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(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 A™ (resp., AY) denote the set of all
(resp., positive) real roots, and W = (s,| a € A™) 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 := {\ € b*| (A\,«) > 0 for all, but finite number of a €
AT and (A, o) # 0 for any isotropic root a}. Hereafter, for a € C we write a > 0 if either
Rea > 0 or Rea = 0 and Im a > 0. See [27], Chapters 1-5 for basic definitions and
results on Kac-Moody algebras.

For A € h* let Ry = {a € A™| (\,a¥) € Z}, let RY = Ry\N AT, and W) = (so| a €
Ry) CW. Let D =[[,en, (1— e~@)dmga he the Weyl denominator. Let L()) denote the

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

1.1. Theorem. Let A\ € b* be such that

(1.1) ApeX,

(1.2) A+ p, ) >0 forall a € RY.

Then

(1.3) e’Dch L(\) = Z (det w)e?™F°),
weWy

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 A € h* satisfies (1.1), (1.2), then
(1.4) e’Dch L(\) is Wy-anti-invariant.

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

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

(1.5) k+n >0,
where k = A(K), the level of A, and h" is the dual Coxeter number; condition (1.2) means
(1.6) A+ p,a”) €Ly forall € AT,

or, equivalently, that A 4 p is the maximal element in its W-orbit. It follows from the
character formula (1.3) that e ch L()) is a ratio of Jacobi forms for a suitable constant
a, having non-positive weight if A\ is quasi-admissible, and zero weight if )\ is admissible
(see [30]). Thus, the (normalised) character of the g-module L(\) with admissible highest
weight A 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, 1), 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 € 7, and 7 is the set of indices, for which the Chevalley generators
e; and f; are odd. For these superalgebras, Theorem 1.1 still holds, with the following
change in the definition of Ry (see [29], Section 6): let A and A, denote the sets of
even and odd real roots, and let Ry = Ry.c, U Rx;0q4, Where

R)\§6U - {Oé € AI;Z <)‘ + P, aV> € Za a/2 g Are}a R)\;odd - {Oé € Af)?id| <)‘ + P, aV> S Zodd}-

1.4. Let Q.4 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 Ouqm 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(kAg) carries a structure of a simple vertex algebra Vi (g). A number k € C is called an
admissible level for g and Vj(g) if kAg is an admissible weight.

For a simple Lie algebra g an admissible level k£ of the corresponding non-twisted affine
Lie algebra g and the simple vertex algebra Vi(g) is of the form k = —hY + g, where p
and ¢ are coprime positive integers, and k is either principal, when ¢ is coprime with the
lacety 7V of g and p > hY, or subprincipal, when ¢ is divisible by ¥ > 1 and p > h, where
hY and h are the dual Coxeter number and the Coxeter number of g respectively [34].
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An admissible weight A is called principal (resp., subprincipal) admissible if its level k is
principal (resp,. subprincipal) admissible and R) is isometric to Rya,. (Subsets S and S;
of vector spaces with symmetric bilinear forms are called isometric if there exists a linear
map 1, preserving the bilinear forms, of the span of S to the span of S, which restricts
to a bijection between S and S ')

Adamovi¢ and Milas in [1] proved for g = 5[&1), that for k, such that kA, is an admissible
weight for g, a g-module L()) is actually a Vj(g)-module if and only if A 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 kA is an admissible weight of a non-twisted
affine Lie algebra g. Then an irreducible highest weight g-module L()) is a Vi (g)-module
if and only if A is an admissible weight of level &, such that R} is isometric to Rj,.

This theorem was extended to the only anisotropic simple Lie superalgebras g, 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 ¢ x ¢ matrix A = (a;;) over C one associates a Lie algebra g(A)
with Cartan subalgebra h and Chevalley generators e;, f;, i = 1..., ¢, described in [27],
Chapter 1, and called a contragredient Lie algebra. Given a subset 7 C {1,...,¢}, one
associates to the pair (A, 7) a contragredient Lie superalgebra by letting the e; and f;
with ¢ € 7 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 a;; # 0 for all i.

If a; = 0 for some i, then the Lie superalgebra g(A,7) can be given another structure
of a contragredient Lie superalgebra by applying the odd reflexion, corresponding to the
index i. The superalgebra g(A, 7) is called a Kac-Moody superalgebra if all contragredient
Lie superalgebra structures, obtained from it by a sequence of odd reflexions, are integrable
and a;; # 0 for i ¢ 7 for all of them [46].

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

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

INotice that, in our definition, the relation ”S is isometric to S;” is transitive, but not symmetric,
since the map 1 may have a non-zero kernel.
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(a) finite-dimensional, classified in [25];

(b) anisotropic, i.e. those integrable g(A,7) for which all the diagonal entries of A
are non-zero, studied in [26];

(¢) 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(A), such that A\ satis-
fies (1.5), (1.6) and, in addition, QR, = QA™, 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 S Ls(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]. Tt was shown in these papers that, though modular
invariance fails, for a modification of the characters of these modules it is restored.

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

(1.7) De? ch L(\) is Wy-anti-invariant.

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

(1.8) A 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 D e~ ch L(\) with respect to the group W, N W{r]
where 7 stands for the set of simple roots of the ”"largest” component of Ag.

Condition (1.8) means that 2(A+p, a) # (o, ) for all positive imaginary roots «. For a
(symmetrizable) affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, this simply means that k is a non-critical
level: k+ hY # 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 A conditions (1.2)
and (1.7) are actually equivalent.

1.11. Our main results are the following:

e Theorem B.6, stating that for any non-critical A € h* of a Kac-Moody superal-
gebra g each indecomposable component of the "integral root system” Ay, is
the set of real roots of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g’, unless this
component is of type A(1]1)? (which may happen only if g = A(2m—1[2n—1)?).
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e Theorem 5.5.3, stating that quasi-admissibility of a g-module L(\) is equivalent

to partial integrability (i.e., integrability with respect to the "largest” component
of g5) of the g'-module L'()\'), where g’ is a Kac-Moody superalgebra, if Ay,
does not have indecomposable components of type A(1]1)®.

e 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)™):

e For g = A(m|n)V, D(mn)® ((m,n) # (2,1)), G(3)V, F(4)V any admissible

1.11.1.

level is principal admissible and is of the form k = —hv+§, where p, ¢ are coprime
positive integers, p > h", and ¢ is coprime with the lacety of 7 (i.e. ¢ is odd for
F(4)W, D(m|n)® with n > m, and q is not divisible by 3 for G(3)(").

Let g = B(m|n)™") with m < n (so that h¥ = n—m+ 3). The level k is principal
admissible if and only if k = —hY + %, where p, g are coprime odd positive integers
and p > 2hY. If m # 0 and (m,n) # (1,1), then any admissible level is principal
admissible. For B(0|n)"), k is subprincipal admissible if and only if k = —h" + £,
where p, q are coprime positive integers, pq is even and p > n. For B(1|1)", k
is subprincipal admissible if and only if &k = —h" + 2%, where p, ¢ are coprime
positive integers and p is even.

Let g = B(m|n)® with m > n > 0 (so that hY = 2(m —n) — 1). The level k is
principal admissible if and only if k = —hY + §, where p, g are coprime positive
integers, ¢ is odd, and p > hY. The level k is subprincipal admissible if and only if
k=—h"+ §> where p, g are coprime positive integers, ¢ is even, and p > 2(m—mn).

Comment. The conditions on p can be unified by the formula: p > u, where u is

the dual Coxeter number of g’ for kAg+ p. If k is principal admissible, then Agy 4, =2 A™
sou=h.

It turns out that if £ is subprincipal admissible, then Aja 4, can be described as follows:
we recall that the set of simple roots for g takes the form ¥ = ¥ U {§ — 8} where ¥ is
the set of simple roots for g and 6 is the maximal root for g; the set of simple roots for g’
is of the form ¥ U {§ — 0’} where ¢’ is a short root. We have the following table (where
g stands for the Langlands dual of g - the Dynkin diagram of g* is obtained from the
Dynkin diagram of g by reversing all arrows):

g [ BY [ [&PV[EP ] Bom)® B(m|n)®,m >0
g | DY, [ AD [ DY | EY | A(02n — 1)@ D(m + 1|n)®
2 2 3 2
o [ A [ D, (DT BT - -
u || 2m 2m 6 12 n—% ”’Qmifan,m—nifm>n
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For n > 0 the Dynkin diagram obtained from the Dynkin diagram of B(m|n)®") by
reversing all arrows is not the Dynkin diagram of a Kac-Moody superalgebra, so g is

not defined in this case. Notice that Agﬁi_l, D,ﬁ_l have the same dual Coxeter number

(=2n), so u = h"'F is the dual Coxeter number of g* in all cases except for B(m|n)®
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.

N,, Q(N) , O™ base for a triangular decomposition, Oy, R(X), O, Ofr 2.10
Weyl denominator D 2.11.1
reflexion:=r,% 2.3.3
spine:=Sp, principal roots:=%,,, Weyl group:=W 2.8
roots real:=A™, A", isotropic:=A™°, non-isotropic:=A"; imaginary:=A™ 2.8
the Weyl vector p 2.9
WE], natural action of the Weyl group 2.11
non-critical weight, non-critical module, short root 3.2
Ry, Ry, Ay 4.1.1
Ay 4.2
b 4.2.2
L,g 4.3
U(N) 4.6
m-integrable 5.1.1
G 5.1.8
Prs Dy 5.4.1
cl, 7%, A# 6.1
1% 6.1.1
(principal) admissible level 6.4
V(g), Vi(9), O(g)*, 0™ (g)*, o 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
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2. CONTRAGREDIENT LIE SUPERALGEBRAS g(A,7)

2.1. Definition of g(A, 7). Let I be an index set, which we assume to be finite, unless
otherwise stated, and let A = (a;j); jer be a matrix with entries in C. A triple (h, X, 3V),
such that b is a vector space, ¥ = {a; }ier (resp., XY = {h;}ies) is a linearly independent
subset of h* (resp., b), such that

Oéj(hi) = CLij, Z,j < ],
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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 b = |I| + corankA.

Let 7 be a subset of I. Define the Lie superalgebra g(A, 7) generated by elements e;, f;,
1 € I, and b, where b consists of even elements and e;, f; are even if and only if i & 7,
subject to the following relations (7,5 € I):

21 (a) [h,h'] =0 for h,h € b; [h,e] = ai(h)e;, [h, fi] = —ai(h)f; for h € b;
21) () e, f3] = 0iha

Let J(A,7) be the sum of all ideals of g(A, 7), intersecting b trivially, and let
9(A, 7) :=g(A, 7)/J(A, 7).

This is called the contragredient Lie superalgebra with the Cartan datum (A, 7). Elements
ei, fi, i € I are called the Chevalley generators. The Lie algebras g(A, () were introduced
in [24], and the general g(A, 7) in [25].

Note that replacing each h; by b;h;, where b; are non-zero numbers, produces an iso-
morphic contragredient Lie superalgebra, whose Cartan matrix is Ay = diag(b;);c;A. The
Cartan matrices A and A; are called equivalent.

We will follow [27], Chapters 1 and 2 on basic properties of g(A), they remain valid for
9(A, 7), 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, 1) =n"@bhen,
where n~ (resp., n") is generated by f; (resp., €;), i € I. Furthermore, n™ and n~ are
normalized by the Cartan subalgebra b, so that we have the root space decomposition:

= @ g whereg, = {ac gl [ha] = a(h)a).
aEEAT (D)

The set AT(X) = {a € b*| 0 # g, C n'} is called the set of positive roots, corresponding
to the base X, and the set A = —AT(X)[JAT(X) is the set of all roots. Note that
AT(X) = ANZsX, and that dim g, < oo for all @ € A. The set X is called a base of A.

We define a linear map p : ZA — Zy given by p(o;) = 1if i € 7 and p(«a;) = 0 if
i ¢ 7. Then all vectors in g, are even (resp., odd) if p(a) = 0 (resp., p(a) = 1). Thus
A=Ag[IAT

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

les, €] =0 =[fs, fs] ifs €T and as, =0, hence (ade,)? = (ad f,)? = 0.
les,es] 0 and [fs, fs] 0 if s € 7 and ags # 0.

[62‘, j] =0= [f” f]] Zf Ay = 0= Qi and i 7é ]

[e:, €]

Cb
w
®

@

d)  [ei,ej] #0 and [fi, ;] #0 ifai; #0 and i # j.
Proof. For all s € 7 and j € J we have [f}, [es, es]] = —2d5jasses in g(A, 7), so [es, es] €
J(A,7) if and only if ags = 0. This proves (a) and (b). The proof of (c¢) and (d) is
similar. 0

2.3.2. Proposition. Suppose that s € T is such that ass = 0 and as; = 0 implies
ajs = 0. Then the Lie superalgebra g(A,T) carries another structure of a contragredient
Lie superalgebra g(A’,7") with the same by, and new Chevalley generators e, fI (i € I)
gwen by €, = e;, fl == fi ifas; = 0 and j # s, €, == fs, fI = es, and €, = [es, €],
fl=1fs, fi] if as; #0. One has

T={ieT|ay £0}U{i e I\ 7| ay #0},
Z/: {_QS}U{ail (S ]7 Z.#S: Qg :O}U{az+as| 1€ ]aa'si #0}7
(XY = {h.}ier, where b, = h; if ag; =0, h;= (—1)1"(6”)((11-8hS + asih;) if ag # 0.

Proof. One readily sees that the sets 3’ and (X')¥ are linearly independent.

Let us verify that g(A,7) is generated by the new Chevalley generators and h. Let
p be the subalgebra generated by b and e}, f/ for i € I. For all i # s € I we have
les, [fs, fill = —asifi, so [fL, fl] = —agfi if as; # 0. Therefore f; € p for all i € I.
Similarly, e; € p for all i € I, so p = g(A, 7).

The relations (2.1) (a) for €}, f! and the relations [}, f/] = R} are straightforward. For
i # j # s one has a; — o € Z>o% which gives [e], fj] = 0. It remains to verify that
e, f1] = [y £ = 0 for i £

If ag; # 0, then [e, fi] = [fs, [fs, f;]] = 0 by Lemma 2.3.1 (a). If a,; = 0, then, by the
assumption, a;, = 0, so [e}, fi] = [fs, fj] = 0 by Lemma 2.3.1 (c). Hence [ef, fj] = 0 for

all j € I. Similarly, [e}, fi] = 0 for all j € I. O

2.3.3. Remark. For (A,7) and s € [ as in the proposition we say that (A’,7') are ob-
tained from (A, 7) by an odd reflezion ? r,,. We shall often write ¥’ = r,_ Y. Note that
T, Ta, 2 = 2.

2.3.4. The Cartan matrix A is called weakly symmetrizable if a;; = 0 implies aj; = 0 for
all 4,7 € 1. By Proposition 2.3.2, if A is weakly symmetrizable, then the odd reflexion
7o, 15 well-defined for any s € 7 with ass = 0.

2In [11] these are called "isotropic reflexions”.
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2.3.5. For an odd reflexion r,, we have
(2.2) AT (r,. ) = AT(2) \ {as} U {—as}.

Indeed, if v € —A*(ro,X) NAT(X), then v =37, , mia; = — >, nio; where m;,n; €
Zso. One has o, = —a;. For i # s we have of = a; + ko, for k; € {0,1}, so m; = n;.
Thus m; = 0 for all i # s. Hence v € Zsoas. By Lemma 2.3.1 (a), [es,ss] = 0, so
ANZas ={+xas}. Thus v = ay as required.

2.4. Integrable g(A, 7). The contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, 7) 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, 7) is called a Kac-Moody superalge-
bra if for all (A’,7") obtained by any sequence of odd reflexions, the Cartan matrix A’ is
weakly symmetrizable and al; # 0 for all i & 7.

2.4.1. Ezample. Suppose that all diagonal entries of the Cartan matrix are non-zero, so
that it is equivalent to a Cartan matrix A = (a;;) 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, a;; € Z<p and a;; is even if 7 € 7.

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

2.5. Indecomposable g(A, 7). If the set [ decomposes in a disjoint union of non-empty
subsets I; and Iy, such that a;; = a;; = 0 for ¢ € I, j € I5, then we have direct product
decomposition of Lie superalgebras

g(A,7) = g(A, ) x g(Az, ) x b,

where the matrices A; and A are the submatrices of A, corresponding to the sets of
i_ndices I and I, 7; C 1I;, g(A;, ;) correspond to the reduced realizations of the A;, and
h C b. In this case the Cartan matrix is called decomposable.

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

2.6. Invariant bilinear form on symmetrizable g(A, 7). A Lie superalgebra g(A, 1)
(and its Cartan matrix A) is called symmetrizable if an equivalent Cartan matrix A; =
diag(b;)ierA is symmetric. Note that a symmetrizable Cartan matrix is weakly sym-
metrizable.

A symmetrizable contragredient Lie superalgebra g(A, 7) admits a non-degenerate su-
persymmetric invariant bilinear form (—, —), such that (—, — )y is non-degenerate, (ga, 95) =
0 unless o = —f3, and the root spaces g, and g_, are non-degenerately paired, such that

[ea; e—oc] - (eom e—a)hom
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where h,, is defined by a(h) = (h, h,) for all h € b (cf. [27], Chapter 2).

2.7. Let g(A,7) be a Kac-Moody superalgebra. Let a € ¥. Then dimgy, = 1 and
(8o, 0_a) i a one-dimensional subspace of h; we denote by a" a non-zero element in this
subspace which satisfies the condition («, ") € {0,2} (" is unique if (a, a¥) = 2). One
has Za N A = {£a} except for the case when p(a) = 1 and (o, ") # 0; in the latter
case Za N A = {+a; +2a}. Moreover the subalgebra generated by g,, g, coincides with

Ca¥ + > g+jo and is isomorphic to one of the following Lie superalgebras (cf. [25]):
=1

— sl spanned by g., and a"; in this case p(a) = 0 and (o, aV) = 2;
— 5l(1]1) spanned by g+, and aV; in this case p(a) = 1 and (o, ") = 0;
— 05p(1|2) spanned by giq, g+2e and aV; in this case p(a) = 1 and (o, ") = 2.

2.8. Spine, principal roots, Weyl group, real and imaginary roots. Let g =
g(A, 7) be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra. The spine of g is the set Sp of all
bases of A, obtained from Y by a chain of odd reflexions.

For each non-isotropic vector o € h* we define the reflection s, € End(h*) by s.(A) :=
)\ 2()\,0()

(o)

Following notation of [46], [18] we call an even root « principal if o or a/2 lies in
Y1 € Sp. Since all even roots in ¥; are non-isotropic and, by Lemma 2.3.1 (a), 20 ¢ A
for any isotropic root in X, all principal roots are non-isotropic. We denote the set of
principal roots by ¥,,. Note that (a, ) # 0 if « 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(A) = A (cf. [27], Section 3) and W(A;) = A; for i =0, 1.

A root v € A is called real if vy or v/2 lies in w¥; for some w € W and ¥; € Sp, and is
called tmaginary otherwise. The sets of real and imaginary roots are denoted by A™ and
A™ respectively.

Using § 2.7 it is easy to see that A™ = A [[{2a] o & AT}, where

—xre ]-
(2.3) A == {y e A" 37 € A} ={wa| we W, a € £; € Sp}.

By § 2.7, dimg, = 1 if @« € A™, and [ga,9-o] = Ca¥, where (o, a") € {0,2}, and
a € A™ is non-isotropic (reps., isotropic) if (o, ") = 2 (resp., = 0). We denote by A**
(resp., A°) the set of all non-isotropic (reps., isotropic) real roots. We let A™ = A*»NA™,
Notice that all even real roots are non-isotropic. The Weyl group contains the reflections
s for all v € A*.

2.8.1. If o € A™, then wa € ¥, € Sp, so for all § € ¥y, the value (8, (wa)V) is integral
and is even if wa is odd. Therefore for any § € A we have

(2.4) B,a"yeZ if aeA™,  (B,a)e2Z if ac A
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By (2.2) the sets A™F = AN AT, A** = A* 0 AT and AT 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 (A%Q)Jr, i.e. these are the elements which can not be decomposed
as a sum of several other elements in (AF)™ (see [16], Proposition 3.5).

Recall that W is generated by reflections s, with respect to the principal roots. For
a principal root « such that « or a/2 lies in ¥; € Sp and any 5 € A*(X;) one has
saf3 € AT(E) if B & Za. This implies W(AMT) = Am+,

2.8.2. Remark. Each subset ¥’ C ¥ defines a Kac-Moody subalgebra g’ C g with the
same Cartan subalgebra b and the base . There is a natural embedding of the spine of
¥’ to the spine of X; this gives ¥ C X, (cf. [27], Chapter 3).

2.8.3. Since even real roots are non-isotropic we have (a,a") = 2 for each o € X,,.
By [46], for all a, 8 € X, we have (5, a") € Z<, so the matrix B, := ((av, ﬁ))aﬁezpr is
the Cartan matrix of a Kac-Moody algebra (from Hoyt-Serganova classification [21],[46],
it follows that X, is finite).

Let a triple (h’, 7, 7") be a realization of B, in the sense of [27], Chapter I. Consider
linear epimorphisms ¢ : Zm — ZX,, and ¢* : Zr¥ — Z¥), which map 7 to X, and 7"
to Egr respectively. The restriction of ¢ gives a bijection between the set of real roots of
9(By:) and AF. Moreover, ¢ induces a group isomorphism between the Weyl group of
g(Byy) and the Weyl group W. In particular, W is the Coxeter group generated by s,

with a € X, and AF = W (5,,).

2.8.4. Lemma. Any -~y € A%GJF can be written as v = Sq, ... Say01 (with v = ay for
Jj=1) where ay,...,a; € ¥, are such that

Saii1 (Sa; - - Say1) € (sai e San0 F Z>0ai+1)
foreachi=1,...,5—1.
Proof. Using the induction on the partial order given by v > pif v—p € Z>¢X,, we reduce
the statement to the following: for each v € (A%eJr \ X,r) there exists a € ¥, such that
(v,a") > 0. For Kac-Moody algebras this assertion is Proposition 5.1 (e) in [27]. Using

¢ L — LY, described above, we deduce the required assertion from the corresponding
assertion for the Kac-Moody algebra g(B,,). O

2.9. Weyl vector p = px. Define p € h* satisfying the condition
2(p,a”) = {a,a”) forall a € 2.
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For each ¥; € Sp, the element

(2.5) pi=p— Y, (=10

YEAT(Z)\AT(21)

is a Weyl vector for ;. This follows from the observation that p,.» = p+a if a € BNAM,
Combining (2.4) and (2.5) we get

(2.6) (p,a") €Z fora €Ay, (p,a’) €2Z+1 for a € A,

2.10. Categories 0" C Oy C O™, Let g be an arbitrary Lie superalgebra and let
b C gg be an abelian, self-normalizing subalgebra which acts ad-semisimply on g, so that

0=0D (Bacaba), 8o :={z€g|]h z]=alh)r forall h e bh},
and A :={a € bh*| a #0, g, # 0}.

2.10.1. Triangular decomposition. Let w : ZA — R be a group homomorphism satisfying
w(a) # 0 for all @ € A (such a homomorphism exists because h* = R as a Q-vector
space [19]). We set A* := {a € A| +w(a) > 0}. We introduce the corresponding

triangular decomposition g = g~ ® h @ g* by setting g* := > g, Note that a
aEA*(g)
triangular decomposition of g induces a triangular decomposition of any ad h-invariant

subalgebra of g.

2.10.2. Given \ € h*, we define a Verma module M () in the usual way, as the g-module,
induced from the 1-dimensional b+ g*-module Cuv,, such that g*vy, = 0 and hvy = A(h)vy
for h € h. This module has a unique simple quotient, denoted by L(\).

We denote by O™ (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 € O™ (g) each irreducible subquotient
of N is isomorphic to L(\) for some A € h*.

We will use the following standard notation: for each semisimple h-module N and
v € h*, N, denotes the weight space with weight v, Q(N) := {v| N, # 0}, and ch N =
> (dim N,) et if dim N, < oo for all u. For an h-invariant subalgebra [ C g we set
peb*

A(l) = Q(1).

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

(a) all root spaces g, are finite-dimensional;
(b) there exists a linearly independent set ¥ C h* such that A*(g) C +Z>0% (note
that we do not assume that ¥ C A(g)).
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If ¢ C g is any subalgebra containing b, then g’ inherits the triangular decomposition
satisfying the above properties (for the same set ). The restriction functor Resg, carries

Oinf(g) to oinf(g/>‘

We denote by Ox(g) the full subcategory of O™ (g) of modules N satisfying the following
condition: b has finite-dimensional weight spaces, and Q(/N) lies in a finite union of the
sets of the form X\ — Z>¢X where A C h*. This notion is a slight variation of the category
O introduced in [28].

By (a), M(\) and L(\) are objects of Ox(g), and any irreducible module in Ox(g) is
isomorphic to L(A) for some A € h*. Any N € Ox(g) has the following properties:

(i) N € 0™ (g);
(ii) all subquotients of N lie in Ox(g);
(iii) Resy N € Ox(g') if g’ C g is a subalgebra containing h (note that the induced

triangular decomposition of g’ satisfies (a) and (b));
(iv) the multiplicity [N : L(u)] is well defined and ch N =3 [N : L(v)]ch L(v).

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 p € h* any module N € Ox(g)
admits a weak composition series at p which is a chain of submodules

0=NyCN,C...N. =N

such that for each ¢ = 1,...,7 either N;/L;_y = Lw) for some v € (u + Z>oX) or
(Ni/Ni—1>zx =0forall v e (,u + ZZ()E).

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

the elements of the form B := > b,e’* where b, € R and A € h*. These elements
:U'EZZOE
can be multiplied in the obvious way. Any element in R(3) can be uniquely written as
x = Y. x,e” and we set supp(x) := {v| x, # 0}. The ring R(X) contains ch N for any
peh*

N € Og(g)

2.10.4. We call X satisfying (b) a base (or a set of simple roots) if ¥ C A*(g). If the
triangular decomposition admits a base, such base is unique.

2.10.5. We denote by 0(g) the BGG-category, i.e. the full subcategory of O (g) with
finitely generated modules V.

It is easy to see ([18], Lemma 3.1.3) that N lies in O%®(g) if and only if N admits a finite
filtration 0 = Ny C Ny C N, = N such that for each ¢ = 1,...,r the quotient N;/N; ;
is isomorphic to a quotient of a Verma module. As a result, Of(g) is a subcategory of
Ox(g) for any choice of ¥ compatible with the triangular decomposition of g.
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2.10.6. Ezample. Let g be a Kac-Moody superalgebra with a Cartan subalgebra . 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 gg. 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 € Ox(g) we have Resj_ N € Ox(gg) so the

multiplicity [N : Ly ()] 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 b and a base ¥ C h*, a Kac-Moody superalge-
bra g. C g containing b, and a Kac-Moody superalgebra g” C g, such that g, = g” + b.
The Cartan subalgebra b is always fixed, but triangular decompositions (and X) of g vary.

The functor Res} carries O™ (g) to O™ (g,) and Og(g) to Og(gx), (notice that 3,
usually, does not lie in A;). The above construction allows to define the multiplicity
[N : Ly (v)] for any N € Ox(g).

The functor Res], carries 0™ (g) to 0™ (g") (but the image of N € Ox(g) might be

not in Ox(g#) since the weight spaces on N with respect to the Cartan subalgebra b N g#
might be infinite-dimensional).

The category O%(g) does not behave well under the restriction functor, since the mod-
ules Resy M (A) might be not finitely generated. However Ofin(g) has the following ad-
vantages comparing to Ox(g): it does not depend on the choice of ¥; € Sp, see § 2.12,

and is stable under the action of the Enright functors, see § 5.7.

2.11. Ring R(X) for Kac-Moody g(A, 7). Now let g = g(A,7) be a symmetrizable
Kac-Moody superalgebra. The triangular decomposition satisfies the conditions (a), (b)
in § 2.10.3 and we let R(X) be the ring introduced there.

For any E C A* we denote by W|[E] the subgroup of W generated by s, for « € ENA®",

If 2 := Y z,¢” € R(X) and w € W are such that w(} z,e”) == > 2, € R(X), we
say that w acts naturally on z. We say that x € R(X) is naturally w-invariant and,
respectively, w-anti-invariant if z is wx = z and, respectively, wz = sgn(w)x for the
natural action of w (the map sgn : W — Z, is given by sgn(s,) = —1 for all @ € A*"). In
other words, > z,€” is naturally w-invariant if z,, = x, and naturally w-anti-invariant
if Xy, =sgnw - x,.

2.11.1. The Weyl denominator D. It is the following element in R(3)
D = Dﬁ/DP where D6 — H (1 . €—a>dimga7 DT _ H (1 + e—a)dimga7

a€AT(X)g a€AT (D)t
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and by (14 €)™ we mean Y (—e )" € R(D).
i=0

2.12. Category 0f"(g) for Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A,7). An important ad-
vantage of BGG-category O"(g) is that this category does not depend on the choice of
¥, € Sp: if N € 0fin(g) for the triangular decomposition with a base ¥, then N € 02 (g)
for the triangular decomposition with any base ¥; € Sp (see [18], 1.11.2).

For a base 3; € Sp we denote by L(A,>) the irreducible module of the highest weight
A with respect to the corresponding triangular decomposition. For L = L(\,X) we set
hwts, L := A + px. Then for a € (¥ N A®°) we have

hwty, L it  (hwty L,a") #0

(The last formula means that L(A,r,X) = L(A, X) if (\,a") = 0 and « is isotropic.)

The g-module L()) is called typical if (A + p,a") # 0 for all isotropic roots o € Ak,
In this case hwty, L = hwty, L for all 3; € 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 (a,a) € Q* for some o € A(g),
unless g = gl(1|1) (if g = gl(1]1), then A(g) = {£a} and (a,a) = 0).

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

(An) anisotropic: integrable g(A, 7) with a;; # 0 for all ¢ € 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|jn + 1) if m # n, A(n|n) = gl(n +
1ln + 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)N (Fin) consists of finite-dimensional simple Lie algebras and
osp(1|2¢) = B(0]¢), and the intersection (An)N (Aff) consists of affine Lie algebras and
the series B(0|n), A(0]2n)®, A(0]2n + 1)@, C(n + 1)@ = D(1]n)® with n > 1 [26].

3.1.2. Remark. The above classification can be also described in terms of A™: A™ = ()
if g is of type (Fin), and A™ = Z§ \ {0} for some § € AT if g is of type (Aff). If g is
not of types (Fin) and (Aff), then A™ contains at least two non-proportional imaginary
roots, see [11],[16]. If g is of type (Aff), then Zd = {v € ZA| (v,A) = 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 A € h* is non-critical if 2(A + p, ) & Z~o(c, @) for all
a € A™* 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),
na € A™T if o € A™F and n € Z-g. Therefore A € b* is non-critical if and only if

200+ p, ) # (a, ).

3.2.3. Remark. Let g be a Kac-Moody algebra. By [27], Proposition 3.12, one has
{Aeb’| (A\,a) >0 for all, but finite number of o € A} = Upeww(C),

where C' := {v € b*| (v,a) > 0 foralla € A*}. Let X be as in Section 1 that is
X ={X € Uyeww(C)| (A, ) # 0 for any isotropic root v }. Then [4], Proposition 5.2 (i),
the set X —p coincides with the set of non-critical weights in —p~+U,eww(C). This follows
the fact that @ € A is imaginary if and only if (o, ) < 0, see [27], Proposition 5.2. This
immediately implies that a non-critical weight in —p + Uyeww(C) lies in X — p. For the
inverse inclusion let v € —p 4+ Uyeww(C') be a critical weight that is 2(v + p, @) = j(a, a)
for some o € A™T and j € Z~o. Writing v + p as wyu for w € W and pu € C' we obtain
2(u,wa) = j(a, ). Since p € C and wra € A™T this implies (o, @) > 0. Since « is
an imaginary root, (a,a) =0,s0 v+ p € X.

3.2.4. Remark. By Remark 3.1.2, all weights are non-critical in type (Fin), and in type
(Aff) the weight A is non-critical if and only if (A + p,d) # 0.

3.2.5. Definition. We call ayz € A a short root if (8, ) € Z(as, o) for all 5§ € A. 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 a; is a short root of an affine Kac-Moody super-
algebra with the minimal imaginary root 0, then a; + jo € A 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 A # D(2|1,a), D(2|1,a)™.
From the classifications in [25],[47] it is easy to see that A contains a short root; if, in
addition, g is not in (An), then A 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 o be an automorphism of order r of one of the Lie superalgebras (3.1), which

we denote by g. Let g = EB'Tfégjmod,ﬂ be the eigenspace decomposition for o, where

]:
g; ={aeg|ola)= e a}. We shall assume that ¢ preserves the invariant bilinear

form (.,.), so that g; and g_; are non-degenerally paired. If g # gl(n|n) we let

glt.t 71" = ®jez(gjmoart’) C glt,t].

This Lie superalgebra is called a twisted loop superalgebra. The loop superalgebra
glt,t7!] has a well-known 2-cocycle

Y(at™, bt") = moy, _n(a,b), where m,n € Z, a,b € g.

We denote by g = g[t,t7'] & CK the central extension of g[t,¢!] with this cocycle, where
K is the central element. Then the non-twisted Kac-Moody superalgebra is, provided

that g # gl(n|n):

d
g =@ Cd, whered = ta

and g is its subquotient for g = gl(n|n), obtained by substituting the loop superalgebra
gl(n|n)[t,t~"] by its subquotient, which is the subalgebra gl(n|n)+>_ ., sl(n|n)t’ quotient
by central elements I,t°, s # 0.

The subalgebra g™®) = g[t,t7!]"*) @ Cd C g¥ has a structure of symmetrizable
contragredient Lie superalgebra, provided that go-module g is irreducible, constructed
in the same way as in [27], Chapter 8, using that go is a contragredient Lie superalgebra
and that the gg-modules g; and g_; are contragredient.
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3.3.1. It follows from [27], Proposition 8.5, that the Kac-Moody superalgebras g™ and
g’ are isomorphic if ¢ and ¢’ lie in the same connected component of the group
Autg. Since g can be a contragredient Lie superalgebra only for o preserving the
invariant bilinear form, in order to construct all affine Kac-Moody superalgebras up to
isomorphism, we should pick a representative g in each connected component of the
group of automorphisms of g, preserving the invariant bilinear form, and verify that the
corresponding Lie superalgebra g(™?) is contragredient. But this follows from Table 4
of van de Leur’s paper [47] and the description of Autg 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 — D)@, A(2m — 212n)Y, D(m|n)?,

where m,n € Zs; except for m = 2, n = 1 in the first case (observe that G(3)® in [47]
is actually isomorphic to G(3)("); 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™ correspond bijectively to connected

components of Aut g, preserving the bilinear form (—,—), containing o or o~ .

3.4. Proposition. View g as a subalgebra of gV with the non-degenerate bilinear
form (—, =) satisfying (at’,bt?) = 6;;(a,b) where a,b € g. Then

r(p,d) = 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 {a’}}_,, {a;}}_, be dual bases of g (i.e., (a’,a;) = d0y). Then for all
x,y € g we have

ZH-T’ ai]v [ai7 y]] = C[ZL’, y]7

i=1

where 2c¢ is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator C := > a'a; on the adjoint represen-
i=1
tation of g.
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Proof. Let A : U(g) — U(g) ® U(g) be the coproduct of the universal enveloping superal-
gebra U(g). We have the commutative diagram

Ad®AdZ7% Ad

lA(C) Lc
]

Ad®Ad - Ad
Since p(a;) = p(a’) we have A(C) = C®1+1®C’+Za ®a2+2( 1)Pia; ® a?, so

(ad C)([z,9]) = [(@d O)(@),y] + [z, (2d O)(w)]
+Z( Per@[a, 2], [ag, y]] + 32 (=1 red][a;, ], [, y]].

=1

Note that {(—1)?*)a;}7; and {a’}?_, are dual bases. Since the sum Y_" | a' ® a; does
not depend on the choice of dual bases we obtain

5=l . foeol] = 217 [as . [a' 3]
Since (ad C)(z) = 2cz for any z € g we get
2l y) = Al y] + 2 3 (~LpP @D [a, 2], a,,y]] = dele, ) — 23 [l @], [as, ]

=1 i=1

which implies the required formula. 0

3.4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.4. We set g := g™ and let 6 be a Cartan subalgebra of g.
We view g as a Z-graded superalgebra with §; = @i moa »t* for i # 0 and

do = (go x CK) x Cd
except for the case g = psl(n|n)®) (with n > 1) where
go = (gl(n|n) x CK) x Cd = (g x CK; x CK) x (Cd; x Cd).

We fix a triangular decomposition § = i~ @ h @ A and consider the induced triangular
decomposition go = (W)~ @ h @ n'. Let ¥ and ¥’ be the corresponding bases (then
Y =¥ U{d — 0} where 6 is the highest weight of go-module g;). We choose a triangular
decomposition of g in such a way that >’ contains an even root 3. Fix f € g_g, e € g3
such that h := [e, f] = v(B) where v : bh* — b is the isomorphism induced by the bilinear
form (—, —).

Let v be a highest weight vector of the Verma g-module M (rd + 3). Let hq, ..., hy and
h', ..., k' be dual bases of h. The Casimir operator of § is given by the following formula
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(see [27], § 2.5)

C = +Zhhl+2ZZe_M

aEAT 1

where {eg)} is a basis of g, and {e_a} is the dual basis of g_, (i.e., (e(i)a, ) = 0;j). The
Casimir operator acts on M (rd + ) by multiplication on

(B 4176 +2p, 8+ 1d) = 2(8, B) + 2r(p, d).
One has (et")(ft™")v = (B, B)v, so

(et")C(ft™)w = 2((8,8)* +r(p,8)(B, B))v.

The vector vy := (ft~")v is of the zero weight, so

¢
“p) + Z hih)vg =0, ePvy =0 ifa £ (ré + f)
where < is the standard partial order on h*, i.e. a <~ if and only if (y — a) € Z>o2.

Thus
(et C(ft v = (et™)Cug = 2 Z Z (et")e .

0<a<ré+p i
For v = rd + 8 we can choose e = et™ and ) = ft=" (by [27], Theorem 2.2), so
(6t7) D e pesiegno = () () (et)(F1 7w = (8, 5)°

If o is such that 0 < a < (rd + ), then 0 < a < rd. We conclude that

(3.3) r(p,0)(B. B =YD (et el (ft 0.

aEAtT:a<rd i

We write g = @®/_gg; and let t+ : g — n* be the following embeddings (of vector
spaces):

a ifaen, a ifae ),
ti(a) =14 at" ifae((n) @), t(a)=< at™ ifae((n)"®Y),
at' ifaeg forO<i<r at™ ifaeg forO<i<r

For each o« € A" such that 0 < « < rd the root space g+, lies in the image of ¢4, so
we have el = L+(ég)) and e = 1_ ( ) for some ¢\, € g. If o is such that 0 < o < 74,
then

(e}l (f17) = (et )elyled ()
= [(et"), e[, (FE7] = [(et7), e[, (F£77)]
= [[(et). ). e, (/7] mod U(g)at
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which gives
(et")e e (7)o = [[(et), D), e, (F£7)]Jo,
Observe that
[(et™), W), e, (£ = [le, €], [, f]] mod CK.
Since Kv = 0 we obtain
[(et™), L), e, (£t~ v = [[e, L), €D, f]Jv.

Since (at’,bt7) = 6;5(a,b), {a'}; = { ocacrs and {a;}7, = {¢") }ocacrs are dual
bases of g. Combining (3.3) and Lemma 3.4.1 we obtain

n

r(p,0)(B.8)v = e, d’], [a;, fl]v = cle, flv = (B, B),

J=1

so r(p,d) = ¢ as required. O

3.5. Dual Coxeter number. Let g be an indecomposable finite-dimensional Kac-Moody
superalgebra. We denote by hﬁ) the % of the eigenvalue of the corresponding Casimir
operator on g. The invariant bilinear form (.,.) is usually normalised by the following
conditions: h( y >0 and (o, a) = 2 for a root of maximal square length. This gives a nor-
malization in all cases except for D(n + 1|n) where A j = 0; in this case we normalise by
the condition (a, o) = 2 for the roots in D,, 1. This bilinear form is called the normalised
wnwvariant bilinear form on g. The number hz/) for this normalization is called the dual
Cozeter 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
RV | lm—n|| 2(m—n)—1 n—m-+ s 2(m —n—1) n—m+1

and hY = 4,9,12,18,30 for g = G, F,, Es, E7, Eg 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 in such a way that
(d,d) = 0 and (at’,bt?) = 6;;(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 v € [gi), gV]. Moreover,
i(d,at") = (d,[d,at']) = 0 which gives (d,at') = 0 for all a € g and i # 0. Finally,

(la,8] + i(a, ), d) = ([at',bt~],d) = (at',ibt) = 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 as a subalgebra of g(!) and define the invariant bilinear form (—, —)
on it as the restriction of the bilinear form r(—, —) on g™, We call this form the normalised
invariant bilinear form on g™ . Then

(at',bt) = ré;;(a,b) for all a,b € g such that at’ bt/ € g™,
Proposition 3.4 gives

(3.4) (p,0) =h".

3.5.3. Lemma. Let g be the affine Lie algebra of type X](\:) 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 A be the root system of § and let 7 be the maximal square length of a root:
m := max{(a, a)| o € A}. Since all imaginary roots have square length zero and 2« is a
root for any odd non-isotropic root, we have m = max{(a,a)| o € AF}. If r = 1, then

any & € A is of the form o + id where « is a root of g, so i = 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 §* (where b is the Cartan subalgebra of §). Let
{a;}e, be the set of simple roots for § where the roots are enumerated as in Tables
Aff 1-Aff 3 in [27], Section 4. The root spaces gi,, for i = 1,...,¢ generate a finite-

dimensional simple Lie algebra, so the restrictions of (—, —) and of (—, —)’ to this algebra
are proportional, i.e. there exists ¢ € C* such that (a;, ;) = c(a, o) for all i,j =
1,...,¢. Since ay lies in the linear combination on § and «; fori =1,..., ¢ and (§,;) =0

for all i = 0,...,¢, we obtain (o,a;) = c(ay, ;) for all 4,57 = 0,...,¢. Arguying as
in § 3.5.1 and taking into account that (d,d) = (d,d)’ = 0, we conclude that (hy, hy) =
¢(hy, hy)' for all hy, hy € h. From [27], Theorem 2.2 it follows that any invariant form on
g is uniquely defined by its restriction on h. Therefore it remains to verify that ¢ = 1.

If » = 1, then Corollary 6.4 in [27] implies max{(c, a)'| &« € A} = 2. By above, 1 = 2,
so ¢ = 1 as required. In particular, (p,d) = (p,d)".

Now take r = 2 or r = 3. By [27], 6.1, (p,d)" computed for g and g() are the same.
By (3.4), (p,6) computed for § and g(¥) are the same. By above this implies (p, §) = (p,d)".
Since gy = 0, we have (p,d) # 0, so ¢ = 1 as required. This completes the proof of (i).

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

of the simple roots, so {a;}‘_, contains the longest and the shortest root in Are. Using
(i) and [27], Chapter VI, we obtain

(i, ;) = (g, i) = 24} Ja;
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where {a;}¢_,, {a)}{_, are labels on the Dynkin diagrams of § and g in Tables Aff in
Chapter IV [27] (the Dynkin diagram of g’ is obtained from the Dynkin diagram of g by
reversing arrows; this notion is not defined for Kac-Moody superalgebras). The Dynkin
diagram of g lies in Table Aff r (r = 1,2, 3).

Let S, ..., 3¢ be the simple roots of g~. By above,

(3.5) (Bs, Bi) (v, o) = 4

for i =0,...,¢. If r = 1, then the square length of the longest root is 2. Assume that
the Dynkin diagram of g lies in Table Aff 2 or Aff 3 and is not Aéi) Then this Dynkin
diagram has a double arrow (if r = 2) or a triple arrow (if » = 3) and the Dynkin diagram
of g% lies in Table Aff 1. Therefore the Dynkin diagram of g has a double arrow (if
r = 2) or a triple arrow (if r = 3). By above, the square length of the longest root among
Bo, ..., Beis 2 (since g is non-twisted), so the square length of the shortest root among
Bo, .-, Beis 2/r. By (3.5), the square length of the longest root among «y, ..., is 2r.
The remaining case is Aéi) In this case the formula (o, ;) = 2a) /a; gives (g, ap) = 1,
(g, ) = 4 and (ay, ;) =2 for 1 <@ < /. O

4. THE CORRESPONDENCE 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 Aj. For a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g a set R C A™ is
called a root subsystem if s,8 € R for any o, € R. For each non-critical weight \
one can assign a root subsystem A, 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)®, 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 A is non-critical. We do not know whether this holds for type (An).

4.1.1. For A € h* we set

Ry = {ae A° | 2(M\, ) € j(a,a) where j € Z and j is odd if 200 € A},

L) R =By U {20l a € Ry, 20 € A} = By U {20] a € (Ryn A2,
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Using (2.4) and (2.6) we obtain the following useful formulas

E%u NA™ =R, NA>™ forall ucZA,

(4.2) {a € Agl (\aY) € Z} = Ry,

Let Ay C A™ be the minimal subset of A™ satisfying the following properties

(a) E)\ C A,\;

(b) if a, B € A, are such that (a, ) # 0, then s, € Ay;

(c) if o, B € Ay are such that (a,a) =0 # (5, ) then AyN{a£ 8} = A*N{ax [}
(note that, by Appendix B, in this case the set AN{a+ 5} = A™N{a+ S} has
cardinality one);

(d) if @ € Ay and 2a € A™, then 2a € A,.

Note that, by (d), Ry C Ay. By § 4.1.3 below, such minimal subset is unique.

4.1.2. Remark. Observe that Ay does not depend on the normalization of (—, —) (since
R) does not depend on this normalization).

4.1.3. Using (2.4) one can easily sees that s,0 € R, if o, € R, are anisotropic. In
particular, Ay = R, if (A, ) # 0 for all a € A,

In general, A, can be constructed by the following procedure:

— we set X := Ry;

— for odd 7 > 0 we take X;,1 to be the union of X, the sets s, X; where a € X;NA?";

— for even i > 0 we take X;;; to be the union of X; and the sets {a £+ g} N A for
a, f € X; satistying (o, ) = 0 # (o, ).

Then Xy C X; C ... and X; = —X;. Taking X := [J;2, X; we obtain
Ay =XU{20] a € X and 2a € A}.
This implies the uniqueness of Ay and the inclusion Ay C ZR,.

4.1.4. Lemma.

(i) If a € Ay N Ay is such that a/2 € A and (v,7) € Z(a,a) for all v € Ry, then
o€ E)\.
(ii) For any v € Ay \ Ry there exists a € Ry such that (v, «) # 0.
(iii) For any non-isotropic v € Ax\ Ry there exists isotropic a € Ay such that (o, 7y) #
0.

Proof. For (i) normalise (—, —) by the condition (a,a) = 2. Then (A,7) € Z for all
v € Ry. Since Ay C ZR, this gives (\,v) € Z for all v € Ay. In particular, (A, o) € Z.
Since /2 € A we have a € A", Therefore @ € Ay and 222 — () o) € Z. Hence

(o)

o € Ry as required.
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For (ii) observe that (v, Ry) = 0 implies (v,A)) = 0 (since A, is spanned by R)).
Hence for (ii), (iii) it is enough to verify the existence of a € A, satisfying (v, @) # 0 such
that « is isotropic if 7 is anisotropic. We retain notation of § 4.1.3. Take v € Ay \ R,.
Without loss of generality we can assume that v € X, so v € X1 \ X; for some i > 0.
We proceed by induction on 4.

If 7 is even, then v € X; 1\ X; implies the existence of a, f € X such that v € {a+(}
and (o, ) = 0 # (o, 8). Then (v,a) # 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 (1,52 € X; such that (5, 51),
(B1,B2) # 0 and v = s, 2. Then (v,;) # 0 and this completes the proof of (ii). For
(iii) we assume that v is anisotropic. Then /3, is anisotorpic as well. If Ay contains an
isotropic root s such that (82, a2) # 0, then (v, ) # 0 for a := sz ay and a € Ay is
isotropic, since (s, an € A, and ay is isotropic. Consider the remaining case when A
does not contain an isotropic root as such that (52, az) # 0. By induction hypothesis
this implies By € R). Since v € R,, this forces f; ¢ R,. By induction hypothesis,
there exists isotropic a € Ay such that (8;,«) # 0. By above, (f2,a) = 0. Therefore
(7, @) = (85,52, ) # 0 (since v # B3). This completes the proof of (iii). O

4.1.5. Lemma. Suppose that Z C A™ satisfies properties (b)—(d) in § 4.1.1 (with Ay
replaced by Z) and Z contains two odd real roots a, B such that (5,5) = 0, («,a) # 0,
(B,a") < 0. Then

(Ra+RB)NZ ={xa,+0, £2a, H(a + B), £(2a + 5)} = (Ra+ RB) N A™,
i.e. (Ra+RB)NZ = (Ra+RB)NA™ forms the root system B(1|1) * and {«, B} is its

base.

Proof. Since [ is an isotropic real root, A™ is of type (Fin) or (Aff).

Renormalise the bilinear form by taking (o,«) = 1. Then b := —(a, ) > 0 and,
by (2.4), b € Z~y. Recall that g., generate a subalgebra isomorphic to osp(1|2). Since
and s, = B+ 2ba are real roots, one has a + 3,2a + € A™. One has («+ f,a+ ) =
1—2b+#0, so a+ [ is a real root and % € Z that is qu € 7Z. Since b is a positive
integer, this implies b = 1, so s, =  + 2a. Using properties (b)—(d) we obtain

(Ra+RA)NZDY for Y :={+ta, 8, £2a, (o + ), (20 + )}

Let us show that (Ra+RS)NA™ =Y.
Set 01 := «a, 1 := a + [. Note that ¢; is an odd root and &; is an even root. Using

b=1 we get (61,e1) =0, (e1,61) = —1L.

3The statement does not immediately follow from Serganova’s classification of generalized root systems
in [45] since we do not assume that (Ra +RJ3) N A is finite.
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Suppose the contrary, that (Ra + RpB) N A™ # Y. Take v := (ze; + ydy) € (A™\Y).
Then s.,7, ss,7 € A™, so (£xey + ydy) € A™. Without loss of generality we can (and
will) assume that z,y > 0. If z = 0, then v € Ra, so v € {1,20;} C Y. Similarly, if
y =x, then vy =¢; +; € Y. Therefore x > 0, y > 0 and = # y. Then (v,7) # 0 and the
conditions

(voer) (e, 7). (01,7Y) € Z, (v,6)) € 2Z
give 2x,y € Z and mf%yg, ;Tyyz € Z. Therefore 2z € Z~o, y € Z>p, v # y and z—iy € Z.
This gives

(5,9) € {(5,0),(1,0), (2,0)}

In particular, (5 +46;) € A (in this case z = 3, y = 1). If (z,y) = (3,0), then v = 2, and
01, €1+ 01 € A forces § +4; € A, a contradiction. If (z,y) = (1,0), then y =, € Y. If
(z,y) = (2,0), then v = 2e; ¢ A™ since ; is an even real root. Hence (Ra+RS)NA™ =Y.
This completes the proof. 0

4.1.6. Corollary. If p € A™ is such that 26 € A*, then € Ay if and only if
206 € Ay.

Proof. If 5 € Ay, then 25 € A, by property (d) of A,.

Suppose the contrary, that § € A™ is such that ¢ A, and 25 € A,. Since 20 is
a real root, 8 is an odd non-isotropic root. If 25 € R), then, by definition of R,, we
have 3 € Ry, a contradiction. Therefore 23 € Ry. By Lemma 4.1.4 (iii), A, contains an
isotropic root a such that (a, (258)") < 0. Then, by Lemma 4.1.5, 8, « form a base of the
root subsystem Ay, N (ZS + Za) which is of type B(1|1), and (o + 3, a + 5) = —(5, B).

Since « is isotropic, A 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 A is a short root.
Renormalise the bilinear form (—,—) in such a way that (3, 3) = 2. Since (3 is a short
root, (v,7) € 2Z for all v € A, so (\,7) € Z for all ¥ € Ry which implies (),v) € Z for all
v € Ay. By above, (a+ f3) is an even root with (a+ 5, a4 3) = —2. Hence a+ 3,a € A,
with (a,a) =0 # («, 5). Property (c) in § 4.1.1 gives € A,, a contradiction. O

4.1.7. Lemma. If a is a real isotropic root and v € §* is such that (v,«) = 0, then
AV - Ay+a-
Proof. Let us verify that R, C A,,,. Take 5 € R,

If (8,a) =0, then (v,5) = (v + «, ), so B € Eyﬂ. If 8 is anisotropic, then, by (2.4),
(ar, BY) is integral and is even if § is odd; thus € R,,,. This gives

(4.3) (BER, (B,a) =0} C Rosa, (B NA™) C Ryya

Now take 8 € (R, N A™) such that (3,a) # 0. By § 4.1.1 (c), the set A, N {a + B} is
non-empty. We assume that (a+ ) € A, (otherwise we substitute 8 by —/). Note that
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a+ [ is a real even root (since (a+f, a+p) = 2(«, 8) # 0). By above, (v,a) = (v, 3) =0,
so (v,a+ ) =0.
Assume that (o + 8)/2 ¢ A. Then (o + ) € (R, N A™), 50 (o + ) € Rypa by (4.3).

Therefore R, contains both o and o+ /3. Since (a, a+ ) = (o, 5) # 0, § 4.1.1 (c) gives
B € A, . as required.

Now consider the remaining case a+ = 27 for v € A. Then + is an odd non-isotropic
root, « is an isotropic root and (v, «) # 0. By Lemma 4.1.5, A N (Ry 4+ Ra) is the root
system of type B(1]|1). By above, A contains = « — 27, so, using the standard notation
for B(1]1), we can assume v = 0; and o = 0; + £;. We have (v,a) = (v,5) = 0, so
(v,e1) =0 and

(v+a,ef) = (6 +e1,e]) = 2.
Since €7 is an even real root and €1/2 € A, we obtain g, € Ryto. Usinga = 81+¢1 € Rypq
and § 4.1.1 (b) we get s.,a € A,4,. One has s.,,a = 0; —e; = —f. Hence 8 € A, 4, as
required.

By above, R, C A,;o. This gives A, C A,iq. Since (v + a,—a) = 0 we have
A,io C A,. This completes the proof. O

4.1.8. Corollary.  If L()\,%1) = L(\,X) for some X1 € Sp and p, p1 are the Weyl
vectors of X and Xy respectively, then Ay, = Ax 4p, -

Proof. Tt is enough to verify the assertion for ¥ = r,3 where a € (X N A°).
If (A +p, ) #0, then Ay + p1 = A+ p, 50 Ay, = Ay 4,
If (A+p, ) =0, then A\ +p; = A+p+a and the assertion follows from Lemma 4.1.7. [

4.2. Definition.  For an irreducible module L € Ox(g) we set Ay := Ay;, where A
is the highest weight of L. If N € 0%(g) is such that Ay is the same for all irreducible
subquotients of NV, we denote this set by Ap; in this case we say that Ay is well defined.

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

4.2.2. By Theorem B.6, if g(A, 7) is of type (Fin) or (Aff), but different from g(A, 1) #
A(2m —112n—1)® and L € Ox(g) is a non-critical irreducible module, then there exists
a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A’, ') such that

(a) the sets A™(g(A’,7")) and Ay are isometric; denote by 1 : A™(g(A’, 7)) — Ap
the isometry;

(b) for any o’ € A™(g(A’,7')), the roots o’ and 1)(a’) € A have the same parity;

(¢) any indecomposable submatrix A} of A’ is of type (Fin) or (Aff); moreover, for
such A’ the restriction of ¢ gives a monomorphism CA(g(A}, 7)) — CA.
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For g(A,7) = A(2m — 1|2n — 1)® the similar assertion holds if Ay does not have an
indecomposable component of type A(1]1)?).

For type (An) Proposition B.8 implies the existence of g(A’,7"), where A’ can be of
infinite size, and the isometry ¢ : CA(g(A’, 7)) — CA satisfying (b).

From now on we always exclude the case when g(4,7) = A(2m — 1|12n — 1)@ and A,
has an indecomposable component of type A(1[1)®.

Remark. If g(A, 1) 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. Ezample. Let g =sl\) and L = L(\) for A := &, — &5 + f32%4 Then
A)\+p = {:l:(El — 62) -+ 25} U {:l:(ﬁg — 54) + Z(S}

and g(A') = sl x s{". Let {ay, a0}, {B1, B} be the sets of simple roots for two copies
of 5[51) in g(A’). The isometry v is given by

1?(041) =E&1 — &y, ¢(Oéo) =0 (51 - 52)7 1/)(51) = &3 — &4, ¢(ﬁ0) =0~ (53 - 54)'

We see that the restriction of ¢ induces a bijection (of sets) between A™(g(A’)) and Ay,

but the restriction of ¢ to A(g(A’)) is not injective: ¢ maps the minimal imaginary roots

in both copies of 5[&1) to the minimal imaginary root of 5[511).

4.2.4. Example. Take g= A(1|3)(2) with ¥ = {5 - 261,51 - (51, (51 - (52, (52 - (53, 2(53} and
A= Ag+ 30, + 1d5. Then Ay,, = A(1|1)® x AP x A(1]1)™) where
A1) = {Z6 £ e, + 6y, 226 £26,, (2Z —1)6 £ 2¢,},
and two copies of Agl) correspond to the subsystems Agl) = {Zé + a} for a = b5 — d3 and
o = 52 —f- 53.
4.2.5. Lemma. Fiz a base ¥ and set AT := Ay N AT,
(i) The root system A(g(A’,7")) admits a base ¥ such that
Y((A™(a(A,7)") = AL

(ii) The set Xy := (') coincides with the set of indecomposable elements in A}
(i.e., the elements which can not be presented as a sum of several elements from
N9}

Proof. For type (An) (i) follows from [38], Section 2; in this case
Y ={a € Ar] so(AF \{a,20}) C AT}, Y=y (X))
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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’, 7). Let A’ be the root system of
such component. Write ¥ := {a;}¢_, and let ay, . .., a, be Q-linearly independent positive
real numbers. Define a homomorphism w : ZA — R by taking w(«;) := a;. Note that
w(p) # 0 for all non-zero p € QA. In particular, w(a) # 0 for all « € A and AT[JA™ is
the triangular decomposition corresponding to w in the sense of § 2.10. Since A’ lies in
Z(A')" we have ¥(A’) C ZA and property (c) in § 4.2.2 implies (wow)(u') # 0 for all 4/ €
A'. Therefore wo) : ZA" — R determines triangular decomposition A’ = —(A")* JJ(A")*
in the sense of § 2.10. If o/ € (A)T, then (w o ¥)(a’) > 0 that is ¢(a’) € Af. Since A’
is the root system of a Kac-Moody superalgebra of type (Fin) or (Aff), any triangular
decomposition of A" 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 ¥’ coincides with the set of indecomposable
elements in A™(g(A’,7'))". O

4.2.6. Let g(A’,7") and ¢ be as in § 4.2.2 and set A" := A(g(A’,7’)). Recall that i gives
a bijection (A")*® — Ay. Using Lemma 4.2.5 (i), we assign to each base 31 of A a base
of A’, which we denote by T(X;), which satisfies the property

Y((A)NAT(T(E1))) = AL NAT(S).

We claim that for each isotropic a € ¥ we have

Y if agyP(T(X)),
(4.4) T(r,3) = { r:_l()a)r(z) if o e wgrgzgg.

Indeed, AT\ (At (r,X)) = {a} by (2.2). Setting ¥’ := T(X) we get

AT ((raX")) = AT(X) if ad Ay,
AT\ (A* (D)) = A* () NZy~Ya)  if a € Ay

By Lemma 4.2.5 (ii), the condition o« ¢ Ay is equivalent to the condition v & 1(X’). This
implies (4.4).

Notice that, since 1) preserves the bilinear form, ¢~!(«) is isotropic. Denote by Sp’ the
spine of 3. Using (4.4) we obtain the correspondence T : Sp — Sp’. Viewing Sp, Sp’ as
graphs were vertices are the bases, and the edges correspond to the isotropic reflexions
Ta, We obtain the following description of T: T (X) = ¥’ and for every edge 7, : 31 — X9
in Sp we have T(X,) := ¥} if Sp’ contains the edge ry-1() : ¥j — X5 and T(X;) = ¥}
otherwise.

For example, for s[(2|1) take ¥ = {«, } where f3 is isotropic and « is anisotropic. Take
A+ p=ap for a ¢ Z. Then Ay;, = {£8}, so g(A’,7") = gl(1]1) with ¥’ = {'} (§' is
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isotropic). Then T : Sp — Sp’ takes the following form

Ta+pB

Sp »ow, My,

e b

TBI

I 5 )

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
8" be the minimal imaginary root of A*(g”). Then ¢” is a positive root for any triangular
decomposition appearing in Sk', so (") lies in Z>qAT (%) for any 3; € Sk. By [11],
Proposition 7.6.1 this implies (") € Z+¢d.

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

g =g(A, 7)), A":=A(g(4, 7).

Recall that ¢ gives a bijection (A’)* — Ap, see § 4.2.2. We set (A)*t = {i/ €
(5")*] (1, A’) = 0} and let 1, : b* — (§')*/(A’)* be the linear map satisfying

(4.5) (W), i) = (v, (i) for all p’ € A'.
4.3.1. Take ¥ asin Lemma 4.2.5 and let g(A’, 7’) = (0')~@®h’'@ ()" be the corresponding

triangular decomposition of g(A’, 7'); let p’ € (h')* be the corresponding Weyl vector. Fix
N € (b')* such that

(4.6) N +p,a) = A+ p, () forall o €Y.
and set
(4.7) L' = Ly(N).

Note that the choice of X is not unique: \” satisfies (4.6) if and only if 1, (X)) = ¥ (),
or equivalently, if Ly (\”) and L’ are isomorphic as [g/, g’]-modules.
4.3.2. Lemma.
(i) For any ' € ZA" we have
w(ﬁk’v“p’—u/) - E/prw(u’)? w(A/\’ﬂJ’—u’) - Aprww)-
(ii) We have ¥(Ry. ) = Ray, and Ap = (A').
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Proof. For any ¢/ € ZA" and ' € A" we have (N +p/ — /', 5") = A+ p — (), v(F))
by (4.6). Since 1 preserves (—, —) and the parity, this implies ¥(Ry y ) C E,\er_w(w). If
g is of type (AH), then AN-‘FP’—IL’ = RX‘FP/—M/ and AA-‘FP—M = R>\+p_“. Ifg is of type (Fln) or
(Aff), then, by definition, Ay, is the minimal subset of (A’)"™ which contains Ry
and satisfies properties (b)-(d) in § 4.1.1. Therefore ¢¥(Ayy,_,s) is a subset of A™
which contains ¥(Ry 4, —,) and satisfying properties (b)-(d). By above, ¥)(Ry ) C
R)\er,w(‘u/), SO Q/J(A)\/+p/_ul) C A)\JFP*@D(H/)' This establishes (1)

For (ii) take any 8 € Ay. Then 8 := ¢~ () € (A)® and (N + 0, 8) = A+ p, )
by (4.6). Since 1 preserves (—,—) and the parity, we obtain 3 € Ry, if and only if
g e E)\urp/. Therefore ¢<EA/+pl) = E)\er.

If g is of type (An), then A;, = Ryy, and Ay = Ry, which gives ¢(Ap) = Ay and
implies Ay = (A')*.

If g is of type (Fin) or (Aff), then, by definition, Ay, is the minimal subset of (A’)™
which contains Ry, and satisfies properties (b)—(d) in § 4.1.1. Therefore ¥(Az) C A
contains Ry, and satisfies properties (b)—(d). Therefore ¢)(Ay/) contains Ay, (since Ay, is
the minimal subset of A™ which contains Ry, and satisfies (b)—(d)). Since the restriction

of 1) gives a bijection between (A")" and A, we obtain Ay, = (A’)™ as required. O
4.3.3. We let Sp’ be the spine of ¥ (if g is of type (An), then Sp = {3} and Sp’ = {¥'}).
Let br : Sp — b*, bp : Sp” — (h')* be the maps given by

br(Xy) :=hwty, L, b (3)) = hwtys, L,
see § 2.12 for the notation (one has L = L(hwty, L — ps,,%;)). Taking T : Sp — Sp’ as
in § 4.2.6 and v, : (§')* — (b')*/(A’)* given by (4.5) we obtain the following diagram:

(4.8) Sp—L b

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

Proof. We have to verify that
(4.9) (hwtyy L', ) = (hwts, L,1p(u)) forall pe A

For 3; = ¥ 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 X; = r,3 with a € (3 N A*°).

Consider the case (hwty L, o) = 0. Then a € Ry, ,, so a € Ay. Since a € X we have
Y~ (a) € ¥ by Lemma 4.2.5 (ii), so (4.4) gives X} = ry-1(,)X’. Formula (4.9) for ¥ gives

(hwtsy L', ¢ (a)) = (hwts L, o) = 0.
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By (2.7) we obtain hwty, L =hwty L + a and hwty, L' = hwty L' + ¢~ (). Thus
(hwtsy L', p) = (hwtsy L' + 907 (a), 1) = (hwts L, (p)) + (@, () = (hwts, L, 9 (1)

as required.

Consider the case (hwty L, ) # 0. By (2.7) we have hwty, L = hwty, L. By (4.4), one
has either ¥] = X' or ¥} = ry-1)X" and a € ¥(X'). In the latter case, using (4.9) for
%, we get (hwtyy L', ¢~ () = (hwty L, o) # 0, so (2.7) gives hwty, L' = hwtys L'. Hence
in both cases hwty, L = hwty L and hwtyy L' = hwtsy L', so formula (4.9) for 3; follows
from the same formula for X. O

4.4.1. The commutativity of the diagram (4.8) means that the [¢’, 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 (A, X) and (A, %) such that ¥; € Sp and L = L(\, X) = L(A\1,%;), then the
modules L' = Ly (N, Y’) and Ly (A}, X)) are isomorphic as [g/, g’]-modules.

4.5. Definition. Let ~ be the equivalence relation on the set of isomorphism classes
of irreducible modules in Ox(g) which is generated by the following relation: L; ~ Ly if
there exists 3; € Sp and « such that

(410) a € (21 N Aan)’ « € Ahwtzl L1 s hWtEl L2 = Sa(hthl Ll)

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

Oy =0, Unip =1, Uy, =5 CA(G,), Ta =v(E) C A,

where Y is the base introduced in Lemma 4.2.5. We denote by )\ the weight given
by (4.6).

4.5.2. Lemma. IfA+p=s,(v+p) for a € (X NA*™) such that o« & Ay4,, then

(i) the algebra g, , can be identified with ¢’ := g}, , in such a way that 1,1, = sa¥rtyp

/ _ / .

and 2, , = X\, ,;
AT + _ .
(i) A7L, = saX),, and Lyyp = SaXrip;

(iii) for this identification Ly (V') and Ly (X') are isomorphic as [¢, g']-modules.

Proof. One has R,er = SQEHP, s0 Apyp = 50\, This allows to identify g,., with
g’ := g+, by taking 1,4, := Sq 0 9xy,. This gives (i).

By Corollary 4.1.6 we have 2a ¢ Ay;,. Since a € ¥ and «,2a ¢ Ay, the formula
Ayyp = 8alxy, forces AJL, = s, Ay, . By Lemma 4.2.5. the sets Xy, ,, ¥, are the sets

of indecomposable elements in AL p; Ajﬂ, respectively. This gives ¥, = 5,254, and

establishes (ii). By definition (4.6) for any i’ € A(g’) we have

(0 + 1) = (04 9yt p (1)) = (0 F 50 0 Unep10)) = (50 + ), Yrepl10)
= A+ 0 gp(p) = (N + 0/ o).
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Therefore (' —1/, A(g')) =0, so Ly(\') and Ly (') are isomorphic as [¢, g']-modules. [
Using § 4.4.1 we obtain

4.5.3. Corollary. If L(v) ~ L(\), then g,4+, can be identified with ¢’ := gy, in such
a way that Ly (V') and Ly(X') are isomorphic as [g/, g'|-modules.

4.6. Set U(\). For A € h* we denote by U(\) the subset of h* consisting of weights v
such that there exists a chain v+p = p, < p,—1 < ... < pg = A\ +p, where p; 11 = p;—m;y;
for some v; € AN At and m; € Z-, such that 2(piyvi) = mi(vi, ), where m; = 1 is
odd if p(y) = 1, m; = 1 if 7 is isotropic. Note that p;11 = s.,u; if 7; 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 Def ch L(\) = Y a,e*P™# (with

a, € Z). Assume that i € Z>oX is such that [M(X) : LA — p)] # 0 or a, # 0. Then

(i) If X\ is non-critical, then (A — p) € U(N).
(i) If g is of type (Aff) and X is critical, then (A — p) € (U(N) — Z>o0) (where § is

the minimal imaginary root).
4.6.3. Lemma. Ifv e U(N), then Ay, = Axi, and (A —v) lies in Z>oAxi).

Proof. 1t is enough to verify the assertion for a chain of length one: v+p = 1 < g = A+p
(the general case follows by induction on the length of the chain). For such a chain we have
v+p = A+p—my where vy € A NAT and m € Z is such that 2(A4p, ) = m(v,7), and
m is odd if p(y) = 1, m = 1 if v is isotropic. Notice that v € Rx.,, 50 (A—v) € Z>oAxs .
Let us verify that A, , = Ay4,.

If v is anisotropic, then v+ p = s,(A+p), so A1, = 5,851, = Axy, (since v € Ayy,).

Consider the case when 7 is isotropic. Then (A+p,7) = 0 and v = A—~, so the formula
Ayip, = Ay, follows from Lemma 4.1.7. O

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

Consider the equivalence relation A =~ v on h* which is generated by v =~ X\ if v € U(N)

and (A —0) = X if g is of type (Aff) and X is critical.
For any N € Ox(g) there exists a unique set of submodules {M, }yea such that

o M = @XEAMX;'
e for each x1,x2 € A and A\, v such that [M,, : L(N\)], [M,, : L(v)] # 0 one has
A~ v if and only if x1 = Xo.
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If N € Ox(g) is indecomposable, then N = M, .

4.6.5. Corollary. If N € Ox(g) is non-critical and indecomposable, then
N LOVLIN L) £0 = Avep = Avry (A= 1) €ZAy,,

Proof. By § 4.6.4 we have A =~ v. By Lemma 4.6.3 this forces Ay, = A, 4, and (A—v) €
ZArs . 0

4.6.6. Let N € Ox(g) be a non-critical indecomposable module. Using Corollary 4.6.5
we define Ay to be Ay;, where X is such that [V : L(\)] # 0.

Take v € U(A) and retain notation of § 4.5.1. By Proposition 4.6.2 we can identify
g,., with g’ := @), ; moreover, we can choose ' in such a way that ' € U(\) and
YN =vV)=A—v.

4.7. Remark. The character formulas for arbitrary irreducible non-critical modules L(\)
over symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras were established in [39]; these formulas imply
the following remarkable formula: Defch L = D'e” ch L', where D, p (resp., D', p') are
the Weyl denominator and the Weyl vector for A" (resp., for (A")*1).

More precisely, we denote by Rg(2) the subalgebra of R(X) consisting of x € R(X)
satisfying supp(z) C —ZsoX. The linear monomorphism ¢y, : Z¥ — Z¥ induces a
ring monomorphism Ry(X") — Ro(X) which we also denote by 15+,. The algebra Ro(¥’)
contains D’ and e~ ch L. The formula De” ch L = D’e” ch L' means

(4.11) De?ch L(\) = 1y, (D'e™™ ch L'(X)).

For example, if a non-critical weight A is such that m = (A + p,a) € Z-( for some
a € A" and (A +p,5) € Z for all § € A™T \ {a}, then gy, = slp, ¥’ = {} and
Px+,() = a. In this case

De *ch L(\) = ¢nip(D'e ™ ch L'(X)) = g p(1 — e ™) = 1 — ™,

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 Ox(g) and Oy (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 ¥ and g # gl(1]|1). Recall that (—, —) is normalised in such a way that (o, «) € Qxo
for some a € A™. The action of w € W on Y m,e” is always assumed to be the natural,

v
ie. w(d mye’) = mye”.
v v
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5.1. Integrable and partially integrable modules. Let ¥, be the set of principal
roots (see § 2.8.3 for definition). In the case when g = g(") is the non-twisted affinization
of g we let A C A be the root subsystem of §. By Remark 2.8.2 Zpr =AnN Yo is the set
of principal roots of A.

5.1.1. Definition. For a subset 7 C ¥, we call a [g, g]-module N w-integrable if g1,
acts locally nilpotently on N for each a € 7.

5.1.2. Lemma. Let Wir| be the subgroup of W generated by the reflections s, with
a € m. If alg,g]-module N is w-integrable, then the root space g, acts locally nilpotently
on N for each o € Wir|(m).

Proof. Take o € m. We will prove that g1, acts locally nilpotently on N by induction
on the length of w € Wir|. If the length is zero, then, by definition, gy, acts locally
nilpotently on N. Otherwise for some 8 € m we have w = szw’, where the length of v’
is less than the length of w. By induction, g1, act locally nilpotently on N. By [27],
Lemma 3.8, any u € g4, can be written as u = (expad f)(expad(—e))(expad f)(u)
for some v € giuwa, € € gg and f € g_p. Let E, F,U,U" be the images of e, f,u,u in
End(N). Then

U = (expad F)(expad(—F))(expad F)(U")
= (exp F)(exp —F)(exp F)U'(exp —F')(exp E)(exp —F)),

since (exp a)b(exp —a) = exp(ad a)(b). For any v € N we have

U*(v) = (exp F)(exp —E)(exp F)(U")*(exp —F) (exp E) (exp —F) (v).
Since E, F, U’ acts locally nilpotenly, Usv = 0 for s >> 0, so U acts locally nilpotently. [
5.1.3. Integrable modules. Since AF" = W(X,,) and W = WI[X,,], the X ,-integrable

modules are modules where g, acts locally nilpotently for each @ € A™. Such modules
are called integrable.

5.1.4. Remark. If g = g(A, 7) is a symmetrizable infinite-dimensional Kac-Moody super-
algebra, then the following conditions are equivalent [31]:

the set X, is linearly independent;
the Dynkin diagram of ¥, is connected,;
the subalgebra generated by vector space h + > g4, is a Kac-Moody algebra

a€Xpy

in the sense of § 2.3.3;
there exists an irreducible integrable module in Ox(g) which is not one-dimensional;
g is anisotropic, sl(1|n)M), or osp(2[2n)M).
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5.1.5. Remark. Consider the case when g is affine and the Dynkin diagram of X, is
not connected. By above, Ox(g) does not contain irreducible integrable modules which
are not one-dimensional. If we take 7 to be a maximal proper subset of ¥, (i.e., Xy \ 7
is of cardinality one), then Ox(g) contains interesting m-integrable modules. For example,
if g =g and 7 = ¥, Un#, where 7# := {a € Z,,| (a, @) > 0}, then, for k € Z, the
irreducible 7-integrable modules in Ox(g)* are irreducible modules in the K Lj-category
studied in [2]. Important examples of m-integrable modules are irreducible vacuum mod-
ules L(kA) for suitable values of k. The irreducible m-integrable modules in Ox(g) were
classified in [32].

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

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

5.1.7. If g is a non-twisted affine superalgebra which is not anisotropic, then Vi (g) is
not rational for k£ # 0, since the category of Vi (g)-modules is not completely reducible.
However, for g # D(2|1,a)"), the n#-integrability of L(kAy) implies that V(g)-modules
are exactly V*(g)-modules which are 7#-integrable, see [17] Theorem 5.3.1.

5.1.8. Let 7 be a linearly independent subset of £,,;. This means that 7 is a proper subset
of ¥, if g is affine, not anisotropic and not equal to sl(1|n)®), osp(2|2n)™, D(2|1,a)W,
7 lies in A [T A [ A; for D(2]1,a), and 7 is an arbitrary subset of Y in the rest
of the cases. We denote by g, the subalgebra generated by the vector space h + > gia.

aem

Since ¥, C AF, g is a subalgebra of g5. Using the arguments of [46], Theorem 9.1
(see also [16], 3.5) it is easy to show that g, is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra
(in the sense of § 2.3.3) with the Cartan subalgebra b, the set of simple roots 7, and
7/ = {a"| a € w}. This Kac-Moody algebra is indecomposable if the Dynkin diagram
of 7 is connected. The restriction of (—, —) to g, is a non-degenerate invariant bilinear
form. We set

Ay = Agr)™.

5.1.9. Ezample. Take g = 0sp(3|2)Y. Then X, = {e1,6 — &1,281,6 — 26, }. If 7 is of
cardinality three, then g, = 5[51) X gly.
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5.1.10. If g is of type (Aff), then each indecomposable component of g, is of type (Fin)
or (Aff). If 7# = {a € ;| (a, @) > 0} has a connected Dynkin diagram, then g,# is
an affine Kac-Moody algebra. For 7 = Epr U 7%, which appeared in Remark 5.1.5, the
algebra g, is the direct product of g, and a reductive Lie algebra with the set of simple
roots {a € ¥y| (a, ) < 0}.

5.1.11. Remark. For any N € O0%(g) one has Resj N € 0®(g,). A g-module N is

m-integrable if and only if Resy N is g -integrable.

Note that for any m-integrable L(A) we have A C Ry;, and (A, ") € Zs, for each
QaET.

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. Forany N € Ox(g) and~ € 7 the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) g_ acts locally nilpotently on N;

(b) s,((ez2 —e"2)chN) = —(e? —e"2)ch N,

(¢) Dref™ch N is naturally s.-anti-invariant (where D, and p, are respectively the
Weyl denominator and the Weyl vector for AT ).

Proof. Let t be the subalgebra which is generated by g4, and h. Then t is the direct
product of a copy of sly and a subalgebra of codimension 1 in h. Set M := Res{ N.
By § 2.10.3 (iv) we have M € Ox(t) and

chN=chM = Z[M : Li(p)] ch Li(p).
peh*
Setting P (t) := {pu| dim L((u) < oo} we have
1 a2 Cf (ertE —sertE) if e PT(Y)
@ —ehanin - { R
which gives
(2 —e 2)ch N = Z [M : Li(p)](e"F2 — s,eht2) + Z [M : Ly(p)]e"* 2.
HEPT() HEPT(t)
Therefore (b) is equivalent to
> M L), s = = 3 T [M < Lp)le" 2.
ugPT wgPT

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 : L(u)] = 0 for all u ¢ Pt 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 p — 2 and A(g.)* \ {7} are s,-invariant, so

Dnefr(e? —e 2) 1 =efm 3 I (1—e*) is s,-invariant
(5.1) . ) a€A (@) "\ {7}
' D levPr(e2 —e 2)=ePt2 A(l_{ﬂ{ }(1 — e )71 is s,-invariant
acA(gr Y

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

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

Yor = {a € X] p(a) =0} U{2a| a € %, p(a) =1}
and X, is connected. Recall that for L = L(\) we have
Ap = A/\+,o = R)\era

(see Definition 4.2). We take 7 := X,,. The Lie algebra g, is a "maximal Kac-Moody

subalgebra” of gg. For example, for g of type 6’2(2), gg is not a Kac-Moody algebra: in this
case ¥ = {«a,d — a} where p(a) = p(6 — ) = 1 and § is the minimal imaginary roots; g,
is of type Agl) with the simple roots {2, 2§ — 2a}, so gs N gr = 0.

5.2.1. By [18], Theorem 4.5.1, for N € O(g) such that Ay is well defined (for instance,
if N is indecomposable), the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) the expression Def ch N is (naturally) W[Ay]-anti-invariant, i.e.
Sa(De’ ch N) = —De’ch N for all « € Ay

(ii) the expression D e~ ch N is (naturally) W[A y]-anti-invariant.

5.2.2. Definition. If N € O(g) is such that Ay is well defined, we say that N is
quasi-admissible* if ch N 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 <= Res} N is quasi-admissible.

n [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
e L := L()\) is quasi-admissible;
e [/ is an integrable g’-module (see § 4.3 for notation).

(iii) If L()) is non-critical quasi-admissible, then De? ch L(\) = Y (sgnw) e +7),

weWrp,
(iv) If L(v) is a non-critical quasi-admissible subquotient of M (A), then A = v.

i
(v) All non-critical quasi-admissible modules are completely reducible.

5.3. Remark. Take L := L(\) and L' = Ly()\) as in § 4.3. By Lemma 4.2.5 (i),
the set Xy := 1(¥') is the set of indecomposable elements in A}. Since (A + p,a") =
(N + p', 9~ a)Y), the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) Ly()\) is integrable;
(b) A+ p,aY) € Zsp for all a € X

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

5.4.1. Notation. Recall that 7 is a linearly independent subset of Y., g, is the cor-
responding Kac-Moody subalgebra of gz and A, = A(g,)™. We denote by W{r] the
subgroup of W generated by {sq}aer. This is the Weyl group of g, and A, = Wr|(r).
As before D,, p, denote the corresponding Weyl denominator and Weyl vector respec-
tively.

Recall that for any subset X of A™ the notation W[X] stands for the subgroup of W
generated by s, with a € X.

If L is fixed, we retain notation of § 4.3 and denote by ¥ the set of principal roots for
A’ we set

™ ={a € X | ¥(a) € Ar}.

We suggest the following definition.

5.4.2. Definition. If N € O(g) is such that Ay is well defined we say that N is w-quasi-
admissible if D e~ ch N is naturally W[A; N A;]-anti-invariant, i.e.

Sa(Dre’"ch N) = —=D,ef"ch N for all « € Ay NA,.

5.4.3. Remark. Note that A%r does not depend on the choice of a base in Sp, so the
expression D e’ ch N 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 m-integrable
modules which are particular cases of m-quasi-admissible modules.

5.4.5. Example. By Lemma 5.1.12; if N € Og(g) is such that Ay is well defined and
7 C Ay, then the m-quasi-admissibility of N is equivalent to the m-integrability.

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

5.5.1. Theorem. Let N € O (g) be such that Ay is well-defined. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(a) N is w-quasi-admissible;
(b) all irreducible subquotients of N are m-quasi-admissible;

(¢) allirreducible subquotients of M := Res} N are quasi-admissible gr-modules, Ay

is well defined and A N An = Ayy.

The proof will be given in § 5.8.

5.5.2. Corollary. If N € 0(g) is m-quasi-admissible and M = Resy N is non-
critical, then M is a completely reducible g,.-module.

The proof will be given in § 5.9.

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

(a) L is m-quasi-admissible;
(b) L' is 7'-integrable, where 7' = {a’ € X | ¥(a') € Ag}.

The proof will be given in § 5.10.

5.5.4. Remark. By (4.2) we have {a € A;| (\,a") € Z} = Ry, N A,. Combining The-
orem 5.5.1 and § 5.6 we obtain

(5.3) L(\) is m-quasi-admissible = Ay, NA; = Ry, N AL
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5.6. The set Ay for M := Resy N. Recall that A, C b is the set of real roots of the
Kac-Moody algebra g, .

The set Ay, is well defined if and only if the set {a € A,| (v,a") € Z} is the same for
all v such that [M : Ly (v)] # 0; moreover Ay, coincides with these sets. (Notice that
{a € A;| (v,a¥) € Z} is the integral root subsystem of A, corresponding to the weight
v.) Take v such that [M : Ly (v)] # 0. Then there exists A € h* such that L(\) is a
subquotient of N and L(\), # 0, so A — v € Zx. Therefore

{8 €A (v,87) € Z} = {B € Ag| (A, BY) € Z}.
We conclude that

(1) Ay is well defined if and only if the set {8 € A;| (A, 5Y) € Z} is the same for all
A such that [N : L(\)] # 0;
(ii) if Ay is well defined, then Ay = {8 € A,| (A, 5Y) € Z} for any A such that
[N :L(A)] #0and Ay C (AyNA,);
(iii) {a € A;] (v,a¥) € Z} C (Axy NA;) for any v such that N, # 0.

5.6.1. The important example for the next sections is L = L()\), M := Res] L. Then
AL NA =AM N AN,
Combining (i) and (4.2) we get
Ay ={B€ A (\BY)€Z} =Ry pNA,.

The condition Ay = Ay N A, holds in many cases, for example if

e A, consists of short roots: in this case Lemma 4.1.4 (i) gives Ar N Ry;, =
Aﬂ- ﬂ A)\+p.
e if L(\) is typical (in this case Ay = Ry4,).

Introduce Ry, C A’ as in § 4.1.1. By Lemma 4.3.2, ¢ maps Ry, to Ry;,, and
Ap = (A'). Therefore Ay N A, = Ay which gives the following useful equivalence

(54) AN A)\_H, =A.N R,\+p — 7' C R)\/_;,_p/.

5.6.2. Ezample. The following example shows that A N Ry;, can be a proper subset of
AN AN, (ie. Ay is a proper subset of Ar N AL).

Take g of type B(1|3) with 3 = {6, — 83,05 — 3,05 — £1,£1}. One has p(e;) = 0 and
p(&) = T We have Epr = {51 - (52,(52 - (53,(53,81} and we take 7 := {(51 - (52,52 - 53,(53}.

For A+ p := 301 + 202 + 05 — €1 we have Ryy, = {%e1; £0; £6;; £(d5 — 1) }. Therefore
Ayip, =Aand A;NAy;, = A, is the root system of type Bs, and Ry ,NA; = {£,£J;}
is the root system of type Dj.
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5.6.3. Lemma.

(i) The set of indecomposable elements in Ap N Ag coincides with ¥(X,). One has
ApNAg=WIAL(W(2,)) and W[AL] is the Cozeter group generated by sq with
a € P(X,).

(i) The set of indecomposable elements in A, N At coincides with (n’). One has
AL NA; = WAL NALW(7) and WAL N Ax] is the Coxeter group generated
by sq with a € (n’).

Proof. The map so/ > sy(oy for o/ € A’ defines a group homomorphism ¢y : W(g') —
W[AL] which satisfies ¢(wa') = Yy (w)(a’) for all w € W(g'), o’ € A’. Since CA’ is a
faithful representation of W (g’), the map vy is bijective, so

Yy W(g) — WI[AL].
By § 2.8.3, (Aj)™ is a real root system with the set of simple roots ¥ and W(g') is the
Coxeter group generated by sy with o/ € X7 . This implies (i).

For (ii) take any 8 € (A NAF) and set ' := ¢ ~1(B). Then (' is a positive even real
root in A’. By Lemma 2.8.4, there exist o, ..., a} € 7’ such that 8 = Sal - - Sa, @y and

j
B = > ki with k; > 0. Set o; := () and notice that a; € 1(X). Therefore
=1

1=

J
5 = Z kiOéi with kl € Z>0, o; € w(Z;r)
i=1
Let us show that a; € ¢ (') for all i = 1,...,j. Since X, is the set of indecomposable
elements in A*" we have

o = g mgv for some mg > (.
’Yezpr

Therefore

J
b= Z n.yy, for n,:= Zk,mi/
YEXpr =1
If a; & Y(n'), then m?, # 0 for some v & 7, so n, # 0 and thus § & A, a contradiction.
Hence ay,...,a; € ¥(n'). Therefore § € Zzop(n') and B = sq, ... Sq,1. This proves
that ¢(n’) is the set of indecomposable elements in Ay N At and establishes the formula
ApNA,; = W(n")] (¢ (7)) which implies W[ALNA,] = W[y (n')]. Since ¢(n’) is a subset
of (X)) and, by (i), so with a € 1(X,) are Coxeter generators of W[A] = W[y (X7,)],
the set s, with a € 1(7’) are Coxeter generators of Wi (n’)]. This completes the proof
of (ii). O

5.7. Enright functor. The proofs are based on the following construction.
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5.7.1. Let a be a positive even real root and let t C g be any subalgebra containing g
Let M¢(t) be the full subcategory of the category of t-modules consisting of the objects
where " acts semisimply with non-integral eigenvalues and g, acts locally nilpotently.
By [23];[18], Section 2, the category M¢(t) admits the Enright functor € : Me(t) — M¢(t)
which is an equivalence of categories such that €*(N) = N for all N € M®(t). By
construction, the functor € commutes with the restriction functor, i.e. C(Res{(N)) is
(canonically) isomorphic to Res{(C(NN)) for any N € Me(t).

5.7.2. Let m C X, be as in § 5.4.1. Assume that a € 7 is such that ¥ contains o
or a/2. Let O, be the full subcategory of Oi"(g) whose objects are modules lying in
M¢(g). By [23]; [18], Theorems 2.3.1 and 3.2 the Enright functor gives the equivalence of
categories C: O, — O, such that

(5.5) C(L(v)) = L(sa(v+p) —p), (2 —e 2)chC(N)=s,((e2 —e 2)chN)
for all L(v), N € O,. Notice that L(v) € O, if and only if (v,a") & Z.

Since a € 7, the product e’~~*/2D, (1 — e~®)~! is naturally s,-invariant (see (5.1)).
Now the second formula in (5.5) gives

D,ePch N = % . ;’O;TQ -(e2 —e"%)ch N
B (e — B che(V))
= SO[(L . :Cf_;; . (e% — 6_%) he(N)) = Sa(Dﬂ—epChe(N))

l—e—>

for the natural action of s,, which implies
(5.6) Dre? ch N = so(Dre’ ch€(N)) for all N € O,.

for the natural action of s,. (Similarly we have De” ch N = s,(De” ch €(N)).)

5.7.3. Lemma. For any N € O, and v € A one has
Dy’ ch N = —s,(Dge’ chN) <= Dye’chC(N) = —s,.,((Dxe” ch €(N)).

Proof. In the light of (5.6) the formula D.e”ch N = —s,,((Dre” ch N) is equivalent to
Sy (Dﬂep ch N) = —545y ((Dﬂep ch N) = —S5,~5a ((D,rep ch N) )
By above, s, (Dﬂep ch N) = D,e” ch C(N) which gives the required equivalence. O

5.7.4. Let N € O™(g) be such that Ay is well defined. We claim that
(5.7) agAy = NeoO,.

Indeed, if @ € Ay, then by (4.2), (A, a") € Z for any A such that [N : L(X\)] # 0; this
implies (u, a¥) ¢ Z for all p such that N, # 0, so N € O,
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5.7.5. We will use the following formula
(5.8) [Res} C(N): Ly, (sa(v+ px) — px)] = [Resy N : Ly (v)] for any N € O,.

Indeed, take N € O4. Then C(N) € O,. Set M := Res§ N. (If M € 0™(g,) the formula
follows immediately from § 5.7.2, but M might be not finitely generated.) By § 2.10.3,
M € Ox(g,) and this module admits a weak composition series at v:

O0=MyCM C...C M, =M.
Observe that M, ..., M, € M®(g,). In the light of § 5.7.1 we obtain a finite filtration
0= C(My) C €M) C ...C(M,) = C(M).
Using (5.5) for the algebra g, we get C(M;/M;—1) = Ly, (sa(V + pz) — pr) if and only if

M;/M; 1 = Ly, (v). This gives the inequality > in (5.8). The opposite inequality follows
from the formula €*(N) = N. This establishes (5.8).

5.8. Proof of Theorem 5.5.1. Let N € Oi"(g) be such that Ay is well defined. We
want to prove the equivalence of the conditions

(a) N is m-quasi-admissible;
(b) all irreducible subquotients of N are m-quasi-admissible;

(c) all irreducible subquotients of M := Res] N are quasi-admissible g,-modules,
and Aﬂ- N AN = AM

5.8.1. Lemma.  Fiz any A and introduce @' for L(\) as in § 5.4.1. If v € ¥(n') is
such that v &€ w, then there exists a € 7w such that s,y = v — ja for some j € Z~y and
Say € AL, Moreover, o € Ayy,.

Proof. Recall that 7 C £, and A, = Wir|(r). Using Lemma 2.8.4 for A, we conclude
that there exists v € 7 such that v — s,y = ja for some j € Zy and s,y € Af. If
a € Ay, then s,y € Ay. Therefore v = s,7 + ja with s,y,a in Ay N A which
contradicts to Lemma 5.6.3 (since v € ¢(n’)). Therefore o & Ay. O

5.8.2. Lemma. Fiz any A such that [N : L(\)] # 0 and introduce ' as in § 5.4.1. Take
v € (') and v such that [Resy N : Ly, (v)] # 0. If Dyef™ ch N is s, -anti-invariant, then
Dyef~ch Ly, (v) is sy-anti-invariant and (v,v") € Z.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the partial order on A, given by a > gif a—f € Zxom.

If v € 7, then, by Lemma 5.1.12, g_, acts locally nilpotently on N and thus acts locally
nilpotently on Ly (v). By Lemma 5.1.12, R e~ ch Ly (v) is s,-anti-invariant.

Take v € m and « as in Lemma 5.8.1. Since a € 7, either a or /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 3 contains « or a/2. Let € be the Enright functor for a. Since
a ¢ Ay, = Ay we have (v,a") ¢ Z by § 5.6 (iii). By (5.8) we have

[Rest, (G(N)) : Ly, ()] # 0 for j1:= sa(v + pg) — pr.

Combining Lemma 5.7.3 and (5.7) we conclude that the assumption that D e’ ch N is
s,-anti-invariant implies the s, --anti-invariance of D e~ ch C(N).

By Lemma 4.5.2 we have 1, (x4p)—p(7') = Sa77- By § 5.7.2, the module L(s,(A+p) —p)
is a subquotient of C(N). Since s,y < 7, by induction hypothesis, the s, -anti-invariance
of Dyef~ ch C(N) implies s, ~-anti-invariance of D,e”m ch Ly (1) and (p, (sq7)Y) € Z. In
particular,

(1 (507)") = (sa(v + pr), (7)) = (v + pri7") € 2
so (v,7Y) € Z. Since Ly (n) = C(L,, (v)), the s, ,-anti-invariance of D e~ ch Ly ()
implies the s,-anti-invariance of Dy e~ ch Ly (v). This completes the proof. U

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

Y(r') C{B e A (v,8Y) € Z} C (AN NAL).
Using Lemma 5.6.3 we conclude (A, NAyx) = {8 € A:| (v,8Y) € Z}. Since this formula
holds for all v such that [M : L, (v)] # 0, the set Ay, is well defined and coincides with
AN Ay, see § 5.6 (ii). Combining the above lemma and Lemma 5.6.3 we conclude that
L. (v) is quasi-admissible. This establishes the implication (a) = (c).

Since ch N is the sum of the characters of irreducible subquotients of N, (b) implies
(a). Similarly, ch N 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 Ay = Ap.
Any irreducible subquotient L; of Resj L is a subquotient of M, so, by (c), it is quasi-
admissible g,-module. Moreover, and A, NA;, = A, NAy = Ay,. Using the implication
(c) = (a) for L we conclude that L is m-quasi-admissible. This completes the proof of

the implication (¢) = (b) and the proof of Theorem 5.5.1.

5.9. Proof of Corollary 5.5.2. Let N be a m-quasi-admissible module and M :=
Res] (V). Assume that M is non-critical. Fix v € M and let M; be a cyclic module
generated by v. Then M; € 0%(g,). By Theorem 5.5.1, any irreducible subquotient of
M is quasi-admissible. Since M; is non-critical, M; 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 s,(Dxe’" ch L) =
—Drefmch L for all a € ¢(n’). On the other hand, (b) is equivalent to the fact that for
all v € 7’ the root space g’ ., acts locally nilpotently on L'. Using Lemma 5.1.12 we
conclude that it is enough to verify that for 4" € 7’ the following conditions are equivalent
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(a’) sy(Dref~ch L) = —Dref~ ch L for v := ¢ (v');
(b") sy/(Dpefr ch ') = —Dyef ch L.

This equivalence is established in the lemma below.

5.10.1. Lemma. For~' € 7’ the assertions (a’) and (b’) are equivalent.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the partial order on A, given by v > pif v—p € Z>om.
For the induction base we assume that v € . Then either v or /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 ¥ contains «y or /2. Then 3’ contains 7' or 7//2 respectively.
By Lemma 5.1.12 (a’) and (b’) are equivalent to locally nilpotence of actions of g_, and
g, on L and L’ respectively. It is well-known that g, acts locally nilpotently on L if

and only if ’\;5)7) is a positive integer which is odd if v/2 € ¥. Using the formula
2N 4p') 20 +py)
(") ()

Now assume that v € w. Take v € m and a as in Lemma 5.8.1. Since a € 7, either
a or a/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 ¥ contains « or «/2 and thus
¥ contains o or /2 respectively. Take v := s,(A + p) — p. Combining Lemma 5.7.3
and (5.7) we conclude that (a’) is equivalent to

Dre? ch L(v) = —s,,((Dre’ ch L(v)).

By Lemma 4.5.2 we have ¢, (7) = s47. Since s,y < 7, by induction hypothesis, (b’) is
equivalent to ss,,-anti-invariance of D e~ ch L(v). Hence (a’) is equivalent to (b’) for ~.
This completes the proof. O

6. ADMISSIBLE WEIGHTS

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

6.1. Notation. We normalise the bilinear form (—, —) as in § 3.5 and in Appendix A.

For a weight A € h* we call k := (A, d) the level of A.

We let g C g be the finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra described in Appen-
dix A. Note that g = g() if g is non-twisted. We denote by A the root system of §.
We let Ay € b* be such that (Ag,d) = 1 and (AO,A) (AO,AO) = 0. We let cl be the
canonical map cl : @A — QA/Qd = QA. By Remark 2.8.2, Epr =X N A is the set of
principal roots for A. We set

W#—{aeEpr|(aa)>O} A* = Ay = {a € Ag] (a,a) >0}
rmi=1# U, = {a € Syl ac Aor (a,a) > 0}.
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The assumption g # D(2|1,a)!) ensures that 7 is linearly independent. If g = gV is a
non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, then g,# 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” §# of gz, since the root system A(g,+) is equal to A(g%) + ZJ.

Since we use the normalised invariant form, the longest root in A# is of square length
2 and L(kAg) is n#-integrable if and only if k € Z>.

6.1.1. Vacuum modules. For each k € C we introduce the vacuum module V* of level k in

the usual way: we set gy :=bH+ > go and let C;, the one-dimensional g,-module
a€A:(a,Ag)>0
where each h € h acts by multiplication by (kAg, h); we set

k._
VEi= IIlngr (Ck

Notice that L(kAo) is the unique irreducible quotient of V*; 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* is a cyclic module generated by C; and gC; = 0, VF is
Epr—lntegrable Therefore any subquotient of V¥ is Epr—lntegrable and any 77-integrable
subquotient is m-integrable. Moreover, any 7#-quasi-admissible subquotient of V* is 7-
quasi-admissible.

6.2. The module L' for L := L(kAg). Consider the case g = g or D(m + 1|n)?. Let
L := L(kAg) for k € Q. We let g’ := gga, and let ¢ : ZA(g') — ZA be the linear map as
in § 4.3. Tt is easy to see that A C Apag+p and g' := gray+p is of type (Aff). Let (—, =)
be the normalised invariant form on A(g’).

6.3. Lemma. Let g be a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra or D(m + 1|n)®
Let k € Q, g',¢ be as § 6.2.

(i) One has g = g if g # B(m|n)Y or D(m + 1|n)®.
(it) If g is B(m|n)®) or D(m+ 1n)®, then ¢ is also B(m|n)" or D(m + 1|n)®
(iii) One has (Y(v1),¥(ve)) = (v1,v2) for v1,v9 € A(g) and v~ (A) coincides with
A as introduced in Appendiz A.1.1.

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

Proof. We have A C cl(Apay1,) C cl(A). Since g = ¢ or D(m + 1|n)®, we have
cl(A) = A U {0}, so cl(Agayi,) = A. Using the table in Appendix A.1.1, we conclude
that g’ = g if g is non-twisted and g # B(m|n)M. If g = B(m|n)® or D(m + 1|n)@,
then g’ is also g = B(m|n)®" or D(m + 1|n)®). This establishes (i), (ii) and the formula
¥~ 1(A) = A’. The restriction of (—, =)’ to cl(A’) = A is the normalised invariant form,
so the restriction of (—, —)" to ZA(g’) coincides with the restriction of the normalised
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invariant form. This establishes (iii). For (iv) set A := kAg and introduce A" as in § 4.3.
For a € A we have

XN+ 0,07 (@) = (A4 p,0) = (p, )

where p is the Weyl vector for A*. Since ¢y"1(A) = A’, this gives (N, a/) = 0 for all
o' € A’. Therefore Ly (\') is a vacuum module. O

6.4. Admissibility. We retain notation of § 6.1.

6.4.1. Definition. We call N € Ox(g) admissible if N is non-critical, 7#-quasi-admissible,
and Q(Axy N A#) = QA#. We call a weight A admissible if L()\) is admissible (i.e., if
L()) is 7#-quasi-admissible and Q(A* N A, ,) = QA#). The level k is called admissible
if the weight kAy is admissible. An admissible level k is called principal admissible if
Agpg+p 1s isometric to A™, and is called subprincipal admissible otherwise. An admissible
weight A is called principal (resp., subprincipal) admissible if (X,0) is a principal (resp.,
subprincipal) admissible level, and A% N Ay, is isometric to A% N Aga,1p-

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

Indeed, by Theorem B.6 (iii), (iv), if Axy, 2 A™(g') for a non-critical A € b*, then
g=A(2m —1|2n — 1)® and A,,, has an indecomposable component of type A(1|1)®.
Then A# N Ay, has an indecomposable component of type {a € A(1|1)?| (a,a) >

0} = Agl), so cl(A# N Ay;,) has an indecomposable component of type A;. However,
if A is a principal or a subprincipal admissible weight, then cI(A# N Ay,,) is isometric
to cl(A% N Agagtp). Without loss of generality we take m < n. Then n > 1. Since
A c Apag+p) We have

D, = A" C (A% N Apagt,) C cl(AF) = C,.

Therefore cl(A# N Ay, ,) does not have an indecomposable component of type Aj;.

In the example 4.2.4 X is an admissible weight and A4, 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. Ifg is a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, which is not an
affine Kac-Moody algebra, B(m|n)M, D(2|1,a)"), 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 X is admissible, then (A + p,0) € Qo.
(ii) Any (principal) admissible level for g is a (principal) admissible level for the
non-twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g+ .

Proof. We set (%) :={o/ € X | ¥(a/) € A#}. Then
(7)) = {a’ € B[ ¥(d) € AT} = {o’ € B, | (¢, ) > 0}.

The condition QAﬁp = QA implies the existence of ¢ € Z-( such that ¢é € Aip.
Then ¢~!(gd) is a positive imaginary root in A(g’). By Theorem 5.5.3, Ly (\) is (7%)'-
integrable, so (N + p’,171(¢d)) € Zso which gives (A + p,qd) € Z>y. By definition, A is

non-critical, thus (A + p,0) € Q. 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 L; , (kAo) is quasi-admissible (since this module is a subquotient
of Resﬁﬂ# L(kAo)) and {a € A#| (N, oY) € Z} = A% N Rypy+p, S0 the Q-span of this set
coincides with QA#. In order to prove that k is a (principal) admissible level for g,«, it
remains to verify that k is not the critical level for g,«. Let p# be the Weyl vector for the
Kac-Moody algebra g,#. Since g is non-twisted, ¢ is the minimal imaginary root of g,#
and the restriction of (—, —) to A# is the normalised invariant form. Thus (p#, ) = hV'#
is the dual Coxeter number for A#. Using the table in § 3.5 we see that hY < hY"# (the
equality holds if and only if g is a Lie algebra, that is g = g,#). Therefore (p* — p, ) >0
and thus

(kAO + p#a 5) = (kAO + p, 5) + (p# — P 5) > 07
since, by (i), (kAo + p,0) > 0. O

6.5. Proposition.

(i) Letg # D(2|1,a)M be of type (Aff). Assume that k € Zsq is such that k+h" # 0.
Then L(kAg) is the unique 7 -integrable subquotient of V*.

(ii) Let g # D(2|1,a)M be a non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. If k is an
admissible level, then L(kNy) is the unique 7 -quasi-admissible subquotient of V.

Proof. We fix a base ¥ as in Appendix A; then the set ¥ = N A is a base of A.

For (i) let L(kAo — i) be a m-integrable subquotient of the Verma module M (kAy) and
w# 0. Then (kAg—p, ")y > 0 for all & € mand 2(kAg+p, ) = (i, ). By Proposition A.3
this gives (kAo — i) € ZY, so the (kAg — p)-weight space in V* is zero. Hence L(kAq — 1)
is not a subquotient of V*.

For (ii) let L(v) be a 7% -quasi-admissible subquotient of V* and v # kA,. By Propo-
sition 4.6.2 (i), v € U(kAg). Set A := kA¢. By Lemma 6.3 (iv), we have X' = k'A{.
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Take v/ as in § 4.5.1. By § 4.6.6 we can choose v/ € U()\). By Theorem 5.5.3, Ly (V) is
7'-integrable where 7' := {a’ € X[ | ¥(a’) € A;}. By Lemma 6.3 (iii), we have

m={a € X | (/,0) >0} U (X, NA).

Using Proposition A.3 we obtain X' — v/ € ZA’. Now § 4.6.6 gives A — v € ZA, so the
v-weight space in V* is zero (since v # kAg). Hence L(v) is not a subquotient of V.
Now both assertions follow from Remark 6.1.2. 0J

7. Vi(g9)-MODULES

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

7.1. Notation. We denote by V*(g), Vi(g) the universal and simple affine vertex super-
algebras of level k respectively. We always assume that k is non-critical. We denote by
Ox(g)*, O™ (g)k the full subcategories of Ox(g), O™ (g) consisting of the modules of level
k (i.e., the modules annihilated by (K — k)). Any module in O™ (g)* has the natural
structure of V*(g)-module.

We retain notation of §§ 5.1.8 and 5.4. Recall that g,# is a subalgebra of g generated
by b and gi. for a € 7#; this is the direct product of a subalgebra of b 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 p# and (h#)Y 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 Vi (g)-module in the category O is com-
pletely reducible and irreducible modules in this category are admissible g-modules L(\)
such that Ay, is isometric to Aga,p-

In [18] this assertion was extended to g = o0sp(1]2n)) (which is the only anisotropic
non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra with gy # 0). It was also shown that any
Vi(g)-module in the category O™ (g)* 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)M). Let k be an admissible level. Then a V*(g)-module
N is a Vi(g)-module if and only if Resﬁ# N is a Vi(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].
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7.3.2. Theorem. Let g and k be as in Theorem 7.3.1, and let N € Ox(g)* be an
indecomposable g-module. If N is admissible and Ay N A¥ is isometric to Appg4p N AN
then N is a Vi(g)-module. The converse holds for g # B(1]1)V) and for g = B(1|1)®) if
k is principal admissible.

7.3.3. Remark. We do not know whether the last statement holds for B(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 € O™ (g)* is a
Vi.(g)-module if and only if all irreducible subquotients of N are Vi.(g)-modules.

Proof. By Theorem 7.3.1, N is a Vj(g)-module if and only if Resi# N is a Vi (g#)-module.
If N € 0™ (g)*, then M := Res}, N lies in O™ (g#)* (here we have to use O™ since

the weight spaces in M might be infinite-dimensional), so M is completely reducible (by
Corollary 5.4.1 in [18]). Thus N € O™ (g)* is a V},(g)-module if and only if all irreducible
subquotients of M are Vi (g#)-modules. Using Theorem 7.3.1 again we obtain the required
statement. U

7.4. Proof of Theorem 7.3.1. We denote by V#* the vacuum module for g# and view
it as a submodule of V*. We denote by J and by J# the maximal proper submodules of V*
and V#F respectively (then L(kAg) = V*/J and Ly (kAg) = V#*#/J#). A V¥(g)-module
N is a Vj(g)-module if and only if Y (v, 2)N = 0 for all v € J. Similarly, a V*(g#)-module
N is a Vi(g#)-module if and only if Y (v,2)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#* is a submodule of Resﬁ# V* the module V#*/(V#*N.J) is a submodule
of Resﬁ# L(kAy). Since k is an admissible level, L(kAy) is admissible, so, by Theorem 5.5.1,
any irreducible subquotient of V#*/(V##* N J) is quasi-admissible. By Proposition 6.5
(ii) this implies V#*/(V#E N J) = L4 (kAo). Thus V#F N J = J#.

Denote by J; the g-submodule of V¥ generated by J#. By above, J; C J. Let V; :=
Vk(g)/J1 be the quotient vertex algebra. Then the Vi-modules are the V*(g)-modules
which are annihilated by Y (v, 2) for all v € J#. Considering the adjoint representation of
Vi we obtain Y (v, 2)V; = 0 for all v € J#. Then M := Resﬁ# Vi is a VF(g#)-module. By
above, Y (v, 2)M = 0 for all v € J#, so M is a Vj(g¥)-module. Since k is a g#-admissible
level and M € Ox(g*), Arakawa’s Theorem for g# implies that M is an admissible g#-
module.

Let L(v) be an irreducible subquotient of V*/.J;. Let us verify that L(v) if 7#-quasi-
admissible. By Theorem 5.5.1 it is enough to check that any irreducible subquotient of
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M, = Resi# L(v) is a quasi-admissible g#-module and that Ay, = A,;,NA%. Since M,
is a subquotient of M, any irreducible subquotient of M; is quasi-admissible. By § 5.6 we
have

AMl = Ry+p N A# - R)\+p N A# == A)\er N A#

(the second equality follows from (4.2) and the last equality follows from (5.3) and the
fact that L(\) is admissible ). By Lemma 4.6.3 we have A, , = Ay ,. Therefore Ay, =
A,y, N A%, Hence L(v) is quasi-admissible. By Proposition 6.5 (ii), v = kAo. Hence
J1 = J as required. O

7.5. Proof of Theorem 7.3.2. Let k be an admissible level and N € Ox(g)* be an
indecomposable module. Consider the properties

(a) N is admissible and A# N Ry, is isometric to AZ&AO b
(b) Resyy N is a Vi (g7)-module.

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

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

(a”) Resﬁ# N is admissible, A* N Ry, = A* N Ay, ,, and A% N A,,, is isometric to
A# ﬂ Ak/\o—i—p'

Let L(\) be a subquotient of N. Then Ay;, N A¥ = A4, N A%, By § 5.6 we
have {a € A%| (v,a") € Z} = A* N Ry4, for any v such that Ly (v) is a subquotient
of Resi# N. Since k is a g*#-admissible level, Arakawa’s Theorem implies that (b) is
equivalent to

(b’) Resﬁ# N is admissible and A% N Ry, is isometric to A% N Agpyi -

Since (a’) implies (b’), (a) implies (b). It remains to show that (b’) implies (a’) except
for the case g = B(1]1)") when k is subprincipal admissible. It is enough to verify that
in these cases one has
(7.1)  (A* N Ryy,) is isometric to (A% N Agayr,) = AFNRy\,=A*NAy,,

if X\ is of the level k.

7.5.2. Lemma. If A¥ N Ry, is isometric to (A%)™® and A# contains a short even
root of A, then (7.1) holds.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1.4 (i), Ay, and R4, contain the same short even roots. Thus
(A*N Ry, ,) C (A*NA,,,) are two affine root systems, which share the same short roots
and the smaller one is non-twisted (since A* N Ry, is isometric to (A#)™). 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 A% N Rypyp is isometric to (A#)™. 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 A# contains a short even root of A if g # B(m|n)) with
n > m.

By Corollary 6.4.4, for g # B(m|n)®) any admissible level k is principal. Hence the
above lemma establishes (7.1) in all cases except for B(m|n)®) 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)"). We denote by 7V the
lacety of g7, i.e. the ratio of square lengths of a long root and of a short root of A¥.
(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 + hY € Qso; we write
k+hY = - where p, ¢ are positive coprime integers. By Lemma 6.3 (iv), for L = L(kA)
the g’-module L' is a simple vacuum module, i.e. L' = Ly (K'Aj).

7.6.1. Admissible levels for affine Kac-Moody algebras. This case is well-known [34]. In-
deed, we have ¥ = X U {§ — 0} where (0,0) = 2. If ged(q,7) = 1, then Ypr,4, =
YU {qd — 0}. If ged(q,rY) = rV, then Ypr,1, = XU {gd — 0’} where ¢’ is the maximal
short root; in this case Agy, is the root system of a twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra of
type X érv). As a result, k is principal admissible if and only if ged(q, ") = 1 and p > hY,
and k is subprincipal admissible if and only if ged(g, ") # 1 and p is greater or equal to
the dual Coxeter number of X érv).

7.6.2. Proposition. If g is an indecomposable affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, which
is not of type B(m|n)Y, and is not an affine Kac-Moody algebra, then k is admissible if
and only if ged(q,7¥) =1 and p—hY >0 (then ¥’ =p—h").

Proof. By Corollary 6.4.4, for g in question any admissible level £ is principal, so, by Lemma 6.4.5,
k is principal admissible for g#. By § 7.6.1 this implies ged(q,7¥) = 1. It is easy to see
that ged(q,rV) = 1 implies Apay+, = {Zqd + A}. Therefore ¢(5') = ¢d (where 1 is as
in §4.3), so

K= gk — (¢,8) = p— 1,
since g & g’. By Theorem 5.5.3, kA is quasi-admissible if and only if L(k'A}) is 77-
integrable, that is k' € Z>. O

The remaining case B(m|n)") will be considered in the next section.
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8. ADMISSIBLE LEVELS FOR B(m|n)W

In this section we consider g := B(m|n)). One has g# = BY it m > n and g# = OV
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 + hY = § where p, ¢ are non-zero
coprime integers and ¢ > 0; for n > m we write k + hY = 2% where p, ¢ are non-zero

coprime integers and ¢ > 0. For example, for k € Z we haveg=1landp=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(kAg) we have L' = Ly (k'Ao) for some £’

In this section we will show that for 0 < m < n, k is principal admissible if and only
if p,q are odd and £ > hY; in this case, g’ = g and &' = £ — hY. Form >n > 0, k is
principal admissible if and only if ¢ is odd and p > h"; in this case, g’ =2 g and &' = 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 ¢ is even. In all these cases k is
a subprincipal admissible level if and only if £ > (h/)Y and p # 0, where (h')" is the dual
Coxeter number for g’, which is of type A(0|2n —1)® if m = 0 and of type D(m + 1|n)®
if m > 0. In all these cases k' = & — (h/)".

8.1. Case B(0[(). In this case g# = gg = C!"). We have h¥ = (+1and ¥ = XU{s—0}
where 6 = 24;. Recall that (6,60) = 2.

For o € A we have

_ Lel (@, 0) = 3,1
. q ? ) 27
(25+a)€RkAo+p — {2622"‘1, (a,) =2, and i is odd

(the condition 7 is odd in the last line reflects the fact that i6 +a & A if i is even). This
gives
- B YU {¢6 — 6} if p, g are odd,
Mot T S U{¢d —6,}  otherwise,
where 6, is the maximal among non-long roots: ¢, = d; for £ = 1 and 6, = §; + &5 for
¢ > 1. Therefore ¥(d") = ¢d, so

K = (N 40, 8) = (0.0) = (At p.ad) = (1) = 5= ()"
where (h')¥ is the dual Coxeter number of g’. This gives

e If pq is odd, then g’ is of type B(0[¢)") and k' = £—hY.
e If pq is even, then g’ is of type A(0[20— 1)) and k' = & — (h')¥ with (k)Y = ¢}
(note that A(0[1)® = D(1]1)® since sl(1]2) = osp(2]2)).
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By Theorem 5.5.3, k is admissible if and only if Ly (k'Ag) is integrable. If pq is odd,
then g’ = g, so Ly (k'Ag) is integrable if and only if k" € Zs¢. If pq is even, then g’ is of
type A(0]2¢ — 1) with the normalised invariant bilinear form (the square length of the
long oot is 2). The set of simple roots for A(0[1)? is {6 — &;,6;} (both roots are odd)
and Ly (k'Ag) is integrable if and only if 2k" = p — 2(K')" € Z>¢ i.e. p > 2(h')¥ = 1. For
¢ > 1 the set of simple roots for A(0]2¢ — 1)®) is {6 — §; — 62,6, — 02,...,6,} (the last
root is odd) and Ly (k'Ag) is integrable if and only if k' = £ — (h')" € Z>¢ which means
that p is odd and p > 2(h')". We conclude that

e k is principal admissible if and only if p, ¢ are odd and p > 2hY = 20 + 1;
e [ is subprincipal admissible if and only if p > 2¢—1, and, in addition, pq is even for
¢ =1, and g is even for ¢ > 1; if k subprincipal admissible, then g’ = A(0[2(—1)?).

8.1.1. Let A be an admissible weight of B(0[¢)) satisfying cl(Ayy,) = Ag = Cy. Retain
notation of § 4.5.1. By [26], ¢’ is one of the following affine Kac-Moody superalgebras:

eV AR B(0[O)™, A(0]2¢ — 1)@, or D(1|0)® = C( + 1)@ (notice that D(1]1)@ =
C(2)@ = A(0|1)@).

Recall that a € A™ is even if (o, ) = 1,2, and is odd if (o, ) = 1/2. If (o, ) = 1,1/2,
then o € Ay, is equivalent to a € Ry4,, so o, a0 + jo € Ay, is equivalent to %’ € Z.
This gives
(8.1) (a+ZS)NA, =a+2Z¢) ifae Ay, isst (a,a)=1,1/2.

Since cl(Axi,) = Ay, cl(A(g')y) = Cr and the square length of the longest root in
A(g') is 2. Let ¢’ be the minimal imaginary root of A(g’). Recall that ¢ () = ud for
some u € Z~g. By § 3.2.6 if 3 is a short root of A(g’), then (8+ j§') € A(g) is equivalent
to j € Z, so

{0(8) + 26} N Ay = $(B) + Zap(9).

If g’ % C\V, then (8, 8) # 2, so (8.1) implies 1(8') = ¢6. Hence

(8.2) (&) =qs for g’ % CW.
Therefore (N, 0") = (N +p',0") — (1) = (A+p,6) — (1) where (h')" is the dual Coxeter
number of g’. Hence

(8.3) (szg—wymg¢qu

Ifg' = 01(1), then ¢ = 1. For o € Ay, ,onehas (o, ) =2and a/2 ¢ A, s0 (A p, ) € Z.
Therefore (a + jo) € Ay, is equivalent to s(k + hY) € Z that is s € 2Zq. Therefore

(8.4) (&) =28, (N,8)=p—2 for g =W,

Let us show that g’ % D(1]¢)® for £ > 1. Suppose the contrary. Then A(g'); contains
a such that (o, o) = 1 and a+9" ¢ A(g'). Then ¢(a) € Ay, and Y(a+6") = Y(a)+qd &
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Ay, which contradicts to (8.1). Hence
(8.5) g =Y, BO[)W, AJ or A0)20 — 1))

8.1.2. Corollary.  Let g = B(0|0)W), k be an admissible level, and L()\) be a Vi(g)-

module.
() If k is principal admissible, then Ay, , = Agays, and g’ =2 B(0]O)Y. In this case
Ly (N) has level & — hY.
(ii) Let k be a subprincipal admissible level. Then either g’ = A(0]2¢ — 1)), or
g = Ag?_l fort >1, org = Cfl) fort=1. If g 2 01(1)’ then Ly (X') has level
L —(h')Y where (h')Y is the dual Coxeter number of g'. If g’ = cW, then Ly (N)
has level p — 2.

Proof. By Arakawa’s Theorem (established in [18] for this case), Ayy, N Ag is isometric
to AkAo—i-p N A@.

Consider the case £ > 1 and ¢ is even. Then, by § 8.1, g is of type Aé?_l, and, by [26],
g is A(0]20 — 1)@ or AD) .
Consider the case when ¢ > 1 and ¢ is odd. By (8.2), ¥ maps the minimal imaginary
root of AL = Ctgl) to ¢d. Hence
(Y+Z6) N Ay =7+ Zgd for all v € Ay;, N Ag.

Take v € Ay, such that (v,7) = 2, that is v = s0 & 26,. By above, (s + ¢)d £ 26; lies in
Axt,. Since s or s+ ¢ is even, Ay, contains an element of the form 23 where /3 is odd.
Thus 3 € Axy,, so g’ contains an odd root. By § 8.1, g is of type Cg(l). Hence, by [26],
g = B(0]0)"

Now consider the case £ = 1. Then g = C’fl). We have the following possibilities

(a) g = B(0]1)Y with ¥\ = {516 & 201, 520 F 61 }, where s, is odd;
(b) g/ = A(0|1) with ZA = {815 — (51, 825 + (51},
(c) g = Cf ) with ¥, = {816 — 201, 820 + 201}, where sy, s are odd.

If ¢ = BO|1)Y), then (A + p,510 £ 28;) € Z and 4(\ + p, 520 F 6,) € 27 + 1, so
(31+§52) € 27Z + 1. Thus p, ¢ are odd.

If g = A(0]1)@, then (s6 + ;) € Ay, for some s and ((2s + 2i + 1)6 + 201) & Axy,
for all . Thus 2 2Z+1 ¢ 27+ 1 for all 7, so pq is even.

If g’ = C’fl), then (sd +201) € Ay;, for some odd s and (i + d;) & Ay, for all ¢. This
implies %p ¢ 27+ 1 for all odd j, so pq is even.

The rest of the assertions follow from (8.4) and (8.3). O
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8.2. Admissible levels for g := B(m|n)") with m,n > 1. Let k be as in the beginning
of Section 8. By Lemma 6.3 (ii), ¢ is either B(m|n)" or D(m + 1|n)®. Thus, if k is
admissible, then k is principal if g’ is B(m|n)®"), and is subprincipal if g’ is D(m + 1|n)®.

We denote by ¢ the minimal imaginary root of g’; recall that ¥(§') = wd for some
u € Zso. One has (K'Aj + p',0") = (kAo + p,1(6)), so

=l ) itn>m, K=" (W) itn<m,
q q

where (h')Y := (p,¢') is the dual Coxeter number of g'.
Note that the lacety 7V 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 A’ is the normalised invariant form.
If ¢ = B(m|n)Y, then Ly(k'Ay) is (7')#-integrable if and only if &' € Zso. If g/ =
D(m +1|n)@, then Ly (k'Ay) is (7')#-integrable if and only if 2k’ € Zs.

8.2.2. Proposition.  Let g = B(m|n)V) with m,n > 1. Recall that h¥ =n —m+ 1,
(R')Y =252 if n >m, and hY =2m —2n — 1, (B')Y =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(11)W and k' = L—hY, so k+h" = %. If p is even, then g’ = D(2|1)®
and k' =5 — (W)Y =L, sok+h" = %’. 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)Y, and k is admissible (and
principal) if and only if K = p — kY > 0. If q is even, then g’ = D(m + 1|n)®,
and k is admissible (and subprincipal) if and only if k' = & — (h')Y > 0 (notice
that k' € Z + ).

(i) 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)V, k' = 2 — hV, and k is admissible (and
principal) if and only if k' > 0. In this case k + hY = %.

8.2.3. Corollary.

(i) The level k is principal admissible for g = B(m|n)® with m > 0, n > 1 if and
only if p,q are odd and § > hY 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)® with m > 0, n > 1 in
the following cases: & > (h')Y, p# 0 and
-m =0, n=1 when pq is even;
-m>n>1o0orm=0,n>1 when q is even,
-m =mn=1 when p is even form =n = 1.
One has ¢ = D(m + 1jn)@ (so (W)Y =n— 1 form =0, (W)Y = m —n for
m>nandm=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, Agp, v, = B(m|n)®) means that Aga, ., is
isomorphic to the set of real roots of B(m|n)). It is convenient to use the normalization
(e1,€1) = 1 (which coincides with the original normalization if m > n). Then (kAg+p,d) =
%Wherep1:pform>nandp1:—pifn2m.

By Theorem 5.5.3, if k is admissible, then it satisfies
(8.6) Apagtp NA* C Ripgp.

In the light of Theorem 5.5.3 and § 8.2.1, it is enough to verify that for u :=
u=qis qis odd and u = ¢/2 otherwise) we have:

B
ged(2,9) (1.e.,

(a) if n > m and p, q are odd, or m > n and ¢ is odd, then (8.6) holds and
(8.7) Aragip = A+ Zud = B(m|n)D,

(b) if m =n =1 and p is even, or m > n and ¢ is even, then (8.6) holds and
(8.8) Arrgrp = {A +2Zu} U{a + Zud| a € A, (o, a) = +1} = D(m + 1|n)@,

(c) formula (8.6) does not hold in all other cases, i.e. for m =n =1 if ¢ is even, and
for n > m, n # 1 if p or ¢ are even.

For o € A we have

i =0 if (, ) =0
. — BecZ if (o, ) = 42,1
(a+10) € Rpagsp = % €7 if (a, ) =1,
z’,%iGQZJrl if (o, ) = —4.

If p,q are odd, then Apryt, = A+ Zgs = B(m|n)™ and Apags, N A = Riagip,
so (8.6) holds. This proves (a).

In our normalization the short even roots (i.e., sd==¢;) are of square length 1. By Lemma 4.1.4
(i), the root sidt¢;) lies in Ayga,+, if and only if it lies in Rya,+p, that is (s0%¢;) € Agag+p
if and only if 2s is divisible by ¢. Using Lemma 6.3 (ii), we conclude that Agy, 4, satisfies

— q
one of the formulas (8.7), (8.8) for u = k.

If ¢ is even, then the set given by formula (8.8) contains Rga,, S0 Agags, is as in (8.8)
with v = £. In this case g’ is of type D(m + 1|n)®. For m > n formula (8.6) holds. If
n > m, then (g0 + 281) € Agagtp \ Riag+ps 50 (8.6) does not hold.

Now consider the remaining case when p is even (and ¢ is odd). For B(1]|1) we have
Argrp = 12740 + 1 £ 81, 7g0 + 1,790 + 61,2Zq6 + 26, } = D(2]1)?,
S0 Appgtp N A# = {2746 £ 201} = Riag+, N A* and (8.6) holds.
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(1,1) the set A contains o such that (o, ) € {2} and o + ¢§ € Ry,
B(m|n)® is given by formula (8.7). If m > n,

RkAo—i-p N A# = {Zq5 + A#} = AkAO_HJ N A#7

so (8.6) holds. If n > m, then ¢d + 201 € Agagsp \ Rikrg+p, SO (8.6) does not hold. This
completes the proof. O

For (m,n) #
Thus AkAO tp =

8.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem 7.3.2. It remains to verify (7.1) for
B(m|n)" 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)Y) with n > m and k such that k +h" = - where p, g

are odd. Let \ be a weight of level k such that Ry., N A% is isometric to (A%)™®. Then
A)\+p N A# - R)\+p N A#

Proof. We will use the normalization (é;,6;) = 1. For this normalization (kAo + p,d) = §
and all roots are of integral square length, so 2(X + p, ) is integral for all v € Ay,.
We will use the following observation: (sd 4 20;) € Ry, if and only if (A + p, s6 + 20;)

is odd if s is even, and (A + p, sd + 20;) is even if s is odd.

The assumption that Ry, ,NA¥ is isometric to (A%)™ implies that for eachi =1,...,n
there exists s such that (s +29;) € Ry4,. If s is odd, then the above observation gives

(s64+20;) € Rayp <= (A+p,56+20;) €2Z <= (A+p,(s+q)0+25)€2Z+1

since p is odd. Thus (sd + 2J;) € Ry, for some even s. Therefore for each i =1,...,n
there exists p; such that (2p;d +20;) € Ry4,, which means that §; := p;d + ¢; lies in E,\ﬂ),
that is
1
Take v € (Ax;, N A%) and set b:= (A + p,7). Since v € A# we have (v,7) is 2 or 4,
and v = s0 £ 3; £ §; for some s € Z, 1 <1,j < n, so

b= (+a; +a;)+ L.
q

Since v € Ay, we have 2b € Z. Since (+a,+a;) is integral, 22 is integral, so s is divisible
by ¢ (since ¢ is odd). Therefore b € Z. Hence v € Ry4, if (fy v) = 2. If (v,7) = 4, then
1 =7 and b = +2a; + %. 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 v € Ry, as required. 0

8.3.2. It remains to verify (7.1) for B(m|n)®" with m > n and k being subprincipal
admissible. In the light of Proposition 8.2.2 this corresponds to the case when ¢ is even.
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8.3.3. Set P := {v € CA| (v,a) € Z for all @ € A}. We consider the map t : P —
GL(h*) given by

)
(5.9) ) = ot (0w — () + D

The map ¢ is a group monomorphism; we denote by T the image of this map. Then
T € O(h*) (i.e., t, preserves the bilinear form (—, —) on h*). Note that for v € A we have

tu(/y) =7 - (77 V)5
In particular, t,(0) = 0 and and ¢,(A) = A. We denote by W the subgroup of O(h*)
generated by W and T (by [27], Proposition 6.5, W = W x T', but we won’t use this fact).
For each w € W we have

(8.10) wA = A, wo = 5, Rw()\er) = ’LUR)\_H), Aw()\er) = wAMp for A € f)*

8.3.4. Recall that (¢1,e1) = 1 for m > n. For this normalization P = ZA | and all roots
are of integral square length, so 2(\ + p, y) is integral for all v € Ayy,.

8.3.5. We want to prove that for m > n we have
A7 N Ry, 1is isometric to A" N Aprgtp = A" N Ryy)p = A7 N Axip

if A is of level k, where k+hY = %’ and ¢ is even. Using (8.10) we conclude that the above

implication for A is equivalent to the similar implication for the weight w(\ + p) — p for
we .

8.3.6. We set
I :={ile;e c(Ryip)} ={i| s €Z s. t.2(A+p,s0 +¢;) € Z},
Is:={j| §; e l(Rryp)} ={J| Is € Z s. t. 2(A+ p,s6 + 0;) € 2Z + 1}.

The assumption that A# N Ry, is isometric to A% N Ay, implies A#* c cl(Ratp),
so . ={1,...,m}.

Since 2(A, v + £6) = 2(A, ) 4+ p and p is odd we have

IL={i|3s€Z s. t.2(A+p,s0+¢;) € 2Z + 1}
={j|Is€Z s. t.2(A+ p,s0 + ;) € Z}.

8.3.7. If R);, does not contain isotropic roots, then Ry, = Ay;,. Thus we may (and
will) assume that Ry, contains an isotropic root, that is (A + p,sé +¢; — 9;) = 0 for
some s,%,7. Then 0; € Is. Acting by a suitable element of W we can assume that
Is ={1,...,n,} for some n; such that 1 < n; <n and that

()\—i—p,&?Z)EZ—i—% fori=1,...,m;
(8.11) =A+p ) €L+5 forj=1,... n;
= by.
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We let B(m|n1)™) be the corresponding natural copy in A(g). The intersection of A

with the span of ¢ and {d;};~n, is isomorphic to c!! )n1
0(1)

n—mi*

and we denote this intersection by

For j > n; we have j & I5, so Ryy, does not contain the roots of the form s + §;,
s6 £e;£0; and sd 9, £6; for e =1,...,mand r = 1,...,ny. This means that Ry,

lies in B(m|ny)® ] CY,,,. Hence

Axip C (Bmlny) O T C52.,).
The set A% N Ay, lies Ay, , N B(m|n1)(1). Therefore we have to verify
(8.12) (A% N (Axi, N B(m|ni)M)) C (Rag, N B(ming)W).

Note that Ay, , N B(m|n,)® is the minimal subset of B(m|n,)® which contains the set
Ryy, N B(m|ny)® and satisfies properties (a)—(c) of § 4.1.1.

Let us compute the set Ry, , N B(m|n;)®). For a non-isotropic o € B(m|n;) we have

qls if (o, ) = —1,£2

(8.13) (s9+a) € Royp = {%\s if (0,0) = 1

(The roots sé & 20; do not lie in Ry, ,, since B2 £ 2b; & 27 for odd s). If s6 —&; & 9;
lies in R,\er, then ’f —a;£b; =0, 50 5 = @ is divisible by gq. We conclude that
Ry, N B(m|ny)W lies in the set

{a+¢d| a € B(m|ny)} U{a+ g(ﬂ o € B(m|ny), (a,a) = £1} = D(m + 1|ny)®

Hence Ay, N B(m|n;)® lies the copy D(m+ 1|n;)? given by the formula above (in fact,
Axy, N B(m|ny)® coincides with this set). Using (8.13) we obtain (8.12) and complete
the proof.

8.4. Example: B(1]1)) when p is even. Assume that

A7 N Ry, is isometric to A7 N Ring+p and (A# NAxt,) € Rayp.

Then Ry, contains an isotropic root and a root of the form so + 24;.

We will use the normalization (d1,d;) = —1. For this normalization (kA + p,0) = §.

Retain notation of § 8.3.3. If s is even, then, acting by a suitable element of W, we can
(and will) assume that Ry, contains e; —d; and 2d;. Since Ry, contains e; — d;, one has
(A+p,e1 —01) = 0 and Ry, does not contain jo+e; —d; for j # 0 (since (A+p,d) # 0).
Set



62 MARIA GORELIK AND VICTOR G. KAC

Since (A4 p,e1 —61) = 0 we have a = (A + p,e1). Since 201 € Ry, 2a is an odd integer.
In this case Ry, N A™ = {Zqd + e1;Zqd £ 6, }. If j6 + &1 + & lies in Ry, then L =2a

which is impossible since p is even. Hence ﬁ,\ﬂ, ={Zqd +&1;72qd £ 01; =(e1 — 1)}, so
Ani, ={Zq5 +e1;Zq5 £ 6} U{2Zq + &) + 61,270 +26,} = D(2|1)@
and A)\+p N A# = {2Zq5 + 251} C R)\+p.

Now consider the case Ry, contains an isotropic root § and a root of the form sd + 20,
for an odd s. Using the normalization (d;,0;) = 1 we have

(A4 p, 80 +201) €2Z, (A+p,5)=0

for some isotropic root . Then 23 = sd+24; 4 jd+2¢; (for some odd j), so (A+p, %5:&81)
is integral and thus (A + p, %5 +¢1) is integral. Since j+ ¢ is even, we get €1 € cl(Ry4,).
Hence cl(Ayy,) contains +e1, £2d; and an isotropic root cl(3). Since cl(Ayy,) C B(1]1)
and s, cl(Ay;,) for any non-isotropic a € cl(Ayy,) we obtain cl(Ay;,) = B(1]1), so
Ay, is isomorphic to B(1]1)® or to D(2[1)W. If Ay, = D(2[1)W, then for any a €
(Axy, NA#) one has /2 € Ay,; since (s6 +201)/2 € A we conclude Ay, , % D(2[1)W.
Hence Ay, = B(1|1)M). Let us show that

Ay NAF ¢ Ryyp.

Since Ayy, = B(1]1)M), the set Ay, N A# contains a root of the form 2a where
a € Ayyp, that is @« = 76 £6;. If 2o € Ryyp, then (A + p,2rd + 26,) is odd. Since

(A + p, 88 + 267) is even, @ 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 £ is a subprincipal
admissible level, then g is of type B(m|n)") with m > n, or m = n = 1, or m = 0.
For B(0|n)") the subprincipal admissible levels are of the form k = —h" + 2%, where p, g
are coprime positive integers, pq is even and p > 2n — 1 (in this case k' = ’#) For
B(m|n)" with m > n the subprincipal admissible levels are of the form k = —h" + 5

where p, ¢ are coprime positive integers ¢ is even and p > 2(m — n) (in this case k' =

L — (m —n) lies in Zsg 4+ 1). For B(1|1)") the subprincipal admissible levels are of the
form k = —hY + 2., Where p, ¢ are positive coprime integers and ¢ is odd (in this case
k' =p).

9. THE SET AL FOR Vj(g)-MODULE L WHEN k IS PRINCIPAL ADMISSIBLE

Let k be a principal admissible level. As before, we write k+ hY = Efor g # B(m|n)®
with n > m and k + hY = % for g = B(m|n)Y) with n > m, where p,q are positive
coprime integers. Let L()A) be a Vi (g)-module.
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9.1. Notation. By Theorem 7.3.2 one has Ay, N A% = Ry, , N A¥ is isometric to A%.

Retain notation of § 4.3. By Theorem B.6 all components of g’ are finite-dimensional
or affine Kac-Moody superalgebras.

Since Axy, N A# is isometric to (A#)™, this is an indecomposable root system, so
Y71 (Axy, N A#) lies in the root system of an indecomposable component of g'. We
denote this component by g” and its root system by A”.

Since (A#)™ is infinite, A” is infinite, so g” is an affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. We
denote by ¢” the minimal imaginary root of g”. Recall that ¢ (") = ud for some u € Z,
see § 4.2.7.

9.2. Example. Let g be A(2[2)V) with
Y ={e1 —e9,69 — 3,65 — 01,01 — 02,00 — 93,0 — €1 + I3}

Let A = Ag 4 a(dy + d3) where a € Z. Then g’ = g” x g"”, where g” = A(2]1)") with the
simple roots {1 — €2,69 — €3,63 — 91,0 —e1 + 61 }) and g’ = Agl) with the simple roots
{62 — 83,0 — 09 + 03}

9.3. Proposition.

" we have (a,a) < 0

(i) If ¢ # @ is a component of ¢, then for any real root o of g
(in particular, g is anisotropic).
(ii) The Kac-Moody algebra g" is the non-twisted affinization of §”, where
g" = A(mny) if g = A(m|n) with m > n,
g" = Gy or G(3) for g = G(3),
g" = Bs or F(4) for g = F(4), and

g | B(m|n), m >n| B(m|n), n >m | D(m|n), m >n | D(m|n), n >m
g" | B(m|n) B(ma|n) D(m|n1) D(my|n)

"N~

where 0 < ny < n, 0 < my < m. Moreover, g’ = g if X is typical, and g" is not
anisotropic if A is atypical.
(iii) One has (") = q9.
9.3.1. Corollary.  If the dual Coxeter number of g” is equal to h¥, then g" = g and
A'=A". 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 A" if g” % g. If g” = g, then cl(A”) = cl(A). But cl(y¥(A"))
is a subset of A = cI(A™) (and A is finite), so cl(¢)(A”)) = A. This implies g’ = g” (since,
if g” # g is a component of g, then A(g") is orthogonal to A(g"), so ¥(A(g"”)) € A is
orthogonal to ¢)(A(g”)) = A, a contradiction). O
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9.4. Proof of Proposition 9.3. The case g = B(0|n) is treated in Corollary 8.1.2. Now
we assume that g is not anisotropic.

Using ¢ we view A” as a subset of A.

9.4.1. Proof of (i). By construction, A” contains ¢ (A, N A#) which is isometric
to A%, so cI((A”)) is a subset of cl((A)*®) = A which contains a subset isometric to
cl(A#) = A#. Since A is finite, we obtain
(9.1) A* C c((A")°) C A.

Take a@ € Ay;, such that (a,«) > 0. We have to verify that @ € A”. Suppose the
contrary. Then (a,A") = 0. The set A% contains a root 4 such that (cl(a),5) # 0
(one has RA = RA# & V', where the restriction of (—, —) to V' is negative definite; if

(cl(a), A#) = 0, then cl(a) € V', so (o, a) = (cl(a), cl(a)) < 0). By (9.1), A” contains ~y
such that cl(y) = 4 and thus (v, a) = 0, a contradiction.

9.4.2. Proof of (i) for g # B(m|n)", n > m. The assumption g # B(m|n)!) with
n > m gives

A* ={a € Al (a,a) > 0}.
If A is typical, then Ay, does not contain isotropic roots and, by (i),
(9.2) (A" ={a € Ayyy| (o, ) > 0}
The assumption g # B(m|n)Y) with n > m gives A* = {a € A| (a, @) > 0}, so
{a € (A")] (o, ) > 0} = (Ayy, N AF) is isometric to (A%)™.
If X\ is atypical, then Ay, contains isotropic roots and these roots lie in A” by (i).

Using (9.1) and the table in Appendix A.1.1 we obtain the statement for g # B(m|n).
For § = B(m|n) the same argument implies that g” is of type B(m|n;)®) or D(m +
1|n1)®@ for some 0 < ny < n. If m >n and g’ = D(m + 1|n;)?, then
{a € (A" (@,0) > 0} = DL,

re __

is not isometric to (A#) = B, 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)M, n > m. Recall that Ay, N A% = Ry, N A# is
isometric to (A#)™. Since, for g in question, a/2 ¢ A for all @ € A# we have

ﬁ)\-i-p NA# = R)\_H, N A7,
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Since this set is isometric to (A#)™, it contains « such that (a, a) = 2. Since a € Ryy,,
so (A +p,«a) € Z and

(/\—i—p,i5+oz):i(k:—l—hv)—I—(/\—i—p,a):%+(A+p,a).

Therefore (id + ) € Ry, if and only if 7 is divisible by ¢. Since Ry;, N A% is isometric
to (A%)™ this gives

(F)\-i—p N A#) +1i0 = E)\—&-p NAY — qli
so u = ¢ and thus 1(6") = ¢d as required.

9.4.4. For the remaining case g = B(m|n)V) with n > m, (ii) and (iii) is proved
in Lemma 9.5 below. O

9.5. Lemma. Let g = B(m|n)Y with n > m and k such that k + h" = 3. where p,q

are odd coprime positive integers. Let \ be a weight of level k such that Ry, N A% is
isometric to (A¥)*. Then g" = B(my|n)Y) for some 0 < my < m, where m = 0 if and
only if A is typical. Moreover, 1(8") = ¢o.

Proof. We will use the normalization (01, 0;) = 1. For this normalization (kAo +p,6) = £
and all roots are of integral square length, so 2(\ + p, ) is integral for all v € Ay, .

As in the proof of Lemma 8.3.1 we will use the following observation: (sd+26;) € Ry,
if and only if (A + p, sd + 26;) is odd if s is even, and (A + p, sd + 26;) is even if s is odd.
The assumption that Ry, , N A# is isometric to (A#)™ implies that (sd +28,) € Ry, for
some s. Since p is odd, the above observation implies ((s + ¢)d + 201) € Ry4,. Since ¢ is
odd, one of the numbers s and s+ ¢ is even and another is odd. Without loss of generality
we assume that s is even. Then (s0 + 20;) € Ry, implies § € Ryy, for 8 := 50 + 0;.
Moreover, Ry;, contains v = ((s + ¢)d + 201) such that v/2 &€ Ry, (since s+ ¢ is odd)
and cl(7)/2 = cl(B) € cl(Ratp).

Set X := {a € Ryy,| (o, ) > 0}. Notice that 8,y € X.

Since Ry, N A# is isometric to (A#)™® cl(X) contains A#. Observe that X is a
real root subsystem (this means that s,y € X for all a,y € X) in the root system
{a € Al (o, @) > 0} which is of type B(0|n)). 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 8 and cl(X) contains A# (of type C,,). Using the classification
in [26], we conclude that t is of type B(0[n)) or D(1|n + 1)®. By above, X contains
~ such that cl(y)/2 € cl(X) and /2 ¢ X. The root system of D(1|n + 1)® does not
contain a root with these properties, so t is of type B(0|n)®).

One has (8+j0) € Ry, if and only if j is divisible by ¢. Thus X + j6 = X if and only
if j is divisible by ¢. This gives 1(6") = ¢é.
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If X is typical, then A” = X by (9.2), so g’ = t = B(0|n)Y) as required. If \ is
atypical, then A” is a root system which contains isotropic roots and odd non-isotropic
root; moreover, {a € A”| (a,a) > 0} = X is of type B(0|n)). Using the table in
Appendix A.1.1 we obtain that g” = B(mi|n)). Since cl(A”) is a root subsystem of
B(m|n) one has m; < m as required. O

10. BOUNDARY ADMISSIBLE LEVELS

Let g be an indecomposable non-twisted affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, g # D(2|1,a)™).
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" = %, where q is a positive integer, ged(q,rY) = ged(q, hY) =
1 (if k¥ is not integral (i.e., g = B(m|n)V) withn > m and h¥ =n—m+3),
then ged(q, hY) = 1 stands for ged(2q,2hY) = 1);
g _ i 4hi _ 201
- subprincipal: this happens only for g = B(0|n); in this case k+h" = TR
where q is an even positive integer which is coprime with 2n — 1 (and hY =
n+3).
(i1) 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(0jn)M. Let k be a boundary subprincipal admissible level. By § 8.5, g is either a
non-twisted affine Lie algebra or B(m|n)) with m >n, or m =n =1, or m = 0.

Since k is boundary admissible, &' = 0. If g = B(m|n)" with m > n or m = n = 1, this
is impossible by § 8.5. If g is a non-twisted affine Lie algebra, then ¢ is divisible by ¥ > 1
(since k is subprincipal) and & = 0 means that p is equal to the Coxeter number of g. By
the table in § 1.11.1, p is divisible by ¥ > 1, so p and ¢ are not coprime, a contradiction.
Hence g = B(0|n)Y). By § 8.5, if k is subprincipal and k&’ = 0, then k + hY = % and
(2n — 1)q is even, so ¢ is even. This establishes (i).

For (ii) assume that A = 0. Then g # B(0|n)™"), so by (i), if k is boundary admissible,
then & = 0, which means that £ is a critical level. By definition, critical level is not
admissible. O

10.2. Proposition. Let k be a boundary admissible level.

(1) If L(N) is a Vi(g)-module, then Ay, is isometric to Agag+p, Dty +q0 = Axip,
and dim Ly (XN') =1 (see § 4.3 for notation).
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(ii) The number of isomorphism classes of irreducible Vi.(g)-modules in O is finite and
any Vi(g)-module N € O™ (g)* is completely reducible.

Proof. Retain notation of § 4.5.1.
For (i) let L(\) be a Vi(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 Ly ()') is 7'-integrable for

" ={a € X | (o, a) > 0}

and
Ryip N A* = A, N A% is isometric to (Akrgtp N A#).

Retain notation of Section 9. Notice that 7’ C A”. Therefore Ly (') is 7’-integrable.
By Proposition 9.3 the minimal imaginary root of A” is 6" = ¢~!(¢d). Therefore

(N +0/,0") = (A +p,q0) = h".

Then (X, 8") = h¥ —h"" where h""" is the dual Coxeter number of A”. Since Ly (\') is 7'
integrable, h¥ —hY"" > 0. In the light of Corollary 9.3.1 we obtain AY = hY"" and A’ = A”
is isometric to A. Therefore Ly (') is 7’-integrable module of level zero. By Lemma 10.3
below, dim Ly (') = 1. Finally, the formula (8"”) = ¢é implies Ay;, + g¢d = Ayy,.

Now consider the case when k is a boundary subprincipal admissible level. In this case
g = B(0|n)M and k +n + = 221 where ¢ is even. Using Corollary 8.1.2 (ii) we obtain

2q
the following. If g’ = Cfl), then n = 1 and A has the central level —1, if g’ = Agl)_l
for n > 1, then X" has the central level 221 — n = —1 and, if g = A(02n — 1)@ for

n > 1, then X has the central level 0. The first two cases are impossible since Ly ()
is integrable, so the central level should be positive. Therefore g’ = A(0|2n — 1) and
X' has the zero central level. Since Ly (') is integrable, dim Ly (\') = 1, by Lemma 10.3
below. Since g’ = A(0|2n — 1) is indecomposable, g’ = g’ and 1(5") = ¢d by (8.2). This
implies Ay;, + g6 = A4, and completes the proof of (i).

For (ii) let L(X), L(v) be Vi(g)-modules. Assume that Ay,, = A,;,. By (i) we have

A+p,a) =N+, 97 () == (0, ¥} ())

for all @ € Ay;,. Similarly, (v + p,a) = (¢, 1(a/)), so (A —v,a) =0 for all @ € Ay,
Since Ayy, is isometric to A, the span of Ay, contains A. Hence (A—v) € C4, so L(\)
and L(v) are isomorphic as Vi (g)-modules.

Thus the number of isomorphism classes of irreducible Vj(g)-modules in O is not greater
than the number of the subsets X C A™ satisfying X + g0 = X. Each subset of this
form corresponds to a subset of the set A'™/Zqgd which is finite. Hence the number of
isomorphism classes of irreducible Vj(g)-modules in O is finite.



68 MARIA GORELIK AND VICTOR G. KAC

Now let N be an indecomposable Vj(g)-module in the category Ox(g)*. Set
Y :={A| [N : L(\)] # 0}.

Take \,v € Y. By Corollary 4.6.5 we have Ay, = A,4,. By above, this gives (A —v) €
Co. Using the action of the Casimir operator we obtain (A + p, A + p) = (v + p,v + p)
which forces A = v (since (A + p,0) # 0). Hence Y = {A}. Since N € Ox(g), b acts
diagonally, so N = L()). Now let N be a Vj(g)-module in the category O™ (g)*. A non-
zero vector v € N generates a submodule which lie in Ox(g)*; 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 £ is a boundary
principal admissible level. U

10.3. Lemma. Let g be an affine Kac-Moody superalgebra and let L(\) be a 7% -
integrable module with (X,0) = 0. Then A € Co and dim L(\) = 1.

Proof. We will check that (A\,a) = 0 for all & € 3. If g is anisotropic, the assertion
immediately follows from the fact that § is a positive linear combination of simple roots.

For the case when g is not anisotropic, take ¥ as in Appendix A.2. Since the assertion
holds for g# we have (A\,a) = 0 for all & € Ag such that (o,a) > 0. Take a € 3. If
(a,c) > 0, then (A, ) = 0 by above. Assume that (a,a) < 0. By § A.1.5 there exists
B € ¥ such that

(10.1) (B,8)=0<(a+f,a+ ).

Note that o 4 f lies in rgX. Therefore (A, + ) = 0 and (A, + ) = 0 where \; is
the highest weight of L(\) with respect to rgX. Thus (A — A, + 3) = 0. If (A, 5) # 0,
then A\ — Ay = 3, so (B,a + ) = 0 which contradicts to (10.1) (since (o, «) < 0). Thus
(A, 8) =0, so (A, ) =0 as required. O

10.4. Character formula. If £ is a boundary level, then ch L(kAy) 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 ¥ chosen in Appendix A.2 we can write the character formula for
L(kAg) in the following way:

e * oD ch L(kAo) = (D),
where D is the Weyl denominator for A*(X) (see § 2.11.1), D" is the Weyl denominator
for AT(g'), and ¢ : ZA(g') — ZA is as in § 4.2.2, so that
aEAg,

IT (1+ @fw(a))dimgwm) '

aeA%U

v(D') =
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Set z :=e°. Then
D=D H((l —2)* H (1—2"e%) H (14 2'e*)™1),
=1 acAy acA;
where D is the Weyl denominator for A and s := dim gs (i.e., s = dim b for g # A(n|n)™®
and s = 2n for g = A(njn)V).

10.4.2. If k is a principal boundary admissible level, i.e. k + hY = % with ged(q,rY) =
ged(q, hY) =1, then

W(D') = DH((1 =) T (= 27e®) T (1 +2%e™) ),

acAg aclA;
which gives
e Fho ch L(kAO) = H ((1 — Zm)s H (1 — quea> H (1 + queoa)—l)‘
m=1, ¢tm OCEAa aEAT

10.4.3. If k is a subprincipal boundary admissible level, i.e. g = B(0|n))) and k+n+3 =

2’;;1, where ¢ is even and ged(q,2n — 1) = 1, then
D=0D (1—zm)" H (1 — 2meTE0) (1 — 2meF?) (1 + 2me™) 7).
m=1 1<i#j<n

By § 8.1 we have g’ = A(0|2n — 1)® with ¢(8’) = ¢d. This gives

¢<D/> _ D H ((1 . qu)n H (1 _ qu€i5ii6j)(1 . ZquechSi)(l + quei(si)fl).
m=1 1<i#j<n

Hence

e ko ch L(kAg) =
I (@2 I1 (1 zmesii) (g zmesi) ) [ (1 zmes)

m=1, qfm 1<i£j<n m=1, 2qfm
APPENDIX A. ROOT SYSTEMS

In this section A or A 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)). 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)® = D(1|n)® is anisotropic. Thus A and A are from the following list of
root systems

n) (m >n > 0), B(m|n) ( > 0,n > 1), D(m|n) (m,n >1,(m,n) # (2,1)),
m|n) (m!n) @, (m\n)

A(
A(
ES) F(4) () F(@)W,
A(

2m|2n—1) (m+1|n) (m>0,n>1),
In the second line the restrictions on m, n are the same as in the first line.

A.1.1. If A is affine, then we denote by & the minimal imaginary root and by A the
subset of A where 0 appears with zero coefficient, and let cl : QA — QA/QJ be the
canonical map. We have

A [ACm2n —1D)P [ A2m —12n — 1)@ | A2m[2n)D | D(m + 1|n)®@
A B(m|n) D(m|n) B(m|n) B(m|n)
cl(A) | BC(m|n)U {0} C(mln) U {0} BC(m|n)U {0} | B(m|n)U{0}

where BC(m|n) := B(m|n)U{£2¢;}, and C(m|n) := D(m|n)U{£2¢;}*, are the "weak
generalized root systems” introduced in [45].

A.1.2. As before, we denote by Ay the weight satisfying (Ao, 8) = 1, (Ag, A) = (Ag, Ag) =
0. We will use notation p and A% introduced in §§ 2.9 and 6.1.

As before, we normalise the bilinear form (—, —) in such a way that («,«) = 2 for a
longest root o € A#. For the cases A(n|n) and A(n|n)™ 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 (g1,e1) = 1 for A(n|n)® and (6;,6;) = 1/2 for A(2n —
112n — 1)@ A(2n]2n)@

A.1.3. Compatibility of (—, —). If the bilinear forms on A and on A are normalised as
above, then the restriction of (—, —) from A to A coincides with the bilinear form on A
except for the pair A = A(2n|2n — 1)@ A = B(n|n), considered in A.2.6 below.
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A.1.4. For finite root systems we obtain

A || A(m|n),m > n | B(m|n), D(m|n),m > n | B(m|n), D(m|n),m <n

and A% = Gy, Bs for G(3), F(4) respectively.

For A = A® we have A#* = (A#)M) for example, A# is Bél) for B(3|1)M). In the
remaining (i.e., twisted) cases we have

A [ Am|n)®P, Am|n)D [ Dm+1n)@,m >n | Dim+1n)@ m <n
A# || 4@ D@ cD

max(m,n) m+1

In the cases A(m|n)® and D(m+1|n)® the minimal imaginary root in A# is 2§ (note
that A% is ”less twisted”: the order of the automorphism for A is twice the order of the
automorphism for A#). In all other cases d is the minimal imaginary root in A%,

Notice that the assumption A # D(2|1,a), D(2|1,a)™" ensures that A# is indecompos-
able.

A.1.5. Nice pairs (%, S).‘ Consider the pairs (X,.5), where X is a base of simple roots
and S is a subset of ¥ N A satisfying (5, 5) = 0 and the following properties:

(a) ¥ := Y NA is a base for A;
(b) for all @ € ¥\ S one has (a,a) >0 or (o + f,a + ) > 0 for some € S
(¢) (a,ar) >0 for all € X.

They appear in many papers (including [9], where the pair for B(n 4 1|n)*) was missed).
Note that (c) implies that for the Weyl vector p we have (p,a) > 0 for all o € X, so
() = (p,p) >0 forall peZsoX.

If there is no ¥ satisfying (c) it is useful to have the property

(d) p can be written as p = hYAg+ > koo with k(o ) € Q<.
aeAg
Definition.  The pair (¥, S) satisfying properties (a), (b), and (c) or (d) is called a
nice pair. The pair (X, 5) is‘called a nice pair if it satisfies properties similar to (b) and
(c), where ¥ is replaced by .

In § A.2 below we will give examples of nice pairs for all affine root systems except for
D(n+1n)® and A(2n — 12n — 1)@

e we give examples of pairs (3, 5) satisfying (a), (b), (c) for all cases apart from
D(n+1n)M, A(2n —112n — 1)@ D(n + 1|n)®, and A(2n|2n)@W:
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e for D(n+ 1|n)® and A(2n|2n)® we give examples of pairs (X, S) satisfying (a),
(b) and (d).

For A = D(n+1jn)®, A(2n —1|2n — 1) we give examples of (X, 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)® and is odd for A(2n — 1]2n — 1)®.
In both cases for any o € 3 there exists 5 € X such that (a« + 5, + ) = 2(a, ) > 0.

Note that, if (¢) holds, then (b) follows from the following property: for any isotropic
p' e ¥\ S there exists § € S such that (5, 5") > 0.

A.2. List of nice pairs (¥, S5). For affine root systems with A # B(n|n) we take the
pair (3,.5) of the form ¥ = X U {ao} (we list ag for all cases) and S = 5 (where (¥, S)
is a nice pair for A).

In the non-exceptional cases ¢; for ¢« = 1,...,m, and d; for j = 1,...,n are pairwise
orthogonal and ¢; — §; are isotropic roots, so (g;,&;) = —(;,90;).

A.2.1. A= A(m —1jn—1) for m > n. In this case (g;,¢;) = 1 for all i. We take

ZA(n—Hn—l) = {_51 — 01,01 —€2,...,0p_1 — En},

YAm-1n-1) = Zam-1jn-1) Y {0n — €nt1,- -, Em—1 — Em}, for m >n,
and S = {g; — 6;}7_,. For A(m — 1jn — 1) we have ag = 6 — 1 + 4, if m = n and
ag =0 — €1 + &, if m > n, with the same S. Properties (a), (b) and (c) hold.

A.2.2. A = B(m|n) form >n+2, A = D(m|n), m > n+3. In this case (g;,¢;) = 1
for all . We take

Z]B(m|n) = {51 —€2,82 —E3,-- -, Em—n—1 — Em—n, éTm}U
. {51 =E&m-n — 517 62 = 51 —Em—n+1s--- 76271 = 5n - 5m}7
ED(m|n) = {51 —&2,82 —&3,.- -, Em—n-2— 8m—n—l}u

{/Bl = E&m—n—1 " 51, 62 = 51 —Em—ny--- a62n = 571 —Em—1,Em—1 T 5m}

and S := {f;_1},. For the corresponding affine root systems ay is given by the following
table

A (&%))
Bmn)M m >n+1, Dmn)® m>n+1 d—e1— &9
A2m2n — 1)@ m>n, ACm —12n - 1)@ m>n+1|6—2¢
A2m12n)Y m >n, D(m+1n)® m >n d—e1

Note that ¢ is odd for A(2m|2n)® and even in other cases.
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Properties (a) and (c¢) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are /3y, ..., B, with
B; € S and (f;, Bix1) > 0 if i is odd. Thus property (b) holds.

A.2.3. A = B(m|n), D(m|n) for m < n. In this case (d;,0;) = 3 for all j. We take

EB(m|m+l)> ZD§m|m+1) = {51 =01 —€1,82:=¢€1—02,..., fom = Em — Omt1s a5m+1}
ZB(m|n)7 ZD(m|n) = {61 - 527 0y — 53a cee 75n—m—1 - 5n—m7 afsn}u
{Bl = 5n—m — &1, 52 =£&1 — 5n—m+1a s 752m =&m — 571}’
St =A{Bu}ils.

for m < n — 1, where a = 1 for B(m|n) and a = 2 for D(m|n). For the corresponding
affine root systems « is given by the following table

A (7))
B(m|n)®, D(m|n)® 0 — 24
D(m + 1jn)® §— 0
ACm|2n — 1)@ m#£n—1]6 -6, — &
A(2m|2m + 1)@ §—e1— 0
(where m < n in all cases).
Properties (a) and (c) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are are f, ..., Bam,

and 0 — e, — &, for A(2n — 2/2n — 1)@, Since B; € S, (Bi, Bi—1) > 0 if i is even, and
(0 — &1 — 01, B2) > 0, property (b) holds.

For example, for (m,n) = (1,2) we obtain the following sets of simple roots

D(1|2)(1) {5—2(51,(51 —£1,¢&1 —52,252}
B(112)® {6 —26,,8; — 1,61 — 09,82}
(2|3)(2) {5—51 —€1,01 —€1,€1 —52;52}

A
D(2|2)(2) {5_51751_51;61_52752}
with S = {61 - 52}

A.2.4. A= B(n+1Jn),D(n+2|n). In this case (g;,¢;) = 1 for all . We set

@1 =¢e1— 01, foi=01 —&,... ;@21@ = 0p — Entls
Yamn = 181 Udenn}, Epmiam = {8} U{ents T enga}

S = { Bt
For the corresponding affine root systems ag is given by the following table
A (7))
B(n+1n)M, D(n +2/n)® 0—e1—
A2n+212n — 1)@ A@2n +32n — 1)@ | § — 2¢,
A(2n +2|2n)® | D(n +2|n)® 0—e1

Note that ¢ is odd for A(2n + 2|2n)® and even in other cases.
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Properties (a) and (c) obviously hold. The simple isotropic roots are are [, ..., Bom,
and § — e, — &; for B(n + 1|n)M, D(n +2|n)®. Since 8; € S, (B;, Bir1) > 0 if i is even,
and (0 — 1 — 01, f2) > 0 property (b) holds.

A.2.5. A =D(n+ 1|n). In this case (g;,¢;) = 1 for all 5. We take

ED(nJrl\n) = {61 =& — 517 62 = 51 —E&2,... aﬁ2n = 5n — En+1, 5271—}—1 = 571 + €n+1, }

and S := {By_1}",. One has ag = § — ¢, — 6, for D(n + 1jn) and oy = 6§ — 2,
for A(2n + 1|2n — 1)®. Properties (a) and (c) hold in both cases, and (b) holds for
A(2n+1]2n—1)? | so the pair (%, .S) is nice in this case (and is not nice for D(n+1|n)®).

A.2.6. A= B(nn), A # A(2n|2n — 1), In this case (§;,6;) = 1 for all j. We take

ZB(n|n) = {51 =1 — 01,82 =01 — €2,..., fon—1 = €p — Op; 5n}

and S := {f_1}",. Then ag = d —e&; — §; for B(n|n) and ay = § —&; for A(2n[2n)@),
D(n + 1|n)®. Properties (a), (b) hold, since 8; € S and 3; + Bi_1 if i is odd, and
(§ —e1 — 61, 81) > 0. Property (c) holds for B(n|n) and B(n|n)®.

Note that in all affine cases we have p = hYAg — 1 > 8 with h¥ = 1 for B(n|n)®,
BesS

and hY = 0 for D(n + 1|n)® and A(2n|2n)®. If (c¢) does not hold, then hY = 0, so
p=13(ci—4d;). Since &;,0; € AT and (;,6;) = —(e5,&;) > 0, property (d) holds.
i=1

A.2.7. A= A(2n|2n — 1)@, In this case (g;,¢;) = 1 for all j. We take
¥ = {51 —€1,61 — 02,...,0p _5717577,}7 ag=0—01—¢;, S= {5i — Eitimg
Properties (a), (b) and (c) hold. Note that p = hYAg — 3 > 3 with hY = 1.
BesS

A.2.8. A = D(n|n). In this case (§;,0;) = 1 for all j. We take

ED(n\n) = {51 —€&n,&1 — 527 s 7(5n — En, (571 + En}
and S = {51 — 81'}?:1.

For D(n|n)) we have apy = 6 — 20, and the properties (a)-(c) are satisfied, so (3, S)
is a nice pair. For A(2n — 1]2n — 1)® one has ag = § — ¢; — 6, and (b) does not hold
(property (c) holds), so the pair (3,.5) is not nice. For example, for m = n = 2 we have
S ={e —;}2, and

D(2‘2)(1) {5—251,51 —£&1,¢&1 —(52,52ﬂ:€2}
A(3|3)(2) {(5—51 —(51,(51 —£€1,¢&1 —(52,52:]252}
For D(2[2)(") the simple roots with non-positive square length are f; := §; —¢; for i = 1,2

and 8] = g1 — dy, By = dy + 9. Since §; € S and S; + ] is of positive square length,
property (b) holds.
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A.2.9. FExceptional cases. We take
z:3G(3) = {e3,01 — €3, =01 + €2},
Y@ = {e3, %(51 +e9 — €3 —01), %(—51 ey —e3—01),61 — €2},

and g = §+¢1 — &y for G(3)W, and ap = § — &1 — &5 for F(4)(D. In these cases ¥ contains
exactly two isotropic roots (1, B2 and (S, 2) > 0; all other roots are of positive square
length. Hence the pair (X,5) for S = {3} satisfies properties (a)—(c), so it is nice.

A.3. Proposition. Let A be such that Y and ¥ are as in A.2. Let p be the Weyl
vector for . Assume that k € Z>o and v € Z>¢% are such that

2. (kAo — v, ) >0 for all o € Ag and for all « € AT such that (a, ) > 0;
3. 2(kAo + p,v) = (v,v).
Then v € ZsoY, and, moreover, v € ZsoS if g # A(2n — 1|2n — 1)@ D(n + 1jn)®.
The proof occupies §§ A.3.1-A.3.4 below.

A.3.1. Assume that p,§ are such that

(Al) V:M_I_ga Me@ZOA#Jra gezzv (gap)zov (§7€>§Oa
' £ €Zs0S if g# A2n —12n — 1)@ D(n + 1|n)M.

Assumption 3. on k gives 2(kAg + p, p) = (u+ &+ §), so

2kMo+p—v,p) =(p+&u+8) =2+ & p) = (&8 — (1, 1)
Since p € QsoA#*, the second assumption implies (kAg — v, i) > 0, so

(A.2) (1, 1) +2(ps p) < (€,6) <0.

Recall that (3,5) satisfies (c) or (d). If (c) holds, then (p, )
sumption gives (o, a)(v,a) < 0 for all @ € AL, so (d) forces (v, p)
(ks p) 2 0.

Since (p, 1) > 0, the inequality (A.2) gives (u, u) < 0. Since A# is the root system of
affine algebra, this forces = sd for s > 0. Then 2(kAg + p, pt) = (1 + &, p + §) implies
s(kAo + p,d) < 0. Since k > 0 and (kAg + p,d) # 0, this forces s = 0. Therefore p = 0

and v = & € ZY as required.
It remains to verify the existence p, ¢ satisfying (A.1). We do this in §§ A.3.2-A.3.4.

0. The second as-

>
> 0 which again gives

A.3.2. Consider the case A # A(2n — 12n — 1)@ D(n + 1|n)M. Then (X, S) satisfies
properties (a), (b). We claim that (b) implies the existence of a linear map py : ZA —
QA7 with the properties

o Kerpy = 75S;
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o pu(Z>oA*) C QAT

We construct py as follows: for o € S we set py(a) := 0; for o € ¥ such that (o, ) > 0
we take py(a) := . In the remaining case a € ¥\ S such that (o, «) < 0, there exists
B € S such that (a+ 3, a+ ) > 0. In particular, («, 3) # 0, so a+ 5 or a — (3 lies in A.
Since v, f € ¥ we obtain a+ 3 € AT, Set py(a) := a+ 8. If ais odd, then py(a) € A#T;
if o is even, then 2py (o) € A#*. Extending this map by linearity we obtain py satisfying
the above properties.

Now set p1 := pg(v) and £ := v — u. The properties of py give u € Qs A+ and ¢ € ZS.
Property (b) gives £ € ZA and (&, p) = (£,€) = 0. Therefore (u,§) satisfies (A.1) as

required.

A.3.3. Consider the case D(n + 1|n)"). We choose
Y= {5—81 — (51,81 —(51,(51 —E&92,...,&p — (5n,(5n:|:£n+1}.
We draw the diagram for ¥ marking the edge between ; and §; by (5, 5;).

BO 6211—0—1

1 1
-2 -2
1 -1 1

B By pp—— N Bon

Since all 3; are isotropic, we have p = 0. Moreover, (3; + ;) € A*T if (8;,8;) > 0, so
A#T contains By + B2, Bon—1 + Bons+1 and Bo_q + o fori=1,...,n.

2n+1
We have v = > k;3; where k; € Zs for all i. If ko, > ko,,—1 we take
i=0

= ko(Bo + B2) + ik2z—1(52i—1 + Ba2i)
§ = (ko — k1 — ko) o + é(kzz — koi—1)Boi + kont1Pont1

Then v = p+ € and (€,€) = —4(kan, — kon—1)kan+1 < 0; the pair (i, &) satisfies (A.1).
If ]fgn S k2n—1 we take

n—1
po=ko(Bo+ Ba) + ; koi—1(Bai—1 + P2i) + kon(Bon—1 + Bon)
+(k2n—1 : k2n)(52n—1 + ﬁQn—i—l)
n—1

€= (ka— k1 —ko)Ba+ > (ko — koi—1)B2i + (kon+1 + kan — kan—1)Bont1
i=2

We have v = pu+ & and (&, €) = 0; the pair (u, ) satisfies (A.1).
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A.3.4. Consider the remaining case A(2n — 1|2n — 1)@ for n > 1. We choose
Y= {5—51 —51,51 —£1,&1 —52,...,€n_1 —571,5”:*:6”}.
We draw the diagram for ¥ marking the edge between f; and 3; by (8;, 5;).

50 5271

X 2
1/2 -1/2 1/2 —-1/2

1 2 . 2n—2

-1

2n—1

Since all j3; are isotropic, we have p = 0. Moreover, (3; + ;) € A** if (5;,8;) > 0, so
A7* contains By + 2 and Bai_1 + Bei for i =1,... n.

2n
We have v = ) k;3; where k; € Z>, for all i. Take

=0

py = ko(Bo + B2) + i: Kai—1(B2i-1 + Bai)

=1

& =v—py = (kg — k1 — ko)PB2 + ni;(k?m — koi_1)Pai + (k2n — Kon—1)Bon
p_ = ko(Bo + P2) + nZ:ll koi—1(Bai—1 + B2i) + kan(Bon—1 + Pon)
& =v—pu_=(ko— k1 —ko)PB2+ nz:::(km — koi—1)Poi + (kan—1 — kan)Bon—1.

The pairs (g4, &), (-, &) satisfy (A.1) if (§1,&4) <0, (€-,&-) < 0 respectively. Since
(€4,&4) = —(€-,&_) at least one of these pairs satisfies (A.1).

This completes the proof of Proposition A.3. 0

A.4. Simplified proof of character formulas. Proposition A.3 allows to simplify
several proofs of character formulas for (X, S) listed in § A.2.

A.4.1. Note that
(o, @) >0 forall € 3.

The sets
A* = {a € Ag| (a,0) >0}, A" .= A*NA

are the root systems of a Kac-Moody algebra (affine or finite-dimensional). (Notice that
for A = B(n|n), A# is of type C, except for the case when A = A(2n|2n — 1)) where
A# is of type B,). Let 7#, 7# be the set of simple roots for A#*, A#* and W#, W#
be the Weyl groups of A#, A#,
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A.4.2. Lemma.

(i) If g is finite-dimensional, then for w € W# one has p — wp € Z>oX.
(ii) Let g be affine and k € Zsqy be such that k # —h". For X\ := kAo + p and any
w € W# one has X\ — w\ € Zsor?.

Proof. The group W# is generated by s, for v € 7#. A standard reasoning shows that
for v € h* such that (v,7) € Zsg for all v € 7 and any w € W#, v — wv € Zson™.

If (c) holds (i.e., (o,a) > 0 for all @ € X)), then (p,a) > 0 for all @« € AT, so
A —w\ € Zson? for v = p, and v = kAg + p if g is affine and k € Z,.

If (c) does not hold, then g = D(n+ 1|n)@), A(2n|2n)(4). Since (a, ) > 0 for all a € 3,
we have (p,7) > 0 for all v € ¥. One has 7# \ ¥ = {6 — §;} and (p,0 — &) = —1.

Since h¥Y = 0 the assumptions on k give k > 1, so (kAg + p,d — 61) > 0. Therefore
(kAo + p,a) > 0 for all a € 7. Hence A\ — w\ € Zson? for A = kAg + p. O

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)®), 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)(l) be a symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody super-
algebra and k € Z>q be such that k+ hY # 0. Then

ew(kAO+p)
(A.3) De? ch L(kAg) = Z sgn(w) S S r—T
S [1(1+ewP)
BeS

where W# is the Weyl group of A%, (%,9) is as in Appendiz A and (1 + e )~ =
ST(=1)le™, (14e*) P =3 (=1)"te ™ for a € AT.

i=0 i=1
Proof. By Lemma A.4.2 (ii) we have
(A4) U}(k’Ao + p) S (k?Ag + p) - Zzoﬂ'#
for any w € W#. We set
P(X) = [ (1—eo)tmeeer Q(X):= [ (14e @)imioernr,

aEAg aEA%’
Zy:= DePch L(kAy), Z,:= sgn(w)%, Zy:= Y. Zy

BES weW#

Y, =QX)Z; fori=1,2.
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One easily sees that P(X), Q(X) and Z; lie in R(X) (see § 2.10 for notation) and
supp(Z1) C (kAo + p — Z>pX). Moreover, Z; € R(X) by [14], Lemma 2.2.8. One has

(A.5) supp(Zy) C w(kAg + p) + Z wh Cw(kAo + p) — Z>oX.
BeSwBe—AT

Using (A.4) we get supp(Z2) C (kAo + p — Z>oX), so
(A.6) supp(Zy — Zs) C (kAo + p — Z>oX).

Let
=71t U, = {a € Syl a € Aor (a,a) >0}

and let W[n] be the group generated by s, for v € 7. We claim that P(X) is naturally
W r|-anti-invariant and Q(X) is naturally W{r]-invariant. Since W] is generated by s,
for v € , it is enough to verify that for each v € 7 P(X), Q(X) are naturally s,-anti-
invariant and s,-invariant respectively. It is easy to see that this holds if v or v/2 lie in
Y. Since m C X, for every v € 7 there exists ¥; € Sp containing vy or /2. One readily
sees that P(3y) = P(rgXs) and Q(X2) = Q(rzXs) for any ¥y € Sp and an odd reflexion
rg. Therefore P(¥) = P(¥;) and Q(X) = Q(31). This implies the claim.

Since the module L := L(kA) is m-integrable, ch L is naturally W r]-invariant. More-

over, Def = %, so Y1 = Q(X)Z; = P(X) ch L is naturally W [r]-anti-invariant.

Set

ZQ = Z Zw-

weW 7]
Since p — p = hVAg is W[i#]-invariant we have

ew(kl\o +p)

Zy=ePP Z sgn(w) Tt

weW [7r#] Bes

One has ¥, .= 7# [[X_, where ¥_ := {a € ¥,,| (a, ) < 0}. This gives
7TI7T#U2pr :W#HE,.

The restriction of (—, —) to g coincides with the normalised invariant bilinear form on g,
except for the case g = A(2n|2n — 1)® where § = B(n|n) (in the latter case these forms
are proportional with the coefficient —1). By [8], Section 7 in all cases we have

ew(kAo+p) ew(ENo+p)

> sgn(w) T e wh) dot ) sen(w) T e wh) De?,

weW [#] BES WEW [Spy] BeS
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where jo is the cardinality of W[X_] and D € R(¥) is the Weyl denominator for At
Therefore

A . 1 ew(kA0+p) .
7 Zy =170 —— = De’.
( ) 2 Jo Z Sgn(w) H (1 +€,w5) e
wEW[Epr] Bes
We have Zo, = Y Z,= > y( X Z,). Since W[r|/W[E,,] = W#/W[i#]
weW# yeEW# /Win#]  weW[n#]

this gives

Zo=jo' > (X Z) =it Y Ze

yeEW# /Wn#]  weW([Sp weW([n]

Since Q(X) is naturally W{r]-invariant, we have

- — —wa) ,w(pr— w(kAo+e)
Yo =55'Q%) X Zu=jy' X sgn(w) I (1+ev)evlerr) ﬁ (1+271/B)
weW|[n] weW [n] aeA% BeS
=Jjo' > sgn(w) ethore) TT (14 e77)
weW ] peat\s

By [14] § 2.2.5, the last sum is naturally W |[r|-anti-invariant. Therefore Y5 is naturally
W |r]-anti-invariant.

Suppose the contrary, that Z; # Z,. Let v+ p be a maximal element in supp(Z; — Z»)
with respect to the partial order vy > vy it 1y — 15 € Z>¢X. Then v + p, is a maximal
element in supp(Y; — Y5) with respect to this partial order. By above, Y, Y5 are naturally
W nl]-anti-invariant. Thus Y; — Y3 is naturally W/r]-anti-invariant, so (v + p.,a") &
Zi<o for all &« € m. By (A6), v € Z>oX. Since v € supp(Z;) U supp(Z2) we have
(kAo + p, kAo +p) = (v +p, v+ p) by § 4.6. By Proposition A.3 this gives v € ZsoX. One
readily sees that for u € Z>OE the coefficient of e¥o+?=# in Z, is equal to the coefficient
of eP~* in DeP = ZQ Therefore it remains to show kAg + p — v & supp(Z, — Zg)

It remains to verify that for any w € W# such that (kAg + p — v) € supp(Z,,) we have
w € W[i#]. Combining (A.5) and (A.4) we conclude that

(kAo + p) — w(kAo + p) € L7,
wh € —Z>oS for each € S such that wf € —A™.

Recall that W# is the Weyl group generated by s., for v € 7% = 7 U {ozé7£ }. We will
use the following property of W#: if A € h* is such that (A, y) > 0 for all v € 7% and
(A, aff) > 0, then A — y\ € Z for y € W# is equivalent y € W[x]. Using this property
we obtain w € W[x#] if (kAo + p, ) > 0.

If p =0, then hY = 0, so kAg 4 p = kA for k > 1. Therefore (kAg + p, o) > 0.
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If p # 0, then property (c) holds, so (p,a) > 0 for all @ € A*. Since off & A we have
af —ag € AT, 50

1
0= (kAO—i_paOé#) = k_'_(pa@#) 2 k+(p7a0) = k+§(a07040)'
This gives k = (o, ap) = 0 and hY # 0 (since k # —h").

This completes the proof for all cases except for k = 0 and A from the following list:
B(n|n)Y, B(n+1n)Y, D(n+2n)V, A2n|2n —1)®, A(2m|2m +1)?.
For the remaining cases the required formula is reduced to the implication
(A.8) w € Staby# p, wS CAY = w e W[i?]
which can be easily verified case-by-case (see an argument for B(n + 1|n)®) 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)® which was not properly treated. Below we give an argument for this case.

For A = B(n + 1|n) we have
n+1

1 1 —
S={6—¢ TL_, =A = i T 5 i
Gim e p=ho+ 5 a-53

and 7% = {e] —€9,60— €3, ..., En — Ent1, Ent1; 0 — €1 — €2} has the Dynkin diagram of type
Br(LlJZl. The group Staby,« p is generated by s, for a € 7# \ {&,,.1}. The Dynkin diagram
corresponding to 7% \ {g,11} is of type D,.1:

4]
7T# \ {€n+1} = {62‘ — 61‘4_1}?:1 U {En + En—i—l} for € = T — &Ept2—i (Z = 1, o n + 1)

2
Thus the group Staby# p acts on {e;}f' by signed permutations changing even number

of signs. Fix w € Staby# p is such that wS C A*. If w changes some signs, then
W(€p+2—i) = —€p4o—; for some i # 1 (since w changes at least two signs), which gives
we; = 6 —¢; that is w(d;—1 — ;) = ;-1 +¢; —0 € A, a contradiction. Therefore w lies
the group of permutations of {¢ }74!. If w # Id, then w(e o ;) = €y00_; for some j < i
which gives w(d;—1 —¢;) = 6,1 —¢; € A™, a contradiction. Hence w = Id. This completes
the proof. O

APPENDIX B

The goal of this section is to justify the definition of integral root system A, 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 A™(g) is the set
of real roots. As in Appendix A we will use the same notation for A™ and for g (for
example, A(2]2) stands for A(gl(3|3)). As above, if g is affine, we denote by  the minimal
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imaginary root and let cl be the canonical map from CA™(g) to CA™(g)/Co. If g is finite-
dimensional, we let cl be the identity map on CA™(g).

B.1. First consider the case when g is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra. For non-
critical A € h* the integral root systems Ay = {a € A™| (\,a") € Z} are well-known, see
for example, [40],[42], [38]. In this case R C A™ is called a root subsystem if s, € R for
any «, 5 € R. Clearly, A, is a root subsystem.

If R is a root subsystem, then setting RT := RN A™ and
(B.1) Y(R) :={a € R| so(RT\ {a}) C RT},
we have

(a) X(R) is the set of indecomposable elements in R, see, for example, [38], Lemma
2.2.8.

(b) The matrix ((a", 5))a,sex(r) is a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix, pos-
sibly of countable rank, loc. cit. Lemma 2.2.10.

(The set X(R) is a base of R if A is finite; if A is affine, 3(R) could be linearly dependent).

By (b), ({(&", ))a,ges(r) is the Cartan matrix of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra
(possibly of countable rank), which we denote by g,. From [28] it follows that if A — p is
a non-critical weight, then

(%) L(v — p) lies in the same block as L(A — p) <= v € W[A,]A

(where W[A,] is the subgroup of GL(h*) generated by s, for a € A,). P. Fiebig proved
that the structure of non-critical block in the category Ox(g) depends only on W[A,] 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 \ is typical, i.e. (A + p,a) # 0 for all & € A®°; 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 A, 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 A to be
the minimal real root system containing real roots which are ”integral” for A. 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
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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)® contains a subsystem R of type A(1/1)® 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 A™(sl(2[4)®) with a subspace (spanned
by e1,6; and 9).

In this section we prove Theorem B.6 asserting that A, is isomorphic to the set of
real roots of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra g, (possibly of countable rank) if
all indecomposable components of Ay are not isomorphic to A(1|1)® (this automatically
holds if g # A(2m — 1|2n — 1)@, see B.13 below). Using [28], property (*) can be
generalized to symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebras: by [10], Theorem 4.8, if A — p is
a non-critical weight, then

L(v — p) lies in the same block as L(A — p) <= v € W[AL\](A+ZS,),

where S) is an arbitrary maximal iso-set orthogonal to A + p, see § B.4 below.

B.1.1. Remark. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra and £ C CA™(g) be a
vector subspace such that R := F' N A™(g) is non-empty. Then R satisfies axioms (GRO),
(GR1) from B.2.3 below. Consider the subalgebra gp generated by g, for v € R.

Let 3(R) be as in (B.1). Set A" := ((a”, 8))a,gex(r)- Consider the Kac-Moody algebra
g(A") with the set of simple roots ¥'. Let ¢ be the natural bijection of ¥' and ¥(R). The
algebra t := [g(A’), g(A’)] is generated by g(A’)+q for a € ¥’ which leads to an algebra
homomorphism t : t — gr which maps g(A") Lo for o’ € X' t0 gip(ar)-

By [38], g coincides with the set of indecomposable elements in R N A* and R =
W[Xg]¥Xg. The latter gives 1(t,) C gg(yy. Since dimg, = 1 for all v € R, the map
1 1t — gp 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 3(R) by formula (B.1), but we can take X(R) consisting of the
indecomposable elements in RNA™. Taking A" as above and 7’ corresponding to the set of
odd roots in X(R), we can construct a Kac-Moody superalgebra g(A’, 7’), and introduce
t, ¢». From Proposition B.6.7 below it follows that the map 1) : t — gg is surjective except
for the case when g is of the type A(2m —1|2n—1)® and R = A(1]1)® (for example, we
can take R spanned by ¢, €; and d1). In the latter case g(A’, 7") = gl(2|2), so t = s[(2]2)
is finite-dimensional while gg 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 = CA).
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B.2.1. We denote by L,,, the vector space spanned by mutually orthogonal vectors
g,05,0fori=1,...,m, j=1,...,n satisfying

(i,€i) = —(0:,6:) #0,  (6,0) =
(thus the kernel of the bilinear form (—, —) is spanned by ¢).

B.2.2. Definition. We say that R' C L' is a quotient of R C L if there exists a linear
map ¢ : CR — CR/, which is compatible with the bilinear forms and ¥(R) = R’. We say
that R’ is a bijective quotient® of R if the restriction of 1) to R gives a bijection between
R and R’, and we say that R and R’ are isomorphic if ) : 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, A(psl(n|n)) is a bijective quotient of A(gl(n|n)) for n > 3 (A(psl(2[2)) is
not a bijective quotient of A(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 «, 8 € R):

(GRO) R#0,0¢ R, —R = R, and ZR is a free module of finite rank;

(GR1) if (a, ) # 0, then O‘ﬂ)) € Z and (8 — 2((a’8) a) € R;

(GR2) if (a, ) =0 # (5, ) then the set {8 + a, 8 — a} N R has cardinality one;
(GR3)

GR3) for any a € R there exists § € R such that ( B) # 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 (GRO)—(GR3), then any quotient of R satisfies (GR0), (GR1), (GR3) and
the following weaker form of (GR2)

(WGR2) if o, € R are such that (o,a) =0 # (8, ), then {f+«a,8 —a} N R = 0.

B.2.4. Inheritable properties. We call a property of R C L inheritable if for any R sat-
isfying this property and any vector space L; C L having non-empty intersection with
R, the set RN L, 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 s, € End(L) be the reflection

Sp(u) =u — 2((“ v))v For any R C L we denote by W[R] the subgroup of End(L) which is

generated by the reflections s, for v € R such that (v,v) # 0.
If R C L satisfies (GR1), then W[R|R = R.

°In the main text we say that R’ is isometric to R.
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B.2.6. Notation. For each R C L we set
R™:={v € R| (v,v) #0}, R* :={v€R|(v,v)=0}

B.2.7. Definition. A nonempty subset R C L satisfying (GRO) is called indecomposable
if R can not be presented as a disjoint union of two nonempty mutually orthogonal sets

satisfying (GRO).

B.2.8. Remarks. The only indecomposable set satisfying (GR0)-(GR2) which does not
satisfy (GR3) is R = {£p} with (5,8) =0, i.e. R = A(gl(1]1)).

We will use the following simple lemma.

B.2.9. Lemma. Let R C L be an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0O) and (GR1) and
let f € R*. Then

(i) For any v € R\ {£B} there exists a chain of isotropic elements 5 = v, Ve, ...,

Vs such that (v;,viv1) # 0 and (7s,7y) # 0.
(ii) If R satisfies also (WGR2), then R = —W|R|S U W|[R]B.

Proof. Since R is indecomposable, there exists a chain = 7y, 72, ..., 7s such that
(74, Vi+1) # 0 and (7s,7) # 0. Choosing a chain of the minimal length we obtain (v;, ;) =
0 for j —4 > 1. Now, substituting ~; by s,,7vi—1 if 7; is anisotropic, we obtain a chain of
isotropic vectors with the required properties. This establishes (i).

For (ii) take v € R*°. Consider the case when (8,7) # 0. By (WGR2) R contains
v+ B or v — . Without loss of generality we can assume v = v — 8 € R. Since 3, are
isotropic we have (a, a) = 2(8,7) # 0, so s, € W(R), and s, = . Hence v € W[R] if
(B,7) # 0. The general case follows from (i). O

B.3. Examples. Let g(A,7) be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra of possibly
infinite rank with the Cartan subalgebra h. The set A™ satisfies (GR0)-(GR2) and the
isotropic roots are isotropic elements in A™; if g(A, 7) is indecomposable, then A™ satisfies
(GR3) if and only if g(A, 1) # gl(1]1).

B.3.1. Asin § 4.1.1 for A € h* we introduce

Ry={aec A" |2\ a) € j(a,a) where j € Z and j is odd if 20 € A},
Ry = R\U{2a] a € Ry, 2a € A} = Ry U{2a| a € (RyN A}
and let Ay C A™ be the minimal subset of A™ satisfying the following properties:
(a) E)\ - A)\;
if a, B € Ay are such that («, ) # 0, then s,5 € Ay;

(b)
(c) if o, B € Ay are such that (o, ) = 0 # (B, @) then AyN{a+ 5} = A*N{a£};
(d) if « € Ay and 2a € A™, then 2a € A,.
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Since A satisfies (GR0)—(GR3), the set A, also satisfies properties (GR0)—-(GR3).

B.3.2. Serganova’s classification. Let R C L be a finite indecomposable set satisfy-
ing (GRO), (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) = {£2¢e;; £20;; +e; £ @}E‘ngw BC(m|n) := C(m|n) U {£e;; :izéj}ggéz,

where {¢;};2; U{d;}"_, is an orthogonal basis in CR such that with (e;,&;) = —(d;,0;) # 0
for all 4, j. The root system A(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 (GRO), (GR1) and (WGR2). We call a subset S C R iso-set
if S = —S and (S5,S5) = 0. Iso-sets are ordered by inclusion. For v € L we denote by A
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, 8" € Ay Then there exists w € Stabyg)(v) such that S" = w(S).

Proof. We proceed by induction in the cardinality of S\ S. Let a € S"\ S. Then SU{a}
is not an iso-set, so there exists 5 € S such that («|8) # 0. This implies that « + § or
a — [ lies in R; without loss of generality we can assume v = a — 8 € R. Obviously,
(7,7) # 0 so s, € W[R]. The formula s.(x) =z — 2(z,v)/(y|y) implies that s, preserves
vand SNS’, and s,(a) = . This implies the claim. O

We will use the following corollary.

B.4.2. Corollary. Let A™ be the set of real root of an indecomposable symmetrizable
finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra. Let [By,...,Bs € A* be mutually
orthogonal isotropic roots such that (cl(8;) £ cl(B;)) # 0 for all 1 <i < j <s. Then the
set {cl(5;)}5_, is linearly independent.

Proof. If s = 1 the claim holds, so we may (and will) assume that s > 1.
The set cl(A™) is a finite set satisfying (GRO), (GR1) and (WGR2).

The set B := {cl(5;)};_, 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(A™). The set cl(A™) 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|jn — 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 {+(g; — &;)}L,
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for d := min(m,n). Since the vectors {(e; — &;)}&, are linearly independent, the set
{cl(B;)};_, is linearly independent. O

B.4.3. Remark. Corollary B.4.2 implies that A™(g) does not contain A(psl(n|n)), since
A(psl(2|2)) does not satisfy (GR3), and, for n > 2, the set A(psl(n|n)) contains isotropic

roots 3; := ¢; — 0; with ZBZ = 0. By Corollary B.4.2, cl(5;) = £cl(5;) for some i # j
which is impossible since (B, + 5;, A(psl(2]2)) #

B.5. Real root system A(2m — 1|2n — 1)®. Take L,,, as in § B.2.1 and consider the
subset

Rm,n = {:t{fl + €5, :|:5Z + 5]‘, 27,6 + 252, (QZ — 1)5 + 25i}1§i¢j§n U{Z5 + E; + 6j}1§i,j§n'

Note that R,, = Ry, N Ly, for m > p, n > q. The set R, satisfies (GR0)-(GR4). We
will denote this set by A(2m —1|2n — 1)@ If (m,n) # (1,1), then A(2m —1]2n — 1)@ is
isomorphic to the set of real roots of the correspondmg affine Kac-Moody superalgebra.

B.5.1. Let us show that
A(D)® ={Z6 + &, + 61, 276 £26,, (2Z — 1) £ 2¢,}

is not isomorphic to the set of real roots of a Kac-Moody superalgebra. Suppose the con-
trary, i.e. that A(1|1)®®) = Ry is isomorphic to A™(g’) for some Kac-Moody superalgebra
g

The set X1 9 := {0 — 21,61 — 01,01 — 02,202} is a base of Ry 5 which is of type A(3|1)®@,
Take w : Z¥15 — R given by w(a) = 1 for all &« € X1,. Then w(a) € Zy for all
a € Ry;. Define a triangular decomposition of g’ via w (see § 2.10.1). By Hoyt-Serganova
classification [21],[46], ¢’ is a symmetrizable affine Kac-Moody superalgebra (since A™(g’)
is an infinite indecomposable set). By [16], Theorem 0.4.3, the triangular decomposition
of g’ admits a base ¥ and g = g(A’,7’), where A’ is the Gram matrix of ¥’ and 7’ is
the set of odd roots in this base. The set ¥’ coincides with the set of indecomposable
elements in {o € Ry 1| w(a) > 0}. Since {a € Ry 1] w(a) > 0} is equal to

{Z>0(5 +e £ 61, 2Z>0(5 + 261, (2Z>0 - 1)5 + 251} U {81 + (51, 2(51},

4 -2 0
one has ¥’ = {0 — 2e1,e1 — 01, 201}. The Gram matrix of ¥ is A= | =2 0 2
0 2 —4

We have 7/ = {2}, since ag = 0 (so 2 € 7') and 2“112 Qﬂ— are odd integers (so 1,3 & 7).
Thus (A’,7’) is the Cartan datum of A(1]1), so g’ = g(A/ ') = gl(2|2). However, the set
A™(gl(2|2)) is finite, so Ry is not isomorphic to a quotient of this set.
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B.5.2. Assume that A, has an indecomposable component R which is isomorphic to
A(1]1)@). Let us show that the bijection R =2 A(1]1)® preserves the parity. Indeed, the
roots of the form Zd’ & ¢ £ §] are isotropic, so they are odd. All other roots in R are
non-isotropic. If R contains a non-isotropic odd root «, then 2a € R. However, for any
non-isotropic root @ € R we have 2a ¢ R. Therefore all non-isotropic roots in R are even.
Hence the bijection between R and A(1]1)® preserves the parity.

B.6. Theorem. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra of finite rank and
let A € h*.

(i) If Ay is a bijective quotient of A™(g'), where g’ is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody
superalgebra of at most countable rank, then the bijection Ay — A™(g') preserves
the parity.

(i) If Ay does not contain isotropic roots, then Ay 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 ¢ is as well. If g is
an affine symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra and each indecomposable com-
ponent R of Ay is not of type A(1|1)?), then Ay is isomorphic to A™(g'), where
g = [l 9, and each g, is either finite-dimensional or affine symmetrizable Kac-

iel
Moody superalgebra. Moreover, the set I is finite if (A, 0) # 0.

(iv) If Ay has an indecomposable component of type A(1|1)?), then g is of the type
A2m —12n — 1)@ and (), 6) = g, 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)® was
not excluded.

B.6.2. Proof of (i). Let ¢ : CAy — CA™(g’) be the linear map which gives the bijection
A)\ — Are(g/).

Take an odd root o € Ay. If « is isotropic, then 1 («) is isotropic, so it is odd. If « is
anisotropic, then, by (d) in § B.3, 2a € A,. Then 2¢(«a) € A™(g’), so ¥ () is odd.

Take an even root a € A,. By Lemma B.2.9, A, contains an isotropic [ such that
(B,) # 0. By (c) in § B.3, A, contains  — « or 5+ a. Without loss of generality we
can assume [ —« € Ay. Since [ is odd and « is even, 5 — « is odd. By above, () and
Y(B — «) are odd, so ¥(«) is even. O

B.6.3. Assume that R C A™(g) satisfies (GR0)-(GR2) and each indecomposable com-
ponent R; of R is a bijective quotient of the system of real roots of a symmetrizable
Kac-Moody superalgebra g, of at most countable rank. Then R is a bijective quotient
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of A™(g'), where g’ = [] g} 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 X € h* the set Ay has finitely many indecomposable components not isomorphic to
A(sl(1|1)). If (N, 0) # 0, then the set Ay has finitely many indecomposable components.

Proof. Set Ry; := Ay; N Ry. Note that (Ay;, Ry;) =0fori# j € I. If Ry; = 0, then
for any v € Ay, one has 7 € Ry and (v, R)) = 0 which contradicts to Lemma 4.1.4 (ii).
Hence R = [[,.; Rr; where Ry ; are pairwise orthogonal non-empty sets.

Let J be the set of indices j such that Ay ; ¢ A,

For j € J the sets A, contains a non-isotropic root v;, and for ji,jo € J one has
cl(vyj,) # cl(v;,). Since cl(A™) is finite, the set J is finite.

Take i € I'\ J. Then A, ; C A™. For each i € I\ J fix ; € R,;; note that 3; € A
(since Ay; C A®°), so (), 5;) = 0 (by definition of Ry).

Let us show that A ; is the root system of s[(1|1) for each ¢ € I\ J. Indeed, if Ay; #
{x£5:}, then A, ; contains § which is not orthogonal to f; (since A, ; is indecomposable).
Then, by (GR2), A, contains v € {8; + 5, 8; — f}. Since 3, 5; are isotropic and non-
orthogonal, v is anisotropic, a contradiction.

Suppose that I\ J is infinite. Since cl(A™) is finite, one has cl(f;,) = cl(f;,) for some
Q1,92 € I\ J, 80 B, — Biy, € Z4od. Hence (A, 0) = 0 as required. O

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 C A™(g) satisfying (GR0)-(GR2) is indecomposable, contains an isotropic
root, and cl(R) is not isomorphic to A(psl(2|2)), then R is isomorphic to A™(g’),
where g’ is a finite-dimensional or affine symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra.

(ii) If A € b* and R is an indecomposable component of Ay and cl(R) is isomorphic
to A(psl(2]2)), then R is isomorphic to A(1]1)® and (X, 0) = £, 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
(GR0O)—(GR2), and showed that any indecomposable GRS is isomorphic to the root system
of a basic classical Lie superalgebra different from ps((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 aq, ..., a, of L we denote by

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 oy, ...,y € A*(g) be such that (o, ;1) # 0 fori=1,...,s —
1. Then the matriz (ay, 1) Ta, .. . 08 positive semidefinite and cl(ay),. .., cl(as) are

.....

,,,,,

Proof. Set ~; := cl(oy) and note that 'y, o, = I’y 4. Since (7;,viy1) # 0 for i =
1,...,s — 1, the vectors 71, ...,7s lie in the same indecomposable component of the set
cl(A*). These components are the sets of real roots of finite-dimensional anisotropic
Kac-Moody superalgebras. The restriction of the bilinear form (v;,7;)™'(—,—) to the
span of such component is positive definite. This implies the statement. O

B.8. Proposition. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody superalgebra, possibly of
countable rank. Let R C A*(g) be an indecomposable set (in the sense of Definition B.2.7)
satisfying so 8 € R for all o, f € R and 2ac € R for all odd o € 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 A(g’)™.

(i) If g is finite-dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, then ¢’ in (i) is finite-
dimensional or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra, and R is isomorphic to A(g')™.

Proof. If a € A*(g), then g4, act locally nilpotently, so for each v € A(g),
integral and is even if « is odd. Set Rt := A*(g) N R and

(B.2) ¥ :={a € R| sa(R"\{a,2a}) C R"}.

Arguing as in [38] we obtain 2((50"5’6;) € Z< for all a, 5 € ¥’ with a # [ and

(B.3) R=W[S)(Z [[{20]a € ¥/, pla) =T1}).

2(a,8)
(8,8)
matrix for a anisotropic symmetrizable generalized Kac-Moody superalgebra g with a

base 3" and the parity function p’ : ¥ — Zs induced by the parity function p : A(g) —

By above,

is even if 8 is odd. Therefore the matrix A" := ({a, Y))a ges is a Cartan
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Zsy. Moreover, the map ¥” — ¥ extends to a linear homomorphism v : Z¥" — ZY/
which preserves the parity and the bilinear forms, and maps A (g/) = W[Z"](2") to
RNA"(g) = W[X|(X). By (2.3), this implies ¥(A™(g’)) = R. Using formula (B.3) and
the assumption that R is indecomposable, we conclude that the Dynkin diagram of X" 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 ¥/ is finite. Indeed, if A is
finite, then R is finite. If A is affine, then the image of A in ZA/Z0 is finite, so, if ¥/ is
infinite, then «, a + j0 € ¥’ for some j # 0, but % = 2, a contradiction (by above,
this number is non-positive). Hence ¥ is finite, so g’ is a Kac-Moody superalgebra.

Renormalize the bilinear form on A(g) in such a way that (v, ) = 2 for some v € 3. By
(i), the Dynkin diagram of 3" is connected. By Lemma B.7.1, the Gram matrix I'sy = sy
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 v : CX” — CY is injective. Since 1) preserves
the bilinear forms, Ker lies in the kernel of the bilinear form on CX”. In particular,
Kervy = 0 if g’ is finite-dimensional. In the remaining case g’ is affine. Suppose the
contrary, that Ker # 0, so Ker¢) = C¢’ where ¢’ is the minimal imaginary root in A(g’).
Then RN A (g) = ¥(A™(g)) is a classical finite root system and Y 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). O

B.9. Set F(a). Let R C L be a set satisfying (GR0), (GR1) and (WGR2). Let K be
the kernel of the restriction of (—, —) to CR. Fix any element ¢, € K and let cly be the
canonical map cly : CR — CR/Cdy. For example, if R C A™(g), then for §o = § we have
cl = cly. For any a € R we set

F(a) :={ceC| a+cd € R}.

Since ZR is a free module of finite rank, we have F'(a) C Za for some a € C.

B.9.1. Lemma.

(i) For all « € R we have 0 € F(a), F(—a) = —F(a) and F(wa) = F(«) for all
w e WIR].

(ii) Let o € R be such that (o, ) # 0. Then F(«) = Za for some a € C. Moreover,
for v € R the set F(v) has a structure of Z-module with respect to the action
jxc:=c—j{v,a")a (for j € Z and ¢ € F(v)). In particular,

(v,a"VF(a) C F(y) forall a,y € R with (o, ) # 0.

(iii) If 5,y € R are such that

(8,8) =0, (7.8)#0, (clo(7) = clo(B)) & clo(R),
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then B+~ € R and F(B),F(y) C F(6+ 7).

Proof. (i) follows from (GRO) and (GR1) and (iii) follows from (GR2). For (ii) take o € R
such that (o, ) # 0. For = € F(a) we have xdy — a € R. Thus for v € R we have

Sa50—aSa(Y) =7 — x(7, Oév>(50 € R,

so ¢ € F(y) forces (c—xz(vy,a")) € F(v). In particular, fo all z, ¢ € F(a) we have c—2x €
F(a). Hence F(«) is a subgroup of C. Since R C A we have F'(«) C Za for some a € C.
By above, ¢ — z(vy,a") € R. Since F(v) contains 0 this gives (v,aY)F(a) C F(7). O

B.9.2. By (ii) we have F(a) = F(—«) for a non-isotropic a € R. In §§ B.9.3-B.9.5 we
will see that the same formula holds for isotropic « if cl(R) # C(1|1), using that in all
other cases any isotropic root a can be included in A(1|0), B(1|1) or BC(1|1).

B.9.3. Consider the case when cly(R) is of type A(1]0). Take o, § € R such that cl(«) =
g1 — &g, cl(B) = g9 — §;. Then a € R*™, B € R*° and s,8 = 8+ a. Let E be the span
of @,8. By Lemma B.9.1 (i), R*™ = {£a + Zady} for some a € C. Then WI[R|S =
{B + Zady, B+ o + Zady}. The Gram matrix I'y g is equal to the Gram matrix I'ga) c(s)
which is non-degenerate, so E N Cdy = 0 which forces —5 ¢ W[R]S5. Using Lemma B.2.9
(ii) we obtain R = —W/[R]|3[] W|[R]S, that is

R = {ta+ Zady, £ + Zady, (S + ) + Zady }.

Hence F N R can be identified with A(1|0) and R = (E N R) + Zad, is isomorphic to
A(1]0) if ady = 0 and to A(1]0)") otherwise.

B.9.4. Consider the case when cly(R) is of type B(1|1), i.e.
Clo(R) = {:|:€1, :i:€1 + (51, :i:(51, :|:2(51}

Take «, 8 € R such that clp(a) = 07 and clp(8) = €1 — §;. By Lemma B.9.1 (iii),
R contains « +  and F(«), F(f) C F(a + (). Applying Lemma B.9.1 (iii) to the
pair —(3,a +  we obtain F(a + ) C F(«a), that is F(a) = F(a + 8). By (GR1),
sal = +2a € Rand F(f+ 2a) = F(B) (by Lemma B.9.1 (i)). Applying Lemma B.9.1
(iii) to the pair —3, 4+ 2a we obtain 2a € R and F'(f) C F'(2«). Using Lemma B.9.1
(ii) we get F(B) = F(2«a) = Zc for some ¢ € C. By above, R contains £+, £a +2«
and +(0 + 2«a); these elements form B(1|1) and we identify this subset of R with cly(R).
By Lemma B.9.1 (ii), F'(6;) = Za for some a € C. Summarizing we have

F(El) = F((Sl) = Za, F(:l:El + 51) = F(€1 — 51) = F(251) = Zc C Za.

By Lemma B.9.1 (ii), for any b € F(e; — 1) we have (b+ 2a) € F(e; — ;). Thus either
¢ = ta or ¢ = £2a for a # 0. In the first case R = B(1|1) + Za, that is R = B(1|1) or
R = B(1|1)Y; in the second case R = D(2|1)W).
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B.9.5. Consider the case when R satisfies (GR2) and cly(R) is of type BC(1|1) that is
CIQ(R) = {j:El, j:&l + 51, :i:(;l, :|:251, :i:261}

where (g1,61) =0, (e1,61) = —(d1,61) = L.

Take 8, in R such that clo(8) = 1 — d; and cly(a) = 6;. Notice that R lies in the
span of «a, 8 and dy. We identify «, f with d; and e; — §;. Then R contains +4; and
+e; £ ;. By Lemma B.9.1 (i), F(61) = Za for some ¢ € C. Lemma B.9.1 (ii) gives
g1 € Rand F (), F(e1 — 61) C F(eq). Similarly, F(e;) C F(01). Hence F(e;) = Za and
F(e1 — 01) C Za. By Lemma B.9.1 (i),

F(81 — 51) + 27.a = F(Sl — 51)
Therefore
(B.4) F(tey £01) = F(e1 — 61) is Za or 2Za,  F(e1) = F(61) = Za.

for some a € C. Since R contains €1 £ 0; and satisfies (GR2), R contains either 20; or 2¢;.
The case 2¢; € R reduces to the case 20; € R by permuting the roles of £; and ;. Thus,
without loss of generality, we can (and will) assume that 26; € R. Applying Lemma B.9.1
(i) to the pair 26; and &; we get 4Za C F(20;1). On the other hand, Lemma B.9.1 (ii)
gives F'(20,) C F(ey; + 61). Thus

(B.5) AZa C F(201) C F(e1 — 61).

Set Y := {y € C| 2¢; + ydy € R}. Since 2¢; € clp(R), Y is not empty. For y € Y one
has

Soe4ys(01 —€1) =01 +e1+ Yyl ER

soy € F(eq — 01). For each z € F(e; — d1), R contains 1 — d; and &1 + §; + dy,
so, by (GR2), the set {2¢; + xdp,2d; + xdp} N R has the cardinality one. Therefore
F(ey—01) = F(201)[[Y. By Lemma B.9.1 (i) we have F/(20,) = Zc and Y = yo + Zd for
some ¢, d,y € C. Applying Lemma B.9.1 (i) to the pair 2e; 4+ ydp and 1 we get 4Za C Zd.
Using (B.4) and (B.4) we obtain

AZa C Ze, ¢, d,yo € Za, 2a € F(+e; £6,) = Ze ][ (yo + Zd).

This gives the following possibilities:

(1) F<251> = QZG, F(El — 51) = Z&, 281 + 50 S R, F<2€1 + (50) = 27a
(2) F<2(51> = 4Z@, F(El — 51) = 2ZG, 251 + 2(50 € R, F(2€1 + 50) = 47a.
We have R = A™(g'), where g’ is of type A(2|1)® for (1), and of type A(2]2)® for (2).

We will use the following observation: if v € R is such that cl(vy) = £24;, then v/2 € R
(this holds, because s/2 € F(6;) for any s € F(26;)).
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B.9.6. Let cly(R) be of the type A(m—1|n—1) for m,n > 1 with mn > 1, or A(psl(n|n))
for n > 3.

We consider the distinguished base {a/}" 1" Vin cly(R) = A(m—1|n—1): o, := g;—&i11
fori=1,...,m, a;,, ;) =0; — 641 for j =1,...,nand a;, ==&, — . Let a; € R be
such that cly(a;) = of. Let E be the span of {a;}m4" "t

Set R := RN E. Then R satisfies (GR0)-(GR2) and contains {a;}™ " . The Gram
matrix of {a;}"1"" ! is the Gram matrix of {a/}7"~!. Therefore s,, fori = 1,...,m +
n — 1, 1 # m, generate the group isomorphic to Wcly(R)]. Since any element in cly(R) =
A(m—1|n—1) is conjugated to one of the elements in {a/}7*" ' U{~a,,}, the restriction
of cly to R gives a surjective map R — clp(R). If the restriction of cly to CR is injective,
then R 2 clo(R).

For m # n, the Gram matrix of {a; }"™*" ! is non-degenerate, so R = A(m—1|n—1). For

m = n the Gram matrix of {a;}™{"! has a one-dimensional kernel, so R is isomorphic
to A(psl(n|n)) or to A(n — 1fn — 1) = A(gl(n|n)). Notice that if R C A™(g), then
R = A(m — 1|n — 1), by Remark B.4.3.

B.10. Set clg(R). From now on g is an indecomposable symmetrizable finite-dimensional
or affine Kac-Moody superalgebra with the set of real roots A™. If g is finite-dimensional,
we set 0 := 0. In all cases cl : CA™ — CA™/CS is the canonical map.

From now on R C A™ is an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0)—(GR3) and containing
an isotropic root. As before, K = {v € CR| (v, R) = 0} and we let clg : 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 C A™ be an indecomposable set satisfying (GR0O)-(GRS3).
Then clg(R) C CR/K is a finite indecomposable set satisfying (GRO), (GR1), (WGR2)
and (GR3).

Proof. 1t is clear that clx(R) C CR/K is an indecomposable set satisfying (GRO0), (GR1),
(WGR2) and (GR3). It remains to verify that clx(R) is finite. Suppose that R is infinite.
Since cl(A™) is a finite set, one has cl(a) = cl(y) for some «,y € R, so § € CR. Then
§ € K, so clg can be decomposed as clg = clf ocl, where cly : CR/Cé — CR/K is the
canonical map. Since cl(R) C cl(A™) is a finite set, clg(R) is finite. O

B.10.2. By Lemma B.10.1, clx(R) is one of the sets described in § B.3.2, i.e. clg(R) lies
in the list:

A(m o Hn o 1) for m 7é n, B(m‘n>v D(m’n)a C(m|n)a Bc(m|n)> D(2|17 a)a G(g)v F(4)7
where m,n > 1, or clg(R) = A(psl(n|n)) for n > 2. (Recall that A(n — 1|n — 1) stands
for A(gl(n|n))). For D(2|1,a),G(3), F(4) we set n = 1 and m = 1,2, 3 respectively. If
clg(R) # D(2|1,a), F(4), we view clg(R) as a subset of L,,,, (see § B.2.1 for notation).
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B.11. Case clg(R) # C(1]1). Our goal is to show that in this case R = A™(g’). The
cases when clg(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=2n=1).

B.11.1. If clx(R) # D(2|1,a), F'(4) we view clx(R) as a subset of L, and set

E = {Zﬂfz& + Zyj5j| sz + Zyj = O7$i’yj € (C}
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

For clg(R) = D(2|1, a) take E’ spanned by two isotropic roots in clx (R), and for clg (R) =
F(4) take E' spanned by (0; — &1 + €2 — €3)/2, €1 — €2 and g9 — 3.

One readily sees that if clx (R) 2 A(psl(n|n)), then clg (R)NE" = A(m—1|n—1) and this
is a maximal root subsystem of type A(i|j) contained in cli (R). For clg(R) = A(psl(n|n))
we have clg(R) N E' = clg(R).

Let {o/}7""! be as in § B.9.6. Fix a; € R such that clg(a;) = o/ and let E be the
span of ay, ..., Qmin. By § B.9.6, RN E contains R’ such that

R =~ A(m—1jn—1).

B.11.2. Lemma. We have

(i) KNCR =0 if clg(R) 2 A(psl(n|n)) forn > 3;
(ii) {y € R| clx(y) € E'} = R'+Zad 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 N CR' = 0. Consider the case m = n. Let 8; € R’ be such that
clg(B;) = €; — ;. The kernel of the restriction of (—, —) to CR’ is spanned by p:= >_ 5.

i=1
Therefore K NCR' = K NCpu. Hence the restriction of clg to R’ is injective (since n > 1,
soa—pFE&Cuifa,fe R and a # B).

If clg(R) 2 A(psl(n|n)), then clx(R) is D(n|n) or B(n|n), so 2§; € clg(R). Taking
v € R such that clg(y) = 2d6; we obtain (v, 5;) = (201,61 — 61) # 0 and (v, ;) = 0 for
i > 1, that is (u,7y) # 0, so u € K. Hence clg(R) % A(psl(n|n)) forces K NCR' = 0.
This completes the proof of (i).

For (ii) recall that clx(R) N E' is isomorphic to A(m — 1|n —1) if clx(R) 2 A(psl(n|n))
and clg(R) N E" = clg(R) if clg(R) = A(psl(n|n)). Since R’ = A(m — 1|n — 1), we have
clg(R') = clg(R). Assume that {y € R| clg(y) € clg(R')} # R'. Take v € R such that
clg(y) € E' and v ¢ R'. Since clg(R') = clg(R), clg(y) = clg(a) for some a € R'. Set
do := 7 — « and define F(«) as in § B.9. Since v € R we have 1 F(«a), so Z C F(a) by
§ B.9.3. Therefore cl(a + Zdy) = cl(a) + Zcl(dp) lies in cl(R) C cl(A™) which is finite.
Hence cl(dp) = 0, so o € Cd. This establishes (ii). O



96 MARIA GORELIK AND VICTOR G. KAC

B.11.3. Consider the case clg(R) = A(m — 1jn — 1). Since R' = A(m — 1jn — 1)
and mn > 2, the restriction of clg to R’ is injective. Since R’ and cli(R) contain the
same number of elements, we have clx(R) = clg(R’). By Lemma B.11.2 (ii), we obtain
R =R +7Zjé, so R is isomorphic to A™(g’) for g’ of type A(m — 1|n — 1).

B.11.4. Now consider the cases when clg(R) 2 A(m — 1jn — 1).

Retain notation of B.11.1. Recall that R = A(m — 1jn — 1). By Lemma B.11.2
(i), K NCR'" = 0, so the span of clg(R') is of dimension m + n — 1. Since clg(R) 2
A(m — 1jn — 1), the span of clg(R) is of dimension m + n. In each case we choose
Ay € clg(R) which does not lie in clg (R'): if clg(R) is B(m|n) or BC(m|n) we take

/ - — -7 / .
Qi = 0p; in other cases we take «;, ., arbitrary.

Then we choose 4, such that clg(omin) = a,
{a; }74". We set

We denote by V' the span of

R=VNR.

Since {o/}™4" is a basis of clx(R) we identify CR/K with V. Then R C clg(R).

We have dimV = m +n and R C V satisfies (GR0)-(GR2) (since R satisfies these
properties). The Gram matrices of {a;}}™ and of {a/}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) R is the root system of a finite-dimensional Kac-Moody
superalgebra. Recall that

(B.6) RCR, Alm—1n—1)= R ¢ RCcg(R), CR=Cclg(R)
and that clx(R) is not the types A(i|j) or A(psl(ili)) for all 4,. If R # clg(R), then
R C clg(R) is one of the following inclusions:

D(m|n) C B(m|n), D(m|n) C C(m|n), D(m|n) C BC(m|n), B(m|n) C BC(m|n).

If clg (R) is B(m|n) or BC(m|n), R contains Qntn = On, SO R is not of the type D(m|n).
Hence clg(R) = R if clg(R) # C(m|n), BC(m|n), R = D(m|n) if clx(R) # C(m|n), and
R = B(m/|n) if BC'(m|n).

B.11.5. Take a non-zero dy € K. By Lemma B.2.9, any isotropic root in 5 € clg(R) is

W]R]-conjugate to a root in R'. By Lemma B.9.1, F(5) = 0 if o ¢ Cé and F () = Za
for 6o = d, where a is as in Lemma B.11.2 (ii).

If v € R is anisotropic, then, by Lemma B.9.1, F(vy) = Zcdy for some ¢ € C. Since
cl(R) C cl(A™) is finite, cl(cdp) = 0. We conclude that F(a) = 0 for each o € R if
do € CJ. Since clg(R) C V = CR we obtain

R C (V +Co).
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B.11.6. Corollary. Let ¢’ be the finite-dimensional Kac-Moody superalgebra with the
root system R. If R = clg(R), then R = A™(g’), where ¢ is either g, or the affinization
of @, or g = D(m + 1|n)@.

Proof. By Lemma B.2.9, R contains an isotropic 8 such that (8,7) # 0. By §§ B.9.3,
B.9.4 we have ¢ = ta if clg(R) N (CB + Cv) is of type A(1]0), and ¢ € {£a, £a/2} if this
is of type B(1|1).

If ¢ = +a, then R = R + Zad, and R = R = A*(g') if a = 0 and R = A™(g') where g’
is the affinization of ¢’ if a # 0.

If a # 0 and ¢ # +a, then R = B(m|n) or G(3). In this case § B.9.4 gives F(a,) = VA
if oy € R is a short root and F(«) = Za otherwise. If R = clg(R) is of type B(m|n), this
gives R 2 A™(g') where g = D(m + 1|n)®. If R = G(3), then, for a long root a; in G(2)
we have (oq, a)) = £3, so Lemma B.9.1 (ii) gives 3F(a) C F(«y) which contradicts to
F(a,) = Z§ and F(a;) = Za. O

B.11.7. Case C(m|n) with mn > 2. Without loss of generality we can (and will) assume
n > 2. Recall that R C V & Cd. Set dp := ¢. By Lemma B.9.1, F(a) = Za for any
a € W[R]R' that is for all &« € R with o # £20; fori =1,...,m.

Set
ﬁ = 51 —£1.
Applying Lemma B.9.1 (ii) to the pair 5 and 26;, we obtain F(20;) C Za. Since
(201, (01 — 02)Y) = 2 we get 2Za C F(241). Hence F(20,) is Za or 2Za.

Set
Y :={y € C| 2¢; + yé € R}.
Since clg(R) = C(m|n) and R C V + C§, Y is not empty. For y € Y one has
Soer+ys(B1) =P+ (2e1+yd) =01 +e1+yd € R

so y € Za (since F(01 + &1) = Za). Thus Y is a non-empty subset of Za. For each i € Z,
R contains €1 — d; and &1 + 01 +aid, so the set {21 4 aid, 20; +aid} N R has the cardinality
one. Therefore

Za=F(25) ][]V

Since F'(201) is Za or 2Za, and Y is non-empty, we obtain F'(20;) = 2Za, Y = a + 2Za
and a # 0.

Acting by W[R] we obtain
F(26;) =2Za, {ye€C|2;+ydec R}a+2Za
forj=1,...,nand ¢ =1,...,m. This gives
R ={a+Zad| o € D(m|n), o # £260;} U {£20; + Zad, £2¢; + ad + 2Zad}
(wherei=1,...,mand j =1,...,n). Hence R = A™(g') for ¢ = A(2m — 1|2n — 1)@,
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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 R = B(m|n) and R C (CR & C§). Set
dp := d. Using Lemma B.11.2 (ii) and the fact that F(wa) = F(a) for w € W[R] and
a € R we get
F(:EEZ + (5]) = F(:l:é‘l + €i1> = F(j:éj + 5]'1) = Za
for 1 <i# 1 <mand1<7#j; <n. Now § B.9.5 gives the following possibilities
(2) F(20;) = 2Za, F(e;) = F(5;) =Za/2 2 +25 € R, F(2;+0) = 2Za.

Hence R = A™(g'), where ¢ is of type A(2m + 1|2n)® for (1), and of type A(2m|2n)®
for (2).

B.12. Case clx(R) = C(1]1). Take ai, as, and S in R such that clg(ay) = —2¢y,
clg(ag) = 201, and clg(f) = €1 — d;. We normalize the form (—, —) by the condition
(a1, 1) = 2. Let V be the span of ay, ap and 3. Set

é-I: 2ﬁ—|—0&1+042.
B.12.1. Lemma. The vectors aq, ao, B are linearly independent. If £ is not propor-
tional to 0, then oy, as, B and 6 are linearly independent.

Proof. Since R contains  and s,,3 =  + a9, one has 28+ ay € R (by (GR2)), so £ # 0.

Notice that the kernel of the Gram matrix of aq, as, 8,90 is spanned by £ and J. Since
& # 0, the vectors ag, an, 8 are linearly independent. If £ is not proportional to §, then
a1, (o, B and § are linearly independent. O

B.12.2. The non-isotropic elements in clx (R) are £ clg (o) fori = 1,2. Using Lemma B.9.1
we obtain

(B?) R = {:ECkl + ZGl(S} H{:l:CYl + Zalé}
for some ay,as € Zo.Let W’ be the image of W[R] in GL(CR). By Lemma B.2.9 (ii),
R = —W'BUW'B.

Since Sy, S, 4550 = B + s for any s € Z we have
(B.8) W' ={B+ Zad, B+ a1 + Zad,  + as + Zad, 5 + a1 + s + Zad},

where a € Z-g is such that Za, + Zas = Za (i.e., a = 0if a; = as = 0, and a is the
greatest common divisor of a1, as otherwise).

Since R contains  + ay, 8+ ag and 5+ ajé € R for any j € Z, (GR2) gives
(B.9) H{on —ajo, & —as+ajo} N R = {as —ajd,é —ag +ajd} N Rl =1
where | X| stands for the cardinality of X.
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B.12.3. Case £ ¢ C6. By Lemma B.12.1, 5, a1, g, § are linearly independent. This im-
plies W’/ BN (—=W'3) = (). Moreover, {—«a;+ajo ¢ R by (B.7) for i = 1,2. Combining (B.7)
and (B.9) we conclude a € Za; for i = 1,2, that is a = a; = as. Hence

R ={*a; + Zad, £5 + ad, £(8 + a; + Zad), £(5 + a1 + az2) + Zad }i—1 .
Since (3, aq, g, 0 are linearly independent, the map given by oy + &1 — €9, B+ €9 — 01,
Qg — 01 — d2, ad — § induces the isomorphism R = A(gl(2|2)) = A(1]1) if a = 0 and
R = A(11)W if a # 0.

Note that cl(R) = A(1|1) (= A(gl(2]2))).

B.12.4. Case a = 0. In this case a; = as = 0. By Lemma B.12.1, 3, a;, ay are linearly
independent. This implies W/ N (=W'3) = () and

R ={£a;, £8, (8 + ), £(B + a1 + az) }i—12 = A(1]1),
where the isomorphism is the same as in § B.12.3. Note that cl(R) = A(1]1) (=
A(gl(2]2))).

B.12.5. Case { € Cd, a # 0. Then £ = dé for some d € Z.

Recall that ay,as € Z>g, a1 + a2 # 0, and a is the greatest common divisor of a4, as.
Combining (B.7) and (B.9) we conclude that for each j € Z either aj € Zas or aj+d € Zay,
and, similarly, either aj € Zay or aj + d € Zay. Taking j = 0 we obtain d ¢ Za; for
1 =1,2. Then aay + d & Zay, so aay € Zas. Similarly, aas € Za;. Therefore ay,as # 0,
so ky := %, ky := % are coprime positive integers. By above, aki|ky and aks|k;, which

a’

implies k1 = ko = 1. Hence a; = a; = a and a /[d.

Let us show that —W/SNW’S = (. We will use formula (B.8). Take y € —W’/SNW'S.
Then cl(y) = cl(wp) for some w € W’ and w™ty € —W’'B N W’'AB. Thus, without loss of
generality, we can assume that cl(y) = cl(5). In this case

v=PB4+had =—F+ a1+ oz + j2a6
so 20 + ag + ag = dd = (ja — j1)ad which contradicts to a fd.
In the light of § B.12.2 we conclude that R = R(a,d) where
(B.10) R(a,d) = {£a; + Zad, £+ ad, =(8 + o; + Zad), £(B+ o1 + a2) + Zad}i—1 2

where 3 = ©=21=02 and q fd. One has R(a,d) = R(a,d £ 2a) (the isomorphism is given
by 8 — 5+ ad), R(a,d) = R(a,—d) (the isomorphism is given by  +— —f, a; — —aqy),
so we can assume that a > 2d.

One has R(2d, d) = A(1]1)? (with the isomorphism given by a; + § —2¢1, 8+ 1 — 0,
and Qy —> 2(51)

For a # 2d, one has R(a,d) % A(1]1)® (and R is not a bijective quotient of A™(g’) for
any g'), since for any isotropic root v € R and any non-zero §, € K we have

F(y) =Zxa U (Za — d)x,
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where dp = zd, and F(v) forms a subgroup of C if a = 2d (or if R is a bijective quotient
of A™(g')), and does not form a subgroup if a # 2d.

B.12.6. Corollary.  Let R C A™(g) be such that clx(R) = C(1]1) (= A(psl(2]2)).

Then we have the following possibilities:

R=A(1[1)(= A(gl(2(2)) cl(R) = R,

R = A(11)® cl(R) = A(1]1)
R=A(1]1)® cl(R) = K(R) = C(11)
R = R(a,d),a,d € Zwp,a > 2d cl(R) = clg(R) = C(11).

This completes the proof of Proposition B.6.7 (i).

B.13. Proof of Proposition B.6.7 (ii). Now assume that Ay has an indecomposable
component R such that cl(R) = C(1]1).

B.13.1. Since cl(R) does not satisfy (GR2), cl(A™) does not satisfy (GR2), so cl(A™) is
isomorphic either to BC(m|n) for mn > 1 or to C(m|n) for mn > 1, and

CI(R) = {:i:2€i, :|:6Z‘ + 5]" :|:25J}
for some 7,5 (1 <i<m,1<j<n).

Take v € R such that cl(y) = 20;. Note that v/2 € R (since cl(y/2) = d; € cl(R)), so
v/2 & Ay. By Corollary 4.1.6, v/2 ¢ A™.

If cl(A™) = BC(m|n), then cIl(CR N A™) = BC(1]1), so CR N A™ is one of the real
root systems (i.e., A(2[1)®, A(2|2)®) described in § B.9.5. For these root system for any
root v satisfying cl(y) = 2d;, /2 is a root (see the observation in the end of § B.9.5), so
v/2 € A, a contradiction.

Hence cl(A™) = C(m|n), so, by § B.11.7, g is of the type A(2m — 1]2n — 1)?).

B.13.2. Set k := (), 6). Since (o, ) € {0,£2} for any o € R, we have (\, ) € Z for all
a € Ry, s0 (A, a) € Z for all o € R.

Take a non-isotropic @« € R. Then (o, «) = £2, s0 a+sd € A, if and only if a+s6 € A™
and (A, a + s6) € 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~g, a > 2d. By (B.10), a 4+ sd € R if and
only if als. We conclude that als is equivalent to 2|s and sk € Z. Therefore a is even and
k= where p, q are coprime and either ¢ is odd and a = 2¢ or ¢ is even and a = ¢. Since
dé € ZR we have (A, dd) = dk € Z. Thus d is divisible by ¢. Hence a = 2¢q and d = q.
Thus R(a,d) = A(1|1)® and ¢ is odd. This completes the proof of Proposition B.6.7 (ii).
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