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On the Jucys–Murphy method and fusion procedure

for the Sergeev superalgebra

Iryna Kashuba, Alexander Molev and Vera Serganova

Abstract

We use the Jucys–Murphy elements to construct a complete set of primitive idempotents
for the Sergeev superalgebra. We apply them to give a version of the seminormal form for
the irreducible modules with an explicit construction of basis vectors. We show that the
idempotents can also be obtained from a new version of the fusion procedure.

1 Introduction

The Sergeev superalgebra Sn is the graded tensor product of two superalgebras

Sn = CS−
n ⊗ Cln, (1.1)

where CS−
n is the spin symmetric group algebra generated by odd elements t1, . . . , tn−1 subject

to the relations

t2
a = 1, tata+1ta = ta+1tata+1, tatb = −tbta, |a − b| > 1,

while Cln is the Clifford superalgebra generated by odd elements c1, . . . , cn subject to the rela-
tions

c2
a = −1, cacb = −cbca, a 6= b.

The group algebra CSn of the symmetric group is embedded in Sn with the images of the adja-
cent transpositions sa = (a, a + 1) given by

sa 7→ 1√
2

ta(ca+1 − ca). (1.2)

This leads to an alternative presentation of Sn as the semidirect product CSn⋉Cln with elements
of the symmetric group acting on the Clifford superalgebra by permuting the generators. The
superalgebra Sn was introduced by Sergeev in [17] to establish super-versions of the Schur–Weyl
duality. The representations of Sn were studied in the foundational work of Nazarov [13, 14]
along with those of the degenerate affine Sergeev algebra (also known as the degenerate affine

Hecke–Clifford algebra) introduced in [14]. The superalgebra Sn is known to be semisimple and
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its simple modules are parameterized by strict partitions of n; see e.g. [1, Ch. 3], [6, Ch. 13] and
[21] for reviews of the representation theory of Sn.

The Jucys–Murphy elements x1, . . . , xn of Sn (see (2.1) below), introduced in [14] are instru-
mental in the theory; they generate a commutative subalgebra of Sn and act semisimply on each
simple module. We use these properties to construct a complete set of primitive idempotents for
Sn; see Theorem 2.3. We apply this construction to get a new basis of Sn (Theorem 3.2) and
an explicit realization of all its simple modules (Corollary 3.4). Furthermore, building on the
work of Nazarov [14, 15], we give a new version of the fusion procedure for Sn which yields
the same primitive idempotents by evaluating a universal rational function with values in Sn

(Theorem 4.1).
To explain our results in more detail, draw an analogy with the corresponding constructions

for the symmetric group. Recall that the Jucys–Murphy elements x1, . . . , xn for the symmetric
group Sn are the sums of transpositions

x1 = 0 and xa = (1, a) + · · · + (a − 1, a) for a = 2, . . . , n (1.3)

in the group algebra CSn. They were used independently by Jucys [5] and Murphy [10] to
construct the primitive idempotents eU in CSn parameterized by the standard tableaux U of
shapes λ running over Young diagrams λ with n boxes. If U is a standard λ-tableau, denote by
V the standard tableau obtained from U by removing the box α occupied by n. Then the shape
of V is a Young diagram which we denote by µ. We let c denote the content j − i of the box
α = (i, j). We have the inductive formula due to [5] and [10]:

eU = eV

(xn − a1) . . . (xn − al)

(c − a1) . . . (c − al)
, (1.4)

where a1, . . . , al are the contents of all addable boxes of µ except for α, and e 1 = 1 for the
one-box tableau. Note the properties

xa eU = eU xa = ca(U) eU , a = 1, . . . , n, (1.5)

where ca(U) is the content of the box in U occupied by a.
The primitive idempotents are pairwise orthogonal and form a decomposition of the identity:

eU eV = δUV eV , 1 =
∑

λ⊢n

∑

sh(U)=λ

eU .

This implies the direct sum decomposition of the group algebra

CSn =
⊕

λ⊢n

⊕

sh(U)=λ

CSn eU (1.6)

so that the left ideal CSn eU is isomorphic to the irreducible representation of Sn associated with
λ. The well-known identity

n! =
∑

λ⊢n

f 2
λ , (1.7)
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follows by calculating the dimensions on both sides of (1.6), where fλ is the number of standard
tableaux of shape λ.

Explicit bases of the group algebra CSn parameterized by pairs of standard tableaux of the
same shape were constructed by Murphy [11, 12]; see also [7] for a review of these results. These
constructions allow for a derivation of Young’s seminormal form of the simple Sn-modules.

Another way to express the primitive idempotents eU is provided by the fusion procedure

originated from Jucys [4]. It was re-discovered by Cherednik [2]; detailed arguments were also
given by Nazarov [16]. Take n variables u1, . . . , un and consider the rational function with values
in CSn defined by

Φ(u1, . . . , un) =
∏

16a<b6n

(
1 − (a, b)

ua − ub

)
, (1.8)

where the product is taken in the lexicographical order on the set of pairs (a, b). Set ca = ca(U)
for a = 1, . . . , n. According to the version given in [9], the consecutive evaluations of the
rational function (1.8) at the contents are well-defined and the value coincides with the primitive
idempotent eU up to a constant factor:

Φ(u1, . . . , un)
∣∣∣
u1=c1

∣∣∣
u2=c2

. . .
∣∣∣
un=cn

=
n!

fλ

eU . (1.9)

We refer the reader e.g. to [8, Ch. 6,7] for applications of the fusion formula (1.9) to represen-
tations of the general linear Lie algebra and associated Yangian along with a brief review of the
literature on the extension of the fusion procedure to other classes of algebras.

Our results for the Sergeev superalgebra Sn are parallel to those for the group algebra CSn.
We define elements eU of Sn by formula (2.4) analogous to (1.4), where the role of the standard
tableaux is now played by the standard shifted barred tableaux U as defined in Sec. 2. We prove
that the elements eU are idempotents in Sn. We show that their enhancements via idempotents of
the Clifford superalgebra yield a complete set of pairwise orthogonal primitive idempotents thus
producing a decomposition of Sn into a direct sum of left ideals (2.13) analogous to (1.6). The
left ideals are simple Sn-modules. This can be regarded as a refinement of the construction of
Nazarov, where left ideals of Sn were produced with the use of a fusion procedure [14, Thm 7.2]
whose version was also given in [15]. They were shown to bear a direct sum of several copies of
simple modules.

By extending some arguments of [11], we use the primitive idempotents to construct a basis
of the Sergeev superalgebra parameterized by pairs of standard shifted tableaux and subsets of
barred boxes (Theorem 3.2). We rely on the properties of the intertwiners φa originally intro-
duced in [14]. They are also used in our derivation of the seminormal form of the simple modules
over Sn and their explicit construction as left ideals of Sn (Corollary 3.4).

Our version of the fusion procedure for Sn is analogous to (1.9). It uses the rational function
Φ(u1, . . . , un) with values in Sn (given in (4.1)) which was introduced in [14] and [15]. However,
the use of the consecutive evaluations of the variables as in (1.9) provides its alternative version
similar to [9] thus showing its equivalence to the Jucys–Murphy-type formulas in (2.4) below.

We expect that the Schur–Sergeev duality between Sn and the queer Lie superalgebra qN as
reviewed e.g. in [1, Ch. 3], should make the idempotent formulas provided by the Jucys–Murphy
method and fusion procedure useful in the representation theory of qN and associated objects.
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2 Jucys–Murphy method

Introduce analogs of the transpositions in the Sergeev superalgebra (1.1) by setting

tab = (−1)b−a−1 tb−1 . . . ta+1tata+1 . . . tb−1, a < b,

and tba = −tab. The odd Jucys–Murphy elements [18] of Sn are given by

m1 = 0, ma = t1a + · · · + ta−1,a, a = 2, . . . , n,

and the even Jucys–Murphy elements [14] are

xa =
√

2 ma ca, a = 1, . . . , n. (2.1)

Note that x2
a = 2m2

a and the xa pairwise commute.
The irreducible representations of the Sergeev superalgebra Sn are parameterized by strict

partitions λ = (λ1, . . . , λℓ) of n with λ1 > · · · > λℓ > 0 and λ1 + · · · + λℓ = n. We will
set ℓ(λ) = ℓ to denote the length of the partition and write λ 
 n to indicate that λ is a strict
partition on n. A strict partition λ is usually depicted by the shifted Young diagram obtained
from the usual Young diagram by shifting row i to the right by i − 1 unit boxes, as illustrated by
the diagram for λ = (6, 3, 1):

.

A (shifted) λ-tableau is obtained by writing the numbers 1, . . . , n bijectively into the boxes
of the shifted Young diagram λ. Such a tableau is called standard if its entries increase from left
to right in each row and from top to bottom in each column. The entries in the boxes (i, i) are
called the diagonal entries. For instance,

1 2 4 5 8 10

3 6 9

7

is a standard λ-tableau for λ = (6, 3, 1) with the diagonal entries 1, 3 and 7.
The dimension of the corresponding irreducible representation Uλ of Sn is given by

dim Uλ = 2n−⌊
ℓ(λ)

2
⌋ gλ,

where gλ is the number of standard λ-tableaux which is found by the Schur formula

gλ =
n!

λ1! . . . λℓ!

∏

16i<j6ℓ

λi − λj

λi + λj

. (2.2)
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The Sergeev superalgebra is semisimple; the corresponding Wedderburn decomposition involves
direct summands of types M and Q which are associated with the modules Uλ, where the length
ℓ(λ) is even and odd, respectively:

Sn
∼=

⊕

λ
n, ℓ(λ) even

Mat
(
2n−pgλ|2n−pgλ

)
⊕

⊕

λ
n, ℓ(λ) odd

Q
(
2n−pgλ

)
,

where p = ⌊ ℓ(λ)
2

⌋ + 1; see e.g. [1, Ch. 3] for proofs. The dimension count in the decomposition
yields the identity analogous to (1.7):

2n n! =
∑

λ
n

22n−ℓ(λ) g2
λ. (2.3)

We need to extend the set of tableaux by allowing any non-diagonal entry to occur with a bar
on it, as illustrated for the above standard tableau:

1 2 4 5 8 10

3 6 9

7

.

Note that given a strict partition λ 
 n, the number of the corresponding standard barred tableaux
equals 2n−ℓ(λ) gλ.

We will use symbols a, b, c, etc. to denote arbitrary barred or unbarred entries of U . Given a
standard barred tableaux U , introduce the signed content κa(U) of any barred or unbarred entry
a of U by the formula

κa(U) =





√
σa(σa + 1) if a = a is unbarred,

−
√

σa(σa + 1) if a = ā is barred,

where σa = j − i is the content of the box (i, j) of λ occupied by a or ā. Similarly, we will
extend the notation for the Jucys–Murphy elements by setting xa = xa for a = a and a = ā.

By analogy with (1.4), for any standard barred tableau U introduce the element eU of the
Sergeev superalgebra Sn by induction, setting e 1 = 1 for the one-box tableau, and

eU = eV

(xn − b1) . . . (xn − bp)

(κ − b1) . . . (κ − bp)
, (2.4)

where V is the barred tableau obtained from U by removing the box α occupied by n (resp. n̄).
The shape of V is a shifted diagram which we denote by µ and b1, . . . , bp are the signed contents
in all addable boxes of µ (barred and unbarred), except for the entry n (resp. n̄), while κ is the
signed content of the entry n (resp. n̄).

Example 2.1. For n = 3 we have six barred tableaux U :

1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2

3

1 2

3
.
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The respective elements eU ∈ S3 are
√

2 + x2

2
√

2
· x3(x3 +

√
6)

12
,

√
2 + x2

2
√

2
· x3(x3 −

√
6)

12
,

√
2 − x2

2
√

2
· x3(x3 +

√
6)

12
,

√
2 − x2

2
√

2
· x3(x3 −

√
6)

12
,

√
2 + x2

2
√

2
· 6 − x2

3

6
,

√
2 − x2

2
√

2
· 6 − x2

3

6
.

Note that x2
2 = 2 and x3

3 = 6x3 so that all these elements are idempotents in S3.

Proposition 2.2. All elements eU are idempotents in Sn. They are pairwise orthogonal and form

a decomposition of the identity:

eU eV = δUV eV , 1 =
∑

λ
n

∑

sh(U)=λ

eU .

Moreover,

xa eU = eU xa = κa(U) eU , (2.5)

where κa(U) is the signed content of the entry a of U .

Proof. We will use the explicit construction of Sn-modules going back to [14] as developed in
[3], [19] and [20]; see also its review in [21]. For each strict partition λ 
 n consider the module
over Sn afforded by the vector space

Ûλ =
⊕

sh(T )=λ

Cln vT

with the basis vectors vT associated with the (unbarred) standard λ-tableaux T . The action of
generators of Sn on the basis vectors is given by explicit formulas as in [3, Sec. 5.1] and [21,
Sec. 7.5]. In particular, the Jucys–Murphy elements act by the rule

xa vT = κa(T ) vT , a = 1, . . . , n, (2.6)

as follows by taking the images of the respective generators of the degenerate affine Hecke–
Clifford algebra in Sn; see loc. cit. Now observe that the representation

Û =
⊕

λ
n

Ûλ (2.7)

of the superalgebra Sn is faithful. Indeed, as a consequence of [3, Thm 5.13] or [21, Thm 7.17],
each Sn-module Ûλ is isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of simple modules Uλ. If an element
y ∈ Sn acts as zero in Û , then y acts as zero in every simple Sn-module. This means that y
belongs to the radical of Sn, implying y = 0 because the superalgebra Sn is semisimple.

To complete the proof, it suffices to verify the desired properties of the elements of Sn for
their images in the representation Û . Due to the relations

xaca = −caxa, xa cb = cb xa, a 6= b, (2.8)
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in Sn, each subspace Cln vT is stable under the action of the subalgebra of Sn, generated by
x1, . . . , xn and c1, . . . , cn. Therefore, it suffices to consider the action of the elements of Sn in the
statement of the proposition on these subspaces. Along with the basis vectors vT of Ûλ consider
the vectors vU associated with the standard barred tableaux U . Namely, suppose that a certain
tableau T is obtained from U by unbarring all barred entries ā1, . . . , ār with a1 < · · · < ar. Then
set

v U = ca1 . . . car
vT . (2.9)

Observe that
xa vU = κa(U) vU

for any entry a of U . Hence the definition (2.4) implies that in Û we have

eU vV = δU V vV (2.10)

for any two barred tableaux U and V with n boxes. Indeed, suppose that eU vV 6= 0. Since
the Jucys–Murphy elements pairwise commute, an easy induction on n shows that U = V and
eU vU = vU thus verifying (2.10).

Furthermore, if U is a standard barred tableau of shape λ, suppose that its diagonal entries
are d1 < · · · < dℓ. By (2.4) the idempotent eU depends on the squares x2

d1
, . . . , x2

dℓ
of the

corresponding Jucys–Murphy elements. Then (2.8) implies that eU commutes with the Clifford
generators cd1 , . . . , cdℓ

. On the other hand, if a is an unbarred non-diagonal entry of U , then (2.4)
and (2.8) imply the relations

eU ca = ca eU ′ and eU ′ ca = ca eU , (2.11)

where the tableau U ′ is obtained from U by replacing a with ā. It follows from these observations
that e2

U = eU , because both sides act in the same way on all subspaces Cln vT . The remaining
claims follow by the same argument.

By Proposition 2.2, we have the direct sum decomposition into left ideals

Sn =
⊕

λ
n

⊕

sh(U)=λ

Sn eU ,

with the second sum taken over standard barred tableaux U of shape λ. It is implied by the proof
that each left ideal Sn eU is a direct sum of copies of the corresponding simple modules Uλ; cf.
[14, Thm 8.3]. We will refine this decomposition by introducing idempotents for the Clifford
superalgebra. Recall the isomorphisms

Cl2m
∼= Mat(2m−1|2m−1) and Cl2m+1

∼= Q(2m). (2.12)

Each of Cl2m and Cl2m+1 contains 2m primitive idempotents E1, . . . , E2m corresponding to the
diagonal matrix units in Mat(2m−1|2m−1) and Q(2m), respectively. They are pairwise orthogonal
and form a decomposition of the identity:

Ea Eb = δab Eb, 1 =
2m∑

a=1

Ea.
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As we pointed out in the proof of Proposition 2.2, if a standard barred tableau U of shape λ
has diagonal entries d1 < · · · < dℓ, then eU commutes with the Clifford generators cd1 , . . . , cdℓ

.
Consider the subalgebra ClU

ℓ of Cln generated by cd1 , . . . , cdℓ
, which is isomorphic to the Clif-

ford superalgebra Clℓ. Introduce the corresponding idempotents EU
1 , . . . , EU

2m in ClU
ℓ , where m is

defined by ℓ = 2m or ℓ = 2m + 1 for the even and odd ℓ, respectively. We can conclude that the
products

e
(r)
U := EU

r eU = eU EU
r ,

with r = 1, . . . , 2m, are idempotents in Sn.

Theorem 2.3. We have the direct sum decomposition

Sn =
⊕

λ
n

⊕

sh(U)=λ

2m⊕

r=1

Sn e
(r)
U , (2.13)

with m = ⌊ ℓ(λ)
2

⌋. Moreover, the left ideal Sn e
(r)
U is isomorphic to the irreducible Sn-module Uλ.

Proof. The elements e
(r)
U with U running over standard barred tableaux U with n boxes and

r = 1, . . . , 2m, where λ is the shape of U , are pairwise orthogonal idempotents in Sn. It follows
from Proposition 2.2 that they form a decomposition of the identity which implies the first part
of the theorem.

Furthermore, it is clear from (2.10) that each left ideal Sn e
(r)
U is nonzero and isomorphic to a

direct sum of some copies of the irreducible Sn-module Uλ. Hence,

dim Sn e
(r)
U > 2n−⌊

ℓ(λ)
2

⌋ gλ. (2.14)

Now use the decomposition (2.13). The number of standard barred λ-tableaux equals 2n−ℓ(λ) gλ

so that the dimension of the module on the right hand side is at least

∑

λ
n

2n−ℓ(λ) gλ × 2⌊
ℓ(λ)

2
⌋ × 2n−⌊

ℓ(λ)
2

⌋ gλ =
∑

λ
n

22n−ℓ(λ) g2
λ.

However, this coincides with dim Sn = 2n n! by the identity in (2.3). Therefore, the inequalities
in (2.14) are, in fact, equalities. This proves that the left ideals are irreducible modules.

Note that, as an obvious consequence of Proposition 2.2, we get the expression for the Jucys–
Murphy element xn in terms of the idempotents eU :

xn =
∑

λ
n

∑

sh(U)=λ

κn(U) eU , (2.15)

where κn(U) is the signed content of the entry n = n or n = n̄ of U .
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3 Seminormal form for irreducible modules

Following [14], for a = 1, . . . , n − 1 introduce the intertwining elements φa of Sn by

φa = sa(x2
a − x2

a+1) + xa + xa+1 − caca+1(xa − xa+1). (3.1)

They satisfy the braid relations

φaφa+1φa = φa+1φaφa+1, φaφb = φbφa, |a − b| > 1,

and have the properties
φ2

a = 2(x2
a + x2

a+1) − (x2
a − x2

a+1)2 (3.2)

together with

φaca = ca+1φa, φaca+1 = caφa, φacb = cbφa, b 6= a, a + 1. (3.3)

We will need the formulas for the action of the intertwiners φa on the basis vectors vT of the
Sn-module Û introduced in (2.7); see [3, Sec. 5.1] and [21, Sec. 7.5]. They have the form

φavT =
(
κa(T )2 − κa+1(T )2

)
Ya(T )vsaT , (3.4)

where

Ya(T ) =

√
A

(
κa(T ), κa+1(T )

)
, (3.5)

with

A(u, v) = 1 − 1

(u − v)2
− 1

(u + v)2
, (3.6)

and we assume that vsaT = 0 if the tableau saT is not standard.
For each w ∈ Sn there are well-defined elements φw and φ∗

w = φw−1 given by

φw = φa1 . . . φar
and φ∗

w = φar
. . . φa1 ,

where w = sa1 . . . sar
is a reduced decomposition. Relations (3.3) imply that

φwca = cw(a)φw. (3.7)

For any λ 
 n, the symmetric group Sn acts naturally on the set of barred λ-tableaux.
Namely, if a (resp. ā) is the entry of a tableau U in the box α and w ∈ Sn, then the entry of the
tableau wU in the box α is w(a) (resp. w(a)).

Lemma 3.1. For any standard barred λ-tableau U and a ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} we have

φa eU = esaU φa, (3.8)

where we assume that esa U = 0 if the tableau sa U is not standard.
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Proof. Suppose first that all entries of U are unbarred. As we pointed out in the proof of Propo-
sition 2.2, the representation Û of Sn is faithful. Therefore, it suffices to verify that the relation
holds for the images of the elements on both sides of (3.8) acting in Û . However, due to (2.10)
and (3.4), both sides of (3.8) act in the same way on any basis vector vT .

The extension of the claim to arbitrary standard barred tableaux U is straightforward from
(2.11) and (3.3).

For every shifted Young diagram λ with n boxes we let Rλ denote the row-tableau of shape
λ obtained by writing the numbers 1, . . . , n consecutively into the boxes of λ by rows from left
to right, starting from the top row. Given any standard λ-tableau T , there is a unique permutation
d(T ) ∈ Sn such that T = d(T )Rλ.

Furthermore, let β be a subset of the set of non-diagonal boxes of λ. Denote by Rλ,β the
tableau obtained from Rλ by adding the bars to all entries occupying the boxed of β. For any
two standard unbarred tableaux T and U of shape λ set

ζβ
T U = φd(T ) eRλ,β φ∗

d(U).

Lemma 3.1 implies the following equivalent expressions:

ζβ
T U = e

T
φd(T ) φ∗

d(U) = φd(T ) φ∗
d(U) e

U
, (3.9)

where T and U are the tableaux obtained from T and U , respectively, by adding the bars to all
entries occupying the boxed of β. Since e2

U
= e

U
, we can also write

ζβ
T U = e

T
φd(T ) φ∗

d(U) e
U

= φd(T ) eRλ,β φ∗
d(U) e

U
. (3.10)

The next theorem shows that the elements ζβ
T U can be regarded as Sergeev superalgebra

analogues of the seminormal basis vectors constructed by Murphy [11, Sec. 5,6] for the Hecke
algebras.

Theorem 3.2. As λ runs over shifted Young diagrams with n boxes, the elements ζβ
T U associated

with standard unbarred tableaux T and U of shape λ and sets β of non-diagonal boxes of λ form

a basis of the Sergeev superalgebra Sn over Cln.

Proof. The number of elements is ∑

λ
n

2n−ℓ(λ) g2
λ,

which equals n! by (2.3) and so coincides with the rank of Sn as a Cln-module. Therefore, it is
enough to show that the elements are linearly independent over Cln. To this end, suppose that

∑

β,T ,U

cβ
T U ζβ

T U = 0

for some coefficients cβ
T U ∈ Cln. Let us act by the linear combination on the left hand side on

the basis vector v
V

∈ Û associated with a standard barred tableau V of a certain shape µ. Let

10



γ denote the set of boxes of µ occupied by the barred entries and let V be the tableau obtained
from V by removing all bars. Using (2.10) and the second expression for ζβ

T U in (3.10), we get
∑

β,T

cβ
T V φd(T ) eRλ,β φ∗

d(V) v
V

= 0.

By applying (3.4) we derive that φ∗
d(V) v

V
= b∗

V vRµ,γ , where b∗
V is a nonzero constant; cf. [21,

Lemma 7.8]. Therefore, by using (2.10) again we conclude that
∑

T

cγ
T V b∗

V φd(T )vRµ,γ = 0,

summed over standard µ-tableaux T . However, (3.4) implies that φd(T )vRµ,γ = bT v
T

for a
nonzero constant bT , yielding ∑

T

cγ
T V b∗

V bT v
T

= 0.

Hence, using the definition (2.9) of v
T

we get cγ
T V = 0 because the vectors vT are linearly

independent over Cln. Thus, all elements ζβ
T U are linearly independent over Cln, as required.

Remark 3.3. The reader will have noticed that our logic in the arguments leading to the construc-
tion of the basis of Sn in Theorem 3.2 is opposite to that of Murphy’s paper [11] devoted to the
Hecke algebra. We have taken advantage of the direct construction of the basis of the Sn-module
Ûλ given in [3, Sec. 5.1] and [21, Sec. 7.5]. On the other hand, it should be possible to reverse
the direction of the arguments for the Sergeev superalgebra to get an analogue of the Murphy
basis in the sense of [11, Thm 3.9]; see also [7, Ch. 3].

We will now combine Theorems 2.3 and 3.2 to give an explicit realization of the irreducible
Sn-module Uλ for any given λ 
 n. We will produce basis vectors of the left ideal Sn e

(r)
U and

describe the action of the generators of Sn. Since all left ideals Sn e
(r)
U associated with standard

barred tableaux of a given shape λ are isomorphic as Sn-modules, we choose U to be the row-
tableau Rλ with all entries unbarred. Furthermore, we let E be the idempotent in both Clifford
superalgebras (2.12) given by

E =
m∏

a=1

1 + ic2a−1c2a

2
. (3.11)

If T is a standard λ-tableau with the diagonal entries d1 < · · · < dℓ, we let ET denote the
corresponding idempotent defined as in (3.11) for the Clifford superalgebra with generators
cd1 , . . . , cdℓ

, where m = ⌊ℓ/2⌋. We set Eλ = ERλ

.
By Theorem 3.2, the left ideal Jλ := Sn eRλEλ is spanned over Cln by the elements

ζβ
T U eRλEλ. (3.12)

However, the second expression in (3.9) implies that element (3.12) is zero unless U = Rλ and
β is empty. Due to Lemma 3.1 and property (3.7), in this case the element can be written as

ζT := φd(T ) eRλ Eλ = eT φd(T ) Eλ = eT ET φd(T ) = ET eT φd(T ). (3.13)

11



Hence, Jλ is spanned over Cln by the vectors ζT associated with the standard λ-tableaux T .
Furthermore, for a fixed standard λ-tableau T , the span Cln ET is a free module over the

Clifford superalgebra ClT
n−m ⊂ Cln. The latter is generated by the elements cd1 , cd3 , . . . , cd2m−1

together with the ca for a running over the set {1, . . . , n} \ {d1, d2, . . . , d2m}. The left ideal Jλ

thus has a basis over C arising from the decomposition

Jλ =
⊕

sh(T )=λ

ClT
n−m ζT . (3.14)

This is clear from the observation that the number of spanning vectors coincides with the dimen-
sion 2n−mgλ of the irreducible module Uλ. We will now derive explicit formulas for the action
of the generators of Sn in this basis which turn out to essentially coincide with those appeared in
[3], [14], [19] and [20]. However, they were applied to a basis of the module Ûλ isomorphic to a
direct sum of several copies of Uλ; the identification of Uλ inside Ûλ required some additional
steps; cf. [3, Thm 5.1.3], [14, Thm 8.3] and [21, Thm 7.17].

It will be convenient to normalize the basis vectors by setting

ξT =
1

bT

ζT

for every standard λ-tableau T , where the nonzero constant bT is defined as in the proof of
Theorem 3.2 by the relation φd(T )vRλ = bT vT . We use notation (3.5).

Corollary 3.4. The generators of the Sergeev superalgebra Sn act in the normalized basis of the

simple module Jλ defined by the decomposition (3.14) by the rule:

sa ξT =


 1

κa+1(T ) − κa(T )
+

caca+1

κa+1(T ) + κa(T )


ξT + Ya(T ) ξsaT , (3.15)

xa ξT = κa(T ) ξT , (3.16)

where we assume that ξsaT = 0 if the tableau saT is not standard. Moreover, for a given T , the

action of the elements cd2 , cd4, . . . , cd2m
∈ Cln is determined by

cd2a
ξT = i cd2a−1ξT , a = 1, . . . , m. (3.17)

Proof. Relation (3.16) follows from (2.5) and the definition (3.13) of ζT . To verify (3.15), sup-
pose first that the tableau saT is standard and the length of the permutation d(saT ) is greater
than the length of d(T ). Then the definition of ζT yields φa ζT = ζsaT . Using (3.1) and (3.16)
we derive that

sa ζT =


 1

κa+1(T ) − κa(T )
+

caca+1

κa+1(T ) + κa(T )


ζT +

1

κa(T )2 − κa+1(T )2
ζsaT .

Relation (3.15) now follows from the identity for the normalizing constants

bsaT = bT

(
κa(T )2 − κa+1(T )2

)
Ya(T )

12



implied by (3.4). Furthermore, we also have the relation φ2
aζT = φa ζsaT , whose left hand side

can be evaluated with the use of (3.2) and (3.16). Calculating as above by swapping the roles of
T and saT , we get (3.15) in the case, where the length of the permutation d(saT ) is less than
that of d(T ). If the tableau saT is not standard, then φaζT = 0 by Lemma 3.1, thus implying
(3.15) in this case. Finally, relation (3.17) is immediate from (3.11), since (c2a − i c2a−1) E = 0
for a = 1, . . . , m.

Remark 3.5. The formulas of Corollary 3.4 also provide a realization of the irreducible calibrated

(or completely splittable) module over the degenerate affine Hecke–Clifford algebra Saff
n associ-

ated with the strict partition λ; see [3] and [20] for the classification of the irreducible modules
of this class. The elements xa should be understood as generators of Saff

n ; see [14].

4 Fusion procedure

Following [14, 15], introduce rational functions in variables u, v with values in Sn by setting

ϕab(u, v) = 1 + tab

(uca − vcb)
√

2

u2 − v2
, a 6= b.

Equivalently, in terms of the presentation Sn = CSn ⋉ Cln as defined in (1.2), we have

ϕab(u, v) = 1 − (a, b)

u − v
+

(a, b) cacb

u + v
.

Take n complex variables u1, . . . , un and set

Φ(u1, . . . , un) =
∏

16a<b6n

ϕab(ua, ub), (4.1)

where the product is taken in the lexicographic order on the pairs (a, b).
Suppose that λ 
 n and let U be a standard barred λ-tableau. For every a = 1, . . . , n set

κa = κa(U) if a = a or a = ā is the entry of U .

Theorem 4.1. The consecutive evaluations are well-defined and we have the identity

Φ(u1, . . . , un)
∣∣∣
u1=κ1

∣∣∣
u2=κ2

. . .
∣∣∣
un=κn

=
n!

gλ

eU . (4.2)

Proof. We argue by induction on n and note that the identity is trivial for n = 1. Observe that
ϕab(u, v) and ϕcd(u′, v′) commute if the indices a, b, c, d are distinct. Hence using the induction
hypothesis and setting u = un, for n > 2 we get

Φ(u1, . . . , un)
∣∣∣
u1=κ1

. . .
∣∣∣
un−1=κn−1

=
(n − 1)!

gµ

eV ϕ1n(κ1, u) . . . ϕn−1,n(κn−1, u),

where the barred tableau V is obtained from U by removing the box occupied by n or n̄ and µ is
the shape of V . Hence, it suffices to show that the following evaluation is well-defined with the
value given by

eV ϕ1n(κ1, u) . . . ϕn−1,n(κn−1, u)
∣∣∣
u=κn

=
ngµ

gλ

eU . (4.3)

13



Lemma 4.2. We have the relation

eV ϕn,n−1(u, κn−1) . . . ϕn1(u, κ1) =
u − xn

u
eV . (4.4)

Proof. A counterpart of this relation was pointed out in [15, Prop. 3.1] in a different context; we
will give a direct proof. It will be convenient to prove more general relations in Sn,

eV ϕn,r(u, κr) . . . ϕn1(u, κ1) =
u − xrn

u
eV , (4.5)

where r = 1, . . . , n − 1 and V now denotes a standard barred tableau with r boxes; the numbers
κa = κa(V) are the signed contents of the entries of V and

xrn =
√

2 (t1n + · · · + trn) cn.

Note that xrn commutes with x1, . . . , xr and so it commutes with eV . It is clear that (4.5) holds
for r = 1. To proceed by the induction on r, suppose that r > 2. Let W be the barred tableau
obtained from V by removing the box occupied by r or r̄. Write eV = eVeW , which is an obvious
generalization of the idempotent property established in Proposition 2.2, and observe that eW

commutes with the factor ϕn,r(u, κr). Hence, by the induction hypothesis, the left hand side of
(4.5) can be written as

eV ϕn,r(u, κr)
u − xr−1,n

u
eW = eV

(
1 + trn

(κrcr − ucn)
√

2

u2 − κ2
r

)(
1 − xr−1,n

u

)
.

To simplify this expression, use (2.5) to derive the relation

eV trn (t1n + · · · + tr−1,n) = −eV (t1r + · · · + tr−1,r) trn

=
1√
2

eV xr cr trn = − 1√
2

κr eV trn cr

thus verifying (4.5).

Returning to the proof of the theorem, use the relations

ϕab(u, v) ϕba(v, u) = A(u, v)

which hold for a 6= b, where A(u, v) is defined in (3.6). Hence, we derive from Lemma 4.2 that

eV ϕ1n(κ1, u) . . . ϕn−1,n(κn−1, u) =
u

u − xn

eV A(u, κ1) . . . A(u, κn−1),

and the right hand side can be written as

u − κn

u − xn

eV · u

u − κn

A(u, κ1) . . . A(u, κn−1).
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The required relation (4.3) will follow from the claim that both the following evaluations are
well-defined with the values given by

u − κn

u − xn

eV

∣∣∣
u=κn

= eU (4.6)

and
u

u − κn

A(u, κ1) . . . A(u, κn−1)
∣∣∣
u=κn

=
ngµ

gλ

. (4.7)

To verify (4.6), note that the definition (2.4) implies

eV =
∑

VրW

eW , (4.8)

where Vր W means that the barred tableau W is obtained from V by adding one box with the
entry n or n̄. Since xneW = κn(W)eW for n = n or n = n̄ by (2.5), we use (2.15) to write

eV

u − κn

u − xn

=
∑

VրW

eW

u − κn

u − κn(W)
= eU +

∑

VրW , W6=U

eW

u − κn

u − κn(W)
.

Hence the evaluation at u = κn is well-defined and (4.6) follows.
To verify (4.7), note that the product depends only on the shape µ of V so we may choose a

particular tableau V for its evaluation. Moreover, since the rational function A(u, v) is even in
u and v, we may take V to be unbarred; we will take the row tableau obtained by filling in the
boxes of µ with the numbers 1, . . . , n − 1 by consecutive rows from left to right in each row.
Noting the formula

A(u, 0)A(u,
√

2) . . . A
(
u,

√
p(p − 1)

)
=

u2 − p(p + 1)

u2 − p(p − 1)
,

we can write

A(u, κ1) . . . A(u, κn−1) =
m∏

a=1

u2 − µa(µa + 1)

u2 − µa(µa − 1)
,

where we set µ = (µ1, . . . , µm) with m = ℓ(µ). Suppose first, that m = ℓ(λ) so that the tableau
U is obtained from V by adding a box with the entry n or n̄ at the row k ∈ {1, . . . , m}. Then

κn =
√

µk(µk + 1) or κn = −
√

µk(µk + 1), respectively, while µk−1 > µk + 2. Therefore, the
left hand side of (4.7) is well-defined with the value

(µk + 1)
m∏

a=1, a6=k

µk(µk + 1) − µa(µa + 1)

µk(µk + 1) − µa(µa − 1)
.

It is easily seen that this coincides with n gµ/gλ, as implied by the Schur formula (2.2), thus
confirming (4.7) in the case under consideration. In the remaining case with m = ℓ(λ) − 1, the
tableau U is obtained from V by adding the box (ℓ(λ), ℓ(λ)) with the entry n. This is possible
when µm > 2. In this case, κn = 0 and the left hand side of (4.7) is well-defined with the value

m∏

a=1

µa + 1

µa − 1
,

which coincides with the right hand side of (4.7).
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Example 4.3. Consider the tableau

U = 1 2

3

of shape (2, 1). We have

Φ(u1, u2, u3)

=
(
1 + t12

(u1c1 − u2c2)
√

2

u2
1 − u2

2

)(
1 + t13

(u1c1 − u3c3)
√

2

u2
1 − u2

3

)(
1 + t23

(u2c2 − u3c3)
√

2

u2
2 − u2

3

)
.

Note that the direct evaluation of this function at u1 = u3 = 0 and u2 =
√

2 is not defined. As in
the proof of Theorem 4.1, we first set u1 = 0, u2 =

√
2 and write u for u3. Then

Φ(0,
√

2, u) =
(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 +

t13 c3

√
2

u

)(
1 + t23

2c2 − uc3

√
2

2 − u2

)
.

Now observe that 1 + t12c2 = (1 + t12c2) t12c2 and

t12c2 · t13 c3

√
2

u
· t23

2c2 − uc3

√
2

2 − u2
=

t12t13t23 (2uc2 + 2c3

√
2)

u(u2 − 2)
=

t13 (2uc2 + 2c3

√
2)

u(u2 − 2)
.

Hence

Φ(0,
√

2, u) =
(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 − t13

2c2 + uc3

√
2

2 − u2
+ t23

2c2 − uc3

√
2

2 − u2

)
,

which is regular at u = 0 with the value
(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 − (t13 − t23)c2

)
=

(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 + c2(t13 − t23)

)
.

On the other hand, the corresponding idempotent from Example 2.1 takes the form

eU =

√
2 + x2

2
√

2
· 6 − x2

3

6
.

Since x2 =
√

2 t12c2 and

x2
3 = 2 m2

3 = 2(t13 + t23)2 = 4 + 2 t12(t13 − t23),

we get

eU =
1

6

(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 − t12(t13 − t23)

)
=

1

6

(
1 + t12c2

)(
1 + c2(t13 − t23)

)

thus agreeing with Theorem 4.1.

16



Example 4.4. Consider the particular case λ = (n) with the only standard unbarred tableau U .
This time the evaluations in (4.2) can be made simultaneously, so that the evaluated product is
given by

Φ
(
0,

√
2, . . . ,

√
n(n − 1)

)
=

∏

16a<b6n

ϕab

(√
a(a − 1),

√
b(b − 1)

)
;

cf. [15, Eq. (1.3)]. By Theorem 4.1, it equals n! eU with

eU =

√
2 + x2

2
√

2

n∏

k=3

xk

(
xk +

√
k(k − 1)

)

2k(k − 1)
.
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