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SOME HOMOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF GL(m|n) IN
ARBITRARY CHARACTERISTIC

ALEXANDR N. ZUBKOV

INTRODUCTION

Let G be a reductive group defined over a field K of zero characteristic and let B
be a Borel subgroup of G. The Borel-Bott-Weil theorem describes the cohomology
H*(G/B, K)). This classical result was generalized by Penkov for almost all series
of simple Lie supergroups with respect to an additional condition on weights A
(cf. [9]). The Penkov’s approach to the proof of super BBW theorem is based
on the Demazure’s idea to use minimal parabolic subgroups [5]. The aim of the
present article is to demonstrate how Demazure-Penkov’s approach can be extended
for general linear supergroups over a field of positive characteristic. We prove a
superanalog of Mackey imprimitivity theorem (cf. [4]) and derive some standard
facts about cohomologies H®(G/H,?) to realize the proof of super BBW theorem
in the way that mimics [I0], I11.5. Besides, we prove a partial generalization of
Kempf’s vanishing theorem that can be formulated as follows. Let G = GL(m/|n)
and B is a Borel supersubgroup of G. If a weight A satisfies (X, 8) > k;, where
(B; runs over simple positive roots of B, and k; is a certain non-negative integer
depending of 3;, then H*(G/B, Ky) = 0 for all k > 1. This theorem can be directly
deduced from [3], Theorem 2.7, once we show that G/B is a locally decomposable
superscheme (the condition @5 in [3]).

To avoid the proof of this non-trivial statement we develop a different approach.
First of all, one can prove the above theorem over a field of positive characteristic
using some nice properties of the Frobenius kernels. More precisely, it can be
easily shown that a sheaf quotient GB, /B is an affine decomposable superscheme.
By Theorem 2.7, [38], ind5%" K$|5.,c.,, has a filtration with quotients that are
isomorphic to indgzce”K r—x, Where 7 runs over sums of roots a € fbf without
repetitions. The isomorphism

Hk(G/B7 ?)|Geu =~ Hk(GeU/Be'UGeU7T7 (indgcr?)lBevGeu,T)

and the standard long exact sequence arguments infer our statement. Next, we
observe that if H*(G/B,K)) # 0, where K is a field of zero characteristic, then
H*(G/B, Fy) # 0 for any field F. The advantage of our approach is that we do
not need the property of local decomposability.

The paper is organized as follows. In the first ten sections we give all necessary
definitions, notations and derive auxiliary results. The most important results
in these sections are Theorem [[0.1] and Corollary [0.3l In the eleventh section we
describe the representations of minimal parabolic supersubgroups that plays crucial
role in the proof of super BBW theorem in the next section. In the thirteenth section
we obtain the characteristic free character formula of Euler characteristic x (B, \¢)
(cf. [8,[9]). The main result of the next section, a partial generalization of Kempf’s
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vanishing theorem, has been discussed above. The last section is devoted to the
complete description of the cohomology H®(G/B, K§), where G = GL(2|1) and B
is a non-standard Borel supersubgroup of G.

1. SUPERMODULES AND SUPERCOMODULES

A wvector superspace is a vector space graded by the group Zs = {0,1}. The
homogeneous components of V' are denoted by Vy, V1. The degree of a homogeneous
element, say v, is denoted by |v|. If V and W are superspaces, then Homg (V, W)
has the natural superspace structure defined by

Homg (V,W); = {@|p(V;) € Wiy j,4,5 € Za}.

We let SModg denote the K-linear abelian category of vector superspaces with
even morphisms. This forms a tensor category with the canonical symmetry

t=tyw: VoW SWeV, vew— (1) ewv,

where V, W € SModg.

Objects defined in this symmetric tensor category are called with the adjective
‘super’ attached. For example, a (Hopf) superalgebra is a (Hopf) algebra object in
SModg. All superalgebras are assumed to be unital.

A superalgebra A is called supercommutative, if ab = (—1)!%/*lpq for all homoge-
neous elements a,b € A. A typical example of a supercommutative superalgebra is
a symmetric superalgebra S(V') of superspace V. More precisely, S(V) = T(V)/I,
where T(V) = @10V " is a tensor superalgebra and the ideal I is generated by
the elements v ® w — (—1)I*1*lw @ v,v,w € V.

Let SAlg; denote the category of supercommutative superalgebras. Given A €
SAlgy, we let 4SMod, SMod 4 denote the category of left and respectively, right
A-supermodules. These two categories are identified if we regard each M € SMod 4
as an object in 4SMod by defining the left A-action

am = (=1)"™ma, ae A, me M.

on the supervector space M. We remark that M thus turns into an (A, A)-
superbimodule.

Let C be a supercoalgebra with comultiplication A¢ and counit ec. We let
SMod®, ©SMod denote the categories of right and respectively, left C-supercomodules
(with even morphisms). For a C-supercomodule V let 7 denote its comodule map.
We use Sweedler’s notation 1y (v) =3 v1 ® ca,v,v1 € V, g € C' (or symmetrically,
Tv(v) = > ca @ uy).

If V € SMod® and W € ©SMod, then define a cotensor product

VOW = {z € Ve W|(rv @idw —idy ® 7w)(z) = 0}.

Let (V,71) € SMod“" and (V,71) € SMod“?. We say that 7, commutes with 7
whenever (idy ® t)(m2 ® ideo, )71 = (11 ® ide, ) T2.

A Hopf superalgebra A has two right A-supercomodule structures, say A, and
Ay, given by p, = A4 and p; = t(sa ®ida)A 4 respectively. Here s4 is the antipode
of A. Besides, sy takes A, isomorphically to A;. It is also clear that p, commutes
with p;.
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If V € SMod? (the case V € 4SMod is symmetric), then V* has a right A-
supermodule structure such that 7y« (¢) = > ¢1 ® as if and only if

> (=Dl (v))azah = ¢(v)

for any v € V, where 7y (v) = > v1®ab. The functor V. — V* is an anti-equivalence
on the full subcategory consisting of all finite dimensional A-supercomodules.

Remark 1.1. Replacing the field K by a superalgebra A € SAlgy, one can define
all the above objects in the tensor symmetric category of A-supermodules. In what
follows we reserve the notation SAlg, for the category of supercommutative A-
superalgebras.

If a Hopf superalgebra A has a form B ®z K, where B is a Hopf superring (i.e.
a Hopf algebra object in SMody), then we say that B is a Z-form of A. An right
A-supercomodule V' has a Z-form W, provided W is an right B-supercomodule
and V = W ®z K. In other words, 7v(w ® a) = > (w1 ® 1) ® (c2 ® a), where
Tw(w) =Y w1 ® co,w,wy € W,eq € B,a € K. The case of left supercomodules is
symmetric.

2. K-FUNCTORS

Any functor from SAlg - to the category of sets is called K-functor. For example,
if V' is a superspace, then one can define a K-functor V,(A4) =V ® A, A € SAlgy-.

A K-functor X is said to be an affine superscheme, if X is represented by a
superalgebra A € SAlgy. In other words, X (B) = Homsayg, (4,B), B € SAlgy.
In notations from [I5], X = SSp A. The category of affine superschemes is anti-
equivalent to SAlg . For any morphism of affine superschemes g : SSp A — SSp B
let g* denote its dual comorphism ¢* : B — A.

For example, the functor X (B) = Bj* @ B} is an affine superscheme repre-
sented by the free superalgebra K[x;]1 < i < m + n] with m even (free) generators
Z1y. .., Ty and n odd (free) generators X141, ..., Tmin. Lhis affine superscheme
is called an affine superspace of (super)dimension m|n and it is denoted by Amln,

For any K-functor X we denote Mor(X,A'") by K[X]. It has a natural super-
algebra structure and we call K[X] a coordinate superalgebra of X. If X = SSp A,
then K[X] ~ A (cf. [10], 1.1.3, [I5], Lemma 1.1).

A closed subfunctor Y of SSp A is uniquely defined by a superideal Iy = I of A
such that Y(B) = {z € SSp A(B)|z(I) =0}. Thus Y =V (I) ~ SSp A/I is again
affine superscheme (cf. [10], I.1.4, [15], §3). We denote the canonical epimorphism
A— A/I by wy.

An open subfunctor Y of SSp A is also defined by a superideal [ as Y(B) = {z €
SSp A|Bx(I) = B} (cf. [10], 1.1.5, [I5], §3). In general, Y = D(I) is not isomorphic
to any affine superscheme, but if I = Af, f € Ay, then D(I) ~ SSp Ay. Finally,
if X is a K-functor, then a subfunctor Y C X is called closed (open), whenever
for any superalgebra A € SAlg, and any its superideal I, and for any morphism
a: SSp A — X, the subfunctor a~*(V(I)) (a=*(D(I)) is closed (respectively,
open).

For a K-functor X define a subfunctor Xe,(A) = X (14,)X (Ag), A € SAlgy,

where Lﬁo is the natural algebra embedding Ag — A. For example, (SSp R)., is a

closed supesubrscheme of SSp R, defined by the ideal RR;.
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A local K-functor X, that has an open covering by affine subsuperschemes X; ~
SSp R;,i € 1, 1s called just superscheme. A superscheme X is called Noetherian if
and only if the above open covering is finite and each R; is a Noetherian algebra.
If X is a superscheme, then X., is a closed subfunctor in X. In particular, X, is
also superscheme (see [10] 15, 25] for more definitions).

Remark 2.1. All the above objects can be defined over any supercommutative su-
peralgebra A. For example, an A-functor is a functor from the category SAlg 4 to
the category of sets, (affine) A-superscheme SSpa B is defined by SSpa B(C) =
Homsalg, (B, C), where B,C € SAlg 4.

3. SUPERGROUPS

An affine superscheme G = SSp A is a group K-functor if and only if A is a
Hopf superalgebra. If it is the case, then G is called an affine supergroup. Besides,
if A= K|[G] is finitely generated, then G is called an algebraic supergroup.

A closed supersubscheme H of G is a subgroup functor if and only if Iy is a Hopf
superideal of K[G] (cf. [10] 28] 26]). In what follows all supersubgroups are sup-
posed to be closed unless otherwise stated. If H is a supersubgroup of GG, we denote
H < G. For example, G¢,, < G and G, is called the largest even supersubgroup of
G. The affine group Gyes = Glalg, is isomorphic to Sp K[G]/K|[G]K[G];.

If charK = p > 0 and K is perfect, then we have an r-th Frobenius morphism
F" : K[G]") — K|G] of Hopf superalgebras. Remind that K[G]") coincides with
K|[G] as an Hopf superring but each a € K acts as a? = on K[G]") (see [10, 25]).
Besides, F"(f) = f*", f € K[G]"). Denote the dual morphism G — SSp K[G]")
by fr. The normal supersubgroup G, = ker f, is called the r-th infinitesimal
supersubgroup.

4. SUPERALGEBRAS OF DISTRIBUTIONS

Let X be an affine superscheme and m be a maximal superideal of K[X]. Let
Dist(X, m) denote the superspace of distributions with support at m (see [10, 25]
for more details). If m is nilpotent, then Dist(X, m) = K[X]*. For any morphism
of affine superschemes g : X — Y we denote the induced morphism of superspaces
Dist(X, m) — Dist(X, (¢*)~*(m)) by dgm. We call dgn a differential of g at m.

Let G be an algebraic supergroup. Then Dist(G, ker ) is denoted by Dist(G).
The superspace Dist(G) is a cocommutative Hopf superalgebra. For any morphism
f G =Y the differential dfyer . is denoted by df.

Assume that H; and Hy are supersubgroups of G. We have an morphism of
superschemes m : Hy X Ho — G induced by the multiplication of G. Then Dist(H;)
and Dist(H3) are Hopf supersubalgebras of Dist(G) and the morphism of super-
spaces

dm : Dist(H,)@Dist(Hs) = Dist(H, x Ha, ker ¢ 7, @ K [Ho] + K [Hy|@ker ez, ) — Dist(G)
is induced by the multiplication of Dist(G) (cf. [I0], Part I, 7.4(2)).

5. ACTIONS AND REPRESENTATIONS

Let X be an affine superscheme. Assume that an affine supergroup G acts on
X on the right. It is equivalent to the condition that K[X] € SMod®¢l and 7 =
Tk |x] i a superalgebra morphism. A left action of G on X is defined symmetrically.
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For example, p, and p; are corresponding to the right actions m, : G x G - G
and m; : G x G — G respectively, where m,.(g1,92) = ¢1g2 and mi(g1,92) =
9591,91,92 € G(A), A € SAlg;. Besides, G acts on itself by conjugations, (g1, g2)
g5 *g192. The corresponding comorphism coincides with v(f) = S (=1)/1lI2l f5 ®
sa(f1)f2, f € K[G]. In particular, H < G if and only if v;(Iy) C Iy ® K[G] (cf.

By definition, the category of left/right G-supermodules coincides with the cat-
egory of right/left K [G]-supercomodules. Denote them by G — smod and smod — G
respectively. Both categories have an endofunctor V. — IIV, called parity shift,
such that IIV coincides with V' as a K[G]-comodule and (IIV); = V41,4 = 0,1,
where the sum ¢ + 1 is computed in Zs.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between G-supermodule structures on a
finite dimensional superspace V' and linear representations G — GL(V') (cf. [10,
25). If rv(v) =Y 01 ® fa € V ® K[G], then g € G(A) acts on V ® A by the
even A-linear automorphism 7(g)(v ® 1) = > v ® g(f2). In other words, V is a
G-supermodule if and only if the group functor G acts on the functor V, so that
for any A € SAlgy the group G(A) acts on V,(4) = V ® A by even A-linear
automorphisms.

If V is infinte dimensional, then a G-supermodule structure on V' is uniquely
defined by a directed family of finite dimensional subrepresentations {7; : G —
GL(V;)|i € I'}, where (I, <) is a directed set such that V; C V; if and only if ¢ < j,
Uier Vi =V and 7|y, qv, = 7ilv,qv, for alli,j € I.

If V' is an one dimensional G-supermodule, then its supercomodule structure is
uniquely defined by a group-like element f € K[G] so that mv(v) = v ® f. All
group-like elements of K[G] form a group of characters X (G) of G.

6. GENERAL LINEAR SUPERGROUP

Let V be a finite dimensional superspace. The group functor A — End4(V ® A)§
is an algebraic supergroup. It is called a general linear supergroup and denoted by
GL(V). If dim Vy = m,dim V4 = n, then GL(V) is also denoted by GL(m|n).

Fix a homogeneous basis of V, say v;,1 < i < m + n, where |v;| = 0 provided
1 < i < m, otherwise |v;| = 1. It is easy to see that K[GL(m|n)] = KJc;;|1 <
i, < m + n|q, where |¢;;| = |v;] + |v;|. More precisely, the generic matrix C' =

(¢ij)1<i,j<m+n has a block form
( Coo Cor )
Cio Cn

with even m x m and n x n blocks Cyg and C71, and odd m x n and n x m blocks
Co1 and C respectively. Besides,

Agrmn)(cij) = Z Cik @ Cjy €GL(m|n)(Cij) = ij,
1<k<m+n
and d = det(Cpo) det(C11). The right supercomodule structure of V' is defined by
TV(’Ui) = Z ’Uj X le'.
1<j<m+n

The element Ber(C) = det(Coo — Co1Cy; Cho) det(C1) ™! is called Berezinian.
This is a group-like element of the Hopf superalgebra K[GL(m|n)] (cf. [I).
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Observe that Z[GL(m|n)] = Zc;;|1 < 14,j < m+n]q is a Z-form of K[GL(m|n)].
Moreover, Z[GL(m|n)], (Z|GL(m|n)];) is a Z-form of K[GL(mn)], (respectively,
K[GL(mn)];).

7. BOREL SUPERSUBGROUPS AND ROOT SYSTEMS

Let G = GL(m|n). We fix the standard maximal torus 7" such that 7'(A) consists
of all diagonal matrices from G(A), A € SAlgy. Denote by X(T') the group of
characters of T. We identify X (7T') with the additive group Z™*". In particular,
any A € X(T') has a form 7, ,, . Ai€;, where

tt 0 ... 0
0 to ... O

et)=tiut=1| . . € T(A), A e SAlgy,
: ... 0
0 0 ... t,

and any J; is an integer. For a character A € X (T') denote >, ;<.\, Ai by |A].
Define a bilinear form on X (T) ®z Q setting (e;,¢;) = d;;(—1)I¥|. Let €, denote
(—1)‘”1‘61 Then (ei,e;) = 51]
Consider an root system
b, = {Ewi_ewjll SZ#] §m+n},

where w € Sy, 4,. The corresponding coroots are (€y; — €wj)” = €l,; — €
Its positive part

/
wg*

(I)I) :{Ewi_ewjll §z<3§m+n}
corresponds to a Borel supersubgroup B, that is the stabilizer of the full flag

where V; =37 .o Kvys, 1 <i<m+n.
The opposite Borel supersubgroup B,, corresponds to the negative part

O, ={ewi —€wjll <i>j<m+n}
of ®,,. In other words, B, is the stabilizer of the full flag

WiCWoC...CWiC...C Wynin =V,

where W; = Zm+n—i+1§sgm+n Kvuys, 1 <i<m+n.
The simple roots of @}, form a subset

Iy = {a; = €wi — €w(ipll <7 <m+n}.

The root system ®,, defines a partial order <,, on the weight lattice X (T') by
p<wAfA—ped corNya=> n Nya

An root @ = ¢; — ¢, has a parity p(a) = |v;| + |vj]. Denote {a € Dy, |p(a) = a}
by (®y)q, where a =0, 1.

For any o € ()0 one can define an reflection s, such that so(A\) = A—(\, a¥)a.
It is easy to see that if & = €; — ¢, then s, = (ij). These reflections generate the
Weyl subgroup Sy, X Sy € Spmyn.

Any w € S;, 4, can be uniquely decomposed as w = wows, where wg € S, X Sy,
and w; satisfies w; 'l < ... < wytm,w;t(m4+1) < ... < wit(m+n) (cf. [2]).
Then

(@50 = {ewpi — €wpjll <i<j<mm+1<i<j<m+n}
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and
(®2)0 = {€wpi — €wpj|l <j<i<mm+1<j<i<m+n}=—(0f)o.

In other words, (B)es ((By)ev) coincides with (Bf )ev ((Bg,)ev). If wo = 1,
then they are the upper triangular (respectively, lower triangular) subgroup of
Gey = GL(m) x GL(n).

A Borel supersubgroup B = B,, is called standard, whenever (II,,)o is a set of
simple roots of Be,. For example, if w = wow; is the above decomposition with
wo € Sy X Sy, then B' = By is standard and B, = Be,. In general, a Borel
supergroup is not necessary standard. For example, set m = n = 2 and w = (1342).
Then all simple roots €3 — €1, €1 — €4, €4 — €9 are odd!

An root & = €; —¢; corresponds to the one dimensional unipotent supersubgroup
Uij(A) = {E + aEijla € Ajq}, A € SAlgg, 1 <i # j < m+n. We denote Uy; by
U, also.

Any Borel supersubgroup B is a semidirect product of the torus T and its
unipotent radical UZX. By definition, U7 (U, ) is the largest supersubgroup of B,
(respectively, of B, ) that acts trivially on each quotient V;11/V; (respectively, on
each quotient W1 /W;), 1 <i<m+n—1.

Denote }-,cp1), @ by po(w), and 3° c51), @ by pi(w). The above remark

infers that the element po(w) depends of wy only and

po(w) = Y (m=2i+Vewi+ > (n=2(j —m) + Dew,; = wop(id).

1<i<m m+1<j<m+4n
Analogously, p1(w) = wop1(wy) but pi(wy) actually depend of w;. For example,
p1(id) = Z ne; — Z me;.
1<i<m m+1<j<m+n
But if m =n =2 and w = (23), then
p1(w) = 2€1 — 2¢4 # 2(€1 + €2 — €3 — €4).

Set p(w) = 1 (po(w) — p1(w)). Define a dot action u.,A = u(X + p(w)) — p(w), A €
X(T),u € S, x S,. This action depends of w.

8. INDUCED SUPERMODULES

If H< G and V is a left H-supermodule, then ind4V = VOgm K[G], where
K[G] is regarded as a left K[H]-supercomodule via (7y ® idk(g))Ac. Moreover,
ind%V is a left G-supermodule via (idy ® pg).

The above definition is different from the definition given in [I0]. More precisely,
consider K'[G] as a left H-supermodule via the right comodule map p,|g = (idx [ ®
7i)Ag. Then ind%V = (Vo K|G])H, where H acts diagonally on V®K[G]. In this
setting ind%V is a left G-supermodule via (idy ® p;). These two G-supermodules
are naturally isomorphic via the map idy ® s¢g.

Consider a K-functor Mor(G,V,) defined as

gﬁﬂt(G, Va)(A) = MOF(G|5A|gA,Va|5A|gA),A S SA|gK.

It is clear that each Mor(G, V,)(A) has natural structure of right A-module.
Observe that G|saig, ~ SSpa K[G] ® A and by Yoneda’s lemma

Mor(G, V) (A) ~ Valsnig, (K[G] @ A) = V @ K[G] ® A.
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More precisely, an element v @ f ® a € V ® K[G] ® A represents a morphism
¢ € Mor(G,V,)(A) if and only if ¢(B)(x) = v@x(f)a for any x € G(B), B € SAlg 4.
Thus Mor(G, V,) can be identified with (V @ K[G]),.

The supergroups G and H act on the functor Mor(G, V,) on the right by the

rule:
(99)(B)(x) = ¢(B)(zg), (h¢)(B)(x) = h(¢(B)(x)),
g€ G(A),z € G(B),h € H(A),p € Mor(G,Vy)(A),
A € SAlgy, B € SAlg 4.
These two actions commute each other. Define a subfunctor ind%V of 9Mor(G, V)
such that for any A € SAlgy an element ¢ € Mor(G, V,)(A) belongs to ind%V (A)

if and only if
6(B)(hg) = h(9(B)(9)), ¥g € G(B),¥h € H(B), VB ¢ SAlg .
It is clear that ind%V is a G-stable subfunctor.

Lemma 8.1. We have an isomorphism (ind%V), =~ ianV that commutes wuth
the action of G.
Proof. The above identification implies (ind%V), C ind%V. Considering B =
KH® K|[G]® Aand g = L) ®idg(q) @ 1a, h = idg ) © 1) @ 1a we obtain
the reverse inclusion. (]
Let G be an affine supergroup and H be a supersubgroup of H. Assume that
there are an affine superscheme U and an isomorphism of affine superschemes ¢ :
G — H x U that commutes with the natural left H-actions on both G and H x U.
The next lemma follows immediately by Lemma Bl Nevertheless, we give another

proof in terms of Hopf superalgebras. Denote the dual superalgebra morphism
K[H|® K[U] = K[G] by ¢*.

Lemma 8.2. (see [26], Lemma 5.1) For any H-supermodule V' the map (idy ®
¢*)(Tv @ idg)) s a superspace isomorphism of V @ K[U] onto ind%V.

Proof. Since G — H x U is H-equivariant, it implies
(T ®idg(q)Acd” = (idg(H) @ ¢°)(Ar @ idg))-

Combining with (co)associativity of 7 we see that V ® K[U] — indGV is a
superspace monomorphism. Conversely, if Y v ® ¢*(h ® u) € ind%V, where
veV,he K[H|,u e K[UJ, then

S negpoehou =Y veh o (hou).
Here 7y (v) = > v1 ® g2, A (h) = > hi1 ® ha. Since ¢* is an isomorphism, we have
Ynopohou=Y vahehau
and therefore,
D 0@ (g2 @ (en(h)u) =Y v @¢* (h @enlho)u) =Y v@ ¢ (h@uw).
(]

Remark 8.3. Let U < G and the multiplication map m induces an isomorphism
of affine superschemes H x U — G, then ¢ = m~1 and we identify indGV with
V @ K[U] as above. Then U acts on the last superspace diagonally by p, on K[U]
and trivially on V.
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9. QUOTIENTS

Let G be an algebraic supergroup and H < G. The sheafification of the K-
functor A — G(A)/H(A), A € SAlgy, is called a sheaf quotient and it is denoted by
G/H. Tt was proved in [I5] that a quotient sheaf G/H is a Noetherian superscheme
and the quotient morphism 7 : G — X is affine and faithfully flat.

Observe that G/ H is affine if and ounly if (G/H)e, = Gey/Hey is affine if and only
if Gres/Hpes is (cf. [I5], Corollary 8.15 and Proposition 9.3). In particular, G/Ge,
is always affine (see also [I7]). If H is finite, then G/H is also affine (combine the
above criterion with [I0], 1.5.5(6); see also [27]).

Assume that H < G. Then G/H ~ SSp K[G]¥ is an algebraic supergroup.
Let L be a closed subsupergroup of G and I be its defining Hopf superideal. A
sheafification of the group subfunctor A — L(A)H(A)/H(A), A € SAlgy, in G/H,
is denoted by m(L). It is a closed subsupergroup of G/H defined by the Hopf su-
perideal K[G]* NIy (cf. [25], Theorem 6.1). The closed subsupergroup 7~ (7 (L))
is denoted by LH. As it was observed in [25], p.735, LH is a sheafification of
the group subfunctor A — L(A)H(A), A € SAlg,. Its defining Hopf superideal
coincides with K[G](K[G]® N1L).

10. SOME STANDARD HOMOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF SUPERGROUPS

Let G be an algebraic supergroup and H be a subgroup of G. A k-th right
derived functor R¥ind$? is denoted by H*(G/H,?) also.

The following theorem is a superanalog of Theorem 4.1 from [4] that is called
Mackey imprimitivity theorem.

Theorem 10.1. If L — G/H is an epimorphism of sheaves, then for any H-
supermodule V' and any k > 0 we have an isomorphism of L-supermodules

(H"(G/H,V)|p ~ H*(L/L(H, V| n)-

Proof. 1t is clear that {H*(G/H, V)| }k>0 is a d-functor erasable by injectives (cf.
[13], chapter X, §7). By Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 from [I3], chapter X, we
obtain H*(G/H, V)|, ~ RFHY(G/H, V)|, = R*(ind%V)|r. It remains to prove
that (indG V). ~ ind% ~ VLA w, or (FGV)|r ~ 07 A gV LA s-

Consider a subfunctor S C G such that S(A) = H(A)L(A), A € SAlg,. Since
the functor S obviously commutes with direct products of superalgebras, the sheafi-
fication S of S coincides with G. More precisely, for any A € SAlg; and g € G(A)
there is an fppf covering B of A such that G(:5)(g) € S(B), where (§ : A — B
is the canonocal embedding (cf. [25], p.722). Thus the restriction ¢ — ¢|r,
induces an embedding (ind% V)|, — inofﬂ aVlcnm. Conversely, for a given
Y € inOmeV(A) one can define ¢ € GV (A) such that ¢|;, = 1 as follows.
For any B € SAlg, and g € G(B) choose an fppf covering C' of B such that
G(:$)(g) = hi,h € H(C),l € L(C). Set ¢(B)(g) = Va(tG) 1 (ht)(1)). We leave to
the reader the routine verification that the definition of ¢(B)(g) does not depend
on the choice of C' and functorial on B. Thus our theorem follows. O

Let G be a normal supersubgroup of an algebraic supergroup S. Assume that
there is a supersubgroup L of S such that LG =1 and S = LG. In other words,
S is isomorphic to a semidirct product G x L. Assume also that L stabilizes H.
Then LH ~ H x L. The following corollary is a (super)analog of 1.4.9(1), [10].
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Corollary 10.2. For any k > 0 and any H x L-supermodule V we have H*(G x
L/H % L.V)|g ~ H'(G/H,V|y).

If charK = p > 0 and K is perfect, then Theorem [I0.1] has another interesting
corollary.

Corollary 10.3. For any k> 0,r > 1 and any H-supermodule V' we have
Hk(G/Hv V)lcev = Hk(Gev/(HGr)eva (indgGTV)l(HGT) )

ev

Proof. Observe that G/G, ~ SSp K[G]?" by Theorem 6.1, [25]. Since K[G]P" =
K[GE', G/G, = (G/G,)e and by Proposition 9.3, [I5], the induced morphism
Gey — G/G, is an epimorphism of sheaves. The same is true for G., — G/HG,.
Since HG,/H ~ G,/H, is an affine superscheme (cf. [27]), the functor ind52" is
exact and the standard spectral sequence arguments infer

H*(G/H,V) ~ H*(G/HG,,indi V).
Theorem [I0.1] concludes the proof. O

The next lemma is a (super)analog of 1.6.11, [I0].
Lemma 10.4. Let N <G and N < H. If V is an H/N -supermodule, then
H*(G/H,V)~ H*((G/N)/(H/N),V),k > 0.

Proof. The category H/N — smod can be considered as a full subcategory of the
category H — smod. The restriction of {H*(G/H,?)}r>0 on this subcategory is a
d-functor. Since G/N and H/N are affine, one can argue as in 1.6.11, [10] to prove
that {H*(G/H,?)}r>0 is erasable by injective H/N-supermodules. As above, all

we need is to prove that indgV ~ indflﬁ\\;V. Observe that if W is an injective V-

supermodule, then the spectral sequence in Proposition 3.1 (3), [22], degenerates,
that is H*(H/N,W¥) ~ H*(H,W) for any k > 0. Since K[G] is an injective
N-supermodule (cf. [26]), we have
. . .G/N
indGV ~ (V& K[G)™ ~ (V& K[G)N)"/N ~ (Vv @ K[G/N))/N ~ indg//\V.
O

The proof of the following statement can be copied from [10], 1.4.10.

Lemma 10.5. Let H be a supersubgroup of an algebraic supergroup G. For any H -
supermodule V' and any k > 0 we have a superspace isomorphism H*(G/H,V) ~
H*(H,V @ K[G)).

11. REPRESENTATIONS OF MINIMAL PARABOLIC SUPERSUBGROUPS

Let a be an integer. For the sake of convenience we say that O|a if a = 0 only.
Respectively, 01 @ means a # 0. From now on charK = p and it is possible that
p=0.

For any A € X(T) let K§ denote the one-dimensional B*-supermodule of weight
A and of parity e. Sometimes we will denote a G-supermodules H*(G/BZ, K§) by
HY ,(A°),k > 0. The simple socle of HY ,(X) is denoted by L (A (see [,
Lemma 4.1). Observe that ITHY  (\°) = HE ,(A') and IIL4 4 (A°) = L o (A').
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Let G = GL(1]1). Then ¢}, = —@?‘12) ={a; = ¢ — e} and (Pig)g = 0. In
other words, G has only two Borel supersubgroups Biz = B(_12) and B, = B?i?).
Thus < is opposite to <(12). In what follows we omit a subindex w € Ss.

Observe that the multiplication morphism induces isomorphisms of superschemes
Uia x B~ ~ G and Uy x BT ~ Q.

By Lemma 6.1, [16], a G-supermodule HY (\¢) is two-dimensional. More pre-
cisely, HY(X\),, # 0 if u € {\, A\ — a} only. The one-dimensional supersubspaces
HO (X)) and H® (\°)s_, have parities € and e+ 1 respectively. The G-supermodule
HO (X°) is simple if and only if p 1 |A|, otherwise H° (A\€) has a composition series

L_((A—a))
|
L_(X9)
Symmetrically, H_'i (A)p # 0if p € {\, A+ a} only. The one-dimensional super-
subspaces HY (X)) and H$(A°)x;q have parities € and € + 1 respectively. The

G-supermodule HY?(X\°) is simple if and only if p { [A|. If it is the case, then
HO(X) =~ HO (A + «)!). Otherwise HY (A°) has a composition series

Li((A+ o)) =L (A+ o))

|
L) =L ()

Now, let G = GL(m|n). For any subset S C II, one can define a parabolic
supersubgroup P, (S). More precisely, if S = {aj,,...,q; |1 <i1 < ... < i, <
m +n}, then P,(S) is equal to the stabilizer of the flag

WicC...CWhini,—1 S Wiini41 S ...

C Wernfilfl - WernfilJrl c...C Wern-
For example, if S = {«a;}, then P, (a;) coincides with the stabalizer of the flag

Wl g v g Wernfifl g WernfiJrl g v g Wern-

Denote a supersubspace Kvy; + Kv,i+1) by Si. Define a supersubgroup H; 4,
of G such that for all A € SAlg, :

H; (4) = {g € GA)g(S: @ 1) C ;@ A, g(Kv; ©1) C Ky © A, j # wi, wli +1)}.
It is clear that H; ., ~ GL(2) x T" whenever «; is even, otherwise H; ,, ~ GL(1|1) x
T’, where T'(A) = {t € T(A)|t|s;91 = ids;o1}-

Let UP,(c;) be a largest supersubgroup of U, whose elements act trivially on
Wintn—i+1/Wmsn—i—1. The following lemma is obvious.
Lemma 11.1. We have Py, (o) = UPy (o) x H; .

Remark 11.2. One can prove that UP,(ay) is the unipotent radical of Py (o),
that is the largest connected, normal and unipotent supersubgroup of Py (c;) (see

7, 271).

We say that two Borel supergroups B,, and B_, are adjuacent via «; € 1L,
it @7, = ®f \ {ai} U{—a;}. If q; is odd, then we say that B, and B, are odd
adjuacent, otherwise they are even adjuacent. It is clear that UP,,(o;) < B,,, B, <
P, (). Moreover, as in Lemma [IT.1] we have

B, =UP,(a;) x (B~ xT'), B, =UP,(av;) x (BT xT").

w' T
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Here B~ and B* are the corresponding Borel subgroups of GL(1]|1) or of GL(2),
with respect to the parity of «;.
In what follows we omit the subindexes w,w’ and i. For example, B, and B,,

are denoted just by B and B’ correspondingly, P, («;) by P(«) etc.
Proposition 11.3. If a € 11y, then :

(1) For any B-supermodule M we have H*(P(a)/B, M) = 0, provided k > 0.

(2) For all k > 0 we have H*(G/B, M) ~ H*(G/P(«), indg(a)M).
Proof. Observe that the multiplication map U, x B — P(«a) induces an isomor-
phism of superschemes. Thus P(«)/B is an affine superscheme and the functor

indg(a) is exact (cf. [25, 26]). In particular, H*(P(a)/B,M) = 0 for all k > 0.
The second statement follows by the standard spectral sequence arguments. 0

Remark 11.4. All statements of the above proposition hold for B’ also.
Denote the socle of indg(a)Kj by Lp(A9).
Proposition 11.5. Let o € 11;.
(1) UP(«) acts trivially on indg(a)Kf\.
(2) If pt (\, ), then Lp(\°) = indg(a)Kj o~ indgga)Kiiz is a simple P(«)-
supermodule of highest weight A (with respect to <,,).
(3) If pl(\, @), then indg(a)Kj has a composition series
Lp((A —a))
LP|()\E)
(4) If p|(\, @), then indgga)Ki has a composition series
Lp((A J|r a)th)

Lp(X9)
Proof. The first statement follows by Lemma [[0.4L Moreover, we have an iso-
morphism indg(a)Ki o~ indgg(xllfl,)XT K. The last GL(1|1)-supermodule is iso-
morphic to H°(A\¢) by Corollary On the other hand, Lemma infers
indg(a)Ki ~ K{ ® K[U,]. Using Lemma [R] one sees that T acts on K[U,]
by v;. In particular, (indg(a)Ki)# # 0 if and only if p € {A\, A — a}. Besides, the
corresponding weight supersubspaces are one-dimensional and have parities € and
€ + 1 respectively. Thus follows the second and third statements. The case of B’ is
symmetric. 0

12. THE BOREL-BOTT-WEIL THEOREM
We still suppose that B = B, for a fixed element w € Sy, 4.

Proposition 12.1. Assume that B and B’ are adjacent via o € I} and pt (\, a).
Then H*(G/B,K$) ~ H*(G/B', K5 for all k > 0.

Proof. Combine Proposition [[T3] (2) with Proposition (2). O

Proposition 12.2. Let o € TIg, A € X(T). The following statements hold for any
k>0.
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The unipotent radical UP(a) acts trivially on H*(P(a)/B, K}y).

If (A a¥) = 1, then H*(G/B, K5) = 0.

If (\,a¥) >0, then H*(G/B, K¢) ~ H¥(G/P(a),ind5 ™ K¢).

f( a’) < -2, thenH’“(G/B K5) ~ H*"Y(G/P(a), H'(P()/B, KY)).
Suppose that ()\ a¥) > 0. If charK =0 or charK =p > 0 and (\,a") =

sp™ —1,5,m e N,0 < s <p, then H*(G/B,K§) ~ H*(G/B,K¢_ )

Proof. Using Lemma [[0.4] Corollary [0.2] Lemma and Lemma [B1] one can
repeat the proofs of Propositions 11.5.2, 11.5.3 and I1.5.4 from [I0], per verbatim.
For example, let us comment the last statement. By Proposition 1.28, [23], (p, 8) =
(8, B) for any simple root 8 € @T. Thus s4.A = sa(A+p)—p = A—((A\,a¥)+1)a =
SaA — a (cf. [I0], 11.5.1(2)). In particular, (sq.\, a¥) = —(X,a¥) —2 < —2. By the
fourth statement

H*Y(G/B, K¢, \) = H*(G/P(a), H'(P(a)/B, K¢, 5)).

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Combining the first statment with the arguments from Proposition I1.5.2 and Corol-

lary 11.5.3, [10], one sees that indg(o‘)Ki ~ H'(P(a)/B, Kt ). The third state-
ment concludes the proof. (I

Remind that a weight A € X(T') is called typical if for any odd isotropic root «
we have pt (A 4 p,a). Otherwise, A is called atypical (cf. [23], p.62). In our case,
when G = GL(m|n), all roots from ®] are isotropic. Thus A is typical if and only
if pt (A + p,a) for any a € ®7.

Let B’ = B, be a Borel supersubgroup that is adjuacent with B. Recall that
p(w’) is denoted by p’ and u.,sA by u.\.

Proposition 12.3. If u.\ is typical and B is odd adjuacent with B" via o € Iy,
then H*(G/B,K¢ ,) ~ H*(G/B, KeJC(l)\ o)) for any k > 0. Besides, uw/ (A —a) is
typical (with respect to ®').

Proof. Observe that if u is typical with respect to ®, then p — « is typical with
respect to ®'. In fact, p’ = p+ « (cf. [23], Proposition 1.28) and p—a+p' = pu+ p.
Since u./(A — @) = u.A — a, the second statement follows. It remains to refer to
Proposition [2.11 O

For any two Borel supersubgroups B and B’ whose even parts are the same,
there is a sequence of Borel supersubgroups B = BM, B®?) . B = B’ such
that B*), B&+1 are odd adjuacent, 1 < k < t — 1. We say that B’ is a t steps
neighbor of B.

Corollary 12.4. If B’ is a t steps neighbor of B and w.) is typical, then
k € ~ IJk € 1
H"G/B,K; \) ~ H*(G/B, K1, ,))
for any k > 0.

Define a subset X (T)f = {\ € X(T)|(\,8Y) > 0, VB8 € (P} )o}. The elements
of X (T);} are called dominant weights with respect to a given Borel supersubgroup
B = B, (or, with respect to a given root system ®,,).

It is clear that X (7)) = X(T);,. In other words, if B and B’ have the same
even parts, then their sets of dominant weights are the same too. Following our
conventions we further omit the subindex w.
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If charK = 0, then Cz (C7z) consists of all A € X(T') such that 0 < (A + p,a")
for all a € & (respectively, 0 < (A + p,a) for all a € ®F). If charK = p > 0,
then C7 (C7) consists of all A € X(T') such that 0 < (A +p,a") <pforall a € ®
(respectively, 0 < (A + p,a") < p for all a € ®f) (cf. [10], IL.5.5).

Remark 12.5. In [19] the sets Cz and Cy are denoted by C+ and cr correspond-
ingly.

Let u € Sy, x S,,. The length of u is denoted by by [(u). Untill Theorem I2.9]
we suppose that B is standard.

Lemma 12.6. Assume that A\ € Cz (X (T)" and k > l(u). Then
H*(G/B,K )~ H*'")(G/B, K¥).

Proof. If [(u) > 0, then there is o € Iy such that [(squ) = I(u) — 1. Arguing as in
[10], Corollary I1.5.5, we obtain

(sauX, ) =A+p,8Y)—1,8=—u""(a) € ®F.

Since A € Cz N X(T)*, wehave 1 < (Ap, 8Y) < p and therefore, 0 < (squ.)\, ") <
p — 1. The fifth statement of Proposition [2.2] infers

H*Y(G/B,K¢ , )~ H*(G/B,K¢ ).

Sa .\

Lemma follows by induction on I(u). O
Proposition 12.7. If A € C;, N X(T)", then H*(G/B,K§) =0 for any k > 1.

Proof. Let ug be a longest element of Sy, x S,, (with respect to ®). Notice that
l(ug) = dim Gep/Bey = W + @ Combining Grothendieck’s vanishing the-
orem from [3], p.3, with Proposition 9.3 from [I5], we see that H**!(“0)(G/B, K \)=
0. It remains to refer to Lemma [[2.0 O

Theorem 12.8. The following statements hold for any k > 0,u € Sy, X Sy,
(1) If \€ Cz \ X(T)*, then H*(G/B,K¢ ,) = 0.
(2) If A e Cz N X(T)", then

0,k # (u),

HYG/B.K ) =4 o B ko), k = 1(u).

Proof. Let u = 1. If A € Cz \ X(T)7, then one can argue as in Corollary IL.5.5,
[10]. The second statement is proved in Proposition [2.7]

Assume that [(u) > 0. Again, there is « € Iy such that [(squ) =1(u) —1. Asin
Lemma [T2.6] we have either 0 < (squ.\, @) < p—1 and then

Hk(G/Bv K;)\) = Hkil(G/Ba Kséau.)\)
or (squ.\, ) =—1= (u.\a) and then
Hk(G/Bv Kvi)\) = Hkil(G/Ba Kzau.)\) =0

by the second statement of Proposition[I12.2l Our theorem follows by induction on
[(u). O

Combining all of the above, we obtain the following characteristic free variant of
Penkov’s theorem (compare with [19], Theorem 1).
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Theorem 12.9. Let B be a (not necessary standard) Borel supersubgroup of G and
B’ be a standard t steps neighbor of B. If u.\ is typical (with respect to B), then :
(1) H*(G/B, K¢ ) = 0, whenever A € Cz \ Cy,.
(2) H*(G/B, K¢ ,) =0, whenever X € Cz, but k # I(u).

(3) H*(G/B,K¢ ) ~ indg,K;‘tt(;ll_p), whenever X € Cz, k =1(u).

Proof. The conditions A € C, \ Cz and A € Cy are invariant with respect to a
passage from B to B” and from A to A — « respectively, where B” is adjuacent to
B via « € II;. For example, the first condition is equivalent to the conditions :

(1) 0< (A +p,BY) <aforany 3 € dF;

(2) there is v € ®§ such that (A + p,7") = 0.
Here a = p whenever char K = p > 0, otherwise a = +o00. It remains to notice that
A—a+p" = A+pand & = (®")F. Therefore, one can assume that B is a standard
Borel supersubgroup. Observe that if B is standard, then Cz \ Cz = Cz \ X(T)7"
and Cz = Oz X(T)*. Theorem 2.8 concludes the proof. O

Proposition 12.10. If A € Cz and X is typical, then H°(G/B, K5) is simple.

Proof. Arguing as in the above theorem and using Corollary [[2:4] one can suppose
that B is standard and even more, B = B,,;. It remains to combine Theorem 1
from [I4] with Corollary 11.5.6 from [10]. O

13. EULER CHARACTERISTICS

For any G-supermodule V let [V] denote its isomorphism class in the Grothendieck
ring K(G) of the abelian category G —smod. If H < G and V' is an H-supermodule,
then one can define the Euler characteristic x(H,V) =3, <o(=1)F[H*(G/H, V).
In the partial case H = B,V = K§, denote x(B, K§) by x(B, X°).

Proposition 13.1. If B and B’ are adjacent via o € 11y, then x(B, \°) = x(B’', (A—
a)<tl).

Proof. The case p|()\, ) should be considered only. Combining Proposition
(2) with Proposition [THl (2, 3) we obtain

X(B,X9) = x(G/P(a), Lp((A = a)™)) + X(G/P(a), Lp(X)) = x(B', (A — a)™).
O

As in [§] we introduce a parity function p : X(T') — Zs such that p(A + a) =
p(A) + p(a),A € X(T),a € ®. This definition depends of ® = ®,, and it is
not unique in general (even if w is fixed). Let F denotes the full subcategory of
G — smod consisting of finite dimensional supermodules such that the parity of any
weight space coincides with the parity of the corresponding weight. It is not hard
to see that G — smod = F @ 11.F.

Let R = Z[e*] for all A € X(T'). For each M € F one can define the character

ch(M)= Y dimM,e" € R.
pneX(T)
Denote by K(F) the Grothendieck ring of the category F. Since the map ch is

additive on the short exact sequences and multiplicative on the tensor products,
ch : K(F) — R is a homomorphism of rings. Besides, the elements ch(L(\)) are
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linearly independent. Our convention about parity implies that for any two G-
supermodules M and N in F, ch(M) = ch(N) if and only if [M] = [N] in K(F).
Hence ch is injective.

Proposition 13.2. For any A € X(T') we have the following character formula :

Hae¢+(1 +e %) N
ch(x(B, %)) = 2 —1)%e*™
(B = P S
Proof. Observe that the above formula is invariant with respect to any passage
from B to an odd adjuacent B’. In particular, Proposition [I[3J] reduces the general
case to the case when B is standard, say B = B . Then B < P = P(llp) =
Stabc (3,4 1<i<mn Kvi). Denote by U the unipotent supersubgroup that consists
of all matrices of the form
E,, *
(&2 )

Then the multiplication map U x P — G induces an isomorphism of superschemes
that infers H*(G/B,V) ~ ind% H*(G/P,V) for any B-supermodule V (cf. [26]).
By Lemma B2 inds H*(P/B,V) ~ H*(P/B,V)® K[U] and the maximal torus
T acts on U by conjugations so that ch(K[U]) = Haeqﬁ(l + e ®). Since P =
Gy B, by Theorem [0 Ilwe have an isomorphism of G,-modules H*(P/B,V)|q., ~
H*(Gey/Bew,V|p,,). By Proposition 11.5.10, [I0], it remains to verify that

H (ea/Q _ efa/2) _ Z (—1)“6“p0.

a€q>0+ ueW

We leave this elementary exercise for the reader. O

The following proposition is a partial generalization of Kempf’s vanishing theo-

rem (cf. [10]).

Proposition 13.3. Let \ be a typical weight. If (\+ p,B8Y) > 1 for any B € ®F,
then H*(G/B, K5) =0 for any k > 1.

Proof. Arguing as in Theorem one can assume that B is standard and even
more, up to some inner automorphism of G, one can assume that B = B,;. It
remains to refer to Theorem 5.1 from [26]. O

Corollary 13.4. If \ satisfies the conditions of the above proposition, then

cot 14+e @
ch(HY(G/B, K%)) = g“ ;El _e_ai 3 (1t

ueW

Lemma 13.5. The following alternatives hold :
(1) If charK = 0, then X(G) is generated by Ber(C).
(2) If charK =p > 0, then X(G) is generated by Ber(C) and det(Ci1)?.

Proof. Consider an f € X(G). It is clear that f is an invariant with respect to

the adjoint (co)action v;. Let V be an one dimensional (simple) G-supermodule

that corresponds to f. We have ch(V) = e*, where A\ = f|7 € X(T). Moreover,

pl(A; + A;) for all pairs 4,7 such that 1 <i <m < j <m+mn (cf. [0, 12} 24]). In

other words, A = (a,...,a,—a+pt,...,—a+ pt). It remains to observe that the
———

m n
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group-like element g = Ber(C)* det(C11)P" defines a simple G-supermodule of the
same highest weight. Thus f = g¢. O

14. KEMPF’S VANISHING THEOREM FOR ARBITRARY WEIGHTS

Lemma 14.1. For anyr > 1, m : B, x UT — G, is an isomorphism of super-
schemes.

Proof. Since kereg, and K[B,] ® kere;+ + kerep, @ K[U,f] are nilpotent, the
morphism of superspaces dm : Dist(B,.) ® Dist(U;) — Dist(G,), induced by the
multiplication of Dist(G,), can be identified with K[B, x UF]* — K|G,.]*. Tt
remains to prove that dm is an isomorphism.

Arguing as in [20], we see that Dist(G,), Dist(B,) and Dist(U,") have the basises

R N R G B | (I |

er—€s€EP er—€s€EP 1<i<m+n 6k—636‘1>0+ ek—ese@f

E(mks) Eﬁks Eii
ks ks ti

er—es€Py er—es €D 1<i<m+n

and
(ks) Oks
I = II B
ekfese'iboJr ek—esecbf

respectively, where 0 < ¢;,0 < ngs, mrs < ", ks, Oks € {0, 1}. Thus our statement
obviously follows. O

Lemma 14.2. For any r > 1, m : B x U} — BG, is an isomorphism of super-
schemes.

Proof. Since U," (B = 1, one can identify B x U, with a subfunctor of a K-sheaf
BG,.. By Lemma [I41] BG, is a sheafification of B x U}. Since B x U} is an
affine superscheme, its sheafification coincides with itself. (cf. [25], p.721, or [10],
p.68). O

Lemma [[42] also infers that (BGy)ey = BeyGev,r = Bey X Uefm. Moreover, by
Corollary [10.3] we have an isomorphism
Hk(G/B7 K§)|Gev = Hk(Ge'U/Be'UGe'U;T7 (indgGTK§)|BevGev,r)'
Combining Lemma B2 with Lemma [[Z2 we see that ind5°" K§ ~ K§ @ K[U;].

Proposition 14.3. The Bc,Gey,r-module indgGTKi has a filtration with quotients

. . . B G
that are isomorphic to indg"
without repetitions.

" Kx—r, where m runs over sums of roots a € @1"

Proof. The affine superscheme BG,. /B ~ SSp K[U,] is obviously decomposable.
Since the torus T acts on U," by conjugations, our statement immediately follows
by Thorem 2.7, [3]. O

Lemma 14.4. Let C® be a complex consisting of free Z-modules. If for some
k > 0 there is a field K of zero characteristic such that H*(C® @z K) # 0, then
H*(C® @7 F) # 0 for any field F.
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Proof. Consider the fragment Cj_1 dk—?1 Ch i Cl+1. Since a subgroup of free
abelian group is free, for any ¢ we have C; = kerd; & V; and d; induces an isomor-
phism V; — Im d;. Thus C; ®z F = kerd; @z F @& V; ®z F for any field F'.

Notice that K is a flat Z-modue. Thus
ker dk

Im dk—l

H(C* @7 K) ~ ®z K #0,
In other words, there is = € ker dj, such that Zx ()Imdg_1 = 0. Vice versa, if there
exists = € ker dj, such that Zx () Imdy_; = 0, then H*(C*® @7 K) # 0.

Let X be a direct summand of kerdy, such that X is finitely generated (free)
Z-module and z € X. Observe that if t ® 1 € Im (dg—1 ®z F), then z ® 1 €
Im (dx—1 ®z F)(\X ®z F and the last superspace is spanned by the elements
y®1,y € Imdj_1 () X. Choose a basis of X, say x1, ..., 2, such that nyzq, ..., ngy

is a basis of Im dj_1 () X for some non-negative integers nq,...,n;. Without loss
of generality one can assume that ;1 = x. Then n; = 0 and our lemma obviously
follows. O

Remark 14.5. We obtain as a by-product that if dimyx H*(C® @7 K) < 0o, then
dimg H*(C* @7 K) < dimp H*(C® @7 F) for any field F.

Proposition 14.6. Let charK = 0. If H*(G/B,K%) # 0 for some k > 0 and X,
then H*(G/B, F) # 0 for any field F.

Proof. By Lemma[[08 H*(G/B, F5) ~ H*(B, F§ ® F[G]). The Hopf superalgebra
F[B] has a Z-form Z[B] = Z[G]/I, where a Hopf superideal I is generated by
the elements cy(i)w(),1 < ¢ < j < m + n. Besides, a B-supermodule M =
F{ ® F[G] has a Z-form My = Z5 ® Z[G]. The cohomology H*(B, M) can be
computed using Hocshchild compler C*(B,M) = {M ® F[B]®"} (cf. [10, [6]).
Moreover, this complex has a Z-form C3(B, M) = {Mz, ® Z[B]™} consisting of free
Z-(super)modules. The statement follows by Lemma [[14] O

Corollary 14.7. If H*(G/B,F5) = 0 for a field F, then H*(G/B,K5) = 0 for

any field K of zero characteristic.

For the sake of simplicity assume that B, = (Biq)er- In the notations of seventh
section, w = wi,wy = id. Thus fbg ={e—¢ll<i<j<mom+1<i<j<
m + n}. For any positive integer s let s denote the interval {1,...,s}.

Let f3; denote the weight €; — €;11, where i # m. The cardinality of {v €
®F|(v,8Y) = 1} is denoted by k;. More precisely, if 1 <i < m — 1, then

ki = (w  m+n\m)\w ' (0) + (w (i + 1) \w ' (mtn\m) =
n+ (w (mn\m)(w (i +1)\w (i)
Finally, if m4+1<i<m-+n—1, then
ki = (w6 (w ™ (m)f + (w™ (m) \ w (i + 1))* =

m — (™ (m) (Y (i + 1)\ w™ (0)))*

Theorem 14.8. Assume that for each B; the weight X satisfies (X, BY) > k;. Then
HY(G/B,K$) =0 for all k > 1. In particular, ch(H°(G/B, K¥)) = ch(x(B, \%)).
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Proof. By Corollary [[47] it remains to prove our theorem for any field of positive
characteristic. Combining Proposition [[4.3] with the standard long exact sequence
arguments it remains to show that all cohomology groups

Hk(Gev/BevGev,l ) indgzcev’lK)\—fr) = Hk(Ge'u/Be'uu K)\—Tr)

are equal to zero. The condition (A, 3}) > k; guarantees that (A\—m, 3;) > 0 for any
B;. Kempf’s vanishing theorem infers the first statement. The second statement
follows by Proposition [13.2] O

15. COHOMOLOGIES OF GL(2|1)

Let G = GL(2|1). By Grothendieck’s vanishing theorem H*(G/B, M) = 0 for
any B-supermodule M whenever k > 2. Thus if HY(\¢) = 0, then —ch(x(B, X)) =
ch(H'(\°)). Symmetrically, if H*(\) = 0, then ch(x(B, X)) = ch(H°(\%)).

There are three representatives of conjugacy classes for Borel supersubgroups
in G. They are B,,,w € {1,(23),(132)}. Assume that charK = p > 0 and K is
perfect. Matrices from 3&3) have the form

* 0 0

x %k

* 0 %
Respectively, matrices from B(_132) have the form

* 0 %

x %k

0 0 =

It is clear that they are odd adjuacent via €1 — €3.

Set B = B(_23). Then a1 = €1 — €3,a0 = €3 — €2 and p = 0. The only even
positive root is f = 1 = a1 + «. Besides, k1 = 2.

By the above convention H*(G/B, K5) is denoted by H*(\¢). We also denote
Hk(Gev/Bev; K)\) by Hégv()‘)

Since the elements of U5 commutes with the elements of U, U;5 acts identically
onV = K{®K[(U")1]|B.,c....- For the elements of Uz; the following formula hold

1 ci2 ci3
0 1 0 Ugl(a)z

0 C32 1
1+ ci0a 0 0 1 Cci2 c13
a 1+(ci2+cizces)a _ _cisa 1+ima 1+612a
(1+612a)2 ( 14ci2a )
1+(c12+ci13ca3)a €32
C32a 0 B T a— 0 1+ciza 1

Thus Us;(a) acts on V by the rule :
k A —2X 2 —A3—Fk XotAs K
Aty = (L4 c12a)M 7222787 (1 4 (e1p + c13e32)a) 2T ey,
k AM—Ae—k—1 k k A —Ae—k—1 k
ciac13 = (1 4 crpa)™ ™2 claC13; Clacsa — (14 cr0a)™ ™72 ClaC32;
k A —Ae—k—2 k
C15C13C32 (1 + Clza) 1Tz C15C13C32-

The above computations immediately show that Ky ® Klcia]e1s, Ky ® Klcia]ess
and K ® Klciz]cizese are BeyGey,1-submodules of V. The first two submodules

. . . BeuG . B.,G . .
are isomorphic to indg"" K)o, and indg’" " K\ _a, Tespectively. The third
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submodule is isomorphic to mdBe“ ' Kx_p. Moreover, let us denote the direct
sum of these submodules by W. Then V/W ~ mdB”Ge“ 1K

Proposition 15.1. The following statments hold :

(1) If (A BY) > 1, then H'(\) = 0 but HO(\) # 0;

(2) If (\,BY) = 0, then HY(\°) and H°(\) are one-dimensional G-supermodules
(of the same weight \) if and only if X has a form (a,a,—a + pt) if and
only if \ is atypical, otherwise H'(\¢) = H°(\¢) = 0;

(3) If (\,BY) <0, then HY(\€) # 0 and H°(\¢) = 0.

Proof. We have the long exact sequence :
0= He, (A — 1) @ Ho, (A — a2) @ HY, (A = ) = HO(\)|g., — HE,(A) —

— H;v()‘ - 041) @ H;v()‘ - a2) S Helv()‘ - ﬁ) — Hl()‘e)|cev — Helv()‘) — 0.
Assume that (\,8Y) > 2. By Theorem [[48 H'(\¢) = 0 but H? (\) # 0, hence
HO()\E) # 0.

Let (A, 8Y) = 1. Then
Helv()‘) = H;v(/\ - 011) = H;v(/\ - 042) = Hgv()‘ - ﬂ) =0
and we have the long exact sequence :

0— Heov()‘ - al) D Hgv()‘ - a2) — HO()‘E)|Geu - Heov()‘) - Hc}v()‘ - B) —

— H'(\9)|g,, — 0.
By Serre duality H}, (A — B) ~ H? (—=\)* = 0 (cf. [10], p.203). It infers again
HY(\¢) = 0 but H°(\¢) # 0.
Now, assume that (A, 3Y) = 0. Then
Hgv()‘ - al) = Hg'u()‘ - 042) = Hgv()\ - B) =0
and the long exact sequence is converted into :
0— H°(\)|g., = H,(A) = Hl,(A\—a1)®H!,(A\—a2)®H.,(A-B) = H'(X)|c,, — 0.

Again, by Serre duality H! (A — a1) ~ H? (—(A + a2))* = 0, HL, (A — az) ~
HY (—(A+a1))* =0and HL (A— ) ~ HY (—\)*. So, the long exact sequence has
the form :

O - HO()\E)lcev - H(?’U()\) — H(?’U(_)\)* — Hl()\e)lcev — 0'

By Weyl’s character formula ch(H?, ()\)) = e* = ch(H,(—\)*) (cf. [10], 11.5.10).
Thus either HY(A¢) and H!(\¢) are one dimensional G-supermodules or H(\¢) =
HY(\) = 0. By Lemma[I3.5the first opportunity holds if and only if A = (a, a, —a+
pt) for some integers a,t if and only if A is atypical.

Finally, if (A, 8Y) < 0, then H°(A®) = 0 but H'(X°) # 0. In fact, at least
H!, (A= B) ~ HY (—=)\)* is not equal to zero. O

Now, set B = B3,. In the above notations V' = K{ @ K[(U")1]lB..c.., has a
filtration by BeyGey,1-modules as :

Bev ev, Bev ev, BeU ev,
W =indg" """ Ky ©indp™ """ Ky, ©indg”" """ Kxta;—a, SV
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and V/W ~ inngGe“‘lK)\Jral. For example, the isomorphism Ky ® KJcia]csa ~
. iBevGeov,1 s s
indg™" """ Kx_q, Is given by

k—1
k ¢y Lk =1,
CloC32 °
Tacs2 — { S E— 0
Since ¢}y = 0 and Us2(a) takes cfycan to (1 + c12a)™ =227k ek, c30, the isomorphism
is defined correctly.

Proposition 15.2. The following statements hold :
(1) If (X, BY) >0, then HY(\°) = 0 but H°(\¢) # 0;
(2) If (A BY) = —1, then HY(X) = HO(X) = 0;
(3) If (\,BY) < =2, then HY(\¢) # 0 and H°(\¢) = 0.

Proof. The long exact sequence is :

0— He?v()‘) D He?v()‘ — 012) (&) HSU(/\ + o — 042) — HO(/\€)|GM — He?v()‘ + 011> —

S HL V@ HL (N —a) @ HL A+ a1 — o) = H (X)|a,, — HYL (A +a;1) — 0.

Arguing as above we see that H1(A€) = 0 but H°(\¢) # 0, provided (\,5Y) > 0.
If (\,8Y) < =2, then H°(\°) = 0 and since H}, (A — a2) ~ H°(—=(A + a1))* # 0,
H(\¢) # 0.

Finally, let (A, 3Y) = —1. The long exact sequence is converted into :

0— H°(\)|g,, = H (A +a1) = H2 (=(A+ 1)) = H'(X\)|g,., — 0.

Thus either HO(\)|g,, ~ H2 (A + a1) and H'(\9)|g,, ~ HY (—(A + a1))* or
HO(\¢) = H'()\¢) = 0. The first opportunity would imply that H°(\€) and H'(\°)
are simple one dimensional G-supermodules and hence (A, 3Y) = 0. This contradic-
tion infers that H(\®) and H'(\) are always trivial whenever (\, V) = —1. O

Remark 15.3. Comparing the second statements of the above propositions we see
that Proposition is no longer true for atypical weights!

Remark 15.4. Since ch(x(B, X)) does not depend on charK, Corollary [I1.7 im-
mediately implies that all statements of the above propositions hold in the case
charK = 0. Only the case B = B(_23) and X = (a,a,—a) needs some extra arguing.

But in this case H°(\®) always contains a simple supermodule that is isomorphic

to KBer(C)* C K[G], (see LemmalI31). It remains to refer to Remark[I].5]

Remark 15.5. The results of this section show that the statement of Theorem
[T7-§ still holds even if for some i the integer (X, ;) is less than k;. It rises the
natural question to find the minimal value of each (X\,[3}) that would infer the
statement of Theorem [I.8 We conjecture that Theorem [I1.§ still holds whenever
(A, BY) = min{m,n} for any i #m.
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