
ar
X

iv
:2

01
2.

09
84

7v
3 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
1 

A
ug

 2
02

1
FIAN/TD-07/20
IITP/TH-19/20
ITEP/TH-30/20
MIPT/TH-17/20

to the memory of
Boris Dubrovin

Around spin Hurwitz numbers

A. D. Mironova,b,c∗, A. Morozovd,b,c†, S. M. Natanzone,b ‡, A. Yu. Orlovf §

a Lebedev Physics Institute, Moscow 119991, Russia
b ITEP, Moscow 117218, Russia

c Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow 127994, Russia
d MIPT, Dolgoprudny, 141701, Russia

e HSE University, Moscow, Russian Federation
fShirshov Institute of Oceanology, RAS, Nahimovskii Prospekt 36, Moscow 117997, Russia

Abstract

We present a review of the spin Hurwitz numbers, which count the ramified coverings with
spin structures. They are related to peculiar Q Schur functions, which are actually related to
characters of the Sergeev group. This allows one to put the whole story into the modern context
of matrix models and integrable hierarchies. Hurwitz partition functions are actually broader
than the conventional τ -functions, but reduce to them in particular circumstances. We explain
how special d-soliton τ -functions of the KdV and Veselov-Novikov hierarchies generate the spin
Hurwitz numbers H±

(
Γb
d

)
and H±

(
Γb
d,∆

)
. The generating functions of the spin Hurwitz numbers

are hypergeometric τ -functions of the BKP integrable hierarchy, and we present their fermionic
realization. We also explain how one can construct τ -functions of this type entirely in terms of the
Q Schur functions. An important role in this approach is played by factorization formulas for the
Q Schur functions on special loci.

Boris Dubrovin was one of the brightest minds in modern mathematics, in fact, his well-known
achievements cover only a small part of all what he thought about and planned to do. Long ago, as
young students, we were inspired by the brilliant volume [1], to which Boris also contributed a big
part of his knowledge and vision. During his entire life in science, he tried to make new fields as clear
and transparent, as happened to the classical subjects in that unique textbook.

This paper was supposed to have a single author, Sergey Natanzon, and was planned as his personal
tribute to his close friend, Boris. Unfortunately, Sergey was not given a chance to fulfill this duty. The
present note is a brief review of what he taught us about the the increasingly important subject of spin
Hurwitz numbers, and it certainly lacks the vision which Sergey had on it and which we, survivors,
will still need to rediscover in our future work.

∗mironov@lpi.ru; mironov@itep.ru
†morozov@itep.ru
‡Sergey Natanzon passed away on December, 7, 2020
§orlovs55@mail.ru

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09847v3


Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Hurwitz numbers 4
2.1 Classical Hurwitz numbers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
2.2 Spin Hurwitz numbers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

3 Q Schur functions 5
3.1 Projective Schur functions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
3.2 Neutral fermions and projective Schur functions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

3.2.1 From KP to BKP . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
3.2.2 Q Schur function as fermionic average . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
3.2.3 Sergeev characters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

4 BKP τ-functions 10
4.1 Hypergeometric BKP vs KP τ -functions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
4.2 Bosonization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12
4.3 WB

∞ algebra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
4.4 Cut-and-join equation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

5 KdV soliton solution as the BKP solutions 17
5.1 Solitons of the KdV and BKP hierarchies which generate Hurwitz numbers . . . . . . 17
5.2 Different fermionic expressions generating Hurwitz numbers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
5.3 Matrix model τ -functions as fermion averages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21
5.4 On character expansion for KdV τ -functions and BKP . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

6 Factorization on special loci 22
6.1 Specialization at pk = δk,r . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
6.2 Basic factorization formula . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

7 Hypergeometric τ-functions entirely made from characters 24

8 Conclusion 25

A Derivation of (6.6) from (6.9) 26

B Factorization formula (6.9) from fermion calculus 27

C Multicomponent KP and BKP τ-functions 29

1 Introduction

Hurwitz numbers [2–5] count ramified coverings, and their significance in physics is dictated by the role
that complex curves play in string theory. Applications range from the free field calculus on ramified
Riemann surfaces [6] to genus expansion in matrix models and topological recursion [7, 8]. The spin
Hurwitz numbers [9, 10] do just the same things to Riemann surfaces with spin structures labeled by
theta-characteristics. The matrix model counterparts in this case appear to be the cubic Kontsevich
[11,12] and Brezin-Gross-Witten (BGW) [8,13] models, which are non-obvious generalizations of the
Hermitian matrix model [14] equivalent to a quadratic counterpart of Kontsevich theory [15, 16]. As
usual, the most efficient technique to develop spin Hurwitz calculus relies on algebraic approach, which
finally puts the problem into the framework of integrable systems. The basic of this approach includes
the following ingredients [17]:
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• A relevant substitute of the Schur functions, which in the case of cubic Kontsevich and BGW
models is provided by the Q Schur functions

• Their relation to the Hall-Littlewood polynomials [18]

• Their relation to characters of the Sergeev algebra [19], which provides a relevant generalization
of symmetric group characters

• The Fröbenius formula, expressing the spin Hurwitz numbers through the Sergeev characters
and the Q Schur functions

• Commuting system of cut-and-join Ŵ operators [17,20], which have Q Schur functions as their
common eigenfunctions and the Sergeev characters as eigenvalues

• Free fermion representations [21–24], which allow one to represent Q Schur functions as Pfaffians

• Integrability properties of the spin Hurwitz numbers. As usual [20,25,26], Hurwitz τ -functions
form a broader and still uncomprehensible variety, but, in special cases, we get soliton and other
solutions to the BKP hierarchy [21,22]

• Hypergeometric τ -functions of the BKP hierarchy [24, 27]. By definition, they are bilinear in
the Q Schur functions with coefficients of a very special product form (DP denotes the strict
partitions)

τBKP{pk, p∗k} =
∑

α∈DP

Qα{pk}Qα{p∗k} ·
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

f(αi) (1.1)

Important examples are provided by the ratios

QNα{δk,r}
Qα{δk,r}

=

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

f(αi) ∀ coprime N, r (1.2)

where ℓ(α) denotes the number of lines in the Young diagram α, and Nα denotes the Young
diagram with lengths Nαi. In particular, for the cubic Kontsevich model [28],

τK3{pk} =
∑

α∈DP

Qα{pk}Qα{δk,3} ·
Qα{δk,1}
Q2α{δk,1}

Q2α{δk,3}
Qα{δk,3}

· 1

2ℓ(α)
(1.3)

while, for the BGW model [29],

τBGW {pk} =
∑

α∈DP

Qα{pk}Qα{δk,1} ·
(
Qα{δk,1}
Q2α{δk,1}

)2

· 1

2ℓ(α)
(1.4)

We refer to the very recent paper [29] for some complimentary details.
As to the ordinary integrability, its intimate relation to characters is well known. The Schur func-

tions are themselves solutions to the Hirota bilinear equations, and general KP/Toda τ -functions are
their linear combinations with the coefficients satisfying the Plücker relations, which have determi-
nants and their free fermion realizations as natural solutions. The Q Schur functions play the same
role for the BKP hierarchies, only solutions are now Pfaffians, which can be described in terms of
“neutral” fermions. These simple facts are, however, not fully trivial: for example, the KdV hierarchy,
which can be considered as a reduction of the both KP and BKP hierarchies [21,22,30–32], possesses
as solutions only the very special Q Schur functions Q[1], Q[2,1], Q3,2,1, . . . , Q[...,4,3,2,1] ∼ Schur[...,4,3,2,1],
which are the only Schur functions independent of even time-variables p2k and proportional to the
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corresponding Q Schur functions. All other Q Schur functions, which are all independent of p2k, do
not solve the KdV hierarchy.

In the present paper, we review some auxiliary aspects, related to the free-fermion description
of the Q Schur functions, the BKP and KdV hierarchies. In particular, as in the case of ordinary
Hurwitz numbers, the lowest “cut-and-join” Ŵ operators commute with the BKP Hirota equations
and generates an especially simple hypergeometric “tau”-function, which can be also considered as an
infinite-soliton τ -function of the KdV hierarchy. Technically, the BKP τ -function can be defined as
a direct counterpart of the Toda lattice τ -function, but for the matrix elements of SL(∞) generated
by a restricted set of “neutral” fermions and depending only on odd sets of times. Proper weights
made of exponentials of power sums of Young diagram lengths in (1.1) (“completed cycles”) in this
formalism provides the hypergeometric τ -functions, which are easy and very straightforward to work
with. The full (spin) Hurwitz τ -functions involve far more complicated weights made out of all
(Sergeev) symmetric characters, and they provide an important generalization beyond (B)KP theory,
which still awaits an efficient language and deep investigation.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we denote through [x] the integer part of a number, through {x}
its fractional part. For an integer k, (k)r = r{k/r} denotes the value mod r. For the strict partition

α, ℓ(α) is the number of parts, and ℓ̄(α) := 2 ·
[
ℓ(α)+1

2

]
.

2 Hurwitz numbers

2.1 Classical Hurwitz numbers

Consider a compact Riemann surface S of genus g with a finite number of points x1, . . . , xn ∈ S.
Consider a set of Young diagrams (∆1, . . . ,∆n) of the same degree d = |∆i|. The lengths of the rows
∆i

1, . . . ,∆
i
ℓi
of the Young diagram ∆i give the partition of the number d.

Denote by M̃(∆1, . . . ,∆n) the set of holomorphic mappings of compact Riemann surfaces ϕ : P →
S, whose critical values lie in {x1, . . . , xn}, and the pre-images ϕ−1(xi) consist of points, where ϕ has
degrees ∆i

1, . . . ,∆
i
ℓi
. We call the mappings ϕ : P → S and ϕ′ : P ′ → S as equivalent if there exists a

biholomorphic mapping φ such that ϕ = ϕ′φ. LetM(∆1, . . . ,∆n) denote the set of equivalence classes

in the set M̃(∆1, . . . ,∆n).
The classical Hurwitz number [5] is the number

Hd(g|∆1, . . . ,∆n) =
∑

ϕ∈M(∆1,...,∆n)

1

|Aut(ϕ)| (2.1)

There is the Fröbenius formula that gives a combinatorial expression for the Hurwitz numbers [4],

Hd(g|∆1, . . . ,∆n) =
[∆1] . . . [∆k]

(d!)2

∑

R

ψR(∆1) . . . ψR(∆k)

ψR(1)(k−2)
(2.2)

where [∆] is the number of permutations of the cyclic type ∆, i.e. the number of elements in the
conjugacy class of the symmetric group Sd given by the Young diagram ∆, |∆| = d; ψR(∆) is value
of the character ψR of the representation R of the symmetric group Sd on the permutation of cyclic
type ∆, ψR(1) is the value on the permutation with all unit cycles, ∆ = [1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

d times

], and the sum is

taken over all characters of irreducible representations of Sd.

Among the classical Hurwitz numbers, we will be interested only in the so-called double Hurwitz
numbers

Hd(∆,∆
∗, b) = Hd(0|∆,∆∗,Γb2) (2.3)
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Here Γ2 is a Young diagram with one row of length 2 and the rest of rows of length 1. The Γb2 means
a set from b diagrams Γ2.

Consider two infinite sets of variables p = (p1, p2, . . . ) and p
∗ = (p∗1, p

∗
2, . . . ). Associate monomial

p∆ = p∆1 · · · p∆ℓ
to the Young diagram ∆ = [∆1, . . . ,∆ℓ] and monomial p∗∆∗ = p∗∆∗

1
· · · p∗∆∗

ℓ
to Young

diagram ∆∗ = [∆∗
1, . . . ,∆

∗
ℓ ]. To the double Hurwitz number Hd(∆,∆

∗, b) we associate the monomial
Hd(∆,∆

∗, b)p∆p∗∆∗ . As a generating function for the double Hurwitz numbers, one usually considers
the function proposed in [33]

τ(∆,∆∗, β, q) =
∑

d>0

∑

|∆|=|∆∗|=0

∑

b,∆,∆∗

qd
βb

b!
Hd(∆,∆

∗, b)p∆p
∗
∆∗ (2.4)

According to [34], [35], [33], [36] this function is a τ -function of the 2D Toda lattice (it was called
hypergeometric in [35]).

Moreover, according to [20,37], it satisfies the cut-and-join equation

∂τ(∆,∆∗, β, q)
∂β

=Wτ(∆,∆∗, β, q) (2.5)

where

W =
1

2

∑

a,b>0

(
(a+ b)papb

∂

∂pa+b
+ abpa+b

∂2

∂pa∂pb

)
(2.6)

2.2 Spin Hurwitz numbers

A line bundle L on a Riemann surface is called a spin bundle if the tensor square of L is isomorphic
to the cotangent bundle. The parity of the space of holomorphic sections of the bundle L is called
the parity of the bundle (see [38,39]) and is denoted by Arf(L) ∈ {0, 1}. The surface of genus 0 has
exactly one spin bundle, and it is even.

Consider a holomorphic mapping ϕ : P → S whose critical point orders are odd. Such a map-
ping associates the spin bundle L onto S with the spin bundle ϕ∗(L) onto P . Its parity Arf(ϕ) =
Arf(ϕ∗(L)) depends only on ϕ and Arf(L).

The spin Hurwitz number was defined in [9] as

H
Arf(L)
d (g|∆1, . . . ,∆n) =

∑

ϕ∈M(∆1,...,∆n)

(−1)Arf(ϕ)

|Aut(ϕ)| (2.7)

Depending on whether the parity of the bundle is even or odd, later on, we use the superscripts +
and − respectively.

We are only interested in the double spin Hurwitz numbers, which, in this case, have the form

Hsp
d (∆,∆∗, b) = H0

d(0|∆,∆∗,Γb3) (2.8)

where Γ3 is a Young diagram with one row of length 3 and other rows of length 1, and Γb3 means b
of such diagrams. The generating functions for such numbers can be written in different ways. The
simplest generating functions are proposed and investigated in [17, 40]. They satisfy both the 2BKP
hierarchy and modified cut-and-join equations. We discuss these issues in the present paper.

3 Q Schur functions

In this paper, we define the Q Schur functions in a peculiar normalization, which is conventional for
fermionic representations, but different from the natural one for the Cauchy identities and matrix
models used in [28] and [29].
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3.1 Projective Schur functions

To define the Q Schur functions Qα, we begin following [18] by defining an infinite skew symmetric
matrix (Qij)i,j∈N, whose entries are symmetric functions of the infinite sequence of indeterminates
x = (x1, x2, . . . ), via the following formula:

Qij(x) :=

{
qi(x)qj(x) + 2

∑j
k=1(−1)kqi+k(x)qj−k(x) if (i, j) 6= (0, 0),

0 if (i, j) = (0, 0),
(3.1)

where the qi(x)’s are defined by the generating function:

∞∏

i=1

1 + zxi
1− zxi

=

∞∑

i=0

ziqi(x) (3.2)

For instance, q1(x) = 2
∑

i xi. In particular,

Q(j,0) (x) = −Q(0,j) (x) = qj (x) for j ≥ 1 (3.3)

For a strict partition α of even cardinality 2n (including a possible zero part α2n = 0), let Mα(x)
denote the 2n × 2n skew symmetric matrix with entries

(Mα(x))ij := Qαiαj
(x), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2n. (3.4)

The Q Schur function is defined as its Pfaffian [18]

Qα(x) := Pf(Mα(x)) (3.5)

and, for completeness,

Q∅ := 1. (3.6)

Equivalently, these may be viewed as functions qj(p), Qij(p) of the odd-indexed power sum sym-
metric functions p = (p1, p3, . . . )

p2i−1 = p2i−1(x) =

∞∑

a=1

x2i−1
a , a = 1, 2, . . . . (3.7)

Following [18], we use the agreement

Qα{pk(x)} := Qα(x). (3.8)

In particular, Q[1]{pk} = 2p1 = 2
∑

i xi, Q[2]{pk} = 2p21 = 2 (
∑

i xi)
2.

There is the following relation:

Qα{δk,1} =
2|α|

∏ℓ(α)
i=1 αi!

∆∗(α), ∆∗(α) :=
∏

i<j≤ℓ(α)

αi − αj
αi + αj

(3.9)

Remark 3.1. In the literature on integrable systems, the variables often used and called times of the BKP

hierarchy (see [21], [30], [23], [24], [27], [41]) are
2pm
m

with m odd.

In the present paper, we use the BKP hierarchy, however we re-write known BKP formulas in the power
sum variables.

3.2 Neutral fermions and projective Schur functions

In this section, we very briefly recall the known facts (details can be found either in the original
papers [21], [22], [23], or in [24], the results of which we will use). Anyway, we need to fix the notation.
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3.2.1 From KP to BKP

A natural way to construct the BKP hierarchy is to start with the KP hierarchy. A standard way to
describe this latter is to realize the τ -function of the hierarchy as a fermionic average

τ(pf ,p
∗
f ) =< 0|γ(pf )gγ†(p∗

f )|0 > (3.10)

where pf := (p1, p2, p3, . . .) and analogously p∗
f are sets of KP time variables,

γ(pf ) := e
∑

m>0
1
m
Jmpm, γ†(pf ) := e

∑

m>0
1
m
J−mpm

Jm :=
∑

i∈Z
ψiψ

∗
i+m, g = exp


∑

i,j

Aijψiψ
∗
j


 (3.11)

and ψi, ψ
∗
i are charged fermions,

[ψi, ψj ]+ = 0, [ψi, ψ
∗
j ]+ = δij , [ψ∗

i , ψ
∗
j ]+ = 0 (3.12)

with the vacuum defined as

ψi|0 >= 0 =< 0|ψ∗
i ∀i < 0, < 0|ψi = 0 = ψ∗

i |0 > ∀i ≥ 0 (3.13)

The pairwise expectation values are:

〈0|ψ†
jψk|0〉 =

{
δj,k if k > 0,

0 if k < 0,
(3.14)

Now one can notice that an embedding into the KP hierarchy of the τ -function that depends on
only odd time variables can be naturally achieved by introducing the two sets of neutral fermions
{φi, i ∈ Z}

φj =
ψj + (−1)jψ∗

−j√
2

, φ̂j = i
ψj − (−1)jψ∗

−j√
2

(3.15)

with the canonical anticommutation relations:

[φj , φk]+ = (−1)jδj+k,0, [φ̂j , φ̂k]+ = (−1)jδj+k,0, [φj , φ̂k]+ = 0 (3.16)

In particular, (φ0)
2 = 1

2 . Acting on the left and right vacua |0〉, 〈0|, one obtains

φ−j|0〉 = 0 = 〈0|φj , ∀j > 0. (3.17)

and similarly for the second set of fermions. The pairwise expectation values are:

〈0|φjφk|0〉 =





(−1)kδj,−k if k > 0,
1
2δj,0 if k = 0,

0 if k < 0,

(3.18)

For (Euclidean) Fermi fields φ(ζ) :=
∑

n∈Z ζ
nφn, where ζ ∈ CP

1, the variables T = − log |ζ| and
ϕ = arg ζ are treated as time and space variables respectively. The multipoint correlation functions
uses the chronological ordering convention that states that the field assigned to a larger time variable
is put to the right of the field assigned to a smaller one, and the permutation sign should be taken into
account. For example, if |ζ1| > |ζ2|, one writes 〈0|φ(ζ2)φ(ζ1)0〉 as −〈0|φ(ζ1)φ(ζ2)0〉, which by (3.18) is
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equal to −1
2 + ζ2ζ

−1
1 − · · · = −1

2
1−ζ2ζ−1

1

1+ζ2ζ
−1
1

. For a given strict partition α = (α1, . . . , α2r) where α2r ≥ 0,

we use the notation ∆∗(ζα) defined by the relation

〈0|φ(ζα1) · · · φ(ζα2r )|0〉 = 2−r
∏

i<j≤2r

ζαi
− ζαj

ζαi
+ ζαj

=: 2−r∆∗(ζα) (3.19)

The first equality is obtained by the Wick theorem and by a simple analytical reasoning about poles
and zeroes.

An important fact is that the factor γ(pf ) becomes a product of two factors at all even times
vanishing:

γ(pf )
∣∣∣
p2k=0

= e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

( 2
m
pmJm+ 2

m
pmĴm)

(3.20)

where

Jm =
1

2

∑

i∈Z
(−1)i : φ−i−mφi : (3.21)

and similarly for γ†(p∗). Here : X : denotes the normal ordering (which is : X := X − 〈0|X|0〉 for X
quadratic in fermions).

Now we can consider only “half” of this system leaving only one set of the neutral fermions. In
this system, there are two mutually commuting Abelian groups of the BKP flows

γ(p) := e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

2
m
Jmpm

, γ†(p) := e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

2
m
J−mpm

(3.22)

One has

JnJm − JmJn =
n

2
δn+m,0 (3.23)

and

Jm|0〉 = 0 = 〈0|J−m, ∀m > 0 (3.24)

which results in

γ(p)|0〉 = |0〉, 〈0|γ†(p) = 〈0| (3.25)

and in

γ(p)γ†(p∗) = e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

2
mpmp∗m

γ†(p∗)γ(p) (3.26)

3.2.2 Q Schur function as fermionic average

One can construct the Q Schur functions as fermionic averages much similar to how the ordinary Schur
functions are realized as fermionic averages of charged fermions [22].

Any nonzero partition with distinct parts (also known as strict partition), say α, can be written as
α = (α1, . . . , αr), where r is an even number, and α1 > · · · > αr ≥ 0. We call r the completed length
of α and denote ℓ̄(α). As usual, the length of a partition is the number of non-vanishing parts of α,
and it is denoted ℓ(α); thus ℓ(α) is an odd number if and only if αr = 0, while ℓ̄(α) is always even.
The length of the zero partition is 0. Following [18], we denote by DP the set of all partitions with
distinct parts (or the same: the set of all strict partitions).
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Let us introduce the notation

Φα = 2nφα1 · · ·φα2n , Φ†
α = (−1)

∑2n
i=1 αi2nφα−2n · · ·φ−α1

J†
∆ = J∆1 · · · J∆m , J∆ = J−∆m · · · J−∆1 (3.27)

where ∆ = (∆1, . . . ,∆m) is a partition with odd parts (we denote OP the total set of such partitions).
We have

〈0|Φ†
βΦα|0〉 = 22nδα,β =< Qα, Qβ >

〈0|J†
∆̃
J∆|0〉 = 2−mz∆δ∆̃,∆ =< p∆̃,p∆ > (3.28)

where<,> denotes the scalar product in the space of symmetric functions, see (8.12) in [18]. Here z∆ is

the standard symmetric factor of the Young diagram (order of the automorphism), and pα :=
∏ℓ(α)
i pαi

.
The key relation we need was found in [23] and, in our notations, is

Qα{pk} = 〈0|γ(p)Φα|0〉 = 〈0|Φ†
αγ

†(p)|0〉 (3.29)

which results in (3.5) according to the Pfaffian form of the Wick theorem with the choice pm =
∑

i x
m
i .

As a result, one has

γ†(p)|0〉 =
∑

α∈DP

2−2nΦα|0〉Qα{pk} =
∑

m≥0

∑

∆∈OP
ℓ(∆)=m

2mJ∆|0〉
p∆

z∆

〈0|γ(p) =
∑

α∈DP

2−2nQα{pk} 〈0|Φ†
α =

∑

k≥0

∑

∆∈OP
ℓ(∆)=k

2m
p∆

z∆
〈0|J†

∆ (3.30)

thus, one gets

e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

2
mpmp∗m

= 〈0|γ(p)γ†(p)|0〉 =
∑

α∈DP
2−ℓ(α)Qα{pk}Qα{p∗k} =

∑

∆∈OP

2ℓ(∆)p∆p
∗
∆

z∆
(3.31)

where the first equality follows from (3.24 and (3.25)), see also (8.13) in [18].
Let us write down the unity operator which acts in the Fock space spanned by Φα|0〉:

1 =
∑

α∈DP

Φα|0〉2−ℓ(α)〈0|Φ†
α =

∑

∆∈OP

J∆|0〉
2ℓ(∆)

z∆
〈0|J†

∆ (3.32)

The sets {Φα|0〉, α ∈ DP} and {J∆|0〉, ∆ ∈ OP} form two different bases in the fermionic Fock space.

3.2.3 Sergeev characters

Now note that the quantity

χα(∆) := 2−ℓ(α)〈0|J†
∆Φα|0〉 = 2−ℓ(α)〈0|Φ†

αJ∆|0〉 (3.33)

is nothing but the character of the Sergeev group [19]. To see this, we notice that

J∆|0〉 =
∑

α

χα(∆)Φα|0〉, 〈0|J†
∆ =

∑

α

χα(∆)〈0|Φ†
α

Φα|0〉 =
∑

∆

2ℓ(α)+ℓ(∆)

z∆
χα(∆)J∆|0〉, 〈0|Φ† =

∑

∆

2ℓ(α)+ℓ(∆)

z∆
χα(∆)〈0|J†

∆ (3.34)
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Thus, one has

p∆ =
∑

α

χα(∆)Qα{pk}, Qα{pk} =
∑

∆

2ℓ(α)+ℓ(∆)

z∆
χα(∆)p∆ (3.35)

This is a counterpart of the Fröbenius formula for the Q Schur functions (see [18, Sec.I.7]), and, hence,
χα(∆) are, indeed, characters of the Sergeev group, [10,40].

Introduce

fα(∆) := 2−ℓ(∆)〈0|J†
∆Φα|0〉

1

z∆

1

Qα{δk,1}
=

2ℓ(α)+ℓ(∆)

z∆Qα{δk,1}
χα(∆) (3.36)

In [17], we used the notation Φα(∆) for this quantity, it is a basic building block for a spin counterpart
of the Fröbenius formula for the Hurwitz numbers, see formula (4.42).

With this quantity,

Qα{pk} = Qα{δk,1}
∑

∆∈OP

fα(∆)p∆ (3.37)

4 BKP τ-functions

Any vacuum expectation value of the form

τ(p,p∗) = 〈0|γ(p)gγ†(p∗)|0〉 (4.1)

where p = (p1, p3, . . . ) and p∗ = (p∗1, p
∗
3, . . . ) are two independent sets of parameters, and

g = e
∑

i,k∈Z
Aik:φiφk: (4.2)

is a BKP τ -function with respect to the set of times p, and, at the same time, it is a BKP τ -function
with respect to the set of times p∗, hence, it can be called a two-sided BKP, we call it either BKP
τ -function or 2BKP τ -function. Here {Aik}i,k∈Z are the elements of a doubly infinite skew symmetric
matrix A. The choice of matrix A or, what is the same, the choice of g defines a common solution to
all equations of the 2BKP integrable hierarchy.

4.1 Hypergeometric BKP vs KP τ-functions

The term hypergeometric τ -function was introduced in [35] where it was emphasized that the series

∑

R

∏p
l=1(al)R∏s
m=1(bm)R

· SchurR(x) · SchurR(y), (z)R :=
∏

(i,j)∈R
(z + j − i) (4.3)

is a generalized hypergeometric series of two sets of variables x and y. This series can be presented
in the form

∑

R

SchurR{pk}SchurR{p∗k}e
∑

k
1
k
tkCk(R), Ck(R) :=

∑

i

(Ri − i+ 1/2)k − (1/2 − i)k (4.4)

(see, e.g., [42]), where Ck(R) are the eigenvalues of the peculiarly chosen Casimir operators of GL(∞)
in representation R of SL(N) at large enough N > ℓ(R). This is a KP τ -function with g of the
form [33–35]

g = e
∑

n∈Z
: ψnψ∗

n :
∑

k
1
k
nktk (4.5)
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Quite similarly, the special choice of g,

g± = g±(t) = e

∑

n>0(−1)nφnφ−n

(

∑

k∈Z
+
odd

1
k
nktk−δ±

)

, δ± =
iπ(±1− 1)

2
, (4.6)

where t = (t1, t3, . . . ) is a set of parameters, describes the family of τ -functions called hypergeometric
BKP τ -functions [24], [27]. We will denote the related τ -function through τ±(p,p∗|t).

One can verify that

g±φi
(
g±
)−1

= ±e
∑

k∈Z
+
odd

1
k
iktk

φi, i 6= 0 (4.7)

Let us note that g±|0〉 = |0〉. From (3.16), (3.30), it follows that

τ±(p,p∗|t) := 〈0|γ(p)g±(t)γ†(p∗)|0〉 = (4.8)

=
∑

α∈DP
ℓ(α) even

e

∑

k∈Z
+
odd

1
k
tkωk(α)

2−ℓ(α)Qα(p)Qα(p
∗)±

∑

α∈DP
ℓ(α) odd

e

∑

k∈Z
+
odd

1
k
tkωk(α)

2−ℓ(α)Qα(p)Qα(p
∗) :

i.e.

τ±(p,p∗|t) = R± ·
∑

α∈DP

e

∑

k∈Z
+
odd

1
k
tkωk(α)

2−ℓ(α)Qα(p)Qα(p
∗) (4.9)

where R± is the projection operator, and

ωk(α) =

ℓ(α)∑

i=1

αki (4.10)

are spin counterparts of the completed cycles in the case of ordinary Hurwitz numbers. Notice the
difference between these quantities and (4.4): in the spin case, the main quantities involve the integers
αi, while the same quantities in the non-spin case, αi − i. This is related to the fact that, in the
former case, all the formulas involve the strict partitions, and, in the latter one, the formulas involve
all partitions.

Remark 4.1. For every hypergeometric BKP τ -function (4.9), its square is a hypergeometric KP τ -function,
with all even times put to zero, details see in [24, sec.3,Prop.2].

The issue of the hypergeometric τ -functions can be explained in a different way: the KP τ -function
can be generally expanded into the Schur functions,

τ(p) =
∑

α

cαSchurα{pk} (4.11)

This linear combination solves the KP hierarchy iff the coefficients satisfy the Plücker relations for the
infinite-dimensional Grassmannian [22]

c(~x|~y)[xi,xj ;yi,yj ] · c(~x|~y) − c(~x|~y)[xi;yi] · c(~x|~y)[xj ;yj ] + c(~x|~y)[xi;yj ] · c(~x|~y)[xj ;yi] = 0 (4.12)

where we used the Fröbenius (hook) parametrization of the Young diagrams α = (x1, . . . , xh|y1, . . . , yh) =
(~x|~y), where xi, yi are the hook arms and legs correspondingly [18], and denoted through [{xi}; {yj}]
removing a subset {xi}; {yj} from the set of hook legs and arms.

Now we note that if cα’s solve these relation, so do cα
∏
i,j∈α f(i − j) with an arbitrary function

f(x). Since a particular solution to the Plücker relations is given by the Schur functions of arbitrary
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set of times (parameters), and since the exponential in (4.4) is of the type
∏
i,j∈α f(i − j) [42], we

finally come to the hypergeometric τ -function (4.4).
Similarly, a linear combination of the Q Schur functions,

τ(p) =
∑

α∈DP

cBKPα Qα{pk} (4.13)

solves the BKP hierarchy iff the coefficients satisfy the Plc̈ker relations for the isotropic Grassmannian
[22]

cBKP[α1,...,αk]
cBKP[α1,...,αk,β1,β2,β3,β4]

− cBKP[α1,...,αk,β1,β2]
cBKP[α1,...,αk,β3,β4]

+

+cBKP[α1,...,αk,β1,β3]
cBKP[α1,...,αk,β2,β4]

− cBKP[α1,...,αk,β1,β4]
cBKP[α1,...,αk,β2,β3]

= 0 (4.14)

Now we again note that if cBKPα ’s solve these relation, so do (±1)ℓ(α)e

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

tmωm(α)
cBKPα . Since a

particular solution to the Plücker relations is given by the Q Schur functions of arbitrary set of times
(parameters), we finally come to the hypergeometric τ -function (4.9).

4.2 Bosonization

Now we need to bosonize the operators that act on the Fock vectors¶. The BKP hierarchy and
related objects that we will review in this section were introduces in a series of papers by Kyoto
school [21], [30], [22]. However, we shall use here the approach due to [43], [44].

Let z ∈ S1

V (z, p̂) = 1√
2
Dηe

∑

m∈Z
+
odd

2
mzmpm

e
−∑

m∈Z
+
odd

z−m ∂
∂pm (4.15)

be the vertex operator as it was introduced in [44]. Here Dη = η + ∂
∂η , where η is an auxiliary odd

Grassmannian variable: η2 = 0, D2
η = 1. The symbol p̂ denotes the set of two collection p1, p3, p5, . . .

and ∂
∂p1

, ∂
∂p3

, . . . .
Introducing

2θ(z,p) :=
∑

m∈Z+
odd

2
mz

mpm −
∑

m∈Z+
odd

z−m ∂
∂pm

=
∑

m∈Zodd

2

m
Jbmz

m (4.16)

where

Jbm(p̂) =





pm if m > 0 odd

−m
2

∂
∂p−m

if m < 0 odd

0 if m even,

(4.17)

one can rewrite (4.15) as

V (z,p) =
Dη√
2

... e2θ(z,p)
... (4.18)

where
...
... denotes the so-called bosonic normal ordering which means that all derivatives are moved to

the right.
Using

[Jbm, J
b
n] = −m

2
δm+n,0, (4.19)

¶Note that, for the first time, such a bosonization relation was obtained in an unpublished preprint preceding the
article [45], the article was not accepted for publication because the result was rather unusual.
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one can verify that

V (z1,p)V (z2,p) =
1− z2z

−1
1

1 + z2z
−1
1

... V (z1,p)V (z2,p)
... (4.20)

which results in the commutation relations

V (z1,p)V (z2,p) + V (z2,p)V (z1,p) =
∑

n∈Z

(
−z1
z2

)n
= δ(ϕ1 − ϕ2 − π) (4.21)

where the right hand side is the Dirac delta function, zi = eϕi , i = 1, 2. For the Fourier modes
V (z,p) =

∑
i∈Z Vi(p)z

i, one obtains

Vn(p)Vm(p) + Vm(p)Vn(p) = (−1)nδn+m (4.22)

Now one can note that up to the sign factor the fermionic and bosonic currents have the same
commutation relations:

JbnJ
b
m − JbmJ

b
n = JmJn − JnJm =

m

2
δn+m,0 (4.23)

and that the operator

φ(z) := φ0γ([z])γ
†(−[z−1]) (4.24)

where [z] := (z, z3, z5, . . . ), has the same commutation relations as the vertex operator (4.15). This
describes a correspondence between bosonic and fermionic operators.

4.3 WB
∞ algebra

Following the standard procedure, one can expand the product of the two vertex operators in the
generators of WB

∞ algebra:

1

2
V (ze

y
2 ,p)V (−ze−

y
2 ,p)− 1

2

1 + e−y

1− e−y
=

1

4

ey + 1

ey − 1

(
... eθ(ze

y
2 )+θ(−ze−

y
2 )
...− 1

)
=

=
1

4

ey + 1

ey − 1

∑

k>0

1

k!

...


 ∑

m∈Zodd

θmz
m
(
e
my
2 − e−

my
2

)


k

... =:
∑

m∈Z,n≥0

1

n!
ynzmΩmn(p) (4.25)

As follows from the left hand side of this formula, Ωmn vanish when n and m have the same parity.
In particular, the operators Ωm,0 = Jbm with odd m form the bosonic current algebra, Ωm,1 with

even m form the Virasoro algebra, etc. Our main interest is the commutative algebra of operators
Ωn := Ω0,n with odd n. In particular,

Ω1 =
∑

n>0

npn∂n

Ω3 =
1

2

∑

n>0

n3pn∂n +
1

2

∑

n>0

npn∂n + 4
∑

n1,n2,n3 odd

pn1pn2pn3(n1 + n2 + n3)∂n1+n2+n3 +

+3
∑

n1+n2=n3+n4 odd

pn1pn2n3n4∂n3∂n4 +
∑

n1,n2,n3 odd

pn1+n2+n3∂n1∂n2∂n3 (4.26)

The fermionic counterpart of (4.25) is much simplier:

1

2
: φ(ze

y
2 )φ(−ze−

y
2 ) :=

1

2

∑

m,j∈Z
zme

y
2 (m+2j)(−1)j : φm+jφ−j :=

∑

m∈Z

n≥0

1

n!
ynzmΩf

mn (4.27)
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Again, as follows from the left hand side of this formula, Ωmn = 0 when n and m have the same parity.
One gets

Ωf

mn =
1

2

∑

j∈Z

(
m
2 + j

)n
(−1)j : φm+jφ−j : (4.28)

In particular, the current algebra:

Jm := Ωf

−m,0 =

{
1
2

∑
j∈Z(−1)jφj−mφ−j if m odd

0 if m even,
(4.29)

the Virasoro algebra

Lf

m := Ωf

−m,1 =

{
1
2

∑
j∈Z
(
m
2 + j

)
(−1)j(−1)jφj−mφ−j if m even

0 if m odd,
(4.30)

and

Ωf

n := Ωf

0,n =
1

2

∑

j∈Z
(−1)jjn : φjφ−j :=

∑

j=1,3,...

(−1)jjnφjφ−j, n odd. (4.31)

One can easily see that
[Ωf

n,Ω
f

m] = 0

for each pair of n,m.
The boson-fermion correspondence gives rise to the following relation

etmnΩm,n(p+tm′n′ )Ωm′,n′ (p) · τ(p,p∗) = 〈0|γ(p)etmnΩf

m,nge
tm′n′Ωf

m′,n′γ†(p∗)|0〉 = τ(p,p∗|tmn, tm′n′)

The flows with respect to the parameters tmn and tm′n′ are called additional symmetries, see [46]
and [43].

Lemma 4.1. For r ∈ Z≥0 introduce

d2k,n := z−k ·
(
z
∂

∂z

)n
· z−k (4.32)

Ωf

2k,n(r) := res
z

(
dr2k,n · φ(z)

)
φ(−z)dz

z
=
∑

j

φ2rk+jφ−j(−1)j(j + k)n(j + 3k)n . . . (j + (2r + 1)k)n

Then:

• Ω2k,1(1) = Ω2k,1 and Ω2k,1(r) = 0 if r is even.

• [Ω2k,n(r),Ω2k,n(r
′)] = 0.

We define

γm,n(p) := e
∑

r>0,odd prΩ
f

m,n(r) (4.33)

where p = (p1, p3, . . . ) is a set of parameters.
It can be shown that the vacuum expectation value

〈0|γm,n(p)gγm′,n′(p∗)|0〉

where m < 0 and m′ > 0 is a BKP τ -function with respect to p variables and a BKP τ -function with
respect to p∗ variables.
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Consider the Virasoro element

Ω2,1 = L−1 =
1

2

∑

j∈Z
φ2+jφ−j(−1)j(1 + j)

and the set of related commuting operators

Ω2,1(r) =: L−1(r) =
1

2
res
z

((
∂

∂z
· 1
z

)r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
dr2,1

φ(z)

)
φ(−z)dz

z
= (4.34)

=
1

2

∑

j∈Z
φ2r+jφ−j(−1)j(1 + j)(3 + j) · · · (2r + j − 1), r = 1, 3, 5, . . . (4.35)

We have the following counterpart of (3.29)

Proposition 4.2.

〈0|Φ†
αγ2,1(p)|0〉 =

{
Qα(p)

∏
i αi!! eachαi is even

0 otherwise
(4.36)

The proof is achieved with the observation that φ−j(p) := (γ2,1(p))
−1 φ−jγ2,1(p) is a finite linear

combination of the modes φ−i where 1 ≤ i ≤ j and where i is odd in case j is an odd positive number.
Then, it follows that the presence of the odd parts leads to zero vacuum expectation value. We take
into account that 〈0|γ2,1 = 〈0| and apply the Wick theorem for φαi

(p) and use the definition (3.5) of
the projective Schur functions to get the right hand side of (4.36).

Corollary 4.3. Let g = exp
∑

n>0 φiφ−i log F (i) where F is a function on the lattice Z>0. We have

〈0|γ(p)gγ2,1(p∗)|0〉 =
∑

α∈DP

Q2α(p)Qα(p
∗)
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

F (2αi)αi!! (4.37)

Corollary 4.4. Let γB2,1(p
∗; p̂) be the bosonic version of γ2,1(p

∗). Then

γB2,1(p
∗; p̂) · 1 =

∑

α∈DP

Q2α(p)Qα(p
∗)
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

αi!! (4.38)

Let us note that the right hand side of (4.37) has the form of the right hand side of (1.3) and (1.4).

Remark 4.2. The perturbation series for the partition functions of the well-known N ×N two-matrix model
(and therefore also one-matrix model) are obtained from the similar construction [35]. Let us consider the set
of operators commuting with the KP Virasoro generator L−1:

LKP
−1 (r) := res

z

(
drψ(z)

dzn

)
ψ†(z), r = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (4.39)

Then

e
∑

r>0
1
r
p∗
rL

Bos
−1 (r) · 1 =

∑

λ

(N)λsλ(p)sλ(p
∗) (4.40)

which is a counterpart of (4.33) for γ2,1(p), (4.34), and (4.38).

At the end of this section we note that the action of the bosonic version of γm,n with even n (and
odd m) on 1 always gives a version of the BKP hypergeometric tau function.
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4.4 Cut-and-join equation

A specific form of the exponential means that the BKP τ -function (4.9) is a generating function of the
Hurwitz numbers corresponding to the completed cycles. In the case of the ordinary Hurwitz numbers,
one could consider the generating function of the simplest double Hurwitz numbers with two branching
profiles fixed and all other ramifications being just double ramification points, Hd(0|∆,∆∗,Γb2). This
generating function was a (KP) τ -function [33]. On the contrary, in the spin case, even the simplest
generating function of the spin Hurwitz numbers H±(Γd,∆1,∆2) where

Γd = (3, 1d−3) (4.41)

is not a τ -function.
Indeed, the Hurwitz numbers can be represented as [10,17,40]

H±(∆1, . . . ,∆k) = R± ·
∑

α∈DP

(Qα{δk,1})2 fα(∆1) · · · fα(∆k) (4.42)

and (see [17, Eq.(102) and derivation in sec.6])

fα(Γd) =
1

3
ω3(α) − (ω1(α))

2 +
2

3
ω1(α), |α| = d ≥ 3 (4.43)

One can see that this expression is not a linear combination of the completed cycles ωk(α). However,
we can still derive an equation for τ±(p,p∗|t), which is a counterpart of the celebrated cut-and-join
equation [37].

To this end, with the help of (4.43), we re-write (4.9) as follows

τ±(p,p∗|t) = R± ·
∑

α∈DP

2−ℓ(α)e
t1d+t3

(

fα(Γ))+d2−2
3d

)

e
∑

n>3,odd
1
ntnωn(α)Qα{pk}Qα{p∗k} =

= c
∑

d≥0

et1(d−
1
3
)+t3(d− 1

3)
2

Φ±
d (p,p

∗|t3, t5, . . . ) (4.44)

where c = e
1
3
t1− 1

9
t3 and where

Φ±
d (p,p

∗|t3, t5, . . . ) = R± ·
∑

α∈DP
|α|=d

et3fα(Γ)2−ℓ(α)e
∑

n>3,odd
1
ntnωn(α)Qα{pk}Qα{p∗k} (4.45)

Let us put ti = 0, i > 3. Then, we get

Φ±
d (p,p

∗|t3) =
∑

∆1,∆2

|∆1|=|∆2|

∑

b≥0

tb3
b!
H±

(
Γbd,∆

1,∆2
)
p∆1p∗

∆2 (4.46)

where

H±
(
Γbd,∆

1,∆2
)
= R± ·

∑

α∈DP
|α|=d

(Qα{δk,1})2 (fα(Γ))b fα(∆1)fα(∆
2) (4.47)

Since the BKP τ -function is defined up to a constant factor c, we obtain

Theorem 4.5. Multiply the BKP τ -function (4.9) with the factor 1
c = e−

1
3 t1+

1
9 t3 . Then, one gets the

cut-and-join equation in form
(
∂

∂t3
−
(
∂

∂t1

)2
)

· τ±(p,p∗|t) = W · τ±(p,p∗|t) (4.48)
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or, which is the same

∂Φ±
d (p,p

∗|t3)
∂t3

= W · Φ±
d (p,p

∗|t3) (4.49)

where the cut-and-join operator

W = 1
3Ω3(p)− Ω1(p)Ω1(p) +

2
3Ω1(p) = −

(
∑

n>0

npn∂n

)2

+

(
2

3
+

1

6

)∑

n>0

npn∂n +

+
1

6

∑

n>0

n3pn∂n +
4

3

∑

n1,n2,n3 odd

pn1pn2pn3(n1 + n2 + n3)∂n1+n2+n3 +

+
∑

n1+n2=n3+n4 odd

pn1pn2n3n4∂n3∂n4 +
1

3

∑

n1,n2,n3 odd

pn1+n2+n3∂n1∂n2∂n3 (4.50)

Thus, the cut-and-join equation has a form of the quantum heat equation with the potential W .
By analogy with the case of the ordinary Hurwitz numbers analyzed by Boris Dubrovin in [47], we

have

Remark 4.3. Each Ωn(p) can be treated as a Hamiltonian of the quantum dispersionless modified KdV
equation on the circle with the eigenstates given by Qα(p) and the eigenvalues given by ωn(α). If one introduces

the Plank constant ~ and puts v = ~−
1
2

∑
n e

inϕJb
n, then the first nontrivial Hamiltonian ~2Ω3 is

H3 =

∫ 2π

0

dϕ
...
(
v4 + ~ (vϕ)

2
) ... dϕ (4.51)

5 KdV soliton solution as the BKP solutions

5.1 Solitons of the KdV and BKP hierarchies which generate Hurwitz numbers

So far we discussed integrable properties with respect to time variables p that are the variables of
the Q Schur functions. In this subsection, we discuss a relation to the soliton solution in tn. That
is, we want to show that if we fix both sets p, p∗ so that they are equal to p1 := (1, 0, 0, . . .), then
τ±(p1,p1|t) turns into a recognizable soliton τ -function of the KdV equation, where the role of times
is played by the set t = (t1, t3, . . . ).

Theorem 5.1. Consider the τ -function (4.44) where we restrict the times to be p = p∗ = p1 and
introduce

u±(t) = 2
∂2

∂t21
log τ±(p1,p1|t) (5.1)

Then each u± is the (∞)-soliton solution of the KdV hierarchy with respect to the times t = (t1, t3, . . . ).
In particular,

12u±t3 = u±t1t1t1 + 6u±u±t1 (5.2)

If one puts all ti = 0 for i > 3 and denote (t1, t3) = (x, t), so that (x, t) are the space-time coordinates
in the standard KdV theory [48], then

τ±(p1,p1|x+ log q, t, 0, 0, . . . ) = c
∑

d≥3

qde
xd+t

(

d2−2
3d

)∑

b≥0

tb

b!
H±

(
Γbd

)
(5.3)
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Proof. This solution is well-known: it is a multi-soliton τ -function. Indeed, as it follows from (4.9),
(3.9) we have

τ±(p1,p1|t) = 1 +
∞∑

k=1

∑

1≤α1<···<αk

22|α|−k
∏

i<j≤k

(
αi − αj
αi + αj

)2 k∏

i=1

eη(αi,t)+δ
±

(αi!)2
(5.4)

where δ± is defined in (4.6) and where

η(x, t) :=
∑

m=1,3,5,...

1

m
tmx

m (5.5)

which a special case of the general soliton solution of KdV hierarchy given by

τ sol±KdV(t) = 1 +
∑

k>0

∑

α∈DP
ℓ(α)=k

(∆∗(ζα))
2

k∏

i=1

eη(αi ,t)+ai−δ± (5.6)

= 1 +
∑

i

eη
±
i +

∑

i<j

(ζi − ζj)
2

(ζi + ζj)2
eη

±
i +η±j +

∑

i<j≤k

(ζi − ζj)
2(ζi − ζk)

2(ζj − ζk)
2

(ζi + ζj)2(ζi + ζk)2(ζj + ζk)2
eη

±
i +η±j +η±

k + · · · (5.7)

where η±j := η(ζj , t) + aj − δ± and

∆∗(ζα) :=
∏

i<j≤k

ζαi
− ζαj

ζαi
+ ζαj

(5.8)

We recall that the parameters ζj play the role of the soliton momenta, the parameters aj define initial
positions of solitons, these are the solitons u+ ∼ 1

2ζ
2
j ch

−2(12ζjx + 1
6ζ

3
j t +

1
2aj) for the δ+ case, and

the solitons u− ∼ 1
2ζ

2
i sinh

−2(12ζix+
1
6ζ

3
i t+

1
2ai) for the δ

− case. Factors (5.8) describe interactions of
solitons.

Choosing ζj = j, j = 1, 2, 3, . . . and aj = − log 21−2j(j!)2, and taking into account (3.9), (4.9) one
obtains (5.4). Formula (5.3) translates the sum over the number of solitons in the formula (5.7) into
a sum over momenta d =

∑
k αk, d playing the role of the number of sheets in the covering problem

related to H(Γbd).

Remark 5.1. To generate the Hurwitz numbers for the d-sheeted coverings, it is enough to consider the N -
soliton KdV τ -function with the parameters ζi filling the string 0, 1, . . . , d where d does not exceed the number
of solitons N . Such a τ -function is holomorphic in the (x, t)-variables, and one can write

H±
(
Γb
d

)
= (2π)−1 res

t=0
t−b−1e

−t
(

d2+
2
3d

) ∫ 2π

0

dxe−ixdτKdV,±
N (ix, t) (5.9)

A similar solitonic τ -function can be obtained at p∗ = δk,1 := p1: τ(p,p1|t) is the τ -function of
the two component BKP hierarchy [44] (or of the Veselov-Novikov hierarchy) with respect to the times
p = (p1, p3, . . . ) and t = (t1, t3, . . . ).

Remark 5.2. Two component τ -functions are constructed with the two-component fermions. We recall that
any two-component BKP (2-BKP) τ -function is a BKP τ -function in p = (p1, p3, . . . ) variables, and it is also
a BKP τ -function in t = (t1, t3, . . . ) variables, see [22], [44].

Theorem 5.2. The τ -function (4.44) τ±(p,p1|t) that generates the Hurwitz numbers is a two-
component BKP multisoliton τ -function with respect to the time sets t and p.
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For the proof, it suffices to represent τ±(p,p1|t) in the form of an appropriate vacuum expectation
value. Indeed, this 2-BKP (Veselov-Novikov) τ -function τ̃VN±(p, t) is of the following solitonic type

τ̃VN±(p, t) = 〈0|γ(1)(t)γ(2)(p)g±(0)e
√
−1

∑

i≥0 Cijφ
(1)(ζi)φ

(2)
j |0〉 (5.10)

=
∑

α,β∈DP

2−
1
2 ℓ̄(α)−

1
2 ℓ̄(β)Cα,βe

η(ζαi
,t)−δ±∆∗(ζα)Qβ{p} (5.11)

where the symbol g±(0) is given by (4.6) where each φi is replaced by φ
(2)
i , and where η(ζαi

, t)
and ∆∗(ζα) are given respectively by (5.5) and by (5.8), the set {ζi} is a set of free parameters
(soliton momenta), and a free chosen matrix C defines an interaction between solitons (the net of
lines in the (t1, t3)-plane in the tropical approximation of the τ -function). The series (5.11) where
Cα,β = det (C)αi,βj

is obtained by direct calculation of the vacuum expectation value in (5.10) taking

into account (3.19) and (3.29). Then, choosing Cj,0 = 2j 1
j!δj,i, i > 0, Cj,0 = 2δj,0 and putting ζj = j,

one gets τ̃VN±(p, t) = τ±(p,p1|t) as it follows from (4.9) and (3.9).
When all ti = 0 for i > 3, this τ -function generates the Hurwitz numbers H± (Γrd,∆):

τ±(p,p1|t) =
∑

d≥0

e
t1d+t3

(

d2−2
3d

) ∑

∆
|∆|=d

∑

b≥0

tb3
b!
H±

(
Γbd,∆

)
p∆ (5.12)

Such a τ -function describes “the net of resonant solitons” (it is either the net of regular solitons
or the net of singular solitons).‖

Simirlarly to the previous case, one gets

Remark 5.3. To generate the Hurwitz numbers H±(Γb
d,∆), it is enough to consider the N -soliton τ -function

with the parameters ζi which fill the string 0, 1, . . . , d where d does not exceed the number of solitons N . Such
a τ -function is holomorphic in the (x, t)-variables, and one can write

∑

∆
|∆|=d

H±
(
Γb
d,∆

)
p∆ = (2π)−1 res

t=0
t−b−1e

−t
(

d2+
2
3d

)
∫ 2π

0

dxe−ixdτVN,±
N (ix, t) (5.13)

The superscript “-” denotes the singular soliton solution, while “+” is related to the regular one.

5.2 Different fermionic expressions generating Hurwitz numbers

Besides formula (4.8) and the example discussed in (5.10), there are many others representations of
the series (4.9) in terms of the neutral fermions. These are different embeddings of a given function of
many variables into various families of τ -functions. Here are some more examples. In these examples,
η(αi, t) and ∆∗(ζα) are given respectively by (5.5) and by (5.8).

Lemma 5.3. The multisoliton BKP τ -function can be written as the following vacuum expectation
value:

τ1(t) = 〈0|γ(t)e
∑

i>j≥0 Aijφ(ζi)φ(ζj )|0〉 =
∑

α∈DP
2−

1
2 ℓ̄(α)Aα∆

∗(ζα)
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

eη(ζαi
,t) (5.14)

where Aα = PfĀ, and Ā is the the skew symmetric ℓ̄(α)× ℓ̄(α) submatrix of the matrix A whose entries
are selected by the parts of α = (α1, . . . , αk) as

Āi,j := Aαi,αj
, i, j ≤ k (5.15)

‖The best presentation of such nets of regular solitons in the KP case is given in [49]. Singular resonant solitons were
considered in [50]. Networks of singular solitons will be described elsewhere.
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when k is even, and

Āi,j :=

{
Aαi,αj

, i, j ≤ k

Aαi,0, i ≤ k, j = k + 1
(5.16)

when k is odd. For any choice of A, one gets the multisoliton BKP τ -function (which describes the
net of resonant solitons with the momenta given by the set {ζi}). For ζi = i, one obtains the BKP
multisoliton τ -function with integer momenta.

As an example, one can choose Aij =
1
2QNi,Nj{p}F (i)F (j), j > 0 and Ai,0 = QNi,0{p}F (i). Then,

the τ -function (5.14) takes the form

τ1(t,p) =
∑

α∈DP

2−ℓ(α)∆∗(ζα)QNα{p})
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

eη(ζαi
,t)F (αi) (5.17)

The right hand side of (5.17) where F (i) = ±1 can be equated to the τ -function (5.10) if we choose
Ci,j ∼ δNi,j in (5.11).

If we put pk = δk,1 and F (i) = ± (Ni)!
i! , we get KdV τ -function (5.4).

Lemma 5.4. Another example of the BKP τ -function (Aα is the same as in the previous Lemma) is
given by

τ2(p) = 〈0|γ(p)e
∑

i>j≥0 Aijφiφj |0〉 =
∑

α

2−
1
2 ℓ̄(α)AαQα{p} (5.18)

If we choose A to be the same as in example (5.17), the τ -function (5.18) takes the form

τ2(p,p
∗) =

∑

α∈DP

2−ℓ(α)Qα{p}QNα{p∗}
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

F (αi) (5.19)

which is of the form considered in sec.7 below. For N = 1, (5.19) is the hypergeometric τ -function
given by (4.9) if we choose F (j) = ± exp

∑
m j

mtm.

Lemma 5.5. An example of the 2-component BKP (2-BKP) τ -function is given by

τ3(p
(1),p(2)) = 〈0|γ(1)(p(1))γ(2)(p(2))e

√−1
∑

i,j≥0 Cijφ
(1)
i φ

(2)
j |0〉 =

∑

α,β∈DP

2−
1
2 ℓ̄(α)−

1
2 ℓ̄(β)Cα,βQα{p(1)}Qβ{p(2)}

(5.20)

where Cα,β = det (C)αi,βj
.

For instance, one can choose Cij = F (j)δi,Nj , j > 0, Ci,0 = 2δi,0 in order to get once again the
series at the right hand side of (5.19).

Lemma 5.6. Another example of the 2-BKP τ -function is given by

τ4(p
(1),p(2)) = 〈0|γ(1)(p(1))γ(2)(p(2))e

√−1
∑

i,j≥0 Cijφ(1)(ζi)φ(2)(ζj)|0〉 (5.21)

=
∑

α,β∈DP

2−
1
2 ℓ̄(α)−

1
2 ℓ̄(β)Cα,β

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

eη(ζαi
,p(1))

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

eη(ζβi ,p
(2))∆∗

α(ζ
(1))∆∗

β(ζ
(2))

(5.22)
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To get the KdV multisoliton τ -function, it is enough to take ζ
(1)
i = ζ

(2)
i , i ≥ 0. To get the τ -function

(5.4), one takes ζi = i and Cij = 22j(j!)−2δi,j , j > 0, Ci,0 = C0,i = 2δi,0.
The examples of the KdV and Veselov-Novikov soliton τ -functions considered above can be pre-

sented as a specification of τ1, . . . , τ4.

Remark 5.4. In all cases, the sums in the exponentials can be replaced by integrals with appropriate measures
(to get specializations of the hypergeometric τ -functions discussed in sec.5.1, one needs to choose the Γ-function
and the contour going around the real semi-axis in the complex plane).

Any particular fermionic representation is convenient for writing down the string equations, which
are stationary points for special combinations of WB

∞ symmetries discussed in sec.4.3.

5.3 Matrix model τ-functions as fermion averages

The partition functions of the matrix models in external field considered in the Introduction, (1.3) and
(1.4), which are hypergeometric BKP τ -functions can be considered as particular cases of described
fermion averages.

The τ -function of the BGW model in (1.4) can be presented as examples considered in sec.5.2 by
a proper specification of parameters:

Proposition 5.7.

τBGW (p) =
∑

α∈DP

2−ℓ(α)Qα{p}Qα{δk,1}
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

(
(2αi)!

αi!

)2

(5.23)

= 〈0|γ(p)e
∑

n>0 log
(

(2n)!
n!

)2
(−1)nφnφ−nγ{δk,1}|0〉 =

〈0|γ(p)e
∑

i>j≥0
1
2

(

(2i)!(2j)!
i!j!

)2
Q̃i,jφiφj |0〉 = 〈0|γ(1)(p)γ(2){δk,1}e

√
−1

∑

i≥0 Ci

(

(2i)!
i!

)2
φ
(1)
i φ

(2)
i |0〉

where we used (3.9). Here Q̃i,j = Qi,j{δk,1} = 2i+j 1
i!j!

i−j
i+j ; Q̃i,0 = 2Qi,0{δk,1} = 2i+1 1

i! and Ci = 1, i >
0; C0 = 2

Similarly, the τ -function of the Kontsevich model (1.3) can be presented as as examples considered
in sec.5.2:

Proposition 5.8. The series (1.3) can be treated both as the BKP and as the 2-BKP τ -function
presented as a fermion average

τK3{p} =
∑

α∈DP

2−ℓ(α)Qα{p}Q2α{δk,3}
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

(2αi)!

αi!
= (5.24)

= 〈0|γ(p)e
∑

i>j≥0
1
2

(2i)!(2j)!
i!j!

Q̃2i,2j{δk,3}φiφj |0〉 = 〈0|γ(1)(p)γ(2){δk,3}e
√−1

∑

i≥0 Ci
(2i)!
i!
φ
(1)
i
φ
(2)
2i |0〉

where Q̃2i,2j = Q2i,2j{δk,3} and Q̃2i,0 = 2Q2i,0{δk,3} and where Ci = 1, i > 0 and C0 = 2.

5.4 On character expansion for KdV τ-functions and BKP

Since the bilinear Plücker relations (4.12) does not contain terms c2α for any diagram α, one can put
all the coefficients cα = 0 but one. Hence, any individual Schur function solves the Plücker relations,
and is a KP τ -function. For a similar reason, any individual Q Schur function is a τ -function of the
BKP hierarchy.

If one applies the Schur function expansion, (4.11) to the KdV hierarchy, which is a KP reduction,
one immediately realizes that an individual Schur function (i.e. a single non-vanishing cα) solves
the hierarchy only for the diagrams [. . . , 4, 3, 2, 1]. This is not surprising, since the KdV τ -function
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does not depend on even time vatriables p2k, and so do only these Schur functions: Schur[1] = p1 or

Schur[2,1] =
1
3(−p3 + p31), etc.

On the other hand, the KdV solutions simultaneously solve the BKP hierarchy, and one could
expect that a natural c haracter expansion of the KdV hierarchy is in terms of the Q Schur functions
(4.13). Of course, this is formally true, because the Q Schur functions form a complete basis in
the space of functions of odd times p2k+1, but the restrictions on the coefficients cα substituting the
Plücker relations in KP and BKP cases, is more involved. In particular, most individual Q-functions
are not the KdV τ -functions: exceptions are provided just by Q...,4,3,2,1, which coincide with peculiar
ordinary Schur functions, depending on odd times only as discussed above.

Note that the reduction BKP → KdV equation has the simplest form when one uses the 2-BKP
approach and imposes the condition

(
∂

∂p
(1)
1

− ∂

∂p
(2)
1

)
τ(p(1),p(2)) = 0 (5.25)

and the KdV higher times can be identified with p(1) +p(2). It can be also formulated in terms of the
Lax operator for the Veselov-Novikov equation, which is a 2D Schrödinger operator (with a reduction
2D Schödinger → 1D Schrödinger operator the latter being the Lax operator for the KdV equation).
Another way is to present the KdV hierarchy as the so-called rational reduction of the BKP hierarchy.
For some other aspects of relation between the KdV and BKP hierarchies, see [21,22,30–32].

6 Factorization on special loci

6.1 Specialization at pk = δk,r

The locus pk = δk,1 is well known to play a big role in representation theory and character calculus. For
instance, in the case of Schur polynomial SR, this locus is associated with the dimension |R|!SR{δk,1}
of representation R of the permutation group S|R| and reflects the Schur-Weyl duality [51]. In this
case, this quantity has a special notation, dR := SR{δk,1}. Somewhat unexpectedly superintegrability
relations in the Gaussian matrix models are sensitive also to the values at other loci pk = δk,r [28].
This gets a natural explanation in the study of monomial matrix models, where the Cauchy identity
states

e−
1
r
TrXr

= exp

(
−
∑

k

1

k
TrXk · δk,r

)
=
∑

R

(−1)|R| SR∨{TrXk} · SR{δk,r} (6.1)

This makes the study of character values at these delta-loci very important. These values are known
to be distinguishably factorizable, and very recently A.Alexandrov [29] conjectured an explicit formula
for the ratio of two Q Schur functions, QR/Q2R at pk = δk,3. In this section, we describe a general
and explicit factorization formula for QR/QNR at any N and pk = δk,r (hence, r is odd), and even
more general factorization formula for QR at only pk,rj non-vanishing (r and j odd). We prove these
formulas in Appendices A and B.

The relation important for us is

Qα{δk,r} = QNα{δk,r}
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

F (αi) (6.2)

with coprime N and r and with some function F (αi) that we describe below.
In order to explain (6.2), we list a set of facts about specializations of the symmetric functions at

pk = δk,r.
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• For the Schur functions, the values at p
(r)
k = δk,r are equal to

SR{δk,r} = δr(R)
∏

x∈R

1

[hx]0,r
(6.3)

where hx is the hook length and [n]p,r is defined to be n when n is equal to p mod r, and to be
1 otherwise. δr(R) is defined in [52, Eq.(3.26)]:

δr(R) =





(−1)|R|/r
∏
x∈R(−1)[cx/r]+[hx/r] if the r-core of R is trivial

0 otherwise

(6.4)

where cx is the content of the box in R.

• Similarly, for the Q Schur functions, the values at p∗k = δk,r/2 are equal to

Qα{δk,r/2} = δ̃r(α)
∏

x∈S(α)

1

[h
(d)
x ]0,r

(6.5)

where h
(d)
x is the hook length in the doubled Young diagram, which is defined to be d(α) :=

(α1, α2, . . . |α1−1, α2−1, . . .) in the Fröbenius notation [18], while S(α) denotes here the shifted
Young diagram [18], which is the part of d(α) lying above the main diagonal. The sign factor
δ̃r(α) vanishes if the r-core of d(α) is non-trivial.

• Suppose we are given a strict partition α such that the size of α is divisible by r, and δ̃r(α) 6= 0
(this simultaneously implies that δ̃r(Nα) 6= 0), i.e. the r-core of d(α) is trivial. Suppose also
that N and r are coprime (r is certainly odd). Then, the following formula is correct:

Qα{ r2 · δk,r}
QNα{ r2 · δk,r}

=

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

(−1)ρN,r
(αi) ·N{αi/r} · [Nαi/r]!

[αi/r]!
(6.6)

where {. . .} at the r.h.s. denotes the fractional part of a number, and [. . .] denotes the integer
part.

We derive formula (6.6) in Appendix A, here just point out that the integer-valued function ρN,r(x)
depends only on (x)r (the value of x mod r), and on (Nx)r (the value of Nx mod r). Manifestly,
ρ
N,r

(0) = 0, and all other xr enters the product in pairs ρ
N,r

(k) + ρ
N,r

(r − k) so that there is no

difference which sign to choose for an individual (−1)ρN,r
(x) in the pair. For the sake of definiteness,

let us choose (−1)ρN,r
(k) = 1 with r ≥ k > r/2. Then one has

ρ
N,r

(x) =





(Nx)r − (x)r for 0 < (x)r < r/2

0 otherwise
(6.7)

In fact, there is a more fundamental factorization formula for pk non-vanishing only at k divisible
by r, (6.9), and formula (6.6) is its straightforward corollary in a particular case. We discuss this in
the next subsection.

6.2 Basic factorization formula

Now we consider a more general factorization formula in the case, when an infinite set of times tkr is
non-vanishing. That is, we introduce a set of times p[r] := (p1[r], p3[r], . . . ) such that

1

k
pk[r] =

1

j
pjδk,jr, both r, j odd (6.8)
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Let us consider a strict partition α, and produce r new strict partitions µ, ac, bc made of [αi/r]. Parting
into these r − 1 partitions depends on the value (αi)r = x: the parts with x = 0 get to partition µ,
the parts with 0 < x ≤ (r − 1)/2 get to partitions ac, c = x, and those with (r − 1)/2 < x < r get to
partitions bc, c = r − x. Thus, the partition ac at each color c has an associated partition bc.

Thus, the parts of α are parted into three groups:

• parts rµ that are divisible by r

• parts presented as rac + c where c = 1, . . . , 12(r − 1)

• parts presented as r(bc + 1)− c where c = 1, . . . , 12 (r − 1)

Suppose that |α| is divisible by r and that the length of partitions ac coincides with those of bc

(otherwise, Qα{pk[r]} = 0). We denote this length through κc. Then, there is a beautiful factorization
formula (which we derive in Appendix B)

Qα{pk[r]} = (−1)ω 2−
1
2 ℓ̄(µ)Qµ{pk}

1
2 (r−1)∏

c=1

S(ac|bc){2p′k} ·
κc∏

i=1

(−1)a
c
i+b

c
i+c (6.9)

where p′k := (p1, 0, p3, 0, p5, . . .), S(ac|bc) is the ordinary Schur function in the Fröbenius (hook) notation,
and ω depends on the order of embedded parts which belong to one of the three groups. Basically,
it is not important for our purposes because we will be interested in rescaling of lengths of the parts
αi → Nαi which keeps the order, and we get the same ω.

For example, for r = 3 and a partition, say, α = [6, 5, 4, 3, 2, 1], µ = [2, 1], a1 = [1, 0], b1 = [1, 0] so
that eq.(6.9) states:

Q[6,5,4,3,2,1]{0, 0, 3p1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 3p3 , . . .} ∼ Q[2,1]{p1, p3} · S(1,0|1,0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
S[2,2]

{2p1, 0, 2p3, 0} (6.10)

Similarly, for r = 3 and a partition α = [15, 7, 6, 5, 2, 1], µ = [5, 2], a1 = [2, 0], b1 = [1, 0] so that
eq.(6.9) states:

Q[15,7,6,5,2,1]{0, 0, 3p1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 3p3 , . . .} ∼ Q[5,2]{p1, p3, p5, p7} · S(2,0|1,0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
S[3,2]

{2p1, 0, 2p3, 0, p5} (6.11)

The basic factorization formula (6.9) immediately leads to formula (6.6), see Appendix A for
details.

7 Hypergeometric τ-functions entirely made from characters

In this section, we describe an important construction of particular hypergeometric τ -functions from
the ratios of characters at the special loci pk = δk,r described in the previous section. It is actually
applicable in a more general context, but we present it in the case of the Q Schur functions and the
BKP hierarchy.

The relations (6.2), (6.6) implies that the bilinear combination (1.1), which is a BKP τ -function
can be specified in the form

τBKP{p, p̄} =
∑

α∈DP

Qα{p}QNα{δk,r} ·
ℓ(α)∏

i=1

f(αi) (7.1)

Indeed, the restrictions for α in (6.6) implies that QNα 6= 0 and, hence, are satisfied, since otherwise
α does not contribute to the sum (7.1).
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In its turn, this means that not only the partition function of the Kontsevich model, [28]

τK3{pk} =
∑

α∈DP

1

2ℓ(α)
· Qα{pk}Qα{δk,1}Q2α{δk,3}

Q2α{δk,1}
(7.2)

which is of form (7.1) with N = 2, r = 3 [29], is a BKP τ -function with the weight function given by

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

f(αi) =
Qα{δk,3}
Q2α{δk,3}

Qα{δk,1}
Q2α{δk,1}

(7.3)

but a more general combination with arbitrary coprime N and r is still a BKP τ -function.

From (6.6), it also follows that one can choose it as a product of various ratios
Qα{δk,r}
QNα{δk,r} still

preserving the BKP τ -function:

τBKP{p, p̄} =
∑

α∈DP

Qα{p}Qα{δk,r}
∏

i

Qα{δk,ri}
QNiα{δk,ri}

∏

j

QNjα{δk,rj}
Qα{δk,rj}

(7.4)

with arbitrary sets of (coprime) Ni, ri, and Nj, rj , however, one has to deal carefully with vanishing of
Qα{δk,ri} (either choosing proper sets of ri’s, or continuing formula (6.6) to all sets of αi by definition).

This means that one can construct non-trivial hypergeometric BKP τ -functions completely in
terms of characters. The cubic Kontsevich and BGW partition functions belong to this class, which
once again emphasizes the intimate connection between the hypergeometric and matrix
model partition functions, i.e. between hypergeometricity and string equations.

Since the Virasoro algebra acts on the Q Schur functions in a very simple way [53]:

L̂nQα

{
pk√
2

}
=

ℓ(α)∑

i=1

(−)νi(αi − n) Qα−2nǫi

{
pk√
2

}
,

L̂n :=
∑

k∈Z+
odd

(k + n)pk
∂

∂pk+n
+

1

2

a+b=2n∑

a,b∈Z+
odd

ab
∂2

∂pa∂pb
(7.5)

where α− 2kǫi denotes the shift of αi → αi − 2k. This can make it shorter than some other lines and
thus imply reordering of lines in the diagram to put them back into decreasing order, then νi(α, b) is
the number of lines, which the i-th one needs to jump over. It is possible to check that (1.3) and (1.4)
satisfy the Virasoro constraints (after an appropriate rescaling of time variables). This illustrates the
general claim of [54] that superintegrability of matrix models, which underlies these expressions implies
both the ordinary integrability and the Virasoro constraints: the two basic properties of matrix model
partition functions [14]. From the very beginning, it was clear that they are intimately related [55],
but a nature of this relation remained obscure. Now we understand that they are just two different
corollaries of a more fundamental superintegrability feature < character >= character.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we made a brief review of the details behind the formalism of Q Schur functions, which
can be relevant for deeper investigation of the spin Hurwitz partition functions. We put a special
emphasize on the “hypergeometric” τ -functions. They are made from Casimir exponentials and give
rise to peculiarly-factorized coefficients in the character expansions, which is typically associated with
(generalized) hypergeometric series, hence the name. There is a mounting evidence that matrix model
τ -functions (i.e. those which satisfy additional string equations) belong to this class. Until recently,
this was not so obvious, because important matrix models were not brought to this form, but recently
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the reason has been found: the τ -functions for the Kontsevich and BGW models are expanded in the
Q Schur functions rather than in the ordinary Schur functions. A posteriori, this is rather obvious
because they satisfy KdV rather than the generic KP/Toda hierarchy. Moreover, now it is clear that
the generalized Kontsevich model is likewise expressed through appropriately generalized Q Schur
functions [56]. In this paper, we, however, concentrated on the standard Q Schur functions and
perspectives of spin Hurwitz studies.
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A Derivation of (6.6) from (6.9)

The basic factorization formula (6.9) allows us to obtain formula (6.6) immediately with the following logic.
First of all, the basic factorization formula (6.9) expresses the Q Schur functions, QR at pk[r] through those
at pk, these two being related by (6.8). In particular, under the choice pk[r] = rδk,r , it expresses the Q Schur
functions at δk,r through those at δk,1. Hence, it remains to evaluate the Q Schur functions at pk = δk,1, and
then insert the obtained results into (6.9) in order to obtain finally (A.9). This is what is done in this Appendix
in three steps. The factorization formula itself is proved in Appendix B.

Step I. (6.9) explicitly at pk = rδk,r/2. In order to obtain formula (6.6), we evaluate (6.9) at pk =
rδk,r/2. Using (3.9), we get for individual factors in (6.9) in this case:

Qµ

{
1

2
· δk,1

}
=

κ0∏

i=1

1

µi!

∏

i<j

µi − µj

µi + µj

(A.1)

S(ac|bc){δk,1} =
1∏κc

i=1 a
c
i !b

c
i !

∏
i<j(a

c
i − acj)(b

c
i − bcj)∏

i,j(a
c
i + bcj + 1)

(A.2)

Step II. (6.9) for Nα. Now we evaluate (6.9) for Nα. To this end, we notice that Nα consists of the
following parts:

• parts Nrµ that are still divisible by r

• parts presented as Nrac +Nc where Nc = N, . . . , 12N(r − 1)

• parts presented as Nr(bc + 1)−Nc where Nc = N, . . . , 12N(r − 1)

For each c there exists pc and cN

Nc = rpc + cN , cN < r (A.3)

Let

N < r, N and r are coprime (A.4)

Equation (A.3) maps each c to a certain cN . If c and c′ are different, then cN (c) can not coincide with either
r − cN (c′) or cN (c′) . Indeed, suppose it is not correct, and one has the same cN for two different c (c and c′):

N(c+ c′) = r(pc + p′c + r) ⇒ c+ c′ =
r

N
(pc + p′c + 1)
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However, this is impossible because of (A.4) and because both c and c′ are less than 1
2r. Similarly impossible is

N(c− c′) = r(pc − p′c) ⇒ c− c′ =
r

N
(pc − p′c)

Notice that the partition associated by c is also associated by cN :

(ac, bc) =
(
raci + c , r(bcj + 1)− c

)
→
(
Nraci +Nc , Nr(bcj + 1)−Nc

)
=

=
(
r(Naci + pc) + cN , r(Nbcj − pc)− cN

)
(A.5)

Thus, one finally obtains

Na = r(Nai + pi) + cN , Nb = r(N(bi + 1)− pi)− cN (A.6)

Therefore, one gets

S(Nac|Nbc){δk,1} =
N−κc

∏κc

i=1(Na
c
i + pi)!(Nbci − pi − 1)!

∏
i<j(a

c
i − acj)(b

c
i − bcj)∏κc

i.j=1(a
c
i + bcj + 1)

(A.7)

and

QNµ

{
1

2
· δk,1

}
=

1
∏k

i=1(Nµi)!

∏

i<j

µi − µj

µi + µj

(A.8)

Step III. Evaluating the ratio (6.6). Now, using (A.1)-(A.2) and (A.7)-(A.8), we are ready to evaluate
the ratio of the Q Schur functions in (6.6):

Qα

{
r
2 · δk,r

}

QNα

{
r
2 · δk,r

} = (−1)g




ℓ(µ)∏

i=1

(Nµi)!

µi!




1
2 (r−1)∏

c=1

Nκc
κc∏

i=1

(Naci + pc)!(Nb
c
i − pc − 1)!

aci !b
c
i !

= (−1)gN
1
2v

ℓ(α)∏

i=1

[Nαi/r]!

[αi/r]!

(A.9)

where v is the number of parts of α that are not divisible by r, and g originates from the sign factors at the
r.h.s. of (6.9) and is equal to

g =

1
2 (r−1)∑

c=1

κc(c− cN (c)) (A.10)

where cN (c) is given by (A.3). Since this sign factor coincides with (6.7) and v = 2
∑ℓ(α)

i=1 {αi/r}, we finally
come to formula (6.6).

B Factorization formula (6.9) from fermion calculus

Here we prove (6.9) using the fermion average representation for the Q Schur functions (3.29). To this end, we
consider the fermionic representation for the Q Schur function (3.29)

Qα{pk[r]} = 2ℓ̄(α)〈0|γ(p[r])φα1 · · ·φαl
|0〉 = 2ℓ̄(α)〈0|φα1(p[r]) · · · φαl

(p[r])|0〉 (B.1)

φk(p[r]) := γ(p[r]) · φα1 · γ(p[r])−1

Using the canonical anticommutation relation (3.16), we have

[Jm, φi] = φi−m, m odd (B.2)

and

φj(p[r]) := e
∑

m>0,odd
2
nr

Jmrpmr [r]φje
−

∑

m>0,odd
2
nr

Jmrtmr [r] =
∑

m≥0

φj−mrhm{2p′k} (B.3)
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where hi are complete symmetric functions restricted on the set of odd labeled times:

e
∑

n>0,odd
2
n
pnz

n

=
∑

n≥0

znhn{2p′k}, hn{2p′k} := S(n){2p′k} (B.4)

Let us note that the exponential (B.4) is also a generating function for the elementary projective Schur functions
Qn,0:

hn{2p′k} = Q(n,0){pk} (B.5)

For evaluation of the averages at the r.h.s of (B.1), we use the Wick theorem. To this end, we consider the
pairwise average:

−〈0|φa(p[r])φb(p[r])|0〉 = 〈0|φb(p[r])φa(p[r])|0〉 = 〈0|
∑

m≥0

φb−mrhm{2p′k}
∑

n≥0

φa−nrhn{2p′k}|0〉 (B.6)

where, according to the canonical pairing (3.18), contribute only the terms with

a− nr + b−mr = 0 (B.7)

This implies distributing the parts of the strict partition into three groups µ, ac and bc as above.

Remark B.1. One may say that there exist a part αx such that aci + pc = [αx/r] and c = (αx)r, and a part
αy, with [αy/r] = bcj − pc − 1 and (αy)r = −c. In this case, 〈0|φαx

(p[r])φαy
(p[r])|0〉 6= 0.

Similarly, one may say that there exist a part αx such that Naci + pc = [Nαx/r] and cN = (Nαx)r , and a
part αy, with [Nαy/r] = Nbcj − pc − 1 and (Nαy)r = −cN . In this case, 〈0|φNαx

(p[r])φNαy
(p[r])|0〉 6= 0.

One obtains for a pair of ac and bc of the same color c (we will denote here a = rac + c, b = rbc + r − c)
that (B.6) is equal to

〈0|φ−cφc|0〉hbc+1{2p′k}hac{2p′k}+ · · ·+ 〈0|φ−aφa|0〉hac+bc+1{2p′k}h0{2p′k} (B.8)

= (−1)chbc+1{2p′k}hac{2p′k}+ · · ·+ (−1)a+1hac+bc{2p′k}h1{2p′k}+ (−1)ahac+bc+1{2p′k}h0{2p′k}
For instance, for r = 3 (i.e. there is the single color c = 1 = 1

2 (r − 1)), if taking a1 = a2 = 0, i.e. a = 1, b = 2,
one obtains

〈0|φ2(p[3])φ1(p[3])|0〉 = 〈0|φ−1φ1|0〉h1{2p′k}h0{2p′k} = (−1)1h1{2p′k}h0{2p′k} = −2p1 (B.9)

Now notice that, since r, j are odd, one has from (B.4)

hi{2p′k} = (−1)ihi{−2p′k} (B.10)

therefore (B.8) is written as

(−1)c+ac

hbc+1{2p′k}hac{−2p′k}+ · · ·+ (−1)ahac+bc{2p′k}h1{−2p′k}+ (−1)ahac+bc+1{2p′k}h0{−2p′k}
(B.11)

(the parity of a = rac + c is equal to that of ac + c because r is odd).
We compare (B.11) with the one-hook Schur function [18]

S(j|k){2p′k} = (−1)k
k∑

i=0

hj+i+1{2p′k}hk−i{−2p′k} (B.12)

and obtain that

〈0|γ(p[r])φrbc+c∗φrac+c|0〉 = (−1)b
c+rac+cS(ac|bc){2p′k} = (−1)b

c+ac+cS(ac|bc){2p′k} (B.13)

The case of sub-partition µ can be considered in a similar way. For a pairwise averages, using (B.3) in the
same way as before, and using (B.5) and (3.1), one gets

〈0|φrµ(p[r])φrν ([p[r]])|0〉 = 〈0|
∑

m≥0

φµ−mrhm{2p′k}
∑

n≥0

φν−nrhn{2p′k}|0〉 = 2−1Q(µ,ν){pk} (B.14)

(here µ, ν are numbers). The Pfaffian of the Wick theorem yields the projective Schur function labeled by the
partition µ.

As one can see, after re-numbering, the neutral fermions from complementary groups ac and bc are quite
similar to the charged fermions (3.14), while the neutral fermions in the group µ up to re-numbering the Fourier
modes remain to be neutral (3.18) inside average (B.1).

Finally, applying the Wick theorem to evaluate averages with all three groups of fermions, one obtains (6.9).
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C Multicomponent KP and BKP τ-functions

Following [22], one can define two-component charged fermions by ψ
(i)
j = ψ2j+i, ψ

†(i)
j = ψ†

2j+i, where i = 1, 2 is
the component number. Due to (3.12), we see that the fermions with different components anticommute. For
each given component, one can construct the neutral fermions labeled with the same component number via
(3.15). The neutral fermions related to different components anticomute. We construct currents labeled with
the component number and the corresponding evolution operators,

γ(i)(pi) = e
∑

k>0, odd
1
k
p
(i)
k

J
(i)
k , J

(i)
k =

∑

n∈Z

(−1)nφ
(i)
−k−nφ

(i)
n , i = 1, 2 (C.1)

Then any vacuum expectation value

τ(p(1),p(2)) = 〈0|γ(i)(p(1))γ(i)(p(2))eA|0〉 (C.2)

where A is quadratic in the neutral fermions is a two-component BKP τ -function, and the sets p(1) and p(2)

are called the sets of 2-BKP higher times. There is an important

Remark C.1. If one fixes the set p(2) (the set p(1)), then τ(p(1),p(2)) can be considered as a one-component
BKP τ -function with respect to the set p(1) (to the set p(2)).

Details may be found in [22] or in [44].
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