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On the minimal parabolic induction

Xinyu Li
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Abstract

Motivated by Beilinson—Bernstein’s proof of the Jantzen conjectures [BB93], we define the minimal
parabolic induction functor for Kac-Moody algebras, and establish some basic properties.

As applications of the formal theory, we examine first extension groups between simple highest weight
modules in the category of weight modules, and analyze the annihilators of some simple highest weight

modules.
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0 Introduction

0.1 Motivation

Let g be a Kac—-Moody algebra. For two weights A\, u of g, it is a basic problem in representation theory
to calculate the first extension groups between L(A) and L(u) in the category of g-weight modules (or the
BGG category O). In particular, such problems arise in recent studies on simple affine vertex algebras (for
instance, [KR22] and [ACK23]).
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However, the explicit result is not easy to calculate in general. Even for g being a finite dimensional
semisimple Lie algebra, the answer depends on the Jantzen conjecture (cf. [Hum08] Chapter 8.15.), which is
a deep result in representation theory. In the finite case, the Jantzen conjecture was proved by Beilinson—
Bernstein [BB93], using their localisation theorem [BB81], the weight filtration of ¢-adic mixed perverse sheaves
[BBD82], and the monodromy weight filtration of nearby cycles [Del80].

We do not have a Beilinson—Bernstein type localisation theorem for a general Kac-Moody algebra g.
Therefore, some more tools need to be developed to calculate the extension groups. Instead of trying to obtain
a direct formula, our idea is to reduce the calculation to some Levi subalgebra (which is usually of finite type,
and hence we can apply the known results for finite dimensional reductive Lie algebras). This leads us to the
construction of minimal parabolic induction.

Let us briefly describe our main constructions and main results below.

0.2 Main results

Let g be a Kac—Moody algebra with a fixed choice II of simple roots. For any subset = C II, we have
the corresponding standard (resp. opposite) parabolic subalgebra p‘g (resp. pz), and the associated Levi
subalgebra I=.

The parabolic induction functor
Indg: [=-Mod — g-Mod, N — Ug ®Up; N,

which maps [=-Verma modules to g-Verma modules, is intensively studied in representation theory. Here we
inflate an [z-module N to a p;-module through the projection p‘g — [z. Equally important is the parabolic
coinduction functor

Indz . : Iz-Mod — g-Mod, N — Homy;, - (Ug,N),

which maps completed [z-coVerma modules to completed g-coVerma modules. Here we inflate an [z-module
N to a pz-module through the projection pz — [=.
In the other direction, there is the parabolic restriction functor

Resz: g-Mod — I=-Mod, M ~ Homy,¢ (C, M),
and the parabolic corestriction functor
Rest: g-Mod — [=-Mod, M — C Bz M,
where uZ is the nilradical of pZ. We have adjoint pairs of functors (Indz ), Rest), (Ress, Indz ). Moreover,
Res!E oIndz ., = Resfolndz, = id.
This induces a natural transformation (see Definition 2.3)
Indz,; — Indz ..

Let us denote by Indz . the image of the above transformation. We call Indz . the minimal parabolic
induction, or the intermediate parabolic induction.

In this paper, we establish some basic properties of minimal parabolic induction. For example, like the
construction of IC sheaves, one may expect that Indg 1. sends “good” (lisse) simple objects to simple objects.
We confirm this expectation in Proposition 3.7 by showing that Indz ). maps a simple weight module to a
simple weight module (see Section 3 for the definition of weight modules and the category g-wtMod).

Main Theorem 1. For any simple [z-weight module N, Indz () is a simple g-weight module.

We exhibit two applications of the general theory in Section 4. First, we explore the behavior of first
extension groups between some simple highest weight modules under minimal parabolic induction. Under
some rather technical conditions on two weights A, u, we are able to prove that there is an isomorphism
(Proposition 4.4)

EXté-thod(L()‘)’ L(p)) = EXtKlE—thod(LE()‘)’ Lz(p)).



Main Theorem 2. Let u, A be two weights of g such that y — A € ZZ, then we always have an inclusion

Extg amod (L(A), L(11)) = Exti_wimoa(L=(N), Lz (1)

Moreover, suppose that u — A ¢ Z>oZ and A is Z-joyful (a technical notion introduced in Definition 4.1), then
the above inclusion is an isomorphism.

Another application is about annihilators. Assume [z is a finite dimensional reductive Lie algebra, then we

are able to prove that
Anngg(Indz 1. (M=z()))) = Anngg(Inds, 1 (M=(w - X))

for A being a p-anti-dominant integral weight for Iz and w € W=, the Weyl group of I=. As a corollary, we
show that under the same assumption, Anngg(L(A)) C Annyg(L(w - N)).

Main Theorem 3. Suppose Z is of finite type, i.e. [z is a finite dimensional reductive Lie algebra. Let A € h*
be a weight such that (A + p,a") € Z<( for any a¥ € Y, then we have

Anngg(L(N)) = Annyg(Indz 1« (M=z(w - A))) C Anngg(L(w - X))
for any w € W=, the Weyl group of I=.

To the knowledge of the author, this result is new for arbitrary Kac-Moody algebra.!

0.3 Convention

Throughout the paper, we work over an algebraically closed field C of characteristic 0. Symbols ® and Hom
without subscripts mean the corresponding operations in the category of C-vector spaces, that is, ®c and
Homc.

For a ring (or a Lie algebra) A, we use A-Mod to denote the category of left A-modules. By a module, we
mean a left module.

0.4 Acknowledgement

The author would like to express his deepest gratitude to his advisors, Prof. Wenbin Yan and Prof. Peng
Shan, without whose help the current work would have never been done. He especially thanks Peng Shan for
pointing out many inaccuracies, due to the author’s arrogance and over-optimism, in an earlier draft of the
paper.

There is a similar construction in the theory of vertex algebras, namely the Zhu’s induction. The author
thanks Tomoyuki Arakawa, Thomas Creutzig, and Yongchang Zhu for correspondences on this subject.

The author thanks Gurbir Dhillon for teaching him parabolic induction in categorical representation theory,
Dingxin Zhang for teaching him ¢-adic mixed perverse sheaves, and Qixian Zhao for teaching him Duflo’s
theorem.

1 Kac—Moody algebra setup

1.1 Parabolic type

Let g be a Kac-Moody algebra associated with the triple (b, I, I1IV), where b is a fixed Cartan subalgebra,
IT C b* (resp. ITY C b) is the collection of simple roots (resp. coroots). Denoted by A the set of roots of g,
AT (resp. A7) the set of positive (resp. negative) roots of g, we have the root decomposition

g=ho@Po.=n @pheon’

aEA
where
+ _ - _
n - gou n - ga-
acAt acA~

I'When g is a finite dimensional semisimple Lie algebra, this result was proved by Vogan [Vog80]. When g is an affine Kac—
Moody algebra, this result was claimed by Dhillon, based on his work [CD21]. Both of them used Harish-Chandra bimodules,
whose general theory has not been developed for arbitrary Kac—Moody algebras yet.



Any subset = of II (together with the corresponding subset =V of ITV) defines a parabolic type. More
precisely, let Az = ANZE, Aj:[ = Az N A*. Then we have the standard (opposite) parabolic subalgebra of

type =
pE= D ga@bhentpz= P gahen,
a€AZ aeAt
the (opposite) nilradical
Uz = @ ga;
aeAF\AL
and the Levi
[E = b &) @ Ja-
a€EA=

1.2 Transpose anti-involution

Let us name the simple roots of g by a1, - - - , a,. We fix the Chevalley generators e; € go,, fi € §—a,. From the
structure theory of Kac-Moody algebra (the Serre relations), it is well-known that the map 7(e;) = fi, 7(f;) =
e; and 7(h) = h for h € b extends to an anti-involution of Ug, which we still denote by 7. This anti-involution
7 is called the transpose anti-involution, in the sense that for g = sl,, with the standard choice of Chevalley
generators, 7(x) = x! is the transpose of a matrix.

The transpose anti-involution interchanges n* and n~. More generally, for any parabolic type Z, 7 inter-
changes pZ and p=, ul and uz, and restricts to an anti-involution on I=.

The transpose anti-involution 7 leads to an isomorphism of algebra Ug ~ (Ug)°P. As a consequence, we
can identify the category of left Ug-modules with the category of right Ug-modules via the twisting of 7. More
precisely, for any left Ug-module M, we can define a right Ug-module structure on M by

m.X =7(X)m,X € Ug,m e M.
Conversely, for any right Ug-module M, we can define a left Ug-module structure on M by

Xm=mr7(X),X € Ug,m € M.

1.3 Basic representations

Let A € b* be a weight. We have three basic types of g-modules, that is, the Verma module M (A) of highest
weight A, the simple module L()\) of highest weight )\, and the completed coVerma module M()\)*?. It is
known that M (\) has a maximal proper g-submodule, usually denoted by N(\). There is a canonical (up to a
nonzero constant) morphism M (A) — M (A)* (that is induced by the Shapovalov form on M ())), whose kernel
is N(\) and whose image is M(\)/N(X) =~ L()).

Similarly, let us denote by M=()), Lg(\) and Mz(A\)*, respectively, the Iz-Verma module of highest weight
A, the [z-simple module of highest weight A\, and the [z-completed coVerma module. Let Nz(\) C Mz(\) be
the maximal proper [z-submodule of Mz=()\), then M=(\)/N=(\) ~ Lz(N).

1.4 Geometry of weight

Let W be the Weyl group of g. We fix an element p € h* such that (p,a") = 1 for any o € IIV. The dot
action of W on bh* is defined by
w-A=w(A+p)—p.

For any root « of g, let us denote by s, the corresponding reflection in W. Let W= be the subgroup of W
generated by s, for a € =. It is the Weyl group of [=.

For two weights p, A € b, we write p > X if p — A € Z>oIL

Let Q= be the root lattice of Iz. The following observation will be useful when dealing with weight modules
in Section 3.

Observation 1.1. The root lattice Q= of Iz has zero intersection with the monoid spanned by A‘\AE.

2The usual coVerma module, or dual Verma module, is M()\)V. Here V is the restricted dual introduced in Section 3.2.



2 Minimal parabolic induction

Let us fix a parabolic type = C II.

Definition 2.1 (parabolic restriction). There are two types of parabolic restriction functors. The parabolic
I-restriction (invariant) functor is defined by

Resg: g-Mod — [=-Mod, M + Homy, + (C, M),

while the parabolic x-restriction (coinvariant) functor is defined by

Res%: g-Mod — lz-Mod, M —+ C @y, - M.

Here C means the trivial representation. For a g-module M, the [z-action on Res; (M) (? € {!, %}) is inherited
from the [z-action on M. Tt is well-defined because Iz, ui] - qu[.

Definition 2.2. There are two types of parabolic induction functors.
The parabolic !-induction functor is defined by

Indz: Iz-Mod — g-Mod, N — Ug Oppt N.

Here we inflate an [z-module N to a pé—module via the projection ]JJEr — I=.
The parabolic x-induction (coinduction) functor is defined by

Indz . lz-Mod — g-Mod, N — Homy,,— (Ug, N).

Here we inflate an [z-module N to a p=-module via the projection p= — Iz. The left multiplication of Ug and
Jr

the right multiplication of UpZ make Ug a (Ug, UpZ)-bimodule. Then we view Ug as a (Upz, Ug)-bimodule
via the transpose anti-involution.
Here we collect some well-known facts about parabolic restrictions and parabolic inductions.

Proposition 2.1. 1. We have adjoint pairs of functors (Indz j, Rest), (Resk, Indz .. ).
2. RestoIndz . = Rest olndz = id.
3. The functor Indg 7 (7 € {!,*}) is exact, the functor Rest (resp. Rest) is left (resp. right) exact.

4. The !-induction Indz ) maps an [=-Verma module to the g-Verma module with the same highest weight,
while the x-induction Ind= . maps a completed [z-coVerma module to the completed g-coVerma module
associated to the same weight.

Proof. By the ®-Hom adjunction, for an [z-module N and a g-module M, we have canonical isomorphisms

Homyg(Ug ®p,+ N, M) = Homy,+ (N, M) = Homy (N, Homy, + (C, M)).

This shows that (Indz,, Rest) is an adjoint pair. Similarly,
Homy - (C Oyuz M,N) = HomUp; (M,N) = Homy4 (M, HomUpg (Ug, N)).

This shows that (Resg, Indz .) is an adjoint pair.
Moreover, for any I=-module N,

Homy, + (C, HomUp; (Ug,N)) = HomUp; (Uyg Oyt C,N) = HomUp; (Upz,N)=N.

This shows that Res!E oIndz , =id.
Similarly,
C®y,; Ug®pys N =Upf @y, N=N.

This shows that ResZ oIndg, = id.

By the PBW theorem, Ug = Uuz ® U;J‘EIr is a free (hence projective, flat) right Up;—module. This shows
the exactness of Indz 7. As a right (resp. left) adjoint, Rest (resp. Resk) is left (resp. right) exact.

Recall that Verma modules (resp. completed coVerma modules) are constructed by !-induction (resp. *-
induction) with respect to the empty collection () C II. The last assertion follows from the composability of
I-induction (resp. *-induction), which is again due to the composability of ® (resp. Hom). O



Now we see that there is a natural transformation from Indz, to Inds . fitting into the following diagram

Indg) =———= Indz 0 Res!E oIndz .
Indz . oResg oIndgy =———— Ind= .

Definition 2.3. Let Indz 1.: [z-Mod — g-Mod be the image of the natural transformation Inds; — Indz .,
that is (on the object level),
Indz 1.(N) = im(Indz 1 (N) — Indz . (N)).

We call Indz 1. the minimal parabolic induction functor, or the intermediate parabolic induction functor.

Proposition 2.2. Let N7 — N3 be a surjection in [g-Mod, then the induced map Indz 1. (N1) — Indz 1. (N2)
is also surjective.

Dually, let N; < N} be an injection in [z-Mod, then the induced map Inds 1.(N7) — Inds 1. (N5) is also
injective.

Proof. Since Indz is exact, the map Ind= (N1) — Indz1(N2) is surjective. Consider the commutative diagram

Indag(Nl) E— IndE7!(N2)

| |

Indg’!*(Nl) — IndE’!*(NQ)

The surjectivity of the bottom arrow follows.
Dually, the map Indg .(N]) — Inds .(IV4) is injective because Inds . is exact. Consider the commutative
diagram
Inda!*(N{) E— Inda!*(Né)

Indz +(N7) —— Indz .(NV))
The injectivity of the top arrow follows. O

Definition 2.4. Let J;!: [=-Mod — g-Mod be the kernel of the natural transformation Ind=z; — Indg .,
Jé’*: [=-Mod — g-Mod be the cokernel of the natural transformation Indz 1. — Indgﬁ*.g’

Let N be an [g-module, then the map Ind= (V) — Indz . (V) can be explicitly described as follows. Using
the PBW decomposition Ug = Uuz ® UpZL, we can identify Ug @ppz N with Uuz ® N, and Homy, - (Ug,N)

with Hom(Uuz, N). Let )
Eud - ndd(ud) =c

be the augmentation maps, ¢ = ¢~ ® id ®e™ be the map
p=¢ @idee: Ug=Uuz @ Ulz@Uut - CoUlz®C="Ulz.
Then the map Indz1(N) — Indz (V) can be identified with
Uuz @ N - Hom(Uuz,N), X @n— [Y = ¢(7(X)Y)n = ¢(7(Y)X)n].
Proposition 2.3. Let N be an [z-module. Under the identification
Ind=,(N)=Ug Qupt N =Uuz ® N,

we have J;(N) Cuz(Uuz)® N.
Under the identification

Indz,.(N) = Homy,— (Ug, N) = Hom(Uuz, N),

we have Hom(uz (Uuz), N) — Jla,*(N)-

3J stands for Jantzen.




Proof. Let us consider a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 —— JZ{(N) ——— Ind=(N) —— Indz 1 (N) —— 0

J

Indz.. (N)

) !

0 — uz(Uug)®N —— Uuz @ N —— CN=N —— 0

The existence of the dashed arrow follows from the exactness of rows and the commutativity of the diagram.
For the dual statement, notice that we have a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 —— Hom(C,N) = N —— Hom(Uuz,N) —— Hom(ug (Uuz),N) —— 0

!

IHdE’I(N)

| ;

0 —— Indz . (N) ——— Indz.(N) ————— JL (N) ———— 0

The existence of the dashed arrow follows from the exactness of rows and the commutativity of the diagram. [

Proposition 2.4. Let N be an lz-module. For any g-submodule M C Indz;(NN) that is contained in
uz (Uuz) ® N under the identification Inds(N) = Uuz ® N, we have M C J;l(N). Dually, any quo-
tient g-module Inds= . (N) — M’ factorizing through Hom(uz (Uuz ), N) under the identification Indz (N) =
Hom(Uuz, N) is a quotient of Jla*(N).

Proof. Every element in M can be written as a finite sum ), X; ® n; for some X; € Uuz and n; € N. To
show that it lies in
JZ1(N) = ker(Indz |(N) — Indz . (N)),

it suffices to show that >, ¢(7(Y)X;)n; = 0 for any Y € Ug. Let us decompose each 7(Y)X; as a finite sum
(Y)X; = Zj XiTngjX;fj for some X, ; € UuE,XiOJ € U[E,X;fj € Uul, then
S o) Xini =Y d(X XX s =D e (X)X e (X )na.
i i,j 0]
Notice that the 7(Y") action on >, X; ® n; is
_ - vO0 + _ - 0 + +
D T)Xi @y i =) X XX @y ne =) X @ XD e (X .
i i,j i,j

By assumption, it is contained in M C uz (Uuz) ® N. This means exactly

Z e (X )X et (X n = 0.

4,J

Therefore, we conclude that >, ¢(7(Y)X;)n; = 0.
Dually, to show that M’ is a quotient of

JE . (N) = coker(Indz1(N) — Indz,.(N)),
it suffices to show that the composition

Indgy!(N) — Indgy*(N) - M



vanishes. As a Ug-module, Indz () is generated by 1 ®n € 1 ® N = N. Hence it suffices to show that the
image of 1 ® n vanishes in M’. Notice that we have a commutative diagram

Indz (N) — Indz ,(N) ———» M’

H I

Uuz ® N —— Hom(Uuz,N) — Hom(uz (Uuz), N)

The image of 1 ® n in Hom(uz (Uuz ), N) vanishes, so its image in M’ also vanishes. We are done. O

Remark 2.1. Combining Proposition 2.3 and 2.4, we see that for any [=-module N, J;!(N) is the maximal
g-submodule of Ind= (V) = Uuz @ N that is contained in uz (Uuz )@ N, and Jla*(N) is the maximal g-module
quotient of Indz .(N) = Hom(Uugz, N) that factors through Hom(uz (Uuz), N).

Let Oblv’[z‘E be the forgetful functor from g-Mod to [=z-Mod. There are canonical natural transformations
Res!E — Oblv?E, Oblvf‘E —» Resz,

the composition of which induces a natural transformation Res!E — Resg.

Definition 2.5. Let Res!E*: g-Mod — [=-Mod be the image of the natural transformation Res!E — Resg. It
seems plausible to call Res!E* the intermediate parabolic restriction functor.

Now we have a commutative diagram of natural transformations

id =—— Rest oInds) — Rest oIndz 1, «— Resi oIndz,, —— id
Res!E*OIndag — Res!E* olndz ), —— RGS!E* oIndz .
id === ResgoIndg; — Resz oIndz ;. —— Resgolnd=z ., —— id

Here the natural transformations id — Res!E oIndz, and Resg o Indz . — id are induced by adjunctions.
The map Rest o Indz 1. — Rest oIndz . (resp. Resk o Indzy — Resk o Indz,,) is monic (resp. epic) because
Rest (resp. Rest) is left (resp. right) exact.

Proposition 2.5. We have Res!E olndz . = Rest o Indz 1. = Res!E* olndg ), = id.

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram of natural transformations

id ——— Res!E olndg) —— Res!E olIndz .

O j

0 —— Oblv oJzy — Oblv. oIndz) —— Oblv{, oIndz . —— 0

whose bottom row is exact. We claim that the composition

id — Rest o Ind=, — Rest o Indz 1. — Oblvf‘E olIndz 1.



is monic. In fact, for any [=-module,

im(N — Resg oIndz (N) — Oblvl oIndz(N)) =1 N
under the identification Oblv?E oIndz(N) = Uuz @ N. By Proposition 2.3, we see that it has zero intersection
with

Oblv? 0JZ|(N) Cuz (Uuz) ® N.
This shows that the composition
id — Rest oIndz, — Oblv{_ oIndz; — Oblv oIndz.
is monic, i.e. the composition
id — Res!E olndz, — Res!E oIndz . — Oblvf‘E oIndz 1.
is monic. Consequently, the composition
id — Res!E olndz) — Res!E oIndz 1.
is monic. Now we have two monos

id — Res!E oIndg s, Res!E olndz . — Res!E olndz » =1id

whose composition is the identity. This shows that they are isomorphisms, and Res!E olndz 1. =id.
Dually, consider the following commutative diagram of natural transformations

0 — Oblv{ oIndz), — Oblv{ oInds, — Oblvl oJL, —— 0

| |

Resg oInd= 1, — ResgoInds ., —— id
whose top row is exact. We claim that the composition
ResZ oIndz . — ResZ oIndz . — id
is epic. In fact, for any [z-module N, the composition
Oblv{_ oIndz «(N) = ResZ oIndz «(N) = N

is identified with the quotient
Hom(Uuz,N) - Hom(C, N),

whose kernel is identified with Hom(uz (Uuz), N). By Proposition 2.3, Hom(uz (Uug ), N) maps surjectively
to Oblv’f‘E o Jla*(N). This shows that the composition

Oblv{. oIndz 1. — Oblv{ oIndz « — Resz oIndz . — id
is epic, i.e. the composition
Oblvf‘E oIndz . — ResZ oIndz ;. — ResfoInds . — id
is epic. Consequently, the composition
Indz 1« — Rest oIndz 1. — ResZ oIndz . — id
is epic. Now we have two epis
id = Resg o Ind= — Resz o Indz 14, Reszt o Indz 1. — id

whose composition is the identity. This shows that they are isomorphisms, and ResZ oIndz 1, = id.
Now
Res!E* olndz 1, = im(Res!E oIndz 1, — Resf olndz .) =id,

we are done. 0



Remark 2.2. As we have seen, the functors Indz; and Indz . are exact. However, Indz ), is not exact in
general. Let N® be an acyclic cochain complex of [z-modules, then we have a short exact sequence of cochain
complexes

0—JZ)(N*) = Indz (N*) = Indz 1. (N*) — 0.

This induces a long exact sequence of cohomologies
-+ = H'(Ind= ) (N*)) = H'(Indz 1.(N*)) = HFH(JZ1(N®)) = H* (Indz 1 (N®)) — -+ .

Since Indz ) is exact, the cochain complex Indz ;(N*®) is also acyclic, hence H*(Ind=(N*®)) = 0 for all i. So
we get an isomorphism

H' (Indz 1.(N*®)) = H (J2 1 (N®)).
From above discussion, we deduce the following useful Lemma.
Lemma 2.1. Let N7} i> N9 2 N1 be an exact sequence of [z-modules, then the induced sequence
Indz 1« (N71) = Indz 1. (N?) — Indz 1. (N1)
is exact if the map JZ(g): J2)(N°) = JZ|(N') is surjective.
Proof. We extend the exact sequence to an acyclic complex
N®=1[0— ker(f) = N~' — N » N — coker(g) — 0]
such that N°? lives in cohomological degree i. Then from Remark 2.2, we have
HO(Inds 1. (N*)) = H'(JZ}(N*)) = 0.
Therefore, we conclude that
Indz 1« (N71) = Indz 1. (N?) — Indz 1. (N1)

is exact. O

3 Weight modules

In this section, we focus on weight modules.

3.1 Generalities on weight modules

Let a be a finite-dimensional abelian Lie algebra.

Definition 3.1. An a-module M is called a weight module if

M= @MA, where My ={ve M :a-v=XAa)v for all a € a}.
A€a*

Let us denote by a-wtMod the category of weight a-modules. It has a full subcategory a-wtMod"® consisting
of weight a-modules of which each weight space is finite dimensional.

The following proposition is well known (cf. [Kac90] Proposition 1.5).
Proposition 3.1. Any submodule or quotient of a a-weight module is also a weight module.

Proof. Let M be a weight a-module and N C M be a submodule. For any v € N, we can decompose v as a

finite sum v = Z;"Zl vj, where v; € M), and the weights A, -+, A, are distinct. The polynomial

IT i) €Sa*=Clq

1<i<j<m

10



is nonzero, so we can find a € a such that [],;_;,,,(Ai — A;)(a) # 0. This means that Ai(a), -+, An(a) are
distinct. T
For k=0,1,--- ,m — 1, we have

ak v = Z)\j(a)kvj € N.

j=1

This is a system of linear equations associated to a nondegenerate matrix (the Vandermonde determinant does
not vanish). Hence all v;’s lie in N.

Now let f: M — L be a quotient. We know that ker f is a weight module, so the quotient L is also a
weight module. O

From Proposition 1.1 above, we see that a-wtMod is an abelian category, and a-wtMod®™ is a Serre subcat-
egory.

Definition 3.2. For an a-weight module M, the support of M is

supp(M) := {\ € a* : M, # 0}.

3.2 Weight Kac—-Moody modules

Let g be a Kac—Moody algebra, with a fixed Cartan subalgebra §. Let us fix a parabolic type = from now on
in this section.

Definition 3.3. We call a g-module M a weight module if it is an h-weight module. Categorically, the
category of weight g-modules, denoted by g-wtMod, is the inverse image of h-wtMod under the forgetful functor

Oblv?
g-Mod — h-Mod. Moreover, we have the full subcategory g—thodﬁ“, consisting of weight g-modules of
which each weight space is finite dimensional, that is the inverse image of f)—thodﬁn under Oblvg. We know
that g-wtMod is an abelian category, with g—thodﬁn being a Serre subcategory.

Similarly, we have the abelian category of weight l=-modules [=-wtMod that is the inverse image of h-wtMod
=

Oblv E
under the forgetful functor [=-Mod %, h-Mod. It has a Serre subcategory [=-wtMod"™" consisting of weight
[=-modules of which each weight space is finite dimensional.

Remark 3.1. From a homological algebra point of view, the category g-wtMod is a better object to study
than g—thodﬁn, because it has better homological properties. For example, it is a cocomplete symmetric
monoidal category, while g—thodﬁn is not closed under arbitrary colimits and tensor products. Moreover, since
g-wtl\/lodﬁn is a Serre subcategory of g-wtMod, many homological properties of g—wtl\/lodﬁn can be recovered
from those of g-wtMod. For example, for two objects N1, Ny € g—wtl\/lodﬁ]“7 the first extension group between
them in g—thodﬁ“ is the same as the one in g-wtMod.

dﬁn

However, there is a novel construction on g-wtMo that cannot be performed on g-wtMod, that is, the

restricted duality functor presented below.

Definition 3.4. Let M € g-wtl\/lodﬁn be a g-weight module of which each weight space is finite dimensional.
Let M = )¢y Mx be the weight decomposition. The linear dual M* = Hom(M,C) is naturally a right
Ug-module, can we make which into a left Ug-module via the transpose anti-involution 7. Then the subspace

MY = M; c M
A€b*
is a g-submodule. We call MY the restricted dual of M.
The following properties are well-known (cf. [HumO08], [Kac90]).
Proposition 3.2. 1. The operation of taking restricted dual defines a contravariant functor

dﬁn

V. g-wtMod™ — g-wtMod™.

2. The functor v is an anti-involution, i.e. ¥V = id.
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3. The restricted duality functor v is exact. Moreover, it defines an anti-equivalence of abelian categories.
4. The simple highest weight modules are self-dual, i.e. L(A)Y ~ L(A) for each A € h*.
As an easy corollary, we have

Corollary 3.1. For any N1, N, € g—wtl\/lodﬁn C g-wtMod, there is a canonical isomorphism of Yoneda exten-
sion groups
EXtZ—thod (N17 NQ) = Eth—thod (N2\/7 va)

for any n > 0.

Repeating above constructions word-by-word, we can define the restricted duality functor
v lz-wtMod™ — Iz-wtMod™

satisfying the same properties.

3.3 Weight modules under parabolic induction
Proposition 3.3. The functors Indz ), Indz ). and ng! restrict to functors
Indz): [z-wtMod — g-wtMod,

Indz 14 ¢ [z-wtMod — g-wtMod,

JZ1: l=-wtMod — g-wtMod.

Proof. For N € [z-Mod, the isomorphism Inds(N) = Uuz ® N is not only an isomorphism of vector spaces,
but it also preserves the h-module structure. Here the right hand side is understood as the tensor product of
h-modules. Therefore, we see that if N € [z-wtMod, then Indz(N) = Uuz @ N lives in g-wtMod.

As a quotient (resp. sub), we see that Indz . (resp. J 51,) also maps weight modules to weight modules. [

Remark 3.2. Unlike the parabolic l-induction Indz, the parabolic *-induction Indz , does not map a weight
lz-module to a weight g-module in general (instead of direct sum of weight spaces, it is direct product of weight
spaces). Though our construction in the previous section is completely “dualizable”, asymmetric phenomena
may happen when focusing on weight modules.

I

Proposition 3.4. The functors Res!E, ResZ and ResZ restrict to functors

Rest : g-wtMod — [=z-wtMod,

Reszt : g-wtMod — [z-wtMod,
Res> : g-wtMod — [=-wtMod,
Rest: g-wtMod™ — [z-wtMod®®,
Res%: g-wtMod™ — [z-wtMod™,
Rest : g-wtMod™ — [z-wtMod™.

Proof. The forgetful functor Oblv?g: g-Mod — I=-Mod preserves weight spaces. Therefore, as a sub (resp.
quotient), Rest (resp. Resk) can be restricted. Thus Ress = im(Rest — Resk) can be restricted. O
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3.4 Simple weight modules

Definition 3.5. For ¢ € h*, an Iz-weight module N € Iz-wtMod is called &-shifted, if supp(N) C € + Q=%
Let us denote by [z-wtMod, the full subcategory of [z-wtMod consisting of &-shifted weight modules.

It is easy to see that we have a decomposition of abelian category:

Proposition 3.5. If { = ¢’ (mod Qz), then [z-wtMod, = Iz-wtMod,:. There is a direct sum decomposition
of abelian category
[=-wtMod = @ l=-wtMod.
£€h*/Q=

Here ¢ runs through (a choice of representatives of) the coset space h*/Q=.

Corollary 3.2. For any simple (hence indecomposable) weight [z-module N € [z-wtMod, there exists £ € h*
such that N € [z-wtMod;.

Remark 3.3. Let N € [z-wtMod¢ be a {-shifted [z-weight module for some € h*. In this situation, for any
g-submodule M of Ind=(N) = Uuz ® N, we have, by Observation 1.1, that M lies in uz (Uuz) ® N if and
only if M has zero intersection with 1 ® N. Therefore, in the sense of Remark 2.1, ng,(N) is the maximal

g-submodule of Indg 1(N) = Uuz ® N that has zero intersection with 1 ® N.

Proposition 3.6. The functors Res!E,Res*E and Res!E* map a simple g-weight module to a simple [=-weight
module or 0.

Proof. Let M be a simple g-weight module. Suppose that Res!E(M ) # 0. Pick any nonzero weight vectors
v1,v3 € Resz(M) C Oblv{_ (M). By the simplicity of M, we have M = Ug.wv; = Ug.va. Noting that
v; € Resz(M) = Homy,,+ (C, M), we have ut.v; =0 for i = 1,2. So by the PBW theorem,

M = U‘g’l)Z = (ng ® U[E & ng).’l)i = (ng & U[E)’Uz

In particular, we can find X1, Xy € Uuz ® Ulz such that v1 = X;.v2,v2 = Xo.v1. Now we have v; = X; Xq.v1,
so the weight of X7 X5 is 0. By Observation 1.1, we see that X1, Xo € 1 ® Ulz = Ulz, so v; and vy lie in the
same [=-submodule of Resk(M). This verifies the simplicity of Rest (M).

Dually, let M’ be a simple g-weight module such that ResZ(M’) # 0. Pick any nonzero weight vectors
w1, Wy € ResZ(M'). Let w; be a weight vector in Oblv{l (M’) that is in the preimage of w;. By the simplicity
of M’, we have M’ = Ug.wy = Ug.ws. Therefore, we can find Y1,Y> € Ug = Uuz QU= ® Uu; such that w; =
Y1 .we, we = Ya.w1. Since wq, w2 do not vanish in the quotient ResZ (M), we must have Y7,Y5 € 1®U[5®Uu§.
Now we have wy = Y;Y5.w1, so the weight of Y1Y5 is 0. By Observation 1.1, we see that Y7,Y, € Ul=®1 = Ulz,
so w1, we (and hence w1, W2) lie in the same [g-submodule. This verifies the simplicity of ResZ (M').

The functor Res!E* is a quotient of Res' (and a sub of Rest), so it also maps simple g-weight modules to
simple [z-weight modules or 0. O

Corollary 3.3. For any weight A € h*, Res=(L()\)) = Rest(L()\)) = Resz (L(\)) = Lz(\).

Proof. Using Proposition 3.6, we conclude that Ress(L(\)), Res&(L())), Res (L())) are simple highest weight
[=-modules of highest weight A. Therefore Ress(L(\)) = Resz(L(\)) = Res= (L()\)) = Lz(\). O

Proposition 3.7. The functor Indz ). maps a simple [z-weight module to a simple weight g-module.

Proof. Let N be a simple [=-weight module, then it is £-shifted for some £. Pick any nonzero n € N, then
Ulz.n = N by the simplicity of N. Therefore Indz(N) = Ug ®;,+ N = Ug.(1®n) and the image of 1 ®n in
Indz 1. (N) is cyclic. B

Let @ be any nonzero vector in Indz 1, (IV), and v be a preimage of ¥ in Indz 1(N). Consider the g-submodule
Ug.v C Indz((N). If it has zero intersection with 1 ® N, then by Remark 3.3, it is contained in JZ1(N). As
a consequence, its image in Indz 1, (N) will be zero. In particular, & = 0, a contradiction. Therefore the
intersection Ug.v N (1 ® N) is nonzero. This means that there exists a nonzero element in Ug.v of the form
1®n for some n € N. By previous discussion, we see that 1 @ n generates Indz 1(N). Hence Ug.v = Indz (N)
and Ug.v = Indz 1, (V). This shows the simplicity of Indz 1.(N). O

4Recall that Q= is the root lattice of I=.
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Remark 3.4. The above Proposition 3.7 justifies the term “minimal”.
Corollary 3.4. For any weight A € h*, Indz 1. (L=(\)) = L(\).

Proof. By Proposition 3.7, Indz . (Lz())) is a simple g-weight module. Noting that it is a highest weight
module of highest weight A, we conclude that Indz .(Lz(\)) = L(A). O

4 Applications

We exhibit two applications of our theory of minimal parabolic induction.

4.1 Extensions

In this section, we examine the behavior of first extension groups between some simple highest weight modules
under minimal parabolic induction.

Lemma 4.1. Let A € h* be a weight. Suppose we have a short exact sequence in g-wtMod
0— M; — My — L()\) — 0.
Moreover, assume that there is no weight u € supp(M;) such that g > A, then the restricted sequence
0 — Ress (M) — Ress(Ma) — Ress(L(N)) = Lz(\) = 0
is also exact.

Proof. The functor Resk is left exact, so we only need to show that Ress(Ma) — L=()) is surjective. Let vy
be the highest weight vector in L(\). By assumption, vy must come from a highest weight vector v € M. We

f
have v € M} C My= = Rest(Ms,). Therefore vy, now viewed as the highest weight vector in Lz (), lives in
the image of Rest(Ms) — L=()). As a consequence, the map Ress(My) — Lz()) is surjective. O

Proposition 4.1. Let u, A € h* be two weights such that g = A (mod Qz), then we have an inclusion
EXté-thod(L()‘)’ L(p)) < EXtKlE—thod(LE()‘)’ L=(p)).

Proof. Using the duality functor introduced in Section 3.2, we have

EXté—thod (L()‘)’ L(:u’)) = EXté—thod (L(M)’ L()‘))’ EXt(lE—thod (LE ()‘)’ L=

1]
—
=
N~—
N~—

I
=
>

-+

o
-3

3
<

o

o

—
h
[1]

—
=
=

h

[1]
—
>
N
=

So without losing generality, we can assume that u % A.
Now by Lemma 4.1, for any extension

[0 = L(u) = P — L(X) = 0] € Exty yemoa(L(N), L(1)),
the restricted sequence
0 — Res=(L(1)) = L=() — Ress(P) — Ress(L(A)) = Lz(A) = 0

is also exact, and hence gives an element in Ext|__vod(L=(\), L=(1)). Moreover, it induces a linear map

R: Ethl;—thod (L(A% L(M)) - EXtKlE-thod (LE(A)v LE (M))

Let us show that R is injective. Let
[0 S L LPS L) 0}

be an element in Ext;_thod(L()\), L(p)) such that

R[O%L(MQP&L(A)%O}:O.
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This means that the projection Rest(P) — Ress(L(A\)) = L=(\) admits a section, which we denote by .
Denote by vy the highest weight vector in L(X) (it is also the highest weight vector in Lz())), then any
element in L()\) is of the form X.vy for some X € Ug. Moreover, we know that ¢(vy) is a highest weight vector
in P because p # A. We claim that the map i: L(A) — P defined by X.vy — X..(vy) is well-defined and
provides a section for g.

Suppose X;.vy = Xs.v) for some X1, Xy € Ug, then

g((X1 — X2).t(vn)) = (X1 — X2).g(t(vy)) = (X1 — X2).wy = 0.

Therefore (X7 — Xa)..(vy) = f(v) for some v € L(p). If v # 0, then it generates L(u) by the simplicity of
L(p). In particular, there exists Y € Ug such that Y.v = v, where v,, is the highest weight vector of L(p) (it
is also the highest weight vector of L=(u)). Now we have

fv) =Y.f(v) =Y (X1 — X2).t(va) CUg.t(vy) = (Uuz @ Ulz ® Uud).i(vy) = (Uuz @ Ulz).c(vy).
Since A = i (mod Q=), we have, by Observation 1.1,
fvu) € Ulz.vn = o(Lz(N)).

This contradicts to the fact that ¢ is a section of Ress (g). Therefore, we have v = 0. Hence X;..(vy) = Xa.1(vy),
and 7 is well-defined. Now it is transparent to see that 7 provides a section for g. O

We introduce the following definition for technical reason.

Definition 4.1. An integral weight A € h* is called ZE-joyful, if
N(A) = J2)(M=(\)) + Indz(N= (V).
Recall that N(X) (resp. N=())) is the maximal g (resp. [g) proper submodule of M(X) (resp. M=())).

Remark 4.1. We always have an inclusion
J21(M=(N) + Indz, (N=(N) < N(A).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose ) is an integral weight and N()) is generated by singular vectors, i.e.

N()\) = Z M(Sa : )‘)a

a€ll:sq - A<
then A is Z-joyful for any parabolic type =.

Proof. We have
> M(sa-)) Cuz (Uuz) ® M=(N),
Q€TI\E:sq - A<A

Yo M(sa-d) CIZ)(M=z(V)

a€II\E:sq - A<A

by Proposition 2.4.
Moreover,

Z M(Sa . )\) = Inda! Z ME(Sa . )\)) C Indg,[(NE()\)),
QEZ:S4 A< QEZ:S4 A<
N(\) = > M(sa N+ > M(sa-A) CIZ)H(Mz(N) + Indz (N2 (V).
a€Il\E:sq A< QEE:Sq A<

The notion of Z-joyful is useful, due to the following Proposition.
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Proposition 4.3. Suppose an integral weight A € h* is =Z-joyful, then the map

J21(M=(N) = Iz (L=(V)

induced from the projection Mz(\) — Lz()) is surjective.

Proof. Let us consider a commutative diagram with exact rows

! y b

0 —— Jzi(L=(N) — Indz(L=(N)) — Indz . (Lz(X) — 0

0 — Jz ) (M=(\)) — Indz(M=()\)) — Indz 1. (M=(X)) — 0

By the Snake Lemma, it suffices to show that the map

keI‘(Indgﬁg(ME(A)) i) Indgﬁg(LE()\))) — ker(Indgy!*(ME()\)) i) Indgy!*(LE(A»)

is surjective. Since Indz) is exact,

keI’(IDdE,[(ME()\)) i) IDdE,I(LE()\))) = IDdE,I(NE()\))
Notice that Inds(M=(A)) = M(X) and Inds 1. (L=(N)) = L(A),
ker(Indz 1(M=(X)) — Indg, 1. (La(X))) = ker(M(A) — L(\)) = N(N).
Therefore

ker(Ind=(M=(\)) — Ind= . (L=(N))) N(N)
ker(Indgy!(Mc()\)) — Indgy!*(Mc(A))) o JE}(ME()\))

ker(Indz 1« (M=()\)) = Indz 1. (L=()))) =

N\

ST =00 is surjective, we are done. O

By our assumption that A is E-joyful, the map Indz(N=(N)) —

Lemma 4.2. Let u, A\ € h* be two integral weights such that p — A ¢ Z>¢=. Moreover, suppose that A is
=Z-joyful, then for any short exact sequence of weight [=-modules

0— Lz(p) = Q — L=(\) — 0,
the induced sequence
0 — Indz 1. (L=(p)) = L(p) — Indz1.(Q) — Ind= 1. (L=(X)) = L(A) — 0
is exact.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, the map Indz.(L=z(n)) — Inds.(Q) is injective and the map Indz 1. (Q) —
Indz 1. (Lz(N)) is surjective. It remains to check the exactness of the middle term.

Since 1t — A ¢ Z>oZ, the highest weight vector in Lg(\) must come from a highest weight vector in Q.
Therefore we have an [z-module morphism Mz(A) — @ such that the composition Mz(A) = Q — Lz(A) is
nonzero. This induces a sequence

J21(M=(N) = J=1(Q) = J=)(L=(V).

The composition JZ1(M=()\)) — JZ1(Lz()\)) is surjective by Proposition 4.3, so the map JZ1(Q) — JZ1(L=(\))
is surjective. Now using Lemma 2.1, we conclude that the middle term

Indg,[*(LE(,u,)) — IndE,[*(Q) — Indg,:*(Lg()\))
is exact. O

Now we can state and prove the main result of the section.
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Proposition 4.4. Let p, A € §* be two integral weights such that 4 = A (mod Q=) and u — A ¢ Z>(E.
Moreover, suppose that A is Z-joyful, then we have isomorphisms

Extg yamod (L), L(1)) = Exty wemoa (L (1), L(N)) = Exti_wemoa(L=(N), Lz(1)) = Exti_emod (L= (1), L=(A)).

Proof. Using the restricted dual introduced in Section 3.2, it is enough to show that

EXté-thod(L()‘)’ L(p)) = EXtKlE—thod(LE()‘)’ Lz ().
In Proposition 4.1, we have constructed an inclusion

R: Ext] yuanoq (LN, L(11)) < Extlyuanos (L=(N), L=(1))

that is induced by the functor Res!E.
By Lemma 4.2, for any element

[0 = Lz(p) = Q = L=(X) — 0] € Exti_yuvoa(L=(N), Lz(n)),
the induced sequence
0— IndE,!*(LE(M)) = L(M) — Inda!*(Q) — Indal*(LE()\)) = L()\) —0

is exact, and hence gives an element in Exté_thod(L()\), L(u)). This operation induces a linear map

I Bxti_moa(L2(N), L2 (1)) = Exty amod (LN, L))
By Proposition 2.5, R oI = id. Combining with the fact that R is injective, we conclude that R induces an
isomorphism R: Exté_thod(L()\), L(p)) = Exti__uemod(Lz(N), Lz (1)) O

4.2 Annihilators

In this section, let us assume = is of finite type, i.e. [z is a finite dimensional reductive Lie algebra.
Let A € b* be a p-anti-dominant integral weight for [z, i.e. (A + p,a") € Z<o for any a¥ € ZV. The
following statement is a direct consequence of Duflo’s theorem on annihilators of Verma modules [Duf75].

Proposition 4.5. Let A € h* be a p-anti-dominant integral weight for [z, then for any w € Wz, we have
AAHHU[E (ME()\)) = AHHU(E (ME(’LU . )\))
We prove that this property is stable under minimal parabolic induction.

Proposition 4.6. Let A € h* be a p-anti-dominant integral weight for [z, then for any w € Wz, we have
Anngg(Indz 1 (M=(N))) = Anngg(Indz 1. (M=z(w - A))).

Proof. Since A is a p-anti-dominant integral weight for Iz, M=z(A\) = L=(A) is simple, and Lz(\) is the unique
simple submodule of Mz(w - A) (its socle). The inclusion

ME(A) = LE(A) — Mg(w . )\)
induces an inclusion
Indau*(ME()\)) — IDdE,[*(ME(’LU . )\))

Therefore Anngy(Indz 1 (M=(N))) D Annyg(Inds i (M=(w - A))). Let I = Anngyy(Inds . (M=(N))), I is a
two-sided ideal of Ug. It remains to prove that I.Indz 1. (Mz(w - A)) = 0.

Suppose I.Indz 1 (Mz(w - X)) # 0, pick any nonzero ¥ € I.Indz 1. (M=(w - A)). Let v be a preimage of ©
in Ind= | (M=(w - \)) = Uuz ® M=(A). Since ¥ is nonzero in Indz . (Mz(w - A)), Ug.v has nonzero intersection
with 1 ® Mz(w - A) (Remark 3.3). Noting that Mz()) is the only simple submodule of Mz(w - \), we have

1® Mz(A) € (Ugw)N (1@ Mz(w-N)).
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Let vy (resp. vq,.x) be the highest weight vector of Mz(\) (resp. Mz(w - \)), Uy (resp. ¥y.)) be the image
of 1 ®@ vy (resp. 1 ® vy.y) in Indz 1 (M=(X)) (resp. Indz 1 (Mz(w - A))), then

vy €Ug.v C I.IDdE,[*(ME(’w . )\)) = TUg.0yp.x = 1.0y

Choose X € I Cc Ug = Uu;@U[E(X)UuJEr such that vy = X.0,.x. Let us decompose X as X = X7+ Xo+ X3
for some
X1 €10UE®1=Ulz,Xs €uz(Uuz) @ Ulz ® 1, X3 € Uuz @ Uls @ ut (Uud).

Since ¥, is a highest weight vector, X3.0,.5 = 0, so
Uy = X1.0w.x + X2.Upor-

Noticing that w-A—\ € Q=, we have, by Observation 1.1, Ty = X1.0y.x. But X € I = Annyg(Indz 1. (M=z(N))),
for any w € M=(A),
0=Xw=X,.w+ Xo.w.

Here @ means the image of 1 ® w in Indz 1.(M=(A)). Therefore
1© (X1.w) + Xo.(1®w) € JZ1(M=(X)) C uz (Uuz) © M=(N).
Thus X;.w = 0. Consequently,
X1 € Anny . (M=z(N)) = Annyz (Mz(w - A)).
This implies that oy = X1.7,.» = 0, which is absurd. So I annihilates Indz 1. (Mz(w - A)), we are done. O
Corollary 4.1. Let A € h* be a p-anti-dominant integral weight for [z, then for any w € Wz, we have
Anngg(L(N)) C Anngg(L(w - N)).
Proof. Since A is a p-anti-dominant integral weight for Iz, Lg(\) = M=()). By Corollary 3.4,
L(\) = Indz,.(L=(\) = Indz 1, (M=())).
From Proposition 4.6, we know that
Anngg(L(N)) = Annyg(Inds 1. (Mz(N))) = Anngg(Inds 1« (Mz(w - N))).

The quotient Mz(w - A) — Lz(w - A) induces a surjection Indz 1. (Mz(w - X)) — Indz . (Le(w - A)) = L(w - \)
(Proposition 2.2), so

Anngg(L(N)) = Anngg(Indz 1 (Mz(w - A))) C Anngg(L(w - N)).

5 Minimal type

To give a hopefully more accessible orientation to our general theory, let us consider the minimal parabolic
type, i.e. Z = {«a} consists of a single simple root a.. For brevity, let us write p for pfa}, Indy 1. for Indgqy 1,
etc. In this case, [, is a finite dimensional reductive Lie algebra, whose derived subalgebra s, = [la, l4] is
isomorphic to sly. Let 3, be the center of [,, then 3, € h and [, = s, B 34.

For any n € Z>o and £ € 3}, C bh*, we have a non-split short exact sequence

0— M, (—”T”aJrg) = M, (ga—i—«f) = La (ga—i—f) 0.

Notice that —"T”a + £ is a p-anti-dominant integral weight for [, so M, (—"T”a + «E) = La (—”T"’Qa + «f) is
simple. By applying minimal parabolic induction Ind, 1+, we obtain a sequence

n+2

OHL( a+§)alnda,!* (Ma (gaJr&))%L(gaan)%O.
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By Proposition 4.6, we have

iy (1 (<520 6) ) = o (s (v (o)) < A (1 (o 6)

in the above sequence.
Suppose, in addition, that the weight Za + & is integral and is a-joyful, then by Proposition 4.4, the above

!
o

sequence is exact. It does not split, because after precomposing with Res
to a nonzero element in Ext oq (L (2a+¢), L (—22a +¢)).

it does not split. This gives rise

Example 5.1. Let us consider g = E; to be the untwited affine Kac-Moody algebra associated to Eg. Let
IT = {ap, 1, - ,ag} be the set of simple roots of Fg, where a, - -+ , ag are those finite roots of finite Eg. Here
we are referring to the Bourbaki convention on root systems [Bou02].

Recall that in Section 1.2, we have introduced the Chevalley generators e; € ga,, fi € 9—q,- Let Ao, -+, Ag

be the fundamental weights of E; . Let s; be the simple reflection in W associated to the simple root «;.
Notice that —A4 = s2 - (—A4) + a2. As described above, we have a sequence

0— L(82 . (—A4)) — IDdQQ,[*(MQZ(—A4)) — L(—A4) — 0, (1)

where

AnnUE; (L(s2 - (—Ay))) = AnnUE; (Indgy 1+ (Mo, (—A4))) C ADDUE; (L(—A4)).

In this case, we can use a tricky way to show that the sequence (1) is exact. Let L_g(Fg) be the simple
affine vertex algebra associated to Eg of level —6. By the classification of [AM18], we know that L(ss - (—A4))
is an L_g(Fg)-module. Since AnnUE\8 (L(s2-(—A4))) = AanE\8 (Inday 14 (Mo, (—A4))), Inday 14 (Mo, (—A4)) is

also an L_g(FEg)-module.” Again using the classification in [AM18], we see that each composition factor of
Inda, 1« (Mo, (—A4)) is of the form L(w - (—Ay4)) for some

w € {id, s2, 53, 5153, 55, 5655, 575655, 58575655, 5058575655 -
We have

—Ay =52+ (—A4) + az,

—Ag =s3- (—A4) + as,
83+ (—A4) = s183 - (—A4) + 201,
—Ag =85 (—M41) + as,
—Ay) = 5655 - (—A4) + 20,
—Ay4) = 578655 - (—A4) + 3a,

Sy - (
(

575655 - (—A4) = 58575655 - (—A4) + 4ag,
(

5655 -

58878685 * —A4) = 50585756855 * (—A4) + 5ay.

Let v_a, be the highest weight vector in M, (—A4), and _,, be the image of 1®v_a, in Indg, 1. (Ma, (—A4)).
For i € {0,1,3,5,6,7,8}, we have

ejfi-(L®@v_p,) = fie;.(1®@v_n,) =0.
for j € {0,---,8}\{i}. Moreover,
eifi'(l ® U—A4) = fiei'(l ®v_n,) + O‘;/'(l ®v_p,) =0+ <—A4,04;/>(1 ® U—A4) =0.

Therefore, fi.(1®wv_a,) is a (possibly zero) highest weight vector in Inde, 1 (Ma,(—A4)) = Uug, @ Ma,(—A4).
In particular, it generates an Eg-submodule of Indg, 1 (Ma,(—As)) = Uug, ® Ma,(—A4) that has zero in-
tersection with 1 ® M,,(—A4). By Remark 3.3, we see that this submodule lies in J;;!(MOQ(—AL;)), and

5Recall that L_g(Es) = V~9(Es)/J. Here V~6(Fjg) is the universal affine vertex algebra associated to Eg of level —6, J is
some vertex algebra ideal. A V~6(FEg)-module M is an L_g(Es)-module if and only if Y (v, z).m = 0 for any v € J and m € M,
where Y (v,2) =3, 5 v(n)z_"_l is the field corresponding to v. Notice that we can write the Fourier modes v(,) as elements
from UEg. More precisely, V(n) € End(M) lies in the image of UEs — End(M) for any n € Z. Therefore, the V~6(FEg)-module
M is an L_g(Eg)-module if and only if v(,) € AnnU}?8 (M) for any v € J.
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hence f;.v_p, = 0 in Indg, 1.(Ma,(—A4)). This shows that L(w - (—A4)) cannot appear as a composition
factor of Indg, 1«(Ma,(—A4)) for w € {ss,s153, S5, 5655, S75655, S85756S5, S0585756S5}, and hence the only
possible composition factors of Indg, 1«(Ma, (—A4)) are L(—A4) and L(s2 - (—A4)). Notice that the weight
spaces Inde, 1(Ma,(—A4))-a, and Inda, 1(Ma,(—A4))s,.(—a,) are all one dimensional, so both L(—A4) and
L(s2 - (—A4)) can appear at most once as composition factors of Indg, 1+(Ma, (—A4)). This shows that exact-
ness of the sequence (1). Moreover, we see that this is a short exact sequence of L_g(FEsg)-modules.

By similar careful analysis, we see that the extension quiver of simple highest weight L_g(Es)-modules is

the same as the double quiver of the affine Dynkin quiver of type Eél).

Theorem 5.1. Consider the diagram

52

S$058S5756S5 58875685 S786S5 S6S5 S5 1 S3 5183
K _ | <~ ~— X~

Then we have

dim Eth’E\g—thod (L(w - (=Ay4)), L(w' - (—=A4))) = # of arrows from w to w’ in the above diagram

P
for w,w' € {ldaSQa 53,5183, S5, 5655, 575655, 38373635a5058373635}-
Furthermore, all nontrivial extensions are in fact extensions of L_g(FEsg)-modules.

We can perform similar constructions for vertex algebras L_4(E7), L_3(Eg) and L_5(D4). They arise from
rank one SCFT under the 4d/2d duality (cf. [BLLT15], [SXY23]). The case for L_5(D4) was already considered
by [KR22], from a different point of view (Zhu’s induction).

Theorem 5.2. Consider the diagram

Then we have

dim Ext};_thod (L(w - (=Ayg)), L(w' - (—=A4))) = # of arrows from w to w’ in the above diagram

P
for w,w’ € {id, s2, 3, 5153, 505153, S5, 5655, 575655 }.
Furthermore, all nontrivial extensions are in fact extensions of L_4(FE7)-modules.

Theorem 5.3. Consider the diagram

S0S2

()

52

5183 S3 id S5 S6S5
— N_

Then we have

dim EthEE—WtMOd (L(w - (=Ayg)), L(w' - (—=A4))) = # of arrows from w to w’ in the above diagram

for w,w’ € {id, s2, 052, 53, 5153, 55, 5655 } -
Furthermore, all nontrivial extensions are in fact extensions of L_3(FEg)-modules.
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Theorem 5.4. Consider the diagram

Then we have

dim Ext: (L(w - (=A2)), L(w" - (—A2))) = # of arrows from w to w’ in the above diagram

D4-wtMod

for w,w’" € {id, s, s1, $3, $4}-
Furthermore, all nontrivial extensions are in fact extensions of L_o(Dy4)-modules.
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