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Abstract

We present what we call a “motivated proof” of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-Gordon partition

identities. Similar “motivated proofs” have been given by Andrews and Baxter for the Rogers-
Ramanujan identities and by Lepowsky and Zhu for Gordon’s identities. Additionally, “moti-
vated proofs” have also been given for the Andrews-Bressoud partition identities by Kanade,
Lepowsky, Russell, and Sills and for the Gollnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities by Coulson, Kanade,
Lepowsky, McRae, Qi, Russell, and the third author. Our proof borrows both the use of “ghost
series” from the “motivated proof” of the Andrews-Bressoud identities and uses recursions sim-
ilar to those found in the “motivated proof” of the Gollnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities. We
anticipate that this “motivated proof” of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-Gordon identities will illumi-
nate certain twisted vertex-algebraic constructions.

1 Introduction

The Rogers-Ramanujan partition identities are the pair of partition identities which we write as

I =X nme (L.1)

n>1,n#0,+2 mod 5 m>0

[ =3 (1.2)

n>1,n#0,£1 mod 5 m>0

and

where p;(m) enumerates the number of partitions of m where adjacent parts have difference at
least 2 and po(m) enumerates the number of partitions of m where adjacent parts have difference
at least 2 and in which no 1 appears. We shall refer to the right-hand side of identities such as (L.1])
and ([2) as “sum sides.” We note that in (I.I)) and (I.2]), the left-hand sides count the number
of partitions into parts +1 mod 5 and the number of partitions into parts +2 mod 5, respectively.
We refer to left-hand sides such as these as “product sides.” In |AB], related to work by Baxter
in [B], Andrews and Baxter gave what they called a “motivated proof” of the Rogers-Ramanujan
identities. The initial motivation was a question posed by Leon Ehrenpreis: By definition, it is clear
that pi(m) > pa(m) for all m > 0. Can one see this fact from the product sides of the identities
without knowledge of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities? That is, without knowledge of (II]) and
(L2]), and starting only with the product sides of these identities, can one show that

H : N H 1 _1qn - Z amq™, (13)

1—qgn
n>1,n#0,+2 mod 5 q n>1,n#0,£1 mod 5 m>0

where a,, > 0 for all m > 07 In [AB], Andrews and Baxter answer this question in the affirmative
and, in doing so, also prove the Rogers-Ramanujan identities.
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The product sides of many partition identities arise naturally in the representation theory of
vertex operator algebras (as in [LM]). It is therefore natural to ask whether one can exhibit
sum sides to these identities using vertex-algebraic techniques. In [LWI]-[LW4], Lepowsky and
Wilson exhibited these sum sides using monomials in principally twisted Z-operators. In their
work, they gave a vertex-algebraic interpretation of the Gordon-Andrews-Bressoud identities and
a purely vertex-algebraic proof of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities. Their proof, however, does
not compare different product sides by taking various linear combinations of their product sides,
but rather, considers the relevant representations (and thus the relevant products) individually. A
related proof of the Gordon-Andrews-Bressoud identities was given in [MP]. We refer the reader
to the survey articles [L] and [K] for further reading about these approaches and recent advances.
We also refer the reader to [CMPP], where new partition identities arising from representations

of the affine Lie algebra Cél) have been found (these identities have been proved for the level 1
case in [DK]|] and [Ru]). Another approach for obtaining such a sum side is to construct exact
sequences among relevant representations of a given vertex operator algebra (for examples, see
[CLMI1]-[CLM2], [CalLM], [PSW], [BKRS], and many others). Namely, such an exact sequence
gives a recursion satisfied by the graded dimensions of various representations, whose solution
readily leads to a sum side. In the context of exact sequences among representations, expressions
in which the product sides are subtracted from one another with division by pure powers of the
formal variable ¢ have a natural interpretation in terms of maps among the graded spaces of these
representations. In particular, it is expected that the ideas in the motivated proofs in [AB], [LZ],
[CKLMQRS]|, [KLRS], and the present work will lead to a “categorification” of these identities in
terms of certain twisted representations for certain generalized vertex operator algebras and exact
sequences among these representations involving twisted intertwining operators (see [DL], [Hul).
The program of finding “motivated proofs” of partition identities is thus motivated by the desire
to better understand these underlying vertex-algebraic structures. Such a program is underway.
Thus, we shall use “motivated proof” as a technical term and drop the quotations. For a much more
detailed exposition of these ideas, we refer the reader to the introductions of [LZ], [CKLMQRS],
and [KLRS].

We now give a brief explanation of Andrews’s and Baxter’s motivated proof, which is related
to Baxter’s proof in [B] and Rogers’ and Ramanujan’s proof in [RR]. Let G; and G2 denote the
left-hand sides of (1)) and (I2)). Empirically, Andrews and Baxter noticed that G := % is

an element of 1 + ¢°C[[g]]. More generally, they observed and proved that

Gi =Gt oy 4 i (1.4)

G2 = 7

for j > 1 and called (I.4]) the Empirical Hypothesis. One important consequence to the Empirical
Hypothesis, which is key in Andrews’s and Baxter’s proof, is the fact that

Jj—00
(here we say the limit exists if the coefficient of each power of ¢ stabilizes as j — o0). To answer
Ehrenpreis’s question, using the recursive definition of G;, Andrews and Baxter expressed G3 as

Gg = AjGj + BjGj.H, (15)

where j > 3 and Aj;, B; € Clg]. They then give combinatorial interpretations for A; and B; and
showed that lim;_, Bj = 0 and A := lim;_, A; exists and counts partitions of positive integers
into parts which differ by at least 2 and in which 1 and 2 do not appear. This, in turn, gives

Gz = lim (4;G; + B;Gj41) = lim (4;) lim (G;) + lim (B;) lim (Gj41) = Ax, (1.6)
j—o0 j—o0 j—o0 j—00 j—o0



thus answering Ehrenpreis’s question. Repeating this procedure for Gy and G leads to a proof of
the Rogers-Ramanujan identities. It is now natural to ask: given the product sides of a family of
partition identities, and without knowledge of the sum sides of these identities, can one deduce the
sum sides of these identities using similar techniques?

Andrews’s and Baxter’s motivated proof has since been extended to several other partition
identities. In general, much of the structure of these proofs is similar. Of particular importance
in these proofs are recursions generalizing and extending the recursive definition in (L4]). We
briefly review the recursive definitions which extend (L4]). In [LZ], Lepowsky and Zhu generalized
Andrews’s and Baxter’s proof to Gordon’s identities (cf. [G]), the odd-modulus generalization of
the Rogers-Ramanujan identities. In their proof, Lepowsky and Zhu introduced what they call
“shelves.” In particular, let G; for 1 <+¢ < k be the product sides of Gordon’s identities mod 2k + 1
(when k = 2, these are just the product sides of (II]) and (L2])). These expressions live on what
is called “shelf 0.” Next, given a series on “shelf j,” denoted by G(;_1);4; for some j > 0 and
1 <i <k, Lepowsky and Zhu then define the series on “shelf j + 1” by the tautological expression

Gr-1)¢+1)+1 = Gr—1)j+ and by

- Gle—jtk—it1 — Ge-1)j+k—i+2

G(k—l)(j+1)+i = q](z_l) (17)
for 2 < i < k. The Empirical Hypothesis in [LZ] states that
1+ ¢HIClq]] if1<i<k-—1
Gh—1)iti € : 1.8
(k=L)i+ {1 +¢2C[q)) ifi = k. (18

In [CKLMQRSY]|, a motivated proof of the Gollnitz-Gordon-Andrews identity is given (cf. [Gdl],
[A2], and Chapter 7 of [A4]). As in [LZ], the authors define G; for 1 < i < k to be the product
sides of the Gollnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities mod 4k. For these identities, a more complicated-
looking recursion is needed in place of (7). In particular, the series on shelf j + 1 for j > 0 are
defined by

G-1)+1)+1 = Gr—1)j+k (1.9)
and a o
 G—njtk—it1 — Ge—1)j4k—it2
Gll—1)(j+1)+i = ! 276D ! — 4 G 4iot (1.10)

for 2 < i < k. A key difference between (L) and (LI0) is the use of the (i — 1) series on shelf j+1
to define the i*! series on shelf j+1. Lastly, in [KLRS|, a motivated proof of the Andrews-Bressoud
mod 2k partition identities is given. As before, let G; for 1 < i < k denote the product sides of
the Andrews-Bressoud identities mod 2k (in [KLRS], they are denoted B;). The recursion needed
to define the higher shelves in [KLRS] is quite different than (7)) and (I.I0). In particular, due to
parity conditions arising in the sum side of these identities (see condition (2) in the introduction to
IKLRS]), division by a pure power of ¢ is replaced by division by a sum of two powers of ¢q. This
type of division has no obvious interpretation in the vertex-algebraic framework discussed above
and is thus not “motivated.” In order to define the series Gj_1)(j4+1)4; on the higher shelves using
division by pure powers of ¢, the authors introduce what they call “ghost series.” They denote these
series by é(k_l)(jﬂ)ﬂ- for 2 < i < k on each shelf and define the higher shelves as follows:

Gk—1)(j+1)+1 = Gr—1)j+k> (1.11)

Gk—l'k—l_ék—l'k =
Gl-1)(j+1)+2 = (k1) s (k-ljvk _ G (k—1)j+k> (1.12)
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and
o  Guenjah—int — Guenjan—ivz  Go-n)jsh—iv2 — Clo-1)j+h—it3
(k=) (+1)+i = gD - qUFDi-2) ‘

(1.13)

We note here that (L12) and (LI3)) also serve as definitions for the ghost series. In all of these
works, once the series on the higher shelves have been established and a general formula for them
has been proved, it is straightforward to show that a variant of the Empirical Hypothesis (L.8])
holds.

We now discuss the identities that are the focus of the present work and compare the approach we
use to the approaches in [LZ], [CKLMQRS], and [KLRS]. The Bressoud-Géllnitz-Gordon identities,
proved by Bressoud ([Br]), are an extension of the Gollnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities to moduli
of the form 4k — 2. In particular, we use the statement of these identities as presented in Corollary
1.3 of [CoLoMal, with 7 replaced by k — i+ 1 in the statement of the theorem. For 2 < i < k, these
identities state

(14 @271 (1 — 2h2iH 1+ (Uh=2)n) (] _ @2h+2i=3+(1k=2)ny(] _ (Ak=2)(n+1)) .
H 1 — g2n+2 = Z ai(n)q",

n>0 n>0
(1.14)

where a;(n) enumerates partitions A of n such that:
1. Each odd part appears at most once,
2. i) + fo(A) < k-1,
- far(N) + far1(N) + forgo(N) <k —1 for all t > 0,
f far(A) + farr1(A) + fary2(A) = k — 1, then
tfar(N) + (t + 1) (far1(N) + farg2 (V) =k — i+ VY (t) mod 2, (1.15)

W

where f;(\) denotes the number of occurrences of ¢ in A and V() denotes the number of odd parts
in A\ which do not exceed 2t. We note here that the left-hand side of (I.14]) enumerates partitions
where:

1. Even parts are multiples of 4 not divisible by 8%k — 4,

2. Odd parts are not congruent to £(2k — 2i + 1) mod 4k — 2 with parts congruent to 2k —
1 mod 4k — 2 appearing at most once.

(For some interesting recent work related to these identities, we refer the reader to [HWZ], [HIZ1],
[HJZ2], and [HZ].)

In the motivated proof in the present work, we define our series G; for 1 < ¢ < k on shelf j =0
using the left-hand side of (I.I4]), extending the definition to i = 1. As in [KLRS], condition 4
prevents us from defining the higher shelves using solely the series G; and division by pure powers
of g. In order to define the series on the higher shelves, we use a mix of ideas from [CKLMQRS]
and [KLRS|. In particular, for j > 0, we have, tautologically, that G(,_1)(j+1)41 = G(k-1)j+k, and
we introduce the series (N}'(k_l)ﬂi for 2 < i < k, which we call “ghost series.” We define both the
ghost series and the series on shelf j + 1 by the recursions

Gr—)j+h—1 — G—1)j+k  _ ~
Gr-1(j+1)4+2 = (k1) 267D (k=ith "Gl 4141 = Gle—1)j4k (1.16)




and
Goot)jih—itt — Guotyjth—ite
Gle-1)(+1)+i = 2000 =4 G (j+1)+i-1 (1.17)

Goe1)jh—iv2 — Glh—1)joh—iss
- q2(j+1)(i—(2) : — 4 Glemn)1)+in1 (1.18)

for 3 < i < k. We note that these recursions use ideas from ([I0) - (LI3)). In particular, we
will also show that the ghost series, G; for 2 < i < k, are generating functions which enumerate
partitions satisfying the same conditions as a;(n) but the right-hand side of (.15 is replaced by
k—i+ 14 V{(t) mod 2.

We also note one more important difference between the proof in the present work and the
proofs in [AB], [LZ], [CKLMQRS]|, and [KLRS|. In these works, the recursions used to define the
higher shelves are “reversed” in order to write the series G; as polynomial linear combinations of
series on higher shelves:

G; = z’hgj)G(k—l)j-i-l + ihgj)G(k—l)j—m +- ihzgj)G(k—l)j+ka (1.19)
where the polynomials Z-héj ), for 1 < ¢ < k, are generalizations of A; and B; above. The authors
then take the limit as j — oo to obtain an argument similar to (L.G):

Gi= lim ("hgj)G(k—mH +ih Gy + oo+ ihz(f)G(k—l)#k)

= <jli_>noloz'h§j)> <]1i,n§o G(k—l)j+1> +ot <jli>1{.10ih;gj)> <]1i>nolo G(k—l)j+k>
:ihgw).1+0.1+...+0.1
= ;h{>

to complete their motivated proof, where it is clear from a matrix interpretation of their recursions
that each of the limits, lim;_, ihgj ), exist for 1 < ¢ < k. In the present work, it may not be the case

that lim;_, ihgj ) in general exists, so we need to consider a more intricate argument. Indeed, we
show that lim;_, (ihgj ) + ihgj )> exists and require a slightly more intricate argument to conclude
that

Gi = lim (i +in§")

for1 <4 <k.

The present work is structured as follows: In Section 2, we recall certain standard notation
regarding g-series and introduce the official series Gy and the ghost series G, which are the main
objects of our study. In Section 3, we derive closed-form expressions for Gy and Gy. In Section 4,
these closed-form expressions are used to prove an Empirical Hypothesis for both the official series
and the ghost series. In Section 5, we use the recursive definitions of the official series and ghost
series to provide a matrix interpretation and write our series Gy, for 1 < i < k, as polynomial linear
combinations of series on higher shelves. In Section 6, we provide combinatorial interpretations
for the polynomials from Section 5 and use them to complete our proof of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-
Gordon identities. We also provide a combinatorial interpretation of the ghost series. In Section
7, we provide a dictionary between our closed-form expressions and specialization of the series
J (a;x;q) in [CoLLoMa]. We also give (a;x;q)-expressions governing the ghost series. In addition,
we give combinatorial interpretations for these series and explore their properties.
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2 The formal series G, and G,

In this section, we establish notation that we will use throughout the paper. Throughout this work,
let k£ > 2 be an integer and a, x, and ¢ be formal variables. All power series in this work are formal
power series in a, x, and q.

Suppose n is a nonnegative integer and A = (by, b, ..., bs) is a partition of n, with by > ... > b;.
For t € N, use f;(\) to denote the number of occurrences of ¢ in A and V(¢) to denote the number of
odd parts in A which do not exceed 2t. We also use the following standard g-Pochhammer notation
throughout this work:

(@;¢)n == (1 —a)(1 —agq)--- (1 —ag"™") (2.1)
and
(@; @)oo = [ [ (1 —ag"™"). (2.2)
n>1
We also will use
(@n = (a:0)n (2.3)
and
(@)oo = (4:@)oc- (2.4)
Finally, we define
(a1, a2, ... ak; @) = (a1; @)n(az; On -~ (ar; On (2.5)
and similarly define
(a1, @2, ..., ak; @)oo = (a15 @)oo (@25 @)oo+ (Ak; @)oo- (2.6)

Our main object of study will be the formal power series we denote by G, for integers ¢ > 1.
When 2 < ¢ < k, the Gy denote the product sides of the Bressound-Géllnitz-Gordon identities. In
particular, for 1 < i < k, we define the series G; as presented in Corollary 1.3 of [CoLoMa]. In
particular, let

GZ. _ (_q; q2)oo(q2k—2z’+17 q2k+2i—3’ q4k—2; q4k—2)oo' (2.7)
(%5 4%) oo
When 2 < ¢ < k, this is the generating function for partitions satisfying the conditions:

1. Even parts are multiples of 4 not divisible by 8% — 4,

2. Odd parts are not congruent to +(2k — 2i + 1) mod 4k — 2 with parts congruent to 2k —
1 mod 4k — 2 appearing at most once.

Note that we have replaced ¢ with k — i 4+ 1 and have also defined G; for ¢« = 1, as this will be
necessary in our work. We note that

a2
(( q;q )oo _ H - 1 (28)



and write

Flg= J] a-¢m. (2.9)

m#2 mod 4

We note that, using Ramanujan’s notation, we may write F(q) as ¥ (—q), where

¥(q) = f(a.4%)

and
f(a,b) = (—a, —b,ab; ab) .

We recall the Jacobi Triple Product identity

2 —
S (1" = (0%, 2¢, 2 4307 oo (2.10)
nel

We rewrite the left-hand side of (Z.I0]) as

Z(_l)nznqnz _ Z(_l)nznqnz (1 _ Z—2n—1q2n+1) (211)

nez n>0

so that our Jacobi Triple Product Identity is

2 _ _ —
S (=0 (1= 2721 = (0%, 20,27 407 oo (2.12)
n>0

Making the substitution ¢ — ¢**~! and z — ¢*~2, (2.12) becomes

R e s L SO R EY)

)

Z(_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+(2i+2k—3)n (1 _ q(2k—2i+1)(2n+1)> _ (q4k—2
n>0

Now, using (ZI3), we write

1 n ) )
G = Z(_1)nq(4k—2)(2)+(2z+2k—3)n <1 _ q(2k—2z+1)(2n+1)> (2.14)

for1 <i<k. )
As in [KLRS], we define what we call ghost series G;, where 2 < i < k, as well as the series
Gran for 1 < h <k —1. In particular, define

Gp_1—G B .
Gk+1 = % —dq 1Gk = Gk (2.15)
and - _
Gr_n— Gi_ _ Gi_ — G _
Grt+n = il 2" hohtl q 1Gk+h—1 =k h—;;(h_l)k hi2 q 1Gk+h_1 (2.16)

for2<h<k-1.

Remark 2.1. As in [KLRS], we have not defined the series G as it is not necessary in our proofs.
We will, however, attach a combinatorial meaning to this series in Remark and explore this
series in more generality in Section 7.



We note that (2I5]) and (2I6]) give us
G Gio1+¢*Gip

i 2.1
1+ ¢? (2.17)
for 2<i<k—1and C C
~ k-1 — 4qGg
= _r—- 7" 2.1
G 1+ ¢? (2.18)

Remark 2.2. Later in our work, we will prove that the ghost series, G; for 2 < i < k, enumerate
partitions A which satisfy all the same conditions as those enumerated by G; for 2 < i < k with a
change in a parity condition. Namely, we will show that G; enumerates partitions A satisfying:

1. Each odd part appears at most once,
2. i) + fo(N) < k-1,
- fa(A) + farr1(A) + farr2(A) <k —1forall £ >0,
I for(A) + farr1(A) + far2(A) =k — 1, then
tfar(A) + (¢ + 1) (fare1(N) + fara2(N) =k — i+ VY(t) mod 2, (2.19)

-~ W

and G; enumerates partitions satisfying all the same conditions as G; with (2.19)) replaced by

tfa(A) + (t+ D) (far1(A) + far2(N)) £ k — i+ V() mod 2. (2.20)
Next, we use (Z14), (2I7), and 2I8) to derive closed-form expressions for G;, where 2 < i < k.

Proposition 2.3. For 2 <i <k, we have

1 1 n : .
G = 1) g@k—2)(5)+(2k+2i-5)n 1 4 q2@n+1)y (] _ o(2k=20+1)(2n+1))

Proof. First, for 2 <i < k — 1, we have that

Gi-1+¢*Gip1

1 —-2)(7 i—5)n —2i n
_ Z(_l)nq(4k 2) () +(2k+2i—5) (1 _q(2k 2i+3)(2 +1))
o) =
1 -2)(" i—1)n —2i—1)(2n
i e Z(_l)nq(4k 2)(5)+(2k+2i—1) +2(1 _q(2k 2i—1)(2 +1))

n>0
1 n —-2)(? i—5)n —2i n n —2i— n
_ Z(_l) q(4k 2)()+(2k+2i—5) (1 _q(2k 2i+3)(2n+1) —|—q2(2 +1)(1 _q(2k 2i—1)(2 +1))>

n>0

_ 1 Z(_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+(2k+2i—5)n(1 +q2(2n+1))(1 _q(2k—2i+1)(2n+1))

1) =

)

which gives our result for 2 <7 < k — 1. We also have that

Gt — qChe (2.21)
_ 1 Z(_1)nq(4k_2)(g)+(4k_5)n(1 _ q3(2n+1)) (2.22)
Fla) =



1 Z(_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+(4k—3)n+1(1_q2n+1) (2.23)

Flq) 7=
1 n -2)(7 —5)n n n n

_ Yoy Z(_l) g 2)()+(4k—5) (1 _ P il g2 +1)> (2.24)
q n>0
1 n —2)(" —5)n n n

= g D (g g gt g gt (2:25)
q n>0

which gives the desired result for ék O

Note that we defined the series Gi,...,Gy and Go,..., G}, which, as in [[Z], [KLRS], and
[CKLMQRS]|, we say are on shelf j = 0. We now recursively define the series Gr—1)j4i for j > 1
and 1 < i < k. As in [KLRS], we also recursively define é(k—l)j—i—i for j > 0and 2 < i < k.
Following [KLRS|] and [CKLMQRS], for j > 0, we define

G-1)(+1)+1 = Gr—1)j+k> (2.26)
Go-t)jrh-1 — Gu—1yjrr ~
G(k—l)(j+1)+2 = ! 26+ = — q 1G(k—1)(j+1)+1 = G(k—l)j+ka (2.27)
and
Goot)jih—itt — Guot)jth—ite
Gle-1)(j+1)+i = G — ¢ "G 1)it (2.28)
é(k—l)j+k—i+2 - G(k—l)j+k—i+3 -1
= 20702 — ¢ G-1)(+1)+i-1 (2.29)
for 3<i<k.

Remark 2.4. The definition given by (2.20)) is immediate from the fact that
k-1DG+1D)+1=(k—-1)j+k (2.30)

We make note of this here, however, since in the next section we will give different expressions for
G k—1)(j+1)+1 and G(;_1);+% and will need to show that they are, in fact, equal. As in [LZ], [KLRS],
and [CKLMQRS], we will call this “edge-matching.”

We note here that, using (2.26]) - ([2.29), for j > 0, the ghosts may be explicitly defined by

- Ge-1)jri-1 + PITVG g1y ji
G(k—l)j+i = 1 + q2(j+1) (231)

for 2<i<k—1and '
&  Gr—1yjrh—1 — T Glm1yjk
(k=1)j+k — 1+ @260 .

(2.32)

3 Closed form of Gy, and ég

In this section, we provide a closed-form expression for the official series Gy and the ghost series

G



Theorem 3.1. For j >0 and 1 <1 <k, we have that

G-1)j+i € Cllg]] (3.1)

and, in fact,

Gh-1)j+i
1 1) (4k—2) () +n(2k(G+1)+2(i—5)—3) ( _ 2j+2. 2 (20D g2)
— Z( ) q — 2n+(1 q2 5 q ) (q yq ).7 (32)
Fle) = (4% 6*)n (=>4 %) 11
) (1 _ P2 (ki) q2n+2j+1(1 _ q2(2n+j+l)(k—i))> .
Moreover, for 7 >0 and 2 < i <k, we have
G (—1)j+i € Cllq]) (3.3)
and, in fact,
G o)yt
) g@k=2)(5)+n2k(+1)+2(i—j—1)=3) (_ 2j+2. 2 (2D g2
_ ! 12’+22( )"q ? i 2n+1( 4 Ol ) gy
F(q)1+¢% (=% ®)n(—=*" ¢

n>0

. (1 + q2(2n+j+1)) <1 o q2(2n+j+1)(k—i+1) + q2n+2j+1(1 o q2(2n+j+1)(k—i))) ]

Proof. Throughout our proof, we will use the notation @j,i for the right-hand side of (3.2)) and éﬂ
for the right-hand side of ([3.4]). We will first show that G_1);4; = Gjifor j>0and 1 <i<k
by induction on j and i. We note that the j = 0 case is given by ([2.14]) for G; with 1 <i < k and
that Proposition 23] gives us the j = 0 case of ([B4) for G; with 2 <i < k.

Suppose, for some j > 0, that G_1);4; = G, for 1 < i < k and that é(k_l)jﬂ- = Gj; for

2 <1 < k. We first show that G_1)(j+1)+1 = Gj+1,1- Since G_1yj41 = Gr—1)(j+1)+1, We must
show that “edge-matching” holds, i.e. that G 1)1 = @j+171 Indeed, we have

Gh—1)j+k
1 Z(—1)"q(4k_2)(g)+n(2k(j+1)+2(k_j)_3)(—q2j+2;q2)n(q2("+1);q2)j
Flg) & (=% ¢)n (=" ¢%) 11

) <1 _ q2(2n+j+1)(k—k+1) g2t q2(2n+j+1)(k—k)))

_ 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j
F(q) (=% ®)n(—a* 1 ¢?) 41

(1 - q2(2n+j+1))

_ 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j
Flq) & (=% ¢)n (="' ¢%) 11
(1 — 2+t L+ g7t
1 14 g%i+2
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1 3 (~1)ng =D () HnCRIHD =23 (2042, 2) (D) 2),
Flq) & (=% @®)n(=a*"*156%) 11
1+ q2j+2 _ q2(2n+j+1) _ q4(n+j+1)
11 g%t2

(—1)ng D) +rCRGT-2-3) (L2142, 2) (2(0FD); ¢2),
(=42 ¢H)n(=¢*""15¢2) 11
1— q4(n+j+l) + q2j+2(1 _ q4n)
’ 1+ g%it2
(_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2; qz)n(q2(n+1); q2)j(1 o q2(n+j+1))
(—a%@®)n(—*"" 15 ¢%) 41

1
_F(Q)Z

n>0
1 4 g2(nti+1)
TR
. 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(’;)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j(1 _ q4n)
F(q) = (=% ¢*)n(=¢*"T %) 1
' 22
1+ g+2
1 3 (—1)ngUh DGR+ -2-9) (2742, g2), (201 ¢2) 1y
Flg) & (=@ @)n(=*"5¢%) 11
1+ g2 tith)
1+ q2+2
S (—1)gUh DGR 278 (2542, 2), 1, (g2 2)(1 — g4 +D)
Fle) & (=% ¢*)n41 (=TT g2) 540
) q2j+? . q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—2j—3
14 g%+2
1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(’;)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2; qz)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
F(q) ! (=% @) (> ¢2) 511
1 4 g2(nti+1)
T + ¢2i+2
- 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+2); q2)j(1 _ q4(n+1))
Fla) & (=% @Pnr1 (2T %)
.q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—2j—3q2j+2
1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2j+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
F(q) s (=% @) (> ¢%) 511
1+ g2(nti+h)
T + ¢2i+2
1 > (—1)nqH—D () +nCRG+=2-3) (20042, g2y (2001 2)
Fle) & (=% @*)n(=g* " DH L g2) 544
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. q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—1
= Y (—1)rg DGR 72070 (R4, g2), (204D g2), 1
Fle) & (=% @) (=" ¢%) 11
! Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+1
F(q) = (_q27 q2)n(_q2(n+l)+1; q2)j+l
gk =2)n+2k(j+2)—1
_ Ly (~1)rg =D () HnCRGHD =23 (2 HDH2, 2) (20HD), ¢%) 1y
Fle) & (=% @)n(=*"*15 ¢%) 542

. (1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)
- 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(;)+N(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+1
Flg) = (0% @®)n(=*"5¢%) 12

(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—1(1 + g2ty

q
_ 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(’;)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
Fla) = (=% ¢ )n(=¢*"F15¢%) 12

) (1 T AR A q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—1(1 1 q2n+1))
_ 1 3 (—1)ngUh-DGE)HnERGHD =223 (264142 2) (20D 7)1y
Flg) & (=¢% @®)n(=*"15¢%)j42

) <1 n q2(n+j+1)+1 _ q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—1 _ q(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)—1+2n+1>

(_1)nq(4k—2)(’;)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3) (_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+1) q2)j

1 ; +1
F(q) ;2:0 (=% @) (=15 ¢%) 42

) <1 4 P+ =202k (2ni+2)—1 q2k(2n+j+2)>

_ 1 Z(_1)nq(4k—2)(;)+n(2k(j+2)—2j—3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+l
F(q) (=% @) n(—=*"T15 %) 12

) (1 _ 2RCnti+2) | q2(n+j+l)+1(1 _q

2(2n+j+2)(k—1)))

=Gjt1,1-

Now, suppose G(x_1)(j+1)+s = Gjs1,s for all 1 < s <i—1, where i satisfies 1 <i—1<k— 1.
We will show that

_ G e o
1 (k—1)j+k—i+1 (k—1)j+k—i+2
Gr—1)(+1)+i T4 Ge-1)(+1)+i-1 = 20 T06-1) '

We have

Glh—1)j4h—it1 — Geo1)jth—i+2
PEIEESVIC

(_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)—2(z’+j)—1) (_q2j+2; q2)n(q2(n+1) : q2)j
(=a% @) (=¢* 1 ¢2) 51

1 1 Z
FGH6D Fg) 2

12



) <1 _ i+ | q2n+2j+1(1 _ q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)))

(_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2’f(j+2)—2(z’+j)—l)(_ 2j+2. 2(n+1)

B 1 1 > a7 ¢%)nlg
(1+q%+2)q?u D=1 F(q) o (=% @®)n(=a*"*15 %) 11

1+ q2(2n+j+1)) (1 _ Q=D+ Pt q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)))

$q%);

1 1 (_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)—2(i+j)—1)(_q2j+2; ®)nlq

(=% ) (—¢*" 5 ¢%)

2(n+1); q2)j

20D <(1 + ¢%+2) <1 _ ientit) | g1 - q2(i—1)(2n+j+1))>
1+ q2(2n+j+1)) <1 _ QD@1 2Tl q2(z’—2)(2n+j+1))>
(3.5)
Notice that the term in the last two lines of ([B.5]) can be rewritten as
g~20+D6E=D) <(1 n q2j+2)(1 Q@) | 22l (g q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)))
(14 q2(2n+j+1))<1 — DRI | o241y q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)))>

_ 20+ D=1 <(1 I q2j+2)(1 42l q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+l I q2(2n+j+1)))

1+ q2(2n+j+1))<1 4Pt q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 n q2(2n+j+1)))>
:q—2(j+1)(i—1) <(1 + q2j+2)(1 + q2n+2j+1 . q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1)))

_ (1 4Pt q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)( 4+2j+1 q2(2n+j+1)))

q
_ <q2(2n+j+1)(1 i q2n+2j+1) _ q2(z‘—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 4 q2(2n+j+1)))>
— 2D <(1 + ¢5+2) (1 4Pl q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 4 q2(2n+j+1)))
_ (1 4 q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 i q2(2n+j+1))>
_ <q2(2n+j+1)(1 i q2n+2j+1) _ q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 4 q2(2n+j+1)))>
_ 20+ D=1 <q2j+2<1 4ol q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 I q2(2n+j+1))>

_ <q2(2n+j+1)(1 g2ty q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+l + q2(2n+j+1)))>

q

_—2(j+1)(i—1) <q2j+2(1 4Py q2(i—1)(2n+j+1)+2j+2(q

2n+25+1 +q2(2n+j+1))
_ q2(2n+j+1)(1 T R A q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 i q2(2n+j+1)))

:q—2(j+1)(i—1)<(q2j+2 _ q2(2n+j+1))(1 g2t
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(@U@ _ 2=t D242 (2042541 q2(2n+j+1)))

q
— 2D <q2j+2(1 — ™) (1 + g2t

n q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)+2n+2j+1(1 _ q2(2n+j+l)+2j+2)(1 + q2n+1)>
— 2D <q2j+2(1 — ™) (1 + g2t

_|_q2(i—2)(2n+j+1)+2n+2j+1(1 _ q4(n+j+1))(1 _|_q2n+1)>
:q—2(j+1)(i—2)(1 _ q4n)(1 + q2(n+j)+1)

+ q4(i—2)n+2n—1(1 o q4(n+j+1))(1 + q2n+1)
_ —2(i—2)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) + q2n+2j+1—2(i—2)(j+1)(1 _ q4n)
+ q4(i—2)n+2n—1(1 _ q4(n+j+1)) + q4(i—2)n+4n(1 _ q4(n+j+l))
:q—z(i—2)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) + q2n—1—2(i—3)(j+1)(1 _ q4n)

+ q4(i—2)n+2n—1(1 o q4(n+j+1)) + q4(i—2)n+4n(1 o q4(n+j+1))
:q—2(z’—2)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) + q2n—1—2(i—3)(j+1)(1 _ q4n)

+ q4(i—2)n+2n—1(1 _ q4(n+j+1)) + q4(i—1)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))
:q—2(i—2)(j+l)(1 _ q4n) + q4(i—1)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))

el <q—2(i—3)(j+l)(1 _ q4n) i q4(i—2)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))> '
So, we have

G h—1)j+h—it1 — Goo1)jrh—i+2
26061

_ 1 1 Z (—1)nqh=2 () +nk(+2)=20i4)~1) (L2542, g2, (q2(n+D); ¢2) .
(1+¢%%2) Flg) & (0% @*)n(=*""5 %) 01
] <q—2(i—2)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) 4 q4(i—1)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))

42t (q—2(i—3)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) + q4(i—2)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))))

_ 1 | 1 Z (—1)"q(4k—2)(3)+"(2k(j+2)—2(i+j)—1)(_q2j+2;qz)n(q2(n+1);qz)j
(14 ¢2+2) F(q) — (=% ) (25 %) 1
-zq_z(i_”(j (L - ¢'") + g 7D (1 - ghntatly)
N L g > (—1)ngWh=2 () +nhG+2) 26+ —1)=1) (242, ¢2) (g2n+1, g2)
(14 ¢%+2) F(q) ot (=% @) (215 %) 111
_Eq—2(i—3)(j+1)(1 _ q4n) + q4(i—2)n(1 _ q4(n+j+1))). (3.6)

Since the second sum of (3.0)) is the same as the first sum, except i is replaced with i — 1, we only
need to consider the first sum, as a similar computation will hold for the second sum. Taking the
first sum on the right-hand side of (3.0, we have

(_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2’f(j+2)—2(i+j)—1)(_ 2j+2. 2(n+1)

a2 4% (g

1 Z qu)j
(14 ¢7*2) & (=% ¢*)n(=a*""5¢%) 1
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. (q—2(i—2)(j+1)(1 . q4n) + q4(i—1)n(1 - q4(n+j+1)))
n g4k 2)(5 )+n(2k(j+?)—2(i+j)—1>(_q2j+2;q ) (@D ¢2);(1 — ¢*)
(L4 ¢2+2)(—% ¢*)n(—a*" 5 ¢%)j11

-y =

n>0
. q—2(i—2)(j+1)

Z (4k 2)(% )+n(2k(j+2)—2(i+j)—l)(_q2j+2 ¢)n(q 2(n+1);q2)j(1 _q4(n+j+1))
+ .

= (14 ¢¥+2)(=a% ¢*)n (=" "5 4%) 41

) 4(i—1)n

=20 )+n(2k(j+§)+2(i—j)—5)(_q21+2;q ) (2D %) (1 — ¢')
(14 ¢¥*2)(=¢% ¢*)n (>t ¢%) 11

D

n>1
‘q—2(i—1)(2n+j+1)+2j+2

(4k 2)(5)+n(2k(G+2)+2(i—5)— 5)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+l);q2)j(1 _q2(n+j+1))
i ,;) (14 g7 2)(=4% ¢*)n(=¢*"115 4%)j42

(14 q2j+2)(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)
o Z 4k 2)(5)+n(2k(+2)+2(i—5)— 5)(_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+l); )
(1 +¢¥*2)(=¢% ¢*)n (=15 6%) j 12

Jj+1

n>0
. q—2(z’—1)(2(n+1)+j+1)+2j+2+(4k—2)n+2k(j+2)+2(i—j)—5(1 + q2j+2)(1 + q2n+1)
(4k 2)(5)+n(2k(G+2)+2(i—5)— 5)( q2(j+1)+2.q2)n(q2(n+l);q2)j+1
+
nz;o (14 ¢ *+2)(=¢% ¢*)n(=*"* 15 ¢%) j42

(14 q2j+2)(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)
_Z (4k 2)(% )+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j)—5)(_q2(j+l)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)
= (=% *)n(=*"54%) 42
. <(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1) o q2(k—i)(2n+j+2)+2n+2j+3(1 _|_q2n+1)>
_ Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j)—5)(_qz(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
= (¢ ¢*)n(—*"T 1 ¢?) 10

) (1 — e Cn4i42) | 2kt D+ (] q2(k—i)(2n+j+2))> :

Jj+1

which is exactly Gj1,;. Substituting i for i — 1 yields G(k—1)(j+1)+i—1- Therefore,

— _ Glh—1)jh—it1 — Ge1)j+h— i+2
G111+ + 0 Clem1)(j+1)+io1 = 26001

So, éj,i = G(k_l)jH forall j >0and 1 <1 <k.
Lastly, we use our formula for G(;_1)(j+1)4: to prove [34). For 2 <i <k — 1, we have

o  Guongsn+iot + PG 11y rin
(k-1 41) i = T+ 207D

(_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j—2)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; qZ)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1

(=% )n(—¢>" 1 ¢2) 12

1 1 3
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) (1 _ P (h=it2) q2n+2j+3(1 _ q2(2n+j+2)(k—i+1))>

N 1 2U+2) (_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
F(q) 1+ q20+2) (=% ®)n(—¢>" 15 ¢2) 12

n>0
) (1 _ P2 (k=) | g2rH+3 (1 q2(2n+j+2)(k—i—1))>

1 4k 2)(5)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j 2)_3)(—q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2("+1);q2)j+1
T F(g)1 —|—q2(J+2 Z: (=% @®)n(—=¢*"156%) 12
< PO k—it2) q2n+2j+3(1 _ q2(2n+j+2)(k—i+l))>

+ 2@n i) (1 PO (k) | 22543 () q2(2n+j+2)(k—i—1))>>

1 1 Z (—1)q =2 (5)+n@RG+D+2(-0-2)=8) (_ 2(+1)+2, 02y (42(n+1), )1
F(q) 14 q20+2) & (=% ) (=*"*11¢%) 42

G2 q2(2n+j+2)))

. <<1 2B _ 202 (i)
I q2(2n+j+2)<1 RS 2O 2) (i) (20248 q2(2n+j+2)))>

_ 1 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j—2)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; qz)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
F(q) 14 ¢20t2) & (0% @) (=" ¢%) 42

) ((1 4 q2(2n+j+2))(1 )

_ (q2(2n+j+2)(k—i+1) n q2(2n+j+2)(k—i))(q

(— 1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j—2)—3) (—g2UFD+2, g2y, (204D 2)
(=% @*)n(=¢>T1¢%) 12

14gq (2n+]+2))(1 + q2n+2j+3)

4+2j+3 | q2(2n+j+2) ))

1 1
F(q) 14 ¢20t2) £

—~ M

_ q2(2n+j+2)(k—i)(1 n q2(2n+j+2))(q2n+2j+3 4 q2(2n+j+2))>

_ 1 Z (4k 2)(5)+n(2k(+2)+2(i—j—2)— 3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+1
F(g) 1+ q2<ﬂ+2 =~ (=@ @)= ¢%)j12
(14

M+2j+3 | q2(2n+j+2) ))

q2(2n+J+2 )<1 4 gPns q2(2n+j+2)(k—i)(q
1 Z (4k 2)(% )+n(2k(j+2)+2(i—j—2)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+1
Fg) 1 +q2(1+2 = (=% ®)n(=*"5 ¢%) 42
1+ 2n+it2) )<1 _ P2 (i) | 2] q2(2n+j+2)(k—i))>
= éj-i—l,i
and that
e Gtk = PG )Gy
(k=1)(G+1)+k = 1+ ¢2(+2)
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_ 1 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(’;)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k—j—2)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2;q2)n(q2(n+1);q2)j+1
Flq) 1+ ¢?0+2) £ (=% @) (=*"t11¢%) 42

i (1 o q4(2n+j+2) 4 q2(n+j+1)+1(1 o q2(2n+j+2))

(_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k—j—1)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; )n (2D %) 11

(=% ¢*)n(—¢* 15 ¢2) 1o

QPUHD+1

1 >
F(g)1+ q2(j+2) 0

(1 - q2(2n+j+2))
(_1)nq(4k—2)(Z)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k—j—2)—3)(_q2(j+1)+2; )n (2D %)
(=% @®)n (> ¢%) 42

) <(1 _ gAen+it2) q2(n+j+1)+1(1 _ q2(2n+j+2)) _ q2(n+j+1)+1(1 _ q2(2n+j+2)))

_ 1 1 Z (_1)nq(4k—2)(g)+"(2k(j+2)+2(k_j_2)_3) (_q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q2(n+1); q2)j+1
F(q) 14 ¢?0t?) & (=0 (=" ¢%) 12
(1 POrHIH2)) (1 - P HI+2))
= 5j+1,k7

thus proving ([B.4) for j > 0 and 2 <i < k. O

4 The Empirical Hypothesis

We now formulate and prove the Empirical Hypothesis, which is a consequence of Theorem [B.11

Theorem 4.1. (Empirical Hypothesis) For all 7 >0 and 1 <1i < k, we have
Gli-1)jri = 1+ 77 (q) (4.1)

for some ~(q) € C[[q]].

Proof. This proof is similar to the proof of the Empirical Hypothesis (Theorem 4.1) in [CKLMQRS].
We first note that when n > 1, we have

(4k — 2) <Z> L2k +1) 420 — ) —3)n > 2k + 1)+ 26— ) — 3 (4.2)
>4 +1)+26—j) — 3 (4.3)
=2 +2i+1 (4.4)
> 2j +3. (4.5)

So, when n > 1, the powers of ¢ in ([B3.2) are all at least 2j + 3. Thus, it suffices to examine the
n =0 term in (3.2]). The n =0 term in (32)) is

(1 _ q2)(1 _ q4) . (1 _ q2j)(1 _ q2(j-.i-1)(k—i+1) + q2j+1(1 _ q2(j+1)(k—i)))
T+ +¢*) (1 + %) [ 1,20 moa (1 — ™) ’

which is identical to the n = 0 term in Theorem 4.1 of [CKLMQRS], where it was proved that it
is of the form

(4.6)

1+¢7g(q) (4.7)
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for some g(q) € C[[g]]. Thus, we have that

Gr-1yj+i = 1+ 7 y(q) (4.8)
for some v(q) € Cl[q]]. O

Remark 4.2. We note that our use of the word “empirical” in the Empirical Hypothesis is purely
technical, and, unlike in [AB], our Empirical Hypothesis was not found empirically. In retrospect, by
examining the combinatorial conditions in the sum sides of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-Gordon identities,
one can obtain, by experimentation, the appropriate recursions defining shelf j + 1 (which imply
the Empirical Hypothesis) by taking appropriate linear combinations of elements on shelf j and
shelf j + 1.

Remark 4.3. Just as in [CKLMQRS], we have that

G-1)j+k = Gl-1)(+1)+1;
and so, Gg_1)j+x = 1 + ¢?3y(q) for some v(q) € C[[q]].
We now also provide an Empirical Hypothesis for the ghost series.

Theorem 4.4. For all j > 0 and 2 <1 < k, we have

Gli-1)jri = 1+ 77 (q) (4.9)

for some +(g) € C[lg]l.
Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem .1l When n > 1, we have

(4k — 2) (Z) F kG +26—j—1)=3)n>2%kG+1)+26—5—1)—3 (4.10)
>4 +1)+26i—j5—-1)—3 (4.11)
—2j4+2i—1 (4.12)
> 25 + 3, (4.13)

where the last step follows from the fact that 2 < ¢ < k. So, when n > 1, the powers of ¢ in (3.2])
are all at least 2j 4+ 3, and thus, we only need to consider the n = 0 term. When n = 0, we have

(1= —g")--- (1= g¥)(1 = gUTDEFY 4 g2 (1 — 2UTDE—))
L+ ¢ 2) 1+ )L +¢%) - (1+ ¢¥ ) [Tnzo moa s(1 — ™)

which is the same as the n = 0 term of ([3.2]). The result now follows. O

(14 ¢UtD), (4.14)

5 Matrix interpretation and consequences
Using (2:26]) - (Z29]), we have the following recursions satisfied by Gy for £ > 1:
G—1)(j+1)+1 = G—1)j+k> (5.1)

a o G(k—l)j—i—k—l - q2j+1G(k—1)j+k
(k—1)(G+1)+2 — 1 + q2j+2 )

(5.2)
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and
o _ Ge—1)jrk—it1 — G—1)j+k—i+3 1 '
(k=1)G+D+: — (1 + ¢27+2)2G+1)(~2) -4 (k=1)(G+1)+i—1

for 3 <i < k. We note that, using (5.1)), (5:2)) can be rewritten as

GGy + )G a2 = Goonjtr-1s

and that (5.3) can be rewritten as

g 1+ 7 Gty eyriot + L+ ¢ T)G 1y 11) 44

- q_2(j+1)(i_2)G(k—l)j+k—z’+1 _ q—2(j+1)(i—2)G

Define the vector
G
Go=1| ' |,
Gy

and more generally, for each j > 0, define the vector

Gr—1)j+1
G =
Gk—1)j+k
For each j > 1, set
-0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
0 0 0 o o0 1 0
0 0 0 0 ¢¥ 0 —¢¥
0 0 0 Y 0 —¢¥ 0
B = : S v v :
_q—2j(k—2) 0 _q—2j(k—2) 0 0 0 0 |
and set -~ -
1 0 0 0 0
q2]—1 1+ q2j . 0 ' 0 0
0 ¢ '1+q¢¥Y) 1+q¢% 0 0
0 0 0 g 1+q¥) 1+4¢% |

We now write (5.1)), (5.4), and (5.5) as
CinGu =ByGi-

for j > 1.
Following [CKLMQRS]|, we define

(k—1)j+k—i+3:



and note that when k is even we have

0 1 0 g% ... ¢@k-9 0 g2 (k=2)7
10 ¢ 0 - 0 g2 (k=3) 0
01 0 g% ... guk—9 0 0
A — |1+ : e : : : (5.9)
D701 0 ¥ ... 0 0 0
1 0 ¢¥9 0 0 0 0
01 0 0 0 0 0
11 0 0 0 0 0 0
and when k is odd we have
Bl q2] 0 q2j(k—4) 0 q2j(k—2)‘
1 0 Y 0 g2 (k=3) 0
10 ¢¥ 0 g2 (k=) 0 0
A= |0 0 8 : - (5.10)
D700 1 0 ¥ ... 0 0 0
1 0 ¢¥ 0 0 0 0
01 0 0 0 0 0
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 |
Next, we define
/(j) = A(J)C(j) (5.11)
For k odd we have
Al = (L+q%)
(1+ q2j)—1 P S i) 2i(k-2)-1 25(k-2)]
¢ (14 q2j2—1 1 gb1 M k31 2i(3) 0
(1+q%)" U g Sl L g2ik) 0 0
' : L : f P N : : : (5.12)
q2]—1 (1 _|_‘q2] 1 q4jf1 q4] 0 0 0
(1+¢%)" ¢t ¢ 0 0 0 0
T (1+¢¥) T 1 00 0 0 0
(1+¢%)"" o 0 0 - 0 0 0 |
and for k even we 'have
Al = +a7)
%1 (1+ g% -1 1 g1 M kY 221 2j(k-2) ]
(1 + q2])_ q2]—1 q2] q6]—1 L. q2](k—3)—1 q2](k—3) 0
¢@1 (14 q2j)—1 1 qb1 v g2k 0 0
N P S, : S PR GRE)
¢%—1 (1 + q2]P 1 gbv=t gy 0 0 0
(1+¢%) a1 ¢ 0 0 0 0
P (14+¢9)70 1 0 0 0 0 0
(1+¢¥)"" 0 0 0 0 0 0o |
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In particular, we now have
G(j1) = A()G)

for all j > 1.

(5.14)

Now, we fix an integer J > 0, which, as in [CKLMQRS]|, will denote a “starting shelf.” Now, if

j > J+ 1, we repeatedly apply (B.14]) to obtain
_ _ JnG
Gy = Aljp)Alse) A G = hYG),

where we define
!

o
W) = Al 1) Al AY)

and take “h(”) to be the identity matrix. Writing out (5.I5)) in component form, we have
Glh—1)Jt+i = ghgj)G(k—l)j-i-l +e ;']h;gj)G(k—anrk,

where ;-]héj) is the (4, £)-entry of the matrix “h(@).
Now, using the definition of “h(), we have for j > J + 1 that

IR — JpU-D A
hY ="hY"VAg,

(5.15)

(5.16)

(5.17)

(5.18)

which we now write component-wise. First, we consider the case when k is even. When £ = 1 we

have
I =@ (TR0 In Y 4 )
+ (BT T ),
when ¢ > 1 is even we have
Ih =420 (TR Ih 0 I, )
+(1+ qzj)q(z—2)(2j)+2j—1 (;-]hgj_l) n ;-]hflj_l) T _1_;Ih](€j_—zl)) ’
and when ¢ > 1 is odd we have
;’héj) —(1+ q2j)q(£—2)(2j)+2j—1 <;Ih§j—1) i ;]héj_l)) NI ;-’mi”j’)
(14 q¥)g D@ (TaG™0 4 IhIY 4 IR ).
Next, we consider the case when k is odd. When £ = 1 we have
0 = (TR0 400 e )
7 (AT IR )
when ¢ > 1 is even we have
;Ihéj) —(1 4 ¢¥ gD @)+2-1 <;’h§j_1) +;’h§j_1) T +;-]h,(€J;1)>

+a +q2j)q(€—2)(2j) <{h§j‘1) +;]h51j—1) T +;Ihl(€j_—élll) ,
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(5.22)
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and when ¢ > 1 is odd we have

Ihg =(1 4 ¢¥)q =2 (i']hgj_l) + T ;fh,i];}1+)1>
(14 q¥)g D@L (TR L IR o T (629

We summarize the recursions (5.19)-(5.24) as:

;]hgj) — P | 21 Z ;’h%‘l) + Z %]h%—l)
m=1 m=1
m={+k mod 2 m#ZL+k mod 2
SRCETAall e SR S D DR 1 A B (5.25)
m={+k mod 2 m#Zl+k mod 2

where §; ; is the Kronecker delta and 1 < ¢ < k. Moreover, we note that ;] hgj) = 0;¢ and that

g=@I+2) 4 g(E=2)@IF2) (1 — 5, ) if (<k—i+1 and (+k—1=imod?2
%]héJ+1) = g2+ (q(Z—l)(2J+2) + q(é—2)(2J+2)(1 _ 5&1)) if ¢(<k—i and f+k—1%imod?2
0 if >k—i+1.
(5.26)

We now have the following proposition, which follows immediately.

Proposition 5.1. The polynomials ;-]héj)are uniquely determined by the initial conditions

Ing) =0, (5.27)
and the recursions
' k—¢ k—(¢-1)
A Sl S DI S S £
=t mod 2 L mod 2
+ (=8P D gt N TR ST IRy (5.28)
mEZTk:rlnod 2 m;‘éZTk:rlnod 2

forj>J+1.

6 Combinatorial interpretation of the G, and G,

In this section, we finish our motivated proof and give a combinatorial interpretation for the series
G(k—1)J+i with 1 <4 < k. We also give combinatorial interpretations for the ghost series G(,_1s4;
with 2 < ¢ < k. In order to obtain combinatorial interpretations for our series G _1)s4; and

é(k—l) J1i,» we first give a combinatorial interpretation of the polynomials ;7 héj ),
Proposition 6.1. For j > J+1 and 1 < i,¢ < k, the polynomial ;-Ihéj) is the generating function
for partitions X = (by,...,bs), with by > ... > bs, satisfying the conditions:
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1. No odd parts are repeated,

for41(N) + fars2(N) <k -1,

for(N) + fare1(N) + forga(N) <k —1 for all t >0,
if fat(N) + far+1(A) + farr2(A) =k — 1, then

tfar(N) + (t+ 1) (fore1(N) + farg2(N) = (B —1) J+ k — i+ VY(t) mod 2,

e e

5. the smallest part by > 2J,

6. Vo(j) = Omod2 if £+ (k—1)(j—J)=imod?2
SOV T Y mod2 if £+ (k-1 — J) i mod 2,

7. the largest part by < 27,
8. fgj()\) S {€ — 1,€ — 2} N N.

Proof. Let ;] ﬁgj ) denote the generating function for partitions A satisfying conditions 1-8 of the
proposition. We verify that / INzEJH) =/ hé‘”l) and that, for j > J +2, / ﬁéﬂ ) satisfies the recursion
(E28). In the case j = J+1, we have foyio(N\) € {£—2,4—1}NN, and foy+1(A) = 0or fayr1(A) = 1.
First, consider when fo741(A) = 0. If foy412(\) = ¢ — 1, then, by condition 2, we have ¢ < k —i+ 1.
Similarly, if foyi2(A) =€ —2, then £ < k — i+ 2. However, if £ = k — i + 2, then

(k—i4+2)+k—1=—i+1#imod?2,

which implies fa741(A) = 1 by condition 6, a contradiction. So, we must have £ < k —i+ 1. In the
case when ¢ = k and 7 = 1, condition 4 is satisfied because

J+)k-1)=k-1)J+k-14+V(J)=(k—-1)J+k—-1+VX(J+1)
since V{(J) = V(J+1) = 0. Thus, if A satisfies conditions 1-8 and fa711(A) = 0, then A is counted
by
gED@I42) L (-2)(2742) (6.1)

We note that in the case £ = 1 there is no case where fo7,2(A\) = £ — 2 and so in this case A is
counted by the first term in (G.I). Conversely, we can see immediately that if A is counted by (6.1]),
then it is also counted by 7 ﬁg‘”l).

Now, consider when fo711(A) = 1. If foy19(N) =€ —1, then ¢ < k — i, and if foy12(N) =4 —2,
then ¢ < k —i+ 1. However, if fojy2(A) =k — i+ 1, then we arrive at a contradiction since

(k—i+1)+k—1=imod?2

implies fo7+1(A) = 0 by condition 6. Thus, ¢ < k —i. As before, if £ = k and ¢ = 1, condition 4 is
satisfied. Therefore, if A satisfies conditions 1-8 and if fo;11(A) = 1, then A is counted by

2T (gD @I+2) | ((=2)(27+2)), (6.2)
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We note that in the case £ = 1 there is no case where fo7,2(A) = £ — 2 and so in this case A is
counted by the first term in (6.2)). Conversely, if A is counted by (6.2]), then it is also counted by

/ %JH). We conclude that

q=D@I+2) 4 g(=2)@T+2) (1 5, ) if ¢<k—i+1 and ¢/+k—1=imod?2
;]}NléJ-i-l) = g2/ (q(Z—l)(2J+2) + q(£—2)(2J+2)(1 _ 5&1)) if ¢(<k—i and f+k—12%imod?2
0 it ¢>k—i+1,
(6.3)

which agrees with hé‘”l) by inspection of (5.26]).

Now, consider j > J + 2. The partitions A satisfying conditions 1-8 of the proposition can be
divided into two sets: those where fy;_1(A) = 0 and those where fo;_1(\) = 1.

First, we consider when fy;j_1(A) = 0. In this case, the partitions in question have either the
form

((Qj)f—l,bg,...,bs> or ((Zj)z_2,bg_1,...,bs>,

where Ay = (by,...,bs) and Ay = (by_1,...,bs) are partitions satisfying the first 6 conditions of
the proposition having largest part at most 25 — 2. By condition 3 of the proposition, when
f2j(A) = € —2, it is clear that fyj_o(\) < k — (£ —1). Notice that if fo;_o(\) =k — (£ — 1), then,
by condition 4, we have

(J = D foj—2(N) +3(foj—1(A) + fo;(N) = (1 = D)(k — €+ 1) + (¢ —2)
=+ (k-1)j—-k—-1
=(k—-1)J+k—i+ V2 —1) mod?2,
and thus,
(+(k-1)G—-J)=1—i+V2(;j—1) mod 2.

However, condition 6 now implies ¢ = 1 —4 mod 2, a contradiction. Thus, we have fo;_2(\) < k—~.
When fa;(\) = ¢ — 1, we notice that if fo;_2(X) = k — £, then by condition 4, we have

(7 = Dfoj—2(N) + 5(foj—1(N) + f2;(N) = (G = D)(k =€) + (£ = 1)
=l+(k-1)j—k
=k-1DJ+k—i+V(—1) mod2,
and thus,
(+(k—1)(G—J)=—i+ V2 —1) mod 2,
which is valid by condition 6 since V?(j — 1) = V?(j). Thus, condition 4 is satisfied and we
have that fa;_o(A) < k — £. Therefore, for r = 1,2, we can see that A, is counted by some

{fz%_l) for 1 <m < k- (¢—1). Since it is always the case that V{(j) = V¥ (j — 1), we have
VY(4) = VY (j — 1) mod 2, which is, by condition 6, equivalent to

(+k-1)G-T)=m+(k—1)(j —1—J) mod 2. (6.4)

However, this can be rewritten as m # ¢+ k mod 2, and so we have that A; and Ay are counted by
{h%_l), where m # ¢ + k mod 2. Hence, if A satisfies conditions 1-8 with fo;_1(A) = 0, then X is
counted by

k—(t—1) k—(6—1)
D D £ S D DR 1 (6.5)
m;‘éZTk:rlnod 2 m;‘éZTk:rlnod 2
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Note that if £ = 1, then there is no case where fy;_2(\) = £ —2. Thus, if ¢ = 1, X is counted by the
first sum in ([6.5). Conversely, assume A is counted by / h(J U for some 1 <m < k- (¢—1) that
satisfies m # £+ k mod 2. If foj_o(\) = m — 2, then it follows immediately that ((25)*~*, \) and
((2)72,)\) are counted by Jh(J) Similarly, if faj_2(A\) = m — 1, then ((2)°~2,\) is counted by
;’h§ ). We can also see that ((2])5 1)) is counted by ;-]}N‘Ly) because when m = k— (¢ — 1), condition
4 is satisfied.

Next, consider partitions where f;_1(A\) = 1. In this case, the partitions in question have either
the form

((Qj)é_l,Zj—1,bg+1,...,bs> or ((2j)€_2,2j—1,bg,...,bs),

where A} = (bgg1,...,bs) and X\, = (by, ..., bs) are partitions satisfying the first 6 conditions of the
proposition with largest part at most 2j —2. When f5;(\) = ¢ — 2, we have, from condition 3, that
f2j—2(A) < k — £; however, as before, if fy;_2(\) = k — £, then condition 4 is violated, and thus,
we have fo;_2(A) < k — ¢ — 1. Furthermore, by condition 3, we have that if fo;(A) = ¢ — 1, then
f2j—2(A) < k—£—1, and, as above, we have that condition 4 is satisfied when fo; _o(\) =k—¢—1.
Thus, faj—2(A) < k—{—1. Therefore, for r = 1,2, A}, is counted by some J}NL(]_I) forl1 <m < k-~
Since it is always the case that VY (j) = Vy (j — ) + 1, we have that VY(j) =V (j —1) + 1 mod 2,
which is, by condition 6, equivalent to

(+(k—-1)G-J)=m+(k—-1)F—-1-J)+1mod2 (6.6)

for 1 < m < k — ¢. However, this can be rewritten as m = ¢ + k mod 2, and so, \| and )\, are

counted by ; JRG~Y , where m = ¢+ k mod 2. Hence, if X satisfies conditions 1-8 with fo;_1(X) = 1,
then A is counted by

k—¢ k—¢
q2j(é—1)+2j—1 Z ;]il%_l) +q2j(é—2)+2j—1 Z ;]il%_l) (67)
m=1 m=1
m=~{+k mod 2 m=~{+k mod 2

Again, note that if £ = 1, there is no case where fo;_o(A\) = ¢ — 2. Thus, if £ =1, X is counted by

the first sum in (6.7). Conversely, assume \ is counted by ;] ﬁ%_l) for some 1 < m < k — £ that
satisfies m = £+ k mod 2. If f;_2(\) = m — 2, then it follows immediately that ((25)¢"!,25 —1,\)
and ((27)72,2j — 1, \) are counted by ; Jh(]) Similarly, if faj—2(A) = m—1, then ((27)72,25 -1, )
is counted by Jh(]). We can also see that ((25)°~!,2j — 1,)) is counted by ﬁzéj) because when

m=k—{¥, condltlon 4 is satisfied.
Thus, we conclude that the partitions satisfying conditions 1-8 are counted by

k—¢ k—(-1)

%Iilgj) _ q2j(£—1) q2j—1 Z ;]ﬁ%—l) + Z ;]B%—l)
m=01% mod 2 0 mod 2
k— k—(£—
+ (1= 601)g™ 2 [ g% Z IR + Z o (6.8)
=0T hod 2 ml T mod 2

which is the recursion (5.28]). This proves the proposition.
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Next, as an important step in our motivated proof of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-Gordon identities,
we will need the following result:

Corollary 6.2. Forj > J+1 and 1 < i < k, the polynomial ;’hgj) —i—;-]héj) is the generating function
for partitions X = (by,...,bs), with by > ... > bs, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,

fore1(A) + fars2(N) <k — i,

fat(N) + fars1(A) + fari2(N) <k —1 for all t >0,
if for(N) + farr1(X) + farp2(N) =k — 1, then

tfae(A) + (t+ 1) (fore1(A) + far2(N) = (k= 1) J + k — i+ VY(t) mod 2,

e e

5. the smallest part by > 2J,

6. the largest part by < 27,

7. fgj()\) € {0,1}.
Proof. Consider the partitions counted by ;’ hgj ). We can see that condition 6 in Proposition
becomes
Omod2 if 1+ (k—1)(j—J)=1imod?2

. . . (6.9)
lmod2 if 1+ (k—1)(j—J) #imod 2.

VY() = {
If 1+(k—1)(j—J) = i mod 2, then ;-]hgj) counts partitions of even integers. This implies 2+(k—1)(j—
J) # i mod 2, and so ;-]hgj) counts partitions of odd integers. Similarly, if 14-(k—1)(j—J) # ¢ mod 2,
then ;’ hgj ) counts partitions of odd integers and ;] hgj ) counts partitions of even integers. Thus, we

can see immediately from Proposition that / hgj ) +7 hgj ) counts the partitions A satisfying
conditions 1-7 of the Corollary. O

Now, we complete our motivated proof of the Bressoud-Gollnitz-Gordon identities by giving a
combinatorial interpretation for the series G(x_1)s4;. The identities follow when we set J = 0. In
this proof, we use the definition of the limit of a sequence of series in C[[¢]], which we now recall
from [CKLMQRS]. Let {4;(q)}72, be a sequence of elements of C[[q]]. We say that

lim A;(q) (6.10)

j—o0

exists if, for each m > 0, there is some J,, > 0 such that the coefficients of ¢ in each series A;(q)
are equal for j > J,,. In other words, the limit exists if the coefficients of each power of ¢ stabilize
as j — co. We now have the following result:

Theorem 6.3. For 1 <i <k, the power series G(,_1)1; 15 the generating function for partitions
A= (by,...,bs), with by > ... > by, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,
2. far41(N) + fars2(N) <k —1i,
3. fat(A) + farg1(A) + farp2(A) <k —1 forallt >0,
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4. if for(N) + farp1(X) + farp2(N) =k — 1, then
tfoe(A) + (£ +1) (farr1(A) + farg2(N) = (k= 1) J + k — i+ V{(t) mod 2,
5. the smallest part by > 2J.

Proof. For each 1 <i¢ <k and j > J+ 1, we have

k
Ge-1)J+i = Z DG -1y (6.11)
First, we show that ‘
lim /2% =0 (6.12)
j—00

for all £ > 2. For m > 0, consider the coefficient of ¢ in ;] hgj ), Taking J,, > %, we can see that

if j > Jy,, then the coefficient of ¢™ in | héj ) is 0, thus proving (6.12]). Since the coefficients of
G(k—1)J+i are stable as j — oo, the following limit exists:

e
Glh—1)J4i = jliglozghg)(;(k—l)j—l-n- (6.13)
n=1

Furthermore, by (6.12) and the Empirical Hypothesis, we can see that

k k k
lim > JhDGu 1yien =Y lim /A% lim Gu1yivn=> 0-1=0
j—>OOn§::3Z n (k—1)j+ r;j_)wz m o (k—1)j+ n§::3
because
hm G(k 1)]+2 =1 (614)

]—)

for 1 <14 < k. So, we have

k k
Gr-1)7+i = jli_{Iolo Z TR Glr—1yjon — jli_{Iolo Z TR G (1o 1)j4n

= lim <Jh( )G(k 1)j+1 + h( )G(k 1)]+2)

]—)OO

T Jp(@) | Jp@) | 25+1
= lim <Z hy” +ihs” +4q V(Q)>
for some y(q) € Cl[[g]] by the Empirical Hypothesis. We can see that

lim ¢¥*y(q) =0 (6.15)

j—}OO

because, for any m > 0, taking .J,, > 21 5 > J,, implies that the coefficient of ¢" in ¢%*!

is 0. Thus, we have

v(q)

G-y = Jim (I 4705 +¢779() — im 77 5(g) = i (Jh7 +7057) . (6.16)

j—o0 j—o0

We conclude that as j — oo, conditions 6 and 7 of Corollary vanish, thus proving the theorem.
O
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Finally, we give a combinatorial interpretation of the ghost series, Gy.

Theorem 6.4. For 2 < i < k, the power series é(k_l)]+i is the generating function for partitions
A= (by,...,bs), with by > ... > by, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,

2. for+1(A) + fageo(N) <k —1,

3. for(A) + farr1(A) + fargo(N) <k —1 for allt >0,
4 if for(A) + fart1(A) + farr2(A) =k — 1, then

tfar(N) + (E+ 1) (farr (V) + forp2(N) = (k= 1) J+k =i+ 14+ V() mod 2, (6.17)

5. the smallest part by > 2J.
Proof. Using [227)) - (2:29]), we have for J > 0 and 2 < i < k that

G om1)sik = Gloo1)(J+1)42 (6.18)

Gorygri = @ PEDG Gy ginyshmipe + ¢FTTIETTORRIT G ki

+ Gr—1)J4it1- (6.19)
We first consider the case of é(k—l) J+k- Let X be a partition counted by

Gr-1)(J+1)+2-

It is immediate from Theorem [6.3] that A satisfies conditions 1, 2,3, and 5 of our theorem. Moreover,
we note that the parity condition (G.I7) of our theorem is the same as that which A has from
Theorem [6.3] since, for all t > 0,

(k+1)J+k—k+1+Vo(t)=(k—1)(J+1)+k— 2+ V(t) mod 2.

Hence, A satisfies the conditions of the theorem.

Now, we consider the case of é(k_l) J+i- Let A be a partition counted by the right-hand side of
(619). It is immediate from Theorem that A satisfies conditions 1,2, and 5 of our theorem. We
verify that \ satisfies conditions 3 and 4 of our theorem for each of the cases.

First, we consider partitions A counted by

(2J+2)(k—1) G

q (k—1)(J+1)+k—i+2- (6.20)

By condition 2 of Theorem [63 we have fo713(A\) + fos1a(A) < i — 2. Since foji2(N) = k — 4,
we have fojio(A) + fayr3(A\) + fasra(A) < k — 2. Thus, condition 3 of our theorem is satisfied.
Additionally, we note that G _1)(j4+1)4k—i+2 has the same parity condition as that of our theorem

since, for all ¢ > 0, we have
k=1)J+k—i+1+V0t)=(k-1)(J+1)+k—(k—i+2)+ VY (t) mod 2,

where A1 is a partition counted by G(x—1)(s11)4k—it2. Further, V (t) remains unchanged by the
addition of the k — i parts 2J 4+ 2. Hence, X satisfies the conditions of our theorem.
Next, consider partitions A counted by

(27+2)(k—i—1)+2J+1

q (k—1)(J+1)+k—i+1- (6.21)
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By condition 2 of Theorem [6.3] we have fos13(A)+ fas44(A) <i—1, and since foj1o(A) = k—i—1,
it follows that foy12(N\)+ fosis(A)+ fas+a(A) < kE—2 so that condition 3 in our theorem is satisfied.
Here, we note that partitions counted by G(_1)(j4+1)+k—i+1 do not initially have the same the parity
condition as our theorem since, for all £ > 0,

(k=1)J+k—it+1+ V) £ (k—1)(J +1)+k—(k—i+1)+ V(t) mod 2,

where A is a partition counted by G _1)(s4+1)4k—i+1- However, this is corrected with the addition
of the part 2J + 1. So, X\ satisfies the conditions of our theorem.

Finally, assume A is counted by G(x_1)j4i11. Condition 3 of our theorem is immediate. Further,
we have that G(,_1) 441 has the same parity condition as that of our theorem since, for all ¢ > 0,

(k—1)J+k—i+14+V2(t)=(k—1)J+k—(i+1)+ V(t) mod 2.

Hence, \ satisfies the conditions of our theorem.
The converse follows similarly by removing the parts 2/ +1 and 2J + 2 from a partition counted
by G(k—l)J+i- 0

Remark 6.5. (cf. Remark 2.1 in [LZ], Remark 7.6 in [KLRS], Remark 6.6 in [CKLMQRS]) We
note that as discussed in [AB], [R], and [A4], an alternate proof of Theorem [6.3] and Theorem
which uses only the Empirical Hypothesis and does not use the combinatorial interpretation of the
polynomials ;] hgf ) may be given as follows: Let Hy, Ho, ... and Hy, Hs,... be sequences of formal
power series satisfying (2.26) - (2.29) and the Empirical Hypothesis (with Hy in place of Gy and
Hy in place of Gy for ¢ > 1). It follows that the H, and Hy are uniquely determined by these
recursions and the Empirical Hypothesis. It is easy to see that the generating functions counting
the conditions in Theorem and Theorem satisfy the recursions and Empirical Hypothesis as
well. We also have proved that the G; and Gy satisfy these recursions and Empirical Hypothesis
as well. Therefore, by uniqueness, we have Theorem and Theorem

Remark 6.6. Although it is not necessary in our proof, we note that, as in Remark 7.5 in [KLRS],
we can define the ghost by

G, =Gs. (6.22)
Indeed, extending Theorem [6.4] we see that conditions 1-5 in Theorem with J =0and i =1
agree precisely with conditions 1-5 in Theorem with J = 0 and 7 = 2. Additionally, ([6.22]) can
also be understood using the left-hand and right-hand sides of (2.27]) with j = —1. We explore this
phenomenon in more generality in the next section.

7 An (a;x;q)-dictionary for the Bressound-Gollnitz-Gordon iden-
tities and the ghost series

In this section, we establish a dictionary between our series on various shelves with the series
Jk,i(a;x;q) defined in [CoLoMal with variables specialized appropriately. We also give “ghost
series” corresponding to Jj ;(a;x; q) and explore their properties. Recall from [CoLoMal the series

_ k2= (5)+n—in_(k=1)n (1 _ i 2n08\(_ . 1 - — gl
~ a 2 T 1—=x z;q)n(—1/a;q)n(—azx 00
Hk,i(a§x§Q):Z( )"q (2' k 7)1( Dn(=1/a;q)n(—azq""") (71)
= (4% ¢*)n(24"; @)oo
and ~ . ~
Jr,i(a;2;q) = Hyi(a; 2q; q) + avqHy ;—1(a; 1q; q). (7.2)
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Using (1), we write (7.2]) as

_ oy kn?— () +kn—in_(k—=)n(_ . . 1 /n- 2

z a)'q 2 x 2q;q)n(—1/a;¢)n(—axq" ")

Futasaig) =3 p— (= (15 ) )
= 7% ¢ )n (g™ @)oo

) (1 _ $iq(2n+1)i + a$qn+1(1 _ xi—lq(2n+1)(i—1))) . (7.3)

Our dictionary between the series Gy for £ > 1 in the current work and the series jk,i(a; x;q) in
[CoLLoMa] is thus given by the following result:

Proposition 7.1. For 1 <i <k, we have
Go-1)jri = p—i+1(1/ G075 4%). (7.4)
Proof. This follows immediately from (7.3]). Indeed, we have

Trk-in(1/ 4675 ¢%) (7.5)
n2—2(" n—2(k—i+1)n _2j(k—1)n i nt2i
(—1/q)mg?n®=2(5)+2hn=20k =it D 2j(k=Nin(_ 02742, 02) (_g: ¢2),, (—g2n+20+3; ¢2)

B —q
- z>:o (0% ¢Dn (272 )0 (7.6)
nz
(1 P (R=it1) q2n+2j+1(1 _ q2(2n+j+1)(k—i)), (7.7)
Noticing that
(=) (=4 ) (=" 73 %) o
(g% qM)n (@242, ¢2?) oo
(= (=" ) (P ) o (=0 ) n (P2 )
- (qz;qz) (—qz’q2) ( q2n+1 ) ( 2n+25+2. 1q )m(q2n+2;q2)j
_ 3P0 ) (1 ¢%);
(a2 a®)n(=a*""162)j41(¢% 4% o
_ 1 (7@ ),
F(q) (=% ¢*)n(—*"T 1 ¢2)j1”
where we recall that ﬁ = ((qu )) now gives us precisely (7.4)). O

Before we proceed, we recall some important properties of ﬁm(a;:n;q) and jm(a;x;q). In
[CoLoMal, the following fundamental properties of Hy, ;(a;z;q) are proved:

Lemma 7.2. ([CoLoMad|], Lemma 2.1)
ﬁk,o(a;ﬂf;Q) =0
Hy—i(a;a59) = —2'Hy,(a;25q)
Hy(a;w;9) — Hyo(a;miq) = o' (14 2)Jpk—i1(a; 23 q). (7.10)
They also prove the following fundamental properties of j;m(a; x;q):
Theorem 7.3. ([CoLoMad|, Theorem 2.2)

Jrala;ziq) = Jek(a;zg;q) (7.11)
Jra(a;z;q) = 1+ zq)Jkk—1(a;2q; q) + axqJy k(a; xq; q) (7.12)
Jrila;z;q) — Jrio(asx;q) = (2q) (1 + 2q)Jk g—iv1(a; vq; ) (7.13)

+ a(zq) 21 + 2q) Jk p—ivo(a; 2g; q).
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We note that, using (ZI1]), we can rewrite (ZI12)) as

- Jiola; x;q) — axqJy 1 (a; x;
Jex1(ai2g;q) = k2 ( Q)1+x;1 k1(a; 25 q) (7.14)

and that (713) can be written as

Jkp—iv1(a;q; q) = Jk’Z(a’(Z;§2_2(iki_;(§§L’x’Q) — aJy k—iv2(a;2q; ). (7.15)

In fact, after specializing (a;x;q) to (1/q;¢%;¢?) in (ZI1), (Z14), and (ZI5]), we obtain (5.I) -

(B3). The necessity of our ghost series may then be motivated as a way of introducing new series

into (B.)) - (5:3) so that division by only a pure power of ¢ is necessary (that is, we wish to obtain

a recursion that does not involve dividing by 1+ ¢2/*2). In our current setting, we wish to rewrite
(7I4]) and (7.I5) so that division by 1+ xq is not necessary.

With the discussion above in mind, we now define an (a;x;q) version of our ghost series. We

will use Jy;(a;2;q) to denote the ghost series in this section. Motivated by @27) - (Z29), we
define the series j;m(a; x;q) for 1 <i <k —1 as follows:

Ji2(a;25q) — Jpa(a;a;q)
q

Jik—1(a;2q; q) = — aJyi(a,2q,q) = Jy1(a; 73 q) (7.16)

and

Jei(a;x3q) — Jpio1(a;2;5q)
(zq)i—1

_ Jrio1(a;2;q) — Jio(a; x;q)

(zq)i—2

Using (716) and (7.I7), the ghosts can be expressed as

— aJy j—it2(a; vq; q)

Jeh—iv1(a;2¢; q) =

- ajk,k—i+2(a§ rq;q). (7.17)

Jpiv1(a;739) + 2qJk i—1(a; 23 q)
14+ xq

jk,z‘(a; xZ; Q) = (7~18)
for 2<i<k—1and

. Fo o aw ) — amad o (a: o
Jk;J(CZ;x;q) _ k,2(a7x7q) arq k,l(av‘rvq)‘ (719)

1+ xq
We note, using (7.8]) and (7.9), that (7.19) is just
=z Jr2(a;x;q) — axqJy1(a; 3 q
Jei(a;z;q) = ( )1+xq ( )
_ Hyp(as2g5q) + azqHy,(a;0q; q) — axq(Hy,(a; 243 ) + azqHyo(a; 24;9))
14+ xq
_ ﬁk,2(a;$Q;Q)

14 zq
In fact, again using (Z.8]) and (Z.9]) and setting ¢ = 1 in (ZI8]), we have that

Jp2(a; ;) + i 0(a; 75 q)
14+ xq
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_ Hya(a;2q;q) + avqHy(a; 2q;q) + 2q(Hyo(a; 24 ) + avqHy, -1 (a; 245 q))

14 zq
_ Hia(a;2q;9) + axqHy(a;2g; q) + 2q(0 — azq(zq) "' Hy1(a;2q;q))
14 zq
_ Hia(a;2q;9)
1+xq

so that we may use equation (7.I8]) to define jk,l(a; x;q) as well.
We also extend (Z.I8]) to the case ¢ = k. Before doing so, we prove

Lemma 7.4. 3 3
Jipt1(a;z5q) = Jgp—1(a; z;q). (7.20)

Proof. We use (Z8) - (ZI0)). Indeed, we have
ﬁk,o(a; T;q) — ﬁk,—2(a;ﬂf; q)
z72(1+4 x)
_ Hiplas239) — (=272 Hya(a;739)
x72(1+ )
_ Hyp(a;2;9)
(1+2z)

_ ﬁk,2(a§xQQ) - ﬁk,o(a;m;Q)
(1+x)

= Jrx-1(a;7;q).

Jeri1(a;z;q) =

Extending (7I8]) to the case i = k gives us

jk,k+1(a; r;q) + (W)jk,k—l(a; z;q)
1+ 2q
_ Jrr—1(a;2;9) + (vq) Jk k—1(a; 75 q)
1+ 2q
= Jpp—1(a; x5 q), (7.21)

jk,k(a§ xz; Q) =

which, as we’ll see below, corresponds exactly to the identification made in Remark
We are now ready to provide a dictionary between the ghost series Gy and jm(a; x;q). We have

the following formula for jm(a; x;q), where 1 < i < k.
Proposition 7.5. For1 <i <k,
~ 1 _ gk = () Hhn—(i+1)n o (k—1)n
Jr,ila; 25 q) = > S (

1+ xq =

1+ xq2n+1) <1 _ xiq(2n+1)i + aa:q"“(l _ xi—lq(2n+1)(i—1))> . (7.22)

—2q; Q)n(—1/a; Q)n(—azq" )00
(4% ¢*)n(2q" 5 @)oo
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Proof. Using (7.3)), we have

Ji ir1(a;m;q) + xqjk,i—l(a; T3q) =
Jrghn? = ) k= Dn g =0n (g g, (<1 /a5 q)n (—azg™2) o
B ,Z;) (@%:¢*)n(2q" T @)oo
) (1 _ i+l (Crt1)(i+1)

n+1(1 _ (2n+1)i))

)yt = () Hhn=(=Drg (k=00 (_gq: ), (~1/a; q), (—azg

n+2)oo

q + azq z'q
+ zq
Z (% ¢*)n (2" @)

n>0
. (1 _ $ q(2n+1)(i—1) + a$qn+1(1 _ xi—2q(2n+1)(i—2))
:Z (_a)nqkn2—(’;)-i-kn—(i—i-l)nx(k—l) ( zq; q ) ( 1/a q) ( aan+2)oo
= (% ¢*)n (2" @)oo

+ aan—i-l(l _ $iq(2n+l)i))

>
] (1 _ it g (i)
+ xq2n+1(1 _ xi—lq(2n+1)(i—1) + aa:q"“(l _ xi—2q(2n+1)(i—2))>

_Z<—a)ﬂq’mz—<’5>+k"—<i+l>%<'f—l> (—2¢; @)n(—1/a; @)n(—azq" )
(% ¢®)n(2g" 5 @)oo

S
(=}

IV
—

_ g2t +) gt g+l

+ aan—l—l

21 _ g (nt )i 02302 g

+zq 2n+1)(z—1)+n+1)

(—a)"qkn2_(g)+kn_(i+l)"x(k_1) ( zq; q ) ( 1/a q) ( aan+2)oo
(% ¢*)n(2q"* 5 @)oo

(]

S
o

/‘\I\/

14 2g?rtl — gig@n+Di _ pitl Cnt1)(i+1)

n+1 25n+2 ig(2nt+1)(i=1)+n+l _ oitl (2n+1)i+n+1>

+ azq + ax —axq q

(—a) g GO 60 g ) (<1 /a5 ) (— 04" )
(4% ¢*)n (2" ¢)oo

(1 + zg?™Y (1 gD g g tl(1 - xi—lq(2n+1)(i—1))) _

3
%
o

The claim now follows from (Z.IS).

O

Using a proof similar to Proposition [.4], and in light of Remark [6.6] we now immediately have:

Proposition 7.6. When j =0 and 1 <¢ < k or when j >0 and 2 <1 < k, we have

Go—1)jri = Jop—i+1(1/a,47, ¢%).

(7.23)

We note here that this proposition can now serve as a definition for é(k—l)j-ﬁ-lv which has only been

defined for j = 0 in Remark 6.6l

We now explore the series jm(a;x;q) in more detail, and note its similarities to the series

J(a;x;q). Using (TI8]), we have, for 1 <i < k — 1, that

Jiit1(a;739) + 2gJgi—1(a; 73 q)
14 zq

Jri(a;m3q) =
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Hy.iv1(a;2q;q) + axqHy i(a; 2q; ) + =g (ﬁk,i_ﬂa; 2q;q) + arqHy i—2(a; xq; q))
1+ xq
Hy, i(a;2q; q) + xqHy i—2(a; 2q; ) (

_ Hyii(a32¢;9) + wqHy, (a3 24;.9)

7.24
1+ zq +arq 1+ xq )
Let
- Hy i1 (a5239) + o Hy 1 (05259
Hyi(a,z,q) = —F ( )1 — i1 ), (7.25)
so that (7.24]) can be written as
Jri(a;2;9) = Hyi(a;2¢; q) + axqHy, ;1 (a; 2g; q). (7.26)
We propose the following definition for jm(a; x;q), in place of (ZI8)), for 1 <i < k:
Definition 7.7. For k > 2, we define
Jii(a;w;q) = Hyi(a; 2g; q) + axqHy; 1 (a; 2q; q). (7.27)

We also note that we have the following properties, which follow immediately from (Z.8]) and

9.

Lemma 7.8. .
Hpo(a;z39) =0 (7.28)

Hy i(a;25q) =~ Hy g(as 25q). (7.29)
Proof. We first show (.29). We have

Hy,_iv1(a;zsq) + aHy —i—1(a; 23 q)

He (a:zq) —
k, 2(aax7Q) 1+$

_ —am M Hy (a3 25q) — 27 Hyiga (a3 %59)

1+z
_ ikt aHyi-1(a;2;q)
1+z

= —a""Hyi(a; ;).

Now, (7.28) follows from (7.29) with i = 0. O

Lastly, we conclude with a combinatorial interpretation of the jk,i(a; x;q). The proof is nearly
identical to the proof of Theorem and follows from Theorem 1.1 in [CoLoMal. For an overpar-
tition A\ of a nonnegative integer, n, let V) (¢) denote the number of overlined parts in A which do
not exceed /.

Theorem 7.9. For 1 <i <k, let ¢;(j,m,n) denote the number of overpartitions X of n with m
parts and j overlined parts satisfying the conditions:

1. fiN) + fz(N) <i—1,
2. fo(QN) + ferr(A) + fam(N) <k -1,
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S if foA) + fer1 (M) + fg(A) =k — 1, then
CEe(A) + (€ + D) (fer1(N) + fg(A)) = i+ Va(£) mod 2.

Then - ‘
Teila;ziq) = Y Gild,m n)a 2", (7.30)
Jym,n=>0
Proof. From Theorem 1.1 in [CoL.oMa|, we have that
Trila;zig) = Y ckil,m,n)alz™q". (7.31)
j7m7n20

where ¢y, ;(j, m,n) denotes the number of overpartitions A of n with m parts and j overlined parts
satisfying the conditions

L filA) + f1(A) <i—1,
2. foQ) + fer1(N) + fem(A) <k -1,
3.4 fo(A) + ferr(A) + frmg(A) = k — 1, then
Cfe(N) + (E+ 1) (fer1(N) + frz(A) =i+ 1+ Va(f) mod 2.

From this, we have that jk,i(a;a:q; q) is the generating function for overpartitions A into m parts
with j overlined parts satisfying

L. fa(A) + f5(\) <i—1,
2. fo(N) + fraa(N) + fm(N) < k-1,
3. i for1(N) + frra(A) + frz(A) = k — 1, then
Cfer1(N) + (U4 D) (frr2(N) + frz(V) =i+ 1+ Va(f+ 1) mod 2. (7.32)
Making the substitution £ + £ —1 and using fy(\) + fr11(A) + f7(A) = k — 1, equation (Z.32]) can

be rewritten as

RN + (C4+ D)(fer1ON) + fr(N) = k + i+ V3 (£) mod 2.

Thus we have that jk,i(a; xq; q) is the generating function for overpartitions A into m parts with j
overlined parts satisfying

L. fa(A) + f5(\) <i—1,
2. fo(N) + fraa(ON) + fm(N) < k-1,
3.4 fo(A) + ferr(A) + frzg(A) = k — 1, then
Cfo(N) + (4 D) (fer1(N) + fg(N) = k44 Vi(£) mod 2.

Now, using this fact along with (ZI6l), (ZI7), (Z2I]) and an argument similar to Theorem [6.4] gives
the desired result. O

Remark 7.10. Using the ideas in this section, it is now clear how to set up a similar motivated
proof for any partition or overpartition identity arising from the study of the series Jj ;(a;x;q).
For example, as in Corollaries 1.2-1.4 of [CoLoMa]. Although the vertex-algebraic interpretation

of the ghost series is not clear, we expect that the ghost series jk,i(a;:n;q) will have interesting
combinatorial properties related to the properties of the series Ji ;(a;x;¢q), which are the subject
of [CoLoMa.
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