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Abstract

Many natural partition-theoretic series can be equally readily interpreted as compo-
sition-theoretic series, but this viewpoint seems to have not been much employed in
either theory. We consider some of the consequences of this viewpoint. As examples,
we give results concerning the reciprocals of Ramanujan’s theta functions and of the
false theta functions of L. J. Rogers, and raise an array of questions related to these.
Part of this study may be considered a natural dual of the truncated pentagonal
number theorem of Andrews and Merca.

1. Introduction: Partitions, Compositions, and Theta Functions

Integer partitions are ubiquitous in mathematics and the physical sciences; they are
connected to combinatorics, number theory, abstract algebra, statistical physics,
and other fields [2]. In particular, partition theory is intertwined with the theory
of modular forms central to contemporary number theory [4, 12].

While less widely studied in number theory, integer compositions are also ubiqg-
uitous in combinatorics and other fields; for instance, a deep study was given by
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P. A. MacMahon [10]. This paper, a follow-up work to [16, 17], shows that inte-
ger compositions can be useful to compute partition-theoretic statistics and other
arithmetic functions. We begin with examples from [17] using Ramanujan’s theta
functions as partition generating functions; we then use the false theta functions
of L. J. Rogers [15] to play a similar role to theta functions, to yield information
about certain classes of restricted partition counting functions. Our hope is that
this paper will motivate investigations of partition theorems from this point of view
as a source of new results and interesting questions.

Let us give a sample result. In recent work [17], the second and third authors
connect composition-theoretic infinite series to the reciprocals of Ramanujan’s theta
functions [5]. Consider the two theta functions

Y(g) = ¢ "2, plg) = > ", (1)

n>0 n=-—oo

with |¢] < 1. Tt is noteworthy in the above series that the exponents of ¢ are
polygonal numbers: n(n + 1)/2 is the nth triangular number, and n? is the nth
perfect square, with n > 1.

For k > 3, let Py := {n((k —2)n+ (k —4))/2 : n € N} denote the set of positive
extended k-sided polygonal numbers, which we will refer to as k-gonal numbers. Thus
Pj is the set of triangular numbers, P, is the squares, etc.

It is proved in [17] that the reciprocals of specializations of Ramanujan’s theta
functions have natural representations as g-series summed over compositions whose
parts are k-gonal numbers; for example,

L 3 (1), L 3 (—2)9gl, @)
w(Q) c€Cpy ceCpy
with |¢| < 1/2 in the first case, and |g| < 1/3 in the second, and £(c) the length of
the composition c.

From their product forms [5], the reciprocal theta functions in (2) can be inter-
preted as partition generating functions. Thus, certain partition counting functions
can be computed using compositions into k-gonal parts.

In this case, let pod(n) denote the number of odd-distinct partitions wherein
odd parts may not be repeated, with size equal to m; the function pod(n) was
studied in detail by Hirschhorn [8, Chapter 32] and Hirschhorn—Sellers [9]. Because
1/Y(q) =3 ,>0(=1)"pod(n)g™ [9], it follows from the first identity in (2) that

pod(n) = (=1)* Y (=1)"“, 3)
CECPS
le|=n

where the right-hand sum is taken over the set of size-n compositions into triangu-
lar parts. Similar composition formulas for other partition statistics, such as the



INTEGERS: 24A (2024) 3

overpartition function p(n) derived from the formula for 1/¢(q) in (2), are proved
in [17].

Here is another example proved in [17], that we will refer to later, which requires
further notation be defined.

Fork >5,1et S :={n e N:n=0,£1 (mod k—2)}. We also require a modified
length statistic £;, defined as follows. Define a subset P C Py of k-gonal numbers
by

Pri={n((k—2)n—(k—4))/2:n€Z,n#0,n=0,1(mod 4)}. (4)

Let ¢;(c) denote the number of parts ¢; € N in composition ¢ such that ¢; € Py.
Finally, let pg(n) := #{\ € Ps : |A\| = n}. Then for k¥ > 6 an even integer, the
number of partitions of size n whose parts are in Sy is given by

ps.(n) = (=1)" > (=1)"), ()
ceCp,
le]=n

where the summation is taken over size-n compositions into k-gonal parts. Similarly,
for £ > 5 an odd integer, the number of partitions of size n whose parts are in Sy, is

ps(n) = (1) Y (=1)5. (6)
CGCPk
le]=n

In Section 2 we introduce the notation and background theorems that will be
used throughout the paper. In Section 3 we employ the basic theorem relating
partition-theoretic and composition-theoretic viewpoints to produce an array of ex-
amples involving recursions which the reader should be able to imitate easily in
other contexts. In Section 4 we consider classic number theoretic functions such as
representations by squares. In Section 5 we apply this viewpoint more thoroughly
to unrestricted partitions and to a specific closely related function, the false theta
function W(—q?, q), producing several theorems concerning the behavior of its coef-
ficients and raising a number of questions and conjectures we invite the reader to
explore.

2. Background and Notation

Let N denote the set of natural numbers (positive integers). Let P denote the set
of integer partitions, unordered finite sums of natural numbers including the empty
partition () € P (see e.g. [1]). For nonempty A € P, we notate A = (A1, Aa, ..., Ar),
Al > X > >N > 1. Let S CN, and let Pg denote the set of partitions whose
parts lie in S; we consider } € Pg for all S C N. For A € P, let |\| > 0 denote
the size (sum of parts), let £(A) > 0 denote the length (number of parts), and let
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m; = m;(\) > 0 be the multiplicity (frequency) of ¢ € N as a part of partition A. Let
C denote the set of integer compositions, which are ordered finite sums of natural
numbers. We extend the partition-theoretic terminology and notation defined above
to compositions, with the same meanings, i.e., for ¢ € C we write ¢ = (¢1, o, ..., ¢p)
with ¢; > 1, let |¢| denote the sum of the parts, let £(c) denote the number of parts,
etc. Let Cg denote compositions whose parts all lie in S C N, thus C = Cy; take the
empty composition () € Cg for all S.
Throughout we denote by (¢)~ the product

(1—¢").

2

(Q)oo =

k=1

The primary theorem which relates partitions to compositions for the purpose
of this study is the following, the proof of which is an exercise in the application of
the geometric series formula.

Theorem 1. For S C N, x: S — C an arbitrary function, define the function
Ds,x: Zxo — C by the coefficients of the power series

ZPS,X(”)Qn iy !

= jes X()@

noting ps,(0) = 1. Then for n > 0, the following statements are equivalent to the
former:

(i) psx(n) =Y [T xte,

ceCs ¢;eC
lel=n

(ii) psx(n) =>_ x(J)psx(n—j).
JjES
j<n
In the case where x: S — {1,—1}, which is the case for many of the functions
we study in this paper, clause (i) becomes

psx(n) = (—1)fsx(@),

cecg
lel=n
where £ (c) is the number of parts ¢; € S of composition ¢ € Cs such that
x(c;) = —1.
Clause (i) of the theorem can be stated in terms of power series (or more appli-
cably generating functions), in which form it appears as the ag = 1 case of Lemma
9 from [17] which we state here.
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Lemma 1. Fora; € C, let g(q) =1+ ), 5, ang" be analytic on {g € C: |q| < 1}
and set G(q) =1/g(q). Then on the domain of analyticity of G(q), we have

G(q) =1+ Z bnqn
n=0

with the coefficient b, given as a sum over compositions ¢ € C of size n:

b= 3 (~) g am.
ceC
le|=n

3. Extensions with Recursive Formulas

In this section, we record extensions of formulas proved in [17], such as those noted
in the Introduction.
Here are two examples of Theorem 1; the first is well known [13].

Proposition 1. The number of odd-distinct partitions of size n can be calculated
by the recurrence

pod(n) = Z (=1)7" pod(n — j).

JEP3
jsn

Proof. Set S = P3 and x = —1 identically in Theorem 1. Thus the length statistic
is £, ,(c) = £(c), and the right-hand side of Theorem 1 (i) can be recognized as
the right side of (3). The result follows by part (ii) of the theorem. O

Proposition 2. Fork > 6 an even integer, the number of partitions of size n whose
parts are in Sy is given by

Ps; (TL) = Z (_1)j_1pSk (n - ])
JEP
j<n
Proof. Set S = P, and x = —1 identically in Theorem 1. Then much as in the
previous example, {5 (c) = £(c), and the right-hand side of Theorem 1 (i) can be
recognized as the right side of (5). O

Remark 1. A similar formula holds for the case k > 5 an odd integer.

We note that taking ¢ — —q produces a dual theorem to Theorem 1. For sim-
plicity we consider x: S — {1,—1}. We require another modified length statistic.
Let Egﬁx(c) denote the number of parts ¢; € S of composition ¢ € Cg such that

(~1)%x(er) = 1.
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Theorem 2. For SCN, x: S — {1,—1} an arbitrary function, define a function
DSy L>o — L by the coefficients of the power series

X — n _ 1
D Pham(-0)" = po

n>0

noting pgvx(O) = 1. Then for n > 1, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) Pox(n) = (~1)5x,

feis
(ii) psy(n)=(=1)" Z(—l)jx(j)pé,x(n —J)

where the first summation is taken over size-n compositions whose parts are all
in S, and ng(c) is the number of parts ¢; € S of composition ¢ € Cg such that

(=1 x(ei) = 1.

Ramanujan’s theta functions produced many examples in [17], such as those
noted above. While these examples are (up to a trivial factor) modular forms,
modularity does not play a role, and is certainly not a requirement.

Further examples of this type would yield families of similar theorems. Consider
series where the nonzero coefficients are predictable, with the nonzero coefficients
having exponents that belong to an easily identified set. Most immediately con-
nected to these examples would be eta-quotients with clear partition-theoretic in-
terpretations. Then one additionally interprets the reciprocal series as a generating
function for compositions with weighted counts.

4. Some Polynomials and Classical Number Theoretic Functions

Here we use Lemma 1 to derive further examples of composition sums like those
in the preceding sections. We now look at the reciprocals of polynomials as toy
models.

Example 1. It is well known that

1 (o)
T 5 = Fn-‘rlqnv
>

n=0
where F), is the nth Fibonacci number: Fy = 0,Fy; = 1, F490 = Fy41 + F, for
n > 0. Using Lemma 1, we have

Foiq = Z 1m]me = Z 1,

CGC{LQ} CEC{LQ}
le]=n le]=n
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i.e. we have recovered the well-known result (see, e.g., [18, p. 109, Ex. 35 (c)])
that the number of compositions of size n into 1’s and 2’s is the (n+ 1)st Fibonacci
number.

Example 2. A close relative of the Fibonacci sequence is the Pell sequence {r, }2 :
ro=0,m1 =1, rpny2 = 2rp41 + 1, for n > 0. It can be easily shown that

o0

Z Tn1q" = B
n - _ _ 2"
n=0 1 2q q
Lemma 1 reveals that
Tn+1 = Z 2m,
CEC{LQ}
lc|=n

Example 3. Let pi(n) denote the number of partitions of n into at most k parts.
It is well known that

) . 1
Z:op’“(”)q TU-gU-) - (0—d)

For any particular k, we can use Lemma 1 to get an explicit representation of py(n)
as a composition sum. For k = 3, we have

(1-9l-)1-¢)=1-qg—+q¢"+¢" — ¢

SO
m = 3 (e,
c€C1,2,4,5,6}

le[=n

By the same reasoning,

pm) = 3 (=2)me(—1yme.
c€Cy1,2,5,8,9,10}
|e|=n

Of course, if one is willing to obtain a composition sum over all compositions of
n, rather than over compositions with parts restricted to some subset of the natural
numbers, then we need not restrict our attention to lacunary series and polynomials.
We may consider taking the reciprocal of series with few or no zero coefficients, as
in the next two examples.

Example 4. Consider g(q) = [[;2,(1 — ¢/)** = X272 7(n + 1)¢", where 7(-) is
Ramanujan’s tau-function [14]. Then

1 o0
_ (24) n
— = E p n)q-,
9(a) = (=)
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where p(¥)(n) is the number of k-colored partitions of n. We therefore have

PO = 3 (- T i+ 1)

ceC
le|=n

Example 5. In a similar spirit, if we let

oo

9(g) = 1/e(g)* = (1" (n)q",

n=0

where p(¥) (n) is the number of four-color overpartitions of n, and note that

%q) = ra(n)q" = p(q)*,
n=0

where r4(n) denotes the number of representations of n as a sum of four squares,
we deduce that

ra(m) = (=1)" 3 (D" TP @™

ceC
lel=n

5. Partitions and the False Theta Function ¥(—q?, q)

In this section we explore the utility of the composition-theoretic point of view
in the study of more traditional combinatorial objects. Our starting point is the
application of this point of view to the standard partition generating function

n ’I’L: = . 7
;::OP( )a (Do 1=¢—P+@P+q —¢2—... @)

The latter expansion is the well-known pentagonal number theorem of Euler (see
[1, p. 11, Cor. 1.7] or any other text on basic partition theory).

By Theorem 1, we have the following observation, which does not seem to have
been widely employed in partition theory.

Corollary 1. The number of partitions of n is equal to the number of compositions
¢ of n into pentagonal numbers §(3k—|—1), ke Z, k+#0, weighted by (—1)¢(©) where
l'(c) counts the number of parts of ¢ from the set {5,7,22,26, ...} produced by even
k.

There is something intriguing about this fact. After all, the number of unweighted
compositions of n into pentagonal numbers, i.e., the coefficients of the series
1
l—q—@?—¢o—q" —q'2 —g15 — .

9
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clearly have exponential growth, being bounded below by the growth of the Fi-
bonacci numbers which have exponential growth with base the golden ratio, 1.618...",
and above by the number of compositions of n with unrestricted parts, 2. The
actual rate of growth from numerical calculations is approximately 1.729918422",
reaching this precision in about 50 terms.

Problem: State the exact value of the exponential base concisely. Is it even alge-
braic?

And yet the partitions, arising from weighting this count, have subexponential
growth, being known to have main-term asymptotic [7]

1 fon 73
p(n) ~ V23 a5 n = .
4n\/§
Thus, if we list the positively and negatively weighted compositions in this set and
match them, the “surviving” uncancelled compositions, all of positive weight, are a
vanishing proportion of the entire set as n grows.

Indeed it is possible to map partitions into the “Fibonacci” subset of the pen-
tagonal compositions consisting solely of 1s and 2s (and therefore being of positive
weight): simply map the partition

A=\, ) — 1MT221%e 72918729 1,

where parts of size 1 are simply appended instead of subtracting 2. Then we know
the remaining positively and negatively weighted compositions of n into pentagonal
numbers are equal in number, and we can simply list and match them.

Problem: Can a more structured sign-cancelling almost-matching be produced,
on weighted compositions of n into pentagonal numbers, in which the unmatched
compositions have some more useful association with the original partition, and are
positively weighted?

A sign of the delicacy with which the weighting is balanced, is that the behavior
is extremely sensitive to changes in the weightings. For instance, the part 5 is
weighted negatively. If we weight it positively, then we know that the weighted
count of compositions increases, for now we are considering the coefficients of the
generating function

1 B 1
(Do —2¢° (). (1 2¢° )

T (@

but this is precisely the partition generating function, times a geometric series with
positive coefficients.
This has a consequence in terms of compositions:
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Proposition 3. The weighted count of compositions of n into pentagonal parts with
an odd number of 5s is nonpositive for all n, and negative for n > 5. Hence, the

Coeﬁicients Of q7 f07 n > 5 Zn

Proof. The first claim follows immediately from the fact that changing signs on the
part 5 increases the coeflicients. The second claim only requires that we establish
that this is in fact the generating function for such compositions.

Write A = —(¢)oo + 1 +¢°. Then the generating function for such compositions,
taking first one part size 5, then three, then five, etc. is

(—q5)(<i) + G)AJr G)A2+...)+(—q15)((§) + <§)A+ <§>A2+...)+...

1
= (—q5)m

_ =7 1 _ ¢ 1
S (-4 (1(1‘1_12,)) (@ ((q)m2q5)'

O

are all negative.

However, not only do we have an increase, but in fact the rate of growth in the
coefficients is now exponential.

Theorem 3. For

> 1

Z c(n)qn = 7@)00 — 2q5’

n=0

the coefficients satisfy c¢(n) > F,, the n-th Fibonacci number.

Proof. We rewrite the generating function in the following fashion:

1 1
(@Woo 26> 1=q—¢*— @ +q"—¢"2—q" +...

(=) 1 )
- 2 5 7 12 .
l—q—q 1— trs e

q
—q—q2

We now observe that the coefficients of

q5 o q7 o0 o0
l—a—a2 = E (Fn—5 - Fn—?)qn = q5 + § Fo_sq"
q q n=0 n=~6
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are all clearly positive, and the same holds for

g'% + ¢'5 — ¢?2 — g%
l—q—¢ '
The signs in the pentagonal number theorem are periodic with period 4 in their

nonzero appearances, so every grouping of four terms afterward will exhibit the
same positivity. That is, the denominator in the second term is

1_<q5—q7 g'% + ¢'% — 22 — g% q35+q40—q5l—q57+ >

l—qg—¢* 1—qg—¢ - 1-qg—¢?

Every fraction appearing, and all those subsequent, have positive coeflicients within
the parentheses since the coefficient in each is always of the form

(Fn — Fn—ig) + (Fn—il — Fn—ig) , 1< <ig <ig,

and F,, is an increasing function of n for n > 1.

Hence this generating function consists of the Fibonacci series generating func-
tion, times a power series with positive coefficients, and its coefficients are bounded
below by F, and its exponential growth. O

The same logic holds if the sign on the 7 is changed, though now the lower bound
sequence is the “dying rabbit” version of the Fibonacci problem,

1
l—q—q¢+q*

This is described as OEIS sequence A023435 [11], where the interpretation of the
sequence as ‘number of compositions of n into 1s, 2s, and 3s, with compositions
having different placements of 2s identified” means that the sequence grows faster
than the number of compositions into 1s and 3s, which is the Narayana’s cows
sequence A000930, known to have exponential asymptotic 1.46...".

In general, any increase in the weighting on any term (i.e., subtracting a term)
leads to an increase in the coefficients above p(n), and this can be combinatorially
explained by Proposition 3. It is less obvious that the resulting growth is exponen-
tial, and certainly a combinatorial argument that this is the case, like those given
above, seems to be considerably less accessible. Yet this behavior seems to hold
even if the decrease is

1. on a non-pentagonal number;
2. on a pentagonal number already weighted positively;

3. of less than 2, i.e. not merely a sign change.
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In other words, by considering these compositions, we have found the following
conjecture, for which we would hope for possibly an analytic and ideally a combi-
natorial explanation.

Conjecture 1. Given any a > 0 and j € N| the coefficients of the function

1 1

(Doe —a¢7 () (1 _ (ai)

grow exponentially.

In the opposite direction, decreasing a weight on any term by any amount has
a more complicated behavior than merely decreasing the resulting coefficients. In-
stead, it seems to lead to terms that have a negative exponential contribution of
slow period, varying in sign. For instance, the coefficients of

1
(@)oo + 2¢"2
appear to change in sign approximately every 25 terms (with this length very slowly

growing). However, the absolute value of coefficients empirically exhibits exponen-
tial growth (base approximately 1.3956). We are led to the following conjecture.
Conjecture 2. Given any a > 0 and j € N, the coefficients of the function

1 1

(@)oo + a0’ (g) (1 4 ag? )

(@)oo

alternate in sign, with the maximum of absolute value of the first n terms growing
exponentially.

Analysis of these conjectures along the lines of the earlier proofs suggests that it is
of combinatorial interest to consider the reciprocals of truncations of the pentagonal
number series of the form

1
l—q— @+ +q7 —q2— ¢+ ...+ gR/2Bk+D)

for some finite range, the final sign depending on the usual sign of the final pentag-
onal number. (One notes that this is different from

1
1-q)(1—¢*)...(1—g*)’

which truncates the product. That is the generating function for partitions into a
limited number of parts, discussed in the previous section.)
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This draws an interesting connection to a study initiated by George Andrews and
Mircea Merca [3] on the truncated pentagonal number recurrence for the partition
function, which in a way could be considered the dual of this object. We give
sufficient context for this paper here.

An immediate consequence of Euler’s equation (7) is the well-known recurrence
for the partition numbers,

p(n)—pln—1)—pn—2)+pn—->5)+pn—-7—---=0, n>0 p0)=1.
Since p(n) is a positive, increasing function, it follows that for n > 5,

p(n) —p(n —1) —p(n—2) <0,

since one must add a positive amount to get to 0. (Since p(n — 5) > p(n — 12),
p(n —7) > p(n — 15), and so on for all following pairs.)
Likewise for n > 12,

p(n) —p(n—1)—p(n —2)+pn—>5)+pn-17) >0,

since now one must add a negative amount to get to 0, and so forth every 2 terms.

On the other hand, this logic does not as easily apply for the intermediate val-
ues. It can be seen without much difficulty that p(n) — p(n — 1) is the number of
partitions that contain no 1, and hence this difference is always positive and counts
a describable set; what about

p(n) —p(n—1) —p(n —2) +p(n - 5)?

Andrews and Merca answered this question completely, showing the following
theorem.

Theorem 4 (Andrews and Merca, [3]). These sums alternate in sign (e.g., p(n) —
p(n —1) —p(n —2) +p(n —>5) <0 forn > 7), and furthermore, when we have
taken 2k terms, the absolute value of the difference counts the set My of partitions
i which k is the smallest part not appearing, and there are more parts larger than
k than there are less than k.

The generating function being analyzed by Andrews and Merca is a polynomial
over (¢)s. For instance, the generating function for the first four terms of the
pentagonal number recurrence, p(n) — p(n — 1) — p(n — 2) + p(n — 5), is

l—g—¢*+¢°
(@)oo

Their main result then states that this will eventually have entirely negative coeffi-
cients.
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Returning to the object of our consideration, we go further than changing a single
term and ask, what if we change two signs in opposite directions? Or an infinitude?
An object of combinatorial interest in the g-series literature is the false theta

function
00 —1

\I/(a/7b) = Z a,(n;rl)b(g) _ Z a(n;ﬂ)b(g).

n=0 n=-—o00

In particular, we have the following four special cases of this function related to
the pentagonal numbers, where we give (¢)oo for comparison.

@Woo=1-q—=¢"+¢" +q" = ¢ ¢ + ¢ +¢*° — ...
UV(-¢*q)=1-q-¢+¢ —q" +¢°+¢° —¢®+°— ...
V() =14 =+ +q2 =g — 2+ ¢+ ...
V() =1—qt+q®—q®+q" —q 2% — 2+ — ...
V(2 ) =14q+@+¢" ¢ —q2— ¢ — 2+ ¢+ ...

It is an exercise in expanding each series by the residue of the indices mod 4 to
see that signs of each are periodic mod 8 or a divisor thereof.
For three of these series, we have the “reduced coefficients” behavior.

1 1 1
V(=% —q) (9 <1+ o= la— ¢ +q'? —q22+-~-)>

1 1 1
\II(QQaQ)_(Q)oo <1+((1i>o(q2_q5+q15_q22+~«)>
1 _ 1
V(g% —a) (oo \1+Gola+a®—q"—¢+...)

The denominators on the right-hand sides are all clearly of positive coefficients. For
instance,

q— ¢ +q'2 — g2

(@)oo

=Y ((p(n—1) = p(n—5)) + (p(n — 12) — p(n — 22))) ¢"

n=0
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and

g+ q2 . q7 . q22
(@)oo

o0

=> ((p(n—1) = p(n — 7)) + (p(n — 2) — p(n — 22))) ¢".

n=0
These are positive generating functions since p(n) is increasing.
Remark 2. The connection with the rank function mentioned earlier is that the
number N (0, n) of partitions with rank 0, i.e. with largest part equal to the nuumber
of parts, has generating function
\I’(—QQ, _Q) -1
(@)

By connection with the expansion given above, we have the recurrence
(=1N(0,n) = p(n) = 2(p(n —1) = p(n = 5) + p(n - 12) —p(n —22)...),

which is different from the form immediately following from the direct expansion of
the power series, and displays more explicitly the combinatorial fact that N(0,n)
and p(n) have the same parity.

The remaining function , has different and potentially more interesting

1
) T W(=¢%a)
behavior. We may write it as

1 1 1
U(-%a) (@) (1—(q?m(q7—q12—q15+q22+...)> '

Now the term beneath the negative sign in the denominator is by no means
obviously positive. However, the series appears to have the expected “increased
coefficients” behavior: the coefficients are positive, larger then p(n) after n = 7,
and quickly close in on exponential growth at a rate of approximately 1.5362™.

We now observe the connection with Andrews and Merca’s result on the trun-
cated pentagonal number theorem. The series

q7 — q'2 — g5 4 g2
(@)oo

is the generating function for
p(n—T7) —p(n —12) — p(n — 15) + p(n — 22),

and this is exactly the difference between the pentagonal number recurrence for the
partition function truncated at the 8th term (after p(n — 22)), and after the fourth
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(p(n —5)). Hence, letting My, be the generating function for the count of My, we
have 7 _ 12 15, 22
9 —q°—q°+q
(@)oo
We would hope that this would always have nonpositive coefficients, as it does
initially, or, under the sign, that My — My would always have positive coefficients,
and the same would hold for Myx_o — My in general. Alas, it does not.

= My — Ms.

Remark 3. Interestingly, empirical calculation is at first misleading here. The co-
efficients of My — My grow quite steadily for 1000 terms, and reach their maximum
at n = 1068, thereafter quickly becoming negative of large absolute value.

We show this descent in the following theorem, which generalizes the clause on
the eventual negativity of p(n) — p(n — 1) — p(n — 2) + p(n — 5) from Andrews and
Merca’s result.

Theorem 5. Let 1 <a <b<c, a,bceN. Then the coefficients of

1-¢"—¢"+¢° <
——————— = (p(n) —p(n—a) — p(n —b) + p(n — ¢))q¢"
(@)oo —~
are positive if ¢ < a + b, and eventually at least some if not all are negative of
increasing absolute value if ¢ > a + b.

Proof. Suppose ¢ =a +b. Then
1-¢"—¢"+q¢ _ (1-¢)(1-¢"
(¢)oo (@)oo
and this is simply the generating function for partitions in which the parts a and b

do not appear.
Suppose ¢ < a + b. Then write

1-¢"—¢"+¢° _(1-¢)(1—-¢") , ¢ —¢""
= +
(@)oo (@)oo (@)
_ (=g -¢") , .1-g
= +4q
(9)oo (9)oo
and this is the generating function for partitions of two types, one in which parts a
and b do not appear, and another in which one part c is guaranteed to appear but

the part a + b — ¢ does not (does not otherwise, if ¢ = a+ b — ¢).

a+b—c

Finally suppose ¢ > a 4+ b. Then write
Py Lma e (1-¢)(1-¢") "¢
(q) = =
(@)oo (@)oo (@)oo
(1-¢(1~-¢") e ¢
(0)oo (@)oo
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Intuitively, the restriction that 2 parts not appear is much more restrictive than
the restriction that 1 part not appear, but we may be precise.
If the coefficients of F(q) are all positive, then clearly so are the coefficients of

F(q) 1 q°

(I—g)(1—¢")(1—q2b)  (1=¢) (oo (1—¢)(1—¢") (@)

But the coefficients of the first term are
> p(n—k(c—a—b)),
k=0

and the coefficients of the second term are the double sum

ZZp(nfcfka—jb).

k=0 j=0

Well-known results on numerical semigroups yield that ¢+ ka+ 3b will eventually
represent all large numbers of the form ¢+m-ged(a, b), and will do so for sufficiently
large numbers an increasing number of times. Thus, for all but a fixed finite set
of early terms in the singly-indexed sum, there will be a corresponding larger term
subtracted.

For the remaining finite set, we may select a sufficiently large number of early
terms in the second sum represented further multiple times. Since the partition
function is subexponential, it holds that for any fixed K and e, it is eventually true
for all sufficiently large n that

p(n— K) > (1 —¢€)p(n).

Thus, selecting say € = 0.5, and selecting a growing number of further multiply-
represented terms in the latter sum as were not immediately cancelled in the first,
we find that for sufficiently large n the terms subtracted overwhelm the first series,
and in fact do so by growing amounts.

Hence at least some of the coefficients of F(q) originally must have eventually
become negative, with at least some of them of increasing absolute value.

O

Remark 4. This is clearly a crude analysis compared to more elegant asymptotics
tools, but it can be constructed with mostly combinatorial arguments plus basic
facts about the growth of p(n).

So attempting to prove the positivity of the right-hand factor in the denominator
of

1 1 1
U(—¢%q) (O <1— 2(117—6112—6115—6122+---)>

(@)oo
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by grouping the terms as per the truncated pentagonal number theorem fails to
result in obviously positive coefficients - each such group does contribute positive
coefficients for a long time (later groups for increasingly long times) but eventually
turns negative.

The following is thus an open question that would seem to be of interest con-
cerning false theta functions.

Conjecture 3. The coefficients of H(q) in \1/(7%12 3= @ (117H(q)) are strictly

positive. The coefficients of m grow exponentially.

A natural followup if the conjecture is shown would be to find the rate of growth.
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