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Simple restricted modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra

as weak modules for vertex operator superalgebras

Haibo Chen

Abstract: In the present paper, a class of new simple modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra
are constructed, which are induced from simple modules over some finite dimensional solvable Lie
superalgebras. These new simple N = 1 Ramond modules are isomorphic to simple restricted
modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra. In particular, by simple restricted N = 1 Ramond
modules and [20], we give a classification of weak modules for vertex operator superalgebras. At
last, some example of simple restricted N = 1 Ramond modules as various versions of Whittaker
modules are presented (classical Whittaker modules were studied in [15]).
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1 Introduction

The N = 1 Ramond algebra is an infinite dimensional Lie superalgebra

R =
⊕

m∈Z

CLm ⊕
⊕

m∈Z

CGm ⊕ CC,

which satisfies the following Lie super-brackets

[Lm, Ln] = (n−m)Lm+n +
n3 − n

12
δm+n,0C,

[Gm, Gn] = −2Lm+n +
4m2 − 1

12
δm+n,0C,

[Lm, Gn] = (n−
m

2
)Gm+n, [R, C] = 0,

(1.1)

where m,n ∈ Z. By definition, we have the following decomposition:

R = R0̄ ⊕R1̄,

where R0̄ = span{Lm, C | m ∈ Z}, R1̄ = span{Gm | m ∈ Z}. Notice that the even part

R0̄ is isomorphic to the classical Virasoro algebra. Clearly, CC is the center of R. Let

Rm = span{L−m, G−m, δm,0C} for all m ∈ Z. Then [Rm,Rn] ⊂ Rm+n, and R, U(R) are

Z-graded. It is easy to see that R has the following triangular decomposition:

R = R+ ⊕R0 ⊕R−,

H. Chen (hypo1025@163.com).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.06520v1


where R+ = R−m>0 and R− = R−m<0.

The representation theory of the N = 1 Ramond algebra has attracted a lot of attention

from mathematicians. The structure of Verma modules, Fock modules and pre-Verma mod-

ules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra were respectively investigated in [11–13]. All simple

Harish-Chandra modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra were classified in [24] (also see [2]).

Recently, some non-weight modules as Whittaker modules and U(CL0 ⊕CG0)-free modules

of rank 1 over the N = 1 Ramond algebra were studied in [15, 25], respectively. Moreover,

a class of non-weight modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra were developed in [4], which

include super intermediate series modules, U(CL0)-free modules of rank 2 and so on. As ev-

eryone knows, the N = 1 Ramond algebra can be seen as certain supersymmetric extensions

of the Virasoro algebra. However, the representation theory of the N = 1 Ramond algebra

is far less abundant than the Virasoro algebra.

Highest weight modules and Whittaker modules are two classes of classical representation

of Lie (super)algebra, which are both belong to the category of restricted modules. In [23],

a generalized construction for simple Virasoro modules was given by Mazorchuk and Zhao,

which includes highest weight modules and various version Whittaker modules. These simple

Virasoro modules are isomorphic to the simple restricted Virasoro modules (see [3]). From

[18], a class of weak modules over the Virasoro vertex operator algebra V (c, 0) were classified

by the restricted Virasoro modules. From then on, to classify some weak modules of vertex

operator (super)algebras, the restricted modules over some other Lie (super)algebras such

as twisted (mirror) Heisenberg-Virasoro algebras, N = 1 Neveu-Schwarz algebras, gap-p

Virasoro algebras, affine Lie algebras A
(1)
1 were also investigated (see, e.g., [1, 5–7, 10, 16, 17,

19, 22]). In Proposition 4.1 of [20], they show that any restricted module for the N = 1

Ramond algebra of central charge c is a weak ψ-twisted W̄ (c, 0)-module. In order to classify

the weak modules of vertex operator superalgebras, we need to give a characterization for

restricted modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra. These are our motivations for writing

this paper.

The rest of the present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some defini-

tions and notations of restricted modules for later use. In Section 3, a class of new simple

restricted modules over the N = 1 Ramond algebra are constructed. In Section 4, we give

a characterization of simple restricted R-modules, which reduces the problem of classifi-

cation of simple restricted R-modules to classification of simple modules over a class of

finite-dimensional solvable Lie superalgebras. In Section 5, a classification of weak ψ-twisted

modules for vertex operator superalgebras are given by using restricted R-modules. Finally,

some examples of restricted R-modules are given, such as Whittaker modules and high order

Whittaker modules.
Throughout this paper, we denote by C, Z, N and Z+ the sets of complex numbers,

integers, nonnegative integers and positive integers, respectively. All vector superspaces

(resp. superalgebras, supermodules) and spaces (resp. algebras, modules) are considered to
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be over C. We use U(a) to denote the universal enveloping algebra for a Lie (super)algebra
a.

2 Preliminaries

Let M =M0̄⊕M1̄ be a Z2-graded vector space. We say that any element v ∈M0̄ (resp. v ∈

M1̄) is even (resp. odd). Set |v| = 0 if v ∈M0̄ and |v| = 1 if v ∈ M1̄. We call that all elements

in M0̄ orM1̄ are homogeneous. Throughout this paper, all elements in Lie superalgebras and

modules are homogenous unless specified. All modules for Lie superalgebras are Z2-graded.

All simple modules over Lie (super)algebras are non-trivial.

Let G be a Lie superalgebra. A G-module is a Z2-graded vector space M together with a

bilinear map G ×M →M , denoted (x, v) 7→ xv satisfying the following conditions

x(yv)− (−1)|x||y|y(xv) = [x, y]v, GīMj̄ ⊆Mī+j̄

for all x, y ∈ G, v ∈M . It is clear that there is a parity-change functor Π on the category of

G-modules to itself.

Definition 2.1. Assume that M is a G-module and x ∈ G.

(i) If for any v ∈ M there exists m ∈ Z+ such that xmv = 0, we say that the action of x

on M is locally nilpotent. Similarly, if for any v ∈ M there exists m ∈ Z+ such that

Gmv = 0, we say that the action of G on M is locally nilpotent.

(ii) For any v ∈ M , the x acts locally finite on M if we have dim(
∑

m∈Z+
Cxmv) < +∞.

Similarly, for any v ∈ M , the G acts locally finite on M if we get dim(
∑

m∈Z+
Gmv) <

+∞.

We note that the action of x on M is locally finite can be shown by the action of x on

M is locally nilpotent. Generally speaking, it is not true for any Lie (super)algebra G. But

if G is a finitely generated Lie (super)algebra, the action of G on M is locally finite can also

be obtained by the action of G on M is locally nilpotent.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that G =
⊕

m∈Z Gm is a Z-graded Lie superalgebra. A G-module

M is called the restricted module if for any v ∈M there exists k ∈ N such that Gmv = 0 for

m > k.

For simplicity, write X = {0, 1}. We denote by S the set of all infinite vectors of the form

i := (. . . , i2, i1) with i2m−1 ∈ N, i2m ∈ X, m ∈ Z+, satisfying the condition that the number

of nonzero entries is finite. For k ∈ Z+, write ǫk = (. . . , δk,3, δk,2, δk,1) and 0 = (. . . , 0, 0).

Denote

W(χ) = m if 0 6= χ ∈ U(R)m, ∀m ∈ Z.
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For i ∈ S, set

gi = · · ·
(
Gi2k

−k+1L
i2k−1

−k

)
· · ·

(
Gi6

−2L
i5
−3

)(
Gi4

−1L
i3
−2

)(
Gi2

0 L
i1
−1

)
∈ U(R− ⊕R0), (2.1)

where i2k−1 ∈ N, i2k ∈ X, k ∈ Z+. Then we have

W(i) := W(gi) =
+∞∑

k=1

ki2k−1 +
+∞∑

k=1

(k − 1)i2k.

Denote

D(i) := D(gi) =

+∞∑

k=1

(i2k−1 + i2k).

The following total order on S can be found in [23].

Definition 2.3. We denote by > the reverse lexicographical total order on S, defined as

follows:

(a) 0 is the minimum element;

(b) for different nonzero i, j ∈ S, we have

j > i ⇐⇒ there exists m ∈ Z+ such that (jk = ik, ∀0 ≤ k < m) and jm > im.

Definition 2.4. By using the above reverse lexicographical total order, we can define the

principal total order ≻ on S: for different i, j ∈ S, set i ≻ j if and only if one of the following

condition is satisfied:

(a) W(i) >W(j);

(b) W(i) = W(j) and D(i) > D(j);

(c) W(i) = W(j), D(i) = D(j) and i > j.

For m,n ∈ Z, we denote

B̂ =
⊕

m≥0

CLm ⊕
⊕

n>1

CGn ⊕ CC and B = B̂ ⊕ CG1.

Clearly, R0 ⊕ R+ = B ⊕ CG0. For any simple module V over R or one of its subalgebra

containing the central element C, we denote that the action of C on V is a scalar c. Assume

that M̂ = M̂0̄ ⊕ M̂1̄ is a Z2-graded B̂-module, where v0̄, w0̄, . . . are the generators of even

space M̂0̄, and v1̄ = G1v0̄, w1̄ = G1w0̄, . . . are the generators of odd space M̂1̄. Naturally, one

can obtain the induced B-module

V = U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ = C[G1]M̂. (2.2)
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Clearly, G1v1̄ = −L2v0̄. Throughout this paper, we always set the simple B-module V =

U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ . Then we have the following induced R-module

IndB,c(V ) = U(R)⊗U(B) V.

By the PBW Theorem (see [8]), and G2
−m = −L−2m for m ∈ Z+, every element of IndB,c(V )

can be uniquely written as the following form

∑

i∈S

givi,c (2.3)

where gi defined as (2.1), vi,c ∈ V and only finitely many of them are nonzero. For any

w ∈ Indb,c(V ) as in (2.3), we write supp(w) the set of all i ∈ S such that vi,c 6= 0. For

0 6= w ∈ IndB,c(V ), we denote by deg(w) the maximal element in supp(w) (with respect to

the principal total order on S), which is called the degree of w. Note that deg(w) is defined

only for w 6= 0. Let W(w) = W(deg(w)) and W(0) = −∞. For any m ∈ N, set

suppm(w) = {i ∈ supp(w) | W(i) = m}.

3 Construction of simple R-modules

For k ∈ Z, denote Z≥k = {m ∈ Z | m ≥ k}. Now we give a characterization for simple

B-modules.

Lemma 3.1. Let k,m ∈ Z, t ∈ Z≥2 and M̂ be a simple B̂-module. Assume that V is a

induced B-module U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ as (2.2) with LkV = 0 for all k > t. Then we get GmV = 0

for all m > t.

Proof. Choose m ∈ Z with m > t. According to G2
mV = −L2mV = 0, we see that Υ = GmV

is a proper subspace of V . For any l ∈ Z+, one gets

Gm+lV =
2

3−m− l
(Lm+l−1G1 −G1Lm+l−1)V = 0.

Then for any n ∈ N, we check

LnΥ = LnGmV = GmLnV + (m−
n

2
)Gm+nV ⊂ Υ.

For k ∈ Z+, it is clear that GkΥ ⊂ Υ. Thus, Υ is a proper submodule of V . It follows from

the simplicity of V that we get Υ = GmV = 0 for all m > t.
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Lemma 3.2. Let m ∈ Z, k ∈ Z, c ∈ C, Fk = Lk or Gk, and M̂ be a simple B̂-module. Let

V be a induced module U(B) ⊗U(B̂) M̂ and there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that V satisfying the

following two conditions

(1) the action of Lr on V is injective;

(2) LmV = GrV = 0 for all m > r.

Then for any 0 6= w ∈ IndB,c(V ) with W(w) = q ∈ Z, k > r, we get

(i) suppq−k+r(Fkw) ⊂
{
i− j | i ∈ suppq(w),W(j) = k − r

}
;

(ii) W(Fkw) ≤ q − k + r.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 3.1 and (2), we have GmV = 0 for all m > r − 1. Now suppose that

w = givi,c with W(i) = q ∈ Z. For k > r and any fixed Fk, by using Lie super-brackets

in (1.1), we may transfer the only negative degree term in [Fk, gi] to the right side, i. e.,

[Fk, gi] ∈
∑

m∈{q−k,...,q} U(R>0)mRq−k−m. So

Fkw = [Fk, gi]vi,c = gq−kvi,c +
∑

j∈{k|i−k∈S,W(k)=k−1}

gi−jvj,c (3.1)

for some gq−k ∈ U(R>0)q−k.

(2) It follows from (1) that we have W(Fkgivi,c) ≤ W(givi,c)−k+r. The lemma clears.

Lemma 3.3. Let m ∈ Z, c ∈ C. Let i ∈ S with k̂ = min{m | im 6= 0} ≥ 0 and M̂ be a simple

B̂-module. Assume that V is a induced module U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ and there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such

that V satisfying the conditions

(1) the action of Lr on V is injective;

(2) LmV = GrV = 0 for all m > r.

Then

(i) if k̂ = 2k − 1 for some k ∈ Z+, we have

(a) deg(Lk+rgivi,c) = i− ǫ
k̂
;

(b) i− ǫ
k̂
/∈ supp

(
Lk+rg̃iṽi,c

)
for all i ≻ ĩ.

(ii) if k̂ = 2k for some k ∈ N, we have

(a) deg(Gk−1+rgivi,c) = i− ǫ
k̂
;
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(b) i− ǫ
k̂
/∈ supp

(
Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c

)
for all i ≻ ĩ.

Proof. (i) (a) To prove this, we write Lk+rgivi,c as (3.1). It is clear that the only way to

give gi−ǫ
k̂
vi,c is to commute Lr+k with an L−k, which implies i − ǫ

k̂
∈ supp

(
Lk+rgivi,c

)
. If

there exists a G−k in gi, we obtain [Lr+k, G−k]vi,c = 0. Then by Lemma 3.2, we conclude

deg(Lk+rgivi,c) = i− ǫ
k̂
.

(b) Now we consider the following three cases.

First consider W(̃i) <W(i). According to Lemma 3.2, we have

W(Lk+rg̃iv̂i,c) ≤ W(̃i)− k <W(i− ǫ
k̂
) = W(i)− k.

Obviously, (b) follows in this case.

Assume W(̃i) = W(i) = p ∈ Z and D(̃i) < D(i). If the element j ∈ supp
(
Lk+rg̃iṽi,c

)
is

such that D(j) < D(̃i), then

D(j) < D(̃i) ≤ D(i)− 1 = D(i− ǫ
k̂
).

This shows j 6= i − ǫ
k̂
. If the element j ∈ supp

(
Lk+rg̃iṽi,c

)
is such that D(j) = D(̃i), then

such j can only be given by commuting Lk+r with some L−j , where j > k + r. Then we

check

W(j) = W(̃i)− k − r <W(̃i)− k = W(i)− k = W(i− ǫ
k̂
),

which implies that j 6= i − ǫ
k̂
. So, (b) also follows in this case. Let k̃ = min{k | ĩk 6= 0} be

in ĩ. If k̃ = k̂, then by (1), deg(Lk+rg̃iṽi,c) = ĩ− ǫ
k̂
, we also have (b) in this case.

Consider the last case W(̃i) = W(i) = p, D(̃i) = D(i) and k̃ > k̂. Then from Lemma

3.2, we have W(Lk+rg̃iṽi,c) < p− k = W(i− ǫ
k̂
). We complete the proof of (i).

(ii) (a) Write Gk−1+rgivi,c as the form of (3.1). We know that the only way to obtain

gi−ǫ
k̂
vi,c is to commute Gk−1+r with a G−k+1, which gives i− ǫ

k̂
∈ supp

(
Gk−1+rgivi,c

)
. Com-

bining this with Lemma 3.2, we deduce deg(Gk−1+rgivi,c) = i− ǫ
k̂
.

(b) Now we have the following three cases.

First consider W(̃i) <W(i). It follows from Lemma 3.2 that we get

W(Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c) ≤ W(̃i)− k + 1 <W(i− ǫ
k̂
) = W(i)− k + 1.

Thus, (b) holds in this case.

Consider W(̃i) = W(i) = p ∈ Z and D(̃i) < D(i). If there exists j ∈ supp
(
Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c

)

such that D(j) < D(̃i), then we have

D(j) < D(̃i) ≤ D(i)− 1 = D(i− ǫ
k̂
).
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This implies j 6= i − ǫ
k̂
. If there exists j ∈ supp

(
Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c

)
such that D(j) = D(̃i), then

such j can only be given by commuting Gk−1+r with some G−p, where p > k − 1 + r. So we

obtain

W(j) = W(̃i)− k + 1− r <W(̃i)− k + 1 = W(i)− k + 1 = W(i− ǫ
k̂
),

which gives j 6= i − ǫ
k̂
. Obviously, (ii) also holds in this case. We denote by k̃ = min{k |

ĩk 6= 0} for ĩ. If k̃ = k̂, then by (1), deg(Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c) = ĩ− ǫ
k̂
, we also have (ii) in this case.

At last, we assume W(̃i) = W(i) = p ∈ Z, D(̃i) = D(i) and k̃ > k̂. Then it follows

from Lemma 3.2 that we get W(Gk−1+rg̃iṽi,c) < p − k + 1 = W(i − ǫ
k̂
). In conclusion, (b)

holds.

Now we present the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let m ∈ Z, c ∈ C and M̂ be a simple B̂-module as (2.2). Let V be a induced

module U(B) ⊗U(B̂) M̂ and there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that V satisfying the following two

conditions

(1) the action of Lr on V is injective;

(2) LmV = GrV = 0 for all m > r.

Then we obtain that the IndB,c(V ) is a simple R-module.

Proof. Let 0 6= w ∈ IndB,c(V ) and deg(w) = i for i ∈ S. Write k̂ = min{k | ik 6= 0} ≥ 0.

Based on Lemma 3.3, we immediately get the following results. If k̂ = 2k − 1 for some

k ∈ Z+, then Lr+kw 6= 0. If k̂ = 2k for some k ∈ Z+, then Gr+k−1w 6= 0. Therefore, from

any 0 6= w ∈ IndB,c(V ) we can get a nonzero element in U(R)w ∩ V 6= 0, which shows the

simplicity of IndB,c(V ). This completes the proof.

4 Characterization of simple restricted R-modules

For m ∈ Z, r ∈ Z≥2, we denote

R(r) =
⊕

m>r

CLm ⊕
⊕

m>r−1

CGm.

Proposition 4.1. Let m,n ∈ Z, c ∈ C and P be a simple module for R. Assume that there

exists k ∈ Z≥2 such that the action of Lk on P is injective. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:
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(i) There exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that the actions of Lm, Gn for m > r, n > r − 1 on P are

locally finite.

(ii) There exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that the actions of Lm, Gn for m > r, n > r − 1 on P are

locally nilpotent.

(iii) There exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that P is a locally finite R(r)-module.

(iv) There exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that P is a locally nilpotent R(r)-module.

(v) There exists r ∈ Z≥2 and a induced simple B-module V = U(B) ⊗U(B̂) M̂ as (2.2)

where M̂ is a B̂-module satisfying the conditions (1) and (2) in Theorem 3.4 such that

P ∼= IndB,c(V ).

Proof. It is clear that (v) ⇒ (iii) ⇒ (i), (v) ⇒ (iv) ⇒ (ii) and (ii) ⇒ (i). So, we only need

to give a proof of (i) ⇒ (v).

Since there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that the actions of Lm and Gn for all m > r, n > r−1 on

P are locally finite, then we can choose a 0 6= w ∈ P such that Lr+1w = µw for some µ ∈ C.

Let m,n ∈ Z, r ∈ Z≥2 with m > r, n > r − 1. We denote

ML =
∑

i∈N

CLi
r+1Lmw = U(CLr+1)Lmw and MG =

∑

i∈N

CLi
r+1Gnw = U(CLr+1)Gnw.

It follows from the definition of R and i ∈ N that we get

Lm+i(r+1)w ∈ ML ⇒ Lm+(i+1)(r+1)w ∈ ML, ∀ m > r,

Gn+i(r+1)w ∈ MG ⇒ Gn+(i+1)(r+1)w ∈ MG, ∀ n > r − 1.

Then we have Lm+i(r+1)w ∈ ML and Gn+i(r+1)w ∈ MG for all m > r, n > r− 1 by induction

on i ∈ N. In particular,
∑

i∈N CLm+i(r+1)w and
∑

i∈N CGn+i(r+1)w are both finite-dimensional

for m > r, n > r − 1. Thus,

∑

i∈N

CLr+1+iw = CLr+1w +
2r+2∑

m=r+2

(∑

i∈N

CLm+i(r+1)w
)
,

∑

i∈N

CGr+iw = CGrw +

2r+1∑

n=r+1

(∑

i∈N

CGn+i(r+1)w
)

are both finite dimensional. Then we can safely choose t ∈ N such that

∑

i∈N

CLr+1+iw =

t∑

i=0

CLr+1+iw and
∑

i∈N

CGr+iw =

t∑

i=0

CGr+iw.
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We denote

M ′ =
∑

x1,...,xt∈N,y0,y1,...,yt∈X

CLx1
r+1 · · ·L

xt

r+tG
y0
r G

y1
r+1 · · ·G

yt
r+tw,

which is a (finite-dimensional) R(r)-module by (i).

It follows that we can take a minimal q ∈ N such that

(Lm + α1Lm+1 + · · ·+ αqLm+q)M
′ = 0 (4.1)

for some m ∈ Z with m > r and αi ∈ C, i = 1, . . . , q. By applying Lm to (4.1), we

immediately get

(α1[Lm, Lm+1] + · · ·+ αq[Lm, Lm+q])M
′ = 0.

This shows k = 0, i.e., LmM
′ = 0 for some m > r. Thus, for any k > m > r, one checks

Lm+kM
′ =

1

k −m

(
LkLm − LmLk

)
M ′ = 0.

Based on this, we obtain

Gk+mM
′ = −

2

m+ k

(
Lm+kG0 −G0Lm+k

)
M ′ = 0,

that is to say, Gk+mM
′ = for all k > m > r.

Claim 1. If k ∈ Z≥2, then we have G1P 6= 0.

Suppose G1P = 0. Then for any k ∈ Z+, we have LkP = −1
2
(G1Gk−1 +Gk−1G1)P = 0.

Since there exists k ∈ Z≥2 such that the action of Lk on P is injective, we get into a

contradiction. The claim holds.
Now for any a ∈ Z≥2, we can consider the following vector space

Ma =
{
w ⊕ (G1w) ∈ P | Gnw = Lmw = 0,

Gn(G1w) = Lm(G1w) = 0 for all m > a, n > a− 1
}
.

Clearly, Ma 6= 0 for sufficiently large a ∈ N. On the other hand, Ma = 0 for all a < 0 since

there exists k ∈ Z≥2 such that the action of Lk on P is injective. Thus we can find a smallest

b ∈ Z≥2 with M̂ := Mb 6= 0. It follows from m > b, n > b− 1, p ∈ N, q ∈ Z≥2 that we have

Lm(Lpw) = (p−m)Lm+pw = 0, Gn(Lpw) = (
p

2
− n)Gn+qw = 0,

Lm(Gqw) = (q −
m

2
)Gm+qw = 0, Gn(Gqw) = −2Ln+qw = 0.
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This shows that Gqw ∈ M̂ for all q ∈ Z+. Similarly, we have Lp(G1w), Gq(G1w) ∈ M̂ for all

p ∈ N, q ∈ Z≥2. So, M̂ is a B̂-module with Z2-graded, and defined in Theorem 3.4. Then M̂

can be naturally induced to a B-module V = U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ .

By the definition of V , one can see that the action of Lb on V is injective. By P is simple

and generated by V , we know that there exists a canonical surjective map

Φ : IndB,c(V ) → P, Φ(1⊗ v) = v, ∀v ∈ V.

Hence, we only need to show that Φ is an injective map. Let F = ker(Φ). Clearly, F ∩V = 0.

If F 6= 0, we can choose 0 6= w ∈ F \ V such that deg(w) = i is minimal possible. Observe

that F is an R-submodule of IndB,c(V ). By using an identical process in Lemma 3.3, a new

vector η ∈ F with deg(η) ≺ i can be obtained. This shows a contradiction, namely, F = 0.

Then P ∼= IndB,c(V ). To sum up, V is a simple B-module. We complete the proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let P be a simple restricted R-module. Assume that there exists r ∈ Z≥2

such that the action of Lr on P is injective. Then P ∼= IndB,c(V ), where V is a induced

module U(B)⊗U(B̂) M̂ as (2.2), M̂ is a simple R
(r)
-module that R

(r)
= B̂/R(r) is a quotient

algebra for some r ∈ Z≥2.

Proof. It is clear that there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that the actions of Lm, Gn for all m > r, n >

r − 1 on P are locally nilpotent. Then based on Proposition 4.1, we immediately get the

results.

5 Weak modules for vertex operator superalgebras

The Neveu-Schwarz algebra N is the Lie superalgebra with the C-basis {Lm, Gp, C | m ∈

Z, p ∈ 1
2
+ Z} and the Lie super-bracket defined by

[Lm, Ln] = (n−m)Lm+n +
n3 − n

12
δm+n,0C,

[Gp, Gq] = −2Lp+q +
4p2 − 1

12
δp+q,0C,

[Lm, Gp] = (p−
m

2
)Gm+p, [R, C] = 0

for m,n ∈ Z, p, q ∈ 1
2
+ Z. By its definition, we have the following decomposition:

N = N0̄ ⊕N1̄,

where N0̄ = span{Lm, C | m ∈ Z}, N1̄ = span{Gp | p ∈ 1
2
+ Z}. Note that the N is

isomorphic to the subalgebra of R spanned by {Lm | m ∈ 2Z} ∪ {Gp | p ∈ 2Z + 1} ∪ {C}.
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It is clear that the N has a 1
2
Z-grading by the eigenvalues of the adjoint action of L0. Then

N has the following triangular decomposition:

N = N+ ⊕N0 ⊕N−,

where N+ = span{Lm, Gp | m, p > 0}, N− = span{Lm, Gp | m, p < 0} and N0 = C{L0, C}.

Set

L(z) =
∑

m∈Z

Lmz
−m−2, G(z) =

∑

n∈Z

Gn+ 1
2
z−n−2. (5.1)

By Section 4.2 of [19], we have

[L(z1), L(z2)] = z−1
1 δ(

z2
z1
)
∂

∂z2
(L(z2)) + 2z−2

1

∂

∂z2
(δ(

z2
z1
))L(z2) +

c

12
z−4
1 (

∂

∂z2
)3δ(

z2
z1
),

[L(z1), G(z2)] = z−1
1 δ(

z2
z1
)
∂

∂z2
(G(z2)) +

3

2

( ∂

∂z2
z−1
1 δ(

z2
z1
)
)
G(z2),

[G(z1), G(z2)] = 2z−1
1 δ(

z2
z1
)L(z2) +

c

3
(
∂

∂z2
)2z−1

1 δ(
z2
z1
).

Definition 5.1. A vertex superalgebra denoted by a quadruple (V, Y, 1, D) is a Z2-graded

vector space

V = V (0) ⊕ V (1),

and equipped with a linear map

V −→ (End(V ))[[z, z−1]]

v 7−→ Y (v, z) =
∑

n∈Z

vnz
−n−1 (where vn ∈ End(V )),

and with a specified vector 1 ∈ V0 (the vacuum vector) and a endomorphism D of V , such

that

(1) For any u, v ∈ V , unv = 0 for n sufficiently large;

(2) [D, Y (v, z)] = Y (D(v), z) = d
dz
Y (v, z) for any v ∈ V ;

(3) Y (1, z) = IdV (the identity operator of V );

(4) Y (v, z)1 ∈ End(V )[[z]] and limz→0Y (v, z)1 = v for any v ∈ V ;

(5) z−1
0 δ( z1−z2

x0
)Y (u, z1)Y (v, z2)− (−1)|u||v|z−1

0 δ( z2−z1
−z0

)Y (v, z2)Y (u, z1))

= z−1
2 δ( z1−z0

z2
)Y (Y (u, z0)v, z2) (the Jacobi identity), where |v| = j if v ∈ V (j) for j ∈ Z2.

This completes the definition of vertex operator superalgebra.
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A vertex superalgebra V is called a vertex operator superalgebra if there exists another

distinguished vector ω of V satisfying the following conditions

(6) [L(m), L(n)] = (n − m)L(m + n) + n3−n
12

δm+n,0C for m,n ∈ Z, where Y (ω, z) =
∑

n∈Z L(n)z
−n−2;

(7) L−1 = D, i.e., d
dz
Y (v, z) = Y (L−1v, z) for any v ∈ V ;

(8) V is 1
2
Z-graded such that V =

⊕
n∈ 1

2
Z
V(n), L(0) |V(n)

= nIdV(n)
, dim(V(n)) < ∞ and

V(n) = 0 for n sufficiently negative.

For any h, c ∈ C, assume that W (h, c) is the Verma module for N with highest weight

(h, c). Let 1 be a highest weight vector of W (0, c). We denote

W̄ (0, c) =W (0, c)/〈G− 1
2
1〉, (5.2)

where 〈G− 1
2
1〉 is the submodule generated by G− 1

2
1. It is well know that W̄ (0, c) has a

natural vertex operator superalgebra structure (see [14, 19]).

Assume that V is a vertex superalgebra. Define the following linear map

ψ : V −→ V

a + b 7−→ a− b

for a ∈ V(0), b ∈ V(1). It is clear that ψ is an automorphism of V (called the canonical

automorphism (see [9])). Then Aut(W̄ (0, c)) = Z2 = 〈ψ〉.

The following results can be found in [19, 20].

Lemma 5.2. Let c ∈ C and W̄ (0, c) defined as (5.2).

(i) Any restricted module for N with central charge c is a weak W̄ (0, c)-module;

(ii) Any restricted module for R with central charge c is a weak ψ-twisted W̄ (0, c)-module.

If follows from Theorem 3.1 of [16] and Lemma 5.2 (i) that one has the following results.

Proposition 5.3. Let c ∈ C and H be a simple module of B = N+ ⊕ N0. If there exists

t ∈ N such that H satisfying the following two conditions

(1) the action of Lt on H is injective;

(2) LmH = 0 for all m > t,

then the N -module IndB,c(H) is a weak W̄ (0, c)-module.
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By Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 5.2 (ii), we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. Let c ∈ C and V be a simple induced module U(B) ⊗U(B̂) M̂ where M̂

is a B̂-module. Assume that there exists r ∈ Z≥2 such that V satisfying the following two

conditions

(1) the action of Lr on V is injective;

(2) LmV = GrV = 0 for all m > r.

Then we obtain that the R-module IndB,c(V ) is a weak ψ-twisted W̄ (0, c)-module.

6 Examples

In this section, we show some examples of simple restricted R-modules.

6.1 Simple induced modules

Let l = Cx+Cy be the 2-dimensional solvable Lie algebra with basis {x, y}, which satisfies

the non-trivial Lie bracket [x, y] = y. As everyone knows, l is a subalgebra of classical

3-dimensional solvable Lie algebra sl(2). We shall construct a class of induced restricted

R-module by using a C[y]-torsion-free simple l-module k = (∂ − 1)−1C[∂±1] defined in [21,

Example 13], whose structure is given by

x · f(∂) = ∂
d

d∂
f(∂) +

f(∂)

∂2(∂ − 1)
, y · f(∂) = ∂f(∂), ∀f(∂) ∈ k.

Then we can extended l-module to a B̂-module V̂k = (∂ − 1)−1C[∂±1] ⊕ G1(∂ − 1)−1C[∂±1]

by defining

L0 · f(∂) = 2x · f(∂), L0 · (G1f(∂)) = G1

(
2x · f(∂) + f(∂)

)
,

Lm · f(∂) = Gn · f(∂) = Lm · (G1f(∂)) = Gn · (G1f(∂)) = 0,

L2 · f(∂) = y · f(∂), L2 · (G1f(∂)) = G1

(
y · f(∂)

)
, C · f(∂) = cf(∂),

where c ∈ C, m ∈ Z≥3

⋃
{1}, n ∈ Z≥2, f(∂) ∈ k. Note that G2

1f(∂) = y · f(∂). Clearly,

Vk = U(B) ⊗U(B̂) V̂k is a simple B-module. By Theorem 3.4, we get the simple induced

R-modules IndB,c(Vk).

6.2 Whittaker modules

For m,n ∈ Z, we denote

b̂ =
⊕

m≥1

CLm ⊕
⊕

n≥2

CGn.
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Let φ : b̂ → C be a non-trivial Lie superalgebra homomorphism and φ(G2) = 0. Then we

have φ(Lm) = φ(Gn) = 0 for m > 2, n > 1. Let sφ = Cv0̄ ⊕ Cv1̄ be a 2-dimensional vector

space with

xv0̄ = φ(x)v0̄, v1̄ = G1v0̄, Cv0̄ = cv0̄, Cv1̄ = cv1̄

for all x ∈ b̂. Clearly, if φ(L2) 6= 0, sφ is a simple b̂-module and dim(sφ) = 2. Now we

consider the induced module

Mφ = U(B̂)⊗U(b̂) sφ = C[L0]v0̄ ⊕ C[L0](G1v0̄).

It is easy to check that Mφ is a simple B̂-module if φ(L2) 6= 0. Let Vφ = U(B) ⊗U(B̂) Mφ.

When φ(L2) 6= 0, the simple induced R-modules IndB,c(Vφ) in Theorem 3.4 are so-called

classical Whittaker modules (see [15]).

6.3 High order Whittaker modules

In the following, we give a generalization version of Whittaker modules of R called the high

order Whittaker modules.
For m,n ∈ Z, s ∈ Z≥2, we denote

Γ(s) =
⊕

m≥s

CLm ⊕
⊕

n≥s

CGn.

Let φs be a Lie superalgebra homomorphism φs : Γ(s) → C for s ∈ Z≥2. Then we get

φs(Lm) = φs(Gn) = 0 for m > 2s, n > 2s − 1. Assume that sφs
= Cv0̄ ⊕ Cv1̄ is a 2-

dimensional vector space with

xv0̄ = φ(x)v0̄, v1̄ = G1v0̄, Cv0̄ = cv0̄, Cv1̄ = cv1̄

for all x ∈ R(s). If φs(L2s) 6= 0, sφs
is a simple Γ(s)-module and dim(sφs

) = 2. Consider the

induced module

Mφs
= U(B̂)⊗U(Γ(s)) sφs

.

Clearly,Mφs
is a simple B̂-module if φ(L2s) 6= 0 and dim(Mφs

) = 2. Denote Vφs
= U(B)⊗U(B̂)

Mφs
. The corresponding simple R-modules IndB,c(Vφs

) in Theorem 3.4 are exactly the high

order Whittaker modules.
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