arXiv:2403.09729v1 [math.CA] 13 Mar 2024

Proof and generalization of conjectures of Ramanujan Machine

Shuma Yamamoto^{1*}

1*Tokyo Metropolitan Nishi high school, Tokyo, Japan.

Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): yama.shu2006@gmail.com;

Abstract The Ramanujan Machine project predicts new continued fraction representations of numbers expressed by important mathematical constants. Generally, the value of a continued fraction is found by reducing it to a second order linear difference equation. In this paper, we prove 38 conjectures by solving the equation in two ways, use of a differential equation or application of Petkovšek’s algorithm. Especially, in the former way, we can get strong generalization of 31 conjectures.

Keywords: continued fractions, Ramanujan Machine, difference equations, differential equations, Euler operators, hypergeometric functions

MSC Classification: 30B70 , 39A06

1 Introduction

The Ramanujan Machine project[1–3] predicts new continued fraction representations of numbers expressed by important mathematical constants; such as π^2, log(2), special values of the zeta function and Catalan’s constant G. Let us represent continued fractions as

CF[a_n, b_n] = a_0 + b_1

a_1 + b_2

a_2 + .. . .

In all the Ramanujan Machine’s conjectures, a_n and b_n are polynomial functions of n and satisfy deg(b_n) = 2 deg(a_n). The conjectures are about the nontrivial value of the specific CF[a_n, b_n]. The continued fractions of this type are closely related to proofs of the irrationality of mathematical constants. For instance, Apéry’s proof of the irrationality of ζ(2) and ζ(3) essentially uses 5 ζ(2)

= CF [ 11n^2 + 11n + 3, n^4 ]

and 6 ζ(3)

= CF [ (2n + 1)(17n^2 + 17n + 5), −n^6 ] respectively [4, 5]. In order to explain our method, we first recall the following wellknown fact.

Lemma 1.1. Assume that A_n and B_n satisfy { A_0 = 1, A_1 = a_0, A_{n+1} = a_nA_n + b_nA_{n−1}, B_0 = 0, B_1 = 1, B_{n+1} = a_nB_n + b_nB_{n−1}. (1.1)

Then,

CF[a_n, b_n] = lim_{n→∞} A_n B_n . Notice that A_n and B_n satisfy the same difference equation

y_{n+1} = a_ny_n + b_ny_{n−1}, n = 1, 2, 3, · · · . (1.2)

It is obvious that (1.2) can be easily solved when deg(a_n) = deg(b_n) = 0. Actually, (1.2) can also be solved when deg(a_n) = 1, deg(b_n) = 2 because the exponential generating function ∑_∞ n=0 y_n^{xn}_{n!} of the solution of (1.2) satisfies a differential equation which comes down to the hypergeometric or confluent hypergeometric differential equation by a simple change of the independent variable x. In this paper, by considering the case deg(a_n) = 2, deg(b_n) = 4 in a similar way, we derive the following formula (Theorem 2.1) and prove Ramanujan Machine’s 31 conjectures as its corollaries:

CF [ Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) , −2n(n + α)(n + β)(n + γ) ] = 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 }_{−1} , (1.3) where Δ is a difference operator defined by Δf_n = f_{n+1} − f_n. Furthermore, even if the series diverges, this formula holds due to its analytic cotinuation.(Lemma 2.3, Theorem 2.2)

Alternatively, we can find the value of the continued fraction just by finding a special solution of (1.2) because the continued fraction can be expressed in the form of a series using y_n (see Lemma 3.1 below). We can sometimes obtain the special solution of (1.2) by applying Petkovšek’s algorithm [6], which finds the solution of a given linear difference equation with polynomial coefficients under the assumption that the solution y_n is hypergeometric, i.e. y_n/y_{n−1} is a rational function of n. In fact, we can prove seven more conjectures by using this method.

2 Proof and Generalization of the conjectures for π^2, log(2) and Catalan’s constant

In what follows, we define ∑_{−1} k=0 f_k = 0 and

∏_0

i=1 f_i = 1 for arbitrary sequence f_n as convention. Moreover, in this section, a_n and b_n are denoted by a(n) and b(n) respectively, and we assume that both are polynomials satisfying deg(b) = 2 deg(a).

In the case where deg(a) = 1, let y_n be a sequence satisfying (1.2) and y = y(x) be the generating function defined by y = ∞∑ n=0 y_n x^n n! .

Then a differential equation that y satisfies is given by using the differential operator D_x =^d_{dx} and the Euler operator ϑ_x = x^d_{dx} as follows:

D^2_xy = a(ϑ_x + 1)D_xy + b(ϑ_x + 1)y.

In what follows, when the variable is obvious, the two operators will be denoted by D and ϑ. We can solve this equation because it is rewritten as P (x) d^2y dx^2 + Q(x) dy dx + Ry = 0, (2.1)

where P (x) and Q(x) are polynomials of degree two and one respectively, and transformed into the hypergeometric differential equation x(1 − x) d^2y dx^2 + (γ − (α + β + 1)x) dy dx − αβy = 0 by variable translation x → x + δ and constant multiplication x → cx in most cases.^1 This equation is known to have the solution y = F (α, β; γ; x) = ∞∑ n=0 (α)_n(β)_n (γ)_n x^n n! .

This can be derived from the fact that the equation is equivalent to the following: { (ϑ + γ) D − (ϑ + α)(ϑ + β) } y = 0. 1 If P (x) has a multiple solution, (2.1) comes down to the confluent hypergeometric differential equation.

Let us have the same argument when deg(a) = 2. Fix s ∉ Z_{≤0} and put y^′_n =^{yn}_{(s)n} , where y_n is a solution of (1.2). Define y = y(x) by: y = ∞∑ n=0 y^′_n x^n n! .

Then y^′_n satisfies the following recurrence formula:

(n + s)(n + s − 1)y^′_{n+1} = (n + s − 1)a(n)y^′_n + b(n)y^′_{n−1}, n = 1, 2, 3, · · · .

Assume that n + s − 1 divides b(n). Then the formula is simplified as follows:

(n + s)y^′_{n+1} = a(n)y^′_n + c(n)y^′_{n−1} ( c(n) = b(n) n + s − 1 ) . Therefore, y satisfies the differential equation { (ϑ + s + 1)D^2 − a(ϑ + 1)D − c(ϑ + 1) } y = 0. (2.2)

Before we discuss how to solve this equation, let us first prove basic properties of the Euler operator.

Lemma 2.1. Let p(x) be a polynomial. Then, 1. x^ap(ϑ) = p(ϑ − a)x^a (a ∈ C ). 2. x^nD^n = ϑ^n (n ∈ Z_{≥0}, ϑ^n = ϑ(ϑ − 1) · · · (ϑ − n + 1)) . 3. D^np(ϑ) = p(ϑ + n)D^n.

Proof. 1. This formula holds for a = 1 and p(x) = x. Namely, xϑ and (ϑ − 1)x are equal as operators. Thus, letting q(x) be a polynomial and assuming that q(x) = c(x − α_1)(x − α_2) · · · (x − α_n) we have

cx(ϑ − α_1)(ϑ − α_2) · · · (ϑ − α_n) = c(ϑ − α_1 − 1)x(ϑ − α_2) · · · (ϑ − α_n) = c(ϑ − α_1 − 1)(ϑ − α_2 − 1)x · · · (ϑ − α_n) . . = c(ϑ − α_1 − 1)(ϑ − α_2 − 1) · · · (ϑ − α_n − 1)x.

Therefore we get xq(ϑ) = q(ϑ − 1)x. Here we transform the variable as x = t^a. From ϑ_x =^1_a ϑ_t, we see that t^aq ( ϑ_t a ) = q ( ϑ_t a − 1 ) t^a. We obtain the formula by t → x and q(x) = p(ax).

2. We prove the formula by induction. It holds for n = 0. Suppose that x^{n−1}D^{n−1} = ϑ^{n−1}. Then we have x^nD^n = x(x^{n−1}D^{n−1})D = xϑ^{n−1}D = (ϑ − 1)^{n−1}xD = ϑ^n, which completes the proof.

3. From the formula 1 and 2, we have D^np(ϑ) = x^{−n}ϑ^np(ϑ) = x^{−n}p(ϑ)ϑ^n = p(ϑ + n)x^{−n}ϑ^n = p(ϑ + n)D^n.

As in the case where deg(a) = 1, we consider a variable translation in (2.2). To deal with the translation, the following lemma is useful. Lemma 2.2. Let p(n) be a polynomial, and assume that t = x − δ. Then,

p(ϑ_x) =

deg(p)∑

k=0 Δ^kp(ϑ_t) k! (δD_t)^k.

Proof. Both sides of the formula are linear with respect to p. Thus we only have to prove the formula for a certain sequence of polynomials p_m(n) satisfying deg(p_m) = m.

Let p(n) = n^m. The following property is well-known: Δn^m = m · n^{m−1}. The formula holds for p(n) = n^0 = 1. Suppose that the formula holds for p(n) = n^m. Then,

ϑ_x^{m+1} = ϑ_x(ϑ_x − 1)^m

= (ϑ_t + δD_t) m∑ k=0 ( m k ) (ϑ_t − 1)^{m−k}(δD_t)^k

= m∑ k=0 ( m k ) ϑ_t^{m−k+1}(δD_t)^k + m∑ k=0 ( m k ) ϑ_t^{m−k}(δD_t)^{k+1}

= ϑ_t^{m+1} + (δD_t)^{m+1} + m∑ k=1 {( m k ) + ( m k − 1 )} ϑ_t^{m−k+1}(δD_t)^k

= m+1∑ k=0 ( m + 1 k ) ϑ_t^{(m+1)−k}(δD_t)^k .

Thus the formula holds for p(n) = n^{m+1}. Therefore it is proved inductively that the formula holds for p(n) = n^m for all non-negative integers m.

Putting t = x − δ in (2.2) and applying Lemma 2.2, we have [ (ϑ_t + δD_t + s + 1) D^2_t − { a(ϑ_t + 1) + Δa(ϑ_t + 1) · (δD_t) +

Δ^2a(ϑ_t + 1) 2 (δD_t)^2 } D_t − { c(ϑ_t + 1) + Δc(ϑ_t + 1) · (δD_t) +

Δ^2c(ϑ_t + 1) 2 (δD_t)^2 +

Δ^3c(ϑ_t + 1) 6 (δD_t)^3 }] y = 0.

Let a^{(0)} and b^{(0)} be the leading coefficients of a(n) and b(n) respectively. Then

Δ^2a(ϑ_t )

2 = a^{(0)},^{Δ3c(ϑt)}_6 = b^{(0)}. Expanding the equation with respect to D, we obtain [ δ(−b^{(0)}δ^2 − a^{(0)}δ + 1)D^3 + { − δ^2 2 Δ^2c(ϑ + 1) − δΔa(ϑ + 1) + (ϑ + s + 1) } D^2 + {−δΔc(ϑ + 1) − a(ϑ + 1)} D − c(ϑ + 1) ] y(t) = 0.(2.3)

If two of the coefficients of D^3, D^2 and D are zero, the equation is described more simply than (2.2). In particular, when we suppose that the coefficients of D^3 and D equal zero, we obtain (1.3).

Theorem 2.1. Assume that Re(2γ −α−β) < 1 and that^{α+1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ +1 ∉ Z_{≤0}. Then,

CF [ Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) , −2n(n + α)(n + β)(n + γ) ] = 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 }_{−1} .

Proof. Assume that y_n satisfies the following recurrence formula:

y_{n+1} = Δ ( n(n+α)(n+β) ) y_n−2n(n+α)(n+β)(n+γ)y_{n−1}, n = 1, 2, 3, · · · , (2.4) and let y = y(x) be a function defined by

y = ∞∑ n=0 y_n (γ + 1)_n x^n n! .

By substituting a(n) = Δ(n(n + α)(n + β)), s = γ + 1 and c(n) = −2n(n + α)(n + β) for (2.2), we see that y satisfies the following differential equation: { (ϑ_x + γ + 2)D_x^2 − Δ ( (ϑ_x + 1)(ϑ_x + α + 1)(ϑ_x + β + 1) ) D_x +2(ϑ_x + 1)(ϑ_x + α + 1)(ϑ_x + β + 1) } y = 0. (2.5)

With the translation of variable t = x − δ, applying Lemma 2.2 like (2.3), we have [ δ(2δ^2 − 3δ + 1)D_t^3 + { δ(δ − 1)Δ^2 ( (ϑ_t + 1)(ϑ_t + α + 1)(ϑ_t + β + 1) ) + (ϑ_t + γ + 2) } D_t^2

+(2δ − 1)Δ ( (ϑ_t + 1)(ϑ_t + α + 1)(ϑ_t + β + 1) ) D_t + 2(ϑ_t + 1)(ϑ_t + α + 1)(ϑ_t + β + 1) ] y = 0. Putting δ = 1/2, we have { ϑ + (α + β − 2γ + 2) 4 D^2 − (ϑ + 1)(ϑ + α + 1)(ϑ + β + 1) } y(t) = 0.

From Lemma 2.1 we see that ( ϑ + (α + β − 2γ + 2) ) D^2 = ( ϑ + (α + β − 2γ + 2) ) t^{−2}ϑ(ϑ − 1) = (ϑ + 1) ( ϑ + (α + β − 2γ + 2) ) t^{−2}ϑ. Substituting this, we have { (ϑ + 1) (ϑ + (α + β − 2γ + 2)) 1 (2t)^2 ϑ − (ϑ + 1)(ϑ + α + 1)(ϑ + β + 1) } y(t) = 0. Thus, { (ϑ_t + (α + β − 2γ + 2)) 1 (2t)^2 ϑ_t − (ϑ_t + α + 1)(ϑ_t + β + 1) } y = C t , where C is an arbitrary constant. Putting u = (2t)^2, we see from ϑ_t = 2ϑ_u that {( ϑ_u + ( α + β 2 − γ + 1 )) D_u − ( ϑ_u + α + 1 2 ) ( ϑ_u + β + 1 2 )} y = C 2 √ u . Since u = (2x − 1)^2, we see that u = 1 at x = 0. Hence, to solve (2.4) we should get power series solution at u = 1 of this differential equation. Put u = 1 − v. Then, by applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain { (ϑ_v + γ + 1)D_v − ( ϑ_v + α + 1 2 ) ( ϑ_v + β + 1 2 )} y = C 2 ∞∑ n=0 ( 1 2 ) n v^n n! .

Put y(v) as follows: y = ∞∑ n=0 z_n v^n n! . Then, (n + γ + 1)z_{n+1} − ( n + α + 1 2 ) ( n + β + 1 2 ) z_n = C 2 ( 1 2 ) n . By solving this recurrence formula, by^{α+1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1 ∉ Z_{≤0}, we get

z_n =

(_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_n ( z_0 + C 2 n−1∑ k=0 (_1 2 ) k(γ + 1)_k (_{α+1} 2 ) k+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) k+1 ) .

Since v = 4x(1 − x), we have ∞∑ n=0 y_n (γ + 1)_n x^n n! = ∞∑ n=0 (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_n ( z_0 + C 2 n−1∑ k=0 (_1 2 ) k(γ + 1)_k (_{α+1} 2 ) k+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) k+1 ) {4x(1 − x)}^n n! .

By the comparison of coefficients of degree 0 and 1, we have

y_0 = z_0,

y_1 γ + 1 = (α + 1)(β + 1) γ + 1 z_0 + 2C γ + 1 . Therefore we have z_0 = y_0 and C =^{y1−(α+1)(β+1)y0}_2 . Thus, assuming that A_n and B_n are defined by the formula (1.1) with a_n = Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) and b_n = −2n(n + α)(n + β)(n + γ), we have ∞∑ n=0 A_n (γ + 1)_n x^n n! = ∞∑ n=0 (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_n {4x(1 − x)}^n n! = F ( α + 1 2 , β + 1 2 ; γ + 1; 4x(1 − x) ) (2.6) = ∞∑ n=0 (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_nn!

4^n n∑ i=0 ( n i ) (−1)^ix^{n+i}, ∞∑ n=0 B_n (γ + 1)_n x^n n! = 1 4 ∞∑ n=0 (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_n (_{n−1} ∑ k=0 (_1 2 ) k(γ + 1)_k (_{α+1} 2 ) k+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) k+1 ) {4x(1 − x)}^n n! = 1 4 ∞∑ n=0 (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n (γ + 1)_nn! (_{n−1} ∑ k=0 (_1 2 ) k(γ + 1)_k (_{α+1} 2 ) k+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) k+1 ) 4^n n∑ i=0 ( n i ) (−1)^ix^{n+i}.

Thus

A_n = (γ + 1)_nn! n∑ k=⌈^n_2 ⌉

(_{α+1} 2 ) k (_{β+1} 2 ) k (γ + 1)_kk!

4^k ( k n − k ) (−1)^{n−k},

B_n =

(γ + 1)_nn! 4 n∑ k=⌈^n_2 ⌉

(_{α+1} 2 ) k (_{β+1} 2 ) k (γ + 1)_kk!

4^k ( k n − k ) (−1)^{n−k} k−1∑ i=0 (_1 2 ) i(γ + 1)_i (_{α+1} 2 ) i+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) i+1 .

From Γ(z) ∼ √ 2π z ( z e )_z (| arg z| < π, z → ∞), we see that (a)_n (b)_n = Γ(b) Γ(a) · Γ(n + a) Γ(n + b) ∼ Γ(b) Γ(a) ·e^{b−a} √ n + b n + a ( 1 + a − b n + b )_{n+b} (n+a)^{a−b} ∼ Γ(b) Γ(a) n^{a−b} = O(n^{Re(a−b)}) for a, b ∉ Z_{≤0}. Thus, when Re(2γ − α − β) < 1, since

(_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 = O ( 1 n^{1+ϵ} ) ( ϵ = Re ( α + β + 1 2 − γ ) > 0 ) we have k−1∑ i=0 (_1 2 ) i(γ + 1)_i (_{α+1} 2 ) i+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) i+1 = ∞∑ i=0 (_1 2 ) i(γ + 1)_i (_{α+1} 2 ) i+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) i+1 + O(k^{−ϵ}) (k → ∞).

Therefore it follows from Lemma 1.1 that CF [ Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) , −2n(n + α)(n + β)(n + γ) ] = lim_{n→∞} A_n B_n

= lim_{n→∞} n∑ k=⌈^n_2 ⌉

(_{α+1} 2 ) k (_{β+1} 2 ) k (γ + 1)_kk!

4^k ( k n − k ) (−1)^{n−k} 1 4 n∑ k=⌈^n_2 ⌉

(_{α+1} 2 ) k (_{β+1} 2 ) k (γ + 1)_kk!

4^k ( k n − k ) (−1)^{n−k} (_∞ ∑ i=0 (_1 2 ) i(γ + 1)_i (_{α+1} 2 ) i+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) i+1 + O(k^{−ϵ}) )

= 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 }_{−1} .

To find the value of the continued fraction for Re(2γ − α − β) ≥ 1, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Define a function H(α, β; γ) of three complex variables by H(α, β; γ) = 1 CF [ Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) , −2n(n + α)(n + β)(n + γ) ] ,

where^{α+1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1,^{α+β+1}_2 − γ ∉ Z_{≤0}. Then H(α, β; γ) is regular in each variable.

Proof. Put A^′_n =^{An}_{(γ+1)nn!} , where A_n is defined by (1.1). Since

A^′_{n+1} = Δ ( n(n + α)(n + β) ) (n + 1)(n + γ + 1) A^′_n − 2(n + α)(n + β) (n + 1)(n + γ + 1) A^′_{n−1} = { 3 + O ( 1 n )} A^′_n − { 2 + O ( 1 n )} A^′_{n−1}, we have lim_{n→∞} A^′_{n+1} A^′_n ∈ { λ|λ^2 = 3λ − 2 } = {1, 2}. (2.7)

Moreover, we get the following from Lemma 3.1 discussed below: H(α, β; γ) = ∞∑ n=0 (α + 1)_n(β + 1)_n (γ + 1)_{n+1}(n + 1)!

2^n A^′_nA^′_{n+1} .

When lim_{n→∞} A^′_{n+1}/A^′_n = 2, the ratio of the adjacent terms in the right-hand side converges to^1_2 . Thus the series converges absolutely uniformly in each variable. Therefore H(α, β; γ) is regular in each variable when lim_{n→∞} A^′_{n+1}/A^′_n = 2.

By (2.6), we have ∞∑ n=0 A^′_nx^n = F ( α + 1 2 , β + 1 2 ; γ + 1; 4x(1 − x) ) .

We can obtain the analytic continuation of F (a, b; c; z) around z = 1 by the following formulas[7, pp.108-110]. Assume that a, b, c ∉ Z_{≤0}. 1. when c − a − b is not an integer, F (a, b; c; z) = Γ(c)Γ(c − a − b) Γ(c − a)Γ(c − b) F (a, b; a + b − c + 1; 1 − z) + (1 − z)^{c−a−b} Γ(c)Γ(a + b − c) Γ(a)Γ(b) F (c − a, c − b; c − a − b + 1; 1 − z) | arg(1 − z)| < π. 2. when c − a − b = m is a non-negative integer, F (a, b; a + b + m; z) = Γ(m)Γ(a + b + m) Γ(a + m)Γ(b + m) m−1∑ n=0 (a)_n(b)_n (1 − m)_nn!

(1 − z)^n

+ (1 − z)^m(−1)^m

Γ(a + b + m)

Γ(a)Γ(b) ∞∑ n=0 (a + m)_n(b + m)_n (n + m)!n!

{h_n − log(1 − z)} (1 − z)^n

| arg(1 − z)| < π , h_n = ψ(n + 1) + ψ(n + m + 1) − ψ(a + n + m) − ψ(b + n + m). 3. when c − a − b = −m is a negative integer, F (a, b; a + b − m; z) = (1 − z)^{−m}

Γ(m)Γ(a + b − m) Γ(a)Γ(b) m−1∑ n=0 (a − m)_n(b − m)_n (1 − m)_nn!

(1 − z)^n

+ (−1)^m Γ(a + b − m) Γ(a − m)Γ(b − m) ∞∑ n=0 (a)_n(b)_n (n + m)!n!

{h^′_n − log(1 − z)} (1 − z)^n

| arg(1 − z)| < π , h^′_n = ψ(n + 1) + ψ(n + m + 1) − ψ(a + n) − ψ(b + n). By substituting a =^{α+1}_2 , b =^{β+1}_2 , c = γ + 1 and z = 4x(1 − x), we find that the analytic continuation of ∑_∞ n=0 A^′_nx^n has a branch point or a pole at x =^1_2 when α+1 2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1,^{α+β+1}_2 − γ ∉ Z_{≤0}. Therefore the radius of convergence of ∑_∞ n=0 A^′_nx^n is^1_2 or less, hence we see from (2.7) that lim_{n→∞} A^′_{n+1}/A^′_n = 2. This completes the proof.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that^{α+1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1,^{α+β+1}_2 − γ ∉ Z_{≤0}. Then,

α (α − 2γ − 1) H(α, β; γ) − (α − 1) (α + β − 2γ − 1) H(α − 2, β; γ) + 1 = 0, 2γ (2γ − α − β − 1) H(α, β; γ) − (2γ − α − 1) (2γ − β − 1) H(α, β; γ − 1) + 1 = 0. Proof. From Lemma 2.3, we see that H(α, β; γ) is regular in each variable because α+1 2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1,^{α+β+1}_2 − γ ∉ Z_{≤0}. Therefore by the identity theorem, we only have to prove the formulas in the range of α, β and γ which we can apply Theorem 2.1, i.e. the following holds: H(α, β; γ) = 1 4 ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 .

We assume that Re(2γ − α − β) < −1 and that^{α−1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ + 1 ∉ Z_{≤0} and we show the first formula as follows: α (α − 2γ − 1) H(α, β; γ) − (α − 1) (α + β − 2γ − 1) H(α − 2, β; γ) = ∞∑ n=0 α 2 ( α − 1 2 − γ ) (_{12} )

n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 − α − 1 2 ( α + β − 1 2 − γ ) (_{12} ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α−1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 = ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n α 2 (_{α−1} 2 − γ ) ( n +^{α+1}_2 ) ( n +^{β+1}_2 ) − α+β−1 2 − γ n +^{β+1}_2

= ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n ( n +^1_2 ) (n + γ + 1) ( n +^{α+1}_2 ) ( n +^{β+1}_2 ) − 1

= ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n+1(γ + 1)_{n+1} (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 − (_1 2 ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n = −1.

Next we assume that Re(2γ − α − β) < 1 and that^{α+1}_2 ,^{β+1}_2 , γ ∉ Z_{≤0} and we show the second formula as follows: 2γ (2γ − α − β − 1) H(α, β; γ) − (2γ − α − 1) (2γ − β − 1) H(α, β; γ − 1) = ∞∑ n=0 γ ( γ − α + β + 1 2 ) (_{12} ) n(γ + 1)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 − ( γ − α + 1 2 ) ( γ − β + 1 2 ) (_{12} ) n(γ)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 = ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n

( γ −^{α+β+1}_2 ) (n + γ) ( n +^{α+1}_2 ) ( n +^{β+1}_2 ) − ( γ −^{α+1}_2 ) ( γ −^{β+1}_2 ) ( n +^{α+1}_2 ) ( n +^{β+1}_2 )

= ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n(γ)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n ( n +^1_2 ) (n + γ) ( n +^{α+1}_2 ) ( n +^{β+1}_2 ) − 1

= ∞∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n+1(γ)_{n+1} (_{α+1} 2 ) n+1 (_{β+1} 2 ) n+1 − (_1 2 ) n(γ)_n (_{α+1} 2 ) n (_{β+1} 2 ) n = −1.

Many of the Ramanujan Machine’s conjectures can be obtained as corollaries of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. The following are corollaries involving Catalan’s constant G. Corollary 2.1. 1 2G = CF [ 3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^4 ] Corollary 2.2. 2 2G − 1 = CF [ 3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 1) ] Corollary 2.3. 24 18G − 11

= CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 2)] Corollary 2.4. 720 450G − 299

= CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 3)]

Corollary 2.5. 2 2G − 1 = CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^3(n + 2)] Corollary 2.6. 4 2G + 1

= CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 1)(n + 2)]

Corollary 2.7. 16 6G − 1 = CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 2)^2] Corollary 2.8. 288 90G − 31

= CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 3)]

Corollary 2.9. 1 2 − 2G = CF[3n^2 + 9n + 7, −2n(n + 1)^3] Corollary 2.10. 24 18G − 11

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^3(n + 4)]

Corollary 2.11. 16 6G − 1 = CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^2(n + 1)(n + 4)]

Corollary 2.12. 64 18G + 13

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 4)] Corollary 2.13. 4 6G − 5 = CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n^2(n + 2)^2] Corollary 2.14. 8 3 − 2G = CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 1)(n + 2)^2] Corollary 2.15. 32 2G + 5

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 2)^3] Corollary 2.16. 192 18G + 13

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 2)^2(n + 3)] Corollary 2.17. 6 17 − 18G

= CF[3n^2 + 13n + 13, −2n(n + 1)^2(n + 3)] Corollary 2.18. 48 90G − 79

= CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 4)] Corollary 2.19. 32 19 − 18G

= CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n(n + 1)(n + 2)(n + 4)] Corollary 2.20. 128 17 − 6G

= CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n(n + 2)^2(n + 4)] Corollary 2.21. 8 54G − 49

= CF[3n^2 + 15n + 19, −2n(n + 2)^3]

Corollary 2.22. 12 83 − 90G

= CF[3n^2 + 17n + 23, −2n(n + 1)(n + 3)^2]

Proof of Corollary 2.1. By substituting α = β = γ = 0 for Theorem 2.1, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^4] = 1 H(0, 0; 0) = 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n (1)_n (_1 2 ) n+1 (_1 2 ) n+1 }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ n=0 (n!)^2 (2n)!

4^n (2n + 1)^2 }_{−1}

= 1 2G , where we use [8, Eq.3.114].

Proof of Corollary 2.2. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 1)] = 1 H(0, 0; 1) = 1 H(0,0;0)−1 2 = 2 2G − 1 .

Proof of Corollary 2.3. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.2, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 2)] = 1 H(0, 0; 2) = 1 9H(0,0;1)−1 12 = 24 18G − 11 .

Proof of Corollary 2.4. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + 3)] = 1 H(0, 0; 3) = 1 25H(0,0;2)−1 30 = 720 450G − 299 .

Proof of Corollary 2.5. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^3(n + 2)] = 1 H(2, 0; 0) = 1 H(0,0;0)−1 2 = 2 2G − 1 .

Proof of Corollary 2.6. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.5, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 1)(n + 2)] = 1 H(2, 0; 1) = 1 −H(2,0;0)−1 −2 = 16 6G − 1 .

Proof of Corollary 2.7. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.6, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 2)^2] = 1 H(2, 0; 2) = 1 3H(2,0;1)−1 4 = 4 2G + 1 .

Proof of Corollary 2.8. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.7, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 3)] = 1 H(2, 0; 3) = 1 15H(2,0;2)−1 18 = 288 90G − 31 .

Proof of Corollary 2.9. By Theorem 2.2, we have

CF[3n^2 + 9n + 7, −2(n + 1)^3(n + γ)] = −2γ CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −2n^3(n + γ − 1)] − 1 = −2γ 1 H(0,0;γ−1) − 1 = −2γ (2γ−1)^2 2γ(2γ−1)H(0,0;γ)+1 − 1 = 2γ(2γ − 1)H(0, 0; γ) + 1 (2γ − 1)H(0, 0; γ) − 2γ + 2 . By putting γ → 0, from Corollary 2.1, we get

CF[3n^2 + 9n + 7, −2n(n + 1)^3] = 1 2 − 2G .

Proof of Corollary 2.10. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.5, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^3(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 0; 0) = 1 9H(2,0;0)−1 12 = 24 18G − 11 .

Proof of Corollary 2.11. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.10, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^2(n + 1)(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 0; 1) = 1 −3H(4,0;0)−1 −6 = 16 6G − 1 .

Proof of Corollary 2.12. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.11, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 5, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 0; 2) = 1 −3H(4,0;1)−1 −4 = 64 18G − 13 .

Proof of Corollary 2.13. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.5, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n^2(n + 2)^2] = 1 H(2, 2; 0) = 1 3H(2,0;0)−1 2 = 4 6G − 5 .

Proof of Corollary 2.14. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.13, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 1)(n + 2)^2] = 1 H(2, 2; 1) = 1 H(2,2;0)−1 −6 = 8 3 − 2G .

Proof of Corollary 2.15. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.14, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 2)^3] = 1 H(2, 2; 2) = 1 H(2,2;1)−1 −4 = 32 2G + 5 .

Proof of Corollary 2.16. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.15, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 2)^2(n + 3)] = 1 H(2, 2; 3) = 1 9H(2,2;2)−1 6 = 192 18G + 13 .

Proof of Corollary 2.17. By Theorem 2.2, we have

CF[3n^2 + 13n + 13, −2(n + 1)^2(n + 3)(n + γ)] = −6γ CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + γ − 1)] − 3 = −6γ 1 H(2,0;γ−1) − 3

= −6γ (2γ−1)(2γ−3) 2γ(2γ−3)H(2,0;γ)+1 − 3 = 6γ(2γ − 3)H(2, 0; γ) + 3 3(2γ − 3)H(2, 0; γ) − 2γ + 4 . By putting γ → 0, from Corollary 2.5, we get

CF[3n^2 + 13n + 13, −2n(n + 1)^2(n + 3)] = 6 17 − 18G .

Proof of Corollary 2.18. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.13, we have

CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n^2(n + 2)(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 2; 0) = 1 15H(2,2;0)−1 12 = 48 90G − 79 .

Proof of Corollary 2.19. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.18, we have

CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n(n + 1)(n + 2)(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 2; 1) = 1 3H(4,2;0)−1 −10 = 32 19 − 18G .

Proof of Corollary 2.20. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.19, we have

CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −2n(n + 2)^2(n + 4)] = 1 H(4, 2; 2) = 1 −H(4,2;1)−1 −12 = 128 17 − 6G .

Proof of Corollary 2.21. By Theorem 2.2 and the proof of Corollary 2.9, we have

CF[3n^2 + 15n + 19, −2(n + 2)^3(n + γ)] = −16γ CF[3n^2 + 9n + 7, −2(n + 1)^3(n + γ − 1)] − 7 = −16γ 2(γ−1)(2γ−3)H(0,0;γ−1)+1 (2γ−3)H(0,0;γ−1)−2(γ−2) − 7 = 16γ 2γ − 9 { −1 +

(2γ − 3)^2 (2γ − 3)(2γ − 9)H(0, 0; γ − 1) + 14γ − 27 }

= 16γ 2γ − 9 { −1 +

(2γ − 3)^2 (2γ − 3)(2γ − 9)^{2γ(2γ−1)H(0,0;γ)+1}

(2γ−1)^2 + 14γ − 27 }

= − 16γ 2γ − 9 + 8 2γ − 9 (2γ − 1)^2(2γ − 3)^2 (2γ − 1)(2γ − 3)(2γ − 9)H(0, 0; γ) + 28γ^2 − 80γ + 49 . By putting γ → 0, from Corollary 2.1, we get

CF[3n^2 + 15n + 19, −2n(n + 2)^3] = 8 54G − 49 .

Proof of Corollary 2.22. By Theorem 2.2, we have

CF[3n^2 + 17n + 23, −2(n + 1)(n + 3)^2(n + γ)] = −18γ CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −2n(n + 2)^2(n + γ − 1)] − 9 = −18γ 1 H(2,2;γ−1) − 9 = −18γ (2γ−3)^2 2γ(2γ−5)H(2,2;γ)+1 − 9 = 18γ(2γ − 5)H(2, 2; γ) + 9 9(2γ − 5)H(2, 2; γ) − 2γ + 6 . By putting γ → 0, from Corollary 2.13, we get

CF[3n^2 + 17n + 23, −2n(n + 1)(n + 3)^2] = 12 83 − 90G .

There are some cases where different continued fractions converges to the same value like Corollaries 2.2 and 2.5 This fact is generalized as follows. Theorem 2.3. For arbitrary non-negative integers p and q, we have H(2p, 0; q) = H(2q, 0; p). Proof. Assume that H_{p,q} := H(2p, 0; q). By Theorem 2.2, H_{p,q} satisfies { 2p(2p − 2q − 1)H_{p,q} − (2p − 1)(2p − 2q − 1)H_{p−1,q} + 1 = 0, 2q(2q − 2p − 1)H_{p,q} − (2q − 1)(2q − 2p − 1)H_{p,q−1} + 1 = 0. Since this recurrence formula is symmetric with respect to p and q, H_{p,q} is symmetric with respect to p and q. This completes the proof.

The following are corollaries involving π^2. Corollary 2.23 has already been proved by [9, Theorem 3] in a different way, which is introduced more generally in section 3. Corollary 2.23. 8 π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 1)]

Corollary 2.24. 16 4 + π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 3)] Corollary 2.25. 16 −4 + π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −n^2(n + 2)(2n − 1)]

Corollary 2.26. 32 π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −n^2(n + 2)(2n − 3)]

Corollary 2.27. 16 −8 + π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −n(n + 2)^2(2n − 1)]

Corollary 2.28. 16 12 − π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −n(n + 2)^2(2n + 1)]

Corollary 2.29. 32 32 − 3π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 15n + 15, −n(n + 2)(n + 4)(2n + 1)]

Corollary 2.30.

16 + 3π^2 16 − π^2

= CF[3n^2 + 9n + 7, −(n + 1)^3(2n − 3)]

Proof of Corollary 2.23. By substituting α = β = 0 and γ = −^1_2 for Theorem 2.1, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 1)] = 1 H ( 0, 0; −^1_2

) = 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n (_1 2 ) n (_1 2 ) n+1 (_1 2 ) n+1 }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ n=0 1 (2n + 1)^2 }_{−1}

= 8 π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.24. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.23, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 3)] = 1 H ( 0, 0; −^3_2

) = 1 2H(0,0;−^1_2 )+1 4 = 16 4 + π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.25. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.23, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −n^2(n + 2)(2n − 1)] = 1 H ( 2, 0; −^1_2

) = 1 2H(0,0;−^1_2 )−1 4 = 16 −4 + π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.26. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.25, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 3, −n^2(n + 2)(2n − 3)] = 1 H ( 2, 0; −^3_2 ) = 1 4H(2,0;−^1_2 )+1 8 = 32 π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.27. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.25, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −n(n + 2)^2(2n − 1)] = 1 H ( 2, 2; −^1_2 ) = 1 4H(2,0;−^1_2 )−1 4 = 16 −8 + π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.28. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.27, we have

CF[3n^2 + 11n + 9, −n(n + 2)^2(2n + 1)] = 1 H ( 2, 2;^1_2 ) = 1 4H(2,2;−^1_2 )−1 −4 = 16 12 − π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.29. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.28, we have

CF[3n^2 +15n+15, −n(n+2)(n+4)(2n+1)] = 1 H ( 4, 2;^1_2

) = 1 12H(2,2;^1_2 )−1 8 = 32 32 − 3π^2 .

Proof of Corollary 2.30. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.24, we have

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 5)] = 1 H ( 0, 0; −^5_2

) = 1 12H(0,0;−^3_2 )+1 16 = 64 16 + 3π^2 .

Thus,

CF[3n^2 +9n+7, −(n+1)^3(2n−3)] = 3 CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 5)] − 1 = 16 + 3π^2 16 − π^2 .

The following is a corollary involving log(2). Corollary 2.31. 1 1 − log(2)

= CF[3n^2 + 7n + 4, −2n^2(n + 1)^2]

Proof. By substituting α = β = 1 and γ = 0 for Theorem 2.1, we have

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 4, −2n^2(n + 1)^2] = 4 {_∞ ∑ n=0 (_1 2 ) n (1)_n (1)_{n+1}(1)_{n+1} }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ n=1 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2n(2n − 1) }_{−1} .

Here, from

ϑ_z log ( 1 + √ 1 + z^2 2 ) = 1 − 1 √ 1 + z^2 , we get log ( 1 + √ 1 + z^2 ) = log(2) − ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n(2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 z^{2n} 2n , |z| ≤ 1. Substituting z = i, we have ∞∑ n=1 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2n = log(2).

In addition, ∞∑ n=1 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2n − 1 = ∞∑ n=0 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2(n + 1) = ∞∑ n=0 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 − (2n + 2)!

4^{n+1}((n + 1)!)^2 = 1.

Therefore,

CF[3n^2 + 7n + 4, −2n^2(n + 1)^2] = {_∞ ∑ n=1 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2n − 1 − ∞∑ n=1 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2 1 2n }_{−1}

= 1 1 − log(2) .

3 Proofs of the conjectures for π^2, log(2) and special values of the zeta function by Petkovšek’s algorithm

With the special solution of (1.2), the continued fraction can be expressed as the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that a sequence y_n satisfies (1.2). If y_n ≠ 0 for all n ≥ 0,

CF[a_n, b_n] = ( a_0 − y_1 y_0 ) + 1 y_0^2 {_∞ ∑ k=0 (−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i }−1 .

It is already known how to construct a general solution from a special solution in a second-order linear difference equation. Thus Lemma 3.1 is easily proved by applying Lemma 1.1.

Proof. Multiplying the both sides of (1.2) and the difference equation of A_n in (1.1) by A_n and y_n respectively, we have { A_ny_{n+1} = a_nA_ny_n + b_nA_ny_{n−1}, A_{n+1}y_n = a_nA_ny_n + b_nA_{n−1}y_n.

Subtracting the first equation by the second equation on both sides, we get

(A_{n+1}y_n − A_ny_{n+1}) = −b_n(A_ny_{n−1} − A_{n−1}y_n)

= (A_1y_0 − A_0y_1) n∏ i=1 (−b_i).

Thus, A_{n+1} y_{n+1} − A_n y_n = (a_0y_0 − y_1) ∏_n i=1(−b_i) y_ny_{n+1} . Therefore we get

A_n = y_n { 1 y_0

+ (a_0y_0 − y_1) n−1∑ k=0 ∏_k i=1(−b_i) y_ky_{k+1} } .

By a similar argument, we have

B_n = y_0y_n n−1∑ k=0 ∏_k i=1(−b_i) y_ky_{k+1} .

It follows from Lemma 1.1 that

CF[a_n, b_n] = lim_{n→∞} A_n B_n = ( a_0 − y_1 y_0 ) + 1 y_0^2 {_∞ ∑ k=0 (−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i }_{−1} .

A special solution of (1.2) can sometimes be easily found by applying Petkovšek’s algorithm, which uses the following specific representation of rational functions. Lemma 3.2. [6, Theorem 5.3.1] Let f(n) be a non-zero rational function. Then there exist polynomials p, q, r such that p, r are monic and f(n) = p(n) p(n − 1) q(n) r(n) , where 1. gcd(q(n), r(n + j)) = 1 for all non-negative integer j, 2. gcd(p(n − 1), q(n)) = 1, 3. gcd(p(n), r(n)) = 1.

By using Petkovšek’s algorithm, the following theorems can be proved. Theorem 3.1. 18 −8 + π^2

= CF[5n^2 + 14n + 10, −2n^3(2n + 3)]

Theorem 3.2. 1 −1 + 2 log(2)

= CF[3n + 3, −2n^2]

Theorem 3.3. − 1 ζ(4) + 4ζ(2) − 8

= CF[n^4 + (n + 1)^4 + 2 { n^2 + (n + 1)^2 } , −n^8]

Theorem 3.4. 2 2ζ(5) + 6ζ(3) − 9

= CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } , −n^{10}]

Theorem 3.5. 2 2ζ(5) − 2ζ(3) − 1

= CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1), −n^{10}]

Theorem 3.6. 64 64ζ(5) + 176ζ(3) − 273

= CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 16 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1), −n^{10}]

Theorem 3.7. 1 ζ(7) − 4ζ(3) + 4

= CF[n^7+(n+1)^7+8 { n^5 + (n + 1)^5 } −8 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } +4(2n+1), −n^{14}]

Derivation of the solution of (1.2) using Petkovšek’s algorithm is omitted because it is easy to verify that a given sequence y_n satisfies (1.2).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Substitute a_n = 5n^2 + 14n + 10 and b_n = −2n^3(2n + 3) for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = 2^nn!(2n + 3)!!.

Thus,

(−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i =

(−1)^k 2^kk!(2k + 3)!!2^{k+1}(k + 1)!(2k + 5)!!

· (−2)^k(k!)^3

(2k + 3)!! 3 = 1 6 1 (k + 1)(2k + 1)(2k + 3)(2k + 5)

(k!)^2 (2k)! . Thus, ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i = 1 6 ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)! 1 (k + 1)(2k + 1)(2k + 3)(2k + 5) = 1 6 ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)! ( − 1 3 · 1 k + 1 + 1 4 · 1 2k + 1 + 1 2 · 1 2k + 3 − 1 12 · 1 2k + 5 )

= − 1 18 ( 4π √ 3 9 − π^2 9 ) + 1 24 · 2π √ 3 9 + 1 12 ( 14π √ 3 9 − 8 ) − 1 72 ( 74π √ 3 9 − 400 9 )

= π^2 − 8 162 , where we use [8, Eq.3.43,3.44,3.45,3.79]. Therefore from Lemma 3.1, we see that

CF[5n^2 + 14n + 10, −2n^3(2n + 3)] = 1 9 · 162 −8 + π^2 = 18 −8 + π^2 .

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Substitute a_n = 3n + 3 and b_n = −2n^2 for (1.2). Then it has the following solution: y_n = 2^n(n + 2)n!.

Thus,

(−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i =

(−1)^k 2^k(k + 2)k! · 2^{k+1}(k + 3)(k + 1)!

·(−2)^k(k!)^2 = 1 2 2^{−k} (k + 1)(k + 2)(k + 3) .

Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[3n + 3, −2n^2] = 1 4 { 1 2 ∞∑ k=0 2^{−k} ( 1 2 · 1 k + 1 − 1 k + 2 + 1 2 · 1 k + 3 )}−1

= 1 4 { 1 2 ∞∑ k=1 2^{−k} k − 2 (_∞ ∑ k=1 2^{−k} k − 1 2 ) + 2 (_∞ ∑ k=1 2^{−k} k − 5 8 )}_{−1}

= 1 −1 + 2 log(2) .

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Substitute a_n = n^4 + (n + 1)^4 + 2{n^2 + (n + 1)^2} and b_n = −n^8 for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (2n + 1)(n!)^4.

Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[n^4 + (n + 1)^4 + 2 { n^2 + (n + 1)^2 } , −n^8] = {_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k^4(2k + 1)(2k − 1) }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ k=1 ( − 1 k^4 − 4 k^2 − 8 2k + 1 − 8 2k − 1 )}−1

= − 1 ζ(4) + 4ζ(2) − 8 .

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Substitute a_n = n^5+(n+1)^5+6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } and b_n = −n^{10} for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (3n^2 + 3n + 1)(n!)^5.

Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } , −n^{10}] = {_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k^5(3k^2 + 3k + 1)(3k^2 − k + 1) }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ k=1 ( 1 k^5 + 3 k^3 + 9 2(3k^2 + 3k + 1) − 9 2(3k^2 − 3k + 1) )}−1

= 2 2ζ(5) + 6ζ(3) − 9 .

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Substitute a_n = n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1) and b_n = −n^{10} for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (n^2 + n + 1)(n!)^5.

Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 6 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1), −n^{10}] = {_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k^5(k^2 + k + 1)(k^2 − k + 1) }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ k=1 ( 1 k^5 − 1 k^3 − 1 2(k^2 + k + 1) + 1 2(k^2 − k + 1) )}−1

= 2 2ζ(5) − 2ζ(3) − 1 .

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Substitute a_n = n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 16 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1) and b_n = −n^{10} for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (5n^4 + 10n^3 + 19n^2 + 14n + 4)(n!)^5.

Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[n^5 + (n + 1)^5 + 16 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } − 4(2n + 1), −n^{10}] = 1 16 {_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k^5(5k^4 + 10k^3 + 19k^2 + 14k + 4)(5k^4 − 10k^3 + 19k^2 − 14k + 4) }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ k=1 ( 1 k^5 + 11 4k^3 − 110k^2 − 110k + 273 16(5k^4 − 10k^3 + 19k^2 − 14k + 4) + 110k^2 + 110k + 273 16(5k^4 + 10k^3 + 19k^2 + 14k + 4) )}−1

= 64 64ζ(5) + 176ζ(3) − 273 .

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Substitute a_n = n^7 + (n + 1)^7 + 8 { n^5 + (n + 1)^5 } − 8 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } + 4(2n + 1) and b_n = −n^{14} for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (2n^2 + 2n + 1)(n!)^7. Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we get

CF[n^7 + (n + 1)^7 + 8 { n^5 + (n + 1)^5 } − 8 { n^3 + (n + 1)^3 } + 4(2n + 1), −n^{14}] = {_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k^7(2k^2 + 2k + 1)(2k^2 − 2k + 1) }_{−1}

= {_∞ ∑ k=1 ( 1 k^7 − 4 k^3 − 4 2k^2 + 2k + 1 + 4 2k^2 − 2k + 1 )}−1

= 1 ζ(7) − 4ζ(3) + 4 .

Corollaries 2.23–31 can also be proved in the same way. However, the way of finding the value of the series in the proofs of Corollaries 2.24, 2.26, 2.27 and 2.30 is more complicated than the others^2.

For example, another proof of Corollary 2.24 is given below.

Proof of Corollary 2.24. Substitute a_n = 3n^2 + 3n + 1 and b_n = −n^3(2n − 3) for (1.2). Then it has the following solution:

y_n = (n^2 + 3n − 2)n!(2n − 3)!!.

Here assume that (−1)!! = 1, (−3)!! = −1. Thus we have

(−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i =

(−1)^k (k^2 + 3k − 2)k!(2k − 3)!!(k^2 + 5k + 2)(k + 1)!(2k − 1)!!

· (−1)^{k+1}(k!)^3(2k − 3)!!

= − 1 (k + 1)(k^2 + 3k − 2)(k^2 + 5k + 2)

(k!)^22^k (2k)! . Thus, we get ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k y_ky_{k+1} k∏ i=1 b_i

= − ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^22^k (2k)! 1 (k + 1)(k^2 + 3k − 2)(k^2 + 5k + 2)

2 I express my sincere thanks to Taiki Watanabe for proving the four corollaries in this way.

= − ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)!

2^k (k + 1)(2k + 4) ( 1 k^2 + 3k − 2 − 1 k^2 + 5k + 2 )

= 1 8 − ∞∑ k=0 ((k + 1)!)^2 (2k + 2)!

2^k (k + 2)(k + 3)(k^2 + 5k + 2) + ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)! 2^{k−1} (k + 1)(k + 2)(k^2 + 5k + 2) = 1 8 − ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)! 2^{k−1} (k + 2)(k^2 + 5k + 2) ( k + 1 (k + 3)(2k + 1) − 1 k + 1 )

= 1 8 + 1 2 ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^2 (2k)!

2^k (k + 1)(k + 2)(k + 3)(2k + 1) = 1 8 + 1 2 ∞∑ k=0 (k!)^22^k (2k)! ( − 1 2 · 1 k + 1 + 1 3 · 1 k + 2 − 1 10 · 1 k + 3 + 8 15 · 1 2k + 1 )

= 1 8 + 1 2 { − 1 2 ( π − π^2 8 ) + 1 3 ( 5 2 π − 3 8 π^2 − 3 ) − 1 10 ( 6π − 15 16 π^2 − 35 4 ) + 8 15 · π 2 }

= 4 + π^2 64 , where we use [8, Eq. 3.58, 3.94, 3.95 and 3.96]. Therefore from Lemma 3.1, we see that

CF[3n^2 + 3n + 1, −n^3(2n − 3)] = 1 4 · 64 4 + π^2 = 16 4 + π^2 .

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Professors Hiroyuki Ochiai and Hideyuki Ishi for their great help in writing this paper.

References

[1] Raayoni, G., Gottlieb, S., Manor, Y., Pisha, G., Harris, Y., Mendlovic, U., Haviv, D., Hadad, Y., Kaminer, I.: Generating conjectures on fundamental constants with the ramanujan machine. Nature 590(7844), 67–73 (2021) https://doi.org/10.1038/ s41586-021-03229-4

[2] The Ramanujan Machine: http://www.ramanujanmachine.com/

[3] The Ramanujan Machine: http://www.ramanujanmachine.com/results/

[4] Apéry, R.: Irrationalité de ζ(2) et ζ(3). Astérisque 61, 11–13 (1979)

[5] van der Poorten, A., Apéry, R.: A proof that euler missed. The Mathematical Intelligencer 1, 195–203 (1979) https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03028234

[6] Petkovšek, M., Wilf, H.S., Zeilberger, D.: A=B. A K Peters, ? (1996)

[7] Erdélyi, A., et al.: Higher Transcendental Function vol. 1. McGraw Hill, NewYork (1953) [8] Sherman, T.: Summation of glaisher and apéry-like series (2000) [9] Kadyrov, S., Orynbassar, A.: On the solutions of second order difference equations with variable coefficients (2021) arXiv:2103.03554