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Abstract

In this paper, we study the simple modules for the restricted Lie superal-
gebra gl(m|n). A condition for the simplicity of the induced modules is given,
and an analogue of Kac-Weisfeiler theorem is proved.
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1 Introduction

The notion Lie superalgebras was defined by Kac in [6]. It is a generalization of
Lie algebras. Let F be an algebraically closed field with char F = p > 0. Lie
superalgebras over F were studied in [9] and [10]. Also the notion of restricted Lie
superalgebras was given.

Let g = gg @ g1 be a restricted Lie superalgebra over F. Then the p-characters
were introduced for the g-modules in [16]. It is simply a linear function on the even
part gg. Each simple g-module has a p-character x([16]).

The present paper is addressing the following questions:
1. What is the possible maximal dimension of each simple u(g, y)-module?
2. How is a simple u(g, x)-module related to its simple u(gg, x)-submodules?

3. In studying a simple u(g, x)-module, can its p-character x, as in the case of
classical Lie algebras, be reduced to a nilpotent one?

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 gives the preliminaries. In Section
3, we work on Question 1 and study the condition for the simple u(g, x)-module
to attain the maximal possible dimension. Section 4 deals with Question 2. We
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study the simple modules for gl(m|n) and determine the condition for the graded
baby verma module to be simple.

In Section 5 we work on Questions 3. We have proved a version of the Kac-
Weisfeiler Theorem for g = gl(m|n): Each simple u(g, x)-module is induced by a
simple u(l, x) — submodule, where x| is nilpotent. Then we discuss the properties
of ZX(\) when x is in the standard Levi form.

After the first submission of the present paper, I received from Weigiang Wang
their independent work on modular representations of Lie superalgebras: Represen-
tations of Lie superalgebras in prime characteristic 1. I would like to thank him for
the comments.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic definitions

Let F be an algebraically closed field with char F = p > 0. Assume Zy, = Z/2Z =
{0,1}. Let V = V5® V7 be a Zs-graded vector space over F. We denote by p(a) = 6
the parity of a homogeneous element a € Vy,0 € Zy. We assume throughout that
the symbol p(z) implies that z is Zs-homogeneous.

A superalgebra is a Zy-graded vector space A = Ay & Ay endowed with an
algebra structure such that AgA, C Ay, for all 0, u € Zy. A superalgebra g =
g5 @ g7 over F is called a Lie superalgebra provided that

(i) [a, 8] = —(=1)P@PO)[b, a,
(ii) [a, [b,c]] = [[a, 0], ] + (=1)P*Ob, [a, c]],

for a,b € ggU g1, c € g.

Let g = gy @ g7 be a Lie superalgebra. Then the even part g; is a Lie algebra
and the odd part g7 is a gg-module under the adjoint action. Note that in the case
char F = 2, a Lie superalgebra is a Z,-graded Lie algebra. Thus one usually adopts
the convention that char F = p > 2 in the modular case.

Let V = V; @ V5 be a Zs-graded vector space, dim V5 = m, dim V5 = n. The
algebra Endp (V') becomes an associative superalgebra if one defines

Endg(V)p :={A € Endp(V) | A(V,)) C Voyp, it € Zo}

for 8 € Zy. On the vector superspace Endg (V') = Endp(V )y @ Endg(V)1, we define
a new multiplication [, | by

[A,B] := AB — (=1)P™PB)BA  for A, B € Endg(V).



This superalgebra endowed with the new multiplication is a Lie superalgebra, de-
noted by

gl(V) = gls(V)) @ glz(V)or  gl(m|n) = glg(m|n) & gly(m|n).

A=:Cj§)Engmx

str(A) = tr(a) — tr(d).

For

define the supertrace:

Then
sl(m|n) :={A € gl(m|n) | str(A) = 0}

is an ideal in gl(m|n) of codimension 1. One can find further information on Lie
superalgebras in [6, 7, 12].

A Lie superalgebra g = gz@ gy is called restricted if gg is a restricted Lie algebra
and if g7 is a restricted gg-module (see [9, 10]). Let g = gy @ g7 be a restricted Lie
superalgebra. The p-mapping [p] : g5 — @gg is also called the p-mapping of the
Lie superalgebra g. Note that gl(m|n) is restricted with the usual p-mapping (p-th
power taken in End(V)).

2.2 General properties

Let g = gy @ g7 be a Lie superalgebra and V = V5 ® Vi a Zs-graded vector space.
If there is an even homomorphism p from g to gi(V)(by "even” we mean that
p(g;) € gl(V);, 1 € Zy), then we call V a g-module. A g-module is called simple if
it does not have any proper Zs-graded submodules.

Lemma 2.1. [16] (1) Let g be a restricted Lie superalgebra and M a simple g-
module. Then there is a unique x € g; such that (2P — ol — x(z)? - 1)M = 0 for all
T < gp-

(2) Let I be a finite dimensional Zs-graded ideal of a Lie superalgebra g and M
a simple g-module. If p(x) is nilpotent for all x € I, then IM = 0.

Let g be a restricted Lie sueralgebra and U(g) its universal enveloping algebra.
For each x € g5, define the x-reduced enveloping algebra of g by u(g, x) = U(g)/1y,
where I, is the Zo-graded two sided ideal of U(g) generated by elements {27 — 2P —
x(z)P1llx € ggt. When x = 0, u(g,0) is called the restricted universal enveloping
algebra of g and simply denoted by u(g).

Let (g,[p]) be a restricted Lie superalgebra. Suppose that wui,...,u,, and
v1,. .., v, are ordered bases of gy and gy respectively. Applying a similar arguments
as that for the modular Lie algebra case, we have that u(g, x) has the following
PBW-basis:

(bWt 0 < (i) < p - 15b(j) = 0 or 1},
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A g-module M is called having p-character x € gz provided that
2P -m — P m = x(x)? m  for all x € g5, m € M.

Clearly, u(g, x)-modules may be identified with g-modules having character .

Let ® = ®T U P~ be the root system of g. We also write ® = &5 U ®;, where
®y and P, are the set of even and odd roots respectively([6]). We denote

N = Pocot o, N = Pacorg-a and B =H +N".
As a subalgebra, g inherits a natural p-mapping from gl(m|n). We denote

Aut(g) = {66 is an even automorphism of g,8(xP) = 8(x)P for any x € gg}.

Let g be one of the following classical Lie superalgebras [6, Prop. 2.1.2]:

g glim|n) —— B(m|n) G,
95 gllm)@glin) B,®C, C,1&F
(m,n) (m,n)#(1,1) n>2 n>3

g D(m|n) F(4) G(3)
90 D,®C, Bs®A; GodA
(myn) m>4,n>2 —— _

By [6, Prop. 2.5.5], we have dimg, = 1 for any o € ®. Let

g/’ . Cn—1> if g= Cn
0 95, otherwise.

Let G be the subgroup of Aut(gj) such that Lie(G) = g5. In particular, we take
G = GL(m)xGL(n) for gl(m|n). If g # gl(m|n), let G be the Chevalley group of g.
Each element of G' can be extended naturally to an even automorphism of g. So we
identify G with the subgroup of Aut(g) consisting of elements extended from those
of G. By [5, p.14], our restriction on (m,n) ensures that there is a non-degenerate
G-invariant bilinear form on gj if we assume p > 3.

Let x € gs*. For the convenience, we sometimes regard y as a linear function
on g by letting x(gi) = 0.

Lemma 2.2. [5, p.14] With the assumption on p as above, let g be one of the Lie
superalgebras listed. Each x € g5 is conjugate under G' to an element X' € g with
X (9F) = 0.

Let ¥ € G such that x¥(MT) = 0. If M = My ® Mj is a g-module, we denote
by MY the g-module having M as its underlying vector space and a new g-action
given by xm = W(z)m for x € g and m € M, where the action on the right is the
given one. Then MZ‘I’ = M;, i = 1,2, and M is simple if and only if MY is. So we
may assume Y (97) = 0 in the following.



For each x € g5, let A € H* satisfy A(h)? — A(h) = x?(h) for every h € H.
Define Fv to be the one dimensional u (8, x)-module as follows:

Ntv =0, hv=Ah)v forevery he H.

Denote ZX(\) =: U(g, x) ®u(sx) Fv. ZX(A) is called a baby Verma module with
character x. Let M~ = Bocoga = Ng + N7, where N= = Do<o,acd;0a, @ = 0, 1.

Assume N7 has a basis fi,..., fy. Then the PBW theorem shows that
XN = > far fu®g LX),

1<ip<-<is<k

We denote

Z fiy - fisu( oaX Z fir - fioul oaX)U'

s is even s is odd

Then clearly ZX(\) = Z5 @ Z7 is a Zg-graded u(g, x)-module.

Definition 2.3. Let M = My & M;i be a u(g, x)-module. Let H be a mazximal torus
contained in the Borel subalgebra B = H & N*. For A € H*, if there is a nonzero
v € My U My such that

N v=0h-v=Ah)v forany he€ H,

then we say that v is a maximal vector of highest weight X.

By [16], any simple u(g, x)-module contains at least one maximal vector.
Lemma 2.4. [16/The following are equivalent:

(1) M is a simple u(g, x)-module.

(2) Any mazimal vector v € M generates M.

Lemma 2.5. (1)[16] If M is a simple u(g, x)-module, then M is the quotient of
some ZX(\).

(2) If x is semisimple, then ZX(\) has a unique Zy- graded mazimal submodule.

Proof. (2) Let V. C ZX(\) be a proper submodule. Since the maximal vector v
generates ZX(\), we have v ¢ V. Suppose there is f in u(91, x)0N~ C u(g, x) such
that v + fv € V. Since x is semisimple, Lemma 2.1 implies that f acts nilpotently.
Thus 1 4 f is invertible in gl(ZX(\)). This leads to v € V, a contradiction. So
we have V' C u(M~, x)MN v. It follows that the sum of all the proper Z,-graded
submodules is the unique maximal Z,-graded submodule of M.

O

Applying a similar arguments as that used in [11, Prop.3], we get

Proposition 2.6. If x is semisimple, the any simple u(g, x)-module has a unique
mazimal vector.



3 The simplicity of ZX(\)

Let g be one of the Lie superalgebras listed in last section. Let ® = &y U ®; be the
root system of g. In this section, we assume x is semisimple. i.e., y(go) = 0 for any
a € .

Let ey, (resp., fa,),; € @ denote the positive (resp., negative) root vectors.
Define a function p: ®* — Z such that

_ D, if o € q)(_)
plai) = :
2, if o; € (I)i.

We write p(«;) simply as p. We abuse the notation Fy as the subset {0,1} C F,.
Assume |®T| = n. Put elements in ®T in the order of ascending heights:

a1, 09, ..., 0. Let (iy,...1,) and (i1,...,4,)7, 0 <ix < p — 1 denote the product

i i i i1 piz i
Ca oy -Cand  fILf2 0 fin e u(g, x)

respectively. Then using a similar argument as that for [11, Prop.4], we have

Proposition 3.1. Any nonzero submodule of ZX(X\) contains (p—1,...,p—1)"v.

Let g be a restricted Lie superalgebra. Consider U(g) as a g5 -module with the
adjoint action, then we get

U(g) = Oaca-U(g)x.
We have U(g)\U(g), € U(g)r+,. Then U(g)o is a subalgebra of U(g).

Lemma 3.2. [2, 7.4.2] Let L=U(g)N" NU(g)o. Then
(1) L="U(g) NU(g)o and L is a two-sided ideal of U(g)o.
(2) U(glo=U(H) & L.

Let m: U(g) — u(g, x) be the canonical epimorphism of associative algebras.
Then
m(L) C 7(U(g)N") = u(g, x)N".
Take a basis of g:
Jarse s Jams P1se ooy hsy€ayy oo €0,

where the positive roots aq,...,a, is in the order of descending heights. Then
u(g, x) has a PBW basis

o Sy el el 0 <y i <p—1,0 <k <p— 1.

aq

Since x(M*) = 0, so that & = 0 for [ = 1,...,n, each nonzero element of
m(U(g)MN™) is a linear combination of the basis vectors of u(g, x) with > j > 0.
Thus we get

m(L)yNn(U(H)) =n(L)Nu(H,x)=0.
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It follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that 7(U(g)o) = u(H, x) @& 7(L). We call the pro-
jection map from 7(U(g)o) to u(H,x) with the kernel m(L) the Harish-Chandra
homomorphism, denoted by ~.

For the maximal vector v which defines ZX(\), we have

p—-1,....p—D(p—-1,....p—1)"v
= (Mg M LfE
= f(M)v.

Note that the definition of f()\) is dependant on the positive root system ®* and
the corresponding Borel subalgebra.

Theorem 3.3. ZX(\) is simple if and only if f(\) # 0.
Proof. Suppose f(A) # 0. By Proposition 3.1, any nonzero submodule V' C ZX(\)
contains the maximal vector v, hence V = ZX(X). So ZX(\) is simple.

Conversely, assume ZX(\) is simple. We see that w =: (p—1,...,p— 1)"v
is a minimal vector in ZX(A). i.e., f,,w = 0 for every a; € ®*. Let g = N~ @
H @M. Then we get ZX(\) = u(M)w. Since dimZX(\) = 28m% pdm¥ the go
{(i1, 09, ...,i)w0<i; <p—1,7=1,...,n} is a basis of ZX(\). Therefore,

Hence we get f(A) # 0. O

Fixing a simple root system A and the positive root system ®*, let N* =
Paco+a- For a € Ay, the refection s, can be extended to an automorphism of g,
also denoted by s,. We have [4, p.277]

S = expadeyexpad(— f,)expade,.

Assume p > 3. Then s, is well defined in all cases. Each s, can be naturally
extended to an automorphism of the tensor algebra T'(g) such that s,(1) = 1. Let
J be the two sided ideal of T'(g) generated by

{r@y— (—1)POPWy @z —[z,y], 2# — 2P} — x(2)P - 1]z, y € gg U g1, 2 € go}-

Then it is clear that s, stabilizes J. Hence s, induces an automorphism of u(g, x) =
U(g)/3, also denoted by s,.

The induced action of s, on H* is defined as:

Sa - AMR) = A(s 'h),for A€ H* he H.

«

We identify H with (H*)* by letting A(\) = A(h) for any A € H* and h € H.
So U(H) can be identified with the polynomial function ring on H*. If dimH = s,
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regard H* as the affine variety F®. Then all weights related to y makes a closed
subset X defined by the relation \? — A = y and u(H, x) is the coordinate algebra.

Put elements of A in a fixed order: ay,qs,...,a,. For g # gl(m|n), we take
a basis of H: hy =: hyy,...,h. = h,.. For g = gl(m|n), fix a h such that H =
{hola € A} ®Fh. We take the basis of H: hy =: hay, ..., hy =: ha,, hry1 = h. Then
we have X = {(A1,..., )|\ = \; = x(h;)P} C F* and |X| = p°. For our purposes,
it is sufficient to work on X instead of H*.

For f(h) = f(hays- -, ha,) € u(H, x), we have

Saf (M)(A) = saf(hay, - - hay )(A)

= f(Sahay,- -, Sala,)(N)
= f(A(Sahay)s- s A(Saha,))
= (P hay ) (55" X)-

Let v’ be the maximal vector defined by the Borel subalgebra s, (B) of weight A € H*
and character y. i.e., Fv' is a 1-dimensional u(s,(8), x)-module. Let f*()\) be the
polynomial defined with respect to the new positive root system s,(®*). Then we
have

FEOV = sa(€ay) - - Sal€a,)Sa(far) - - - Salfa, )V
= Sa(Cay - Cop fay -+ fa, )V

Assume

€ar - €afay o fa, =t(h) + Zun+ e 7(U(g)o),

where u; € u(g, x), n; € MT and t(h) = Y(eay - - - €ay, fay - - - fo,) € u(H,X).
We denote M+ = 5,(N*). Then we get

/
Sa(€ay - €apfar - fan) = salt —I-Zu; i

where u) € u(g, x), n;+ e M'*. Thus, we have
FENV = sa(t(h))0" = A(sa(t(h)))0" = t(h)(s3 (N)v"

Since t(h)(A) = f(A), we get f*(A) = f(s5'(A)).
Lemma 3.4. For each o € A, f(A\) and f(s; (A + «)) have the same set of zeros.

Proof. Let ®* be the fixed positive root system with which ZX(\) and f(\) are
defined. Let v be the maximal vector that defines ZX(\). Assume Z;(\) is the baby
verma module defined with respect to the new positive root system s,(®*). It is
easy to see that v/ =: fP~lv € ZX()) is a maximal vector with respect to s,(B) and
has weight A + «.



Since v is homogeneous, the inclusion map Fv' — ZX(\) induces a nonzero Zs-
graded u(g, x)-homomorphism x: Z;(A) — ZX(A). So Imk is a nonzero Zy-graded
submodule of ZX()\). Note that dimZ{(\) = dimZX(\).

If f(A\) # 0, then the simplicity of ZX(\) shows that  is onto, hence an iso-
morphism, so that Z{(\) is simple and hence f*(\) # 0. On the other hand, if
f*(N\) # 0, then Z()) is simple, hence the Zs-graded submodule kersx must be
zero. Therefore k is an isomorphism. This implies that f(\) # 0, since ZX(\) is
simple. O

Let a € A be a simple root. Consider the subalgebra A of g with basis e, fa,
he If a € Ag, then A = sly. If a € Ay, then A is a restricted Heisenberg algebra
of rank 1 (see [13, p. 149]). By the standard results, for each semisimple character
X € A*. A simple u(A, x)-module of highest weight @ € F has dimension less than
pif and only if a+1 € F; \ 0.

For each simple root o € A, we take a parabolic subalgebra of g: P = B+ F f,.
Let 91 = 5 ® Ny be the nilradical of B. Let x € g5 be semisimple. For each A € X,
a simple u(A, x|4)-module V' can be extended to a u(B, x)-module as follows:

egV =0,6€ "\ a,hv = A\(h)v for each h € H.
Then (g, X) @uep,y) V has dimension
2dim‘nipdimfﬁ(—) dimV.

Obviously u(g, X) ®@up,) V is an epimorphic image of ZX(\). If A(hq) +1 € F5\ 0,
so that dimV" < p, then we have dimu(g, X) @up) V < dimZX()), so ZX()) is not
simple, hence we have f(\) = 0.

Recall that f(\) = t(h)()\). Let V(g) denote the set of zeros in X of g € u(H, x).
Then we get V(ho + 1 —c¢) C V(t(h)) for every c € F; \ 0.

By the earlier discussion, each element in u(H, x) is a polynomial of the variables
hi,...,he (h1,...,heyq for g = gl(m|n)). It is no loss of generality to assume
ho = hy. For every ¢ € F; \ 0, using the Remainder Theorem, we have

t(h) = (ha +1=¢)q(h) +r(h), q(h),r(h) € u(H, x),

where the variable hy is not appearing in r(h). Taking the value at a point in
V(he +1—c¢), we get r(h) = 0. Thus f(\) = ¢(h)()) is divisible by the polynomial
Aho)+1—c.

For the basis of H given earlier, we define p € H* such that p(h;) = 1, i =
1,...,r,and p(h,41) = 0if g = gl(m|n). Note that A\ + p € X for any A € X.

Corollary 3.5. (1) For each a € Ay, [(Mha) + p(ha))P~t = 1] F(N).
(2) For each o € Ay, A(ho)|f(N).



Lemma 3.6. Let ® = & U dy, & = Of U D, A = AgUA; be the root, positive
root, simple root system of g respectively. Let Wy be the weyl group of g5. Then for
each B € ®q, there is T € Wy such that T7(8) € A;.

Proof. Let g5 = g @ g2 as given in Section 2. Then A, consist of simple roots of
gj(denoted in terms of ¢;’s in [6, p.51-53]) and those of g2(denoted in terms of d;’s
in [6, p.51-53]). By definition, it is easy to get s4(A) = A — A(hy)a for A € H* and
a € Ag. Using the root system given in [6, p.51-53], one sees that there is 7 € W)
such that 7(8) € A;. O

Theorem 3.7.
fA) = iHaeéj [(A(ha) + p(ha))p_l - I]Ha@bf[)‘(ha) + p(ha) = 1].

Proof. By Corollary 3.5,
Maene[(A(ha) + /)(ha>>p_1 — Hlaea, [AMha) + plha) — 1| f(A).

Then the theorem follows from Lemma 3.6 and a similar argument as that for [11,
Prop. §]. O

4 The simplicity of the graded baby verma mod-
ules for g = gl(m|n)

Let g = gl(m|n). Then g =g_1 @ gy D g1, where
-1 = Djomi<mFej; and g1 = Bjomi<mFei;.
The reader may refer to [6] for more detailed description of g_; and g;.

Let x € gi and assume x(91j) = 0, where N = @ZK]- Fe;; C g5. Denote
9" = go+ g1. Let M be a simple u(gg, x)-module. We regard M as a u(g™, x)-
module by letting g1 M = 0. As in [16], we define the induced module ZX(M) =
u(g, X) @u(g+,x) M. We call it the graded baby verma module.

Lemma 4.1. Any simple u(g, x)-module M = My ® My is a quotient of ZX(M) for
some simple u(gy, x)-submodule M C Mg or M C M.

Proof. By [16, Lemma 3.12], there is a simple u(g™*, x)-submodule M C 9 or
M C 9. Then the inclusion map M — 9 induces a Zy-graded u(g, x)-module
homomorphism f : ZX(M) — 9. Since I is simple f is an epimorphism. O

Let v € M be a maximal vector of weight A. Let ey,...,¢ (resp., fi,..., fi)
denote the following basis of g;(resp., g_1):
{eijlt <m,j>m}(resp., {e;li >m,j <m}).
We put them in the order of ascending heights. For e;...eif1...fi € w(U(g)o),

assume ej...e f1... frv = fi(A)v.
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Proposition 4.2. (1) If fi(\) # 0, then ZX(M) is simple.
(2) If ZX(M) is simple, then f1(\) # 0.

Proof. (1) Let V be any proper submodule of ZX(M). Taking

T T e L T e (T 1 &
By applying f;, ... fj,_,, we get 0 # fi... fim € V for some 0 # m € M. Hence
61...6lf1...flm€V

Let gg = H &N, &N . Since M is a simple u(gg, x)-module, there is a polynomial

F=>_nyhinf € ulgs, x) = u(Ng, \)u(H, x)u(Ng, x)
such that fm is the maximal vector v € M. Note that for i, 7 < m with i # j,
[6ij,61...6l] = [6ij>.fl---fl] = 0, [h,61...61f1...f1] =0 forall heH.

So we get
(fer-..eifi... il =[En;hinf e ...eifi... fi] =0.
This shows that ey ...ef; ... fiv € V and hence v € V. So (1) follows immediately.

(2) Let v; = v,v9,...,vs be a basis of M. Since gyM = 0 and dimZX(M) =
2dima—1dqim M.
{f“flkvl\ogzl <<Zk§l,Z:1,,8}
is a basis of ZX(M). Let M' = f, ... f;M, then dimM’ = dimM = s.
Since g_1M’' =0,
ZX(M) :u(gl)M': <ei1...eikf1...flvi|0§i1 < e < iy SZ,Z: 1,...,S>.
Therefore, ey ...e,f1... fiv # 0, so that fi1(\) # 0. O

Denote fo(\) = Meq [(A(ha) + p(ha))P — 1]
Lemma 4.3. Let x be semisimple. Then fi(\) =cf(N)/fo(A), 0# c € F.

Proof. If X\ is such that fo(\) # 0 but f(A) = 0, then by [11, Th. 3], M()) is
simple, where M () is the simple u(gg, x)-module with the unique maximal vec-
tor v of weight \. Since ZX(M()\)) is not simple, we get fi(A) = 0. By The-
orem 3.7, f(A)/fo(A) € wu(H,x) is the product of linear factors. So we have
[FN)/fo(M)]|f1(A). A direct computation on ey - - -e;fy - - - fv shows that the highest
term of y(ey - -- e f1--- fi) is hg, - - - hg,, where (1, ..., §; are all the positive odd roots
of g. So we get deg(f1(\)) = (. That is

deg(f1(A)) = deg(f(A)) — deg(fo()).
Hence we get fi1(A) = cf(N)/ fo(A) for some ¢ # 0. O
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By Theorem 3.7, f1(A) = H,cq1 (A + p)(ha) — 1)(up to a constant multiple).
For o = ¢, — §; € @, it is easy to see that h, = €;; + €i4jir;. S0 we get p(hy) =
m —i+j € F,. Let x be semisimple. If x(h,) # 0, then A(h,) ¢ F,. So we have

Theorem 4.4. Let g = gl(m|n) and let x be semisimple. If x(hy) # 0 for every
a € OF, then ZX(M) is simple.

Recall ZX(\) = Zy @ Zi7. Let v € Zj be the maximal vector that defines ZX(\).
Let Vo := u(gg, x)v C Zs. Since [e;5, g1] C g1 and [e;;, 9-1] € g_1 for any e;; € gg,
we have g, Vp = 0. Let
Vo2Vi2---2V;20

be a composition series of u(gg, x)-submodules. Then it can also be regarded as
a composition series of u(g™, x)-modules. This induces a filtration of Zj-graded
u(g, x)-submodules of ZX(\):

ZX(A) = u(g, X) Pu(gt ) Vo 2 w8, X) Quggr o Vi 2 -+ 2 u(g, X) Qugtx) Vs 2 0.
We see that each factor module
u(g, X) Ou(gt ) Vie1/u(g, X) @Vi Z u(g, X) Quegt ) Vie1/ Vi = ZX(Vie1 /Vi),i=1,...,s
is a graded baby verma module.

Corollary 4.5. Let g = gl(m|n). If fi(\) # 0, then the baby verma module ZX(\)
has a composition series induced by that of the u(gg, x) baby verma module u(gg, x)v.
In addition, the loewy length equals one if and only if fo(\) # 0.

5 g=glim|n)

5.1 The Frobenius superalgebra

Definition 5.1. [6] Let V. = V5 @ Vi be a Zy-graded space and f is a bilinear
form on V. Then f is called supersymmetric if f(a,b) = (—1)P@PW®) £(b a) for any
a,be VgUVi.

Definition 5.2. An associative F-superalgebra A is called a Frobenius superalgebra
if it has a mon-degenerate invariant bilinear form f. A Frobenius superalgebra is
said to be supersymmetric if f is supersymmetric.

Let A = Ay @ Aj be a Frobenius superalgebra. We use the notation Ay (resp.,
Ag) to denote the left (resp., right) regular A-module A. Let

Then A* = A3 @ Aj. It is easy to check that A7 (resp., A%) is a right (resp., left)
Z,-graded A-module.

12



Lemma 5.3. Let A be a finite dimensional superalgebra. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) A is Frobenious.
(2) AL = (AR)", Ar = (AL)"

The proof is similar to that of [1, Th. 61.3, p.414].

If we take the polynomial ring O generated by {2 — 2|z € g5}, then O is in
the center of U(g). By applying a similar argument as that for [3, Prop.1.2], one
gets

Proposition 5.4. Let g be a finitely dimensional restricted Lie superalgebra. For
any x € gg(considered as a linear function on g by letting x(g1) = 0), u(g, x) is
a Frobenius superalgebra. Moreover, u(g, x) is supersymmetric if str(adz) = 0 for
any r € g.

Definition 5.5. Let g be a restricted Lie superalgebra. We call g unipotent if for
any x € gg, there is v > 0 such that " = 0.

By Lemma 2.1(2), we get

Corollary 5.6. If g is unipotent, then the trivial g-module ¥ is the only simple
u(g)-module.

Lemma 5.7. If g is unipotent, then each u(g, x) has only one simple module (up to
isomorphism).

Proof. Let M = M & M;j and M’ = Mj @& Mj be two simple u(g, x)-modules. For
E,j € Zs, let

Homp (M, M'); = {f € Homp (M, M")| f(M;) C M}

Then
Homg (M, M") = Homg (M, M')5 & Homg (M, M');

is a u(g)-module. By Corollary 5.6, Homg(M, M')5 contains a trivial submodule
Fxz. Suppose x = x5 + 21, ; € Homg(M, M');, i € Zy. Then both Fux; are trivial
u(g)-submodules. So we may assume z is homogeneous. Therefore

Homgy(M, M) U Homgy(M, M"); # 0.
Take
0 # « € Homgy(M, M')5 U Homg(M, M')1,

then x(Mj) & x(M7) is a nonzero Zs-graded submodule of M’. Since M and M’ are
simple, M = M’. O

Lemma 5.8. Let g be a finite dimensional unipotent Lie superalgebra. Then the
reqular(both left and right) u(g)-module u(g) has a unique trivial submodule Fuv.
Therefore, v € u(g)sg U u(g)i.

13



Proof. We only give the proof for the left regular u(g)-module. By Corollary 5.6,
there is v € wu(g) such that Fv is a trivial u(g)-submodule. Let f be the non-
degenerate invariant bilinear form on u(g). By assumption, f(x,v) = f(1,zv) =0
for any x € g. So v is in the (right ) orthogonal complement of u(g)g. Since
u(g)g has codimension 1 in u(g), its orthogonal complement is 1-dimensional. This
implies that u(g) has a unique trivial submodule Fv. The uniqueness implies that
v is homogeneous. O

Lemma 5.9. Let g be a finite dimensional unipotent Lie superalgebra. If str(adx) =
0 for all x € g. Let Fug(resp., Fug) be the unique trivial u(g)-submodule of

u(g)r (resp., uw(g)r). Then Fu, = Fug.

Proof. By assumption, u(g) is a supersymmetric superalgebra. Let f be the non-
degenerate invariant bilinear form on wu(g). The super symmetry of f implies
that both vy, and wvg are in the right orthogonal complement of wu(g)g, which is
1-dimensional, so v, = vg(up to a nonzero constant multiple). O

Definition 5.10. [6, p.15] A derivation of degree s € Zy of a superalgebra A is an
endomorphism D € End,A with property

D(ab) = D(a)b+ (—=1)**@aD(b).

Let g be a Lie superalgebra. By the Jacobi identity, ada: b — [a,b] is a
derivation of g.

Assume g7 has a basis uq,...,u;. Then U(g) = U(g)s ® U(g); is naturally
Z,-graded, where

U@o= > w..uUlg)U@i= Y t. .u,U(g)

i< <is i1< - <ig
s s even s is odd

Generally, taking zyzo-- 2 € U(g), x1,...,71 € gy U g1, it is easy to see that
k
p(ry---mp) = Zizl p(T:).
Let a € gj U gi. We now extend ada to a derivation of U(g). Let f € U(g)g,

0 € Z,. We define
ada(f) = af — (_1)p(a)p(f)fa.

Use induction we can show that

Lemma 5.11. Let f =y ---ax € U(g)g, where x; € gg U g1. Then
ada(f) = Z<_1)p(a)p(mmwi71)$1 e la, Ty e x

Recall I, for x € g* given in Section 2. Let g be a restricted Lie superalgebra
and let a € gy U gq. For each generator a7 — zlPl — y(2)P -1 € U(g)g, it is easy to see
that ada(x? — 2P — x(2)? - 1) = 0. This induces a derivation on u(g, ). We denote
it also by ada. Note that I, is generated by elements in U(g)s. Then u(g, x) inherits
the Zy — gradation from that of U(g), and Lemma 5.11 also holds in u(g, x).

14



5.2 The Kac-weisfeiler Theorem

The F-vector space gl(m + n) has a structure of the Lie superalgebra g = gl(m|n),
and also a structure of Lie algebra gl(m + n). The two strutures share the same
cartan subalgebra H = (e;|li = 1,...,m + n) and the corresponding root space
decomposition.

Let g = gl(m|n). Then g5 = gl(m) & gl(n) and g = H + ®g,, where g, = Fe;;,
1 <14,7 <m+n. With respect to H, the root system of g is given in [6, p.51].

If we write €41 = d1, .., €min = On, Where €;(e;;) = d;;, then the root system
of gl(m|n) coincides with that of gl(m + n)(denoted by @), and each simple root
system of gl(m|n) coincides with that of gl(m + n).

For o € &, we use e,(resp., f,) to denote the positive(resp., negative) root
vector. i.e., g, = Feq(resp., g_o = Ffy).

If we use [,|s momentarily to denote the Lie product in gl(m|n), then we see
that

(*) [ eaj]s = *tlea, eaj]u [fo faj]s = £[fa;; faj]7
[eaiv faj]s = :l:[eaw faj] for Qv 7A Q.

For each positive root a € ®, we define s,(3) =: 7.(8), 8 € ®, where 7, is the
reflection defined in the root system of gl(m + n). The definition of s, is justified
by the next lemma.

Lemma 5.12. s,(®") is a positive root system of gl(m|n) with the simple root
system Sq(A).

Proof. Since 7,(®7) is a positive root system of gl(m + n) with simple roots 7,(A),
To(A) is a minimal subset of 7,(®") satisfying

(1) {ey|v € 7a(A)} generates {e,|y € 7o(®7)}, {fy|7 € 7a(A)} generates
{317 € Ta(®7)}.

(2) {ey, fy]7 € Ta(A)} generates gl(m + n).
(3) ley, fa] = 0,8h € H, 7, € To(A).
Note that

(%) [h,ey]s = [h,e,] =~(h)e,, forevery he H.

So each e, above is also a root vector in the Lie superalgebra gl(m|n). Then (x)
says that {e,|y € 7,(A)} is the set of root vectors of a simple root system A of
g = gl(m|n), and {e,|y € 7,(®T)} is the set of root vectors of the corresponding
positive root system Pt

By (s%), we have A = 7,(A) and &t = 7,(®T); that is, 7,(PT) is a positive
root system of gl(m|n) with the simple root system 7,(A). O
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Lemma 5.13. Let I = I3 ® I7 be a restricted ideal of a subalgebra g’ of the Lie
superalgebra g. Assume x(I) = 0 and u(I) C u(g’,x) be the reduced enveloping
algebra of I. Let vy, be the unique 1-dimensional trivial submodule of u(I). Suppose
vy = .. 2l where xﬁf € I;, for each iy € Zy. Then for every homogeneous

. m

a €g,ada(vy) = Avy for some A € F. If ada is nilpotent, then A = 0.

Proof. Let x € I be homogeneous. Then
zada(vy) = x(avy, — (=1)PHy a)
= [z, alvp + (—=1)P@P@ gy, — (=1)PCD gy a = 0.

Therefore ada(vy) = Avy, for some X € F. O

Note that if g = gy, the lemma recovers [3, Lemma 8.3].

Let x € g5. Without loss of generality we assume y vanishes on N* = 3" _ ga.
Let x = xs + X, Where x; is the semisimple part and y,, is the nilpotent part. Let

['= Cy(xs) = {z € glxs([z, —]) = 0}.

Then we get
(=H& Y fo
x(ha)=0
Let [=[l',l] and let B = H+ NT. 9B =B + [ is a parabolic subalgebra of g. First

we take the natural root system of g with the simple roots
A:{61—62,...,€m—51,...,5n_1—5n}.

Then N =) 40,00 Ja 18 the nilradical of 3. Let 91 = NG & Ny, where

x(ha)

m{: Z ga,ge Zg.

X(ha)#0,0e®F

Let @ be the root system of I. Denote & = {a € ®*|x(hs) # 0}. By [8, p. 140],
X(€q) = 0 for every o € &7 U —P'.

Lemma 5.14. ([15],/3]) There is an order of the roots in ®': ' = {ay,aq,..., a5}
such that if 7 = @1, Ay = A, & = 5,,(P]) and Ajp1 = s0,(A;). Then
(1) ® is a system of positive roots in ® with simple roots A; and o; € A;.
(2) For each i < s, {—aq, —aa,...,—a;} is a closed subsystem normalized by

;.

Proof. Now that s, is defined for o € @4, the proof in [15] and [3] also works here.
We give here only a y-related proof to the first part. We treat x as a linear function
of g with x(gi) = 0. Note that we can assume g = sl(m|n) for this lemma.
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Suppose A NP’ = ¢. Then we have A C &. Since P is a closed root system
and H C [g,g], we get x(H) = 0. Thus, x is nilpotent and the case being trivial.

Taking oy € AN, we let Ay = s,,(A1) and & = s,,(P]). Note that
Sa;(®') C @'. Using a similar argument as above, we can find ay € Ay N P'. We
continue this process. Suppose there is ¢ < j such that a; = «a;. Then since
—a; € ®) and a; € Aj € @], we get a contradiction. Therefore ® can be ordered
as required. O

Let " = {ay,...,as} be in the order as above. As in [3], we let F; =
(fars+-+s fa;)- Then since {aq,...,q;} is closed, F; is a subalgebra of g. Since

X(Fy) =0, u(F;) = u(Fi, x) € u(g, x)-

Theorem 5.15. Let M = My ® My be a simple u(g, x)-module and M' C M a
Zy-graded simple u(*B, x)-submodule. Then M = u(g, x) Qup,y) M'. In particular,
we have

dimM = p@mI% 2dmM Jim M’

Proof. Let B; denote the Borel subalgebra of g with respect to A; and ; = B, +
Ff, . Denote M; = Bacodr asta;bo- Then N; is the nilradical of ;. Since M is
simple, M is the quotient of W = u(g, x) ®uep,) M'. Note that B, C P,.

We define an increasing filtration of W:
W=1® M/> VVH—l = u(‘Bza X) ®u(‘3i,x) VVMZ = ]-7 <oy S

Clearly we have Wy, = W.

Let W’ be a simple u(g, x)-submodule of W and choose ¢ minimal such that
W'N Wi #0.

Suppose i > 0. We shall derive a contradiction. We first show that
(1) W2 = (B, x) Ouping W)™ = w(Bi, X) Ouieping Wi

For each root v of M;, we have [eq, fa,] € M, since N; is the nilradical of P;. Let

T = Z fl@w; e Wi

0<j<p—1
Then we obtain f(’jizc € VVS:’l for every 0 < k <p—1.

Assume «; € ®F. Since x(fa,) =0, so that f2 =0 in u(g, x), we have

k i+k
o= Y fifF®a,0<k<p-L

0<j<p—1-k

Assume o; € ®F. Since f2 = 01in u(g, x)( also in U(g)), we have

k _ E j+k
a]‘x - fai ® x]

0<j<1-k
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for k=0, 1.
Hence we have, for any a; € @,
k. _ j+k
ne= ), fifteg
0<j<p-1—k
for0<k<p—1,and f2x=0.

We use induction on k to prove that x; € W;n’ For k = 0, take an arbitrary
y € M;. Since [fa,,y] € MN; C B, we get

0=yfP e =yfl @ug = @yzo+ Y fi, ®wj,wj € Wi
I<p—1
This gives us yxo = 0 and hence xq € VVZm’

Assume xj, € Wim“' for all k < m < p—1, and consider the case k = m. For any
y € N;, we have

O=yffl ! Mr=y > fr e

0<k<m

Then we get
r@yen+ Y fL @ w) =0,w] € W,

I<p—1
This gives us yz,, = 0, so that z,, € W;n’ Hence z € u(*Bs, X) w0 Wi%

Let F; = (F)5 ® (F;)1. Since (F)¥ = 0 and x(F;) = 0, u(F;) € u(g,x) is
supersymmetric.

Let Fuy, be the unique 1-dimensional trivial submodule in the left regular mod-
ule u(F;_1). We may assume that vy, = f71... ff! . where aj,,...,q;,_, is the set
a1, ...,a;_1 put in the order of ascending heights. By Lemma 5.9, vg = vy.

By definition, W is a free u(F;_1)-module. In particular, as a u(F;_;)-submodule,
W; = u(F—;) @ Wi (canonically imbedded in  u(B, x) @um,) Wi).
Then the fact v;, = vp shows that

WFFl =1, ® Wl.

7

Since F;_1 CN;, W'Z% C W'Z-Fi’l. It follows that Wi% C (v, @ Wy)™.

For any o € ® and w; € Wy, if equp, ® wy = 0, then we get vy, ® eqw; = 0
by Lemma 5.11. Hence eqw; = 0. Since M = > 4 0q is the nilradical of B and
X(M) = 0, Lemma 2.1(2) shows that MW, = 0. Note that O, C Doearfa + . So
we get Dyw; = 0. This gives us

VVZ-%gUL(@anl.

18



Since MM; is an ideal of B; and e, € B, e,, W';m - W';m Thus we get
ea, W C WM Ney,vp @ W
It follows that
ea, W Cup @ WM Negup @ W
=0 @ W™ N (v @ e W™ + [eas, ] @ W)

By Lemma 5.12(2), P,_; =: B + F;_; is a parabolic subalgebra of g. Clearly e,,
is in the nilradical of P,_y: N;,_; = Dacarfa + (€a;y- -+, €a.). Therefore, we have
leas foy] € N;_1 C B for each j < i. It follows that

lea;,vr] @ Wy C Z oLl g Wy

51 i1
lg<p—1 for some k

Then we get e,, W, " = 0.
We shall now prove that

(2)  (w(Pi, X) Ru(pi g W) =1 W™

Let
r= Y fE@wg e (P x) Qum W)
0<k<p—1

Then we get

0= Cay; Z fi ® wg

0<k<p—1
= Z [6012-7./:51-] X Wy
1<k<p—1
=— Y 2%f @ (k—1— he)wy
1<k<p—1

This gives

(k—1—he)wp,=0 for 1<k<p-—1.
i.e., ho,wi = (k — 1)wg. It follows that

X (P )Pwi = (W8, — ho )wr = 0,0 <k <p—1.

So we obtain wy, =0, 1 <k <p—1and hence z =1 R wy € W'Z%
From (1) and (2), we get

0 # (W' N Wipr)™)% C (u(Ps, X) ugmy WiH) = 1@ W

This implies that W/ N W; # 0, a contradiction.
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Then we must have W’ N (1 ® Wy) # 0, and hence W’ = W. Therefore W is a
simple u(g, x)-module, so that M = W.

Since M is the nilradical of P with x(MN) = 0, Lemma 2.1(2) shows that each
simple u (B, x)-module is a simple u(l', x)-module and vice versa. So M’ is a simple
u(l', x)-module. Let I' =& H', where H' C H and [H',l'] = 0. Using the fact that
H' C gj, Schur’s Lemma ([6, p.18]) shows that H' acts as scalar multiplications on
M’. Thus, M’ is a simple u(l, x)-module. Note that x| is nilpotent. O

5.3 Standard Levi form

The study of the simple u(g, x)-modules is now reduced to the case where y is
nilpotent. Let B be a Borel subalgebra of g.

Definition 5.16. We say that x has standard Levi form if x(8) = 0 and there is a
subset I C Ay such that

#0 ifael,
X(f“){zo ifacd\l.

Proposition 5.17. If x is in the standard Levi form, then each ZX(\) has a unique
mazimal submodule.
The proof is similar to that of [5, Prop. 10.2].

Each nilpotent p-character is conjugate under G to the standard Levi form. Let
x be in the standard Levi form and let I be the set of simple roots as above. For
each a € I, let A(h,) = a. Then since A\(hy)? — A(hy) = 0, we get a € F,. Write
0 < a <p—1. Then it is easy to see that f*"'v is another maximal vector in ZX(\)
with weight A — (a + 1)a.. So we get

ZX(A = (a+ 1)a) = ZX(N).
Recall p defined earlier. We define the dot action of w € W on H* by
w-A=wA+p)—p.
If a € Ay is simple, then we have
So - A=A— (A(ha) + 1)a.

Denote W; the subgroup of W generated by the reflections of s, with a € I. Let
LX(X) be the unique simple quotient of ZX(\).
Corollary 5.18. Let w € Wy, then

(1)
ZX(w - \) = ZX(N).

(2)
L¥(w - \) 2 LX(\).
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