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Linked partition ideals and a family of quadruple

summations

George E. Andrews and Shane Chern

Abstract. Recently, 4-regular partitions into distinct parts are connected with a family
of overpartitions. In this paper, we provide a uniform extension of two relations due to
Andrews for the two types of partitions. Such an extension is made possible with recourse
to a new trivariate Rogers–Ramanujan type identity, which concerns a family of quadruple
summations appearing as generating functions for the aforementioned overpartitions. More
interestingly, the derivation of this Rogers–Ramanujan type identity is relevant to a certain
well-poised basic hypergeometric series.
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1. Introduction

In the theory of basic hypergeometric series and integer partitions, the two Rogers–
Ramanujan identities play an irreplaceable role. From an analytic perspective, they
are

∏

n≥0

1

(1− q5n+1)(1− q5n+4)
=

∑

n≥0

qn
2

(q; q)n
, (1.1)

∏

n≥0

1

(1− q5n+2)(1− q5n+3)
=

∑

n≥0

qn
2+n

(q; q)n
. (1.2)

Here and throughout we adopt the q-Pochhammer symbols for n ∈ N ∪ {∞},

(A; q)n :=

n−1
∏

k=0

(1−Aqk)

and

(A1, . . . , Aℓ; q)n := (A1; q)n · · · (Aℓ; q)n.

In terms of integer partitions, the two identities may be interpreted as follows.

Theorem RR. (i) The number of partitions of n into parts congruent to ±1 modulo

5 is the same as the number of partitions of n such that every two consecutive parts

have difference at least 2.

(ii) The number of partitions of n into parts congruent to ±2 modulo 5 is the

same as the number of partitions of n such that every two consecutive parts have

difference at least 2 and that the smallest part is greater than 1.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.11137v1


2 G. E. Andrews and S. Chern

Since the first discovery of (1.1) and (1.2) by Rogers [20], which were overlooked
for nearly two decades until Ramanujan [17,18] and Schur [21] independently repro-
duced them, there have been numerous generalizations and analogs of the Rogers–
Ramanujan identities, among which Gordon’s extension [15] to higher moduli is of
substantial significance. Subsequently, Andrews [3] established the analytic coun-
terpart of Gordon’s result, namely, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and k ≥ 2,

∏

n≥1
n6≡0,±i (mod 2k+1)

1

1− qn
=

∑

n1,...,nk−1≥0

qN
2
1+N2

2+···+N2
k−1+Ni+Ni+1+···+Nk−1

(q; q)n1
(q; q)n2

· · · (q; q)nk−1

, (1.3)

where Nj = nj + nj+1 + · · ·+ nk−1. Summarizing from the right-hand side of the
above, we are led to a family of q-multi-summations now known as the series of

Andrews–Gordon type:

∑

n1,...,nr≥0

(−1)L1(n1,...,nr)qQ(n1,...,nr)+L2(n1,...,nr)

(qA1 ; qA1)n1
· · · (qAr ; qAr)nr

, (1.4)

in which L1 and L2 are linear forms and Q is a quadratic form in the indices
n1, . . . , nr. It is usually expected to construct Andrews–Gordon type series or
summations of alike shapes so that they are equal to a certain infinite product.
Along this line, our first object is the following trivariate relation.

Theorem 1.1. We have

(−xq; q2)∞(−yq2; q4)∞

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3qn1+3n2+2n3+4n4(1 + x2yq6+8(n1+n2+n3+n4))

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 . (1.5)

This identity is mainly motivated by a recent work of Andrews [7] on 4-regular
partitions into distinct parts; here a partition is k-regular if no part is divisible by
k. Owing to a theorem of Glaisher [14], such partitions are also equinumerous with
partitions with no part appearing k or more times and this definition is often used
in representation theory [16, p. 251]. In [7], Andrews connected 4-regular partitions
into distinct parts with overpartitions that were introduced by Corteel and Lovejoy
[13]. Recall that an overpartition of n is a partition of n where the first occurrence
of each distinct part may be overlined. For example, 4 has fourteen overpartitions:

4, 4, 3 + 1, 3 + 1, 3 + 1, 3 + 1, 2 + 2, 2 + 2,

2 + 1 + 1, 2 + 1 + 1, 2 + 1 + 1, 2 + 1 + 1, 1 + 1 + 1 + 1, 1 + 1 + 1 + 1.

Now consider the set A
⊻

{1}
of overpartitions such that

(1) Only odd parts larger than 1 may be overlined;
(2) The difference between any two parts is ≥ 4 and the inequality is strict if the

larger one is overlined or divisible by 4 with the exception that 5 and 1
may simultaneously appear as parts.

Andrews proved the following two results.

Theorem A1. Let A1(n,m) count the number of overpartitions of n in A
⊻

{1}
into

m parts with overlined parts and parts divisible by 4 counted with weight 2. Further,
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let B1(n,m) count the number of partitions into m distinct parts none divisible by

4. Then

A1(n,m) = B1(n,m).

Theorem A2. Let A2(n,m) count the number of overpartitions of n in A
⊻

{1}
into

m parts with overlined parts counted with weight 3 and even parts counted with

weight 2. Further, let B2(n,m) count the number of partitions into m odd parts

none appearing more than three times. Then

A2(n,m) = B2(n,m).

Now note that
∑

m,n≥0

B1(n,m)xmqn =
∏

k≥1
k 6≡0 (mod 4)

(1 + xqk)

= (−xq; q2)∞(−xq2; q4)∞.

Meanwhile,
∑

m,n≥0

B2(n,m)xmqn =
∏

k≥1

(1 + xq2k−1 + x2q2(2k−1) + x3q3(2k−1))

= (−xq; q2)∞(−x2q2; q4)∞.

Hence the two infinite products are special cases of the left-hand side of (1.5).
Naturally, it is then expected that the right-hand side of (1.5) should characterize

the overpartition set A
⊻

{1}
.

For this purpose, we first loosen the conditions for A
⊻

{1}
.

Definition 1.1. Let A denote the set of overpartitions such that

(1) Only odd parts may be overlined;
(2) The difference between any two parts is ≥ 4 and the inequality is strict if the

larger one is overlined or divisible by 4.

Our next object is to establish quinvariate generating function formulas for the
above overpartitions, possibly with extra restrictions on the smallest part, such as

∑

λ∈A

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|.

Here we adopt the notations that for any (over)partition λ, |λ| and ♯(λ) are the
sum of all parts (namely, the size) and the number of parts (namely, the length)
in λ, respectively, and ♯a,M (λ) is the number of parts in λ that are congruent to
a modulo M . Meanwhile, we denote by O(λ) the number of overlined parts in an
overpartition λ.

For the sake of brevity, we postpone the presentation of these generating func-
tions until Theorem 5.1. However, we state here that Theorems A1 and A2 may
be unified with an additional parameter introduced.

Theorem 1.2. Let A(n,m, ℓ) count the number of overpartitions λ of n in A
⊻

{1}

such that ♯1,2(λ) + 2♯0,4(λ) = m and ♯2,4(λ) + O(λ) = ℓ. Further, let B(n,m, ℓ)
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count the number of 4-regular partitions into distinct parts with m odd parts and ℓ

even parts. Then

A(n,m, ℓ) = B(n,m, ℓ). (1.6)

2. A trivariate identity

To establish Theorem 1.1, we require the following trivariate relation, which is of
independent interest.

Theorem 2.1. We have

(−x; q)∞(xy; q)∞
(x2yq2; q2)∞

=
∑

n≥0

xnq(
n

2)(1− x2y2q4n)(xy; q)n(y; q
2)n

(q; q)n(x2yq2; q2)n
. (2.1)

For its proof, we recall that Andrews introduced in [1] a family of q-series arising
from a certain well-poised basic hypergeometric series:

Hk,i(a1, a2, a3;x, q)

:=
(xqa1

, xq
a2
, xq
a3
; q)∞

(xq; q)∞

∑

n≥0

(

xk

a1a2a3

)n
q(k−1)n2+(2−i)n(1 − xiq2ni)(x, a1, a2, a3; q)n

(1 − x)(q, xq
a1
, xqa2

, xqa3
; q)n

.

From [1, p. 439, Eq. (3.7)],

H1,1(a1, a2, a3;x, q) =
( xq
a1a2

, xq
a2a3

, xq
a3a1

; q)∞

( xq
a1a2a3

; q)∞
. (2.2)

Also, [1, p. 439, Eq. (3.4)] tells us that the following q-difference equation is valid:

H1,2(a1, a2, a3;xq, q) = H1,1(a1, a2, a3;x, q)

+ xq(σ1 − xqσ3)H1,1(a1, a2, a3;xq, q), (2.3)

where σj = σj(a
−1
1 , a−1

2 , a−1
3 ) is the j-th elementary symmetric function of a−1

1 ,

a−1
2 and a−1

3 .

Proof. Define

h(a1, a2;x, q) := lim
a3→∞

H1,2(a1, a2, a3;x, q).

Then

h(a1, a2;x, q) =
(xqa1

, xq
a2
; q)∞

(xq; q)∞

∑

n≥0

(

x
a1a2

)n
(−1)nq(

n

2)(1− x2q4n)(x, a1, a2; q)n

(1− x)(q, xq
a1
, xq
a2
; q)n

.

Now taking (x, a1, a2) 7→ (xy, y1/2,−y1/2) gives

∑

n≥0

xnq(
n

2)(1− x2y2q4n)(xy; q)n(y; q
2)n

(q; q)n(x2yq2; q2)n
=

(xy; q)∞
(x2yq2; q2)∞

h(y1/2,−y1/2;xy, q).

Meanwhile, it is known from (2.2) and (2.3) that

H1,2(a1, a2, a3;x, q) =
( x
a1a2

, x
a2a3

, x
a3a1

; q)∞

( x
a1a2a3

; q)∞

+ x

(

1

a1
+

1

a2
+

1

a3
−

x

a1a2a3

)

( xq
a1a2

, xq
a2a3

, xq
a3a1

; q)∞

( xq
a1a2a3

; q)∞
.
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We still let a3 → ∞ and then take (x, a1, a2) 7→ (xy, y1/2,−y1/2). Thus,

h(y1/2,−y1/2;xy, q) = (−x; q)∞.

Substituting the above into the previous relation gives the required identity. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We start with a list of well-known relations for basic hypergeometric series.

⊲ Euler’s first sum [6, Eq. (2.2.5)]:
∑

n≥0

zn

(q; q)n
=

1

(z; q)∞
. (3.1)

⊲ Euler’s second sum [6, Eq. (2.2.6)]:

∑

n≥0

znq(
n

2)

(q; q)n
= (−z; q)∞. (3.2)

⊲ The q-binomial theorem [6, Eq. (2.2.1)]:

∑

n≥0

(a; q)nz
n

(q; q)n
=

(az; q)∞
(z; q)∞

. (3.3)

Now let us establish an equivalent identity of (1.5).

Theorem 3.1. We have

1

(xq; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3qn1+3n2+2n3+2n4(1 + x2yq4+4(n1+n3))

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+4n3n4 . (3.4)

Proof. We first consider the inner summation over n4 and obtain by (3.1) that

∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+4n3n4+n1+3n2+2n3+2n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

=
∑

n1,n2,n3≥0

xn1+n2yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+n1+3n2+2n3

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3

∑

n4≥0

(x2q4n3+2)n4

(q4; q4)n4

=
∑

n1,n2,n3≥0

xn1+n2yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+n1+3n2+2n3

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(x2q4n3+2; q4)∞

=
1

(x2q2; q4)∞

∑

n1,n2,n3≥0

xn1+n2yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+n1+3n2+2n3(x2q2; q4)n3

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3

.

Now we further work on the inner summations over n2 and n3, respectively, with
the application of (3.1) and (3.3), and find that

∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+4n3n4+n1+3n2+2n3+2n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4
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=
1

(x2q2; q4)∞

∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1

(q2; q2)n1

∑

n2≥0

(xyq2n1+3)n2

(q2; q2)n2

∑

n3≥0

(yq4n1+2)n3(x2q2; q4)n3

(q4; q4)n3

=
1

(x2q2; q4)∞

∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1(x2yq4n1+4; q4)∞

(q2; q2)n1
(xyq2n1+3; q2)∞(yq4n1+2; q4)∞

=
(x2yq4; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞

∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1(xyq3; q2)n1

(yq2; q4)n1

(q2; q2)n1
(x2yq4; q4)n1

.

Similarly,

∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4+2yn2+n3+1q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+4n3n4+5n1+3n2+6n3+2n4+4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

=
x2yq4(x2yq8; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq6; q4)∞

∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+5n1(xyq3; q2)n1

(yq6; q4)n1

(q2; q2)n1
(x2yq8; q4)n1

.

Thus,

RHS (3.4)

=
(x2yq4; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞

×
∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1(xyq3; q2)n1

(yq2; q4)n1

(q2; q2)n1
(x2yq4; q4)n1

(

1 +
x2yq4n1+4(1 − yq4n1+2)

1− x2yq4n1+4

)

=
(x2yq4; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞

×
∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1(xyq3; q2)n1

(yq2; q4)n1

(q2; q2)n1
(x2yq4; q4)n1

·
1− x2y2q8n1+6

1− x2yq4n1+4

=
(x2yq8; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞

×
∑

n1≥0

xn1q2(
n1
2 )+n1(1 − x2y2q8n1+6)(xyq3; q2)n1

(yq2; q4)n1

(q2; q2)n1
(x2yq8; q4)n1

.

Finally, in (2.1), we take (x, y, q) 7→ (xq, yq2, q2). Then

RHS (3.4) =
(x2yq8; q4)∞

(x2q2; q4)∞(xyq3; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞
·
(−xq; q2)∞(xyq3; q2)∞

(x2yq8; q4)∞

=
1

(xq; q2)∞(yq2; q4)∞
,

as required. �

To see why (3.4) and (1.5) are equivalent, we need a functional operator B defined
on C[[q]][[x, y]] by

B





∑

m,n≥0

cm,nx
myn



 :=
∑

m,n≥0

cm,nq
2(m2 )+4(n2)xmyn,
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where the coefficients cm,n are in C[[q]]. This operator can be treated as a special
case of the q-Borel operators [11, 19, 22].

Proof of (1.5) from (3.4). Note that

B
(

RHS (3.4)
)

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3q2(
n1
2 )+2n1n2+4n1n3+4n3n4+n1+3n2+2n3+2n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

×
(

q2(
n1+n2+2n4

2 )+4(n2+n3
2 ) + x2yq2(

n1+n2+2n4+2

2 )+4(n2+n3+1

2 )+4+4(n1+n3)
)

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3qn1+3n2+2n3+4n4(1 + x2yq6+8(n1+n2+n3+n4))

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 ,

which is exactly the right-hand side of (1.5). On the other hand, we rewrite the
left-hand side of (3.4) in light of (3.1),

LHS (3.4) =
∑

m1,m2≥0

xm1ym2qm1+2m2

(q2; q2)m1
(q4; q4)m2

.

Hence,

B
(

LHS (3.4)
)

=
∑

m1,m2≥0

xm1ym2q2(
m1
2 )+4(m2

2 )+m1+2m2

(q2; q2)m1
(q4; q4)m2

= (−xq; q2)∞(−yq2; q4)∞,

where (3.2) is applied. Finally,

RHS (1.5) = B
(

RHS (3.4)
)

= B
(

LHS (3.4)
)

= LHS (1.5),

as desired. �

4. Span one linked partition ideals

Now we shall consider the generating functions related to the overpartitions in A .
For this purpose, we take advantage of the framework of span one linked partition

ideals introduced by Andrews [2, 4, 5] in the 1970s and reflourished in a series of
recent projects mainly led by Chern [8–12]. It is necessary to point out that linked
partition ideals are originally considered over ordinary partitions; see, for instance,
[6, Chapter 8] or [8, Definition 2.1]. However, according to the generic setting
introduced in [9], including overpartitions will not bring about any extra issue.

Definition 4.1. Assume that we are given

◮ a finite set Π = {π1, π2, . . . , πK} of overpartitions with π1 = ∅, the empty
partition,

◮ a map of linking sets, L : Π → P (Π), the power set of Π, with especially,
L(π1) = L(∅) = Π and π1 = ∅ ∈ L(πk) for any 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

◮ and a positive integer T , called the modulus, which is greater than or equal to
the largest part among all overpartitions in Π.



8 G. E. Andrews and S. Chern

We say a span one linked partition ideal I = I (〈Π,L〉, T ) is the collection of all
overpartitions of the form

λ = φ0(λ0)⊕ φT (λ1)⊕ · · · ⊕ φNT (λN )⊕ φ(N+1)T (π1)⊕ φ(N+2)T (π1)⊕ · · ·

= φ0(λ0)⊕ φT (λ1)⊕ · · · ⊕ φNT (λN ), (4.1)

where λi ∈ L(λi−1) for each i and λN is not the empty partition. We also include
in I the empty partition, which corresponds to φ0(π1) ⊕ φT (π1) ⊕ · · · . Here for
any two overpartitions µ and ν, µ ⊕ ν gives an overpartition by collecting all
parts in µ and ν, and φm(µ) gives an overpartition by adding m to each part of
µ with overlines preserved.

Recall that A denotes the set of overpartitions such that

(1) Only odd parts may be overlined;
(2) The difference between any two parts is ≥ 4 and the inequality is strict if the

larger one is overlined or divisible by 4.

Lemma 4.1. A equals the span one linked partition ideal I (〈Π,L〉, 4), where

Π = {π1 = ∅, π2 = (1), π3 = (1), π4 = (2), π5 = (3), π6 = (3), π7 = (4)} and






























L(π1) = {π1, π2, π3, π4, π5, π6, π7},

L(π2) = L(π3) = {π1, π2, π4, π5, π6, π7},

L(π4) = {π1, π4, π5, π6, π7},

L(π5) = L(π6) = {π1, π5, π7},

L(π7) = {π1}.

Proof. It is clear that all overpartitions in I (〈Π,L〉, 4) satisfy the conditions for
A . For the other direction, we decompose each overpartition in A into blocks
B0,B1, . . . such that all parts (including those that are overlined) between 4i + 1
and 4i + 4 fall into block Bi. It is plain that φ−4i(Bi) is exclusively from Π.
Further, if φ−4i(Bi) is π1 so that Bi is ∅, then φ−4(i+1)(Bi+1) can be any among
Π. If φ−4i(Bi) is π2 or π3 so that Bi is (4i + 1) or (4i+ 1), then Bi+1 cannot be
(4i+ 5) by the second condition for A so that φ−4(i+1)(Bi+1) cannot be π3. One
may carry out similar arguments for other possibilities of φ−4i(Bi) and the details
are omitted. �

Example 4.1. As in (4.1), we decompose the overpartition 1+8+14+19+23+27
by

φ0(1)⊕ φ4(4)⊕ φ8(∅)⊕ φ12(2)⊕ φ16(3)⊕ φ20(3)⊕ φ24(3),

which corresponds to the chain π3π7π1π4π6π5π5π1π1 · · · .

Throughout, we always decompose overpartitions λ ∈ A = I (〈Π,L〉, 4) as in
(4.1). Now define for 1 ≤ k ≤ 7:

Gk(x) = Gk(x, y1, y2, z, q) :=
∑

λ∈A
λ0=πk

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|. (4.2)

In other words, Gk(x) is the generating function for overpartitions in A whose first
decomposed block B0 equals πk. From the above construction, it is plain that

Gk(x) = x♯(πk)y
♯2,4(πk)
1 y

♯0,4(πk)
2 zO(πk)q|πk|

∑

j:πj∈L(πk)

Gj(xq
4).
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Hence,










G1(x)
G2(x)

...
G7(x)











= W.A.











G1(xq
4)

G2(xq
4)

...
G7(xq

4)











, (4.3)

where

W = diag(1, xq, xzq, xy1q
2, xq3, xzq3, xy2q

4)

and

A =





















1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0





















.

We further write










F1(x)
F2(x)

...
F7(x)











= A.











G1(x)
G2(x)

...
G7(x)











. (4.4)

Then










F1(x)
F2(x)

...
F7(x)











= A.W.











F1(xq
4)

F2(xq
4)

...
F7(xq

4)











. (4.5)

5. Quinvariate generating functions

Here our object is to establish related generating functions for A . Letting S be a
collection of parts, we denote by AS the subset of overpartitions in A such that
parts from S are forbidden.

Theorem 5.1. We have
∑

λ∈A

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+n3+n4yn3

1 yn4

2 zn2qn1+n2+2n3+4n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 , (5.1)
∑

λ∈A{1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+n3+n4yn3

1 yn4

2 zn2qn1+3n2+2n3+4n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 , (5.2)
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∑

λ∈A{1,1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+n3+n4yn3

1 yn4

2 zn2q3n1+3n2+2n3+4n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 , (5.3)
∑

λ∈A{1,1,2,3}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+n3+n4yn3

1 yn4

2 zn2q3n1+5n2+6n3+4n4

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4 . (5.4)

To begin with, we note that
∑

λ∈A

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ| =

∑

k∈{1,2,3,4,5,6,7}

Gk(x) = F1(x),

∑

λ∈A{1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ| =

∑

k∈{1,2,4,5,6,7}

Gk(x) = F2(x) = F3(x),

∑

λ∈A{1,1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ| =

∑

k∈{1,4,5,6,7}

Gk(x) = F4(x),

∑

λ∈A{1,1,2,3}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ| =

∑

k∈{1,5,7}

Gk(x) = F5(x) = F6(x).

Thus it suffices to determine the expression of each Fk(x). If we treat (4.5) as a sys-
tem of q-difference equations, its formal power series solution

(

F1(x), . . . , F7(x)
)

is

uniquely determined by
(

F1(0), . . . , F7(0)
)

. Further, according to our construction,
Fk(0) = 1 for each k.

Recall that in [9] and [10], a generic family of q-multi-summations was consid-
ered. Let R be a given positive integer and fix a symmetric matrix α = (αi,j) ∈
MatR×R(N) and a vector A = (Ar) ∈ N

R
>0. Also fix J vectors γj = (γj,r) ∈ N

R
≥0

for j = 1, 2, . . . , J . Define for indeterminates x1, x2, . . . , xJ and q the following
q-multi-summation H(β) = H(β1, . . . , βR) with β ∈ Z

R:

H(β) = H(β1, . . . , βR) :=
∑

n1,...,nR≥0

x
∑

R
r=1

γ1,rnr

1 · · ·x
∑

R
r=1

γJ,rnr

J

(qA1 ; qA1)n1
· · · (qAR ; qAR)nR

× q
∑R

r=1
αr,r(nr

2 )+
∑

1≤i<j≤R
αi,jninj+

∑R
r=1

βrnr .

We require a recurrence for H(β) given in [10, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 5.2. For 1 ≤ r ≤ R, we have

H(β1, . . . , βr, . . . , βR) = H(β1, . . . , βr +Ar, . . . , βR)

+ x
γ1,r

1 · · ·x
γJ,r

J qβrH(β1 + αr,1, . . . , βr + αr,r, . . . , βR + αr,R).

As in [10], we illustrate the above relation by a binary tree with the coordinate
βr shown in boldface; see Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Node H(β1, . . . , βr, . . . , βR) and its children

H(β1, . . . ,βr, . . . , βR)

H(β1, . . . , βr +Ar, . . . , βR) H(β1 + αr,1, . . . , βr + αr,r, . . . , βR + αr,R)

1 x
γ1,r

1 · · ·x
γJ,r

J qβr

Now let us choose

α =









4 4 4 4
4 6 4 4
4 4 4 4
4 4 4 8









, A = (2, 2, 4, 4),

and

x1 = x, γ1 = (1, 1, 1, 1),

x2 = y1, γ2 = (0, 0, 1, 0),

x3 = y2, γ3 = (0, 0, 0, 1),

x4 = z, γ4 = (0, 1, 0, 0).

To prove Theorem 5.1, it is sufficient to confirm that




















H(1, 1, 2, 4)
H(1, 3, 2, 4)
H(1, 3, 2, 4)
H(3, 3, 2, 4)
H(3, 5, 6, 4)
H(3, 5, 6, 4)
H(5, 5, 6, 8)





















=





















1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 1 1 1 1
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0





















.





















1
xq

xzq

xy1q
2

xq3

xzq3

xy2q
4





















.





















H(5, 5, 6, 8)
H(5, 7, 6, 8)
H(5, 7, 6, 8)
H(7, 7, 6, 8)
H(7, 9, 10, 8)
H(7, 9, 10, 8)
H(9, 9, 10, 12)





















. (5.5)

Figure 2. The binary tree for (5.5)

H(1, 1, 2, 4)

H(1, 3, 2, 4)

H(3, 3, 2, 4)

H(3, 3, 6, 4)

H(3, 5, 6, 4)

H(5, 5, 6,4)

H(5, 5, 6, 8) H(9, 9, 10, 12)

H(7, 9, 10, 8)

H(7, 9, 10, 8)

H(7, 7, 6, 8)

H(5, 7, 6, 8)

H(5, 7, 6, 8)

1

1

1

1

1

1 xy2q
4

xq3

xzq3

xy1q
2

xq

xzq
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Proof. We make use of Lemma 5.2 and illustrate the proof by the binary tree in
Figure 2. For instance, from the node H(3, 5, 6, 4) at the fifth level, we apply
Lemma 5.2 to the first coordinate and obtain

H(3, 5, 6, 4) = H(5, 5, 6, 4) + xq3H(7, 9, 10, 8).

We further apply Lemma 5.2 to the fourth coordinate of H(5, 5, 6,4) and obtain

H(5, 5, 6,4) = H(5, 5, 6, 8) + xy2q
4H(9, 9, 10, 12).

Hence,

H(3, 5, 6, 4) = H(5, 5, 6, 8) + xq3H(7, 9, 10, 8) + xy2q
4H(9, 9, 10, 12),

thereby confirming the fifth and sixth rows of (5.5). Other rows can be argued in
the same vein. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 1.2 is a direct consequence of (1.5) and (5.2). Recall that A
⊻

{1}
denotes

the set of overpartitions such that

(1) Only odd parts larger than 1 may be overlined;
(2) The difference between any two parts is ≥ 4 and the inequality is strict if the

larger one is overlined or divisible by 4 with the exception that 5 and 1
may simultaneously appear as parts.

Now there are two cases. (i). If 5 and 1 do not simultaneously appear as parts,
then such overpartitions are exactly those in A{1}. (ii). If 5 and 1 simultaneously

appear as parts, then apart from them, the smallest part is at least of size 9, while
9 cannot be a part since if this is the case, we have parts 9+5, violating the second
condition. Now removing parts 5 and 1, subtracting 8 from each of the remaining
parts, and preserving all overlines, we again get a partition in A{1}. Consequently,

∑

λ∈A
⊻

{1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ| =

∑

λ∈A{1}

x♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|

+ x2zq6
∑

λ∈A{1}

(xq8)♯(λ)y
♯2,4(λ)
1 y

♯0,4(λ)
2 zO(λ)q|λ|.

It follows that
∑

ℓ,m,n≥0

A(n,m, ℓ)xmyℓqn

=
∑

λ∈A
⊻

{1}

x♯(λ)(x−1y)♯2,4(λ)x♯0,4(λ)yO(λ)q|λ|

=
∑

n1,n2,n3,n4≥0

xn1+n2+2n4yn2+n3qn1+3n2+2n3+4n4(1 + x2yq6+8(n1+n2+n3+n4))

(q2; q2)n1
(q2; q2)n2

(q4; q4)n3
(q4; q4)n4

× q4(
n1
2 )+6(n2

2 )+4(n3
2 )+8(n4

2 )+4n1n2+4n1n3+4n1n4+4n2n3+4n2n4+4n3n4

= (−xq; q2)∞(−yq2; q4)∞

=
∑

ℓ,m,n≥0

B(n,m, ℓ)xmyℓqn.
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7. Conclusion

The results in this paper together with those in [8–12] make clear that the power
of linked partition ideals, first defined in [4], is only now coming into prominence.
In addition, the study of linked partition ideals began with an effort to expand the
world of partition identities via q-difference equations. This latter topic, considered
extensively in [1] and utilized effectively in this paper, should further develop in
parallel with the theory of linked partition ideals.

Finally, we see in this paper a new level of partition identity refinement building
on the refinements in [7] which in turn refined Glaisher’s ancient theorem [14]. It
is natural to ask which of the classical partition identities are amenable to refine-
ments and what are the limits of this exploration. We note, for example, that the
Rogers–Ramanujan identities themselves have no known refinements along the lines
considered here.

Acknowledgements. G. E. Andrews was supported by a grant (#633284) from
the Simons Foundation. S. Chern was supported by a Killam Postdoctoral Fellow-
ship from the Killam Trusts.
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