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Classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra modules
over the loop-Virasoro algebra!

Xianggian Guo, Rencai Lu and Kaiming Zhao

Abstract

The loop-Virasoro algebra is the Lie algebra of the tensor product of the Virasoro
algebra and the Laurent polynomial algebra. This paper classifies irreducible Harish-
Chandra modules over the loop-Virasoro algebra, which turn out to be highest weight
modules, lowest weight modules and evaluation modules of the intermediate series
(all wight spaces are 1-dimensional). As a by-product, we obtain a classification of
irreducible Harish-Chandra modules over truncated Virasoro algebras.

We also determine the necessary and sufficient conditions for highest weigh irre-
ducible modules over the loop-Virasoro algebra to have all finite dimensional weight
spaces, as well as the necessary and sufficient conditions for highest weigh Verma mod-
ules to be irreducible.

81. Introduction

Representations of many infinite dimensional Lie algebras have important applications
in mathematics and physics. The relation to physics is well established in the book on
conformal field theory [FMS]. Recently, developing representation theory for various infinite
dimensional Lie algebras has attracted extensive attention of many mathematicians and
physicists. Many of these Lie algebras are related to the Virasoro algebra.

The Virasoro algebra theory has been widely used in many physics areas and other
mathematical branches, for example, conformal field theory [IKUX, IUK], combinatorics
[M], Kac-Moody algebras [K, MoP], vertex algebras [DL], and so on. Let us first recall the
definition of this Lie algebra.

In this paper we denote by C, Z, Z, and IN the set of complex numbers, integers,
nonnegative integers and positive integers respectively.

The Virasoro algebra Vir := Vir[Z] (over C) is the Lie algebra with the basis {c,d; |
i € Z} and the Lie brackets defined by
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[, dy] = (1 — M) dpyn + O —n™5C, VYm,n € Z,

[dpn,c] =0, VmeZ.

The structure theory of Harish-Chandra modules over the Virasoro algebra has been
developed fairly well. For details, we refer readers to [Mal, [MP], [MZ], the book [KR] and
references therein. In particular, the Kac conjecture, i.e., the classification of irreducible

Harish-Chandra modules over the Virasoro algebra was obtained in [Ma)].

It is also well-known that simply-laced affine Kac-Moody algebras are loop algebras of
finite dimensional simple Lie algebras, and their representation theory is very different from
that of finite-dimensional Lie algebras, much richer and having more applications to other
fields [K]. This stimulates us to investigate the loop algebra of the Virasoro algebra, which

we simply call the loop-Virasoro algebra. Other reasons for us to study the loop-Virasoro
algebra are the paper [Wi| on truncated Virasoro algebras Vir @ (C [t]/t"C [t]) and the paper
[ZD] on a special truncated Virasoro algebra W (2,2). We hope this theory will also have

applications to physics and other areas in mathematics. Let us define the loop-Virasor
algebra precisely.

The loop-Virasoro algebra L is the Lie algebra that is the tensor product of the
Virasoro Lie algebra Vir and the Laurent polynomial algebra C[t*'], i.e., £ = Vir @ C[t*!]
with a basis {c® t/,d; @ t/|i,j € Z} subject to the commutator relations:

i3 —i
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[di ® t,dy ® tl] = (k—1) (di—l—k ® th) + 0itk0 (C ® tj+l) )

[d; @t cat]=0.
We see that £ has a copy of Vir which is Vir®@1. For simplicity, we shall write d; = d; ®1,
c=c®1,di(j) =d; @t and ¢(j) = c @ 1.

Let £; = (Cd; & 6;¢Cc) ® C[t*]. Then L has the natural Z-gradation £ = @®;czL;. If
we denote L, = @;0L; and L_ = P, L;, then L has the triangular decomposition

L=L_®Lo® L. (1.1)

Note that Ly is an infinite dimensional abelian subalgebra of £, and that ¢ ® C[t*!] is
the center of L. The loop-Virasoro algebra L is not a pre-exp-polynomial algebra defined in
Definition 1.5 [BGLZ] since Condition (P1) cannot be satisfied. It still has similar properties

to pre-exp-polynomial algebras.



The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some related concepts, results
for later use, and define the highest weight Verma £-module V() and the corresponding
highest weight irreducible £-module V(p) for any linear map ¢ : Ly — €. In Section
3, using Matieu’s Theorem we give a rough classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra
modules over £, which turn out to be highest weight modules, lowest weight modules, and
uniformly bounded modules (Theorem 3.1). In Section 4, using Jacobson radical theory on
finite dimensional associative algebras we prove that uniformly bounded modules over the
loop-Virasoro algebra are of the intermediate series, i.e., all weight spaces are 1-dimensional.
Consequently, irreducible Harish-Chandra modules over the loop-Virasoro algebra are highest
weight modules, lowest weight modules and modules of the intermediate series. As a by-
product, we also obtain a classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra modules over truncated
Virasoro algebras studied in [Wi], as well as a classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra
modules over the algebra W (2,2) studied in [ZD]. In Section 5, we describe weight modules
over £ with all weight spaces 1-dimensional, which we prove to be evaluation modules of
the intermediate series (Theorem 5.1). In Section 6, we obtain the necessary and sufficient
conditions for V' (¢) to have all finite dimensional weight spaces (Theorems 6.1, 6.6), as well
as the necessary and sufficient conditions for V() to be irreducible (Theorems 6.5, 6.6).
Theorem 6.4 reduces the study of highest weight irreducible modules V() with all finite
dimensional weight spaces to the study of such modules over truncated Virasoro algebras

Vir ® (C[t] / t"C[t]) which were investigated in [Wi].
82. Modules over Vir

In this section, by a module it means a module over Vir, £ or Vir ® (C t]/ t”C[t]).

A module V is called trivial the action of the Lie algebra is zero. For any module V'
and A € C, the subspace V) := {v € V | dov = Mv} is called the weight space of V
corresponding to the weight \. A module V is called a weight module if V' is the sum
of its weight spaces, and a weight module is called a Harish-Chandra module if all its
weight spaces are finite dimensional.

For a weight module V', we define suppV := {A € C | V) # 0}, which is generally

called the weight set (or the support) of V. A weight module V is said to be uniformly
bounded, if there exists N € IV such that dimV, < N for all x € suppV.

Let U := U(Vir) be the universal enveloping algebra of the Virasoro algebra Vir. For
any ¢, h € F let 1(¢, h) be the left ideal of U generated by the set



The Verma module with highest weight (¢, h) for Vir is defined as M(¢, h) := U/I(¢, h).

It is a highest weight module of Vir and has a basis consisting of all vectors of the form
d—’ild—ig "'d—ikvh; ke INU {0},% EIN,ip, >--->1y >4 > 0.

Then we have the irreducible quotient M (¢, h) = M(¢, h)/.J where J is the maximal proper
submodule of M (¢, h). It is well known that, if (¢,h) # (0,0), for any N € IN there exists
k € IN such that dim M (¢, h)p—r > N. (See, for example, Claim 4 on Page 647 in [LZ2]).

It is well known that [SZ] a Vir-module of the intermediate series must be one of
V(a, B), Aa, By for some «a, f,a,b € C or one of their quotient submodules, where V(a, )
(resp. A,, By) has basis {vay|i € Z} (resp. {v;|i € Z}) with trivial central actions and

Vie,B):  divayr = (@ +k +iB)Varkyir
Ay divg = (k4 D)vgs, Ve #0; dyvg = i(i + a)v;,
By:  dvg = kvgy, Ve +1i #0; dyv_; = —i(i + b)vp.

The bases given above are called the standard bases of the corresponding modules.
It is known that V (o, 8) = V(a + 1,8),Va, f and that V(a,0) = V(1) if o ¢ Z. It
is also clear that V(0,0) and B, both have Cvy as a submodule, and their corresponding
quotients are isomorphic, which we denote by V/(0,0). Dually, V(0,1) and A, both have
Cup as a quotient module, and their corresponding submodules are isomorphic to V’(0,0).

For convenience we simply write V' (a,b) = V' (a,b) when V (a,b) is irreducible.

Let us consider the graded dual modules of the above modules. Using the standard basis
for V= A,, we define v} € V* such that v (v_;) = §; ;. As a Vir-module, it is easy to verify
that the dual module V* = @,_zCv} is isomorphic to B, with standard basis {v}|i € Z},
i.e., Af ~ B,. Similarly, V(a,b)* ~ V(a,1 —b).

Modules of the intermediate series are indecomposable weight modules with all
weight spaces 1-dimensional.

For any Vir-module of intermediate series V', we can define the evaluation module
V(e) for any nonzero e € C over L as follows: V' (e) =V as vector spaces and the actions of
L on V(e) is given by (d; @ t")u = e"du, ¥V ue V.

The evaluation module M (¢, h)(a) over £ were studied in [W]. We will see in Section 7
that these irreducible modules are only a small portion of highest weight irreducible modules
over L.

Similar to the definition in [RZ] or in [BGLZ], now we define highest weight modules
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over L. For any linear map ¢ : Ly — C with ¢(dg) = A, we define the 1-dimensional
(Lo + L4)-module Cvy via

Livg =0, if i > 0; xvg = p(x)vg, YV = € Ly. (2.1)
Consider the induced L£-module

V(SO) = Ind§++EoCU0 =U(£) QU (L4 +£0) Cvo,

where U(L) is the universal enveloping algebra of L£. It is clear that, as vector spaces,

V() ~ U(L_). The module V() has a unique maximal proper submodule .J. Then we
obtain the irreducible module

Vip) = @- (2.2)

This module is called a highest weight module over £. We see that V(y) is uniquely
determined by the linear function ¢, and that V(¢) = ®;cz, Vi—; where

Vi = {v e V(p) | dw = (A — i)} (2.3)

Similarly we can define highest weigh modules over truncated Virasoro algebras Vir ®

(ClHl/(t")) for any n € IV.

§3. Classification of Harish-Chandra modules over L

In this section, we shall give a rough classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra modules
over L, i.e., we shall prove the following

Theorem 3.1. Let V' be an irreducible Harish-Chandra L—module. Then V is either a
highest weight module, a lowest weight module or a uniformly bounded module.

Proof. Assume that V' is not uniformly bounded. As a Vir module, suppose that W is a
minimal Vir submodule of V' such that V/W is trivial and that T is the largest trivial Vir
submodule of W.

The result in [MP] ensures that the Vir-submodule decomposition W := W/(W NT) =
W+ e W= @ WO where supp(W™) is upper bounded, supp(W ~) is lower bounded and W is
uniformly bounded. Without loss of generality, we may assume that W™ is nontrivial. For

any w € W, we denote by w the image of w in W.
Since the action of ¢ on V' is a scalar, we consider two cases according to the action of c.

Case 1. The action of ¢ is zero.

Let i be the highest weight of W*. Take any v, € W; such that v # 0.
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In case that u # 0, we set A = p and that vy = v;.

In case that yu = 0, we consider the Vir module U(Vir)v;. Because of the choice of
W, U(Vir)v, /(U(Vir)v; N T) is a highest weight Vir submodule of W+ and U(Vir)v, =
U(Vir_)v; + (U(Vir)vy N'T) as vector spaces. It is easy to see that there exists a weight
vector vy € U(Vir)v; with weight —1 (i.e., dovg = —vp) such that vy is a highest weight
vector in U (Vir)vy /(U (Vir)vy NT), i.e., djvg =0 for all i € IN. Let A = —1 be the weight of
vo-

Now in both cases A # 0. Let M = U(Vir)vy and 7" = TN M. Similarly we have that
M/T' C W+ is a nontrivial highest weight Vir module and that M = U(Vir_)v, + 1" as
vector spaces. Let M’ be the largest Vir submodule of M with M = 0. Then 7" C M’, and
M /M’ is isomorphic to the nontrivial irreducible Vir module M (0, \).

There is some k € IN such that dim M (0, A\),_x > dim V). For any i € Z, consider the
linear map:
dk ® tl . M;\/—k‘ —> V)\,

where MY_, is a complement of Mj_, in My_j. Since dim MY_, > dim M (0, A\)_x > dim V),
there is some w; € MY_, \ {0} € My_x \ M}_,, such that (dy ® t")w; = 0.

Choose kg € IN such that A+ j # 0 for any j € IN with j > ko. For any j > kg, noticing
that (M'/T")x+; =0, (M/M') +; = 0, and dj4jw; € My,;, then My,; = 0 and dj4jw; =0
for any j > ko and ¢ € ZZ. Thus we have that

0= d]H_j(dk X ti)wi = —j(d2k+j (%9 ti)wi,‘v’j > k.

Since w; € My_x\M}_,, then there are some d;, , ..., d;. € Vir withiy,...i, > 0,i1+...+i, =
k, such that 0 # d;,...d; w; € (M/M")\ = My/Mj. since Mj = 0 and X\ # 0, we have that
0 # d;,...d; w; € My = Cvy. Thus there is some a € C such that ad;,...d; w; = vy.

Using the fact that (doxi; ® t')w; = 0 for all j > ko, we deduce that (dgi; ® t')vg =
(dog+; @ t")(ad;, ...d; )w; = 0, for any j > ko, i1 € Z.

Let V™ = {v € V| there is some n € IN such that (d; ® t")v =0, for any j > n,i € Z}.
Clearly, V't # 0, and it is straightforward to check that V' is an £-submodule of V. Thus
V=Vt

If W= # 0 or W° # 0, by Lemma 1.6 in [Ma] or the structure of W0 there exists an
element v in W which cannot be annihilated by dj, for all sufficiently large k. So v ¢ VT, a

contradiction. We obtain that W~ = 0 and W° = 0. Then supp(V/) itself is upper bounded.
Therefore V' is a highest weight £-module.



Case 2. The action of ¢ is nonzero.

This case is much simpler. Since ¢ acts as a nonzero scalar, V' does not possess any trivial

sub-quotient Vir modules. Then in the argument of Case 1, V =W = W and W° = 0. The
argument of the proof for Case 1 with minor modifications goes more smoothly. 1

Applying Theorem 3.1 to the the truncated Virasoro algebra Vir ® (C [t]/t"C [t]) ~ Vir®

(C [t/ (t+1)"C [til]) we can classify irreducible Harish-Chandra module over the truncated
Virasoro algebra. (See [Wi] for the definitions).

Corollary 3.2. Let V' be an irreducible Harish-Chandra module over the truncated Vi-
rasoro algebra Vir @ C[t]/(t") for any n € IN. Then V is either a highest weight module, a

lowest weight module or a uniformly bounded module.

84. Complete classification of Harish-Chandra modules over L

In this section we shall give a complete classification of irreducible Harish-Chandra mod-
ules over L. We first prove the result for the truncated Virasoro algebra G' = Vir® (C [t]/ <t2)).

In G, we shall write d; =d; ® 1, c=c®1,d;, =d; ®t and ¢ = c®t. Let H be the abelian
subalgebra of G spanned by d;, ¢ (i € Z).

Theorem 4.1. Let V' be a uniformly bounded irreducible G—module. Then HV = 0.
Consequently, V' is an irreducible weight module over Vir = ®;czCd; ® Cc.

Proof. We first introduce some notations. Denote by U(G) and U(H) the universal
enveloping algebras of G and H respectively. Note that U(H) is a commutative associative
polynomial algebra in the variables: d;,c (i € Z). Let U(G); = {x € U(G) | [dy, ] = iz} and
UH); ={x € U(H)|[dy, x] = iz} for any ¢ € ZZ. Then U(G), and U(H), are associative
algebras and U(H )y C U(G)g. Then H =U(G)o N (U(G)HU(G)) is an ideal of U(G)y.

Consider the weight space decomposition V' = @,z V,1; where a € €. We may assume
that dim V,4; < n for some n € IN. We know that £;V,4; C Voqiyj for any 4,5 € Z. Then
there exists a nonzero homogeneous vector v € V,;, and a € C such that djv = av, i.e.,
(dy —a)v = 0. For any fixed i € Z there exist monomials zy, xs, - -, x, € U(G);—;, of the
form xy, = dj,d;, - - - dj,x), where j; < jo < --- < js (s depends on k) and z), € U(H), such
that V,; = span{z;v : 1 < k < n}. It is easy to check that (dj — a)**'zyv = 0. Thus
(df — @) is nilpotent on each V,;. Since dimV,; < n we know that (d{, — a)” = 0 on each
Vati. Consequently (dy — a)™V = 0.

Computing d(dy — a)"V = 0 we deduce that (d;)"(dy — a)"™"V = 0 for any j # 0.



Claim 1. a = 0.

To the contrary, suppose a # 0. Since ¢’ acts as a scalar on V. we still denote this

.3 .
9—%

scalar as . Choose 79 € IN such that 2iga + 5~c # 0. Suppose m is minimal such

that (dj,)™V = 0. Since V' # 0, m > 0. Computing d_; (d; )"V = 0 we deduce that

(i)™ (2i0dy + igl_;oc’)V = 0. Combining with (d )" "(dy — a)" ™"V = 0 we obtain

(di,)™ 'V = 0 which contradicts the choice of m. Thus Claim 1 follows.

From the proof of Claim 1 we also see that ¢’V = 0.

Claim 2. For any i,14y,---,1, € Z, d; d;, ---d; V = 0.

1 712

We first show by induction on r : 0 < r < n that d; d;, ---d; (dy)""V = 0 For any
i1,19,+-+,i, € Z. The statement for r = 0 is trivial. Suppose it is true for r(< n).
Applying d;, ., to dj dj,---d; (dy)"™"V = 0 and using the inductive hypothesis we deduce

1 712

that d d_ ---d, _(dy)" "'V =0. Claim 2 follows.

1 712 Tr+1

From Claim 2 we see that H"V = 0. Then U(G)H"U(G)V = 0. It is not hard to verify
that (U(G)HU(G))" = U(G)H"U(G). Then H"V = 0.

Let f be the representation of U(G)q on V,y; for an arbitrary fixed i € Z. Since V4,
is a finite-dimensional simple faithful module over the associative algebra U(G)q/ ker(f),

U(G)o/ ker(f) is a finite-dimensional simple associative algebra and its Jacobson radical
J = 0. Since ((H+ker(f))/ker(f))n Vati = 0, we have ((H+ker(f))/ker(f))n = 0. Hence

(H + ker(f))/ ker(f) € J =0 (see [Lemma 9.7.2, A]). Therefore (H + ker(f))/ker(f) = 0,
i.e., H € ker(f). In particular, d, € H, that is, dyV = 0.

For any k € Z, since kd,,V = [did]V = 0, we know HV = 0. ]

Theorem 4.2. Let L(n) = Vir® (C[t]/(t")) where n > 2. Suppose that V is a nontrivial
uniformly bounded irreducible L(n) module. Then (Vir@tC[t]))V =0 and V is an irreducible
weight module over Vir = @;czCd; @ Cec.

Proof. We will show this theorem by induction on n. The result for n = 2 is Theorem
4.1. Now we suppose that the theorem is true for n (> 2) and that V' is a uniformly
bounded irreducible £(n + 1) module. Let L/ = Vir @ (Vir ® t"). Then V can be viewed
as an L’ module, which is isomorphic to £(2) ~ G. From Theorem 4.1 we know that V'
has an irreducible L' submodule V' on which Vir ® " act trivially. Hence we have that
V=UNVir@ )U(Vir®t') - U(Vir @ ")V’ It is easy to verify that Vir @ t" acts trivially
on V. Thus V is a module over £(n) ~ L(n +1)/(Vir ® t") (as a natural quotient algebra
of L(n + 1)). By the induction hypothesis, we know that (Vir ® tC[t])V = 0 and V is an



irreducible weight module over Vir = @,;czCd; & Cec. ]

Theorem 4.3. Let f(t) € C[t] have a nonzero constant term and be of degree > 1,
L(f) = Vir @ (C[tX')/(f)). If V is a nontrivial uniformly bounded irreducible L(f) module,
Then V' is an irreducible weight module over Vir = @, zCd; & Cc. Consequently, all weight
spaces of V' are 1-dimensional.

Proof. If f(t) = p(t)q(t) with nonconstant p(t), q(t) € C[t] being relatively prime, then
we have a natural isomorphism ¢ : L(f) — L(p) & L(q) with ¢(dy) = (do,dp). (Note the
different meanings of each dy.) We consider L(p) & L(q) in stead of L(f).

Claim 1. (dy,0) and (0, dp) are diagonalizable on V.

Suppose that V = @;ezVi, where V; = {v € V|dyw = (a +i)v} and a € C. Since
[(do, dp), (0,dy)] = 0 and [(do,do), (dy,0)] = 0, there exist a nonzero v € V; such that
(do,0)v = Av and (0, dp)v = pv. Since (0,dy) and (0, dy) are diagonalizable on L(f) and V
is irreducible over L(f), then (dy,0) and (0, dp) are diagonalizable on V' = U(L(f))v. Claim

1 follows.

Now we suppose eigenvalues of (dy,0) and (0,dy) are in A + Z and pu + Z respectively
with 0 < Re(A\) <1 and 0 < Re(u) < 1.

Claim 2. Either L(p) or L(q) acts trivially on V.

Suppose on the contrary that both L(p) and L(q) act nontrivially on V. Considered as
an L(p) module, V' has a weight space decomposition: V' = @ycz Vix+) where Vi) = {v €
V|(do,0)v = (A + k)v}, and Vig,) # 0,VEk # 0. Note that each V() is an L(¢) module since

[L(p), L(q)] = 0.

If L(q)Vig,») = 0 for any fixed £ # 0, then L(q) acts trivially on V' = U(L(p))V(x,). So
L(q)Vikx) # 0. We then have that Vii.) = @jez Vik,j), where Vi ;) = {v € Vig»|(0,do)v =
(+ j)v}, and Vi j) # 0,Vj # 0.

Clearly, all Vi ;) intersects trivially with each other for different (k,j), and Vi, = {v €
V|(do, do)v = (A + p)v} contains @y j—o V(r,;) which is infinite dimensional. Contradiction!
Thus L(p) or L(q) acts trivially on V. Claim 2 follows.

Now we can write f(t) = fi(t)fa(t) - fin(t) where fi(t) = (t — ap)™ and a, # 0 are
pairwise distinct complex numbers. Applying Claim 2 and using induction on m, we can
easily prove that V can be viewed as a uniformly bounded irreducible weight module over

L(fx) ~Vir® (C[t] / (z"k(][x])) for some k. Then by Theorem 4.2, V' is an irreducible weight
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module over Vir = @;czCd; ® Cec. Consequently, all weight spaces of V' are 1-dimensional
and (Vir ® zC|z])V = 0. |

Now we are ready to prove

Theorem 4.4. If V is a uniformly bounded nontrivial irreducible module over L, then
all weight spaces of V' are 1-dimensional.

Proof. From Theorem 4.3 we need only to show that there exists R(t) € C[t] with nonzero
constant term such that (Vir @ R(t)C[t])V = 0.

Suppose that V = @,czV;, where V; = {v € V |dyv = (o + i)v} and a € C. We may
assume that V; # 0 for any i € Z with a4+ 14 # 0. Take a basis {v™, v ... v®} of V; for
a fixed i € Z. For any j # 0, we define a linear map:

©j C[til] = Vig; =Vig; @ Vig; @+ - @ Vig,

by ¢, (P(1)) = ((d; ® P(#))o™, (d; @ P())v®, - -, (d; ® P(t))v). Clearly (d; @ P(t))V; = 0
for any P(t) € ker ;.

For any v € V;, P(t) € ker ¢; and Q(t) € C[t*'], we have that
Jd; @ P(1)Q(t))v = [do ® Q(t), d; @ P(t)]v

= (do @ Q(1))(d; @ P(t))v — (d; @ P(1))(do @ Q(t))v = 0.
Then ker ¢, is an ideal of C[t*!]. Since C[t*!] is a principal ideal domain, there exists P;j(t) €

C[t] with nonzero constant term and deg P;(t) < dim V; dim V;; such that ker ¢; = (P;(¢)).
Since V' is uniformly bounded, we may suppose that deg P;(t) < g for some ¢ € IN.

Since [dy ® Pi(t),dy ® Pa(t)]v = (ds @ Pi(t)Py(t))v = 0, Vv € V;, then Ps(t)|Pi(t) Pa(t).
Inductively, we can easily get that Pj(t)|P1j “2(t)Py(t), ¥j > 3. Similarly, we also get that
P_;(t)|P72(t)P_o(t), Vi > 3.

Now let R(t) = P{(t)Pa(t)P%,(t)P_5(t). Since deg P;(t) < g we can easily see that
P;(t)|R(t) for any nonzero j € Z. For any Q(t) € (R(t)), we can write Q(t) = Q1(t)Q_1(t) =
Q2(t)Q—2(t) where Q;(t) € (P;(t)), j € {£1,£2}. Then consider [d_1 ®Q_1(t),d1 RQ1(t)] =
2do @ Q(t) and [d_s ® Q_o(t),ds ® Q2(t)] = 4dy ® Q(t) — (¢ ® Q(t))/2, acting on V;, we get
that (do ® Q(¢))V; = 0 and (¢ ® Q(t))V: = 0. That is, (Vir ® (R(t)))V; = 0.

Since V = U(L)V;, using the PBW basis it is not hard to deduce that (Vir® (R(t)))V = 0.
This completes the proof. |
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Combining Theorems 3.1 and 4.4 we obtain

Theorem 4.5. Let V' be an irreducible Harish-Chandra L—module. Then V' is either a
highest weight module, a lowest weight module or a module of the intermediate series.

From Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 4.2 we have

Theorem 4.6. Let V be an irreducible Harish-Chandra module over the truncated Vi-
rasoro algebra Vir @ C[t]/(t") for anyn € IN. Then V is either a highest weight module, a

lowest weight module or module V'(a,b) over the Virasoro algebra Vir = span{d;,c|i € Z}
with (Vir ® tCH])V = 0.
This corollary with n = 2 classifies all irreducible Harish-Chandra module over the algebra

W (2,2) studied in [ZD]. The classification problem for W (2,2) was also discussed in [LiZ].

The method in this section (mainly Theorems 4.1 and 4.2) does not apply to the twisted

Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra, that is, computations in Sect.4 in [LZ3] cannot be simplified.

§5. Evaluation modules of the intermediate series

In this section, we shall determine all indecomposable weight £-modules with all weight
spaces 1-dimensional which we have called modules of the intermediate series.

We shall denote the 1-dimensional trivial module over Vir or £ by T'.

Theorem 5.1. Modules of the intermediate series over L are all evaluation modules of
the intermediate series: V(a,b)(e), As(e), Ba(e), V'(0,0)(e) for some a,b,e € C with e # 0.

Proof. Let V be an £-module of the intermediate series. Considered as a Vir-module, V'
must be one of V' («, ), Aa, By, V'(0,0) @ T or V'(0,0). If V ~ A, weset « =0 and § = 1;
if V.~ By, or V'(0,0)® T or V'(0,0), we set « = 3 = 0.

We have the weight space decomposition V' = @,cz Vi, where V; = {u € V|dyu =
(a+1i)u}. Assume that {v; € Vi|i € ZZ} is the standard basis of V' defined as before, except

for the case V"= V’(0,0) where we assign vy = 0.

Now suppose that (d; @t™)v, = f(i, k, m)vit,. Applying [d; @t™,d; @t"] = ((j —i)dit; +

50i450(8% —i)c) ® ™™ to vy, we obtain that
fUk+5,m)f(G, kyn) = fOi k,m) f(5, k+i,n) = (G =) f(i +J, k,m+n), (5.1)
for ¢,j,m,n € ZZ with i +j # 0 (and (a+k)(a+k+i)a+k+j)(a+k+i+yj) #0if
Vv =V7(0,0)).
Case 1. V = V(«, 8) as Vir-module.
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Since d;vy = (o + k 4+ i3)v;1g, we see that f(i,k,0) = a+ k+if, for all i, k € Z.
Taking j =i and m = 0 in (5.1), we obtain that f(i,k+1,0)f(i, k,n) — f(i, k,0)f(i, k +

i,n) =0, ie.,

fl,kn): (a+k+if)=fi,k+i,n): (a+k+i+if). (5.2)

We denote k; = —a — if3.

From (5.2) with ¢ = 1, we obtain that, for the case a + 8 € Z,

fLky —im) f(1, ki +i,n) .
a+/8+k1_z l(n)> and a+/8+k‘1+l 1(”), VZE 3 (53)
f(1,ky,n) = 0; (5.4)

where F;"(n) and F} (n) are scalars depending on n. If a + 3 ¢ Z, we have simpler formula

1,k
F{(n) = Fff(n) = % VkeZ. (5.5)

It is clear that F(0) = 1.

From (5.2) with ¢ = —1, we obtain that, for the case « — f € Z,

f(=1,k_q —i,n) f(—=1,k_y +i,n) _
F*(n) = IN; .
a—f+k_y—i’ and F2,(n) a—B+k+i’ vie (56)

Fo(n) =

f(=1,k_1,n) =0; (5.7)

where F'%(n) are scalars depending on n. If o — 3 ¢ Z, we have simpler formula

Fy(n) = F*,(n) = % Ve (5.8)

Clearly, F=(0) = 1.

From (5.2) with ¢ = 2, we obtain that, for the case a + 25 € Z,

f(2,k‘2 — 2'&,71)
a+ 28+ ky — 24

f(2,k’2 + 2'&,7’L)
a+ 28+ kg + 24

and F,f(n) =

Fy(n) = VieN;  (59)

f(2,kg,n) =0; (5.10)

- VieZ: 5.11
a+28+hy+2i41 S (5.11)
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where F3(n) and Gy(n) are scalars depending on n. In the case that a + 23 ¢ Z, we
fix ks = 0 for the sake of consistence although it is an abuse of k3. Thus we have simpler

formulas
— f(27 k2 + 27’7 n) .
F = F; = W /4 12
5 (n) = Fy(n) PG TR i € Z; (5.12)

G p—
M) = T B T

Vi€ Z; (5.13)
Note that F55(0) = G5(0) = 1.
From (5.2) with i« = —2, we obtain that, for the case a — 25 € Z,

o f(_27k—2 - 27,,%)
Ca—28+4k_y—2i

-2,k o+ 21
and sz(n)—ﬂ Ko+ 20, m) VielN; (5.14)

F~ =
—(n) a—2B8+k_g+2i

f(=2,k_2,n) = 0; (5.15)

f(—2, ]{3_2 + 21 + 1, n)

Galn) = a—28+ko+2i+1

VieZ, (5.16)

where F%,(n) and G_y(n) are scalars depending on n. In the case of o — 28 ¢ Z, we fix

ko = 0 for the sake of consistence although it is an abuse of k5. Thus we have

f(—2, k‘_g - 2’&, n)

- _ It _ ~ .
Fo(n)=F%(n) = P TN TS VieZ, (5.17)
f(—2,/{?_2+2'i+ 1,71) .
_ = Z; .
G_5(n) Y- N S T VieZ, (5.18)
Note that F%,(0) = G_5(0) = 1.
Taking ¢ = 0 in (5.1), we see that

For k > 0, using (5.3) and (5.5) to (5.19) with j = 1 we obtain that
Ffr(m+n)=Fn)(f0,k+1,m)— f(0,k,m)), ¥V mne€ Z (5.20)
Letting m = —n, we see that 1 = Fy (n)(f(0,k + 1, —n) — f(0,k, —n)), which implies
F"(n) #0,Yn e Z. (5.21)
From (5.20) we also deduce that
Fr(n) = (f0,k+1,1) — f(0,k,1))", ¥ n€ Z, k> 0. (5.22)
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Similar to (5.20-22), we can deduce that

Fi(n) # 0, Ffy(n) # 0, Gia(n) # 0; (5.23)

Fr(n) = (f0,k+1,1) = f(0,k, 1), ¥ n € Z,k < 0; (5.24)
Ff(n)=(f(0,k,1)— f0,k—1,1))", ¥V n€ Z, k> 0; (5.25)

Fo(n) = (f(0,k, 1) — f(0,k— 1,1))", ¥ n € Z,k < 0; (5.26)

Py (n) = (%(f(o, k42,1 = f(0,k 1) ¥ ne Z k> 0,k=k(mod 2);  (5.27)

Fr(n) = (%(f(o, 4+ 2.1) = F0, k1)), ¥ n € Z,k << 0,k = kp(mod 2):  (5.28)

F(n) = (%(f((), k1) — [0k —21)" ¥ n € Z. k> 0.k =k o(mod 2);  (5.29)

Fryn) = (%(f(o, k1) — F(0.k—2 1)), ¥ n€ Z, k< 0.k =k o(mod 2);  (5.30)

Ga(n) = (%(f((), k4 2,1) — £(0,k 1), ¥ n e Z,k =k + 1(mod 2): (5.31)
G o(n) = (%(f(o, k)= FOk—2 1)) ¥ neZ k=h+1(mod 2).  (5.32)

From (5.24) and (5.25) we see that f(0,k,1)— f(0,k—1,1) = f(0,k+7,1)— f(0,k—1+44,1)
and f(0,—k—j,1)— f(0,—k—7—1,1) = f(0,—k,1)— f(0,—k—1,1) for k>0 and j € IN.
Using these formulas and (5.22)-(5.32) we deduce that

Fy'(n) = F7y(n) = Fy(n) = F5y(n) = Ga(n)

= G_o(n) = F (n)=F(n)=Fy(n) = Fn)=¢", Y neZ (5.33)

for some nonzero e € C.

Now we have obtained that

(d; @t = (a+i8 + k)e™ v, ¥V k,m € Z,i = +1, 2.

Since the Lie algebra L is generated by d; ® t™ for all m € ZZ,7i = +1,4+2, V has to be
the evaluation module V' («, )(e).

Case 2. V = By as a Vir-module.
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In this case, we have a = 8 =0, and f(i,k,0) = (o + i + k) except that f(i, —

—i(i 4+ b). Thus the formula (5.1) still holds. We replace (5.2) with

fli,k,n): f(i,k,0) = f(i,k+i,n): f(i,k+1,0),

Similar to (5.3)-(5.18), we have

Fr(n) = —=——— _(1__|_b),Vz'€1N7
f(1,0,n) = 0;
Ff(n):f(l’;’n), Vi€ IN;

Fy(n) = fEL=in) e
—1
f(_1707n) = 07

f(=1,1,n f(=1i+1,n ,
F*(n) = (b—l ): ( i1 ), YV i€ IN;
) F(2,-2i—2,0)  f(2,-2.n ,
f(2,0,n) = 0;
Py = 1&21) g ey,
24
_f(2,2i—|—1,n) . .
GQ(H)——22+1 , YV ie Z;
—2,—21
Froym) = LE2220 g e,
—21
f(=2,2,n)  f(—2,2i+2.n ,
Foyn) = ;(5—2)): ( 2 + 2 L vie
f(—2,2i4+1,n) _
_ = /8
G_5(n) % T 1 , Vi€

i,0) =

(5.2)

(5.34)

(5.35)

(5.36)

(5.37)

(5.38)

(5.39)

(5.40)
(5.41)

(5.42)

(5.43)

(5.44)

(5.45)

(5.46)

(5.47)

Note that if any denominator involving b in the above formulas is 0, then we shall next

deduce that the corresponding numerator must be 0.
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With the same argument after (5.18) in Case 1, we can deduce that V = By(e) for some

nonzero e € C.

Case 3. V = V’(0,0) as a Vir-module.

In this case, the coefficients f(i,k,n) are defined only for k(k + i) # 0, and we have
f(i,k,0) = k. The formula (5.1) holds for k(k +4)(k+ j)(k+i+j) # 0, and (5.2) holds for
k(k+1)(k+2i) # 0.

In this case, similar to (5.34)-(5.47), we have

1,—2—1
F(n) = f, ,Z ,n)’ YV i€ IN;
—1—1
Frm =Ly ey,
i
1
F__l(n):f(’_—z,l’n), vV iec N,
Py = LELIEL) gy
- i+ 1 ’ ’
— _ f(27_27'_ 27”) ; .
Fy(n) = o , VielV;
Frn) = 13201 oo
21
_f@2it+1n) o
GQ(H)— % + 1 , YV ie Z;
— f(_27_217n) .
Fo(n)=—"—""2> VielN;
—21
f(=2,2i+2,n) ,

+ _ :
F%(n) = % 1 2 , Vi€ IN;
_f(—2,2i—|—1,n) .
G_5(n) = 2% 1 1 , VieZ.

With the same argument after (5.18) in Case 1, we can deduce that V' = V’(0,0)(e) for

some nonzero e € C.

Case 4. V =V"(0,0) & T as a Vir-module.

This case is almost the same as Case 2 with some modifications. The modifications
are the following. First note that f(i,—i,0) = f(:,0,0) = 0 for all ¢ € Z. Then in
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(5.34), (5.39), (5.40), (5.46), delete the fractions involving b, and add the identities that
all the corresponding numerators equal 0. Follow the proof in Case 2, we deduce that
V = (V'(0,0) @ T)(e) for some nonzero e € C. Thus V = V'(0,0)(e)® T.

Case 5. V = A, as a Vir-module.

Consider the graded dual module V* of V. As a Vir-module, V* = ®;c zCv} is isomorphic

to B,. From Case 2, we know that V* ~ B,(e) for some nonzero e € C. Hence V' = A,(e).
Now we have proved that V' is one of evaluation modules of the intermediate series. 1
As a direct consequence, using the isomorphism Vir ® (C[t] / t"C[t]) ~ Vir ® (C (51 /(t +
1)”C[ti1]) we obtain
Theorem 5.2. If V' is an irreducible weight module over the truncated Virasoro al-
gebra Vir ® (C[t]/(t">) with all weight spaces 1-dimensional, where n € IN, then [Vir ®
t(C[t]/(t"))} -V =0. Consequently, V is an irreducible module over Vir = @;czCd; ® Cec.

We summarize the established results into the following

Theorem 5.3. (a) If V' is an irreducible weight module over L, then V' is a highest weight
module, a lowest weight module, or V'(a,b)(e) for some a,b,e € C with ¢ # 0.

(b) If V is an irreducible weight module over the truncated Virasoro algebra Vir &
(C[t]/(t")), where n € IN, then V is a highest weight module, a lowest weight module or

an irreducible module over Vir = @, zCd; & Cc with all weight spaces 1-dimensional and

Vire t(Cl/ ()] -V =0.

86. Highest weight modules over L

Let us study the highest weight modules V() define in (2.2). Generally, not all weight

spaces V)_; of V(y) are finite-dimensional. The following theorem answers this question.

Theorem 6.1. The weight module V() is a Harish-Chandra module if and only if there

is a polynomial P(t) € C[t] with nonzero constant term such that
o(dg @t P(t)) =0, p(c@t"Pt)=0V ke Z,

in which case, (d; @ (P(t)))V () =0, V i € Z, where (P(t)) is the ideal of C[t*] generated
by P(t). Consequently, V() can be viewed as a module over Vir @ (C[t*]/(P(t))) if it is a
Harish-Chandra module.

Proof. First suppose that V() is a Harish-Chandra module. Then there is some P(t) €
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C[t] with nonzero constant term such that (d_, ® t°P(t))vy = 0 for some s € Z. Apply
dy @ t* and (d; ®@ t*)(d; ® 1) to it for any k € Z, we deduce that:

0= (dy @t")(d_o @ P(t))vg = ((—4do + %c) ® " P(t))o,

0= (dy @t")(dy ®1)(d_y @ t°P(t))vy = (6do @ t"*P(t))vp.

Hence, (do®t* P(t))vg = 0 and (c@tk P(t))vy = 0, i.e., p(do@tF P(t)) = 0 and p(c@t*P(t)) = 0
forall k € Z.

Conversely, suppose that there is a polynomial P(t) € C[t] with nonzero constant term
such that p(dy ® t*P(t)) = 0 and p(c ® t*P(t)) = 0, i.e., (dy ® t*P(t))vg = 0 and (¢ ®
thP(t))vg = 0 for all k € Z.

We shall prove that (d, @ t* P(t))vy = 0 for any n, k € Z by induction on n. This is clear
for n > 0. Now suppose it true for n > —(i—1) where i > 1. Consider (d_; @ t*P(t))vo, Vk €
Z. For any s € Z, we deduce that

(dy @ t5)(d_; @ t*P(t))vg = (=i — 1)d_iy1 @ t*T*P())vy = 0,

1
(dy @ t%)(d_; @ t"P(t))vo = (((—i — 2)d_s 12 + 552-,2(:) ® t*P(t))vy = 0.

If (d_; ® t*P(t))vy # 0, it would be a highest weight vector with lower weight than that of
g, contrary to the irreducibility of V(). Thus (d, ® t*P(t))vy = 0 for any n, k € Z.

Using PBW theorem and by induction on ¢ > 0 we can easily deduce that (d, ®
tkP())V (o)r_i = 0 for all n,k € Z. Hence (d, @ t* P(t))V () = 0 for all n, k € Z.

Now V' (¢) can be viewed as an irreducible module over Vir ® (C[ti] / (P(t))) Since the
weight spaces of Vir® (C[ti] /(P (t))) are all finite dimensional, so do those of V() by PBW

theorem. ]

It is easy to see that the evaluation module M (¢, h;a) is a module V() in Theorem 6.1
with P(t) =t — a, p(dy) = h and ¢(c) = ¢. Thus we shall call irreducible Harish-Chandra
modules V(y) in Theorem 6.1 with P(t) = (t — a)” generalized evaluation highest

weight modules over L.

For convenience, for any P(t) € C[t*!] let us define

homp (Lo, C) = {¢ € hom(Ly, O)|p(dy @ t"P(t)) = p(c @ t"P(t)) =0 ¥V k € Z}.
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Since homp(Ly, C) ~ hom(Virg ® C[t¥!]/(P(t)), C), we shall identify them. If P = P, P,..P,
with (P, P;) = 1 for all i # j. Then we have the algebra isomorphism C[t*]/(P(t)) =

T

"_(C[t*]/(P;)). Thus, we have the corresponding Lie algebra isomorphism

Vir ® CIEH]/(P(1) ~ @)(Vir @ (CIE1/(P)). (6.1)

i=1

We shall identify these two algebras by the natural map, that is, we can write any element
T ® f(t), where z € Vir and f(t) € C[t*], as

r@ f(t) = (@@ f(t),z® ft), -, 2@ f(1)).
Actually the precise expression should be
r® f(t)(mod (P(t)) = (z ® f(t)(mod Py),z ® f(t)(mod B), -,z ® f(t)(mod P,)).
Note that, in this notation, we have
(21, 22, -+ ), (i, y2, s yp)] = ([, o [ i),
where 1,9, ..., 2., y1...y» € L. For simplicity, we shall write Vir ® (C[tﬂ/(P(t») and
Viry ® (C[ti]/(P(t))) as L/(P(t)) and Ly/(P(t)) respectively.
Then we have the following natural identifications:
LI(P() = @iz (L/(F)), (6.2)
homp (Lo, C) = &;_, homp,(Ly, C). (6.3)

Thus for any ¢ € homp(Ly, C) there exist p; € homp, (Lo, C) such that ¢ = Y7, ;.
Then we have the tensor product £-module V(1) @ V(p2) ® --- @ V(). If we use the
identification (6.2), then « = (z1,-- -, z,) with z; € L/(P;), and

(N QU QU) =110 QU ® -+ - @ v,
TV QT X RQUp 4+ + UV QU X+ R LU,

Proposition 6.2. Suppose P = PP, € C[t*] with (P, ) = 1, and ¢ = v, + 1y €
homp(Ly, C) with ¢; € homp, (Lo, C). Then V(1) ~ V(11) & V(¢2).

Proof. Since V (¢) and V(¢5) are weight modules, so is V' (¢;) ® V(¢2). We denote the
highest weight vector of V(¢;) by v. We need only prove that any nonzero homogeneous
element in V' (1)1) ® V(1)3) can generate v @ v(®.
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For any fixed nonzero homogeneous element u € V(11) @ V(1)9), let

(1 2) (i) i
UIZU§)®U§ ), ] V)\((z)
j=1
with )\g»l) + )\g»z) = )\g}) + )\g). We may suppose that n is minimal in such expressions. Thus
we may also assume that A\ = ... = A\ < )\glﬁl <o < AW Then uf,ulV, -+ u are

(2) (2)

linearly independent and u1 ,u2 , -+, uy” are linearly independent.

Because of the identification (6.2), instead of using £ (or £/(P)) we shall use L/(P;) &
L/(P). Since V(1) is an irreducible weight module over £/(P;), then there is a homoge-

neous element x € U(L/(P;)), the universal enveloping algebra, such that zul = o,
Thus z(ul” @ u/?) = (z ()) 2 u? = v® @ ul? since :c(u(?)) = 0. It is clear that
(()®u ) e (CvV) ® j forlﬁjgsandthat:z(()®u(2)):()fors—l—1§j§n.

Noting that u1 ,ué”,- -,ul?) are linearly independent, we know that 0 # zu = v @ w €
(CvV) ® V). By similar discussions, we can find ' € U(L/(P,)) such that 2'w = v® i..,

2rzu = v @ 2w = v @ v®. This completes the proof. ]
Directly from Proposition 6.2 we have

Corollary 6.3. Let ¢ € homp(Ly, C) where P(t) = IIi_,(t — a;)™ with n; € IN,a; #
aj € C\{0},Vi # j. Denote P, = (t — a;)". Then there exist p; € homp, (Lo, C) such that
p=p1t o2t and V() = V(p) @ V(pa) @ --- @ V(pr).

Now applying Corollary 6.3 we can deduce the following:

Theorem 6.4. Any irreducible highest weight module with finite dimensional weight

spaces over Vir ® C[t*!] is a tensor product of some generalized evaluation modules.

Remark that the irreducibility of the Verma modules over the truncated algebras
L/{(t —a)") for any n € IN and a € C'is determined in [Wi].

In the rest of this section, we shall study the necessary and sufficient conditions for the

Verma module V() over £ to be irreducible. The answer is the following:

Theorem 6.5. The Verma module V(y) is not irreducible if and only if there exists a

polynomial P(t) € C[t] with nonzero constant term such that

oldy@t"P(t)) =0V k€ Z.
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We see from Theorems 6.1 and 6.5 that we cannot always get Harish-Chandra modules

V(p) from not irreducible Verma modules V().

Before proving Theorem 6.5, we need some preparations on the universal enveloping
algebra U = U(L_) of L_.

Let S be the set of finite sequences of integers (iy,is,---,4,). We first define a par-
tial ordering > on the set S: (1,49, - -,%) > (J1,72, -+, Js) if and only if iy = jy, is,=
J25 5 ik—1 = Je—1 and iy > Ji.

We have the obvious meaning for =, < and <.

We fix a PBW basis B for U(L_) consisting of the following elements:
(d_i, @) (d_s, @ 72)...(d_j, @ t77); (is,7s) € IN X Z,7 € Z

where (is,js) = (iss1,Js11) forall s = 1,2,...,r — 1. We call r the height of the element
(d_sy, @71 (d_;, ®2)...(d_;, @1’"), which is denoted by ht((d_;, @) (d_;, @172)...(d_;, @t7)).
We now define an ordering on B as follows:

(doiy @) (d_iy @ t2)...(ds, @ ") = (d_y @ 1) (d_y, @ t2)...(d_yy, @ 17%)

if (1, i1, 00,y dpy J1, Jos o Jr) = (8,00, 0, -+, 4%, 41, 7y - 74). Then > is a total ordering on

B.

Any nonzero X € U(L_) can be uniquely written as a linear combination of elements in
B: X =%",0;X; where 0 # a; € C, X; € Band X; > X5 > --- > X,,. We define the height
of X as ht(X) = ht(X3), and the highest term of X as hm(X) = a;X;. For convenience,
we define ht(0) = —1 and hm(0) = 0.

It is clear that Bvg := {Xwvy | X € B} is a basis for the Verma module V (¢) where vy is
again the highest weight vector of V(¢). We define

ht(Xwo) :=ht(X), hm(Xvg) :=hm(X)uvy, VX eU(L).

We need to define the last notation

UT = {X e U(L_) | [do, X] = X, ht(X) < r}.

It is easy to see that U” U",, C U:’fs, for all r,r’,s,s" € IN.

Also we have (dy @ t*)U" vy C U” o for all r,s € Z and k € Z (where we have
regarded U] = 0 for k > 0) and (d_;, ® t/*)(d_;, ® t2)...(d_;, @ ") € U"

—i1—i2— iy

for any

11,19, ..., 0 € IN and 31, j2, ..., Jr € Z.
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Now we are ready to give

Proof of Theorem 6.5. Suppose there exists a polynomial P(t) € C[t] with nonzero
constant term such that ¢(dy ® t*P(t)) = 0 for all k € Z. We can easily deduce that, in
V(p), (d_y @ t*P(t))vy = 0 for all k € Z. Thus V() is not irreducible.

Now suppose that there does not exist a polynomial P(t) € C[t] with nonzero constant
term such that ¢(dy ® t* P(t)) = 0 for all kK € Z. We want to prove that V(i) is irreducible.
In fact, we need only to show that V() = V (), ie., V(p)_, = V(p)_, for all n € IN. We

shall do this by induction on n. The statement for n = 0 is trivial.

Now consider n = 1. If V(¢)_; # V(p)_1, then there is some P(t) € C[t*] such that
(d_1 ® P(t))vo = 0 in V(). Then, in V(p), 0 = (d; @ t*)(d_1 @ P(t))ve = [dy @ tF,d_; &
P(t)]vg = —2(do @ t*P(t))vg = —2p(do @ tF P(t)) vy, i.e., p(dy @ t*P(t)) =0 for all k € Z, a

contradiction. Thus V(y)_; = V(p)_1.
Now we consider the case n > 1 and suppose that V_, = V_;, for all 0 < k < n.

It suffices to prove that Xwvg # 0 in V() for any nonzero X € U(L_)_,. We write
X =3X",a;,X; where 0 # a; € C, X; € B with X; > X5 > --- > X,,. We are going to show
that Xvy # 0. We break up the proof into two different cases.

Case 1. ht(X) < n.

Suppose X1 = (d_;, @t )(d_s, @t72)...(d_;, @) (d_, @t/ +1) (d_, @t/r+2)...(d_, Qt/r+) € B
with 7 > 0, and 4, > 2. Since (d; ®t*)(Xwp) € V. (no1) = V_(n_l), by the inductive hypothesis
we know that, for sufficiently large k € IV,

hm((dl (%9 tk)(X’Uo)) = hm([dl (%9 tk, ale]vo)

= —pay (ip + 1) (d_;, @) (d_;, @172)...(d_j, 41 @) (d_y @ 7Y (d_y @ t77+2) ... (d_y @ t77+*) vy
# 0,

where p is the number of ¢ such that (i, j,) = (ir,jr). Then (d; @ t*)(Xwvg) # 0 in V (i),
yielding Xwvg # 0 in V().

Case 2. ht(X) =n.

To the contrary in this case, we assume that Xvy = 0 in V(p). There exist r, s such that
ht(X;) =n,1<i<r ht(X;))=n—-1r+1<i<sand ht(X;) <n—-2,s+1<i<m.

For 1 < <r, each X is of the form X; = (d_; ® tjii))(d_l ® tjéi))...(d_l ® tjs)). For any
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k € Z we compute

(di @ t°) (Xivo) = [di @ *, (d_y @ 1) (d_y @ £2)...(d_, @ 7 )]vg

= 23 (o @ P )y @ ). (dy ® ) (do @ 0 Y (d_y @ 1), (dy @ 15 Yug
p=1
n (4) (4) o (%) (1)
= -2 Z(d_l ® th )(d_l ® t'2 )(d_l &® tji‘(’))...(d_1 ® " )(do ® tIP +k)1}0
p=1
1230 Y (@@ ) (doy @ 8. (@) (A @ ) (0 ). (A @ Y

p=1g=p+1

- (@ T (i (4)
Z 1®t]1 1®tﬂé))m(d_l®ty;(,))'_'(d_l®tjfl))¢(d0®t1p +k)U0

p=

[y

123 Y (d @t Y @ ). (dy @ 65).. (4 @ 15, (4 @ 6 g

mod (U_n+21)vo) (6.4)

where the "means the factor is omitted.
(i (i (4)
For r4+1 <i <, each X; is of the form X; = (d_» ® th ))(d_l ® ths ))...(d_l ® tm-1). For
any k € ZZ we compute

(dy @ %) (Xyv0) = [di @ t*, (Ao @ 94 )(d_y @ %2)...(d_1 @ t9n21)]ug

= 3(d_y @t ) (d_y @ #72)..(d_y ® 1 )wp mod (U 2vp). (6.5)

Using (6.4), (6.5) and the fact that (d; @ t*)(Xv0) € UE’Z;? for all s+1 < i < m, we obtain
that, for all k € Z,

0= (dl (%9 tk)(X’Uo) = [dl ® tk,X]UO

——22%2 @Y Ao @) (doy @ ) (d @ 7 Yp(do @ P g

T n (i)

23 @S S (doy @ 0 Y d_y @ 1) (d_y @ ). (dy @15 ). (dy @ 9% Yo,
=1

p=1g=p+1

“3 3 ai(doy @ Yoy @ #2)...(d_y @t vy mod (U wp)

i=r+1
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= —22%2 LY dy @ Y (Ao @ 5) (At @ 7 Yp(do @ 95 )0,
+ 3" q(k)(d_y @ 'Y (d_y @ #2)...(d_y @ ' )vp mod (U H ), (6.6)
l

where the last summation is a finite one over [ = (Iy,1ls, ..., l,—1) with Iy > l3... > [,_1, and

gi(k) are polynomials in k. Denote
=2 Z a; Z -1® tjl (d_q® th ) (d1® tjz(ai))._.(d_l ® tj’(j))ap(d Q tr )+k)
22 = 3 gu(k)(d- @ " HF)(doy @ 17)...(doy @t g
7

Now for any sufficiently large k € ZZ, let

R={(dy @t Y(d_y @t ). (doy @ 85)).(dy @ 899 Yoy | = 1,2, oy}

which is the set of all possible basis elements appearing in the expression of 1 € V_(;,_1) =

Vv (n—1), and let
T = {(d_l X tll+k)(d_1 (29 tl2)...(d_1 X tl7l71)1)0}
which is the set of all possible basis elements appearing in the expression of x5 € V_(;,—1) =

V_(n_l). By inductive hypothesis we know that R and T are linearly independent in the

vector space (US’;;? vo)/ (Uﬁfl) vo) for sufficiently large k. Thus x; = 0 = x5 for sufficiently

large k. Consequently g¢;(k) =0 for all k, i.e., 2y =2y =0forall k € Z.
In terms of linear combination of Buy, the coefficient of (d_; ® tjgl))(d_l ® tjél))...(d_l ®
tj’(llf)l)vo in the expression of x; for all k£ € ZZ should be 0. On the other hand, it is

(3)
-2 " piaip(do @ ) = o(dy @ tF (=2 (pi a,th

el el

where I = {1 < i < r|(5", 58", .80 1) = G748, . i0)}, pois the number of ¢ such
that j{" = j{ and other p; = 1. If we denote P(t;) = —2 Ziej(piaitj’g)) = Y, hjt?, then

P(ty) # 0. Hence (doy @ t*P(t))vg = 0, ¥V k € Z, ie., o(dy @ t*P(t)) = 0,Vk € Z, a
contradiction. Therefore Xvy # 0 in this case.

This completes the proof of the Theorem 6.5. 1
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Let us recall exp-polynomial functions defined in [BZ]. The algebra of exp-polynomial
functions in the integer variable i is the algebra generated as an algebra by functions
f(i) : Z — C with f(i) = ¢ and f(i) = &' for various constants a € C* = C\{0}. Use a

well-known combinatoric formula (see [RZ]), we can restate Theorems 6.1 and 6.4 as follows.

Theorem 6.6. (a) The weight module V() is a Harish-Chandra module if and only if
there are exp-polynomial functions f(k), g(k) such that

p(do @t*) = f(k), plc®t’)=g(k) V ke Z.

(b) The Verma module V() is reducible if and only if there is an exp-polynomial function
f(k) such that o(dg @ t*) = f(k) V k € Z.

We conclude this section by giving an example of generalized evaluation module over L.
Example. Let us take ¢(do(k)) = (—1)¥k and ¢(c(k)) = 0 for all k € Z. Then V()
is a module over Vir ® (C[til]/(t + 1)2C[ti1]). Clearly, V() is not an evaluation module.

It is a generalized evaluation module with P(t) = (¢t + 1)2. Although o(dy) = ¢(c) = 0,
you can easily see that d_;(0)vy and d_1(1)vy are linearly independent in V(¢). Actually,

from Corollary 7.11 in [Wi], this module is an irreducible Verma module over the truncated

algebra Vir ® (C[t#']/(t + 1)2C[#*']) ~ Vir @ (C[t]/£2C[H).
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