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ABSTRACT

The Macdonald finite-difference Hamiltonian is lifted to a super-generalization. In addition to canonical bosonic

time variables pk new Grassmann time variables θk are introduced, and the Hamiltonian is represented as a differential

operator acting on a space of functions of both types of variables pk and θk. Eigenfunctions for this Hamiltonian

are a suitable generalization of Macdonald polynomials to super-Macdonald polynomials discussed earlier in the

literature. Peculiarities of the construction in comparison to the canonical bosonic case are discussed.

1 Introduction

The extension of Macdonald polynomials [1] to the super-case [2,3] and [4,5] appears to be applicable

to studies of super-Yangians like Y (ĝl1,1) [6–8] and their super-DIM generalizations [5,9,10]. Surely,

a modification (introduction of Grassmann variables) of the original Macdonald construction sheds

some light on peculiarities of the original construction itself: we might try to question whether

an appearance of algebraic and combinatorial structures accompanying Macdonald polynomials is

accidental and may be naturally extended to other similar constructions.

In approaches used in [2, 4, 5] the super-generalization was based on a variety of intuitive ar-

guments. among which the major role was played by a generalization of Cauchy formulas and

triangularity property. This is the old idea behind the definition of the far more general Kerov

functions [11–14], where Macdonalds are distinguished by the independence of the ordering of

Young diagrams – which makes triangularity a well-defined notion.

However, the most conventional approach defines Macdonald polynomials as eigenfunctions of

Ruijsenaars Hamiltonians [15–17]. In this paper we also exploit this idea and construct a set of

commuting super-Hamiltonians whose eigenfunctions turn out to coincide with canonically defined
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super-Macdonald polynomials. We discuss special properties of these Hamiltonians that are relevant

for the representation theories of infinite dimensional algebras – such as Yangians [18–22] and

DIM [23–28] algebras where these operators play a role of Cartan generators. Super-Hamiltonian

approach to super-Macdonald polynomials was also considered in [3, 29]. Another approach to

Macdonald polynomials recently discussed in [30].

The paper consists of three parts.

Section 2 is a brief reminder of the well-known Hamiltonians for Schur polynomials and a

discussion of the "sum over boxes" property for eigenvalues and its connection to Pierri rules. In

Sections 3 and 4 we provide basic facts about super-Schur and Macdonald cases. Section 5 is

devoted to super-generalizations of Macdonald Hamiltonians – the main part of this paper. Section

6 contains a short conclusion and discussion of the future problems.

2 Hamiltonians for Schur polynomials

2.1 The simplest Hamiltonians

The grading (dilatation) operator is the simplest Hamiltonian for Schur polynomials:

Ĝ =
∞∑

k=1

k pk
∂

∂pk
(1)

Its eigenvalues count the number of boxes in the Young diagram:

Ĝ Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
· Sλ = |λ| · Sλ (2)

there is a whole tower of W -operators starting with the cut-and-join operator [31, 32]:

Ŵ =
1

2

∞∑

a,b=1

(
ab · pa+b

∂2

∂pa∂pb
+ (a+ b) · papb

∂

∂pa+b

)
(3)

with the eigenvalues κλ:

Ŵ Sλ = κλ · Sλ κλ =
∑

∈λ

(j − i ) (4)

Note that the eigenvalues are given by the sum over boxes in the Young diagram. We denote

by i2 and j2 the vertical and horizontal coordinates respectively of a box 2 in the Young diagram.

Grading operators are represented as sums of units over the boxes, and higher Hamiltonians are

sums of coordinate dependent functions like ω . “Sum over boxes” property of Hamiltonians will

be important in construction of higher Hamiltonians.

Another relevant for us property of Schur polynomials is the Pierri rules:

p1 · Sλ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

Sλ+ (5)

∂

∂p1
· Sλ =

∑

∈Rem(λ)

Sλ− (6)
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(a) λ (b) Add(λ) (c) Rem(λ)

Figure 1: Sets Add(⋆) and Rem(⋆).

We denote by Add(λ) a subset of border places in diagram λ such that one can add a box to that

place and the resulting diagram remains a Young diagram. Rem(λ) is the set of boxes in diagram λ

that one can remove and the resulting diagram remains a Young diagram. An explanatory picture

is presented on Fig.1.

2.2 Higher Hamiltonians

By combining two properties – the sum over boxes in eigenvalues (4) and Pierri rules (5), (6) – we

could construct a set of nontrivial commuting operators - Hamiltonians for Schur polynomials. At

the first step we define the following operators, that generalize the Pierri rule:

Ê0 := p1 (7)

Ê1 :=
[
Ŵ , Ê0

]
=

∞∑

a=1

a pa+1
∂

∂pa
(8)

. . . (9)

Êk :=
[
Ŵ , Êk−1

]
(10)

All these operators add one box to the Young diagram yet with different coefficients:

Êk Sλ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

(ω )k · Sλ+ (11)

where we simplify the notation by introducing ω2 := j2 − i2. The above formula could be derived

easily step by step in k. We demonstrate explicitly only the first step:

Ê1 Sλ =
[
Ŵ , Ê0

]
Sλ = Ŵ


 ∑

∈Add(λ)

Sλ+


− Ê0

(
κλ · Sλ

)
=

=
∑

∈Add(λ)

κλ+ · Sλ+ − κλ ·
∑

∈Add(λ)

Sλ+ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

(κλ+ − κλ) · Sλ+ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

ω · Sλ+

(12)

In the same way we define box-removing operators:

F̂0 :=
∂

∂p1
(13)

F̂1 := −
[
Ŵ , F̂0

]
=

∞∑

a=1

(a+ 1) pa
∂

∂pa+1
(14)

. . . (15)

F̂k := −
[
Ŵ , F̂k−1

]
(16)
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Operators Fk generalize the second Pierri rule (6):

F̂k Sλ =
∑

∈Rem(λ)

(ω )k · Sλ− (17)

On the second step we commute operators Ek and Fk in order to obtain Hamiltonians:

Ĥa+b :=
[
Êa, F̂b

]
(18)

There are two nontrivial consequences:

• operators
[
Êa, F̂b

]
depend only on the sum a+ b

• operators Ĥk commute [
Ĥk, Ĥl

]
= 0 (19)

The above properties follow directly from relations (11) and (17). One could easily prove both

properties by showing that Schur polynomials are eigenfunctions of
[
Êa, F̂b

]
:

[
Êa, F̂b

]
Sλ =


 ∑

∈Rem(λ)

(ω )a+b −
∑

∈Add(λ)

(ω )a+b


 · Sλ+

+
∑

∈Rem(λ)
∈Add(λ)

(
(ω )a(ω )bSλ− + − (ω )b(ω )aSλ+ −

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

(20)

For demonstrative purposes we colored the pieces into blue and red colors, if they correspond

to contributions of Êa and F̂a respectively.

The first part of the above relation represents the case when Fb removes box 2 from λ, and

then Ea adds the same (already removed) box 2 to its place thus the resulting diagram remains λ

as it was in the beginning. The second part is the same as the first part with the difference that

Ea add a box to the λ and Fb removes it. Therefore, the first and the second parts contribute to

the diagonal part of the operator
[
Êa, F̂b

]
.

In contrast, the third and the fourth parts contribute to the off-diagonal part of the operator.

In these cases a box is added to the diagram λ and the other box is removed from the other place

of the diagram. In the formula we emphasized 2 ∈ Rem(λ) and 2 ∈ Add(λ) meaning 2 6= 2. In

particular, adding and removing different boxes is a commutative operation, therefore:

λ−2+2 = λ+2−2, ∀λ 6= ∅,2 (21)

In general situation cancellation of off-diagonal terms provided by the following condition:

[
Ê0, F̂0

]
= diagonal operator (22)

In this particular case
[
p1,

∂
∂p1

]
= 1. On the other hand we have unit coefficients in Pierri rules (5)

and (6), this fact directly explains absence of off-diagonal terms.

The above relation explains mutual cancellation of the third and fourth part of (20). Finally,

there is the only diagonal part that depends solely on the sum of indices a+b, thus Schur polynomials

are the common eigenfunctions, and Hk all commute.
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The subalgebra of Hamiltonians closes due to the following relations:

Ĥ3 = −6 · Ŵ (23)

Ĥ2 = −2 · Ĝ (24)

that is provided by the peculiar properties of eigenvalues and Young diagrams:

∑

∈Rem(λ)

(ω )3 −
∑

∈Add(λ)

(ω )3 = −6 ·
∑

∈λ

ω (25)

∑

∈Rem(λ)

(ω )2 −
∑

∈Add(λ)

(ω )2 = −2 ·
∑

∈λ

1 (26)

that are valid for any Young diagram λ.

One of the main observations in this paper: the above construction of a commuting system

of Hamiltonians can be applied to another family of polynomials that is enumerated by other

diagrams. The minimum piece of data that we need:

• an operator that adds boxes to the diagrams (analog of (5));

• an operator that removes boxes from the diagrams (analog of (6));

• a Hamiltonian, whose eigenvalues are given by the sum over boxes (analog of (4)).

2.3 Additional properties

At the end of this section we would like to mention two intriguing properties of Schur Hamiltonians:

1. Operators Ĝ and Ŵ can be considered as the first two non-trivial terms of the following

expansion:
∞∑

n=0

S[n]

{
kpk

}
S[n]

{
k2

∂

∂pk

}
= 1 + Ĝ︸︷︷︸

spin 2

+ Ŵ︸︷︷︸
spin 3

+ . . . (27)

where the omitted terms with higher spin (in our notation spin is defined as a total degree

in pk and ∂
∂pk

in a normal ordered form), that are no longer made from the Hamiltonians

(Schur polynomials are not their eigenfunctions). The powers of k in the arguments of sym-

metric Schur functions might seem unfamiliar, however they will become apparent after a

consideration of the Macdonald deformation.

2. All the constructed Hamiltonians Hk can be expressed in terms of the Schur polynomials

themselves and their conjugates:

Ĥk =
∑

|λ|=|µ|

Aλ,µ · Sλ Ŝµ (28)

where we define:

Ŝµ := Sµ

(
pk = k

∂

∂pk

)
(29)

There is an intriguing property of Hamiltonians Hk that their expansion in terms of the Schur

functions include only a sector of single-hook Young diagrams [32]. For example, the forms

of the grading operator and the cut-and-join operator read:

Ĝ =

∞∑

a=1

a pa
∂

∂pa
=

∞∑

n=1

n−1∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j S[n−i,1i]Ŝ[n−j,1j] (30)
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Ŵ = −
H3

6
=

1

2

∞∑

a,b=1

(a+ b) · papb
∂

∂pa+b
+ ab · pa+b

∂

∂pa

∂

∂pb
=

=

∞∑

n=1

n−1∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j(n− 1− i− j) S[n−i,1i]Ŝ[n−j,1j]

(31)

where we denoted a single hook diagram as [n− i, 1i], where i is the height of the first column

and n is the total number of boxes. The higher W -operators could be obtained as proper

combinations of Hk [32].

3 Hamiltonians for super-Schur polynomials

Super-diagrams [2,6,9] are half-integer partitions λ =
[
λ1, λ2, λ3, . . . , λl(λ)

]
, λk ∈ N/2 with decreas-

ing rule λ1 > λ2 > λ3 > . . . > λl(λ). If values λk and λk+1 are both half-integer then inequality

necessarily becomes strict λk > λk+1. Usual Young diagrams are the subset of super-Young dia-

grams. We depict super-partitions as the following diagrams:

=
[
15
2 , 6,

9
2 ,

5
2 , 1, 1

]
λ =

The number of super-Young diagrams p(n,m) with n full boxes and m half-boxes can be ex-

tracted from the following generating function:

∏

k=1

1 + y xk−1

1− xk
=
∑

n,m=0

p(n,m)xnym = 1 + y + x+ 2xy + 2x2 + xy2 + 4x2y + . . . (32)

If we set y = 0 the above generating function becomes generating function for number of usual

Young diagrams p(n):

∏

k=1

1

1− xk
=
∑

n=0

p(n)xn = 1 + x+ 2x2 + 3x3 + 5x4 + . . . (33)

3.1 The simplest Hamiltonians

In the case of super-Schur polynomials ordinary time variables pa are supplemented by Grassmann

variables θa. Therefore the number of grading operators is increased. There is an operator that

counts the number of fermions:

Ĝ − =
1

2

∞∑

k=1

θk
∂

∂θk
(34)

with eigenvalues that are given by the sum over half-boxes:

Ĝ − Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

2
−
∑

∈λ

1

2

)
· Sλ (35)

Note that we treat the full box as a combination of two half-boxes:

= = + (36)
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Therefore the sum in (35) effectively runs over non-paired half-boxes on the border of the diagram.

Next grading operator counts half-boxes and on equal footing:

Ĝ + =

∞∑

k=1

(
k pk

∂

∂pk
+
(
k −

1

2

)
θk

∂

∂θk

)
(37)

Eigenvalues of this operator have the following form:

Ĝ + Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

2
+
∑

∈λ

1

2

)
· Sλ (38)

From these operators we can construct grading operators that counts only half-boxes of particular

kind:

Ĝ = Ĝ + + Ĝ − =
∞∑

k=1

(
k pk

∂

∂pk
+ k θk

∂

∂θk

)
(39)

Ĝ = Ĝ + − Ĝ − =
∞∑

k=1

(
k pk

∂

∂pk
+ (k − 1) θk

∂

∂θk

)
(40)

where eigenvalues:

Ĝ Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
· Sλ (41)

Ĝ Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
· Sλ (42)

Next we provide an explicit form of the first few non-trivial Hamiltonians:

Ŵ − =

∞∑

a,b=1

(
aθa+b

∂2

∂pa∂θb
+ paθb

∂

∂θa+b

)
(43)

Ŵ =
1

2

∞∑

a,b=1

(
abpa+b

∂2

∂pa∂pb
+ (a+ b)papb

∂

∂pa+b

)
+

∞∑

a,b=1

b

(
aθa+b

∂2

∂pa∂θb
+ paθb

∂

∂θa+b

)
(44)

with the eigenvalues

Ŵ − Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

(j − i )−
∑

∈λ

(j − i )

)
· Sλ (45)

Ŵ Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

(j − i )

)
· Sλ (46)

A construction of Hamiltonians for only lower-half-boxes is also apparent:

Ŵ = Ŵ − Ŵ − (47)

Ŵ Sλ =

(
∑

∈λ

(j − i )

)
· Sλ (48)

There are similar Pierri rules for super-Schur polynomials. We define four operators

Ê0 := θ1 Ê0 :=
∞∑

k=1

pk
∂

∂θk
(49)

F̂0 :=
∂

∂θ1
F̂0 :=

∞∑

k=1

k θk
∂

∂pk
(50)
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that add/remove half-boxes to/from the super-diagrams:

Ê0 Sλ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

Cλ,λ+ Sλ+ Ê0 Sλ =
∑

∈Add(λ)

Cλ,λ+ Sλ+ (51)

F̂0 Sλ =
∑

∈Rem(λ)

Cλ,λ− Sλ− F̂0 Sλ =
∑

∈Rem(λ)

Cλ,λ− Sλ− (52)

i

j

(a) λ (b) Add(λ) (c) Rem(λ)

Figure 2: Sets Add(⋆) and Rem(⋆).

where Cλ,λ± and Cλ,λ± are some constants. The definition of sets Add(λ) and Rem(λ) is

clear from the Fig.2.

3.2 Higher Hamiltonians

To construct higher Hamiltonians for the super-case we follow a procedure similar to the one

presented in Sect.2. At the first step we define higher operators recursively:

Êk :=
[
Ŵ , Êk−1

]
Êk :=

[
Ŵ , Êk−1

]
(53)

F̂k := −
[
Ŵ , F̂k−1

]
F̂k := −

[
Ŵ , F̂k−1

]
(54)

At the second step the higher Hamiltonians are defined as follows:

Ĥa+b :=
{
Êa , F̂b

}
Ĥa+b :=

{
Êa , F̂b

}
(55)

Off-diagonal terms are absent due to relations (22):
{
Ê0 , F̂0

}
= 1 (56)

{
Ê0 , F̂0

}
=

∞∑

k=1

(
k pk

∂

∂pk
+ k θk

∂

∂θk

)
(57)

Here anti-commutators are implemented rather than the usual commutators due to Grassmann

odd nature of Ê ,
k and F̂ ,

k operators. Note that the labels of operators in the r.h.s. are different

from the labels of Hamiltonians in the l.h.s. These Hamiltonians form a commuting set:
[
Ĥk , Ĥl

]
= 0 (58)

[
Ĥk , Ĥl

]
= 0 (59)

[
Ĥk , Ĥl

]
= 0 (60)

This a bit awkwardly looking notation for Hamiltonians is determined by the following relations

that make the subalgebra closed:

Ĥ2 = Ĝ Ĥ3 = 2 · Ŵ (61)

Ĥ0 = Ĝ Ĥ1 = 2 · Ŵ (62)
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3.3 Additional properties

1. Since super-Schurs for integer diagrams (not containing unpaired upper-half-boxes) coincide

with the ordinary Schurs (do not depend on θk) from the following combinations we obtain

usual grading operator and cut-and-join operator:

∞∑

n=0

S[n]

{
kpk

}
S[n]

{
k2

∂

∂pk

}
= 1 + Ĝ + Ŵ + . . . (63)

However, a similar combination for half-integer diagrams gives the following result:

∑

n odd

S[n/2]

{
kpk, kθk

}
S[n/2]

{
k2

∂

∂pk
, k

∂

∂θk

}
=

∞∑

k=1

kθk
∂

∂θk
+

∞∑

a,b=1

b

(
aθa+b

∂2

∂pa∂θb
+ paθb

∂

∂θa+b

)
+. . .

(64)

(note that ∂
∂θk

in the argument is multiplied by k, not by k2). Operators as being split in

brackets in the r.h.s. are not grading operators, and super-Schurs are not eigenfunctions of

each of them separately. Yet the r.h.s. is a combination of the Hamiltonians:

∞∑

n=0

S[n/2]

{
kpk, kθk

}
S[n/2]

{
k2

∂

∂pk
, k

∂

∂θk

}
= 1 + Ĝ + Ŵ + . . . (65)

Operators Ĝ and Ŵ in bilinear combination of super-Schurs remain to be found.

2. If we expand this operators in terms of super-Schur polynomials and their conjugates:

Ŝλ := Sλ

(
pk = k

∂

∂pk
, θk =

∂

∂θk

)
(66)

we observe the same miraculous property as in (31): only single-hook diagrams contribute.

However, in this case there are some peculiarities. We do not know yet any natural nor-

malization conditions for the super-Schur polynomials. We choose the normalization with

unit coefficients in front of monomials pn1 and pn1θ1 respectively. Therefore, the orthogonality

conditions have the following form:

Ŝλ Sµ = δλ,µ · ||Sλ||
2 (67)

with some coefficients ||Sλ||
2.

Moreover, in case of super-diagrams we have four types of single-hook diagrams. Two types

on even levels |λ| = 2m (B and F stand for boson and fermion respectively):

FF type :

[
k

2
, 1l,

1

2

]
BB type : [k, 1l] (68)

For example, |λ| = 5:

[
7

2
, 1,

1

2

]
= [3, 12] = (69)

And two types on odd levels |λ| = 2m+ 1:

FB type :

[
k

2
, 1l
]

BF type :

[
k, 1l,

1

2

]
(70)
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For example, |λ| = 9
2 :

[
5

2
, 12
]
=

[
2, 12,

1

2

]
= (71)

Finally, the following single-hook expansion holds for super-Schur Hamiltonians:

Ŵ = Ŵ
(1)

+ Ŵ
(2)

+ Ŵ
(3)

+ Ŵ
(4)

+ Ŵ
(5)

(72)

BB · B̂B :

Ŵ
(1)

=
∑

n even

n
2
−1∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j

(
n− 2

2
− i− j

)
·
Cj

n−1

2

Ci
n−1

2

·
S[n

2
−i,1i] Ŝ[n

2
−j,1j ]

||S[n
2
−i,1i]||

2

FB · F̂B :

Ŵ
(2)

=
∑

n odd

n−3

2∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j

(
n− 1

2
− i− j

)
·
Cj

n−3

2

Ci
n−1

2

·
S[n

2
−i,1i] Ŝ[n

2
−j,1j ]

||S[n
2
−i,1i]||

2

BF · B̂F :

Ŵ
(3)

=
∑

n odd

n−3

2∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j

(
n− 5

2
− i− j

)
·
Cj

n−3

2

Ci+1
n−1

2

·
S[n−1

2
−i,1i, 1

2
] Ŝ[n−1

2
−j,1j, 1

2
]

||S[n−1

2
−i,1i, 1

2
]||

2

FB · B̂F :

Ŵ
(4)

=
∑

n odd

n−3

2∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j+1

(
n− 3

2
− i− j

)
·
Cj

n−3

2

Ci
n−1

2

·
S[n

2
−i,1i] Ŝ[n−1

2
−j,1j , 1

2
]

||S[n
2
−i,1i]||

2

BF · F̂B :

Ŵ
(5)

=
∑

n odd

n−3

2∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j+1

(
n− 3

2
− i− j

)
·
Cj

n−3

2

Ci+1
n−1

2

·
S[n−1

2
−i,1i, 1

2
] Ŝ[n

2
−j,1j ]

||S[n−1

2
−i,1i, 1

2
]||

2

(73)

Note that for this Hamiltonian sector FF never enters. The other super-Hamiltonian Ŵ

for super-Schurs also have single-hook expansion, although we do not present it here. In

general, higher super-Hamiltonians Ĥ ,
k do not have neither single-hook expansion nor "sum

over boxes" property for eigenvalues. However, special combinations of Ĥ ,
k may have these

properties, we postpone this question for future research.

4 Hamiltonians for Macdonald polynomials

4.1 Differential grading operator and finite-difference/shift cut-and-join

Now in addition to the grading operator appeared in the story of the Schur polynomials in Sec. 2,

which remains a differential operator,

Ĝ =
∞∑

k=1

k pk
∂

∂pk
(74)

Ĝ M q,t
λ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
·M q,t

λ (75)
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we have non-local (shift) Hamiltonians [17], the first and the simplest one has the following vertex

operator form

Ĥ+ =

∮
dz

z
exp

(
∞∑

k=1

(1− t−2k)

k
pk z

k

)
exp

(
∞∑

k=1

(q2k − 1)

zk
∂

∂pk

)
(76)

This single Hamiltonian turns out to be sufficient to determine all the Macdonald polynomials

M q,t
λ as eigenfunctions with distinct eigenvalues:

Ĥ+M q,t
λ = E q,t

λ M q,t
λ (77)

An expression for eigenvalue E q,t
λ has a form of a sum over all boxes in the Young diagram:

E q,t
λ = 1 + (q2 − 1)(1 − t−2) ·

∑

2∈λ

q2j2t−2i2 (78)

where the coordinate of the initial box in the Young diagram reads (i2, j2) = (0, 0) and i2, j2 are

vertical and horizontal coordinates correspondingly.

4.2 Single-hook Schur decomposition of Macdonald Hamiltonian

With the help of reduced Cauchy formula

∞∑

n=0

S[n]{p} · z
n = exp

(
∑

k

pkz
k

k

)
(79)

this Hamiltonian can be rewritten as a much healthier analogue of (27):

Ĥ+ =

∞∑

n=0

S[n]

{
(1− t−2k) · pk

}
· S[n]

{
k · (q2k − 1) ·

∂

∂pk

}
(80)

where we can further substitute the single-hook expansion [?]

S[n]

{
(1− t−2k) · pk

}
= (1− t−2)

n−1∑

i=0

(−)i · t−2i · S[n−i,1i]{pk} (81)

to arrive to the following expression:

Ĥ+ = 1 + (q2 − 1)(1 − t−2)

∞∑

n=1

n−1∑

i,j=0

(−)i+j · t−2iq2(n−1−j) · S[n−i,1i] · Ŝ[n−j,1j] (82)

Note that symmetric and single-hook decompositions (80) and (82) are exact, all terms in the sums

should be taken into account – not like it was in the case of (27).

4.3 q, t-inversion symmetry

The Macdonald polynomials have symmetry with respect to an inversion of q and t parameters:

M q,t
λ = M q−1,t−1

λ . Even more surprisingly, this property is not reflected by the Hamiltonian (76),

which implies there should be another Hamiltonian obtained by this transformation with the same

eigenfunctions:

Ĥ− =

∮
dz

z
exp

(
∑

k=1

(1− t2k)

k
pk z

k

)
exp

(
∑

k=1

(q−2k − 1)

zk
∂

∂pk

)
(83)

Ĥ−M q,t
λ = Ẽq,t

λ M q,t
λ (84)

Ẽq,t
λ = E q−1, t−1

λ = 1 + (q−2 − 1)(1 − t2) ·
∑

2∈λ

q−2j2t2i2 , (85)
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4.4 Higher Hamiltonians

Operators p1 and ∂
∂p1

add and remove boxes in Macdonald polynomials:

p1 ·M
q,t
λ =

∑

∈Add(λ)

Cq,t
λ,λ+ M q,t

λ+ (86)

∂

∂p1
M q,t

λ =
∑

∈Rem(λ)

Cq,t
λ,λ− M q,t

λ− (87)

With the help of these two Hamiltonians one can define operators Êk, F̂k recursively for all

integer values k ∈ Z:

Êk+1 :=
[
Ĥ+, Êk

]
F̂k+1 := −

[
Ĥ+, F̂k

]
(88)

Êk−1 :=
[
Ĥ−, Êk

]
F̂k−1 := −

[
Ĥ−, F̂k

]
(89)

Initial conditions for these recursion Ê0 = p1 and F̂0 =
∂

∂p1
. Action of these operators on Macdonald

polynomials reads:

Êk M
q,t
λ =

∑

∈Add(λ)

(
q2j t−2i

)k
Cq,t
λ,λ+ M q,t

λ+ (90)

F̂k M
q,t
λ =

∑

∈Rem(λ)

(
q2j t−2i

)k
Cq,t
λ,λ− M q,t

λ− (91)

Then Hamiltonians reads:

Ĥ′
a+b :=

[
Êa, F̂b

]
(92)

that form commuting family: [
Ĥ′

a, Ĥ
′
b

]
= 0 (93)

Higher Hamiltonians from [17] should be expressed as proper combinations of our Ĥ′
a. We leave it

question for future papers.

5 Hamiltonians for super-Macdonald polynomials

Super-Macdonald polynomials are q, t-deformations of super-Schur polynomials therefore the two

grading operators are just the same:

Ĝ Mq,t
λ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
· Mq,t

λ (94)

Ĝ Mq,t
λ =

(
∑

∈λ

1

)
· Mq,t

λ (95)

In complete analogy with the case of canonical Macdonald polynomials where the Hamiltonian

(76) have eigenvalues:

E q,t
λ = 1 + (q2 − 1)(1 − t−2) ·

∑

2∈λ

q2j2t−2i2 (96)
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we define new super-Hamiltonians for super-Macdonald polynomials:

Ĥ ,+Mq,t
λ =

[
1 + (q2 − 1)(1 − t−2)

(
∑

∈λ

q2j t−2i

)]
Mq,t

λ

Ĥ ,+Mq,t
λ =

[
1 + (q2 − 1)(1 − t−2)

(
∑

∈λ

q2j t−2i

)]
Mq,t

λ

Ĥ ,−Mq,t
λ =

[
1 + (q−2 − 1)(1 − t2)

(
∑

∈λ

q−2j t2i

)]
Mq,t

λ

Ĥ ,−Mq,t
λ =

[
1 + (q−2 − 1)(1 − t2)

(
∑

∈λ

t2x q−2y

)]
Mq,t

λ

(97)

For even (ordinary) diagrams the eigenvalues of the first two Hamiltonians coincide, whereas those

of the last two are obtained by a switch q = q−1, t = t−1. However, for a generic odd diagram all

the four eigenvalues are different and independent.

For the first pair of Hamiltonians we present the following closed expression:

Ĥ ,+ =

∮
dw

w
〈∅|

[
exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
1− t−2k

k
pkw

2k + (1− t−2)t−2(k−1)w2k−1θk

k−1∑

m=0

t2mψm

)}
×

× exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
(q2k − 1)

∂

∂pk
w−2k + (q2 − 1)q2(k−1)w−2k+1 ∂

∂θk

k−1∑

m=0

q−2mψ†
m

)}]
|∅〉F ,

Ĥ ,+ =

∮
dw

w
〈∅|

[
exp

{
∞∑

k=1

1− t−2k

k
pkw

2k +
∞∑

k=2

(
(1− t−2)t−2(k−1)w2k−1θk

k−2∑

m=0

t2mψm

)}

× exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(q2k − 1)
∂

∂pk
w−2k +

∞∑

k=2

(
(q2 − 1)q2(k−2)w−2k+1 ∂

∂θk

k−2∑

m=0

q−2mψ†
m

)}]
|∅〉F ,

(98)

where fermionic correlator are defined by:

{
ψi, ψ

†
j

}
= δij , ψi |∅〉F = 0, 〈∅|∅〉F = 1 (99)

For the second pair of Hamiltonians we propose the following expressions:

Ĥ ,− =

∮
dw

w
〈∅|

[
exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
1− t2k

k
pkw

2ks−k + (1− t2)w2k−1 θk ν

)}
×

× exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
q−2k − 1

1

∂

∂pk
w−2k + (q−2 − 1)w−2k+1 ∂

∂θk
ν†sk−1

)}]
|∅〉B ,

Ĥ ,− =

∮
dw

w
〈∅|

[
exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
1− t2k

k
pkw

2ks−k + (1− t2)w2k−1 θk ν

)}
×

× exp

{
∞∑

k=1

(
q−2k − 1

1

∂

∂pk
w−2k + (q−2 − 1)w−2k+1 ∂

∂θk
ν†sk−2

)}] ∣∣∣ |∅〉B

(100)
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where s is an ordinary number, whereas ν, ν† anti-commutative. For their correlators we define:

〈∅| sa |∅〉B = 1, 〈∅| νν†sb |∅〉B =





1− (qt)2b+2

q2b(1− (qt)2)
, if b ≥ 0 ;

0, otherwise
(101)

Note that there is a single fermionic pair ν, ν†, therefore these two Hamiltonians contain only terms

with at most the first power of θ and θ-derivative. The primary role of s is to exclude terms like

pk1 . . . pkn
∂

∂θ
m−

1

2

with
∑
ka > m− 1 from Ĥ ,− or

∑
ka > m− 2 from Ĥ ,−.

The above four Hamiltonians by the definition have "sum over boxes" property, however we

observe that in the expansion in terms of super-Schurs Sλ and conjugates Ŝµ in the spirit of

(73) enters diagrams with two and more hooks. We leave this intriguing observation for further

investigation elsewhere.

According to the general reasoning from Section 2 we can construct a set of commuting Hamil-

tonians. We provide the following example, that is based on the Pierri rules for super-Macdonald

polynomials:

θ1 ·M
q,t
λ =

∑

∈Add(λ)

Cq,t
λ,λ+ ·Mq,t

λ+ (102)

∂

∂θ1
Mq,t

λ =
∑

∈Rem(λ)

Cq,t
λ,λ− ·Mq,t

λ− (103)

Then we define the following auxiliary operators:

Êk±1 =
[
Ĥ ,±, Êk

]
(104)

F̂k±1 = −
[
Ĥ ,±, F̂k

]
(105)

These two relations allow increase and decrease index k to define operators for any intger values

of k using Ê0 = θ1 and F̂0 = ∂
∂θ1

as the initial conditions of this recursive procedure. Then the

commuting set of Hamiltonians read:

Ĥ′
a+b :=

{
Êa , F̂b

}
(106)

[
Ĥ′

a, Ĥ′
b

]
= 0 (107)

We consider here only one possible commuting family of super-Hamiltonians that is related to

Ĥ ,+ and Ĥ ,−. However, we need to construct a pair of operators that add and remove semi-boxes

for constructing the remaining commuting family, related to Ĥ ,+ and Ĥ ,−. We leave it for

future research. Of course, these two commuting families commute with each other.

6 Conclusion

This paper is devoted to the analysis of Hamiltonians for polynomials of the Schur-Macdonald family

and their supersymmetric extensions. These polynomials are naturally enumerated by Young-like

diagrams. We argue that the “sum over boxes” property of eigenvalues equipped with the Pierri rule

for adding/removing boxes provides integrability – commutativity of an infinite set of Hamiltonians.

In the case of Schur and super-Schur polynomials each box is weighted with content ω = j − i

that is given by a difference of horizontal and vertical coordinates of the box. Furthermore for the

Macdonald case each box is weighted with exponentiated weights ωq,t = q2jt−2i where q, t are free
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parameters. Therefore our main idea in constructing super-Hamiltonians is to enforce the special

form of eigenvalues: for an eigen function (i.e. a super-Macdonald polynomial) that is labeled by

the super-Young diagram the corresponding eigenvalue is given by a sum over all semi-boxes of

these diagram with respective exponent weights (97).

Super-Hamiltonians are labeled by two indices. The first index labels two different types of

semi-boxes and according to the “sum over boxes” property of corresponding eigenvalues. The

second index encodes positive or negative powers of free parameters q, t in eigenvalues. Therefore

the total number of independent super-Hamiltonians is equal to four. However, only two (e.g.

two positive) super-Hamiltonians are sufficient to compute all the super-Macdonald polynomials as

eigen functions with distinct eigen values.

There are plenty of details to comment on in this approach – and each one raises an intriguing

question:

1. There is spontaneous breaking of symmetry q −→ 1/q, t −→ 1/t. Macdonald polynomials

are invariant with respect to this transformation, whereas Ruijsenaars Hamiltonians are not

(this is true about the basic ones and continues to hold for the higher Hamiltonians, see [17]).

Surprisingly, this property disappears after super-generalization – super-Macdonalds are no

longer invariant.

2. This symmetry violation leads to an occurrence of extra Hamiltonians – what could be partly

related to the apparent difference between Yangians and DIM: there are commuting rays in

the former case. These rays are promoted to entire Heisenberg lines in the latter [33].

3. As it was observed in a variety of examples the “sum over boxes” property of eigenvalues is

somehow related to a single-hook expansion of the Hamiltonian in terms of eigen functions

and their conjugates [32]. However, this connection is lost in case of the Macdonald super-

Hamiltonians, since they do not have a naive single-hook expansion in terms of super-Schur

polynomials.

4. The projections can be implemented in super-Hamiltonians with the help of additional Grass-

mannian variables – with their help the formulas acquire almost the same form as the Rui-

jsenaars finite-difference operators (vertex-form operators).
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