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THE ELLIPTIC HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION

AND 6j-SYMBOLS FOR THE SL(2,C) GROUP

S. E. DERKACHOV, G. A. SARKISSIAN AND V. P. SPIRIDONOV

Abstract. We show that the complex hypergeometric function describing 6j-symbols
for SL(2,C) group is a special degeneration of the V -function — an elliptic analogue
of the Euler-Gauss 2F1 hypergeometric function. For this function, we derive mixed
difference-recurrence relations as limiting forms of the elliptic hypergeometric equation
and some symmetry transformations. At the intermediate steps of computations, there
emerge a function describing the 6j-symbols for the Faddeev modular double and the
corresponding difference equations and symmetry transformations.
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1. Introduction

Classical special functions [1] have natural interpretation as matrix elements of the op-
erators realizing representations of standard Lie groups. For example, matrix elements of
the SL(2,R) group representations are described by the Euler-Gauss 2F1 hypergeometric
function [32]. One of the problems in the representation theory of Lie groups is the decom-
position of tensor products of irreducible representations into a direct sum of irreducible
representations. In the simplest case of the product of two representations the expansion
coefficients are called Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, or 3j-symbols, which are again related
to classical special functions. For triple tensor products, there are two different ways of
sequential pairwise tensoring of representations leading to two different expressions for
the expansion coefficients in terms of 3j-symbols. Matrix elements of the map between
these two possible expansions are called 6j-symbols [31] and play a very important role
both in physics and mathematics. In particular, they have found applications in quantum
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mechanics, two-dimensional conformal field theory, three-dimensional gravity, solutions
of the Yang-Baxter equation and related integrable systems, knot theory, topology, and
so on.
The well-known Racah polynomials were introduced as 6j-symbols of the SU(2) group

[20]. Their explicit expression uses a special (Saalschützian) terminating hypergeometric

4F3-series. Similar situation holds for the q-Racah and Askey-Wilson polynomials [2]:
they are related to 6j-symbols of the quantum algebra slq(2,R) [13,16] and are explicitly
described by terminating q-hypergeometric 4ϕ3-series.
The most complicated form of 6j-symbols emerges for non-compact groups and their

principal-series representations. Our key object here is the 6j-symbols for the group
SL(2,C) (or proper Lorentz group SO(3, 1)+ isomorphic to it), constructed in [14] and [7].
They are expressed in terms of a three complex-dimensional integral (six real dimensions),
or, equivalently, as an infinite bilateral sum of the Mellin-Barnes type integrals. Another
group-theoretical object that we are interested in the present paper is the Faddeev modular
double slq(2,R) × slq̃(2,R) [10]. Its continuous-series 6j-symbols are built in [19] and
have the form of a contour integral of a combination of Faddeev’s modular quantum
dilogarithms [8, 9]. This function is directly related to the hyperbolic hypergeometric
function introduced by Ruijsenaars in [22], which can be considered a hyperbolic analogue
of the Askey-Wilson function since both satisfy one finite-difference equation.
The next level of generalization of the 6j-symbols is associated with the elliptic hy-

pergeometric functions. Such objects appeared first in the context of elliptic solutions of
the IRF (interaction round a face) type Yang-Baxter equation, which combine into an
elliptic function taking the form of a terminating elliptic hypergeometric series [11]. The
general V -function — a genuine elliptic hypergeometric function that is transcendental
over the field of elliptic functions and which absorbs the elliptic 6j-symbols of [11] —
was constructed in [28]. This V -function represents an elliptic analogue of the Euler-
Gauss hypergeometric function satisfying a second order difference equation with elliptic
coefficients, which is called the elliptic hypergeometric equation [29, 30].
As shown in [24], the elliptic beta integral [27] and V -function can be reduced to rather

general complex hypergeometric functions in the Mellin-Barnes representation (with the
hyperbolic hypergeometric functions obtained at the intermediate steps). In this paper,
we show that the Mellin-Barnes form of 6j-symbols obtained in [7,14] is a special subcase
of a complex hypergeometric function constructed independently in [6] and [24]. We give
also a detailed comparison of these 6j-symbols with the functions emerging from b → i
limit of the 6j-symbols for the Faddeev modular double [19].
In addition to the b → i limit for the hyperbolic integral of Ruijsenaars [22] associ-

ated with the 6j-symbols of [19], we describeits b → 0 limit in some detail and derive
corresponding identities. In particular, we derive difference equations satisfied by the lim-
iting hypergeometric functions in different normalizations. In [25], a new singular limit
b → 1 was found for the Faddeev modular dilogarithm. It can be applied to the same
Ruijsenaars integral [22] in order to derive symmetry relations for a particular rational
hypergeometric function emerging in this limit. However, we skip consideration of the
corresponding identities in this paper. our general conclusion here is that the complex
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6j-symbols, together with many other generalized hypergeometric functions, are degener-
ations of the elliptic hypergeometric V -function, which confirms its status of a universal
special function of hypergeometric type.

2. Complex 6j-symbols

The well known Euler’s beta integral has the form
∫ 1

0

xα−1(1− x)β−1dx =
Γ(α)Γ(β)

Γ(α + β)
, Re(α),Re(β) > 0,

where Γ(x) is the Euler gamma function. Its generalization to the field of complex numbers
x → z ∈ C was suggested in [12]. Its description requires the complex gamma function

Γ(x, n) = Γ(α|α′) :=
Γ(α)

Γ(1− α′)
=

Γ(n+ix
2

)

Γ(1 + n−ix
2

)
, α =

n+ ix

2
, α′ =

−n + ix

2
, (2.1)

where x ∈ C and n ∈ Z. For two complex numbers α, α′ ∈ C such that α − α′ = n ∈ Z,
we use the notation

[z]α := zαz̄α
′

= |z|2α′

zn,

∫

C

d2z :=

∫

R2

d(Re z) d(Im z), (2.2)

where z̄ is the complex conjugate of z. Then the complex beta integral in [12] can be
represented, after a linear fractional transformation of the integration variable, in the
form of the star-triangle relation

∫

C

[z1 − w]α−1[z2 − w]β−1[z3 − w]γ−1d
2w

π
=

Γ(α, β, γ)

[z3 − z2]α[z1 − z3]β[z2 − z1]γ
, (2.3)

where Γ(α1, . . . , αk) :=
∏k

j=1Γ(αj |α′
j) and α + β + γ = α′ + β ′ + γ′ = 1.

The right-hand side expression in (2.3) can take different forms due to the reflection
equations

Γ(α|α′) = (−1)α−α′

Γ(α′|α), Γ(x,−n) = (−1)nΓ(x, n), (2.4)

and
Γ(α|α′)Γ(1− α|1− α′) = (−1)α−α′

, Γ(x, n)Γ(−x − 2i, n) = 1. (2.5)

The Mellin-Barnes form of identity (2.3) was derived in [5]. A systematic consideration of
complex hypergeometric functions of one variable is given in [18], and we partially employ
the notations introduced in that paper.
The 3j-symbols for unitary principal series representations of the SL(2,C) group were

computed by Naimark long ago [17]. 6j-symbols for such representations Rℓ(c, c̃) were first
calculated by Ismagilov in [14] and were later they rederived in [7], where the method of
computations of Feynman diagrams was used for solving an integral equation for these 6j-
symbols. Initially they were represented as a triple complex integral (i.e., a 6-dimensional
integral over real variables) of elementary functions,

Rℓ(c, c̃) =

∫

C

d2zΨ2(a1, a2, a3|ℓ, c, z)Ψ1(a1, a2, a3|ℓ, c̃, z), (2.6)

where

Ψ1(a1, a2, a3|ℓ, c̃, z) =
∫

C

d2y

[1− y]
1−ℓ−c̃−a3

2 [y]
1+ℓ−c̃+a3

2 [z − y]
1−a1+a2+c̃

2
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and

Ψ2(a1, a2, a3|ℓ, c, z) =
1

[z]
1+a1−ℓ+c

2

∫

C

d2z0

[1− z0]
1+a1+ℓ+c

2 [z0]
1+a2−a3−c

2 [z − z0]
1−a2+a3−c

2

.

The principal series representation parameters a1, a2, a3, l, c, c̃ are of the form α = (nα +
ixα)/2, where nα ∈ Z, xα ∈ R are such that linear combinations of integers nα appearing
in the powers of square bracket expressions (2.2) take integer values only, so that all
resulting functions are single-valued.
This 6-dimensional integral can be rewritten as an infinite bilateral sum of integrals

corresponding to the Mellin-Barnes type representation of the function of interest. Such
an expression was obtained in [14] and slightly corrected in [7]:

Rl(c, c̃) = (−1)c̃−c̃′ π
2

4

a
(

1−a3−l+c̃
2

)

a
(

1+a1+l+c
2

)

a
(

1+a1−a2+c̃
2

)

a
(

1+a2−a3+c
2

)

×
∑

n∈Z

∫

L

a
(

1+a1−a2+c̃
2

+ s
)

a
(

1−a1−a2+c̃
2

+ s
)

a
(

1+a3+l+c̃
2

+ s
)

a
(

1−a3+l+c̃
2

+ s
)

a(s)a(c̃ + s)a
(

−c−a2+l+c̃
2

+ s
)

a
(

c−a2+l+c̃
2

+ s
) du,(2.7)

where s = (n+ iu)/2 and

a(α) =
Γ(1− α′)

Γ(α)
. (2.8)

The integration contour L may be any contour lying in the strip Im(u) ∈] − 1, 0[ (sin-
gularities of the integrand lie on the real axis due to the unitarity condition xα ∈ R).
Expression (2.7) differs from the one in [14] by the sign of the parameter c̃, corresponding
to the transition to an equivalent representation, which we believe is the correct prescrip-
tion.
Now we rewrite the complex 6j-symbols in terms of the complex gamma function (2.1).

If we set α = N/2 + iσ/2 and α′ = −N/2 + iσ/2 in (2.8), we obtain

a(α) =
1

Γ(σ,N)
= Γ(−σ − 2i, N). (2.9)

Using relation (2.9) and setting

a1 = N1/2 + iσ1,

a2 = N2/2 + iσ2,

a3 = N3/2 + iσ3,

l = N4/2 + iσ4,

c = M1/2 + iρ1,

c̃ = M2/2 + iρ2,
s = N/2 + iu/2,

(2.10)
we rewrite expression (2.7) as

{ σ1,N1

σ3,N3

σ2,N2

σ4,N4
| ρ1,M1

ρ2,M2

}

=
π2

4

Γ (σ1 − σ2 + ρ2 − i, A1)Γ (σ2 − σ3 + ρ1 − i, A2)

Γ (−σ3 − σ4 + ρ2 − i, A3)Γ (σ1 + σ4 + ρ1 − i, A4)

× (−1)M2−N2+N4

∑

N∈Z

∫

u∈L

4
∏

j=1

Γ(Rj − u, Sj −N)Γ(Uj + u, Tj +N) du, (2.11)
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where

R1 = −σ1 + σ2 − ρ2 − i,

R2 = σ1 + σ2 − ρ2 − i,

R3 = −σ3 − σ4 − ρ2 − i,

R4 = σ3 − σ4 − ρ2 − i,

U1 = −ρ1 − σ2 + σ4 + ρ2,

U2 = ρ1 − σ2 + σ4 + ρ2,

U3 = 0,

U4 = 2ρ2,

S1 = (−N1 +N2 −M2)/2,

S2 = (N1 +N2 −M2)/2,

S3 = −(N3 +N4 +M2)/2,

S4 = (N3 −N4 −M2)/2

(2.12)

and

T1 = (−M1 −N2 +N4 +M2)/2, T2 = (M1 −N2 +N4 +M2)/2, T3 = 0, T4 = M2,
(2.13)

and, finally,

A1 =
N1 −N2 +M2

2
, A2 =

N2 −N3 +M1

2
,

A3 =
−N3 −N4 +M2

2
, A4 =

N1 +N4 +M1

2
.

We note that
4

∑

a=1

(Ra + Ua) = −4i and
4

∑

a=1

(Sa + Ta) = 0 (2.14)

and

A1 + A2 = A3 + A4. (2.15)

Racah coefficients (2.7) depend on 6 complex parameters (pairs of continuous and dis-
crete variables), whereas function (2.11) formally depends on 8 such parameters (Rj , Sj),
(Uj, Tj), j = 1, . . . , 4, and the balancing condition leaves 7 independent quantities. How-
ever, the structure of integration and summation in (2.11) allows shifting the integration
and summation variables by arbitrary constants (with an appropriate shift of the integra-
tion contour). Therefore, one of the pairs of variables can be set equal to zero, which was
done in (2.12) and (2.13) by the choice U3 = 0 and T3 = 0.

3. Relation to 6j-symbols for the Faddeev modular double

We consider Faddeev’s quantum modular dilogarithm γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2) [8,9] also called the
hyperbolic gamma function [23],

γ(2)(u;ω) = γ(2)(u;ω1, ω2) := e−
πi

2
B2,2(u;ω)γ(u;ω), (3.1)

where B2,2 is the second-order multiple Bernoulli polynomial

B2,2(u;ω) =
1

ω1ω2

(

(u− ω1 + ω2

2
)2 − ω2

1 + ω2
2

12

)

and

γ(u;ω) :=
(q̃e

2πi u
ω1 ; q̃)∞

(e
2πi u

ω2 ; q)∞
= exp

(

−
∫

R+i0

eux

(1− eω1x)(1− eω2x)

dx

x

)

. (3.2)

This function obeys the first order difference equations

γ(2)(y + ω1;ω1, ω2)

γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2)
= 2 sin

πy

ω2

,
γ(2)(y + ω2;ω1, ω2)

γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2)
= 2 sin

πy

ω1

(3.3)
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and has the asymptotics [15]

I : lim
y→∞

e
πi

2
B2,2(y,ω1,ω2)γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2) = 1, arg ω1 < arg y < arg ω2 + π, (3.4)

II : lim
y→∞

e−
πi

2
B2,2(y,ω1,ω2)γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2) = 1, arg ω1 − π < arg y < arg ω2. (3.5)

In what follows, we shall a special degeneration limit

b :=

√

ω1

ω2

= i + δ, δ → 0+, (3.6)

in which case
Q = ω1 + ω2 = 2δ

√
ω1ω2 +O(δ2). (3.7)

In [24], it was rigorously shown that in the limit (3.6), the estimate

γ(2)(i
√
ω1ω2(n+ xδ);ω1, ω2) =

δ→0+
e

πi

2
n2

(4πδ)ix−1Γ(x, n),

√

ω1

ω2
= i + δ, (3.8)

holds uniformly on compacta, where n ∈ Z, x ∈ C, and complex gamma function is
defined in (2.1). Such a limit was qualitatively considered first in [3].
The 6j-symbols corresponding to the principal unitary series representations of the

Faddeev modular double slq(2,R)×slq̃(2,R) [10] were constructed by Ponsot and Teschner
in [19] ni the form of an explicit expression

{

α1

α3

α2

α4
| αs

αt

}

b
=

Sb(αs + α2 − α1)Sb(α1 + αt − α4)

Sb(αt + α2 − α3)Sb(α3 + αs − α4)
|Sb(2αt)|2Jb(µ, ν), (3.9)

where Sb(z) = γ(2)(z; b, b−1),

Jb(µ, ν) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

4
∏

a=1

Sb(µa − z)Sb(νa + z)dz, (3.10)

and
ν1 = αs + α1 − α2,

ν2 = Q+ αs − α1 − α2,

ν3 = αs + α3 − α4,

ν4 = Q+ αs − α3 − α4,

µ1 = −Q− αs + αt + α4 + α2,

µ2 = −αs − αt + α4 + α2,

µ3 = Q− 2αs,

µ4 = 0,

(3.11)

with Q = b+ b−1. We note that the parameters µa and νa satisfy the balancing condition

4
∑

a=1

(νa + µa) = 2Q. (3.12)

Formally, function (3.10) depends on 7 independent complex variables, but one of the
parameters can be set equal to zero by shifting the integration variable, which was done
in (3.11) by the choice µ4 = 0.
The factor |Sb(2αt)|2 corresponds to the measure in the orthogonality relation for 6j-

symbols. In principle, we can remove it from the definition (3.9) and lift the unitary
principal series restrictions imposed on the parameters of this function α1,2,3,4, αs, αt ∈
Q/2 + iR (see the definition of the hyperbolic hypergeometric function Jh(µ, ν) in (4.28)
below, where we do not assume such a constraint).
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Now we intend to show that formula (2.11) can be derived from expression (3.9) in the
limit b → i. First, we rewrite the last function in a slightly different notation. We shift
the integration variable z → z +Q− 2αs and afterwards define new parameters

αs = α′

s +Q/2,

αt = −α′

t +Q/2,

α1 = −α′

1 +Q/2,

α2 = −α′

2 +Q/2,

α3 = −α′

3 + Q/2,

α4 = α′

4 +Q/2.
(3.13)

After the shifts, parameters νa and µa take the following form in terms of the α′-variables

ν1 = Q/2− α′

s − α′

1 + α′

2,

ν2 = Q/2− α′

s + α′

1 + α′

2,

ν3 = Q/2− α′

s − α′

3 − α′

4,

ν4 = Q/2− α′

s + α′

3 − α′

4,

µ1 = α′

s − α′

t + α′

4 − α′

2,

µ2 = α′

s + α′

t + α′

4 − α′

2,

µ3 = 0,

µ4 = 2α′

s.

(3.14)

For ω1 = b, ω2 = b−1, relation (3.8) takes the form:

Si+δ(i(n + xδ)) =
δ→0

e
πin2

2 (4πδ)ix−1Γ(x, n). (3.15)

We parametrize our new α′ variables and the integration variable in accordance with
the form of the argument of the Sb-function in formula (3.15):

α′

1 = i(N1/2 + σ1δ),

α′

2 = i(N2/2 + σ2δ),

α′

3 = i(N3/2 + σ3δ),

α′

4 = i(N4/2 + σ4δ),

α′

t = i(M1/2 + ρ1δ),

α′

s = i(M2/2 + ρ2δ),
z = i(−N − uδ).

(3.16)
In this parametrization, Nk andMk are integers chosen such that their linear combinations
appearing in the expressions for µj and νj (3.14) take even values in order to be divisible
by 2.
Now we can apply asymptotic formula (3.15) and find that in the limit δ → 0, the

6j-symbols for Faddeev’s modular double are converted to the complex 6j-symbols for
the SL(2,C) group,

{

α1

α3

α2

α4
| αs

αt

}

i+δ
=
δ→0

e
πi

2
F M

2
1 + 4ρ21
16π4iδ

{ σ1,N1

σ3,N3

σ2,N2

σ4,N4
| ρ1,M1

ρ2,M2

}

, (3.17)

where

F = A2
1 − A2

2 − A2
3 + A2

4 +

4
∑

a=1

(S2
a + T 2

a ) + 2(A4 − A2). (3.18)

Conditions (2.14) and (2.15) imply that F is an even integer. Therefore e
πi

2
F is a plain sign

factor. The details of the computations can be found in Appendix A. The proportionality

coefficient in the right-hand side of relation (3.17) without the diverging factor e
πi

2
F/iδ

coincides with the ρ-function defined in equation (28) of [7], which describes the measure
weight function. It emerged from the multiplier |Sb(2αt)|2 in definition (3.9).
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4. Difference equations

An elliptic analogue of the Euler-Gauss hypergeometric function V (t1, . . . , t8; p, q) was
introduced in [28],

V (t1, . . . , t8; p, q) =
(p; p)∞(q; q)∞

4πi

∫

T

∏8
a=1 Γ(taz; p, q)Γ(taz

−1; p, q)

Γ(z2; p, q)Γ(z−2; p, q)

dz

z
, (4.1)

with the parameters ta satisfying the balancing condition

8
∏

a=1

ta = p2q2. (4.2)

Here, Γ(z; p, q) is the elliptic gamma function defined as a double infinite product

Γ(z; p, q) =
∞
∏

j,k=0

1− z−1pj+1qk+1

1− zpjqk
, |p|, |q| < 1, z ∈ C

∗. (4.3)

It satisfies the equations

Γ(z; p, q) = Γ(z; q, p), (4.4)

Γ(qz; p, q) = θ(z; p)Γ(z; q, p), Γ(pz; p, q) = θ(z; q)Γ(z; q, p), (4.5)

where θ(z; p) is a short Jacobi theta-function

θ(z; q) = (z; q)∞(qz−1; q)∞, (z; q)∞ :=

∞
∏

j=0

(1− zqj), (4.6)

related to Jacobi’s θ1-function as follows

θ1(u|τ) = −θ11(u) = −
∑

ℓ∈Z+1/2

eπiτℓ
2

e2πiℓ(u+1/2)

= iq1/8e−πiu(q; q)∞θ(e2πiu; q). (4.7)

As shown in [29, 30], the V -function satisfies a finite-difference equation, called the
elliptic hypergeometric equation,

L(t)(U(qt6, q
−1t7)− U(t)) + (t6 ↔ t7) + U(t) = 0, (4.8)

where

U(t) =
V (t1, . . . , t8; p, q)

Γ(t6t
±1
8 ; p, q)Γ(t7t

±1
8 ; p, q)

, (4.9)

the first U -function containing parameters qt6, q
−1t7 instead of t6, t7, and

L(t) =
θ
(

t6
qt8

; p
)

θ (t6t8; p) θ
(

t8
t6
; p
)

θ
(

t6
t7
; p
)

θ
(

t7
qt6

; p
)

θ
(

t7t6
q
; p
)

5
∏

k=1

θ
(

t7tk
q
; p
)

θ(t8tk; p)
. (4.10)

We recall the asymptotic relation [23]

Γ(e−2πvy; e−2πvω1 , e−2πvω2) =
v→0

e−π(2y−ω1−ω2)/12vω1ω2γ(2)(y;ω1, ω2), (4.11)
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which was shown in [21] to be uniform on compacta, and the asymptotics

θ(e−2πvy ; e−2πvω1) =
v→0

e
−

π
6vω1 2 sin

πy

ω1

. (4.12)

With their help, we can derive difference equations for the corresponding hyperbolic hy-
pergeometric functions.
A hyperbolic analogue of the V -function (4.1) appearing from it in the limit (4.11) is

Ih(u) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

∏8
a=1 γ

(2)(ua ± z;ω1, ω2)

γ(2)(±2z)

dz

2i
√
ω1ω2

, (4.13)

with ua satisfying the condition:

8
∑

a=1

ua = 2(ω1 + ω2). (4.14)

It can be shown [4] that in the limit (4.11), elliptic hypergeometric equation (4.8) is
converted into a difference equation for Ih(u),

A(u;ω1, ω2)(Y (u6 + ω2, u7 − ω2)− Y (u)) + (u6 ↔ u7) + Y (u) = 0, (4.15)

where

A(u;ω1, ω2) =
sin π

ω1
(u6 − u8 − ω2) sin

π
ω1
(u6 + u8) sin

π
ω1
(u8 − u6)

sin π
ω1
(u6 − u7) sin

π
ω1
(u7 − u6 − ω2) sin

π
ω1
(u7 + u6 − ω2)

×
5
∏

k=1

sin π
ω1
(u7 + uk − ω2)

sin π
ω1
(u8 + uk)

(4.16)

and

Y (u) =
Ih(u)

γ(2)(u6 ± u8, u7 ± u8;ω1, ω2)
. (4.17)

The function Ih(u) is symmetric in the quasiperiods ω1 and ω2. Therefore, we have a
second difference equation

A(u;ω2, ω1)(Y (u6 + ω1, u7 − ω1)− Y (u)) + (u6 ↔ u7) + Y (u) = 0. (4.18)

A detailed consideration of the limiting transitions ω1 → 0 (for a fixed ω2) and ω1 →
±ω2 for the function Y (u) and for the corresponding difference equations was given in [26].
Here, we investigate a special degenerate case of this function: our key object is now the
integral

Eh(u) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

∏6
a=1 γ

(2)(ua ± z;ω1, ω2)

γ(2)(±2z;ω1, ω2)

dz

2i
√
ω1ω2

(4.19)

without any balancing condition. For Re(ua) > 0, we can fix the integration contour
as the imaginary axis. For other values of parameters, the integration contour is of the
Mellin-Barnes type, i.e., it should separate sequences of poles going to infinity to the left
and right of the imaginary axis.
We now derive the difference equation for this function following from hyperbolic hy-

pergeomertic equation (4.15). For this, we set u1 = 2(ω1 + ω2) −
∑8

k=2 uk and take the
limit u8 → ∞ inside cone I (3.4) (such that u1 → ∞ inside cone II (3.5)). Then using
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the corresponding asymptotics and renumbering the remaining parameters uk → uk−1,
we obtain

B(u;ω1, ω2)(Eh(u5 + ω2, u6 − ω2)−Eh(u)) + (u5 ↔ u6) + Eh(u) = 0, (4.20)

B(u;ω1, ω2) =

∏4
k=1 sin

π
ω1
(u6 + uk − ω2)

sin π
ω1
(u5 − u6) sin

π
ω1
(u6 − u5 − ω2) sin

π
ω1
(u6 + u5 − ω2) sin

π
ω1
(2Q−

∑6
i=1 ui)

.

This equation was also derived in [4]. Despite of the absence of the balancing condition,
we can convert equation (4.20) into a finite-difference equation of the second order in the
variable x by setting u5 = c+ x and u6 = c−x for an arbitrary constant c. Evidently, we
also have the second equation

B(u;ω2, ω1)(Eh(u5 + ω1, u6 − ω1)−Eh(u)) + (u5 ↔ u6) + Eh(u) = 0. (4.21)

We can consider a different degeneration of equation (4.15). We reparametrize the
variables ua in identity (4.15) in the following asymmetric way:

ua = νa + iξ, ua+4 = µa − iξ, a = 1, 2, 3, 4. (4.22)

Then the balancing condition takes the form

4
∑

a=1

(νa + µa) = 2(ω1 + ω2). (4.23)

In definition (4.13), we now shift the integration variable z → z − iξ and take the limit
ξ → −∞. From the above equations, we then obtain

D(µ, ν;ω1, ω2)(U(µ2 + ω2, µ3 − ω2)− U(µ, ν)) + (µ2 ↔ µ3) + U(µ, ν) = 0 (4.24)

and

D(µ, ν;ω2, ω1)(U(µ2 + ω1, µ3 − ω1)− U(µ, ν)) + (µ2 ↔ µ3) + U(µ, ν) = 0, (4.25)

where

D(µ, ν;ω1, ω2) =
sin π

ω1
(µ2 − µ4 − ω2) sin

π
ω1
(µ4 − µ2)

sin π
ω1
(µ2 − µ3) sin

π
ω1
(µ3 − µ2 − ω2)

4
∏

k=1

sin π
ω1
(µ3 + νk − ω2)

sin π
ω1
(µ4 + νk)

, (4.26)

U(µ, ν) =
Jh(µ, ν)

γ(2)(µ2 − µ4, µ3 − µ4;ω1, ω2)
, (4.27)

Jh(µ, ν) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

4
∏

a=1

γ(2)(µa − z;ω1, ω2)γ
(2)(νa + z;ω1, ω2)

dz

i
√
ω1ω2

(4.28)

with the parameters µa and νa satisfying the condition (4.23).
In fact, equality (4.24) is another form of equation (4.20) because, as established in [4],

the integrals (4.19) and (4.28) are connected by the relation

Jh(µ, ν) =

3
∏

a=1

γ(2)(µa + ν4;ω1, ω2)γ
(2)(νa + µ4;ω1, ω2)

× Eh(µ1 + η, µ2 + η, µ3 + η, ν1 − η, ν2 − η, ν3 − η), (4.29)
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where

2η = Q− ν4 −
3

∑

a=1

µa. (4.30)

5. The b → 0 reduction of difference equations

We now investigate various degenerations of hyperbolic integrals (4.19) and (4.28) cor-
responding to the limits b → 0 and b → i. For the general difference equations (4.15)
and (4.18), such degenerations are considered in [26]. We start from the standard ω1 → 0
limit applied to equations (4.24) and (4.25). Recall the following uniform asymptotics
computed in [23] (see also [26]):

γ(2)(ω1x;ω1, ω2) →
Γ(x)√
2π

(

ω2

2πω1

)
1

2
−x

(5.1)

We plan to scale all the parameters according to the rule

µk = ω1βk, νk = ω1γk, k = 1, 2, 3, 4, and z = ω1u. (5.2)

However, we must first eliminate the ω2 term in the right-hand side of the balancing
condition (4.23). For this, we shift the parameters ν1,2 → ν1,2 + ω2 (such a shift can be
made differently, say, ν1 → ν1+ω2, µ1 → µ1+ω2, but we limit ourselves to one example).
Then, using the reflection rule

γ(2)(x;ω1, ω2)γ
(2)(ω1 + ω2 − x;ω1, ω2) = 1, (5.3)

we rewrite integral (4.28) in the form:

Jh(µ, ν) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

∏4
i=1 γ

(2)(µi − z;ω1, ω2)
∏4

i=3 γ
(2)(νi + z;ω1, ω2)

∏2
i=1 γ

(2)(ω1 − νi − z;ω1, ω2)

dz

i
√
ω1ω2

. (5.4)

Now we apply the scaling (5.2), which leads to the balancing condition

4
∑

k=1

(βk + γk) = 2 (5.5)

and in the limit ω1 → 0 obtain the relation

Jh(µ, ν) →
1

(2π)4
ω2
2

ω1

Jr(β, γ), (5.6)

where

Jr(β, γ) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

∏4
i=1 Γ(βi − u)

∏4
i=3 Γ(γi + u)

∏2
i=1 Γ(1− γi − u)

du. (5.7)

Now it is straightforward to show that equation (4.25) in this limit is converted to

D(β, γ)(Jr(β2 + 1, β3 − 1, γ)− Jr(β, γ)) + (β2 ↔ β3) + Jr(β, γ) = 0, (5.8)

where

D(β, γ) =
(β2 − β4 − 1)(β4 − β2)

(β2 − β3)(β3 − β2 − 1)

4
∏

k=1

(β3 + γk − 1)

(β4 + γk)
(5.9)
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and

Jr(β, γ) =
Jr(β, γ)

Γ(β2 − β4)Γ(β3 − β4)
. (5.10)

In turn, equation (4.24) yields the following integral identity

eπi(β1−β2) sin π(β4 − β2)

sin π(β2 − β3)

∏2
k=1 sin π(β3 + γk)

∏4
k=3 sin π(β4 + γk)

(J̃r(β, γ)−Jr(β, γ))+(β2 ↔ β3)+Jr(β, γ) = 0,

(5.11)

J̃r(β, γ) =
Γ(1− β2 + β4)

Γ(β3 − β4)

∫ i∞

−i∞

eπi(β4−u)

∏

i=1,3,4 Γ(βi − u)
∏4

i=3 Γ(γi + u)

Γ(1− β2 + u)
∏2

i=1 Γ(1− γi − u)
du. (5.12)

The integral J̃r converges in a rather cute way: the integrand falls off exponentially fast
∝ u−2e−2πiu for u → −i∞, but it has only a power suppression ∝ u−2 for u → +i∞.
We can similarly simplify equation (4.21) for ω1 → 0. Here, we have no balancing

condition, and after scaling the parameters uk and z as uk = ω1αk, z = ω1u, integral
(4.19) in the limit ω1 → 0 takes the form

Eh(u) →
(

1

2π

√

ω2

ω1

)9(
2πω1

ω2

)2
∑6

i=1 αi

Er(α),

Er(α) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

∏6
i=1 Γ(αi ± u)

Γ(±2u)

du

4πi
,

and correspondingly equation (4.21) becomes

C(α)(Er(α5 + 1, α6 − 1)− Er(α)) + (α5 ↔ α6) + Er(α) = 0, (5.13)

where

C(α) =
∏4

k=1(α6 + αk − 1)

(α5 − α6)(α6 − α5 − 1)(α6 + α5 − 1)(2−
∑6

1 αi)
. (5.14)

6. The b → i reduction

In this section, we consider the b = i + δ, δ → 0+ limit (3.6) using asymptotic rela-
tion (3.8). Namely, we apply this limit to difference equation 4.24) with the following
parametrization

z = i
√
ω1ω2(N + yδ), µa = i

√
ω1ω2(na + saδ), νa = i

√
ω1ω2(ma + taδ), (6.1)

where y, sa, ta ∈ C and N, na, ma ∈ Z+ ε, ε = 0, 1
2
. Evidently, one has the relations

i
√
ω1ω2(N + yδ) + ω2 = i

√
ω1ω2(N − 1 + (y − i)δ) +O(δ2),

i

ω1

√
ω1ω2(N + yδ) = N + δ(iN + y) +O(δ2).

Balancing condition (4.23) together with relation (3.7) imply that the parameters na, ma,
sa, and ta satisfy the constraints

4
∑

a=1

(na +ma) = 0,
4

∑

a=1

(sa + ta) = −4i. (6.2)
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Now using the uniform estimate (3.8), we compute the asymptotics of function (4.27),

U(µ, ν) →
δ→0+

(−1)2ε(1+
∑4

a=1
ma)

(4πδ)1+i(s2+s3−2s4)
e

πi

2
(n2

1−n2
4+

∑4

a=1
m2

a)U(s, n; t,m), (6.3)

U(s, n; t,m) =
Jcr(s, n; t,m)

Γ(s2 − s4, n2 − n4)Γ(s3 − s4, n3 − n4)
, (6.4)

where the subscript “cr” means “complex rational” and

Jcr(s, n; t,m) =
1

4π

∑

N∈Z+ε

∫

∞

−∞

4
∏

a=1

Γ(sa − y, na −N)Γ(ta + y,ma +N)dy. (6.5)

It turns out that the choice ε = 1/2 reduces to the case ε = 0 after the replacement of
na → na+ ε, or, equivalently, ma → ma − ε. Therefore, we can drop ε from the definition
of Jcr. Evidently, function (6.5) coincides with the key element defining the 6j-symbols
for the SL(2,C) group (2.11).
We note that the diverging prefactor in (6.3) contains only the sum of s2 and s3, and

does not contain n2 and n3. This implies the following limit form of equation (4.24):

D(β, γ)(U(s2− i, n2−1, s3+i, n3+1)−U(s, n, t,m))+(s2, n2 ↔ s3, n3)+U(s, n, t,m) = 0,
(6.6)

where the function D(β, γ) is fixed in (5.9) with the parametrization

βk =
1

2
(isk − nk), γk =

1

2
(itk −mk). (6.7)

In Appendix B, we consider a simple particular case of equation (6.6) when the func-
tion U is reduced to a computable beta integral, which explicitly demonstrates essential
properties of this equation.
We can compute the δ → 0+ form of equation (4.25) similarly. Using the relations

i
√
ω1ω2(N + yδ) + ω1 = i

√
ω1ω2(N + 1 + (y − i)δ) +O(δ2),

i

ω2

√
ω1ω2(N + yδ) = −N − δ(y − iN) +O(δ2),

it can be shown that in the limit δ → 0, difference equation (4.25) becomes

D(β, γ)(U(s2− i, n2+1, s3+i, n3−1)−U(s, n, t,m))+(s2, n2 ↔ s3, N3)+U(s, n, t,m) = 0,
(6.8)

where we have now a different parametrization

βk =
1

2
(isk + nk), γk =

1

2
(itk +mk). (6.9)

In a similar way, we can compute the b → i limit forms of equations (4.20) and (4.21).
We parametrize ua and z as

z = i
√
ω1ω2(N + yδ), ua = i

√
ω1ω2(la + paδ),

where y, pa ∈ C and N, la ∈ Z+ ε, ε = 0, 1
2
. Then, in the limit δ → 0 integral (4.19) has

the asymptotics

Eh(u) →
δ→0+

(−1)2ε+(2ε−1)
∑

6
k=1

lk(4πδ)2i
∑

6
k=1

pk−9Ecr(p, l), (6.10)
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where

Ecr(p, l) =
1

8π

∑

N∈Z+ε

∫

∞

−∞

(y2 +N2)
6
∏

k=1

Γ(pk ± y, lk ±N)dy. (6.11)

We note that in contrust to function (6.5), the variable ε cannot be removed from the
definition of Ecr, and it plays a substantial role. The complex hypergeometric analogue of
relation (4.29) connecting Ecr and Jcr functions is considered in the next section.
It is now straightforward to see that in the limit b → i, equation (4.20) reduces to the

equality

C(α)(Ecr(p5 − i, l5 − 1, p6 + i, l6 + 1)− Ecr(p, l)) + (p5, l5 ↔ p6, l6) + Ecr(p, l) = 0, (6.12)

where the potential C(α) is defined in (5.14) with the parametrization αk = 1
2
(−lk + ipk).

Equation (4.21) takes the form

C(α)(Ecr(p5 − i, l5 + 1, p6 + i, l6 − 1)− Ecr(p, l)) + (p5, l5 ↔ p6, l6) + Ecr(p, l) = 0, (6.13)

with αk =
1
2
(lk + ipk).

7. Additional symmetry transformation for complex 6j-symbols

The key symmetry transformation for the elliptic hypergeometric function V (t) estab-
lished in [28] generates a rich family of nontrivial relations between the V -functions with
different parametrizations of its arguments, as well as of its different limiting forms. The
generic hyperbolic degeneration preserves the structure of the initial relations. However,
if we takes some of the hyperbolic level parameters to infinity, some of the permutational
symmetries are lost, and the number of different symmetry transformations increases sub-
stantially. One such relations was described earlier in (4.29). By taking parameters to
infinity in a slightly different way, another symmetry transformation for function Jh(µ, ν)
was derived in [4],

Jh(µ, ν) =

2
∏

j,k=1

γ(2)(µj + νk;ω1, ω2)

4
∏

j,k=3

γ(2)(µj + νk;ω1, ω2) (7.1)

× Jh(µ1 + η, µ2 + η, µ3 − η, µ4 − η, ν1 + η, ν2 + η, ν3 − η, ν4 − η),

where

η =
1

2
(ω1 + ω2 − µ1 − µ2 − ν1 − ν2). (7.2)

We now consider what kind of identity emerges from this relation in the limit b →
i. Using parametrization (6.1) and taking the limit δ → 0+, we obtain the following
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symmetry transformation:

Jcr(s, n; t,m) = eπiA
2
∏

j,k=1

Γ(sj + tk, nj +mk)

4
∏

j,k=3

Γ(sj + tk, nj +mk) (7.3)

× Jcr(s1 + Y, n1 +K, s2 + Y, n2 +K, s3 − Y, n3 −K, s4 − Y, n4 −K;

t1 + Y,m1 +K, t2 + Y,m2 +K, t3 − Y,m3 −K, t4 − Y,m4 −K),

K = −n1 + n2 +m1 +m2

2
, Y = −s1 + s2 + t1 + t2 + 2i

2
,

A = (n1 + n2)(m1 +m2) + (n3 + n4)(m3 +m4) + 2(ε+ λ)
(

1 +
4

∑

a=1

ma

)

.

In this relation, we have two discrete parameters ε, λ = 0, 1
2
in the values of summation

variables in Jcr in the respective left- and right-hand sides. If K is an integer, then ε = λ,
and ifK is a half-integer, then ε 6= λ. However, as we have mentioned already, the variable
ε can be removed from the Jcr function in the left-hand side by the shifts nk → nk + ε,
mk → mk − ε. Therefore we can assume that ε = 0, and then in the right-hand side we
have λ = 0 for integer K and λ = 1

2
for half-integer K.

We now consider similar consequences for identity (4.29). Using again parametrization
(6.1) and taking the limit δ → 0+, we find a connection between the Jcr and Ecr functions

Jcr(s, n; t,m) = eπiA
3
∏

a=1

Γ(sa+t4, na+m4)Γ(ta+s4, ma+n4)Ecr(s+Z, n+L, t−Z,m−L),

(7.4)
where

Ecr(s+ Z, n+ L, t− Z,m− L) =
∑

N∈Z+λ

∫

y∈R

(y2 +N2)

×
3
∏

a=1

Γ(sa + Z ± y, na + L±N)Γ(ta − Z ± y,ma − L±N)dy, (7.5)

L = −1

2
(m4 +

3
∑

a=1

na), Z = −1

2
(t4 + 2i +

3
∑

a=1

sa),

A = 2L2 −
(

4
∑

a=1

na

)

− 2n4m4 − λ+ 2ε
(

1 +

4
∑

a=1

ma

)

.

Since Ecr(s) evidently depends on 6 independent complex parameters, the derived identity
shows that this is true for the Jcr function as well.
In relation (7.4) we have two discrete parameters ε, λ = 0, 1

2
. If L is an integer, then

ε = λ, and if L is a half-integer, then ε 6= λ. Again, without loss of generality, we can
assume that nk, mk ∈ Z, i.e. ε = 0, and then λ = 0 for integer L, whereas λ = 1

2
for half-

integer L. We conclude that both branches of the function Ecr are related to Jcr and thus
together they provide, in a rather intricate way, a new unexpected integral representation
of the 6j-symbols for the SL(2,C) group, a representation structurally different from the
Mellin-Barnes representation derived in [7, 14].
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Appendix A. Details of the b → i asymptotics computations

In this appendix, we give asymptotic estimates for hyperbolic gamma functions in the
limit δ → 0+, which in combination reduce the 6j-symbols for the Faddeev modular
double (3.9) to 6j-symbols for the SL(2,C) group (2.11). The constraints on parameters
were indicated in the main body of the paper:

Si+δ(µa − z) → e
πi

2
(Ta+N)2(4πδ)i(Ua+u)−1Γ(Ua + u, Ta +N), (A.1)

Si+δ(νa + z) → e
πi

2
(Sa−N)2(4πδ)i(Ra−u)−1Γ(Ra − u, Sa −N), (A.2)

Si+δ(αs + α2 − α1) → e
πi

2
A2

1(4πδ)i(σ1−σ2+ρ2)Γ(σ1 − σ2 + ρ2 − i, A1), (A.3)

Si+δ(α1 + αt − α4) → e
πi

2
A2

4
(4πδ)i(−σ1−σ4−ρ1)(−1)A4

Γ(σ1 + σ4 + ρ1 − i, A4)
, (A.4)

Si+δ(α2 + αt − α3) → e
πi

2
A2

2
(4πδ)i(−σ2+σ3−ρ1)(−1)A2

Γ(σ2 − σ3 + ρ1 − i, A2)
, (A.5)

Si+δ(α3 + αs − α4) → e
πi

2
A2

3(4πδ)i(−σ3−σ4+ρ2)Γ(−σ3 − σ4 + ρ2 − i, A3), (A.6)

|Si+δ(2αt)|2 → (4πδ)2
M2

1 + 4ρ21
4

. (A.7)

Appendix B. A check of equation (6.6)

We verify difference equation (6.6) for some particular choices of the parameters.
Namely, we remark that integral (4.28) can be explicitly computed if, say, µ4 + ν4 = Q

and
∑3

a(µa + νa) = Q. In this case, γ(2)(µ4 − z;ω1, ω2)γ
(2)(ν4 + z;ω1, ω2) = 1 and

Jh(µ, ν) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

3
∏

a=1

γ(2)(µa−z;ω1, ω2)γ
(2)(νa+z;ω1, ω2)

dz

i
√
ω1ω2

=
3
∏

a,b=1

γ(2)(µa+νb;ω1, ω2).

(B.1)
Similarly, if n4 +m4 = 0 and s4 + t4 = −2i, then Γ(s4 − y, n4 − N)Γ(t4 + y,m4 +N) =
(−1)N−n4. As a result, for

3
∑

a=1

(na +ma) = 0,
3

∑

a=1

(sa + ta) = −2i

we have [24]

Jcr(s, n; t,m) =
1

4π

∑

N∈Z

(−1)N−n4

∫

∞

−∞

3
∏

a=1

Γ(sa − y, na −N)Γ(ta + y,ma +N)dy

= (−1)
∑4

a=1 naF (s, n; t,m), (B.2)

where

F (s, n; t,m) =
3
∏

a,b=1

Γ(sa + tb, na +mb). (B.3)
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From the equations

Γ(x− i, n− 1) =
Γ(x, n)(n− ix)

2
, Γ(x+ i, n+ 1) =

Γ(x, n)

n/2− ix/2 + 1
(B.4)

and parametrization (6.7) we find

F (s2 − i, n2 − 1, s3 + i, n3 + 1) =

3
∏

a=1

β2 + γa
β3 + γa − 1

F (s, n; t,m), (B.5)

Γ(s2 − s4, n2 − n4)Γ(s3 − s4, n3 − n4)

Γ(s2 − i− s4, n2 − 1− n4)Γ(s3 + i− s4, n3 + 1− n4)
=

β3 − β4 − 1

β2 − β4
. (B.6)

As a result, imposing the above constraints on the parameters and relations (B.5),
(B.6), we obtain the algebraic equation

(β2 − β4 − 1)(β3 − β4)(β3 − β2 + 1)
[

3
∏

k=1

(β2 + γk)(β3 − β4 − 1) +
3
∏

k=1

(β3 + γk − 1)(β4 − β2)
]

+(β3 − β4 − 1)(β2 − β4)(β3 − β2 − 1)
[

3
∏

k=1

(β3 + γk)(β2 − β4 − 1) +
3
∏

k=1

(β2 + γk − 1)(β4 − β3)
]

− (β2 − β3)(β3 − β2 + 1)(β3 − β2 − 1)

3
∏

k=1

(β4 + γk) = 0, (B.7)

which is identically satisfied. Taking the limit β4 → ∞ in (B.7), we obtain

(β3 − β2 + 1)
(

3
∏

k=1

(β2 + γk))−
3
∏

k=1

(β3 + γk − 1)
)

+ (β3 − β2 − 1) (B.8)

×
(

3
∏

k=1

(β3 + γk)−
3
∏

k=1

(β2 + γk − 1)
)

+ (β3 − β2 + 1)(β3 − β2 − 1)(β2 − β3) = 0,

which leads to a difference equation for function B.3),

V(s, n; t,m)(F (s2−i, n2−1, s3+i, n3+1)−F (s2, n2, s3, n3))+(2 ↔ 3)+F (s2, n2, s3, n3) = 0,
(B.9)

where

V(s, n; t,m) =

∏3
k=1(β3 + γk − 1)

(β3 − β2 − 1)(β2 − β3)
. (B.10)
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