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FIRST COHOMOLOGIES OF AFFINE, VIRASORO AND LATTICE VERTEX
OPERATOR ALGEBRAS

FEI QI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the first cohomologies for the following three examples of
vertex operator algebras: (i) the simple affine VOA associated with a simple Lie algebra with
positive integral level; (ii) the Virasoro VOA corresponding to minimal models; and (iii) the
lattice VOA assoicated with a positive definite even lattice. We prove that in all these cases,
the first cohomology H*(V, W) consists of zero-mode derivations for every N-graded V-module
W (where the grading is not necessarily given by the L(0) operator). This agrees with the
conjecture made by Yi-Zhi Huang and the author in 2018. The relationship between the first
cohomology of the VOA and that of the associated Zhu’s algebra is also discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the representation theory of various algebras (including, but not limited to, commutative
associative algebras, associative algebras, Lie algebras, etc.), one of the main tools is the cohomo-
logical method. The powerful method of homological algebra often provides a unified treatment
of many results in representation theory, giving not only solutions to open problems, but also
conceptual understandings to the results.

Vertex operator algebras (VOAs hereafter) arose naturally in both mathematics and physics
(see [BPZ|, [B], and [FLM]) and are analogous to both Lie algebras and commutative associative
algebras. In [Hua2|, Yi-Zhi Huang introduced a cohomology theory for grading-restricted vertex
algebras and modules that are analogous to Harrison cohomology for commutative associative
algebras. Huang’s construction uses linear maps from the tensor powers of the vertex algebra to
suitable spaces of “rational functions valued in the algebraic completion of a V-module” satisfying
some natural conditions, including a technical convergence condition. Geometrically, this coho-
mology theory is consistent with the geometric and operadic formulation of VOA. Algebraically,
the first and second cohomologies are given by (grading-preserving) derivations and first-order
deformations, similarly to those for commutative associative algebras.

The vanishing theorem of an associative algebra states that the algebra is semisimple if and
only if first Hochschild cohomologies with coefficients in all bimodules vanish, or equivalently,
if and only if every derivation from the algebra to any bimodule is inner. Naturally, we expect
similar results in VOAs. In [Q], the author generalized Huang’s work and introduced a coho-
mology theory for meromorphic open-string vertex algebras (a non-commutative generalization
to VOAs) and their bimodules, analogously to the Hochschild cohomology for (not-necessarily-

commutative) associative algebras and the bimodules. The early version of [HQ| proved a vertex
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algebraic version of the if part of the vanishing theorem: if V' is a meromorphic open-string vertex
algebra such that the first cohomology H'(V, W) = 0 for every V-bimodule W, then every left
V-module satisfying a technical but natural convergence condition is completely reducible.

For cohomological methods, the only if part of the vanishing theorem is much more useful in
calculations. A common practice is to start from a long exact sequence, then use the vanishing
theorem to fill zeros in various spots, and conclude various isomorphisms. While H'(V, W) = 0
holds trivially for every irreducible V-module W with non-integral lowest weight, we found
that if the lowest weight is an integer, H'(V,W) is generally not zero. Indeed for a VOA
V and a V-module W, it follows from the Jacobi identity that the zero-mode v — wov =
ResmeIL(_l)Yw(v, —z)w of any weight-1 element w defines a grading-preserving derivation V' —
W (provided that the map is not constantly zero), called zero-mode derivations. We denote
the space of such derivations by Z*(V, W) (which stays zero if W has no elements of integral
weights). Conceptually, we believe that such derivations exist because the cohomologies in [Hua2|
and in [Q] are analogous to Harrison and Hochschild for (commutative) associative algebras that
“missed” the analogous Lie algebra structure on a VOA. The final version of [HQ] proved the
same conclusion under the revised condition that H'(V,W) = Z1(V, W) for every V-bimodule
w.

A natural question then arises along the way: does HY(V,W) = Z%(V,W) hold for every
V-bimodule? We conjecture that this holds when V is strongly rational, i.e., if every weak
V-module is a direct sum of its irreducible submodules. Since the associated Zhu's algebra
is semisimple in this case, it seems promising to study the relation of H'(V,W) to the first
cohomology of Zhu’s algebras. We attempted and disappointedly found that though Zhu’s algebra
can simplify the computation and provide some interesting results regarding the first cohomology,
it is usually insufficient to fully determine H'(V, W), partly because Zhu’s algebra forgets some
crucial structures. For example, Zhu’s algebra associated with the lattice VOA is one-dimensional
when the lattice is even, positive definite, and unimodular. In this case, Zhu's algebra tells
nothing about H(V, W).

Nevertheless, we still managed to prove H'(V, W) = Z'(V, W) for some of the most important
examples of VOAs V and V-modules W. More precisely, we consider the cases where V' takes:

(1) the simple affine VOA V' = L4(l,0) assoicated with a simple Lie algebra g with positive
integral level [;
(2) the Virasoro VOA with central charge
(» — )
6pq
(3) the lattice VOA Vi, assoicated with a positive definite even lattice Lyg.
For every V-module W with N-grading, we showed that HY(V,W) = ZY(V,W) in all these

three cases. In particular, the conclusion applies to modules for affine and lattice VOAs with

c=1- for some integers p,q > 2, ged(p,q) = 1.
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L(0)-grading, since the L(0)-weights are all nonnegative. On the other hand, modules for the
Virasoro VOA may have negative L(0)-weights. We managed to prove H(V,W) = Z(V, W)
when the lowest L(0)-weight of W is greater or equal to —3. Though we believe the same should
hold in general and proposed an algorithmic approach that can further lower the bound —3, it is
unlikely that this approach leads to a general proof. More conceptual approaches are necessary
and shall be considered in the future.

We focus on the N-grading and the L(0)-grading because they are the most natural choices.
The N-grading case is considered to be more important because the conclusions in [HQ] only
requires H'(V, W) = Z'(V,W) to hold for every V-bimodule with the canonical N-grading. We
believe that the conjecture should hold for arbitrary grading, and every (not necessarily grading-
preserving) derivation should be a “zero-mode derivation” associated with some element w € W.
But the method in the current paper is unlikely to achieve that goal.

We emphasize that all the V-modules W considered in this paper are regarded as V-bimodules
via the right action w ® v = Y1, (w, z)v = e"“(“D Yy (v, —x)w. We further emphasize that the
conclusions in this paper are by-no-means sufficient to conclude the conjecture made in [HQ).
The conjecture requires H'(V,W) = ZY(V,W) for every V-bimodule W, the right-action on
which is not necessarily related to the left-action. To fully prove the conjecture, it is necessary
to classify all V-bimodules. This shall be discussed in future studies.

The paper is organized as follows.

Section 2 reviews the basic definitions and discusses some general facts regarding derivations
and zero-mode derivations, including the construction of a natural map from H'(V, W) to the
first cohomology of the (higher level) Zhu’s algebra assoicated with V.

Sections 3, 4 and 5 study H'(V,W) for the three types of VOAs V and their irreducible
modules W. We first show H*(V, W) = Z(V,W) for L(0)-graded W with nonnegative weights,
then for W with the canonical N-grading with zero lowest weight, finally for W with arbitrary
N-grading. In addition, Section 3 also discusses the image of the map constructed in Section 2
(Proposition [3.2]); Section 4 gives a counter-example to H'(V,W) = Z(V,W) when V is the
Virasoro VOA not corresponding to minimal models (Proposition [L.5)); Section 4 also discusses
the case when L(0)-weight of W is negative (Theorem [A.10]).

Section 6 provides a summary of the results and gives some remarks regarding future work.
Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Yi-Zhi Huang for his long-term constant
support, especially for the valuable suggestions and comments that greatly improved this paper.
The author would also like to thank the Pacific Institute of Mathematical Science for offering the
opportunity of teaching a network-wide graduate course on vertex algebras and Ethan Armitage,
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2. BASIC DEFINITIONS AND SOME GENERAL FACTS

In this paper, we assume that the reader is familiar with the basic notions and results in
the theory of VOAs. In particular, we assume that the reader is familiar with weak modules,
N-gradable weak modules, generalized modules, and related results. Our terminology and con-
ventions follow those in [FLM]|, [FHL|, and [LL].

In this section, (V,Y,1,w) is VOA; (W, Yy ) is a generalized V-module, i.e., W =[], ,cc Wim)

is the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces
Wim) = {w € W : (L(0) — m)"w = 0 for some n € Z }

of the operator L(0). We also require that for every m € C, W,,_,,) = 0 for every sufficiently

large n € Z4. In case W is irreducible, W =[] N Win) = 2o Wiy4n) for some v € C. In

mey+
other words, W is N-gradable by the operator L(O;S — v, where L(0)s is the semisimple part of
the operator L(0). This is one of the many cases when the grading of W is better shifted by a
constant away from the L(0)-grading.

Conventions of Notations and Terminologies In this paper, we will use the notation dyy
for the grading operator of W. Certainly it is most natural to choose dy = L(0)s. But we would
like to allow dy on each irreducible component of W to be shifted by a constant o € C, i.e.,
dw takes L(0)s + a on an irreducible component. If W is irreducible and has lowest weight ~,
dw = L(0)s — v gives an N-grading, called the canonical N-grading. From now on, Wi will be

used to denote the eigenspace of dyy instead of L(0)s, i.e., for m € C,
Wi = {w € W : dww = mw}.

We also say a V-module W is L(0)-isomorphic (or L(0)s-isomorphic) to V, if the L(0)-graded
(or L(0)s-graded) module W is isomorphic to V. Note that we are not requiring dy = L(0) or
dw = L(0)s.

2.1. First cohomology of VOAs. The cohomology theory of grading-restricted vertex algebras
was introduced in [Hua2] using certain maps from tensor products of V to the space of W-
valued rational functions. The maps should satisfy L(0)- and L(—1)-conjugation properties
and a natural but technical composable condition. Theorem 1.1 in [Hual| points out that the
first cohomology H'(V,W) is isomorphic to the space of grading-preserving derivations. Since
this paper mainly concerns the first cohomology, we will use this result without going into the

technical composable condition here.

Definition 2.1. A linear map F : V — W is a grading-preserving derivation, if
(1) FoL(0) =dwo F.
(2) For every u,v € V,

F(Y(u,z)v) = Yy (u,x)F(v) + Y‘}{/VV(F(U), x)v.
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Here YV, (w, z)v = MDYy (0, —2)w.

Notation 2.2. YMI/}/V is indeed an intertwining operator of type (v‘[ﬁvv) satisfying the corresponding

—=Lin YW, (w, z), as we normally

Jacobi identity. We use the notation w,, for the coefficient of x
do with intertwining operators. More precisely, w,, : V' — W is a linear map sending v € V to
Resm:E"YMVyv(w, x)v. For convenience, we also write
Vit (w,z) = wpz™""" € Hom(V, W)[[z, 2~ ]).
nez
By a straightforward computation, we see that
(_1)i+1+j

wiv = (=1) w4+ (=12 L(=1)vipw + - - + L= v jw+ -,

4!
for w € W,v € V,n € Z. This formula will be frequently used in computing w;v without explicit

reference.

Remark 2.3. It is shown in [Hual] that the first cohomology H'(V,W) and H(V, W) con-
structed in [Hua2| are both isomorphic to the space of grading-preserving derivations from V' to
W. Note that [Hua2| constructed the cohomology theory for grading-restricted vertex algebras
and modules, where the conformal element is not required to exist. In particular, the L(0)-
operator in [Hua2| is not required to be a component of the vertex operator associated with the
conformal element w. It can still be defined even without the existence of conformal element.

The notation L(0) is replaced by dy in the later papers [Q] and [HQ)J.

Remark 2.4. We should emphasize that H'(V, W) depends on the choice of the grading dyy.
Different choices of grading give different cohomologies. For example, if W is an irreducible V-
module whose lowest L(0)-weight + is not an integer, it is clear that HY(V, W) = 0 if dy = L(0),
while H'(V, W) is generally nonzero with the canonical N-grading given by dy = L(0) — 7.
Remark 2.5. It also follows trivially from the definition that

H' (V,Wy @ W) = HY(V,W1) & H' (V, W>).
Thus if every V-module is completely reducible, it suffices to study H'(V, W) for irreducible W.
Remark 2.6. It follows from the definition of F' that F'o L(—1) = L(—1) o F. The following
argument is given by Huang: By setting u = v = 1 one sees immediately that F'(1) = 0. Thus

F(Y('U,%)l) = YVIV}/V(F(U)ax)l

Taking the derivative on both sides and use L(—1)-derivative property for Y&/VV.

d d

P ¥ (v,2)1) = %YWWV(F(U)’x)l = Yy (L(-1)F(v), )1,
On the other hand, it follows from the L(—1)-derivative property of Y that

d

%F(Y(v,x)l) = F(Y(L(-1)v,2)1) = Y4 (F(L(-1)v), 2)1.
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Thus Y%, (F(L(—=1)v),z)1 = Y, (L(—1)F (v), z)1. Taking the limit z — 0, we obtain F(L(—1)v) =
L(—1)F(v).

Definition 2.7. A derivation is called zero-mode derivation if there exists some homogeneous
w € W of weight 1, such that

F(v) = wpv
for every v € V. Here wy is the coefficient of ! in the series YWV/VV(ZU,:E)U. The space of
zero-mode derivations is denoted by Z1(V, W).

Remark 2.8. It is proved in [HQ| that if V' is a (meromorphic open-string) vertex algebra
such that for every V-bimodule (W, Yk, Vi), ﬁl(V, W) = ZY(V,W), then any left V-module
satisfying a natural composability condition is a direct sum of irreducible submodules. It is also
conjectured in [HQJ| that if the every weak V-module is a direct sum of irreducible submodules,
then for every V-bimodule W, I;Tl(V, W) = ZY(V,W). Note that in this conjecture, the right

V-module structure lei is not necessarily given by YMV}/V.
2.2. Some general observations.

Proposition 2.9. The dimension of the space of zero-mode derivations satisfies

dim Z'(V, W) < dim Wy /L(—1)Wq).
Equality holds when W is irreducible, not L(0)s-isomorphic to V' and dw = L(0)s + o with
a #0.

Proof. The first conclusion follows from the L(—1)-derivative property of Y{{%: if w = L(—1)u
for some u € W, then
d
wov = Res, Yy (L(—1)u, z)v = Resxd—Y&/VV(u, x)v,
x
which is zero since the coefficient of =1 vanishes in any derivative of any formal series.
To show the equality holds under the additional assumption, we start from the assumption
wov = 0 for every v € V. Then in particular,

0 = wow = —wow + L(—D)wiw + L(—1)*u = L(—1)(—aw + L(—1)u)

for some u € Wig. Since W is not L(0)-isomorphic to V', ker L(—1) = 0 (see [Li]). Since o # 0,
we have w = L(—1)u/a € L(—1)W[. O

Remark 2.10. See Remark[3.I0lfor a counter-example to the equality when W is L(0)-isomorphic

to V. See Remark 4] for a counter-example to the equality when a = 0.

Proposition 2.11. Let V be a VOA generated by a subset S. Let W be a V-module and

F:V — W be a derivation. If F' sends every element in S to zero, then F' is a zero map.
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Proof. This follows directly from an induction, using the facts that V' is spanned by

a£}1> e ag’j;h,a(l), ...,a(m) €S, ni,....,ny, €7,
and
F(asfi)v) = Resy2™ F(Yy (™, z)v)
= Res,a™ (Yw(a(i), 2)F(v) 4+ Y (F(a), x)v)
= aVF(v) + F(a)p,v,
for any a) € S, v € V. d

Remark 2.12. The proposition shows that there exists at most one derivation sending the
generators of V' to some designated elements in W. Thus to classify the derivations, it suffices
to focus on the images on the generators. Whether or not these images are compatible is an

interesting question. In Proposition we will see a case study of the compatibility problem.

2.3. Zhu’s algebra and its bimodules. Zhu defined an associative algebra A(V') associated
with a VOA V in [Z], called the Zhu’s algebra. Dong, Li, and Mason gave a generalization
An (V) in [DLMI], called the level-N Zhu’s algebra, or higher level Zhu’s algebra. We recall the
definition in [DLMI] here.

Definition 2.13. For any fixed natural number N € N, Ay (V) = V/On (V) where On (V) is
spanned by elements of the form
Res,z 2V =272y (1 + 2)2O+N g 1)y (1)
with u,v € V,n € N, and elements
L(0O)v + L(—1)v

with v € V. For u,v € Ay(V), a binary operation u * v is defined by

N
N
UXN U= Z (=)™ (m; )Resmzn_N_m_lY((l + 2)HOFNy 2)0.
m=0

When N =0, Ap(V') coincides with A(V') defined in [Z].
Theorem 2.14 ([Z], [DLMI]). (An(V),*n) forms an associative algebra.

Given a V-module W, Frenkel and Zhu defined a A(V)-bimodule A(W) in [FZ]. Huang and
Yang generalized the construction and defined an Ax(V)-bimodule Ay (W) in [HY1]. We recall
the definition in [HYT1] here.

Definition 2.15. Let Ay(W) = W/On(W) where On(W) is spanned by elements of the form

Resyz 2V 2V (1 4 )Y O Ny 2)w
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where v € V,w € W, and elements of the form
dWw + L(—l)w

where w € W. For v € V,w € W, define

N
N
VEN W = Z <m + >Resxa;_1_m_NYW((l + 2)EO+Ny ),

m=0 N
Y m + N
WHN V= Z < >Resxa:_1_m_NYv¥/VV((l + )W TNy ).
m=0 N

Here YMI/}/V is the intertwining operator defined as follows
YW W eV — W,z Y]

Yy (w, 2)v = XY (v, —2)w = anvx_"_l.
nez

Theorem 2.16 ([HY1]). (Ax(W),x*) forms an Ay (V)-bimodule.

Remark 2.17. (1) It should be emphasized that in case N = 0, Ay(V) = A(V) but Ag(W)
is different to the bimodule A(W') constructed in [FZ], where (dw + L(—1))w is not

included in the relation of O(W). In order to emphasize the difference, we will stick to

the notation Ag(V') and Ag(W) in this paper, in spite that Ag(V) = A(V).

(2) It should also be noted that if N > 0, the elements L(0)v + L(—1)v are generally not

included in the subspace spanned by elements of form (I). To guarantee that An (V)

acts by zero-modes, it is necessary to further require L(0)v + L(—1)v € On(V). Please

see |AB| for further discussions.

(3) It should be noted that recently, the authors of [HY1] published a corrigendum [HY2]

and posted a new version of [HY1] on arXiv. In the new version, the requirement that

Lw

Ly (0)w + Ly (—1)w € On(W) was removed. The right action is also modified so that
(0) + Lw(—1) does not necessarily act trivially on Ax (7). The resulted bimodule

An(W) in [HY1] will be larger than what we use in the current paper. Their revision

does not impact the validity of any results here.
The following results from [HY1] will be useful in our argument:
Lemma 2.18. (1) For every v € V v sy On(W) C On(W),On(w) *5 v € On (W),
(2) (Lemma 4.4, [HY1], Part 2) For every v € V,w € W and integers p > q > 0,
Res, 2 2N 2PV (1 + ) HOTNFay 2y € On (W),
Res, o 2V =272y (1 + )3 N4y g)w € On(W).
In particular, for every n € N,

Res,z 2V =2y (1 + 2)W N w, 2)v € On(W).
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(3) (Lemma 4.4, [HYT], Part 3) For every v € V,w € W,

dw—1

vy w—wxy v = —Res, Y (1 + z) w, T)v,

L(0)—1

vy w—wxyv=—Res, Y ((1+x) v, T)w

in AN(W)

2.4. First cohomology of an associative algebra. The cohomology theory of associative

algebras is given by Hochschild in [Hod].

Definition 2.19. Let (A,*) be an associative algebra, B be an A-bimodule. A linear map

f: A — B is a derivation, if for any u,v € A,
fluxv) =ux* f(v)+ f(u) *v.
We say f is an inner derivation, if there exists some w € B such that
f)=v*xw—wx*wv.

The first cohomology H(A, B) is defined as the quotient of the space of derivations modulo the

subspace of inner derivations.

Theorem 2.20. A is semisimple if and only if H'(A4, B) = 0 for every A-bimodule B. In other

words, every derivation is inner.

Remark 2.21. We should note that the proof of the only-if-part in [Hoc| requires A to be

finite-dimensional but does not require B to be finite-dimensional.

Remark 2.22. We did not mention inner derivations for vertex algebras, because in our current
context, all such inner derivations are automatically zero. In general, if V' as a meromorphic
open-string vertex algebra and W is a bimodule, then an inner derivation F' is given by the

formula
Fv) = Y (v, 2)w — *HEVYE (w, —2)0.

But in our current situation, Yw}} is given by Y&/VV. Thus F = 0.
2.5. The map H' (V,W) — HY (Ax(V), Axy(W)).

Proposition 2.23. Let F': V — W be a derivation from the VOA V to the V-module W. For
any N € N, we define f: Ay(V) — Ax(W) by
f(v) = F(v) + On(W).

Then f is a derivation from the associative algebra Ax (V') to the Ax(V')-bimodule Ax(W). The
map F — f gives a linear map from H*(V,W) — H'(An(V), Ax(W)).
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Proof. The composition v — F(v) — F(v)+On(W) gives a well-defined map from V to Ax(W).
We show that F' maps On (V) to On(W). Then the composition factorizes through Ayx (V) =
V/On(V), inducing f : An(V) — An(W).
By definition of F', for every v € V
F(L(-1)v + L(0)v) = L(—1)F(v) + dw F(v).
So F' maps L(—1)v + L(0)v to On(W).
Also by definition of F', for every u,v € V', we have
F(Y (u,2)v) = Y (u,2) f (v) + Yypy (f (w), 2)v. (2)
Without loss of generality, assume u is homogeneous and let n € N, we take Res,z ™2V =27"(1 +

z)" W+N on both sides of (@), we have
F (Resxa;_2N_2_"Y((1 + )Ny, x)v)
= Respz " V727V (1 4 o) Ny 2) F(0) + Respz 2 Y (1 4 )" WY P(w), 2)o

Note that since dy F(u) = F(L(0)u) = wt(u)F(u), we have (14 z)¥*) = (1 +2)9w F(u). Thus
what we have indeed is

F <Resxa;_2N_2_"Y((1 + ) LNy, m)v)

= Res,z 2V 727 (1 + 2)L O Ny, 2) F(v) (3)

+ Respz 2V 27y (1 + )3 TN E(u), z)v. (4)

This equality obviously extends to nonhomogeneous u € V. By definition of On (W), (@) falls
in Oy(W). By Lemma 4.4 Part (2) in [HY1] (recorded as Lemma 2.I8| (2])) here), (@) is also in

On(W). Thus F maps every element of the spanning set in Oy (V') into On(W).

Now we show that

fluxyv) =uxy f(v)+ f(u)*nv. (5)
We simply apply the operator Z%:o(_l)m (m]'CN) Res,z~N=m=1(1 4 )" W+N to both sides of
(@). Using the fact that F((14 z)*Ou) = (1 4 2)9 F(u) = (1 + 2)** ™ F(u), we have

N
Z <m + N> Res,z V"L p (YV((l + ) LO+Ny, m)v))
N
Z <m + N> Resgz N —m—1 (YW((l + )P OFNy Y F(0) + V¥ (1 + 2) 3NV P (u), a;)v) ,
which is precisely (5. O

Corollary 2.24. Let F': V — W be a derivation that sits in the kernel of the map H!(V, W) —
HY(AN(V), AN(W)). Then there exists some w € W such that

F(v) = —Res, Yiv (1 + )X O~ 1y, 2)w + O(W).
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Proof. Since v — F(v) + O(W) is inner, we know that
F) =vsyw—wsyv+O(W) = —Res, Vi (1 + 2)*O~ 1y, 2)w + O(W)

where the last equality follows from Lemma 218 (3). O

Remark 2.25. In case Ay (V) is semisimple, H'(An(V), Ax(W)) = 0. We once hoped to use
it to classify H'(V,W). But it turns out that this result helps only when W = V and when

A(V) is not too trivial, as will be addressed in later sections.

Remark 2.26. Possibly, the result might be helpful when Zhu’s algebra is not semisimple. One
natural problem is to determine whether or not the map H*(V,W) — HY(An(V), Ax(W)) is

surjective, which is interesting and shall be studied in the future.

3. FIRST COHOMOLOGIES OF AFFINE VOAS

In this section, we will use the Whitehead lemma for simple Lie algebras to study the first

cohomologies of the affine VOA associated with a simple Lie algebra g.

3.1. Derivations of Lie algebras and Whitehead lemma. Let g be a Lie algebra and M

be a g-module. A linear map f : g — M is a derivation if

f(z,y]) =2 f(y) —yf(z).

f is called an inner derivation, if there exists m € M such that
flx) =azm.

Lemma 3.1 (Whitehead lemma). If g is simple, then for every g-module M, every derivation

f 19— M is inner (see [9]).

3.2. Affine VOA assoicated with simple Lie algebras. The affine VOA assoicated with a
simple Lie algebra was first constructed in [FZ]. Here we give a brief review following [LL].

Let g be a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra. Let ® = & U ®_ be the root system, &
(resp. ®_) be the set of positive roots (resp. negative) roots. Let h be a Cartan subalgebra.

Denote the triangular decomposition of g by
g=n, Ohodn_.
where ni = [[,co . 8a. For every a € @4, we denote by h, the unique vector such that
[0a;0—a] = Chq and a(hy) = 2.
For \ € h*, we consider the Verma module, i.e., the induced g-module from the one-dimensional

(ny @ h)-module where n, acts trivially and h € b acts by the scalar A\(h). Recall that X is

dominant integral, if
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for every a € @, here (-,-) is the normalized Killing form on h* such that (o, a) = 2 for every
long root a. If A is dominant integral, the Verma module has a unique irreducible quotient. We
denote the irreducible quotient by M.

Now we consider the affine Lie algebra
a=gocClt,t 7| @ Ck
with the Lie bracket
[a@t™ b@t"] = [a,b] @ """ + m{a, bYomin,o0k,
[k, g ®t™] =0,
where a,b € g,m,n € Z, (-,-) is the normalized Killing form on g, k is the central element. For
I € C, let Vi(I,\) be the induced g-module from the (g ® tC[t] ® g @ Ck)-module M), where
g ® tCJt] acts trivially, k acts by the scalar .
It follows from Section 6.2 and Section 6.6 in [LL] and [DLM?2] that
(1) V3(1,0) is a VOA that has a simple quotient L4(Z,0).
(2) V5(l, M) has a unique quotient Lg(l, A) that is an irreducible Vj(l, 0)-module.
(3) If the level I is a positive integer, then every irreducible Lg(l,0)-modules is isomorphic
to Lg(l, \) for some dominant integral A € b* satisfying A(hg) < I, where 6 is the highest
root of g.

(4) If the level [ is a positive integer, then every weak Lg(l,0)-module is a direct sum of

irreducible Lg(l,0)-modules.

3.3. Image in H'(Ao(V), Ag(W)). Let | € C and V = Lg(l,0). Let W be any generalized
V-module. The grading operator dy of W does not necessarily coincides with the semisimple
part of L(0). Let Ao(V) be the (level-0) Zhu’s algebra assoicated with V' and Ag(WV) be the
Ap(V)-bimodule assoicated with W. We emphasize that Ag(W) we used here is subject to the
additional relation (dw + L(—1))w € Oy(W') compared to A(W) in [FZ].

Proposition 3.2. Let F': V' — W be any derivation. Then there exists an element w() € Wy,
such that
F(?}) = (’w(l))o?} mod OO(W)

Proof. We first recall some basic facts.

(1) Viiy = ¢ The map a(—1)1 ® b(—1)1 + a(0)b(—1)1 coincides with the Lie algebra

structure on V(y).
(2) W is a g-module with the following action.
a€g,a w=al0)w.

(3) Wy N Og(W) is a g-submodule in Wiyj. This follows from the fact that w € Og(W) =
Res, Yir (1 + 2)XO~1a(=1)1, 2)w = a(0)w € Oy(W).
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(4) The image Wy + Oo(W) of Wy in Ag(W) is then a g-module. This essentially follows
from the isomorphism Wyy) + Og(W)/Oo(W) =~ Wiy) /W5y 0 O(W).
For any fixed a € g, F'(a(=1)1) € Wy;. We write 6(a) € Wy + Og(W) as the image of
F(a(=1)1) in Ag(W). Then the map a — 6(a) gives a map from g to the g-module Wpy;+Oo(W).
From the fact that F' is a derivation, for any a,b € g,
F(a(0)b(—1)1) = a(0)F(b(—1)1) + F(a(—1)1)ob(—1)1.

Note that a(0)b(—~1)1 = [a,b](~1)1, So the image of the left-hand-side in Wy + Og(W) is
precisely 6([a,b]). The image of first term on the right-hand-side is a(0)(b). For the second

term on the right-hand-side, we compute as follows
F(a(=1)1)ob(—1)1 = Res, Y, (0(a), )b(—1)1
= Res, ™D Yy (b(—1)1, —2)6(a)
= Res, (1 + 2) WYy (b(—=1)1, —2)0(a) mod Og(W) (6)

) (1+2)"9Wh(a)

= Res,Yiv (149 Pb(-1)1,y) (1 + )™ 0(@) - (~(1+)™)  (7)
= —Res,Yiv (b(~1)1, 9)¢(a)
— —b(0)6(a),

T
1+ 2

= Res, Y <(1 + ) LOp(—1)1, -

where (@) follows from the formula proved in Lemma 2.5 of [Hua3]|
LN +2)d = (14 2)W D =1 mod Og(W);
([@) follows from the change of variable formula
Res, f(x) = Resy f(g(v))g' (),
with g(y) = —y/(1 +y) (see [Z]). Thus we have shown that
0([a,b]) = a(0)0(b) — b(0)0(a) mod Oy(W).

This is to say that the map 0 : g — Wy + Og(W) is a Lie algebra derivation. From Whitehead
Lemma, there exists an element w € Wiy + Og(W) such that

f(a) =a-w=a(0)w.
This is to say that
F(a(—1)1) = a(0)w 4+ Og(W).
The conclusion then follows with the choice w(;) = —w and the fact that a(0)w = —woa

mod Oy(W) (cf. Lemma 2.T8]). O

Remark 3.3. The conclusion also holds for V' = V;(l,0). Note also that W is not necessarily
graded by L(0). Also note that Proposition does not have any restriction of the level [.
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Remark 3.4. The result only states that the image of H*(V, W) is zero in H'(Ay(V), Ag(W)).
It is certainly insufficient to conclude that H'(Ag(V), Ag(W)) = 0.

3.4. The module Lg(l,\) (I € Zy) and L(0)-grading. Let [ € Z; and A € h* be dominant
integral, satisfying A(hg) <[ for the highest root §. Let V' = L4(1,0) and W = Lg(I, ). We will
show that H'(V,W) = ZY{(V,W).

Lemma 3.5. (1) The lowest L(0)-weight of Ly(l, A) is nonnegative. The lowest L(0)-weight
is zero only when A = 0.

(2) If W is not isomorphic to V' and W;) # 0, then W/ is the lowest weight subspace.

Proof. Let {u(i),i = 1,...,d} be an orthonormal basis with respect to the normalized Killing

form. Then
d

3 ul® g ul)

i=1
is the Casimir element in the universal enveloping algebra U(g). It is well-known that the Casimir

element acts on M) by the scalar
(A A) +2(X, p)

where p is half of the sum of the positive roots. Since A is dominant integral, both (A, ) and
(A, p) are nonnegative. The Casimir element acts by zero only when A = 0. Let h be the dual
Coxeter number of g. From the Sugawara construction, L(0) acts on the lowest weight subspace
by

d

2 i B ;u(i)(o)u(i)(O) = 20 i o () +2(0,0) s

a scalar that is nonnegative. The scalar is zero only when A = 0. This concludes (1).

For (2), we start by noticing that if W} # 0, then W has to be Z-graded. So from (1),
the lowest L(0)-weight is nonnegative. If the lowest L(0)-weight is zero, then A = 0 and W =
L4(1,0) = V, contradicting the assumption that W is not isomorphic to V. Thus the lowest
L(0)-weight has to be at least 1. The conclusion follows from the assumption that Wp;; # 0. O

Theorem 3.6. Let [ € Z;, V = Ly(1,0) and W = Lg(l,\), where A is a dominant integral
weight satisfying (A, hg) < . We take dy = L(0). Then for every derivation F' : V. — W,
F(v) = (w())ov for some w(yy € Wpy. Thus, HY(V, W) = Z1(V,W).

Proof. Let 7 be the lowest L(0)-weight. We know from Lemma that v > 0. Thus it suffices
to study the following cases.

(1) If v ¢ Z, then F' = 0. We simply take w(;) = 0.

(2) If v > 2, we know that F'(a(—1)1) = 0 for every a € g, which implies that F' = 0.
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(3) If v =1, then we have
F((a(-=1)1)pb(—=1)1 = —=b(0)F(a(—1)1).
So
F(a(0)b(=1)1) = F([a,b)(=1)1) = a(0)F(b(=1)1) = b(0)F(a(-1)1).
This means that the map
a— F(a(-1)1)
is a Lie algebra derivation from g to W};). By Whitehead lemma, there exists w(;) € Wy
such that
F(a(-1)1) = —a(0)wqy = (w(l))oa(—l)l.
Thus
F(v) = (w())ov
is a zero-mode derivation.

(4) If v =0, we know from Lemma 3.5 that W = V. We know from the Proposition B.2] that
there exists w(;) € V(q), such that

F(U) = (w(l))ov mod O()(V)

So the map g(v) = F(v) — (w))ov is a derivation with image in Og(V). In particular,
for every a € g, g(a(—1)1) is a homogeneous element in Oy(V') of weight 1. However,
from the fact that Ag(V) = U(g)/(eh™) (see [FZ]), it is clear that Og(V) contains no
homogeneous element of weight 1. Thus g(a(—1)1) = 0 and F(a(—1)1) = (w())oa(—1)1.
This implies that F'(v) = (w())ov.

U

Remark 3.7. The v = 0 case has also been known in [HQ)|. Zhu’s algebra provides an alternative
proof. But for v = 1 case, Zhu’s algebra will not help unless we know there exists V-modules
Wy and W3 of the same lowest weight, such that the fusion rule NVV[‘,/%@ # 0 (cf. Remark 2.27]).
This assumption usually does not hold. In case it holds, then from the conclusion of the previous
proposition, there exists some w(;y € Wy such that F'(a(—1)1)—(w(1))oa(—1)1 is a homogeneous
element of weight A in O(W), which we denote by 6. Assume that 6 # 0. Then since for any
a € g, a(0)f € O(W), we know that Wj;; € O(W) and thus Ag(W) = 0. But the assumption

NXVV%VQ # 0 means Ag(WW) cannot be zero. So we have a contradiction.

3.5. The module Ly(l,\) (I € Zy) with N-grading. In this subsection we consider W =
Ly(l,A) with N-grading. The main effort focuses on the canonical N-grading given by dy =
L(0) = (A ) + 20\, 9))/2(L + ).

One should note that with a grading different from the L(0) one, the choice of derivations is
different. Thus, H*(V, W) and Z'(V, W) are different from those with L(0)-gradings.
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Theorem 3.8. Let V = L4(1,0) with | € Z,. Let A € b* be dominant integral satisfying
A(ha) < 1. Let W = Lg(l, \) with the canonical N-grading given by the operator dy = L(0) —
(LA +2(0, p))/2(1 + h). Then HY(V, W) = Z1(V,W).

Proof. If A = 0 then W = V. The canonical N-grading coincides with the L(0)-grading and thus
has been taken care of in Theorem Thus we focus on the case A # 0.
Let F': V — W be a derivation. Then for every a,b € g,

F([a,b](=1)1) = F(a(0)b(=1)1) =

IS
—
(==}
N~—
=
S
—
|
—_
SN—
-
~—
_|_
3
IS
—
|
—_
SN—
—
N—
()
S
|
—_
~—
-

This motivates us to consider the space Wj/L(—1)Wg).

View Wg) and W;) as g-modules, where the actions are given by g(0), g € g. We first show that
L(—1) : Wiy — W[y is an injective homomorphism of g-modules. Indeed, it follows from L(—1)-
derivative property that (L(—1)v)p = 0 for every v € V. It follows from L(—1)-commutator
property that

L(=1)g(0) = g(0)L(=1) + [L(=1),4(0)]
= 9(0)L(=1) + (L(=1)g(=1)1)o = g(0) L(=1).

Thus L(—1) a homomorphism. Since A # 0, W is not L(0)-isomorphic to V' and thus has no
vacuum-like vectors. Thus ker L(—1) = 0 and L(—1) is injective.

Thus, Wy /L(—=1)W[q is a g-module. Consider the restriction of ' on V(;) =~ g, whose image
is then in Wyyy. Let F : g — Wy/L(—=1)W be the composition of the restriction and the

canonical projection. Then F satisfies

F(la,b](~1)1) = a(0)F(b(—1)1) — b(0)F(a(-1)1)
and thus forms a Lie algebra derivation. Whitehead lemma implies that

F(a(=1)1) = F(a(=1)1) + L(—1)W[y
= CL(O)(wm + L(—l)W[O}) + L(—l)W[O} S W[l}/L(—l)W[O].
for some wyy; € Wyy). Since a(0) commutes with L(—1), we thus have
F(a(—l)l) € CL(O)’lU[l] + L(—l)W[O}
Consider now the map F; : V — W defined by
Fl(v) = F(U) + (w[l])ov.

Notice that (wy;))oa(—1) = —a(0)wp) + L(—1)a(1)wy) € —a(0)wpy) + L(—1)Wg), thus

Fi(a(~1)1) = F(a(~1)1) — a(0)wyy; + L(—1)a(1)wy € L(~1)W.
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This in particular implies that Fj(a(—1)1)p = 0 from L(—1)-derivative property. Thus for
a,b € g, we have

Fi(a(0)b(=1)1) = a(0)F1 (b(-1)1),
which means that Fj is a g-module homomorphism from g to L(—1)W/g.

However, since L(—1) is an injective homomorphism, L(—1)W]q is isomorphic to Wy which
is M. From Schur’s lemma, if M) is not isomorphic to the adjoint g-module, the the map
a(—1)1 — Fi(a(—1)1) is zero. So F} is a derivation sending every generator of V' to zero. Thus
Fi(v) =0 and F'(v) + (wpj)ov = 0 for every v €V. Therefore, F is a zero-mode derivation.

It remains to consider the case when M) ~ g. In this case, let b : g — M) be a g-module

isomorphism (unique up to a scalar). Then for every a € g, we have

We will proceed to show that F} is also a zero-mode derivation.

For each o € @, let t, be an element in h satisfying
a(h) = (ta,h),h € b.

Also pick {e, : @ € @} to form a Chevalley basis, i.e., each e, is a root vector in gq;

2
[eaye—a] = <eaae—a>to¢ = mt(x;
and for o, 8 € ® with a4+ 5 # 0,
[etJm 65] = CapCa+p,
where the coefficients c,p satisfies cog = —cgo = —C_q,—3, together with the following property:
if a, 8,7 € ® satisfies a + 8 4+ v = 0, then
Cap _ €y _ Cra (8)

vy Ay (8,5

(See [Hum| and [S] for details). Let ai,...,a, € ®T be the simple positive roots. We denote
the elements t,, simply by t;. Let t{,...,t,/ € b satisfying (t;,t)) = au(t)) = dij,4,5 = 1,...,7.
Consider now the element w(y € Wy of the following form

wiy = SR + 3 e (e,
=1

acd
Informally, wy;) is the Casimir element

r
a, o
Q:Ztlt;/+z< B >€ae—a
i=1

acd

twisted by ¢ and the negative-one-mode.

We now show that w;) spans a trivial g-submodule of W[;;. We first note that for every h € b,

T

h(O)way =Y (Bt (=Y (#) + ti(— 1)y ([h. ])

i=1
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acd 2
=0+ % (@) (a(h)ea(~100(e—a) — alh)ea(~Dle—a) = 0
Thus w(yy is of weight zero.
For every j =1, ...,r,
ea; (0)wiy = D leay, til (=)o) + ti(~1)¢(lea, . £)]) 9)
i=1
#3280 (e, el (- 1)0(e-a) + o~ ((ea, . o—a]) (10)
acd
By [ea,ts] = —a(tg)ea = —(ta,tg)ea, and h = > i (ht))ty = > (h,tY)t;, (@) can be
simplified as
_ea](_1)¢(tj) - tj(—l)T/)(eaj),
which cancels out with the & = —a; summand in (I0).

For other summands in (I0), we separate ® into a disjoint union of «;-strings and show that
the summation along each «j-string yields zero. Fix some «j-string consisting of positive roots

and let 8 be lowest element, so that the aj-string is of the form

is the aj-string. We start with the summand corresponding to 3, namely

BB e, (~0(e—s) (12)

(second half is zero because [eq,,e_g] = 0) together with the summand corresponding to 3 + a;

<ﬁ+ajvﬁ+aj>

B Caj,B+oy 66+2(Xj(_1)¢(6_5_06j) (13)
<6 + aj, 6 +a >
+ S Cay oy (— )Y (eg). (14)
From Formula (8) and skew-symmetry of c,3, we have
Coy; 8 _ CBajey _ Coj—B-ay

Thus({I2) and ([I4) add up to zero. So the summation of @ = f summand and a = 8+ «;
summand is simply (I3)). If we further add up with the summand assoicated with a = 3 + 2a;,

namely,

(B+2aj, 5+ 20 )
]2 : Caj,ﬁ+2ajeﬁ+3aj(_1)w(e—ﬁ—2aj) (15)

<B * 204]',2,3 + 2aj> Caj,—B—20,;€6+2a; (_1)7/}(6—5—(13') (16)

_l’_

the sum is simply (I5) since (I4) and (I8) add up to zero. So what we have is a telescoping sum.
Repeating the process with summands assoicated with 3 + 3¢, ..., 8+ (¢ — 1)aj, we see that
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the sum is precisely

— D —1Da;
(B+(q )ajéﬁ + (g )a]> Caj,B+(g—1)a; €B+qey (_1)¢(e—ﬁ—(q—1)%‘ )- (17)

The last summand associated with 3 + ga; only has one term
(B+4qa5, 0 +q5)

2
since 5+ (¢ + 1)a; ¢ ®. By the same relation, (I7) and (I8]) add up to zero. So the partial sum

Caj,—ﬁ—qajeﬁ-i-qaj(_1)¢(e—ﬁ—(q—1)aj) (18)

from (I0)) along every o -string is zero. Thus we showed that for every positive simple root ay,
€a; (O)w(l) = 0. This means that w(y) is also a highest weight vector. Thus it generates a trivial
g-module.

Now we can compute the zero-mode derivation defined by w(y: for any a € g,
(w(l))oa(—l)l = —a(O)w(l) + L(—l)a(l)w(l).

We have seen above that first term is zero. To compute the second term, we first notice that

T

a(Mugy = Y - 10) + 3 % a1)en(-1)u(e—0)

i=1 acd
= 320, 0) + e t)e) + 3 O (0, €a)(0) + o eadilea)
i=1 acd
= Y it ) + 3 8 (o, o). ea))
i=1 acd
+ It (Z(a,mtiv + Z(a, ea><a’2;“>e_a>
i=1 acd
= (2h + 1)¢(a).
Thus,
(wry)oa(=1)1 = L(=1)a(L)wqy = (2h + ) L(=1)¢(a).
If we let

1
R0 = £ - (g ow ) v
then Fy(a(—1)1) = 0 for every a € g. This shows that Fy(v) = 0 for every v € V. This is to say
that for every v € V,
1
0=F(v)+ (’wm)o’u — <—2h n lw(1)>ov.

Therefore, F is a zero-mode derivation. O

Theorem 3.9. Let V = L(1,0) with [ € Zy. Let W = L(I, \) with arbitrary N-grading. Then
H\(V,W) = Z\(V,W).

Proof. Let Z € N be the lowest weight of Ly(I,A). The = = 0 case is proved in Theorem B.8
The remaining cases can be similarly handled as in Part (2) and (3) of Theorem and shall
not be repeated here. O
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Remark 3.10. When A = 0 and the lowest weight of W = L4(1,0) is 1, it is clear that
ZYV,W) = 0 (since the lowest weight vector is vacuum-like whose zero-mode is zero). So

dim ZH(V, W) < Wpyy/L(=1)Wg).

4. FIRST COHOMOLOGIES OF VIRASORO VOAS

In this section, we will study the first cohomology of the Virasoro VOA corresponding to the

minimal models.

4.1. Virasoro VOA and modules. The Virasoro VOA is first constructed in [FZ]. Here we
give a brief review following [LLJ.

Let Vir be the Virasoro algebra, i.e., Vir = @, ., CL, ® Cc, with

3 _
[e, Vir] = 0; Ly, Lp] = (m — n) Lyt + 5m+n,o%c.

For ¢,h € C, let C1.) be a one-dimensional vector space, on which L,, acts trivially for every
m > 0, Ly acts by the scalar h, and c acts by the scalar ¢. Let M (c, h) be the induced Vir-module
from the (€D,,>o CL, ® Cc)-module C1. .
It follows from Section 5.5 and 6.1 of [LL] that
(1) M(c,0) has a quotient V(c,0) that forms a VOA, on which L(—1)1,9 = 0. We will
abbreviate 1. as 1.
(2) M(c,h) has a quotient L(c, h) that forms an irreducible V (¢, 0)-module.
(3) V(c,0) has a unique simple quotient L(c, 0).
It follows from [W] and [DLMZ2] that
(4) If

6(p —q)°
pq
for some integers p,q > 2 mutually prime, then there are only finitely many irreducible

L(c,0)-modules.

c=cpg=1- (19)

(5) If ¢ = ¢p 4 as in (19), then every irreducible L(c, 0)-module is isomorphic to L(c, h) where

h_p_ (p—ma)’—(p—q)’
= hipn =
4pq
for some integers m,n € Z, such that m < p and n < q.

(20)

(6) If ¢ = ¢4 as in (1Y), then every weak L(c,0)-module is a direct sum of irreducible
L(c,0)-modules.

Remark 4.1. Let V = L(c,0) for some ¢ = ¢, 4 as in [I9), W = L(c, h) for some h = hy, 5, as in
[20). Since Ap(V) is semisimple, for every derivation F': V' — W, there exists w € W, such that

Fw)=w*sw—w*w

= (L(0) + L(=D)w (21)



FIRST COHOMOLOGIES OF AFFINE, VIRASORO, AND LATTICE VOA 21
= —aw mod Oy(WW) (22)

where (21)) follows from Lemma 218 ([3); ([22)) follows from dyw = L(0) 4+« and (dw +L(—1))w €
Op(W). In case W is graded by L(0), we have
F(w) € Og(W).

However, this fact is not useful when W # V', simply because Ay(W) # 0 only in some very lim-
ited cases. It can provide some but very minor simplifications in the computations of H*(V, V),

as will be seen in the discussions below.
4.2. Irreducible module with nonnegative lowest weight.

Theorem 4.2. Let V = L(c,0) for some ¢ = ¢, 4 as in [I9), W = L(c, h) for some h = hy, 5, as
in (20) with dy = L(0). Then H'(V,W) = 0 for h > 0.

Proof. If h ¢ Z, then F(w) = 0. If h > 2, then since F(w) is of weight 2, it is necessary that
F(w) =0 We show that h =1 is impossible when ¢ = ¢,,. In fact, if h =1, then

(np —maq)* = (p— 4)* = 4pg = (np —mq —p — q)(np — mq +p +q) =0
=n—1)p=m-+1)gor (n+1)p=(m—1)q
where m, n, p, q are integers satisfying p,q > 0, (p,q) = 1,0 <m < p,0 < n < ¢q. Since (p,q) = 1,

it is necessary that p|m + 1 or p|m — 1, neither of which is possible.

Thus the only remaining cases are h = 2 and h = 0.

(1) If h = 2, then F(w) is of lowest weight 2. It follows from F'(L(—1)w) = L(—1)F(w) that

Fw)w=0= —woF(w)+ L(—1)w F(w) =0= —L(-1)F(w) + 2L(—1)F(w) =0
= L(-1)F(w)=0

Since W is irreducible and not isomorphic to V', we know that from [Li] that W contains
no vacuum-like vectors. Therefore ker L(—1) = 0 and F(w) = 0.

(2) If h =0, then W = V. The only nonzero weight 2 element in V' is simply scalars of w.
So F(w) = aw for some a € C. If a # 0, then w € O(V). The image of w in A(V) would

then be zero. This contradicts the result that A(V) = Clz]|/(Gp4(x)) in [W] where z is
the image of w in A(V). Thus a = 0 and F(w) = 0.

0

Remark 4.3. Here is a straightforward way to show the h = 0 case: F(w) = aw has to satisfy

F(wiw) = w1 F(w) + F(w)iw = aL(0)w = L(0)aw + aL(0)w = aL(0)w =0 =a =0

Remark 4.4. If ¢ # ¢, for any choices of p, g, then it is possible that h = 1. Two interesting

phenomena happen in this case. First, the zero-mode derivation given by the lowest weight
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vector is trivial, as we have
F(w) = wow = —wow + L(—1)wiw = —L(—1)w + L(—1)w = 0.

So in this case, dim Z'(V,W) = 0 < Wpy)/L(=1)Wg (where Wi = 0). Secondly, there exists a
nontrivial derivation taking image in the (universal) M (c, h), as will be shown in the following
proposition. This provides an example where H'(V, W) # ZY(V,W).

Proposition 4.5. Let ¢ € C be a number that is not of the form ¢,; as in Let V =
L(c,0),W = M(c,1) and w € W be a nonzero lowest weight vector. Then the map

extends to a well-defined derivation in H(V,W).

Proof. Under our assumption on ¢, L(c,0) = V(¢,0) (see [LL] Section 6.1). By PBW theorem,

the vectors
Wopy - wpl=L(-ny1—1)---L(—ns—1)1,s eN;ny >--->ngs>1

for a basis of L(c,0).

We extend the map F' to V recursively by
1
(n—2)!
F(L(=n)v) = F(w)—n+1v + w_n1F(v),v = L(=n1) - -+ L(=ns)1,n = n1.

F(1) =0,F(L(-—n)1) = L(=1)"w,n > 2

Then F' is grading-preserving with F(w) = F(L(—-2)1) = L(—1)w. Moreover, F(Y (w,z)1) =
e*L =D F(w). To show that F is a derivation, we first show that

F(Y (w,)v) = Yy (w, 2) F(v) + Y (F(w), )v

when v = w_y,, - w_p, 1 for some ny > --- > ng > 1. We apply induction on s. For the base

case s = 1, it is clear that
F(wpw) = wpF(w) + F(w)w
for n > 3 and n < 0. When n =2 or n = 1, note that F(wow) = 0, F(wiw) = 2F(w), while
woF(w) + F(w)aw = waF(w) — weF(w) =0
wiF(w) + Fw)iw = w1 F(w) + w1 F(w) — L(—1)wa F(w) = 2L(0)L(—1)w — L(—1)L(1)L(—1)w
=2L(-1w
To perform the inductive step, it suffices to show that
F(wmv) = wn F(v) + F(w)mv

form>0,v=w_p, - w_p1,ng >--->ng>1 Let o) = W_py - - wW_p 1. Then

F(wmv) = Resg, 2"Resg,x5 " F(Y (w, 21)Y (w, z9)oM) Resgo2g 0 <$1x— x2>
0
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= ResxleResz.’L’;an(Y(w, xQ)Y(wa xl)v(l)) ' Resxoxalé <_$2 . $1>
Zo

+ Resg Resg, 2" Resg, x5 ™ F (Y (Y (w, zo)w, 552)’0(1)) : xl—l(; <w>
1

= F(w_n,wmvM) (23)
+ ResgyResy, (z9 + 20) x5 LF (Y (Y (w, 20w, z2)v1). (24)

For (23), since m > 0, wy,v™M) is a linear combination of W_p, -+~ w_p,.1 for some p; > ---p, > 1

with r < s — 1. Thus from the induction hypothesis, the first term
Fw_p,wmvM) = F(w)—n,wmv™ 4+ w_n, F@)mv™ + w_p,wmF (M)

_ _ —T9 + 21
= Resy, 75 " Resy, 7' Resy,xy 16 <7>
2o

(A (@), )Y (w00 -+ i (22 Vil (F(). 200 + Vi (0, 22) Vi (0,2 F0)
(29)

For (24]), we rewrite it as

m

Resp, Y <m> x5 TR (Y (wiw, 22)vY)
(3

i=0
where w;w has only three nonzero options: wow = L(—1)w,wijw = 2w, wsw = ¢1/2. Thus, [23)

can be rewritten as

m

Resy, Z <T> gy <Yw(w,~w, 29) F (o) + YV (F(w)iw, 22) oW + YV (wi F (w), azg)v(l))
1=0
(26)
using the induction hypothesis. Here the process for the ¢ = 0 is slightly more complicated, using

L(—1)-derivative property, integration by parts formula Res,f(x)¢' (x) = —Res, f'(z)g(x), and
the property

Details are shown here:
Resg, 25 F (Y (wow, #2)vM) = Resg, 5 F(Y (L(—1)w, 22)v™M)

= Resxzx?%F(Y(w,xg)v(l)) = —Res,, <ai$2x§”> F(Y (w, z2)vM)

0
= —R,eS;E2 <a—x2$5n> (YV[V/V‘/(F(W), $2)U(1) + YW((U, IIJ‘Q)F(’U(l)))

) 0
= Res,,z}" <a—x2Yv¥/VV(F(w),x2)v(l) + a—mYW(w,xg)F(v(l))>

= Resy, o (YVVVVV(L(_DF(W), 22)v D + 0+ Vi (L(—1)w, :Eg)F(v(l)))

= Resg, x4 (Ym@/v(woF(w), 22)0M + YWV (F(w)ow, 22)v™ + Yiy (wow, xg)F(v(l)))
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Now we rewrite (20]) as

Ty 4+
Resg,Resg, x5 " (g + 29)™ - Resmlznl_lé < 2+ 0>

1
. <YW(Y(w, xo)azg)F(v(l)) + Y (YW (F (W), 20w, mg)v(l) + Y (Vi (w, 20) F(w), xg)v(l)) )

Combined with the result (25]) we computed for (23) and use Jacobi identity, we find that

1 — T2
F(wpv) = Resy,ry " Resy, v Resz, v 10 ( 0 >

(G (@), e)Y (@, 220 + Vi (@, 20) Vil (F (@), 22)00 + Vi (w0, 21) Y (w, 22) F (o))
= F(w)mw—n,v W +WmF(W)—n1U(1) +me—n1F(U(l))
= F(w)mv 4+ Wi F (w_n, vV} = F(w)mv + wmF(v).
This finishes the proof of

F(Y (u, 2)v) = Yy (u, 2)F(v) + Vi (F(u), z)v

incase u =w,v =w_p, - -wW_p,1, Ny > >ng > 1

The proof for the case when u = w_p, ---w_p, 1 is similar: the base case 7 = 1 is checked
with L(—1)-derivative property. Write u(!) = W_py - wW_p,1 so that u = w_plu(l). We then
start from the iterate side of the Jacobi identity, write them as products and use the results on

products to conclude the proof. We shall not include the details here. O

4.3. Irreducible module with negative lowest weight. The case when h < 0 is much more
interesting. Here we prove a partial result that H*(V, W) = ZY(V, W) for W = L(c, h) whenever
h > —3. We first note the following:

Lemma 4.6. Let F: V — W be a derivation. Suppose that F(w) € ImL(—1)%, then F(w) = 0.
So F(v) =0 for any v € V.

Proof. We show that if F(w) € ImL(—1)? for some p > 4, then F(w) € ImL(—1)P*!. Thus if
F(w) € ImL(—1)*, then F(w) € ImL(—1)? for every p > 4. This implies F(w) = 0.

It can be shown by a straightforward induction that for every m € Z, and every p € Z,

Lim Ep% < > (m t 1>L(—1)P—iL(m —4).

Now assume that F'(w) € ImL(—1)?, i.e.,
F(w) = L(—l)plU(_p+2)
for some w(_p, 42y of weight —p + 2. From the assumption that F is a derivation,

F(wpw) = wpF(w) + F(w)pw
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We compute the first term on the right-hand-side using the formula for L(m)L(—1)P:

L= DL 1Py = 3 () (2) v 2= 1=y

7

= p!L(—l)w(_p+2) —l—p! “p- L(—l) : L(O)w(_p+2)
—2
+ pZ%z' (’;) I;)L(—l)p_iL(p S
= p!(l — p2 + 2p)L(—1)w(_p+2)
+ L(—1)2p§z" <p> (p - 2>L(—1)p_iL(p 1w
P \ i (—=p+2)
From the general fact that

(L(_l)w)n = —NWnp-1,

we know that

F(wlpw = (L~ 1Pw_pia)pe = (~1)7 - pl - (w(_pany)ow

o0 j+1 .
= (—1)7-p! ((p +1)L(-1 1)” Z ]2%) W(—p+2)

= !
Thus from F'(wpw) = 0 (note that p > 4), we have
0=wpF(w)+ F(w)pw
=pl(1—p* + 2p) L(=1)w(—p2)

bI(=1)? pfz'! <f> <p ; 2>L(—1)p—iL(p 1wy

1=0

]+1
j 2

+ (=17 pl(=p + D L(=1)w(_py2) + (=1)7 - plL(=1)? Z
Jj=

WjW(—p+2)

Since W is irreducible and not L(0)-isomorphic to V, we know from [Li| that ker L(—1) = 0.

Therefore,
22 /p\ (p—2
p!(l—p2+2p+<—1>p<1—p>>w<_p+2>=L<—1>Zi!<i)< Z. )L(—l)p—w<p—1—z'>w<_p+2>
=0

+ (~1 Qi

Jj=

]+1
j 2

WjW(—p+2)
(27)

One see that the coefficient is nonzero whenever p > 4. Thus w(_,19) € ImZL(—1), which implies
that F(w) € ImL(—1)P+L. O
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Remark 4.7. Note that the coefficient of w(_, 9y in 1) is zero for p = 2 and p = 3. This is
why we need F(w) € ImL(—1)%.
Lemma 4.8. F(w) € ImL(—1). Moreover, for any m € Z,
L(2m)F(w) € ImL(-1),

L(2m)F(w) — %L(—l)L(2m +1)F(w) € ImL(—1)%

Proof. From F o L(—1) = L(—1) o F', we see that

0+1 2 - (_1)1+] j—2
0= F(w)ow = (~1)" woF(w) + L(—Dw1 F(w) + L(=1)* ) L(—1)7 72w, F(w)

) [e’e) (_1)1+j
= L(-1)F(w) + L(-1) Z !
j=2

Then from ker L(—1) = 0, we see that

L(—1)72L(j — 1)F(w).

In general, for m € Z

0 = wom F(w) + F(w)2mw
(_1)j+1+2m+1

= wom F(w) + (1) wyp F(w) + L(—Dwamar F(w) + Y L(—1) wap i F(w)

— L(—1)L2m)F(w) — %L(—l)zL@m F)FW) + L1

From ker L(—1) = 0, we see that

1 2 (—1)7F3 ;
L2m)F(w) = 5 L(=1)L(2m + 1)F (w) + L(-1)*)° (=1 L(—1)Ywopm i F(w) =0
The conclusion then follows. O

Proposition 4.9. Let V = L(c¢,0) and W = L(c, h) with ¢ = ¢, 4 and h = hy, 5, as in ([I9) and
@0). Let F: V — W be a derivation. Then for h = —1,—2 and —3,

(1) F(w) € ImL(—1)2.

(2) There exists w(y € Wpy) such that F(w) — (w())ow € ImL(—1)*%.

Proof. The following fact will be convenient in computations. Let m,n,p € Zy. If m # kn for

any k € Z4, then

L(m)L(—n)? = Z <’Z’> AT n+ 2= j)n) - L(=n)P""L(m — in). (28)

p
i=0 j=1
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If m = kn for some k € Z,, then

L(kn)L(—n)P = Z @ I+ 2= d)n) - L(—=n)P~*L(kn — in)

=0 7j=1
P (k+1)' k_lng —n _\p—k
+ <k:> 5 " B cL(—n)P™". (29)

These formulas can be easily proved by induction.

To give a sketch, we first write F'(w) as a linear combination of vectors
L(—1)"L(=2)"--- L(—n)™w (30)

where w € W|_y, is the lowest weight vector of W, and ry +2ry + -+ + nr, = h + 2. Note that
F(w) € ImL(—1) implies that r; > 1. Then determine the coefficients using Lemma .8

We should note here that the vectors listed in ([B0) are linearly independent. Indeed, since
r1 > 1 and ker L(—1) = 0, it suffices to show that M (c, h) contains no singular vectors when the
conformal weight is less or equal to 1. The main tool is Kac determinant formula, which tells
that the Gram matrix formed by vectors in M (e, h) of conformal weight 1 has its determinant
proportional to

H (h —h, S)P(—h—i-l—rs)

r,s€ZL,
1<rs<—h+1

where P(n) is the number of partitions of n (see [K|, [FF] and [IK]). A singular vector exists

only when this determinant vanishes, which happens only when r and s are chosen such that
h=hs—h+1—-rs>0. (31)

Recall that our h is chosen to be Ay, . It follows from an elementary computation that h = h, 4
if and only if r = m,s =n or r = kp—m, s = kq—n for some positive integer k. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that 2m < p and 2n < ¢, so that any (r, s) satisfying h = h, s would
also satisfy r > m, s > n, and thus rs > mn.
We now compute mn + h — 1.
(np—ma)* —(p—q)® | _ (np+mq)®—(p+0q)*
4pq 4pq
Since m > 1and n > 1, np+mq > p+ g > 0. Thus the numerator is nonnegative, and thus

mn—+h—1=mn-+

mn > 1—h. This is to say that any (r, s) satisfying h = h, s would also satisfy rs > mn > —h+1.
So there is no (r, s) satisfying ([BI). Thus the determinant is nonvanishing.

A similar argument also shows that the determinant of the Gram matrix is nonvanishing on
any homogeneous subspaces of M (c, h) of conformal weight less or equal to 1. So there does not
exist any singular vectors in M (c, h) of conformal weight less or equal to 1. This implies that
vectors of the form (B30) with ry,...,7, >0, 71 +2rg + - - - +nr, < 1 are all linearly independent.

Now we proceed with our computation:
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(1) When h = —1, we set
F(w) = aipL(—1)L(=2)w + a111 L(—1)%w.
Then

L2)F(w) = ar <5 4 %c) L(=1)w + arp1 (=2 3-2) L(~ ),

L(3)F(w) = aio <—4 + %c) w+ain (=4 3-2)w,

It turns out that

L(2)F(w) — %L(—l)L(?))F(w) s (7 + ic) L(~1)w.

28

From Lemma 8, we know L(2)F(w)— $L(—1)L(3)F(w) € ImL(—1)? = {0}. So aj» =0

if 74 %c # (0. This is guaranteed by our choice of ¢. In fact, 7+ %c = 0 implies that

41+ /1537
T 12 *
Obviously no integers p, ¢ can satisfy this. Thus we have a;s = 0. So

b

F(w) = alnL(—l)gw S ImL(—1)2
When h = —2, we set
F(w) = a13L(—1)L(—3)w + CL112L(—1)2L(—2)w + a1111L(—1)4w.

Then

L(2)F(w) = a13 (3-4L(~2) + 5L(—1)*) w + a112 <<4 + 1c> L(—1)2> w

2
+annr ((—8) - 3+ 2L(~1)%) w.

From L(2)F(w) € ImL(—1), a13 = 0. Thus,
F(w) = a119L(~1)?L(=2)w + a1111 L(—1)*w € ImL(—1)%.

When h = —3, we set

F(w) = ayuL(—1)L(—4)w + a12o L(—1)L(—2)?w + a113L(—1)2L(—3)w

+ a1119L(—1)3L(=2)w + a11111 L(—1)°w.
Then

L(2)F(w) = a14 (3-5L(=3) + 6 L(~1)L(—2)) w
+ a122 (F9L(=3) + (2 + ) L(—1)L(=2)) w
+ang (5L(—1)> +2-3-4L(-1)L(-2)) w
+ a1112 <<15 - %c) L(-1)>-3.2. 2L(—1)L(—2)> w
+ain (—10-3-2-2L(-1)*) w,

L(3)F(w) = a14 (4-6L(=2) + TL(-1)*) w
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+ a1e (5 3L(—1)* +4(—16 + ¢)L(-2)) w
+ans ((22+ 2¢)L(-1)*) w
+ ainr2 ((—36 + 6c)L(—1)* —4-3-2L(—2)) w
+an (—25-4-3-2L(-1)%) w.
Then from L(2)F(w) € ImL(—1), we see that
15a14 — 9aj22 = 0.
From L(2)F(w) — $L(—1)L(3)F(w) € ImL(—1)2, we see that
—6a14 + (34 — ¢)aj2 =0

(amazingly the variables aj13,a1112 and aq1111 all have zero coefficients). The matrix of
this system is degenerate only when ¢ = 188/5. So for our choice of ¢, the matrix is

nondegenerate. Therefore, a14 = a120 = 0, and
F(w) = a13L(—=1)2L(=3)w + a1112L(— 1) L(—2)w + a11111 L(—1)°w € ImL(—1)2.

(2) We note first that such w(;y has to be outside of ImL(—1), as the zero-mode of elements
in ImL(—1) is identically zero.
When h = —1, the only choice of elements in W[;j is (up to a scalar) L(—2)w. It can
be computed that

The coefficient of L(—1)3w is zero only when ¢ = 26 that does not meet our choice. So
F(w) =ai11 (—%3 + %c)_1 (L(—2)w)ow.
When h = —2, the only choice of elements in W[;j is (up to a scalar) L(—3)w. It can
be computed that
1 1
(L(—3)w)ow = —2 (L(—1)2L(—2) + EL(—1)4 <—8 + §c>> w.
Looking back at F(w), from Lemma (.8 we know that L(4)F(w) € ImL(—1) = {0}. It

can be computed that
1 1 1
L(4)F(w) =ajg | -8+ 56 + a1111(—12) =0=a111 = E -8+ §C a112.
So that
1

F(w) = aig <L(—1)2L(—2) + % (—8 + %C> L(—1)4> w = —gaa(L(=3)w)ow.

When h = —3, the only choice of elements in W/;) is some linear combination of L(—4)w

and L(—2)?w. It can be computed that

(L(~4)w)ow = —gL(—1)2L(—3)w +L(=1)L(=2)w

1 5
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(L(—=2)*w)ow = gL(—l)zL(—3)w + é(—&so +¢)L(=1)3L(-2)w
+ 4%(—49 +4e)L(—1) w.

Recall that in (1) we have already obtained that
F(w) = 0113L(_1)2L(_3)w + 01112L(—1)3L(—2)w + a11111L(—1)5w.
Let z1, o be numbers such that

a1z = —§$1 + §$2

1
aiiie =21 + 5(_50 + ¢)xs.
The linear system is degenerate when
5 3
—5-16(—50+c)—§:0:>c>50

Thus our choice of ¢ makes a nondegenerate system. So such x1,zs exists uniquely for

any fixed a113 and aq112. Then we know that

F(w) + (—z1 L(—4)w — 25 L(—2)*w)ow € ImL(—1)*.

Consequently, we conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 4.10. For V = L(c,0), ¢ = ¢, and W = L(c,h) with h = hyp,,, € Z,h > =3,
HY(V,W) = ZYV,W).

Proof. Let F' : V. — W be any derivation. From Proposition L9 we know that for some
wey € Wy, F(w) — (wy)ow € ImL(—1)*. Consider the map G : V. — W defined by

G(v) = F(v) — (wq))ov.

Since both v + F(v) and v + (w(1))ov is a derivation, we know that G is also a derivation,
satisfying G(w) € ImL(—1)*. Tt then follows from Lemma that G = 0. Thus F(v) =
(w(l))ov O
4.4. The module L(c,h) with N-grading. In this subsection we consider W = L(¢, h) with

N-grading. One should note that H(V,W) and Z'(V,W) are different from those with L(0)-
gradings.

Theorem 4.11. Let V = L(c,0) with ¢ = ¢, 4 as in (I9). Let W = L(c, h) with h = hyp, ,, as in

(20) with the canonical N-grading given by the operator dy = L(0) — h. Then H'(V,W) = 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to assume that h # 0. Let w be the lowest weight vector of W. Assume that
L(—2)w and L(—1)?w are linearly independent. Set

F(w) = aL(—2)w + bL(—1)?w.
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Then
L(1)F(w) = (3a + (4h + 2)b)L(—1)w
L(2)F(w) = <<4h + %c) a+ 6hb> w.
From
F(LO)w) = LOF() + Flwhw = 2L0)F() ~ L-DLF) + 5 L(-1’L@)F (),
we have

2F(w) = 2(h + 2)F(w) — L(—1)L(1)F(w) + %L(—1)2L(2)F(w)

=0=2(h+1)aL(—2)w + <2(h +1)b—3a — (4h +2)b + % <4h + %c) a+ 3hb> L(—1)%w

If h # —1, then a = 0. What remains simplifies to hb = 0. Since h # 0, b = 0. On the other

hand, if h = —1. In this case, the relation simplifies to
1
b= <—5 + ZC) a.

F(L(1)w) = L(1)w + F(w)w = L(—1)L(2)F(w) =0,

On the other hand, from

and the fact that ker L(—1) = 0, we see that

<—4+%c>a—6b:0

Together with the previous relation on a,b, we conclude that (26 — c)a = 0. Since ¢ # 26, we
conclude that ¢ = 0 and thus b = 0.
It remains to study the case when L(—2)w and L(—1)?w are linearly independent. Since the

coefficient of L(—1)2w in the relation is nonzero (see [A]), it suffices to consider the case when

We similarly argue that a« = 0 if h # —1, and in case h = —1, we have (=4 4 ¢/2)a = 0. Since
c # 8, we still get a = 0. d

Theorem 4.12. Let V = L(c,0) with ¢ = ¢ 4 as in ([IJ)). Let W = L(c, h) with h = hy, , as in
([20) with arbitrary N-grading. Then HY(V, W) = Z*(V,W).

Proof. Let Z be the lowest weight of W. The = = 0 case is proved in Theorem 11l If = = 1,
then F'(w) = L(—1)w for some w € W), which is zero automatically if W is L(0)-isomorphic to
V. In case W is not L(0)-isomorphic to V', we note that

wow = —wow + L(—wiw = (h — 1) L(—1)w.

Since h # 1, we see that F' coincides with the zero-mode derivation defined by w/(h — 1). Thus

F' is a zero-mode derivation.
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If == 2, then F'(w) = w for some w € Wpy. But then,
2w = F(ww) = w1 F(w) + F(w)iw = 2w F(w) = 2hw.

Since h # 1, we see that w = 0. Thus F' = 0. O

5. FIRST COHOMOLOGIES OF LATTICE VOAS

In this section, we will study the first cohomologies of the lattice VOA associated with an
positive definite even lattice. We will compute all derivations using Proposition 211 and Remark
More precisely, we first assume that F' sends a generator to a linear combination of
homogeneous elements of the same weight, then determine the coefficients and show that they

coincide with some zero-mode derivations.

5.1. Lattice VOA and modules. The lattice VOA was first constructed in [FLM]. The mod-
ules were classified in [D]. We briefly review the construction of lattice VOA and modules
following [LLJ.

Let Lg be an even lattice of rank r, i.e., Ly is a free abelian group of rank r equipped with a

positive definite symmetric Z-bilinear form satisfying
(a,a) € 27,0 € Ly.
Let h = Ly ®7 C and L be the dual lattice of Lg, i.e.,
L={acbh:{a,p)€Z,VBE Ly}.

Let L be a central extension of L by a finite cyclic group (k) of order s, i.e., L can be fitted into

the following short exact sequence of groups:
1= (k) > L= L1,
where the map L — L is denoted by a+— a. Lete: L — I:,oz — eq be a section of the short
exact sequence i.e.,
e =1;eq =, € L.
Let €o : L X L — 7Z/sZ be the corresponding 2-cocycle assoicated with the section e, i.e., for

a,B8 €L,

— /{EO (avﬁ)

€ats Eat -

Fix some primitive s-th root of unity ws € C, let C,, be the one-dimensional vector space on

which k acts by the scalar ws. Let
C{L} = C[L] ®cjy C,

be the induced L-module. Set ¢ : L — C{L} by t(a) = a® 1. It is known that ¢ is an injection,
and 1(kb) = wg(b) is the only linear relations among ¢(b),b € L. Thus C[L] and C{L} are
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linearly isomorphic and can be (linearly) identified via a + (e, ). Define € : L x L — C* by
e(a, B) = wgo(a’ﬁ)ea+5,a,5 e L.
Then the action of L on C{L} can be described by
eq - tleg) = €(a, B)i(eq+p), kt(eg) = wst(eg), o, f € L

Let M(1) = S(h_) be the Heisenberg VOA assoicated with b with level 1. In more detail, we

view b as the abelian Lie algebra and consider its affinization
h=hoC[t,t"'| e Ck
Let C1y be the one-dimensional vector space on which h(n) acts trivially for n > 0, and k acts
by the scalar 1. M (1) is nothing but the induced module
M(1) = U(h) ®upeciack) Cly

together with an appropriately defined vertex operator. To construct the lattice VOA, we con-

sider the vector space
Ve =M(1) @ C{L}
and the vacuum element
1=1,®1,

together with the following actions

acLw®ilen) —v®ila-ey),
kebhw®uled) —v®iles),
het' e hw®iles) — (ha)v @ iley),
h@t™ e b ilen) = h(n)v @ ilen), (n #0),

where h € h,v € M(1). So
Vi, = span{aV(=ny) - - a"™ (=nn)i(eq) s aV, ... a™ €0y, . nm € Z4}
For h € h and a formal variable x, we also define the action of
" @uleq) = 2 @ u(eq).

Using these actions, we define the following fundamental vertex operator associated with o € L

(Ch):

a(n) _ a(n) _
Y — _ =Y n _ s n a
(t(eq),x) = exp ( Z — > exp ( Z — > el
n<0 n>0
The vertex operator for general elements is given by

Y(@®W(=n)---a"™ (=nm)i(ea), z)

1 dm!
— o D (z)...
o (ng —1)! dzm—1° (z)

1 dm!

D a1 @Y (ea) @)

o
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For any subset £ C L, let
E={aecL:acE},C{E}=span{i(a):ac E}
and
Ve =M(1)@ C{E} C VL.

Particularly interesting cases includes F = Ly and E = v + Ly for some v € L, giving corre-
spondingly Vi, and V.
It follows from [LL] Section 6.4, 6.5, and [DLM2]| (see also [D]) that

(1) Vi, forms a VOA generated by
a(—1)1,a € h;(eq), a0 € L.

For a,...a") e h,a € L,

(o, @)
2

(2) Up to isomorphisms of VOAs, V1, is independent of the choice of s € Z, of the choice

wt <a(1)(—n1) - a(m)(—nm)b(ea)) =ny+-+ny+

of wg, and of the central extension of L. We can pick s = 2, wy = —1 and the central

extension with a section satisfying

e(a, B)/e(B,a) = (—1)fH),

(3) Vi forms a Vi,-module. Any irreducible Vi,,-module is isomorphic to Vi1, C Vg, for
some v € L. Let 71,...,7s € L be a choice of representatives of L/Lg. Then the modules
Vii4Los -+ Vs +Lo form the set of equivalent classes of irreducible V7 -modules.

(4) Every weak Vi, ,-module is a direct sum of irreducible Vz,,-modules.

5.2. The algebra V.

Lemma 5.1. Let «y,...,a, € Lo be a Z-basis for Ly. Then Vi, is generated by a;(—1)1 and

tleq,), i =1,..,7.

Proof. Note that for any «, 8 € Ly,

Y (i(ea),)ules) = exp <— > af?f”) o™ - 1(cp)

n<0
= e(a, B2\ exp (— Z @m_"> t(eatp)
n<0 "
The coefficient of the lowest power of x is precisely e(o, 8)t(eqtp), where €(a, 5) # 0. Thus
t(eqa+p) is generated by t(eq) and t(eg). Therefore, t(eq, ), ..., t(€q, ), together with h(—1)1,h €
b, generates Vr,. The conclusion follows by noticing that h(—1)1 is a linear combinations of
ar(—1)1, ..., (—1)1. O
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Theorem 5.2. Let V7, be the lattice VOA associated with a positive definite even lattice. Let
F : Vi, — Vi, be aderivation. Then F is a zero-mode derivation. Consequently, H(Vz,, Vz,) =
Zl(VLo’ Vi)

Proof. Fix any h € . Since F' commutes with L(0), F'(h(—1)1) is of conformal weight 1. Thus
we write
F(h(-1)1) =Y zi(h)ai(-D1+ > yalh)(eq).
=1 a€Lg,{a,0)=2
where x;,y, € h* for each i = 1,...,7 and « € Lo, (o,@) = 2. Since F is a derivation, for any

h,h1 € b, we have
F(hi(0)h(=1)1) = hy(0)F(h(=1)1) + F (k1 (~1)1)oh(~1)1

This is to say

0= > (Walh)(h1,0) = ya(h1)(h, ) i(ea)

Thus for each index «,
Ya(h)(h1, @) = ya(h1)(h, o).
Since there are only finitely many « in the sum, there exists h; € b such that (hi,a) # 0 for

every a € Lo, (o, ) = 2. Let

o ya(hl)
to = y

hl,Oé

—~

Then for every h € h and every « € Ly, (o, ) = 2,
Ya(h) = (h,a)t,.

Let Fy : V — V be the linear map defined by

Fi(v) = F(v) + Z tat(eaq)ov.
a€Lg,{a,a)=2

F) is also a derivation since for each o € Lo, (o, o) = 2, the map v — t(eq)ov is the zero-mode

derivation assoicated with the weight-1 element ¢(e,). Then

Fl(h(_l)l) = F(h(_l)]-) + Z taL(ea)Oh(_l)l

a€Lg,{a,0)=2

=Y mMai(-D1+ Y (Yalh) — talh, @) tlea)

=1 a€Lg,{a,a)=2

For convenience, we set h = >1_, x;(h)ay; € h. So that Fy(h(—1)1) = h(—1).
Since F; commutes with L(0), for every i = 1,...,7, Fi(t(eq,;)) is of weight (o, a;)/2. Thus

Fl(b(eai ))
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= Z zat(eq)

aELo,
<O‘7a>:<ai 7O‘i>

* > U kD kD 8
BELg,s1,...,8rEN,
B kD ke eN

S S kP4 (8.8 = o)
1) (1) (r) (r)
k kS k ks,
al(_l) 1 ...al(_sl) 1 ar(_l) 1 "'aT’(_ST) L(eﬁ).
for some z, € C and ukgl),...,kﬁ}),...,kﬁ"),...,kgf.),ﬁ e C.

Since F} is a derivation, for any h € b, we have
F(h(0)u(ea;)) = h(0)F(1(eq,;)) + F(h(=1)1)ot(ea;)

This is to say that

Z (h, ;) - zat(eq)

a€Ly,
<O‘7a>:<ai 7O‘i>

+ Z (h, o) 'ukﬁl),...,kﬁi),...,k%r),...,kgi.),ﬁ
B€Lg,s1,...,5r€N,
K k)b ke

r S ik + 1(8,8)=1 o )

(1) (1) (r) (r)
.al(_l)kl "'al(—Sl)ksl ar(—l)kl "'ar(_Sr)kST L(eﬁ)

= Z (h,a) - zqt(eq)

aELo,
<a7a>:<ai 7ai>

—I_ Z <h’ 6> ' ngl)7"'7kg1)7"'7k§7‘)7"'7kg:‘)7/3
B€Lg,s1,...,5r€N,

R kS kL kD e
S S kP4 1 (8,8)=1 o a)
(1) (1) () (r)
.al(_l)kl ...al(_sl)ksl ar(—l)kl "'ar(_Sr)kST L(eﬁ)

+ (h, ai)(eq;)
Comparing the coefficient of ¢(eq,) on both sides, we see that (h,a;) = 0 for every h € h and
every i = 1,...,r. This implies that i = 0 for every h € h. Thus F;(h(—1)1) = 0. And only the
first four lines remain. Comparing the coefficients of other terms, we see that
(1) For every o # v, (o, ) = (v, o),

(h, ;) 2o, = (h, Q) 2o,

holds for every h € h. This is only possible when z, = 0.
(2) For every 8 € Lo, {(B,58) < (a,a) and every possible choice of indices kgl),...,kg),
B ED e,
(hoadJuy oy o o= (e Bluym o oo g

S1 o S1 o
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holds for any h € j. This is possible only when Up() () () 0.
1 oresfusy ey

kT

Thus we managed to show that
Fi(h(=1)1) = 0, F1(e(ea;)) = Za;t(€a;);

forhebh,i=1,..r
Let F5 : V — V be the linear map defined by

Fy(v) = F1(v) = Y za;(c (=1)1)ov
i=1

F; is a derivation since for every i = 1,...,7, the map v — (a;(—1)")gv is the zero-mode derivation

assoicated with the weight-1 element a;(—1)1. Then
Fg(h(—l)l) = O, FQ(L(GO%)) =0.

So Fj is a derivation sending every generator of Vz, to zero. Thus F» = 0. In other words,

0=Fi(v) =) za;(af (~DL)ov =F@)+ > Zatlea)ov = Y _ za; (e (=1)1)ov.
i=1 =1

a€Lg,(a,0)=2

So F' is a zero-mode derivation. O

Remark 5.3. For the lattice VOA Vi, assoicated with a positive definite even lattice, the
associated Zhu’s algebra Ag(Vr,) is studied in [DLM3]|. If the dual lattice L of Ly contains
a Z-basis consisting of lattice points outside of Lg, then we can show that O(VL) contains no
homogeneous elements of conformal weight 1. In this case, using the conclusions in Proposition
223 and Corollary 2.24] we can show that w must be a linear combination of weight-1 elements.
The computation is much less technical than here. However, the assumption generally does not
hold: if Ly is a unimodular lattice (e.g. Eg or Leech lattice), from the representation theory of
A(Vr,) discussed in [DLM3], one sees that Ay(Vz) = C1 with Oy(Vz,) containing all elements

except the vacuum 1. The structure of Ag(Vz,) is too trivial to give any useful information (cf.

Remark 2.25]).

5.3. The module V., with L(0)-grading.

Theorem 5.4. Fix an arbitrary v € L,y ¢ Lo. Then derivation F': Vi, — V,1, is a zero-mode

derivation. Consequently, H*(Viy, Voiro) = 2 (Vig, Vot Lo)-

Proof. The computation is very similar. Instead of giving out every detail, we will only give a

sketch.

(1) For any h € b, let

F(h(-1)1) = Z To(h)t(ey+a)-

a€Lo,(y+a,y+a)=2
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for some z, € b*. From F(h1(0)h(—1)1) = h1(0)F(h(—1)1) + F(hi(—1)1)oh(—1), we
similarly see that for every o € L with (v + a,vy 4+ a) = 2,

o (h)(h1,a + ) = x4(h1){h,y + ).

Picking to = za(h1)/(h1,7 + @) for some h; € bh that makes the denominator nonzero
for every « involved, and let
Fi(v) = F(v) - Z tat(€y+a)ov.
a€Lo,(y+a,y+a)=2
Then Fj is also a derivation, and Fj(h(—1)1) = 0 for any h € b.
(2) For any i = 1,...,7, let

Fi(u(eq;)) = > ypt(ey+8)

BELo,(y+B,v+B)=(vi o)
+ > hi(=m1) - - hn(=mn)(ey45).

BE€Lo,h1,....~hnEY,M1,.... mn €Ly,
M+ 5 (v B,7+8)=§ (i)

From F(h(0)i(eq,;)) = h(0)F((eq,) (note that F(h(—1)1) = 0) for any h € b, we see
that

(h, i) > yst(ey+p)

B€eLo, (FY+57'Y+B>:<O‘1 7ai>

+ (h, a5) Z hi(=m1) -« hn(=mn)u(ey+5)

BEL()vhl7"'7hneh7m17"'7m7lez+7
Myt tmn 5 (7B +8) =4 (i)

= > yplh, v + B)e(eyip)

BELo,{(v+B,v+8)=(i,as)
+ > (hy + BYh (=) -+~ b (=) (e 5).

BELO7h17"'7h7leh7m17"'7mnez+7
mittmaty (vHBo+B)=4 (ai,ai)

Note that if (h,«;) = (h,y + B) for every h € h, then «o; = 7 + (3, which is impossible since
v ¢ Lo while o;, 5 € Lo. Thus to make the equality, it is necessary that yz = 0 and all the
hi(=my) - hp(—=my)t(eq45) = 0. So Fi(t(eq;)) = 0 for every i = 1,...,r. Thus

F(v) = Z tat(ey+a)ov

a€Lo,{(v+a,y+a)=2

is a zero-mode derivation. O

Remark 5.5. For the lattice VOA case, the bimodules for Zhu’s algebra does not help at all
(cf. Remark 2:25)). Indeed, it follows from the

Vu—i-Lo X Viir, = V;H—V—i-Lo

among modules assoicated with u,v € L that Ay(V,4r,) = 0 for any p ¢ Lo.
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5.4. The module V., ;, with N-grading. In this subsection we consider W = V.., with
shifted grading dy = L(0) — (v,7)/2. In this case, H!(V, W) consists of derivations satisfying

F(L(0)) = (L(O) - <'Y’2'Y>> F(v).

Similarly, with this grading, the choice of derivations is different. Thus, H*(V, W) and Z'(V, W)
are different from those with L(0)-gradings.

Theorem 5.6. Let V = Vp, with Lo a positive definite even lattice. Let W =V, for some
v ¢ Lo with the grading operator dyy = L(0) — (v,7)/2. Then H*(V,W) = ZY{(V,W).

Proof. It is clear that t(e,) is a lowest weight vector of W that generates V. r,. For h € b, let

F(h(-1)1) = Z za(h)i(ey+a) + Z Z?Jz,ﬁ Du(ey+p), (32)
a€Lg, B€Lo,
(Yo yta)={y,7)+2 (Y +HB+B)=(v, >

where z4,y; 3 € b* for each choice of «, 7, 3. From

F(h1(0)h(=1)1) = 1 (0)F(h(=1)1) + F(h1(=1)1)oh(=1)1,

we see that
0= Z (h1,7 + a)xa(h)e(eyta) + Z Z ha, v + B)yip(h)ei(—1)u(ey+5)
a€Ly, B€Lo,
(yta,yt+ay={y,7)+2 (Y +BA+B)=(7, >
(33)
- Z (h,y + a)za(hi)i(eyta) — Z Z (h, v + B)yi,p(h1)os(—1)e(eq+p)
a€Ly, BE€Lo,
(yta,yt+ay={y,7)+2 Y+B+B)=(v, >
(34)
+ > Z (hs ai)yip(ha)(y + B)(—=1)e(ey+5) (35)
B€Lo,

B +B)=(7 >
Comparing the coefficients of t(ey4q) for each o € Ly with (v + o, v + o) = (o, ) + 2, we see
that
<h17'7 + a>ma(h) = <h7'7 + a>xa(h1)’

We similarly set to, = xo(h)/{(h,v + a).

To compare the coefficients for a;(—1)i(eyyg) for i =1,...,7,8 € Lo, (v + B,7v + B) = (7,7),
we first rewrite

YHB= (v +B8 a0 ),
j=1
where oy, ..., € by satisfy (o, «j) = 8;5,4,5 = 1,...,r. Then rewrite the last term (37) as
> Z (hy iy p(h1) Y (v + B, o Yoy (—1)e(ey1p)

BELo, J=1
(Y +B+B)=(7, >
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= Z Z Z (h,o)y; p(hi) (v + B, o) | ci(—1)e(eq45)

BELg, i=1 \j=1
(Y HBA+BY=(7,7)

to read the coefficient for a;(—1)t(e44 ), which yields

T

(h1, v + B)yip(h) = (hyy + By () = Y (h, o)y + B, 07 )y 5(hn)
j=1
Pick hy € b such that (hi,y + ) # 0 for every index 3 involved in this sum. Let u;g =
Z/],B(hl)/allﬁ + 6> for each J = 17 "'7T7ﬁ € L07 <7 + ﬁ77 + ﬁ> = <777> Then we have

T

yip(h) = (hyy + Buig — > (h o)y + 8,0 Yujs.
j=1

With the choice of ¢, and u; g, we now consider

Fi(v) = F(v) + > tat(€yta)ov + > Z ui,poei(—1)(eq4p)ov

aclg BeLg i=1
(vta,yta)=(a,a)+2 YHBA+HB)=(77)

Since we modified F' with zero-mode derivations, it is clear that Fj is also a derivation. The

following computation shows that Fj(h(—1)1) = 0 for every h € h. Indeed,

CFRED) - el adiler i)
a€Lg
('Y+O‘7'Y+O‘>:<O‘7a>+2

T

_ Z Zuiﬁ (h,y + Byai(—1)t(ey+p) 2:1 (h, i)y + B, af o (—1)e(eq1p)
=

BELo i=1
(Y +BA+BY=(7,7)
—F-D1) - Y za(hlerra)
a€Lg
<7+a77+a>:<a70‘>+2
- > D wiglhy + Bai(=1)u(ess) = DD (hay)(y + B,af Jai(=1)u(ey1p)
BELg i=1 i=1 j=1
(Y HBA+B)={v,7)
= F(h(-1)1) - Z za(h)i(ey+a) — Z Zyl B it(ey+5)
a€Lg B€Lg
(vta,yta)=(a,a)+2 (Y+BA+B)=(7, >
=0
Let
Fl(L(eOCi))
= Z Zab(ev—i-a)
a€Lg,
(rtoyta)

=(@,0i)+(7,7)
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+ > Ul D,k )
BELo,s1,...,87EN,
Kk kD ke
P GEP 4 Ly By +B)
:% <ai7ai>+%<777>

(1) (1) (r) ()
.al(_l)kl ---al(—sl)k81 ...ar(_l)kl ...ar(_sr)ksT L(erip)-

Since Fi(h(—1)1) =0, it is clear that
F(h(0)u(eq;)) = h(0)F(e(ea;)),

§ (h, ai)zat(ey+a)
a€Ly,
(e y+a)
:<ai 7ai>+<777>

+ Z <hvO‘i>“kgl>,...,kgp,...,ky),...,kg:%ﬁ
BEL(),Slv"'verNv
1 1
Rk kL kD e
S0 S Gk L (BB
=1 (ovi,00)+ 3 (7,7)
k(l) k(l) k("“) k("“)
aa (=R an (s o () g (<5 ey ).

= Z (h, v + @)zat(eyta)
a€Ly,
(y+a,y+a)
=(ai, 0 ) +(7,7)

> (R +Bum o 4o e
BEL(),Slv"'verNv !

Rk ek kD e
S S Gk L (BB
=1 (ovi,00)+ 3 (7,7)

an (=R g (—s )R (—1)R ozr(—sr)kg")b(ewg)-
Thus for every choice of indices «, 8 involved in the sum,
(h, ;) zo = (hyy + @) 24, (36)
{hs O‘i>uk§1>,...,kgi),...,kﬁ”,...,kﬁ?,ﬁ = (hyy + 6>uk§”,...,kgi),...,k&”,...,kﬁ?,ﬁ (37)

holds for arbitrary h € h. Since v ¢ Lo, this is possible only when every z, = 0 and every

D) D, k0, p = O TS

S1 9*

Fi(eq;)) =0,i=1,...,7.

That is to say, Fi(v) = 0. Thus

I8
Flv) = - 2. tat(ey+a)ov — > D i pai(=1)e(eyy5)ov
aELg BELO =1
(vta,yta)=(a,a)+2 Y HBA+HB)=(7:7)

is a zero-mode derivation. O
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Theorem 5.7. Let V = Vi, where Lg a positive definite even lattice. Let W = V., 1, for some
v ¢ Lo with arbitrary N-grading. Then H'(V, W) = ZY(V,W).

Proof. Let = be the lowest weight of W. The case Z = 0 is solved in Theorem For = > 1,
the process is a trivial modification from that in Theorem We shall not repeat the details
but just give a sketch.

(1) When = > 2, F((h(—1)1) is automatically zero. We take F; = F. When = = 1, the
expression of F(h(—1)1) in ([B2) involves only the first sum. Using the same arguments
in Theorem 5.2] we find an element w(;) € W(y), so that the derivation Fy(v) = F(v) —
(w(1))ov satisfies F1(h(—=1)1) =0,h € b.

(2) For every basis element «; of the lattice Lo, the condition Fi(h(0)u(eq,) = h(0)e(eq,)
implies ([B6) and (B7) for any h € h. If v ¢ Lo, it follows similarly that F(i(eq,)) =
0. If v € Ly, in which case we should take v = 0, then ([B@) and (B7) implies that
a = «a; and 8 = «;. But from the grading-preserving condition of F', we should have
(a,a) + 22 = (ay,a4) and (8,8) + >0, > 5L, k](-p) = = («j,q;), neither of which
is possible. So both z, in ([B6) and ukgl)’m’kg)7.“7,#)7.“7,{&)’
conclusion Fi(i(eq,)) = 0 holds.

g in B7) are zero. The same

O

6. SUMMARY AND REMARKS

In Sections B @ and B, we computed the first cohomology H'(V, W) for the three classes of
VOAs V and for any irreducible V-module W with arbitrary N-grading. Since every N-graded

V-module is a direct sum of irreducible submodules, we conclude the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. Let V be a VOA and W be a V-module, then H*(V,W) = ZY(V, W) if
(1) V = L4(1,0) where g is a simple Lie algebra, | € Z,, W is any N-graded V-module;
(2) V = L(c,0) where ¢ = ¢pq as in ([19), W is any N-graded V-module;
(3) V = Vi, where Ly is a positive definite even lattice, W is any N-graded V-module.

In case V' is the Virasoro VOA L(c, 0) with ¢ # c¢pq, ¢pq as in ([I9), Proposition shows that
there exists an N-graded module W such that H*(V, W) # ZY{(V,W).

In case V is the Virasoro VOA L(c,0) with ¢ = ¢, as in (I9) and V' admits negative energy
representations, we also proved that H'(V,W) = Z(V,W) for every irreducible L(0)-graded
V-module whose lowest weight is greater or equal to —3. Since every L(0)-graded V-module is

a direct sum of irreducibles, we also managed to prove that

Theorem 6.2. Let V = L(c,0) be the Virasoro VOA where ¢ = ¢4 as in (I9). Then for every
L(0)-graded V-module W whose lowest weight is greater or equal to —3, H*(V,W) = Z1(V,W).
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Remark 6.3. In [HQ], we conjectured that H'(V, W) = ZY(V, W) for any V-bimodule W. While

this paper provides concrete evidence for us to believe that the conjectures hold in general, to

fully prove the conjecture we need to classify all irreducible V-bimodules. For some examples

of V (affine sl(2), minimal model Virasoro), an irreducible V-module W admits a unique V-

bimodule structure where V£ = YMV}/V. So for these examples, the classification of bimodules

might not be very difficult and shall be attempted in the future.

Remark 6.4. The arguments so far did not involve any discussions of Cs-cofiniteness, which is

key to the rigidity of the module categories. The relationship between the cofiniteness conditions

and the cohomology theory should be carefully investigated in future work.
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