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Abstract

We consider a superalgebra with a superinvolution or graded involution # over a field
F of characteristic zero and assume that it is a PI-algebra. In this paper, we present
the proof of a version of the celebrated hook theorem [5] for the case of multilin-
ear #-superidentities. This theorem provides important combinatorial characteristics
of identities in the language of symmetric group representations. Furthermore, we
present an analogue of Amitsur identities for #-superalgebras, which are polynomial
interpretations of the mentioned combinatorial characteristics, as a consequence of the
hook theorem.
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1 Introduction

Let A be an associative algebra over a field F of characteristic zero. Let F 〈X〉 be the

associative, non-commutative and non-unitary free algebra generated by an infinite countable

set X = {x1, x2, · · · }. We say that a polynomial f(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ F 〈X〉 is a polynomial

∗Both authors are partially supported by CAPES and CNPq.
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identity of A if f(a1, · · · , an) = 0 for all a1, · · · , an ∈ A. We call A PI-algebra if A satisfies

a non-trivial polynomial identity. For example, Amitsur and Levitsky [4] proved that the

standard polynomial of degree 2k, given by St2k(x1, · · · , x2k) =
∑

σ∈S2k

(−1)σxσ(1)xσ(2) · · ·xσ(2k),

is a polynomial identity of the smallest possible degree (minimum degree) for the algebra of

matrices of order k over F . Other principal results of PI-algebra theory may be found in

[10, 11, 19].

We denote by Id(A) the set of ordinary polynomial identities of A. The set Id(A) is a

T -ideal, that is, an ideal of F 〈X〉 invariant under all endomorphisms of F 〈X〉. Thus, to

describe the identities of A, it is enough to find the generators of Id(A) as a T -ideal. Since

the description of a base of identities of Id(A) is not always an easy task, in order to overcome

this difficulty, in 1972, Regev [26] introduced the sequence of codimensions (ordinary case),

which measures the growth of the T -ideal of identities for A. The n-th codimension of A,

cn(A), is defined as the dimension of the quotient space Pn(A) =
Pn

Pn ∩ Id(A)
, where Pn is

the space of the multilinear polynomials of degree n. The importance of considering spaces

Pn in PI-theory lies in the fact that, over a field of characteristic zero, every polynomial

identity of A is equivalent to a finite set of multilinear polynomials.

In [26], Regev also showed that the sequence of codimensions of a PI-algebraA, (cn(A))n≥1,

is exponentially bounded (while dimPn = n!), that is, there is a positive integer d such that,

for every n ≥ 1, cn(A) ≤ dn. As a consequence of Regev Theorem for ordinary identities,

it can be shown that, if A has an additional structure, for example, of graded algebra, su-

peralgebra with superinvolution or graded involution # (see [18]), then its corresponding

sequence of codimension (cgrsn (A))n≥1 is also exponentially bounded.

Over the years, this important result of Regev served to obtain several other theorems

in PI-algebra. In particular, Amitsur and Regev, in [5] (see also [19]), proved the hook

theorem for the case of ordinary polynomial identities of A, which is one of the most essential

combinatorial results for polynomial identities.

The hook theorem is the central result of applying group representation theory to the

study of polynomial identities. This theorem is a crucial foundation for many other significant

results in the study of polynomial identities. One of the main applications of the hook

theorem are the crucial points of the proof of the well-known Kemer’s Theorem [25], which

guarantees that any PI-algebra, over a field of characteristic zero, has the same identities

as the Grassmann envelope E(A) of a superalgebra A of a finite dimension. The relevance

of this result is given by responding positively to Specht’s conjecture, proving that any T -

ideal of identities of a PI-algebra over a field of characteristic zero is finitely generated. We
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highlight that in 2010, Aljadev and Belov proved Kemer’s Theorem for G-graded algebras,

where G is a finite group (see [2]). In 2011, Sviridova demonstrated a similar result for

superalgebras (see [30]). Later, in 2016, Aljadev, Giambruno, and Karasik showed in [1]

that Kemer’s Theorem also applies to algebras with involution ∗.

The hook and strip theorems have also played a fundamental role in the in the cre-

ation and development of the renowned growth theory of polynomial identities, a field that

has attracted significant attention from researchers in recent years. This area investigates

the behavior of combinatorial characteristics of identities, such as codimensions, colengths,

multiplicities in cocharacters, exponents, and others. Some of the key results of the last

years can be found in [6, 15, 19, 20]. We also mention some recent results of this area,

related with graded identities, identities with involution and superidentities with superinvo-

lution [8, 21, 31]. Observe that this area has experienced significant development in recent

years, with numerous published papers and many researchers actively contributed to the

field. While it is impossible to mention everyone, we apologize for any omission of important

results or key contributors to the growth theory.

A version of the hook theorem, considering A an algebra with involution or a superal-

gebra, was demonstrated by Regev and Giambruno in [17]. The authors used the theory of

representation of the wreath product Ẑ2 = Z2 ≀ Sn of the group Z2 by the symmetric group

Sn, applying it to the study of Z2-identities (superidentities) or ∗-identities (identities with

involution ∗) of A, that is, identities with Ẑ2 action, and proved that the corresponding n-th

cocharacter

χn(A|Z2) =
∑

|λ|+|µ|=n

mλ,µχλ,µ (for superidentities)

or

χn(A|∗) =
∑

|λ|+|µ|=n

mλ,µχλ,µ (for ∗ -identities)

is contained in a double hook (H(d1, l1),H(d2, l2)), with d1, l1, d2, l2 nonnegative integers.

Let consider an associative superalgebra A = A0 ⊕A1, over a field of characteristic zero,

with a graded involution or a superinvolution (#-superalgebra).

Note that superidentities with superinvolution and superidentities with graded involution

behave mostly in similar ways and can be considered in the same manner. We call them

#-superidentities. In general, they can be considered as polynomials in 4 different types of

variables: even symmetric Y0, even skew Z0, odd symmetric Y1, odd skew Z1, and form the

representation space of the direct product of 4 copies of symmetric groups Sn1×Sn2×Sn3×Sn4

acting independently in any type of these variables.
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Let n ≥ 1 be an integer, where n = n1+n2+n3+n4 a sum of four nonnegative integers,

and define 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4). The first main contribution of this article is to prove the

following result.

Theorem 4.4: (The hook theorem for #-superalgebras) Let F be a field of characteristic

zero and A a #-superalgebra over F . If A is a PI-algebra, then there exist integers di, li ≥ 0,

with i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that the 〈n〉-th cocharacter of #-superidentities, χ〈n〉(A), is contained

in a quadruple hook H〈d,l〉〈n〉 = (H(d1, l1),H(d2, l2),H(d3, l3),H(d4, l4)), that is,

χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

〈λ〉∈H〈d,l〉〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉.

As a consequence of Theorem 4.4, we have a version of Amitsur’s Theorem for #-

superalgebras represented in Corollary 5.2, which is mostly some combinatorial improve-

ment of numerical parameters of the corresponding #-superidentities of the form Stmi
ki

≡ 0

comparing it with the classic result.

Amitsur and Regev also proved in [5] (see also Theorem 4.7.2 in [19]) that any PI-

algebra satisfies some Amitsur identity, and this identity is an interpretation of the hook

theorem on the language of polynomials. This correspondence is a pure combinatorial fact.

It is worth mentioning as well that the Amitsur identity is the natural generalization of the

famous Capelli identity ([10, 11, 19, 25]). Thus, it is a natural problem to find a polynomial

translation of Theorem 4.4 for #-superidentities. In particular, A. Berele asked the authors

in a discussion if there exist some analogues of Amitsur polynomials for #-superidentities.

We are grateful to A. Berele for this useful observation and give a positive answer to this

question in the last section of the paper.

We define polynomials E〈d,l〉, which are some analogues for #-superidentities of the classic

Amitsur polynomial Am(d,l) (see Definition 18) and prove Theorem 7.2.

Theorem 7.2: Let A be a superalgebra with superinvolution or graded involution # and

χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉 its 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter. If A is a PI-algebra, then A satisfies

E〈d,l〉 (the Amitsur #-superidentity of rank 〈d, l〉) for some 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d1, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4)

if, and only if, m〈λ〉 = 0 whenever 〈λ〉 /∈ H〈d,l〉.

Theorems 4.4 and 7.2 jointly imply that any #-PI-superalgebra over a field of char-

acteristic zero satisfies an Amitsur #-superidentity E〈d,l〉. It completes the description of

#-superidentities in the language of shapes of Young diagrams.
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2 Superalgebras, Superinvolutions, Graded Involutions,

Identities.

Throughout this work, all algebras will be considered as associative algebras over a field

F of characteristic zero.

Let A = A0 ⊕ A1 be an associative superalgebra over a field F . A superinvolution

in A is a graded linear application # : A → A such that (c#)# = c for all c ∈ A and

(ab)# = (−1)deg(a)deg(b)b#a# for every homogeneous elements a, b ∈ A0 ∪A1, where deg(d) is

the homogeneous degree of d ∈ A0 ∪ A1. In particular, there hold A#
0 ⊆ A0 and A#

1 ⊆ A1.

A graded involution in A is a linear application ∗ : A → A such that (c∗)∗ = c for all

c ∈ A and (ab)∗ = b∗a∗ for all elements a, b ∈ A. In addition, ∗ is a graded map, that is,

A∗
0 ⊆ A0 and A∗

1 ⊆ A1. Note that the unique difference between a superinvolution # and a

graded involution ∗ of a superalgebra A is the condition (ab)# = −b#a# for all odd elements

a, b ∈ A1 for a superinvolution #, while (ab)∗ = b∗a∗ holds for all odd elements a, b ∈ A1 for

a graded involution ∗.

By this similarity, we will treat a superinvolution or a graded involution in the same way

and denote both applications by the same symbol # throughout the paper. When necessary,

differences for each of these mappings will be mentioned.

If # is a superinvolution or a graded involution of a superalgebra A, then we say that A

is a #-superalgebra. Hereafter, unless otherwise specified, we will consider A exclusively as

a #-superalgebra.

Since char(F ) 6= 2, it can be shown that A = A+ ⊕ A−, where A+ = {a ∈ A | a# = a}

and A− = {a ∈ A | a# = −a} the symmetric and skew sets of A, respectively. Thus, since

A is a superalgebra, it can be written as a sum of four subspaces

(1) A = A+
0 ⊕ A−

0 ⊕ A+
1 ⊕A−

1 ,

where (Ai)
+ = {a ∈ Ai | a

# = a} and (Ai)
− = {a ∈ Ai | a

# = −a} for i = 0 and 1.

Consider F = F 〈X|Z2,#〉 the free algebra over a field F of characteristic zero, generated

by a countable set X . We write the set X as a disjoint union of four countable sets X =

Y0∪Z0∪Y1∪Z1, where Y0 = {y0,1, y0,2, · · · }, Z0 = {z0,1, z0,2, · · · }, Y1 = {y1,1, y1,2, · · · }, Z1 =

{z1,1, z1,2, · · · } are sets of variables that are even symmetric, even skew, odd symmetric and

odd skew, respectively.

Note that F can be equipped with a superstructure assuming that the variables of Y0∪Z0
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and Y1∪Z1 are homogeneous of degree 0 and 1, respectively. Therefore, F = F0⊕F1, where

F0 is the subspace generated by all monomials that have an even number of variables of

degree 1 and F1 is the subspace generated by all monomials that have an odd number of

variables of degree 1.

In addition to this superstructure, we can define a superinvolution or a graded involution

in the free superalgebra F . To do this, let # : F → F be the map defined by y#i,j = yi,j,

z#i,j = −zi,j , for i = 0, 1 and j ≥ 1, and either

(2) w# = (xi1xi2 · · ·xik)
# = (−1)

s(s−1)
2 x#ikx

#
ik−1

· · ·x#i1 = (−1)
s(s−1)

2 (−1)txikxik−1
· · ·xi1

for a superinvolution #, or

(3) w# = (xi1xi2 · · ·xik)
# = x#ikx

#
ik−1

· · ·x#i1 = (−1)txikxik−1
· · ·xi1

for a graded involution #, where w is a monomial in the indeterminates xil ∈ Y0∪Z0∪Y1∪Z1,

s = degY1∪Z1(w) is the number of odd indeterminates in the monomial w, and t = degZ0∪Z1(w)

is the number of skew indeterminates in the monomial w. Thus, the variables of Y0 ∪ Y1 are

symmetric with respect to # and the variables of Z0 ∪ Z1 are skew.

Now, extend the map # by linearity to the entire algebra F . We see that # is, in fact,

a superinvolution on F in the first case (2), and a graded involution in the second case

(3). Thus, F has a structure of #-superalgebra, since F#
0 = F0 and F#

1 = F1. We call by

#-superpolynomials the elements of F .

Let

f = f(y0,1, · · · , y0,m, z0,1, · · · , z0,n, y1,1, · · · , y1,p, z1,1, · · · , z1,q) ∈ F 〈X|Z2,#〉

be a nonzero #-polynomial. We say that f is a #-superidentity (a superidentity with

superinvolution or superidentity with graded involution) of a #-superalgebra A, and we

write f ≡ 0 in A, if

(4) f = f(a0,1, · · · , a0,m, b0,1, · · · , b0,n, a1,1, · · · , a1,p, b1,1, · · · , b1,q) = 0

for all a0,1, · · · , a0,m ∈ A+
0 , b0,1, · · · , b0,n ∈ A−

0 , a1,1, · · · , a1,p ∈ A+
1 , b1,1, · · · , b1,q ∈ A−

1 . We

define

Id#2 (A) := {f ∈ F 〈X|Z2,#〉 | f ≡ 0 in A}
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the T#
2 -ideal of #-superidentities of A, that is, a graded #-invariant ideal of F , closed under

all graded endomorphisms of F 〈X|Z2,#〉 that commute with #. Since we are assuming

that char(F ) = 0, due to the multilinearization process, the ideal Id#2 (A) is completely

determined by its multilinear polynomials, and so we define

P grs
n := spanF{wσ(1) · · ·wσ(n)| σ ∈ Sn, wi = yj,i or wi = zj,i, j = 0, 1, i = 1, · · · , n}

the space of multilinear #-superpolynomials of degree n on the first n variables.

Definition 2.1. The non-negative number

cgrsn (A) = dim
P grs
n

P grs
n ∩ Id#2 (A)

is called n-th #-graded codimension of A.

In [26], A. Regev showed that, if A is an ordinary PI-algebra, then the sequence of

codimensions of ordinary identities of A is exponentially bounded (see also [19]), that is,

there is a real number d ≥ 1 such that, for every n ≥ 1,

(5) cn(A) ≤ dn.

The following result relates the n-th #-graded codimension with the ordinary codimen-

sion of A. In [19, p. 257], the authors proved a similar result for the case of a PI-algebra

satisfying a nontrivial G-identity, where G is a finite group of Aut∗(A), the group of au-

tomorphisms and antiautomorphisms of A. We will present the proof here for the sake of

completeness.

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a #-superalgebra. Then, for any n ≥ 1, we have

cgrsn (A) ≤ 4ncn(A).

Proof. Let {f1(x1, · · · , xn), · · · , fk(x1, · · · , xn)} be a basis of the space Pn of all ordinary

multilinear polynomials of degree n modulo Pn ∩ Id(A), where k = cn(A). Then, for every

σ ∈ Sn, we can write the monomials of Pn as

xσ(1) · · ·xσ(n) ≡
k∑

i=1

αi,σfi(x1, · · · , xn)
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modulo Pn∩Id(A). Now, consider the following notation. Given a variable xi, i ∈ {1, · · · , n},

we will substitute xi = wi with a variable in the set Y0 ∪ Z0 ∪ Y1 ∪ Z1, where wi ∈

{y0,i, z0,i, y1,i, z1,i} for all i = 1, · · · , n, in all possible ways. Thus,

wσ(1) · · ·wσ(n) ≡
k∑

i=1

αi,σfi(w1, · · · , wn)

modulo Id#2 (A), since Id(A) ⊆ Id#2 (A). Hence, the set

{fi(w1, · · · , wn); wj ∈ {y0,j, z0,j, y1,j, z1,j}, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ n}

generates the space P grs
n modulo Id#2 (A) and, therefore,

cgrsn (A) ≤ 4ncn(A),

as we wanted.

Thus, from Lemma 2.2 and from (5), the following corollary follows immediately.

Corollary 2.3. Let A be a #-superalgebra. If A is a PI-algebra, then its sequence of #-

graded codimension (cgrsn (A))n≥1 is exponentially bounded, that is, there is a real number d

satisfying for every n ≥ 1

cgrsn (A) ≤ (d)n.

3 FS〈n〉-representations and Action of S〈n〉 in P〈n〉

We begin this subsection recalling some concepts from the well-known representation

theory of the symmetric group Sn over a field F of characteristic zero, utilizing Young

tableaux, where n ≥ 1.

Definition 3.1. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. A partition λ of n is a sequence of natural numbers

λ = (λ1, · · · , λl) such that λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λl and
∑l

i=1 λi = n. In this case, we write λ ⊢ n and

|λ| = n. Also, given a partition λ = (λ1, · · · , λl) of n, a Young diagram of shape λ, denoted

by Dλ, is a matrix or array of n boxes arranged in rows such that the i-th row contains λi

boxes. The boxes are left-justified and, by convention on partitions, the lengths of the rows

are non-increasing. The number h(λ) = l is called the height of Dλ (or of λ).
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We can represent a Young diagram by the set

Dλ = {(i, j) ∈ Z× Z | i = 1, · · · , l; j = 1, · · · , λi}.

For example, the diagram D(5,3,2,1), corresponding to the partition of n = 11, is represented

by

D(5,3,2,1) =

and its height is equal to h((5, 3, 2, 1)) = 4.

We assume Dλ = ∅ is the empty diagram of the zero partition λ = (0) for n = 0, where

the correspond symmetric group S0 is the trivial group.

Definition 3.2. A Young tableau of shape λ is a bijective assignment of the integers 1, · · · , n

to the n boxes of the Young diagram. We denote a Young tableau of shape λ by Tλ = Dλ(aij),

where aij is the assignment to the box that is in the i-th row and j-th column.

For example, a Young tableau of shape λ = (5, 3, 2, 1), a partition of n = 11, is the

following:

T(5,3,2,1) =

1 2 3 4 5
6 7 8
9 10
11

.

Let n ≥ 1 be an integer. It is possible to define an action of the symmetric group Sn in

the set of Young tableaux in the following way: Sn acts on a tableau Tλ by permuting each

entry individually. That is, if σ ∈ Sn and Tλ = Dλ(aij), then

σTλ = Dλ(σaij).

This action turns the space of Young tableaux into an FSn-module and one of the main

tools for describing the representations of the symmetric group. The reader can consult the

references [9, 24, 29] for the general theory of group representations and, for the specific case

of group Sn, Young diagram and tableau applications, the books [12, 19, 23, 28].

Now, we will generalize these concepts and some results of Sn-representation theory for

the direct product of four symmetric groups.

For an integer n ≥ 1, write n = n1 + n2 + n3 + n4, where each ni ≥ 0, and denote

〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4). We say that 〈λ〉 = (λ(1), λ(2), λ(3), λ(4)) is a multipartition of 〈n〉

9



and we write 〈λ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉 if λ(i) ⊢ ni is a partition of ni, i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Associated to a

multipartition 〈λ〉, we define T〈λ〉 = (Tλ(1), Tλ(2), Tλ(3), Tλ(4)) its Young multitableau of shape

〈λ〉, where each Tλ(i) is a Young tableau corresponding to the partition λ(i).

We will give here some important results on the representation theory of the group

S〈n〉 := Sn1 × Sn2 × Sn3 × Sn4 = {〈σ〉 = (σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4) | σi ∈ Sni
, i = 1, 2, 3, 4}, where we

denote by S0 = S1 the trivial group (for ni = 0 or ni = 1).

We consider left FS〈n〉-modules, where F is a field of characteristic zero. It is well

known that in this case FS〈n〉 is a semisimple finite dimensional associative algebra (see,

e.g., [9, 19, 22]) and any left FS〈n〉-module is completely reducible ([9, 24]). In addition, any

irreducible FS〈n〉-character corresponds to a multipartition 〈λ〉 and is equal to the tensor

product of the irreducible characters of Sn1 , · · · , Sn4 corresponding to λ(1), λ(2), λ(3), λ(4),

respectively. We denote by χ〈λ〉 = χλ(1)⊗χλ(2)⊗χλ(3)⊗χλ(4) the FS〈n〉-irreducible character

associated to the multipartition 〈λ〉 and d〈λ〉 = dλ(1) · dλ(2) · dλ(3) · dλ(4) its degree, where dλ(i)

is the degree of the irreducible character χλ(i), i = 1, 2, 3, 4. We consider the decomposition

of the character of any left FS〈n〉-module into irreducible characters as follows:

(6) χ〈n〉 =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉,

where m〈λ〉 is the multiplicity corresponding to the FS〈n〉-irreducible character χ〈λ〉. Observe

also that we can define naturally a left action of S〈n〉 on Young multitableaux by

〈σ〉T〈λ〉 = (σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4)(Tλ(1), Tλ(2), Tλ(3), Tλ(4)) = (σ1Tλ(1), σ2Tλ(2), σ3Tλ(3), σ4Tλ(4)),

where σi acts on Tλ(i) by the corresponding permutation of elements of Tλ(i) (see [10, 19]).

We also denote by Idi ∈ Sni
the identical permutation of Sni

, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Let λ ⊢ n and Tλ be a Young tableau of shape λ. We denote by

eTλ =
∑

σ∈RTλ
τ∈CTλ

(−1)τστ

the minimal essential idempotent element of FSn corresponding to Tλ, where RTλ and CTλ
are the subgroups of Sn stabilizing rows and columns of Tλ, respectively.

In what follows, we will naturally identify the group algebra FS〈n〉 with the tensor product

of group algebras FSn1 ⊗F FSn2 ⊗F FSn3 ⊗F FSn4 .

The proof of the next two results follows from [19] and the properties of the tensor product

10



of algebras. We refer the reader to the books [7, 9, 23, 28] for details.

Lemma 3.3. For every Young multitableau T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉, the element eT〈µ〉 =

eTµ(1) ⊗ eTµ(2) ⊗ eTµ(3) ⊗ eTµ(4) is a minimal essential idempotent of FS〈n〉 and FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 is

a minimal left ideal of the algebra FS〈n〉 with character χ〈µ〉. If T〈µ〉 and T ∗
〈µ〉 are Young

multitableaux of the same shape, then eT〈µ〉 and eT ∗
〈µ〉

are conjugated in FS〈n〉 through some

〈σ〉 ∈ FS〈n〉. Moreover, 〈σ〉eT〈µ〉〈σ〉
−1 = e〈σ〉T〈µ〉 = eT ∗

〈µ〉
.

Lemma 3.4. Let M be an irreducible left FS〈n〉-module with character χ(M) = χ〈µ〉, 〈µ〉 ⊢

〈n〉. Then M can be generated as a left FS〈n〉-module by an element of the form eT〈µ〉f for

some f ∈ M and some Young multitableau T〈µ〉 of the shape 〈µ〉. Moreover, for any Young

multitableau T ∗
〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉, there exists f ′ ∈M such that M = FS〈n〉eT ∗

〈µ〉
f ′.

Denote by

T〈µ〉 = {T〈µ〉 is a Young multitableau of the shape 〈µ〉}

the set of all Young multitableaux of the shape 〈µ〉 and

ST 〈µ〉 = {T〈µ〉 ∈ T〈µ〉 | T〈µ〉 is standard}

the set of all standard Young multitableaux of the shape 〈µ〉. We assume that a Young

multitableau T〈µ〉 = (Tµ(1), Tµ(2), Tµ(3), Tµ(4)) is standard if Tµ(i) is standard for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

The following proposition is also based on the properties of the tensor product of algebras,

classic structure theorems for semisimple finite dimensional associative algebras and classic

results of representation theory.

Proposition 3.5. Let F be a field of characteristic zero. Then, for any 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4)

(ni ≥ 0),

(7) FS〈n〉 =
⊕

〈µ〉⊢〈n〉

I〈µ〉

is the direct sum of minimal two-sided ideals I〈µ〉 of the algebra FS〈n〉. The minimal two-sided

ideal I〈µ〉 corresponding to the multipartition 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉 is equal to

I〈µ〉 = FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 =
∑

T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 .

11



Moreover, the generator of I〈µ〉, E〈µ〉 = Eµ(1) ⊗ Eµ(2) ⊗ Eµ(3) ⊗ Eµ(4) ∈ FS〈n〉, is an essential

central idempotent of FS〈n〉, where

Eµ(i) =
∑

σi∈Sni

χµ(i)(σi) σi ∈ FSni
, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Proof. Formula (7) is the classic Wedderburn decomposition of a finite dimensional semisim-

ple algebra FS〈n〉. This is also a well-known result of the classic structure theory of finite

dimensional semisimple associative algebras that any minimal two-sided ideal Ĩ of FS〈n〉 is

the sum of all minimal left ideals of FS〈n〉, which are isomorphic as left FS〈n〉-modules (see,

e.g., [22]). Then Lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and classic results of representation theory of symmetric

groups ([19, 23]) immediately imply that

Ĩ = I〈µ〉 =
∑

T〈µ〉∈T〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉

for some multipartition 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉. From another side, any multipartition 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉 corre-

sponds to some minimal two-sided ideal I〈µ〉 of FS〈n〉.

Also it is well known from the Sn-representation theory via Young tableaux (see e.g.

[19, 23]) that the element Eµ(i) is an essential central idempotent of FSni
, Iµ(i) = FSni

Eµ(i) is

the minimal two-sided ideal of FSni
corresponding to the Young diagram of the shape µ(i)

and

Iµ(i) = FSni
Eµ(i) =

⊕

Tµ(i) is standard

FSni
eTµ(i)

(see, for instance, Proposition 2.2.14 of [19] or [23]), for any i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

These facts immediately imply that the element E〈µ〉 is also an essential central idempotent

of FS〈n〉 and

FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 = (FSn1Eµ(1))⊗ (FSn2Eµ(2))⊗ (FSn3Eµ(3))⊗ (FSn4Eµ(4)) =

(
⊕

Tµ(1) is

standard

FSn1eTµ(1))⊗ (
⊕

Tµ(2) is

standard

FSn2eTµ(2))⊗ (
⊕

Tµ(3) is

standard

FSn3eTµ(3))⊗ (
⊕

Tµ(4) is

standard

FSn4eTµ(4)) ⊆

∑

(Tµ(1),...,Tµ(4))

is standard

(FSn1eTµ(1))⊗ (FSn2eTµ(2))⊗ (FSn3eTµ(3))⊗ (FSn4eTµ(4)) =

∑

T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 ⊆
∑

T〈µ〉∈T〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 = I〈µ〉.(8)
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Hence, we have FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 is a non-zero two-sided ideal of FS〈n〉 (FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 ∋ E〈µ〉 6= 0) and

FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 ⊆ I〈µ〉. Since I〈µ〉 is a minimal two-sided ideal of FS〈n〉, one has FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 = I〈µ〉.

Moreover, from (8), one has

I〈µ〉 = FS〈n〉E〈µ〉 ⊆
∑

T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 ⊆ I〈µ〉.

Hence, we have I〈µ〉 =
∑

T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉
FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 .

Besides this description of simple two-sided ideals of FS〈n〉, we can also prove the following

lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let M be a left FS〈n〉-module, N ⊆M its submodule, and f ∈M any element

of M. Then, f ∈ N if, and only if, eT〈µ〉f ∈ N for all multipartitions 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉 and all Young

multitableaux T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉.

Proof. N is a left FS〈n〉-module. Thus, if f ∈ N , then eT〈µ〉f ∈ N for all 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉, and all

Young multitableaux T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉 obviously.

Conversely, we have that

FS〈n〉 =
∑

〈µ〉⊢〈n〉
T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉

from Proposition 3.5. Hence, for an element f ∈M we have

f ∈ FS〈n〉f =
∑

〈µ〉⊢〈n〉
T〈µ〉∈ST 〈µ〉

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉f.

Thus, if for all 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉 and Young multitableaux T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉, we have eT〈µ〉f ∈ N ,

then f ∈ FS〈n〉f ⊆ N also holds.

Now, consider P〈n〉 the space of all multilinear #-superpolynomials in which the first n1

variables are even symmetric, the next n2 variables are even skew, the next n3 variables are

odd symmetric and the last n4 variables are odd skew.

Note that P〈n〉 has a natural structure of left FS〈n〉-module, defining the following action

of S〈n〉 on P〈n〉: given f ∈ P〈n〉 and 〈σ〉 = (σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4) ∈ S〈n〉, one has

〈σ〉f = (σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4)f(y0,1, · · · , y0,n1, z0,1, · · · , z0,n2, y1,1, · · · , y1,n3, z1,1, · · · , z1,n4)

= f(y0,σ1(1), · · · , y0,σ1(n1), z0,σ2(1), · · · , z0,σ2(n2), y1,σ3(1), · · · , y1,σ3(n3), z1,σ4(1), · · · , z1,σ4(n4)).
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It is possible to show that P grs
n

∼=
⊕

〈n〉

(
n

〈n〉

)
P〈n〉, where

(
n

〈n〉

)
=
(

n

n1,n2,n3,n4

)
is the multi-

nomial coefficient (see [13]), i.e. P grs
n is the sum of

(
n

〈n〉

)
its subspaces, which are copies of

the space P〈n〉, obtained by renaming variables of elements of P〈n〉, more precisely, choosing

numbers of any type of ni variables in the set {1, 2, ..., n} in all possible ways. It is clear

that it is enough to study P〈n〉 to understand the behavior of multilinear #-superidentities.

Considering the left FS〈n〉-module

P〈n〉(A) :=
P〈n〉

P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A)

and c〈n〉(A) := dimF P〈n〉(A), we have that (see [13] for a superinvolution and [18] for a

graded involution)

cgrsn (A) :=
∑

n1+···+n4=n

(
n

〈n〉

)
c〈n〉(A).

According to (6), consider 〈n〉-th character χ〈n〉(A) (the 〈n〉-th cocharacter of #-superiden-

tities of A or simply 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter of A) associated to the left FS〈n〉-module P〈n〉(A)

and its decomposition given by

(9) χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉.

Proposition 3.7. Let A be a #-superalgebra with 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter χ〈n〉(A) given in

(9). If A is a PI-algebra, then the multiplicity m〈µ〉 is equal to zero, for a multipartition

〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉, if, and only if, for any Young multitableau T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉 and for any multilinear

polynomial f = f(Y0,n1,Z0,n2,Y1,n3,Z1,n4) ∈ P〈n〉, the algebra A satisfies the #-superidentity

eT〈µ〉f ≡ 0.

Proof. By Maschke’s Theorem, there exists J the submodule of P〈n〉 such that P〈n〉 = (P〈n〉∩

Id#2 (A))⊕J. By the second isomorphism theorem, J is isomorphic to P〈n〉(A) and, therefore,

χJ = χ〈n〉(A). If m〈µ〉 = 0, there is no submodule of J isomorphic to FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 , for any

multitableau T〈µ〉 of shape 〈µ〉, since, by Lemma 3.3, the element FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 is irreducible.

Suppose that eT〈µ〉 · h 6= 0 for some h ∈ J , and consider the application ϕ : FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 →

FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 ·h given by ϕ(α) = α ·h, α ∈ FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 . Note that ϕ is an isomorphism of FS〈n〉-

modules. This gives us an absurd statement, because FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉 · h ⊂ J . Hence, eT〈µ〉 · h = 0

for all h ∈ J necessarily. Recalling that P〈n〉 = (P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A))⊕ J , every element f ∈ P〈n〉

14



may be decomposed as f = g + h, where g ∈ P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A) and h ∈ J , such that

eT〈µ〉f = eT〈µ〉g + eT〈µ〉h = eT〈µ〉g ∈ P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A).

Thus, eT〈µ〉f ∈ Id#2 (A) for all f ∈ P〈n〉. Conversely, suppose thatm〈µ〉 6= 0. Then, J possesses

a minimal submodule M satisfying χ(M) = χ〈µ〉. By Lemma 3.4, there exists f ∈ M such

that M = FS〈n〉eT〈µ〉f for some multitableau T〈µ〉 associated to the multipartition 〈µ〉. In

view ofM 6= 0, it follows that eT〈µ〉f 6= 0, and consequently eT〈µ〉f /∈ (P〈n〉∩Id
#
2 (A))∩J = {0}.

Since eT〈µ〉f ∈ J , we conclude that eT〈µ〉f /∈ Id#2 (A).

Let m be a positive integer. Consider the square partition ν = (mm) ⊢ m2 with Tν its

respective standard tableau. For simplicity, we adopt the following notation for the next

remark. We will denote S = FS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSm2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FS1, where S1 is the trivial group,

and ẽTν = Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTν ⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4 ∈ S, where Idi ∈ S1 is the identical permutation.

Remark 3.8. Consider M the left S-module generated by the element ẽTν . Then, M is an

irreducible S-module (see e.g. Theorem 1.11.3 from [28], which is valid also for any field in

the case of symmetric groups). Moreover, for any 〈t〉 = (t1, t2, t3, t4) with t = t1+ t2+ t3+ t4

and ti0 ≥ m2 for some i0 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and for some #-superalgebra A, if w ∈ P〈t〉 is a #-

supermonomial such that ẽTνw 6≡ 0 in A, then the left S-module M0 generated by the element

ẽTνw is irreducible. In fact, note that M0 = Mw. Let 0 6= N0 ⊆ M0 be an S-submodule of

M0. We have N0 = Nw, where 0 6= N ⊆M is an S-submodule ofM . SinceM is irreducible,

it follows that N =M , showing that N0 =M0.

In the following, we present two well-known lemmas concerning the action of Sn on the

space Pn of all ordinary multilinear polynomials of degree n. The first one gives us a lower

bound for the dimensions of the representations, defined by square partitions.

Lemma 3.9. ([19, Lemma 4.5.2]) Let q be a positive real number and let n = m2 > e4q2,

where e is the base of the natural logarithms. If λ = (mm) ⊢ n is the square partition of n,

then degχλ > qm
2
.

Lemma 3.10. ([19, Lemma 4.5.3]) Let λ ⊢ n and µ ⊢ m, m ≤ n and suppose that µ ≤

λ (Dµ ⊆ Dλ). Consider a Young tableau Tλ such that the integers 1, 2, · · · , m are arranged

into the subtableau Tµ. Then, in the group algebra FSn, we can write eTλ = aeTµb, for some

a, b ∈ FSn.

Given any integers d, l ≥ 0, we define an infinite hook as being
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H(d, l) = ∪n≥1{λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · ) ⊢ n| λd+1 ≤ l}.

Remember that, given a PI-algebra A over a field F of characteristic zero, we say that its

n-th cocharacter χn(A) lies in the hook H(d, l) if in the decomposition χn(A) =
∑

λ⊢nmλχλ

of χn(A) into the sum of irreducible Sn-characters, all multiplicities mλ are equal to zero for

all λ /∈ H(d, l), and in this case, we have

χn(A) =
∑

λ⊢n

λ∈H(d,l)

mλχλ.

Additionally, we write χn(A) ⊆ H(d, l) in this context.

4 Main Results

Let us fix some notation for this section. Consider the following finite sets of variables:

Y0,t1 = {y0,1, y0,2, · · · , y0,t1}, Z0,t2 = {z0,1, z0,2, · · · , z0,t2},

Y1,t3 = {y1,1, y1,2, · · · , y1,t3}, Z1,t4 = {z11, z12, · · · , z1t4},

for any integers t1, t2, t3, t4 ≥ 0.

Then, we write

f(Y0,t1,Z0,t2 ,Y1,t3,Z1,t4) ∈ P〈t〉

meaning that f is a multilinear #-superpolynomial in these sets of variables, where t =

t1 + t2 + t3 + t4 and 〈t〉 = (t1, t2, t3, t4). Furthermore, we write P〈t〉(R0,t1 , L0,t2 , R1,t3 , L1,t4)

to denote the vector space of multilinear #-superpolynomials spanned by all multilinear #-

supermonomials in the variables R0,t1 ⊆ Y0, L0,t2 ⊆ Z0, R1,t3 ⊆ Y1 and L1,t4 ⊆ Z1, where

R0,t1 is the set of t1 even symmetric variables, L0,t2 consists of t2 even skew variables, R1,t3

consists of t3 odd symmetric variables and L1,t4 consists of t4 odd skew variables. We stress

that the elements of these sets are not necessarily the first variables of each homogeneous

component.

Given a set P = {p1, p2, · · · , pu} ⊆ {1, 2, · · · , n}, we denote by SP the group of all

permutations that act only in the set P .

The next proposition is the key step in the proof of the hook theorem for superidentities

with superinvolution or graded involution.

Proposition 4.1. Let A be a #-superalgebra, n1, n2, n3, n4, m positive integers and i0 ∈

{1, 2, 3, 4} with ni0 ≥ m2. Consider Q = {q1, q2, · · · , qm2} ⊆ {1, 2, · · · , ni0}, with |Q| = m2.
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Let

ρ = ρ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρ4 ∈ FSn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSQ ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSn4

such that ρ · f 6≡ 0 in A, where f = f(Y0,n1,Z0,n2 ,Y1,n3,Z1,n4) ∈ P〈n〉 is a multilinear #-

superpolynomial, 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4), ρi0 ∈ FSQ and ρj ∈ FSnj
for all j 6= i0. Then, there

exist integers t1, t2, t3, t4 ≥ 0 and a #-supermonomial w ∈ P〈t〉(Y0,t1 , · · · , Xti0
, · · · ,Z1,t4),

with t = t1 + t2 + t3 + t4 and Xti0
= {yγ,q1, · · · , yγ,qm2 , ŷγ,m2+1, · · · , ŷγ,ti0} ⊂ Yγ such that

{ŷγ,m2+1, · · · , ŷγ,ti0} ⊆ Yγ,ti0 \ {yγ,q1, · · · , yγ,qm2} with γ = 0 if i0 = 1 and γ = 1 if i0 = 3,

or Xti0
= {zγ,q1, · · · , zγ,qm2

, ẑγ,m2+1, · · · , ẑγ,ti0} ⊂ Zγ such that {ẑγ,m2+1, · · · , ẑγ,ti0} ⊆ Zγ,ti0
\

{zγ,q1, · · · , zγ,qm2} with γ = 0 if i0 = 2 and γ = 1 if i0 = 4 satisfying

(Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)w 6≡ 0

in A with |Xti0
| = ti0 ≥ m2 and m2 ≤ t ≤ 2m2 + 1.

Proof. Since

(Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4) · (ρ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Idi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρ4)f = ρ · f 6≡ 0

in A, necessarily,

(Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)f̃ 6≡ 0

in A, where f̃ = (ρ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Idi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρ4)f is a multilinear #-superpolynomial in P〈n〉.

Thus, there exists a #-supermonomial g of f̃ such that

(Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)g 6≡ 0

in A. Let us highlight the variables of g which are under the action of ρi0 . Without loss of

generality, we may assume i0 = 1. By hypothesis, n1 ≥ m2. We write g as:

g = w0y0,q1w1y0,q2 · · ·wk−1y0,qkwk,

where k = m2, {q1, · · · , qk} ⊆ {1, · · · , n1} and w0, w1, · · · , wk are multilinear #-supermono-

mials, possibly empty, in the variables of the set Z0,n2∪Y1,n3∪Z1,n4∪(Y0,n1\{y0,q1, · · · , y0,qk}).

It is clear that any #-supermonomial wp is Z2-homogeneous of a degree γp for all p =

0, . . . , k. Thus, when we evaluate the variables of a #-supermonomial wp in the elements of

A+
0 ∪A−

0 ∪A+
1 ∪A−

1 and analyze its homogeneous degree, we obtain an evaluation ŵp of wp

such that ŵp ∈ A0 if γp = 0 or ŵp ∈ A1 if γp = 1, i.e. degwp = deg ŵp = γp. Hence, we
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may decompose ŵp in ŵp = û
γp
p + v̂

γp
p , where û

γp
p ∈ A+

γp
and v̂

γp
p ∈ A−

γp
are the symmetric

and skew parts of ŵp, respectively. Let’s replace in g the nonempty #-supermonomials wp

by y
γp
p + z

γp
p , where y0p ∈ Y0,n1 \ {y0,q1, · · · , y0,qk}, y

1
p ∈ Y1,k+1, z

γp
p ∈ Zγp,k+1, with γp = 0 or

1, and all the variables {y
γp
p , z

γp
p , p = 0, . . . , k} are pairwise different. Therefore, we obtain a

new #-superpolynomial g̃ of the form

(10) g̃ = (yγ00 + zγ00 )y0,q1 · · · (y
γk−1

k−1 + z
γk−1

k−1 )y0,qk(y
γk
k + zγkk ).

We denote u
γp
p =

wp + w#
p

2
and v

γp
p =

wp − w#
p

2
the Z2-homogeneous #-superpolynomials of

degree γp that depend of the same variables of wp. We have that (u
γp
p )# = u

γp
p , (v

γp
p )# = −v

γp
p

and wp = u
γp
p +v

γp
p . It is clear that the #-supermonomial g is obtained from g̃ by replacement

y
γp
p = u

γp
p and z

γp
p = v

γp
p in F = F 〈X|Z2,#〉. We highlight that this replacement is a graded

endomorphism of F and #-invariant. Since g is obtained from g̃ by suitable replacements

of the variables which are different of those belonging to the set {y0,q1 · · · , y0,qm2}, in which

ρi0 = ρ1 acts, then the #-superpolynomial (ρ1 ⊗ Id2 ⊗ Id3 ⊗ Id4)g also is obtained from

(ρ1 ⊗ Id2 ⊗ Id3 ⊗ Id4)g̃ by the same replacements. In view of

(ρ1 ⊗ Id2 ⊗ Id3 ⊗ Id4)g 6≡ 0

in A and g is obtained from g̃ by suitable replacements of variables, we have

(ρ1 ⊗ Id2 ⊗ Id3 ⊗ Id4)g̃ 6≡ 0

in A. Since g̃ is a multilinear #-superpolynomial, which is sum of #-supermonomials of the

complete degree at leastm2 and at most 2m2+1, necessarily, there exist integers t1, t2, t3, t4 ≥

0 and a #-supermonomial w = w(Xt1 ,Z0,t2 ,Y1,t3,Z1,t4) ∈ P〈t〉(Xt1 ,Z0,t2 ,Y1,t3,Z1,t4), with t =

t1+t2+t3+t4 andXt1 = {y0,q1, · · · , y0,qm2
, ŷ0,m2+1, · · · , ŷ0,t1} ⊂ Y0 such that {ŷ0,m2+1, · · · , ŷ0,t1} ⊆

Y0,t1 \ {y0,q1, · · · , y0,qm2
}, satisfying m2 ≤ t ≤ 2m2 + 1 and

(ρ1 ⊗ Id2 ⊗ Id3 ⊗ Id4)w 6≡ 0

in A. Observe that w can be chosen as one of the monomials of g̃ possibly with renamed

variables. This proves the proposition for the case i0 = 1. The other cases i0 = 2, 3 and 4

are proved in the same way.

Remark 4.2. In the previous proof, the permutation ρ ∈ FSn1⊗· · ·⊗FSm2⊗· · ·⊗FSn4 acts
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on the #-superpolynomial f ∈ P〈n〉 exchanging the n1, · · · , m
2, · · · , n4 variables and fixing

the remaining ones respectively.

Example 4.3. Let m2 = 22, n = 13, n1 = 3, n2 = 7, n3 = 1, n4 = 2 and

f = y0,1z0,1y0,2z0,2z0,3y0,3z0,4z0,5z0,6z0,7y1,1z1,1z1,2

−z0,2y0,2y0,1z0,4y0,3z0,1z0,6z0,3z1,1z0,7z1,2y1,1z0,5 ∈ P〈n〉.

Assume that # is a superinvolution. We aim to determine a #-supermonomial given in

Proposition 4.1 for some #-superalgebra A, and ρ ∈ FS3 ⊗FS7 ⊗FS1 ⊗FS2. Let’s assume

that i0 = 2 then n2 = 7 ≥ 22 = m2, with m = 2, and choose Q = {2, 3, 4, 6}. For example,

let ρ ∈ S3 ⊗ SQ ⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 be the element

ρ = (123)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (12).

Then, ρi0 = ρ2 = (236) acts on the indeterminates {z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6}. Suppose that ρ·f 6≡ 0

in A. Then, we highlight the indeterminates {z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6} in bold for emphasis and

obtain

ρ · f = [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)] · [(123)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)⊗ (12)]f︸ ︷︷ ︸
f̃

= [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)]f̃

= [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)] (y0,2z0,1y0,3z0,2z0,3y0,1z0,4z0,5z0,6z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1

−z0,2y0,3y0,2z0,4y0,1z0,1z0,6z0,3z1,2z0,7z1,1y1,1z0,5) 6≡ 0

in A. Then, for one of the #-supermonomials

u1 = y0,2z0,1y0,3z0,2z0,3y0,1z0,4z0,5z0,6z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1

or

u2 = z0,2y0,3y0,2z0,4y0,1z0,1z0,6z0,3z1,2z0,7z1,1y1,1z0,5

of the #-superpolynomial f̃ , we have that [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1) ⊗ (1)]ui 6≡ 0 in A for i = 0 or

i = 1. Suppose, for example, that [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)]u1 6≡ 0 in A. Therefore, considering

the same notation as in Proposition 4.1, we have g = u1. Now, let’s represent g as follows:

g = w0z0,2w1z0,3w2z0,4w3z0,6w4,
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where

w0 = y0,2z0,1y0,3 ∈ F0, w1 = (the empty word), w2 = y0,1 ∈ F0,

w3 = z0,5 ∈ F0, w4 = z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1 ∈ F1.

The #-supermonomials wp, with p = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, have respective degrees in the Z2-grading

of the free #-superalgebra F = F0 ⊕ F1.

By decomposing each non-empty word wp, for 0 ≤ p ≤ 22, into its symmetric and

antisymmetric parts and then substituting them with new indeterminates, we obtain a mul-

tilinear #-superpolynomial g̃ composed of #-supermonomials of degree 8 (the degree is at

least 4 = 22 and at most 9 = 2(22) + 1). It follows that

g̃ = (y00 + z00)z0,2z0,3(y
0
2 + z02)z0,4(y

0
3 + z03)z0,6(y

1
4 + z14),

and from the fact that

h = [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)]g 6≡ 0

in A, we have that

h̃ = [(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)]g̃ 6≡ 0

in A as well, where ρ2 = (2, 3, 6) acts only in the variables {z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6}. Otherwise (if

h̃ ≡ 0 in A), we would get h ≡ 0 in A since h is obtained from h̃ by the following substitution:

y00 =
y0,2z0,1y0,3 − y0,3z0,1y0,2

2
, z00 =

y0,2z0,1y0,3 + y0,3z0,1y0,2
2

,

y02 = y0,1, z02 = 0, y03 = 0, z03 = z0,5,

y14 =
z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1 + z1,1z1,2y1,1z0,7

2
, z14 =

z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1 − z1,1z1,2y1,1z0,7
2

,

since

w#
0 = (y0,2z0,1y0,3)

# = (y0,3)
#(z0,1)

#(y0,2)
# = y0,3(−z0,1)y0,2 = −y0,3z0,1y0,2,

w#
2 = (y0,1)

# = y0,1, w#
3 = (z0,5)

# = −z0,5,
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and

w#
4 = (z0,7y1,1z1,2z1,1)

# = −(z1,1)
#(z1,2)

#(y1,1)
#(z0,7)

#

= −(−z1,1)(−z1,2)y1,1(−z0,7) = z1,1z1,2y1,1z0,7.

From the fact that h̃ = [(1) ⊗ (236) ⊗ (1) ⊗ (1)]g̃ 6≡ 0 in A, it follows that for one of the

monomials w in g̃, we also have [(1)⊗(236)⊗(1)⊗(1)]w 6≡ 0 in A. Let’s assume, for example,

that

w = y00z0,2z0,3y
0
2z0,4z

0
3z0,6y

1
4

= y0,1z0,2z0,3y0,2z0,4z0,1z0,6y1,1 ∈ P(2,5,1,0)(Y0,2, X2,Y1,1,Z1,0),

considering that y00 = y0,1, y
0
2 = y0,2, z

0
3 = z0,1 /∈ {z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6}, and y14 = y1,1. Here,

using the notation from Proposition 4.1, we have Y0,2 = {y0,1, y0,2}, Y1,1 = {y1,1}, X2 =

{z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6, z0,1} (with ρ2 = (236) acting on the indeterminates {z0,2, z0,3, z0,4, z0,6}),

Z1,0 = ∅ (empty set), t1 = |Y0,2| = 2, t2 = |X2| = 5 ≥ 4 = m2, t3 = |Y1,1| = 1, t4 = |Z1,0| = 0,

and t = t1 + t2 + t3 + t4 = 8 (since 22 = 4 ≤ 8 ≤ 2(2)2 + 1, with m = 2, t = 8). For the

#-supermonomial w, we have that

[(1)⊗ (236)⊗ (1)⊗ (1)]w 6= 0

in A, as stated in Proposition 4.1.

Finally, we are able to prove the main result of this paper. We will write λ ∈ H(d, l) for

some integers d, l ≥ 0 if the corresponding Young diagram Dλ is contained in H(d, l) and

denote Dλ ⊆ H(d, l).

We use also notation 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4) for nonnegative integers di, li ≥ 0,

i = 1, . . . , 4.

Theorem 4.4. (The hook theorem for #-superalgebras) Let A be a #-superalgebra. If A

is a PI-algebra, then there exist integers di, li ≥ 0, with i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that the 〈n〉-

th cocharacter of #-superidentities, χ〈n〉(A), is contained in a quadruple hook H〈d,l〉〈n〉 =

(H(d1, l1),H(d2, l2),H(d3, l3),H(d4, l4)), that is,

χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

〈λ〉∈H〈d,l〉〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉.
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Proof. By hypothesis, A is a PI-algebra. From Corollary 2.3, there exists d̂ ≥ 1 such

that cgrsn (A) ≤ (d̂)n for all n ≥ 1. Consider q = (d̂)3 and an integer m such that e2q +

1 ≤ m ≤ e2q + 2, where e denotes the base of the natural logarithm. Let us prove that,

for any n ≥ 1, the 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter of A is contained in the quadruple square hook

(H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m)).

Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists n ≥ 1, and 〈n〉 = (n1, . . . , n4) with n1+ · · ·+

n4 = n, such that

(11) χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉,

and m〈µ〉 6= 0 for some multipartition 〈µ〉 /∈ (H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m)). Hence,

at least one of the µ′
(i)s of 〈µ〉 = (µ(1), . . . , µ(4)) does not belong to H(m,m). Say Dµ(i0) *

H(m,m), where i0 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Thus, Dµ(i0) contains the square diagram Dνi0
, where

νi0 = (mm) ⊢ m2. We have that µ(i0) ≥ νi0 (Dνi0
⊆ Dµ(i0)). Since m〈µ〉 6= 0 and A is a PI-

algebra, it follows from Proposition 3.7 that there exist a multitableau T〈µ〉, with 〈µ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉,

and a #-superpolynomial f ∈ P〈n〉 such that eT〈µ〉f /∈ Id#2 (A). Once

eT〈µ〉f = (eTµ(1) ⊗ eTµ(2) ⊗ eTµ(3) ⊗ eTµ(4))f /∈ Id#2 (A),

there exists a multilinear #-supermonomial m1 = m1(Y0,n1,Z0,n2 ,Y1,n3,Z1,n4) ∈ P〈n〉 such

that

eT〈µ〉m1 /∈ Id#2 (A) (m1 is one of the monomials of f).

Now, consider a quadruple of permutations 〈σ〉i0 = (Id1, · · · , σi0 , · · · , Id4) ∈ Sn1 × · · · ×

Sni0
× · · · × Sn4 (σi0 ∈ Sni0

) such that in the multitableau 〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉 the tableau σi0Tµ(i0)

has the entries from 1 to m2 in the positions of the square diagram Dνi0
⊆ Dµ(i0). Then

we have the corresponding element e〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉 = 〈σ〉i0eT〈µ〉〈σ〉
−1
i0

of FS〈n〉, where 〈σ〉−1
i0

=

(Id1, · · · , σ
−1
i0
, · · · , Id4). It implies that

〈σ〉−1
i0
e〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉〈σ〉i0m1 = eT〈µ〉m1 /∈ Id#2 (A).

Denoting m′ = 〈σ〉i0m1, we have that 〈σ〉−1
i0
e〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉m

′ /∈ Id#2 (A) and, hence, e〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉m
′ /∈

Id#2 (A). We denote by Tνi0 the standard tableau of the diagram Dνi0
. Using the fact that,

in the multitableau T̃〈µ〉 = 〈σ〉i0T〈µ〉 = (Tµ(1), · · · , σi0Tµ(i0), · · · , Tµ(4)), the tableau σi0Tµ(i0)

contains the numbers 1, 2, · · · , m2, which are the entries of the tableau Tνi0 , by Lemma 3.10,
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there exist a, b ∈ FSni0
such that

eσi0Tµ(i0) = aeTνi0
b.

Thus, the #-superpolynomial

eT̃〈µ〉m
′ = (eTµ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ eσi0Tµ(i0) ⊗ · · · eTµ(4))m

′

= (Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)(eTµ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTνi0
⊗ · · · ⊗ eTµ(4))(Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ b⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)m

′

does not belong to Id#2 (A) and, then, (eTµ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTνi0
⊗ · · · ⊗ eTµ(4))f1 /∈ Id#2 (A), where

f1 = (Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ b⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)m
′ ∈ P〈n〉, because Id

#
2 (A) is a left FS〈n〉-module. It follows

that

(12) (Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTνi0
⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)f2 /∈ Id#2 (A),

where f2 = (eTµ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Idi0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTµ(4))f1 ∈ P〈n〉. Observe that ni0 ≥ m2 and the

element eTνi0
acts in the variables with indexes in the set {1, · · · , m2} of the correspondent

type of the #-superpolynomial f2 (the entries of tableau Tνi0 ). By Proposition 4.1, we may

find integers t1, t2, t3, t4 ≥ 0, with ti0 ≥ m2, t = t1 + t2 + t3 + t4, m
2 ≤ t ≤ 2m2 + 1, and a

multilinear #-supermonomial w = w(Y0,t1,Z0,t2 ,Y1,t3,Z1,t4) ∈ P〈t〉 such that

(13) w̃ = (Id1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eTνi0
⊗ · · · ⊗ Id4)w /∈ Id#2 (A).

Let us consider P〈t〉 as a left (FS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSm2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FS1)-module, where S1 is the

trivial group, requiring that FS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSm2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FS1 acts respectively in the first

t1, · · · , m
2, · · · , t4 variables of the corresponding type and fixes the others if they exist (FS1

acts trivially in tj variables, j 6= i0). Now, let M be the (FS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSm2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FS1)-

submodule of P〈t〉 generated by the element w̃. Therefore, M ⊕ (P〈t〉 ∩ Id#2 (A)) is also an

(FS1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FSm2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ FS1)-submodule of P〈t〉. It follows that

dim(P〈t〉) ≥ dim(M ⊕ P〈t〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A)) = dim(M) + dim(P〈t〉 ∩ Id

#
2 (A)).

By Remark 3.8, the module M is irreducible and, by (13), we have also that M 6⊆ (P〈t〉 ∩
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Id#2 (A)) (in particular, that is why the sum M ⊕ (P〈t〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A)) is direct). It provides also

c〈t〉(A) = dim(P〈t〉/(P〈t〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (A))) ≥ dim(M).(14)

Since dimM = χνi0 (1), where νi0 = (mm) ⊢ m2, and m2 ≥ (e2q + 1)2 > e4q2, it follows

from Lemma 3.9 and (14) that

(15) c〈t〉(A) ≥ dimM = χνi0 (1) > qm
2

.

Hence, from

cgrst (A) =
∑

〈t̃〉

(
t

〈t̃〉

)
c〈t̃〉(A) ≥ c〈t〉(A) > qm

2

= (d̂)3m
2

,

and m2 ≥
t− 1

2
(due to Proposition 4.1 we have t ≤ 2m2 + 1), one has cgrst (A) > (d̂)

3
2
(t−1).

In view of
3

2
(t− 1) > t, for t ≥ m2 ≥ e4 > 3, it follows that

cgrst (A) > (d̂)t.

We obtain a contradiction with Corollary 2.3, since cgrsn (A) ≤ (d̂)n for all n ≥ 1. Therefore, all

multiplicitym〈µ〉 in (11) must be equal to zero if 〈µ〉 /∈ (H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m),H(m,m)),

and the proof of the theorem is concluded.

5 Amitsur’s Theorem

As a consequence of the hook theorem (Theorem 4.4), we also have an analogue of Amit-

sur’s Theorem for the case of PI-superalgebras with superinvolution or graded involution

#, which ensures that any #-PI-superalgebra satisfies #-superidentities which are the pow-

ers of standard polynomials in any type of variables, where the standard polynomial is the

well-known polynomial of the form

Stk(x1, . . . , xk) =
∑

σ∈Sk

(−1)σxσ(1) · · ·xσ(k).

Let us recall the following simple combinatorial fact.
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Lemma 5.1. Let λ̃ = (mk) ⊢ n be the rectangle partition of n = km and T
λ̃
the standard

Young tableau associated to λ̃ of the following form

T
λ̃
=

1 k+1 · · · (m− 1)k + 1
2 k+2 · · · (m− 2)k + 2
...

...
...

...
k 2k · · · mk

.

Consider an ordinary multilinear polynomial f(x1, x2, · · · , xkm) = eT
λ̃
(x1x2 · · ·xkm) ∈ Pkm.

Then, for the polynomial

w(x1, x2, · · · , xk) = f(x1, · · · , xk, x1, · · · , xk, · · · , x1, · · · , xk)

obtained of f identifying variables xk+i = x2k+i = · · · = x(m−1)k+i = xi for any i = 1, · · · , k,

we have

w(x1, x2, · · · , xk) = (m!)kStmk (x1, · · · , xk).

Proof. This lemma is an immediate consequence of the obvious fact that the polynomial f

is symmetric in each set of variables

X1 = {x1, xk+1, . . . , x(m−1)k+1}, . . . , Xk = {xk, x2k, . . . , xmk}.

Corollary 5.2. (Amitsur’s theorem for #-superalgebras) Let F be a field of characteristic

zero and A a superalgebra over F with a superinvolution or a graded involution #. If A is

a PI-algebra, then there exist integers di, li ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, defined by Theorem 4.4, such

that A satisfies the #-superidentities

Stm1
k1

(y0,1, · · · , y0,k1) ≡ 0, Stm2
k2

(z0,1, · · · , z0,k2) ≡ 0,

Stm3
k3

(y1,1, · · · , y1,k3) ≡ 0, Stm4
k4

(z1,1, · · · , z1,k4) ≡ 0,(16)

where ki = di + 1 ≥ 1 and mi = li + 1 ≥ 1.

Proof. Let χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢n

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉 be the 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter of A. By Theorem 4.4, there

exist non-negative integers di, li ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that m〈µ〉 = 0 if

D〈µ〉 6⊆ H〈d,l〉〈n〉 = (H(d1, l1),H(d2, l2),H(d3, l3),H(d4, l4)).
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Taking ki = di + 1, mi = li + 1, and µ(i) = (mki
i ) the rectangle partition of ni = kimi,

let us consider the multidiagram D〈µ〉i = (∅, . . . , Dµ(i), . . . , ∅) of the multipartition 〈µ〉i =

(0, . . . , µ(i), . . . , 0) for any fixed i = 1, 2, 3, 4, where Dµ(j) = ∅ is the empty diagram of the

zero partition µ(j) = (0) (nj = 0 in 〈n〉) for all j 6= i.

We have that Dµ(i) 6⊆ H(di, li) and, consequently, D〈µ〉i
6⊆ H〈d,l〉〈n〉, what implies that

m〈µ〉i
= 0. Let us fix the following #-supermonomials w1 = y0,1 · · · y0,n1, w2 = z0,1 · · · z0,n2 ,

w3 = y1,1 · · · y1,n3 and w4 = z1,1 · · · z1,n4. Consider the standard Young tableau Tµ(i) given by

Lemma 5.1 for each i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Since m〈µ〉i = 0, it follows that

fi = eT〈µ〉iwi = eTµ(i)wi ∈ Id#2 (A).

Observe that the element eT〈µ〉i acts only in the corresponding set of variables, that is, in the

set Y0,n1 for i = 1, Z0,n2 for i = 2, Y1,n3 for i = 3, or Z1,n4 for i = 4. Then, fi depends on the

same set of variables. Let us denote the following ni-tuples (ni = kimi, for i = 1, 2, 3, 4) by

X̃1 = Ym1
0,k1

= (y0,1, · · · , y0,k1, · · · , y0,1, · · · , y0,k1),

repeating the variables of the set X1 = Y0,k1 = {y0,1, · · · , y0,k1} m1 times,

X̃2 = Zm2
0,k2

= (z0,1, · · · , z0,k2 , · · · , z0,1, · · · , z0,k2),

repeating the variables of the set X2 = Z0,k2 = {z0,1, · · · , z0,k2} m2 times,

X̃3 = Ym3
1,k3

= (y1,1, · · · , y1,k3, · · · , y1,1, · · · , y1,k3),

repeating the variables of the set X3 = Y1,k3 = {y1,1, · · · , y1,k3} m3 times and

X̃4 = Zm4
1,k4

= (z1,1, · · · , z1,k4 , · · · , z1,1, · · · , z1,k4),

repeating the variables of the set X4 = Z1,k4 = {z1,1, · · · , z1,k4} m4 times. By Lemma 5.1,

one obtains

fi(X̃i) = fi(Xi, . . . , Xi) = (mi!)
kiStmi

ki
(Xi) ∈ Id#2 (A),

as a result of the corresponding identification of variables of fi. Once char(F ) = 0, it follows

that

Stmi
ki
(Xi) ∈ Id#2 (A)
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for any i = 1, . . . , 4, and the proof of the corollary is concluded.

Notice that the principal value of Corollary 5.2 is the correspondence of the pairs (ki, mi)

in (16) with the parameters (di, li) given by Theorem 4.4 for i = 1, . . . , 4. The fact that

a #-PI-superalgebra satisfies 4 identities of the form (16) for some integers ki, mi ≥ 1 is

a simple consequence of classic Amitsur’s Theorem for ordinary identities ([3]; Theorem

4.5.4 in [19]). Since any PI-algebra satisfies an ordinary identity Stmk (x1, . . . , xk) ≡ 0,

then any #-PI-superalgebra A satisfies also 4 identities Stmk (Y0,k) ≡ 0, Stmk (Z0,k) ≡ 0,

Stmk (Y1,k) ≡ 0, Stmk (Z1,k) ≡ 0 for k1 = k2 = k3 = k4 = k, and m1 = m2 = m3 = m4 = m

(evaluating Xk = {x1, . . . , xk} = Y0,k, Xk = Z0,k, Xk = Y1,k, and Xk = Z1,k, respectively).

But the parameters (di, li) given by Theorem 4.4 for any particular i = 1, . . . , 4 can be

essentially less than the pair (k,m), defined by the minimal ordinary identity of A of the

form Stmk (x1, . . . , xk) ≡ 0. It is an interesting question what is the real correspondence

between pairs (ki, li) for i = 1, . . . , 4 in Corollary 5.2 and the minimal pairs (k,m), defined

by the ordinary identities for a given #-PI-superalgebra A.

For example, Giambruno, Ioppolo and Martino have found in [14] the minimal degrees of

the corresponding standard #-superidentities of the full matrix superalgebra Mk,k(F ) over

F of the order 2k endowed with the elementary Z2-grading, defined by the 2k-tuple (0k, 1k),

and transpose superinvolution trp. They have proved that (Mk,k(F ), trp) satisfies the #-

superidentities St2k(y0,1, . . . , y0,2k) ≡ 0, St2k(z0,1, . . . , z0,2k) ≡ 0, St2k(y1,1, . . . , y1,2k) ≡ 0,

St2k(z1,1, . . . , z1,2k) ≡ 0. And these are the standard #-superidentities of the minimal degrees

for (Mk,k(F ), trp), i.e., in terms of Corollary 5.2, we have k1 = k2 = k3 = k4 = 2k, mi = 0

for all i = 1, . . . , 4.

It is worth to mention that the minimal degree of the ordinary standard identity of

Mk,k(F ) is 4k ([4, 10, 11, 19]), and much greater than 2k. Also the hook of ordinary identities

of Mk,k(F ) is H(4k2, 0) (d = 4k2, l = 0) (see [19, 27]). Unfortunately, the parameters of the

quadruple hook H(d,l) for #-superidentities of Mk,k(F ) are unknown, although we can prove

that l1 = l2 = l3 = l4 = 0 also.

6 Examples

The following examples exhibit both the decomposition of the 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter of

the considered algebras and the existence of the quadruple hook provided by Theorem 4.4

for the 2-generated Grassmann algebra G and the infinitely generated Grassmann algebra E

with the canonical Z2-grading and some superinvolutions.
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Example 6.1. Consider G = 〈e1, e2 | e1e2 = −e1e2, e
2
1 = 0, e22 = 0〉F = spanF{e1, e2, e1e2}

the 2-generated non-unitary Grassmann algebra over a field F of characteristic zero (dimG =

3), with the canonical Z2-gradingG = G0⊕G1, whereG0 = spanF{e1e2},G1 = spanF{e1, e2}.

Take the superinvolution # of G defined by e#i = −ei, i = 1, 2 or

(α1e1 + α2e2 + α3e1e2)
# = −α1e1 − α2e2 + α3e1e2, αi ∈ F.

G can be decomposed as follows:

G = G+
0 ⊕G−

0 ⊕G+
1 ⊕G−

1 ,

where G+
0 = G0, G

−
0 = {0}, G+

1 = {0} and G−
1 = G1. G is also a PI-algebra, since it is

nilpotent of degree 3.

One can directly check that all the #-superidentities of G are consequences of the #-

superidentities

(17) y1,1 ≡ 0, z0,1 ≡ 0, y0,1y0,2 ≡ 0, z1,1y0,1 ≡ 0, y0,1z1,1 ≡ 0, z1,1z1,2 + z1,2z1,1 ≡ 0.

In particular, these #-superidentities imply z1,iz1,j ∈ (F)+0 , and, thus, the ordinary nilpo-

tency of degree 3 of G is also a consequence of (17). Note that G does not satisfies y0,1 ≡ 0,

z1,1 ≡ 0, z1,1z1,2 ≡ 0, [z1,1z1,2] = z1,1z1,2 − z1,1z1,2 ≡ 0. The description of 〈n〉-th #-

cocharacters of G immediately follows from #-superidentities (17).

• χ〈n〉(G) = 0, c〈n〉(G) = 0, P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (G) = P〈n〉

for all 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4), with n = n1 + n2 + n3 + n4 ≥ 3 or n2 + n3 > 0;

• χ〈n〉(G) = 0, c〈n〉(G) = 0, P〈n〉 ∩ Id
#
2 (G) = P〈n〉

if 〈n〉 = (2, 0, 0, 0) or 〈n〉 = (1, 0, 0, 1);

• χ(1,0,0,0)(G) = χ
( ,∅,∅,∅)

⊆ (H(1, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0)),

c(1,0,0,0)(G) = 1, P(1,0,0,0) = spanF{y0,1}, P(1,0,0,0) ∩ Id
#
2 (G) = {0};

• χ(0,0,0,1)(G) = χ
(∅,∅,∅, )

⊆ (H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(1, 0)),

c(0,0,0,1)(G) = 1, P(0,0,0,1) = spanF{z1,1}, P(0,0,0,1) ∩ Id
#
2 (G) = {0};

• χ(0,0,0,2)(G) = χ
(∅,∅,∅, )

,

c(0,0,0,2)(G) = 1, P(0,0,0,2) ∩ Id
#
2 (G) = spanF{z1,1z1,2 + z1,2z1,1}.
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We observe that it is possible to choose either χ(0,0,0,2)(G) ⊆ (H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 1)),

or χ(0,0,0,2)(G) ⊆ (H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(2, 0)).

In short, we have, for all 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4)

χ〈n〉(G) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉
〈λ〉∈H〈d,l〉〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉,

where H〈d,l〉〈n〉 = (H(1, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 1)), i.e. 〈d, l〉 = (1, 0; 0, 0; 0, 0; 0, 1), or we

also can assumeH〈d,l〉〈n〉 = (H(1, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(2, 0)), i.e. 〈d, l〉 = (1, 0; 0, 0; 0, 0; 2, 0).

Example 6.2. Let E = 〈1, e1, e2, · · · | eiej = −ejei, ∀ i, j ≥ 1〉F be the infinite-dimensional

unitary Grassmann algebra over a field F of characteristic zero with its canonical grading

E = E0 ⊕ E1, where E0 is the space generated by monomials in the ei’s of even length and

E1 is the space generated by monomials in the ei’s of odd length. Consider # : E → E

the superinvolution given by e#i = −ei (see [1]). Since char(F ) = 0, E can be decomposed

as E = E+
0 ⊕ E−

0 ⊕ E+
1 ⊕ E−

1 , where E
+
i is the space formed by all elements gi ∈ Ei such

that g#i = gi for i = 0, 1 and E−
j is formed by elements gj ∈ Ej satisfying g#j = −gj for

j = 0, 1. Then E+
0 = E0, E

−
0 = {0}, E+

1 = {0}, and E−
1 = E1. Therefore, E satisfies

the #-superidentities z0,1 = 0 and y1,1 = 0 and, moreover, with this structure, one can

adapt the results of [16] to determine the set of other #-superidentities of E and describe

the decomposition of the #-cocharacter. Specifically, the results of [16] imply that, assuming

n2 = n3 = 0 and fixing n1 + n4 = n ≥ 1, we have

χ〈n〉(E) = χ((n1),∅,∅,(1n4 )) = χ(n1) ⊗ χ∅ ⊗ χ∅ ⊗ χ(1n4 )

which is contained in the quadruple hook

(H(1, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 0),H(0, 1)),

χ〈n〉(E) = 0 and c〈n〉(E) = 0 for all 〈n〉 = (n1, n2, n3, n4) with n2 ≥ 1 or n3 ≥ 1, and

Id#2 (E) = 〈[y0,1, y0,2], [y0,1, z1,2], z1,1z1,2 + z1,2z1,1, z0,1, y1,1〉T#
2
.

Furthermore, c〈n〉(E) = 1 by the first part of the proof of Proposition 3 in [16].
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7 Polynomials of Amitsur for #-Superalgebras

Let A be a #-superalgebra. If A is a PI-algebra, we know from Theorem 4.4 that

there exist integers di, li ≥ 0, with i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that the 〈n〉-th cocharacter of #-

superidentities of A, χ〈n〉(A), is contained in a quadruple hook

H〈d,l〉 = (H(d1, l1),H(d2, l2),H(d3, l3),H(d4, l4)),

where 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4).

Fix some integers di, li ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Consider 〈λ̂〉 = (λ̂(1), λ̂(2), λ̂(3), λ̂(4)) ⊢

〈k〉 = (k1, k2, k3, k4), where λ̂(i) = (li+1)di+1 is the rectangle partition of ki = (li+1)(di+1),

i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Also let us consider the element E〈λ̂〉 = Eλ̂(1) ⊗ Eλ̂(2) ⊗ Eλ̂(3) ⊗ Eλ̂(4) ∈ FS〈k〉,

where

Eλ̂(i) =
∑

σi∈Ski

χλ̂(i)(σi)σi ∈ FSki, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Let us recall that the element Eλ̂(i) is an essential central idempotent of FSki, and Iλ̂(i) =

FSkiEλ̂(i) is the minimal two-sided ideal of FSki corresponding to the Young diagram of the

shape λ̂(i) (see, for instance, [19, 24]), for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Then by Proposition 3.5, the element E〈λ̂〉 also is the essential central idempotent of FS〈k〉

and FS〈k〉E〈λ̂〉 is the minimal two-sided ideal of FS〈k〉, which corresponds to the multipartition

〈λ̂〉 ⊢ 〈k〉.

Let us consider the collection of #-superpolynomials of Amitsur of rank

〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4) defined by:

E1,(d1,l1) = Am(d1,l1)(y0,1, · · · , y0,k1; x̄〈k1+1〉) =
∑

σ∈Sk1

χλ̂(1)(σ)x1y0,σ(1)x2 · · ·xk1y0,σ(k1)xk1+1,

E2,(d2,l2) = Am(d2,l2)(z0,1, · · · , z0,k2 ; x̄〈k2+1〉) =
∑

σ∈Sk2

χλ̂(2)(σ)x1z0,σ(1)x2 · · ·xk2z0,σ(k2)xk2+1,

E3,(d3,l3) = Am(d3,l3)(y1,1, · · · , y1,k3; x̄〈k3+1〉) =
∑

σ∈Sk3

χλ̂(3)(σ)x1y1,σ(1)x2 · · ·xk3y1,σ(k3)xk3+1,

E4,(d4,l4) = Am(d4,l4)(z1,1, · · · , z1,k4 ; x̄〈k4+1〉) =
∑

σ∈Sk4

χλ̂(4)(σ)x1z1,σ(1)x2 · · ·xk4z1,σ(k4)xk4+1,

for all xj ∈ {y0,k1+j, z0,k2+j, y1,k3+j, z1,k4+j , 1}, j = 1, . . . , k̂ + 1, k̂ = max
i=1,...,4

ki,(18)

x̄〈s〉 = (x1, · · · , xs), s = ki + 1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4,

30



and Am(d,l)(a1, ..., ak; b1, ..., bk+1) =
∑

σ∈Sk

χλ̂(σ)b1aσ(1)b2...bkaσ(k)bk+1

is the classical Amitsur polynomial, which corresponds to the partition λ̂ = (l + 1)d+1 ⊢ k

with k = (l+1)(d+1) (see [5, 19]). We also call the variables in Y0 for the #-superpolynomial

E1,(d1,l1); the variables in Z0 for the #-superpolynomial E2,(d2,l2); the variables in Y1 for the

#-superpolynomial E3,(d3,l3); and the variables in Z1 for the #-superpolynomial E4,(d4,l4) by

special variables.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a superalgebra with a superinvolution or a graded involution #.

We say that A satisfies Amitsur #-superidentity of rank 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4),

where di, li ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, if A satisfies the collection of all #-superidentities of the form

Ei,(di,li) ≡ 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, as defined in (18), and the variables xj can be replaced in

all possible ways by the elements of the set {y0,k1+j, z0,k2+j , y1,k3+j , z1,k4+j, 1}, j = 1, . . . , k̂ +

1, k̂ = maxi=1,...,4 ki (we assume that the variable xj is omitted if the choice xj = 1 is made).

In this case, we say that A satisfies E〈d,l〉 (E〈d,l〉 ⊆ Id#2 (A)).

Observe that E〈d,l〉 are analogues of the classic Amitsur polynomial Am(d,l) defined in [5]

(see also Theorem 4.7.2 in [19]) for #-superidentities. Note also that in the classic case of

ordinary identities, any Capelli polynomial Capk is the partial case of the Amitsur polynomial

Am(k,0) when l = 0.

The following theorem presents the translation of the hook theorem (Theorem 4.4) on the

language of #-superpolynomials for the case of #-superidentities and generalizes the classic

theorem about Amitsur polynomials ([5]) in a natural way for #-superidentities.

Theorem 7.2. Let A be a superalgebra with a superinvolution or a graded involution #,

χ〈n〉(A) =
∑

〈λ〉⊢〈n〉

m〈λ〉χ〈λ〉 its 〈n〉-th #-cocharacter. If A is a PI-algebra, then A satisfies

E〈d,l〉 (the Amitsur #-superidentity of rank 〈d, l〉) for some 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4)

if, and only if, m〈λ〉 = 0 whenever 〈λ〉 /∈ H〈d,l〉.

Proof. Firstly, suppose that A satisfies E〈d,l〉 (the Amitsur #-superidentity of rank 〈d, l〉)

for some 〈d, l〉, with di, li ≥ 0, for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. By contradiction, assume that there exists

a multipartition (λ(1), λ(2), λ(3), λ(4)) = 〈λ〉 ⊢ 〈n〉, where n = n1 + n2 + n3 + n4 with

ni ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that m〈λ〉 6= 0 and 〈λ〉 /∈ H〈d,l〉. By Proposition 3.7, there exist

a multilinear #-superpolynomial f = f(Y0,n1,Z0,n2 ,Y1,n3,Z1,n4) ∈ P〈n〉 and a multitableau

T〈λ〉 of the shape 〈λ〉 such that eT〈λ〉f /∈ Id#2 (A). Also, there exists i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} such that

λ(i) ⊢ ni satisfies λ(i) /∈ H(di, li), where ni ≥ (di + 1)(li + 1). Without loss of generality, we
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may assume that i = 1. Therefore,

eTλ(1) · w1y0,i1w2 · · · y0,in1
wn1+1 /∈ Id#2 (A),

where the essential idempotent eTλ(1) ∈ FSn1 acts in the variables Y0,n1, the indices i1, ..., in1

are the entries of the Young tableau Tλ(1) and wj’s are the monomials, possibly empty, in vari-

ables X \ Y0 such that w1y0,i1w2 · · · y0,in1
wn1+1 is a multilinear #-supermonomial, obtained

following the same arguments contained in the proof of Proposition 4.1, choosing correspond-

ing monomials of considered #-superpolynomials, considering the left FS〈n〉-module struc-

ture of Id#2 (A), using the structure and applying the properties of the element eT〈λ〉 ∈ FS〈n〉,

separating the multiplier eTλ(1) , and regrouping indeterminates.

Since λ(1) /∈ H(d1, l1), λ(1) contains the rectangle λ̂(1) = (l1+1)d1+1 ⊢ (l1+1)(d1+1) = k1

and let Tλ̂(1) be the corresponding subtableau of Tλ(1). This means that Dλ(1) ⊇ Dλ̂(1).

After renaming the variables, we may clearly assume that Tλ̂(1) is filled up with the integers

1, . . . , k1.

Then we decompose CTλ(1) ⊆ Sn1 into the union of the right cosets of its subgroup CT
λ̂(1)

,

and RTλ(1) ⊆ Sn1 into the union of the left cosets of RT
λ̂(1)
. It follows from Lemma 3.10 that

eTλ(1) = αeT
λ̂(1)
β for some α, β ∈ FSn1 and, consequently, eTλ(1) · w1y0,i1w2 · · · y0,in1

wn1+1 is a

linear combination of #-superpolynomials of the type

α
∑

σ∈RT
λ̂(1)

τ∈CT
λ̂(1)

(sgn τ)ŵ1y0,στψ(1)ŵ2 · · · ŵk1y0,στψ(k1)ŵk1+1,

where ŵ1, . . . , ŵk1+1 are (eventually trivial) #-supermonomials in the remaining variables in

the set (X \ Y0,n1) ∪ {y0,ψ(k1+1), . . . , y0,ψ(n1)}, ψ ∈ Sn1 and the tableau Tλ̂1 is filled up with

the integers {ψ(1), . . . , ψ(k1)}. Moreover, at least one of the #-superpolynomials

∑

σ∈RT
λ̂(1)

τ∈CT
λ̂(1)

(sgn τ)ŵ1y0,στψ(1)ŵ2 · · · ŵk1y0,στψ(k1)ŵk1+1,

is not a #-superidentity of A. By multiplying on the left by ψ−1, we deduce that

ψ−1
∑

σ∈RT
λ̂(1)

τ∈CT
λ̂(1)

(sgn τ)ŵ1y0,στψ(1)ŵ2 · · · ŵk1y0,στψ(k1)ŵk1+1
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= (ψ−1eT
λ̂(1)
ψ)(w̄1y0,1w̄2 · · · w̄k1y0,k1w̄k1+1) /∈ Id#2 (A),(19)

because Id#2 (A) is a left FS〈n〉-module and particularly, is a left FSn1-module, where w̄j

in (19) are multilinear #-supermonomials, obtained by renaming (by ψ−1) the variables

{y0,ψ(k1+1), . . . , y0,ψ(n1)} of ŵj into the variables {y0,k1+1, . . . , y0,n1}, respectively.

Recalling that the element Eλ̂(1) ∈ FSk1 generates Iλ̂(1) as a left ideal (see, for example,

Proposition 2.2.2, p. 47, in [19]). Observe that the tableau ψ−1Tλ̂(1) is filled up with the

integers {1, . . . , k1}. Hence, we have ψ
−1eT

λ̂(1)
ψ = eψ−1T

λ̂(1)
= b ∈ FSk1. Since b is an essential

idempotent of FSk1 corresponding to λ̂(1), it follows that b ∈ Iλ̂(1). Therefore, there exists

an element a =
∑

ρ∈Sk1
γρρ ∈ FSk1 such that aEλ̂(1) = b. Hence, (19) implies

b · (w̄1y0,1w̄2 · · · w̄k1y0,k1w̄k1+1) = a Eλ̂(1) · (w̄1y0,1w̄2 · · · w̄k1y0,k1w̄k1+1) /∈ Id#2 (A).

Thus, we have

Eλ̂(1) · (w̄1y0,1w̄2 · · · w̄k1y0,k1w̄k1+1) /∈ Id#2 (A),(20)

since Id#2 (A) is a left FSn1-module and k1 ≤ n1. Note that the element Eλ̂(1) ∈ FSk1 acts

on variables y0,1, . . . , y0,k1.

Once w̄′
js are multilinear #-supermonomials in the variables belonging to the set (X \

Y0,n1) ∪ {y0,k1+1, . . . , y0,n1}, we have that w̄′
js are Z2-homogeneous, and denote deg w̄j =

γj ∈ {0, 1}. When we evaluate the variables of a #-supermonomial w̄j in the elements of

A+
0 ∪A−

0 ∪A+
1 ∪A−

1 , we obtain an evaluation w̃j of w̄j such that w̃j is also Z2-homogeneous

element with deg w̃j = deg w̄j = γj, for all j = 1, 2, · · · , k1 + 1. Besides that, we may

decompose w̃j in w̃j = ũ
γj
j + ṽ

γj
j , where ũ

γj
j ∈ A+

γj
and ṽ

γj
j ∈ A−

γj
are the symmetric and

skew parts of w̃j, respectively. Replacing in (20) the nonempty #-supermonomials w̄j by

yγj ,k1+j + zγj ,k1+j, for j = 1, 2, · · · , k1 + 1, we obtain a new #-superpolynomial of the form

Eλ̂(1)

[
(yγ1,k1+1 + zγ1,k1+1)y0,1(yγ2,k1+2 + zγ2,k1+2)y0,2 · · · y0,k1(yγk1+1,2k1+1 + zγk1+1,2k1+1)

]
.(21)

Notice that some sums of variables yγj ,k1+j + zγj ,k1+j can be absent in this product, if the

corresponding #-supermonomial w̄j in (20) is empty. It is clear that the #-superpolynomial

(20) is obtained from (21) by the replacement yγj ,k1+j = ū
γj
j and zγj ,k1+j = v̄

γj
j in F , where

ū
γj
j and v̄

γj
j are the symmetric and skew parts of w̄j respectively (see more details in the proof

of Proposition 4.1). This replacement is a graded endomorphism of the free #-superalgebra
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F commuting with #. Hence, (21) is also not a #-superidentity of A. Therefore, we may

conclude that, for some variables xj ∈ {y0,k1+j , z0,k1+j , y1,k1+j, z1,k1+j, 1} for j = 1, 2, · · · , k1+

1, one has

Eλ̂(1)(x1y0,1x2 · · ·xk1y0,k1xk1+1) 6≡ 0

in A. Since Eλ̂(1) =
∑

σ∈Sk1
χλ̂(1)(σ)σ and

Eλ̂(1)(x1y0,1x2 · · ·xk1y0,k1xk1+1) = E1,(d1,l1)(y0,1, . . . , y0,k1; x1, . . . , xk1+1),

we obtain

E1,(d1,l1)(y0,1, . . . , y0,k1; x1, . . . , xk1+1) =
∑

σ∈Sk1

χλ̂(1)(σ)x1y0,σ(1) · · · y0,σ(k1)xk1+1 /∈ Id#2 (A).

This contradicts the hypothesis and proves the first part of the result.

Conversely, suppose that m〈λ〉 = 0 in χ〈n〉(A) whenever 〈λ〉 /∈ H〈d,l〉. Consider 〈λ̂〉 =

(λ̂(1), λ̂(2), λ̂(3), λ̂(4)) ⊢ 〈k〉 = (k1, k2, k3, k4), where λ̂(i) = ((li+1)di+1) ⊢ ki = (li+1)(di+1)

for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Let us fix any i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and consider for this i the #-superpolynomial

Ei,(di,li) for any possible evaluation of variables x1, . . . , xki+1 defined in (18). Let 〈t〉i =

(ti,1, ti,2, ti,3, ti,4) be the multidegree of Ei,(di,li), where ti,1 = degY0Ei,(di,li), ti,2 = degZ0Ei,(di,li),

ti,3 = degY1Ei,(di,li), ti,4 = degZ1Ei,(di,li), and the degree of Ei,(di,li) in its special variables is

ti,i ≥ ki. We have that the space P〈t〉i of all multilinear #-superpolynomials of multidegree

〈t〉i is a left FS〈t〉i -module, and particularly, P〈t〉i is a left FSti,i-module if we consider only

the action in the special variables of Ei,(di,li).

It is well known (see, for example, [19, 23]), that FSkiEλ̂(i) = Iλ̂(i) is a minimal two-sided

ideal of FSki with the character dλ̂(i)χλ̂(i), where Eλ̂(i) =
∑

σi∈Ski

χλ̂(i)(σi)σi ∈ FSki. Recall that

Ei,(di,li)(aγ,1, . . . , aγ,ki; x1, . . . , xki+1) = Eλ̂(i)(x1aγ,1x2 · · ·xkiaγ,kixki+1)

for any possible choice of xj , where aγ,j = yγ,j if i = 1, 3 or aγ,j = zγ,j if i = 2, 4, and γ = 0

if i = 1, 2 or γ = 1 if i = 3, 4. Then Mi = FSti,iEi,(di,li) = FSti,iEλ̂(i)w is an FSti,i-submodule

of P〈t〉i , where FSti,i acts only in the special variables of Ei,(di,li), and w is some multilinear

#-supermonomial of degree ti,i ≥ ki in the special variables. By the branching rule of the
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symmetric group, FSti,i-character of Mi is

χ̃(i) = χ(FSti,iEi,(di,li)) =
∑

µi⊢ti,i

µi≥λ̂(i)

m̃µiχµi

for some multiplicities m̃µi . Then by the natural properties of the tensor product of repre-

sentations of groups the #-character of the left FS〈t〉i -module FS〈t〉iEi,(di,li) is equal to

χ̃(1)⊗ · · · ⊗ χ̃(4) = χ(FSti,1Ei,(di,li))⊗ · · · ⊗ χ(FSti,4Ei,(di,li)) =


∑

θ1⊢ti,1

m̃θ1χθ1


⊗ · · · ⊗



∑

µi⊢ti,i

µi≥λ̂(i)

m̃µiχµi


⊗ · · · ⊗


∑

θ4⊢ti,4

m̃θ4χθ4


 =

∑

j 6=i

∑

θj⊢ti,j

∑

µi⊢ti,i

µi≥λ̂(i)

(m̃θ1 · · · m̃µi · · · m̃θ4) χ(θ1,...,µi,...,θ4),

where χ(θ1,...,µi,...,θ4) = χθ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ χµi ⊗ · · · ⊗ χθ4 .

Since the diagramsDµi contain the diagramDλ̂(i) for each partition µi ⊢ ti,i such that µi ≥

λ̂(i), this implies that the multipartition 〈µ̂〉 = (θ1, . . . , µi, . . . , θ4) /∈ H(d1, l1; d2, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4)

for all θj ⊢ ti,j, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} \ {i}. By Lemma 3.4, we have that

FS〈t〉iEi,(di,li) ⊆
⊕

〈µ̂〉⊢〈t〉i
µ̂/∈H〈d,l〉


 ∑

T〈µ̂〉∈ST〈µ̂〉

∑

f∈P〈t〉i

FS〈t〉ieT〈µ̂〉
f


 .

By hypothesis, m〈µ̂〉 = 0 in the 〈t〉i-th #-cocharacter of A for all µ̂ /∈ H〈d,l〉. It follows from

Proposition 3.7 that eT〈µ̂〉
f ∈ Id#2 (A), for all f ∈ P〈t〉i, standard multitableaux T〈µ̂〉 of the

shape µ̂ ⊢ 〈t〉i, such that µ̂ /∈ H〈d,l〉. Thus, FS〈t〉iEi,(di,li) ⊆ P〈t〉i ∩ Id#
2 (A) and, consequently,

Ei,(di,li) ≡ 0 is a #-superidentity of A for any i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and for all possible evaluations of

variables x1, · · · , xki+1 defined in (18).

Theorem 4.4 jointly with Theorem 7.2 immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 7.3. Any #-PI-superalgebra over a field of characteristic zero satisfies an Amitsur

#-superidentity E〈d,l〉 of some rank 〈d, l〉 = (d1, l1; d1, l2; d3, l3; d4, l4).
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