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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we characterize a class of simple finite weight modules over twisted
affine Lie superalgebras. This is an essential step toward completing the classification of simple
finite weight modules over these Lie superalgebras.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of Lie (super)algebras is an active research area, uncovering numerous connections
and applications in various domains of both mathematics and physics (see for instance [12]
and [I7]). More specifically, Lie (super)algebras £ having a root space decomposition with
respect to an abelian subalgebra H, such as basic classical simple Lie superalgebras, affine
Lie (super)algebras, Virasoro algebra and etc., play a crucial role. For example, affine Lie
(super)algebras have an important role in advancing investigations in number theory, group
theory, knot theory, and quantum field theory ([4] can be considered as an exemplary reference
for knot theory, and [15, [16] can be cited as examples in the context of number theory).
They hold considerable importance, especially the classification of their modules is a topic of
significance.

After studying finite dimensional L£-modules, the next step is to study finite weight L-
modules, i.e., L-modules having weight space decomposition with respect to H with finite
weight multiplicities. There have been a vast amount of research in this regard. In the case
that real root vectors (root vectors corresponding to the roots which are not self-orthogonal)
act locally nilpotently on £ (e.g., in affine and finite theory), the key point in these researchs
is the behaviour of real root vectors acting on the module, more precisely, in this case, real
root vectors act on a simple module either injevtively or locally nilpotently. This behaviour
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leads the module structure. The simplest case (in some sense), is the case that all real root
vectors act locally nilpotently on a module. Such a module is called an integrable module. A
simple integrable finite weight module over a finite dimensional reductive Lie algebra is finite
dimensional but in infinite dimensional level, the situation is completely different.

By reviewing the literature, all investigations on finite weight moduls go back to fabulous
works by S.L. Fernando [11] and O. Mathieu [19]; S.L. Fernando started studying finite weight
modules over finite dimensional reductive Lie algebras and showed that such a module is
parabolically induced from a cuspidal module; in the context of finite theory, it means a module
on which all nonzero root vectors act injectively. He also proved that cuspidal modules exist
only for those reductive Lie algebras whose simple constituents are just simple Lie algebras of
type A and C. Then, Mathieu [19] continued Fernando’s work by classifying cuspidal modules.
His main idea to classify these modules is the notion of coherent families.

In affine case, the study is more complicated due to the existence of imaginary roots i.e.,
roots which are orthogonal to all other roots. This study was initiated by works of V. Chari
and A. Pressley [3, 2]; the focus of their papers is the study of simple integrable finite weight
modules over affine Lie algebras. They show that these modules are either highest-lowest weight
modules or so-called loop modules. For the result about non-integrable modules over affine Lie
algebras and on some other generalizations of these Lie algebras, see [5], [8], [9], [10], [13] and
[14] among the others.

During the time that the research on module theory of affine Lie algebras was going on,
the study of simple finite weight modules over finite dimensional Lie superalgebras was started
by I. Dimitrov and his colleagues in [6]; according to their results, the characterization of
these modules is reduced to the study of cuspidal modules over certain Lie superalgebras.
Their study was linked, by S. Eswara Rao and V. Futorny [7], to module theory of affine Lie
superalgebras; affine Lie superalgebras had been introduced and classified by J.W. Van de Leur
in 1986. According to the classification, affine Lie superalgebras are divided into untwisted
and twisted types, see [20] or [23] Appendix A] for the details. An affine Lie superalgebra
contains a canonical central element acting on a simple finite weight module as a scalar called
the level of the module. In 2001, V.G. Kac and M. Wakimoto [16] studied weakly integrableﬂ
highest weight modules over untwisted affine Lie superalgebras and their study was followed
in [7] for nonzero level weakly integrable modules (not necessarily highest weight ones) again
over untwisted affine Lie superalgebras. Also, the third author of the current paper has studied
general finite weight modules over twisted affine Lie superalgebras in [23, 2], 22]. It has been
shown that the study of the modules under consideration in [7, 23] 21] is reduced to the study
of modules investigated in [6].

ISince there is no simple integrable finite weight module over almost all affine Lie superalgebras, V.G. Kac
and M. Wakimoto defined a weaker version of integrability.



Although, there have been significant amount of research on module theory of affine Lie
superalgebras, the case that all real root vectors act injectively has been abandoned. In the
preprint [24], we study this case; we first notice that in this case, the level of a simple finite
weight module over an affine Lie superalgebra L is zero and then show that the study of these
modules is reduced to the study of modules {2 over a subalgebra G of L, containing the Cartan
subalgebra of £, whose root system 7" contains two closed subsets 7'(1) and 7(2) such that all
real root vectors of T'(1) act locally nilpotently on © while all real roots of T'(2) are hybrid (see
Theorem [B.1] for the definition) and also satisfy some other mild and natural conditions. This
means that the classification problem goes back to find the classification of such modules 2.
This is the main purpose of this paper. In our main theorem, we show that such a 7' contains
a parabolic subset P such that P N —P is finite and there is a nonzero weight vector v with

Gov={0} forall ae(P\(=PUZ§))U((P\{0})NT(2)NZ5),

here G* is the root space corresponding to the root o and Z¢ is the set of imaginary roots. In
particular, if the set T'(2);, of imaginary roots of T'(2) is Z¢, then there is a nonzero weight
vector v such that

G ={0} (forallae P\ —P).
This immediately implies that € is parabolically induced from a module over a finite direct sum
of basic classical simple Lie superalgebras and we are done. When T'(2);,, # Z6, the situation
is different and needs a separate investigation which has been done in the preprint [18].

Here is a summary of the content covered in this paper. Section 2 serves as a brief intro-
duction, providing definitions and some facts using in the main section. It is structured into
two subsections. The first subsection is dedicated to definitions, revisiting essential concepts,
and summarizing previous findings. In the second subsection, a fundamental result concerning
zero level integrable modules over split central extensions of affine Lie algebras is presented,
a crucial building block for the main portion of the paper (see Theorem 2.I]). The concluding
section presents our main findings and results (see Theorem [B3.0)).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Generic Information. In this short subsection, to unify the notations, we gather some
generic definitions and notations. The underlying field, for all vector (super)spaces, is the
field of complex numbers C. Suppose that € = ¢ @ ¢, (Zy = {0,1}) is a Lie superalgebra
equipped with a nondegenerate supersymmetric invariant even bilinear form (-,-) and b is a
finite dimensional subalgebra of the even part £, of €. A superspace V = V@ V; is called an
h-weight €-module (or simply a weight £-module if there is no ambiguity) if

(1) [x,y]v = 2(yv) — (=D Wly(zv) for all v € V and x,y € &,

(2) &V; C Vg forall i,j € {0,1},

(3) V =y VA withV* :={v € V | hv = A(h)v (h € h)} for each X € h*(dual space of b).



In this setting, an element A of the support of V| defined by
supp(V) == {A € b | V* # {0}},

is called a weight of V, and the corresponding V* is called a weight space. Elements of a weight
space are called weight vectors. If all weight spaces are finite dimensional, then the module V'
is called a finite weight module.

If € is an h-weight module via the adjoint representation, we say that £ has a root space
decomposition with respect to bh; the set of weights of £ is said to be the root system and
weights, weight vectors and weight spaces are termed respectively roots, root vectors and root
spaces.

Next assume that £ has a root space decomposition with respect to h with root system &
such that € = b. Since the form on £ restricted to b is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear
form, we conclude that

(2.1) for each v € b*, there is a unique t, € h with a(h) = (t,, h) for all b € b.

Therefore, the form on h naturally induces a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on the

dual space h* of h, which we denote again by (-,-). Now, we assume S C h* and define
(2.2) Sre ={a € 5| (o, @) # 0}, Sim ={a € 8| (a,®) ={0}},
' Sps ={a €8\ Sim | (0,@) =0}, S* =5\ Sim.

Elements of Sy, (resp. S,. and S,s) are called imaginary roots (resp. real roots and nonsin-
gular roots). Next assume V is a ¢-module and S C &,

we denote by S™(V) (resp. S™(V)), the set of all real roots a € S

2.3
(23) for which 0 # x € £* acts on V' locally nilpotently (resp. injectively).

If moreover, V = @y V? is an h-weight &-module and W is an h-submodule of V, then, we
have W = @y (W N V?); we next se

By = {a € spany,® | #{k € Z°° | A + ka € supp(W)} < oo (VA € supp(W))},
Cy = {a € spany® | a + supp(W) C supp(W)}.

We say that the h-weight €-module V' has shadow if

(s1) &, ={a e ®|(a,a) #0} =d"(V)U d"(V),

(s2) O"(V) = By N &, and &7(V) = € N D,..

We note that, the behavior of root vectors corresponding to real roots, whether they act

(2.4)

locally nilpotently or injectively, depends only on W. Thus, in the case of a fixed W, we can
simplify the notation 7*(W) to T* where x = in, In.

If we have a subset S of ® and functional f : spangS — R, then the decomposition
(2.5) S=8TusS°us-

2We use # to indicate the cardinal number of a set.



where

St =55 :={aeS[+f(a) >0} and $°=S5;:={aeS|f(a)=0}
is said to be a triangular decomposition for S. This situation is referred to as trivial when
S = 5%. When P is a subset of the root system @, it is called a parabolic subset of ® if it meets
the following conditions:

d=PU—-P and (P+P)NPCP.
For a parabolic set P, we define the subalgebras as follows:
= P . tr= P = P ¢ andb=t"at"
aePN—P a€P\—-P a€—P\P
We can convert each €-module N into a b-module with the trivial action of €*. It follows that
N :=U(t) ®u@wy N

is an ¢-module; here U(—) denotes the universal enveloping algebra of —. If the ¢-module N
contains a unique maximal submodule Z that intersects N trivially, then the quotient module

Inde(N) := N/Z

is said to be a parabolically induced module. Furthermore, a cuspidal module is defined as a
simple £-module that is not parabolically induced from a simple module over £° corresponding
to a parabolic subset of ®.

2.2. Level zero integrable modules on split central extensions of affine Lie algebras.
Throughout this subsection, assume t is an affine Lie algebra with Cartan subalgebra §h and Z
is an abelian Lie algebra. For

b=t 7,

we assume that

V' is a nonzero finite (h® Z =)$H-weight t-module on which the canon-
ical central element of t acts trivially and for all real roots o of the
root system ¢ of t (and so of ), x € ¥* acts locally nilpotently on V.

One knows that there is an irreducible finite root system ¢ and a free abelian group Z§ of
rank 1 such that the root system ¢ of £ is of one of the following forms:
¢+ 20 X=Y®,
(¢+2Z0) U (9 U{0}) + 220+ 0) X = A5 |, D B,
(¢+325) U ((dan U{0}) + 325 +£5) X =D,
(dina + 228) U ($ + 275 + 5) X = AP

in which Y is the type of a finite dimensional simple Lie algebra,

q‘ﬁind = ¢ \ Q'Sex



and “sh”, “lg” and “ex” stand for “short”, “long” and “extra long” roots respectively (Table 1.24
of [1] potentially holds useful information for the reader.). Set
g:= @ £
AEDind
Then, g is a subalgebra of £ and V' is a finite weight module over the reductive Lie algebra g.
Using slo-module theory and the fact that all root vectors corresponding to the real roots act

locally nilpotently on V', we can deduce that,

for o € ¢, and X € supp(V), 2(25))

Tl € 77° (vesp. € Z<°), then A—a € supp(V) (resp. A+a € supp(V)).

Fix a base A of ¢;,q. The same argument as stated in the proof of [8 Lemma 2.6] together
with (2.6), implies that
there is A € supp(V') such that A+ & & supp(V') for all 0 # & € spanz=oA, in
particular, 2(\, &)/ (&, &) € Z2% for all & € ¢} ,(A) = (Gimg\{0})Nspany=o A.

ind

€ Z; moreover, if A € supp(V') and
(2.6) pp(V)

(2.7)
The following theorem is crucial for our main result in the next section.

Theorem 2.1. Keep the same notations as above and define a functional
¢ : spangA(= spangp) — R

such that (A) > 0. Then, there is a nonzero weight vector v, say e.g., of weight . such that
0y = {0} for alln € Z and & € ¢ with ¢(&) > 0.

Proof. Set
1 X=YW,
r.=¢43 X= Df’),
2 otherwise.
Using (2.6) and (2.7) as well as the same argument as in [3, Theorem 2.4(ii)], we get i € supp(V')
with

(28)  p+y+rné gsupp(V) and 2(u,4)/(%,4) € Z7° (¥ € ¢}4(A),n € 7).
In particular,

(2.9) gy = {0} (veVH, ae ¢l (A), nerZ).

ind
If there is a nonzero weight vector v € V# with ¢¥t"9y = {0} for all n € Z and & € ¢ with
¢(&) > 0, then we are done. Otherwise, we pick 0 # v € V# and note that by (2.9),

A:={a €| ¢(a)> 0,84 £ {0} for some m € Z}

is not empty. Next pick &, € A with {(&.) = max{{(&) | & € A}. Since &, € A, there is
m, € Z with
Ed*ﬁ-m*év# {0}



We let 0 # w € €479y and show that €47 w = {0} for all n € Z and & € ¢ with &+ nd € ¢
and ¢(&) > 0. We break the proof into the following cases.

® ¢t € ding, n € rZ. In this case, using 229), we have

pitnd,, C patnd pletmad,, C [Ed—l-n&’ Ed*—i-m*é]v + pls b pétnd, C potast(ntmid)s,

{0}

If & + ¢, + (n + m,)d is not a root, then £4FTa=+n9+md — £} and there is nothing to prove. If
& + &, + (n 4+ my)d is a root, then since ((& + &) > ((d.), due to the choice of d., we have
a+at(ntm)dy — L0} which in turn implies that €4+ = {0} and so we are done.

o X = Ag?_l,Déz), Eé2), Df’), & € ¢gp, n € TZ £ 1. Note that as ed=+m=dy £ {0}, by (2.9), we

have &, € (jﬁsh and m, € rZ £ 1. In particular, we have

(2.10) Qe + (my +n)d €0 and  2(& + A, &) /(e i) > 0.
On the other hand, we have

Ed—i—néw C Eo’z-l—n&go’z*-l—m*é,u C V,u—i—(d—i—d*)-l—(m*—i-n)&.

[f patndpdstmdy £ L0} we have p+ (¢ + &) + (m, +n)d € supp(V). This together with (2.6),
(Z8) and (210) implies that

pt &= p+ (& 4 du) + (M +1)d — (G + (M 4 n)d) € supp(V),
which contradicts (2.8)). Therefore, £4Fm9gd«+m39) — {0} and so, we are done.

o X = Ag), & € ¢, n€2Z+1. In this case, we have r = 2. Since £&+m=0y £ {0}, we have
my € 2Z + 1. So

(2.11) Gind + (M +1)5 C .

We shall show £4+"9w = {0}. To this end, we note that

Ed-}—néw C Ed+néfd*+m*6’0 C V/H—(dc-}—d*)-i-(m*-kn)é.

[f pa+ndpastmdy — [0} then, we are done. So we assume £4Tm0¢+m=9y, o£ {0} and show that it
leads a contradiction. We have p+ (& + éu) + (ms+n)d € supp(V'). Hence, we can contemplate
the following scenarios.

(i) If &, év, € Pina, then since either QW € 77°% or 2% € 77°, we get using (2.6),

2.8) and ([Z.11) that p+ & € supp(V) or 1 + d&, € supp(V) contradicting (2.8]).
(i) If exactly one of &, ¢, belongs to Gina, then, without loss of generality, we assume & = 23

for some short root 3 and ¢, € qud. We have 2%27;‘)1* > 0. Using (2.0), this implies

that 4 5+ & + (m, +n)d € supp(V). We get a contradiction as in the previous case.



(iii) If &, a, € Gz, then, we have & = 28 and d&,. = 23’ for some 3,8 € bg,. In particular,
we have

(2.12) B+ (me+n)s€¢ and 208+ 8,58)/(8,5) > 0.
This together with (2.6]) implies that
pA+28+ 8 =p+28+5)+ (m.+n)s — (8 + (m. +n)d) € supp(V).
Similarly, we get
pt B+ B =p+ 26+ 5 — 5 € supp(V),
and finally, as 2(u + 6+ £, 8)/(3', f') > 0, we have
pAB=p+p+ 5 — 5 €supp(V)
which is a contradiction due to (2.8).

The proof is now complete. O

3. MAIN RESULTS

Starting from this point until the conclusion of this section, we will adhere to the following
notations and conventions. Suppose that £ is a twisted affine Lie superalgebra with £; # {0},
standard Cartan subalgebra H and corresponding root system R = Ry U R;. One knows that
there exists an invariant even nondegenerate supersymmetric C-valued bilinear form (-,-) on
L which is also nondegenerate on H. The root system R of £ with nonzero odd part can be
identified in the following table:

TABLE 1. Root systems of twisted affine Lie superalgebras

Type R
A(2m,2n—1)® 76 U 76+ {61',51,,61' + 647',610 + 6q,6i + 6p | 1#£j,pF# q}
(m,n € Z2% n #0) U (2Z4+1)0+{2;|1<i<m}
U 2Z6+{20,|1<p<n}
A@m—12n—1)® 76 U 76+ {61' + 647',517 :|:6q,6p + ¢ | 1#£ j,pF# q}
(m,n € Z>9, (m,n) # (1,1)) U 2Z24+1)5+{2¢|1<i<m}
U 2Z6+{20,|1<p<n}
76 U Zé+{e,d,|1<i<m,1<p<n}
A(2m.2m) U 226+ {e;+€j,0,+05,0, 1€ |i#]
(m,n € Z29, (m, n) # (0,0)) {61 €j,0p qa.p 61|7/7é.77p7éQ}
U (4Z+2)0£{2;|1<i<m}
U 4Z6+{26,|1<p<n}
D(m+1,n) 76 U Z6+{e,d,|1<i<m,1<p<
(m,n € 22% n #0) {6“ p| == _p_n}, .
U 276+ {20p,€; £ €;,0, £0q,0p L€ |17 5,0 #q}

where

(6, R) = {0}, (€i>€j) = 0ijs (5p’5q) = —Opq-



It is apparent from Table [1l that there exists r € {2,4} satisfying the following:
(3.1) R+1r7Z6 C R.

Set

R:={da|a+nd € R (for some n € Z)}.
By Table [Il, we have
R* = R\ {O} = (Rns \ {0}) U Rre
in which
R,.={&¢ € R|RN(a+75) CR,} (x = ns,re),

additionally, Table 2 provides details regarding real and nonsingular roots of R :

TABLE 2. Real and nonsingular roots of R

Type Ry Ry \ {0}
( AQSQO*U(Z ) {es, £6,, £2¢;, £20,, ¢ £ ¢;,0, £, | (TEd|1<i<m1<p<n}
m,n 20 n
[1<i#j<m1<p#qg<n} Ch.tR.
( 2(22231()2”_;);:)(1 1)) {£2€;, £26p, €; £ €5, 0 £ G {Faxop [1<i<m1<p<n}
m,n ,(m,n ,
1<i#j<m1< < : '
[1<i#j<m,1<p#q<n} C LB + Rye)
1Z4£20m,2n)(4);£ o {iﬁi,iép,i?ei,:t25p,6i:tej,&p:téq {:l:EZZl:(Sp | 1 S (3 §m,1 Spg n}
(m,n € Z=°, (m,n) # (0,0)) 1<itj<m1<p#q<n} Chon
( D(g;igl)(z;m {£e€i, 20y, 220, € £ €5, 0, £ 64 {Feitdp|1<i<ml<p<n}
m,n 20 n
[1<i#j<m,1<p#q<n} Ch.tRk.

Moreover, we have
H=CcoCdo ) Cts
GER
with
(c;d)=1,(c.c) = (d,d) =0,(c, Y Cts) = (d,»_Cts) = {0}.
a€R a€R

To arrive at the results, it is essential to recall the following theorem which grants us effective

control over the roots.

Theorem 3.1. (|23, Theorem 4.8]) Suppose that V' is an H-weight L-module having shadow.
Then for each 8 € R,., one of the following will happen:

(i) B is full-locally nilpotent, that is (8 + Z86) N R C R!™(V),

(ii) B is full-injective, that is (B + Z5) N R C R™(V),
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(iii) B 1s down-nilpotent hybrid, that is, there exist m € Z and t € {0,1,—1} such that for
v = [+ mo,
(y+Z7'0)NRC R™V), (y+Z=°%)NRCR"
(—y+Z7='8)NRC R™V), (—y+Z=7')NRCR",
(iv) [ is up-nilpotent hybrid, that is, there exist m € Z and t € {0,1,—1} such that for
n = B+ mo,
(n+2Z="'9)NRC R™(V), (n+2Z=°)NRCR"(V)
(= +Z="%)NRC R™V), (—n+2Z="'"9)NRCR™V).

Suppose that ¢ is a subalgebra of £ containing H with corresponding root system S and V'
is an H-weight ¥-module having shadow. Suppose that for each « € S*, (a« + Z§) N R C SE
A real root « is said to be hybrid, if a is either down-nilpotent hybrid or up-nilpotent hybrid.
A subset T of S is called a full-locally nilpotent (resp. full-injective, down-nilpotent hybrid,

up-nilpotent hybrid, hybrid) set if all elements of T,. = T'N R,. are full-locally nilpotent (resp.
full-injective, down-nilpotent hybrid, up-nilpotent hybrid, hybrid).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that S is a nonempty symmetric closec@ subset of R with S,. =
R,.NS #0. Set

So:=SNRy as well as S:={a € R| (& +2Z6) NSy +# 0D}
and assume that
(A+2Z6)NRyCS (e S =8\{0}).
Then the following statements hold:

(a) S is a finite root system, say e.g. with irreducible components S(1),...,5(n).

(b) For1 <i<mn, set S(i) := (S(i) + Z5) N Ry and recall (Z.2). Then

Gli)=H+ > Lo+ Y [0

aeS(i)* a,BeS(1)*

1s an affine Lie algebra, up to a central space.

Proof. (a) is easily verified; just note that as 2(RiNR,.) C Ry, we can deduce that SyNR,. # {0}
and so S # {0}.

3This assumption makes sure that the proof of [23] Theorem 4.8] can be utilized for modules over ¢ as well.
4Tt means that S = —S and (S+ S)NR C S.
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(b) We first recall that the form (-, -) is nondegenerate on Cc @ Cd as well as on H and on
> Cts, and that (Cc@Cd, Y Ct;) = {0}. Setting
a€8(i)> &€e8(i)*
b(i) ;= (Cc@®Cd)+ > Cto=CcdCdad Y Cts
aeS(i) aes(i)x

we get that the form is nondegenerate on h(7) and so, there is an orthogonal complement T; for
h(i) in H; in particular, for a € S(i), x € L* and h € T}, we have

[h, 2] = a(h)z = (ta, h)x € (b(i), T;)x = {0},
that is, T} is contained in the center of G;. We claim that
S e Y e
acS(i)* a,ES ()%
is an affine Lie algebra.
To this end, we first note that for each element o € S(i), we have a(T;) = {0}. So, for
distinct elements o, 8 € S(i), the restriction of a to h(i) is different from the restriction of
to (7). This, in particular, implies that the decomposition

ti)y=ni)o @ Lo @ (> > L Lotk

aes(i)* 0#keZ ES(Z )x tez

coincides with the root space decomposition of €(i) with respect to h(7). It is now easily verified

that for
Z LY Z Z Ea—i—m& Yom a+n6]

aes(i ae$(i)x mnezZ
we have
t(i) = (¢(i). © Cd
and that {z € ¢(i) | (x, (£(7)).) = {0}} C (¥(4)).. This together with [I, Theorem 2.32] implies
that £(¢) is an affine Lie algebra, as we desired. O

To present the main result, we require the following three lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Keep the same notations as in Proposition [3.3 and its proof. Assume V is a

QS = Zﬁa

acs
such that ¢ acts trivially on V and S™(V) = S,.. Fiz a base A of the finite root system S.
Assume ¢ is a functional on spangS with C(A) > 0. Then, there exist u € supp(V) and
0 # v e V* such that

nonzero finite weight module over

Lm0y =10} (meZ, (a)>0).
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Proof. By Proposition B.2(b), for each 1 < i < n, G(i) is an affine subalgebra of Gg, up to a
central subspace. Set V(0) := V and for 1 < i < n, define
V(i) == spang{v € V(i — 1) | LY = {0} (& € S(z), ¢(&) >0, meZ)}.

It is easy to see that for 0 < i <mn —1, V(i) is a finite weight G(i + 1)-module. In particular,
using Theorem 2.1] together with an induction process, we get V(i + 1) # {0}. In particular
V(n) # {0}. This completes the proof. O

Using a modification of the proof of [23, Lemma 5.6], one gets the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that & is a subalgebra of L containing H with corresponding root system
T. Assume V is a ¢-module having shadow. Assume S is a symmetric closed nonempty subset
of T with Sye # 0 and (S +Z5)N Ry C S. If S is hybrid, then either all real roots of S are
up-nilpotent hybrid or all are down-nilpotent hybrid.

Lemma 3.5. Keep the same notations and assumptions as in Lemma[3.4], and define
(3.2) po— {Sln(v) U _S%n(v) U(Zz°%nS) if S is up-nilpotent hybrid,
Sh(Vyu—=Sm(V)uU (2<% N S) if S is down-nilpotent hybrid.
Then, there exists a functional ¢ : spang(S \ R,s) — R such that
P={0,a€ S\ Ry | {(a) > 0}.
In particular
{ae SNR.| () >0 CS™V) and {ae€SNR.|C(a)<0}CS™V).

Proof. We know form [23, Theorem 4.7] that if « is a real odd root, then o € T™(V) if
and only if 2a € T™(V). So, without loss of generality, we assume S C Ry;. We know that
S={aeR|(a+27Z5)NS # B} is a finite root system, say with irreducible components
S(l), ce S(n) For each i = 1,...,n, let P; denote the set defined as follows:

P SEH)™(VYU =S@EH)™V)U (2=°% N S(i)) if S(i) is up-nilpotent hybrid,
SG)(VY U =S@)m(V)U (Z205 N S(i)  if S(i) is down-nilpotent hybrid.
We have P = P, U---U P,. Recalling Lemma [B.4] without loss of generality, we assume
S(1),...,8(n) are up-nilpotent hybrid. Define G(i)’s as in Lemma 2.1 and assume s(i)’s are
their root systems, respectively. We note that for s := U ;s(7),
spangS = spangs.

Using affine theory (see [23, Remark 5.5] for the details), there are bases Iy, ..., II, of finite
root systems S(i)’s respectively such that for specific roots 6;’s of S(i)’s respectively and s;’s
defined by

5(0)im = 820 (1 <1< mn),
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we have

IL; :=IL, U {s;0 — 6;,} C P,
Now, the statement is proved by applying a modified version of the same argument as presented
in the proof of [23] Lemma 5.7]. O

Now, we are ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 3.6. Recall that L is a twisted affine Lie superalgebra, and as noted in Table[d, there
is & € {1,2} such that R, C (1/K)(Rye + Rye). Suppose that T,T(1) and T(2) are nonempty
symmetric closed subsets of R with T'(1) U T(2) C T. Assume V is a finite weight module
over G, ==Y cp L% which has shadow and that its level is zero, that is, the canonical central
element of L acts trivially on V. Set

T={aeR|(a+ZNT#0} and TG):={aeR|(&+25)NT>E) #0} (i=1,2).
Recall (22) and assume that
o foreach v €T, (¢ +Z5)NRCT,
o fori=1,2,T(i)re 0 and Tre = T(1)ye UT(2),e,
o (T(2),7(1)) = {0}, | -
o T,s C (1/K)(Tre + Tpe) and fori=1,2, T(i)ns C (1/K)(T(1)re + T(7)re)-
Then, we have the following:
(a) Fori=1,2, T(i)im = T(1) N Ry, is either Z§ or 2Z6.
(b) If T'(1) is full-locally nilpotent while T'(2) is hybrid. Then, there exist a parabolic subset
P of T and a nonzero weight vector v such that
L% =40} forall o€ (P\(—PUZJ))U(((P\{0})NT(2)N Zos).
(¢) If T'(2)im = 29, then there is a nonzero weight vector v such that
L% = {0} (forallao€e P\ —P).
In particular, if V' is simple, there is a simple finite weight module ) over G2 := P co
acPN—-P
such that V = Ind, (Q).

Proof. (a) easily follows from the facts that 7°(i) is symmetric and closed and that (7'(i) 4+ Zd0) N
R C T(4).

(b) We first need to set some notations. We start with recalling that by using Table [Il and
[22, Tables 2 and 5], we have the following:

(1) For each 0 # & € T, there are ry € {1,2,4} and 0 < ks < 74 such that
(@+Z)NR=(a+2Z)NT = &+ ksd +rsZd and if ks # 0, then kg|rs.

(2) If & € Ty, then (& + Z6) N'T N Ry is one of the following: 0, & + Z6,
&+ 276, ¢+ (2Z + 1)6.

(3.3)



14

Using Lemma [B.4], without loss of generality, we can assume that all real roots of T'(2) are
up-nilpotent hybrid. Following the same argument as in [23, Lemma 5.4], one sees that

Py = T(2)" U—T(2)" U (22 N T(2) ]

satisfies
(PQ—I—PQ)PI(T(Q)\R”S)QPQ and PQU—PQZT(2)\Rn8,

that is P, is a parabolic subset of T'(2)\ R,,s. Moreover, by Lemmal[3.5] there is a linear functional
¢2 on spang(7T'(2) \ R,s) = spangT’(2) such that

P, ={0,0€T(2)\ Rus | ¢2(a) > 0}.
Recall (33)(1) and for each & € T'(2), pick ps € Z such that for
(34) 6& =a+ k‘dé + rdpd5,

we have
C2(Ba) >0 and  (a(d+ kad +1a(pa — 1)0) <O.

We next set
(3.5) S:=RyNT(1) and S:={aecT|Sn(a+725)+#0}.

Then, S is a finite root system. Fix a base A of S and define the linear functional ¢; on
spangT'(1),. such that

max{C2 () | 7 € T(2)re} < %cm) (% € ST(A) = S Nspang=eA);
in particular, we have
—3GB) <GB <56 (TEST, e T,
This implies that for 77 € 7'(2),. and 4 € S*,
(3. G3) + Galfa) > 568 + GalBy) > 0 = Ga(3) > 0.
Consider (3.4]) and define
¢ {0} U(T\T(2)) — R

o ) Gl@) a € T(1) € spangT (e,
G) +G(By) &= 30 +0),7 €T, € T(2)re.

Now, we are ready to go through the main body of the proof. Before that, we mention that
we will frequently use the following fact:

(3.7) If p € supp(V) and +a € T"(V) with 2(u, a)/(a, @) > 0, then p — a € supp(V).

5If T'(2) is down-nilpotent hybrid, we must consider (Z<°§ N T'(2)) instead of (Z=%5 N T(2)).
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Recall (3.5) and consider V as a module over G, := @ £ and use Lemma B3] to get that the

aesS
set

(3.8) W={veV|L:Fmy={0} (aeST(A), meZ a+méeSCRy}
={v eV [ Ly ={0} (¢ €T(1)w, meZ,a+mdeS, ¢i(d)>0)}
is a nonzero vector space. For each nonzero weight vector u € W, set
A, = {aeT\T?2)|¢(&) >0,Im e Zst. L™y #£ {0}}.
We note that
(3.9) (A, +Z6)NRC Ry.

The proof will be completed through the following claims:
Claim 1. The subset

P:={a+mde(T\TQ2)+Z5)NR| (&) >0 U{aeT(2U(ZsNT) | ¢(a) >0}
of T is a parabolic subset of T.

Claim 2. Suppose that wuy is a nonzero weight vector in W (see ([B.8))) such that A,, is of
minimum cardinality. Suppose A,, # 0, and &, € A, satisfies

¢(dn) = max{¢(a) [ & € Ay, }.
Assume that m € Z with L»+ ™4 # {0} and 0 # v € L3y, Then we have
(1) ve W,
(2) A, = Ay,
Claim 3. Suppose that ug and ¢, are as in the statement of the previous claim. Then there

are m; € Z and weight vectors u; (¢ > 0) such that

Qe + moé, &, +m;0 € Ry and 0 # U; € £d*+mi716ui_1 (’L > 1)

Claim 4. Suppose that ug is a nonzero weight vector in W such that A,, is of minimum
cardinality. Then, A4,, = 0.

Claim 5. The vector space
U={veV|L4y={0} (aeT\T2), meZda+mdecR, ((&)>0)}

3 — e}
is a nonzero module over £, = P co

a€T(2)

Claim 6. There is a nonzero weight vector v € U with £L*u = {0} for a € T'(2) with {2(a) > 0.

Proof of Claim 1. It is enough to show that for 5,5 € P\ Z6 with § + ' € T, we have
g+ p € P If 5,8 € T(2), then as T(2) is closed, we get that 8+ ' € T(2) and so,
C(B+P)=CaB)+C2(8) > 0,16, B+ €P.
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Next assume & T'(2). Then, we have 8 = B+ ki with ky € Z and B =4 + 7 in which
e cither 0 # 4 € T(1) and 5 = 0,
o or 4 € 1T(1),. \ {0} and /) € 17(2),. \ {0}.
Also, 8/ = ' + ko6 with ks € Z and 8’ = 4’ + 1 for which one of the following happens:
e 044 e€T(1) and iy =0,
e ¥ =0and 0#17n €T(2),
o 044 € 17(1),. and 0 # 1 € 1T(2),.
We have
BB =40+ (ki +k2)d = (Y +4) + (7 +7) + (ki + k2)0.
Using ([B6), ¢1(%) > 0 and ¢1(') > 0. This implies that ¢(3+ ') > 0 and so f+4' € {a+md €
(T'\T(2))+2Z5)NR| (&) >0} C P and we are done.

Proof of Claim 2. Since &, € T\T'(2), it is either an element of T'(1) or an element of T},s\T(2),.s
So, as T, C %(Tre +Tre), we have

&, = 4, + 7, in which either 4, € spangT'(1),. \ {0}
and 7, = 0 or 4, € 27(1),. \ {0}, . € 17(2), \ {0}
To show (1), let & € T'(1),e, m € Z, & +mé € S and ¢4(c&) > 0. Since ug € W, we have

(3.10)

£d+mt5v g £d+m6£d*+m06u0 g [£d+m6’ Ed*+m06]u0 + Ed*+m06£d+m6u0

C £d+d*+(m+mo)5u0.

We claim that £aFe«+mmoldy, — f0} If & + d, + (m + mg)d & R, we are done. So, suppose
a+d+(Mm+mp)d e RO(T+T)CT =T(1)e UT(2),e UT,s U (T NZ5).

Recalling (3.6]), we have
. . ¢1(a)>0 ) . . .
C(a) >0—C1(7) >0 @) Ciad+94) #0 — &+ 4. #0.
In particular, if 7, # 0, & + & = (& + 4x) 4 7 € Ths. Therefore, we have

a+ 7*) 77* =0,
k(& + 7*)) + C2(ﬁm7*) 77* 7é 0,

1(kd) + Cr(h%) + C2(Brn.) 1 # 0,

C(o'z+o'z*)=C(o'z+’y*+7']*)={ 15(
C1(c@)
Ca(
C1(d) + C1(4) n = 0,
1 (ko
Ci(a)
Ca(

1

Q-

(
)+ ¢+ 1) e £0,
)

1\« —|—C(OK* 77*207
1(ka) + C(&) n. #0.



17

So, we get ¢(& + du) > ¢(d), which in turn implies that £é+&+n+mdy, — {0} due to the
choice of d,. This completes the proof of (1).

To prove (2), it is enough to show that A, C A,,. So, assume & € A,. We shall show
L3Fy4 £ {0} for some integer n. Since & € A, there exists n € Z with L3 £ {0}. As we
have

{O} 7& ﬁd-i-név C £d+n6£d*+m6u0 gﬁd*+m6£d+n6u0 + [£d+n6’ ﬁd*+m6]U0,

it is enough to prove that
[£d+n5’£d*+m5]u0 C £d+d*+(n+m)5u0 _ {0}

If a+c.+(n+m)d ¢ R, we are done. So, suppose G+, +(n+m)d € R. Since & € A, C T\T(2),
we have
& = 4 + 7 in which either 4 € spangT'(1),. \ {0}
and 7 =0 or 4 € 17(1), \ {0}, 1 € 17(2),. \ {0}.
Also, by (8.9), we have & + nd, &, + md € Ry, so,

[£d+n57 dem&] C £g+d*+(n+m)5 _ Egy+~'y*)+(ﬁ+m)+(n+m)5'

(3.11)

Since ¢(&) > 0 (resp. ((d) > 0), recalling (B.0), we have {1(¥) > 0 (resp. (1(%) > 0).
Therefore,
(3.12) ¥+« # 0.
Since (¥ +4«) + (N +10) + (n+m)d € TN Ry C Tre = T(1)ye UT(2)re, one of the following
occurs:

o (J+%)+ (+1n)+ (n+m)o € T(2)e,

o (F+7%) + (h+1n) + (n+m)d € T(L),
If the former case happens, we have % + 4, € spangT'(2),.. This together with the fact that
(T(1),T(2)) = {0} gives that (¥ + ., spangT’(1),.) = {0} which in turn implies that 4+, = 0

as T'(1),. is a finite root system. This contradicts ([B.12). So, the latter case happens, i.e., we
have 7417, € spangT'(1),. which as above gives that 77+, = 0. Therefore, a4cv, = 4+, € T(1)
and so due to the choice of d,, we have

[£d+n6’£d*+m6]u0 C £d+d*+(m+n)6u0 _ {O}
as we desired.

Proof of Claim 3. Since &, € A,,, there is moy € Z such that £¥Fm0%y, # {0}. We pick
0 # u; € LY. Using Claim 2 together with an inductive process, we get the result.

Proof of Claim 4. Assume A,, # ) and keep the same notation as above. Set pg to be the

weight of ug and assume m;’s (i > 1) are as in Claim 3. We can deduce from Claim 3 that

(3.13) W = fto + 16 + (mo + - - - +m,_1)d € supp(V) (rez”).
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We have the following two cases:

o Case 1. @, is real: Then, we have ¢, € T(l)re. Pick o € Z7° with

2(rgs Cx) [ (Guiy i) = 2( a0 + ToCts, i)/ (Cry, i) > 0.
We have
Lrgn = fhry + N6ty 4 (Mg + -+ + My in1)d € supp(V)  (n € Z7°).
Contemplating ([B9), for each i > 0, &, + m;0 € Ry;. So by B3)(2), for each odd positive
integer n, we have &, + (—(n — 2)my, + Mpgs1 + -+ + Mygpn—1)0 € T(1) and so, we get using
B7) that
ey + (0 — 1) (e + my,0)

=llyry + N + (Mg + -+ + My i0n—1)0 — (G + (— (0 — 2)my + Mypgy1 + -+ - + Mygn—1)9)

esupp(V) (n € 2Z2° +1).
This contradicts the fact that d. + m,,6 € T(1),. € R"™(V); see (2.4).

o Case 2. @, is nonsingular: We have

L@+ 70 0 @), + 720,

a, € T \T(2) C
S0 G, = &, 4 ¢, with k&, € T(1)ye, ks € T(1)ye UT(2)ye. Recalling (BI3), we have
[ = o + ENd + (Mg + +++ + Myn_1)d € supp(V)  (n € Z27°).
We note that (£,,¢,) = 0 and pick ng such that

(3.14) ‘ ‘ . .
2Hngr K58) _ 2pto + Knoie K& om0 2y G 2(po + Bnod, KG)  so
(Kf*, Kf*) (Kf*, /{5*) ('Lfg*a /{C*) (f{'c*? I{C*)
We have

,Un = /”Lnn0+l~in = /“’Llino + "{:na* + (mf{n() + e + mﬁn_l)(s 6 Supp(v) (n E Z>O)

Since real roots of T'(2) are up-nilpotent hybrid and all real roots of T'(1) are locally nilpotent,
recalling (3.3))(1), for a large enough m’ € Z>° we have

kG, + k0 + 1 em'd e T(V), —(kCs + ki 0 41 m'0) € T™(V) if k(€ T(2)
KG + b 0+ 16 m'0 € T™(V), = (kG + ke 0 + 1 m/S) € T(V) i k(. € T(1).

This, in particular, together with (8.14]) and (3.7) implies that
vy — i(KC + k041 m's) €supp(V) (nez”’ 1<i<n),
in particular, for

D 1= (mffn() + -4 m,{n_l) — n(k‘RC* —+ T“é*m,) (’)’L € Z>O)’
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we have
g + 1(KEL) + Pnd =ftng + 1(KE) + (Mong + + Mien1)0 — 0k, + 7, m')0
=u, — n(kC, + ke 0+ 1 m'6) €supp(V) (neZ7).
Therefore, we have
(3.15) [hny + (KEL + kg 0) + (pn — 1k )0 = fny + n(k&.) 4 pnd € supp(V)

for n € Z7°. We next note that for each n € Z>°, using the quotient algorithm, we get ¢, € Z
and 0 < s, < Té. such that

P — kg = qnrg + Sn.
In particular, (B.15]) gives that
(3.16) (Hing + Snd) + n(ké, + Kug,0) + qnT e, 0
=t + (KE, + kg 8) + (qur g, + 500
=[xy T n(né* + kﬁé*é) + (pn — nkﬁé*)é € supp(V).
Since T'(1),. € R™(V), using this together with (3.7) and (3.I4) repeatedly, we get
Lo + 506 € supp(V)  (n € 7279).

Since s,,’s are equal for infinitely many n, we get positive integers ni, ns,... with s := s, =
Sp, = -+, and so contemplating ([B.I6), we have

(Hiny + S0) + m(l-ﬂf* + kg, 0) + (qneT,e, )0 € supp(V) (i > 0).
Using ([B.1), we get that
(Hing + $0) + (n; — 1)(/-@5* + k,¢,0) € supp(V) (i >0)
which is a contradiction as k€, + ko 0€T(1)e C R™M(V). This completes the proof of Claim 4.

Proof of Claim 5. Using Claim 4, we get that U is nonzero. Suppose that v € U, B e T(2) and
n € Z with S +né € R. For & € T\ T(2) with ¢(&) >0, m € Z and & +méd € R, we have

Eo’z-l—méﬁﬁ—l—név C £B+n5 £d+mév+[£d+m5’£5+n5]v C £d+B+(n+m)5v.
={0}
It is enough to show that £oTA+mtmsy, — 0} If 6+ B+ (n + m)d is not a root, then, we are
done. So, assume &+ f+ (n+m)d € R (and so € T). As in (31, we have & = 4 +1 in which
0 # 4 € spangT'(1) and 7 € spangT'(2). Now, we have the following cases:
eG4+ f=F+n+p¢ spangT'(2),e. Then, 4 € spangT’(1),. N spangT’(2),. which implies
that ¥ = 0. This is a contradiction.
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e+ =4+0+0 € spangT(1)ye. Then 7+ f € spangT(1),e N spangT’(2)ye. This
implies that 7 + B = 0. Therefore, we have & + § + (m 4+ n)d = 4 + (m +n)J and so
LoxsHirmy = {0} as () = ¢1(§) > 0 by (B.8).

o &+ 3 & spangT'(1),e UspangT'(2)re. Then, & + B € Tps \ (T(1)ns U T(2)s). Therefore,
there are ¢, £ with k¢ € T(1),. and &€ € T(2),. such that

CHE=da+p="5+n+p.
This implies that
(=4 and &=n+4.

Since ¢1(¢) = ¢1(%) > 0. Therefore by [&0), we have ¢(¢+€) > 0 and so LoTHHn+TmI, —
LEHEFmEmIYy, — 10} as desired.

Proof of Claim 6. By Proposition B.2] there is K C T'(2) N Ry such that ooy px £5 +
Zaﬂer[Eo‘,Eﬁ] is an affine Lie algebra, up to a central space. Now V is a finite weight
module over this Lie algebra and K = K+ U K°U K~ where

K°:={a€ K|((a)=0} and K*:={ac K |((a)=0}

is a triangular decomposition with (see Lemma [3.5)
KtNK,, CK™V) and K NK, CK"™V).

This implies that there is A € supp(V') and positive integer p such that A + pmd & supp(V)
for all m € Z>9; see [23, Lemma 5.1]. Using the same argument as in [23, Theorem 5.8] for the
finite weight module V', as a module over G := ZaeT(2) LY, we are done.

(c) follows from a well-known process in the literature; see e.g., [23, Proposition 3.3 (ii)]. O

Remark 3.7. The case T(2);,, = 2Z6 needs more investigation which has been done in [18].
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