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RESURGENCE ANALYSIS OF MEROMORPHIC TRANSFORMS

JØRGEN ELLEGAARD ANDERSEN

Abstract. We consider meromorphic transforms given by meromorphic ker-
nels and study their asymptotic expansions under a certain rescaling. Under
decay assumptions we establish the full asymptotic expansion in the rescaling
parameter of these transforms and provide global estimates for error terms. We
show that the resulting asymptotic series is Borel resummable and we provide
formulae for the resulting resurgent function, which allows us to give formu-
lae for the Stokes coefficients. A number of classical functions are obtained
by applying such meromorphic transforms to elementary functions, of which,
the Faddeev quantum dilogarithm, the Euler gamma function, the Riemann
zeta function, the Gauss hypergeometric function and the Airy function are
excellent examples of our general theory.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study a certain type of meromorphic transforms which is very
common in the study of classical functions. For a meromorphic function h ∈ M(C)
we let Ph denote its pole divisor. Further for γ ∈ C we define the rescaled mero-
morphic function hγ ∈ M(C) by

hγ(z) = h(γz).

Let W ⊂ C be an open connected subset and consider a meromorphic kernel K ∈
M(W × C). We use the notation Kw = K|w×C for w ∈ C, with the property that
w×C is not contained in the pole divisor of K, which we will assume for all w ∈W .

Assume that we have a continuous family Γw, w ∈ W of curves, possibly non-
compact and possibly with a fixed boundary, such that

Γw ⊂ C− PKw
∀w ∈ W.

We consider the following subspace MK,Γ(C) ⊂ M(C) consisting of the mero-
morphic functions f ∈ M(C) for which

Γw ⊂ C− (PKw
∪ Pfγ )

for all (w, γ) ∈ W × U ⊂ C × C, where U ⊂ C is a non-empty connected open
subset such 0 ∈ Ū − U and the integral

(1) gγ(w) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)fγ(z)dz

exist for all (w, γ) ∈ W × U . This allows us to consider the following transforms

Aγ
K,Γ : MK,Γ(C) → O(W ), Aγ

K,Γ(f) = gγ .

This paper is partly a result of the ERC-SyG project, Recursive and Exact New Quantum The-
ory (ReNewQuantum) which received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under grant agreement
No 810573.
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We are in this paper interested in the asymptotic expansion of the transforms
Aγ

K,Γ as γ tends to zero, e.g. the asymptotics of gγ as γ approached zero.
To this end we will assume that the following integrals

hm(w) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)zmdz

exist for all1 m ∈ Z and define hm ∈ O(W ). We will further assume that the pole
order of Kw in zero is independent of w and denote it k0 ∈ Z+ ∩ {0}.

Let now n0 ∈ Z+∪{0} be the pole order of f in zero and am ∈ C the coefficients
of the Laurent series of f at zero

f(z) =
∞∑

m=−n0

amz
m

convergent for z ∈ D(0, Rf ), where Rf is the minimal distance from 0 ∈ C to
Pf − {0}. In particular, we can consider the smooth function κ : (0, Rf ) → R+

given by

(2) κ(r) =

∞∑

m=−n0

|am|rm, r ∈ (0, Rf ),

which we will use below in our analytic estimates. We now define

Ãγ
K,Γ : MK,Γ(C) → O(W )[γ−1, γ]]

given by

(3) Ãγ
K,Γ(f) =

∞∑

m=−n0

amhm(w)γm.

We introduce the following notation for the truncation at n of the series (3)

Ãγ,n
K,Γ(f) =

n∑

m=−n0

amhm(w)γm.

In order to get analytic estimated on the reminder term in the asymptotic ex-
pansion of Aγ

K,Γ, we will make the following assumptions.

First of all, we will assume that Γw can be continuously deformed (relative its

boundary if non empty) in side C− (PKw
∪Pfγ −{0}) to a new contour Γ̃w consist

of finitely many, say d, smooth arc segments2 Γ̃w,j, j = 1, . . . , d with the following
property.

Let Θ(z) be the angle between the line through zero and z and then the tangent

line to Γ̃w,j at z, which is well defined along each of the smooth segments Γ̃w,j.
We then require that there exist a positive constant b such that in each smooth
segment

(4) | cos(Θ(z))| ≥ b, ∀z ∈ Γ̃w,j, j = 1, . . . d.

1We might want to limit the pole order at 0 of the meromorphic functions f we allow, and
thus only consider our transform on the subspace Mn0

K,Γ
= {f ∈ MK,Γ | ord0(f) ≥ n0} and then

we only need m ≥ n0.
2If a smooth arc segment passes through zero, we split it at zero in two segments, simply to

get the right definition of d in relations to our estimates.
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We will also need decay conditions on K and f . In general we will proceed with
the following assumptions.

There exist positive constants c, δ1, δ2 such that

δ := δ1 − δ2 > 0

together with cw ∈ R+ parametrized by w ∈ W and c̃γ ∈ [c,∞) parametrized by
γ ∈ U , such that

(5) | K(w, z) |≤ cwe
−δ1|z||z|−k0 ∀(w, z) ∈ W × (Γ̃w − {0})

(6) |fγ(z)| ≤ c̃γe
δ2|z||γz|−n0 ∀(γ, z) ∈ U × (Γ̃w − {0}).

The specifics of these norm estimated together with the assumptions on Γ̃w are
tailored to establish the global control for all (w, γ) ∈W ×U in (8) in the following
theorem.

Let

Ck0−1 =
d|γ|
bcδ

c′k0
, Cn =

2d

bc
√
π(1 + 2(n− k0))

c′n, n ≥ k0

where

c′n = inf
0<r<Rf

1

rn
(
cr−n0 + κ(r)

)
, n ≥ k0.

Theorem 1. Under the above assumptions, we have an asymptotic expansion in
the Poincare sense to all orders

(7) Aγ
K,Γ(f) ∼ Ãγ

K,Γ(f).

In fact we have the following estimates for all n ≥ k0 − 1

(8) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ Cncw c̃γ |γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

for all (w, γ) ∈W × U .

This theorem together with the Theorems 5 and 6 in Section 2, which covers the
case −n0 ≤ n < k0 under a slight modification of the assumptions (4), (5) and (6),
are proved in Section 2. The basic principle is to spilt the integral (1) into the sum

of the integral over Γγ,0
w (r̃) = Γγ,0

w ∩D(0, r̃) and over Γγ,∞
w (r̃) = Γγ

w ∩ (C−D(0, r̃))
for some positive r̃. The first of these integrals is simply estimated using (5) and (6).
For the part of the integral over Γγ,0

w (r̃), we require that r = |γ|r̃ < Rf and then
we can use the Laurent expansion for fγ to get the needed estimate on that part
of the integral to then establish (8). The estimate (25) in Theorem 5 is established
along similar lines under slightly different assumptions and the same is the case
for Theorem 6, where we limit the condition (4) to the part of Γ̃w outside D(0, r̃),
to obtain yet another estimate. All these different assumptions are handy when
dealing with various different examples.

If we have that Rf = ∞, then we can make milder conditions dealing with a
much simpler case whose discussion we defer to Section 3.

We are further interested in the resurgence properties of the Borel resummation
of the resulting possibly divergent series Ãγ

K,Γ(f) in γ. To this end we introduce

g−γ ∈ M(W )[γ], given by

g−γ (w) =
k0−1∑

m=−n0

amhm(w)γm,
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and g+γ ∈ γM(W )[[γ]] defined by

g+γ (w) =

∞∑

m=k0

amhm(w)γm.

We will typically expect that (7) is only an asymptotic expansion, e.g. that the
series g+γ (w) is divergent, as we will see in various examples in Section 6 and 7. We
therefore consider the formal Borel transform

B : γO(W )[[γ]] → O(W )[[ξ]]

determined by

B(γm) =
ξm−1

(m− 1)!

and formally extended linearly over O(W ). We recall that B applied to a divergent
Gevrey-1 power series gives a power series with positive radius of convergence.

Let Rθ
+ = eiθR+ for θ ∈ R and consider the Laplace transform

Lθ(ψ)(γ) =

∫

Rθ
+

e−ξ/γψ(ξ)dξ,

which is certainly well defined for measurable ψ defined on Rθ
+ provided there exist

a positive constant C, real α and a non-negative integer m such that

|ψ(ξ)| ≤ Ceα|ξ||ξ|m, ∀ξ ∈ R
θ
+

and
1

|γ| cos(θ − θγ) > α

where

θγ := Arg(θ).

Let now

Uθ,α =

{
γ ∈ U

∣∣∣∣ cos(θ − θγ) > |γ|α
}

and Uθ =

{
γ ∈ U

∣∣∣∣ cos(θ − θγ) > 0

}
.

We observe that Lθ(ξ
m−1)(γ) , m ∈ Z+, is well defined for γ ∈ Uθ,α for all α ∈

R+ ∪ {0}, thus
Lθ(ξ

m−1) ∈ O(Uθ)

and that

Lθ ◦ B(γm) = γm ∀m ∈ Z+.

We will now state our assumptions which will guarantee that B(g+γ (w)) is con-
vergent for all w ∈W .

To that end introduce ϕ ∈ M(C) given by

ϕ(z) = f(z)−
k0−1∑

m=−n0

amz
m

and ϕz ∈ M(C) given by

ϕz(γ) = ϕ(γz).

We will now assume there exist a continuous deformation of Γ̃w in side C−PKw

to a new contour

Γw ⊂ C− (PKw
∪ {0}), ∀w ∈W
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such that there exist r(w) ∈ R+ with the property that (4), (5) and (6) holds along

(9) Γ
0

w(r(w)) = Γw ∩D(0, r(w)).

Theorem 2. Fix θ ∈ R. Suppose there exist

αθ :W → R

and finitely many constant Ci and non-negative integers mi and Vw,θ ⊂ C an open

subset containing the half line Rθ
+ with the property that for all w ∈W

(10) L−1
θ (ϕz) ∈ O(Vw,θ) ∀z ∈ Γw

and

(11) |L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)| ≤ eαθ(w)|ξ|

∑

i

Ci|ξ|mi ∀ξ ∈ Vw,θ.

Further we assume

(12) γ ∈ Uθ,αθ(w) ∀w ∈W.

Then we have that the formal series g+γ is Borel summable and

(13) Bw(ξ) = B(g+γ (w))(ξ)
is well defined for ξ ∈ Vw,θ and Bw ∈ O(Vw,θ) is given by

(14) Bw(ξ) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)dz.

Further we have that

(15) gγ(w) = g−γ (w) + Lθ(Bw)(γ) ∀γ ∈ Uθ,αθ(w) ∀w ∈W.

The proof of this theorem is provided in Section 4. We first establish the formula
(15) under the assumptions stated in the theorem and then we can derive the rest
by properties of the Laplace transform.

The resurgence properties and Stokes phenomenon of Bw can now be studied.
In general we see that Lθ(Bw) will be constant on sectors where Bw has no poles
and jump when Rθ

+ hits poles of Bw along a set of directions θJw
= {θj | j ∈ Jw}

index by a set Jw, w ∈W . Let the jump at θj be denote ∆θj (Lθ(Bw)).

Theorem 3. Let w ∈ W . Assume there exist ε > 0 such that Lθ(Bw) is well defined
for θ ∈ (θj , θj ± ε]. Assume further the poles of Bw in this sector θ ∈ [θj − ε, θj + ε]
are on the line Rθ

+ and that there exist a sequence Rn ∈ R+, which converges to
infinity as n→ ∞ such that

(16) lim
n→∞

Rn sup
ξ∈Γn

|e−ξ/γBw(ξ))| = 0,

where

Γn =
{
Rne

iθ | θ ∈ [θj − ε, θj + ε]
}

and Rne
iθj is not a pole of Bw. Then

∆θj (Lθ(Bw)) = 2πi
∑

p∈PBw∩R
+

θj

Resξ=p(e
−ξ/γBw(ξ)).
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Let now the principal part of ϕz at p ∈ Pϕ be denoted

ϕ̃z,p(γ) =

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
(γz − p)m

,

where we assume that the pole order is universally bounded by some integer nϕ

independent of z ∈ Γ̃w and w ∈W . We observe that if p 6= 0 and we let

ϕ̃′
z,p(γ) = −

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
(−1)l

l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)(
z

p

)m−l+l′
1

( 1γ − z
p )

m−l+l′

then

ϕ̃z,p(γ) =

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

(−1)m + ϕ̃′
z,p(γ).

We observe that the series

ϕ̃′
z(γ) =

∑

p∈Pϕ

ϕ̃′
z,p(γ)

is convergent uniformly on

Oε,z =

{
γ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
1

γ
− z

p

∣∣∣∣ > ε ∀p ∈ Pϕ

}

for all ε > 0, when we partially ordering the points in Pϕ by increasing distance to
0 provided that

(17)
∑

p∈Pϕ∩(D(0,n)−D(0,n−1))

|bp,m| ≤ C̃|p|c for m = 1, . . . , nϕ

where c < 1 and C̃ is some constant and 0 /∈ Pϕ. We will further assume that there

exist an entire function ψz parametrized by z ∈ Γw for w ∈W such that

(18) ϕz(γ) = ϕ̃′
z(γ) + ψz(γ) ∀γ ∈ Oε,z ∀z ∈ Γw ∀w ∈W.

We will see in examples that one actually sometimes get that ψz = 0. Introduce
the following notations for the arguments

θγ := Arg(γ), θz := Arg(z) and θp := Arg(p).

We will further need the following conditions

(19) cos(θ − θγ) > 0 and γ ∈ Uθ,αθ(w)

where

αθ(w) =
1

rm
sup
z∈Γw

|z| cos(θ + θz − θp).

for all w ∈W and

(20) rm = min
p∈Pϕ

|p| > 0.

Note that (20) is equivalent to 0 /∈ Pϕ.
As we will see in examples, the conditions (17), (18), (19) and (20) are geometric

conditions on Pϕ, which are easy to check.
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Theorem 4. Fix θ ∈ R. Suppose there exist

α′
θ :W → R

and finitely many constants Ci and nonnegative integers mi and further Vw,θ ⊂ C

an open subset containing the half line Rθ
+ with the property that for all w ∈W

(21) L−1
θ (ψz) ∈ O(Vw,θ) ∀z ∈ Γw

and

(22) |L−1
θ (ψz)(ξ)| ≤ eα

′
θ(w)|ξ|

∑

i

Ci|ξ|mi ∀ξ ∈ Vw,θ.

Further assume (17), (18), (19) and (20). Then we conclude that

Bw(ξ) = −
∑

p∈Pϕ

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
(−1)l

l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)

(∫

Γw

K(w, z)e
zξ
p

(
z

p

)m−l+l′

dz

)
ξm−l+l′−1

(m− l + l′ − 1)!

+

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ψz)(ξ)dz.(23)

for all w ∈W and ξ ∈ Vw,θ.

The proofs of Theorem 3 and 4 are provided in Section 5. The formula (23) is
ideally suited to understanding the resurgence properties of Bw and the Stokes
coefficients, since it is in examples easy to determined what maximal open subset
Bw extends to from the expression (23), as we will in particular see in the case of
Faddeev quantum dilogarithm in Section 6.

In the final two sections of this paper we provide several examples of our main
theorems stated above, which in particular include the case of the Faddeev quantum
dilogarithm, the Euler gamma function, the Riemann zeta function, the Hurwitz
zeta function, the Gauss hypergeometric function and the Airy function.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Stavros Garoufalidis and Rinat Kashaev
for helpful discussion. In fact, some of the present work, in particular the appli-
cations of our main theorems to Faddeev’s quantum dilogarithm was produced by
the author of this paper about five years ago in preparation for a joint project
with Garoufalidis and Kashaev concerned with the asymptotics of our Quantum
Teichmüller theory constructed by the author of this paper jointly with Kashaev
[AK1, AK2, AK3, AK4, AK5, AK6, AN, AM, AMa] and the KLV invariant pre-
sented in [KLV]. The author is partially supported by the ERC synergy grant
”ReNewQuantum”.

2. Proof of the asymptotic expansion

To analyse the asymptotics of the transform Aγ
K,Γ we introduce the function

ϕn ∈ M(C) given by

ϕn(z) = f(z)−
n∑

m=−n0

amz
m.
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When we assume that n ≥ k0 − 1, we get that

z 7→ K(w, z)ϕn(γz) is regular ∀z ∈ D(0,min(RK(w),
Rf

|γ| ))

for all w ∈ W , where RK(w) is the minimal distance from zero to PKw
−{0}. Thus

we see that

Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) =

∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)ϕn(γz)dz

and therefore

| Aγ
K,Γ(f)− Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f) |≤
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz|

Let now r̃ <
Rf

|γ| and for each j = 1, . . . d consider the decomposition

Γ̃w,j = Γ̃0
w,j(r̃) ∪ Γ̃∞

w,j(r̃),

where

Γ̃0
w,j(r̃) = Γ̃w,j ∩D(0, r̃) and Γ̃∞

w,j(r̃) = Γ̃w,j ∩ (C−D(0, r̃))

and we let

Γ̃0
w(r̃) =

d⋃

j=1

Γ̃0
w,j(r̃), Γ̃∞

w (r̃) =

d⋃

j=1

Γ̃∞
w,j(r̃).

We immediately get the estimate

| Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) | ≤
∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||f(γz)||dz|

+

n∑

m=−n0

|am|
∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||γz|m|dz|

+

∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz|.

We now provide estimates for each of these three summands. First of all, it follows
directly from our main estimates (5) and (6) that

∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||f(γz)||dz| ≤ cwc̃γ |γ|−n0

∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

e−δ|z||z|−k0−n0 |dz|

and ∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||γz|m|dz| ≤ cw|γ|m
∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

e−δ1|z||z|m−k0 |dz|

For fixed w, we now let γj : [tj,0, tj,1]→ Γ̃∞
w,j(r̃), j = 1, . . . d, be a smooth parametriza-

tion of Γ̃∞
w,j(r̃) and for those j such that Γ̃∞

w,j(r̃) = ∅ we just set tj,0 = tj,1. For

some j we might have tj,1 = ∞ and we can assume that |γj(tj,0)| ≤ |γj(tj,1)|. If

δ̃ > 0, we see that

∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

e−δ̃|z||z|l|dz| ≤
d∑

j=1

∫ tj,1

tj,0

e−δ̃|γj(t)||γj(t)|l|γ′j(t)|dt.
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But since we have the lower bound b on | cos(Θ(z))| from (4) for z ∈ Γ̃∞
w,j(r̃), we

see that ∫ tj,1

tj,0

e−δ̃|γj(t)||γj(t)|l|γ′j(t)||dt| ≤
1

b

∫ |γ(tj,1)|

|γ(tj,0)|
e−δ̃sslds,

since we can make the substitution s = |γj(t)| and then use that

|γj(t)|′ =
Re(γj(t))Re(γ

′
j(t)) + Im(γj(t))Im(γ′j(t))

|γj(t)|
=

|γj(t)||γ′j(t)| cos(Θ(γj(t)))

|γj(t)|
,

which in absolute value is bounded below by |γ′j(t)|b.
For r̃1 ≥ r̃0 ≥ r̃ and l ∈ Z− ∪ {0} we have that

∫ r̃1

r̃0

e−δ̃sslds ≤ 1

δ̃
e−δ̃r̃ r̃l

and for l ∈ Z+ we have that
∫ r̃1

r̃0

e−δ̃sslds ≤
∫ r̃1

r̃

e−δ̃sslds

=

l∑

l′=0

δ̃−(l′+1) l!

(l − l′)!
(e−δ̃r̃ r̃l−l′ − e−δ̃r̃1 r̃l−l′

1 )

≤
l∑

l′=0

δ̃−(l′+1) l!

(l − l′)!
e−δ̃r̃ r̃l−l′ .

Thus we have proved the following two lemmas, which provides the estimates we
need in regards to the Γ̃∞

w (r̃)-part of the integral.

Lemma 1. We have that∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||f(γz)||dz| ≤ dc̃γcw
b

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δr̃r̃−(k0+n0)

For the second integral over Γ̃∞
w (r̃), we obtain the following estimates.

Lemma 2. Provided that n ≥ k0 − 1, it follows that

n∑

m=−n0

|am|
∫

Γ̃∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||γz|m|dz| ≤ dcw
b
δ−1
1 e−δ1r̃

k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0

+
dcw
b
e−δ1r̃

n∑

m=k0

|am||γ|m

m−k0∑

l=0

δ
−(l+1)
1

(m− k0)!

(m− k0 − l)!
r̃m−k0−l.

Let us now attend to the Γ̃0
w(r̃)-part of the integral. We introduce the notation

κn(r) =

∞∑

m=n+1

|am|rm.

Lemma 3. Provided that r = r̃|γ| satisfies r < Rf , we have for n ≥ k0
∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcwκn+1(r)r

−n

b
√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|nδk0−n−1
1 (n− k0 + 1)!
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and for n = k0 − 1
∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcwκk0

(r)r−n−1

bδ1
|γ|n+1

Proof. We introduce the meromorphic function ϕ̃n ∈ M(C) given by

ϕ̃n(z̃) = z̃−n−1ϕn(z̃).

We get that

|ϕ̃n(z̃)| ≤ r−n−1
∞∑

m=n+1

|am|rm = r−n−1κn+1(r)

for all z̃ ∈ D(0, r). From this we conclude that
∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| =

∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

≤ cwκn+1(r)r
−n−1 |γ|n+1

∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

e−δ1|z||z|n−k0+1|dz|.

since z ∈ Γ̃0
w(r̃) implies that |z| ≤ r̃ and so |γz| ≤ r. Thus we obtain

∫

Γ̃0
w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcwκn+1(r)r

−n−1

b
|γ|n+1

∫ r̃

0

e−δ1ssn−k0+1ds

and so for n = k0 − 1 we get that
∫ r̃

0

e−δ1ssn−k0+1ds ≤ δ−1
1

which gives the stated result in case n = k0−1. In the case n ≥ k0 we use Robbin’s
lower bound for m!

√
2πm sup

x∈R+

xme−δ1x =
√
2πmδ−m

1 mme−m ≤ δ−m
1 m!

to get that
∫ r̃

0

e−δ1ssn−k0+1 ≤ r̃√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

δk0−n−1
1 (n− k0 + 1)!

which complets the proof. �

We now completing the proof of Theorem 1 based on Lemma 1, 2 and 3.

Proof. We assume that n ≥ k0 − 1 and further that r = r̃|γ| < Rf . With reference
to Lemma 1, we compute

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δr r̃−(k0+n0) ≤ r−n0 |γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

r−n

(n− k0 + 1)!

(
δ
r

|γ|

)n−k0

e−δ r
|γ|

Thus for n = k0 − 1 we get that

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δr r̃−(k0+n0) ≤ r−n0r−n−1|γ|n+1δ−1,

for n = k0

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δrr̃−(k0+n0) ≤ r−(n0+n)|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!
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and for n > k0

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δr r̃−(k0+n0) ≤ r−(n+n0)

√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

using again Robbin’s lower bound for m!. We now introduce the notation

κn,n′(r) =
n′∑

m=n

|am|rm.

With reference to Lemma 2, using δ1 > δ, we compute

δ−1e−δr̃
k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0 ≤ δ−1e−δ r
|γ| |γ|k0r−k0

k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am|rm

≤ r−k0κ−n0,k0−1(r)|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!
(
δ r
|γ|

)n−k0

e−δ r
|γ|

(n− k0 + 1)!
r−(n−k0)

which for n = k0 − 1

δ−1e−δr̃
k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0 ≤ r−k0κ−n0,k0−1(r)|γ|n+1δ−1,

and for n = k0

δ−1e−δr̃
k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0 ≤ r−nκ−n0,k0−1(r)|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

and for n > k0 − 1

δ−1e−δr̃
k0−1∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0 ≤ r−nκ−n0,k0−1(r)√
2π(n− k0)(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n−k0+1)!
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and further if n ≥ k0

e−δr̃
n∑

m=k0

|am||γ|m
m−k0∑

l=0

δ−(l+1) (m− k0)!

(m− k0 − l)!
r̃m−l−k0

≤ δ−1
n∑

m=k0

|am|rm−k0 |γ|k0e−δ r
|γ|

m−k0∑

l=0

(m− k0)!

(m− k0 − l)!

(
δ
r

|γ|

)−l

≤ |γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

n∑

m=k0

|am|rm−n
m−k0∑

l=0

(m− k0)!(n− k0 − l)!

(n− k0 + 1)!(m− k0 − l)!

(
δ r
|γ|

)n−k0−l

e−δ r
|γ|

(n− k0 − l)!

≤ |γ|n+1δ−(n−k0+2)(n− k0 + 1)!
n−1∑

m=k0

|am|rm−n
m−k0∑

l=0

(m− k0)!(n− k0 − l)!

(n− k0 + 1)!(m− k0 − l)!

1√
2π(n− k0 − l)

+ |an|
(

n−k0−1∑

l=0

(n− k0)!(n− k0 − l)!

(n− k0 + 1)!(n− k0 − l)!

1√
2π(n− k0 − l)

+
1

n− k0 + 1

)
.

Now observe that

(m− k0)!(n− k0 − l)!

(n− k0 + 1)!(m− k0 − l)!
≤ 1

n− k0 + 1
,

and for m < n

m−k0∑

l=0

1√
n− k0 − l

≤
∫ n−k0

n−m−1

1√
t
dt = 2(

√
n− k0 −

√
n−m− 1)

and well as for m = n

n−k0−1∑

l=0

1√
n− k0 − l

≤
∫ n−k0

0

1√
t
dt = 2

√
n− k0.

Now observe that
√
2√

π(n− k0 + 1)

n−1∑

m=k0

√
n−m− 1 ≥

√
2√

π(n− k0 + 1)

∫ n−k0

0

√
tdt

=
4
√
2

3
√
π

(n− k0)
3/2

n+ k0 + 1

≥ 1

n− k0 + 1

when ever

n ≥
(
3
√
π

4
√
2

)2/3

+ k0

which is the case if n ≥ k0 + 2. In the special case n = k0 we see that

1

n− k0 + 1
= 1 ≤ 2√

π(2n− 2k0 + 1)
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and in the special case of n = k0 + 1 we get that

n−k0∑

l=0

(n− k0)!(n− k0 − l)!

(n− k0 + 1)!(n− k0 − l)!

(
δ r
|γ|

)n−k0−l

e−δ r
|γ|

(n− k0 − l)!
=

1

2
(e−1+e−δ r

|γ| ) ≤ 1

2
(e−1+1).

But then we can continue to obtain for n 6= k0 + 1

e−δr̃
n∑

m=k0

|am||γ|m
m−k0∑

l=0

δ−(l+1) (m− k0)!

(m− k0 − l)!
r̃m−l−k0

≤ |γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

2r−n

√
π(2n− 2k0 + 1)

n∑

m=k0

|am|rm

≤ 2√
π(2n− 2k0 + 1)

r−nκk0,n(r)|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

and in the case n = k0 + 1

e−δr̃
n∑

m=k0

|am||γ|m
m−k0∑

l=0

δ−(l+1) (m− k0)!

(m− k0 − l)!
r̃m−l−k0

≤ 1

2
(e−1 + 1)r−nκk0,n(r)|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

By appealing to Lemma 3, again using δ1 > δ and collecting terms, we get for
n = k0 − 1 that

∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw
b

|γ|n+1δ−1 inf
r∈(0,Rf)

(c̃γr
−n0 + κ(r))

rn+1
,

for n = k0 ∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw

b
√
2π

|γ|nδ−1

inf
r∈(0,Rf)

(
c̃γr

−n0 +
√
2πκ−n0,k0

(r) + 2
√
2κk0,k0

(r) + κk0+1(r)
)

rn
,

for n = k0 + 1
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw

b
√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

inf
r∈(0,Rf)

(
c̃γr

−n0 +
κ−n0,k0−1(r)

n−k0+1 +
√
π(e−1 + 1)κk0,n(r) + κn(r)

)

rn

and for n > k0 + 1
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw

b
√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

inf
r∈(0,Rf)

(
c̃γr

−n0 +
κ−n0,k0−1(r)

n−k0+1 + 2
√
2

√
n−k0+1√

2n−2k0+1
κk0,n(r) + κn(r)

)

rn
.

It might however be hard to use these estimates for n ≥ k0 in practice, since it
requires control of κ−n0,k0−1(r), κk0,n(r) and κn+1(r) separately and the infimum
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involves the γ-dependent c̃γ . So to obtain an estimate where the constant only
involves κ(r) and is completely γ independent we have the slightly weaker estimate
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
2dcwc̃γ

b
√
π(1 + 2(n− k0))

|γ|nδ−(n−k0+1)(n− k0 + 1)!

inf
r∈(0,Rf)

(cr−n0 + κ(r))

rn

which concludes the proof of Theorem 1. �

We can also establish estimates for n < k0 − 1, but under different and further
assumptions. To this end fix an r ∈ (0, Rf ).

First of all, we will assume that there exist a continuous deformation Γw, w ∈W
of the contour Γw such that

Γw ⊂ C− (PKw
∪ Pfγ ), ∀(w, γ) ∈ W × (U ∩D(0, r))

and along which (4), (5) and (6) holds.
Further, set

ρw = inf{|z| | z ∈ Γw}
and assume it is positive

(24) ρw > 0

for all w ∈W . Introduce the constant

Cn(r, ρw) =
dcr−n0 + dmax(r−n0 , ρn−k0+1

w )κ(r)

brn+1
.

Theorem 5. For n0 ≤ n < k0 − 1 and any positive r < Rf we have that

(25) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w)− Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ Cn(r, ρw)cw c̃γ |γ|n+1δ−1

for all (w, γ) ∈W × (U ∩D(0, r)).

In order to prove this theorem we first extend the above Lemmas. We make the
same splitting of the contour as before

Γ
0

w(r̃) = Γw ∩D(0, r̃), Γ
∞
w (r̃) = Γw ∩ (C−D(0, r̃)).

We now observe that the statement and proof of the first lemma is exactly the

same, except we have to replace Γ̃0
w(r̃) with Γ

0

w(r̃) . The proof of the second lemma
is also exactly the same and thus we immediately obtain.

Lemma 4. If n < k0 − 1 then

n∑

m=−n0

|am|
∫

Γ
∞
w (r̃)

|K(w, z)||γz|m|dz| ≤ dcw
b
δ−1
1 e−δ1r̃

n∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|mr̃m−k0

For the third lemma, we have in the case n < k0 − 1.

Lemma 5. Provided that r = r̃|γ| satisfies r < Rf , we have for n < k0 − 1
∫

Γ
0

w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcwκn+1(r)r

−n−1ρn−k0+1
w

b
|γ|n+1δ−1

1 .
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Proof. From the first part of the proof of Lemma 3 we conclude that
∫

Γ
0

w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcwκn+1(r)r

−n−1

b
|γ|n+1

∫ r̃

ρm

e−δ1ssn−k0+1|ds|.

Thus for n < k0 − 1 we get that
∫

Γ
0

w(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw
b
κn+1(r)r

−n−1ρn−k0+1
w |γ|n+1δ−1

1

�

We now move on to proving Theorem 5.

Proof. We assume that |γ| ≤ r and n < k0 − 1.
With reference to Lemma 1, we observe that

δ−1|γ|−n0e−δr̃r̃−(k0+n0) ≤ |γ|n+1(|γ|k0−n−1r−(k0−n−1))r−n−n0−1δ−1

≤ |γ|n+1r−n0rn−1δ−1.

Referring to Lemma 4, using δ1 > δ,

δ−1e−δr̃
n∑

m=−n0

|am||γ|m
(
r

|γ|

)m−k0

≤ δ−1|γ|n+1κ−n0,n(r)(|γ|−n−1rn+1)r−k0−n−1

≤ δ−1|γ|n+1κ−n0,n(r)r
−k0−n−1.

Refering to Lemma 5, using δ1 > δ and collecting terms we get that

| Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w)−Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤
dcw|γ|n+1

bδrn+1

(
c̃γr

−n0 + r−k0κ−n0,n(r) + ρn−k0+1
w κn+1(r)

)

from which the theorem follows. �

We can relax the condition on Γw, by first of allowing it to depend on γ, but we
must of course have

Γw,γ ⊂ C− (PKw
− Pfγ ), ∀(w, γ) ∈ W × U.

Second, we restricting conditions (4) to the part of Γw outside D(0, r̃), e.g. we
assume

(26) ∀(w, γ) ∈W × U ∃rw,γ ∈ (0, Rf) : | cos(Θ(z))| ≥ b ∀z ∈ Γ
∞
w,γ(

rw,γ

|γ| ).

We now let

ρw,γ = inf{|z| | z ∈ Γw,γ}
and assume ρw,γ > 0. Further let L(rw,γ) be the length of Γ

0

w,γ(
rw,γ

|γ| ).

We then need a replacement for Lemma 3.

Lemma 6. Under condition (26), (5) and (6) we have that if n < k0, then
∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

|K(w, z)ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤ cwκn+1(r)Lγ(r)r
−n−1ρn−k0+1

w,γ |γ|n+1δ−1
1 .

and further if n ≥ k0
∫

Γ
0

w,γ (r̃)

|K(w, z)ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
L(rw,γ)cwκn+1(r)r

−n−1

√
2π(n− k0 + 1)

|γ|n+1δn−k0+1
1 (n− k0 + 1)!
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Proof. We compute assuming n < k0∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

|K(w, z)ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

|K(w, z)||ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

≤ cwκn+1(rw,γ)r
−n−1
w,γ |γ|n+1

∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

e−δ|z||z|n+1−k0 |dz|

≤ cwκn+1(rw,γ)r
−n−1
w,γ |γ|n+1e−δ1rw,γρn+1−k0

w,γ

∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

|dz|

≤ cwκn+1(rw,γ)r
−n−1
w,γ |γ|n+1e−δ1rw,γρn+1−k0

w,γ Lγ(r)

If n ≥ k0 then
∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

|K(w, z)ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤ cwκn+1(rw,γ)r
−n−1
w,γ |γ|n+1

∫

Γ
0

w,γ(r̃)

e−δ1|z||z|n+1−k0 |dz|

≤ L(rw,γ)cwκn+1(rw,γ)r
−n−1
w,γ√

2π(n− k0 + 1)
|γ|n+1δn−k0+1

1 (n− k0 + 1)!

�

Following the proof of Theorem 1 line for line, and instead of appealing to Lemma
3 one appeals to Lemma 6, we obtain the following, using again δ1 > δ.

For n < k0∫

Γw,γ

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤
dcw
b

|γ|n
(
c̃γr

−n0

w,γ + κ−n0,n−1(rw,γ) + L(rw,γ)κn(rw,γ)
)
.

and for n ≥ k0 we have that
∫

Γw,γ

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz| ≤ |γ|nδn−k0+1(n− k0 + 1)!

dcw c̃γ

(
cr−n0

w,γ +
κ−n0,k0−1(rw,γ)

n−k0+1 + 2
√
2

√
n−k0+1√

2n−2k0+1
κk0,n(rw,γ) + L(rw,γ)κn(rw,γ)

)

b
√
2π(n− k0 + 1)rn+1

w,γ

.

Let for n < k0

C
(n)

w,γ = r−n−1
w,γ

(
dc

b
r−n0

w,γ +max (1, L(rw,γ)) κ(rw,γ)

)

and for n ≥ k0

C
(n)

w,γ =
1√

π(n− k0 + 1)
r−n
w,γ

(
dc

b
r−n0

w,γ +max

(
2
√
2,
L(rw,γ)

rw,γ

)
κ(rw,γ)

)
.

We have then proved the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Under condition (26), (5) and (6) we have an asymptotic expansion
in the Poincare sense to all orders

(27) Aγ
K,Γ(f) ∼ Ãγ

K,Γ(f).

In fact we have the following estimates for all n ≥ k0

(28) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ C
(n)

w,γcw c̃γ |γ|nδn−k0+1(n− k0 + 1)!
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and further for n < k0, we have that

(29) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ C
(n)

w,γcw c̃γ |γ|n+1δ−1

for all (w, γ) ∈W × U .

We observe that C
(n)

w,γ is independent of ρw,γ . Further if we have that there exist
b > 0 such that

| cos(Θ(z))| ≥ b ∀z ∈ Γ
∞
w,γ

(
r

|γ|

)
, ∀r ∈ (0, Rf ), (w, γ) ∈ W × U,

then we get that (28) also holds with the following definition

C
(n)

w,γ = inf
r∈(0,Rf )

r−n

(
dc

b
r−n0 +max

(
2
√
2,
L(r)

r

)
κ(r)

)
.

We remark that in this case C
(n)

w,γ is actually independent of (w, γ) ∈ W × U .

3. The simpler case of a single pole at zero.

In this section we will establish an analog of Theorem 1 in the case where

Rf = ∞.

We will still assume the setup from the introduction with the assumptions (4),
(5), however we will not need (6). But we will now make the following ekstra
assumption. Recall that

ϕ̃n(z) =
ϕn(z)

zn+1
=

∞∑

m=n+1

amz
m−n−1.

For n ≥ k0 − 1, we will assume there exist a constant δ̃ and

C(n) :W → R+

such that

(30) |ϕ̃n(γz)| ≤ C(n)
w eδ̃|z|

for all z ∈ Γ̃w and (w, γ) ∈ W × U . Let now

δ = δ1 − δ̃.

Theorem 7. Under the assumptions (4), (5) and (30), we have an asymptotic
expansion in the Poincare sense to all orders

(31) Aγ
K,Γ(f) ∼ Ãγ

K,Γ(f).

In fact we have the following estimates for all n ≥ k0 − 1

(32) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ C(n)
w

dcw c̃γ
b

|γ|n+1δn−k0+2(n− k0 + 1)!

for all (w, γ) ∈W × U .

Proof. The proof starts the same ways as the proof of Theorem 1, so assume that
n ≥ k0 − 1, we get that

z 7→ K(w, z)ϕn(γz) is regular ∀z ∈ D(0, RK(w))
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for all w ∈ W , where we recall that RK(w) is the minimal distance from zero to
PKw

− {0}. Thus we see that

Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) =

∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)ϕn(γz)dz

and therefore

| Aγ
K,Γ(f)− Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f) | ≤
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||ϕn(γz)||dz|

≤ cw

∫

Γ̃w

e−δ1|z||z|−k0 |ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

≤ cwC
(n)
w |γ|n+1

∫

Γ̃w

e−δ|z||z|−k0+n+1|dz|

≤ cwC
(n)
w

d

b
|γ|n+1

∫ ∞

0

e−δssn−k0+1ds

= cwC
(n)
w

d

b
|γ|n+1δn−k0+2(n− k0 + 1)!

�

We observe that we can under an extra assumption get a formula for the Laurent
expansion in γ at zero.

Proposition 1. Assume that

lim sup
m→∞

(|am|(m− k0)!)
1/m = R−1 <∞

then the Laurent series for gγ(w) is

gγ(w) =

∞∑

m=−n0

amhm(w)γm,

which converges for 0 < |γ| < δ1R.

Proof. We compute for m ≥ k0 that

| hm(w) | ≤
∫

Γ̃w

|K(w, z)||z|m|dz|

≤ cw

∫

Γ̃w

e−δ1|z||z|m−k0 |dz|

= cw
d

b
δm−k0+1
1 (m− k0)!

The proposition follows immediately from this.
�

We would like to also consider the case where we restrict the assumption (4) as
we have done in the previous section, e.g. we assume there exist

r :W → R+

and a continuous deformation of Γw to a contour

Γw ⊂ C− (PKw
∪ P(fγ))
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for all (w, γ) ∈W × U , such that (4), (5) and (30) are satisfied along

Γ
∞
w (r(w)) := Γw ∩ (C−D(0, r(w))).

As before we also let Γ
0

w(r(w)) := Γw ∩ D(0, r(w)) and we can now with these
assumptions prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8. Under the assumptions of (4), (5) and (30) along Γ
∞
w (r(w)), we have

an asymptotic expansion in the Poincare sense to all orders

(33) Aγ
K,Γ(f) ∼ Ãγ

K,Γ(f).

In fact there exist constants C̃
(n)
w for all n ≥ −n0 and w ∈W such that

(34) | Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) |≤ C̃(n)
w |γ|n+1

for all (w, γ) ∈W × U .

Proof. We have that

Aγ
K,Γ(f)(w) − Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f)(w) =

∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)ϕn(γz)dz

and therefore

| Aγ
K,Γ(f)− Ãγ,n

K,Γ(f) | ≤
∫

Γ
0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)||ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

+

∫

Γ
∞
w (r(w))

|K(w, z)||ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

≤ MwL(r(w))|γ|n+1

+ cw

∫

Γ
∞
w (r(w))

e−δ1|z||z|−k0 |ϕ̃n(γz)||γz|n+1|dz|

≤ MwL(r(w))|γ|n+1

+ cwC
(n)
w |γ|n+1

∫

Γw

e−δ|z||z|−k0+n+1|dz|

≤ C(n)
w MwL(r(w))|γ|n+1

+ cwC
(n)
w

d

b
|γ|n+1

∫ ∞

0

e−δssn−k0+1ds

≤ C(n)
w

(
MwL(r(w)) + cw

d

b
δn−k0+2(n− k0 + 1)!

)
|γ|n+1,

where

Mw = max
z∈Γ

0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)|eδ̃|z||z|n+1

and L(r(w)) is the length of Γ
0

w(r(w)). �

4. Borel resummation

We will now prove Theorem 2.
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Proof. We start by verifying that the integral expression for Bw(ξ) is absolutely
integrable

|Bw(ξ)| ≤
∫

Γw

|K(w, z)||L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)||dz|

≤
∫

Γ
0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)||L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)||dz|

+

∫

Γ
∞
w (r(w))

e−δ1|z||z|−k0 |L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)||dz|

≤
(
MwL(r(w)) +

de−δ1r(w)r(w)−k0

b

)∑

i

Cie
αθ(w)|ξ||ξ|mi

where

Mw = max
z∈Γ

0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)|

and L(r(w)) is the length of Γ
0

w(r(w)). Letting

C̃i =

(
MwL(r(w)) +

de−δ1r(w)r(w)−k0

b

)
Ci

we further compute
∫

Rθ
+

∫

Γw

|e−ξ/γK(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)||dz||dξ| ≤

∑

i

C̃i

∫

Rθ
+

|e−ξ/γ |eαθ(w)|ξ||ξ|mi |dξ|

≤
∑

i

C̃i

∫

Rθ
+

e−( 1
|γ|

cos(θ−θγ)−αθ(w))|ξ||ξ|mi |dξ|

< ∞
since γ ∈ Uθ,α(w) for all w ∈ W . Thus by Fubini’s theorem we get that

Lθ(Bw)(γ) =

∫

Rθ
+

e−γ/ξ

(∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)dz

)
dξ

=

∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)

(∫

Rθ
+

e−ξ/γL−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)dξ

)
dz

=

∫

Γ̃w

K(w, z)ϕz(γ)dz

= gγ(w) − g−γ (w).

which establishes (15).
Let the Taylor series in zero of Bw(ξ) be

Bw(ξ) =
∞∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l,

which is uniform absolute convergent for all ξ ∈ D(0, r̃w), where r̃w is less than
the radius of convergence. We recall that this implies that there exist a constant
CL(w) such that

|Bw(ξ)−
L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l| ≤ CL(w)|ξ|L
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for all ξ ∈ D(0, r̃w) and all w ∈W . We claim that there exist constants C̃L(w) for
all w ∈W such that

(35)

∣∣∣∣Lθ(Bw)(γ)−
L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)l!γ
l+1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C̃L(w)|γ|L+1

for all γ ∈ Uθ,α(w). We have of course that

Lθ(Bw)(γ)−
L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)l!γ
l+1 =

∫

eiθ [0,r̃w]

e−ξ/γ

(
Bw(ξ)−

L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l

)
dξ

+

∫

eiθ [r̃w,∞)

e−ξ/γ

(
Bw(ξ)−

L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l

)
dξ.

The first of these integrals we estimate as follows
∣∣∣∣
∫

eiθ [0,r̃w]

e−ξ/γ

(
Bw(ξ) −

L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l

)
dξ

∣∣∣∣

≤ CL(w)

∫

eiθ [0,r̃w]

|e−ξ/γ ||ξ|L|dξ|

≤ CL(w)|γ|L+1.(36)

For all γ ∈ Uθ,α(w)
∣∣∣∣
∫

eiθ [r̃w,∞)

e−ξ/γBw(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫ ∞

r̃w

e−
1

|γ|
cos(θ−θγ)t|Bw(e

iθt)|dt

≤
∑

i

C̃i

∫ ∞

r̃w

e−( 1
|γ|

cos(θ−θγ)−αθ(w))t|t|midt

≤ e−δ̃(γ)r̃w
∑

i

C̃i

mi∑

l=0

δ̃(γ)−l−1r̃lw
mi!

(mi − l)!

where

δ̃(γ) =
1

|γ| cos(θ − θγ)− αθ(w) > 0.

The fact that γ ∈ Uθ means that

cos(θ − θγ) > 0.

We observe that

e−
1

|γ|
cos(θ−θγ) =

e−
1

|γ| cos(θ−θγ) cosL+1(θ − θγ)|γ|L+1

|γ|L+1 cosL+1(θ − θγ)

≤ (L+ 1)!√
2π(L+ 1)

|γ|L+1

cosL+1(θ − θγ)
.

We now make the extra assumption on γ, namely that there exist a positive cθ(w)
depending only on w such that

∣∣∣∣
cos(θ − θγ)

|γ| − αθ(w)

∣∣∣∣ > cθ(w)
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which is clearly satisfies for |γ| small enough. Then we conclude that
(37)∣∣∣∣
∫

eiθ [r̃w,∞)

e−ξ/γBw(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
eαθ(w)r̃w(L+ 1)!√

2π(L+ 1)

∑

i

C̃i

(
mi∑

l=0

cθ(w)
−l−1 r̃lw

mi!

(mi − l)!

)
|γ|L+1

cosL+1(θ − θγ)
.

Now we consider

∣∣∣∣
∫

eiθ [r̃w,∞)

e−ξ/γ
L−1∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
ldξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
L−1∑

l=0

|bl(w)|
∫ ∞

r̃w

e−
1

|γ|
cos(θ−θγ)ttldt

≤
L−1∑

l=0

|bl(w)|
l∑

l′=0

|γ|l′+1l!

cosl′+1(θ − θγ)

e−
1

|γ|
cos(θ−θγ)r̃w

(l − l′)!

≤
(

L−1∑

l=0

|bl(w)|
l!

cosL+1(θ − θγ)

l∑

l′=0

(L − l′)!

(l − l′)!
√

2π(L− l′)r̃L−l′
w

)
|γ|L+1.(38)

Combining (36), (37) and (38) we conclude (35). Recall now the global estimates of
Theorem 1 in U on the asymptotic expansion of gγ(w) − g−γ (w) in γ, which shows

that the asymptotic expansion of gγ(w) − g−γ (w) is g+γ (ξ). But then by (15) we
must have that

∞∑

l=0

bl(w)ξ
l = B(g+γ )(ξ)

for all ξ ∈ D(0, r̃w) and all w ∈W , establishing (13).
�

5. Resurgence and Stokes coefficients

The resurgence properties of Bw is really nicely understood using our formula

Bw(ξ) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕz)(ξ)dz.

Further the Stokes lines and the Stokes jumps can also be derived from the these
expressions by considering the pole structure of both ϕz and further of Bw it self
as is clear from Theorem 3 and 4 which we no establish starting with Theorem 3.

Proof. We recall the setting of Theorem 3 and the assumptions of this theorem.
By assumption Lθ(Bw) is well defined for θ ∈ (θj , θj ± ε). In general we see that

Lθ(Bw) will be constant on sectors where Bw has no poles and decays at infinity
sufficiently fast so as to make Lθ(Bw) well defined. However, if we consider a line
Rθ

+ which hits the poles of Bw, then Lθ(Bw) is not well-defined along these lines.
These are the directions θJ = {θj | j ∈ Jw} index by set Jw, w ∈W as introduced
in the introduction.

We now consider

Γ′
n = ei(θj−ε)[0, Rn] ∪ Γn ∪ ei(θj+ε)[Rn, 0].
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By the residue theorem we have that
∫

Γ′
n

e−ξ/γBw(ξ)dξ = 2πi
∑

p∈PBw∩R
θj

+
∩D(0,Rn)

Resξ=p(e
−ξ/γBw(ξ)).

The theorem now follows directly by taking the limit as n→ ∞ and using that

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣
∫

Γ′
n

e−ξ/γBw(ξ))dξ

∣∣∣∣ = 4π lim
n→∞

Rn sup
ξ∈Γ′

n

|e−ξ/γBw(ξ))| = 0.

�

We further prove Theorem 4 as follows.

Proof. Following the same line of arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2 and using
the assumptions on ψz of Theorem 4, we see that the integral

Ψ(2)
w (ξ) :=

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ψz)(ξ)dz

is absolutely convergent and defines Ψ
(2)
w ∈ O(Vw,θ) for all w ∈W . Now introduce

Φ̃z(ξ) = −
∑

p∈Pϕ

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
(−1)l

l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)(
z

p

)m−l+l′
e

zξ
p ξm−l+l′−1

(m− l + l′ − 1)!

We have that

|Φ̃z(ξ)| ≤
∑

p∈Pϕ

nϕ∑

m=1

|bp,m|
|p|m

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

) l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

) ∣∣∣∣
z

p

∣∣∣∣
m−l+l′

e
|z||ξ|
|p|

cos(θz+θ−θp)|ξ|m−l+l′−1

(m− l + l′ − 1)!

≤
nϕ∑

m=1

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

) l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)
|z|m−l+l′

eαθ(w)|ξ||ξ|m−l+l′−1

(m− l+ l′ − 1)!

∑

p∈Pϕ

|bp,m|
|p|2m−l+l′

(39)

Thus the series expression for Φ̃ is absolutely convergent by (17). We continue to
estimate
∣∣∣∣
∫

Rθ
+

e−ξ/γΦ̃z(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
nϕ∑

m=1

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

) l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)
|z|m−l+l′

(∫

Rθ
+

e−(
1

|γ|
cos(θ−θγ)−αθ(w))|ξ||ξ|m−l+l′−1|dξ|

)
∑

p∈Pϕ

|bp,m|
|p|2m−l+l′

≤
nϕ∑

m=1

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

) l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)
|z|m−l+l′

1
(

1
|γ| cos(θ − θγ)− αθ(w)

)m−l+l′

∑

p∈Pϕ

|bp,m|
|p|2m−l+l′
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using (19). Thus we can use Fubini’s theorem to compute

∫

Rθ
+

e−ξ/γΦ̃z(ξ)dξ = −
∑

p∈Pϕ

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
(−1)l

l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)(
z

p

)m−l+l′

∫

Rθ
+

e−ξ/γe
zξ
p ξm−l+l′−1dξ

= ϕ̃′
z(γ)

for all γ ∈ Uθ,α(w) ∩Oε,z . Hence we conclude that

L−1
θ (ϕ̃′

z)(ξ) = Φ̃z(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ Vw,θ.

We observe by (39) that condition (11) in Theorem 2 is satisfied. We obtain further
the following estimate
∫

Γw

|K(w, z)||e zξ
p |
∣∣∣∣
z

p

∣∣∣∣
m−l+l′

|dz| ≤ eαθ(w)|ξ|

|p|m−l+l′

∫

Γw

|K(w, z)| |z|m−l+l′ |dz|

≤ eαθ(w)|ξ|

|p|m−l+l′

∫

Γ
0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)| |z|m−l+l′ |dz|

+
eαθ(w)|ξ|ρ−k0

w

|p|m−l+l′

∫

Γ
∞
w (r(w))

e−δ1|z| |z|m−l+l′ |dz|

≤ eαθ(w)|ξ|ρ−k0
w

|p|m−l+l′
MwL(r(w))r(w)

m−l+l′(40)

+
deαθ(w)|ξ|ρ−k0

w

b|p|m−l+l′

m−l+l′∑

m′=0

δ−m′−1
1

(m− l+ l′)!

m′!
r(w)m−l+l′−m′

,

where

Mw = max
z∈Γ

0

w(r(w))

|K(w, z)|.

Thus

Ψ(1)
w (ξ) := −

∑

p∈Pϕ

nϕ∑

m=1

bp,m
pm

m−1∑

l=0

(
m

l

)
(−1)l

l∑

l′=0

(
l

l′

)

(∫

Γw

K(w, z)e
zξ
p

(
z

p

)m−l+l′

dz

)
ξm−l+l′−1

(m− l + l′ − 1)!

is absolutely convergent by (17) and gives a well defined holomorphic function

Ψ
(1)
w ∈ O(Vθ) for all z ∈ Γw and all w ∈W . We now get immediately from Fubini’s

theorem that

Ψ(1)
w (ξ) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕ̃′

z)(ξ)dz ∀ξ ∈ Vθ,w.

But then

Bw(ξ) =

∫

Γw

K(w, z)L−1
θ (ϕ̃′

z + ψx)(ξ)dz = Ψ(1)
w (ξ) + Ψ(2)

w (ξ).

for all ξ ∈ Vθ,w, which concludes the proof.
�
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6. The examples of Faddeev’s quantum dilogarithm Sγ

We let

KF (w, z) =
ewz

sinh(πz)z
and fF (z) =

1

sinh(z)

and

Sγ(w) = exp(
1

4
gFγ (w)) ∀(w, γ) ∈ W̃F × ŨF

where

gFγ (w) =

∫

R+iε

ewz

sinh(πz)z

1

sinh(γz)
dz

and

W̃F = {w ∈ C | |Re(w)| < π + |Re(γ)|}, ŨF = {γ ∈ C | Re(γ) > 0}
where Sγ ∈ M(C) is Faddeev’s quantum dilogarithm.

We observe that k0 = 2 and n0 = 1 and further that RKF
= 1 and RfF = π. We

recall that the Laurent series for fF convergent in D(0, π) is

fF (z) =

∞∑

m=0

2(1− 22m−1)B2m

(2m)!
z2m−1 ∀z ∈ D(0, π),

where B2m is the 2m’th Bernoulli number. In anticipation of the asymptotic ex-
pansion we let

P 2n
γ (w) =

1

4

n∑

m=0

2(1− 22m−1)B2m

(2m)!
γ2m−1

∫

R+iε

ewz

sinh(πz)z
z2m−1dz.

But starting with (for a proof of this formula see e.g. [AH])

1

2i
Li2(−eiw) =

1

4

∫

R+iε

ewz

sinh(πz)z2
dz

and differentiating 2m times in w we obtain the m’th coefficient

1

2i

(
∂

∂w

)2m

Li2(−eiw) =
∫

R+iε

ewz

sinh(πz)z
z2m−1dz

and so

P 2n
γ (w) =

1

2i

n∑

m=0

2(1− 22m−1)B2m

(2m)!
γ2m−1

(
∂

∂w

)2m

Li2(−eiw).

Since we will take Γ̃F
w = Γ̃F

θ̃
to be the real line rotated by the angle θ̃, dF = 2

and for θ̃ ∈ (−π
2 ,

π
2 ) we let

Γ̃F
θ̃
= eiθ̃(−∞, 0] ∪ eiθ̃[0,∞).

Let now 0 < δ < π cos θ̃ and set

WF
θ̃

=

{
w ∈ C

∣∣∣∣− π cos θ̃ + δ <

(
Re(w)
Im(w)

)
·
(

cos θ̃

− sin θ̃

)
< π cos θ̃ − δ

}

=

{
w ∈ C

∣∣∣∣− π cos θ̃ + δ < |w| cos(θ̃ + θw) < π cos θ̃ − δ

}

and

UF
θ̃

=

{
γ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣θ̃ −
π

2
< Arg(γ) <

π

2
+ θ̃

}
=

{
γ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣ cos(θ̃ − θγ) > 0

}
.
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This definition of UF
θ̃
guarantees that the poles of fF

γ , which are all on the imaginary

axis, when γ is positive real, never crosses Γ̃F
θ̃
as the absolute value of the argument

of γ grows from zero to π, not including π.

Proposition 2. We have for all t ∈ R− {0} and w ∈WF
θ̃

that

|KF (w, e
iθ̃t)| ≤

√
2

√
π(1− e−2π cos θ̃)

1

δ(1− α)
e−αδ|t|t−2, ∀α ∈ (0, 1)

and for all t ∈ R− {0} and γ ∈ UF
θ̃

that

|fF,γ(e
iθ̃t)| ≤

√
2√

π(1− e−2)

1

cos(θ̃ − θγ)
|γt|−1.

From this proposition we see that δ2 = 0 and

δF = αδ, cFw =

√
2

√
π(1− e−2π cos θ̃)

1

(1− α)δ

and

c̃Fγ =

√
2√

π(1− e−2)

1

cos(θ̃ − θγ)
≥

√
2√

π(1 − e−2)
= cF .

Proof. For t ∈ R+, α ∈ (0, 1) and w ∈ WF
θ̃
, using that

(π − Re(w)) cos θ̃ + Im(w) sin θ̃ > δ > 0,

and recalling that θ̃ ∈ (−π
2 ,

π
2 ), we compute

|KF (w, z)| ≤ 2
e−t((π−Re(w)) cos θ̃+Im(w) sin θ̃)

|1− |e−2πt(cos θ̃+i sin θ̃)||t

≤ 2
te−(1−α)δte−αδt

(1− e−2πt cos θ̃)t2

≤ 2e−αδt

δ(1− α)
√
2π(1− e−2π cos θ̃)t2

.

Where we have used that

te−(1−α)δt

(1 − e−2πt cos θ̃)
≤ 1

δ(1 − α)
√
2π(1 − e−2π cos θ̃)

,

which completes the proof for t ∈ R+. The proof for t ∈ R− is completely similar.
For t ∈ R+ and γ ∈ UF

θ̃
we have that

1

| sinh(γeiθ̃t)|
= 2

e−t|γ| cos(θ̃−θγ)

|1− e−2t|γ| cos(θ̃−θγ)|

≤ 2
t|γ| cos(θ̃ − θγ)e

−t|γ| cos(θ̃−θγ)

|1− e−2t|γ| cos(θ̃−θγ)|
1

cos(θ̃ − θγ)

1

|γt|

≤ 2√
2π(1 − e−2)

1

cos(θ̃ − θγ)

1

|γt| .

and the proof for t ∈ R− is completely similar. �
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By Proposition 2 we conclude for (w, γ) ∈WF
θ̃

× UF
θ̃

that

gFγ (w) =

∫

eiθ̃(R+iε)

ewz

sinh(πz)z

1

sinh(γz)
dz

and

hFm(w) =

∫

eiθ̃(R+iε)

ewz

sinh(πz)z
zmdz

are absolutely convergent and thus they are well defined holomorphic functions on
WF

θ̃
. Thus we have for (w, γ) ∈WF

θ̃
× UF

θ̃
that

P 2n
γ (w) =

1

4

n∑

m=0

2(1− 22m−1)B2m

(2m)!
γ2m−1hF2m−1(w).

So we can conclude that for (w, γ) ∈ WF
θ̃

× UF
θ̃

the required estimates (5) and (6)

are satisfied along Γ̃F
θ̃
, further we can take b = 1 in (4) and thus our Theorem 1

therefore applies. We see that in this example

kF (r) =
1

sin(r)
, r ∈ (0, π)

and that

c′n = inf
r∈(0,π)

bn(r),

where

bn(r) =
1

rn

(
cF

r
+

1

sin(r)

)
, r ∈ (0, π).

We observe that bn(r) → ∞ for r → 0 and r → π, thus there exist rn ∈ (0, π) such
that

c′n = bn(rn).

Since

b′n(r) = − 1

rn+2

(
cF (n+ 1) +

rn

sin(r)
+
r2 cos(r)

sin2(r)

)

we see that

cF (n+ 1) sin2(rn) + nrn sin(rn) + r2n cos(rn) = 0.

We can produce a numerical table of the first few relevant solutions

2n r2n
2 2.42067585291066
4 2.64172230058665
6 2.75972744591817
8 2.83308766213237
10 2.88302232511053

For n ≥ 2 we have that b′n(r) < 0 for r ∈ (0, 3π4 ), hence rn ∈ (3π4 , π) for n ≥ 2
and rn → π as n→ ∞. In particular

c′2n ≤
(
4cF

3π
+
√
2

)(
2

3

)2n(
2

π

)2n

.
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Further for n positive interger

CF
2n =

4

cF
√
(4n− 3)π

c̃′2n,

c̃′2n = inf
α∈(0,1)

α

1− α

1

α2n
c′2n =

2n

(1− 1
2n )

2n−1
c′2n.

Collecting all constants and applying Theorem 1 we obtain.

Theorem 9. We have the following estimates for all positive integers n

(41) | Log(Sγ(w)) − P 2n
γ (w) |≤ C̃F

2n|γ|2nδ−2n(2n)!

for all (w, γ) ∈WF
θ̃

× UF
θ̃

and all θ̃ ∈ (−π
2 ,

π
2 ) where

C̃F
2n =

4
√
2

π
√
4n− 3

1
(
1− 1

2n

)2n−1

c′2n
(1− e−2π cos θ̃) cos(θ̃ − θγ)

≤ 4
√
2

π
√
4n− 3

√
2 + 4cF

3π(
1− 1

2n

)2n−1

(
2

3

)2n
1

(1− e−2π cos θ̃) cos(θ̃ − θγ)

(
2

π

)2n

≤ 3

(1 − e−2π cos θ̃) cos(θ̃ − θγ)

(
2

π

)2n

.

The above weakest estimate for C̃F
2n together with (41) is similar, but not iden-

tical, to the estimates obtained, using advanced techniques from the theory of
resurgence, in [GK], in the case where Re(γ) > 0, e.g. in the case our θ̃ = 0. Ours
is more general, since it does not require that Re(γ) > 0, in fact, we see that as we

vary θ̃ ∈ (−π
2 ,

π
2 ) the above theorem applies to all γ ∈ C − R−. We remark that

our general Theorem 5 of course also applies and gives a corresponding estimate
for the case n = 0.

Let us now move on to the applications of Theorem 3 and 4. We recall that for
all z ∈ C− iπZ

1

sinh(z)
=

1

z
+

∞∑

n=1

(
(−1)n

z − iπn
+

(−1)n

z + iπn

)
=

1

z
+ 2

∞∑

n=1

(−1)nz

z2 + π2n2
,

where the last series converges uniformly on

Oε = C− ⊔n∈Z−{0}D(iπn, ε)

for all ε > 0. This means that

ϕ̃F
z,p(γ) =

(−1)n

γz − iπn

and further mF = 1, PϕF = iπ(Z − {0}), rFm = π, BF
iπn,1 = (−1)n. In relation to

condition (17) we see that we can take c = 0 and C̃ = 2. Condition (18) is trivially
satisfied by

ψF
z = 0

since

ϕF
z (γ) =

1

sinh(γz)
− 1

γz
=

2z

π2

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n

n2

1
γ

( 1γ )
2 + ( z

πn )
2
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converges uniformly in

γ ∈ Oε,z = C− ⊔n∈Z−{0}D(
iπn

z
, ε)

for ε > 0 and z 6= 0.
For condition (19), we first of all constrain θ and γ such that

cos(θ − θγ) > 0.

Then we can simply let

rθ(w) :=
π

|γ| cos(θ − θγ) =: 2αθ(w).

If we then require that

cos(θ + θ̃ ± π

2
) = 0

which is equivalent to

θ = −θ̃ + πZ,

then (19) is satisfied, since θp = ±π
2 for all p ∈ PϕF ,

1

|γ| cos(θ − θγ) >
rθ(w)

π
> aθ(w)

and further

αθ(w) = sup
z∈Γ

F

w

|z| cos(θ + θz ±
π

2
)

when Γw agrees with Γ̃F
w = Γ̃θ̃ outside the disc D(0, rθ(w)/2) and inside the disc

D(0, rθ(w)/2), it is isotopic inside D(0, rθ(w)/2) − {0} (relative to their common

boundary) to Γ̃F
θ̃
∩D(0, rθ(w)/2). The estimates we developed along Γ̃F

w of course

also holds along Γ
F,∞
w (rθ(w)), thus (4), (5) and (6) holds along Γ

F,∞
w (rθ(w)). Thus

Theorem 4 applies, so we compute
∫

Γw

KF (w, z)e
zξ
iπn zdz =

∫

Γw

e(w+ ξ
iπn

)z

sinh(πz)z
zdz = −2i

1

1 + e−i(w+ ξ
iπn

)
,

since, as we observed above, differentiating

1

2i
Li2(−eiw) =

1

4

∫

ΓF
w

ewz

sinh(πz)z2
dz

twice in w gives
1

1 + e−iw
=
i

2

∫

ΓF
w

ewz

sinh(πz)
dz.

Thus Theorem 4 imidiately gives us that

Theorem 10. For all θ ∈ (−π
2 ,

π
2 ), w ∈WF

θ and ξ ∈ Vw,θ we have that

Bw(ξ) =
2

iπ2

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n

n2

(
1

1 + e−i(w+i ξ
πn

)
+

1

1 + e−i(w−i ξ
πn

)

)

We observe that this formula matches the formula obtained in [GK] in the special
case where θ = 0, e.g. in the case where Re(γ) > 0.

From this we can of course now apply Theorem 3 to obtain formula for the
Stokes coefficients, since they following immediately from that theorem and the
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above expression for Bw. We observe that Bw actually extends to a meromorphic
function on all of C, e.g. Bw ∈ M(C) for all

w ∈ C− (π + 2πZ).

Furthermore its poles are

PBw
= ±iπZ+(π − w + 2πZ).

7. Further examples

As further examples of interesting meromorphic transformations we recall a few
classical examples, to which our main Theorems applies. But before we get started
on further examples, we make the following observation regarding the Mellin trans-
form and its kernel. The kernel of the Mellin transform is

KM (w, z) = zw.

The generalized Mellin transform with respect to a contour Γ is

MΓ(f)(w) =

∫

Γ

KM (w, z)f(z)dz,

where we will assume that we can find a holomorphic branch of KM along Γ. In
order to satisfies (5) we will in some of the examples below consider

KM,g(w, z) = zwg(z) and fg(z) = g(z)f(z).

for some g ∈ M(C) such that Pg ∩ Γ = ∅ and then of course

MΓ(f)(w) =

∫

Γ

KM,g(w, z)fg(z)dz.

All of the following examples are indeed the Mellin transform (or rescallings thereof)
applied to various elementary function, where we have applied above trick for some
g.

We will need the Hankel contours

Hε
− = {z ∈ C | d(z,R−) = ε}

for some ε > 0, where Hε
− is orient from −∞− iε to −∞+ iε and where d(z,X)

be the distance from z to X .
Let now H̃− be a continuous deformation of Hε

− inside C−R−, such that H̃− is
contained in the half plane {z ∈ C|Re(z) < 0} except it passes through 0. Further

we will assume that (4), with b = 1
2 , is satisfies along the two smooth pieces of H̃−

inside {z ∈ C|Re(z) < 0}.
7.1. Euler’s Gamma function Γ. We now let

Kα
Γ (w, z) =

izw−1eαz

2 sin(πw)
and fΓ,α(z) = e(1−α)z

for α ∈ (0, 1) and

ΓΓ
w = Hε

−.

We then have that
Γα
γ (w) = gΓ,αγ (w)

where Γα
1 is Euler’s Gamma function for all α ∈ (0, 1).

We now observe that for any 0 < δ1 < α we that (5) is satisfied along

Γ̃Γ
w = H̃−



RESURGENCE ANALYSIS OF MEROMORPHIC TRANSFORMS 31

and that for all δ2 > 1−α we have that (6). But since we need δ2 < δ1 we see that
we need α ∈ (12 , 1). Then Theorem 1 gives an asymptotic expansion

(42) gΓ,αγ (w) ∼
∞∑

m=0

hΓ,αm (w)
(1 − α)m

m!
γm

where

hΓ,αm (w) =
∂m

∂αm
hΓ,α0 (w)

and

hΓ,α0 (w) =
i

2 sin(πw)

∫

Hε
−

eαzzw−1dz.

By Proposition 1, we actually have that the right hand of (42) is convergent for
|γ| < αR and equal to the left hand side, where

R =
1

1− α
,

since
(
(1− α)m

m!
m!

)1/m

= 1− α.

7.2. The reciprocal of Euler’s Gamma function 1
Γ . We now let

Kα
1
Γ

(w, z) =
1

2πi
z−weαz and f 1

Γ
,α(z) = e(1−α)z

for α ∈ (0, 1) and

Γ
1
Γ
w = Hε

−.

We then have that
1

Γα
γ (w)

= g
1
Γ
,α

γ (w)

for α ∈ (0, 1). Again we can apply Theorem 1 for α ∈ (12 , 1) to get the asymptotic
expansion

(43) g
1
Γ
,α

γ (w) ∼
∞∑

m=0

h
1
Γ
,α

m (w)
(1 − α)m

m!
γm

where

h
1
Γ
,α

m (w) =
∂m

∂αm
h

1
Γ
,α

0 (w)

and

h
1
Γ
,α

0 (w) =
1

2πi

∫

Hε
−

eαzz−wdz.

By Proposition 1, we actually have that the right hand of (43) is convergent for
|γ| < α

1−α .
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7.3. Riemann zeta function ζ. We set

Kζ(w, z) = −Γ(1− w)

2πi
zw−1eαz and fζ(z) =

e(1−α)z

1− ez

for α ∈ (0, 1) and

Γζ
w = Hε

−.

We then have that for w 6= 1

ζαγ (w) = gζ,αγ (w)

where ζ = ζα1 for α ∈ (0, 1).
Again we can apply Theorem 1 for α ∈ (12 , 1) to get the asymptotic expansion

(44) gζ,αγ (w) ∼
∞∑

m=−1

hζ,αm (w)amγ
m

where

hζ,αm (w) =
∂m

∂αm
hζ,α0 (w), am =

m∑

m1=0

(1− α)m1

m1!

Bm−m1+1

(m−m1 + 1)!

and

hζ,α0 (w) = −Γ(1− w)

2πi

∫

Hε
−

zw−1eαzdz = α−w.

We leave it to the reader to check the applicability of Theorem 2, 3 and 4 in this
case.

7.4. Hurwitz zeta function ζ. We set

KH(w, z) =
Γ(1 − w)

2πi

e(w−1) log(z)

e−z − 1
and fH(z) = ez

and
ΓH
w = Hε

−.

We observe that the Hurwitz zeta functions equals

ζH(w, q) = gHq−1(w).

Let now Γ̃H
w = H̃−. We compute that
∣∣∣∣
e(w−1) log(z)

e−z − 1

∣∣∣∣ =
e(Re(w)−1) log |z|−Im(w)Arg(z)eRe(z)

|1− ez|
Thus there exist positive constants Cδ1 for all δ1 < 1 and cw for all w ∈ C, such
that

|KH(w, z)| ≤ Cδ1cwe
−δ1|z||z|−1

for all z ∈ Γ̃H
w and all w ∈ C. Further we see that

ϕ̃n(γz) =
∞∑

k=n+1

|γz|k−n−1

k!
≤ e|γ||z| ≤ eδ̃|z|

also for all z ∈ Γ̃H
w whenever |γ| ≤ δ̃. Thus Theorem 7 applies to establish that

gHγ (w) has an asymptotic expansion

gHγ (w) ∼
∞∑

m=0

ζm(w)
γm

m!
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near γ = 0 where

ζm(w) =

∫

ΓH
w

KH(w, z)zmdz.

In fact Theorem 7 provides the estimate

|gHγ (w) −
n∑

m=0

ζm(w)
γm

m!
| ≤ 4Cδ1cw|γ|n+1δn+1n!

for γ ∈ Uδ̃ = D(0, δ̃), where

δ = δ1 − δ̃ > 0.

By proposition Proposition 1 and since

(
(m− 1)!

m!

) 1
m

→ 1 for m→ ∞

we see in fact that the asymptotic expansion is convergent for |γ| < δ1 and we thus
have that

gHγ (w) =
∞∑

m=0

ζm(w)
γm

m!

for |γ| < δ1. We observe that

ζ(w) = ζ0(w).

7.5. Gauss hypergeometric function 2F1. We set

K
2F1,α(w, z) = z

ez
2 log(−w)

cos(αz2)
and f

2F1,α(z) = cos(αz2)
Γ(−z2)Γ(z2 + a)Γ(z2 + b)

Γ(z2 + c)

for a, b non-positive integers and

Γ2F1,ε =
(
(ei

3π
4 R− ∪ eiπ4 R+) ∩ (C−D(0, ε))

)
∪ {z | |z| = ε,−π

4
< Arg(z) <

π

4
}

with the orientation induced from the usual one on R± and the positive orientation
on the circle. Then

Γ(a)Γ(b)

Γ(c)
2F

γ,α
1 (a, b; c;w) =

1

πi
g2F1,α
γ (w)

with 2F
1,α
1 (a, b; c;w) = 2F1(a, b; c;w) Gauss hypergeometric function for all α ∈

(0, π). Let

Γ̃2F1,ε = ei
3π
4 R− ∪ eiπ4 R+.

We observe that for any δ̃ < π there exist Cδ̃,α such that

|f
2F1,α(z)| ≤ Cδ̃,αe

−(δ̃−α)|z|2 |z|−2 ∀z ∈ Γ̃2F1

w

and

|K
2F1,α(w, z)| ≤ Cδ̃,αe

−(α−|Arg(w)|)|z|2 ∀z ∈ Γ̃2F1

w

Thus if we assume that

δ̃ > α and |Arg(w)| < α
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we can let δ1 = δ̃ − α and δ2 = 0 and then we satisfy (5) and (6). It is clear that
(4) is satisfies with b = 1. Thus Theorem 1 applies to establish that we get an
asymptotic expansion

(45) g2F1,α
γ (w) ∼

∞∑

m=−2

h2F1,α
m (w)amγ

m

where am are the coefficients of the Laurent expansion of f
2F1,α around 0 and

h2F1,α
m (w) =

∫

Γ2F1,ε

ez
2 log(−w)

cos(αz2)
zm+1dz

for m = −2,−1, 0, 1, 2, . . . . We leave it to the reader to check the applicability of
Theorem 2, 3 and 4 in this case.

7.6. The Airy function Ai. We set

KAi,a(w, z) = e−zweαz and fAi(z) = e
1
3
z3−αz

for a ∈ (0, 13 ) and

ΓAi = R
π−θ̃
− ∪ R

θ̃
+

where θ̃ ∈ [π6 ,
π
3 ] and Rθ̃

− = R−eiθ̃. This implies that

cos(3θ̃) < 0

thus (5) for any δ1 ∈ R+ such that

|w| cos(θ̃ + θw)− α cos(θ̃) > δ1

and (6) with δ2 = 0 are satisfied, hence Theorem 1 applies since (4) is obviously
satisfied with b = 1. Thus we get an asymptotic expansion

(46) gAi,α
γ (w) ∼

∞∑

m=0

hAi,α
m (w)amγ

m

where

hAi,α
m (w) =

∂m

∂αm
hAi,α
0 (w), am =

m
3∑

l=0

(−1)m−l αm−3l

l!(m− 3l)!3l

and

hAi,α
0 (w) =

∫

ΓAi

e−zweαzdz.

By Proposition 1, we actually have that the right hand of (46) is convergent for all
|γ| < δ1R, where

R ≥ 1

1 + α
.
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