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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to prove the First and Second Fun-
damental Theorems of invariant theory for the complex special linear
supergroup and discuss the superalgebra of invariants, via the super
Plücker relations.

1 Introduction

Since its origins, in the XIXth century [6], classical invariant theory rapidly
provided important results, whose applications involve both, mathematics
and physics (see [3] for an historical review of the theory).

One of the classical invariant theory main questions, which led to the
spectacular result by Hilbert [16], is the search for invariants, with respect
to a given group action, in the ring of polynomial functions ([22, 23]).
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We can look, for example, at the polynomial functions on the set of r× p
(r ≤ p) complex matrices Mr×p, that are invariant under the action of the
complex special linear group SLr(C):

C[Mr×p]× SLr(C) −−−→ C[Mr×p]

(f, g) −−−→ f.g,

where (f.g)(M) := f(gM) and C[Mr×p] denotes the algebra of polynomials
functions on the entries of Mr×p.

Let Xi1...ir denote the r× r minor formed with the columns (i1, . . . , ir) of
a matrix in Mr×p. The First and Second fundamental Theorems of invariant
theory for SLr(C) state the following (see [13, 12, 11] and Refs. therein for
a full account).

Theorem 1.1. Let the notation be as above.

1. First Fundamental Theorem (FFT) of invariant theory. The
ring of invariants C[Mr×p]

SLr(C) is generated by the minors Xi1...ir of
the r × r submatrices in Mr×p.

2. Second Fundamental Theorem (SFT) of invariant theory. We
have a presentation of the ring of invariants via the ideal I of the
Plücker relations:

C[Mr×p]
SLr(C) ∼= C[Xi1...ir ]

/
I, with

I :=

(
r+1∑
k=1

(−1)kXi1...ir−1jkXj1...ȷ̃k...jr+1

)
(1)

where

1 ≤ i1 < · · · < ir−1 ≤ p

1 ≤ j1 < · · · < ȷ̃k < · · · < jr+1 ≤ p

and ȷ̃k means that the index is removed.

In this work we want to provide a generalization of this result to super-
geometry. The generalization of some questions of invariant theory to the
super setting appeared early in the literature: for example, the Young super
tableaux and techniques regarding their manipulation, appeared first in [18]
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and at the same time in [1], to address questions of representation theory of
Lie superalgebras and the double commutant theorem, a fundamental result,
originally proven, in the ordinary setting, by Schur [22].

In particular, in [1], the authors prove also a version of the straightening
algorithm for Young super tableaux, of uttermost importance in represen-
tation theory and directly linked to the Plücker relations [11]. Later on, in
the papers [15, 4], appeared such algorithm in the super setting. Their idea,
involving the so called virtual variables method, provides an elegant approach
which encompasses both, the ordinary and the super setting at once. More
recently in [24, 9] appeared generalizations to other supergroups as the or-
thosymplectic one and in [7] a categorical approach to super invariant theory
allowed to go beyond the characteristic zero setting (see also [8]).

In the present work, however, we are interested in a related, and yet diffe-
rent topic. It has its significance rooted into the geometric meaning of these
combinatorial questions. In the ordinary setting Theorem 1.1 provides with
a presentation of the ring of invariants via the Plücker relations, which give
an embedding of the Grassmannian manifold into a suitable projective space.
In supergeometry, super Grassmannians do not admit, in general, projective
embeddings (see [19], Chapter 4). However, in [20], the authors define a new
graded version of super projective space, with negative grading, which allows
for such embedding. Indeed, the Berezinians of sub-supermatrices replace
truly the notion of minors, which give the projective coordinates for the clas-
sical Plücker embedding. Then, they allow to proceed and give the correct
supergeometric counterpart of the Plücker embedding and Plücker relations
[20]. Furthermore, in [21], these super Plücker relations has been studied
from the perspective of constructing super cluster algebras. However, due to
the very nature of Berezinians, which are defined only when the supermatrix
is invertible, one is forced to restrict the analysis to an open set. Once this
geometric constraint is set in place, one can state and prove the super version
of the First Fundamental Theorem and progress towards the full proof of the
more elusive Second Fundamental Theorem.

The paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we introduce the notation and a few facts concerning the

Berezinians. We have included in Appendix A some very basic notions of
supergeometry. We also state the super Cramer rule, first proved in [2] with
different methods, which is instrumental for the proofs of the results in the
next sections. Due to its importance to the present work, and in order to
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be self contained, we have included our new proof of super Cramer’s rule in
Appendix B, which is very much in line with the reasoning of the rest of the
paper.

In Section 3, we state and prove the First Fundamental Theorem of super
invariant theory for the special linear supergroup, Theorem 3.1.

In Section 4, we introduce and prove a super version of the Jacobi identiy
(a classical determinant identity, for details see Appendix C), Theorem 4.1,
one of our main results, which is instrumental for the following sections.

In Sections 5, 6 we derive the super Plücker relations from the super
Jacobi identity in a special, yet illustrative, case (i.e. of SL(1|1)). We also
prove Second Fundamental Theorem of super invariant theory for SL(1|1).

In Section 7 we derive the super Plücker relations for the case of SL(r|s)
and conjectured Second Fundamental Theorem of super invariant theory for
SL(r|s). It is important to note that the super Plücker relations we derived
are same as the one given in [20], however, we used a different construction
based on super Jacobi identity.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we establish our notation on supermatrices. The reader can
go to Appendix A or to references [5, 10, 20] for terminology.

Let A be a fixed commutative superalgebra. All entries of supermatrices
are intended to be in A. An even supermatrix

B =

(
B1 B2

B3 B4

)
(2)

of size p|q × r|s is a block matrix whose first r columns are even vectors
and last s columns are odd vectors. Consequently, B1 and B4 contain even
entries, while B2 and B3 contain odd entries.

We also need to introduce the concept of fake supermatrices1.

Definition 2.1. A fake supermatrix of type-I is a matrix obtained by insert-
ing an odd vector at an even vector’s position of an even supermatrix. A
fake supermatrix of type-II is a matrix obtained by inserting an even vector
at an odd vector’s position of an even supermatrix.

1These are called ‘wrong supermatrices’ in [20].
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As usual, for any even supermatrix or fake supermatrix, as in (2), we
define its parity reversed matrix, denoted by BΠ by swapping B1 with B4

and B2 with B3, i.e. (
B1 B2

B3 B4

)Π

=

(
B4 B3

B2 B1

)
.

Notice that if B is a fake supermatrix of type I, then BΠ is a fake supermatrix
of type II and viceversa.

Definition 2.2. Let B be an even supermatrix or a fake supermatrix of
type-I:

B =

(
B1 B2

B3 B4

)
. (3)

Assume that B4 is invertible. We define the Berezinian of B as:

BerB := detB−1
4 det(B1 −B2B

−1
4 B3)

Notice that, although this definition is the same as the first line of (47),
in Appendix A, here we use it in a more general context, when B can be a
fake supermatrix of type-I.

Definition 2.3. Let B be an even supermatrix or a fake supermatrix of
type-II:

B =

(
B1 B2

B3 B4

)
(4)

Assume that B1 is invertible. We define the inverted berezinian of B:

Ber∗B := BerBΠ.

It is clear that for an invertible supermatrix B:

Ber∗B = BerB−1. (5)

Remark 2.4. For an even supermatrix B, we denote with i the even indices
and with ı̂ the odd ones, as we exemplify below:

B =



b11 ... b1p b11̂ ... b1q̂
. ... . . ... .
. ... . . ... .
br1 ... brp br1̂ ... brq̂
b1̂1 ... b1̂p b1̂1̂ ... b1̂q̂
. ... . . ... .
. ... . . ... .
bŝ1 ... bŝr bŝ1̂ ... bŝq̂


.

5



We state now the super version of Cramer’s rule. Recall that, in ordinary
linear algebra, for an invertible matrix T of size n× n and a column vector
b of size n, the solution to the equation:

Tx = b

is a column vector x whose entries are given by:

xi =
detTi(b)

detT

where Ti(b) denotes the matrix obtained by replacing the i-th column of T
with b.

In super linear algebra, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.5. Super Cramer’s rule. Let M ∈ GL(r|s) be an invertible even
supermatrix and let b ∈ kr|s be an even vector of size r|s. Then, the solution
to the equation

Mx = b

is given by:

xi =
BerMi(b)

BerM
for i = 1, ..., r

xȷ̂ =
Ber∗Mȷ̂(b)

Ber∗M
for ȷ̂ = 1̂ · · · ŝ

where Mi(b) is the supermatrix obtained by replacing i-th even column of M
with b and Mȷ̂(b) is the fake supermatrix of type-II obtained by replacing ȷ̂-th
odd column of M with b.

This is a known result, see [2]. However, for completeness, we have in-
cluded in Appendix B a proof of it, obtained with different, elementary me-
thods.

As stated in Remark B.1, the same expressions hold for the equation
Mx = b if b is an odd vector of size r|s.

Example 2.6. Let g =

(
a α
β b

)
∈ GL(1|1). Suppose we need to find

(
x
η

)
such that:

g

(
x
η

)
=

(
c
γ

)
.
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Then, using super Cramer’s rule, one gets:

x =

Ber

(
c α
γ b

)
Ber

(
a α
β b

) =
c− αb−1γ

a− αb−1β

and

η =

Ber∗
(
a c
β γ

)
Ber∗

(
a α
β b

) =
γ − βa−1c

b− βa−1α
.

3 First Fundamental Theorem of invariant

theory for SL(r|s)
In ordinary geometry, we have a natural right action of the complex special
linear group SLr(C) on the algebra of functions C[Mr×p] of the r×p complex
matrices Mr×p:

C[Mr×p]× SLr(C) −−−→ C[Mr×p]

(f, g) −−−→ f.g,
(6)

where (f.g)(M) := f(gM), for all M ∈ Mr×p(C).
The First Fundamental Theorem of ordinary invariant theory realizes

the ring of invariants with respect to this action, as the subring of C[Mr×p]
generated by the determinants of the r × r minors in Mr×p(C).

We now extend the action (6) to the super setting and compute the super-
algebra of invariants. Let Mr|s×p|q be the super vector space of supermatrices
and letO be the superalgebra of ‘functions’ on Mr|s×p|q (see Observation A.1).
For notational purposes, let us organize the generators of O (or ‘coordinates’)
in a supermatrix, as follows:
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A =



x11 ... x1p α11̂ ... α1q̂

. ... . . ... .

. ... . . ... .
xr1 ... xrp αr1̂ ... αrq̂

β1̂1 ... β1̂p y1̂1̂ ... y1̂q̂
. ... . . ... .
. ... . . ... .

βŝ1 ... βŝp yŝ1̂ ... yŝq̂


, (7)

where the hat denotes the odd indices. Then,

O = k[xij, yk̂l̂, αik̂, βl̂j].

Let A be a commutative superalgebra. For every supermatrix in the set of
A-points of Mr|s×p|q (see Appendix A), M ∈ Mr|s×p|q(A) and f ∈ O one
can compute an element of A. This is denoted, in the terminology of the
A-points, as f(M) instead of the, perhaps more appropriate, M(f).

Let SL(r|s) be the special linear supergroup (see, for example, [5], Chap-
ter 1). Its A-points are the matrices in GL(r|s)(A) with Berezinian equal
to 1. In terms of A-points, one can write a left action of the special linear
supergroup on the supermatrices:

SL(r|s)(A)×Mr|s×p|q(A) −−−→ Mr|s×p|q(A)

(g,M) −−−→ gM.

One can also define a right action of SL(r|s) on O, exactly as in the ordinary
case (6). For g ∈ SL(r|s)(A) and f ∈ O one has

(f.g)(M) := f(gM), M ∈ Mr|s×p|q(A).

We want to be able to define the Berezinians of all r|s × r|s minors
appearing in the matrix (7). We then have to localize O at the determinants

Di1,..,ir := det


x1i1 ... x1ir

. ... .

. ... .
xri1 ... xrir

 , Dȷ̂1···ȷ̂s := det


y1̂ȷ̂1 · · · y1̂ȷ̂s
· · · · ·
· · · · ·

yŝȷ̂1 · · · yŝȷ̂s

 ,
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in the diagonal blocks, in the expression (7). We can now look at the action
of the supergroup SL(r|s) on the localization

Õ := O[D−1
i1···ir , D

−1
ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s ]. (8)

This corresponds to take the subset M̃r|s×p|q(A) ⊂ Mr|s×p|q(A) where all the
corresponding minors are invertible.

In this way we can formulate the super version of the First Fundamental
Theorem of invariant theory. As we shall see in the next section, it is related
with the Grassmannian and its super Plücker embedding, and we adopted a
very similar notation for generators as in [20].

Theorem 3.1. Let Ai1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s be the supermatrix formed with the columns
(i1, . . . , ir|ȷ̂1, . . . , ȷ̂s) of the supermatrix A in (7). Then, the ring of invariants
ÕSL(r|s) is generated by the super minors

Xi1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s := BerAi1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s

X∗
i1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s := Ber∗Ai1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s (9)

and the ‘fake’ super minors,

Xi1···ik−1 ȷ̂kik+1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s := BerAi1···ik−1 ȷ̂kik+1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s (10)

X∗
i1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂l−1il ȷ̂l+1···ȷ̂s := Ber∗Ai1···ir|ȷ̂1···ȷ̂l−1il ȷ̂l+1···ȷ̂s (11)

where 1 ≤ i1 ≤ · · · ≤ ir ≤ p and 1 ≤ ȷ̂1 ≤ · · · ≤ ȷ̂s ≤ q.

Proof. Firstly, it is clear, from the multiplicative property of Berezinian, that
super-minors and fake super-minors are invariants.

To show that they generate the ring ÕSL(r|s), we decompose the matrix
of coordinate functions (7) as A = Ã1···r|1̂···ŝB, where
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Ã1···r|1̂···ŝ =



x11

X1···r|1̂···ŝ
· · · x1r α11̂ · · · α1ŝ

· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

xr1

X1···r|1̂···ŝ
· · · xrr αr1̂ · · · αrŝ

β1̂1

X1···r|1̂···ŝ
· · · β1̂r y1̂1̂ · · · y1̂ŝ

· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·
βŝ1

X1···r|1̂···ŝ
· · · βŝr yŝ1̂ · · · yŝŝ



.

Therefore, we have,
B = Ã−1

1···r|1̂···ŝA.

Notice that, we are working over O[D−1
i1···ir , D

−1
ȷ̂1···ȷ̂s ], hence, Ã

−1

1···r|1̂···ŝ is well-

defined. Using super Cramer’s rule we can find the entries ofB =

(
U V
W Z

)
:

Uij =

{
Xj···r|1̂···ŝ for i = 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ p,

X∗
1···r|1̂···ŝX1···(i−1)j(i+1)···r|1̂···ŝ for 1 < i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ p

(12)

Wk̂j = X1···r|1̂···ŝX
∗
1···r|1̂···(k̂−1̂)j(k̂+1̂)···ŝ for 1 ≤ k ≤ s, 1 ≤ j ≤ p. (13)

Vil̂ =

{
Xl̂···r|1̂···ŝ for i = 1, 1 ≤ l ≤ q,

X∗
1···r|1̂···ŝX1···(i−1)l̂(i+1)···r|1̂···ŝ for 1 < i ≤ r, 1 ≤ l ≤ q.

(14)

Zk̂l̂ = X1···r|1̂···ŝX
∗
1···r|1̂···(k̂−1̂)l̂(k̂+1̂)···ŝ for 1 ≤ k ≤ s, 1 ≤ l ≤ q. (15)

LetA be any superalgebra and consider an arbitrary element T ∈ M̃r|s×p|q(A).
We can write T as a product,

T = T̃1···r|1̂···ŝR (16)
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where, T̃1···r|1̂···ŝ is an element of SL(r|s)(A) and R ∈ M̃r|s×p|q(A) is computed
in terms of superminors and fake superminors. Explicitly, each entry of R
can be computed by evaluating on T the corresponding superminor or fake
superminor as in B above.

Let f ∈ ÕSL(r|s) be an invariant. Then, by definition, we have:

f.g(R) = f(gR) = f(R), for all R ∈ M̃r|s×p|q(A) and g ∈ SL(r|s)(A).

But then, for any T ∈ M̃r|s×p|q(A),

f(T ) = f(T̃1···r|1̂···ŝR) = f(R),

where R is as in (16). Therefore, f is a function of superminors and fake
superminors, as we wanted to prove.

4 The super Jacobi identity

In this section we want to obtain a super Jacobi identity, a generalization of
the Jacobi identity, Theorem C.1 in the Appendix C, to the super setting.
We first introduce some notation.

Notation. Let A be an invertible supermatrix of size p|q × p|q. Let
u = (p − r + 1, . . . , p|q̂ − ŝ+ 1̂, . . . , q̂) and v = (1, . . . , r|1̂, . . . , ŝ) be two
sets of indices, r < p, ŝ < q̂. Let Au

v denote the matrix obtained from A
by deleting the rows and columns contained in u and v, respectively, i.e.
by deleting the last r even rows, the last ŝ odd rows, first r even columns
and first ŝ odd columns. Also, set ũ = (1, . . . , p − r|1̂, . . . , q̂ − ŝ) and ṽ =
(r + 1, . . . , p|ŝ+ 1̂, . . . , q̂) as the complements of u and v, respectively.

Theorem 4.1. The super Jacobi Identity. Let the notation be as above. If
Au

v and (A−1)ṽũ are invertible, then

BerABer(A−1)ṽũ = (−1)tBerAu
v (17)

where t = r(p+ 1) + s(q + 1).

We call (17) the super Jacobi identity.
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Proof. A similar strategy to what we used in the proof of Theorem C.1 (see
Appendix C) will work here. Let

A =

(
[aij] [aik̂]
[al̂j] [al̂k̂]

)
and A−1 =

(
[bij] [bik̂]
[bl̂j] [bl̂k̂]

)
.

According to our notation,

(A−1)ṽũ =



b1(p−r+1) · · · b1p b1(q̂−ŝ+1̂) · · · b1q̂
· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

br(p−r+1) · · · brp br(q̂−ŝ+1̂) · · · brq̂
b1̂(p−r+1) · · · b1̂p b1̂(q̂−ŝ+1̂) · · · b1̂q̂

· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

bŝ(p−r+1) · · · bŝp bŝ(q̂−ŝ+1̂) · · · bŝq̂


One can see that

Ber(A−1)ṽũ = BerT (18)

where T is the super matrix of size p|q × p|q described as follows:

Tj =

{
(A−1)p−r+j for 1 ≤ j ≤ r

ej for r + 1 ≤ j ≤ p

where Tj denotes the j-th even column of T , (A−1)k is the k-th even column
of A−1 and ej denotes an even vector of size p|q, whose entries are all 0 except
at the j-th even position, where the entry is 1. On the other hand,

Tl̂ =

{
(A−1)q̂−ŝ+l̂ for 1̂ ≤ l̂ ≤ ŝ

el̂ for ŝ+ 1̂ ≤ l̂ ≤ q̂,

where Tl̂ denotes the l̂-th odd column of T , (A−1)k̂ is the k̂-th-odd column
of A−1 and el̂ denotes an odd vector of size p|q whose entries are all 0 except

at the l̂-th odd position, where the entry is 1.
In other words, T is a supermatrix whose first r even columns coincide

with the last r even columns of A−1, the first ŝ odd columns coincide with
the last ŝ odd columns of A−1 and the remaining even and odd columns are
ej and el̂, respectively.
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Therefore, using Equation (18) and the multiplicative property of Berezinian,
we have:

BerABer(A−1)ṽũ = BerABerT = Ber(AT ). (19)

Let us denote C = AT ; then, using above notation:

Cj =

{
ep−r+j for 1 ≤ j ≤ r,

Aj for r + 1 ≤ j ≤ p,

and

Cl̂ =

{
eq̂−ŝ+l̂ for 1̂ ≤ l̂ ≤ ŝ

Al̂ for ŝ+ 1̂ ≤ l̂ ≤ q̂.

Then, one can compute:

Ber(AT ) = BerC = (−1)r(p+1)+s(q+1)BerAu
v (20)

and by putting this into Equation (19) the desired identity is obtained.

5 The Super Plücker Relations for SL(1|1)
We want to use the super Jacobi identity as in Theorem (4.1) to derive the
relations among the generators in the superalgebra Õ defined in (8). This
approach for the construction of classical Plücler relations has been explained
in the Appendix C, Proposition C.2.

We illustrate in detail in this section the case of r = s = 1, the general
case will be discussed shortly, in the next section, following the same strategy.

Theorem 5.1. The super Plücker relations for SL(1|1). Let the notation be
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as in (9), (10) and (11) for r = s = 1. Then:

Xi|µ̂X
∗
i|µ̂ = 1, (21)

Xi|µ̂Xj|ν̂ = Ber

(
Xj|µ̂ Xν̂|µ̂
X∗

i|j X∗
i|ν̂

)
, (22)

Xi|µ̂Xλ̂|ν̂ = Ber

(
Xλ̂|µ̂ Xν̂|µ̂

X∗
i|λ̂ X∗

i|ν̂

)
, (23)

X∗
i|µ̂X

∗
j|k = Ber∗

(
Xj|µ̂ Xk|µ̂
X∗

i|j X∗
i|k

)
, (24)

where the Latin (even) indices run from 1 to p and the Greek (odd) indices
run from 1 to q.

We call these the super Plücker relations for SL(1|1). Moreover, it is
important to note that these super Plücker relations coincides with the super
Plücker relations appeared in [20, Th. 8] obtained with a different approach.

Proof. The relations (21) follow from the Equation (5).
Now, for any indices (i|µ̂) and (j|ν̂), fix the following matrix:

B =


x1i x1j x1µ̂ x1ν̂

0 1 0 0
x1̂i x1̂j x1̂µ̂ x1̂ν̂

0 0 0 1

 .

Clearly,

BerB = Xi|µ̂ (25)

By setting u = (2, 2̂) and v = (1, 1̂) we get:

BerBu
v = Ber

(
x1j x1ν̂

x1̂j x1̂ν̂

)
= Xj|ν̂ . (26)

Moreover, since ũ = (1|1̂) and ṽ = (2|2̂), using the super Cramer rule one
can compute:

(B−1)ṽũ =

(
(B−1)12 (B−1)12̂
(B−1)1̂2 (B−1)1̂2̂

)
=

(−Xj|µ̂X
∗
i|µ̂ −Xν̂|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂

−X∗
i|jXi|µ̂ −X∗

i|ν̂Xi|µ̂

)
.
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Hence,

Ber(B−1)ṽũ = (X∗
i|µ̂)

2Ber

(
Xj|µ̂ Xν̂|µ̂
X∗

i|j X∗
i|ν̂

)
. (27)

Substituting Equations (25), (26) and (27) in the super Jacobi identity, one
arrives to the relations (22).

For the other relations, we would need to generalize the super Jacobi
identity to include some fake supermatrices. We instead use an argument,
similar to the one used in the proof of the super Jacobi identity. Consider
the matrix

B =


x1i 0 x1µ̂ x1ν̂

0 1 0 0
x1̂i 0 x1̂µ̂ x1̂ν̂

0 0 0 1

 (28)

with BerB = Xi|µ̂. We construct a fake supermatrix T in the following way:
the first even column is the second even column of B−1, the first odd column
is the second odd column of B−1; at the second even column position we
have B−1t where

t :=


x1λ̂

0
x1̂λ̂

0

 .

and at the second odd column position we have e2̂. Then, clearly:

Ber(BT ) = Ber


0 x1λ̂ 0 x1ν̂

1 0 0 0
0 x1̂λ̂ 0 x1̂ν̂

0 0 1 1

 = Xλ̂|ν̂ . (29)

On the other hand, one can explicitly compute, using super Cramer’s
rule:

T =


0 Xλ̂|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂ −Xν̂|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂ 0

1 0 0 0
0 X∗

i|λ̂Xi|µ̂ −X∗
i|ν̂Xi|µ̂ 0

0 0 1 1

 (30)
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Therefore,

BerT = (X∗
i|µ̂)

2Ber

(
Xλ̂|µ̂ Xν̂|µ̂

X∗
i|λ̂ X∗

i|ν̂

)
. (31)

Using the multiplicative property of the Berezinian and equation (29) one
arrives to the relations (23).

Similarly, the relations (24) follow. Consider the supermatrix

B =


x1̂µ̂ 0 x1̂i x1̂j

0 1 0 0
x1µ̂ 0 x1i x1j

0 0 0 1

 ,

whose Berezinian is BerB = X∗
i|µ̂. Define a the supermatrix T whose first

even column is the second even column of B−1 and whose second even column
is B−1t with

t =


x1̂k

0
x1k

0

 ;

on the other hand, its first odd column is the second odd column of B−1 and
its second odd column is e2̂. Then

BT =


0 x1̂k 0 x1̂j

1 0 0 0
0 x1k 0 x1j

0 0 1 1

 .

The Berezinian Ber(BT ) = X∗
j|k. As before, we can compute T explicitly

with the help of the super Cramer rule:

T =


0 X∗

i|kXi|µ̂ −X∗
i|jXi|µ̂ 0

1 0 0 0
0 Xk|µ̂X

∗
i|µ −Xj|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂ 0

0 0 0 1

 .

Then

BerT = X2
i|µ̂Ber

(
X∗

i|µ̂ X∗
i|j

Xk|µ̂ Xj|µ̂

)
,
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so

Ber(BT ) = BerB BerT = X∗
i|µ̂X

2
i|µ̂Ber

∗
(
Xj|µ̂ X∗

k|µ̂
Xi|j X∗

i|k

)
.

We then arrive to (24), as we wanted to show.

6 Second Fundamental Theorem of super in-

variant theory for SL(1|1)
Now, we want to prove that the relations that appeared in Equations (21),
(22), (23), and (24) completely characterize the super ring of invariants
ÕSL(1|1). In this way, we prove the Second Fundamental Theorem of super
invariant theory for SL(1|1).

Let us recall the following basic fact from linear algebra.
Let {v1, v2, · · · } be an ordered (countable) basis of a vector space V . For

any non-zero vector v =
∑

i aivi, define the leading term of v as Lt(v) := vi0 ,
where ai0 ̸= 0, and ai = 0 for all vi < vi0 .

Lemma 6.1. Any collection of vectors {v1, v2, . . . } in V , with distinct leading
terms with respect to an ordered basis, as above, is linearly independent.

The superalgebra ÕSL(1|1) is generated by Xi|µ̂, Xµ̂|ν̂ , X
∗
j|ν̂ , and X∗

i|j. Each

element of ÕSL(1|1) is a linear combination of expressions of the following
form:

Π
i|µ̂,j|λ̂,η̂|ν̂,k|l

X
di|µ̂
i|µ̂ X

dη̂|ν̂
η̂|ν̂ X

∗dj|λ̂
j|λ̂ X

∗dk|l
k|l , (32)

where di|µ̂, dj|λ̂ ∈ {0, 1, 2, ...} and dη̂|ν̂ , dk|l ∈ {0, 1}. However, due to super

Plücker relations (21), (22), (23) and (24), we can express:

Xi|µ̂ = X∗
1|1̂X1|µ̂Xi|1̂ −X∗

1|1̂Xµ̂|1̂X
2
1|µ̂X

∗
1|i, (33)

X∗
j|λ̂ = X1|1̂X

∗
j|1̂X

∗
1|λ̂ −X1|1̂X

∗
1|jX

∗2
j|1̂Xλ̂|1̂, (34)

Xη̂|ν̂ = X∗
1|1̂X1|ν̂Xη̂|1̂ −X∗

1|1̂Xν̂|1̂X
2
1|ν̂X

∗
1|η̂, (35)

X∗
k|l = X1|1̂X

∗
k|1̂X

∗
1|l −X1|1̂X

∗
1|kX

∗2
k|1̂Xl|1̂. (36)

for 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ p and 1 ≤ µ, λ, ν, η ≤ q.
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Therefore, every expression in (32) can be written and arranged as a
linear combination of expressions of the following form:

P = P1|µ̂Pi|1̂Pη̂|1̂P
∗
1|λ̂P

∗
j|1̂P

∗
1|l, (37)

(the underlined indices mean multiindices) where:

P1|µ̂ := X
dµ̂1
1|µ̂1

· · ·Xdµ̂α
1|µ̂α

, Pi|1̂ := X
di1
i1|1̂

· · ·Xdia
ia|1̂

, Pη̂|1̂ := Xη̂1|1̂ · · ·Xη̂β |1̂,

P ∗
1|λ̂ := X

∗dλ̂1
1|λ̂1

· · ·X
∗dλ̂γ
1|λ̂γ

, P ∗
j|1̂ := X

∗dj1
j1|1̂

· · ·X∗djb
jb|1̂

, P ∗
1|l := X∗

1|l1 · · ·X
∗
1|lc ,

and
1 ≤ µ1 < · · · < µα ≤ q, 1 < i1 < · · · < ia ≤ p,

1 < η1 < · · · < ηβ ≤ q, 1 ≤ λ1 < · · · < λγ ≤ q,

1 < j1 < · · · < jb ≤ p, 1 < l1 < · · · < lc ≤ p,

with the conditions

• µ̂ϵ ̸= λ̂δ for any ϵ, δ ∈ {1, · · · , q},

• im ̸= jn for any m,n ∈ {2, · · · , p}.

Definition 6.2. We call the elements of the set:

{X1|µ̂, Xi|1̂, X
∗
1|µ̂, X

∗
i|1̂, Xλ̂|1̂, X

∗
1|j|1 ≤ i, j ≤ p, 2 ≤ µ̂, λ̂ ≤ q}

standard expressions. The products of the standard expressions that appear
in P , as in (37), are standard products.

Lemma 6.3. The standard products are linearly independent and form a
vector space basis of ÕSL(1|1).

Proof. The standard products generate ÕSL(1|1), hence we only need to show
that they are linearly independent.

Let B be the monomial basis of Õ, with expressions of the following form:

Π(i,j)x
aij
ij (x−1

ij )
bijΠ(k,l)x

ckl
kl ,

where:
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• xij and xkl denotes even and odd generators respectively,

• aij, bij ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · }, ckl ∈ {0, 1},

• for a fixed (i, j) at least one of aij or bij is zero.

Now, consider the following ordering of tuples,

(1, 1) < · · · < (1, p) < (1̂, 1̂) < · · · < (1̂, q̂) <

(1, 1)−1 < · · · < (1, p)−1 < (1̂, 1̂)−1 < · · · < (1̂, q̂)−1 <

(1, 1̂) < · · · < (1, q̂) < (1̂, 1) < · · · < (1̂, p),

where (i, j)−1 is just a notation for denoting the generators x−1
ij . This gives

us a total ordering on the basis B of Õ as follows:

Π(i,j)x
aij
ij (x−1

ij )
bijΠ(k,l)x

ckl
kl < Π(i,j)x

a′ij
ij (x−1

ij )
b′ijΠ(k,l)x

c′kl
kl

if one of the following holds:

(i) ∃ an (i, j) for which aij ̸= a′ij and (i, j) is smallest such tuple, then
aij > a′ij.

(ii) aij = a′ij for all (i, j), and ∃ an (i, j) for which bij ̸= b′ij and (i, j) is
smallest such tuple then, bij < b′ij.

(iii) aij = a′ij and bij = b′ij for all (i, j), and (k, l) is smallest tuple for
which ckl ̸= c′kl, then ckl > c′kl.

With this ordering the leading terms of P1|µ̂, Pi|1̂, Pη̂|1̂, P
∗
1|λ̂, P

∗
j|1̂, P

∗
1|l

turns out to be:

Lt(P1|µ̂) = x
dµ
11 (x

−1

1̂µ̂1
)dµ̂1 ...(x−1

1̂µ̂α
)dµ̂α , Lt(Pi|1̂) = x

di1
1i1

...x
dia
1ia

(x−1

1̂,1̂
)di ,

Lt(Pη̂|1̂) = (x−1

1̂1̂
)βx1η̂1 ...x1η̂β , Lt(P ∗

1|λ̂) = x
dλ̂1
1̂λ̂1

...x
dλ̂γ

1̂λ̂γ
(x−1

11 )
dλ̂ ,

Lt(P ∗
j|1̂) = x

dj

1̂1̂
(x−1

1j1
)dj1 ...(x−1

1j1
)djb , Lt(P ∗

1|l) = (x−1
11 )

cx1̂l1
...x1̂lc

,
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where dµ := dµ1 + · · · dµα and similarly others. Moreover, the leading term
Lt(P ) of the standard generator P = P1|µ̂Pi|1̂Pη̂|1̂P

∗
1|λ̂P

∗
j|1̂P

∗
1|l is the product

of these leading terms. Therefore, distinct standard generators have distinct
leading terms, and, by Lemma 6.1, they are linearly independent.

The Lemma 6.3 implies that the super Plücker relations are all the alge-
braic relations among the generators. We state this precisely in the theorem
below.

Theorem 6.4. Second Fundamental Theorem of super invariant theory for
SL(1|1). We have a presentation of the ring of invariants,

ÕSL(1|1) ∼= C[Yi|µ̂, Yµ̂|ν̂ , Y
∗
j|ν̂ , Y

∗
i|j]/Isp

where Yi|µ̂ and Y ∗
j|ν̂ are even variables, Yµ̂|ν̂ and Y ∗

i|j are odd variables, and

Isp is the ideal generated by super Plücker relations given in Equations (21),
(22), (23) and (24).

Proof. Define,

π : C[Yi|µ̂, Yµ̂|ν̂ , Y
∗
j|ν̂ , Y

∗
i|j] −→ ÕSL(1|1)

Yi|µ̂, Yµ̂|ν̂ , Y
∗
j|ν̂ , Y

∗
i|j 7→ Xi|µ̂, Xµ̂|ν̂ , X

∗
j|ν̂ , X

∗
i|j. (38)

Then, clearly, Isp ⊂ ker(π). We need to show that, in fact, Isp = ker(π).
Assume f ∈ ker(π). By Lemma 6.3 we can write:

f =
∑
i

aiPi(Y ) +Q

where the Pi(Y ) are standard products in Y ’s and Q ∈ Isp. We have

π(f) =
∑
i

aiPi(X) = 0

where Pi(X) are standard products in X’s. By Lemma 6.3, we have ai = 0
for all i, so that f = Q ∈ Isp.
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7 Super Plücker relations for SL(r|s)
In this section, we prove one of the main results of our paper: the generali-
zation to the super setting of the Plücker relations for SL(r|s), expressed for
the ordinary setting in Thm. 1.1. Again, it is important to note that these
super Plücker relations in the general case also coincides with the relations
appeared in [20, Th. 9] obtained with a different approach.

Theorem 7.1. Let the notation be as in (9), (10) and (11). Then,

Xi|µ̂X
∗
i|µ̂ = 1 (39)

(Xi|µ̂)
r+s−1Xj|ν̂ = Ber

(
Xia(jt)|µ̂ Xia(νβ)|µ̂

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(jt)

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(νβ)

)
a,t=1,...,r
α,β=1,...,s

(40)

(Xi|µ̂)
r+s−1Xj1...jr−1λ̂|ν̂ = Ber

(
Xia(jt)|µ̂ Xia(λ̂)|µ̂

Xia(νβ)|µ̂

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(jt)

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(λ̂)

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(νβ)

)
a=1,...,r

t=1,...,r−1
α,β=1,...,s

(41)

(X∗
i|µ̂)

−r−s+1X∗
j|ν1...νs−1y

= Ber∗

(
Xia(jt)|µ̂ Xia(νβ)|µ̂ Xia(y)|µ̂

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(jt)

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(νβ)

X∗
i|µ̂

α
(y)

)
a,t=1,...,r
α=1,...,s

β=1,...,s−1

(42)

where ia(jt)|µ denotes replacing the a-th index of i = i1, ..., ir with jt and
similarly others. We call these the super Plücker relations for SL(r|s).

Proof. Consider the ordered multi-indices i|µ̂ = (i1, ..., ir|µ̂1, ..., µ̂s) and j|ν̂ =

(j1, ..., jr|ν̂1, ..., ν̂s) taken from (1, . . . , p|1̂, . . . , q̂). We fix the following matrix
of size (2r|2s)× (2r|2s):

A =


A1 A2 A3 A4

O Ir O O
A5 A6 A7 A8

O O O Is

 .

where O and I denote the null and identity matrices, respectively, and

A1 =
[
xkil

]
A2 =

[
xkjl

]
A3 =

[
xkµ̂n

]
A4 =

[
xkν̂n

]
A5 =

[
xm̂il

]
A6 =

[
xm̂jl

]
A7 =

[
xm̂µ̂n

]
A8 =

[
xm̂ν̂n

]
21



where k, l = 1, ..., r and m,n = 1, ..., s. Then, clearly,

Ber(A) = Xi|µ̂. (43)

Moreover, by setting,

u = (r + 1, . . . , 2r| ˆs+ 1, . . . , 2̂s) and v = (1, . . . , r|1̂, . . . ŝ)

we get:

Ber(Au
v) = Ber

(
A2 A4

A6 A8

)
= Xj|ν̂ . (44)

On the other hand:

(A−1)ṽũ =

(
(A−1)ab (A−1)ad̂
(A−1)ĉb (A−1)ĉd̂

)
where a = 1, ..., r, b = r + 1, ..., 2r, c = 1, ..., s and d = s+ 1, ..., 2s.

These entries of A−1 can be computed using the super Cramer rule. For
instance,

(A−1)ab =
Ber(Aa(eb))

Ber(A)
= −Xia(jt)|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂

where t = b− r.
Similarly, the other entries are obtained. We get:

(A−1)ṽũ =

(
−Xia(jt)|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂ −Xia(νβ)|µ̂X

∗
i|µ̂

−X∗
i|µ̂

α
(jt)

Xi|µ̂ −X∗
i|µ̂

α
(νβ)

Xi|µ̂

)
a,t=1,...,r
α,β=1,...,s

(45)

Substituting Equations. (43), (44) and (45) into the super Jacobi identity,
we get relations in Equation (40). Similarly, the other super Plücker relations
in Eqs. (41) and (42) are obtained by modifying the strategy used in the
proof of super Jacobi identity, as we explicitly presented in the previous
section for the case of SL(1|1).

We end this section by stating a conjecture.

Conjecture 7.2. ÕSL(r|s) is isomorphic to the superalgebra generated by Yi|µ̂,
Yia(ν̂)|µ̂, Y

∗
i|µ̂

α
(j) and Y ∗

i|µ̂ subject to the super Plücker relations given in Equa-

tions (39), (40), (41) and (42).
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A Supergeometry

We briefly recall some notions regarding supergroups, superspaces and their
A-points. For more details see, for example, Ref. [5], Chapters 1 and 3 and
[10], Chapter 1.

Let k denote the ground field (k = R,C). A super vector space is a
Z2-graded vector space over k V = V0 ⊕ V1. We call the pair of numbers
dimV0| dimV1 the super dimension of V and we define km|n := km ⊕ kn.

We say that A is a commutative superalgebra if it is a Z2-graded algebra,
with grading preserving multiplication and ab = (−1)p(a)p(b)ba, for all (ho-
mogeneous) a, b ∈ A, being p(a), p(b) = 0, 1 according to the grading (p(a)
is the parity of an element a ∈ A). An important example of commutative
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superalgebra is the superalgebra of polynomials :

k[x1, . . . , xm, ξ1, . . . , ξn] := k[x1, . . . , xm]⊗ ∧(ξ1, . . . , ξn)

where Latin letters denote the even (commuting) variables, while Greek let-
ters denote the odd (anticommuting) ones.

For a commutative superalgebra A, we define the free A-module Am|n =
A⊗ km|n, where

Am|n
0 := A0 ⊗ km ⊕A1 ⊗ kn and Am|n

1 := A0 ⊗ kn ⊕A1 ⊗ km

are, respectively, its even and odd parts.

Given a commutative superalgebra A, the A-points of the supervector
space V = V0 ⊕ V1 are:

V (A) = (A⊗ V )0 = A0 ⊗ V0 +A1 ⊗ V1

We call the elements in (A⊗V )0 even vectors, while the elements in (A⊗V )1
are odd vectors.

For example, the A-points of the supervector space km|n are:

km|n(A) := A0 ⊗ km ⊕A1 ⊗ kn = {(a1, . . . , am, α1, . . . , αn)} (46)

Hence (a1, . . . , am, α1, . . . , αn) is an even vector while (β1, . . . , βm, b1, . . . , bn)
is an odd one.

Observation A.1. We equivalently interpret the A-points as follows:

km|n(A) = Hom(salg)(k[x1, . . . , xm, ξ1, . . . , ξn],A)

where (salg) denotes the category of commutative superalgebras. In fact, an
expression as (46), gives a morphism f by specifying the images of the gene-
rators xi’s and ξj’s: f(xi) = ai, f(ξj) = αj and vice-versa. We say, with an
abuse of language, that k[x1, . . . , xm, ξ1, . . . , ξn] is the superalgebra of ‘func-
tions’ on the vector superspace km|n. To be precise, k[x1, . . . , xm, ξ1, . . . , ξn]
represents km|n when we adopt the language of the functor of points, that we
shall not pursue here. The above superalgebra, k[x1, . . . , xm, ξ1 . . . ξn], can
be seen also as the superalgebra of global sections of the structural sheaf on
the supervariety km|n. We shall not go further into the theory, the reader
can see, for example, [5], Chapter 3.
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We now take into exam a special case, important in our treatment. We
define the super vector space of supermatrices as:

Mr|s×p|q =

{(
X Y
Z W

)}
, with

(Mr|s×p|q)0 =

{(
X 0
0 W

)}
, (Mr|s×p|q)1 =

{(
0 Y
Z 0

)}
where X, Y , Z, W are respectively r × p, r × q, s × p and s × q matrices
with entries in k. Whenever p|q = r|s, we write just M(r|s).

For a commutative superalgebra A, (A ⊗ Mr|s×p|q)0 are the even super-
matrices, and (A⊗Mr|s×p|q)1 are the odd supermatrices:

(A⊗Mr|s×p|q)0 =

{(
[aij] [αil]
[βkj] [bkl]

)}

(A⊗Mr|s×p|q)1 =

{(
[σij] [cil]
[dkj] [δkl]

)}
Notice that the vectors forming the first p columns of a r|s × p|q even su-
permatrix are even, while the vectors forming the last q columns are odd.
Vice-versa for odd supermatrices the first p columns consist of odd vectors
and the last q of even ones.

The set of A-points of the general linear supergroup, denoted, as usual,
GL(r|s)(A), is the group of automorphisms ofAr|s. It consists of all invertible
elements in M(r|s)(A). They are characterized by having invertible diagonal
blocks (see, for example, [5], Chapter 1). One can then define the Berezinian:

Ber

(
X Y
Z W

)
=det(X − YW−1Z)det(W )−1 =

det(X) det(W − ZX−1Y )−1, (47)

where ‘det’ is the usual determinant.

B The super Cramer rule

We give here a proof of the super Cramer rule, Theorem 2.5.
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We need first some notation: for any even vector b of size r|s, we denote
by b(e) and b(o) the column vectors consisting of even and odd coefficients of
b, respectively:

b =



b1
·
·
·
br
b1̂
·
·
·
bŝ


, b(e) =


b1
·
·
·
br

 b(o) =


b1̂
·
·
·
bŝ



Theorem 2.5 states:
Let M ∈ GL(r|s) be an invertible even supermatrix and let b ∈ kr|s be an

even vector of size r|s, then the solution to the equation

Mx = b

is:

xi =
BerMi(b)

BerM
for i = 1, ..., r

xȷ̂ =
Ber∗Mȷ̂(b)

Ber∗M
for ȷ̂ = 1̂, ..., ŝ

where Mi(b) is the supermatrix obtained by replacing i-th even column of M
with b and Mȷ̂(b) is the fake supermatrix of type-II obtained by replacing ȷ̂-th
odd column of M with b.

Proof. We have to show that the above statement holds for all M ∈ GL(r|s).
We will do it in three steps.

1. One can decompose any supermatrix M ∈ GL(r|s) as a product M =
M+M0M− where M+,M0 and M− are supermatrices of the following
types respectively:(

I X
O I

)
,

(
V O
O W

)
,

(
I O
Z I

)
,
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where I denotes the identity matrix and O denotes the null matrix.

For M =

(
M1 M2

M3 M4

)
, one gets:

X = M2M
−1
4

V = M1 −M2M
−1
4 M3

W = M4

Z = M−1
4 M3.

2. The statement of the theorem holds for supermatrices of the form
C = AB, where A and B are of the form M0 and M− respectively.

Let A =

(
V O
O W

)
and B =

(
I O
Z I

)
so,

C =

(
V O

WZ W

)
, and

C−1 =

(
V −1 O

−ZV −1 W−1

)
=



[
detVi(ej)

detV

]
O

[
−
∑r

i=1 zk̂i detVi(ej)

detV

] [
detWk(el)

detW

]


where ej denotes the column vector having 1 at j-th place and 0 at all
other places. Therefore,
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C−1b =



∑r
j=1 detV1(ej)bj

detV
.
.
.∑r

j=1 detVr(ej)bj

detV

−
∑r

i,j=1 z1̂i detVi(ej)bj

detV
+

∑ŝ
l=1̂ detW1(el)bl

detW
.
.
.

−
∑r

i,j=1 zŝi detVi(ej)bj

detV
+

∑ŝ
l=1̂ detWs(el)bl

detW



. (48)

On the other hand, using the linearity of determinant, we have:

BerCi(b)

BerC
=
detW−1 detVi(b

(e))

detW−1 detV
=

detVi(b
(e))

detV
=∑r

j=1 detVi(ej)bj

detV
(49)

and

Ber∗Ck̂(b)

Ber∗C
=

detV −1 det
(
Wk(b

(o))−WZV −1Ok(b
(e))
)

detV −1 detW
=

detWk(b
(o))− detWk(WZV −1b(e))

detW
=

∑ŝ
l=1̂ detWk(el)bl

detW
−
∑r

i,j=1 zk̂i detVi(ej)bj

detV
. (50)

The last two equalities follows from the multi-linearity property of
determinant and ordinary the Cramer rule, respectively. Hence, com-
paring Eqs. (48), (49) and (50) one realizes that the theorem holds for
supermatrices of type C.
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3. The theorem holds for supermatrices of type D = EF where F =(
U Y
V W

)
is an even supermatrix which already satisfies the theorem

and E =

(
I X
O I

)
with X having only one non-zero entry. Without

loss of generality, we suppose that the top-left entry x11̂ ̸= 0.

Therefore,

D =



u11 + x11̂v1̂1 · · · u1r + x11̂v1̂r
u21 · · · u2r

· · · · ·
· · · · ·

ur1 · · · urr

y11̂ + x11̂w1̂1̂ · · · y1ŝ + x11̂w1̂ŝ

y21̂ · · · y2ŝ
· · · · ·
· · · · ·
yr1̂ · · · yrŝ

V W


Note that,

x = D−1b = F−1(E−1b). (51)

Fix

c = E−1b =



b1 − x11̂b1̂
·
·
br

b1̂
·
·
bŝ


.

Since F satisfies the theorem, equation (51) implies

xi =
BerFi(c)

BerF
=

det
(
Ui(c

(e))− YW−1Vi(b
(o))
)

det(U − YW−1V )
(52)
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and

xȷ̂ =
Ber∗Fȷ̂(c)

Ber∗F
=

det
(
Wȷ̂(c

(o))− V U−1Yȷ̂(c
(e))
)

det(W − V U−1Y )
. (53)

On the other hand,

BerDi(b)

BerD
=

det
(
(U +XV )i(b

(e))− (Y +XW )W−1Vi(b
(o))
)

det(U − YW−1V )
=

det
(
(U +XV )i(b

(e))−XVi(b
(o))− YW−1Vi(b

(o))
)

det(U − YW−1V )
=

det
(
Ui(c

(e))− YW−1Vi(b
(o))
)

det(U − YW−1V )
(54)

and

Ber∗Dȷ̂(b)

Ber∗D
=

det
(
Wȷ̂(b

(o))− V (U +XV )−1(Y +XW )ȷ̂(b
(e))
)

det (W − V (U +XV )−1(Y +XW ))
=

det
(
Wȷ̂(b

(o))− V (U−1 − U−1XV U−1)
(
Yȷ̂(c

(e)) +XWȷ̂(b
(o))
))

det (W − V (U−1 − U−1XV U−1)(Y +XW ))
=

det(Wȷ̂(b
(o))− V U−1Yĵ(c

(e))− V U−1XWȷ̂(b
(o))− V U−1XV U−1Yȷ̂(c

(e)))

det(W − V U−1Y − V U−1XW + V U−1XV U−1Y )
=

det(I − V U−1X) det
(
Wȷ̂(c

(o))− V U−1Yȷ̂(c
(e))
)

det(I − V U−1X) det(W − V U−1Y )
=

det
(
Wȷ̂(c

(o))− V U−1Yȷ̂(c
(e))
)

det(W − V U−1Y )
. (55)

By comparing Eqs. (52), (53), (54) and (55), one concludes that the
matrices of type F satisfy the Theorem.

One can easily observe that every even supermatrix M ∈ GL(r|s) is of type
F and this completes the proof.
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Remark B.1. It is important to note that, in the above proof, we never use
the fact that b is even. The same expressions work for the equation Mx = b
if b is an odd vector of size r|s.

C The Jacobi identity and the Plücker rela-

tions

We start by recalling a determinant identity due to Jacobi, the Jacobi com-
plementary minor theorem [17] or the Jacobi identity for short.

Theorem C.1. The Jacobi complementary minor theorem or Jacobi iden-
tity. Let A be an invertible n× n matrix. Fix the two sets of indices:

u = (n− r + 1, ..., n) and v = (1, ..., r)

Let ũ and ṽ denote the complements of u and v respectively in (1, . . . , n).
Then:

detA det(A−1)ṽũ = (−1)r(n+1) detAu
v (56)

where Au
v denotes the matrix obtained from A by deleting its rows and columns

whose indices are contained in u and v, respectively.

Proof. We denote A =
[
aij
]
n×n

and, A−1 =
[
bkl
]
n×n

. Therefore,

(A−1)ṽũ =


b1(n−r+1) · · · b1n

· · · · ·
· · · · ·.

br(n−r+1) · · · brn

 .
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Notice that,

det(A−1)ṽũ =det


b1(n−r+1) · · · b1n

· · · · ·
· · · · ·

br(n−r+1) · · · brn

 =

det



b1(n−r+1) · · · b1n 0 · · · 0
· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

br(n−r+1) · · · brn 0 · · · 0
b(r+1)(n−r+1) · · · b(r+1)n 1 · · · 0

· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

bn(n−r+1) · · · bnn 0 · · · 1


n×n

(57)

Let us denote the n×n matrix that appeared in Equation (57) by T . Hence,
using the multiplicative property of the determinant we get:

detA det(A−1)ṽũ =detA detT = det(AT ) =

det



0 · · · 0 a1(r+1) · · · a1n
· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·
0 · · · 0 a(n−r)(r+1) · · · a(n−r)n

1 · · · 0 a(n−r+1)r+1 · · · a(n−r+1)n

· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·
0 · · · 1 an(r+1) · · · ann


=

(−1)r(n+1) det


a1(r+1) · · · a1n

· · · · ·
· · · · ·

a(n−r)(r+1) · · · a(n−r)n

 =

(−1)r(n+1) det(Au
v).

as desired.
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There are several and more general versions of the Jacobi identity, (see
[14], Section 6 and references therein). However, we show now that the Jacobi
identity, as in (56), is enough to recover the ordinary Plücker relations as in
Equation (1) of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition C.2. Let Xi1···ir denote the minor of M ∈ Mr×p (r ≤ p) co-
rresponding to the submatrix formed by the columns (i1, . . . , ir) of M . Then,
the relations

r+1∑
k=1

(−1)kXi1···ir−1jkXj1···ȷ̃k...jr+1 = 0

come directly from the Jacobi identity (56).

Proof. Fix an r × p matrix:

C =


a11 a12 · · · a1p
· · · · · ·
· · · · · ·
· · · · · ·
ar1 ar2 · · · arp


Set any two sets {i1, ..., ir} and {j1, ..., jr} of ordered indices from {1, ..., p}

and define the following 2r × 2r matrix:

A =



a1i1 · · · a1ir a1j1 · · · a1jr
· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·

ari1 · · · arir arj1 · · · arjr
0 · · · 0 1 · · · 0
· · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · ·
0 · · · 0 0 · · · 1


which satisfies detA = Xi1···ir .

Suppose that Xi1···ir is invertible. Now, fix

u = (r + 1, . . . , 2r) and v = (1, . . . , r),

which implies,

ũ = (1, . . . , r) and ṽ = (r + 1, . . . , 2r).
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Therefore,

Au
v =


a1j1 · · · a1jr
· · · · ·
· · · · ·

arj1 · · · arjr

 and detAu
v = Xj1···jr .

Putting this in Equation (56) one gets

Xj1···jr = (−1)rXi1···ir det(A
−1)ṽũ. (58)

Now,

(A−1)ṽũ =
[
(A−1)kl

]
k=1,...,r

l=r+1,...,2r

Using Cramer’s rule, we know that:

(A−1)kl =
detAk(el)

det(A)
.

Therefore, one can easily compute,

(A−1)ṽũ =


−Xj1i2···irX

−1
i1···ir −Xj2i2···irX

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xjri2···irX

−1
i1···ir

−Xi1j1i3···irX
−1
i1···ir −Xi1j2i3···irX

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1jri3···irX

−1
i1···ir

· · · · · ·
· · · · · ·

−Xi1i2···j1irX
−1
i1···ir −Xi1i2···j2irX

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1i2···jrirX

−1
i1···ir

−Xi1i2···ir−1j1X
−1
i1···ir −Xi1i2···ir−1j2X

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1i2···ir−1jrX

−1
i1···ir


The Laplace expansion of the determinant, using the first row, gives us:

det(A−1)ṽũ = (Xi1···ir)
−1

r∑
t=1

−Xjti2···irc1,t (59)

where c1,t is the cofactor of the entry
(
(A−1)ṽũ

)
1t
. Therefore, substituting

these in Equation (58) we get:

Xj1···jr = (−1)r+1

r∑
t=1

Xjti2···irc1,t. (60)
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Now, to calculate c1,1, consider the same calculations with a matrix A′ where
we fix j1 = i1. This gives us:

(A′−1)ṽũ =


−1 −Xj2i2···irX

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xjri2..irX

−1
i1···ir

0 −Xi1j2i3..irX
−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1jri3..irX

−1
i1···ir

. . · · · .

. . · · · .
0 −Xi1i2···j2irX

−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1···jrirX

−1
i1···ir

0 −Xi1i2···ir−1j2X
−1
i1···ir · · · −Xi1i2···ir−1jrX

−1
i1···ir


and from Equation (56) it follows that:

Xi1j2···jr = (−1)rXi1···ir det(A
′−1)ṽũ

= (−1)r+1Xi1···ir c1,1

Hence, we get:

c1,1 = (−1)r+1Xi1j2···jr(Xi1···ir)
−1.

Similarly, one can get:

c1,t = (−1)r+1Xj1···jt−1i1jt+1···jr(Xi1···ir)
−1.

By putting this in Equation (60) we get:

Xi1···irXj1···jr =
r∑

t=1

Xjti2···irXj1···jt−1i1jt+1···jr (61)

which are exactly the Plücker relations in (1), up to renaming some indices.

We illustrate this result with an example given below.

Example C.3. Fix a 2× 4 matrix

C =

(
a11 a12 a13 a14
a21 a22 a23 a24

)
and set Xij := det

(
a1i a1j
a2i a2j

)
. Suppose that X12 is invertible. Now, consider

the following matrix:

A =


a11 a12 a13 a14
a21 a22 a23 a24
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , which satisfies det(A) = X12.
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By fixing u = (3, 4) and v = (1, 2), we get:

detAu
v = det

(
a13 a14
a23 a24

)
= X34.

Moreover, using Cramer’s rule, one can easily compute:

(A−1)ṽũ =

(
(A−1)13 (A−1)14
(A−1)23 (A−1)24

)
=

(
X23X

−1
12 X24X

−1
12

−X13X
−1
12 −X14X

−1
12

)
.

Hence, substituting these values in Jacobi’s identity,

det(Au
v) = det(A) det(A−1)ṽũ

we get,

X34 = X12 det

(
X23X

−1
12 X24X

−1
12

−X13X
−1
12 −X14X

−1
12

)
⇒ X12X34 −X13X24 +X14X23 = 0

which is exactly the Plücker relation in this case.
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