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Companions to the Andrews-Gordon and Andrews-Bressoud

identities, and recent conjectures of Capparelli, Meurman, Primc,

and Primc

Matthew C. Russell∗

June 29, 2023

Abstract

We find bivariate generating functions for the k = 1 cases of recently conjectured colored
partition identities of Capparelli, Meurman, A. Primc, and M. Primc that are slight variants
of the generating functions for the sum sides of the Andrews-Gordon and Andrews-Bressoud
identities. As a consequence, we prove sum-to-product identities for these cases, thus proving
the conjectures.

1 Introduction.

Let n be a non-negative integer. A partition of n is a list of integers (λ1, λ2, . . . , λk) such that
λ1+λ2+· · ·+λk = n and λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λk ≥ 1. We will frequently write this as λ1+λ2+· · ·+λk.

Our starting point is the following well-known partition theorem of Basil Gordon [17], and its
analytic form due to George E. Andrews [2] (see also chapter 7 of Andrews’s text [7] or chapter 3
of Andrew V. Sills’s text [32]):

Theorem 1. Fix ℓ ≥ 1, and let 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Let Bℓ,i(n) denote the number of partitions of n
satisfying λj − λj+ℓ ≥ 2, and there are at most i occurrences of 1 as parts. Let Aℓ,i(n) denote the
number of partitions of n into parts 6≡ 0,±(i + 1) (mod 2ℓ+ 3). Then Aℓ,i(n) = Bℓ,i(n) for all n.

Theorem 2.

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

qN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

=

(
qi+1, q2ℓ+2−i, q2ℓ+3; q2ℓ+3

)
∞

(q; q)∞
, (1.1)

where Ni = ni + ni+1 + · · · + nℓ. (For the purposes of our present paper, we will view such
functions as formal power series in q.) We are using the standard q-Pochhammer notation (a; q)n =∏n

j=1

(
1− aqj−1

)
for n ∈ N ∪ {∞} and (a1, . . . , an; q)n = (a1; q)n · · · (an; q)n.

The generating function in Theorem 2 was further refined by Andrews [4] into a bivariate
generating function. Let Bℓ,i,m(n) denote the number of partitions of n with exactly m parts
satisfying λj − λj+ℓ ≥ 2, and there are at most i occurrences of 1 as parts. Then

∑

m,n≥0

Bℓ,i,m(n)x
mqn =

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

xN1+N2+···+NℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

, (1.2)
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Note that these identities all have odd modulus. The even modulus companions were found by
David M. Bressoud [10, 11, 12]; these are known as the Andrews-Bressoud identities:

Theorem 3. Fix ℓ ≥ 1, and let 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Let B⋆
ℓ,i(n) denote the number of partitions of n

satisfying λj − λj+ℓ ≥ 2, and, if λj − λj+ℓ−1 < 2, then λj + λj+1 + · · · + λj+ℓ−1 ≡ i (mod 2), and
there are at most i occurrences of 1 as parts. Let A⋆

ℓ,i(n) denote the number of partitions of n into
parts 6≡ 0,±(i+ 1) (mod 2ℓ+ 2). Then A⋆

ℓ,i(n) = B⋆
ℓ,i(n) for all n.

Theorem 4.

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

qN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ−1
(q2; q2)nℓ

=

(
qi+1, q2ℓ+1−i, q2ℓ+2; q2ℓ+2

)
∞

(q; q)∞
, (1.3)

Again, this generating function in Theorem 4 can be refined into a bivariate generating function.
Let B⋆

ℓ,i,m(n) denote the number of partitions of n counted by B⋆
ℓ,i(n) with exactly m parts. Then

∑

m,n≥0

B⋆
ℓ,i,m(n)x

mqn =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

xN1+N2+···+NℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ−1
(q2; q2)nℓ

, (1.4)

For some recent papers on other facets of the Andrews-Gordon and Andrews-Bressoud identities,
see [1, 18, 33, 36].

We now turn our attention to a recent article [14] of Stefano Capparelli, Arne Meurman, Andrej
Primc, and Mirko Primc, in which they conjectured intriguing (colored) partition identities related

to standard representations of the affine Lie algebra of type C
(1)
ℓ (for ℓ ≥ 2). These (conjectured)

identities follow in a long vein of research connected partition identities to the representation theory
of affine Lie algebras; see, for instance, [25, 13, 27, 28, 20, 21, 34]. Most directly, these conjectures
built off of the work of M. Primc and Tomislav Šikić [31, 30] and Goran Trupčević [35].

First, let us consider the conjectures in section 4 of their paper [14]. Fix ℓ ≥ 2, and construct
the following array with 2ℓ rows (and ℓ copies of N):

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

. . . (1.5)

Parts with the same value (but in different rows) are distinct, and can be thought of as having
distinct colors. We will sometimes call these colored partitions. To the above array we will associate
an array of frequencies

k1 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

k3 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

k2 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
k0 f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

. . . , (1.6)
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where each fj indicates how many times the corresponding part occurs in the original array. The
nonnegative integers k0, . . . , kℓ provide initial conditions. Note that our ordering of k0, . . . , kℓ is
different than that of the original paper. We say that an array of frequencies is [k0, . . . , kℓ]-admissible
if, for all downward paths Z in the frequency array,

∑

m∈Z

m ≤ k, (1.7)

where k =
∑ℓ

i=0 ki. Here are two sample downward paths in the case with ℓ = 3:

k1 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

k3 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

k2 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
k0 f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

. . . , (1.8)

Fix k = 1. For 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, let F (i, j, n) be the number of [k0, k1, . . . , kℓ] = [0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0]-
admissible colored partitions of n with exactly j parts, where ki = 1 (and all others are 0). Then,
define Pi(z, q) to be the bivariate generating function

Pi(z, q) =
∑

n,j≥0

F (i, j, n)zjqn. (1.9)

The first goal of this paper will be to prove the following multisum for Pi(z, q) :

Theorem 5.

Pi(z, q) =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

. (1.10)

Take a moment to appreciate just how similar the bivariate multisum in Theorem 5 is to the
multisum of (1.2). The only difference is that the factor xN1+N2+···+Nℓ has changed to zn1+n2+···+nℓ ,
which can be rewritten as zN1 . As an immediate corollary,

Pi(1, q) =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

qN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

=

(
qi+1, q2ℓ+2−i, q2ℓ+3; q2ℓ+3

)
∞

(q; q)∞
(1.11)

by Theorem 2.
Now, let us consider the conjectured identities in section 3 of Capparelli, Meurman, A. Primc,

and M. Primc [14], along with its sequel by M. Primc [29]. We still fix ℓ ≥ 2, but now construct
arrays with 2ℓ− 1 rows. Section 3 of [14] dealt with arrays whose top and bottom rows consist of
odd integers:

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

1 3 5 7 9 11

. . . (1.12)

3



In [29], the top and bottom rows consist of even integers:

2 4 6 8 10 12
1 3 5 7 9 11

2 4 6 8 10 12
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
2 4 6 8 10 12

1 3 5 7 9 11
2 4 6 8 10 12

. . . (1.13)

The k = 1 case of the conjectures of Capparelli, Meurman, A. Primc, and M. Primc (corre-
sponding to odd first and last rows) were proved by Jehanne Dousse and Isaac Konan [15] using
perfect crystals. This is the same case that we will prove, but our proof methods are diferent, and
we will simultaneously prove the two cases (odd first and last rows and even first and last rows).

We again form arrays of frequencies, and attach nonnegative integers k0, . . . , kℓ. Our definition
of an admissible partition is the same as above, and we once again restrict our attention to the case
k = 1. See section 5 for specific details.

Again, for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, let F ⋆(i, j, n) be the number of [k0, k1 . . . , kℓ] = [0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0]-
admissible colored partitions of n with exactly j parts, where the 1 in [0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0] is located
in position i. Then, define P ⋆

i (z, q) to be the bivariate generating function

P ⋆
i (z, q) =

∑

n,j≥0

F ⋆(i, j, n)zjqn. (1.14)

We then have the corresponding result here for P ⋆
i (z, q):

Theorem 6.

P ⋆
i (z, q) =

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1+N2

2+···+N2
ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ−1
(q2; q2)nℓ

, (1.15)

which again is very similar to (1.4), and which gives us the sum-to-product identity

P ⋆
i (1, q) =

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

qN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ−1
(q2; q2)nℓ

=

(
qi+1, q2ℓ+1−i, q2ℓ+2; q2ℓ+2

)
∞

(q; q)∞

(1.16)
by Theorem 4.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we produce functional equations for
the generating functions for the admissible partitions on arrays with 2ℓ rows, corresponding to the
Andrews-Gordon case. We illustrate our work with an example in the case ℓ = 4. In section 3,
we carry out computations to derive relations between multisums based on those on the right side
of (1.10). Once again, our work is illustrated in the ℓ = 4 case. We then use the results of section
3 in section 4 to show that the series Ti(z, q) do, in fact, satisfy the same functional equations as
the generating functions from section 2, which allows us to prove Theorem 5. Sections 5, 6, and 7
repeat this work for arrays on 2ℓ − 1 rows (corresponding to the Andrews-Bressoud case), where
section 5 works with functional equations for generating functions of admissible partitions, section
6 deals with multisum relations, and section 7 completes the proof of Theorem 6. We conclude in
section 8 with some avenues for further research.
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2 Partitions: Andrews-Gordon case.

Fix ℓ and take an array with 2ℓ rows to it (with ℓ copies of N). Define Pi(z, q) to be the bivariate
generating function for [k0, k1, . . . , kℓ] = [0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0]-admissible partitions, where below
ki = 1 and all other kj = 0:

k1 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

k3 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

k2 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11
k0 f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12

. . . , (2.1)

Here, for i odd, ki occurs in the ith row, while for i even and i ≥ 2, ki occurs in the (2ℓ+ 1− i)th

row. Finally, k0 always occurs in the (2ℓ)th row.
We will now show that these satisfy the following system of functional equations:

Pi(z, q)− Pi+1(zq, q) =
i∑

j=1

zqjPi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (2.2)

Pℓ(z, q) − Pℓ(zq, q) =

ℓ∑

j=1

zqjPℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(2.3)

Throughout the paper, empty sums are defined to equal zero. As an example, the instance of
(2.2) for i = 0 simply states that P0(z, q)− P1(zq, q) = 0.

We begin with the case where i is odd (and i 6= ℓ). Suppose that we have an admissible partition
counted by Pi(z, q), and consider the set of parts j that occur in row i − j + 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ i. At
most one of these parts can occur in this partition. If j does occur in the (i − j + 1)th row, then
that contributes zqj to the generating function, and then the remaining parts will be counted by
Pi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
. If none of these parts occur, then deleting those parts from consideration shows

that we have a partition that could be counted by Pi+1(zq, q). This then produces the functional
equation Pi(z, q) =

∑i
j=1 zq

jPi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
+ Pi+1(zq, q).

Second, consider the case where i is even (and i 6∈ {0, ℓ}). Suppose that we have an admissible
partition counted by Pi(z, q), and consider the set of parts j that occur in row 2ℓ−i+j for 1 ≤ j ≤ i.
At most one of these parts can occur in this partition. If j does occur in the (2ℓ − i + j)th row,
then that contributes zqj to the generating function, and then the remaining parts will be counted
by Pi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
. If none of these parts occur, then deleting those parts from consideration

shows that we have a partition that could be counted by Pi+1(zq, q). Putting everything together
produces the functional equation Pi(z, q) =

∑i
j=1 zq

jPi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
+ Pi+1(zq, q).

5



Next, consider the case i = ℓ. We follow one of the previous two cases, based on whether ℓ is
odd or even. The only difference is that if none of the highlighted parts 1, . . . , ℓ occur, then deleting
those parts from consideration produces a partition that is counted by Pℓ(zq, q). This demonstrates
Pℓ(z, q) =

∑ℓ
j=1 zq

jPℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
+ Pℓ(zq, q).

Finally, consider the case i = 0. From inspection, it should be clear that P0(z, q) = P1(zq, q).
As the sum in (2.2) is empty for i = 0, that finishes off that case.

2.1 Explicit example: ℓ = 4.

Here, we have the following initial picture, where exactly one of the ki equals 1, and the rest are
zero:

k1 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

k3 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

k4 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

k2 f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
k0 f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.4)

We display frequency arrays for the five generating functions that we care about, with their
initial conditions shown as 1̂, and · representing parts that are forbidden from appearing:

P4(z, q) :

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.5)

P3(z, q) :

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.6)

6



P2(z, q) :

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.7)

P1(z, q) :

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · · f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.8)

P0(z, q) :

· · · · · f9 f11 f13
· · · · f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

1̂ f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.9)

We now show how to deduce the functional equations corresponding to (2.2) and (2.3) in this
particular case:

• P0(z, q) = P1(zq, q): This is clear by inspection: simply “flip” the picture in (2.8) upside
down. This flipping trick will be used constantly throught the rest of this section.

• P1(z, q) = zq1P1

(
zq2, q

)
+ P2(zq, q): Consider a partition counted by P1(z, q). Either there

is a 1 in this partition, or there is not. If there is, we have the following picture:

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · · · ⋆ f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.10)

7



Here (and following), the red 1 indicates the location of the 1 we are assuming to be in this
partition, while the red ⋆s show the frequencies that are forced to equal zero by the inclusion
of this part. We can see that this corresponds to zqP1

(
zq2, q

)
. The other possibility is that

there is no 1:

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · · f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.11)

which corresponds to P2(zq, q).

• P2(z, q) = zq1P2

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P1

(
zq3, q

)
+ P3(zq, q): Either there is a 1:

· · · · ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · · ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.12)

which corresponds to zq1P2

(
zq2, q

)
, there is a 2 in the final row:

· · · · ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13
· · · ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.13)

which corresponds to zq2P1

(
zq3, q

)
, or neither of these occur:

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.14)

which corresponds to P3(zq, q).
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• P3(z, q) = zq1P3

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P2

(
zq3, q

)
+ zq3P1

(
zq4, q

)
+ P4(zq, q): Either there is a 1:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.15)

which corresponds to zq1P3

(
zq2, q

)
, there is a 2 in the second row:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · · ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.16)

which corresponds to zq2P2

(
zq3, q

)
, there is a 3 in the first row:

· · 3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13
· · · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f12 f14

. . . , (2.17)

which corresponds to zq3P1

(
zq4, q

)
, or none of these occur:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.18)

which corresponds to P4(zq, q).

• P4(z, q) = zq1P4

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P3

(
zq3, q

)
+ zq3P2

(
zq4, q

)
+ zq4P1

(
zq5, q

)
+ P4(zq, q).
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Either a 1 occurs in the partition:

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.19)

corresponding to zq1P4

(
zq2, q

)
, or a 2 occurs in the sixth row:

· · · ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.20)

corresponding to zq2P3

(
zq3, q

)
, or a 3 occurs in the seventh row:

· · · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · 3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.21)

corresponding to zq3P2

(
zq4, q

)
, or a 4 occurs in the eighth row:

· · · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · 4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.22)
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corresponding to zq4P1

(
zq5, q

)
, or none of these occur:

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (2.23)

corresponding to P4(zq, q).

3 Computations: Andrews-Gordon case.

In this section, we will carry out computations similar to those of [19, 9]. The difference is that
we will prove everything for general ℓ and 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, without relying on computers to prove
special cases. The computations in this section were aided by Frank Garvan’s qseries Maple
package [16], along with references to the survey on Rogers-Ramanujan-Slater-type identities by
James Mc Laughlin, Sills, and Peter Zimmer [26].

Let v = 〈v1, v2, . . . , vℓ〉 and n = 〈n1, n2, . . . , nℓ〉 be vectors in R
ℓ. Then, define

Sv(z, q) =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1+N2

2+···+N2
ℓ
+v·n

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

, (3.1)

where Ni = ni+ni+1+ · · ·+nℓ and v ·n is the usual dot product. In this section, we will suppress
the arguments and simply write Sv for Sv(z, q).

To make our computations flow more smoothly, we will make the following definitions:

~0 = 〈0, 0, . . . , 0〉 (3.2)

~1 = 〈1, 1, . . . , 1〉 (3.3)

~2 = 〈2, 2, . . . , 2〉 (3.4)

ei = 〈0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0〉 , 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ (3.5)

ti = 〈0, . . . , 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , ℓ− i− 1, ℓ− i〉 , 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ (3.6)

where, in ei and ti, the 1 is located in position i. We will also define tℓ+1 = ~0.
Here are our atomic relations:

Lemma 7. For all v and 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ,

Sv − Sv+ei
= zqv·ei+iSv+2t1−2ti+1

. (3.7)

Proof. We first multiply Sv by (1− qni), and observe then that we have

Sv(z, q) − Sv+ei
=

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1+N2

2+···+N2
ℓ
+v·n (1− qni)

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

, (3.8)

11



Cancelling out a factor in denominator and rëındexing ni − 1 = n̂i produces

Sv(z, q) − Sv+ei
=

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+v·n

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

· · · (q; q)ni−1 · · · (q; q)nℓ

(3.9)

=
∑

n1,n2,...,n̂i,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+n̂i+···+nℓ+1q(N1+1)2+···+(Ni+1)2+N2
i+1

+···+N2
ℓ
+v·n+v·ei

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

· · · (q; q)ni−1 · · · (q; q)nℓ

(3.10)

= zqv·ei+i
∑

n1,n2,...,n̂i,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+n̂i+···+nℓqN
2
1+···+N2

ℓ
+2(N1+···+Ni)+v·n

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

· · · (q; q)ni−1 · · · (q; q)nℓ

(3.11)

= zqv·ei+iSv+2t1−2ti+1
(3.12)

(In a slight abuse of notation, we used the notation Nj and n with n̂i replacing ni.)

So now define, for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ,

reli
v
:= Sv − Sv+ei

− zqv·ei+iSv+2t1−2ti+1
. (3.13)

Each reliv is, of course, equal to zero. If we can obtain a certain expression as a linear combination
of reli

v
s, then that expression will also be equal to zero.

Proposition 8. S~0 − S~1 − S~1+eℓ
+ (1− zq)S~2 = 0.

Proof. We can obtain this as the following linear combinations of relations:

ℓ∑

i=1

reli
e1+···+ei−1

−
ℓ−1∑

i=1

reli~2−e1−···−ei
(3.14)

=

ℓ∑

i=1

(
Se1+···+ei−1

− Se1+···+ei
− zqiSe1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

)
(3.15)

−

ℓ−1∑

i=1

(
S~2−e1−···−ei

− S~2−e1−···−ei−1
− zqi+1S~2−e1−···−ei+2t1−2ti+1

)
(3.16)

=S~0 − S~1 −

ℓ∑

i=1

zqiSe1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1
(3.17)

− S~1+eℓ
+ S~2

+
ℓ−1∑

i=1

zqi+1S~2−e1−···−ei+2t1−2ti+1
(3.18)

=S~0
− S~1

− S~1+eℓ
+ S~2

−
ℓ∑

i=1

zqiSe1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1
+

ℓ∑

i=2

zqiS~2−e1−···−ei−1+2t1−2ti
(3.19)

= S~0 − S~1 − S~1+eℓ
+ S~2 − zq1S2t1−2t2 (3.20)

−
ℓ∑

i=2

zqi
(
Se1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

− S~2−e1−···−ei−1+2t1−2ti

)
(3.21)
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= S~0
− S~1

− S~1+eℓ
+ S~2

− zq1S~2
− 0 (3.22)

= S~0 − S~1 − S~1+eℓ
+ (1− zq)S~2 (3.23)

= 0. (3.24)

Above, we used the equality

e1 + · · ·+ ei−1 + 2t1 − 2ti+1 = ~2− e1 − · · · − ei−1 + 2t1 − 2ti (3.25)

which follows from 2 (e1 + · · ·+ ei−1) = ~2− 2ti + 2ti+1.

Proposition 9. For 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ− 1,

Stj+1
− Se1+···+ej+tj+1

− S~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1
+ (1− zq)S~2+tj+1

= 0. (3.26)

Proof.

j∑

i=1

relie1+···+ei−1+tj+1
−

j−1∑

i=1

reli~2−e1−···−ei+tj+1
(3.27)

=

j∑

i=1

(
Se1+···+ei−1+tj+1

− Se1+···+ei+tj+1
− zqiSe1+···+ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1

)
(3.28)

−

j−1∑

i=1

(
S~2−e1−···−ei+tj+1

− S~2−e1−···−ei−1+tj+1
− zqi+1S~2−e1−···−ei+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1

)
(3.29)

= Stj+1
− Se1+···+ej+tj+1

−

j∑

i=1

zqiSe1+···+ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1
(3.30)

− S~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1
+ S~2+tj+1

+

j−1∑

i=1

zqi+1S~2−e1−···−ei+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1
(3.31)

= Stj+1
− Se1+···+ej+tj+1

− S~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1
+ S~2+tj+1

(3.32)

−

j∑

i=1

zqiSe1+···+ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1
+

j−1∑

i=2

zqiS~2−e1−···−ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti
(3.33)

= Stj+1
− Se1+···+ej+tj+1

− S~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1
+ S~2+tj+1

− zq1Stj+1+2t1−2t2 (3.34)

−

j∑

i=1

zqi
(
Se1+···+ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti+1

− S~2−e1−···−ei−1+tj+1+2t1−2ti

)
(3.35)

= Stj+1
− Se1+···+ej+tj+1

− S~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1
+ (1− zq)S~2+tj+1

(3.36)

= 0. (3.37)

Again, we used the equality:

e1 + · · ·+ ei−1 + tj+1 + 2t1 − 2ti+1 = ~2− e1 − · · · − ei−1 + tj+1 + 2t1 − 2ti (3.38)

which follows from 2 (e1 + · · ·+ ei−1)−2ti+1 = ~2−2ti.We also used ~2+tj+1 = tj+1 + 2t1 − 2t2.
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3.1 Explicit example: ℓ = 4.

Let us explicitly show how to obtain Propositions 8 and 9 from Lemma 7 in the case ℓ = 4. Then,
our relations are:

rel1〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 := S〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 − S〈v1+1,v2,v3,v4〉 − zqv1+1S〈v1+2,v2+2,v3+2,v4+2〉 (3.39)

rel2〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 := S〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 − S〈v1,v2+1,v3,v4〉 − zqv2+2S〈v1+2,v2+4,v3+4,v4+4〉 (3.40)

rel3〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 := S〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 − S〈v1,v2,v3+1,v4〉 − zqv3+3S〈v1+2,v2+4,v3+6,v4+6〉 (3.41)

rel4〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 := S〈v1,v2,v3,v4〉 − S〈v1,v2,v3,v4+1〉 − zqv4+4S〈v1+2,v2+4,v3+6,v4+8〉 (3.42)

Proposition 10. S〈0,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − S〈1,1,1,2〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,2,2〉 = 0.

Proof. We begin by adding together rel1〈0,0,0,0〉 + rel2〈1,0,0,0〉 + rel3〈1,1,0,0〉 + rel4〈1,1,1,0〉:

(
S〈0,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,0,0,0〉 − zq1S〈2,2,2,2〉

)
(3.43)

+
(
S〈1,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,0,0〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉

)
(3.44)

+
(
S〈1,1,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,0〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉

)
(3.45)

+
(
S〈1,1,1,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉

)
(3.46)

= S〈0,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − zqS〈2,2,2,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉. (3.47)

Meanwhile, we also add together rel1〈1,2,2,2〉 + rel2〈1,1,2,2〉 + rel3〈1,1,1,2〉 :

(
S〈1,2,2,2〉 − S〈2,2,2,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉

)
(3.48)

+
(
S〈1,1,2,2〉 − S〈1,2,2,2〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉

)
(3.49)

=
(
S〈1,1,1,2〉 − S〈1,1,2,2〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉

)
(3.50)

= S〈1,1,1,2〉 − S〈2,2,2,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉 (3.51)

So, subtracting (3.51) from (3.47) produces

S〈0,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − zqS〈2,2,2,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉 (3.52)

−
(
S〈1,1,1,2〉 − S〈2,2,2,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,4〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,6〉 − zq4S〈3,5,7,8〉

)
(3.53)

= S〈0,0,0,0〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − S〈1,1,1,2〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,2,2〉 (3.54)

= 0, (3.55)

as desired.

Proposition 11.

S〈0,0,0,1〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − S〈1,1,2,3〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,2,3〉 = 0 (3.56)

S〈0,0,1,2〉 − S〈1,1,1,2〉 − S〈1,2,3,4〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,3,4〉 = 0 (3.57)

S〈0,1,2,3〉 − S〈1,1,2,3〉 − S〈2,3,4,5〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,3,4,5〉 = 0. (3.58)
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Proof. We compute:

rel1〈0,0,0,1〉 + rel2〈1,0,0,1〉 + rel3〈1,1,0,1〉 − rel1〈1,2,2,3〉 − rel2〈1,1,2,3〉 (3.59)

=
(
S〈0,0,0,1〉 − S〈1,0,0,1〉 − zqS〈2,2,2,3〉

)
(3.60)

+
(
S〈1,0,0,1〉 − S〈1,1,0,1〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,5〉

)
(3.61)

+
(
S〈1,1,0,1〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,7〉

)
(3.62)

−
(
S〈1,2,2,3〉 − S〈2,2,2,3〉 − zq2S〈3,4,4,5〉

)
(3.63)

−
(
S〈1,1,2,3〉 − S〈1,2,2,3〉 − zq3S〈3,5,6,7〉

)
(3.64)

= S〈0,0,0,1〉 − S〈1,1,1,1〉 − S〈1,1,2,3〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,2,3〉 (3.65)

= 0. (3.66)

rel1〈0,0,1,2〉 + rel2〈1,0,1,2〉 − rel1〈1,2,3,4〉 (3.67)

=
(
S〈0,0,1,2〉 − S〈1,0,1,2〉 − zqS〈2,2,3,4〉

)
(3.68)

+
(
S〈1,0,1,2〉 − S〈1,1,1,2〉 − zq2S〈3,4,5,6〉

)
(3.69)

−
(
S〈1,2,3,4〉 − S〈2,2,3,4〉 − zq2S〈3,4,5,6〉

)
(3.70)

= S〈0,0,1,2〉 − S〈1,1,1,2〉 − S〈1,2,3,4〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,2,3,4〉 (3.71)

= 0. (3.72)

rel1〈0,1,2,3〉 (3.73)

= S〈0,1,2,3〉 − S〈1,1,2,3〉 − zqS〈2,3,4,5〉 (3.74)

= S〈0,1,2,3〉 − S〈1,1,2,3〉 − S〈2,3,4,5〉 + (1− zq)S〈2,3,4,5〉 (3.75)

= 0. (3.76)

4 Completing the proof: Andrews-Gordon case.

Let us now define Ti(z, q) (0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ) to be the right side of (1.10):

Ti(z, q) =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ

. (4.1)

Our goal is use the results of the previous section to show that Ti(z, q) satisfies the following
system of functional equations, corresponding to (2.2) and (2.3):

Ti(z, q) − Ti+1(zq, q) =

i∑

j=1

zqjTi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (4.2)

15



Tℓ(z, q)− Tℓ(zq, q) =

ℓ∑

j=1

zqjTℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(4.3)

Let 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. We now take the (i− 1) instance of (4.2), dilate z 7→ zq, and then rëındex j:

Ti−1(z, q) − Ti(zq, q) =

i−1∑

j=1

zqjTi−j

(
zqj+1, q

)
(4.4)

Ti−1(zq, q) − Ti

(
zq2, q

)
=

i−1∑

j=1

zqj+1Ti−j

(
zqj+2, q

)
(4.5)

Ti−1(zq, q) − Ti

(
zq2, q

)
=

i∑

j=2

zqjTi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ (4.6)

Subtracting this from the i instance of (4.2) gives

Ti(z, q)− Ti+1(zq, q)− Ti−1(zq, q) + Ti

(
zq2, q

)
=

i∑

j=1

zqjTi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(4.7)

−

i∑

j=2

zqjTi−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(4.8)

= zqTi

(
zq2, q

)
, (4.9)

or
Ti(z, q) − Ti+1(zq, q)− Ti−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)Ti

(
zq2, q

)
= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1. (4.10)

Now, combining the i = ℓ instance of (4.6) with (4.3) gives, similarly,

Tℓ(z, q) − Tℓ(zq, q)− Tℓ−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)Tℓ

(
zq2, q

)
= 0 (4.11)

So our new goal is to prove the following set of identities:

T0(z, q)− T1(zq, q) = 0 (4.12)

Ti(z, q)− Ti+1(zq, q)− Ti−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)Ti

(
zq2, q

)
= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (4.13)

Tℓ(z, q)− Tℓ(zq, q)− Tℓ−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)Tℓ

(
zq2, q

)
= 0 (4.14)

We now translate these formulas into Sv notation. Recalling (4.1), we see the identification
Ti(z, q) = Sti+1

(z, q). So now, the desired identities (4.12)–(4.14) become

St1
(z, q)− St2

(zq, q) = 0 (4.15)

Sti+1
(z, q)− Sti+2

(zq, q) − Sti
(zq, q) + (1− zq)Sti+1

(
zq2, q

)
= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (4.16)

S~0(z, q) − S~0(zq, q) − Seℓ
(zq, q) + (1− zq)S~0

(
zq2, q

)
= 0. (4.17)

Note that Sv(zq, q) = S
v+~1(z, q) and Sv

(
zq2, q

)
= S

v+~2(z, q). This allows us to rewrite these
as

St1
(z, q)− S~1+t2

(z, q) = 0 (4.18)
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Sti+1
(z, q)− S~1+ti+2

(z, q)− S~1+ti
(z, q) + (1− zq)S~2+ti+1

(z, q) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (4.19)

S~0(z, q) − S~1(z, q) − S~1+eℓ
(z, q) + (1− zq)S~2 (z, q) = 0. (4.20)

So now Proposition 8 gives us (4.20) verbatim. (4.18) follows from the fact that t1 = ~1 + t2.
Also, we can use Proposition 9, together with the facts that e1 + · · · + ei + ti+1 = ~1 + ti+2 and
~1 + ti = ~2 − e1 − · · · − ei−1 + ti+1, to obtain (4.19). This completes the proof of (4.2)–(4.3).
Finally, checking the initial conditions (Pi(0, q) = Ti(0, q) = 1) allows us to complete our proof of
Theorem 5.

5 Partitions: Andrews-Bressoud case.

Fix ℓ, and take i such that 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. If i is even, then construct the following array with 2ℓ − 1
rows:

k0 2 4 6 8 10 12
k2 1 3 5 7 9 11

· 2 4 6 8 10 12
k4 1 3 5 7 9 11

· 2 4 6 8 10 12
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

· 1 3 5 7 9 11
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

. . . (5.1)

And, if i is odd, then construct the following array with 2ℓ− 1 rows:

k1 1 3 5 7 9 11
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

k3 1 3 5 7 9 11
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

k5 1 3 5 7 9 11
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

· 1 3 5 7 9 11
· 2 4 6 8 10 12

· 1 3 5 7 9 11

. . . (5.2)

In the above arrays, set ki = 1, and all other kj = 0. Here, for i odd, ki occurs in the ith row,
while for i even and i ≥ 2, ki occurs in the (2ℓ+1− i)th row. Finally, k0 always occurs in the (2ℓ)th

row. Note that the entries in the leftmost column are always · · · in row j for j > ℓ.

We will now show that the bivariate generating functions P ⋆
i (z, q) for these admissible partitions

satisfy the following system of functional equations:

P ⋆
i (z, q) − P ⋆

i+1(zq, q) =

i∑

j=1

zqjP ⋆
i−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (5.3)
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P ⋆
ℓ (z, q) − P ⋆

ℓ−1(zq, q) =

ℓ∑

j=1

zqjP ⋆
ℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(5.4)

We begin with the case where i 6∈ {0, ℓ}. Suppose that we have an admissible partition counted
by P ⋆

i (z, q), and consider the set of parts j that occur in row i− j+1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ i. At most one of
these parts can occur in this partition. If j does occur in the (i− j+1)th row, then that contributes
zqj to the generating function, and then the remaining parts will be counted by P ⋆

i−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
.

If none of these parts occur, then deleting those parts from consideration shows that we have a
partition that could be counted by P ⋆

i+1(zq, q). Putting everything together produces the functional

equation P ⋆
i (z, q) =

∑i
j=1 zq

jP ⋆
i−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
+ P ⋆

i+1(zq, q).
Next, consider the case i = ℓ. We follow the previous case, except that, if none of the highlighted

parts 1, . . . , ℓ occur, then deleting those parts from consideration produces a partition that is
counted by P ⋆

ℓ−1(zq, q). This demonstrates P ⋆
ℓ (z, q) =

∑ℓ
j=1 zq

jP ⋆
ℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
+ P ⋆

ℓ (zq, q).
Finally, consider the case i = 0. From inspection, it should be clear that P ⋆

0 (z, q) = P ⋆
1 (zq, q).

As the sum in (5.3) is empty for i = 0, that case is completed.

5.1 Explicit example: ℓ = 4.

Let us again consider ℓ = 4, resulting in 2(4) − 1 = 7 lines. Once again, there are five generating
functions to consider:

P ⋆
4 (z, q) :

· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.5)

P ⋆
3 (z, q) :

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.6)

P ⋆
2 (z, q) :

· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.7)
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P ⋆
1 (z, q) :

1̂ f1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.8)

P ⋆
0 (z, q) :

1̂ f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13

· · · · f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.9)

• P ⋆
0 (z, q) = P ⋆

1 (zq, q): This is clear by inspection.

• P ⋆
1 (z, q) = zq1P ⋆

1

(
zq2, q

)
+ P ⋆

2 (zq, q): Either there is a 1 in the first row:

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · ⋆ f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.10)

which corresponds to zq1P ⋆
1

(
zq2, q

)
, or there is no 1:

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · · f7 f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.11)

which corresponds to P ⋆
2 (zq, q).

• P ⋆
2 (z, q) = zq1P ⋆

2

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P ⋆

1

(
zq3, q

)
+ P ⋆

3 (zq, q): Either there is a 1:

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· · · ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.12)
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corresponding to zq1P ⋆
2

(
zq2, q

)
, or there is a 2 in the first row:

· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14
· · · ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13

· · · ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.13)

corresponding to zq2P ⋆
1

(
zq3, q

)
, or neither of these occur:

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · · f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.14)

corresponding to P ⋆
3 (zq, q).

• P ⋆
3 (z, q) = zq1P ⋆

3

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P ⋆

2

(
zq3, q

)
+ zq3P ⋆

1

(
zq4, q

)
+ P ⋆

4 (zq, q):

Either there is a 1:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.15)

corresponding to zq1P ⋆
3

(
zq2, q

)
, or there is a 2 in the second row:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.16)
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corresponding to zq2P ⋆
2

(
zq3, q

)
, or there is a 3 in the first row:

· · 3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13
· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14

· · · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13

. . . , (5.17)

corresponding to zq3P ⋆
1

(
zq4, q

)
, or none of these occur:

· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13
· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

· · · f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

. . . , (5.18)

corresponding to P ⋆
4 (zq, q).

• P ⋆
4 (z, q) = zq1P ⋆

4

(
zq2, q

)
+ zq2P ⋆

3

(
zq3, q

)
+ zq3P ⋆

2

(
zq4, q

)
+ zq4P ⋆

1

(
zq5, q

)
+ P ⋆

3 (zq, q).

Either there is a 1:

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· 1 f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.19)

corresponding to zq1P ⋆
4

(
zq2, q

)
, or there is a 2 in the third row:

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· 2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.20)
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corresponding to zq2P ⋆
3

(
zq3, q

)
, or there is a 3 in the second row:

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · 3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· · ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.21)

corresponding to zq3P ⋆
2

(
zq4, q

)
, or there is a 4 in the first row:

· · 4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ ⋆ f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f11 f13

· · ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ f12 f14

. . . , (5.22)

corresponding to zq4P ⋆
1

(
zq5, q

)
, or none of these occur:

· · ⋆ f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · ⋆ f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· ⋆ f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· ⋆ f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· f2 f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14
· · f3 f5 f7 f9 f11 f13

· · f4 f6 f8 f10 f12 f14

. . . , (5.23)

corresponding to P ⋆
3 (zq, q).

6 Computations: Andrews-Bressoud case.

Carrying on in the vein of Section 3, we define

S⋆
v(z, q) =

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+v·n

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

· · · (q; q)nℓ−1
(q2; q2)nℓ

. (6.1)

Here are the atomic relations:

Lemma 12. For all v and 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1,

S⋆
v
− S⋆

v+ei
= zqv·ei+iS⋆

v+2t1−2ti+1
. (6.2)

Also,

S⋆
v − S⋆

v+2eℓ
= zqv·eℓ+ℓS⋆

v+2t1 . (6.3)
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Proof. As before: for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−1, multiply S⋆
v
by (1− qni), cancel out a factor in the denominator,

and rëındex with respect to ni to obtain (6.2). Also, multiply S⋆
v
by

(
1− q2nℓ

)
and do the same to

obtain (6.3).

So now define, for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1,

reli
v
:= S⋆

v
− S⋆

v+ei
− zqv·ei+iS⋆

v+2t1−2ti+1
, (6.4)

and for i = ℓ,
relℓv := S⋆

v − S⋆
v+2eℓ

− zqv·eℓ+ℓS⋆
v+2t1 . (6.5)

The atomic relations are nearly the same as those in section 3. The only difference is that relℓ
v
has

changed.

Proposition 13. For 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ− 1,

S⋆
tj+1

− S⋆
e1+···+ej+tj+1

− S⋆
~2−e1−···−ej−1+tj+1

+ (1− zq)S⋆
~2+tj+1

= 0. (6.6)

Proof. This is the equivalent proposition to the previous Proposition 9, but with S replaced by S⋆.
Since that one only relied on reliv for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1, which are exactly the same in both cases, the
proof is exactly the same.

Proposition 14. S⋆
~0
− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
+ (1− zq)S⋆

~2
= 0.

Proof. We can obtain this as the following linear combinations of relations:

ℓ∑

i=1

reli
e1+···+ei−1

−

ℓ−1∑

i=1

reli~2−e1−···−ei
(6.7)

=
ℓ−1∑

i=1

(
S⋆
e1+···+ei−1

− S⋆
e1+···+ei

− zqiS⋆
e1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

)
(6.8)

+ S⋆
e1+···+eℓ−1

− S⋆
e1+···+eℓ−1+2eℓ

− zqℓS⋆
e1+···+eℓ−1+2t1 (6.9)

−

ℓ−1∑

i=1

(
S⋆
~2−e1−···−ei

− S⋆
~2−e1−···−ei−1

− zqi+1S⋆
~2−e1−···−ei+2t1−2ti+1

)
(6.10)

=S⋆
~0
− S⋆

~1+eℓ
−

ℓ∑

i=1

zqiS⋆
e1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

(6.11)

− S⋆
~1+eℓ

+ S⋆
~2
+

ℓ−1∑

i=1

zqi+1S⋆
~2−e1−···−ei+2t1−2ti+1

(6.12)

=S⋆
~0
− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
+ S⋆

~2
−

ℓ∑

i=1

zqiS⋆
e1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

(6.13)

+
ℓ∑

i=2

zqiS⋆
~2−e1−···−ei−1+2t1−2ti

(6.14)

= S⋆
~0
− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
+ S⋆

~2
− zq1S⋆

2t1−2t2 (6.15)
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−

ℓ∑

i=2

zqi
(
S⋆
e1+···+ei−1+2t1−2ti+1

− S⋆
~2−e1−···−ei−1+2t1−2ti

)
(6.16)

= S⋆
~0
− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
+ S⋆

~2
− zq1S⋆

~2
(6.17)

= S⋆
~0
− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
+ (1− zq)S⋆

~2
(6.18)

= 0. (6.19)

Once again, we used the facts that e1 + · · ·+ ei−1 + 2t1 − 2ti+1 = ~2− e1 − · · · − ei−1 + 2t1 − 2ti
and 2t1 − 2t2 = ~2.

7 Completing the proof: Andrews-Bressoud case

Define (for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ)

T ⋆
i (z, q) =

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+n2+···+nℓqN
2
1
+N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ

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

· · · (q2; q2)nℓ

. (7.1)

We want to show that these satisfy the following system of functional equations, corresponding
to (5.3) and (5.4):

T ⋆
i (z, q)− T ⋆

i+1(zq, q) =

i∑

j=1

zqjT ⋆
i−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (7.2)

T ⋆
ℓ (z, q)− T ⋆

ℓ−1(zq, q) =
ℓ∑

j=1

zqjT ⋆
ℓ−j+1

(
zqj+1, q

)
(7.3)

These are very nearly the same equations as in the Andrews-Gordon case; the only difference is
that the left side of the second equation went from Tℓ(z, q)−Tℓ(zq, q) to T ⋆

ℓ (z, q)−T ⋆
ℓ−1(zq, q). We

can carry out a rearranging process similar to (4.4)–(4.9) to rewrite these as

T ⋆
0 (z, q)− T ⋆

1 (zq, q) = 0 (7.4)

T ⋆
i (z, q)− T ⋆

i+1(zq, q)− T ⋆
i−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)T ⋆

i

(
zq2, q

)
= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (7.5)

but now

T ⋆
ℓ (z, q)− 2T ⋆

ℓ−1(zq, q) + (1− zq)T ⋆
ℓ

(
zq2, q

)
= 0 (7.6)

Let us translate these formulas into S⋆
v notation. Recalling (7.1), we see the identification

T ⋆
i (z, q) = S⋆

ti+1
(z, q). So our desired identities (7.4)–(7.6) become

S⋆
t1
(z, q) − S⋆

t2
(zq, q) = 0 (7.7)

S⋆
ti+1

(z, q)− S⋆
ti+2

(zq, q)− S⋆
ti
(zq, q) + (1− zq)S⋆

ti+1

(
zq2, q

)
= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (7.8)

S⋆
~0
(z, q) − 2S⋆

eℓ
(zq, q) + (1− zq)S⋆

~0

(
zq2, q

)
= 0. (7.9)
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Note that S⋆
v
(zq, q) = S⋆

v+~1
(z, q) and S⋆

v

(
zq2, q

)
= S⋆

v+~2
(z, q). This allows us to rewrite these

as

S⋆
t1
(z, q)− S⋆

~1+t2
(z, q) = 0 (7.10)

S⋆
ti+1

(z, q)− S⋆
~1+ti+2

(z, q)− S⋆
~1+ti

(z, q) + (1− zq)S⋆
~2+ti+1

(z, q) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1 (7.11)

S⋆
~0
(z, q)− 2S⋆

~1+eℓ
(z, q) + (1− zq)S⋆

~2
(z, q) = 0. (7.12)

So now Proposition 14 gives us (7.12) verbatim. (7.10) follows from the fact that t1 = ~1 + t2.
Additionally, we can use Proposition 13, together with the facts that e1+ · · ·+ei+ ti+1 = ~1+ ti+2

and ~1 + ti = ~2− e1 − · · · − ei−1 + ti+1, to obtain (7.11). This completes the proof of (7.2)–(7.3).
Finally, checking the initial conditions (P ⋆

i (0, q) = T ⋆
i (0, q) = 1) allows us to complete our proof of

Theorem 6.

8 Conclusion

We conclude by listing some questions suggested by the present research. We focus on the case
with an even number of rows (Theorem 5) corresponding to the Andrews-Gordon identities, but
many of the comments below would equally apply to the other case.

• As we have seen, taking the usual bivariate Andrews-Gordon and Andrews-Bressoud multi-
sums, which have elegant combinatorial interpretations, and altering the xN1+···+Nk factor to
zn1+···+nk produces new bivariate multisums that still have elegant combinatorial interpreta-
tions. Can the same be done for other families of multisum identities? One natural candidate
would be the Göllnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities [3, 5]:

Theorem 15. Fix ℓ ≥ 1, and let 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Let Gℓ,i,m(n) denote the number of partitions
of n with exactly m parts and no repeated odd parts satisfying λj − λj+ℓ ≥ 2 if λj is odd or
λj − λj+ℓ > 2 if λj is even, and there are at most i parts are ≤ 2. Then,

∑

m,n≥0

Gℓ,i,m(n)xmqn =
∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

xN1+···+Nℓ
(
−q, q2

)
N1

qN
2
1
+2(N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ)

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

· · · (q2; q2)nℓ

(8.1)
and, if x = 1 in the above equation, we have the infinite product

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

(
−q, q2

)
N1

qN
2
1
+2(N2

2
+···+N2

ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ)

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

· · · (q2; q2)nℓ

(8.2)

=

(
q2; q4

)
∞

(
q2i+1, q4ℓ−2i+3, q4ℓ+4; q4ℓ+4

)
∞

(q; q)∞
. (8.3)

So, are there some combinatorial objects (that feel similar to the colored partitions of this
paper) with bivariate generating function

∑

n1,n2,...,nℓ≥0

zn1+···+nℓ
(
−q, q2

)
N1

qN
2
1+2(N2

2+···+N2
ℓ
+Ni+1+Ni+2+···+Nℓ)

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

· · · (q2; q2)nℓ

? (8.4)
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• Can this be extended to obtain a multisum for cases k > 1? To be more specific: we have
a bivariate generating function (Theorem 5) in the case k = 1 and ℓ ∈ N. But, as observed
in [14], the case ℓ = 1 and k ∈ N also ends up literally as Theorem 2, with bivariate generating
function (1.2). Can these ideas be combined appropriately to give an answer for general k, ℓ?

• Is there a bijection between the admissible partitions of this paper and the partitions counted
by Bℓ,i(n) in Theorem 1?

• There exist many refinements and modifications of the Andrews-Gordon identities. For ex-
ample, the parity of parts has been investigated [8, 23, 24, 22]. A typical case to study here
studies partitions counted by Bℓ,i(n) in Theorem 1 that further have the requirement that
even parts must appear an even number of times. Once again, there is a bivariate multisum
for these partitions with a factor of xN1+···+Nk ; if this is modified to zn1+···+nk , is there a nice
subfamily of these generalized partitions that are now counted?

• Another combinatorial interpretation of the sum on the right side of (1.2) involves Durfee
squares and rectangles [6] (see also [1]). One nice feature of this combinatorial interpretation
is that the refinement obtained provides information about the values of each of the variables
n1, . . . , nℓ in the sum. Again, is there a corresponding combinatorial interpretation for the
new bivariate generating function here?
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