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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the parity of three class of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic
Fuler sums using the methods of contour integration and residue computation, and derive explicit
parity formulas for linear, quadratic, and some higher-order cases. Based on their connection
with cyclotomic multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm functions, we further obtain certain parity
results for these functions. At the end of the paper, we propose two conjectures regarding the
parity and symmetry of multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm functions of arbitrary depth.

Keywords: Contour integration; Hurwitz-type Cyclotomic FEuler sums; Residue theorem; Par-
ity result; Cyclotomic multiple zeta values; Cyclotomic multiple t-values; Cyclotomic multiple
T-values.

AMS Subject Classifications (2020): 11M32, 11M99.

1 Introduction

In 1735, Euler solved the famous Basel problem and discovered the following well-known formula:
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Furthermore, he provided a more general formula:
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where By denotes the Bernoulli numbers defined by
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The series on the left side of the above formula is now known as the value of the Riemann zeta
function at positive even integers, where the Riemann zeta function is defined as:

¢(s) := — (R(s) >1). (1.3)

*Email: rhy626514@163.com


https://arxiv.org/abs/2601.00035v1

In a paper published in 1776, Euler [3,9] studied double series of the following form (now referred
to as double zeta star values or linear Euler sums):

o r7(p)
Sp.q = Z 7; (p,g € Nand ¢ > 1), (1.4)
n=1

where HT(Lp ) stands the generalized harmonic number of order p defined by

n 1
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In [9], Euler examines in detail relations between the double series (1.4) and the series of the
form (1.2). Research on this series had already appeared in correspondence between Goldbach
and Euler as early as around 1742-1743. Euler elaborated a method to show that the double
series Sp 4 can be evaluated in terms of zeta values in the following cases: p = 1, p = ¢,
(p,q) = (2,4),(4,2) and p+ ¢ < 13 odd. He even conjectured that all S, , when p + ¢ is odd
can be expressed in terms of zeta values, a result that was proven by Nielsen [20] in 1906.

In 1998, Flajolet and Salvy developed a contour integral theory to systematically study
Euler sums of the following general form:
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where p; € N and ¢ > 2. The quantity py +- - -+pp +¢ is called the “weight” of the sum, and the
quantity k is called the “degree”. When k > 2, it is referred to as a nonlinear Fuler sum. One of
the most important results in their paper was the proof of the parity theorem for nonlinear Euler
sums, which can be stated as follows: A nonlinear Euler sum Sy, ..., 4 reduces to a combination
of sums of lower orders whenever the weight p1 + - - - + px, + q and the order k are of the same
parity. Moreover, Flajolet and Salvy highlighted the connection between these Euler sums and
multiple zeta values. By utilizing the stuffle relations (see [13]), they demonstrated that an
Euler sum of weight w and degree k can be expressed as a Z-coefficient linear combination of
multiple zeta values with weight w and depth not exceeding k+1. The explicit formulas of Euler
sums via MZVs were established by Xu and Wang in [28]. The multiple zeta values (MZVs) are
defined by ( [12,33])

QLTSI S FE < ——— (1.6)
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where ki,...,k, are positive integers and k, > 2 (i.e. admissible). Here r and ki + --- + k,
are called the depth and weight, respectively. The concept of multiple zeta values was indepen-
dently introduced in the early 1990s by both Hoffman [12] and Zagier [33]. Due to their profound
connections with various mathematical and physical disciplines such as knot theory, algebraic
geometry, and theoretical physics, the study of multiple zeta values has attracted considerable
interest from numerous mathematicians and physicists. Over more than three decades of devel-
opment, this field has yielded abundant research achievements. For a comprehensive survey of
results obtained before 2016, readers may refer to Zhao'’s excellent monograph [35]. Similarly,
the investigation of parity properties of multiple zeta values constitutes a significant research
topic in this field. In 1996, Borwein and Girgensohn [5] proposed the following parity conjecture:



When the weight w and the depth 7 are of the opposite parity, ((k) is Q[r?] -linear combination
of multiple zeta values of depth at most r — 1. Tsumura [23] provided the first proof of this
conjecture, which was subsequently followed by new proofs and further generalizations from
various researchers, including: Brown [6], Ihara-Kaneko-Zagier [15], Jarossay [16], Machide [19]
and Panzer [21]. Regrettably, none of the aforementioned proofs were able to provide a general
explicit formula. However, Hirose [11] recently established an explicit formula for the parity of
multiple zeta values by employing the theory of multitangent functions developed by Bouillot [7].

Indeed, the contour integral theory and methodology developed by Flajolet and Salvy can
be further extended and generalized. Recently, Xu and Wang [28, 30] investigated the parity of
two classes of Euler sums involving odd harmonic numbers (referred to as Euler T-sums and
Euler g—sums) using the contour integral theory developed by Flajolet and Salvy. These sums
are defined as follows:
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where (p1,p2,...,pk,q) € NFT1and (01,09,...,0,0) € {£1}*+ with (¢,0) # (1,1). The

hﬁ{’ )(J) denotes the (alternating) odd harmonic number defined by

n k
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In his recent review paper [36], Zhao presented a wealth of research progress on sum formulas
for multiple t-values, multiple T-values, and the related level 2 multiple zeta values.

Xu and Wang investigated the parity properties of Euler T-sums and Euler g—sums, es-
tablishing explicit parity formulas for multiple t-values and multiple T-values with depth< 3
(see [30, Thms. 40 and 52]). For k := (ki,...,k;) € N and o := (01,...,0,) € {£1}"
and (k,,o,) # (1,1), the (alternating) multiple t-values (MtVs) and the (alternating) multiple
T-values (MTVs) are defined by ( [14, 30])
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Very recently, the authors of this paper [22] investigated the parity results of cyclotomic Euler
sums using the method of contour integration. They established several explicit formulas for
cases of degree < 3, from which they derived certain parity properties of cyclotomic multiple
zeta values. The cyclotomic Fuler sum is defined by

Spl,...,pk;q(xla T 1‘) — Z Cn(pl; fEl)Cn(pQ; x2) T Cn(ka xk:)xn’ (1'11)
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where p1,...,pk,q € N and x1,...,zk, z are all roots of unity with (¢,z) # (1,1). Here ¢, (p; x)
stands the finite sum of polylogarithm function defined by

Cn(p§ I’) = Z

N

(peN, ze[-1,1]), (1.12)
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and the polylogarithm function Li,(x) is defined by

oo
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For any (ki,...,k.) € N, the classical multiple polylogarithm function with r-variables is defined
by
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which converges if |z;---x,| < 1 for all j = 1,...,7. It can be analytically continued to a
multi-valued meromorphic function on C" (see [34]). In particular, if (ki,...,k,) € N and
r1,...,T, are Nth roots of unity, we call them cyclotomic multiple zeta values of level N which

converges if (k,x,) # (1,1) (see [32] and [35, Ch. 15]). Similarly, for k = (k1,...,k,) € N” and
x = (z1,...,2,) (all z; are N-th roots of unity) with (k,,z,) # (1,1), we define the cyclotomic
multiple t-value of level N t(ky, ..., kr;x1,...,2,) and cyclotomic multiple T-value of level N by
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In this paper, we define the following three classes of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Fuler sums:
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where pi1,...,pr,q € N, z1,..., 2.,z are all roots of unity with (¢,z) # (1,1) and a € C\ Z.
We naturally refer to the aforementioned three types of Euler sums as Hurwitz-type cyclotomic
Euler S-sums, Fuler S-sums, and Euler R-sums, respectively. Here (,(p;x;a) represents the
finite sum of Hurwitz polylogarithm function, defined as:
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and the Hurwitz polylogarithm function Liy(z;a + 1) (a € C\ N7) is defined by

o0 n

. . X
Lip(z;a +1) := Tim Cu(p;z;a) = >

> ey (ze[-1,1], (p,x) # (1,1), peN). (1.21)

More general, for any (ki,...,kr) € N", the multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm function with r-
variables is defined by

L
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which converges if [z;-+-2,| < 1forall j = 1,....r, and a # —1,-2,-3,.... Ifall 2; = 1,

then it reduces to the multiple Hurwitz zeta function ( [1,18]). It should be emphasized that in
paper [27] by the Xu and in paper [25] by Xu and Wang, the contour integration method was
employed to investigate the parity properties of the following three types of cyclotomic Euler
sums:
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Correspondingly, they obtained parity results for certain level 2 variants of cyclotomic multiple
zeta values, such as cyclotomic multiple ¢-values and cyclotomic multiple T-values.

In comparison, studies on Hurwitz-type Euler sums remain relatively scarce. Some relevant
results can be found in [2,4,26] and references therein. In [4], D. Borwein, J. M. Borwein, and
D.M. Bradley proved that

) H7(12m+1) 1.0 1 1
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+ iﬂ' cot(ma) <C(2m +1;a) +¢(2m+ 1;—a) — 2¢(2m + 1)), (1.23)

where ((s;a) is Hurwitz zeta function defined by (a # 0,—1,—2,-3,...)
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Alzer and Choi [2] discussed the analytic continuations and mingling connections of parametric

linear Euler sums S, f(a,b), S, (a,b), S, (a,b), S, (a,b), which are defined by
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where a,b € C\ N~ (N™ := {-1,-2,-3,—4,...}),p,q € C are adjusted so that the involved
)

series can converge. Here Hy @ (a) and il )(a) are the parametric harmonic numbers of order p
and the alternating parametric harmonic numbers of order p, respectively, defined by

1 n
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The primary objective of this paper is to investigate the parity properties of three classes
of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Euler sums defined in (1.17), (1.18) and (1.19) using the contour
integral method. We establish a general parity theorem and derive explicit formulas for both
linear and quadratic cases. Furthermore, by specializing parameter values, we obtain certain

parity results for cyclotomic multiple ¢-values and cyclotomic multiple T-values.

2 Preliminary Knowledge

In their systematic study of nonlinear Euler sums in 1998, Flajolet and Salvy [10] primarily
employed contour integration by evaluating residues of integrals of the form f(oo) r(s)&(s)ds =0,

where ¢ + denotes integration along large circles, that is, the limit of integrals ﬁs‘:p, and £(s)
is referred to as a kernel function, defined as

7 cot(ms) P10 (—g)p®P2D (—g) ... p e 1) (—g)
(p1 = Dlp2 = D!+ (pr — 1)!

and r(s) is a basis function, defined as r(s) = 1/s? (Vp; € N, ¢ € N\ {1}). Here 9(s) denotes
the the digamma function defined by

u(s) =—7—+;< -). (2.1)

where s € C\ Ny and Ny := N U {0} = {0,-1,-2,-3,...}, where v denotes the Fuler-
Mascheroni constant. The kernel function £(s) is defined to satisfy the following two conditions:
1). &(s) is meromorphic in the whole complex plane. 2). £(s) satisfies £(s) = o(s) over an
infinite collection of circles |s| = pi with pr — co. A crucial step in their approach involved the
application of Cauchy’s residue theorem as follows:

§(s) =

Lemma 2.1. (cf. [10, Lem. 2.1]) Let £(s) be a kernel function and let r(s) be a rational function
which is O(s~2) at infinity. Then

> Res(r(s)&(s),a) + Y Res(r(s)¢(s), 8) = 0, (2.2)

ac0 Bes

where S is the set of poles of r(s) and O is the set of poles of £(s) that are not poles r(s). Here
Res(r(s), «) denotes the residue of r(s) at s = .

Recently, the authors of this paper [22] introduced extended trigonometric functions ®(s; z)
and generalized digamma functions ¢(s; ). By examining contour integrals of the kernel function
£(s) = ®(s;2)0P Y (s;21) - pPr~V(s;2,) and rational function r(s) := s~ 9, and through
residue calculations, they established parity theorems and explicit formulas for cyclotomic Euler



sums (1.11). The generalized digamma function ¢(s;x) and extended trigonometric function
O (s;z) as follows:

o :L‘k
EREDY s (s ¢ Ny :={0,-1,-2,-3,...}), (2.3)
k=0

where x is an arbitrary complex number with |z| <1 and x # 1, and
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O(siz) = glsiz) — o — sz ™) - <, (2.4)

where x is a root of unity. The function ®(s;x) is referred to as an extended trigonometric

function because the original 7 cot(ms) function admits an analogous representation in terms of
the classical digamma function:

7 cot(s) = —é Fp(—s) — (s).

The function ¢(s;x) is a special case of the classical Lerch zeta function. In a recent study,
Vicente and Holgado [24] have investigated a Lerch-type zeta function associated with recurrence
sequences of arbitrary degree. When computing residues for contour integrals, the crucial step
involves determining the orders of all poles. In [22], the authors provided both Laurent series
expansions and Maclaurin series expansions for the ®(s;z) function and ¢(s;x) function at
integer points.

Lemma 2.2. ( [22, Egs. (2.4) and (2.5)]) Forp e N, if |s+n| <1 (n > 0), then
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In this paper, we primarily investigate the three classes of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Euler
sums in (1.17), (1.18) and (1.19) by examining the following three types of contour integrals:

]{ D(s;2)P V(s +a;21) - 9P V(s + a5 2,)
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Therefore, to facilitate the computation of residues for the aforementioned contour integrals, we
need to derive the Maclaurin series expansions of (P~ (s + a;z) at integer points and ®(s; )
at (—m — a) (where n € Ny := N U {0}).

Lemma 2.4. Forpe N, if[s+n| <1 (n>0), then

oV (s + a; x)

e U7
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and if |s—n] <1 (n>1)
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Proof. 1If |s+n| <1 (n > 0), it follows directly from the definition that

d(s+a;z)=2a" i ((— )" Lippy1(z;a)e™ — Cn(m +1;2° —a)) (s+n)"
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Taking the (p — 1)th derivative with respect to s on both sides of the above equation yields
formula (2.8). Similarly, if |s —n| < 1 (n > 1), by a direct calculation, we obtain

oo
6(s +a;x) =27 3 (=)™ (Limga (230) = Gu(m+ Lasa = 1)) (s = n)™
m=0
Taking the (p — 1)th derivative with respect to s on both sides of the above equation yields
formula (2.9). O
Lemma 2.5. If |[s+n+a| <1 (n>0), then

O(s;z) =a" i ((fl)m Lipt1(z;1 —a) — z L+ (1:_1; a)) (s+n+a)™. (2.10)

m=0

Proof. The proof of this lemma is also based on an elementary calculation, which we leave to
interested readers to attempt. ]

Finally, we also need to provide the power series expansion of the gb(p_l)(s; x) function for
an arbitrary complex number —a and a is not a natural number.



Lemma 2.6. If |s+a| <1 (n>0), then

(=1 (- e k -1

PFUST) g1 2 Z(_1)k< +p > Lipyp(2; —a)z ™ (s + a)F. (2.11)
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Proof. By an elementary calculation, we deduce

o0
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Taking the (p — 1)th derivative with respect to s on both sides of the above equation completes
the proof of this lemma. O

3 Parity Results

In this section, we will employ the method of contour integration to derive explicit formulas
for the parity relations of the linear and quadratic cases of the three types of Hurwitz-type
cyclotomic Euler sums corresponding to equations (1.17), (1.18) and (1.19). Furthermore, we
will present three theorems stating the parity relations for these three types of Hurwitz-type cy-
clotomic Euler sums of arbitrary order. Additionally, several illustrative examples are provided.

3.1 Hurwitz-type Cyclotomic Linear Euler Sums

First, in this subsection, we employ contour integration and residue computation to present the
results and relevant examples for the linear case of these three types of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic
Euler sums.

Theorem 3.1. Let z,y be roots of unity, a € C\N and p,q > 1 with (p,y), (q,zy) # (1,1). We
have

w8 (v (2y) ™) = (=198 ()

= 2 Lip(y; a) Lig ((my)fl; a) + (=1)9y~ Liy(y; a) Lig(zy; 1 — a) + (= 1)PT Liy (231 — a)

p—1
+qg—m-—2 . . - .
+ (—1)9 (p (;_ ) > ((—l)m Lipt1(z;1 — a) — x Lipy4 (ac . a)) Liptg—m—1(zy)
m=0
N ptg-m—2
+(—1)4 < b1 ) ((—l)mx Lin 41 <{L‘_1; a) — Lippg1(x;1 — a)) Liptg—m—1(y).
m=0

(3.1)

Proof. The proof of this theorem is based on residue calculations of the following contour integral:

s;2)pP V(s + a

(c0) (c0)

The integrand FZSZ) (z,y; s) has the following poles throughout the complex plane: 1. All integers
(simple poles); 2. —a (pole of order p+ ¢) and 3. —(n+a) (for positive integer n, poles of order



p). Applying Lemma 2.2-2.5, by direct calculations, we deduce the following residues

—y—n—1
Res (Fé%w)m) = (nij—ia)q (Lip(y; @) = a(piyia — 1)) (n>0),
Res( By @,y 5), ~ ) = (—1)"% (Lip(y; )y + (1) (p;y_l;—a)) (n>1),
Res (FZE )(z,y;8), —n — a) = v _1 0 8_}i_r71;1_a (;1;—11 ((S +n+ a)pFIEff]) (z,y; 5))

—1)4 = <p + ‘;‘_71” - 2) ((_1)m Lii1(z;1 —a) — 2 Lig g (;v_l; a)) % (n>1)

1~

and
1 drta—1
rla) ;
Res ( (x Ys s ) > - (p +q — 1). sl—>ma dspta—1

— (=1 Ly (@51 = 0) = 2 Lipry (2750

+ Y «4V(k;f[1)mmAw(«4ww%wuw1—@—mLmﬂ(f%¢».
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m,k>0
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From Lemma 2.1, we know that

Z:Res(F(a):ny7 )+ZReS( (z,y;5), — )
+ZRes< (z,y;s ),—n—a>+Res( ()(:Jc Y;S), — )zO.

Finally, combining these four contributions yields the statement of Theorem 3.1. O

Example 3.2. Setting (p,q) = (1,2) in Theorem 3.1, we have
Sy Y (y; (xy)_l) + 515" (y‘l; xy)
=z Lii(y; a) Lia ((my)_l; a) +y ' Liy(y; a) Lig(xy; 1 — a) + Lis(z;1 — a)
+ (Lil(x; 1—a) —zLi (gfl; a)) Lis(zy)
+ (w Liy (:E_l; a) — Lij(x;1 — a)) Lis(y) — (x Liy (:(:_1; a) + Lig(z;1 — a)) Lij (y).
Setting (p,q) = (2,1) in Theorem 3.1, we have
w55 (v (o)) + 857 (v )
= o Lis(y;a) Lir ((29) ") =y~ Lia(y; @) Lin(wy; 1 — @) + Lis(z; 1 - a)
—(Lil( ;1 —a) —xLi (;1: ))L12 xy)
+ (L (=

Lig(z;1 —a) + x Lig (2~ )) Liy (zy) — (a:Lil (afﬂa) — Lij(z;1 — a)) Lia(y).
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Theorem 3.3. Let z,y be roots of unity, a € C\N and p,q > 1 with (p,y), (q,zy) # (1,1). We
have

v (s (ay) ™) = (~1)PHISE “)(y_l;wy)
e . Yg—1\ ..
=y 1L1q( 1) Lip(y —1)%y 1qu(fcy)Llp(y;a)Jr(—l)q<p 31 >y "Lipyq(y; a)
p—1
fg-m—2\
(1) (ay)! (p ({1_1 e
m=0

X ((—1)m Lip+1(z;1 —a) — 2 Lip41 (afl; a))
1)4y 1 i <p +q—m— 2> Liptg—m—1(y; a) ((—l)m L1 ($—1> _ Lim+1($)) . (3.2)

Proof. In the context of this paper, the proof of this theorem is based on residue computations
of the following contour integral:

®(s;2)p* (s + asy) -
(a ) ) _ 1 o
?{ Gy, y;8)ds := % () 1)lst (=1)P~ds = 0.
(o0)

Obviously, n(n € N), 0, and —(n + a) (n € Ny) are the simple poles, (¢ + 1)th-order poles, and

pth-order poles of the integrand Gz(fg (z,y; s), respectively. Using Lemma 2.2-2.5, the following
residue values can be obtained through direct calculation:

a xy)" . _ _

Res (G (.52, -n) = (-0 (Liy(ray™ + (106 (v -a)) (n D),
fnyfnfl
Res (Gz(fg(fc,y; 8),1%) = — 7 Li(y0) —Gpigia— 1) (n=1),
1 dr—1

(a) e) e —g) =~ @ p(a) ) >

Res <Gp7q(:c,y, s),—n a) =1 S_)11 Ry ((s +n+a)’ Gyl (z,y; s)) (n>0)
1qp_1 p+q_m_2 1mL -1 L —1. (:Ey)n
() (0 i (1) e
and
1 d?
(a) . — ~ lim —— (g1tlgla) .
Res (Gnq(x,y, s),O) J lg% 7o ( Gp’q(a:,y,s)>
p+qg—1\ 4.
—(—1)¢ L .
0P ) (i)
k+p—1 . _ . . B
s (T 0 Ly (D" L @) = Limea (7))
m-+k=qg—1
m,k>0

Applying Lemma 2.1 in conjunction with the aforementioned four residue values suffices to prove
the theorem. O

Example 3.4. Setting (p,q) = (1,2) in Theorem 3.3, we have
—1a(a—1
y 181 )(y; (zy)~ ) + 855 )( ;$y>
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— y™" Liz ((ay) ™) Lir(y: ) +y ™" Lia(y) Lis(yia) +y~ Lig(y: 0)
+ (zy) ! Lig(2y; a) (Lil(aﬁ; 1—a)—zLi (xil; a))
+ 47 Lig(y;a) <Li1 (x_l) - Lil(x)) —y L Liy(y; a) <L12 <x_1) + Liz(fE)) .

Setting (p, (2,1) in Theorem 3.3, we have

q) =
y sy (y; (:L"y)_1> + 55,7 (y_l; wy)
=y~ Lis ((2y)™") Lia(ys @) — y ™ Lis (a) Lia(y: 0) — 29" Lig(y; 0)
— (zy)~! Lis(zy; ) (Lil(a:; 1—a)—zLi (afl; a))
+ (wy) ! Liy (zy; a) (Lig(:r; 1—a)+ Liy (:c—l; a)) — 1 Liy(y; a) (L11 (;p—l) - Lil(x)) .

Theorem 3.5. Let x,y be roots of unity, a € C\N and p,q > 1 with (p,y), (¢,xy) # (1,1). We
have

(zy) "' RiGY (y; (fﬁy)_l) — (—1)PraR @ (y‘l; fvy)
) Liy (@) ™10+ 1) + (=1)%(ay) ™ Lip(y) Lig vy —a)

(1) (p o1 1) (29)" Lipqley: —a)

= Lip(y

) (1" Liia@) = Liis (7)) Lipsgmai =)

m=0 q- 1
q—1
_ p+qgq—m—2Y\ _,
+ (*1)(1?/ ! ( 1 ) L1p+q7m71(y§ *a)
m=0 p
X ((—l)m Lijp1 (:1:_1; a+ 1) — 27 Ly (2 —a)) . (3.3)

Proof. Similar to the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 above, the proof of this theorem requires
consideration of this type of contour integral:

o O(s;2)" V(siy) e
jq{ ngq)(x,y; s)ds := j([ (—1)P~ds = 0.
(c0)

’ (p—Dl(s+a)?

[e.e]

Obviously, all positive integers are simple poles, all non-positive integers are poles of order p+1,
and s = —a is a pole of order q. Applying Lemmas 2.2, 2.3, 2.5 and 2.6, we obtain

Res (3. 5:5)m) = 20 (i) — Guaiin) - (0 € ),
Res (ng“q) (z,y; ), —n) = ;Slimn % {(5 + n)pHHz(:q) (x,y; s)} (n € Np)
= (P ) e (L) + (1P (i)
+ <—1>q; () (0" L) = L (571)) o S

12



and

Res (H(a) (z,y; ), —a)

p.q
E+p—1Y\_. _ . . _
= Z (—1)k< » f 1 > Ligyp(y; —a)y™? ((—l)m Lipt1(z;1 —a) — x Lip41 (x 1;a>> .
m+k=qg—1,
m,k>0

Noting the fact that
(=)™ Lip41(z;1 — a) — x Lipp4 (xil; a> = (=1)" Lip41 <x*1; a+ 1) — 27 Lipy g1 (25 —a),
and applying Lemma 2.1, we deduce the desired result with an elementary calculation. O

Example 3.6. Setting (p,q) = (1,2) in Theorem 3.5, we have
(zy) 'R (y; (ﬂ:y)*l) +R{;" (y’l; xy)
= Li1 (y) Lia ((wy)‘l; a+ 1) + (wy) ™" Li1 (y) Lia(zy; —a)
+2(ay) ™ Li(ay; ~a) + (y) ™" (Lir(2) — Liy (¢71) ) Lia(ay; —a)
+y ' Lig(y; —a) <Li1 (ﬂ:_l; a+ 1) — 27 Liy (a; —a))
—y ' Liy(y; —a) <Li2 (x_l; a+ 1) + 27! Lig(a; —a)) .
Setting (p,q) = (2,1) in Theorem 3.5, we have
(ay) 'RETY (y; (xy)”) + Ry, (yfl;a?y)
= Lio(y) Lit ((ay) 10+ 1) = (ay) ™ Lia(y) Lis(ay: —a) — (2)~" Lis(ay: —a)
— (xy)? (Lil (x) — Liy <x_1>) Lig(zy; —a) + (zy) ! (Lig(.’I}) + Lis (x_1)> Liy (zy; —a)
—y ' Lis(y; —a) (Li1 (:U*l; a+ 1> — 2 ' Liy (2 —a)) :
3.2 Hurwitz-type Cyclotomic Quadratic Euler Sums

Next, in this subsection, we utilize contour integration and residue computation to present
the results and specific examples for the quadratic case of these three types of Hurwitz-type
cyclotomic Euler sums.

Theorem 3.7. Let x,x1,x2 be roots of unity, a € C\ Z, and p1,p2,q € N with (p1,x1), (p2,x2)
and (q,xx1x2) # (1,1). We have

.I‘S(a_l) (1'1, T2 ($$1$2)_1> + (_1)P1+p2+qs(—a) <x1_1, x2_1; ml‘ll‘Q)

pP1,p2;9 p1,p259
= (a—1) . -1 (a—1) ) 1
= T ipy'4q (215 (221) + 28y, 1 4q | T2 (T22)

+ z Li,, (z1; a)SI(j‘;;;l) (:Ug; (acxlxg)_1> + x Lip, (z2; a)SIg‘f;ll) (xl; (wwlxz)_l)

— (=19 Ly, (0130)85) (07 wwrs ) — (2174905 Lip, (e )50 (27 2122

13



+ (_1)p1+p2+q Lip1+p2+61(x; 11— a) - xLipl (1'15 a) Lip2+q <($$1)_15 a)
— 0 Ligy (225 0) Lipy 1 ((222) 75 @) — 2 Lip, (215 @) Lip, (23; @) Lig ((22122) ;0

— (=1)%(2122) " Lip, (21; @) Lip, (225 a) Lig(zz129; 1 — @)

e ("’ e 1) Littpa(2) (—1)" Limia (551 = 0) = o Limya (27 '50) )

—1
m+k=p1+q—1, p2
m,k>0

- > (k e 1) Ligyp, (21) ((-Um Lip1(251 — a) = Lijps (fv*l; a))

m+k=pg+qg—1, pr— 1
m,k>0
pitp2—1
—m—2
e <p1 “’2;_‘11 " ) ((—1)m Lipt1(2;1 — a) — 2 Limss (x_l;a>>
m=0

X Lip, 4pytg-—m—1(2T122)

k -1\ [k -1
_ Z (_1)k1+k2 < 1;;17_1 . ) < 2p—2p_2 . > Lik1+p1 (.Z'l) Lik2+p2 (x2>
kg0

X <(—1)m Lip+1(x;1 —a) — 2 Lip4+1 (afl; a))

NEEDY (k: ;fi; 1> <p2+q;izl—k—2>

m+k<pg—1,
m,k>0

X <(—1)m Lip+1(x;1 —a) — 2 Lip41 (afl; a))

x ((‘Dk Liktp, (1) Lipy 4 g—m—k—1(22122) + (=1)" Sk pypat-g—m—k—1 (3’51_15 xxlx?))

NS (k ;piI 1> <p1+q;izl—k—2>

m+k<pj—1,
m,k>0

X ((‘Um Lipt1(2;1 — @) — 2 Lip 41 (3?_1% a))
% (1) Lk (22) Ligy 4g-mo k-1 (22122) + (<11 Skt 4ok (23 100122 ) ) (3.4)

Proof. The proof of this theorem is based on residue calculations of the following contour integral:

®(s;2) 0P (s 4+ a; 21)pP> Y (s + a; x9)
F(a) . = 7{ ) ) ) -1 p1+p2 —0.
7{ Dipe.q(T,T1, 25 8)ds (o1 = Dl(ps — D)l(s + a)e (=1) ds=0
(c0)

(c0)

It is evident that the integrand Fggfz))%q(x, x1,x2;s) possesses the following poles in the complex
plane: 1. All integer points are simple poles; 2. s = —a is a pole of order p; + p2 + ¢; 3.
s = —n — a (where n is a positive integer) is a pole of order p; + ps. Applying Lemmas 2.3 and
2.4, we can compute the residues at simple poles located at integer points as follows:

(1 —n—1 )
Res (Fzgilz)m,q('; S)’”) = ((nli))q (Lip, (z150) — Calp1; 2150 — 1))

X (Lipy(z2;a) — Cu(p2; w250 — 1)) (n € Np),

14



Res ( 1511))2 (5 8); —n) = (—1)(1((:?1:65)): (Lip1 (xl;a)xl_l + (=)' ¢ (pl;:zl_l; —a))

x (Lips(z2s )23 + (—1)7 G (pswz s —a))  (n € N).

Applying Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, after extensive calculations, the residues at the poles located at
—a and —n — a (n € N) can be obtained as follows:

Res < Igfl)h q( 1 S), —a)
1 qp1tp2+q-1
lim
(pl +’p2'+’Q'_ 1).8—% a dsP1tp2+g—1

_ +p2tq—17; . - 1.
= (—1)prrPerd L1p1+pz+q(73a 1—a)— @ Lip, 4pytq (3’3 ,a)

£ % (TP T i) (17 L1 - @)~ 2Li (+7'5a)

—1
m+k=p1+q—1, p2
m,k>0

+ Y (- (k o 1) Liktp, (21) (=)™ Limg1 (231 = @) = 2 Liy1 (2750))

-1
m+k=py+q—1, p1
m,k>0

k14+p1 —1\ (ko +p2— 1Y\ . .
D MG Lity 10 (21) ity s, (22)
m+ky+kg=q—1 pi—1 p2—1

{(s + )p1+p2+qF1§1%2 q(% T, T2 3)}

mykq kg >0
X ((‘Um Lipt1(z;1 — a) — 2 L4 (53_1% a))
and for n € N,
Res ( ;1;2  (38),—n — a)
1 ) dpr1+p2—1

- - s p1+p2 1(a) .
~ (pr4p2—1) i Geprre {(S MR G S)}

p1+p2—1

—m—2

=(-1)? Z (pl P2 ;_—ql mn > ((fl)m Lipy+1(x;1 —a) — x Lig41 (1:_1; a))
m=0

(xxym2)™
nP1+p2+g—m—1

k+pr—1\/p+q—m—k—2 (xxy22)"
_1\4
+ ( 1) Z < pp— 1 g—1 np2+q—m—k—1
m+k<py—1,
m,k>0

X ((—l)m Lipt1(z;1 — a) — x Lip41 <w*1; a)) ((—1)k Ligyp, (z1) + (=1)P1¢, (k: + p1; 371_1)>
EIES <k+P2 - 1) <p1 +q—m-— k‘—2> ($$1$2): :
npP1t+q—m—k—

mirem_ N\ P21 qg—1
m,k>0

X <(_1)m Lim+1(2;1 —a) — o Limy1 <x*1;a>) ((—1)kLik+pz(fU2) + (=1)PCn (k +p2;:1:2_1>> _

By Lemma 2.1, we have
Z Res (Fé?m q ; ) + Z Res ( pP1p2, q ) _n>
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+ nf:lRes (Fzgf}u,q(-; 5),—n — a> + Res ( p(u)j2 J(59), —a) _o.

Substituting the four residue results obtained above consequently proves Theorem 3.7. O
Example 3.8. Setting (p1,p2,q) = (1,1,2) in Theorem 3.7, we have

(a—1) . -1 (=a)( —1 1.
1'51,1;2 r1, 2; (TT172) —1-51’1;2 Ty, Ly TT1T2

— 2507 <m1; (ml)*l) + a5 (xg; (mg)fl)
+ 2 Li(2130)S\% ) (;cg; (xxll‘g)_l) + 2 Liy (2250)S\% ) <x1; (alexg)_l)
a7 Li(e1;0)S157 (23 s 001w ) + 03 Tin (w23 0)S (5" (07 2122
4 Lig(z;1 — a) — 2 Lig (21 a) Lis ((ml)*l; a)
— o Liy(w2;0) Li ((2w2) ") = 2 Lis (21:0) Lis (225 @) Liz (@122) 3.0
— (w122) "' Li1 (21; a) Li1 (x93 @) Lig(zz122; 1 — a)
—9 (Lil(ac; 1—a)—aLi <x_1; a)) Lis(z2122) + (LiQ(:):; 1—a)+xLiy (;c—l- a>) Lio(2122)
- (Lil(x;l —a)—zLi ( - a)) (Lll( ) Lis (w1 22) — 512(331 ,:c:clxg)>
- (Lll(m —a)—zLiy ( a)) <L11($2 ) Li(z2122) — Slg(xQ ,xxlwg))
- <L12(x 1—a)+zLiy ( )) Lis (23) <L11(JI 1—a)—zLi (:1: ))
~ Liy (22 (ng(x 1—a) -z Lis (w a)) Lia(21) (ng(x 1 - a) + z Lis (:1: , ))
)) Liy (z1) <L13 21— a) — z Lis <a: ))
)
)

x1) Lig(z2) (Lil(x; 1—a)—xLi (J:fl;a)) )

ig(22)

(22)

ig(z1) 1

+ Liy (1) Liy (22) (le(x 1 - a) +  Li (m ,a)

+ Lio(21) Ly (22) (Lll(x 1—a) —zLi (ac ,a)
i1(z1)

Setting (p1,p2,q) = (1,2,2) in Theorem 3.7, we have
xSff;;Ql) (331, T9; (56561332)_1) — Sf 2a2) (zl , Tg 1, CL‘:L‘1£E2>
= xS&_l) (xl; (xml)_1> + 3:55?3_1) (:1:2; (acxg)_l)
: L gle=D (. -1 : L gle=D (o -1

—l—xLll(xl,a)SQ;Q (5[72, (zx129) ) —l—xng(xg,a)Sl;Q (xl, (xx122) )
— 331_1 Liy (z1; a)Sé;_Qa) (1‘2_1; xw1x2> + ;132_1 Lig(xo; a)Si_Qa) (xl_l; 33‘33‘1.%‘2)
— Lis(z;1 —a) — z Lij(x1;a) Liy ((ale)*l; a)
— x Lig(x9;a) Lis <(m:v2)_1; a) — x Lij(x1;a) Lig(xe; a) Liy ((131)11’2)_1; a)

— (aclmg)_l Lij (z1; a) Lig(z2; ) Lig(zz122; 1 — @)
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Lij (z1) Lig(zz122) — 512(331 ,xx1x2>

a) ) L

lia) ) L

L

—9 <Li1(x; 1—a)—xLi (:p—l; a)) (Lil(xl) Lis(z2122) — S, 3(:;;1 ,xx1x2>>

) (Lirta) )
(Lll(x 1—a) — 2L (:p a)) (L12 1) Lig (21 22) +522<:v1 7xx1:r2))

- (Lil(:c; 1—a) — zLis (w a)) (L12 (22) Lis(zz122) + 522(352 ,xxle))

— 3Liy(x2) (Lll(:L' 1-a) ( )) Lis (2) (Lig(fn; 1—a) —zLi (a: a))

2 Lis () (ng( :1—a) + = Li (x a)) + Liy(21) (Li4(at; 1—a) + x Liy ( a>>

+ Lig(ar) (Lis(w;1 — a) = 2 Lig (275 0) ) + Lis(e1) (Lia(w;1 — @) + 2Ly (27 50) )

+ Lig(z1) <Li1(x; 1—a) L (ac_l; a)) + Liy (1) Li(22) (Lig( 1—a)+xLiy (x ))

+ Lis(z1) Lia(22) (Lil(a:; 1—a) — =L (93_1; a)

+ 2 Liy (21) Lis(a2) (Lil(x; 1—a)—zLi (30_1; a)) :

Theorem 3.9. Let x,x1,x2 be roots of unity, a € C\ Z, and p1,p2,q € N with (p1,21), (p2, x2)
and (q,xx1x2) # (1,1). We have

p1+p2+q+1 a -1 ,.—1. 13&(a—1 . -1
(=1) Szglypg, (951 s Ty s awiTs ) — (T122) S]()po)q r1, 12; (T7172)

= (2122) "' Lip, (21; @) Lip, (29; a) Li, (($x1$2)71> — (z122) " Lip, (21 )SI(,Z p )<:L‘2; (xxlﬂzg)*l)
— (z129) ! Lip, (2; )SI()‘f ql) (:Ul; (3333‘1.7}2)_1)
+ (=1)Y(xy29) ! Lip, (21; @) Lip, (295 @) Lig(za122) + (—1)TP22 7 Ly, (21; )5122 Z) (w;l; m:lxg)

+ (= 1)1 Py Ly, (2 a)S¢- a)(xl ,1'1'1332)

P13q
p1+p2—1
—k—-2
+ (—1)¢ Z <p1 —i—pgq—i—_ql ) <(—1)k Lig+1(z;1 — a) — x Ligyq <x_1; a))
k=0

X (22122) " Lip; 1 py+q-—1 (221225 )

k -1 — k1 — ko —2
+ (=1)" Z < 2+p11 ><p2+q 11 2 >(m:1x2)1
k1+ko<pa—1, pr— 4
k1,ko>0

% (=" Ligy 1 @31 = @) = 2 Ligg 11 (275 @) ) (<) Ligyp, (21) Lipa gy 1 (21223 0)

ko+p1—1\(p2+q—Fki —ko—2
sev 3 ()T

k1+ko<pa—1,
k1 .k >0

% (=1 Ligy 1231 = @) = 0 Ligg 1 (2750) ) (COP R gyt (717520022 )
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k -1 — k1 —ko—2
+(=1)" Z < 2+p21 )<p1+q 11 2 >(m:1x2)1
k1+ko<p1—1, P2 = =
k1.kg>0

% (=M Ligy @31 = @) = 2 Ligg 11 (275 @) ) (~1)2 Ligy s (22) Lipy gy a1 (221223 0)

ko+po—1\(p1+q—Fk1 —ko—2
sy 3 (M)

k1+ko<p1—1,
k1 .k >0

% (=1 Ligy 1 (251 = @) = Ligg 1 (2750) ) (COP R gyt (7520022 )

_ ki+p1 — 1\ (ka+p2—1 . .
+ Z (z122) 1(_1)q< 1p1p_11 ><2p2p_21 >lel-‘-m(xl;a)L1k2+P2(x2;a)

ko+p1 — 1\ (ks +p2— 1\ _. .
LD DR G Vit ( 2 > ( s ) Liky+p, (213 @) Liggtp, (225 @)
k1 +ko+hg=q—1 p1—1 p2—1
k1,kg,k3>0 ’

% (2122) 71 (1) Ligy 1 (2) = Ligg 41 (7). (3.5)

Proof. The proof of this theorem is based on residue calculations of the following contour integral:

% ]! O (s;2)pP V(s + a;21)¢P2 7Y (s + a; 12)
(@) ; = ’ ! ’ _1\P1tp2 gg —
G’le,q(‘%’ml’xz’ S)ds : (pl _ 1)!(1?2 _ 1)!Sq ( 1) ds 0.

(c0) (c0)

It is evident that the integrand Gl(,‘ﬂ)%q(x, x1,2; s) possesses the following poles in the complex
plane: 1. n(n € N) is a simple pole; 2. s =0 is a pole of order ¢+ 1; 3. s = —n — a(n € Ny) is
a pole of order p; + p2. Applying Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we can compute the residues at simple
poles located at integer points as follows:

(g x —n—1 )
Res (Gg%}z,q('?s)v”) - T M) (Lip, (215 0) = Cu(p15 2150 — 1))

nd
x (Lip, (w25 @) — Cu(p2; 2250 — 1)) (n € N),
xx,;?) (Lipl (x1; a)mfl + (=1)P¢, (pl;:cfl; —a))

Res (G(“) (-;5), —n) _ (_1)q(
X (Lip2 (z2;0)75" + (=1)P2C, <p2; oyl —a)) (n € N).

p1p2,9

Applying Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, after extensive calculations, the residues at the poles located at
0 and —n — a (n € Np) can be obtained as follows:

Res <G(“) (; s),O)

p1pP2,9
_ ki+p1—1\ (k2 +p2— 1Y) .. .
= Y (nm) 1(—1)q< o1 by 1 ik, +p, (213 @) Ligytp, (225 @)
ks

ko +p1—1\ (k3 +p2—1)\ _. )
+ Z (—1)k2+k3 ( Ligy4p, (215 @) Ligg1p, (225 a)
k1+ko+kz=q—1, b1 — 1 b2 — 1
kq ko k3 >0

< (122) ™ (1) Ligy () — Ligy 1 (27))
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and for n € Ny,

Res (Gz()%z  (38),—n — a)

= (—1)qpl+§l (p1 Fpta ke 2) ((—1)k Ligt1(z;1 — a) — 2 Ligy (90—1; a))

k=0 q—1

(zxy22)"
(n —+ a)P1+p2+q4€*1

+(=1)¢ Z ke +p1—1\ (p2+q— ki —ky—2 (zx122)"
k1+ko<po—1 p1 — 1 q— 1 (n —+ a/)p2+¢]*k1*k271
' kl?k_gpﬁo ’

X ((-Ukl Lig,41(z;1 — @) — z Lig, 1 (1‘_1; a)) ((—1)k2 Lijytp, (21) + (=1)"' G (kz +p1;$f1>)

Z ko +pa—1\(p1+q—Fki—ko—2 (za122)"
—_1)4
+ ( 1) < po — 1 > < (n + a)P1+q—k1—k2—1

-1
k1+ko<p1—1, q
k1 .k >0

X ((—1)’ﬂ Lig, 1(2;1 — @) — 2 Lig, 11 (:cfl; a)) ((—1)k2 Lig, 4y (22) + (—1)P2, (/cg ¥ po; :1;2_1>) .

By Lemma 2.1, we have

iRes( };L)DM ; ) ZRes( oipaa(3 ) —n)

+ ZRGS ( i3 8), —n — a) + Res (G;‘L)” (5 8)s O) = 0.

Substituting the four residue results obtained above consequently proves Theorem 3.9. O

Example 3.10. Setting (p1,p2,q) = (1,1,2) in Theorem 3.9, we have

(a:lxg)_ls’{fll_ﬂl) (l’l, T9; (xxlxg)_l) + SYIGQ) (xl_l, xQ_I; $$1$2)
—(xlscg)*l Lij (z1; a) Lij (z2; a) Lia <(a:a:1m2)*1> + (%1%2)71 Lij (z1; )5’5 )<x2; (xx1x2)71>
+ (l‘lfllg)_l Lij (zo; a) a 1 (ZL‘l; (1'1'11'2)_1) — (l‘ll‘g)_l Liy (z1; a) Liy (z2; a) Lig(zx122)
+ 27 Ly (2 a)gga) (a:Q_l; xa;lxg) + x5 Lip (22 a)5'§;_2a) (xl_l; mx1x2>
- 2(:vx1:1:2)_1 <Lil(x; 1—a)—xLiy (:1:_1; a)) Lig(zz1x9;a)
+ (zz122)” (ng(:): 1 —a)+ zLiy (iL‘ >> Lig(zz129; @)

— (zz129)” (Lll( ;1—a)—xLip (x )) Lij (z1) Lig(zz122; a)

Liy(z;1 —a) — x Ly ( _1;a)> R‘? (:L‘l T XXX

— (zz1202)” (Lll( ;1—a)—azLig (m )) Lij (z2) Lig(zz122; )

+ (Liy(x;1 —a) — 2 Li; <;E_1; a)) RC’L (a:z ,:E:Ulmg)

— (.’L’l.’Eg)_l Liz(x1;a) Liy(z9;a) — (z122)” 1 Lij (z1; a) Lig(z2; a)

_l’_
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Setting (p1,p2,q) = (1,2,2) in Theorem 3.9, we have
(mlxg)_1§§?2_;2l) (:L’l, x2; (.1)1‘11’2)_1) SS 2) (wl Lyt x;vlzm)

—(xlajg)_l Lij (215 a) Lig(x9; a) Lig <(xx1x2)_1> + (xlmg)_l Liy (21; a)gégl) <$2; (xxlacg)_1>

+ (z129) "L Lig(zo; a)gyzfl) (zl; (:c:leg)_1> — (x129) 7  Liy (21; @) Lig(2; a) Lig (221 22)

— xl_l Lil(:rl;a)géQ (:1:2 7acac1:1:2) +xy ng (z2;a )§§ )(xl_l;xm@)

-3 (Lll(x 1—a)—xLi (:z ,a))
(ng(l‘ 1—a)+ xLiy (3: ,a)) ZL‘ZL‘1$2)_1 Lig(zz122;a)

- <Lig(m; 1 —a)—xLis (:1;*1; a)) (zx122) ! Lig(z2129; @)

-2 (Lil(x; 1—a)—xLiy (x_l; a)

1,‘1,‘1.%2)7 Lig(zz122; a)

/N
—~
8
8
—
8
N
=
flary
—~
8
—
~
=
&
8
S
[
8
by
~
o)
—
&
~
8
—
8
8
—
8
(]
N———

. (@ (,—1.
Lll(.%'l Lig(zzq122;0) — Ry 5 (2] ;22122

) )
(Liat@i1 - a) ) (¢ )Lio i )
+ <Li1 (r;1—a) — 2z Li; ( ,a)) ( (xx122) Lig(xl) ig(zx17950) + Rgg (mfl; xx1x2>
has1=o) ) (« )Lis CRE)
)

5
8
—
8
N

r;1l—a —i—a:LiQ< ja

TT1T9) iy (22

Lij(x;1—a —th( ja ig

— (x129) 7' Liz(z1; @) Lig(29; @) — 3(x122) ™' Liy (21 @
— 2(x129) ! Lig(21; a) Lig(x2; a)

+ (z122) " Liy (21; @) Lia (22 a) (Lig(x) + Liy (:c—l))
+ (2122) "' Lig(1; @) Lig(22; a) (Lil(ac) L (arl))
+ 2(2122) " Liy (21; @) Liz(22; a) (Lil(x) ~Liy (33_1)) .

Theorem 3.11. Let x,x1,x2 be roots of unity, a € C\Z, and p1,p2,q € N with (p1,z1), (p2, x2)
and (q,xx1x2) # (1,1). We have

+p2+q+1 -1 -1, 1 +1 . -1
(—1)prrp2ra Rz(jlp)m(xl , T ,x:m:m) — (zw129)” Rl(y‘llm?q(acl,xg,(wxlm) )

Lis(z2; a)

= Liy, (z1) Lip, (x2) Li, ((a:xlq:z)*l; a+ 1) — (za122) ' Lip, (ﬂfl)RéZi;l) (:IjQ; (xa:m:z)*l)
— (za129) "' Lip, (:BQ)RI(,‘IZ )(IL‘l; (17171332)_1)

i fatpitp—1

+(—1)q($3§‘1$2) 1<q p;_llh

p1
k+ps—1\/(qg+p1— k-1
Y
sen () ()

k=0

) Ligip,4ps (z2172; —a)
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X ((—1)k(xx1x2)_1 Ligt1(z2) Lip, 4 q—k (21225 —a) + (—1)”]“211(;;;)2;})1JF(F,C (x;l; :U:leg))
p2
k+p—1 +p2—k—1
o \ D1 q
X ((—l)k(mclxg)_l Ligy1(z1) Lipy4g—k(z2122; —a) + (—l)le,(C:;)l;pﬁq_k (acl_l; J:xlacg))
p1+p2—1
_ +p1+p—k—2 . ) ,
+ (=) (za129) Z <q prp2 > ((—1)k Ligy1(x) — Ligyq (:c 1))
k=0 ¢-1
X Ligipytpy—k—1(22122; —a)
+ (=1)4(zz129) " Lip, (1) Lip, (v2) Lig(x2129; —a) + (—1)77P2 Liy, (xl)Ré;Z) (:U;l; IL’IL’11,‘2>
P13q

ko+po—1\[(q+p1— ki —ko—2
SSID VI A | (R

0<k1+ke<p1—1

+ (=1)7tP Lip, (xQ)R(_“) (xl_l; xxlxg)

(—=1)" (@z122) ™" Ligy4p, (22)

X ((—1)’“31 Lig, 41(2) — Lig, 41 <x_1>) X Li]}5Q*k1*k2*1(xxlx2;jla)
_|_(_1)p2 Rk2+p2§P1+q—k1—k2—1 ($2 ; 565613:2)

+(-DT ) <’“2+P1 —1) (Q+p2—k1—k‘2—2>

oskithasp1 v P ¢-1
(—1)k2 (zz29) ! Ligytp, (1)
X ((—1)k1 Lig, +1(2) — Lig, 41 <CC_1 ) X Lip, gk —ky—1 (221725 —a)
+(_1)p1Rl(c;—gn;pﬁq—kl—bq (561_1§$x1$2)
+ Z ((—1)}61 Lig,+1(z;1 — @) — x Lig, +1 (:c*l; a))

k1+ko+kz=q—1,
Ky ko, kg >0

ko +p1 —1\ (ks +py—1 . . _
x<—1>k2+k3(2p1p_11 )(‘”’pffl )le2+pl<x1;—a>L1k3+p2<x2;—a><:c1x2> L (3.6)

Proof. The proof of this theorem is based on residue calculations of the following contour integral:

®(s;2)0P = (5;21) P2~ (55 29)

(a) ; = ’ ’ ’ _1)Prtp2 g —
?{ Hyt, (x, 21,125 5)ds 7{ o = Dlpa = 1)(s + )7 (—1) ds = 0.
(c0)

(c0)

It is evident that the integrand Hé‘f}m,q(x, x1,T2; s) possesses the following poles in the complex
plane: 1. all postive integers are simple poles; 2. all non-postive integers are poles of order
p1+pa+1; 3. s = —ais a pole of order q. Applying Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we can compute the
residues at simple poles located at integer points as follows:

Res (H(“) (az,xl,xg;s),n>

pip2,9

- m (Lip, (21) = Ga—1(p1; #1)) (Lip, (22) — Gro1(p2; w2)) (0 € N),

Res <H(“) (z,x1, 295 8), —n)

pip2,9
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1 . qp1tp2
- (p1 + p2)! Sirfln dsp1+p2
— (~1) (q +p1+p2— 1) (zz122)"

{( + n)pl'H’QHHI(;&))2 (T, 1, 225 s)} (n € Np)

qg—1 (n—a)Q+P1+p2
p1
kE+ps—1\[(q+p1—k—1
e (0
—\ p2—1 q—1

% (1) Ly (22) + (<12 (K + posa ) ) m
g () <”p;:f”>

X ((—1)’“Lik+p1(x1 Cn(k+p1,w1 )) m

p1+p2—1
q+p1+p2—k—2
sy ( 7

k=0 q—1

- 1 (zz129)"
L1k+1 L1k+1 (fL’ )) (n — a)(I‘FPl‘FPQ*kfl

(-2
+ (=1 (Ligy (1) + (=17 G (pr:27" ) ) (Liga (2) + (=)o (2 _1)>M
+ (=1)1 Z <1€2-’;p_21—1>< q+ p1 qk?_l1 k2—2>

0<ki+ko<p1—1

% (=" Ligy 41.(2) = Ligy 1 (+71))
. _ xw1w2)"
(0 o) 9 ) el
ko+p1 —1 — k1 — ko —2
4 (—1) Z ( 2 TP1 ) <Q+p2 1— k2 >
0<k -1 q—1
<ki+ka<pa—1

% (=)™ Ligy 11(2) = Ligy 1 (+71))
(z120)"

x <(_1)k2 Dby py (1) 4 (=1)"Gn (kz Py xl_l)> (n — a)peta—Fki—Fa—1

X

and
Res (s —a) = X (0 it ) i (571)
kyt+ko+kz=q-1,
k1,ko,k3>0
ko +p1 —1\ (k3 +p2—1\ . ) _
(- ity 10 (215 —0) Ling s, (225 —a) (0122)
p1—1 p2 — 1

By Lemma 2.1, we have

Z Res ( pipaal ) + Z Res (Hzgcfpz a(58); —n)

+ZRes( pipang 1 5)s —n—a) +Res< ]glg,w( 's),—a) =0.
Substituting the four residue results obtained above consequently proves Theorem 3.11. O
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Example 3.12. Setting (p1,p2,q9) = (1,1,2) in Theorem 3.11, we have

(xmlxg)_le?lle) (ml, To; (xm1$2)_1) + Rf{g <xf1, x;l; :L’xlxg)

= — Liy(21) Liy (22) Lig ((a:a:lxg)_l; a+ 1) + (zxy29) 7t Lil(xl)Rg?;l) <$2; (:C:leg)_1>
+ (zx29) 7" Lil(xg)Rg?;l) (:1:1; (xmlxg)_1> — 3(xx129) ! Lig(22122; —a)

-2 ((xwlxg)_l Liy (z9) Lig(z2z129; —a) — R(l,_ga) (:EQ_I; acxlzng))

+ ((xa;lacg)*l Lig(z2) Lig(zz129; —a) + Rg 9 (x2 ,x$1$2>>

-2 ((IL‘ZL‘llL‘Q)_l Liy (z1) Lig(zz129; —a) — Rg 3 (l’l 7xx1:n2>)

+ ((xwlxg)*l Lig(z1) Lig(zz122; —a) + Ré I (371 ,mmmﬁg))

- 2(3:931:132)_1 (Lil(:c) —Li; (x_l)) Lig(zz122; —a)

+ (l‘l‘le)_l (Lig(w) + Lis <m_1>> Lig(zz129; —a)

— (a:a:lxg)fl Lij (z1) Liy (z2) Lig(zx122; —a) 4+ Li; (xl)Rg;a) (952_1; xx1x2>

(a:;l; :c:clazg))

)~ ) —
— (Liy(z) — Liy (x_1>) ((mmlwg)_l Liy (z1) Lig(zz122; —a) — R (xfl;xx1$2)>

i (
(Lir(
(Lig(m; 1 - a) + 2 Lis (afl; a>> Liy (21; —a) Lit (22 —a) (z122) "
(i )
(Lir

+ Liy (Z‘Q)Rg._;) (wl_l; xxlwg)

1 Lll(:L'Q) ng (xwll’g, —

+ (

+ (Lij(x;1 —a) —xLip (93—1, a) ) Lig(x1; —a) Lij (zo; *(L)(CL‘leQ)

+ (Lij(z;1 —a) — 2z Lip (x_l; a)) Lij (z1; —a) Lig(xo; —a)(:rlxg)
Setting (p1,p2,q) = (2,2,2) in Theorem 3.11, we have

(zx129)” 1R§ 9.2 )<x1, x9; (:U:leg)_1> + Ré}aQ) (xl_l, zy 3:33@2)
= — Liz(xl) LiQ((EQ) Liy ((erlxg)il; a+ 1) + (:L’:L’lxg) 1 ng(l’l)R( )<:132; (xx1x2)71>

+ (xx129)” L12(:U2)R(a+ )(331; (xxlzm)_1> — 5(1‘1‘1:52)_1 Lig(zz122; —a)
R

-3 ((a:a;lxg) T Liy( (x9) Lig(zx129; —a) + é;a) (xz_l; m:la?g))
( Tx12T2)” 1 Lig(z9) Lig(zz129; —a) — Rg?a) (x;l;:v:mm))
-3 ( xT1x2)" 1L14 (x2) Lig(zx129; —a) + RZ(L;_G) (x;l, :I::rlx2>)
-3 ( (zx129) " Lig(21) Lig(zz120; —a) + Rg?a) (xl_l; a:a:1x2))
+4 ( TX1T2)" 1 Lig(x1) Lig(zz129; —a) — Rg;_a’) (xl_l; :U:Ulac2>)
-3 ( (xx122)” 1 Lig(z1) Lig(zz122; —a) + RL(L;_QG) (ml ,J;xlxg))
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Lis(zz122; —a)

-1 Lig(zz122; —a)

- 1 (=)
+ (@) (L12 z) + Lis (x 1)) Lig(z2122; —a)
— o(zxras)” (L13 z L13( ))
+ (zz1as) ! (L14(m) + Liy (x— )) Lis(z2129; —a)
— (ww1w2) " Lio(21) Lia () Lis(w212; —a) — Lis (1) RS," (9551; :L’:L’11:2>
— Lig ()RS, (xl_l; :mcp@)
_9 (Lil(x) L (zfl)) ((mlxg)*lLiQ(xg)Lig(mla:g; a) + RS <x2 ,xxle))
(ng( +L12< )) ( 22122) " Lig(2) Li(za129; —a) + RY," (332 ,mm))
(L11 Lll( 1)) ( (ww122) " Lig(w2) Lis(z129; —a) — Ry, (xQ 756:101372))
(L11 ~Liy (3: 1)) ( z2122) " Lig(a1) Lig(2a129; —a) + Ry 5" (:cl ,xxle))
+ (Lia(a) + Lia (7)) (G2 )
+2 (Lir(2) = Lir (7)) ((ww122) ™" Lig (1) Lig (w2125; —a) — By (27500122 ) )
+ (Lia(e;1 = a) + oLz (+7'0) ) Lia(a1; ) Lin(wa; —a) (w125) "
+2 (Lil(a:; 1-a) - zLi (afl; a)) Lis(21; —a) Lig(22; —a)(z1202) L

2 (Lil(:n; 1—a)—xLiy (33_1; a)) Lig(z1; —a) Liz(zg; —a)(z122) "

x129) " Lig(21) Lig(22129; —a) + R( (ml ,J:J:lxg)

3.3 Generalized Hurwitz-type Cyclotomic Euler Sums

Finally, in this subsection, we employ contour integration to present three statement theorems
for the case of arbitrary order of these three types of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Euler sums.

Theorem 3.13. Let x,x1,...,2, be roots of unity, and p1,...,pr,q > 1 with (pj,x;) and
(¢, zxy---xy) # (1,1). The

a—1 . -1
ms;()17p2? 7Ihq(‘fl"l?l’Q?‘"’x7”’('r$1"':’U’f') )
p1+p2+-+pr+q+r g(—a) -1 -1 -1
+(=1) i Sprwrprig\ T T2 5o Ty S TTY Ty

reduces to a combination of sums of lower orders.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is based on residue calculations of the following contour integral:

Féf;Q prog (T L1, X2, ..., X S)ds
(c0)

= j'{ ®(s;2)pP1 V(s + a;21)pP> V(s + as 22) - - 9P V(s + a2, (—1)Prpet P g — (.
(p1 = Dlp2 — !+ (pr — D(s + a)?

(c0)
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Obviously, the integrand F,gng...pnq(az, x1,%2,...,%y;8) possesses the following poles in the com-
plex plane: 1. All integer points are simple poles; 2. s = —a is a pole of order p;+p2+- - -+pr+¢;
3. s = —n — a (where n is a positive integer) is a pole of order p; + p2 + --- + p,. Applying
Lemma 2.1, we have

ZRGS< pip2-pral ) ZRGS( pipa-pra (75 S); —”)

+2Res( Nbaprali8),—n—a) + Res (Fyp g(8),—a) =0.  (3.7)

At integer points, which are simple zeros, the residue values can be calculated using Lemmas
2.3 and 2.4 as follows:

l’in(.’IJl . .xT)fnfl T

Res ( 151;!)72 pra (73 8); n) = (n + a)d 11 (Lipj (zj;50) — Cu(pjszj50 — 1)) (n € Np),

W ﬁ <Lipj (zj;0)z; " + (=1)Pin (pj; z; —a)) (n € N).

j=1

Res( 1511)72 pra(758), —n) =

By expanding the two residue values above and then summing them, we obtain

ZRGS( pip2--pral ) ZRes( pipa-prag(718)s —n)

a—1 . —1 r
_xSZ(’hp%) 7prq<x1,w2,...,xr,(xx1--~xr) )(_1)
+patApra o(—a -1 -1 1
+ (—1)prrp2rTE qS;(n,pg,...,p,«;q (xl STy e, Xy X ':cr>

+ {combinations of lower-order sums}.

Applying Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we can also compute the latter two residue values in (3.7).
However, the resulting sum obtained after summation will still be of order less than r, namely:

ZRes( pipa-pra (s 3)>—n—a> —i—Res( glgz g (38), —a)

€ {combinations of lower-order sums}.

Finally, substituting these two conclusions into (3.7) completes the proof of the theorem. O

Theorem 3.14. Let x,x1,...,2, be roots of unity, and p1,...,pr,q > 1 with (pj,x;) and
(¢, zxy---xy) # (1,1). The

1&(a—1) _ ~1
(@1 zr) S ) ’prq<x1,x2,...,xr,(xx1---xr) )
+p2+-+prtgtr §(—a -1 -1 -1,
+ (=1)Prpattprta Slghp;wpr;q(xl R ,:)::rl---x,«>

reduces to a combination of sums of lower orders (It should be noted that the lower-order sum
also contains Euler R-sums).
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Proof. To prove this theorem, we only need to consider contour integrals of the following form:

() _
% Gp1p2 ‘Pr,q x y L1, L2y« - 7-:Ur,3)d8

_ 7{ (s 2)¢® V(s + a3 2P0 st aswy) - Q0TS HaGT) gt gy g,

2 (p1 = Dlpz = !+~ (pr — 1)!s4

The specific procedure is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.13 and is therefore omitted here. [

Theorem 3.15. Let x,z1,...,2, be roots of unity, and p1,...,pr,q > 1 with (pj,x;) and
(¢, xzxy -+ xy) # (1,1). The

1 1 _ -1
(xxy - xp)” R(a+ 7)phq<:):1,...,:vr,(xx1-"xr) )
et prgtr 1 -1
+ (1) Rz(n, ),pmq(xl e T ,xx1'~xr)

reduces to a combination of sums of lower orders.

Proof. To prove this theorem, we only need to consider contour integrals of the following form:

}{ Héfj)%...phq(x, X1, X2y ..., Tp; 8)dS

(00)

— j{ O (s;2)pP1 " (s;21) g~V (5;29) - - 9P (s ) (—1)Prtpttp=r s — ),
(p1 = Dlp2 — D!+ (pr — D(s + a)?

(c0)

The proof of this theorem is omitted as it follows a similar line of reasoning to that of Theorem
3.13. 0

4 Parity Results of Multiple Hurwitz Polylogarithm Function

In this section, by employing the relationship between Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Euler S-sums
and the multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm function, combined with the results from the preceding
sections, we present the parity results and explicit formulas for the multiple Hurwitz polyloga-
rithm function of depth at most 3.

According to definition of linear Hurwitz-type cyclotomic Euler S-sums and double Hurwitz
polylogarithm function with 2-variables, we have

Sz(iatg (z;y) = Lipg(z,y;a + 1) + Lipy g (zy; 0 + 1)

Therefore, we can derive the following corollary regarding the parity of multiple Hurwitz poly-
logarithm function.

Corollary 4.1. Let x,y be N-th roots of unity and a € C\ Z, and p,q > 1 with (p,y), (¢, y) #
(1,1). Then

Li, ¢(z,y;a) — (—1)p+qu Li, 4 (x_l, y_l; 1-— a) (4.1)

reduces to a combination of single Hurwitz polylogarithm functions.
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Example 4.2. Let (p,q) = (2,2) and (p,q) = (2,3) in Corollary 4.1, we have

Lia o (x,y; a) —xyLigo («’L‘_l,y_l; 1- a)

= — Lig(zy;a) + 2y Liy ((xy)_l; 1-— a) + Lig(x; a) Lia(y; a) 4+ y Lia(z; a) Lis (y_l; 1-— a)

— oy ((@y) ™" Liz(ay;a) + Liz ((ey) 51— a)
Liz 3 (a: . a) + 2y Liss (fl, yl1— a)
= — Lig(wy;a) — oy Lis ((ey) 31— ) + Lis(w;) Lis(y; @) — y Lin(w; ) Lig (371 — a)
+ xyLis <(my)_1; 1— a) — 3ay (Lil ((xy)_l; 1— a) ~ (zy)" Ly (my; a>> Li, <y—1>
+ay (L12 ((:c )1 a) + (2y) ! Lis(zy; a)) Lis (yfl)
— 3y (( “1Li; (xy, ) ( )71 a)) Lis(2)
+ 22y (( “114, (a:y, ) ( 11 a)) Lis ()
~ay ((a:y)_ Lis (:L‘y; a) ~Liy ((:L‘y)_l; 1 a)) Lia ().

According to definition of Hurwitz-type cyclotomic quadratic Euler S-sums and multiple
Hurwitz polylogarithm function with 3-variables, we have

pl,pz,q(a"l’x?;x)

Cu(p1;x1; a)Cn(p2; 25 @) o

o

— (n+a)?
e’} 1 N
cr1a) — L : 1 3 X235 2 T2
=y (Cnlp1; 215 0) l(pq;(_flo;;’Jr Vol 22 ) o Lip, (z150 +1) ) an
n=1 -
_ i (Ca(p1; 213 a) — Lip, (2150 + 1))Cp1(p2; z2; @) 2 i n(pri713@) = Ly, (@150 + 1) (wxg)"
(0 + (0 + o'
n=1 "
Ty
oo Cno1(p2sw2;0) + ———
. (n+ a)P2
L ja+1 '
+ 1p1(1'1,a+ )7; (n+a)q X

= — Lip, gp1 (z2,z, 2150+ 1) — Lipy+q,m (zox, 2150+ 1)
+ Lip, (z1;0 + 1) (Lip, g(22, 250 + 1) + Lip,44(z22;0 + 1)) .

Therefore, we can derive the following corollary regarding the parity of multiple Hurwitz poly-
logarithm function with 3-variables with a direct calculation.
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Corollary 4.3. Let x,y,z be Nth-roots of unity and a € C\ Z, and p,q,r > 1 with (p,x), (q,y)
and (r,z) # (1,1). Then

Lipao (2,9, ) + (<17 gz i (v y 271 - a)

reduces to a combination of multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm function with depth < 2.

Example 4.4. Let (p,q,r) = (2,1,2) in Corollary 4.3, we have
Lig12(x,y,2;a) — xyzLisg 2 (3371, yil, 271; 1-— a)
= — Liz2(zy, z;a) + Liz(2; a) (Lig 1 (x, y; a) + Liz(xy; a)) + xyz Liz 2 ((:U Y h— a)
— zyz Lig (zfl; 1-— a) <L1271 (a:fl,yfl; 1-— a) + Lig ((:z:y)*l; 1-— a)
— S (zray) — S¥ Y (wsyz) — Lin(2:0)S85 Y (219) — Lia(: )85 (239)
— zy Lig(z; a)Sé_la) (1:_1; y_l) — yz Lig(x; a)Sé_la)( _l'y_l)

+ zyz Lis <(:cyz) Ly — a) + Lia(z; a) Lis(zy; a) + Lig(z; a) Lis(y2; a)
+ 2xyz (Lh ((xyz)—l; 1-— a> — (xyz) "' Liy (zyz; a)) <L13( ) Liy (y‘ ) — 83 (Z—l; -
(

)
acyz)_l; 1— a) — (zyz)"'Li (myz a))
zyz) 11— a) — (xyz) ' Lis (J:yz a))
zyz) L1 — a) + (zyz) "' Liy (xyz a))
)

zyz) 11— a) — (zyz) ' Li (azyz a )
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+ xyz Lig(2) Lig(z) (Lil ((acyz)_l; 1-— a) — (xyz) 'Ly (;Uyz; a)) .

All results in references [25,27] can be obtained from the main theorems of this paper by
setting a = £1/2.

Finally, based on our observations and computations, we conclude this paper by proposing
the following conjecture concerning the parity of multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm functions of
arbitrary depth.

Conjecture 4.5. Let r > 1 and x1,...,x, be roots of unity and a € C\ Z, and ki,..., k. > 1
with (kp,x,) # (1,1). Then

Lik,, gy (21, msa) + (1) gy o iy, g, (xfl’ sy = a)
can be expressed in terms of a rational linear combination of multiple Hurwitz polylogarithm
functions with depth < r.

Evidently, Conjecture 1.2 regarding cyclotomic multiple ¢-values in Reference [25] represents
a special case of this conjecture. Actually, the parity result conjectured in Conjecture 4.5 also
has a counterpart, known as the symmetry conjecture, which can be stated as follows:

Conjecture 4.6. Let x1,...,x, be roots of unity and a € C\ Z. For k = (k1,...,k,) € N" and
(k1,21), (kr,zr) # (1,1), we have

Lig, . kg (x1,...,2050) = (—1)k1+"'+k“1(m1 <o) Lig, g (mfl ...,:1:1_1; 1—a) (mod products),

where “mod products” means discarding all product terms of cyclotomic multiple Hurwitz zeta
values with depth < r.

Using the antipode relations for multiple polylogarithms established in [31], Conjecture 4.6
can be directly derived from Conjecture 4.5. The symmetric result presented in Conjecture
4.6 should be regularizable. In a recent paper by Charlton and Hoffman [8], they established
symmetric results for regularized multiple ¢-values. The methods in their paper may also be
applied to prove the symmetric result for cyclotomic multiple Hurwitz zeta values in Conjecture
4.6 of this paper, and even extend to the regularized setting. This, in turn, could help prove the
parity result in Conjecture 4.5 and its regularized version as well. Due to space limitations, we
will not elaborate in detail here. The authors plan to pursue this direction in subsequent work.
Interested readers are also encouraged to explore this topic further.
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