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Abstract

Let L_ ] 2)(
sible level f We prove that the category of weak L

Z,0) be the simple affine vertex operator superalgebra with admis-

Z,0)-modules on which
sp(1]2)

the positive part of om) acts locally nilpotent is semisimple. Then we prove
that Q-graded vertex operator superalgebras (L_ 0 2)(f 0),wg) with new Virasoro
elements w¢ are rational and the irreducible modules are exactly the admissible
modules for om), where 0 < £ < 1 is a rational number. Furthermore, we

determine the Zhu’s algebras A(L (1‘2)(f 0)) and their bimodules A(L(Z, 1)) for
¢,0),we), where 7 is the adm1881ble weight. As an application, we calcu-
Z,0),we).

(L i)

late the fusion rules among the irreducible ordinary modules of ( ] 2)(

1 Introduction

Kac and Wakimoto introduced the notion of admissible highest weight representations
for affine Lie (super)algebras to study the modular invariant representations of affine Lie
(super)algebras in [17], then they classified the admissible weights for all affine Lie algebras
n [I§]. Admissible modules also studied in the context of vertex operator algebras, in
[ ] Adamovi¢ and Milas proved the simple affine vertex operator algebra Lz (£,0) a
admissible level is rational in the category O, and conjectured this holds for snnple afﬁne
vertex operator algebras Lg(Z, 0) associated to any simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra g.
This conjecture has been proved by Arakawa in [I]. However, simple affine vertex operator
algebras L3(Z,0) at admissible level # may not be rational if £ is not a positive integer.
In [7], Dong, Li and Mason showed that Lz (£,0) is a rational Q-graded vertex operator
algebra under a new Virasoro element and ‘that the irreducible modules are exactly the
admissible modules for sl2 Furthermore, these results has been proved by Lin for Lz(#, 0)
associated to any simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra g in [23]. For superalgebra case,
Wood classified the irreducible relaxed highest-weight modules for the simple affine vertex
operator superalgebra L —— 20 (f 0) at admissible level, and also proved that L —— 20 (f ,0)

is rational in the category O in [25]. Gorelik and Serganova later showed the ratlonality
in the category O for L piim) (#,0) in [13].

Let g = osp(1|2) = span(c{h,e, fyx,y}, where {h,e, f,z,y} is the standard Chevalley
basis of g. In our paper we study the simple affine vertex operator superalgebra Lz(Z,0)
with admissible level £. Let V5(Z, C) be the universal affine vertex operator superalgebra,
for a Ch-module U, we construct the weak V5(¢,C)-module L(#,U) in Subsection B
and determine the condition that L(Z,U) is a weak Lg(¢,0)-module. We prove that the
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irreducible highest weight g-module L(Z, 7) is a weak Lg(¢,0)-module if and only if 7 is
admissible, this result implies that the weak Lz(¢,0)-modules in category O are complete
reducible and the irreducible modules are those L(Z, 7)) for 7 being admissible. This also
obtained in [25] by computing explicit presentation for the Zhu’s algebra associated to
L;(¢,0) and in [I3] by establishing the correspondence between the weak Losmn)(f ,0)-

modules and the weak Lg; (¢,0)-modules. Furthermore, we consider the category €, in
Subsection 3.2, where €, is the subcategory of the weak Lz(#,0)-module category such
that M is an object in €, if and only if the sum of all positive root spaces of g acts locally
nilpotently on M. We prove that the category @, is semisimple and there are finitely
many irreducible weak Lz(Z,0)-modules belonging to €, up to isomorphism. It implies
that any ordinary Lz(Z,0)-module is completely reducible and there are finitely many
irreducible ordinary Lg(¢,0)-modules up to isomorphism, this result also established for
g = o0sp(1]2n) in [4] by using the theory of vertex superalgebra extensions. Moreover, we
consider Q-graded vertex operator superalgebras (Lg(¢,0),we) associated to a family of
new Virasoro elements we in Subsection B.3, where 0 < £ < 1 is a rational number. We
apply the semisimplicity of category €, to prove that (Lg(¢,0),w) are rational Q-graded
vertex operator superalgebras. In [9], the A(V)-theory for Q-graded vertex operator
superalgebras has been studied. In this paper we determine the Zhu'’s algebras A(Lz(Z,0))
and their bimodules A(L(¢, 7)) for (Lg(¢,0),we) in Subsection Then we apply the
Zhu'’s algebras and their bimodules associated to (L5(Z,0), we) to calculate the fusion rules
among the irreducible ordinary modules of (L5(Z,0),we), the fusion rules we obtained are
also those with respect to the old vertex operator superalgebra Lg(¢,0). The fusion rules
among the irreducible relaxed highest-weight modules over Lg(¢,0) have been calculated
in [5] by viewing Lg(¢,0) as extensions of the tensor product of certain simple Virasoro
vertex operator algebra and simple affine vertex operator algebra associated to sls.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some concepts about Z-
graded vertex operator superalgebras and some facts about admissible modules of g. In
Section [, we construct the weak V5(¢,C)-module L(#,U) and give the condition for
L(¢,U) being a weak Lgz(Z,0)-module. Then we prove that Lgz(#,0) at admissible level is
rational in category &, and (Lg(#,0), we) are rational Q-graded vertex operator superalge-
bras with respect to a family of Virasoro elements we. In Sectiond] we determine the Zhu'’s
algebra A(Lz(¢,0)) and their bimodules A(L(Z, 7)) for (Lz(¢,0),we). As an application,
we calculate the fusion rules among the irreducible ordinary modules of (Lz(#,0),we).
Throughout the paper, Z, N, Z., Q and C are the sets of integers, nonnegative integers,
positive integers, rational numbers and complex numbers respectively.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some concepts about Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra and

some facts about admissible modules of osp(1]2).



2.1 Vertex operator superalgebras and their modules

Let V = V5 @ Vi be a vector superspace, the elements in V5 (resp. Vj) are called even
(resp. odd). For any v € V; with i = 0,1, define |v| = i. First we recall the definitions
of Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra and their various module categories following
18, 20].

Definition 2.1. A vertex superalgebra is a quadruple (V,1,D,Y’), where V = V5 & Vi is
a vector superspace, D is an endomorphism of V', 1 is a specified even vector called the
vacuum vector of V', and Y is a linear map

Y(-,2):V — (EndV)[[z, 2]
ar—Y(a,z) = Z a,z " (a, € EndV)

neL

such that

(1) For any a,b € V', a,b =0 for n sufficiently large;

(2) [D,Y (a,2)] =Y (D(a),z) = &Y (a,z) for any a € V;

(3) Y(1,2) =Idy;

(4) Y(a,2)1 € (EndV)[[2]] and lim,_,;Y (a,2)1 = a for any a € V;
(5)

(A2 )Y (0, 21)Y (b, z) — (—1)llM 1522t

20 —Z0

= 5 (AN Y (Y (a, 20)b, 7).

)Y(b, ZQ)Y(CL, Zl)

zZ9

A vertex superalgebra V is called a Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra if there is
an even vector w called the Virasoro element of V such that
(6) Set Y(w,z) =>,cz L(n)z"""2, for any m,n € Z,
m3 —m

12

[L(m), L(n)] = (m —n)L(m +n) +

5m+n,007

where ¢ € C is called the central charge;

(7) L(=1) = D;

(8) V is Z-graded such that V' = @, ., Vin), L(0) |y, = nldy,,, dim V(,) < oo for all
n € Z and V(,y = 0 for n sufficiently small. For v € V), the conformal weight of v is
defined to be wt v = n.

Definition 2.2. Let V' be a Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra. A weak V-module is
a triple (M, d, Yy,) where M = My @ Mj is a vector supersapce, d is an endomorphism of
M and Y), is a linear map

Yar(+, 2) 1V — (EndM)][[z, 2]
a— Yy(a,z) = Zanz_"_1 (a, € EndM)

nez

such that
(1) For any a € V,u € M, a,u = 0 for n sufficiently large;
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(2) [du YM(a7 Z)] = YM(D(Q)v Z) = dLlZYM(av Z) for any a € V7
(4) For Zy-homogeneous elements a,b € V', the following Jacobi identity holds:

21 — 22 Z9 — 21

2510 VYar(a, 21)Yar(b, 2z9) — (—1)'“”1"20_15(

20 —20

= 5 6 (A2 Y (Y (a, 20)b, 20).

)YM(b, ZQ)YM(G, Zl)

22

A weak V-module M is called an admissible module (Z-graded weak module) if M
has a Z-gradation M = P, ., M(n) such that

amM(n) C M(wt a+n—m—1)

for any Z-homogeneous element a € V,m € Z,n € Z, .
A weak V-module M is called an ordinary module if M = @/\ec M,, where M, =
{we M| L(0)w = Aw} such that dim M), < oo for all A € C and M, = 0 for the real

part of A sufficiently small.

Definition 2.3. Let V be a Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra and (W;,Y;), (W;,Y;),
Wi
Wi Wi

(W, Yi) be three weak V-modules. An intertwining operator of type is a linear

map

Y (-, z) :W; = (Hom(W,, W;)){z}

w— Y (w, z) = anz_”_l (w, € Hom(Wy, W,))
neQ

such that for any v € V,w/ € W;, w* € Wy,

(1) wiw* = 0 for n sufficiently large;

(2) ¥(L(—1)uw’,z) = LY (w, 2), where L(—1) is the operator acting on W;;

(3) for Zs-homogeneous elements v, w?, the following Jacobi identity holds for the opera-

tors acting on the element w*:

22 — 21

JYi(v, 20) Y (w, z9)wh — (—1)P L6 (
20 —20

2209 (Y (v, z0)w, 20)w.

Y (W, 20) Y5 (v, 21 )w"

For any irreducible weak V-modules W;, W, Wy, the space of all intertwining operators of
type <Wj Wk) is denoted by Iy <Wj Wk) Let NWJ_,Wk = dim [y <Wj Wk) These

integers NVVX;’Wk are usually called the fusion rules.

—_—

2.2 Admissible modules of osp(1|2)

Let g = osp(1|2) be the finite dimensional simple Lie superalgebra with the basis {h, e, f, x, y}
such that the even part go = spanc{h,e, f} = sly and the odd part g; = spanc{z,y}.



The anticommutation relations are given by

[evf]:hv [h,e]zze, [h7f]:_2f7
[h,:l:’]::lf, [67I] =0, [f,x]z—y,

[yl =y, [e;y] = —x, [f,y] =0,
{I,ZL’} = 267 {SL’,y} = h'v {y,y} = _2f’

The invariant nondegenerate even supersymmetric bilinear form (-,-) on g such that non-
trivial products are given by

(€,f):(f,6) :1,(h,h)22,(x,y)=—(y,z)=2.

Let g = g ® C[t,t7!] @ Ck be the affine Lie superalgebra of osp(1]2) with the Z,-
gradation
la®t"| = la (a € 9), k| =0,

and anticommutation relations
[a@t",b@t™] = [a,b] @ """ + mbyinola,b)k (a,b € g,m,n € Z), [k, g =0.

We identify g with g ® t° and set a(n) = a ® t" for a € g and n € Z for convenience.
Define subalgebras
N, =Ce® Cz @ g ®tC[t],
N_=CfoCydgat 'Clt], (2.1)
B=N,®Ch®Ck, P=g®C[t]®Ck.

Let g = g @ Cd be the extended affine Lie superalgebra with |d| = 0 and
d,a®t" =na®t" (a€g,nelZ), [dk]=0.

Let H = Ch & Ck & Cd be the Cartan subalgebra of g. For any A\ € H*, denote by
M(XN)(resp. L(A)) the Verma (resp. the irreducible highest weight) g-module. It is
clear that L(\) is an irreducible g-module, denote by L(#, ) the g-module L()), where
¢ = (\k),7 = (\h). Conversely, for any restricted g-module M of level £ # —32, by
Sugawara construction we can extend M to a g-module by letting d act on M as —L(0).
In this paper we shall consider any restricted g-module as a g-module in this way.

Let £ € C and U be a Ch-module, U can be regarded as a B-module by setting N,
acting trivially and k acting as ¢, let M(Z,U) = U(g) Qupy U. If U = C is a one-
dimensional Ch-module on which A acts as a fixed complex number 7', the corresponding
module is a Verma module denoted by M (Z, 7). Then M(¢, ) has a unique maximal
submodule and L(Z, 7) is isomorphic to the corresponding irreducible quotient. Similarly
we can define the generalized Verma g-module V(£,U) = U(g) ®y(py U for any g-module
U which can be extend to a P-module by setting g ® tC[t] acting trivially and k acting
as ¢. Note that if U = C is the trivial g-module, then V(#,C) is a quotient of M(Z,0)
and L(Z,0) is isomorphic to the irreducible quotient of V' (#,C).

We recall the following reducibility criterion in [14] which generalized the Kac-Kazhdan
reducibility criterion [16].



Proposition 2.4. [14]. The Verma module M(¢, 7)(¢ # —3) is reducible if and only if

m— 1 3
= — —s(¢
z 5 s( +2)

where m, s € 7 such that m + s € 2Z + 1 and either m > 0,s >0 orm < 0,s < 0.

In [I7], Kac and Wakimoto gave the definition of admissible weight for Kac-Moody
(super)algebras and charactered the admissible weight of g as an example. There is an
equivalent characterization of the admissible weight of g in [14].

Proposition 2.5. [14]. For any A € H*, let ¢ = (\, k), 7 = (\, h).

(1) ¢ is an admissible level if and only if € +% = 2%, where p,q are positive integers such
that p > 2,p = q(mod 2) and (%2, q) = 1.

(2) For an admissible level €, 7 1s an admissible weight iof and only if 7 = m—_ —1s, where
l=¢+3=2m, seZsuchthatm+s—1(m0d2) and 1 <m <p-—1, 0<s<q—1

From now on we will assume that [ = ¢ + % = where p, ¢ are positive integers such

that p > 2,p = ¢(mod 2) and (%57, q) = 1.

2q’

Remark 2.6. Let 7 = mT_l — s =™=1 _ ¢ be an admissible weight such that

3
m,m',s,8 €Z,1<m<p—-1,1<m <p-1,0<s <s<q—1,
m+ s = 1(mod 2),m' + s' = 1(mod 2).

Suppose s > s, then ”;_:}' = g. Since p = g(mod 2), we have p,q € 2Z or p,q € 2Z + 1.
If p,g € 2Z + 1, by (55%,q) = 1 we have (p,q) = 1, it is a contradiction. If p,q € 2Z,
by (&1 2 1q) = 1 we have s — §' = %q,m—m’ = %p, then (m —m/,s —¢) = 1 and
m—m'+s—s = 1(mod 2), it contradicts to m + s = 1(mod 2) and m' + s’ = 1(mod 2).
Hence s = s',m = m/, it shows that the expression 7 = mT_l — [s of an admissible weight

Z withm,s€Z m+s=1(mod2)and 1 <m<p—1,0<s<qg—1is unique.

A vector w in a highest weight module M for g is called a singular vector if w as

a highest weight vector generates a proper submodule of M. Note that [ = 2% and

7 = m?_l —ls = m_Tp_l — (s — q), then from Remark 2.6 together with the proof of
Theorem 4.2 in [14] and Corollary 1 in [I7], we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.7. Let 7 = mT_l — s, where m,s € Z with m + s = 1(mod 2) and

1<m<p—1,0<s<qg—1 and let v be a highest weight vector which generates the
Verma module M (¢, 7). Set

Fi(m, s) =y(0)(y(0)?) " e(—1) 5+ ( 0)(y(0)2) =T+ .

e(=1) Iy (0)(y(0 )

Fy(m, s) =e(— 1) ™ +1(g—s—1) ( )(y(o)g)P ==l (g—s— 2)6( 1)%”@_5_3)_”
y(0)(y(0)%)" % Tas=2e(—1)" -1,

Then vjy = Fi(m, s)v,vjs = Fa(m, s)v are singular vectors of M(¢, 7). Moreover, the
mazimal proper submodule of M(Z, 7) is generated by v, 1 and v, 5.

(2.2)
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We regard (y(0)?)” as an even element for any v € C. It follows from [24] that F}(m, s)
and F5(m, s) make sense as an element of U(g), and we have

a’b =ba’ + Z ( ) (ada)’ (b)a?™? (2.3)
7>0
for a € g5,b € U(g),~ € C.

Remark 2.8. For ; = 0, from Remark 2.6l we have m = 1,s = 0. By Proposition 2.7
vo1 = F1(1,0)1,v92 = F5(1,0)1 are singular vectors of M(Z,0). Since vy = F1(1,0)1 =0
in V (¢, C), we have vy s = F5(1,0)1 generates the maximal proper submodule of V' (Z, C).

Set P(a) = zy+ «a and Q(«a) = yr — « for a € C. We have the following commutation
relations in U(g) (cf. [14]).

Proposition 2.9. For any o, 3,7 € C, we have

[P(a), P(B)] = 0, [P(a), Q(B)] = 0, [Q(ex), Q(B)] = 0,
e’ P(a) = Pla—7)e7,e7Q(a) = Q(a +v)e’,
[1P(a) = Pla+7)f", 'Qa) = P(a—7)f7, (2.4)

rP(a) = Q(1 — a)z,2Q(a) = P(—a)x,yP(a) = Q(-a)y,yQ(e) = P(1 - a)y,
67y = Q(y)ze" ™ wely = P(=)e”, flo = —P(V)y " yfle = Q(—)f".
Let ¢ be the anti-automorphism of superalgebra U(g) such that o(a) = —a for any
a € g. Then o(P(a)) = —Q(«) and o(Q(«a)) = —P(«) for any a« € C. Let 7 be the

projection g onto g such that 7(a ®t") = a for any a € g and 7(c) = 0. From the Lemma
4.2 in [14], we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10. [I4]. The following projection formulas hold:

m(Fi(m, s)) HH{HP +i) I Q- i}Yy™,

j=11i=1 i+j€2Z i+j€27+1 (25)
q—s—1p—m

r(Fm,s) = [T TT{ I @G +;l T P 1) }aP
j=1 i=1 +j€2Z 1+jE€2Z+1

3 Rationality of (Ly(Z,0),ws)

In this section, we first construct the weak V5(Z,C)-module L(#,U) and determine the
condition that L(Z,U) is a weak Lg(Z,0)-module. Then we prove that Lgz(¢,0) at ad-
missible level is rational in category €, and (Lg(¢,0),w) are rational Q-graded vertex
operator superalgebras respect to a family of Vlrasoro elements we, where 0 <{ <lisa
rational number.



3.1 The weak Lj(¢,0)-module L(¢,U)

We know that for £ # —2, V(¢,C) and L(#,0) have natural Z-graded vertex operator
superalgebra structures and any M (Z,U) is a weak module for V(#,C). We denote by
L;(¢,0) the Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra L(Z,0). For a Ch-module U, we define
a linear function on U* @ M (¢,U) as follows:

(' u) = /(7' (u)), for ' € U, ue M(¢,U),
where 7’ is the projection of M(#,U) onto the subspace U. Define
I={ue M, U)| W, au)y =0 for any v € U*,a € U(g)}. (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. [ is unique and mazximal in the set of submodules of M(¢,U) which inter-
sects with U trivially.

Proof. Let I' is a submodule of M (¢, U) which intersects with U trivially. Suppose I' I,
we have there exists u € I’ such that (v',au) # 0 for some v’ € U*, then 7'(au) # 0.
Since I’ is a submodule, we have au € I’. From the natural gradation of M(¢,U) as a
g-module, we have 7’'(au) € I', it contradicts to that I’ intersects with U trivially, hence
I' C I. Therefore I is unique and maximal in the set of submodules of M (Z,U) which
intersects with U trivially. O

Set L(¢,U) = M(¢,U)/I and we regard U as a subspace of L(¢,U). Then 7" induces

a projection of L(#,U) to U, which we still denote it by 7’. It is clear that L(Z,U) is

a weak module for V(#,C). Let Y (-, 2) be the vertex operator map defining the module

o . L(¢,U)

structure on L(Z,U), then Y (-, z) is an intertwining operator of type (V(f, C)L(2, U))
Let

Y (u, z)v = (=1)HPleLEDY (y, —2)u

for any homogeneous element u € L(¢,U),v € V(¢,C), then (-, z) is an intertwining
L(z,U)
operator of type <L(f, U)W (2, (C)) (cf. [11]).

Lemma 3.2. The g-module L(¢,U) is a weak module for L(¢,0) if and only if
(W, Y (u,2)vo2) =0 for any v € U, ue U(g)U C L(¢,U). (3.2)

Proof. Let J be the maximal submodule of V(#,C). From Remark 28, we have J =
U(N_)vgo. Since Lg(¢,0) = V(¢,C)/J is the quotient vertex operator superalgebra of
V(¢,C) and L(Z,U) is a weak module for the vertex operator superalgebra Lz(Z,0), then
for any v € J we have Y (v, 2)L(Z,U) = 0. Hence

?(u, Z>U072 = (—1)‘ul|v0’2‘€ZL(_l)Y(U0,2, —Z>U =0

for any homogeneous element u € L(¢,U), then (v, % (u,z)vp2) = 0 for any u' €
U,ueU(g)U C L(Z,U).



For the other hand, if « € N_U(N_), we have 7'(a% (u, z)w) = 0. Then
(', a¥ (u, z)w) =0 for any v € U, u € L(Z,U),ae N_.U(N_),w e V(¢,C).

Let I' = {w € V(¢,C) | (W, %Y (u,z)w) =0 for any v € U*,u € U(g)U C L(Z,U)},
then v, € I'. From the Jacobi identity for the intertwining operator we can get the
following commutator formula

o) 9 (w2 = 3 () # a2 33
forany a € ggm € Z and u € L(¢,U). lf we I',a(m) € N_ju e U(g)U C L(¢,U),
Y (u, 2)a(m)w = (=1 ()Y (2w — [a(m),  (u, 2)}w)
= (0 atmy (o = 3 (") Faliyu, )2 ),

720 J

then by j > 0 we have a(j)u € U(g)U C L(¢,U) and (v, % (u,z)a(m)w) = 0, hence
a(m)w € I'. Then we have J C I'. From the Jacobi identity we can also get

%a(n)u,a:;(?) aln = )Y 2)7 — (- "Z() Da) (3.4)

for any u € L(¢,U),a € g,n € Z. Since L(#,U) is generated by U as g-module, then we
have (v, % (u,z)J) =0 for any v € U*,u € L(¢,U). From (33), we have

(W 2% (u,2z)J) =0 for any v € U,z € U(g),u e L(¢,U).

Then % (u,z)J C I for any u € L(¢,U), (u,2)J = O 1n L(#Z,U). It implies that

% (-, z) induces an intertwining operator of type (L( L ’[p( )) Hence L(¢,U) is a
g\l

weak module for the vertex operator superalgebra Lg(¢,0 O

Theorem 3.3. L(¢,U) is a weak Lz(¢,0)-module if and only if f(h)U = 0, where

F() = 11 (h— "4 50 (35)

i+j€27+41,0<j<q—1,1<i<p—1

Proof. For n € Z,a € g, we define deg(a ® t") = n. For any v’ € U*,a(m) € N_,u €
U(g)U C L(¢,U),w € V(¢,C), by the commutator formula (3.3)) we have

(o (u, 2a(m)w) = (—1)M1(u a(m) (o, ) — (ol Tam), F (s 2)w))
EEES (m) Y (a(j)u, 2)2" )

>0 J
— (=) ! Y (a(0)u, )2 w)
— (u, (—1)lllel+1de8@m g (1 (a(m) yu, 2)w).
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Hence for any v’ € U*,a € U(N_),u € U(g)U C L(¢,U),w € V(¢,C) we have

(W', Y (u, z)aw) = (o, 298D Y (o (a)u, 2)w),

where £ =1 or —1. Let a = F5(1,0), then vgo = al. From Lemma 3.2 L(Z,U) is a weak
L;(¢,0)-module if and only if

(W, Y (om(a)u,2)1) =0 for any u' € U u e U(g)U C L(¢,U).

By Proposition 2.9/ and Proposition we have

qg—1p—1
@=o[TIT¢ IT @G+ II P )}
Jj=11i=1 i4+je2Z i+jEe2Z+1
q—1p—1
— (—1)a-D g~ 1HH{H P(= +jl H Q(— )}
j=11i=1 i+j€2Z 1+jE€27Z+1

_ {(—1>q<p—1>nz;in HIiyjenn P D) i jerzin QU = i}, p ¢ 2Z

(=17 D T T {HH]@zQ —ﬂ) [lisjeons P(=P5— + 5D}t pe2Z
qg—1p—1

)OI T P-——+n T @ ——Jl)}xp g
j=1i=1 +j€2Z+1 i+jEe27

Note that % (o7 (a)u, 2)1 = e2XVY (1, —2)om(a)u = e Yor(a)u. Then for any v’ €
U,ueU(g)U C L(Z,U),

(', ¥ (om(a)u, 2)1) = (o', Von(a)u) = (v, om(a)u),
thus L(Z,U) is a weak Lg(¢,0)-module if and only if for any v’ € U™,

{ I[ r- ) 11 @——ﬂ)}xp 'U(g)U) = 0.

i=1 i+je2Z+1 i+jE2Z

q—1p—

W ]
7=1
From the grading restriction on the bilinear pair, it is equivalent to

I re= ) TT QG- inpery-v =0

i=1 i+j€2Z+1 i+jEe2Z

q—1p—

Il

By Proposition [2.9] we have

)P(=25* +1), p¢ 2L
PO) L2, P(=5+9)Q(5 —1), pe2Z
1—1

D | R | )

i€27+1,1<i<p—1 i€27,1<i<p—1

p—1
_ 2Q —4
zp—lyp 1_ Hz—l I()
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Since xU = 0, we have for any a € C,
P(a)U = 2yU + aU = (h+ a)U, Q(a)U = —al.

Then L(¢,U) is a weak Lz(Z,0)-module if and only if

11 ="t I e-Shu=o

2
i+jE2Z+1,1<j<q—1,1<i<p—1 i€27+1,1<i<p—1

It is equivalent to

FRU = 1T (h—i;1+jl)U:0.

i+jE€2Z+1,0<j<q—1,1<i<p—1

From Proposition 2.5 and Theorem [3.3] we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. The g-module L(?, 7) is a weak Lg(¢,0)-module if and only if 7 is
admissible.

Let O, be the subcategory of the weak Lz(Z,0)-module category such that M is an
object in Oy if and only if M € O as g-module. In [25], Wood showed that O, is semisimple.

Theorem 3.5. [25]. The weak L3(¢,0)-modules in the category O are completely reducible,
i.e., Oy is semisimple. Moreover, the irreducible modules correspond to L(Z, 1), where s
15 admissible.

Corollary B.4] can also be obtained by Theorem B.5. Conversely, by Corollary [3.4] and
the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [I8], we can obtain Theorem in a different way. From
Theorem B.5, for any M € Op, let U = {w € M | Nyw = 0}, it is clear that U is a
Ch-module and M = L(¢,U).

3.2 Category 6,

Definition 3.6. The category € is the subcategory of the weak Lg(#, 0)-module category
such that M is an object in €, if and only if a acts locally nilpotently on M for all a € N,.

It is clear that the object in O, is also an object in €,. We will show that €, is
semisimple. Let Q(M) = {v e M | (g ® tC[t]).v = 0} for a weak Lz(¢,0)-module M. We
can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. Let M be a weak Lg(¢,0)-module belonging to €y, then M has a highest
weight vector.

Proof. Similar to the Proposition 3.6 of [23] or the Theorem 3.7 of [6], we have Q (M) # 0.
Since M is an object of €,, we have e and z act locally nilpotent on Q(M). Let ny =
Ce @ Cx, then U(ny)v is finite dimensional for any v € Q(M). Since n, is a nilpotent
Lie superalgebra, then by the Engel theorem for Lie superalgebra (cf. [15]), there exists

11



a nonzero w € U(ny)v such that ny.w = 0. Since n .Q(M) C Q(M), we have w € Q(M),
then Ny .w = 0. Furthermore, let U = U(g)w and W be the weak Lz(Z,0)-submodule
generated by U. Then W is isomorphic to a quotient module of M (#,U) as g-module.
From Lemma B L(#,U) is isomorphic to some quotient module of W as g-module,
then L(¢,U) is a quotient of W as weak V(Z,C)-module. Therefore L(Z,U) is a weak
L;(¢,0)-module. From Theorem B3, we have f(h)U = 0, then h semisimply acts on U,
i.e., w is a highest weight vector. O

We now classify simple objects in the category €.

Proposition 3.8. Any irreducible weak Lgz(¢,0)-module belonging to €, is of the form
L(¢, 7) with admissible weight 7. Moreover, up to isomorphism, there are finitely many
irreducible weak Lgz(¢,0)-modules belonging to €.

Proof. Let M be an irreducible weak Lg(¢,0)-module belonging to €., then by Proposi-
tion 3.7, M contains a highest weight vector w. Since M is an irreducible weak Lg(Z,0)-
module, we have M is an irreducible weak V(#,C)-module, then M is an irreducible
g-module generated by w. Therefore M is an irreducible highest weight module of g. By
Corollary B4l M is of the form L(¢, ) for some admissible weight 7. O

Then we can prove the category €, is semisimple.

Theorem 3.9. The category G, is semisimple. Moreover, any object M in €, is a direct
sum of L(Z, 1) with admissible weight 7.

Proof. Let M be a weak Lg(¢,0)-module belonging to ,. From Proposition B.7, M
contains a highest weight vector w. Let W be the weak Lg(¢,0)-submodule generated
by w, then W is a quotient of certain Verma module M (Z, ;') as g-module. Hence W is
an object in O. From Theorem 3.5 it is completely reducible and W = @ , L(¢, /) for
admissible weights 7. But the highest weight subspace of M(#, /') is one dimensional,
then W = L(¢, ;') with admissible weight z’. Let W’ be the sum of irreducible weak
L;(¢,0)-module of M, then W' is a direct sum of L(¢, /) for admissible weights 7.

If W' is a proper submodule of M, then M/W’ is a weak Lg(¢,0)-module belonging
to @,, thus it contains a highest weight vector w’ by Proposition B.71 Let w’ be a
preimage of w’, then N,.w’ C W’. Since N, is finitely generated, there exist submodules
L(?, 11), L(¢, 12), -, L(¢, 1) of W such that

Nyw' CL(E, 71)® L(E, £2)® - D L(E, 1s).

From Theorem B.5, the submodule of M generated by w’ and L(¢, z1) ® L(¢, 72) @
-+~ @ L(Z, 1) is completely reducible. Then the submodule of M generated by w’ is a
direct sum of certain L(¢, ) with admissible weights 7, it is a contradiction. Therefore
W' = M, i.e., M is a direct sum of L(¢, 7) with admissible weight ;. Then we have that
the category €, is semisimple. O

As an application of the semisimplicity of €,, we prove the category of ordinary
modules for L3(¢,0) is semisimple.

Proposition 3.10. Any ordinary L(¢,0)-module M is completely reducible.

12



Proof. Let M be an ordinary Lg(¢,0)-module, then M = &, . M}, such that dim M, <
oo for any h € C and Mj, ., = 0 for n € Z sufficiently small. For any a(n) € g ® tC[t], we
have wt a(n)w = wt w —n < wt w for all w € M, then a(n) acts locally nilpotently on
M. For any w € M, (h € C), since M is a g-module and wt aw = wt w for any a € g,
we have M, is a finite dimensional g-module, then x and e act locally nilpotently on M.
Therefore x acts locally nilpotently on M for all x € N, i.e., M is an object of €, then
M is completely reducible by Theorem [3.9. O]

Proposition 3.11. Any irreducible ordinary Lz(¢,0)-module is of the form L(Z, 1) such
that 0 < 7 < p—;2,oz' € Z. Moreover, up to isomorphism, there are finitely many irre-
ducible ordinary Lg(¢,0)-modules.

Proof. Let U be an irreducible finite dimensional g-module, then the irreducible quotient
L(U) of Indg(U ) is an irreducible ordinary V' (¢, C)-module (cf. [20]). It is similar to the
proof of Theorem 6.2.23 of [22], we have the modules L(U) for irreducible finite dimen-
sional g-module U exhaust the irreducible ordinary V' (¢, C)-modules up to equivalence.
Let M be an irreducible ordinary Lg(¢,0)-module, then from Proposition 3.8 and Propo-
sition B.10, M is of the form L(¢, 7)) with admissible weight 7. Since M is an irreducible
ordinary V (¢, C)-module, we have M is of the form L(U) for irreducible finite dimensional
g-module U. Hence M is of the form L(Z, ) with admissible weight 7 € Z.

Since 7 is admissible, s = mT_l—ls, where | = 2%, m, s € Z such that m+s = 1(mod 2)
and 1 <m <p-—1,0<s<q—1,p,q are positive integers such that p > 2, p = g(mod 2)
and (B5%,q) = 1. If p,q € 2Z + 1, we have (p,q) = 1,1 ¢ Z, then s = 0, ;7 = ™~ for
1 <m < p—1,me2Z+1. Ifp,q € 2Z, we have 751 € 2Z+1and (£, %) = 1, for £ € 2Z+1,
l:% ¢ Zand (§,q) =1, thens =0, 7/ = mT_lforl <m < p-1,m € 2Z+1; for § € 2Z,

=25 and (5,4) =1, by m+s = 1(mod 2), 7 = "5 — B ¢ Z for s = {, then s = 0,

oz':mT_lforlgmgp—l,mGQZ+1. Thereforewehaveogoz'g7%2,02'62. O

Proposition B.I0] and Proposition B.I1] are also obtained in [4] by using the theory of
vertex superalgebra extensions.

3.3 Q-graded vertex operator superalgebras (L;(Z,0),w)

A Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra V is Q-graded by weights instead of Z-graded
(cf. [10]). Similarly we can define the weak module, Q. -graded weak V-module and
ordinary module for Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra.

Definition 3.12. A Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra V is called rational if any
Q,-graded weak V-module is a direct sum of irreducible Q,-graded weak V-modules.

Let (V.Y,1,w) be a Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra, h € V(3) be a vector
satisfying the following conditions:

m2+m

[L(m), hn] = —nhpmin —
[hm> h’n] = 2m6m+n,0/{21d\/a

5m+n,0"€11dV7 (3 6)
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where k1,ky € C. Assume that hy acts semisimply on V' and the eigenvalues of hg
are rational numbers. For a rational number ¢, set we = w + %L(—l)h and Y (we, z) =
> ez L'(n)z7"72. Then we have

L'(n) = L(n) — g( +1)h, for any n € Z,
hence the component operators of wy satisfy the Virasoro relations and L'(—1) = L(—1) =
D. Since L(0) and hq are commutative, each V() is a direct sum of eigenspaces of hy. Set

Vimm) = {v € Vimy | hov = nv} for m € Z,n € Q. Let

Vi ={veV|L0w=mv}= 1T Viss)- (3.7)

sEZ,tEQ,s—%:m
Then we have the following proposition (cf. [2] [7, 23]).

Proposition 3.13. Let (V)Y 1,w) be a Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra of central
charge ¢, h € Viq) be a vector satisfying the conditions (3.8) and hy acts semisimply on 'V,
the eigenvalues of hy are rational numbers. Suppose that dim V(’m) < oo for any m € Q
and V(,, = 0 for m sufficiently small. Then (V,Y, 1,w¢) is a Q-graded vertex operator
superalgebra of central charge ¢ — 6€(Kk1 + ko).

For the Z-graded vertex operator superalgebra Lg(#, 0), by the Sugawara construction,

L(n) = S(5 < hm)h(n — m) : + 5 e(m)f(n —m) : + : f(m)e(n —m) :

20+ 3 -~ 2
1 1
— 5 x(m)y(n —m) : +§ cy(m)z(n —m) 2).
A direct calculation shows that [L(m), h(n)] = —nh(m + n), then h satisfies conditions

B6) with k1 = 0,k = ¢. Hence Lz(¢,0) have a Q-gradation by weights with respect
to L'(0). From the construction of V(#,C), for any m € Z,, if V(£,C)nn) # 0, we
have —2m < n < 2m. Since L(Z,0) is a quotient of V(£,C), for any m € Z,, if
Li(2,0)mny # 0, we also have —2m < n < 2m. Let 0 < £ < 1, for any m € Q, since
1}0:(2’07 O)/(m) = HsGZ,tGQ,s—%:m 1}0:(2’07 O)(Svt)7 we have
m m

<< —

1+¢&— 7 1-¢
for Lg(¢, 0)(s,1) # 0, then dim Lg(Z, 0){,,,) < co. Note that {7 < {%¢, we have Lg(Z, 0)(,,, =
0 for m < 0. Therefore, by Proposition B.I3] (L5(¢,0),we) is a Q-graded vertex operator
superalgebra of central charge c — 6£%7.

Theorem 3.14. Let 0 < § < 1, (L(#,0),we) is a rational Q-graded vertex operator
superalgebra. Moreover, any Q4 -graded weak (Lz(Z,0),we)-module is a direct sum of
L(¢, 1) with admissible weight 7.
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Proof. Let M be a Q-graded weak (L3(Z,0), we)-module, we denote by deg w the degree
of homogeneous element w € W. For any o € Af and the corresponding root vector z.,

L(0)z = L(0)za — %hoxa — (- ga(h))xa.
Since 0 < ¢ < 1, we have deg r,w = wt 2, + deg w — 1 < deg w for all w € M, then x

and e act locally nilpotently on M. For any a(n) € g ® tC[t], we have
deg a(n)w =deg w+wt a—n —1 < deg w

for allw € M, then a(n) acts locally nilpotently on M. Therefore a acts locally nilpotently
on M for all @ € N, i.e., M is an object of €,. Then M is completely reducible by
Theorem 3.9

Next we prove that L(¢, /) is a Qi -graded weak (Lg(#,0), we)-module for any admis-
sible weight j. Similar to the proof that (L3(Z,0),w) is a Q-graded vertex operator su-
peralgebra, L(¢, 7/) with admissible weight 7 is an ordinary (Lz(#,0), we)-module, hence
L(¢, 7) is a Qi-graded weak (Lz(Z,0), we)-module. O

4 A(V)-theory for (L3(Z,0),we)

In this section, we first recall the A(V')-theory for Q-graded vertex operator superalgebras.
Then we determine the Zhu's algebras A(Lgz(#,0)) and their bimodules A(L(¢, 7)) for
Q-graded vertex operator superalgebras (Lz(Z,0),we). Furthermore, we apply the Zhu'’s
algebras and their bimodules associated to (Lz(Z,0),we) to calculate the fusion rules
among the irreducible ordinary modules of (L5(Z,0), we).

4.1 A(V)-theory for Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra

Let V be a Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra. Define a function ¢ for all homogeneous
elements of V' as follows:
{1, wt a € Z,
e(a) =

0, wta¢Z.

For any homogeneous element a € V', we define

(1 + Z)[wt al
z

a*b=c(a)Res, Y(a, 2)b (4.1)

for any b € V', where [-] denotes the greatest-integer function. Then we can extend * on
V. Let O(V) be the subspace of V' linearly spanned by

(14 z)bvtd

Res, @

Y (a, 2)b (4.2)

for any homogeneous element a € V' and for any b € V. We have

(1 + Z)[wt al+m

Res. Zlte(a)+n

Y(a,z)b € O(V) (4.3)
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for n >m >0 (cf. [12]). Let M be any weak V-module, we define
QM)={ue M|a,u=0 for a€V,m>wta—1},

and o to be the linear map from V' to End Q(M) such that o(a) = e(a)apyt o-1 for any
homogeneous element a € V. The following theorem were established in [9].

Theorem 4.1. (a) The subspace O(V') is a two-sided ideal of V' with respect to the product
x and A(V) =V/O(V) is an associative superalgebra with identity 1 + O(V'). Moreover,
w~+ O(V) lies in the center of A(V).

(b) For any weak V-module M, Q(M) is an A(V')-module with a acts as o(a) fora € V.
(¢c) There is an induction functor L from the category of A(V')-modules to the category of
Q. -graded weak V-modules. Moreover, Q(L(U)) = U for any A(V')-module U.

(d) Q and L are inverse bijections between the sets of irreducible modules in each category.

As a consequence, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. If V is rational, then A(V') is a semisimple associative superalgebra.

Proof. Let U be a A(V')-module, from Theorem 411 L(U) is a Q4 -graded weak V-modules
with Q(L(U)) = L(U)(0) = U. Since V is rational, we have L(U) is complete reducible.
Then U is complete reducible as A(V')-module. Hence A(V') is semisimple. O

For any weak V-module M, let O(M) be the subspace of M linearly spanned by

(14 z)bwt dl
~1+¢e(a)

Res, Y (a, z)u (4.4)

for any homogeneous element a € V and for any u € M. Similar to the Theorem 2.11 in
[21] (see also [12] [19]), we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. (a) The quotient space A(M) = M/O(M) is an A(V)-bimodule with the
following left and right actions:

1 [wt a]
a*u= 5(a)Resz%YM(a, 2)u,
4.5
Jllud (1+ 2t et 4
uxa = (—1)""e(a)Res,— Y (a, 2)u
z

for any homogeneous element a € V,u € M.
(b) Let Wy, Wy, W3 be irreducible V -modules and suppose V' is rational. Then there is a
linear isomorphism from the space Hom ) (A(W1) @avy Wa(0), W3(0)) to the space of

intertwining operators of type (WF/?%/I@)

We also obtain the following lemma which is similar to the Proposition 1.5.4 in [12].

Lemma 4.4. Let V be a Q-graded vertex operator superalgebra and let M be a weak V -
module with a weak submodule W, I be an ideal of V.

(a) As A(V)-bimodule A(M/W) = M/(O(M)+ W).

(b) (I+0(V))/O(V) is a two sided ideal of A(V') and A(V/I) = A(V)/(I+0(V))/O(V)).
(¢) IfT1-M C W, then [« A(M) C (W+O(M))/O(M), A(M)*I C (W+O(M))/O(M)
and A(M/W) = AM)/(W +O(M))/O(M)) as A(V/I)-bimodules.
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4.2 Zhu’s algebras A(L;(¢,0)) and their bimodules A(L(7, 7))

Take 0 < £ < 1, we have (L3(Z,0),we) and (V(Z,C),we) are Q-graded vertex operator
superalgebras. First we determine the Zhu’s algebra A(V(¢,C)) and their bimodules
A(M(Z, 7)) for (V(Z,C),we).

Proposition 4.5. Let M be any weak (V (£, C),we)-module. Then O(M) = CM, where
C =Ct )t +1)Rf+C[t (¢t +1)@y+Clt t ' Re+Clt t ' @ +C[t (¢ >+t 1) ®h.
Proof. Since

wth(—D1=1wte(—1)1=1—-¢ wt f(-1)1 =1+¢,

1 1
wtz(—1)1=1- §€,Wt y(-1)1 =1+ 55,

we have
[wt f]

Yu(f, 2)u = (f(=m) + f(1 = m))u;

[(wt ]
Yu(y, z)u= (y(=m) +y(1 —m))u;

[wt €]

Res, (
Res, (1+

Resz( Yu(e, 2)u = e(—m)u; (4.6)

[wt z]

1+ z)
)
)
) Y (z, 2)u = z(—m)u;

Res, (1+

(1 + Z)[Wt h]

€S
R z zm—i—l

Y (h, 2)u = (h(—m — 1) + h(—m))u

for any positive integer m and for u € M. It is clear that all those elements in (4.6]) are in

O(M). Let W be the subspace linearly spanned by the elements in (£.6), then W = C'M.
Let L be the linear span of homogeneous elements a of (V(Z,C), w¢) such that for any

positive integer n,

(14 2)bvt dl

Res, @

Yu(a,z)M CW.

Let a be any homogeneous element of L, similar to the proof of the Proposition 4.1 in
[7], we have h(—m)a,e(—m)a, f(—m)a,z(—m)a,y(—m)a € L for any positive integer
m. Since 1 € L and V(¢,C) = U(t"'C[t7'] ® g)1, we have L = V(#,C). Therefore
OM)=W =CM. O

Proposition 4.6. The associative superalgebra A(V (¢, C)) for (V(¢,C),we) is isomor-
phic to the polynomial algebra Clt].

Proof. Define a linear map

b :Clt] — A(V(£,C))
g(t) = g(h(=1))1+ O(V (£, C))
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for any ¢g(t) € C[t]. Since [h(—1),h(0)] = 0 and h(0)1 = 0, we have g(h(—1))1 =
g(h(=1) + h(0))1 for any g(¢t) € C[t]. Since h(—1)1 * u = (h(—1) + h(0))u for any
u e V(¢,C), we have

P(f)g(t) = fF(h(=1))g(h(-1))1 + O(V(#,C))
= f(h(=1) + h(0))g(h(-1))1 + O(V(Z,C))
= [(M(=1))1x g(h(=1))1 + OV (£, C)) = ¥(f(t)) * ¥ (g(1)),

thus ¢ is an superalgebra homomorphism. By N_ = C' @ Cf(0) ® Cy(0) ® Ch(—1),
U(N-) = U(C)U(Ch(-1))U(C[(0))U(Cy(0)).
Then by Proposition F5, we have
O(V(¢,C)) = CV(¢,C) = CU(N_)1 = CU(C)U(Ch(~1)).
Hence A(V (¢, C)) 2 (U(C)U(Ch(~1)))/(CU(C)U(Ch(~1))) = U(Ch(~1)) = C[t]. O
Proposition 4.7. The A(V (¢, C))-bimodule A(M(¢, 1)) is isomorphic to C[t1,ts] with

the biaction as follows:

8 )f(tl, tg), f(tl, tg) *xt = tlf(tl, tg) (47)

t* f(T1,¢ thh+ 7 —1t
flt,te) =(ti+ 7 TR

for any f(t1,t2) € C[ty, to].
Proof. Let v be a highest weight vector of M(#, 7). Then by Proposition 4.5 we have
OM(¢, 1)) = CM(¢, ) = CUN-)v = CU(C)U(Ch(-1))U(Cf(0))U(Cy(0)).

Then
AME,2) = P Ch=1)"y(0)™ +0(M(#, 1))

mi1,maEZ4

From Theorem [£.3] we have
h(=1)1 % (A(=1)"™y(0)™v) = (h(=1) + h(0))R(=1)""y(0)"*v
= (M(=1) + 7 — ma)h(=1)"y(0)™v,
h(=1)h(=1)"y(0)"wv,

(h(=1)™y(0)"*v) * h(—=1)1

for any my, mg € Z,. Define a linear map

¢ Clt1, ta] = AM(, 1))
T (1) ™M y(0)™2 + O(M(¢, 7)) Vmy,ms € La,

it is clear ¢ is a bimodule isomorphic. O

Now we determine the Zhu’s algebras A(Lg(¢,0)) and their bimodules A(L(Z, 7)) for
(L5(¢,0), we).
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Theorem 4.8. The associative superalgebra A(Lz(Z,0)) for (Lz(¢,0),we) is semisimple
and isomorphic to the quotient algebra C[t]/{f(t)) of the polynomial algebra C[t], where

£(1) = 1T (= 0+ ). (19

i+jE€2Z+1,0<j<q—1,1<i<p—1

Proof. Since (Lg(¢,0),we) is a quotient vertex operator superalgebra of (V(Z,C),we),
then by Lemma B4l A(Lz(Z,0)) is quotient superalgebra of A(V(#Z,C)) = CJt]. Set
A(Lz(2,0)) = A(V(?, (C))/I By the proof of Proposition 4.6} any irreducible A(V(Z, C))-
module U is also an irreducible Ch-module. Then for any irreducible A(V (¢, C))-module
U, by the definition of L(Z,U), L(¢,U) is the corresponding irreducible Q. -graded weak
V(¢,C)-module in Theorem Al From Theorem B3] L(#,U) is an irreducible Q. -graded
weak Lg(¢,0)-module if and only if f(h)U = 0 and U is an irreducible Ch-module. L(¢,U)
is an irreducible Q-graded weak Lg(Z,0)-module is equivalent to U is an irreducible
A(Lg(¢,0))-module, ie., I.U = 0. Then we have I = (f(t)). Since (L3(¢,0),we) is
rational, by Prop081t10n- A(Lz(¢,0)) is semisimple. O

Let Bp=Ct '+ 1)@ f+Ct'+1)@y+ (t 2+t 1C[z7'|®g. Then By is an
ideal of N_, we denote Ly = N_/By = CI. + CI} + CT}, + CT, + CT,, where T, =
6(—1) + Bo, Tf = f(O) + Bo, Th = h(—l) + BQ, ,Tm = S(Z(—l) + Bo,Ty = y(O) + Bo satisfies
the following anticommutation relations:

[Tea Tf] Tha [Tha ] = [Th7 Tf] - 2Tf’

[Tth]:_ [ T] [vaT] Tyu

[Th7T] Tyv [TeuT]:_ T [vaT]_Ov

(T, To} = —2T,, {T,. T,} = Ty, {T,. T,} = —2T.
Let m; be the natural quotient map from U(N_) onto U(Ly). Set Pi(a) = 1,1, — o and
Q1(o) =T,T, + o for a € C. We have the following commutation relations in U(Ly).

Proposition 4.9. For any o, 3,7 € C, we have

[Pi(a), Pi(B)] = 0, [Pi(@), Qi(B)] = 0, [Qi(a), Qi (8)] =

Tefypl(a) = Pl (Oé - ,}/)Te“/’ Teﬁ/Ql(O‘) = Ql (Oé + V)Teﬁ/a

Ty Pi(a) = Pi(a+ )T, TP Qi) = Qr(a = )T},

ToPi(a) = Qi(1 — )Ty, T,Q1 (o) = Pi(=a)T,

TyPi(a) = Qi(—a) Ty, T,Q:1(a) = Pi(1 — )Ty,
Ty - _Ql(V)TxTeﬁ{_la TxTeﬁ{Ty = Pl(_’y)Teﬁfa

TT, = —P(MT,T " T,T T, = Qi (=) Ty

Similar to the Lemma 4.2 in [14], we have the following proposition by induction.

Proposition 4.10. The following projectz'on formulas hold:

™ (F1(m, 5)) = Ogm,s) HH{ II G +Jl I @ 3T,
j=11i=1 i+je2Z 1+jE€27Z+1
qg—s—1p—m
T (Fa(m,9) = bp-ma-s || 1I{ 1] @G +Jl IT A Oy,
j=1 =1 i+j€2Z i+j€27+1
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mA+(=1)™)+s(1+(=1)%)
4

where Oy ) = (—1)

Theorem 4.11. Let 7 = "=+ —Is be an admissible weight. Then the A(Lg(¢,0))-bimodule
A(L(?, 7)) is isomorphic to the quotient space of C[ty,ts] modulo the subspace

Clt1, talty' + Clta]f0(t1, t2) + Clta] fy1(t1, t2) + -+ - + Clta] fym—1(t1, t2) (4.9)

where

Frmltta) = I1 (5 )

i+n+j€2Z,0<j<q—s—1,0<i<p—m—1

The left and right actions of A(Lz(¢,0)) on A(L(?, 7)) are given by Proposition [{.7]
Proof. Note that C'= By @ Ce(—1) @ Cz(—1). Then from Proposition L5 we have
O(M(?, 7)) = CM(Z, 1) = BoU(N-) + e(=1)U(N-) + z(=1)U(N-).

Since By is an ideal of N_, U(N_)By = ByU(N_-) is an ideal of U(N_). From Proposition
27, the maximal proper submodule of M(Z, /) is generated by v,; and v, 5. Then by
Lemma [4.4], we have

AL, 7)) = M, 2)/(CM(¢, 1)+ UN-)v, 1+ U(N-)v,2)
SUN-)/(BoU(N-) + e(=DU(N-) + z(=1)U(N-)+
U(N_)Fi(m,s) +U(N_)Fy(m,s))

as A(L(¢,0))-bimodules. Note that U(N_)/BoU(N_) = U(Ly). Thus
A(L(Z, 7)) = U(Lo)/(U(Lo)mi(Fi(m, ) + U(Lo)m1(Fa(m, s)) + ToU(Lo)).-
For any a,b,d € Z,, by Proposition and Proposition .10, we have

TeTy T m (Fi(m, s))

_e(msTaT;;TdHH{ IT A5 +gl T @

Jj=11i=1 i4+j€2Z i+j€2741

_ Om. ) Ty Hj:1 HZI{Hi+j€2Z Ql('l_%l —jl) Hi+j€2Z+1 Pl(%l + ﬂ)}TleTdermv d ¢ 27
Otm,s) T3 Hj 1 H;L{Hiﬂ'ezz Pl(% +41) Hi+j€2Z+1 Ql(l_%l - ﬂ)}Tf?Tdermv de 27

1 . m
—Jl)}Ty

s m+d
=0meTe [T TT{ I] @i~ ) [T PG —i—jl )YTPT,
j=li=d+1 i+j€2Z+1 1+jE27
s m+d . 1 i
=0T T TT 4 ) T 2~ TS (nod TU(Ly)).
j=li=d+1 i+j€2Z+1 1+jE27

Note that —%—jl%Oforz’—l—jGQZ,l <j<s,d+1<i<m+d, we have

U(L())’]Tl (Fl (m, S)) + TIU(L())
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TU(Ly) + 3 Ol 11 @ - L2 e,

2
d=0 i+d+5€27+1,1<5<s5,1<i<m

=J ol xt >

Similarly, let a,b,d € Z., if d < p — m, we have

T;T,?T;m(Fz(m, s))

qg—s—1p—m
QMHWWHHHMhHZHRF YT
=1 =1 i+j€e2Z i+j€27+1

qg—s—1p—m—1

= Op—myq s>T“TthTpmH IT ¢ I “+ﬂ 11 PlHl_ﬂ)}

j=1 =0 i+je2Z i+j€27+1
qg—s—1p—m—1
—"pmqu”Té’H{HPl 1] @ T’””H 1
=1 €27 1€27+1 i=
) , 1+1
{H@&;m)HfMQ—m}
i+jE27 i+j€27+1
p—m
_ 71— 1
:e(p—m,q—S)TgTi?Twp_m ‘ H H Pl H Q1(—
i=1l4+p—m—d i€2Z 1€27+1

qg—s—1p—m—1

H H H Ql——+]l H P1Z+1—jl)}

1=0 i+jEe2Z 1+jE€2Z+1
p—m
17— 1
:e(p—m,q—S)T:caer_m_d(Th —p+m-+ d)b H H Pl H Q1 (—
i=14+p—m—d €27 262Z+1
qg—s—1p—m—1 . .
T t+1

IT II{II Qi(=5 +70) II A 5 0}

[y

i=0  i+j€2Z i+j€27+1

‘]:
=0 (mod T, U(Ly)).
If d=n+p—m for some n € Z,, we have

TeTYT m (Fa(m, s))

. . ’L—l qg—s—1p—m—1
=0p—m.q- sTTleT H{le H Q1(— )} H
i=1 1€2Z 1€27+1 7j=1 =0
(I @2+ TT At -
- 2 L 2
i+j €27 i+j€2Z+1

qg—s—1p—m—1

_9(pquT“ThT"H IT ¢ 11 Ql———i—jl 1T Pl(i;1

—Jb)}

j=0 i=0 i+je2Z i+j€22+1
q—s—1d—1 ’L—'—l
= Op-ma—sTe [T TTL TT @ ——+]l IT A« 5 — YT,
j=0 i=n i+j€27Z 1+jE€27Z+1
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qg—s—1d-1

= pmaoTe [T TICTT s+ T 50+ TTy (mod TLU(L))

j=0 i=n i+j€2Z i+j€27+1

Notethat—%+jl7é0f0ri+jE2Z—|—1,O§jSq—s—l,ngigd—l,wehave

U(Lo)m(Fy(m, s)) + T,U(Lyg)

=T,U(Lo) + Y _ C[T3)( 1T (Th — Z;” +30))T,

n=0 i+n+35€27,0<j<qg—s5—1,0<i<p—m—1
Thus
U(Lo)mi(Fi(m, s)) + U(Lo)mi(Fa(m, s)) + T,U(Lo)
1

m—

1+ n

CT,U(Lo) + U(L))T)" + Y C[T3)( 11 (Th, —

n=0 i+n+;j€27,0<j<qg—s—1,0<i<p—m—1

+50)T,".

On the other hand, sinceMT_I—FJ'Z;&i/%—j’lforanyz’+j€2Z+1,1§j§3,1§
i<md€Z+andi’+j’€2Z,0Sj’§q—s—1,0§i’§p—m—1n€Z+,

itd—1 o z—i—_n .
,,,,, 2 jl) and Hi+n+je2z,ogjgq—s—l,ogigp—m—l( + Jl)
are relatlvely prime. Then we have

C[Th]T;n—i_Z Q U(LQ)?Tl(Fl (m, S)) + U(Lo)ﬂ'l (Fg(m, S)) + TxU(LO)
for any ¢« € Z,. Thus
U(Lo)m(Fl(m, S)) -+ U(L())ﬂ'l(Fg(m, S)) + TmU(L(])

m—

STLU(Ly) + ULo) T + 3 CIT)( 11 L))

n=0 i+n+;5€27,0<j<q—5—1,0<i<p—m—1
Set t; = T}, ty = T,. Then by Proposition [£.71and Lemma [£.4] we complete the proof. O

Now we apply the Zhu'’s algebras A(Lgz(#,0)) and their bimodules A(L(¢, 7)) which
we obtain in Theorem (4.8 and Theorem IZJII to calculate the fusion rules among the
irreducible ordinary modules of (Lg(¢,0),we) by Theorem 4.3

Proposition 4.12. For admissible weights z; = ml—l —1s; (i = 1,2), the fusion rules are
giwven as follows:

min{m;—1,mo—1}

L(Z, /1)KL, £2) = Z L(¢, 11+ 42— n) (4.10)

n=max{0,m1+ma—p}
if0<sy<q—s1—1, and L(¢, /1) X L(¢, 72) = 0 otherwise.

Proof. For any admissible weight 7, let Cv, be the one-dimensional module for the Lie
algebra Ch such that hv; = 7v,. From Theoreml.3] we need to calculate the A(Lg(Z,0))-
module A(L(Z, 71)) @ a(Ly(¢.0)) Cv,,. From Theorem LTIl we have

A(L(Z, £1)) ®arg(e.0)) Cvsn = Clta, to] /
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where J is the subspace of Clty, t5] spanned by
{Clt1, ta](t1 — £2), Clta, L]t + 11 n(22, D)Clt5, n = 0,1, -+ ,my — 1}

If 75 does not satisfy the relation 0 < s, < g — s; — 1, then

Fan(snl) = I1 o= T 1)) £ 0

2
i+n+j€22,0<j<q—s1—1,0<i<p—mi—1

for 0 <n <my—1. Thus A(L(Z, 11)) ®a(Lg(2,0)) Cv, = 0, so0 that all the corresponding
fusion rules are zero.

Suppose 0 < s9 < ¢ — s; — 1. Note that C[t1]ty = 0 in C[ty,to]/J if and only if
faz‘l,n(oZév 1) #0. Since flh”(oZé? 1) = (Hz‘+n+jezz,0§jSq—51—1,0SiSp—m1—1(02'2 o H—Tn +1)) =0
if and only if 75— 52451 = 0 for some i+n+j € 22,0 < j < g—s51—1,0 < i < p—my —1.
This implies that 1 <7+ n+1 < p— 1, by Remark 2.6l we have i +n + 1 = mgy, j = sa,
that is m; +mo — p < n < my — 1. Therefore

max{0,m; +mg —p} <n < min{m; — 1, my — 1}. (4.11)

Then C[t1]t5 # 0 in C[ty, 5]/ J if and only if n satisfies (A11)). Thus

min{mi—1,mz2—1}

Clty, ta]/J = & Cty.

n=max{0,m1+ma—p}
From Proposition .7, we have ¢ x ty = (71 + 72 — n)ty, then we complete the proof. [
If € Z,, from Proposition 2.5, ¢ = 1,p = 2¢ + 3, then for any admissible weights

i = mlé_l —1s; (1 =1,2), we have s; = 0, 7; = miz_l, hence 0 < sy < ¢ — 81 — 1 holds

automatically. Since my +my —p = 271 +2 75— 2¢ — 1, then by Proposition [4.12] we have
the following corollary.

Corollary 4.13. Suppose ¢ € Z.,. For any admissible weight 7, and z5, we have

L, ) B, £2) = > L(Z, 1) (4.12)

I=l— A2l s+ a1+ 2 <20 +1

Remark 4.14. (i) Since L'(—1) = L(—1) the fusion rules among the weak modules with
respect two different vertex operator superalgebra structure of Lg(¢,0) are same. Thus
the fusion rules obtained in the Proposition and Corollary .13 are also those with
respect to the old vertex operator superalgebra structure.

(ii) The fusion rules among the irreducible relaxed highest-weight modules over Lz(Z,0)
with admissible level have been calculated in [5] by viewing Lz(Z,0) as extensions of the
tensor product of certain simple Virasoro vertex operator algebra and simple affine vertex
operator algebra associated to sis.
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