
(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE
KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS

MARIA GORELIK AND VICTOR G. KAC

Abstract. The theory of admissible modules over symmetrizable anisotropic Kac-
Moody superalgebras, introduced by Kac and Wakimoto in late 80’s, is a well-developed
subject with many applications, including representation theory of vertex algebras. Re-
cently this theory was developed in a more general setup by Gorelik and Serganova. In
the present paper we develop in this more general setup the theory of admissible modules
over arbitrary symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras.

1. Introduction

Let g(A) be a Kac-Moody algebra over C, with a symmetrizable generalized Cartan
matrix A, and let h be its Cartan subalgebra. Let ∆re (resp., ∆re

+) denote the set of all
(resp., positive) real roots, and W = ⟨sα| α ∈ ∆re⟩ be the Weyl group. Let (·, ·) be a
non-degenerate symmetric invariant bilinear form on g(A), defined by the symmetrized
A, see [27], Chapter 2. Let X := {λ ∈ h∗| (λ, α) ≥ 0 for all, but finite number of α ∈
∆re

+ and (λ, α) ̸= 0 for any isotropic root α}. Hereafter, for a ∈ C we write a ≥ 0 if either
Re a > 0 or Re a = 0 and Im a ≥ 0. See [27], Chapters 1–5 for basic definitions and
results on Kac-Moody algebras.

For λ ∈ h∗ let Rλ = {α ∈ ∆re| ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z}, let R+
λ = Rλ ∩ ∆re

+, and Wλ = ⟨sα| α ∈
Rλ⟩ ⊂W . Let D =

∏
α∈∆+

(1− e−α)dim gα be the Weyl denominator. Let L(λ) denote the

irreducible g(A)-module with highest weight λ, see [27], Chapter 9. In [29], Section 2, the
following theorem was proved.

1.1. Theorem. Let λ ∈ h∗ be such that

(1.1) λ+ ρ ∈ X,

(1.2) ⟨λ+ ρ, α∨⟩ > 0 for all α ∈ R+
λ .

Then

(1.3) eρD chL(λ) =
∑
w∈Wλ

(detw)ew(λ+ρ).

Key words and phrases. Kac-Moody superalgebra, quasi-admissible and admissible weight, vertex
algebra, Enright functor.
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Note that, by this theorem, if λ ∈ h∗ satisfies (1.1), (1.2), then

(1.4) eρD chL(λ) is Wλ-anti-invariant.

We call λ satisfying (1.1), (1.2) a quasi-admissible weight, and, as in [29], we call λ an
admissible weight if, in addition, the Q-span of Rλ coincides with the Q-span of ∆re.

1.2. If g = g(A) is an affine Lie algebra (see [27], Chapter 6–8), then condition (1.1)
means

(1.5) k + h∨ > 0,

where k = λ(K), the level of λ, and h∨ is the dual Coxeter number; condition (1.2) means

(1.6) ⟨λ+ ρ, α∨⟩ ̸∈ Z≤0 for all α ∈ ∆re
+,

or, equivalently, that λ + ρ is the maximal element in its W -orbit. It follows from the
character formula (1.3) that eaδ chL(λ) is a ratio of Jacobi forms for a suitable constant
a, having non-positive weight if λ is quasi-admissible, and zero weight if λ is admissible
(see [30]). Thus, the (normalised) character of the g-module L(λ) with admissible highest
weight λ is a modular function.

1.3. A result, similar to Theorem 1.1, was also proved in [29] for anisotropic Kac-Moody
superalgebras g = g(A, τ), introduced in [26]. Here A is a symmetrizable generalized
Cartan matrix, satisfying, in addition to the usual requirements, that all entries in the
i-th row are even if i ∈ τ , and τ is the set of indices, for which the Chevalley generators
ei and fi are odd. For these superalgebras, Theorem 1.1 still holds, with the following
change in the definition of Rλ (see [29], Section 6): let ∆re

ev and ∆re
odd denote the sets of

even and odd real roots, and let Rλ = Rλ;ev ∪Rλ;odd, where

Rλ;ev = {α ∈ ∆re
ev| ⟨λ+ ρ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z, α/2 ̸∈ ∆re}, Rλ;odd = {α ∈ ∆re

odd| ⟨λ+ ρ, α∨⟩ ∈ Zodd}.

1.4. Let Oadm denote the full subcategory of the category O, whose objects are modules
over a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra, for which all irreducible subquotients are quasi-
admissible. Using [4], it is proved in [30] that the category Oadm is semisimple. The same
proof works for all anisotropic Kac-Moody superalgebras.

1.5. The theory of admissible modules over a non-twisted affine Lie algebras g is related
to representation theory of vertex algebras in the following way. Recall that the g-module
L(kΛ0) carries a structure of a simple vertex algebra Vk(g). A number k ∈ C is called an
admissible level for g and Vk(g) if kΛ0 is an admissible weight.

For a simple Lie algebra ġ an admissible level k of the corresponding non-twisted affine
Lie algebra g and the simple vertex algebra Vk(g) is of the form k = −h∨ + p

q
, where p

and q are coprime positive integers, and k is either principal, when q is coprime with the
lacety r∨ of ġ and p ≥ h∨, or subprincipal, when q is divisible by r∨ > 1 and p ≥ h, where
h∨ and h are the dual Coxeter number and the Coxeter number of g respectively [34].
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An admissible weight λ is called principal (resp., subprincipal) admissible if its level k is
principal (resp,. subprincipal) admissible and Rλ is isometric to RkΛ0 . (Subsets S and S1

of vector spaces with symmetric bilinear forms are called isometric if there exists a linear
map ψ, preserving the bilinear forms, of the span of S to the span of S1, which restricts
to a bijection between S and S1

1.)

Adamović and Milas in [1] proved for g = sl
(1)
2 , that for k, such that kΛ0 is an admissible

weight for g, a g-module L(λ) is actually a Vk(g)-module if and only if λ is an admissible
weight of level k, and they stated a conjecture for arbitrary affine Lie algebras. This
conjecture was proved by Arakawa in [3], using [1]. This is the following theorem.

Arakawa Theorem. Let k be such that kΛ0 is an admissible weight of a non-twisted
affine Lie algebra g. Then an irreducible highest weight g-module L(λ) is a Vk(g)-module
if and only if λ is an admissible weight of level k, such that Rλ is isometric to RkΛ0 .

This theorem was extended to the only anisotropic simple Lie superalgebras ġ, which
are not Lie algebras, osp(1|2n) in [18].

1.6. In the present paper we study quasi-admissible (called snowflake in [18]) and admis-
sible g-modules over arbitrary symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras.

Recall that for any ℓ × ℓ matrix A = (aij) over C one associates a Lie algebra g(A)
with Cartan subalgebra h and Chevalley generators ei, fi, i = 1 . . . , ℓ, described in [27],
Chapter 1, and called a contragredient Lie algebra. Given a subset τ ⊂ {1, . . . , ℓ}, one
associates to the pair (A, τ) a contragredient Lie superalgebra by letting the ei and fi
with i ∈ τ be odd elements [25],[26]. The contragredient Lie superalgebra structure is
called integrable if all its Chevalley generators are ad-locally nilpotent. An integrable
contragredient Lie algebra is called a Kac-Moody algebra if aii ̸= 0 for all i.

If aii = 0 for some i, then the Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) can be given another structure
of a contragredient Lie superalgebra by applying the odd reflexion, corresponding to the
index i. The superalgebra g(A, τ) is called a Kac-Moody superalgebra if all contragredient
Lie superalgebra structures, obtained from it by a sequence of odd reflexions, are integrable
and aii ̸= 0 for i ̸∈ τ for all of them [46].

1.7. If for the matrix A there exists a non-singular diagonal matrix D = diag(d1, . . . , dℓ)
such that the matrix DA is symmetric, A is called symmetrizable. In this case g(A, τ)
is called symmetrizable, and this Lie superalgebra carries a (essentially unique) non-
degenerate supersymmetric invariant bilinear form (·, ·), whose restriction to h is non-
degenerate (cf. [27], Chapter 2).

1.8. The class of symmetrizable indecomposable Kac-Moody superalgebras consists of
three classes [46]:

1Notice that, in our definition, the relation ”S is isometric to S1” is transitive, but not symmetric,
since the map ψ may have a non-zero kernel.
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(a) finite-dimensional, classified in [25];
(b) anisotropic, i.e. those integrable g(A, τ) for which all the diagonal entries of A

are non-zero, studied in [26];
(c) symmetrizable indecomposable infinite-dimensional contragredient Lie superalge-

bras of finite growth (=Gelfand-Kirillov dimension), classified in [47] in the super
case and in [24] in the non-super case; they are called symmetrizable affine Lie
superalgebras since all of them can be obtained by the same construction as the
affine Lie algebras [24],[47].

1.9. Admissible modules over affine Lie algebras, i.e. those L(λ), such that λ satis-
fies (1.5), (1.6) and, in addition, QRλ = Q∆re, have been classified in [30]. It was proved
there that the span of the (normalised) characters of admissible modules for given level is
a finite-dimensional SL2(Z)-invariant space (this is called modular invariance property).
Admissible modules over some affine Lie superalgebras and their characters were studied
in a series of papers starting with [32]. It was shown in these papers that, though modular
invariance fails, for a modification of the characters of these modules it is restored.

1.10. It follows from (1.3) that for an anisotropic Kac-Moody superalgebra g and a g-
module L(λ) with a quasi-admissible highest weight λ we have

(1.7) Deρ chL(λ) is Wλ-anti-invariant.

In [18] Gorelik and Serganova found another approach to quasi-admissible modules L(λ)
over anisotropic symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras, defining them by an analogue
of the property (1.7), and the property

(1.8) λ is non-critical.

(We find this term more natural than ”snowflake”, used in [18].) The analogue of the
property (1.7) is anti-invariance of Dπe

ρπ chL(λ) with respect to the group Wλ ∩W [π]
where π stands for the set of simple roots of the ”largest” component of ∆0.

Condition (1.8) means that 2(λ+ρ, α) ̸= (α, α) for all positive imaginary roots α. For a
(symmetrizable) affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, this simply means that k is a non-critical
level: k + h∨ ̸= 0, which is weaker than (1.5). It is proved in [18] that for an anisotropic
symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g and a non-critical weight λ conditions (1.2)
and (1.7) are actually equivalent.

1.11. Our main results are the following:

• Theorem B.6, stating that for any non-critical λ ∈ h∗ of a Kac-Moody superal-
gebra g each indecomposable component of the ”integral root system” ∆λ+ρ is
the set of real roots of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g′, unless this
component is of type A(1|1)(2) (which may happen only if g = A(2m−1|2n−1)(2)).
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• Theorem 5.5.3, stating that quasi-admissibility of a g-module L(λ) is equivalent
to partial integrability (i.e., integrability with respect to the ”largest” component
of g′

0
) of the g′-module L′(λ′), where g′ is a Kac-Moody superalgebra, if ∆λ+ρ

does not have indecomposable components of type A(1|1)(2).
• Arakawa-type Theorem 7.3.1 for vertex algebras, attached to non-twisted affine
Kac-Moody superalgebras.

We classify in §7.6 and Section 8 the admissible levels of non-twisted affine Kac-Moody
superalgebras g, which are not Lie algebras and are not of type D(2|1, a)(1):

• For g = A(m|n)(1), D(m|n)(1) ((m,n) ̸= (2, 1)), G(3)(1), F (4)(1) any admissible
level is principal admissible and is of the form k = −h∨+ p

q
, where p, q are coprime

positive integers, p ≥ h∨, and q is coprime with the lacety of π (i.e. q is odd for
F (4)(1), D(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m, and q is not divisible by 3 for G(3)(1)).

• Let g = B(m|n)(1) with m ≤ n (so that h∨ = n−m+ 1
2
). The level k is principal

admissible if and only if k = −h∨+ p
2q
, where p, q are coprime odd positive integers

and p ≥ 2h∨. If m ̸= 0 and (m,n) ̸= (1, 1), then any admissible level is principal
admissible. For B(0|n)(1), k is subprincipal admissible if and only if k = −h∨+ p

2q
,

where p, q are coprime positive integers, pq is even and p ≥ n. For B(1|1)(1), k
is subprincipal admissible if and only if k = −h∨ + p

2q
, where p, q are coprime

positive integers and p is even.
• Let g = B(m|n)(1) with m > n > 0 (so that h∨ = 2(m − n) − 1). The level k is
principal admissible if and only if k = −h∨ + p

q
, where p, q are coprime positive

integers, q is odd, and p ≥ h∨. The level k is subprincipal admissible if and only if
k = −h∨+ p

q
, where p, q are coprime positive integers, q is even, and p ≥ 2(m−n).

1.11.1. Comment. The conditions on p can be unified by the formula: p ≥ u, where u is
the dual Coxeter number of g′ for kΛ0+ρ. If k is principal admissible, then ∆kΛ0+ρ

∼= ∆re

so u = h∨.

It turns out that if k is subprincipal admissible, then ∆kΛ0+ρ can be described as follows:

we recall that the set of simple roots for g takes the form Σ = Σ̇ ∪ {δ − θ} where Σ̇ is
the set of simple roots for ġ and θ is the maximal root for ġ; the set of simple roots for g′

is of the form Σ̇ ∪ {δ − θ′} where θ′ is a short root. We have the following table (where
gL stands for the Langlands dual of g - the Dynkin diagram of gL is obtained from the
Dynkin diagram of g by reversing all arrows):

g B
(1)
m C

(1)
m G

(1)
2 F

(1)
4 B(0|n)(1) B(m|n)(1),m > 0

g′ D
(2)
m+1 A

(2)
2m−1 D

(3)
4 E

(2)
6 A(0|2n− 1)(2) D(m+ 1|n)(2)

gL A
(2)
2m−1 D

(2)
m+1 D

(3)
4 E

(2)
6 − −

u 2m 2m 6 12 n− 1
2

n−m
2

if n ≥ m, m− n if m > n
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For n > 0 the Dynkin diagram obtained from the Dynkin diagram of B(m|n)(1) by
reversing all arrows is not the Dynkin diagram of a Kac-Moody superalgebra, so gL is

not defined in this case. Notice that A
(2)
2m−1, D

(2)
m+1 have the same dual Coxeter number

(=2n), so u = h∨,L is the dual Coxeter number of gL in all cases except for B(m|n)(1)
with n > 0.

1.12. Index of definitions and notation. Throughout the paper the ground field is
C. We will frequently use the following notation.

Nν , Ω(N) , Oinf , base for a triangular decomposition, OΣ, R(Σ), O, O
fin 2.10

Weyl denominator D 2.11.1
reflexion:=rαΣ 2.3.3
spine:=Sp, principal roots:=Σpr, Weyl group:=W 2.8

roots real:=∆re, ∆
re
, isotropic:=∆iso, non-isotropic:=∆an; imaginary:=∆im 2.8

the Weyl vector ρ 2.9
W [E], natural action of the Weyl group 2.11
non-critical weight, non-critical module, short root 3.2
Rλ, Rλ, ∆λ 4.1.1
∆N 4.2
ψ 4.2.2
L′, g′ 4.3
U(λ) 4.6
π-integrable 5.1.1
gπ 5.1.8
ρπ, Dπ 5.4.1
cl, π#, ∆# 6.1
V k 6.1.1
(principal) admissible level 6.4
V k(g), Vk(g), O(g)

k, Oinf(g)k, g# 7.1

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to Vladimir Hinich and Vera Serganova for important
suggestions and observations. V.K. was partially supported by Simons collaboration grant
and by ISF Grant 1957/21. M. G. was partially supported by ISF Grant 1957/21 and by
the Minerva foundation with funding from the Federal German Ministry for Education
and Research.

2. Contragredient Lie superalgebras g(A, τ)

2.1. Definition of g(A, τ). Let I be an index set, which we assume to be finite, unless
otherwise stated, and let A = (aij)i,j∈I be a matrix with entries in C. A triple (h,Σ,Σ∨),
such that h is a vector space, Σ = {αi}i∈I (resp., Σ∨ = {hi}i∈I) is a linearly independent
subset of h∗ (resp., h), such that

αj(hi) = aij, i, j ∈ I,
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is called a realization of the matrix A.

A realization of A is called reduced if h cannot be replaced by a strictly smaller subspace;
if I is finite, then for the reduced realization of A one has:

dim h = |I|+ corankA.

Let τ be a subset of I. Define the Lie superalgebra g̃(A, τ) generated by elements ei, fi,
i ∈ I, and h, where h consists of even elements and ei, fi are even if and only if i ̸∈ τ ,
subject to the following relations (i, j ∈ I):

(2.1)
(a) [h, h′] = 0 for h, h′ ∈ h; [h, ei] = αi(h)ei, [h, fi] = −αi(h)fi for h ∈ h;
(b) [ei, fj] = δijhi.

Let J(A, τ) be the sum of all ideals of g̃(A, τ), intersecting h trivially, and let

g(A, τ) := g̃(A, τ)/J(A, τ).

This is called the contragredient Lie superalgebra with the Cartan datum (A, τ). Elements
ei, fi, i ∈ I are called the Chevalley generators. The Lie algebras g(A, ∅) were introduced
in [24], and the general g(A, τ) in [25].

Note that replacing each hi by bihi, where bi are non-zero numbers, produces an iso-
morphic contragredient Lie superalgebra, whose Cartan matrix is A1 = diag(bi)i∈IA. The
Cartan matrices A and A1 are called equivalent.

We will follow [27], Chapters 1 and 2 on basic properties of g(A), they remain valid for
g(A, τ), except that Proposition 1.7 (b) is valid if A ̸= (0).

2.2. Triangular and root space decompositions. We have the triangular decompo-
sition

g(A, τ) = n− ⊕ h⊕ n+,

where n− (resp., n+) is generated by fi (resp., ei), i ∈ I. Furthermore, n+ and n− are
normalized by the Cartan subalgebra h, so that we have the root space decomposition:

n± =
⊕

α∈±∆+(Σ)

gα, where gα = {a ∈ g| [h, a] = α(h)a}.

The set ∆+(Σ) = {α ∈ h∗| 0 ̸= gα ⊂ n+} is called the set of positive roots, corresponding
to the base Σ, and the set ∆ = −∆+(Σ)

∐
∆+(Σ) is the set of all roots. Note that

∆+(Σ) = ∆∩Z≥0Σ, and that dim gα <∞ for all α ∈ ∆. The set Σ is called a base of ∆.

We define a linear map p : Z∆ → Z2 given by p(αi) = 1 if i ∈ τ and p(αi) = 0 if
i ̸∈ τ . Then all vectors in gα are even (resp., odd) if p(α) = 0 (resp., p(α) = 1). Thus
∆ = ∆0

∐
∆1.

2.3. Odd reflexions. We start from the following lemma.
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2.3.1. Lemma. One has in g(A, τ)

(a) [es, es] = 0 = [fs, fs] if s ∈ τ and ass = 0, hence (ad es)
2 = (ad fs)

2 = 0.
(b) [es, es] ̸= 0 and [fs, fs] ̸= 0 if s ∈ τ and ass ̸= 0.
(c) [ei, ej] = 0 = [fi, fj] if aij = 0 = aji and i ̸= j.
(d) [ei, ej] ̸= 0 and [fi, fj] ̸= 0 if aij ̸= 0 and i ̸= j.

Proof. For all s ∈ τ and j ∈ J we have [fj, [es, es]] = −2δsjasses in g̃(A, τ), so [es, es] ∈
J(A, τ) if and only if ass = 0. This proves (a) and (b). The proof of (c) and (d) is
similar. □

2.3.2. Proposition. Suppose that s ∈ τ is such that ass = 0 and asj = 0 implies
ajs = 0. Then the Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) carries another structure of a contragredient
Lie superalgebra g(A′, τ ′) with the same h, and new Chevalley generators e′i, f

′
i (i ∈ I)

given by e′i := ei, f
′
i := fi if asj = 0 and j ̸= s, e′s := fs, f

′
s := es, and e′i := [es, ei],

f ′
i := [fs, fi] if asj ̸= 0. One has

τ ′ = {i ∈ τ | asi ̸= 0} ∪ {i ∈ I \ τ | asi ̸= 0},
Σ′ = {−αs} ∪ {αi| i ∈ I, i ̸= s, asi = 0} ∪ {αi + αs| i ∈ I, asi ̸= 0},
(Σ′)∨ = {h′i}i∈I , where h′i = hi if asi = 0, h′i = (−1)p(αi)(aishs + asihi) if asi ̸= 0.

Proof. One readily sees that the sets Σ′ and (Σ′)∨ are linearly independent.

Let us verify that g(A, τ) is generated by the new Chevalley generators and h. Let
p be the subalgebra generated by h and e′i, f

′
i for i ∈ I. For all i ̸= s ∈ I we have

[es, [fs, fi]] = −asifi, so [f ′
s, f

′
i ] = −asifi if asi ̸= 0. Therefore fi ∈ p for all i ∈ I.

Similarly, ei ∈ p for all i ∈ I, so p = g(A, τ).

The relations (2.1) (a) for e′i, f
′
i and the relations [e′i, f

′
i ] = h′i are straightforward. For

i ̸= j ̸= s one has α′
i − α′

j ̸∈ Z≥0Σ which gives [e′i, f
′
j] = 0. It remains to verify that

[e′s, f
′
i ] = [e′i, f

′
s] = 0 for i ̸= s.

If asj ̸= 0, then [e′s, f
′
j] = [fs, [fs, fj]] = 0 by Lemma 2.3.1 (a). If asj = 0, then, by the

assumption, ajs = 0, so [e′s, f
′
j] = [fs, fj] = 0 by Lemma 2.3.1 (c). Hence [e′s, f

′
j] = 0 for

all j ∈ I. Similarly, [e′j, f
′
s] = 0 for all j ∈ I. □

2.3.3. Remark. For (A, τ) and s ∈ I as in the proposition we say that (A′, τ ′) are ob-
tained from (A, τ) by an odd reflexion 2 rαs . We shall often write Σ′ = rαsΣ. Note that
r−αsrαsΣ = Σ.

2.3.4. The Cartan matrix A is called weakly symmetrizable if aij = 0 implies aji = 0 for
all i, j ∈ I. By Proposition 2.3.2, if A is weakly symmetrizable, then the odd reflexion
rαs is well-defined for any s ∈ τ with ass = 0.

2In [11] these are called ”isotropic reflexions”.
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2.3.5. For an odd reflexion rαs we have

(2.2) ∆+(rαsΣ) = ∆+(Σ) \ {αs} ∪ {−αs}.

Indeed, if γ ∈ −∆+(rαsΣ)∩∆+(Σ), then γ =
∑

i∈I miαi = −
∑

i∈I niα
′
i where mi, ni ∈

Z≥0. One has α′
s = −αs. For i ̸= s we have α′

i = αi + kiαs for ki ∈ {0, 1}, so mi = ni.
Thus mi = 0 for all i ̸= s. Hence γ ∈ Z≥0αs. By Lemma 2.3.1 (a), [es, ss] = 0, so
∆ ∩ Zαs = {±αs}. Thus γ = αs as required.

2.4. Integrable g(A, τ). The contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) is called integrable
if all its Chevalley generators and all Chevalley generators obtained by any sequence of
odd reflexions are ad-locally nilpotent.

An integrable contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) is called a Kac-Moody superalge-
bra if for all (A′, τ ′) obtained by any sequence of odd reflexions, the Cartan matrix A′ is
weakly symmetrizable and a′ii ̸= 0 for all i ̸∈ τ ′.

2.4.1. Example. Suppose that all diagonal entries of the Cartan matrix are non-zero, so
that it is equivalent to a Cartan matrix A = (aij) with all diagonal entries equal to 2.
In this case the contragredient Lie superalgebra is integrable if and only if A is weakly
symmetrizable, and for i ̸= j, aij ∈ Z≤0 and aij is even if i ∈ τ .

These contragredient Lie superalgebras are called anisotropic Kac-Moody superalgebras.

2.5. Indecomposable g(A, τ). If the set I decomposes in a disjoint union of non-empty
subsets I1 and I2, such that aij = aji = 0 for i ∈ I1, j ∈ I2, then we have direct product
decomposition of Lie superalgebras

g(A, τ) ∼= g(A1, τ1)× g(A2, τ2)× h,

where the matrices A1 and A2 are the submatrices of A, corresponding to the sets of
indices I1 and I2, τi ⊂ Ii, g(Ai, τi) correspond to the reduced realizations of the Ai, and
h ⊂ h. In this case the Cartan matrix is called decomposable.

The contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) is called indecomposable if A is indecom-
posable and its realization is reduced.

2.6. Invariant bilinear form on symmetrizable g(A, τ). A Lie superalgebra g(A, τ)
(and its Cartan matrix A) is called symmetrizable if an equivalent Cartan matrix A1 =
diag(bi)i∈IA is symmetric. Note that a symmetrizable Cartan matrix is weakly sym-
metrizable.

A symmetrizable contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, τ) admits a non-degenerate su-
persymmetric invariant bilinear form (−,−), such that (−,−)h×h is non-degenerate, (gα, gβ) =
0 unless α = −β, and the root spaces gα and g−α are non-degenerately paired, such that

[eα, e−α] = (eα, e−α)hα,
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where hα is defined by α(h) = (h, hα) for all h ∈ h (cf. [27], Chapter 2).

2.7. Let g(A, τ) be a Kac-Moody superalgebra. Let α ∈ Σ. Then dim g±α = 1 and
[gα, g−α] is a one-dimensional subspace of h; we denote by α∨ a non-zero element in this
subspace which satisfies the condition ⟨α, α∨⟩ ∈ {0, 2} (α∨ is unique if ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 2). One
has Zα ∩ ∆ = {±α} except for the case when p(α) = 1 and ⟨α, α∨⟩ ̸= 0; in the latter
case Zα∩∆ = {±α;±2α}. Moreover the subalgebra generated by gα, g−α coincides with

Cα∨ +
∞∑
j=1

g±jα and is isomorphic to one of the following Lie superalgebras (cf. [25]):

— sl2 spanned by g±α and α∨; in this case p(α) = 0 and ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 2;
— sl(1|1) spanned by g±α and α∨; in this case p(α) = 1 and ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 0;
— osp(1|2) spanned by g±α, g±2α and α∨; in this case p(α) = 1 and ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 2.

2.8. Spine, principal roots, Weyl group, real and imaginary roots. Let g =
g(A, τ) be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra. The spine of g is the set Sp of all
bases of ∆, obtained from Σ by a chain of odd reflexions.

For each non-isotropic vector α ∈ h∗ we define the reflection sα ∈ End(h∗) by sα(λ) :=

λ− 2(λ,α)
(α,α)

α.

Following notation of [46], [18] we call an even root α principal if α or α/2 lies in
Σ1 ∈ Sp. Since all even roots in Σ1 are non-isotropic and, by Lemma 2.3.1 (a), 2β ̸∈ ∆
for any isotropic root in Σ1, all principal roots are non-isotropic. We denote the set of
principal roots by Σpr. Note that (α, α) ̸= 0 if α is a principal root. The subgroup W of
the group GL(h∗) generated by the reflections with respect to principal roots, is called the
Weyl group of g. We have: W (∆) = ∆ (cf. [27], Section 3) and W (∆i) = ∆i for i = 0, 1.

A root γ ∈ ∆ is called real if γ or γ/2 lies in wΣ1 for some w ∈W and Σ1 ∈ Sp, and is
called imaginary otherwise. The sets of real and imaginary roots are denoted by ∆re and
∆im respectively.

Using § 2.7 it is easy to see that ∆re = ∆
re∐{2α| α ̸∈ ∆

re

1 }, where

(2.3) ∆
re
=:= {γ ∈ ∆re| 1

2
γ ∈ ∆} = {wα| w ∈W, α ∈ Σ1 ∈ Sp}.

By § 2.7, dim gα = 1 if α ∈ ∆re, and [gα, g−α] = Cα∨, where ⟨α, α∨⟩ ∈ {0, 2}, and
α ∈ ∆re is non-isotropic (reps., isotropic) if ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 2 (resp., = 0). We denote by ∆an

(resp., ∆iso) the set of all non-isotropic (reps., isotropic) real roots. We let ∆
an

= ∆an∩∆re
.

Notice that all even real roots are non-isotropic. The Weyl group contains the reflections
sγ for all γ ∈ ∆an.

2.8.1. If α ∈ ∆
an
, then wα ∈ Σ1 ∈ Sp, so for all β ∈ Σ1, the value ⟨β, (wα)∨⟩ is integral

and is even if wα is odd. Therefore for any β ∈ ∆ we have

(2.4) ⟨β, α∨⟩ ∈ Z if α ∈ ∆
an
, ⟨β, α∨⟩ ∈ 2Z if α ∈ ∆

an

1 .
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By (2.2) the sets ∆im+ = ∆im ∩∆+, ∆an+ = ∆an ∩∆+ and ∆+
0
do not depend on the

choice of a base in the spine.

The set of principal roots coincides with the set of indecomposable elements in the set of
positive even real roots (∆re

0
)+, i.e. these are the elements which can not be decomposed

as a sum of several other elements in (∆re
0
)+ (see [16], Proposition 3.5).

Recall that W is generated by reflections sα with respect to the principal roots. For
a principal root α such that α or α/2 lies in Σ1 ∈ Sp and any β ∈ ∆+(Σ1) one has
sαβ ∈ ∆+(Σ1) if β ̸∈ Zα. This implies W (∆im+) = ∆im+.

2.8.2. Remark. Each subset Σ′ ⊂ Σ defines a Kac-Moody subalgebra g′ ⊂ g with the
same Cartan subalgebra h and the base Σ′. There is a natural embedding of the spine of
Σ′ to the spine of Σ; this gives Σ′

pr ⊂ Σpr (cf. [27], Chapter 3).

2.8.3. Since even real roots are non-isotropic we have ⟨α, α∨⟩ = 2 for each α ∈ Σpr.
By [46], for all α, β ∈ Σpr we have ⟨β, α∨⟩ ∈ Z≤0, so the matrix Bpr :=

(
⟨α∨, β⟩

)
α,β∈Σpr

is

the Cartan matrix of a Kac-Moody algebra (from Hoyt-Serganova classification [21],[46],
it follows that Σpr is finite).

Let a triple (h′, π, π∨) be a realization of Bpr in the sense of [27], Chapter I. Consider
linear epimorphisms ϕ : Zπ → ZΣpr and ϕ

∗ : Zπ∨ → ZΣ∨
pr which map π to Σpr and π

∨

to Σ∨
pr respectively. The restriction of ϕ gives a bijection between the set of real roots of

g(Bpr) and ∆re
0
. Moreover, ϕ induces a group isomorphism between the Weyl group of

g(Bpr) and the Weyl group W . In particular, W is the Coxeter group generated by sα
with α ∈ Σpr and ∆re

0
= W (Σpr).

2.8.4. Lemma. Any γ ∈ ∆re+
0

can be written as γ = sαj . . . sα2α1 (with γ = α1 for
j = 1) where α1, . . . , αj ∈ Σpr are such that

sαi+1
(sαi . . . sα2α1) ∈

(
sαi . . . sα2α1 + Z>0αi+1

)
for each i = 1, . . . , j − 1.

Proof. Using the induction on the partial order given by ν ≥ µ if ν−µ ∈ Z≥0Σpr we reduce
the statement to the following: for each γ ∈ (∆re+

0
\ Σpr) there exists α ∈ Σpr such that

⟨γ, α∨⟩ > 0. For Kac-Moody algebras this assertion is Proposition 5.1 (e) in [27]. Using
ϕ : Zπ → ZΣpr described above, we deduce the required assertion from the corresponding
assertion for the Kac-Moody algebra g(Bpr). □

2.9. Weyl vector ρ = ρΣ. Define ρ ∈ h∗ satisfying the condition

2⟨ρ, α∨⟩ = ⟨α, α∨⟩ for all α ∈ Σ.
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For each Σ1 ∈ Sp, the element

(2.5) ρΣ1 := ρ−
∑

γ∈∆+(Σ)\∆+(Σ1)

(−1)p(γ)γ

is a Weyl vector for Σ1. This follows from the observation that ρrαΣ = ρ+α if α ∈ Σ∩∆iso.

Combining (2.4) and (2.5) we get

(2.6) ⟨ρ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z for α ∈ ∆
an

0 , ⟨ρ, α∨⟩ ∈ 2Z+ 1 for α ∈ ∆an
1 .

2.10. Categories Ofin ⊂ OΣ ⊂ Oinf . Let g be an arbitrary Lie superalgebra and let
h ⊂ g0 be an abelian, self-normalizing subalgebra which acts ad-semisimply on g, so that

g = h⊕ (⊕α∈∆gα), gα := {x ∈ g| ]h, x] = α(h)x for all h ∈ h},

and ∆ := {α ∈ h∗| α ̸= 0, gα ̸= 0}.

2.10.1. Triangular decomposition. Let ω : Z∆ → R be a group homomorphism satisfying
ω(α) ̸= 0 for all α ∈ ∆ (such a homomorphism exists because h∗ ∼= R as a Q-vector
space [19]). We set ∆± := {α ∈ ∆| ± ω(α) > 0}. We introduce the corresponding
triangular decomposition g = g− ⊕ h ⊕ g+ by setting g± :=

∑
α∈∆±(g)

gα. Note that a

triangular decomposition of g induces a triangular decomposition of any ad h-invariant
subalgebra of g.

2.10.2. Given λ ∈ h∗, we define a Verma moduleM(λ) in the usual way, as the g-module,
induced from the 1-dimensional h+g+-module Cvλ, such that g+vλ = 0 and hvλ = λ(h)vλ
for h ∈ h. This module has a unique simple quotient, denoted by L(λ).

We denote by Oinf(g) the full subcategory of the category of g-modules with the ob-
jects which are h-semisimple and g+-locally finite (i.e., every v ∈ N generates a finite-
dimensional g+-submodule). Note that for any N ∈ Oinf(g) each irreducible subquotient
of N is isomorphic to L(λ) for some λ ∈ h∗.

We will use the following standard notation: for each semisimple h-module N and
ν ∈ h∗, Nν denotes the weight space with weight ν, Ω(N) := {ν| Nν ̸= 0}, and chN =∑
µ∈h∗

(dimNµ) e
µ if dimNµ < ∞ for all µ. For an h-invariant subalgebra l ⊆ g we set

∆(l) := Ω(l).

2.10.3. Let g be a Lie superalgebra with a fixed triangular decomposition. Assume that

(a) all root spaces gα are finite-dimensional;
(b) there exists a linearly independent set Σ ⊂ h∗ such that ∆±(g) ⊂ ±Z≥0Σ (note

that we do not assume that Σ ⊂ ∆(g)).
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If g′ ⊂ g is any subalgebra containing h, then g′ inherits the triangular decomposition
satisfying the above properties (for the same set Σ). The restriction functor Resgg′ carries

Oinf(g) to Oinf(g′).

We denote by OΣ(g) the full subcategory of O
inf(g) of modulesN satisfying the following

condition: h has finite-dimensional weight spaces, and Ω(N) lies in a finite union of the
sets of the form λ− Z≥0Σ where λ ⊂ h∗. This notion is a slight variation of the category
O introduced in [28].

By (a), M(λ) and L(λ) are objects of OΣ(g), and any irreducible module in OΣ(g) is
isomorphic to L(λ) for some λ ∈ h∗. Any N ∈ OΣ(g) has the following properties:

(i) N ∈ Oinf(g);
(ii) all subquotients of N lie in OΣ(g);
(iii) Resgg′ N ∈ OΣ(g

′) if g′ ⊂ g is a subalgebra containing h (note that the induced
triangular decomposition of g′ satisfies (a) and (b));

(iv) the multiplicity [N : L(µ)] is well defined and chN =
∑

ν∈h∗ [N : L(ν)] chL(ν).

Property (i) is easy to check; (ii), (iii) follow from definition. For (iv), using the
arguments of [4] (Proposition 3.2), one shows that for each µ ∈ h∗ any module N ∈ OΣ(g)
admits a weak composition series at µ which is a chain of submodules

0 = N0 ⊂ N1 ⊂ . . . Nr = N

such that for each i = 1, . . . , r either Ni/Li−1
∼= L(ν) for some ν ∈ (µ + Z≥0Σ) or

(Ni/Ni−1)ν = 0 for all ν ∈ (µ+ Z≥0Σ).

Assume that the triangular decomposition satisfies (a) and (b). We introduce the
algebra R(Σ) over R as in [14]: the elements of R(Σ) are finite linear combinations of
the elements of the form B :=

∑
µ∈Z≥0Σ

bµe
λ−µ where bν ∈ R and λ ∈ h∗. These elements

can be multiplied in the obvious way. Any element in R(Σ) can be uniquely written as
x =

∑
µ∈h∗

xνe
ν and we set supp(x) := {ν| xν ̸= 0}. The ring R(Σ) contains chN for any

N ∈ OΣ(g).

2.10.4. We call Σ satisfying (b) a base (or a set of simple roots) if Σ ⊂ ∆+(g). If the
triangular decomposition admits a base, such base is unique.

2.10.5. We denote by Ofin(g) the BGG-category, i.e. the full subcategory of Oinf(g) with
finitely generated modules N .

It is easy to see ([18], Lemma 3.1.3) that N lies in Ofin(g) if and only if N admits a finite
filtration 0 = N0 ⊂ N1 ⊂ Nr = N such that for each i = 1, . . . , r the quotient Ni/Ni−1

is isomorphic to a quotient of a Verma module. As a result, Ofin(g) is a subcategory of
OΣ(g) for any choice of Σ compatible with the triangular decomposition of g.
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2.10.6. Example. Let g be a Kac-Moody superalgebra with a Cartan subalgebra h. If
g is finite-dimensional or affine, then any triangular decomposition admits a base (and g
coincides with the Kac-Moody superalgebra constructed for this base), see [16], Theorem
0.4.3. A triangular decomposition of g induces a triangular decomposition of g0. The latter
decomposition admits a base if g is finite-dimensional and does not admit a base for most
of affine Kac-Moody superalgebras. For any N ∈ OΣ(g) we have Res

g
g0
N ∈ OΣ(g0) so the

multiplicity [N : Lg0
(ν)] is well defined.

2.10.7. Remark. The reason why we consider several versions of the category O is the
following.

In this paper we mostly consider the following Lie superalgebras: an affine Kac-Moody
superalgebra g with the Cartan subalgebra h and a base Σ ⊂ h∗, a Kac-Moody superalge-
bra gπ ⊂ g containing h, and a Kac-Moody superalgebra g# ⊂ gπ such that gπ = g# + h.
The Cartan subalgebra h is always fixed, but triangular decompositions (and Σ) of g vary.

The functor Resggπ carries Oinf(g) to Oinf(gπ) and OΣ(g) to OΣ(gπ), (notice that Σ,
usually, does not lie in ∆π). The above construction allows to define the multiplicity
[N : Lgπ(ν)] for any N ∈ OΣ(g).

The functor Resg
g#

carries Oinf(g) to Oinf(g#) (but the image of N ∈ OΣ(g) might be

not in OΣ(g
#) since the weight spaces on N with respect to the Cartan subalgebra h∩ g#

might be infinite-dimensional).

The category Ofin(g) does not behave well under the restriction functor, since the mod-
ules Resggπ M(λ) might be not finitely generated. However Ofin(g) has the following ad-
vantages comparing to OΣ(g): it does not depend on the choice of Σ1 ∈ Sp, see § 2.12,
and is stable under the action of the Enright functors, see § 5.7.

2.11. Ring R(Σ) for Kac-Moody g(A, τ). Now let g = g(A, τ) be a symmetrizable
Kac-Moody superalgebra. The triangular decomposition satisfies the conditions (a), (b)
in § 2.10.3 and we let R(Σ) be the ring introduced there.

For any E ⊂ ∆an we denote byW [E] the subgroup ofW generated by sα for α ∈ E∩∆an.

If x :=
∑
xνe

ν ∈ R(Σ) and w ∈ W are such that w
(∑

xνe
ν
)
:=

∑
xνe

wν ∈ R(Σ), we
say that w acts naturally on x. We say that x ∈ R(Σ) is naturally w-invariant and,
respectively, w-anti-invariant if x is wx = x and, respectively, wx = sgn(w)x for the
natural action of w (the map sgn :W → Z2 is given by sgn(sα) = −1 for all α ∈ ∆an). In
other words,

∑
xνe

ν is naturally w-invariant if xwν = xν and naturally w-anti-invariant
if xwν = sgnw · xν .

2.11.1. The Weyl denominator D. It is the following element in R(Σ)

D = D0/D1, where D0 =
∏

α∈∆+(Σ)0

(1− e−α)dim gα , D1 =
∏

α∈∆+(Σ)1

(1 + e−α)dim gα ,
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and by (1 + e−α)−1 we mean
∞∑
i=0

(−e−α)i ∈ R(Σ).

2.12. Category Ofin(g) for Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A, τ). An important ad-
vantage of BGG-category Ofin(g) is that this category does not depend on the choice of
Σ1 ∈ Sp: if N ∈ Ofin(g) for the triangular decomposition with a base Σ, then N ∈ Ofin(g)
for the triangular decomposition with any base Σ1 ∈ Sp (see [18], 1.11.2).

For a base Σ1 ∈ Sp we denote by L(λ,Σ1) the irreducible module of the highest weight
λ with respect to the corresponding triangular decomposition. For L = L(λ,Σ) we set
hwtΣ L := λ+ ρΣ. Then for α ∈ (Σ ∩∆iso) we have

(2.7) hwtrαΣ L =

{
hwtΣ L if ⟨hwtΣ L, α∨⟩ ̸= 0
hwtΣ L+ α if ⟨hwtΣ L, α∨⟩ = 0.

(The last formula means that L(λ, rαΣ) = L(λ,Σ) if ⟨λ, α∨⟩ = 0 and α is isotropic.)

The g-module L(λ) is called typical if ⟨λ + ρ, α∨⟩ ̸= 0 for all isotropic roots α ∈ ∆iso.
In this case hwtΣ1 L = hwtΣ L for all Σ1 ∈ Sp.

3. Symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras

We will use terminology of [11] and some results of [46] and [11]. If g is an indecom-
posable symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra, we always assume that the invariant
bilinear form (−,−) is normalised in such a way that (α, α) ∈ Q∗ for some α ∈ ∆(g),
unless g = gl(1|1) (if g = gl(1|1), then ∆(g) = {±α} and (α, α) = 0).

3.1. Classification. Any symmetrizable indecomposable Kac-Moody superalgebra lies
in one of the following classes [21],[46]:

(An) anisotropic: integrable g(A, τ) with aii ̸= 0 for all i ∈ I (these superalgebras are
studied in [26]);

(Fin) finite-dimensional: this class consists of the simple Lie algebras and the following
simple Lie superalgebras:

(3.1) sl(m|n) with m ̸= n,m, n ≥ 1, osp(m|2n), with m,n > 0, D(2|1, a), F (4), G(3)

and the non-simple one gl(n|n), n ≥ 1, see [25]. It is often convenient to use
Cartan type notation [25]: A(m|n) = sl(m+ 1|n+ 1) if m ̸= n, A(n|n) = gl(n+
1|n + 1), B(m|n) = osp(2m + 1|2n), C(n) = osp(2|2n), D(m|n) = osp(2m|2n)
(with m ≥ 1)– these superalgebras are described in [25];

(Aff) affine: affine Kac-Moody algebras [27], and symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody su-
peralgebras, which are not Lie algebras, described in [47]; their construction is
explained in § 3.3.
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3.1.1. The classes (Fin) and (Aff) do not intersect (i.e., all affine superalgebras are
infinite-dimensional), (An)∩ (Fin) consists of finite-dimensional simple Lie algebras and
osp(1|2ℓ) = B(0|ℓ), and the intersection (An)∩ (Aff) consists of affine Lie algebras and
the series B(0|n)(1), A(0|2n)(4), A(0|2n+ 1)(2), C(n+ 1)(2) = D(1|n)(2) with n ≥ 1 [26].

3.1.2. Remark. The above classification can be also described in terms of ∆im: ∆im = ∅
if g is of type (Fin), and ∆im = Zδ \ {0} for some δ ∈ ∆+ if g is of type (Aff). If g is
not of types (Fin) and (Aff), then ∆im contains at least two non-proportional imaginary
roots, see [11],[16]. If g is of type (Aff), then Zδ = {ν ∈ Z∆| (ν,∆) = 0}.

It can be also described via dimensions: all finite-dimensional algebras lie in (Fin), and
all infinite-dimensional of finite growth lie in (Aff). C. Hoyt and V. Serganova classified all
indecomposable Kac-Moody superalgebras; from this classification it follows that all inde-
composable symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras of infinite growth are anisotropic.

3.2. Definitions. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra.

3.2.1. Definition. We say that λ ∈ h∗ is non-critical if 2(λ + ρ, α) ̸∈ Z>0(α, α) for all
α ∈ ∆im+ and call a g-module N non-critical if all irreducible subquotients of N are
highest weight modules with non-critical highest weights.

3.2.2. Remark. By [27], Proposition 5.1 (see also [16], (1) for Lie superalgebras),
nα ∈ ∆im+ if α ∈ ∆im+ and n ∈ Z>0. Therefore λ ∈ h∗ is non-critical if and only if
2(λ+ ρ, α) ̸= (α, α).

3.2.3. Remark. Let g be a Kac-Moody algebra. By [27], Proposition 3.12, one has

{λ ∈ h∗| (λ, α) ≥ 0 for all, but finite number of α ∈ ∆re
+} = ∪w∈Ww(C),

where C := {ν ∈ h∗| (ν, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ ∆+}. Let X be as in Section 1 that is
X = {λ ∈ ∪w∈Ww(C)| (λ, α) ̸= 0 for any isotropic root α }. Then [4], Proposition 5.2 (i),
the setX−ρ coincides with the set of non-critical weights in −ρ+∪w∈Ww(C). This follows
the fact that α ∈ ∆ is imaginary if and only if (α, α) ≤ 0, see [27], Proposition 5.2. This
immediately implies that a non-critical weight in −ρ+ ∪w∈Ww(C) lies in X − ρ. For the
inverse inclusion let ν ∈ −ρ+∪w∈Ww(C) be a critical weight that is 2(ν+ ρ, α) = j(α, α)
for some α ∈ ∆im+ and j ∈ Z>0. Writing ν + ρ as wµ for w ∈ W and µ ∈ C we obtain
2(µ,w−1α) = j(α, α). Since µ ∈ C and w−1α ∈ ∆im+ this implies (α, α) ≥ 0. Since α is
an imaginary root, (α, α) = 0, so ν + ρ ̸∈ X.

3.2.4. Remark. By Remark 3.1.2, all weights are non-critical in type (Fin), and in type
(Aff) the weight λ is non-critical if and only if (λ+ ρ, δ) ̸= 0.

3.2.5. Definition. We call αs ∈ ∆an a short root if (β, β) ∈ Z(αs, αs) for all β ∈ ∆. For
example, for sl(m|n), all non-isotropic roots are short.
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3.2.6. We will use the following fact: if αs is a short root of an affine Kac-Moody super-
algebra with the minimal imaginary root δ, then αs + jδ ∈ ∆ is equivalent to j ∈ Z (this
follows from the description of affine root systems in [27], Proposition 6.3; [47], Table V;
this can be also proved in a unified way).

3.2.7. Remark. Assume that g is of type (Fin) or (Aff) and ∆ ̸= D(2|1, a), D(2|1, a)(1).
From the classifications in [25],[47] it is easy to see that ∆ contains a short root; if, in
addition, g is not in (An), then ∆ contains a short even root.

3.3. Type (Aff). It follows from Hoyt-Serganova classification that any symmetrizable
indecomposable infinite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra, which is not anisotropic,
is of finite growth. The indecomposable symmetrizable contragredient Lie superalgebras
of finite growth were classified by van de Leur in [47]. All these superalgebras are Kac-
Moody, and the class (Aff) coincides with the class of the indecomposable symmetrizable
contragredient Lie superalgebras of finite growth. Such Lie algebras were classified previ-
ously in [24].

These Lie superalgebras can be constructed by the following procedure (cf. [27], Chapter
8). Let σ be an automorphism of order r of one of the Lie superalgebras (3.1), which
we denote by g. Let g = ⊕r−1

j=0gjmod r be the eigenspace decomposition for σ, where

gj = {a ∈ g| σ(a) = e
2π

√
−1
r

ja}. We shall assume that σ preserves the invariant bilinear
form (., .), so that gj and g−j are non-degenerally paired. If g ̸= gl(n|n) we let

g[t, t−1](r,σ) = ⊕j∈Z(gjmod rt
j) ⊂ g[t, t−1].

This Lie superalgebra is called a twisted loop superalgebra. The loop superalgebra
g[t, t−1] has a well-known 2-cocycle

ψ(atm, btn) = mδm,−n(a, b), where m,n ∈ Z, a, b ∈ g.

We denote by ĝ = g[t, t−1]⊕CK the central extension of g[t, t−1] with this cocycle, where
K is the central element. Then the non-twisted Kac-Moody superalgebra is, provided
that g ̸= gl(n|n):

g(1) = ĝ⊕ Cd, where d = t
d

dt

and g(1) is its subquotient for g = gl(n|n), obtained by substituting the loop superalgebra
gl(n|n)[t, t−1] by its subquotient, which is the subalgebra gl(n|n)+

∑
j∈Z sl(n|n)tj quotient

by central elements I2nt
s, s ̸= 0.

The subalgebra g(r,σ) = g[t, t−1](r,σ) ⊕ Cd ⊂ g(1) has a structure of symmetrizable
contragredient Lie superalgebra, provided that g0-module g1 is irreducible, constructed
in the same way as in [27], Chapter 8, using that g0 is a contragredient Lie superalgebra
and that the g0-modules g1 and g−1 are contragredient.
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3.3.1. It follows from [27], Proposition 8.5, that the Kac-Moody superalgebras g(r,σ) and
g(r

′,σ′) are isomorphic if σ and σ′ lie in the same connected component of the group
Aut g. Since g(r,σ) can be a contragredient Lie superalgebra only for σ preserving the
invariant bilinear form, in order to construct all affine Kac-Moody superalgebras up to
isomorphism, we should pick a representative µ in each connected component of the
group of automorphisms of g, preserving the invariant bilinear form, and verify that the
corresponding Lie superalgebra g(r,σ) is contragredient. But this follows from Table 4
of van de Leur’s paper [47] and the description of Aut g in [44]. We thus obtain that
up to isomorphism a complete list of indecomposable symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody
superalgebras, which are not Lie algebras, beyond the non-twisted ones, is

(3.2) A(m− 1|2n− 1)(2), A(2m− 2|2n)(4), D(m|n)(2),

where m,n ∈ Z≥1 except for m = 2, n = 1 in the first case (observe that G(3)(2) in [47]
is actually isomorphic to G(3)(1), see [16], Section 8.5).

3.3.2. Remark. Using the description of automorphisms of finite-dimensional Lie super-
algebras in [44], a result, similar to that in [27], Chapter 8 holds:

Up to isomorphism, the affine Lie superalgebras g(r,σ) correspond bijectively to connected
components of Aut g, preserving the bilinear form (−,−), containing σ or σ−1.

3.4. Proposition. View g(r,σ) as a subalgebra of g(1) with the non-degenerate bilinear
form (−,−) satisfying (ati, btj) = δij(a, b) where a, b ∈ g. Then

r(ρ, δ) = c,

where 2c is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator of g on the adjoint representation.

We start from the following lemma.

3.4.1. Lemma. Let g be an indecomposable in a direct sum finite-dimensional Lie
superalgebra endowed with an even non-degenerate supersymmetric invariant bilinear form
(−,−), and let {aj}nj=1, {aj}nj=1 be dual bases of g (i.e., (ai, aj) = δij). Then for all
x, y ∈ g we have

n∑
i=1

[[x, ai], [ai, y]] = c[x, y],

where 2c is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator C :=
n∑
i=1

aiai on the adjoint represen-

tation of g.
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Proof. Let ∆ : U(g) → U(g)⊗U(g) be the coproduct of the universal enveloping superal-
gebra U(g). We have the commutative diagram

Ad⊗Ad
[−,−]

//

∆(C)
��

Ad

C
��

Ad⊗Ad
[−,−]

// Ad

Since p(ai) = p(ai) we have ∆(C) = C ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ C +
n∑
i=1

ai ⊗ ai +
n∑
i=1

(−1)p(ai)ai ⊗ ai, so

(adC)([x, y]) = [(adC)(x), y] + [x, (adC)(y)]

+
n∑
i=1

(−1)p(ai)p(x)[[ai, x], [ai, y]] +
n∑
i=1

(−1)p(a
i)p(x)+p(ai)[[ai, x], [a

i, y]].

Note that {(−1)p(ai)ai}ni=1 and {aj}nj=1 are dual bases. Since the sum
∑n

i=1 a
i⊗ aj does

not depend on the choice of dual bases, we obtain

n∑
i=1

[[ai, x], [ai, y]] =
n∑
i=1

(−1)p(ai)[[ai, x], [a
i, y]].

Since (adC)(z) = 2cz for any z ∈ g we get

2c[x, y] = 4c[x, y] + 2
n∑
i=1

(−1)p(ai)p(x)[[ai, x], [ai, y]] = 4c[x, y]− 2
n∑
i=1

[[x, ai], [ai, y]]

which implies the required formula. □

3.4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.4. We set ĝ := g(r,σ) and let ĥ be a Cartan subalgebra of ĝ.

We view ĝ as a Z-graded superalgebra with ĝi = gi mod rt
i for i ̸= 0 and

ĝ0 = (g0 × CK)⋊Cd

except for the case ĝ = psl(n|n)(1) (with n > 1) where

ĝ0 = (gl(n|n)× CK)⋊Cd = (g0 × CK1 × CK)⋊ (Cd1 × Cd).

We fix a triangular decomposition ĝ = n̂− ⊕ ĥ ⊕ n̂+ and consider the induced triangular
decomposition g0 = (n′)− ⊕ h′ ⊕ n′. Let Σ and Σ′ be the corresponding bases (then
Σ = Σ′ ∪ {δ − θ} where θ is the highest weight of g0-module g1). We choose a triangular
decomposition of ĝ in such a way that Σ′ contains an even root β. Fix f ∈ g−β, e ∈ gβ
such that h := [e, f ] = ν(β) where ν : ĥ∗ → ĥ is the isomorphism induced by the bilinear
form (−,−).

Let v be a highest weight vector of the Verma ĝ-module M(rδ+ β). Let h1, . . . , hℓ and

h1, . . . , hℓ be dual bases of ĥ. The Casimir operator of ĝ is given by the following formula
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(see [27], § 2.5)

Ĉ := 2ν−1(ρ) +
ℓ∑
i=1

hih
i + 2

∑
α∈∆+

∑
i

e
(i)
−αe

(i)
α

where {e(i)α } is a basis of gα and {e(i)−α} is the dual basis of g−α (i.e., (e
(i)
−α, e

(j)
α ) = δij). The

Casimir operator acts on M(rδ + β) by multiplication on

(β + rδ + 2ρ, β + rδ) = 2(β, β) + 2r(ρ, δ).

One has (etr)(ft−r)v = (β, β)v, so

(etr)Ĉ(ft−r)v = 2((β, β)2 + r(ρ, δ)(β, β))v.

The vector v0 := (ft−r)v is of the zero weight, so

(ν−1(ρ) +
ℓ∑
i=1

hih
i)v0 = 0, e(i)α v0 = 0 if α ̸≤ (rδ + β)

where ≤ is the standard partial order on h∗, i.e. α ≤ γ if and only if (γ − α) ∈ Z≥0Σ.
Thus

(etr)Ĉ(ft−r)v = (etr)Ĉv0 = 2
∑

0<α≤rδ+β

∑
i

(etr)e
(i)
−αe

(i)
α (ft−r)v.

For α = rδ + β we can choose e
(i)
α = etr and e

(i)
−α = ft−r (by [27], Theorem 2.2), so

(etr)
∑
i

e
(i)
−rδ−βe

(i)
rδ+βv0 = (etr)(ft−r)(etr)(ft−r)v = (β, β)2v.

If α is such that 0 < α < (rδ + β), then 0 < α ≤ rδ. We conclude that

(3.3) r(ρ, δ)(β, β)v =
∑

α∈∆+:α≤rδ

∑
i

(etr)e
(i)
−αe

(i)
α (ft−r)v.

We write g = ⊕r−1
i=0gi and let ι± : g → n̂± be the following embeddings (of vector

spaces):

ι+(a) =

 a if a ∈ n′,
atr if a ∈ ((n′)− ⊕ h′),
ati if a ∈ gi for 0 < i < r

ι−(a) =

 a if a ∈ (n′)−,
at−r if a ∈ ((n′)+ ⊕ h′),
at−i if a ∈ gi for 0 < i < r

For each α ∈ ∆+ such that 0 < α ≤ rδ the root space ĝ±α lies in the image of ι±, so

we have e
(i)
α = ι+(ė

(i)
α ) and e

(i)
−α = ι−(ė

(i)
−α) for some ė

(i)
±α ∈ g. If α is such that 0 < α ≤ rδ,

then
(etr)e

(i)
−αe

(i)
α (ft−r) ≡ (etr)e

(i)
−α[e

(i)
α , (ft−r)]v

≡ [(etr), e
(i)
−α[e

(i)
α , (ft−r)]] ≡ [(etr), e

(i)
−α][e

(i)
α , (ft−r)]

≡ [[(etr), e
(i)
−α], [e

(i)
α , (ft−r)]] mod U(ĝ)n̂+
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which gives

(etr)e
(i)
−αe

(i)
α (ft−r)v = [[(etr), e

(i)
−α], [e

(i)
α , (ft

−r)]]v.

Observe that

[[(etr), e
(i)
−α], [e

(i)
α , (ft

−r)]] = [[e, ė
(i)
−α], [ė

(i)
α , f ]] mod CK.

Since Kv = 0 we obtain

[[(etr), e
(i)
−α], [e

(i)
α , (ft

−r)]]v = [[e, ė
(i)
−α], [ė

(i)
α , f ]]v.

Since (ati, bt−j) = δij(a, b), {ai}ni=1 := {ė(i)α }0<α≤rδ and {ai}ni=1 := {ė(i)−α}0<α≤rδ are dual
bases of g. Combining (3.3) and Lemma 3.4.1 we obtain

r(ρ, δ)(β, β)v =
n∑
j=1

[[e, aj], [aj, f ]]v = c[e, f ]v = c(β, β)v,

so r(ρ, δ) = c as required. □

3.5. Dual Coxeter number. Let g be an indecomposable finite-dimensional Kac-Moody
superalgebra. We denote by h∨(.,.) the 1

2
of the eigenvalue of the corresponding Casimir

operator on g. The invariant bilinear form (., .) is usually normalised by the following
conditions: h∨(.,.) ≥ 0 and (α, α) = 2 for a root of maximal square length. This gives a nor-

malization in all cases except for D(n+1|n) where h∨(.,.) = 0; in this case we normalise by

the condition (α, α) = 2 for the roots in Dn+1. This bilinear form is called the normalised
invariant bilinear form on g. The number h∨(.,.) for this normalization is called the dual

Coxeter number of g and is denoted by h∨. It is equal to 0 if and only if the Killing form
on g is zero. The following table gives the values of h∨ (recall that C(n+ 1) = D(1|n)):

g A(m|n) B(m|n),m > n B(m|n),m ≤ n D(m|n),m > n D(m|n),m ≤ n
h∨ |m− n| 2(m− n)− 1 n−m+ 1

2
2(m− n− 1) n−m+ 1

and h∨ = 4, 9, 12, 18, 30 for g = G2, F4, E6, E7, E8 respectively, and h∨ = 0, 2, 3 for
g = D(2|1, a), G(3), F (4) respectively [27], Chapter VI, [31], 4.

3.5.1. We extend the invariant bilinear form (−,−) from g to g(1) in such a way that
(d, d) = 0 and (ati, btj) = δij(a, b) for all a, b ∈ g. It is easy to see that such extension is
unique. Indeed, since K is central we have (K, u) = 0 for all u ∈ [g(1), g(1)]. Moreover,
i(d, ati) = (d, [d, ati]) = 0 which gives (d, ati) = 0 for all a ∈ g and i ̸= 0. Finally,

([a, b] + i(a, b)K, d) = ([ati, bt−i], d) = (ati, ibt−i) = i(a, b)

so (K, d) = 1 and (a, d) = 0 for all a ∈ g.
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3.5.2. We view g(r,σ) as a subalgebra of g(1) and define the invariant bilinear form (−,−)
on it as the restriction of the bilinear form r(−,−) on g(1). We call this form the normalised
invariant bilinear form on g(r,σ). Then

(ati, btj) = rδij(a, b) for all a, b ∈ g such that ati, btj ∈ g(r,σ).

Proposition 3.4 gives

(3.4) (ρ, δ) = h∨.

3.5.3. Lemma. Let ĝ be the affine Lie algebra of type X
(r)
N with the invariant bilinear

form normalised as above.

(i) The bilinear form (−,−) coincides with the normalised invariant bilinear form
in [27], Section 6.

(ii) The maximal square length of a root is 2r.

Proof. Let ∆̂ be the root system of ĝ and let m̂ be the maximal square length of a root:
m̂ := max{(α, α)| α ∈ ∆̂}. Since all imaginary roots have square length zero and 2α is a

root for any odd non-isotropic root, we have m̂ = max{(α, α)| α ∈ ∆̂re
0
}. If r = 1, then

any α̂ ∈ ∆̂re is of the form α + iδ where α is a root of g, so m̂ = 2 by § 3.5.

Let (−,−)′ be the normalised bilinear form introduced in [27], Section 6; we use the

same notation for the induced form on ĥ∗ (where ĥ is the Cartan subalgebra of ĝ). Let
{αi}ℓi=0 be the set of simple roots for ĝ where the roots are enumerated as in Tables
Aff 1–Aff 3 in [27], Section 4. The root spaces ĝ±αi for i = 1, . . . , ℓ generate a finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebra, so the restrictions of (−,−) and of (−,−)′ to this algebra
are proportional, i.e. there exists c ∈ C∗ such that (αi, αj) = c(αi, αj)

′ for all i, j =
1, . . . , ℓ. Since α0 lies in the linear combination on δ and αi for i = 1, . . . , ℓ and (δ, αi) = 0
for all i = 0, . . . , ℓ, we obtain (αi, αj) = c(αi, αj)

′ for all i, j = 0, . . . , ℓ. Arguying as
in § 3.5.1 and taking into account that (d, d) = (d, d)′ = 0, we conclude that (h1, h2) =

c(h1, h2)
′ for all h1, h2 ∈ ĥ. From [27], Theorem 2.2 it follows that any invariant form on

ĝ is uniquely defined by its restriction on ĥ. Therefore it remains to verify that c = 1.

If r = 1, then Corollary 6.4 in [27] implies max{(α, α)′| α ∈ ∆̂} = 2. By above, m̂ = 2,
so c = 1 as required. In particular, (ρ, δ) = (ρ, δ)′.

Now take r = 2 or r = 3. By [27], 6.1, (ρ, δ)′ computed for ĝ and g(1) are the same.
By (3.4), (ρ, δ) computed for ĝ and g(1) are the same. By above this implies (ρ, δ) = (ρ, δ)′.
Since g1 = 0, we have (ρ, δ) ̸= 0, so c = 1 as required. This completes the proof of (i).

For (ii) note that, since ĝ is an affine Lie algebra, any real root is W -conjugated to one

of the simple roots, so {αi}ℓi=0 contains the longest and the shortest root in ∆̂re. Using
(i) and [27], Chapter VI, we obtain

(αi, αi) = (αi, αi)
′ = 2a∨i /ai
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where {ai}ℓi=0, {a∨i }ℓi=0 are labels on the Dynkin diagrams of ĝ and ĝL in Tables Aff in
Chapter IV [27] (the Dynkin diagram of ĝL is obtained from the Dynkin diagram of ĝ by
reversing arrows; this notion is not defined for Kac-Moody superalgebras). The Dynkin
diagram of ĝ lies in Table Aff r (r = 1, 2, 3).

Let β0, . . . , βℓ be the simple roots of ĝL. By above,

(3.5) (βi, βi)(αi, αi) = 4

for i = 0, . . . , ℓ. If r = 1, then the square length of the longest root is 2. Assume that

the Dynkin diagram of ĝ lies in Table Aff 2 or Aff 3 and is not A
(2)
2n . Then this Dynkin

diagram has a double arrow (if r = 2) or a triple arrow (if r = 3) and the Dynkin diagram
of ĝL lies in Table Aff 1. Therefore the Dynkin diagram of ĝL has a double arrow (if
r = 2) or a triple arrow (if r = 3). By above, the square length of the longest root among
β0, . . . , βℓ is 2 (since ĝL is non-twisted), so the square length of the shortest root among
β0, . . . , βℓ is 2/r. By (3.5), the square length of the longest root among α0, . . . , αℓ is 2r.

The remaining case is A
(2)
2n . In this case the formula (αi, αi) = 2a∨i /ai gives (α0, α0) = 1,

(αℓ, αℓ) = 4 and (αi, αi) = 2 for 1 ≤ i < ℓ. □

4. The correspondence L 7→ L′

In this section g is an indecomposable symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra (i.e., g
is of type (An), (Fin) or (Aff)).

4.1. Root system ∆L. For a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g a set R ⊂ ∆re is
called a root subsystem if sαβ ∈ R for any α, β ∈ R. For each non-critical weight λ
one can assign a root subsystem ∆λ, called the “integral root system” which is the set
of real roots of a Kac-Moody algebra g′ = g(A′), see [40],[42], [38] and other papers.
This definition can be naturally extended to the Kac-Moody superalgebras of type (An).
The situation is more complicated if g is not of type (An). In this case we define “root
subsystems” using the axioms listed in Appendix B. In Corollary 4.1.8 we show that the
integral root system is, in fact, an invariant attached to an irreducible highest weight
module. Each integral root system, which is not of type A(1|1)(2), is isomorphic to the set
of real roots of some symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A′) of at most countable
rank. For type (An) this result is proved in [38]. For types (Fin) and (Aff) we prove
this result in Theorem B.6 . In types (Fin) and (Aff), each indecomposable block of the
matrix A′ is of type (Fin) or (Aff) (and is of finite size); moreover, the number of blocks
is finite if λ is non-critical. We do not know whether this holds for type (An).

4.1.1. For λ ∈ h∗ we set

(4.1)
Rλ = {α ∈ ∆

re | 2(λ, α) ∈ j(α, α) where j ∈ Z and j is odd if 2α ∈ ∆},
Rλ := Rλ ∪ {2α| α ∈ Rλ, 2α ∈ ∆} = Rλ ∪ {2α| α ∈ (Rλ ∩∆an

1
)}.
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Using (2.4) and (2.6) we obtain the following useful formulas

(4.2)
Rλ−µ ∩∆an = Rλ ∩∆an for all µ ∈ Z∆,
{α ∈ ∆0| ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} = Rλ+ρ.

Let ∆λ ⊂ ∆re be the minimal subset of ∆re satisfying the following properties

(a) Rλ ⊂ ∆λ;
(b) if α, β ∈ ∆λ are such that (α, α) ̸= 0, then sαβ ∈ ∆λ;
(c) if α, β ∈ ∆λ are such that (α, α) = 0 ̸= (β, α) then ∆λ ∩{α±β} = ∆re ∩{α±β}

(note that, by Appendix B, in this case the set ∆∩ {α± β} = ∆re ∩ {α± β} has
cardinality one);

(d) if α ∈ ∆λ and 2α ∈ ∆re, then 2α ∈ ∆λ.

Note that, by (d), Rλ ⊂ ∆λ. By § 4.1.3 below, such minimal subset is unique.

4.1.2. Remark. Observe that ∆λ does not depend on the normalization of (−,−) (since
Rλ does not depend on this normalization).

4.1.3. Using (2.4) one can easily sees that sαβ ∈ Rλ if α, β ∈ Rλ are anisotropic. In
particular, ∆λ = Rλ if (λ, α) ̸= 0 for all α ∈ ∆iso.

In general, ∆λ can be constructed by the following procedure:

— we set X0 := Rλ;
— for odd i > 0 we takeXi+1 to be the union ofXi, the sets sαXi where α ∈ Xi∩∆an;
— for even i > 0 we take Xi+1 to be the union of Xi and the sets {α ± β} ∩∆ for

α, β ∈ Xi satisfying (α, α) = 0 ̸= (α, β).

Then X0 ⊂ X1 ⊂ . . . and Xi = −Xi. Taking X :=
⋃∞
i=0Xi we obtain

∆λ = X ∪ {2α| α ∈ X and 2α ∈ ∆}.
This implies the uniqueness of ∆λ and the inclusion ∆λ ⊂ ZRλ.

4.1.4. Lemma.

(i) If α ∈ ∆λ ∩ ∆0 is such that α/2 ̸∈ ∆ and (γ, γ) ∈ Z(α, α) for all γ ∈ Rλ, then
α ∈ Rλ.

(ii) For any γ ∈ ∆λ \Rλ there exists α ∈ Rλ such that (γ, α) ̸= 0.
(iii) For any non-isotropic γ ∈ ∆λ\Rλ there exists isotropic α ∈ ∆λ such that (α, γ) ̸=

0.

Proof. For (i) normalise (−,−) by the condition (α, α) = 2. Then (λ, γ) ∈ Z for all
γ ∈ Rλ. Since ∆λ ⊂ ZRλ this gives (λ, γ) ∈ Z for all γ ∈ ∆λ. In particular, (λ, α) ∈ Z.
Since α/2 ̸∈ ∆ we have α ∈ ∆

re
. Therefore α ∈ ∆

re

0 and 2(λ,α)
(α,α)

= (λ, α) ∈ Z. Hence

α ∈ Rλ as required.



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 25

For (ii) observe that (γ,Rλ) = 0 implies (γ,∆λ) = 0 (since ∆λ is spanned by Rλ).
Hence for (ii), (iii) it is enough to verify the existence of α ∈ ∆λ satisfying (γ, α) ̸= 0 such
that α is isotropic if γ is anisotropic. We retain notation of § 4.1.3. Take γ ∈ ∆λ \ Rλ.
Without loss of generality we can assume that γ ∈ X, so γ ∈ Xi+1 \Xi for some i ≥ 0.
We proceed by induction on i.

If i is even, then γ ∈ Xi+1 \Xi implies the existence of α, β ∈ Xi such that γ ∈ {α±β}
and (α, α) = 0 ̸= (α, β). Then (γ, α) ̸= 0 which implies the required assertions for the
case when i is even (in particular, for i = 0).

Consider the case when i is odd. Then there exists β1, β2 ∈ Xi such that (β1, β1),
(β1, β2) ̸= 0 and γ = sβ1β2. Then (γ, β1) ̸= 0 and this completes the proof of (ii). For
(iii) we assume that γ is anisotropic. Then β2 is anisotorpic as well. If ∆λ contains an
isotropic root α2 such that (β2, α2) ̸= 0, then (γ, α) ̸= 0 for α := sβ1α2 and α ∈ ∆λ is
isotropic, since β2, α2 ∈ ∆λ and α2 is isotropic. Consider the remaining case when ∆λ

does not contain an isotropic root α2 such that (β2, α2) ̸= 0. By induction hypothesis
this implies β2 ∈ Rλ. Since γ ̸∈ Rλ, this forces β1 ̸∈ Rλ. By induction hypothesis,
there exists isotropic α ∈ ∆λ such that (β1, α) ̸= 0. By above, (β2, α) = 0. Therefore
(γ, α) = (sβ1β2, α) ̸= 0 (since γ ̸= β2). This completes the proof of (iii). □

4.1.5. Lemma. Suppose that Z ⊂ ∆re satisfies properties (b)–(d) in § 4.1.1 (with ∆λ

replaced by Z) and Z contains two odd real roots α, β such that (β, β) = 0, (α, α) ̸= 0,
⟨β, α∨⟩ < 0. Then

(Rα + Rβ) ∩ Z = {±α,±β,±2α,±(α+ β),±(2α+ β)} = (Rα + Rβ) ∩∆re,

i.e. (Rα + Rβ) ∩ Z = (Rα + Rβ) ∩∆re forms the root system B(1|1) 3 and {α, β} is its
base.

Proof. Since β is an isotropic real root, ∆re is of type (Fin) or (Aff).

Renormalise the bilinear form by taking (α, α) = 1. Then b := −(α, β) > 0 and,
by (2.4), b ∈ Z>0. Recall that g±α generate a subalgebra isomorphic to osp(1|2). Since β
and sαβ = β + 2bα are real roots, one has α+ β, 2α+ β ∈ ∆re. One has (α+ β, α+ β) =

1− 2b ̸= 0, so α+β is a real root and 2(α+β,β)
(α+β,α+β)

∈ Z that is b
2b−1

∈ Z. Since b is a positive

integer, this implies b = 1, so sαβ = β + 2α. Using properties (b)–(d) we obtain

(Rα + Rβ) ∩ Z ⊃ Y for Y := {±α,±β,±2α,±(α + β),±(2α+ β)}.

Let us show that (Rα + Rβ) ∩∆re = Y .

Set δ1 := α, ε1 := α + β. Note that δ1 is an odd root and ε1 is an even root. Using
b = 1 we get (δ1, ε1) = 0, (ε1, ε1) = −1.

3The statement does not immediately follow from Serganova’s classification of generalized root systems
in [45] since we do not assume that (Rα+ Rβ) ∩∆re is finite.
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Suppose the contrary, that (Rα + Rβ) ∩∆re ̸= Y . Take γ := (xε1 + yδ1) ∈ (∆re \ Y ).
Then sε1γ, sδ1γ ∈ ∆re, so (±xε1 ± yδ1) ∈ ∆re. Without loss of generality we can (and
will) assume that x, y ≥ 0. If x = 0, then γ ∈ Rα, so γ ∈ {δ1, 2δ1} ⊂ Y . Similarly, if
y = x, then γ = ε1 + δ1 ∈ Y . Therefore x > 0, y ≥ 0 and x ̸= y. Then (γ, γ) ̸= 0 and the
conditions

⟨γ, ε∨1 ⟩, ⟨ε1, γ∨⟩, ⟨δ1, γ∨⟩ ∈ Z, ⟨γ, δ∨1 ⟩ ∈ 2Z
give 2x, y ∈ Z and 2x

x2−y2 ,
2y

x2−y2 ∈ Z. Therefore 2x ∈ Z>0, y ∈ Z≥0, x ̸= y and 2
x+y

∈ Z.
This gives

(x, y) ∈ {(1
2
, 0), (1, 0), (2, 0)}.

In particular, ( ε1
2
+ δ1) ̸∈ ∆ (in this case x = 1

2
, y = 1). If (x, y) = (1

2
, 0), then γ = ε1

2
, and

δ1, ε1 + δ1 ∈ ∆ forces ε1
2
+ δ1 ∈ ∆, a contradiction. If (x, y) = (1, 0), then γ = ε1 ∈ Y . If

(x, y) = (2, 0), then γ = 2ε1 ̸∈ ∆re since ε1 is an even real root. Hence (Rα+Rβ)∩∆re = Y .
This completes the proof. □

4.1.6. Corollary. If β ∈ ∆re is such that 2β ∈ ∆re, then β ∈ ∆λ if and only if
2β ∈ ∆λ.

Proof. If β ∈ ∆λ, then 2β ∈ ∆λ by property (d) of ∆λ.

Suppose the contrary, that β ∈ ∆re is such that β ̸∈ ∆λ and 2β ∈ ∆λ. Since 2β is
a real root, β is an odd non-isotropic root. If 2β ∈ Rλ, then, by definition of Rλ, we
have β ∈ Rλ, a contradiction. Therefore 2β ̸∈ Rλ. By Lemma 4.1.4 (iii), ∆λ contains an
isotropic root α such that ⟨α, (2β)∨⟩ < 0. Then, by Lemma 4.1.5, β, α form a base of the
root subsystem ∆λ ∩ (Zβ + Zα) which is of type B(1|1), and (α+ β, α+ β) = −(β, β).

Since α is isotropic, ∆ is of type (Fin) or (Aff). From the Kac and van de Leur
classifications [25] and [47] we know that each odd non-isotropic root in ∆ is a short root.
Renormalise the bilinear form (−,−) in such a way that (β, β) = 2. Since β is a short
root, (γ, γ) ∈ 2Z for all γ ∈ ∆, so (λ, γ) ∈ Z for all γ ∈ Rλ which implies (λ, γ) ∈ Z for all
γ ∈ ∆λ. By above, (α+β) is an even root with (α+β, α+β) = −2. Hence α+β, α ∈ ∆λ

with (α, α) = 0 ̸= (α, β). Property (c) in § 4.1.1 gives β ∈ ∆λ, a contradiction. □

4.1.7. Lemma. If α is a real isotropic root and ν ∈ h∗ is such that (ν, α) = 0, then
∆ν = ∆ν+α.

Proof. Let us verify that Rν ⊂ ∆ν+α. Take β ∈ Rν .

If (β, α) = 0, then (ν, β) = (ν + α, β), so β ∈ Rν+α. If β is anisotropic, then, by (2.4),
⟨α, β∨⟩ is integral and is even if β is odd; thus β ∈ Rν+α. This gives

(4.3) {β ∈ Rν | (β, α) = 0} ⊂ Rν+α, (Rν ∩∆an) ⊂ Rν+α.

Now take β ∈ (Rν ∩∆iso) such that (β, α) ̸= 0. By § 4.1.1 (c), the set ∆ν ∩ {α± β} is
non-empty. We assume that (α+ β) ∈ ∆ν (otherwise we substitute β by −β). Note that
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α+β is a real even root (since (α+β, α+β) = 2(α, β) ̸= 0). By above, (ν, α) = (ν, β) = 0,
so (ν, α+ β) = 0.

Assume that (α + β)/2 ̸∈ ∆. Then (α + β) ∈ (Rν ∩∆an), so (α + β) ∈ Rν+α by (4.3).
Therefore Rν+α contains both α and α+β. Since (α, α+β) = (α, β) ̸= 0, § 4.1.1 (c) gives
β ∈ ∆ν+α as required.

Now consider the remaining case α+β = 2γ for γ ∈ ∆. Then γ is an odd non-isotropic
root, α is an isotropic root and (γ, α) ̸= 0. By Lemma 4.1.5, ∆ ∩ (Rγ + Rα) is the root
system of type B(1|1). By above, ∆ contains β = α− 2γ, so, using the standard notation
for B(1|1), we can assume γ = δ1 and α = δ1 + ε1. We have (ν, α) = (ν, β) = 0, so
(ν, ε1) = 0 and

⟨ν + α, ε∨1 ⟩ = ⟨δ1 + ε1, ε
∨
1 ⟩ = 2.

Since ε1 is an even real root and ε1/2 ̸∈ ∆, we obtain ε1 ∈ Rν+α. Using α = δ1+ε1 ∈ Rν+α

and § 4.1.1 (b) we get sε1α ∈ ∆ν+α. One has sε1α = δ1 − ε1 = −β. Hence β ∈ ∆ν+α as
required.

By above, Rν ⊂ ∆ν+α. This gives ∆ν ⊂ ∆ν+α. Since (ν + α,−α) = 0 we have
∆ν+α ⊂ ∆ν . This completes the proof. □

4.1.8. Corollary. If L(λ1,Σ1) = L(λ,Σ) for some Σ1 ∈ Sp and ρ, ρ1 are the Weyl
vectors of Σ and Σ1 respectively, then ∆λ+ρ = ∆λ1+ρ1.

Proof. It is enough to verify the assertion for Σ1 = rαΣ where α ∈ (Σ ∩∆iso).

If (λ+ ρ, α) ̸= 0, then λ1 + ρ1 = λ+ ρ, so ∆λ+ρ = ∆λ1+ρ1 .

If (λ+ρ, α) = 0, then λ1+ρ1 = λ+ρ+α and the assertion follows from Lemma 4.1.7. □

4.2. Definition. For an irreducible module L ∈ OΣ(g) we set ∆L := ∆λ+ρ where λ
is the highest weight of L. If N ∈ O∞(g) is such that ∆L is the same for all irreducible
subquotients of N , we denote this set by ∆N ; in this case we say that ∆N is well defined.

4.2.1. By Corollary 4.1.8 the set ∆L does not depend on the choice of a base in the spine.
In § 4.6.6 we will see that ∆N is defined for any indecomposable non-critical module N .

4.2.2. By Theorem B.6, if g(A, τ) is of type (Fin) or (Aff), but different from g(A, τ) ̸=
A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2), and L ∈ OΣ(g) is a non-critical irreducible module, then there exists
a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A′, τ ′) such that

(a) the sets ∆re(g(A′, τ ′)) and ∆L are isometric; denote by ψ : ∆re(g(A′, τ ′))
∼−→ ∆L

the isometry;
(b) for any α′ ∈ ∆re(g(A′, τ ′)), the roots α′ and ψ(α′) ∈ ∆ have the same parity;
(c) any indecomposable submatrix A′

1 of A′ is of type (Fin) or (Aff); moreover, for
such A′ the restriction of ψ gives a monomorphism C∆(g(A′

1, τ
′
1)) → C∆.
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For g(A, τ) = A(2m − 1|2n − 1)(2) the similar assertion holds if ∆L does not have an
indecomposable component of type A(1|1)(2).

For type (An) Proposition B.8 implies the existence of g(A′, τ ′), where A′ can be of

infinite size, and the isometry ψ : C∆(g(A′, τ ′))
∼−→ C∆ satisfying (b).

From now on we always exclude the case when g(A, τ) = A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) and ∆L

has an indecomposable component of type A(1|1)(2).

Remark. If g(A, τ) is of type (Aff) and L is critical, then a similar result holds, but
g′ might be a countable product of Kac-Moody superalgebras, with almost all factors
isomorphic to gl(1|1), see Lemma B.6.5.

4.2.3. Example. Let g = sl
(1)
4 and L = L(λ) for λ := ε1 − ε2 +

ε3−ε4
2

. Then

∆λ+ρ = {±(ε1 − ε2) + Zδ} ∪ {±(ε3 − ε4) + Zδ}

and g(A′) = sl
(1)
2 × sl

(1)
2 . Let {α1, α0}, {β1, β0} be the sets of simple roots for two copies

of sl
(1)
2 in g(A′). The isometry ψ is given by

ψ(α1) := ε1 − ε2, ψ(α0) = δ − (ε1 − ε2), ψ(β1) = ε3 − ε4, ψ(β0) = δ − (ε3 − ε4).

We see that the restriction of ψ induces a bijection (of sets) between ∆re(g(A′)) and ∆L,
but the restriction of ψ to ∆(g(A′)) is not injective: ψ maps the minimal imaginary roots

in both copies of sl
(1)
2 to the minimal imaginary root of sl

(1)
4 .

4.2.4. Example. Take g = A(1|3)(2) with Σ = {δ − 2ε1, ε1 − δ1, δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, 2δ3} and

λ = Λ0 +
3
4
δ2 +

1
4
δ3. Then ∆λ+ρ = A(1|1)(2) × A

(1)
1 × A(1|1)(1),where

A(1|1)(2) = {Zδ ± ε1 ± δ1, 2Zδ ± 2δ1, (2Z− 1)δ ± 2ε1},

and two copies of A
(1)
1 correspond to the subsystems A

(1)
1 = {Zδ± α} for α = δ2 − δ3 and

α = δ2 + δ3.

4.2.5. Lemma. Fix a base Σ and set ∆+
L := ∆L ∩∆+.

(i) The root system ∆(g(A′, τ ′)) admits a base Σ′ such that

ψ
(
(∆re(g(A′, τ ′))+

)
= ∆+

L .

(ii) The set ΣL := ψ(Σ′) coincides with the set of indecomposable elements in ∆+
L

(i.e., the elements which can not be presented as a sum of several elements from
∆+
L).

Proof. For type (An) (i) follows from [38], Section 2; in this case

ΣL = {α ∈ ∆L| sα
(
∆+
L \ {α, 2α}

)
⊂ ∆+

L}, Σ′ := ψ−1(ΣL).
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Let us prove both statements for types (Fin) and (Aff). It is enough to check the
statements for each indecomposable component of g(A′, τ ′). Let ∆′ be the root system of
such component. Write Σ := {αi}ℓi=1 and let a1, . . . , aℓ be Q-linearly independent positive
real numbers. Define a homomorphism ω : Z∆ → R by taking ω(αi) := ai. Note that
ω(µ) ̸= 0 for all non-zero µ ∈ Q∆. In particular, ω(α) ̸= 0 for all α ∈ ∆ and ∆+

∐
∆− is

the triangular decomposition corresponding to ω in the sense of § 2.10. Since ∆′ lies in
Z(∆′)re we have ψ(∆′) ⊂ Z∆ and property (c) in § 4.2.2 implies (ω◦ψ)(µ′) ̸= 0 for all µ′ ∈
∆′. Therefore ω◦ψ : Z∆′ → R determines triangular decomposition ∆′ = −(∆′)+

∐
(∆′)+

in the sense of § 2.10. If α′ ∈ (∆′)+, then (ω ◦ ψ)(α′) > 0 that is ψ(α′) ∈ ∆+
L . Since ∆′

is the root system of a Kac-Moody superalgebra of type (Fin) or (Aff), any triangular
decomposition of ∆′ admits a base (see Theorem 0.4.3 in [16]). This completes the proof of
(i). Now (ii) follows from (i) and the fact that Σ′ coincides with the set of indecomposable
elements in ∆re(g(A′, τ ′))+. □

4.2.6. Let g(A′, τ ′) and ψ be as in § 4.2.2 and set ∆′ := ∆(g(A′, τ ′)). Recall that ψ gives

a bijection (∆′)re
∼−→ ∆L. Using Lemma 4.2.5 (i), we assign to each base Σ1 of ∆ a base

of ∆′, which we denote by Υ(Σ1), which satisfies the property

ψ
(
(∆′)re ∩∆+(Υ(Σ1))

)
= ∆L ∩∆+(Σ1).

We claim that for each isotropic α ∈ Σ we have

(4.4) Υ(rαΣ) =

{
Υ(Σ) if α ̸∈ ψ(Υ(Σ)),
rψ−1(α)Υ(Σ) if α ∈ ψ(Υ(Σ)).

Indeed, ∆+ \ (∆+(rαΣ)) = {α} by (2.2). Setting Σ′ := Υ(Σ) we get

∆+((rαΣ
′)) = ∆+(Σ′) if α ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ,

∆+ \ (∆+(rαΣ)
′) = ∆+(Σ′) ∩ Zψ−1(α) if α ∈ ∆λ+ρ.

By Lemma 4.2.5 (ii), the condition α ̸∈ ∆L is equivalent to the condition α ̸∈ ψ(Σ′). This
implies (4.4).

Notice that, since ψ preserves the bilinear form, ψ−1(α) is isotropic. Denote by Sp′ the
spine of Σ′. Using (4.4) we obtain the correspondence Υ : Sp → Sp′. Viewing Sp, Sp′ as
graphs were vertices are the bases, and the edges correspond to the isotropic reflexions
rα, we obtain the following description of Υ: Υ(Σ) = Σ′ and for every edge rα : Σ1 → Σ2

in Sp we have Υ(Σ2) := Σ′
2 if Sp′ contains the edge rψ−1(α) : Σ

′
1 → Σ′

2 and Υ(Σ2) := Σ′
1

otherwise.

For example, for sl(2|1) take Σ = {α, β} where β is isotropic and α is anisotropic. Take
λ + ρ = aβ for a ̸∈ Z. Then ∆λ+ρ = {±β}, so g(A′, τ ′) ∼= gl(1|1) with Σ′ = {β′} (β′ is
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isotropic). Then Υ : Sp → Sp′ takes the following form

Sp Σ
rβ //

Υ
��

Σ1

rα+β //

Υ
��

Σ2

Υ
��

Σ′
rβ′ // Σ′

1 Σ′
1

4.2.7. One can similarly introduce the correspondence between the skeleton Sk and the
skeleton Sk′.

Let g′′ be an indecomposable component of g′. Assume that g′′ is of type (Aff) and let
δ′′ be the minimal imaginary root of ∆+(g′′). Then δ′′ is a positive root for any triangular
decomposition appearing in Sk′, so ψ(δ′′) lies in Z≥0∆

+(Σ1) for any Σ1 ∈ Sk. By [11],
Proposition 7.6.1 this implies ψ(δ′′) ∈ Z>0δ.

4.3. Module L′. Take L = L(λ). The following construction is a slight variation of the
construction given in [14]. Retain notation of § 4.2.6. We set

g′ := g(A′, τ ′), ∆′ := ∆(g(A′, τ ′)).

Recall that ψ gives a bijection (∆′)re
∼−→ ∆L, see § 4.2.2. We set (∆′)⊥ := {µ′ ∈

(h′)∗| (µ′,∆′) = 0} and let ψ∗ : h
∗ → (h′)∗/(∆′)⊥ be the linear map satisfying

(4.5) (ψ∗(ν), µ
′) = (ν, ψ(µ′)) for all µ′ ∈ ∆′.

4.3.1. Take Σ′ as in Lemma 4.2.5 and let g(A′, τ ′) = (n′)−⊕h′⊕(n′)+ be the corresponding
triangular decomposition of g(A′, τ ′); let ρ′ ∈ (h′)∗ be the corresponding Weyl vector. Fix
λ′ ∈ (h′)∗ such that

(4.6) (λ′ + ρ′, α′) := (λ+ ρ, ψ(α′)) for all α′ ∈ Σ′.

and set

(4.7) L′ := Lg′(λ
′).

Note that the choice of λ′ is not unique: λ′′ satisfies (4.6) if and only if ψ∗(λ
′) = ψ∗(λ

′′),
or equivalently, if Lg′(λ

′′) and L′ are isomorphic as [g′, g′]-modules.

4.3.2. Lemma.

(i) For any µ′ ∈ Z∆′ we have

ψ(Rλ′+ρ′−µ′) ⊂ Rλ+ρ−ψ(µ′), ψ(∆λ′+ρ′−µ′) ⊂ ∆λ+ρ−ψ(µ′).

(ii) We have ψ(Rλ′+ρ′) = Rλ+ρ and ∆L′ = (∆′)re.
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Proof. For any µ′ ∈ Z∆′ and β′ ∈ ∆′ we have (λ′ + ρ′ − µ′, β′) = (λ + ρ − ψ(µ′), ψ(β′))
by (4.6). Since ψ preserves (−,−) and the parity, this implies ψ(Rλ′+ρ′−µ′) ⊂ Rλ+ρ−ψ(µ′). If
g is of type (An), then ∆λ′+ρ′−µ′ = Rλ′+ρ′−µ′ and ∆λ+ρ−µ = Rλ+ρ−µ. If g is of type (Fin) or
(Aff), then, by definition, ∆λ′+ρ′−µ′ is the minimal subset of (∆′)re which contains Rλ′+ρ′−µ′

and satisfies properties (b)–(d) in § 4.1.1. Therefore ψ(∆λ′+ρ′−µ′) is a subset of ∆re

which contains ψ(Rλ′+ρ′−µ′) and satisfying properties (b)–(d). By above, ψ(Rλ′+ρ′−µ′) ⊂
Rλ+ρ−ψ(µ′), so ψ(∆λ′+ρ′−µ′) ⊂ ∆λ+ρ−ψ(µ′). This establishes (i).

For (ii) take any β ∈ ∆L. Then β′ := ψ−1(β) ∈ (∆′)re and (λ′ + ρ′, β′) = (λ + ρ, β)
by (4.6). Since ψ preserves (−,−) and the parity, we obtain β ∈ Rλ+ρ if and only if
β′ ∈ Rλ′+ρ′ . Therefore ψ(Rλ′+ρ′) = Rλ+ρ.

If g is of type (An), then ∆L = Rλ+ρ and ∆L′ = Rλ′+ρ′ which gives ψ(∆L′) = ∆L and
implies ∆L′ = (∆′)re.

If g is of type (Fin) or (Aff), then, by definition, ∆L′ is the minimal subset of (∆′)re

which contains Rλ′+ρ′ and satisfies properties (b)–(d) in § 4.1.1. Therefore ψ(∆L′) ⊂ ∆
contains Rλ+ρ and satisfies properties (b)–(d). Therefore ψ(∆L′) contains ∆L (since ∆L is
the minimal subset of ∆re which contains Rλ+ρ and satisfies (b)–(d)). Since the restriction
of ψ gives a bijection between (∆′)re and ∆L, we obtain ∆L′ = (∆′)re as required. □

4.3.3. We let Sp′ be the spine of Σ′ (if g is of type (An), then Sp = {Σ} and Sp′ = {Σ′}).
Let bL : Sp → h∗, bL′ : Sp′ → (h′)∗ be the maps given by

bL(Σ1) := hwtΣ1 L, bL′(Σ′
1) := hwtΣ′

1
L′,

see § 2.12 for the notation (one has L = L(hwtΣ1 L − ρΣ1 ,Σ1)). Taking Υ : Sp → Sp′ as
in § 4.2.6 and ψ∗ : (h

′)∗ → (h′)∗/(∆′)⊥ given by (4.5) we obtain the following diagram:

(4.8) Sp
bL //

Υ
��

h∗

ψ∗

%%
Sp′ bL′ // (h′)∗ // (h′)∗/(∆′)⊥

4.4. Lemma. The diagram (4.8) is commutative.

Proof. We have to verify that

(4.9) (hwtΣ′
1
L′, µ) = (hwtΣ1 L, ψ(µ)) for all µ ∈ ∆′.

For Σ1 = Σ the required formula follows from the constriuction of L′, see (4.6). By the
definition of Sp, it is enough to verify that (4.9) holds for Σ1 = rαΣ with α ∈ (Σ ∩∆iso).

Consider the case (hwtΣ L, α) = 0. Then α ∈ Rλ+ρ, so α ∈ ∆L. Since α ∈ Σ we have
ψ−1(α) ∈ Σ′ by Lemma 4.2.5 (ii), so (4.4) gives Σ′

1 = rψ−1(α)Σ
′. Formula (4.9) for Σ gives

(hwtΣ′ L′, ψ−1(α)) = (hwtΣ L, α) = 0.
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By (2.7) we obtain hwtΣ1 L = hwtΣ L+ α and hwtΣ′
1
L′ = hwtΣ′ L′ + ψ−1(α). Thus

(hwtΣ′
1
L′, µ) = (hwtΣ′ L′ + ψ−1(α), µ) = (hwtΣ L, ψ(µ)) + (α, ψ(µ)) = (hwtΣ1 L, ψ(µ))

as required.

Consider the case (hwtΣ L, α) ̸= 0. By (2.7) we have hwtΣ1 L = hwtΣ L. By (4.4), one
has either Σ′

1 = Σ′ or Σ′
1 = rψ−1(α)Σ

′ and α ∈ ψ(Σ′). In the latter case, using (4.9) for
Σ, we get (hwtΣ′ L′, ψ−1(α)) = (hwtΣ L, α) ̸= 0, so (2.7) gives hwtΣ′

1
L′ = hwtΣ′ L′. Hence

in both cases hwtΣ1 L = hwtΣ L and hwtΣ′
1
L′ = hwtΣ′ L′, so formula (4.9) for Σ1 follows

from the same formula for Σ. □

4.4.1. The commutativity of the diagram (4.8) means that the [g′, g′]-module L′ defined
in (4.7) does not depend on the choice of a base: if we apply the same procedure to
the pairs (λ,Σ) and (λ1,Σ1) such that Σ1 ∈ Sp and L = L(λ,Σ) = L(λ1,Σ1), then the
modules L′ = Lg′(λ

′,Σ′) and Lg′(λ
′
1,Σ

′
1) are isomorphic as [g′, g′]-modules.

4.5. Definition. Let ∼ be the equivalence relation on the set of isomorphism classes
of irreducible modules in OΣ(g) which is generated by the following relation: L1 ∼ L2 if
there exists Σ1 ∈ Sp and α such that

(4.10) α ∈ (Σ1 ∩∆an), α ̸∈ ∆hwtΣ1
L1 , hwtΣ1 L2 = sα(hwtΣ1 L1).

4.5.1. For L = L(λ) we will use the following notation:

g′λ+ρ := g′, ψλ+ρ := ψ, Σ′
λ+ρ := Σ′ ⊂ ∆(g′λ+ρ), Σλ+ρ := ψ(Σ′) ⊂ ∆λ+ρ

where Σ′ is the base introduced in Lemma 4.2.5. We denote by λ′ the weight given
by (4.6).

4.5.2. Lemma. If λ+ ρ = sα(ν + ρ) for α ∈ (Σ ∩∆an) such that α ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ, then

(i) the algebra g′ν+ρ can be identified with g′ := g′λ+ρ in such a way that ψν+ρ = sαψλ+ρ
and Σ′

ν+ρ = Σ′
λ+ρ;

(ii) ∆+
ν+ρ = sαΣ

+
λ+ρ and Σν+ρ = sαΣλ+ρ;

(iii) for this identification Lg′(ν
′) and Lg′(λ

′) are isomorphic as [g′, g′]-modules.

Proof. One has Rν+ρ = sαRλ+ρ, so ∆ν+ρ = sα∆λ+ρ. This allows to identify gν+ρ with
g′ := gλ+ρ by taking ψν+ρ := sα ◦ ψλ+ρ. This gives (i).

By Corollary 4.1.6 we have 2α ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ. Since α ∈ Σ and α, 2α ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ, the formula
∆ν+ρ = sα∆λ+ρ forces ∆

+
ν+ρ = sα∆

+
λ+ρ. By Lemma 4.2.5. the sets Σλ+ρ, Σν+ρ are the sets

of indecomposable elements in ∆+
λ+ρ, ∆

+
ν+ρ respectively. This gives Σν+ρ = sαΣλ+ρ and

establishes (ii). By definition (4.6) for any µ′ ∈ ∆(g′) we have

(ν ′ + ρ′, µ′) = (ν + ρ, ψν+ρ(µ)) = (ν + ρ, sα ◦ ψλ+ρ(µ)) = (sα(ν + ρ), ψλ+ρ(µ))
= (λ+ ρ, ψλ+ρ(µ)) = (λ′ + ρ′, µ).



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 33

Therefore (λ′−ν ′,∆(g′)) = 0, so Lg′(λ
′) and Lg′(ν

′) are isomorphic as [g′, g′]-modules. □

Using § 4.4.1 we obtain

4.5.3. Corollary. If L(ν) ∼ L(λ), then gν+ρ can be identified with g′ := gλ+ρ in such
a way that Lg′(ν

′) and Lg′(λ
′) are isomorphic as [g′, g′]-modules.

4.6. Set U(λ). For λ ∈ h∗ we denote by U(λ) the subset of h∗ consisting of weights ν
such that there exists a chain ν+ρ = µr < µr−1 < . . . < µ0 = λ+ρ, where µi+1 = µi−miγi
for some γi ∈ ∆

re ∩ ∆+ and mi ∈ Z>0 such that 2(µi, γi) = mi(γi, γi), where mi = 1 is
odd if p(γ) = 1, mi = 1 if γ is isotropic. Note that µi+1 = sγiµi if γi is anisotropic.

4.6.1. The following statement follows from [28] for Lie algebras and [12] for Lie super-
algebras.

4.6.2. Proposition. Consider the expansion Deρ chL(λ) =
∑

µ∈Z≥0Σ

aµe
λ+ρ−µ (with

aµ ∈ Z). Assume that µ ∈ Z≥0Σ is such that [M(λ) : L(λ− µ)] ̸= 0 or aµ ̸= 0. Then

(i) If λ is non-critical, then (λ− µ) ∈ U(λ).
(ii) If g is of type (Aff) and λ is critical, then (λ − µ) ∈ (U(λ) − Z≥0δ) (where δ is

the minimal imaginary root).

4.6.3. Lemma. If ν ∈ U(λ), then ∆ν+ρ = ∆λ+ρ and (λ− ν) lies in Z≥0∆λ+ρ.

Proof. It is enough to verify the assertion for a chain of length one: ν+ρ = µ1 < µ0 = λ+ρ
(the general case follows by induction on the length of the chain). For such a chain we have
ν+ρ = λ+ρ−mγ where γ ∈ ∆

re∩∆+ andm ∈ Z>0 is such that 2(λ+ρ, γ) = m(γ, γ), and
m is odd if p(γ) = 1, m = 1 if γ is isotropic. Notice that γ ∈ Rλ+ρ, so (λ−ν) ∈ Z≥0∆λ+ρ.
Let us verify that ∆ν+ρ = ∆λ+ρ.

If γ is anisotropic, then ν+ ρ = sγ(λ+ ρ), so ∆ν+ρ = sγ∆λ+ρ = ∆λ+ρ (since γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ).

Consider the case when γ is isotropic. Then (λ+ρ, γ) = 0 and ν = λ−γ, so the formula
∆ν+ρ = ∆λ+ρ follows from Lemma 4.1.7. □

4.6.4. Arguing as in [4], Section 4 we obtain the following decomposition theorem.

Consider the equivalence relation λ ≈ ν on h∗ which is generated by ν ≈ λ if ν ∈ U(λ)
and (λ− δ) ≈ λ if g is of type (Aff) and λ is critical.

For any N ∈ OΣ(g) there exists a unique set of submodules {Mχ}χ∈A such that

• M = ⊕χ∈AMχ;
• for each χ1, χ2 ∈ A and λ, ν such that [Mχ1 : L(λ)], [Mχ2 : L(ν)] ̸= 0 one has
λ ≈ ν if and only if χ1 = χ2.
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If N ∈ OΣ(g) is indecomposable, then N =Mχ.

4.6.5. Corollary. If N ∈ OΣ(g) is non-critical and indecomposable, then

[N : L(λ)], [N : L(ν)] ̸= 0 =⇒ ∆λ+ρ = ∆ν+ρ, (λ− ν) ∈ Z∆λ+ρ.

Proof. By § 4.6.4 we have λ ≈ ν. By Lemma 4.6.3 this forces ∆λ+ρ = ∆ν+ρ and (λ− ν) ∈
Z∆λ+ρ. □

4.6.6. Let N ∈ OΣ(g) be a non-critical indecomposable module. Using Corollary 4.6.5
we define ∆N to be ∆λ+ρ where λ is such that [N : L(λ)] ̸= 0.

Take ν ∈ U(λ) and retain notation of § 4.5.1. By Proposition 4.6.2 we can identify
g′ν+ρ with g′ := g′λ+ρ; moreover, we can choose ν ′ in such a way that ν ′ ∈ U(λ′) and
ψ(λ′ − ν ′) = λ− ν.

4.7. Remark. The character formulas for arbitrary irreducible non-critical modules L(λ)
over symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras were established in [39]; these formulas imply
the following remarkable formula: Deρ chL = D′eρ

′
chL′, where D, ρ (resp., D′, ρ′) are

the Weyl denominator and the Weyl vector for ∆+ (resp., for (∆′)+).

More precisely, we denote by R0(Σ) the subalgebra of R(Σ) consisting of x ∈ R(Σ)
satisfying supp(x) ⊂ −Z≥0Σ. The linear monomorphism ψλ+ρ : ZΣ′ → ZΣ induces a
ring monomorphism R0(Σ

′) → R0(Σ) which we also denote by ψλ+ρ. The algebra R0(Σ
′)

contains D′ and e−λ
′
chL′. The formula Deρ chL = D′eρ

′
chL′ means

(4.11) De−λ chL(λ) = ψλ+ρ
(
D′e−λ

′
chL′(λ′)

)
.

For example, if a non-critical weight λ is such that m := ⟨λ + ρ, α⟩ ∈ Z>0 for some
α ∈ ∆re+ and ⟨λ + ρ, β⟩ ̸∈ Z for all β ∈ ∆re+ \ {α}, then gλ+ρ ∼= sl2, Σ

′ = {α′} and
ψλ+ρ(α

′) = α. In this case

De−λ chL(λ) = ψλ+ρ
(
D′e−λ

′
chL′(λ′)

)
= ψλ+ρ(1− e−mα

′
) = 1− emα.

We conjecture that formula (4.11) holds for all symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalge-
bras, see [14]. In [7], P. Fiebig established equivalence of the corresponding blocks in the
categories OΣ(g) and OΣ′(g′) for an arbitrary symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g.

5. Quasi-admissible modules

In this section g is an indecomposable symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra with a
base Σ and g ̸= gl(1|1). Recall that (−,−) is normalised in such a way that (α, α) ∈ Q>0

for some α ∈ ∆re. The action of w ∈ W on
∑
ν

mνe
ν is always assumed to be the natural,

i.e. w(
∑
ν

mνe
ν) :=

∑
ν

mνe
wν .
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5.1. Integrable and partially integrable modules. Let Σpr be the set of principal
roots (see § 2.8.3 for definition). In the case when g = ġ(1) is the non-twisted affinization
of ġ we let ∆̇ ⊂ ∆ be the root subsystem of ġ. By Remark 2.8.2 Σ̇pr := ∆̇∩Σpr is the set

of principal roots of ∆̇.

5.1.1. Definition. For a subset π ⊂ Σpr we call a [g, g]-module N π-integrable if g±α
acts locally nilpotently on N for each α ∈ π.

5.1.2. Lemma. Let W [π] be the subgroup of W generated by the reflections sα with
α ∈ π. If a [g, g]-module N is π-integrable, then the root space gα acts locally nilpotently
on N for each α ∈W [π](π).

Proof. Take α ∈ π. We will prove that g±wα acts locally nilpotently on N by induction
on the length of w ∈ W [π]. If the length is zero, then, by definition, g±α acts locally
nilpotently on N . Otherwise for some β ∈ π we have w = sβw

′, where the length of w′

is less than the length of w. By induction, g±sβα act locally nilpotently on N . By [27],
Lemma 3.8, any u ∈ g±wα can be written as u = (exp ad f)(exp ad(−e))(exp ad f)(u′)
for some u′ ∈ g±w′α, e ∈ gβ and f ∈ g−β. Let E,F, U, U ′ be the images of e, f, u, u′ in
End(N). Then

U = (exp adF )(exp ad(−E))(exp adF )(U ′)
= (expF )(exp−E)(expF )U ′(exp−F )(expE)(exp−F ),

since (exp a)b(exp−a) = exp(ad a)(b). For any v ∈ N we have

U s(v) = (expF )(exp−E)(expF )(U ′)s(exp−F )(expE)(exp−F )(v).

Since E,F, U ′ acts locally nilpotenly, U sv = 0 for s >> 0, so U acts locally nilpotently. □

5.1.3. Integrable modules. Since ∆an
0

= W (Σpr) and W = W [Σpr], the Σpr-integrable
modules are modules where gα acts locally nilpotently for each α ∈ ∆re. Such modules
are called integrable.

5.1.4. Remark. If g = g(A, τ) is a symmetrizable infinite-dimensional Kac-Moody super-
algebra, then the following conditions are equivalent [31]:

• the set Σpr is linearly independent;
• the Dynkin diagram of Σpr is connected;
• the subalgebra generated by vector space h +

∑
α∈Σpr

g±α is a Kac-Moody algebra

in the sense of § 2.3.3;
• there exists an irreducible integrable module in OΣ(g) which is not one-dimensional;
• g is anisotropic, sl(1|n)(1), or osp(2|2n)(1).
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5.1.5. Remark. Consider the case when g is affine and the Dynkin diagram of Σpr is
not connected. By above, OΣ(g) does not contain irreducible integrable modules which
are not one-dimensional. If we take π to be a maximal proper subset of Σpr (i.e., Σpr \ π
is of cardinality one), then OΣ(g) contains interesting π-integrable modules. For example,
if g = ġ(1) and π = Σ̇pr ∪ π#, where π# := {α ∈ Σpr| (α, α) > 0}, then, for k ∈ Z>0, the
irreducible π-integrable modules in OΣ(g)

k are irreducible modules in the KLk-category
studied in [2]. Important examples of π-integrable modules are irreducible vacuum mod-
ules L(kΛ0) for suitable values of k. The irreducible π-integrable modules in OΣ(g) were
classified in [32].

5.1.6. The simple affine vertex algebra Vk(g) corresponding to an anisotropic non-twisted
affine superalgebra g and an integrable g-module L(kΛ0) is rational, see [37] (and [6],[5]).
This result is based on the fact that in this case the integrability of L(kΛ0) implies that
Vk(g)-modules are exactly V k(g)-modules which are integrable.

The proof of rationality of Vk(g), given in [37], Section 2.2, uses only the fact that
the even part of the finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra ġ to which g is associated, is
simple. It follows that the adjoint orbit of any non-zero element a in ġ0 spans it, hence
U(ġ)/(ak+1) and S(ġ)/(ak+1) are finite-dimensional (see [37], Lemma 2.3).

5.1.7. If g is a non-twisted affine superalgebra which is not anisotropic, then Vk(g) is
not rational for k ̸= 0, since the category of Vk(g)-modules is not completely reducible.
However, for g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1), the π#-integrability of L(kΛ0) implies that Vk(g)-modules
are exactly V k(g)-modules which are π#-integrable, see [17] Theorem 5.3.1.

5.1.8. Let π be a linearly independent subset of Σpr. This means that π is a proper subset
of Σpr if g is affine, not anisotropic and not equal to sl(1|n)(1), osp(2|2n)(1), D(2|1, a)(1),
π lies in A

(1)
1

∐
A1

∐
A1 for D(2|1, a)(1), and π is an arbitrary subset of Σpr in the rest

of the cases. We denote by gπ the subalgebra generated by the vector space h+
∑
α∈π

g±α.

Since Σpr ⊂ ∆re
0
, gπ is a subalgebra of g0. Using the arguments of [46], Theorem 9.1

(see also [16], 3.5) it is easy to show that gπ is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra
(in the sense of § 2.3.3) with the Cartan subalgebra h, the set of simple roots π, and
π∨ := {α∨| α ∈ π}. This Kac-Moody algebra is indecomposable if the Dynkin diagram
of π is connected. The restriction of (−,−) to gπ is a non-degenerate invariant bilinear
form. We set

∆π := ∆(gπ)
re.

5.1.9. Example. Take g = osp(3|2)(1). Then Σpr = {ε1, δ − ε1, 2δ1, δ − 2δ1}. If π is of

cardinality three, then gπ ∼= sl
(1)
2 × gl2.
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5.1.10. If g is of type (Aff), then each indecomposable component of gπ is of type (Fin)
or (Aff). If π# = {α ∈ Σpr| (α, α) > 0} has a connected Dynkin diagram, then gπ# is

an affine Kac-Moody algebra. For π = Σ̇pr ∪ π#, which appeared in Remark 5.1.5, the
algebra gπ is the direct product of gπ# and a reductive Lie algebra with the set of simple
roots {α ∈ Σ̇pr| (α, α) < 0}.

5.1.11. Remark. For any N ∈ O∞(g) one has Resggπ N ∈ O∞(gπ). A g-module N is
π-integrable if and only if Resggπ N is gπ-integrable.

Note that for any π-integrable L(λ) we have ∆π ⊂ Rλ+ρ and ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z≥0 for each
α ∈ π.

We will use the following result (which can be deduced from [18], but we include a proof
for the sake of completeness).

5.1.12. Lemma. For any N ∈ OΣ(g) and γ ∈ π the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) g−γ acts locally nilpotently on N ;

(b) sγ((e
γ
2 − e−

γ
2 ) chN) = −(e

γ
2 − e−

γ
2 ) chN .

(c) Dπe
ρπ chN is naturally sγ-anti-invariant (where Dπ and ρπ are respectively the

Weyl denominator and the Weyl vector for ∆+
π ).

Proof. Let t be the subalgebra which is generated by g±γ and h. Then t is the direct
product of a copy of sl2 and a subalgebra of codimension 1 in h. Set M := Resgt N .
By § 2.10.3 (iv) we have M ∈ OΣ(t) and

chN = chM =
∑
µ∈h∗

[M : Lt(µ)] chLt(µ).

Setting P+(t) := {µ| dimLt(µ) <∞} we have

(e
γ
2 − e−

γ
2 ) chLt(µ) =

{
(eµ+

γ
2 − sγe

µ+ γ
2 ) if µ ∈ P+(t)

eµ+
γ
2 if µ ̸∈ P+(t)

which gives

(e
γ
2 − e−

γ
2 ) chN =

∑
µ∈P+(t)

[M : Lt(µ)](e
µ+ γ

2 − sγe
µ+ γ

2 ) +
∑

µ̸∈P+(t)

[M : Lt(µ)]e
µ+ γ

2 .

Therefore (b) is equivalent to∑
µ̸∈P+

[M : Lt(µ)]sγe
µ+ γ

2 = −
∑
µ̸∈P+

[M : Lt(µ)]e
µ+ γ

2 .

Observe that all coefficients in the left-hand side are non-negative and in the right-hand
side are non-positive. Thus (b) is equivalent to [M : Lt(µ)] = 0 for all µ ̸∈ P+ which means
that M is a direct sum of finite-dimensional t-modules. This establishes the equivalence
(a) ⇐⇒ (b).
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For the equivalence (b) ⇐⇒ (c) note that ρπ − γ
2
and ∆(gπ)

+ \ {γ} are sγ-invariant, so

(5.1)

Dπe
ρπ(e

γ
2 − e−

γ
2 )−1 = eρπ−

γ
2

∏
α∈∆(gπ)+\{γ}

(1− e−α) is sγ-invariant

D−1
π e−ρπ(e

γ
2 − e−

γ
2 ) = e−ρπ+

γ
2

∏
α∈∆(gπ)+\{γ}

(1− e−α)−1 is sγ-invariant

(see [14], Section 2 on invariance of infinite products). This implies the equivalence (b)
⇐⇒ (c) and completes the proof. □

5.2. Quasi-admissible modules in type (An). Below we recall some definitions and
results of [18]. Let g be of type (An). In this case

Σpr = {α ∈ Σ| p(α) = 0} ∪ {2α| α ∈ Σ, p(α) = 1}

and Σpr is connected. Recall that for L = L(λ) we have

∆L = ∆λ+ρ = Rλ+ρ,

(see Definition 4.2). We take π := Σpr. The Lie algebra gπ is a ”maximal Kac-Moody

subalgebra” of g0. For example, for g of type C
(2)
2 , g0 is not a Kac-Moody algebra: in this

case Σ = {α, δ − α} where p(α) = p(δ − α) = 1 and δ is the minimal imaginary roots; gπ
is of type A

(1)
1 with the simple roots {2α, 2δ − 2α}, so gδ ∩ gπ = 0.

5.2.1. By [18], Theorem 4.5.1, for N ∈ O(g) such that ∆N is well defined (for instance,
if N is indecomposable), the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) the expression Deρ chN is (naturally) W [∆N ]-anti-invariant, i.e.

sα(De
ρ chN) = −Deρ chN for all α ∈ ∆N

(ii) the expression Dπe
ρπ chN is (naturally) W [∆N ]-anti-invariant.

5.2.2. Definition. If N ∈ O(g) is such that ∆N is well defined, we say that N is
quasi-admissible4 if chN satisfies the equivalent conditions (i) and (ii).

5.2.3. Remark. The equivalence in § 5.2.1 implies that

(5.2) N is quasi-admissible ⇐⇒ Resggπ N is quasi-admissible.

4In [18] quasi-admissible modules are called “snowflake”.
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5.2.4. Theorem. ([29]; [18], Section 4). Let g be a symmetrizable anisotropic affine Kac-
Moody superalgebra.

(i) A g-module N is quasi-admissible if and only if every irreducible subquotient of
N is quasi-admissible.

(ii) The following conditions are equivalent
• L := L(λ) is quasi-admissible;
• L′ is an integrable g′-module (see § 4.3 for notation).

(iii) If L(λ) is non-critical quasi-admissible, then Deρ chL(λ) =
∑

w∈WL

(sgnw) ew(λ+ρ).

(iv) If L(ν) is a non-critical quasi-admissible subquotient of M(λ), then λ = ν.
(v) All non-critical quasi-admissible modules are completely reducible.

5.3. Remark. Take L := L(λ) and L′ = Lg′(λ
′) as in § 4.3. By Lemma 4.2.5 (ii),

the set ΣL := ψ(Σ′) is the set of indecomposable elements in ∆+
L . Since ⟨λ + ρ, α∨⟩ =

⟨λ′ + ρ′, ψ−1(α)∨⟩, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) Lg′(λ
′) is integrable;

(b) ⟨λ+ ρ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z>0 for all α ∈ ΣL.

5.4. Quasi-admissible modules in general case. We retain notation of § 5.1.8.

5.4.1. Notation. Recall that π is a linearly independent subset of Σpr, gπ is the cor-
responding Kac-Moody subalgebra of g0 and ∆π = ∆(gπ)

re. We denote by W [π] the
subgroup of W generated by {sα}α∈π. This is the Weyl group of gπ and ∆π = W [π](π).
As before Dπ, ρπ denote the corresponding Weyl denominator and Weyl vector respec-
tively.

Recall that for any subset X of ∆re the notation W [X] stands for the subgroup of W
generated by sα with α ∈ X.

If L is fixed, we retain notation of § 4.3 and denote by Σ′
pr the set of principal roots for

∆′; we set

π′ := {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| ψ(α) ∈ ∆π}.

We suggest the following definition.

5.4.2. Definition. If N ∈ O(g) is such that ∆N is well defined we say that N is π-quasi-
admissible if Dπe

ρπ chN is naturally W [∆L ∩∆π]-anti-invariant, i.e.

sα(Dπe
ρπ chN) = −Dπe

ρπ chN for all α ∈ ∆L ∩∆π.

5.4.3. Remark. Note that ∆+
0

does not depend on the choice of a base in Sp, so the
expression Dπe

ρπ chN does not depend on this choice as well.
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5.4.4. In the anisotropic case Definition 5.4.2 is equivalent to Definition 5.2.2.

In Theorem 5.5.1 below we partially extend Theorem 5.2.4 (i) to general g; in The-
orem 5.5.3 below we extend Theorem 5.2.4 (ii). The results which are similar of The-
orem 5.2.4 (iii)–(v) and the equivalence (a) ⇐⇒ (b) in § 5.3 do not hold for atypical
quasi-admissible modules, since these assertions do not hold for atypical π-integrable
modules which are particular cases of π-quasi-admissible modules.

5.4.5. Example. By Lemma 5.1.12, if N ∈ OΣ(g) is such that ∆N is well defined and
π ⊂ ∆N , then the π-quasi-admissibility of N is equivalent to the π-integrability.

5.5. Main results. In this section we will prove the following theorems.

5.5.1. Theorem. Let N ∈ Ofin(g) be such that ∆N is well-defined. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(a) N is π-quasi-admissible;
(b) all irreducible subquotients of N are π-quasi-admissible;
(c) all irreducible subquotients ofM := Resggπ N are quasi-admissible gπ-modules, ∆M

is well defined and ∆π ∩∆N = ∆M .

The proof will be given in § 5.8.

5.5.2. Corollary. If N ∈ Ofin(g) is π-quasi-admissible and M := Resggπ N is non-
critical, then M is a completely reducible gπ-module.

The proof will be given in § 5.9.

5.5.3. Theorem. If L := L(λ) is non-critical, then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(a) L is π-quasi-admissible;
(b) L′ is π′-integrable, where π′ = {α′ ∈ Σ′

pr| ψ(α′) ∈ ∆π}.

The proof will be given in § 5.10.

5.5.4. Remark. By (4.2) we have {α ∈ ∆π| ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} = Rλ+ρ ∩∆π. Combining The-
orem 5.5.1 and § 5.6 we obtain

(5.3) L(λ) is π-quasi-admissible =⇒ ∆λ+ρ ∩∆π = Rλ+ρ ∩∆π.
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5.6. The set ∆M for M := Resggπ N . Recall that ∆π ⊂ h∗ is the set of real roots of the
Kac-Moody algebra gπ.

The set ∆M is well defined if and only if the set {α ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} is the same for
all ν such that [M : Lgπ(ν)] ̸= 0; moreover ∆M coincides with these sets. (Notice that
{α ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} is the integral root subsystem of ∆π corresponding to the weight
ν.) Take ν such that [M : Lgπ(ν)] ̸= 0. Then there exists λ ∈ h∗ such that L(λ) is a
subquotient of N and L(λ)ν ̸= 0, so λ− ν ∈ Zπ. Therefore

{β ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, β∨⟩ ∈ Z} = {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨λ, β∨⟩ ∈ Z}.

We conclude that

(i) ∆M is well defined if and only if the set {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨λ, β∨⟩ ∈ Z} is the same for all
λ such that [N : L(λ)] ̸= 0;

(ii) if ∆M is well defined, then ∆M = {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨λ, β∨⟩ ∈ Z} for any λ such that
[N : L(λ)] ̸= 0 and ∆M ⊂ (∆N ∩∆π);

(iii) {α ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} ⊂ (∆N ∩∆π) for any ν such that Nν ̸= 0.

5.6.1. The important example for the next sections is L = L(λ), M := Resggπ L. Then

∆L ∩∆π = ∆π ∩∆λ+ρ.

Combining (i) and (4.2) we get

∆M = {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨λ, β∨⟩ ∈ Z} = Rλ+ρ ∩∆π.

The condition ∆L = ∆M ∩∆π holds in many cases, for example if

• ∆π consists of short roots: in this case Lemma 4.1.4 (i) gives ∆π ∩ Rλ+ρ =
∆π ∩∆λ+ρ.

• if L(λ) is typical (in this case ∆L = Rλ+ρ).

Introduce Rλ′+ρ′ ⊂ ∆′ as in § 4.1.1. By Lemma 4.3.2, ψ maps Rλ′+ρ′ to Rλ+ρ, and
∆L′ = (∆′)re. Therefore ∆L′ ∩∆π′ = ∆π′ which gives the following useful equivalence

(5.4) ∆π ∩∆λ+ρ = ∆π ∩Rλ+ρ ⇐⇒ π′ ⊂ Rλ′+ρ′ .

5.6.2. Example. The following example shows that ∆π ∩Rλ+ρ can be a proper subset of
∆π ∩∆λ+ρ (i.e. ∆M is a proper subset of ∆π ∩∆L).

Take g of type B(1|3) with Σ = {δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, δ3 − ε1, ε1}. One has p(ε1) = 0 and
p(δi) = 1. We have Σpr = {δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, δ3, ε1} and we take π := {δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, δ3}.

For λ+ ρ := 3δ1 + 2δ2 + δ3 − ε1 we have Rλ+ρ = {±ε1;±δi ± δj;±(δ3 − ε1)}. Therefore
∆λ+ρ = ∆ and ∆π∩∆λ+ρ = ∆π is the root system of type B3, and Rλ+ρ∩∆π = {±δi±δj}
is the root system of type D3.
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5.6.3. Lemma.

(i) The set of indecomposable elements in ∆L ∩∆+
0
coincides with ψ(Σ′

pr). One has
∆L ∩∆0 = W [∆L](ψ(Σ

′
pr)) and W [∆L] is the Coxeter group generated by sα with

α ∈ ψ(Σ′
pr).

(ii) The set of indecomposable elements in ∆L ∩ ∆+
π coincides with ψ(π′). One has

∆L ∩∆π = W [∆L ∩∆π](ψ(π
′)) and W [∆L ∩∆π] is the Coxeter group generated

by sα with α ∈ ψ(π′).

Proof. The map sα′ 7→ sψ(α′) for α
′ ∈ ∆′ defines a group homomorphism ψW : W (g′) →

W [∆L] which satisfies ψ(wα′) = ψW (w)ψ(α′) for all w ∈ W (g′), α′ ∈ ∆′. Since C∆′ is a
faithful representation of W (g′), the map ψW is bijective, so

ψW : W (g′)
∼−→ W [∆L].

By § 2.8.3, (∆′
0
)re is a real root system with the set of simple roots Σ′

pr and W (g′) is the
Coxeter group generated by sα′ with α′ ∈ Σ′

pr. This implies (i).

For (ii) take any β ∈ (∆L ∩∆+
π ) and set β′ := ψ−1(β). Then β′ is a positive even real

root in ∆′. By Lemma 2.8.4, there exist α′
1, . . . , α

′
j ∈ π′ such that β′ = sα′

j
. . . sα′

2
α′
1 and

β′ =
j∑
i=1

kiα
′
i with ki > 0. Set αi := ψ(α′

i) and notice that αi ∈ ψ(Σ′
pr). Therefore

β =

j∑
i=1

kiαi with ki ∈ Z>0, αi ∈ ψ(Σ′
pr).

Let us show that αi ∈ ψ(π′) for all i = 1, . . . , j. Since Σpr is the set of indecomposable
elements in ∆re+

0
we have

αi =
∑
γ∈Σpr

mi
γγ for some mi

γ ≥ 0.

Therefore

β =
∑
γ∈Σpr

nγγ, for nγ :=

j∑
i=1

kim
i
γ.

If αi ̸∈ ψ(π′), then mi
γ ̸= 0 for some γ ̸∈ π, so nγ ̸= 0 and thus β ̸∈ ∆π, a contradiction.

Hence α1, . . . , αj ∈ ψ(π′). Therefore β ∈ Z≥0ψ(π
′) and β = sαj . . . sα2α1. This proves

that ψ(π′) is the set of indecomposable elements in ∆L ∩∆+
π and establishes the formula

∆L∩∆π = W [ψ(π′)](ψ(π′)) which impliesW [∆L∩∆π] =W [ψ(π′)]. Since ψ(π′) is a subset
of ψ(Σ′

pr) and, by (i), sα with α ∈ ψ(Σ′
pr) are Coxeter generators of W [∆L] = W [ψ(Σ′

pr)],
the set sα with α ∈ ψ(π′) are Coxeter generators of W [ψ(π′)]. This completes the proof
of (ii). □

5.7. Enright functor. The proofs are based on the following construction.
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5.7.1. Let α be a positive even real root and let t ⊂ g be any subalgebra containing g±α.
Let Me(t) be the full subcategory of the category of t-modules consisting of the objects
where α∨ acts semisimply with non-integral eigenvalues and gα acts locally nilpotently.
By [23];[18], Section 2, the categoryMe(t) admits the Enright functor C : Me(t)

∼−→ Me(t)
which is an equivalence of categories such that C2(N) ∼= N for all N ∈ Me(t). By
construction, the functor C commutes with the restriction functor, i.e. C(Resgt (N)) is
(canonically) isomorphic to Resgt (C(N)) for any N ∈ Me(t).

5.7.2. Let π ⊂ Σpr be as in § 5.4.1. Assume that α ∈ π is such that Σ contains α
or α/2. Let Oα be the full subcategory of Ofin(g) whose objects are modules lying in
Me(g). By [23]; [18], Theorems 2.3.1 and 3.2 the Enright functor gives the equivalence of

categories C : Oα
∼−→ Oα, such that

(5.5) C(L(ν)) = L(sα(ν + ρ)− ρ), (e
α
2 − e−

α
2 ) chC(N) = sα

(
(e

α
2 − e−

α
2 ) chN

)
for all L(ν), N ∈ Oα. Notice that L(ν) ∈ Oα if and only if ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ̸∈ Z.

Since α ∈ π, the product eρπ−α/2Dπ(1 − e−α)−1 is naturally sα-invariant (see (5.1)).
Now the second formula in (5.5) gives

Dπe
ρ chN = Dπ

1−e−α · eρπ

eα/2
· (eα2 − e−

α
2 ) chN

= Dπ
1−e−α · eρπ

eα/2
· sα

(
(e

α
2 − e−

α
2 ) chC(N)

)
= sα

(
Dπ

1−e−α · eρπ

eα/2
· (eα2 − e−

α
2 ) chC(N)

)
= sα

(
Dπe

ρ chC(N)
)

for the natural action of sα, which implies

(5.6) Dπe
ρ chN = sα

(
Dπe

ρ chC(N)
)

for all N ∈ Oα.

for the natural action of sα. (Similarly we have Deρ chN = sα
(
Deρ chC(N)

)
.)

5.7.3. Lemma. For any N ∈ Oα and γ ∈ ∆re one has

Dπe
ρ chN = −sγ

(
Dπe

ρ chN
)

⇐⇒ Dπe
ρ chC(N) = −ssαγ

(
(Dπe

ρ chC(N)
)
.

Proof. In the light of (5.6) the formula Dπe
ρ chN = −sγ

(
(Dπe

ρ chN
)
is equivalent to

sα
(
Dπe

ρ chN
)
= −sαsγ

(
(Dπe

ρ chN
)
= −ssαγsα

(
(Dπe

ρ chN
)
.

By above, sα
(
Dπe

ρ chN) = Dπe
ρ chC(N) which gives the required equivalence. □

5.7.4. Let N ∈ Ofin(g) be such that ∆N is well defined. We claim that

(5.7) α ̸∈ ∆N =⇒ N ∈ Oα.

Indeed, if α ̸∈ ∆N , then by (4.2), ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ̸∈ Z for any λ such that [N : L(λ)] ̸= 0; this
implies ⟨µ, α∨⟩ ̸∈ Z for all µ such that Nµ ̸= 0, so N ∈ Oα.
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5.7.5. We will use the following formula

(5.8) [Resggπ C(N) : Lgπ(sα(ν + ρπ)− ρπ)] = [Resggπ N : Lgπ(ν)] for any N ∈ Oα.

Indeed, take N ∈ Oα. Then C(N) ∈ Oα. Set M := Resggπ N . (If M ∈ Ofin(gπ) the formula
follows immediately from § 5.7.2, but M might be not finitely generated.) By § 2.10.3,
M ∈ OΣ(gπ) and this module admits a weak composition series at ν:

0 =M0 ⊂M1 ⊂ . . . ⊂Mr =M.

Observe that M1, . . . ,Mr ∈ Me(gπ). In the light of § 5.7.1 we obtain a finite filtration

0 = C(M0) ⊂ C(M1) ⊂ . . .C(Mr) = C(M).

Using (5.5) for the algebra gπ we get C(Mi/Mi−1) ∼= Lgπ(sα(ν + ρπ) − ρπ) if and only if
Mi/Mi−1

∼= Lgπ(ν). This gives the inequality ≥ in (5.8). The opposite inequality follows
from the formula C2(N) ∼= N . This establishes (5.8).

5.8. Proof of Theorem 5.5.1. Let N ∈ Ofin(g) be such that ∆N is well defined. We
want to prove the equivalence of the conditions

(a) N is π-quasi-admissible;
(b) all irreducible subquotients of N are π-quasi-admissible;
(c) all irreducible subquotients of M := Resggπ N are quasi-admissible gπ-modules,

and ∆π ∩∆N = ∆M .

5.8.1. Lemma. Fix any λ and introduce π′ for L(λ) as in § 5.4.1. If γ ∈ ψ(π′) is
such that γ ̸∈ π, then there exists α ∈ π such that sαγ = γ − jα for some j ∈ Z>0 and
sαγ ∈ ∆+

π . Moreover, α ∈ ∆λ+ρ.

Proof. Recall that π ⊂ Σpr and ∆π = W [π](π). Using Lemma 2.8.4 for ∆π, we conclude
that there exists α ∈ π such that γ − sαγ = jα for some j ∈ Z>0 and sαγ ∈ ∆+

π . If
α ∈ ∆N , then sαγ ∈ ∆N . Therefore γ = sαγ + jα with sαγ, α in ∆N ∩ ∆+

π which
contradicts to Lemma 5.6.3 (since γ ∈ ψ(π′)). Therefore α ̸∈ ∆N . □

5.8.2. Lemma. Fix any λ such that [N : L(λ)] ̸= 0 and introduce π′ as in § 5.4.1. Take
γ ∈ ψ(π′) and ν such that [Resggπ N : Lgπ(ν)] ̸= 0. If Dπe

ρπ chN is sγ-anti-invariant, then
Dπe

ρπ chLgπ(ν) is sγ-anti-invariant and ⟨ν, γ∨⟩ ∈ Z.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the partial order on ∆π given by α ≥ β if α−β ∈ Z≥0π.

If γ ∈ π, then, by Lemma 5.1.12, g−γ acts locally nilpotently on N and thus acts locally
nilpotently on Lgπ(ν). By Lemma 5.1.12, Rπe

ρπ chLgπ(ν) is sγ-anti-invariant.

Take γ ̸∈ π and α as in Lemma 5.8.1. Since α ∈ π, either α or α/2 lies in a certain
base in the spine. Using 5.4.3 we conclude that, without loss of generality, we can (and
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will) assume that Σ contains α or α/2. Let C be the Enright functor for α. Since
α ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ = ∆N we have ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ̸∈ Z by § 5.6 (iii). By (5.8) we have

[Resggπ(C(N)) : Lgπ(µ)] ̸= 0 for µ := sα(ν + ρπ)− ρπ.

Combining Lemma 5.7.3 and (5.7) we conclude that the assumption that Dπe
ρπ chN is

sγ-anti-invariant implies the ssαγ-anti-invariance of Dπe
ρπ chC(N).

By Lemma 4.5.2 we have ψsα(λ+ρ)−ρ(γ
′) = sαγ. By § 5.7.2, the module L(sα(λ+ρ)−ρ)

is a subquotient of C(N). Since sαγ < γ, by induction hypothesis, the ssαγ-anti-invariance
of Dπe

ρπ chC(N) implies ssαγ-anti-invariance of Dπe
ρπ chLgπ(µ) and ⟨µ, (sαγ)∨⟩ ̸∈ Z. In

particular,
⟨µ, (sαγ)∨⟩ = ⟨sα(ν + ρπ), (sαγ)

∨⟩ = ⟨ν + ρπ, γ
∨⟩ ̸∈ Z

so ⟨ν, γ∨⟩ ̸∈ Z. Since Lgπ(µ) = C(Lgπ(ν)), the ssαγ-anti-invariance of Dπe
ρπ chLgπ(µ)

implies the sγ-anti-invariance of Dπe
ρπ chLgπ(ν). This completes the proof. □

5.8.3. Assume that N is π-quasi-admissible. Combining the above lemma and § 5.6 (iii)
we get

ψ(π′) ⊂ {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, β∨⟩ ∈ Z} ⊂ (∆N ∩∆π).

Using Lemma 5.6.3 we conclude (∆π ∩∆N) = {β ∈ ∆π| ⟨ν, β∨⟩ ∈ Z}. Since this formula
holds for all ν such that [M : Lgπ(ν)] ̸= 0, the set ∆M is well defined and coincides with
∆π ∩∆N , see § 5.6 (ii). Combining the above lemma and Lemma 5.6.3 we conclude that
Lgπ(ν) is quasi-admissible. This establishes the implication (a) =⇒ (c).

Since chN is the sum of the characters of irreducible subquotients of N , (b) implies
(a). Similarly, chN is the sum of the characters of irreducible subquotients of M , so (c)
implies (a). Hence (a) ⇐⇒ (c) and (b) =⇒ (a).

Now assume that (c) holds. Let L be any subquotient of N . We have ∆N = ∆L.
Any irreducible subquotient L1 of Resggπ L is a subquotient of M , so, by (c), it is quasi-
admissible gπ-module. Moreover, and ∆π ∩∆L = ∆π ∩∆N = ∆L1 . Using the implication
(c) =⇒ (a) for L we conclude that L is π-quasi-admissible. This completes the proof of
the implication (c) =⇒ (b) and the proof of Theorem 5.5.1.

5.9. Proof of Corollary 5.5.2. Let N be a π-quasi-admissible module and M :=
Resggπ(N). Assume that M is non-critical. Fix v ∈ M and let M1 be a cyclic module

generated by v. Then M1 ∈ Ofin(gπ). By Theorem 5.5.1, any irreducible subquotient of
M1 is quasi-admissible. Since M1 is non-critical, M1 is completely reducible, see Theo-
rem 5.2.4. Hence any cyclic submodule of M is completely reducible. Thus M is a sum
of irreducible modules, so M is completely reducible (see [41], Chapter XVII).

5.10. Proof of Theorem 5.5.3. By Lemma 5.6.3, (a) is equivalent to sα(Dπe
ρπ chL) =

−Dπe
ρπ chL for all α ∈ ψ(π′). On the other hand, (b) is equivalent to the fact that for

all γ′ ∈ π′ the root space g′−γ′ acts locally nilpotently on L′. Using Lemma 5.1.12 we
conclude that it is enough to verify that for γ′ ∈ π′ the following conditions are equivalent
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(a’) sγ(Dπe
ρπ chL) = −Dπe

ρπ chL for γ := ψ(γ′);
(b’) sγ′(Dπ′eρπ′ chL′) = −Dπ′eρπ′ chL′.

This equivalence is established in the lemma below.

5.10.1. Lemma. For γ′ ∈ π′ the assertions (a’) and (b’) are equivalent.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the partial order on ∆π given by ν ≥ µ if ν−µ ∈ Z≥0π.
For the induction base we assume that γ ∈ π. Then either γ or γ/2 lies in a certain base
in the spine. Using §§ 4.4.1 and 5.4.3 we conclude that, without loss of generality, we
can (and will) assume that Σ contains γ or γ/2. Then Σ′ contains γ′ or γ′/2 respectively.
By Lemma 5.1.12 (a’) and (b’) are equivalent to locally nilpotence of actions of g−γ and
g′γ′ on L and L′ respectively. It is well-known that g−γ acts locally nilpotently on L if

and only if 2(λ+ρ,γ)
(γ,γ)

is a positive integer which is odd if γ/2 ∈ Σ. Using the formula
2(λ′+ρ′,γ′)

(γ′,γ′)
= 2(λ+ρ,γ)

(γ,γ)
.

Now assume that γ ̸∈ π. Take γ ̸∈ π and α as in Lemma 5.8.1. Since α ∈ π, either
α or α/2 lies in a certain base in the spine. Using §§ 4.4.1 and 5.4.3 we conclude that,
without loss of generality, we can (and will) assume that Σ contains α or α/2 and thus
Σ′ contains α′ or α′/2 respectively. Take ν := sα(λ + ρ) − ρ. Combining Lemma 5.7.3
and (5.7) we conclude that (a’) is equivalent to

Dπe
ρ chL(ν) = −ssαγ

(
(Dπe

ρ chL(ν)
)
.

By Lemma 4.5.2 we have ψν(γ
′) = sαγ. Since sαγ < γ, by induction hypothesis, (b’) is

equivalent to ssαγ-anti-invariance of Dπe
ρπ chL(ν). Hence (a’) is equivalent to (b’) for γ.

This completes the proof. □

6. Admissible weights

In this section g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1) is an indecomposable symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody
superalgebra, which is not anisotropic (i.e., ∆ contains a real isotropic root).

6.1. Notation. We normalise the bilinear form (−,−) as in § 3.5 and in Appendix A.
For a weight λ ∈ h∗ we call k := (λ, δ) the level of λ.

We let ġ ⊂ g be the finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra described in Appen-
dix A. Note that g = ġ(1) if g is non-twisted. We denote by ∆̇ the root system of ġ.
We let Λ0 ∈ h∗ be such that (Λ0, δ) = 1 and (Λ0, ∆̇) = (Λ0,Λ0) = 0. We let cl be the
canonical map cl : Q∆ → Q∆/Qδ = Q∆̇. By Remark 2.8.2, Σ̇pr := Σpr ∩ ∆̇ is the set of

principal roots for ∆̇. We set

π# := {α ∈ Σpr| (α, α) > 0}, ∆# := ∆π# = {α ∈ ∆0| (α, α) > 0}
π := π# ∪ Σ̇pr = {α ∈ Σpr| α ∈ ∆̇ or (α, α) > 0}.
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The assumption g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1) ensures that π is linearly independent. If g = ġ(1) is a
non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, then gπ# is the direct product of an abelian
Lie algebra and a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra, which is the affinization of the
”largest component” ġ# of ġ0, since the root system ∆(gπ#) is equal to ∆(ġ#) + Zδ.

Since we use the normalised invariant form, the longest root in ∆# is of square length
2 and L(kΛ0) is π

#-integrable if and only if k ∈ Z≥0.

6.1.1. Vacuum modules. For each k ∈ C we introduce the vacuum module V k of level k in
the usual way: we set g+ := h+

∑
α∈∆:(α,Λ0)≥0

gα and let Ck the one-dimensional g+-module

where each h ∈ h acts by multiplication by ⟨kΛ0, h⟩; we set

V k := Indg
g+

Ck.

Notice that L(kΛ0) is the unique irreducible quotient of V k; we call this module a
simple vacuum module; this term will be also used for the corresponding [g, g]-module.

6.1.2. Remark. Since V k is a cyclic module generated by Ck and ġCk = 0, V k is
Σ̇pr-integrable. Therefore any subquotient of V k is Σ̇pr-integrable and any π#-integrable
subquotient is π-integrable. Moreover, any π#-quasi-admissible subquotient of V k is π-
quasi-admissible.

6.2. The module L′ for L := L(kΛ0). Consider the case g = ġ(1) or D(m+1|n)(2). Let
L := L(kΛ0) for k ∈ Q. We let g′ := gkΛ0 and let ψ : Z∆(g′) → Z∆ be the linear map as
in § 4.3. It is easy to see that ∆̇ ⊂ ∆kΛ0+ρ and g′ := gkΛ0+ρ is of type (Aff). Let (−,−)′

be the normalised invariant form on ∆(g′).

6.3. Lemma. Let g be a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra or D(m+1|n)(2).
Let k ∈ Q, g′, ψ be as § 6.2.

(i) One has g′ ∼= g if g ̸= B(m|n)(1) or D(m+ 1|n)(2).
(ii) If g is B(m|n)(1) or D(m+ 1|n)(2), then g′ is also B(m|n)(1) or D(m+ 1|n)(2).
(iii) One has (ψ(v1), ψ(v2)) = (v1, v2)

′ for v1, v2 ∈ ∆(g′) and ψ−1(∆̇) coincides with
∆̇′ as introduced in Appendix A.1.1.

(iv) For L := L(kΛ0) the module L′ is a simple vacuum [g′, g′]-module (we denote its
level by k′).

Proof. We have ∆̇ ⊂ cl(∆kΛ0+ρ) ⊂ cl(∆). Since g = ġ(1) or D(m + 1|n)(2), we have

cl(∆) = ∆̇ ∪ {0}, so cl(∆kΛ0+ρ) = ∆̇. Using the table in Appendix A.1.1, we conclude
that g′ ∼= g if g is non-twisted and g ̸= B(m|n)(1). If g = B(m|n)(1) or D(m + 1|n)(2),
then g′ is also g = B(m|n)(1) or D(m + 1|n)(2). This establishes (i), (ii) and the formula
ψ−1(∆̇) = ∆̇′. The restriction of (−,−)′ to cl(∆′) ∼= ∆̇ is the normalised invariant form,
so the restriction of (−,−)′ to Z∆(g′) coincides with the restriction of the normalised
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invariant form. This establishes (iii). For (iv) set λ := kΛ0 and introduce λ′ as in § 4.3.
For α ∈ ∆̇ we have

(λ′ + ρ′, ψ−1(α)) = (λ+ ρ, α) = (ρ̇, α)

where ρ̇ is the Weyl vector for ∆̇+. Since ψ−1(∆̇) = ∆̇′, this gives (λ′, α′) = 0 for all
α′ ∈ ∆̇′. Therefore Lg′(λ

′) is a vacuum module. □

6.4. Admissibility. We retain notation of § 6.1.

6.4.1. Definition. We callN ∈ OΣ(g) admissible ifN is non-critical, π#-quasi-admissible,
and Q(∆N ∩ ∆#) = Q∆#. We call a weight λ admissible if L(λ) is admissible (i.e., if
L(λ) is π#-quasi-admissible and Q(∆# ∩∆λ+ρ) = Q∆#). The level k is called admissible
if the weight kΛ0 is admissible. An admissible level k is called principal admissible if
∆kΛ0+ρ is isometric to ∆re, and is called subprincipal admissible otherwise. An admissible
weight λ is called principal (resp., subprincipal) admissible if (λ, δ) is a principal (resp.,
subprincipal) admissible level, and ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ is isometric to ∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ.

6.4.2. We claim that if λ is a principal or a subprincipal admissible weight, then ∆λ+ρ is
isometric to the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra.

Indeed, by Theorem B.6 (iii), (iv), if ∆λ+ρ ̸∼= ∆re(g′) for a non-critical λ ∈ h∗, then
g = A(2m − 1|2n − 1)(2) and ∆λ+ρ has an indecomposable component of type A(1|1)(2).
Then ∆# ∩ ∆λ+ρ has an indecomposable component of type {α ∈ A(1|1)(2)| (α, α) >
0} ∼= A

(1)
1 , so cl(∆# ∩ ∆λ+ρ) has an indecomposable component of type A1. However,

if λ is a principal or a subprincipal admissible weight, then cl(∆# ∩ ∆λ+ρ) is isometric
to cl(∆# ∩ ∆kΛ0+ρ). Without loss of generality we take m ≤ n. Then n > 1. Since

∆̇ ⊂ ∆kΛ0+ρ) we have

Dn = ∆̇# ⊂ cl(∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ) ⊂ cl(∆#) = Cn.

Therefore cl(∆# ∩∆λ+ρ) does not have an indecomposable component of type A1.

In the example 4.2.4 λ is an admissible weight and ∆λ+ρ is not isometric to the set of
real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra.

6.4.3. Lemma 6.3 implies the following

6.4.4. Corollary. If g is a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, which is not an
affine Kac-Moody algebra, B(m|n)(1), D(2|1, a)(1), then any admissible level is principal
admissible.
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6.4.5. Lemma. Let g be a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra.

(i) If λ is admissible, then (λ+ ρ, δ) ∈ Q>0.
(ii) Any (principal) admissible level for g is a (principal) admissible level for the

non-twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra gπ#.

Proof. We set (π#)′ := {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| ψ(α′) ∈ ∆#}. Then

(π#)′ = {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| ψ(α′) ∈ ∆#} = {α′ ∈ Σ′

pr| (α′, α′) > 0}.

The condition Q∆#
λ+ρ = Q∆# implies the existence of q ∈ Z>0 such that qδ ∈ ∆#

λ+ρ.

Then ψ−1(qδ) is a positive imaginary root in ∆(g′). By Theorem 5.5.3, Lg′(λ
′) is (π#)′-

integrable, so (λ′ + ρ′, ψ−1(qδ)) ∈ Z≥0 which gives (λ + ρ, qδ) ∈ Z≥0. By definition, λ is
non-critical, thus (λ+ ρ, δ) ∈ Q>0. This proves (i).

For (ii) let k be a (principal) admissible weight. Combining Theorem 5.5.1 (iii) and § 5.6
(ii), we conclude that Lg

π#
(kΛ0) is quasi-admissible (since this module is a subquotient

of Resgg
π#
L(kΛ0)) and {α ∈ ∆#| ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} = ∆# ∩ RkΛ0+ρ, so the Q-span of this set

coincides with Q∆#. In order to prove that k is a (principal) admissible level for gπ# , it
remains to verify that k is not the critical level for gπ# . Let ρ# be the Weyl vector for the
Kac-Moody algebra gπ# . Since g is non-twisted, δ is the minimal imaginary root of gπ#

and the restriction of (−,−) to ∆# is the normalised invariant form. Thus (ρ#, δ) = h∨,#

is the dual Coxeter number for ∆#. Using the table in § 3.5 we see that h∨ ≤ h∨,# (the
equality holds if and only if g is a Lie algebra, that is g = gπ#). Therefore (ρ#− ρ, δ) ≥ 0
and thus

(kΛ0 + ρ#, δ) = (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) + (ρ# − ρ, δ) > 0,

since, by (i), (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) > 0. □

6.5. Proposition.

(i) Let g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1) be of type (Aff). Assume that k ∈ Z≥0 is such that k+h∨ ̸= 0.
Then L(kΛ0) is the unique π#-integrable subquotient of V k.

(ii) Let g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1) be a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. If k is an
admissible level, then L(kΛ0) is the unique π

#-quasi-admissible subquotient of V k.

Proof. We fix a base Σ as in Appendix A; then the set Σ̇ = Σ ∩ ∆̇ is a base of ∆̇.

For (i) let L(kΛ0 −µ) be a π-integrable subquotient of the Verma module M(kΛ0) and
µ ̸= 0. Then ⟨kΛ0−µ, α∨⟩ ≥ 0 for all α ∈ π and 2(kΛ0+ρ, µ) = (µ, µ). By Proposition A.3
this gives (kΛ0−µ) ∈ ZΣ̇, so the (kΛ0−µ)-weight space in V k is zero. Hence L(kΛ0−µ)
is not a subquotient of V k.

For (ii) let L(ν) be a π#-quasi-admissible subquotient of V k and ν ̸= kΛ0. By Propo-
sition 4.6.2 (i), ν ∈ U(kΛ0). Set λ := kΛ0. By Lemma 6.3 (iv), we have λ′ = k′Λ′

0.
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Take ν ′ as in § 4.5.1. By § 4.6.6 we can choose ν ′ ∈ U(λ′). By Theorem 5.5.3, Lg′(ν
′) is

π′-integrable where π′ := {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| ψ(α′) ∈ ∆π}. By Lemma 6.3 (iii), we have

π′ := {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| (α′, α′) > 0} ∪ (Σ′

pr ∩ ∆̇′).

Using Proposition A.3 we obtain λ′ − ν ′ ∈ Z∆̇′. Now § 4.6.6 gives λ − ν ∈ Z∆̇, so the
ν-weight space in V k is zero (since ν ̸= kΛ0). Hence L(ν) is not a subquotient of V k.
Now both assertions follow from Remark 6.1.2. □

7. Vk(g)-modules

In this section g = ġ(1) is an indecomposable non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalge-
bra and g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1).

7.1. Notation. We denote by V k(g), Vk(g) the universal and simple affine vertex super-
algebras of level k respectively. We always assume that k is non-critical. We denote by
OΣ(g)

k, Oinf(g)k the full subcategories of OΣ(g), O
inf(g) consisting of the modules of level

k (i.e., the modules annihilated by (K − k)). Any module in Oinf(g)k has the natural
structure of V k(g)-module.

We retain notation of §§ 5.1.8 and 5.4. Recall that gπ# is a subalgebra of g generated
by h and g±α for α ∈ π#; this is the direct product of a subalgebra of h and a non-twisted
affine Kac-Moody algebra, see § 6.1, which we denote g#. The restriction of (−,−) to g#

is the normalised non-degenerate invariant bilinear form. As in Lemma 6.4.5 we denote
by ρ# and (h#)∨ the Weyl vector and the dual Coxeter number of g# respectively.

By Lemma 6.4.5 any admissible level for g is admissible for g#.

7.2. Anisotropic case. Arakawa’s Theorem states that for a non-twisted affine Kac-
Moody algebra g and an admissible level k, any Vk(g)-module in the category O is com-
pletely reducible and irreducible modules in this category are admissible g-modules L(λ)
such that ∆λ+ρ is isometric to ∆kΛ0+ρ.

In [18] this assertion was extended to g = osp(1|2n)(1) (which is the only anisotropic
non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra with g1 ̸= 0). It was also shown that any
Vk(g)-module in the category Oinf(g)k is completely reducible (see [18], Corollary 5.4.1).

7.3. Main results. The main results of this section are the following theorems.

7.3.1. Theorem. Let g be an indecomposable non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalge-
bra, which is not of type D(2|1; a)(1). Let k be an admissible level. Then a V k(g)-module
N is a Vk(g)-module if and only if Resg

g#
N is a Vk(g

#)-module (then k is an admissible

level for g#).

For the integral level k the above assertion is Theorem 5.3.1 in [17].



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 51

7.3.2. Theorem. Let g and k be as in Theorem 7.3.1, and let N ∈ OΣ(g)
k be an

indecomposable g-module. If N is admissible and ∆N ∩∆# is isometric to ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆#,
then N is a Vk(g)-module. The converse holds for g ̸= B(1|1)(1) and for g = B(1|1)(1) if
k is principal admissible.

7.3.3. Remark. We do not know whether the last statement holds for B(1|1)(1) for sub-
principal level k.

7.3.4. Corollary. Let g and k be as in Theorem 7.3.1. A module N ∈ Oinf(g)k is a
Vk(g)-module if and only if all irreducible subquotients of N are Vk(g)-modules.

Proof. By Theorem 7.3.1, N is a Vk(g)-module if and only if Resg
g#
N is a Vk(g

#)-module.

If N ∈ Oinf(g)k, then M := Resg
g#
N lies in Oinf(g#)k (here we have to use Oinf since

the weight spaces in M might be infinite-dimensional), so M is completely reducible (by
Corollary 5.4.1 in [18]). Thus N ∈ Oinf(g)k is a Vk(g)-module if and only if all irreducible
subquotients ofM are Vk(g

#)-modules. Using Theorem 7.3.1 again we obtain the required
statement. □

7.4. Proof of Theorem 7.3.1. We denote by V #,k the vacuum module for g# and view
it as a submodule of V k. We denote by J and by J# the maximal proper submodules of V k

and V #,k respectively (then L(kΛ0) = V k/J and Lg#(kΛ0) = V #,k/J#). A V k(g)-module
N is a Vk(g)-module if and only if Y (v, z)N = 0 for all v ∈ J . Similarly, a V k(g#)-module
N is a Vk(g

#)-module if and only if Y (v, z)N = 0 for all v ∈ J#. Thus it is enough
to verify that the submodule J is generated by J#, which is established in the following
lemma.

7.4.1. Lemma. If k is an admissible level, then J is generated by J#.

Proof. Since V #,k is a submodule of Resg
g#
V k, the module V #,k/(V #,k∩J) is a submodule

of Resg
g#
L(kΛ0). Since k is an admissible level, L(kΛ0) is admissible, so, by Theorem 5.5.1,

any irreducible subquotient of V #,k/(V #,k ∩ J) is quasi-admissible. By Proposition 6.5
(ii) this implies V #,k/(V #,k ∩ J) = Lg#(kΛ0). Thus V

#,k ∩ J = J#.

Denote by J1 the g-submodule of V k generated by J#. By above, J1 ⊂ J . Let V1 :=
V k(g)/J1 be the quotient vertex algebra. Then the V1-modules are the V k(g)-modules
which are annihilated by Y (v, z) for all v ∈ J#. Considering the adjoint representation of
V1 we obtain Y (v, z)V1 = 0 for all v ∈ J#. Then M := Resg

g#
V1 is a V k(g#)-module. By

above, Y (v, z)M = 0 for all v ∈ J#, so M is a Vk(g
#)-module. Since k is a g#-admissible

level and M ∈ OΣ(g
#), Arakawa’s Theorem for g# implies that M is an admissible g#-

module.

Let L(ν) be an irreducible subquotient of V k/J1. Let us verify that L(ν) if π#-quasi-
admissible. By Theorem 5.5.1 it is enough to check that any irreducible subquotient of
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M1 := Resg
g#
L(ν) is a quasi-admissible g#-module and that ∆M1 = ∆ν+ρ∩∆#. Since M1

is a subquotient of M , any irreducible subquotient of M1 is quasi-admissible. By § 5.6 we
have

∆M1 = Rν+ρ ∩∆# = Rλ+ρ ∩∆# = ∆λ+ρ ∩∆#

(the second equality follows from (4.2) and the last equality follows from (5.3) and the
fact that L(λ) is admissible ). By Lemma 4.6.3 we have ∆ν+ρ = ∆λ+ρ. Therefore ∆M1 =
∆ν+ρ ∩ ∆#. Hence L(ν) is quasi-admissible. By Proposition 6.5 (ii), ν = kΛ0. Hence
J1 = J as required. □

7.5. Proof of Theorem 7.3.2. Let k be an admissible level and N ∈ OΣ(g)
k be an

indecomposable module. Consider the properties

(a) N is admissible and ∆# ∩Rλ+ρ is isometric to ∆#
kΛ0+ρ

;

(b) Resg
g#
N is a Vk(g

#)-module.

Our goal is to prove that (a) implies (b), and that (b) implies (a) for all cases except
for B(1|1)(1) with a subprincipal level k.

7.5.1. By Theorem 5.5.3, (a) is equivalent to

(a’) Resg
g#
N is admissible, ∆# ∩ Rλ+ρ = ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ, and ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ is isometric to

∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ.

Let L(λ) be a subquotient of N . Then ∆λ+ρ ∩ ∆# = ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩ ∆#. By § 5.6 we
have {α ∈ ∆#| ⟨ν, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} = ∆# ∩ Rλ+ρ for any ν such that Lg#(ν) is a subquotient
of Resg

g#
N . Since k is a g#-admissible level, Arakawa’s Theorem implies that (b) is

equivalent to

(b’) Resg
g#
N is admissible and ∆# ∩Rλ+ρ is isometric to ∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ.

Since (a’) implies (b’), (a) implies (b). It remains to show that (b’) implies (a’) except
for the case g = B(1|1)(1) when k is subprincipal admissible. It is enough to verify that
in these cases one has

(7.1) (∆# ∩Rλ+ρ) is isometric to (∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ) =⇒ ∆# ∩Rλ+ρ = ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ

if λ is of the level k.

7.5.2. Lemma. If ∆# ∩ Rλ+ρ is isometric to (∆#)re and ∆# contains a short even
root of ∆, then (7.1) holds.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1.4 (i), ∆λ+ρ and Rλ+ρ contain the same short even roots. Thus
(∆#∩Rλ+ρ) ⊂ (∆#∩∆λ+ρ) are two affine root systems, which share the same short roots
and the smaller one is non-twisted (since ∆# ∩ Rλ+ρ is isometric to (∆#)re). Using the
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description of affine root systems given in [27], Proposition 6.3, we conclude that these
root systems coincide. □

7.5.3. Let k be a principal admissible level. By Lemma 6.4.5, k is principal admissible
for g#, so ∆# ∩ RkΛ0+ρ is isometric to (∆#)re. Thus the first assumption of the above
lemma is satisfied. From the classification of simple finite-dimensional Kac-Moody super-
algebras [25], it follows that ∆# contains a short even root of ∆ if g ̸= B(m|n)(1) with
n ≥ m.

By Corollary 6.4.4, for g ̸= B(m|n)(1) any admissible level k is principal. Hence the
above lemma establishes (7.1) in all cases except for B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m, or m > n
and k being subprincipal. This completes the proof of Theorem 7.3.2 for these cases. The
remaining cases will be treated in Section 8 (see § 8.3).

7.6. Classification of admissible levels for g ̸= B(m|n)(1). We denote by r∨ the
lacety of g#, i.e. the ratio of square lengths of a long root and of a short root of ∆#.
(This number coincides with the dual tier number used in [30]).

Let k be an admissible level. By Lemma 6.4.5, we have k + h∨ ∈ Q>0; we write
k + h∨ = p

q
where p, q are positive coprime integers. By Lemma 6.3 (iv), for L = L(kΛ0)

the g′-module L′ is a simple vacuum module, i.e. L′ = Lg′(k
′Λ′

0).

7.6.1. Admissible levels for affine Kac-Moody algebras. This case is well-known [34]. In-
deed, we have Σ = Σ̇ ∪ {δ − θ} where (θ, θ) = 2. If gcd(q, r∨) = 1, then ΣkΛ0+ρ =

Σ̇ ∪ {qδ − θ}. If gcd(q, r∨) = r∨, then ΣkΛ0+ρ = Σ̇ ∪ {qδ − θ′} where θ′ is the maximal
short root; in this case ∆kΛ0 is the root system of a twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra of

type X
(r∨)
ℓ . As a result, k is principal admissible if and only if gcd(q, r∨) = 1 and p ≥ h∨,

and k is subprincipal admissible if and only if gcd(q, r∨) ̸= 1 and p is greater or equal to

the dual Coxeter number of X
(r∨)
ℓ .

7.6.2. Proposition. If g is an indecomposable affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, which
is not of type B(m|n)(1), and is not an affine Kac-Moody algebra, then k is admissible if
and only if gcd(q, r∨) = 1 and p− h∨ ≥ 0 (then k′ = p− h∨).

Proof. By Corollary 6.4.4, for g in question any admissible level k is principal, so, by Lemma 6.4.5,
k is principal admissible for g#. By § 7.6.1 this implies gcd(q, r∨) = 1. It is easy to see
that gcd(q, r∨) = 1 implies ∆kΛ0+ρ = {Zqδ + ∆̇}. Therefore ψ(δ′) = qδ (where ψ is as
in § 4.3), so

k′ := qk − (ρ′, δ′) = p− h∨,

since g ∼= g′. By Theorem 5.5.3, kΛ0 is quasi-admissible if and only if L(k′Λ′
0) is π#-

integrable, that is k′ ∈ Z≥0. □

The remaining case B(m|n)(1) will be considered in the next section.
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8. Admissible levels for B(m|n)(1)

In this section we consider g := B(m|n)(1). One has g# = B
(1)
m if m > n and g# = C

(1)
n

if n ≥ m.

Recall that k+h∨ is a positive rational number, if k is an admissible level, see Lemma 6.4.5
(i). Fix a rational number k. For m > n we write k + h∨ = p

q
where p, q are non-zero

coprime integers and q > 0; for n ≥ m we write k + h∨ = p
2q

where p, q are non-zero

coprime integers and q > 0. For example, for k ∈ Z we have q = 1 and p = k+m− n− 1
for m > n, and p = 2(k + n−m) + 1 for n ≥ m.

By Lemma 6.3 (iv), for L = L(kΛ0) we have L′ = Lg′(k
′Λ0) for some k′.

In this section we will show that for 0 ≤ m ≤ n, k is principal admissible if and only
if p, q are odd and p

2
≥ h∨; in this case, g′ ∼= g and k′ = p

2
− h∨. For m > n > 0, k is

principal admissible if and only if q is odd and p ≥ h∨; in this case, g′ ∼= g and k′ = p−h∨.
Furthermore, the subprincipal admissible levels exist only for the cases m = 0 when p

or q is even, m = n = 1 when p is even, and m > n when q is even. In all these cases k is
a subprincipal admissible level if and only if p

2
≥ (h′)∨ and p ̸= 0, where (h′)∨ is the dual

Coxeter number for g′, which is of type A(0|2n− 1)(2) if m = 0 and of type D(m+1|n)(2)
if m > 0. In all these cases k′ = p

2
− (h′)∨.

8.1. Case B(0|ℓ)(1). In this case g# = g0
∼= C

(1)
ℓ . We have h∨ = ℓ+ 1

2
and Σ = Σ̇∪{δ−θ}

where θ = 2δ1. Recall that (θ, θ) = 2.

For α ∈ ∆̇ we have

(iδ + α) ∈ RkΛ0+ρ ⇐⇒

{
ip
q
∈ Z, (α, α) = 1

2
, 1

ip
q
∈ 2Z+ 1, (α, α) = 2, and i is odd

(the condition i is odd in the last line reflects the fact that iδ + α ̸∈ ∆ if i is even). This
gives

ΣkΛ0+ρ =

{
Σ̇ ∪ {qδ − θ} if p, q are odd,

Σ̇ ∪ {qδ − θs} otherwise,

where θs is the maximal among non-long roots: θs = δ1 for ℓ = 1 and θs = δ1 + δ2 for
ℓ > 1. Therefore ψ(δ′) = qδ, so

k′ = (λ′ + ρ′, δ′)− (ρ′, δ′) = (λ+ ρ, qδ)− (h′)∨ =
p

2
− (h′)∨,

where (h′)∨ is the dual Coxeter number of g′. This gives

• If pq is odd, then g′ is of type B(0|ℓ)(1) and k′ = p
2
− h∨.

• If pq is even, then g′ is of type A(0|2ℓ−1)(2) and k′ = p
2
− (h′)∨ with (h′)∨ = ℓ− 1

2

(note that A(0|1)(2) = D(1|1)(2) since sl(1|2) = osp(2|2)).
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By Theorem 5.5.3, k is admissible if and only if Lg′(k
′Λ0) is integrable. If pq is odd,

then g′ ∼= g, so Lg′(k
′Λ0) is integrable if and only if k′ ∈ Z≥0. If pq is even, then g′ is of

type A(0|2ℓ− 1)(2) with the normalised invariant bilinear form (the square length of the
long root is 2). The set of simple roots for A(0|1)(2) is {δ − δ1, δ1} (both roots are odd)
and Lg′(k

′Λ0) is integrable if and only if 2k′ = p− 2(h′)∨ ∈ Z≥0 i.e. p ≥ 2(h′)∨ = 1. For
ℓ > 1 the set of simple roots for A(0|2ℓ − 1)(2) is {δ − δ1 − δ2, δ1 − δ2, . . . , δn} (the last
root is odd) and Lg′(k

′Λ0) is integrable if and only if k′ = p
2
− (h′)∨ ∈ Z≥0 which means

that p is odd and p ≥ 2(h′)∨. We conclude that

• k is principal admissible if and only if p, q are odd and p ≥ 2h∨ = 2ℓ+ 1;
• k is subprincipal admissible if and only if p ≥ 2ℓ−1, and, in addition, pq is even for
ℓ = 1, and q is even for ℓ > 1; if k subprincipal admissible, then g′ ∼= A(0|2ℓ−1)(2).

8.1.1. Let λ be an admissible weight of B(0|ℓ)(1) satisfying cl(∆λ+ρ) = ∆̇0 = Cℓ. Retain
notation of § 4.5.1. By [26], g′ is one of the following affine Kac-Moody superalgebras:

C
(1)
ℓ , A

(2)
2ℓ−1, B(0|ℓ)(1), A(0|2ℓ − 1)(2), or D(1|ℓ)(2) = C(ℓ + 1)(2) (notice that D(1|1)(2) =

C(2)(2) = A(0|1)(2)).
Recall that α ∈ ∆re is even if (α, α) = 1, 2, and is odd if (α, α) = 1/2. If (α, α) = 1, 1/2,

then α ∈ ∆λ+ρ is equivalent to α ∈ Rλ+ρ, so α, α + jδ ∈ ∆λ+ρ is equivalent to jp
q
∈ Z.

This gives

(8.1) (α+ Zδ) ∩∆λ+ρ = α+ Zqδ if α ∈ ∆λ+ρ is s.t (α, α) = 1, 1/2.

Since cl(∆λ+ρ) = ∆̇0 , cl(∆(g′)0) = Cℓ and the square length of the longest root in
∆(g′) is 2. Let δ′ be the minimal imaginary root of ∆(g′). Recall that ψ(δ′) = uδ for
some u ∈ Z>0. By § 3.2.6 if β is a short root of ∆(g′), then (β+ jδ′) ∈ ∆(g′) is equivalent
to j ∈ Z, so

{ψ(β) + Zδ} ∩∆λ+ρ = ψ(β) + Zψ(δ′).

If g′ ̸∼= C
(1)
1 , then (β, β) ̸= 2, so (8.1) implies ψ(δ′) = qδ. Hence

(8.2) ψ(δ′) = qδ for g′ ̸∼= C
(1)
1 .

Therefore (λ′, δ′) = (λ′+ ρ′, δ′)− (h′)∨ = (λ+ ρ, δ)− (h′)∨ where (h′)∨ is the dual Coxeter
number of g′. Hence

(8.3) (λ′, δ′) =
p

2
− (h′)∨ for g′ ̸∼= C

(1)
1 .

If g′ ∼= C
(1)
1 , then ℓ = 1. For α ∈ ∆λ+ρ one has (α, α) = 2 and α/2 ̸∈ ∆, so (λ+ρ, α) ∈ Z.

Therefore (α + jδ) ∈ ∆λ+ρ is equivalent to s(k + h∨) ∈ Z that is s ∈ 2Zq. Therefore

(8.4) ψ(δ′) = 2qδ, (λ′, δ′) = p− 2 for g′ ∼= C
(1)
1 .

Let us show that g′ ̸∼= D(1|ℓ)(2) for ℓ > 1. Suppose the contrary. Then ∆(g′)0 contains
α such that (α, α) = 1 and α+δ′ ̸∈ ∆(g′). Then ψ(α) ∈ ∆λ+ρ and ψ(α+δ

′) = ψ(α)+qδ ̸∈
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∆λ+ρ which contradicts to (8.1). Hence

(8.5) g′ ∼= C
(1)
ℓ , B(0|ℓ)(1), A(2)

2ℓ−1, or A(0|2ℓ− 1)(2).

8.1.2. Corollary. Let g = B(0|ℓ)(1), k be an admissible level, and L(λ) be a Vk(g)-
module.

(i) If k is principal admissible, then ∆λ+ρ
∼= ∆kΛ0+ρ and g′ ∼= B(0|ℓ)(1). In this case

Lg′(λ
′) has level p

2
− h∨.

(ii) Let k be a subprincipal admissible level. Then either g′ ∼= A(0|2ℓ − 1)(2), or

g′ ∼= A
(2)
2ℓ−1 for ℓ > 1, or g′ ∼= C

(1)
1 for ℓ = 1. If g′ ̸∼= C

(1)
1 , then Lg′(λ

′) has level
p
2
− (h′)∨ where (h′)∨ is the dual Coxeter number of g′. If g′ ∼= C

(1)
1 , then Lg′(λ

′)
has level p− 2.

Proof. By Arakawa’s Theorem (established in [18] for this case), ∆λ+ρ ∩∆0 is isometric
to ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆0.

Consider the case ℓ > 1 and q is even. Then, by § 8.1, g′
0
is of type A

(2)
2ℓ−1, and, by [26],

g′ is A(0|2ℓ− 1)(2) or A
(2)
2ℓ−1.

Consider the case when ℓ > 1 and q is odd. By (8.2), ψ maps the minimal imaginary

root of ∆′
0
∼= C

(1)
ℓ to qδ. Hence

(γ + Zδ) ∩∆λ+ρ = γ + Zqδ for all γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ ∩∆0.

Take γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ such that (γ, γ) = 2, that is γ = sδ ± 2δi. By above, (s+ q)δ ± 2δi lies in
∆λ+ρ. Since s or s+ q is even, ∆λ+ρ contains an element of the form 2β where β is odd.

Thus β ∈ ∆λ+ρ, so g′ contains an odd root. By § 8.1, g′
0
is of type C

(1)
ℓ . Hence, by [26],

g′ ∼= B(0|ℓ)(1).

Now consider the case ℓ = 1. Then g′
0
∼= C

(1)
1 . We have the following possibilities

(a) g′ ∼= B(0|1)(1) with Σλ = {s1δ ± 2δ1, s2δ ∓ δ1}, where s1 is odd;
(b) g′ ∼= A(0|1)(2) with Σλ = {s1δ − δ1, s2δ + δ1};
(c) g′ ∼= C

(1)
1 with Σλ = {s1δ − 2δ1, s2δ + 2δ1}, where s1, s2 are odd.

If g′ ∼= B(0|1)(1), then (λ + ρ, s1δ ± 2δ1) ∈ Z and 4(λ + ρ, s2δ ∓ δ1) ∈ 2Z + 1, so
(s1+2s2)p

q
∈ 2Z+ 1. Thus p, q are odd.

If g′ ∼= A(0|1)(2), then (sδ + δ1) ∈ ∆λ+ρ for some s and ((2s + 2i + 1)δ + 2δ1) ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ

for all i. Thus p(2i+1)
q

̸∈ 2Z+ 1 for all i, so pq is even.

If g′ ∼= C
(1)
1 , then (sδ+ 2δ1) ∈ ∆λ+ρ for some odd s and (iδ+ δ1) ̸∈ ∆λ+ρ for all i. This

implies jp
q
̸∈ 2Z+ 1 for all odd j, so pq is even.

The rest of the assertions follow from (8.4) and (8.3). □
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8.2. Admissible levels for g := B(m|n)(1) with m,n ≥ 1. Let k be as in the beginning
of Section 8. By Lemma 6.3 (ii), g′ is either B(m|n)(1) or D(m + 1|n)(2). Thus, if k is
admissible, then k is principal if g′ is B(m|n)(1), and is subprincipal if g′ is D(m+1|n)(2).

We denote by δ′ the minimal imaginary root of g′; recall that ψ(δ′) = uδ for some
u ∈ Z>0. One has (k′Λ′

0 + ρ′, δ′) = (kΛ0 + ρ, ψ(δ)), so

k′ =
up

2q
− (h′)∨ if n ≥ m, k′ =

up

q
− (h′)∨ if n < m,

where (h′)∨ := (ρ′, δ′) is the dual Coxeter number of g′.

Note that the lacety r∨ of g# is equal to 1 if m = n = 1 and is equal to 2 otherwise.

8.2.1. By Lemma 6.3 (iii), the bilinear form on ∆′ is the normalised invariant form.
If g′ ∼= B(m|n)(1), then Lg′(k

′Λ0) is (π′)#-integrable if and only if k′ ∈ Z≥0. If g′ ∼=
D(m+ 1|n)(2), then Lg′(k

′Λ0) is (π
′)#-integrable if and only if 2k′ ∈ Z≥0.

8.2.2. Proposition. Let g = B(m|n)(1) with m,n ≥ 1. Recall that h∨ = n −m + 1
2
,

(h′)∨ = n−m
2

if n ≥ m, and h∨ = 2m− 2n− 1, (h′)∨ = m− n if m > n.

(i) Let m = n = 1. If q is even, then k is not admissible. If p, q are odd, then
g′ ∼= B(1|1)(1) and k′ = p

2
−h∨, so k+h∨ = k′+h∨

q
. If p is even, then g′ ∼= D(2|1)(2)

and k′ = p
2
− (h′)∨ = p

2
, so k + h∨ = k′

q
. In both cases k is admissible if and only

if k′ ≥ 0.
(ii) Let 1 ≤ n < m. If q is odd, then g′ ∼= B(m|n)(1), and k is admissible (and

principal) if and only if k′ = p − h∨ ≥ 0. If q is even, then g′ ∼= D(m + 1|n)(2),
and k is admissible (and subprincipal) if and only if k′ = p

2
− (h′)∨ ≥ 0 (notice

that k′ ∈ Z+ 1
2
).

(iii) If 1 ≤ m ≤ n ̸= 1, then k is not admissible except for the case when p and q are
odd. If p, q are odd, then g′ ∼= B(m|n)(1), k′ = p

2
− h∨, and k is admissible (and

principal) if and only if k′ ≥ 0. In this case k + h∨ = k′+h∨

q
.

8.2.3. Corollary.

(i) The level k is principal admissible for g = B(m|n)(1) with m ≥ 0, n ≥ 1 if and
only if p, q are odd and p

2
≥ h∨ for m ≤ n, and q is odd and p ≥ h∨ for m > n.

(ii) The level k is subprincipal admissible for g = B(m|n)(1) with m ≥ 0, n ≥ 1 in
the following cases: p

2
≥ (h′)∨, p ̸= 0 and

· m = 0, n = 1 when pq is even;
· m > n ≥ 1 or m = 0, n > 1 when q is even;
· m = n = 1 when p is even for m = n = 1.

One has g′ = D(m + 1|n)(2) (so (h′)∨ = n − 1
2
for m = 0, (h′)∨ = m − n for

m > n and m = n = 1).
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8.2.4. Proof of Proposition 8.2.2. We retain the usual notation for the roots in B(m|n).
By abuse of notation, we use the same notation for the set of real roots of affine Kac-
Moody superalgebra g and g itself (for example, ∆kΛ0+ρ

∼= B(m|n)(1) means that ∆kΛ0+ρ is
isomorphic to the set of real roots of B(m|n)(1)). It is convenient to use the normalization
(ε1, ε1) = 1 (which coincides with the original normalization ifm > n). Then (kΛ0+ρ, δ) =
p1
q
where p1 = p for m > n and p1 = −p if n ≥ m.

By Theorem 5.5.3, if k is admissible, then it satisfies

(8.6) ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆# ⊂ RkΛ0+ρ.

In the light of Theorem 5.5.3 and § 8.2.1, it is enough to verify that for u := q
gcd(2,q)

(i.e.,

u = q is q is odd and u = q/2 otherwise) we have:

(a) if n ≥ m and p, q are odd, or m > n and q is odd, then (8.6) holds and

(8.7) ∆kΛ0+ρ = ∆̇ + Zuδ ∼= B(m|n)(1),

(b) if m = n = 1 and p is even, or m > n and q is even, then (8.6) holds and

(8.8) ∆kΛ0+ρ = {∆̇ + 2Zu} ∪ {α+ Zuδ| α ∈ ∆̇, (α, α) = ±1} ∼= D(m+ 1|n)(2),

(c) formula (8.6) does not hold in all other cases, i.e. for m = n = 1 if q is even, and
for n ≥ m, n ̸= 1 if p or q are even.

For α ∈ ∆̇ we have

(α + iδ) ∈ RkΛ0+ρ =⇒


i = 0 if (α, α) = 0
pi
q
∈ Z if (α, α) = ±2,−1

2pi
q

∈ Z if (α, α) = 1,

i, pi
q
∈ 2Z+ 1 if (α, α) = −4.

If p, q are odd, then ∆kΛ0+ρ = ∆̇ + Zqδ ∼= B(m|n)(1) and ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩ ∆
an

= RkΛ0+ρ,
so (8.6) holds. This proves (a).

In our normalization the short even roots (i.e., sδ±εi) are of square length 1. By Lemma 4.1.4
(i), the root siδ±εi) lies in ∆kΛ0+ρ if and only if it lies in RkΛ0+ρ, that is (sδ±εi) ∈ ∆kΛ0+ρ

if and only if 2s is divisible by q. Using Lemma 6.3 (ii), we conclude that ∆kΛ0+ρ satisfies
one of the formulas (8.7), (8.8) for u = q

gcd(2,q)
.

If q is even, then the set given by formula (8.8) contains RkΛ+ρ, so ∆kΛ0+ρ is as in (8.8)
with u = q

2
. In this case g′ is of type D(m + 1|n)(2). For m > n formula (8.6) holds. If

n ≥ m, then (qδ + 2δ1) ∈ ∆kΛ0+ρ \RkΛ0+ρ, so (8.6) does not hold.

Now consider the remaining case when p is even (and q is odd). For B(1|1) we have

∆kΛ0+ρ = {2Zqδ ± ε1 ± δ1,Zqδ ± ε1,Zqδ ± δ1, 2Zqδ ± 2δ1} ∼= D(2|1)(2),

so ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆# = {2Zqδ ± 2δ1} = RkΛ0+ρ ∩∆# and (8.6) holds.
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For (m,n) ̸= (1, 1) the set ∆̇ contains α such that (α, α) ∈ {±2} and α + qδ ∈ Rλ+ρ.
Thus ∆kΛ0+ρ

∼= B(m|n)(1) is given by formula (8.7). If m > n,

RkΛ0+ρ ∩∆# = {Zqδ ± ∆̇#} = ∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆#,

so (8.6) holds. If n ≥ m, then qδ + 2δ1 ∈ ∆kΛ0+ρ \ RkΛ0+ρ, so (8.6) does not hold. This
completes the proof. □

8.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem 7.3.2. It remains to verify (7.1) for
B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m and k being prinicpal admissible, and for m > n and k being
subprincipal admissible. The first case is treated in the following lemma.

8.3.1. Lemma. Let g = B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m and k such that k+ h∨ = p
2q

where p, q

are odd. Let λ be a weight of level k such that Rλ+ρ ∩∆# is isometric to (∆#)re. Then
∆λ+ρ ∩∆# = Rλ+ρ ∩∆#.

Proof. We will use the normalization (δ1, δ1) = 1. For this normalization (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) = p
q

and all roots are of integral square length, so 2(λ+ ρ, γ) is integral for all γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ.

We will use the following observation: (sδ + 2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ if and only if (λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δi)
is odd if s is even, and (λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δi) is even if s is odd.

The assumption that Rλ+ρ∩∆# is isometric to (∆#)re implies that for each i = 1, . . . , n
there exists s such that (sδ + 2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ. If s is odd, then the above observation gives

(sδ + 2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ ⇐⇒ (λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δi) ∈ 2Z ⇐⇒ (λ+ ρ, (s+ q)δ + 2δi) ∈ 2Z+ 1

since p is odd. Thus (sδ + 2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ for some even s. Therefore for each i = 1, . . . , n
there exists pi such that (2piδ+2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ, which means that βi := piδ+ δi lies in Rλ+ρ,
that is

ai := (λ+ ρ, βi) ∈ Z+
1

2
.

Take γ ∈ (∆λ+ρ ∩∆#) and set b := (λ + ρ, γ). Since γ ∈ ∆# we have (γ, γ) is 2 or 4,
and γ = sδ ± βi ± βj for some s ∈ Z, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, so

b = (±ai ± aj) +
sp

q
.

Since γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ, we have 2b ∈ Z. Since (±ai±aj) is integral, 2sp
q

is integral, so s is divisible

by q (since q is odd). Therefore b ∈ Z. Hence γ ∈ Rλ+ρ if (γ, γ) = 2. If (γ, γ) = 4, then
i = j and b = ±2ai+

sp
q
. Thus b is even if s is odd and is odd if s is even (since p is odd).

Using the above observation we obtain γ ∈ Rλ+ρ as required. □

8.3.2. It remains to verify (7.1) for B(m|n)(1) with m > n and k being subprincipal
admissible. In the light of Proposition 8.2.2 this corresponds to the case when q is even.
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8.3.3. Set P := {ν ∈ C∆̇| (ν, α) ∈ Z for all α ∈ ∆̇}. We consider the map t : P →
GL(h∗) given by

(8.9) tν(µ) := µ+ (µ, δ)ν − ((µ, ν) +
(µ, δ)

2
(ν, ν))δ.

The map t is a group monomorphism; we denote by T̃ the image of this map. Then
T̃ ∈ O(h∗) (i.e., tν preserves the bilinear form (−,−) on h∗). Note that for γ ∈ ∆ we have

tν(γ) = γ − (γ, ν)δ.

In particular, tν(δ) = δ and and tν(∆) = ∆. We denote by W̃ the subgroup of O(h∗)
generated by Ẇ and T̃ (by [27], Proposition 6.5, W̃ = Ẇ ⋉ T̃ , but we won’t use this fact).
For each w ∈ W̃ we have

(8.10) w∆ = ∆, wδ = δ, Rw(λ+ρ) = wRλ+ρ, ∆w(λ+ρ) = w∆λ+ρ for λ ∈ h∗.

8.3.4. Recall that (ε1, ε1) = 1 for m > n. For this normalization P = Z∆ , and all roots
are of integral square length, so 2(λ+ ρ, γ) is integral for all γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ.

8.3.5. We want to prove that for m > n we have

∆# ∩Rλ+ρ is isometric to ∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ =⇒ ∆# ∩Rλ+ρ = ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ

if λ is of level k, where k+h∨ = p
q
and q is even. Using (8.10) we conclude that the above

implication for λ is equivalent to the similar implication for the weight w(λ + ρ) − ρ for
w ∈ W̃ .

8.3.6. We set

Iε := {i| εi ∈ cl(Rλ+ρ)} = {i| ∃s ∈ Z s. t. 2(λ+ ρ, sδ + εi) ∈ Z},
Iδ := {j| δj ∈ cl(Rλ+ρ)} = {j| ∃s ∈ Z s. t. 2(λ+ ρ, sδ + δj) ∈ 2Z+ 1}.

The assumption that ∆# ∩ Rλ+ρ is isometric to ∆# ∩∆kΛ0+ρ implies ∆̇# ⊂ cl(Rλ+ρ),
so Iε = {1, . . . ,m}.

Since 2(λ, α+ q
2
δ) = 2(λ, α) + p and p is odd we have

Iε = {i| ∃s ∈ Z s. t. 2(λ+ ρ, sδ + εi) ∈ 2Z+ 1}
Iδ = {j| ∃s ∈ Z s. t. 2(λ+ ρ, sδ + δj) ∈ Z}.

8.3.7. If Rλ+ρ does not contain isotropic roots, then Rλ+ρ = ∆λ+ρ. Thus we may (and
will) assume that Rλ+ρ contains an isotropic root, that is (λ + ρ, sδ + εi − δj) = 0 for

some s, i, j. Then δj ∈ Iδ. Acting by a suitable element of Ẇ we can assume that
Iδ = {1, . . . , n1} for some n1 such that 1 ≤ n1 ≤ n and that

(8.11)
ai := (λ+ ρ, εi) ∈ Z+ 1

2
for i = 1, . . . ,m;

bj := (λ+ ρ, δj) ∈ Z+ 1
2

for j = 1, . . . , n1;
an = b1.
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We let B(m|n1)
(1) be the corresponding natural copy in ∆(g). The intersection of ∆re

0

with the span of δ and {δj}j>n1 is isomorphic to C
(1)
n−n1

and we denote this intersection by

C
(1)
n−n1

.

For j > n1 we have j ̸∈ Iδ, so Rλ+ρ does not contain the roots of the form sδ ± δj,
sδ ± εi ± δj and sδ ± δr ± δj for i = 1, . . . ,m and r = 1, . . . , n1. This means that Rλ+ρ

lies in B(m|n1)
(1)

∐
C

(1)
n−n1

. Hence

∆λ+ρ ⊂
(
B(m|n1)

(1)
∐

C
(1)
n−n1

)
.

The set ∆# ∩∆λ+ρ lies ∆λ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)
(1). Therefore we have to verify

(8.12)
(
∆# ∩ (∆λ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)

(1))
)
⊂

(
Rλ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)

(1)
)
.

Note that ∆λ+ρ ∩ B(m|n1)
(1) is the minimal subset of B(m|n1)

(1) which contains the set
Rλ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)

(1) and satisfies properties (a)–(c) of § 4.1.1.

Let us compute the set Rλ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)
(1). For a non-isotropic α ∈ B(m|n1) we have

(8.13) (sδ + α) ∈ Rλ+ρ ⇐⇒
{
q|s if (α, α) = −1,±2
q
2
|s if (α, α) = 1

(The roots sδ ± 2δ1 do not lie in Rλ+ρ, since
ps
q
± 2bj ̸∈ 2Z for odd s). If sδ − εi ± δj

lies in Rλ+ρ, then
ps
q
− ai ± bj = 0, so s =

q(ai∓bj)
p

is divisible by q. We conclude that

Rλ+ρ ∩B(m|n1)
(1) lies in the set

{α + qδ| α ∈ B(m|n1)} ∪ {α +
q

2
δ| α ∈ B(m|n1), (α, α) = ±1} ∼= D(m+ 1|n1)

(2).

Hence ∆λ+ρ∩B(m|n1)
(1) lies the copy D(m+1|n1)

(2) given by the formula above (in fact,
∆λ+ρ ∩ B(m|n1)

(1) coincides with this set). Using (8.13) we obtain (8.12) and complete
the proof.

8.4. Example: B(1|1)(1) when p is even. Assume that

∆# ∩Rλ+ρ is isometric to ∆# ∩RkΛ0+ρ and (∆# ∩∆λ+ρ) ̸⊂ Rλ+ρ.

Then Rλ+ρ contains an isotropic root and a root of the form sδ + 2δ1.

We will use the normalization (δ1, δ1) = −1. For this normalization (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) = p
q
.

Retain notation of § 8.3.3. If s is even, then, acting by a suitable element of W̃ , we can
(and will) assume that Rλ+ρ contains ε1−δ1 and 2δ1. Since Rλ+ρ contains ε1−δ1, one has
(λ+ ρ, ε1− δ1) = 0 and Rλ+ρ does not contain jδ+ ε1− δ1 for j ̸= 0 (since (λ+ ρ, δ) ̸= 0).
Set

a := (λ+ ρ, δ1).
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Since (λ+ ρ, ε1 − δ1) = 0 we have a = (λ+ ρ, ε1). Since 2δ1 ∈ Rλ+ρ, 2a is an odd integer.
In this case Rλ+ρ ∩∆an = {Zqδ ± ε1;Zqδ ± δ1}. If jδ + ε1 + δ lies in Rλ+ρ, then

jp
q
= 2a

which is impossible since p is even. Hence Rλ+ρ = {Zqδ ± ε1;Zqδ ± δ1;±(ε1 − δ1)}, so

∆λ+ρ = {Zqδ ± ε1;Zqδ ± δ1} ∪ {2Zq ± ε1 ± δ1, 2Zqδ ± 2δ1} ∼= D(2|1)(2)

and ∆λ+ρ ∩∆# = {2Zqδ ± 2δ1} ⊂ Rλ+ρ.

Now consider the case Rλ+ρ contains an isotropic root β and a root of the form sδ+2δ1
for an odd s. Using the normalization (δ1, δ1) = 1 we have

(λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δ1) ∈ 2Z, (λ+ ρ, β) = 0

for some isotropic root β. Then 2β = sδ+2δ1+jδ±2ε1 (for some odd j), so (λ+ρ, j
2
δ±ε1)

is integral and thus (λ+ρ, j+q
2
δ± ε1) is integral. Since j+ q is even, we get ε1 ∈ cl(Rλ+ρ).

Hence cl(∆λ+ρ) contains ±ε1, ±2δ1 and an isotropic root cl(β). Since cl(∆λ+ρ) ⊂ B(1|1)
and sα cl(∆λ+ρ) for any non-isotropic α ∈ cl(∆λ+ρ) we obtain cl(∆λ+ρ) = B(1|1), so
∆λ+ρ is isomorphic to B(1|1)(1) or to D(2|1)(1). If ∆λ+ρ

∼= D(2|1)(1), then for any α ∈
(∆λ+ρ ∩∆#) one has α/2 ∈ ∆λ+ρ; since (sδ + 2δ1)/2 ̸∈ ∆ we conclude ∆λ+ρ ̸∼= D(2|1)(1).
Hence ∆λ+ρ

∼= B(1|1)(1). Let us show that

∆λ+ρ ∩∆# ̸⊂ Rλ+ρ.

Since ∆λ+ρ
∼= B(1|1)(1), the set ∆λ+ρ ∩ ∆# contains a root of the form 2α where

α ∈ ∆λ+ρ, that is α = rδ ± δ1. If 2α ∈ Rλ+ρ, then (λ + ρ, 2rδ ± 2δ1) is odd. Since

(λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δ1) is even,
(2r±s)p

q
is an odd integer which is impossible since p is even.

8.5. Subprincipal levels. Summarizing, we obtain: if g is an indecomposable non-
twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra which is not a Lie algebra and k is a subprincipal
admissible level, then g is of type B(m|n)(1) with m > n, or m = n = 1, or m = 0.
For B(0|n)(1) the subprincipal admissible levels are of the form k = −h∨ + p

2q
, where p, q

are coprime positive integers, pq is even and p ≥ 2n − 1 (in this case k′ = p−2n+1
2

). For

B(m|n)(1) with m > n the subprincipal admissible levels are of the form k = −h∨ + p
q
,

where p, q are coprime positive integers q is even and p > 2(m − n) (in this case k′ =
p
2
− (m − n) lies in Z≥0 +

1
2
). For B(1|1)(1) the subprincipal admissible levels are of the

form k = −h∨ + p
2q
, where p, q are positive coprime integers and q is odd (in this case

k′ = p).

9. The set ∆L for Vk(g)-module L when k is principal admissible

Let k be a principal admissible level. As before, we write k+h∨ = p
q
for g ̸= B(m|n)(1)

with n ≥ m and k + h∨ = p
2q

for g = B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m, where p, q are positive

coprime integers. Let L(λ) be a Vk(g)-module.
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9.1. Notation. By Theorem 7.3.2 one has ∆λ+ρ ∩∆# = Rλ+ρ ∩∆# is isometric to ∆#.

Retain notation of § 4.3. By Theorem B.6 all components of g′ are finite-dimensional
or affine Kac-Moody superalgebras.

Since ∆λ+ρ ∩ ∆# is isometric to (∆#)re, this is an indecomposable root system, so
ψ−1(∆λ+ρ ∩ ∆#) lies in the root system of an indecomposable component of g′. We
denote this component by g′′ and its root system by ∆′′.

Since (∆#)re is infinite, ∆′′ is infinite, so g′′ is an affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. We
denote by δ′′ the minimal imaginary root of g′′. Recall that ψ(δ′′) = uδ for some u ∈ Z>0,
see § 4.2.7.

9.2. Example. Let g be A(2|2)(1) with

Σ = {ε1 − ε2, ε2 − ε3, ε3 − δ1, δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, δ − ε1 + δ3}.

Let λ = Λ0 + a(δ2 + δ3) where a ̸∈ Z. Then g′ = g′′ × g′′′, where g′′ = A(2|1)(1) with the

simple roots {ε1 − ε2, ε2 − ε3, ε3 − δ1, δ − ε1 + δ1}) and g′′′ = A
(1)
1 with the simple roots

{δ2 − δ3, δ − δ2 + δ3}.

9.3. Proposition.

(i) If g′′′ ̸= g′′ is a component of g′, then for any real root α of g′′′ we have (α, α) < 0
(in particular, g′′′ is anisotropic).

(ii) The Kac-Moody algebra g′′ is the non-twisted affinization of ġ′′, where
ġ′′ = A(m|n1) if ġ = A(m|n) with m ≥ n,
ġ′′ = G2 or G(3) for ġ = G(3),
ġ′′ = B3 or F (4) for ġ = F (4), and

ġ B(m|n), m > n B(m|n), n ≥ m D(m|n), m > n D(m|n), n ≥ m
ġ′′ B(m|n1) B(m1|n) D(m|n1) D(m1|n)

where 0 ≤ n1 ≤ n, 0 ≤ m1 ≤ m. Moreover, g′′ ∼= g# if λ is typical, and g′′ is not
anisotropic if λ is atypical.

(iii) One has ψ(δ′′) = qδ.

9.3.1. Corollary. If the dual Coxeter number of g′′ is equal to h∨, then g′′ ∼= g and
∆′ = ∆′′. If g′ ̸∼= g, then the dual Coxeter number of g′′ is greater than h∨.

Proof. From the table for the dual Coxeter numbers in § 3.5 we see that the dual Coxeter
number of g′′ is greater than h∨ if g′′ ̸∼= g. If g′′ ∼= g, then cl(∆′′) ∼= cl(∆). But cl(ψ(∆′′))
is a subset of ∆̇ = cl(∆re) (and ∆̇ is finite), so cl(ψ(∆′′)) = ∆̇. This implies g′ = g′′ (since,
if g′′′ ̸= g′′ is a component of g′, then ∆(g′′′) is orthogonal to ∆(g′′), so ψ(∆(g′′′)) ⊂ ∆̇ is
orthogonal to ψ(∆(g′′)) = ∆̇, a contradiction). □



64 MARIA GORELIK AND VICTOR G. KAC

9.4. Proof of Proposition 9.3. The case ġ = B(0|n) is treated in Corollary 8.1.2. Now
we assume that ġ is not anisotropic.

Using ψ we view ∆′′ as a subset of ∆.

9.4.1. Proof of (i). By construction, ∆′′ contains ψ−1(∆λ+ρ ∩ ∆#) which is isometric

to ∆#, so cl
(
(∆′′)re

)
is a subset of cl

(
(∆)re

)
= ∆̇ which contains a subset isometric to

cl(∆#) = ∆̇#. Since ∆̇ is finite, we obtain

(9.1) ∆̇# ⊂ cl
(
(∆′′)re

)
⊂ ∆̇.

Take α ∈ ∆λ+ρ such that (α, α) ≥ 0. We have to verify that α ∈ ∆′′. Suppose the

contrary. Then (α,∆′′) = 0. The set ∆̇# contains a root γ̇ such that (cl(α), γ̇) ̸= 0
(one has R∆̇ = R∆̇# ⊕ V ′, where the restriction of (−,−) to V ′ is negative definite; if
(cl(α), ∆̇#) = 0, then cl(α) ∈ V ′, so (α, α) = (cl(α), cl(α)) < 0). By (9.1), ∆′′ contains γ
such that cl(γ) = γ̇ and thus (γ, α) = 0, a contradiction.

9.4.2. Proof of (ii) for g ̸= B(m|n)(1), n ≥ m. The assumption g ̸= B(m|n)(1) with
n ≥ m gives

∆# = {α ∈ ∆| (α, α) > 0}.

If λ is typical, then ∆λ+ρ does not contain isotropic roots and, by (i),

(9.2) (∆′′)re = {α ∈ ∆λ+ρ| (α, α) > 0}.

The assumption g ̸= B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m gives ∆# = {α ∈ ∆| (α, α) > 0}, so

{α ∈ (∆′′)re| (α, α) > 0} = (∆λ+ρ ∩∆#) is isometric to (∆#)re.

If λ is atypical, then ∆λ+ρ contains isotropic roots and these roots lie in ∆′′ by (i).
Using (9.1) and the table in Appendix A.1.1 we obtain the statement for ġ ̸= B(m|n).

For ġ = B(m|n) the same argument implies that g′′ is of type B(m|n1)
(1) or D(m +

1|n1)
(2) for some 0 < n1 ≤ n. If m > n and g′′ = D(m+ 1|n1)

(2), then

{α ∈ (∆′′)re| (α, α) > 0} = D
(2)
m=1

is not isometric to (∆#)re = B
(1)
m , a contradiction. This completes the proof of (ii) for

g ̸= B(m|n), n ≥ m.

9.4.3. Proof of (iii) for g ̸= B(m|n)(1), n ≥ m. Recall that ∆λ+ρ ∩∆# = Rλ+ρ ∩∆# is
isometric to (∆#)re. Since, for g in question, α/2 ̸∈ ∆ for all α ∈ ∆# we have

Rλ+ρ ∩∆# = Rλ+ρ ∩∆#.
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Since this set is isometric to (∆#)re, it contains α such that (α, α) = 2. Since α ∈ Rλ+ρ,
so (λ+ ρ, α) ∈ Z and

(λ+ ρ, iδ + α) = i(k + h∨) + (λ+ ρ, α) =
ip

q
+ (λ+ ρ, α).

Therefore (iδ + α) ∈ Rλ+ρ if and only if i is divisible by q. Since Rλ+ρ ∩∆# is isometric
to (∆#)re, this gives

(Rλ+ρ ∩∆#) + iδ = Rλ+ρ ∩∆# ⇐⇒ q|i

so u = q and thus ψ(δ′′) = qδ as required.

9.4.4. For the remaining case g = B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m, (ii) and (iii) is proved
in Lemma 9.5 below. □

9.5. Lemma. Let g = B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m and k such that k + h∨ = p
2q

where p, q

are odd coprime positive integers. Let λ be a weight of level k such that Rλ+ρ ∩ ∆# is
isometric to (∆#)re. Then g′′ ∼= B(m1|n)(1) for some 0 ≤ m1 ≤ m, where m = 0 if and
only if λ is typical. Moreover, ψ(δ′′) = qδ.

Proof. We will use the normalization (δ1, δ1) = 1. For this normalization (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) = p
q

and all roots are of integral square length, so 2(λ+ ρ, γ) is integral for all γ ∈ ∆λ+ρ.

As in the proof of Lemma 8.3.1 we will use the following observation: (sδ+2δi) ∈ Rλ+ρ

if and only if (λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δi) is odd if s is even, and (λ+ ρ, sδ + 2δi) is even if s is odd.
The assumption that Rλ+ρ ∩∆# is isometric to (∆#)re implies that (sδ+2δ1) ∈ Rλ+ρ for
some s. Since p is odd, the above observation implies ((s+ q)δ + 2δ1) ∈ Rλ+ρ. Since q is
odd, one of the numbers s and s+q is even and another is odd. Without loss of generality
we assume that s is even. Then (sδ + 2δ1) ∈ Rλ+ρ implies β ∈ Rλ+ρ for β := s

2
δ + δ1.

Moreover, Rλ+ρ contains γ = ((s + q)δ + 2δ1) such that γ/2 ̸∈ Rλ+ρ (since s + q is odd)
and cl(γ)/2 = cl(β) ∈ cl(Rλ+ρ).

Set X := {α ∈ Rλ+ρ| (α, α) > 0}. Notice that β, γ ∈ X.

Since Rλ+ρ ∩ ∆# is isometric to (∆#)re, cl(X) contains ∆̇#. Observe that X is a
real root subsystem (this means that sαγ ∈ X for all α, γ ∈ X) in the root system
{α ∈ ∆| (α, α) > 0} which is of type B(0|n)(1). By Proposition B.8, X is isomertic to the
set of real roots of an anisotropic affine Kac-Moody superalgebra t. By above, X contains
an odd non-isotropic root β and cl(X) contains ∆̇# (of type Cn). Using the classification
in [26], we conclude that t is of type B(0|n)(1) or D(1|n + 1)(2). By above, X contains
γ such that cl(γ)/2 ∈ cl(X) and γ/2 ̸∈ X. The root system of D(1|n + 1)(2) does not
contain a root with these properties, so t is of type B(0|n)(1).

One has (β+ jδ) ∈ Rλ+ρ if and only if j is divisible by q. Thus X + jδ = X if and only
if j is divisible by q. This gives ψ(δ′′) = qδ.
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If λ is typical, then ∆′′ = X by (9.2), so g′′ = t = B(0|n)(1) as required. If λ is
atypical, then ∆′′ is a root system which contains isotropic roots and odd non-isotropic
root; moreover, {α ∈ ∆′′| (α, α) > 0} = X is of type B(0|n)(1). Using the table in
Appendix A.1.1 we obtain that g′′ ∼= B(m1|n)(1). Since cl(∆′′) is a root subsystem of
B(m|n) one has m1 ≤ m as required. □

10. Boundary admissible levels

Let g be an indecomposable non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1).
Retain notation of § 6.1.

Let k be an admissible level. Introduce k′ as in Lemma 6.3 (iv). We call k boundary
admissible level if k′ = 0, see [36].

10.1. Lemma.

(i) The boundary admissible levels are
· principal: k+h∨ = h∨

q
, where q is a positive integer, gcd(q, r∨) = gcd(q, h∨) =

1 (if h∨ is not integral (i.e., g = B(m|n)(1) with n ≥ m and h∨ = n−m+ 1
2
),

then gcd(q, h∨) = 1 stands for gcd(2q, 2h∨) = 1);
· subprincipal: this happens only for g = B(0|n)(1); in this case k+h∨ = 2n−1

2q
,

where q is an even positive integer which is coprime with 2n− 1 (and h∨ =
n+ 1

2
).

(ii) If h∨ = 0, then g does not admit boundary admissible levels.

Proof. Let us verify that boundary subprincipal admissible levels exist only for g =
B(0|n)(1). Let k be a boundary subprincipal admissible level. By § 8.5, g is either a
non-twisted affine Lie algebra or B(m|n)(1) with m > n, or m = n = 1, or m = 0.

Since k is boundary admissible, k′ = 0. If g = B(m|n)(1) withm > n orm = n = 1, this
is impossible by § 8.5. If g is a non-twisted affine Lie algebra, then q is divisible by r∨ > 1
(since k is subprincipal) and k′ = 0 means that p is equal to the Coxeter number of g. By
the table in § 1.11.1, p is divisible by r∨ > 1, so p and q are not coprime, a contradiction.
Hence g = B(0|n)(1). By § 8.5, if k is subprincipal and k′ = 0, then k + h∨ = 2n−1

2q
and

(2n− 1)q is even, so q is even. This establishes (i).

For (ii) assume that h∨ = 0. Then g ̸= B(0|n)(1), so by (i), if k is boundary admissible,
then k = 0, which means that k is a critical level. By definition, critical level is not
admissible. □

10.2. Proposition. Let k be a boundary admissible level.

(i) If L(λ) is a Vk(g)-module, then ∆λ+ρ is isometric to ∆kΛ0+ρ, ∆λ+ρ + qδ = ∆λ+ρ,
and dimLg′(λ

′) = 1 (see § 4.3 for notation).
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(ii) The number of isomorphism classes of irreducible Vk(g)-modules in O is finite and
any Vk(g)-module N ∈ Oinf(g)k is completely reducible.

Proof. Retain notation of § 4.5.1.

For (i) let L(λ) be a Vk(g)-module.

We start from the case when k is boundary principal admissible. Combining Theo-
rems 7.3.2 and 5.5.3 we conclude that Lg′(λ

′) is π′-integrable for

π′ := {α′ ∈ Σ′
pr| (α, α) > 0}

and

Rλ+ρ ∩∆# = ∆λ+ρ ∩∆# is isometric to (∆kΛ0+ρ ∩∆#).

Retain notation of Section 9. Notice that π′ ⊂ ∆′′. Therefore Lg′′(λ
′) is π′-integrable.

By Proposition 9.3 the minimal imaginary root of ∆′′ is δ′′ = ψ−1(qδ). Therefore

(λ′ + ρ′, δ′′) = (λ+ ρ, qδ) = h∨.

Then (λ′, δ′′) = h∨−h∨,′′ where h∨,′′ is the dual Coxeter number of ∆′′. Since Lg′′(λ
′) is π′-

integrable, h∨−h∨,′′ ≥ 0. In the light of Corollary 9.3.1 we obtain h∨ = h∨,
′′
and ∆′ = ∆′′

is isometric to ∆. Therefore Lg′(λ
′) is π′-integrable module of level zero. By Lemma 10.3

below, dimLg′(λ
′) = 1. Finally, the formula ψ(δ′′) = qδ implies ∆λ+ρ + qδ = ∆λ+ρ.

Now consider the case when k is a boundary subprincipal admissible level. In this case
g = B(0|n)(1) and k + n+ 1

2
= 2n−1

2q
where q is even. Using Corollary 8.1.2 (ii) we obtain

the following. If g′ ∼= C
(1)
1 , then n = 1 and λ′ has the central level −1, if g′ ∼= A

(2)
2n−1

for n > 1, then λ′ has the central level 2n−1
2

− n = −1
2
, and, if g′ ∼= A(0|2n − 1)(2) for

n > 1, then λ′ has the central level 0. The first two cases are impossible since Lg′(λ
′)

is integrable, so the central level should be positive. Therefore g′ ∼= A(0|2n − 1)(2) and
λ′ has the zero central level. Since Lg′(λ

′) is integrable, dimLg′(λ
′) = 1, by Lemma 10.3

below. Since g′ ∼= A(0|2n−1)(2) is indecomposable, g′′ = g′ and ψ(δ′′) = qδ by (8.2). This
implies ∆λ+ρ + qδ = ∆λ+ρ and completes the proof of (i).

For (ii) let L(λ), L(ν) be Vk(g)-modules. Assume that ∆λ+ρ = ∆ν+ρ. By (i) we have

(λ+ ρ, α) = (λ′ + ρ′, ψ−1(α)) == (ρ′, ψ−1(α′))

for all α ∈ ∆λ+ρ. Similarly, (ν + ρ, α) = (ρ′, ψ−1(α′)), so (λ− ν, α) = 0 for all α ∈ ∆λ+ρ.
Since ∆λ+ρ is isometric to ∆re, the span of ∆λ+ρ contains ∆. Hence (λ−ν) ∈ Cδ, so L(λ)
and L(ν) are isomorphic as Vk(g)-modules.

Thus the number of isomorphism classes of irreducible Vk(g)-modules in O is not greater
than the number of the subsets X ⊂ ∆re satisfying X + qδ = X. Each subset of this
form corresponds to a subset of the set ∆re/Zqδ which is finite. Hence the number of
isomorphism classes of irreducible Vk(g)-modules in O is finite.
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Now let N be an indecomposable Vk(g)-module in the category OΣ(g)
k. Set

Y := {λ| [N : L(λ)] ̸= 0}.
Take λ, ν ∈ Y . By Corollary 4.6.5 we have ∆λ+ρ = ∆ν+ρ. By above, this gives (λ− ν) ∈
Cδ. Using the action of the Casimir operator we obtain (λ + ρ, λ + ρ) = (ν + ρ, ν + ρ)
which forces λ = ν (since (λ + ρ, δ) ̸= 0). Hence Y = {λ}. Since N ∈ OΣ(g), h acts
diagonally, so N = L(λ). Now let N be a Vk(g)-module in the category Oinf(g)k. A non-
zero vector v ∈ N generates a submodule which lie in OΣ(g)

k; by above, this submodule is
completely reducible. Hence N is a sum of irreducible modules, so, by [41], Chapter XVII,
N is completely reducible. This completes the proof for the case when k is a boundary
principal admissible level. □

10.3. Lemma. Let g be an affine Kac-Moody superalgebra and let L(λ) be a π#-
integrable module with (λ, δ) = 0. Then λ ∈ Cδ and dimL(λ) = 1.

Proof. We will check that (λ, α) = 0 for all α ∈ Σ. If g is anisotropic, the assertion
immediately follows from the fact that δ is a positive linear combination of simple roots.

For the case when g is not anisotropic, take Σ as in Appendix A.2. Since the assertion
holds for g# we have (λ, α) = 0 for all α ∈ ∆0 such that (α, α) > 0. Take α ∈ Σ. If
(α, α) > 0, then (λ, α) = 0 by above. Assume that (α, α) ≤ 0. By § A.1.5 there exists
β ∈ Σ such that

(10.1) (β, β) = 0 < (α+ β, α+ β).

Note that α + β lies in rβΣ. Therefore (λ, α + β) = 0 and (λ1, α + β) = 0 where λ1 is
the highest weight of L(λ) with respect to rβΣ. Thus (λ− λ1, α + β) = 0. If (λ, β) ̸= 0,
then λ − λ1 = β, so (β, α + β) = 0 which contradicts to (10.1) (since (α, α) ≤ 0). Thus
(λ, β) = 0, so (λ, α) = 0 as required. □

10.4. Character formula. If k is a boundary level, then chL(kΛ0) is given by a formula
similar to formula (7) in [35], see below.

10.4.1. Let k be a boundary admissible level. We retain notation of § 6.2, 4.7. Using [14],
Theorem 11.3.1 for Σ chosen in Appendix A.2 we can write the character formula for
L(kΛ0) in the following way:

e−kΛ0D chL(kΛ0) = ψ(D′),

where D is the Weyl denominator for ∆+(Σ) (see § 2.11.1), D′ is the Weyl denominator
for ∆+(g′), and ψ : Z∆(g′) → Z∆ is as in § 4.2.2, so that

ψ(D′) =

∏
α∈∆+′

0

(1− e−ψ(α))dim gψ(α)

∏
α∈∆+′

1

(1 + e−ψ(α))dim gψ(α)
.
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Set z := e−δ. Then

D = Ḋ
∞∏
i=1

(
(1− zi)s

∏
α∈∆̇0

(1− zieα)
∏
α∈∆̇1

(1 + zieα)−1
)
,

where Ḋ is the Weyl denominator for ∆̇ and s := dim gδ (i.e., s = dim ḣ for g ̸= A(n|n)(1)
and s = 2n for g = A(n|n)(1)).

10.4.2. If k is a principal boundary admissible level, i.e. k + h∨ = h∨

q
with gcd(q, r∨) =

gcd(q, h∨) = 1, then

ψ(D′) = Ḋ
∞∏
i=1

(
(1− zi)s

∏
α∈∆̇0

(1− zqieα)
∏
α∈∆̇1

(1 + zqieα)−1
)
,

which gives

e−kΛ0 chL(kΛ0) =
∞∏

m=1, q ∤m

(
(1− zm)s

∏
α∈∆̇0

(1− zqmeα)
∏
α∈∆̇1

(1 + zqmeα)−1
)
.

10.4.3. If k is a subprincipal boundary admissible level, i.e. g = B(0|n)(1) and k+n+ 1
2
=

2n−1
2q

, where q is even and gcd(q, 2n− 1) = 1, then

D = Ḋ
∞∏
m=1

(
(1− zm)n

∏
1≤i̸=j≤n

(1− zme±δi±δj)(1− zme±2δi)(1 + zme±δi)−1
)
.

By § 8.1 we have g′ ∼= A(0|2n− 1)(2) with ψ(δ′) = qδ. This gives

ψ(D′) = Ḋ
∞∏
m=1

(
(1− zmq)n

∏
1≤i̸=j≤n

(1− zqme±δi±δj)(1− z2qme±2δi)(1 + zqme±δi)−1
)
.

Hence

e−kΛ0 chL(kΛ0) =
∞∏

m=1, q ∤m

(
(1− zm)n

∏
1≤i̸=j≤n

(1− zme±δi±δj)(1 + zqme±δi)−1
) ∞∏
m=1, 2q ∤m

(1− zme±2δi).

Appendix A. Root systems

In this section ∆̇ or ∆ is the set of roots of an indecomposable symmetrizable finite-
dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra which is not a Lie algebra and is not
D(2|1, a) or D(2|1, a)(1). Our goal is to prove Proposition A.3, which was used in the
proof of Proposition 6.5. Proposition A.3 also allows to simplify proofs of some character
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formulas in [14]. By abuse of notation, we use the same notation for the set of real roots
of finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra g and the superalgebra itself.

A.1. For finite root systems we will use the standard notation of [25], taking into account
that D(1|n) = C(n+1), and for the affine root systems we use the notation of [47]. Note
that C(n + 1)(2) = D(1|n)(2) is anisotropic. Thus ∆̇ and ∆ are from the following list of
root systems

A(m|n) (m ≥ n ≥ 0), B(m|n) (m ≥ 0, n ≥ 1), D(m|n) (m,n ≥ 1, (m,n) ̸= (2, 1)),
A(m|n)(1), B(m|n)(1), D(m|n)(1),
G(3), F (4), G(3)(1), F (4)(1),
A(2m|2n− 1)(2), D(m+ 1|n)(2) (m ≥ 0, n ≥ 1),
A(2m|2n)(4) (m ≥ n ≥ 1), A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) (m ≥ n ≥ 1, (m,n) ̸= (1, 1)).

In the second line the restrictions on m,n are the same as in the first line.

A.1.1. If ∆ is affine, then we denote by δ the minimal imaginary root and by ∆̇ the
subset of ∆ where δ appears with zero coefficient, and let cl : Q∆ → Q∆/Qδ be the
canonical map. We have

∆ A(2m|2n− 1)(2) A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) A(2m|2n)(4) D(m+ 1|n)(2)
∆̇ B(m|n) D(m|n) B(m|n) B(m|n)

cl(∆) BC(m|n) ∪ {0} C(m|n) ∪ {0} BC(m|n) ∪ {0} B(m|n) ∪ {0}

where BC(m|n) := B(m|n)∪{±2εi}mi=1 and C(m|n) := D(m|n)∪{±2εi}mi=1 are the ”weak
generalized root systems” introduced in [45].

A.1.2. As before, we denote by Λ0 the weight satisfying (Λ0, δ) = 1, (Λ0, ∆̇) = (Λ0,Λ0) =
0. We will use notation ρ and ∆# introduced in §§ 2.9 and 6.1.

As before, we normalise the bilinear form (−,−) in such a way that (α, α) = 2 for a
longest root α ∈ ∆#. For the cases A(n|n) and A(n|n)(r) the above conditions determine
the bilinear form up to a sign (the root system admits an automorphism which multiplies
the bilinear form on −1); we take (ε1, ε1) = 1 for A(n|n)(1) and (δ1, δ1) = 1/2 for A(2n−
1|2n− 1)(2), A(2n|2n)(4).

A.1.3. Compatibility of (−,−). If the bilinear forms on ∆ and on ∆̇ are normalised as
above, then the restriction of (−,−) from ∆ to ∆̇ coincides with the bilinear form on ∆̇
except for the pair ∆ = A(2n|2n− 1)(2), ∆̇ = B(n|n), considered in A.2.6 below.
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A.1.4. For finite root systems we obtain

∆̇ A(m|n),m ≥ n B(m|n), D(m|n),m > n B(m|n), D(m|n),m ≤ n

∆̇# Am Bm, Dm Cn

and ∆# = G2, B3 for G(3), F (4) respectively.

For ∆ = ∆̇(1) we have ∆# = (∆̇#)(1), for example, ∆# is B
(1)
3 for B(3|1)(1). In the

remaining (i.e., twisted) cases we have

∆ A(m|n)(2), A(m|n)(4) D(m+ 1|n)(2),m > n D(m+ 1|n)(2),m ≤ n

∆# A
(2)
max(m,n) D

(2)
m+1 C

(1)
n

In the cases A(m|n)(4) and D(m+1|n)(2) the minimal imaginary root in ∆# is 2δ (note
that ∆# is ”less twisted”: the order of the automorphism for ∆ is twice the order of the
automorphism for ∆#). In all other cases δ is the minimal imaginary root in ∆#.

Notice that the assumption ∆ ̸= D(2|1, a), D(2|1, a)(1) ensures that ∆# is indecompos-
able.

A.1.5. Nice pairs (Σ, S). Consider the pairs (Σ, S), where Σ is a base of simple roots
and S is a subset of Σ ∩ ∆̇ satisfying (S, S) = 0 and the following properties:

(a) Σ̇ := Σ ∩ ∆̇ is a base for ∆̇;
(b) for all α ∈ Σ \ S one has (α, α) > 0 or (α + β, α + β) > 0 for some β ∈ S;
(c) (α, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ.

They appear in many papers (including [9], where the pair for B(n+1|n)(1) was missed).

Note that (c) implies that for the Weyl vector ρ we have (ρ, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ, so

(c) =⇒ (ρ, µ) ≥ 0 for all µ ∈ Z≥0Σ.

If there is no Σ satisfying (c) it is useful to have the property

(d) ρ can be written as ρ = h∨Λ0 +
∑

α∈∆̇+

0

kαα with kα(α, α) ∈ Q≤0.

Definition. The pair (Σ, S) satisfying properties (a), (b), and (c) or (d) is called a
nice pair. The pair (Σ̇, Ṡ) is called a nice pair if it satisfies properties similar to (b) and
(c), where Σ is replaced by Σ̇.

In § A.2 below we will give examples of nice pairs for all affine root systems except for
D(n+ 1|n)(1) and A(2n− 1|2n− 1)(2):

• we give examples of pairs (Σ, S) satisfying (a), (b), (c) for all cases apart from
D(n+ 1|n)(1), A(2n− 1|2n− 1)(2), D(n+ 1|n)(2), and A(2n|2n)(4);
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• for D(n+ 1|n)(2) and A(2n|2n)(4) we give examples of pairs (Σ, S) satisfying (a),
(b) and (d).

For ∆ = D(n+1|n)(1), A(2n−1|2n−1)(2) we give examples of (Σ, S) satisfying (a) and
(c). In both cases the Dynkin diagram takes the form

⊗ ⊗

⊗ ⊗ . . . ⊗ ⊗

where the number of nodes is even for D(n + 1|n)(1) and is odd for A(2n − 1|2n − 1)(2).
In both cases for any α ∈ Σ there exists β ∈ Σ such that (α + β, α + β) = 2(α, β) > 0.

Note that, if (c) holds, then (b) follows from the following property: for any isotropic
β′ ∈ Σ \ S there exists β ∈ S such that (β, β′) > 0.

A.2. List of nice pairs (Σ, S). For affine root systems with ∆̇ ̸= B(n|n) we take the
pair (Σ, S) of the form Σ = Σ̇ ∪ {α0} (we list α0 for all cases) and S = Ṡ (where (Σ̇, Ṡ)
is a nice pair for ∆̇).

In the non-exceptional cases εi for i = 1, . . . ,m, and δj for j = 1, . . . , n are pairwise
orthogonal and εi − δj are isotropic roots, so (εi, εi) = −(δj, δj).

A.2.1. ∆̇ = A(m− 1|n− 1) for m ≥ n. In this case (εi, εi) = 1 for all i. We take

Σ̇A(n−1|n−1) := {ε1 − δ1, δ1 − ε2, . . . , δn−1 − εn},
Σ̇A(m−1|n−1) := Σ̇A(n−1|n−1) ∪ {δn − εn+1, . . . , εm−1 − εm}, for m > n,

and S := {εi − δi}ni=1. For A(m − 1|n − 1)(1) we have α0 = δ − ε1 + δn if m = n and
α0 = δ − ε1 + εm if m > n, with the same S. Properties (a), (b) and (c) hold.

A.2.2. ∆̇ = B(m|n) for m ≥ n + 2, ∆̇ = D(m|n), m ≥ n + 3. In this case (εi, εi) = 1
for all i. We take

Σ̇B(m|n) := {ε1 − ε2, ε2 − ε3, . . . , εm−n−1 − εm−n, εm}∪
{β1 := εm−n − δ1, β2 := δ1 − εm−n+1, . . . , β2n := δn − εm},

Σ̇D(m|n) := {ε1 − ε2, ε2 − ε3, . . . , εm−n−2 − εm−n−1}∪
{β1 := εm−n−1 − δ1, β2 := δ1 − εm−n, . . . , β2n := δn − εm−1, εm−1 + εm}

and S := {β2i−1}ni=1. For the corresponding affine root systems α0 is given by the following
table

∆ α0

B(m|n)(1) m > n+ 1, D(m|n)(1) m > n+ 1 δ − ε1 − ε2
A(2m|2n− 1)(2) m > n, A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) m > n+ 1 δ − 2ε1

A(2m|2n)(4) m > n, D(m+ 1|n)(2) m > n δ − ε1

Note that δ is odd for A(2m|2n)(4) and even in other cases.
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Properties (a) and (c) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are β1, . . . , β2n with
βi ∈ S and (βi, βi+1) > 0 if i is odd. Thus property (b) holds.

A.2.3. ∆̇ = B(m|n), D(m|n) for m < n. In this case (δj, δj) =
1
2
for all j. We take

Σ̇B(m|m+1), Σ̇D(m|m+1) := {β1 := δ1 − ε1, β2 := ε1 − δ2, . . . , β2m := εm − δm+1; aδm+1}
Σ̇B(m|n), Σ̇D(m|n) := {δ1 − δ2, δ2 − δ3, . . . , δn−m−1 − δn−m, aδn}∪

{β1 := δn−m − ε1, β2 := ε1 − δn−m+1, . . . , β2m := εm − δn},
S : = {β2i}mi=1.

for m < n − 1, where a = 1 for B(m|n) and a = 2 for D(m|n). For the corresponding
affine root systems α0 is given by the following table

∆ α0

B(m|n)(1), D(m|n)(1) δ − 2δ1
D(m+ 1|n)(2) δ − δ1

A(2m|2n− 1)(2),m ̸= n− 1 δ − δ1 − δ2
A(2m|2m+ 1)(2) δ − ε1 − δ1

(where m < n in all cases).

Properties (a) and (c) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are are β1, . . . , β2m,
and δ − ε1 − δ1 for A(2n − 2|2n − 1)(2). Since βi ∈ S, (βi, βi−1) > 0 if i is even, and
(δ − ε1 − δ1, β2) > 0, property (b) holds.

For example, for (m,n) = (1, 2) we obtain the following sets of simple roots

D(1|2)(1) {δ − 2δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, 2δ2}
B(1|2)(1) {δ − 2δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, δ2}
A(2|3)(2) {δ − δ1 − ε1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, δ2}
D(2|2)(2) {δ − δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, δ2}

with S = {ε1 − δ2}.

A.2.4. ∆̇ = B(n+ 1|n), D(n+ 2|n). In this case (εi, εi) = 1 for all i. We set

β1 := ε1 − δ1, β2 := δ1 − ε2, . . . , β2n := δn − εn+1,

Σ̇B(n+1|n) := {βi}2ni=1 ∪ {εn+1}, Σ̇D(n+2|n) := {βi}2ni=1 ∪ {εn+1 ± εn+2}
S := {β2i}ni=1.

For the corresponding affine root systems α0 is given by the following table

∆ α0

B(n+ 1|n)(1), D(n+ 2|n)(1) δ − ε1 − δ1
A(2n+ 2|2n− 1)(2), A(2n+ 3|2n− 1)(2) δ − 2ε1

A(2n+ 2|2n)(4), D(n+ 2|n)(2) δ − ε1

Note that δ is odd for A(2n+ 2|2n)(4) and even in other cases.
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Properties (a) and (c) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are are β1, . . . , β2m,
and δ − ε1 − δ1 for B(n + 1|n)(1), D(n + 2|n)(2). Since βi ∈ S, (βi, βi+1) > 0 if i is even,
and (δ − ε1 − δ1, β2) > 0 property (b) holds.

A.2.5. ∆̇ = D(n+ 1|n). In this case (εi, εi) = 1 for all i. We take

Σ̇D(n+1|n) = {β1 := ε1 − δ1, β2 := δ1 − ε2, . . . , β2n := δn − εn+1, β2n+1 := δn + εn+1, }
and S := {β2i−1}ni=1. One has α0 = δ − ε1 − δ1 for D(n + 1|n)(1) and α0 = δ − 2ε1
for A(2n + 1|2n − 1)(2). Properties (a) and (c) hold in both cases, and (b) holds for
A(2n+1|2n−1)(2), so the pair (Σ, S) is nice in this case (and is not nice for D(n+1|n)(1)).

A.2.6. ∆̇ = B(n|n), ∆ ̸= A(2n|2n− 1)(2). In this case (δj, δj) =
1
2
for all j. We take

Σ̇B(n|n) = {β1 := ε1 − δ1, β2 := δ1 − ε2, . . . , β2n−1 := εn − δn; δn}
and S := {β2i−1}ni=1. Then α0 = δ− ε1 − δ1 for B(n|n)(1) and α0 = δ− ε1 for A(2n|2n)(4),
D(n + 1|n)(2). Properties (a), (b) hold, since βi ∈ S and βi + βi−1 if i is odd, and
(δ − ε1 − δ1, β1) > 0. Property (c) holds for B(n|n) and B(n|n)(1).

Note that in all affine cases we have ρ = h∨Λ0 − 1
2

∑
β∈S

β with h∨ = 1
2
for B(n|n)(1),

and h∨ = 0 for D(n + 1|n)(2) and A(2n|2n)(4). If (c) does not hold, then h∨ = 0, so

ρ = 1
2

n∑
i=1

(εi − δi). Since εi, δi ∈ ∆̇+ and (δi, δi) = −(εi, εi) > 0, property (d) holds.

A.2.7. ∆ = A(2n|2n− 1)(2). In this case (εi, εi) =
1
2
for all j. We take

Σ̇ := {δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, . . . , δn − εn, εn}, α0 = δ − δ1 − ε1, S = {δi − εi}ni=1.

Properties (a), (b) and (c) hold. Note that ρ = h∨Λ0 − 1
2

∑
β∈S

β with h∨ = 1.

A.2.8. ∆̇ = D(n|n). In this case (δj, δj) =
1
2
for all j. We take

Σ̇D(n|n) = {δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, . . . , δn − εn, δn + εn}
and S = {δi − εi}ni=1.

For D(n|n)(1) we have α0 = δ − 2δ1 and the properties (a)–(c) are satisfied, so (Σ, S)
is a nice pair. For A(2n − 1|2n − 1)(2) one has α0 = δ − ε1 − δ1 and (b) does not hold
(property (c) holds), so the pair (Σ, S) is not nice. For example, for m = n = 2 we have
S = {εi − δi}2i=1 and

D(2|2)(1) {δ − 2δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, δ2 ± ε2}
A(3|3)(2) {δ − ε1 − δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, δ2 ± ε2}

For D(2|2)(1) the simple roots with non-positive square length are βi := δi− εi for i = 1, 2
and β′

1 = ε1 − δ2, β
′
2 = δ2 + ε2. Since βi ∈ S and βi + β′

i is of positive square length,
property (b) holds.
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A.2.9. Exceptional cases. We take

Σ̇G(3) := {ε3, δ1 − ε3,−δ1 + ε2},
Σ̇F (4) := {ε3, 12(ε1 + ε2 − ε3 − δ1),

1
2
(−ε1 + ε2 − ε3 − δ1), ε1 − ε2},

and α0 = δ+ε1−ε2 for G(3)(1), and α0 = δ−ε1−ε2 for F (4)(1). In these cases Σ contains
exactly two isotropic roots β1, β2 and (β1, β2) > 0; all other roots are of positive square
length. Hence the pair (Σ, S) for S = {β1} satisfies properties (a)–(c), so it is nice.

A.3. Proposition. Let ∆ be such that Σ̇ and Σ are as in A.2. Let ρ be the Weyl
vector for Σ. Assume that k ∈ Z≥0 and ν ∈ Z≥0Σ are such that

1. (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) ̸= 0;
2. ⟨kΛ0 − ν, α∨⟩ ≥ 0 for all α ∈ ∆̇+

0
and for all α ∈ ∆+ such that (α, α) > 0;

3. 2(kΛ0 + ρ, ν) = (ν, ν).

Then ν ∈ Z≥0Σ̇, and, moreover, ν ∈ Z≥0S if g ̸= A(2n− 1|2n− 1)(2), D(n+ 1|n)(1).
The proof occupies §§ A.3.1–A.3.4 below.

A.3.1. Assume that µ, ξ are such that

(A.1)
ν = µ+ ξ, µ ∈ Q≥0∆

#+, ξ ∈ ZΣ̇, (ξ, ρ) = 0, (ξ, ξ) ≤ 0,
ξ ∈ Z≥0S if g ̸= A(2n− 1|2n− 1)(2), D(n+ 1|n)(1).

Assumption 3. on k gives 2(kΛ0 + ρ, µ) = (µ+ ξ, µ+ ξ), so

2(kΛ0 + ρ− ν, µ) = (µ+ ξ, µ+ ξ)− 2(µ+ ξ, µ) = (ξ, ξ)− (µ, µ).

Since µ ∈ Q≥0∆
#+, the second assumption implies (kΛ0 − ν, µ) ≥ 0, so

(A.2) (µ, µ) + 2(ρ, µ) ≤ (ξ, ξ) ≤ 0.

Recall that (Σ, S) satisfies (c) or (d). If (c) holds, then (ρ, µ) ≥ 0. The second as-
sumption gives (α, α)(ν, α) ≤ 0 for all α ∈ ∆̇+

0
, so (d) forces (ν, ρ) ≥ 0 which again gives

(µ, ρ) ≥ 0.

Since (ρ, µ) ≥ 0, the inequality (A.2) gives (µ, µ) ≤ 0. Since ∆# is the root system of
affine algebra, this forces µ = sδ for s ≥ 0. Then 2(kΛ0 + ρ, µ) = (µ + ξ, µ + ξ) implies
s(kΛ0 + ρ, δ) ≤ 0. Since k ≥ 0 and (kΛ0 + ρ, δ) ̸= 0, this forces s = 0. Therefore µ = 0
and ν = ξ ∈ ZΣ̇ as required.

It remains to verify the existence µ, ξ satisfying (A.1). We do this in §§ A.3.2–A.3.4.

A.3.2. Consider the case ∆ ̸= A(2n − 1|2n − 1)(2), D(n + 1|n)(1). Then (Σ, S) satisfies
properties (a), (b). We claim that (b) implies the existence of a linear map p# : Z∆ →
Q∆# with the properties

• Ker p# = ZS;
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• p#(Z≥0∆
+) ⊂ Q≥∆

#+.

We construct p# as follows: for α ∈ S we set p#(α) := 0; for α ∈ Σ such that (α, α) > 0
we take p#(α) := α. In the remaining case α ∈ Σ \ S such that (α, α) ≤ 0, there exists
β ∈ S such that (α+ β, α+ β) > 0. In particular, (α, β) ̸= 0, so α+ β or α− β lies in ∆.
Since α, β ∈ Σ we obtain α+β ∈ ∆+. Set p#(α) := α+β. If α is odd, then p#(α) ∈ ∆#+;
if α is even, then 2p#(α) ∈ ∆#+. Extending this map by linearity we obtain p# satisfying
the above properties.

Now set µ := p#(ν) and ξ := ν−µ. The properties of p# give µ ∈ Q≥∆
#+ and ξ ∈ ZS.

Property (b) gives ξ ∈ Z∆̇ and (ξ, ρ) = (ξ, ξ) = 0. Therefore (µ, ξ) satisfies (A.1) as
required.

A.3.3. Consider the case D(n+ 1|n)(1). We choose

Σ = {δ − ε1 − δ1, ε1 − δ1, δ1 − ε2, . . . , εn − δn, δn ± εn+1}.

We draw the diagram for Σ marking the edge between βi and βj by (βi, βj).

β0
1

−2

β2n+1

1
−2

β1
1

β2
−1

. . . β2n−1
−1

β2n
1

Since all βi are isotropic, we have ρ = 0. Moreover, (βi + βj) ∈ ∆#+ if (βi, βj) > 0, so
∆#+ contains β0 + β2, β2n−1 + β2n+1 and β2i−1 + β2i for i = 1, . . . , n.

We have ν =
2n+1∑
i=0

kiβi where ki ∈ Z≥0 for all i. If k2n > k2n−1 we take

µ := k0(β0 + β2) +
n∑
i=1

k2i−1(β2i−1 + β2i)

ξ := (k2 − k1 − k0)β2 +
n∑
i=2

(k2i − k2i−1)β2i + k2n+1β2n+1

Then ν = µ+ ξ and (ξ, ξ) = −4(k2n − k2n−1)k2n+1 ≤ 0; the pair (µ, ξ) satisfies (A.1).

If k2n ≤ k2n−1 we take

µ := k0(β0 + β2) +
n−1∑
i=1

k2i−1(β2i−1 + β2i) + k2n(β2n−1 + β2n)

+(k2n−1 − k2n)(β2n−1 + β2n+1)

ξ := (k2 − k1 − k0)β2 +
n−1∑
i=2

(k2i − k2i−1)β2i + (k2n+1 + k2n − k2n−1)β2n+1

We have ν = µ+ ξ and (ξ, ξ) = 0; the pair (µ, ξ) satisfies (A.1).
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A.3.4. Consider the remaining case A(2n− 1|2n− 1)(2) for n > 1. We choose

Σ = {δ − ε1 − δ1, δ1 − ε1, ε1 − δ2, . . . , εn−1 − δn, δn ± εn}.

We draw the diagram for Σ marking the edge between βi and βj by (βi, βj).

β0
1/2

−1

β2n
−1/2

1

β1
1/2

β2
−1/2

. . . β2n−2

1/2
β2n−1

−1/2

Since all βi are isotropic, we have ρ = 0. Moreover, (βi + βj) ∈ ∆#+ if (βi, βj) > 0, so
∆#+ contains β0 + β2 and β2i−1 + β2i for i = 1, . . . , n.

We have ν =
2n∑
i=0

kiβi where ki ∈ Z≥0 for all i. Take

µ+ := k0(β0 + β2) +
n∑
i=1

k2i−1(β2i−1 + β2i)

ξ+ = ν − µ+ = (k2 − k1 − k0)β2 +
n−1∑
i=2

(k2i − k2i−1)β2i + (k2n − k2n−1)β2n

µ− := k0(β0 + β2) +
n−1∑
i=1

k2i−1(β2i−1 + β2i) + k2n(β2n−1 + β2n)

ξ− = ν − µ− = (k2 − k1 − k0)β2 +
n−1∑
i=2

(k2i − k2i−1)β2i + (k2n−1 − k2n)β2n−1.

The pairs (µ+, ξ+), (µ−, ξ−) satisfy (A.1) if (ξ+, ξ+) ≤ 0, (ξ−, ξ−) ≤ 0 respectively. Since
(ξ+, ξ+) = −(ξ−, ξ−) at least one of these pairs satisfies (A.1).

This completes the proof of Proposition A.3. □

A.4. Simplified proof of character formulas. Proposition A.3 allows to simplify
several proofs of character formulas for (Σ, S) listed in § A.2.

A.4.1. Note that

(α, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ̇.

The sets

∆# := {α ∈ ∆0| (α, α) > 0}, ∆̇# := ∆# ∩ ∆̇

are the root systems of a Kac-Moody algebra (affine or finite-dimensional). (Notice that
for ∆̇ = B(n|n), ∆̇# is of type Cn except for the case when ∆ = A(2n|2n − 1)(2), where
∆̇# is of type Bn). Let π#, π̇# be the set of simple roots for ∆#+, ∆̇#+, and W#, Ẇ#

be the Weyl groups of ∆#, ∆̇#.
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A.4.2. Lemma.

(i) If g is finite-dimensional, then for w ∈ W# one has ρ− wρ ∈ Z≥0Σ.
(ii) Let g be affine and k ∈ Z≥0 be such that k ̸= −h∨. For λ := kΛ0 + ρ and any

w ∈W# one has λ− wλ ∈ Z≥0π
#.

Proof. The group W# is generated by sγ for γ ∈ π#. A standard reasoning shows that
for ν ∈ h∗ such that (ν, γ) ∈ Z≥0 for all γ ∈ π# and any w ∈ W#, ν − wν ∈ Z≥0π

#.

If (c) holds (i.e., (α, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ), then (ρ, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ ∆+, so
λ− wλ ∈ Z≥0π

# for ν = ρ, and ν = kΛ0 + ρ if g is affine and k ∈ Z≥0.

If (c) does not hold, then g = D(n+1|n)(2), A(2n|2n)(4). Since (α, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ̇,
we have (ρ, γ) ≥ 0 for all γ ∈ Σ̇. One has π# \ Σ̇ = {δ − δ1} and (ρ, δ − δ1) = −1

4
.

Since h∨ = 0 the assumptions on k give k ≥ 1, so (kΛ0 + ρ, δ − δ1) > 0. Therefore
(kΛ0 + ρ, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ π#. Hence λ− wλ ∈ Z≥0π

# for λ = kΛ0 + ρ. □

A.4.3. The character formula (A.3) below was established in [14]. In [14] we considered
two separate cases: the proof in Section 4 works for h∨ ̸= 0 and for A(n|n)(1), and a more
complicated arguments in Section 6 work for the rest of the cases. The proof below is
a slight simplification of the proof in Section 4 and is very different from the proof in
Section 6 loc. cit.. We think that a similar method may simplify other proofs in [14] and
might allow to generalize some of the results.

A.4.4. Proposition. Let g ̸= D(2|1, a)(1) be a symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody super-
algebra and k ∈ Z≥0 be such that k + h∨ ̸= 0. Then

(A.3) Deρ chL(kΛ0) =
∑
w∈W#

sgn(w)
ew(kΛ0+ρ)∏

β∈S
(1 + e−wβ)

,

where W# is the Weyl group of ∆#, (Σ, S) is as in Appendix A and (1 + e−α)−1 =
∞∑
i=0

(−1)ie−iα, (1 + eα)−1 =
∞∑
i=1

(−1)i−1e−iα for α ∈ ∆+.

Proof. By Lemma A.4.2 (ii) we have

(A.4) w(kΛ0 + ρ) ∈ (kΛ0 + ρ)− Z≥0π
#

for any w ∈ W#. We set

P (Σ) :=
∏

α∈∆+

0

(1− e−α)dim gαeρπ , Q(Σ) :=
∏

α∈∆+

1

(1 + e−α)dim gαeρπ−ρ,

Z1 := Deρ chL(kΛ0), Zw := sgn(w) ew(kΛ0+ρ)∏
β∈S

(1+e−wβ)
, Z2 :=

∑
w∈W#

Zw

Yi := Q(Σ)Zi for i = 1, 2.
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One easily sees that P (Σ), Q(Σ) and Z1 lie in R(Σ) (see § 2.10 for notation) and
supp(Z1) ⊂ (kΛ0 + ρ− Z≥0Σ). Moreover, Z2 ∈ R(Σ) by [14], Lemma 2.2.8. One has

(A.5) supp(Zw) ⊂ w(kΛ0 + ρ) +
∑

β∈S:wβ∈−∆+

wβ ⊂ w(kΛ0 + ρ)− Z≥0Σ.

Using (A.4) we get supp(Z2) ⊂ (kΛ0 + ρ− Z≥0Σ), so

(A.6) supp(Z1 − Z2) ⊂ (kΛ0 + ρ− Z≥0Σ).

Let

π := π# ∪ Σ̇pr = {α ∈ Σpr| α ∈ ∆̇ or (α, α) > 0}

and let W [π] be the group generated by sγ for γ ∈ π. We claim that P (Σ) is naturally
W [π]-anti-invariant and Q(Σ) is naturally W [π]-invariant. Since W [π] is generated by sγ
for γ ∈ π, it is enough to verify that for each γ ∈ π P (Σ), Q(Σ) are naturally sγ-anti-
invariant and sγ-invariant respectively. It is easy to see that this holds if γ or γ/2 lie in
Σ. Since π ⊂ Σpr, for every γ ∈ π there exists Σ1 ∈ Sp containing γ or γ/2. One readily
sees that P (Σ2) = P (rβΣ2) and Q(Σ2) = Q(rβΣ2) for any Σ2 ∈ Sp and an odd reflexion
rβ. Therefore P (Σ) = P (Σ1) and Q(Σ) = Q(Σ1). This implies the claim.

Since the module L := L(kΛ0) is π-integrable, chL is naturally W [π]-invariant. More-

over, Deρ = P (Σ)
Q(Σ)

, so Y1 = Q(Σ)Z1 = P (Σ) chL is naturally W [π]-anti-invariant.

Set

Ż2 :=
∑

w∈W [π̇]

Zw.

Since ρ− ρ̇ = h∨Λ0 is W [π̇#]-invariant we have

Ż2 = eρ−ρ̇
∑

w∈W [π̇#]

sgn(w)
ew(kΛ0+ρ̇)∏

β∈S
(1 + e−wβ)

.

One has Σ̇pr := π̇#
∐

Σ̇−, where Σ̇− := {α ∈ Σ̇pr| (α, α) < 0}. This gives

π = π# ∪ Σ̇pr = π#
∐

Σ̇−.

The restriction of (−,−) to ġ coincides with the normalised invariant bilinear form on ġ,
except for the case g = A(2n|2n− 1)(2) where ġ = B(n|n) (in the latter case these forms
are proportional with the coefficient −1). By [8], Section 7 in all cases we have∑

w∈W [π̇#]

sgn(w)
ew(kΛ0+ρ̇)∏

β∈S
(1 + e−wβ)

= j−1
0

∑
w∈W [Σ̇pr]

sgn(w)
ew(kΛ0+ρ̇)∏

β∈S
(1 + e−wβ)

= Ḋeρ̇,
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where j0 is the cardinality of W [Σ̇−] and Ḋ ∈ R(Σ̇) is the Weyl denominator for ∆̇+.
Therefore

(A.7) Ż2 = j−1
0

∑
w∈W [Σ̇pr]

sgn(w)
ew(kΛ0+ρ)∏

β∈S
(1 + e−wβ)

= Ḋeρ.

We have Z2 =
∑

w∈W#

Zw =
∑

y∈W#/W [π̇#]

y
( ∑
w∈W [π̇#]

Zw
)
. Since W [π]/W [Σ̇pr] = W#/W [π̇#]

this gives

Z2 = j−1
0

∑
y∈W#/W [π̇#]

y
( ∑
w∈W [Σ̇pr]

Zw
)
= j−1

0

∑
w∈W [π]

Zw.

Since Q(Σ) is naturally W [π]-invariant, we have

Y2 = j−1
0 Q(Σ)

∑
w∈W [π]

Zw = j−1
0

∑
w∈W [π]

sgn(w)
∏

α∈∆+

1

(1 + e−wα)ew(ρπ−ρ) ew(kΛ0+ρ)∏
β∈S

(1+e−wβ)

= j−1
0

∑
w∈W [π]

sgn(w) ew(kΛ0+ρπ)
∏

β∈∆+

1
\S
(1 + e−wβ)

By [14] § 2.2.5, the last sum is naturally W [π]-anti-invariant. Therefore Y2 is naturally
W [π]-anti-invariant.

Suppose the contrary, that Z1 ̸= Z2. Let ν + ρ be a maximal element in supp(Z1 −Z2)
with respect to the partial order ν1 ≥ ν2 if ν1 − ν2 ∈ Z≥0Σ. Then ν + ρπ is a maximal
element in supp(Y1−Y2) with respect to this partial order. By above, Y1, Y2 are naturally
W [π]-anti-invariant. Thus Y1 − Y2 is naturally W [π]-anti-invariant, so ⟨ν + ρπ, α

∨⟩ ̸∈
Z≤0 for all α ∈ π. By (A.6), ν ∈ Z≥0Σ. Since ν ∈ supp(Z1) ∪ supp(Z2) we have

(kΛ0+ ρ, kΛ0+ ρ) = (ν+ ρ, ν+ ρ) by § 4.6. By Proposition A.3 this gives ν ∈ Z≥0Σ̇. One

readily sees that for µ ∈ Z≥0Σ̇ the coefficient of ekΛ0+ρ−µ in Z1 is equal to the coefficient

of eρ−µ in Ḋeρ = Ż2. Therefore it remains to show kΛ0 + ρ− ν ̸∈ supp(Z2 − Ż2).

It remains to verify that for any w ∈ W# such that (kΛ0 + ρ− ν) ∈ supp(Zw) we have
w ∈W [π̇#]. Combining (A.5) and (A.4) we conclude that

(kΛ0 + ρ)− w(kΛ0 + ρ) ∈ Z≥0π̇
#,

wβ ∈ −Z≥0S for each β ∈ S such that wβ ∈ −∆+.

Recall that W# is the Weyl group generated by sγ for γ ∈ π# = π̇ ∪ {α#
0 }. We will

use the following property of W#: if λ ∈ h∗ is such that (λ, γ) ≥ 0 for all γ ∈ π# and

(λ, α#
0 ) > 0, then λ − yλ ∈ Zπ̇ for y ∈ W# is equivalent y ∈ W [π̇]. Using this property

we obtain w ∈ W [π̇#] if (kΛ0 + ρ, α#
0 ) > 0.

If ρ = 0, then h∨ = 0, so kΛ0 + ρ = kΛ0 for k ≥ 1. Therefore (kΛ0 + ρ, α#
0 ) > 0.
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If ρ ̸= 0, then property (c) holds, so (ρ, α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ ∆+. Since α#
0 ̸∈ ∆̇ we have

α#
0 − α0 ∈ ∆+, so

0 = (kΛ0 + ρ, α#
0 ) ≥ k + (ρ, α#) ≥ k + (ρ, α0) = k +

1

2
(α0, α0).

This gives k = (α0, α0) = 0 and h∨ ̸= 0 (since k ̸= −h∨).
This completes the proof for all cases except for k = 0 and ∆ from the following list:

B(n|n)(1), B(n+ 1|n)(1), D(n+ 2|n)(1), A(2n|2n− 1)(2), A(2m|2m+ 1)(2).

For the remaining cases the required formula is reduced to the implication

(A.8) w ∈ StabW# ρ, wS ⊂ ∆+ =⇒ w ∈ W [π̇#]

which can be easily verified case-by-case (see an argument for B(n+ 1|n)(1) below).
For k = 0 the required formula is a particular case of Denominator Identity established

in [9], [43] and the implication (A.8) was verified in all cases except for the case B(n +
1|n)(1) which was not properly treated. Below we give an argument for this case.

For ∆ = B(n+ 1|n)(1) we have

S = {δi − εi+1}ni=1, ρ = Λ0 +
1

2

n+1∑
i=1

εi −
1

2

n∑
i=1

δi

and π# = {ε1−ε2, ε2−ε3, . . . , εn−εn+1, εn+1; δ−ε1−ε2} has the Dynkin diagram of type

B
(1)
n+1. The group StabW# ρ is generated by sα for α ∈ π# \ {εn+1}. The Dynkin diagram

corresponding to π# \ {εn+1} is of type Dn+1:

π# \ {εn+1} = {ϵi − ϵi+1}ni=1 ∪ {ϵn + ϵn+1} for ϵi :=
δ

2
− εn+2−i (i = 1, . . . , n+ 1).

Thus the group StabW# ρ acts on {ϵi}n+1
i=1 by signed permutations changing even number

of signs. Fix w ∈ StabW# ρ is such that wS ⊂ ∆+. If w changes some signs, then
w(ϵn+2−i) = −ϵn+2−j for some i ̸= 1 (since w changes at least two signs), which gives
wεi = δ − εj that is w(δi−1 − εi) = δi−1 + εj − δ ∈ ∆−, a contradiction. Therefore w lies
the group of permutations of {ϵi}n+1

i=1 . If w ̸= Id, then w(ϵn+2−i) = ϵn+2−j for some j < i
which gives w(δi−1−εi) = δi−1−εj ∈ ∆−, a contradiction. Hence w = Id. This completes
the proof. □

Appendix B

The goal of this section is to justify the definition of integral root system ∆λ given
in § 4.1.1. The main result of this section is Theorem B.6.

In this section g is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra and ∆re(g) is the set
of real roots. As in Appendix A we will use the same notation for ∆re and for g (for
example, A(2|2) stands for ∆(gl(3|3)). As above, if g is affine, we denote by δ the minimal
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imaginary root and let cl be the canonical map from C∆re(g) to C∆re(g)/Cδ. If g is finite-
dimensional, we let cl be the identity map on C∆re(g).

B.1. First consider the case when g is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra. For non-
critical λ ∈ h∗ the integral root systems ∆λ = {α ∈ ∆re| ⟨λ, α∨⟩ ∈ Z} are well-known, see
for example, [40],[42], [38]. In this case R ⊂ ∆re is called a root subsystem if sαβ ∈ R for
any α, β ∈ R. Clearly, ∆λ is a root subsystem.

If R is a root subsystem, then setting R+ := R ∩∆+ and

(B.1) Σ(R) := {α ∈ R| sα(R+ \ {α}) ⊂ R+},

we have

(a) Σ(R) is the set of indecomposable elements in R+, see, for example, [38], Lemma
2.2.8.

(b) The matrix (⟨α∨, β⟩)α,β∈Σ(R) is a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix, pos-
sibly of countable rank, loc. cit. Lemma 2.2.10.

(The set Σ(R) is a base ofR+ if ∆ is finite; if ∆ is affine, Σ(R) could be linearly dependent).

By (b), (⟨α∨, β⟩)α,β∈Σ(R) is the Cartan matrix of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra
(possibly of countable rank), which we denote by gλ. From [28] it follows that if λ− ρ is
a non-critical weight, then

(∗) L(ν − ρ) lies in the same block as L(λ− ρ) ⇐⇒ ν ∈W [∆λ]λ

(where W [∆λ] is the subgroup of GL(h∗) generated by sα for α ∈ ∆λ). P. Fiebig proved
that the structure of non-critical block in the category OΣ(g) depends only on W [∆λ] and
its action on the highest weights, see [7], Theorem 4.1.

A similar construction works for symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras in the case
when λ is typical, i.e. (λ + ρ, α) ̸= 0 for all α ∈ ∆iso; in particular, this works if g is
anisotropic (however, to the best of our knowledge, Fiebig’s results have not been extended
to anisotropic Kac-Moody superalgebras).

In this section we consider indecomposable symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras.
By [21], [46] all these superalgebras are anisotropic, finite-dimensional or affine. In order
to define ∆λ rigorously we introduce the notion of a real root system, using the axioms
given by V. Serganova for generalized finite root systems in [45], and then take ∆λ to be
the minimal real root system containing real roots which are ”integral” for λ. By contrast
with the anisotropic case, it is not true that, for affine Kac-Moody superalgebras, a real
root subsystem R is isomorphic to the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra. By
Serganova’s classification [45] this is ”almost true” if R is finite (then R is isomorphic
to the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra or psl(n|n) for n ≥ 3)–this can be
easily deduced from Serganova’s classification [45]. However, if a finite real root system
R is a subset of the root system of a Kac-Moody superalgebra g, then R is isomorphic to



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 83

the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra g′, see Proposition B.6.7 (i) below (i.e.,
R is not isomorphic to the root system of psl(n|n)).

Unfortunately in the affine case the set of real roots of the Kac-Moody superalgebra
of type A(2|1)(2) contains a subsystem R of type A(1|1)(2) which is not a contragredient
Lie superalgebra, see § B.5 below. This example indicates that the real roots of the Kac-
Moody superalgebra could not be singled out by a set of ”inheritable” axioms (see § B.2.4)
since R is the intersection of the set of real roots ∆re(sl(2|4)(2)) with a subspace (spanned
by ε1, δ1 and δ).

In this section we prove Theorem B.6 asserting that ∆λ is isomorphic to the set of
real roots of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra gλ (possibly of countable rank) if
all indecomposable components of ∆λ are not isomorphic to A(1|1)(2) (this automatically
holds if g ̸= A(2m − 1|2n − 1)(2), see B.13 below). Using [28], property (*) can be
generalized to symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras: by [10], Theorem 4.8, if λ− ρ is
a non-critical weight, then

L(ν − ρ) lies in the same block as L(λ− ρ) ⇐⇒ ν ∈ W [∆λ](λ+ ZSλ),
where Sλ is an arbitrary maximal iso-set orthogonal to λ+ ρ, see § B.4 below.

B.1.1. Remark. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra and E ⊂ C∆re(g) be a
vector subspace such that R := E ∩∆re(g) is non-empty. Then R satisfies axioms (GR0),
(GR1) from B.2.3 below. Consider the subalgebra gR generated by gγ for γ ∈ R.

Let Σ(R) be as in (B.1). Set A′ := (⟨α∨, β⟩)α,β∈Σ(R). Consider the Kac-Moody algebra
g(A′) with the set of simple roots Σ′. Let ϕ be the natural bijection of Σ′ and Σ(R). The
algebra t := [g(A′), g(A′)] is generated by g(A′)±α for α ∈ Σ′ which leads to an algebra
homomorphism ψ : t → gR which maps g(A′)±α′ for α′ ∈ Σ′ to g±ϕ(α′).

By [38], ΣR coincides with the set of indecomposable elements in R ∩ ∆+ and R =
W [ΣR]ΣR. The latter gives ψ(tγ′) ⊂ gϕ(γ′). Since dim gγ = 1 for all γ ∈ R, the map
ψ : t → gR is surjective.

The above argument can be adapted to anisotropic symmetrizable Kac-Moody superal-
gebras, see Proposition B.8. For symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras with isotropic
roots we can not define Σ(R) by formula (B.1), but we can take Σ(R) consisting of the
indecomposable elements in R∩∆+. Taking A′ as above and τ ′ corresponding to the set of
odd roots in Σ(R), we can construct a Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A′, τ ′), and introduce
t, ψ. From Proposition B.6.7 below it follows that the map ψ : t → gR is surjective except
for the case when g is of the type A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) and R ∼= A(1|1)(2) (for example, we
can take R spanned by δ, ε1 and δ1). In the latter case g(A′, τ ′) ∼= gl(2|2), so t ∼= sl(2|2)
is finite-dimensional while gR is infinite-dimensional.

B.2. Real root systems. In this section we will consider various generalizations of the
notion of a root system. We consider a complex vector space L endowed by a complex
valued symmetric bilinear form (−,−) (our main example is L = C∆).
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B.2.1. We denote by Lm,n the vector space spanned by mutually orthogonal vectors
εi, δj, δ for i = 1, . . . ,m, j = 1, . . . , n satisfying

(εi, εi) = −(δi, δi) ̸= 0, (δ, δ) = 0

(thus the kernel of the bilinear form (−,−) is spanned by δ).

B.2.2. Definition. We say that R′ ⊂ L′ is a quotient of R ⊂ L if there exists a linear
map ψ : CR → CR′, which is compatible with the bilinear forms and ψ(R) = R′. We say
that R′ is a bijective quotient5 of R if the restriction of ψ to R gives a bijection between
R and R′, and we say that R and R′ are isomorphic if ψ : CR → CR′ is bijective.

Note that, under this convention the root systems of sl(n|n) and of gl(n|n) are isomor-
phic; moreover, ∆(psl(n|n)) is a bijective quotient of ∆(gl(n|n)) for n ≥ 3 (∆(psl(2|2)) is
not a bijective quotient of ∆(sl(2|2)) since the preimage of each isotropic root contains
two roots).

B.2.3. We will consider the following axioms for a subset R of L (for α, β ∈ R):

(GR0) R ̸= ∅, 0 ̸∈ R, −R = R, and ZR is a free module of finite rank;

(GR1) if (α, α) ̸= 0, then 2(α,β)
(α,α)

∈ Z and (β − 2(α,β)
(α,α)

α) ∈ R;

(GR2) if (α, α) = 0 ̸= (β, α), then the set {β + α, β − α} ∩R has cardinality one;
(GR3) for any α ∈ R there exists β ∈ R such that (α, β) ̸= 0.

If R satisfies some of the above axioms, then any bijective quotient satisfies the same
axioms.

We call a set R satisfying (GR0)–(GR2) a real root system.

If R satisfies (GR0)–(GR3), then any quotient of R satisfies (GR0), (GR1), (GR3) and
the following weaker form of (GR2)

(WGR2) if α, β ∈ R are such that (α, α) = 0 ̸= (β, α), then {β + α, β − α} ∩ R̸ = ∅.

B.2.4. Inheritable properties. We call a property of R ⊂ L inheritable if for any R sat-
isfying this property and any vector space L1 ⊂ L having non-empty intersection with
R, the set R ∩ L1 satisfies this property. The properties (GR0)–(GR2) and (WGR2) are
inheritable.

B.2.5. Group W [R]. For v ∈ L such that (v, v) ̸= 0 we let sv ∈ End(L) be the reflection

sv(u) = u− 2(u,v)
(v,v)

v. For any R ⊂ L we denote by W [R] the subgroup of End(L) which is

generated by the reflections sv for v ∈ R such that (v, v) ̸= 0.

If R ⊂ L satisfies (GR1), then W [R]R = R.

5In the main text we say that R′ is isometric to R.
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B.2.6. Notation. For each R ⊂ L we set

Ran := {v ∈ R| (v, v) ̸= 0}, Riso := {v ∈ R| (v, v) = 0}.

B.2.7. Definition. A nonempty subset R ⊂ L satisfying (GR0) is called indecomposable
if R can not be presented as a disjoint union of two nonempty mutually orthogonal sets
satisfying (GR0).

B.2.8. Remarks. The only indecomposable set satisfying (GR0)–(GR2) which does not
satisfy (GR3) is R = {±β} with (β, β) = 0, i.e. R = ∆(gl(1|1)).

We will use the following simple lemma.

B.2.9. Lemma. Let R ⊂ L be an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0) and (GR1) and
let β ∈ Riso. Then

(i) For any γ ∈ R \ {±β} there exists a chain of isotropic elements β = γ1, γ2, ...,
γs such that (γi, γi+1) ̸= 0 and (γs, γ) ̸= 0.

(ii) If R satisfies also (WGR2), then Riso = −W [R]β ∪W [R]β.

Proof. Since R is indecomposable, there exists a chain β = γ1, γ2, ..., γs such that
(γi, γi+1) ̸= 0 and (γs, γ) ̸= 0. Choosing a chain of the minimal length we obtain (γi, γj) =
0 for j − i > 1. Now, substituting γi by sγiγi−1 if γi is anisotropic, we obtain a chain of
isotropic vectors with the required properties. This establishes (i).

For (ii) take γ ∈ Riso. Consider the case when (β, γ) ̸= 0. By (WGR2) R contains
γ + β or γ − β. Without loss of generality we can assume α = γ − β ∈ R. Since β, γ are
isotropic we have (α, α) = 2(β, γ) ̸= 0, so sα ∈ W (R), and sαβ = γ. Hence γ ∈ W [R]β if
(β, γ) ̸= 0. The general case follows from (i). □

B.3. Examples. Let g(A, τ) be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra of possibly
infinite rank with the Cartan subalgebra h. The set ∆re satisfies (GR0)–(GR2) and the
isotropic roots are isotropic elements in ∆re; if g(A, τ) is indecomposable, then ∆re satisfies
(GR3) if and only if g(A, τ) ̸= gl(1|1).

B.3.1. As in § 4.1.1 for λ ∈ h∗ we introduce

Rλ = {α ∈ ∆
re | 2(λ, α) ∈ j(α, α) where j ∈ Z and j is odd if 2α ∈ ∆},

Rλ := Rλ ∪ {2α| α ∈ Rλ, 2α ∈ ∆} = Rλ ∪ {2α| α ∈ (Rλ ∩∆an
1
)}

and let ∆λ ⊂ ∆re be the minimal subset of ∆re satisfying the following properties:

(a) Rλ ⊂ ∆λ;
(b) if α, β ∈ ∆λ are such that (α, α) ̸= 0, then sαβ ∈ ∆λ;
(c) if α, β ∈ ∆λ are such that (α, α) = 0 ̸= (β, α) then ∆λ∩{α±β} = ∆re∩{α±β};
(d) if α ∈ ∆λ and 2α ∈ ∆re, then 2α ∈ ∆λ.
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Since ∆re satisfies (GR0)–(GR3), the set ∆λ also satisfies properties (GR0)–(GR3).

B.3.2. Serganova’s classification. Let R ⊂ L be a finite indecomposable set satisfy-
ing (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2), and such that the restriction of (−,−) to CR is non-
degenerate. By [45], if R satisfies (GR2), then R is isomorphic to the root system of a
finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra or psl(n|n) for n ≥ 3. Moreover, if R does
not satisfy (GR2), then R is of type C(m|n) or BC(m|n) (with m,n ≥ 1), defined by

C(m|n) = {±2εi;±2δj;±εi ± δj}1≤j≤n1≤i≤m, BC(m|n) := C(m|n) ∪ {±εi;±δj}1≤j≤n1≤i≤m,

where {εi}mi=1∪{δj}nj=1 is an orthogonal basis in CR such that with (εi, εi) = −(δj, δj) ̸= 0
for all i, j. The root system ∆(psl(2|2)) is of type C(1|1).

B.3.3. For other examples of sets satisfying (GR0)–(GR2) see B.12 below.

B.4. Iso-sets. Let R satisfy (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2). We call a subset S ⊂ R iso-set
if S = −S and (S, S) = 0. Iso-sets are ordered by inclusion. For v ∈ L we denote by Amax

v

the collection of maximal iso-sets orthogonal to v.

B.4.1. Lemma. Let R be a finite set satisfying (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2), and let
S, S ′ ∈ Amax

v . Then there exists w ∈ StabW [R](v) such that S ′ = w(S).

Proof. We proceed by induction in the cardinality of S ′ \S. Let α ∈ S ′ \S. Then S ∪{α}
is not an iso-set, so there exists β ∈ S such that (α|β) ̸= 0. This implies that α + β or
α − β lies in R; without loss of generality we can assume γ = α − β ∈ R. Obviously,
(γ, γ) ̸= 0 so sγ ∈ W [R]. The formula sγ(x) = x− 2(x, γ)/(γ|γ) implies that sγ preserves
v and S ∩ S ′, and sγ(α) = β. This implies the claim. □

We will use the following corollary.

B.4.2. Corollary. Let ∆re be the set of real root of an indecomposable symmetrizable
finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. Let β1, . . . , βs ∈ ∆re be mutually
orthogonal isotropic roots such that (cl(βi) ± cl(βj)) ̸= 0 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Then the
set {cl(βi)}si=1 is linearly independent.

Proof. If s = 1 the claim holds, so we may (and will) assume that s > 1.

The set cl(∆re) is a finite set satisfying (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2).

The set B := {± cl(βi)}si=1 is an iso-set containing 2s elements. Using Lemma B.4.1
for v = 0 we conclude that B is W [R]-conjugated to a subset of any maximal iso-set S in
cl(∆re). The set cl(∆re) is not of types D(2|1, a), G(3) and F (4) (for these types any two
non-proportional isotropic roots are non-orthogonal, which contradicts to s > 1). Using
the standard notation for A(m − 1|n − 1), B(m|n), D(m|n) and the notation of § B.3.2
for BC(m|n), C(m|n), we can choose a maximal iso-set S of the form {±(εi − δi)}di=1
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for d := min(m,n). Since the vectors {(εi − δi)}di=1 are linearly independent, the set
{cl(βi)}si=1 is linearly independent. □

B.4.3. Remark. Corollary B.4.2 implies that ∆re(g) does not contain ∆(psl(n|n)), since
∆(psl(2|2)) does not satisfy (GR3), and, for n > 2, the set ∆(psl(n|n)) contains isotropic
roots βi := εi − δi with

n∑
i=1

βi = 0. By Corollary B.4.2, cl(βi) = ± cl(βj) for some i ̸= j

which is impossible since (βi ± βj,∆(psl(2|2)) ̸= 0.

B.5. Real root system A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2). Take Lm,n as in § B.2.1 and consider the
subset

Rm,n = {±εi ± εj,±δi ± δj, 2Zδ ± 2δi, (2Z− 1)δ ± 2εi}1≤i̸=j≤n
⋃

{Zδ ± εi ± δj}1≤i,j≤n.

Note that Rp,q = Rm,n ∩ Lp,q for m ≥ p, n ≥ q. The set Rm,n satisfies (GR0)–(GR4). We
will denote this set by A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2). If (m,n) ̸= (1, 1), then A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) is
isomorphic to the set of real roots of the corresponding affine Kac-Moody superalgebra.

B.5.1. Let us show that

A(1|1)(2) = {Zδ ± ε1 ± δ1, 2Zδ ± 2δ1, (2Z− 1)δ ± 2ε1}

is not isomorphic to the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra. Suppose the con-
trary, i.e. that A(1|1)(2) = R1,1 is isomorphic to ∆re(g′) for some Kac-Moody superalgebra
g′.

The set Σ1,2 := {δ− 2ε1, ε1− δ1, δ1− δ2, 2δ2} is a base of R1,2 which is of type A(3|1)(2).
Take ω : ZΣ1,2 → R given by ω(α) = 1 for all α ∈ Σ1,2. Then ω(α) ∈ Z ̸=0 for all
α ∈ R2,1. Define a triangular decomposition of g′ via ω (see § 2.10.1). By Hoyt-Serganova
classification [21],[46], g′ is a symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody superalgebra (since ∆re(g′)
is an infinite indecomposable set). By [16], Theorem 0.4.3, the triangular decomposition
of g′ admits a base Σ′ and g′ = g(A′, τ ′), where A′ is the Gram matrix of Σ′ and τ ′ is
the set of odd roots in this base. The set Σ′ coincides with the set of indecomposable
elements in {α ∈ R1,1| ω(α) > 0}. Since {α ∈ R1,1| ω(α) > 0} is equal to

{Z>0δ ± ε1 ± δ1, 2Z>0δ ± 2δ1, (2Z>0 − 1)δ ± 2ε1} ∪ {ε1 ± δ1, 2δ1},

one has Σ′ = {δ − 2ε1, ε1 − δ1, 2δ1}. The Gram matrix of Σ′ is A′ =

 4 −2 0
−2 0 2
0 2 −4

.

We have τ ′ = {2}, since a22 = 0 (so 2 ∈ τ ′) and 2a12
a11

,2a32
a33

are odd integers (so 1, 3 ̸∈ τ ′).

Thus (A′, τ ′) is the Cartan datum of A(1|1), so g′ = g(A′, τ ′) = gl(2|2). However, the set
∆re(gl(2|2)) is finite, so R1,1 is not isomorphic to a quotient of this set.
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B.5.2. Assume that ∆λ has an indecomposable component R which is isomorphic to
A(1|1)(2). Let us show that the bijection R ∼= A(1|1)(2) preserves the parity. Indeed, the
roots of the form Zδ′ ± ε′1 ± δ′1 are isotropic, so they are odd. All other roots in R are
non-isotropic. If R contains a non-isotropic odd root α, then 2α ∈ R. However, for any
non-isotropic root α ∈ R we have 2α ̸∈ R. Therefore all non-isotropic roots in R are even.
Hence the bijection between R and A(1|1)(2) preserves the parity.

B.6. Theorem. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra of finite rank and
let λ ∈ h∗.

(i) If ∆λ is a bijective quotient of ∆re(g′), where g′ is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody
superalgebra of at most countable rank, then the bijection ∆λ → ∆re(g′) preserves
the parity.

(ii) If ∆λ does not contain isotropic roots, then ∆λ is a bijective quotient of the system
of real roots of an anisotropic symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g′ of at most
countable rank.

(iii) If g is a finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra, then g′ is as well. If g is
an affine symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra and each indecomposable com-
ponent R of ∆λ is not of type A(1|1)(2), then ∆λ is isomorphic to ∆re(g′), where
g′ =

∏
i∈I

g′i and each g′i is either finite-dimensional or affine symmetrizable Kac-

Moody superalgebra. Moreover, the set I is finite if (λ, δ) ̸= 0.
(iv) If ∆λ has an indecomposable component of type A(1|1)(2), then g is of the type

A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2) and (λ, δ) = p
q
, where p, q are coprime integers and q is odd

(see § 3.5 for the normalization).

B.6.1. Remark. Theorem B.6 was stated in [14] without proof and the case A(1|1)(2) was
not excluded.

B.6.2. Proof of (i). Let ψ : C∆λ → C∆re(g′) be the linear map which gives the bijection
∆λ → ∆re(g′).

Take an odd root α ∈ ∆λ. If α is isotropic, then ψ(α) is isotropic, so it is odd. If α is
anisotropic, then, by (d) in § B.3, 2α ∈ ∆λ. Then 2ψ(α) ∈ ∆re(g′), so ψ(α) is odd.

Take an even root α ∈ ∆λ. By Lemma B.2.9, ∆λ contains an isotropic β such that
(β, α) ̸= 0. By (c) in § B.3, ∆λ contains β − α or β + α. Without loss of generality we
can assume β − α ∈ ∆λ. Since β is odd and α is even, β − α is odd. By above, ψ(β) and
ψ(β − α) are odd, so ψ(α) is even. □

B.6.3. Assume that R ⊂ ∆re(g) satisfies (GR0)–(GR2) and each indecomposable com-
ponent Ri of R is a bijective quotient of the system of real roots of a symmetrizable
Kac-Moody superalgebra g′i of at most countable rank. Then R is a bijective quotient
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of ∆re(g′), where g′ =
∏
i

g′i is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g′ of at most

countable rank.

B.6.4. Proof of (ii). This statement follows from § B.6.3 and Proposition B.8 (i) below.

B.6.5. Lemma. Let g be a symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. Then for
each λ ∈ h∗ the set ∆λ has finitely many indecomposable components not isomorphic to
∆(sl(1|1)). If (λ, δ) ̸= 0, then the set ∆λ has finitely many indecomposable components.

Proof. Set Rλ,i := ∆λ,i ∩ Rλ. Note that (∆λ,i, Rλ,j) = 0 for i ̸= j ∈ I. If Rλ,i = ∅, then
for any γ ∈ ∆λi one has γ ̸∈ Rλ and (γ,Rλ) = 0 which contradicts to Lemma 4.1.4 (ii).
Hence R =

∐
i∈I Rλ,i where Rλ,i are pairwise orthogonal non-empty sets.

Let J be the set of indices j such that ∆λ,j ̸⊂ ∆iso.

For j ∈ J the sets ∆λj contains a non-isotropic root γj, and for j1, j2 ∈ J one has
cl(γj1) ̸= cl(γj2). Since cl(∆re) is finite, the set J is finite.

Take i ∈ I \ J . Then ∆λ,j ⊂ ∆iso. For each i ∈ I \ J fix βi ∈ Rλ,i; note that βi ∈ ∆iso

(since ∆λ,i ⊂ ∆iso), so (λ, βi) = 0 (by definition of Rλ).

Let us show that ∆λ,i is the root system of sl(1|1) for each i ∈ I \ J . Indeed, if ∆λ,i ̸=
{±βi}, then ∆λ,i contains β which is not orthogonal to βi (since ∆λ,i is indecomposable).
Then, by (GR2), ∆λ,j contains γ ∈ {βi + β, βi − β}. Since β, βi are isotropic and non-
orthogonal, γ is anisotropic, a contradiction.

Suppose that I \ J is infinite. Since cl(∆re) is finite, one has cl(βi1) = cl(βi2) for some
i1, i2 ∈ I \ J , so βi1 − βi2 ∈ Z̸=0δ. Hence (λ, δ) = 0 as required. □

B.6.6. We will prove (iv) in § B.13 below. Using § B.6.3 and Lemma B.6.5 we re-
duce Theorem B.6 (iii) to the following statement which will be proved in §§ B.9– B.13
below.

B.6.7. Proposition. Let g be a finite-dimensional or affine symmetrizable Kac-Moody
superalgebra.

(i) If R ⊂ ∆re(g) satisfying (GR0)–(GR2) is indecomposable, contains an isotropic
root, and cl(R) is not isomorphic to ∆(psl(2|2)), then R is isomorphic to ∆re(g′),
where g′ is a finite-dimensional or affine symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra.

(ii) If λ ∈ h∗ and R is an indecomposable component of ∆λ and cl(R) is isomorphic
to ∆(psl(2|2)), then R is isomorphic to A(1|1)(2) and (λ, δ) = p

q
, where q is odd.

B.6.8. Remark. In [45] V. Serganova defined “generalized root systems” (GRS) as finite
sets satisfying the condition that (−,−) is non-degenerate on the span of R, and axioms
(GR0)–(GR2), and showed that any indecomposable GRS is isomorphic to the root system
of a basic classical Lie superalgebra different from psl(2|2). Several attempts to generalize
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this approach to affine Lie superalgebras were made, but, to the best of our knowledge,
root systems of affine Lie superalgebras are not singled out by a set of axioms. In [50]
M. Yousofzadeh introduced and classified the extended affine supersystems (with the
“string property” instead of the axiom (GR2)), which include root systems of affine Lie
superalgebras. Proposition B.6.7 (i) can be deduced from the classification theorem [50],
Theorem 2.2 (which is based on the Serganova’s result). Since the latter classification is
rather complicated we deduce Proposition B.6.7 (i) directly from Serganova’s result.

B.7. Gram matrices. For a finite subset α1, . . . , αs of L we denote by

Γα1,...,αs =
(
(αi, αj)

)
the corresponding Gram matrix. We will use the following fact.

B.7.1. Lemma. Let g be a symmetrizable finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody
superalgebra and let α1, . . . , αs ∈ ∆an(g) be such that (αi, αi+1) ̸= 0 for i = 1, . . . , s −
1. Then the matrix (α1, α1)

−1Γα1,...,αs is positive semidefinite and cl(α1), . . . , cl(αs) are
linearly dependent if det Γα1,...,αs = 0.

Proof. Set γi := cl(αi) and note that Γα1,...,αs = Γγ1,...,γs . Since (γi, γi+1) ̸= 0 for i =
1, . . . , s − 1, the vectors γ1, . . . , γs lie in the same indecomposable component of the set
cl(∆an). These components are the sets of real roots of finite-dimensional anisotropic
Kac-Moody superalgebras. The restriction of the bilinear form (γ1, γ1)

−1(−,−) to the
span of such component is positive definite. This implies the statement. □

B.8. Proposition. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra, possibly of
countable rank. Let R ⊂ ∆an(g) be an indecomposable set (in the sense of Definition B.2.7)
satisfying sαβ ∈ R for all α, β ∈ R and 2α ∈ R for all odd α ∈ R. Then

(i) There exists an indecomposable symmetrizable anisotropic Kac-Moody superalge-
bra g′, possibly of countable rank, such that R is a bijective quotient of ∆(g′)re.

(ii) If g is finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, then g′ in (i) is finite-
dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, and R is isomorphic to ∆(g′)re.

Proof. If α ∈ ∆an(g), then g±α act locally nilpotently, so for each γ ∈ ∆(g), 2(α,γ)
(α,α)

is

integral and is even if α is odd. Set R+ := ∆+(g) ∩R and

(B.2) Σ′ := {α ∈ R| sα
(
R+ \ {α, 2α}

)
⊂ R+}.

Arguing as in [38] we obtain 2(α,β)
(β,β)

∈ Z≤0 for all α, β ∈ Σ′ with α ̸= β and

(B.3) R =W [Σ′]
(
Σ′

∐
{2α|α ∈ Σ′, p(α) = 1}

)
.

By above, 2(α,β)
(β,β)

is even if β is odd. Therefore the matrix A′ := (⟨α, β∨⟩)α,β∈Σ′ is a Cartan

matrix for a anisotropic symmetrizable generalized Kac-Moody superalgebra g′ with a
base Σ′′ and the parity function p′ : Σ′′ → Z2 induced by the parity function p : ∆(g) →
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Z2. Moreover, the map Σ′′ → Σ′ extends to a linear homomorphism ψ : ZΣ′′ → ZΣ′

which preserves the parity and the bilinear forms, and maps ∆
re
(g′) = W [Σ′′](Σ′′) to

R ∩∆
re
(g) =W [Σ′](Σ′). By (2.3), this implies ψ

(
∆re(g′)

)
= R. Using formula (B.3) and

the assumption that R is indecomposable, we conclude that the Dynkin diagram of Σ′′ is
connected. This establishes (i).

For (ii) assume that g is finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra.

Let us show that g′ is a Kac-Moody superalgebra, i.e. that Σ′ is finite. Indeed, if ∆ is
finite, then R is finite. If ∆ is affine, then the image of ∆ in Z∆/Zδ is finite, so, if Σ′ is

infinite, then α, α + jδ ∈ Σ′ for some j ̸= 0, but 2(α,α+jδ)
(α,α)

= 2, a contradiction (by above,

this number is non-positive). Hence Σ′ is finite, so g′ is a Kac-Moody superalgebra.

Renormalize the bilinear form on ∆(g) in such a way that (γ, γ) = 2 for some γ ∈ Σ′. By
(i), the Dynkin diagram of Σ′′ is connected. By Lemma B.7.1, the Gram matrix ΓΣ′ = ΓΣ′′

is either positive definite or positive semidefinite; the algebra g′ is finite-dimensional in
the first case and affine in the second case (see [27], Theorem 4.3 and [26]).

It remains to verify that the linear map ψ : CΣ′′ → CΣ′ is injective. Since ψ preserves
the bilinear forms, Kerψ lies in the kernel of the bilinear form on CΣ′′. In particular,
Kerψ = 0 if g′ is finite-dimensional. In the remaining case g′ is affine. Suppose the
contrary, that Kerψ ̸= 0, so Kerψ = Cδ′ where δ′ is the minimal imaginary root in ∆(g′).
Then R ∩ ∆

re
(g) = ψ(∆

re
(g′)) is a classical finite root system and Σ′ is a set of simple

roots of this root system. Thus the Cartan matrix A′ is invertible, so g′ is not affine, a
contradiction. This completes the proof of (ii). □

B.9. Set F (α). Let R ⊂ L be a set satisfying (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2). Let K be
the kernel of the restriction of (−,−) to CR. Fix any element δ0 ∈ K and let cl0 be the
canonical map cl0 : CR → CR/Cδ0. For example, if R ⊂ ∆re(g), then for δ0 = δ we have
cl = cl0. For any α ∈ R we set

F (α) := {c ∈ C| α+ cδ0 ∈ R}.
Since ZR is a free module of finite rank, we have F (α) ⊂ Za for some a ∈ C.

B.9.1. Lemma.

(i) For all α ∈ R we have 0 ∈ F (α), F (−α) = −F (α) and F (wα) = F (α) for all
w ∈W [R].

(ii) Let α ∈ R be such that (α, α) ̸= 0. Then F (α) = Za for some a ∈ C. Moreover,
for γ ∈ R the set F (γ) has a structure of Z-module with respect to the action
j ∗ c := c− j⟨γ, α∨⟩a (for j ∈ Z and c ∈ F (γ)). In particular,

⟨γ, α∨⟩F (α) ⊂ F (γ) for all α, γ ∈ R with (α, α) ̸= 0.

(iii) If β, γ ∈ R are such that

(β, β) = 0, (γ, β) ̸= 0,
(
cl0(γ)− cl0(β)

)
̸∈ cl0(R),
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then β + γ ∈ R and F (β), F (γ) ⊂ F (β + γ).

Proof. (i) follows from (GR0) and (GR1) and (iii) follows from (GR2). For (ii) take α ∈ R
such that (α, α) ̸= 0. For x ∈ F (α) we have xδ0 − α ∈ R. Thus for γ ∈ R we have

sxδ0−αsα(γ) = γ − x⟨γ, α∨⟩δ0 ∈ R,

so c ∈ F (γ) forces (c−x⟨γ, α∨⟩) ∈ F (γ). In particular, fo all x, c ∈ F (α) we have c−2x ∈
F (α). Hence F (α) is a subgroup of C. Since R ⊂ ∆ we have F (α) ⊂ Za for some a ∈ C.
By above, c− x⟨γ, α∨⟩ ∈ R. Since F (γ) contains 0 this gives ⟨γ, α∨⟩F (α) ⊂ F (γ). □

B.9.2. By (ii) we have F (α) = F (−α) for a non-isotropic α ∈ R. In §§ B.9.3–B.9.5 we
will see that the same formula holds for isotropic α if cl(R) ̸= C(1|1), using that in all
other cases any isotropic root α can be included in A(1|0), B(1|1) or BC(1|1).

B.9.3. Consider the case when cl0(R) is of type A(1|0). Take α, β ∈ R such that cl(α) =
ε1 − ε2, cl(β) = ε2 − δ1. Then α ∈ Ran, β ∈ Riso and sαβ = β + α. Let E be the span
of α, β. By Lemma B.9.1 (i), Ran = {±α + Zaδ0} for some a ∈ C. Then W [R]β =
{β + Zaδ0, β + α+ Zaδ0}. The Gram matrix Γα,β is equal to the Gram matrix Γcl(α),cl(β)

which is non-degenerate, so E ∩ Cδ0 = 0 which forces −β ̸∈ W [R]β. Using Lemma B.2.9
(ii) we obtain Riso = −W [R]β

∐
W [R]β, that is

R = {±α+ Zaδ0,±β + Zaδ0,±(β + α) + Zaδ0}.

Hence E ∩ R can be identified with A(1|0) and R = (E ∩ R) + Zaδ0 is isomorphic to
A(1|0) if aδ0 = 0 and to A(1|0)(1) otherwise.

B.9.4. Consider the case when cl0(R) is of type B(1|1), i.e.

cl0(R) = {±ε1,±ε1 ± δ1,±δ1,±2δ1}.

Take α, β ∈ R such that cl0(α) = δ1 and cl0(β) = ε1 − δ1. By Lemma B.9.1 (iii),
R contains α + β and F (α), F (β) ⊂ F (α + β). Applying Lemma B.9.1 (iii) to the
pair −β, α + β we obtain F (α + β) ⊂ F (α), that is F (α) = F (α + β). By (GR1),
sαβ = β + 2α ∈ R and F (β + 2α) = F (β) (by Lemma B.9.1 (i)). Applying Lemma B.9.1
(iii) to the pair −β, β + 2α we obtain 2α ∈ R and F (β) ⊂ F (2α). Using Lemma B.9.1
(ii) we get F (β) = F (2α) = Zc for some c ∈ C. By above, R contains ±β, ±α ±2α
and ±(β + 2α); these elements form B(1|1) and we identify this subset of R with cl0(R).
By Lemma B.9.1 (ii), F (δ1) = Za for some a ∈ C. Summarizing we have

F (ε1) = F (δ1) = Za, F (±ε1 ± δ1) = F (ε1 − δ1) = F (2δ1) = Zc ⊂ Za.

By Lemma B.9.1 (ii), for any b ∈ F (ε1 − δ1) we have (b + 2a) ∈ F (ε1 − δ1). Thus either
c = ±a or c = ±2a for a ̸= 0. In the first case R = B(1|1) + Za, that is R ∼= B(1|1) or
R ∼= B(1|1)(1); in the second case R ∼= D(2|1)(1).



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 93

B.9.5. Consider the case when R satisfies (GR2) and cl0(R) is of type BC(1|1) that is

cl0(R) = {±ε1,±ε1 ± δ1,±δ1,±2δ1,±2ε1}

where (ε1, δ1) = 0, (ε1, ε1) = −(δ1, δ1) = 1.

Take β, α in R such that cl0(β) = ε1 − δ1 and cl0(α) = δ1. Notice that R lies in the
span of α, β and δ0. We identify α, β with δ1 and ε1 − δ1. Then R contains ±δ1 and
±ε1 ± δ1. By Lemma B.9.1 (i), F (δ1) = Za for some a ∈ C. Lemma B.9.1 (ii) gives
ε1 ∈ R and F (δ1), F (ε1 − δ1) ⊂ F (ε1). Similarly, F (ε1) ⊂ F (δ1). Hence F (ε1) = Za and
F (ε1 − δ1) ⊂ Za. By Lemma B.9.1 (i),

F (ε1 − δ1) + 2Za = F (ε1 − δ1).

Therefore

(B.4) F (±ε1 ± δ1) = F (ε1 − δ1) is Za or 2Za, F (ε1) = F (δ1) = Za.

for some a ∈ C. Since R contains ε1±δ1 and satisfies (GR2), R contains either 2δ1 or 2ε1.
The case 2ε1 ∈ R reduces to the case 2δ1 ∈ R by permuting the roles of ε1 and δ1. Thus,
without loss of generality, we can (and will) assume that 2δ1 ∈ R. Applying Lemma B.9.1
(i) to the pair 2δ1 and δ1 we get 4Za ⊂ F (2δ1). On the other hand, Lemma B.9.1 (ii)
gives F (2δ1) ⊂ F (ε1 + δ1). Thus

(B.5) 4Za ⊂ F (2δ1) ⊂ F (ε1 − δ1).

Set Y := {y ∈ C| 2ε1 + yδ0 ∈ R}. Since 2ε1 ∈ cl0(R), Y is not empty. For y ∈ Y one
has

s2ε1+yδ(δ1 − ε1) = δ1 + ε1 + yδ ∈ R

so y ∈ F (ε1 − δ1). For each x ∈ F (ε1 − δ1), R contains ε1 − δ1 and ε1 + δ1 + xδ0,
so, by (GR2), the set {2ε1 + xδ0, 2δ1 + xδ0} ∩ R has the cardinality one. Therefore
F (ε1 − δ1) = F (2δ1)

∐
Y . By Lemma B.9.1 (i) we have F (2δ1) = Zc and Y = y0 +Zd for

some c, d, y ∈ C. Applying Lemma B.9.1 (i) to the pair 2ε1+yδ0 and ε1 we get 4Za ⊂ Zd.
Using (B.4) and (B.4) we obtain

4Za ⊂ Zc, c, d, y0 ∈ Za, 2a ∈ F (±ε1 ± δ1) = Zc
∐

(y0 + Zd).

This gives the following possibilities:

(1) F (2δ1) = 2Za, F (ε1 − δ1) = Za, 2ε1 + δ0 ∈ R, F (2ε1 + δ0) = 2Za
(2) F (2δ1) = 4Za, F (ε1 − δ1) = 2Za, 2ε1 + 2δ0 ∈ R, F (2ε1 + δ0) = 4Za.

We have R ∼= ∆re(g′), where g′ is of type A(2|1)(2) for (1), and of type A(2|2)(4) for (2).
We will use the following observation: if γ ∈ R is such that cl(γ) = ±2δ1, then γ/2 ∈ R

(this holds, because s/2 ∈ F (δ1) for any s ∈ F (2δ1)).
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B.9.6. Let cl0(R) be of the type A(m−1|n−1) for m,n ≥ 1 with mn > 1, or ∆(psl(n|n))
for n ≥ 3.

We consider the distinguished base {α′
i}m+n−1
i=1 in cl0(R) = A(m−1|n−1): α′

i := εi−εi+1

for i = 1, . . . ,m, α′
m+j) = δj − δj+1 for j = 1, . . . , n and α′

m := εm − δ1. Let αi ∈ R be

such that cl0(αi) = α′
i. Let E be the span of {αi}m+n−1

i=1 .

Set Ṙ := R ∩ E. Then Ṙ satisfies (GR0)–(GR2) and contains {αi}m+n−1
i=1 . The Gram

matrix of {αi}m+n−1
i=1 is the Gram matrix of {α′

i}m+n−1
i=1 . Therefore sαi for i = 1, . . . ,m +

n− 1, i ̸= m, generate the group isomorphic to W [cl0(R)]. Since any element in cl0(R) =
A(m−1|n−1) is conjugated to one of the elements in {α′

i}m+n−1
i=1 ∪{−αm}, the restriction

of cl0 to Ṙ gives a surjective map Ṙ → cl0(R). If the restriction of cl0 to CṘ is injective,
then Ṙ ∼= cl0(R).

Form ̸= n, the Gram matrix of {αi}m+n−1
i=1 is non-degenerate, so Ṙ ∼= A(m−1|n−1). For

m = n the Gram matrix of {αi}m+n−1
i=1 has a one-dimensional kernel, so Ṙ is isomorphic

to ∆(psl(n|n)) or to A(n − 1|n − 1) = ∆(gl(n|n)). Notice that if R ⊂ ∆re(g), then
Ṙ ∼= A(m− 1|n− 1), by Remark B.4.3.

B.10. Set clK(R). From now on g is an indecomposable symmetrizable finite-dimensional
or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra with the set of real roots ∆re. If g is finite-dimensional,
we set δ := 0. In all cases cl : C∆re → C∆re/Cδ is the canonical map.

From now on R ⊂ ∆re is an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0)–(GR3) and containing
an isotropic root. As before, K = {v ∈ CR| (v,R) = 0} and we let clK : CR → CR/K
be the canonical map. The bilinear form (−,−) induces a non-degenerate bilinear form
on CR/K.

B.10.1. Lemma. Let R ⊂ ∆re be an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0)–(GR3).
Then clK(R) ⊂ CR/K is a finite indecomposable set satisfying (GR0), (GR1), (WGR2)
and (GR3).

Proof. It is clear that clK(R) ⊂ CR/K is an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0), (GR1),
(WGR2) and (GR3). It remains to verify that clK(R) is finite. Suppose that R is infinite.
Since cl(∆re) is a finite set, one has cl(α) = cl(γ) for some α, γ ∈ R, so δ ∈ CR. Then
δ ∈ K, so clK can be decomposed as clK = cl′K ◦ cl, where cl′K : CR/Cδ → CR/K is the
canonical map. Since cl(R) ⊂ cl(∆re) is a finite set, clK(R) is finite. □

B.10.2. By Lemma B.10.1, clK(R) is one of the sets described in § B.3.2, i.e. clK(R) lies
in the list:

A(m− 1|n− 1) for m ̸= n, B(m|n), D(m|n), C(m|n), BC(m|n), D(2|1, a), G(3), F (4),
where m,n ≥ 1, or clK(R) ∼= ∆(psl(n|n)) for n ≥ 2. (Recall that A(n − 1|n − 1) stands
for ∆(gl(n|n))). For D(2|1, a), G(3), F (4) we set n = 1 and m = 1, 2, 3 respectively. If
clK(R) ̸= D(2|1, a), F (4), we view clK(R) as a subset of Lm,n (see § B.2.1 for notation).



(QUASI-)ADMISSIBLE MODULES OVER SYMMETRIZABLE KAC-MOODY SUPERALGEBRAS 95

B.11. Case clK(R) ̸= C(1|1). Our goal is to show that in this case R ∼= ∆re(g′). The
cases when clK(R) is A(1|0), B(1|1), BC(1|1) were treated in § B.9. Now we consider
the remaining cases, i.e. mn ≥ 2 (and mn ≥ 3 for A(m|n), since A(1|0) corresponds to
m = 2, n = 1).

B.11.1. If clK(R) ̸= D(2|1, a), F (4) we view clK(R) as a subset of Lm,n and set

E ′ := {
m∑
i=1

xiεi +
n∑
j=1

yjδj|
m∑
i=1

xi +
n∑
j=1

yj = 0, xi, yj ∈ C}.

For clK(R) = D(2|1, a) take E ′ spanned by two isotropic roots in clK(R), and for clK(R) =
F (4) take E ′ spanned by (δ1 − ε1 + ε2 − ε3)/2, ε1 − ε2 and ε2 − ε3.

One readily sees that if clK(R) ≁= ∆(psl(n|n)), then clK(R)∩E ′ ∼= A(m−1|n−1) and this
is a maximal root subsystem of type A(i|j) contained in clK(R). For clK(R) ∼= ∆(psl(n|n))
we have clK(R) ∩ E ′ = clK(R).

Let {α′
i}m+n−1
i=1 be as in § B.9.6. Fix αi ∈ R such that clK(αi) = α′

i and let E be the
span of α1, . . . , αm+n. By § B.9.6, R ∩ E contains R′ such that

R′ ∼= A(m− 1|n− 1).

B.11.2. Lemma. We have

(i) K ∩ CR′ = 0 if clK(R) ≁= ∆(psl(n|n)) for n ≥ 3;
(ii) {γ ∈ R| clK(γ) ∈ E ′} = R′ + Zaδ for some a ∈ Z.

Proof. For m ̸= n, R′ isomorphic to A(m − 1|n − 1) and the restriction of (−,−) to R′

is non-degenerate, so K ∩ CR′ = 0. Consider the case m = n. Let βi ∈ R′ be such that

clK(βi) = εi− δi. The kernel of the restriction of (−,−) to CR′ is spanned by µ :=
n∑
i=1

βi.

Therefore K ∩CR′ = K ∩Cµ. Hence the restriction of clK to R′ is injective (since n > 1,
so α− β ̸∈ Cµ if α, β ∈ R′ and α ̸= β).

If clK(R) ≁= ∆(psl(n|n)), then clK(R) is D(n|n) or B(n|n), so 2δ1 ∈ clK(R). Taking
γ ∈ R such that clK(γ) = 2δ1 we obtain (γ, βi) = (2δ1, ε1 − δ1) ̸= 0 and (γ, βi) = 0 for
i > 1, that is (µ, γ) ̸= 0, so µ ̸∈ K. Hence clK(R) ≁= ∆(psl(n|n)) forces K ∩ CR′ = 0.
This completes the proof of (i).

For (ii) recall that clK(R)∩E ′ is isomorphic to A(m− 1|n− 1) if clK(R) ≁= ∆(psl(n|n))
and clK(R) ∩ E ′ = clK(R) if clK(R) ∼= ∆(psl(n|n)). Since R′ ∼= A(m− 1|n− 1), we have
clK(R

′) = clK(R). Assume that {γ ∈ R| clK(γ) ∈ clK(R
′)} ̸= R′. Take γ ∈ R such that

clK(γ) ∈ E ′ and γ ̸∈ R′. Since clK(R
′) = clK(R), clK(γ) = clK(α) for some α ∈ R′. Set

δ0 := γ − α and define F (α) as in § B.9. Since γ ∈ R we have 1 F (α), so Z ⊂ F (α) by
§ B.9.3. Therefore cl(α + Zδ0) = cl(α) + Z cl(δ0) lies in cl(R) ⊂ cl(∆re) which is finite.
Hence cl(δ0) = 0, so δ0 ∈ Cδ. This establishes (ii). □
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B.11.3. Consider the case clK(R) = A(m − 1|n − 1). Since R′ ∼= A(m − 1|n − 1)
and mn ≥ 2, the restriction of clK to R′ is injective. Since R′ and clK(R) contain the
same number of elements, we have clK(R) = clK(R

′). By Lemma B.11.2 (ii), we obtain
R = R′ + Zjδ, so R is isomorphic to ∆re(g′) for g′ of type A(m− 1|n− 1).

B.11.4. Now consider the cases when clK(R) ≁= A(m− 1|n− 1).

Retain notation of B.11.1. Recall that R′ ∼= A(m − 1|n − 1). By Lemma B.11.2
(i), K ∩ CR′ = 0, so the span of clK(R

′) is of dimension m + n − 1. Since clK(R) ≁=
A(m − 1|n − 1), the span of clK(R) is of dimension m + n. In each case we choose
α′
m+n ∈ clK(R) which does not lie in clK(R

′): if clK(R) is B(m|n) or BC(m|n) we take
α′
m+n := δn; in other cases we take α′

m+n arbitrary.

Then we choose αm+n such that clK(αm+n) = α′
m+n. We denote by V the span of

{αi}m+n
i=1 . We set

Ṙ := V ∩R.

Since {α′
i}m+n
i=1 is a basis of clK(R) we identify CR/K with V . Then Ṙ ⊂ clK(R).

We have dimV = m + n and Ṙ ⊂ V satisfies (GR0)–(GR2) (since R satisfies these
properties). The Gram matrices of {αi}m+n

i=1 and of {α′
i}m+n
i=1 coincide and the latter is the

Gram matrix of a distinguished base of a root system which is not of type A(m−1|n−1).
Thus this matrix is invertible, so the restriction of (−,−) to V is non-degenerate. By
Serganova’s classification (§ B.3.2) Ṙ is the root system of a finite-dimensional Kac-Moody
superalgebra. Recall that

(B.6) Ṙ ⊂ R, A(m− 1|n− 1) ∼= R′ ⊊ Ṙ ⊂ clK(R), CṘ = C clK(R)

and that clK(R) is not the types A(i|j) or ∆(psl(i|i)) for all i,. If Ṙ ̸= clK(R), then
Ṙ ⊂ clK(R) is one of the following inclusions:

D(m|n) ⊂ B(m|n), D(m|n) ⊂ C(m|n), D(m|n) ⊂ BC(m|n), B(m|n) ⊂ BC(m|n).

If clK(R) is B(m|n) or BC(m|n), Ṙ contains αm+n = δn, so Ṙ is not of the typeD(m|n).
Hence clK(R) = Ṙ if clK(R) ̸= C(m|n), BC(m|n), Ṙ = D(m|n) if clK(R) ̸= C(m|n), and
Ṙ = B(m|n) if BC(m|n).

B.11.5. Take a non-zero δ0 ∈ K. By Lemma B.2.9, any isotropic root in β ∈ clK(R) is
W [Ṙ]-conjugate to a root in R′. By Lemma B.9.1, F (β) = 0 if δ0 ̸∈ Cδ and F (β) = Za
for δ0 = δ, where a is as in Lemma B.11.2 (ii).

If γ ∈ R is anisotropic, then, by Lemma B.9.1, F (γ) = Zcδ0 for some c ∈ C. Since
cl(R) ⊂ cl(∆re) is finite, cl(cδ0) = 0. We conclude that F (α) = 0 for each α ∈ R if
δ0 ∈ Cδ. Since clK(R) ⊂ V = CṘ we obtain

R ⊂ (V + Cδ).
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B.11.6. Corollary. Let ġ′ be the finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra with the
root system Ṙ. If Ṙ = clK(R), then R ∼= ∆re(g′), where g′ is either ġ′, or the affinization
of ġ′, or g′ ∼= D(m+ 1|n)(2).

Proof. By Lemma B.2.9, Ṙ contains an isotropic β such that (β, γ) ̸= 0. By §§ B.9.3,
B.9.4 we have c = ±a if clK(R)∩ (Cβ +Cγ) is of type A(1|0), and c ∈ {±a,±a/2} if this
is of type B(1|1).

If c = ±a, then R = Ṙ + Zaδ, and R = Ṙ ∼= ∆re(ġ′) if a = 0 and R ∼= ∆re(g′) where g′

is the affinization of ġ′ if a ̸= 0.

If a ̸= 0 and c ̸= ±a, then Ṙ = B(m|n) or G(3). In this case § B.9.4 gives F (αs) = Za
2

if αs ∈ Ṙ is a short root and F (α) = Za otherwise. If Ṙ = clK(R) is of type B(m|n), this
gives R ∼= ∆re(g′) where g′ = D(m+1|n)(2). If Ṙ = G(3), then, for a long root αl in G(2)
we have ⟨αl, α∨

s ⟩ = ±3, so Lemma B.9.1 (ii) gives 3F (αs) ⊂ F (αl) which contradicts to
F (αs) = Za

2
and F (αl) = Za. □

B.11.7. Case C(m|n) with mn ≥ 2. Without loss of generality we can (and will) assume
n ≥ 2. Recall that R ⊂ V ⊕ Cδ. Set δ0 := δ. By Lemma B.9.1, F (α) = Za for any
α ∈ W [Ṙ]R′ that is for all α ∈ Ṙ with α ̸= ±2δj for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Set
β = δ1 − ε1.

Applying Lemma B.9.1 (ii) to the pair β and 2δ1, we obtain F (2δ1) ⊂ Za. Since
⟨2δ1, (δ1 − δ2)

∨⟩ = 2 we get 2Za ⊂ F (2δ1). Hence F (2δ1) is Za or 2Za.
Set

Y := {y ∈ C| 2ε1 + yδ ∈ R}.
Since clK(R) = C(m|n) and R ⊂ V + Cδ, Y is not empty. For y ∈ Y one has

s2ε1+yδ(β1) = β1 + (2ε1 + yδ) = δ1 + ε1 + yδ ∈ R

so y ∈ Za (since F (δ1 + ε1) = Za). Thus Y is a non-empty subset of Za. For each i ∈ Z,
R contains ε1−δ1 and ε1+δ1+aiδ, so the set {2ε1+aiδ, 2δ1+aiδ}∩R has the cardinality
one. Therefore

Za = F (2δ1)
∐

Y.

Since F (2δ1) is Za or 2Za, and Y is non-empty, we obtain F (2δ1) = 2Za, Y = a + 2Za
and a ̸= 0.

Acting by W [Ṙ] we obtain

F (2δj) = 2Za, {y ∈ C| 2εi + yδ ∈ R}a+ 2Za
for j = 1, . . . , n and i = 1, . . . ,m. This gives

R = {α+ Zaδ| α ∈ D(m|n), α ̸= ±2δj} ∪ {±2δj + Zaδ,±2εi + aδ + 2Zaδ}
(where i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , n). Hence R ∼= ∆re(g′) for g′ = A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2).
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B.11.8. Case BC(m|n) with mn ≥ 2. Without loss of generality we can (and will)
assume n ≥ 2. By §§ B.11.4,B.11.5, R contains Ṙ ∼= B(m|n) and R ⊂ (CṘ ⊕ Cδ). Set
δ0 := δ. Using Lemma B.11.2 (ii) and the fact that F (wα) = F (α) for w ∈ W [R] and
α ∈ R we get

F (±εi ± δj) = F (±εi ± εi1) = F (±δj ± δj1) = Za
for 1 ≤ i ̸= i1 ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ̸= j1 ≤ n. Now § B.9.5 gives the following possibilities

(1) F (2δj) = 2Za, F (εi) = F (δi) = Za 2εi + δ ∈ R, F (2εi + δ) = 2Za
(2) F (2δj) = 2Za, F (εi) = F (δj) = Za/2 2εi + 2δ ∈ R, F (2εi + δ) = 2Za.

Hence R ∼= ∆re(g′), where g′ is of type A(2m + 1|2n)(2) for (1), and of type A(2m|2n)(4)
for (2).

B.12. Case clK(R) = C(1|1). Take α1, α2, and β in R such that clK(α1) = −2ε1,
clK(α2) = 2δ1, and clK(β) = ε1 − δ1. We normalize the form (−,−) by the condition
(α1, α1) = 2. Let V be the span of α1, α2 and β. Set

ξ := 2β + α1 + α2.

B.12.1. Lemma. The vectors α1, α2, β are linearly independent. If ξ is not propor-
tional to δ, then α1, α2, β and δ are linearly independent.

Proof. Since R contains β and sα2β = β +α2, one has 2β +α2 ̸∈ R (by (GR2)), so ξ ̸= 0.

Notice that the kernel of the Gram matrix of α1, α2, β, δ is spanned by ξ and δ. Since
ξ ̸= 0, the vectors α1, α2, β are linearly independent. If ξ is not proportional to δ, then
α1, α2, β and δ are linearly independent. □

B.12.2. The non-isotropic elements in clK(R) are± clK(αi) for i = 1, 2. Using Lemma B.9.1
we obtain

(B.7) Ran = {±α1 + Za1δ}
∐

{±α1 + Za1δ}

for some a1, a2 ∈ Z≥0.Let W
′ be the image of W [R] in GL(CR). By Lemma B.2.9 (ii),

Riso = −W ′β ∪W ′β.

Since sαisαi+sδβ = β + sδ for any s ∈ Z we have

(B.8) W ′β = {β + Zaδ, β + α1 + Zaδ, β + α2 + Zaδ, β + α1 + α2 + Zaδ},
where a ∈ Z>0 is such that Za1 + Za2 = Za (i.e., a = 0 if a1 = a2 = 0, and a is the
greatest common divisor of a1, a2 otherwise).

Since R contains β + α1, β + α2 and β + ajδ ∈ R for any j ∈ Z, (GR2) gives

(B.9) |{α1 − ajδ, ξ − α2 + ajδ} ∩R = |{α2 − ajδ, ξ − α1 + ajδ} ∩R| = 1

where |X| stands for the cardinality of X.
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B.12.3. Case ξ ̸∈ Cδ. By Lemma B.12.1, β, α1, α2, δ are linearly independent. This im-
pliesW ′β∩(−W ′β) = ∅. Moreover, ξ−αi+ajδ ̸∈ R by (B.7) for i = 1, 2. Combining (B.7)
and (B.9) we conclude a ∈ Zai for i = 1, 2, that is a = a1 = a2. Hence

R = {±αi + Zaδ, ±β + aδ, ±(β + αi + Zaδ), ±(β + α1 + α2) + Zaδ}i=1,2.

Since β, α1, α2, δ are linearly independent, the map given by α1 7→ ε1 − ε2, β 7→ ε2 − δ1,
α2 7→ δ1 − δ2, aδ 7→ δ induces the isomorphism R ∼= ∆(gl(2|2)) = A(1|1) if a = 0 and
R ∼= A(1|1)(1) if a ̸= 0.

Note that cl(R) ∼= A(1|1) (∼= ∆(gl(2|2))).

B.12.4. Case a = 0. In this case a1 = a2 = 0. By Lemma B.12.1, β, α1, α2 are linearly
independent. This implies W ′β ∩ (−W ′β) = ∅ and

R = {±αi,±β,±(β + αi),±(β + α1 + α2)}i=1,2
∼= A(1|1),

where the isomorphism is the same as in § B.12.3. Note that cl(R) ∼= A(1|1) (∼=
∆(gl(2|2))).

B.12.5. Case ξ ∈ Cδ, a ̸= 0. Then ξ = dδ for some d ∈ Z̸=0.

Recall that a1, a2 ∈ Z≥0, a1 + a2 ̸= 0, and a is the greatest common divisor of a1, a2.
Combining (B.7) and (B.9) we conclude that for each j ∈ Z either aj ∈ Za2 or aj+d ∈ Za1,
and, similarly, either aj ∈ Za1 or aj + d ∈ Za2. Taking j = 0 we obtain d ̸∈ Zai for
i = 1, 2. Then aa1 + d ̸∈ Za1, so aa1 ∈ Za2. Similarly, aa2 ∈ Za1. Therefore a1, a2 ̸= 0,
so k1 := a1

a
, k2 := a2

a
are coprime positive integers. By above, ak1|k2 and ak2|k1, which

implies k1 = k2 = 1. Hence a1 = a2 = a and a ̸ |d.
Let us show that −W ′β∩W ′β = ∅. We will use formula (B.8). Take γ ∈ −W ′β∩W ′β.

Then cl(γ) = cl(wβ) for some w ∈ W ′ and w−1γ ∈ −W ′β ∩W ′β. Thus, without loss of
generality, we can assume that cl(γ) = cl(β). In this case

γ = β + j1aδ = −β + α1 + α2 + j2aδ

so 2β + α1 + α2 = dδ = (j2 − j1)aδ which contradicts to a ̸ |d.
In the light of § B.12.2 we conclude that R = R(a, d) where

(B.10) R(a, d) = {±αi + Zaδ, ±β + aδ, ±(β + αi + Zaδ), ±(β + α1 + α2) + Zaδ}i=1,2

where β = dδ−α1−α2

2
and a ̸ |d. One has R(a, d) ∼= R(a, d± 2a) (the isomorphism is given

by β 7→ β + aδ), R(a, d) ∼= R(a,−d) (the isomorphism is given by β 7→ −β, αi 7→ −αi),
so we can assume that a ≥ 2d.

One has R(2d, d) ∼= A(1|1)(2) (with the isomorphism given by α1 7→ δ−2ε1, β 7→ ε1−δ1
and α2 7→ 2δ1).

For a ̸= 2d, one has R(a, d) ≁= A(1|1)(2) (and R is not a bijective quotient of ∆re(g′) for
any g′), since for any isotropic root γ ∈ R and any non-zero δ0 ∈ K we have

F (γ) = Zxa ∪ (Za− d)x,
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where δ0 = xδ, and F (γ) forms a subgroup of C if a = 2d (or if R is a bijective quotient
of ∆re(g′)), and does not form a subgroup if a ̸= 2d.

B.12.6. Corollary. Let R ⊂ ∆re(g) be such that clK(R) ∼= C(1|1) (∼= ∆(psl(2|2)).
Then we have the following possibilities:

R ∼= A(1|1)(= ∆(gl(2|2)) cl(R) = R,
R ∼= A(1|1)(1) cl(R) ∼= A(1|1)
R ∼= A(1|1)(2) cl(R) = clK(R) ∼= C(1|1)
R ∼= R(a, d), a, d ∈ Z>0, a > 2d cl(R) = clK(R) ∼= C(1|1).

This completes the proof of Proposition B.6.7 (i).

B.13. Proof of Proposition B.6.7 (ii). Now assume that ∆λ has an indecomposable
component R such that cl(R) = C(1|1).

B.13.1. Since cl(R) does not satisfy (GR2), cl(∆re) does not satisfy (GR2), so cl(∆re) is
isomorphic either to BC(m|n) for mn ≥ 1 or to C(m|n) for mn > 1, and

cl(R) = {±2εi,±εi ± δj,±2δj}

for some i, j (1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n).

Take γ ∈ R such that cl(γ) = 2δj. Note that γ/2 ̸∈ R (since cl(γ/2) = δi ̸∈ cl(R)), so
γ/2 ̸∈ ∆λ. By Corollary 4.1.6, γ/2 ̸∈ ∆re.

If cl(∆re) ∼= BC(m|n), then cl(CR ∩ ∆re) ∼= BC(1|1), so CR ∩ ∆re is one of the real
root systems (i.e., A(2|1)(2), A(2|2)(4)) described in § B.9.5. For these root system for any
root γ satisfying cl(γ) = 2δj, γ/2 is a root (see the observation in the end of § B.9.5), so
γ/2 ∈ ∆re, a contradiction.

Hence cl(∆re) = C(m|n), so, by § B.11.7, g is of the type A(2m− 1|2n− 1)(2).

B.13.2. Set k := (λ, δ). Since (α, α) ∈ {0,±2} for any α ∈ R, we have (λ, α) ∈ Z for all
α ∈ Rλ, so (λ, α) ∈ Z for all α ∈ R.

Take a non-isotropic α ∈ R. Then (α, α) = ±2, so α+sδ ∈ ∆λ if and only if α+sδ ∈ ∆re

and (λ, α + sδ) ∈ Z. The first condition gives 2|s and the second condition gives sk ∈ Z.
Recall that R = R(a, d) for some a, d ∈ Z>0, a ≥ 2d. By (B.10), α + sδ ∈ R if and

only if a|s. We conclude that a|s is equivalent to 2|s and sk ∈ Z. Therefore a is even and
k = p

q
where p, q are coprime and either q is odd and a = 2q or q is even and a = q. Since

dδ ∈ ZR we have (λ, dδ) = dk ∈ Z. Thus d is divisible by q. Hence a = 2q and d = q.
Thus R(a, d) ∼= A(1|1)(2) and q is odd. This completes the proof of Proposition B.6.7 (ii).
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[2] D. Adamović, V. G. Kac, P. Möseneder Frajria, P. Papi, O. Perše An application of collapsing
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