arXiv:2402.05730v2 [math.NT] 29 Feb 2024

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY FROM A FAMILY OF IDENTITIES FOR MULTIPLE HARMONIC SUMS

TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE

Abstract. We give a new expression of the multiple harmonic sum, which serves as a refinement of the iterated integral expression of the multiple zeta value, and prove it using the so-called connected sum method. Based on this fact, by taking two kinds of limit operations, we obtain new proofs of both the duality for multiple zeta values and the duality for finite multiple zeta values.

0. Introduction

The following have kept its place as fundamental in the study of multiple zeta values for about thirty years.

Theorem 0.1 (Iterated integral expression of MZV; widely attributed to Drinfel’d and Kontsevich, and explicitly written in literature by Le–Murakami [LM]). Let k_1, . . . , k_r be positive integers with k_r > 1. Set k := k_1 + · · · + k_r, ω_0(t) :=^{dt}_t , and ω_1(t) :=^{dt}_{1−t} . Then, we have ζ(k_1, . . . , k_r) = ∫ 0<t_1<···<t_k <1 ω_{a1} (t_1) · · · ω_{ak} (t_k),

where, for i ∈ {1, k_1 + 1, k_1 + k_2 + 1, . . . , k_1 + · · · + k_{r−1} + 1}, a_i = 1 and for all other i, a_i = 0.

This integral is improper, but can be approximated by certain Riemann sums: ∫ 0<t_1<···<t_k<1 ω_{a1} (t_1) · · · ω_{ak} (t_k) = lim_{N→∞} ∑ 0<n_1<···<n_k<N ω̂^{(N)}_{a1} (n_1) · · · ω̂^{(N)}_{ak} (n_k),

where ω̂^{(N)}_0 (n) :=^{1/N}_{n/N} =^1_n and ω̂^{(N)}_1 (n) :=^{1/N}_{1−n/N} =^1_{N−n} . If one tries truncating both sides of the expression in Theorem 0.1, the multiple harmonic sum and the Riemann sum do not coincide in general: ζ_{<N} (k_1, . . . , k_r) ≠ ∑ 0<n_1<···<n_k<N ω̂^{(N)}_{a1} (n_1) · · · ω̂^{(N)}_{ak} (n_k).

This non-coincidence is not surprising, because there is no necessity for the values of two convergent sequences to coincide when they converge to the same limit. However, surprisingly, we found that by appropriately changing the range of the summation of the Riemann sum to a range that is nontrivial yet systematic, the equality can be achieved

Key words and phrases. Multiple harmonic sum, Multiple zeta value, Finite multiple zeta value, Duality, Iterated integral.

This research was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 21K13762. 1

2 TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE

for all N. (See Theorem 1.3). Unfortunately, this paper does not provide an adequate explanation for why such a phenomenon occurs, but we give a proof of the equality by finding an appropriate “connector.” We hope that our main result will have numerous applications; however, in this paper, we present a few applications which involve deriving the duality of multiple zeta values and the duality of finite multiple zeta values^1. It is intriguing that there exists a hidden connection between these two dualities, not merely analogous but closely related that they can be derived from a single formula.

1. Main result

Let N be a positive integer. We call a tuple of integers k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) an index. We call wt(k) := k_1 + · · · + k_r its weight and dep(k) := r its depth. Then the multiple harmonic sum ζ_{<N} (k) is defined by

ζ_{<N} (k) := ∑ 0<n_1<···<n_r <N 1 n^{k1}_1 · · · n^{kr}_r . Based on the multiple harmonic sum, the multiple zeta value and the finite multiple zeta value are defined through two different operations. When k_r ≥ 2, the index k is called an admissible index. For an admissible index k, the multiple zeta value ζ(k) is defined as ζ(k) := lim_{N→∞} ζ_{<N} (k) ∈ R. For an index k, not necessarily admissible, the finite multiple zeta value ζ_A(k) is defined as ζ_A(k) := (ζ_{<p}(k) mod p)_{p∈P} ∈ A, where A is defined as

A := ( ∏ p∈P Z/pZ )/( ⨁ p∈P Z/pZ )

and P is the set of all prime numbers.

In recent years, there are numerous studies on relations among multiple zeta values in R and relations among finite multiple zeta values in A. There are families of relations that, due to their similar forms, are referred to by the same name such as the “sum formula” in each world. See [Kan, Zh] for various known relations. The main subject of this paper is the families of relations known as the “duality.” Let us recall the duality in each world.

Each admissible index k is uniquely expressed as k = ({1}^{a1−1}, b_1 + 1, . . . , {1}^{as−1}, b_s + 1), where s and a_1, . . . , a_s, b_1, . . . , b_s are positive integers. Here, {1}^a means 1, . . . , 1 repeated a times. Then the dual index k^† of k is defined as

k^† := ({1}^{bs−1}, a_s + 1, . . . , {1}^{b1−1}, a_1 + 1).

Theorem 1.1 (Duality in R). For an admissible index k, we have ζ(k) = ζ(k^†). 1Another application has already been obtained for the extended double shuffle relation [S3].

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY 3

This was conjectured by Hoffman [H1] and was proved using Theorem 0.1 as explained in [Za]. Several proofs of this duality are known, such as [Kaw1] (deducing from Kawashima’s relation), [BC] (induction), [HS] (deducing from the confluence relations), and [SY1] (connected sum method).

For an index k = ({1}^{a1−1}, b_1 + 1, . . . , {1}^{as−1−1}, b_{s−1} + 1, {1}^{as−1}, b_s), the Hoffman dual k^∨ of k is defined as

k^∨ := (a_1, {1}^{b1−1}, a_2 + 1, {1}^{b2−1}, . . . , a_s + 1, {1}^{bs−1}),

where s and a_1, . . . , a_s, b_1, . . . , b_s are positive integers.

For two indices k and l, the relation l ⪯ k means l obtained by replacing some commas in k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) by plus signs. For example, (5, 1) ⪯ (2, 3, 1), (9) ⪯ (1, 4, 2, 2), and k ⪯ k. Then we define the finite multiple zeta star value ζ^⋆_A(k) as

ζ^⋆_A(k) := ∑ l⪯k ζ_A(l). Theorem 1.2 (Duality in A). For an index k, we have

ζ^⋆_A(k) = −ζ^⋆_A(k^∨).

This relation is also known as Hoffman’s duality because this was first proved by Hoffman [H2, Theorem 4.6]. Several proofs of this duality are known, such as [I] (Landen type connection), [Y1] (Yamamoto’s integral expression), and [SY2] (connected sum method).

Although the above two dualities are called by the same name, it is not clear to what extent they are mathematically similar. For instance, there are known families of relations called the “cyclic sum formula” in R ([HO]) and in A ([KO]) with the same name, and as explained in [S2, §7], the fact that both can be derived simultaneously from the same connected sum lends credibility of their way of naming. As another example, the duality satisfied by the so-called symmetric multiple zeta values (see [Kan, Definition 9.3] for the definition) and the duality in A have been derived simultaneously from a single formula for finite multiple harmonic q-series in [BTT]. Indeed, the duality for symmetric multiple zeta values has the same form as the duality in A. On the other hand, the forms of the dualities in R and A are different, and additionally, the proofs for these dualities using the connected sum method explained in [S2, §5, §6] employ different connected sums, giving rise to the sense that, although they share the same name, they may in fact be different phenomena.

In this context, several years ago, Minoru Hirose asked the second author the following question in a private communication: “Is it possible to derive the duality in R and the duality in A simultaneously?” This paper gives an affirmative answer to this question.

In order to achieve this, we state the new formula mentioned in Introduction. First, let us prepare some notation. For a positive integer n, [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. For a positive integer k and an index n = (n_1, . . . , n_k) with n_1 < N, we define P^{(N)}_k (n) ∈ Q as

P^{(N)}_k (n) := 1 (N − n_1)n_2 · · · n_k .

4 TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE

When k = 1, P^{(N)}_1 (n_1) is not 1/n_1 but 1/(N − n_1). For an index k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) with wt(k) = k, we define sets J(k) and S_N (k) as

J(k) := {1, k_1 + 1, k_1 + k_2 + 1, . . . , k_1 + · · · + k_{r−1} + 1, k + 1} and S_N (k) := (n_1, . . . , n_k) ∈ Z^k | | | | n_{i−1} < n_i if i ∈ J(k), n_{i−1} ≤ n_i if i ∈ [k] \ J(k), where n_0 = 0, n_{k+1} = N , respectively. When indices are joined by commas, it means the concatenation, and it is understood that parentheses are appropriately removed. For example, ((2, 3), (3, 1)) = (2, 3, 3, 1) and ((3, 5), 1) = (3, 5, 1). Finally, we define a kind of multiple harmonic sum in the form of a Riemann sum, denoted as ζ^♭_{<N} (k), as follows:

ζ^♭_{<N} (k) := ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S_N (k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] r∏ i=1 P^{(N)}_{ki} (n_i).

For example,

ζ^♭_{<N} (2, 3) = ∑ 0<n_1≤n_2<n_3≤n_4≤n_5<N 1 (N − n_1)n_2(N − n_3)n_4n_5 . We prove that two kinds of multiple harmonic sums coincide.

Theorem 1.3 (Discretization of the iterated integral expression of MZV). For a positive integer N and an index k, we have ζ_{<N} (k) = ζ^♭_{<N} (k). When k consists of a sequence of 1s, that is, for some a, k = ({1}^a), this appears in Granville’s paper (in his notation as B(m, g − j)). Based on this family of identities, it is possible to obtain new proofs of the duality in R and the duality in A.

Theorem 1.3 ζ_{<N} (k) − ζ_{<N} (k^†) = (explicit terms)

Duality in A

Duality in R N − n → nN → ∞ mod p

Therefore, this formula knows both dualities and this could be considered as providing an answer to Hirose’s question.

In Section 2, we will derive the duality in R from Theorem 1.3 and in Section 3, we will derive the duality in A from Theorem 1.3. After checking these, in Section 4, we will prove Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we consider p-adic liftings of the duality in A.

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY 5

Remark 1.4. In the first draft of this paper, we mentioned the similarity between the identity in Theorem 1.3 and Kawashima’s identity [Kaw2, Proposition 3.2], stating that revealing the relationship between them as future research. However, after reading our first draft, Yamamoto has already provided an answer [Y2].

As a simple example of discretization other than MZVs, the following holds:

log 2 = ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^{n−1} n = ∫_1 0 dt 1 + t

discretization −−−−−−−→ 2N−1∑

n=1 (−1)^{n−1} n = N−1∑ n=0 1 N + n . Is there any law of discretization that holds for a wider subclass of periods? Here, “periods” refers to those in the sense of Kontsevich–Zagier [KZ].

2. Deriving the duality in R We prepare one lemma for use in error estimation.

Lemma 2.1. Let k be a positive integer and a_1, b_1, . . . , a_k, b_k non-negative integers satisfying a_1, b_k ≥ 1 and a_i + b_i ≥ 1 for all i ∈ [k]. If for at least one i ∈ [k], a_i + b_i ≥ 2 holds, then we have lim_{N→∞} ∑ 0<n_1<n_2<···<n_k<N k∏ i=1 1 (N − n_i)^{ai} n^{bi}_i = 0.

Proof. Let c_1, d_1, . . . , c_k, d_k be 0 or 1, where for each i ∈ [k], we can choose c_i and d_i such that c_i + d_i = 1, making possible the subsequent argument. By applying the transformation N − n_i → n_{k+1−i} as necessary, we can get the following estimate: ∑ 0<n_1<n_2<···<n_k<N k∏ i=1 1 (N − n_i)^{ai} n^{bi}_i ≤ ∑ 0<n_1<n_2<···<n_k<N 1 (N − n_1)n_1 k∏ i=2 1 (N − n_i)^{ci} n^{di}_i . By using a partial fraction decomposition 1 (N − n_1)n_1 = 1 N ( 1 n_1 + 1 N − n_1 )

and an estimate ∑ 0<n_1<n_2<···<n_k<N k∏ i=1 1 (N − n_i)^{ci} n^{di}_i ≤ ∑ 0<n_1,...,n_k<N 1 n_1 · · · n_k = O(log^k N),

we can conclude the statement. □

Before giving the general proof, let us look at the case of k = (3) as a special case. By Theorem 1.3, we have

ζ_{<N} (3) = ζ^♭_{<N} (3) = ∑ 0<n_1≤n_2≤n_3<N 1 (N − n_1)n_2n_3

6 TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE and ζ_{<N} (1, 2) = ζ^♭_{<N} (1, 2) = ∑ 0<m_1<m_2≤m_3<N 1 (N − m_1)(N − m_2)m_3 = ∑ 0<n_1≤n_2<n_3<N 1 (N − n_1)n_2n_3 . Here we have set n_1 = N − m_3, n_2 = N − m_2, and n_3 = N − m_1. Hence we can compute

ζ_{<N} (3) − ζ_{<N} (1, 2) = ∑ 0<n_1<n_3<N 1 (N − n_1)n_1n_3 + ∑ 0<n_1<n_2<N 1 (N − n_1)n^2 + ∑ 0<n_1<N 1 (N − n_1)n^2_1 − ∑ 0<n_1<n_3<N 1 (N − n_1)n_1n_3 . Since we can apply Lemma 2.1 for each sum in the right-hand side, we get ζ(3) = ζ(1, 2). In this case, we also obtain an expression

ζ_{<N} (3) − ζ_{<N} (1, 2) = ∑ 0<n_1≤n_2<N 1 (N − n_1)n^2

and this coincides with [BB, Equation (3.1)]. Therefore, the proof of the duality provided below can be considered as a generalization of the second proof of ζ(3) = ζ(1, 2) in Borwein–Bradley’s beautiful article [BB].

For positive integers k and N, we set T_N (k) := {(n_1, . . . , n_k) ∈ Z^k | 0 < n_1 < · · · < n_k < N}. Proof of Theorem 1.1 using Theorem 1.3. Let k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) be an admissible index with wt(k) = k. By Theorem 1.3, we have

ζ_{<N} (k) = ζ^♭_{<N} (k) = ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S_N (k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] r∏ i=1 P^{(N)}_{ki} (n_i).

After applying the same procedure to its dual index k^†, by applying the transformation N − n_i → n_{k+1−i} for all i ∈ [k], we obtain

ζ_{<N} (k^†) = ζ^♭_{<N} (k^†) = ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S^′_N (k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] r∏ i=1 P^{(N)}_{ki} (n_i)

for some S^′_N (k) ⊂ Z^k. Both S_N (k) and S^′_N (k) include T_N (k) as a subset and we can check that the right-hand side of

(2.1) ζ_{<N} (k) − ζ_{<N} (k^†) = ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S_N (k)\T_N (k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] − ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S^′_N (k)\T_N (k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] r∏ i=1 P^{(N)}_{ki} (n_i)

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY 7

is expressed as a finite sum of plus or minus one times sums of the form appearing in Lemma 2.1. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1, we have lim_{N→∞} ( ζ_{<N} (k) − ζ_{<N} (k^†) ) = 0 and this is the duality in R. □ This not only provides a new proof of the duality in R by series manipulation but also, (2.1) offers a method to concretely describe the discrepancy between ζ_{<N} (k) and ζ_{<N} (k^†).

3. Deriving the duality in A It is known that Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to the following relations.

Theorem 3.1 (Hoffman [H2, Theorem 4.7]). For an index k, we have ζ_A(k) = (−1)^{dep(k)} ∑ k⪯l ζ_A(l). We prove Theorem 3.1 directly from Theorem 1.3. The proof essentially relies only on (3.1) 1 p − n ≡ − 1 n (mod p)

for a prime number p and a positive integer n < p.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 using Theorem 1.3. Let p be a prime number. By definition, for k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) with wt(k) = k, we compute

ζ^♭_{<p}(k) = ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈S_p(k) dep(n_i)=k_i for all i∈[r] r∏ i=1 P^{(p)}_{ki} (n_i) ≡ (−1)^r ∑ (m_1 ,...,m_k)∈S_p(k) 1 m_1 · · · m_k (mod p).

Since ∑ (m_1,...,m_k)∈S_p(k) 1 m_1 · · · m_k = ∑ k⪯l ζ_{<p}(l) holds, the proof completes. □ Hoffman’s original proof of Theorem 1.2 was based on an identity ([H2, Theorem 4.2])

(3.2) ∑ 1≤n_1≤···≤n_r≤N 1 n^{k1}_1 · · · n^{kr}_r = ∑ 1≤m_1≤···≤m_s≤N (−1)^{ms−1} ( N m_s ) 1 m^{l1}_1 · · · m^{ls}_s and a congruence (−1)^{m−1} ( p − 1 m ) ≡ −1 (mod p),

where (k_1, . . . , k_r)^∨ = (l_1, . . . , l_s), p is a prime number, and m is a positive integer less than p. In the present study, obtaining a proof of Hoffman’s duality from an identity without binomial coefficients is, at least for the authors, an unexpected phenomenon.

8 TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3 We prove Theorem 1.3 by using the connected sum method, which was introduced in [SY1]. See [S2] for more details. The flow of the proof is as follows: Find an appropriate “connector” and define the “connected sum” to connect ζ_{<N} (k) and ζ^♭_{<N} (k). Then, components of the index within ζ_{<N} (k) are progressively transported through this connected sum towards ζ^♭_{<N} (k), ultimately resulting in ζ_{<N} (k) completely transitioning into ζ^♭_{<N} (k).

Fix a positive integer N. For non-negative integers n and m satisfying n ≤ m ≤ N, we define a connector C_N (n, m) as

C_N (n, m) := (_m n ) (_N n ). For two indices k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) and n = (n_1, . . . , n_r), we define st(n), end(n), and Q_k(n) as st(n) := n_1, end(n) := n_r, Q_k(n) := 1 n^{k1}_1 · · · n^{kr}_r , respectively. Let k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) and l = (l_1, . . . , l_s) be indices with wt(l) = l. We set ~J(l) and ~S_N (k; l) by ~J(l) := {1, l_1 + 1, l_1 + l_2 + 1, . . . , l_1 + · · · + l_{s−1} + 1} and ~S_N (k; l) := (n_1, . . . , n_r, m_1, . . . , m_l) ∈ Z^{r+l} | | | | | | |

0 < n_1 < · · · < n_r ≤ m_1, m_j < m_{j+1} if j ∈ ~J(l), m_j ≤ m_{j+1} if j ∈ [l] \ ~J(l), where m_{l+1} = N ,

respectively. Then we define a connected sum Z_N (k | l) as

Z_N (k | l) := ∑ (n,m_1,...,m_s)∈ ~S_N (k;l) dep(n)=r, dep(m_j )=l_j for all j∈[s]

Q_k(n) · C_N (end(n), st(m_1)) · s∏ j=1 P^{(N)}_{lj} (m_j ).

Furthermore, we set Z_N (k |) := ζ_{<(N+1)}(k), Z_N (| l) := ζ^♭_{<(N+1)}(l).

Lemma 4.1. For non-negative integers n and m satisfying n ≤ m ≤ N, we have 1 n · C_N (n, m) = ∑ n≤b≤m C_N (n, b) · 1 b (n > 0), (4.1) ∑ n<a≤m 1 a · C_N (a, m) = ∑ n≤b<m C_N (n, b) · 1 N − b (n < m). (4.2)

Proof. Since we can easily see that 1 n · ( C_N (n, b) − C_N (n, b − 1) ) = C_N (n, b) · 1 b

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY 9

for 0 < n < b ≤ m, and 1 a · ( C_N (a, b + 1) − C_N (a, b) ) = ( C_N (a − 1, b) − C_N (a, b) ) · 1 N − b for n < a ≤ b < m, we obtain the desired formulas. □ Lemma 4.2. Let k be a positive integer and k, l indices. Then we have Z_N (k, k | l) = Z_N (k | k, l), Z_N (k, k |) = Z_N (k | k), Z_N (k | l) = Z_N (| k, l). Proof. By applying (4.1) k − 1 times followed by a single application of (4.2), it follows from the definitions of connected sums. □ Proof of Theorem 1.3. Write k = (k_1, . . . , k_r). By repeatedly using Lemma 4.2 dep(k) times, it is calculated as follows: ζ_{<(N+1)}(k) = Z_N (k_1, . . . , k_r |)

= Z_N (k_1, . . . , k_{r−1} | k_r) = · · · = Z_N (| k_1, . . . , k_r) = ζ^♭_{<(N+1)}(k).

This completes the proof. □

5. Duality in ^A As a lifting of the finite multiple zeta value ζ_A(k), the p-adic finite multiple zeta value ζ_{^A}(k) is defined as follows: ζ_{^A}(k) := ((ζ_{<p}(k) mod p^n)_{p∈P} )_{n∈Z>0} ∈ ^A, where the p-adic number ring ^A is defined as

^A := lim ←−_n ( ∏ p∈P Z/p^nZ )/( ⨁ p∈P Z/p^nZ ) . This object was originally defined by Rosen [R], and up to the present, many liftings of relations among finite multiple zeta values to p-adic relations in ^A have been obtained. Note that there is a natural isomorphism ^A/p ^A ≃ A and ^A has the p-adic topology, where p ∈ ^A is defined as p := ((p mod p^n)_{p∈P} )_{n∈Z>0}.

Rosen proved a p-adic lifting of Theorem 3.1 and the second author proved a p-adic lifting of Theorem 1.2:

Theorem 5.1 (Rosen [R, Theorem 4.5]). For an index k, we have

ζ_{^A}(k) + ∞∑ i=0 (−1)^i ∑ l a_lζ_{^A}(l, 1)p^{i+1} = (−1)^{dep(k)} ∑ k⪯l ζ_{^A}(l),

10 TAKUMI MAESAKA, SHIN-ICHIRO SEKI, AND TAIKI WATANABE

where l runs over indices appearing in k ∗ ({1}^i) = ∑ a_ll. The product ∗ is the usual stuffle product as explained in [Kan, §2].

Theorem 5.2 (Seki [S1, Theorem 1.3]). For an index k, we have ∞∑ i=0 ζ^⋆_{^A}(k, {1}^i)p^i = − ∞∑ i=0 ζ^⋆_{^A}(k^∨, {1}^i)p^i, where ζ^⋆_{^A}(k) := ∑ l⪯k ζ_{^A}(l). Both proofs based on Hoffman’s identity (3.2). Here, we present one p-adic lifting of Theorem 3.1 based on Theorem 1.3. For an index k = (k_1, . . . , k_r) and a tuple of non-negative integers l = (l_1, . . . , l_r), we use the following notation:

l ⊕ k := (l_1 + k_1, . . . , l_r + k_r), l ⊘ k := (l_1 + 1, {1}^{k1−1}, . . . , l_r + 1, {1}^{kr−1}), and wt(l) := l_1 + · · · + l_r.

Theorem 5.3. For an index k, we have

ζ_{^A}(k) = (−1)^{dep(k)} ∞∑ i=0 ∑ l∈Z^{dep(k)} ≥0 wt(l)=i

∑ l⊕k⪯m⪯l⊘k ζ_{^A}(m)p^i.

Proof. In the proof in Section 3, one may use a p-adic expansion 1 p − n = − ∞∑ l=0 p^l n^{l+1} instead of (3.1). □

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to express their gratitude to Professor Hidekazu Furusho and Professor Masanobu Kaneko for their valuable comments on the history of Theorem 0.1.

References

[BB] J. M. Borwein, D. M. Bradley, Thirty-two Goldbach variations, Int. J. Number Theory 2 (2006), 65–103.

[BC] J. M. Borwein, O-Y. Chan, Duality in tails of multiple-zeta values, Int. J. Number Theory 6 (2010), 501–514.

[BTT] H. Bachmann, Y. Takeyama, K. Tasaka, Cyclotomic analogues of finite multiple zeta values, Compos. Math. 154 (2018), 2701–2721.

[G] A. Granville, A decomposition of Riemann’s zeta-function, in: Analytic Number Theory, Kyoto, 1996, in: London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 247, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1997, 95–101.

[HS] M. Hirose, N. Sato, Iterated integrals on P^1 \{0, 1, ∞, z} and a class of relations among multiple zeta values, Adv. Math. 348 (2019), 163–182.

[H1] M. E. Hoffman, Multiple harmonic series, Pacific J. Math. 152 (1992), 275–290. [H2] M. E. Hoffman, Quasi-symmetric functions and mod p multiple harmonic sums, Kyushu J.

Math. 69 (2015), 345–366.

[HO] M. E. Hoffman, Y. Ohno, Relations of multiple zeta values and their algebraic expression, J.

Algebra 262 (2003), 332–347.

DERIVING TWO DUALITIES SIMULTANEOUSLY 11

[I] K. Imatomi, Multi-poly-Bernoulli-star numbers and finite multiple zeta-star values, Integers 14 (2014), Paper No. A51, 10 pp.

[Kan] M. Kaneko, An introduction to classical and finite multiple zeta values, Publications mathématiques de Besançon. Algèbre et théorie des nombres, 2019/1, (2019), 103–129.

[KO] N. Kawasaki, K. Oyama, Cyclic sums of finite multiple zeta values, Acta Arith. 195 (2020), 281–288.

[Kaw1] G. Kawashima, A class of relations among multiple zeta values, J. Number Theory 129 (2009), 755–788.

[Kaw2] G. Kawashima, Multiple series expressions for the Newton series which interpolate finite multiple harmonic sums, preprint, arXiv:0905.0243.

[KZ] M. Kontsevich and D. Zagier, Periods, Mathematics Unlimited-2001 and beyond, Springer, Berlin 2001, 771–808.

[LM] T. Q. T. Le, J. Murakami, Kontsevich’s integral for the Homfly polynomial and relations between values of multiple zeta functions, Topology Appl. 62 (1995), 193–206.

[R] J. Rosen, Asymptotic relations for truncated multiple zeta values, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 91 (2015), 554–572.

[S1] S. Seki, The p-adic duality for the finite star-multiple polylogarithms, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 71 (2019), 111–122.

[S2] S. Seki, Connectors, RIMS Kôkyûroku 2160 (2020), 15–27.

[S3] S. Seki, A proof of the extended double shuffle relation without using integrals, preprint, arXiv:2402.18300.

[SY1] S. Seki, S. Yamamoto, A new proof of the duality of multiple zeta values and its generalizations, Int. J. Number Theory 15 (2019), 1261–1265.

[SY2] S. Seki, S. Yamamoto, Ohno-type identities for multiple harmonic sums, J. Math. Soc. Japan 72 (2020), 673–686.

[Y1] S. Yamamoto, Multiple zeta-star values and multiple integrals, Various aspects of multiple zeta values, RIMS Kôkyûroku Bessatsu B68 (2017), 3–14.

[Y2] S. Yamamoto, Private communication, (2024).

[Za] D. Zagier, Values of zeta functions and their applications, First European Congress of Mathematics, Vol. II (Paris, 1992), 497–512. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1994.

[Zh] J. Zhao, Multiple zeta functions, multiple polylogarithms and their special values, Series on Number Theory and its Applications, 12. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, 2016. xxi+595 pp.

Department of Information and Computer Science, Kanazawa Institute of Technology, 7-1, Ohgigaoka, Nonoichi, Ishikawa, 921-8501, Japan

Email address: c1117334@planet.kanazawa-it.ac.jp

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Aoyama Gakuin University, 5-10-1 Fuchinobe, Chuo-ku, Sagamihara, Kanagawa, 252-5258, Japan

Email address: seki@math.aoyama.ac.jp

Komaba Toho High School, 4-5-1, Ikejiri, Setagaya-ku, Tokyo, 154-0001, Japan Email address: taiki11235@gmail.com