arXiv:2210.13993v4 [math.NT] 28 Jan 2023

APPELL-LAURICELLA HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS OVER FINITE FIELDS AND ALGEBRAIC VARIETIES

AKIO NAKAGAWA

Abstract. We prove finite field analogues of integral representations of Appell- Lauricella hypergeometric functions in many variables. We consider certain hypersurfaces having a group action and compute the numbers of rational points associated with characters of the group, which will be expressed in terms of Appell-Lauricella functions over finite fields.

1. Introduction Generalized hypergeometric functions_{n+1}F_n(z) (the Gauss hypergeometric functions when n = 1) over C are defined by the power series n+1F_n ( a_0, a_1, . . . , a_n b_1, . . . , b_n ; z ) = ∞∑ k=0 (a_0)_k(a_1)_k · · · (a_n)_k (1)_k(b_1)_k · · · (b_n)_k z^k. Here, a_i, b_j are complex parameters with b_j ∉ Z_{≤0}, and (a)_k = Γ(a + k)/Γ(a) is the Pochhammer symbol. Lauricella’s hypergeometric functions F^{(n)}_D , F^{(n)}_A , F^{(n)}_B and F^{(n)}_C with n variables (Appell’s functions F_1, F_2, F_3 and F_4 respectively, when n = 2) are generalizations of the Gauss hypergeometric functions. For example,

F^{(n)}_D ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c ; z_1, . . . , z_n ) := ∑ k_i ≥0 (a)_{k1 +···+kn} (b_1)_{k1} · · · (b_n)_{kn} (c)_{k1 +···+kn} (1)_{k1} · · · (1)_{kn} z^{k1}_1 · · · z^{kn}_n , where a, b_i, c ∈ C with c ∉ Z_{≤0}. These functions have integral representations of Euler type, such as

F^{(n)}_D ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c ; z_1, . . . , z_n )

= B(a, c − a)^{−1} ∫_1 0 (^n∏ i=1 (1 − z_iu)^{−bi} ) u^{a−1}(1 − u)^{c−a−1} du. Over finite fields, one-variable hypergeometric functions were defined independently by Koblitz [15], Katz [13], Greene [8], McCarthy [19], Fuselier-Long-Ramakrishna- Swisher-Tu [7] and Otsubo [23]. Appell’s functions were defined by Li-Li-Mao [17], He [9], He-Li-Zhang [11] and Ma [18] as generalizations of Greene’s functions, and were defined by Tripathi-Saikia-Barman [29] as generalizations of McCarthy’s functions. For general n, F^{(n)}_D were defined by Frechette-Swisher-Tu [5] and He [10], and F^{(n)}_A were defined by Chetry-Kalita [4] as generalizations of Greene’s functions.

Date: June 12, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11T24, 33C90, 14J70.

Key words and phrases. Hypergeometric function; Appell-Lauricella function; Rational points. 1

Otsubo [23] gave a definition of all the Lauricella functions, which will be used in this paper (see subsection 2.1).

In this paper, we prove finite field analogues of integral representations of F^{(n)}_D , F^{(n)}_A , F^{(n)}_B and F^{(n)}_C (Theorems 3.1, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5 and 3.7). As a corollary, we prove a finite analogue of Karlsson’s formula which relates certain F^{(n)}_D with Gauss hypergeometric functions (Theorem 3.2). Furthermore, we show a finite field analogue (Theorem 3.12) of an integral representation of F_4(x(1 − y), y(1 − x)) due to Burchnall-Chaundy [3].

The reason for the strong analogy between a hypergeometric function over C and a hypergeometric function over a finite field is that they come from a same algebraic variety. The former is the complex period of the variety and the latter is the trace of Frobenius acting on the l-adic étale cohomology. By the Grothendieck-Lefschetz formula, the Frobenius trace is related with the number of rational points on the variety. For example, one-variable hypergeometric functions, over C and over finite fields, are associated with the variety of the form

y^d = (1 − λx_1 · · · x_n)^{a0} n∏ i=1 x^{ai}_i (1 − x_i)^{bi} .

By computing the number of its rational points over finite fields, Koblitz [15] arrived at his definition of the hypergeometric function.

For the Appell-Lauricella functions, we find naturally corresponding algebraic varieties from the complex integral representations. For example, an algebraic curve C_{D,λ} related to F^{(n)}_D is given by

y^d = (^n∏ i=1 (1 − λ_ix)^{bi} ) x^a(1 − x)^c.

They admit an action of the group μ_d of dth roots of unity, and each of the numbers of κ-rational points decomposes into χ-components for characters χ of μ_d, where κ is a finite field. By the analogues of integral representations mentioned above, such numbers are expressed in terms of Appell-Lauricella functions over κ (Theorems 4.2, 4.4, 4.8, 4.9, 4.11 and 4.13).

According to the decomposition of the numbers, each of the zeta functions decomposes into the Artin L-functions. As corollaries of the theorems, we express the Artin L-functions in terms of the Appell-Lauricella functions over κ_r (r ≥ 1), where κ_r is a degree r extension of κ (Corollaries 4.5, 4.10, 4.12 and 4.14).

Furthermore, under some conditions, we will closely look at the curve X_{D,λ} which is a smooth projective model of C_{D,λ}. For each non-trivial character χ of μ_d, using the result above, the Artin L-function L(X_{D,λ}, χ; t) is written in terms of Lauricella functions F^{(n)}_D (λ_1, . . . , λ_n)_{κr} over κ_r (r ≥ 1). By the Grothendieck- Lefschetz formula, the Artin L-function L(X_{D,λ}, χ; t) is essentially the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius acting on the χ-eigenspace H^1(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ) of the first l-adic étale cohomology. By computing its dimension, we will show that the degree of L(X_{D,λ}, χ; t) is n+1 (Theorem 4.7), and hence it follows that F^{(n)}_D (λ_1, . . . , λ_n)_{κr} (r ≥ 1) are written as symmetric polynomials of the first n + 1 functions.

2. Hypergeometric functions over finite fields Throughout this paper, let κ be a finite field with q elements of characteristic p. Let ^κ^× = Hom(κ^×, Q^×) denote the group of multiplicative characters of κ, and write ε ∈ ^κ^× for the trivial character. For any η ∈ ^κ^×, we set η(0) = 0 and write η = η^{−1}. Put, for η ∈ ^κ^×, δ(η) = { 1 (η = ε), 0 (η ≠ ε). 2.1. Definitions. In this subsection, we recall definitions [23] of hypergeometric functions over finite fields.

Fix a non-trivial additive character ψ ∈ Hom(κ, Q^×). For η, η_1, . . . , η_n ∈ ^κ^× (n ≥ 2), the Gauss sum g(η) and the Jacobi sum j(η_1, . . . , η_n) are defined by g(η) = − ∑ x∈κ^× ψ(x)η(x) ∈ Q(μ_{p(q−1)} ),

j(η_1, . . . , η_n) = (−1)^{n−1} ∑ x_i∈κ^× x_1+···+x_n=1 n∏ i=1 η_i(x_i) ∈ Q(μ_{q−1} ).

Note that g(ε) = 1. Put g^∘(η) = q^{δ(η)}g(η). Then (cf. [23, Proposition 2.2 (iii)]) (2.1) g(η)g^∘(η) = η(−1)q. For η_1, . . . , η_n ∈ ^κ^×, we have (cf. [23, Proposition 2.2 (iv)])

(2.2) j(η_1, . . . , η_n) =

1 − (1 − q)^n q (η_1 = · · · = η_n = ε),

g(η_1) · · · g(η_n) g^∘(η_1 · · · η_n)

(otherwise).

As an analogue of the Pochhammer symbol (a)_n = Γ(a + n)/Γ(a), put

(α)_ν = g(αν) g(α) , (α)^∘_ν = g^∘(αν) g^∘(α) for α, ν ∈ ^κ^×. Then, these satisfy (α)_{νμ} = (α)_ν (αν)_μ, (α)^∘_{νμ} = (α)^∘_ν (αν)^∘_μ,

(2.3) and (2.4) (α)_ν (α)^∘_ν = ν(−1).

Definition 2.1. For α_0, . . . , α_n, β_1, . . . , β_n ∈ ^κ^×, the hypergeometric function over κ is defined by n+1F_n ( α_0, α_1, . . . , α_n β_1, . . . , β_n ; λ ) = 1 1 − q ∑ ν∈ ^κ^× (α_0)_ν (α_1)_ν · · · (α_n)_ν (ε)^∘_ν (β_1)^∘_ν · · · (β_n)^∘_ν ν(λ) (λ ∈ κ).

Definition 2.2. For α, α_1, . . . , α_n, β, β_1, . . . , β_n, γ, γ_1, . . . , γ_n ∈ ^κ^×, Lauricella’s functions over κ are defined as follows. For λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ,

F^{(n)}_A ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ_1, . . . , γ_n ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= 1 (1 − q)^n ∑ ν_i ∈ ^κ^× (α)_{ν1 ···νn} (β_1)_{ν1} · · · (β_n)_{νn} (γ_1)^∘_{ν1} · · · (γ_n)^∘_{νn} (ε)^∘_{ν1} · · · (ε)^∘_{νn} ν_1(λ_1) · · · ν_n(λ_n),

F^{(n)}_B ( α_1, . . . , α_n; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= 1 (1 − q)^n ∑ ν_i ∈ ^κ^× (α_1)_{ν1} · · · (α_n)_{νn} (β_1)_{ν1} · · · (β_n)_{νn} (γ)^∘_{ν1 ···νn} (ε)^∘_{ν1} · · · (ε)^∘_{νn} ν_1(λ_1) · · · ν_n(λ_n),

F^{(n)}_C ( α; β γ_1, . . . , γ_n ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= 1 (1 − q)^n ∑ ν_i ∈ ^κ^× (α)_{ν1 ···νn} (β)_{ν1 ···νn} (γ_1)^∘_{ν1} · · · (γ_n)^∘_{νn} (ε)^∘_{ν1} · · · (ε)^∘_{νn} ν_1(λ_1) · · · ν_n(λ_n),

F^{(n)}_D ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= 1 (1 − q)^n ∑ ν_i ∈ ^κ^× (α)_{ν1 ···νn} (β_1)_{ν1} · · · (β_n)_{νn} (γ)^∘_{ν1 ···νn} (ε)^∘_{ν1} · · · (ε)^∘_{νn} ν_1(λ_1) · · · ν_n(λ_n).

Analogues of Appell’s functions are defined by

F_1(α; β_1, β_2; γ; λ_1, λ_2) = F^{(2)}_D ( α; β_1, β_2 γ ; λ_1, λ_2 ) , F_2(α; β_1, β_2; γ_1, γ_2; λ_1, λ_2) = F^{(2)}_A ( α; β_1, β_2 γ_1, γ_2

; λ_1, λ_2 ) , F_3(α_1, α_2; β_1, β_2; γ; λ_1, λ_2) = F^{(2)}_B ( α_1, α_2; β_1, β_2 γ ; λ_1, λ_2 ) , F_4(α; β; γ_1, γ_2; λ_1, λ_2) = F^{(2)}_C ( α, β γ_1, γ_2

; λ_1, λ_2 ) . Remark 2.3. A priori, the functions_{n+1}F_n, F^{(n)}_A , F^{(n)}_B , F^{(n)}_C and F^{(n)}_D are Q(μ_{p(q−1)} )- valued, but in fact they take values in Q(μ_{q−1} ) (see [23, Lemma 2.5 (iii)]).

Remark 2.4. By (2.4), (2.3) and (2.1), one shows that, for λ_i ∈ κ^×,

F^{(n)}_B ( α_1, . . . , α_n; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= (β_1 · · · β_n)_γ (^n∏ i=1 (α_i)_{βi} β_i(λ_i) ) F^{(n)}_A ( β_1 · · · β_nγ; β_1, . . . , β_n α_1β_1, . . . , α_nβ_n ; 1 λ_1 , . . . , 1 λ_n ) . 2.2. Properties. We recall some formulas on_{n+1}F_n which will be used in the next section.

Proposition 2.5 ([23, Corollary 3.4 and Corollary 3.6]).

(i) For each α ∈ ^κ^× and λ ∈ κ^×,

1F_0 ( α ; λ ) = α(1 − λ) (α ≠ ε or λ ≠ 1),

1 − q (α = ε and λ = 1).

(ii) Suppose that β ≠ γ. Then, for λ ≠ 0, −j(β, βγ)_2F_1 ( α, β γ ; λ )

= ∑ u∈κ^× β(u)βγ(1 − u)α(1 − λu) + δ(α)(1 − q)γ(λ)βγ(λ − 1). (The case when α = ε is not contained in [23, Corollary 3.6], but one shows the case easily by Lemma 2.7.)

Proposition 2.6 (cf. [23, Theorem 3.2]). If n ≥ 1, n+1F_n ( α_1, . . . , α_n, γ β_1, . . . , β_{n−1}, γ ; λ )

= q^{δ(γ)} ( nF_{n−1} ( α_1, . . . , α_n β_1, . . . , β_{n−1} ; λ ) + 1 q · ∏_n i=1(α_i)_γ (ε)^∘_γ ∏_{n−1} i=1 (β_i)^∘_γ γ(λ) ) . Lemma 2.7. For λ ∈ κ^×,

2F_1 ( α, ε γ ; λ ) = g(αγ)g^∘(γ) g(α) γ(λ)αγ(1 − λ) + 1 (λ ≠ 1 or α ≠ γ),

1 + q^{δ(α)}(1 − q) (λ = 1 and α = γ).

Proof. By letting μ = γν and using (2.3), we have

2F_1 ( α, ε γ ; λ ) = 1 1 − q ∑ ν q^{1−δ(ν)} (α)_ν (γ)^∘_ν ν(λ) = q 1 − q · (α)_γ (γ)^∘_γ γ(λ) ∑ μ (αγ)_μ (ε)^∘_μ μ(λ) + 1

= g(αγ)g^∘(γ) g(α) γ(λ)_1F_0 ( αγ ; λ ) + 1.

Thus, we obtain the lemma by Proposition 2.5 (i). □ The following propositions are slight generalizations of Otsubo’s results [23]. A finite analogue of the Pfaff formula is the following.

Proposition 2.8 (cf. [23, Theorem 3.13]). Suppose that β ≠ ε, α ≠ γ. Then, for λ ≠ 1,

α(1 − λ)_2F_1 ( α, β γ ; λ )

=_2F_1 ( α, βγ γ ; λ λ − 1 ) + δ(βγ)(1 − q) g^∘(γ) g(α)g(αγ) γ(λ)α(λ − 1). Proof. By Proposition 2.5 (ii) and letting v = u(1 − λ)/(1 − λu), we have −j(α, αγ)_2F_1 ( α, β γ ; λ ) = ∑ u α(u)αγ(1 − u)β(1 − λu) = α(1 − λ) ∑ v α(v)αγ(1 − v)βγ ( 1 − λv λ − 1 ) .

Thus the proposition follows from Proposition 2.5 (ii). □

The following is a finite analogue of the Vandermonde theorem (cf. [26, (1.7.7)]).

Proposition 2.9 (cf. [23, Theorem 4.3 and Remark 4.4]). (i) If {α, μ} ≠ {ε, γ}, then 2F_1 ( α, μ γ ; 1 ) = q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_μ (γ)^∘_μ . (ii) If {α, μ} = {ε, γ} then, 2F_1 ( α, μ γ ; 1 ) = q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_μ (γ)^∘_μ − (1 − q)^2(1 + q)^{δ(γ)} q . Proof. (i) follows by [23, Theorem 4.3], hence we only have to prove (ii). Suppose that {α, μ} = {ε, γ}. By [23, Theorem 4.3] again, it follows that

2F_1 ( α, μ γ ; 1 ) = 1 + q^{δ(γ)}(1 − q).

On the other hand, if α = ε and μ = γ then, q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_μ (γ)^∘_μ = q^{−δ(γ)} (γ)_γ (γ)^∘_γ = 1 q , and if α = γ and μ = ε then, q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_μ (γ)^∘_μ = q^{−1} (ε)_ε (γ)^∘_ε = 1 q . Thus, we have q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_μ (γ)^∘_μ − (1 − q)^2(1 + q)^{δ(γ)} q = 1 + q^{δ(γ)}(1 − q).

Therefore, we obtain the proposition. □

A finite analogue of the Saalschütz theorem (cf. [26, (2.3.1.3)]) is the following.

Proposition 2.10 (cf. [23, Theorem 4.11]). Suppose that α ≠ ε, β ≠ γ and αβγ ≠ ε. Then, 3F_2 ( α, β, ν γ, αβγν ; 1 ) =q^{−δ(αγ)} (αγ)_ν (βγ)_ν (γ)^∘_ν (αβγ)_ν + g^∘(γ)g^∘(αβγν) g(α)g(β)g(ν) − (δ(αγ)δ(ν) + δ(β)δ(γν)) (1 − q)^2 q . Proof. By [23, Theorem 4.11], we only have to prove for the case when {α, β, ν} = {ε, γ, αβγν} (i.e. αγ = ν = ε or β = γν = ε). If αγ = ν = ε, then the right-hand side of the proposition is equal to 3 − q. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7, we have

3F_2 ( α, β, ν γ, αβγν ; 1 ) =_3F_2 ( α, β, ε α, β ; 1 ) = 1 q · (β)_α(ε)_α (ε)^∘_α(β)^∘_α

+ 2 − q = 3 − q.

Here, note that α ≠ β and β ≠ ε by the assumptions. Similarly, we can prove for β = γν = ε. □

3. Finite analogues of integral representations 3.1. The case of F_D . For a function f : (κ^×)^n → C , its Fourier transform is a function on ( ^κ^×)^n defined by ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_i∈κ^× f(t_1, . . . , t_n) n∏ i=1 ν_i(t_i). Then,

(3.1) f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) = 1 (q − 1)^n ∑ ν_i ∈ ^κ^× ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n)^n ∏ i=1 ν_i(λ_i).

Over C , Lauricella’s functions F^{(n)}_D have the following integral representations (cf. [16, Theorem 3.4.1]). If 0 < Re(a) < Re(c), B(a, c − a)F^{(n)}_D ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c ; z_1, . . . , z_n ) (3.2) = ∫_1 0 (^n∏ i=1 (1 − z_iu)^{−bi} ) u^{a−1}(1 − u)^{c−a−1} du. If 0 < Re(b_i) for all i and Re( ∑ i b_i) < Re(c), then ( ∏_n i=1 Γ(b_i) ) Γ(c − ∑_n i=1 b_i) Γ(c)

F^{(n)}_D ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c ; z_1, . . . , z_n ) (3.3) = ∫ Δ ( 1 − n∑ i=1 z_iu_i )_{−a}^n∏ i=1 u^{bi−1}_i ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i )_{c−}^∑n_{i=1 bi−1} du_1 · · · du_n, where Δ := {(u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ R^n | u_i ≥ 0, ∑ i u_i ≤ 1}. Their finite analogues are as follows.

Theorem 3.1.

(i) Suppose that α ≠ γ and β_i ≠ ε for all i. Then, for λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×, − j(α, αγ)F^{(n)}_D ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u∈κ^× (^n∏ i=1 β_i(1 − λ_iu) ) α(u)αγ(1 − u). (ii) Suppose that α ≠ ε and β_1 · · · β_n ≠ γ. Then, for λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×,

(−1)^n ( ∏_n i=1 g(β_i) ) g(β_1 · · · β_nγ) g^∘(γ) F^{(n)}_D ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u_1,...,u_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − n∑ i=1 λ_iu_i )(^n∏ i=1 β_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i ) .

Proof. (i) Put f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) = ∑ u∈κ^× (^n∏ i=1 β_i(1 − λ_iu) ) α(u)αγ(1 − u).

Letting s_i = t_iu for all i and using (2.2) (note that α ≠ γ and β_i ≠ ε) and (2.4), we have ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1 ,...,t_n∈κ^× ∑ u∈κ^× α(u)αγ(1 − u) ∏ i β_i(1 − t_iu)ν_i(t_i) = ∑ u αν_1 · · · ν_n(u)αγ(1 − u) ∑ s_1,...,s_n∈κ^× ∏ i β_i(1 − s_i)ν_i(s_i)

= (−1)^{n+1}j(αγ, αν_1 · · · ν_n) ∏ i j(β_i, ν_i) = (−1)^{n+1}j(α, αγ) · (α)_{ν1 ···νn} (γ)^∘_{ν1 ···νn} · ∏ i(β_i)_{νi} ∏ i(ε)^∘_{νi} . Thus, (i) follows by (3.1).

(ii) Put g(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) = ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − ∑ i λ_iu_i )(^n∏ i β_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) . Letting s_i = t_iu_i for all i and using (2.2) (note that α ≠ ε and β_1 · · · β_n ≠ γ) and (2.4), we obtain ^g(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1 ,...,t_n∈κ^× ∑ u_1,...,u_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − ∑ i t_iu_i )( ∏ i β_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) ∏ i ν_i(t_i) = ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n ( ∏ i β_iν_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) ∑ s_1,...,s_n α ( 1 − ∑ i s_i ) ∏ i ν_i(s_i) = j(β_1 · · · β_nγ, β_1ν_1, . . . , β_nν_n) · j(α, ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ( ∏ i g(β_i) ) g(β_1 · · · β_nγ) g^∘(γ) · ∏ i(β_i)_{νi} (γ)^∘_{ν1 ···νn} · (α)_{ν1 ···νn} ∏ i(ε)^∘_{νi} . Thus, (ii) follows by (3.1). □

Let d ∈ Z_{≥1}. Over C , the Gauss hypergeometric functions have the integral representation (cf. [26, (1.6.6)])

(3.4) B(a, c − a)_2F_1 ( a, b c ; z ) = ∫_1 0 t^{a−1}(1 − t)^{c−a−1}(1 − zt)^{−b}dt. If we put ζ = exp(2π √ −1/d), by the change of variable t = τ^d in (3.4) and using (3.2), we obtain

F^{(2d−1)} D ( da; d−1 times a − c, . . . , a − c, d times b, . . . , b (d − 1)a + c ; ζ, . . . , ζ^{d−1}, z, ζz, . . . , ζ^{d−1}z )

= Γ(a)Γ((d − 1)a + c) dΓ(da)Γ(c)^2

F_1 ( a, b c ; z^d ) . This is a generalization of Karlsson’s formula proved for d = 2, 3 [12, (4.10) and (6.1)]. As an application of Theorem 3.1, we obtain a finite analogue of this formula.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that d | q −1, α ≠ γ and β ≠ ε. Let φ_d ∈ ^κ^× be a character of exact order d and ξ ∈ κ^× be a primitive dth root of unity. Then, for any λ ∈ κ^×,

F^{(2d−1)} D ( α^d; d−1 times αγ, . . . , αγ, d times β, . . . , β α^{d−1}γ ; ξ, . . . , ξ^{d−1}, λ, ξλ, . . . , ξ^{d−1}λ )

= d−1∑ i=0 g(φ^i_dα)g^∘(α^{d−1}γ) g(α^d)g^∘(φ^i_dγ)^2

F_1 ( φ^i_dα, β φ^i_dγ ; λ^d ) . Proof. For λ = 0, it is clear. Suppose that λ ≠ 0. By Theorem 3.1 (i), we have

− j(α^d, αγ)F^{(2d−1)}_D ( α^d; d−1 αγ, . . . , αγ, d β, . . . , β α^{d−1}γ ; ξ, . . . , ξ^{d−1}, λ, ξλ, . . . , ξ^{d−1}λ )

= ∑ t∈κ^× α(t^d)αγ(1 − t^d)β(1 − λ^dt^d)

= d−1∑ i=0 ∑ t∈κ^× φ^i_dα(t)αγ(1 − t)β(1 − λ^dt). Here, note that d−1∑ i=0 φ^i_d(t) = { d (φ_d(t) = 1), 0 (otherwise).

Thus, the theorem follows from Proposition 2.5 (ii). □

3.2. The cases of F_A and F_B . In the complex case, Lauricella’s functions F^{(n)}_A have the integral representation (cf. [16, Theorem 3.4.1]) (^n∏ i=1 B(b_i, c_i − b_i) ) F^{(n)}_A ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c_1, . . . , c_n ; z_1, . . . , z_n )

= ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_1 0 ( 1 − n∑ i=1 z_iu_i )_{−a}^n∏ i=1 u^{bi−1}_i (1 − u_i)^{ci −bi−1} du_1 · · · du_n, if 0 < Re(b_j ) < Re(c_j ) for all j.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that α ≠ ε and β_i ≠ γ_i for all i. Then, for λ_i ∈ κ^×, (^n∏ i=1 −j(β_i, β_iγ_i) ) F^{(n)}_A ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ_1, . . . , γ_n ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − n∑ i=1 λ_iu_i )^n∏ i=1 β_i(u_i)β_iγ_i(1 − u_i).

Proof. Write f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) for the right-hand side of the theorem. Then, putting s_i = t_iu_i and using (2.2) and (2.4), we have ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1,...,t_n∈κ^× ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − ∑ i t_iu_i ) ∏ i β_i(u_i)β_iγ_i(1 − u_i)ν_i(t_i)

= ( ∏ i ∑ u_i ∈κ^× β_iν_i(u_i)β_iγ_i(1 − u_i) ) ∑ s_1,...,s_n∈κ^× α ( 1 − ∑ i s_i ) ∏ i ν_i(s_i) = ( ∏ i j(β_iγ_i, β_iν_i) ) j(α, ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ( ∏ i j(β_i, β_iγ_i) (β_i)_{νi} (γ_i)^∘_{νi} ) (α)_{ν1 ···νn} (ε)^∘_{ν1} · · · (ε)^∘_{νn} . Thus, we obtain the theorem by (3.1). □

Lauricella’s F^{(n)}_A have another integral representation ([14], see also [16, Theorem 3.4.1]) as ( ∏_n i=1 Γ(1 − c_i) ) Γ( ∑_n i=1 c_i − a − n + 1)

Γ(1 − a)

F^{(n)}_A ( a; b_1, . . . , b_n c_1, . . . , c_n ; z_1, . . . , z_n ) (3.5) = ∫ Δ^′ (^n∏ i=1 ( 1 − z_i u_i )_{−bi} )(^n∏ i=1 u^{−ci}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i )^∑n_{i=1 ci−a−n} du_1 · · · du_n, where Δ^′ is a twisted cycle constructed in [14], if c_1, . . . , c_n, ∑ i c_i − a ∉ Z. Theorem 3.4. Suppose that αγ_1 · · · γ_n, β_i ≠ ε for all i. Then, for λ_i ∈ κ^×,

(−1)^n ( ∏_n i=1 g(γ_i) ) g(αγ_1 · · · γ_n) g^∘(α) F^{(n)}_A ( α; β_1, . . . , β_n γ_1, . . . , γ_n ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u_1,...,u_n∈κ^× (^n∏ i=1 β_i ( 1 − λ_i u_i ))(^n∏ i=1 γ_i(u_i) ) αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i ) .

Proof. Write f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) for the right-hand side of the theorem. Then, putting s_i = t_i/u_i and similarly as the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1,...,t_n ∑ u_1,...,u_n (^n∏ i=1 β_i ( 1 − t_i u_i ) ν_i(t_i) )(^n∏ i=1 γ_i(u_i) ) αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i )

= ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n (^n∏ i=1 γ_iν_i(u_i) ) αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i ) ∑ s_1,...,s_n n∏ i=1 β_i(1 − s_i)ν_i(s_i)

= j(γ_1ν_1, . . . , γ_nν_n, αγ_1 · · · γ_n) n∏ i=1 j(β_i, ν_i)

= ( ∏_n i=1 g(γ_i) ) g(αγ_1 · · · γ_n) g^∘(α) · (α)_{ν1 ···νn} ∏_n i=1(β_i)_{νi} ∏_n i=1(γ_i)^∘_{νi} (ε)^∘_{νi} . Thus, we obtain the theorem by (3.1). □

Lauricella’s functions F^{(n)}_B have the integral representation (cf. [16, Theorem 3.4.1]) ( ∏_n i=1 Γ(b_i) ) Γ(c − ∑_n i=1 b_i)

Γ(c)

F^{(n)}_B ( a_1, . . . , a_n; b_1, . . . , b_n c ; z_1, . . . , z_n )

= ∫ Δ (^n∏ i=1 (1 − z_iu_i)^{−ai} )(^n∏ i=1 u^{bi−1}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i )_{c−}^∑n_{i=1 bi −1} du_1 · · · du_n, where Δ is as in (3.3), if 0 < Re(b_i) for all i, and Re( ∑ i b_i) < Re(c).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that α_i ≠ ε for all i and β_1 · · · β_n ≠ γ. Then, for λ_i ∈ κ^×,

(−1)^n ( ∏_n i=1 g(β_i) ) g(β_1 · · · β_nγ) g^∘(γ) F^{(n)}_B ( α_1, . . . , α_n; β_1, . . . , β_n γ ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u_1,...,u_n∈κ^× (^n∏ i=1 α_i(1 − λ_iu_i) )(^n∏ i=1 β_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i ) .

Proof. Write f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) for the right-hand side of the theorem. Letting s_i = t_iu_i for all h and using (2.2) (note that α_i ≠ ε and β_1 · · · β_n ≠ γ) and (2.4), we have ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1 ,...,t_n∈κ^× ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n∈κ^× ( ∏ i β_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) ∏ i α_i(1 − t_iu_i)ν_i(t_i) = ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n∈κ^× ( ∏ i β_iν_i(u_i) ) β_1 · · · β_nγ ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) ∏ i ( ∑ s_i ∈κ^× α_i(1 − s_i)ν_i(s_i) )

= j(β_1 · · · β_nγ, β_1ν_1, . . . , β_nν_n) ∏ i j(α_i, ν_i)

= ( ∏_n i=1 g(β_i) ) g(β_1 · · · β_nγ) g^∘(γ) · ∏ i(β_i)_{νi} (γ)^∘_{ν1 ···νn} · ∏ i (α_i)_{νi} (ε)^∘_{νi} . Thus, we obtain the theorem by (3.1). □

Remark 3.6. Theorem 3.5 is equivalent to Theorem 3.3 via Remark 2.4.

3.3. The case of F_C . In the complex case, Lauricella’s functions F^{(n)}_C have the integral representation (cf. [20, Remark 4.4]) ( ∏_n i=1 Γ(1 − c_i) ) Γ(c_1 + · · · + c_n + 1 − n − a)

Γ(1 − a)

F^{(n)}_C ( a; b c_1, . . . , c_n ; z_1, . . . , z_n )

= ∫ Δ^′ ( 1 − n∑ i=1 z_i t_i )_{−b}(^n∏ i=1 t^{−ci}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 t_i )^∑n_{i=1 ci−a−n} dt_1 · · · dt_n, where Δ^′ is as in (3.5), if c_1, . . . , c_n, ∑ i c_i − a ∉ Z. Theorem 3.7. Suppose that αγ_1 · · · γ_n, β ≠ ε. Then, for λ_i ≠ κ^×,

(−1)^n ( ∏_n i=1 g(γ_i) ) g(αγ_1 · · · γ_n) g^∘(α) F^{(n)}_C ( α; β γ_1, . . . , γ_n ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n )

= ∑ u_1,...,u_n∈κ^× β ( 1 − n∑ i=1 λ_i u_i )(^n∏ i=1 γ_i(u_i) ) αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − n∑ i=1 u_i ) .

Proof. Write f(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) for the right-hand side of the theorem. Letting s_i = t_i/u_i and using (2.2) (note that αγ_1 · · · γ_n, β ≠ ε) and (2.4), we have ^f(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) = ∑ t_1 ,...,t_n ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) β ( 1 − ∑ i t_i u_i ) ∏ i γ_i(u_i)ν_i(t_i) = ∑ u_1 ,...,u_n ( ∏ i γ_iν_i(u_i) ) αγ_1 · · · γ_n ( 1 − ∑ i u_i ) ∑ s_1,...,s_n ( ∏ i ν_i(s_i) ) β ( 1 − ∑ i s_i )

= j(γ_1ν_1, . . . , γ_nν_n, αγ_1 · · · γ_n)j(ν_1, . . . , ν_n, β) = ( ∏ i g(γ_i) ) g(αγ_1 · · · γ_n) g^∘(α) · (α)_{ν1 ···νn} ∏ i(γ_i)^∘_{νi} · (β)_{ν1 ···νn} ∏ i(ε)^∘_{νi} . Thus, we obtain the theorem by (3.1). □

In the complex case, Burchnall-Chaundy [3] proved the expansion formula F_4(a; b; c_1, c_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x))

(3.6) = ∞∑ r=0 (a)_r(b)_r(1 + a + b − c_1 − c_2)_r (1)_r(c_1)_r(c_2)_r x^ry^r ×_2F_1 ( a + r, b + r c_1 + r ; x ) 2F_1 ( a + r, b + r c_2 + r ; y ) , (an alternative proof was given by Bailey [2]). From this they deduced, by using (3.4) and_1F_0 (_a ; z ) = (1 − z)^{−a}, the integral representation

B(a, c_1 − a)B(b, c_2 − b)F_4(a; b; c_1, c_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x))

(3.7)

= ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 u^{a−1}v^{b−1}(1 − u)^{c1−a−1}(1 − v)^{c2−b−1} × (1 − xu)^{a−c1−c2+1}(1 − yv)^{b−c1−c2+1}(1 − xu − yv)^{c1+c2−a−b−1}dudv, provided that 0 < Re(a) < Re(c_1), 0 < Re(b) < Re(c_2) and |x|, |y| are small enough to make the double integral convergent. We prove finite analogues of these formulas.

The following lemmas will be used in the proof of Proposition 3.10, from which we will deduce finite analogues of (3.6) and (3.7) (Theorem 3.11 and Theorem 3.12, respectively).

Lemma 3.8 ([27, Theorem 1.1]). For any x, y ≠ 1, α(1 − x)β(1 − y)F_4 ( α; β; γ_1, γ_2; −x (1 − x)(1 − y) , −y (1 − x)(1 − y) )

= 1 (1 − q)^2 ∑ μ,ν (α)_μ(β)_ν (ε)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν^2

F_1 ( βν, μ γ_1 ; 1 ) 2F_1 ( αμ, ν γ_2 ; 1 ) μ(x)ν(y).

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that α, β ∉ {ε, γ_1, γ_2} and αβγ_1γ_2 ≠ ε. For any μ, ν ∈ ^κ^×,

2F_1 ( βν, μ γ_1 ; 1 ) 2F_1 ( αμ, ν γ_2 ; 1 )

= (βγ_1)_μ(αγ_2)_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν^3

F_2 ( αβγ_1γ_2, μ, ν βγ_1μ, αγ_2ν ; 1 ) − j(αγ_2, βγ_1) (ε)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν − (1 − q)^2 q (δ(γ_1μ)δ(βν)C_1 + δ(αμ)δ(γ_2ν)C_2) ,

where

C_1 := q^{δ(γ1)} g(αβγ_1γ_2)g^∘(γ_2) g^∘(αγ_1γ_2)g(βγ_2)

, C_2 := q^{δ(γ2 )} g(αβγ_1γ_2)g^∘(γ_1) g^∘(βγ_1γ_2)g(αγ_1) . Proof. Put L(μ, ν) =_2F_1 ( βν, μ γ_1 ; 1 ) 2F_1 ( αμ, ν γ_2 ; 1 ) , and M(μ, ν) = q^{−δ(βγ1ν)−δ(αγ2 μ)} (βγ_1ν)_μ(αγ_2μ)_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν . First, if {βν, μ} ≠ {ε, γ_1} and {αμ, ν} ≠ {ε, γ_2}, then by Proposition 2.9 (i), we have L(μ, ν) = M(μ, ν). Using Proposition 2.10 (note that {αβγ_1γ_2, μ, ν} ≠ {ε, βγ_1μ, αγ_2ν}), we have M(μ, ν) = (βγ_1)_μ(αγ_2)_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν ( 3F_2 ( αβγ_1γ_2, μ, ν βγ_1μ, αγ_2ν ; 1 ) − g^∘(βγ_1μ)g^∘(αγ_2ν) g(αβγ_1γ_2)g(μ)g(ν) )

= N(μ, ν), where N(μ, ν) := (βγ_1)_μ(αγ_2)_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν^3

F_2 ( αβγ_1γ_2, μ, ν βγ_1μ, αγ_2ν ; 1 ) − j(αγ_2, βγ_1) (ε)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν . Therefore, we obtain the formula of the lemma.

Next, if {βν, μ} = {ε, γ_1} (then {αμ, ν} ≠ {ε, γ_2}), then by Proposition 2.9 (ii), (3.8) L(μ, ν) = M(μ, ν) − (1 − q)^2(1 + q)^{δ(γ1 )} q q^{−δ(αγ2 μ)} (αγ_2μ)_ν (γ_2)^∘_ν . By Proposition 2.10, if μ = ε and βν = γ_1, then M(μ, ν) = N(μ, ν) + (1 − q)^2 q (αγ_2)_{βγ1} (γ_2)^∘_{βγ1} , and if μ = γ_1 ≠ ε and βν = ε (then {αβγ_1γ_2, μ, ν} ≠ {ε, βγ_1μ, αγ_2ν}), then M(μ, ν) = N(μ, ν). Consequently, by (3.8), we have L(μ, ν) = N(μ, ν) − δ(γ_1μ)δ(βν) (1 − q)^2 q C_1.

Similarly, if {αμ, ν} = {ε, γ_2}, then we have L(μ, ν) = N(μ, ν) − δ(αμ)δ(γ_2ν) (1 − q)^2 q C_2.

Thus, we obtain the lemma. □

For brevity, put J := j(α, αγ_1)j(β, βγ_2). Proposition 3.10. Suppose that α, β ∉ {ε, γ_1, γ_2} and αβγ_1γ_2 ≠ ε. Then, for any x, y ∈ κ^× \ {1}, J · F_4 (α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x)) =α(1 − x)β(1 − y) J 1 − q ∑ η∈ ^κ^× (α)_η (β)_η (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (ε)^∘_η (γ_1)^∘_η (γ_2)^∘_η η ( xy (x − 1)(y − 1) )

×_2F_1 ( αη, βγ_1 γ_1η ; x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( βη, αγ_2 γ_2η ; y y − 1 )

− S_0(x, y) − S_1(x, y) − S_2(x, y), where S_0(x, y) := αβ(−1)j(αγ_2, βγ_1)γ_1(x)γ_2(y), S_1(x, y) := j(αβγ_1γ_2, β)γ_1(x)αγ_1(x − 1)β(y), S_2(x, y) := j(αβγ_1γ_2, α)γ_2(y)βγ_2(y − 1)α(x).

Proof. By Lemma 3.8 (replace x, y with x/(x − 1), y/(y − 1) respectively), J · α(1 − x)β(1 − y)F_4 (α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x)) = J (1 − q)^2 ∑ μ,ν (α)_μ(β)_ν (ε)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν^2

F_1 ( βν, μ γ_1 ; 1 ) 2F_1 ( αμ, ν γ_2 ; 1 ) μ ( x x − 1 ) ν ( y y − 1 ) . Thus, by Lemma 3.9, we obtain that

J · α(1 − x)β(1 − y)F_4 (α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x))

(3.9) = Φ(x, y) − α(1 − x)β(1 − y) ( S_0(x, y) + S_1(x, y) + S_2(x, y) ) , where Φ(x, y) := J (1 − q)^3 ∑ μ,ν,η (α)_μ(β)_ν (βγ_1)_μ(αγ_2)_ν (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (μ)_η (ν)_η (ε)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν (ε)^∘_η (βγ_1μ)^∘_η (αγ_2ν)^∘_η μ ( x x − 1 ) ν ( y y − 1 ) . In (3.9), note that, by replacing μ, ν with γ_1μ, γ_2ν respectively and using (2.3) and Proposition 2.5 (i), J (1 − q)^2 j(αγ_2, βγ_1) ∑ μ,ν (α)_μ(β)_ν (γ_1)^∘_μ(γ_2)^∘_ν μ ( x x − 1 ) ν ( y y − 1 )

= αβ(−1)j(αγ_2, βγ_1)γ_1 ( x x − 1 ) γ_2 ( y y − 1 ) 1F_0 ( αγ_1 ; x x − 1 ) 1F_0 ( βγ_2 ; y y − 1 )

= α(1 − x)β(1 − y)S_0(x, y). By (2.1), for any φ, χ ∈ ^κ^×,

(3.10) (χ)_φ (χφ)^∘_φ = φ(−1).

Replacing μ, ν with μη, νη respectively, and using (2.3) and (3.10), we have (1 − q)^3 J Φ(x, y) = ∑ η,μ,ν (α)_η (β)_η (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (αη)_μ(βγ_1)_μ(βη)_ν (αγ_2)_ν (ε)^∘_η (γ_1)^∘_η (γ_2)^∘_η(ε)^∘_μ(γ_1η)^∘_μ(ε)^∘_ν (γ_2η)^∘_ν μη ( x x − 1 ) νη ( y y − 1 ) , and hence we have Φ(x, y) = J 1 − q ∑ η (α)_η (β)_η (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (ε)^∘_η (γ_1)^∘_η(γ_2)^∘_η η ( xy (x − 1)(y − 1) )

×_2F_1 ( αη, βγ_1 γ_1η ; x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( βη, αγ_2 γ_2η ; y y − 1 ) . Thus, the proposition follows from (3.9). □ By Proposition 3.10, we obtain a finite analogue of the Burchnall-Chaundy expansion (3.6), under the assumption αβγ_1γ_2 ≠ ε, as follows.

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that α, β ∉ {ε, γ_1, γ_2} and αβγ_1γ_2 ≠ ε. Then, for any x, y ∈ κ\{1}, we have J · F_4(α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x)) = J 1 − q ∑ η∈ ^κ^× (α)_η (β)_η (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (ε)^∘_η(γ_1)^∘_η (γ_2)^∘_η η(xy)_2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_1η ; x ) 2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_2η ; y )

− S_0(x, y) + R_1(x, y) + q^{δ(αβ)}R_2(x, y). Here, J and S_0 are as in Proposition 3.10 and

R_1(x, y) := j(αβγ_1γ_2, β)j(αγ_2, βγ_2)αγ_1(x − 1)αγ_2(1 − y)γ_1(x)γ_2(y), R_2(x, y) := j(αβγ_1γ_2, α)j(αγ_1, βγ_1)βγ_1(1 − x)βγ_2(y − 1)γ_1(x)γ_2(y).

Proof. Using Proposition 2.8 with λ = x/(x − 1) and λ = y/(y − 1), we have

2F_1 ( αη, βγ_1 γ_1η ; x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( βη, αγ_2 γ_2η ; y y − 1 )

= ( αη(1 − x)_2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_1η ; x ) + δ(βη)αβ(−1)(1 − q) g^∘(βγ_1) g(αβ)(αγ_1) βγ_1 ( x x − 1 ))

× ( βη(1 − y)_2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_2η ; y ) + δ(αη)αβ(−1)(1 − q) g^∘(αγ_2) g(αβ)g(βγ_2) αγ_2 ( y y − 1 ))

=αη(1 − x)βη(1 − y)_2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_1η ; x ) 2F_1 ( αη, βη γ_2η ; y )

+ αβ(−1)(1 − q) g^∘(αγ_2) g(αβ)g(βγ_2) αγ_2 ( y y − 1 ) 2F_1 ( ε, αβ αγ_1 ; x )

+ αβ(−1)(1 − q) g^∘(βγ_1) g(αβ)(αγ_1) βγ_1 ( x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( αβ, ε βγ_2 ; y )

+ δ(αβ)(1 − q)^2αγ_1 ( x x − 1 ) αγ_2 ( y y − 1 ) . Thus, we obtain the theorem by Proposition 3.10, Lemma 2.7, (2.1) and (2.2). □

A finite analogue of (3.7) is the following.

Theorem 3.12. Suppose that α, β ∉ {ε, γ_1, γ_2}. Then, for any x, y ∈ κ^×\{1}, J · F_4(α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x)) = ∑ u,v∈κ^× α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v) × αγ_1γ_2(1 − xu)βγ_1γ_2(1 − yv)αβγ_1γ_2(1 − xu − yv) − S_0(x, y) − S_1(x, y) − S_2(x, y). Here, J and S_i(x, y) (i = 0, 1, 2) are as in Proposition 3.10.

Proof. First, suppose that αβγ_1γ_2 = ε. Then, we have a result of Tripathi- Barman [28, Theorem 3.1] (see also [24, Theorem 4.1]) J · F_4(α; β; γ_1, γ_2; x(1 − y), y(1 − x))

(3.11)

= J ·_2F_1 ( α, β γ_1 ; x ) 2F_1 ( α, β γ_2 ; y ) − δ(1 − x − y)qS_0(x, y), where δ(u) = 0 for u ∈ κ^× and δ(0) = 1. On the other hand, by using Proposition 2.5 (ii) and letting t = ux, the first term of the right-hand side of the theorem is ∑ u,v α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v)αγ_1γ_2(1 − xu)βγ_1γ_2(1 − yv)ε(1 − xu − yv) = ∑ u α(u)αγ_1(1 − u)β(1 − xu) ∑ v β(v)βγ_2(1 − v)α(1 − yv) − ∑ u,v ux+vy=1 α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v)β(1 − xu)α(1 − yv)

= J ·_2F_1 ( α, β γ_1 ; x ) 2F_1 ( α, β γ_2 ; y ) − γ_1(x)γ_2(y) ∑ t∈κ t≠0,1,1−y αγ_1 ( x − t y − 1 + t ) .

If x + y ≠ 1, then (x − t)/(y − 1 + t) runs through κ \ {−1, x/(y − 1), (x − 1)/y}, and hence we have

γ_1(x)γ_2(y) ∑ t∈κ t≠0,1,1−y αγ_1 ( x − t y − 1 + t ) = −S_0(x, y) − S_1(x, y) − S_2(x, y).

On the other hand, if x + y = 1, then S_0(x, y) = S_1(x, y) = S_2(x, y) and

γ_1(x)γ_2(y) ∑ t∈κ t≠0,1,1−y αγ_1 ( x − t y − 1 + t ) = (q − 3)S_0(x, y).

Therefore, the right-hand side of the theorem is equal to the right-hand side of (3.11), and hence we obtain the theorem.

Secondly, suppose that αβγ_1γ_2 ≠ ε, and put Φ(x, y) = J 1 − q ∑ η (α)_η (β)_η (αβγ_1γ_2)_η (γ_1)^∘_η (γ_2)^∘_η (ε)^∘_η η ( xy (x − 1)(y − 1) )

×_2F_1 ( αη, βγ_1 γ_1η ; x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( βη, αγ_2 γ_2η ; y y − 1 ) .

Then, by Proposition 3.10, the left-hand side of the theorem is equal to α(1 − x)β(1 − y)Φ(x, y) − S_0(x, y) − S_1(x, y) − S_2(x, y). By Proposition 2.5 (ii) and letting u = s/(sx − x + 1) and v = t/(ty − y + 1), J (α)_η (β)_η (γ_1)^∘_η(γ_2)^∘_η

·_2F_1 ( αη, βγ_1 γ_1η ; x x − 1 ) 2F_1 ( βη, αγ_2 γ_2η ; y y − 1 )

= ∑ s,t α(s)αγ_1(1 − s)βγ_1 ( 1 − xs x − 1 ) β(t)βγ_2(1 − t)αγ_2 ( 1 − yt y − 1 ) η(st) =α(1 − x)β(1 − y) ∑ u,v α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v)β(1 − xu)α(1 − yv)

× η ((x − 1)(y − 1)uv (1 − xu)(1 − yv) ) . Thus, we obtain, by Proposition 2.5 (i), α(1 − x)β(1 − y)Φ(x, y) = ∑ u,v α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v)β(1 − xu)α(1 − yv)

×_1F_0 ( αβγ_1γ_2 ; xyuv (1 − xu)(1 − yv) )

= ∑ u,v α(u)β(v)αγ_1(1 − u)βγ_2(1 − v) × αγ_1γ_2(1 − xu)βγ_1γ_2(1 − yv)αβγ_1γ_2(1 − xu − yv). Therefore, we obtain the theorem. □

4. The number of rational points on some algebraic varieties. 4.1. Rational points and Artin L-functions. In this subsection, we recall the definitions of zeta functions and Artin L-functions of a variety and their properties. For more details, see [25] and [30].

Fix an algebraic closure κ of κ and let κ_r ⊂ κ be the degree r extension of κ. Let V be a variety over κ and put N_r(V ) = #V (κ_r). Then, the zeta function of V is defined by

Z(V, t) = exp (_∞ ∑ r=1 N_r(V ) r t^r ) ∈ Q[[t]]. Let G be a finite abelian group and suppose that G acts on V over κ. Let F be the q-Frobenius acting on V (κ). For χ ∈ ^G := Hom(G, Q^×) and r ∈ Z_{≥1}, put

N_r(V ; χ) := 1 #G ∑ g∈G χ(g)#{x ∈ V (κ) | F^r(x) = g(x)} ∈ Q . The Artin L-function of V associated to χ is defined by

L(V, χ; t) = exp (_∞ ∑ r=1 N_r(V ; χ) r t^r ) ∈ Q [[t]]. Since N_r(V ) = ∑ χ∈ ^G Nr(V ; χ), we have Z(V, t) = ∏ χ∈ ^G L(V, χ; t).

Remark 4.1. Let D_λ be a diagonal hypersurface in P^{n−1} defined by the equation X^d_1 + · · · + X^d_n = dλX^{h1}_1 · · · X^{hn}_n , where λ ∈ κ^×, h_i ∈ Z_{≥1} and ∑ i h_i = d. A subquotient G of (μ_d)^n acts on D_λ. The author [22] expresses N_r(D_λ; χ) (χ ∈ ^G) in terms of one-variable hypergeometric functions_dF_{d−1}(λ^d) over κ_r.

4.2. Algebraic varieties related to F_D . In this subsection, let d, a, b_1, . . . , b_n, c be positive integers and let λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×. Write λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_n). We consider an affine curve C_{D,λ} over κ defined by the equation

y^d = (^n∏ i=1 (1 − λ_ix)^{bi} ) x^a(1 − x)^c.

(4.1)

Without loss of generality, we assume that λ_1, . . . , λ_n are not 1 and distinct. Suppose that d | q −1 and let μ_d ⊂ κ^× be the subgroup consisting of all the dth roots of unity. Then, μ_d acts on C_{D,λ} by (x, y) → (x, ξy) (ξ ∈ μ_d). Fix a generator φ of ^κ^×, and put φ_d = φ^{(q−1)/d} ∈ ^κ^× and χ = φ|_{μd} ∈ ^μ_d. Note that ^μ_d = {χ^m | m ∈ Z/dZ}. Theorem 4.2. Suppose that gcd(d, c) = gcd(d, b_i) = 1 for all i. Then, N_1(C_{D,λ}; χ^m)

= q (m = 0), −j ( φ^{ma}_d , φ^{mc}_d ) F^{(n)}_D ( φ^{ma}_d ; φ_d^{mb1} , . . . , φ_d^{mbn} φ^{m(a+c)} d ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0).

Proof. Put f(x) = ( ∏_n i=1(1 − λ_ix)^{bi} ) x^a(1 − x)^c. Then, for each m ∈ Z/dZ, N_1(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) = 1 d ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ^m(ξ)#{(x, y) ∈ C_{D,λ}(κ) | F (x, y) = (x, ξy)} = 1 d ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ^m(ξ)#{(x, y) ∈ C_{D,λ}(κ) | x ∈ κ and y^{q−1} = ξ or y = 0} = ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ^m(ξ)#{x ∈ κ | f(x)^{(q−1)/d} = ξ} + ( 1 d ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ^m(ξ) ) #{x ∈ κ | f(x) = 0}. Therefore, if m = 0, then

N_1(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) = ∑ ξ∈μ_d #{x ∈ κ | f(x)^{(q−1)/d} = ξ} + #{x ∈ κ | f(x) = 0} = #κ = q. If m ≠ 0, then since ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ m(ξ) = 0, we have N_1(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) = ∑ ξ∈μ_d χ^m(ξ)#{x ∈ κ | f(x)^{(q−1)/d} = ξ} = ∑ x∈κ φ^m_d (f(x))

= ∑ x∈κ (^n∏ i=1 φ^{mbi}_d (1 − λ_ix) ) φ^{ma}_d (x)φ^{mc}_d (1 − x). Thus, noting that φ^{mbi}_d , φ^{mc}_d ≠ ε for all i by the assumption, the theorem follows from Theorem 3.1 (i). □ Remark 4.3. Frechette-Swisher-Tu [5, Theorem 5.3] expresses N_1(C_{D,λ}) in terms of a sum of their Appell-Lauricella functions F^{(n)}_D over κ. Since our F^{(n)}_D coincides with their F^{(n)}_D under the assumption of Theorem 4.2 by Theorem 3.1 (i), Theorem 4.2 is a refinement of their result.

Next, we consider an affine hypersurface S_{D,λ} of dimension n over κ defined by the equation y^d = ( 1 − n∑ i=1 λ_ix_i )_a(^n∏ i=1 x^{bi}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 x_i )_c . The group μ_d acts on S_{D,λ} similarly as C_{D,λ}.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, c) = 1. Then,

N_1(S_{D,λ}; χ^m)

= q^n (m = 0), (−1)^nJ_D · F^{(n)}_D ( φ_d^{ma}; φ^{mb1}_d , . . . , φ^{mbn}_d φ^{m(b1 +···+bn+c)} d ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0), where J_D := j(φ^{mb1}_d , . . . , φ^{mbn}_d , φ^{mc}_d ).

Proof. Similarly as the proof of Theorem 4.2, we have N_1(S_{D,λ,}; χ^0) = #κ^n = q^n, and if m ≠ 0, then

N_1(S_{D,λ}; χ^m) = ∑ x_1,...,x_n∈κ^× φ^{ma}_d ( 1 − ∑ i λ_ix_i )( ∏ i φ^{mbi}_d (x_i) ) φ^{mc}_d ( 1 − ∑ i x_i ) . Thus, the theorem follows from Theorem 3.1 (ii). □ Fix an integer r ≥ 1. Write φ_{d,r} = φ_d ∘ N_{κr /κ} ∈ ^κ_r where N_{κr /κ} is the norm map.

Corollary 4.5. Put hypergeometric functions over κ_r as

f_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_D ( φ^{ma}_{d,r} ; φ_{d,r}^{mb1} , . . . , φ_{d,r}^{mbn} φ^{m(c+a)} d,r ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) ,

g_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_D ( φ_{d,r}^{ma}; φ^{mb1}_{d,r} , . . . , φ^{mbn}_{d,r} φ^{m(b1 +···+bn+c)} d,r ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) . (i) Suppose that gcd(d, c) = gcd(d, b_i) = 1 for all i. Then,

L(C_{D,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − qt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1 j(φ^{ma}_d , φ^{mc}_d )^rf_r(λ) t^r r )_{−1} (m ≠ 0).

(ii) Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, c) = 1. Then,

L(S_{D,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^nt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1 J^r_D · g_r(λ) t^r r )_{(−1)}n (m ≠ 0), where J_D is as in Theorem 4.4.

Proof. For each r ≥ 1, let φ^′ be a generator of ^κ^×r such that φ^′|_κ× = φ. By applying Theorems 4.2 and 4.4 for κ_r and φ^′, we obtain the formulas for N_r(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) and N_r(S_{D,λ}; χ^m). Note that φ_d is replaced with φ^{′(qr −1)/d} = φ_{d,r}. For η ∈ ^κ^× and η_r := η ∘ N_{κr /κ}, we have the Davenport-Hasse theorem (cf. [30]) g(η_r) = g(η)^r.

By this, we have j(φ^{ma}_{d,r} , φ^{mc}_{d,r} ) = j(φ^{ma}_d , φ^{mc}_d )^r , j(φ^{mb1}_{d,r} , . . . , φ^{mbn}_{d,r} , φ^{mc}_{d,r} ) = J^r_D . Thus, the corollary follows formally. □

4.3. Smooth compactification of C_{D,λ}. Let C_{D,λ} be the projective curve defined by the homogenization of (4.1) with x = X/Z, y = Y/Z :

Y^d = Z^eX^a(Z − X)^c ∏ i(Z − λ_iX)^{bi} (if d ≥ a + ∑ i b_i + c), Z^eY^d = X^a(Z − X)^c ∏ i(Z − λ_iX)^{bi} (if d < a + ∑ i b_i + c), where e := |a + ∑ i b_i + c − d|. Recall that ∏ i λ_i(1 − λ_i) ∏ j≠i(λj − λi) ≠ 0. The group μd acts on CD,λ by

ξ · (X : Y : Z) = (X : ξY : Z) (ξ ∈ μ_d). Suppose that e > 0. Then, C_{D,λ} has the only one point at infinity, denoted by ∞. Since μ_d and F acts on ∞ trivially, we have

(4.2) N_r(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) − N_r(C_{D,λ}; χ^m) =

1 (m = 0), 0 (m ≠ 0).

If a > 1 (resp. b_i > 1, c > 1, e > 1) then C_{D,λ} is singular at (0 : 0 : 1) (resp. at (λ^{−1}_i : 0 : 1), (1 : 0 : 1), ∞). Archinard [1] constructs a desingularization π : X_{D,λ} → C_{D,λ}. Now we suppose (4.3) gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b_i) = gcd(d, c) = gcd(d, e) = 1. Then, we have #π^{−1}(P ) = 1 for all P ∈ {(0 : 0 : 1), (λ^{−1}_i : 0 : 1), (1 : 0 : 1), ∞} (see [1, subsection 3.1]), and we obtain, for all m, (4.4) N_r(X_{D,λ}; χ^m) = N_r(C_{D,λ}; χ^m).

By (4.2), (4.4) and Theorem 4.2, we obtain the following corollary similarly as Corollary 4.5.

Corollary 4.6. Under the assumption (4.3), we have N_r(X_{D,λ}; χ^m)

= 1 + q^r (m = 0), −j ( φ^{ma}_d , φ^{mc}_d )_r F^{(n)}_D ( φ^{ma}_{d,r} ; φ_{d,r}^{mb1} , . . . , φ_{d,r}^{mbn} φ^{m(a+c)} d,r ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0). Therefore, the Artin L-function L(X_{D,λ}, χ^m; t) is expressed in terms of the hypergeometric functions over κ_r (r ≥ 1) and the Jacobi sum. In fact, we show that the first n + 1 functions are sufficient.

Let l ≠ p be a prime number and H^i(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^m) be the χ^m-eigencomponent of the l-adic étale cohomology of X_{D,λ} = X_{D,λ} ⊗_κ κ, where we fixed an embedding Q → Q_l . By the Grothendieck-Lefschetz trace formula (cf. [6, Theorem 2.9])

N_r(X_{D,λ}; χ^m) = 2∑ i=0 (−1)^iTr ( (F^∗)^r | H^i(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^m) ) , we have L(X_{D,λ}, χ^m; t) = 2∏ i=0 det ( 1 − F^∗t | H^i(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^m)

)_{(−1)}i+1 . By the following theorem, it follows that the F^{(n)}_D functions in Corollary 4.6 for r = 1, 2, . . . are written as symmetric polynomials of the first n + 1 functions.

Theorem 4.7. Under the assumption (4.3), if m ≠ 0, then L(X_{D,λ}, χ^m; t) is a polynomial of degree n + 1.

Proof. Since H^i(X_{D,λ}, Q_l ) = H^i(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^0) for i = 0, 2, it suffices to show

d_m := dim_{Ql} H^1(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^m) = n + 1.

Since the quotient X_{D,λ}/μ_d is a rational curve, H^1(X_{D,λ}, Q_l )(χ^0) = 0 and d−1∑ m=1 d_m = 2 · genus(X_{D,λ}) = (d − 1)(n + 1),

by [1, Theorem 4.1] (note that d and n are not both even by the assumption (4.3)). Hence, it suffices to show that d_m ≥ n + 1.

By a standard argument using the smooth base change theorem (cf. [6, Theorem 7.3]) and the Artin comparison theorem (cf. [6, Proposition 11.6]), we are reduced to characteristic 0. Regard κ as a residue field of a number field in such a way that the character of μ_d(C ) ∼= μ_d(κ) induced by χ is the inclusion. Put S = { (t_1, . . . , t_n) ∈ C^n | n∏ i=1 t_i(1 − t_i) ∏ j≠i (t_j − t_i) ≠ 0 } , and let f : X_D → S be the relative projective curve over C defined by the equation (4.1). Since f is smooth, the relative algebraic de Rham cohomology H^1_{dR}(X_D/S) = R^1f_∗Ω^•_{XD /S} is a locally free O_S -module and rank_{OS} H^1_{dR}(X_D/S)(χ^m) = d_m.

For m = 1, . . . , d − 1, put a differential 1-form on the fibre X_{D,λ} as

ω_m = y^m x(1 − x) dx. We show that it is of the second kind. It may have a pole only at ∞. A local parametrization of X_{D,λ} at ∞ is given by (cf. [1, (7) and (8)]) (x, y) = ( s^{−d}, s^{−(a+c+∑ bj )}(s^d − 1)^{cd} ∏ i (s^d − λ_i)^{bid} ) , where s ∈ C takes values in a neighbourhood of 0 on which (s^d − 1) ∏ (s^d − λ_i) ≠ 0.

Then, we have ω_m = −d · s^{−m(a+c+∑ bj )+d−1}(s^d − 1)^{mcd −1} ∏ i (s^d − λ_i)^{mbid} ds. Since (s^d − 1)^{mc/d} ∏ (s^d − λ_i)^{mbi/d} is a power series in s^d and gcd(d, a + c + ∑ b_j ) = gcd(d, e) = 1 by the assumption (4.3), ω_m has the trivial residue, thus is of the second kind. Hence, it defines a section of H^1_{dR}(X_D/S)(χ^m).

Define a path δ : [0, 1] → X_{D,λ}(C ) by δ(t) = (t,^d √ t^a(1 − t)^c ∏ i(1 − λ_it)^{bi} ), where the branch of the dth root is taken by setting |arg(t^a(1−t)^c ∏ i(1−λ_it)^{bi} )| < π when λ_i are close to 0, and continued analytically. Choose a primitive root ξ ∈ μ_d and put γ = δ − ξ_∗δ. Then, we have the period by (3.2), ∫ γ ω_m = (1 − ξ^m)B ( ma d , mc d ) F^{(n)}_D (_{ma} d ; −^{mb1}_d , . . . , −^{mbn}_d m(a+c) d ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) . This F^{(n)}_D function satisfies a system of differential equations of rank n + 1, which is irreducible by a result of Mimachi-Sasaki [21, Theorem 3.1] and our assumption (4.3). This shows that H^1_{dR}(X_D/S)(χ^m) contains an O_S -submodule of rank n + 1. Hence d_m ≥ n + 1 and the theorem is proved. □

4.4. Algebraic varieties related to F_A and F_B . We consider n-dimensional affine hypersurfaces S^1_{A,λ}, S^2_{A,λ} and S_{B,λ} over κ defined by the equations

S^1_{A,λ} : y^d = ( 1 − n∑ i=1 λ_ix_i )_a^n∏ i=1 x^{bi}_i (1 − x_i)^{ci} ,

S^2_{A,λ} : y^d = (^n∏ i=1 (x_i − λ_i)^{bi} )(^n∏ i=1 x^{ci}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 x_i )_a ,

S_{B,λ} : y^d = (^n∏ i=1 (1 − λ_ix_i)^{ai} )(^n∏ i=1 x^{bi}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 x_i )_c , where d, a, a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n, c, c_1, . . . , c_n ∈ Z_{≥1}, and λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×. Suppose that d | q − 1. In the same way as the previous subsection, the group μ_d acts on these hypersurfaces. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, we can show the followings by using Theorems 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5.

Theorem 4.8.

(i) Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, c_i) = 1 for all i. Then,

N_1(S^1_{A,λ}; χ^m)

= q^n (m = 0), (^n∏ i=1 −j(φ^{mbi}_d , φ^{mci}_d ) ) F^{(n)}_A ( φ_d^{ma}; φ^{mb1}_d , . . . , φ^{mbn}_d φ^{m(b1 +c1)} d , . . . , φ^{m(bn+cn)} d ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0). (ii) Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b_i) = 1 for all i. Then, N_1(S^2_{A,λ}; χ^m)

= q^n (m = 0),

(−1)^nJ_A · F^{(n)}_A ( φ_d^{m(a+∑ni=1(bi +ci))}; φ_d^{mb1} , . . . , φ_d^{mbn} φ_d^{m(b1 +c1)}, . . . , φ_d^{m(bn+cn)} ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0), where J_A := j ( φ^{ma}_d , φ^{m(b1 +c1)} d , . . . , φ^{m(bn+cn)} d ) . Theorem 4.9. Suppose that gcd(d, a_i) = gcd(d, c) = 1 for all i. Then, N_1(S_{B,λ}; χ^m)

= q^n (m = 0),

(−1)^nJ_B · F^{(n)}_B ( φ_d^{ma1} , . . . , φ_d^{man} ; φ^{mb1}_d , . . . , φ^{mbn}_d φ^{m(b1 +···+bn+c)} d ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0), where J_B := j ( φ^{mb1}_d , . . . , φ^{mbn}_d , φ^{mc}_d ) . Similarly as Corollary 4.5, we have the following.

Corollary 4.10. Put

f_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_A ( φ_{d,r}^{ma}; φ^{mb1}_{d,r} , . . . , φ^{mbn}_{d,r} φ^{m(b1 +c1)} d,r , . . . , φ^{m(bn+cn)} d,r ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) ,

g_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_A ( φ_{d,r}^{m(a+∑ni=1(bi +ci))}; φ_{d,r}^{mb1} , . . . , φ_{d,r}^{mbn} φ_{d,r}^{m(b1 +c1)}, . . . , φ_{d,r}^{m(bn+cn)} ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) ,

h_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_B ( φ_{d,r}^{ma1} , . . . , φ_{d,r}^{man} ; φ^{mb1}_{d,r} , . . . , φ^{mbn}_{d,r} φ^{m(b1 +···+bn+c)} d,r ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) . (i) Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, c_i) = 1 for all i. Then,

L(S^1_{A,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^nt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1 ( ∏_n i=1 −j(φ^{mbi}_d , φ^{mci}_d )^r ) · f_r(λ) t^r r ) (m ≠ 0). (ii) Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b_i) = 1 for all i. Then,

L(S^2_{A,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^nt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1(−1)^nJ^r_A · g_r(λ) t^r r ) (m ≠ 0), where J_A is as in Theorem 4.8 (ii).

(iii) Suppose that gcd(d, a_i) = gcd(d, c) = 1 for all i. Then,

L(S_{B,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^nt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1(−1)^nJ^r_B · h_r(λ) t^r r ) (m ≠ 0), where J_B is as in Theorem 4.9.

4.5. Algebraic varieties related to F_C . Let d, a, b, c_1, . . . , c_n ∈ Z_{≥1} be integers and let λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×. Write S_{C,λ} for the n-dimensional affine hypersurface over κ defined by the equation

y^d = (^n∏ i=1 x^{ci}_i )( 1 − n∑ i=1 x_i )_a(^n∏ i=1 x_i − n∑ i=1 λ_i ∏ j≠i x_j )_b . Similarly as in the previous subsections, suppose that d | q −1 and hence, the group μ_d acts on S_{C,λ}, and we obtain the following theorem and corollary. Theorem 4.11. Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b) = 1. Then,

N_1(S_{C,λ}; χ^m) = q^n (m = 0),

(−1)^nJ_C · F^{(n)}_C ( φ_d^{m(a+nb+∑ni=1 ci)}; φ_d^{mb} φ_d^{m(b+c1)}, . . . , φ_d^{m(b+cn)} ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) (m ≠ 0), where J_C = j(φ^{ma}_d , φ^{m(b+c1 )}_d , . . . , φ^{m(b+cn)}_d ). Corollary 4.12. Put

f_r(λ) = F^{(n)}_C ( φ_{d,r}^{m(a+nb+∑ni=1 ci)}; φ_{d,r}^{mb} φ_{d,r}^{m(b+c1)}, . . . , φ_{d,r}^{m(b+cn)} ; λ_1, . . . , λ_n ) , where λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ κ^×. Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b) = 1. Then,

L(S_{C,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^nt (m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1(−1)^nJ^r_C · f_r(λ) t^r r ) (m ≠ 0), where J_C is as in Theorem 4.11.

Suppose that λ_1, λ_2 ≠ 1. Let S_{4,λ} be the affine surface over κ defined by the equation

y^d =x^{⟨a⟩}_1 x^{⟨b⟩}_2 (1 − x_1)^{⟨c1 −a⟩}(1 − x_2)^{⟨c2 −b⟩}

× (1 − λ_1x_1)^{⟨a−c1−c2⟩}(1 − λ_2x_2)^{⟨b−c1 −c2⟩}(1 − λ_1x_1 − λ_2x_2)^{⟨c1+c2−a−b⟩}. Here, for n ∈ Z, ⟨n⟩ ∈ {0, . . . , d − 1} denotes the representative of n mod d. Theorem 4.13. Suppose that gcd(d, a) = gcd(d, b) = gcd(d, c_i−a) = gcd(d, c_i−b) = 1 for i = 1, 2. Then,

N_1(S_{4,λ}; χ^m)

= q^2 (m = 0), J · F_4 ( φ^{ma}_d ; φ^{mb}_d ; φ^{mc1}_d , φ^{mc2}_d ; λ_1(1 − λ_2), λ_2(1 − λ_1) ) + ∑_2

i=0 S_i(λ_1, λ_2) (m ≠ 0). Here, J and S_i are as in Theorem 3.12 with α = φ^{ma}_d , β = φ^{mb}_d , γ_i = φ^{mci}_d .

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, we have N_1(S_{4,λ}; χ^0) = q^2.

For m ≠ 0,

N_1(S_{4,λ}; χ^m) = ∑ u,v φ^{ma}_d (u)φ^{mb}_d (v)φ^{m(c1 −a)} d (1 − u)φ^{m(c2−b)}_d (1 − v) × φ^{m(a−c1−c2)} d (1 − λ_1u)φ^{m(b−c1−c2)} d (1 − λ_2v)φ^{m(c1 +c2−a−b)} d (1 − λ_1u − λ_2v).

Here, note that φ^{⟨n⟩}_d = φ^n_d . Thus, the theorem follows by Theorem 3.12. □

Corollary 4.14. Let the assumptions and notations be as in Theorem 4.13. Put f_r(λ_1, λ_2) = F_4 ( φ^{ma}_{d,r} ; φ^{mb}_{d,r} ; φ^{mc1}_{d,r} , φ^{mc2}_{d,r} ; λ_1(1 − λ_2), λ_2(1 − λ_1) ) . Then,

L(S_{4,λ}, χ^m; t) = 1 1 − q^2t

(m = 0), exp ( ∑_∞ r=1 J^r · f_r(λ_1, λ_2) t^r r ) ∏_2 i=0(1 − S_it) (m ≠ 0).

Proof. Note that, for η ∈ ^κ^× and η_r = η ∘ N_{κr /κ}, if λ ∈ κ then η_r(λ) = η^r(λ). Similarly as Corollary 4.5, we obtain

N_r(S_{4,λ}, χ^m; t) = q^{2r} (m = 0), J^rf_r(λ_1, λ_2) +

∑_2 i=0 S^r_i (λ_1, λ_2) (m ≠ 0), by Theorem 4.13, and hence the corollary follows formally. □

Acknowledgements The author would like to thank Noriyuki Otsubo for his constant support, and would also like to thank Yoshiaki Goto for his helpful comments about integral representations of Lauricella functions F_C . This work was supported by JST SPRING, Grant Number JPMJSP2109.

References

[1] N. Archinard, Hypergeometric abelian varieties, Canad. J. Math. 55 (5) (2003), 897–932. [2] W. N. Bailey, On the double-integral representation of Appell’s function F_4, Quart. J. Math.

(Oxford), 12 (1941), 12–14.

[3] J. L. Burchnall and T. W. Chaundy, Expansions of Appell’s double hypergeometric functions, Quart. J. Math. (Oxford), 11 (1940), 249–270.

[4] A. S. Chetry and G. Kalita, Lauricella hypergeometric series F^{(n)}_A over finite fields, The Ramanujan J., 57 (2022), 1335–1354.

[5] S. Frechette, H. Swisher and F.-T. Tu, A cubic transformation formula for Appell-Lauricella hypergeometric functions over finite fields, Res. Number Theory 4 (2018):27.

[6] E. Freitag and R. Kiehl, Etale cohomology and the Weil conjecture, Springer, 1988.

[7] J. Fuselier, L. Long, R. Ramakrishna, H. Swisher and F.-T. Tu, Hypergeometric functions over finite fields, Memoire AMS (to appear).

[8] J. Greene, Hypergeometric functions over finite fields, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 301 (1) (1987), 77–101.

[9] B. He, A finite field analogue for Appell series F_3, arXiv:1704.03509v2. 2017. [10] B. He, A Lauricella hypergeometric series over finite fields, arXiv:1610.04473. 2017. [11] B. He, L. Li and R. Zhang, An Appell series over finite fields, Finite fields and their applications, 48 (2017), 289–305.

[12] P. W. Karlsson, Some reduction formulas for hypergeometric functions, Math. Scand., 31 (1972), 248–256.

[13] N. M. Katz, Exponential sums and differential equations, Annals of Mathematics Studies, Volume 124, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1990.

[14] M. Kita, On hypergeometric functions in several variables 1. New integral representations on Euler type, Japan. J. Math. 18 (1) (1992), 25–74.

[15] N. Koblitz, The number of points on certain families of hypersurfaces over finite fields, Compositio Math., 48 (1983), 3–23.

[16] T.-H. Koornwinder and J.-V. Stokman (Eds.), Encyclopedia of special functions the Askey- Betaman project, Vol. II : Multivariable special functions, Cambridge University Press, 2021.

[17] L. Li, X. Li and R. Mao, Appell series F_1 over finite fields, Int. J. Number Theory, 14 (3) (2018), 727–738.

[18] H. Ma, Some properties for Appell series F_2 over finite fields, Integral transforms and special functions, 30 (12) (2019), 992–1003.

[19] D. McCarthy, Transformations of well-poised hypergeometric functions over finite fields, Finite Fields Appl., 18 (6) (2012), 1133–1147.

[20] K. Mimachi and M. Noumi, Solutions in terms of integrals of multivalued functions for the classical hypergeometric equations and the hypergeometric system on the configuration space, Kyushu J. Math., 70 (2016), 315–342.

[21] K. Mimachi and T. Sasaki, Irreducibility and reducibility of Lauricella’s system of differential equations E_D and the Jordan-Pochhammer differential equation E_{JP} , Kyushu J. Math., 66 (2012), 61–87.

[22] A. Nakagawa, Artin L-functions of diagonal hypersurfaces and generalized hypergeometric functions over finite fields, arXiv:2111.15054v2.

[23] N. Otsubo, Hypergeometric functions over finite fields, arXiv:2108.06754,2021. [24] N. Otsubo and T. Senoue, Product formulas for hypergeometric functions over finite fields, Res. Number Theory, 8 (2022):80.

[25] J-P. Serre, Zeta and L functions, Arithmetical Algebraic Geometry, Harper and Row, New York, 1965, 82–92.

[26] L. J. Slater, Generalized hypergeometric functions, Cambridge University Press 1966. [27] M. Tripathi and R. Barman, A finite field analogue of the Appell series F_4, Res. Number Theory 4 (2018):35.

[28] M. Tripathi and R. Barman, Certain product formulas and values of Gaussian hypergeometric series, Res. Number theory 6 (2020):26.

[29] M. Tripathi, N. Saikia and R. Barman, Appell’s hypergeometric series over finite fields, Int.

J. Number Theory, 16 (4) (2020), 673–692.

[30] A. Weil, Numbers of Solutions of Equations in Finite Fields, Bulletin of the Amer. Math.

Soc., 55 (1949), 497–508.

Department of Mathematics and Informatics, Graduate School of Science, Chiba University, Inage, Chiba, 263-8522, Japan

Email address: akio.nakagawa.math@icloud.com