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Abstract: Given real parameters a, b, c and integer shifts n1, n2, m, we consider the ratio
R(z) = 2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; z)/2F1(a, b; c; z) of the Gauss hypergeometric functions. We find a
formula for Im R(x± i0) with x > 1 in terms of real hypergeometric polynomial P, beta density and
the absolute value of the Gauss hypergeometric function. This allows us to construct explicit integral
representations for R when the asymptotic behaviour at unity is mild and the denominator does not
vanish. The results are illustrated with a large number of examples.
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1. Introduction

The Gauss hypergeometric functions ([1], [2] (Chapter II), [3] (Chapter 15))

2F1(a, b; c; z) = 2F1

(
a, b
c

z
)
=

∞

∑
n=0

(a)n(b)n

(c)nn!
zn (1)

and 2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; z) are called contiguous in a wide sense if n1, n2, m ∈ Z;
see [4]. Any three functions of this type satisfy a linear relation with coefficients rational
in a, b, c, z. If n1, n2, m ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, then the coefficients of this relation are linear in z,
and the functions are called contiguous in a narrow sense. Such a contiguous relation
was used by Euler to derive a continued fraction (much later termed T-fraction) for the
ratio 2F1(a, b + 1; c + 1; z)/2F1(a, b; c; z). Gauss described all three-term relations among
the functions contiguous in the narrow sense and found another continued fraction for the
above ratio, which has the following form [1] (p. 134) (see also [5] (Formula (89.9)) or [6]
(p. 123)):

G(z) =
F(a, b + 1; c + 1; z)

F(a, b; c; z)
=

α0

1−
α1z

1−
α2z

1− · · ·

, (2)

where α0 = 1, and for n ≥ 0,

α2n+1 =
(a + n)(c− b + n)
(c + 2n)(c + 2n + 1)

, α2n+2 =
(b + n + 1)(c− a + n + 1)
(c + 2n + 1)(c + 2n + 2)

. (3)

Clearly, we have limn→∞ αn = 1/4, while supn |αn| =: γ/4 ≥ 1/4. So, if αn > 0,
n = 1, 2, . . ., then it follows from [7] that there exists a unique positive measure dµ(s)
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on [0, γ] whose support is dense in [0, 1] and has at most finitely many points in (1, γ],
such that

G(z) =
∫
[0,γ]

dµ(s)
1− sz

. (4)

(The fact that dµ(s) has at most finitely many atoms in this interval directly follows
from the fact that 2F1(a, b; c; z) has finitely many zeros in [0, 1). The latter is given by
Theorem 4, a corollary of [8].) In general, on sending γ to infinity in (4) so that the in-
tegration is over [0,+∞), and letting dµ(s) run over all positive measures dµ(s) such
that

∫ ∞
0 (1− s)−1dµ(s) < ∞, we obtain the collection of functions called the Stieltjes class S .

For functions asymptotically behaving as ∑∞
k=0 skzk at the origin, the class S is character-

ized by a continued fraction α0/
(
1− α1z/(1− · · · )

)
with αj ≥ 0 for all j, see [7] or, for

example, [9] (p. 6). Such functions arise often in different areas, ranging from analysis and
operator theory to combinatorics and probability.

The tighter collection of functions obtained by taking γ = 1 in (4) and letting dµ(s)
run over all positive measures, making the integral convergent, is known as the Markov
classM. The same class can be described as the collection of generating functions of the
Hausdorff moment sequences; see [5] (Chapter XIV). Certainly, if γ < ∞, we can re-scale
the integration variable to make γ equal 1.

Theorem 69.2 from [5] asserts that one may take γ = 1 in (4) if αn = (1− gn−1)gn
for all n ≥ 1 with some numbers gn ∈ [0, 1] (the cases where gn for some n is 0, or 1
corresponds to rational G(z)). It is immediate to see that the condition αn > 0 is satisfied
for the Gauss continued fraction for all n when −1 < b < c and 0 < a < c + 1. The more
restrictive condition gn ∈ [0, 1] holds true if 0 ≤ a ≤ c + 1, 0 ≤ b ≤ c; see [10] (Proof of
Theorem 1.1) for details. Surprisingly enough, the representing measure dµ in (4) for the
Gauss continued fraction was only computed in 1982 by Vitold Belevitch [11]. Around
the same time, Jet Wimp [12] constructed explicit formulae for the odd convergence of the
continued fraction (2) in terms of hypergeometric polynomials.

The main protagonist of this paper is the following generalization of the Gauss ratio (2)

Rn1,n2,m(z) =
2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; z)

2F1(a, b; c; z)
, (5)

where n1, n2, m ∈ Z are arbitrary. This ratio was studied in our recent preprint [13].
The ideas presented in this preprint were developed further in [14]. The present work
constitutes a corrected, streamlined and elaborated version of a part of [13]. The main
objectives are to furnish a complete derivation of the integral representation of Rn1,n2,m(z),
including all detailed proofs omitted in [14], and to illustrate its structure with numerous
examples. As a by-product, each example contains sufficient conditions for Rn1,n2,m ∈ M
in terms of the parameters a, b, c.

The ratios of the Gauss hypergeometric functions are a recurring theme in the litera-
ture. An important particular case of this ratio is the logarithmic derivative of the Gauss
hypergeometric function. Its Stieltjes transform representation can be used to study the
infinite divisibility of certain ratios of beta-distributed beta variables in a way similar to
the investigation of the ratios of the gamma random variables in [15]. Furthermore, inte-
gral representations of the ratios of the Gauss hypergeometric functions are useful when
determining whether they belong to certain important functional classes. For example,
the authors of [16] applied such a representation to verify that R0,1,0(z) can be written
as (4), and hence a certain pair of hypergeometric weights forms the so-called Nikishin
system—an important property in the realm of multiple orthogonal polynomials.

Concerning further applications, observe that the membership of Rn1,n2,m in the
Markov classM, conditions for which we give in each of the examples of Section 3, has a
number of important implications. These include the normality of all Padé approximants
and uniform convergence to Rn1,n2,m(z) of the para-diagonal Padé approximants on all com-
pact subsets of C\[1, ∞); two sided bounds on the real line in terms of Padé approximants;
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the univalence of Rn1,n2,m(z) and zRn1,n2,m(z) in Re(z) < 1 and its various consequences;
and the starlikeness of zRn1,n2,m(z) in the disk |z| < r∗ with r∗ =

√
13
√

13− 46 ≈ 0.934.
Details regarding these claims and further references can be found in [17,18].

There are many intriguing open questions related to our work. For example, the case
when the shifts are no longer an integer is also of interest for applications, but requires
additional tools. For the Jacobi polynomials, certain relevant results are presented in [19].
For the non-polynomial case, there are only very fragmentary results of this type, such
as [20] (Lemma 4.5).

Another compelling problem is to extend the results of this paper to the ratios of the
generalized hypergeometric functions pFq which, for certain integer shifts, have explicitly
known branched continued fractions generalizing the Gauss continued fraction (2); see [9]
(Sections 13–14). Similar problems may be posed, mutatis mutandis, for the basic hyperge-
ometric functions, cf. [9] (Section 15). The basic analogue of the Gauss continued fraction is
considered in detail in [21,22].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2.1 deals with the asymptotic behavior
of Rn1,n2,m(z) near the point z = 1 and at infinity. In Section 2.2, we derive a formula
for the values of Im(Rn1,n2,m(x ± i0)) for x > 1 using a recent duality identity for the
Gauss hypergeometric function. Section 2.3 is at the heart of our work: it contains the
integral representation for Rn1,n2,m(z). The basic ingredients are Theorem 4, which is a
corollary of Runckel’s theorem from [8] and Lemma 4 connecting Im(Rn1,n2,m(x± i0)) with
a Cauchy-type integral. The largest section of this paper—Section 3—illustrates our study
with 15 different examples. In the last section, we show how our results may help to
calculate “generalized beta integrals”, as well as obtaining integral representations of such
functions as z/ Log(1 + z).

2. Main Results
2.1. Asymptotic Behavior

In this section, we will record the behavior of Rn1,n2,m(z) in the neighborhood of the
singular points z = 1 and z = ∞. It will be convenient to use the following notation: if a is
a real number, then

(a)− := min(a, 0) and (a)+ := max(a, 0).

Denote also N := {1, 2, . . . } and N0 := N∪ {0} = {0, 1, . . . }. We will use the standard
symbols φ1(z) = o(φ(z)) and φ2(z) = O(φ(z)) as z→ A to denote the functions satisfying
the relations

lim
z→A

φ1(z)
φ(z)

= 0 and |φ2(z)| ≤ C|φ(z)| for z near A,

respectively (C is a positive constant independent of z). The goal of this section is the
following theorem, which is a slightly corrected version of [14] (Lemma 1) presented there
without proof.

Theorem 1. Let a, b, c ∈ R and c, c + m /∈ −N0. Then there exist four constants ε1, ε∞ ∈
{−1, 0, 1} and L1, L∞ 6= 0 independent of z such that

Rn1,n2,m(z) = L1 (1− z)η(a+n1,b+n2,c+m)−η(a,b,c) [log(1− z)]ε1
(
1 + o(1)

)
as z→ 1; (6)

Rn1,n2,m(−z) = L∞ zζ(a+n1,b+n2,c+m)−ζ(a,b,c) [log(z)]ε∞
(
1 + o(1)

)
as z→ ∞, (7)

where

η(a, b, c) =


(c− a− b)+, if − a, b− c ∈ N0 or − b, a− c ∈ N0;
0, if − a ∈ N0 and/or − b ∈ N0 while a− c, b− c /∈ N0;
c− a− b, if − a,−b /∈ N0, while a− c ∈ N0 and/or b− c ∈ N0;
(c− a− b)−, otherwise

(8)
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and

ζ(a, b, c) =


−a, if A(b, a, c) = 0
−b, if A(a, b, c) = 0
−min(a, b), otherwise

, where A(x1, x2, x3) =
Γ(x3)Γ(x2 − x1)

Γ(x2)Γ(x3 − x1)
. (9)

Remark 1. The function A(x1, x2, x3) is defined by continuity if some of the arguments of the
gamma functions become non-positive integers. Details can be found in this section below For-
mula (12).

The above theorem is a corollary of three lemmas giving a more precise description of
the behavior of Rn1,n2,m(z) in the neighborhood of the singular points z = 1 and z = ∞. We
will furnish a detailed proofs of these lemmas below. Before formulating the first lemma,
note that the condition

{a, a + n1, b, b + n2, c− a, c + m− a− n1, c− b, c + m− b− n2} ∩ −N0 = ∅ (10)

is equivalent to the claim that neither 2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; z) nor 2F1(a, b; c; z) reduce
to a polynomial or polynomial multiple of a power of (1− z)—the cases we will refer to as
degenerate. Note that Formulae (6) and (7) also hold for such degenerate cases.

Our first lemma deals with the singular point z = 1.

Lemma 1. Suppose that −c,−c−m /∈ N0 and condition (10) hold true for some a, b, c ∈ R and
n1, n2, m ∈ Z. Denote ρ = c− a− b, q = m− n1 − n2 and write δx,y for the Kronecker delta.
Then

Rn1,n2,m(z) = M
(1− z)(ρ+q)− [1− δρ+q,0 + δρ+q,0 log(1− z)]

(1− z)(ρ)− [1− δρ,0 + δρ,0 log(1− z)]
(1 + o(1)) (11)

as z→ 1 with some constant M 6= 0 independent of z. If (10) is violated, Formula (11) should be
modified as follows:

(a) If −a ∈ N0 (−b ∈ N0), then the denominator should be replaced by 1, except when −a ≥
ρ ∈ N (−b ≥ ρ ∈ N) in which case it should be replaced by (1− z)ρ.

(b) If −a− n1 ∈ N0 (−b− n2 ∈ N0), then the numerator should be replaced by 1, except when
−a − n1 ≥ ρ + q ∈ N (−b − n2 ≥ ρ + q ∈ N), in which case it should be replaced by
(1− z)ρ+q.

(c) If −a,−b /∈ N0 but a− c ∈ N0 and /or b− c ∈ N0, then the denominator should be replaced
by (1− z)ρ.

(d) If −a− n1,−b− n2 /∈ N0, but a + n1 − c−m ∈ N0 and /or b + n2 − c−m ∈ N0, then
the numerator should be replaced by (1− z)ρ+q.

Proof. Suppose first that (10) is satisfied. Then, if ρ = c − a − b /∈ Z, according to [3]
(15.8.4), we have

2F1(a, b; c; 1− z) =
Γ(c)Γ(c− a− b)
Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b) 2F1(a, b; 1 + ρ; z) +

Γ(c)Γ(a + b− c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)

zρ
2F1(c− a, c− b; 1− ρ; z).

If ρ = c− a− b = s ∈ N0, then according to [2] (2.10(12–13)) or [3] (15.8.10), we have

2F1(a, b; c; 1− z) =
Γ(c)Γ(c− a− b)
Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

s−1

∑
n=0

(a)n(b)n

(1− ρ)nn!
zn +

(−1)sΓ(c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)s!

zρ
∞

∑
n=0

(c− a)n(c− b)n

(1 + ρ)nn!
Hnzn

− (−1)sΓ(c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)s!

zρ log(z)2F1(c− a, c− b; 1 + ρ; z),

where the sum over the empty index set equals zero, and

Hn = ψ(n + 1) + ψ(n + s + 1)− ψ(a + n + s)− ψ(b + n + s), ψ(z) = Γ′(z)/Γ(z).

https://dlmf.nist.gov/15.8#E4
https://dlmf.nist.gov/15.8#E10
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If ρ = c− a− b = −s for some s ∈ N0, according to [2] (2.10(14-15)), we have

2F1(a, b; c; 1− z) =
Γ(c)Γ(a + b− c)zρ

Γ(a)Γ(b)

s−1

∑
n=0

(c− a)n(c− b)n

(1 + ρ)nn!
zn

+
(−1)sΓ(c)

Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)s!

∞

∑
n=0

(a)n(b)n

(1− ρ)nn!
Ĥnzn − (−1)sΓ(c)

Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)s!
log(z)2F1(a, b; 1− ρ; z),

and
Ĥn = ψ(n + 1) + ψ(n + s + 1)− ψ(a + n)− ψ(b + n).

These formulae imply that

2F1(a, b; c; 1− z) =


A(1 + α1z + α2z2 + · · · ) + Bzρ(1 + β1z + β2z2 + · · · ), ρ /∈ Z;

Â(1 + α̂1z + α̂2z2 + · · · ) + B̂zρ log(z)(1 + β̂1z + β̂2z2 + · · · ), ρ ∈ N0;

Ãzρ(1 + α̃1z + α̃2z2 + · · · ) + B̃ log(z)(1 + β̃1z + β̃2z2 + · · · ), − ρ ∈ N,

where the constants A, Â, Ã, B, B̂, B̃ do not vanish due to condition (10). In a similar fashion,

2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; 1− z)

=


C(1 + δ1z + δ2z2 + · · · ) + Dzρ+q(1 + γ1z + γ2z2 + · · · ), ρ + q /∈ Z;

Ĉ(1 + δ̂1z + δ̂2z2 + · · · ) + D̂zρ+q log(z)(1 + γ̂1z + γ̂2z2 + · · · ), ρ + q ∈ N0;

C̃zρ+q(1 + δ̃1z + δ̃2z2 + · · · ) + D̃ log(z)(1 + γ̃1z + γ̃2z2 + · · · ), − ρ− q ∈ N,

where the constants C, Ĉ, C̃, D, D̂, D̃ do not vanish due to condition (10). Substituting
these formulae into definition (5) of the function Rn1,n2,m(z) and analyzing the principal
asymptotic term in each of the five possible cases (1) ρ /∈ Z; (2) ρ ∈ N0 and ρ + q ∈ N0;
(3) ρ ∈ N0 and −ρ− q ∈ N; (4) −ρ ∈ N and ρ + q ∈ N0; (5) −ρ ∈ N and −ρ− q ∈ N, we
arrive at Formula (11).

If condition (10) is violated, then claims (a)–(d) of the lemma follow from the following
two facts: (1) If −a ∈ N0 and /or −b ∈ N0, then 2F1(a, b; c; z) reduces to a polynomial; (2) If
−a,−b /∈ N0, but a− c ∈ N0 and /or b− c ∈ N0, then Euler’s transformation

2F1(a, b; c; z) = (1− z)ρ
2F1(c− a, c− b; c; z)

implies that 2F1(a, b; c; z) = (1 − z)ρ × polynomial. In view of a similar statement for
2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; z), we arrive at the conclusions contained in claims (a)–(d) of the
lemma on the basis of case-by-case analysis.

We now turn our attention to the neighborhood of the point z = ∞. According to [23]
(2.3.12) or [3] (15.8.2), as long as a− b /∈ Z, we have

2F1(a, b; c;−z) = A(a, b, c)z−a
(

1 + ∑∞
j=1 α̂jz−j

)
+ A(b, a, c)z−b

(
1 + ∑∞

j=1 α̃jz−j
)

(12)

for some finite numbers α̂j, α̃j, where, in accord with (9),

A(x1, x2, x3) =
Γ(x3)Γ(x2 − x1)

Γ(x2)Γ(x3 − x1)
.

Note that the situation A(a, b, c) = A(b, a, c) = 0 is not possible as long as we as-
sume that −c /∈ N0. With that, one of the numbers A(a, b, c) or A(b, a, c) vanishes when
{−a,−b, a− c, b− c} ∩N0 6= ∅. This is precisely the degenerate case: 2F1(a, b; c; z) reduces
to a polynomial, possibly times a power of (1− z). A brief analysis shows that (12) remains
valid in this degenerate case, despite the possibility that a− b ∈ Z. In such a situation, one

https://dlmf.nist.gov/15.8#E2
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of the numbers A(a, b, c) or A(b, c, a) vanishes, while the other is well defined under the
convention

Γ(−k)
Γ(−n)

= (−1)n−k n!
k!

,

which results from computing the limit of Γ(−k + ε)/Γ(−n + ε) as ε→ 0. We will assume
this extended definition of A(x1, x2, x3) in what follows. Define further for brevity

A1 = A(a + n1, b + n2, c + m), A2 = A(b + n2, a + n1, c + m),

A3 = A(a, b, c), A4 = A(b, a, c).
(13)

Note that the condition A1 A2 A3 A4 6= 0 is equivalent to (10). The following quantities
will play an important role for the sequel. Put α = ζ(a + n1, b + n2, c + m) and γ = ζ(a, b, c)
with ζ from (9). In detail,

α =


−min(a + n1, b + n2) if A1 A2 6= 0
−a− n1 if A2 = 0
−b− n2 if A1 = 0

, γ =


−min(a, b) if A3 A4 6= 0
−a if A4 = 0
−b if A3 = 0

. (14)

Note that α is well defined since A2
1 + A2

2 6= 0 as long as −c−m /∈ N0, including the
case when one of A1, A2 is infinite; similarly, γ is well defined since A2

3 + A2
4 6= 0 as long

as −c /∈ N0, including the case when one of A3, A4 is infinite. Put further

Aα =

{
A1, if α = −a− n1
A2, if α = −b− n2

, Aγ =

{
A3, if γ = −a
A4, if γ = −b

. (15)

The above definition implies that both Aα and Aγ do not vanish as long as −c,−c−
m /∈ N0. We will break the result in two sub-cases. The following lemma treats the case
when no logarithmic terms appear in the asymptotics.

Lemma 2. Suppose that the numbers A1, A2, A3, A4 defined in (13) are all finite. Then the
principal asymptotics of Rn1,n2,m(−z) have the form

Rn1,n2,m(−z) ∼ Aα

Aγ
zα−γ(1 + o(1)) as z→ ∞, (16)

where α,γ are defined in (14) and Aα, Aγ are defined in (15). The term o(1) is a (generally infinite)
linear combination of negative powers of z.

Proof. In view of (12) and definitions (14) and (15), we have

2F1(a, b; c;−z) = Aγzγ
(

z−δ f (z) + g(z)
)

, (17)

where δ = |a− b| in the non-degenerate case, or δ = 1 in the degenerate case, while f (z) =
∑∞

j=0 α′jz
−j and g(z) = 1 + ∑∞

j=1 ᾱjz−j for some numbers α′j, ᾱj. Now, for y→ 0

1
y f (z) + g(z)

=
1/g(z)

1− (−y f (z)/g(z))
=

∞

∑
k=0

(−y)k f k(z)
gk+1(z)

, (18)

so the left-hand side is just a sum of the geometric series on the right-hand side. On plug-
ging y = z−δ into (18) and writing expansions of the ratios f k(z)/gk+1(z) in powers of z−1

through f (z) and g(z) using the standard recursion formulae (see also [24] (p. 141, notation
on p. 6)), we arrive at

[2F1(a, b; c;−z)]−1 = (Aγ)
−1z−γ

(
1 +

∞

∑
k=1

αk
zσ̂k

)
(19)
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for some positive numbers σ̂k. (In our case f (z), g(z) and, hence, f k(z)/gk+1(z) actually
converge to functions analytic near infinity; this makes the proof even simpler.) Analogous
to (17),

2F1(a + n1, b + n1; c + m;−z) = Aαzα
(

1 + β′1z−ε + β′2z−ε−1 + · · ·+ β̄1z−1 + β̄2z−2 + · · ·
)

(20)

for some numbers β′j, β̄ j and ε = |a + n1 − b− n2| in the non-degenerate case or ε = 1 in
the degenerate case. Multiplying (19) by (20), we arrive at (16).

The condition a− b /∈ Z in Lemma 2 ensures that no logarithms appear in the asymp-
totics. If, on the contrary, a− b ∈ Z such that also a + n1 − b− n2 ∈ Z, the asymptotic
expansions of the hypergeometric functions in both the numerator and denominator of
Rn1,n2,m(−z) will contain logarithmic terms if (10) holds true (i.e., A1 A2 A3 A4 6= 0). We
will treat this situation in the lemma below. If (10) is violated, however, then either the
numerator (if A1 A2 = 0) or denominator (if A3 A4 = 0) or both will reduce to a polynomial
possibly times a power of (1− z) in which case the logarithmic terms are missing, and
(12) holds. Note also that in the non-degenerate case when a − b ∈ Z \ {0}, we have
0 6= |A3| < ∞, |A4| = ∞ if a < b and 0 6= |A4| < ∞, |A3| = ∞ if a > b. This implies that
γ = −min(a, b) in (14), and Aγ in (15) is well defined. Similar claims hold for α and Aα

when a + n1 − b− n2 ∈ Z \ {0}.

Lemma 3. Suppose that n2 − n1 6= a− b ∈ Z \ {0}, A1 A2 A3 A4 6= 0 (⇔ condition (10) holds)
such that α = −min(a + n1, b + n2) and γ = −min(a, b). Let Aα, Aγ be defined in (15). Then
the asymptotic expansion of Rn1,n2,m(−z) as z→ ∞ has the form

Rn1,n2,m(−z) ∼ Aα

Aγ
zα−γ

1 +
min(δ,ε)−1

∑
k=1

ak

zk +
∞

∑
k=min(δ,ε)

ak

zk

[
1 + b1,k log(z) + · · ·+ bk,k logk(z)

], (21)

where the sum over the empty index set is zero, ak and bj,k are real numbers (possibly vanishing),
ε = |a + n1 − b− n2| and δ = |a− b| are positive integers.

Proof. Indeed if |a− b| ≥ 1, we apply [3] (15.8.8), which can be written in the form:

2F1(a, b; c;−z) = Aγzγ

(
1 +

∞

∑
j=1

f j

zj + log(z)
∞

∑
k=δ

ek

zk

)
,

where as before γ = −min(a, b), δ = |a − b| ∈ N, and Aγ is defined in (15). Hence,
letting y = z−1 log(z), f (z) = ∑∞

k=δ ek/zk−1 and g(z) = 1 + ∑∞
j=1 f j/zj in (18) yields

[2F1(a, b; c;−z)]−1 = (Aγ)
−1z−γ

(
1 +

∞

∑
j=1

f̂ j

zj

[
1 + êj,1

log(z)
zδ−1 + êj,2

log2(z)
z2(δ−1)

+ · · ·+ êj,j
logj(z)
zj(δ−1)

])
. (22)

In a similar fashion,

2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m;−z) = Aαzα

(
1 +

∞

∑
j=1

gj

zj + log(z)
∞

∑
k=ε

qk

zk

)
, (23)

where as before α = −min(a + n1, b + n2), ε = |a + n1 − b− n2| ∈ N and Aα is defined
in (15). The multiplication of (22) and (23) yields (21).

Note that in the above lemma, α − γ ∈ Z. The remaining cases not covered by
Lemmas 2 and 3 are the following. If a = b, but −a, a− c /∈ N0, according to [3] (15.8.8),
we have

2F1(a, a; c;−z) =
log(z)Γ(c)

Γ(a)Γ(c− a)za

(
1 +

f0

log(z)
+

∞

∑
k=1

ek

zk

[
1 +

fk
log(z)

])
,

https://dlmf.nist.gov/15.8#E8
https://dlmf.nist.gov/15.8#E8
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so that (18) with y = 1/ log(z), f (z) = f0 + ∑∞
k=1 ek fk/zk and g(z) = 1 + ∑∞

k=1 ek/zk

implies

[2F1(a, a; c;−z)]−1 =
Γ(a)Γ(c− a)za

Γ(c) log(z)

(
1 +

∞

∑
k=1

f k
0

[log(z)]k
+

∞

∑
j=1

f̂ j

zj

[
1 +

êj,1

log(z)
+ · · ·+

êj,j

[log(z)]j

])
. (24)

In a similar fashion, if a + n1 = b + n2, but −a− n1, a + n1 − c−m /∈ N0, we will have

2F1(a + n1, a + n1; c + m;−z) =
z−a−n1 log(z)Γ(c + m)

Γ(a + n1)Γ(c− a + m− n1)

(
1 +

g0

log(z)
+

∞

∑
k=1

qk

zk

[
1 +

gk
log(z)

])
. (25)

Hence, when both a = b and a + n1 = b + n2, but there are no non-negative inte-
gers among the numbers −a, a− c,−a− n1, a + n1 − c−m, the asymptotic expansion of
Rn1,n2,m(−z) is obtained by the multiplication of (24) and (25). If a = b but a + n1 6= b + n2,
we have to multiply (24) by (23) or, if a + n1 = b + n2 but a 6= b, then multiply (25) by (22).
Finally, if the denominator is degenerate while the numerator is not, we multiply (19)
by (23) when a + n1 6= b + n2 or by (25) when a + n1 = b + n2. Similarly, if the numerator
is degenerate while the denominator is not, we multiply (20) by (22) when a 6= b or by (24)
when a = b.

2.2. Boundary Values

For any integer r, define the Pochhammer symbol by (z)r = Γ(z + r)/Γ(z). Given
three integers n1, n2, m ∈ Z, define the following related quantities:

n = min(n1, n2), n = max(n1, n2), p = (m− n1 − n2)+, l = (n1 + n2 −m)+

r = l + (m)+ − n− 1 =

{
max(m− n, n)− 1, m ≥ 0
max(−n, n−m)− 1, m ≤ 0.

(26)

Note that p− l = m− n1 − n2 and r may only be negative when n1 = n2 = m = 0,
in which case r = −1. In the following theorem, which forms the main result of this
subsection, we give an explicit formula for the imaginary part of Rn1,n2,m(z) on the banks
of the branch cut [1, ∞). Note that for x > 1, the function 2F1(a, b; c; x± i0) may vanish at
finitely many points in the degenerate case {−a,−b, c− a, c− b} ∩N0 6= ∅, but does not
vanish otherwise, see, respectively, Theorem 4 and [8] (Lemma 2, p. 54).

Theorem 2. Suppose that n1, n2, m ∈ Z, a, b, c ∈ R and c, c + m /∈ −N0. The following identity
holds on the banks of the branch cut x > 1:

Im[Rn1,n2,m(x± i0)] = ±πBn1,n2,m(a, b, c)
xl−n−c(x− 1)c−a−b−l Pr(1/x)

|2F1(a, b; c; x)|2 , (27a)

where

Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c) = − Γ(c)Γ(c + m)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + m− n1)Γ(c− b + m− n2)
(27b)

and Pr(t) is a polynomial of degree r (P−1 ≡ 0) given by

Pr(t) = (−1)n
r

∑
k=0

(−t)k
k−n

∑
j=(k−p)+−n

(−1)j
(

p
k− n− j

)
Kj, (28a)
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where, with the convention 1/(−i)! = 0 for i ∈ N,

Kj =
(1− a)j(c− a)m+j

(b− a)n2+j+1(j + n1)!
4F3

(
−j− n1, a, 1 + a− c, a− b− n2 − j
a− j, 1 + a− c−m− j, 1 + a− b

1
)

+
(1− b)j(c− b)m+j

(a− b)n1+j+1(j + n2)!
4F3

(
−j− n2, b, 1 + b− c, b− a− n1 − j
b− j, 1 + b− c−m− j, 1 + b− a

1
)

. (28b)

Remark 2. Note that the coefficients of Pr depend on the parameters, so the whole expression (27a)
may remain nonzero even when Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c) vanishes. Furthermore, the polynomial Pr(t) =
Pr(t; n1, n2, m) depends on all three indices n1, n2, m and not only on the degree r. For example,
rather, the straightforward calculation yields

P0(t; 0; 1; 1) = −1
b

, P0(t; 1, 1, 1) = − 1
ab

,

P1(t; 0, 2, 2) =− ct + b− a + 1
b(b + 1)

, P1(t; 0, 0, 2) = ct + a + b− 2c− 1.

The key fact that we will need for the proof of the above theorem is a more precise
version of a particular case of [25] (Theorem 1), which (after some change of notation),
reads:

Theorem 3. Assume that n1, n2, m ∈ Z. Then

(γ− α)−n2(γ− β)m−n2 tn1

(γ− 1)n1−n2+1
2F1

(
1− γ + α, 1− γ + β

2− γ
t
)

2F1

(
γ− α− n2, γ− β + m− n2

γ + n1 − n2
t
)
+

(1− α)−n1(1− β)m−n1 tn2

(1− γ)n2−n1+1
2F1

(
α, β
γ

t
)

2F1

(
1− α− n1, 1− β + m− n1

2− γ + n2 − n1
t
)
=

tnPr(t)
(1− t)p , (29)

where Pr(t) is the polynomial (28) of degree r (P−1 ≡ 0) with parameters a = α, b = 1 + α− γ,
c + α − β. This polynomial can also be computed by multiplying the left hand side of (29) by
t−n(1− t)p and calculating the first r + 1 Taylor coefficients on the left-hand side.

Remark 3. The particular 2F1 case of our general identity [25] (Theorem 1) given in (29) was
essentially discovered by Ebisu in [26]. Namely, it can be derived by combining Theorem 3.7 with
Proposition 3.4 from [26].

Remark 4. Our identity from [25] (Theorem 1) does not contain explicit expression (28) for the
polynomial Pr. This expression is found in [27] (Lemma 6.1). It can also be computed by taking the
limit q→ 1 in [28] (Theorem 2). For specific values of n1, n2, m, the second method of computing
Pr(t) indicated in the above theorem is more practical.

Proof. The boundary values of the generalized hypergeometric function on the cut [1, ∞)
was found in [18] (Theorem 3). For the case of the Gauss function 2F1, this theorem takes
the form (x > 1):

2F1(a, b; c; x± i0) = − πΓ(c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)

G2,1
3,3

(
1
x

1, 3/2, c
a, b, 3/2

)
± πi

Γ(c)
Γ(a)Γ(b)

G2,0
2,2

(
1
x

1, c
a, b

)
,

where Gm,n
p,q denotes Meijer’s G function defined by the Mellin–Barnes integral

Gm,n
p,q

(
z

a1, . . . , ap
b1, . . . , bq

)
:=

1
2πi

∫
L

Γ(1− a1−s) · · · Γ(1− an − s)Γ(b1+s) · · · Γ(bm+s)
Γ(an+1+s) · · · Γ(ap+s)Γ(1− bm+1−s) · · · Γ(1− bq−s)

z−sds, (30)

where the contour L is a simple loop that starts and ends at infinity and separates the
poles of s→ Γ(bj+s), j = 1, . . . , m, leaving them on the left from those of s→ Γ(1− aj−s),
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j = 1, . . . , n, leaving them on the right. Details regarding the choice of the contour L and
the convergence of the above integral can be found, for instance, in [3] (Section 16.17), [27]
(Formula (1.2)). As

Im
(

α + iβ
γ + iδ

)
=

βγ− αδ

|γ + iδ|2 ,

by writing φ±(x) = Im[Rn1,n2,m(x± i0)], we will get

φ±(x)= Im
[

2F1(a + n1, b + n2; c + m; x± i0)
2F1(a, b; c; x± i0)

]
=± π2Γ(c)Γ(c + m)

|2F1(a, b; c; x)|2Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b + n2){
G2,1

3,3

(
1
x

1, 3/2, c + m
a + n1, b + n2, 3/2

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
x

1, c
a, b

)
− G2,1

3,3

(
1
x

1, 3/2, c
a, b, 3/2

)
G2,0

2,2

(
1
x

1, c + m
a + n1, b + n2

)}
.

Meijer’s G function here can be expanded as follows [18] (Proof of Theorem 3):

− G2,1
3,3

(
t

1, 3/2, c
a, b, 3/2

)
=

Γ(b− a)Γ(a)ta

πΓ(c− a) 2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

t
)

cos(πa)

+
Γ(a− b)Γ(b)tb

πΓ(c− b) 2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

t
)

cos(πb)

and

G2,0
2,2

(
t

1, c
a, b

)
=

Γ(b− a)Γ(a)ta

πΓ(c− a) 2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

t
)

sin(πa)

+
Γ(a− b)Γ(b)tb

πΓ(c− b) 2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

t
)

sin(πb).

Substituting these expansions into the above formula for φ±(x) and collecting terms,
the expression in the braces becomes

Γ(b− a)Γ(a + n1 − b− n2)Γ(b + n2)Γ(a)x−a−b−n2

π2Γ(c− a)Γ(c + m− b− n2)
2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

1
x

)
× 2F1

(
b + n2, 1− c−m + b + n2
1− a− n1 + b + n2

1
x

)
sin(π(b + n2 − a))

+
Γ(a− b)Γ(b + n2 − a− n1)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b)x−b−a−n1

π2Γ(c− b)Γ(c + m− a− n1)
2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

1
x

)
× 2F1

(
a + n1, 1− c−m + a + n1
1− b− n2 + a + n1

1
x

)
sin(π(a + n1 − b)).

Then, writing t = 1/x, applying Euler’s transformation and the reflection formula
Γ(z)Γ(1− z) = π/ sin(πz), we obtain

https://dlmf.nist.gov/16.17
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|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b + n2)

Γ(c)Γ(c + m)
φ+(1/t) =

=
Γ(a− b)Γ(b + n2 − a− n1)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b)ta+b+n1

Γ(c− b)Γ(c + m− a− n1)

× 2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

t
)

2F1

(
a + n1, 1− c−m + a + n1
1− b− n2 + a + n1

t
)

sin(π(a + n1 − b))

+
Γ(b− a)Γ(a + n1 − b− n2)Γ(b + n2)Γ(a)ta+b+n2

Γ(c− a)Γ(c + m− b− n2)

× 2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

t
)

2F1

(
b + n2, 1− c−m + b + n2
1− a− n1 + b + n2

t
)

sin(π(b + n2 − a))

=
πΓ(a− b)Γ(b− a + n2 − n1)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b)ta+b+n1(1− t)c−a−b+m−n1−n2

Γ(c− b)Γ(c− a + m− n1)Γ(a− b + n1)Γ(1 + b− a− n1)

× 2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

t
)

2F1

(
1− b− n2, c− b + m− n2
1 + a− b + n1 − n2

t
)

+
πΓ(b− a)Γ(a− b + n1 − n2)Γ(b + n2)Γ(a)ta+b+n2(1− t)c−a−b+m−n1−n2

Γ(c− a)Γ(c + m− b− n2)Γ(b− a + n2)Γ(1 + a− b− n2)

× 2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

t
)

2F1

(
1− a− n1, c− a + m− n1
1 + b− a + n2 − n1

t
)

.

Further, writing a = α, b = 1− γ + α, c = 1− β + α after tedious but elementary
transformations with the use of the relations

(1− z)−k =
(−1)k

(z)k
and (z− r)k =

(z)k−r
(z)−r

= (−1)k (1− z)r

(1− z)r−k
,

the above expression reduces to

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(a + n1)Γ(b + n2)

Γ(c)Γ(c + m)
φ+(1/t)

= −πt2α−γ+1(1− t)γ−α−β+m−n1−n2 Γ(α + n1)Γ(1 + α− γ + n2)

Γ(1− β + m− n1)Γ(γ− β + m− n2)
×{

(γ− α)−n2(γ− β)m−n2 tn1

(γ− 1)n1−n2+1
2F1

(
1− γ + α, 1− γ + β
2− γ

t
)

2F1

(
γ− α− n2, γ− β + m− n2
γ + n1 − n2

t
)

+
(1− α)−n1(1− β)m−n1 tn2

(1− γ)n2−n1+1
2F1

(
α, β
γ

t
)

2F1

(
1− α− n1, 1− β + m− n1
2− γ + n2 − n1

t
)}

= −πt2α−γ+1+n(1− t)γ−α−β−lΓ(α + n1)Γ(1 + α− γ + n2)

Γ(1− β + m− n1)Γ(γ− β + m− n2)
Pr(t),

where the ultimate equality is an application of Theorem 3 with the notation introduced
in (26).

Now substituting back α = a, β = 1− c + a, γ = 1− b + a, we obtain

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2φ+(1/t) = − πΓ(c)Γ(c + m)ta+b(1− t)c−a−b

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + m− n1)Γ(c− b + m− n2)

tnPr(t)
(1− t)l .

It remains to plug here x = 1/t to arrive at (27a).

2.3. Integral Representation

The goal of this subsection is to construct an explicit integral representation for
Rn1,n2,m(z)—the central result of this paper. It will be based on a polynomial correction
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of the standard Schwarz formula expressing the analytic function in the upper half-plane
via the boundary values of its real part. The Schwarz formula is a particular case of the
Stieltjes–Perron inversion formula (the measure in the Stieltjes–Perron inversion formula is
often assumed to be positive (see [7] (no. 39), [6] (p. 188) or [5] (p. 250)), although this re-
quirement can be relaxed) applied for recovering the representing measure in (4). However,
the integral representation of the form (4) may already be too restrictive for the Gauss ra-
tio G(z) = R0,1,1(z), let alone Rn1,n2,m(z). The two main reasons are that (1) the right-hand
side of (4) is analytic in C \R, while R0,1,1(z) may have complex poles for certain values
of a, b, c, and (2) the representing measure may grow too fast for the integral in (4) to be con-
vergent. We deal with the first problem in Theorem 4 below containing conditions ensuring
that there are no poles in C \ [1, ∞) as well as on the banks of the branch cut. Under these
conditions, the corresponding signed measure (or charge) is supported on [1,+∞) and
has an analytic density. Thus, to obtain an integral representation we only need to deal
with the asymptotic behavior of Rn1,n2,m(z) near the points z = 1 and z = ∞ to handle the
second problem. This was solved by our rational correction presented in [14] (Lemma 4).
In this paper, we will only use a particular case of [14] (Lemma 4) containing a polynomial
correction at infinity. Recall that an analytic function is called real if f (z) = f (z) in the
appropriate domain.

Lemma 4. Let f (z) be a real analytic function defined in the cut plane C \ [1,+∞) and suppose
that u(x) := 1

π Im f (x + i0) is continuous on (1,+∞). Suppose that there exists n ∈ N0 such that

lim
|z−1|→0

∣∣ f (z)(1− z)
∣∣ = lim

|z|→∞

∣∣ f (z)z−n∣∣ = 0 (31)

and u(x)x−n−1 is absolutely integrable over (1,+∞). Then

f (z) =
n−1

∑
k=0

f (k)(0)zk

k!
+ zn

∫ +∞

1

u(x) dx
(x− z)xn . (32)

The above lemma assumes that the function f is analytic in C \ [1,+∞). Hence,
in order to apply it to Rn1,n2,m(z), we need to make sure that the denominator 2F1(a, b; c; z)
does not vanish in this domain. Such conditions will follow from an important theorem
due to Runckel [8]. We will denote by bξc the maximal integer number ≤ ξ for any ξ ∈ R.
Note that if ξ is non-integer, then b−ξc = −bξc − 1.

Theorem 4. The function 2F1(a, b; c; z) does not vanish for z ∈ C \ [1,+∞), including on the
banks of the branch cut if and only if (a, b, c) ∈ V⊂R3, where V is the set of points (a, b, c) with
c 6= 0 satisfying any of the following conditions:

(I) −1 < min(a, b) ≤ c ≤ max(a, b) ≤ 0;
(II) −1 < min(a, b) ≤ 0 ≤ max(a, b) ≤ c;
(III) −1 < c ≤ min(a, b) ≤ 0 ≤ max(a, b) < c + 1;
(IV) 0 ≤ min(a, b) ≤ c and max(a, b) < c + 1;
(V) a, b, c, c− a, c− b are non-integer negative numbers, such that bξ1c+ 1 = bξ4c and

bξ2c = bξ3c, where ξ1, . . . , ξ4 are the numbers a, b, c− a, c− b taken in non-decreasing
order:

min(a, b, c− a, c− b) = ξ1 ≤ ξ2 ≤ ξ3 ≤ ξ4 = max(a, b, c− a, c− b);

(VI) 0 ∈ {a, b, c− a, c− b}.

In this form, this theorem was formulated and proved by us in [14] (Corollary 2).

Remark 5. Under condition (V), one necessarily has c− ξ4 = ξ1 < ξ2 and c− ξ2 = ξ3 < ξ4.
Indeed, ξ1 + ξ4 = c = ξ2 + ξ3 in view of a + (c− a) = c = b + (c− b). So, if we have one of
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the equalities ξ1 = ξ2 and ξ3 = ξ4, we automatically have the other, assuming that the last two
equalities together will contradict to bξ1c+ 1 = bξ4c on account of bξ2c = bξ3c.

In fact, (V) is generated by the following two basic cases,

− k− 1 < a < min(b, c− b) ≤ max(b, c− b) < −k < c− a < −k + 1, k ∈ N, and

− k− 1 < a < −k < min(b, c− b) ≤ max(b, c− b) < c− a < −k + 1, k ∈ N,

further extended through the symmetry a ↔ b and Euler’s transformation exchanging
(a, b)↔ (c− a, c− b).

Another important fact established by Runckel is the following corollary of [8] (Lemma
2):

Lemma 5. If a, b, c− a, c− b /∈ −N0 and x > 1, then 2F1(a, b; c; x± i0) 6= 0.

Lemmas 2 and 3 and the subsequent remarks show that the asymptotic expansion of
Rn1,n2,m(z) at infinity is a combination of terms of the form Azµ[log(z)]k, where A and µ
are real numbers, while k is an integer. Condition (34) in the theorem below requires each
exponent µ satisfying µ ≥ N, N ∈ N0 to be an integer and the corresponding k to be zero
(no logarithms at powers µ ≥ N). The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5. Suppose that (a, b, c) ∈ V, with V defined in Theorem 4, and η(·) given in (8)
satisfies

η(a + n1, b + n2, c + m)− η(a, b, c) > −1. (33)

Assume further that there exists N ∈ N0 such that the asymptotics of Rn1,n2,m(z) at infinity
have the form

Rn1,n2,m(z) = Qa,b,c(z) + o(zN) as z→ ∞, (34)

where Qa,b,c(z) is a (possibly vanishing) polynomial with real coefficients and the lowest degree
non-vanishing term ∼ zN . Then the following representation holds true:

Rn1,n2,m(z) = Qa,b,c(z) +
N−1

∑
k=0

R(k)
n1,n2,m(0)

k!
zk

+ zN Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c)
∫ ∞

1

xl−n−c−N(x− 1)c−a−b−l Pr(1/x)
|2F1(a, b; c; x)|2(x− z)

dx, (35)

where r, l and Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c) retain their meanings from Theorem 2 and Pr is defined in (28).
If (34) holds with N = 0, we obtain

Rn1,n2,m(z) = Qa,b,c(z) + Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c)
∫ ∞

1

xl−n−c(x− 1)c−a−b−l Pr(1/x)
|2F1(a, b; c; x)|2(x− z)

dx (36)

In particular, (34) holds for N = 0, Qa,b,c(z) being a constant if n1, n2 ≥ 0 and (10) is
satisfied.

Remark 6. Note that the choice of N and Qa,b,c(z) in (34) is not unique. In particular, it follows
from Lemmas 2 and 3 that we can always take Qa,b,c(z) = 0 by choosing a large enough N.

Remark 7. The first two terms of the Taylor expansion of Rn1,n2,m(z) are given by

Rn1,n2,m(z) = 1 +
(an2 + bn1 + n1n2)c− abm

c(c + m)
z + O(z2).

Remark 8. Substitution x = 1/t brings Formula (36) to the form (we write B = Bn1,n2,m(a, b, c)
for brevity):
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Rn1,n2,m(z) = Qa,b,c(z) +
N−1

∑
k=0

R(k)
n1,n2,m(0)

k!
zk + zN B

∫ 1

0

ta+b+n+N−1(1− t)c−a−b−l Pr(t)
|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)

dt. (37)

This form turns out to be more convenient in most applications. Moreover, taking z = 0 or
z = 1, we obtain the following curious integral evaluations:

∫ 1

0

ta+b+n+N−1(1− t)c−a−b−l Pr(t)
|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt =

R(N)
n1,n2,m(0)−QN N!

N!B
, (38)

where QN denotes the coefficient at zN in Qa,b,c(z), and∫ 1

0

ta+b+n+N−1(1− t)c−a−b−l−1Pr(t)
|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt =

Rn1,n2,m(1)−Qa,b,c(1)
B

− 1
B

N−1

∑
k=0

R(k)
n1,n2,m(0)

k!
, (39)

where, in view of the Gauss summation formula,

Rn1,n2,m(1) =
(c)m(c− a− b)m−n1−n2

(c− a)m−n1(c− b)m−n2

.

Multiplying the integrand in (39) by (1− t), splitting the result in two summands, and using
both formulae (38) and (39), we also obtain∫ 1

0

ta+b+n+N(1− t)c−a−b−l−1Pr(t)
|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt =

Rn1,n2,m(1)−Qa,b,c(1) + QN

B
− 1

B

N

∑
k=0

R(k)
n1,n2,m(0)

k!
. (40)

Remark 9. The absolute value of 2F1 on the branch cut in the integrands in (35) and (36) can be
computed as follows (x > 1):

|2F1(a, b; c; x)|2 =
π2Γ(c)2

Γ(a)2Γ(b)2

{
(x− 1)2(c−a−b)

[Γ(c− a− b)]2

[
2F1

(
c− a, c− b
c− a− b

1− x
)]2

+

[
Γ(b− a)Γ(a)x−a

Γ(c− a)Γ(1/2− a)Γ(1/2 + a) 2F1

(
a, 1− c + a
1− b + a

1/x
)

+
Γ(a− b)Γ(b)x−b

Γ(c− b)Γ(1/2− b)Γ(1/2 + b) 2F1

(
b, 1− c + b
1− a + b

1/x
)]2}

.

Proof of Theorem 5. Define f (z) = Rn1,n2,m(z)− Qa,b,c(z). As the lowest degree term in
Qa,b,c(z) is ∼ zN , in view of the condition (a, b, c) ∈ V, Theorem 4 implies that the function

f̂N(z) = Rn1,n2,m(z)−Qa,b,c(z)−
N−1

∑
k=0

f (k)(0)
k!

zk = Rn1,n2,m(z)−Qa,b,c(z)−
N−1

∑
k=0

R(k)
n1,n2,m(0)

k!
zk

is holomorphic in z ∈ C \ [1, ∞) and has no singularities on the banks of the branch cut
other than z = 1 and z = ∞. We aim at the application of Lemma 4 to the function
f̂N(z). Denote u(x) = Im( f̂N(x + i0)). As Qa,b,c(z) has real coefficients, we conclude that
u(x) = Im[Rn1,n2,m(x + i0)].

If condition (33) is satisfied, then Formula (6) from Theorem 1 guarantees that the first
limit in (31) in Lemma 4 is indeed equal to zero for Rn1,n2,m(z) and hence also for f̂N(z).
Moreover, for any −1 < θ < η(a + n1, b + n2, c + m)− η(a, b, c), we will have

|u(x)x−N−1| ≤ |Rn1,n2,m(x + i0)| ≤ M|1− x|θ (41)

for some M > 0 in certain neighborhood of x = 1. Hence, u(x)x−N−1 is integrable in the
neighborhood of x = 1.

Further, condition (34) leads to the second equality in (31) with n = N for the function
f̂N(z). Indeed, the condition (34) gives precisely (31) for the function f (z) by the definition
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of o symbol and the extra terms in f̂N(z) go to zero as z → ∞ after division by zN . Then
Lemmas 2 and 3 imply that the asymptotics at infinity must have one of the forms

z−N f̂N(z) =
C

log(z)

(
1 + O

(
[log(z)]−1

))
as z→ ∞

or
z−N f̂N(z) =

C
zτ

(1 + o(1)) as z→ ∞

for some τ > 0. In view of ∣∣∣∣Im 1
log(x + i0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ π

log2 |x|+ π2

which leads to

u(x)
xN+1 = O

(
1

x log2(x)

)
or

u(x)
xN+1 = O

(
1

x1+τ

)
as x → ∞.

This implies the absolute integrability of x−N−1u(x) on (1,+∞). Hence, we are in
the position to apply Lemma 4 leading to formula (35) by an application of Theorem 2.
The ultimate claim of the Theorem follows directly from Lemmas 2 and 3.

3. Examples

In this section, we will apply Theorem 5 to 15 specific triples (n1, n2, m) to obtain
integral representations of the ratio Rn1,n2,m(z) defined in (5). These representations are
only valid if Rn1,n2,m(z) is well behaved near z = 1 and its denominator 2F1(a, b; c; z) 6= 0
in the cut plane C \ [1,+∞) and on the banks of the branch cut. Conditions for the latter
are given in Theorem 4, while the former in ensured by the inequality (33). To relax these
restrictions, one needs a kind of regularization near the point z = 1 as well as near all
zeros of the denominator. Such regularizations were explored by us in [14]. We will further
mention conditions for Rn1,n2,m(z) to belong the Markov M and the Stieltjes S classes,
whose definitions can be found below formula (4).

Example 1. For the Gauss ratio R0,1,1(z) according to (26), we obtain p = l = r = 0. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yield

B0,1,1P0(t) ≡
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)
.

Next, using (16) and (21), or directly, it is easy to verify that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,1,1(z) =

{
0, b ≤ a

[c(b− a)]/[b(c− a)], b > a.

Then, Theorem 5 with N = 0 yields

R0,1,1(z) = Qa,b,c +
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− b)Γ(c− a + 1)

1∫
0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; t−1)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V, that is to
say (a, b, c) satisfies at least one of the conditions (I)–(VI) from Theorem 4. For (a, b, c) ∈ V
the condition (33) from Theorem 5 holds automatically since the parameter q = m− n1 − n2 in
Lemma 1 vanishes such that R0,1,1(z) is integrable in the neighborhood of z = 1. We remark that the
integrand is symmetric with respect to the interchange of a and b, and the asymmetry of R0,1,1(z) is
only reflected in the constants Qa,b,c and B0,1,1.
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The above integral representation was first found by V. Belevitch in [11] (Formula (72)) under
the restrictions 0 ≤ a, b ≤ c, c ≥ 1 (there is a small mistake in Belevitch’s paper—a superfluous
2 in the denominator of the constant Qa,b,c). Independently, using the Gauss continued fraction
(2) and Wall’s theorem, Küstner [10] (Theorem 1.5) proved that R0,1,1(z) is a Markov function
(generating function of a Hausdorff moment sequence) if 0 < a ≤ c + 1, 0 < b ≤ c. As we
mentioned in introduction, the coefficients of the Gauss continued fraction (2) for R0,1,1(z) are all
positive if (a) −1 < a < 0 and either −1 < b < c < 0 or 0 < c < b < c + 1 or (b) 0 < a < c + 1,
c > 0 and −1 < b < c. If these conditions hold, while conditions of Runckel’s Theorem 4 are
violated, i.e., (a, b, c) /∈ V, then representation (4) is true while the above integral representation is
not. Hence, in this situation, R0,1,1(z) has pole(s) in the interval (0, 1), which are reflected by the
atoms of the representing measure in (4) at some real points sk > 1. This is the case, for instance,
if 0 < c < a < c + 1 and −1 < b < 0. In this situation R0,1,1(z) still belongs to the Stieltjes class
S .

Example 2. For the ratio R0,1,0(z) according to (26), we obtain l = 1, p = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield

B0,1,0P0(t) ≡
[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
.

Next, using (16) and (21), or directly, we can verify that

Qa,b = lim
z→∞

R0,1,0(z) =

{
0, b ≤ a

(b− a)/b, b > a.

Then Theorem 5 with N = 0 yields

R0,1,0(z) = Qa,b +
[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b−1dt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

Note that similarly to Example 1, the integrand is symmetric with respect to the interchange of
a and b, and the asymmetry of the left-hand side is only reflected in the constants. In order for this
representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4. Under this restriction
and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the condition (33) reads

(c− a− b− 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1,

which is easily seen to be equivalent to c > a + b. The above set of conditions holds, for example,
if −1 < a < 0 and 0 < b < c or a > 0 and −1 < b < c− a. Note that the degenerate cases
ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0 yield the standard Euler’s integral [23] (Theorem 2.2.4) in the
above representation (although the integral may disappear when multiplied by zero). This remark is
also true for all subsequent examples, so we will omit it in the sequel.

Using continued fractions, Küstner [10] (Theorem 1.5) proved that R0,1,0(z) ∈ M (the
Markov class) if −1 ≤ b ≤ c and 0 < a ≤ c. Askitis [29] (Lemma 6.2.2) found another proof for
the this claim (without a use of continued fractions). We also remark that the continued fraction for
R0,1,0 was also found by Gauss; see [1] (Equation (26)) or [10] (Equation (2.7)), in the form

1

1−
α1z

1−
α2z

1− . . .

,
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where α1 = a/c, and for k ≥ 1

α2k =
(b + k)(c− a + k− 1)
(c + 2k− 2)(c + 2k− 1)

, α2k+1 =
(a + k)(c− b + k− 1)
(c + 2k− 1)(c + 2k)

.

From these formulae, it is also not difficult to formulate sufficient conditions for αn ≥ 0
ensuring that R0,1,0 ∈ S (the Stieltjes class).

Example 3. For the ratio R1,1,1(z) according to (26), we obtain l = 1, p = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield

B1,1,1P0(t) =
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R1,1,1(z) = 0.

Then, according to the case N = 0 of Theorem 5, we obtain

R1,1,1(z) =
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−b−1dt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b− 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1,

which is easily seen to be equivalent to c > a + b. All these conditions are satisfied, for example,
if (a) −1 < a < 0 and 0 < b < c or (b) 0 < a < c and −1 < b < c− a. The above integral
representation obviously implies that R1,1,1 ∈ M if the constant in front of the integral is positive
(or −R1,1,1 ∈ M otherwise).

Example 4. For the ratio R1,1,2(z) according to (26), we obtain l = p = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield

B1,1,2P0(t) = B1,1,2P0 =
Γ(c + 1)Γ(c + 2)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R1,1,2(z) = 0.

Then, according to the case N = 0 of Theorem 5, we obtain

R1,1,2(z) =
Γ(c + 1)Γ(c + 2)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

and is trivially satisfied. If the above integral representation holds true, then R1,1,2 ∈ M once the
constant in front of the integral is positive, which is the case for parameters satisfying any of the
conditions (I)–(V) of Theorem 4.
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Example 5. For the ratio R0,2,2(z) according to (26), we obtain l = p = 0, r = 1. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield

B0,2,2P1(t) =
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)(ct + b− a + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 2)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,2,2(z) =

{
0, b ≤ a

c(c + 1)(b− a)(b− a + 1)/[b(b + 1)(c− a)(c− a + 1)], b > a.

Then, according to the case N = 0 of Theorem 5, we obtain

R0,2,2(z) = Qa,b,c +
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 2)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(ct + b− a + 1)(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

and is trivially satisfied. Here, we need to require that the zero t∗ = (a− b− 1)/c of the polynomial
ct + b− a + 1 lies outside the interval (0, 1) in order that R0,2,2 ∈ M or−R0,2,2 ∈ M (depending
on the signs of the measure and the constant).

Example 6. For the ratio R0,2,0(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 0, l = 2, r = 1. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yield

B0,2,0P1(t) =
[Γ(c)]2(t(c− 2b− 2) + b + 1− a)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 2)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b = lim
z→∞

R0,2,0(z) =

{
0, b ≤ a

(b− a)(b− a + 1)/[b(b + 1)], b > a.

Then, according to the case N = 0 of Theorem 5, we obtain

R0,2,0(z) = Qa,b +
[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b + 2)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

1∫
0

ta+b−1(b− a + 1 + t(c− 2b− 2))(1− t)c−a−b−2dt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b− 2)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is easily seen to be equivalent to c > a + b + 1. Similar to the previous example, a necessary
condition for R0,2,0 ∈ M or −R0,2,0 ∈ M is that the zero t∗ = (a− b− 1)/(c− 2b− 2) of the
polynomial b− a + 1 + t(c− 2b− 2) lies outside the interval (0, 1).

Example 7. For the ratio R1,1,0(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 0, l = 2, r = 0. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yield

B1,1,0P0(t) = −
[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b− 1)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
.
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Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R1,1,0(z) = 0.

Then, according to the case N = 0 of Theorem 5, we obtain

R1,1,0(z) = −
[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b− 1)

Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−b−2dt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b− 2)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is easily seen to be equivalent to c > a + b + 1. Now, if the above integral representation
for R1,1,0 holds true, then either −R1,1,0 or R1,1,0 belong to the classM (depending on the sign of
the constant in front of the integral).

Example 8. For the ratio R0,0,1(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 1, l = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield

B0,0,1P0(t) = −
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,0,1(z) =

{
c/(c− b), b ≤ a

c/(c− a), b > a,

unless c = min(a, b). Then, the case N = 0 of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R0,0,1(z) = Qa,b,c −
Γ(c)Γ(c + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is easily seen to be satisfied for all real a, b, c. Here, R0,0,1(z)−Qa,b,c or Qa,b,c − R0,0,1(z) is
a Markov function under conditions (I)–(II) or, respectively, (III)–(V) of Theorem 4.

Example 9. For the ratio R0,0,−1(z) according to (26) we obtain l = 1, p = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) then yield

B0,0,−1P0(t) =
Γ(c)Γ(c− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,0,−1(z) =

{
(c− b− 1)/(c− 1), b ≤ a

(c− a− 1)/(c− 1), b > a.

Then, the case N = 0 of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R0,0,−1(z) = Qa,b,c +
Γ(c)Γ(c− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b−1dt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .
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In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b− 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is easily seen to be equivalent to c > a+ b. All these conditions are satisfied, for example, if (a)
−1 < a < 0 and 0 < b < c− a or (b) 0 < a < c and −1 < b < c− a. Here, the representing
measure is again positive for all values of parameters so that R0,0,−1 ∈ M provided the above
integral representation holds and the constants are positive.

Example 10. For the ratio R0,0,2(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 2, l = 0, r = 1. The
application of Theorem 3 and definition (27b) yields

B0,0,2P1(t) =
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)[ct + a + b− 2c− 1]
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)

.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,0,2(z) =

{
c(c + 1)/[(c− b)(c− b + 1)], b ≤ a

c(c + 1)/[(c− a)(c− a + 1)], b > a.

Then, the case N = 0 of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R0,0,2(z) = Qa,b,c +
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(ct + a + b− 2c− 1)(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 2)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is true for all real a, b, c. The necessary condition for R0,0,2 ∈ M or −R0,0,2 ∈ M is that the
zero t∗ = (2c− a− b + 1)/c of the polynomial ct + a + b− 2c− 1 lies outside the interval (0, 1).
Under this condition, R0,0,2 ∈ M for the values of parameters, making the constants positive.

Example 11. For the ratio R0,1,2(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 1, l = 0, r = 1. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yield

B0,1,2P1(t) = −
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)(ct + b− c)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 1)
.

Next, it is easy to verify using (16) and (21) or directly that

Qa,b,c = lim
z→∞

R0,1,2(z) =

{
0, b ≤ a

c(c + 1)(b− a)/[b(c− a)(c− a + 1)], b > a.

Then, the case N = 0 of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R0,1,2(z) = Qa,b,c −
Γ(c)Γ(c + 2)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(ct + b− c)(1− t)c−a−bdt
(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 .

In order for this representation to hold, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under this restriction and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1
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which is true for all real a, b, c. Similar to the previous example, the additional condition that
t∗ = (c− b)/c /∈ (0, 1) yields Qa,b,c − R0,1,2 ∈ M or R0,1,2 −Qa,b,c ∈ M depending on whether
the constant near the integral is positive or negative.

Example 12. For the ratio R0,−1,0(z) according to (26) we obtain l = 1, p = r = 0. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yield

B0,−1,0P0(t) = −
[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b + 1)
.

Using Lemmas 2 and 3 or by direct, albeit tedious calculation, we obtain the following asymptotic ap-
proximations:

(1) If b + 1 < a, then R0,−1,0(z) = Az + B + o(1) as z→ ∞;

(2) If b < a ≤ b + 1, then R0,−1,0(z) = Az + o(z) as z→ ∞;

(3) If b− 1 ≤ a ≤ b, then R0,−1,0(z) = o(z) as z→ ∞;

(4) If a < b− 1, then R0,−1,0(z) = C + o(1) as z→ ∞,
where

A =
b− a
c− b

, B =
b(b + 1)− 2ab + c(a− 1)

(c− b)(a− b− 1)
, C =

b− 1
b− a− 1

.

Hence, if |a− b| > 1, we have R0,−1,0(z) = βz + α + o(1) as z→ ∞, with (β, α) = (A, B)
if a > b + 1 and (β, α) = (0, C) if a < b− 1. Then for |a− b| > 1 we can choose N = 0 in
Theorem 5 leading to the representation

R0,−1,0(z) = α + βz− [Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−2(1− t)c−a−b

(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt. (42)

In addition to the condition |a− b| > 1, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under these restrictions and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 1)− − (c− a− b)− > −1

which is true for all real a, b, c. If the above representation holds, we see that α + βz− R0,−1,0(z) ∈
M if the constant in front of the integral is positive.

For arbitrary a, b, we obtain R0,−1,0(z) = βz + o(z) as z → ∞, with β = A if b < a and
β = 0 if a ≤ b. Hence, we can remove the restriction |a− b| > 1 by taking N = 1 in Theorem 5,
which leads to

R0,−1,0(z) = 1 + βz− z[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b

(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt, (43)

or, by taking N = 2, we obtain

R0,−1,0(z) = 1− ac
c2 z− z2[Γ(c)]2

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−b

(1− zt)|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt. (44)

Example 13. For the ratio R−1,−1,0(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 2, l = r = 0. Theorem 3
and definition (27b) yields

B−1,−1,0P0(t) = −
[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)
.

Using Lemmas 2 and 3 or by direct, albeit tedious, calculation, we obtain the asymptotic approxima-
tions
(1) If a > b + 1, then R−1,−1,0(z) = B(a, b)z + A(a, b) + o(1) as z→ ∞;

(2) If b ≤ a ≤ b + 1, then R−1,−1,0(z) = B(a, b)z + o(z) as z→ ∞;
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(3) If b− 1 ≤ a ≤ b, then R−1,−1,0(z) = B(b, a)z + o(z) as z→ ∞;

(4) If a < b− 1, then R1,−1,0(z) = B(b, a)z + A(b, a) + o(1) as z→ ∞,

where

B(a, b) =
a− 1
b− c

, A(a, b) =
(a− 1)(2b− c)

(c− b)(1 + b− a)
.

Hence, if |a − b| > 1, then R1,−1,0(z) = βz + α + o(1) as z → ∞, where (β, α) =
(B(a, b), A(a, b)) if a > b+ 1 and (β, α) = (B(b, a), A(b, a)) if a < b− 1. Hence, for |a− b| > 1,
the N = 1 case of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R−1,−1,0(z) = α + βz− [Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 1)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−2(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (45)

In addition to the condition |a− b| > 1, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under these restrictions and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0 the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 2)− − (c− a− b)− > −1,

which is true for all real a, b, c. The above representation implies that α + βz− R−1,−1,0(z) ∈ M
if the constant in front of the integral is positive.

As R−1,−1,0(z) = βz + o(z) as z → ∞, where β = B(a, b) if a ≥ b and β = B(b, a) if
a ≥ b, we can lift the restriction |a− b| > 1 by taking N = 1 in Theorem 5, which leads to

R−1,−1,0(z) = 1 + βz− z[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 1)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt, (46)

or, by taking N = 2, we obtain

R−1,−1,0(z) = 1 +
(a + b− 1)c

c2 z− z2[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 1)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b + 1)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (47)

Example 14. For the ratio R−1,1,0(z) according to (26), we obtain p = l = r = 0. Theorem 3 and
definition (27b) yield:

B−1,1,0P0 =
[Γ(c)]2(a− b− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)
.

The asymptotic behavior of R−1,1,0(z) as z → ∞ is rather complicated and depends on the
relation between a and b. The application of Lemmas 2 and 3 yields the following:

(1) If b + 1 < a, then R−1,1,0(z) = o(1) as z→ ∞;

(2) If b ≤ a ≤ b + 1, then R−1,1,0(z) = o(z) as z→ ∞;

(3) If b− 1 ≤ a < b, then R−1,1,0(z) = Bz + o(z) as z→ ∞;

(4) If a < b− 1, then R−1,1,0(z) = Bz + C + o(1) as z→ ∞,

where

B =
(b− a)(b− a + 1)

b(a− c)
, C =

(b− a)(b− a + 1)(c(a + b− 1)− 2ab)
b(c− a)(a− b− 1)(a− b + 1)

.

Hence, if |a− b| > 1 we have R−1,1,0(z) = βz + α + o(1) as z→ ∞, where (β, α) = (0, 0)
when a > b + 1 and (β, α) = (B, C) when a < b− 1. Then, for |a− b| > 1 the N = 0 case of
Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R−1,1,0(z) = α + βz +
[Γ(c)]2(a− b− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−2(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (48)
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In addition to the condition |a− b| > 1, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under these restrictions and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0 the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b)− − (c− a− b)− > −1,

which is true for all real a, b, c. Here, R−1,1,0(z)− α− βz ∈ M provided that the above representa-
tion holds and the constant in front of the integral is positive.

For arbitrary values of a, b, we have R−1,1,0(z) = βz + o(z) as z → ∞, where β = 0 when
a ≥ b and β = B when a < b. Hence, we can use representation (35) with N = 1 yielding

R−1,1,0(z) = 1 + βz +
z[Γ(c)]2(a− b− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt

(49)
or with N = 2 yielding

R−1,1,0(z) = 1 +
(a− b− 1)c

c2 z +
z2[Γ(c)]2(a− b− 1)

Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

ta+b(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (50)

Example 15. For the ratio R−2,−2,0(z) according to (26), we obtain p = 4, l = 0, r = 1.
Theorem 3 and definition (27b) yield

B−2,−2,0P1(t) = −
[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 2)(ρ0 + ρ1t)

Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)
,

where ρ0 = a2 + b2 − (c + 2)(a + b) + 3c + 1, ρ1 = c(c − a − b + 1) + 2(ab − a − b + 1).
Using Lemmas 2 and 3 or by direct, albeit tedious, calculation, we obtain the following asymptotic
approximations:

(1) If a > b + 2, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γa,b,cz2 + βa,b,cz + αa,b,c + o(1) as z→ ∞;

(2) If b + 1 < a ≤ b + 2, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γa,b,cz2 + βa,b,cz + o(z) as z→ ∞;

(3) If b ≤ a ≤ b + 1, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γa,b,cz2 + o(z2) as z→ ∞;

(4) If b− 1 ≤ a ≤ b, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γb,a,cz2 + o(z2) as z→ ∞;

(5) If b− 2 ≤ a < b− 1, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γb,a,cz2 + βb,a,cz + o(z) as z→ ∞;

(6) If a < b− 2, then R−2,−2,0(z) = γb,a,cz2 + βb,a,cz + αb,a,c + o(1) as z→ ∞,
where

γa,b,c =
(a− 2)(a− 1)

(c− b)(c− b + 1)
, βa,b,c =

2(a− 2)(a− 1)(c + 1− 2b)
(c− b)(c− b + 1)(b− a + 1)

,

αa,b,c = γa,b,c
c(c + 1)(a− 1) + 2b2(a + 4c− 3b)− 2ab(c + 2)− b(3c2 − c− 6)

(a− b− 2)(a− b− 1)2 .

Hence, for |a− b| > 2, we have R−2,−2,0(z) = γz2 + βz + α + o(1) as z→ ∞, where (γ, β, α) =
(γa,b,c, βa,b,c, αa,b,c) when a > b + 2 and (γ, β, α) = (γb,a,c, βb,a,c, αb,a,c) when a < b− 2. Then,
for |a− b| > 2, the case N = 0 of Theorem 5 leads to the representation

R−2,−2,0(z) = γz2 + βz + α− [Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 2)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)

∫ 1

0

(ρ0 + ρ1t)ta+b−3(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (51)

In addition to condition |a − b| > 2, we need to assume that (a, b, c) ∈ V in Theorem 4.
Under these restrictions and except for the degenerate cases ab = 0 and (c− a)(c− b) = 0, the
condition (33) reads

(c− a− b + 4)− − (c− a− b)− > −1,

which is true for all real a, b, c. The above integral representation implies that either γz2 + βz +
α − R−2,−2,0(z) ∈ M or R−2,−2,0(z) − γz2 − βz − α ∈ M if the zero t∗ = −ρ0/ρ1 of the
polynomial ρ0 + ρ1t lies outside of the interval (0, 1).
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If 1 < |a− b| ≤ 2, we see that the asymptotics takes the form R−2,−2,0(z) = γz2 + βz + o(z)
as z → ∞, where (γ, β) = (γa,b,c, βa,b,c) when a > b + 1 and (γ, β) = (γb,a,c, βb,a,c) when
a < b− 1. Hence, for 1 < |a− b| according to (35) with N = 1, we obtain

R−2,−2,0(z) = γz2 + βz + 1− z[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 2)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)

∫ 1

0

(ρ0 + ρ1t)ta+b−2(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt. (52)

Similarly, for |a− b| ≤ 1, the asymptotics takes the form R−2,−2,0(z) = γz2 + o(z2), where
γ = γa,b,c when a ≥ b and γ = γb,a,c when a ≤ b. Hence, without additional restrictions
according to (35) with N = 2, we obtain

R−2,−2,0(z) = 1 +
2(2− a− b)

c2 z + γz2

− z2[Γ(c)]2(c− a− b + 2)
Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c− a + 2)Γ(c− b + 2)

∫ 1

0

(ρ0 + ρ1t)ta+b−1(1− t)c−a−b

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2(1− zt)
dt (53)

under the condition (a, b, c) ∈ V from Theorem 4, but without any other restrictions.

4. Concluding Remarks

It turns out that our results may help in finding integral representations of elementary
and special functions. For instance, Formulas (43) and (44) with a = b = 1 and c = 2 yield
the following curious identity:

z
Log(1 + z)

= 1 + z
∞∫

1

dx
(log2(x− 1) + π2)(x + z)

= 1 +
z
2
− z2

∞∫
1

dx
(log2(x− 1) + π2)(x + z)x

.

The first equality here after division by z corrects the representation [30] (Formula (34)).
This identity may be easily generalized by applying (37) with arbitrary N ∈ N, a = b = 1
and c = 2 to the results of Example 12:

z
Log(1 + z)

=
N−1

∑
k=0

Ckzk

k!
− (−z)N

∞∫
1

dx
(log2(x− 1) + π2)(x + z)xN−1

,

where N = 1, 2, 3, . . . and Ck is the kth Cauchy number [24] (p. 294).
Moreover, Theorem 5, in view of Remark 8, gives a way for calculating the “generalized

beta integrals” of the form

Ia,b(j, k) :=
∫ 1

0

ta+b+j(1− t)c−a−b−k

|2F1(a, b; c; 1/t)|2 dt.

In particular, Examples 1–4, 7–9 and 12 lead immediately to explicit evaluations in
terms of gamma functions of the integral Ia,b(j, k) for the following pairs (j, k): (−2,−1),
(−2, 0), (−1,−2), (−1,−1), (−1, 0), (0,−3), (0,−2), (0,−1), (0, 0), (1,−3), (1,−2), (1,−1).
This list can be extended by invoking Examples 6 and 15 with the following pairs: (−3,−1),
(−3, 0), (−1,−3). For instance, for j ∈ {−1, 0} and k ∈ {0, 1} we get:

Ia,b(j, k) =
Γ(a + 1 + j)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1− k)Γ(c− b + n)

Γ(c + n)Γ(c + 2 + j− k)
, where n = min(1 + j, 1− k) ∈ {0, 1},

provided that a ≥ b; the case a ≤ b follows by exchanging a↔ b. Further examples are

Ia,b(0, 2) =
Γ(a + 1)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)

[Γ(c)]2(a + b− c + 1)
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and, if a > b + 1,

Ia,b(−2, 0) =
Γ(a)Γ(b + 1)Γ(c− a + 1)Γ(c− b)

(a− b− 1)Γ2(c)
.

Note that the value of j in the above 15 pairs (j, k) may be increased by any positive
integer (and hence made as large as desired) by choosing larger values of N ∈ N0 in (37).
A natural limitation of the above integral evaluations is that the hypergeometric function
in the denominator has to be non-vanishing in C \ [1, ∞) and on the branch cut, which can
be verified via Theorem 4. For a general pair of integers (j, k), we can use formulae (26) to
choose the corresponding shifts n1, n2, m and use Remark 8 to calculate the corresponding
integral. The details of this algorithm will be elaborated in a separate publication.
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