TAYLOR COEFFICIENTS OF MOCK-JACOBI FORMS
AND MOMENTS OF PARTITION STATISTICS
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ABSTRACT. We develop a new technique for deriving asymptotic series expansions for moments of
combinatorial generating functions that uses the transformation theory of Jacobi forms and “mock”
Jacobi forms, as well as the Hardy-Ramanujan Circle Method. The approach builds on a sugges-
tion of Zagier, who observed that the moments of a combinatorial statistic can be simultaneously
encoded as the Taylor coefficients of a function that transforms as a Jacobi form. Our use of Ja-
cobi transformations is a novel development in the subject, as previous results on the asymptotic
behavior of the Taylor coefficients of Jacobi forms have involved the study of each such coefficient
individually using the theory of quasimodular forms and quasimock modular forms.

As an application, we find asymptotic series for the moments of the partition rank and crank
statistics. Although the coefficients are exponentially large, the error in the series expansions is
polynomial, and have the same order as the coefficients of the residual Eisenstein series that are
undetectable by the Circle Method. We also prove asymptotic series expansions for the symmetrized
rank and crank moments introduced by Andrews and Garvan, respectively. Equivalently, the former
gives asymptotic series for the enumeration of Andrews k-marked Durfee symbols.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In [1], Andrews defined the smallest parts function spt(n) as the sum of the total number of
appearances of the smallest part in each integer partition of n. For example if n = 4, then spt(4) =
10, since

4, 3+1, 2+2, 24141, 1+1+1+41

are the partitions of 4, and they have smallest parts 4,1,2,1, and 1, respectively. Andrews related
spt(n) to Dyson’s rank of the partitions of n (see (1.1) for the definition) through the formula

spt(n) = np(n) — 3 Na(n),

where Na(n) is the second rank moment n (defined in (1.4)) and p(n) is the number of partitions
of n. Alternatively, the spt-function may be written as the difference of second moments, namely,

spt(n) = % (Ma(n) — Na(n)).

This follows from Dyson’s identity np(n) = $Ma(n) (see [18]), where Ma(n) is the second moment
of the crank statistic (using the definitions in (1.2) and (1.3)).
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These observations have been the catalyst for many works studying the relations between the
rank and crank statistics (see [7, 9, 21, 22]). For instance, since spt(n) is positive we have the strong
inequality

MQ(TL) > Ng(n)
Additionally, the first two authors previously showed that as n goes to infinity

whereas the difference of these moments has (polynomially) lower asymptotic order, as

1 /2
spt(n) ~ e \/T

™/ 2n

(see |7] and [10]). The fact that the main asymptotic terms of the moments match exactly is notable
because it suggests that the rank and crank generating functions are more closely related than one
would expect from the definitions of the statistics. The primary purpose of this paper is to explain
how these types of asymptotic relationships follow from the fact that the underlying generating
functions for the partitions statistics are essentially examples of Jacobi forms and “mock” Jacobi
forms.

Jacobi forms should be understood as two variable automorphic forms satisfying an elliptic trans-
formation and a modular transformation. Such functions were introduced and studied by Eichler
and Zagier; see [19] for further background and applications. Key features of Jacobi forms include
the fact that the specialization of the elliptic variable to a root of unity yields a modular form,
whereas the Taylor coefficients with respect to the elliptic variable are each quasimodular forms in
the modular variable. Such functions are essentially defined to be linear combinations of derivatives
of modular forms, which also have well-understood transformation properties.

In his seminal thesis on mock theta functions [29], Zwegers also initiated the study of real-analytic
Jacobi forms, which are generalizations of classical Jacobi forms. These are non-holomorphic func-
tions of two complex variables that transform in the same way as Eichler and Zagier’s Jacobi forms
(see Proposition 2.5). In this case, if the elliptic variable of one of Zwegers’ functions is specialized
to a root of unity, then the resulting holomorphic part is a mock modular form, which is now known
to be related to the theory of harmonic weak Maass forms (see [16] for more on the development of
this theory, and [13, 28] for examples). In particular, Zwegers’ work was motivated by Ramanujan’s
famous mock theta functions, and the mock Jacobi forms helped provide a theoretical basis for
Ramanujan’s observations. Furthermore, the Taylor coefficients of these functions are quasimock
modular forms (following [9]), which are linear combinations of derivatives of mock modular func-
tions, and whose modular transformations are again understood. The real-analytic Jacobi forms
studied by Zwegers also fit into the more general framework of mock Jacobi forms introduced by
the first author and Richter in [14].

In previous work in the subject, the cuspidal asymptotic properties of quasimodular and quasi-
mock modular forms have only been studied through the action of modular transformations on each
individual function. In contrast, the method employed in this paper directly utilizes Jacobi trans-
formations in order to simultaneously study all of the Taylor coefficients. As a consequence, our new
approach will show that the nearly identical asymptotics of moments of the rank and crank statistics
arise from the fact that the Jacobi forms involved satisfy Jacobi transformations of different index.

Much of this subject can trace its motivation to Ramanujan’s famous congruences in [25], which
state that for £ € {5,7,11}, the partition function satisfies the linear congruence p(fn + d;) = 0
(mod ¢) for all n > 0, where &y is defined as the minimal positive residue of 24 (mod ¢). In an effort



MOCK-JACOBI FORMS AND MOMENTS OF PARTITION STATISTICS 3

to provide a combinatorial explanation of Ramanujan’s congruences Dyson introduced [17] the rank
of a partition A, defined as

(1.1) rank(\) := largest part of A — number of parts of A.

Dyson observed that the rank is not sufficient to decompose all three of Ramanujan’s congruences,
and thus he also conjectured the existence of an analogous statistic, the “crank”, that would explain
all of Ramanujan’s congruences simultaneously. Garvan found the crank statistic for vector parti-
tions [20], and together with Andrews presented the following definition [4]. Let o(\) denote the

number of ones in A, and define () as the number of parts strictly larger than o(\). Then
(12) crank()) = largest part of A ?f o(A) =0,
w(X) —o(N) if o(A) > 0.

Let M(m,n) (resp. N'(m,n)) be the number of partitions of n with crank (resp. rank) m. Then
aside from the anomalous case of M(m,n) when n = 1 (where the correct values are M(0,1) =1
and M(m, 1) = 0 for all m # 0), the two-parameter generating functions may be written as [4, 6]

1— " 1— 7 —1)" n(n+1)/2
C(:Z:;Q) = Z M(m’n)xmqn = H (1 _ an)(lq_ x—lqn) = Z ( ) !

9

_ pqh
mEOZ n>1 (Q>oo nel 1 zq
nz

2
q" 1—2x (_1)nqn(3n+1)/2
R(z;q) := Y _ N(m,n)a™q" = - _ >
mEOZ n>0 (2¢; @)n (271 @)n (¢)oo nez 1—xzqn
nz

where (x;q)n, = (z)y, 1= H;'L:—ol (1 —2¢?) for all n € Ng U {oo}. For a nonnegative integer k, define
the k-th crank moment as

(1.3) My(n) =Y m" M(m,n),
MmEZL

and the k-th rank moment as

(1.4) Ni(n) := Y m" N'(m,n).
meEZ
Due to the symmetries of the statistics, the crank and rank moments vanish when & is odd [5].
A vast generalization of the remarks concerning the spt-function was proposed by Garvan in [21].
In particular, he conjectured that for all K > 1 and n > 1

(1.5) MQk(n) > Ngk(n)

In a groundbreaking recent paper, Garvan himself proved this conjecture by constructing explicit
higher order spt-functions [22]. In particular, this gives a precise combinatorial description for the
objects that are enumerated by Mag(n) — Nog(n) (or their symmetrized versions, see below), and
the moment inequalities follow directly from the positivity of these enumerations.

We consider asymptotic results for the rank and crank moments. The cases k£ = 2 and 3 of
Garvan’s Conjecture were previously proven by the first two authors [10] for sufficiently large n.
As is the case for k = 1, they proved that Mg (n) ~ Nax(n) as n — oo for k = 2 and k = 3, and
conjectured this to be true for all £k > 1. All three authors then used an extension of this method
in [12] in order to prove Garvan’s Conjecture for any fixed k and sufficiently large n. The approach
relied on the Circle Method, identities for multiple sums of Bernoulli numbers, and the theory of
quasimock theta functions. In particular, the rank moments were related to the crank moments
through Atkin and Garvan’s rank-crank PDE [5].
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The rank-crank PDE is a relation between a triple sum of products of crank moment generating
functions, rank moment generating functions, and g-derivatives of rank generating functions. Atkin
and Garvan |5] had previously shown that the crank moment generating functions are quasimodular
forms. Along with Garvan, the first two authors used the rank-crank PDE to connect the auto-
morphic properties of ranks to cranks, and showed that the rank moment generating functions are
quasimock theta functions [9]. Consequently, these moment generating functions have automorphic
properties, which were exploited in order to prove congruences and asymptotics for their coefficients.
The first author and Zwegers [15, 30| further showed that this PDE may be understood via the ac-
tion of the heat operator on real-analytic Jacobi forms. However, our present approach circumvents
the use of the rank-crank PDE, as we instead work directly with the Jacobi transformations of the
two-variable generating series.

Let

Ci(q) == ZMk(n)q” and  Ri(q) = Z Ni(n)q"
n>0 n>0
denote the generating functions for My(n) and Ng(n). Let

00 Tiu)F s i)k
Clu;q) == ZC’k(Q)@k!) and Ruzq) := ZR’“(Q)@k!)
k=0 k=0

be the exponential generating functions for the crank and rank moment generating functions. Re-
arranging the order of summation yields

(1.6) Clu;q) =C (e%iu; q) and R(u;q) = R (627”“; q) .

We determine the Taylor expansion for R(u;q) in u, calculate the asymptotics for the individual
coefficients with ¢ = e%(’”iz), and finally use the Circle Method to obtain asymptotics for the
moments. It is important to note that the transformation properties and asymptotics for the rank
generating function are quite intricate due to its mock modular behavior.

In order to state our asymptotic formulas, we introduce some additional notation. If a,b, and ¢
are nonnegative integers, let

(1.7) k(a,b,c) = (2(a+b+0))! (_1)a+CBQC <1> ’

~al(2b + 1)!(2c)! waqatd 2

where By, (z) denotes the nth Bernoulli polynomial, which is defined by the generating function
(3.1). Moreover, define the Kloosterman sum

(1.8) Ki(n):= Y wppe b,

0<h<k
(h,k)=1

where wy, 1, is the multiplier of the partition generating function, which is given explicitly by
(1.9) wh i := exp (mis(h, k)) .

Here we follow the standard notation for Dedekind sums, namely

= () ().

# (mod k)
with the sawtooth function defined as

_Jaz—|z] -1 ifzeR\Z,
«@y_{o " ez
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We prove the following asymptotic series expansion for the rank and crank moments.
Theorem 1.1. For all ¢ and n we have

MQZ(T],) — o Z Kk:ksn) Z k‘alﬁi(a, b, C)(24n _ 1)c+%7%]—%—20—a (71-24,”_1) +0 <n2571>

6k
k<yn a+b+c=/¢

and

Noy(n) =2 Z Kkk(n) Z (3k)%x(a, b, ¢)(24n — 1)c+%—%jg_20_a <7“/%;127_1> L0 (n%—l) ’

k<y/n a+b+c=£

where I, denotes the modified Bessel function of order v.

Remark. Here and throughout the rest of the paper, the sums on a, b, and ¢ are only for nonnegative
integers.

Remark. Using I, (y) ~ \/ngyey and y — oo one sees that
1 . /2n
Nar(m) ~ Mar(n) ~ 2V3(-1) Bue 3 ) 20) eV %

Remark. In the approach used in this paper, the Bernoulli numbers Bg[(%) arise from the Fourier
expansion of m On the other hand, in [12] they appear as a convolution of the usual Bernoulli
numbers By; = Bg;(0).

In [1], Andrews presents the computation of the asymptotics of the symmetrized rank moments
M2k (n) as a problem of significant interest. Furthermore, Garvan subsequently introduced sym-
metrized crank moments vor(n) in his study of generalized spt-functions [22]. See (4.2) and (4.3)
for precise definitions. Theorem 1.1 easily leads to precise asymptotics for these moments.

Corollary 1.2. Assuming the notation of Theorem 1.1, for all £ and n we have

Kk o cra_3 m24n — 1
na2e(n il Z Z t(¢,a+ b+ c)(3k) k(a, b,c) (24n — 1) 37105y, (()‘k)
k<\f a+b+c<t

+0 <n2€*1> ,

and

. Kk(n) a 3
vor(n) = 20)1 Z 7 Z t(l,a+ b+ c)k k(a,b,c)(24n — 1)°t 4]3720 "
k<y/n a+b+c<l

where t(£,m) is defined by the generating function anzo t(l,m)x®™m ;= Hﬁ é(az —7%).

Remark. The case £ = 1 was given in |7]. Exact formulas for 79¢(n) remain out of reach due to the
fact that the moment generating functions are comprised of terms with positive weight as (mock)
modular forms (specifically, as large as 2¢ — 1/2). In such situations the Circle Method or spectral
techniques cannot detect the contribution from holomorphic or cuspidal modular forms.

Remark. Andrews [1] stated the problem of asymptotics for no¢(n) in the context of a family of
generalized partition-type combinatorial objects known as k-marked Durfee symbols. Letting Dy(n)
denote the number of k-marked Durfee symbols, Andrews proved that Dy (n) = nyx—1)(n).
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The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we build upon Zwegers’ results
in order to derive Jacobi transformation formulas for the crank and rank generating functions, and
we also record some useful identities for the corresponding multiplier systems. We next study the
crank and rank moments as Taylor coefficients in Section 3, and provide bounds for their asymptotic
behavior. Finally, we conclude by applying the Hardy-Ramanujan Circle Method in Section 4 in
order to prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2.
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2. TRANSFORMATION PROPERTIES

In this section we derive transformation properties for the crank and rank generating functions. In
his study of mock theta functions [28|, Zwegers proved transformation formulas for the completed
automorphic forms, but he did not find simplified transformations for the mock modular forms
themselves. It is therefore necessary for us to carefully study these transformations, and we use
properties of Fourier-Whittaker coeflicient expansions in order to find cancellations in the non-
holomorphic terms.

Throughout, we let 2 € C with Re(z) > 0 and 0 < h < k with (h, k) = 1. We write x = >
and ¢ = e~ 272, Moreover we denote by [a], the inverse of a modulo b, and we allow this notation to
(implicitly) extend to higher moduli, and also (implicitly) assume any legal divisibility properties.
In other words, [a], can be replaced by [a]s. for any ¢ such that (a,c) = 1, and we may assume
d | [a]p for any d such that (b,d) = 1. We will also make the explicit choices that 3 | []; if 3 1 k,
and use [-|3; instead of [-] and [-]x if 3 | k, and also []sx instead of [-]; if k is even, and 8 | [ if k
is odd. To avoid ambiguity, this W3i11 be further clarified in the text that follows.

2.1. Cranks. We easily see

1
(9)s _ 2sin(mu)q2in*(iz)
2.1 C(x;q) = =
2 9= agnla T 9(usi2)
where the Dedekind eta function and the Jacobi theta function are defined by

n(iz) = ¢z [ (1 - ¢")
n=1

)

(Zm—t
[

(22) u ’LZ § : €—7r1/ z+271'21/ u+
V€Z+2

Define x (h, [—h]k, k) to be the multiplier of the Dedekind eta-function, so that

(23 0(Gh+in) - (e bk (7 (Fm+ 1))

It is known that [3]

o0
T2 H (1—4¢") 1 — xq"_l) (1 — x_lq”) .

15 (—Bl=hlk (1=K?)+k(h=[=h]K))  if & is odd,

h k
2.4 B bl k) = 4 ()72 -
(24) X (h, [=hle k) {ré( )er( R(L-[=A2) TRl (B—K49)) i b is odd,

where 3 is defined by —h[—h], — Bk =
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Remark 2.1. In the notation of Section 1 we have
X (B, [=hle, k) = i~ 2wy he TR (1e=h),

Note that we must be careful when picking the representative of the inverse of —h modulo k, as
X(h, [=h]k, k) depends on the choice of [—h]; modulo lem(24, k).

Moreover we will require the following transformation law for ¥ from [26]:

(2.5) 9 <u; Lt iz)) - \/ZX?’ (. [h k) e ™20 @i <[—h]k + z>) .

Inserting (2.3) and (2.5) into (2.1), we conclude a transformation law for the crank generating
function.

Proposition 2.2. We have
; s’ ; ) T . 2 l - l s 'u,2
C <62mu; e%(h—i—zz)) _ —251n(7ru)x‘1<h, [—h]k,kf) \/761%(17,—%7,2‘) n “Ekl([ h}k + z?) ekT_
z 9 (%3 (Fhle+ 1))
Remark. By rewriting the right-hand side of Proposition 2.2 in terms of the crank generating func-
tion, one sees that C(z;q) satisfies Jacobi transformations of weight % and index —%.

2.2. Lerch sums and Zwegers’ thesis. In his landmark thesis [29], Zwegers constructed an
infinite family of so-called harmonic weak Maass forms by “completing” certain Lerch sums. To
state his results, first define the function

1 n(n+1)
: 2 (—w)"q >
2.6 u,v) = w(u,v;iz) = - ,
(2.6) plus) = pluviiz) = gres i o
nez
where z 1= 2™ w := > and q := e~ 2"%. Zwegers proved that this function can be completed to

a non-holomorphic automorphic form. The non-holomorphic correction factor requires the definition

(2.7) S(u) = S(usiz) = Y (~1)""2 {sgn(y) —E (<u + Im(,“)) 2Im(iz)> } o2 v /2,

I
veztk m(iz)

Here E(x) is defined by
E(z):=2 /w e ™ du = sgn(z) (1 - (2%)),
0

where for positive real x we let B(z) := [°° u ey, Zwegers [29] proved several useful trans-

formation properties of S. ’
Proposition 2.3. Ifu € C and Re(z) > 0, then
(1) S(u+1;iz) = —S(u;iz),

(i1) S(ujiz+1) =e 7 S(u;iz),

1 7'ru2 ) ) ) )
(i11) S(usiz) = —\ﬁ€7 (S (zzu’ Z) - H (ZZ i)) ;
where the Mordell integral is defined by
00 e—wzm2—27rxu
H(u:iz) = B
(u;42) /_OO cosh(mz) .

Moreover, we need the following “dissection” property of S proved by the first author and Folsom.
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Proposition 2.4 (Proposition 2.3 of [§]). For n € N, we have

. n—1
2 L g ) (22 ) St PR U
S(u,n> gzoq 2 2 S{nu+ (/£ 5 1z + 5 3miz |

Zwegers defined the real analytic function
fiu, v) = fi(u, v5i2) = pu(u, v3i2) + 5 S(u = v32),

which should be considered as the modular “completion” of y. This function satisfies the following
elliptic and modular transformation laws.

Proposition 2.5. Assume all of the notation and hypotheses from above. If k, ¢, m,n € Z, then we
have

(Z) ﬁ(u + kiz+ 0,0 +miz + TL) _ (_1)lc+€+m+ne*ﬂtz(kfm)Q+271'i(k7m)(ufv)ﬁ(u,,U)7

(i) 7 <—wz s (b zz>> 3, [k, k>\/ze—”’”<“—”>2ﬁ <u vt ([—h]k ' )) |

2.3. Ranks. Here we prove a modular transformation formula for the rank generating function. To
state these we require the following multipliers

k) = (1) ROPEE ()

L 7i[—h] T 2
§(hk) = €T (h [—h]k,k)( 1)h+h€29k" T’“(h?,—h)
¢ (hk) = (=1)*¢(hk).

Here h € {—1,0,1} is defined by h = h (mod 3). If 0 < £ < k — 1, then we also write o (¢, k) :=

(2 —( k=1)) . Note that in all cases |a* (¢, k)| < 1.
Proposition 2.6. (1) For 3|k, we have
R(emin;  ehin)) _ _ 2o0(T) Sin(ru) e —zip sty g
Y \/E

X Zi ( ) GJF%ZMM <3w iZ ([—h]sk + Z) ;% <[_h]3k + ;))
\[Zé‘e( > <3w+ai <£,§> :FZZ>]

g fimE iy sin(mu)e s P (3 ([—hlgy + 1))
LC T Y ey e ey
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(1) For 3+t k, we have

2miu, 2 (htiz) — QSID( u) fﬂ7m+@ ﬂ Ei _ 3
R ((e2min * ) Vo ;iwh,km = Fgigr (et -

k—1

+ 25/%:05 o(3h, k) H (“‘ £ (0,k) 3kz)]

2 1'6# -1 B Sm(”“)eu’“(hﬂz)ﬁ (;% ([ h]k—i-ﬁ))
S Al k) O i+ 2000 (e (it 2))

Remark. The key feature of this result is that the error terms in the transformations only involve
the Mordell integrals H; there are no non-holomorphic S-terms.

Remark. The shape of the initial multiplicative factor in the formulas of Proposition 2.6 means that
the (completed) rank generating function satisfies Jacobi transformations of weight % and index —%.

To prove Proposition 2.6, we use the identity (see, for instance, [27])

N[
=

3
q s (—x_lu(?)u, —iz;3i2) + zp(3u, iz; 3iz) + b M)

and determine the transformation law of the individual components. We begin with a related
transformation law for u (u, %iz; iz).

(2.8) R(z;q) = —i(l —x)x™

Proposition 2.7. Using the notation above, we have

— ~ok 3k
u<u + k(h+zz) k(h+zz)> \/Ee

e (2 (1 ) ;k (o)t (o))
i iu  hi i
+M§§e(hak‘)H< Fa, T (f,k‘);kz)l.

Proof. We decompose p into i and S-terms and use transformation laws for these components.
We start with the function S. Note that to return to the desired identity we must multiply all
occurrences of S by —5. Using Proposition 2.4 we have

k—1
9 7ﬂ é——) (h+iz)— 27r1(u$ (h+l2)+ )(4*7)
(2.9) S( 3k(h~|—zz) k(h—l—zz) %e g 3k

xS(kuq: (h+i2) + <e—k;1) (h+iz)+k;1;k(h+iz)).

We first use Proposition 2.3 parts (i) and (é¢) to shift the arguments of the S functions, and then
use Proposition 2.3 (iii) to invert the z argument. In all, we rewrite the S-terms from (2.9) as

(_1)1+E%h+£h+% ik 1 oF (kuﬂF +iz(F1 +(£——1)))2

e
Vkz

U hi /) U hi /)
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Inserting this into (2.9) gives after a lengthy but straightforward calculation that (2.9) equals

k—

e Z hk(( ¢3k +a(€,k),kz

u i~u 7
—H< 3@4‘& (g,k)’]{w))

We next turn to . Using Proposition 2.5 (ii), we obtain

(2.10) ﬁ(u + k(h—Hz) k(h+iz))

3 U mkz(gdp )y (w1 L,
P (hl hn,k)\fze st u(z,igkzchkyk ~hle+=) ).

Applying Proposition 2.5 (i) and simplifying the exponential terms implies that (2.10) equals

TR T Lo (:, s b (h D) g (1 h): ,1<[h]k+i)).

The proof of Proposition 2.7 is then complete upon applying the identity

ah? f—1 . ~ .

€ 9kz W he 4 {
2.11 —F — 5 —
(2.11) Z@(h,m(z F g Hat(Lh); )

Instead of arguing directly from the definition of S in (2.7), we prove (2.11) using an argument
first employed by the first two authors in [11]. The key component of this argument is the fact
that Fourier-Whittaker expansions are unique. In order to simplify the following development, we
write 7:= 7, v =2 y:=TIm (7). Since all the remaining terms in the transformation law (2.10)
are meromorphic functions of 7 and v, it is enough to show that each term in (2.11) has a Fourier

expansion equal to
1
> a(m)r (2;4W|n|y> "

neQ\{0}

with I'(a; z) := f;o e~'t*"1dt the incomplete gamma function. To show this, we assume that v € R
and conclude the remaining cases using analytic continuation. By (2.7) each S-term occurring in
(2.11) has a Fourier expansion equal to

(2.12)

7ri~27' h
e % S(U:th—"_OZ;T—’—B).

= Z (Sgn (V) - F ((1/ T Z) @)) (_1)1/_%e—mu2(7+ﬁ)—2mu(v¢%+a)—%'
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for some real o and §. Using that —% < % < % we have

T ~\ 2
sgn(V)—E<<V¢Z> J@) =Sg;¥)r %,2% (VZF;L> y

Thus (2.12) is equal to

~\ 2 o
= 2 )i | o (;’;) g | e (rE) —rivoamiviora)
T

VEZ+}

Combining the above gives the statement of the theorem. O
Having established Proposition 2.7 we return to the proof of Proposition 2.6.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. For notational simplicity we distinguish between the cases 3|k and 3 1 k.
We start with the case 3|k and use that in this case, we have that h? = 1. Recall that we choose
[—h]i for [=h]x. Using (2.3) and (2.5) the last summand in (2.8) transforms directly into the last
3
summand of part (). For the u-functions, we send v — 3u, k — % in Proposition 2.7. Thus, shifting

by + (1 + h[—h])) € Z in the second argument in z, and noting that (—1)%(1+h[_h]k) = (—1)¥ gives
the claim for 3 | k.
Similarly, if 3 1 k& the last summand in (2.8) transforms to

2L (b ) ST (e 55))
3V 2 0 (%55 (300 + 52)) n (5 (Rl + 2))
This can be rewritten in the form claimed in the Proposition statement by recalling the assumptions
that 3 | [—h]r and using [3]s; instead of [3].

We next turn to the terms u(3u, £iz; 3iz). We send u — 3u, h — 3h, and z — 3z in Proposition
2.7. Hence 3h = 0, resulting in

R ) w1 1 ‘
\/ge sk = <§(3h, k) (z’ F35 (14 3h[—-3h]k); z <[—3h]k + 32))
. k-1 . .
+ ﬁ ggg(Bh,k)H (’: +a (0, k); 3;%> >
Using that 2 | [—h]y for k odd and [—3h]gy instead of [—3h]; for k even gives
;i (1 — k* 4 3h[—3h]},) € 2Z.
The claim now follows by using Proposition 2.3 (i) and Proposition 2.5 (7). O

2.4. Some Multiplier Identities. We give a pair of identities for the multipliers appearing in
Proposition 2.6.

Lemma 2.8. (1) If 3| k, then

3 (h, I;) = (Z) XL (B, [ Rk, k) 2 et (=),
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(i7) If 31k, then
€(3h, k) = iz (—1)F+! <§) e S x L (B, [=hlk. k).

Proof. We begin with the case 3 | k. Recall we take [—h]sy instead of [—h]x. Thus
3

¢ (h, ’“) = (~DFex (h, [=hlsk, ’;) (1)l (147),

3

Note if —h[—h]sr — Bk = 1, then 3 | B. Additionally, if —h[—h]sr — ﬁ’% = 1, then ' = 35. We
distinguish two cases, depending on whether k is odd or even.
In the case of k odd we obtain, using that 2 | [—h]sg,

x(h, [=hlsk, k) (R
Sy ()

3
From this we conclude (7) for odd k.
In the case 3 | k and k is even we have [—h]oyy instead of [—h];. Thus

X(h, [—h]2a, k) — <3> o — (h>
X3 (b, [~hoak, &) h 3
Noting that e~ 5 (1Fhl=hlaa) — 1 completes the proof of ().
We next turn to the case 31 k. We obtain

_ mih2[=3h]y
%

£(3h, k) = i2(~1)"x 3 (3h, [~3h]i, k) e
We again consider the two cases k odd and k even separately. In the k odd case 24 | [—h]j yielding

LI (3 e
' (31, =31, 1) '

k

Hence

[NIE

k T T 2[— ]
EBh, k) = —i7 () (="' (n, [—h]k,k)e*%*%’

3
T 7"”"2[*3h] s’
which leads to (i) for k odd using that i Sy S (—1)h637h.

In the case 3 1 k and 2 | k we have [—3h]gy, instead of [-3h]j. Noting 1+ 3h[—3h]sr =0 (mod 2k)

gives that e~ B (L43h[=3hlsk) — =" From this we conclude that

x(h, [—h]sk, k) _; (k) -2k

3(3h, [=3h]sk. k) \3

Thus we obtain (i) for 3tk and k even. O

3. ASYMPTOTICS OF TAYLOR EXPANSIONS

3.1. A General Lemma. For v € R define

vru? sin(mu)
fy(u, Z) =€ = m

We show the following Taylor expansion of f, as a function of w.
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Lemma 3.1. We have

o0 2 . 2r

= Z @riw)™ mu)' Z vek(a,b, c)z 772,
r=0 ( ") a+b+c=r

where k(a,b,c) was defined in (1.7).

Proof. The lemma follows easily from the following Laurent series expansions:

. & xk ] 0 (_1)kx2k+1 _1 )Qn
= kz_% o sin(z) = kz_o eI and smh Z Bay, <> o)l
The last of these expansions follows from the generating function for the Bernoulh polynomials
tetl‘ & "
(3.1) et — 1 :ZB”(QU)E7
n=0
using that By (%) = 0 for £ odd. O

3.2. Cranks. We recall (1.6). We will use Proposition 2.2 to determine an “asymptotic” Taylor
expansion as z — 0. Using the product expansion in (2.2), we have

u 1 7 -1 elerk([ hle+2) 2mu
9| —:;=(]=h - = '— -1
(z’k<[ ]k+z>) ! 2 sinh(T%) Z

r>0

with |a,(2)] <, [2|17"e 2 w7(2). In an abuse of notation, we will repeatedly write a,(z) for the
Taylor coefficients of various error terms that are polynomially or exponentially decaying as z — 0.
Combining this with the asymptotic expansion of 7, we obtain

Cu; q) = —i%eBE O IMN= (, (=R, k) et (272) 274 fy (us 2 +Zar ) @miu)”

7!

where now |a,(z)] < |Z|% ~%8e(2) for some a > 0 independent of k (the exact value of « is
unimportant here and elsewhere, and the key feature is simply that it is positive; we further abuse
notation and let a denote all such exponents of error terms).

Using Lemma 3.1, we obtain an explicit asymptotic for the crank generating function.

Proposition 3.2. In the notation above

C (u e El(h—i-zz)) = —i%el@l(h—[—h]k)x—l (h [~ Ak, )61% io 27mu
Z k%% (a, b, ¢)z3 0~ 2 iar 2mu)

a+b+c=r

where the coefficients a,(z) satisfy the asymptotic bounds a,(z) <, |z|§_reng e(z) for some o > 0
independent of k.

Proposition 3.2 allows us to determine the asymptotic behavior of the crank moments.

Corollary 3.3. We have

Coy (e%(hﬂz)) = —jzera(h-l- hle) y ~1 (h, [—h]k,k’)el?k Z k%K (a, b, c)z2 "% + ag(2),
a+b+c=¢
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20,~%R

where the coefficients ase(z) satisfy the asymptotic bounds age(z) <y 23 e(3) for some a > 0

independent of k.

3.3. Mordell Integrals. In this section we provide an estimate for the H-integrals appearing
in Proposition 2.6. We assume throughout the rest of the paper that Re(%) > g Define for

—% <a< % the function

7'rz2 iu hi
i o (1 hi i e * ‘2”(z+a¢3’i’z)d
bhaluiz) = H| = +aF s | = /R cosh(ra) z-

In this section we establish bounds for the Taylor coefficients of Hy, j, 4.

Lemma 3.4. With H,igi)m(u;z) = (%)EH(’U,; z) we have

7\'52 1
[HL,o032)] < 217 e T ReC2),
Proof. We rewrite
7'rz2 27r'Lu hi
 2h?_omiha Pz (e£%)
Hinolu;z) = e ok=173 / _ — dz
RF cosh (77 (m + @)>

x?

a2 271'7,11,( I’L)
77rh2 2miha / (& k2 3
= e 9kz T 3

R cosh (7r (a: + I”))

where for the last equality we used the Residue Theorem to shift the path back to R (noting that
there are no poles in the shifted region). Differentiating then gives

_ _ 4 e 4 _ﬁ_g
s 2 miha 2 h z Tra
H,gff)la(o;z):e_92z$2 5 <—m> / vt ¢’ ——dx.
Y z R 3 ) cosh (7r (w:l:%))

Since —% <a< %, we may bound

6727rxa
— < L.
cosh <7r (ac + %))
Thus ) § |
009 et ) [t T
1y 0
A change of variables gives the bound stated in the lemma. -

3.4. Ranks. In this section we prove an asymptotic result for the rank generating function. Recall
(1.6).

Proposition 3.5. Assuming the notation above, we have

R(u; q) = —i2eTorh=l=hlk)y (h, [_h]k’k)eﬁ(%@zm
r=0 ’

ad miu)t
x> (3k)k(a,b, c)z2 7~ 26+Zag(z)(2£!).

a+b+c=r £=0
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1
where the coefficients ag(z) satisfy the asymptotic bounds ap(z) <y k2 |2|27¢
In the following corollary we give the asymptotic expansion for each of the Taylor coefficients.

Corollary 3.6. With the notation from above we have

RQ( <6%(h+i3)) Z2€12k(h - h]k) -1 (h, [_h]]ﬁk)eﬁ(%fz) Z (Bk')a (a b C) - 26+CL2£(Z),
a+b+c=/¢

1
where the coefficients age(z) satisfy the asymptotic bounds age(z) <y k2 2|22

Proof of Proposition 3.5. We consider first the case 3 t k. As in the case for the crank, we deduce
the asymptotic behavior of 9 and 1 from (2.5) and (2.3), yielding that the asymptotic of the modular
term appearing in part (ii) of Proposition 2.6 is given by

13 _ mi p 1 = (1_ 2mu€
(82)  —gitx Tt (b [hly k) e et i3 (272) fyp (u; 2) +;a4 i (2miv)

1
with ag(z) < |22 ‘e #R(2) for some o > 0 independent of k.
Using the asymptotic behavior of ¥ and observing that in the sum defining p only the term n =0
contributes to the asymptotic main term, we obtain that

7 T3k kT O (FE L (R + D)) R e_zguezgin([fh]ﬁz)

_ i(—l)k+1 (%) e 72k (I=hlt2) Zaé 2mu ¢
2\/§s1nh )
with ag(z) < |2| " fem 7 Re (%) for some independent of k. Therefore,
2 sin(mu) _Lz_m+37rku iv _k 1 1
:FWG 12k §Bh, k)p (Za T3 3% ([ hlk + z))
1 (2 T 1 uy 2 ) ¢
33 =0 (5 ) conpe BB R ) ) + Y e T

1
where ay(z) < |22 e #Re(Z) for some a > 0 independent of k.
To give an asymptotic for the rank generating function it remains to consider the terms with the
Mordell integrals H. We use Lemma 3.4 with o = a® (¢, k). This implies that

sin(mu) _ xz  3wku? iu B (2miu)*

with ag(z) < \z|%_é
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Using (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) with Proposition 2.6 we thus have

R (627riu; e%(h-&—iz)) — Lel‘;ﬂ (h—[—hlx) f3k(u; Z) e%(%fz)x—l (h, [_h]ka k‘)

with as(z) < k2 |z|%4. Applying Lemma 2.8 we obtain
(3.5)

R (62mu;e%(h+iz)) — Z%X_l (h’ [—h]k,k‘)el%(h [—hlk) Lk(7 f3k u Z Zae 27['ZZL
>0

¢

1
with ay(z) < k2 2|27, Using Lemma 3.1 gives the claimed expansion for 3 f k.
Next we consider the case 3 | k. Similarly as before we obtain that the contribution from the
modular term of Proposition 2.6 is

(2miu)*
o

3 1 37rku2 sin(ﬂ'u) ~1 '(hf[fh} ) _r (1_,
—12z 2¢ = mx (h, [=h]3k, k)e12k ) e1r (= )+Zag(z)

1
with ag(z) < |22 e #Re(2) for some a > 0 independent of k.
Next we turn to the asymptotics of the u-terms from Proposition 2.6. Using that

__37mu

E 1" 3mi(n24n)TE2minhT
M(?)W:I:hT?)T): c_ Z( Jrem
& 9 (:thr; 37') ne’ 1—e

ux’s 6 .
z ebminT

gives that
3w h i\ 1 i 47 g T 2mu ¢
S e+ ) S (ke L) ) = (2 )
M( > 5 A <[ ]3k+z)7k <[ }3k+2>> < 3 ) QSlnh(Sﬂ'u +£>Oag

with cg(2) <o |2Vt e T R(2).

Additionally we must consider the asymptotics of H (32“ + kz Lo kz) , with
a=at (E, §) . We apply Lemma 3.4 to obtain

sin(mu) _ s | amku? | x 3iu hi I ' > 2mu ¢
76 12k z 3kz H 74—@4-@ E Z

with ag(z) < \z|%_é
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In total the asymptotic Taylor expansion for R <62m“; e%(hﬂ'z)) may be written as

7( rku? 1 e
e (12) 2t SITU) g ab h (M) 1 (1, [ hlgp, k)

sinh (3”7“)

(1030 () e () w0 )4 S 2

£>0

1
with ap(z) < \z|5_£ Applying Lemma 2.8 when 3 | k& we obtain that the asymptotic Taylor

expansion for R (62’”“; ek (h+’z)> can be written as

57 (2 7%) fg (u; 2)i7 T3 =R\ 1 ()[R, ) + > aulz) =5

with ag(z) < \z|%_£. Here we used that

(1 + _ 27u + 27ru) 1 1
e = e = - = — .
% (edz — 6737> Slnh(%)

Therefore, in all cases we have established the asymptotic stated in Proposition 3.5. We note that
all the occurring multipliers in the proposition are invariant under the choice of the inverse of h
modulo k. O

4. APPLICATION OF THE CIRCLE METHOD

Here we present a general Circle Method result that is applicable to both the rank and crank
moment generating functions. Assume that

Fy (e%(hﬂ'z)) => Cro(n)e %" (i)
n

is a holomorphic function of z satisfying
(4.1)

Fﬁe (e%(h‘i‘iz)) = —i%e{;g (h_[_h]k)x—l (h’ [_h]k’ k;) eﬁ(zfz) Z (kyr’)a/{(a’ b, C)Z%_Q_ZC—FEn(’k(Z)
a+b+c={

with E, ,(2) <0 k2 |z|é72€ and k(a, b, c) defined as in (1.7).

Theorem 4.1. With F,, and c,, as above we have

cre(n) =2m Z Kkk(n) Z (kr)?k(a,b, c)(24n1)0+§—31220a< ok

TV 24n — 1> 10 (nzz—1+e>
k<\/n a+b+c=~L

where Ki(n) is the Kloosterman sum defined in (1.8) and € > 0.

Proof. By Cauchy’s Theorem for n > 0 we have

1 Fr,é q
Cr,ﬁ(n) = /C qnil) dg,

T 2mi
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with C an arbitrary path inside the unit circle that encloses 0 with a counterclockwise orientation.
27 27 :
Choosing the circle with radius e~ = and parameterized by ¢ = e~ T2™ with 0 < t < 1 yields

1
2w . X
CT,@(n) = / an (6_7"‘2”2’5) 627T—27rmtdt.
0

Define ) )
V) g = d Y=
M e k) hk = oy 1 k)’
where k—l <7 < k2 are adjacent Farey fractions in the Farey sequence of order N := Ln2J Recall
that k-l—k S N+1 for j = 1,2. Next, decompose the path of integration into paths along the Farey

arcs —ﬁh,k <P < 19,17,6, where & :=¢ — % and 0 <h<k<N with (h,k) = 1. Hence

//
2mihn ok 27\'1 27rnz
cro(n E e Tk / Fol(e ( (hﬂz)) d®,

h

where z = £ —k®i. We apply (4. 1) and estimate the error as follows. Using Re ( ) > E Re(z)=%

n’

|z| > % and ﬁh,k,ﬂﬁk < k(N+1)7 we can bound the terms arising from E,. ;. by

1_9y
2
Z/ |Er k(2 qu)<< E k3 <> < n21,
Ink

k<N
Thus we obtain

el :—wze AN (<Rl k) DD (kr)*(a,bo)

a+b+c=¢L

19//
X/ h,k eﬁ((24n—1)z+%)2%—a—2€dq)_‘_O(an—l).

!
_ﬁh,k

The theorem now follows from the following integral evaluation (see [23] for details)

19// /
/ h.k eﬁ((24nfl)z+%)zé—jdq> 2]: (24TL . 1)%—% T . <7T2§Z_1> + O(n%—l)
Ok

N

and the remark after (2.4). O
The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 follow easily.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Corollaries 3.3 and 3.6 imply that the rank and crank moment generating
functions satisfy the assumptions necessary to apply Theorem 4.1. Therefore, Theorem 4.1 implies
the desired result. OJ

The symmetrized crank and rank moments studied by Garvan [22] and Andrews [1] are defined
by

(42) wti= 3 ("L ) Memn),

n m k=1
(4.3) vg(n) == Z < +]£ 2 J>N(m,n)

m=—n
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Proof of Corollary 1.2. The proof of the first formula follows from (4.2) of [22] which gives

1 n

m2e(n) = w m:zn ge(m)N (m, n)
where g¢(z) = Hﬁ-;}) (22 — 52) and from Theorem 1.1. The second formula is analogous. O
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