin identities. Among the first of our results is a quasi-periodic relation for even-spin. For positive admissible-level string functions we have the following quasi-periodicity property in contrast to the periodicity property (1.9) for integral-level string functions.

Theorem 2.1. For (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j), we have the quasi-periodic relation for even-spin

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2jt+2s,2r(q) − (q) 3 ∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q) = (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−p(r−s)−^p_j s^{2 t}∑ i=1 q^{−2pj}(^{i2})^{−2psi}

× p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} ( q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)} )

× ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . In some situations, we have cross-spin identities in that we can relate odd-spin to even-spin.

Theorem 2.2. For (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j), j odd, we have the cross-spin identity for odd spin

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = (−1)^{p+1}q^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}_{2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1}(q) + (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(i+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(i+p+r)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)−2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{2r(m−p)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . 2.2. A polar-finite decomposition and our first application. The Fourier expansion (1.8) coupled with our notion of quasi-periodicity in Theorem 2.1 then gives us a polar-finite decomposition of characters after Zagier et al. [25] and Zwegers [65]. We point out that Zagier et al. carried out their polar-finite decomposition analysis for non-vector-valued meromorphic Jacobi forms. In our work, we consider admissible characters, which are vector-valued Jacobi forms. Whereas Zagier et al. used Cauchy’s theorem and considered residues, we carry out our polar-finite decomposition analysis in a different way: we employ quasi-periodicity properties. The polar-finite decomposition is written in terms of Appell-functions.

Following Hickerson and Mortenson [38] we define the Appell function as m(x, z; q) := 1 j(z; q) ∑ r∈Z (−1)^rq(^{r2})z^r 1 − q^{r−1}xz . (2.1)

Ramanujan’s classical mock theta functions can all be expressed in terms of Appell functions [38, Section 5]. As an example, Ramanujan’s classical second-order mock theta functions read

A_2(q) := ∑ n≥0 q^{n+1}(−q^2; q^2)_n (q; q^2)_{n+1} = ∑ n≥0 q^{(n+1)2} (−q; q^2)_n (q; q^2)^2_{n+1}

= −m(q, q^2; q^4), (2.2)

μ_2(q) := ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nq^{n2} (q; q^2)_n (−q^2; q^2)^2_n

= 2m(−q, −1; q^4) + 2m(−q, q; q^4), (2.3)

both of which appearing in the “Lost Notebook” [59, p. 8].

We will use our quasi-periodicity relation Theorem 2.1 to prove a polar-finite decomposition for characters of even-spin.

Theorem 2.3. For (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j), we have the polar-finite decomposition for even-spin χ^{(p,2p+j)} 2r (z; q) = j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)j(−z j q^{p(j−2s)}; q^{2pj})

+ 1 (q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−p(r−s)z−sj(−qp(j−2s)zj ; q2jp)^{p−1}∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ( q^{ms−2ps}m(−q^{jm−2ps}, −q^{p(j+2s)}z^{−j}; q^{2jp}) + q^{−ms}m(−q^{jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp}) ) . Remark 2.4. In a sense, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 are already in their most general forms, for we can easily replace j with (n − 2)p + j.

For j = 1 we have the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 2.5. For (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + 1), (m, ℓ) = (2k, 2r), we have χ^{(p,2p+1)} 2r (z; q) = C^{(p,2p+1)} 0,2r (q)j(−q pz; q^{2p}) + (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+1) +( p 2)−rp j(−q^pz; q^{2p}) (q)^3_∞ p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+1)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+1)}) − q^{2m(p−r)}j(−q^{−m(2p+1)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+1)}) ) × ( m(−q^m, −q^pz; q^{2p}) + m(−q^m, −q^pz^{−1}; q^{2p}) ) . Our first application of Theorem 2.3 will be to give new proofs of results found in [9, Corollaries 2.5, 2.6]. We recall the definition for Hecke-type double-sums. Let x, y ∈ C \{0}. Then f_{a,b,c}(x, y; q) := ∑ r,s≥0 − ∑ r,s<0 (−1)^{r+s}x^ry^sq^a(^r2)^{+brs+c}(^s2), (2.4)

where we define the discriminant to be D := b^2 − ac. Fractional-level string functions can be expressed in terms of Hecke-type double-sums. Let p^′ ≥ 2, p ≥ 1 be coprime integers, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p^′ − 2 and m ∈ 2Z + ℓ, then [9, Proposition 1.2], [62, (3.8)] gives (q)^3_∞C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = f_{1,p}′_{,2pp}′ (q^{1+ m+ℓ2} , −q^{p(p′+ℓ+1)}; q) − f_{1,p}′_{,2pp}′ (q^{m−ℓ2} , −q^{p(p′−(ℓ+1))}; q). (2.5) In [38, 58], Hecke-type double-sums (2.4) with positive discriminant D are extensively studied.

Expansions are obtained that express the double-sums in terms of theta and Appell functions, [38, Theorems 1.3, 1.4], [58, Corollary 4.2]. In our work [9], we used our newly-found modular transformation properties for 1/2-level string functions to relate the asymmetric Hecke-type double-sums in (2.5) for 1/2-level string functions to the more symmetric double-sums found in [38, Theorem 1.4], which one can easily evaluate in terms of mock theta functions.

For the 1/2-level string functions with quantum number m = 0 and even-spin we derived the mixed mock modular transformation properties on the whole modular group [9, Theorem 2.3]: ( C^{1/2}_{0,0} C^{1/2}_{0,2} ) (τ + 1) = ( ζ^{−1}_{40} 0 0 ζ^{−9}_{40} ) ( C^{1/2}_{0,0} C^{1/2}_{0,2} ) (τ) and ( C^{1/2}_{0,0} C^{1/2}_{0,2} ) (τ) = √ −iτ · 2 √ 5 ( sin (_{2π} 5 ) − sin (_π 5 ) − sin (_π 5 ) − sin (_{2π} 5 ) ) ( C^{1/2}_{0,0} C^{1/2}_{0,2} ) ( − 1 τ )

− i 2 · 1 η(τ)^3 · ( J_{1,5} J_{2,5} ) (τ) · ∫_{i∞} 0 η(z)^3 √ −i(z + τ) dz. Using the newly-found modular transformation properties we related the asymmetric Hecke-type double-sums of (2.5) for 1/2-level string functions to the more symmetric double-sums found in [38, Theorem 1.4], which one can easily evaluate in terms of mock theta functions. We found [9,

Corollaries 2.5, 2.6]: For (p, p^′) = (2, 5), (m, ℓ) = (0, 2r), r ∈ {0, 1}, we have

(q)^3_∞C^{1/2}_{0,2r}(q) = (−1)^r

J^4_1 J_4 J^4_2 j(q^{4r+12}; q^{20}) − 2q^{−r}j(q^{1+2r} ; q^5)A(−q), (2.6)

(q)^3_∞C^{1/2}_{0,2r}(q) = (−q)^{−r} 1 2 J^3_1 J_2J_4 j(−q^{2r+1}; −q^5) + q^{−r} 1 2 j(q^{1+2r}; q^5)μ(q). (2.7)

Not only does our new polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3 give new proofs of identities (2.6) and (2.7), but we can also obtain new string function identities in terms of other mock theta functions.

2.3. Mock theta functions and new mock theta conjecture-like identities. In Ramanujan’s last letter to Hardy, he gave a list of seventeen so-called mock theta functions. Each function was defined by Ramanujan as a q-series convergent for |q| < 1. Although the q-series are not theta functions, they do have certain asymptotic properties similar to those of ordinary theta functions. In the letter, one finds four ‘3rd’ order mock theta functions, ten ‘5th’ order functions, and three ‘7th’ order functions, as well as several identities relating the mock theta functions to each other.

Decades later, additional mock theta functions and mock theta function identities were found in the lost notebook [59]. In particular, we find the mock theta conjectures, which are ten identities where each identity expresses a different 5th order mock theta function in terms of a building block and a single quotient of theta functions. This particular building block is the so-called universal mock theta function g(x; q), which is defined

g(x; q) := x^{−1} ( − 1 + ∞∑ n=0 q^{n2} (x)_{n+1}(q/x)_n ) . Using our notation, two of the ten mock theta conjectures read [6, 36]

f_0(q) := ∞∑ n=0 q^{n2} (−q)_n = J_{5,10}J_{2,5} J_1

− 2q^2g(q^2; q^{10}),

f_1(q) := ∞∑ n=0 q^{n(n+1)} (−q)_n = J_{5,10}J_{1,5} J_1

− 2q^3g(q^4; q^{10}).

The universal mock theta function g(x; q) is only related to the odd-ordered mock theta functions. Appell functions are the building blocks for both even and odd-ordered mock theta functions [38, Section 5], [65]. In particular, the universal mock theta function can be expressed in terms of Appell functions [38, Proposition 4.2], [36, Theorem 2.2]:

g(x; q) = −x^{−1}m(q^2x^{−3}, x^2; q^3) − x^{−2}m(qx^{−3}, x^2; q^3).

We can use our polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3 to relate positive admissible-level string functions to other mock theta functions. To state another new result, we recall two of the thirdorder mock theta functions found in Ramanujan’s last letter to Hardy:

f_3(q) := ∑ n≥0 q^{n2} (−q)^2_n

, ω_3(q) := ∑ n≥0 q^{2n(n+1)} (q; q^2)^2_{n+1} . For asymptotic analysis of f_3(q) see [5, 16], and for the modularity of f_3(q) and ω_3(q) see [64].

For the 1/3-level string functions we have the result:

Theorem 2.6. For (p, p^′) = (3, 7), (m, ℓ) = (0, 2r), r ∈ {0, 1, 2} we have

(q)^3_∞C^{1/3}_{0,2r}(q) = (−q)^{−r}

(q)^3_∞ J_2 j(−q^{1+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{16+4r} ; q^{28}) j(−1; q)J_{28} − q^{2−2r} j(q^{6−2r}; q^{14})j(q^{26−4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} ω_3(−q) + q^{−r} 2 j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{14})j(q^{16+4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} f_3(q^2).

To relate odd-spin 1/3-level string functions to even-spin 1/3-level string functions, one could use the following specialization of Theorem 2.2

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(1+i−r)}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) (2.8) − q^{1+2(i−r)} j(q^{7+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} + q^{i−r} j(q^{2r}; q^{14})j(q^{14+4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} . For the 2/3-level string functions we have two results. We recall the floor function ⌊·⌋. We have

Theorem 2.7. For (p, p^′) = (3, 8), (m, ℓ) = (0, 2r), r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have

(q)^3_∞C^{2/3}_{0,2r}(q) = (−1)^{⌊(r+1)/2⌋} · q^{−r} 2 J^2_1 J_2 J^2_4 J_8 j(−q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{1+2r} ; q^8) − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ω_3(−q^2) + q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 f_3(q^4).

Theorem 2.8. For (p, p^′) = (3, 8), (m, ℓ) = (2, 2r), r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have

(q)^3_∞C^{2/3}_{2,2r}(q) = (−1)^{⌊(r+1)/2⌋} · q^{3−2r} 2 J^2_1 J_2 J^2_4 J_{32} j(q^{2+4r}; q^{32})j(q^{7−2r} ; q^{16}) − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 − 1 2 f_3(q^4) )

+ q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 − q^2ω_3(−q^2) ) . Of course, if one is familiar with the list of Appell function forms for the classical mock theta functions as found in [38, Section 5], and one has a feel for the polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3, one can make good guesses as to where which mock theta functions appear and for which string functions. However, can we continue the theme of a single-quotient of theta functions? This leads us to the four tenth-order mock theta functions.

Also in the lost notebook, we find the four tenth-order mock theta functions and their six identities [59]. The six identities were first proved by Choi [22, 23, 24] using methods similar to those of Hickerson [36, 37]. We recall the four tenth-order mock theta functions [22, 23, 24, 59]

ϕ_{10}(q) := ∑ n≥0 q(^{n+12} ) (q; q^2)_{n+1}

, ψ_{10}(q) := ∑ n≥0 q(^{n+22} ) (q; q^2)_{n+1} ,

X_{10}(q) := ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nq^{n2} (−q; q)_{2n} , χ_{10}(q) := ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nq^{(n+1)2} (−q; q)_{2n+1} .

The four functions satisfy six identities, each of which involves a single quotient of theta functions. Letting ω be a primitive third-root of unity. Two of the six identities read [22]

q^2ϕ_{10}(q^9) − ψ_{10}(ωq) − ψ_{10}(ω^2q) ω − ω^2 = −q J_{1,2} J_{3,6} · J_{3,15}J_6 J_3 , q^{−2}ψ_{10}(q^9) + ωϕ_{10}(ωq) − ω^2ϕ_{10}(ω^2q) ω − ω^2 = J_{1,2} J_{3,6} · J_{6,15}J_6 J_3 , with the other four being similar [23, 24]. Zwegers [66] has since given short proof of four of the identities. Mortenson [52] later gave short proofs of all six identities. For more on single-quotient identities involving mock theta functions and Appell functions see [53, 57].

For the 1/5-level string functions, we have the result:

Theorem 2.9. For (p, p^′) = (5, 11), (m, ℓ) = (0, 2r), r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, we have

(q)^3_∞C^{1/5}_{0,2r}(q) = −q^{r2−3r+1}J_{1,2}j(q^{4+8r} ; q^{22}) − q^{6−4r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{4+8r}j(−q^{6−10r}; q^{110}) ) × qϕ_{10}(−q) + q^{3−3r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{3+6r}j(−q^{17−10r}; q^{110}) ) × χ_{10}(q^2) − q^{1−2r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{2+4r}j(−q^{28−10r}; q^{110}) ) × (−ψ_{10}(−q)) + q^{−r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{39−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × X_{10}(q^2).

2.4. Heuristic calculations on the general positive-level admissible string functions. Earlier in the discussion we mentioned the results of Hickerson and Mortenson [38] as well as Mortenson and Zwegers [58, Corollary 4.2], where Hecke-type double-sums are expanded in terms of Appell functions and theta functions. In our work [9], we used the newly-found modular transformation properties for 1/2-level string functions to relate the asymmetric Hecke-type double-sums in (2.5) for 1/2-level string functions to the more symmetric double-sums found in [38, Theorem 1.4], which one can easily evaluate in terms of mock theta functions. Our new results such as Theorem 2.3 direct us towards a starting point for the general case. This brings us to the most general double-sum expansion which is found in [58, Corollary 4.2].

We first present a compact notation for a special family of Appell functions: Let a, b, and c be positive integers with D := b^2 − ac > 0. Then

m_{a,b,c}(x, y, z_1, z_0; q) := a−1∑ t=0 (−y)^tq^c(^{t2})j(q^{bt}x; q^a)m ( − q^a(^{b+12} )^{−c}(^{a+12} )^{−tD} (−y)^a (−x)^b , z_0; q^{aD} ) (2.9)

+ c−1∑ t=0 (−x)^tq^a(^{t2})j(q^{bt}y; q^c)m ( −q^c(^{b+12} )^{−a}(^{c+12} )^{−tD} (−x)^c (−y)^b , z_1; q^{cD} ) .

We have the following decomposition for the general form (2.4) with positive discriminant D.

Theorem 2.10. [58, Corollary 4.2] Let a, b, and c be positive integers with D := b^2 − ac > 0. For generic x and y, we have f_{a,b,c}(x, y; q) = m_{a,b,c}(x, y, −1, −1; q) + 1 j(−1; q^{aD} )j(−1; q^{cD}) · ϑ_{a,b,c}(x, y; q), where ϑ_{a,b,c}(x, y; q) := b−1∑ d^∗=0 b−1∑ e^∗=0 q^a(^{d−c/22} )^{+b(d−c/2)(e+a/2)+c}(^{e+a/22} )(−x)^{d−c/2}(−y)^{e+a/2}

· b−1∑ f=0 q^{ab2}(^{f2})^+ (_{a(bd+b2 +ce)−ac(b+1)/2})_f (−y)^{af} · j(−q^c (_{ad+be+a(b−1)/2+abf}) (−x)^c; q^{cb2} ) · j(−q^a (_{(d+b(b+1)/2+bf)(b2 −ac)+c(a−b)/2}) (−x)^{−ac}(−y)^{ab}; q^{ab2D}) · (q^{bD}; q^{bD})^3_∞j(q^{D(d+e)+ac−b(a+c)/2}(−x)^{b−c}(−y)^{b−a}; q^{bD}) j(q^{De+a(c−b)/2}(−x)^b(−y)^{−a}; q^{bD})j(q^{Dd+c(a−b)/2}(−y)^b(−x)^{−c}; q^{bD}) . Here d := d^∗ + {c/2} and e := e^∗ + {a/2}, with 0 ≤ {α} < 1 denoting fractional part of α.

The obvious question is, can Theorem 2.10 be used to explain our polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3? In a way, yes. Using Appell function properties found in [38, Section 3], one can obtain the right-hand side of Theorem 2.3 up to a theta function, where the theta function can be writen down explicitly in terms of (1.14). However, the theta expression is not practical for computing examples.

For our final result, we will give a heuristic argument for the following: For (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j) the general even-spin string function can be expressed modulo a theta function:

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}

2k,2r (q) (2.10)

= −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r+k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r+k−p)} × ( j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j−(2r+1))}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ( m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) + q^{2k(p−m)}m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) ) + theta, where by “∗” we mean any generic value. The heuristic expansion (2.10) gives a more refined look at the polar-finite decomposition of Theorem 2.3.

Finally, and to tie in with the title, the interested reader will immediately note the similarity with the false theta function expansion found in [9]. Let us recall that sg(r) := { 1 if r ≥ 0, −1 if r < 0. Theorem 2.7 of [9] reads: Let N := p^′/p − 2 be a negative admissible-level, that is, p ≥ 1, p^′ ≥ 2 are coprime integers and p^′ < 2p. For 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p^′ − 2, and m ∈ 2Z + ℓ we have

(q)^3_∞C^N_{m,ℓ}(q) = − 1 2 p−1∑ k=1 (−1)^kq^{( m−ℓ2 )k}q(^{k2}) ( j(−q^{p′k+p(p′−(ℓ+1))}; q^{2pp′} ) − q^{(1+ℓ)k}j(−q^{p′k+p(p′+ℓ+1)}; q^{2pp′} ) )

× ( ∑ R∈Z sg(R)q^{−p2NR2+pR(m−kN)} − q^{(k−p)(pN−m)} ∑ R∈Z sg(R)q^{−p2NR2+pR(m−(2p−k)N)} ) .

3. Overview of the paper We begin with some preliminaries. In Section 4, we will review basic facts about theta functions, Appell functions, and Hecke-type double-sums. We will also give a more convenient form of the Weyl–Kac character formula (1.4). In Section 5, we give alternate Appell function forms for Ramanujan’s third-order and tenth-order mock theta functions. In Section 6, we prove the three families of theta function identities necessary for the proofs of mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorems 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9.

In Section 7, we prove the even-spin quasi-periodic relation found in Theorem 2.1. In Section 8, we give a proof of the j-odd cross-spin identity of Theorem 2.2. Using Theorem 2.2, we also give a new proof of the old 1/2-level cross-spin identity [9, Corollary 5.1], as well as a proof of a new 1/3-level cross-spin identity (2.8)

In Section 9, we use our quasi-periodic relation of Theorem 2.1 to prove our even-spin polar-finite decomposition of Theorem 2.3. In Sections 10–13, we use our polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3 to give proofs of the old mock theta conjecture-like identities (2.2) and (2.3), as well as the new mock theta conjecture-like identities of Theorems 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9. In Section 10, we prove (2.2) and (2.3). In Section 11 we prove Theorem 2.6. In Section 12 we prove Theorems 2.7 and 2.8. In Section 13 we prove Theorem 2.9.

In Section 14, we give a heuristic argument to support our mod theta expansion for the positive admissible-level even-spin string function (2.10).

4. Technical preliminaries We will frequently use the following product rearrangements:

J_{0,1} = 2J_{1,4} =

2J^2_2 J_1

, J_{1,2} =

J^5_2 J^2_1 J^2_4

, J_{1,2} =

J^2_1 J_2

, J_{1,3} =

J_2J^2_3 J_1J_6 , J_{1,4} =

J_1J_4 J_2

, J_{1,6} =

J_1J^2_6 J_2J_3

, J_{1,6} =

J^2_2 J_3J_{12} J_1J_4J_6 . Following from the definitions are the general identities:

j(q^nx; q) = (−1)^nq^−(^{n2})x^{−n}j(x; q), n ∈ Z, (4.2a) j(x; q) = j(q/x; q) = −xj(x^{−1}; q), (4.2b) j(x; q) = J_1j(x, qx, . . . , q^{n−1}x; q^n)/J^n_n if n ≥ 1, (4.2c) j(x; −q) = j(x; q^2)j(−qx; q^2)/J_{1,4}, (4.2d) j(x^n; q^n) = J_nj(x, ζ_nx, . . . , ζ^{n−1}_n x; q^n)/J^n_1 if n ≥ 1. (4.2e) j(z; q) = m−1∑ k=0 (−1)^kq(^{k2})z^kj ( (−1)^{m+1}q(^{m2} )^{+mk}z^m; q^{m2} ) , (4.2f)

j(qx^3; q^3) + xj(q^2x^3; q^3) = j(−x; q)j(qx^2; q^2)/J_2 = J_1j(x^2; q)/j(x; q), (4.2g) where identity (4.2g) is the quintuple product identity. For later use, we state the m = 2 specialization of (4.2f) j(z; q) = j(−qz^2; q^4) − zj(−q^3z^2; q^4). (4.3) We recall the classical partial fraction expansion for the reciprocal of Jacobi’s theta product. Here z is not an integral power of q: ∑ n∈Z (−1)^nq(^{n+12} ) 1 − q^nz = J^3_1 j(z; q) . (4.4)

We then recall [36, Theorem 1.1] j(x; q)j(y; q) = j(−xy; q^2)j(−qx^{−1}y; q^2) − xj(−qxy; q^2)j(−x^{−1}y; q^2), (4.5) and [36, Theorem 1.2] j(−x; q)j(y; q) − j(x; q)j(−y; q) = 2xj(x^{−1}y; q^2)j(qxy; q^2), (4.6) j(−x; q)j(y; q) + j(x; q)j(−y; q) = 2j(xy; q^2)j(qx^{−1}y; q^2). (4.7) We will need to use a few elementary properties of Appell functions [38, Section 3], [65].

Proposition 4.1. For generic x, z ∈ C^∗ m(x, z; q) = m(x, qz; q), (4.8a) m(x, z; q) = x^{−1}m(x^{−1}, z^{−1}; q), (4.8b) m(qx, z; q) = 1 − xm(x, z; q). (4.8c) We have the changing-z property:

Theorem 4.2. For generic x, z_0, z_1 ∈ C^∗ m(x, z_1; q) − m(x, z_0; q) = Ψ(x, z_1, z_0; q), (4.9) where Ψ(x, z_1, z_0; q) := z_0J^3_1 j(z_1/z_0; q)j(xz_0z_1; q) j(z_0; q)j(z_1; q)j(xz_0; q)j(xz_1; q)

. (4.10)

The changing-z theorem has the following immediate corollary Corollary 4.3. We have m(x, q, z) = m(x, q, x^{−1}z^{−1}). (4.11) We also have a general form of the changing-z theorem:

Theorem 4.4. [38, Theorem 3.5] For generic x, z, z^′ ∈ C \{0} m(x, q, z) = n−1∑ r=0 q^−(^{r+12} )(−x)^rm ( −q(^{n2})^{−nr}(−x)^n, q^{n2} , z^′ )

+ z^′J^3_n j(xz; q)j(z^′ ; q^{n2} ) n−1∑ r=0 q(^{r2})(−xz)^rj ( −q(^{n2})^{+r}(−x)^nzz^′; q^n ) j(q^{nr}z^n/z^′; q^{n2} ) j ( −q(^{n2})(−x)^nz^′; q^n ) j ( q^rz; q^n ) . We have an important functional equation for double-sums:

Proposition 4.5. [38, Proposition 6.3] For x, y ∈ C^∗ and ℓ, k ∈ Z f_{a,b,c}(x, y; q) = (−x)^ℓ(−y)^kq^a(^{ℓ2})^{+bℓk+c}(^{k2})f_{a,b,c}(q^{aℓ+bk}x, q^{bℓ+ck}y; q) + ℓ−1∑ m=0 (−x)^mq^a(^{m2} )j(q^{mb}y; q^c) + k−1∑ m=0 (−y)^mq^c(^{m2} )j(q^{mb}x; q^a), (4.12)

where when b < a, we follow the usual summation convention b∑ r=a c_r := − a−1∑ r=b+1 c_r, e.g. −1∑ r=0 c_r = − −1∑ r=0 c_r = 0. (4.13)

We also have a more convenient form of the Weyl–Kac theorem:

Proposition 4.6. We have

χ^{(p,p′)}_ℓ (z; q) = z^{− ℓ+12} q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) − z^{ℓ+1}j(−q^{−p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) z^{− 1}2 q^18 j(z; q) . Proof of Proposition 4.6. We recall (1.4): χ^N_ℓ (z; q) = ∑ σ=±1 σΘσ(ℓ+1),p^′ (z; q p) ∑ σ=±1 σΘσ,2(z; q) . We consider general (p, p^′). We first change the notation of the theta functions using (1.16).

This gives χ^{(p,p′)}_ℓ (z; q) = Θ_{(ℓ+1),p}′ (z; q^p) − Θ_{−(ℓ+1),p}′ (z; q^p) Θ_{1,2}(z; q) − Θ_{−1,2}(z; q) = z^{− ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) − z^{ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{−p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) z^{− 1}2 q^18 j(−q^3z^{−2}; q^4) − z^12 q^18 j(−qz^{−2}; q^4) . We then adjust the denominator using (4.2b) and (4.3) to obtain χ^{(p,p′)}_ℓ (z; q) = z^{− ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) − z^{ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{−p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) z^{− 1}2 q^18 j(−qz^2; q^4) − z^12 q^18 j(−q^3z^2; q^4) = z^{− ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) − z^{ℓ+1}2 q^{p (ℓ+1)} 2 4p′ j(−q^{−p(ℓ+1)+pp′} z^{−p′} ; q^{2pp′} ) z^{− 1}2 q^18 j(z; q) . Factoring out common terms in the numerator gives the result. □ 5. Ramanujan’s classical mock theta functions From [38, Section 5], we have the following classical mock theta functions in Appell function form.

‘3rd order’ functions f_3(q) = ∑ n≥0 q^{n2} (−q)^2_n

= 2m(−q, q; q^3) + 2m(−q, q^2; q^3) (5.1)

ω_3(q) = ∑ n≥0 q^{2n(n+1)} (q; q^2)^2_{n+1}

= −q^{−1}m(q, q^2; q^6) − q^{−1}m(q, q^4; q^6) (5.2)

‘10th order’ functions ϕ_{10}(q) = ∑ n≥0 q(^{n+12} ) (q; q^2)_{n+1}

= −q^{−1}m(q, q; q^{10}) − q^{−1}m(q, q^2; q^{10}) (5.3)

ψ_{10}(q) = ∑ n≥0 q(^{n+22} ) (q; q^2)_{n+1}

= −m(q^3, q; q^{10}) − m(q^3, q^3; q^{10}) (5.4)

X_{10}(q) = ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nq^{n2} (−q; q)_{2n} = m(−q^2, q; q^5) + m(−q^2, q^4; q^5) (5.5)

χ_{10}(q) = ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nq^{(n+1)2} (−q; q)_{2n+1}

= m(−q, q^2; q^5) + m(−q, q^3; q^5) (5.6)

Using the known Appell function forms of the mock theta functions that we will be using, we find more convenient Appell function forms. Proposition 5.1. We have

2m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) = 1 2 f_3(q^4) − 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24}

, (5.7)

2m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) = q^2ω_3(−q^2) − q^2

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6

. (5.8)

Proposition 5.2. We have

2m(−q, q^5; q^{10}) = qϕ_{10}(−q) − q

J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{3,10}

, (5.9)

2m(−q^2, q^5; q^{10}) = χ_{10}(q^2) − q^2

J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{4,10}

, (5.10)

2m(−q^3, q^5; q^{10}) = −ψ(−q) − q

J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{1,10}

, (5.11)

2m(−q^4, q^5; q^{10}) = X_{10}(q^2) −

J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{2,10}

. (5.12)

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We prove (5.7). Theorem 4.2 allows us to write

2m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) = m(−q^4, −1; q^{12}) −

J^3_{12}j(−q^6; q^{12})J_{10,12} J_{6,12}J_{2,12}J_{0,12}J_{4,12}

+ m(−q^4, q^4; q^{12}) + q^4

J^3_{12}J_{2,12}j(−q^{14}; q^{12}) J_{6,12}J_{2,12}J_{4,12}J_{8,12} . Using (4.2a) and the Appell function form of f_3(q) (5.1) gives us

2m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) = 1 2 f_3(q^4) −

J^3_{12}J_{10,12} J_{6,12}J_{2,12}J_{4,12} ( J_{6,12}J_{8,12} − q^2J_{0,12}J_{2,12} J_{0,12}J_{8,12} ) . Using a classic theta function identity (4.5) gives

2m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) = 1 2 f_3(q^4) −

J^3_{12}J_{10,12} J_{6,12}J_{2,12}J_{4,12} ( j(q^2; q^6)j(q^4; q^6)

J_{0,12}J_{8,12} ) . The result follows from elementary product rearrangements.

We prove (5.8). Using Theorem 4.2 we have

2m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) = m(−q^2, q^4; q^{12}) + q^4

J^3_{12}J_{2,12}J_{0,12} J_{6,12}J_{4,12}J_{4,12}J_{6,12}

+ m(−q^2, q^8; q^{12}) + q^8

J^3_{12}j(q^{−2}; q^{12})j(−q^{16}; q^{12}) J_{6,12}J_{4,12}J_{4,12}J_{2,12} . We adjust the theta functions with (4.2a) and then use the Appell function form of ω_3(q) (5.2). This gives us

2m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) = q^2ω_3(−q^2) − q^2

J^3_{12}J_{2,12} J_{6,12}J_{4,12}J_{4,12} ( J_{4,12}J_{6,12} − q^2J_{0,12}J_{2,12} J_{2,12}J_{6,12} ) .

Using the identity (4.5) yields

2m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) = q^2ω_3(−q^2) − q^2

J^3_{12}J_{2,12} J_{6,12}J_{4,12}J_{4,12} ( j(q^2; q^6)j(q^4; q^6) J_{2,12}J_{6,12} ) . Elementary product rearrangements give the result. □

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We prove (5.9). Using Theorem 4.2, gives

2m(−q, q^5; q^{10}) = m(−q, −q; q^{10}) +

J^3_{10}j(−q^4; q^{10})j(q^7; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10}

+ m(−q, q^2; q^{10}) +

J^3_{10}j(q^3; q^{10})j(−q^8; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{3,10}J_{2,10} . Using (5.3), we then get

2m(−q, q^5; q^{10}) = qϕ_{10}(−q) − q

J^3_{10}j(−q^4; q^{10})j(q^7; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10}

+ q^2

J^3_{10}j(q^3; q^{10})j(−q^8; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{3,10}J_{2,10} = qϕ_{10}(−q) − q J^3_{10}J_{3,10} J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{2,10} ( J_{3,10}J_{6,10} − qJ_{8,10}J_{1,10} J_{1,10}J_{3,10} ) . Using (4.5) gives

2m(−q, q^5; q^{10}) = qϕ_{10}(−q) − q

J^3_{10}J_{3,10} J_{5,10}J_{6,10}J_{2,10} ( J_{1,5}J_{2,5} J_{1,10}J_{3,10} )

= qϕ_{10}(−q) − q J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{1,5}J_{3,10} . We prove (5.10). Using Theorem 4.2, gives

2m(−q^2, q^5; q^{10}) = m(−q^2, q^4; q^{10}) + q^4

J_{10}J_{1,10}j(−q^{11}; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{3,10}J_{4,10}J_{4,10}

+ m(−q^2, q^6; q^{10}) + q^6

J^3_{10}j(q^{−1}; q^{10})j(−q^{13}; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{3,10}J_{6,10}J_{2,10} . Using (5.6), we then get

2m(−q^2, q^5; q^{10}) = χ_{10}(q^2) − q^2

J^3_{10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{3,10}J_{4,10} ( J_{3,10}J_{6,10} − qJ_{8,10}J_{1,10} J_{2,10}J_{6,10} ) . Using (4.5) gives

2m(−q^2, q^5; q^{10}) = χ_{10}(q^2) − q^2

J^3_{10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{3,10}J_{4,10} ( J_{1,5}J_{2,5} J_{2,10}J_{6,10} )

= χ_{10}(q^2) − q^2

J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{2,5}J_{6,10} .

We prove (5.11). Using Theorem 4.2, gives

2m(−q^3, q^5; q^{10}) = m(−q^3, −q, q^{10}) − q

J^3_{10}J_{4,10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{2,10}J_{1,10}J_{4,10}

+ m(−q^3, −q^3; q^{10}) − q^3

J^3_{10}J_{2,10}J_{11,10} J_{5,10}J_{2,10}J_{3,10}J_{4,10} . Using (4.6) and then (4.7) gives

2m(−q^3, q^5; q^{10}) = −ψ(−q) − q

J^3_{10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{2,10}J_{4,10} ( J_{3,10}J_{6,10} − qJ_{8,10}J_{1,10}

J_{1,10}J_{3,10} )

= −ψ(−q) − q J^3_{10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{2,5}J_{4,10} ( J_{1,5}J_{2,5} J_{1,10}J_{3,10} )

= −ψ(−q) − q J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{1,10} . We prove (5.12). Using Theorem 4.2, gives

2m(−q^4, q^5; q^{10}) = m(−q^4, q^2; q^{10}) + q^2

J^3_{10}J_{3,10}j(−q^{11}; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10}J_{4,10}

+ m(−q^4, q^8; q^{10}) + q^8

J^3_{10}j(q^{−3}; q^{10})j(−q^{17}; q^{10}) J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{8,10}j(−q^{12}; q^{10}) . Using (5.5) and (4.2a) yields

2m(−q^4, q^5; q^{10}) = X_{10}(q^2) + q

J^3_{10}J_{3,10}J_{1,10} J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10}J_{4,10} − J^3_{10}J_{3,10}J_{3,10} J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{8,10}J_{2,10}

= X_{10}(q^2) −

J^3_{10}J_{3,10} J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10} ( J_{3,10}J_{6,10} − qJ_{8,10}J_{1,10}

J_{2,10}J_{4,10} )

= X_{10}(q^2) −

J^3_{10}J_{3,10} J_{5,10}J_{1,10}J_{2,10} ( J_{1,5}J_{2,5} J_{2,10}J_{4,10} )

= X_{10}(q^2) −

J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{2,10} . □ 6. Families of theta function identities through Frye and Garvan In this section we prove the three families of theta function identities that are necessary to the proofs of the 2/3-level mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorems 2.7 and 2.8, and the 1/5-level mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorem 2.9.

For the quantum-number zero, even-spin, 2/3-level mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorem 2.7, we need to prove Proposition 6.1. For r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have

(−1)^{κ(r)}

J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{27+6r}; q^{48}) + q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r}; q^{32}) J_{32}

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6

− q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24}

= (−1)^{δ(r)} q^{−r} 2 J^2_1 J_2 J^2_4 J_8 j(−q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{1+2r}; q^8),

where κ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 1, 1 if r = 2, 3, and δ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 3, 1 if r = 1, 2.

For the quantum-number two, even-spin, 2/3-level mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorem 2.8, we need to prove

Proposition 6.2. For r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have −(−1)^{κ(r)}q^{6−3r} J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} + q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} q^2

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6

= (−1)^{δ(r)} q^{3−2r} 2 J^2_1 J_2 J^2_4 J_8

J_8 J_{32} j(q^{2+4r}; q^{32})j(q^{7−2r} ; q^{16}),

where κ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 1, 1 if r = 2, 3, and δ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 3, 1 if r = 1, 2.

And lastly for the quantum-number zero, even-spin, 1/5-level mock theta conjecture-like identities found in Theorem 2.9, we need to prove

Proposition 6.3. For r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, we have

−q^{r2−3r+1}J_{1,2}j(q^{4+8r} ; q^{22})

= 2(−1)^r

(q)^3_∞ J_{5,10} j(q^{50−10r} ; q^{110}) j(−1; q) + q^{6−4r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{4+8r}j(−q^{6−10r}; q^{110}) ) × q J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{3,10} − q^{3−3r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{3+6r}j(−q^{17−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × q^2 J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{4,10}

+ q^{1−2r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{2+4r}j(−q^{28−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × q J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{1,10} − q^{−r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{39−10r}; q^{110}) ) × J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{2,10} . Proofs of Proposition 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3. We use Frye and Garvan’s Maple packages qseries and thetaids [32] to prove all three families of theta function identities. As a running example, we use their method to prove the family of identities in Proposition 6.1.

We normalize the family of identities to obtain an equivalent family, which is suitable for Frye and Garvan [32]. Here we rewrite two theta functions according to the simple product rearrangement

j(−q^a; q^m) = j(q^{2a}; q^{2m}) j(q^a; q^m)

J^2_m J_{2m} . This gives the equivalent g_r(τ) := f_{1,r}(τ) + f_{2,r}(τ) − f_{3,r}(τ) − 1 = 0, (6.1) where

f_{1,r}(τ) := 1 Ψ_r(τ)

(−1)^{κ(r)}

J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(q^{54+12r}; q^{96}) j(q^{27+6r} ; q^{48})

J^2_{48} J_{96} , f_{2,r}(τ) := 1 Ψ_r(τ) q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32}

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6 , f_{3,r}(τ) := 1 Ψ_r(τ) q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} , and Ψ_r(τ) := (−1)^{δ(r)} q^{−r} 2 J^2_1 J_2 J^2_4 J_8 j(q^{14−4r} ; q^{32}) j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})

J^2_{16} J_{32} j(q^{1+2r}; q^8).

For the first step, we use [61, Theorem 18] to verify that each f_{i,r}(τ) is a modular function on Γ_1(96) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 and 0 ≤ r ≤ 3. We note that the second family of identities also deals with modular functions on Γ_1(96); whereas the third family deals with modular functions on Γ_1(220).

For the second step, we use [21, Corollary 4] to find a complete set S_{96} of inequivalent cusps for Γ_1(96). For Γ_1(96) there are 128 inequivalent cusps; whereas for Γ_1(220), there are 400 inequivalent cusps. We determine the fan width of each cusp ζ, call it κ(ζ, Γ_1(96)).

For the third step, we use [8, Lemma 3.2] to determine the invariant order of each modular function f_{i,r} at each cusp ζ (mod Γ_1(96)), call it ord(f_{i,r}, ζ).

For the fourth step, we use the valence formula [60, p. 98] to calculate to which order O(q^n) we need to confirm identity (6.1). Let f be a nonzero modular form of weigh k with respect to a subgroup Γ of Γ(1) := SL_2(Z). We define

ORD(f, Γ) := ∑ ζ∈R^⋆ ORD(f, ζ, Γ), where ORD(f, ζ, Γ) := κ(ζ, Γ)ord(f, ζ),

where R^⋆ is a fundamental domain region for Γ, and ζ is a cusp (mod Γ). If μ is defined to be the index of ^Γ in ^Γ(1) the valence formula then reads

ORD(f, Γ) = 1 12 μk. However, we have k = 0, so in our case ORD(f, Γ) = 0.

Hence if we define B_r := ∑ s∈S_{96} s≠i∞ min({ORD(f_{j,r}, s, Γ_1(96)) : 1 ≤ j ≤ n} ∪ {0}),

then we know that (6.1) is true if and only if ORD(g_r(τ), i∞, Γ_1(96)) > −B_r.

More details for the process can be found in [60, p. 91]. For the first and second family of identities, we find that B_r = −200. For the third family of identities we have B_r = −1415 for r = 0, 2 but B_r = −1416 for r = 1, 3, 4.

For the fifth and final step, we verify identity (6.1) out through O(q^{202}). □

7. The quasi-periodic relations for general positive admissible-level string functions We prove Theorem 2.1, but we will do so in a series of steps. We first recall the Hecke-type double-sum form for our string function. Let p^′ ≥ 2, p ≥ 1 be co-prime integers, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p^′ − 2 and m ∈ 2Z + ℓ. We specialize (2.5) with (m, ℓ) = (2k, 2r), (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j). This gives (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) = f1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)(q 1+k+r, −qp(2p+j+2r+1); q) (7.1) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q). Using the functional equation Proposition 4.5 for Hecke-type double-sums, we are able to establish the following relation:

Proposition 7.1. We have the following expression

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.2) = − 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Taking advantage of some cancellation as well as some symmetries brings us to a more compact expression:

Proposition 7.2. We have

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) = −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)}(q^{mk} − q^{−m(k+j)}) × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Now we can start the proof of the Theorem 2.1. The proofs of the two propositions follow.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Changing the string function notation with (1.7), we have

q^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) − p j k^2 C(p,2p+j) 2k,2r (q) = C (p,2p+j) 2k,2r (q). Hence we have

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) = −(−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) − p j k^2 q(^p_2)−p(k+r) p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)}(q^{mk} − q^{−m(k+j)})

× ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Rearranging terms and replacing k → k − j gives (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k−2j,2r(q) = (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) − p j (k−j)^2 q(^p_2)−p(k−j+r) p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)}(q^{m(k−j)} − q^{−mk}) × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Simplifying the exponents yields

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k−2j,2r(q) = (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) − p j k^2 q(^p_2)+p(k−r) p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)}(q^{m(k−j)} − q^{−mk}) × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Now, we consider m = 2k, k = jt + s, 0 ≤ s ≤ j − 1. This allows us to write (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2jt+2s,2r(q) − (q) 3 ∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2j(t−1)+2s,2r(q) = (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) − p j (jt+s)^2 q(^p_2)+p(jt+s−r) p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × (q^{m(jt+s−j)} − q^{−m(jt+s)}) ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

= (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−2pj(^t_2)−p(r−s+2st)−^p_j s^{2 p−1}∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × (q^{m(jt+s−j)} − q^{−m(jt+s)}) ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Iterating gives us

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2jt+2s,2r(q) = (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q) + (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) t∑ i=1 q(^{p2})^{−2pj}(^{i2})^{−p(r−s+2si)− pj s2} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Rewriting the expression gives the result. □ Proof of Proposition 7.1. In Proposition 4.5, we set (ℓ, k) = (−2p, 1). For the first double-sum in (7.1), this gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) = (−q^{1+k+r})^{−2p}(q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)})q(^{−2p2} )^{−2p(2p+j)} × f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) + −2p−1∑

m=0 (−q^{1+k+r})^mq(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)}q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + j(q^{1+k+r}; q) = q^{−p(2k+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) − −1∑ m=−2p (−q^{1+k+r})^mq(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)}q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}),

where in the last equality we have used the summation convention (4.13) and the fact that j(q^n; q) = 0 for n ∈ Z. Simplifying some more yields

f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) (7.3) = q^{−p(2k+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) − 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

For the second double-sum in (7.1), the same approach yields f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) = (−q^{k−r})^{−2p}(q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)})q(^{−2p2} )^{−2p(2p+j)} × f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) + −2p−1∑

m=0 (−q^{k−r})^mq(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)}q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + j(q^{k−r}; q) = q^{−p(2k+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) − −1∑ m=−2p (−q^{k−r})^mq(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)}q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = q^{−p(2k+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1)}; q) − 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}). Applying (4.2b) to the theta function yields f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) (7.4) = q^{−p(2k+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1)}; q)

− 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Subtracting (7.4) from (7.3) gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) = q^{−p(2k+j)} ( f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r+j}, −q^{p(2p+j−(2r+1))}; q) )

− 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ 2p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Using the string function notation (7.1), we obtain the stated result. □ Proof of Proposition 7.2. We first note that the terms for m = p in the first and second sums in (7.2) cancel. This follows from (4.2a) and simplifying: −(−1)^pq^{−p(1+k+r)}q(^{p+12} )j(−q^{p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + (−1)^pq^{−p(k−r)}q(^{p+12} )j(−q^{2p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = −(−1)^pq^{−p(1+k+r)}q(^{p+12} )j(−q^{p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + (−1)^pq^{−p(k−r)}q(^{p+12} )q^{−p(2r+1)}j(−q^{p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = 0.

So we can omit the two terms for m = p and break up the two summations in (7.2) to write (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.5) = − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

In the first and third summation symbols of (7.5), we make the substitution m → p − m:

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.6) = − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q^{(m−p)(1+k+r)}q(^{p−m+12} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q^{(m−p)(k−r)}q(^{p−m+12} )j(−q^{(2p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

In the third summation of (7.6), we use (4.2a) and simplify. This gives (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.7)

= −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)−mp}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(1+k+r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k−r+p+j−1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + 2p∑ m=p+1 (−1)^mq^{−m(k−r)}q(^{m+12} )j(−q^{(p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

In the second and fourth summations of (7.7) we make the substitution m → p + m:

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.8)

= −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)−mp}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − p∑ m=1 (−1)^{p+m}q^{−(m+p)(1+k+r)}q(^{p+m+12} )j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k−r+p+j−1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + p∑ m=1 (−1)^{p+m}q^{−(m+p)(k−r)}q(^{p+m+12} )j(−q^{(2p+m)(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

In the fourth summation of (7.8) we use (4.2a). This brings us to

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) (7.9)

= −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r−p)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(k+r−p+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(r−k−p−j+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p−j)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Now, in the second and fourth summations in (7.9), we see that the terms for m = p cancel:

−q(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)}q(^{p+12} )^{−p(k+r−p+1)}j(−q^{−p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + q(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)}q(^{p+12} )^{+p(r−k−p−j)}j(−q^{p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = −q(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)}q(^{p+12} )^{−p(k+r−p+1)}j(−q^{−p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) + q(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)}q(^{p+12} )^{+p(r−k−p−j)}q^{p(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}j(−q^{−p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = 0, where we used (4.2a) and simplified. In (7.9), we group together the first and fourth summations as well as the second and third summations to obtain (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) = (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p−j)}(1 − q^{m(2k+j)})

× j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(r+k−p+1)}(1 − q^{m(2k+j)}) × j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}). Combining the remaining two sums yields (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) − (q) 3 ∞q^{−p(2k+j)}C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k+2j,2r(q) = (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(k+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p−j)}(1 − q^{m(2k+j)}) × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Rewriting the exponents gives the result. □

8. A cross-spin identity for j/p–level string functions with j odd In this section we prove the cross-spin identity in Theorem 2.2. At the end of the section we will give a new proof of the old 1/2-level cross-spin identities [9, Corollary 5.1]: (q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{1,2r−1}(q) = −q^{3−2r}(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,4−2r}(q) + q^{1−r}j(q^{2r}; q^5), and we will give new 1/3-level cross-spin identities:

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(1+i−r)}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) − q^{1+2(i−r)} j(q^{7+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} + q^{i−r} j(q^{2r}; q^{14})j(q^{14+4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} .

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Using the Hecke-type form for string functions (2.5), we write (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = f1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)(q i+r, −q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{i−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r)}; q). In the functional equation for Hecke-type double-sums (4.12), we set (ℓ, k) = (p, −1). This gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{i+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q) = (−1)^pq^{p(i+r)−p(2p+j+2r)+}(^{p2})^{−p(2p+j)+2p(2p+j)}f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{−p−j+i+r}, −q^{p(2r)}; q) + p−1∑ m=0 (−1)^mq^{m(i+r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)}q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

+ −2∑ m=0 q^{mp(2p+j+2r)}q^{2p(2p+j)}(^{m2} )j(q^{m(2p+j)}q^{i+r}; q).

We then simplify and use the fact that j(q^n; q) = 0 for n ∈ Z. This yields f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{i+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q) = (−1)^pq^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{−p−j+i+r}, −q^{2pr}; q) + p−1∑ m=0 (−1)^mq^{m(i+r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Now in the functional equation (4.12), we specialize (ℓ, k) = (p, 0) to get f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{i−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r)}; q) = (−1)^pq^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{p+i−r}, −q^{p(4p+2j−2r)}; q) + p−1∑ m=0 (−1)^mq^{m(i−r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2p+j−2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}). If we consider the system of equations 1 + m + ℓ 2 = p + i − r, m − ℓ 2 = −p − j + i + r, then m = 2i − j − 1, ℓ = 2p − 2r + j − 1. Using (2.5), we then find that

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1(q) = f1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)(q p−r+i, −qp(2p+j+2p−2r+j); q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{−j−p+i+r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2p+2r−j)}; q). Hence we can write

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = (−1) p+1q^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}_{2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1}(q) + p−1∑ m=0 (−1)^mq^{m(i+r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− p−1∑ m=0 (−1)^mq^{m(i−r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2p+j−2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Let us rework the above expression. We first note that the m = 0 terms cancel. Indeed, the functional equation (4.2b) easily gives j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{p(2p+j−2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = 0.

Using (4.2b) again gives us

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = (−1) p+1q^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}_{2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1}(q) + p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{m(i+r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)−2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq^{m(i−r)}q(^{m2} )j(−q^{(p−m)(2p+j)+2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}). Reversing summation by replacing m with p − m and simplifying yields

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = (−1) p+1q^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}_{2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1}(q) + (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(i+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(i+p+r)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)−2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

− (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(i−r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(i+p−r)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}).

Combining terms yields our final form:

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2i−1,2r−1(q) = (−1)^{p+1}q^{p(i−r)+}(^{p2})(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}_{2i−1−j,2p−2r+j−1}(q) + (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(i+r)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(i+p+r)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)−2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{2r(m−p)}j(−q^{m(2p+j)+2pr}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . □

8.1. Cross-spin identities for 1/2-level string functions. Let us check this against known examples. We try p = 2, j = 1, i = 1, r ∈ {1, 2}. This gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{1,2r−1}(q) = −q^{3−2r}(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,4−2r}(q) − q^{1+r} ( j(−q^{5−4r}; q^{20}) − q^{−2r}j(−q^{5+4r}; q^{20}) ) . Using (4.2b) and rearranging terms gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{1,2r−1}(q) = −q^{3−2r}(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,4−2r}(q) + q^{1−r} ( j(−q^{5+4r}; q^{20}) − q^{2r}j(−q^{15+4r}; q^{20}) ) . A final use of (4.3) yields the desired form (q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{1,2r−1}(q) = −q^{3−2r}(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,4−2r}(q) + q^{1−r}j(q^{2r}; q^5).

8.2. New cross-spin identities for 1/3-level string functions. Here we specialize to (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(i−r)+3}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q)

− q^{3+3(i+r)} 2∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{−m(3+i+r)} × ( j(−q^{7m−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{2r(m−3)}j(−q^{7m+6r}; q^{42}) ) . Expanding the sum gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(i−r)+3}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) − q^{3+3(i+r)} ( − q^{−2−i−r} ( j(−q^{7−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{−4r}j(−q^{7+6r}; q^{42}) ) + q^{−3−2i−2r} ( j(−q^{14−6r} ; q^{42}) − q^{−2r}j(−q^{14+6r}; q^{42}) ) ) , which simplifies to (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(i−r)+3}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) + q^{1+2i+2r} ( j(−q^{7−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{−4r}j(−q^{7+6r}; q^{42}) ) − q^{i+r} ( j(−q^{14−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{−2r}j(−q^{14+6r}; q^{42}) ) . We rewrite the theta coefficients for the quintuple product identity. Using (4.2b), (4.2a), and then (4.2g) yields

j(−q^{7−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{−4r}j(−q^{7+6r}; q^{42}) = j(−q^{35+6r} ; q^{42}) − q^{7+2r}j(−q^{49+6r} ; q^{42}) = j(q^{7+2r} ; q^{14})j(q^{28+4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} . We use (4.2b) and then (4.2g) to get

j(−q^{14−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{−2r}j(−q^{14+6r}; q^{42}) = j(−q^{14−6r} ; q^{42}) − q^{−2r}j(−q^{28−6r}; q^{42}) = j(q^{−2r}; q^{14})j(q^{14−4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} . Combining expressions gives (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(i−r)+3}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) + q^{1+2i+2r} j(q^{7+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{28+4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} − q^{i+r} j(q^{−2r}; q^{14})j(q^{14−4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} . Rewriting the theta functions using (4.2b) and (4.2a) yields

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−1,2r−1}(q) = q^{3(1+i−r)}(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{2i−2,6−2r}(q) − q^{1+2(i−r)} j(q^{7+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} + q^{i−r} j(q^{2r}; q^{14})j(q^{14+4r}; q^{28}) J_{28} . 9. The polar-finite decompositions for general positive admissible-level characters We prove Theorem 2.3. We begin with propositions whose proofs we delay until the end of the section.

Proposition 9.1. We have

(q)^3_∞χ^{(p,2p+j)}

2r (z; q) (9.1)

= (q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)j(−z −j q^{p(2s+j)}; q^{2pj})

+ (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) j−1∑ s=0 q(^{p2})^{−p(r−s)}z^{−s} × p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}). What we will do is to write (9.1) in terms of Appell functions; however, we only need to focus on the last line: ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}). (9.2) This leads us to another proposition. Proposition 9.2. We have ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) (9.3) = −q^{−m(j−s)}j(−q^{p(j−2s)}z^j; q^{2jp})m(−q^{−jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp}) + q^{−ms}j(−q^{p(j−2s)}z^j; q^{2jp})m(−q^{jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp}). Now we have the pieces to prove our general polar-finite decomposition. Proof of Theorem 2.3. Inserting (9.3) into (9.1) yields χ^{(p,2p+j)} 2r (z; q) = j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)j(−z −j q^{p(2s+j)}; q^{2pj} )

+ 1 (q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−p(r−s)z−s^{p−1}∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ( − q^{−m(j−s)}j(−q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp})m(−q^{−jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp}) + q^{−ms}j(−q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp})m(−q^{jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j; q^{2jp}) ) .

Pulling out a common theta function and using (4.8b), we get χ^{(p,2p+j)} 2r (z; q) = j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)j(−q p(j−2s)zj ; q2jp)

+ 1 (q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−p(r−s)z−sj(−qp(j−2s)zj ; q2jp) ×^{p−1}∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ( q^{ms−2ps}m(−q^{jm−2ps}, −q^{−p(j−2s)}z^{−j}; q^{2jp}) + q^{−ms}m(−q^{jm+2ps}, −q^{p(j−2s)}z^j ; q^{2jp}) ) . Applying (4.8a) to the first Appell function gives the result. □ Proof of Proposition 9.1. We begin by recalling the defining equation for string functions (1.8) with the specialization (p, p^′) = (p, 2p + j), 1 ≤ j ≤ p − 1, ℓ = 2r: χ^{(p,2p+j)} 2r (z; q) = ∑ k∈Z C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q)q p j k^2 z−k.

Because our quasi-periodicity formula of Theorem 2.1 has quasi-period 2j, we need to consider k (mod j). We write χ^{(p,2p+j)} 2r (z; q) = ∑ t∈Z j−1∑ s=0 C^{(p,2p+j)} 2jt+2s,2r(q)q p j (jt+s)^2 z−jt−s. Multiplying by (q)^3_∞ and using Theorem 2.1, this reads

(q)^3_∞χ^{(p,2p+j)}

2r (z; q) (9.4) = ∑ t∈Z j−1∑ s=0 (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)q p j (jt+s)^2 z−jt−s

+ ∑ t∈Z j−1∑ s=0 (−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)−p(r−s)−^p_j s^2 q^p_j (jt+s)^2 z−jt−s^t∑ i=1 q^{−2pj}(^{i2})^{−2psi}

× p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . For the first double-sum over t and s in (9.4), we use the Jacobi triple product identity (1.14) to obtain

(q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 ∑ t∈Z C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)q p j (jt+s)^2 z−jt−s = (q)3 ∞ j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q) ∑ t∈Z q^{2pj}(^{t2})^{+pjt+2pst}z^{−jt}

= (q)^3_∞ j−1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{pj s2} C^{(p,2p+j)} 2s,2r (q)j(−z −j q^{p(2s+j)}; q^{2pj} ).

For the second double-sum over t and s in (9.4), rewriting the exponents yields

(−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) q( p 2)^{j−1}∑ s=0 q^{−p(r−s)}z^{−s} ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}

× p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) . Interchanging the sums in order to isolate the sums over i and t brings us to

(−1)^pq^{− 18 + p(2r+1)} 2 4(2p+j) j−1∑ s=0 q(^{p2})^{−p(r−s)}z^{−s} × p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j)−m(2r+1)}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) )

× ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}). The result follows. □ Proof of Proposition 9.2. We will focus on the last line. For t = 0, the inner sum vanishes by the summation convention (4.13), so we can write ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∑ t≥1 t∑ i=1 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}(q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

+ ∑ t≤−1 t∑ i=1 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}(q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}). Again using the summation convention (4.13), we rewrite the second double-sum ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∑ t≥1 t∑ i=1 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}(q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

− ∑ t≤−1 0∑ i=t+1 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}(q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}). In the last line we have make the substitutions t → −t and i → −i + 1 to get ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∑ t≥1 t∑ i=1 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi}(q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

+ ∑ t≥1 t∑ i=1 q^{pjt2−2pst}z^{jt}q^{−pji(i−1)+2psi−2ps}(q^{m(ji−s−j)} − q^{−m(ji−s)}). Replacing i with i + 1 and t with t + 1 brings us to ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∑ t≥1 t−1∑ i=0 q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt}q^{−pj(i+1)i−2ps(i+1)}(q^{m(j(i+1)+s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)+s)})

+ ∑ t≥1 t−1∑ i=0 q^{pjt2−2pst}z^{jt}q^{−pj(i+1)i+2ps(i+1)−2ps}(q^{m(j(i+1)−s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)−s)})

= ∑ t≥0 t∑ i=0 q^{pj(t+1)2+2ps(t+1)}z^{−jt−j} q^{−pj(i+1)i−2ps(i+1)}(q^{m(j(i+1)+s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)+s)})

+ ∑ t≥0 t∑ i=0 q^{pj(t+1)2−2ps(t+1)}z^{jt+j}q^{−pj(i+1)i+2ps(i+1)−2ps}(q^{m(j(i+1)−s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)−s)}). We interchange summation symbols and then simplify to obtain ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=i q^{pj(t+1)2+2ps(t+1)}z^{−jt−j} q^{−pj(i+1)i−2ps(i+1)}(q^{m(j(i+1)+s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)+s)})

+ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=i q^{pj(t+1)2−2ps(t+1)}z^{jt+j}q^{−pj(i+1)i+2ps(i+1)−2ps}(q^{m(j(i+1)−s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)−s)}). We then replace t with t + i to get ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{pj(t+i+1)2+2ps(t+i+1)}z^{−jt−ji−j}q^{−pj(i+1)i−2ps(i+1)}(q^{m(j(i+1)+s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)+s)})

+ ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{pj(t+i+1)2−2ps(t+i+1)}z^{jt+ji+j}q^{−pj(i+1)i+2ps(i+1)−2ps} × (q^{m(j(i+1)−s−j)} − q^{−m(j(i+1)−s)}). Simplifying the exponents and distributing the sums brings us to ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= q^{−2ps+ms} ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(t+1)+i(2jpt+jp+jm)}z^{−j(t+1)−ji}

− q^{−2ps−m(j+s)} ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(t+1)+i(2jpt+jp−jm)}z^{−j(t+1)−ji}

+ q^{−ms} ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j−2s)(t+1)+i(2jpt+jp+jm)}z^{j(t+1)+ji}

− q^{−m(j−s)} ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j−2s)(t+1)+i(2jpt+jp−jm)}z^{j(t+1)+ji}. Using the geometric series yields ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) (9.5)

= q^{−2ps+ms} ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(t+1)}z^{−j(t+1)} 1 − q^{2jpt+jp+jm}z^{−j} − q^{−2ps−m(j+s)} ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(t+1)}z^{−j(t+1)} 1 − q^{2jpt+jp−jm}z^{−j} + q^{−ms} ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j−2s)(t+1)}z^{j(t+1)} 1 − q^{2jpt+jp+jm}z^j − q^{−m(j−s)} ∞∑ t=0 q^{2jp}(^{t+12} )^{+p(j−2s)(t+1)}z^{j(t+1)} 1 − q^{2jpt+jp−jm}z^j . We rework the right-hand side of (9.5). In the first and second lines, we replace t with −t, and in the third and fourth lines, we replace t with t − 1. This gives ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)})

= q^{−2ps+ms} 0∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{−t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(−t+1)}z^{−j(−t+1)} 1 − q^{−2jpt+jp+jm}z^{−j} q^{2jpt−jp−jm}z^j q^{2jpt−jp−jm}z^j − q^{−2ps−m(j+s)} 0∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{−t+12} )^{+p(j+2s)(−t+1)}z^{−j(−t+1)} 1 − q^{−2jpt+jp−jm}z^{−j} q^{2jpt−jp+jm}z^j q^{2jpt−jp+jm}z^j + q^{−ms} ∞∑ t=1 q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp+jm}z^j − q^{−m(j−s)} ∞∑ t=1 q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp−jm}z^j . Simplifying brings us to ∑ t∈Z q^{pjt2+2pst}z^{−jt} t∑ i=1 q^{−pji(i−1)−2psi} × (q^{m(ji+s−j)} − q^{−m(ji+s)}) (9.6)

= −q^{−m(j−s)} 0∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jpt−jp−jm}z^j + q^{−ms} 0∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jpt−jp+jm}z^j + q^{−ms} ∞∑ t=1 q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp+jm}z^j − q^{−m(j−s)} ∞∑ t=1 q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp−jm}z^j

= −q^{−m(j−s)} ∞∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp−jm}z^j + q^{−ms} ∞∑ t=−∞ q^{2jp}(^{t2})^{+p(j−2s)t}z^{jt} 1 − q^{2jp(t−1)+jp+jm}z^j . Rewriting our find (9.6) in terms of Appell functions gives the result. □

10. New proof of mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/2-level string functions We give a new proof of identities (2.6) and (2.7). First we set up the machinery, and then we prove identities (2.6) and (2.7). We specialize Theorem 2.3 to (p, j) = (2, 1). This gives

χ^{(2,5)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−zq^2; q^4) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + (2r+1)} 2 10 q^{−r}j(−q^2z; q^4) × ( j(−q^{7+4r}; q^{20}) − q^{4−2r}j(−q^{−3+4r}; q^{20}) )

× ( m(−q, −q^2z^{−1}; q^4) + m(−q, −q^2z; q^4) ) . Focusing on the two theta functions within the parentheses, we us (4.2a) to set up for, and then apply (4.3). This gives us

χ^{(2,5)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−zq^2; q^4) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + (2r+1)} 2 10 q^{−r}j(−q^2z; q^4) × j(q^{1+2r}; q^5) × ( m(−q, −q^2z^{−1}; q^4) + m(−q, −q^2z; q^4) ) . Rewriting the string function using (1.7) brings us to

χ^{(2,5)}_{2r} (z; q) = q^{− 18 + (2r+1)} 2 10 C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−zq^2; q^4) (10.1) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + (2r+1)} 2 10 q^{−r}j(−q^2z; q^4) × j(q^{1+2r}; q^5) × ( m(−q, −q^2z^{−1}; q^4) + m(−q, −q^2z; q^4) ) . We specialize Proposition 4.6 to (p, j, ℓ) = (2, 1, 2r) to have

χ^{(2,5)}_{2r} (z; q) = z^{−r}q^{− 18 + (2r+1)} 2 10 j(−q^{4r+12}z^{−5}; q^{20}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−4r+8}z^{−5}; q^{20}) j(z; q) . (10.2)

Comparing (10.2) and (10.1) gives z^{−r} j(−q^{4r+12}z^{−5}; q^{20}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−4r+8}z^{−5}; q^{20}) j(z; q) = C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−zq^2; q^4) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{−r}j(−q^2z; q^4)j(q^{1+2r}; q^5) ( m(−q, −q^2z^{−1}; q^4) + m(−q, −q^2z; q^4) ) . Solving for the string function results in

C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = z^{−r} j(−q^{4r+12}z^{−5}; q^{20}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−4r+8}z^{−5}; q^{20}) j(z; q)j(−zq^2; q^4)

(10.3) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{−r}j(q^{1+2r} ; q^5) ( m(−q, −q^2z^{−1}; q^4) + m(−q, −q^2z; q^4) ) .

We prove identity (2.6). In (10.3), we set z = −1 and use (4.2a) to get

C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = (−1)^r2 j(q^{4r+12}; q^{20}) j(−1; q)j(q^2; q^4) + 2q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^5)

(q)^3_∞ m(−q, q^2; q^4).

Elementary product rearrangements and (2.2) give

(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = (−1)^r

J^4_1 J_4 J^4_2 j(q^{4r+12}; q^{20}) − 2q^{−r}j(q^{1+2r}; q^5)A(−q). (10.4)

We prove identity (2.7). In (10.3), we set z = −q and use (4.2a) to get

C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = (−q)^{−r} j(q^{4r+7}; q^{20}) + q^{2r+1}j(q^{4r+17}; q^{20})

j(−1; q)j(q; q^4) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{−r}j(q^{1+2r} ; q^5) ( m(−q, q; q^4) + m(−q, q^3; q^4) ) . Using (4.3) to combine the two theta functions gives us

C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = (−q)^{−r} j(−q^{2r+1}; −q^5) j(−1; q)j(q; q^4) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{−r}j(q^{1+2r} ; q^5) ( m(−q, q; q^4) + m(−q, q^3; q^4) ) . From Corollary (4.3) and identity (4.8a), we have that m(−q, q^3; q^4) = m(−q, −q^{−4}; q^4) = m(−q, −1; q^4).

Elementary product rearrangements and rewriting the Appell functions using (2.3) gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(2,5)}_{0,2r} (q) = (−q)^{−r} 1 2 J^3_1 J_2J_4 j(−q^{2r+1}; −q^5) + q^{−r} 1 2 j(q^{1+2r}; q^5)μ(q). (10.5)

11. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/3-level string functions We prove Theorem 2.6. We specialize Corollary 2.5 to p = 3

(q)^3_∞χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (z; q) − (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−q^3z; q^6)

= −q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 28 +3−3rj(−q3z; q6) 2∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−3)} × ( j(−q^{7m+3(2r+1)}; q^{42}) − q^{2m(3−r)}j(−q^{−7m+3(2r+1)}; q^{42}) ) × ( m(−q^m, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q^m, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) . We expand the sum over m and change the string function notation with (1.7). Rearranging terms gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{0,2r} (q) −

(q)^3_∞ j(−q^3z; q^6) q^{18 − 3(2r+1)} 2 28 χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (z; q)

= q^{3−3r} × [ − q^{−2+r} ( j(−q^{10+6r}; q^{42}) − q^{6−2r}j(−q^{−4+6r}; q^{42}) ) × ( m(−q, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) + q^{−3+2r} ( j(−q^{17+6r} ; q^{42}) − q^{12−4r}j(−q^{−11+6r}; q^{42}) ) × ( m(−q^2, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q^2, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) ] .

We use (4.2b) and (4.2a) to set up for the quintuple product identity (4.2g). This gives (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{0,2r} (q) −

(q)^3_∞ j(−q^3z; q^6) q^{18 − 3(2r+1)} 2 28 χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (z; q) = −q^{1−2r} ( j(−q^{32−6r}; q^{42}) − q^{6−2r}j(−q^{46−6r}; q^{42}) ) × ( m(−q, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) + q^{−r} ( j(−q^{17+6r}; q^{42}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{31+6r}; q^{42}) ) × ( m(−q^2, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q^2, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) . Applying the quintuple product identity (4.2g) brings us to

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{0,2r} (q) −

(q)^3_∞ j(−q^3z; q^6) q^{18 − 3(2r+1)} 2 28 χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (z; q) = −q^{1−2r} j(q^{6−2r}; q^{14})j(q^{26−4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} × ( m(−q, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) )

+ q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{16+4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} × ( m(−q^2, −q^3z; q^6) + m(−q^2, −q^3z^{−1}; q^6) ) . Setting z = −q and rewriting the Appell functions using (5.2) and (5.1) brings us to the result (q)^3_∞C^{(3,7)}_{0,2r} (q) −

(q)^3_∞ J_2 q^{18 − 3(2r+1)} 2 28 χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (−q; q) (11.1) = −q^{2−2r} j(q^{6−2r}; q^{14})j(q^{26−4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} ω_3(−q) + q^{−r} 2 j(q^{1+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{16+4r} ; q^{28}) J_{28} f_3(q^2).

We take the appropriate specialization of Proposition 4.6:

χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (z; q) = z^{−r}q^{− 18 +3 (2r+1)} 2 28 j(−q^{6r+24}z^{−7}; q^{42}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−6r+18}z^{−7}; q^{42}) j(z; q) . Setting z = −q gives χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (−q; q) = (−q)^{−r}q^{− 18 +3 (2r+1)} 2 28 j(q^{6r+17}; q^{42}) + q^{2r+1}j(q^{−6r+11}; q^{42}) j(−q; q) . Using (4.2b) and then the quintuple product identity (4.2g) gives χ^{(3,7)}_{2r} (−q; q) = (−q)^{−r}q^{− 18 +3 (2r+1)} 2 28 j(−q^{1+2r}; q^{14})j(q^{16+4r} ; q^{28}) j(−1; q)J_{28}

. (11.2) Inserting (11.2) into (11.1) and isolating the string function gives the result.

12. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 2/3-level string functions In order to prove Theorems 2.7 and 2.8, we will first need to take the appropriate specialization of our polar-finite decomposition Theorem 2.3. This will give us Proposition 12.1. We have

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) + z^{−1}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(−z^2; q^{12}) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^6z^2; q^{12})

× ( q^{1−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32})

J_{32} ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

− q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^4, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^4, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ))

+ 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 z^{−1}j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, −z^2; q^{12}) )

− q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r}; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^{10}, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −z^2; q^{12}) )) . By choosing a value of z so that the coefficient of a given family of string functions vanishes, we see that much more vanishes. For z = i half of the terms on the right-hand side vanish, and for z = −iq^3 the other half of the terms on the right-hand side vanish. Indeed, we have

Lemma 12.2. We have lim_{z→i} j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, −z^2; q^{12}) ) = 0,

lim_{z→i} j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( m(−q^{10}, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −z^2; q^{12}) ) = 0.

Lemma 12.3. We have lim_{z→iq3} j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ) = 0,

lim_{z→iq3} j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) ( m(−q^4, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ) = 0.

For z = i and z = iq^3, we then need to evaluate the character on the left-hand side. Then it is straightforward to solve for the string function.

Proposition 12.4. We have

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (i; q) = (−1)^{κ(r)}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 J_2

J_1J_4 j(−q^{27+6r}; q^{48}), (12.1)

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (iq^3; q) = i(−1)^{κ(r)}q^{3−3r}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48}), (12.2)

where κ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 1, 1 if r = 2, 3.

Proof of Proposition 12.1. Let us specialize Theorem 2.3 to p = 3, j = 2:

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q) = 1∑ s=0 z^{−s}q^{32 s2} C^{(3,8)}_{2s,2r}(q)j(−z^2q^{6−6s}; q^{12})

− 1 (q)^3_∞ 1∑ s=0 q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{3−3(r−s)}z^{−s}j(−q^{6−6s}z^2; q^{12})

× 2∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−3)} ( j(−q^{8m+3+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{7m−2mr}j(−q^{−8m+3+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{ms−6s}m(−q^{2m−6s}, −q^{6+6s}z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−ms}m(−q^{2m+6s}, −q^{6−6s}z^2; q^{12}) ) . Expanding the sum over s and then using (4.8a) gives

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q)

= C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) + z^{−1}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(−z^2; q^{12}) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{3−3r}j(−q^6z^2; q^{12}) × 2∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−3)} ( j(−q^{8m+3+6r} ; q^{48}) − q^{7m−2mr} j(−q^{−8m+3+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( m(−q^{2m}, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^{2m}, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

− 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{6−3r}z^{−1}j(−z^2; q^{12}) × 2∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−3)} ( j(−q^{8m+3+6r} ; q^{48}) − q^{7m−2mr} j(−q^{−8m+3+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{m−6}m(−q^{2m−6}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−m}m(−q^{2m+6}, −z^2; q^{12}) ) . Expand the two sums over m brings us to

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) + z^{−1}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(−z^2; q^{12}) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{3−3r}j(−q^6z^2; q^{12}) ( − q^{−2+r} ( j(−q^{11+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{7−2r}j(−q^{−5+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

+ q^{−3+2r} ( j(−q^{19+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{14−4r}j(−q^{−13+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( m(−q^4, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^4, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ))

− 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{6−3r}z^{−1}j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( − q^{−2+r} ( j(−q^{11+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{7−2r}j(−q^{−5+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{−5}m(−q^{−4}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−1}m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) )

+ q^{−3+2r} ( j(−q^{19+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{14−4r}j(−q^{−13+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{−4}m(−q^{−2}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−2}m(−q^{10}, −z^2; q^{12}) )) . We now use (4.2a) and (4.2b) to set up for the quintuple product identity.

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) + z^{−1}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(−z^2; q^{12}) − 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{3−3r}j(−q^6z^2; q^{12})

( − q^{−2+r} ( j(−q^{37−6r}; q^{48}) − q^{7−2r}j(−q^{53−6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

+ q^{−3+2r} ( j(−q^{19+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{35+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( m(−q^4, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^4, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ))

− 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{6−3r}z^{−1}j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( − q^{−2+r} ( j(−q^{37−6r}; q^{48}) − q^{7−2r}j(−q^{53−6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{−5}m(−q^{−4}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−1}m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) )

+ q^{−3+2r} ( j(−q^{19+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{35+6r}; q^{48}) )

× ( q^{−4}m(−q^{−2}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + q^{−2}m(−q^{10}, −z^2; q^{12}) )) . Using the quintuple product identity (4.2g) and then collecting the powers of q in each of the summands gives

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q)

= C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) + z^{−1}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(−z^2; q^{12}) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^6z^2; q^{12}) ( q^{1−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

− q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^4, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^4, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ))

+ 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 z^{−1}j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( q^{−4}m(−q^{−4}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) )

− q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( q^{−2}m(−q^{−2}, −z^{−2}; q^{12}) + m(−q^{10}, −z^2; q^{12}) )) . Using the Appell function property (4.8b) gives us the result. □

Proof of Lemma 12.2. We consider the first limit. The definition of our Appell function (2.1) gives

lim_{z→i} j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, −z^2; q^{12}) )

= ∑ n∈Z (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n2}) 1 − q^{12(n−1)}(−q^8) − ∑ n∈Z (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n2}) 1 − q^{12(n−1)}(−q^4) . Setting n → n + 1 and then using the reciprocal formula (4.4) yields

lim_{z→i} j(−z^2; q^{12}) ( m(−q^8, −z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, −z^2; q^{12}) )

= − ∑ n (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n+12} ) 1 + q^{12n+8} + ∑ n (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n+12} ) 1 + q^{12n+4} = − J^3_{12} j(−q^8; q^{12}) + J^3_{12} j(−q^4; q^{12})

= 0,

where the last equality follows from (4.2b). The argument for the second limit is similar and will be omitted. □

Proof of Lemma 12.3. We first rewrite the Appell functions. Using the Appell function properties (4.8b) and (4.8a) gives

m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) = −q^{−2}m(−q^{−2}, −q^{−6}z^2; q^{12}) = −q^{−2}m(−q^{−2}, −q^6z^2; q^{12}).

For the first limit, using the definition of our Appell function (2.1) immediately yields lim z→iq^3 j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) ) = lim_{z→iq3} j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) ( q^{−2}m(−q^{−2}, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

= −q^{−2} ∑ n∈Z (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n2}) 1 − q^{12(n−1)}(−q^{−2}) + ∑ n∈Z (−1)^nq^{12}(^{n2}) 1 − q^{12(n−1)}(−q^2) . Letting n → n + 1 and then using the reciprocal formula (4.4) gives lim_{z→iq3} j(−z^2q^6; q^{12}) ( m(−q^2, −q^6z^{−2}; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, −q^6z^2; q^{12}) )

= q^{−2}

J^3_{12} j(−q^{−2}; q^{12}) − J^3_{12} j(−q^2; q^{12})

= 0,

where the last equality follows from applying (4.2b) and then (4.2a) to the theta function in the denominator of the first summand. The proof of the second limit is analogous, so it will be omitted. □

Proof of Proposition 12.4. We prove (12.1). Taking the appropriate specialization of Proposition 4.6 gives

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (z; q) = z^{−r}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^{27+6r}z^{−8}; q^{48}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{21−6r}z^{−8}; q^{48}) j(z; q) . (12.3)

Specializing (12.3) to z = i and using (4.2b) gives

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (i; q) = i^{−r}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^{27+6r}; q^{48})(1 − (−1)^ri) j(i; q) . Using the Jacobi triple product identity (1.14) allows us to write 1 j(i; q) = 1 (1 − i)(iq)_∞(−iq)_∞(q)_∞ = 1 + i 2 1 (−q^2; q^2)_∞J_1 = 1 + i 2 J_2 J_1J_4 . It is straightforward to show that i^{−r} (1 + i)(1 − (−1)^ri) 2 = (−1)^{κ(r)}, κ(r) := { 0 if r = 0, 1, 1 if r = 2, 3,

so the result follows.

We prove (12.1). Specializing (12.3) to z = iq^3 gives

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (iq^3; q) = i^{−r}q^{−3r}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48}) − i(−1)^rq^{6r+3}j(−q^{−3−6r}; q^{48}) j(iq^3; q) . Using 4.2b and 4.2a yields

χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (iq^3; q) = i^{1−r}q^{3−3r}q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48})(1 − (−1)^ri) j(i; q) . We then argue as before to obtain the result. □

12.1. The 2/3-level string functions with quantum number m = 0. We prove Theorem 2.7. We specialize Proposition 12.1 to z = i and use Lemma 12.2 to produce the much smaller χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (i; q) = C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)j(q^6; q^{12}) + 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 j(q^6; q^{12}) × ( q^{1−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32}

2m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) − q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32})

J_{32}

2m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) ) . Substituting in the expression for the character found in (12.1) and the mock theta functions found in Proposition 5.1, and then changing the string function notation with (1.7) gives

(−1)^{κ(r)}

J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{27+6r}; q^{48})

= (q)^3_∞C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q) + q^{1−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( q^2ω_3(−q^2) − q^2

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6 )

− q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 2 f_3(q^4) − 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} ) . Isolating the string function and regrouping terms then reads

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,8)}_{0,2r} (q)

= (−1)^{κ(r)}

J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{27+6r}; q^{48}) + q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32}

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6 − q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ω_3(−q^2) + q^{−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 f_3(q^4).

The result then follows from Proposition 6.1

12.2. The 2/3-level string functions with quantum number m = 2. We prove Theorem 2.8. We specialize Proposition 12.1 to z = iq^3 and use Lemma 12.3 to produce the much smaller χ^{(3,8)}_{2r} (iq^3; q) = −iq^{−3}q^{32} C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(q^6; q^{12}) − i 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{− 18 + 3(2r+1)} 2 32 q^{−3}j(q^6; q^{12})

× ( q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^8, q^6; q^{12}) − m(−q^4, q^6; q^{12}) )

− q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( m(−q^{10}, q^6; q^{12}) − m(−q^2, q^6; q^{12}) )) . Substituting in the expression for the character found in (12.2) and the mock theta functions found in Proposition 5.1, and then changing the string function notation with (1.7) gives i(−1)^{κ(r)}q^{3−3r} J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48})

= −iq^{−3}C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q)j(q^6; q^{12}) − i 1 (q)^3_∞ q^{−3}j(q^6; q^{12}) × ( q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32})

J_{32} ( 1 − ( 1 2 f_3(q^4) − 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} ) )

− q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r}; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 − ( q^2ω_3(−q^2) − q^2

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6 ) )) . Isolating the string function and rearranging terms gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(3,8)}_{2,2r} (q) = −(−1)^{κ(r)}q^{6−3r}

J^3_1 J_{6,12}

J_2 J_1J_4 j(−q^{3+6r}; q^{48}) − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} 1 2 J^4_2 J^6_{12} J^3_4 J^4_6 J^2_{24} + q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} q^2

J^2_{24}J^4_2 J^3_4 J^2_6 − q^{3−2r} j(q^{7−2r}; q^{16})j(q^{30−4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 − 1 2 f_3(q^4) )

+ q^{1−r} j(q^{1+2r} ; q^{16})j(q^{18+4r} ; q^{32}) J_{32} ( 1 − q^2ω_3(−q^2) ) . The result then follows from Proposition 6.2.

13. New mock theta conjecture-like identities for 1/5-level string functions Theorem 2.9 will follow from the next proposition.

Proposition 13.1.

(q)^3_∞C^{(5,11)}_{0,2r} (q) = 2(−1)^r

(q)^3_∞ J_{5,10} j(q^{50−10r} ; q^{110}) j(−1; q) − 2q^{6−4r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{4+8r}j(−q^{6−10r}; q^{110}) ) × m(−q, q^5; q^{10}) + 2q^{3−3r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{3+6r}j(−q^{17−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × m(−q^2, q^5; q^{10}) − 2q^{1−2r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{2+4r}j(−q^{28−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × m(−q^3, q^5; q^{10}) + 2q^{−r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{39−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × m(−q^4, q^5; q^{10}).

To prove Theorem 2.9, we take the result of Proposition 13.1 and use Proposition 5.2 to rewrite the Appell functions in terms of the tenth-order mock theta functions. This gives (q)^3_∞C^{(5,11)}_{0,2r} (q)

= 2(−1)^r

(q)^3_∞ J_{5,10}

J_{50,110} j(−1; q) − q^{6−4r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{4+8r}j(−q^{6−10r}; q^{110}) ) × qϕ_{10}(−q) + q^{3−3r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{3+6r}j(−q^{17−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × χ_{10}(q^2) − q^{1−2r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{2+4r}j(−q^{28−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × (−ψ_{10}(−q)) + q^{−r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{39−10r}; q^{110}) ) × X_{10}(q^2)

+ q^{6−4r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{4+8r}j(−q^{6−10r}; q^{110}) ) × q J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{3,10} − q^{3−3r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{3+6r}j(−q^{17−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × q^2 J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{4,10}

+ q^{1−2r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{2+4r}j(−q^{28−10r} ; q^{110}) ) × q J^2_{10}J_{1,10} J_{2,5}J_{4,10} · J_1 J_{1,10} − q^{−r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{1+2r}j(−q^{39−10r}; q^{110}) ) × J^2_{10}J_{3,10} J_{1,5}J_{2,10} · J_1 J_{2,10} . Proposition 6.3 allows us to combine the five simple quotients of theta functions into a single simple quotient. This gives the result.

Proof of Proposition 13.1. Specializing Corollary 2.5 to (p, p^′) = (5, 11) yields

χ^{(5,11)}_{2r} (z; q) = C^{(5,11)}_{0,2r} (q)j(−q^5z; q^{10}) (13.1)

− q^{− 18 + 5(2r+1)} 2 44 +10−5r j(−q 5z; q^{10}) (q)^3_∞ 4∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−5)} × ( j(−q^{11m+5+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{2m(5−r)}j(−q^{−11m+5+10r} ; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q^m, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q^m, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) . We rewrite the character using Proposition 4.6. This gives

χ^{(5,11)}_{2r} (z; q) = z^{−r}q^{− 18 + 5(2r+1)} 2 44 j(−q^{10r+60}z^{−11}; q^{110}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−10r+50}z^{−11}; q^{110}) j(z; q) . (13.2)

Inserting (13.2) into (13.1) gives (q)^3_∞ j(−q^5z; q^{10}) z^{−r}q^{− 18 + 5(2r+1)} 2 44 j(−q^{10r+60}z^{−11}; q^{110}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−10r+50}z^{−11}; q^{110}) j(z; q) = (q)^3_∞C^{(5,11)}_{0,2r} (q)

− q^{− 18 + 5(2r+1)} 2 44 +10−5r 4∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−5)} × ( j(−q^{11m+5+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{2m(5−r)}j(−q^{−11m+5+10r} ; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q^m, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q^m, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) . Changing the string function notation with (1.7) and distributing the sum over m gives (q)^3_∞ j(−q^5z; q^{10}) z^{−r} j(−q^{10r+60}z^{−11}; q^{110}) − z^{2r+1}j(−q^{−10r+50}z^{−11}; q^{110}) j(z; q)

= (q)^3_∞C^{(5,11)}_{0,2r} (q) − q^{10−5r} ( − q^{−4+r} × ( j(−q^{16+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{10−2r}j(−q^{−6+10r}; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) + q^{−7+2r} × ( j(−q^{27+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{20−4r}j(−q^{−17+10r}; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q^2, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q^2, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) − q^{−9+3r} × ( j(−q^{38+10r}; q^{110}) − q^{30−6r}j(−q^{−28+10r}; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q^3, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q^3, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) + q^{−10+4r} × ( j(−q^{49+10r} ; q^{110}) − q^{40−8r}j(−q^{−39+10r}; q^{110}) ) × ( m(−q^4, −q^5z; q^{10}) + m(−q^4, −q^5z^{−1}; q^{10}) ) ) . Specializing to z = −1 and rearranging terms gives the result. □

14. On the positive admissible-level string functions In (2.5) we set (m, ℓ) → (2k, 2r), (p, p^′) → (p, 2p + j). This gives (q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) = f1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)(q 1+k+r, −qp(2p+j+2r+1); q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q). We recall the definition (2.9) and note that the discriminant is D := b^2 − ac = j(2p + j). We will do our calculations mod theta, so we will replace the z-position with a ∗ and replace the equality symbol with a “∼”. We have m_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(x, y, q, ∗, ∗) ∼ 0∑ t=0 (−y)^tq^{2p(2p+j)}(^{t2})j(q^{(2p+j)t}x; q)m ( −q(^{2p+j+12} )^{−2p(2p+j)−tj(2p+j)} (−y) (−x)^{2p+j} , ∗; q^{j(2p+j)} )

+ 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 (−x)^tq(^{t2})j(q^{(2p+j)t}y; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× m ( −q^{2p(2p+j)}(^{2p+j+12} )^−(^{2p(2p+j)+12} )^{−tj(2p+j)} (−x)^{2p(2p+j)} (−y)^{2p+j} , ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Hence for the first double-sum f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 0∑ t=0 (q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)})^tq^{2p(2p+j)}(^{t2})j(q^{(2p+j)t}q^{1+k+r}; q) × m ( (−1)^{j+1}q(^{j2})^{−k(2p+j)+j(p−r)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{j(2p+j)} )

+ 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 (−1)^tq^{(1+k+r)t}q(^{t2})j(−q^{(2p+j)t}q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) .

The first sum over t vanishes because j(q^n; q) = 0 for all n ∈ Z, so we get f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 (−1)^tq^{(1+k+r)t}q(^{t2})j(−q^{(2p+j)t}q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . In the remaining sum, we replace t → 2pi + m, so we can rewrite the sum as 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 → 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 . This gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 (−1)^{2pi+m}q^{(1+k+r)(2pi+m)}q(^{2pi+m2} )

× j(−q^{(2p+j)(2pi+m)}q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−(2pi+m)j(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . We now rewrite our new expression using the quasi-elliptic transformation property for the theta function. Let us pull the i out of the theta function. Using (4.2a) produces f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 (−1)^{2pi+m}q^{(1+k+r)(2pi+m)}q(^{2pi+m2} )q^{−2p(2p+j)}(^{i2})^{−i(m(2p+j)+p(2p+j+2r+1))}

× j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−(2pi+m)j(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Simplifying and rewriting the exponents yields f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× 2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 q^{−2pj}(^{i+12} )^{+i(p(2k+j)−jm)} × m ( −q^{2pj(}(^{2p+j2} )^{−i(2p+j))}q^{(2p+j)(p(2k+j)−jm)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . We rewrite our expression in a form suitable for the Appell function property found in Theorem 4.4. Our mod theta expression now reads f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× 2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 q^{−2pj}(^{i+12} )(q^{p(2k+j)−jm})^i × m ( −q^{2pj(}(^{2p+j2} )^{−i(2p+j))}(q^{p(2k+j)−jm})^{(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Using Theorem 4.4 gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) (14.1) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). For the second double-sum, we use Theorem 2.10 to write modulo theta that f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 0∑ t=0 q^{(p(2p+j−2r−1))t}q^{2p(2p+j)}(^{t2})j(q^{(2p+j)t}q^{k−r}; q) × m ( (−1)^{j+1}q(^{j2})^{−k(2p+j)+j(p+r+1)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{j(2p+j)} )

+ 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 (−1)^tq^{t(k−r)}q(^{t2})j(−q^{(2p+j)t}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} )

∼ 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 (−1)^tq^{t(k−r)}q(^{t2})j(−q^{(2p+j)t}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−tj(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . In the remaining sum, we replace t → 2pi + m, so that we can rewrite the summation symbol as 2p(2p+j)−1 ∑ t=0 → 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 . This gives f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 (−1)^{2pi+m}q^{(2pi+m)(k−r)}q(^{2pi+m2} )j(−q^{(2p+j)(2pi+m)}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−(2pi+m)j(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Again, let us pull the i out of the theta function. Using (4.2a), we get f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0

2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 (−1)^{2pi+m}q^{(2pi+m)(k−r)}q(^{2pi+m2} ) × q^{−2p(2p+j)}(^{i2})^{−i(m(2p+j)+p(2p+j−2r−1))}j(−q^{(2p+j)m}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−(2pi+m)j(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Rewriting the exponents, we get f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× 2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 q^{−2pj}(^{i+12} )^{+i(p(2k+j)−jm)} × m ( −q^{p(2p+j)(j(2p+j)+2k)−(2pi+m)j(2p+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . We again rewrite our expression in a form suitable for Theorem 4.4. Again we obtain f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})

× 2p+j−1 ∑ i=0 q^{−2pj}(^{i+12} )(q^{p(2k+j)−jm})^i × m ( −q^{2pj(}(^{2p+j2} )^{−i(2p+j))}(q^{p(2k+j)−jm})^{2p+j}, ∗; q^{2pj(2p+j)2} ) . Using Theorem 4.4 yields f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) (14.2) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). Now let us combine the two double-sums (14.1) and (14.2). This gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) = f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{1+k+r}, −q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q) − f_{1,2p+j,2p(2p+j)}(q^{k−r}, −q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q) ∼ 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − 2p−1∑

m=0 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m}q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). We take advantage of symmetries to rewrite the above expression. The two m = 0 terms cancel.

Indeed, if we use (4.2b), if follows that the coefficient of m(−q^{p(2k+j)}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) then evaluates to j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{2p(2p+j)−p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = j(−q^{p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{p(4p+2j−2p−j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = 0.

It is also true that the two m = p terms cancel. The coefficient of m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jp}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) = m(−q^{2pk}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) reduces to zero. We pull out a common factor, rewrite an exponent, and then use (4.2a). This reads

(−1)^pq(^{p+12} )^{+p(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)p+p(2p+j+2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)p+p(2p+j−2r−1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) = (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{+p(k−r)} ( q^{p(2r+1)}j(−q^{(2p+j)2p+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − j(−q^{p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) = 0.

Breaking up the two sums over m then gives

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) ∼ p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) (14.3) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) + 2p−1∑

m=p+1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j)+q(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − 2p−1∑

m=p+1 (−1)^mq(^{m2} )^{+m(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). In (14.3), we replace m with p − m in the first and third sums. In the second and fourth sums replace m with m + p. This brings us to

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) ∼ p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q(^{p−m+12} )^{+(p−m)(k+r)}j(−q^{2p(2p+j)−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−j(p−m)}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) + p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{m+p}q(^{m+p+12} )^{+(m+p)(k+r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+2p(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−j(m+p)}, ∗; q^{2pj} )

− p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q(^{p−m2} )^{+(p−m)(k−r)}j(−q^{2p(2p+j)−m(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−j(p−m)}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{m+p}q(^{m+p2} )^{+(m+p)(k−r)}j(−q^{(2p+j)m+2p(2p+j)−p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) × m(−q^{p(2k+j)−j(m+p)}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). Rewriting the theta functions using (4.2a) and (4.2b), and tweaking the second and fourth Appell function with (4.8b), we have

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) ∼ p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q(^{p−m+12} )^{+(p−m)(k+r)}q^{m(2p+j)−p(2r+1)} × j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{m+p}q(^{m+p+12} )^{+(m+p)(k+r)}q^{−(2p+j)m−p(2r+1)} × j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})q^{−2pk+jm}m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{p−m}q(^{p−m2} )^{+(p−m)(k−r)} × j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) + p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^{m+p}q(^{m+p2} )^{+(m+p)(k−r)} × j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})q^{jm−2pk}m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). Rewriting the leading q-exponents, we have

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)} 2k,2r (q) ∼ (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r−k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p)} × q^{m(2p+j−(2r+1))}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r+k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r+k−p)} × j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r−k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p)} × j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} )

+ (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r+k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r+k−p)} × q^{m(2p+j−(2r+1))}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)})m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). Combining like terms, we have modulo a theta function that

(q)^3_∞C^{(p,2p+j)}

2k,2r (q) (14.4) ∼ −(−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r+k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r+k−p)} × ( j(−q^{(2p+j)m+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j−(2r+1))}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) × m(−q^{−2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ) − (−1)^pq(^{p2})^{−p(r−k)} p−1∑ m=1 (−1)^mq(^{m+12} )^{+m(r−k−p)} × ( j(−q^{m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) − q^{m(2p+j−(2r+1))}j(−q^{−m(2p+j)+p(2r+1)}; q^{2p(2p+j)}) ) × m(−q^{2pk+jm}, ∗; q^{2pj} ). We combine the sums for the final result.

15. Acknowledgments

The study was carried out with the financial support of the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation in the framework of a scientific project under agreement No. 075-15-2025-013. We would also like to thank Frank Garvan for his help with his Maple packages. Finally we would like to thank the speakers of the seminar “Modularity, geometry, and physics” held at the Euler International Mathematical Institute on July-August 2024 for productive discussions on [25] and related topics.

References

[1] C. Ahn, S. W. Chung, S.-H. Tye, New parafermion, SU(2) coset and N = 2 superconformal field theories, Nuclear Phys. B 365 (1991), no. 1, pp. 191–240.

[2] S. Alexandrov, S. Banerjee, J. Manschot, B. Pioline, Multiple D3-Instantons and Mock Modular Forms I, Commun. Math. Phys. 353 (2017), pp. 379–411.

[3] S. Alexandrov, S. Banerjee, J. Manschot, B. Pioline, Multiple D3-Instantons and Mock Modular Forms II, Commun. Math. Phys. 359 (2018), pp. 297–346.

[4] S. Alexandrov, S. Banerjee, B. Pioline, Black holes and higher depth mock modular forms, Commun. Math.

Phys. 374 (2020), no. 2, pp. 549–625.

[5] G. E. Andrews, On the theorems of Watson and Dragonette for Ramanujan’s mock theta funcitons, Amer.

J. Math. 88 (1966) pp. 454–490.

[6] G. E. Andrews, F. Garvan, Ramanujan’s “lost” notebook VI: The mock theta conjectures, Adv. Math. 73 (1989), no. 2, 242–255.

[7] A. A. Belavin, A. M. Polyakov, A. B. Zamolodchikov, Infinite conformal symmetry in two-dimensional quantum field theory, Nucl. Phys. B 241 (1984), no. 2, pp. 333–380.

[8] A. J. F. Biagioli, A proof of some identities of Ramanujan using modular forms, Glasgow Math. J. 31 (1989), pp. 271–295.

[9] N. Borozenets, E. T. Mortenson, On string functions of the generalized parafermionic theories, mock theta functions, and false theta functions, arXiv:2409.14834 (2024).

[10] K. Bringmann, A. Milas, W-algebras, false theta functions and quantum modular forms, I, Int. Math. Res.

Not. 2015 (2015), no. 21, pp. 11351–11387.

[11] K. Bringmann, A. Milas, W-algebras, higher rank false theta functions, and quantum dimensions, Selecta Math. 23 (2017), pp. 1249–1278.

[12] K. Bringmann, J. Kaszian, A. Milas, Higher depth quantum modular forms, multiple Eichler integrals, and sl3 false theta functions, Res. Math. Sci. 6 (2019), no. 2, pp. 20.

[13] K. Bringmann, J. Kaszian, A. Milas, C.Nazaroglu, Integral representations of rank two false theta functions and their modularity properties, Res. Math. Sci. 8 (2021), no. 4, pp. 54.

[14] K. Bringmann, J. Kaszian, A. Milas, C.Nazaroglu, Higher depth false modular forms, Commun. Contemp.

Math. 25 (2023) no. 07, pp. 2250043.

[15] K. Bringmann, C. Nazaroglu, A framework for modular properties of false theta functions, Res. Math. Sci.

6 (2019), pp. 1–23.

[16] K. Bringmann, K. Ono, The f(q) mock theta conjecture and partition ranks, Invent. Math. 165 (2006) pp.

243–266.

[17] A. Cappelli, C. Itzykson, J-B. Zuber, Modular invariant partition functions in two dimensions, Nuclear Phys. B 280 (1987), pp. 445–465.

[18] J. L. Cardy, Effect of boundary conditions on the operator content of two-dimensional conformally invariant theories, Nuclear Phys. B 275 (1986), no. 2, pp. 200–218.

[19] J. L. Cardy, Conformal invariance in percolation, self-avoiding walks, and related problems, Ann. Henri Poincaré 4 (2003), no. 1, pp. 371–384.

[20] M. C. Cheng, J. F. Duncan, J. A. Harvey, Umbral moonshine, Commun. Number Theory Phys. 8 (2014), no. 2, pp. 101–242.

[21] B. Cho, J. K. Koo, Y. K. Park, Arithmetic of the Ramanujan–Göllnitz–Gordon continued fraction, J. Number Theory 129 (2009), pp. 922–947.

[22] Y.-S. Choi, Tenth order mock theta functions in Ramanujan’s lost notebook, Invent. Math. 136 (1999), no.

3, pp. 497–569.

[23] Y.-S. Choi, Tenth order mock theta functions in Ramanujan’s lost notebook II, Adv. Math. 156 (2000), no.

2, pp. 180–285.

[24] Y.-S. Choi, Tenth order mock theta functions in Ramanujan’s lost notebook III, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 94 (2007), 26–52.

[25] A. Dabholkar, S. Murthy, D. Zagier, Quantum black holes, wall crossing, and mock modular forms, arXiv:1208.4074 (2012).

[26] A. Dabholkar, P. Putrov, E. Witten, Duality and mock modularity, SciPost Phys. 9 (2020), 072. [27] T. Eguchi, H. Ooguri, Y. Tachikawa, Notes on the K3 Surface and the Mathieu group M24, Exp. Math. 20 (2011), no. 1, pp. 91–96.

[28] T. Eguchi, Y. Sugawara, Non-holomorphic modular forms and SL(2, R)/ U(1) superconformal field theory, J. High Energ. Phys. (2011), 107.

[29] T. Eguchi, Y. Sugawara, Compact formulas for the completed mock modular forms, J. High Energ. Phys.

(2014), 156.

[30] T. Eguchi, Y. Sugawara, Duality in Liouville theory and moonshine phenomena, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys.

(2016), 063B02.

[31] V. Fateev, A. Zamolodchikov, Nonlocal (parafermion) currents in two-dimensional conformal quantum field theory and self-dual critical points in ZN -symmetric statistical systems, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz 89 (1985), pp. 399.

[32] J. Frye, F. Garvan, Automatic proof of theta-function identities, Elliptic integrals, elliptic functions and modular forms in quantum field theory, pp. 195–258, Texts Monogr. Symbol. Comput., Springer, Cham, 2019.

[33] D. Gepner, Z. Qiu, Modular invariant partition functions for parafermionic field theories, Nuclear Phys. B 285 (1987), pp. 423–453.

[34] D. Gepner, E. Witten, String theory on group manifolds, Nuclear Phys. B 278 (1986), no. 3, pp. 493–549. [35] P. Goddard, A. Kent, D. Olive, Virasoro algebras and coset space models, Phys. Lett. B 152 (1985), no.

1–2, pp. 88–92.

[36] D. R. Hickerson, A proof of the mock theta conjectures, Invent. Math. 94 (1988), no. 3, pp. 639–660. [37] D. R. Hickerson, On the seventh order mock theta functions, Invent. Math. 94 (1988), no. 3, 661–677. [38] D. R. Hickerson, E. T. Mortenson, Hecke-type double sums, Appell–Lerch sums, and mock theta functions, I, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 109 (2014), no. 2, pp. 82–422.

[39] V. Kac, D. Peterson, Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, theta functions and modular forms, Adv. Math. 53 (1984), pp. 125–264.

[40] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Modular invariant respresentations of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras and superalgebras, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. USA 85 (1988), pp. 4956–4960.

[41] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Modular and conformal invariance constraints in representation theory of affine algebras, Adv. Math. 70 (1988), no. 2, pp. 156–236.

[42] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Classification of modular invariant representations of affine algebras, in Infinitedimensional Lie algebras and groups, Advanced Ser. Math. Phys. 7 (1989),pp. 138–177.

[43] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Branching functions for winding subalgebras and tensor products, Acta Appl.

Math. 21 (1990), pp. 3–39.

[44] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Integrable highest weight modules over affine superalgebras and Appell’s function, Comm. Math. Phys. 215 (2001), no. 3, 631–682.

[45] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Representations of affine superalgebras and mock theta functions, Transform.

Groups 19 (2014), no. 2, pp. 383–455.

[46] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Representations of affine superalgebras and mock theta functions II, Adv. Math.

300 (2016), pp. 17–70.

[47] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, Representations of affine superalgebras and mock theta functions. III, Izv. Ross.

Akad. Nauk Ser. Mat. 80 (2016), no. 4, pp. 65–122.

[48] V. G. Kac, M. Wakimoto, On modular invariance of quantum affine W-algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 406 (2025), no. 2, pp. 44.

[49] G. Korpas, J. Manschot, G. W. Moore, I. Nidaiev, Mocking the u-plane integral, Res. Math. Sci. 8 (2021), 43. [50] S. Lu, On modular invariant partition functions in non-unitary theories, Phys. Lett. B 218 (1989), no. 1, pp. 46–50.

[51] J. Manschot, Vafa–Witten theory and iterated integrals of modular forms, Commun. Math. Phys. 371(2019), pp. 787–831.

[52] E. T. Mortenson, On the tenth-order mock theta functions, J. Aust. Math. Soc. 104 (2018), no. 1, 44–62. [53] E. T. Mortenson, On Ramanujan’s lost notebook and new tenth-order like identities for second-, sixth-, and eighth-order mock theta functions, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 56 (2024), no. 3, 1029–1053.

[54] E. T. Mortenson, A general formula for Hecke-type false theta functions, Algebra i Analiz 36 (2024), no. 1, pp. 195–203.

[55] E. T. Mortenson, On Hecke-type double-sums and general string functions for the affine Lie algebra A^{(1)}_1 , Ramanujan J. 63 (2024), no. 3, pp. 553–582.

[56] E. T. Mortenson, O. Postnova, D. Solovyev,On string functions and double-sum formulas, Res. Math. Sci.

10, 15 (2023).

[57] E. T. Mortenson, D. Urazov, Splitting Appell functions in terms of single quotients of theta functions, J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 537 (2024), 128261.

[58] E. T. Mortenson, S. Zwegers, The mixed mock modularity of certain duals of generalized quantum modular forms of Hikami and Lovejoy, Adv. Math. 418 (2023), 108944.

[59] S. Ramanujan, The Lost Notebook and Other Unpublished Papers, Narosa Publishing House, New Delhi, 1988.

[60] R. A. Rankin, Modular Forms and Functions, Cambridge University Press, 1977. [61] S. Robins, Generalized Dedekind η-products, in “The Rademacher legacy to mathematics” (ed. G. E. Andrews, D. M. Bressoud, and L. A. Parson), Contemp. Math. 166 (Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994), pp. 119–128.

[62] A. Schilling, S. O. Warnaar, Conjugate Bailey Pairs, Contemp. Math. 197 (2002), pp. 227–255. [63] J. Troost, The non-compact elliptic genus: mock or modular, J. High Energ. Phys 2010 (2010), 104. [64] S. P. Zwegers, Mock ϑ-functions and real analytic modular forms, q-series with applications to combinatorics, number theory, and physics (Ed. B. C. Berndt and K. Ono), Contempt. Math. 291, Amer. Math. Soc. (2001), pp. 269–277.

[65] S. P. Zwegers, Mock theta functions, Ph.D. Thesis, Universiteit Utrecht, 2002. [66] S. P. Zwegers, The tenth-order mock theta functions revisited, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 42 (2010) 301–311.

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Saint Petersburg State University, Saint Petersburg, Russia, 199178

Igor Krichever Center for Advanced Studies, Skolkovo Institute of Science and Technology, Moscow, Russia, 121205

Faculty of Mathematics, National Research University Higher School of Economics, Moscow, Russia, 119048

Email address: nikolayborozenets.spbumcs@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Saint Petersburg State University, Saint Petersburg, Russia, 199178 Email address: etmortenson@gmail.com