ARITHMETICAL PARAPHRASES®
BY

E. T. BELL

I. INTRODUCTION
1. Let

& = (i1, Tiz,y ** ) Tia,) (i=1,2,.--,r),
n5 = (Yj1, Yiz. ***» Yiv,) (G=1,2,:-,8),
denote (r + ) one-rowed matrices of independent variables, no pair of mat-
rices having a variable in common. Write
—&i=(—2a, — Ti2, *o*, — Tig,)) = — (T, Tia, =+, Tia,)
and similarly for — 9;. If in n; each y = 0, %, is said to vanish. Let

(1) f(El:EZJ'”;Erlnl)n?:"'»170)

denote a function which exists and has a determinate value for all integral
values = 0 of the z, y in £, n; which remains unchanged in value when any

one of the { is replaced by its negative, and which changes sign and vanishes
with each of the . Similarly

(2) 9(51152:"‘951“): h(l"’l,’h:""’h)

exist and are determinate for all integral values of the z, y in £, 7 respectively;
the value of g is unchanged when any one of the £ is replaced by its negative;
h changes sign and vanishes with each 7.

It is emphasized, once for all, that beyond these restrictions f, g, & are
wholly arbitrary.

As examples of the bar notation,

flz,y)) =f(—=z,y]) =f(z, —yl);

flzly) =f(—=ly) = = f(z|-y);

fle,9) = —f(l—=,9) = —f(lz, —y);

FUz,9)l2) =f((—=2, —y)lz) = —f((z, 9)| = 2);
F(z,9,2), (u,w)|(2,20)) =f((—z, —y, —2), (u, w)[(¢,v))

=f((f¢,y,-’»), (—u, — w)l(t,”)) = —f((x’y’z)’(u:'w)‘(_ t, — ”))'
* Read before the San Francisco Section of the Society, October, 1918.
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2 E. T. BELL [January

2. The parity of the f in (1) is denoted by
3) p(ay, az, -+, a by, by, -+-, bs);
and the respective parities of g, k in (2) are
4) p(ai, a2, -+, a)0),  p(Olbi, by, -+, b0),

the notation being obvious. The positive integers

) w=2a,~+j;b,-, d=r+3s,

=

are called the order and degree respectively of f. Similarly for g, k. When
ai=1=b; (i=1,2,---,rj=1,2,--,s),

the parities (3), (4) are written respectively:

(6) p(17[1*), p(17|0), p(0|1°).

Likewise, if a; of the a; each = a;, and §; of the b; each = b;, the parities
(3), (4) are written (the order of the a’s or b’s within (|) is immaterial),

(7) p(a‘l‘l’a;z’...lb‘ﬁx,bga’...); p(a‘:l’a;:’...l()); p(Olbfx’bgz’...)'

From the definitions, an f whose parity is p (17|1?) is a function of (r + s)
single independent variables, even separately in r of them, odd in each of
the remaining s variables, and vanishing with each of the s. The corre-
sponding statement for a function of parity p(17|0) follows on supposing
s = 0; similarly for one of parity p(0|1°), on supposing r = 0. Hence-
forth we shall in general consider it unnecessary to give separate statements
for f, g, k of (1), (2), regarding all as implicit in the statement for (1). The
parity of a constant is considered = p (0|0).

3. Without difficulty it may be shown* that an f of order w and degree § is

* For this result and that of § 4, cf. Bell, Bulletin of the American Mathe-
matical Society, vol. 25 (1918-19), p. 313. The proofs follow readily from the fun-
damental identities (52), (53) of § 33, and (59), (60) of §35. On account of its interest we
add the following alternative proof. We are concerned in §§ 3, 4 with a generalization of the
expression of a function as the sum of an odd and an even function. Thus

o (z) = [f(z) +f(=2)]1+ [f(z) =f(—2)] = ¢o(2) + 1 (2),
oAf(—z)=[f(z) +f (=)= [f(z) =f(=2)] = ¢o(z) — $1 (7).

If now f is a general function of w variables z = z,, - - -, zu, then singling out z; we define
do(z), ¢1(x). In ¢o, ¢1 we single out z2, and proceeding as in (A ) obtain ¢, ¢o1, $10,
¢11, where 1, 0 indicates oddness or evenness respectively in the variables in order. Pro-

ceeding thus we have eventually 2« functions
birig ... by (ii=0:1;j=ly""“’))

(4)

of parities p (1¢[18), (e + 8 = w).
On the other hand we apply to f(z1, 2, -+, Tw ) = fooo ... o the operations of the group G
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1921] ARITHMETICAL PARAPHRASES 3

linearly expressible in terms of 2“~? suitably chosen functions, all of whose
parities are of the form p (1*|1#), where o + 8 = w.

4. Removing the restriction that the f in (1) shall vanish with each 7, we

get what we shall call a special f of parity (3). E.g., wz/(z + y) is a special f
of parity p(0|1,1,2), =p(0|1,2,1), ete. Clearly, parity has no
relevance in regard to a perfectly arbitrary function of n variables; such a
function is not necessarily even or odd in any one of its variables or in any
matrix £, g of its variables. It is easy to show, however, that an arbitrary
function of n variables is linearly expressible in terms of 2" suitably chosen
special f’s, all of whose parities are of the form p (1%|1#) where « + 8 = n.
This result and that of § 3 are basic in the subsequent discussion.
5. In addition to the functions already defined, we shall consider others, ¢,
having the same parities as f, g, b but further restricted, e.g., as to alterance,
invariance under the substitutions of a finite group on the x, y, etc., the essen-
tial feature being change or invariance of sign under permutation of the
variables. For a reason appearing presently, all functions f, g, &k, ¢ are
called L-functions, where the L stands for Liouville. Functions ¢, and
functions F', G, H, ® which satisfy the same conditions of parity asf, g, k, ¢
but which also implicitly satisfy further conditions, as e.g., continuity, differ-
entiability, etc., with respect to some or all of the x, y variables, are called
restricted L-functions. The explicit restrictions on a given ¢, which so far
as this paper is concerned™® are only of the nature that ¢ is unaltered to within
sign under permutations of the variables, will be exhibited by stating the
equations which express them. Thus,

é((z,y)]z) = — o ((y,2)]2),

expresses that ¢ ((z, »)|z), of parity p(2|1), in addition to satisfying the
parity equations

¢ ((x, y)lz) = ¢((_ r, — y)lz) = - ¢((f€:y)l—z),
of order 2 of changes of sign of the variables and obtain 2« functions
firta ot (i;=10,1),

where 7; = 0, 1 according as in f = fooo... o the sign of x; has not or has been changed. Then,
by repeated application of (A4 ) we obtain a linear transformation with coefficients =+ 1 which
expresses the set of 2¢ functions 2% fy4...4, in terms of the 2« functions ¢. This is true
therefore of the one function 2¢ fop...0 = 2 f.

If in particular (§ 3) f has degree 5, then f is unaltered to within sign by a subgroup (neces-
sarily invariant since G is abelian) of G of order 25. An operation such as (A ) becomes the
identity when f itself has parity, and the number of functions fy ...¢,, ¢4 ...4,, reduces to
2w—8 and the linear transformation between them contains the integer factor 2#—8.

* Other restrictions of great use in applications are of the kinds (i) ¢ (z| ) = 1, 0 according
a8 z is or is not the (2r — 1)th power of an integer; (ii) ¢ (x| ) = 1, 0 according as z is or is
not divisible by a given integer, and a similar restriction upon ¢ (|z); (iii) the obvious exten-
sions of these to ¢’s of several variables. Examples of these will be given in papers to appear
elsewhere.
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4 E. T. BELL [January

which are implicit in the bar notation, is alternating in z, y.

A set of equations expressing restrictions may imply further restrictions.
For example we find theorems for restricted L-functions, ¢, of order 4, the
restrictions first presenting themselves in the form:*

¢(x’ v, =2, w) = ¢(y’ r,2, — w) = - ¢(x, -Y, 'w,z).
From these we infer, among others:
¢(z,y,z,w)=¢(—2,—y, —2, —w)=—9¢(y, — 2, —w,3).

Hence ¢ (z, y, 2, w) may be represented by ¢ ((z, y, z, w)|); and we have
the canonical set of restrictions:

¢((3«‘,y,2,w)|) =¢((?/’93,2, _'w)l) = _¢((x’ _y’w:z)l);

a set being canonical when it includes the parity conditions and a minimum
number of restrictions from which all may be inferred.t

It will be shown, when we consider restrictions in detail, that a canonical
set for a restricted L-function ¢, of order w, may always be found by deter-
mining the group to which a certain algebraic form on w letters associated
with ¢ belongs. This, at first sight, is rather remarkable, as the L-functions
(cf. § 1), are not necessarily algebraic.}

6. With £, n as in § 1, consider the implicitly restricted L-functions:

F(£15 £2’ tT Erlnl’ N2, "y 770)
k - r a; ] b;
EZC". COS( %inxin)'HSin<Zijnyjn)];
| 1 1 j

m=1 1= n= J=1 n=1
k [~ ag
G(El: 527 Y E"I) = mz__.lcm LI:Il COos (’éamin -Tin)].;

k [~ s by
H(lﬂl,ﬂz»"’;ﬂa)EZcm Sm( ﬁmjnyjn)]-
m=1 | j=1 n=1

* An example occurs among the illustrations, § 15 (19a).

t The following alternative statement may be made. In the notation of § 3, footnote, the
permutations of the variables under which f is unaltered to within sign generate with G an
enlarged group I' under which G is invariant to within sign. Thus a canonical set of restric-
tions may be described as one which gives the generators of G and a minimum number of
generators of the factor group of G under T, i.e., the permutation group.

1 Detailed consideration of this point having been omitted to save space, we shall give here
sufficient indications of the course to be followed, from which the whole process can easily
be reconstructed. The algebraic form mentioned is that which is deduced from the reduced
invariant I defined, Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society,
vol. 26, p. 217, § 9, as follows: each k-au (ibid., p. 212, § 2) is to be replaced by the restricted
L-functions F, G or H of this paper, § 6, on the same variables; the algebraic form is then the
coefficient in this result of the general term in the z, ¢ variables when the entire /. is expanded
in powers of these variables.
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Write
AmiE(amilyam&)“',amia‘) (t=1,2,---,71);
ijE(ijlx ﬁmﬂ: ”"Bmib,) G=1,2,--,8);

and let the ¢, o, B denote integers. Then, in its general form, the principle
of paraphrase which we shall use is:
(1) If for all values of the z, y,

(8) F(El’ EZ}"’)ETInl;"n’"',ﬂc)=0’

then \

(80) "Z_lcmf(Aml; Am2: ""Amr|Bm1, Bm2, "‘,Bmc) =0.
(i1) If for all values of the «,

(9) G(EI;‘E?s )Erl) =O;

then ,

(9a) 2 m g (Ami, Am, -+ 5 Aw]) = 0.

(iii) If for all values of the y,

(10) H(‘ﬂl)’h;"',‘m):O:
then
k
(10a) 2 ¢nh (|Bmi, Bnz, -+, Bms) = 0.
m=1

In (8a), (9a), (10a), f, g, h are general L-functions as defined in § 1; and
the principle asserts that the sine-cosine identities (8), (9), (10) may be para-
phrased directly into (8a), (9a), (10a) respectively. By means of this simple
principle, which we shall prove as required (cf. § 18 et seq.), the applications
of the elliptic, hyperelliptic and theta functions to the theory of numbers are
greatly extended. For, from the theories of these functions we write down
identities (8), (9), (10) in which the A,;, Bn»; are matrices whose elements are
linear functions of the divisors of integers belonging to certain linear or quad-
ratic forms (more specifically defined in §§7, 8). The (8a), (9a), (10a)
written down from the (8), (9), (10) then give, for special choices of the L-
functions, as for example

f(z,y]) =y + 2% cosmy, f(z,ylz) = (— 1)*»*sin (2*7/2),
f(=) =x2"sin£.

an inexhaustible source of arithmetical theorems. It will be noted that this

principle effects the passage from circular to L-functions immediately without

further analysis or transformations. Finally, it will be shown,* from a para-
* Cf. §§ 32-34.
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phrase concerning L-functions of parity p(a|0) that we can at once infer
paraphrases in which the L-functions are of either of the parities p (a;, a2|0),
p(0|ai, az), where a; + a; = a. Similarly, from a paraphrase for L-func-
tions of parity p(0|b) follow immediately paraphrases for L-functions of
parity p (b1|b2), where b; 4+ b, = b. Now obviously an L-function of parity
p(ai,az, -+, ar|bi, by, --+, b,) may be regarded as an L-function of any
of the parities p(a;|0), p(0|b;), (¢=1,2,--~,r; j=1,2,---,8).
Applying the foregoing inferences successively to some or all of the a;, b;, we
find that a paraphrase in which the L-functions are unrestricted of parity
p(ai, az, -+, a|by, by, --+, b,), degree §, order w, implies further para-
phrases for unrestricted L-functions of order w, and degree 8, where
6 <V = w.

From the paraphrases for the functions of degree 8’ may be readily built up
paraphrases* for L-functions of order w subject to restrictions as outlined in § 5.

7. Before illustrating the nature of the paraphrases we shall define the sense
in which separation is used constantly throughout. Unless the contrary is
explicitly stated, all integers now considered are positive and different from
zero. Adopting Glaisher’s convenient notation,t we use letters m to denote
odd integers, letters n to denote arbitrary integers; and in reference to separa-
tions, m, n shall always, without further specification, have this significance.
Letters d, § denote positive integral divisors. Hence in m = dé both d, &
are odd; in n ='dd either or both d, § may be odd or even; and n = 2°m,
in which @ = 0, indicates the highest power of 2 that divides n. We shall
be frequently concerned with three types of division, Ty, T;, Ts:

(11) T, :m = dé; To:n=2"m, m = dj; Ts:n=ds.

Let n,c,c1,¢3,++,¢,c¢1,Cz, -+, c, denote fixed integers, n, c > 0, the
rest = 0; ny, ng, -+-, Ny, N1, Nz, - - -, n, variable integers. Then, a separa-
tion of cn is the totality, [S], of all solutions, (2°d, &, 2°d;, &, ---, ni,
nz, +--), of such a system as

v a2 r 2 r 12
ecn=cin+cne+ - +cen e f+e2ng +---+e,n,,

n=2m, ng=2"m, -+, n, = 2" m,,

(12) ni%O) n;;O, Tty n;z )
m=d6, m1=d161,---,m,=d,-6,,
‘a>0)alzo) '.')af=0’

whose essential characteristics are:

* The process is illustrated in Bulletin of the American Mathematical
Society, vol. 26 (1919-20), p. 218, § 10, and elsewhere in the same paper.

t Kronecker used a similar notation in his memoirs on class-number relations; cf. Jour-
nal fir Mathematik, vol. 57 (1860), p. 248.
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i) T; (j=1,2,3)is given for each of ny, na, ---, n,;

(ii) the range of permissible values for each of the n;, nz, - -, n, is speci-
fied, when it is other than + 1 to 4 o« ; viz., the range, which may be any of
Z0, > 0, =0 according to the case, of permissible values for each of the
ni, nz, - - -, n, is specified in a given separation. Similarly for the a’s, which
may range > 0, = 0. The actual set given in (12) is merely a specimen
separation. Thus n; =0, n; >0, n3=0,a=0,a1>0,0;>0,3 =0
characterizes one definite separation; ny > 0,7 =0,n5>0,a> 0,0, =0,
oy = 0 characterizes another.

(iii) The coefficients ¢, ¢;, c; are all positive.

When further conditions, e.g., §; < Vm,, are imposed, the separation, is
sald to be restricted. The degree* of [S] is the number of non-vanishing
ci, C;.

8. Let the degree of [ S] be »; and denote by (S) a particular solution
of (12):

(8) = (M, N, oo, M)

Form w linear functions of the N’s:
Ai=lah+lode+ - + 1N (t1=1,2,---,0);

and denote by F(zi, 22, ---, 2,) any L-function of order w. Construct
F(A1,As, --+,A,) for each (S)in[S]. Since the ¢;, ¢; = 0, there will be
only a finite number, k, of such F’s; say

F(81), F(82), -+, F(8).

We shall be concerned with sums

k
(13) EaiF(Si),

i=1
where the a; denote constant integers, for L-functions of specified parities;
and (13) is defined to be the integration of a; F (X1, X,, ---, X,) over

[8], where
Xi=lhiai+lpze+ - +lyz, (t=1,2, -, w).

9. Separations are segregated into two main classes: linear, when ¢; = ¢;
= ... = ¢, = 0; quadratic, when at least onec; > 0. Linear separations are
further classified according to the types Ty, T,, Ts; and quadratic, in addition
to the specification of types for the 7;, according to the evenness or oddness

* The degree of [S] expresses, as will be evident from the derivations of the paraphrases
in Part II, section V, the greatest number of elliptic and theta series which are multiplied
together in an identity furnishing L-function paraphrases whose integrations (§ 8) are over [S].

This has proved a useful clue in tracing certain of Liouville’s more abstruse results to their
elliptic-theta equivalents, cf. § 13.
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8 E. T. BELL [January

of the n;. This classification is basic in connection with the subsequent classi-
fication and interlacing’ of the paraphrases, the latter depending naturally
upon the former. The elliptic and theta series which we shall use are similarly
classified before paraphrasing.

10. Paraphrases, which will be of the general form Y i=¥a; F(S;) =0,
(cf. § 8), will be stated by giving the separations and corresponding integra-
tions, which always, as in § 8, are with respect to the separations. For sim-
plicity in writing, the L-functions under the Y will sometimes be indicated as
follows:

f(xlszZ: ey Ty, Y1, Y2, "':yt) EF(xI::Q} "':xrlylxy2) "')yn)’

and the paraphrase written D_f() = 0. Paraphrases in which the integra-
tions are over several separations will be similarly written, the several separa-
tions being given separately by different systems of letters, thus:

n=m+2my; n=2m"+m";
my = dy 1, mg = dy by; m =d ¥, m'’ =d"§’;

Always, unless it is explicitly given that they are restricted, the L-functions
are general as defined in § 1.

11. To illustrate the concepts of this introduction we shall now give with-
out proof* a few simple examples. These indicate the nature of the general
formulas into which we later paraphrase certain parts of the theories of elliptic
and theta functions. References are at the end of this paper.

As a first example we consider the following in detail. By a simple trans-
formation it is easily shown to be identical with Liouville’s 5, (f).

n=n"4+n"; n=4ds, n =dé, n'’ =d"'é§":

g D@ —d", 8 +8"]) —f(@ +d", 5 — "))

Here an L-function of parity p (12|0) is integrated over a linear separation
of degree 2, and of a type that may be conveniently designated by 73. The
precise nature of (14) will be evident from a numerical example. Letn = 5;
then:

* The first example is proved in part II, § 23. The paraphrase of the ¢ (z, y) identity in
§ 14 is immediate from the series for the doubly periodic functions of the second kind given
in Part-II, § 16; that of (ii) is a translation of the trigonometric identity obtained on equating
coefficients of g™, the series for the functions being written down from those given by G.
Humbert in Journal de Mathématiques pures et appliquées, (6) 3,
vol. 72 (1907), p. 350, first formula in (5), and from Hermite, Buvres, vol. 2, p. 244, formula 1.
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(n',n")=1(1,4),(2,3),(3,2),(4,1):
(n',n") =1(1,4) (2,3) (3,2)

(d,9d) (1,1) (1,2),(2,1)((1,3),(3,1)

(d”,8") =1(1,4),(2,2),(4,1)|(1,3),(3,1)|(1,2),(2,1)

(4,1)
(1,4),(2,2),(4,1)),
(1,1)

whence, for the successive (n’, n’’) the values of (d' Fd", 8 + §"’) are
(n',n") (& —d”,& +38")

(1,4) [(0,5),(—-1,3),(—3,2)
(2,3) ((0,5),(—-2,3),(1,4),(—-1,2)
(3,2) ((0,5),(—-1,4),(2,3),(1,2)
(4,1) ((0,5),(1,3),(3,2)

(& +d", 8 —28")
(2,-3),(3,-1),(5,0)
(2,-1),(4,1),(3,-2),(5,0)|.
(2,1),(3,2),(4,-1),(5,0)
(2,3),(3,1),(5,0)

Since f{z, y|) =f(—z,y|) = f(z, — y|), we have, on writing

f(z,y) =f(=,y]):

[4f(0,5) + 2f(1,3) + 2f(3,2) + 2f(2,3) +2f(1,4) + 2f(1, 2)]
—[4f(5,0) + 2f(3,1) + 2f(3,2) + 2f(2,3) + 2f(4,1) + 2f(2,1)],
for the left of (14); and this reduces to:
4(f(0,5) —f(5,0)]

+2(f(1,2) —f(2,1) +f(1,3) = f(3,1) +f(1,4) —f(4,)].

Forn = 5, we have (d,8) = (1,5), (5, 1); and the right of (14) is:

(1 - 1){f(0,1) = (1,0)} + (5 — 1){f(0,5) —f(5,0)}

4
+ 2 rg—l{f(l’ 7) _f(r: 1)}’
which agrees with the value found for the left.
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12. All of Liouville’s formulas for functions whose order or degree exceeds
unity have in common one feature which is truly remarkable. To see it for
(14), an inspection of the numerical example will show that in each f (d’ F+ d”’,
8 +8"|), d’, d”’ are associated with their own conjugates &, 8. That is,
if all the resolutions of n in the form n = d’ §’ + d’’ §"’ are

n=dd+d'0 =d;d:+dy oy = - =d, 8 +di 8,
the left of (14) is

(o) UFCdi - df, 8+ 7)) — (s + a7, 8 - 50D,

and not (for instance) what the single >, notation might equally well be used
to express:

(14b) ég[f(di —di, 8+ 8/|) — f(di +di, 8 — &)1
Wherever in the sequel d, §, d’, &, - - - are associated together in an L-func-

tion, the d, §, the d’, &', - - - are conjugates; and the ) has the meaning of
(14a), never of (14b). When we come to examine the elliptic and theta series
for paraphrases, we shall see that paraphrases involving sums of the kind (14b)
may be written down with great ease, while those of the Liouville kind, in
which the sums are of the form (14a) while also readily deducible from certain
of the expansions, are much less common, and therefore of correspondingly
greater interest. The applications of the (14¢) kind seem also to be of more
importance than those of the (14b). It is interesting to note that paraphrases
for sums of L-functions of degrees or orders > 1, in which the divisors are
associated with their own conjugates as arguments of the L-functions, are
implicit in Jacobi’s memoirs on rotation, also in many of Hermite’s earlier
(and some of his later) papers on elliptic functions,* but not in the Fundamenta
Nova. Nor do they occur in Schwarz’ ‘Sammlung,’ although many of the
lists in that work may be prepared easily in a form suitable for the deduction
of such paraphrases. A few of Kronecker’s uncollected notes on elliptic
function series also contain developments leading to (14a) paraphrases.

13. Passing to a more significant illustration of (14), we choose for f (z, y|)
the (implicitly) restricted L-function cos 2xu cos 2yv in which u, v are
parameters. After some simple reductions, (14) becomes:

2> sin2(d’u+ 8 v)sin2(d’ u — 8" v)
(15) = Y d(cos2du — cos2dv)
+ Y (cotv cos 2du sin 26v — cot u sin 2du cos 26v) ,

* References to which are given in Part II where the series are considered.
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1921] ARITHMETICAL PARAPHRASES 11

which is the result of equating coefficients of ¢"/% in:

it (u+o) hidi(u—v) _ So(u) P do (o)
31 (w) 91 () 'ox(uwl(—v):["“’aol(u)] ‘["“’301(1»)] :

In paraphrasing these steps are reversed. We start with (16), deduce (15),
change (15) by separating trigonometric products into sums to the form (9),
and paraphrase the result by (9a) immediately into (14). We note that,
(15) being a very special case of (14); and (16), when considered merely as
an identity between series, being deducible from (15) by a simple reversal
of the steps which lead from (16) to (15), in a sense (14) includes (16) as a
special case. There is, however, nothing in (14) that gives any immediate
information concerning the periodicity, pseudo or real, of the quotients in (16).
From this point of view, (16) is more general than (14). Against this may
be put the following remarks of Liouville, which accord with the first view:
“En effet mes formules se rattachent aussi 4 la théorie des fonctions elliptiques,
seulement elles contiennent plut6t cette théorie qu’elles n’en dependent. . . .
On n’a pas plus peine 4 y arriver au moyen des fonctions elliptiques.* Ily a
la un genre de traduction que I’habitude rend facile ” (19; p. 44). Again,
(speaking of his general formulas): ““Elles donnent naissance i des équations
entre des séries qui contiennent comme cas particulier celles de la théorie des
fonctions elliptiques” (19; p. 41).

From the present standpoint, (14), (15) are abstractly identical; but (14),
as shown by numerous applications made of it by Liouville and others, presents
the arithmetical information implicit in (15) or (16) in the more suggestive and
usable form.

14. The diversity of the paraphrases is evident from the two following,
selected at random from those found systematically in the sequel. Each is
but one of several interpretations of the corresponding theta formula from
which it is deduced.

(i) Write t(x,y) =% 1 (x + y)/%(x)3(y), and denote by t.,(z,y)
the w-derivative of ¢ (x,y). Then, /

(16)

t(2,y) —t(z,9) = t(x,y)[gzgzy/; —gzgi;]

which paraphrases into the elegant result:

m=m+ 2ny; nyg=2%my; m=4ds, m =d1d, my=dyds:

* The process of proof which Liouville suggests for the deduction from elliptic functions
of his paraphrases concerning L-functions of order 1 cannot be extended to deduce para-
phrases in which the order exceeds 1. Hence it will not be followed here. Again, regarding
its proposed application to the functions of order 1, Liouville’s method assumes that the
functions are expansible in a Fourier series, an assumption which would not be justified for
L-functions as defined in § 1. Liouville does not indicate from what elliptic function identi-
ties his theorems may be deduced.
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12 E. T. BELL [January
(17) 42 [® (81, dr — 27 dp) + @ (dy+ 2% dy, 81)]
= 2(d—-8)2(d,?),
where ® is any one of the restricted L-functions, ¢, ¥, x, defined by:
o ((=,9))) ==y, 2)]); ¥(2,9]) = —¥(y,z]);
x(|z,9) = = x(ly, 2).

The respective parities of ¢, ¥, x are p(2]|0), p(12|0), p(0]1%): and the
functions are (explicitly) restricted because subject to one other condition,
here change of sign with interchange of variables, in addition to those of
parity. Illustrative of general processes considered in §§ 25, 32, 36, the
paraphrase for ¢ implies both the ¥ and the x paraphrases, which are inde-
pendent; and from ¥, x together, it is easy to infer ¢. Special cases of interest
arise for the choices, obviously legitimate:

d((z, ) =f(z, D = f((y,2)]);
Yz, y|) =f(z,y]) —f(y, z|);
X(Ix’ y) =f(|x: y) _f(ly, x)-

In fact, the ®-paraphrase first presents itself for this ¢; and by the processes
cited, the ¢-paraphrase may be at once replaced by the ®-form.
(ii) One paraphrase of the identity

% (;)(tiz)( z) 9993 :;: E: ; pYPY 31 ('i;z)('iz)( z)
is for a restricted linear separation of degree 2, and a function of parity p (1]0):
m=UL+2m =dé =1 mod4; m = Vm; my = dg ds;
L=ddé=—-1 mod4; dy > VI

o Si(45%-a) (55204

- E[F(m — md)f (m]) — (d 7 a)f(d-;—&')]’

where F (n) is, with the usual conventions, the number of uneven classes, for
the determinant — n, of binary quadratic forms. Such formulas in which
the L-functions are of orders and degrees > 1, containing those in which the
order or degree is 1 as special cases, may be derived with great ease on combin-
ing the series in Part II, § 15, with those giverr by Humbert (loc. cit.), and
form the subject of a separate paper. For the L-functions suitably specialized

D
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1921] ARITHMETICAL PARAPHRASES 13

these formulas give, among others, the class number formulas of Kronecker,
Hermite, Liouville and others.

15. To have an illustration of the processes considered in §§ 35, 36, we
transcribe the following.

m = mi + 8ng; ng = dy 0p:
(tgy 27X (~1X g (2 m, b =€ (m) (=172 g (1, ¥

(Nm—1)/2

+ % (e(2r—1, Vm|) — ¢ (Vm, 2r — ll)}],

r=1

where €(n) = 1 or 0 according as n is or is not a square; and ¢ (z, y|) is
subject to the restriction ¢ (z,y|) = — ¢ (y, z|). The separation here is
quadratic and unrestricted of degree 2. For the same separation, we find
by a process of linear transformation of the variables in (19), the following
transform of it:

22 (= 1)™*2 g ((dy + 82, dy — 82 — my, 2dy — my, 28, + my)]|)
_e(m)(_l)(hln—l)lz[ ( 1+\/_ 1— Vm I,%)')

2
o) + B o +r:f+%ﬁ’2’“'%)l)

+¢((r—1+2‘/—":, r—l _2%, 2r -1, \/ﬁ)‘)}],

where ¢ is subject to the restrictions, forming a canonical set (§ 5):

¢((1‘,!/,Z,w)|) = ¢((y) x,z, ""w)l) = —¢(($, —y:w;z)|)~

The transformation for passing from (19) to (19a) is briefly indicated in
§35 (end). It is a good exercise in the bar notation to verify (19), (19a)
form =17, 25.

For the same system of arguments, d; + §:, etc., as in (19a), the linear
transformation converting (19) into (19¢) gives also 15 more paraphrases,
seven of which are for restricted functions, and eight for unrestricted. This
indicates the fertility of the method. These paraphrases, together with an
infinity more, are all consequences of the obvious identity:

Mz +y) 1 01 (2 —y)
d1(z)d1(y) N(z)h(—y)

From this identity, when ¢; 1 (2 £ y)/%1(2) 1 (=% y) are replaced by their
Fourier expansions given in Part II (or written out independently in the usual
way), and § 36, the origin of the restriction imposed upon ¢ (z, y|) in (19),
is sufficiently evident.

h(z—y)- +d(z+y)- =0.
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14 E. T. BELL {Januvary

We may mention here some general results which form part of a later
investigation. The example just given illustrates the concept of a class of
paraphrases; two paraphrases being equivalent when either may be trans-
formed into the other by a linear transformation of the variables, the coef-
ficients of the transformation being rational. All paraphrases equivalent to
one another constitute a class. In each class there is one and only one sub-
class, the reduced class, such that the order of the functions in any member
of the class cannot be further reduced by linear transformations on the vari-
ables, and such that any member of the class may be transformed into ‘any
other by a transformation with coefficients + 1 on the variables. The
reduced class is said to be represented by any one of its members. In the
above, (19) represents a reduced class; and (19a) is equivalent to (19). It is
easily scen from §§ 31, 32 that (19¢) includes (19) as a special case; but it is
less obvious that (19) includes (19a).

16. Proofs for most of Liouville’s general formulas will be found in the cited
papers of Smith, Pepin, Mathews and Meissner. All of these use the method
of Dirichlet in modified or extended form, to which Liouville himself repeatedly
refers; but this method (cf. Bachmann, p. 366), offers no suggestion either as
to proper assumptions to be made regarding the parity or restrictions of the
functions, or to the constitution of the separations for a given function. It is,
in fact, a process of a posteriori verification. By the method of paraphrase
the questions concerning the nature of the functions and separations receive
immediate answers on an examination of the class of series from which the
paraphrases are derived. As it has been suggested by Bachmann (p. 433)
that the source of Liouville’s theorems was a consideration of the trans-
formation of bilinear forms on four variables (as given, for example by Kro-
necker, Werke, vol. 1, p. 143), we shall state what seem the principal advantages
of deriving them as paraphrases primarily of the elliptic-theta identities.
Considering, for example, (16), it may be made, by simple algebraic or ana-
lytical transformations, to yield many more paraphrases in addition to (14),
some of which are for quadratic separations, some for separations of degrees
3,4, and others for restricted or unrestricted functions of orders 1,2,3,4, ---
integrated over linear separations of degree 2. Even with the end-results
before us, it is a matter of considerable difficulty to transform these into each
other by Dirichlet’s method as used (in amplified form) by Smith, Pepin,
Meissner and others; and this method would seem to be the natural modi-
fication of Kronecker’s transformation processes to be used for this purpose.
But the most important advantage is that we have in the method of paraphrase
what that of Dirichlet has not yet given, a direct and powerful means for the
discovery of new paraphrases, which severally, as Bachmann says of this class
of theorems (l. c., p. 366), ““ eine schier unerschopfliche Fundgrube fiir zahlen-
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)

theoretische Sitze darbieten.” We shall not derive all of Liouville’s general
formulas en bloc by the method of paraphrase, although this may easily be
done if desired, but shall derive them incidentally as they arise in applying the
following developments to the elliptic and theta series.

17. An inspection of the numerical example in § 11, reveals the important
fact, otherwise obvious from §§ 1, 6, that (14) is ultimately an identity between
sets of absolute values of integers; two sets, (|ai1|, |az]), (|b1], |b2]), being
identical when and only when |a;| = |b1] and |a;| = |b;|. The like, con-
siderably generalized, will be evident for functions of parity

P(ah asz, "';arlbl; b2’ "')bs)'

Hence we next examine the properties of sets of matrices of absolute values.
On them we shall base a proof, by new but simple considerations, of the
legitimacy of the paraphrase process outlined in § 6, in sufficient detail to
derive all the paraphrases first arising in the theory of the elliptic and theta
functions. The process for functions of parity

P‘(al, az, "',arlbl, b2, "‘)bs)

will appear as a corollary of that for functions of parity p (a1, as, - -, a,|0),
and the latter as a corollary of the process for p (a1|0), which in turn follows
from that for p(1|0).

II. SETS OF MATRICES AND L-FUNCTIONS

18. The equality between matrices, (ai, az, *--, a;) = (a1, az, -+, a,),
impliess = randa; = a;, (1 =1, ---,7). lfa;,=0,(¢2=1,---,r), the
matrix is the zero matrix, (0,0, ---,0), = (0),. A set is a collection of
things independently of their order. We shall write the matrix of absolute
values

(zal, [2al, -+, |2e]) = (2:])rs

and the set of (n — j) matrices
(zie1D)ry (zise)e, -0, (2al)r  (nzmi+1,iz0),

will be denoted by either of

‘]; (lxi!)f’ f(lle‘, Ixﬂly ) Ixirl);

and when all the (n — j) matrices are zero, the set will be written, as con-
venient, in any of the forms

ff"(o», [0 0, -5 [, (=9 [ 0.0, 0,
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16 E. T. BELL [January

the 0in (0, 0, ---, 0) being repeated r times. Two sets are equal:

(20) R )

when and only when the (|:1:,|)f are a permutatlon of the (|z:|)~; and hence
in particular only when ' = randn’ — 7 =n — j.

19. The sum (logical sum) of two sets is that set which consists of all the
matrices in either set. Hence addition of sets is commutative and associative,
and

(21) j; (I:c;l),+£n([x.~|), =f1”([x,.|), (0=j<Ar<n).

20. An obvious property of sets for which we shall have frequent use is that
the same || may be inserted in homologous places of equal sets without
destroying their equality, viz., (20) implies

) (lxnl, R} Ixic—-lly |a|, |xia|, Tty Ixirl)
22 ~
R £y P 1T R PR E DR

Again, from the definitions, if p, ¢, - - -, £ are any of the integers 1,2, ---, r,
(20) implies

(23) [ (Ixipl’ lxiqu ] Ixﬂl) = L (Ix:’pl: lx;ql’ Tty |z:‘|)
21. Immediately from the definitions of §§ 1, 18:

LemMa 1. If f([x,-l),-—-[(lxél),, then

n n
Zf(xil’xi'l’"',xirl)=zlf(z;l’x;2;°°'yx:'r|)'
=

i=1

In the same way, or as an obvious corollary:

f(|x;|),+f°‘(|y.-l)r+ +f(|z,-l),
=f0"(|x£l)r+.[(lyzl),+ +fop(lzél),

n ¢
é}f(xﬂ; Xig, * 73:"1']) +§f(yi1’ Yiz, "',yirl)
yd
. +§f(zi1: Zizy c oy Zir|)

implies
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LY 13
= ;f(x;l, x;2’ et )xzrl) +21f(y:l’ y;2) “':y:’r[)
P
+ e +§f(z;l:z22) "')ZZrl)‘

22. For the passage irom circular to L-functions the following lemmas*
are fundamental.
LemMmA 2. If the a;, bj are integers = 0, and if there is an infinity of odd in-
tegers n, > 0, for which
r 8
26t =20,
i=1 J=1
then s = r, and the a; are a permutation of the b;.
LemMA 3. Ifa;, (¢ =1,2,---,r) are integers £ 0, and b;, (j =1, 2,
-+, 8) integers = 0; and if for all integral values > 0 of n,
26 = 2 b7,
i=1 Jj=1
then, (1): r = s, and precisely (r — ) of the a; = 0. (ii) If, without loss of
generality, the s non-zero a; are ay, as, -+, G, then by Lemma 2, the of, a3,
-+, a? are a permutation of the b}, b3, - - -, bi; and hence, by Lemma 1:

G) 3f(aD) = ZIGD;  Efah) = (r=)f(0) + F1 (b

The first part is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.
LEMMA 4. If Arj, Oy, Mk, Mk, (k =1, °",’l';j= 1, e, 8 l= 1,
v+, 1), are integers = 0, and 1f for all integral values > 0 of n;,

, ¢
2 S matalp ol = S modiiali- ali
then
r t
25) ;m‘kf(au, Qrz, *vc, Ore|) = ’;#kf(au, Qkzy * %y Oks]) .

* Lemma 2 was proposed as a problem by the writer in the American Mathe-
matical Monthly; and a proof given ibid., vol. 24 (1917), p. 288, by Professor E.
Swift. An independent proof of Lemma 3 is readily deduced from Newton’s formulas in the
theory of equations, on considering the a;, b; as the roots of two equations of degrees r, s
respectively, and then showing these equations identical by the given conditions. Hence,
(i), (ii) of Lemma 3 being sufficient for the proof of all following Lemmas, it follows that the
paraphrase method depends only upon finite processes. The lemmas may be generalized by
lightening the conditions; but as such generalizations have no application in the sequel they
have been omitted. Professor C. F. Gummer has given (in a paper which has not yet appeared)
some interesting developments of Lemma 1, based upon the extension of Descartes’ rule of
gigns to transcendental equations. In particular he has shown that Z;Z]a} = }:jf,{ b (r=s)
for r distinct values of n are necessary and sufficient conditions for the identity of the a; with
the b;, when n is odd.

Irans. Am. Math. Soc. 2
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18 E. T. BELL [January

Without loss of generality we may assume my, ur > 0, the other case being
immediately reducible by transposition to this. By repeating the terms a
proper number of times the coefficients my, ux may be taken as unity. Now
putting n; = nv;, (¢ =1,2, ---, ), where »; is an arbitrary integer > 0,
we infer from (24) by Lemma 3, a set of identities of the form

2 2 2v, _ 2 2y 2 — = = =
(25a) ajrar e ane = agpantees o (1=Z4=r 1220,

valid for all integral values > 0 of the »;, 2, - - -, »,. Replacing in (25a) any
one of the exponents by its double, say », by 2v,, we get an identity, which,
with (25a), gives, provided the a’s and a’s are not zero, for all » > 0,
a? = a?; and hence a}, = o},. Hence (25a) gives (|a:|)s = (|a;|)s, and
the lemma follows at once by §21. Obviously the condition my, ux =0
may be replaced by my, ux = 0; a remark of importance presently in passing
to L-functions of parity p(0|bi, bs, ---, b;). We point out expressly that
the replacing of the condition ax;, a;; =0 by ax;, ai;; = 0, would invalidate
the proof. There is a fundamental distinction between paraphrases involving
zero matrices and those which do not. In passing from circular to L-functions,
this amounts to distinguishing the paraphrase of homogeneous polynomials
in sines and cosines from the paraphrase of the non-homogeneous. We take
the former case first.
23. For the a, a, m, u as in Lemma 4:

LemMA 5. If for all values of a1, @2, - -+, @,
r
D Mk COS Gx1 X1 COS Qg Tz -+ COS kg &Ly
» k=1
(26)

t
= Z/J.k COS (k1 &1 COS g2 X2 * * - COS ks X5y
k=1

then (25) holds.
For, equating coefficients of x}" ™ - - - z¥"s in (26) we get (24).
LeMMma 6. The notation being as in Lemma 5, and for all values of z,, z.,

*y Xs,
,
D" My sin ax; 1 SN Qe T2 - - - SIN Gkg &
k=1
27 ¢
= D up Sin oty &y SIN Qg @3 - - - SIN Qs 2
k=1
then
r t
kz;mkgqakl:ak% Cee, Qs) = ,‘Zlﬂkg(lakly Qrz, **, Oks)

For, from the definitions in § 1 we may write

y'(lzl) 22, ""z«\') =12 sz(zl) 22, "’,Z_,‘).
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Operating on both sides of (27) with 9°/dx; 9z, - - - dx, reduces (27) to (26)
with mi ax1 « -+ @ks, pr or1 -+ axs in place of my, ux respectively; and by
Lemma 5 we deduce (25) with my, ux similarly changed:

,
;mkduam akaf(akl, Agg, *°°, aka|)

t
= ’;#kauam Otkaf(akl, Olkg,y **°, aksl)-

On replacing in this 2122 « -+ 2, (21, 22, +**, %|) by g(|21, 22, *++, 2), the
Lemma follows. By an obvious change in notation, Lemma 6 may be restated
in the more convenient form:

The ax; denoting integers =0, and the m; integers = 0, the identity in

the X,
.
D My Sin @gy TSI Ggg Lo - - - SIN Ay T = 0
k=1
implies -
r
kzmkg(|ak1, Qkz, k) = 0.
=1

Clearly, the preceding Lemmas may be similarly restated. In the same way,
the proof of Lemma 7 can be based on Lemma 5 by operating on the identity
in Lemma 7 by 9*/dy; dy: - - - dys:

LemMMmA 7. The ai., byj denoting integers =0, and the miy integers = 0, the
identity in the x;, y;,

n r s
ka(Hcosakil’i’HSin bk1y1>=0,

. k=1 i=1 i=1
implies

n
kZ_lmkf(aklyak‘l; "',akrlbu,bkz, "',bka) =0.

A little reflection will show that the method of proof used in Lemmas 6, 7 is
applicable when and only when the ax, by; are rational.*  As there is no essen-
tial gain in generality by considering rational rather than integral variables
in the paraphrases, we ignore the former.

24. The terms in any one of the trigonometric identities paraphrased in
§ 23 are all of the same parity. Thus, in Lemma 7, the parity of each sine-
cosine term is p(17]1°). Passing to an important generalization we now
consider the paraphrase of homogeneous sine-cosine identities whose terms
are of several parities. In the following the notation is based upon that of § 6,
for the proofs of the processes there stated are intimately connected with
Lemma 8, next considered.

* Cf. § 35, footnote.
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LeEMMA 8. Let the set of w independent variables, z,, 23, - - -, 2, , be separated
in N ways into two sets, X, Ya:

X,, = a:l,.,azz,.,---,':c,_,.; Yn S Yin, Yoy 5 Ysn (n=1,2,---,N),

8o that r, + 8, = w, and the xin, Yjn are a permutation of the 2. Let all the X,,
and consequently all the Y, , be distinct among themselves, two sets being identical
only when all the variables in either are also in the other. Write

(28) Om(n) = I_Il COS Qmin Tin * ,II Sin Bmjn Yin;
(29) ‘l’m(n) ="fy (amlfn Omen, *°° ) amr,.nlﬁml,n: ﬁm?vu Tty ﬁma,»);
128 tn
(30) ®(n) = "‘z;lc,,.,.cﬁ,,,(n); V(n) = éc,,.,.'p,,.(n).
Then, the ctmin , Bmin denoting integers =0, and the cmn integers S 0, the identity
wn the 2y,
N
(30a) Zl ®(n) =0
implies
N
(31) 2, ¥(n) =0,

and it will be shown that each term of this sum 18 zero, viz.,

(31a) ¥(n)=0 (n=1,2,---,N).
For, the X, being distinct, after operation on (30a) with

3’"/31/1,. ayZn et ayc,.ﬂ ’

every ® (k), k + n will involve at least one sine factor in each of its terms,
Cmk ®m (k); while each term, cpn ¢m (1), of ' (n) will be ¢np times a product
of w cosines. Hence in.the differentiated (30a) only the terms arising from
®(n) contribute to the coetficient of ziP2P* --- 2%+, p,>0,(i=1,2,
-++, w); and precisely as in the proofs of Lemmas 5, 6, 7, we conclude that
¥(n)=0,(n=1,2,.--,N), and hence

N
Z{ ¥(n) = 0.

It is essential for ow. present purpose to note that (31a) is a system of
identities for N general L-functions. That is, fi, f2, : -+, fx in (31a) may
denote the same or different L-functions, which, except that their parities are
respectively identical with those of the ¢m(n), (n=1,2,.--,N), are
wholly arbitrary as defined in § 1.
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25. Before proving the general result it will be well for clearness to give
the proof in detail for a very simple case, unencumbered by the notation.
The reasoning in the general case is of exactly the same kind. We shall now

show that

(32) dcicos (a;iz +biy) =0
for all values of z, y implies

(32a) Zcif((ai: bt)l) =0,

the ¢; denoting integers £0, and the a;, b; integers =0. The significance
of the parenthesis (a;, b;) will be evident on referring to § 1 and the examples
of the bar notation there given.

(1) From (32):

D cilcosa;xcosb;y — sina;zsin b;y] = 0;

whence, by Lemma 8:

(33) Zcifl(aiy bil) = 0; Zcifz(la.-, b;) =0,

in which f,, f; are’arbitrary, of the indicated parities p (12|0), p (0|12)..

(ii) Now, it is shown* in the proof of the theorem stated in § 3 that the
parities p (1#| 1#) of the L-functions appropriate for the stated linear expression
of the (general) f(Ami, Ams, ***, Amr|Bmi, Bm2, +*+, Bms) in §6, whose
parity is p (a1, ag, -+, @ |b1, b2, -+ -, b, ), are precisely those of the several
sine-cosine terms in the addition-theorem development and subsequent
distribution of products in

r ay Ll
(34) I:_Il cos ( z_; Omin xin) . jI;Il sin ( il ijn yjn) .
It is shown, moreover, that the appropriate L-functions are of the form (29),
corresponding to the individual terms of (34), the latter being of the form (28).

(iii) In the present case we have, therefore, that f((a:, b;)|) is a linear
function of suitably chosen fi (a:, bi|), f2 (|a:, bi), say

(35) f(Cas, b:)]) = kafi (@i, bi]) + kafa (|as, bs) .t
*Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, vol. 25 (1918~
19), p. 313.

t The actual forms off{,f; are given by:
2f1 (as, bil) = f((as, b)]) +£((as, = b)]),
2f; (lai, bi) =F((as, b)) = F(Cas, = b:)]);  kr=ks=1;

but these are not essential to the proof. The same applies to the general case: it is not neces-
sary to have the linear expressions; it is sufficient to know that they exist.
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Multiplying (35) throughout by ¢;, and summing:

(35a) Zcif((ai;bi)h =k > cifi(ai, b;]) + k2 D f2 (| as, bi).

But (33) holds for f1, f2 arbitrary of the indicated parities. Hence the right
side of (35a) vanishes, and this establishes (32a).

26. Turning to § 6, we may write (8) in the form (30a) by the process out-
lined in § 25 (ii). In this case cmn = cn; and it is easy to see that N = 2473,
where w, & are as in § 2, (5). By Lemma 8 we get from (30a), corresponding
to (31a):

(36) v(n)=0 (n=1,2,3, --,20-8),

Choosing for the f, in (36) the L-functions f, appropriate for the linear expres-
sions (§3) of f(Ami, Ame, ***, Amr|Bm1, Bmz, -+, Bms), and multiplying
as in § 25 (iii) the successive identities of (36) by the appropriate constants,
k., of the linear expression, we get on adding the results as in the special
(35a), the identity (8a) of § 6.

27. The proofs for (9a), (10a) in the homogeneous case are precisely similar
to that for (8a), and need not be written out. Again we emphasize that
(8a), (9a), (10a) have so far been proved only for the case in which the amin,
Bmin are non-zero integers. We next (cf. § 22) consider in less detail the
paraphrase process for non-homogeneous sine-cosine polynomials. We shall
give only so much of it as suffices for the paraphrases of identities first arising
in the elliptic and theta functions; this includes all of the Liouville para-
phrases and many more of kinds distinct from his. The most general non-
homogeneous case may be similarly treated, but the notation becomes con-
siderably more complicated, and it is best, by using the linear transformations
outlined in § 35, to refer back to the homogeneous case. By the method of
sets, much information not otherwise evident, is revealed concerning the ulti-
mate nature of the paraphrases.

LEmMA 9.  The tdentity in x;, x,:

r
D (COS i1 &1 COS Gz Tz — COS @iz L1 COS Qig x9)
(37) i=1

f ]
= (cos ais T — COS @ig 1)

i=1
where the a’s are integers, and a:, ai3, is, a6 = 0, tmplies
;[f(au, aiz|) — f(ais, ai])] = ;[f(o, ais|) — f(ais, 0])].

For, equating coefficients of 21", z3*, zi™, a}™, (n, n1, ny > 0) in (37),
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we get:
o . r
(38) 2 e+ 2 ali = ) ali,
i=1 =1 i=1
r 8 r
(39) ‘Z_; ol + ; alf = ; al3,
r r
(40) Y afraly = XLalaly
= =

for all integral n, ny, ns > Q. Since* the a’s, except perhaps some of the
@;1, ai4, are not zero, we find from (38), (39) and Lemma 3 that precisely s each
of the a;1, a;4 are zero. Moreover as in Lemma 4 we find that in (40) the pairs
(|@il, |aiz|) for which aiy % O are merely a permutation of the pairs (|ais|,
|ais|) for which a;s +£ 0. Hence if a;; = 0, then aiy = 0. Suppose this true
fore =1, ---,3. Then

glf(amaizl) —f(as, aul)] = Z;[f(O,aﬂD —f(ais, 0P)].

But again from (38), (39) and Lemma 3 we see that the first s of the |a.|
are the |ass|, and the first s of the |ais| are the |as|, which proves the para-
phrase. From this there is obviously the corollary:

LemMa 10. With the notation of Lemma 9, and b;, c; inlegers = 0,

r
El b; (cos a1 1 COS @iz Tz — COS @i3 T1 COS Gig Xz )
1=
(45) s
= Zci (cos a;5 Xy — €OS G5 1)

i=1

for all values of x,, x, tmplies
(46) é__:lbi[f(ail,aﬂl) — f(ais, ais])] = gcflf(O,a.sl) —f(ais, 0])].

It is not difficult to prove this also in the case b;, ¢; 2 0; but this is not an
immediate consequence of Lemma 9.

28. By a process of frequent use we get from Lemma 10 an important special
case as a corollary. Obviously (46) is true for all integers for which (45) is
true. But (45) is true for the integers a;; = ais = a;5 = 0 (the other integers
being the same), since this is the form which (45) takes when x; = 0. Hence

LeMMmA 11.  The vdentity wn a;:

r e
> b (cos anxy —cosapx) = 2 ci(l — cosa;z)
=1

i=1

* An alternative proof by the method of sets is somewhat longer and has been omitted,
but is not without interest. It may easily be reconstructed from (38)-(40), Lemma 3, and
§20 (21), (22). (To save renumbering formulas, (45) follows (40).)
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implies
‘;b,-[f(anl) —f(ax])] = ‘Z_lcs[f(ol) —f(ai])].

This* may be proved independently by Lemma 9; or it follows almost at
once from Lemma 3. It is of interest as covering the first paraphrase stated
by Liauville, which follows from Jacobi’s series for sn?« from the identity
sn u X sn u = sn® 4, on substituting for sn u, sn? u their Fourier develop-
ments. The generalizations to functions of two variables in Liouville’s first
five memoirs follow from Lemmas 9, 10 applied to the appropriate series,
which also were given by Jacobi, but not in the Fundamenta Nova. The
formulas of Liouville’s sixth memoir are paraphrases of

snfu=sn’uXsnu=sauXsnuXsnu.

29. By differentiation as in §§ 23, 24 we may make the cases of non-homo-
geneous paraphrases for functions of parity p(0|2), p(0|a), --- depend
upon those for functions of parity p (2]/0), p(a|0), ---. We shall consider
it unnecessary to prove formally the legitimacy of paraphrasing non-homo-
geneous identities differing but slightly from those considered in §§ 27, 28;
and for the present we may omit the paraphrase of identities involving tan-
gents, cotangents, secants and cosecants, these depending upon sixteen simple
identities which will be given with the elliptic series, and in no respect intro-
ducing considerations different in principle from the paraphrase of sine-cosine
identities. We remark, however, that they are the source of all such para-
phrases as those of Liouville which involve sums of L-functions whose argu-
ments are in arithmetical or geometrical progression, such, for instance, as
(14), (19), (19a).

III. ELEMENTARY TRANSFORMATIONS

30. Examining Liouville’s theorems we note his frequent use of such trans-
formations as fi (z|) = (— 1)@V f, (|z), where z is an odd integer, and fi,
fa arbitrary of the parities indicated. These are immediate translations of
the effects of replacing the z-variables in the elliptic or theta identities from

*G. Humbert, (Paris Comptes Rendus, vol. 150; 21 Fév. 1910, p. 433) uses
what is ‘essentially a special case of Lemma 11, and refers for proof to a theorem of Borel:
“There exists an entire function of x, taking for integral valyes of the variable the same values as
any given function.” Liouville functions being not necessarily entire, Borel’s theorem cannot
be used to prove Lemma 11; and in any event it is preferable here to use some method, such
as the above, which is applicable to functions of any number of variables. On the other
hand, some writers (cf. Bachmann, 1. c., p. 295),regard the paraphrase to functions of a single
variable as self-evident. Our lemnmas are, no doubt, obvious; but in view of the indicated
difference of opinion as to what is or is not obvious in this regard, it seemed best to offer proofs
for all cases.
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which the paraphrases are derived by 2 4+ 7/2, or in Weierstrass’ notation, by
2 + 1/2. In the notation of §7, all such transformations follow from that
next given, which may be verified by inspection. The functions in any pair
are of the same parity, and the sign of transformation, ~ , indicates that in any
paraphrase either function separated by the sign ~ may be replaced through-
out by the other, provided, of course, that the evenness or oddness of the
integral arguments of the functions in the paraphrase is constant throughout.
Thus, > :f (|mi, 2n;) = 0 may be replaced by >_; ( —1)™V2f (m;|2n;) = 0;

2 = ()™ (Imi, 20) = 05 30 (— 1) £ (my|2n;) = 0,
4 [3
It is readily seen that if
EE (ml’m2’ ttt ’mr’m;:m;) e )m;y2n1;2n2; e ’2nk)2n112n;) e )2”':);

M=m+m+--+m; N=m+n+- - +m
then

FUE) ~ (= DFEF(E]), fED ~ (= D**DRf(|g), it M =1mod 2;
FAe ~(=D)*f(&),  fED~(=D*fED, it M =0mod 2;
FEED ~ (= DYf(ED, fUE) ~ (= 1D7f(§).

31. We may regard f(gly 52; R Erl"l;:”?; ] 7’0)’ the E’ n being the
matrices of § 1, as an L-function of £, alone, or of 7, alone. Hence in the
following sections we need consider only the behavior of functions of parity
p(a|0),p(0|b), and need examine paraphrases for functions of those parities
alone. By repeated application of the theorems below for functions of parity
P (a|0) and p (0|b), the results for functions of parity

p(a'l: A, **°, arlbly b2) Sty bl)

may be written out if desired, cf. § 6.
32' Let E‘i = ('al'la Qi2,y **°, aia)’ N = (ﬂil, ﬁiz, crry, ﬁ;’b). Then the
matrices (£i; n:), (&5 — m:), where

(51; 771) = (at'l: O3,y ***, Qa, Bil, BI'Z: Tty ﬁib))
(&5 — n5) = (a1, iz, =+ +, Qia, — Bir, — Biz, *++» — Biv),

are termed the conjoints of £;, 7, of £;, — 7; respectively.
Consider now a paraphrase (over a given separation):

47 D af((&5m)]) =0.

[3

Choose for f ((£:; 7:)|) the implicitly restricted L-function:

(48) cos ( Za: oy @ + Z:; Bis Ys )

r=1
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in which the z, y are parameters. Substituting (48) in (47), and applying
Lemma 8 (§ 24), we infer by § 3, as in § 25, for f1, f2 arbitrary of the indicated
parities P(a: bl) ’ P(lb, a‘):

(49) 2afi(k,ml) =0 Zafi(l&,m) =0,
as consequences of (47). Similarly, as consequences of

(50) ;aff(l(&;m)) =0,

we find in precisely the same way:

(51) Zaifl(&lﬂi) = 0; zt:aifZ(M‘éi) =0.

33. The results of § 32 are paraphrases, ultimately, of the addition theorems
for the sine and cosine. So also are the following obvious identities, which
are frequently useful, cf. § 3.

FCEs0)]) = fr(&, ma]) — f2(|&, me),

(62)
FUCES 1)) = fs(nal &>+ fa (&l ni);
where
2f1 (Ei, mi]) =F((&; — m)]) +F((Es0)]),
2f2 (18, m:) =F((Ei; — 1)) = F((E500)]),
(63)

2fs(m:l&:) =FU (s m:)) + (&5 —m)),
2 (Eilm) =F((Esn)) —F( (&5 — ).

That f1, f2, f3, f« have the parities implied by their bar notations may be
verified at once from the definitions of § 1.

34. Obviously f (&1, &1, -+, &1, &2, &3, +++, &) is no more general than
f(&, &, -+, &|). Similarly any L-function may be formally reduced by
omitting from its symbol redundant matrices. This obvious remark will
appear in the sequel as the source of some of Liouville’s most difficult para-
phrases (from the standpoint of proof of Dirichlet’s method). We next con-
sider the complement of this process of reduction. It leads from paraphrases
for functions of order w to paraphrases in which the order of the function
exceeds w, again a process which seems to have been employed by Liouville
to transform his simpler results.

35. To keep the writing simple, we may at this stage confine our attention
to functions of order 2 integrated over separations of degree 3, deferring the
general case, which is treated in the same way, and the theory of classes of
paraphrases until we shall have in the next paper a considerable body of
theorems for particular functions and separations by which to illustrate the
processes involved. For simplicity, since we ere to consider functions of
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order 2, choose for the F of § 8 (13), F = f((21,22)|). The partition is to
be of degree 3; hence in the notation of § 8, where now (cf. footnote) the I’s

are integral,
Ai=lah+ Lo + Lishs (i=1,2);

and for the paraphrase (13), we have in the present case:

(54) 2 aif ((ud+ bode + hsXs, la Ay + Lo hs + LsNg)|) = 0,

the > extending over all A1, A2, A; defined by the separation. Write

55) A=ayai+aezs+ - +ax; B=pa+ B+ -0 + Brar,

the 2’s denoting parameters, and the a, 8 constant integers.* As in § 32,
replace (54) by its special case:

(56) D aicos {(luhi+heNe+ LX) &1+ (a4 e Ne + Ladg) &2} =0,

an identity in {;, {2. Substitute for the parameters {1, {; in (56), 4, B,
respectively; then there is the identity in the 2’s:

(57) > a;cos (Lizi+ Ly + -+ + Lyz,) =0,
where

(58) Li= (il + Bilai)M + (ailis + Bilaa)Ne + (i lis + Bibz) Ns;
‘and (57) paraphrases into:

(59) > a:;f((Ly, Ly, -+, L)]) = 0.

By suitably .choosing the constants «;, B:, the L; may be taken equal to
linear functions of the A1, Nz, A3, to a certain extent predetermined; viz., if
L; = I; \; + mi\; + n;\;, the values of any two of the I;, m;, n, fix the value
of the third. Applying § 32 to (59), we deduce from it paraphrases for func-
tions of parity p (r1|r2), where ry + o = r.

If we had chosen F = f(z1]2;), we should have had in place of (56):

(56a) > aicos (I 4 ligXe + LisNg) &1 - sin (la My + oo hg + g \3) &2 = 0;

whence
Zai[Sin {(aSa+lu M+ (e e+ lhaSi)he 4+ (Ls&e 4 Lz &) s
 tsin{(late — I tOM + (lea &2 — be 1) Ne + (los &2 — his SN} =0,

~ *There is no difficulty in extending this to the case of a, 8 numerical constants from any
field. A like remark applies to the lemmas of §§22-28. 1In particular, if the «, 8in F, G,
H of §6 denote rational numbers, it is obviously possible on replacing the z, y variables in
(8), (9), (10) by suitable integral multiples of themselves, to reduce (8), (9), (10) to forms in
which the a, 8 are replaced by integers, and the paraphrases of these forms may be taken by
definition as the equivalents of the paraphrases of the first forms in which the «, 8 were ra-
tional. The cases of transcendental «, 8 or «, 8 belonging to other fields are ignored because
non-trivial identities (8), (9), (10) involving such numbers do not yet (apparently) exist.
Ci. §23.
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and the work henceforth is of the same kind as above. It is an interesting
exercise on this section and the next to show that (19) is transformed into (19a)
by the substitution

e~jz+iy+tz,  y~iz—3yt+w.

36. Without considering explicitly restricted L-functions in detail at this
point, we may illustrate their origin by a simple example. Again the general
case is of the same nature, and the work for it similar to that for the special
example. The L-function

(60) flz,y]) =F(y,z]), =o(z,y])

obviously satisfies ¢ (z y|) = — ¢ (y, z|). Conversely, if it be required to
determine the form of the most general L-function, ¢ (z,y), of parity p (12|0),
which changes sign with interchange of the variables, we have, expressing the
parity conditions, ¥ (z,y) = F(z,y|); and, by the given condition,
V(y,z)=F(y,z|) = —¥(z,y). Whence

2 (x,y) = F(z,y|) — F(y,=|);

F being unrestricted of parity p (12|0). An arbitrary constant factor may
clearly be absorbed in an L-function without changing its parity or diminishing
its generality; hence, we may take F(z,y|) = 2f(=, y|), f arbitrary of
parity p (120); and ¢ (2, y) = ¢ (=, y]).

The forms of restricted functions which it is profitable to investigate are
suggested by the elliptic and theta identities. One of the chief uses of re-
stricted L-functions is to sum up in compendious form paraphrases for un-
restricted L-functions. Thus, the paraphrase* > a; [f (2:, ¥i|) —f (i, 2:]) 1,
may be replaced by D a:é (2, y:|) = 0 where ¢ (2,y|) = — ¢ (y, z|).
Restricted paraphrases may be found directly from the elliptic or theta identi-
ties by permuting the variables, multiplying the results by + 1 and adding and
simplifying; or in many other ways that suggest themselves as we proceed.
Tllustrative of the first method, it may be verified without difficulty that the
multitude of paraphrases to which Weierstrass’ “ equation of three terms”
gives rise, are all equivalent to the following, or to special cases of it:

4n = my + me + ms + my; m; = d; §; (1=1,2,3,4):
S ¢ ((dy — da, 81+ 85, ds — ds, 85 + 84)]) = 0,

where ¢ ((2,y,%,w)|) = ¢((z,y, —2, —w)|), and ¢((z,y,z,w)|)
changes sign under each of the 12 odd substitutions on z, y, 2, w.
37. Liouville (11; p. 301, (¢)) has given one example of a paraphrase in-

(61)

* § 15 (19) comes under this case.
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volving a wholly arbitrary function of a single variable. By the present
methods such paraphrases may be found for arbitrary functions of n variables.*
For, let f (21,22, -+ -, 2n) denote an arbitrary function, then:
(62) 2f(31:32’ et ,x,.) Efl((xlﬁ X2, ***, wﬂ)l) +f2(|($1, X, *c°, Z,.)),
where f1, f2 are given by:
fl((zly Loy, ** xﬂ)l)
=f(xl’ Xz, '-",(Cn) +f(_xl) — X2, *°*, _xn)’

fo(|(z1, 22, oo+, 20))

=f($1,(€2, “‘,2”) —f(_xl, — &2, -, —xn)°

(63)

Hence, if by any means we have deducea
2 e F((an,an, -, aa)]) =0,

/
ZOiG(I(au, Qiz, ***, 6in)) =0,

in which F is arbitrary of parity p(n|0), G arbitrary of parity p(0|n), we
may choose F = f,, G = f,, and by (62) infer

(65) > cif (@i, i, -, aim) = 0.

Pairs of paraphrases such as (64) are furnished by the elliptic and theta ex-
pansions; hence also paraphrases of the kind (65).

38. Returning for a moment to § 35, we shall illustrate the use of linear
transformations in non-homogeneous paraphrases by giving an alternative
proof of Lemma 9. The general case admits of similar treatment. Writing
2i=ha+my, 22 =Lz + mey in (37), we infer, as in § 32 (49), l;, mi,
lz, m; denoting arbitrary integral constants:

(64)

‘z;[f(llau + b G, m1ai + maan|) +f(haa — b an, mian — meanl)

—f(hai + lyais, mias + maai]) — fCliai — b au, miais — me ail)]

= 2;”(52 ais, ma ais|) — f(hass, myasl)].

Setting in this l; = me =1, l; = my = 0, we find:

(£ (aa, aal) — f (@, 6] = 5 10, aal) = (aw, D],

as stated in Lemma 9.

* Such paraphrases do not appear to be numerous for the elliptic functions. On the other
hand they are of universal occurrence for the theta functions of more than one variable. An
account of Kummer’s surface from this point of view will be published elsewhere.
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We have merely sketched a few of the principal transformation processes,
which will be more fully developed when we have written out the elliptic and
theta series in a form suitable for paraphrase, to which we pass next, trans-
lating as we go the results into paraphrases of the kind described in this paper.
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