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Abstract. The Ramanujan Machine project detects new expressions re-
lated to constants of interest, such as { function values, v and algebraic
numbers (to name a few).

In particular the project lists a number of conjectures involving even and
odd { function values, logarithms etc.

We show that many relations detected by the Ramanujan Machine Project
stem from a specific algebraic observation and show how to generate in-
finitely many.

This provides an automated proof and/or an explanation of many of the
relations listed as conjectures by the project (although not all of them).

1 Introduction

The Ramanujan Machine project [1-3] detects new expressions related to con-
stants of interests, such as ¢ function values, v and various algebraic numbers
(to name a few).

In particular the project lists several of conjectures
{ function.

We show that many of the relations detected by the Ramanujan Machine
Project stem from a specific algebraic observation and show how to generate
and machine-prove infinitely many.

This provides an automated proof and/or an explanation of many of the
relations listed as conjectures by the project (although not all of them).

! concerning values of the

2 Theoretical Preamble

Consider continued fractions defined by the formulae

{Pn =bupn—1+anpn—2

_1=1 _1=0
with the initial conditions: p-1 and -1
Gn = bn‘]n—l +anqn—2

po = bo

Let f and g be two functions from which we build Vn > 1:
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1 = —f(n)?
b - f(n+1)g(n+1)+ f(n)g(n — 1) with the initial condition: by = f(1)g(1)
e g(n)

We further require f and g to be nonzero for positive integers.
Define the sequence F, by:

n+l
F, = H f(i) with the initial conditions: F_; =1 and Fy = f(1)
i=1

We will now prove by induction that

Vn> —1,p, =F,g(n+1)

The above initial conditions ensure this equality for n = —1 and n = 0. As-
sume that the hypothesis holds true for all values below 7 and let us compute:

Pn=bupn_1+anpn—2
= byF,_18(n) — f(n)’Fy_2g(n —1)
=F,1(f(n+1)gn+1) + f(n)g(n — 1)) — f(n)F,_1g(n —1)
=F,_1fn+1)gn+1)
=F,g(n+1)

as desired, thereby proving a closed form for the convergents pj,.
We will now handle g, by first remarking that:

n _ Gn-1 _ GnPn—1—qn-1Pn
Pn Pn-1 PnPn—1

The recurrence conditions for p;, and g, ensure that:

GnPn—1—Gn-1Pn = —an(@u-1Pn—2 — Gn—2Pn—1)

Induction yields:

n
GnpPn-1—Gn-1Pn = [ —an)(q-1p-2 — g-2p—1)
i=1
The last term is equal to 1 given the initial conditions. The n-term product
is, by the definition of the sequence a,, equal to (F,_1)>.
We hence get:



G G- _ (Fy1)?
Pn  Pn-1  PnPn-1
— (Fn—l)2
an(” + 1)Fn71g(n)
1
f(n+1)gn)g(n+1)

Once again, by induction (taking into account the initial values), we get:

n
I _y 1
pn iz fE+1)g(i)g(E+ 1)
The limit L of the continued fraction is thus given by the equation:

1 i 1
L n=0 f(i’l + 1)g(n)g(n + 1)

It suffices now to resort to standard partial fraction decomposition to get
relations such as those given by the Ramanujan Machine Project. This is done
automatically by symbolic computation software such as Mathematica to avoid
tedious yet standard formula manipulation by hand.

Example 2.1: The Ramanujan Machine identity (4) +4((3) — 8

4

Consider the Ramanujan Project identity” where a, = —n® and b, = n* +

(n+1)* +2(n? + (n + 1)?). Posing g(n) = 711 + 179 and identifying we get:
bug(n) = (1 + 1*g(n +1) +n'g(n — 1)) = (1+2n +2n) 2o — 171) = 0

Which gives the solution {71,170} = {2,1} (the first example processed
by our code).

? Note that our notations of a, and b, are reversed with respect to theirs

The last step connecting the observation and the Ramanujan Machine Project
is somewhat technical we hence break it down into successive steps:

Step 1: The Ramanujan Machine Project considers that the a,, b, defining the
continued fraction are polynomials. Because nothing in our analysis imposes
that the a;, b, are polynomials we can write:

1_ fMsM)+fOg(=1) fy?
L 30 F@RF1)0) fey
s f@E e fG3)?

2
¢ f@R@+(3)22) f@&)
80 [6)gG)+HgG) _ .
8@




1_ fMgM)+fO0g(=1) sMf@?

L 30 [@+f(1)g0) 8(2)8(1)f(2)*
! FBB+f @M _ 3(3)g(2)f(3)
! fazme 8B f@)’
1

[BIZE)+HfHB) |
T

80) _ fg) + fO)g(=1) _ g(1)g(0)f(1)?
L 1 F@3Q)+f1)g0) _ Q)5 f2)*
! FORE D) _ $(3)3(2)f3)?
! fasaree @3B @)
T IO /050
0)£(1)2
SO _ a1+ f05(-1) - HOHUI 2
L 82)g(1)f(2)
f(2)g(2) + f(1)g(0) — 7
8(3)8(2)f(3)
f3)gB) + f(2)g(1) — Tg@ + fB)D) —

Step 2: In the Ramanujan Project many formulae have an a, (in our notations,
i.e. by in theirs) of the form Q = (1 + a)?(n + B)(n + 7), i.e. with a total degree of
4 and a term having a power of two. In many other cases the a,, can be written

as ¢1(n)*¢a(n)p3(n) for some functions ¢y, », 3. The form (f(n)?g(n — 1)g(n))
at the numerator of the continued fraction obtained in Step 1 explains why:
Step 3: Operate the change of variable ng = n +« to get:

Q = np*(ng — a+ P)(ng — a+ 1)
Step 4: Operate the change of variables f; = —a + 5, y1 = —a + 7 to get:

Q = no”(no + p1)(1o +11)
Step 5: Operate the change of variable ny = n1(y1 — B1) to get:
Q = (m(y1 = 1) (m (71 = B1) + B1)(m (71 = B1) +71)

Step 6: Kick the parasite factor (77 — B1)? out of the continued fraction and
integrate it in the limit. We get:

,__Q
S A

Step 5: Declare f(n1) = ID(n1) = ny and g(n1) = n1(y1 — B1) + 1 to get:

= n12(n1(y1 — B1) + B)(m1 (1 — B1) + 1)

Q' = f(m)*g(n1)(n1(y1 — B1) +71)



Step 7: Observe that:

gy —1) =y —D(y1—P1)+71=(r1—B1)n+p1

and hence:

Q' = f(n1)*g(n1)g(m — 1)

Step 8: Replace in the simplified continued fraction the terms of the form:

fm)g(m)+ f(n —1)g(n —2)

by their variable-changed expression in #;.

Step 9: Light an altar candle hoping that the variable changes did not alter the
initial conditions. If so a new relation of the form a, = (1 + a)?(n + B)(n + ) and
b, = polynomial was found.

Remark 1. Non Polynomial Rational Fractions: Nothing in the preamble as-
sumed that f and g are polynomials or rational fractions, hence any functions
satisfying the few properties announced can be used to derive “magic” con-
tinued fractions provided that there is a way to write the infinite sum under a
fancy closed form. We give a few examples in the next section.

3 Implementation

The implementation assumes that f(0) = 0 to enforce the initial conditions?,
sets:

(n+1)gn+1)+ f(m)g(n — 1)

Py _f
ay, = —f(n)” and b, = )

and prints:

(02 1
L= SO L D g D)

As well as the approximate numerical values of both the exact expression
and the continued fraction (to visually compare both).

For the sake of compactness we display L and not its inverse.

The code takes f and g from an example list Ex into which the reader can
plug any desirable function to generate new relations at wish. In the listing
above we changed the order of the printed formulae to fit the longest examples
in a landscape layout. In the formulae C stands for Catalan’s constant.

21t is also possible to tweak the code to work with other initial conditions provided
thatg_1p_» —g_pp_1 =1, we did not do this here.



1

2 Ex={{z"4,1+22},{z"3, z+1},{2"7,z+1},{z"4/ (z+2) , (z+3) }, {z"5(z+1) , z+1}, {276/ (z
+2),(z+1)/(27°2+1) },{z"4(z+1) / (z+2) , (z+1) / (2z"2+1) },{z"2, (1+Sqrt[2] (z"2+z
V)Y, {274, (1-Sqrt[2](z"2+2))},{z"6, (1+29(z"2+z))},{z"5, (1+4(z"2+z) )} ,{E
~(—8—2z)z"3,E"z},{E"(—8—22)z(2452+22"2)"2,E~z} ,{E"(—2—22)z(1+2)"2,E
~2}y,{EN(—22)z(2+2)"2,E"z} ,{E"(—2—22)z(1+42)"2,E"z} ,{E"(—22) z(z+2"2)
~2,E”z} , {E"(—22)z(1+2z+2z"2) "2 ,E"z} ,{E"(—2—22)z(2z+22"2) "2 ,E~z} , {E"(—2
z)z(32z+4272)"2,E"z},{9z/Exp[z] ,Exp[z]},{(—2—32)z, (2+2)"10},{(—2—22)z
,(2+2)710},{(—3—2)z, (2+2)"10},{—2z, (2+z)"10},{z(—2+3z2), (2+z)~10}, {3z
~2,(2+2)710},{z(1+32), (2+2)"10},{(2z+1) /E*z,E"z},{(22+3) /E~z,E~z},{(2z
~2+z)/E”z,E”z},{(22"2+32+1) /E*z,E~z},{2"2,1+2},{z(1+22) ,1+z},{z(1+32)
, 1423} ,{2(2+4272) ,2+2},{z(2+2z+2"2) ,3+2},{z(2+2z+2"2) ,4+z},{z(2+42z+2"2) , 3+
z},{z(4+2272) ,2+z},{z(z+32"2) ,1+z},{z(2z+432z"2) ,1+z},{z(4z+32"2) ,1+z},{z
(32+427°2) ,1+42},{z(32z+42z"2) ,2+z}};

F:=Function[{w,x},x[[1]1/.{z—>w}];

G:=Function[{w,x},x[[2]11/.{z—>w}];

s For[i=1,i<=Length[Ex],

7 V=.;

s CF=(F[v+1,Ex[[1]1]] G[v+1,Ex[[1]1))+F[v,Ex[[i]1]] G[v—1,Ex[[i]11]1)/G[v,Ex[[1
111;

9 st=N[{1,0,CF/.v—>0,1},10000];

10 For[n=1,n<= 1000, n++,

11 bn=CF/.v—>n;

2 an=—F[n,Ex[[1]]11"2;

15 st={{0,0,1,0},{0,0,0,1},{an,0,bn,0},{0,an,0,bn}}.st];

1+ formalexpr=G[0,Ex[[1]1]172/F[t+1,Ex[[1]111/G[t,Ex[[1]1]1]1/G[t+1,Ex[[i]]];

15 closedform=Simplify[Sum[formalexpr, {t,0,Infinity}]];

16 approxform=N[st[[4]]1/st[[3]],1000];

17 Print[{closedform,N[closedform,100],N[approxform,100]}];

18 d4+]

3
4
5

2 4
{v4,2v+1,8— 2% - %}

4 2
3 _ L
{17 ,o+1,—C(3)+ %0 + 3 1}

8 6 4 2
us us T us
{"7'“1"5@‘“5)‘4(7“ o150 "985 T o T 6 ‘1}

4
v 1 4 2
{fv+2,l'+3, 270 (—27O§(B)+971 +157 —55)}

6 4
{05(17+1)/v+1/—4@(3)—2§(S)+ ;Ts + 7;—0 472 77}

6 2 4 6
v v+1 5 117 2r
{m' Zoq OO T Ty 5y *1‘)}

Ao+1) v+l an?
{ v+2 :v2+1/4(55(3)+§(5)+13),T77

72 (\/2—4) —30v2+36+37 (3\/2—2) \/Zﬁ—ltanh(% \/Zﬁ—ln> }

172 172 v
{ \@( +)+1/ 6(ﬁ—4>



4 n2(3\/2+5) (27\/§+38)ntan<% 2ﬁ+1n)
v4,l—\/§<v2+v),—4\/i+g—0+ Vi3 -5— 2(2\/2+1)3/2

{v (u2+2v+2),u+4, % - gncoth(n)}
{v (v2 +4v+2> ,0+3, % (9\/§ncot (\/En) - 10)}

{u (202 +4),0+2, % (6 Varcoth (\/in))}

2
{v (3u2+v),v+1,c(3)— 2% - @ +40+log (ﬁ)}
3486784401 V3

{v (3v2 + 2u) Lo+, % (—3(—85(3) — 65 +1og(3) + 1610g(243)) + 2771/3 — 10712) }
2 1 2
{v (3v + 4u) 41,z (192§(3) — 56712 + 5471/3 — 447 — 324 log(2) + 162 log(3) + 324 log(e)) }
{u (4v2 +3u) Lo+, % (54g(3) — 2172 +19277+ 350 — 384 log(S)) }

{17 (4172 N Sv) 042, o (30712 7687 — 1049 + 1536 log(s)) }

70
{f” (22 430+1) %, (—1+B(log(£— 1)—1)+2y/etanh~1 <L>>}

NG
2
{uz,u»fl,g(s)f% +1}

2
0(2o+1),0+1, 7 ~7 +10g(256)

{u(3u+ 1,041, 117 (2712 +971v/3 — 156 + 81 1og(3)) }
7t coth (\/571)
2
{v (v +2) Lo+2,1— T}

97tanh ﬁ”)
o (P roe2),0+3 é,LZ
716 87

{f”(zwwl',e (ﬁtanh’l (%) ,1)}
{370(20+3),E”/ %e (—33—1+Sc3/2tan}.*1 (\%))}
{97” <2vz+v) el —e (—3+log(e—l)+2\/¢?tanh’1 ( \2))}

6 4 2
{176/29 (@ro)er s g7t | 30612477 478721681 . 1589(5)741 /FBtan (25719)}

945 10 3 1
{054 (0 +0) +1,80()+ £(5) +56 — 48 1og4)}
{L,—ZU—SHB/ 0, £9§(3)}
{fzvf% (22 +50+2)7 &%, b (1372 + 8105016) - 19)) }

—20-2 20 1302
{L oo+ 12,6, — e (n 12)}

o2
{fz”v(wz)z/e”/h %}

{e’zv’zv(4v+ 12,0, — }1 & <8C+ 2 +271+4(log(8) — 8)) }

7



2
{e’zz’v (vz +v>2,e”,e (5(3) - % +4>}

{fz”z; (vz 20+ 1)2 Lev, 9171” (90(5(3) I 15n2) }

{efzvfzv (22;2 + 0)2 v, — % & (—3(5(3)+32) +572 436 10g(4)) }
243

2
{fz”v (4172 + 317) oL, (—288C —277(3) + 4872 — 727 — 256+ 144 log(s)) }

{9f”u, v, é(e — elog(e — 1))}



{1’4' (R eo)e 4t (VZ-8) 43072 (17v2 - 12) +45 (64 73362\2?;32; (5v2-11) VavZ—Ttanh (1 VaVZ—17) }
. ) 1676 (ﬁ—8>+84n4 (17\/2712) — 6615 (19\/2—28)+630n2 (39ﬁ—64)+1890n (21\/2729) w/4\/§—1tanh(%\/4\/§—ln)
{u ,\/i(v +v>+2, 15120(ﬁ—8)
{ s ﬁ( ) ) s 1678 (\/E— s) +8076 (17\/2 - 12) +2205072 (19\/2 - 28) + 42074 (39\/2 - 54) —14175 (149\/2 - 200) +94507 (69\/2 —91) V4V2 —1tanh (% Vavz - 17r> }
%, vt +v)+2,
151200 (ﬁ - 8)

6 8 4 2 1
0 (8v2+11) 10 7 (13v2417) st (30v2+43) 74(79\/i+111)+2n (176v2+249) 72(2159ﬁ+3057>ntan5(/§ 22+1n)

10 2
PO Va(? o) 135 (4v2+9) " o5 4725 (4v/2+9) ! 45 (4v2+9) 4v2+9 (2v2+1)

884487712 (\/i - ) +436800710 (17ﬁ - 12) +7567560070 (19ﬁ - 28) +216216078 (39ﬁ - 64) +1702701007c4 (149\/2 - 200) + 42567525072 (1381ﬁ - 1996) — 638512875 (4479ﬁ - 6320) +12770257507 (689\/2 - 963) V4/2—1tanh (% Va/a— 1n) }

12 2
{v W2 (P 40) 42, 81729648000 (\/i -8)

1560654567 91340878 14130841670 1310727710 }
5

{esn —2),(0+2)10, g (6546164807(3) + 3429278724 (5)+ 731136004 (7) + 6422528 (9) + 31737050334 — 2324522934 log(2) + 1162261467 log(3) + 2324522934 log(6)) — %11622614677“/5 — 227975047372 — e e 10595

512 (—467775(4341764§(S)+ 1794064 (5) + 3891847 (7) + 412164 (9) + 1024 (11) + 110374897) + 486407110 + 10638144778 + 103503312076 + 6810334146074 + 48037472232757#) }

_ou— 10 _
{( 20 -2, (v+2)1Y, 367775
10 512 (—391069728992254— 342816143670072 + 4720477608070 + 64950336070 + 514483278 + 102407110)
(—v—3), (0+2)10, P
(30— 2), (04 210, _ HQ2AVBE25595234144007(3) + 9026453538150400005(5)+ 1781781872640000004(7) + 139833524000000005(9)+ 126999555214834440651 + 2324522934 log(2) — 1162261467 log(3) — 2324522034 log() 1162261467713 655367710 8892876878
¢ ’ 40000000000 40000000000 22275 65625

where: ¢ = 1629669674726 1113600243258677%  859444691048496267 72
T 984375 9375000 1000000000

{ ) 10 26 (—467775(3325728@(3)+ 13426567 (5) + 267264(7) + 21504(9) + 159629723) + 25600710 + 11037312728 + 1318680000720 + 9380140308074 + 6769898635500n2)
302, (0+2)10,
1403325

{ 10 512 (~18711(~2(13077382928007(3)+ 5293424800005 (5)-+ 1063680000005 7)-+ 88000000007 (9) + 5119052506237 + 1162261467 log(6)) + 2324522934 10g(2) — 1162261467 log(3)) + 7240247696797 /3 + ')
v(Bv+1),(v+2)", —
60908203125




1)

where: ¢/ = —8000000007r10 — 3176712000008 — 370281463200007t° — 26093480193396007t* — 18781150165912134072

262144710 . 95027278 . 1866137670 . 58126131274
5

- 10
{ 20, (0+2)10, ~3072(1061541(3)+ 426641(5) + 83524 (7) + 640(9) + 10269357) + —x 555 =

+2814203392712 }



N}

4 Using Formal Manipulations

Mathematica is powerful enough to take into account parametric summations.
If we remove from our code the numerical part and add parameters to the input
we can get general forms in which we later set parameters at wish.

In the following example we arbitrarily broke the result into several pieces
to fit in the page:

Ex={{((a z)™+(c z)"3)u,d+b(2+22)}};
F:=Function[{w,x},x[[1]]/.{z—>w}];

5 G:=Function[{w,x},x[[2]1]/.{z—>w}];

For[i=1,i<=Length[Ex],v=.;

s CF=(F[v+1,Ex[[i]116[v+1,Ex[[i]]]+

~

®

10

s FIv,Ex[[1]11]16[v—1,Ex[[1]]1])/G[v,Ex[[i]]];

formalexpr=
G[O,Ex[[1]]1172/F[t+1,Ex[[1]1]1]/G[t,Ex[[1]1]1]1/G[t+1,Ex[[i]1]];
closedform=Simplify[Sum[formalexpr,{t,0,Infinity}]1];
Print[{closedform}];

i++]

L+l +lg+ly+l5+Ly+Lg

result =
6c9d3u(2b + d)2 (2bc3 B n4d) (2bc3 B n4(zb+d))

1y = 9663 2b + dyp©) (% + 1) (bc (46 + 60 +3d2) — 2t (26 + 402 + 3002 + d3))
1y = +6a10432b + a)*p(©) (:; +1> + (ZbCS - a4d)

1323849608 (3 — o) — 326563 (6ya® + (24 — n2) ¥ 3 4 (w2 — 247) ) 4 ¥ (~69a8 + n2ate3 — 6c%0(3))
14 = —160*2 (6yal2 + (247 — 72) a3 2048 (303 — 222 +187) — 27 (353 — 272 +187) )
t5=86%d% (~247a1 +4 (7% - 97) B3 — 6a%c® (45(3) - 7% +47) +¢7 (18(3) - 57 + 187~ 6) )

t =265 (247012 +2 (37 - 272) 83 — a8 (n? — 24009 — 6%43))

ly = —gp2at (18wn12 +3 (4W — 712) B3+ atcb (185(3) —on?+ 37) 9 (7‘(2 — 95(3)))

This is much more practical than the blind exploration of values. Whilst the
code does nothing with CF, we left it in the program to explicit the continued
fraction being calculated. The chosen example has nothing fundamental or con-
ceptual in it and was chosen at random for illustrative purposes.

5 Conclusion & Further Challenges

Given the above it appears that several of the Ramanujan Project conjectures®
can be explained and/or automatically machine-proved with virtually no ef-
fort.

3 We did not exhaust all the relations listed online.
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We did not machine-prove the online conjectures one by one as this implies
retyping their polynomials, a retro-solving for f and g by identification and
computing the closed forms using formal summation to infinity. Nonetheless,
many such relations can be generated automatically quasi-instantaneously on
a simple PC.

An interesting question is that of reversing continued fractions from a target
constant. For instance, determine a,, and b, such that the continued fraction
converges to a constant chosen a priori, e.g.:

1 100

7= L0

We did not research this challenge and leave it to readers interesting in pur-
suing this line of investigation.
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