arXiv:2410.06582v2 [math.RT] 18 Feb 2025

FACTORIAL FOCK FREE FERMIONS

DANIEL BUMP, ANDREW HARDT, AND TRAVIS SCRIMSHAW

Abstract. We use a double shifted power analog of free fermion fields to introduce current operators, Hamiltonians, and vertex operators which are deformed by two families of parameters and satisfy analogous formulas to the classical case. We show that the deformed half vertex operators correspond to the row transfer matrices of a solvable six vertex model recently given by Naprienko, which under a specialization yields the factorial Schur functions (up to a reindexing of parameters). As a consequence, we show that under the boson-fermion correspondence using our deformed half vertex operators, the natural basis (under this specialization) maps to the double factorial Schur functions. Furthermore, the image of the natural basis vectors are tau function solutions to the 2D Toda lattice.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Shifted powers 4 3. The classical boson-fermion correspondence 6 4. The deformed fermions and operators 11 5. Deformed boson-fermion correspondences 24 6. Lattice model row transfer matrices 42 7. Deformed Miwa parameters 52 References 54

1. Introduction

The Schur functions s_λ are an important class of functions that appear in a broad range of mathematics, including representation theory, combinatorics, probability theory, and mathematical physics. Each of these areas often have their own construction, such as the characters of the general linear Lie algebra gl_n(C ) or as generating functions of semistandard tableaux, typically with multiple proofs showing these descriptions are equivalent. Some influential references and extensions include [9, 25, 44, 46, 47, 57, 58, 60, 62], with this list being far from complete.

Following [38, 39], let us describe the construction of s_λ using the boson-fermion correspondence (with countably infinite bosons and fermions), an isomorphism between two Hilbert spaces associated with seemingly different physical systems that originated in the work of Skyrme [61] (some other historical references include [13, 16, 17, 48, 63]). The fermionic Fock space F originated with Dirac’s electron sea [14]. It models a system of (fermionic) particles that can occupy different positions, though no two can occupy the same position

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 17B69, 05E05, 82B23, 37K20.

Key words and phrases. vertex operators, double factorial Schur functions, solvable lattice models, bosonfermion correspondence. 1

(the Pauli exclusion principle). Interchanging two particles changes the sign of the representing vector, so F can be understood as something like an exterior algebra. More precisely, if v_i represents a particle at position i, then eventually one always sees an occupied (resp. unoccupied) position when moving in the negative (resp. positive direction). It follows that a basis consists of semi-infinite monomials |λ⟩_m = v_{m+λ1} ∧ v_{m−1+λ2} ∧ · · · , where λ = (λ_1, λ_2, · · · ) is a (integer) partition (with finite sum as usual) and m ∈ Z is called the charge. Let F_m be the subspace of charge m. The other Fock space is the bosonic Fock space B = C [s, s^{−1} ] ⊗ Λ, where Λ is the ring of symmetric functions (often considered as a countably generated polynomial ring in the powersum symmetric functions) and s is an indeterminant. The boson-fermion correspondence is an isomorphism of F with B as infinite dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra representations in which F_m corresponds to s^m ⊗ B with the natural operations on one space to be constructed from the other. A consequence is that under this isomorphism |λ⟩_m is mapped to s^m ⊗ s_λ. Additional references for the bosonfermion correspondence regarding the relationship with vertex operators and vertex algebras include [15, Thm. 5.3.2] and [37, Thm. 5.2].

Another construction of s_λ comes from the free fermionic six vertex model, which are given by six local configurations that preserve the particles in the system which have weights that satisfy a particular quadratic relation. The study of these models originated in the work on Linus Pauling in 1935 to account for the residual entropy in ice, with many generalizations appearing in the literature. Here, we focus on solvable lattice models that we call Tokuyama models, where the partition function of a model is s_λ optionally multiplied by a deformation of the Weyl denominator, e.g., [8, 23, 68]. We consider such a model on the grid with columns indexed by Z and a finite number of rows. We may regard the column data as elements of F, and so each layer is a graphical representation of a row transfer matrix that maps F_m → F_m and has a spectral parameter that is one of the parameters of the Schur function. It may be seen (e.g., [7, 10, 24, 41, 68]) that sometimes the row transfer matrix may be expressed as a half vertex operator constructed with the current operators, which encode the motion of particles. In particular, this fact is closely connected with the boson-fermion correspondence, where this half vertex operator is used to describe the isomorphism.

Biedenharn and Louck introduced the factorial Schur functions [6], with the name coming from the use of the falling factorial. However, here we will use the interpretation developed by Macdonald [46, 6th Variation], where they are considered as an inhomogeneous deformation of the Schur functions by a set of parameters α = (α_i)_{i∈Z}. By specializing a_i = 1 − i, we recover the shifted Schur functions introduced by Okounkov and Olshanski [59] that were used to give a basis for Z(U(gl_n)), the center of universal enveloping algebra of gl_n, with applications to the asymptotic characters of GL(∞). The factorial Schur functions also have a geometric interpretation as representing Schubert classes in the torus equivariant cohomology of the Grassmannian (see, e.g., [40]), where the α parameters correspond to the torus parameters. (This was essentially known to Lascoux and Schützenberger; see remarks in [49, 55].) The factorial Schur functions have a free fermionic six vertex model description due to Zinn-Justin [67] and Bump–McNamara–Nakasuji [12] as a deformation of the classical free fermionic five and six vertex models for Schur functions and natural correspond to the tableau description. There are also generalizations [53, 54] with lattice model interpretations [56]. So a natural question is to describe current operators on F that generalize the boson-fermion correspondence to the case of factorial Schur functions, and also to describe lattice models whose row transfer matrices correspond to the half vertex operators that appear in the theory. However, since the α parameters are assigned to the columns of the lattice model, the techniques currently known (such as those in [24]) cannot be applied.

We will show that it is possible to include the column parameters α; in addition, we will incorporate a second set of parameters β. Obtaining this generalization of the bosonfermion correspondence requires an idea commonly used in studying factorial analogs (see, e.g., [34, 35, 52]), which is to replace normal powers with shifted powers in formulas. Starting with the fermion fields, we use one type of shifted powers for α and another for β, following the construction in [51, 52, 56]. Under a reasonably mild analytic assumption, we show that the vacuum expectation for a pair creation and annihilation fermion fields satisfies the same evaluation as in the classical case (Proposition 4.1): (1) ⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β)|∅⟩ = z z − w , ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w|α; β)ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩ = z w − z . It turns out that (1) is the key fact since the rest of the boson-fermion correspondence then be constructed. In particular, the deformed fermion fields therefore satisfy the same relations as the undeformed ones. Therefore we have an automorphism (with some formality around convergence) on the Clifford algebra. Indeed, we can construct a deformed version of the vertex operators (Theorem 4.17) and all of the requisite pieces uniquely and explicitly such as current operators (Proposition 4.6) and the shift operator (Proposition 4.9).

It is surprising that our deformation of the fermion fields still satisfies (1) despite being a non-homogeneous deformation. This is the first time such a deformation has been done as far as the authors are aware.

In our boson-fermion correspondence, we use our deformed shift operator and deformed half vertex operator to show that the natural basis of F goes to the two (family of) parameter deformation of the Schur functions, which we call the double factorial Schur functions, that were constructed from a generating function in [51, 52]. As a consequence of our constructions and with Wick’s theorem, we prove numerous formulas by mimicking their classical vertex operator proofs. Such results include Jacobi–Trudi formulas (Theorem 5.13), Murnaghan– Nakayama rule (Theorem 5.23), Giambelli formula (Theorem 5.12), skew Cauchy identity (Theorem 5.27) and different dualities (Corollary 5.15 and Theorem 5.29). Furthermore, we are able to show our functions are solutions to the 2D Toda lattice (Section 5.5) and its specializations (e.g., the Kadomtsev–Petviashvili (KP) hierarchy; Corollary 5.34).

In Naprienko [56], solvable lattice models were given whose partition functions include the double factorial Schur functions that we study. In Theorem 6.10, we connect our fermionic construction with the construction in [56] by showing that the deformed half vertex operators that appear in our description correspond precisely to the row transfer matrices in these lattice models. Our proof relies on understanding how a single particle moves by our explicit formulas and then applying the so-called free fermion Lindström–Gessel–Viennot (LGV) Lemma [56, Proposition A.2]. An important consequence of this is that when we specialize p_i to a powersum symmetric function, we can give a precise combinatorial description of the functions that is not apparent otherwise. As previously mentioned, there have been several prior instances where free fermionic six vertex models have been connected to half vertex operators; e.g., [7, 10, 24, 41, 68]. All of this prior work has considered lattice models with row parameters only; ours is the first instance to describe a row transfer matrix involving column parameters using half vertex operators. The current paper can be viewed as a culmination of these efforts since our results encompass the fully-general free fermionic six vertex model. One can similarly study solvable lattice models which are not six vertex models but which do correspond to half vertex operators [7], and it may be that our methods could help introduce column parameters in this setting. On the other hand, we could similarly deform other applications of (half) vertex operators to other generalizations of Schur functions, such as for Hall–Littlewood polynomials [36], symplectic/orthogonal characters [4, 33], and torus equivariant K-theory of the (orthogonal/symplectic) Grassmannian [20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31].

Finally, when β = 0, we can remove the analytic assumption, which is studied in our companion paper [11].

This paper is organized as follows. We start by setting some basic information in Section 2 with shifted powers. In Section 3, we recall the classical boson-fermion correspondence. In Section 4, we define our deformed fermion fields and describe them using vertex operators. In Section 5, we give our deformed version of the boson-fermion correspondence and describe a number of consequences. In Section 6, we show that our deformed half vertex operator corresponds to the row transfer matrix of the solvable lattice model from [56]. In Section 7, we give another version of the boson-fermion correspondence that deforms the powersum symmetric functions.

Acknowledgements. The authors are very grateful to Slava Naprienko, who was invaluable in developing the results of this paper. Additionally, the authors thank Ben Brubaker, Christian Korff, David Ridout, and Natasha Rozhkovskaya for useful conversations. This work benefited from computations using SageMath [64].

T.S. was partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows 21F51028 and for Scientific Research for Early-Career Scientists 23K12983. A.H. was partially supported by NSF RTG grant DMS-1937241.

2. Shifted powers

We begin by setting some general notation for the paper. We use i = √ −1, which will only be used to normalize the measure for contour integral formulas, as we frequently use i ∈ Z. Consider two sequences of parameters α = (· · · , α_{−1}, α_0, α_1, · · · ) and β = (· · · , β_{−1}, β_0, β_1, · · · ) in C . Let σ_α be the operator that acts on α by α_i → α_{i+1}. We define σ_β similarly acting on β. When there is no danger of confusion we sometimes simply write σ for either σ_α or σ_β. Similarly, we define an operator ι_α by α_i → α_{1−i} and likewise for ι_β. Let z, w be indeterminates, which we will often consider to be algebraically independent transcendental elements in C .

We define two related, but slightly different, shifted powers by

(z; α)^k :=

(1 − zα_1)(1 − zα_2) · · · (1 − zα_k) if k > 0, 1 if k = 0, (1 − zα_0)^{−1}(1 − zα_{−1})^{−1} · · · (1 − zα_{k+1})^{−1} if k < 0.

(z|β)^k :=

(z − β_1)(z − β_2) · · · (z − β_k) if k > 0, 1 if k = 0, (z − β_0)^{−1}(z − β_{−1})^{−1} · · · (z − β_{k+1})^{−1} if k < 0,

These were extensively used in [51], and we note some simple, yet useful, relations from the definition [51, Eq. (2.4), (2.5), (2.6)]

σ^m(z; α)^k = (z; σ^mα)^k = (z; α)^{k+m} (z; α)^m , σ^m(z|β)^k = (z|σ^mβ)^k = (z|β)^{k+m} (z|β)^m , (2a) 1 (z; α)^k = (z; ια)^{−k} = (z; σ^kα)^{−k}, 1 (z|β)^k = (z|ιβ)^{−k} = (z|σ^kβ)^{−k}, (2b)

(z; α)^k = z^k(z^{−1}|α)^k, (z|β)^k = z^k(z^{−1}; β)^k.

(2c) In particular, note that

(z; α)^k(z; σ^kα)^{−k} = (z; α)^k (z; α)^k = (z|β)^k(z|σ^kβ)^{−k} = (z|β)^k (z|β)^k = 1.

For brevity, we write (z; α) = (z; α)^1 and (z|β) = (z|β)^1. In this paper, (z; α)^k and (z|β)^k will never mean the k-fold product of (z; α) and (z|β), respectively, so there will be no danger of confusion.

Let us show that the shifted powers satisfy a version of the finite geometric progression formula.

Lemma 2.1. We have (1 − wz) n∑ k=0 (1 − α_{k+1}β_{k+1}) (z|α)^k (z; β)^{k+1} (w|β)^k (w; α)^{k+1}

= 1 − (z|α)^{n+1} (z; β)^{n+1} (w|β)^{n+1} (w; α)^{n+1} . Proof. Observe that

(1 − wz)(1 − α_{k+1}β_{k+1}) = (1 − β_{k+1}z)(1 − α_{k+1}w) − (z − α_{k+1})(w − β_{k+1}). Therefore, we have

(1 − wz)(1 − α_{k+1}β_{k+1}) (z|α)^k (z; β)^{k+1} (w|β)^k (w; α)^{k+1} = (z|α)^k (z; β)^k (w|β)^k (w; α)^k − (z|α)^{k+1} (z; β)^{k+1} (w|β)^{k+1} (w; α)^{k+1} . Consequently, the finite sum becomes a telescoping sum and only the first and the last terms survive: (1 − zw) n∑ k=0 (1 − α_{k+1}β_{k+1}) (z|α)^k (z; β)^{k+1} (w|β)^k (w; α)^{k+1}

= 1 − (z|α)^{n+1} (z; β)^{n+1} (w|β)^{n+1} (w; α)^{n+1} . □ We will also use the variation of the result above.

Corollary 2.2. We have

(1 − wz^{−1}) n∑ k=0 (1 − α_{k+1}β_{k+1}) z(z; α)^k (z|β)^{k+1} (w|β)^k (w; α)^{k+1}

= 1 −

(z; α)^{n+1} (z|β)^{n+1} (w|β)^{n+1} (w; α)^{n+1} . Proof. Make a change of variables z → z^{−1} and simplify the expression afterwards. □

We will often want to equate coefficients defined in terms of the shifted powers z^{(z|β)i−1}_{(z;α)i} or (w;α)^{i−1} (w|β)^i . To do so, we need the following contour integral formula, which was given essentially

as a formal definition in [51, Eq. (2.12)] due to the fact that no explanation was given on how to rewrite the integrand as a formal distribution (cf. Remark 2.4 below).

Proposition 2.3. Let η be a counterclockwise circle centered at 0 of radius |β_i| < r < |α^{−1}_j | for all i and j. Then ∮ η (z|β)^{k−1} (z; α)^k (z; α)^{n−1} (z|β)^n dz 2πi = ∮ η (z; σ^k_αα)^{n−k−1} (z|σ^{k−1}_β β)^{n−k+1} dz 2πi = δ_{nk} 1 − α_nβ_n . Proof. If n = k, then by the residue theorem, we have ∮ η 1 (z − β_n)(1 − α_nz) dz 2πi = lim_{z→βn} z − β_n (z − β_n)(1 − α_nz) = 1 1 − α_nβ_n since we have a simple pole at z = β_n. If n < k, then we have no poles inside η, and so the result is 0 by the residue theorem. If n > k, then we have no zeros outside η, and so the result is 0. Indeed, this is applying the residue theorem with the substitution z → z^{−1} and noting that lim_{|z|→∞}|f(z)| = ∞, where f(z) =^{(z;σkββ)n−k−1}_{(z|σk−1α α)n−k+1} . □ Using Proposition 2.3, we can define an inner product with the desired shifted powers are orthogonal, and hence linearly independent.

Remark 2.4. To justify [51, Eq. (2.12)], we will rewrite factors of the form 1 z − β_n = z^{−1} 1 − β_nz^{−1} = ∞∑ m=0 β^m_n z^{−m−1} ∈ Z[β_n][[z^{−1}]].

Hence, we can rewrite the integrand as a formal distribution in Z[[α, β]][[z^{±1}]]. Next, we consider the contour integral formally as ∮ f(z)^{dz}_{2πi} := f_{−1} for any formal distribution f(z) = ∑ i∈Z f_iz^i. Now, if we take the n = k case, then we have ∮ z^{−1} (1 − β_nz^{−1})(1 − α_nz) dz 2πi = ∞∑ m=0 (α_nβ_n)^m = 1 1 − α_nβ_n , where the first equality is easy to see from the Cauchy product formula and the last equality is standard in Z[[α_n, β_n]]. For n < k, we have a product of factors (z − β_i), (1 − α_j z)^{−1} ∈ Z[α, β][[z]], and hence, the formal contour integral is 0. When n > k, it is straightforward to see the degree of the expansion is strictly less than −1, yielding the formal contour integral being 0. (Alternatively, in this case we can take the integrand as a formal Laurent series in Z[α, β]((z^{−1})) and the valuation (with respect to z^{−1}) is strictly greater than 1.)

3. The classical boson-fermion correspondence For this section, we largely follow [1, 50] except we have interchanged the roles of holes and particles and some of our terminology. We refer the reader to these sources for more details, and we note two other references are [38, 39].

Consider the vector space V = ⨁ i∈Z C v_i . We will use the Clifford algebra C := Cl(V ⊕V^∗) using the canonical pairing between V and V^∗, which can be described explicitly as the C - algebra generated by {ψ_i, ψ^∗_i | i ∈ Z} (with finite sums) subject to the relations [ψ_i, ψ_j ]_+ = [ψ^∗_i , ψ^∗_j ]_+ = 0, [ψ_i, ψ^∗_j ]_+ = δ_{ij} , where [x, y]_+ = xy +yx. Subsequently, there is an anti-involution that interchanges ψ_i ↔ ψ^∗_i , which by slight abuse of notation is denoted ∗. Taking an appropriate limit C^{n n→∞}−−−→ V , we can construct a C-representation F generated by a single vector |∅⟩ subject to the relations ψ_i|∅⟩ = 0 if i ⩽ 0, ψ^∗_j |∅⟩ = 0 if j > 0.

(This agrees with [38] but not [1].) We call this representation F the fermionic Fock space, and it is irreducible and faithful. It is essentially the only irreducible representation of C.

There is a natural basis for F from the defining relations. However, we want to consider another basis by realizing F as the analogous limit of spinor representations. We will use language motivated by Dirac’s theory of the electron (see [39, Sec. 4.2]) in connection with the Fock space. We define the charge (or level) m component F_m consisting of semi-infinite monomials of the form |η⟩_m = v_{im} ∧ v_{im−1} ∧ · · · , where η = i_m > i_{m−1} > · · · and i_k = k for k ≪ 0. It is understood that the ∧ operation is anticommutative, so v_{im} ∧ v_{im−1} ∧ · · · is defined if a finite number of the terms in the sequence i_m, i_{m−1}, · · · are out of order (which is a requirement of our definition). We will call ∑ k⩽m(i_k − k) the energy of the state η. It is easy to see that the sum has only finitely many nonzero terms, and that the energy is a nonnegative integer. Thus given such a monomial, we will say that the site j ∈ Z is occupied if j = i_r for some r, otherwise we will say it is unoccupied. In this analogy, the occupied site j represents a particle that has energy j − r. If η has energy E, then there is a partition λ = (λ_1 ⩾ λ_2 ⩾ · · · ⩾ 0) of E such that i_k = k + λ_{m−k+1} for k ⩽ m, and we will generally use the notation |λ⟩_m for |η⟩_m. In particular, |∅⟩_m the vector v_m ∧ v_{m−1} ∧ · · · , which is the vacuum of charge m. We remark that {|λ⟩_m}_{λ∈P} , where P is the set of all partitions, is a basis for F_m. Additionally, an arbitrary basis vector |λ⟩_m can be expressed as

(3) |λ⟩_m = { ψ_{m+λ1} ψ_{m+λ2 −1} · · · ψ_{m+λℓ−ℓ+1}ψ_{m−ℓ}ψ_{m−ℓ−1} · · · ψ_2ψ_1|∅⟩, if m − ℓ ≥ 0, ψ_{m+λ1} ψ_{m+λ2 −1} · · · ψ_{m+λℓ−ℓ+1}ψ^∗_{m−ℓ+1}ψ^∗_{m−ℓ+2} · · · ψ^∗_{−1}ψ^∗_0 |∅⟩, if m − ℓ < 0, where ℓ = ℓ(λ).

We have F ∼= ⨁ m∈Z F_m with |∅⟩ ↔ |∅⟩_0, and we will henceforth identify the two representations. Next we describe the C-action explicitly on the semi-infinite monomials. The generators act on |η⟩_m = v_{im} ∧ v_{im−1} ∧ · · · by ψ_j |η⟩_m = v_j ∧ v_{im} ∧ v_{im−1} ∧ · · · , ψ^∗_j |η⟩_m = { (−1)^{k−1}v_{im} ∧ · · · ∧ ^v_{im−k} ∧ · · · if i_{m−k} = j for some k, 0 otherwise,

where ^v_{im−k} denotes the vector does not appear in the wedge product. As such, we refer to the generators ψ_i (resp. ψ^∗_i ) as creation operators (resp. annihilation operators) as they try to create (resp. annihilate) a particle at position i (this differs from [1, 50]). This gives a filtered action of C on F with deg ψ_i = − deg ψ^∗_i = 1. For brevity, when working with charge m = 0, we will often simply write |λ⟩ = |λ⟩_0.

Let_m⟨λ| denote the dual vector to |λ⟩_m under the canonical pairing, which satisfies m⟨μ|λ⟩_n = δ_{mn}δ_{μλ}, (_m⟨μ|X)|λ⟩_n =_m⟨μ|(X|λ⟩_n) for any element X ∈ C. Hence, we can write_m⟨μ|X|λ⟩_n unambiguously. Under this pairing, this dual representation is defined by the relations ⟨∅|ψ_i = 0 if i > 0, ⟨∅|ψ^∗_j = 0 if j ⩽ 0. We call_m⟨∅| the dual vacuum of charge m. By slight abuse, we will consider the (restricted) dual space F^∗ := ⨁ m∈Z F^∗_m, where F^∗_m := ⨁ λ∈P C ·_m ⟨λ|. Note this is smaller than the typical dual space, but it is useful and sufficient for our purposes.

An operator is a map Υ: F → ^F, where ^F is the formal completion of F, that intertwines with the C-action, that is Υ(η|ξ⟩) = ~Υ(η)Υ(|ξ⟩) for all η ∈ C and |ξ⟩ ∈ F with ~Υ being the corresponding map on the representation. For simplicity, as a matter of notation we will consider Υ like an element of C; that is we write Υ|ξ⟩ = Υ(|ξ⟩) and Υη = ~Υ(η)Υ.

Remark 3.1. We can write an operator Υ in terms of matrix coefficients_ℓ⟨μ|Υ|λ⟩_m, which is well-defined. Moreover, all matrix coefficients uniquely determines ~Υ since F is faithful (see also [1, Prop. 2.2]). In particular, Υ can be defined as an infinite linear combination of basis elements of C, but it is sufficient to verify that every matrix coefficient is well-defined.

We have an operator Σ (which is unique) that satisfies Σψ_iΣ^{−1} = ψ_{i+1}, Σψ^∗_i Σ^{−1} = ψ^∗_{i+1} and Σ|∅⟩_m = |∅⟩_{m+1}. This is called the shift operator. We can explicitly describe the action of Σ on F using the spinor module presentation by Σ|∅⟩ = ψ_1|∅⟩ and Σ^{−1}|∅⟩ = ψ^∗_0 |∅⟩, which is consistent since

Σ^{−1}Σ|∅⟩ = Σ^{−1}ψ_1|∅⟩ = ψ_0Σ^{−1}|∅⟩ = ψ_0ψ^∗_0 |∅⟩ = (1 − ψ^∗_0 ψ_0)|∅⟩ = |∅⟩.

Note that Σ^∗ = Σ^{−1}. We note that Σ|λ⟩_m = |λ⟩_{m+1}, and by the canonical pairing,_m⟨λ|Σ = m−1⟨λ| . Let us set some additional notation. If n ⩾ 0 we will denote by |n⟩_m = |(n)⟩_m = v_{n+m} ∧ v_{m−1} ∧ v_{m−2} ∧ · · · = v_{n+m} ∧ |∅⟩_{m−1}, Note that |0⟩_m = |∅⟩_m. We define the fermion fields as the formal sums ψ(z) = ∑ i∈Z ψ_iz^i, ψ^∗(w) = ∑ j∈Z ψ^∗_j w^{−j}, recalling that z is a formal indeterminate. Note (4) ( ψ(z) )_∗ = ψ^∗(z^{−1}) and ( ψ^∗(w) )_∗ = ψ(w^{−1}).

For an operator X, we define a normal ordering :X: by all ψ_i and ψ^∗_j are considered to be anticommuting inside and moved to the right in X whenever i ⩽ 0 and j > 0 and extended by linearity (see, e.g., [50] for an axiomatic description). Using this, we define the current operators as J_k := ∑ i∈Z :ψ_iψ^∗_{i+k}: = ∑ i∈Z :ψ_{i−k}ψ^∗_i : and also can be constructed by

(5) J_k = res_{z=0} ( z^{k−1}:ψ(z)ψ^∗(z): ) = ∮ γ z^k:ψ(z)ψ^∗(z): dz 2πiz = ∑ i,j ∮ γ z^{i−j+k}:ψ_iψ^∗_j : dz 2πiz , where γ is considered as a counterclockwise oriented circle around ∞. Here, we treat the contour integral as a formal operator, but it will match any expectation values that we will want to compute. We note that J_k|∅⟩_m = 0 and_m⟨∅|J_{−k} for all k > 0 and m ∈ Z, and for k ≠ 0, we can consider J_k as changing the position of a particle by −k in all possible ways. Furthermore, J^∗_k = J_{−k}.

The current operator J_0 is special, and this is the only current operator where we need to use the normal ordering. Indeed, from the normal ordering, the operator J_0 operator is well-defined acting on F as for all j we have

:ψ_iψ^∗_j : = −:ψ^∗_j ψ_i: = { −ψ^∗_j ψ_i if i ⩽ 0, ψ_iψ^∗_j if i > 0, and J_0|η⟩ = m|η⟩ for any |η⟩ ∈ F_m; in particular J_0|λ⟩_m = m|λ⟩_m for all partitions λ. We also remark that_m⟨λ|J_0 = m ·_m⟨λ| for all partitions λ. Thus Equation (5) allows us to also define the boson field as J(z) := ∑ k∈Z J_kz^{−k} = :ψ(z)ψ^∗(z):. To further emphasize the link between our normal ordering and the vacuum |∅⟩, we note :ψ(z)ψ^∗(w): = ψ(z)ψ^∗(w) − ⟨∅|ψ(z)ψ^∗(w)|∅⟩, (6a) :ψ^∗(w)ψ(z): = ψ^∗(w)ψ(z) − ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w)ψ(z)|∅⟩, (6b)

as well as the identities ⟨∅|ψ(z)ψ^∗(w)|∅⟩ = z z − w , :ψ(z)ψ^∗(w): = ψ(z)ψ^∗(w) + z z − w , ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w)ψ(z)|∅⟩ = z w − z , :ψ^∗(w)ψ(z): = −:ψ(z)ψ^∗(w):, [J_k, ψ(z)] = z^kψ(z), [J_k, ψ^∗(z)] = −z^kψ^∗(z). We require |w| < |z| (resp. |z| < |w|) for the top (resp. middle) left equalities to hold as functions as otherwise the left hand side would not converge. Consequently, we have

(7) [ψ(z), ψ^∗(w)]_+ = :ψ(z)ψ^∗(w): + z z − w + :ψ^∗(w)ψ(z): + z w − z = z z − w + z w − z = δ(w/z), where δ(ζ) = ∑ k∈Z(ζ)^k is the formal δ distribution (or the delta function). We remark that the formal δ distribution satisfies f(z)δ(w/z) = f(w)δ(w/z) for any function f. Note that if we naïvely simplified the last step, we would obtain 0, but we have mutually exclusive conditions on the absolute values of z and w.

Next, the current operators generate the (infinite dimensional) Heisenberg Lie algebra H as they satisfy the relations [J_k, J_ℓ] = kδ_{k,−ℓ} · 1, where 1 is the identity element in the Clifford algebra. The universal enveloping algebra of the Heisenberg Lie algebra is the (differential) Weyl algebra W for the polynomial ring B = C [s^± ; p], where p = (p_1, p_2, · · · ). We consider the polynomial ring as Z-graded B = ⨁ m∈Z B_m defined by B_m := q^mC [p]. This isomorphism Φ is realized by, for k > 0, mapping J_{−k} → p_k, J_k → k ∂ ∂p_k , J_0 → s ∂ ∂s , Σ → s. This is also another minor difference with [1, 50] as they map J_{−k} →^1_k p_k and J_k →^∂_{∂pk} , which will also impact some of our formulas below.

Thus, we can now state the boson-fermion correspondence, which says that F is isomorphic to the natural W-representation on the polynomial ring B, which is known as the bosonic Fock space, under the map |U⟩ → ∑ k∈Z k⟨∅|e^{H+(p)}|U⟩ · s^k, where H_±(p) := ∞∑ k=1 p_k k J_{±k} are referred to as the Hamiltonians. To see the inverse map and the C-action on B, we first note that we can write (8) ψ(z) = e^{H−(z)}z^{J0} Σe^{−H+(z−1)}, ψ^∗(z) = e^{−H−(z)}Σ^{−1}z^{−J0} e^{H+(z−1)}, where we use the shorthand H_±(z) := H_±(z, z^2, z^3, · · · ). The fermion fields transform under the boson-fermion correspondence to an (operator) action on B given by the vertex operators

X(z) = e^{H−(z)}z^Qse^{−H+(z−1)} = exp (_∞ ∑ k=1 p_k k z^k ) z^Qs exp (_∞ ∑ k=1 ∂ ∂p_k z^{−k} ) ,

X^∗(w) = e^{−H−(w)}s^{−1}w^{−Q}e^{H +(w−1)} = exp (_∞ ∑ k=1 − p_k k w^k ) s^{−1}w^{−Q} exp (_∞ ∑ k=1 ∂ ∂p_k w^{−k} ) , where Q = s^∂_{∂s} and H_± is the image under Φ of H_±.

If we expand the vertex operators into Fourier modes X(z) = ∑ i∈Z X_iz^i and X^∗(w) = ∑ i∈Z X^∗_i w^i, then the action of ψ_i and ψ^∗_i corresponds to X_i and X^∗_i , respectively. We can see this correspondence as

(9) ξ(p; p^′) := [H_+(p), H_−(p^′)] = ∞∑ k=1 1 k p_kp^′_k, where p^′ = (p^′_1, p^′_2, · · · ), and the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff (BCH) formula implies (10) e^{H+(p)}e^{H−(p′)} = e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{H−(p′)}e^{H+(p)}, and similarly for the images under Φ. In particular, if we take

p_k = p_k(x/y) = ∞∑ i=1 x^k_i − (−y_i)^k to be the powersum supersymmetric function^1 and p^′_k(z) = z^k, then we have (11) e^{ξ(p;z1,z2,··· )} = ∞∏ i=1 1 + y_iz 1 − x_iz . There is another way of interpreting (8) coming from the Weyl algebra W. To do so, we need to describe the boson normal ordering^∗X^∗ , which is given by moving all of the creation boson operators J_k in X to the left and annihilation boson operators J_{−k} to the right. Note that since the boson operators (nearly) commute with each other (as opposed to nearly skew commute like the fermions), we simply treat boson elements as commutative within the boson normal ordering sign. Furthermore, it is different than the normal ordering :F : that we used for the fermions (i.e., the Clifford algebra elements). Let K := ln Σ, and this is canonically conjugate to J_0, which means it satisfies [J_i, K] = δ_{i0}. Hence, we can define the chiral boson field ϕ(z) := H_−(z) + K + J_0 ln z − H_+(z), and therefore pulling back the vertex operators yield

(12) ψ(z) =^∗e^{ϕ(z) ∗} , ψ^∗(z) =^∗e^{−ϕ(z) ∗} , z ∂ ∂z ϕ(z) = J(z). 1If we use standard plethystic notation then p_k(x/y) = p_k[x − (−1)y]; see, e.g., [45].

4. The deformed fermions and operators In this section, we define (α, β)-deformed versions of the fermion fields, current operators, and shift operator. Our proofs will largely follow the computations in [1, 50], where our main goal is to construct vertex operator descriptions of our deformed fermion fields. We will refer to the α = β = 0 specialization (that is, we set α_j = β_j = 0 for all j ∈ Z) as the classical case as all our formulas will reduce to those in Section 3.

4.1. Deformed fermion fields. We begin by defining the deformed fermion fields simply by using the shifted powers in place of the usual powers in the fermion fields: ψ(z|α; β) = ∑ i∈Z z (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ψ_i ψ^∗(w|α; β) = ∑ j∈Z (1 − α_j β_j) (w; α)^{j−1} (w|β)^j ψ^∗_j . One might be curious about the extra factor of z in ψ(z|α); this is just to make our formulas match the classical formulas in Section 3. This could also be considered as coming from our choice of the origin for |∅⟩_0.

We first want to show that the deformed fermion fields satisfy the same vacuum expectation that the usual fermion fields. Proposition 4.1. Assume that

(z; α)^{n+1}(w|β)^{n+1} (z|β)^{n+1}(w; α)^{n+1} n→∞ −−−→ 0, resp. (z|β)^{n+1}(w; α)^{n+1} (z; α)^{n+1}(w|β)^{n+1} n→∞ −−−→ 0, then we have ⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β)|∅⟩ = z z − w , ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w|α; β)ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩ = z w − z , respectively, as functions C^2 → C .

Proof. We prove the first formula. Using the fact that ⟨∅|ψ_iψ^∗_j |∅⟩ = δ_{ij} for i, j ⩽ 0 and ψ^∗_j |∅⟩ = 0 for j > 0, we have ⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β)|∅⟩ = ∞∑ k=0 z (z|β)^{−k−1} (z; α)^{−k} (1 − α_{−k}β_{−k}) (w; α)^{−k−1} (w|β)^{−k} = ∞∑ k=0 z(z; τ^{−k}α)^k (z|τ^{−k−1}β)^{k+1} (1 − α_{−k}β_{−k}) (w|τ^{−k}β)^k (w; τ^{−k−1}α)^{k+1} = 1 1 − w/z lim n→+∞ [ 1 − (z; α)^{n+1} (z|β)^{n+1} (w|β)^{n+1} (w; α)^{n+1} ]

= z z − w . Note that in the calculations, we used Corollary 2.2. The proof of the second formula is mutatis mutandis. □ Remark 4.2. From this point forward, unless otherwise noted, we will not use our analytic assumptions in any of our proofs. In other words, all of our results follow if we assume the validity of the vacuum expectation formulas in Proposition 4.1. We will generally omit this assumption from our theorems.

We can define deformed creation and annihilation operators by using the expansions ψ(z|α; β) = ∑ i∈Z ψ^{(α;β)}_i z^i, ψ^∗(w|α; β) = ∑ j∈Z ψ^{∗(α;β)} j w^{−j}. We claim that the algebra generated by {ψ^{(α;β)}_i , ψ^{∗(α;β)}_i | i ∈ Z} is isomorphic to C. To do so, we need to show the canonical anticommutation relations, which in terms of the deformed fermion fields are [ψ(z|α; β), ψ(w|α; β)]_+ = [ψ^∗(z|α; β), ψ^∗(w|α; β)]_+ = 0, (13a) [ψ(z|α; β), ψ^∗(w|α; β)]_+ = δ(w/z). (13b) If we rewrite (13) in terms of the Fourier mode expansions, then we have

[ψ^{(α;β)}_i , ψ^{(α;β)}_j ]_+ = [ψ^{∗(α;β)}_i , ψ^{∗(α;β)}_j ]_+ = 0, [ψ^{(α;β)}_i , ψ^{∗(α;β)}_j ]_+ = δ_{ij} , for all i, j ∈ Z. The proof of (13a) is immediate from the definition of ψ(z|α; β) (resp. ψ^∗(w|α; β)) involving only skew-commuting generators of C. To show (13b), we use (6) and :ψ(z)ψ^∗(w): = −:ψ^∗(w)ψ(z): to see (14) [ψ(z|α; β), ψ^∗(w|α; β)]_+ = ⟨∅|ψ(z)ψ^∗(w)|∅⟩ + ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w)ψ(z)|∅⟩ As in the computation of (7), if we naïvely apply Proposition 4.1 in (14), then we would get 0. Yet we cannot do this since the analytic conditions are opposing (specifically, both cannot hold at the same time). However, if we expand the right hand sides in C [[w/z]] and C [[z/w]], respectively, and consider everything as formal distributions in C [[w^{±1} , z^{±1}]], then we clearly obtain the δ distribution, yielding (13b).

Our next goal is to show that the analogous definition of the current operators from (5) also produce a representation of the Heisenberg Lie algebra H. Hence, we define the deformed boson field by J(z|α; β) := :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(z|α; β):, which we then subsequently use to define the deformed current operators as the Fourier expansion (15) J(z|α; β) = ∑ k∈Z J^{(α;β)}_k z^{−k}. Proposition 4.3. We have [J(w|α; β), ψ(z|α; β)] = δ(w/z)ψ(z|α; β), [J(z|α; β), ψ^∗(w|α; β)] = −δ(z/w)ψ^∗(w|α; β). Moreover, we have [J^{(α;β)}_k , ψ(z|α; β)] = z^kψ(z|α; β), [J^{(α;β)}_k , ψ^∗(w|α; β)] = −w^kψ^∗(w|α; β). Proof. We only provide a proof of the first formula as the proof for the second is similar. To prove the first formula, we first compute [:ψ(w|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β):, ψ(z|α; β)] = [ ψ(w|α; β)ψ^∗(x|α; β) + w w − ζ , ψ(z|α; β) ]

= ψ(w|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β)ψ(z|α; β) − ψ(z|α; β)ψ(w|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β) = δ(ζ/z)ψ(z|α; β) by using Equation (6a) with Proposition 4.1 and (13). The first formula follows by taking the limit ζ → w. □

Theorem 4.4. We have [J(w|α; β), J(z|α; β)] = z∂_z δ(w/z). Moreover, the Lie algebra generated by {J^{(α;β)}_k | k ∈ Z} is isomorphic to H with the deformed current operators satisfying the Heisenberg relations [J^{(α;β)}_k , J^{(α;β)}_ℓ ] = kδ_{k,−ℓ} for all k, ℓ ∈ Z.

Proof. We begin by computing [J(w|α; β), :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β):] = [ J(w|α; β), ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β) + ζ z − ζ ]

= [J(w|α; β), ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β)] = ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) ) ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β) = ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) ) :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β): + z ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) ) z − ζ , where we have used the identity [A, BC] = [A, B]C + B[A, C], Equation (6a) with Proposition 4.1, and Proposition 4.3. Now when we take the limit ζ → z, the first resulting term becomes ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) ) :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(ζ|α; β):^{ζ→z}−−→ ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/z) ) J(z|α; β) = 0. Thus, to finish the proof we claim that lim_{ζ→z} z ( δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) ) z − ζ = z lim_{ζ→z} δ(w/z) − δ(w/ζ) z − ζ = z∂_z δ(w/z). The first equality follows from the fact we consider z to be a constant (i.e., we consider ζ as the variable). The second is the definition of the derivative. □

In order to describe the action of the deformed current operators J^{(α;β)}_k on the vacuum vectors, we need a more explicit description. First, we are required to set some additional notation. The elementary symmetric functions and homogeneous symmetric functions are e_k(−α_{(i,j)}) = e_k(−α_{i+1}, · · · , −α_{j−1}) = (−1)^k ∑ i<i_1<···<i_k<j α_{i1} · · · α_{ik} , (16a)

h_k(β_{[i,j]}) = h_k(β_i, · · · , β_j ) = ∑ i⩽i_1⩽···⩽i_k⩽j β_{i1} · · · β_{ik} . (16b)

For more on symmetric functions, see e.g., [47, 62].

For k > 0, define for i ≠ j A^k_{ij} = (1 − α_j β_j) ∑ r−s=j−i−k e_r(−α_{(i,j)})h_s(β_{[i,j]}), (17a) A^k_{ii} = β^k_i , (17b) A^{−k}_{ij} = (1 − α_j β_j) ∑ r−s=j−i+k h_r(α_{[j,i]})e_s(−β_{(j,i)}), (17c) A^{−k}_{ii} = α^k_i , (17d) and finally for all i, j, define A^0_{ij} = δ_{ij}. Note that (17a) (resp. (17c)) is 0 whenever j < i (resp. j > i) since h_r(0) = e_s(0) = 0 (i.e., with no variables) for all r, s > 0. Furthermore, (17b) agrees with (17a) except for the (1 − α_jβ_j ) factor (and similarly for A^{−k}_{ij} ). We give a unified contour integral formula for the values A^k_{ij} for all k. Lemma 4.5. For all i, j, k ∈ Z, we have

(18) A^k_{ij} = ∮ γ z^{1−k}(1 − α_jβ_j ) (z|σ^iα)^{j−i−1} (z; σ^{i−1}β)^{j−i+1} dz 2πiz , where γ is a counterclockwise circle centered at 0 of radius |α_i| < r < |β^{−1}_j | for all i and j. Proof. We first show the claim for k > 0 by rewriting Equation (17a) as an integral: A^k_{ij} = ∮ γ z^{j−i−k}(1 − α_j β_j) j−1∏ m=i+1 (1 − α_mz^{−1}) j∏ n=i (1 − β_nz)^{−1} dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1−k}(1 − α_j β_j) j−1∏ m=i+1 (z − α_m) j∏ n=i (1 − β_nz)^{−1} dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1−k}(1 − α_j β_j) (z|σ^iα)^{j−i−1} (z; σ^{i−1}β)^{j−i+1} dz 2πiz . Note that when j < i, then there are no zeros outside the contour (including at z = ∞). Hence, we can shrink the contour to the point at z = ∞ (i.e., via substituting z → z^{−1}) and so this contour integral is 0. This matches Equation (17a).

We have a similar computation from Equation (17c): A^{−k}_{ij} = ∮ γ z^{j−i+k}(1 − α_j β_j) i−1∏ m=j+1 (1 − β_mz^{−1}) i∏ n=j (1 − α_nz)^{−1} dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1+k}(1 − α_j β_j) i−1∏ m=j+1 (z − β_m) i∏ n=j (1 − α_nz)^{−1} dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1+k}(1 − α_j β_j) (z|σ^iα)^{j−i−1} (z; σ^{i−1}β)^{j−i+1} dz 2πiz . Note that when j > i, then there are no poles, and so this contour integral is 0 as in Equation (17c).

For the claim at k = 0, then Proposition 2.3 yields

A^0_{ij} = δ_{ij} = ∮ γ (1 − α_j β_j ) (z|σ^iα)^{j−i−1} (z; σ^{i−1}β)^{j−i+1} dz 2πi . The validity of (17b) and (17d) are shown analogously to the k = 0 proof. □

Disregarding the (1 − α_j β_j ) factor, the formulas in (17) are the plythesm-equse formulas used in [26, 27, 31] (with (18) being their contour integral formulas that appeared in [31, Sec. 4.8]). Additionally, note that we do not require our contour to be a circle, but instead it only needs to contain 0 and all α_i but not contain any β^{−1}_j .

Proposition 4.6. We have

(19) J^{(α;β)}_k = ∑ i,j A^k_{ij} :ψ_iψ^∗_j :. Proof. We can restrict ourselves to the coefficient of :ψ_iψ^∗_j : in :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(z|α; β): since they are linearly independent in C. Hence, we want to show the resulting coefficient is equal to A^k_{ij} , and by linearity, we obtain ∮ γ z^{−k}(1 − α_jβ_j )z (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i (z; α)^{j−1} (z|β)^j dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1−k}(1 − α_j β_j) (z; σ^iα)^{j−i−1} (z|σ^{i−1}β)^{j−i+1} dz 2πiz , which is precisely Equation (18). □

We define the deformed Hamiltonians as in the classical case except using the deformed current operators:

H_±(p|α; β) := ∞∑ k=1 p_k k J^{(α;β)}_{±k} . From Proposition 4.3 and linearity, we have [H_±(p|α; β), ψ(z|α; β)] = ∞∑ k=1 p_k k z^{±k}ψ(z|α; β), (20a)

[H_±(p|α; β), ψ^∗(z|α; β)] = − ∞∑ k=1 p_k k z^{±k}ψ^∗(z|α; β). (20b)

Furthermore, the analog of (10) also holds for the deformed Hamiltonians: (21) e^{H±(p|α;β)}e^{H∓(p′|α;β)} = e^{±ξ(p;p′)}e^{H∓(p′|α;β)}e^{H±(p|α;β)}. By [1, Eq. (2.4)] (see also, e.g., [22, Prop. 3.35]), we have that the deformed current operators are eigenfunctions under the adjoint action of the (deformed) half vertex operators e^{H±(p|α;β)}. Note that the function ξ(p; p^′) defined in (9) does not change when using the deformed current operators. For brevity, set ξ(p; z) := ξ(p; z, z^2, · · · ).

Theorem 4.7. We have e^{H±(p|α;β)}ψ(z|α; β)e^{−H±(p|α;β)} = e^{ξ(p;z±1)}ψ(z|α; β), e^{H±(p|α;β)}ψ^∗(w|α; β)e^{−H±(p|α;β)} = e^{−ξ(p;w±1)}ψ^∗(w|α; β).

4.2. Deformed shift operators. Next, we introduce the deformed shift operator as the unique operator Σ_{(α;β)} that sends F_m → ^F_{m+1} (for all m) with the property (22) Σ_{(α;β)}ψ(z|α; β)Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = z^{−1}ψ(z|α; β), Σ_{(α;β)}ψ^∗(w|α; β)Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = wψ^∗(w|α; β),

with an explicit action on the shifted vacuums that we will define later in (30). This will allow us to evaluate every matrix coefficient_m⟨μ|Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_ℓ (hence, defining the operator as per Remark 3.1) and give a normalization. We begin by introducing an “automorphism” ϕ of C given by (23) ϕ: ψ(z|α; β) → z^{−1}ψ(z|α; β), ψ^∗(w|α; β) → wψ^∗(w|α; β). Indeed, this is an isomorphism of C onto its image since the images of the fermion fields still satisfy the commutation relations (13): [z^{−1}ψ(z|α; β), w^{−1}ψ(w|α; β)]_+ = [zψ^∗(z|α; β), wψ^∗(w|α; β)]_+ = 0, (24a) [z^{−1}ψ(z|α; β), wψ^∗(w|α; β)]_+ = w z · δ(w/z) = δ(w/z). (24b)

However, by equating coefficients of z^k and w^k, we obtain infinite sums of elements in C. Thus, we first analyze the situation under the following assumption.

Provisional Assumption 4.8. We will assume that α_i = 0 for i ≪ 0 and β_i = 0 for i ≫ 0.

Under this assumption, ϕ is a genuine automorphism of C, which likewise induces an automorphism of its representation on F. Next, we show that this automorphism ϕ is inner in the sense that (25) ϕ(ξ) = Σ_{(α;β)}ξΣ^{−1}_{(α;β)} as operators on F for ξ ∈ C. Thus we proceed under Proposition Assumption 4.8 for this discussion, and then we describe how this assumption may be removed.

We describe the action of ϕ on the Clifford algebra generators explicitly. Proposition 4.9. For all i ∈ Z, we have

ϕ(ψ_i) = α_iψ_i + (1 − α_iβ_i) ∞∑ j=0 (_j ∏ k=1 −β_{i+k} ) ψ_{i+j+1}, (26a)

ϕ^{−1}(ψ_i) = β_iψ_i + (1 − α_iβ_i) ∞∑ j=0 (_j ∏ k=1 −α_{i−k} ) ψ_{i−j−1}, (26b)

ϕ(ψ^∗_i ) = β_iψ^∗_i + ∞∑ j=0 (_j ∏ k=1 −α_{i+k} ) (1 − α_{i+j+1}β_{i+j+1})ψ^∗_{i+j+1},

(26c)

ϕ^{−1}(ψ^∗_i ) = α_iψ^∗_i + ∞∑ j=0 (_j ∏ k=1 −β_{i−k} ) (1 − α_{i−j−1}β_{i−j−1})ψ^∗_{i−j−1}. (26d)

Proof. We first prove (26a). To do so, we first note that by using the definition of the shifted powers, we have ∑ i∈Z z (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ϕ(ψ_i) = ∑ i∈Z (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ψ_i = ∑ i∈Z ( α_i z(z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i + (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^{i−1} ) ψ_i = ∑ i∈Z ( α_i z(z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i + z(z|β)^{i−2} (z; α)^{i−1} − β_{i−1} (z|β)^{i−2} (z; α)^{i−1} ) ψ_i. Now we can repeat this for the^{(z|β)i−2}_{(z;α)i−1} term, yielding a recursive formula for the coefficient of^{z(z|β)j−1} (z;α)^j ψi for all j ⩽ i. By equating the z(z|β)^{i−1} (z;α)^i terms on both sides, we obtain (26a).

For (26b), we obtain the recursive formula ∑ i∈Z z (z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ϕ^{−1}(ψ_i) = ∑ i∈Z z^2(z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ψ_i = ∑ i∈Z ( z (z|β)^i (z; α)^i + β_i z(z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ) ψ_i = ∑ i∈Z ( β_i z(z|β)^{i−1} (z; α)^i + z (z|β)^i (z; α)^{i+1} − α_{i+1} z^2(z|β)^i (z; α)^{i+1} ) ψ_i, and the result follows as before. The proofs of (26c) and (26d) are similar. □

We will provisionally assume that Σ_{(α;β)} can be defined and apply it to a vector. We will heuristically deduce a formula that we can then take to be the definition. Note that since the ψ_i anticommute, they generate an exterior algebra, and writing (27) |λ⟩_m = ψ_{m+λ1} ψ_{m−1+λ2} · · · |∅⟩_{−∞},_m⟨λ| =_{−∞}⟨∅| · · · ψ^∗_{m−2+λ3} ψ^∗_{m−1+λ2} ψ^∗_{m+λ1} is a suggestive way of modeling the fermionic Fock space within the Clifford algebra. This is a useful heuristic, though to obtain a rigorous result we will have to analyze some determinantal formulas that arise from it, and show that the seemingly infinite determinants that arise are essentially finite and can be evaluated.

Thus we begin by proceeding formally and heuristically under the assumption that Σ_{(α;β)} exists and that it stabilizes the fictional ur-vacuum |∅⟩_{−∞}. Let us begin with the vacuum |∅⟩_m = ψ_mψ_{m−1}ψ_{m−2} · · · |∅⟩_{−∞}, though the same method of analysis applies to |λ⟩_m. We move Σ_{(α;β)} past each ψ_i, interpreting the resulting conjugation as the application of ϕ by (25), using the explicit commutation relations from Proposition 4.9.

Remembering that the ψ_i generate an exterior algebra and that ϕ is an automorphism of it, we obtain an identity of the form

Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_m = ∑ λ∈P det [ η^{(m−i)} λ_{j+1}+i−j+1 ]_∞ i,j=0 · |λ⟩_{m+1}, (28a) m⟨∅|Σ_{(α;β)} = ∑ λ∈P det [ η^{(m−i)}_{λj+1+i−j+1} ]_∞ i,j=0 ·_{m−1}⟨λ|, (28b) where ϕ(ψ_m) = ∑_∞ k=0 η^{(m)}_k ψ_{m+k} and ϕ^{−1}(ψ^∗_m) = ∑_∞ k=0 η^{(m)}_k ψ^∗_{m−k}, with the coefficients η or η coming from Proposition 4.9.

These determinants are, a posteriori, infinite but in fact they are finite determinants as follows. Starting with the case where λ = ∅, we will show that actually det [ η^{(m−i)} i−j+1 ]_∞ i,j=0 = det [ η^{(m−i)}_{i−j+1} ]_∞ i,j=0 = 1.

Written out in matrix form, the first determinant looks like

(29)

(1 − α_mβ_m) α_m 0 · · · −β_m(1 − α_{m−1}β_{m−1}) (1 − α_{m−1}β_{m−1}) α_{m−1} 0 · · · β_mβ_{m−1}(1 − α_{m−2}β_{m−2}) −β_{m−1}(1 − α_{m−2}β_{m−2}) (1 − α_{m−2}β_{m−2}) α_{m−2} 0 . . . . . . . .. ... . On the Provisional Assumption 4.8, the α_i are eventually zero for i ≪ 0 so this has the form ( A 0 B D )

where A is a finite matrix, and B, D are infinite but D is lower triangular with 1’s on the diagonal. Thus the determinant should be interpreted as det(A), a finite determinant.^2 Now we claim that det(A) = 1. Indeed, if we add β_{m−j} times the (j + 1)-th column to the j-th column, we get the j-th standard basis vector for the j-th column (that is, the j-th column is 0 except for a 1 in the j-th row). The second determinant follows similarly.

Now suppose that ℓ(λ) = 1. Thus λ = (k) for some k ⩾ 1. Now the determinant is the same as (29) except that the first column is multiplied by (−1)^kβ_{m+1} · · · β_{m+k−1}. Therefore in this case, the determinant is equal to this constant. If ℓ(λ) > 1, it is easy to see from (26) that the first column will be a scalar multiple of the second column (more precisely, the factor will be (−1)^{λ1−λ2} ∏_{λ1−λ2} k=0 β_{m+λ1 +k}). Therefore, the determinant will be 0. Hence we have formally derived the formulas

Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_m := ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^kβ_{m+1}β_{m+2} · · · β_{m+k} · |k⟩_{m+1}, (30a)

m⟨∅|Σ_{(α;β)} := ∞∑ k=0 α_mα_{m−1} · · · α_{m−k+1} ·_{m−1}⟨1^k|, (30b)

and we take these as the definition of the action of Σ_{(α;β)} on shifted (dual) vacuums.

The same analysis applies to Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m and_m⟨λ|Σ_{(α;β)}: these may be reduced to a determinant by the same formal procedure starting with (27). Applying Σ_{(α;β)} to such a vector and heuristically moving the shift operator past the ψ_i will produce a determinant that is the same as (29) except for finitely many rows, and which is essentially a finite determinant, at least under Provisional Assumption 4.8.

The procedure by which we have defined Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m and_m⟨λ|Σ_{(α;β)} by applying the Clifford automorphism ϕ to the formal expressions (27) and extending ϕ(|∅⟩_{−∞}) = |∅⟩_{−∞} guarantees that (25) is satisfied. Therefore we obtain (22).

Now we would like to remove the Provisional Assumption 4.8. Note that this assumption implies that the sums (30) and corresponding expressions for Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m are finite sums so that the operator takes F_m into F_{m+1}. Without this assumption, this is not strictly true:

2Such matrices form a group with the determinant being a 1 dimensional representation.

the operator would take F_m into a formal completion of F_{m+1}. This is harmless in the sense that if λ and μ are fixed, then only finitely many terms in this infinite sum contribute to any m+1⟨μ|Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m (recall that_ℓ⟨μ|Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m = 0 for all ℓ ≠ m + 1). Moreover only finitely many α_i and β_i are involved in this expression. This type of behavior is typical in Fock space manipulations, so Provisional Assumption 4.8 can be dispensed with.

Example 4.10. We directly verify that the action of Σ_{(α;β)} respects the relation |∅⟩_m = ψ_m|∅⟩_{m−1} by first applying our definitions to obtain

Σ_{(α;β)}ψ_m|∅⟩_{m−1} = (1 − α_mβ_m) ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j j∏ i=1 β_{m+i}ψ_{m+j+1}Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_{m−1} + α_mψ_mΣ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_{m−1} = (1 − α_mβ_m) ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j j∏ i=1 β_{m+i}ψ_{m+j+1} ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k k−1∏ i=0 β_{m+i}|k⟩_m

+ α_mψ_m ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k k−1∏ i=0 β_{m+i}|k⟩_m. Therefore, we can group this together into a sum over partitions λ with ℓ(λ) ⩽ 2. In the double sum, we note that any λ with ℓ(λ) = 2 will occur twice with opposite signs coming from ψ_{m+λ1 +1}|λ_2⟩_m = −ψ_{m+λ2 +1}|λ_1⟩_m. Hence, we then have

Σ_{(α;β)}ψ_m|∅⟩_{m−1} = (1 − α_mβ_m) ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j j∏ i=1 β_{m+i}|j⟩_{m+1} + α_m ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k k∏ i=0 β_{m+i}|k⟩_{m+1}, where the single summation simplifies by noting ψ_m|k⟩_m = (δ_{km} − 1)|k − 1⟩_{m+1} and shifting the indices. Thus it is now easy to see that this equals Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_m as given by (30a).

Therefore, (22) and (30) completely determine Σ_{(α;β)} as we can construct all of its matrix elements_m⟨μ|Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_ℓ. In particular, we have the following.

Corollary 4.11. We have m+1⟨∅|Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = δ_{mℓ}. The construction of Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} on the (dual) shifted vacuums in done analogously. As an alternative way to see that Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} exists, we note that

Σ_{(α;β)}|λ⟩_m = |λ⟩_{m+1} + ∑ μ∈P |μ|>|λ| C^μ_λ · |μ⟩_{m+1}, (31a)

m⟨λ|Σ_{(α;β)} =_{m−1}⟨λ| + ∑ μ∈P |μ|>|λ| C^μ_λ ·_{m−1}⟨μ|. (31b)

Therefore, restricting Σ_{(α;β)} to a map from F_m → F_{m+1} is clearly an upper triangular (infinite) matrix with 1 along the diagonal, and hence the matrix is invertible. Since such matrices uniquely determine elements in C, we have Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} exists.

We show that the deformed shift operator essentially commutes with the deformed current operators, analogous to the classical case.

Lemma 4.12. We have

Σ_{(α;β)} :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β): Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = w z ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β) − z z − w , where we consider expansions in C [[w/z]] or equivalently |w/z| < 1.

Proof. This follows from the definition of the normal ordering (6)and (22). □ Proposition 4.13. We have Σ_{(α;β)}J(z|α; β)Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = J(z|α; β) − 1. Moreover, [J^{(α;β)}_k , Σ_{(α;β)}] = 0 for all k ≠ 0.

Proof. We note that^w_{z−w} −^z_{z−w} = −1 ∈ C [[w/z]], and so by Lemma 4.12 the result follows analogously to the classical case. Indeed, we compute

Σ_{(α;β)}J(z|α; β)Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = Σ_{(α;β)} :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(z|α; β): Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} = lim_{w→z} w z ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β) − z z − w = lim_{w→z} w z ( :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β): + z z − w ) − z z − w = lim_{w→z} w z :ψ(z|α; β)ψ^∗(w|α; β): − 1 = J(z|α; β) − 1 by Equation (15), Lemma 4.12, and Equation (6a). □ Finally, we show that K^{(α;β)} := ln Σ_{(α;β)} is the canonically conjugate element to J^{(α;β)}_0 , analogous to the classical case. We remark that our choice of overall scalar for Σ_{(α;β)} in defining its action on the shifted vacuums was used in Lemma 4.12.

Corollary 4.14. The operator K^{(α;β)} is the canonically conjugate element to J^{(α;β)}_0 ; that is, [J^{(α;β)}_k , K^{(α;β)}] = δ_{k0}.

Proof. Proposition 4.13 implies Σ_{(α;β)}e^{J(z|α;β)} = e^{J(z|α;β)−1}Σ_{(α;β)} = e^{−1}e^{J(z|α;β)}Σ_{(α;β)}, Therefore, if we write Σ_{(α;β)} = e^{K(α;β)} , the BCH formula yields the claim. □ 4.3. Deformed vertex operators. Our next goal is to construct a vertex operator realization of the deformed fermion fields. In preparation for this, we need to understand how the deformed current operators act on the vacuums and the dual vacuums (of charge m). From Proposition 4.6, we can easily compute the action of the deformed current operators on the vacuum elements. For brevity, we define Δ_m(k|α) := ∑ 0<j⩽m α^k_j − ∑ m<j⩽0 α^k_j , and we note that at most one of the sums is nonzero. For future use, we also define

Λ_m(p|α) := ∞∑ k=1 p_k k Δ_m(k|α).

Corollary 4.15. For k > 0, we have J^{(α;β)}_k |∅⟩_m = Δ_m(k|β) · |∅⟩_m,_m⟨∅|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} = Δ_m(k|α) ·_m⟨∅|, and J^{(α)}_0 = J_0 with J^{(α)}_0 |λ⟩_m = m|λ⟩_m for any partition λ. Moreover, e^{H+(p|α;β)}|∅⟩_m = e^{Λm(p|β)} · |∅⟩_m, (32a) m⟨∅|e^{H−(p|α;β)} = e^{Λm(p|α)} ·_m⟨∅|. (32b)

Proof. Consider J^{(α;β)}_k |∅⟩_m. Note that we must have j ⩾ i for A^k_{ij} ≠ 0, and hence only the action of A^k_{ii} :ψ_iψ^∗_i : can give a nonzero result. Therefore, the result follows from the definition of the normal order (analogous to how J_0|λ⟩_m = m). In more detail, if i > 0, then we would have A^k_{ii}ψ_iψ^∗_i |∅⟩_m, which is 0 if i > m and A^k_{ii}|∅⟩_m otherwise. On the other hand, for i < 0, then this is −A^k_{ii}ψ^∗_i ψ_i|∅⟩_m, which is −A^k_{ii}|∅⟩_m if i > m and 0 otherwise.

The proof for_m⟨∅|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} is similar. Immediate from the definition of the deformed Hamiltonians, we obtain (32). □

Note that J^{(α;β)}_k |∅⟩_m ≠ 0 and_m⟨∅|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} ≠ 0 for all m ≠ 0 and all k > 0 in contrast to the classical α = β = 0 case.

Lemma 4.16. Set p_k = x^k − (−y)^k. As a formal power series in C [β][[x, y]], the coefficient in (32) becomes

(33) e^{Λm(p|β)} = ∏ 0<j⩽m 1+β_j y 1−β_j x if m > 0, ∏ m<j⩽0 1−β_j x 1+β_j y if m ⩽ 0.

Proof. Setting p_k = p_k(x/y) = x^k − (−y)^k and using − log(1 − t) =

∑_1

k t^k we get

Λ_m(p|β) = ∞∑ k=1 ∑ 0<j⩽m 1 k (x^k − (−y)^k)β^k_j = ∑ 0<j⩽m log ( 1 + β_jy 1 − β_j x )

when m > 0 and

Λ_m(p|β) = − ∞∑ k=1 ∑ m<j⩽0 1 k (x^{−k} − (−y)^{−k})β^k_j = ∑ m<j⩽0 log ( 1 − β_j x 1 + β_jy )

when m ⩽ 0. □ In particular, for p_k = z^k, the coefficient in (32) becomes

(34) e^{Λm(z|α)} = ∏ m<j⩽0(1 − αjz) ∏ 0<j⩽m(1 − αjz) = 1 (z; α)^m . We can now prove our main result for this section, that the deformed fermion fields can be described as a vertex operator using the deformed current operators and deformed shift operator.

Theorem 4.17 (Fermion vertex operators). We have ψ(z|α; β) = e^{H−(z|α;β)}z^{J (α;β)0} Σ_{(α;β)}e^{−H+(z−1|α;β)}, (35a)

ψ^∗(w|α; β) = e^{−H−(w|α;β)}Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)}w^{−J (α;β)0} (1 − α_J (α;β)_0 β_J (α;β)_0 )e^{H+(w−1|α;β)}.

(35b)

Proof. Our proof is analogous to [1, Eq. (2.90)]. In more detail, we prove our claim by showing they agree for all matrix elements; that is m⟨μ|ψ(z|α; β)|λ⟩_ℓ =_m⟨μ|e^{H−(z|α;β)}z^{J (α;β)0} Σ_{(α;β)}e^{−H+(z−1|α;β)}|λ⟩_ℓ, m⟨μ|ψ^∗(w|α; β)|λ⟩_ℓ =_m⟨μ|e^{−H−(w|α;β)}Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)}(1 − α_J (α;β)_0 β_J (α;β)_0 )w^{−J (α;β)0} e^{H+(w−1|α;β)}|λ⟩_ℓ. We only prove the first identity as the proof for the second is similar. We claim every such pairing is generated from m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}, e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ, which we consider as a multivariate generating series in p and p^′. This claim follows from the classical setting as taking α = β = 0 results in nonzero linearly independent coefficients for each basis element |λ⟩_ℓ (which are the Schur functions) [32] (see also, e.g., [1, 38, 39, 50]).

Based on this, we compute m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ(z|α; β)e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)} ·_m⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)−ξ(p′;z−1)+ξ(p;p′)+Λm(p′|α)+Λℓ(p|α)} ·_m⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)−ξ(p′;z−1)+ξ(p;p′)+Λm(p′|α)+Λℓ(p|α)} z(z|β)^{m−1} (z; α)^m δ_{m,ℓ+1} by applying Theorem 4.7 twice, Equation (21), and Equations (32). On the other hand, we compute m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(z|α;β)}z^{J (α;β)0} Σ_{(α;β)}e^{−H+(z−1|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)−ξ(p′;z−1)+Λm(z|α)−Λℓ(z−1|β)} ·_m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}z^{J (α;β)0} Σ_{(α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)−ξ(p′;z−1)+Λm(p′|α)+Λm(p|β)}z^{ℓ+1}e^{Λm(z|α)}e^{−Λℓ(z−1|β)} ·_m⟨∅|Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ = e^{ξ(p;z)−ξ(p′;z−1)+ξ(p;p′)+Λm(p′|α)} z(z|β)^{m−1} (z; α)^m δ_{m,ℓ+1} by using Proposition 4.13, Equation (10), Equations (32), Equation (34), and Corollary 4.11. □ 4.4. Additional remarks. We conclude this section with some additional remarks and identities involving the deformed fermion fields. The first is that we almost have the analog of (4): (36) ( ψ(z|α; β) )_∗ = ηψ^∗(z^{−1}|β; α), ( ψ^∗(w|α; β) )_∗ = ηψ(w^{−1}|β; α), where we have to additionally apply the rescaling algebra morphism η defined by ψ_i → (1 − α_iβ_i)^{−1}ψ_i and ψ^∗_j → (1 − α_jβ_j )ψ^∗_j .

We could make our formulas more symmetric (and thus remove the η map) by applying the rescaling √ η. All of our results in this paper obviously hold using these adjoint operators since this is clearly an automorphism of the Clifford algebra. However, some of the formulas will change slightly. In particular, such rescaling will change our definition of the current operators, which we will see in the sequel that we have chosen to match a solvable lattice model given in [56]. It will also change the definition of the deformed shift operator Σ_{(α;β)}, and in the rescaled setting, we would have ~Σ^∗_{(α;β)} = ~Σ^{−1}_{(α;β)} (which is not quite true with our definition).

From (36), we also have the analog of the classical J^∗_k = J_{−k}. Corollary 4.18. For all k, we have

(37) ( J^{(α;β)}_k )_∗ = ηJ^{(β;α)}_{−k} . Proof. The claim follows by examining :ψ_iψ^∗_j : in J(z|α; β) and ( J(z|β; α) )_∗ . □ Alternative proof. We can see how the coefficients A^k_{ij} compare with A^{−k}_{ji} from (17) under the map that sends α → β and β → α. □ Next, we have the deformed version of (12) using the deformed chiral boson field: ϕ(z|α; β) := H_−(z|α; β) + K^{(α;β)} + J^{(α;β)}_0 ln z − H_+(z|α; β) (recall K^{(α;β)} = ln Σ_{(α;β)}), and Theorem 4.17 implies ψ(z|α; β) =^∗e^{ϕ(z|α;β) ∗} , ψ^∗(z|α; β) =^∗e^{−ϕ(z|α;β) ∗} , z ∂ ∂z ϕ(z|α; β) = J(z|α; β). Let us discuss how the classical shift operator Σ interacts with our deformed constructions.

We show that conjugation by the shift operator Σ essentially acts as in the classical case with additionally shifting the parameters (that is, applying the map σ^{−1}). Proposition 4.19. We have

Σψ(z|α; β)Σ^{−1} =

(z; σ^{−1}_α α) (z|σ^{−1}_β β) ψ(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β), Σψ^∗(w|α; β)Σ^{−1} = (w|σ^{−1}_β β) (w; σ^{−1}_α α) ψ^∗(w|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β). Proof. We compute using (2)

Σψ(z|α; β)Σ^{−1} = ∑ i∈Z z(z|α)^{i−1} (z; α)^i Σψ_iΣ^{−1} = ∑ i∈Z z(z|α)^{i−1} (z; α)^i ψ_{i+1} = ∑ i∈Z z(z|α)^{i−2} (z; α)^{i−1} ψ_i

= ∑ i∈Z (z|β)^{−1}(z|σ^{−1}_β β)^{i−1} (z; α)^{−1}(z; σ^{−1}_α α)^i ψ_i =

(z; σ^{−1}_α α) (z|σ^{−1}_β β) ψ(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β), and the second identity is shown similarly. □ Proposition 4.20. We have ΣJ(z|α; β)Σ^{−1} = J(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β) − ∞∑ k=1 α^k_0 z^k − ∞∑ k=1 β^k_0 z^{−k}. Proof. This is shown similar to the proof of Proposition 4.13 except we have (z; σ^{−1}_α α) (w; σ^{−1}_α α) (w|σ^{−1}_β β) (z|σ^{−1}_β β) z z − w − z z − w = (α_0β_0 − 1)z (1 − α_0w)(z − β_0) = α_0β_0 − 1 (1 − α_0w)(1 − β_0z^{−1}) , which we then expand as a formal power series in C [[w, z^{−1} ]]. Then we take the limit as w → z and collecting coefficients yields the claim as the series telescopes provided that lim_{n→∞}(α_0β_0)^n = 0.

Alternatively, we can prove it directly from J^{(α;β)}_k = ∑ i,j∈Z A k ij :ψ_iψ^∗_j : or expanding J(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β) = :ψ(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β)ψ^∗(z|σ^{−1}_α α; σ^{−1}_β β):

and being careful about the normal ordering. □ Indeed, for k > 0 we can see that ΣJ^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩_m = (J^{(σ−1α α;σ−1β β)} k − β^k_0 )|λ⟩_{m+1}, ΣJ^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩_m = (J^{(σ−1α α;σ−1β β)}_{−k} − α^k_0 )|λ⟩_{m+1}. 5. Deformed boson-fermion correspondences In this section, we will construct a deformed version of the boson-fermion correspondence using the deformed Hamiltonians and deformed (dual) shifted vacuums. We will see that the bosonic vertex operators are the same as in the classical case, but we will be considering the expansion into the appropriate shifted modes.

Throughout this section we denote Q := s^∂_{∂s} .

5.1. The deformed correspondence. From Theorem 4.4 with the BCH formula, Proposition 4.13, Corollary 4.15, and Theorem 4.17, we have the following deformation of the boson-fermion correspondence.

Theorem 5.1 (The deformed boson-fermion correspondence via deformed shifted vacuums). There is an isomorphism of H algebras Φ^{(α;β)} : F → B defined by |η⟩ −→ ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ · s^m, where we define_{(m)}⟨∅| := ⟨∅|Σ^{−m}_{(α;β)}, for any |η⟩ ∈ F. In particular, |∅⟩_{(m)} := Σ^m_{(α;β)}|∅⟩ → s^m. The map Φ^{(α;β)} induces a mapping of operators given by, for k > 0, J^{(α;β)}_k → k ∂ ∂p_k , J^{(α;β)}_{−k} → p_k, J^{(α;β)}_0 → Q, Σ_{(α;β)} → s, ψ(z|α; β) → X(z|α; β) := e^{H−(z|α;β)}z^Qse^{−H+(z−1|α;β)}, ψ^∗(w|α; β) → X^∗(w|α; β) := e^{−H−(w|α;β)}s^{−1}w^{−Q}(1 − α_Qβ_Q)e^{H+(w−1|α;β)}, where H_±(z|α; β) is the image of H_±(z|α; β) under Φ^{(α;β)}.

Before giving the details of the proof of Theorem 5.1, let us make some remarks. Note that Φ^{(α;β)} preserves the charge. Our next remark is that

(38) H_+(z^{−1}|α; β) = ξ(~∂_p; z^{−1}) = ∞∑ k=1 ∂ ∂p_k z^{−k}, H_−(z|α; β) = ξ(p; z) = ∞∑ k=1 p_k k z^k, where ~∂_p = (∂_{p1} , 2∂_{p2} , 3∂_{p3} , · · · ) using the standard ∂_x :=^∂_{∂x} . Finally, the vertex operators X(z|α; β) = X(z) and X^∗(w|α; β) = X^∗(w) are the same as those in Section 3 and do not appear to depend on α or β. However, we will be considering their expansions into shifted modes, which do depend on α and β, rather than normal Fourier modes to match our deformed fermion fields.

Proof. We first give the details about the image of the deformed current operators under Φ^{(α;β)}. Let k > 0, and we compute k ∂ ∂p_k [_{(m)} ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ ] =_{(m)}⟨∅|k ∂ ∂p_k [e^{H+(p|α;β)}]|η⟩ =_{(m)}⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_k |η⟩. This follows from^d_{dx} e^{λx} = λe^{λx}, which could also be seen more directly from the expansion e^{H+(p|α;β)} = ∑_∞ i=0 H_+(p|α;β)^i

i! as we can do one fewer J^{(α;β)}_k action. Next we consider k = 0, and since e^{H+(p|α;β)} has charge 0, we have ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_0 |η⟩ · s^m = ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ · ms^m = s ∂ ∂s ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ · s^m by Theorem 4.4 and the BCH formula and applying Σ_{(α;β)} to_m⟨λ| results in a homogeneous vector of charge m − 1 by (30b). Note that e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_{−k} = (p_k + J^{(α;β)}_{−k} )e^{H+(p|α;β)} from Theorem 4.4 and the BCH formula (see also, e.g., [1, Eq. (2.4)]). Also, note that (m)⟨∅|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} = ⟨∅|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} Σ^m_{(α;β)} = 0 by Corollary 4.15, and hence (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |η⟩ =_m⟨∅|(p_k + J^{(α;β)}_{−k} )e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ = p_k ·_{(m)}⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩. This completes the proof of the image of the deformed current operators under Φ^{(α;β)}.

To finish the proof of Theorem 5.1, we have Σ_{(α;β)} → s by computing ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}Σ_{(α;β)}|η⟩ · s^m = ∑ m∈Z (m−1)⟨∅|e H_+(p|α;β)|η⟩ · sm = ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ · s^{m+1} by Proposition 4.13. Likewise, (30a) and e^{H+(p|α;β)}|∅⟩_{(m)} = |∅⟩_{(m)} implies |∅⟩_{(m)} → s^m. Hence, the identities (35) imply ψ(z|α; β) → X(z|α; β) and ψ^∗(w|α; β) → X^∗(w|α; β) under Φ^{(α;β)}. □

Remark 5.2. We give an alternative way to constructing the boson vertex operators without using Theorem 4.17 by following Kac [38, Ch. 14]. For this, note Φ^{(α;β)} is a canonical map identifying F and B as representations of H, where each irreducible H representation is distinguished by its charge with highest weight vector Φ^{(α;β)}(|∅⟩_{(m)}) = s^m. We remark that the irreducibility of F_m follows from the α = β = 0 case [38, Prop. 4.9]. Hence, exactly analogous to [38, Thm. 14.10(a)] using Proposition 4.3 and [38, Lemma 14.5], we have that Φ^{(α;β)} maps ψ(z|α; β) and ψ^∗(z|α; β) to the vertex operators X(z|α; β) = C_Q(z)se^{H −(z|α;β)}e^{−H +(z−1|α;β)}, X^∗(w|α; β) = s^{−1}C^∗_Q(w)e^{−H−(w|α;β)}e^{H+(w−1|α;β)}, respectively. To compute C_Q(z), we bring the vertex operator description to back to operators on F and compute the coefficient of |∅⟩_m in the expansion by m⟨∅|ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩_{m−1} = z(z|β)^{m−1} (z; α)^m = C_m(z)z^{1−m} (z|β)^{m−1} (z; α)^m ·_m⟨∅|Σ_{(α;β)}|∅⟩_{m−1} = C_m(z)z^{−m} z(z|β)^{m−1} (z; α)^m by Corollary 4.15, Equation (34), and Corollary 4.11. Hence, C_Q(z) = z^Q, and the computation for C^∗_Q(w) is similar.

5.2. Double factorial Schur functions. We want to look at the image Φ^{(α;β)}(|λ⟩_m) for any partition λ and m ∈ Z. We begin by computing the following generating series.

Lemma 5.3. We have ℓ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ(z_1|α; β) · · · ψ(z_n|α; β)|∅⟩_{m−n} = δ_{mℓ} n∏ i=1 z_ie^{ξ(p;zi)} (z_i|β)^{m−n} (z_i; α)^m ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j )(1 − α_{1+m−i}β_{1+m−j} )e^{Λm−n(p|β)}.

Proof. Recall from Theorem 4.4 that [J^{(α;β)}_0 , J^{(α;β)}_k ] = 0 for all k ≠ 0, so e^{H+(p|α;β)} preserves the charge. Hence, we must have m = ℓ as otherwise we are taking the pairing of two elements of different charges, which is 0.

Next, we prove the result when m = 0. We compute ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ(z_1|α; β) · · · ψ(z_n|α; β)|∅⟩_{−n} = n∏ i=1 e^{ξ(p;zi)}e^{Λ−n(p|β)}⟨∅|ψ(z_1|α; β) · · · ψ(z_n|α; β)|∅⟩_{−n}

= e^{Λ−n(p|β)} n∏ i=1 e^{ξ(p;zi)} ∑ ω∈S_n (−1)^ω z_1(z_1|β)^{−ω1} · · · z_n(z_n|β)^{−ωn} (z_1; α)^{1−ω1} · · · (z_n; α)^{1−ωn} = e^{Λ−n(p|β)} n∏ i=1 z_ie^{ξ(p;zi)}(z_i|β)^{−n} ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j )(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j}),

where the last identity comes from realizing that the sum is the shifted power Vandermonde determinant from [56, Prop. 3.15] with taking z_i → x^{−1}_i (see also [54, Sec. 2.1] and [42, Prop. 1]), which is also [51, Eq. (2.22)] (stated with no proof). Now to show the claim for general m, by using (2a), we can see that m⟨∅|ψ(z_1|α) · · · ψ(z_n|α)|∅⟩_{m−n} = n∏ i=1 (z_i|β)^m (z_i; α)^m σ^m_α σ^m_β ( ⟨∅|ψ(z_1|α) · · · ψ(z_n|α)|∅⟩_{−n} ) .

Hence the claim follows from the m = 0 case. □

Alternative proof. We could show the claim for m ≠ 0 from the m = 0 case by repeated applications of the shift operator, where repeated applications of Proposition 4.19 yields Σ^{−m}ψ(z_i|α; β) = (z|β) (z; α) Σ^{1−m}ψ(z|σ_αα; σ_ββ)Σ^{−1} = (z|β) (z; α) (z|σ_ββ) (z; σ_αα) Σ^{2−m}ψ(z|σ^2_αα; σ^2_ββ)Σ^{−2} = · · · = m−1∏ j=0 (z|σ^j_β β) (z; σ^jαα) ψ(z|σ^m_α α; σ^m_β β)Σ^{−m}. Next, note that ∏_{m−1} j=0 (z_i; σ^j_αα) = (z_i; α)^m and ∏_{m−1} j=0 (z_i|σ^j_ββ) = (z_i|β)^m. To finish the proof, we again use for the final step the application of σ^m_α σ^m_β to the m = 0 case. □ Next, we expand the product formula from Lemma 5.3 in terms of the appropriate shifted powers in order to get the image of |λ⟩_m. We will focus on the case m = 0 to recover known formulas, but the other cases can be computed similarly.

Definition 5.4 (Double factorial Schur functions). For any λ ∈ Z^n, we define the double factorial Schur functions by s_λ(p||α; β) := ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|λ⟩ = Φ^{(α;β)}(|λ⟩). Here λ is not necessarily a partition, but we extend the notation |λ⟩_m to elements of Z^n also using (3). However, this is sometimes zero; e.g., when λ_i = λ_{i+1} + 1.

For any λ, μ ∈ Z^n, we define the skew double factorial Schur function by s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) := ⟨μ|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|λ⟩. By using the definition of |λ⟩ in terms of the creation operators from |∅⟩_{−n}, the corresponding series over all λ becomes

(39) ∑ λ∈Z^n s_λ(p||α; β) z_1(z_1|β)^{λ1−1}z_2(z_2|β)^{λ2−2} · · · z_n(z_n|β)^{λn−n} (z_1; α)^{λ1} (z_2; α)^{λ2−1} · · · (z_n; α)^{λn−n+1} = n∏ i=1 z_ie^{ξ(p;zi)}(z_i|β)^{−n} ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j )(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} )e^{Λ−n(p|β)}

by Lemma 5.3.

Corollary 5.5. The double factorial Schur functions s_λ(p||α; β) are the so-called generalized factorial Schur functions from Miyaura–Mukaihira [51]. Proof. After multiplying both sides of (39) by ∏_n j=1 z^{−1}_i^{(zj ;α)1−j} (z_j |β)^{−j} and using (2a), we obtain [51,

Eq. (2.19)] with the parameters in [51] as a_i = β_i and b_i = α_i. □ We also note some basic properties of the double factorial Schur functions.

Proposition 5.6 (Basis). The set of double factorial Schur functions {s_λ(p||α; β) | λ ∈ P} is a basis for C [[p]], which is the completion of B_0 = C [p] by degree.

Proof. This is immediate from the fact that the |λ⟩ form a basis of F_0 and Theorem 5.1. □ Proposition 5.7 (Containment property). If μ ⊈ λ, then s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = 0.

Proof. Follows from A^k_{ij} = 0 whenever i > j. □ Proposition 5.8 (Branching rule). We have s_{λ/μ}(p + p^′||α; β) = ∑ μ⊆ν⊆λ s_{λ/ν} (p||α; β)s_{ν/μ}(p^′||α; β). Proof. This is standard using e^{H+(p+p′|α;β)} = e^{H+(p|α;β)+H+(p′|α;β)} = e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H+(p′|α;β)}. □ We also compute dual versions of Lemma 5.3 and (39) that will be suitable for describing the double factorial Schur functions in terms of conjugate shapes. Lemma 5.9. We have ℓ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ^∗(w_1|α; β) · · · ψ^∗(w_n|α; β)|∅⟩_{m+n} = δ_{mℓ} n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i; α)^m (w_i|β)^{m+n} (1 − α_{i+m}β_{i+m}) ∏ i<j (w_j − w_i)(1 − α_{i+m}β_{j+m})e^{Λm+n(p|β)}. Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 5.3. Indeed, we show the ℓ = 0 case by computing ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ^∗(w_1|α; β) · · · ψ^∗(w_n|α; β)|∅⟩_n = n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)}e^{Λn(p|β)}⟨∅|ψ^∗(w_1|α; β) · · · ψ^∗(w_n|α; β)|∅⟩_n

= e^{Λn(p|β)} n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} ∑ ω∈S_n (−1)^ω n∏ i=1 (1 − α_{ωi} β_{ωi} )

(w_1; α)^{ω1−1} · · · (w_n; α)^{ωn−1} (w_1|β)^{ω1} · · · (w_n|β)^{ωn} = e^{Λn(p|β)} n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i|β)^n (1 − α_iβ_i) ∏ i<j (w_i − w_j)(1 − α_iβ_j),

using the same arguments as Lemma 5.3 except now the determinant is [51, Eq. (2.22)] or is precisely [56, Prop. 3.15]. The general case then follows analogously. □ The particle-hole duality of a partition λ means that for the 01 sequence, its conjugate λ^′ is given by taking the reverse sequence of λ and replacing 0 ↔ 1. Thus, applying the particle-hole duality of λ, we obtain the expression (40) (−1)^{|λ|}s_λ′ (p||α; β) = ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ^∗_{1−λ1} ψ^∗_{2−λ2} · · · ψ^∗_{ℓ−λℓ} |∅⟩_ℓ Example 5.10. Consider the partition λ = (6, 5, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1). Then λ^′ = (8, 4, 2, 2, 2, 1) and |λ⟩ = ψ_6ψ_4ψ_0ψ_{−1}ψ_{−3}ψ_{−4}ψ_{−5}ψ_{−6}|∅⟩_{−8} = −ψ^∗_{−7}ψ^∗_{−2}ψ^∗_1 ψ^∗_2 ψ^∗_3 ψ^∗_5 |∅⟩_6 = v_6 ∧ v_4 ∧ v_0 ∧ v_{−1} ∧ v_{−3} ∧ v_{−4} ∧ v_{−5} ∧ v_{−6} ∧ v_{−8} ∧ v_{−9} ∧ · · · −9−8−7−6 −5−4−3−2 −1012345678 · · · · · ·

with the particles being the solid black circles and the light gray nodes corresponding to the holes created by the ψ^∗_i operators.

Therefore, Lemma 5.9 with Equation (40) yields the generating series

(41) ∑ λ∈Z^n (−1)^{|λ|}s_λ′ (p||α; β) n∏ i=1 (1 − α_{i−λi} β_{i−λi} ) (w_i; α)^{i−λi−1} (w_i|β)^{i−λi} = n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i|β)^n (1 − α_iβ_i) ∏ i<j (w_i − w_j )(1 − α_iβ_j )e^{Λn(p|β)}.

One additional way to realize |λ⟩ is using the Frobenius coordinates of a partition λ = (a_1, · · · , a_m|b_1, · · · , b_m) (see, e.g., [2] with the original source [18]). A well-known interpretation of |λ⟩ using Frobenius coordinates means we can rewrite (42) (−1)^{m+b1+···+bm} s_λ(p||α; β) = ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ^∗_{−b1} · · · ψ^∗_{−bm} ψ_{am+1} · · · ψ_{a1+1}|∅⟩. Example 5.11. Continuing from Example 5.10 with λ = (6, 5, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1), the Frobenius coordinates of λ are (5, 3 | 7, 2) and |λ⟩ = −ψ^∗_{−7}ψ^∗_{−2}ψ_4ψ_6|∅⟩.

Now we want to incorporate (42) into a generating series formula like (39) and (41), but it will more naturally involve a determinant from Wick’s theorem. Let us first consider the case m ⩽ 1 by doing a computation analogous to Lemma 5.3:

(43) z z − w + ∞∑ a,b=0 (−1)^bs_{(a|b)}(p||α; β)(1 − α_{−b}β_{−b}) z(z|β)^a(w; α)^{−b−1} (z; α)^{a+1}(w|β)^{−b} = z z − w e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{−ξ(p;w)}. Note that we have used Proposition 4.1 in obtaining the factors^z_{z−w} on both sides. Therefore, we can rewrite (43) in the following

(44) 1 + (z − w) ∞∑ a,b=0 (−1)^bs_{(a|b)}(p||α; β)(1 − α_{−b}β_{−b}) (z|β)^a(w; α)^{−b−1} (z; α)^{a+1}(w|β)^{−b} = e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{−ξ(p;w)}.

For general m, then we will end up with a determinant by Wick’s theorem, and we leave the precise generating series formula as an exercise for interested reader. However, if we apply the multiple contour integrals to extract the s_λ(p||α; β) factor (Proposition 2.3), we obtain the following.

Theorem 5.12 (Double factorial Giambelli formula). Write λ = (a_1, · · · , a_m|b_1, · · · , b_m) in Frobenius coordinates. We have s_λ(p||α; β) = det [ s_{(ai|bj )}(p||α; β) ]_m i,j=1. Proof. This follows from writing (42) as a multiple contour integral, applying Wick’s theorem, using the multilinearlity of the determinant with the contour integrals, and finally (44). □

Next, we will construct the (dual) Jacobi–Trudi identity for general skew shapes. We define functions h_k(p||α; β) := s_k(p||α; β), e_k(p||α; β) := s_1k (p||α; β), as the single row and column, respectively, versions of s_λ(p||α; β). We refer to these as the homogeneous double factorial symmetric functions and elementary double factorial symmetric functions, respectively, as they are the analogs of the homogeneous and elementary symmetric functions. Moreover, they have generating series

e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{−ξ(p;β0)} = ∞∑ k=0 h_k(p||α; β) (z|σ^{−1}_β β)^k (z; α)^k , (45a)

e^{−ξ(p;w)}e^{ξ(p;β1)} = ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^ke_k(p||α; β) 1 − α_{1−k}β_{1−k} 1 − α_1β_1 (w; α)^{−k} (w|σ^{−1}_β β)^{−k} , (45b)

where (45a) (resp. (45b)) series is (39) (resp. (41)) with n = 1 after multiplying both sides by (z − β_0) (resp.^{w−β1}_{1−α1β1} ). We can also obtain (45a) (resp. (45b)) from (44) by substituting w = β_0 (resp. z = β_1). We also remark that (45a) is [51, Eq. (2.18)], and (45) yields [52, Eq. (17), (18)] under specialization of p_k = p_k(x/−ι_αα) by (11). Theorem 5.13 (Double factorial Jacobi–Trudi identities). We have s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = e^{Λ−n(p|β)} det [ e^{ξ(p;βμj −j+1)}h_{λi−μj −i+j} (p||σ^{μj −j+1}_α α; σ^{μj −j+1}_β β) ]_n i,j=1 = e^{Λn(p|β)} det [ e^{−ξ(p;βj−μ′j )}e_λ′_{i−μ}′_{j −i+j} (p||σ^{j−μ′j −1}_α α; σ^{j−μ′j −1}_β β) ]_n i,j=1 . We refer to the determinant using h_k(p||α; β) (resp. e_k(p||α; β)) as the Jacobi–Trudi identity (resp. dual Jacobi–Trudi identity, also known as the Nägelsbach–Kostka formula). Proof. We first compute e^{−Λ−n(p|β)}_{−n}⟨∅|ψ^∗_j e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩_{−n} = e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{Λ−n(p|β)} ·_{−n}⟨∅|ψ^∗_j ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩_{−n} = e^{ξ(p;βm)} ∞∑ k=0 h_k(p||σ^m_α α; σ^m_β β) (z|σ^{m−1}_β β)^k (z; σ^m_α α)^k z(z|β)^{j−1} (z; α)^j , where we have applied the map σ^m_α σ^m_β to both sides of the definition of h_k(p||α; β) and −n⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|∅⟩_{−n} = e^{Λ−n(p|β)}. If we set m = j, then (z; σ^j_αα)^k(z; α)^j = (z; α)^{k+j} by (2a). Thus, we can easily take the coefficient of^{z(z|β)i−1}_{(z;α)i} of both sides to obtain (46)_{−n}⟨∅|ψ^∗_j e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ_i|∅⟩_{−n} = e^{ξ(p;βj )}e^{Λ−n(p|β)}h_{i−j} (p||σ^j_αα; σ^j_ββ), Next, Wick’s theorem (see, e.g., [1, Eq. (2.47)]; note that e^{H+(z|α;β)} is group-like in the context of [1]) and Equation (46) imply e^{−Λ−n(p|β)} · ⟨μ|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|λ⟩ = det[e^{−Λ−n(p|β)} ·_{−n}⟨∅|ψ^∗_{μj −j+1}e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ_{λi−i+1}|∅⟩_{−n}]^n_{i,j=1} = det[e^{ξ(p;βμj −j+1)}h_{λi−μj −i+j}(p||σ^{μj −j+1}_α α; σ^{μj −j+1}_β β)]^n_{i,j=1}, which shows the first equality.

The second equality (the dual Jacobi–Trudi formula) is proven analogously using (40). □ Note that this recovers [51, Eq. (2.17)] (equivalently [52, Eq. (19)]) when μ = ∅ by factoring out the e^{ξ(p;β1−j )} from each column and noting Λ_{−n}(p|β) = − ∑_n j=1 ξ(p; β_{1−j}).

However, our skew double factorial Schur functions are different than the so-called skew factorial-type Schur functions in [52, Eq. (24), (25)].^3

3It is not clear to the authors that [52, Eq. (24)] is consistent with [52, Eq. (25)]; the latter is claimed without a proof.

Next, we define an algebra involution of B by ωp_k = (−1)^{k+1}p_k.

Corollary 5.14. Write λ = (a_1, · · · , a_m|b_1, · · · , b_m) in Frobenius coordinates. Then we have

(47) ωs_λ(p||α; β) = m∏ i=1 1 − α_{1+ai} β_{1+ai} 1 − α_{−bi} β_{−bi} s_λ′ (p||−ι_αα; −ι_ββ). Proof. We note that (48) ωξ(p; z) = −ξ(p; −z), Λ_{−n}(ωp|β) = −Λ_{−n}(p|−β) = Λ_n(p|−ι_ββ). Therefore, applying ω to both sides of (39) and z_i → −w_i yields

(49) ∑ λ∈Z^n (−1)^{|λ|} ( ωs_λ(p||α; β) )(w_1; −ι_αα)^{−λ1} · · · (w_n; −ι_αα)^{n−1−λn} (w_1|−ι_ββ)^{1−λ1} · · · (w_n|−ι_ββ)^{n−λn} = n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i|−ι_β β)^n ∏ i<j (w_i − w_j)(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} )e^{Λn(p|−ιβ β)}. Comparing (49) with (41) after (applying (−ι_α)(−ι_β ) to both sides), we obtain the reuslt. □ A special case of Corollary 5.14 is

(50) ωh_k(p||α; β) = 1 − α_kβ_k 1 − α_0β_0 e_k(p||−ι_αα; −ι_ββ), which we can also see from the generating series (45). We also note that the factor in (47) is the recipricol of the one that appears in the right hand side of [52, Eq. (22)]. Using this and the Jacobi–Trudi formula, we can give the action ω for the skew case. Corollary 5.15. We have (51) ωs_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = m∏ i=1 1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1} 1 − α_{μi−i+1}β_{μi−i+1} s_λ′_{/μ}′ (p||−ι_αα; −ι_ββ). Proof. By Theorem 5.13 and Corollary 5.14, we have ωs_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = e^{−Λ−n(p|−β)} det [ e^{−ξ(p;−βμj −j+1)}ωh_{λi−μj −i+j} (p||σ^{μj −j+1}_α α; σ^{μj −j+1}_β β) ]_n i,j=1 = e^{Λn(p|−ιββ)} det [ e^{−ξ(p;−ιββj−μj )} 1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1} 1 − α_{μj −j+1}β_{μj −j+1} × e_{λi−μj −i+j}(p||−σ^{j−μj −1}_α ι_αα; −σ^{j−μj −1}_β ι_ββ) ]_n i,j=1 = m∏ i=1 1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1} 1 − α_{μi−i+1}β_{μi−i+1} s_λ′ (p||−ι_αα; −ι_β β), where we used (48) and the multilinearity of the determinant for the final equality since the numerator (resp. denominator) of each factor only depends on i (resp. j). □ Example 5.16. We verify that Corollary 5.14 and Corollary 5.15 agree for λ = (4, 1, 1) = (3|2) and μ = ∅, where we have the factors 1 − α_4β_4 1 − α_{−2}β_{−2} = 1 − α_4β_4 1 − α_0β_0

1 − α_0β_0 1 − α_{−1}β_{−1}

1 − α_{−1}β_{−1} 1 − α_{−2}β_{−2} .

Corollary 5.15 also provides a new proof of [46, Eq. (9.6)] in the case of the double factorial Schur functions. Pulling Corollary 5.15 back across the boson-fermion correspondence yields the following.

Corollary 5.17. ⟨μ|e^{H+(ωp|α;β)}|λ⟩ = m∏ i=1 1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1} 1 − α_{μi−i+1}β_{μi−i+1} s_λ′_{/μ}′ (p||−ι_αα; −ι_ββ). Remark 5.18. We could define a (twisted) involution ω_{−ι} of B by ω_{−ι}p_k = (−1)^{k−1}p_k with also ω_{−ι}α_i = −α_{1−i} = −ια and ω_{−ι}β_i = −β_{1−i} = −ιβ. Then we would not have the additional twisting of the parameters, e.g., ω_{−ι}h_k(p||α; β) =^{1−α1−k β1−k}_{1−α0β0} e_k(p||α; β). However, for this to be an (Ore) algebra morphism, we would require the α and β to be variables and to work over, say, the fraction field C (α; β).

We now will give an analog of the Murnaghan–Nakayama rule. We start with defining some additional notation. For any partition λ, let p_λ = p_{λ1} p_{λ2} · · · , where we consider p_0 = 1, and J^{(α;β)}_λ = J^{(α;β)}_{λ1} J^{(α;β)}_{λ2} · · · . Note that the factors of J^{(α;β)}_λ mutually commute by Theorem 4.4. We also need some additional definitions regarding the combinatorics of partitions. Let m^{(λ)}_i denote the number of parts of size i in λ. Given a box b in row R and column C of the Young diagram of a skew partition, the content of b is c(b) := C − R. The content is constant on diagonals of the Young diagram. A skew partition λ/μ, is called a ribbon if it is connected and contains at most one box on each diagonal. Let λ/μ be a ribbon, and the contents of the boxes of λ/μ form a sequence of consecutive integers i, i + 1, · · · , j − 1 for some integers i and j, and we will call the sequence [i, j) the content interval of λ/μ. The height of a ribbon λ/μ, denoted ht(λ/μ), is the number of distinct rows it occupies.

By directly expanding the product, we have

(52) e^{H+(z|α;β)} = ∞∑ m=0 1 m! ∞∑ k_1,··· ,k_m=1 p_{k1} k_1 · · · p_{km} k_m J^{(α;β)}_{k1} · · · J^{(α;β)}_{km} = ∑ ν∈P z^{−1}_ν p_ν J^{(α;β)}_ν ,

where z_ν := ∏ i⩾1 i^{m(ν)i} m^{(ν)}_i !. Thus, (53) s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = ∑ ν∈P z^{−1}_ν p_ν ⟨μ|J^{(α;β)}_ν |λ⟩. Lemma 5.19 ([43, Lemma 1]). Let k > 0 and ν be a partition. Then we have

J^{(α;β)}_{−k} J^{(α;β)}_ν = −km^{(ν)}_k J^{(α;β)}_μ + J^{(α;β)}_ν J^{(α;β)}_{−k} , where μ be ν with one part of size k removed.

The next lemma follows from the combinatorics of the fermionic Fock space, along with Proposition 4.6 and (17).

Lemma 5.20. Let λ, μ be distinct partitions. If μ ⩽̸ λ or if λ/μ is not a ribbon, then ⟨μ|J^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩ = ⟨λ|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |μ⟩ = 0. If λ/μ is a ribbon with content interval [i, j), then ⟨μ|J^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩ = (−1)^{ht(λ/μ)−1}A^k_{ij} and ⟨λ|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |μ⟩ = (−1)^{ht(λ/μ)−1}A^{−k}_{ji} . Remark 5.21. When β = 0, then ⟨μ|J^{(α;0)}_k |λ⟩ ≠ 0 precisely when λ/μ is a ribbon of size at least k and ⟨λ|J^{(α;0)}_{−k} |μ⟩ ≠ 0 precisely when λ/μ is a ribbon of size at most k. In particular the action of J^{(α;0)}_{−k} on |λ⟩ also results in a finite sum. A similar statement holds if instead α = 0, where we swap the direction of the inequalities.

In particular, let us consider the case λ = μ. For k > 0, to compute ⟨λ|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩, we need to consider the effect of the normal ordering. Indeed, we have (54) ⟨λ|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩ = ∑ i∈Z A^k_{ii}⟨λ|:ψ_iψ^∗_i :|λ⟩ = ∑ i∈Z β^k_i ⟨λ|(ψ_iψ^∗_i − δ_{i⩽0})|λ⟩ = p_k(β_{S(λ)}/(−β_{T (λ)}), where we use the supersymmetric powersum functions p_k(β_A/(−β_B)) := ∑ i∈A β^k_i − ∑ i∈B β^k_i for any A, B ⊆ Z, S(λ) = {i > 0 | v_i appears in |λ⟩}, T (λ) = {i ⩽ 0 | v_i does not appear in |λ⟩}.

In terms of λ itself, we have S(λ) = {λ_i − i + 1 | λ_i ⩾ i} and T (λ) = {i − λ^′_i | λ^′_i ⩾ i}, where λ^′ is the conjugate partition of λ and λ^′_i is its ith part. Similarly, we have (55) ⟨λ|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩ = p_k(α_{S(λ)}/(−α_{T (λ)})), Example 5.22. Let λ = (3, 2, 1), and k > 0. Then we compute J^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩ by having the following motions of the particles A^k_{23}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , −A^k_{03}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , A^k_{−2,3}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , A^k_{01}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , −A^k_{−2,1}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , A^k_{−2,−1}−3−2−101234· · ·· · · , where the black (resp. gray, white) nodes correspond to particles (resp. original position of the moved particle, no particle), and the A^k_{ii} contributing (β^k_3 + β^k_1 − β^k_0 − β^k_{−2})|λ⟩. Hence J^{(α;β)}_k |3, 2, 1⟩ = (β^k_3 + β^k_1 − β^k_0 − β^k_{−2})|3, 2, 1⟩ + A^k_{−2,−1}|3, 2⟩ + A^k_{01}|3, 1, 1⟩ + A^k_{23}|2, 2, 1⟩ − A^k_{03}|1, 1, 1⟩ − A^k_{−2,1}|3⟩ + A^k_{−2,3}|1⟩. Next, we consider J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩, where the resulting sum is (for generic β) an infinite sum.

First, the coefficient of |λ⟩ will be α^k_3 + α^k_1 − α^k_0 − α^k_{−2}. The motion of the first three particles yield ∞∑ i=0 A^{−k}_{4+i,3}|4 + i, 2, 1⟩, A^{−k}_{21} |3, 3, 1⟩ − ∞∑ i=0 A^{−k}_{4+i,1}|4 + i, 4, 1⟩,

A^{−k}_{0,−1}|3, 2, 2⟩ − A^{−k}_{2,−1}|3, 3, 3⟩ + ∞∑ i=0 A^{−k}_{4+i,−1}|4 + i, 4, 3⟩, respectively. Finally, the motion of the particle starting at position −j, for j ⩾ 3 contributes (−1)^{j−3}A^{−k}_{−2,−j} |3, 2, 1, 1, 1^{j−3}⟩ − (−1)^{j−3}A^{−k}_{0,−j}|3, 2, 2, 2, 1^{j−3}⟩ + (−1)^{j−3}A^{−k}_{2,−j} |3, 3, 3, 2, 1^{j−3}⟩ − ∞∑ i=0 (−1)^{j−3}A^{−k}_{4+i,−j}|4 + i, 4, 3, 2, 1^{j−3}⟩. Note that while this is an infinite sum, each |λ⟩ appears at most once, and hence the coefficient of |λ⟩ is well-defined.

Theorem 5.23 (Double factorial Murnaghan–Nakayama rule). Let k > 0. (56a) p_ks_λ(p||α; β) = p_k ( α_{S(λ)}/(−α_{T (λ)}) ) s_λ(p||α; β) + ∑ ν∈P (−1)^{ht(ν/λ)−1}A^{−k}_{j,i} s_ν (p||α; β), where the sum is over all ν such that ν/λ is a nonzero ribbon and [i, j) is the content interval of ν/λ. (56b) k ∂ ∂p_k s_λ(p||α; β) = p_k ( β_{S(λ)}/(−β_{T (λ)}) ) s_λ(p||α; β)+ 1 k ∑ μ∈P (−1)^{ht(λ/μ)−1}A^k_{ij} s_μ(p||α; β), where the sum is over all μ such that λ/μ is a nonzero ribbon and [i, j) is the content interval of λ/μ. Proof. We apply Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 5.20: p_ks_λ(p||α; β) = ⟨∅|e^{H+(z|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩ = ∑ ν∈P ⟨∅|e^{H+(z|α;β)}|ν⟩⟨ν|J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |λ⟩ = p_k(α_{S(λ)}/(−α_{T (λ)}))s_λ(p||α; β) + ∑ ν∈P (−1)^{ht(ν/λ)−1}A^{−k}_{j,i} s_ν (p||α; β). k ∂ ∂p_k s_λ(p||α; β) = ⟨∅|e^{H+(z|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩ = ∑ μ∈P ⟨∅|e^{H+(z|α;β)}|μ⟩⟨μ|J^{(α;β)}_k |λ⟩ = p_k(β_{S(λ)}/(−β_{T (λ)}))s_λ(p||α; β) + ∑ ν∈P (−1)^{ht(λ/μ)−1}A^k_{ij} s_μ(p||α; β), as desired. □ Example 5.24. Continuing Example 5.22, applying Theorem 5.23 yields

p_3s_{(3,2,1)} = (α^k_3 + α^k_1 − α^k_0 − α^k_{−2})s_{(3,2,1)} − A^{−k}_{2,−1}s_{(3,3,3)} + A^{−k}_{21} s_{(3,3,1)} + A^{−k}_{0,−1}s_{(3,2,2)} + ∞∑ i=0 A^{−k}_{4+i,−1}s_{(4+i,4,3)} − A^{−k}_{4+i,1}s_{(4+i,4,1)} + A^{−k}_{4+i,3}s_{(4+i,2,1)}

+ ∞∑ j=3 (−1)^{j−3} ( A^{−k}_{2,−j} s_{(3,3,3,2,1}j−3_) − A^{−k}_{0,−j} s_{(3,2,2,2,1}j−3_) + A^{−k}_{−2,−j}s_{(3,2,1,1,1}j−3_) )

− ∞∑ i=0 (−1)^{j−3}A^{−k}_{4+i,−j} s_{(4+i,4,3,2,1}j−3_), k ∂s_{(3,2,1)} ∂p_k = (β^k_3 + β^k_1 − β^k_0 − β^k_{−2})s_{(3,2,1)} + A^k_{−2,−1}s_{(3,2)} + A^k_{01}s_{(3,1,1)} + A^k_{23}s_{(2,2,1)} − A^k_{03}s_{(1,1,1)} − A^k_{−2,1}s_{(3)} + A^k_{−2,3}s_{(1)}.

where we have written s_λ = s_λ(p||α; β) for simplicity.

Example 5.25. Taking Theorem 5.23 with λ = ∅, we obtain

p_k = ∑ λ∈P (−1)^{ℓ(λ)−1}A^k_{λ1,1−ℓ(λ)}s_λ(p||α; β)

= ∞∑ a=1 a∑ i=1 (−1)^{a−i}A^k_{i,a−i}s_{i1}a−i (p||α; β),

where the sum in the first line is over all nonempty hook shapes λ. Note that the shapes that we sum over for each p_k are all the same, but the coefficients we obtain depend on k (and are such that the set of which are linearly independent). On the other hand, as per Remark 5.21, these sums become finite when we set β = 0:

p_1 = A^{−1}_{1,0}s_{(1)} = h_0(α_0, α_1)s_{(1)} = s_{(1)}, p_2 = A^{−2}_{1,0}s_{(1)} − A^{−2}_{1,−1}s_{(1,1)} + A^{−2}_{2,0}s_{(2)} = h_1(α_0, α_1)s_{(1)} − h_0(α_{−1}, α_0, α_1)s_{(1,1)} + h_0(α_0, α_1, α_2)s_{(2)} = (α_0 + α_1)s_{(1)} − s_{(1,1)} + s_{(2)}.

Note that Theorem 5.23 reduces to the classical Murnaghan–Nakayama rule when α = β = 0. This can be seen from the general definitions, but this also follows by noticing that when β = 0 the coefficient A^{±k}_{ij} is monic and homogeneous of degree j − i ∓ k ⩾ 0 (as an element of C [α]).

5.3. Cauchy identity and duality. We also have a skew (dual) Cauchy identity by following the classical proof using the boson-fermion correspondence. However, in order to state it, we first need an analog of Definition 5.4.

Definition 5.26 (Dual double factorial Schur functions). For any λ, μ ∈ Z^n, we define the skew dual double factorial Schur function by ^s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) := ⟨λ|e^{H−(p|α;β)}|ν⟩. The dual double factorial Schur functions are when μ = ∅ = (0, · · · , 0).

We note that the dual double factorial Schur functions also have the analogous branching rules, containment property, and are a basis for C [[p]].

Theorem 5.27 (Skew Cauchy identities). Let μ, ν ∈ P. We have ∑ λ∈P s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β)^s_{λ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = e^{ξ(p;p′)} ∑ λ∈P ^s_{μ/λ}(p^′||α; β)s_{ν/λ}(p||α; β), (57a) ∑ λ∈P s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β)^s_{λ/ν} (−p||α; β) = e^{−ξ(p;p′)} ∑ λ∈P ^s_{μ/λ}(−p^′||α; β)s_{ν/λ}(p||α; β). (57b)

Proof. As stated, following the classical proof for Schur functions using the boson-fermion correspondence yields the skew Cauchy identity (57a): ∑ λ∈P s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β)^s_{λ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = ∑ λ∈P ⟨μ|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|λ⟩ · ⟨λ|e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|ν⟩ = ⟨μ|e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|ν⟩ = e^{ξ(p;p′)}⟨μ|e^{H−(p′|α;β)}e^{H+(p|α;β)}|ν⟩ = e^{ξ(p;p′)} ∑ λ∈P ⟨μ|e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|λ⟩ · ⟨λ|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|ν⟩ = e^{ξ(p;p′)} ∑ λ∈P ^s_{μ/λ}(p^′||α; β)s_{ν/λ}(p||α; β) by using our vacuum expectation definitions and their dual versions.

For the skew dual Cauchy identity (57b), we replace e^{H−(p′|α;β)} with e^{−H−(p′|α;β)}. □ By following [31, Thm. 4.8] and [66, Sec. 7] (which is based off [65]), we can obtain skew- Pieri-type formulas for the double factorial Schur functions. Here, we give the generating functions that lead to such a rule, but to produce the skew Pieri rules explicitly, we need explicit formulas under the specialization p_k = p_k(z/(−w)) = z^k − (−w)^k. As such defer this until Section 6; in particular, see Corollary 6.15. Theorem 5.28 (Skew-Pieri generating formulas). We have ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η} (−p||α; β)s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = e^{ξ(p;p′)}s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β), (58a) ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η} (p||α; β)s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(−p||α; β) = e^{−ξ(p;p′)}s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β), (58b)

as well as dual versions replacing s_{λ/μ} ↔ ^s_{λ/μ}. Proof. Both formulas are proven similarly using the identities e^{∓H−(p|α;β)}e^{H+(p′|α;β)}e^{±H−(p|α;β)} = e^{±ξ(p;p′)}e^{H+(p′|α;β)} from (21) and inserting the identity operator ∑ λ∈P |λ⟩ · ⟨λ| as in the proof of Theorem 5.27.

(See also the proof of [31, Thm. 4.8].) □ In order to understand how our Cauchy identity relates to the Cauchy-type formula of [52, Eq. (22)], we need to describe the dual double factorial Schur functions in terms of the usual double factorial Schur functions. We first note that we have the generating series

(59) ∑ λ∈Z^n ^s_λ(p||α; β) n∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1}) (w_i; α)^{λi−i} (w_i|β)^{λi−i+1} = n∏ i=1 e^{ξ(p;w−1i )}(w_i; α)^{−n}(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−i}) ∏ i<j (w_j − w_i)(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} )e^{Λ−n(p|α)} computed analogously to Lemma 5.3 and (39) by considering the dual version of the matrix coefficient_{−n}⟨∅|ψ^∗(w_n|α; β) · · · ψ^∗(w_1|α; β)e^{H−(p|α;β)}|∅⟩. Similarly, we have the analogs of (41) and (44): ∑ λ∈Z^n (−1)^{|λ|}^s_λ′ (p||α; β)z_i (z_i|β)^{i−λi−1} (z_i; α)^{i−λi} = n∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;z−1i )} (z_i; α)^n z_i ∏ i<j (z_j − z_i)(1 − α_iβ_j)e^{Λn(p|α)},

(60)

1 + (w − z) ∞∑ a,b=0 (−1)^b^s_{(a|b)}(p||α; β)(1 − α_{1+a}β_{1+a}) (w; α)^a(z|β)^{−b−1} (w|β)^{a+1}(z; α)^{−b} = e^{ξ(p;w−1)}e^{−ξ(p;z−1)}, (61)

respectively, which are constructed from_n⟨∅|ψ(z_n|α; β) · · · ψ(z_1|α; β)e^{H−(p|α;β)}|∅⟩ and from ⟨∅|ψ^∗(w|α; β)ψ(z|α; β)e^{H−(p|α;β)}|∅⟩, respectively. This leads to analogous generating functions for the corresponding analogs of the homogeneous and elementary symmetric functions, denoted ^h_k(p||α; β) := ^s_k(p||α; β) and ^e_k(p||α; β) := ^s_1k (p||α; β) respectively.

These generating series are similar to (45) but differ slightly in the factors of the form 1−α_iβ_i 1−α_j β_j ; we leave the precise statement for the interested reader. More specifically, these

generating series and (50) imply that ^h_k(p||α; β) = 1 − α^kβ^k 1 − α_0β_0 h_k(p||β; α) = ωe_k(p||−ι_β β; −ι_αα), (62a) ^e_k(p||α; β) = 1 − α_{1−k}β_{1−k} 1 − α_1β_1 e_k(p||β; α) = ωh_k(p||−ι_ββ; −ι_αα); (62b)

alternatively, compare (61) with applying ω to (44) and swapping α ↔ β. We also have Jacobi–Trudi formulas for ^s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) analogous to Theorem 5.13 by Wick’s theorem. By comparing the result with Theorem 5.13 and applying Corollary 5.15, we obtain the following duality relationship.

Theorem 5.29. We have ^s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) = ωs_λ′_{/μ}′ (p||−ι_ββ; −ι_αα) = m∏ i=1 1 − α_{i−λ}′_i β_{i−λ}′_i 1 − α_{i−μ}′_i β_{i−μ}′_i s_{λ/μ}(p||β, α). Thus, the dual double factorial Schur functions ^s_{λ/μ}(p||α; β) as essentially the double factorial Schur functions up to a simple involution of the parameters α, β and a simple overall factor involving α, β. In the straight shape case μ = ∅, this can be seen by comparing the generating formulas (39) with (60). We remark that by using (36) (and hence Corollary 4.18), we could alternatively show Theorem 5.29.

If we consider the specialization p_k = p_k(x/β) and p^′_k = p_k(y/α), then (57a) with Theorem 5.29 and (34) recovers the projective limit (see, e.g., [53, 54] for a precise description) of [52, Eq. (22)]. Likewise, we could restrict to a finite number of variables. We can also obtain (the projective limit of) [52, Eq. (23)] from (57b) and −p_k(y/α) = p_k((−α)/(−y)) = ωp_k((−y)/(−α)). See also [56, Thm. 5.7].

5.4. Bosonic construction. Our next goal is to describe s_λ(p||α; β) purely using the bosonic Fock space. We note that all results in this subsection will hold analogously for ^s_λ(p||α; β) by using the dual space (or the adjoint fermion fields/vertex operators/etc.). To achieve this goal, we expand our bosonic vertex operators in terms of shifted modes: X(z|α; β) = ∑ i∈Z X_i · z_i(z_i|β)^{i−1} (z_i; α)^i , X^∗(w|α; β) = ∑ j∈Z X^∗_i · (1 − α_jβ_j )

(w_j; α)^{j−1} (w_j|β)^j .

Next, we need to compute Φ^{(α;β)}(|∅⟩_ℓ) = ∑ m∈Z (m)⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|∅⟩_ℓ · s^m =_{(ℓ)}⟨∅|∅⟩_ℓ · e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^ℓ.

Hence, we are left to evaluate_{(ℓ)}⟨∅|∅⟩_ℓ. Proposition 5.30. We have (ℓ)⟨∅|∅⟩_ℓ = ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽−ℓ (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} ) ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_iβ_j).

Proof. We prove the claim by redoing the computations in Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.9 but using the fermion vertex operator realization from Theorem 4.17. Let ℓ > 0. Using Theorem 4.17, Proposition 4.13, Corollary 4.15, and (21), we compute ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ(z_1|α; β) · · · ψ(z_ℓ|α; β)|∅⟩_{−ℓ} = ℓ∏ i=1 z_ie^{ξ(p;zi)}(z_i|β)^{−ℓ} ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j )e^{Λ−ℓ(p|β)}_{(−ℓ)}⟨∅|∅⟩_{−ℓ}, ⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}ψ^∗(w_1|α; β) · · · ψ^∗(w_ℓ|α; β)|∅⟩_ℓ = ℓ∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i|β)^ℓ (1 − α_iβ_i) ∏ i<j (w_i − w_j)e^{Λℓ(p|β)}_{(ℓ)}⟨∅|∅⟩_ℓ.

The claim then follows by comparing the above with the formulas from Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.9, respectively. □ Note that at most one of the products in Proposition 5.30 is not 1. Summarizing, we have the following.

Corollary 5.31. We have (63) Φ^{(α;β)}(|∅⟩_ℓ) = ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽−ℓ (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} ) ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_iβ_j )e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^ℓ.

Therefore, from Theorem 5.1 and (63), we can write s_λ(p||α; β) = X_{λ1} X_{λ2−1} · · · X_{λℓ−ℓ+1} · ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} )e^{Λ−ℓ(p|β)}s^{−ℓ}, (64a) s_λ′ (p||α; β) = (−1)^{|λ|}X^∗_{1−λ1} X^∗_{2−λ2} · · · X^∗_{ℓ−λℓ} · ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_iβ_j )e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^ℓ,

(64b) s_λ(p||α; β) = (−1)^{m+b1+···+bm} X^∗_{−b1} X^∗_{−b2} · · · X^∗_{−bm} X_{am +1} · · · X_{a2+1}X_{a1+1} · 1, (64c) for any ℓ ⩾ ℓ(λ), from the definition, (40), and (42), respectively. Here in (64c) we are using Frobenius notation.

We can also translate (39) and (41) to the bosonic side by computing X(z_1|α; β) · · · X(z_n|α; β) · e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^ℓ = ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j ) n∏ i=1 z_i(z_i|β)^ℓe^{ξ(p;zi)}e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^{ℓ+n}, (65a)

X^∗(w_1|α; β) · · · X^∗(w_n|α; β) · e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^ℓ = ∏ i<j (w_i − w_j ) ℓ∏ i=ℓ−n+1 (1 − α_iβ_i)

(65b)

× ℓ∏ i=1 e^{−ξ(p;wi)} (w_i|β)^ℓ e^{Λℓ(p|β)}s^{ℓ−n}, from applying the BCH formula with (9), noting that ∂_{pj} s^m = 0 (cf. the bosonic normal ordering discussed in Section 4.4), and using (34). Then combining (64) and (65), we obtain (39) and (41). Note that this is a different vertex operator construction than [52, Eq. (42)], but can be considered a vertex operator description of [51, Eq. (2.20)].

Let us consider what happens with the term for λ, obtained using the bosonic representation (equivalently (39)) by taking a multiple contour integral with Proposition 2.3, after applying (65a): s_λ(p||α; β) = ∮ X(z_1|α; β) · · · X(z_ℓ|α; β) · ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} )e^{Λ−ℓ(p|β)}s^{−ℓ}

× ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1}) (z_i; α)^{λi−i} (z_i|β)^{λi−i+1} dz_i 2πiz_i = ∮ ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j ) ℓ∏ i=1 z_i(z_i|β)^{−ℓ}e^{ξ(p;zi)}e^{Λ−ℓ(p|β)} ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j})

× ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1}) (z_i; α)^{λi−i} (z_i|β)^{λi−i+1} dz_i 2πiz_i , Therefore we have an integral representation of the double factorial Schur function. We note that this could also be computed from the definition (Definition 5.4) using the fermion fields and extended to the skew case. There is also an analogous formula for the dual Schur functions. Next, let us use the generating series (45a) to rewrite the integral as s_λ(p||α; β) = ∞∑ k_1,··· ,k_ℓ=0 ∮ ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j)(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} ) ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1})(z_i|β)^{−ℓ}

× ℓ∏ i=1 h_{ki} (p||σ^{si}_α α; σ^{1−i}_β β) (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{ki} (z_i; σ^{si}α α)^{ki} (z_i; α)^{λi−i} (z_i|β)^{λi−i+1} dz_i 2πi = ∞∑ k_1,··· ,k_ℓ=0 ∮ ∏ i<j ( 1 − z_j z_i ) (1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} ) ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1})(z_i; α)^{1−i} (z^{−1}_i ; σ^{−ℓ}_β β)^{ℓ−i} × ℓ∏ i=1 h_{ki} (p||σ^{si}_α α; σ^{1−i}_β β) (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{ki} (z_i; σ^{si}α α)^{ki} (z_i; σ^{1−i}_α α)^{λi−1} (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{λi+1} dz_i 2πi

= ∞∑ k_1,··· ,k_ℓ=0 ∮ ∏ i<j ( 1 − (1 − α_{1−i}z_i)(z_j − β_{1−j}) (z_i − β_{1−j} )(1 − α_{1−i}z_j) )_ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{λi−i+1}β_{λi−i+1})

× ℓ∏ i=1 h_{ki} (p||σ^{si}_α α; σ^{1−i}_β β) (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{ki} (z_i; σ^{si}α α)^{ki} (z_i; σ^{1−i}_α α)^{λi−1} (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{λi+1} dz_i 2πi , (66)

where we have used (2) and Corollary 2.2 (with n = 1). Recall that the left hand side of (45a) does not depend on α, so we are free to chose the values s_i as desired (within any sum over all k_i ∈ Z_{⩾0}). We can then expand the product over i < j and evaluate the corresponding contour integrals. We remark that the sums are in fact finite by a similar argument in the Proposition 2.3 by examining the zeros and poles.

Now we consider another alternating sum formula by using the following formalism. To do so, we introduce the following operator.

Definition 5.32 (Raising operator). Define the shorthands h_{k,s} := h_k(p||σ^s_αα; σ^s_ββ) and h_{λ,η} := h_{λ1,−η1} · · · h_{λℓ,−ηℓ} . Let λ, η ∈ Z^ℓ. The raising operator R_{ij} is defined by R_{ij} h_{λ,η} = h_{λ,η}, where λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_{i−1}, λ_i + 1, λ_{i+1}, · · · , λ_{j−1}, λ_j − 1, λ_{j+1}, · · · , λ_ℓ), and similarly for η.

From [19, Sec. 2] (noting a minor typo in the Jacobi–Trudi formula, cf. [46, 9th Variation]), we have (67) s_λ(p||α; β) = ∏ 1⩽i<j⩽ℓ (1 − R_{ij} )h_{λ,δ}, where δ = (0, 1, 2, · · · , n − 1) On the other hand, one method to prove this formula when α = β = 0 comes from taking the contour integral formula (66); see, e.g., [4, Eq. (1.15)]. Therefore, it is natural to conjecture we obtain (67) after expanding the product in (66) and evaluating the contour integrals. However, that turns out to not be the case (for any choices of s_i) as an explicit computation when ℓ(λ) ⩾ 3 can show. For example, see [11, Sec. 6]. Problem 5.33. The raising operator action corresponds to a natural appearance of factors of the form^{1−αj zi}_{zi−βj} (or their inverse) in the contour integral formulas. From the general framework (67), these sum to the same product in (66). It would be good to have an explicit algebraic proof of this identity.

5.5. KP hierarchy and 2D Toda lattice. In this subsection, our goal is to prove that the double factorial Schur functions are solutions to the KP hierarchy and that we can construct deformed versions of tau function solutions for the 2D Toda lattice (which includes the modified KP heirarchy as a special case). Our approach follows standard references (e.g., [1, 32, 38]). As such, we consider the action of the operator Ω = ∑ k∈Z ψ_k ⊗ ψ^∗_k with any group-like element G of End(F) that satisfies the basic bilinearity condition

(68) ∑ k∈Z ψ_kG ⊗ ψ^∗_kG = ∑ k∈Z Gψ_k ⊗ Gψ^∗_k, or equivalently G ⊗ G commutes with ∑ k∈Z ψ_k ⊗ ψ^∗_k.

The key observation is that Proposition 2.3 implies that (formally) we have ∮ ψ(z|α; β) ⊗ ψ^∗(z|α; β) dz 2πiz = res_{z=0} z^{−1}ψ(z|α; β) ⊗ ψ^∗(z|α; β) = ∑ k∈Z ψ_k ⊗ ψ^∗_k. Recall the deformed bra_{(m)}⟨∅| = ⟨∅|Σ^{−m}_{(α;β)} utilized in the deformed boson-fermion correspondence (Theorem 5.1). Being fully rigorous with the contour integrals, for all n ⩾ n^′, we compute ∮ γ (n+1)⟨∅|e H_+(t|α;β)ψ(z|α; β)G|∅⟩ n ·_{(n}′_{−1)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t′|α;β)}ψ^∗(z|α; β)G|∅⟩_n′ dz 2πi = ∑ k∈Z (n+1)⟨∅|e H_+(t|α;β)ψ kG|∅⟩_n ·_{(n}′_{−1)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t′|α;β)}ψ^∗_kG|∅⟩_n′ = ∑ k∈Z (n+1)⟨∅|e H_+(t|α;β)Gψ k|∅⟩_n ·_{(n}′_{−1)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t′|α;β)}Gψ^∗_k|∅⟩_n′ = 0 by applying (68) and noting that either ψ_k|∅⟩_n = 0 or ψ^∗_k|∅⟩_n′ = 0 for all k. Note that the contour γ must satisfy the conditions of Proposition 2.3. We then rewrite the deformed fermion fields in the contour integral using the vertex operator description (Theorem 4.17) and apply the BCH formula to obtain for all n ⩾ n^′

(69) 0 = ∮ η z^{n−n′} e^{ξ(t−t′;z)}_{(n)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t−[z−1]|α;β)}G|∅⟩_n ·_{(n}′_)⟨∅|e^{H+(t′+[z−1]|α;β)}G|∅⟩_n′ dz 2πi , where t ± [z^{−1}] := (t_1 ± z^{−1}, t_2 ± z^{−2}/2, t_3 ± z^{−3}/3, · · · )

Defining a (deformed) tau function as τ_n(t) :=_{(n)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t|α;β)}G|∅⟩_n, then (69) is the blinear identity (in integral form) that encodes all of the PDE’s for the modified KP hierarchy:

(70) 0 = ∮ η z^{n−n′} e^{ξ(t−t′;z)}τ_n(t − [z^{−1}])τ_n′ (t^′ + [z^{−1}]) dz 2πi . If we then take a change of variables t_i → t_i + x_i and t^′_i → t_i − x_i in (70) and expanding as a Taylor series around x = 0 (if we did not change variables, this is around t^′ − t = 0), we obtain the modified KP hierarchy PDEs (in Hirota form) as the generating sereis ∞∑ k=0 h_k(−2x)h_{k+n−n}′_{+1}( ~D) exp (_∞ ∑ i=1 x_iD_i ) τ_n(t) · τ_n′ (t),

where ~D = (D_1, 2D_2, 3D_3, · · · ) and D_i is the i-th Hirota derivative. For more details of these computations, see, e.g., [1, Sec. 3.2]. The KP heirarchy is the special case when n = n^′. Corollary 5.34. The double factorial Schur functions s_λ(t||α; β) are tau function solutions to the KP hierarchy.

Proof. We take the group-like element G = Σ^n_{(α;β)}|λ⟩ ·_n⟨∅| (which is a product of group-like elements; see, e.g., [1, Prop. 2.5, Sec. 2.8]), which yields τ_n(t) =_{(n)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t|α;β)}Σ^n_{(α;β)}|λ⟩ ·_n⟨∅|∅⟩_n = ⟨∅|e^{H+(t|α;β)}|λ⟩ · 1 = s_λ(t||α; β) as desired. □

Note that for the modified KP hierarchy with n^′ < n, the group-like element G above yields 0, but this realizes an embedding of the KP tau functions into the modified KP hierarchy tau functions. Furthermore, as in [1, Sec. 3.3], we can compute the expansion of any solution into the double factorial Schur functions by

τ_n(t) = ∑ λ∈P (n)⟨∅|e^{H+(t|α;β)}|λ⟩_{(n)} ·_{(n)}⟨λ|G|∅⟩_n = ∑ λ∈P (n)⟨λ|G|∅⟩_n · s_λ(t||α; β), where |λ⟩_{(n)} := Σ^n_{(α;β)}|λ⟩ and_{(n)}⟨λ| := ⟨λ|Σ^{−n}_{(α;β)} are used to express the identity operator.

Analogous to the construction above, we can also give a (deformed) tau function solution to the 2D Toda lattice: τ_n(t_+, t_−) :=_{(n)}⟨∅|e^{H+(t+|α;β)}Ge^{−H−(t−|α;β)}|∅⟩_{(n)}. The computations are analogous to those in, e.g., [1, Sec. 3.2.2]. Similarly, we can realize the double factorial Schur functions as 2D Toda lattice solutions by taking G = |λ⟩_{(n)} ·_{(n)}⟨μ| to give τ_n′ (t_+, t_−) = δ_{nn}′ s_λ(t_+||α; β)s_μ(t_−||α; β).

6. Lattice model row transfer matrices

In this section, we make an explicit connection between our (deformed) free fermion construction and row transfer matrices of solvable lattice models. We will briefly describe the relevant aspects of a solvable lattice model, and refer the reader to, e.g., [5, 9, 8, 68] for more precise details. Then we will prove our main result: the row transfer matrices of the lattice models described in [56] corresponds to acting by e^{H±(p|α;β)} for p specialized to powersum supersymmetric functions. We show this by showing the motion of a single particle and the group-like structure of our deformed current operators (when considered as matrices).

A row transfer matrix is a square grid of one horizontal line and Z-indexed vertical lines such that each crossing is given a Boltzmann weight b(x/y|α; β) according to its local configuration of adjacent edges that are assigned { , }. We call an assignment a state if all of the local configurations have nonzero Boltzmann weight, and the Boltzmann weight of a state is the product of all of the local Boltzmann weights with the j-th vertical line having parameters x, y, α_j, β_j . The partititon function of a row transfer matrix is the sum of the Boltzmann weights of all possible states, possibly with fixed boundaries. The row transfer matrices are then combined to produce a lattice model.

We will use two different row transfer matrices T_± in this section. Fix parameters x_1 = (x) and y_1 = (y). The Boltzmann weights of T_+(x/y|α; β) (resp. T_−(x/y|α; β)) are given as normalized versions of the weights in Table 1 (resp. Table 2), where the normalization will depend on the column. When we fix the top and bottom boundary conditions of T_±(x/y|α; β), we can associate these with basis elements |λ⟩_m and_ℓ⟨μ|, respectively, by having a + (resp. −) at i if ψ_i|λ⟩_m ≠ 0 (resp._ℓ⟨μ|ψ_i ≠ 0). This is equivalent to having a − at every site there is a particle in Z. We write the partition function as the matrix coefficient_ℓ⟨μ|T_±(x/y|α; β)|λ⟩_m. It is easy to see that we must have ℓ = m, and there is a unique state with finitely many − horizontal edges. Hence the resulting partition function is well-defined as an element in C [α; β](x, y), hence we can consider T_±(x/y|α; β) as an operator on F_m.

Let ~b_±(x/y|α, β) be given in Table 1 and Table 2. Due to the normal ordering, our weights are a scalar multiple of these, depending on the column j and the level m.

a_1 a_2 b_1 b_2 c_1 c_2

i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j

1 − βx y + α 1 + βy x − α x + y 1 − αβ Table 1. The unscaled Boltzmann weights ~b_+(x/y|α, β) of the lattice model.

a_1 a_2 b_1 b_2 d_1 d_2

i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j

1 − αx y + β 1 + αy x − β 1 − αβ x + y Table 2. The unscaled Boltzmann weights ~b_−(x/y|α, β) of the dual lattice model.

Definition 6.1. Fix m ∈ Z. The Boltzmann weights in column j are given by b_j (x/y|α; β) = b^{(m)}_j (x/y|α_j, β_j) = ω^{(m)}_j (x/y|β_j)~b_+(x/y|α_j, β_j), ^b_j (x/y|α; β) = ^b^{(m)}_j (x/y|α_j, β_j) = ω^{(m)}_j (x/y|α_j)~b_−(x/y|α_j, β_j ), where ω^{(m)}_j (x/y|β) =

{_1 1−βx , if j > m, 1 1+βy , if j ⩽ m. Example 6.2. Suppose that m = ℓ = 0, λ = (5) and μ = (2). Then the unique state of the row transfer matrix coefficient ⟨μ|T_+(x/y|α; β)|λ⟩ looks like this:

column −10123456· · · · · ·

where every column j > 6 is a a_1 vertex (resp. j < −1 is a b_1 vertex) with (rescaled) Boltzmann weight 1. Thus ⟨μ|T_+(x/y|α; β)|λ⟩ = 1 − α_5β_5 1 − β_5x x − α_4 1 − β_4x x − α_3 1 − β_3x x + y 1 − β_2x

1 − β_0x 1 + β_0y . Recall the definitions

Δ_m(k|α) = ∑ 0<j⩽m α^k_j − ∑ m<j⩽0 α^k_j , Λ_m(p|α) = ∞∑ k=1 p_k k Δ_m(k|α), and so taking the specialization p_k → p_k(x/y) = x^k − (−y)^k results in Λ_m(x/y|α) := ∞∑ k=1 n∑ i=1 x^k − (−y)^k k Δ_m(k|α). Lemma 6.3. (71)_m⟨∅|T_+(x/y|α; β)|∅⟩_m = e^{Λm(x/y|β)},_m⟨∅|T_−(x/y|α; β)|∅⟩_m = e^{Λm(x/y|α)}. Proof. These partition functions are simply the products of the weights of the vertices in columns between 0 and m. If m ⩾ 0, m⟨∅|T_+(x/y|α; β)|∅⟩_m = ∏ 0<j≤m 1 + β_j y 1 − β_jx . If m < 0, m⟨∅|T_+(x/y|α; β)|∅⟩_m = ∏ m<j⩽0 1 − β_j x 1 + β_j y , and similarly for T_−(x/y|α; β), so the result follows from Lemma 4.16. □ Proposition 6.4. If q ≥ p ≥ m then m⟨p − m|T_+(x/y|α; β)|q − m⟩_m e^{Λm−1(x/y|β)} = (1 − α_qβ_q)(x + y) (1 − β_px)(1 − β_qx) ∏ p<j<q x − α_j 1 − β_jx , if q > p, 1 + β_qy 1 − β_qx , if q = p, (72a)

m⟨p − m|T_−(x/y|α; β)|q − m⟩_m e^{Λm−1(x/y|α)} = (1 − α_qβ_q)(x + y) (1 − α_px)(1 − α_qx) ∏ q<j<p x − β_j 1 − α_jx , if p > q, 1 + α_qy 1 − α_qx , if p = q. (72b)

Proof. The general case is similar to Example 6.2 as the six vertex model can be considered as the motion of a particle from q → p. □

Note that we can rewrite the q > p case of (72a) as (1 − α_qβ_q)(x + y)^{(x|σpαα)q−p−1}_{(x|σp−1β β)q−p+1} , which is almost the integrand in Proposition 2.3. We can also rewrite (72b) into a similar form.

As we will show below, to compute arbitrary matrix coefficients of e^{H+(α;β)}, it is enough to compute them in the case of one particle. Proposition 6.5. If q ⩾ p ⩾ m, then m⟨p − m|e^{H+(x/y|α;β)}|q − m⟩_m e^{Λm−1(x/y|β)} = (1 − α_qβ_q)(x + y) (1 − β_px)(1 − β_qx) ∏ p<j<q x − α_j 1 − β_j x , if q > p, 1 + β_py 1 − β_px , if q = p, (73a)

m⟨p − m|e^{H−(x/y|α;β)}|q − m⟩_m e^{Λm−1(x/y|α)} = (1 − α_qβ_q)(x + y) (1 − α_px)(1 − α_qx) ∏ q<j<p x − β_j 1 − α_j x , if p > q, 1 + α_qy 1 − α_qx , if p = q. (73b)

Proof. We only give the proof (73a) as the proof of (73b) is analogous.

Let F_m(q) be the finite-dimensional subspace of F_m spanned by vectors of the form |j − m⟩_m, j ⩽ q. It is clearly invariant under the commutative algebra L = ⟨J^{(α;β)}_k | k > 0⟩. Now J^{(α;β)}_k |j − m⟩_m = J^{(α;β)}_k (v_j ∧ |∅⟩_{m−1}) = J^{(α;β)}_k (v_j ) ∧ |∅⟩_{m−1} + v_j ∧ (J^{(α;β)}_k |∅⟩_{m−1}), and by Corollary 4.15, we have v_j ∧ (J^{(α;β)}_k |∅⟩_{m−1}) = Δ_{m−1}(k|β) · |j − m⟩_m, Thus with respect to the basis of F_m(q), the endomorphism induced by J^{(α;β)}_k is

~J_k + Δ_{m−1}(k|β)I_{Fm(q)}, where ~J_k = A^k_{p,p} A^k_{p,p+1} · · · A^k_{pq} A^k_{p+1,p+1} · · · A^k_{p+1,q} . .. . A^k_{q,q} .

Proposition 6.8 implies ~J_k ~J_ℓ = ~J_{k+ℓ}. Thus H_+(x/y|α; β) induces on F_m(q) the endomorphism_∞ ∑ k=1 1 k (x^k − (−y)^k) ~J^k_1 + ∞∑ k=1 1 k (x^k − (−y)^k)Δ_{m−1}(k|β)I_{Fm(q)}, and the second term is simply Λ_{m−1}(x/y|β)I_{Fm(q)}. Exponentiating we get m⟨p − m|e^{H+(α;β)}|q − m⟩_m = e^{Λm−1(x/y|β)} ·_m⟨p − m|(I − x ~J_1)^{−1}(I + y ~J_1)|q − m⟩_m. Now ⟨p − m|(I − x ~J_1)^{−1}(I + y ~J_1)|q − m⟩_m is the upper rightmost entry in the matrix (I − x ~J_1)^{−1}(I + y ~J_1), and when p = q this is simply^{1−βpy}_{1−βpx} .

For the case p < q, we expand out the matrix product:

(I−x ~J_1)^{−1}(I+y ~J_1) = (I+y ~J_1) ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^kx^k ~J^k_1 = I+(x+y) ∞∑ k=1 x^{k−1} ~J^k_1 = I+(x+y) ∞∑ k=1 x^{k−1} ~J_k, so m⟨p − m|e^{H+(x/y|α;β)}|q − m⟩_m e^{Λm−1(x/y|β)} = (x + y) ∞∑ k=1 x^{k−1}A^k_{p,q}

= (x + y)(1 − α_qβ_q) ∞∑ k=1 x^{k−1} ∑ r−s=q−p−k e_r(−α_{(p,q)})h_s(β_{[p,q]})

= (x + y)(1 − α_qβ_q)x^{q−p−1} ( ∑ r≥0 e_r(−α_{(p,q)})x^{−r} ) ( ∑ s⩾0 h_s(β_{[p,q]})x^s )

= (x + y)(1 − α_qβ_q) ∏ p<i<q (x − α_i) ∏ p⩽j⩽q (1 − β_j q)^{−1},

recalling the notation (16), as desired. □ Let E_{ij} be the elementary endomorphism of V that maps v_j to v_i and annihilates the other basis elements. From Proposition 4.6, if we replace :ψ_iψ^∗_j : → E_{ij} (essentially we are forgetting about the normal ordering), then we can realize the deformed current operators

J^{(α;β)}_k as linear functions from ^V → ^V , where ^V := ∏ i∈Z C v_i ; alternatively as (bi-infinite) matrices. Under this identification, our goal is to show that the deformed current operators commute as elements in End( ^V ) (i.e., as matrices).

Proposition 6.6. As linear functions in End( ^V ), for all k, ℓ ∈ Z, we have

J^{(α;β)}_k J^{(α;β)}_ℓ = J^{(α;β)}_{k+ℓ} .

Moreover, [J^{(α;β)}_k , J^{(α;β)}_ℓ ] = 0 and the inverse of J^{(α;β)}_k is J^{(α;β)}_{−k} .

Remark 6.7. By Proposition 6.6 we could say that J^{(α;β)}_k · J^{(α;β)}_ℓ = J^{(α;β)}_{k+ℓ} as matrices. However this is misleading in regards to our deformed boson-fermion correspondence. We have used the natural (associative) algebra structure of the linear operators in End(C^∞ ) in order to define the bracket operation and hence a Lie algebra structure. Yet it is not true that a representation of End(C^∞ ) as a Lie algebra respects the multiplication of matrices (i.e., that it is an algebra morphism). In particular, as endomorphisms of the fermionic Fock space F, the elements J^{(α;β)}_k ∘J^{(α;β)}_ℓ and J^{(α;β)}_{k+ℓ} are not equal. Indeed, the defining property of being a Lie algebra representation only requires the action of [J^{(α;β)}_k , J^{(α;β)}_ℓ ] = J^{(α;β)}_{k+ℓ} − J^{(α;β)}_{ℓ+k} = 0 and J^{(α;β)}_k ∘ J^{(α;β)}_ℓ − J^{(α;β)}_ℓ ∘ J^{(α;β)}_k = 0 to be equal.

To prove Proposition 6.6, by matrix multiplication it is equivalent to show the following property of the A^k_{ij} coefficients. In the proof, we will need another variation of the formal δ function defined by δ(z − w) := z^{−1} ∑ k∈Z ( z w )_n , We note that δ(z − w) = δ(w − z) = z^{−1}δ(w/z) (see, e.g., [37, Ch. 2]) and it sometimes written as δ(w, z).

Proposition 6.8. Assume that (z; α)^n(ζ|β)^n (z|β)^n(ζ; α)^n n→∞ −−−→ 0, and (z|ι_ββ)^n(ζ; ι_αα)^n (z; ι_αα)^n(ζ|ι_ββ)^n n→∞ −−−→ 0. Then for all k, ℓ, p, q ∈ Z, we have

(74) ∑ j∈Z A^k_{p,j}A^ℓ_{j,q} = A^{k+ℓ}_{p,q} . Proof. By using (18), we have ∑ j A^k_{p,j}A^ℓ_{j,q} = ∑ j∈Z ∮ γ z^{1−k}(1 − α_jβ_j ) (z|σ^pα)^{j−p−1} (z; σ^{p−1}β)^{j−p+1} dz 2πiz ∮ η ζ^{1−ℓ}(1 − α_qβ_q) (ζ|σ^jα)^{q−j−1} (ζ; σ^{j−1}β)^{q−j+1} dζ 2πiζ = ∮ γ ∮ η z^{1−k}ζ^{1−ℓ}(1 − α_qβ_q) (ζ|α)^{q−1}(z; β)^{p−1} (ζ; β)^q(z|α)^p ∑ j∈Z (1 − α_j β_j) (z|α)^{j−1}(ζ; β)^{j−1} (z; β)^j (ζ|α)^j dζ 2πiζ dz 2πiz As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 4.1,

(z − ζ)(1 − α_j β_j) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j(ζ; α)^j = (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^{j−1}(ζ; α)^{j−1} − (z; α)^j(ζ|β)^j (z|β)^j (ζ; α)^j , so (z − ζ) ∑ 0<j≤n (1 − α_j β_j ) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j (ζ; α)^j = 1 − (z; α)^n(ζ|β)^n (z|β)^n(ζ; α)^n . Rearranging and taking the limit, we have ∑ 0<j (1 − α_j β_j) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j(ζ; α)^j = z^{−1} 1 − ζ/z lim_{n→∞} ( 1 − (z; α)^n(ζ|β)^n (z|β)^n(ζ; α)^n) )

= z^{−1} 1 − ζ/z = z^{−1} + ζ/z^2 + · · · ,

using the relevant assumption. Similarly, (ζ − z) ∑ −n<j≤0 (1 − α_j β_j) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j(ζ; α)^j = 1 − (z|ι_β β)^n(ζ; ι_αα)^n (z; ι_αα)^n(ζ|ι_ββ)^n , and using the relevant assumption, ∑ j≤0 (1 − α_j β_j) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j(ζ; α)^j = ζ^{−1} 1 − z/ζ = ζ^{−1} + z/ζ^2 + · · · .

Summing these, we get ∑ j∈Z (1 − α_j β_j) (z; α)^{j−1}(ζ|β)^{j−1} (z|β)^j(ζ; α)^j = δ(ζ − z). Plugging this back in, ∑ j A^k_{p,j}A^ℓ_{j,q} = ∮ γ ∮ η z^{−k}ζ^{1−ℓ}(1 − α_qβ_q) (ζ|α)^{q−1}(z; β)^{p−1} (ζ; β)^q(z|α)^p δ(ζ − z) dζ 2πi dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{−k}z^{1−ℓ}(1 − α_qβ_q) (z|α)^{q−1}(z; β)^{p−1} (z; β)^q(z|α)^p dz 2πiz = ∮ γ z^{1−k−ℓ}(1 − α_qβ_q) (z|σ^pα)^{q−p−1} (z; σ^{p−1}β)^{q−p+1} dz 2πiz = A^{k+ℓ}_{p,q} , where we have used the standard fact of formal residues of the δ distribution Res_{z=0} δ(ζ − z)f(ζ) = f(z) (see, e.g., [3, Prop. 3.8]). □ As a consequence of Proposition 6.8, we have the following symmetric function identities.

Corollary 6.9. Let p, q, k, ℓ ∈ Z, and let d = q − p − k − ℓ. If k, ℓ > 0, ∑ r−s+t−u=d (1 − α_j β_j )e_r(−α_{(p,j)})h_s(β_{[p,j]})e_t(−α_{(j,q)})h_u(β_{[j,q]}) = ∑ r−s=d e_r(−α_{(p,q)})h_s(β_{[p,q]}); (75a)

if k, ℓ < 0, ∑ r−s+t−u=d (1 − α_j β_j )e_r(−β_{(j,p)})h_s(α_{[j,p]})e_t(−β_{(q,j)})h_u(α_{[q,j]}) = ∑ r−s=d e_r(−β_{(q,p)})h_s(α_{[q,p]}); (75b) if k > 0 > ℓ, ∑ r−s+t−u=d (1 − α_jβ_j )e_r(−α_{(p,j)})h_s(β_{[p,j]})e_t(−β_{(q,j)})h_u(α_{[q,j]}) (75c)

= ∑ r−s=d er(−α(p,q))hs(β[p,q]) if k + ℓ > 0, ∑ r−s=d er(−β(q,p))hs(α[q,p]) if k + ℓ < 0, δ_{pq} 1−α_q β_q if k + ℓ = 0;

where on the left side of every equation j = r − s + p + k = q − ℓ − t + u. Theorem 6.10. As operators on F, we have T_±(x/y|α; β) = e^{H±(x/y|α;β)}. Proof. We show the claim by proving (76) ⟨μ|e^{H±(x/y|α;β)}|λ⟩_m = ⟨μ|T_±(x/y|α; β)|λ⟩_m for all partitions λ and μ as the matrix coefficients uniquely determine the operator (see, e.g., [1, Prop. 2.2]). Given λ and μ, we choose an integer k such that λ_{k+1} = μ_{k+1} = 0. Recall that |λ⟩_m = ψ_{λ1+m}ψ_{λ2+m−1} · · · ψ_{λk +m−k+1}|∅⟩_{m−k} = v_{λ1+m} ∧ v_{λ2+m−1} ∧ · · · . By [1, Prop. 2.4, (2.47)], e^{H±(x/y|α;β)} satisfies Wick’s theorem: ⟨μ|e^{H±(x/y|α;β)}|λ⟩_{m−k} = det_{i,j⩽k}⟨μ_i + k − i + 1|e^{H±(x/y|α;β)}|λ_j + k − j + 1⟩_{m−k}. On the other hand, by the free fermionic LGV Lemma [56, Prop. A.2], we have (77) ⟨μ|T_±(x/y|α; β)|λ⟩_{m−k} = det_{i,j⩽k}⟨μ_i + k − i + 1|T_±(x/y|α; β)|λ_j + k − j + 1⟩_{m−k}. See also Molev [53, Thm. 3.1], where the LGV Lemma is used to prove a result equivalent to (77) in the case where β = 0. It is thus sufficient to prove that if q ⩾ p ⩾ m, then ⟨q − m|T_±(x/y|α; β)|p − m⟩_m = ⟨q − m|e^{H±(x/y|α;β)}|p − m⟩_m, which follows by comparing Propositions 6.4 and 6.5. □ Now we consider the case of multiple variables. Fix some positive integer n. We define (78) T_±(x_n/y_n|α; β) := T_±(x_n/y_n|α; β)T_±(x_{n−1}/y_{n−1}|α; β) · · · T_±(x_1/y_1|α; β). Let f_{λ/μ}(x/y||α; β) and ^f_{λ/μ}(x/y||α; β) be the free fermionic Schur functions and their duals, respectively, from [56]. Corollary 6.11. We have ⟨μ|T_+(x_n/y_n|α; β)|λ⟩ = ^f_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||β; α) = s_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||α; β), ⟨λ|T_−(x_n/y_n|α; β)|μ⟩ = f_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||β; α) = ^s_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||α; β), Proof. As in the branching rule (Proposition 5.8), we have e^{H±(p+p′|α;β)} = e^{H±(p|α;β)+H±(p′|α;β)} = e^{H±(p|α;β)}e^{H±(p′|α;β)}, and hence the claim follows from Theorem 6.10 and (78), along with comparing our lattice model with that of [56]. □

As a consequence of Corollary 5.5 and Corollary 6.11, we see that the dual free fermionic Schur functions from [56] are the generalized Schur functions from [51, 52] under the specialization p_k = p_k(x/y). Moreover, Corollary 6.11 means we have provided alternative proofs for many of the results in [56]:

• Theorem 5.29 recovers [56, Thm. 5.14] since p_k(y/x) = (−1)^{k−1}p_k(x/y) = ωp_k(x/y) and Corollary 5.14. Additionally, the duality in Theorem 5.29 corresponds to the duality between the lattice models described in [56, Prop. 4.10].

• Equations (44) and (61) are [56, Cor. 5.18] with mapping w → −w and z → −z, respectively, together with using (11) and (−w; α)^{−b−1} (−w|β)^{−b} = (−w|ι_ββ)^b (−w; ι_αα)^{b+1} = (−1)^b (w|−ι_ββ)^b (w; −ι_αα)^{b+1} . • Theorem 5.13 and Theorem 5.12 is [56, Thm. 5.9]. • Theorem 5.27 is [56, Prop. 5.15]. • Proposition 5.8 is [56, Lemma 5.5].

• Equation (45) with the equivalent specializations of (59) and (60) yield [56, Cor. 5.20] (noting minor misprints in the formulas [56, Eq. (5.10), (5.11)]).

Remark 6.12. By Wick’s theorem, the values ⟨i−m|e^H |j −m⟩ uniquely determine all other matrix coefficients. Then we could pose the following problem: Given a sequence of values h_{i,j}, find the Hamiltonian H such that ⟨i−m|e^H |j −m⟩, where the Hamiltonian has the form H = ∑ i,j t_{i,j}E_{i,j} for some coefficients t_{i,j}. In the case when h_{i,j} are the complete factorial supersymmetric functions, we obtain (19) as the unique solution.

From the lattice model description (Proposition 6.4), we have an explicit description for the specialization p_k = p_k(x_1/y_1). Recall from the Murnaghan–Nakayama rule (Theorem 5.23) that a ribbon has an associated content interval.

Corollary 6.13 ([56, Prop. 4.8, Ex. 5.2]). If λ/μ contains a 2 × 2 block, then

s_{λ/μ}(x_1/y_1||α; β) = ^s_{λ/μ}(x_1/y_1||α; β) = 0;

that is, if λ/μ is not a disjoint union of ribbons. Otherwise

s_{λ/μ}(x_1/y_1||α; β) = ℓ∏ k=1 1 − β_{k−λ}′_k x 1 + β_{1−k}y 1 + β_{λk−k+1}y 1 − β_kx ∏ R wt_{(α;β)}(R),

(79a)

^s_{λ/μ}(x_1/y_1||α; β) = ℓ∏ k=1 1 − α_{k−λ}′_k x 1 + α_{1−k}y 1 + α_{λk−k+1}y 1 − α_kx ∏ R ^wt_{(α;β)}(R), (79b)

where we take the products over all ribbons R in λ/μ and

wt_{(α;β)}(R) =

(1 − α_jβ_j )(x + y) (1 − β_ix)(1 + β_j y) ∏ b∈R {_{x−αc(b)} 1−β_{c(b)}x if b has a left neighbor, y+α_{c(b)} 1+β_{c(b)}y if b has a bottom neighbor,

^wt_{(α;β)}(R) = (1 − α^iβ^i)(x + y) (1 − α_ix)(1 + α_j y) ∏ b∈R {_{x−βc(b)} 1−α_{c(b)}x if b has a left neighbor, y+β_{c(b)} 1+α_{c(b)}y if b has a bottom neighbor,

where [i, j) is the content interval of R.

A consequence of Corollary 6.13 and the branching rule (Proposition 5.8), we obtain a tableaux formula for the (skew) double factorial Schur functions. In [52, Eq. (26)], a similar formula using reverse column-strict tableaux was given.

Corollary 6.14. The double factorial Schur function s_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||α; β) and the dual double factorial Schur functions ^s_{λ/μ}(x_n/y_n||α; β) are given as a sum over reverse plane partitions^4 with entries 1, · · · , n such that the restriction to i, for each 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, is a disjoint union of ribbons and has weight given by (79).

Now we will give the skew-Pieri formulas as we can give explicit contour integral formulas under the specialization p_k = p_k(x/y). This is given explicitly by Corollary 6.13 taken together with Theorem 5.29 (cf. [56, Prop. 4.9]).

Corollary 6.15 (Skew-Pieri formulas). We have h_k(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = ∑ λ,η c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β), (80a) e_k(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = (−1)^k 1 − α_1β_1 1 − α_{1−k}β_{1−k} ∑ λ,η c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} s_{λ/η} (p^′||α; β), (80b)

where the sums are over all partitions λ, η such that λ/μ and ν/η are ribbons, and c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} = (1 − α_kβ_k) ∮ ^s_{ν/η}(β_0/(−z)||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(z/(−β_0)||α; β) (z; α)^{k−1} (z|σ^{−1}_β β)^{k+1} dz 2πi , (81a) c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} = (1 − α_kβ_k) ∮ ^s_{ν/η}(z/(−β_1)||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(β_1/(−z)||α; β) (z|σ_ββ)^{−k−1} (z; α)^{1−k} dz 2πi . (81b)

Proof. Starting from (58), we specialize p_k = p_k(z/w) = z^k − (−w)^k with w = −β_0 or w = −β_1 to obtain

e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{−ξ(p;β0)}s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η} (β_0/(−z)||α; β)s_{λ/η} (p^′||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(z/(−β_0)||α; β), (82a)

e^{−ξ(p;z)}e^{ξ(p;β1)}s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η} (z/(−β_1)||α; β)s_{λ/η} (p^′||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(β_1/(−z)||α; β), (82b)

respectively. Note that we have used the fact −p_k(z/w) = p_k((−w)/(−z)). Next, apply (45), and in the second equation, replace z with −z, to obtain ∞∑ k=0 h_k(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) (z|σ^{−1}_β β)^k (z; α)^k = ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η}(β_0/(−z)||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(z/(−β_0)||α; β)s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β), (83a)

4A reverse plane partition is a filling of the Young diagram such that the entries weakly increase along rows and columns. See, e.g., [62] for plane partitions (but with the inequalities reversed).

∞∑ k=0 (−1)^ke_k(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) 1 − α_{1−k}β_{1−k} 1 − α_1β_1 (z; α)^{−k} (z|σ^{−1}_β β)^{−k} = ∑ λ,η ^s_{ν/η}(z/(−β_1)||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(β_1/(−z)||α; β)s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β). (83b)

Hence, c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} (resp. c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} ) in (80) is the coefficient of^{(z|σ−1β β)k}_{(z;α)k} (resp. of^{(z;α)−k}_{(z|σββ)−k} ) in ^s_{λ/μ}(β_0/(−z)||α; β)^s_{ν/η}(z/(−β_0)||α; β) (resp. ^s_{λ/μ}(z/(−β_1)||α; β)^s_{ν/η}(β_1/(−z)||α; β)). By Corollary 6.13, we must have that λ/μ and ν/η are ribbons else the corresponding term is 0. Recall from Proposition 2.3 that

(1 − α_kβ_k) ∮ η (z|β)^{k−1} (z; α)^k (z; α)^{n−1} (z|β)^n dz 2πi = δ_{nk}. Applying this and noting (z|σ^{−1}_β β)^k = (z − β_0)(z|β)^{k−1} and (z|σ_ββ)^{−k} = (z − β_1)^{−1}(z|β)^{1−k} (cf. [51, Eq. (2.12)]), we obtain c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} and c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} as claimed. □

Similar formulas hold for the dual double factorial Schur functions; we leave the details to the interested reader.

Problem 6.16. Determine an explicit combinatorial formula for the coefficients (81) and for the dual double factorial Schur function Pieri rule.

These integrals appear to be difficult to evaluate, even in the case ν = ∅. Indeed, in the case ν = ∅, then we force η = ∅, reducing the skew Pieri rule to a (straight shape) Pieri rule, but the desired coefficients do not explicitly appear in the formulas. It is possible that (81) can be computed using computations similar to those in the proof of Proposition 4.9.

We are also able to extend Corollary 6.15 to give a skew Littlewood–Richardson rule for s_κ(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) by instead substituting p_k = p_k(z_ℓ/(−β_{[1−ℓ,0]})), where ℓ ⩾ ℓ(κ) by using the generating (39).

Corollary 6.17 (Skew-Littlewood–Richardson formula). We have s_κ(p^′||α; β)s_{μ/ν} (p^′||α; β) = ∑ λ⊇μ η⊆ν c^{λ/η}_{k,μ/ν} s_{λ/η}(p^′||α; β),

where

(84) c^{λ/η}_{κ,μ/ν} = ℓ∏ i=1 (1 − α_{κi} β_{κi} ) ∮ ^s_{ν/η}(β_{[1−ℓ,0]}/(−z_ℓ)||α; β)^s_{λ/μ}(z_ℓ/(−β_{[1−ℓ,0]})||α; β)

× ∏ i<j (z_i − z_j )(1 − α_{1−i}β_{1−j} ) ℓ∏ i=1 (z_i; σ^{1−i}_α α)^{k−1} (z_i|σ^{−i}_β β)^{k+1} dz_i 2πi . A similar formula holds for the dual double factorial Schur functions by using the double factorial Schur functions in the contour integral.

7. Deformed Miwa parameters In this section, we consider an alternative deformed boson-fermion correspondence that produces a different (but isomorphic) representation of H on B. In Section 5, we used the deformed shift operators to construct deformed (dual) shifted vacuums, but here we will instead use the normal shift operators. This will lead to a deformation of the p_i variables (known as Miwa variables/parameters), which are typically set to the powersum (super)symmetric functions for applications to symmetric functions and lattice models a la Section 6. Recall that Q = s∂_s.

Theorem 7.1 (The deformed boson-fermion correspondence via normal shifted vacuums). There is an isomorphism of H algebras Θ^{(α;β)} : F → B defined by |η⟩ −→ ∑ m∈Z m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ · s^m, for any |η⟩ ∈ F. The map Θ^{(α;β)} induces a mapping of actions given by, for k > 0, J^{(α;β)}_k → k ∂ ∂p_k , J^{(α;β)}_{−k} → p_k + Δ_Q(k|α), J^{(α;β)}_0 → Q, Σ_{(α;β)} → e^{ξ(∂p;αQ)}se^{−ΛQ(αQ+1|β)}, ψ(z|α; β) → Y (z|α; β) := e^{^H−(z|α;β)}z^Qse^{− ^H+(z−1|α;β)+ξ(~∂p;αQ+1)−ΛQ(αQ+1|β)}, ψ^∗(w|α; β) → Y^∗(w|α; β) := e^{− ^H−(w|α;β)}s^{−1}w^{−Q}(1 − α_Qβ_Q)e^{^H+(w−1|α;β)−ξ(~∂p;αQ)+ΛQ−1(αQ|β)}, where ^H_±(z|α; β) is the image of H_±(z|α; β) under Θ^{(α;β)}.

Proof. The proof of the image of the deformed current operators is analogous to the proof of Theorem 5.1. For example, let k > 0, and we compute m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_{−k} |η⟩ =_m⟨∅|(p_k +J^{(α;β)}_{−k} )e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩ = ( p_k +Δ_m(k|α) ) ·_m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}|η⟩. We also provide an alternative proof for J^{(α;β)}_k for k > 0 using generating series: m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}J^{(α;β)}_k e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_m = ( p^′_k + Δ_m(k|β) ) ·_m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_m = ( p^′_k + Δ_m(k|β) ) e^{Λm(p′|α)}e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{Λm(p|β)} = k ∂ ∂p_k e^{Λm(p′|α)}e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{Λm(p|β)}, and comparing this to_m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_m = e^{Λm(p′|α)}e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{Λm(p|β)} yields the image of J^{(α;β)}_k .

Next, we compute the image of the deformed shift operator. Using generating series, we compute using Proposition 4.13 and Corollay 4.11: (85)_m⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}Σ_{(α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_{m−1} · s^m = e^{Λm(p′|α)}e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{Λm−1(p|β)} · s^m. Let S_{(α;β)} denote the image of Σ_{(α;β)}. Note that the BCH formula yields (86) e^{±ξ(~∂p;z−1)}e^{Λm(p|β)}s^m = e^{±Λm(z−1|β)}e^{Λm(p|β)}e^{±ξ(~∂p;z−1)}. Thus, we compare (85) with S_{(α;β)} ·_{m−1}⟨∅|e^{H+(p|α;β)}e^{H−(p′|α;β)}|∅⟩_{m−1} · s^{m−1} = S_{(α;β)} · e^{Λm−1 (p′|α)}e^{ξ(p;p′)}e^{Λm−1(p|β)} · s^{m−1} to conclude S_{(α;β)} = e^{ξ(~∂p;αQ)}se^{−ΛQ(αQ+1|β)} by using the fact as a differential operator e^{ξ(~∂p;αQ)}f(p_1, p_2, · · · ) = f(p_1 + α_Q, p_2 + α^2_Q, · · · ) for any function f by its Taylor expansion (see, e.g., [38, §14.5]).

The image of the deformed fermion fields follows from taking the image (35) under Θ^{(α;β)}. □ We make a few remarks regarding the deformed version of the boson-fermion correspondence in Theorem 7.1. First is that we can define α-deformed versions of the powersums by p^{(m|α)}_k := p_k + Δ_m(k|α) = p_k + ∑ 0<j⩽m α^k_j − ∑ m<j⩽0 α^k_j for each m ∈ Z. Note that p^{(0|α)}_k = p^{(m|0)}_k = p_k. However, there is an inherent asymmetry in our boson-fermion correspondence, which is reflected in the fact that we only deformed the powersums using α. Although there is an analogous deformation that can be done on the differential side, it does not come from the deformed current operators.

This can also be seen as a manifestation of the image of Σ_{(α;β)} no longer simply being s, which agrees with the fact that s does not commute with the image of J^{(α;β)}_{−k} . Indeed, we note that (87) [p_k + Δ_Q(k|α), s] = α^k_{Q+1}, [p_k + Δ_Q(k|α), s^{−1}] = −α^k_Q, On the other hand, we can also follow the alternative proof following Remark 5.2 to compute the image of the deformed fermion fields. In more detail, we first perform a linear change of variables u_k = p_k + Δ_Q(k|α) and note that ∂_{uk} = ∂_{pk} , [u_k, ∂_{uj} ] = [u_k, ∂_{pj} ] = [p_k, ∂_{pj} ] = δ_{kj},

(88a) [u_k, Y (z|α; β)] = z^{−k}Y (z|α; β), (88b)

where (88b) is the image of Proposition 4.3 under Θ^{(α;β)}. In particular, the images of the deformed current operators still satisfy the Heisenberg algebra relations. Therefore, we can now follow [38, Thm. 14.10(a)] and use [38, Lemma 14.5] to see that under Θ^{(α;β)} Y (z|α; β) = e^{ξ(p;z)}e^{ΛQ(z|α)}C_Q(z)e^{ξ(~∂p;αQ)}se^{−ξ(~∂p;z−1)}, Y^∗(z|α; β) = e^{−ξ(p;w)}e^{−ΛQ(w|α)}s^{−1}e^{−ξ(~∂p;αQ)}C^∗_Q(w)e^{ξ(~∂p;w−1)}, where C_Q(z) and C^∗_Q(z) are constants (with respect to u) to be determined. This is obtained by substituted back, but the extra factors e^{±ξ(~∂p;αQ)} comes from the fact the variables used change based on the charge (i.e., the result of Q changes) or to account for (87). Next, from Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.9, respectively, we have Θ^{(α;β)}(ψ(z|α; β)|∅⟩_m) = e^{ξ(p;z)} z(z|β)^m (z; α)^{m+1} e^{Λm(p|β)}s^{m+1},

(89a) Θ^{(α;β)}(ψ^∗(w|α; β)|∅⟩_m) = e^{−ξ(p;w)} (w; α)^{m−1} (w|β)^m (1 − α_mβ_m)e^{Λm(p|β)}s^{m−1},

(89b)

and note that Θ^{(α;β)}(|∅⟩_m) = e^{Λm(p|β)}s^m. Next, we apply (34) and (86) in order to compare (89) with Y (z|α; β) · e^{Λm(p|β)}s^m and Y^∗(w|α; β) · e^{Λm(p|β)}s^m, from which we see C_Q(z) = z^Qe^{−ΛQ−1(αQ|β)}, C^∗_Q(w) = w^{−Q}e^{ΛQ(αQ|β)} = (1 − α_Qβ_Q)w^{−Q}e^{ΛQ−1(αQ|β)}, where the last equality for C^∗_Q(w) used (34) and e^{−ΛQ(αQ|β)} = (1−α_Qβ_Q)e^{−λQ−1(αQ|β)}. Hence, we could also have obtained the image of the deformed shift operator by comparing the image of Theorem 4.17 under Θ^{(α;β)} with Y (z|α; β) computed as above.

Next, if we want to consider the image of Σ, this will map to s that also has a twisted multiplication that applies the shifts σ_ασ_β by Proposition 4.20. If we tried to do the computations in Section 5.5 with the deformed boson-fermion correspondence Θ^{(α;β)}, a straightforward computation shows that each PDE in the corresponding hierarchy would comprise of infinite sums of differential operators. Lastly, we sketch how one could arrive at the vertex operators [52, Eq. (39)] with specializing their t = 0. The idea is to consider Y (z|α; β) from Theorem 7.1 but as a charge 0 operator, but the operator would need to account for the factors coming from the change in the charge.

References

[1] A. Alexandrov and A. Zabrodin. Free fermions and tau-functions. J. Geom. Phys., 67:37–80, 2013. [2] G. E. Andrews. Generalized Frobenius partitions. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 49(301):iv+44, 1984. [3] B. Bakalov and N. M. Nikolov. Jacobi identity for vertex algebras in higher dimensions. J. Math. Phys., 47(5):053505, 30, 2006.

[4] T. H. Baker. Vertex operator realization of symplectic and orthogonal S-functions. J. Phys. A, 29(12):3099–3117, 1996.

[5] R. J. Baxter. Exactly solved models in statistical mechanics. Academic Press, Inc. [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers], London, 1989. Reprint of the 1982 original.

[6] L. C. Biedenharn and J. D. Louck. A new class of symmetric polynomials defined in terms of tableaux.

Adv. in Appl. Math., 10(4):396–438, 1989.

[7] B. Brubaker, V. Buciumas, D. Bump, and H. P. A. Gustafsson. Vertex operators, solvable lattice models and metaplectic Whittaker functions. Comm. Math. Phys., 380(2):535–579, 2020.

[8] B. Brubaker, D. Bump, and S. Friedberg. Schur polynomials and the Yang-Baxter equation. Comm.

Math. Phys., 308(2):281–301, 2011.

[9] B. Brubaker, D. Bump, and S. Friedberg. Weyl group multiple Dirichlet series: type A combinatorial theory, volume 175 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2011.

[10] B. Brubaker and A. Schultz. On Hamiltonians for six-vertex models. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 155:100– 121, 2018.

[11] D. Bump, A. Hardt, and T. Scrimshaw. On the boson-fermion correspondence for factorial Schur functions. Preprint, arXiv:2502.02841, 2025.

[12] D. Bump, P. J. McNamara, and M. Nakasuji. Factorial Schur functions and the Yang-Baxter equation.

Comment. Math. Univ. St. Pauli, 63(1-2):23–45, 2014.

[13] S. Coleman. Quantum sine-gordon equation as the massive thirring model. Phys. Rev. D, 11:2088–2097, Apr 1975.

[14] P. A. M. Dirac. A Theory of Electrons and Protons. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London Series A, 126(801):360–365, Jan. 1930.

[15] E. Frenkel and D. Ben-Zvi. Vertex algebras and algebraic curves, volume 88 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 2004.

[16] I. B. Frenkel. Two constructions of affine Lie algebra representations and boson-fermion correspondence in quantum field theory. J. Functional Analysis, 44(3):259–327, 1981.

[17] I. B. Frenkel and V. G. Kac. Basic representations of affine Lie algebras and dual resonance models.

Invent. Math., 62(1):23–66, 1980.

[18] G. Frobenius. Über die Charaktere der symmetrischen Gruppe. Sitzber. Pruess. Akad. Berlin, pages 516–534, 1900.

[19] A. Fun. Raising operators and the Littlewood–Richardson polynomials. Preprint, arXiv:1203.4729, 2012.

[20] J. Graf and N. Jing. Pfaffian formulation of Schur’s Q-functions. Preprint, arXiv:2405.13137, 2024. [21] J. Graf and N. Jing. Plethysm stability of Schur’s Q-functions. Preprint, arXiv:2409.01479, 2024.

[22] B. Hall. Lie groups, Lie algebras, and representations, volume 222 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer, Cham, second edition, 2015. An elementary introduction.

[23] A. M. Hamel and R. C. King. Bijective proofs of shifted tableau and alternating sign matrix identities.

J. Algebraic Combin., 25(4):417–458, 2007.

[24] A. Hardt. Lattice models, Hamiltonian operators, and symmetric functions, 2021, arXiv:2109.14597. [25] R. Howe. Perspectives on invariant theory: Schur duality, multiplicity-free actions and beyond. In The Schur lectures (1992) (Tel Aviv), volume 8 of Israel Math. Conf. Proc., pages 1–182. Bar-Ilan Univ., Ramat Gan, 1995.

[26] B.-H. Hwang, J. Jang, J. S. Kim, M. Song, and U.-K. Song. Refined canonical stable Grothendieck polynomials and their duals, Part 1. Adv. Math., 446:Paper No. 109670, 42, 2024.

[27] B.-H. Hwang, J. Jung, J. S. Kim, M. Song, and U.-K. Song. Refined canonical stable Grothendieck polynomials and their duals, Part 2. Preprint, arXiv:2404.02483, 2024.

[28] S. Iwao. Neutral-fermionic presentation of the K-theoretic Q-function. J. Algebraic Combin., 55(2):629– 662, 2022.

[29] S. Iwao. Generating functions of dual K-theoretic P - and Q-functions and boson-fermion correspondence. Preprint, arXiv:2301.12741, 2023.

[30] S. Iwao. On flagged K-theoretic symmetric polynomials. Preprint, arXiv:2306.00304, 2023. [31] S. Iwao, K. Motegi, and T. Scrimshaw. Free fermions and canonical Grothendieck polynomials. Algebraic Combin., 7(1):245–274, 2024.

[32] M. Jimbo and T. Miwa. Solitons and infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 19(3):943–1001, 1983.

[33] N. Jing, Z. Li, and D. Wang. Skew symplectic and orthogonal Schur functions. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl., 20:Paper No. 041, 23, 2024.

[34] N. Jing and N. Rozhkovskaya. Vertex operators arising from Jacobi–Trudi identities. Comm. Math.

Phys., 346(2):679–701, 2016.

[35] N. Jing and N. Rozhkovskaya. Generating functions for shifted symmetric functions. J. Comb., 10(1):111–127, 2019.

[36] N. H. Jing. Vertex operators and Hall–Littlewood symmetric functions. Adv. Math., 87(2):226–248, 1991.

[37] V. Kac. Vertex algebras for beginners, volume 10 of University Lecture Series. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 1998.

[38] V. G. Kac. Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, third edition, 1990.

[39] V. G. Kac, A. K. Raina, and N. Rozhkovskaya. Bombay lectures on highest weight representations of infinite dimensional Lie algebras, volume 29 of Advanced Series in Mathematical Physics. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, second edition, 2013.

[40] A. Knutson and T. Tao. Puzzles and (equivariant) cohomology of Grassmannians. Duke Math. J., 119(2):221–260, 2003.

[41] C. Korff. Cylindric Hecke characters and Gromov–Witten invariants via the asymmetric six-vertex model. Comm. Math. Phys., 381(2):591–640, 2021.

[42] C. Krattenthaler. Advanced determinant calculus. volume 42, pages Art. B42q, 67. 1999. The Andrews Festschrift (Maratea, 1998).

[43] T. Lam. A combinatorial generalization of the boson-fermion correspondence. Math. Res. Lett., 13(2- 3):377–392, 2006.

[44] C. Lenart. Combinatorial aspects of the K-theory of Grassmannians. Ann. Comb., 4(1):67–82, 2000. [45] N. A. Loehr and J. B. Remmel. A computational and combinatorial exposé of plethystic calculus. J.

Algebraic Combin., 33(2):163–198, 2011.

[46] I. G. Macdonald. Schur functions: theme and variations. In Séminaire Lotharingien de Combinatoire (Saint-Nabor, 1992), volume 498 of Publ. Inst. Rech. Math. Av., pages 5–39. Univ. Louis Pasteur, Strasbourg, 1992.

[47] I. G. Macdonald. Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials. Oxford Classic Texts in the Physical Sciences. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, second edition, 2015. With contribution by A. V. Zelevinsky and a foreword by Richard Stanley.

[48] S. Mandelstam. Soliton operators for the quantized sine-gordon equation. Phys. Rev. D, 11:3026–3030, May 1975.

[49] L. C. Mihalcea. Giambelli formulae for the equivariant quantum cohomology of the Grassmannian.

Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 360(5):2285–2301, 2008.

[50] T. Miwa, M. Jimbo, and E. Date. Solitons, volume 135 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000. Differential equations, symmetries and infinite-dimensional algebras, Translated from the 1993 Japanese original by Miles Reid.

[51] R. Miyaura and A. Mukaihira. Generalized factorial Schur functions, biorthogonal rational functions and the R_{II} chain. J. Phys. A, 44(39):395202, 17, 2011.

[52] R. Miyaura and A. Mukaihira. Factorial-type Schur functions, orthogonal rational functions, and discrete dressing chains. J. Math. Phys., 57(5):052701, 18, 2016.

[53] A. Molev. Factorial supersymmetric Schur functions and super Capelli identities. In Kirillov’s seminar on representation theory, volume 181 of Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, pages 109–137. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1998.

[54] A. I. Molev. Comultiplication rules for the double Schur functions and Cauchy identities. Electron. J.

Comb., 16(1), 2009.

[55] A. I. Molev and B. E. Sagan. A Littlewood–Richardson rule for factorial Schur functions. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 351(11):4429–4443, 1999.

[56] S. Naprienko. Free-fermionic Schur functions. Adv. Math., 2023, 2301.12110. To appear. [57] A. Okounkov. Infinite wedge and random partitions. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 7(1):57–81, 2001. [58] A. Okounkov and N. Reshetikhin. Correlation function of Schur process with application to local geometry of a random 3-dimensional Young diagram. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 16(3):581–603, 2003.

[59] A. Okun’kov and G. Ol’shanskiĭ. Shifted Schur functions. Algebra i Analiz, 9(2):73–146, 1997. [60] B. E. Sagan. The symmetric group, volume 203 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 2001. Representations, combinatorial algorithms, and symmetric functions.

[61] T. Skyrme. Particle states of a quantised meson field. Proc. Roy. Soc. A, 262(1309):237–245, 1961. [62] R. P. Stanley. Enumerative combinatorics. Vol. 2, volume 62 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999. With a foreword by Gian-Carlo Rota and appendix 1 by Sergey Fomin.

[63] R. Streater and I. Wilde. Fermion states of a boson field. Nucl. Phys. B, 24(3):561–575, 1970. [64] The Sage Developers. Sage Mathematics Software (Version 10.4). The Sage Development Team, 2024.

https://www.sagemath.org.

[65] S. O. Warnaar. Remarks on the paper “Skew Pieri rules for Hall-Littlewood functions” by Konvalinka and Lauve. J. Algebraic Combin., 38(3):519–526, 2013.

[66] D. Yeliussizov. Symmetric Grothendieck polynomials, skew Cauchy identities, and dual filtered Young graphs. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 161:453–485, 2019.

[67] P. Zinn-Justin. Littlewood–Richardson coefficients and integrable tilings. Electron. J. Combin., 16(1):Research Paper 12, 33, 2009.

[68] P. Zinn-Justin. Six-vertex, loop and tiling models: Integrability and combinatorics, 2009. Habilitation thesis, arXiv:0901.0665.

(D. Bump) Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305-2125 Email address: bump@math.stanford.edu URL: https://math.stanford.edu/~bump/

(A. Hardt) Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801

Email address: ahardt@illinois.edu URL: https://andyhardt.github.io/

(T. Scrimshaw) Department of Mathematics, Hokkaido University, 5 Chōme Kita 8 Jōnishi, Kita Ward, Sapporo, Hokkaidō 060-0808

Email address: tcscrims@gmail.com URL: https://tscrim.github.io/