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Ghost series and a motivated proof of the

Bressoud-Göllnitz-Gordon identities

John Layne, Samuel Marshall, Christopher Sadowski, Emily Shambaugh

Abstract

We present what we call a “motivated proof” of the Bressoud-Göllnitz-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 Göllnitz-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 Göllnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities. We
anticipate that this “motivated proof” of the Bressoud-Göllnitz-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

∏

n≥1,n 6≡0,±2 mod 5

1

1− qn
=

∑

m≥0

p1(m)qm (1.1)

and
∏

n≥1,n 6≡0,±1 mod 5

1

1− qn
=

∑

m≥0

p2(m)qm, (1.2)

where p1(m) enumerates the number of partitions of m where adjacent parts have difference at
least 2 and p2(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 (1.1)
and (1.2) as “sum sides.” We note that in (1.1) and (1.2), 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 p1(m) ≥ p2(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 (1.1) and
(1.2), and starting only with the product sides of these identities, can one show that

∏

n≥1,n 6≡0,±2 mod 5

1

1− qn
−

∏

n≥1,n 6≡0,±1 mod 5

1

1− qn
=

∑

m≥0

amq
m, (1.3)

where am ≥ 0 for all m ≥ 0? 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 [LW1]-[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 C
(1)
ℓ 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
[CLM1]-[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 q 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], [Hu]).
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 G1 and G2 denote the
left-hand sides of (1.1) and (1.2). Empirically, Andrews and Baxter noticed that G3 := G1−G2

q
is

an element of 1 + q3C[[q]]. More generally, they observed and proved that

Gj+2 :=
Gj −Gj+1

qj
∈ 1 + qj+2

C[[q]] (1.4)

for j ≥ 1 and called (1.4) the Empirical Hypothesis. One important consequence to the Empirical
Hypothesis, which is key in Andrews’s and Baxter’s proof, is the fact that

lim
j→∞

Gj = 1

(here we say the limit exists if the coefficient of each power of q stabilizes as j → ∞). To answer
Ehrenpreis’s question, using the recursive definition of Gj , Andrews and Baxter expressed G3 as

G3 := AjGj +BjGj+1, (1.5)

where j ≥ 3 and Aj, Bj ∈ C[q]. They then give combinatorial interpretations for Aj and Bj and
showed that limj→∞Bj = 0 and A∞ := limj→∞Aj 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

G3 = lim
j→∞

(AjGj +BjGj+1) = lim
j→∞

(Aj) lim
j→∞

(Gj) + lim
j→∞

(Bj) lim
j→∞

(Gj+1) = A∞, (1.6)
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thus answering Ehrenpreis’s question. Repeating this procedure for G1 and G2 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 (1.4). We
briefly review the recursive definitions which extend (1.4). 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 Gi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k be the product sides of Gordon’s identities mod2k+1
(when k = 2, these are just the product sides of (1.1) and (1.2)). These expressions live on what
is called “shelf 0.” Next, given a series on “shelf j,” denoted by G(k−1)j+i for some j ≥ 0 and
1 ≤ i ≤ k, Lepowsky and Zhu then define the series on “shelf j + 1” by the tautological expression
G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k and by

G(k−1)(j+1)+i :=
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 −G(k−1)j+k−i+2

qj(i−1)
(1.7)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ k. The Empirical Hypothesis in [LZ] states that

G(k−1)j+i ∈

{

1 + qj+1
C[[q]] if 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1

1 + qj+2
C[[q]] if i = k.

(1.8)

In [CKLMQRS], a motivated proof of the Göllnitz-Gordon-Andrews identity is given (cf. [Göl],
[A2], and Chapter 7 of [A4]). As in [LZ], the authors define Gi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k to be the product
sides of the Göllnitz-Gordon-Andrews identities mod 4k. For these identities, a more complicated-
looking recursion is needed in place of (1.7). In particular, the series on shelf j + 1 for j ≥ 0 are
defined by

G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k (1.9)

and

G(k−1)(j+1)+i :=
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 −G(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2j(i−1)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (1.10)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ k. A key difference between (1.7) and (1.10) is the use of the (i−1)st series on shelf j+1
to define the ith series on shelf j+1. Lastly, in [KLRS], a motivated proof of the Andrews-Bressoud
mod 2k partition identities is given. As before, let Gi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k denote the product sides of
the Andrews-Bressoud identities mod 2k (in [KLRS], they are denoted Bi). The recursion needed
to define the higher shelves in [KLRS] is quite different than (1.7) and (1.10). In particular, due to
parity conditions arising in the sum side of these identities (see condition (2) in the introduction to
[KLRS]), division by a pure power of q 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 G(k−1)(j+1)+i on the higher shelves using
division by pure powers of q, the authors introduce what they call “ghost series.” They denote these
series by G̃(k−1)(j+1)+i for 2 ≤ i ≤ k on each shelf and define the higher shelves as follows:

G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k, (1.11)

G(k−1)(j+1)+2 =
G(k−1)j+k−1 − G̃(k−1)j+k

qj+1
= G̃(k−1)j+k, (1.12)
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and

G(k−1)(j+1)+i =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q(j+1)(i−1)
=
G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2 −G(k−1)j+k−i+3

q(j+1)(i−2)
. (1.13)

We note here that (1.12) and (1.13) 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 (1.8)
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-Göllnitz-Gordon identities,
proved by Bressoud ([Br]), are an extension of the Göllnitz-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 [CoLoMa], with i replaced by k− i+1 in the statement of the theorem. For 2 ≤ i ≤ k, these
identities state

∏

n≥0

(1 + q2n+1)(1− q2k−2i+1+(4k−2)n)(1− q2k+2i−3+(4k−2)n)(1− q(4k−2)(n+1))

1− q2n+2
=

∑

n≥0

ai(n)q
n,

(1.14)
where ai(n) enumerates partitions λ of n such that:

1. Each odd part appears at most once,

2. f1(λ) + f2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,

4. If f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1)(f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2, (1.15)

where ft(λ) denotes the number of occurrences of t in λ and V o
λ (t) denotes the number of odd parts

in λ which do not exceed 2t. We note here that the left-hand side of (1.14) enumerates partitions
where:

1. Even parts are multiples of 4 not divisible by 8k − 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], [HJZ1],
[HJZ2], and [HZ].)

In the motivated proof in the present work, we define our series Gi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k on shelf j = 0
using the left-hand side of (1.14), extending the definition to i = 1. As in [KLRS], condition 4
prevents us from defining the higher shelves using solely the series Gi and division by pure powers
of q. 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(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k, and

we introduce the series G̃(k−1)j+i 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

G(k−1)(j+1)+2 =
G(k−1)j+k−1 − G̃(k−1)j+k

q2(j+1)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G̃(k−1)j+k (1.16)
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and

G(k−1)(j+1)+i =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (1.17)

=
G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2 −G(k−1)j+k−i+3

q2(j+1)(i−2)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (1.18)

for 3 ≤ i ≤ k. We note that these recursions use ideas from (1.10) - (1.13). In particular, we
will also show that the ghost series, G̃i for 2 ≤ i ≤ k, are generating functions which enumerate
partitions satisfying the same conditions as ai(n) but the right-hand side of (1.15) is replaced by
k − i+ 1 + V o

λ (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 Gi as polynomial linear combinations of
series on higher shelves:

Gi = ih
(j)
1 G(k−1)j+1 + ih

(j)
2 G(k−1)j+2 + · · ·+ ih

(j)
k G(k−1)j+k, (1.19)

where the polynomials ih
(j)
ℓ , for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, are generalizations of Aj and Bj above. The authors

then take the limit as j → ∞ to obtain an argument similar to (1.6):

Gi = lim
j→∞

(

ih
(j)
1 G(k−1)j+1 + ih

(j)
2 G(k−1)j+2 + · · · + ih

(j)
k G(k−1)j+k

)

=

(

lim
j→∞

ih
(j)
1

)(

lim
j→∞

G(k−1)j+1

)

+ · · ·+

(

lim
j→∞

ih
(j)
k

)(

lim
j→∞

G(k−1)j+k

)

= ih
(∞)
1 · 1 + 0 · 1 + · · ·+ 0 · 1

= ih
(∞)
1

to complete their motivated proof, where it is clear from a matrix interpretation of their recursions

that each of the limits, limj→∞ ih
(j)
ℓ , exist for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k. In the present work, it may not be the case

that limj→∞ ih
(j)
ℓ in general exists, so we need to consider a more intricate argument. Indeed, we

show that limj→∞

(

ih
(j)
1 + ih

(j)
2

)

exists and require a slightly more intricate argument to conclude

that
Gi = lim

j→∞

(

ih
(j)
1 + ih

(j)
2

)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
The present work is structured as follows: In Section 2, we recall certain standard notation

regarding q-series and introduce the official series Gℓ and the ghost series G̃ℓ which are the main
objects of our study. In Section 3, we derive closed-form expressions for Gℓ and G̃ℓ. 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 Gi, 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-Göllnitz-
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
J̃(a;x; q) in [CoLoMa]. 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 Gℓ and G̃ℓ

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 q 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 λ = (b1, b2, . . . , bs) is a partition of n, with b1 ≥ . . . ≥ bs.
For t ∈ N, use ft(λ) to denote the number of occurrences of t in λ and V o

λ (t) to denote the number of
odd parts in λ which do not exceed 2t. We also use the following standard q-Pochhammer notation
throughout this work:

(a; q)n := (1− a)(1− aq) · · · (1 − aqn−1) (2.1)

and
(a; q)∞ :=

∏

n≥1

(1− aqn−1). (2.2)

We also will use
(q)n := (q; q)n (2.3)

and
(q)∞ := (q; q)∞. (2.4)

Finally, we define
(a1, a2, . . . , ak; q)n := (a1; q)n(a2; q)n · · · (ak; q)n (2.5)

and similarly define

(a1, a2, . . . , ak; q)∞ := (a1; q)∞(a2; q)∞ · · · (ak; q)∞. (2.6)

Our main object of study will be the formal power series we denote by Gℓ for integers ℓ ≥ 1.
When 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, the Gℓ denote the product sides of the Bressound-Göllnitz-Gordon identities. In
particular, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we define the series Gi as presented in Corollary 1.3 of [CoLoMa]. In
particular, let

Gi :=
(−q; q2)∞(q2k−2i+1, q2k+2i−3, q4k−2; q4k−2)∞

(q2; q2)∞
. (2.7)

When 2 ≤ i ≤ k, this is the generating function for partitions satisfying the conditions:

1. Even parts are multiples of 4 not divisible by 8k − 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 i with k − i + 1 and have also defined Gi for i = 1, as this will be
necessary in our work. We note that

(−q; q2)∞
(q2; q2)∞

=
∏

m6≡2 mod 4

1

1− qm
, (2.8)
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and write
F (q) =

∏

m6≡2 mod 4

(1− qm). (2.9)

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

ψ(q) = f(q, q3)

and
f(a, b) = (−a,−b, ab; ab)∞.

We recall the Jacobi Triple Product identity

∑

n∈Z

(−1)nznqn
2

= (q2, zq, z−1q; q2)∞. (2.10)

We rewrite the left-hand side of (2.10) as

∑

n∈Z

(−1)nznqn
2

=
∑

n≥0

(−1)nznqn
2 (

1− z−2n−1q2n+1
)

(2.11)

so that our Jacobi Triple Product Identity is

∑

n≥0

(−1)nznqn
2 (

1− z−2n−1q2n+1
)

= (q2, zq, z−1q; q2)∞. (2.12)

Making the substitution q → q2k−1 and z → q2i−2, (2.12) becomes

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2i+2k−3)n

(

1− q(2k−2i+1)(2n+1)
)

= (q4k−2, q2k−2i+1, q2k+2i−3; q4k−2)∞. (2.13)

Now, using (2.13), we write

Gi =
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2i+2k−3)n

(

1− q(2k−2i+1)(2n+1)
)

(2.14)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
As in [KLRS], we define what we call ghost series G̃i, where 2 ≤ i ≤ k, as well as the series

Gk+h for 1 ≤ h ≤ k − 1. In particular, define

Gk+1 =
Gk−1 − G̃k

q2
− q−1Gk = G̃k (2.15)

and

Gk+h =
Gk−h − G̃k−h+1

q2h
− q−1Gk+h−1 =

G̃k−h+1 −Gk−h+2

q2(h−1)
− q−1Gk+h−1 (2.16)

for 2 ≤ h ≤ k − 1.

Remark 2.1. As in [KLRS], we have not defined the series G̃1 as it is not necessary in our proofs.
We will, however, attach a combinatorial meaning to this series in Remark 6.6 and explore this
series in more generality in Section 7.
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We note that (2.15) and (2.16) give us

G̃i =
Gi−1 + q2Gi+1

1 + q2
(2.17)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and

G̃k =
Gk−1 − qGk

1 + q2
. (2.18)

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

1. Each odd part appears at most once,

2. f1(λ) + f2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,

4. If f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1)(f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2, (2.19)

and G̃i enumerates partitions satisfying all the same conditions as Gi with (2.19) replaced by

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1)(f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) 6≡ k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2. (2.20)

Next, we use (2.14), (2.17), and (2.18) to derive closed-form expressions for G̃i, where 2 ≤ i ≤ k.

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

G̃i =
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2k+2i−5)n(1 + q2(2n+1))(1− q(2k−2i+1)(2n+1)).

Proof. First, for 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we have that

Gi−1 + q2Gi+1

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2k+2i−5)n(1− q(2k−2i+3)(2n+1))

+
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2k+2i−1)n+2(1− q(2k−2i−1)(2n+1))

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2k+2i−5)n

(

1− q(2k−2i+3)(2n+1) + q2(2n+1)(1− q(2k−2i−1)(2n+1))
)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(2k+2i−5)n(1 + q2(2n+1))(1− q(2k−2i+1)(2n+1)),

which gives our result for 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. We also have that

Gk−1 − qGk (2.21)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(4k−5)n(1− q3(2n+1)) (2.22)
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−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(4k−3)n+1(1− q2n+1) (2.23)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(4k−5)n

(

1− q3(2n+1) − q2n+1(1− q2n+1)
)

(2.24)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+(4k−5)n(1 + q2(2n+1))(1− q2n+1), (2.25)

which gives the desired result for G̃k.

Note that we defined the series G1, . . . , Gk and G̃2, . . . , G̃k, which, as in [LZ], [KLRS], and
[CKLMQRS], we say are on shelf j = 0. We now recursively define the series G(k−1)j+i for j ≥ 1

and 1 ≤ i ≤ k. As in [KLRS], we also recursively define G̃(k−1)j+i for j ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ i ≤ k.
Following [KLRS] and [CKLMQRS], for j ≥ 0, we define

G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k, (2.26)

G(k−1)(j+1)+2 =
G(k−1)j+k−1 − G̃(k−1)j+k

q2(j+1)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G̃(k−1)j+k, (2.27)

and

G(k−1)(j+1)+i =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (2.28)

=
G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2 −G(k−1)j+k−i+3

q2(j+1)(i−2)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (2.29)

for 3 ≤ i ≤ k.

Remark 2.4. The definition given by (2.26) is immediate from the fact that

(k − 1)(j + 1) + 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(k−1)j+k 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

G̃(k−1)j+i =
G(k−1)j+i−1 + q2(j+1)G(k−1)j+i+1

1 + q2(j+1)
(2.31)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and

G̃(k−1)j+k =
G(k−1)j+k−1 − q2j+1G(k−1)j+k

1 + q2(j+1)
. (2.32)

3 Closed form of Gℓ and G̃ℓ

In this section, we provide a closed-form expression for the official series Gℓ and the ghost series
G̃ℓ.
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Theorem 3.1. For j ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have that

G(k−1)j+i ∈ C[[q]] (3.1)

and, in fact,

G(k−1)j+i

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+1)+2(i−j)−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

(3.2)

·
(

1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i))
)

.

Moreover, for j ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

G̃(k−1)j+i ∈ C[[q]] (3.3)

and, in fact,

G̃(k−1)j+i

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2j+2

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+1)+2(i−j−1)−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

(3.4)

· (1 + q2(2n+j+1))
(

1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i))
)

.

Proof. Throughout our proof, we will use the notation Gj,i for the right-hand side of (3.2) and G̃j,i

for the right-hand side of (3.4). We will first show that G(k−1)j+i = Gj,i for j ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k
by induction on j and i. We note that the j = 0 case is given by (2.14) for Gi with 1 ≤ i ≤ k and
that Proposition 2.3 gives us the j = 0 case of (3.4) for G̃i with 2 ≤ i ≤ k.

Suppose, for some j ≥ 0, that G(k−1)j+i = Gj,i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and that G̃(k−1)j+i = G̃j,i for

2 ≤ i ≤ k. We first show that G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = Gj+1,1. Since G(k−1)j+k = G(k−1)(j+1)+1, we must

show that “edge-matching” holds, i.e. that G(k−1)j+k = Gj+1,1 Indeed, we have

G(k−1)j+k

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+1)+2(k−j)−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
(

1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−k+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−k))
)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· (1− q2(2n+j+1))

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· (1− q2(2n+j+1))
1 + q2j+2

1 + q2j+2
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=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1 + q2j+2 − q2(2n+j+1) − q4(n+j+1)

1 + q2j+2

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1− q4(n+j+1) + q2j+2(1− q4n)

1 + q2j+2

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q2(n+j+1))

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1 + q2(n+j+1)

1 + q2j+2

+
1

F (q)

∑

n≥1

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q4n)

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
q2j+2

1 + q2j+2

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1 + q2(n+j+1)

1 + q2j+2

−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n+1(q

2(n+2); q2)j(1− q4(n+1))

(−q2; q2)n+1(−q2(n+1)+1; q2)j+1

·
q2j+2

1 + q2j+2
· q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−2j−3

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1 + q2(n+j+1)

1 + q2j+2

−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

2(n+2); q2)j(1− q4(n+1))

(−q2; q2)n+1(−q2(n+1)+1; q2)j+1

· q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−2j−3q2j+2

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
1 + q2(n+j+1)

1 + q2j+2

−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2(n+1)+1; q2)j+1
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· q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2(n+1)+1; q2)j+1

· q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)

−
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1(1 + q2n+1)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1 + q2(n+j+1)+1 − q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1(1 + q2n+1)
)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1 + q2(n+j+1)+1 − q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1 − q(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)−1+2n+1
)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1 + q2(n+j+1)+1 − q−2n+2k(2n+j+2)−1 − q2k(2n+j+2)
)

=
1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2j−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1− q2k(2n+j+2) + q2(n+j+1)+1(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−1))
)

= Gj+1,1.

Now, suppose G(k−1)(j+1)+s = Gj+1,s for all 1 ≤ s ≤ i− 1, where i satisfies 1 ≤ i− 1 ≤ k − 1.
We will show that

G(k−1)(j+1)+i + q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)
.

We have

G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)

=
1

q2(j+1)(i−1)

1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1
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·
(

1− q2i(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1))
)

−
1

(1 + q2j+2)q2(j+1)(i−1)

1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· (1 + q2(2n+j+1))
(

1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−2)(2n+j+1))
)

=
1

(1 + q2j+2)

1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· q−2(j+1)(i−1)

(

(1 + q2j+2)
(

1− q2i(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1))
)

− (1 + q2(2n+j+1))
(

1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−2)(2n+j+1))
)

)

.

(3.5)

Notice that the term in the last two lines of (3.5) can be rewritten as

q−2(j+1)(i−1)

(

(1 + q2j+2)
(

1− q2i(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1))
)

− (1 + q2(2n+j+1))
(

1− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(i−2)(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 + q2(2n+j+1))
(

1 + q2n+2j+1 − q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + 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 + q2n+2j+1 − q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

−
(

q2(2n+j+1)(1 + q2n+2j+1)− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + 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 + q2n+2j+1 − q2(i−1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

−
(

q2(2n+j+1)(1 + q2n+2j+1)− q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

)

=q−2(j+1)(i−1)

(

q2j+2
(

1 + q2n+2j+1 − q2(i−1)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

−
(

q2(2n+j+1)(1 + q2n+2j+1)− q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

)

=q−2(j+1)(i−1)
(

q2j+2(1 + q2n+2j+1)− q2(i−1)(2n+j+1)+2j+2(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))

− q2(2n+j+1)(1 + q2n+2j+1) + q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

=q−2(j+1)(i−1)
(

(q2j+2 − q2(2n+j+1))(1 + q2n+2j+1)
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+ (q2(i−2)(2n+j+1) − q2(i−1)(2n+j+1)+2j+2)(q2n+2j+1 + q2(2n+j+1))
)

=q−2(j+1)(i−1)
(

q2j+2(1− q4n)(1 + q2n+2j+1)

+ q2(i−2)(2n+j+1)+2n+2j+1(1− q2(2n+j+1)+2j+2)(1 + q2n+1)
)

=q−2(j+1)(i−1)
(

q2j+2(1− q4n)(1 + q2n+2j+1)

+ 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− q4(n+j+1))(1 + q2n+1)

=q−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+1))

=q−2(i−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−2)n+4n(1− q4(n+j+1))

=q−2(i−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+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−1)n(1− q4(n+j+1))

+ q2n−1
(

q−2(i−3)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−2)n(1− q4(n+j+1))
)

.

So, we have

G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)

=
1

(1 + q2j+2)

1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

·
(

q−2(i−2)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−1)n(1− q4(n+j+1))

+ q2n−1
(

q−2(i−3)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−2)n(1− q4(n+j+1))
)

)

=
1

(1 + q2j+2)

1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· (q−2(i−2)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−1)n(1− q4(n+j+1)))

+
1

(1 + q2j+2)

q−1

F (q)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j−1)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1; q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· (q−2(i−3)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−2)n(1− q4(n+j+1))). (3.6)

Since the second sum of (3.6) 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 (3.6), we have

1

(1 + q2j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1
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· (q−2(i−2)(j+1)(1− q4n) + q4(i−1)n(1− q4(n+j+1)))

=
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q4n)

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· q−2(i−2)(j+1)

+
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)−2(i+j)−1)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q4(n+j+1))

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· q4(i−1)n

=
∑

n≥1

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q4n)

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1

· q−2(i−1)(2n+j+1)+2j+2

+
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

2(n+1); q2)j(1− q2(n+j+1))

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2j+2)(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)

=−
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· q−2(i−1)(2(n+1)+j+1)+2j+2+(4k−2)n+2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5(1 + q2j+2)(1 + q2n+1)

+
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(1 + q2j+2)(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2j+2)(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)

=
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

(1 + q2(n+j+1)+1)− q2(k−i)(2n+j+2)+2n+2j+3(1 + q2n+1)
)

=
∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−5)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1− q2(k−i+1)(2n+j+2) + q2(n+j+1)+1(1− q2(k−i)(2n+j+2))
)

,

which is exactly Gj+1,i. Substituting i for i− 1 yields G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1. Therefore,

G(k−1)(j+1)+i + q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − G̃(k−1)j+k−i+2

q2(j+1)(i−1)
.

So, Gj,i = G(k−1)j+i for all j ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
Lastly, we use our formula for G(k−1)(j+1)+i to prove (3.4). For 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we have

G̃(k−1)(j+1)+i =
G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 + q2(j+2)G(k−1)(j+1)+i+1

1 + q2(j+2)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2
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·
(

1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+2) + q2n+2j+3(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+1))
)

+
1

F (q)

q2(j+2)

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i) + q2n+2j+3(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i−1))
)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·

(

(

1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+2) + q2n+2j+3(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+1))
)

+ q2(2n+j+2)
(

1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i) + q2n+2j+3(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i−1))
)

)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·

(

(

1 + q2n+2j+3 − q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+1)(q2n+2j+3 + q2(2n+j+2))
)

+ q2(2n+j+2)
(

1 + q2n+2j+3 − q2(2n+j+2)(k−i−1)(q2n+2j+3 + q2(2n+j+2))
)

)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

(1 + q2(2n+j+2))(1 + q2n+2j+3)

− (q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+1) + q2(2n+j+2)(k−i))(q2n+2j+3 + q2(2n+j+2))
)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

(1 + q2(2n+j+2))(1 + q2n+2j+3)

− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i)(1 + q2(2n+j+2))(q2n+2j+3 + q2(2n+j+2))
)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2(2n+j+2))
(

1 + q2n+2j+3 − q2(2n+j+2)(k−i)(q2n+2j+3 + q2(2n+j+2))
)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(i−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2(2n+j+2))
(

1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i+1) + q2n+2j+3(1− q2(2n+j+2)(k−i))
)

= G̃j+1,i

and that

G̃(k−1)(j+1)+k =
G(k−1)(j+1)+k−1 − q2(j+1)+1G(k−1)(j+1)+k

1 + q2(j+2)
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=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1− q4(2n+j+2) + q2(n+j+1)+1(1− q2(2n+j+2))

−
1

F (q)

q2(j+1)+1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k−j−1)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1− q2(2n+j+2))

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

·
(

(1− q4(2n+j+2) + q2(n+j+1)+1(1− q2(2n+j+2))− q2(n+j+1)+1(1− q2(2n+j+2))
)

=
1

F (q)

1

1 + q2(j+2)

∑

n≥0

(−1)nq(4k−2)(n
2
)+n(2k(j+2)+2(k−j−2)−3)(−q2(j+1)+2; q2)n(q

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

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+2

· (1 + q2(2n+j+2))(1− q2(2n+j+2))

= G̃j+1,k,

thus proving (3.4) for j ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ i ≤ k.

4 The Empirical Hypothesis

We now formulate and prove the Empirical Hypothesis, which is a consequence of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 4.1. (Empirical Hypothesis) For all j ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

G(k−1)j+i = 1 + q2j+1γ(q) (4.1)

for some γ(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)

(

n

2

)

+ (2k(j + 1) + 2(i− j)− 3)n ≥ 2k(j + 1) + 2(i− j) − 3 (4.2)

≥ 4(j + 1) + 2(i− j)− 3 (4.3)

= 2j + 2i+ 1 (4.4)

≥ 2j + 3. (4.5)

So, when n ≥ 1, the powers of q in (3.2) are all at least 2j + 3. Thus, it suffices to examine the
n = 0 term in (3.2). The n = 0 term in (3.2) is

(1− q2)(1− q4) · · · (1− q2j)(1 − q2(j+1)(k−i+1) + q2j+1(1− q2(j+1)(k−i)))

(1 + q)(1 + q3) · · · (1 + q2j+1)
∏

m6≡2 mod 4(1− qm)
, (4.6)

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

1 + q2j+1g(q) (4.7)
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for some g(q) ∈ C[[q]]. Thus, we have that

G(k−1)j+i = 1 + q2j+1γ(q) (4.8)

for some γ(q) ∈ C[[q]].

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-Göllnitz-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(k−1)j+k = G(k−1)(j+1)+1,

and so, G(k−1)j+k = 1 + q2j+3γ(q) for some γ(q) ∈ C[[q]].

We now also provide an Empirical Hypothesis for the ghost series.

Theorem 4.4. For all j ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

G̃(k−1)j+i = 1 + q2j+1γ(q) (4.9)

for some γ(q) ∈ C[[q]].

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. When n ≥ 1, we have

(4k − 2)

(

n

2

)

+ (2k(j + 1) + 2(i− j − 1)− 3)n ≥ 2k(j + 1) + 2(i− j − 1)− 3 (4.10)

≥ 4(j + 1) + 2(i− j − 1)− 3 (4.11)

= 2j + 2i− 1 (4.12)

≥ 2j + 3, (4.13)

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

(1− q2)(1 − q4) · · · (1− q2j)(1 − q2(j+1)(k−i+1) + q2j+1(1− q2(j+1)(k−i)))

(1 + q2j+2)(1 + q)(1 + q3) · · · (1 + q2j+1)
∏

m6≡2 mod 4(1− qm)
(1 + q2(j+1)), (4.14)

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

5 Matrix interpretation and consequences

Using (2.26) - (2.29), we have the following recursions satisfied by Gℓ for ℓ ≥ 1:

G(k−1)(j+1)+1 = G(k−1)j+k, (5.1)

G(k−1)(j+1)+2 =
G(k−1)j+k−1 − q2j+1G(k−1)j+k

1 + q2j+2
, (5.2)
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and

G(k−1)(j+1)+i =
G(k−1)j+k−i+1 −G(k−1)j+k−i+3

(1 + q2j+2)q2(j+1)(i−2)
− q−1G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 (5.3)

for 3 ≤ i ≤ k. We note that, using (5.1), (5.2) can be rewritten as

q2j+1G(k−1)(j+1)+1 + (1 + q2j+2)G(k−1)(j+1)+2 = G(k−1)j+k−1, (5.4)

and that (5.3) can be rewritten as

q−1(1 + q2j+2)G(k−1)(j+1)+i−1 + (1 + q2j+2)G(k−1)(j+1)+i

= q−2(j+1)(i−2)G(k−1)j+k−i+1 − q−2(j+1)(i−2)G(k−1)j+k−i+3. (5.5)

Define the vector

G(0) =







G1
...
Gk






,

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

G(j) =







G(k−1)j+1
...

G(k−1)j+k






.

For each j ≥ 1, set

B(j) =



























0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 · · · 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 q−2j 0 −q−2j

0 0 0 · · · q−4j 0 −q−4j 0
...

...
... ւ ւ ւ

...
...

q−2j(k−2) 0 −q−2j(k−2) · · · 0 0 0 0



























(5.6)

and set

C(j) =



















1 0 0 · · · 0 0
q2j−1 1 + q2j 0 · · · 0 0
0 q−1(1 + q2j) 1 + q2j · · · 0 0
...

...
... ց

...
...

0 0 0 · · · 1 + q2j 0
0 0 0 · · · q−1(1 + q2j) 1 + q2j



















.

We now write (5.1), (5.4), and (5.5) as

C(j)G(j) = B(j)G(j−1) (5.7)

for j ≥ 1.
Following [CKLMQRS], we define

A(j) = B−1
(j) (5.8)
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and note that when k is even we have

A(j) =



























0 1 0 q4j · · · q2j(k−4) 0 q2j(k−2)

1 0 q2j 0 · · · 0 q2j(k−3) 0

0 1 0 q4j · · · q2j(k−4) 0 0
...

...
...

... ւ
...

...
...

0 1 0 q4j · · · 0 0 0
1 0 q2j 0 · · · 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0



























(5.9)

and when k is odd we have

A(j) =



























1 0 q2j 0 · · · q2j(k−4) 0 q2j(k−2)

0 1 0 q4j · · · 0 q2j(k−3) 0

1 0 q2j 0 · · · q2j(k−4) 0 0
...

...
...

... ւ
...

...
...

0 1 0 q4j · · · 0 0 0
1 0 q2j 0 · · · 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0



























. (5.10)

Next, we define
A′

(j) = A(j)C(j). (5.11)

For k odd we have
A′

(j) = (1 + q2j)·































(

1 + q2j
)−1

q2j−1 q2j q6j−1 · · · q2j(k−4) q2j(k−2)−1 q2j(k−2)

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 q4j−1 q4j · · · q2j(k−3)−1 q2j(k−3) 0
(

1 + q2j
)−1

q2j−1 q2j q6j−1 · · · q2j(k−4) 0 0
...

...
...

... ւ
...

...
...

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 q4j−1 q4j · · · 0 0 0
(

1 + q2j
)−1

q2j−1 q2j 0 · · · 0 0 0

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
(

1 + q2j
)−1

0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0































(5.12)

and for k even we have
A′

(j) = (1 + q2j)·































q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 q4j−1 q4j · · · q2j(k−4) q2j(k−2)−1 q2j(k−2)

(

1 + q2j
)−1

q2j−1 q2j q6j−1 · · · q2j(k−3)−1 q2j(k−3) 0

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 q4j−1 q4j · · · q2j(k−4) 0 0
...

...
...

... ւ
...

...
...

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 q4j−1 q4j · · · 0 0 0
(

1 + q2j
)−1

q2j−1 q2j 0 · · · 0 0 0

q2j−1
(

1 + q2j
)−1

1 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
(

1 + q2j
)−1

0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0































. (5.13)
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In particular, we now have
G(j−1) = A′

(j)G(j) (5.14)

for all j ≥ 1.
Now, we fix an integer J ≥ 0, which, as in [CKLMQRS], will denote a “starting shelf.” Now, if

j ≥ J + 1, we repeatedly apply (5.14) to obtain

G(J) = A′
(J+1)A

′
(J+2) · · ·A

′
(j)G(j) =

Jh(j)G(j), (5.15)

where we define
Jh(j) = A′

(J+1)A
′
(J+2) · · ·A

′
(j) (5.16)

and take Jh(J) to be the identity matrix. Writing out (5.15) in component form, we have

G(k−1)J+i =
J
i h

(j)
1 G(k−1)j+1 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j)
k G(k−1)j+k, (5.17)

where J
i h

(j)
ℓ is the (i, ℓ)-entry of the matrix Jh(j).

Now, using the definition of Jh(j), we have for j ≥ J + 1 that

Jh(j) = Jh(j−1)A′
(j), (5.18)

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

J
i h

(j)
1 =q2j−1

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k−1

)

+
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k

)

, (5.19)

when ℓ > 1 is even we have

J
i h

(j)
ℓ =(1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 + · · · + J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ+1

)

+ (1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)+2j−1
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · · + J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ

)

, (5.20)

and when ℓ > 1 is odd we have

J
i h

(j)
ℓ =(1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)+2j−1

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 ) + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ

)

+ (1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ+1

)

. (5.21)

Next, we consider the case when k is odd. When ℓ = 1 we have

J
i h

(j)
1 =

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k

)

+ q2j−1
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k−1

)

, (5.22)

when ℓ > 1 is even we have

J
i h

(j)
ℓ =(1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)+2j−1

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 + · · ·+ J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ

)

+ (1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · · + J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ+1

)

, (5.23)
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and when ℓ > 1 is odd we have

J
i h

(j)
ℓ =(1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)

(

J
i h

(j−1)
1 + J

i h
(j−1)
3 + · · · + J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ+1

)

+ (1 + q2j)q(ℓ−2)(2j)+2j−1
(

J
i h

(j−1)
2 + J

i h
(j−1)
4 + · · · + J

i h
(j−1)
k−ℓ

)

. (5.24)

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

J
i h

(j)
ℓ = q2j(ℓ−1)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m







+ (1− δℓ,1)q
2j(ℓ−2)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m






, (5.25)

where δi,j is the Kronecker delta and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k. Moreover, we note that J
i h

(J)
ℓ = δi,ℓ and that

J
i h

(J+1)
ℓ =











q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2)(1− δℓ,1) if ℓ ≤ k − i+ 1 and ℓ+ k − 1 ≡ i mod 2

q2J+1
(

q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2)(1− δℓ,1)
)

if ℓ ≤ k − i and ℓ+ k − 1 6≡ i mod 2

0 if ℓ > k − i+ 1.

(5.26)
We now have the following proposition, which follows immediately.

Proposition 5.1. The polynomials J
i h

(j)
ℓ are uniquely determined by the initial conditions

J
i h

(J)
ℓ = δi,ℓ (5.27)

and the recursions

J
i h

(j)
ℓ = q2j(ℓ−1)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m







+ (1− δℓ,1)q
2j(ℓ−2)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h

(j−1)
m






(5.28)

for j ≥ J + 1.

6 Combinatorial interpretation of the Gℓ and G̃ℓ

In this section, we finish our motivated proof and give a combinatorial interpretation for the series
G(k−1)J+i with 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We also give combinatorial interpretations for the ghost series G̃(k−1)J+i

with 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ k. In order to obtain combinatorial interpretations for our series G(k−1)J+i and

G̃(k−1)J+i, we first give a combinatorial interpretation of the polynomials J
i h

(j)
ℓ .

Proposition 6.1. For j ≥ J + 1 and 1 ≤ i, ℓ ≤ k, the polynomial J
i h

(j)
ℓ is the generating function

for partitions λ = (b1, . . . , bs), with b1 ≥ . . . ≥ bs, satisfying the conditions:
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1. No odd parts are repeated,

2. f2J+1(λ) + f2J+2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,

4. if f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1) (f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ (k − 1) J + k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2,

5. the smallest part bs > 2J ,

6. V o
λ (j) ≡

{

0 mod 2 if ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ i mod 2

1 mod 2 if ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) 6≡ i mod 2,

7. the largest part b1 ≤ 2j,

8. f2j(λ) ∈ {ℓ− 1, ℓ− 2} ∩ N.

Proof. Let J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ denote the generating function for partitions λ satisfying conditions 1-8 of the

proposition. We verify that J
i h̃

(J+1)
ℓ = J

i h
(J+1)
ℓ and that, for j ≥ J + 2, J

i h̃
(j)
ℓ satisfies the recursion

(5.28). In the case j = J+1, we have f2J+2(λ) ∈ {ℓ−2, ℓ−1}∩N, and f2J+1(λ) = 0 or f2J+1(λ) = 1.
First, consider when f2J+1(λ) = 0. If f2J+2(λ) = ℓ− 1, then, by condition 2, we have ℓ ≤ k− i+1.
Similarly, if f2J+2(λ) = ℓ− 2, then ℓ ≤ k − i+ 2. However, if ℓ = k − i+ 2, then

(k − i+ 2) + k − 1 ≡ −i+ 1 6≡ i mod 2,

which implies f2J+1(λ) = 1 by condition 6, a contradiction. So, we must have ℓ ≤ k− i+1. In the
case when ℓ = k and i = 1, condition 4 is satisfied because

(J + 1)(k − 1) = (k − 1)J + k − 1 + V o
λ (J) = (k − 1)J + k − 1 + V o

λ (J + 1)

since V o
λ (J) = V o

λ (J+1) = 0. Thus, if λ satisfies conditions 1-8 and f2J+1(λ) = 0, then λ is counted
by

q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2). (6.1)

We note that in the case ℓ = 1 there is no case where f2J+2(λ) = ℓ − 2 and so in this case λ is
counted by the first term in (6.1). Conversely, we can see immediately that if λ is counted by (6.1),

then it is also counted by J
i h̃

(J+1)
ℓ .

Now, consider when f2J+1(λ) = 1. If f2J+2(λ) = ℓ− 1, then ℓ ≤ k − i, and if f2J+2(λ) = ℓ− 2,
then ℓ ≤ k − i+ 1. However, if f2J+2(λ) = k − i+ 1, then we arrive at a contradiction since

(k − i+ 1) + k − 1 ≡ i mod 2

implies f2J+1(λ) = 0 by condition 6. Thus, ℓ ≤ k − i. As before, if ℓ = k and i = 1, condition 4 is
satisfied. Therefore, if λ satisfies conditions 1-8 and if f2J+1(λ) = 1, then λ is counted by

q2J+1(q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2)). (6.2)
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We note that in the case ℓ = 1 there is no case where f2J+2(λ) = ℓ − 2 and so in this case λ is
counted by the first term in (6.2). Conversely, if λ is counted by (6.2), then it is also counted by
J
i h̃

(J+1)
ℓ . We conclude that

J
i h̃

(J+1)
ℓ =











q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2)(1− δℓ,1) if ℓ ≤ k − i+ 1 and ℓ+ k − 1 ≡ i mod 2

q2J+1
(

q(ℓ−1)(2J+2) + q(ℓ−2)(2J+2)(1− δℓ,1)
)

if ℓ ≤ k − i and ℓ+ k − 1 6≡ i mod 2

0 if ℓ > k − i+ 1,

(6.3)

which agrees with J
i h

(J+1)
ℓ by inspection of (5.26).

Now, consider j ≥ J + 2. The partitions λ satisfying conditions 1-8 of the proposition can be
divided into two sets: those where f2j−1(λ) = 0 and those where f2j−1(λ) = 1.

First, we consider when f2j−1(λ) = 0. In this case, the partitions in question have either the
form

(

(2j)ℓ−1, bℓ, . . . , bs

)

or
(

(2j)ℓ−2, bℓ−1, . . . , bs

)

,

where λ1 = (bℓ, . . . , bs) and λ2 = (bℓ−1, . . . , bs) are partitions satisfying the first 6 conditions of
the proposition having largest part at most 2j − 2. By condition 3 of the proposition, when
f2j(λ) = ℓ− 2, it is clear that f2j−2(λ) ≤ k − (ℓ − 1). Notice that if f2j−2(λ) = k − (ℓ − 1), then,
by condition 4, we have

(j − 1)f2j−2(λ) + j(f2j−1(λ) + f2j(λ)) = (j − 1)(k − ℓ+ 1) + j(ℓ− 2)

= ℓ+ (k − 1)j − k − 1

≡ (k − 1)J + k − i+ V o
λ (j − 1) mod 2,

and thus,
ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ 1− i+ V o

λ (j − 1) mod 2.

However, condition 6 now implies i ≡ 1− i mod 2, a contradiction. Thus, we have f2j−2(λ) ≤ k− ℓ.
When f2j(λ) = ℓ− 1, we notice that if f2j−2(λ) = k − ℓ, then by condition 4, we have

(j − 1)f2j−2(λ) + j(f2j−1(λ) + f2j(λ)) = (j − 1)(k − ℓ) + j(ℓ− 1)

= ℓ+ (k − 1)j − k

≡ (k − 1)J + k − i+ V o
λ (j − 1) mod 2,

and thus,
ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ −i+ V o

λ (j − 1) mod 2,

which is valid by condition 6 since V o
λ (j − 1) = V o

λ (j). Thus, condition 4 is satisfied and we
have that f2j−2(λ) ≤ k − ℓ. Therefore, for r = 1, 2, we can see that λr is counted by some
J
i h̃

(j−1)
m for 1 ≤ m ≤ k − (ℓ − 1). Since it is always the case that V o

λ (j) = V o
λr

(j − 1), we have
V o
λ (j) ≡ V o

λr

(j − 1) mod 2, which is, by condition 6, equivalent to

ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ m+ (k − 1)(j − 1− J) mod 2. (6.4)

However, this can be rewritten as m 6≡ ℓ+ k mod 2, and so we have that λ1 and λ2 are counted by
J
i h̃

(j−1)
m , where m 6≡ ℓ + k mod 2. Hence, if λ satisfies conditions 1-8 with f2j−1(λ) = 0, then λ is

counted by

q2j(ℓ−1)

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m + q2j(ℓ−2)

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m . (6.5)
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Note that if ℓ = 1, then there is no case where f2j−2(λ) = ℓ− 2. Thus, if ℓ = 1, λ is counted by the

first sum in (6.5). Conversely, assume λ is counted by J
i h̃

(j−1)
m for some 1 ≤ m ≤ k − (ℓ − 1) that

satisfies m 6≡ ℓ + k mod 2. If f2j−2(λ) = m − 2, then it follows immediately that ((2j)ℓ−1, λ) and

((2j)ℓ−2, λ) are counted by J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ . Similarly, if f2j−2(λ) = m − 1, then ((2j)ℓ−2, λ) is counted by

J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ . We can also see that ((2j)ℓ−1, λ) is counted by J

i h̃
(j)
ℓ because when m = k− (ℓ−1), condition

4 is satisfied.
Next, consider partitions where f2j−1(λ) = 1. In this case, the partitions in question have either

the form
(

(2j)ℓ−1, 2j − 1, bℓ+1, . . . , bs

)

or
(

(2j)ℓ−2, 2j − 1, bℓ, . . . , bs

)

,

where λ′1 = (bℓ+1, . . . , bs) and λ
′
2 = (bℓ, . . . , bs) are partitions satisfying the first 6 conditions of the

proposition with largest part at most 2j − 2. When f2j(λ) = ℓ− 2, we have, from condition 3, that
f2j−2(λ) ≤ k − ℓ; however, as before, if f2j−2(λ) = k − ℓ, then condition 4 is violated, and thus,
we have f2j−2(λ) ≤ k − ℓ − 1. Furthermore, by condition 3, we have that if f2j(λ) = ℓ − 1, then
f2j−2(λ) ≤ k− ℓ− 1, and, as above, we have that condition 4 is satisfied when f2j−2(λ) = k− ℓ− 1.

Thus, f2j−2(λ) ≤ k− ℓ−1. Therefore, for r = 1, 2, λ′r is counted by some J
i h̃

(j−1)
m for 1 ≤ m ≤ k− ℓ.

Since it is always the case that V o
λ (j) = V o

λ′

r

(j − 1) + 1, we have that V o
λ (j) ≡ V o

λ′

r

(j− 1) + 1 mod 2,
which is, by condition 6, equivalent to

ℓ+ (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ m+ (k − 1)(j − 1− J) + 1 mod 2 (6.6)

for 1 ≤ m ≤ k − ℓ. However, this can be rewritten as m ≡ ℓ + k mod 2, and so, λ′1 and λ′2 are

counted by J
i h̃

(j−1)
m , where m ≡ ℓ+ k mod 2. Hence, if λ satisfies conditions 1-8 with f2j−1(λ) = 1,

then λ is counted by

q2j(ℓ−1)+2j−1
k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m + q2j(ℓ−2)+2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m . (6.7)

Again, note that if ℓ = 1, there is no case where f2j−2(λ) = ℓ− 2. Thus, if ℓ = 1, λ is counted by

the first sum in (6.7). Conversely, assume λ is counted by J
i h̃

(j−1)
m for some 1 ≤ m ≤ k − ℓ that

satisfies m ≡ ℓ+ k mod 2. If f2j−2(λ) = m− 2, then it follows immediately that ((2j)ℓ−1, 2j − 1, λ)

and ((2j)ℓ−2, 2j−1, λ) are counted by J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ . Similarly, if f2j−2(λ) = m−1, then ((2j)ℓ−2, 2j−1, λ)

is counted by J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ . We can also see that ((2j)ℓ−1, 2j − 1, λ) is counted by J

i h̃
(j)
ℓ because when

m = k − ℓ, condition 4 is satisfied.
Thus, we conclude that the partitions satisfying conditions 1-8 are counted by

J
i h̃

(j)
ℓ = q2j(ℓ−1)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m







+ (1− δℓ,1)q
2j(ℓ−2)






q2j−1

k−ℓ
∑

m=1
m≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m +

k−(ℓ−1)
∑

m=1
m6≡ℓ+k mod 2

J
i h̃

(j−1)
m






, (6.8)

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-Göllnitz-Gordon identities,
we will need the following result:

Corollary 6.2. For j ≥ J+1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the polynomial J
i h

(j)
1 +J

i h
(j)
2 is the generating function

for partitions λ = (b1, . . . , bs), with b1 ≥ . . . ≥ bs, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,

2. f2J+1(λ) + f2J+2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,

4. if f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1) (f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ (k − 1) J + k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2,

5. the smallest part bs > 2J ,

6. the largest part b1 ≤ 2j,

7. f2j(λ) ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Consider the partitions counted by J
i h

(j)
1 . We can see that condition 6 in Proposition 6.1

becomes

V o
λ (j) ≡

{

0 mod 2 if 1 + (k − 1)(j − J) ≡ i mod 2

1 mod 2 if 1 + (k − 1)(j − J) 6≡ i mod 2.
(6.9)

If 1+(k−1)(j−J) ≡ i mod 2, then J
i h

(j)
1 counts partitions of even integers. This implies 2+(k−1)(j−

J) 6≡ i mod 2, and so J
i h

(j)
2 counts partitions of odd integers. Similarly, if 1+(k−1)(j−J) 6≡ i mod 2,

then J
i h

(j)
1 counts partitions of odd integers and J

i h
(j)
2 counts partitions of even integers. Thus, we

can see immediately from Proposition 6.1 that J
i h

(j)
1 + J

i h
(j)
2 counts the partitions λ satisfying

conditions 1-7 of the Corollary.

Now, we complete our motivated proof of the Bressoud-Göllnitz-Gordon identities by giving a
combinatorial interpretation for the series G(k−1)J+i. 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[[q]], which we now recall
from [CKLMQRS]. Let {Aj(q)}

∞
j=0 be a sequence of elements of C[[q]]. We say that

lim
j→∞

Aj(q) (6.10)

exists if, for each m ≥ 0, there is some Jm > 0 such that the coefficients of qm in each series Aj(q)
are equal for j ≥ Jm. In other words, the limit exists if the coefficients of each power of q stabilize
as j → ∞. We now have the following result:

Theorem 6.3. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the power series G(k−1)J+i is the generating function for partitions
λ = (b1, . . . , bs), with b1 ≥ . . . ≥ bs, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,

2. f2J+1(λ) + f2J+2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,
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4. if f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1) (f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ (k − 1) J + k − i+ V o
λ (t) mod 2,

5. the smallest part bs > 2J .

Proof. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k and j ≥ J + 1, we have

G(k−1)J+i =

k
∑

n=1

J
i h

(j)
n G(k−1)j+n. (6.11)

First, we show that

lim
j→∞

J
i h

(j)
ℓ = 0 (6.12)

for all ℓ > 2. For m ≥ 0, consider the coefficient of qm in J
i h

(j)
ℓ . Taking Jm > m

2 , we can see that

if j ≥ Jm, then the coefficient of qm in J
i h

(j)
ℓ is 0, thus proving (6.12). Since the coefficients of

G(k−1)J+i are stable as j → ∞, the following limit exists:

G(k−1)J+i = lim
j→∞

k
∑

n=1

J
i h

(j)
n G(k−1)j+n. (6.13)

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

lim
j→∞

k
∑

n=3

J
i h

(j)
n G(k−1)j+n =

k
∑

n=3

lim
j→∞

J
i h

(j)
n lim

j→∞
G(k−1)j+n =

k
∑

n=3

0 · 1 = 0

because
lim
j→∞

G(k−1)j+i = 1 (6.14)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. So, we have

G(k−1)J+i = lim
j→∞

k
∑

n=1

J
i h

(j)
n G(k−1)j+n − lim

j→∞

k
∑

n=3

J
i h

(j)
n G(k−1)j+n

= lim
j→∞

(

J
i h

(j)
1 G(k−1)j+1 +

J
i h

(j)
2 G(k−1)j+2

)

= lim
j→∞

(

J
i h

(j)
1 + J

i h
(j)
2 + q2j+1γ(q)

)

for some γ(q) ∈ C[[q]] by the Empirical Hypothesis. We can see that

lim
j→∞

q2j+1γ(q) = 0 (6.15)

because, for any m ≥ 0, taking Jm > m−1
2 , j ≥ Jm implies that the coefficient of qm in q2j+1γ(q)

is 0. Thus, we have

G(k−1)J+i = lim
j→∞

(

J
i h

(j)
1 + J

i h
(j)
2 + q2j+1γ(q)

)

− lim
j→∞

q2j+1γ(q) = lim
j→∞

(

J
i h

(j)
1 + J

i h
(j)
2

)

. (6.16)

We conclude that as j → ∞, conditions 6 and 7 of Corollary 6.2 vanish, thus proving the theorem.
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Finally, we give a combinatorial interpretation of the ghost series, G̃ℓ.

Theorem 6.4. For 2 ≤ i ≤ k, the power series G̃(k−1)J+i is the generating function for partitions
λ = (b1, . . . , bs), with b1 ≥ . . . ≥ bs, satisfying the conditions:

1. No odd parts are repeated,

2. f2J+1(λ) + f2J+2(λ) ≤ k − i,

3. f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) ≤ k − 1 for all t ≥ 0,

4. if f2t(λ) + f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ) = k − 1, then

tf2t(λ) + (t+ 1) (f2t+1(λ) + f2t+2(λ)) ≡ (k − 1) J + k − i+ 1 + V o
λ (t) mod 2, (6.17)

5. the smallest part bs > 2J .

Proof. Using (2.27) - (2.29), we have for J ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ i ≤ k that

G̃(k−1)J+k = G(k−1)(J+1)+2 (6.18)

G̃(k−1)J+i = q(2J+2)(k−i)G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+2 + q(2J+2)(k−i−1)+2J+1G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+1

+G(k−1)J+i+1. (6.19)

We first consider the case of G̃(k−1)J+k. Let λ be a partition counted by

G(k−1)(J+1)+2.

It is immediate from Theorem 6.3 that λ satisfies conditions 1, 2, 3, and 5 of our theorem. Moreover,
we note that the parity condition (6.17) of our theorem is the same as that which λ has from
Theorem 6.3 since, for all t ≥ 0,

(k + 1)J + k − k + 1 + V o
λ (t) ≡ (k − 1)(J + 1) + k − 2 + V o

λ (t) mod 2.

Hence, λ satisfies the conditions of the theorem.
Now, we consider the case of G̃(k−1)J+i. Let λ be a partition counted by the right-hand side of

(6.19). It is immediate from Theorem 6.3 that λ satisfies conditions 1, 2, and 5 of our theorem. We
verify that λ satisfies conditions 3 and 4 of our theorem for each of the cases.

First, we consider partitions λ counted by

q(2J+2)(k−i)G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+2. (6.20)

By condition 2 of Theorem 6.3, we have f2J+3(λ) + f2J+4(λ) ≤ i − 2. Since f2J+2(λ) = k − i,
we have f2J+2(λ) + f2J+3(λ) + f2J+4(λ) ≤ k − 2. Thus, condition 3 of our theorem is satisfied.
Additionally, we note that G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+2 has the same parity condition as that of our theorem
since, for all t ≥ 0, we have

(k − 1)J + k − i+ 1 + V o
λ (t) ≡ (k − 1)(J + 1) + k − (k − i+ 2) + V o

λ1
(t) mod 2,

where λ1 is a partition counted by G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+2. Further, V o
λ1
(t) remains unchanged by the

addition of the k − i parts 2J + 2. Hence, λ satisfies the conditions of our theorem.
Next, consider partitions λ counted by

q(2J+2)(k−i−1)+2J+1G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+1. (6.21)
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By condition 2 of Theorem 6.3, we have f2J+3(λ)+f2J+4(λ) ≤ i−1, and since f2J+2(λ) = k− i−1,
it follows that f2J+2(λ)+f2J+3(λ)+f2J+4(λ) ≤ k−2 so that condition 3 in our theorem is satisfied.
Here, we note that partitions counted by G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+1 do not initially have the same the parity
condition as our theorem since, for all t ≥ 0,

(k − 1)J + k − i+ 1 + V o
λ (t) 6≡ (k − 1)(J + 1) + k − (k − i+ 1) + V o

λ2
(t) mod 2,

where λ2 is a partition counted by G(k−1)(J+1)+k−i+1. However, this is corrected with the addition
of the part 2J + 1. So, λ satisfies the conditions of our theorem.

Finally, assume λ is counted by G(k−1)J+i+1. Condition 3 of our theorem is immediate. Further,
we have that G(k−1)J+i+1 has the same parity condition as that of our theorem since, for all t ≥ 0,

(k − 1)J + k − i+ 1 + V o
λ (t) ≡ (k − 1)J + k − (i+ 1) + V o

λ (t) mod 2.

Hence, λ satisfies the conditions of our theorem.
The converse follows similarly by removing the parts 2J+1 and 2J+2 from a partition counted

by G̃(k−1)J+i.

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 6.4
which uses only the Empirical Hypothesis and does not use the combinatorial interpretation of the

polynomials J
i h

(j)
n may be given as follows: Let H1,H2, . . . and H̃1, H̃2, . . . be sequences of formal

power series satisfying (2.26) - (2.29) and the Empirical Hypothesis (with Hℓ in place of Gℓ and
H̃ℓ in place of G̃ℓ for ℓ ≥ 1). It follows that the Hℓ and H̃ℓ are uniquely determined by these
recursions and the Empirical Hypothesis. It is easy to see that the generating functions counting
the conditions in Theorem 6.3 and Theorem 6.4 satisfy the recursions and Empirical Hypothesis as
well. We also have proved that the Gℓ and G̃ℓ satisfy these recursions and Empirical Hypothesis
as well. Therefore, by uniqueness, we have Theorem 6.3 and Theorem 6.4.

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

G̃1 = G2. (6.22)

Indeed, extending Theorem 6.4, we see that conditions 1-5 in Theorem 6.4 with J = 0 and i = 1
agree precisely with conditions 1-5 in Theorem 6.3 with J = 0 and i = 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-Göllnitz-Gordon iden-

tities and the ghost series

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

H̃k,i(a;x; q) =
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+n−inx(k−1)n(1− xiq2ni)(−x; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+1)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn; q)∞

(7.1)

and
J̃k,i(a;x; q) = H̃k,i(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,i−1(a;xq; q). (7.2)
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Using (7.1), we write (7.2) as

J̃k,i(a;x; q) =
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−inx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

·
(

1− xiq(2n+1)i + axqn+1(1− xi−1q(2n+1)(i−1))
)

. (7.3)

Our dictionary between the series Gℓ for ℓ ≥ 1 in the current work and the series J̃k,i(a;x; q) in
[CoLoMa] is thus given by the following result:

Proposition 7.1. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

G(k−1)j+i = J̃k,k−i+1(1/q; q
2j ; q2). (7.4)

Proof. This follows immediately from (7.3). Indeed, we have

J̃k,k−i+1(1/q; q
2j ; q2) (7.5)

=
∑

n≥0

(−1/q)nq2kn
2−2(n

2
)+2kn−2(k−i+1)nq2j(k−1)n(−q2j+2; q2)n(−q; q

2)n(−q
2n+2j+3; q2)∞

(q4; q4)n(q2n+2j+2; q2)∞
(7.6)

· (1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i+1) + q2n+2j+1(1− q2(2n+j+1)(k−i)). (7.7)

Noticing that

(−q2j+2; q2)n(−q; q
2)n(−q

2n+2j+3; q2)∞
(q4; q4)n(q2n+2j+2; q2)∞

=
(−q; q2)n(−q

2n+1; q2)j+1(−q
2n+2j+3; q2)∞(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2n+2; q2)j
(q2; q2)n(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1(q2n+2j+2; q2)∞(q2n+2; q2)j

=
(−q; q2)∞(−q2j+2; q2)n(q

2n+2; q2)j
(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1(q2; q2)∞

=
1

F (q)

(−q2j+2; q2)n(q
2n+2; q2)j

(−q2; q2)n(−q2n+1; q2)j+1
,

where we recall that 1
F (q) =

(−q;q2)∞
(q2;q2)∞

now gives us precisely (7.4).

Before we proceed, we recall some important properties of H̃k,i(a;x; q) and J̃k,i(a;x; q). In
[CoLoMa], the following fundamental properties of H̃k,i(a;x; q) are proved:

Lemma 7.2. ([CoLoMa], Lemma 2.1)

H̃k,0(a;x; q) = 0 (7.8)

H̃k,−i(a;x; q) = −x−iHk,i(a;x; q) (7.9)

H̃k,i(a;x; q) − H̃k,i−2(a;x; q) = xi−2(1 + x)J̃k,k−i+1(a;x; q). (7.10)

They also prove the following fundamental properties of J̃k,i(a;x; q):

Theorem 7.3. ([CoLoMa], Theorem 2.2)

J̃k,1(a;x; q) = J̃k,k(a;xq; q) (7.11)

J̃k,2(a;x; q) = (1 + xq)J̃k,k−1(a;xq; q) + axqJ̃k,k(a;xq; q) (7.12)

J̃k,i(a;x; q) − J̃k,i−2(a;x; q) = (xq)i−2(1 + xq)J̃k,k−i+1(a;xq; q) (7.13)

+ a(xq)i−2(1 + xq)J̃k,k−i+2(a;xq; q).
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We note that, using (7.11), we can rewrite (7.12) as

J̃k,k−1(a;xq; q) =
J̃k,2(a;x; q) − axqJ̃k,1(a;x; q)

1 + xq
(7.14)

and that (7.13) can be written as

J̃k,k−i+1(a;xq; q) =
J̃k,i(a;x; q) − J̃k,i−2(a;x; q)

(xq)i−2(1 + xq)
− aJ̃k,k−i+2(a;xq; q). (7.15)

In fact, after specializing (a;x; q) to (1/q; q2j ; q2) in (7.11), (7.14), and (7.15), we obtain (5.1) -
(5.3). The necessity of our ghost series may then be motivated as a way of introducing new series
into (5.1) - (5.3) so that division by only a pure power of q is necessary (that is, we wish to obtain
a recursion that does not involve dividing by 1+ q2j+2). In our current setting, we wish to rewrite
(7.14) and (7.15) 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 ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) to denote the ghost series in this section. Motivated by (2.27) - (2.29), we

define the series ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 as follows:

J̃k,k−1(a;xq; q) =
J̃k,2(a;x; q)−

˜̃Jk,1(a;x; q)

xq
− aJ̃k,k(a, xq, q) =

˜̃Jk,1(a;x; q) (7.16)

and

J̃k,k−i+1(a;xq; q) =
J̃k,i(a;x; q) −

˜̃Jk,i−1(a;x; q)

(xq)i−1
− aJ̃k,k−i+2(a;xq; q)

=
˜̃Jk,i−1(a;x; q) − J̃k,i−2(a;x; q)

(xq)i−2
− aJ̃k,k−i+2(a;xq; q). (7.17)

Using (7.16) and (7.17), the ghosts can be expressed as

˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =
J̃k,i+1(a;x; q) + xqJ̃k,i−1(a;x; q)

1 + xq
(7.18)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and

˜̃Jk,1(a;x; q) =
J̃k,2(a;x; q)− axqJ̃k,1(a;x; q)

1 + xq
. (7.19)

We note, using (7.8) and (7.9), that (7.19) is just

˜̃Jk,1(a;x; q) =
J̃k,2(a;x; q)− axqJ̃k,1(a;x; q)

1 + xq

=
H̃k,2(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,1(a;xq; q) − axq(H̃k,1(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,0(a;xq; q))

1 + xq

=
H̃k,2(a;xq; q)

1 + xq
.

In fact, again using (7.8) and (7.9) and setting i = 1 in (7.18), we have that

J̃k,2(a;x; q) + xqJ̃k,0(a;x; q)

1 + xq
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=
H̃k,2(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,1(a;xq; q) + xq(H̃k,0(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,−1(a;xq; q))

1 + xq

=
H̃k,2(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,1(a;xq; q) + xq(0− axq(xq)−1H̃k,1(a;xq; q))

1 + xq

=
H̃k,2(a;xq; q)

1 + xq
,

so that we may use equation (7.18) to define ˜̃Jk,1(a;x; q) as well.
We also extend (7.18) to the case i = k. Before doing so, we prove

Lemma 7.4.

J̃k,k+1(a;x; q) = J̃k,k−1(a;x; q). (7.20)

Proof. We use (7.8) - (7.10). Indeed, we have

J̃k,k+1(a;x; q) =
H̃k,0(a;x; q) − H̃k,−2(a;x; q)

x−2(1 + x)

=
H̃k,0(a;x; q) − (−x−2)H̃k,2(a;x; q)

x−2(1 + x)

=
H̃k,2(a;x; q)

(1 + x)

=
H̃k,2(a;x; q) − H̃k,0(a;x; q)

(1 + x)

= J̃k,k−1(a;x; q).

Extending (7.18) to the case i = k gives us

˜̃Jk,k(a;x; q) =
J̃k,k+1(a;x; q) + (xq)J̃k,k−1(a;x; q)

1 + xq

=
J̃k,k−1(a;x; q) + (xq)J̃k,k−1(a;x; q)

1 + xq

= J̃k,k−1(a;x; q), (7.21)

which, as we’ll see below, corresponds exactly to the identification made in Remark 6.6.

We are now ready to provide a dictionary between the ghost series G̃ℓ and
˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q). We have

the following formula for ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q), where 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Proposition 7.5. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =
1

1 + xq

∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

· (1 + xq2n+1)
(

1− xiq(2n+1)i + axqn+1(1− xi−1q(2n+1)(i−1))
)

. (7.22)
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Proof. Using (7.3), we have

J̃k,i+1(a;x; q) + xqJ̃k,i−1(a;x; q) =

=
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

· (1− xi+1q(2n+1)(i+1) + axqn+1(1− xiq(2n+1)i))

+ xq
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i−1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

· (1− xi−1q(2n+1)(i−1) + axqn+1(1− xi−2q(2n+1)(i−2))

=
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

·
(

1− xi+1q(2n+1)(i+1) + axqn+1(1− xiq(2n+1)i))

+ xq2n+1(1− xi−1q(2n+1)(i−1) + axqn+1(1− xi−2q(2n+1)(i−2))
)

=
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

·
(

1− xi+1q(2n+1)(i+1) + axqn+1 − axi+1q(2n+1)i+n+1

+ xq2n+1 − xiq(2n+1)i + ax2q3n+2 − axiq(2n+1)(i−1)+n+1
)

=
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

·
(

1 + xq2n+1 − xiq(2n+1)i − xi+1q(2n+1)(i+1)

+ axqn+1 + ax2q3n+2 − axiq(2n+1)(i−1)+n+1 − axi+1q(2n+1)i+n+1
)

=
∑

n≥0

(−a)nqkn
2−(n

2
)+kn−(i+1)nx(k−1)n(−xq; q)n(−1/a; q)n(−axq

n+2)∞
(q2; q2)n(xqn+1; q)∞

· (1 + xq2n+1)
(

1− xiq(2n+1)i + axqn+1(1− xi−1q(2n+1)(i−1))
)

.

The claim now follows from (7.18).

Using a proof similar to Proposition 7.4, and in light of Remark 6.6, we now immediately have:

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

G̃(k−1)j+i =
˜̃Jk,k−i+1(1/q, q

2j , q2). (7.23)

We note here that this proposition can now serve as a definition for G̃(k−1)j+1, which has only been
defined for j = 0 in Remark 6.6.

We now explore the series ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) in more detail, and note its similarities to the series
J̃(a;x; q). Using (7.18), we have, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, that

˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =
J̃k,i+1(a;x; q) + xqJ̃k,i−1(a;x; q)

1 + xq
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=
H̃k,i+1(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,i(a;xq; q) + xq

(

H̃k,i−1(a;xq; q) + axqH̃k,i−2(a;xq; q)
)

1 + xq

=
H̃k,i+1(a;xq; q) + xqH̃k,i−1(a;xq; q)

1 + xq
+ axq

H̃k,i(a;xq; q) + xqH̃k,i−2(a;xq; q)

1 + xq
. (7.24)

Let

˜̃Hk,i(a, x, q) :=
H̃k,i+1(a;x; q) + xH̃k,i−1(a;x; q)

1 + x
, (7.25)

so that (7.24) can be written as

˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =
˜̃Hk,i(a;xq; q) + axq ˜̃Hk,i−1(a;xq; q). (7.26)

We propose the following definition for ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q), in place of (7.18), for 1 ≤ i ≤ k:

Definition 7.7. For k ≥ 2, we define

˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =
˜̃Hk,i(a;xq; q) + axq ˜̃Hk,i−1(a;xq; q). (7.27)

We also note that we have the following properties, which follow immediately from (7.8) and
(7.9).

Lemma 7.8.
˜̃Hk,0(a;x; q) = 0 (7.28)

˜̃Hk,−i(a;x; q) = −x−i ˜̃Hk,i(a;x; q). (7.29)

Proof. We first show (7.29). We have

˜̃Hk,−i(a;x; q) =
H̃k,−i+1(a;x; q) + xH̃k,−i−1(a;x; q)

1 + x

=
−x−i+1H̃k,i−1(a;x; q) − x−iH̃k,i+1(a;x; q)

1 + x

= −x−i H̃k,i+1 + xH̃k,i−1(a;x; q)

1 + x

= −x−i ˜̃Hk,i(a;x; q).

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

Lastly, we conclude with a combinatorial interpretation of the ˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q). The proof is nearly
identical to the proof of Theorem 6.4 and follows from Theorem 1.1 in [CoLoMa]. For an overpar-
tition λ of a nonnegative integer, n, let Vλ(ℓ) denote the number of overlined parts in λ which do
not exceed ℓ.

Theorem 7.9. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let c̃k,i(j,m, n) denote the number of overpartitions λ of n with m
parts and j overlined parts satisfying the conditions:

1. f1(λ) + f1(λ) ≤ i− 1,

2. fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) ≤ k − 1,
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3. if fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) = k − 1, then

ℓfℓ(λ) + (ℓ+ 1)(fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ)) ≡ i+ Vλ(ℓ) mod 2.

Then
˜̃Jk,i(a;x; q) =

∑

j,m,n≥0

c̃k,i(j,m, n)a
jxmqn. (7.30)

Proof. From Theorem 1.1 in [CoLoMa], we have that

J̃k,i(a;x; q) =
∑

j,m,n≥0

ck,i(j,m, n)a
jxmqn. (7.31)

where ck,i(j,m, n) denotes the number of overpartitions λ of n with m parts and j overlined parts
satisfying the conditions

1. f1(λ) + f1(λ) ≤ i− 1,

2. fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) ≤ k − 1,

3. if fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) = k − 1, then

ℓfℓ(λ) + (ℓ+ 1)(fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ)) ≡ i+ 1 + Vλ(ℓ) mod 2.

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

1. f2(λ) + f2(λ) ≤ i− 1,

2. fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) ≤ k − 1,

3. if fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+2(λ) + fℓ+2(λ) = k − 1, then

ℓfℓ+1(λ) + (ℓ+ 1)(fℓ+2(λ) + fℓ+2(λ)) ≡ i+ 1 + Vλ(ℓ+ 1) mod 2. (7.32)

Making the substitution ℓ 7→ ℓ− 1 and using fℓ(λ)+ fℓ+1(λ)+ fℓ+1(λ) = k− 1, equation (7.32) can
be rewritten as

ℓfℓ(λ) + (ℓ+ 1)(fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ)) ≡ k + i+ Vλ(ℓ) mod 2.

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

1. f2(λ) + f2(λ) ≤ i− 1,

2. fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) ≤ k − 1,

3. if fℓ(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ) = k − 1, then

ℓfℓ(λ) + (ℓ+ 1)(fℓ+1(λ) + fℓ+1(λ)) ≡ k + i+ Vλ(ℓ) mod 2.

Now, using this fact along with (7.16), (7.17), (7.21) and an argument similar to Theorem 6.4 gives
the desired result.

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 J̃k,i(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;x; q) will have interesting
combinatorial properties related to the properties of the series J̃k,i(a;x; q), which are the subject
of [CoLoMa].
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