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1. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Rogers—Ramanujan identities [35, 37, 39] are given by

n? e}

q

- 1
(1.1) 1+;(1_q)(1_q2)...(1_qn):

. (1 _ q5n—l)(1 _ q5n—4)

and
o qn(n+1) _ s 1
(1.2) 1+ ; QI-ql-¢)-(1-q") 111;[1 (1—=¢2)(1 —¢°"3)

for |g| < 1. The fame of these identities lies not only in their beauty and fascinating
history [17, 3], but also in their relevance to the theory of partitions and many other
branches of mathematics and physics. In particular, MacMahon [27] and Schur [39]
independently noted that the left-hand side of (1.1) is the generating function for
partitions into parts with difference at least two, while the right-hand side generates
partitions into parts congruent to =1 modulo 5. Similarly, the left-hand side of (1.2)
is the generating function for partitions into parts with difference at least two and
no parts equal to 1, while the right-hand side of (1.2) generates partitions into parts
congruent to £2 modulo 5.

Over the years many generalizations of both the analytic and the combinatorial
statement of the Rogers—Ramanujan identities have been found (see, e.g., [16, 2, 7,
8, 9, 4]). All the cited analytic generalizations are accessible through the classical,
or A;, Bailey lemma and can thus be classified as “A; Rogers—Ramanujan-type
identities”. (We always mean identities of the “sum=product” form when referring
to Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities.)

The proof of Bailey’s lemma relies on a 3¢2 summation known as the g¢-Pfafi—
Saalschiitz formula. In [30, 31] Milne and Lilly used a g¢5 sum for A,,_; basic hyper-
geometric functions to establish a higher-rank version of Bailey’s lemma. Though
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Milne and Lilly’s result has been applied to yield many beautiful A, _; generaliza-
tions of well-known basic hypergeometric function identities [31], it is remarkable
that it has not led to A, _; Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities. In [28, 29] Milne
gives U(n) generalizations of the Rogers—Ramanujan identities related to partitions
with differences between parts at least n, but in contrast to the n = 2 case Milne’s
identities are not of Rogers—Ramanujan type.

In this paper a first step is taken towards generalizing the Rogers—Ramanujan
identities to A,,—1. After an introduction of the classical Bailey lemma (secs. 2 and
3) we prove two summation formulas which give rise to an Ay Bailey lemma and
Bailey chain (sec. 4). One of these summation formulas involves new g-functions
recently introduced in [18, 21, 38]. In the second part of the paper applications of
the A Bailey lemma are presented. First we prove several Rogers—Ramanujan-
type identities for characters of the W3 algebra, which generalize the Rogers—
Ramanujan identities (1.1) and (1.2) and their extensions due to Gordon and An-
drews (secs. 5.2-5.6). As a second application we give an Ay generalization of
Bressoud’s identities for partitions with even moduli (sec. 5.7). Finally our lemma
is applied to yield summation formulas for Kostka polynomials (sec. 5.8).

1.1. Notation. Throughout the paper the following notation will be used. The
g-shifted factorial is defined for all integers n by

oo

(@; @)oo = () = [ [ (1 — ag®)

k=0

and

(a;9)n = (a)n

Note in particular that 1/(g), = 0 when n < 0. We also use the condensed notation
of Gasper and Rahman [14], i.e.,

(a1,a2, ..., 0m;Qn = (a1,02, ..., am)n = (@1)n(a2)n - . (@m)n-
The Gaussian polynomial or ¢g-binomial coefficient is defined as

- (@i

0 otherwise.

for 0 < m <n,

At times we find it convenient to display both lower entries of the g¢-binomial,

writing [Trj'ﬂ . We often use the basic hypergeometric function notation
a,a a = (a1,a Gry1)
1, U2y .y Upr41 1,82y Ur41)n g
+10 { e z} = z"
" " b17~'~7br 7;3 (q7b17~"7br)n

Finally we set () = n(n —1)/2 for n € Z, and adopt the convention that >,
stands for a sum over all integers n.
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2. THE A; BAILEY LEMMA

One of the most elegant approaches towards proving g-series identities is provided
by the Bailey lemma. In trying to catch the essence of Rogers’ second proof of the
Rogers—Ramanujan identities [36], Bailey [6] was led to the following definition.

Definition 2.1. A pair of sequences a = {ar} >0 and 8 = {fr} >0 that satisfies
& e
(2.1) Br=) ———F
,;0 (@) z—r(aq)L4r
forms a Bailey pair relative to a.

With this definition we have the following lemma, known as Bailey’s lemma, but
in its present form due to Andrews [4] and (in special cases) to Paule [34].

Lemma 2.1. Let (o, 3) form a Bailey pair relative to a. Then the pair (o/, ")
given by

(p1)1(p2)r(ag/p1p2)"
(aq/p1)r(aq/p2)L

afp =

22 - /p1p2)"(aq/prp2)
Pl aq p1p2) \aq/p1p2)L—r
-2 aq/m Laalm)e @i "

again forms a Bailey pair relative to a.

The strength of this lemma is that it can be iterated, leading to the Bailey chain
(0(,,8) N (Oél,ﬁl) — (0/175//) —

An important special case of Bailey’s lemma, and the one that will be generalized
in section 4, follows when p1, p2 tend to infinity. Using

lim a~"(a), = (~1)"¢(%),

a— 00
equation (2.2) reduces to

L 2
arr

23 O/ :CLLqLZO[ ’ ﬂ/ —
( ) L L L 7;0 (q)L—

The simplest and perhaps most important application follows by taking the Bailey
pair [4]

(1 — ag®)(a)(~1)"4¢(?)
(1 —a)(q)z !

which is an immediate consequence of a simple 4¢3 summation ([14], (2.3.4)). Tter-
ating this Bailey pair using (2.3) and setting a = ¢, £ = 0, 1, yields the identities

(2.5)
Z (_1)rq((2k+1)r—1)r/2ark _ Z

(D 2—r(Q) L4r+e

T N1y yNpg—1

(2.4) ar = BL =90r,0,

@t gniteni

(q)L—n1 (q)n1—n2 ce (q)nk—2_nk—1 (q)nk—l .
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Letting L tend to infinity and using Jacobi’s triple product identity ([14], (I1.28))
gives (Jg| <1)

(2.6) > g it i (¢", ¢, ¢ 2 )
' N1 (@ni—nz -+ (Drp i @iy (@)oo

and

@ Z qnf+---+n§,1+n1+---+nk,1 (g, qQk7 q2k+1; q2k+1)00
' (Dni=nz - (Drg_s—nx1 (Dny_y B (@)oo

N1y ME—1

For k = 2 these are the Rogers—Ramanujan identities (1.1) and (1.2), whereas for
k > 3 they are identities of Andrews [2], related to Gordon’s partition theorem [16].

In the remainder of this paper we frequently use Bailey pairs such as those
of equation (2.4), but unlike (2.4) they are generally very cumbersome to write
down explicitly. We therefore adopt the practice of not writing down Bailey pairs
explicitly, but to only present (polynomial) identities which imply Bailey pairs. The
latter are generally much more compact. When a = ¢, the Bailey pair (2.4) can,
for example, be caught in the identity

“ype 2L+ d" " (g)
2.8 —_1)rgCr 1>/2[ ]z—, (=01,...,
DY A N

for 2L + ¢ > 0. When L > 0 the right-hand side simplifies to (¢)¢dr,0 and one can
(after some work) recover (2.4). For general 2L + ¢ > 0 equation (2.8) follows by
taking z = 1 in the ¢-binomial formula ([14], (I1.4))

Sayarg e @/

T

L—r

T

In section 5.2 we will consider an Ay generalization of (2.8) that implies Ay versions
of (2.6) and (2.7).

3. BYPASSING THE BAILEY LATTICE

Identities (2.6) and (2.7) are the i = k and ¢ = 1 instances of [2]

ni+Ani_gFnitetng_1 i 2k—itl 2k+1. 2k+1
31 Y q _(d'q T o
N1 (Q)n1—n2 s (Q)nk,g—nk,1 (Q)nk71 (Q)oo
true for all i = 1,...,k and |¢| < 1. In [1], Agarwal, Andrews and Bressoud derive

the above result using an extension of the Bailey chain known as the Bailey lattice
(see also [10]). In section 5 we wish to derive the Ao counterpart of the identities
(3.1), but we are faced with the problem that we do have an A, Bailey chain but
not a lattice.

Here we describe a little trick which permits the derivation of (3.1) for all ¢ from
just the a = 1 Bailey pair of equation (2.4) and the Bailey chain, bypassing the
need for a Bailey lattice. Later we apply the same procedure in the As setting. As
a first step we again take the Bailey pair of equation (2.4) with a = 1 and iterate
once. This leads to the identity (2.5) for a = 1 and k = 1. Now the sum is split
according to the parity of r, giving the following bounded form of Euler’s identity:

2L 2L (q)QL
92 (6r+1)r _ o (2r41)(3r+1) _ ]
(3:2) Z{q L—or] ¢ L—2r—1 } (L
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This can be rewritten as

q(6r+1)r(1 _ q4r+1) B 1
(3.3) = )
(Q)L—zr(Q)L+2r+1 (CI)L

K
which is an equation that implies a Bailey pair relative to a = ¢q. Iterating k — i
times leads to

(67‘+1)r(1 _ q4r+l) nf—i—---+ni7i+n1+---+nk,i

2r(2r+1)(k—i) 4 _ q
q = .
Z (Q)L—QT(Q)L+2r+1 Z (q)L—nl e (q)nk—i—l_nk—i (q)"kw

A MN1yeeesN—q

Now rewrite this again in the form of equation (3.2), and combine the two terms
in the summand of the left-hand side into one to arrive back at a form similar to
(2.5). Explicitly,

(_1)rq((2k—2i+3)(r+1)—2)r/2 nieni_ tnitetng_g

_ q
Z (Q)L—T(Q)L+T B Z (q)L—nl s (q)nkﬂ;l—nkﬂ: (q)"kw

T N1y s Ne—i

and we are back to an equation which implies a Bailey pair relative to a = 1.
Iterating ¢ — 1 times finally gives

(_1)rq((2k+l)(r+1)—2i)r/2

_ q
Z (Q)L—T(Q)L-i-r B Z (q)L_nl s (q)nk—2_nk—1 (q)nk—l

A MN1yeeeyN—1

ni+oni_tnitetng

so that, letting L tend to infinity and using the Jacobi triple product identity, we
obtain (3.1).

At the heart of the above sequence of steps was the rewriting of (3.2) into (3.3)
and, later, the reverse of this. This rewriting comes down to

q—2r q2r+1 q—2r _ q2r+1

(Q)L—zr(Q)L+2r (Q)L—zr—l (Q)L+2r+1 B (Q)L—zr(Q)L+2r+1 '
As we wish to generalize to higher rank it is essential to recognize the above equality
as the By = —2r + 1, By = 2r + 2 case of the determinant evaluation

det ( qj(j_Bi) ) _ q5—31—232(1 _ qu—B1)
1<6,5<2\ (¢) L+B,-j

4. AN A, BAILEY LEMMA

(@)L+B1-1 (Q)L-i-Bz—l

4.1. Motivation. In order to generalize Bailey’s lemma we return to Definition 2.1

of the classical, or A1, Bailey pair. Setting a = ¢° with £ =0,1,..., we can rewrite
(2.1) as
1 2L+ ¢
4.1 = g,
( ) Pr (aq)QL k;}c [L—kl,L—kQ—Fg k
1ZR2
k1+ko=0

where k = (k1, k2) and where we have chosen to display both lower entries of the
g-binomial coefficient. We now generalize the definition of the A; Bailey pair by
replacing the g-binomial with its higher-rank analogues. Recall that the g-binomial
is the g-deformation of the ordinary binomial coefficient, which can be defined
through the expansion

L
(4.2) (w1 +a2)" = Y 23"y <)\1, A2>'

A1,A2
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The rth elementary symmetric function in n variables is defined as [26]
er(xlv---7$n): E TiyLig « o Ty
1<i1<ip << <n

Identifying the left-hand side of (4.2) as (e1(z1,22))" we consider the following
A,,_1 generalization of the binomial coefficient:

s, Liyeoo Lo
E(ea(zl,..., Z >‘1.. 2 (/1\17---7)\111).

Since e, is homogeneous of degree r one sees that (Ll’ N ) =0 Y N #

S =1 ]LJ. It is straightforward to write down an exphclt expressmn for the gener-
alized binomial as

Li,... Lo ITo-: La!
(4.3) ( VA ) =Y —= . )
1y---5n - Ha:l H1§i1<---<ia§n Titia..iq

where the summation over r denotes a sum over the r;, ;. (a=1,...,n—1) such
that

n—1
E E Tilig...ia :Apa P = 17"'7”7

a=1 1<i1 < <ig<n
ip=p: (1<b<a)

E Tivig..ia = La, a=1,....,n—1.

1<i1 < <ig<n

In [18] and [38] a g-deformation of (4.3) was introduced, which we call (fol-
lowing the terminology of [38]) the (completely antisymmetric) A,,—; supernomial.
In particular, Hatayama et al. [18] (see also [21]) propose the following represen-
tation of the A,_; supernomial. Let (™) denote the conjugate of the partition

(1F1282 | (n —1)Ln-1) e, V( " = =L+ + Ly_1. Then, for 3, \; = [v(™],

I n—1 a ll+1) (‘1+1)
1y Vit
(4.4) [ N } Y I { (at1) } )
v a=1j=1 j ]+1

where the sum over v denotes a sum over sequences §§ = (@ c v ... c () of
Young diagrams such that each skew diagram v(* — (=1 is a horizontal \,-strip
(see [26] for these notions).

If we now restrict (4.4) to n = 3, and set v()) = X\, ) = (A\; +m, Ay —m) and
v3) = (L1 + La, Lo) we get

Ll, L2 N )\1 — /\2 +2m L1 L2
(45) |:/\1, )\2, )\3:| o Z [ m :| |:)\1 - L2 + m:| |:/\2 - m:|

m
for A1 + Ao + A3 = L1 + 2L5 and zero otherwise. In subsequent manipulations we

also employ the following representation of the A supernomial, which, unlike (4.5),
is a manifest g-deformation of the n = 3 case of (4.3):

Ly, Ly | 4" (@), (@),
(46) |:)‘17 Az, /\3:| a Z (q)Tl (q)Tz (q)TS (q)le (q)Tls (q)Tzs ’
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where the summation over r denotes a sum over rq,..., 793 such that
r14+rie T3 =A1, Ted+ri2+re3 =X, 734+713+ 723 = A3,
r1+re+r3 =1Ly, ri2+riz+res=Lo.

To pass from (4.6) to (4.5) one has to apply the ¢-Chu—Vandermonde summation
((14], (IL7))
q—n’ b (C/b)n

4.7 (@ Vigeqnp] =5
(4.7) 201 iqcd”/ o

To conclude our discussion of the supernomials we point out a slightly different
viewpoint (see, e.g., [20, 21]). In this approach the ordinary g-binomial is recognized
as

L
= 5 KoK,y
|:A1,)\2:| nA nu(Q)v
nkE|A|

where = (1%) and A = (A1, \2) is a composition such that [\| = L. The K, and
K».(q) are the Kostka number and Kostka polynomial, respectively [26]. Given
this expression it becomes natural to define a generalized g-binomial as

Li,.. Lna]
(48) |: Alv---,An :| o Z Kﬁ}‘Kn/N(q)u
nHlA|
where now pu = (11282 (n — 1)L»-1) and A = (A\1,...,\,) is a composition

such that |A| = |u|. The generalized ¢-binomial defined this way coincides with
(4.4). From its definition in (4.8) it is clear that the (completely antisymmetric)
A,,_1 supernomials are connection coefficients between the elementary symmetric
functions and the Hall-Littlewood polynomials in n variables [26], since

ex(@,.. )= > <Z KMK,]/N(q)>PN(x1,...7:cn;q).

wEIAL S EA]

4.2. An A, Bailey lemma. We now come to the main result of this paper, a new
Bailey lemma for the algebra A;. Guided by Definition 2.1 of an A; Bailey pair
and its rewriting as (4.1), we use the supernomial (4.6) to define the following Ag
Bailey pair.

Definition 4.1 (A, Bailey pair of type I). Denote ax =g, i,k and S =0r1,,1,,
and let o = {ar} ki>ko>ks and § = {fr}r, 1,>0 be a pair of sequences that

k1 +ka+hs=0
satisfies
gz
S DU DY o o o
k1 +ko+ks=0
where ZT denotes a sum over r1,...,rs3 such that
(4.9)

r1+712+7r13=La— k1, rot+rio+ro3=DLao—ke, r3+riz+rez=La—ks
and
(4.10) T4 7o 413 =2L1 — Lo, T12 + 113+ 123 = 2Ly — L.
Then («, 8) forms an Ay Bailey pair of type I relative to a.
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Note that for a = ¢, £ =0, 1,..., the above definition can be recast in the form
1 [ 20y — Lo+ 0,2Ly — Ly
AL,
(aq)2r,-1,(9)2L0,—1, Ay Ly — ki, Lo —ky, Ly —ks+{
k1+ka+k3=0

Br =

which is indeed a generalization of (4.1) using the As supernomial (4.6).
As a second definition we need

Definition 4.2 (A, Bailey pair of type II). Denote ax = o, ks ks and S, = Br, L.,
and let & = {ag} k>ko>ks and 8 ={Br}r, 1.>0 be a pair of sequences that sat-

. k1+kao+k3z=0
isfies
(aq)Ll +L2
Br = ag .
ks ZkZszs (aQ)LH-kl (G’Q)Ll-i-kz (q)L1+k3 (Q)L2—k1 (Q)L2—k2 (aq)L2—k3
k14+ko+k3=0

Then («, 8) forms an Ay Bailey pair of type II relative to a.
With these definitions our Ay version of Bailey’s lemma reads

Theorem 4.3. Let (a, 8) form an Ay Bailey pair of type T = I, 11 relative to a.
Then the pair (o', ') given by

101242 1.2
OZ% — ak1+k2q2(k1+k2+k3)ak,

(4.11) L1 L

=13 Y

1= 07‘2 0

arl qu —7ri7r2 +r2

B

L1 T1 q)Lz—Tz

forms an Ao Bailey pair of type II relative to a. Here f£ (aq)L v, and f(H)

1.
Iteration of Theorem 4.3 gives the Ay Bailey chains
(o, B)1 — (&, 8" )1r — (", 8" )11 — -+
and
(B — (o, 8 — (& ") —

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The transformation of a Bailey pair of type I to a Bailey
pair of type II follows from the summation formula

(4.12) % % g > L
L —0L 0 )Mz Ly =7 (Q)rl(Q)m(a(I)r_g(Q)rm(Q)rlg(Q)mg
1 2=
2,22
afithe gz (Ri+h+hy )(QQ)?Wﬁ-Mg

B (a‘q)Ml-‘r/ﬁ (GQ)M1+k2 (q)M1+k3 (q)Mz—kl (q)Mz—kz (a‘q)Mz—ks ’

where k1 + ko + k3 = 0 and with the same restrictions on the sum over r as given by
equations (4.9) and (4.10). We begin by rewriting the sum over r as a sum over just
r12 and r13 using these restrictions and by then making the shifts rio — r12 + Lo
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and r13 — r13 + Lo. After replacing r12 by m and r13 by n the left-hand side of
(4.12) thus becomes

My

L
Zq(k1+m+n)(m+n) Z ( a’'q

o L1=0 Q)M1 —L (q)Ll—kz-i-n (G‘Q)Ll-i'm—k?, (q)—Ll—m—TL

Mo q
. Z (q)Mz

La=0 —L2 (Q)—Lg—kl—m—n(Q)L2+m(Q)L2+n '

Ly (L1+ki1+m+n)

Lo (Lg +m+n)

The sums over L1 and Lo have completely decoupled and can both be carried out
using the ¢-Chu—Vandermonde sum (4.7). Collecting terms we are lucky again as
the remaining double sum has once more decoupled, leaving us to sum

m(m+k1+k2)

(aq)Ml"I‘kl (Q)M2—k1 Z d

(aq) Mi+m—k3 (Q) Ma+m (Q) —k2—m (q) —k1—m

m

akg—nq
2w

n Mi+n—ko (Q)M2+n (aq)—ks—n(Q)—lﬂ —n
Now the other instance of ¢-Chu—Vandermonde is needed ([14], (I1.6)),

(4.13) 201 [q_Z’ b; q, q} b(c/b)n

(C)n 7

allowing both summations to be performed. After a few simplifications this yields
the right-hand side of (4.12).
The transformation of a type II to a type II Bailey pair follows from

M, M Ligli-Lila+L3

@14y Y 3 (5)

L1=0Ls=0

Myi—Ly (q)Mz—L2

(aq)LH-Lz
(G‘Q)Ll-i'kl (G‘Q)Ll-i-kz (q)Ll-i-ks (q)L2_k71 (q)Lz—kz (aq)Lz—k?,
akl-i-kgq%(kf-i-k%-i-kg) (aq)

X

_ M+ Mo
(QQ)M1+7€1 (aq)M1+k2 (q)M1 +k3 (q)Mz—k1 (q)Mz—k2 (aq)Mz—ks

for k1 + ko + k3 = 0. Without loss of generality we can assume k; > ko > k3 so
that k1 > 0 and ks < 0. Shifting Ly — Ly + k1, the left-hand side becomes

aqu
2 (q)

= (@ -0 (09) 1148, (0Q) Ly k2 (@) L4

. %: (q)Mz

Next we require the transformation

{q_",lxc' deq"} 1 s g ",d/b

d,e b e (o) T d
which is a special case of the ¢-Kummer—Thomae—Whipple transformation for 3¢o
series ([14], (II1.9), see also (5.11)). Applying this to the sum over Ly and making

L3—Liki+k3

Lo(Lo—L1+2k
q 2(la=lnt 1)(GQ)L1+L2+7€1

—Lao—k1 (q)Lz (q)L2+k1—k2 (aq)Lz-i'kl —k3 '

lim 3¢9 ;q,eq"

c— 00
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some simplifications leads to

q Lig
2 (2);(q

> ) k1= (@D —hs s T (D2, (0Q) Lok (D) Lk~

k3 3 (k1 —ka—k3) Ly (Li—k1—j)

q
(Q)Mz—kz

Now shift L1 — Ly — k3 + j and perform the sum over L; using (4.7) with b — oo.
This gives

a—ksqk%—]%ks ajqj(j+k1—k3)

(q)Mz—kz (aq)Ml +k2

Xj: (@)5(9) M1 ks = (@) 22—~ (@) — kg
The final sum can again be carried out using (4.7), yielding the desired right-hand
side of (4.14). O

5. APPLICATIONS

In this section several applications of our As Bailey lemma will be given. Many
of the resulting Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities can be recognized as identities
for characters of the W3 algebra, and to facilitate discussions we give a brief in-
troduction to the characters of the W,, algebras in section 5.1. In section 5.2 a
supernomial identity is proven which serves as a seed to the As Bailey lemma.
Then, in sections 5.3-5.7 Ay Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities are derived. Fi-
nally, some identities for Kostka polynomials are proven in section 5.8.

5.1. Characters of the W, algebra. The W,, algebra, introduced by Zamolod-
chikov [40] and Fateev and Lykyanov [12], is an A, _; generalization of the well-
known Virasoro algebra. The minimal series of W,, algebras is labelled by two
integers p and p’ such that ged(p,p’) =1 and n < p < p’, with central charge

. (n_l)(l_ n(n+1)(p’—p)2)'

pp’

In the remainder we denote this series by M (p,p'),. Let Ag,...,A,—1 be the
fundamental weights and Py (n,£) the set of level-¢ dominant integral weights of
Agll_)l. Then the M (p,p’), character of the highest-weight representation labelled
by the pair £ € P (n,p—n) and a € Py(n,p’ —n) is given by [32]

Xépap)( _ = — Z Z qup "la—(&+p) /ptw(atp)/p'|*
acQ wew,

Here @ is the root lattice and W, the Weyl group of A, _1, e(w) = (—1)“®) with
{(w) the length of w, p is the Weyl vector and 7(q) is the Dedekind n-function.
We remark that the characters of M (p, p ") can be identified with the branching
coefficients of the coset pair (A(1 1 @ An 1,Anl)l) at levels p/(p’ — p) — n, 1 and
p'/(p' — p) — n, respectively [19, 33].

Of particular interest to us here are the characters of M (n, k),,. In this case £ = 0
and the characters are labelled by a single level-(k — n) dominant integral weight
which we write as j = Zz;é(ja—l)Aa, with 7o,...,Jn—1 > land jo+- - +jn_1 = k.
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Invoking the A, _; Macdonald identity [11, 25]

(51) Z ﬁx?k qgkl-i-zk H (1 _ l'lf_lqk —k; )

ki4-+k,=01i=1 1<i<j<n
= 4)x L, 00>
( )n L H (il' q{EJ 1)

1<i<j<n

the sum over @ and W, (i.e., the affine Weyl group) can be carried out to yield the
following product representation of the (normalized) M (n, k),, characters:

nlnlnl

n,k n,k q q "
(5'2) X§ )(q) = XEjO)~?~)j7171)(q) n 1 H H Jb+]b+1+ +J B q )
a=1 b=0

with the convention that j; = ji if ¢ =4’ (mod n).

5.2. A supernomial identity. As a first application of the A, Bailey lemma we
wish to repeat the working of section 3 to obtain Ay analogues of equation (3.1).
Our starting point is the following supernomial analogue of identity (2.8), which is
the first instance of a hierarchy of supernomial identities conjectured in [38].

Proposition 5.1. For Ly, Ly, integers such that 2Ly — Lo +¢ >0, 2Ly — L1 >0
and £ > 0,

(5.3)

Z Z e(a) 1 g’:l(sks—zos)ks[ 2L1—Lo+£,2Lo—Ly ]
) Lo—3ki4+01—14+4,Lo—3ks+02—2,Lo—3ks+o3—3

k1+ko+ks=00€S3
L?—LyLo+ L3460, (q)¢

3

q

(q_é)_Ll (q)—Lz

where Sy is the permutation group on 1,2,3 and €(c) is the sign of the permutation
o.

Note that for Ly, Ly > 0 the right-hand side simplifies to (¢)¢dr,,00L,,0- Propo-
sition 5.1 is a corollary of the following stronger result.

Lemma 5.1. For L,a,{ integers such that 0 < 2a < 3L+ ¢ and £ > 0,

/

(5.4) § (o )q22 1 (3K —2as)ks[ B | 3L-2atbe N
L—3ki+01—1+4,L—3ko+02—2,L—3ks+03—3
k1+ka+k3z=0
og€S3

i —a)(L—a —a
_ (-1)tq( Tt pare]

where the sum on the left-hand side is such that t = 3k1 + 1 — o1 is fized.

Replacing L — Ly and a — 2Ly — L1, summing over ¢ using the ¢-binomial the-
orem 1P0(q™"™; —;q,2) = (2¢7™)n ([14], (IL.4)) and respecting the ranges of Li, Lo
and £ yields (5.3). Hence we are left to prove (5.4).
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For the proof of Lemma 5.1 we need the following three functions introduced by
Andrews et al. [5]:

V(N,M):Z{q6i2+2i[N+M] _qﬁiz_%{ N+M }}

p N —3i N —-3i+1
2 IN+M 2 N+ M
N.M) = 6i%—i _ 617 =5i+1
(5.5) O(N, M) Z{q [N—Bi] a {N—3i+1}}’
) N+ M 2 o N+ M
N. M) = 61> —4i _ 617842 '
e(N, M) Z{q {N—:&J 1 N—Bz’—i—l}

i
Observe that v and € obey the symmetries

(5.:6) Y(N,M)=—y(M —1,N +1),
e(N,M)=—e(M+2,N —2).

All three functions have another sum representation stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. The functions 7,0 and € as defined in (5.5) satisfy

) M=N—h-1)

’Y(N7 M) = Z(_1)h+1q(2h+1)(N+1)+(h;1) (q
=0 (@)2n+1

2h+1

= (1 yh 2hN+(h;1)w

(5.7) §(N, M) h;( 1) e,
= S _1\h (2h+1)N+(g)_1(qM—N—h+2)

€(N, M) }LZ:O( 1) q (q)2h+1

2h+1

Proof. Using the g-binomial recurrences

(5.8)
S e i RS R S i R My

one can show that -, and ¢ of equation (5.5) as well as the expressions in (5.7)
obey the recurrences

V(NvM) ZV(N_ laM)+qN5(N7M_ 1)a
S(N,M)=086(N —1,M)+¢"e(N,M —1) =6(N,M — 1) + ¢™~(N — 1, M),
e(N,M)=¢e(N,M — 1)+ ¢™§(N — 1, M).

Together with the initial conditions 6(N,N) =§(N+1,N)=1and y(N,N+1) =
e(N, N —2) = 0 this specifies the three functions uniquely. For the representations
in (5.7) these initial conditions can be easily checked. For v and ¢ in (5.5) they
follow from the symmetries (5.6), and for d of equation (5.5) these are Schur’s
bounded analogues [39] of Euler’s identity. O
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Also necessary for the proof of Lemma 5.1 is the next result.

Lemma 5.3. For integers M,b,a,h such that M >0,0<b< M,0<a <M and
0 < 2h < a, the following identity holds:

(5.9)
Z(_1)k+mq(?)_mh+(k;1)+k(b—2h) [Mb—_k;m} [::J [a—km} (qh_l(c;;:j;za—Qh _ [1\1)4] 5h,0-
k,m

Proof. First we establish a symmetry of equation (5.9) which will be used later.
More precisely, we consider the sum on the left-hand side of the above identity
divided by [Aﬂ which we denote, suppressing the M and h dependence, by g(a, b).
(In the following we always assume that M, b, a, h satisfy the ranges as specified by
the lemma.)

We start by transforming the sum over k as follows. When h — k —m > 0 we
apply Sears’ 3¢9 transformation ([14], (II1.11))

¢, bc (de/bS)u (be\m . [q~" dfb,dfc
5.10 : S S AL i .
( ) 3¢2 |: d, e ' 4, qjl (e)n ( d ) 3¢2 |: d, de/bc y 4, qjl )
withn=h—mand d = g™~ When h—k —m < 0 we replace k — a —m — k
and apply Sears’ transformation ([14], (II1.9))
qg ", bc deq™ (de/be), q ", d/b,d/c
A1 : = . n
(5 ) 3¢2 |: d7 e 7 4, be :| (e)n 3¢2 |: d, de/bc 14, €q :| 3
with n = h — 1 and d = ¢M*+m=2=b+1 followed by k — b —m — k. As a result of
all this one finds that

gla,b) = Z(_1)k+mq(7g)—mh+(k;1)+k(a_2h) [M—k—m} [a} [M—a]/[M]

b—k—m m k b
k,m
« { (qb_2h+1)h—k—m + (_1)bq%(b—2h)(b—2k—2m+1) (qb_2h+l)k+m—b+h—1 }
(O h—k—m (@) ktm—bth—1
Using
(7" = (—1)g® e W s
(q)n—k

it can be observed that the two terms in the summand cancel when b — 2h < 0.
Hence we now assume b — 2h > 0 and use on the first term of the summand

n+1 k+1
@ e _ (g o s,

(@)x (@Dn

and on the second term

n+1 n
(q )k _ (_1)nq( ;rl)-l-nk (q n7 k,n > 0.
(@)k (@n
This leads to the identity

g(av b) =

Z(_1)k-i—mq(’;‘)—mh+("§1)+k(a—2h) [J\g—kk—m} [a} [M—a} (q

—k—m 1 lm k

—k:—n)

h—k—m+l)b_2h M
(Q)b—zh / [ b ] '

k,m

(The two contributing terms to this equation correspond to h — k — m > 0 and
h —k —m < 0, respectively.) By reshuffling the four g-binomials this can be
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recognized as g(b,a). Note that in establishing this symmetry of g we have also
proven (5.9) for b — 2h < 0.

We now come to the actual proof of Lemma 5.3. First assume that h = 0. The
third ¢g-binomial implies that the summand vanishes unless a — m — k > 0. But in
this range (¢'~%~™), is nonzero for m = k = 0 only and the result is immediate.

The case when h is strictly positive is not so straightforward and will be proven
by induction on M and b. Let us denote the left-hand side of (5.9) by f(M, b, a,h).
By (5.8) f satisfies the recurrence

f(M,b,a,h) = f(M —1,b,a,h) + ¢~ f(M —1,b—1,a,h)

for 0 <b< M and 0 < a < M, so that (5.9) will be proven if we can show its
validity in the three cases b =0, b = M and a = M. By the symmetry between a
and b it is sufficient to treat the cases b = 0 and b = M only.

The case b = 0 is the simplest. All we need to show is that

S e

& k (Q)a—2h

for 0 < 2h < a. To achieve this we split the summand according to whether h—k > 0
or h —k < 0. In the latter case we shift k — k —h + a+ 1. Now both terms admit
the sum over k to be performed using the ¢g-Chu—Vandermonde summation (4.13),
yielding (—1)hq_%(3h_1) [2hh_1} and its negative, and we are done.
When b = M we are to show that
h—m+1)a oh

3 et

m

for 0 < 2h < a. Again we treat h —m > 0 and h — m < 0 separately and shift
m — m — h+a+ 1 in the latter case. In hypergeometric notation we then need to
show the identity

w1y [a — h q—h’ q—a a q—h+17 qa—2h+1
(—1)q"2 )[ ) }2@51 { ot ;q,qh} = [h_1:|2¢1 [ g 10.q4" | -

To make further progress we apply Jackson’s transformation ([14], (II1.7))

qg",b (¢/b)n q ", b bzqg /¢
5.12 [ " } - [ ., }
(5.12) 201 . 07 O 302 bg' " /c,0 49
Dropping common factors yields
—-h ,—h ,—a —h ,,—h+1 _a—2h+1
q ,q ,q . _ h(h—a—l) q ,q ,q .
3¢2 |: q_2h+1,0 7q7q:| =4q 3¢2 |: q_2h+1,0 7q7q:| )

which can be recognized as a specialization of Sears’ 3¢9 transformation (5.10). O
We finally come to the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Since in equation (5.4) o1 only takes the values 1,2 or 3,
the condition t = 3k; + 1 — o7 fixes both k; and o;. Therefore the restrictions
k14 ko + ks = 0 and 01 + 02+ 03 = 6 reduce the primed sum in (5.4) to a sum over
only two independent summation variables. These we choose to be 7 = g2 — 2 and
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i = ko. Further setting k1 = n and using the representation (4.5) of the supernomial
with m — L — 3i — m + 7, the left-hand side of (5.4) reads

(5.13) Ze(T)q3(772+i2+i77)+(4—‘r—201)77+(2—2T—01)i

1,M,T

X opadi st moed P8 I )

Here ¢(7) denotes the sign of the permutation (01,7 + 2,4 — 01 — 7) € S3. Now
apply

o] - a5

(which is a specialization of the ¢-Chu—Vandermonde summation (4.13)), with n =
a —m to the first g-binomial in (5.13), to get

(5.14)
Z(_1)kq(k;1)+(L—a+£—t)k+(L—m)(L+m—a+t)+n(t—ol+3) [BLL_-?Z—Z;ZT;IC} [a—km} [:ﬂ
m,k

} : 692 +i(2t+6m—3a—1—47)—7(2m—a+t—n—7) [2L—a—k+t
X { 6(7‘)(] [L—3i—m+r} 1/q'

The expression within curly brackets can be expressed in terms of the functions in
(5.5) depending on the parity of a. When a = 2« one finds
q—%{3(a—n—m)2+(201—1)(a—n—m)+(01—1)(01—2)}
x{x(+m+teven) 6(L+ 1(t—3a+m),L+ 5t —a—m)—k)
—x(a+m+todd)6(L+3(t—a—m+1)—kL+i(t—3a+m-1))}

and when a = 2o+ 1

g $Ba—n-m)*+ Qo1 +2)(@=n-m)+(71-1)°}

x{x(a+m+teven)e(L+ i(t—3a+m),L+3(t—a—m—2)—k)
—x(a+m+todd) ¢ iy(L+ it —a—m—1)—k L+Lt—3a+m-1))}

where x(true) = 1 and y(false) = 0.
We now insert the representations for 7, § and ¢ provided by Lemma 5.2. After
the shift h — a — h, expression (5.14) becomes for both parities of a

(_1)tq(f§1)+(L—a)(L—a+t) Z Z(_1)h+k+mq(h;1)+h(h+2L+t—2a)
0<h<a/2 k,m

~ q(gl)—mh+(k;1)+k(L+€—t—2h) [BLE—:_zZ-_Et—_n;l—k} [a—km} [:;J (qh_m_k+1)a—2h

(Q)a—2h

Applying Lemma 5.3 to this expression with M =3L —a+¢and b= L+/¢—1 (so
that indeed 0 < 2a < 3L + ¢) yields the right-hand side of (5.4). O
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5.3. Character identities for M (3,3k+ 1)3. We now use the supernomial iden-
tity (5.3) to derive g-series identities for M (3,3k + 1)3 characters. Since we will
be dealing with quite lengthy expressions, some shorthand notation is needed. For
v € Z2% set [v| = v1 + w2, (a)y = (a)y,(a)y, and vAv = Z?,j:l v; A juj, with A a
two-by-two matrix. Thus v —vivy +v3 = %UCU, with C the Cartan matrix of As.
With this notation (4.11) can, for example, be rewritten as

arlq%rCr

a=1"3 7

2
reLs

P

L—r

We now proceed as in section 3. First we take (5.3) with £ = 0 and iterate the
corresponding A, Bailey pair of type I (relative to a = 1) once. This gives a Bailey
pair of type II in the form of a doubly bounded version of the As Euler identity,

(5.15)

3
2 (ki+k3+k3) H %3k5—03+s)2—ask3[ Li+Ls }: [L1+L2]
Z q Z L1i+3ks—osts L
ki1+ko+ks=0 g€ES3 s=1

According to our recipe we should rewrite this as a sum over determinants such
that these determinants can be evaluated explicitly, whilst retaining an expression
of A, Bailey type. This can be achieved by making the variable changes k; — —k,,
yielding the following determinantal form for the left-hand side of (5.15):

6(k2+k24+k2)+4(k142ko+3ks3) t(t—s—3ks) Li+Lo
(5.16) > Otk et (g [ 555 ])-
k1+ko+ks=0 -

Determinants of the above type have been frequently encountered in the theory of
plane partitions, and Krattenthaler has shown that ([23], page 189)

(5.17)

n
det (q“t_lg)[ Li+Lo }) _ Bt ] [ Q) Ly 4 Lots—1
Li—B.+tl ) — ” ’
1<s,t<n 1 s+ 1<ili<n =1 Bs+n(Q)L2+BS—1

Hence the determinants in (5.16) can be evaluated, leading to

w

qﬁ(k§+k§+k§)+k1+2k2+3k3 H (1- 31% —3ks+t— ) Li+La+2
§ : L1 3ks —s+3
k1+kao+k3=0 1<s<t<3 s=1
_ (q)L1+L2+2
(Dr1+2,+1(0) 2, (@)1,

We observe a slight difference with the case treated in section 3. There we started
with a Bailey pair relative to a = 1 and rewrote it as a Bailey pair relative to
a = ¢q. Here the analogous rewriting using determinants has transformed a Bailey
pair relative to a = 1 into a new Bailey pair relative to 1. Iterating (the Bailey pair
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of type II implied by) the previous equation k — ¢ times leads to

Z q 81 ks(6ks+s+3(k—i)(3ks+2s))
k1+ko+k3z=0
3
_ 3k¢—3ks+t—s Li+Lo+2
X H (1—-g¢ )H[Ll—Bks—s-l-B]
1<s<t<3 s=1
qZ?;f(%T(j)CT(j)+\T(j) ) (L])%1+L2+2

G2 @i (@i —p-0 (@00 () jrte=n 11

Now we again apply (5.17) for n = 3 so that

1(3k—3i+4) 3 _ (3ks+25)k ( t(t—s—3ks) [ Li+Lo )
2 s=19Fs s det s
k +k2+:k oq S o]
1 2 3=

B=i(1,0) op ) 4 )
A ) TN (') PR
(D r—r) (@i _pe=) (@) g (@) o= 41

= >

r()ez?

As a final step we iterate this equation i — 1 times, arriving at

L(3k+1) Y3, (3ks+25)ks it(t—s—3ks) Li+Lo
19 k +kz+:k OQ2 1 15%(,?53 1 2,8k 4)
1 2 3=

1 5ok—1 () o () L5 k=1 .0) (i—1)
4T T i r T +1 2
q2 Z] 1 2‘777, ‘ |(1 — q‘ | )(q) . )

(D p—r@ (@2 -1 (@) poe-1 (@) p0e-1) |11

= >

i) ez?

forall k> 1andi=1,...,k. When ¢ =1 one should identify (1 — q‘T(O)H'l) with
(1 _ qL1+L2+1)'

Many more identities can be derived using (5.3) for general ¢. However, for
£ > 1 one cannot evaluate any determinants, thus yielding a one-parameter family
of identities for each choice of ¢ (> 1) only. A further complication arises from the
fact that the right-hand side of (5.3) is only a simple (¢)¢drL, 00,0 for £ =0,1. As
a consequence we find

(5.19) Z g3 BE+D I, (Bka+29)ks
k1+ka+k3=0
k(t+ex(t>1))(t—s—3ks Li+Lott
Xlg(i,ettgg(q( X )[Ll_gks'lf‘t—;+éx(t>1)j|)

k(1468 ) (Lr@ 0r@) 4gp ) 9
q j=1(1+35,5) (3 1 )(Q)L1+L2+e(4)£

(@ p—r) =+ (@)1 =) (D=0 10 (D vt 16, (47°) 00 () 00

b
r()ez?

where for arbitrary £ we cannot perform the sum over r(*). In this equation

x(true) = 1, x(false) = 0, Cr®) = (2r§k) - rék),2rék) - T:(Lk)) and e; = (1,0).
The sum over () € Z2 is understood to be a sum such that Cr) + fe; € Zi.
(Of course 1/(q) (o)1 ¢e, is zero outside this range, but we want to stay clear from

rgk) +0<0.)
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As mentioned earlier, for £ = 0,1 the sum over r(*) trivializes since the kernel is
only nonzero for r*) = 0. This simplifies the right-hand side of (5.19) to
k=101 ) () 4 g )
qzjzl(er Cr@ 4erf )(q)%1+L2+Z B
. (=01
(@) p—r (@)r0) e+ (@)= (@) -1 4

(5.20)
r()ez?

For ¢ = 2 we get contributions to the sum for 7(*) = 0 and r*) = —e;. Combining

these two terms and making the shift r() — ) —¢; (j =1,...,k — 1) one finds
that the right-hand side of (5.19) with ¢ = 2 simplifies to

k=101, 0p() 47y (k=1
— T T T T
qzj—l(z 5 )+r] (q)L1+L2+2

(5.21) —q'F .
(@ Lter—r® (@)r —re) (@) re-1 (D) -1 31

r()ez?
Note that for £ = 2 equations (5.20) with ¢ = 1 and (5.21) are equal up to an
overall factor and a shift in L.
To transform the above polynomial identities into identities of the Rogers—
Ramanujan type we let L1, Lo tend to infinity and apply the Macdonald identity
(5.1) with n = 3. We can thus claim the following ¢-series identities.

Theorem 5.1. Let |g| <1 and k > 2. Then

q% Z?;ll r(j)Cr(j)+Z?;i1 |T(j)|(1 . q|r(7:71)|+1)

(5.22) Y @

r@ @ (@) =2 _p -1 (@) o1 (@) k-1 141

r()ez?

_ (qi’ qi’ q2i’ q3k:—2i-'r17 q3k—i+1 , q3k:—i+1 ’ q3k7-‘rl7 q3k+1 : q3k7+l)oo
- (@)%

fori=1,... k, and

9 it GO Cr D)oY

(5:23) O @ro @ (@2 e (@) g0 (D -0 41
_ (q7 qk—o" qk-‘rl—d’ qQk—‘rU7 qZk-‘rl-i-O'7 q3k’ q3k+1, q3k+l; q3k+1)oo
a (@)%

for o =0,1.

Recalling the remark made after (5.18) we have (1—q|’”(0)‘+1) = linthei =1 case
of (5.22). Note that despite the factor (1 — g™~ "1+1) the left-hand side of (5.22)
is a series with positive coefficients since the summand is zero for r*~1) & Zi and

FG=1) FG=1)
(1- ql H_l)/(q)\r(’“*l)H-l = [‘ 1 |+1]/(q2)\r(’“*1)|'

Comparing the right-hand sides of the above two formulas with the character
expression (5.2) of the W, algebra, one can identify (5.22) and (5.23) as identities
for the M (3, 3k + 1) characters XEi’fg;—i)l—%) (¢) and Xg)ik—tl%k+a) (q), respectively.
However, in doing so we are confronted with the unpleasant fact that we have to
multiply both sides of (5.22) and (5.23) by a factor (¢)o. But then the left-hand
sides are no longer series with manifestly positive (integer) coefficients. It thus is
desirable to find a summation formula that allows the left-hand sides of (5.22) and
(5.23) to be rewritten in a form that has an explicit factor (¢)3! such that the

remaining expressions are manifestly positive. Such a summation formula is not
known to us generally.
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5.4. A, analogues of the Rogers—Ramanujan identities. In the following
the k& = 2 instance of Theorem 5.1 is treated in some further detail. Not only
because this case warrants special attention as the Ay generalization of the Rogers—
Ramanujan identities, but also because one can actually eliminate the spurious
(¢)oo- All that is required is

. qa"b 1 q
5.24 1 g, 2q" b} -
(5.24) Jm 201 . 0 / on 201
which is a special case of Jackson’s transformation (5.12). For example, taking the
right-hand side of (5.18) with ¢ = k = 2 and applying the above transformation to
the sum over 75, we find the rewriting

Z (9)

1,72

“nz/e

g, cq™ |,
0 4

2 2
qu —rira+ry

Li—ry (Q)Lz -T2 (Q)Tl (Q)w (Q)Tl +r2

Z qrf—rlrg—i-rg 27,1
T2 '

1,73 L1 —r1 (q)Lz—Tz (q)L2+T1 (q)Tl

When Lj, Ly tend to infinity the right-hand side has an extra factor 1/(q)s as
desired. The two other M (3,7)s3 identities ((5.18) with i = 1 and k = 2 and (5.19)
with £ = 1 and k = 2) can be treated similarly. As a result we have the following
A, versions of the Rogers—Ramanujan identities

Theorem 5.2 (A; Rogers—Ramanujan identities). For |q| < 1,

2
T{—T17T2 +r2

q 2rq
2 (@)ry [ ] H (1 —q™m=1)2(1 — ¢™=3)(1 — ¢™—4)(1 — ¢"n—6)2’

1,720 n=1

a 1

ri—riretri4ri+rs |:27"1:|

q
2 (@)

T2

a 1
H (1 —q™m=2)(1 — ¢™=3)2(1 — ¢™—4)2(1 — ¢"™n—3)

n:l

and

Z qrf—r1r2+r§+r1 |:2r1 + 1:| Z qu—r1r2+r2+r2 |:2r1:|
( T2

20 Q)m 20 q 1

— H 1
= i1 (1 — q7n—1)(1 — q7n—2)(1 _ q7n—3)(1 _ q7n—4)(1 _ q7n—5)(1 — q7n—6)'

We have not been able to find an identity for the fourth M(3,7)s character,
corresponding to (5.2) with n = 3,k = 7 and j = (1,3,3) (or a permutation
thereof).

5.5. Character identities for M (3,3k —1)3. Further families of identities follow
by making the replacement ¢ — 1/¢ in (5.16) and multiplying the resulting equation
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by ¢3*1¥2. Then proceeding exactly as in section 5.3, one readily finds that
L(8k—1) X8, (8ks+2s)ks it(t—s—3ks Li+L
(5.25) Z g2 OF 1) om (Bt 29) 1<clett<3(ql( ° )[L1+§ks+25—t})
k1+kz+ks=0 -
LSk 1 () Op ) 4ok @) 2P D p(E =D (1- qlr(iil)‘ﬂ)(q)%ﬁh

-y £z

e (@r—re) - (@)re=2) =1 (@) pte—1) (@) jpx-1) 11

Again, for i = 1 we must take (1— g™ 1+1) = (1—¢E1+L2+1), If we use the ¢ — 1/q
variant of (5.19) with & =1 and iterate we find the polynomial identities

(5.26) Y OO CR2k
ki1+ko+ks=0
k(t+0x(t>1))(t—s—3ks Li+La+2¢
Xlg%itgg(q( X )[Ll—Sks-lirt—32+éx(t>1)])

k- (1,.0) opG) 4ppld)
(_1)5(]2]:1(27“ 4Ly )(q)rgk)_,’_z(l)rék) (q)%l_,’_Lz_i_g

(D ez? (Q)L—r(l) T (q)r(kfl)—r(k) (Q)h‘(k*l) |+Z(Q)C7‘(k)+€el

P S G e T e G e (G e O R D )
For small ¢ the sum over 7(¥) can be performed so that the right-hand side of (5.26)
can be replaced by

(5.27)
k=101,.(5) 0p(D) 4 pp) ) pop(k=1)  (k=1) | g (k=1)
(o™ > S I G e,
? Pt

) ez2 (D) —r (@r®—r@ (@)1 (@) s 1

and
k=101, cp) p0)y pop k=1 (k=1 9
g2k gi=1 (3 Or s )2 g G , {=2.
r() €72 (q)LJr@l—T“) (@)r) —pe) -+ (Q)r(k—m (Q)\r(k,1>|+1

Letting L1, Lo tend to infinity and once again using the As Macdonald identity we
obtain further Ay Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities.

Theorem 5.3. Let |¢| <1 and k > 2. Then

(528) S =

r()ez?

Z;v;ll r(j)Cr(j)+Z;;i1 ‘T(j)‘+2,r‘§k—1)rék—1) (1 _ q|r(i71)‘+1)

(@)@ —r (@) -2 -1 (@) e=1) (@) pr-1) 11

3 ) 21 3k—2i—1 3k—i—1 3k—i—1 3k—1 3k—1. ,3k—1
(¢',q", ¢, g2 Phih PR R g o

(9)3

fori=1,... )k, and

qz;;ll(%T(j)Cr(j)_;’_,r‘gj))+2T§k—1)rék71)+grék—1)

(5.29)

2 (@ v - (@)t —p-0 (@00 (@) jpk-n 41
o k+1—0
)

2k—2+o0 ,2k—1+40 ,3k—2 ,3k—1 ,3k—1.
) ’ )

(@)%

(¢,4"7,q q q

foro=0,1.
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In equations (5.25) and (5.27)(5.29) the sum over r*~1) can be simplified to
a one-dimensional sum by the ¢-Chu—Vandermonde summation (4.7) and trans-
formation (5.24). This simplification will be carried out explicitly in the next
section where we deal with the case k = 2. Comparison with (5.2) shows that

(5.28) and (5.29) are identities for the M (3,3k — 1) characters ng 13];1@ 1)21 (@)

(3,3k—1)

ke o2k 2Jra)( q), respectively.

and x

5.6. The Rogers—Ramanujan identities. Again the case k = 2, correspond-
ing to M(3,5)s, deserves special attention. First we note that the Wy and W3
algebras M (2,5)2 and M(3,5)s are equivalent under level-rank duality [24]. Since
the M (2,5), identities are nothing but the Rogers—Ramanujan identities (1.1) and
(1.2), so should be the M (3,5)s identities. To transform the k = 2 identities of
the previous section into the Rogers—Ramanujan identities we simplify the two-
dimensional sum over (). This can be achieved by observing that for ¢ = 0,1,

(5.30)
Z qrf+r1r2+r§+a(r1+r2) Z qr(r+g)
1o (D) Aa—r (Q)B—rs (D) ry (D)rs (D) 1y 4240 B - (D) A+B+0(@)a—r(@)B—r(@)r

by first summing over 7o using the ¢-Chu—Vandermonde summation (4.7) with
b — oo and then applying transformation (5.24). Now, since

1
57"07" +2r1rg =11 + 1 + 73,

one can use (5.30) to rewrite (5.25) and (5.27) for k = 2 as

(5.31)
15 (k2 k2 +k2)+5(k1+2ko+3ks) @-o)t(t=s=3ks)[ Li+L
S s g () 1 38%5-))
k1+ka+k3=0
_Z T(T+G) L1+L2
r>0 L1 r( )Lz T(q)T
for 0 = 0,1 and
G2 S N A

k1+ka+k3=0

2(t+x(t>1)) (t—5—3ks) Li+Lat1
x 1§(1?tt§3(q b ) [L1—3ksl+t—2s+x(t>1)]>

"L, 41041
>0 (q)L1—T(Q)L2—r (Q)r

In the large L;, Lo limit this reproduces the Rogers—-Ramanujan identities as it
should. It is intriguing to observe that the level-rank duality, which predicts the
equality of characters (which are infinite g-series), pertains at the polynomial level.
That is, the doubly bounded versions of the Rogers—Ramanujan identities (5.31)
and (5.32) admit an A; representation even at finite Ly and L. Explicitly, one can
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replace (5.31) by

1 r(r+o)( )
533 -1 7 %j(5]+20’+1) L1+L_2 L1+L_2 _ q q Li+L2
o8 2.0 ) = 2 e 0

and (5.32) by

r(r+1)

i 155 L1+Lo+1)[L1+La+1 q (@)r1+L241
(534) E (_1)Jq2J(5J+3) b 1o :E .
j [ Ll J ][ L2 J ] >0 (Q)Ll—r(Q)L2—T(Q)r

To see that this is indeed correct, take Watson’s g¢7 transformation formula ([14],
(II1.18))

n n+2

a,qa%, —qa%,lxc, d,e,q” _ a’q
a%,—a%,aq/b, aq/c,aq/d, aq/e,aq”“’q7 bede }
(aq,aq/de), g "™,d,e,aq/bc
~ (ag/d, ag/e), * 3[aq/&aq/adeq‘”/@b;q’q}’
replace n — L; and e — ¢~ %2 and let b,c,d — oo. Specializing a to 1, one finds

(5.33) for 0 = 0, whereas specializing a to ¢ yields (5.34). To obtain (5.33) for
o = 1 we observe that

8P7

> (WM R[]

j=—00

oo

- Z(—l)jq%j(5j+3) ([LL11+_LJ_2} [Li;‘_ig} _ [LLll_Jer_zl] [LL21_+J_L_21D

=0
oo

= e S P [ [,
7=0

which corresponds to (5.34). The equality of the last two lines follows by application
of the determinant identity (5.17) with n =2, By =1 — j and By = 2 4 j.

5.7. Rogers—Ramanujan-type identities for “M (3,3k)s”. As a further appli-
cation we derive a family of identities generalizing Bressoud’s series [8]:

n24dn?_ Anitetng i o2k Qk)

q (@, ) o
(5.35) - ,
Z (Q)m—nz e (q)nk—2_nk—1 (q25 q2)nk71 (@)oo

MN1yeeesN—1

true for all k > 2, 1 <4 < k and |g| < 1. Comparing the right-hand side with
(5.2) we are led to label (5.35) as identities for the anomalous series M (2, 2k).
To generalize this to M (3,3k)s, we do not rely on the supernomial identity (5.3)
as the initial condition, but on the following polynomial identity of Gessel and
Krattenthaler ([15], (6.18)):

3 3
3503 (3ko+25)ks t(t—s—3k,)[ Li+Lo _ [Li+Ls
k+kz+k oq lgdfttgg) q (1,438, 4] ML, }qs'
1 2 3=
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Clearly this gives rise to a Bailey pair of type II relative to a = 1. Along the now
clear-trodden path we thus derive for 1 <7 < k,

Z R T BRe 290k ot (qz‘t(t—s—sks)[ Li+Lo D

k1 +ka+ks=0 128,623 Farshaet
1 2 3=
1 5E=1 ) o) 5B ) (-1
B Z qz Yz W er@ it pv |(1 . q‘r i |+1)(q3; q3)|r<k*1)\(Q)QL1+L2
o @i (@m0 (0% 6%) 00 (@) -0 4 (Do

When L;, Ly approach infinity this yields the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. For|q| <1, k>2andi=1,...,k,

1 _1;;11 T(j)cr(j)_;’_z_’;;il |7‘(j)|(1 . q\r('i71)|+1)(

3 q2 @*;4°) o)
(q)

r@—r@ (@) -2 -1 (435 63) g1 (@) -1 11 (@) -

r() ez?
(g, g, g%, PR PR g g3 g3k g3y
- (@)%
Comparing with equation (5.2) this corresponds to identities for the “characters”
XE?,)SIZ;I)C—%) (9)-

5.8. Identities for Kostka polynomials. A different type of application of the
A5 Bailey lemma arises from the representation (4.8) of the supernomials in terms
of the Kostka polynomials. Using the summation ([13], page 76)

E e(U)Kn(M-‘r(n—l,m,>\n+0n—n) = dna
UESn

one can invert (4.8), resulting in [38]

L1,...,L
KX“(q) = Z 6(0) [A1+a1—11,~~~>>w:l+on—n]’
UESn

where = (151282 . (n—1)f»-1) and ) is a partition such that || = |u|. Forn =3
this supernomial identity can be used as input to the Ay Bailey lemma, yielding
the following identity for the Kostka polynomials for £k > 1and i =1,...,k:

Sia rQorO T Ir (1 — gl VY KL (g)
(Q)p_rv) -~ (q)r(kﬂ)—r(k) (q)|r<k—1)|+1(Q)Cr<k)

(5:36) @i > &

r ez
B (KR k2 kD) —k(k1+2ko+3k3) it(t—s+ks) [ Li+L
_qz 1 2 3 1 2 3 1;1%%3 [Ll—lks+§—t] 5
where 1 = (1071202 = (1207 =920 =ri) and A = (|uf®) + (k1 k2. k)

with ky > ko > ks, ki + ko 4+ k3 = 0. Also recall that |r(®)| = L; + Ly. Taking
the limit L;, Ly — oo of (5.36) and evaluating the determinant leads to our final
theorem.
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Theorem 5.5. For |q| <1, k>1andi=1,...,k,

>

i 2
qﬂ(J)eZJr

j j k=1 (j i
q% Z?:1 T(])CT(J)J’_Zj:i \r(])|(1 . (]‘T( 1>|+1)K>\’M(Q)

(@)r—r@ (@) -1 —p 0 (@) |p0-1 41 (D) o)

_ (q; 5 K3 k) = (hi) (k1 + 2k +3k3) H (1 — gitks—hi=s+0)y

The above results can either be viewed as some formal identities for the Kostka
polynomials, or, by for example taking the representation for the Kostka polynomi-
als due to Kirillov and Reshetikhin [22] (see also [26], page 245), as explicit g-series
identities.

For k = 1 the identity (5.36) can be written as

1<s<t<3

(D7, 4112 ¢*"C T Ku(g)
(DL1+Lot1 c-trez? (D r—c-1r(@)r
3
_ q%(kf-i-)\%—i-)\g) H (1- q,\s—xt—sﬁ) H [ijLfﬁl]?
1<s<t<3 s=1

where p = (171272) and 7 = (1772232723 Ful/3) with A\; > Ay > A3, |A| = 0.
This is a bounded analogue of the I = 1, n = 3 case of equation (4.39) of [18].
Indeed, letting L, Lo tend to infinity and recognizing

LT HAI+AD)
qz : oy
( )2 II (1 q>\3 At S-‘rt)

q o 1<s<t<3

as the branching function by (q) of the level-1 basic representation V(Ag) of Agl) we
find

of [18].
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