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Abstract

Recent results of Zlobin and Cresson—Fischler—Rivoal allow one to decompose any suitable p-uple se-
ries of hypergeometric type into a linear combination (over the rationals) of multiple zeta values of depth
at most p; in some cases, only the multiple zeta values with 2’s and 3’s are involved (as in Hoffman’s
conjecture). In this text, we study the depth p part of this linear combination, namely the contribution of
the multiple zeta values of depth exactly p. We prove that it satisfies some symmetry property as soon as
the p-uple series does, and make some conjectures on the depth p — 1 part of the linear combination when
p = 3. Our result generalizes the property that (very) well-poised univariate hypergeometric series involve
only zeta values of a given parity, which is crucial in the proof by Rivoal and Ball-Rivoal that {(2n + 1)
is irrational for infinitely many n > 1. The main feature of the proof is an algebraic approach, based on
representations of (Z/27Z)P x & p.
© 2008 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

The multiple zeta values (also called multiple harmonic series) are defined, for integers 51 > 2
and s2,...,5p = 1 (with p > 0), by
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The integer p is called the depth, and s1 + - -- + s, the weight. They appear in many areas of
mathematics, and are related to motives, knots, renormalization, .... Many linear or algebraic
relations (over Q) are known between these numbers (see for instance [12] or [16] for a survey),
so that it is not easy to find a basis for the vector space Z spanned over Q by the multiple zeta
values. Hoffman has made the following conjecture [7], which seems to be completely out of
reach nowadays:

Conjecture 1.1. The multiple zeta values ¢(sy,...,sp), with p > 0 and s; € {2,3} for any i €
{1,..., p}, make up a basis of Z.

The following (apparently weaker) conjecture is actually equivalent to Hoffman’s:

Conjecture 1.2. The multiple zeta values ¢(sy,...,sp), with p > 0 and s; € {2,3} for any i €
{1,..., p}, are linearly independent over Q.

Indeed, assume that Conjecture 1.2 holds. For any n > 0, let Z, be the subspace of Z spanned
by the multiple zeta values of weight n, A, be the set of all sequences (s1, ..., sp) € (2,3}
with p>0and sy +--- 45, =n,and A = Un>0 A, . For instance, Zy = Q (since ¢ (@) = 1),
Z1 = {0}, Z = Q¢(2) = Qn? (since ¢(2) = 7%/6), Z3 = Q¢(3) (since £(2,1) = ¢(3));
Ao =1{0}, A1 =0, A, ={(2)}, A3 ={(B)}.

The upper bound dimg 2, < #.4,, has been proved for any n > 0 ([11], see also [6]). Now
Conjecture 1.2 implies the converse inequality, so that equality holds (as conjectured by Zagier),
and the ¢(s1,...,sp), for (s1,...,5p) € A, make up a basis of Z,,. Moreover, Conjecture 1.2
implies that Z is the direct sum of the Z,; this is enough to deduce Conjecture 1.1.

The goal of this paper is to provide tools (following from an algebraic point of view) for
proving partial results towards Conjecture 1.2 or other linear independence conjectures about
multiple zeta values. A usual way to prove that some numbers are linearly independent over Q is
to produce very small (but non-zero) linear forms, with not too big integer coefficients, in these
numbers. This allows one to apply a linear independence criterion, for instance Nesterenko’s [8].

If we restrict our attention to depth 1, that is values ¢(s) of Riemann ¢ function at integers
s > 2, one conjectures that 1, £(2), £(3), £(4), ..., are linearly independent over Q. One could
hope to prove this using the following fact, which can be proved easily using partial fraction
expansion and in which (k) =k(k+1)...(k + o — 1) denotes Pochhammer’s symbol:

(i) For any integers r,n > 0 and A > 2, and any polynomial P € Q[k] of degree at most
A(n + 1) — 2, the real number

P (k)
2 (k +1)p .

k=1 n+l

is a linear combination, with rational coefficients, of 1, £(2), ¢(3), ..., C(A).

Actually this hope is completely out of reach for the moment, and all one can hope for is
partial results towards the conjecture. Since ¢(2k) is a rational multiple of 72 for any k > 1,
the most interesting point concerns values ¢ (s) for odd integers s. To obtain a diophantine result
about these values, one may use the following result due to Rivoal [9] and Ball and Rivoal [2]:
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(i1) With the notation of (i), if
P(—n —k) = (=2 TD+ p(p) )

then (1) is a linear combination, with rational coefficients, of 1 and the ¢ (s) for odd values of s
with 3 <s < A.

Using appropriate choices of P satisfying (2), Rivoal [9] and Ball and Rivoal [2] were able to
deduce diophantine results from Nesterenko’s linear independence criterion [8], for instance:

(iii) The Q-vector space spanned by 1, ¢(3), ¢(5), ¢(7), ... is infinite-dimensional.

Now let us come back to multiple zeta values of arbitrary depth. The aim we have in mind is
to prove diophantine results (in the style of (iii)) towards Conjecture 1.2 (though our results are
more general, and may be useful for other conjectures about multiple zeta values). The first step
in this direction (analogous to (i)) is the following theorem of Zlobin [13], which gives a large
family of series which are linear forms, with rational coefficients, in the multiple zeta values of
the conjecture.

Theorem 1.3. Let p > 1 and ny, ..., np,r1,...,rp be non-negative integers such that
ri2rig1+niv1+1 foranyie{l,...,p—1}. 3)
Let P(ki, ..., kp) be any polynomial with rational coefficients such that deg;, P < 3n; + 1 for
anyi €{l,..., p}. Then the series
Pky,....kp)
> 2 4)

3 3 3
k> >k >1 (k1 71y k2 +r2) g (kp + rp)n,,+1

is a linear combination, with rational coefficients, of multiple zeta values ¢(s1, ..., s4) with q €
{0,...,ptands; € {2,3} foranyi e {l,...,q}.

However, Conjecture 1.2 is still out of reach. For a given integer p > 1, we are also very far
from knowing how to prove that §,, = 2” +1 _ 1, where § p 1s the dimension of the vector space
spanned (over Q) by the multiple zeta values ¢(sy,...,s,) with ¢ € {0,..., p} and s5; € {2, 3}
for any i € {1,...,q}. Since ¢(2,2,...,2) = 712‘1/(2q + 1)!, the transcendence of 72 yields
dp 2 p + 1. Any improvement in this lower bound seems out of reach for the moment, so it
might be useful to consider vector spaces spanned only by specific such multiple zeta values (see
however [14]). Proving lower bounds for the dimension of such Q-vector spaces seems to be the
only reasonable hope for obtaining new results towards Conjecture 1.2. For instance the linear
independence of 1, £(2), and ¢ (3) is still an open question (eventhough Apéry [1] has proved in
1978 that ¢(3) is irrational). The following weaker statements already seem to be very difficult
conjectures:

Conjecture 1.4. Among the numbers 1, ¢(2), ¢(3), and ¢(2,3) — ¢(3,2), at least three are
linearly independent over Q.

Conjecture 1.5. Among the numbers 1, ¢(2), ¢(3), ¢(2,3), ¢3,2), ¢3,3), and ¢(3,2,3), at
least three are linearly independent over Q.
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These conjectures could play the role of assertion (iii) above. In this paper, we make a step
towards Conjecture 1.4 by proving the corresponding assertion (ii) (see Theorem 1.7 below). We
also state a conjectural assertion (ii) corresponding to Conjecture 1.5 (see Conjecture 1.8 below).
Of course Conjecture 1.5 is weaker than Conjecture 1.4; the crucial point in Conjecture 1.5 is
that £(2,2) is not involved (since 1, ¢(2) = 72/6 and ¢(4) = 7*/90 are known to be linearly
independent).

More generally, in the present text we state and prove multivariate statements analogous to
assertion (ii), namely we refine a generalization of Theorem 1.3 so that (under suitable assump-
tions) only a restricted set of multiple zeta values appear in the linear combination. We mostly
achieve this goal with respect to the depth p part of this linear combination. Here and throughout
this text, the depth k part of a linear combination

p
Z Z Alst, .0, 8518Gs1, .00, 8))
j=0 81,...,8;
is

Z ALSty ey Sk1C (ST, v ey SE)-

815035k

For instance, we prove the following result:
Theorem 1.6. In the setting of Theorem 1.3, let 01, ..., 0, € {2, 3} and assume that

P(k]a"'5ki71’_kl'_Zri_niaki+17"'7kp):(_l)n[+l+gip(kl7"'ﬂkp)

forany i € {1,..., p}. Then in the linear combination that represents (4), we may assume that
¢(o1,...,0p) is the only multiple zeta value of depth p that appears with a (possibly) non-zero
coefficient.

In this statement, the assumption on P means that P is a linear combination of shifted mono-

mials
fi Ip
n n
<k1 i+ %) ...(k,,+r,,+7”>

with fi=n; + 1+ 0; mod 2 foranyi € {1,..., p}.

In fact our main result involves not only symmetry properties k; — —k; — 2r; —n; (as in Ball—-
Rivoal’s statement (ii)), but also permutations of the variables k| + r; + "71, e kp+rp+ %
To state it, we define two actions of the group G = (Z/27Z)? x & : one on rational functions

P(ky,... k
Rk, ... kp) = k1, Kp) ©)

A A ’
ki 470 - Rp+rp)y 7y

and the other one on symbols {¢(s1, ..., s,) corresponding to multiple zeta values (but with no
linear relations between them). This algebraic approach is the main feature of this text. Our main
result (see Section 3.2) reads as follows: if a subgroup H of G acts on R(k1, ..., k) through a
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character y, then it acts in the same way on the depth p part of the linear combination of multiple
zeta values that represents

> Ra.....kp). (6)
ki 22k >1
The relation with Hoffman’s conjecture appears only when Ay =--- = A, = 3, but we treat the

general situation (so that assertion (ii) above is a special case of our results, in the easy case
p = 1). The subgroup H = (Z/2Z)? x 1d is used to deduce Theorem 1.6. When p =2 and
H = {(1, 1)} x G, the following statement can be obtained (as a special case of Theorem 3.7
below):

Theorem 1.7. Let n, ri, ry > 0 be integers such that ri > ry+n+ 1. Let P € Q[ky, k2] be any
polynomial, of degree at most 3n + 1 with respect to each variable, such that

P(ky+ry—r1, k1 +r1 —r) = —P(ki, k). @)

Then the series

Z P(ky, ko) ®)

st ki )k + )l

is a linear combination over the rationals of 1, ¢ (2), ¢(3) and £(2,3) — ¢(3, 2).

Assumption (7) means that P is a linear combination of products (k; + k)1 (k) — ko + 71 —
rz)f2 with odd f5.

This theorem could be a tool to prove Conjecture 1.4. It would be sufficient to construct poly-
nomials P such that (8) is very small but non-zero, and the coefficients of the linear combination
are not too big. Then Nesterenko’s linear independence criterion [8] would give the result. How-
ever, we have no idea of appropriate choices for P.

Our results enable us to construct linear combinations of multiple zeta values of depth at
most p, with a good control upon the depth p part. In some cases, we can even make it vanish
(see Remark 5 in Section 3.5). But the main drawback is that we describe only the depth p part
of the linear combination arising from a p-uple series. However, we are confident that they can
be extended in some way to the depth p — 1 part (and maybe further?), at least when p = 3.
This has been done in a special case in [4] (see Example 1 in Section 3.2), but the proof is very
complicated and does not use any algebraic structure. An interesting challenge would be to prove
the result of [4] with the same kind of algebraic methods as the ones introduced here.

As far as extensions to the depth p — 1 part when p = 3 are concerned, we have checked the
following conjecture (using the algorithm [5]) for n < 2.

Conjecture 1.8. Let n be a non-negative integer. Denote by o the element of {2, 3} such that
o =n mod 2, and by & the other element of {2,3}. Let P(ky,kz,k3) be a polynomial, with
rational coefficients, such that

P(—ky —5n —4,ky, k3) = —P(k1, k2, k3),
P(ki,—ko —3n —2,k3) =+P(ky, ko, k3),
P(ki, ko, —k3 —n) = —P(ky, k2, k3)
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and deg, P <3n+ 1 foranyi € {1,2,3}. Then the series

Z P(ky, ko, k3)
(ki +2n+2)3 (o +n+ D3 (k)3

ki Zko k3 >1

is a linear combination (over the rationals) of 1, ¢(2), ¢(3), ¢(2,3), ¢(3,2), ¢3,3), and
C(O—’ &’ U)‘

In this assertion, the depth 1 part of the linear combination follows from Theorem 1.3 and the
depth 3 part from Theorem 1.6, so that the only conjectural aspect is the shape of the depth 2
part, namely the fact that (2, 2) does not appear in it.

Proving this conjecture and finding good choices for P could lead to a proof of Conjecture 1.5,
in the same way as Theorem 1.7 could be used to prove Conjecture 1.4.

The structure of this text is as follows. We state in Section 2 the known results about the
expansion of a multiple series (6) as a linear form in multiple zeta values, in a general setting of
which Theorem 1.3 is only a special case. We also refine these results and state consequences on
the so-called “derivation procedure.” Section 3 is devoted to the statement and proof of our main
result, together with corollaries obtained in special cases. At last, Section 4 deals with conjectures
and open questions.

2. General results

In this section, we first summarize in Theorem 2.1 (Section 2.1) the known results about
multiple series of hypergeometric type, proved in [13] and [3]. Then we prove (Section 2.2) a
refinement concerning the depth p part in this theorem, and an easy consequence of it (namely a
generalization of the derivation procedure used classically in depth 1, see Section 2.3).

2.1. Decomposition of a multiple series

Let p>1land Ay,...,Ap,n1,...,np,71,...,7, be non-negative integers. Let P (ky, ..., kp)
be any polynomial. We let for j € {1,..., p}:

J
D;= (ZAi(”i + 1)) -Jj—-1
i=1
and we assume
J
) deg;, P<Dj foranyje{l.....p}. )
i=1

This condition is necessary and sufficient for the series (10) below to converge (see [3], §8.4).
Let K be a subfield of C. The important case is K = Q, since the general case follows from it
by linearity (considering monomials P). Other fields K will be used in Section 3.6.
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Theorem 2.1. Let p > 1 and Ay, ...,Ap,ny,...,np,11,...,7p be non-negative integers. Let
P(ky, ..., kp) be any polynomial with coefficients in K, such that the conditions (9) hold. Then
the series

P(ky,....kp) (10)

A As A,
k>skp =1 (ke r)y (ka4 ra), g Gy +rp), 7y

is a linear combination (over K) of multiple zeta values {(s1, ...,s4) with0 < g < p, 5122,
and Z;I.:l sj < 2?21 Aj. More precisely, we may assume that if {(s1,...,S4) appears with a
non-zero coefficient then there exist 1 = £y < €y < --- < £, = p + 1 such that s; < A[j_] +
AE_,_1+1 4+ 4 Ag_,._lforany jef{l,....q}.

If we assume also

>ty +ni+1 foranyie{l,...,p—1}, (11)
then (10) is a linear combination (over K) of multiple zeta values ¢ (s1, ..., s4) with:
0<g<p,
5122,

there exist 1 <iy < -+ <ig < pwithl <s¢ < A; forany Le{l,..., q},
#Heell,....,q}, se=1}<#ie{l,..., p}, degy, P> Ai(ni +1) — 1}.

As a corollary, if (11) holds and

degkinAi(ni—i—l)—Z foranyie{l,..., p}, (12)
then (10) is a linear combination (over K) of {(s1, ..., sq) with 0 < g < p for which there exist
I<ip< - <ig<pwith2<sg <Aj forany L €{l,...,q}.

The first part of this theorem was proved independently in [13] (Theorem 1) and [3]
(Théoréme 3); the second part (in which (11) is assumed to hold) follows from the proof of [13]
(Theorem 5).

Remark 1. Since there are many linear relations over Q among multiple zeta values, the lin-
ear combination in Theorem 2.1 is not unique. However, the proof produces a specific one; so
does! the algorithm [5]. Throughout this text, when we claim that “the” linear combination in
Theorem 2.1 satisfies some additional property, we refer to the one constructed from the proof.
The important point, in general, is merely the existence of such a linear combination with the
additional property.

It should be possible to prove a general statement, assuming that r; > r; 1| + n;4+1 + 1 for any
i inasubset [ of {1,..., p— 1}, such that the cases I =@ and I = {1, ..., p — 1} give the two
parts of Theorem 2.1.

In the statement of Theorem 2.1, the multiple zeta value 1 appears as ¢ (s1, ..., s4) withg =0.

1 But it is not clear to us whether both ways produce the same linear combination.
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When (11) and (12) hold, K = Q, and A; = 3 for any i, Theorem 2.1 reduces to Theorem 1.3
stated in the Introduction. In the case where K = Q, (11) holds, r; =r;j4+1 +n;+1 + 1 and neither
n; nor A; depend on i, we obtain for instance the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let p > 1, A > 0, n > 0 be integers. Let P(ky, ..., kp) be any polynomial with
rational coefficients such that the conditions (9) hold. Then the series

5 P(ki, ... kp) 13
05 S o1 (ki H (= D+ D)L G+ (p =2+ D)L )iy

is a linear combination, with rational coefficients, of multiple zeta values {(s1, ..., s4) with 0 <
q<p s122 1<si<Aforanyie{l,...,q}, such that the number of i with s; =1 is not
greater than the number of i with deg,, P > A(n+1) — 1.

Accordingly, ifdeg;,. P < A(n+1)—2jforanyi €{1,..., p} then (13) is a linear combination,
with rational coefficients, of {(s1,...,54) with0< g < pand2 <s; < Aforanyie(l,..., q}.

2.2. A refinement of the depth p part

In one variable, for integers e, A, n, r > 0, we have the partial fraction expansion

Ke e—A(n+1)
e X LSy
(k—i—r)nJrl =0 (k+r+])5
with rational numbers Dy and C;  (the first sum does not appear if e — A(n + 1) < 0). Applying
this identity with respect to k1, ..., k,, we obtain the following partial fraction expansion:
fi
Pky, ..., kp) o ki
* ZC[w] Lier ki’ —. (14)
(k1+rl)n1+1 (kp+rp)n o1 o le]C(ki+ri+Ji)l

In this formula, we denote by J the set of all indices i such that degk’, P>Ai(n;+1);1is
asubset of J, I°={1,..., p} \ I, (fi)ier is a family of non-negative integers such that f; <
degy, P —Aj(n;+ 1) forany i € I, and (s;)iese and (ji)iese are families of non-negative integers
such that 1 <s; < A; and 0 < j; < n; for any i € I°. At last, we denote by @ the 4-tuple
(I, (fi)ier, (si)iere, (Ji)ierc), and C[er] is a rational number (see [3], §4.1).

By convention, we let Clew ] =0 if @ = (I, (fi)ier, (8i)ierc, (Ji)ierc) but at least one among
the f;, si, j; does not lie in the above-mentioned range (for instance if s; > A; for some 7). This
allows us to forget about the exact range of summation in (14).

Theorem 2.3. In Theorem 2.1, for any si,...,s, the coefficient of {(s1,...,sp) in the linear
combination of multiple zeta values that represents (10) is equal to

np

Z Z (9,0, (1, -oo5p), Gitseees )]

J1=0 Jjp=0
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Remark 2. If s; = 1, Theorem 2.1 asserts that ¢ (s1, ..., s,) appears with a zero coefficient. This
is consistent with Theorem 2.3, since the assumption deg; P < Aj(n; + 1) — 2 yields for any
$2, .00y 8p, j2, ..., jp (asin [4], §4.4):

ni

D CI.8. (Lsa, i 5p). Gt as o dip)] =

J1=0

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We follow the proof [13] of Theorem 2.1. Let z € C be such that |z| < 1.
For any @, let

kft
Sw(Z) — Z HIGI i : Zkl,

ki > >k 21 [licre ki +ri + ji)"

so that (10) is the limit of ) C[@ ]S4 (2) as z tends to 1. Of course, for some e the function
S (z) may be divergent at z = 1, but this linear combination does have a limit thanks to (9).
For any @, we have an equality [13]

Sw (2) = Z Dlw,o1,...,04; 2llag, ... 0, (2)

k1

where La,, oy () = Zkl/ Sky>1 T 0T and D[w, 01, ..., 04; z] is a rational function of z.
1 "q

The new point is that when g = p we have D[w,o1,...,04;2] = 0 except when I =0

and o) = s1,...,0p = s, (Where @ = (I, (fi)ier, (Si)ierc, (Jidierc)); and in this case

Dlw, o1, ...,04;z] =z "7 /1. This remark follows from the proof of [13] (see also Théoréme 5

of [3]).
Ending the proof as in [13], we deduce Theorem 2.1 with the additional property stated in
Theorem 2.3. O

2.3. A consequence: the derivation procedure

Let us recall the classical “derivation procedure” in depth 1 (used for instance in [10]
and [15]). Let R(k) = P(k)/ (k)n 41 be a rational fraction, with P € Q[k] of degree at most
A(n+1)—1,and €= 1. Then Y, R (k) is a linear form (over Q) in 1, £ (1 +£),(2 4 £),

¢ (A 4+ £). The proof of this fact is easy, by differentiating £ times the partial fraction expan-
sion of R(k).

Thanks to Theorem 2.3, this fact generalizes easily to the depth p part of the linear combina-

tion that represents (10). Namely, let

fi
P(ky, ... kp) k:
R(kl,...,kp): ( 1 — E C[CD’] 1_[161 i

kit Gty Tlesitrit o™
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and £1,...,£, > 0 be integers. Then applying (aikl)e' ... (%)51’ yields the partial fraction ex-
pansion of (%)Z1 ... (%)@’R(kl, ..., kp), in which the polar part
1

(ki +ri+j)% .. (kp +rp+ jp)'r

appears with a non-zero coefficient only if 1 + ¢; <s; < A; + ¢; forany i € {1, ..., p}. Theo-
rem 2.3 implies that ¢(sq,...,s,) may appear only for these values of s1,...,s, in the linear
combination of Theorem 2.1 that represents

3 \" 3\
> <%) <@> Rki, ..., kp),

ki >e2kp 1

assuming that it converges. However, the argument does not easily generalize to {(s1, ..., Sq)
with ¢ < p — 1. It would be interesting to investigate in this direction.

3. Symmetry properties of the depth p part

This section is the heart of the present paper. We recall the symmetry property in depth 1
connected to (very) well-poised hypergeometric series (Section 3.1), which is the origin of this
work. Then we define (Section 3.2) two linear representations of the group G = (Z/2Z)? x & ,:
one involves rational functions in p variables, and the other one formal symbols corresponding
to multiple zeta values. These representations allow us to state our main result (Theorem 3.1),
namely: if R(ky, ..., kp) satisfies some symmetry property, then the depth p part of the linear
combination in Theorem 2.1 satisfies a corresponding symmetry property. We prove this result
in Section 3.3, and derive several consequences of it in Sections 3.4 to 3.6, namely special cases
which yield concrete statements.

3.1. The case of depth 1

Let us recall the symmetry property used by Rivoal [9] and Ball and Rivoal [2] to prove that
¢£(2n + 1) is irrational for infinitely many integers n. When e = 1, this is Assertion (ii) in the
Introduction.

Let A,n>0,ee{0,1}, P € Q[k] and R(k) = P(k)/(k)fﬂ. Then the following three asser-
tions are equivalent:

o R(—k—n)=(=1)°R(k),
o P(—k —n) = (—1)A0tD+e pp),
e P is alinear combination (over Q) of (k + %)f with f = A(n + 1) 4+ e mod 2.

If they are satisfied and deg P < A(n + 1) — 2, then Zk>1 R(k) is a linear combination, with
rational coefficients, of 1 and ¢(s) with2 < s < A and s = e mod 2.

In the next section, we generalize this symmetry property to the case of p variables k1, ..., kp.
It involves a more complicated group action, since once may permute these variables and/or make
a change similar to k — —n — k with respect to some of them.
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3.2. Notation and statement of the main result

Throughout this section, we fix integers p > 1 and Ay,..., Ap,n1,...,0p,71,...,1rp 2 0.
Foranyi e{1,..., p}, we let
nj
Ki=kit+ri+—

(though n; is not assumed to be even), so that

ni ni ni nj ni
(ki +rid)nj+1 = <K,' — ?>n’.+1 = (K,' — E) (K,' iy + l) (K,' + 5~ l) <K,' + E)

is an even (resp. odd) function of K; if n; is odd (resp. even).
‘We now consider permutations2 of the variables K1, ..., K, and changes of signs K; — —K;.
We assume neither ny =--- =n, nor A| =--- = A, though when a permutation K; — K;

comes really into the play, the most interesting case isn; =n; and A; = A; (so that (K; — %)2" 11

maps to (K; — %’):/’ 11 and the symmetry property of the rational function R(ky, ..., k,) defined
in (5) can be easily stated in terms of P).

We shall denote by the same letter (e.g., P) a function of kq,...,k, and the correspond-
ing function of K1, ..., K. For instance, if P(ki,kz) = (ki +ri + %) (kz +r2 + %) then we
let P(K1, K7) = K1K3. The symmetry properties are more easily written in terms of the vari-
ables K;, but we shall often translate them in terms of k;. For instance, for i € {1,..., p} and
e € {—1, 1}, the relation

P(Ki.....Kit.—Ki, Kiv1...., Kp) =P(K1, ... Kp)
is equivalent to
Py, ..., ki—1, —ki —2r; —ni,ki_H,...,kp) =¢ePky,....kp).

In the same way, when p = 2, the assumption P (K3, K1) = —P (K1, K>) is equivalent to Eq. (7).
The permutation group &, acts on (Z/27Z,)? by

y . (8], ...,8p)= (8]/71(1)""’5)/71([7))

for y € 6, and (e1,...,&p) € (Z/2Z)P. This is a left action, that is y - (¢ - (e1,...,8)p)) =
(yy') - (e1,...,€p); all group actions we consider throughout this text are left actions. This
allows one to define the semi-direct product G = (Z/2Z)" x &, as the set-theoretic cartesian
product (Z/27Z)? x &, equipped with the law

/ / / / / /
(1 Epy VEY - h 8 V) = (sley,l(l),...,epey,l(p),yy)

where all group laws (including the one of Z/27) are written multiplicatively. A generic element
of G is denoted by either (¢1, ..., &p,y) or (g, ), where ¢ € (Z/2Z)" stands for (g1, ..., &)).

2 1t should be noticed that we permute the variables K;; this reduces to permuting the variables k; if, and only if,
ri +n;/2 is independent from i.
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Let K be any subfield of C. We let Vk be the K-vector space of all rational functions
R(k1, ..., kp) that can be written as

Py, ... k
Rki,....kp) = A,( Lo k) -
! 1 P
(ky +r1)n’1+1 oo (kp +r}7)n,p+1
WithPGK[kl,...,kp]andA’l,...,A’p,n/l,...,n/p,ri,...,r;20.
Recalling that Ay, ..., Ap,n1,...,np,71,...,7, > 0 are fixed throughout this section, we let

Vi be the subspace of Vi consisting in all rational fractions

Pki, ... kp)

Rki, ... ky) = .
(ke +rpt g -k + o’

with P € K[ky, ..., kp] such that (9) holds; this assumption on the degrees of P can be stated,
equivalently, as

J
ZdegkiRg—j—l forany j € {1,..., p}.
i=1

We define a group homomorphism ¢ : G — GL(Vk) (that is, a K-linear representation of G)
as follows:

o(er, ..., Eps y)(R(Kl, o, Kp)) = R(Sy(l)Ky(l), e, Ey(p)Ky(p))

where Z /27 is seen as {—1, 1} (and we keep this convention throughout this text). Let us check
that o is indeed a group homomorphism:

e(EME YN R =0(e1e, 1y - ep, 1, YY) (R)
= R(Ew’(l)g;'(l)Kw’(l)» ) EVV/([’)S;/’(p)KVV/([’))
=o(e, V)(R(S;/’(I)KV'(I)’ cees 8;/’(p)KV,(P)))
=0, y)(eE, y)(R)).

We define now another representation of G. Let Wk be the K-vector space generated by
the formal symbols ¢¢(s1,...,sp) for positive integers s1, ..., s, (recall that p is fixed); these
symbols are assumed to be linearly independent over K, so that they make up a basis of Wi. Let
WH% be the K-vector subspace of Wi generated by the symbols ¢¢(s1, ..., sp) with s1 > 2.

We have a specialization map ¢ : Wi — C, which is K-linear and maps the “formal” multiple
zeta value ¢(sq, ..., sp) to the usual one ¢(s1,...,sp) (which exists since s; > 2). This map ¢
is not injective (if p > 2), since linear relations do exist between multiple zeta values of a given
depth p (for instance 4¢(2,4) + 13¢(4,2) — 18¢(3,3) =0).

Let us define a representation ¢ : G — GL(Wk) by linearity as follows:

~ Sy=lw 5=l
0et, ... ep. V) (C(s1, .. 5p)) =& gy (1 1y s Syt ()
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It might be useful to notice that s,,-1(y),...,s,-1(, appear here (as in the action of &), on
(Z/27)?) since &t(s1, ..., sp) behaves like a point in N”; on the contrary, Ky (1), ..., K, (p) are
used in the definition of o since R is a function on C?,

Let us check that g is a representation:

o(EeELY)) (GGt 5p)

- Q(elsy,l(l), . 81,8;/,1(17), yy/)(g‘f(sl, .. .,sp))

s = S = S - S -
Yyl Sy Tyl 4 1V’l(p)g/ v~ ly=1p)

=€, SRR . Ep () Cf(sy,fly,l(l), ...,Sy,—ly,l(p))
P
S=1¢; So—1,-1 S=1,,—1

— )] vy () yyT ) s
= (ng )81 . Ep {t(sy/_1y_1(l),...,sy,_|y_.(p))

j=1

S -1 S -1

— 5 rym 7y (p)
_Q(§’ ]/)(8 1 ”'8]) Cf(sy/*1(1)7*-~7sy/*l(p)))

=0(e, ) (0., ¥ (Ge(s1, - 5p)))-

It should be noticed that ¢ cannot induce (via ¢) a representation of G on the vector
space generated by the usual multiple zeta values of depth p, since ¢ does not preserve Q-
linear relations between them. For instance, we have 4¢(2,4) + 13¢(4,2) — 18¢(3,3) =0 but
4¢(4,2) +13¢(2,4) — 18¢(3,3) #0.

Recall that a character of a group H is a group homomorphism from H to the multiplicative
group C* of non-zero complex numbers. We can now state our main result, which is a comple-
ment to Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be a subgroup of G, and x be a character of H. In Theorem 2.1, assume
that
P(ki,....kp)

Ap
ey +r)ply -y + TN

Riki, ... ky) =

satisfies

0(9)(R)=x(g)R

forany g € H. Then in the linear combination that represents (10), we may assume that the depth
p part can be written as ¢(x) for some x € Wy such that

0(g)(x) = x(g)x

forany g € H.
One may notice that the assumption on R implies x (H) C K*, since R € K(ky, ..., kp).
Example 1. Let us consider the case K=Q, ny =---=np,=n,A1=---=A,=A, H=G

and x(e1,...,&p,y) =€1...6pEy Where &, is the signature of y. Then 0(g)(R) = x(g)R for
any g € H if, and only if, P(ki,..., k) belongs to the set denoted by A, in [4] (§2.2). The
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conclusion of Theorem 3.1 is equivalent (proceeding as in the proof of Theorems 3.3, 3.4 and 3.7
below) to the fact that the depth p part of the linear combination of Theorem 2.1 is a linear
combination over QQ of “antisymmetric multiple zeta values” (as defined in [4])

¢, sp) = Z epE(Sy()s -+ Sy(p))s
ve6,

in which s1,...,s, > 3 are odd. Actually this property follows from Théoréme 4 of [4], which
provides much more information. It would be very interesting, for other pairs (H, x), to gen-
eralize Theorem 3.1 and obtain some information about the whole linear combination of Theo-
rem 2.1, and not only its depth p part. This would be specially interesting from the diophantine
point of view, since the main drawback of Théoréme 4 of [4] is that H is too big (therefore a lot
of constraints have to be imposed on P).

3.3. Proof of the main result
In this paragraph, we prove Theorem 3.1 by connecting the two group actions defined in

Section 3.2 thanks to an equivariant linear map f (see Proposition 3.2 below). Let us define
f:Vk — Wk now. Let R € Vi, and (C[w]) be the family of coefficients defined by

fi
Hiel ki
eretki i + ji)s

R(ki, ... kp) =ZC[w]l_[ (15)

with @ = (I, (fi)ier, (i)iere, (jiiere) as in Eq. (14). Then we let

f(R)= Z <Z...ZC[@,@,(sl,...,Sp),(jlw--’jp)]){f(sla--~ssp)
StoeeSp \j1=0  jp=0

where in the sum, s; ranges from 1 to A;; but this range is not very important, since
Cl9,9,(st,...,5p), (Ji, ..., jp)] is zero otherwise.

Remark 2 proves that f(R) € WH’< as soon as R € V]{( (which is the case in Theorem 3.1).
When R € VH’{, Theorem 2.3 asserts that ¢ (f(R)) is the depth p part of the linear combination
constructed in Theorem 2.1. Now the key point in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is the following
result:

Proposition 3.2. The K-linear map f: Vk — Wk is equivariant with respect to the actions of G,
that is

foo(®@=0(of
holds for any g € G.

To deduce Theorem 3.1 from this proposition, let R € VH% be such that 0(g)(R) = x(g)R for
any g € H. Since yx (H) C K* (as noticed after the statement of Theorem 3.1), Proposition 3.2
yields 0(g)(f(R)) = x(g) f(R) for any g € H, by K-linearity. Letting x = f(R) € W]I/g con-
cludes the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let ¢ = (¢1,...,£,,¥) € G, R € V and consider R" = 0(g)(R).
Denote by (C’'[w]) the family of coefficients associated with R’ as in Eq. (15). By definition of
o we have

R'(Ky,.... Kp) =R(ey)Ky(): - &y Ky(p))-
Expanding both sides into partial fractions as in (15) yields

I(K' . ni)ﬂ

N TR e Kooy — 1 — ﬂ fi
ZC n’ : ZC[ zel( y (i) By (i) i )S (16)
lezc(K +J )% [TicreCeyir Ky — 3 + Ji)*

Now we let Z/27Z = {—1, 1} acton {0, ...,n} by

g j=j fore=1,
g-j=n—j fore=-—1,
in such a way that
n +J n + j (17
— — 8 = —— 8 .
2 7/ e
for any ¢ € {—1, 1} and j € {0, ..., n}. Of course this action depends on n, but it is clear from
the context that ¢ - j; refers to the case n = n; (even if ¢ is denoted by &, for some ¢).
Now the uniqueness of the partial fraction expansion (16) yields, for any s = (s1, ..., sp) and
J =1+, jp) (using (17)):
C/[@, @, S, i] _ Cl9,9, (Sy(l), ey Sy(p)), (e1- jy(l), s Ep jy(p))]
[T (Ki = 5+ ji)si 17—, & (Ke = 5 + je)

that is
C'19,9,s, i] :g‘il ...8SPPC[@, B, (Sy(1ys oo Sy(p))s (€1 - Jy1ys---s Ep - jy(p))]- (18)

Now the equality

fle@(R) = f(R) = Z (Z M(sl,...,sp>,(jl,...,jp)]);fm,...,sp>

woSpzl e

yields, thanks to (18):

fle@m)= > ( > cle.9. (Sy(l),...,sy(p)),(gl-jy(l),...,sp.jy(p))]>

s N
xel e (st ..., 8p).

Letting s/ = s, ;) and j/ =¢; - j, ) forany i € {1, ..., p}, this equality reads
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fle@®)= Y (Z C[M,(si,.-.,s;)y(J{,-'-’J;)])

" . -/ :
SprennSp 21 i

s’y s'
xe/ V.le) (")gf(s;,l(l),...,s;,l(p)).
By definition of o this means f(0(g)(R)) = 0(g)(f (R)), thereby concluding the proof of Propo-
sition 3.2. O

3.4. A consequence involving the parity of s;

Let us start with the following consequence of Theorem 3.1, in which no permutation of the
variables K1, ..., K, is involved.

Theorem 3.3. In the situation of Theorem 2.1, assume that for some integers ey, ..., e, we have
Pk, kizt,—ki =2ri =i kig, ... kp) = (=DHOTDTEOP (KL k)

for any i € {1,..., p}. Then in the linear combination that represents (10), any multiple zeta
value {(s1, ..., Sp) of depth p that appears with a non-zero coefficient satisfies

si=e; mod2 foranyie{l,...,p}.

In this statement, the assumption means that P is a linear combination of shifted monomials

ni fl np fp
k]—i-l’]-l-? kp-i-rp—l—?

with fi =A;(n; +1)+e¢ mod2foranyi € {1, ..., p}.

This result generalizes the symmetry phenomenon used by Rivoal [9] and Ball and Rivoal [2]
to prove that ¢ (2n + 1) is irrational for infinitely many integers n; namely this property (recalled
in Section 3.1) is obtained for p = 1. However, Theorem 3.3 is not as powerful as the results
of [4], since it concerns only the depth p part of the linear combination (a good challenge is to
strengthen it: see Section 4).

For instance, when p =2 and r| > ry + ny + 1, Theorem 3.3 yields linear forms in 1, ¢(s)
with 2 < s <max(Aj, Az), and ¢(s1, s2) with 1 <57 < A; (7 €{1,2}) and s; of fixed parity. If in
addition A{ = A =3 and degki P < 3n; + 1, one obtains 1, ¢(2), ¢(3), and exactly one multi-
ple zeta value among ¢ (2, 2), ¢(2,3), ¢(3,2), ¢(3,3). More generally, plugging this symmetry
phenomenon into Theorem 1.3 enables one to get only one multiple zeta value of weight p: this
is Theorem 1.6 stated in the Introduction. It would be very interesting to obtain analogous sym-
metry properties on P that ensure that only some multiple zeta values of weights < p appear;
but this seems to be a difficult question. Some conjectures in this direction are made in the last
section of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let H = (Z/27Z)? x {Id} and x(ey,...,&p,1d) = sf‘ ...8;”. The as-
sumption on P means 0(g)(R) = x(g)R for any g € H, so that Theorem 3.1 applies. To con-
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clude the proof, what remains is to understand which elements x € WH% satisfy 0(g)(x) = x (g)x
for any g € H. Writing

x= Z Alst, .o, sp)8e(st, .00, 8p)

ST seeny Sp
with A[s1, ..., sp] € K, this condition means
51 Sp el €p
&) ...ep Alst, ... spl =€ .. ep Als1, ..., 8p]
for any €1, ..., &,. This is equivalent to
Alst,...,sp]=0 assoonas s;7#e; mod2 forsomei€({l,...,p},

thereby concluding the proof of Theorem 3.3. O

Remark 3. If the symmetry assumption on P in Theorem 3.3 is satisfied only for some values
of i e {1,..., p}, then the conclusion on the parity of s; holds for these values of i. This can
be proved in the same way, or deduced from Theorem 3.3 by decomposing P(Kj, ..., K}) into
even and odd parts with respect to the variables K; for which no symmetry is assumed.

3.5. Other results in depth two

In this section, we restrict to the case p = 2 and allow the variables K1, K> to be permuted.
To make the statements simpler, we consider only monomials P in the numerator. However,
the possible diophantine applications would come from suitable linear combinations of these
monomials (with fixed parity conditions on e and f').

Theorem 3.4. Let A, n,r, e, f be non-negative integers such thate + f < A(n+1) — 2.
Let S=Aifr >2n+1, and S = 2A otherwise. Then the series

ki +ka+n+retk; —ky+r)f
> T S (19)
ki =ko>1 (k41 (k)

is a linear combination with rational coefficients of 1, £(s) with2 < s < S, and:

ife and f are even, £(s,s’) +¢(s',s) with2 <s <s' <A and s’ =5 mod 2;
ifeisevenand f isodd, ¢(s,s") —¢(s',s) with2 <s <s' < A and s’ # s mod 2;
ifeisoddand f is even, £(s,s') +¢(s',s) with2 <s <s' < A and s’ # s mod 2;
ifeand f are odd, £ (s,s’) —¢(s',s) with2 <s <s' < Aand s’ =s mod 2.

The identity ¢ (s, s") +¢(s’, s) = ¢(s)C(s") — ¢ (s +s") may be used (when f is even) to express
in a different way the conclusion of this theorem. We obtain for instance the following corollary:

Corollary 3.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, if e is odd, f is even andr >n + 1, then
(19) is a linear combination over the rationals of:
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1,

C(s) with2 <s <A,

C(s)with A+1<s<2A—1ands odd,
C()C(s) with2 <s <s' < A and s’ #s mod 2.

If A = 3, this corollary yields linear forms in 1, £(2), ¢(3) and ¢(2)¢(3) — ¢(5).

When f is odd, Theorem 3.4 yields antisymmetric multiple zeta values of depth 2 (as defined
in [4]), that is (s, s") — ¢(s/, s). According to the parity of ¢, we know whether s and s’ have
the same parity or not. But even when e is odd (so that s’ = s mod 2), s may be even or odd
(however, see Corollary 3.6 below). This is an important difference with Théoreme 3 of [4],
where ¢(s,s’) — ¢(s’,s) appears only when s and s’ are odd. Another difference is that ¢(s)
appears in Theorem 3.4 for any s < S, whereas it does in Théoréme 3 of [4] for odd values of
s<2A—1.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Let t € G, be the transposition, and H be the subgroup of (Z/27)? x &,
generated by (1, l,r) and (—1,—1,1d). Let x:H — {—1, 1} be the character defined by
x(1,1,7)= (=17 and x(—1,-1,1d) = (—1)e+f. The rational function

(K1 + K2)*(K1 — K2)/

A A
(K1 — %)n+l(K2 - %)n—H

R(K1, K3) =

satisfies the symmetry properties
R(K2, K1) = (1) R(K1,K2) and R(—Ki,—K2)=(=D"/R(Ki,K2).  (20)

This means exactly that o(g)(R) = x (g) R holds for the two above-mentioned generators of H;
therefore this relation holds for any g € H, and Theorem 3.1 applies (with K = Q).
Let

x= Z Als1, $21¢¢(s1, 52)

51,82

be an element of W@: the rational number A[sq, s2] vanishes as soon as s; = 1. The rela-
tions o(1, 1, 7)(x) = (=)' x and 5(—1, —1,1d)(x) = (—1)°T/ x mean, respectively, A[s1, 2] =
(=) Als2, s1] and A[s1, s2]((—= 1T/ — (=1)"1752) = 0 for any s1, 5. They imply A[s, s2] =0
when s1 + 52 # e + f mod 2, so that x is a linear combination of ¢¢(s1, s2) + (—l)fg“f(sz, S1)
with s =52 + e+ f mod 2 and s1, s > 2. This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.4. O

Remark 4. In the statement of Theorem 3.4, one could have replaced the specific form of
P(ky, k2) by the assumption (20).

When e = f in (19), one may apply either Theorem 3.4 or Theorem 3.3. Since the linear
combination in the conclusion of both is the same (namely the one constructed in the proof of

Theorem 2.1, see Remark 1), we derive the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let A, n, r, e be non-negative integers such that 2e < A(n + 1) — 2.
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Let S=Aifr 2n+1, and S = 2A otherwise. Then the series

Z (ki + ko +n+r)tky —ka +71))°

21
ERTRY,
ko> (k1 4 )y (k)

is a linear combination with rational coefficients of 1, £(s) with2 < s < S, and:

o ifeiseven, ((s,s)+¢(s',s)with2<s<s'<Aands'=s=Am+ 1) mod 2;
o ifeisodd ¢(s,s")—¢(s',s) with2 <s <s'<Aands'=s=A(n+ 1) mod 2.

This corollary could be deduced directly from Theorem 3.1, by considering the subgroup H
generated by (Z)27)* x {1d} and (1, 1, 7).

From a diophantine point of view, this corollary seems to be more interesting when A(n + 1)
is odd. In this case, when e is odd, we get a linear form in 1, £ (s) with2 <s < S, and ¢ (s, s") —
£(s’,s) with 2 <s <s" < A and s, s” odd. This looks like Théoréme 3 of [4], with a major
difference: in Corollary 3.6, ¢ (s) appears (in general) for both even and odd values of s, whereas
in Théoréme 3 of [4] only odd values of s are involved. For instance, when A =3, n=1,r =2
and e = 1, the series (21) is equal to — 72 +2¢(2) — 4¢(3) =0.001339.....

Remark 5. When A < 3 and e is odd, Corollary 3.6 proves that the double sum (21) is a linear
formin 1, ¢(2),¢(3), ..., ¢(S): no multiple zeta value of depth 2 appears.

3.6. A property involving cyclic permutations
This section is the only one where a field K other than Q is used.

Theorem 3.7. Let p > 1 and A,n,ry,...,r, >0 be integers, and & € C* be such that £¥ = 1.
Let K= Q(§), and P € K[ky, ..., kp] be such that (9) holds and

P(K>,K3,...,K,, K1) =§P(Ky,...,K)). (22)

Then the series

Z Pk, ... kp)

A A
k>, (k1 + rl)n_H .. (kp +rp)n+1

is a linear combination over K as in Theorem 2.1, of which the depth p part is a linear combi-
nation over K of

p
j—1
Zél ;(Sl‘!si—Fls"'ssp7s17s21"'1si—1)
i=1
with s1,...,5p = 2.

This theorem can be used with & = 1, and also if p is even with & = —1; in both cases K = Q.
When p =2, A =3, and £ = —1, it reduces to Theorem 1.7 stated in the Introduction. In the
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general setting, as soon as K contains all pth roots of 1, any polynomial P € K[k, ..., k,] can
be written as a linear combination over K of products

[T (Ki+nKa+ 40771 K,) ™,
nP=1

where n ranges through the set of pth roots of 1. Then (22) means that such a product appears
with a zero coefficient as soon as Hn nfn £ g1

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let yyp € G, be the cyclic permutation that maps 1 to 2, 2 to 3, ...,
p to 1. Denote by H the subgroup of G generated by (1, ..., 1, yp); obviously H is cyclic of
order p. The assumption on P means o(1,...,1,y0)(R) =&R since ny =--- =n, =n and
Aj=-.-=A, = A. This implies 0(g)(R) = x(g)R for any g € H, where x : H — K* is the
(unique) character defined by x(1,..., 1, o) =§&.

Therefore Theorem 3.1 applies; let us translate its conclusion. Let

X = Z AlSt, oo splCe(st, .., 8p)

be an element of Wﬂ/g, with A[s,...,sp] € Kand A[sy,...,s,] =0 as soon as s; = 1. Then

oL, oo, Ly )= Y Alst, ey $pli(sp, 51,82, ., 8p-1).

S|,.4.,Sp

Therefore the equality o(g)(x) = x(g)x,forg=(1,..., 1, yp), means

Als2,83,...,8p, 811 =& Als1, ..., 5p]
for any s1, ..., sp. This implies, for any s1, ..., sp:
V4
Z)"[si’si+17 ”'7Sp7s19S2’ ""sifl]é‘f(siasi+1’ ""Sp’slvsz’ ""sl.*l)
i=1

P
i—1
=)»[S1,---,Sp]Z$l C(Siv SidtlsevesSpsS1,52,.00,8i-1),
i=1

the coefficient A[sy, ..., sp] being zero if s; =1 for at least one i. This concludes the proof of
Theorem 3.7. O

Example 2. With p =3 and & = (—1 +i+/3) /2, this theorem provides linear combinations over
Q(&) of which the depth 3 part involves

¢(s1,52,83) + £ (52,53, 51) +E2¢ (53, 81, 52)

with s1, 52, 53 > 2.
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4. Conjectures on the depth p — 1 part

An interesting generalization of the results proved in Section 3 would be to describe the
part in depth < p — 1 of the linear combination given by Theorem 2.1, under suitable sym-
metry properties of the rational function R(ky, ..., kp). In the special case where H = G and
x(€1,...,&p,¥) =¢1...6p&y, this was done in [4] (see Example 1 in Section 3.2). It could be
useful to obtain such a statement for other pairs (H, x); in particular, if H is smaller then the
conditions to be imposed on R are weaker, so that it is more reasonable to hope for diophantine
applications.

Maybe such a result could be obtained considering colored multiple zeta values, and series

Pk, ... kp) %-kl %_kp
e a6
kl>"'>kp>l (kl + rl)n|+1 e (kp + rp)np-f—]
where &1,...,&, are roots of unity. The algorithm described in [3] could enable one (theoreti-
cally) to compute this kind of sums. However, the implementation [5] has been done only for
&1 =---=£&, =1, so that we could not proceed to any experiment in the general setting.

In the situation of Theorem 2.1 with p = 3, we have found some examples of pairs (H, )
for which the linear combination involves neither ¢ (2, 2) nor ¢(2,2,2). This is shown by the
following theorem, that we have proved by computing all series (23) thanks to [5].

Theorem 4.1. Assume A =3 and n € {0, 1,2}. We let
5 3
K1=k1+7n+2, K2=k2+7n+1, and K3=k3+%

and consider a polynomial P(K1, K>, K3) among one of the following four families (where the
exponents are non-negative integers):

KeKIKE withe=g=A(n+1)+ 1 mod 2,

K$(K1 — K3)/ (K1 + K3)8(K 1 K3)" withe = A(n+ 1)+ 1 mod 2 and g = A(n + 1) mod 2,
K{(K3 — K2)/ (K2K3)8 with f =g=A(n+1)+ 1 mod 2,

K{(K? — K2/ (K1 K»)® with f =g=A(n+1)+ 1 mod 2.

bl o

If the series

Z P(Ky, K3, K3)

(23)
(ki +2n+2)2  (ka+n+ D2 (ka)2, |

k1 =2k Z2k3 21

is convergent, then it is a linear combination (over the rationals) of multiple zeta values
C(81,...,8¢) with g €{0,...,3}, 1 <s; <3 for any i, s1 = 2, in which neither {(2,2) nor
£(2,2,2) appears.

If, in addition, (12) holds then it is a linear combination with rational coefficients of 1, £(2),
¢(3), ¢(2,3), £(3,2), £(3,3), £(2,2,3), £(2,3,2), £(2,3,3), £(3,2,2), £(3,2,3), £(3,3,2),
£(3,3,3).

The computations were too heavy for n = 3, but we propose the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 4.2. Theorem 4.1 holds for A =3 and any integer n > 0.

As in Theorem 3.4, any diophantine application of this conjecture would involve suitable
linear combinations of the peculiar polynomials P defining each of the 4 families in Theorem 4.1.

For each of these four families, there is a pair (H, x) such that Theorem 3.1 applies, and gives
some properties of the depth 3 part of the linear combination (which imply that ¢(2, 2, 2) does
not appear). Since Theorem 4.1 does not say more than Theorem 2.1 about the depth 1 part, the
open problem in Conjecture 4.2 is to prove that (2, 2) does not appear.

It is likely that Theorem 4.1 (and Conjecture 4.2) can be generalized to other values of
r1, 12, r3 satisfying (11), but we did not try to prove it. Another generalization would be the
case A > 4.

It would be interesting to obtain an analog of Theorem 4.1 with p =4, in which ¢(2,2),
£(2,2,2) and ¢ (2, 2, 2,2) disappear. It should be noted that we did not succeed in obtaining an
analogous statement, with p € {2, 3}, in which ¢(2) disappears.

At last, another direction would be to study, in Theorem 2.1, the maximal weight part. We
have found many examples in which it vanishes (as in depth 1 when R(—n — k) = —R(k) and A
is even, see Section 3.1). It is likely that a general statement can be proved, in the same spirit as
the present text.
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