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THE CLASSIFICATION OF SIMPLE COMPLEX LIE SUPERALGEBRAS
OF POLYNOMIAL VECTOR FIELDS AND THEIR DEFORMATIONS

DIMITRY LEITESa,∗, IRINA SHCHEPOCHKINAb

Abstract. We overview classifications of simple infinite-dimensional complex Z-graded Lie
(super)algebras of polynomial growth, and their deformations. A subset of such Lie (su-
per)algebras consist of vectorial Lie (super)algebras whose elements are vector fields with
polynomial, or formal power series, or divided power coefficients. A given vectorial Lie (su-
per)algebra with a (Weisfeiler) filtration corresponding to a maximal subalgebra of finite codi-
mension is called W-filtered; the associated graded algebra is called W-graded. Here, we correct
several published results: (1) prove our old claim “the superization of É. Cartan’s problem (clas-
sify primitive Lie algebras) is wild”, (2) solve a tame problem: classify simple W-graded and
W-filtered vectorial Lie superalgebras, (3) describe the supervariety of deformation parameters
for the serial W-graded simple vectorial superalgebras, (4) conjecture that the exceptional sim-
ple vectorial superalgebras are rigid. We conjecture usefulness of our method in classification
of simple infinite-dimensional vectorial Lie (super)algebras over fields of positive characteristic.

In memory of A. N. Tyurin.
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1. Setting of the problem. Steps of our classification. Our results

Several times at least one of the classification problems we consider here was claimed to
be solved, starting with [K2]. We analyse these claims, correcting them when needed, and
complete the results and claims announced in [LSh2, LSh2′] and preprinted in [LSh1, LSh5]
with a description of deformations, in particular, with odd parameters, see also [Ld]. Observe
that to shy away from some of odd parameters is contrary to the very spirit of supersymmetry.1

When the deformation parameters are even, we describe deforms — the results of deformations.2

Hereafter, we abbreviate “Lie algebra or Lie superalgebra” to “Lie (super)algebra”.
In this paper, the ground field is C unless otherwise specified, the term “vectorial Lie

(super)algebra” is short for “Lie (super)algebra of vector fields with polynomial coefficients”,
or with formal-power-series coefficients if a topological completeness is needed. The adjective
“vectorial” reflects the fact that such Lie superalgebra L is realized by vector fields on the linear
supermanifold, i.e., a ringed space, corresponding (as described in formula (29); for details, see
[KLLS, Ld]) to the superspace, i.e., a Z/2-graded space, (L/L0)

∗, where L0 ⊂ L is a maximal
Lie subsuperalgebra of finite codimension. Let dimL =∞ unless otherwise stated.

1An interesting question: why all people can easily accept extensions with odd center, such as the extension
of le(n) to b(n), but some can not accept odd parameters of deformations or representations?...

2A term coined by M. Gerstenhaber, in the same manner as transform is the result of a transformation, or,
e.g., history is an ideological construct (as becomes more and more evident). We like these terms and suggest
the term prolong for the result of Cartan prolongation.
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1.1. Weisfeiler filtrations and gradings. Let L0 be a maximal subalgebra of finite codi-
mension, let L−1 be a minimal L0-invariant subspace strictly containing L0; for i ≥ 1, set:

(1)
L−i−1 = [L−1,L−i] + L−i,

Li = {D ∈ Li−1 | [D,L−1] ⊂ Li−1}.
We thus get a filtration, called a Weisfeiler filtration, see [W]:

(2) L = L−d ⊃ L−d+1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ L0 ⊃ L1 ⊃ · · ·
The number d in (2) is called the depth of L, as well as of the associated Weisfeiler-graded Lie
superalgebra

(3) L = ⊕
−d≤i

Li, where Li = Li/Li+1.

Any Lie superalgebra L together with a Weisfeiler filtration will be briefly called W-filtered ;
the graded algebra L associated with L will be called W-graded.

For vectorial Lie (super)algebras, the notion invariant with respect to automorphisms is that
of filtration, not grading, but graded (super)algebras are easier to work with.

1.2. A wider picture. Main Problem. The growth of a Z-graded algebra A = ⊕Ai is
defined, if dimAi <∞ for all i, to be

gth(A) = lim
n−→∞

ln dim ⊕
|i|≤n

Ai

lnn
.

A Z-graded algebra A is said to be of polynomial growth if gth(A) <∞, i.e.,

(4) dim ⊕
|i|≤n

Ai ∼ ngth(A) as n −→∞.

A filtered Lie (super)algebra · · · ⊃ Li ⊃ Li+1 ⊃ · · · is said to be of polynomial growth
if the Z-graded Lie (super)algebra L = ⊕Li, where Li := Li/Li+1, associated with L is of
polynomial growth. Vectorial Lie (super)algebras constitute a subset in the set of Z-graded (or
filtered) Lie (super)algebras of polynomial growth (GLAPG for short), see eq. (4), so to place
vectorial Lie (super)algebras in a natural wider picture we also review, briefly, the results and
Open problems in the classification of simple Lie (super)algebras of GLAPG type such as
the following partly classified types 1)–4) and their “relatives”, see Subsection 1.2.1:

1) Lie (super)algebras of vector fields with Laurent polynomials (or series when a topolog-
ical completeness is needed) as coefficients (a.k.a. stringy Lie (super)algebras), their central
extensions, see [GLS1, KvdL], and algebras of their derivations, see [Po2, Th.4.1];

2) loop (super)algebras of Laurent polynomials (or series) with values in a simple Lie (su-
per)algebra, their “twisted” versions, see [LSS, LS1, ShS], and their non-simple “relatives” —
double extensions, see [BLS], especially the last two sections in it, and [CCLL, HS];

3) Lie (super)algebras of “matrices of complex size” type, see [Lq];
4) Lie queerifications of the simple associative (super)algebras, see [Lq].
In the proof of a tame problem of classification of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras L,

we consider maximal subsuperalgebras L0 of only finite codimension, and related Weisfeiler
filtrations, see formulas (1). However, filtrations with dim(L/L0) = ∞ are also useful, see
Subsection 2.17.

We survey the current state of the classification of simple Lie (super)algebras of polynomial
growth, not only vectorial ones, and, briefly, several related topics (continuous irreducible repre-
sentations of vectorial Lie (super)algebras ([GLS3]), a successful attempt to see the exceptional
finite-dimensional Lie algebras in a series on Vogel’s plane, see [AM], etc.).
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Properties of Lie superalgebras (even over fields of characteristic 0) resemble those of Lie
algebras over fields K of positive characteristic, a.k.a. modular Lie algebras. In the 1960s,
Kostrikin and Shafarevich suggested a method for constructing simple finite-dimensional Lie
algebras over algebraically closed fields K, and conjectured that their method produced all
simple finite-dimensional Lie algebras for charK := p > 7, provided they are restricted (for
details and update, see [BLLS1, BGLLS]).

This KSh-conjecture is now proved, in a generalized form, i.e., for any, not only restricted,
simple Lie algebras, for p > 3, see [S, BGP, Sk]. The result was partly implicit until recently:
the explicit formulas of the brackets of the deformed Hamiltonian Lie algebras can be found
at the moment only in the Ph.D. thesis of S. Kirillov in Russian, see [Kir] based on [Sk]. Here
we provide with notions and correct formulas helping one to formulate conjectural lists of all
simple finite-dimensional Lie algebras over algebraically closed fields of characteristic p = 2 and
3, and Lie superalgebras for p > 5, see [BLLS1, BGLLS] and references therein.

1.2.1. A broader goal. Starting with a simple Lie algebra of GLAPG type, list the results
of iterated combinations of the following operations and various gradings of these results:

a) g −→ e(g), the nontrivial central extension of g. Examples: central extensions of loop
algebras; the Poisson algebra.

b) g −→ der (g), the derivation algebra of g, or a double extension of g. Examples: affine
Kac–Moody algebras, see [BLS].

c) Deformations of g. (Although they sometimes lead out of the GLAPG type, such deformed
Lie algebras are often no less important in applications than the original algebras. Important
examples: the result of the deformation of the algebra of Hamiltonian vector fields induced
by the quantization of the Poisson algebra. An example due to P. Golod (Holod in modern
Ukrainian) [GoHo1, GoHo2] evolved into the Krichever-Novikov theory of certain deformations
of loop algebras; for a review, see [Shei] and Open problem in Subsection 1.9.)

d) All filtered completions of g introducing topology to the originally algebraic problem.
e) Forms of the Lie algebras of the above types a)– d) over non-closed fields.
We will call the algebras obtained from a given simple Lie algebra g by the above procedures

a)–e), most frequently, by just a) – d), relatives of each other, and of g.

1.3. Problems we solve here over C. Our results ([ALSh], the key ingredients and ideas,
see [Sh5, Sh14], and [LSh3, LSh5] announced in [LSh1, LSh2, LSh2′]), and later papers [Kga,
Kbj, FaKa, CK, CK1, CK1a, CK2, CCK, CaKa1, CaKa2, CaKa3] are devoted to exposition of
solutions of the following problems (cf. [Klc, K2, K3]):

(5)
1) Classify simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras.
2) Classify deformations of simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras.

There still remained points to be clarified and corrected, e.g., see Section 11. In particular,
we recall the definition of Lie superalgebras which shows how to interpret odd parameters of
deformation, see Subsection 2.2 and [Ld].
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Pivotal ideas of our classification of simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras
g := ⊕i≥−d gi and their deformations:

(6)

1) If dim g = ∞, then among the operators in g0 acting in g−1, there
is a rank-1 operator with an even covector, except for the Z-gradings of
g compatiblea with the Z/2-grading by parity, i.e., when g0̄ = ⊕ g2i and
g1̄ = ⊕ g2i+1. (The exceptional cases yield a conjectural part of our classi-
fication of W-gradings.)
2) Every simple vectorial Lie superalgebra has finitely many W-gradings.
3) Deformations of any Lie superalgebra are parameterized by a super-

variety (degenerated to a point if the algebra is rigid).

aStarting with [K1.5], instead of “compatible” an inappropriate term “consistent” is
sometimes used.

Conjecture. Our main method to obtain examples of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras —
search for irreducible g0 modules g−1 with a rank-1 operator — will be useful for ob-
taining new examples of simple W-graded infinite-dimensional vectorial Lie (super)algebras
g in characteristics p = 2 and 3; we conjecture that this classification will be easier to obtain
than the classification of finite-dimensional simple Lie (super)algebras, cf. [BGLLS, CSS].

1.3.1. Classification of simple vectorial Lie algebras over C. Their deformations.
The well-known answer is as follows

(7)

There are 4 series of simple W-graded vectorial Lie algebrasa; they
are rigid, see Section 9, except for the Hamiltonian Lie algebrab h(2n)
to which one can restrict the single non-trivial deformationc Q of its
central extension — the Poisson Lie algebra po(2n).

aThis part is due to É. Cartan, for an exposition, see [GQS].
bThis part was a kind of folklore, known since 1940s or 1950s; for details, see [LSh3, KT].
cThe physicists call this Q quantization, it leads both po(2n) and h(2n) out of the class of
W-graded or W-filtered Lie algebras: the deform Q(po(2n)) is the Lie algebra of differential
operators with polynomial coefficients and the commutators as products, see [Lq].

1.4. On setting of the classification problems. Selection of Lie (super)algebras with rea-
sonably nice properties is a matter of taste and is influenced by the governing “meta”-problem.
One of the usual choices is classification of simple Lie (super)algebras: they have a richer
structure than other types of Lie (super)algebras, and therefore are easier to study; they also
illuminate important symmetries. Even representatives of the “complementary” type — solv-
able Lie (super)algebras — are often of significant interest only when considered as subalgebras
of simple Lie (super)algebras.
• The finite-dimensional simple Lie algebras are naturally the first to study. Note that

this, ostensibly natural, choice is, however, unnatural in positive characteristic. Conjecture:
For p > 0, to classify infinite-dimensional simple vectorial Lie (super)algebras will be easier
than to classify finite-dimensional Lie (super)algebras and our pivotal idea 1) in (6), will help.

Over C, there are three “classical” series (sl, o and sp) and five exceptional (ostensibly not
belonging to series) algebras; all these simple Lie algebras are neatly encoded by (normalized)
Cartan matrices which are symbolically represented by very simple graphs — Dynkin diagrams,
see [Bbk, OV].

Killing and É. Cartan, who discovered all 5 exceptional simple Lie algebras, described them
as preserving a non-integrable distribution, see [Cart, Co]. (Actually, Killing and É. Cartan
considered serial simple Lie algebras in these terms as well. Later, with the discovery of the
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powerful method of studying the structure of simple Lie algebras and their representations in
terms of roots and weights, the realization of simple Lie algebras as algebras preserving a non-
integrable distribution was abandoned and forgotten, although this approach can be fruitful in
modern times as well, see [GL5, BGLLS, KLS].)

For an interesting interpretation of the exceptional Lie algebras, see [El3, BE], where the pic-
ture is made clearer by superizing it and passing to fields of positive characteristic (Elduque’s
Super Magic Super Square). On breathtaking attempts, initiated by Vogel, to consider excep-
tional simple finite-dimensional complex Lie algebras as members of a series, see a review [AM].
• Next on the agenda are simple infinite-dimensional Z-graded Lie algebras of polynomial

growth; briefly: of GLAPG type. Recall that a Z-graded algebra A = ⊕Ai is said to be simple
graded algebra if it has no graded ideals, i.e., no ideals I = ⊕Ii such that Ii = I ∩ Ai. Note
that a simple Z-graded algebra can be nonsimple as an abstract algebra: e.g., loop algebras
with values in a simple Lie algebra g are simple graded but not simple: indeed, the collection
of g-valued functions (loops) that vanish at any non-empty set of points is an ideal.

In [K], Kac classified infinite-dimensional

(8)
simple Z-graded Lie algebras of GLAPG type
provided they are generated by elements of degree ±1.

Among the simple graded Lie algebras of polynomial growth, only vect(1) := der C[x] and witt

or vectL(1) := der C[x−1, x] are not generated by elements of degree ±1 with respect to any
grading. Kac conjectured that these two examples, plus his list of Lie algebras (8), exhaust all
the simple Lie algebras of GLAPG type (we recall this list in Subsection 1.4.2).

Twenty years after [K] has been published, O. Mathieu proved this conjecture in a string of
rather complicated papers culminating in [M].

1.4.1. Certain Lie algebras of infinite growth are also useful. The reader should not
think, as was customary circa 50 years ago, that all Lie (super)algebras of infinite growth are
useless or too difficult to study. For example, various versions of gl(∞) and Lie (super)algebras
studied by Borcherds, Gritsenko and Nikulin, and Penkov with coauthors are, though huge, of
considerable interest; some of these (super)algebras are quite describable, together with several
types of their representations, see an approach in [Eg] and [CCLL, GN, PS, FPS, HP].

1.4.2. Types of simple Lie algebras of polynomial growth. Let us qualitatively describe
the simple Lie algebras of polynomial growth to better visualize them. They break into the
disjoint union of the following types of which the types 1)–4) are Z-graded:

i) Finite-dimensional algebras (growth 0). Each of them has a symmetrizable Cartan matrix.
ii) Loop algebras, perhaps twisted (growth 1); more important in applications are their non-

simple “relatives” called affine Kac-Moody algebras, cf. [Kb3] and Subsection 1.9. Recently,
these relatives were identified as double extensions ; for a review and succinct description of this
notion, see [BLS].

iii) Vectorial algebras, i.e., Lie algebras of vector fields3 with polynomial coefficients (growth
is equal to the number of indeterminates, which is assumed to be finite) or their completions
with formal power series as coefficients.

iv) The stringy algebra vectL(1) := der C[t−1, t] (the superscript L stands for Laurent). This

class consists of one algebra. This algebra and its completion vectL(1) := der C[t−1][[t]] are often

3These algebras are sometimes called “algebras of Cartan type”, the term introduced in the 1960s when
only 4 series of simple Lie algebras of vector fields were known and their deformations (results of quantization)
were ignored. There are serial (pertaining to series) simple vectorial modular Lie (super)algebras (in any
characteristic) and exceptions (from series) discovered from the 1970 till now, see [BGL, BGLLS, KLS]. Note
that svectLλ (1|2) is the only stringy Lie superalgebra with Cartan matrix, see [GLS1]: a new super phenomenon.
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called Witt algebra and denoted witt in honor of Witt who considered its analog over fields of
prime characteristic; physicists call it the centerless Virasoro algebra because (the result of) its
nontrivial central extension (discovered by Fuchs and Gelfand) is called the Virasoro algebra,
vir, in honor of Virasoro, who rediscovered the corresponding central extension and was the
first to demonstrate the importance of vir in physical models.

Remark. Strictly speaking, stringy algebras are also vectorial, but we apply the term vectorial
only to (super)algebras whose coefficients are polynomials or formal series or divided powers in
the modular setting. The term “stringy algebra” comes from the lingo of imaginative physicists
who now play with the idea that the elementary particle is not a point, but rather a slinky,
a springy tiny string, see [GSW]. The term “stringy algebra” means “pertaining to string the-
ory”, and also mirrors the structure of stringy Lie superalgebras as collections (direct sums) of
several strings — the modules over the Lie algebra witt every stringy Lie superalgebra contains.
In our papers, starting with [FL], “stringy” means either a “simple infinite-dimensional vec-
torial superalgebra on a supermanifold whose underlying manifold is a circle, or a “relative”
(see Subsection 1.2) of such algebra”. In some works, stringy Lie superalgebras (not necessarily
simple) are called “superconformal”; this is unjustified and inappropriate when applied to the
central extensions of simple stringy Lie superalgebras, as explained in [GLS1].

v) Filtered Lie (super)algebras of type GLAPG are not classified. The graded Lie
algebras associated to certain such filtered Lie algebras are not simple and have a huge radical;
these filtered examples are particular solutions to the Main Problem 1.2, many of them cannot
be obtained as deformations of simple algebras of GLAPG type. Though there are considerably
many more simple filtered Lie algebras than simple graded ones, at the moment we hope that
it is possible to distill tame classification problems. The examples known to us are:

(vA) The Poisson algebras of functions on the orbits in the coadjoint representation of any
simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra, the multiparameter deformations of these Poisson alge-
bras, and superizations of these constructions, as well as Lie (super)algebras of matrices over
rings of differential operators, cf. [GL2, LSe, DGS, Kon].

(vB) The Lie superalgebras constructed by S. Montgomery ([My]), Vasiliev and Konstein-
Tyutin, Pinczon and Ushirobira, see [GL2, KV, PU, KT1] and references therein; for the
queerification of these Lie superalgebras, see [Lq].

(vC) The current algebras and vectorial algebras on varieties M , cf. [L7]; such examples are
lately known for compact Riemann surfaces M as Krichever-Novikov algebras, see [KN, Shei].

The set of examples of simple Lie superalgebras of type v) is much wider than the set of
the non-super examples; there are several super versions of each of the non-super examples
(vA)–(vC), see [Lq].

1.4.2a. Additional features: Cartan matrix and NIS. Some of the Lie (super)algebras
of the above types i) – v) have certain properties which are sometimes overvalued and taken
for the definition of these Lie (super)algebras, as in [FSS], complicating the nomenclature.

Each Lie algebra of type i) and each affine Kac-Moody algebra has a Cartan matrix; at least
some of the algebras of type 5) also have a Cartan matrix albeit in a generalized sense due to
Saveliev and Vershik [SV]. For algebras of type i) and affine Kac-Moody algebras, this matrix
is always symmetrizable,y integer, and rather sparse so it can be encoded by a simple graph
(Dynkin diagram). Lie algebras with a symmetrizable Cartan matrix and certain algebras of
type v) carry a non-degenerate invariant symmetric bilinear form — NIS for short — a powerful
tool for solving numerous problems (for examples, see the encyclopedia [DSB]).
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It was, perhaps, Vinberg who coined the term contragredient for the Z-graded Lie algebras g
such that gi ≃ (g−i)

∗ with respect to the maximal torus in g0; e.g., g = vir or q(n). Lately, this
term is sometimes (thoughtlessly) used instead of “Lie (super)algebra with Cartan matrix”.

1.5. The super version of the Main Problem 1.2 is open at the moment. Open is
even its subproblem:

(9)
Classify simple Z-graded Lie superalgebras of polynomial growth

and their deformations.

Let us describe what part of problem (9) is solved. The above types i)–iv) of simple Lie
algebras, and their properties, become intermixed under superization as well as under passage
to Lie algebras over fields of positive characteristic. Nevertheless, there exists a very simple
stratification: There are only two types of Lie (super)algebras — “symmetric” and “lopsided”:

(SY) The symmetric Lie (super)algebras are those for which

(10)
there is a root decomposition (related to a maximal diagonalizing subalgebra,
called in what follows a maximal torus) such that sdim gα = sdim g−α for
any root α, where sdim is superdimension.

(LO) The lopsided algebras are those for which the condition (10) does not hold.
• Finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras. The simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras are

classified in the “naive” setting; for a review together with the first results on the representation
theory, see [K2]. The deformations of simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras, in particular
with odd parameters, were recently classified as well, see [Ld], thus completing the classification.

The Lie (super)algebras of type SY split into the following two subtypes:
SYCM, the class of symmetric algebras with Cartan matrix; a posteriori we see that the

Cartan matrices of the finite-dimensional simple Lie (super)algebras are all symmetrizable, and
hence each of these Lie (super)algebras has an even NIS, see [BKLS, KLLS] or [KLLS1].

SYoCM, the class of symmetric algebras without Cartan matrix in the conventional
sense (but, perhaps, having one in the sense of Saveliev and Vershik, [SV]) but with a NIS that
is either even or odd.

Some of simple Lie (super)algebras without Cartan matrix have relatives with a Cartan
matrix (e.g., the loop (super)algebras and related to them affine Kac-Moody (super)algebras,
cf. [CCLL, BLS]).
• (Twisted) loop superalgebras. Obviously, any loop (super)algebra with values in any simple

Lie (super)algebra is simple as graded algebra (but not as abstract algebras, see Subsection 1.4).
For any (simple, or a relative of a simple) finite-dimensional Lie (super)algebra g over C, we

consider spaces gℓ(1) := g⊗C[t−1, t] of “loops”, i.e., g-valued functions on the circle S that admit
expansions into Laurent polynomials (or their completions, Laurent series); here t = exp(iϕ),
where ϕ is the angle parameter on S. We introduced the notation gℓ(1) to distinguish from
g(1) := [g, g] and to make the expression (h(1)(0|n))ℓ(1), and similar expressions, meaningful, see
[BLS]. In this paper, we consider loops only in this subsection, so we simply write g′ := [g, g].

Recall that if ψ is an order-m automorphism of g, and gk̄, where 0 ≤ k̄; = k (mod m) ≤ m−1,
are eigenspaces of ψ with eigenvalue exp(

2πk
√
−1

m
), then a “twisted” loop (super)algebra is

g
ℓ(m)
ψ := ⊕

0≤k̄≤m−1, j∈Z
gk̄t

k+mj .

Serganova classified non-isomorphic loop superalgebras gℓ(1) := g⊗C[t−1, t] for simple finite-

dimensional Lie superalgebras g over C, and twisted loops g
ℓ(m)
ψ corresponding to order-m
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automorphisms ψ of g, see [Se2, Se3]; some “relatives” of these simple algebras g
ℓ(m)
ψ have

Cartan matrices classified in [HS]. Cantarini rediscovered some of these examples, the ones
with compatible grading, see [Ca1], obviously unaware, together with the referee of her paper,
of Serganova’s results (at least, Serganova was not cited).

Like the finite-dimensional superalgebras, loop superalgebras can also be symmetric or lop-
sided. For details in the non-super case, where only symmetric loop algebras exist, see [Kb3].

For some finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras g with a Cartan matrix, there are twisted loop

superalgebras g
ℓ(k)
ψ no relative of which has a Cartan matrix; an opposite phenomenon also

occurs: for some simple Lie superalgebras g no relative of which has a Cartan matrix, there is

a relative of g
ℓ(k)
ψ with a Cartan matrix.

The double extension of every simple (twisted) loop algebra has a Cartan matrix correspond-
ing to an extended Dynkin diagram. Unlike the non-super case, some of the loop superalgebras
have no relative with Cartan matrix, and some have a non-symmetrizable Cartan matrix.

An intrinsic characterization of loop superalgebras without appeal to Cartan matrices to-
gether with an intrinsic characterization for stringy superalgebras (both borrowed from [M])
are given in [GLS1]: both types of (super)algebras are Z-graded g = ⊕∞

i=−d gi of infinite depth
d =∞, but their elements act differently in the adjoint representation:

(11)

for the loop-type (super)algebras, every root vector corresponding
to any reala root acts locally nilpotently in the adjoint representation;
for the stringy (super)algebras, this is not the case.

aRecall that a root α is said to be real if kα is a root only for finitely many distinct
values of the scalar k. Otherwise, the root α is called imaginary.

Before O. Mathieu gave the above intrinsic definition for the Lie algebras ([M]), Leites con-
jectured that, as for Lie algebras, simple twisted loop superalgebras correspond to outer auto-
morphisms ϕ ∈ Aut g/ Int g, where Aut g is the group of all automorphisms g and Int g is the
subgroup of the inner automorphisms. Serganova listed these automorphisms and amended
the conjecture: to get non-isomorphic algebras, one should factor Aut g by a group larger than
Int g, namely, by the connected component of the unit of Aut g, see [Se2, FLS].

An a priori classification of Lie superalgebras of polynomial growth with symmetrizable
Cartan matrix is due to V. Serganova and J. van de Leur [Se2, vdL]; these classifications and
Serganova’s classification of Lie superalgebras of polynomial growth with non-symmetrizable
Cartan matrix cited in [LS1, GLS1] (for a published proof, see [HS]) prove the conjectured list
of loop-type superalgebras with indecomposable Cartan matrix given in [FLS].

Recall the conjecture in [FLS]: the only other simple Lie superalgebras of loop type (see def-
inition (11)) are (twisted) loops with values in simple finite-dimensional “lopsided” or “queer”
Lie superalgebras. To prove this conjecture remains an Open problem, tackled in [Ca2].
• Stringy superalgebras. These are Lie superalgebras of vector fields on the super circles,

and their relatives. For the conjectured list of simple ones, see [GLS1]. Partly (with several
extra conditions) this conjecture is proved in [KvdL], where all non-trivial central extensions
of simple stringy superlgebras are found; for a proof which, inexplicably, ignores Ramond-type
superalgebras, see [Kcf, FaKa, Kcfe]. Observe that some of the stringy superalgebras have
Cartan matrices, though non-symmetrizable ones [GLS1], and some of them have nontrivial
deformations, whereas their namesakes with polynomial coefficients are rigid according to the
modern deformation theory that we will use in what follows, see Subsection 1.9.
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Some of the simple stringy superalgebras ([FL, GLS1]) are distinguished : they have a non-
trivial central extension. In [GLS1], there are also indicated exceptional stringy superalgebras
and occasional isomorphisms unnoticed in previous papers and often ignored in later ones.

In this paper, we consider the remaining type of simple Z-graded Lie superalgebras of poly-
nomial growth:
• Infinite-dimensional vectorial Lie superalgebras. The main example to look at with the

mind’s eye is the Lie algebra L = der C[x], where x := (x1, . . . , xm), of polynomial vector fields
with the grading and filtration given by deg xi = 1 for all i, and its (x)-adic completion, the
filtered Lie algebra L = der C[[x]] of formal vector fields.

É. Cartan came to the classification problem of simple vectorial algebras from geometrical
problems in which primitive, rather than simple, Lie algebras naturally arise; let us recall their
definition. Let a Lie algebra L contain a subalgebra L0 which contains no non-zero ideal of L;
then, L is called transitive. A transitive Lie algebra L is called primitive (relative a maximal
subalgebra L0 of L), see [O], if

(12) the space L1 := {X ∈ L0 | [X,L] ∈ L0} is not {0}.
The set of infinite-dimensional primitive Lie algebras of polynomial growth (resp., the set of

finite-dimensional primitive Lie algebras) coincides with the set of Lie algebras of derivations
of simple vectorial Lie algebras (resp., the set of trivial central extensions of simple finite-
dimensional Lie algebras, see [O]). Since dim der g/g ≤ 1 and is seldom equal to 1, the
task of classifying infinite-dimensional primitive Lie algebras is practically the same as that of
classifying the simple vectorial Lie algebras.

By contrast, the classification of primitive Lie superalgebras is a wild problem, as shown
already in [ALSh], see also Subsection 12.6. Having distinguished a feasible problem, namely,

(13) “classify infinite-dimensional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras,”

it is also natural to classify all relatives of these algebras, see Subsection 1.2.1.

1.6. Weisfeiler filtrations and gradings. Consider infinite-dimensional filtered Lie (super)algebras
G with decreasing filtration of the form

(14) G = G−f ⊃ G−f+1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ G0 ⊃ G1 ⊃ · · · ,
where depth f is finite and where

(15)
a) G0 is a maximal subalgebra of finite codimension;

b) G0 does not contain ideals of the whole G.
The very term “filtered algebra” implies that [Gi,Gj ] ⊂ Gi+j. Set Gi := Gi/Gi+1. We assume

that

(16)
a) dimGi <∞ for all i;

b) dim⊕k≤nGk grows as a polynomial in n.

We assume that these Lie (super)algebras G are complete with respect to a natural topology
whose basis of neighborhoods of zero is formed by the spaces of finite codimension, e.g., by
the Gi. (In the absence of odd indeterminates, this topology is the most natural one: two vector
fields are said to be k-close if their coefficients coincide up to terms of degree ≤ k.) No other
topology will be encountered below, so all topological terms (complete, open, closed) refer to
this topology.4

4This topology is naturally called projective limit topology, but the even clumsier term “linearly compact
topology” is also used.
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Weisfeiler [W] endowed every above-described filtered Lie algebra G with another, refined,
filtration, called now theWeisfeiler filtration (here G = L as abstract algebras and all inclusions
are strict):

L = L−d ⊃ L−d+1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ L0 ⊃ L1 ⊃ · · · ,
where L0 = G0 and L−1 is the minimal L0-invariant subspace strictly containing L0; the other
components are defined by formula (1).

1.6.1. On the importance of W-filtrations. Each simple infinite-dimensional vectorial Lie
algebra L over C or R has only one (up to an automorphism) maximal subalgebra L0 of
finite codimension; this L0 determines the W-filtration; unlike W-grading, the W-filtration is
invariant under automorphisms. The topology generated by the W-filtration is precisely the
topology in which L can be considered as the Lie (super)algebra of continuous derivations of
the algebra of functions represented by formal power series, see [BL3].

It is often more natural to consider infinite-dimensional algebras, and modules over them, as
topological algebras, rather than as abstract ones, and therefore vectorial algebras with formal
coefficients and (x)-adic filtration (topology) are more natural objects than vectorial algebras
with polynomial coefficients. These “more natural” algebras are completions with respect to
the (x)-adic filtration of the vectorial algebras with polynomial coefficients, i.e., we complete
polynomials to series adding “tails”, i.e., elements of higher degree. The complete topological
algebras are natural objects, but it is easier to classify first the associated graded algebras.

The W-filtration of a given vectorial Lie (super)algebras G is the filtration corresponding to
the (x)-adic topology on the space of functions, or a modification of this topology that takes
into account a non-integrable distribution preserved by G. Moreover, for the W-filtratered Lie
(super)algebra L ≃ G, the L0-action on L−1 (recall definition (3)) is irreducible.

For the simple filtered Lie (super)algebra L, and the graded algebra L associated with it,
the L0-module L−1 is faithful. So, being primarily interested in simple Lie superalgebras, we
assume that the L0-module L−1 is faithful.

1.7. Classification problems: A to C. The following problems arise:
A) Classify simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras as abstract ones, i.e.,

disregarding difference in grading.
We immediately see that this problem is rather unnatural: quite distinct algebras become

equivalent. Indeed, as early as in [ALSh], we observed that vect(1|1), the Lie algebra of all
vector fields on (1|1)-dimensional superspace, is isomorphic as an abstract algebra to k(1|2),
the Lie algebra of contact vector fields on (1|2)-dimensional superspace (and also to m(1),
another, “odd” type of contact Lie superalgebra). Therefore, a more natural formulation is

A′) Classify simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras.
In some applications it suffices to confine ourselves to graded algebras ([L8]), but in most

applications (e.g., in the study of representations [GLS4]), the Lie (super)algebras that are
complete with respect to a topology are more natural than the graded ones associated with
them. So the following problem might look like a reasonable goal:

On the road to solution of Problem B′ the following problem seems to be a natural step:
B) Classify simple W-filtered complete vectorial Lie superalgebras as abstract

ones, i.e., disregarding differences in filtrations.
B′) Classify simple W-filtered complete vectorial Lie superalgebras.
Natural (“straightforward”) examples of complete algebras are provided by the algebras L

obtained from the list of examples L that answer Problem A or A′ by taking formal series, rather
than polynomials, as coefficients. In addition to these examples, there might occur nontrivial

filtered deforms of L, i.e., complete algebras L̃ such that the graded algebras associated with
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L and L̃ are both isomorphic to L, whereas L 6≃ L̃. Examples of such filtered deforms will be
given later.

Observe that whereas the difference between Problems A′ and B′ is as big as that between
Problems A and B, the difference between Problems B and B′ is negligible. Actually, it is
impossible to solve Problem B′ and not solve Problem B. Indeed, various filtered deforms are
not a priori isomorphic as abstract algebras, so, in order to solve Problem B′, we have to know,
first, all the W-filtrations or the associated W-gradings and then describe filtered deforms for
every W-grading.

However, even Problem B′ is not the most natural one: there exist deforms of algebras from
class B′ that do not lie in class B′: e.g., the result of factorization modulo the center of the
quantized Poisson superalgebra Q(po(2n|2m)), cf. (7); clearly, Q(po(2n|2m)) is a familiar Lie
superalgebra of differential operators with polynomial coefficients. So the true problem one
should solve is

C) Describe the simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras together with all
their deformations (not only the filtered ones).

1.7.1. Notation. We will describe all the Lie superalgebras from the tables in our Main The-
orem in detail in due course, but to simplify grasping the general picture from the displayed
formulas of the following theorem, let us immediately point out that the prime example, the gen-
eral vectorial algebra vect(m|n; r), is the Lie superalgebra of vector fields whose coefficients are

polynomials (or formal power series, in which case it is more correct to denote it vect(m|n; r))
in m commuting and n anticommuting indeterminates with the grading (and filtration) de-
termined by equating the degrees of r, where 0 ≤ r ≤ n, of odd indeterminates to 0, the
degrees of all (even and odd) of the remaining indeterminates being equal to 1. The regradings
of other series are determined similarly, but in a more complicated way, described below, see
Subsection 2.9. Usually, we do not indicate the parameter r if r = 0.

In the sequel, for any g, we write cg := g⊕C ·z or c(g) to denote the trivial central extension
with the 1-dimensional even center generated by z.

Let i ⋉ b or b ⋊ i denote the semidirect sum of modules (resp., algebras) in which i is
a submodule (resp., an ideal).

Let d(g) := g⋉KD be a subalgebra of the Lie (super)algebra der g of all derivations of the
Lie (super)algebra g, where D is usually (in examples below) the grading operator of g.

In proofs, we use standard notation of roots in the simple finite-dimensional Lie algebras, see
[OV, Table 5] (or the respective tables in [Bbk] or [Hm]).

Let λ = 2a
n(a−b) ∈ C∪{∞} for some a, b ∈ C. Although notation ba,b(n; r) introduced in (108)

is more accurate than bλ(n; r), we often use the shorter notation for brevity.
The notation svecta,b(0|n) and spea,b(n), though looks similar to ba,b(n; r), means something

different: it stands for g ⋉ C(az + bD), where a, b ∈ C and g stands for svect(0|n) or spe(n),
respectively, D is the operator that determines the standard Z-grading of g, and z is a central
element generating the trivial center (i.e., a direct summand).

The exterior algebra of the (super)space V is denoted by E(V ) or — if V = V1̄ — by Λ(V )
or Λ(n), where n = dimV , a.k.a. Grassmann algebra Λ(ξ) on n generators ξ1, . . . , ξn.

1.7.1a. Overview of various properties of vectorial Lie (super)algebras.
• On vectorial superalgebras, there are two analogs of trace; for details, see Subsec-

tion 2.6.1:
1) Traces (or supertraces, for emphasis) — various linear functionals that vanish on the first

derived subalgebra of g or its (super)commutant g′ := [g, g] — are traces in the classical sense,
simpleminded analogs of the trace on the matrix Lie algebra.
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2) Divergences — “Cartan prolongs”, as we will see, of traces on the linear subalgebras —
though not, actually, traces, are “morally”, as Manin might have dubbed it, closer to, and
better resemble the traces on matrix Lie algebras than (super)traces in the classical sense 1).

Accordingly, the analog of the special Lie (super)algebra — the traceless subalgebra of the
matrix Lie (super)algebra — is the divergence-free subalgebra of a vectorial algebra g; this ana-
log is denoted by sg, e.g., svect(n|m), sm(n), etc. The even (resp., odd) part of the codimension
of g′ is equal to the number of even (resp., odd) supertraces on g.
• Lie superalgebras of series k and h are the straightforward analogs of the Lie algebras of

contact and Hamiltonian series, respectively; the Poisson Lie superalgebra po(2n|m) is the —
there is just one (class of) — nontrivial central extension of h(2n|m).
• Lie superalgebras of series m and le are the “odd” analogs of the Lie algebras of contact and

Hamiltonian series, respectively. The bracket in the Buttin superalgebra b, the central extension
of le, is the classical Schouten bracket, currently more popular under the name of antibracket.
We say “odd” in quotation marks: all these “odd” analogs have both even and odd parts.
• The antibracket can be deformed, the corresponding deformed Lie superalgebras inside the

GLAPG type are bλ, where λ ∈ CP1; the results of other deformations of bλ, some of them
with an odd parameter, lie outside of the GLAPG class.
• The algebras sm, sle, and sb are divergence-free subalgebras in the respective algebras.

• The simple algebra s̃b is a deformation (deform if the parameter of deformation is even) of
a nonsimple Lie superalgebra sb(n|n+ 1;n).
• We note an outstanding property of the bracket in hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2): it can be

considered as a deform of the Poisson bracket as well as a deform of the anti-bracket.
• In tables (22), (101) below: in parentheses after the “family name” of the algebra there

stands the superdimension of the superspace spanned by the indeterminates and — after the
semicolon — an abbreviated description of the regrading.

The regradings of the series are governed by a vector ~r, often abbreviated to a number r
or a symbol, as described in Subsection 2.9. All regradings are given in (hopefully) suggestive
notation, e.g., kasξ(1|6; 3η) means that, having taken kasξ as the point of reference, we set
deg η = 0 for each of the three η’s (certainly, this imposes some conditions on the degrees of
the other indeterminates, see Subsection 2.9). Passing from one regrading to another one, we
take the realization with the minimal value of dimL/L0) as the point of reference. For the
exceptional Lie superalgebras, another point of reference — the compatible grading is often
more convenient; it is marked by K.

The exceptional grading Regh of hλ(2|2) is described in passing in the list of occasional
isomorphisms (23); it is described in detail for another incarnation of this algebra in Subsec-
tion 2.12.3.
• On “drop-outs”. Several algebras are “drop-outs” from the series. Examples: the

algebras svect′(1|n; r) are “drop-outs” from the series svect(m|n; r) since the latter are not
simple for m = 1, but contain the simple ideal svect′(1|n; r).

Similarly, le(n|n; r), b′1(n|n + 1; r) and b′∞(n|n + 1; r) are “drop-outs” from the Lie super-
algebras bλ(n|n + 1; r) corresponding to λ = 0, 1 and ∞, respectively, having either a simple
ideal of codimension 1, or a center the quotient modulo which is simple. For n = 2, there are
several more of exceptional values of λ.

The Lie superalgebra sm(n|n + 1; r) is a drop-out from the series bλ(n|n + 1; r) for another
reason: it is singled out by its divergence-free property, hence deserves a separate line.
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The finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra h(0|n) of Hamiltonian vector fields is not simple: it
contains a simple ideal h′(0|n). The Lie superalgebra sl(m|n) for m = n is not simple, and
therefore the simple Lie superalgebra psl(n|n) for n > 1 is a “drop out” from the sl series.

One should carefully distinguish drop-outs not only in the case of characteristic p or
the super-case. People justly consider the Lie algebra of Hamiltonian vector fields and its
central extension, the Poisson algebra as totally distinct algebras for any p (or loop algebra
and its double extension, i.e., affine Kac-Moody relative having a Cartan matrix). Likewise,
the difference between sl and psl in characteristic p and in the super-case is enormous: e.g.,
the irreducible psl-module of least dimension is the adjoint one.

Thus, all drop-outs, without exception, are quite separate items on the list.

1.8. The steps of our classification. (From [LSh1, 1988, pp.235–289]; compare with prac-
tically the same steps in [Kga, §3].) For Lie algebras, the following facts and ideas are known,
though, perhaps, not as well as they deserve, see [J, GQS].

Namely, given a Lie superalgebra L with a Weisfeiler filtration, consider the associated graded
Lie superalgebra g := ⊕i≥−d gi, where gi = Li/Li+1. There are two distinct cases: that of
a compatible Z-grading and when the grading is incompatible.

To the incompatible grading certain arguments used in classification of simple vectorial Lie
algebras ([J]) are applicable: in particular, the proof of the facts that for W-graded Lie (su-
per)algebras,

(17)
1) g−1 generates g− := ⊕i<0 gi;
2) If a ∈ g0 and [g−1, a] = 0, then a = 0 (transitivity condition);
3) the g0-module g−1 is not just transitive, it is irreducible.

The proof of the fact

(18) “a root of g0 is the sum of positive weights of g−1”

is given in Section 3, where (18) reads as follows:

(19)
the Cartan prolong of the pair (g−, g0) is of infinite dimension if and only if
the action of g0 on g−1 has a rank-1 operator — the coroot corresponding to
the root (18) — with an even covector.

Having established this, we have to find the pairs (g−1, g0) for which (18) holds. The search
for such pairs, and the proof of the completeness of their list occupy Sections 3–7.

Step 1. Formulation of the Pivotal Ideas of our proof.
(1) After Weisfeiler, we use the fact that every simple filtered vectorial Lie superalgebra has

a W-filtration such that the associated graded Lie superalgebra is simple, see [W];
(2) We show that any simple Z-graded vectorial Lie superalgebra ⊕i≥−d gi, with incompatible

grading, is infinite-dimensional if and only if g0 acts on g−1 so that the action has a rank-1
operator with an even covector.

We have listed all simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras of depth 1 in the union of
[ALSh], [Sh3], [ShM], [Sh14]. This union contains (as is now established) all the examples
of simple vectorial superalgebras of any depth d, considered as abstract ones, and all their
W-regradings, except for the W-regrading CK, see table (101).

(3) The cases where g−1 is a purely odd superspace (compatible Z-grading) or d > 1. While
we left these cases to be considered later, Cantarini, Cheng and Kac investigated them in
[K3, Kga, CK2] and [CCK].

For a proof of the classification, see [LSh5], a detailed version of [LSh1, LSh3]. The case of
compatible Z-grading cannot be considered by the above-described methods. This gap in our
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proof was filled in in the papers by Kac and his co-workers; no new examples were discovered
as we predicted.

Step 2. Criterion for infinite dimensionality of a given Cartan prolongation: existence of
rank-1 operators with an even covector.

Step 3. Main reduction: the three cases. For g0 and an irreducible faithful representation ρ
of g0 on g−1 with a rank-1 operator, the following cases are possible:

I) ρ is induced (from a representation of a Lie subsuperalgebra of g0 of codimension 0|k).
II) g0 is almost simple (for this definition, see Subsection 2.4) or g0 is a central extension of

an almost simple Lie superalgebra;
III) sdim g−1 = 2|2 and g0 is contained in a particular Lie superalgebra.
Step 4. Description of prolongations of induced representations (case I of step 3).
Step 5. Description of prolongations of almost simple Lie superalgebras and their central

extensions (case II of step 3).
Step 6. Case III of step 3. (The unique simple infinite-dimensional Lie superalgebra arising

at this step is a regrading of b′∞(2).)
Step 7. Description of W-gradings of the simple superalgebras found above.
Step 8. The case of compatible grading. Proof of our conjecture, see [K3, Kga, CK2, CCK].

Theorem ([K3]). The only simple vectorial Lie superalgebras with compatible Weisfeiler fil-
tration are: k(1|m) and the exceptional algebras kas, vle(4|3;K), kle(9|6;K), and mb(4|5;K).

Step 9. Description of deformations and deforms, see Sections 9 and 9.2.

1.9. Warning: results of cohomology calculations might be confusing. There are sev-
eral types of confusing phenomena:

1) For Lie (super)algebras, the deformation problem ostensibly has an unequivocal answer:
calculate the infinitesimal deformations — the elements of H2(g; g), the tangent space to the
(super)variety of deformation parameters — and that is it: if H2(g; g) = 0, the algebra g is
rigid, i.e., has no deformations. If not, construct the global deformations whose tangent vectors
correspond to the basis elements of H2(g; g). To find isomorphisms among the members of the
parametric family of deforms still remains sometimes an Open problem, especially in the
modular cases.

There are, however, examples of simple (finite-dimensional) Lie (super)algebras g such that
H2(g; g) 6= 0, some or all the cocycles constituting a basis of H2(g; g) can be integrated to
global deformations, but the deforms corresponding to these cocycles are isomorphic to the
initial Lie (super)algebra g, see [Ri, Car, BLW, BLLS]. We call the cocycles with this property,
the cohomology classes they represent, and the corresponding deformations semi-trivial. We
call the deforms that are neither trivial nor semi-trivial true deforms. Fortunately, the reasons
for a deform to be semi-trivial given in [BLLS] do not exist over C. Still, for infinite-dimensional
Lie (super)algebras, the knowledge of H2(g; g) does not always help to describe the deforms:

2a) For example, H2(g; g) = 0 in terms of the modern cohomology theory (see [FF, LR]), if g
is any of the simple loop algebras. Despite this, P. Golod (Holod) gave the first example of a de-
form of a loop algebra, see [GoHo1, GoHo2]; Krichiver and Novikov initiated a representation
theory of such deforms, for a review, see [Shei].

2b) In [FiFu], an example is given of several non-isomorphic smooth deforms with a common
tangent vector. In this case, to compute H2(g; g) does not suffice to describe all deformations.

To figure out how to describe deformations that explain the above examples is an Open
problem.
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1.9.1. On filtered deformations. For the Z-graded Lie algebra g of depth 1 and a decreasing
filtration, it was well known (see, e.g., [KfiD]; superization is streightforward) that

(20)

the filtered deformations of g correspond to “certain elements” of the
Spencer cohomologya H2,j(g−1; g) := {c ∈ H2(g−1; g) | deg c = j}.
aFor examples of calculation and to compare the techniques and interpretations of the
results, compare [CK1, CK1a] with [Po3] (by “hand”) and [GL4, GLS2, BGLS, L8].

Let us describe which are the “certain elements” alluded to in (20), and how to treat the
algebras of depth d > 0.

The latter question was answered in [GL4], for more details, see [BGLS]: one has to pass from
the Spencer cohomology to the Lie (super)algebra cohomology: H2(g−1; g) = ⊕jH2,j(g−1; g).
In this formulation, it is obvious how to generalize the above-described passage to the algebras
of depth d > 0: let g− := ⊕−d≤j<0 gj, then deformations correspond to “certain elements”
of H2(g−; g). These “certain elements” are the elements of H2(g; g) that are homogeneous of
positive degree. This description allows the filtration of g to begin with the component of
degree ≥ 0, and hence answers the question Kontsevich posed to us in 2002:

“How to describe filtered deformations of L if its depth is equal to 0?”

However, for d > 0, computing the cocycles of the space H2(g; g) is a much tougher task than
computing even the whole space H2(g−; g).

In the paper [CK1] by Cheng and Kac, the “certain elements” mentioned above are explicitly
described (for the first time, as far as we know): it is shown that filtered deformations of a given
graded Lie superalgebra g of non-zero depth and with a decreasing filtration correspond to g0-
invariants of the superspace H2(g−; g). (Note that Cheng and Kac did not believe in odd
parameters of deformations, and hence considered only even invariants, see [CK1, CK1a].)

A question arises: given two non-isomorphic Z-gradings g and h of the same abstract algebra,
when does an isomorphism

(21) (H2(g−; g))
g0 ≃ (H2(h−; h))

h0

take place? The answer in the cases where all, not only filtered, deformations are known clearly
shows that the isomorphism (21) takes place only if

the cocycles c1 ∈ (H2(g−; g))
g0 and c2 ∈ (H2(h−; h))

h0

are compatible with both gradings.

For example, the unique cocycle in cases (26) is only compatible with the W-gradings for which
the product of an even number of odd indeterminates is of degree 0. A posteriori we know that
for other Z-gradings, there are no filtered deformations.

Therefore, [CK1] does not contain a complete list of filtered deformations of all simple W-
graded vectorial Lie superalgebras L, as claimed. In fact, [CK1] considered only 1

m
th of all

possibilities for each n|m-dimensional superspace (L/L0)
∗. Actually, the claim of [CK1] is more

vague and subject to interpretations: “we determine all simple filtered deformations of certain
Z-graded Lie superalgebras classified in [K3]”, but since in [K3] the algebras are classified only
as abstract ones, it is impossible to say what exactly is claimed in [CK1].

1.10. Our results. For the list of problems A to C, see Subsection 1.7.
1) Simple vs primitive. In [ALSh] we have distilled a tame subproblem — classify sim-

ple vectorial Lie superalgebras — from its straightforward, but wild in super setting, see
Subsection 12.6, problem classify primitive Lie superalgebras, see [K2, K3, Kga].



20 Dimitry Leites, Irina Shchepochkina

2) Solution of Problem A′. The union of our examples ([ALSh], [LSh1], [Sh5, Sh14]) was
our conjectural list solving Problem A′, as announced in [LSh2′]. The list we announced is,
indeed, complete. For compatible gradings, see [K3, CK1, CK1a, CK2, CCK], which prove our
conjecture.

3) Solution of Problem B′. Combining solution of Problem A′ with the results on filtered
deformations, see [LSh3, GLS2], we obtain solution of Problem B′.

4) Classification of W-gradings. See Subsections 8.1.4, 2.9, 2.15.

1.10.1. Theorem (Solution to Problems A and A′, B and B′). The simple W-graded vectorial
Lie superalgebras g can be thriftily collected into 14 families as abstract algebras (22), further
divided into 34 W-graded series, see Subsection 2.15, and 15 W-graded exceptional algebras
forming 5 abstract algebras, see Subsection 2.14.1. They are pair-wise non-isomorphic, as
graded and filtered superalgebras, except for occasional isomorphisms (23).

(22)

N algebra and conditions for its simplicity

1 vect(m|n; r) for m ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ r ≤ n

FD vect(0|n; r) for n > 1 and 0 ≤ r ≤ n

2 svect(m|n; r) for m > 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n

FD svect(0|n; r) for n > 2 and 0 ≤ r ≤ n

3 svect′(1|n; r) for n > 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n

FD s̃vect(0|n) for n > 2

4 k(2m + 1|n; r) for 0 ≤ r ≤ [n
2
], (m|n) 6= (0|2k)

k(1|2k; r) for 0 ≤ r ≤ k except for r = k − 1

5 h(2m|n; r) for m > 0 and 0 ≤ r ≤ [n
2
]

FD h′(0|n) for n > 3

N algebra and conditions for its simplicity

6 hλ(2|2; r) for r = 0, 1 and Regh
7 m(n|n+ 1; r) for 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

8 sm(n|n+ 1; r) for n > 1 but n 6= 3 and
0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

9 bλ(n|n+ 1; r) for n > 1, where λ 6= 0, 1,∞
and 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1;
bλ(2|3; r), for r = 0, 1 and Regb

10 b′1(n|n+ 1; r) for n > 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

11 b′∞(n|n+ 1; r) for n > 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

12 le(n|n; r) for n > 1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

13 sle′(n|n; r) for n > 2, 0 ≤ r ≤ n, r 6= n− 1

14 s̃bµ(2n−1 − 1|2n−1) for µ 6= 0 and n > 2 even

s̃bµ(2n−1|2n−1 − 1) for µ 6= 0 and n > 1 odd

Hereafter we abbreviate the algebras m(n|n + 1; r), bλ(n|n + 1; r), le(n|n; r) and so on by
m(n; r), bλ(n; r), le(n; r), and so on, respectively.

Proof of this theorem occupies the main body of this article. �

Observe that real forms (classified in an interesting paper [CaKa1]) do not always survive
regrading.

1.10.2. W-gradings of serial simple vectorial Lie superalgebras. Though bλ(2; r) and
hλ(2|2; r) are isomorphic, we consider them separately because they are deforms of very dis-
tinct structures: the superalgebras with the odd and the even bracket, respectively. In Subsec-
tion 2.17 we show wherefrom the mysterious at this point isomorphism hλ(2|2) ≃ h−1−λ(2|2)
comes. The family hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2) should be considered as an exceptional one.
The following table lists all W-gradings of serial simple vectorial Lie superalgebras, see Theo-
rem 2.15.1.
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1.10.2a. Occasional isomorphisms. One can directly verify that

(23)

vect(1|1) ≃ vect(1|1; 1);
svect(2|1) ≃ le(2; 2); svect(2|1; 1) ≃ le(2)

sm(n) ≃ b2/(n−1)(n);

in particular, sm(2) ≃ b2(2), and sm(3) ≃ b1(3); hence, sm(3) is not simple;

sle′(3) ≃ sle′(3; 3);

b1/2(2; 2) ≃ h1/2(2|2) = h(2|2); hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2);

hλ(2|2; 1) ≃ bλ(2);

b′1(2; Regb) ≃ le(2),

le(2; Regb) ≃ b′1(2),

b′∞(2; Regb) ≃ b′∞(2);

ba,b(2; Regb) ≃ b−b,−a(2) ≃ bb,a(2), see eq. (119);

bλ(2; Regb) ≃ b−1−λ(2) and hλ(2|2) ≃ h−1−λ(2|2), see eq. (139); hence,

the fundamental domain is either {λ ∈ C | Reλ ≥ − 1
2} or {λ ∈ C | Reλ ≤ − 1

2};
s̃bµ(2

n−1 − 1|2n−1) ≃ s̃bν(2
n−1 − 1|2n−1) for n > 2 even and µν 6= 0,

s̃bµ(2
n−1|2n−1 − 1) ≃ s̃bν(2

n−1|2n−1 − 1) for n > 1 odd.

Warning. Isomorphic abstract Lie superalgebras may be quite distinct as filtered or graded:
e.g., regradings provide us with isomorphisms ([ALSh]):

(24) k(1|2; 1) ≃ vect(1|1) ≃ m(1; 1).

Observe that only one of the above three non-isomorphic graded algebras is W-graded over C;
the situation becomes more complicated over R, cf. [CaKa1].

The standard grading of k(1|2), though non-Weisfeiler, is often considered in physics papers.
Observe that some real forms of k(1|2k; k − 1) are W-graded.

1.10.2b. Comments. For completeness, our table (22) includes occasional finite-dimensional
versions labeled by “FD” instead of the number.

All the Lie superalgebras listed in Theorem 1.10.1 are the results of Cartan prolongation, see
Subsection 2.8 (or the derived algebras thereof), and therefore are determined by the terms gi
with i ≤ 0 (or i ≤ 1 in some cases), see Subsection 2.15. The “shape” of these terms might
drastically vary with n and r, though they can be united in the “families” (22) and (101).

The Lie superalgebras s̃vect(0|n) and s̃bµ(2
n−1|2n−1 − 1) depend on an odd parameter for n

odd.
The exceptional regrading Regb of bλ(2) and the isomorphism hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2) determine

an exceptional grading Regh of hλ(2|2). These regradings (Regb and Regh, see eq. (23) and Sub-
section 2.12.3) are irrelevant as far as the classification of simple Lie superalgebras is concerned,
thanks to the isomorphism. On the other hand, these regradings contribute to the group of
automorphisms of hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2).

5) Solution of Problem C is given by Theorem 2.12.1, Theorem 9.4 on deformations of
serial simple vectorial Lie superalgebras, and Conjecture 9.5 on rigidity of the exceptional simple
vectorial Lie superalgebras. The following propositions classify the filtered deformations.

1.10.3. Proposition (No filtered deformations of exceptional vectorial Lie superalgebras).
For the W-graded exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras, the isomorphism (21) does not
take place. The spaces H2(g−; g) and H

2(h−; h) are always distinct in these cases: they consist
of different g0- and h0-modules.
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Proof is given in [GLS2]. �

1.10.4. Proposition (Filtered deformations of simple serial vectorial Lie superalgebras).

There are only 4 series L̃ of filtered deformations of simple serial vectorial Lie superalgebras L
corresponding to the following W-gradings:

(25) L = svect(0|n), sle(n), b1(n), b1(n;n).

The first three of these deformations can be described as follows. Let g ⊂ vect(n|m) be a subalge-
bra with sdim g− = n|m, where g− := ⊕i<0 gi; let Θ be the product of all m odd indeterminates

and let t be a parameter, p(t) = m (mod 2). Then, L̃t = (1 + tΘ)L and

(26) L̃t ≃
{
L for t even,

L ⊗ Λ(t) for t odd,
is a subsuperalgebra of

{
vect(n|m) for t even,

vect(n|m)⊗ Λ(t) for t odd.

Moreover, L̃t1 ≃ L̃t2 whenever t1t2 6= 0 for t1, t2 even, and for t1 = at2 with a ∈ C and a 6= 0
for t1, t2 odd.

Proof follows from the classification of deformations of the serial Lie superalgebras, see Sec-
tion 9. �

2. Background and basic examples

2.1. Linear algebra in superspaces. Generalities. A superspace is a Z/2-graded space
V = V0̄ ⊕ V1̄, where 0̄, 1̄ ∈ Z/2. A supalgebra is a superspace with multiplication.

By Π(V ) we denote another copy of the same superspace V , but with the inverted parity,
i.e., (Π(V ))̄i = Vī+1̄. We call non-zero elements of V0̄ even (resp., those of V1̄ odd); we denote
the parity function by p and write p(v) = i if v ∈ Vi and v 6= 0.

Let a = dimV0̄, b = dimV1̄. As is clear from Milnor’s K0-functor point of view, the superdi-
mension of V is sdim V := a + bε, where ε2 = 1. (Usually, the superdimension is written as
a pair (a, b) or a|b; this notation obscures the fact that sdim(V ⊗W ) = sdim V · sdimW .) For
any superspace V , let Pty be the parity operator, i.e., Pty2 = idV and the eigenspaces of Pty
corresponding to the eigenvalues 1 and −1 are V0̄ and V1̄, respectively.

A superspace structure in V induces a superspace structure in the space End(V ). A basis
of a superspace is always a basis consisting of vectors homogeneous with respect to parity; let
Size := (p1, . . . , pdimV ) be an ordered collection of the parities of these vectors. We call Size the
format of (the basis of) V . A square supermatrix of format (size) Size is an sdim V × sdimV
matrix whose ith row and ith column are of the same parity pi ∈ Size. We set |Size| = dim V .

One usually considers one of the simplest formats Size, e.g., the format Sizest of the form
(0̄, . . . , 0̄; 1̄, . . . , 1̄) is called standard. In this paper we can do without nonstandard formats.
But they are vital in the classification of systems of simple roots of simple finite-dimensional
Lie superalgebras, see [Se4]. In particular, the reader might be interested in them in connection
with applications to q-quantization or integrable systems. Systems of simple roots correspond-
ing to distinct nonstandard formats are related by so-called odd reflections — analogs of our
nonstandard regradings, see [CCLL, Leb].

The matrix unit Eij is by default of parity pi + pj.
The formulas of Linear Algebra are defined via the Sign Rule:

(27)
if something of parity α moves past something of parity β, the sign (−1)αβ
accrues; the formulas defined only on homogeneous elements are extended
to arbitrary elements via linearity.
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Examples of application of the Sign Rule: by setting [X, Y ] := XY − (−1)p(X)p(Y )Y X we get
the notion of the super commutator and the ensuing notions of supercommutative and super
anticommutative superalgebras; a Lie superalgebra is a superalgebra A that satisfies super
anticommutativity and the super Jacobi identities:

[x, y] = −(−1)p(x)p(y)[y, x];
[x, [y, z]] = [[x, y], z] + (−1)p(x)p(y)[y, [x, z]] for any x, y, z ∈ A.

A super derivation of a superalgebra A is a linear mapping D : A −→ A that satisfies the super
Leibniz rule

D(ab) = D(a)b+ (−1)p(D)p(a)aD(b) for any a, b ∈ A.
In particular, let A = C[x], where x = (x1, . . . , xn), be the free supercommutative polynomial

superalgebra in x; let the superstructure in A be determined by the parities of the indetermi-
nates: p(xi) = pi. Partial derivatives are defined (with the help of the Sign and Leibniz Rules)
by the formulas ∂

∂xj
(xi) = δij . Clearly, the collection der C[x] of all superderivations of A is

a Lie superalgebra whose elements are of the form
∑
fi(x)

∂
∂xi

with fi(x) ∈ C[x] for all i.
Note that applying the Sign Rule sometimes requires some dexterity. For example, in non-

super setting skew - and anti-commutativity are synonyms. We have to distinguish between
(anti-)commutativity of the superalgebra A, and skew - or anti-skew-commutativity commuta-
tivities of Π(A); the Sign Rule applied for any a, b ∈ A yields the four cases:

ba = (−1)p(b)p(a)ab (super commutativity)

ba = −(−1)p(b)p(a)ab (super anti-commutativity)

ba = (−1)(p(b)+1)(p(a)+1)ab (super skew-commutativity)

ba = −(−1)(p(b)+1)(p(a)+1)ab (super antiskew-commutativity)

Thus, the skew formulas are those that can be “straightened” by the reversal of parity of the
space on which the multiplilcation is considered, whereas the prefix anti requires an overall
minus sign regardless of parity.

Convention. In what follows, the supercommutative superalgebra is always supposed to be
associative with unit 1; morphisms of superalgebras are the even homomorphisms; morphisms
of supercommutative superalgebras send 1 into 1.

Let the indeterminates x = (x1, . . . , xn+m), so that n of them are even and m of them odd,
generate the supercommutative superalgebra F of “functions” (polynomials or series, etc.).
Define the supercommutative superalgebra Ω of differential forms as the polynomial algebra
over F in the dxi, where p(d) = 1̄.

Since dxi is even for xi odd, we can go beyond polynomials in dxi: smooth or analytic
functions in the dxi are called pseudodifferential forms on the supermanifold with coordinates
xi, see [BL2]. We will need such pseudo-forms to interpret bλ(n). The exterior differential is
defined on the space of (pseudo) differential forms by the formulas (mind the Super and Leibniz
rules):

d(f) :=
∑

dxi
∂f

∂xi
and d2 = 0.

The Lie derivative is defined (minding the same rules) by the formula

LD(df) = (−1)p(D)d(D(f)).

In particular,

LD
(
(df)λ

)
= λ(−1)p(D)d(D(f))(df)λ−1 for any λ ∈ C and f odd.
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2.2. What the Lie superalgebra is. When dealing with superalgebras it sometimes becomes
useful to know their definition. Lie superalgebras were distinguished in topology in the 1940s,
so an offer of a “better than usual” definition of a notion which seemed to have been known
since then might look strange, to say the least. Nevertheless, the answer to the question “what
is a Lie superalgebra?” is still not commonly known.

So far, we operated naively: via the Sign Rule. However, the naive definition suggested
above (“apply the Sign Rule to the definition of the Lie algebra”) is manifestly inadequate
for considering supervarieties of deformations and for applications of representation theory to
mathematical physics, for example, in the study of the coadjoint representation of a given Lie
supergroup which can act on a supervariety, but never on a vector superspace (an object from
another category). So, to deform Lie superalgebras and apply group-theoretical methods in the
“super” setting, we must be able to recover a supervariety (a ringed space) from a superspace
(an object of the Linear Algebra), and vice versa.

A supervariety isomorphic to the ringed space whose base is a varietyM and whose structure
sheaf is the sheaf of sections of the Grassmann algebra Λ

.
(E) of a vector bundle E over M , is

called split. Observe that every object in the category of smooth supervarieties (= supermani-
folds) is split (for a short proof of this fact, first established in [Ga, Bat], see [MaG, Subsection
4.1.3]), and therefore there is a one–to–one correspondence between the set of objects in the
category of vector bundles over manifolds M and the set of objects in the category of smooth
supermanifolds. The latter category has, however, many more morphisms than the former, see
[Ld, formulas (5) in Subsection 3.1].

A(n affine) superscheme SpecC — a purely algebraic version of the above over any field
(or any commutative ring) of arbitrary characteristic — is defined in [L0] exactly as the affine
scheme (see [MaAG]): its points are prime ideals defined literally as in the commutative case,
i.e., p ( C is prime5

(28) if a, b ∈ C and ab ∈ p, then either a ∈ p, or b ∈ p.

The spectrum of the supercommutative superalgebra is a ringed space, where the left local-
ization with respect to the multiplicative system C \ p is equivalent6 to the right
localization, i.e., cd−1 = d−1c for any c ∈ C and d ∈ C \ p.

To every linear (a.k.a. vector) superspace V there corresponds the linear supervariety or
supermanifold (in the C∞-category) which is a ringed space

(29) V = (V0̄, OV0̄ ⊗ Λ
.
(V ∗

1̄ )).

The supervariety of linear homomorphisms V −→ W is the linear supervariety corresponding
to the superspace Hom(V,W ). The morphisms of linear superspaces constitute the space
Hom(V,W ) := (Hom(V,W ))0̄.

5K. Coulembier pointed out to us that the so far conventional definition in the non-commutative case is
at variance with the common sense: at the moment, if condition (28) holds, p is called (say, in Wikipedia)
completely prime while it would be natural to retain the term prime, as is done in [L0], since the definition is
the same despite the fact that supercommutative rings are not commutative, whereas the term prime refers (so
far) to any ideal P ( R in a non-commutative ring R with the property that for any two ideals A and B in R
the following version of condition (28) holds:

if AB ⊂ P , then either A ⊂ P , or B ⊂ P .

6No proof of this fact was ever published to this day, so some authors try to evade discussing this fact and
describe localizations only with respect to purely even multiplicative systems, thus giving a wrong definition of
the superscheme.
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A proper definition of Lie superalgebras is as follows. A Lie superalgebra is a Lie
superalgebra in the category of supervarieties. Instead of expressing the boldfaced
requirement in terms of commutative diagrams (and how to check their commutativity?!) one
uses the functor of points, see [Ld]. Namely, any Lie superalgebra L in the sense of the naive
definition represents a functor ScommSalgs LieSAlgs from the category of supercommutative
superalgebras to the category of Lie superalgebras (over the same ground field),

C 7−→ L(C) := L⊗K C for any C ∈ ScommSalgs,

such that

(30)

to any morphism of supercommutative superalgebras C −→ C ′, there corre-
sponds a morphism of Lie superalgebras L⊗C −→ L⊗C ′ so that a composi-
tion of morphisms C −→ C ′ −→ C ′′ goes into the composition of morphisms
L⊗ C −→ L⊗ C ′ −→ L⊗ C ′′; the identity map goes into the identity map.

In these terms, a homomorphism of Lie superalgebras ρ : L1 −→ L2 is a functor mor-
phism, i.e., a collection of Lie algebra homomorphisms ρC : L1(C) −→ L2(C) such that any
homomorphism of supercommutative superalgebras ϕ : C −→ C1 induces a Lie algebra homo-
morphism ϕ : L(C) −→ L(C1), and products of such homomorphisms are naturally compatible.
In particular, a representation of a Lie superalgebra L in a superspace V is a Lie superalge-
bra homomorphism ρ : L −→ gl(V ), i.e., a collection of Lie superalgebra homomorphisms
ρC : L(C) −→ gl(V )⊗ C.

Observe that if the characteristic of the ground field is not equal to 3 or 2, one can use
another functor of points, called “Even rules” in [Del, Ch.1], cf. [KLLS].
2.2.1. Deformations with odd parameters. Deforms. Which of the infinitesimal de-
formations can be extended to a global one is a separate question, much tougher than the
search of infinitesimal deformations, and it is usually solved ad hoc. For examples over fields
of characteristics 3 and 2, see [BLW, BLLS, BGL1] and references therein. Deformations with
odd parameters are always integrable.

1) Deformations of representations. Consider a representation ρ : g −→ gl(V ). The
tangent space of the moduli superspace of deformations of ρ is isomorphic to H1(g;V ⊗V ∗). For
example, if g is the 0|n-dimensional (i.e., purely odd) Lie superalgebra (with the only bracket
possible: identically equal to zero), its only irreducible representations are the 1-dimensional
trivial one, 1, and Π(1). Clearly,

1⊗ 1

∗ ≃ Π(1)⊗ Π(1)∗ ≃ 1,

and, because the Lie superalgebra g is commutative, the differential in the cochain complex is
zero. Therefore,

H1(g;1) ≃ g∗,

so there are dim g of different odd parameters of deformations of the trivial representation. If
we consider g “naively”, we miss and lose all these deformations.

2) Deformations of the brackets. Let C be a supercommutative superalgebra, let SpecC
be the affine superscheme defined literally as the affine scheme (see [MaAG]) of any commutative
ring, see [L0] later expounded in [LSoS, MaG].

Recall, see [Ru], where the non-super case is considered, that a deformation of a Lie super-
algebra g over SpecC, is a C-algebra G such that G ≃ g ⊗ C, as spaces. The deformation is
trivial if G ≃ g⊗ C, as Lie superalgebras, not just as spaces, and non-trivial otherwise.

In particular, consider a deformation with an odd parameter τ . This is a Lie superalgebra
G isomorphic to g⊗K[τ ] as a super space; if, moreover, G is isomorphic to g⊗K[τ ] as a Lie
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superalgebra, i.e.,

[a⊗ f, b⊗ g] = (−1)p(f)p(b)[a, b]⊗ fg for all a, b ∈ g and f, g ∈ K[τ ],

then the deformation is considered trivial (and non-trivial otherwise). Note that g ⊗ τ is not
an ideal of G: the ideal should be a free K[τ ]-module.

Comment. In a sense, the people who ignore odd parameters of deformations have a point:
they consider classification of simple Lie superalgebras over the ground field K, right? This
can be considered correct, but it is not right: the deformations parameterized by (H2(g; g))1̄
are no less natural than the odd part of the deformed Lie superalgebra itself. To take these
parameters into account, we have to consider everything not over K, but over K[τ ]. We do the
same, actually, when τ is even and we consider formal deformations over K[[τ ]]. If τ is even
and the formal series converges in a domain D, then we can evaluate the series and consider
copies gτ of g for every τ ∈ D.

When the parameter is formal (the series diverges) or odd, the only evaluation possible is
τ = 0.

Examples that lucidly illustrate why one should always remember that a Lie superalgebra is

not a mere linear superspace, but a linear supervariety, are, e.g., deformations s̃vect(0|2n + 1)

and s̃bµ(2
2n− 1|22n) with odd parameters. These deformations are simple Lie superalgebras in

the category of supervarieties.

2.3. Examples of Lie superalgebras.

2.3.1. Algebras of operators. The general linear Lie superalgebra of all supermatrices of
size Size is denoted by gl(Size), where Size = (p1, . . . , p|Size|) is the ordered collection of parities
of the rows identical with the ordered collection of parities of the columns; usually, for the
standard (simplest in a sense) format, gl(0̄, . . . , 0̄, 1̄, . . . , 1̄) is abbreviated to gl(dimV0̄| dimV1̄).
Any non-zero supermatrix from gl(Size) can be uniquely expressed as the sum of its even and
odd parts; in the standard format, this is the following block expression with p defined for
A,B,C,D non-zero:

(
A B

C D

)
=

(
A 0

0 D

)
+

(
0 B

C 0

)
, p

((
A 0

0 D

))
= 0̄, p

((
0 B

C 0

))
= 1̄.

The supertrace is the mapping

gl(Size) −→ C, A = (Aij) 7−→
∑

(−1)pi(p(A)+1)Aii,

where Size = (p1, . . . , p|Size|). Since str[x, y] = 0, the subsuperspace of supertraceless matrices
constitutes the special linear Lie subsuperalgebra sl(Size).

There are, however, at least two super versions of gl(n), not one. Another version is the queer
Lie superalgebra qJ(n) defined as the Lie superalgebra that preserves the complex structure
given by an odd operator J in the n|n-dimensional superspace V , i.e., qJ(n) is the centralizer
C(J) of J in gl(V ) = gl(n|n):

qJ(n) = C(J) = {X ∈ gl(n|n) | [X, J ] = 0}, where p(J) = 1̄ and J2 = − id.

By a change of basis one can reduce J to the following normal shape in the standard format:

J = J2n :=

(
0 1n

−1n 0

)
, and then qJ(n) takes the form

(31) q(n) =

{(
A B

B A

)
| A,B ∈ gl(n)

}
.
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The nonstandard formats of q(Size) for |Size| = 2n are of the form (31) with A,B ∈ gl(Size).
On q(n), the queertrace is defined by the formula

qtr :

(
A B

B A

)
7−→ trB,

first introduced in [BL5]. Denote by sq(n) the Lie superalgebra of queertraceless matrices.
Note that the tautological representations of q(V ) and sq(V ) in V , though irreducible in super

sense (no invariant subsuperspaces), are not irreducible in the nongraded sense. Indeed, take
homogeneous (with respect to parity) and linearly independent vectors v1, . . . , vn from V ; then,
Span(v1 + J(v1), . . . , vn + J(vn)) is an invariant subspace of V which is not a subsuperspace.

The representation of a superalgebra is said to be irreducible of general type, or just of
G-type, if there is no invariant subspaces; the representation is called irreducible of Q-type if it
has no invariant subsuperspaces, but has an invariant subspace.

2.3.1a. On normal shapes of supermatrices J preserved by qJ(V ). Over an alge-
braically non-closed field K, there are several types of queer Lie superalgebras qJ(V ) ⊂ gl(V ),
defined as centralizers of an odd operator J such that J2 = λ idV for a λ ∈ K×. Over alge-
braically closed fields, all these superalgebras qJ(V ) are isomorphic as is easy to see. Over C,
we can select λ = −1 and interpret qJ(V ) as the Lie subsuperalgebra of gl(V ) preserving the
complex structure given by an odd operator J . For real forms of qJ(V ), see [Se1] with details
of the proof in [B3, Ch. D5]. Over algebraically closed fields of characteristic 2, there is also
one class of normal shapes, we take λ = 1, see [BGLLS].

2.3.2. Supermatrices of bilinear forms. To a given linear mapping F : V −→ W of su-
perspaces there corresponds the dual mapping F ∗ : W ∗ −→ V ∗ between the dual superspaces.
Let a basis of the superspace V have format Size and consist of vectors vi; then, the formula
F (vj) =

∑
i viXij assigns to the endomorphism F the supermatrix X . In the dual basis, the

supertransposed matrix Xst corresponds to the dual operator F ∗:

(Xst)ij = (−1)(pi+pj)(pi+p(X))Xji.

Consider X ∈ glC(Size) over a supercommutative superalgebra C, so the entries of the matrices
A,B,C,D belong to C for any parity of X . In the standard format, this means that

X =

(
A B

C D

)
7−→ Xst :=





(
At Ct

−Bt Dt

)
, if p(X) = 0̄,

(
At −Ct

Bt Dt

)
, if p(X) = 1̄.

The supermatrices X ∈ gl(Size) such that

XstB + (−1)p(X)p(B)BX = 0 for a homogeneous matrix B ∈ gl(Size)

constitute the Lie superalgebra aut(B) that preserves the bilinear form B on V whose Gram
matrix B = (Bij) is given by the formula, see [LSoS, Ch.1],

(32) Bij := (−1)p(B)p(vi)B(vi, vj) for the basis vectors vi ∈ V .
The formula (32) makes it possible to identify the bilinear form B ∈ Bil(V,W ) with an element
of Hom(V,W ∗).
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Consider the upsetting of bilinear forms u : Bil(V,W ) −→ Bil(W,V ), see [LSoS, Ch.1], given
by the formula

(33) u(B)(w, v) := (−1)p(v)p(w)B(v, w) for any v ∈ V and w ∈ W .

In terms of the Gram matrix B of B, the form B is symmetric if and only if

(34) u(B) = B, where u(B) =

(
Rt (−1)p(B)T t

(−1)p(B)St −U t

)
for B =

(
R S

T U

)
.

Similarly, anti-symmetry of B means that u(B) = −B.
Thus, we see that the upsetting of bilinear forms corresponds to a new operation on super-

matrices, not to the supertransposition.
Observe that the passage from V to Π(V ) turns every symmetric (resp., anti-

symmetric) form B on V into an anti-symmetric (resp., symmetric) form BΠ on
Π(V ) by setting

BΠ(Π(x),Π(y)) := (−1)p(B)+p(x)+p(x)p(y)B(x, y) for any x, y ∈ V .
Most popular normal shapes of the even non-degenerate symmetric form are the following

ones in the standard format:

(35)

B′
ev(m|2n) =

(
1m 0

0 J2n

)
, where J2n =

(
0 1n

−1n 0

)

Bev(2k|2n) =
(
Π2k 0

0 J2n

)
, where Π2k =

(
0 1k

1k 0

)
,

Bev(2k + 1|2n) =
(
Π2k+1 0

0 J2n

)
, where Π2k+1 =




0 0 1k

0 1 0

1k 0 0


.

The usual notation for the algebra aut(Bev(m|2n)) preserving a non-degenerate symmetric
even form is osp(m|2n); sometimes we write more precisely: ospsy(m|2n).

The anti-symmetric non-degenerate even bilinear form is preserved by the “symplectic-ortho-
gonal” Lie superalgebra, spo(2n|m) or ospa(m|2n), which is isomorphic to ospsy(m|2n), but has
a different matrix realization. Let o(m) := aut(Πm) and sp(2n) := aut(J2n). In the standard
format, we have:

osp(m|2n) =
{(

A B

C D

)
| A ∈ o(m), D ∈ sp(2n), C = J2nB

tΠm for any B

}
.(36)

The normal shapes of the odd non-degenerate bilinear forms in the standard format (NB:
the signs are correct) are

(37) Bodd(n|n) =




J2n, if the form is symmetric,

Π2n, if the form is anti-symmetric.

The present day usual notation for aut(Bodd(Size)) is pe(Size). The passage from V to Π(V )
establishes an isomorphism pesy(Size) ≃ pea(Size). These isomorphic Lie superalgebras are
called, as A. Weil suggested,7 periplectic. In the standard format, the matrix realizations of

7“Don’t you know the ancient Greek?!” he asked.
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these superalgebras is:

pesy (n) =

{(
A B

C −At

)
| A ∈ gl(n), B = −Bt, C = Ct

}
;

pea(n) =

{(
A B

C −At

)
| A ∈ gl(n), B = Bt, C = −Ct

}
.

(38)

Note that, although ospsy(m|2n) ≃ ospa(m|2n) and pesy(n) ≃ pea(n), certain properties of
these incarnations are sometimes very different, see Subsection 2.8, and [Sh5].

The special periplectic superalgebra is

spe(n) := {X ∈ pe(n) | strX = 0}.
Of particular interest to us will be the Lie superalgebras

(39) spea,b(n) := spe(n)⋉ C(aD + bz), where z = 12n, D = diag(1n,−1n)
and the nontrivial central extension as of spe(4) that will be described after some preparation,
see Subsection 2.11.

2.3.3. More notation. The tautological representation of a matrix Lie superalgebra g ⊂ gl(V )
in V , and sometimes the module V itself, are denoted by id or, for clarity, idg. The context
prevents confusion of this notation with that of the identity (scalar) operator idV on the space
V , as in the next paragraph:

For g = ⊕i∈Z gi, the trivial representation of g0 is denoted by C (if g0 is simple) whereas
C[k] denotes the representation of g0 that is trivial on its semi-simple part and such that k is
the value with which the central element z ∈ g0, where z is chosen so that z|gi = i · idgi , acts
on C[k].

2.3.3a. Projectivization. If c is a Lie algebra of scalar matrices, and g ⊂ gl(n|n) is a Lie
subsuperalgebra containing c, then the projective Lie superalgebra of type g is pg = g/c. The
Lie superalgebras g1

⊙
g2 described in Subsection 4.1.1 are also projective.

Projectivization sometimes leads to new Lie superalgebras, for example: pq(n), psq(n);
pgl(n|n), psl(n|n); note that pgl(p|q) ≃ sl(p|q) if p 6= q.

2.4. Simple, almost simple and semi-simple Lie superalgebras. Recall that any Lie
superalgebra g without proper ideals and of dimension > 1 is said to be simple. The list (40)
contains all simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras over C, for various subcases of the
classification, see [K1, Kapp, K1C, SNR, Dj1, Dj2, Dj3]; for a summary ignoring odd parameters
of deformations, see [K2, Sch]; for a summary and classification of all deformations, see [Ld]:

(40)

sl(m|n) for m > n ≥ 1, psl(n|n) for n > 1, osp(m|2n) for mn 6= 0;

psq(n) and spe(n) for n > 2;

a 1-parameter family of deformations ospa(4|2) for a 6= 0,−1;
exceptional Lie superalgebras ag(2) and ab(3);

finite-dimensional vectorial Lie superalgebras, namely

vect(0|n) for n > 1, svect(0|n) and s̃vect(0|2n) for n > 2, h′(0|n) for n > 3;

s̃vect(0|2n+ 1) for n ≥ 1; the only (mind (41)) deformation with an odd parameter.

For descriptions of these algebras, especially those with Cartan matrices, see [BGL, CCLL, GL1,
GL3], and [K2, vdL]; for descriptions of the exceptional algebras, see [DWN, Sud, El3, BE].
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Occasional isomorphisms of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras:

(41)
sl(m|n) ≃ sl(n|m), vect(0|2) ≃ sl(1|2) ≃ osp(2|2),
spe(3) ≃ svect(0|3), psl(2|2) ≃ h′(0|4).

The isomorphisms ospα(4|2) ≃ ospα′(4|2) are generated by the transformations (see [BGL]):

(42) α 7−→ α′ := −1− α , α 7−→ α′ :=
1

α
,

so the other isomorphisms are

(43) α 7−→ α′ := −1 + α

α
, α 7−→ α′ := − 1

α+ 1
, α 7−→ α′ := − α

α+ 1
.

We say that a Lie superalgebra g is almost simple if it can be sandwiched (non-strictly)
between a simple Lie superalgebra s and the Lie superalgebra der s of derivations of s, i.e.,

s ⊂ g ⊂ der s.

By definition, g is semi-simple if its radical — the maximal solvable ideal — is {0}.
Copying R. Block’s description of semi-simple Lie algebras over fields of prime characteristic

we describe semi-simple Lie superalgebras as follows, cf. [K2].
Let s1, . . . , sk be simple Lie superalgebras, let n1, . . . , nk be pairs of nonnegative integers

nj = (n0̄
j , n

1̄
j ), let F(nj) be the supercommutative superalgebra of polynomials in n0̄

j even and

n1̄
j odd indeterminates, and let s = ⊕j (sj ⊗F(nj)). Then,

(44) der s = ⊕
j

(
(der sj)⊗F(nj)⋉ idsj ⊗vect(nj)

)
.

Let g be a subalgebra of der s containing s. If

(45) the projection of g to idsj ⊗vect(nj)−1 is onto for each j,

then g is semi-simple.

2.4.1. Conjecture. If the (super)algebras sj are finite-dimensional or of polynomial growth,
and the (super)algebras of functions F(n) depend on a finite number of indeterminates, then
all semi-simple Lie superalgebras arise in the manner indicated, i.e., as sums of subalgebras of
the summands of (44) satisfying condition (45), cf. [Che].

2.5. The irreducible g-modules of least dimension 6= 1 over g simple finite-dimen-
sional. Up to the reversal of parity, such modules are: the adjoint one for g = psq(n) and
psl(n|n) for n > 2, ag(2), ab(3) and ospa(4|2) for a generic (i.e., a 6= 1, 2, 3 or obtained from
such values of a under the S3-action, see formulas (43)).

For a = 1, 2, 3, the irreducible modules of least dimension are, up to the reversal of parity Π,
of superdimension 4|2, 6|4 and 8|6, respectively, see [GL3]. This fact was first claimed in [Kpr]
without proof. The above claims are now deducible from results of Penkov and Serganova, and
of Brundan.

2.6. Remarks on Lie (super)algebras. 1) Not all filtered Lie superalgebras L or associated
with them Z-graded Lie superalgebras L := ⊕i>−d Li, where Li := Li/Li+1, of finite depth are
vectorial, i.e., realizable by vector fields on a supermanifold of the same superdimension as that
of L/L0; only those with faithful L0-action on L− := ⊕i<0 Li are.

Unlike Lie algebras, simple infinite-dimensional vectorial superalgebras can have
several non-isomorphic maximal subalgebras of finite codimension.

2) We denote the vectorial Lie (super)algebras as is customary in differential geometry:
vect(x) or vect(V ) if V = Span(x) for x = (u1, . . . , un, θ1, . . . , θm), where the ui are even
indeterminates and the θj are odd ones. We use a similar notation for the subalgebras of vect
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introduced below. Some algebraists sometimes abbreviate vect(n) := vect(n|0) by W (n) in
honor of Witt8, and its subalgebra svect(n) of divergence-free fields to S(n), where S stands
for “special”. Following Bourbaki, we mostly use Gothic font to name Lie (super)algebras.

3) Considering the subspaces Li as the basis of a topology, we can complete the graded or
filtered Lie superalgebras L or L; the elements of the completion are the vector fields with
formal power series as coefficients. Though the structure of the graded algebras is easier to
describe, in applications one usually needs the completed vectorial Lie superalgebras.

2.6.1. Traces and divergences on vectorial Lie superalgebras. Recall Subsection 1.7.1a.
On any Lie (super)algebra g over any field K, a trace is any linear mapping tr : g −→ K such

that

(46) tr(g′) = 0.

Let K = C. Let F be the superalgebra of “functions”. Let g := der F be a Z-graded vectorial
Lie algebra with g− := ⊕

i<0
gi generated by g−1, and let tr be a trace on g0. Conjecturally, any

Z-grading of a given vectorial Lie algebra is given by the degrees of the indeterminates with
a proof similar to that given in [Sk91, Sk95].

The divergence div : g −→ F is a degree-preserving adg−1-invariant prolongation of the trace
on g0 satisfying the following conditions, so div ∈ Z1(g;F), i.e., is a cocycle:

Xi(divD) = div([Xi, D]) for all elements Xi that span g−1;

div |g0 = tr;

div |g− = 0.

Let Vol := F∗ be the vect(m|n)-module of volume forms dual to F . As an F -module, Vol is
generated by the volume element volx = 1∗ for fixed indeterminates (“coordinates”) x which
we often do not indicate. On the rank-1 F -module of weighted λ-densities Volλ(m|n) with
generator volλx over F , the vect(m|n)-action is given for any f ∈ F and D ∈ vect(m|n) by the
Lie derivative

(47) LD(f vol
λ
x) =

(
D(f) + (−1)p(f)p(D)λf div(D)

)
volλx .

Often by a volume form we mean only elements f volx, where f ∈ F , such that f(0) 6= 0.
2.7. Examples of vectorial Lie superalgebras.

1) General vectorial Lie superalgebras. Let x = (u1, . . . , un, θ1, . . . , θm). The the general
vectorial Lie superalgebra is defined to be vect(n|m) := der C[x].

2) Special Lie superalgebras. The divergence of the field D =
∑

i fi
∂
∂ui

+
∑

j gj
∂
∂θj

is the

function

(48) divD :=
∑

i

∂fi
∂ui

+
∑

j

(−1)p(gj) ∂gi
∂θj

.

• The Lie superalgebra svect(n|m) := {D ∈ vect(n|m) | divD = 0} is called the special (or
divergence-free) vectorial superalgebra.

It is clear that one can also describe svect(n|m) as {D ∈ vect(n|m) | LD volx = 0}.
• The Lie superalgebra svect′(1|n) := [svect(1|n), svect(1|n)] is called the traceless special

vectorial superalgebra.
• The deformation of svect(0|m) is the Lie superalgebra

svectλ(0|m) = {D ∈ vect(0|m) | div(1 + λθ1 · . . . · θm)D = 0},
8Witt considered a version of vect(n) over fields of characteristic p > 0.
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where p(λ) ≡ m (mod 2) and if p(λ) = 1̄, then svectλ(0|m) is considered over C[λ]. It is
called the deformed special (or divergence-free) vectorial superalgebra. Clearly, svectλ(0|m) ≃
svectµ(0|m) if λ 6= 0 and µ 6= 0. Accordingly, we briefly denote these deformations by

s̃vect(0|m), see Subsection 1.10.4.
3) Lie superalgebras that preserve Pfaff equations or, equivalently, non-integrable

distributions, contact and symplectic forms.
• Recall that a symplectic form is a non-degenerate closed differential 2-form ω. In agreement

with the normal shapes of the bilinear forms (35) and (37), the descriptions of normal shapes
of the symplectic forms (Darboux’s theorem, when on manifolds) were formulated in [L1]; this
claim was proved in [Shan]. The obstruction to reducing the non-degenerate differential 2-form
ω to the normal shape is dω, see [BGLS]. If ω is odd, it is called, as A. Weil advised, periplectic.
• The contact form (resp., pericontact form) is a nowhere vanishing differential 1-form α on

a (super)manifold M that singles out in the tangent bundle TM a maximally non-integrable
distribution D of codimension 1 (resp., ε = 0|1), i.e., at every point m ∈M , there are given

(49)
a subspace Dm of codimension 1 (resp., ε = 0|1) in the tangent space TmM , and

a differential 1-form α such that dα|Dm
is non-degenerate.

Note that in Differential Geometry on odd-dimensional manifolds (over the ground field K),
the contact form is often defined as a nowhere vanishing differential 1-form α such that

(50) α ∧ (dα)∧n = λ volx for some λ ∈ K.

Obviously, this definition cannot be superized since on supermanifolds there are no differential
forms of highest degree. Condition (50) is a property of the contact form on a manifold, whereas
(49) is a reasonable definition.
• Let u = (t, p1, . . . , pn, q1, . . . , qn) be even indeterminates and Θ = (θ1, . . . , θm) be odd

indeterminates. The form

(51) α̃1 = dt+
∑

1≤i≤n
(pidqi − qidpi) +

∑

1≤j≤m
θjdθj and ω̃0 := dα̃1

is called contact, and the form ω̃0 is called symplectic. Sometimes it is more convenient to

redenote the θj and set Θ =

{
(ξ, η), if m = 2k

(ξ, η, θ), if m = 2k + 1,
where

(52) ξj =
1√
2
(θj −

√
−1θk+j), ηj =

1√
2
(θj +

√
−1θk+j) for j ≤ k = ⌊m

2
⌋, θ = θ2k+1,

and in place of ω̃0 or α̃1 take α1 and ω0 = dα1, respectively, where (we mostly consider the
cases where ℓ = 0 or 1)

(53) α1 = dt+
∑

1≤i≤n
(pidqi − qidpi) +

∑

1≤j≤k
(ξjdηj + ηjdξj) +




0, if m = 2k
∑

1≤s≤ℓ
θsdθs, if m = 2k + ℓ.

The Lie superalgebra that preserves the distribution given by the Pfaff equation

(54) α̃1(X) = 0 for X ∈ vect(2n+ 1|m)

(or by an equivalent equation α1(X) = 0), i.e., the superalgebra

(55) k(2n+ 1|m) := {D ∈ vect(2n+ 1|m) | LDα1 = fDα1 for some fD ∈ C[t, p, q, θ]},
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is called the contact superalgebra. The divergence-free subalgebra of k(2n + 1|m) is the Lie
superalgebra

(56) po(2n|m) = {D ∈ k(2n+ 1|m) | LDα1 = 0}.
It is called the Poisson superalgebra. (The Poisson superalgebra can be interpreted as the Lie
superalgebra that, over a symplectic supermanifold with the symplectic form dα1, preserves the
connection with form α1 and curvature proportional to dα1 in a line bundle.)

The above “symmetric” expression of α1 is popular among algebraists. However, in analytical
mechanics and differential geometry, the following expression of the form α1 (without odd
coordinates, of course) naturally appears:

(57) α1(2) = dt−
∑

1≤i≤n
pidqi +

∑

1≤j≤k
ξjdηj +

{
0, if m = 2k

θdθ, if m = 2k + 1.

The form α1(2) is the only reasonable expression of the contact form over fields of characteristic 2,
whereas the symmetric expression of the contact forms is inapplicable: dα1 = 2ω = 0.
• Similarly, let u = q = (q1, . . . , qn) and θ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn; τ) be even and odd indeterminates,

respectively. Set

(58) α0 = dτ +
∑
i

(ξidqi + qidξi), ω1 := dα0

and call the form ω1, as A. Weil advised, periplectic; accordingly, we call α0 pericontact.
The Lie superalgebra that preserves the distribution given by the Pfaff equation

(59) α0(X) = 0 for X ∈ vect(n|n+ 1),

i.e., the superalgebra

(60) m(n) = {D ∈ vect(n|n+ 1) | LDα0 = fD · α0 for some fD ∈ C[q, ξ, τ ]},
is called the pericontact superalgebra.9

2.7.1. On normal shapes of contact and symplectic/periplectic forms. The restric-
tion of ω0 to kerα1 is the orthosymplectic form Bev(m|2n); the restriction of ω̃0 to ker α̃1 is
B′
ev(m|2n). Similarly, the restriction of ω1 to kerα0 is Bodd(n|n). Clearly, kerα1 = ker α̃1.
There is just one class of contact forms (both even and odd), whereas the obstruction to

reducibility of the non-degenerate bilinear form ω (even or odd) to the normal shape is dω, see
[BGLS].

2.7.2. Generating functions: contact series and their subalgebras. A laconic way to
describe k, m and their subalgebras is via generating functions. We express the contact fields
of series k (resp., m) in natural bases Kf (resp., Mf ).
• Odd form α1. For any f ∈ C[t, p, q, θ], set

(61) Kf = (2−E)(f) ∂
∂t
−Hf +

∂f

∂t
E,

where E =
∑
i

yi
∂
∂yi

(here the yi are all the coordinates except t) is the Euler operator, and Hf

is the Hamiltonian field with Hamiltonian f that preserves dα̃1:

(62) Hf =
∑

i≤n

(
∂f

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂

∂pi

)
− (−1)p(f)

(∑

j≤m

∂f

∂θj

∂

∂θj

)
.

9To call m “odd contact superalgebra” is misleading, since the even part of m is non-zero. To say “the “odd”
contact superalgebra” is OK, though a bit too long, and the pericontact form is even.
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The choice of the form α1 instead of α̃1 affects only the shape ofHf which we give form = 2k+ℓ:

(63) Hf =
∑

i≤n

(
∂f

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂

∂pi

)
− (−1)p(f)

(∑

j≤k

(
∂f

∂ξj

∂

∂ηj
+
∂f

∂ηj

∂

∂ξj

)
+
∑

j≤ℓ

∂f

∂θj

∂

∂θj

)
.

The expression of the contact field corresponding to the form α1 or α̃1 is

(64) Kf = (2−E)(f) ∂
∂t
−Hf +

∂f

∂t
E,

where E =
∑
i

pi
∂
∂pi

+
∑
j

ξj
∂
∂ξj

, andHf is the Hamiltonian field with Hamiltonian f that preserves

dα̃1, see (62).
• Even form α0. For any f ∈ C[q, ξ, τ ], set

(65) Mf = (2−E)(f) ∂
∂τ
− Lef − (−1)p(f) ∂f

∂τ
E,

where E =
∑
i

yi
∂
∂yi

(here the yi are all the coordinates except τ), and

(66) Lef =
∑

i≤n

(
∂f

∂qi

∂

∂ξi
+ (−1)p(f) ∂f

∂ξi

∂

∂qi

)
.

Since

(67)
LKf

(α1) = 2∂f
∂t
α1 = K1(f)α1,

LMf
(α0) = −(−1)p(f)2∂f∂τ α0 = −(−1)p(f)M1(f)α0,

it follows that Kf ∈ k(2n+ 1|m) and Mf ∈ m(n). Note that

p(Lef ) = p(Mf) = p(f) + 1̄.

• To the (super)commutators [Kf , Kg] and [Mf ,Mg] there correspond contact brackets of the
generating functions:

[Kf , Kg] = K{f, g}k.b. and [Mf ,Mg] =M{f, g}m.b.
.

To give the explicit formulas for the contact brackets, we first define the brackets on functions
that do not depend on t (resp., τ).

The Poisson bracket {−,−}P.b. in the realization with the form ω̃0 is given by the formula

(68)
{f, g}P.b. =

∑
i≤n

(
∂f
∂pi

∂g
∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂g
∂pi

)
−

(−1)p(f)∑j≤m
∂f
∂θj

∂g
∂θj

for any f, g ∈ C[p, q, θ]

and in the realization with the form ω0 for m = 2k + 1 it is given by the formula

(69)

{f, g}P.b. =
∑
i≤n

(
∂f
∂pi

∂g
∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂g
∂pi

)
−

(−1)p(f)
( ∑
j≤m

(
∂f
∂ξj

∂g
∂ηj

+ ∂f
∂ηj

∂g
∂ξj

)
+ ∂f

∂θ
∂g
∂θ

)
for any f, g ∈ C[p, q, ξ, η, θ].

The Buttin bracket {−,−}B.b. is given by the formula

(70) {f, g}B.b. =
∑

i≤n

(
∂f

∂qi

∂g

∂ξi
+ (−1)p(f) ∂f

∂ξi

∂g

∂qi

)
for any f, g ∈ C[q, ξ].
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In terms of the Poisson and Buttin brackets, respectively, the (peri)contact brackets are

(71) {f, g}k.b. = (2− E)(f)∂g
∂t
− ∂f

∂t
(2− E)(g)− {f, g}P.b.

and

(72) {f, g}m.b. = (2− E)(f)∂g
∂τ

+ (−1)p(f) ∂f
∂τ
(2−E)(g)− {f, g}B.b..

2.7.3. Divergence-free subalgebras. Since, as is easy to calculate,

(73) divKf = (2n+ 2−m)K1(f),

it follows that the divergence-free subalgebra of the contact Lie superalgebra either coincides
with the whole algebra (for m = 2n+ 2) or is the Poisson superalgebra., cf. (56)

(74) po(2n|m) := {Kf ∈ k(2n+ 1|m) | K1(f) = 0}.
Since for (n|m) 6= (0|2) the codimension of (k(2n + 1|m)0)

′ in k(2n + 1|m)0 is equal to 1,
there is exactly one (up to a non-zero factor) trace on k(2n + 1|m)0. Hence, there should be
exactly one (up to a non-zero factor) intrinsic divergence on k(2n+1|m), see [BGLLS]. Setting
tr(Kt) = 1, the divergence is given by ∂t for any n and m. For m 6= 2n + 2, this intrinsic
divergence coincides with the restriction to k of the divergence on vect.

2.7.3a. The case of k(1|2). Although k(1|2) is not W-graded, let us consider it for com-
pleteness. This case is exceptional: the algebra k(1|2)0 of degree-0 elements is commutative
and dim k(1|2)0 = 2, so there are 2 traces on k(1|2)0, and hence 2 divergences on k(1|2). Let
α1 := dt+ ξdη + ηdξ. To the operators

K̃ξ(f) = (−1)p(f)(∂η − ξ∂t)(f), K̃η(f) = (−1)p(f)(∂ξ − η∂t)(f) and K̃1 = ∂t

there corresponds the second divergence

(75) div2 := K̃ηK̃ξ − K̃1.

Let β be the symbol of the class of a pseudo-differential form10 on which the Lie derivative
acts as follows

(76)
LKf

(αa1β
b) = (2a∂t(f) + (−1)p(f)b div2(Kf))(α

a
1β

b)

= ((2a− (−1)p(f)b)∂t(f) + (−1)p(f)bK̃ηK̃ξ(f))(α
a
1β

b).

Let the space Fa,b of weighted densities over k(1|2) be defined as the rank-1 F -module gen-

erated by α
a/2
1 βb. (For the modified formula (76) when charK = 2, see [BGLLS].)

2.7.3b. The pericontact series. Here, the situation is more interesting: the divergence-free
subalgebra is simple.

Since the restriction of the divergence from vect to m is equal to

(77) divMf = (−1)p(f)2
(
(1− E)∂f

∂τ
−
∑

i≤n

∂2f

∂qi∂ξi

)
,

it follows that the divergence-free subalgebra of the pericontact superalgebra is

(78) sm(n) = Span

(
Mf ∈ m(n) | (1− E)∂f

∂τ
=
∑

i≤n

∂2f

∂qi∂ξi

)
.

10If the reader wishes to “visualize” this form, one can consider β := [dξ(dη)−1]. Actually, the expression
of β in terms of dξ and dη is irrelevant, we need to know only how the Lie derivative acts on it.
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In particular,

(79) divLef = (−1)p(f)2
∑

i≤n

∂2f

∂qi∂ξi
.

The odd analog of the Laplacian, namely, the operator

(80) ∆ :=
∑

i≤n

∂2

∂qi∂ξi

on a periplectic supermanifold appeared in physics under the name of BRST operator, cf. [GPS],
or Batalin-Vilkovysky operator. Observe that ∆ is the Fourier transform (with respect to the
“ghost indeterminates” x̌ (the odd ones, if considered on manifolds) of the exterior differential d.

The divergence-free vector fields from sle(n) are generated by harmonic functions, i.e., such
that ∆(f) = 0.

The Lie superalgebra

(81) b(n) = {D ∈ m(n) | LDα0 = 0}
is called the Buttin superalgebra in honor of C. Buttin, see Section 2.7.4. (A geometric inter-
pretation: over a periplectic supermanifold, i.e., over a supermanifold with the periplectic form
dα0, the Buttin superalgebra is the Lie superalgebra that preserves the connection with form
α0 and curvature proportional to dα0 in a line bundle of superrank ε = (0|1).)

The Lie superalgebras

(82)
sm(n) = {D ∈ m(n) | div D = 0},
sb(n) = {D ∈ b(n) | div D = 0}

are called the divergence-free (or special) pericontact and special Buttin superalgebras, respec-
tively.

Lie superalgebras sle(n), sb(n) and svect(1|n) have traceless ideals sle′(n), sb′(n) and svect′(1|n)
of codimension 1 (i.e., εn, εn+1 and n, respectively) defined from the exact sequences

(83)

0 −→ sle′(n) −→ sle(n) −→ C · Leξ1...ξn −→ 0,

0 −→ sb′(n) −→ sb(n) −→ C ·Mξ1...ξn −→ 0,

0 −→ svect′(1|n) −→ svect(1|n) −→ C · ξ1 . . . ξn∂t −→ 0.

The Lie superalgebra of Hamiltonian fields (also called Hamiltonian superalgebra) and its
traceless subalgebra (defined only if n = 0) are

(84)
h(2n|m) := Span(D ∈ vect(2n|m) | LDω0 = 0),

h′(0|m) := Span(Hf ∈ h(0|m) |
∫
f volθ = 0).

The “odd” analogues of the Lie superalgebra of Hamiltonian fields are the Lie superalgebra of
vector fields Lef introduced in [L1], and its special (divergence-free) subalgebra:

(85)
le(n) := Span(D ∈ vect(n|n) | LDω1 = 0),

sle(n) := Span(D ∈ le(n) | divD = 0).

It is not difficult to prove the following isomorphisms (as superspaces):

(86)

k(2n+ 1|m) ≃ Span(Kf | f ∈ C[t, p, q, ξ]),

le(n) ≃ Span(Lef | f ∈ C[q, ξ]),

m(n) ≃ Span(Mf | f ∈ C[τ, q, ξ]),

h(2n|m) ≃ Span(Hf | f ∈ C[p, q, ξ]).
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We see that
po(0|m) ≃ Span(Kf ∈ k(1|m) | K1(f) = 0),

po′(0|m) ≃ Span(Kf ∈ po(0|m) |
∫
f volθ = 0),

h′(0|m) ≃ po′(0|m)/C ·K1.

2.7.4. On the history of the antibracket. What we call here the “Buttin bracket” was
discovered in pre-super era by Schouten; Buttin was the first to prove that this bracket satisfies
the super anti-commutativity and Jacobi identities, see [Bu]. The interpretations of the Buttin
superalgebra similar to that of the Poisson algebra and of the elements of le as analogs of Hamil-
tonian vector fields was given in [L1]. The Buttin bracket and “odd mechanics” introduced in
[L1] were rediscovered by Batalin with Vilkovisky (and, even earlier, by Zinn-Justin, but his pa-
pers went even more unnoticed, see [FLSf], than [L1]). The Schouten bracket gained a great deal
of currency under the name antibracket, cf. [GPS]. The Schouten bracket=Antibracket=Buttin
bracket was originally defined on the superspace of multi-vector fields on a manifold, i.e., on
the superspace of sections of the exterior algebra (over the algebra F of functions) of the tan-
gent bundle, Γ(Λ

.
(T (M))) ≃ Λ

.
F(V ect(M)). The explicit formula for the Schouten bracket

(hereafter, the hatted slot should be ignored, as usual) is (mind the Sign Rule!)

(87)
[X1 ∧ · · · ∧ · · · ∧Xk, Y1 ∧ · · · ∧ Yl] =

∑
i,j

(−1)k−j+i−1[Xi, Yj] ∧X1 ∧ · · · ∧ X̂i ∧ · · · ∧Xk ∧ Y1 ∧ · · · ∧ Ŷj ∧ · · · ∧ Yl.

With the help of the Sign Rule we easily superize formula (87), i.e., replace any manifold M
by a supermanifoldM. Let x and ξ be the even and odd coordinates onM. Setting

(88) θi = Π

(
∂

∂xi

)
= x̌i, qj = Π

(
∂

∂ξj

)
= ξ̌j

we get an identification of the Schouten bracket of multi-vector fields on M with the Buttin
bracket of functions on the supermanifold M̌ with coordinates x, ξ and x̌, ξ̌, and the trans-
formation rule of the checked variables induced by that of unchecked ones via (88). Grozman
discovered a deformation of the Schouten bracket, see [G], but his result was not understood
at that time.

2.7.5. The explicit form of the pericontact bracket. Set Fx :=
∂
∂x
F . LetMFα be a short

for LMF
α. Since MFα0 = (−1)p(F )+12Fτα0, it follows that

(89)
(MFMG − (−1)(p(F )+1)(p(G)+1)MGMF )α0 =

{(−1)p(G)+12[(ξFτ + Fq)Gξτ + (−1)p(F )(Fξ − qFτ )Gqτ + (−1)p(G)(p(F )+1)2GτFτ ]

−(−1)(p(F )+1)p(G)2[(ξGτ +Gq)Fξτ + (−1)p(G)(Gξ − qGτ )Fqτ + (−1)p(F )(p(G)+1)2FτGτ ]}α0.

On the other hand, we have

(90) ((2−E)(F )Gτ )τ = 2FτGτ + ξFτξGτ − qFτqGτ ;

(91) (Fτ (2− E)(G))τ = (−1)p(F )+1(2FτGτ + FτξGτξ − FτqGτq);

(92) (FqGξ + (−1)p(F )FξGq)τ = FτqGq + (−1)p(F )FqGτξ − FξGτq.

Clearly,

(−1)p(F )p(G) (90) + (−1)p(G) (91) + (−1)p(F )+p(G) (92) = {· · · },
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where {· · · } is the coefficient of α0 in the right-hand side of (89). Therefore,

{F,G}m.b. = (−1)p(F )+p(G)
(
(2− E)(F )Gτ + (−1)p(F )Fτ (2− E)(G) + {F,G}B.b.

)
.

The arguments for the contact bracket are similar (with α0 replaced with α1 or α̃1, and the
field Mf with Kf , respectively).

2.8. Cartan prolongations. Recall that the graded Lie superalgebra b = ⊕k>−d bk is said to
be transitive if for all k ≥ 0 we have

{x ∈ bk | [x, b−] = 0} = 0, where b− := ⊕k<0 bk.

Let g− = ⊕−d≤i≤−1 gi be a nilpotent Z-graded Lie (super)algebra and let g0 be a Lie
sub(super)algebra of the Lie (super)algebra der0(g−) of degree-0 derivations of g−. The maximal
transitive Z-graded Lie (super)algebra g = ⊕k>−d gk whose non-positive part is the given g−⊕g0
is called the Cartan prolong — the result of Cartan prolongation — of the pair (g−, g0) and is
denoted by (g−, g0)∗.

We can realize g− by elements of negative degree of vect(n|m;~r) and g0 by degree-0 elements in
vect(n|m;~r) in a non-standard (see Subsection 2.9) grading ~r of vect(n|m), where n|m = sdimg−.
Then, the degree-k components of the Cartan prolongation (g−, g0)∗ := ⊕k≥−d gk of the pair
(g−, g0) are obtained for any k > 0 by setting

gk := {D ∈ vect(n|m;~r)k | [D, gi] ⊂ gk+i for any i < 0}.

In what follows . in superscript denotes, as is now customary, the collection of all degrees,
while ∗ is reserved for dualization; in the subscripts we retain the old-fashioned ∗ instead of .

to avoid confusion with the punctuation marks.
Suppose that the g0-module g−1 is faithful. Then, clearly,

(93)
(g−1, g0)∗ ⊂ vect(n|m) = der C[x1, . . . , xn, θ1, . . . θm], where n|m = sdim g−1 and

gi = {D ∈ vect(n|m) | degD = i, [D,X ] ∈ gi−1 for any X ∈ g−1}.

It is subject to an easy verification that the Lie algebra structure on vect(n|m) induces a Lie
algebra structure on (g−1, g0)∗; actually, (g−1, g0)∗ has a natural Lie superalgebra structure
even if the g0-module g−1 is not faithful.

2.8.1. Partial Cartan prolongation: involving positive components. Let h1 ⊂ g1 be
a proper g0-submodule such that [g−1, h1] = g0. If such h1 exists (usually, [g−1, h1] ( g0), define
the 2nd prolongation of (⊕i≤0 gi)⊕ h1 to be

h2 := {D ∈ g2 | [D, g−1] ⊂ h1}.

The terms hi, where i > 2, are similarly defined by induction. Set hi := gi for i ≤ 0 and call
h∗ := ⊕hi the partial Cartan prolong involving positive components.

The Lie superalgebra vect(1|n;n) is a subalgebra of k(1|2n;n). The former is obtained as
the Cartan prolong of the same nonpositive part as k(1|2n;n) and a submodule of k(1|2n;n)1.
The simple exceptional superalgebra kas introduced in [Sh5, Sh14], see also line N = 12 in
Table (131), is another example.

2.8.2. Lie superalgebras of vector fields as Cartan prolongs. The superization of the
constructions from Subsection 2.8 are straightforward, via the Sign Rule. We thus get Lie
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superalgebras

(94)

vect(m|n) = (id, gl(m|n))∗,
svect(m|n) = (id, sl(m|n))∗,
h(2m|n) = (id, ospa(m|2n))∗,
le(n) = (id, pea(n))∗,

sle(n) = (id, spea(n))∗.

For an algorithm for constructing prolongs, see [Shch]; it is implemented in the code package
SuperLie, see [Gr].

Note that (id, ospsy(m|2n))∗ and (id, pesy(n))∗ are finite-dimensional, unlike

(Π(id), ospsy(m|2n))∗ = (id, ospa(m|2n))∗ and (Π(id), pesy(n))∗ = (id, pea(n))∗.

There are two superizations of the contact series: k and m. Let us describe them again.
• Let the space of the Heisenberg Lie superalgebra hei(2n|m) be the direct sum of a (2n,m)-

dimensional superspace W endowed with a non-degenerate anti-symmetric even bilinear form
B and a (1, 0)-dimensional space spanned by z. Define the bracket in hei by the formula

(95) z is in the center and [v, w] = B(v, w) · z for any v, w ∈ W .

Clearly,

(96) k(2n+ 1|m) = (hei(2n|m), c(ospa(m|2n)))∗ .
More generally, given hei(2n|m) and a subalgebra g of c(ospa(m|2n)), we call (hei(2n|m), g)∗
the k-prolong of (W, g), where W is the tautological ospa(m|2n) = osp(W )-module.
• The “odd” analog of k is associated with the following “odd” analog of hei(2n|m). Denote

by ba(n) the antibracket Lie superalgebra (ba stands for Anti-Bracket read backwards) whose
space is W ⊕C · z, where W is an n|n-dimensional superspace endowed with a non-degenerate
anti-symmetric odd bilinear form B and z is odd; the bracket in ba(n) is given by the relations

(97) z lies in the center and [v, w] = B(v, w) · z for any v, w ∈ W .

Clearly,

(98) m(n) = (ba(n), c(pea(n)))∗ .

More generally, given ba(n) and a subalgebra g of cpea(n), we call (ba(n), g)∗ the m-prolong of
(W, g), where W is the tautological pea(n) = pe(W )-module.

Generally, given a non-degenerate g-invariant form B on a superspace W and a Lie subsu-
peralgebra g ⊂ aut(B), we call any of the above generalized prolongations (96) and (98) the
mk-prolongation of the pair (W, g) and denote it by (W, g)mk∗ .

2.8.2a. On the history of Cartan prolongations. The above-described procedure is some-
times called a generalized prolongation because the initial Cartan prolongation was defined for
d = 1 only. Or rather it was customary to write so without reading works by Cartan and Killing
who did consider the above-described generalized Cartan prolongation, see [Cart, Ki, Co].

In the non-super setting, the “generalized” Cartan prolongation was introduced by Cartan
(see [Cart]) or, perhaps, Killing (see [Ki]). The Cartan prolongation was rediscovered in two
steps by Tanaka [T], see [Y]. The emphasis of these papers is different from ours, this de-
layed recognition of the similarity of constructions. The partial prolongation seems to be first
described in [ALSh, Sh14]. It also appears in the classification of simple Lie (super)algebras
in characteristic p > 0, see [BGLLS], where the correct definition of Cartan prolongation in
characteristic p > 0 was first given, after several approximations to the truth in earlier papers.
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2.9. Nonstandard realizations. The Step 7 of our proof (see Subsection 1.8) implies that
the nonstandard gradings listed in table (99) exhaust all the W-gradings of all the simple
vectorial Lie superalgebras. In particular, the gradings in the series vect induce the gradings
in the series svect, svect′ and the exceptional families vle(4|3) and vas(4|4); the gradings in m

induce the gradings in bλ, le, sle, sle
′, b, sb, sb′ and the exceptional family mb; the gradings in

k induce the gradings in po, h, h′ and the exceptional families kas and kle.
The Z-gradings of vectorial Lie superalgebras are defined by the vector ~r of degrees of the

indeterminates. For W-gradings, this vector can be shorthanded to a symbol or the number
r of degree-0 indeterminates; we do not indicate r if r = 0. Let the indeterminates t and ui
be even, let τ and the θj be odd. In Table (99), we consider k(2n + 1|m) preserving the Pfaff
equation with the 1-form α1); here (t; p, q) are the even indeterminates, the odd indeterminates
being τ ; θ, ξ, η, see eq. (53). For the series m, the indeterminates are denoted as in eq. (58).

The standard realizations correspond to r = 0, they are marked by an (∗). Note that the
codimension of L0 attains its minimum in the standard realization.

(99)

Lie superalgebra its Z-grading

vect(n|m; r), deg ui = deg ξj = 1 for any i, j (∗)
0 ≤ r ≤ m deg ξj = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ r;

deg ui = deg ξr+s = 1 for any i, s

m(n; r), deg τ = 2, deg qi = deg ξi = 1 for any i (∗)
0 ≤ r < n− 1 deg τ = deg qi = 2, deg ξi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r < n;

deg qr+j = deg ξr+j = 1 for any j

m(n;n) deg τ = deg qi = 1, deg ξi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n

k(2n+ 1|m; r), deg t = 2, whereas, for any i, j, s (∗)
see eq. (53); deg pi = deg qi = deg ξj = deg ηj = deg θs = 1

0 ≤ r ≤ [m2 ] deg t = deg ξi = 2, deg ηi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r ≤ [m2 ];

r 6= k − 1 for m = 2k and n = 0 deg pi = deg qi = deg θj = 1 for j ≥ 1 and all i

k(1|2m;m) deg t = deg ξi = 1, deg ηi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ m

In table (100), the five families of exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras are given in
their W-gradings as Cartan prolongs (g−1, g0)∗ or generalized Cartan prolongs (g−, g0)

mk
∗ . For

depth 2, for g− = ⊕−2≤i≤−1 gi, we write (g−2, g−1, g0)
mk
∗ instead of (g−, g0)

mk
∗ . For kasξ, the

meaning of the notation r = 0, or 1ξ, or 3ξ is clear: none, or one, or three of the ξ’s have degree
0 (and the corresponding η’s acquire degree 2). Table (100) contains exceptional superalgebras
whose grading r is described in table (101), indeterminates and their respective degrees in the
regrading R(r) of the ambient superalgebra and describes these regradings:

(the degrees of the even indeterminates | the degrees of the odd indeterminates).
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(100)

vle(4|3) R(0) =



x1 x2 x3 y | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3

1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1




vle(5|4) R(1) =



x1 x2 x3 y | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3

2 1 1 0 | 0 1 1




vle(3|6) R(K) =



x1 x2 x3 y | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3

2 2 2 0 | 1 1 1




mb(4|5) R(0) =



x0 x1 x2 x3 | ξ0 ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 τ

1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 2




mb(5|6) R(1) =



x0 x1 x2 x3 | ξ0 ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 τ

0 2 1 1 | 2 0 1 1 2




mb(3|8) R(K) =



x0 x1 x2 x3 | ξ0 ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 τ

0 2 2 2 | 3 1 1 1 3




kas(1|6) R(0) =



t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

2 | 1 1 1 1 1 1




kas(5|5) R(1ξ) =



t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

2 | 0 1 1 2 1 1




kas(4|4) R(3ξ) =



t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

1 | 0 0 0 1 1 1




kas(4|3) R(3η) =



t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

1 | 1 1 1 0 0 0




kle(9|6) R(0) =



q1 q2 q3 q4 p1 p2 p3 p4 t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 | 1 1 1 1 1 1




kle(11|9) R(2) =



q1 q2 q3 q4 p1 p2 p3 p4 t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

1 1 2 2 1 1 0 0 2 | 0 1 1 2 1 1




kle(5|10) R(K) =



q1 q2 q3 q4 p1 p2 p3 p4 t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 | 1 1 1 1 1 1




kle(9|11) R(CK) =



q1 q2 q3 q4 p1 p2 p3 p4 t | ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 η1 η2 η3

3 2 2 2 0 1 1 1 3 | 2 2 2 1 1 1




In Table (101), indicated is also one of the Lie superalgebras from the list of series (22)
as an ambient which contains the exceptional one as a maximal subalgebra. The W-graded
superalgebras of depth 3 appear as regradings of the listed ones at certain values of ~r; the
corresponding terms gi for i ≤ 0 are given in Subsection 2.15. Let the label CK commemorate
an exceptional grading found by Cheng and Kac, see [CK2], see Theorem 2.14.1.

(101)

vle(4|3; r) = (Π(Λ(3))/C · 1, cvect(0|3))∗ ⊂ vect(4|3;R(r)) r = 0, 1,K

vas(4|4) = (spin, as)∗, see Subsection 2.11 ⊂ vect(4|4)
kasξ(1|6; r) ⊂ k(1|6; r) r = 0, 1ξ, 3ξ

kasξ(1|6; 3η) = (Vol0(0|3), c(vect(0|3)))∗ ⊂ svect(4|3) r = 3η

mb(4|5; r) = (ba(4), cvect(0|3))m∗ ⊂ m(4|5;R(r)) r = 0, 1,K

kle(9|6; r) = (hei(8|6), svect(0|4)3,4)k∗ ⊂ k(9|6; r) r = 0, 2, CK

kle(9|6;K) = (idsl(5),Λ
2(id∗sl(5)), sl(5))

k
∗ ⊂ svect(5|10;R(K)) r = K
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2.10. The modules of tensor fields. To advance further, we have to recall the definition of
the modules of tensor fields over vect(m|n) and its subalgebras, see [BL4, L2, GLS3].

Let g = vect(m|n) and g≥ = ⊕i≥0 gi. For any other Z-graded vectorial Lie superalgebra for
whose component g0 the notion of lowest weight can be defined, the construction is identical.

Let V be the g0-module with the lowest weight λ = lwt(V ) and even lowest weight vector.
Make V into a g≥-module by setting g+ ·V = 0 for g+ = ⊕i>0 gi. Let us realize g = g−⊕g0⊕g+
by vector fields on the linear supermanifold Cm|n corresponding to the superspace g− := ⊕i<0 gi
with coordinates x = (u, ξ). The superspace T (V ) := HomU(g≥)(U(g), V ) is isomorphic, due to
the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt theorem, to C[[x]]⊗V . Its elements admit a natural interpretation
as formal tensor fields of type V . When λ = (a, . . . , a) we will simply write T (~a) instead of
T (λ). We will usually need g-modules coinduced from irreducible g0-modules.

2.10.1. Examples. As vect(m|n)- and svect(m|n)-modules, vect(m|n) = T (id).

T (~0) is the superspace of functions;
Vol(m|n) := T (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

;−1, . . . ,−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

), where the semicolon separates the first m (“even”)

coordinates of the weight with respect to the matrix units Eii of gl(m|n), is the superspace of
volume forms, see [LSoS, Ch.4] or [Del, Ch.1, §1.11].

We denote the generator of Vol(m|n), considered as a C[[x]]- or C[x]-module, corresponding
to the ordered set of coordinates x by vol(x) or volx. The space of λ-densities is

Volλ(m|n) := T (λ, . . . , λ︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

;−λ, . . . ,−λ︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

).

In particular, Volλ(m|0) = T (~λ), whereas Volλ(0|n) = T (
−→−λ). In dimension (0|n), we set

(102)
Vol0(0|n) := {v ∈ Vol(0|n) |

∫
v = 0},

T0(~0) := Λ(n)/C · 1.
As svect(m|n)-modules, Vol ≃ T (~0). So, we can define the svect(0|n)-module

(103) T 0
0 (~0) := Vol0(0|n)/C volξ .

2.10.1a. Remark: Volume element as a quotient. To view the volume element vol(x) as
“dmudnξ” is wrong, but in some works this wrong notation is used to this day. Observe that
the superdeterminant of the Jacobi matrix can never appear as a factor under the changes
of “variables”, i.e., indeterminates, in “dmudnξ”. We can try to use the usual notation of
differentials provided all the differentials anticommute and deg dui = 1 while deg dξj = −1
for all i, j. Then, at least the linear transformations that do not intermix the even u’s with
the odd ξ’s multiply the volume element volx, viewed as the fraction du1·...·dum

dξ1·...·dξn , by the correct

factor, the Berezinian ber(A), see [Lber], of the transformation A. But how to justify this? Let
x := (u, ξ). If we consider the exterior differential forms, then the dXi’s super anticommute,
hence, the dξi commute and so should (dξi)

−1; whereas if we consider the symmetric product of
the differentials, as in metrics, then the dxi’s supercommute, hence, the dui commute, so neither
the exterior, nor the symmetric product is what we need: all factors should anticommute.

Note that the ∂
∂ξi

anticommute, and moreover, from the point of view of linear transforma-

tions, ∂
∂ξi

= 1
dξi

. The expression du1 · ... · dum · ∂
∂ξ1
· . . . · ∂

∂ξn
is, nevertheless, still wrong: many

transformations A : (u, ξ) 7−→ (v, η) send du1 · .... · dum · ∂
∂ξ1
· ... · ∂

∂ξn
to the correct element,

ber(A)(dv1 · ...·dvm · ∂∂η1 · ...·
∂
∂ηn

) plus extra terms. Indeed, the term dv1 · ...·dvm · ∂∂η1 · ...·
∂
∂ηn

is the

highest weight vector of an indecomposable gl(m|n)-module and volx := vol(u, ξ) is the notation
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of the image of this vector in the 1-dimensional quotient module by the invariant submodule
that consists precisely of all the extra terms. Deligne, Witten, and their followers denote the
volume element — the generator of the quotient module — by [dx/∂ξ], see [Del, Ch.1].

2.11. A. Sergeev’s central extension of spe(4). In 1970’s A. Sergeev proved (cited in
[FuLe], see also [BGLL1]) that over C there is just one nontrivial central extension of spe(n)
for n > 2. It exists only for n = 4 and we denote it by Sergeev’s initials: as. Let us represent

an arbitrary element X̂ ∈ as as a pair X̂ = X + a · 14|4, where X ∈ spe(4) and a ∈ C. The
bracket in as is

(104)

[(
A B

C −At

)
+ a · 14|4,

(
A′ B′

C′ −A′t

)
+ a′ · 14|4

]
=

[(
A B
C −At

)
,
(
A′ B′

C′ −A′t

)]
+ tr(CC̃ ′) · 14|4,

where ˜ is extended by linearity from matrices Cij := Eij − Eji, on which C̃ij = Ckl for any
even permutation (1234) 7−→ (ijkl).

The Lie superalgebra as can also be described with the help of the spinor representation,
see [LSh4]. Consider the particular case of o(6) = (po(0|6))0. The superspace of po(0|6) is the
Grassmann superalgebra Λ(ξ, η) generated by ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) and η = (η1, η2, η3) and the Lie
superalgebra structure given by the Poisson bracket (68).

Recall that h(0|6) = Span(Hf | f ∈ Λ(ξ, η)). Now, note that spe(4) can be embedded into
h(0|6). Indeed, setting deg ξi = deg ηi = 1 for all i we introduce a Z-grading on Λ(ξ, η) which,
in turn, induces a Z-grading on h(0|6) of the form h(0|6) = ⊕i≥−1 h(0|6)i. Since sl(4) ≃ o(6),
we can identify spe(4)0 with h(0|6)0.

It is not difficult to see that the elements of degree −1 in the standard gradings of spe(4) and
h(0|6) constitute isomorphic sl(4) ≃ o(6)-modules; moreover, it is possible to embed spe(4)1
into h(0|6)1.

Sergeev’s extension as is the result of the restriction to spe(4) ⊂ h(0|6) of the cocycle that
turns h(0|6) into po(0|6), see eq. (179). The quantization Q deforms po(0|6) into gl(Λ(ξ)); the
through maps

Tλ : as −→ po(0|6) Q−→ gl(Λ(ξ))

are representations of as in the 4|4-dimensional modules spinλ isomorphic to each other for
all λ 6= 0, so we assume λ = 1 and do not indicate it. The explicit form of Tλ is

(105) Tλ :
(
A B
C −At

)
+ a · 14|4 7−→

(
A B − λC̃
C −At

)
+ λa · 14|4,

where C̃ is defined in the line under eq. (104). Clearly, Tλ is irreducible for any λ.

2.12. Deformations of the Buttin superalgebra (after [Ko1, LSh3]). As is clear from the
definition of the Buttin bracket (and [G] from where it went unnoticed), there is a regrading
(namely, b(n;n) given by deg ξi = 0, deg qi = 1 for all i) under which b(n), initially of depth 2,
takes the form g = ⊕i≥−1 gi with g0 = vect(0|n) and g−1 ≃ Π(C[ξ]). Now let us replace the
vect(0|n)-module g−1 of functions (with inverted parity) by the rank-1 module (over the algebra
of functions) of λ-densities (also with inverted parity), i.e., set g−1 ≃ Π(Volλ(0|n)), where the
vect(0|n)-action on the generator volλξ of the module Volλ(0|n) is given by the formula

(106) LD(vol
λ
ξ ) = λ divD · volλξ and p(volλξ ) = 1̄ when considered in g−1.

Define bλ(n;n) to be the Cartan prolong

(107) bλ(n;n) := (g−1, g0)∗ = (Π(Volλ(0|n)), vect(0|n))∗.
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Clearly, this is a deform of b(n;n). Kotchetkov called he collection of these prolongs bλ(n;n)
for all λ ∈ CP1 the main deformation, see [Ko1]; the other deformations are called singular,
see Theorem 2.12.1. The deformation of b(n) with odd parameter is called quantization: it is
a splitting image of the quantization of the Poisson (super)algebra.

The deform bλ(n) of b(n) is a regrading of bλ(n;n) described as follows. Set

(108) ba,b(n) := {Mf ∈ m(n) | a divMf = (−1)p(f)2(a− bn)∂f
∂τ
}.

Using the explicit form of the divergence of Mf we see that

(109)
ba,b(n) = {Mf ∈ m(n) | (bn− aE)∂f

∂τ
= a∆f} =

{D ∈ vect(n|n+ 1) | LD(volaq,ξ,τ αa−bn0 ) = 0}, where ∆ :=
∑

i≤n
∂2

∂qi∂ξi
.

It is subject to a direct verification that ba,b(n) ≃ bλ(n) for λ = 2a
n(a−b) . This isomorphism

shows that λ actually runs over CP1, not C, as one might hastily think.
For future use, we will denote the operator that singles out bλ(n) in m(n) as follows:

(110) divλ := (bn− aE)∂f
∂τ
− a∆ for λ :=

2a

n(a− b)
and ∆ :=

∑

i≤n

∂2

∂qi∂ξi
.

As follows from the description of vect(m|n)-modules ([BL4]) and the simplicity criteria for
Z-graded Lie superalgebras ([K2]), the Lie superalgebras bλ(n) are simple for n > 1 and λ 6= 0,
1, ∞, see eq. (111). It is also clear that the Lie superalgebras bλ(n) are non-isomorphic for
distinct values of λ, except for the isomorphisms already described in list (23).

The Lie superalgebra b(n) = b0(n) is not simple: it has an ε = (0|1)-dimensional, center. At
λ = 1 and ∞, the Lie superalgebras bλ(n) are not simple either: each of them has an ideal of
codimension εn+1 and εn, respectively. The corresponding exact sequences are

(111)

0 −→ CM1 −→ b(n) −→ le(n) −→ 0,

0 −→ b′1(n) −→ b1(n) −→ C ·Mξ1...ξn −→ 0,

0 −→ b′∞(n) −→ b∞(n) −→ C ·Mτξ1...ξn −→ 0.

Clearly, at the exceptional values of λ, i.e., 0, 1, and ∞, the deformations of bλ(n) should be
investigated extra carefully. As we will see immediately, this pays: at each of the exceptional
points we find additional deformations. The following is an Open problem:

What is the reason for the exceptional deformation at λ = −1?
Other exceptional values (λ = 1

2
and −3

2
) come from the isomorphisms

b1/2(2; 2) ≃ h1/2(2|2) = h(2|2) and hλ(2|2) ≃ h−1−λ(2|2), see list (23),

and the existence of an even non-degenerate bilinear form on Π(Vol1/2) which gives rise to
a central extension

0 −→ CK1 −→ po(2|2) −→ h(2|2) −→ 0.

The restriction of the well-known deformation Q— quantization — of po(2|2) to h(2|2) explains
the exceptional deformation at λ = 1

2
. For the proof of the next theorem, see §10.

2.12.1. Theorem (Deformations of bλ(n), after [Ko1, LSh3]). For g = bλ(n), set H =
H2(g; g) for brevity. Then,

1) sdim H = (1|0) for g = bλ(n), except for λ = 0, −1, 1, ∞ for n > 2.
12) For n = 2, in addition to the above, sdim H 6= (1|0) at λ = 1

2
and λ = −3

2
.

2) At the exceptional values of λ listed in heading 1), we have
sdim H = (2|0) at λ = ±1 and n odd, or λ =∞ and n even, or n = 2 and λ = 1

2
or λ = −3

2
.
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sdim H = (1|1) at λ = 0 or λ =∞ and n odd, or λ = ±1 and n even.
Let k = (k1, . . . , kn); we set qk = qk11 · · · qknn and |k| = ∑

ki. The corresponding cocycles C
are given by the following non-zero values in terms of the generating functions f and g, where
d1̄(f) is the degree of f with respect to odd indeterminates only:

bλ(n) p(C) C(f, g)

b0(n) odd (−1)p(f)(d1̄(f)− 1)(d1̄(g)− 1)fg

b−1(n) n + 1 (mod 2) f = qk, g = ql 7−→ (4− |k| − |l|)qk+lξ1 . . . ξn+
τ∆(qk+lξ1 . . . ξn)

b1(n) n + 1 (mod 2) f = ξ1 . . . ξn, g 7−→
{
(d1̄(g)− 1)g, if g 6= af , a ∈ C

2(n− 1)f, if g = f and n is even

b∞(n) n (mod 2) f = τξ1 . . . ξn, g 7−→
{
(d1̄(g)− 1)g, if g 6= af , a ∈ C

2f, if g = f and n is odd

b1/2(2) even induced by the quantization Q of po, see [Fu, Vo, Tyut]
λ generic even see (112), (113)

On b1/2(2) ≃ b−3/2(2) ≃ h(2|2; 1), the cocycle C is the one induced on h(2|2) = po(2|2)/C·K1

by the usual deformation (quantization) of po(2|2) with cocycle Q applied to the nonstandard
regrading po(2|2; 1) with subsequent passage to the quotient modulo the center (spanned by
constants).

3) The space H is diagonalizable with respect to the Cartan subalgebra of der g. Let the
cocycle M corresponding to the main deformation be one of the eigenvectors. Let C be another
eigenvector in H, it determines a singular deformation from item 2). The only cocycles kM+lC,
where k, l ∈ C, that can be extended to a global deformation are those for kl = 0, i.e., either M
or C.

All the singular deformations of the bracket {−,−}old in bλ(n), except the ones for λ = 1
2
or

−3
2
and n = 2, are linear in ~ even if ~ is even:

(112) {f, g}sing~ = {f, g}old + ~ · C(f, g) for any f, g ∈ bλ(n).

2.12.2. Remark: A relation with the Vey cocycle. C. Roger observed that the singular
deformation (quantization) of b0(n) = b(n) is, up to a sign, the wedge product of two 1-cocycles,
the derivations f 7−→ (d1̄(f) − 1)f . He also noted that the cocycle on b1/2(2) ≃ h(2|2; 1)
induced by the quantization of po(2|2) is a straightforward superization of the well-known
Vey’s cocycle [V].

Since the elements of bλ(n) are encoded by functions (for us: polynomials or formal power
series) in τ , q and ξ subject to one relation with an odd left-hand side which contains τ , it
seems plausible that the bracket in bλ(n) can be, at least for generic values of the parameter
λ, expressed solely in terms of q and ξ. This is indeed the case, and here is an explicit formula
(in which {f, g}B.b. is the antibracket and ∆ =

∑
i≤n

∂2

∂qi∂ξi
):

(113)
{f1, f2}mainλ = {f1, f2}B.b. + λ(cλ(f1, f2)f1∆f2 + (−1)p(f1)cλ(f2, f1)(∆f1)f2),
where cλ(f1, f2) =

deg f1−2
2+λ(deg f2−n) ,

and deg is computed with respect to the standard grading deg qi = deg ξi = 1.
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2.12.3. The exceptional nonstandard regradings Regb and Regh. This is a regrading
of ba,b(2) given by the formulas:

(114) deg τ = 0, deg ξ1 = deg ξ2 = −1, deg q1 = deg q2 = 1.

We have the following two cases:

(115)

1) b = 0 or a = b: ba,0(2; Regb) ≃ le(2) and ba,a(2; Regb) ≃ b′∞(2),

in particular, g−2 = 0;

2) a and b generic: g−2 = Span(Leξ1ξ2) and g−1 = Span(Leξ1,Leξ2 ,LeQ1,LeQ2),

where Q1 = Aξ1ξ2q1 +Bτξ2, Q2 = Aξ1ξ2q2 −Bτξ1 with some coefficients A and B determined
by a and b. The bracket on g−1 is determined by the odd form ω = c

∑
dQidξi, so g0 must be

contained in m(2)0. Direct calculations show that sdim g0 = 4|4 and

(116) g0 = spe(2)⊕ CX, where X = Leaτ+b∑ qiξi .

Indeed,

(117) spe(2)0 ≃ sl(2) = Span(Leq1ξ2 ,Leq2ξ1 ,Leq1ξ1−q2ξ2), spe(2)−1 = C · Le1,
and

(118) spe(2)1 = CLeαξ1ξ2P (q)+βτ∆(ξ1ξ2P (q)),

where P (q) is a degree-2 monomial, α, β ∈ C and ∆ =
∑

∂2

∂qi∂ξi
, see eq. (80).

The eigenvalues of X on g−1 are: b− a on (g−1)0̄ and b+ a an (g−1)1̄. Therefore,

(119) ba,b(2; Regb) ≃ b−b,−a(2) ≃ bb,a(2).

For n > 2, as well as for m(n) with n > 1, similar regradings are not of Weisfeiler type, as is
not difficult to see.

The exceptional grading Regb of bλ(2) defines the exceptional grading Regh of the isomorphic
algebra hλ(2|2), see eq. (23).

Thus, the exceptional regradings Regb or Regh do not provide us with new W-graded vectorial
algebras. Still, they are needed to interpret the automorphisms (119).

2.13. The exceptional Lie subsuperalgebra kas of k(1|6). Like vect(1|m;m), the Lie
superalgebra kas is not determined by its non-positive part and requires a closer study. The
Lie superalgebra g = k(1|2n) is generated by the elements of C[t, ξ1, . . . , ξn, η1, . . . , ηn]. The
standard Z-grading of g is induced by the Z-grading of C[t, ξ, η] given by

(120) degKf = deg f − 2, where deg t = 2, deg ξi = deg ηi = 1 for all i.

Clearly, in this grading, g is of depth 2. Let us consider the functions that generate several first
homogeneous components of g = ⊕i≥−2 gi:

(121)
component g−2 g−1 g0 g1

its generators 1 Λ1(ξ, η) Λ2(ξ, η)⊕ C · t Λ3(ξ, η)⊕ tΛ1(ξ, η)

As one can prove directly, the component g1 generates the whole subalgebra g+ = ⊕i>0 gi.
The component g1 splits into two g0-modules g11 = Λ3 and g12 = tΛ1. It is obvious that g12

is always irreducible and the component g11 is trivial for n = 1.
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The partial Cartan prolongs of g11 and g12 are well known (here d(po(0|2n)) is the Lie
superalgebra der (po(0|2n)) = CE ⋊ po(0|2n), where E =

∑
ξi∂ξi +

∑
ηi∂ηi is the grading

operator):

(g− ⊕ g0, g11)
mk
∗ ≃ po(0|2n)⊕ C ·Kt ≃ d(po(0|2n));

(g− ⊕ g0, g12)
mk
∗ = g−2 ⊕ g−1 ⊕ g0 ⊕ g12 ⊕ C ·Kt2 ≃ osp(2n|2).

Observe a remarkable property of k(1|6): only for 2n = 6 the component g11 splits into 2

irreducible modules; we will denote by g
ξ
11 the module containing ξ1ξ2ξ3, and by g

η
11 the module

containing η1η2η3.
Observe further, that g0 = co(6) ≃ gl(4). As gl(4)-modules, gξ11 and g

η
11 are the symmetric

squares S2(id) and S2(id∗) of the tautological 4-dimensional gl(4)-module id and its dual,
respectively.

2.13.1. Theorem (The partial Cartan prolong kas, see [Sh5], [Sh14]). The partial Cartan

prolong kasξ = (g− ⊕ g0, g
ξ
11 ⊕ g12)

mk
∗ is infinite-dimensional and simple. It is isomorphic to

kasη = (g− ⊕ g0, g
η
11 ⊕ g12)

mk
∗ .

Convention. When it does not matter which of the isomorphic algebras kasξ ≃ kasη to take,
we will simply write kas, but by default we are always dealing with kasξ.

2.14. The fifteen W-regradings of exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras.

2.14.1. Theorem (The 15 W-regradings ([Sh14], [CK2])). All W-regradings of the excep-
tional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras are the regradings of their “standard” ambients listed
in table (101).

Thus, there are 5 isomorphism classes of abstract Lie superalgebras consisting of 15 W-
filtered Lie superalgebras. For a proof, see Section 8.1.4.

Table (125) lists the terms gi for −2 ≤ i ≤ 0 of the 15 exceptional W-graded algebras.
Observe that none of the simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras is of depth > 3 and

only two algebras are of depth 3: mb(4|5;K), for which

(122) mb(4|5;K)−3 ≃ Π(idsl(2)),

and another one, kle(9|6;CK) = kle(9|11), for which

(123) kle(9|11)−3 ≃ Π(idsl(2)⊠C[−3]),

where C[−3] ≃ C1 is the module over C θ∂θ ∈ vect(0|1) ⊂ kle(9|11)0, such that (θ∂θ)1 = −31.
Define the representation T 1/2 of vect(0|n) by setting (cf. (47))

(124) T
1/2
D (f vol1/2) = (D(f) + (−1)p(f)p(D)f · 1

2
divD) vol1/2

for any D ∈ vect(0|n). In table (125), the star ⋆ marks the Lie superalgebras g of depth 3
whose components g−3 are described in eqs. (122) and (123).
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(125)

g g−2 g−1 g0 sdim g−

vle(4|3) − Π(Λ(3)/C1) c(vect(0|3)) 4|3
vle(4|3; 1) C[−2] idsl(2;Λ(2)) c(sl(2; Λ(2)))⋉ T 1/2(vect(0|2)) 5|4
vle(4|3;K) idsl(3)⊠C[−2] Π(id∗sl(3)⊠ idsl(2)⊠C[−1]) sl(3)⊕ sl(2)⊕ Cz 3|6
vas(4|4) − spin as 4|4

kas C[−2] Π(id) co(6) 1|6
kas(; 1ξ) Λ(1) idsl(2)⊠ idgl(2;Λ(1)) sl(2)⊕ (gl(2; Λ(1))⋉ vect(0|1)) 5|5
kas(; 3ξ) − Λ(3) Λ(3)⊕ sl(1|3) 4|4
kas(; 3η) − Vol0(0|3) c(vect(0|3)) 4|3
mb(4|5) Π(C[−2]) Vol(0|3)1/2 c(vect(0|3)) 4|5
mb(4|5; 1) Λ(2)/C1 idsl(2;Λ(2)) c(sl(2; Λ(2))⋉ T 1/2(vect(0|2)) 5|6
mb(4|5;K)⋆ idsl(3)⊠C[−2] Π(id∗sl(3)⊠ idsl(2)⊠C[−1]) sl(3)⊕ sl(2)⊕ Cz 3|8

kle(9|6) C[−2] Π(T 0
0 (~0)) svect(0|4)3,4 9|6

kle(9|6; 2) Π(idsl(1|3)) idsl(2;Λ(3)) sl(2; Λ(3))⋉ sl(1|3) 11|9
kle(9|6;K) id Π(Λ2(id∗)) sl(5) 5|10

kle(9|6;CK)⋆ id∗sl(3;Λ(1)) idsl(2)⊠ idsl(3;Λ(1)) sl(2)⊕ (sl(3; Λ(1))⋉ vect(0|1)) 9|11

2.15. W-gradings of serial simple vectorial Lie superalgebras.

2.15.1. Theorem (34 W-gradings). Any Weisfeiler regrading h of a given simple vectorial
Lie superalgebra is one of regradings from Tables (131), (132), (136) and (125).

For its proof, see Section 8.1.4. To facilitate the comparison of various vectorial superalgebras,
we offer the following table (131). The most interesting phenomena occur for extremal values
of r and small values of the superdimension m|n.

The central element z ∈ g0 is supposed to be chosen so that it acts on gk as k · id.
Let Λ(n) := C[ξ1, . . . , ξn] be the Grassmann superalgebra generated by the elements ξi, each

of degree 0. We denote (recall Examples 2.10.1)

(126)

vect(0|n)-modules : Λ(0) := C, T (~0) := Λ(n), T0(~0) := Λ(n)/C · 1,
Vol0(0|n) := {v ∈ Vol(0|n) |

∫
v = 0};

svect(0|n)-modules : T 0
0 (~0) := Vol0(0|n)/C · 1 .

Over svect(0|n), it is convenient to consider Vol0(0|n) as a submodule of Λ(n).
For the range of the parameter r in tables (131) and (132), see table (99). Certain values of r

(namely, r = k − 1 for k(1|2k), as well as r = n− 1 for m(n) and its subalgebras) are excluded
because, for these values of r, the corresponding grading is not a W-grading: the g0-module
g−1 is reducible.

For N = 5′, 3′ and 9: The g0-modules g−1 are described as vect(0|2)-modules.
For N = 16: we set p(µ) ≡ n (mod 2), so µ can be an odd indeterminate. The Lie su-

peralgebras s̃vectµ(0|n) are isomorphic for non-zero values of µ; hence, so are the algebras

s̃bµ(2
n−1−1|2n−1). Hence, for n even, we can set µ = 1, whereas if µ is odd, we should consider

it as an additional indeterminate on which the coefficients depend.
For N = 1, 3, etc.: the symbol idg is short for idg(sdim;Λ(r)).
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For N = 11, etc.: the symbol idosp⊠C[−1] denotes the tensor product of idosp(m−2r|2n;Λ(r)) by
the c-module C[−1], where

c ⊂ c(osp(m− 2r|2n)) ⊂ c(osp(m− 2r|2n; Λ(r))),

with the natural action of vect(0|r) in Λ(r). Line 14 should be similarly understood.
For N = 21, 22: the terms “g−i” denote the superspace isomorphic to the one in quotation

marks, but with the action given by the rules (129) and (130).
For N = 21− 23: denote the tautological k|k-dimensional spe(k)-module by V ; let D =

diag(1k,−1k) ∈ pe(k). Let W = V ⊗ Λ(r) and X ∈ vect(0|r). Let

(127) Ξ = ξ1 · · · ξn ∈ Λ(ξ1, . . . , ξn).

Denote by T r, where r is integer, the representations of vect(0|r) in W in spe(n− r)⊗Λ(r) and
spe(n− r)⊗ Λ(r) given by the formula

(128) T r(X) = 1⊗X +D ⊗ 1

n− r
divX.

g = sle′(n; r)0 for r 6= n− 2. For g0, we have:

(129)

vect(0|r) acts on the ideal spe(n− r)⊗ “Λ(r)′′ via T r, see eq. (128);

any X ⊗ f ∈ spe(n− r)⊗ Λ(r) acts in g−1 as id⊗f and in g−2 as 0;

any X ∈ vect(0|r) acts in g−1 via T r and in g−2 as X .

g = sle′(n;n− 2). For g0, we note that

spe(2) ≃ C(Leq1ξ1−q2ξ2)⋉CLeξ1ξ2,

whereas g−2 and g−1 are as above, for r < n− 2. Set h = C(Leq1ξ1−q2ξ2). In this case

(130) g0 ≃ “ (h⊗ Λ(n− 2)⋉CLeξ1ξ2 ⊗(Λ(n− 2) \ Cξ3 · · · ξn))′′ ⋉ T 1(vect(0|n− 2)).

The action of vect(0|n− 2), the quotient of g0 modulo the underlined ideal in quotation marks
in (130) is performed via (129). In the subspace ξ1ξ2⊗Λ(n−2) ⊂ g0, this action is the same as
in the space of volume forms. So we can consider everything, except for the terms proportional
to Ξ, see eq. (127), or, speaking correctly, take the irreducible submodule of functions with
integral 0.

For N = 27, 32, 33: the terms “gi” denote the superspace isomorphic to the one in quotation
marks, but with the action given by eqs. (129) and (134).

In the exceptional case ar = bn, i.e., λ = 2
n−r , we see that the vect(0|r)-action on the ideal

(cspe(n− r)⊗ Λ(r))⋉ vect(0|r) of g0, and on g−, is the same as for sle′, see eq. (129).
In table (131), to save space in line 18 we denote the pe(n − r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)-module

idpe(n−r;Λ(r)) by idpe, and we use similar abbreviations in other lines.
Non-standard gradings in cases 1–23, with non-Weisfeiler gradings excluded, are shown in

tables (131), (132).
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(131)

N g g−2 g−1 g0

1 vect(n|m; r) − idgl gl(n|m− r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
2 vect(1|m;m) − Λ(m) Λ(m)⋉ vect(0|m)

3 svect(n|m; r), n 6= 1 − idsl sl(n|m− r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
3′ svect(2|1) − Π(T0(~0)) sl(2|1) ≃ vect(0|2)
4 svect′(1|m; r), r 6= m − idsl⊠Λ(r)Vol0(0|r) sl(n|m− r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
5 svect′(1|m;m) − Vol0(0|m) Λ(m)⋉ svect(0|m)

5′ svect′(1|2) − T0(~0) sl(1|2) ≃ vect(0|2)
6 h(2n|m) − idosp osp(m|2n)
7 h(2n|m; r), 2r < m T0(~0) idosp osp(m− 2r|2n; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
8 h(2n|2r; r) − idsp sp(2n; Λ(r))⋉ vect(0|r)
9 hλ(2|2) − Π(Volλ(0|2)) osp(2|2) ≃ vect(0|2)
10 hλ(2|2; 1) − idsp⊠Λ(1) Vol

λ(0|1) sp(2; Λ(1))⋉ vect(0|1)

(132)

N g g−2 g−1 g0

11
k(2n+ 1|m; r) for r 6= k − 1

if m = 2k and n = 0
Λ(r)⊠ C[−2] idosp⊠C[−1] cosp(m− 2r|2n; Λ(r))⋉ vect(0|r)

12 k(1|2m;m) − Λ(m) Λ(m)⋉ vect(0|m)

13 k(1|2m+ 1;m) Λ(m) Π(Λ(m)) Λ(m)⋉ vect(0|m)

14 m(n; r), r 6= n Π(Λ(r)) ⊠ C[−2] idpe cpe(n− r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
15 m(n;n) − Π(Λ(n)) Λ(n)⋉ vect(0|n)
16 s̃bµ(2

n−1 − 1|2n−1) − Π(Vol(0|n))
C(1+µξ1...ξn) vol(ξ)

s̃vectµ(0|n)
17 le(n) − idpe pe(n)

18 le(n; r) Π(T0(~0)) idpe pe(n− r; Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)
19 le(n;n) − Π(T0(~0)) vect(0|n)
20 sle′(n) − idspe spe(n)

21 sle′(n; r), r 6= n− 2, n “Π(T0(~0))” “id⊠Λ(r)” (spe(n− r)⊗ Λ(r)′)⋉ T r(vect(0|r))
22 sle′(n;n− 2) “Π(T0(~0))” “id⊠Λ(r)” see eq. (130)

23 sle′(n;n) − Π(T 0
0 (~0)) svect(0|n)

For N = 24− 34: 1) We assume that λ =
2a

n(a− b)
6= 0, 1, ∞; these three exceptional cases

(corresponding to the “drop-outs” le(n), b′1(n) and b′∞(n), respectively) are considered sepa-
rately.

2) The irreducibility condition of the g0-module g−1 for g = b′∞ excludes r = n− 1.
3) The case where r = n−2 is extra exceptional, so in table (131) we assume, unless otherwise

specified, that

(133) 0 < r < n− 2; additionally a 6= b and (a, b) 6= α(n, n− 2) for any α ∈ C.

For N = 24− 27: we consider ba,b(n; r) for 0 < r < n− 2 and ar− bn 6= 0; in particular, this
excludes b′∞(n;n) = b′a,a(n;n) and b′1(n;n− 2) = b′n,n−2(n;n− 2).
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If z is the central element of cspe(n− r) that acts on g−1 as − id, then

(134) z ⊗ ψ acts on g−1 as − id⊗ψ, and on g−2 as −2 id⊗ψ.

Set

(135) c :=
a

ar − bn
.

Let a · str⊗ id be the representation of pe(n − r) = spe(n − r) ⋉ CD, which is idspe(n−r) on
spe(n− r) and sends D = diag(1n−r,−1n−r) ∈ pe(n− r) to 2a · id.

Non-standard gradings in cases 24–34 are shown in table (136).

(136)

24 bλ(n) Π(C[−2]) id spe(n)⋉C(az + bd)

25
bλ(n; r),

r < n− 2
Π((−c) str) ⊠ Vol2c(0|r)

(((
− c

2

)
str
)
⊗ id

)
⊠Volc(0|r) (pe(n−r)⊗ Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)

26 bλ(n;n) — Π(Volλ(0|n)) vect(0|n)

27
b2/(n−r)(n; r),

r < n− 2
Π(C)⊠ Λ(r) id⊠“Λ(r)” cpe(n− r)⊗ “Λ(r)” ⋉T r(vect(0|r))

28 b′∞(n) Π(C) id spe(n)a,a

29
b′∞(n; r),

r < n− 2
Π(C)⊠ Λ(r) id⊠Λ(r) ((spe(n− r)a,a)⊗ Λ(r)) ⋉ vect(0|r)

30 b′∞(n;n) — Π(Λ(n)) (Λ(n) \ C · Ξ)⋉ svect(0|n)
31 b′1(n) Π(C) id spe(n)n,n−2

32
b′1(n; r)

r < n− 2
“Π(Vol0(0|r))” id⊠“Λ(r)” ((spe(n−r)n,n−2)⊗ “Λ(r)′′) ⋉ T r(vect(0|r))

33 b′1(n;n− 2) “Π(T0(~0))” id⊠“Λ(r)” ((spe(n−r)n,n−2)⊗“Λ(r)”) as in N = 32

with cspe(2) instead of spe(2)

34 b′1(n;n) — Π(Vol0(0|n)) vect(0|n)

2.16. Grozman’s theorems and a description of g as g0̄⊕g1̄. It is convenient to describe
the Lie superalgebra g of twisted multi-vector fields as a vect-module. Similarly, in [CK2] the
exceptional algebras are described as g = g0̄ ⊕ g1̄. For most of the series, such description is of
little value because each homogeneous component g0̄ and g1̄ has a complicated structure. For
the exceptional simple Lie superalgebras, the situation is totally different!

Observe that apart from being beautiful, such a description is useful for constructing simple
Volichenko algebras (inhomogeneous with respect to parity subalgebras of Lie superalgebras),
cf. [LS], and simple Lie algebras in characteristic 2.

In relation to this, we recall a theorem of Grozman. He completely described bilinear differen-
tial operators acting in spaces of tensor fields on any m-dimensional manifold M and invariant
under all changes of coordinates. Since the problem is local, we can assume that M ≃ Cm, see
[BL4]. Miraculously, “most” of the first-order invariant operators determines a Lie superalgebra
on its domain of definition. Some of these superalgebras turn out to be very close to simple.
In the constructions below we use some of these invariant operators.

Let ρ be an irreducible representation of the group GL(n) in a finite-dimensional vector
space V and let λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) be its lowest weight. A tensor field of type ρ (or of type V :
depending on the emphasis) on an n-dimensional connected manifold M is any section t of the
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locally trivial vector bundle over M with fiber V such that, under the change of coordinates,

t(y(x)) = ρ

(
∂y

∂x

)
t(x).

The space of tensor field of type ρ or V will be denoted by T (ρ), or T (V ), or even T (λ).
Examples:

T (µ, . . . , µ) = Volµ, the space of µ-densities;

Ωr := T (0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1), with r symbols 1, is the space of differential r-forms,

in particular, T (0) = Ω0 is the space of functions also denoted by F ;
vect(n) = T (−1, 0, . . . , 0);
Lr := T (−1, . . . ,−1, 0, . . . , 0) with symbols 1, is the space of r-vector fields,

the rth exterior power (over the algebra of functions F = Ω0) of vect(n).

The spaces of twisted r-forms and twisted r-vector fields with twist µ are defined to be,
respectively,

Ωrµ = Ωr ⊗Ω0 Volµ and Lrµ = Lr ⊗Ω0 Volµ .

Obviously, Lrµ ≃ Ωn−rµ−1 and Vol1 = Ωn.
The following statements are excerpts from Grozman’s difficult result [G]. To describe one

of the operators, P4, we need the Nijenhuis bracket, defined by the formula

ωk ⊗ ξ, ωl ⊗ η 7−→ (ωk ∧ ωl)⊗ [ξ, η] +

+
(
ωk ∧ Lξ(ωl) + (−1)kdωk ∧ ιξ(ωl)

)
⊗ η +

(
−Lη(ωk) ∧ ωl + (−1)lιη(ωk) ∧ dωl)

)
⊗ ξ,

where ιX is the inner product by the field X and LX is the Lie derivative along X . The
Nijenhuis bracket admits the following interpretation which makes its invariance manifest: the
operator D : (Ωk ⊗Ω0 vect(M),Ω

.
) −→ Ω

.
given by the formula

D(ωk ⊗ ξ, ω) := d
(
ωk ∧ ιξ(ω) + (−1)kωk ∧ ιξ(dω)

)
= dωk ∧ ιξ(ω) + (−1)kωk ∧ Lξ(ω)

is, for a fixed ωk ⊗ ξ, a superderivation of the supercommutative superalgebra Ω
.
, and the

Nijenhuis bracket is just the supercommutator of these superderivations. So we can identify

Ω
. ⊗Ω0 vect(M) with the Lie subsuperalgebra C(d) ⊂ vect(M̂), where M̂ is the supermanifold

(M,Ω
.
(M)), i.e., C(d) is the centralizer of the exterior differential on Ω

.
(M)):

C(d) = {D ∈ vect(M̂) | [D, d] = 0}.
Dualizations. To any mapping F : T (V ) −→ T (W ) there corresponds the dual mapping

F ∗ : (T (W ))∗ −→ (T (V ))∗. If we consider tensors with compact support, so integration can be
performed, we can identify

(T (V ))∗ ≃ T (V ∗)⊗Ω0 Vol ≃ T (V ∗ ⊗ str),

where str denotes the 1-dimensional gl-module given by the trace (or supertrace, if M is a su-
permanifold). The formal dual is defined to be

(T (V ))∗ := T (V ∗ ⊗ str).

Given a bilinear mapping F : T (V1) ⊗ T (V2) −→ T (W ), it is possible to dualize it with
respect to each argument:

F ∗1 : T (W ∗ ⊗ str)⊗ T (V2) −→ T (V ∗
1 ⊗ str),

F ∗2 : T (V1)⊗ T (W ∗ ⊗ str) −→ T (V ∗
2 ⊗ str).
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2.16.1. Theorem ([G]). The invariant under arbitrary changes of variables irreducible dif-
ferential bilinear operators D : T (ρ1)⊗ T (ρ2) −→ T (ρ3) of order 1 are, up to dualizations and
permutation of arguments, only the following ones:

P1 : Ωr ⊗ T (ρ2) −→ T (ρ3), (w, t) 7−→ Z(dw, t),

where Z is an order-0 operator, the extension of the projection ρ1 ⊗ ρ2 −→ ρ3 onto any of the
irreducible components;

P2 : vect⊗ T (ρ) −→ T (ρ), the Lie derivative;

P3 : T (Sp(id∗))⊗ T (Sq(id∗)) −→ T (Sp+q−1(id∗)), the Poisson bracket;

P4: On manifolds, the bracket in C(d) is called the Nijenhuis bracket. This bracket is

a linear combination of operators P1, P
∗1
1 , their composition with the permutation operator

T (V )⊗ T (W ) −→ T (W )⊗ T (V ), and a new, irreducible, operator denoted P4;

P5 : Ωp ⊗ Ωq −→ Ωp+q+1; ω1, ω2 7−→ (−1)p(ω1)a(dω1 · ω2) + b(ω1dω2), where a, b ∈ C;

P6 : Ωpµ ⊗ Ωqν −→ Ωp+q+1
µ+ν , where |µ|2 + |ν|2 6= 0 and p+ q < n is given by the formula

ω1 vol
µ, ω2 vol

ν 7−→
(
ν(−1)p(ω1)dω1 · ω2 − µω1dω2

)
volµ+ν ;

P7 : Lp ⊗ Lq −→ Lp+q−1 the Schouten bracket;

P8 : Lpµ ⊗ Lqν −→ Lp+q−1
µ+ν , a deformation of the Schouten bracket given by the next formula

on manifolds for p+ q ≤ n, and on supermanifolds of superdimension n|1 for p, q ∈ C:
(137)

X volµ, Y volν 7−→
(
(ν − 1)(µ+ ν − 1) divX · Y + (−1)p(X)(µ− 1)(µ+ ν − 1)X divY − (µ− 1)(ν − 1) div(XY )

)
volµ+ν ,

where the divergence of a multi-vector field f is defined to be

div(f) =
∑

i≤n

∂2f

∂xi
∂x̌i

in local coordinates (x, x̌) on the supermanifold M̌ associated to the sheaf of sections of the
exterior algebra of the tangent bundle on any supermanifold M ; here the checked coordinates
on M̌ are

θi = Π

(
∂

∂xi

)
= x̌i, (see Remark 2.7.4).

2.16.2. Theorem (Lie and associative (super)algebras determined by invariant operators,
[G]). The following natural invariant operators determine associative or Lie superalgebras on
their domains:
P3, P4, P7, and P8 define Lie superalgebras. The vectorial Lie superalgebra C(d) is, however,

not transitive.
P5: For ab = 0 and, of course, |a|2 + |b|2 6= 0, it determines an associative superalgebra

structure.
For a = b 6= 0, it determines the structure of a nilpotent Lie superalgebra on Π(Ω

.
).

The bracket given by dω1 · ω2 − ω1dω2 determines a Lie algebra structure on the space Ω
.
.

P6 multiplied by
µ− ν

µν
determines structures of nilpotent Lie superalgebras on the superspaces

Π

(
⊕
λ∈C

Ω
. ⊗ Volλ /dΩ

.
)
, Ω

.
+ = Π( ⊕

λ>0; λ∈R
Ω
. ⊗Volλ), Ω

.
− = Π( ⊕

λ<0; λ∈R
Ω
. ⊗ Volλ).
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P6 multiplied by
µ− ν

µ+ ν
determines a nilpotent Lie superalgebra structure on

Π

(
dΩ

.⊕ ⊕
λ6=0; λ∈R

Ω
. ⊗ Volλ

)
.

P8 multiplied by
1

µν
determines a nilpotent Lie superalgebra structures on Ω

.
+ and Ω

.
−.

2.16.2a. Remarks. The claims of this Theorem are breezily formulated in the short note [G],
here they are formulated more explicitly. Their proof is done by a direct verification.

The operator P8 is a deformation of the Schouten bracket we considered in bλ(n), so this
simple Lie superalgebra could have been described 20 years earlier than in [LSh3] if more
attention was paid to Grozman’s results.

The operator P6 is the “Fourier transform” of the Schouten bracket.
The divergence of multi-vector fields is the “Fourier transform” of the exterior derivation.
Grozman proved that there are no invariant differential operators of degree > 3, while the

operators of degree 2 and 3 are compositions of degree-1 operators, with one exceptional degree-
3 operator Gz on the line now bearing Grozman’s name. For a version of Grozman’s theorem
over fields of characteristic p > 0, see [BoLe]. For the extension of Grozman’s theorem to
non-differential operators on the line, see [IoMa].

2.17. Weisfeiler-type gradings with infinite-dimensional components. It is sometimes
convenient to consider gradings of our vectorial Lie superalgebras which lead them out of the
GLAPG class, but still preserve the finiteness of the depth and preserve the two characteristic
features of the W-gradings:

(138)

1) for these grading ⊕gi, the subalgebra g≥0 := ⊕
i≥0

gi is maximal;

2) the g0-module g−1 is irreducible. Namely, we set deg xi = 0 for r even
indeterminates x; we denote this grading r̄.

For the exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras, and bλ(n; n̄), the multiplications are
described as follows:

g = kle(5|10): here, g0̄ = svect(5|0) ≃ dΩ3(5|0) and g1̄ = Π(dΩ1(5|0)) with the natural g0̄-

action on g1̄ and the bracket of any two odd elements is given by their product. Since svect(5|0)
preserves the volume element vol and all its powers, we can make, for any permutation (ijklm)
of (12345), the following identification

dxi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk ∧ dxl := dxi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk ∧ dxl ⊗ vol−1 = sign(ijklm)∂xm .

g = vas(4|4): here, g0̄ = vect(4|0) and g1̄ = Ω1(4|0) ⊗Ω0(4|0) Vol
−1/2(4|0) with the natural

g0̄-action on g1̄ and the bracket of odd elements is given by
[

ω1√
vol
,

ω2√
vol

]
=

dω1 ∧ ω2 + ω1 ∧ dω2

vol
,

where we identify

dxi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk

vol
= sign(ijkl)∂xl for any permutation (ijkl) of (1234).

g = vle(3|6): here, g0̄ = vect(3|0)⊕ sl(2)
(1)
≥0, where g

(1)
≥0 = g⊗ C[x1, x2, x3], and

g1̄ =
(
Ω1(3|0)⊗Ω0(3|0) Vol

−1/2(3|0)
)
⊠ id

sl(2)
(1)
≥0
, with the natural g0̄-action on g1̄.

Recall that idsl(2) denotes the irreducible sl(2)-module L1 with highest weight 1; its tensor
square splits into the symmetric square L2 ≃ sl(2) and the exterior square — the trivial module
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L0; accordingly, denote by v1 ∧ v2 and v1 • v2 the projections of v1 ⊗ v2 ∈ L1 ⊗ L1 onto the
anti-symmetric and symmetric components, respectively. For any ω1, ω2 ∈ Ω1 and v1, v2 ∈ L1,
we set [

ω1 ⊗ v1√
vol

,
ω2 ⊗ v2√

vol

]
=

(ω1 ∧ ω2)⊗ (v1 ∧ v2) + (dω1 ∧ ω2 + ω1 ∧ dω2)⊗ (v1 • v2)
vol

,

where we naturally identify Ω0 with Ω3 ⊗Ω0 Vol−1; we also naturally identify Ω2 ⊗Ω0 Vol−1 with
vect(3|0) by setting

dxi ∧ dxj

vol
= sign(ijk)∂xk for any permutation (ijk) of (123).

g = bλ(n; n̄): We have

gi =
(
Π(Λi+1

Ω0 (vect(n|0))
)
⊗ Voliλ

for i = −1, 0, . . . , n− 1. The multiplication is given by Grozman’s operator P8, see (137).
Consider the case where n = 2 more closely. Clearly, one can interchange g−1 and g1; this

possibility explains the isomorphism

(139) bλ(2; 2̄) ≃ b1−λ(2; 2̄),

and hence the mysterious isomorphism hλ(2|2) ≃ h−1−λ(2|2) mentioned in (23).

In particular, we have additional outer automorphisms of b1/2(2; 2̄), whereas for λ =
1

2
and

λ = −3

2
there are nontrivial central extensions of hλ(2|2).

Therefore, for n = 2, to the exceptional values of λ = 0, 1 and ∞ existing for any n > 2, we
should add λ = −1 (for which g1 ≃ Vol, and hence g is not simple) and λ = 2.

g = mb(3|8): See §11.

2.18. On structures preserved. In the space g−1 = Λ(n), the Lie superalgebra g0 = vect(0|n)
preserves the tensor mult of valence (2, 1) that defines the multiplication. If g−1 = Λ(n)/C · 1,
then the structure preserved is the tensor mult′ that defines multiplication on the maximal
ideal of Λ(n).

The exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras g preserve various distributions described
in [KLS]. The structures preserved by the serial simple Lie superalgebras are described by the
structures preserved by g0 on g−1. They are as follows:

(1) The tensor products B ⊗ mult of a bilinear (or a volume) form B preserved (perhaps,
conformally, up to multiplication by a scalar) in the fiber of the vector bundle over a 0|r-
dimensional supermanifold on which the structure governed by mult is preserved,

(2) The tensor mult′, or mult twisted by a λ-density. Observe that the volume element B
can be not only volξ, but also (1 + αξ1 . . . ξn) volξ.

The structures of other types, namely certain pseudodifferential forms preserved by bλ(n),
are already described.

2.18.1. Remark: On Shmelev’s interpretations of hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2). It seemed that
bλ(2) had one more realization: G. Shmelev interpreted hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2) as a deformation
hλ(2|2) of the Lie superalgebra h(2|2) of Hamiltonian vector fields as preserving the pseudodif-
ferential form

dη
2λ−1
1−λ (λdqdp+ (1− λ)dξdη) ;

he also described hλ(2|2) as preserving the pseudodifferential form

dη
1
λ
−2 (dqdp+ dξdη) .

These interpretations are cited (but not used) in [ALSh, Po1], but verification shows that
Shmelev made a mistake calculating Lie derivatives, so these interpretations are wrong.
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3. Step 2. Criterion of infinite dimensionality of the Cartan prolong

In this section, we superize Wilson’s proof of the following Guillemin–Quillen–Sternberg
theorem.

3.1. Theorem (Main technical theorem). Let g = ⊕i≥−d gi be an infinite-dimensional tran-
sitive Lie algebra. Then, there exists an element g ∈ g0 such that rk(adg)|g−1 = 1.

The converse statement is obvious: if such g exists, then, clearly, the Cartan prolong of
(g−, g0) is infinite-dimensional. Indeed, in some basis, g takes the form x∂y and all the elements
xn∂y belong to the Cartan prolong.

3.2. A reformulation of Theorem 3.1. Let A = ⊕i≤0 Ai be a commutative Z-graded
algebra with unit generated by A := A−1 and let M = ⊕i≥k Mi be a Z-graded A-module. (In
the case we are interested in, A = S

.
(g−1) and M = g .) We will say that M is a transitive

module if

Am 6= 0 for any non-zero m ∈Mi and any i ≥ k + 1.

Notice that each element m ∈M determines a linear mapping

m : A −→ M, a 7−→ am.

Clearly, M is transitive if and only if there exists an i ≥ k + 1 and a non-zero m ∈ Mi such
that kerm 6= A.

Now it is clear that Theorem 3.1 can be reformulated in the following equivalent form that
is more convenient for us.

3.2.1. Theorem (Main technical theorem, a version). Let M = ⊕i≥k Mi be a Z-graded
infinite-dimensional transitive A-module. Then, there existsm ∈Mk+1 such that codim kerm = 1;
hence, rk m = 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that k = −1, i.e.,M = ⊕i≥−1 Mi andm ∈M0.
1) Since A is commutative, ker am ⊃ kerm for any a ∈ A and m ∈M .
2) Set ri = maxm∈Mi

{dimkerm}. By the above, ri+1 ≤ ri; hence, the sequence ri stabilizes:
rN = rN+1 = · · · := r for some N . Due to transitivity, r < dimA, so it remains to prove that
r = dimA− 1.

3) We will say that m is maximally degenerate if dim kerm = r.
By step 1), if a ∈ A and m ∈ Mn for n ≥ N + 1 is maximally degenerate, then am is

maximally degenerate too and ker am = kerm.
4) Let m0 ∈MN+l for l ≥ 0 be a maximally degenerate element. For any n ≥ N , set

Vn(m0) := {m ∈Mn | kerm ⊃ kerm0}.
It is clear that any non-zero element m ∈ Vn(m0) is maximally degenerate and kerm = kerm0.

5) The following lemma is crucial in the next item. Actually, this lemma is the key point of
the whole proof of Theorem 3.2.1.

3.2.1a. Lemma (A useful lemma). Let V and W be finite-dimensional vector spaces, and let
U ⊂ Hom(V,W ) be a subspace such that any non-zero homomorphism u ∈ U is a monomor-
phism. Then,

(140) dimU ≤ dimW − dimV + 1.

Proof. (This elegant proof due to J. Bernstein replaces an original elementary but a bit cum-
bersome proof.) Let P (X) be the projective space corresponding to a vector space X .
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Since the mapping U ⊗ V −→ W is a monomorphism for any non-zero u ∈ U , there exists
a mapping i : P (U)× P (V ) −→ P (W ) which for each fixed a ∈ P (U) and b ∈ P (V ) induces
embeddings i1 : a× P (V ) −→ P (W ) and i2 : P (U)× b −→ P (W ).

Let h ∈ H2(P (W )), h1 ∈ H2(P (U)) and h2 ∈ H2(P (V )) be the generators of the respective
cohomology rings. Since i1 and i2 are embeddings, it follows that i∗(h) = h1 + h2.

On the other hand, the only relations h, h1 and h2 satisfy are

hdimW+1 = 0, hdimU+1
1 = 0, hdimV+1

2 = 0.

Hence, replacing h with i∗(h) = h1 + h2 we see that the first equation, i.e., hdimW+1 = 0, is
a new relation only if the inequality (140) holds. �

6) Each m ∈ Vn(m0) determines a monomorphism A/ kerm0 −→ Vn−1(m0). By Lemma
3.2.1a we have

dimVn(m0) ≤ dim Vn−1(m0)− (dimA− r) + 1 =⇒
dimVn−1(m0) ≥ dimVn(m0) + (dimA− r)− 1.

7) Suppose r < dimA − 1. Then, by step 6), dimVn−1(m0) ≥ dimVn(m0) + 1. Let us take
m0 ∈MN+s, where s > 0 is arbitrary. Then, VN+s(m0) 6= 0; hence,

dimMn ≥ dimVN (m0) ≥ VN+1(m0) + 1 ≥ · · · ≥ dimVN+s(m0) + s ≥ 1 + s.

Since dimMN <∞, we get a contradiction. Thus, r = dimA− 1.
8) So for some s ≥ N , we get an element m0 ∈ Ms with codim kerm0 = 1. By transitivity

there are a1, . . . , as ∈ A such that the element m = a1 · · · asm0 ∈ M0 is non-zero. Due to
step 1), kerm ⊃ kerm0 and, by transitivity, kerm 6= A. Then, kerm = kerm0 and m is the
sought-for element. �

3.3. A superization of Wilson’s theorem. Let A = ⊕i≤−1 Ai be the supercommutative
superalgebra generated by A := A−1. Let M ⊕i≥−1 Mi be an A-module. As above, we will
say that M is transitive if kerm 6= 0 for any non-zero m ∈Mi, where i ≥ 0.

3.3.1. Theorem (A superization of Wilson’s theorem). In any infinite-dimensional transitive
graded A-module M , there exists an element m ∈ M0 such that codim kerm = 1|0.
Proof. Let sdimA1̄ = 0|n.

1) Due to supercommutativity of A, we have

(141) a2m = 0 for any a ∈ A1̄ and m ∈M ;

(142) a1 · · · aim = 0 for any m ∈M and a1, . . . , ai ∈ A1̄ if i > n.

2) In view of condition (142) and the transitivity ofM , we see that A0̄m 6= 0 for any m ∈Mi

with i ≥ n.
3) Let A0 ⊂ A be the subalgebra generated by A0̄. Let M̃ = M/ ⊕−1≤i≤n−1 Mi. Let us

consider M̃ as an A0-module and apply Theorem 3.2.1 to M̃ . We get an element m ∈ Mn+1

such that dim(kerm∩A0̄) = dimA0̄−1. If kerm∩A1̄ 6= A1̄, then there exists a1 ∈ A1̄ such that
a1 /∈ kerm. Then, a1m 6= 0 and, thanks to condition (141), we see that ker a1m ⊃ kerm⊕Ca1.

Similarly, for i ≤ n, there exist a1, . . . , ai such that

m1 = a1 · · · aim 6= 0 and kerm1 ⊃ kerm+ A1̄.

Notice that m1 ∈ Ms, where s = n + 1 − i > 0. Hence, kerm1 6= A; thus, codim kerm1 = 1|0.
Now we can complete the proof in the same way as in step 8) of the proof of Theorem 3.2.1. �
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3.4. Corollary (Existence of a rank-1 operator with even covector). Let g = ⊕i≥−1 gi be
a transitive infinite-dimensional Z-graded Lie superalgebra with dim gi < ∞ for all i. Then,
there exists v∗ ⊗ w ∈ g0, where v ∈ (g−1)0̄ and w ∈ g−1.

4. Step 3. Main reduction: the three cases

4.1. Lemma (Corollaries of simplicity). If g∗ = ⊕−1≤i≤k gi, where k ≥ 1, is simple, then
1) [g−1, g1] = g0;
2) the representation of g0 in g−1 is irreducible, i.e., g≥ = ⊕i≥0 gi is a maximal Lie subsu-

peralgebra;
3) the representation of g0 in g−1 is faithful.

Proof. When one of the conditions 1)− 3) is violated, it is easy to find an ideal in g∗.
If 1) fails, take i = g−1 ⊕ [g−1, g1]⊕ (⊕i>0 gi).
If 2) or 3) fails, take i = ⊕n≥0 in, where the in are recursively defined (here ρ is the g0-action

on g−1) by

i−1 =

{
a g0-invariant subsuperspace, in case 2),

0, in case 3);

i0 =

{
g0, in case 2),

ker ρ, in case 3);

in = {g ∈ gn | [g−1, g] ⊂ in−1} for n ≥
{
0, in case 2),

1, in case 3).

The Jacobi identity implies the inclusion

[g−1, [gk, in]] ⊂ [gk−1, in] + [gk, [g−1, in]];

the double induction on k and n shows that i is an ideal in g∗. �

The conditions 2) and 3) of Lemma 4.1 allow us to think of g0 as of an irreducible linear
Lie superalgebra, i.e., as a subalgebra of gl(V ), where V = g−1, such that the tautological
gl(V )-module V is irreducible.

4.1.1. Notation. The four cases. Consider the following four cases:
1) Let V1 and V2 be linear superspaces, V = V1⊗V2. The tensor product of the gl(Vi)-actions

on V1 ⊗ V2 gives us a representation of gl(V1)⊕ gl(V2):

ρ(A,B) = A⊗ 1V2 + 1V1 ⊗ B for any A ∈ gl(V1), B ∈ gl(V2).

It is clear that ρ has a 1-dimensional kernel C(1V1, −1V2). Denote:

gl(V1)
⊙

gl(V2) := ρ(gl(V1)⊕ gl(V2)).

2) The space of all operators in a superspace V can be endowed with the following two
structures: that of the Lie superalgebra gl(V ) and that of the associative superalgebra Mat(V ).
We will carefully distinguish them. (Recall that we endow with the superscript L (resp., SL)
the Lie algebra (resp., Lie superalgebra) constructed on the space of an associative algebra
(resp., superalgebra) with the dot product replaced by the bracket (resp., superbracket). In
particular, Mat(V )L = gl(V ). Various superstructures on V induce non-isomorphic, in general,
superstructures on both Mat(V ) and the associated Lie superalgebra gl(V ) := Mat(V )SL, as is
clear in the supermatrix format.)
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Let V0 be a (1, 1)-dimensional superspace; define the two associative subsuperalgebras:

A ⊂ Mat(1|1) = Mat(V0) = Span

{(
a b

b a

)
| a, b ∈ C

}
,

C(A) ⊂ Mat(1|1) = Mat(V0) = Span

{(
c d

−d c

)
| c, d ∈ C

}
.

Set J :=

(
0 1

−1 0

)
and Π :=

(
0 1

1 0

)
; clearly, 12 and J generate A, while 12 and Π generate

C(A). Note that

J2 = −1, Π2 = 1; JΠ = ΠJ = 0,

and therefore A ≃ C(A) over C and [A, C(A)] = 0; this justifies our notation: C(A) is the
centralizer of A in Mat(1|1).

If V1 and V2 are linear superspaces of superdimension mε and n, respectively, then the Lie
superalgebras (Mat(V1)⊗A)SL and (C(A)⊗Mat(V2))

SL of the operators acting in V1⊗V0 and
V0 ⊗ V2, respectively, can be identified with q(m) and q(n), respectively.

Now, let V := V1 ⊗ V0 ⊗ V2. Then, a natural q(n1)⊕ q(n2)-action ρ in V is defined:

ρ

((
A B

B A

)
,

(
C D

D C

))
:= (A⊗ 1V0 +B ⊗ J)⊗ 1V2 + 1V1 ⊗ (1V0 ⊗ C +Π⊗D)

for any

(
A B

B A

)
∈ q(m) and

(
C D

D C

)
∈ q(n).

(143)

This representation has a 1-dimensional kernel. Denote

(144) q(n1)
⊙

q(n2) := ρ(q(n1)⊕ q(n2)).

3) Let V1 be a linear superspace of superdimension (r, s), let n = gl(V1)⊗Λ(n), k = vect(0|n)
and let g = n ⋉ k with the natural action of k on the ideal n. The Lie superalgebra g has
a natural faithful representation ρ in the linear superspace V = V1 ⊗ Λ(n) defined for any
A⊗ ϕ ∈ n, D ∈ k, and v ⊗ ψ ∈ V by the formulas

ρ(A⊗ ϕ)(v ⊗ ψ) = (−1)p(ϕ)p(v)Av ⊗ ϕψ,
ρ(D)(v ⊗ ψ) = −(−1)p(D)p(v)v ⊗D(ψ).

In what follows, we will always identify the elements of g with their images under ρ. Therefore,
we will consider g as embedded in gl(V ).

4) Let hei(0|2n) = Span(ξ1, . . . , ξn; η1, . . . , ηn; z) be the Heisenberg superalgebra, with the
non-zero relations [ξi, ηj] = δijz. The nontrivial irreducible finite-dimensional representation of
hei(0|2n) that maps z to the operator of multiplication by 1 is realized in Λ(ξ) via

ξi 7−→ ξi, ηi 7−→ ∂i.

The normalizer of hei(0|2n) in gl(Λ(n)) is g = hei(0|2n) ⋉ o(2n) or, in terms of differential
operators:

hei(0|2n)⋉ o(2n) = Span(1, ξi, ∂i, ξi∂j , ∂i∂j , ξiξj)
n
i,j=1.

4.2. Theorem (Irreducible linear Lie superalgebras). Let g ⊂ gl(V ) be an irreducible linear
Lie superalgebra that is neither almost simple nor a central extension of an almost simple Lie
superalgebra. Then, g is contained in one of the following four Lie subsuperalgebras of gl(V ):

1) g ⊂ gl(V1)
⊙

gl(V2) ⊂ gl(V ) for any V1, V2 such that V = V1 ⊗ V2 and dimVi > 1 for
i = 1, 2;
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2) g ⊂ q(m)
⊙

q(n) ⊂ gl(V ), where V = V1 ⊗ V0 ⊗ V2 for any V0, V1, V2 such that

sdimV0 = (1, 1), sdimV1 = mε, sdim V2 = n and mn > 1;

3) g ⊂ gl(V1) ⊗ Λ(n) ⋉ vect(0|n) ⊂ gl(V ) for any V1 and n such that V = V1 ⊗ Λ(n); the
natural representation of g in V is induced;

4) g ⊂ hei(0|2n)⋉ o(2n) ⊂ gl(V ) for n > 1, where V ≃ Λ(n) or Π(Λ(n)).

For proof, see Subsection 4.3.

4.2.1. Corollary (The 3 cases). If g ⊂ gl(V ) is an irreducible linear superalgebra with a rank-
1 operator in V , then only one of the following 3 cases is possible:

1) the tautological representation of g in V is induced;
2) g is almost simple or a central extension of an almost simple Lie superalgebra;
3) sdim V = (2, 2) and g ⊂ hei(0|4)⋉ o(4).

Indeed, none of the following matrix Lie superalgebras

gl(V1)
⊙

gl(V2) with dimVi > 1 or q(n1)
⊙

q(n2) with n1n2 > 1

have operators of rank 1; the only possibility for the Lie superalgebra g = hei(0|2n)⋉ o(2n) to
have a rank-1 operator occurs for n = 2.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.2 ([ShM]). In this Subsection, g ⊂ gl(V ) is an irreducible linear
Lie superalgebra, and ρ is its tautological representation in superspace V . We will assume that
dimV > 1, because the case where dimV = 1 is trivial. By hypothesis, g contains an ideal k.

Our proof of Theorem 4.2 is based on the following result — a superization of a statement
well-known from Dixmier’s book [Di, Subsection 5.4.1].

4.3.1. Theorem (The 3 cases of irreducible linear Lie superalgebras: A, B, C). Let g ⊂ gl(V )
be an irreducible linear Lie superalgebra, ρ its tautological representation (in particular, ρ is
faithful). Let k be an ideal of g and dim k > 1. Then, only one of the following 3 cases is
possible:

A) ρ|k is a multiple of an irreducible k-module τ and the multiplicity of τ is > 1;
B) there exists a subalgebra h ⊂ g such that k ⊂ h and ρ ≃ indg

h σ for an irreducible h-
module σ;

C) ρ|k is irreducible.

Proof. The argument, see [ShM], follows the lines of [Di, Subsection 5.4.1] with one novel case:
irreducible modules of Q-type might occur. Fortunately, to treat them is quite straightforward
and we would rather save paper by omitting the verification. �

We will say that the representation ρ is of type A, B, or C with respect to the ideal k if the
corresponding case of Theorem 4.3.1 holds. Lemmas 4.3.1a, 4.3.1b, and 4.3.3a deal with types
A, B, and C, respectively.

4.3.1a. Lemma (Case A). If ρ is of type A with respect to the ideal k, then for some V1 and
V2, either g ⊂ gl(V1)

⊙
gl(V2) or g ⊂ q(V1)

⊙
q(V2).

Proof. Let V be the superspace on which τ acts. Then, V = V1 ⊗ U for some U and

ρ(h)(v ⊗ u) = τ(h)v ⊗ u for any h ∈ k, v ∈ V1, u ∈ U, i.e.,

(145) the operators ρ(h) are of the form τ(h)⊗ 1U .

On the other hand, g is the stabilizer of τ . So, for any g ∈ g, there exists s(g) ∈ EndV1 such
that τ([g, h]) = [s(g), τ(h)] for any h ∈ k.
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Let us consider the operator T (g) = ρ(g)− s(g)⊗ 1U in V . For h ∈ k, we have

[T (g), ρ(h)] = [ρ(g)− s(g)⊗ 1U , ρ(h)] = ρ([g, h])− [s(g), τ(h)]⊗ 1U = 0 ,

i.e., T (g) commutes with all the operators of the form ρ(h), where h ∈ h, and, since τ is
irreducible, T (g) is of the form

T (g) =

{
1V1 ⊗ A(g), if τ is of G-type,

1V1 ⊗ A(g) + J ⊗ B(g), if τ is of Q-type,

where J is an odd generator of C(τ), the centralizer of τ .
Therefore, ρ(g) is of the form

(146) ρ(g) =

{
s(g)⊗ 1U + 1V1 ⊗ A(g), if τ is of G-type,

s(g)⊗ 1U + 1V1 ⊗ A(g) + J ⊗ B(g), if τ is of Q-type.

Formulas (145)–(146) show that g is contained in
{
gl(V1)

⊙
gl(V2) ⊂ gl(V ), where V2 = U , if τ is of G-type,

q(V1)
⊙

q(V2) ⊂ gl(V ), where V2 = Span(1, J)⊗ U , if τ is of Q-type. �

4.3.1b. Lemma (Case B). If ρ is of type B with respect to the ideal k, then

g ⊂ gl(V )⊗ Λ(n)⋉ vect(0|n) for some V and n.

Proof of this lemma follows from the definition of the induced representation. �

4.3.2. Completion of the proof of Theorem 4.2. It remains to consider the case where ρ
has the following property: for any ideal k ⊂ g, either ρ is of type C with respect to k or ρ|k is
the multiple of a character.

Let r be the radical of the linear Lie superalgebra g.

4.3.2a. Lemma (On the radical r in cases A and C). If the radical r is commutative and ρ
is of type A or C with respect to r, then dim r = 0 or 1.

Proof follows from the facts that any irreducible module over a commutative Lie superalgebra
is 1-dimensional (even or odd) and ρ is faithful. �

4.3.3. When the radical r is not commutative. In this case, consider the derived series
of r:

r ⊃ r1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ rk ⊃ rk+1 = 0, where ri+1 = [ri, ri].

Clearly, each ri is an ideal in g and the last non-zero ideal, rk, is commutative.

4.3.3a. Lemma (Case C). If ρ is of type C with respect to rk−1 and ρ|rk is scalar, then
either rk−1 ≃ hei(0|2n) or rk−1 ≃ hei(0|2n− 1), and
either V ≃ Λ(n) or V ≃ Π(Λ(n)).

In these cases, g ⊂ hei(0|2n)⋉ o(2n).

Proof. We see that if the restrictions ρ|ri are irreducible for all i, then
1) dim rk = 1 because ρ is faithful;
2) rk−1 = hei(0|m) for some m;
3) ρ|rk−1

is irreducible and faithful, so it can be realized in the superspace of functions, Λ(n),
or in Π(Λ(n)), where n = ⌊m

2
⌋+ 1;

4) g ⊂ hei(0|2n) ⋉ o(2n), i.e., g is contained in the normalizer of hei(0|2n) in the spinor
representation of o(n). �
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4.3.4. Lemma (Ideal of type A or B). Let dim r ≤ 1, i.e., g is either semi-simple or a central
extension of a semi-simple Lie superalgebra, but NOT almost simple or a central extension of
an almost simple Lie superalgebra. Then, there exists an ideal k such that ρ is of type A or B
with respect to k.

Proof. Let dim r = 0, i.e., let g be semi-simple. As g is not almost simple, then, see Subsec-
tion 2.4, the following alternative arises:

(147)
either g contains an ideal k of the form k = h⊗ Λ(n) with simple h and n > 0,

or g = ⊕j≤k sj , where each sj is almost simple and k > 1.

4.3.5. Lemma (Irreducible representation of type B). If g = ⊕j≤k sj and k ≥ 2, then any
irreducible faithful representation of g is of type B with respect to any its ideal sj.

Proof. Since the stabilizer of any irreducible representation of sj is the whole g, the type of any
irreducible representation of g with respect to sj can be either B or C. Due to faithfulness of
the representation, type C is ruled out. �

4.3.6. Lemma (No faithful irreducible representations). Let h be a simple Lie superalgebra
and let k = h⊗ Λ(n). Then, k has no faithful irreducible finite-dimensional representations.

For proof, see Subsection 4.3.9a; let us pass to corollaries.

4.3.7. Corollary (No type A irreducible representations: conditions). If g contains an ideal k
of the form described in eq. (147), then g cannot have any faithful irreducible finite-dimensional
representation of type A with respect to the ideal k.

4.3.8. Corollary (Lemma 4.3.4 holds for semi-simple Lie superalgebras). Lemma 4.3.6 and
Corollary 4.3.7 prove Lemma 4.3.4 for semi-simple Lie superalgebras.

4.3.9. Lemma (A useful fact). For any simple Lie superalgebra h, we have

[h1̄, h1̄] = h0̄ and [h0̄, h1̄] = h1̄ .

Proof is obvious and so is left to the reader. (Or see [K3].) �

4.3.9a. Proof of Lemma 4.3.6. For n > 0, the Lie superalgebra k contains a supercommu-
tative ideal

n1 = h⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn.
Moreover, if n > 2, then g contains a supercommutative ideal

n2 = h⊗ Λn−1(ξ)⊕ n1.

Thanks to Theorem 4.2, any irreducible representation ρ of k in the superspace V is obtained
as follows: take an irreducible representation (character χ) of an ideal ni, the stabilizer stk(χ),
and an irreducible representation ρ̃ of stk(χ) whose restriction to ni is a multiple of χ. Then,

ρ = indk
stk(χ)

(ρ̃) for some ρ̃.

Let us show that if dimV < ∞, then χ|h⊗ξ1···ξn = 0. Since h ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn is an ideal in k, this
would contradict faithfulness of ρ. Indeed, dimV <∞ if and only if stk(χ) ⊃ k0̄.

1) n = 2k + 1. For any f ∈ h and g = h⊗ 1 ∈ h0̄ ⊗ 1, we have

0 = χ([g, f ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn]) = χ([h, f ]⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn),
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implying that

χ|[h0̄,h1̄]⊗ξ1···ξn
(Lemma 4.3.9)

= χ|(h1̄⊗ξ1···ξn) = 0.

Since χ is a character, it follows that χ|h0̄⊗ξ1···ξn = 0, hence χ|h⊗ξ1···ξn = 0.
2) n = 2k > 2. For any pair

g = h⊗ l1(ξ) ∈ h1̄ ⊗ Λ1(ξ) ⊂ k0̄,

g1 = h1 ⊗ ln−1(ξ) ∈ h1̄ ⊗ Λn−1(ξ) ⊂ (n2)0̄,

we have

0 = χ([g, g1]) = ±χ([h, h1])⊗ l1(ξ)ln−1(ξ),

i.e.,

χ|[h1̄,h1̄]⊗ξ1···ξn = χ|h0̄⊗ξ1···ξn = 0 .

But χ is a character; therefore,

χ|h1̄⊗ξ1···ξn = 0, and, finally, χ|h⊗ξ1···ξn=0.

3) n = 2. Then, k contains a commutative ideal n = h⊗ ξ1ξ2; let χ be a character of n.
If χ generates a finite-dimensional representation of k, then stk(χ) ⊃ k0̄, i.e.,

(148) χ([f, g ⊗ ξ1ξ2]) = 0 for any f ∈ h0̄, g ∈ h.

If g ∈ h1̄, then eq. (148) holds automatically by the parity considerations. Let g ∈ h0̄. Then,
nevertheless,

χ([f, g ⊗ ξ1ξ2]) = χ([f, g]⊗ ξ1ξ2) = 0,

and therefore χ|[h0̄,h0̄]⊗ξ1ξ2 = 0.
Set

m := h⊗ (Λ1(ξ)⊕ Λ2(ξ)).

Clearly, m is an ideal of k, and stn(χ) = m. Therefore, the irreducible representation ρ of m
given by χ is such that ρ|n is a multiple of χ. Let

n1 := h0̄ ⊗ Λ1(ξ)⊕ ([h0̄, h0̄]⊕ h1̄)⊗ Λ2(ξ).

Clearly, n1 is an ideal in m, and

[n1,m] ⊂ ([h0̄, h0̄]⊕ h1̄)⊗ Λ2(ξ) ⊂ ker χ.

Thus, n1 ⊂ ker ρ since the subspace V ρ(n1) = {v ∈ V | ρ(n1)v = 0} is ρ(n1)-invariant and
non-zero. But m/n1 is a solvable, and by the super analog of Lie’s theorem (for its formulation
and proof over C, see [S0]) any of its irreducible finite-dimensional representations is of the
same form as χ. Let it be χ, for definiteness sake.

This means that χ|[h1̄,h1̄]⊗Λ2(ξ) = 0, i.e., χ|h⊗Λ2(ξ) = 0, and since h⊗ ξ1ξ2 is an ideal in k, the
representation of k given by χ cannot be faithful. Lemma is proved. �

4.4. Central extensions of semi-simple Lie superalgebras. Let g be a Lie superalgebra,
and let r be its radical of dimension 1. Then, g̃ = g/r is semi-simple by definition.

First, consider the case where g̃ = ⊕i≤k si with each si being almost simple and k > 1. Let
π : g −→ g̃ be the natural projection. The Lie superalgebra k := π−1(s1) is an ideal in g and
dim k > 1.

4.4.1. Lemma (No type C irreducible representations). If k > 1, then ρ cannot be irreducible
of type C with respect to k = π−1(s1).
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Proof. Set g+ = ⊕i≥1 (si)0̄. Clearly, [s1, g+] = 0. Since ρ(r) acts by scalar operators and ρ
is a finite-dimensional representation, it follows that [π−1(g+), k] = 0, i.e., ρ(π−1(g+)) consists
of intertwining operators of ρ|n, i.e., ρ(π−1(g+)) = C · 1 and, since ρ is faithful, π−1(g+) = r

implying g+ = 0. �

4.4.2. The case where g̃ contains an ideal k of the form described in eq. (147). The
central extension is defined by a cocycle c : g̃× g̃ −→ C. The cocycle condition reads

c(f, [g, h]) = c([f, g], h) + (−1)p(f)p(g)c(g, [f, h]) for any f, g, h ∈ g̃.

As earlier, we assume that g has a faithful finite-dimensional representation; so the restriction
of c to g̃0̄ × g̃0̄ is zero. Moreover, c|g̃0̄×g̃1̄

= 0, by parity considerations. Therefore,

(149) c|g̃0̄×g̃ = 0.

4.4.2a. Lemma (Technical). In the notation of Lemma 4.3.6, set Lm := h⊗ Λm(ξ1, . . . , ξn).
Then, c|Ln×Ln = 0.

Proof. If n = 2k + 1, the condition (149) means that

c|h1̄⊗Λn(ξ)×h1̄⊗Λn(ξ) = 0.

Let g1̄, h1̄ ∈ h1̄ and h0̄ ∈ h0̄. Then,

c(f0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [g1̄, h1̄]⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn) = −c(f0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [g1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, h1̄]) =
−c([f0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, g1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn], h1̄)− c(g1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [f0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, h1̄]) = 0.

Since h0̄ = [h1̄, h1̄] (by Lemma 4.3.9), it follows that c|Ln×Ln = 0.
If n = 2k, the condition (149) means that

c|h0̄⊗Λn(ξ)×h0̄⊗Λn(ξ) = 0.

Let f1̄, h1̄ ∈ h1̄ and g0̄ ∈ h0̄. Then,

c(f1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [g0̄, h1̄]⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn) = −c(f1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [g0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, h1̄]) =
−c([f1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, g0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn], h1̄)− c(g0̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, [f1̄ ⊗ ξ1 · · · ξn, h1̄]) = 0.

Since h1̄ = [h0̄, h1̄] (by Lemma 4.3.9), it follows that c|Ln×Ln = 0. �

4.4.2b. Lemma (Technical). For any m = 0, 1, . . . , n and k = n−m, n−m+ 1, . . . , n, we
have c|Lk×Lm = 0.

Proof. We will argue by reverse double induction on k and m. For k = m = n, Lemma 4.4.2a
gives the statement.

Suppose the statement is true for all k > k0 and k0 +m ≥ n. Let us show that it is true for
k = k0 as well. Observe that, see Subsection 2.4, g̃ contains n elements ηi such that

adηi |h = ∂ξi +Di, where Di ∈ vect(0|n) and degDi > 0

in the standard grading of vect(0|n).
Let ϕ ∈ Λk0+1(ξ1, . . . , ξn), ψ ∈ Λm(ξ1, . . . , ξn); let g, h ∈ h be such that p(g ⊗ ψ) = 0̄ and

p(h⊗ ψ) = 1̄. Then, we have

c([ηi, g ⊗ ϕ], h⊗ ψ) = (−1)p(g)c(g ⊗ ηi(ϕ), h⊗ ψ) =
(−1)p(g)

(
c(g ⊗ ∂ϕ

∂ξi
, h⊗ ψ) + c(g ⊗Diϕ, h⊗ ψ)

)
.

The term Diϕ ∈ (⊕s≥k0+1 Λs(ξ)) from the last summand vanishes by the induction hypothesis.
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On the other hand,

(150) c([ηi, g ⊗ ϕ], h⊗ ψ) = c(ηi, [g ⊗ ϕ, h⊗ ψ]) + c([ηi, h⊗ ψ], g ⊗ ϕ).
Since deg ϕ+degψ = k0 + 1+m > n, we see that [g⊗ϕ, h⊗ψ] = 0. The second summand in
the right-hand side of (150) vanishes thanks to condition (149). So

c(g ⊗ ∂ϕ

∂ξi
, h⊗ ψ) = 0 for any g ⊗ ∂ϕ

∂ξi
∈ Lk0

1̄
and h⊗ ψ ∈ Lm1̄ . �

4.4.2c. Lemma (Technical). The ideal k has no faithful irreducible finite-dimensional repre-
sentations.

Proof reproduces the proof of Lemma 4.3.6 word-for-word with the help of Lemmas 4.4.2a and
4.4.2b. �

4.4.3. Corollary (No type C representations). The representation ρ cannot be of type C with
respect to the ideal k.

Lemmas A, B, C (i.e., 4.3.1a, 4.3.1b, 4.3.3a) combined with Lemmas 4.3.2a and 4.3.4 prove
Theorem 4.2. �

5. Step 4. Prolongation of the induced representations

In this step we describe all the simple infinite-dimensional Z-graded Lie superalgebras of
depth 1 for which the irreducible representation of g0 on g−1 is induced from a representation
of a subsuperalgebra h ⊂ g0.

But, first of all, we describe certain universal Lie superalgebras.

5.1. Universal property of vect, k and m. Let g be a Z-graded transitive Lie superalgebra,
and let g−1 be an irreducible g0-module. The following universal properties are immediate
consequences of the definition of Cartan prolongations.

1) If g = ⊕∞
−1≤i gi and sdim g−1 = (m|n), then g ⊂ vect(m|n).

2) If g = ⊕∞
−2≤i gi and g<0 = hei(2m|n), then g ⊂ k(2m+ 1|n).

3) If g = ⊕∞
−2≤i gi and g<0 = ba(n), then g ⊂ m(n).

The following are all the Lie superalgebras with “big” nonpositive part:
1◦) Let g = ⊕∞

−1≤i gi and sdim g−1 = (m|n). Moreover, let g0 ⊃ sl(m|n) and dim g = ∞.
If m > 1, then, g = vect(m|n), or svect(m|n), or d(svect(m|n)) := svect(m|n) ⋉ CE, where
E :=

∑
1≤i≤m+n xi∂xi .

If m = 1, two more possibilities appear: g = svect′(1|n) or d(svect′(1|n)) := svect′(1|n)⋉CE.
2◦) Let g = ⊕∞

−2≤i gi ⊂ k(2m+ 1|n) be such that g≤0 = k(2m+ 1|n)≤0 and dim g =∞. Let
either m 6= 0 or m = 0 but n 6= 6; then, g = k(2m+1|n) or g = d(po(2m|n)) := po(2m|n)⋉CE,
where E :=

∑
1≤i≤2m+n xi∂xi , where the xi are all indeterminates except t. If m = 0 and n = 6,

then g = kas.
3◦) If g = ⊕∞

−2≤i gi ⊂ m(n) is such that g<0 = ba(n), dim g = ∞ and g is simple, then
g = m(n), or g = b∞(n), or g = bλ(n) for λ 6= 0.

5.2. Lemma (Technical). Let g = ⊕∞
−1≤i gi be a Z-graded transitive Lie superalgebra, and

let W ⊂ g−1 be a subsuperspace. Let F ∈ gk, where k > 0, be such that [w, F ] = 0 for any
w ∈ W . Then, for any u ∈ g−1, the element [u, F ] commutes with any w ∈ W .

Proof. By the Jacobi identity

[w, [u, F ]] = (−1)p(w)p(u)[u, [w, F ]] + [[w, u], F ] = 0.
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More explicitly, Lemma 5.2 says that if the expression of F does not involve certain indetermi-
nates, then [∂i, F ] does not involve those indeterminates either, for any i. �

5.3. Theorem (On 3 prolongations: cases a), b), c)). Let ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξk) and sdim V = m|n,
where (m|n) 6= (1|0) or (0|1). Then,

a) (Λ(ξ),Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ))∗ = k(1|2k; k).
b) (Π(Λ(ξ)),Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ))∗ = m(k; k).
c) (V ⊗ Λ(ξ), gl(V )⊗ Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ))∗ = vect(m|n+ k; k).

Proof. It is clear that the Lie superalgebras in the right-hand sides of the isomorphisms a)–c)
are subalgebras of the respective Lie superalgebras in the left-hand side.

Let g = ⊕∞
−1≤l gl be one of the superalgebras in the left-hand sides of the isomorphisms

a)–c). Let

(151)
y = − idV ⊗1 ∈ gl(V )⊗ Λ(ξ),

x = Σξi∂ξi ∈ g0.

Then, ady determines the Z-grading of g we consider in cases a)–c), while adx determines
a Z-grading of each component gl:

gl,i = {g ∈ gl | adx(g) = i · g}.
Note that g−1 = ⊕i≥0 g−1,i and g0 = ⊕i≥−1 g0,i. Set

W := g−1,0 ⊕ g−1,1 = (V ⊗ 1)⊕ (V ⊗ Λ1(ξ)).

We see that g0 does not contain non-zero elements that commute with W . Hence, by
Lemma 5.2, none of the gl for l > 0 contains non-zero elements that commute with W . But if
gl = ⊕i≥−s gl,i, then the components gl+1,t with t < −s− 1 should commute with W . Hence,
gl+1 = ⊕i≥−s−1 gl+1,i and gl = ⊕i≥−l−1 gl,i.

5.3.1. Cases a) and b) of Theorem 5.3. Consider the operator T = ad2y+x, see eq. (151).
Its eigenvalues are integers and, in each gl, there are ≥ l− 1 linearly independent eigenvectors.
Set

gTs = {g ∈ g | T (g) = s · g}.
Clearly, gTs ⊂ ⊕−1≤l≤s+1 gl and dim gTs < ∞. Hence, we obtain a new Z-grading: gT =
⊕∞

−2≤s gTs in g. The negative part of this Z-grading is as follows, where π is a natural projection,
see Subsection 4.4:

gT−2 = g−1,0 =

{
C · 1, in case a),

C · π(1), in case b);

gT−1 = g−1,1 ⊕ g0,−1 =

{
Span(ξ1, . . . , ξk, ∂ξ1, . . . , ∂ξk), in case a),

Span(π(ξ1), . . . , π(ξk), ∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξk), in case b).

Let us check that gT is transitive, i.e.,

(152) if g ∈ gTl with l ≥ 0 and [gT−1, g] = 0, then g = 0.

Indeed, for g ∈ g satisfying (152), we have [W, g] = 0; hence, g ∈ g−1. But only the subspace
gT−2 = g−1,0 ⊂ g−1 commutes with the ∂ξi for all i.
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Due to the universal property of the Lie superalgebras of series k and m (see Subsection 5.1)
this means that

gT ⊂
{
k(1|k), and thus gT = k(1|k), in case a),

m(k), and thus gT = m(k), in case b).

5.3.2. Case c) of Theorem 5.3. Set W0 = g−1,0 = V ⊗ 1.

5.3.2a. Lemma (Technical). If sdim V 6= (1|0) or (0|1) and F ∈ g1 is such that [F,W0] = 0,
then F = 0. In particular, g1,−2 = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2, the element [F, v ⊗ ϕ] ∈ g0 commutes with W0 for any v ∈ V and
ϕ ∈ Λ(ξ). Hence, [F, v ⊗ ϕ] belongs to vect(0|k) ⊂ g0.

Denote Dv,ϕ := [F, v ⊗ ϕ]. By transitivity, Dv,ϕψ 6= 0 for some v ∈ V and ϕ, ψ ∈ Λ(ξ). Take
u ∈ V linearly independent with v. Then (the symbol ± stands for a sign inessential to us
here),

(153) [[F, v ⊗ ϕ], u⊗ ψ]± [v ⊗ ϕ, [F, u⊗ ψ]] = ±u⊗Dv,ϕψ ± v ⊗Du,ψϕ 6= 0.

By the Jacobi identity, the expression (153) should vanish. This contradiction completes the
proof. �

Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3.2a together mean that none of the components gl with l > 0 contains
elements that commute with W0. Hence, the least degree of Z-grading with respect to ξ in gl+1

cannot be less than same in gl for l ≥ 0. Thus, gl = ⊕i≥−1 gl,i.
Consider the operator T = ady+x, see eq. (151). Its eigenvalues are integers and, in each gl,

there are ≥ l − 1 linearly independent eigenvectors. So, as in cases a) and b) of Theorem 5.3,

dim gTs = dim{g ∈ g | T (g) = s · g} <∞.
Hence, in g, we get a new Z-grading gT . The negative part of this Z-grading is

gT−1 = g−1,0 ⊕ g0,−1 = V ⊗ 1⊕ Span(∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξk).

Moreover, by Lemma 5.3.2a, the elements of g that commute with W0 = V ⊗ 1 ⊂ gT−1 form
the subspace g−1 ⊕ vect(0|k). We can directly verify that the elements of this subspace that
commute with all the ∂ξi span gT−1. Hence, gT is transitive. Due to the universality property
of the Lie superalgebra vect(m|n+ k), see Subsection 5.1, this means that gT ⊂ vect(m|n+ k);
thus, gT = vect(m|n+ k). �

5.4. Corollary (Technical). Let ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξk).
1) If g ⊂ k(1|2k; k) with g−1 = k(1|2k; k)−1 = Λ(ξ) is such that g1 does not contain non-zero

elements that commute with all elements of W0 = C · 1 ⊂ g−1, then g ⊂ vect(1|k; k).
2) If g ⊂ m(k; k) with g−1 = m(k; k)−1 = Π(Λ(ξ)) is such that g1 contains no non-zero

elements that commute with all elements of W0 = C · Π(1) ⊂ g−1, then g ⊂ vect(0|k + 1; k);
hence, dim g <∞.

Proof is the same as that in case c) of Theorem 5.3. �

5.5. Back to the classification. Let, as above, ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξk) and let V be an m|n-
dimensional linear superspace with coordinates u = (u1, . . . , un+m).

5.5.1. Theorem (3 more cases). Let g = ⊕∞
−1≤i gi be a simple infinite-dimensional transitive

Z-graded Lie superalgebra with g−1 = V ⊗ Λ(ξ) and g0 ⊂ gl(V )⊗ Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ).
1) If dim V > 1, then g is either vect(1|n + k; k), or svect(m|n + k; k) for m > 1, or

svect′(1|n+ k; k);
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2) if sdim V = (1, 0), then g is either vect(1|k; k), or svect′(1|k; k), or k(1|2k; k), or kas(; 3ξ).
3) if sdim V = (0, 1), then g is either m(k; k), or bλ(k; k) for λ ∈ CP1 \ {0}.

Proof. Case 1). By Theorem 5.3 we see that g ⊂ vect(m|n + k; k). Thus, we can use the
realization of the elements of g by vector fields in indeterminates u, ξ. The Z-grading with
respect to ξ in each degree-l component vect(m|n+ k; k)l determines a filtration in gl ⊂ g.

Let gr(g) = ⊕∞
−1≤l(⊕i gr(g)l,i) be the corresponding bigraded Lie superalgebra, i.e.,

gr(g)l,i =
gl ∩ ⊕j≥i vect(m|n+ k; k)l,j
gl ∩ ⊕j>i vect(m|n+ k; k)l,j

.

By Lemma 5.3.2a, the g0-module g−1 is irreducible. This gives the following conditions on
gr(g)0,∗ := ⊕i gr(g)0,i:

(154)

gr(g)0,−1 = Span(∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξk) = vect(m|n+ k; k)0,−1,

gr(g)0,0 ⊂ vect(m|n+ k; k)0,0 = gl(V )⊕ gl(ξ) = gl(m|n)⊕ gl(0|k),
gr(g)0,0 acts irreducibly in V ⊗ 1 ⊂ g−1.

Without loss of generality we can assume that

(155) the gr(g)0,0-module gr(g)0,−1 = Span(∂ξi | i = 1, . . . , k) is irreducible.

Indeed, if it is reducible and, e.g., Span(∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξs) is a submodule, then

g ⊂
(
(gl(V )⊗ Λ(ξ1, . . . , ξs)⋉ vect(ξ1, . . . , ξs))⊗ Λ(ξs+1, . . . , ξk)

)
⋉ vect(ξs+1, . . . , ξk).

So we set Ṽ = V ⊗ Λ(ξ1, . . . , ξs) and ξ̃ = (ξs+1, · · · , ξk). Now, use the condition [g−1, g1] = g0.
As we saw in the proof of Theorem 5.3,

vect(m|n+ k; k)1 = ⊕
i≥−1

vect(m|n+ k; k)1,i,

and gr(g)0,−1 can be obtained only by bracketing

gr(g)−1,0 = V ⊗ 1 = Span(∂u1 , . . . , ∂um+n
)

with

vect(m|n+ k; k)1,−1 = Span(ui∂ξj | all possible i, j).
By condition (154), for each j = 1, . . . , k, there exist elements uα∂ξj ∈ gr(g)1,−1 of the form

uα∂ξj for any α = 1, . . . , m+ n and j = 1, . . . , k,

and gr(g)0,0 irreducibly acts on V ⊗ 1, see assumption (155).
Hence, gr(g)1,−1 = vect(m|n+ k; k)1,−1.
Thus, for any α, β = 1, . . . , m+ n and i, j = 1, . . . , k, we have

[ξi∂uβ , uα∂ξj ] = δαβξi∂ξj − (−1)(p(uα)+1)(p(uβ )+1)δijuα∂uβ ∈ gr(g)0,0.

Consequently,

gr(g)0,0 ⊃ (gl(V )⊕ gl(ξ)) ∩ svect(m|n + k).

Now, consider the regrading gT of gr(g) into the standard Z-grading of vect(m|n+ k). Then,

gT−1 = gr(g)−1,0 ⊕ gr(g)0,−1 = vect(m|n + k; k)−1,

gT0 = gr(g)−1,1 ⊕ gr(g)0,0 ⊕ gr(g)1,−1 ⊃ sl(m|n+ k).

Next, by the universality property 1◦), see Subsection 5.1, we see that

gr(g) = vect(m|n), or svect(m|n), or d(svect(m|n)), where m > 1.
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If m = 1, then there are two more possibilities:

gr(g) = svect′(1|n) and d(svect′(1|n)) := svect′(1|n)⋉ CE for E :=
∑

xi∂xi.

Case 2). If sdim V = (1|0), then g−1 = Λ(ξ) and g0 ⊂ Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(0|k).
By Corollary 5.4, if the component g1 does not contain non-zero elements that commute

with g−1,0 = C · 1, then g ⊂ vect(1|k; k) and, by the above arguments, either g = vect(1|k; k) or
svect′(1|k; k).

Suppose the component g1 contains non-zero elements that commute with g−1,0 = C · 1.
Then, g ⊂ k := k(1|2k; k).

In terms of the standard indeterminates t, ξ1, . . . , ξk, η1, . . . , ηk for k(1|2k), we have

k−1 = g−1 = Λ(ξ),

Λ(ξ)⊗ (t−
∑

ξiηi) ≃ Λ(k) ⊂ k0,

Λ(ξ)⊗ Λ1(η) ≃ vect(0|k) ⊂ k0;

g1 = t⊗ Λ(ξ)
⊕

t⊗ Λ(ξ)⊗ Λ1(η)
⊕

Λ(ξ)⊗ Λ2(η).

The subspace W1 ⊂ k1 of elements that commute with g−1,0 coincides with Λ(ξ)⊗ Λ2(η).
Consider gr(g). By conditions (154), gr(g)0,−1 = Span(η1, . . . , ηk), and ηi acts in W1 as ∂ξi .
Since g1 ∩W1 6= 0, we see that g1 ∩ k1,−2 6= 0, where k1,−2 = Λ2(η)⊗ 1. Hence, gr(g)1,−2 6= 0.

Set

(156) h := ⊕
−1≤i≤k−1

hi, where hi = gr(g)0,∗ ∩ Λ1(η)⊗ Λ(ξ).

Clearly, h ⊃ [g−1, gr(g)1,−2].

5.5.1a. Lemma (Technical). The component hk−2, see eq. (156), is not contained in svect(0|k)k−2.
In particular, hk−2 6= 0.

Proof. Let X = ξ1 · · · ξk ∈ g−1. Then,
[
X,

∑

i<j

αijηiηj

]
= (−1)k+1

∑

i<j

αij

(
∂X

∂ξi
ηj − ∂X

∂ξj
ηi

)
7−→

D := (−1)k+1
∑

i<j

αij

(
∂X

∂ξi
∂ξj − ∂X

∂ξj
∂ξi

)
.

But divD = 2(−1)k+1
∑

i<j αij
∂2X

∂ξi∂ξj
. So divD = 0 if and only if αij = 0 for all i, j. Since

gr(g)1,−2 6= 0, this proves the lemma. �

We have established that:
1) h ⊂ vect(0|k),
2) h−1 = vect(0|k)−1 and h−1 is an irreducible h0-module,
3) hk−2 is not contained in svect(0|k)k−2.

Comparing these properties 1)–3) with the list of simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras, we
conclude that h = vect(0|k) for k > 3. If k = 3, then h can also be equal to sl(1|3) ⊂ vect(0|3).

Anyway, gr(g)0,∗ ⊃ Λ1(η)⊗ Λ1(ξ) ≃ gl(k). Thus, by the irreducibility of the exterior square
of the tautological gl(k)-module, gr(g)1 ⊃ Λ2(η).

The irreducibility of the g0-module g−1 means that gr(g)0,∗ should contain at least some
elements of Λ(ξ)⊗ (t−∑ ξiηi). Hence, t ∈ gr(g)0,∗.
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Now we are able to consider the regrading gT of gr(g) into the standard Z-grading of k(1|2k).
By the above, gT≤0 = k(1|2k)≤0. Hence, g

T is either k(1|2k) or kas ⊂ k(1|6), and therefore either
g = k(1|2k; k) or kas(; 3ξ), respectively.

Case 3). If sdim V = 0|1, then g−1 = Π(Λ(ξ)) and g0 ⊂ Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ), so g ⊂ m(k; k). The

rank-1 operators with even covector acting in Λ(ξ)⋉vect(ξ) are of the following form for n even
(resp., odd)

gi = ξ1 · · · ξn∂i, (resp., hi = ξ1 . . . ξ̂i . . . ξn∂i) for i = 1, . . . , n.

By Theorem 3.1, the Lie superalgebra g0 contains at least one of them. Assumption (155)
implies that g0 contains either all the gi or all the hi.

a) Let g0 ⊃ Span(g1, . . . , gn). Then, from conditions (154) we deduce that g0 ⊃ vect(ξ1, . . . ξn).
Since the g0-module g−1 is irreducible, it follows that g0 = Λ(ξ)⋉ vect(ξ).

b) For the same reason as in case a), if g0 ⊃ Span(h1, . . . , hn), then g0 ⊃ svect(ξ), and the
following cases are possible:

1) g0 ≃ vect(ξ) realized as {v + λ · div (v) | v ∈ vect(ξ) for λ 6= 0},
2) g0 ≃ Vol0(0|n)⋉ svect(ξ),

3) g0 ≃ Λ(ξ)⋉ svect(ξ).

In all these cases, g0 is Z-graded by powers of ξ and g0,0 ⊃ sl(0|k) ≃ sl(k). Due to Corollary 5.4,
g1,−2 6= 0; hence, g1,−2 = S2(id).

Consider the regrading gT of g into the standard Z-grading of m(k). We get gT<0 = m<0 and
g0 ⊃ spe(k). Then, by the universality property 3◦), see Subsection 5.1, g is either m(k) or
bλ(k), where λ ∈ CP1 \ {0}. �

5.6. Corollary (Solvable g0). For the simple vectorial Lie superalgebra g with W-filtration,
the Lie superalgebra g0 is solvable only in the following cases:11

g = vect(1|1), svect′(1|2; 1), vect(1|2; 1)
and the respective g0 is isomorphic to

gl(1|1), sl(1|1)⊗ Λ(1)⋉ vect(0|1), gl(1|1)⊗ Λ(1)⋉ vect(0|1).

6. Step 5. Prolongations of almost simple Lie superalgebras and their
central extensions

In this step, we consider two essentially different cases: vectorial and non-vectorial Lie su-
peralgebras (Steps 5B and 5A, respectively).

Let g be an almost simple Lie superalgebra or a central extension of an almost simple finite-
dimensional Lie superalgebra (they are listed in table (264)). Let T be a faithful irreducible
representation of g in a finite-dimensional superspace V . Our goal is to describe all the col-
lections (g, T, V ) for which there exists an element g ∈ g such that T (g) ∈ gl(V ) is a rank-1
operator with an even covector.

Irreducible representations of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras and their “relatives” —
central extensions of almost simple Lie superalgebras connected to them — are completely
described, see Subsection 12.5. From this description we easily deduce the list of admissible
collections (g, T, V ).

For non-vectorial Lie superalgebras, there is a complete description of the typical (i.e.,
generic) representations (see [S1], where the pioneering results of F. Berezin and general ones

11Note that if p = 2, there are examples of simple Lie superalgebras g with solvable g0̄, see [BGL, BGLLS].
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due to V. Kac are presented with corrections and more lucidly; for a modern treatment of
the problem, see [SeVe]). But (bar a couple of exceptions) the rank-1 operators occur, if ever,
in atypical representations whose description was only conjectural when this paper was being
written (for reviews covering various aspects of the problem, see [L2], [KW], [Se5]).

Though we believed in the validity of the remarkable general character formula due to Penkov
and Serganova (at that time conjectural, now proved), our proof in Step 5A did not appeal to
the description of irreducible representations. Inevitably then, the proof is rather lengthy, it
occupies the rest of this Section.

Our method of description and of search for such collections (g, T, V ) is based on pretty
straightforward considerations which, nevertheless, provide us with essential restrictions on the
weight diagram of T .

6.1. Proposition (List of rank-1 operators: Non-vectorial Lie superalgebras). Let T be
a faithful irreducible representation of g in a finite-dimensional superspace V . For the almost
simple non-vectorial Lie superalgebra g0 or any central extension of such, the representations
(T, V ) with a rank-1 operator T (g), where g ∈ g0, with an even covector are exactly those from
Table (157), where the action of the generator z of the center of g0 on g−1 is normalized to be
equal to − id.

(157)

V = g−1 g0 (g−1, g0)∗

id or id∗ sl(m|n) and gl(m|n) svect(m|n) and vect(m|n)
Π(id) or Π(id∗) sl(n|m) and gl(n|m) svect(n|m) and vect(n|m)

id ospa(m|2n) h(2n|m)

cospa(m|2n) d(h(2n|m))

id spea(n) and pea(n) sle(n) and le(n)

id c(spea(n)) and c(pea(n)) d(sle(n)) and d(le(n))

spinλ, λ 6= 0 as vle(4|4)

Proof of Step 5A. We only have to test the simplicity of the prolongs (g−1, g0)∗. �

6.1.1. Proposition (On rank-1 operators). Let T be a faithful irreducible representation of
g in a finite-dimensional superspace V . If T (g) contains an odd operator of rank 1, then either

(1) T (g) contains an even operator of rank (1, 0) and an even operator of rank (0, 1), or
(2) T (g) contains an even operator of rank (1, 1).

Proof. Let ξ ∈ g1̄ be such that rkT (ξ) = 1, i.e., T (ξ)v = α(v)∂ξ, where α ∈ V ∗. In other
words, T (ξ) = α⊗ vξ. Let η ∈ g1̄, where vξ ∈ V is a fixed non-zero vector. Then,

T ([η, ξ]) = T (η)T (ξ) + T (ξ)T (η).

Consider the two operators

(158)
Aη(v) = T (η)T (ξ)v = α(v) · T (η)vξ,
Bη(v) = T (ξ)T (η)v = α(T (ηv))∂ξ.

Clearly, for each fixed η, both Aη and Bη are of rank ≤ 1; besides, they act in the spaces of
opposite parity.
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6.1.2. Lemma (Technical). Let T be a faithful irreducible representation of g in a finite-
dimensional superspace V . Let W = ∩η∈g1̄ ker T (η) and U = T (g1̄)V . Then, the subspaces U
and W are g-invariant.

Proof. Since T is irreducible, it follows that U = V and W = 0. Now, the g1̄-invariance is
obvious. Let g ∈ g0̄, ξ ∈ g1̄, v ∈ V and u = ξv ∈ U . We claim that gu ∈ U . Indeed,

gu = gξv = ξgv + [g, ξ]v ∈ T (g1̄)V = V,

because gv ∈ V and [g, ξ] ∈ g1̄.
Let w ∈ W , g ∈ g0̄. Let us show that gw ∈ W . Indeed,

η(gw) = g(ηw) + [η, g]w = 0

because ηw = 0 and [η, g] ∈ g1̄. Hence, gw ∈ W . �

6.1.2a. Corollary (On rank-1 operators). There exist η1, η2 ∈ g1̄ such that rkAη1 = 1 and
rkBη2 = 1, see (158).

To complete the proof of Proposition 6.1.1, note that if rkBη1 = 1 (resp., rkAη2 = 1), then

rkT ([η1, ξ]) = rk(Aη1 +Bη1) = (1, 1) (resp., rkT ([η2, ξ]) = (1, 1),

whereas if rkBη1 = rkAη2 = 0, then the operators T ([η1, ξ]) and T ([η2, ξ]) are of rank 1 and
act on the spaces of opposite parity. �

6.1.2b. Corollary (On infinite prolongation of depth 1). Let T be a faithful irreducible rep-
resentation of g0 in a finite-dimensional superspace g−1. If dim(g−1, g0)∗ =∞, then there exists
an element g0 ∈ g0 such that rk(T (g0))|(g−1)0̄ = 1 and rk(T (g0)|(g−1)1̄ ≤ 1.

6.2. Proposition (On rank-1 operators in reductive algebras). Let Gj for j = 1, . . . , k be
simple Lie algebras (not superalgebras), let r be a solvable Lie algebra and let g = r⊕ (

⊕
Gj)

be their direct sum. Let T be a (perhaps, reducible) representation of g in a space V with
a rank-1 operator. Then, either

1) there exists a 1-dimensional g-invariant subspace of V , or
2) up to renumbering, G1 = sl(n) or sp(2n) and V = W ⊕ U , where U = ker T (G1) and W

is isomorphic, as a g-module, to either id⊗χ0 ⊗ λ or id∗⊗χ0 ⊗ λ, where id is the tautological
representation of G1 and χ0 is the zero 1-dimensional representation of G2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Gk, and λ
is a character of r.

Proof. For any semi-simple Lie algebra gss := G1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Gk, any of its finite-dimensional rep-
resentations is completely reducible, and hence the sum of gss with r is direct; therefore, V can
be represented in the form V = ⊕i Vi, where T |Vi = τ i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ τ ik ⊗ τ ir and τ ij is an irreducible

representation of Gj and τ
i
r is an irreducible representation of r.

Since T contains a rank-1 operator, so does the restriction T |Vi0 for some i0. Therefore, at

most one of the modules given by τ i01 , . . . , τ i0k , τ i0r can be of dimension > 1.
If dim τ i01 = · · · = dim τ i0k = dim τ i0r = 1, then dim Vi0 = 1 and possibility 1) of Proposition 6.2

is realized.
If dim τ i01 = · · · = dim τ i0k = 1, but dim τ i0r > 1, then, since r is solvable, Vi0 contains a 1-

dimensional r-submodule V0. Since gssVi0 = 0, it follows that V0 is a g-submodule, i.e., once
again the same possibility 1) of Proposition 6.2 is realized.
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Finally, let dim τ i0j0 > 1 for some j0. Let us show that in this case possibility 2) or Proposi-
tion 6.2 is realized. Indeed, up to a renumbering of the subalgebras Gj, we can assume that
j0 = 1. Then,

dim τ i02 = · · · = dim τ i0k = dim τ i0r = 1

and the image T (g)|Vi0 is isomorphic to either G1 or to its trivial central extension c(G1).
Moreover, T (G2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Gk)|Vi0 = 0 and T (r)|Vi0 = λ is a character.

Since there are only three series of simple infinite-dimensional Lie algebras with W-filtration
of depth one, it follows that a faithful irreducible representation τ of the Lie algebra h contains
a rank-1 operator if and only if for a character λ of h we have one of the following:

h = sl(n) and τ = id or id∗,

h = gl(n) and τ = id⊗λ or id∗⊗λ,
h = sp(2n) and τ = id ≃ id∗,

h = csp(2n) and τ = id⊗λ.
In our case of the Lie algebra g, the role of h is played by the image T (G1)|Vi0 and we see

that G1 is isomorphic to either sl(n) or sp(2n), while T (G1)|Vi0 is either id or id∗.
Thus, we take Vi0 for the role of W . To complete the proof, it suffices to observe that the

rank of any operator T (g) is calculated by the formula

rkT (g) =
∑

1≤i≤k
rkT (g)|Vi,

and therefore T (g)|Vi = 0 for i 6= i0. �

6.3. The cases of Proposition 6.2: two regular and two exceptional subcases. Now,
let us return to the situation of interest to us: g is an almost simple Lie superalgebra or a central
extension thereof, and T its a faithful representation of g in a finite-dimensional superspace
V such that among the operators T (g) with g ∈ g, there is a rank-1 operator with an even
covector.

Consider the restriction T |g0̄ . Thanks to Proposition 6.2, the representation of g0̄ in the
subspace V0̄ must have a rank-1 operator, whereas the representation of g0̄ in the whole space
V has either a rank (1, 0) operator or a rank (1, 1) operator. Moreover, from Table (264) we see
that g0̄ is always of the form G1⊕ · · · ⊕Gk ⊕ r, where the Gi are simple and r is a solvable Lie
algebra (r can be zero and is almost always commutative). Hence, Proposition 6.2 is applicable
to the g0̄-action in the spaces V0̄ and V1̄.

Let, as in Proposition 6.2, gss = G1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Gk. Consider, separately, the two cases corre-
sponding to the possibilities of Proposition 6.2:

1) among the operators T (gss), there are no operators of rank (1, 0) or (1, 1);

2) among the operators T (gss), there is an operator of rank (1, 0) or (1, 1).

6.3.1. Case 1) of Proposition 6.2. As is clear from the above discussion of the possible cases
of this Proposition, if we are in the setting of case 1), then the operator of rank (1, 0) or (1, 1)
is in this case of the form T (h), where h ∈ r. Moreover, since T is irreducible, then h cannot
belong to the center of the whole algebra g.

This possibility 1) is realized in the following regular subcases (as follows from the classifica-
tion of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras and their central extensions, see Table (264)):

g = sl(m|n) for m 6= n, gl(m|n), osp(2|2n), c(osp(2|2n))
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and also in the exceptional subcases, to be considered separately:

a) psl(2|2) ⊂ g ⊂ der psl(2|2) and 1 ≤ dim g/psl(2|2) ≤ 2,

b) the same as in a), but with c(psl(2|2)) instead of psl(2|2).

6.3.1a. The regular subcases. In these subcases, g is of the form g = g−1 ⊕ g0 ⊕ g1, where
g0 = g0̄, and therefore g1̄ = g−1 ⊕ g1. Then, under a proper normalization, the operator h acts
as the grading operator:

[h, g] = ±g for any g ∈ g±1.

Let W0̄ = Cw0 be a 1-dimensional g0̄-invariant subspace of V0̄ and h · w0 = λw0. Then,

h(gw0) = g(hw0) + [h, g]w0 = λ(gw0)± (gw0) = (λ± 1)(g · w0),

i.e., on each of the subspacesW−1 = g−1W andW1 = g1W the operator h acts as multiplication
by a scalar.

Consider the action of gss on W±1. If g0 ∈ gss and ξ ∈ g±1, then

g0(ξw0) = ξ(g0w0) + [g0, ξ] · w0 = [g0, ξ]w0.

Hence, the subspaces W±1 are g0̄-invariant and the representation of gss in W±1 is isomorphic
to the quotient representation of gss in g±1.

Since in all the cases considered the representation of gss in g±1 is irreducible, we see that
either W±1 = 0 or dimW±1 = dim g±1 > 1.

To ensure that rkT (h) = 1 or (1, 1), we should have λ = ±1; moreover, if λ + k 6= 0,
then Wk = 0 for k = ±1. Hence, g1̄W0̄ = W−λ and h|W−λ

= 0. Then, h|g±1·W−λ
= ± id and

g±1W−λ ⊂ V0̄.
But since rkT (h)|V0̄ = 1, we get

gλW−λ = W0̄, g−λW−λ = 0 and g21̄W0̄ = W0̄.

Therefore, Wλ ⊕W0̄ is invariant under the whole g; hence, V =Wλ ⊕W0̄ and sdimV = (1, n),
where n = dim g1 = dim g−1.

Thus,

g ⊂ gl(1|n) and dim g1̄ = 2n = dim gl(1|n)1̄.
Therefore, either g = sl(1|n) or gl(1|n), and either T = id or T = id∗ (recall how the action of
the center is normalized, see Proposition 6.1).

6.3.1b. The exceptional subcases. These cases are related to the simple Lie superalgebra
psl(2|2) whose Lie superalgebra of outer derivations is isomorphic to sl(2).

Subcase a): psl(2|2) ⊂ g ⊂ der psl(2|2) and 1 ≤ dim g/psl(2|2) ≤ 2.
Subcase b): cpsl(2|2) ⊂ g ⊂ der cpsl(2|2) and 1 ≤ dim g/cpsl(2|2) ≤ 2. Let z be the central

element of g.
Let r0 ⊂ sl(2) be a subalgebra of the Lie algebra of outer derivations of psl(2|2) such that

1 ≤ dim r0 ≤ 2. Let

r =

{
r0, in subcase a),

r0 ⊕ Cz, in subcase b).

Denote by R0 = idsl(2) |r0 the restriction of the tautological representation of sl(2) to r0. Then,
g0̄ = sl1(2)⊕ sl2(2)⊕ r0 and gss = sl1(2)⊕ sl2(2) ≃ o(4), where the indices label copies of sl(2)



The classification of simple Lie superalgebras of polynomial vector fields over C 75

and — in what follows shortly — their tautological modules. Let χ0 be the trivial character of
Cz; then, as g0̄-module, g1̄ is isomorphic to id1⊠ id2⊠R, where

R =

{
R0, in subcase a),

R0 ⊗ χ0, in subcase b).

Set X =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
∈ sl(2) and Y =

(
0 1

0 0

)
∈ sl(2). Clearly, up to the choice of a basis in g1̄,

there are three essentially distinct possibilities for r0:
1) r0 = Span(X, Y );
2) r0 = CX ;
3) r0 = CY .
Recall that we are looking for an irreducible representation T of g in a superspace V such

that T (g0̄) contains an operator of rank (1, 0) or (1, 1) whereas T (gss)|V0̄ has no such operators.
Then, the operator of rank (1, 0) or (1, 1) is T (r), where r ∈ r0. Without loss of generality

we can assume that either r = X or r = Y .
If r = X , then the arguments used in the regular case are applicable and we conclude that

g has no such representations.
Let r = Y . Let, as in the general case, W0̄ = Cw0 ⊂ V0̄ be a 1-dimensional g0̄-invariant

subspace. Then, T (gss)w0 = 0, and the representation T determines a character χλ,α of r via
the formulas

T (z)w0 = χλ,α(z)w0 = λw0 for λ 6= 0,

T (Y )w0 = χλ,α(Y )w0 = αw0.

(Clearly, if dim r0 = 2, then α = 0.)
Consider the g0̄-submodule g1̄W0̄ ⊂ V1̄. It is isomorphic to a quotient of the g0̄-module

g1̄ ⊗W0̄ = id1⊠ id2⊠(R ⊗ χλ,α).
Therefore, the following three cases are possible:

1) g1̄W0̄ = 0. Then, W0̄ is a g-invariant. Hence, V =W0̄ and T is not faithful.
2) g1̄W0̄ ≃ g1̄ ⊗W0. Then,

rk T (Y )|g1̄⊗W0 =

{
4, if α = 0

8, if α 6= 0.

Both these possibilities contradict our assumption on the rank.
3) g1̄W0̄ ≃1 ⊠ id2⊠χλ,α. If α 6= 0, then rk T (Y )|g1̄W0̄

= 4. Hence, α = 0, in other words,
T (Y )|W0 = T (Y )|g1̄W0̄

= 0. Set

(159) gY := Im adY ⊂ g1̄.

Then,

T (Y )W0̄ = T (Y )g1̄W0̄ − g1̄T (Y )W0̄ = 0.

Thus, w0 is the highest weight vector in T .
In subcase a) this means that T is 1-dimensional, and therefore not faithful.
In subcase b), let c be the cocycle that determines the central extension of psl(2|2) to sl(2|2).

As is clear from Table (264),

(160) c|g1̄×gY = 0.
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Let g−Y ⊂ g1̄ be a gss-invariant subspace complementary to gY . Then, g1̄W0̄ = g−YW0̄ by
definition (159). Take some non-zero ξ ∈ gY and η ∈ g−Y . Then,

ξηw0 − ηξw0 = [ξ, η]w0 = c(ξ, η) · λw0.

By condition (160), both Y and all the elements ξ ∈ gY annihilate the space g1̄W0̄. Hence, g1̄W0̄

generates a g-invariant subspace in V which does not containW0̄. This contradicts irreducibility
of T .

Conclusion: in none of the exceptional subcases g has irreducible representations we are
looking for.

6.3.2. Case 2) of Proposition 6.2. Due to Proposition 6.2, gss = G1 ⊕ gcomp, where G1 =
sl(n) or sp(2n) and the complementary Lie algebra gcomp is either semi-simple or zero. So
V = W ⊕ U for (decomposable) G1–module W and gcomp-module U , where T (G1)|U = 0, the
gss-module W0̄ is isomorphic to either id⊗χ0 or id∗⊗χ0 and the gss-module W1̄ is either zero
or isomorphic to either id⊗χ0 or id∗⊗χ0.

Consider the weight diagrams of V0̄ and V1̄ with respect to gss. Denote by ε1, . . . , εn the
standard vectors that span the space dual to the Cartan subalgebra of G1, see [OV], and by
δ1, . . . , δN the similar vectors for gcomp. (Clearly, if gss is simple, and therefore gcomp = 0, these
complementary vectors δi are absent.) Then, the collection of weights (with respect to gss) in
W0̄ and W1̄ is as follows (with multiplicity one):

G1 =

{
sl(n) : either ε1, . . . , εn or −ε1, . . . ,−εn;
sp(2n) : ε1, . . . , εn and −ε1, . . . , −εn.

In the spaces U0̄ and U1̄, all the weights are of the form ϕ(δ1, . . . , δN), i.e., depend only on the
δ’s. The weight diagram of such a form will be referred to as a desirable one. Let α be an odd
root of g and ξα the corresponding root vector; let λ be a weight of V and vλ a corresponding
weight vector. Then, ξαvλ is a weight vector of weight λ + α.

6.3.3. The scheme of our further considerations. Case-by-case study. 1) We start
with a g0̄-invariant subspace W0̄ whose weights we know.

2) We apply g1̄ to this subspace and get a subspace of V1̄. By comparing the desirable weight
diagram of V1̄ with weights λ′ of the form λ + α we get an information about possible weight
diagrams of g1̄W0̄.

3) By applying item 2) to a g0̄-invariant subspace of g1̄W0̄, we deduce that:
a) g21̄W0̄ =W0̄, and therefore V =W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄;
b) a description of the weight diagram of V .
4) Since the dimension of V is very low and its homogeneous components are irreducible

with respect to g0̄, a direct verification and dimension considerations quickly bring about the
result. If these considerations are not conclusive, we compare the superspace V obtained, the
highest weights with respect to g0̄ of its homogeneous components we know, with the irreducible
g-modules with the same highest weights. Since all such modules are quotients of the induced
modules, it suffices to investigate only what Rudakov called singular vectors (see the review
[GLS3]) of two induced modules.

6.3.3a. G1 = sp(2n). In this case, g is either osp(m|2n) or osp(m|2n)⊕ Cz. The weights λ
of W0̄ are ±ε1, . . . ,±εn .
m > 2. For osp(2m|2n), the odd roots are of the form α = ±εi ± δj . For osp(2m+ 1|2n), to

the roots of this form we must add the roots α = ±εi.
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Thus, the only sums λ+ α that are desirable weights are

λ′ =

{
±δj , for osp(2m|2n),
±δj and 0, for osp(2m+ 1|2n).

By considering the sums λ′′ of the form λ′ + α, we see that, among them, the only desirable
weights are those of the form ±εi. Since they are of multiplicity 1 in V0̄, it follows that
g21̄W0̄ = W0̄; hence, V = W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄.

Consider the gss-module g1̄W0̄ more closely. Clearly, it is isomorphic to the quotient of
g1̄ ⊗W0̄. As gss-module, g1̄ ≃ idsp(2n)⊗ ido(m) and W0̄ ≃ idsp(2n)⊗χ0. Thus, g1̄ ⊗W0̄ is the

quotient of
(
idsp(2n)⊗ idsp(2n)

)⊗
ido(m) by the zero sp(2n)-action.

Now, observe that the tensor square of the tautological sp(2n)-module is reducible:

idsp(2n)⊗ idsp(2n) = S2(idsp(2n))⊕ Λ2(idsp(2n)).

Moreover, S2(idsp(2n)) ≃ adsp(2n) (hence, irreducible) and Λ2(idsp(2n)) is the direct sum of the
trivial 1-dimensional module 1 and the irreducible submodule complementary to it. Therefore,
the subspace of invariants in the tensor square idsp(2n)⊗ idsp(2n) is 1-dimensional. Therefore,
the gss-module g1̄ ⊗W0̄ can be either trivial or isomorphic to χ0 ⊗ ido(m).

Thus, sdim V = (2n|1) or (2n|m). Thanks to the faithfulness of the o(m)-action, dimension
considerations show that only the second possibility can be realized; the representation T is,
actually, Π(id).
m = 2. Then, gss = sp(2n). The weights λ of W0̄ are ±ε1, . . . ,±εn and the odd roots are

also ±ε1, . . . ,±εn. Each root is of multiplicity 2, and the center of g0̄ separates the odd roots
into the negative and positive ones: g1̄ = g−1⊕ g1; the gss-action in g−1 is id, the gss-action on
g1 is id∗.

The desirable weight λ′ is of the form α + λ only for λ′ = 0. The subspace g−1W0̄ is the
quotient of g−1⊗W0̄ ≃ id∗⊗ id and g1W0̄ is the quotient of g

1⊗W0̄ ≃ id⊗ id. As already noted,
each of the modules id∗⊗ id and id⊗ id contains only a 1-dimensional subspace of invariants.
Thus,

dim g1̄W0̄ = 0, 1 or 2.

The desirable weights of the form λ′ + α are equal to ±εi. Hence,
g21̄W0̄ = W0̄ and V =W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄.

As above, dimension considerations imply that T (g1̄) = gl(2n|1)− in the standard format.
Hence,

sdim V = (2n|2) and T = Π(id).

m = 1. Then, gss = sp(2n) and g1̄ ≃ id, as a gss-module. The same arguments as above
show that dim g1̄W0̄ = 1 and V = W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄. Thus, T = Π(id).

6.3.3b. G1 = sl(n). This case splits into the following subcases A) – F).
A) g = spe(n), spe(n)⊕ Cz, as, pe(n), pe(n)⊕ Cz. We will assume that n > 3: as spe(3) ≃

svect(0|3), this case and all it relatives are considered in the study of vectorial Lie superalgebras.
For these Lie superalgebras, gss = sl(n) and the weights of W0̄ are either λ = ε1, . . . , εn or

λ = −ε1, . . . ,−εn. The odd roots are α = ±(εi + εj) for i 6= j, and 2εi. Observe that g1̄
naturally splits into the sum of a positive and a negative parts: g1̄ = g−1 ⊕ g1.

The roots in g−1 are α = −εi − εj while those in g1 are α = εi + εj, 2εi.
The weights λ′ of the form λ+ α that occur in the desirable diagram are as follows.
If λ = ε1, . . . , εn, then λ

′ = −ε1, . . . ,−εn and g1W0̄ = 0.
If λ = −ε1, . . . ,−εn, then λ′ = ε1, . . . , εn and g−1W0̄ = 0.
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Recall that the multiplicity of the roots of the form ±εi in V1̄ is necessarily equal to 1.
Therefore, dim g1̄W0̄ = n.

Similarly, the desirable weights λ′′ of the form λ′ + α are as follows.
If λ′ = ε1, . . . , εn, then λ

′ + α = −ε1, . . . ,−εn and g21̄W0̄ = W0̄.
If λ′ = −ε1, . . . ,−εn, then λ′ + α = ε1, . . . , εn and g21̄W0̄ = W0̄.
Thus, V = W0̄⊕g1̄W0̄ and sdim V = (n|n). Hence, if g = spe(n) or pe(n), then either T = id

or T = id∗. Both these representations contain (odd) operators of rank 1, but, for T = id∗, the
covector is odd.

For the Lie superalgebras g = spe(n)⊕Cz and g = pe(n)⊕Cz, we see that T = id⊗χ, where
χ is an arbitrary character of the center, and, for g = as, there is the one-parameter family Tλ
of (4|4)-dimensional representations that differ from each other by the value on the center.

B) g = psq(n), sq(n), pq(n), q(n). In these cases, gss = sl(n).

The odd roots are α = εi − εj . Let, as above, λ denote a weight of W0̄, let λ
′ = λ + α run

over the weights of desirable form from V1̄, let λ
′′ = λ′ + α be the weights of desirable form

in V0̄. Then,

(161)
λ λ′ λ′′

ε1, . . . , εn ε1, . . . , εn ε1, . . . , εn
−ε1, . . . ,−εn −ε1, . . . ,−εn −ε1, . . . ,−εn

Thus, g21̄W0̄ = W0̄ and dim g1̄W0̄ = n. Hence, sdim V = (n|n). But, for g = psq(n) and pq(n),
there are no such representations at all (as follows from Fact 2.5), while for g = sq(n) and q(n)
this is the tautological representation which has no rank-1 operators.

C) g = sl(n|m), gl(n|m), psl(n|n). Observe that, for n = m = 1, the Lie superalgebra gl(1|1)
is solvable; hence, all its irreducible representations are induced [S0]; the case considered in
Step 4, see Section 5. Due to the isomorphism sl(2|1) ≃ vect(0|2), we can and will consider this
case in Step 5B, see Subsection 6.5.
m > 1. Then, gss = sl(n)⊕ sl(m) and g1̄ = g−1 ⊕ g1, where the roots of g−1 are of the form

α−1 = −εi + δj and those of g1 are of the form α1 = εi − δj .
First, suppose n > 2. Denote by λ′±1 the desirable weights of the form λ + α±1 and by λ′′±1

the desirable weights of the form λ′±1 + α±1. We get:

(162)

λ λ′−1 λ′1 λ′′−1 λ′′1

ε1, . . . , εn δ1, . . . , δn ∅ ∅ ε1, . . . , εn

−ε1, . . . ,−εn ∅ δ1, . . . , δn −ε1, . . . ,−εn ∅

Thus, we see that g21̄W0̄ = W0̄. Let us consider the gss-module g1̄W0̄ in more detail. First, let
W0̄, as gss-module, be id⊗χ0 (the weights are ε1, . . . , εn). Then, as is clear from table (162),
g1W0̄ = 0 and g1̄W0̄ = g−1W0̄; hence, g1̄W0̄ is isomorphic to a quotient of the tensor product

g−1 ⊗W0̄ ≃ (id⊗ id∗)
⊗

(id⊗χ0) .

But the sl(n)-module id⊗ id∗ is the sum of the adjoint module and the trivial 1-dimensional
module. Since the sl(n)-action on g−1 ⊗W0̄ is trivial, we deduce that sdim g−1 ⊗W0̄ = (0|m)
and sdim V = (n|m).

Therefore,

T =

{
id, for g = sl(n|m) and gl(n|n),
id⊗χ, where χ is an arbitrary character, for g = gl(n|m).
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For g = psl(n|n), there are no such representations, as follows from dimension considerations
and Fact 2.5.

The case where W0̄ = id∗⊗χ0 is considered in the same manner. We obtain:

T =

{
id∗, for g = sl(n|m) and gl(n|n),
id∗⊗χ, where χ is an arbitrary character, for g = gl(n|m).

n = 2. In this case, by studying only the weight diagram we cannot conclude that either
g−1W0̄ = 0 or g1W0̄ = 0. We will consider this case in Lemma 6.3.4.
m = 1 and n > 2. Then, gss ≃ sl(n) and g1̄ ≃ g−1⊕g1, where the roots of g−1 are α−1 = −εi

and the roots of g1 are α1 = εi. The list of desirable weights in this case is obtained from
table (162) by replacing δ1, . . . , δn with 0. The remaining arguments are the same as in the
above subcase.

6.3.4. Lemma (Technical, on sl(n)-modules). Let the Lie superalgebra h = h0̄ ⊕ h1̄ be such
that h0̄ ≃ sl(n) and h1̄ ≃ (idsl(n))

∗, as sl(n)-module. Let V be an h-module and W ⊂ V its
sl(n)-invariant subspace isomorphic to idsl(n). Let, moreover, h1̄W be a 1-dimensional trivial
sl(n)-module. Then, h21̄W = 0.

Proof. By hypothesis, h1̄ and W can be considered as dual linear spaces. Let w1, . . . , wn be
a basis of W and h1, . . . , hn the dual basis of h1̄. As already noted, the sl(n)-module h1̄W is
the quotient of the tensor product h1̄ ⊗W by the adjoint submodule. The adjoint submodule
is singled out as the kernel of the natural bilinear form B(h ⊗ w) = h(w) on h1̄ ⊗W . Then,
the generator u of h1̄W can be expressed as u = h1w1 = · · · = hnwn. For i 6= j, we get

hiu = hihjwj = −(−1)p(hi)p(hj)hjhiwj = 0. �

6.3.4a. Corollary (Particular cases of Lemma 6.3.4). 1) The statement of Lemma 6.3.4 holds
also if h1̄ = id and W = id∗.

2) For n = 2, the modules id and id∗ are isomorphic, so Lemma 6.3.4 holds also if h1̄ ≃W ≃ id
and h1̄ ≃ W ≃ id∗.

6.4. Continuation of the story. Thus, let g = sl(2|m), gl(2|m) for m > 2 or let g be any
almost simple Lie superalgebra related to psl(2|2), except for der psl(2|2) ≃ osp0(4|2), see
eqs. (265). Then, gss = sl(2) ⊕ sl(m), and it remains to consider the case where G1 = sl(2),
i.e., the subspace W0̄ ⊂ V is isomorphic, as gss-module, to id⊗χ0.

Observe that the submodules g−1W0̄ and g1W0̄ cannot vanish simultaneously. Let, for exam-
ple, g−1W0̄ 6= 0. Then, g−1W0̄ = χ0 ⊗ idsl(m) and, thanks to Lemma 6.3.4, (g−1)2W0̄ = 0. But
then g1(g−1W0̄) 6= 0 due to irreducibility of the g-module V and our usual arguments based
on the weight diagram show that g1(g−1W0̄) = W0̄. Moreover, W0̄ ≃ idsl(2)⊗χ0 arises as the
quotient module of the tensor product

g1 ⊗ (g−1W0̄) ≃
(
idsl(2)⊗ id∗

sl(m)

)⊗(
χ0 ⊗ idsl(m)

)
= idsl(2)

⊗(
id∗

sl(m)⊗ idsl(m)

)
.

Applying Lemma 6.3.4 once again we deduce that (g1)2(g−1W0̄) = g1W0̄ = 0, i.e., sdim V = (2|m)
and T (g) = sl(2|m) or gl(2|m).

Let g = osp(4|2n) for n > 1. Then,

g0̄ = o(4)⊕ sp(2n) ≃ sl(2)⊕ sl(2)⊕ sp(2n),

g1̄ ≃
(
idsl(2)⊗ idsl(2)

)⊗
idsp(2n) .
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Let G1 = sl(2). Our routine arguments yield

g1̄W0̄ ≃
(
χ0(sl(2))⊗ idsl(2)

)⊗
idsp(2n) and g21̄W0̄ = W0̄.

This implies that V =W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄ and sdimV = (2|4n).
Let us show that there are no such g-modules. To this end, in the space dual to the Cartan

subalgebra of o(4), select basis elements ε1, ε2; for the roots of G1 take ±2ε1 and let the roots
of the complementary to G1 subalgebra in o(4) be ±2ε2; let δ1, . . . , δn be the standard basis
of the dual space to the Cartan subalgebra of sp(2n). Then, the weight basis of g1̄W0̄ consists
of the vectors vλ of weight λ = ±ε2 ± δi, whereas the weight basis of W0̄ consists of v±ε1. Let
ξ±ε1±ε2±δi be an odd root vector of g. Then,

v±ε1 = ξ±ε1±ε2±δiv∓ε2∓δi and ξαvλ = 0 if α + λ 6= ±ε1.
For i 6= k, we get

ξε1±ε2±δivε1 = 0,

ξ−ε1±ε2±δivε1 = ξ−ε1±ε2±δi(ξε1±ε2±δkv∓ε2∓δk) = −ξε1±ε2±δk · ξ−ε1±ε2±δiv∓ε2∓δk = 0.

The penultimate equality holds because [ξε1±ε2±δk , ξ−ε1±ε2±δi] = 0 since ±2ε2 ± (δk + δi) is not
a root of g. Thus, g1̄vε1 = 0. Similarly, g1̄v−ε1 = 0, i.e., g1̄W0̄ = 0 and V = W0. This is
a contradiction.

D) g = ab(3). Then, g0̄ = gss = sl(2)⊕o(7). For this case, we modify our notation somewhat.

Let the roots of sl(2) be ±2ε. Then, the weights of W0̄ are λ = ±ε; the odd roots are

α = ±ε+ 1

2
(±δ1 ± δ2 ± δ3) and, as g0̄-module, g1̄ ≃ idsl(2)⊗ spin7.

The desirable weights are

λ′ = λ+ α =
1

2
(±δ1 ± δ2 ± δ3) and λ′′ = λ′ + α = ±ε.

Therefore, g21̄W0̄ =W0̄ and V = W0̄ ⊕ g1̄W0̄. Note that g1̄W0̄ is the quotient of the g0̄-module

g1̄ ⊗W0̄ ≃
(
idsl(2)⊗ idsl(2)

)⊗
(spin7⊗χ0) .

The dimension of the trivial sl(2)-submodule in the sl(2)-module id⊗ id is equal to 1 and,
since the sl(2)-action in g1̄W0̄ should be trivial, we deduce that dim g1̄W0̄ = 1 · dim(spin7) = 8,
i.e., sdim V = (2|8), but g = ab(3) has no such irreducible representations, see Fact 2.5.

E) g = ag(2). Then, g0̄ = gss = sl(2) ⊕ g(2) and, as g0̄-module, g1̄ ≃ idsl(2)⊗R(π1), where
R(π1) is the irreducible representation of g(2) with highest weight π1, see [OV]. Recall that
dimR(π1) = 7. Arguments similar to those in the above case show that the desirable repre-
sentation should be of superdimension (2|7); but ag(2) has no such irreducible representations,
see Fact 2.5.

F) g = ospa(4|2). Then, g0̄ = gss = sl(2)⊕ sl(2)⊕ sl(2) and arguments similar to those used

in the above two subcases yield that sdimV = (2|4); there are no such irreducible g-modules

for α 6= 1, except for the equivalent to a = 1 values a = −1

2
, −2, see formulas (43).

6.5. Step 5B. Vectorial Lie superalgebras. The four cases. Let h0 be a finite-dimensional
Lie superalgebra. Let z be either its outer derivation or a generator of the trivial center. Set
g0 = h0 ⋉C · z (if z is central, this sum is direct).

6.5.1. Lemma (Cartan prolongs with the same negative part). Let h−1 = g−1 be an irre-
ducible finite-dimensional g0-module. Consider the two Cartan prolongs:

h = ⊕
i≥−1

hi = (h−1, h0)∗ and g = ⊕
i≥−1

gi = (g−1, g0)∗.
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Either g1 = h1, and then g = d(h), or g1 = h1 ⊕ g∗−1, direct sum of vector spaces.

Proof. For any F ∈ g1 and v ∈ g−1, the decomposition

[F, v] = αF (v)z + h,

where h ∈ h0, determines a linear form αF ∈ g∗−1. By the definition of Cartan prolongation,
αF = 0 if and only if F ∈ h1. Hence, as a g0-module, the space g1/h1 is a quotient of the g0-
module g∗−1 which is irreducible together with g−1. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

6.5.1a. 1) h0 = vect(0|n), where n ≥ 3, and g0 = cvect(0|n) := h0 ⊕ C · z. (Recall, see

Table (264), that h0 has no outer derivations or nontrivial central extensions.) The rank-1 op-
erator with even covector exists only for the following h0-modules h−1:

1a) h−1 = Π(Λ(n)/C · 1) =⇒ h = (h−1, h0)∗ = le(n;n);

1b) h−1 = Vol0(0|n) =⇒ h = (h−1, h0)∗ = svect′(1|n;n);
1c) h−1 = Π(Vol0(0|n)) =⇒ h = (h−1, h0)∗ = b′1(n;n);

1d) h−1 = Π(Volλ(n)) =⇒ h = (h−1, h0)∗ = bλ(n;n) for λ 6= 0, 1.

The element z acts in g−1 as a non-zero scalar. We normalize z so that adz |g−1 = − id and
use for such cvect(0|n)-modules the same notation as for vect(0|n)-modules.

6.5.1b. Proposition (Prolongations with g0 = cvect(0|n)). Let g0 = cvect(0|n), where n ≥ 3,
let g−1 be a g0-module of type 1a) – 1d) below. Let g = (g−1, g0)∗ be the Cartan prolongation.
Then, in the respective cases, we have:

1a) if g−1 = Π(Λ(n)/C · 1), then g =

{
vle(4|3), for n = 3,

d(le(n;n)), for n > 3;

1b) if g−1 = Vol0(0|n), then g =

{
kas(; 3η), for n = 3,

g = d(svect′(1|n;n)), for n > 3;

1c) if g−1 = Π(Vol0(0|n)), then g = d(b′1(n;n));
1d) if g−1 = Π(Volλ(n)), then g = d(bλ(n;n)) for λ 6= 0, 1.

Proof. Note that g is bigraded: each component gk is Z-graded by powers of ξ (call it ξ-grading)
so that g0 = ⊕−1≤i≤n−1 g0,i and z ∈ g0,0; we have g−1 = ⊕k≤i≤m g−1,i, where

k =

{
0, in cases 1b) – 1d),

1, in case 1a);
and m =

{
n, in cases 1a), 1d),

n− 1, in cases 1b), 1c).

By Lemma 6.5.1, if g 6= d(h), then the subspace g∗−1 ⊂ g1 contains the components of degree
from −m to −k with respect to the ξ-grading. In particular, g1,−m 6= 0.

But, in each case, we have a subspace W = ⊕k≤i≤s g−1,i ⊂ g−1 such that g0 does not
contain operators commuting with the whole W . By Lemma 5.2, this means that g1,i = 0 for
all i < −1 − s, i.e., the necessary condition for g 6= d(h) is −m ≥ −1 − s, i.e., m ≤ 1 + s.
Specifically,

(163)

1a) s = 2, m = n =⇒ n ≤ 3;

1b), 1c) s = 1, m = n− 1 =⇒ n ≤ 3;

1c) s = 1, m = n =⇒ n ≤ 2.

In cases 1a), 1b) for n = 3, we get the exceptional simple Lie superalgebras vle and kas.
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The case 1c) for n = 3 calls for subtler arguments. We have g−1 = ⊕i=0,1,2 g−1,i, where

g−1,0 = CΠ(1),

g−1,1 = Π(Span(ξj | j = 1, 2, 3)),

g−1,2 = Π(Span(ξjξl | j, l = 1, 2, 3)).

Suppose g 6= d(h) and let F = Π(ξ1ξ2)
∗ ⊂ g1, i.e.,

[F,Π(ξ1ξ2)] = z + h, where h ∈ g0,0, i.e., h =
∑

i,j

aijξi∂ξj .

Then, F ∈ g1,−2, and thus, [F,Π(1)] = 0. By the Jacobi identity,

0 = [[F,Π(ξ1ξ2)],Π(1)] = (z + h)Π(1) = −Π(1) + h(Π(1)).

Therefore, h(Π(1)) = Π(1) and

(164) divh = −
∑

1≤i≤3

aii = 1.

Since p(Π(ξ1ξ2)) = 1̄, we have

0 = [[F,Π(ξ1ξ2)],Π(ξ1ξ2)] = (z + h)Π(ξ1ξ2) = −Π(ξ1ξ2) + h(Π(ξ1ξ2)).

Hence, h(Π(ξ1ξ2)) = Π(ξ1ξ2) and a11 + a22 + divh = 1 or

(165) a11 + a22 = 0.

Clearly, [F,Π(ξ3)] ∈ g0,−1, i.e., [F,Π(ξ3)] =
∑
bj∂ξj . By the Jacobi identity

0 = [[F,Π(ξ1ξ2)],Π(ξ3)]− [Π(ξ1ξ2), [F,Π(ξ3)]] =

−Π(ξ3) + h(Π(ξ3))− (b1Π(ξ2)− b2Π(ξ1)).
Hence, a33 + div h = 1, i.e., a33 = 0. The last equality contradicts conditions (164) and (165).

�

6.5.1c. 2) h0 = svect(0|n) for n ≥ 3. A rank-1 operator with even covector exists only for

the h0-module h−1 = Π(T 0
0 (~0)), hence, h = (h−1, h0)∗ = sle′(n;n).

From Table (264) we know that svect(0|n) has no nontrivial central extensions, but it has an
outer derivation, D =

∑
ξi∂ξi ∈ vect(0|n). So we have to consider the following cases:

(166)

2a) g0 = h0 ⊕ Cz, g−1 = h−1 as spaces and g−1 = h−1 ⊗ (−1) as g0-module;
2b) g0 = h0 ⋉ CD, g−1 = h−1 as spaces, where D acts as

∑
ξi∂ξi + λ · 1;

2c) g0 = (h0 ⊕ Cz)⋉ CD, g−1 = h−1 as spaces,
where z acts as multiplication by −1 and D as

∑
ξi∂ξi ;

2d) g0 = h0 ⋉ C(az + bD) for a, b ∈ C and g−1 = h−1.

6.5.1d. Proposition (Prolongations of relatives of h0 = svect(0|n)). Let (g−1, g0) be one of
the pairs 2a) – 2c) of cases (166) and g = (g−1, g0)∗ its Cartan prolong. Then, in case 2b) for
n = 3 and λ = 0, we have g = le(3). In all other cases, g = d(h).

Proof. In all cases, g−1 = ⊕1≤i≤n−1 g−1,i. By Lemma 6.5.1, if g 6= d(h), then g1,−n+1 6= 0.
On the other hand, g0 = ⊕−1≤i≤n−2 g−1,i and g0 contains no elements that commute with the
subspace W = g−1,1 ⊕ g−1,2. Hence, by Lemma 5.2, g1,s = 0 for all s such that s + 2 < −1.
Thus, −n + 1 ≥ −3, i.e., n ≤ 4.

(Note that svect(0|3) ≃ spe(3), and therefore this case of Proposition is a particular case of
a case already considered.)
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Let us examine the case where n = 4 more carefully. We have g−1 = ⊕1≤i≤3 g−1,i, where

g−1,1 = Span(Π(ξi))
4
i=1,

g−1,2 = Span(Π(ξiξj))
4
i=1,

g−1,3 = Span(Π(ξ1ξ2ξ3)}.

Suppose g1 6= h1. In the cases 2a) – 2d) of table (166), there should exist elements F ∈ g1,−3

and αz + βD ∈ g0 such that

g = [F,Π(ξ1ξ2ξ3)] = −α · 1 + βD + h,

where α, β ∈ C, αβ 6= 0 and h ∈ h0,0 = sl(4).
By grading considerations, [F, g−1,1] = 0. Further, by the Jacobi identity,

h|g−1,1 = α · 1− βD|g−1,1 = (α− β) · 1.

Since h ∈ sl(4), it follows that α − β = 0 and h = 0. Without loss of generality we can
assume that α = β = 1. Then, adg |g−1,2 = −1 +D|g−1,2 = 1. Hence, g0,0 = gl(4) ≃ co(6) and
g−1,2 ≃ ido(6)⊗1 as g0,0-modules. Note that [g−1,2, g1,−2] ⊂ g0,0. Set

V = {F ∈ g1,−2 | [F, g−1,2] = 0}.

Then, the quotient g1,−2/V naturally embeds into the first component of Cartan prolong
(Π(id), co(6))∗ = d(h(0|6)). Due to Lemma 6.5.1 this contradicts the assumption g1 6= h1. �

6.5.1e. 3) h0 = s̃vect(0|n) for n ≥ 3. A rank-1 operator with even covector exists only for

the h0-module h−1 =
Π(Vol(0|n))

C(b+ αξ1 · · · ξn) vol(ξ)
. Hence, with µ =

α

b
, we have

(167) h =




(h−1, h0)∗ = s̃bµ(2

n−1 − 1|2n−1) for n even,

(h−1, h0)∗ = s̃bµ(2
n−1|2n−1 − 1) for n odd.

From Table (264) we know that h0 has no nontrivial central extensions or outer derivations.

6.5.1f. Proposition (Prolongs of relatives of h0 = s̃vect(0|n)). For h as in formula (167), let
g0 = h0 ⊕ Cz and g−1 = h−1, as h0-modules; let z act on g−1 as − id. Then, (g−1, g0)∗ = d(h).

Proof. The components gk are filtered by powers of ξ. Consider the corresponding bigraded Lie
superalgebra gr g. If g1 6= h1, then, by Lemma 6.5.1,

(gr g)1 = (gr h)1 ⊕ (gr g)∗−1.

But (gr g)−1 = ⊕0≤i≤2n−1 g−1,i. Hence, (gr g)1,−2n+1 6= 0.
On the other hand, (gr g)0 = ⊕−1≤i≤2n−2 g0,i and gr g0 contains no elements that commute

with the subspace W = ⊕i=0,1 g−1,i. Hence, (gr g)1,s = 0 for all s such that s + 1 < −1.
Therefore, −2n + 1 + 1 ≥ −1 or 2n ≤ 3. This contradicts the fact that n ≥ 2. �

6.5.1g. 4) h0 = h′(0|n) for n ≥ 5 and related subcases. As follows from the description

of the irreducible representations of h′(0|n) and h(0|n), see [Sha1, Sha2], no induced represen-
tation has a rank-1 operator.
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7. Step 6. A particular case: case 3) of Corollary 4.2.1

Let g−1 = Λ(ξ1, ξ2) or Π(Λ(ξ1, ξ2)); let g0 ⊂ hei(0|4)⋉ o(4), where o(4) ≃ sl1(2)⊕ sl2(2) with
the isomorphic copies of sl(2) numbered for convenience:

hei(0|4) = Span(1, ξ1, ξ2, ∂1, ∂2), where ∂i := ∂ξi ,

sl1(2) = Span(ξ1∂2, ξ2∂1, ξ1∂1 − ξ2∂2),
sl2(2) = Span(∂1∂2, ξ1ξ2, ξ1∂1 + ξ2∂2 − 1).

We realize the elements of g−1 ⊕ g0 by vector fields, i.e., we embed g−1 ⊕ g0 into vect(2|2).
Redenote the respective vectors of the monomial basis of g−1 = Π(Λ(2)):

π(ξ1) 7−→ ∂x, π(ξ2) 7−→ ∂y; π(1) 7−→ ∂η, π(ξ1ξ2) 7−→ ∂ζ .

To the basis vectors from g0 we assign the following vector fields of degree 0 that act in the
space of functions in the indeterminates x, y, η, ζ :

hei(0|4) : −1 7−→ x∂x + y∂y + η∂η + ζ∂ζ ,

ξ1 7−→ η∂x − y∂ζ ,

ξ2 7−→ η∂y + x∂ζ ,

∂1 7−→ ζ∂y − x∂η,

∂2 7−→ −ζ∂x − y∂η,
sl1(2) : ξ1∂2 7−→ −y∂x, sl2(2) : ∂2∂1 7−→ −ζ∂η,

ξ2∂1 7−→ −x∂y, ξ1ξ2 7−→ −η∂ζ ,
ξ1∂1 − ξ2∂2 7−→ y∂y − x∂x, ξ1∂1 + ξ2∂2 − 1 7−→ −η∂η − ζ∂ζ .

We see that this realization of g0 is invariant under the reversal of parity in g−1. So, both
g−1 = Λ(2) and g−1 = Π(Λ(2)) bring about the same result (isomorphic algebras (g−1, g0)∗).

Consider the following subalgebra h0 of g0:

h0 = hei(0|4)⋉ sl1(2)

= Span(1, ξ1, ξ2)⋉ Span(∂1, ∂2, ξ1∂2, ξ2∂1, ξ1∂1 − ξ2∂2)
≃ (Λ(2) \ C · ξ1ξ2)⋉ svect(0|2).

Consequently,

(g−1, h0)∗ ≃ b∞(2; 2).

Direct calculations show that

(g−1, g0)∗ ≃ (g−1, h0)∗ ⊕ sl2(2) and (g−1, hei(0|4))∗ ≃ g−1 ⊕ hei(0|4).

So a necessary condition for simplicity, i.e., [g−1, g1] = g0, implies that

g0 = h0 and g ≃ ba,a(2; 2) ≃ b∞(2; 2).

8. Step 7. Z-gradings of vectorial Lie superalgebras

8.1. Weisfeiler regradings. Let g = ⊕i≥−d gi be a Z-graded vectorial Lie superalgebra.
By a (Weisfeiler) regrading of g we understand a transition from g to the Lie superalgebra
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h = ⊕i≥−D hi isomorphic to g as abstract Lie superalgebra and such that

(168)

a) h is transitive, i.e., for any non-zero x ∈ hk where k ≥ 0, there is y ∈ h−1

such that [x, y] 6= 0;

b) h≥0 := ⊕i≥0 hi is a maximal Lie subsuperalgebra of finite codimension;

c) the h0-module h−1 is irreducible;

d) D <∞, i.e., h is of finite depth.

In what follows in this section, h denotes a Lie superalgebra obtained from g by a regrading.
Clearly, not every two gradings on the same algebra determine a bigrading; fortunately, for our
purposes it suffices to consider only compatible gradings for which (169) is well defined thanks
to the hypothesis: all Z-gradings of the Cartan prolongations are induced by the degrees of
indeterminates proved for p > 0 by Skryabin, see [Sk91, Sk95]. So, we consider only gradings
induced by the degrees of the indeterminates.

The proofs of the next three Lemmas were first published in [Sh14]; since the article was not
put in arXiv, let us reproduce the proofs here.

8.1.1. Lemma (On the number of homogeneous components of prolongs). Let h = ⊕i≥−D hi
be a W-regrading of the Lie superalgebra g = ⊕j≥−d gj that determines a bigrading:

(169) hi = ⊕
m(i)≤j≤M(i)

hi,j, where hi,j = hi ∩ gj.

Let sdim(h0 ∩ g−) = 0|k. Then, the number M :=M(−1)−m(−1) + 1 of the summands h−1,j

in the decomposition (169) of h−1 does not exceed the number of homogeneous components with
respect to the Z-grading of Λ(h0 ∩ g−) induced by the Z-grading of g−.

In particular, if h0 ∩ g− is homogeneous with respect to the Z-grading of g, i.e., h0 ∩ g− ⊂ gj
for some j, then M ≤ k + 1.

Proof. The component V = h−1,M(−1) of the maximal degree is invariant with respect to the
subalgebra h0,≥0 := ⊕j≥0 h0,j. Since the h0-module h−1 is irreducible, it must be a quotient of
the induced module: as spaces,

indh0
h0,≥0

V = Λ(h0 ∩ g−)⊗ V. �

8.1.2. Lemma (When h−1 is homogeneous). If h0 ∩ g− = 0, then h0 ⊂ g0 and h−1 is homo-
geneous.

Proof. The Lie superalgebra h0,0 transforms h−1,j into itself and the operators in h0,k send h−1,j

into h−1,j+k. Therefore, if the representation of h0 on h−1 is irreducible, then h−1 is homogeneous
with respect to the grading of g, i.e., h−1 = h−1,j0 for some j0. But then h0,k for k > 0 sends
h−1 to 0. Since h is transitive, h0,k = 0 for all k > 0, i.e., h0 = h0,0. �

8.1.3. Lemma (When the gradings coincide). If h0 ∩ g− = 0 and there exists a non-zero
x ∈ g−1 ∩ h−, then the gradings of h and g coincide.

Proof. Since h−1 = h−1,j0 ⊂ gj0, it follows that h−k ⊂ gk·j0. If x ∈ h−k, then −1 = k · j0,
implying k = 1 and j0 = −1, i.e., h−1 ⊂ g−1, and therefore h−1 = g−1 and hi = gi for all i. �
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8.1.4. How to describe all the W-regradings. Given a W-graded Lie superalgebra g, con-
struct its W-regraded Lie superalgebra h; namely, let h be a Lie (super)algebra obtained from g

by a regrading. First of all, we should list all the regradings that are not forbidden; our task is
to select the ones that can be realized.

1) Determine h0 ∩ g−1.
2) Construct a “minimal” (better, though informally, saying: “most tightly compressed”)

regrading with the given intersection, i.e., such that preserves in h−1 all the elements of g−1

except for those that are eliminated by the condition on the intersection.
3) If the “minimal” regrading is of Weisfeiler type, then with the help of Lemmas 8.1.2

and 8.1.3 we prove that any other W-regrading with the given intersection coincides with the
minimal regrading.

4) If the “minimal” regrading is not of Weisfeiler type, then with the help of Lemma 8.1.1
we prove that there are no W-regradings with the given intersection.

Proof of Theorem 2.15.1. Let 1 ≤ r ≤ m, let ϕ(r) = {i1, . . . , ir} be a subset of distinct
indices in {1, . . . , m}. Permuting, if necessary, the indeterminates we can and will assume
that ϕ(r) = {1, . . . , r}. Set deg ξ1 = · · · = deg ξr = 0 and define the remaining degrees as
in Tables (100) and (99). In Tables (131), (132), (136) and (125), the terms h−1 and h0 are
indicated for the regraded algebras h for the serial and the exceptional algebras. Now, consider
various cases.

1) Let either g = vect(n|m) = vect(x, ξ) or g := svect(n|m) = svect(x, ξ). Then,

g− = g−1 = Span(∂x1 , . . . , ∂xn, ∂ξ1 , . . . , ∂ξn).

Since the depth of h if finite, deg xi > 0 for all i. Hence, ∂xi ∈ h− ∩ g−1 for all i.
If deg ξj 6= 0 for all j, then h0 ∩ g− = 0 and h = g by Lemma 8.1.3.
Let deg ξi = 0 for i ≤ r and deg ξi 6= 0 for i > r ≥ 0. Denote the thus regraded superalgebras

by g̃ = vect(n|m; ~̃r) or g̃ = svect(n|m; ~̃r). Then,

g̃−1 = Span(∂x1 , . . . , ∂xn; ∂ξj | j > r)⊗ Λ(ξi | i ≤ r).

Let us show that h ≃ g̃.
Since ∂xi ∈ g̃−1 for all i, then by Lemma 8.1.3 it suffices to check that g̃−1 ∩ h0 = 0. By

definition of h, (
Span(∂xi, ∂ξj )⊗ 1

)
∩ h0 = 0 for j > r.

For i < r, we have ∂ξi ∈ h0. Since h0 is a subalgebra, the following implication holds:

(170)
if some element of g̃−1 belongs to h0, then all the elements of
Span(∂xi , ∂ξj | j > r) belong to h0.

Therefore, g̃−1 ∩ h0 = 0.
2) For the other series, take into account that the corresponding preserved (perhaps, confor-

mally) form (ω0, ω1, α0, α1, α̃1, and so on) should be homogeneous.
For the series h and k, it is convenient to split the indeterminates into dual pairs: the even

ones, p1, . . . , pm and q1, . . . , qm and the odd ones: ξ1, . . . , ξk and η1, . . . , ηk; the remaining odd
coordinates are the self-dual θ’s, see eq. (63). The corresponding modifications for contact
series are obvious.

Observe that the cases of k(1|2n;n) and m(n;n) are obtained from the general considerations
given above by “compressing” the grading to eliminate the zero components.

The case of the exceptional grading of bλ(2) was considered in Subsection 2.12.3. �
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8.1.5. W-regradings of kle(9|6). The W-regrading kle(9|11) is the only one overlooked in
[Sh14]. Though the description of all possible regradings of kle(9|6) in [CK2] is correct, only an
outline of the idea and the final result are given and one W-regrading of kas was overlooked.
Let us give a detailed proof of the completeness of the list of regradings of kle(9|6).

There are two “least-codimension realizations” for kle(9|6). It is more convenient to de-
scribe regradings starting with the realization where g0̄ = svect(5) and g1̄ = Π(dΩ1(5)), cf.
Subsection 2.17.

Set g−2 = Span(∂1, . . . , ∂5) and g−1 = Span(dxidxj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 5).
Let h be a regrading of g. Then, clearly, g−2 ⊂ h− and h0 ∩ g− ⊂ g−1.
Since, for any permutation σ ∈ S5, we have

[dxσ(1)dxσ(2), dxσ(3)dxσ(4)] = (−1)sign(σ)∂xσ(5)
,

it follows that dxσ(1)dxσ(2) and dxσ(3)dxσ(4) cannot simultaneously appear in h0 after the re-
grading. Hence, dim h0 ∩ g− ≤ 4.

So we have to consider the following cases:
1) dim h0 ∩ g− = 1. In this case h0 ∩ g− ≃ Span(dx1dx2).
2) dim h0 ∩ g− = 2. In this case h0 ∩ g− ≃ Span(dx1dx2, dx1dx3).
3) dim h0 ∩ g− = 3. There are the two subcases:

(171)
3a) h0 ∩ g− ≃ Span(dx1dx2, dx1dx3, dx1dx4),

3b) h0 ∩ g− ≃ Span(dx1dx2, dx1dx3, dx2dx3).

4) dim h0 ∩ g− = 4. In this case, h0 ∩ g− ≃ Span(dx1dx2, dx1dx3, dx1dx4, dx1dx5).
The standard arguments (either based on Lemma 7.1.3 from [Sh14], or see Subsection 8.1.4)

show that in the cases 2) and 3a) h is not a W-regrading, whereas in case 1) we obtain kle(9|11),
in case 3b) we obtain kle(11|9), and in case 4) we obtain kle(9|6). The corresponding W-gradings
listed in [CK2] are:

1) deg x1 = deg x2 = 3, deg x3 = deg x4 = deg x5 = 2; deg d = −3;
3b) deg x1 = deg x2 = 1, deg x3 = deg x4 = deg x5 = 2; deg d = −2;
4) deg xi = 1 for i = 1, . . . , 4, deg x5 = 2; deg d = −3

2
.

9. The deformations

For a (more or less) conventional theory, see [BLW, BLLS]; for the subtleties that arise over
fields of positive characteristic, see [BGL1].12

9.1. The tools to compute (co)homology. There are not many general theorems which
help one to calculate Lie algebra (co)homology. There are less than a half dozen general
theorems plus the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence, see [Fu]. Superization of these theorems
is immediate.

The simplest and most powerful theorem states that

(172)
“Any Lie superalgebra g trivially acts on its own cohomology
H i(g;M) and homology Hi(g;M) for any i.”

12For Lie superalgebras, there is a new type of (co)homology — the divided power one, depending on
a shearing vector — introduced in [BGLL].

If p = 2, there are 2 types of (co)homology theories for Lie algebras: with the usual (alternating) cocycles
and of new type: with non-alternating cocycles; accordingly, there are 6 types of (co)homology theories for
Lie superalgebras with non-zero odd part, see [LZ]. See also [BGL1] with partial answers for p = 2 and open

problems for p = 3.



88 Dimitry Leites, Irina Shchepochkina

This theorem is particularly useful when g is Z-graded and contains a grading operator. Most
of the results on Lie algebra (co)homology are obtained by scrutinizing the “zero mode space”
of the grading operator in the space of cycles of the (co)homology to compute.

Observe also that

(173)

H
.
(gl(1)) = Λ

.
(c1) for the element c1 := 1∗ ∈ (gl(1))∗;

Hn(g1 ⊕ g2) ≃ ⊕a+b=n Ha(g1)⊗Hb(g2),

Hn(g;M1 ⊕M2) ≃ Hn(g;M1)⊕Hn(g;M2).

If g is a finite-dimensional reductive Lie algebra, thenHn(g;M) = 0 for any finite-dimensional
irreducible module M and any n; the cohomology H

.
(g) with coefficients in the trivial module,

are also known. The published proofs known to us reduce the computation to compact forms
of the complex Lie groups with the given Lie algebra, but using the Hochschild-Serre spectral
sequence and induction on rank one can easily obtain the answer algebraically; the base of
induction being gl(1) and sl(2); for them, the computations can be easily performed by hand.

9.1.1. (Co)homology with coefficients in the (co)induced modules. Let g be a Lie
superalgebra, let h be its subalgebra, let M be an h-module. We construct the induced and
coinduced g-modules from M by setting

(174) Indg
h(M) := U(g)⊗U(h) M, Coindg

h(M) := HomU(h)(U(g),M).

Clearly, Indg
h(M) and Coindg

h(M) are g-modules.
For any h-module M , we have ([Fu])

(175) Hq(g; Coindg
h(M)) ≃ Hq(h;M), Hq(g; Ind

g
h(M)) ≃ Hq(h;M).

In particular, for any vectorial Lie superalgebra L considered with a Weisfeiler filtration,
the L0-module M such that L1M = 0, and the L-module T (M) of tensor fields (see Subsec-
tion 2.10), we have

(176) H
.
(L;T (M))

(175)≃ H
.
(L0;M)

[Fu]≃ H
.
(L0)⊗ (H

.
(L1)⊗M)L0 ,

where NL0 denotes the space of L0-invariants of the L0-module N .
For the proof of the second isomorphism in (176), see Theorem 2.2.8 (due to Losik) in Fuchs’

book [Fu]. It is given there for L = vect(n|0) only, but it can be directly translated to any Lie
(super)algebra L of vector fields. We use the Hochshield-Serre spectral sequence for the algebra
L0 and its ideal L1; according to [Fu], E∞ = E2.

Anyway, we always obtain an estimate of H i(L0;M) from above by just looking at

(177)
Ep,q

2 := Hp(L0/L1;H
q(L1;M)) = Hp(L0; (H

q(L1;M))L0)
since L1M = 0

=

= Hp(L0)⊗ (Hq(L1)⊗M)L0 for p+ q = i.

Thus, the computation of H2(L; CoindL
L0
(M)) is reduced to computation (description) of the

following spaces:

(1) Hp(L0) for p = 0, 1, 2,

(2) L0-modules Hq(L1) for q = 2, 1, 0, see [GLP],

(3) L0-invariants in the space Hq(L1)⊗M for q = 2, 1, 0.

Computing cohomology of Lie superalgebras g is a more involved business than computing
cohomology of Lie algebras, even if g is simple, because (except for osp(1|2n) whose properties
startlingly resemble those of o(2n + 1), as was first observed by Scheunert and expounded in
[DLZ]) there are many nontrivial irreducible g-modules M for which Hn(g;M) 6= 0 for various
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values of n. Therefore, if possible, we have to reduce the computation to studying cohomology
of the reductive part of g0̄.

9.2. Cohomology of finite-dimensional classical Lie superalgebras. For completeness
and references, we recall the results of calculation of the cohomology of the finite-dimensional
simple Lie superalgebras and their “close” relatives. The known results with trivial coefficients
are announced in [FuLe] (for proofs in certain cases, see [Fu] and [Kz]; for a summary with
corrections of earlier claims, see [BoKN]). Nothing is known about cohomology with nontrivial
coefficients, except for the case where the module of coefficients is “typical” and g admits
an invariant non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form (in which case the arguments from Lie
algebra theory are applicable).

(178)

H
.
(gl(m|n)) ≃

{
H
.
(gl(m)) ≃ C[ξ1, ξ3, . . . , ξ2m+1], if m ≥ n,

H
.
(gl(n)) ≃ C[ξ1, ξ3, . . . , ξ2n+1], otherwise.

H
.
(pgl(n|n)) ≃ H

.
(gl(n))⊗ C[h2], where h2 represents the extension

0 −→ C −→ gl(n|n) −→ pgl(n|n) −→ 0.

H
.
(sl(m|n)) ≃

{
H
.
(sl(m)) ≃ C[ξ3, . . . , ξ2m+1], if m ≥ n,

H
.
(sl(n)) ≃ C[ξ3, . . . , ξ2n+1], otherwise.

H
.
(psl(n|n)) ≃ H

.
(sl(n))⊗ C[h2] for n > 2, where h2 represents the extension

0 −→ C −→ sl(n|n) −→ psl(n|n) −→ 0.

H
.
(psl(2|2)) ≃ C[y2, h2, x2, ξ3]/(x2y2 − h22).

Observe that the odd cocycle ξ3 in the bottom line of (178) was missed in the original cal-
culations of [FuLe] and the answer was rectified when, at our request, A. Shapovalov used
Grozman’s SuperLie ([Gr]), see also [Kor]. The 2-cocycles representing the central extensions
in the 1st line of (263) are:


A1 B1

C1 D1


,


A2 B2

C2 D2


 7−→





y2 : trC1C2,

h2 : tr(B1C2 + C1B2),

x2 : trB1B2.

Clearly, the degrees of the cocycles are:

deg y2 = −2, deg h2 = 0, deg x2 = 2,

and therefore they are precisely the weights of the basis elements of sl(2).
Having defined an sl(2)-structure on the space of these cocycles, we cook from it, together

with psl(2|2), the superalgebra ospa(4|2) for a = 0, see eq. (265) and [BGLL1]. The other
results of [FuLe] we might need are as follows:

(179)

H
.
(sl(1|1)) ≃ C[ξ1, η1]/(ξ1η1).

H
.
(pe(n)) ≃ C[ξ1, ξ5, . . . , ξ4k+1≤2n+1; ξ2n−1] for n > 1.

H
.
(spe(2n+ 3)) ≃ H

.
(pe(2n+ 3)) for n ≥ 0.

H
.
(spe(2n+ 4)) ≃ H

.
(pe(2n+ 4))⊗

{
K[xn+2], if n ≡ 0 (mod 4),

K[ξn+2], if n ≡ 2 (mod 4),
for n ≥ 0.

H
.
(spe(2)) ≃ K[x1, y2]/(x

2
1 − y2).
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In particular, only spe(4) has a non-trivial central extension, see Subsection 2.11 and [BGLL1].

(180) H
.
(osp(m|2n)) ≃

{
H
.
(o(m)), for m > 2n,

H
.
(sp(2n)), otherwise.

For cohomology of series q and its relatives, see [BoKN]; we will not need it in this paper.
The cohomology of exceptional simple Lie superalgebras with trivial coefficients are computed

by a remarkably ingenious method due to Gruson [Gr1]–[Gr3]:

H
.
(ag(2)) ≃ H

.
(g(2)),

H
.
(ab(3)) ≃ H

.
(o(7)),

H
.
(ospa(4|2)) ≃ H

.
(o(4)) ≃ H

.
(sl(2)⊕ sl(2)).

Gruson’s method has, however, limited applicability (at least, at the moment): sometimes we
need various nontrivial coefficients in which case Gruson’s method does not work. To calculate
(co)homology of the exceptional superalgebras by hands is hardly possible, but fortunately, for
every given algebra and module, we have Grozman’s SuperLie code package, see [Gr].

9.3. Preliminary calculations. Let g be a Lie superalgebra and let

(181) 0 −→ A
∂0−→ C

∂1−→ B −→ 0, where p(∂0) = 0̄ and ∂1 is either even or odd,

be a short exact sequence of g-modules. Let d be the differential in the standard cochain
complex of g, cf. [Fu].

Consider the following long cohomology sequence induced by the sequence (181):

(182) · · · ∂−→ H i(g;A)
∂0−→ H i(g;C)

∂1−→ H i(g;B)
∂−→ H i+1(g;A)

∂0−→ . . .

where the ∂i are the differentials induced by the namesake differentials in (181), and ∂ = d ◦ ∂−1
1 .

Since ∂0 and ∂1 commute with d, the sequence (181) is well-defined and the same arguments as
for Lie algebras ([Fu]) demonstrate that the long cohomology sequence (182) induced by (181)
is exact ([LPS]).

Let 1 be the 1-dimensional trivial g0-module and let 1[k] be the g0-module trivial on the
semi-simple part while the distinguished central element acts on it by the scalar k. Then,

(183)

vect(m|n) =
{
T (idgl(m|n))) as vect(m|n)-module,

T (idsl(m|n))) as svect(m|n)-module;

k(2m+ 1|n) =
{
T (1[−2]) as k(2m+ 1|n)-module,

T (1) as po(2m|n)-module;

m(n) = T (Π(1[−2])) as m(n)- and ba,b(n)-module;

po(2m|n) = T (1) as an h(2m|n)-module;

b(n) = T (Π(1)) as a le(n)-, sle(n)- and sle′(n)-modules.

We also denote by F := T (1) = T (~0) the space of functions.
The isomorphism (176) yields

(184) H2(L;T (M)) = H2(L0)
⊕

(H1(L0)⊗(H1(L1)⊗M)L0)
⊕

(H0(L0)⊗(H2(L1)⊗M)L0).

Denote for brevity: v := vect(m|n), s := svect(m|n). Thus, we see that

(185) H i(s; v) ≃ H i(sl(m|n); idsl(m|n)) = 0 for i = 1, 2 and (m|n) 6= (1|1);
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(186) H i(svect(m|n);F) ≃ H i(sl(m|n)) = 0 for i = 1, 2.

So, from Subsection 9.1, the above formulas (183)—(186), and Section 9.2 we get (for (m|n)
such that h(2m|n) and k(2m+ 1|n) are simple)

(187) H i(h(2m|n); po(2m|n)) ≃ H i(osp(n|2m); idosp(n|2m)) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3;

(188) H2(le(n); b(n)) ≃ H2(pe(n); idpe(n)) = 0 for n > 1;

(189) H i(sle(n); sb(n)) ≃ H i(spe(n); idspe(n)) = 0 for i = 1, 2 and n > 1;

(190) H2(po(2m|n); k(2m+ 1|n)) ≃ H2(osp(n|2m); idosp(n|2m)) = 0 for i = 1, 2;

(191) H i(ba,b(n);m(n)) ≃ H i(spea,b(n); idspea,b(n)) = 0 for n > 1 and i = 1, 2.

Recall that for any (finite-dimensional) Lie algebra g and any irreducible g-module M , we
have

(192) H0(g;M) ≃
{
0 if M is non-trivial,

C otherwise.

Recall also that for any simple Lie superalgebra g, we have

(193) H0(g) = C, H1(g) ≃ (g/[g, g])∗ = 0.

Now, let us apply the above preliminary calculations and Subsection 9.2.

9.4. Theorem (Rigidity of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras). The simple infinite-dimensional
serial vectorial Lie superalgebras are rigid, except for h := h(2m|n) for (m|n) 6= (1|2) with
H2(h; h) ≃ C, le := le(n) for n 6= 2 with H2(le; le) ≃ ΠC, and ba,b(n) whose deformations,
together with those of h(2|2) and le(2), are listed in Theorem 2.12.1 and Section 10. The ex-
ceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras have no filtered deformations, see [GLS2].

It is instructive to compare the above theorem with the description of deformations of Lie
superalgebras and their desuperisations over fields of characteristic 2, see [BGLLS].

Proof. g = vect(m|n), or k(2m+ 1|n), or m(n). In these cases, we deduce from eq. (184) with

the help of [GLP], Subsection 9.2, and [OV, Table 5] that H2(g; g) = 0. Shmelev [Sm2] (resp.,
Kotchetkov [Ko1]) had already proved that k(2n + 1|m) (resp., m(n)) are rigid by painstaking
calculations (repeated application of the Hochshield-Serre spectral sequence) at the time the
results of [GLP] were not obtained yet.

g = svect(m|n). Recall the abbreviations v := vect(m|n), s := svect(m|n).
1◦: m 6= 0, 1. The short exact sequence of svect(m|n)-modules

(194) 0 −→ s −→ v
div−→ F −→ 0

gives rise to the long exact sequence

(195) . . . −→ H1(s; s) −→ H1(s; v) −→ H1(s;F) −→ H2(s; s) −→ H2(s; v) −→ . . .

Note that, for any (m|n) 6= (1|1), m+ n > 2, we have

(196)
H1(s;F) = H1(sl(m|n)) = 0;

H2(s; v) = H2(sl(m|n); idsl(m|n)) = 0.

This and (186) imply that H2(s; s) = 0.
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2◦: m = 0. In this case (considered in [Ld]) the divergence is not a surjective mapping
onto F , its image is the space Vol0(0|n) of functions with integral 0:

(197) 0 −→ s −→ v
div−→ Vol0 −→ 0.

In the associated long exact sequence

(198) . . . −→ H1(s; s) −→ H1(s; v) −→ H1(s; Vol0) −→ H2(s; s) −→ H2(s; v) −→ . . .

we have H1(s; v) = 0 and H2(s; v) = 0 by (196), so H2(s; s) ≃ H1(s; Vol0). To compute it,
consider the short exact sequence

(199) 0 −→ Vol0 −→ F
∫
−→ C −→ 0

which gives rise to the long exact sequence

(200) 0 −→ H0(s; Vol0) −→ H0(s;F) −→ H0(s) −→ H1(s; Vol0) −→ H1(s;F) −→ . . .

and since

H0(s; Vol0) ≃ C, H0(s;F) ≃ H0(sl(n)) ≃ C; H1(s;F) ≃ H1(sl(n)) = 0,

it follows that H1(s; Vol0) ≃ H0(s) ≃ C. Since we already know one global deformation, there
are no other deformations.

3◦: m = 1, i.e., g = svect′(1|n) for n > 1. From the exact sequence

0 −→ svect′(1|n) −→ svect(1|n) −→ C · ξ1 · · · ξn∂t −→ 0

we derive the exact sequence (here s′ = svect′(1|n) and s = svect(1|n))

(201)
. . . −→ H1(s′; s′) −→ H1(s′; s) −→ H1(s′) −→ H2(s′; s′) −→
−→ H2(s′; s) −→ H2(s′) −→ . . .

Since H1(s′) = 0 by (193) and H2(s′) = 0, see Subsection 12.3, we have H2(s′; s′) ≃ H2(s′; s).
To computeH2(s′; s) we use the exact sequence (197) of s′-modules leading to the exact sequence

(202) 0 −→ H0(s′; s) −→ H0(s′; v) −→ H0(s′; Vol0) −→ H1(s′; s) −→ H1(s′; v) −→ . . .

Since H0(s′; Vol0) = 0 by (192) and H1(s′; v) ≃ H1(sl(n); idsl(n)) = 0, it follows that

H2(s′; s′) ≃ H2(s′; s) = 0.

g = bλ(n).

1◦: λ generic. From the short exact sequence of bλ(n)-modules

(203) 0 −→ bλ(n) −→ m(n)
divλ−→ T (~0) −→ 0,

where divλ is given by formula (110), we derive the long exact sequence

(204)
. . . −→ H1(bλ(n); bλ(n)) −→ H1(bλ(n);m(n)) −→ H1(bλ(n);T (~0)) −→
−→ H2(bλ(n); bλ(n)) −→ H2(bλ(n);m(n)) −→ . . .

Observe that for λ = 2a
n(a−b) ∈ C ∪ {∞}, we have

(205) H1(bλ(n);T (~0)) ≃ H1(spea,b(n)) ≃ C.

Together with (191), i.e., the fact that H1(bλ(n);m(n)) = 0 and H2(bλ(n);m(n)) = 0, this
implies that H2(bλ(n); bλ(n)) ≃ C.

2◦: the exceptional λ = 0, 1, ∞ (and extra exceptional values λ = 1
2
, −3

2
if n = 2), see §10.

g = h(2n|m). Set po := po(2n|m), F := F(2n|m), h := h(2n|m), and k := k(2n+ 1|m).
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1◦: Generic case: (n|m) 6= (1, 2), (n|m) 6= (0, m) for m > 4. From the short exact sequence
of g-modules

(206) 0 −→ po(2n|m) −→ k(2n+ 1|m)
∂t−→ F(2n|m) −→ 0

we derive the long exact sequence

(207)
. . . −→ H1(po; po) −→ H1(po; k) −→ H1(po;F) −→ H2(po; po) −→
−→ H2(po; k) −→ H2(po;F) −→ . . .

From (190) we have H i(po; k) = 0 for i = 1, 2 and H1(po;F) ≃ H1(po; po) ≃ C. Hence,
H2(po; po) ≃ C.

9.4.1. Remark (Different cohomology for different function spaces). The above is the short-
est known to us proof of the uniqueness of quantization of the Poisson Lie superalgebra realized
on the space of polynomials or formal series. Warning: for other types of functions, say for
Laurent polynomials or functions with compact support, the answer is different, cf. [KT1, KT].

Let h := h(2n|m) and po := po(2n|m). From the exact sequence

(208) 0 −→ C −→ po −→ h −→ 0

we derive the long exact sequence

(209)
. . . −→ H1(h) −→ H1(h; po) −→ H1(h; h) −→ H2(h) −→ H2(h; po) −→
−→ H2(h; h) −→ H3(h) −→ H3(h; po) −→ H3(h; h) −→ H4(h) −→ . . .

Let ω be the form preserved by h, let k = ⌊m
2
⌋ and

1n+k ∈ gl(n|k) = gl(V ) ⊂ h0 = S2(V )⊕ gl(V )⊕ S2(V ∗) for m = 2k

and similarly for m = 2k + 1. Note that H3(h) ≃ C = C[ω∗
0 ∧ 1∗n+k], where

ω∗
0 ∧ 1∗n+k = (

∑
p∗i ∧ q∗i +

∑
ξ∗j ∧ η∗j ) ∧ (

∑
piqi +

∑
ξjηj)

∗.

Then, from (187) we have H i(h; po) = H i(osp; idosp) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, so H2(h; h) ≃ C.
Clearly, this deformation of h is the restriction of the quantization of po.

2◦: (2n|m) = (2|2). See Section 10 where this case is considered separately: the above argu-

ment fails, because osp(2|2) ≃ vect(0|2):
(210) H3(h(2|2); po(2|2)) ≃ H3(osp(2|2)) = H3(vect(0|2)) ≃ H3(gl(2)) = C.

3◦: (n|m) = (0|m) for m > 4, see [Tyut]. There is only one class of deformations. Clearly,
this deformation of h is the restriction of the quantization of po.

g = le(n), n > 2. Let b := b(n) and le := le(n). From the exact sequence

(211) 0 −→ C −→ b(n) −→ le(n) −→ 0

we derive (similarly to the case of Hamiltonian Lie (super)algebras) the long exact sequence

(212)
. . . −→ H1(le) −→ H1(le; b) −→ H1(le; le) −→ H2(le) −→ H2(le; b) −→
−→ H2(le; le) −→ H3(le) −→ H3(le; b) −→ H3(le; le) −→ H4(le) −→ . . .

From (188) we have H i(le; b) = H i(pe; idpe) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3. Since H3(le) ≃ ΠC = C[ω∗
1 ∧ 1∗n]

by the same arguments as in the case where g = h, it follows that H2(le; le) ≃ ΠC. Clearly,
this deformation of le is the restriction of the quantization of b, see Subsection 2.12.

g = sle′(n), n > 2. The answer is checked via computer for n small: sle′(n) is rigid. �
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9.5. Conjecture (Rigidity of exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras). The excep-
tional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras are rigid.

10. Deformations of bλ(n;n) (proof of claims in [LSh3])

In the journal where [LSh3] was published, the technical mathematical details were out of
place. Let us give them here. Recall that bλ(n;n) = (Π(Volλ), vect(0|n))∗ and the vect(0|n)-
action (47) on the space of λ-densities. For λ = 1

2
, the action preserves the non-degenerate

symmetric bilinear form

(a
√
vol, b

√
vol) =

∫
ab vol = (−1)p(a)p(b)

∫
ba vol .

Hence, on Π(
√
Vol), the form

(Π(a
√
vol),Π(b

√
vol)) =

∫
ab vol

is non-degenerate and anti-symmetric.

10.1. If n = 2. Due to an isomorphism osp(2|2) ≃ vect(0|2), we deduce that b1/2(2; 2) ≃
h(2|2). The elements of h(2|2) are given in terms of generating functions as Hf , and our first
step in the description of the main deformation of bλ is a realization of the elements of bλ as
deformations of the fields Hf , i.e., we construct a map

f 7−→ Hf + ~(λ)Wf ∈ bλ

such that ~(λ) −→ 0 as λ −→ 1
2
and bλ = Span(Hf + ~(λ)Wf | f ∈ F).

Here is the description of the map vect(0|2) −→ vect(2|2)0 ≃ gl(2|2). Let a basis in Π(Volλ)
be

(213) volλ, α volλ, β volλ, αβ volλ,

i.e., as space, Π(Volλ) is isomorphic to the Grassmann algebra generated by α and β.
Let vect(2|2) = der C[p, q, ξ, η]. Let us identify Π(Volλ) with vect(2|2)−1 by setting

(214) ∂ξ := volλ, ∂p := α volλ, ∂q := β volλ, ∂η := αβ volλ .

Here is the representation of vect(0|2) = der C[α, β] in terms of p, q, ξ, η:

(215)

∂
∂α

= −p ∂
∂ξ

+ η ∂
∂q
,

∂
∂β

= −q ∂
∂ξ
− η ∂

∂p
,

α ∂
∂β

= −q ∂
∂p
,

β ∂
∂α

= −p ∂
∂q
,

α ∂
∂α

= λξ ∂
∂ξ

+ (λ− 1)p ∂
∂p

+ λq ∂
∂q

+ (λ− 1)η ∂
∂η
,

β ∂
∂β

= λξ ∂
∂ξ

+ λp ∂
∂p

+ (λ− 1)q ∂
∂q

+ (λ− 1)η ∂
∂η
,

αβ ∂
∂α

= λξ ∂
∂q

+ (λ− 1)p ∂
∂η
,

αβ ∂
∂β

= −λξ ∂
∂p
− (λ− 1)q ∂

∂η
.
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Looking at the explicit basis of (bλ)0, we see that the linear operator

D = P
∂

∂p
+Q

∂

∂q
+X

∂

∂ξ
+ Y

∂

∂η
∈ vect(2|2)

belongs to (bλ)0 if it satisfies the following system of differential equations (here λ = 1
2
+ h)

(216)





∂X
∂η

= 0 (1)

∂Y
∂ξ

= 0 (2)

∂X
∂p

+ (−1)p(D) ∂Q
∂η

= 0 (3)

∂X
∂q
− (−1)p(D) ∂P

∂η
= 0 (4)

∂P
∂p

+ ∂Q
∂q

= (−1)p(D)(∂X
∂ξ

+ ∂Y
∂η
) (5)

(1 + 2h)∂Y
∂p

= (2h− 1)(−1)p(D) ∂Q
∂ξ

(6)

(1 + 2h)∂Y
∂q

= −(2h− 1)(−1)p(D) ∂P
∂ξ

(7)

(1 + 2h)(∂P
∂p

+ ∂Q
∂q
) = 4h(−1)p(D) ∂X

∂ξ
(8)

By dimensions considerations, any linear operator D satisfying conditions (1)–(8) of (216)
belongs to (bλ)0. By the definition of the Cartan prolongation, any D satisfying conditions
(1)–(8) belongs to bλ.

The explicit solution of the system (1)–(8) of (216) (here we omit a page of obvious trans-
formations) is given in terms of one function f ∈ C[p, q, ξ, η]:





P = −∂f
∂q

+ P0(p, q),

Q = ∂f
∂p
,

X = −(−1)p(f) ∂f
∂η
,

Y = (−1)p(f) 2h−1
1+2h

∂f
∂ξ
,

where

(217)
∂P0

∂p
= − 4h

1 + 2h

∂2f

ξη
.

The relation (217) determines P0 up to a term that depends only on q. It remains to observe
that adding to f such a term does not affecty the values of Q, X , Y . Therefore, we can set

(218) P0 = −
4h

1 + 2h

∫ p

0

∂2f

ξη
dp =

4h

1 + 2h

∫ p

0

∂2f

ηξ
dp.

Now let

~ =
4h

1 + 2h
=

2λ− 1

λ
−→ 0 ⇐⇒ λ −→ 1

2
.

To summarize:

10.1.1. Theorem (Deformation of the Buttin bracket). Set ~(λ) = 2λ− 1

λ
.

Then, D ∈ vect(2|2) belongs to bλ(2; 2) if and only if

(219) D = Df := Hf + ~(λ)Wf , where Wf =

(∫ p

0

∂

∂η

∂f

∂ξ
dp

)
∂p + (−1)p(f)∂f

∂ξ
∂η
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for some f ∈ C[p, q, ξ, η]. Then,

(220) [Df , Dg] = D{f,g} + ~(λ)Dc(f,g) for any f, g ∈ C[p, q, ξ, η],

where

(221)

c(f, g) = −∂f
∂p

∫ p

0
∂
∂η

∂g
∂ξdp+

∂g
∂p

∫ p

0
∂
∂η

∂f
∂ξ dp+ ξ ∂

∂ξ

(
(−1)p(f) ∂f∂ξ

∂g
∂η + ∂f

∂η
∂g
∂ξ

) ∣∣∣
p=0,q=0

+

+ ∂
∂η

(∫ (p,q)

(0,q)

(
(−1)p(f) ∂f∂p

∂g
∂ξ −

∂f
∂ξ

∂g
∂p

)
dp+

∫ (0,q)

(0,0)

(
(−1)p(f) ∂f∂q

∂g
∂ξ −

∂f
∂ξ

∂g
∂q

) ∣∣∣
p=0

dq

)
.

10.1.2. h(2|2) has more deformations than po(2|2). Note that the formula

[Hf , Hg]new = H{f,g}P.B.
+ ~(λ) ·Hc(f,g)

defines a deformation of h(2|2) (which is the main deformation of b1/2(2)), but (and this agrees
with an unpublished preprint by Batalin and Tyutin) the formula

(222) {f, g}new = {f, g}P.B. + ~(λ) · c(f, g)
does not define a deformation of po(2|2) because the expression (222) does not satisfy the Jacobi
identity.

10.2. Deformations of g = b1/2(n;n). Clearly, g−1 is isomorphic to Π(
√
Vol). Therefore,

there is an embedding

(223) b1/2(n;n) ⊂
{
h := h(22k−1|22k−1), for n = 2k,

le := le(22k), for n = 2k + 1.

It is tempting to determine quantizations of g in addition to those considered by Kotchetkov,
as the composition of the embedding (223) and subsequent quantization.

For n = 2, when (223) is not just an embedding, but an isomorphism, this idea certainly works
and we get the following extra quantization of the antibracket described in Theorem 2.12.1: we
first deform the antibracket to the point λ = 1

2
along the main deformation, and then quantize

it as the quotient of the Poisson superalgebra. Let us show that this scheme fails to give new
algebras for n = 2k > 2.

10.2.1. Theorem (Deformations of b1/2(n;n)). For n = 2k > 2, the image of b1/2(n;n)
under the embedding (223) is rigid under the quantization of the ambient.

Proof. Consider the Lie superalgebra g := b1/2(n;n) ⊂ m(n;n). Recall that, in this grading,
the depth of g is equal to 1, and

g−1 = Π(
√
Vol), g0 = vect(0|n).

Consider the case of embedding into h, see (223); the case of embedding into le is similar.

Denote the indeterminates corresponding to Π(Λ
.√

vol) ≃ Π(⊕Λi) as follows:
the ones corresponding to i ≤ k − 2 by q = (q1, . . . , qN),

the ones corresponding to i = k − 1 by Q = (Q1, . . . , QM),

the ones corresponding to i = k by x = (x1, . . . , xL),

the ones corresponding to i = k + 1 by P = (P1, . . . , PM),

the ones corresponding to i > k + 1 by p = (p1, . . . , pN).

The symplectic form determines the pairing (of the differentials) of p with q, P with Q and
the x’s with themselves splitting them into either two dual groups for k = 2l (call them y
and z), or into three groups (two dual ones and one, consisting of one element x0, self-dual) for
k = 2l + 1.
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If all types of indeterminates are present, then n ≥ 4.
Let V = ⊕i≥−1 Vi be the projection of g to the space of vector fields generated by polynomials

in p, P, x,Q, q. Of course, V must not be a subalgebra in h, but it is invariant with respect to
the partial derivatives ∂

∂p
, ∂
∂P
, ∂
∂x
, ∂
∂Q
, ∂
∂q

because V−1 = g−1 = h−1.

Consider V0. The g0-action on g−1 is such that Λs goes into ⊕i≥s−1 Λi, so we deduce the
following 1)–6):

1) The indeterminates (p, P ) can go only into (p, P, x), but never into (Q, q). In turn, this
means that V0 does not contain monomials of the form qiqj, qiQj and QiQj .

Therefore, the subspace V0 contains only the monomials of degree ≤ 1 in q, Q.
2) The indeterminates x can go only into (p, P ), into x, and Q, but never into q. In turn,

this means that V0 can contain monomials of the form xixj and xiQj but not xiqj .
Consider a copy g̃ of g, with the Z-grading given by

deg ξi = deg τ = 1, deg ui = 0 for the remaining indeterminates ui.

Consider the bigrading of g given by

g := ⊕
i,j≥−1

gi,j, where gi,j = gi ∩ g̃j.

The monomials of the form xixj enter the decomposion of elements from g0,0, whereas the
monomials of the form xiQj enter the decomposion of elements of g0,−1.

Does V0 contain degree-3 monomials in x? If yes, they correspond to the elements of g1,t,
where k − 1 + t = 0, i.e., k = 1− t, and hence k ≤ 2 since t ≥ −1.

Therefore, if k > 2, and hence n > 4, then the subspace V0 contains only the monomials of
degree ≤ 2 in x.

3) Similarly, for k > 1, and hence n > 2, the subspace V1 does not contain monomials of the
form xixjQs.

Therefore, if n > 4, then the monomials belonging to V can be only of degree ≤ 2 in x,Q, q,
and monomials of degree 2 in x,Q, q should be of the form f(p, P )xixj or f(p, P )xiQj , and

V ⊂ C[p, P ]
⊕

(⊕
i
C[p, P ]xi)

⊕
(⊕
i
C[p, P ]Qi)

⊕

(⊕
i
C[p, P ]qi)

⊕
(⊕
i
C[p, P ]xixj)

⊕
(⊕
i
C[p, P ]xiQj).

Denote the summands above by W , Wx, WQ, Wq, Wxx and WxQ, respectively.
Consider the quantization of h:

pi 7−→ pi, Pi 7−→ Pi, yi 7−→ yi,

qi 7−→ −(−1)p(pi) ∂
∂pi
, Qi 7−→ −(−1)p(Pi) ∂

∂Pi
, zi 7−→ −(−1)p(yi) ∂

∂yi
.

We see that W goes into operators of multiplication by functions, whereas Wx, WQ and Wq

turn into vector fields. Therefore, the commutators of the elements of W ⊕Wx ⊕WQ ⊕Wq do
not change under the quantization.

Since the space W ⊕WQ ⊕Wq does not depend on x, the commutators of its elements with
the elements of Wxx ⊕WxQ do not change, either.

Thus, all deformations (“quantizations”) that change the commutators concern only the
brackets of WxQ with elements of Wx ⊕Wxx ⊕WxQ.

4) Since the monomials xixj go to g0,0 and Qj ∈ g−1,k−2 and since {Psxixj , Qs}P.b. = ±xixj ,
it follows that the monomials Psxixj go to g1,l, where l+k−2 = 0 and l ≥ −1. Hence, k = 2− l
and for k > 3 (i.e., for n > 6) the subspace V1 does not contain elements of the form Psxixj ,
and hence Wxx is of the form ⊕i,j C[p]xixj .
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5) Since the monomials xiQj go to g0,−1 and since {PsxiQj , Qs}P.b. = ±xiQj , it follows that
the monomials PsxiQj go to g1,l, where l + k − 2 = −1 and l ≥ −1. Hence, k = 1 − l and
for k > 2 (i.e., for n > 4) the subspace V1 does not contain elements of the form PsxiQj , and
hence WxQ is of the form ⊕i,j C[p]xiQj .

6) Since the monomials xiPj go to g0,1 and since {PsPixj , Qs}P.b. = ±Pixj , it follows that the
monomials PsPixj go to g1,l, where l + k − 2 = 1 and l ≥ −1. Hence, k = 3 − l and for k > 4
(i.e., for n > 8) the subspace V1 does not contain elements of the form PsPixj , and hence Wx

is of the form ⊕i (C[p]
⊕

(⊕j C[p]Pj)xi).
Thus, for n > 8, the space Wx ⊕Wxx ⊕WxQ has only elements of degree ≤ 2 in P, x,Q:

Wx ⊕Wxx ⊕WxQ =

C[p]⊗
(
(⊕
i
Cxi)

⊕
(⊕
I,j

CPjxi)
⊕

(⊕
i
Cxixj)

⊕
(⊕
i
CxiQj)

)
.

The quantization preserves the brackets of embedded vector fields.
Let n = 8. Then, Wxx = ⊕i,j C[p]xixj and WxQ = ⊕i,j C[p]xiQj , so commutators of the

elements of these spaces do not change under quantization.
Consider brackets of elements of WxQ and Wx. The effect of quantization can appear only

in brackets of order-2 differential operators with functions, but in the case under consideration
the coefficients of order-2 differential operators are constant with respect to x, P , so

[
∂2

∂xj∂Pk
, f(P )xj

]
= (−1)p(xj) ∂f(P )

∂Pk
xj∂xj + f(P )∂Pk

+ ∂f(P )
∂Pk

=

̂{xjQk, f(P )xj} under quantization
=

1
2
div
(
(−1)p(xj) ∂f(P )

∂Pk
xj∂xj + f(P )∂Pk

)
.

Here, it is important thatWxQ does not depend on P , i.e., the coefficients of order-2 differential
operators are constant with respect to x, P and the degree of functions is immaterial, so
for n = 6 the brackets of elements of WxQ and Wx do not change under quantization, either.

Let now n = 6. Then,

Wxx = {⊕
i,j
C[p, P ]xixj | the degree with respect to P is ≤ 1}.

Indeed, the elements Psxixj go to g1,−1 and Qt ∈ g−1,1, and since {PtPsxixj , Qt}P.b. = ±Psxixj ,
it follows that the elements PtPsxixj go to g2,l, where l + 1 = −1, which is a contradiction.

The elements of the form C[p]xixj and C[p]xixj lie in Ṽ−1. �

11. The exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebra mb(4|5)
In this section, already used in [BGLLS], we illustrate the algorithm presented in detail in

[Shch] and rectify one formula from [CCK]. This algorithm allows one to describe vectorial
Lie superalgebras by means of differential equations. In [Sh5, Sh14] the algorithm was used to
describe the exceptional simple vectorial Lie superalgebras of depth 1.

The Lie superalgebra mb(4|5) has three realizations as a transitive and primitive (i.e., not
preserving invariant foliations on the space it is realized by means of vector fields) vectorial Lie
superalgebra. Speaking algebraically, the requirement to be a transitive and primitive vectorial
Lie superalgebra is formulated as having a W-filtration, so mb(4|5) has three such filtrations.

Two of these W-filtrations are of depth 2, and one is of depth 3. In this section, we consider
the latter case (the grading K), i.e., we explicitly solve the differential equations that single out
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our Lie superalgebra. We thus explicitly obtain the expressions for the elements of mb(4|5;K).
In particular, we verify and rectify the formulas for the brackets given in [CCK].

The Lie superalgebra mb(4|5) first appeared in [Sh3]. The construction was performed in
two steps:

1) Take g0 = vect(0|3) with the natural action T 1/2 on the space g−1 = Π(Λ(ζ1, ζ2, ζ3)⊗vol1/2)
of semidensities with the inverted parity, see formula (124). The Cartan prolong of the pair
(g−1, g0)∗ forms the Lie superalgebra b1/2(3; 3).

2) Let us describe an embedding of the Lie superalgebra mb(4|5) we wish to define into m(4).
We work in terms of generating functions and sometimes, by abuse of notation, write f instead
of Mf .

The exceptional simple Lie superalgebra mb(4|5) is the complete prolong in m(4) of the trivial
central extension of b1/2(3; 3) considered as the Lie subsuperalgebra c(b1/2(3; 3)) ⊂ m(4), the
central element τ ∈ m being added to the 0th component of b1/2(3; 3).

Formally speaking, mb(4|5) is defined. To explicitly describe its elements, let us work a bit
more. To avoid confusion, we assume that the elements of c(b1/2(3; 3)) are generated by func-
tions of η1, η2, η3, u1, u2, u3, whereas the elements of m(4) are generated by functions of ξi and
qi for i = 0, 1, 2, 3, and τ .

Recapitulation from [Shch]. Let n be the nilpotent Lie superalgebra; we wish realize n

by vector fields, i.e., embed n into vect(dim n) so that the image of n is spanned by all partial
derivatives modulo the vector fields that vanish at the origin. Such an embedding determines
a nonstandard grading of certain depth d on vect(dim n). Denote vect(dim n) endowed with this
nonstandard grading by v = ⊕∞

−d≤k vk. Let g− be the image of n in v. Let g− be spanned by
the left-invariant vector fields Xi on the supergroup N whose Lie superalgebra is n. Let the
Yi be the right-invariant vector fields on the supergroup N that also span g− and such that
Xi(e) = Yi(e), where e is the unit of N . We have

Mξi =
∂

∂qi
+ ξi

∂

∂τ
; Mqi = −

∂

∂ξi
+ qi

∂

∂τ
,

and the operators Y are (as follows from [Shch]) of the form:

Yqi =
∂

∂qi
− ξi

∂

∂τ
; Yξi =

∂

∂ξi
+ qi

∂

∂τ
.

According to [Shch], the equations for generating functions should be expressed in terms of the

operators Yqi and Ŷξi := Yξi ◦ Pty, i.e., Ŷξi(f) = (−1)p(f)Yξi(f). We have

mb− = c(b1/2(3; 3))− ≃ m(4)−.

Here is the explicit correspondence between elements of degree −1:

(224)

mb−1 m−1(4)
η1η2η3 ξ0

η2η3, η3η1, η1η2 q1, q2, q3
η1, η2, η3 ξ1, ξ2, ξ3

1 q0

The 0th component of c(b1/2(3; 3)) is isomorphic to vect(0|3) and its action on the (−1)st
component is the same as on the space of semidensities. It is easy to see that the supertrace
of any such operator is equal to 0. Thus, we get embeddings (c(b1/2(3; 3)))0 ⊂ spe(4) and
mb ⊂ b1,0(4).
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Comparing the actions of various elements of b1/2(3; 3)0 ≃ vect(0|3) and spe(4) ⊂ m(4)0 we
get the following identifications (here (i, j, k) ∈ A3, the group of even permutations):

∂i ←→ −q0qi + ξjξk,

ηi∂i ←→ 1
2
(−q0ξ0 − qiξi + qjξj + qkξk),

ηi∂j ←→ −qjξi for i 6= j,

ηjηk∂i ←→ −1
2
q2i ,

ηi(ηj∂j − ηk∂k)←→ −1
2
q2i − qjqk,

ηi(
∑
j

ηj∂j)←→ ξ0ξi,

η1η2η3∂i ←→ −1
2
ξ0qi.

Since dimm(4)0 = 17|16 and dimmb(4|5)0 = 13|12, we need 4|4 equations to single out mb0
in m0.

Note that we have a natural Z-grading of m−1 induced by the identification m−1 ≃ Π(Λ(η));
this grading induces a Z-grading on m0 as well. Let deg be the degree of a given operator with
respect to this Z-grading; let N be the number of even|odd equations; let i and j run over the
set {1, 2, 3}; let the triple (ijk) be a permutation of (123). We get

(225)

deg m0 mb0 N equations

−3 q20 — 0|1 Y 2
q0(f) = 0

−2 q0ξi, — 3|0 Yq0 Ŷξi(f) = 0

−1 q0qi, ξiξj −q0qi + ξjξk 0|3
(
Yq0Yqi + Ŷξj Ŷξk

)
(f) = 0

0 qiξj qiξj , i 6= j 1|0
q0ξ0 −q0ξ0 − qiξi + qjξj + qkξk

∑
0≤i≤3

(
Yqi Ŷξi + ŶξiYqi

)
(f) = 0

1 ξiξ0, qiqj ξiξ0, qiqj 0

2 ξ0qi ξ0qi 0

3 — — 0

The equations are in such a form that we can discard the hats over the operators Yξi. After
that, we see that the functions that generate elements of the subalgebra mb are solutions of the
following system of 4|4 equations (here i = 1, 2, 3 and (i, j, k) ∈ A3):

Y 2
q0
(f) = 0, Yq0Yξi(f) = 0,

(
Yq0Yqi − YξjYξk

)
(f) = 0,

∑
0≤i≤3

(YqiYξi + YξiYqi) (f) = 0,

or, more explicitly,

(226)
∂2f

∂q20
− 2ξ0

∂

∂q0

∂f

∂τ
= 0,

(227)
∂2f

∂q0∂ξi
+

(
qi
∂

∂q0
+ ξ0

∂

∂ξi

)
∂f

∂τ
= 0,

(228)
∂2f

∂q0∂qi
− ∂2f

∂ξj∂ξk
−
(
ξ0

∂

∂qi
+ ξi

∂

∂q0
− qj

∂

∂ξk
+ qk

∂

∂ξj

)
∂f

∂τ
= 0,

(229) ∆f + E
∂f

∂τ
= 0.

The last equation means precisely that mb lies inside of b1,0(4).
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Set q = (q1, q2, q3), ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3). Each of the equations (226)–(229) is of the form

D(f) = (D0 +D1∂τ )(f) = 0,

where the operators D0 and D1 do not depend on τ . On the space of functions of the form
f = f0 + τf1, where f0, f1 ∈ C[q, q0, ξ, ξ0], each of these equations is equivalent to the system

{
D0f1 = 0,

D0f0 +D1f1 = 0.

Therefore, the solutions of the system (226)–(229) independent of τ (they generate the image
of c(b1/2(3; 3)) in m(4)), as well as the coefficients of τ in all the solutions of the system (226)–
(229), are solutions of the following system (here i = 1, 2, 3 and (i, j, k) ∈ A3):

(230)

∂2f
∂q20

= 0, ∂2f
∂q0∂ξi

= 0,

∂2f
∂q0∂qi

− ∂2f
∂ξj∂ξk

= 0, ∆f = 0.

The first two groups of equations in (230) imply that

f = ϕ(q, ξ, ξ0) + q0ϕ1(q, ξ0).

Differentiating the equations of the third group in (230) with respect to ξi, and taking into
account the second group we get

∂3f

∂ξ1∂ξ2∂ξ3
= 0.

Moreover, the third group of equations (230) implies that

∂ϕ1

∂qi
=

∂2ϕ

∂ξj∂ξk
,

i.e.,

(231) f = ϕ0(q, ξ, ξ0)−∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ1) + q0ϕ1(q, ξ0), where degξ ϕ0 ≤ 1.

Conversely, any function of the form (231) such that ∆f = ∆ϕ0 +
∂ϕ1

∂ξ0
= 0 is a solution of

eq. (230), and hence of the system (226)–(229).
Explicit solutions are:

(232) f(q), f(q)ξ0,

(233) Ff = f − q0ξ0∆f + ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3∆f), where f =
∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi,

(234) ξ0
∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi, where
∑

1≤i≤3

∂fi
∂qi

= 0,

(235) q0f(q)−∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3f).

Now let us find the solutions for which the coefficient of τ is of the form (232)–(235). Set

(236) Φ =
∑

1≤i≤3

qiξi.
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The solutions of (232) are obviously given by

ξ0

(∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi +
1

3
(τ − Φ)∆f

)
, where f =

∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi,

and

kq0ξ0f(q)− (k + 1)ξ0∆(fξ1ξ2ξ3)− τf, where k = deg f.

Combining this last solution with Ff from (233) we get a solution of the form

F̃f = f + q0ξ0∆f +
1

2
(τ − Φ− q0ξ0)∆f, where f =

∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi.

The functions Ff and F̃f determine two embeddings of vect(3|0) into mb. From general
considerations the embedded algebras should be obtained from one another by regradings of
the ambient algebra.

Now, let us find solutions with coefficient of τ of the form (233) with ∆f = 0. Then, f can

be represented as f = ∆f̃ for a function f̃ of the form

f̃ =
∑

f i(q)ξjξk, where (i, j, k) ∈ A3.

Take

f̂ = q0ξ0∆f̃ + τ∆f̃ .

Then, f̂ satisfies the system (226)–(227), and (228) implies:

∂2f̂
∂q0∂qi

− ∂2f̂
∂ξj∂ξk

−
(
ξ0

∂
∂qi

+ ξi
∂
∂q0
− qj ∂

∂ξk
+ qk

∂
∂ξj

)
∂f̂
∂τ

=

ξ0
∂∆f̃
∂qi
− ξ0 ∂∆f̃∂qi

+ qj
∂∆f̃
∂ξk
− qk ∂∆f̃∂ξj

=

qj

(
∂f i

∂qj
− ∂fj

∂qi

)
− qk

(
∂fk

∂qi
− ∂f i

∂qk

)
=

qi
∂f i

∂qi
+ qj

∂f i

∂qj
+ qk

∂f i

∂qk
− qi ∂f

i

∂qi
− qj ∂f

j

∂qi
− qk ∂f

k

∂qi
=

E(f i)− ∂
∂qi

(qif
i + qjf

j + qkf
k) + f i =

E(f i)− ∂
∂qi

((∫
ξ
Φ
)
· f̃
)
+ f i.

Therefore, it is easy to fix up f̂ to get a solution:

F = f̃ − E(f̃) + q0

(∫

ξ

Φf̃

)
+ q0ξ0∆f̃ + τ∆f̃ .

It is subject to a direct verification that F satisfies also (229).

We similarly see that, starting with f̂ = τξ0∆f , where f =
∑
f i(q)ξjξk, we arrive at the

function

F1 = −q0ξ0
(∫

ξ

Φf

)
+ ξ0(E − 1)(f) + τξ0∆f,

which satisfies the system (226)–(228). However,

∆F1 + E
∂F1

∂τ
= −

∫

ξ

(Φf).
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Adding to F1 the function ϕ =
∑
ϕiξi such that ∆ϕ =

∫
(ξ)
(Φf) we get a solution of the

system (226)–(229) which, by using the obtained solutions, can be simplified to

F = ξ0

(
−∆

(
ξ1ξ2ξ3

(∫

ξ

Φf

))
+ (E − 1)(f)− τ∆f

)
.

So we have obtained a solution in which the coefficient of τ is of the form (234).
Similarly, if we want to get a solution in which the coefficient of τ is of the form (235), i.e.,

equal to
q0ϕ(q)−∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ),

we take
F1 = q20ξ0ϕ+ τ (q0ϕ(q)−∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ))

to satisfy (226), then pass to

F2 = F1 − q0Φϕ− q0ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ)

to satisfy (227), and, finally, we pass to

F = q0(q0ξ0 − Φ)ϕ− q0ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ) + ξ1ξ2ξ3(E + 2)ϕ+ τ (q0ϕ(q)−∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3ϕ))

to satisfy (228). Now, one can verify that condition (229) is satisfied.
Finally, let us obtain a solution in which the coefficient of τ is an arbitrary function of the

form (235). We start with the function

F0 = τ(f − q0ξ0∆f + ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3∆f)), where f =
∑

1≤i≤3

fi(q)ξi.

This F0 satisfies (226), and
(
qi
∂

∂q0
+ ξ0

∂

∂ξi

)
∂F0

∂τ
= −qiξ0∆f + ξ0fi.

To satisfy (227) we pass to

F1 = q0ξ0(f − Φ∆f) + F0 = q0ξ0(f − Φ∆f) + τ(f − q0ξ0∆f + ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3∆f)).

Next, to satisfy (228), we pass to

F2 = ξ0ξ1ξ2ξ3(E + 2)(∆f)− Φf + F1,

and check that (229) is also satisfied. Finally, we get the solution

F = F2 = ξ0ξ1ξ2ξ3(E + 2)(∆f)− Φf + q0ξ0(f − Φ∆f) + τ(f − q0ξ0∆f + ξ0∆(ξ1ξ2ξ3∆f)).

11.1. The W-gradings of mb(3|8). We will again assume that the elements of the Lie super-
algebra c(b1/2(3; 3)) that we have started with in order to define the Lie superalgebra mb(3|8)
are given by generating functions in ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, p1, p2, p3, whereas the basis element of the added
center is z. The regrading of mb(3|8) is obtained by setting

deg pi = 2, deg ζi = 1 for i = 1, 2, 3, degLie(f) = deg(f)− 3.

This regrading is naturally extended to the whole Lie superalgebra mb(3|8) and is of depth
3. The component g−3 is spanned by 1 ∈ c(b1/2(3; 3)) and the added center z.

In this realization, the Lie superalgebra g = mb(3|8) is the complete prolong of its negative
part g− = g−3 ⊕ g−2 ⊕ g−1, where

g−3 = Span(1, z), g−2 = Span(ζi | i = 1, 2, 3), g−1 = Span(pi, ζjζk | i, j, k = 1, 2, 3),

and therefore
dim g−3 = 0|2, dim g−2 = 3|0, dim g−1 = 0|6.
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The non-zero brackets are as follows (here i = 1, 2, 3, (i, j, k) ∈ A3):

{pi, ζi} = −1, {ζiζj, ζk} = −z, {pi, ζiζj} = −ζj, {pi, ζkζi} = ζk.

In particular, the center of g− coincides with g−3.
We use this Lie superalgebra to demonstrate how to work with generating functions.
First of all, we embed g− into the Lie superalgebra

v = vect(3|8) = der C[u1, u2, u3 | η1, η2, η3, ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, χ1, χ2]

considered with the grading (for any i, j)

deg ηi = deg ζi = 1, deg ui = 2, degχj = 3.

In accordance with [Shch], we find in v− two mutually commuting families of elements: X-
vectors and Y -vectors. The table of correspondences reads

(237)

k mb−k X Y

−1 q1, q2, q3 Xηi Yηi

ξ2ξ3, ξ3ξ1, ξ1ξ2 Xζi Yζi

−2 ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 Xui Yui

−3 1, 1̂ Xχj
Yχj

The non-zero commutation relations for the X-vectors, where (i, j, k) ∈ A3, are

[Xηi , Xui] = −Xχ1 , [Xζi, Xui] = −Xχ2 ,

[Xηi , Xζk ] = −Xuj , [Xηi , Xζj ] = Xuk .

The non-zero commutation relations for the Y -vectors correspond to the negative of the above
structure constants:

[Yηi , Yui] = Yχ1, [Yζi , Yui] = Yχ2,

[Yηi , Yζk ] = Yuj , [Yηi , Yζj ] = −Yuk .
Let us represent an arbitrary vector field X ∈ vect(3|8) in the form

(238) X = F1Yχ1 + F2Yχ2 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(fξiYξi + fηiYηi + fuiYui) .

As it was shown in [Shch], any X ∈ mb(3|8) is completely determined by a pair of functions
F1, F2 via the equations, where i = 1, 2, 3 and (i, j, k) ∈ A3,

(239) Yξi(F1) = 0, Yηi(F1) = −(−1)p(fui )fui = Yξi(F2), Yηi(F2) = 0,

(240) Yξi(fui) = Yηi(fui) = 0,

(241) Yξi(fuj) = (−1)p(fηk )fηk , Yηi(fuj) = −(−1)p(fξk )fξk ,

(242) Yξi(fuk) = −(−1)p(fηj )fηj , Yηi(fuk) = (−1)p(fξj )fξj .
Therefore, the functions F1, F2 must satisfy the following three groups of equations:

(243) Yξi(F1) = 0, Yηi(F1) = Yξi(F2), Yηi(F2) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3.
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The relations (239), (241) determine the remaining coordinates, while the relations (240), (242)
follow from (239), (241) and the commutation relations that Y obey. Indeed,

Yξi(fui) = −(−1)p(fui )YξiYξi(F2) = 0

and

Yξi(fuj) = −(−1)p(fuj )YξiYξj (F2) = (−1)p(fui)YξjYξi(F2) = −Yξj (fui),
since p(fuj ) = p(fui) = p(X). Moreover,

fξk = −(−1)p(fξk )Yηi(fuj) = −YηiYξj (F2) = YξjYηi(F2) + Yuk(F2) = Yuk(F2).

We similarly get the expressions for the remaining coordinates:

fηk = Yuk(F1).

Therefore, an arbitrary element X ∈ mb(3|8) is of the form

(244) X = XF = F1Yχ1 + F2Yχ2 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(
Yui(F2)Yξi + Yui(F1)Yηi − (−1)p(X)Yξi(F2)Yui

)
,

where the pair of functions F = {F1, F2} satisfies the system of equations (243).
We select the Y -vectors so that the equations (243) that the functions F1, F2 should satisfy

are as simple as possible. For example, take the following Y -vectors, where i = 1, 2, 3, s = 1, 2,
and (i, j, k) ∈ A3:

Yηi = ∂ηi + ξk∂uj − ξj∂uk + (ξkηj − ξjηk)∂χ1 − ξjξk∂χ2 , Yξi = ∂ξi ,

Yui = ∂ui + ηi∂χ1 + ξi∂χ2 , Yχs
= ∂χs

.

Then, the X-vectors are of the form

(245)
Xξi = ∂ξi − ηj∂uk + ηk∂uj − ηjηk∂χ1 + ui∂χ2 , Xηi = ∂ηi + ui∂χ1 ,

Xχ1 = ∂χ1 , Xχ2 = ∂χ2 Xui = ∂ui .

The Lie superalgebra mb(3|8) consists of the vector fields that preserve the distribution
determined by the following equations for the vector field D of the form (238):

(246) fu1 = fu2 = fu3 = F1 = F2 = 0.

Let us express the coordinates f of the field D in the Y -basis in terms of the standard
coordinates in the basis of partial derivatives:

D = gχ1∂χ1 + gχ2∂χ1 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(gξi∂ξi + gηi∂ηi + gui∂ui) .

We get

fui = gui + gηjξk − gηkξj,
F1 = gχ1 −

∑
1≤i≤3 guiηi,

F2 = gχ2 −
∑

1≤i≤3 guiξi −
∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3
gηiξjξk.
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Therefore, in the standard coordinates, the distribution (246) is of the form (i = 1, 2, 3):

(247)

gui + gηjξk − gηkξj = 0,

gχ1 −
∑

1≤i≤3 gui ηi = 0,

gχ2 −
∑

1≤i≤3 guiξi −
∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3

gηiξjξk = 0.

Using the first two relations we rewrite the third one as

gχ2 +
∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3

gηiξjξk = 0.

Assuming that the pairing between vectors and covectors is given by the formula

〈f∂ξ, gdξ〉 = (−1)p(g)fg,
we see that the distribution is specified by the Pfaff equations given by the 1-forms

(248)

dui + ξjdηk − ξkdηj,
dχ1 −

∑
ηidui,

dχ2 +
∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3

ξjξkdηi.

Let us now solve the system (243).
Since Yξi = ∂ξi , the equality Yξi(F1) = 0 implies that F1 = F1(u, η, χ). Further, the equality

Yξi(F2) = Yηi(F1) = 0

takes the form

∂F2

∂ξi
=
∂F1

∂ηi
+

(
ξk
∂F1

∂uj
− ξj

∂F1

∂uk

)
+ (ξkηj − ξjηk)

∂F1

∂χ1

− ξjξk
∂F1

∂χ2

,

whence (since F1 does not depend on ξ)

(249) F2 =
∑

1≤i≤3

ξi
∂F1

∂ηi
−

∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3

ξiξj

(
∂F1

∂uk
+ ηk

∂F1

∂χ1

)
− ξ1ξ2ξ3

∂F1

∂χ2

+ α2,

where α2 = α2(u, η, χ), i.e., does not depend on ξ.
Let us expand the last group of equations

Yηi(F2) = 0

in power series in ξ. Observe that the coefficient of ξ1ξ2ξ3 vanishes automatically.
The terms of degree-0 in ξ are of the form

∂α2

∂ηi
= 0 =⇒ α2 = α2(u, χ).

The terms of degree-1 in ξ are of the form

ξk
∂α2

∂uj
− ξj

∂α2

∂uk
+ (ξkηj − ξjηk)

∂α2

∂χ1
= ξj

∂2F1

∂ηi∂ηj
+ ξk

∂2F1

∂ηi∂ηk
,

implying that

(250) F1 =
∑

1≤i≤3, (i,j,k)∈A3

ηiηj
∂α2

∂uk
+ η1η2η3

∂α2

∂χ1

+ α1(u, χ) +
∑

1≤i≤3

fi(u, χ)ηi.
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Therefore, the generating functions F1 and F2 are completely determined by the 5 functions

α1, α2, f1, f2, f3 which depend only on u, χ.

The terms of degree-2 in ξ lead to the equation (the coefficient of ξjξk):

(251)
∑

1≤s≤3

(
∂2F1

∂us∂ηs
− ηs

∂

∂ηs

∂F1

∂χ1

)
+
∂F1

∂χ1

+
∂α2

∂χ2

= 0.

Consider this equation by degrees in η. The degree 0 yields the equation

(252)
∑

1≤i≤3

(−1)p(fi) ∂fi
∂ui

+
∂α1

∂χ1
+
∂α2

∂χ2
= 0.

In degrees 1, 2, 3 in η the equation (251) is automatically satisfied.
Let us express eq. (252) in the following more transparent form. Denote

fi = f 0
i + f 1

i χ1 + f 2
i χ2 + f 12

i χ1χ2,

αs = α0
s + α1

sχ1 + α2
sχ2 + α12

s χ1χ2.

Then, equation (252) is equivalent to the system

(253)
∑

1≤i≤3

∂f 12
i

∂ui
= 0, α12

1 −
∑

1≤i≤3

∂f 2
i

∂ui
= 0, α12

2 +
∑

1≤i≤3

∂f 1
i

∂ui
= 0, α1

1+α
2
2+

∑

1≤i≤3

∂f 0
i

∂ui
= 0.

To describe the commutation relations in mb(3|8) more explicitly, let us express the vector
field (244) as

(254) XF = xF +
∑

1≤i≤3

(
fξiYξi + fηiYηi − (−1)p(X)fuiYui

)
, where xF = F1∂χ1 + F2∂χ2 ,

and observe that, in view of relations (239) and (241), we have

[XF , XG] = XH ,

where

(255)

H1 = [xF , xG]1 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(
fuigηi − (−1)p(XG)fηigui

)
,

H2 = [xF , xG]2 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(
fuigξi − (−1)p(XG)fξigui

)
.

Observe that it suffices to compute only the defining components of H1 and H2, i.e., when
the pair F is determined by the set αs, where s = 1, 2, and fi, where i = 1, 2, 3, the pair G is
determined by the set βs, where s = 1, 2, and gi, where i = 1, 2, 3, and the pair H is determined
by the set γs, where s = 1, 2, and hi, where i = 1, 2, 3. Then, with i = 1, 2, 3, and (i, j, k) ∈ A3,
we get

(256)
γ1 =

∑
1≤i≤3

(
−fi ∂β1∂ui

+ (−1)p(XG) ∂α1

∂ui
gi

)
+

+
(
α1

∂β1
∂χ1

+ α2
∂β1
∂χ2

)
− (−1)p(XF )p(XG)

(
β1

∂α1

∂χ1
+ β2

∂α1

∂χ2

)
;

(257)
γ2 =

∑
1≤i≤3

(
−fi ∂β2∂ui

+ (−1)p(XG) ∂α2

∂ui
gi

)
+

+
(
α1

∂β2
∂χ1

+ α2
∂β2
∂χ2

)
− (−1)p(XF )p(XG)

(
β1

∂α2

∂χ1
+ β2

∂α2

∂χ2

)
;
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(258)

hi = − ∑
1≤r≤3

fr
∂gi
∂ur

+
∑

1≤r≤3

∂fi
∂ur
gr−

(−1)p(XG)
(
∂α2

∂uj

∂β1
∂uk
− ∂α2

∂uk

∂β1
∂uj
− ∂α1

∂uj

∂β2
∂uk

+ ∂α1

∂uk

∂β2
∂uj

)
+

+
∑
s=1,2

αs
∂gi
∂χs
− (−1)p(XF )p(XG)

∑
s=1,2

βs
∂fi
∂χs

.

In what follows, we identify the vector field XF with the collection

{αs, fi | s = 1, 2, i = 1, 2, 3}.
The bracket of vector fields corresponds to the bracket of such collections given by eqs. (256)–
(258).

Consider now the even part mb(3|8)0̄ of our algebra. Since p(F1) = p(F2) = 1̄, it follows that
p(αs) = 1̄, p(fi) = 0̄. The component mb(3|8)0̄ admits a decomposition into three subspaces
described below

mb(3|8)0̄ = V1 ⊕ V2 ⊕ V3.
The subspace V1 is determined by the collection

{α1 = α2 = 0, fi = fi(u)χ1χ2 |
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
= 0}.

Eqs. (256)–(258) imply that the vector fields generated by such functions form a commutative
ideal in mb(3|8)0̄; we will identify this ideal with dΩ1(3) via the mapping

{0, 0, fi | i = 1, 2, 3} 7−→ −
∑

i

fidujduk.

Next, the subspace V2 is determined by the collection {fi = 0 | i = 1, 2, 3}. We will identify
this space with Ω0(3)⊗ sl(2) via the mapping

{α(u)(aχ1 + bχ2), α(u)(cχ1 − aχ2), 0, 0, 0} 7−→ α(u)⊗
(
a c

b d

)
.

Eqs. (256)–(258) imply that the elements of the subspaces V1 and V2 commute, whereas the
bracket of two collections from V2 is, in our notation, of the form

[f ⊗ A, g ⊗ B] = fg ⊗ [A,B] + df ∧ dg · trAB.
Finally, for V3 we have the following three natural possibilities: we take fi = fi(u) for any

i = 1, 2, 3, while for the α we make the following choices:

(a): α1 = −
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
χ1, α2 = 0,

(b): α1 = 0, α2 = −
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
χ2,

(c): α1 = −1
2

∑ ∂fi
∂ui
χ1, α2 = −1

2

∑ ∂fi
∂ui
χ2.

In the cases (a) and (b), we get two embeddings: vect(3) ⊂ mb(3|8)0̄.
The case (c) is, however, more convenient to simplify the brackets. Thus, we identify V3 with

vect(3) via
{
−1
2

∑ ∂fi
∂ui

χ1, −
1

2

∑ ∂fi
∂ui

χ2, f1(u), f2(u), f3(u)

}
7−→ Df = −

∑

i

fi(u)∂ui .

The action of Df on the subspaces V1 (as on the space of 2-forms) and V2 (as on the space
of vector-valued functions F ⊗ sl(2)) is natural. The bracket of the operators Df is, however,
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manifestly different from the usual bracket thanks to the presence of an extra term:

[Df , Dg] = DfDg −DgDf − 1

2
d(divDf) ∧ d(divDf).

Consider now the odd part mb(3|8)1̄. We have p(F1) = p(F2) = 0̄, and hence

p(αs) = 0̄, p(fi) = 1̄.

Let V4 consist of the collections with fi = 0. We identify V4 with Ω0(3) vol−1/2⊗C2 via

{α(u)w1, α(u)w2, 0, 0, 0} 7−→ α(u) vol−1/2⊗
(
w2

−w1

)
.

Let V5 consist of the collections of the form

(259) fi = fi(u)(v1χ1 + v2χ2) for i = 1, 2, 3, α1 = v2
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
χ1χ2, α2 = −v1

∑ ∂fi
∂ui
χ1χ2.

We identify V5 with Ω2(3) vol−1/2⊗C2, by assigning to the collection (259) the element

ω vol−1/2⊗
(
v1

v2

)
, where ω = −

∑
fiduj ∧ duk.

Having identified mb(3|8)1̄ = V4 ⊕ V5, let us summarize. Table (260) contains a description of
the spaces Vi and their elements.

(260)

The space α1 α2 fi
V1 ≃ dΩ1(3) 0 0 fi(u)χ1χ2, ω =

∑
fiduj ∧ duk,∑ ∂fi

∂ui
= 0 dω = 0

V2 ≃
Ω0(3)⊗ sl(2)

α(u)(aχ1 + bχ2) α(u)(cχ1 − aχ2) 0 α(u)⊗
(
a c

b −a

)

V3 ≃ − 1
2f(u)χ1 − 1

2f(u)χ2 fi(u) D = −∑ fi(u)∂ui

vect(3) f(u) =
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
divD = −f(u)

V4 ≃
Ω0 vol−1/2⊗C2

α(u)w1 α(u)w2 0 α(u) vol−1/2⊗
(

w2

−w1

)

V5 ≃ v2f(u)χ1χ2 −v1f(u)χ1χ2 fi(u)(v1χ1 + v2χ2) ω vol−1/2⊗
(
v1

v2

)

Ω2 vol−1/2⊗C2 f(u) =
∑ ∂fi

∂ui
ω =

∑
fiduj ∧ duk

Having explicitly computed the brackets using expressions (256)–(258) and presenting the
result by means of correspondences (260), we obtain formulas almost identical to those provided
in [CCK].

We have already given the brackets of the even elements. The brackets of elements of mb0̄
and mb1̄ are as follows:

[V1, V4] : [ω, α vol−1/2⊗v] = α · ω vol−1/2⊗v ∈ V5;

[V2, V4] : [f ⊗A, α vol−1/2⊗v] = (fα− df ∧ dα) vol−1/2⊗Av ∈ V4 ⊕ V5;

[V3, V4] : [D, α vol−1/2⊗v] = (D(α) − 1
2 divD · α+ 1

2d(divD) ∧ dα) vol−1/2⊗v ∈ V4 ⊕ V5;

[V1, V5] = 0;

[V2, V5] : [f ⊗A, ω vol−1/2⊗v] = fω vol−1/2⊗Av ∈ V5;

[V3, V5] : [D, ω vol−1/2⊗v] = (LDω − 1
2 divD · ω) vol

−1/2⊗v ∈ V5.
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To describe in these terms the bracket of two odd elements, we resort to the following natural
identifications:

Ω2(3)
vol ≃ vect(3) : ω

vol ←→ Dω :

iDω
(vol) = ω, i.e.,

∑
fidxj ∧ dxk ←→

∑
fi∂ii ;

Λ2C2 ≃ C : v ∧w ←→ det


v1 w1

v2 w2


 ;

S2(C2) ≃ sl(2) : v · w ←→


−v1w2 − v2w1 2v1w1

−2v2w2 v1w2 + v2w1


 .

The bracket of two odd elements is of the form:

(261)

[V4, V4] :
[

f√
vol
⊗ v, g√

vol
⊗ w

]
= df∧dg⊗v∧w

vol
∈ vect(3) = V3;

[V5, V5] :
[
ω1√
vol
⊗ v, ω2√

vol
⊗ w

]
= (Dω1(ω2)− divDω1 · ω2)v ∧ w ∈ V1;

[V4, V5] :
[

f√
vol
⊗ v, ω√

vol
⊗ w

]
=

fω
vol
⊗ v ∧ w − 1

2
(fdω − ω ∧ df)⊗ v · w + df ∧ d(divDω)⊗ v ∧ w.

In the last line above, the first summand lies in V3, the second one in V2, and the third one
in V1. The difference as compared with [CCK]: the coefficient of the third summand in
the last line on (261) should be 1, whereas in [CCK] it is equal to 1

2
.

To verify, compute the Jacobi identity (it holds for 1 and not for 1
2
) for the triple

u3du2 ∧ du3 ∈ V1 and
u1√
vol
⊗ e1, u2√

vol
⊗ e2 ∈ V4, where e1, e2 span C2. �

12. Miscellenea

12.1. Odd roots of simple Lie superalgebras of non-vectorial type. For this description
for simple Lie superalgebras and their relatives, see table (262).

(262)

g g0̄ R1̄ g0̄ : g1̄

sl(n|1) sl(n)⊕ Ch ±(εi − δ) (id⊠χ0)⊕ (id⊠χ0)
∗

sl(n|m) sl(n)⊕ sl(m)⊕ Ch ±(εi − δj)
(
idsl(n)⊠ id∗sl(m)⊠χ0

)
⊕

n 6= m ⊕
(
idsl(n)⊠ id∗sl(m)⊠χ0

)∗

psl(n|n) sl(n)⊕ sl(n) ±(εi − δj)
(
idsl(n)⊠ id∗sl(n)

)
⊕

n > 2 ⊕
(
idsl(n)⊠ id∗sl(n)

)∗

osp(1|2n) sp(2n) ±δj idsp(2n)

osp(2|2n) sp(2n)⊕ Ch ±ε± δj
(
idsp(2n)⊠χ1

)
⊕
(
id∗sp(n)⊠χ−1

)

osp(m|2n) sp(2n)⊕ o(m) ±εi ± δj for m even idsp(2n)⊠ ido(m)

m > 2 ±εi ± δj and ±δj for m odd

ospa(4|2) sl1(2)⊕ sl2(2)⊕ sl3(2) ±ε1 ± ε2 ± ε3 id1⊠ id2⊠ id3

psq(n) sl(n) ±(εi − εj) and 0 ad

ag2 sl(2)⊕ g2 ±εi ± δ;±δ idsl(2)⊠R(π1)

i = 1, 2, 3;
∑

εi = 0

ab3 sl(2)⊕ o7
1
2 (±ε1 ± ε2 ± ε3 ± δ) idsl(2)⊠ spin7
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12.2. Theorem (Central extensions of simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras ([L3])).
The following list exhausts the central extensions of simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras:

(263)

g Cocycle Name of
extended superalgebra

psl(2|2)
≃ h′(0|4)

(
A B

C D

)
,

(
A′ B′

C′ D′

)
7−→





trBB′

tr(BC′ + CB′)

trCC′

po′(0|4)
sl(2|2)
po′(0|4)

psl(n|n)
for n > 2

(
A B

C D

)
,

(
A′ B′

C′ D′

)
7−→ tr(BC′ + CB′) sl(n|n)

psq(n)

(
A B

B A

)
,

(
A′ B′

B′ A′

)
7−→ trBB′ sq(n)

spe(4)

(
A B

C −At

)
,

(
A′ B′

C′ −A′t

)
7−→ trCC′ as

h′(0|n), n > 4 Hf , Hf ′ 7−→∑
( ∂f
∂θj

∂f ′

∂θj
)
∣∣∣
θ=0

, see (62) po′(0|n)

For, sometimes unexpected, analogs of these results over fields of positive characteristic, see
[BGL1, BGLL1].

Proof (Union of strewn results and ideas). The above table and some of the results from
[FuLe], backed up by Gruson, take care of the superalgebras g with reductive g0̄; for the
corrected previous results concerning non-vectorial Lie superalgebras, see [BoKN].

For vectorial Lie superalgebras, the Hochshield-Serre spectral sequence with respect to the
subalgebra g0 in the standard grading does the trick. Grozman used his SuperLie code package
to confirm these calculations for small values of the rank, where extra cocycles might have
occurred. See also [BLS], where the case of the ground field of characteristic p > 0 is mainly
considered and the notion of double extension is thoroughly studied. �

12.3. Theorem (Central extensions of simple infinite-dimensional vectorial Lie superalge-
bras). The following list exhausts the central extensions of simple infinite-dimensional vectorial
superalgebras:

Algebra Cocycle Name of the extended algebra
h(2n|m)

for (n,m) 6= (1, 2)
f, g 7−→ {f, g}P.B.|p=q=θ=0 po(2n|m)

le(n)

sle′(n)

}
{f, g}B.B.|q=ξ=0

{
b(2n|m)

sb′(n)

sle′(3; 3) 2 non-cohomologous cocycles, see [ShP] sb′(3; 3)

Proof (the ideas of). The Lie superalgebra sle′(3) has two non-cohomologous (odd) central
extensions producing isomorphic Lie superalgebras, see [ShP].

If g has a grading operator z, then it suffices to consider the space of z-invariant cocycles,
i.e., elements of (g−1 ∧ g1)

∗ which constitute, moreover, a trivial g0-module. This case covers
the series g = vect, k, m and the exceptional algebras vle(4|3;K), kas, mb(4|5;K).

From the explicit description of g0-modules gi for i ≤ 1 we see that such elements only
exist for vect and k (when g1 contains a direct summand isomorphic to g∗−1), but they do not
contribute to cohomology. �
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12.4. The extensions eg, and algebras der g for simple “symmetric” g ([BGLL1]).

(264)

g psl(n|n), n > 2 psl(2|2) psq(n)

eg sl(n|n)





sl(2|2)

po′(0|4)

osp0(4|2)

sq(n)

der eg gl(n|n)





gl(2|2)

po(0|4)⋉CE
q(n)

der g pgl(2|2) osp−1(4|2) pq(n)

One of the Cartan matrices of ospa(4|2) over C is




2 −1 0

−1 0 −a
0 −1 2


, as we know (e.g., from

[BGL1]), so osp1(4|2) = osp(4|2), and ospa(4|2) is simple except for the cases where a = 0 and
−1, where we have exact sequences

(265)
0 −→ psl(2|2) −→ osp−1(4|2) −→ sl(2) −→ 0,

0 −→ sl(2) −→ osp0(4|2) −→ psl(2|2) −→ 0.

In other words, der psl(2|2) ≃ osp−1(4|2) and on the space of three nontrivial central extensions
of psl(2|2), as well on the space of outer derivations of psl(2|2), one can define a structure of
the Lie algebra sl(2).

12.5. Finite-dimensional irreducibles over simple vectorial Lie superalgebras. Let L
be either vect(0|m), or its subsuperalgebra svect(0|m), or h′(0|m) with their standard filtrations.

Let us prepare a supply of finite-dimensional irreducible L-modules. Take an irreducible
L0/L1-moduleMχ with highest weight χ; assume that the highest weight vector (as well as the
whole Mχ) is even. Construct the induced L-module by setting

I(χ) := indL
L0
(Mχ) = U(L)⊗U(L0) M

χ.

It turns out that, for χ generic, the modules I(χ) are irreducible; the exceptional — reducible

— modules line up into a sequence which is exact for vect(0|m) and s̃vect(0|m) and “almost
exact” for svect(0|m), see [BL3].

To formulate the answer graphically, let us pass from the induced modules I(χ) to their duals,
the coinduced modules T (χ) := I(χ∗⊗(− tr)), where tr is the 1-dimensional gl(m) = L0-module
determined by the trace also denoted by tr, and (− tr)(X) = − tr(X) for any X ∈ gl(m).

12.5.1. Theorem (Irreducibles over vect(0|m), svect(0|m) and s̃vect(0|m), after [BL3]). Let

L = vect(0|m), svect(0|m), or s̃vect(0|m). Then, the L-modules T (χ) are irreducible, except
for the cases where Mχ is isomorphic to Sk(id) or Sk(id∗)⊗ (− tr), where id is the tautological
representation of L0/L1. These exceptional modules, denoted by Ωk and Σ−k, respectively,
are interpreted as the spaces of kth degree differential forms and, respectively, (−k)th degree
integral13 forms on the (0|m)-dimensional supermanifold. The exterior differential and the

13Having discovered them, Bernstein and Leites called them integraBle since they can be integrated.
P. Deligne, however, calls them integral, cf. [Del, Ch.3, §3.12]; perhaps to rhyme with differential or after
the incorrect (since the authors’ interpretation was lost) English translation of the Russian version of [BL1].
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Berezin integral unite the exceptional modules in one — infinite in both directions — exact
sequence:

· · · d−→ Σ−k
d−→ · · · d−→ Σ−1

d−→ Σ0

∫
−→ Ω0 d−→ Ω1 d−→ · · · d−→ Ωk

d−→ · · · ,
and therefore the kernels and the images of the above maps are the only irreducible submodules

of the exceptional modules if L is of series vect or s̃vect.
For L = svect(0|m), since Σ0 ≃ Ω0, the module of functions, Ω0, has the additional submodule

Vol0 consisting of the functions with integral zero.

We see that, except for m = 2 (since vect(0|2) ≃ sl(1|2) ≃ osp(2|2), this case was already
considered), a rank-1 operator can occur only in the modules T (χ) coinduced from the 1-
dimensional module, or in a quotient of such module, or in the modules obtained from such
module by reversing their parity. The corresponding cases are listed in Table (157). For

example, the corresponding rank-1 operators from vect(0|m) and s̃vect(0|m) are

ξ1 . . . ξm∂ξi for any i realized in

{
F := Λ(ξ) and Volλ(ξ), for m even and λ ∈ C,

Π(F) := Π(Λ(ξ)) or Π(Volλ(ξ)), for m odd and λ ∈ C.

In the case of svect(0|m), the operators (
∏

j 6=i,t ξj)
∂
∂ξi

acting on F := Λ(ξ) have rank 1.

Several of our exceptional vectorial superalgebras exist due to the fact that adding the trivial
center to the above-considered L we get, in certain small dimensions, new nontrivial Cartan
prolongs. For details and such new (in 1996) examples, see [Sh14].

Let L = h(0|m) preserve the symplectic 2-form ω. Then, the exceptional modules are still
realized in the spaces of differential forms (since Σ−i ≃ Ωi thanks to nondegeneracy of ω). The
complete description of irreducible modules over L = h′(0|m) and all its relatives — central
extensions (i.e., finite-dimensional Poisson Lie superalgebras) and superalgebras of derivations
is due to Shapovalov [Sha1, Sha2]. Except for the cases of small dimension where an occasional
isomorphism occurs (such as h′(0|4) ≃ psl(2|2)), and which, therefore, are already considered,
there are no operators of rank 1.

12.6. On primitive Lie superalgebras. Recall that a filtered Lie (super)algebra g (or an as-
sociated graded algebra) is called primitive if it has a maximal subalgebra of finite codimension
which does not contain a homogeneous ideal of g.

Let

(266) r ⊂ vect(ξ) be a subalgebra such that pr−1(r) = vect−1(ξ),

where pr−1 is the projection of vect(ξ) to vect−1(ξ) = Span( ∂
∂ξ1
, . . . , ∂

∂ξn
).

Let h = ⊕i≥−d hi be a primitive Lie superalgebra (with⊕i≥0 hi being its maximal subalgebra)
such that h−1 is an irreducible h0-module and h− is generated by h−1. Set:

(267) gmin = h⊗ Λ(n)⋉ r, gmax = (h−1 ⊗ Λ(n), h0 ⊗ Λ(n)⋉ r)∗,

where (V, g)∗ is the Cartan prolong of (V, g). It is not difficult to see that any Lie superalgebra
p such that gmin ⊆ p ⊆ gmax, is primitive.

12.7. Conjecture (On primitive Lie superalgebras). Every primitive Lie superalgebra p is
of the form gmin for a suitable h.

Regardless of whether this Conjecture is true or not, “describe primitive Lie superalgebras”
is a wild problem because there are indescribably many Lie superalgebras satisfying condi-
tion (266).



114 Dimitry Leites, Irina Shchepochkina

12.8. On the Lie superalgebra E(2, 2) from [K3]. While this paper was being written and
[Sh5, Sh14] refereed, there appeared a proof of our classification in the case of compatible grad-
ing, see [Klc]. In it, V. Kac states, among other things, that there exist six exceptional simple
vectorial Lie superalgebras. In addition to the five (considered as abstract Lie superalgebras)
exceptions already described in [Sh5, Sh14], Kac distinguished one more “exception”, E(2, 2).
Actually, it belongs to a series.

12.8.1. Lemma. E(2, 2) ≃ b′∞(2; 2).

Proof. Indeed, by definition, E(2, 2) is the Cartan prolong g = (g−1, g0)∗, where “the g0-module
g−1 gives rise to the linear Lie superalgebra spin4”. This means that g0 is the semidirect sum
g0 = hei(0|4) ⋉ sl(2) and g−1 is the space of the unique irreducible representation of hei(0|4)
for which the central element corresponds to the identity operator. Hence, we may identify g−1

either with Λ(2) = Λ(ξ1, ξ2) or (due to uniqueness) with Π(Λ(2)) = Π(Λ(ξ1, ξ2)). The second
scenario is more convenient for our purposes.

The action of hei(0|4) is given by the operators (1, ξ1, ξ2, ∂ξ1 , ∂ξ2), while sl(2) acts via the
tautological representation on the even component of g−1 and via the trivial representation on
the odd component of g−1. Now, what is b′∞(2; 2) or, in Kac’s notation, “SKO(2, 3; 1) with
subprincipal grading”? It is the Cartan prolong h = (h−1, h0)∗, where

h−1 = Π(Λ(2)) = Π(Λ(η1, η2));

h0 = Span(1, η1, η2)⋉ svect(0|2) ≃ (Span(1, η1, η2)⋉ Span(∂η1 , ∂η2))⋉ sl(2) ≃ g0.

On Π(Span(η1, η2)), i.e., on (h−1)0̄, the subalgebra sl(2) acts via the tautological representation,
and on Π(Span(1, η1η2)), i.e., on (g−1)1̄, it acts via the trivial representation.

We get an isomorphism g−1 ⊕ g0 ≃ h−1 ⊕ h0, and hence an isomorphism g ≃ h. �

In the paper [CK2] which corrects several statements of [K3], the result of this lemma is
briefly stated, but the description of g0 in [CK2] should still be corrected. The paper [CCK],
in its turn, corrects [CK2], but not completely: see eq. (261).

13. On history

Lie superalgebras first appeared in topology, in the 1940s, over finite fields, in (co)homology
theory. The collection of elements of homotopy groups with the Whitehead multiplication is
an example of the Lie superring. These examples drew so little attention of researchers that
the difference between “Lie superalgebras” and “graded Lie algebras” was clearly formulated
only after [WZ] introduced super terminology.

Since the 1960s, Berezin tried to describe Bose and Fermi particles in a parallel manner. He
conjectured that to do so one has to consider anticommuting indeterminates on equal footing
with commuting coordinates. To see that the classical differential and algebraic geometries are
particular cases of a wider area of mathematics, one had to define the object on which these
indeterminates play the role of functions. This problem (proof of Berezin’s conjecture) was
solved in [L0], where what is now called superscheme was defined. For further mathematical
development in smooth and analytic settings, see [B3, LSoS, MaG, Ld]. The vital inspirational
role of Berezin in several areas of mathematics and physics is described in [Shi, N, KNV, KMLT].

Meanwhile physicists arrived at the new fundamental philosophical paradigm transcending
the limits of pure physics: “We live on a supermanifold”. This idea is still being developed;
it became contagious thanks to a work by Wess and Zumino [WZ] where the term “SUSY” was
introduced in the currently accepted sense, different from the now abandoned Wheeler’s usage
of it, see [Whe]. In [WZ], perspectives of supersymmetry were outlined more clearly than in
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several pioneering works on the subject, see introductions in [DSB], and also [Del, Shi] written
decades after [WZ] was published. Note that applications of SUSY to high energy physics are
still conjectural, whereas results in solid state physics are already handable, see [Ef].

Simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras over C. After [WZ] was published, the
perspectives in theoretical physics and manifest mathematical beauty elucidating certain clas-
sical facts encouraged several researchers to tackle the classification of simpleLie superalgebras.
Various particular types (with non-degenerate even form, with reductive even part) were clas-
sified by Djoković (with Hochschild) [DH, Dj1, Dj2, Dj3], Scheunert, Nahm, and Rittenberg
[SNR], I. Kaplansky ([FrK], [Kap, Kapp]). Note that there was no understanding of Lie superal-
gebras as algebras of operators until mid-1970s when gl(m|n) was defined ([Lber, Kapp, SNR])
and the space of superderivations of the Grassmann algebra was interpreted as a (vectorial)
Lie superalgebra. In the talk [K0], see Kac’s preface to [DSB], V. Kac gave the first examples
of (relatives of) simple finite-dimensional vectorial Lie superalgebras. Kac called them “some
algebras”; we now identify them as vect(0|m), svect(0|m) and h(0|m). Several years later, Kac
considered all types of simple finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras. Kaplansky’s preprints-1975
[Kapp] helped Kac to repair gaps in his classification ([K1], [K1C]). Various types of simple Lie
superalgebras have to be treated separately, so it is instructive to compare different techniques
of [SNR] and [FrK, Kapp, Kap], with [K2], where earlier partial results, later disregarded, are
cited. For a 2-page-long summary of Kac’s ideas ([K1.5, K2]), see [Ld, §8]. None of these
researchers considered deformations with odd parameters classified, at last, in [Ld].

Lie superalgebras with Cartan matrices. Kac was the first to attribute analogs of
Cartan matrices to certain Lie superalgebras over C, and to observe that one Lie superalgebra
can have several inequivalent Cartan matrices. The definition of Cartan matrices and analogs
of Dynkin diagrams was later improved in [CCLL]. For the classification of finite-dimensional
Lie superalgebras with indecomposable Cartan matrix in characteristic p > 0, see [BGL].

Over C, the classification of all Cartan matrices of a given Lie superalgebra is due to
Serganova, see [Se2, HS]. Lebedev extended Sergnova’s method to the case of characteris-
tic p > 0, see [Leb], where this place in [BGL] is corrected. For the classification of Lie
superalgebras of GLAPG type with indecomposable Cartan matrix, see [Se2, vdL, HS]. For
the classification of hyperbolic Lie algebras and their superizations, see [CCLL].

Simple loop Lie superalgebras. For their conjectural list, see [LSS]. To prove the com-
pleteness of this list à la [M] is an Open problem; for a partial result, see [HS]; for Cartan
matrices of loop superalgebras, see [BLS].

Stringy Lie superalgebras. For the classification of simple stringy Lie superalgebras (with
Laurent coefficients, based on the classification of vectorial, i.e. with polynomial coefficients),
see [GLS1]; for the classification of their central extensions, see [KvdL]. Note that there is
a mysterious difference between presentations of kas generated by polynomials and those of kasL

generated by Laurent polynomials as the superscript indicates, see [GLS4]: we conjecture that
there are infinitely many relations between “natural” (from a certain point of view) generators
of kas, whereas kasL is finitely presented.

Vectorial Lie superalgebras. It took a while to distinguish a reasonable classification
problem. A classification of primitive Lie superalgebras was claimed in [K1.5, K2], but was
obviously wrong; Theorem 10 and even Conjecture 1 in [K2] dealing with simple Lie superal-
gebras, were also wrong. After [L1] appeared, it became clear that the list of simple vectorial
Lie superalgebras “doubles” Cartan’s list at least twice: by superdimension and by the “odd”
counterparts such as le of h, and m of k, together with sle and sm. Leites dubbed the new
algebras by the next letters after k (l and m); soon l was changed to le to eliminate confusions
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of sle with sl. Grozman found bλ(n) in 1978, see [G], but was not understood; bλ(n) was
rediscovered in [ALSh].

In [ALSh], we claimed that one vectorial Lie superalgebra has finitely many distinct
non-isomorphic realizations as a W-filtered or W-graded Lie superalgebra; for
a proof, see Subsection 8.1.4. This phenomenon was totally missed in [K2], and in Kac’s
later papers it was stated that to describe all filtered vectorial superalgebras is “probably
impossible”. Over fields of positive characteristic, the non-standard gradings were appreciated
at approximately the same time as in [ALSh], but not as much as they deserve, see [KLS].

Observe that, as early as in [ALSh], we wrote that the problem “classify primitive Lie super-
algebras” is wild, cf. [K2]; for details, see Subsection 12.6. In 1988, we had almost all examples
of simple W-graded vectorial Lie superalgebras over C (see [L1, ALSh, Sh3, LSh1]). The ad-
jective “exceptional”, first used in [Sh3], implies a claim for classification of “serial” examples.
Shchepochkina discovered all the exceptional examples [Sh3, Sh5, Sh14].

In 1996–97, we have explicitly announced the classification of W-graded simple complex
vectorial Lie superalgebras at various conferences, e.g., at a seminar of E. Ivanov, JINR, Dubna
(July, 1996), Voronezh Winter School (Jan. 12–18, 1997), and at the conference in honor of
D. Buchsbaum, Northeastern Univ., Boston (October 1997), see [LSh2′], as an aside remark
to another, still open, problem “how to superize representations of quivers?”, cf. [LSh2, BZ].
The proof of classification of simple W-graded Lie superalgebras, already outlined in [LSh1],
was completed by that time, except for W-gradings compatible with parity. Getting our
confirmation that the classification is announced (November 1996), Kac, sometimes together
with Cheng, considered the case of compatible W-gradings ([CK]) complementing our proof, and
published partial results on filtered deformations [CK1, CK1a, CK2, Klc, K2, Kcf, Kga, Kbj].
Cantarini helped Cheng and Kac with corrections, cf. [CCK] with §11 and Subsection 12.8.

The papers [Sh14] and [Sh5] were being refereed for about two years each. When the details
of the talk [Klc] were published in [K3] (accepted 42 days after submission) we saw, to our
amazement, that Kac’s method is very similar to ours, published and lectured about. However,
Kac considered the case of compatible gradings we left out. The crucial contribution of [K3] to
our approach is the proof of existence and description of a certain remarkable grading of every
simple vectorial Lie superalgebra. These particular gradings help to prove the completeness of
our list of W-graded simple vectorial Lie superalgebras (conjectural for compatible gradings).

In this article, we classified deformations of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras.
Related results 1) The description of the irreducible continuous representations of simple

vectorial Lie superalgebras was started in [BL3] for the general series vect(m|n) in its standard
realization following the pioneering works by A. Rudakov ([R1], [R2]). For a review of results
on representations for other series of vectorial Lie superalgebras obtained by 2000, see [GLS3].
Some of these results can explain and simplify proof of the results of [BKL1].

For a description of irreducible representations of 11 of the 15 exceptional simple vectorial
Lie superalgebras, and the related description of invariant differential operators, see [GLS3]. In
[KR1, KR2, KR3], the representations of 3 of the 15 exceptions are further studied; to explain
the discrepancies between answers in [GLS3] and in [CaCK, R3, CaCK1] is an open problem.

2) For the classification of simple vectorial Lie superalgebras over R, see the original and un-
expected result [CaKa1]. Serganova classified real and quaternionic forms of finite-dimensional
simple Lie superalgebras, see [Se2].

3) For a conjectural list of simple stringy (resp., loop) Lie superalgebras over C, see [GLS1]
(resp., [LSS]). Serganova classified real forms of loop and stringy superalgebras, see [Se3]; to
classify their quaternionic forms remains an open problem.
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4) For the classification of simple finite-dimensional Jordan superalgebras over C, see [Kj,
HK]. For the same approach in the infinite-dimensional case, see [Lint] and references in it.

13.1. Comparison of notation. Strangely, not all of the results from [ALSh] or [Ko1, LSh3]
are reproduced in [K3]. Cheng and Kac considered the parameter ~r only for exceptional Lie
superalgebras. In this way, they missed 34 types of W-gradings, and most of the occasional
isomorphisms, cf. Subsection 1.10.2a; confusing notation obscured “drop-outs” listed in Subsub-
section 1.7.1a. Kac and his co-authors often changed, probably for non-mathematical reasons,
the notation of simple Lie superalgebras previously discovered by other researchers; some of
Kac’s notation confused finite-dimensional Lie (super)algebras with their root systems.

We concede that our notation for exceptional simple W-filtered vectorial superalgebras L is
rather long, though it reflects the way they are constructed and the geometry preserved (kle is
a subalgebra of k related to sle, and so on). But to write e(sdim(L/L0)

∗), as we once suggested,
is to create confusion: sdim(L/L0)

∗ can coincide for non-isomorphic superalgebras L.
The half-page-long review Zbl 0929.17026 of [K3] is succinct and (unlike MR99m:17006)

void of emotions: “The main result of the paper is a complete classification of simple infinite-
dimensional linearly compact Lie superalgebras. The list of these superalgebras contains 8
series of completed Z-graded Lie superalgebras, 2 series of filtered deformations, and 6 ex-
ceptional Lie superalgebras.” However, the correct answer is quite different, see statements in
Subsections 1.10 and 12.8. In their papers, Cantarini, Cheng, and Kac considered only a part
of problems A to C.

(268)

our notation Kac’s notation

vect(m|n; r) W (m|n)
svect(m|n; r) S(m|n)
svect′(1|n; r) S(1|n)
s̃vect(0|m), any m ≥ 3 S̃(0|n) for n ≥ 4 even

k(2m+ 1|n; r) K(2m+ 1|n)
h(2m|n; r) H(2m|n)
hλ(2|2) ≃ bλ(2; 2) not singled out

h′(0|n) H(0|n)
s̃bµ(2

n−1 − 1|2n−1) appears as a filtered

for n even deform; not recognized

as Z-graded

our notation Kac’s notation

m(n; r) KO(n|n+ 1)

sm(n; r) SKO(n|n+ 1)

bλ(n; r) = ba,b(n; r) SKO(n|n+ 1;β) for

for λ := 2a
n(a−b) ∈ CP1 β(= b

a = 1− 2
nλ) ∈ C

b′1(n; r) SKO(n|n+ 1; n−2
n )

b′∞(n; r) SKO(n|n+ 1; 1)

le(n; r) HO(n|n)
sle′(n; r) SHO(n|n)
s̃bµ(2

n−1|2n−1 − 1) not considered

for n odd

singular deformations not considered

of bµ(n)
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[Dj2] Djoković, D. Ž., Classification of some 2-graded Lie algebras. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, v. 7 (1976), no. 2,

217–230.
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