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Abstract

We establish ¢g-analogues of Taylor series expansions in special poly-
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1 Introduction

Two important problems in complex function theory are the problems of
expanding a function in a series of polynomials and the interpolation prob-
lem of finding an entire function from its values on a given sequence {x,},
Tp — 00 as n — oo0. The polynomial expansion problem has a long history.
J. M. Whittaker [17], [18] introduced the concept of basic sets of polyno-
mials where the polynomials are ordered but not necessarily according to
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their degrees and all degrees are present. A more recent treatment of Whit-
taker’s approach is in the interesting monograph [14] by B. H. Makar. Boas
and Buck [4] restricted the polynomials to having a generating function of a
special type which guarantees that p,(x) has precise degree n, n =0,1,---.
As a result of the specialization imposed by Boas and Buck, they have been
able to obtain more refined results than those which hold for general basic
sets of polynomials.

In this paper we solve the interpolation problem for the sequence {x2,},

(1.1) t, = [agV?+q¢™?/d]/2, 0<q<1,0<a<]l,

for entire functions f satisfying

In M(r;
(1.2) lim sup nlgr,f) =c,
r—+400 n-r

for a particular ¢ which depends upon g. Here M (r; f) is [3]

(1.3) M(r; f) = sup{[f(2)] : |2 <r}.

In the process of solving this problem we also solve the expansion problem
of entire functions in two specific bases of polynomials, namely {¢,(z;a)}
and {pn(z)} defined in (1.9)—(1.10) and the coefficients in the expansion on
{¢n(x;a)} involve function evaluations at {x2,}. In the case of {p,(x)}, the
interpolation points are

(1.4) un =i(¢"*—q¢ )2, n=--,-1,0,1,---.

Carlson’s theorem [3] states that an entire function f of order one and
type less than 7 is uniquely determined by the sequence {f(n) : n =
0,1,...}. Moreover if f(x) is entire of order 1 and type < In2 then

(15) =32 (1)@ oo,

and the series converges uniformly on compact subsets of the complex z-
plane, [3, Theorem 9.10.7]. In the above (Af)(z) = f(x+1)— f(x). Another
representation was obtained by Ramanujan in his first notebooks, where he
wrote

sinms

(1.6) /Oooxs_lzf(k)(—x)kdx: T f(—s).
k=0
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Hardy [8, (11.2A), p. 186] proved (1.6) by contour integration and pointed
out that it holds under the assumptions in Carlson’s theorem. Therefore
Ramanujan’s formula (1.6) provides a constructive proof of Carlson’s theo-
rem by showing how to construct the function f from {f(n)}. Therefore, in
some sense, our formulas are closer in spirit to (1.5). An interesting question
is to find the analogue of Ramanujan’s formula (1.6).

Ramis [15] defined an entire function f to have a g-exponential growth
of order k£ and a finite type if there exist real numbers K, «, K > 0, such

that
k1n? |z|
< K|x|* :
)] < Klafexo (£2471)

Thus functions satisfying (1.2) are of g-exponential growth of order 2¢In? q.

Two of our main results are Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 which are stated and
proved in §3. Before we can state our results we need to explain the notation
used, which is mainly from [1] and [7]. The g¢-shifted factorials are

n
(L.7) (a;9)0 :=1, (a;q)n Hl—aq 1, n=1,2,..., or oo,
while the multiple ¢-shifted factorials are defined by
k
(1.8) (a1,a2,...,ax;q H aj;q

The bases of polynomials we are interested in are defined by

n—1

(1.9)  ¢nlcosb;a) = (ae? ae™?;q), = H[l — 2axq" + a®¢*],
k=0

(1.10) pn(cos®) = (1+e*0) (=g "e*: ¢?),_1e7™?,

The motivation for considering these special bases is our desire to establish
Taylor-like series where the Askey-Wilson operator plays the role of % and
these polynomials play the role of monomials. The basis {¢,(z;a)} was
introduced in the Askey-Wilson memoir [2] but the basis {p,(z)} does not
seem to have been considered before we inroduced them in [11].

We now define the Askey-Wilson operator D, introduced in [2]. Given a
function f we set f(ew) := f(x), z =cos#@, that is

(1.11) f(2) = f((z+1/2)/2), z=¢".



In other words we think of f(cosf) as a function of €. In this notation the
Askey-Wilson divided difference operator D, is defined by

B f(ql/zew) _ f(q—1/2€i9) B
(1.12) (Dyf)(z) = (@ 1/2) i sind x = cosb.

For example with f(z) = 42® — 3z, f(z) = [2® + 273]/2, and

3/2 _ ,—3/2
q q
Dyf(x) = m (4% —1).

It is a fact that D, reduces the degree of a polynomial by one and

(1.13) lim Dy () = = ()
at the points where f is differentiable. Furthermore in the calculus of the
Askey-Wilson operator the basis {¢,(z;a) : n > 0} plays the role played
by the monomials {(1 — 2ax + a?)" : n > 0} in the differential and integral
calculus.

Note that although we use x = cos#f, 6 is not necessarily real but e
are defined as

+i0

et = x4+ /22 — 1,

and the branch of the square root is taken such that vz2 — 1 ~ x as x — oo.
This makes |e| < |e|, with equality if and only if 2 € [-1,1].
The action of D, on the bases in (1.9)—(1.11) is given by

2a(1 — g"

(1.14) Dyon(x;a) = —(1_;)%—1(96;@1/2),
el ="

(1.15) Dypn(z) = 2q1 >/Zf‘—’qpn_1<x>.

As already mentioned the values of an entire function f on the nonneg-
ative integers determine f, [3], when f is of order one and type less than .
On the other hand f(z) = sinnz is order 1 and type m and vanishes at all
the integers, so type 7 is a cut off point. A similar situation occurs for the
interpolation points {xer : kK = 0,1,...}. The function ¢oo(z;a) vanishes
at all the points xog, so if {f(zax) : £ > 0} determine an entire function f
uniquely then f is expected to grow slower that ¢ (z;a). It turned out that
when ¢ in (1.2) is < 1/(2lng™!) then f can be interpolated from {f (o)}



and f has a polynomial expansion in {¢,(x;a)}. For f(x) = ¢oo(z;0a),
c=1/(2Ing™ '), so the barrier, which corresponds to type =, is 1/(2Ing™1).
This will be proved in §3.

One purpose of this work is to extend the following theorem from poly-
nomials to entire functions. Theorem 1.1 combines results from [10] and
[11].

Theorem 1.1. Let f(x) be a polynomial and assume that x,, is defined by
(1.1). Then

f@) =" fepr(x;a),
k=0

with

_ 1)k
= gt PN

In addition we have
F@)=>" fepr(x),
k=0

where
_ q(k27k)/4(1 . q)k
Qk(Q; Q)k

The idea in our extension of Theorem 1.1 to entire functions f is to first
expand 1/(y — z) in {¢n(x;a)} and {p,(z)} then use Cauchy’s theorem to
expand entire functions in the same bases. The expansion of the Cauchy
kernel is in Theorem 2.1. The expansion of entire functions is established in
§3.

It is interesting to note that although none of the series in Theorem
1.1 converge to f(x) when f(x) = 1/(y — x), the expansions with an addi-
tional term can be used via Cauchy’s theorem to expand slow growing entire
functions in the bases under consideration.

In Section 4 we rewrite Theorem 3.1 in the form of a Mittag-LefHer
expansion, see (4.2). This expansion turns out to be very useful in studying
summation theorems for basic hypergeometric series. Some examples are
give in Section 5. Section 6 contains concluding remarks and the evaluation
of ¢ in (1.2) for the g-exponential function &;(z; ). We have only included

T

(Dy £)(0).



few examples of the implications of the material derived here and we avoided
including technical special functions results, which will appear in a more
specialized publication.

One interesting byproduct of our results is the following version of a
formula of Cooper [5]

(1.16) Dy f(x)

ann(l—n)/él n |:7”L:| qk(n—k’)z2k—nf(q(n—2k)/2Z)
2 k] T gl e T,

C(qV2— g2 &

—k

where z = e, 2 = cos 6, and

nl (¢ Dn
(17) [’f]q (G DG Dt

is the g-analogue of the binomial coefficient.

The key tool used to establish the expansion of the Cauchy kernel is the
theory of basic hypergeometric functions. An interesting open problem is to
find a purely complex variable proof of this expansion or of the expansions
of entire functions. For convenience we include the definition of a basic
hypergeometric series

ag, -y Ay

s o G

q, Z> :T¢S(ala'°'7a7“;b1""’b5;q’z)

. Gl, -5 ari g )n n (n—1)/2\n(s+1-7)
Z \— .
Z q? b17 e b S5 q)n ( 1 )

Finally we use the Bailey notation

W(a a1, - ,ar;q,2)

(1.19) — 10} @2,qa, —qa,ay, ..., ar z
= r430r42 a, _a’qa2/a1,__,,qa2/a,, q, .

The ¢ function in (1.19) is called very well-poised.

2 Expansions of the Cauchy kernel

In this section we expand the Cauchy kernel 1/(z —y) in terms of {¢n(z;a)}
and {pn(z)}. This is done in Theorem 2.1. The Cauchy kernel expansion
is then used in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 to expand entire functions in the



same bases with coefficients represented by contour integrals. These integral
representations are analogues of the Cauchy formulas.
Let

(2.1) Yn(w;a) = 1/(ae”, ae™"; q)y.
It is easy to prove that

2a(1 —q")

T Yrn(@iag ).

(2.2) Dy (x;a) =

It is clear that
1

= 26y (cos b ).
cos ¢ — cos ¢4 (cos ; ¢)

(2.3)

Theorem 2.1. The Cauchy kernel 1/(x —y) has the expansion

)

1 _ 1 gbooxa 2Z¢n$a
y—x y—x ¢OO ysa ¢n+1 ysa

for all y such that y # x, and ¢oo(y;a) # 0. The above expansion also holds
if ¥ = Y0, doo(yo;a) = 0, but x # yo in the sense that the left-hand side
at y = yo equals the limit of the right-hand side as y — yo. Moreover the
expansion of the Cauchy kernel in {py} is
%) oo

Yy (_e2i97 _2197(] )

y—z  yr—a? (—ge¥?, —qe %) y? —a? (—e¥0, —em 2 g?)
ypn ) n
+4 q,
Z (1= q")? + 4y°q"|pn(y)

provided that y # x and p,(y) # 0 for alln,n =0,1,....

1 z  (—qe®? —qe

First note that p,(x)/pn(y) is uniformly bounded if y is not a zero of
(—e2?, —e721%; ¢, since we have

li P2N (33) _ ( 6 72197 q )

11m =

N—oc pan (Y) (- 2“" —e‘m ?)oo

y pan+1(z) x2(—q _229, 7)o
un = 21¢ 2. :

N—oo pan+1(Y) y(—qe*?, —qe 7®)oo

Hence the second series in Theorem 2.1 converges absolutely and uniformly
for x and y in compact sets. Moreover Theorem 2.1 provides a motivation to
expand the Cauchy kernel in {¢,(x;a)} and {p,(x)}. The respective expan-
sions may not converge to the Cauchy kernel, so we evaluate the difference
explicitly using the theory of basic hypergeometric functions [1], [7].



Proof. With x = cos#,y = cos ¢ we get

(q 1) q R(1-k)/4 Dk( —l‘)_l
k
(20)(a: )r .
C2- )k k(1-k)/2i(k+1)p —2aq”
~ak(aet, g ke a; q)p i1 ¢k+1(COS b;a)’

after a simple calculation. Thus the sum on the right-hand side of the first
formula in Theorem 2.1 is

P ae q)
24 —2
24 az ae’¢ ae~%; q)p11 1

T 1 2ay+ a2 *?\ qae®, qaei® |T7)-

Applying the transformation [7, (II1.9)] we see that the last expression is
given by

_ 2a
(1= q)(1 - ae)

i(6-0)_ggi(6+0) A
><3</>2< 0,7, g ‘q’ae—wﬁ)

qae®, ¢
B 2¢1
(1 — €i(9=0)) (1 — eilé+9))

i(6—0) i($+0) .
X [1 — 201 ( ¢ aé;’ ’q,ae_zd’)] .

The 2¢1 is summable by the g-analogue of Gauss’ theorem [7, (I1.8)] and its
sum is (ae?,ae™; q)0o/(ae'®, ae™; q)oo. The result is the first expansion
in Theorem 2.1.

To prove the second expansion we evaluate the sum on the right-hand
side of the second formula in Theorem 2.1. After the application of (1.10)

the sum we are concerned with is found to be

ei(n—l—l)qﬁ(l + 62i9)(_q2—n€2i9; q2)n71
eine(iq—n/26i¢7 _iq—n/2ei¢; Q)nJrl

(2.5) 2

n=0



We next sum over n even and over n odd. The even sum is

2¢'? i (—e¥?, —e 20 ), g%"
1 4 €%¢ £ (igei?,ige™¢, —ige'?, —ige='?; q)n

- ﬂ 5 q2,7e2i977€ 20 y
T 1 4 e2id 392 _q2€2i¢>’ —q2e*2’¢ q,q

263i¢(1 + 6721'(;5)
(1 — e2i(6+0)) (1 — e2i(9-0))
2i(¢—0) 2i(¢+0) .
X |:1 - 2¢1 < ° 'y q27_e_21¢>:| )
where the transformation [7, (IIL.9)] was applied in the last step. Again
Gauss’ theorem [7, (I1.8)] sums the 2¢; and we see that the even sum is

_ 20
y [1 (e e QQ)OO]
y2 — 72 (—€2Z¢, _6721¢>; q2)

(2.6)

[e.e]

The odd sum can be similarly handled and can be simplified to
x (—¢¢*®, =g % ¢*) oo

y* — x? (—qe*®, —qe™21%;q%) 0 | -

Equating (2.5) to the sum of (2.6) and (2.7) gives the second part of the
theorem and the proof is complete. O

(2.7)

Theorem 2.2. Let f be analytic in a bounded domain D and let C' be a
contour within D and x belong to the interior of C. If the distance between
C and the set of zeros of ¢poo(x;a) is positive then

do(ia) [ fly) dy
2w Joy— 7 doo(y;a)

a = fy) dy
S f S0

bni1(y;a)’

flz) =

Proof. 1t is clear that

bn(x50) )/ Pnt1(y;a) = doo(;0)/Poo(y; @)

uniformly in y on compact subsets not intersecting the set of zeros of ¢ (y; a).
Thus we can multiply the first expansion in Theorem 2.1 by f(y) and in-
tegrate with respect to y and interchange integration and summation. The
result then follows from Cauchy’s theorem. O



Theorem 2.2 gives the g-analogue of expanding f(z) around z = (a +
1/a)/2. From the theory of functions we know that if f(a) = 0 and fU)(a) =
0 for 1 < j < m—1, then the Taylor series starts with the term (™ (a)(z —
a)™/m!. This feature continues to hold but we have define a g-analogue of
a multiple zero.

Definition. Let © = (a + 1/a)/2 be a zero of f(x). We say that it has
g-multiplicity m if

(28) f(21) = 0,1 < k< m—1, and f(zm) £0, 2 = (g +g7*/a).

Similarly x pole of f has ¢-multiplicity m if z is a zero of 1/f with ¢-
multiplicity m.

It must be emphacized that the above definition is completely analogous
to the definition of a multiple zero in difference equations in Hartman [9].
With this definition one can see that if (a + 1/a)/2 is a zero of f of ¢-
multiplicity m then the terms corresponding to n = 0,1,--- ,m — 1 in the
sum in Lemma 2.2 vanish and the sum starts from n = m.

Theorem 2.3. Let f be analytic in a bounded domain D and let C be a
contour within D and x is interior to C. If the contour C is at a positive
distance from the set {£i(¢"™? —q~?)/2;n =0,1,...}, then

2z 7{ yf(y) (—ge'?9), —qe'0=0), —qel9=0) —gemi019). )
T Joy—® (=4, =4 @)oo (—€%9, —e729; ) oo

25 y f(y) dy
+oi 2 Pl = e

flz) =

dy

with x = cos® and y = cos ¢.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2. The only step
requiring justification is the identity

T (_qe2z’9’ _q6—2z‘6'; q2)oo y (—62i9, _e—2i0; 2)00

(29) Y2 —a? (—qe*?, —qe %91 q%) e y? — 22 (—e%P, —e7 21 %)
_ 4$y (_qel(0+¢)’ _q61(0_¢)7 _qel((ﬁ_g)’ _q6_1(9+¢)’ q)oo
y—w (=, —@ @)oo (—€%¢, —e72%: q)og
The proof of (2.9) uses the relationships [16, Chapter 21]
192(2) — 2Gq1/4 COS Z(—q2€2iz, _q26—2iz; q2)oo
Gq'/* 2z _ ,—2iz. 2
- 2COSZ(_6 y —€ 3 q )ooa
U3(2) = G(—qe™, —qe™ %% ¢*)ox,

10



and the product formulas in Exercise 3, page 488 in Whittaker and Watson
[16]. The notations ¥, := 9;(0), G := (¢*; ¢*)oo [16] were used. We omit the
details. O

We record the following equivalent form of the representation of f in
Theorem 2.3

z [ fly) (—qe* —qe ¢}
2mi Jo y? — a? (—qe*?, —qe™%%; %)

+1j{ yfy) (=¥ -7 %) dy
2mi Jo y? — a® (—e¥?, e ¢%) o

y f(y) dy
T an 7{ (1 —q")2 +4y%q"|puly)’

3 Expansions of entire functions

(2.10)  f(z) = dy

In this section we establish expansion theorems for entire functons of g-
exponential growth. The expansions are in terms of the bases {¢,(z;a)}

and {pn(2)}
Observe that M (7; ¢oo(x;a)) = ¢oo(—7;a), since a > 0. Hence with

(3.1) rp = [ag™ +a g M) /2, —1<5<0, m=0,1,...

we find

M (rn; oo(T50)) = doo(—Tn; @)
(3.2) = (07" (470~ )

= g2 (g 1;cz)n(—q 2 —a%¢"" q)os

so that

. InM(rp; doo) 1

lim =

n—00 In?r, 2Ing!

The fact that ¢oo(x; a) vanishes at xg, for all n motivates our next theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Any entire function f satisfying (1.2) with ¢ < 1/(2Inq™!)
has an convergent expansion

= futr(x;a).
k=0

Moreover any such f is uniquely determined by its values on {xa, : n > 0}.

11



Note that (Dgf)(a:k) is a linear combination of f(xg), -+, f(x2k), so that
the coefficients fj in Theorem 1.1 also depend on the points {za, : n > 0}.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 relies on a lemma which we now state and
prove.

Lemma 3.2. Let f be entire and satisfy the condition in Theorem 3.1. Then

lim fly) dy

)
=00 Jyl=r, Y — L Qboo(ya a)

Moreover, the same conclusion holds if

le g2 sup{| frpe®] 0 < 0 < 27} = 0.
Proof. 1t is clear that inf{|poo(y;a)| : ly| = r} = |poo(r;a)|. Hence for |y| =
Ty, wWe have

lPoo(y; )| > (@ % a)nl(g7%, a%¢" ;@) no

q—n(n+2§+1)/2 (q5+1;q)n (q—67 n+o,

a*q""%; ) oo

Therefore

I M(ro; F(5)/éoo(:0) < gln+ (n+ 6 Ing+ o Mr £) +O(1)
1 1n2r7i +0(nr,),

and the lemma follows. OJ

Instead of proving the expansion in Theorem 3.1 in the basis {¢n(z;a)}
we shall prove the following equivalent result.

Theorem 3.3. The expansion formula

f(x) - anfn(bn(w;a)v
n=0

with

fn:

(=1 kgk(E=1)/2 (1 _ 4242k
(')q ( GQ)f(x%)’

= (@ Dk(G Dn—r(a”¢"; Inta

holds for functions f satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3.1.

12



Proof. In Theorem 2.2 we choose C' to be C,,, a circle centered at y = 0 and
radius r,,. Lemma 3.2 shows that the first integral in Theorem 2.2 is small
if m is large. We split the remaining sum in Theorem 2.2 into tail terms
with n > m, and initial terms with n < m. We will show that the tail is
small, leaving the initial terms. Then a residue calculation establishes the
expression for f,, because the poles of f(y)/dn+1(y;a) are at y = xox, k =
0,1,---,n
Note that if n > m then

min{|pn11(y)| : y € Cin}

= |¢ns1(rm; @) = [(¢™ 2, a*q™ 5 q)ns1

= (™% ) m (=)™ (7% Qnr1-m(@®¢™ 5 Q)
:q—m(m+26+1)/2( 6+1,Q) (q 7Q)n+1 m(aquJr(S Q)n+1

> g mmA0H) /2 g (M) +1-87)/2 4

m—9

where A is a positive constant independent of n and m. Therefore for
sufficiently large m, and y € C),,

hl[M(rm; f/‘bn-i—l)] < [Cl + 1/(2 In Q)] 1112 Tm + O(m)

for some c1, c <ep < 1/(2Ing™t).

This is a uniform bound of e , D > 0, for each integral for
n > m. Since ¢ (z;a) = ¢Poo(x;a), there is a uniform bound B for ¢, (z;a)
on compact sets. Thus the tail is bounded by

—D(Inrm)?

2 _D(Inr)2
Z Bq e —D(Inrm) _quJrle D(Inrm) /(1—q),
n=m+1

which is small for m large. O

For polynomials f we equate the coefficients f, in the expansions of f
in {¢n(z;a)} in Theorems 3.3 and 1.1 and discover the identity

(33)  DIf(zn)
(2a)nqn(n+3)/4 " n (_l)qu(k—l)/Q 5 ok
(¢—1)" PR []J g (@2 q)ni (1= a’q™) Jlzan).

Since (3.3) holds for arbitrary polynomials it must hold for all continuous
functions. Using the notation

(3.4) nil (@) = fg*1/?2),

13



and noting that a, is a general parameter and x, = n"xy, we can rewrite
(3.3) in the form

(3.5) Dy f(x)
_ (22’)”(]”(3_”)/4 n |:n:| (_1)qu(k—1)/2 7]2k_nf(-'17)
(¢—1)" k|, (2245 (2221 q)

k=0

with 2 = (2 + 271)/2. Equation (3.5) can be shown to be equivalent to
Cooper’s (1.16).

Theorem 3.4. Let f be an entire function satisfying (1.2) and assume that
c<1/Ing~t. Then f has the expansion

f(:l,’) = Z fnpn(m)a
n=0

where

n ko k) (k2+(n—k)2)/2

» +
fn = 1 E (_1)k(q 2q ) )q 2. 2 f(un—2k)a
2(¢% ¢*)k(¢% ¢*)n—rk

and {uy} is given by (1.4).

For general entire functions not necessarily satisfying (1.2), we note that
the property u; = —u_j;, allows one to conclude that for even functions f,
fon+1 = 0 for all n > 0, while for odd functions f, fa, = 0, for all n > 0,
confirming that f and its formal expansion ) 7, fnpn(z) have the same
parity.

Proof. We basically repeat the proof of Theorem 3.3, with some changes in
the technical details. We will use

(3.6) pan(e) (e e g
pan (y) (—e?i?, —e729; ¢?)
(3.7) pan+1(7) _ m(_qezfg —qefmje; )N ‘
p2nN+1(Y) y(—qe?®, —qe=2%; %)

Let C,, be a circle centered at y = 0 with radius r,,,
(3.8) rim =g R —qUmOR) 2 1< <,

and m is even. We use the form of the Cauchy kernel in (2.10) and show that
the first integral in (2.10) with C' = C,, tends to zero as m — oco. Thus we

14



minimize the modulus of the denominators in order to give an upper bound

for the integral. The first denominator is minimized by choosing y? = —r2,,
min{|(—ge*?, —ge ™% ¢*)oo| 1 y € Crn}
=1(¢"™"" 5 4" ool = 1@ mpal (@700 g)

> A qf(m+5) /4

for some positive constant A independent of m.
Similarly

min{|(—e 2 e_%(bS q2)00| cy € Cp}

|( —m— 5 m+6 —m—94. -0 ., m+9,

10%)ocl = 1@ %4 my2l (@7°,4™ %5 0)oc
Aq (m+6) /4— m/2

v

So the sum of the first two integrals, |I,,,|, is bounded by
[l < B M(rm, f) g%/,

for some B independent of m. Thus

(Inry,)?

In|ly| <InM(rpy,, f)+
Ing

+ O(lnry,)

which proves that |I,,| — 0 as m — oo, m even.
Next we show that ZZO:mH q" I n tends to zero as m — oo and for x
in compact sets, where {I,, ,} are the integrals

ypn(r) f(y)dy
3.9 Inm = f .
(39) "= Je @I — )2 + 45%q7]
For y € C},, and n > m, we have
(1= ") +45%" = [(1 + ¢"e*?) (1 + ¢"e7?)]
Z ‘(1 _ qn—m—é)(l _ qn+m+6)|
> (1—¢"70)(1—¢'").

Moreover after applying (3.6) and (3.7), we get for y € Cy,, and n > m,

|(762i97 76—22‘6; q2)n|
— |(qu76’ qm+5. q2)n|
|(_€2i9’ 6—219

pan ()
pan(y)

< ;%))
= 1@a™%56) 2l (@705 ¢ n—my2 (@05 6%
< Alq(erJ) /4’
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for some constant A, and

pan1(z) | |2(—qe??, —ge=%9; %),
pont1(y) |~ |y(gt—m=0, gm0 q2),|
_ |x(_q€219’ _q67216; q2)n‘

Y@ 705 62) 0 2(0 05 6P n—my2 (@05 ¢2)n

The constants A; and A, depend on the compact set  to which z is re-
stricted but do not depend on y, m or n.

As before this shows that
(In rm)2
Ing

< (e1+1/Ing)(Inrpm)?,

In|Lym| <InM(f,rm)+

+ O(Inry,)

for some c1, 0 < ¢; < 1/Ing~! which shows that Zflo:mﬂ q"|In,m| tends to
ZEero as m — oo.

Next we evaluate the sum > " ¢" I, by residues then let m — oo .
From (1.10) it follows that

pr2(y) = ¢ "[(1 — ¢")? + 49°¢"] pn(y),

hence we need to evaluate

yf(y)dy

c, Prt2(y)
The poles {yx} of y/pni2(y) are

i[qfk+n/2 _ qkfn/2]/2’

k=0,1,--- ,n. Let yp = cos ¢, hence

on _ [ G 0< k<2
T —ig" 2, nj2<k<n.

It is routine to find that the residue of y/pn42(y) at i[g~Ft7/2 — ¢#="/2]/2 is

n (=D)F(q" " +¢") k(k=n)+n2/2 L _ () ..
8(a% 4*)k(a% ¢*)n—k ’ ’

and the theorem follows. O

T, 1N,
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Remark. The first part of the proof can be replaced by estimating the first
integral in Theorem 2.3 directly. Let |e?| < A for all  in a compact set.
Hence for y € (), and fixed x, we have

ln y(_qez(9+¢)’ _qei(ef(b)’ _qei(d)fe)’ _q671(9+¢)’ q)oo
(—e?i?, —e=21%; q) o
<In <(—Aq1’(m+5)/2, —q' M TO)/2 ) 4 q)oo)
—In (‘(q_m_‘s; q)ooD +0(1)
<In ((—Aql’(m”w, —qt(mT0/2) 4, Q)m/2>
=1 (| a)m|) + O(m)
m(m + 29)

:flnq-i-O(m):—

In?7,,
@ + 0 (ln(Tm)) .
Therefore the first integral on the right-hand side of in the equation in
Theorem 2.3 tends to zero as m — oo.

4 A Mittag-Lefller Expansion

It is tempting to substitute for f,, in the first formula in Theorem 3.3 then
rearrange the sum and find the coefficient of f(z9y). The formal interchange
of sums gives

0 kkk+1)/21_ 2 2k , '
(4.1) Z L=007) (160, 4=, g,
k(a2q"; Q)i
k=0
aq et ,aq ke
Xa¢1 a2q2k+1 q,q) fl(xan).

The 2¢; can be summed by the g-analogue of Gauss’ theorem [7, (I1.8)] and
its sum is (ag" e, agb e ¢) o0 /(a2¢** 1, ¢; )00 and (4.1) becomes

i k k(k+1)/2( 2q2k) f(x%)

4.2 .
(42) k(4,020 @) o 1 — 2axqk + a2q?*

¢oo

k=0

Theorem 4.1. Formula (4.2) holds for entire functions f satisfying (1.2)
with ¢ < 1/(2Ing™1).
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Proof. Let rp, be as in (3.1) and C,, be a circle centered at the origin and
have radius r,,. Let x be fixed and m be large enough so that z is interior
to C},. Consider

_ L fly)  dy
2mi Je,, doo(ysa) y —

(4.3)

From Lemma 3.2, I,,, — 0 as m — oco. On the other hand

ON
¢00 (337 a)
i )*q ’“*1)/2(1 — a*¢*) f(2or)
P #(a:0%¢" Qoo 1= 2axqh +a?¢?*
and the theorem follows. O

Clearly Theorem 4.1 is a Mittag-Leffler expansion.

5 Applications
Recall that the conclusion of Lemma 3.2 holds provided that

(5.1) lim M (ry; f) ¢"("F20+D/2 — g

n—o0

where 7, is defined in (3.1). By examining the proof of Theorem 3.3 we see
that it continues to hold under the assumption (5.1). In fact we can replace
the sequence {r,} in (5.1) by any subsequence {ry, }.

As a first application of the above observation we let

(5.2) g(z) = (b€ be ™ p)oo, p<gq, z:=cosb.
To verify (5.1) we employ

My (n3 9) < (=|b/alg™™ %, ~]ablg" ™% p)oo
< (~|b/alg™"°, —|ablg"™; ¢)co
< [b/a|"q T2V (—|b/alq™0, —¢ T |abl; ¢)oo

Thus (5.1) holds when |b/a| < 1, and (4.2) will then hold for |b| < |a| and

18



we have established the series summation
(be?  be™"; p)os
) oo

a®,aq, —aq; q)
—a;q)k(q, 4%¢; @)oo

(qae®®  qae
| (Z1)kghl k+1)/2(

(5.3) Z
=0
(

ae' ,ae ;Q)k k1 o~k .
(age®®, age=; q)y, (abg, bq™" /a; P)ec

valid for 0 < p < g, or p = q and |b| < |al.
Mizan Rahman pointed out that (5.3) follows from a result of George
Gasper. Gasper’s formula is (5.13) on p. 68 in [6] and can be stated as

A Aqn1+1 Aqnm+1 g _sm
6+2mWs12m (AB yd, e, ..., em, s 14,54 G=1"

61 Em
~ (q,Aq,Aq/Bd, Bq/d; q) H (Aq/Bej, Bq/ej; )
~ (Bq,Aq/B, Aq/d,q/d; q)s (Ag/ej, q/ej; @)n;

We put
A=da%, B=ae’ d=q, ej = aqpl_j/b,nj =1,1<j5<m.

Write the giromWsi2m as a sum over k,k > 0. The terms containing
e1, -+ , ey contribution to the k term is
—1 _
nﬁ (agp™" /b, abqp’; q)i
(abp”, ap=" /b; @)y,

r=0

m— 1 —r - _
_ H —ag*p™"/b)(1 — abp"q*) _ /o (abg*, b /a; p)m
(1 —ap=/b)(1 — abp") (ab,b/a; q)m

Now (5.3) follows by letting m — oc.
When p = ¢ in (5.3), a simple calculation using

ko . (bg"/a; @)
(abq",bg ™" /a; q)oc = (ab,b/a; q)oc T labor
_ (=b/a)*(aq/b; @) (ab.b/a: @)oo,

g* k172 (ab; q)p,
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shows that the right-hand side of (5.1) is (ab,b/a; q)o/(q,aq; @)oo times a
6¢5 function. Thus (5.3) with p = ¢ is equivalent to

b)
q, —
a

Formula (5.4) is the sum of a very well-poised @5, [7, (I1.20)]. The most
general g¢s has four free parameters, but our (5.4) has only three free pa-
rameters.

Another application of (4.2) is to choose

a?,aq, —aq, aq/b, ae® ae™"
605

a, —a, ab, age™ ", age®

5.4 . A
(54) (q,a%q, be?  be="; q) oo

~ (aqe®, aqe=?, ab,b/a; Q)

(5.5) f(z) = H £i(2),  fi(cosO) := (bje® bie ™ pj)oo.
j=1

Here we will only mention the case when the p; = p for all j. In this case
we choose a positive integer | such that ¢'t! < p < ¢'. Tt suffices to take
n =1Is in (5.1) and for sufficiently large s, we get

M(ris; f;) < (—|bj/alg™* 7, —|abj|¢"***; p)oc
(5.6) < (—|bj/alg™* 7% p)s (—[b;/alg™®, —|abj|¢"* s p)so
< |bj/(l‘s q_8(18+6)p8(8_1)/20j,

where C} is a constant depending only on a, by, - - - , by, d but not on s. With
r defined through

(5.7) p=4q", 1<r<1+1/I,
we obtain
M(Tls; f)qls(ls+26+1)/2
5.8 i
(5.8) < O g Cso)smtistist 2040 /2ms(s=/2 T] (b, /al,
j=1

for some constant C. Substitute for p in (5.8) from (5.7) to see that the
coefficient of s? in the exponent of ¢ is nonnegative if and only if

(5.9) [>m(2—r).

If | = m(2 — r) then the coefficient of s in the exponent of g is m[0 + 1 —
rd —r(l4+m(2 —r))/2]. Thus we have established the following theorem.
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Theorem 5.1. Formula (4.2) holds for the function f defined by (5.5) if
(i) or (ii) holds, where
(i) I>m(2—r)
(i) I = m(2 —r) and Bqg'7"+mE=m)/2 g,
with B = |by - - - by |V/™.
The details of consequences of Theorem 5.1 will be explored elsewhere.

We just mention the case pj = p = ¢™, sor =1 and m = [. Thus (4.2)
holds if

(5.10) [T 18i/al < gmtm=072.
j=1

Thus (4.2) gives
[T7% (b, bje ;g™ ) oo
(ae®, ae™; q)oc
(—1)kgHEHD/2(1 — 2¢2R) TTT2, (bja* /a, abjd™; ¢™) oo
(4 D)r(a,620%; ¢) oo (1 — agkei®)(1 — agke=?)
The special case m = 2 of (5.13) follows from [7, (II1.38)]. To see this we

first write upper case letters for the parameters a,b,--- ,q in [7, (IIL.38)].
We make the choices

Q=q2, A:Bzew7 C:eiie,
D:qz/bla E:qz/bQ’ F:a’ G:aq
The resulting g1 on the left-hand side of (I11.36) in [7] reduces to 1 because

its numerator parameter AB is 1, while the corresponding denominator pa-
rameter (=AQ/B) is ¢%, which the base of the g/g.

(5.12)

6 Remarks

In [11] we pointed out the importance of the polynomial basis
(6.1) ¢n(cosh) = (q1/4ei9, q1/4€—i0; q1/2)m

in the theory of basic hypergeometric functions (g-series). We also estab-
lished the g-Taylor series

(6.2) @) =3 futnl(a),
k=0
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for polynomials f, where

_ (g—=D)fF
©:3) o= gt (P NG)
and
(64) Cn = [q(”+1/2)/2 4 q—(n+1/2)/2]/2'

The proof of (6.2) uses

(6.5) Dybn(r) = ~24"H - ¢>n (@),

One can also extend (6.2) to entire functions satisfying (1.2) with ¢ <
1/Ing™! using an argument similar to what we used to prove Theorem 3.1.
In fact this is essentially Theorem 3.1 because upon close examination one
sees that the interpolation points used in (6.4) amount to replacing ¢ by
q\/2.

The g-exponential function of [13] is

(6.6) & (coshit) = ) Z i

th, q?)

x(—zq(l n)/QezH’_Zq(l n)/2€7i9;q)n_

The function &;(x;t) is entire in x for all ¢, |t| < 1. Corollary 2.5 of [11] is

q1/27 _t)

We now show that (6.7) enables us to determine the exact limiting be-
havior of the maximum modulus of the &, function. Let r = coshu, u > 0.
Thus (6.7) implies

L (~tqY) M Aei0 g1/4—i0
(6.7) Ey(cosb;t) = . 201 _q\/?

In M (coshu; &;) < In ((—q1/4e“, —q/tey q1/2)oo> +O0(1),

as u — oo. It is clear that for any sequence of u’s tending to infinity, e* can
be written in the form ¢~ ("m+9m)/2 with —1/2 < §,, < 1/2. From here it is
not difficult to see that

In M (r; 1

nM(r; &) <

6.8 lims
(68) lgogp In2r “Ing™

T*

22



On the other hand the sequence 7, = [¢~(™+1/2)/2 4 ¢(m+1/2)/2] /2 makes

q1/2’ —t) )

The right-hand side of (6.9) is a little g-Jacobi polynomial (o) (x), with
a=pf=—1and x = —t/¢"/?, [12], hence the 2¢; in (6.9) is asymptotically
equal to

(qt2; QQ)OO ' _ q—m/27 qm+1)/2
(6.9) mé‘q(rmt) = 201 _q\/?

tmqu(m+1)/4(_ql/2/t; q)oo/(_ql/Q; q1/2)007
by (1.5) in [12]. Therefore

In M (r; In M (rp,; 1
(6.10) limsupwz lim — (rim; &)

r—00 In*r m—oo  In?r, Ing~

I
Therefore (6.8) and (6.10) establish the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. The maximum modulus of £, has the property

. In M(r; &) 1
imsu = .
T—)oop 1112 r In q_l

It is worth mentioning that Theorem 6.1 shows that (6.7) does not follow
from the general approach developed here. It is of interest to find a function
theoretic approach to development of identities like (6.7).
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