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Root Graded Lie Superalgebras

Malihe Yousofzade}ﬂ

Abstract. We define root graded Lie superalgebras and study their connection
with centerless cores of extended affine Lie superalgebras; our definition generalizes
the known notions of root graded Lie superalgebras.

0. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by a construction appearing in the classification of finite dimensional
simple Lie algebras containing nonzero toral subalgebras [22], S. Berman and R.
Moody [10] introduced the notion of a Lie algebra graded by an irreducible reduced
finite root system. This notion was generalized to Lie algebras graded by a locally
finite root system and well studied through a variety of papers; recognition theorems
for root graded Lie algebras are found in [10], [5], [21], [3], [6], [24] and their central
extensions have been studied in [2], [3] and [25]. Roughly speaking, a root graded
Lie algebra is a Lie algebra which is graded by the root lattice of an irreducible
locally finite root system R and contains a locally finite split simple Lie algebra
whose root system is a full subsystem of R. One of the important phenomena in
the study of root graded Lie algebras is their interaction with other classes of Lie
algebras such as invariant affine reflection algebras [20](see also [I], [4] and [I]]);
more precisely, the main ingredient in constructing an invariant affine reflection
algebra is a root graded Lie algebra [20] §6].

There have been two different approaches to define root graded Lie superalge-
bras. One is working with Lie superalgebras which are graded by the root lattice
of a locally finite root system and satisfy modified properties of a root graded Lie
algebra [21]; the other one is working with a Lie superalgebra £ containing a basic
classical Lie superalgebra with a Cartan subalgebra H with respect to which £ has
a weight space decomposition satisfying certain properties [7]. In fact in the latter
case, L is graded by the root lattice of the root system of a basic classical Lie super-
algebra. Root systems of basic classical Lie superalgebras are exactly generalized
root systems introduced by V. Serganova in 1996 [23]. Generalized root systems
are called finite root supersystems in [26] where the author introduces locally finite
root supersystems and gives their classification. Locally finite root supersystems
which are extended by abelian groups appear as the root systems of specific Lie
superalgebras named extended affine Lie superalgebras [27]. The so called core of
an extended affine Lie superalgebra is a Lie superalgebra satisfying certain prop-
erties which are in fact a super version of the features defining a root graded Lie
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algebra. This motivates us to define root graded Lie superalgebras in a general set-
ting. Our definition is a generalization of both mentioned notions of root graded Lie
superalgebras. In a series of papers, G. Benkart and A. Elduque studied Lie super-
algebras graded by finite root supersystems C(n), D(m,n), D(2,1;«), F(4),G(3),
A(m,n) and B(m,n); see [7], [§] and [9]. We give a recognition theorem for Lie
superalgebras graded by the locally finite root supersystem of type BC(I,J).

This paper has been organized as follows. We begin the first section with gath-
ering some information regarding the locally finite Lie superalgebra osp(I,J) and
conclude the section with a separate subsection devoted to extended affine Lie su-
peralgebras and their root systems. The material of this section are used to prove
our recognition theorem for BC(I, J)-graded Lie superalgebras. In Section 2, we
define root graded Lie superalgebras and realize extended affine Lie superalgebras
using root graded Lie superalgebras; we consider it as a first step of constructing
extended affine Lie superalgebras. Last section is exclusively devoted to the study
of BC(I, J)-graded Lie superalgebras.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this work, I is a field of characteristic zero. Unless otherwise men-
tioned, all vector spaces are considered over F. We denote the dual space of a vector
space V by V*. If V is a vector space graded by an abelian group, we denote the
degree of a homogeneous element 2z € V' by |z|; we also make a convention that if
for an element x of V, |x| appears in an expression, by default, we assume that z is
homogeneous. For a superspace V, by Endr(V'), we mean the superspace of linear
endomorphisms of V. If A is an abelian group, we denote the group of automor-
phisms of A by Aut(A) and for a subset X of A, by (X), we mean the subgroup
of A generated by X. Also we denote the cardinal number of a set S by |S|; and
for two symbols i, j, by d; ;, we mean the Kronecker delta. We use W to indicate
the disjoint union and for a map f: A — B and C C A, by f |., we mean the
restriction of f to C. Finally, we denote the center of a Lie superalgebra G by Z(G)
and for G-modules V' and W, by a G-module homomorphism from V to W, we mean
a linear map ¢ : V — W satisfying

olaxv) =zpv); x€g, veW.
1.1. On locally finite Lie superalgebra osp(I, J). For two disjoint nonempty
index sets I, J, suppose that {0,4,4,| 7 € TUJ} is a superset with |0] = |i| = |i| =0

for i € I and |j| = |j| = 1 for j € J. Take u to be a vector superspace with a basis
{vi|ielTUTUJUJU{0}} and

lvg| :=|i]; ie TUTUJUJU{0}

in which by I (resp. J), we mean {i | i € I} (resp. {j | j € J}). Take (-,-) to be
the skew supersymmetric bilinear form (-, -) on u defined by

(1.1) (v, v0) == 1, (v3,0) := 0, (v5,05) := 0, (v5, v5) = (=) (w5, ;) := 6,
for i,5 € IUJ. Now for j,k € {0}yUTUTUJU.J, define

(1.2) ejkiu—u; v v, (P€{0}UTUTUJU).

Then

(1.3) gl :=spang{e;x | j,k € {0yUTUTUJUJ}



is a Lie subsuperalgebra of Endp(ut). Suppose that v € {1, —1}. For ¢ = 0, 1, take
(Ay);:={s gl | str(s) =0 and (su,v) =~(=1)*I1"(u, sv), Yu,v € u}

and set

We next put

(1.4) g:=A_1 and s:=A;.

One knows that g is a Lie subsuperalgebra of Endr(u). Set
(1.5) b :=spang{hy,dy |t € I, k€ J}

in which for t € I and k € J,
hi :=eyr —egsr and dy = epp — €h k
and for i € [ and j € J, define

e:h—TF 0j:h—F
he = 0; ¢, dj—0, hi =0, di— 0j,

in which ¢ € I and £ € J. Then u is a g-module equipped with a weight space
decomposition u = @aeca u” with respect to b, where

(1.6) Ay ={0,%xe;,+6; i€l jeJ}

with
u’ = Fog, u =TFu;,, u % = Fos, wi = Fo,,, u i = Fv;
for i € I and j € J. Also for v € {1,—1}, A, is a g-module having a weight space
decomposition with respect to h. Taking R (resp. As) to be the set of weights of
A_y (resp. A;) with respect to b, we have
(1.7)
R ={+%e,, (e, £ €5),£0p, £(6p £ 64), £(er £6p) | 7,5 € I, p,g € J, T # s},

Ay = {£e,, 2(e £ €5), 20y, £(0p £ 04), £(er £6p) | r,s €1, pog € J, p# ¢}
Moreover, for r,s € I, p,q € J, r # s and p # ¢, we have
(Ay)e = spang (e, 0 + veo,r), (Ay)~ = spang(er,o0 + veo,r),

(AT = spang(ers +7esr),  (Ay) "% = spang(ers +7es,r),
(AW)ET_es = spanF(eT)S + ves,r, (Av)ze’" = SpanFé'y,ler,Fu

(A,) 7% = spangd, €5, (A,)%r = spangd,, _1€p.5,

(A,) 7% = spangd,,, —1€p,p, (A,)%+0 = spang(e,,q — Yep,q),
(A,) 7% 7% = spang(epq — veqp), (Ay)°» % = spang(epq + veq,p),
(A;)° = spang(eo,5 — Vep0), (A,)~% = spang(eo,p +ep,0),
(Ay)er o = spang(erp +7epr),  (Ay) ™% = spang(er,p — veps),

(AW)ET_% = spang(er,p — Yep,7); (Av)_eﬁ_[sp = spang(er,; + Vep,r)-



In the literature, g is denoted by osp(I, J) and referred to as an orthosymplectic
Lie superalgebra. We also refer to g as the split locally finite Lie superalgebra of
type B(I,J) (B(m,n) if |I| = m,|J| = n) and say b is the standard splitting Cartan
subalgebra of g. We also refer to the g-module u as the natural module of g and to
the g-module s as the second natural module of g. We take

g, = gnNspang{e;; | 4,7 € TUTU{0}} and g, :=gnNspang{e;;|i,7€JUJ}.
Then g, (resp. g.) is a locally finite split simple Lie algebra of type By (resp.
Cy) with splitting Cartan subalgebra spang{h; | i € I} (resp. spang{d; | j €
J}) and corresponding root system {0,+te;, £(e; £ ¢€;) | 4,5 € I, i # j} (resp.
{0,£26,, (8, £64) | p,q € J, p # q}) [19]. Moreover,

s, = {x € sNspang{e;; | i,7 € TUTU{0}} | tr(z) = 0}
is a g,-module and
s, :={x € sNspang{e;; | i,7 € JUJ} |tr(x) =0}
is a g.-module. We finally note that if
[I|=m, |J]=n and J:= Z 61‘1‘4'% Z €

2m+1 _ _ _
ie{0tUIuI icJUJ

then we have
55 =5, Ds, ©FT.

We have the following straightforward proposition.

Proposition 1.8. Use the same notation as in the text and suppose that I' C
1,J' C J. Consider (I.7) and take

R := RN spany{ei,0p i €I',5 € J} and S := As N spany{e;,0p |i € I',j € J'}.

Set
g:= @ Qa b Z [goﬂg*a] and S := @ ' ® Z ga .57a7

a€R\{0} a€R\{0} aes\{0} a€s\{0}
then we have the following:
(i) G is a Lie subsuperalgebra of g isomorphic to osp(I', J').
(ii) Consider s as a G-module, then S is a G-submodule of s isomorphic to the

second natural module of G.
(111) Suppose that V is a g-module isomorphic to g and set

we= P vie > ¢V
«ER\(0}  a€R\{(0}

then W is a G-module isomorphic to G.
() If K is a g-module isomorphic to s, then

T= @ Ko 3 ¢-K°
aeS\(0}  aes\(0)

18 a G-module isomorphic to the second natural module of S.
(v) Set Ty :={0,+xe;,£6; |t € I',j € J'}. If U is a g-module isomorphic to u,

then
M= B U'e Y U
a€el\{0} a€l\{0}
is a G-module isomorphic to the natural module of osp(I',J").
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1.2. The Lie superalgebra osp(m,n). In this subsection, we suppose the field F
is algebraically closed and gather some facts regarding finite dimensional orthosym-
pletic Lie superalgebras. We keep the same notations as in the previous subsection
and suppose I = {1,...,m} and J = {1,...,n}. We denote the set of gg-module
homomorphisms from a gg-module X to a gg-module Y by homg, (X,Y).

Proposition 1.9. Suppose that & 7, then

2m+1

homyg, (g1 ® ug, 59) = {0}, homg, (g1 ® ug,85) = {0},
homyg, (97 ® ug,57) = {0}, homg; (g7 ® ug,s1) = {0},
homg (gi ®505u0) - {O} homg() (gi ®517 6) = {0}7
hOIIl (gi ®507u1) {0} homg() (gi & 571, T) = {0}7
hom o (81 ®ug,g0) = {0}, homg, (g1 ®ug, 95) = {0},
hom 5(91 ®ug, g1) = {0}, homg, (g1 ® ug,91) = {0},
homyg, (g7 ® gg, 1) = {0}, homg, (g7 ® g1, u5) = {0},
homg, (97 ® gg,u1) = {0}, homg, (g7 ® g1,u7) = {0}.

Proof. We first note that gy is a gg-module isomorphic to ug ® ug and fix the base
{61 —€2,...,€Em—1 — €Em,Em, 51 — 52, e ,57171 — 5717 2577,}

for the root system of gg. With respect to this base, we denote the finite dimensional
irreducible gg-module of highest weight A by V() and recall that

for two finite dimensional irreducible highest weight modules V()
and V(p), V(A) ® V(u) is decomposed into finite dimensional ir-
reducible highest weight modules of highest weights of the form
i+ N for some X in the set of weights of V(\);

(1.10)

see [I3, Exercise 24.12]. We also recall that if V' is an irreducible g,-module and
W is an irreducible g, -module, then V' ® W is an irreducible gg-module.

homyg, (g7 ® ug,s55) = {0} : Suppose that ug @ usg = ®;_, V; is the decomposition of
the gg-module ug ®ug into finite dimensional irreducible highest weight gg-modules.
Now we have

1

homg, (g1 ® ug, 55) =~ homg, ((ug @ ug) @ ug, 5p) homg, (97, Vi ® ug, 55)

~ @j_; homg, (V; ® ug, 55)
~ @;_; homg, (V; ®ug,s,)
@ @i, homg, (V; ®ug,s,)
@ @j_; homg, (V; ® ug, FJ).

If homg, (Vi ® ug,s,) # {0} for some i, then there is a nonzero gg-module ho-
momorphism ¢ € homg, (V; ® ug,s,) # {0}. But V; ® u and s, are irreducible,
so ¢ is an isomorphism. We note that the set of weights of s, as a gg-module is
{0,£(0, £04) | 1 < p # g < n} while the set of weights of V; ® uj is a subset
of {£e; £y, te; ¢, £, | 1 <i,57 <m,1 <p < n} which is a contradiction.
Using the same argument as above, we get that homg, (V; ® ug,s,) = {0} for all
1 <i <7 Also as dim(V; ® ug) > 1, there is no isomorphism from V; ® u; to FJ
and so homg, (V; ® uz, FJ) = {0}.
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homg, (g7 ® ug,55) = {0} : Consider the decomposition u; ® u; = ®;_,V; of the
g.-module u3 ® uy into irreducible submodules. We have

homg, (91 ® ug,5p) ~ homg, (up ® (ug @ ug),s5) =~ homgy, (S7- up ® V;,50)
~ f 1 homyg, (ug ® Vi, s)
~ @j_; homg, (ug ® V;,s,)
& i 1hOIn (u0®Vivsc)
@ _1 homg, (u5 ® V;, FJ).

As before, since dim(ug®V;) > 1, there is no gg-module isomorphism from ug®V;
to FJ, so homg, (usg ® V;,FJ) = {0}. Also the set of weights of ug ® V; nontrivially
intersects {0, £, £¢; | 1 <p,qg <m,1 < j <n} while the set of weights of gg-
module s, and the set of weights of gg-module s, are {£e; £¢; | 1 <i,57 <m} and
{0,£(6, £64) | 1 < p < g < n} respectively. Therefore homg, (15 ® Vi, s,) = {0}
and homg, (ug ® V;,s.) = {0}, forall 1 <i <'s.

homg, (g7 @ s, ug) = {0} : Suppose that u; ®s, = ®!_,V (n;) is the decomposition
of the g.-module u; ® s, into irreducible submodules and note that by (LI0),
{1 <i<t}C{(d1+d2)E£dp|1<p<n}, soforl<i<t, n #0. Therefore,
dim(V (n;)) # 1 which in turn implies that dim(ug®V (1;)) # dim(ug). In particular,
since ug ® V(n;) and ug are irreducible gg-modules, we have

(1.11) homg, (ug @ V(n;),u5) = {0}; 1 <i <.

Next suppose that ug ® s, = &5,V (6;) is the decomposition of the g,-module
ug ® s, into finite dimensional irreducible highest weight submodules, then by
@I0), {0; | 1 <i<s}C {2,261 £¢; |1 <j<m}. Therefore, for each 1 <i <s,
the set of weights of V(6;) ® u; nontrivially intersects {2¢1 £ 0,,2¢1 £¢; £6, | 1 <
j<m,1<p<n}. SoV(h;)®u;j is not isomorphic to ug or uj as the set of weights
of ug is {0,%¢; | 1 < j < m} and the set of weights of ug is {£d, | 1 <p < n};in
particular, since V(6;) ® uj,ug and ug are irreducible gg-module, we have

(1.12) homg, (V(6;) ® ug,ug) = {0} and homgy, (V(0;) ® uz,ug) = {0}.

We also note that g7 and ug as well as g7 and uj are non-isomorphic irreducible
gg-modules, so we get that

(1.13) homg, (g7 ® FJ,u5) = {0} and homg, (g7 ® FJ,ug) = {0}.
Now using (CIT)-(CI3]), we have

homGE) (GT ®5(_)7u(_)) 2hornﬂo (91 ®537u0) 7] homG() (gl ®507u0) 7] homG() (91 ® Fj uO)
~homyg, ((u5 ® §5) ® ug, u5) G homg, (up ® (u7 ® s ), up)

~homg, (Bi=1V (0:) ® u1, u5) S homg, (u5 ® @i:1v(7h)7 ug)
~ @i hom%(V(ei) ® ug, 1) @ By homg (g ® V/(n:), ug)
= {0}

homg, (g7 ® s5,u5) = {0} : For this, we first note that if 0 # ¢ € homg,(u5g ®
V(ni),u1), then ¢ is an isomorphism and so dim(V(n;)) = 2n/(2m + 1) & Z, a




contradiction. This together with (II2)) and (II3]) implies that

homyg; (91 ® sg, u1) = homg, (91 ® 5,5, u1) & homg, (91 ® 5., u1) & homg, (91 ® FI, ug)
~homyg; (U5 ® 55) @ ug, ug) © homg; (U5 ® (ur ® 5.),u7)
=~ homyg, ;=1 V (6:) © ug, ur) ® homg, (15 @ GV (1m:), uy)
~@;_1 homg, (V(0;) @ ui,ug) ® @, homg, (ug ® V(n:), u1)
=~ @y homg, (u5 ® V (n:),u1) = {0}.

These together with [0 §3] and the fact that s7 is a gg-module isomorphic to the
gg-module g7, completes the proof. O

Recall ([LT) and suppose that [I| = m, |J| = n. One knows that
HI: {51 —52,52 —53,...,577,,1 —5n,5n—61,61 —€2,...,€6En—1 —em,em}

is a fundamental system for the root system R of the finite dimensional basic
classical simple Lie superalgebra g with respect to the positive system

{6p £ 04,20p,0,,0p, L €6, 6,6 |1 <i<j<m,1<p<qg<n}

Set p = (1/2) X pepr @ = (1/2) Xyept @, where Ry (resp. RY) is the set of
positive even (resp. odd) roots, then we know from [I5] (2.2)] that

the Casimir element I' of g acts on the highest weight

(1.14) g-module of highest weight A as (A, A + 2p)id

where “id ” indicates the identity map. Moreover, we have

—2(n —m) itA=0
(1.15) MA+20) =4 —2—d(n-m) if \=28
2—4(n—m) if XA=68 + b

Using [T} Thm. 2.14] (see also [I5, Thm. 8]), we get that the only nonzero elements
of

(1.16) U:=RU{+2¢ |1 <i<m}
which can be the highest weight for a finite dimensional irreducible g-module are

201, 01+ 02, 6 ifn>2,
251, 51—|—€1, 01 ifn=1.

One knows that up to isomorphism, the only finite dimensional irreducible g-module
whose highest weight is 201 (resp. d1) is g (resp. u). Also up to isomorphism, s
is the only finite dimensional irreducible g-module whose highest weight is d; + do
if n # 1 and €; + 67 if n = 1. The following lemma and its corollary are a slight
generalization of a result of [d] §3].

Lemma 1.17. Let n # 1 and consider (I.10). Suppose that X is a finite dimen-
stonal g-module equipped with a weight space decomposition with resect to b whose
set of weights is contained in V. Suppose that Y is an irreducible g-submodule of X
isomorphic to one of the g-modules g, u, s or the trivial module such that X/Y is
also an irreducible g-module isomorphic to one of the above g-modules, then X is
completely reducible.



8

Proof. For x € X, we denote the image of 2 in X/Y under the canonical epimor-
phism ~: X — X/Y by Z. Since Y and X/Y are finite dimensional irreducible
g-modules, they are highest weight modules. Suppose that A and p are the highest
weights of Y and X/Y respectively. We first suppose that (A, A\+2p) # (i, pn+ 2p).
If r is an eigenvalue of the action of the Casimir element I" on X, then there is
a nonzero x € X with 'z = rx, so 't = rZz. This means that either £ = 0 or
r = (u, pn+2p) by (LI4). In the former case, x € Y and so r = (A, A + 2p). There-
fore, the only eigenvalues for the action of T on X are (A, X+ 2p) and (p, p + 2p);
in particular X = X @& X, in which X, and X, are the generalized eigenspaces
corresponding to (A, A + 2p) and (p, p + 2p) respectively. Since T' is a g-module
homomorphism, X, and X, are g-submodules of X with Y C X}, therefore, we
have % = % @ % But the only eigenvalue for the action of I' on X/Y is
(s p + 2p), so X/Y = {0}; i.e., Xn = Y is an irreducible g-module. This also
implies that X, ~ X/Y is an irreducible g-module. Therefore, X = X & X, is
completely reducible. This completes the proof in this case. So from now till the
end of the proof, we assume (A, A\+2p) = (i, 1+ 2p). By ([LIH), one of the following
cases can happen:

e Y is isomorphic to X/Y,

e one of Y and X/Y is the trivial module and the other one is isomorphic to
u,

e one of Y and X/Y is isomorphic to g and the other one is isomorphic to u,

e one of Y and X/Y is isomorphic to s and the other one is isomorphic to .

Using the same argument as in [0, §3] together with Proposition [[L9 we get that
in the first case, X is completely reducible and that the last three cases result in
a contradiction but for the convenience of readers, we carry out the proof for one
case. Suppose that Y is isomorphic to s and X /Y is isomorphic to u, then by (LIH),
—2(n —m) =2 —4(n —m) and so 2772111 ¢ 7. Consider X as a gg-module, then
X5 as well as X7 are completely reducible Gg-modules and so for ¢ = 0,1, there
is a gg-submodule Z; of X; with X; = Y; & Z;. Set Z := Z5 & Z7 which is a Zo-
graded subspace of X. Since g-module X /Y is isomorphic to u, Z as a gg-module is
isomorphic to u. So X = Y5 ®Y; ® Z5® Z7 is a decomposition of X into gg-modules
with either Z5 ~ ug and Z7 ~ ug or Zg ~ u; and Z7 ~ ug. Since by Proposition [[L9]

homga (gi & 116,5()) = {0}7 homg() (gi ® 111,5()) = {0}7
homyg, (91 ® ug,51) = {0}, homg, (g7 ® ug,s1) = {0},

it follows that for ¢ = 0,1, gi7Z; C Z, and so gZ C Z. This together with the fact
that Z is a Zs-graded subspace of X implies that Z is a g-submodule of X. Also as
g-module X/Y is isomorphic to u, Z as a g-module is isomorphic to u. Therefore,
X is completely reducible. O

Corollary 1.18. Suppose that X is a finite dimensional g-module equipped with
a weight space decomposition with respect to h. If the set of weights of X is a
subset of U, then X 1is completely reducible such that its irreducible constituents are
isomorphic to one of g-modules g, s, u or the trivial g-module.

Proof. One knows that X has a composition series, say {0} = Xy € X1 C X5 C
-+ C Xy = X. Foreach 1 < i <t, X;is an h-submodule of X and so it inherits
the weight space decomposition of X with respect to . This implies that the set
of weights of X; is contained in ¥ and so the set of weights of the irreducible
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g-module X;/X;_; is contained in W. Therefore, X;/X; 1 is a finite dimensional
irreducible g-module whose highest weight is an element of W; in particular, it either
is isomorphic to one of g-modules g, s, u or is the trivial g-module. Now the result
follows using Lemma [[LT17 O

1.3. Extended affine Lie superalgebras and their root systems. In this
subsection, we recall the notions of extended affine Lie superalgebras and extended
affine root supersystems from [27]. We prove Lemma 2.28 which is essential for the
study of root graded Lie superalgebras. In the sequel, by a symmetric form on an
additive abelian group A, we mean a map (-,-) : A x A — T satisfying

e (a,b) = (b,a) for all a,b € A,

e (a+0b,¢)=(a,c)+ (b,c) and (a,b+ c¢) = (a,b) + (a,c) for all a,b,c € A.
In this case, we set AY := {a € A| (a, A) = {0}} and call it the radical of the form
(-,). The form is called nondegenerate if A = {0}. We note that if the form is
nondegenerate, A is torsion free and we can identify A as a subset of Q @z A. In
the following, if an abelian group A is equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric
form, we consider A as a subset of Q ®7 A without further explanation. Also if A
is a vector space over I, bilinear forms are used in the usual sense.

We call a triple (£, H, (-, -)) a super-toral triple if

e L = L& L7 is a nonzero Lie superalgebra, H is a nontrivial subalgebra
of L5 and (+,-) is an invariant nondegenerate even supersymmetric bilinear
form (-,-) on L,
e L has a weight space decomposition £ = PaepLY with respect to H
via the adjoint representation; we note that as L as well as L7 are H-
submodules of £, we have Lj = @qen- (L) and L1 = Baen-(L1)* with
(L)Y =L;NLYi=0,1,
e the restriction of the form (-,-) to H x H is nondegenerate.
We call R := {a € H* | L* # {0}}, the root system of L (with respect to H). Each
element of R is called a root. We refer to elements of Ry := {a € H* | (Lg)* # {0}}
(resp. Ry :={a e H* | (L7)* # {0}}) as even roots (resp. odd roots). We note that
R = Ro U R;. Suppose that (£,H,(,-)) is a super-toral triple with corresponding
root system R and take p : H — H* to be the function mapping h € H to (h,-).
Since the form is nondegenerate on #H, the map p is one to one. So for each element
a of the image HP of H under the map p, there is a unique ¢, € H representing
a through the form (-,-). Now we can transfer the form on H to a form on HP,
denoted again by (+,-), and defined by

(1.19) (o, 8) = (ta, 1) (a, B € HP).
It is proved that if for a € R; \ {0} (¢ € {0,1}), there are z, € (£;)* and z_, €

3

(£3)~ such that 0 # [2a,2—a] € H, then « is an element of HP [27, Lem. 2.4].

Definition 1.20. A super-toral triple (£ = L & L1, H,(-,-)) (or L if there is
no confusion), with root system R = Ry U Ry, is called an extended affine Lie
superalgebra if
e (1) foreach o € R\{0} (i € {0,1}), there are xo € (£;)* and z_, € (L£;)™“
such that 0 # [z,,7_o] € H,
e (2) for each @ € R with (a, ) # 0 and © € L%, adx : L — L is a locally
nilpotent linear transformation.
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Suppose that (£, H, (+,+)) is an extended affine Lie superalgebra with root system
R. It is proved that for « € R; (i = 0,1) with (o, ) # 0, there are e, € (£;)%,
fo € (L£;)7% such that (eq, fa, o := (it‘;)) is an sly-super-triple in the sense that

[eaafa] = hq, [houea] = 2e,, [houfa] = _2fa-

Moreover, the subsuperalgebra G(«) of G generated by {eq, fa, o} is either iso-
morphic to sly or to spo(2,1); see [27].

Definition 1.21. Suppose that (£, H, (-,-)) is an extended affine Lie superalgebra
with root system R. The subsuperalgebra of £ generated by L% for a € {8 € R |
(8, R) # {0}} is called the core of L.

Example 1.22. A basic classical finite dimensional simple Lie superalgebra L is
an extended affine Lie superalgebra with £ = L..

By [27, Pro. 3.3], the root system of an extended affine Lie superalgebra is an
extended affine root supersystem in the following sense.

Definition 1.23. Suppose that A is a nontrivial additive abelian group, R is a
subset of A and (+,-) : A x A — F is a symmetric form. Set

RC:= RN A",

R* := R\ R°,

RX :={a e R|(a,a) #0}, R,.:= R} U{0},

RX ={a€R\R’|(a,a) =0}, Ryn:= R, U{0}.
We say (A, (+,), R) is an extended affine root supersystem if the following hold:

(S1) 0€ R, and spang(R) = A,

(S2) R=-R,
(S3) fora € RY and 8 € R, 2(a, 5)/(c, @) € Z,

(root string property) for « € R, and 8 € R, there are nonnegative integers
(S4) p,q with 2(8,a)/(a, ) = p — g such that
{B+kalkeZ}NR={8—-pa,...,0+qa},

(S5) for a € Ry, and B € R with (o, 8) #0, {B—a,8+a} N R # 0.

If there is no confusion, for the sake of simplicity, we say R is an extended affine root
supersystem in A. An extended affine root supersystem R is called irreducible if R*
cannot be written as a disjoint union of two nonempty orthogonal subsets. An ex-
tended affine root supersystem (A, (+,-), R) is called a locally finite root supersystem
if the form (-, -) is nondegenerate.

Example 1.24. Extended affine root systems [I] and invariant affine reflection
systems [20] are examples of extended affine root supersystems. Also a generalized
root system [23] is a locally finite root supersystem.

Definition 1.25. Suppose that (4, (-, -), R) is a locally finite root supersystem.

e A subset S of R is called a sub-supersystem if the restriction of the form to
(S) is nondegenerate, 0 € S, for a € SN RX,5 € S and v € SN Ry, with
(8,7) #0,7a(8) € Sand {y - B,y + B} N T # 0.
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A sub-supersystem S of R is called full if spangS = Q ®z A.

e If (A, (-,-), R) isirreducible, R is said to be of real type if spang R, = Q®zA4;
otherwise, we say it is of imaginary type.

o If {R; | i € I} is a class of sub-supersystems of R which are mutually
orthogonal with respect the form (-,-) and R\ {0} = W;cr(R; \ {0}), we say
R is the direct sum of R;’s and write R = ®;c1 R;.

e The locally finite root supersystem (A4, (-, -), R) is called a locally finite root

system if Ry, = {0}; see [16].

We have the following straightforward lemma; see [26, Lem. 3.20]:

Lemma 1.26. If {(X;,(-,-);,S:) | i € I} is a class of locally finite root super-
systems, then for X := @;crX; and (+,-) := Dier(-, )i (X, (+,), S := UserS;) is a
locally finite root supersystem. Also each locally finite root supersystem is a direct
sum of irreducible sub-supersystems.

Definition 1.27. (i) Two irreducible extended affine root supersystems (A, (-, )1, R)
and (B, (+,)2,5) are called isomorphic if there is a group isomorphism ¢ : A — B
and a nonzero scalar r € F such that ¢(R) = S and (a1, a2)1 = 7(p(a1), p(az))2 for
all ay,as € A.

(ii) Suppose that (A, (+,-), R) is an extended affine root supersystem. The sub-
group W of Aut(A) generated by r,, @ € RX, is called the Weyl group of R; we

el

note that for « € R, and a € A, (S1) and (S3) imply that 2(a, a)/(a, @) € Z and

S0 1o : A — A mapping a € A to a — %a is a group automorphism.

Theorem 1.28. (see [16] §4.14, §8] and |26, Lem. 3.21]) Suppose that T is a
nonempty index set and U := G;erZe; is the free Z-module over the set T. Define
the symmetric form

(,):UxU—T; (e,¢5) =0, fori,jeT
and set

Ap:={e;—¢;|i,j €T} if |T| > 1,

Dp:={t(e;x¢j)|i,7€T, i #j}if |T| > 2,
(129) Br = {:I:ei,:lz(ei + Ej) | i,j€T, 1 75 j},

Cr = {i2€i7i(€i :|:€j) | i, €T, Z#]},

BCr := Br JUCr.

These are irreducible locally finite root systems in their Z-span’s. Moreover, each
wrreducible locally finite root system is either an irreducible finite root system or
an infinite locally finite root system isomorphic to one of these locally finite root
systems.

We refer to locally finite root systems listed in (L29)) as type A, D, B,C and BC
respectively. We note that if R is an irreducible locally finite root system as above,
then (o, @) € N for all @ € R. This allows us to define

Ron = {a € R* | (a,a) < (8,8); for all § € R},
R., ;= RN2R,, and ng = R* \ (Rsh U Rem)
Ryeq := {0} U R, U ng.

The elements of Ry, (resp. Rig, Res and Rycq) are called short roots (resp. long
roots, extra-long roots and reduced roots) of R. We point out that following the
usual notation in the literature, the locally finite root system of type A is denoted
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by A instead of A, as all locally finite root systems listed above are spanning sets
for F ®z U other than the one of type A which spans a subspace of codimension 1.

Convention 1.30. We make a convention that if a locally finite root system R
is the direct sum of subsystems R;, where i runs over a nonempty index set I, for
x € {sh,lg,ex,red}, by R, we mean U;cr(R;)«.

Theorem 1.31 ([26], Thm. 4.28]). Suppose that T,T' are index sets of cardinal
numbers greater than 1 with |T| # |T’| if T, T" are both finite. Fiz a symbol o
and pick to € T and py € T'. Consider the free Z-module X := Za* @® Orerle; O
Dper Lo, and define the symmetric form

(): X xX—F
by

(a*,a*) =0, (a*, €,) =1, (a*,dp) =1
(Oé*,Et) = Oa (04*75q) =0 teT\{tO}aqu/\{pO}
(€1,0p) =0, (€1, €s) == Ot,5, (0p, 0q) == —0pq t,s€T,p,qeT’.

Take R to be Ry UR.: as in the following table:

type Rre R,
A(0,T) {et —es | t,s €T} EWa™
C(0,7) {t(es tes) | t,s €T} EWa™
AT, T') | {et —€s,0p— g | t,s €T, p,q €T’} | TWa™

in which W is the subgroup of Aut(X) generated by the reflections ro (o € Ry \{0})
mapping € X to f — Ma, then (A = (R),(,) |axa,R) is an irreducible

a,a)
locally finite root supersystem of imaginary type and conversely, each irreducible
locally finite root supersystem of imaginary type is isomorphic to one and only one

of these root supersystems.

Theorem 1.32 ([26], Thm. 4.37]). Suppose (X1,(-,*)1,51), -y (Xn, (; ), Sn)
for some n € {2,3}, are irreducible locally finite root systems. Set X := X; @
@ Xy and () = (-, )1 D B (+,+)n and consider the locally finite root system
(X,(-,-),S = US;). Take W to be the Weyl group of S. If 1 < i < n and S;
is a finite root system of rank { > 2, we take {wi, ... ,wé} C Q®z X; to be a set
of fundamental weights for S; and if S; is one of infinite locally finite root systems
Br,Cr, Dy or BCr as in [IL23), by wi, we mean €1, where 1 is a distinguished
element of T. Also if S; is one of the finite root systems {0,+a} of type Ay or
{0, +a, £2a} of type BOy, we set wh := %a. Consider 6* and R := Ry U Rlxm as
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in the following table:

n| S;(1<i<mn) Rye §* RXm type

2 | S1=Ay, So=A, (L ezl S1 @ Sa wl +w? +WS* A(L, 0)

2 | Si =By, Sy =BCy, (ITLI|T'[>2) S1 P S wi + wi WE* B(T,T")
2 | S1 = BCrp, So = BCp, (IT,|T'[ > 1) S1 @ Sa wi + wi ws* | BC(T, T
2 | S =BCr, So=BCyp (IT|=1,]T"|=1) S1® So 2wi + 2w3 We* BC(T,T")
2 | S =BCp, So =BCp (IT| =1,]T"| > 1) S1 @ Sa 201 + wi Ws* BC(T,T')
2 | S1=Dp, So=Cqp (IT] >3,]T] > 2) S1® So wl + wi We* D(T,T")
2 | 81 =Cp, So =Cqps (IT,IT'] > 2) S1 @ Sa wi + wi Wé* C(T,T)
2 | S;=A;, So=BCr (T =1) S1® Sa 2wi + 2w? We* B(1,T)
2 | S; =Ay, So=BCr (|T] > 1) S1® So 2wl + wi We* B(1,T)
2 | 51 =4, So=Crp (IT] >2) S1 @ Sa wl +w? Wé* C(1,T)
2| 8 =A;, So = Bj3 S1 @ Sa wi + w3 W™ AB(1, 3)
2 | S =4y, So=Dp (T >3) S1® So wi + wi We* D(1,T)
2 | S, = BCy, So = By (|T] > 2) S1® So 2wl + wi We* B(T, 1)
2 | S = BCy, Sy = Go S1® Sa 2wl + wi We* G(1,2)
3| 851 =A1, So=A;, S3=A; S1 @S2 ® S5 | w] +wi+wd Wé* D(2,1,))
3| S1=A1, So=A1, S3:=Cp (|T| >2) S1®S2®S3 | wi +wi +wy We* D(2,T)

For 1 < i < n, normalize the form (-,-); on X; such that (6*,0%) = 0 and that
for type D2,T), (wh,wh)y = @2,w?)a. Then ((R), () | x. 1) is an irreducible
locally finite root supersystem of real type and conversely, if (X, (-,-), R) is an irre-
ducible locally finite root supersystem of real type, it is either an iwrreducible locally
finite root system or isomorphic to one and only one of the locally finite root super-

systems listed in the above table.

Lemma 1.33. Suppose that (L, H,(-,-)) is an extended affine Lie superalgebra
with irreducible root system R. Set V := spangR and denote the induced form on
V again by (-,); see (I.19). Take V° to be the radical of the form. Suppose that
VY — V= V/V0 is the canonical projection map and take R to be the image of
R under the projection map “~ 7. Denote by (-, -j, the induced form on V, then we
have the following:

(i) (A:=(R),(-,)| 1x 4, R) is an irreducible locally finite oot supersystem.

(ii) There is a triple (V, R, {Satacr) in which

o Vs a subspace of V with Y =V @& VY,
e RCVandRisa locally finite root supersystem (in its Z-span) isomorphic
to R; in particular, Rye is a locally finite root system,
o for each & € R, Sy is a nonempty subset of VO such that
— R=U,p(d+ Sa),
. (Rre)red R is of real type,
—0€e 8, forae { R R is of imaginary type,
— if Ripy # {0} and R is of type X # A((,0),C(T,T"),C(1,T), then for
all &, B e (Rre)sh, Sa = Sg; also for all &, B e (Rre)lgURiXm, S = 4
— if Rim # {0} and R is of type X # A(£,0),C(T,T"),C(1,T), setting
S := Sy for some & € (RTE)S;L and F = SB for some B € Rip, we get
that F is a subgroup of V° and

S—-25CS, S+FCS and 254+ FCF.

Proof. Using the same argument as in [26, Lem. 3.10], one can see that R,.
is locally finite in its F-span in the sense that it intersects each finite dimensional
subspace of spany R, in a finite set. So using Lemmas 3.10, 3.12 and 3.21 of [26], we
get that R is an irreducible locally finite root supersystem in its Z-span. Also using
[26, Lem. 3.5]; we get that R,. is a locally finite root system and the restriction of
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the form (-, j t0 Vye 1= spanFRre is nondegenerate. Therefore we have
(1.34)  the restriction of the form (-,-) to Vg := spang R, is nondegenerate.

Since R,. is a locally finite root system, by [I7, Lem. 5.1], it contains a Z-linearly
independent subset T such that

(1.35) WrT = (Rpe))y = Ree \ {20 | @ € Ry},

in which by Wy, we mean the subgroup of the Weyl group of R,. generated by T
for all @ € T. On the other hand, we know there is a subset II of R such that II
is a Z-basis for spanyR; see |27, Lem. 3.13]. This allows us to define the linear
isomorphism
Q: spanQR — Q ®z span, R
mapping & to 1 ® a for all a € II. Now suppose that R is of real type, then
cp(spanQRre) = spang(1 ® R..) = Q ® spany R = cp(span@]:?)

which in turn implies that spanQR = spanQRTe. Therefore, spanQR = spangT’
and so spanpR = spang7. But 7' is Z-linearly independent and so it is Q-linearly
independent. We now prove that T is F-linearly independent. Suppose that
{a1,...,a,} € T and {r1,...,r,} C F with }_I" , r@; = 0. Take {a; | j € J}
to be a basis for Q-vector space . For each 1 <4 < n, suppose {r! | j € J} CQ is

such that r; = >~._ ;r/a;. Then for each a € T', we have
N 2(@,0) i 2(ag,a) ~ 2(a, @)
=2 Taw T gy T2 aay
i=1 i=1jeJ jeJ i=1
2(a4,a)

Since € Z, we get that for each j € J and a € T,

a,a)
(erdi,d)iz Zr (@;,a) = 0.

i=1
So by ([L.34), S 1041 =0 for all j € J. But T is Q-linearly independent and so
ri =0forall 1 <i<nandjé€ J. This means that
(1.36) T is F-linearly independent.

Next suppose that R is of imaginary type and fix o* € R}, . Using a modified
version of the above argument together with [26] Lem 3.14] (see also [26] Lem.
3.21]), we get that

(1.37) T U {a*} is F-linearly independent.
For each element o € T, we fix a preimage & € R of o under ~ and set

Ko {&|aeT} if R is of real type,
{&|aeT}U{a*} if Ris of imaginary type.

We have using [26, Pro. 3.14] together with (L35) that V = spanFl_( Therefore
setting V := spany K and using (IC36) and ([L37), we get that V = V@ V0. We set
R:={a eV |30 €V da+o e R}, then Ris a locally finite root supersystem in
its Z-span isomorphic to R. Also since K € RN R, —K C RN R. So the subgroup
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Wi of the Weyl group of R generated by the reflections based on real roots of K,
we have

- Ryo)”  if R is of real type
+K)C d =+ K = (, re)red v )
Wi(FK) € ROR an Wk { R* if R is of imaginary type.

We finally set Sg := {0 € V* | &+ 0 € R} for & € R. Then R = U, _p(d + Ss) and

[e3

0e S for & € (Rre)red R is of real type,
“ R R is of imaginary type.

Other assertions in the statement follow from the same argument as in Claims 3,4
of the proof of Theorem 3.17 of [27]. O

2. ROOT GRADED LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

Definition 2.1. For a locally finite root supersystem R of type X. Set

{a € R |20 ¢ R}U{0} if X # BC(T,T")
Ro =
Rye \ (R%)sn if X = BC(T,T’) and R,. = R}, ® R?,
and
Rl =R \ RQ.
We call elements of Ry (resp. Ry) even (resp. odd) roots.

We note that for a locally finite root supersystem R, Ry is a locally finite root
system.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that (4, (+,-), R) is a locally finite root supersystem and
A is an additive abelian group. A Lie superalgebra £L = Lo ® £ is called an
(R, A)-graded Lie superalgebra if
e the Lie superalgebra £ is equipped with a (R)-grading £ = ©ae(ryL", that
is
— Lo as well as £y are (R)-graded subspaces,
— [£>, LP) C LY for all o, B € (R),
e the support of £ with respect to the (R)-grading is a subset of R,
o L= nemoy[LY L7,
e the Lie superalgebra £ is equipped with a A-grading £ = @xca*L which is
compatible with the (R)-grading on £, that is
— Ly as well as £y are A-graded subspaces,
— L% is a A-graded subspace for each a € R,
— [PL,rL) CAHL for all A, p € A,
e there is a full subsystem ® of R such that for 0 # o« € ®, there are 0 #
e€LNLYand 0 # f € 9LN L™ with k, := [e, f] € Lo\ {0} and for
B € Rand x € LP) [ka, 2] = (B,a)x (we call {k, | a € ®\ {0}} a set of
toral elements and refer to ® as a grading subsystem).

An (R, A)-graded Lie superalgebra L is called fine if for ¢ = 0, 1, the support £;
with respect to the (R)-grading is a subset of R;; also it is called predivision if for
a € R\{0} and A\ € A with A% := *LNLY # {0}, there aree € * LY and f € AL~
such that k := [e, f] € Lo\ {0} and for 8 € R and = € LP, [k,z] = (B,a)z. An
(R, {0})-graded Lie superalgebra is called an R-graded Lie superalgebra.
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Lemma 2.3. Suppose that (A, (-,-), R) is a locally finite root supersystem and A an
additive abelian group. If G = Gacr Boer 7G* is an (R, A)-graded Lie superalgebra
with a grading subsystem ®, then so is G/Z(G). Moreover, if G is predivision, then
G/Z(G) is also predivision.
Proof. Since Z(G) inherits the gradings on G, for « € R and o € A, we have
G+2(9) 9" +2(9) _ °G*
Z(9) Z(9) Z(9)

and that
G  G+Z(G) _Gi+2(G) 76+ 2(9)
70~ zo ° zo - D ~z@

More precisely, G/Z(G) is equipped with compatible (R) and A-gradings. Now we
prove that Z(G) C G°. For this, we suppose @ € R\ {0} and show that G N
Z(G) = {0}. If G = {0}, there is nothing to prove, so suppose G* # {0}. Since
spang® = Q ®z R, for each 3 € R, there is a nonzero integer n with nj3 € span;®.
This together with the fact that the form (-,-) is nondegenerate on A = spany R,
guarantees the existence of an element v € ® with (a,v) # 0. Suppose that k,
to be a toral element of G corresponding to . For each 0 # z € G%, we have
[ky, z] = (a,7)x # 0, so & Z(G). This shows that G* N Z(G) = {0}. To complete
the proof, it is enough to show if e € *G* and f € ~*G~ for some a € R\ {0}
and A € A with k := [e, f] € Go \ {0} such that [k, 2] = (8,a)x for B € R,z € GP,
then k ¢ Z(G). So consider «, A\, e, f and k as above. Since « # 0, as before, there
is B € ® with (o, 8) # 0. Now for 0 # y € °G?, we have [k,y] = (8, a)y # 0. This
shows that k£ ¢ Z(G) and so we are done. O

aER,cEA

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that (L, H,(-,-)) is an extended affine Lie superalgebra with
wrreducible root system R. Keep the same notations as in Lemmall.33 and set A :=
(UsepSa), then the core L. of L is a predivision (R, A)-graded Lie superalgebra.
Moreover, if R C Ry, then for i = 0,1, the support (L.); with respect to the
(R)-grading is R;.

Proof. We note that for each root o € R, L% is a Zs-graded subspace, so L. is a
Zo-graded subalgebra of £. Moreover, we have

L.= Z LT 4 Z [Lote, pmatT),

GERX,0€8, GERX,0€84,7€5 4
Therefore, we have

L= Z(ﬁc)d = (£C)O & (£C)1 = Z A(£C)

&GER ocEA

where
Lo)* =Y pes, L277 (ae RX),
L)’ = YaeRx Zoesd ZTGS—d[£d+U7 L7,
Ec)() = E@ NL. and (Ec)i =LiN L,

( C) _ ZaeRX EO'H-)\ + ZdeRX Zaesd [£d+o7£—d+>\—a] (/\ c A).
These define compatible (R) and A-gradings on £.. Now set

$ { (Rye)rea if R is of real type

—~ o~

>

R if R is of imaginary type.
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We know from Lemma that ® C R. Now for & € & \ {0}, since £ is an
extended affine Lie superalgebra, by [27, Lem. 2.4], there are e € LY = 0(L£,)%
and f € L% = 9(L.)~% such that [e, f] = ts (we recall t; from Subsection [L3).
Therefore, for 2 € *(£.)? C L3+ (3 € R, A € A), we have
[ta, 2] = (B+N(ta)r = (L5, ta)r = (B+ A &)z = (B, d)r.

Now assume R? C Ry, then using the same argument as in 27, Pro. 2.14], one gets
that
(2.5)

e if & € R and 2& € R, then & + Ss C Ry,

e if & € RY and 2& € R, then 2& + Sas C Ry,

oif & € RX , then &+ S, C Ry,

m?

eif o € Rrxe and & + o € Ry for some o € Sy, then &+ 7 & Ry for all 7 € S,.
Now the result easily follows if R is not of type BC(T,T"), B(T,T"), B(1,T), B(T, 1)
and G(1,2). So we just consider these mentioned types. From the classification
table of Theorem [[.32] we know that for types BC(T,T"), B(T,T"), B(1,T), B(T,1)
and G(1,2), R, has two irreducible components R!, and R?, and that R}, =
(RE)sn+ (R2)sh. We also recall from Lemma[[33that S = Se, for all & € (Rye)sh,
and F' = Sy, for all B € RiyUR;y,, satisfy S+ = S. Considering 23), to complete
the proof, we just need to show that if {4, j} = {1,2}, {r,s} = {0,1} and &+0 € R,

for some & € (R:,)s, and o € S, then
(Rf«e)sh + S g RT and (Rf;e)sh —+ S g RS'

So suppose that & + o € R, for some & € (R.L.)sn and o € S. By @0), &+ 7 € R,
forall 7 € S. Fix 8 € (RJ,)sp and 7 € S. Set a := &+ 7 € R, and pick e, € L and
e_q € L, such that [eq, e__a] = t,. We know that foreach ( € F, v:=f—a+( €
Ry and that [e_q, £7] C ﬁf;lmfﬂrc = {0}, so we get
{0} # (v, a)L” = [ta,L7]

= [lea,e—al, L]

- [eav [6,0” ‘C’YH - (_1)76[6*067 [eav ‘C’YH

= _(_1)T[e—a7 [em ‘C’Y]]
which implies that {0} # [eq, L7] C Ef_tf“. Therefore,

B+7+CER, (r€8,EF).
But S+ F = S, so we have 3 +1n € R, for € S. This means that
(Rie)sh + S5 CR,.

Finally using the same argument as above, we get that (R’ )s, + S C R,. This
completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (A, (-,-),R) is a locally finite root supersystem, A a
torsion free additive abelian group and G = Go © G1 = ©aea Byep AGY an (R, A)-
graded Lie superalgebra with a grading subsystem ® and a set {ks | & € ®\ {0}} of
toral elements. For & € ®\{0}, fit es € °G* and fs € °G% such that ks = [ea, fa)
and take T to be the linear span of {ks | & € ® \ {0}}. Suppose that G is equipped
with an even nondegenerate invariant suppersymmetric bilinear form (-, -).
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(i) Suppose that R = @jeJR(j) is the decomposition of R into irreducible sub-
supersystems. Suppose that {&; | i € I} C © is such that {ks, | i € I} is a basis
for T. If j € J and % € ®Y) := RU N ®, then k; € spang{ks, | i € I,&; € @D},

Moreover, if {r; | i € I} CF with ks = . rika,, we have ¥ = ), ricy; € Fogz A
(here we identify A as a subset of F ®z A); in particular, for 8 € R,
B:T—TF
ko = (6 6) (@€ @\ {0})
is a well defined linear function.
(ii) G has a weight space decomposition with respect to T with the set of weights
contained in {[; | B € RY.
(iii) Suppose that G is centerless. Assume that ¥y € R\ {0} and there are e € GV
and f € G~ such that k := [e, f] satisfies
[k, 2] = (B, &)z (z € GP).

If{r,rs | & € ®\{0}} C Z\{0} andry = D acd\(o) Tad, thenrk =374 i\ (0} Takas
in particular, k € T and (e, f) # 0. .

(iv) Suppose that G is centerless. Assume that € R\{0} and there are e,z € GV
and f,y € G~ such that t := [x,y] and k := [e, f] satisfy

t.a) = (B.d)e and (k2] = (B.d)z (z€G”).
Then t =k and (z,y) = (e, f).
Proof. (i) The form (-, -} induces the F-bilinear form (-, -)r : (F@zA)x (FRzA4) —
F defined by .
(r®a,s@b)p:=rs(a,b); r,s €F, a,b e A.

This is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form satisfying (span, R, span, R )p =

{0} for i,j € J with i # j (see [26, Lem. 3.21]). Since spang® = Q ®z R and
spang R = EBspanZR(j), we get that

Suppose that j € J and ¥ € <i>(j)'. Let i1,...,%n, J1,---,Jm € I are such that
Oy yevn, Oy € (I)(j), Gjyynns Oy & ®() and ky = ledn + ke, + Slkdjl +
o+ Sk, for some ri,...,7rn, S1,...,8, € F. For B e oW \ {0}, we have
GP # {0} and for 0 # = € G”, we have

[k")'v‘r]

= [rka, + -+ raks,, +sika, + o+ smka,,,
= Tl[kdn’x] ot rn[kdm ) ‘T] + Sl[kdh ) ‘T] +oot Sm[k‘ijm ) ‘T]

= 71y, B+ A (b, B)a + s1(dy,, BT+ -+ (cy,,, B
= Tl(Oé“,ﬂ)ZE‘F—FTn(OQn,B)I

= (Tldil —+ —|—Tn061n,ﬂ)]FI

2]

This implies that 4 = 716y, +- - ~+7nc, as the form (-, -)g on spang RY) = spany &)
is nondegenerate. Now we claim that k; = leail + -+ rukg,, - To show this, it
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is enough to prove that (ks — (rika,, +-+-+rnka,, ) kz) = 0 for all Bed\{0}as
the form is nondegenerate on 7. Assume § € ® \ {0}, then

(ky = (rike,, + - +raka,, ) kz) = (ky — (rka, +- + ks, ), leg, f5])

= ([ky = (rika,, +- -+ ks, ) €], )
= (y—mdy ++ TndinuB)F(eﬂ'u f3)
= O(eg f3) = 0.

This completes the proof. 4 _ .

(#7) We know that G = @BERQB. If z € G° (B € R), we have [ka, 2] = (8, d)z =
B(ka)x for all & € &\ {0} and so we have [t,z] = B(t)z for all t € T. So G has a
weight space decomposition G = EB,@ERQ(B) with respect to 7' in which for 8 € R,
Gh —gb.

(i4i) We know G =3 5 G and that for all a € G” (3 € R),

rk— Y rakaal = r(BA)a— Y ra(Bd)a
aed\{0} aed\{0}
= (Bry— > rad)a=0.
aed\{0}
This means that 7k — Zaeé\{o} reke 1s an element of the center of G and so it is

zero, i.e. rk = Zo‘teé\{o} rdké; in particular, k € T. Now to the contrary, assume
(e, f) =0, then for each & € @ \ {0},

(k7 kd) = ([67 f]7 kd) = (eu [f7 kd]) = (d,"y)(e, f) =0.
This contradicts the fact that the form on 7T is nondegenerate.
(iv) As G is centerless, it is immediate that ¢t = k. We shall show that (e, f) =
(z,7). Since % # 0, there is & € ® with (¢, %) # 0. Now we have

(e, /)1, &) = (v, d)e, [) = ([ka €], ) = (kas [e, f]) = (ka, k) = (K, ka)
= (k,[es, fal)
= ([~ eals fa)
= (Y,d)(ear fa).
This implies that (e, f) = (eq4, fa). Similarly (x,y) = (eq, fa). This completes the
proof. O

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (A (), R) 1s a locally finite root supersystem and
A is a torsion free additive abelian group. Suppose that G = ®xeca ®a€R AGY s
a centerless (R A)-graded Lie superalgebra, with a grading subsystem P, equipped

with an invariant nondegenerate even supersymmetric bilinear form (-, ) Suppose
that

o for \,u € A with A+ # 0, (*G,*G) = {0},

e the form is nondegenerate on the span of a set of toral elements of G,

o for A € A with *G¥ := G;N*GNG® # {0} (i =0,1), there are e € *GY and
f € G such that [e, f]; =0 and (e, f) # 0,
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e for &€ R\ {0} and \ € A with AGY = GNAGNGY £ {0} (i =0,1), there
are e € G and [ € *Ag{d such that k = [e, f] € Go \ {0} and for B € R
and x € QB, [k, x] = (B,djx,
then G is isomorphic to the core of an extended affine Lie superalgebra modulo the
center.

Proof. SetV := F®@zA. Identify A with a subset of V and fix a basis {\; | i € I} C A
of V. Suppose that VT is the restricted dual of V with respect to this basis. We
suppose {d; | i € I} is the corresponding basis for Vi. Consider d; (i € I) as a
derivation of G mapping = € *G to d;(\)x for all A € A. Set

L=GaVaoll
and define
deg(v) =0; ve VWi
(2.8) —lz,d =[d,z] :=d(N)z,  (deVhzeg),

[‘va] - [VaL] - [VTva] = {0}7

[z 9] = [, ylg + 2ier(di(@) )Ny (2,y €G),

where by [, -]g, we mean the Lie bracket on G. We next extend the form on G to a
bilinear form on £ by

V. V) = (VTva) =V.9) = (VTvg) = {0},

(v,d) = (d,v) :=d(v), deVive.

Then £ = Ly @ L7, where Ly := Gy @V ® VI and Ly := Gi, together with the
Lie bracket [-,] is a Lie superalgebra and (-,-) is an invariant nondegenerate even
supersymmetric bilinear form.

For & € @\ {0}, we fix e4 € °G* and fs € °G~% such that ks = [es, fa] and
that the form on

(2.9)

T :=spang{ks | & € @\ {0}}
is nondegenerate. We next set
H=TaeVel

and note that the form restricted to H is nondegenerate. We identify H* with
T* @ V* @ (V1)* in the usual manner. We also consider A € V as an element of H*
by A(t + v + d) = d(\). We know that

Lo=> > *Ggovevh and £;=>) Y *gf
AEA qeR AeA qeR

Forie{0,1},t€T,v€V,dGVT,BER,/\EAandxEAQ?,Wehaveusing
Lemma 2.6]7¢) that

[t+v+da)=[tal, +[da] =B+ Nt +v+da,

(t+v+d,VaeVi={0,
so for ¢« = 0,1, £; has a weight space decomposition with respect to H with the
set of weights {ﬁ~ + A BeRNe A,)‘gf # {0}}. Now suppose i € {0, 1}, B e R,
A € A with ﬁT—i—)\ # 0 and E?JFA # {0}. So if B # 0, there are e € Agf and
f e 7G7% such that k = [e, f], € Go \ {0} and for z € G7, [k,a], = (8, %)z.
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But since spanQ<i> = Q ®z spanZR, there is a nonzero integer r € Z such that
B = Zaeé\{o} ret. So k = %Zaeé\{o} reke € T by Lemma 2.6l This implies
that [e, f] € #\ {0}. Also if 3 = 0, take e € AGY and f € ~*G? such that [e, f], =0
and (e, f) # 0, then [e, f] € H \ {0}. Therefore there are e € E?JFA = Agf and

feL:? =G with 0 £ [e, f] € H.

Take R to be the root system of £ with respect to H and suppose & € R and
A€ A with @ + X € R. If & = 0, then it is easy to see that t;,, = A in which
t&,\ as before is the unique element of H representing &+ X through the form ().
Also if & # 0, we fix e € *G% and f € ~*G~% such that for k := [e, f] € Go \ {0}
and for all z € G° (8 € R) [k,z] = (&, B)x. Then considering Lemma 26, it is
easﬂy verified that t; , = (e, f)"'k + X\. Now it follows that R = RN A and

= {ﬁ +A| B e R N€ A PGP £ {0}}. We next show that adz is locally
nilpotent for z € 2G& = L+ (€ R* and A € A with @ + A € R). Let v € V and
d € VT, then adr(v) = 0 and if A = 0, adz(d) = 0. Next suppose that A # 0, then

we have

(adx)’(d) = —X(d)(adz)*(x) = —A(d)[z, [z, 2]
= —)\(d)[:E,[ ) ]g]
= _/\(d>([xa [xvx]g]g +Z(dl(x)v[xax]g))‘l
el
= —Xd)z[z,2]5]; € ¢** = {0}.

Alsofor B € R, p e A and y € ”QB since R is a locally finite root supersystem,
{ka+ B | k € Z} N R is a finite set. Fix a positive integer N such that for m > N,
mé + B ¢ R. If X = 0, we have (adz)N (y) = (ad,x)N (y) € GNé+8 = {0} in which
ad, denotes the adjoint representation of G. If A # 0, we choose a positive integer
n > N such that nA + p # 0, then

(adz)"(y) = (adgx)" —I—Z ,(adg )" ()N
i€l
= (adgx)"(y) € G"**7 = {0}.
Therefore adz is locally nilpotent. Thus (£, (-,),H) is an extended affine Lie

superalgebra with root system R = {3+ X | f € R\ € A, AGH £ {0}}. We now
show that £./Z(L.) is a Lie superalgebra isomorphic to G. We know that

Lo= > 2%+ Y Y P rgecgav.
GERX AEA GERX A\ HEA
Take II to be the restriction of the canonical projection map £ — G to L. with
respect to the decomposition £ = G® V@ VT, Since G& C L, for all & € R\ {0} and
GgY = ZaeR\{o} (G, G™%],, Il is surjective. Also if z € G and v € V are such that
z+v € Z(L.), then [z +v,G% = {0} for all & € R\ {0}. So [z,G%], = {0} for all
& € R\{0}. Then it follows that = € Z(G) = {0}. Therefore Z(L.) = LNV = kerIl.
This implies that L. is isomorphic to G. O

Example 2.10. Suppose that F = C and take I, J to be two disjoint index sets with
cardinal numbers greater than 2. We use the same notations as in Subsection [T} in
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particular u is a vector superspace with a basis {v; | i € JTUTUJUJU{0}} equipped
with a supersymmetric bilinear form defined as in (LI)). For j,k € {0}UIUIUJUJ,
consider e;, and gl as in (L2) and (L3) and for T'= >, rjkejn € gl, set T :=
> ik Tk k- Now set

L;:={X egl,| (Xv,w)=—(=1)XIIl(v, Xw);Vv,w € u}; i =0,1

L=L5D Ly - -

G := LNspang{e |,7,k € {0fUTUITUJUJ},

H :=spang{hs == ey —eppdy =epp —epgp |t €1, ke J}.
For i € I and j € J, define

Ei:H—)R 5j2H—>R

ht'—>5i,t7 dk '—)07 ht0—>07 dk '_>6j,k7 (tEI,kEJ).

One can see that with respect to H, £ has a weight space decomposition £ =
Bacr L™ with the set of weights

R:= {ie'f“vi(GTieS)viapvi(api(SQ)vi(e'f:t(sp) | 1 §T75§m7 1 Spngn}
and for 1 <r#s<mand1<p#q<n,

Ler = spang{i®(er0 — (—1)%€0,7) | & = 0,1},
Ler = spang{i®(er,0 — (—1)%eo,r) | @ = 0,1},
L2er = spangier,r,

L 2¢er = spangier,r,

£2%p = spangep,p,

L£—20p = spangep,p,

Lertes = spanp{i®(erz — (—1)%es,7) | a = 0,1},
L7~ =spanp{i®(ers — (—1)%es,) | = 0,1},
Ler—¢s = spang{i®(er,s — (=1)%es,7) | @ = 0,1},
Lp+0q = spang{i®(ep,g — (—1)*tleqg5) | @ = 0,1},
L1 = spang (i%(epq — (~1)**Hegy) |2 =0,1},
L% = spang{i®(ep,q + (—=1)*egp) [ @ = 0,1},
L = spanp{i®(eo,5 + (—1)*Tlep0) |« = 0,1},
L% = spang {i*(eo,p — (—1)**ep0) | @ = 0,1},
L0 = spang {i®(enp + (—1)Tlep ) | a = 0,1},
L0 = spang{i(erp — (-)*Hep) | a = 0,1},
Ler—0p = spang{i®(erp — (—1)*FTles ) | a = 0,1},
L=t = spang{i®(erp + (1) Tep,r) | = 0,1}

It is easy to see that the Lie superalgebra £ := 3" . L%+ >0 cpx[LY L7 is
a B(I,J)-graded Lie superalgebra with grading subsystem (Ry¢)red-
3. BC(I,J)-GRADED LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

In this section we illustrate the structure of Lie superalgebras graded by the
locally finite root supersystem BC(I, J). Throughout this section, we use the same
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notations as in Section [T} in particular, we recall g as well as s from ([4), A,
from ([6) and R, A, from ([I7). We set

U= {£e; t¢j,%e¢, 10, £, L€, 20, |t €1, € T =RU{£2¢ |i eI},

in fact ¥ is a locally finite root supersystem of type BC(I, J). Suppose that £ is a
Lie superalgebra such that
(3.1)

e £ contains g as a subalgebra,

e £ is equipped with a weight space decomposition £ = ®,cp L%, with respect to b,

o £0=3 cu(oyl€. €771

It is easy to see that £ is a W-graded Lie superalgebra with R as its grading
subsystem. One knows that ([B.I]) is just a generalization of the notion of root graded
Lie superalgebra in the sense of [7] by switching from finite root supersystems
to locally finite root supersystems. In this section, we study the structure of a
Lie superalgebra £ satisfying (3.I). Throughout this section we suppose F is an
algebraically closed field of characteristic zero; we also make a convention that for
a map f defined on a set X, by z/, for 2 € X, we mean the image of = under f.

3.1. Some Conventions. Suppose that a is an associative superalgebra and 7 is
a superinvolution of a, i.e., n is an even linear map with n? = id and n(ab) =
(—=1)lellPly(b)n(a) for all a,b € a. Next we assume C is an associative a-supermodule
and x : C x C — a is a superhermitian a-form of C, in the sense that y is an even
bilinear form satisfying

X(@y)" = (=) x(y,2) and  x(az,y) = ax(z,y)

for all ,y € C and a € a. Then b := b(a,C) := a @ C together with
(a+c)a +)=(a o +2x(c,d)) + (a-d + (=)l (/)1 ¢)

is a superalgebra. We set

A:={a€a|a"=a} and B:={aca|a"=—-a}
and note that

a=A®B.

We next define

0:CxC— A (c,¢)m 2x(e,d) + (1) Ix (¢, e))

©:CxC—B (c,¢)m L(x(e, ) — (=)< Ix (¢, ¢)).
Finally for g1 = a1+ b1 +c1,82=a2+ by +c3 € ABB®C, we set

(3.2) BE, g, = la1, az] 4 [b1,b2] +2c19c2, BT :=c1 and S5 1= co.
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3.2. Structure Theorem. We suppose |I|,|J| > 4 and fix a nonempty subset I
of I of finite cardinal number m > 3 as well as a subset Jy of J of finite cardinal
number n > 3 and set

P = {:I:ei + €5, +e;, :E(Sp + (5,1, :|:5p, +e; £+ 6p | 1€ ly,j € Jo},

R"" = ®\ {+2¢ | i € Ih}.

We next define the linear endomorphism id,,,, on u by

(3.3)

idpptu—u
Vg > Vo, Vi U, U > v, v > 05 v 0,
(iEI()UJo,jEIUJ\(I()UJo))
and for u,v € uand z,y € gU s, define

2(u,v)

[, v] : u — 1w; w— (v, w)u 4+ (=) (u, w)v — oo

idpn(w); w € u,

wov:u— u; w (v,w)u — (=1) (u, wyv; w e,
zoy:=azy+ (—1)llWlyz — ﬂ%idmm.
Theorem 3.4. Suppose that £ is a Lie superalgebra satisfying the following:

e £ contains g as a subalgebra,
o £ is equipped with a weight space decomposition £ = Pacu L, with respect to b,

o 20 = Zae\ll\{O} (Lo £
Then there are a subsuperalgebra D of £, superspaces A, B,C, even bilinear maps
raxa—a -:axC—C, x:CxC—a, (,):bxb—D
in which b := a®C, and linear maps
n:a—a and ¢: D — End(b)
such that (a,-) is an associative superalgebra, (C,-) is an associative a-module, 1 is
a superinvolution and x is a superhermitian a-form with the following properties:
o (-,+) is surjective, supersymmetric and satisfy (A,B) = (A,C) = (B,C) =

{0}, where A and B are respectively fized and skew-fized points of A under
the map n,

e considering the superalgebraic structure on b as constructed in Subsection
[Z1l, for each d € D, we have ¢(d) is a superderivation of b; i.e., D acts on

b as superderivations,

e dAC A, dBC B and dC C C, for all d € D,

[d, (8, 8")] = (dB, B') + (—1)lII'l (B dp"),
° ZQ(_l)\ﬁ1||53|<ﬂl,ﬂ2[33> =0,

i <a7 a/>aﬂ = m[[av O‘I] - [a7 a/]nv a”]a

o (o0")c = gy ([0, o] = [a, a'")e,

= mu(ﬁ )= x(e, )", al,
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* {ed)c" = sz (x(e, ) = x(e, &))" (=)D (¢ e —
(=)l I (e, ) -
Moreover, we have the following:
(i) There are subsuperspaces £, £2 and £3 of £ isomorphic to g® A,s ® B and
u® C respectively such that

c=(g'et’e®+D
Furthermore, if either |I| = m and |J| =n or I UJ is an infinite set, we have
g=g'o’a 0D,
more precisely, in these cases £ can be identified with
(gA)e(seB) e uel)eD.

(ii) Identify €', £% and £3 with g@ A, s® B and u®C respectively, the Lie bracket
on £ is given by the following:

(3.5)
[r®a,y®d] = (=Dl*¥([z,y] @ $(acd') + (w0 y) ® §[a,a'] + str(zy)(a,a)),
[z ®a,e® b = (=D)lel((zoe) ® ® 1[a,b] + [z,€] ® 2(a o)),
e®Dd, fRV] = ()" ([e, fl® 3(bob) + (e o f) @ 3b,b] + str(ef) (b)),
[z ®a,u® (| = (D zy@a-c,
[e®b,u® (] = (—1)Pley @b - ¢,
[u®e,v®cd] = (=D)l((uwov)® (coc) + [u,v] ® (coc) + (u,v){c, )
[(B1, B2), (81, 85)] = (B, B2) B, B3) + (=) P IH1PDIR (g (3, B) L),
(Br, ), @a) = TS (im0l @ (85, 5, © @) + (idmn 02) @ (55, 5, )

_nIBllzl+1820lx] « . *
[(B1,B2),e®b] = i ([idm,n, €] ® (85,5, 0 ) + (idm,n 0 €) @ [, 5, b))

—mstr(idm,ne)qz)l, ba], b)

(B, ) u®d = M(Z% i ® B 5.0) + (—1)Pllul+Bslluly g

(=) AT 131 el (85, oy 3z — (185Nl (81, ¢)765).

Remark 3.6. We mention that if |[I| = m and |J| = n, then the last three Lie
brackets in the above display will be converted to the following ones:

[(B1,Ba),x ®a] = (_1)\ﬁlllr|+\ﬁ2llrlI ® (B1, B2)a
(3.7) [(B1,B2),e®b] = (_1)\61||e\+|ﬂzlle\e ® (B1, Ba)b

[(B1, B2),u@c] = (=1)IAlluliBalluly @ (81, Bs)e.
&

To prove Theorem [B.4] we first carry out the proof for the case that |I|, |J] < oc;
at the first step, we suppose I = Iy and J = Jj.



26

3.2.1. Finite Case-The First Step. In this subsection, we assume I = Iy, J = Jy
and that £ is a Lie superalgebra satisfying (3.I]). Consider £ as a g-module via the
adjoint representation, then £ is a locally finite g-module, i.e., any finite subset of
£ generates a finite dimensional g-submodule (see [0, Lem. 2.2]). Therefore, it is
a summation of finite dimensional g-submodules. Using Corollary [LI8 £ is com-
pletely reducible such that each of its irreducible components is either isomorphic
to one of g-modules g, u, s or it is a trivial g-module. Now collecting the isomor-
phic g-submodules of the same parity, we may assume that as a vector space, £ is
isomorphic to

(02 A) D (g A1) D (sRBy) @ (s®@B1) D u®Ch) @ (u®Ci) D D;
in which Ag, A1, By, By, Cyp and C; are vector spaces and D is the centralizer of G
in £; in particular, D is a subsuperalgebra of L. Setting
A=Agd Ay, B:=By® By, C:=Co®Cq, D:=Dy®d D,
we can consider
L=@goA)d(sB)euel)eD.
Now using the same argument as in [9] § 5], one can see that the Lie superalgebraic

structure on £ induces a superalgebraic structure on A® B & C and that the stated
properties in Theorem [3.4] are fulfilled.

3.2.2. Finite Case-Compatibility of Subsuperalgebras. Throughout this subsection,
we assume that m’ > m, n’ > n, I = {1,....m'},J = {1,...,n'} and Iy =
{1,....,m}, JJo ={1,...,n}. We also assume

g:= ) g Y (g%,
acW\{0} acW\{0}

is a Lie superalgebra satisfying (B1I)). Consider £ as a g-module. As in the previous
subsection, it follows from Corollary [[LI8 that £ is decomposed into irreducible
submodules, more precisely,

(3.8) £=) gvad Ve ok
il jeJ teT

in which g is isomorphic to g, V) is isomorphic to u, s(*) is isomorphic to s for all
1€l,5€ J;teT and FE is a trivial g-module. As before, collecting the isomorphic
g-submodules, we may assume

(3.9) L=@gA)d(sB)auel)dE,
in which A, B,C are vector superspaces. We recall (B3] and use Proposition [[.8 to

get that
Gi= > o+ Y. %"
aeR™™\{0} a€R™ ™\ {0}
is a subsuperalgebra of g isomorphic to osp(m,n) with Cartan subalgebra

H= > (89
OLGRWL”\{O}
and root system R™". Consider (33) and set

L= > g0 Y [£,¢7

ac®\{0} ace®\{0}
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It is easy to see that £ has a weight space decomposition £ =
to H with

ace L% with respect

Ea,_{sa a e\ {0}
' >aca\ (o3 [€7 €7 a=0.
This in particular implies that
(3.10) £o=> (@M e > (Ve (s)* (ae@\{0}).
i€l jeJ teT
Moreover, setting
A = spanZRm’n NA, and Ay:= spanZRm’n N As,

and using Proposition [[L8) we have the following G-modules

G .= ZaeRW‘\{o}(g(i))a + 2 aermm\ (0} (0% (g)=],
UD =3 can V) + Toear o la® (VO) 7,

S(t) = Za€A2\{O} (5(t))a + ZaEAz\{O} [gaa (5(t))—a]

which are respectively isomorphic to G, to the natural module U of G and to the
second natural module S of G. Also it is immediate that

1) £ contains G as a subalgebra,
2) L is equipped with a weight space decomposition £ = L, with respect to H,

acd
3)L0= > [L L7
acd\{0}

and so as above L is completely reducible with irreducible constituents isomorphic
to G, U, S or to the trivial module. Since ), ;G @ dies UD &3, 8D is a
G-submodule of £, there is a submodule D of £ such that

£=Y6"aY uVed sWe.
i€l jeJ teT
But for each nonzero a € @ \ {0},
L& — g — Z(g(i))a ® Z(V(j))a ® Z(s(t))a C Z ¢ o Zu(j) ® Zg(t).
icl jed teT icl jeJ teT

This means that D is a trivial G-module. Now considering (89) and using the fact
that vector spaces are flat, we may assume

L=GaA)aSeB) e UC)dD,

in fact we identify G ® A, S ® B and U ® C with subspaces of g ® A, s ® B and
u ® C respectively. Now using the same argument as in [24] Lem. 3.6 and Pro.
3.10], A® B @ C is equipped with a superalgebraic structure derived from the Lie
superalgebraic structures on £ and £,

L=(geA)eueB) e (E®C)+D
and the stated properties in Theorem [3.4] hold.
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3.2.3. Proof of Theorem[3} We recall that Iy C I and Jy C J are finite subsets
with |Iy| = m and |Jy| = n. Take A and T to be index sets with a symbol 0 belonging
to ANT such that {I) | A € A} (resp. {J, | v € T'}) is the set of finite subsets of I
(resp. J) containing Iy (resp. Jp). For (A,y) € A x T, set

o = Nspang{e;, dp | ¢ € In,p € J4}, Aiﬁ := Ay Nspang{e;,dp | i € In,p € Jy},
A, ) X, .
R = Rnspany{e, 0, | i€ I,pe Jy}, Ay :=AsNspany{e;,d, |i € Ir,p e Jy}.
and take
Ay a a a—a Ay a a, —a
£ = e B e [E5 27w = ZaeAi’” u® + ZaeAi’” giu"e,

A,y Ay

0 = Daert 0T e [0%07] s =N 8T R A 87T

Using the result of Subsection B.2.2] we find a subsuperalgebra D of £” and
superspaces A, B and C such that the properties stated in Theorem [3.4] are satisfied
and

2o,o _ (go,o ®.A) ® (50,0 ®B) @ (uo,o ®C) & D,
moreover, for A € A and v €T,

~

€7 =g e Ao @B oW ©C) +D.
Now the result follows using the same argument as in [24] Thm. 4.1]. O
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