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Lower-bounded and grading-restricted
twisted modules for affine vertex (operator)
algebras

Yi-Zhi Huang

Abstract

We apply the construction of the universal lower-bounded generalized twisted mod-
ules by the author to construct universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted gen-
eralized twisted modules for affine vertex (operator) algebras. We prove that these
universal twisted modules for affine vertex (operator) algebras are equivalent to suit-
able induced modules of the corresponding twisted affine Lie algebra or quotients of
such induced modules by explicitly given submodules.

1 Introduction

In [Huab|, the author constructed universal lower-bounded generalized twisted modules for
a grading-restricted vertex algebra. In the present paper, we apply this construction to
construct and identify explicitly universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted general-
ized twisted modules for affine vertex (operator) algebras. In particular, general classes of
lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized twisted modules can be studied using these
universal ones.

Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra with a nondegenerate invariant symmetric bi-
linear form (-,-) and g an automorphism of g. Then an induced module M (¢,0) of level
¢ € C for the affine Lie algebra g generated by the trivial module C for g has a structure
of grading-restricted vertex algebra. In the case that g is simple and ¢ # —h", where h"Y
is the dual Coxeter number of g, M(¢,0) has a conformal vector and is thus a vertex op-
erator algebra. Let L(¢,0) be the irreducible quotient of M (¢,0). Then L(¢,0) is also a
graidng-restricted vertex algebra and, when ¢ + hY # 0, is a vertex operator algebra. An
automorphism ¢ of g induces automorphisms, still denoted by g, of g, M(¢,0) and L(¢,0).
There is also a twisted affine Lie algebra gl9! constructed using g, (-, -) and g. Note that g has
a rich automorphism group containing the Lie group corresponding to g. Automorphisms
of g, M(¢,0) and L(¢,0) are mostly of infinite orders and many of them do not act on g,
M(¢,0) and L(¢,0) semisimply.

Twisted modules associated to automorphisms of finite orders of a vertex operator algebra
were introduced and studied first by Frenkel, Lepowsky and Meurman in [FLMI], [FLM2]
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and [FLM3| and by Lepowsky in [Lel|] and [Le2]. In [Hual], the author introduced twisted
modules associated to general automorphisms of a vertex operator algebra, including in
particular, automorphisms which do not act on the vertex operator algebra semisimply. A
particular class of examples associated to such general automorphisms were also given in
[Huall]. In [Huab], the author gave a construction of universal lower-bounded generalized
twisted modules associated to such general automorphisms of a grading-restricted vertex
algebra.

Applying the construction in [Huab] to M (¢,0), we construct universal lower-bounded
(grading-restricted) generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-modules generated by a vector space (a
finite-dimensional module for a suitable subalgebra @][Ig] of gl9)) with actions of g, its semisim-
ple and unipotent parts, and some other operators and annihilated by the positive part of
g9l when M(¢,0) is viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra. When ¢ + hY # 0 and
M(¢,0) is viewed as a vertex operator algebra, we also construct universal lower-bounded
(grading-restricted) generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-modules generated by a vector space (a
finite-dimensional module for ﬁ][lg]) with additional structures as above. These universal
lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-modules as §l9-modules
are then proved to be equivalent to suitable induced modules for gl9. The proofs of these
equivalences use the results in Section 2 of [Hua6] on a linearly independent set of gener-
ators of the universal lower-bounded generalized twisted modules constructed in Section 5
of [Huab|]. In the case that M (¢,0) is viewed as a vertex operator algebra, we also give ex-
plicit formulas for the Virasoro operators on the universal lower-bounded generalized twisted
M (¢,0)-modules. These formulas are needed in the proof of their equivalences to suitable
induced module for gl9!,

When g is simple and ¢ € Z, and L(¢,0) is viewed as a vertex operator algebra, we con-
struct universal lower-bounded (grading-restricted) generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-modules
generated by a vector space (a finite-dimensional ﬁ][lg]-module) with additional structures as
above. We also prove that these universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized
g-twisted L(¢,0)-modules as gl9-modules are equivalent to quotients by certain explicitly
given submodules of the induced modules for §l9! equivalent to the universal lower-bounded
and grading-restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-modules. To prove these equivalences,
we also generalize a result of Kac (see Proposition 8.1 in [K]) on automorphisms of finite
orders of a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra to semisimple automorphisms of arbitrary
orders.

Immediate consequences of the universal properties satisfied by those universal twisted
modules are that lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)- and
L(¢,0)-modules generated by subspaces and finite-dimensional @][Ig]—submodules with addi-
tional structures as above are quotients of these universal ones. Thus we can study these
types of twisted modules, including untwisted ones, using our results on the universal ones
in the present paper.

In the case that ¢ is of finite order, Li gave the relationship between weak twisted modules
for an affine vertex operator algebra and restricted modules for the corresponding twisted
affine Lie algebra in [Li]. In [B], Bakalov introduced twisted affine Lie algebras in the case



that g is a general automorphsim of g and gave the relationship between weak twisted mod-
ules for an affine vertex operator algebra and restricted modules for the corresponding twisted
affine Lie algebra. In the present paper, we do not study these most general weak twisted
modules and restricted modules. We study only lower-bounded and grading-restricted gener-
alized twisted modules for affine vertex (operator) algebras and lower-bounded and grading-
restricted modules for the twisted affine Lie algebras. We would like to emphasize that in the
representation theory of vertex (operator) algebras, to obtain substantial results, we have to
restrict ourselves to grading-restricted generalized (twisted) modules and we often have to
further restrict ourselves to such modules of finite lengths. On the other hand, lower-bounded
generalized (twisted) modules always appear in various constructions and proofs. One of the
difficult problems is to prove that these lower-bounded generalized (twisted) modules ap-
pearing in our constructions and proofs are actually grading-restricted generalized (twisted)
modules of finite lengths. So these two types of twisted modules are what we are mainly
interested. Moreover, for such modules of finite lengths, we can reduce their study to those
modules generated by subspaces annihilated by the positive part of the twisted affine Lie
algebra. This is the reason why we choose to construct, identify and study these types of
twisted modules in this paper. Though weak twisted modules are more general, usually we
need them only in the formulations of certain notions in the representation theory of vertex
(operator) algebras.

As is mentioned in the preceding paragraph, one of the difficult problems in the represen-
tation theory of vertex operator algebras is to prove that suitable lower-bounded generalized
twisted modules are actually grading restricted. In fact, universal lower-bounded generalized
twisted modules are in a certain sense analogous to Verma modules in the representation
theory of finite-dimensional Lie algebras. In the case of finite-dimensional Lie algebras, we
know that a Verma module generated from a highest weight vector has a finite-dimensional
quotient module if and only if the highest weight is dominant integral. For vertex operator al-
gebra, we can ask an analogous question: Under what conditions, a universal lower-bounded
generalized twisted module has a grading-restricted quotient. In this paper, our construction
and identification of grading-restricted generalized twisted modules for M (¢,0) and L(¢,0)
gives an answer to this question for affine vertex (operator) algebras.

One main goal of studying these twisted modules is to use their properties and structures
to study twisted intertwining operators among them (see [Hua3d]). We expect that the
constructions and results in the present paper will play an important role in the study of
twisted intertwining operators for affine vertex operator algebras.

The present paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some basic material on
the affine Lie algebra g of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g, an automorphism ¢ of g and
the twisted affine Lie algebra gl9). In Section 3, we recall vertex (operator) algebras M (¢, 0)
and L(¢,0) associated to affine Lie algebras and their automorphisms induced from those
of g. The construction, identification and basic properties of lower-bounded and grading-
restricted generalized twisted modules for M (¢, 0) are given in Section 4. In Subsection [4.1]
we construct and identify explicitly lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized twisted
modules for M(¢,0) viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra. In Subsection 2] we



construct and identify explicitly such twisted modules for M (¢, 0) viewed as a vertex operator
algebra. In Subsection [4.3] basic properties of these twisted modules for M (¢, 0), including
their universal properties and their quotients, are given. The construction, identification
and basic properties of lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized twisted modules
for L(¢,0) are given in Section 5.

Acknowledgments The author is grateful to Sven Moller for the argument (Lemma 8.3
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2 Twisted affine Lie algebras

Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra and (-,-) a nondegenerate invariant symmetric
bilinear form on g. Recall that the affine Lie algebra g is the vector space g ® C[t, ] & Ck
equipped with the bracket operation

la@t™ bR t"] = [a,b] @ t"" + (a, b)MOminok,
[a®t™ k] =0,

for a,b € g and m,n € Z. Let g4 = g @ t*1C[t*!]. Then

Let g be an automorphism of g. Assume also that (-,-) is invariant under g. This is true
in the case that g is semisimple and (-, ) is proportional to the Killing form. Since g is finite
dimensional, there exist operators £,, S, and N, on g such that g = €*™*9 and S, and N,
are the semisimple and nilpotent parts of L,, respectively. Then g, £,, S, and N, induce
operators, still denoted by g, £,, S, and Ny, on the affine Lie algebra g such that g is also
an automorphism of g.

Let

P, ={a € C|R(a) €0,1),e*™ is an eigenvalue of g}.

g= ] ¢

aePy

Then

where for a € P,, gl“l is the generalized eigenspace of g (or the eigenspace of €>™57) with the

eigenvalue e*™,
For a, B € [0,1) 4+ iR, let

[ a+p Ra+p) <1
S(O"ﬁ)—{ atB-1 Rlat B >1

Then R(s(e, 8)) € [0,1) and for o, B € Py, s(e,B) € (Py+ P,) U (P, + P, —1).



Lemma 2.1 Fora,f € B, g, g)] C gl@Pl. In particular, in the case that [gl*), g!)] # 0,
s(a, B) € P,N ((P, + P,) U (P + P, — 1)) C P, and ™8 s an eigenvalue of g.

Proof. For a € gl and b € gl], we have
(g_e2m'(a+6))[a b]
= [ga, gb] o2 (a+B) [a b]
_ 62m(a+ﬁ) [e2m/\/’ga’ e27ergb] i 27ri(a+5) [a7 b]
= e ([(1 4 (5 — L)), (1 + (N — 1)8] — [0, 1)
_ e2m(a+ﬁ) ([(e2mj\/g . ) ] + [ ( 2miNg 19)()] + [(e2mj\/g _ 1g)a7 (e2m./\/’g . 19)[?]) )

Then there exists K € Z such that
(g — )R a, 1] = 0.

(Note that we can always take K = dim g.) If [a,b] = 0, we have [a, b] C gl*@#) If [0, ] # 0,
it is a generalized eigenvector of g with eigenvalue e? (@8 and thus is in gl*®#)!. In this
case, gl@Al £ 0. So s(a,B) € P,. We also have either s(a,3) = a+ 3 € P, + P, or
s, f)=a+p—1€ Pj+ P, — 1. Thus s(a, ) € P,N (P, + P,) U(P,+ P, —1)). |

Corollary 2.2 The operators €™ and €>™No are also automorphisms of g. The operator
N, is a derivation of the Lie algebra g.

Proof. Let a € gl* and b € g/¥!. By Lemma 2.1}
2miSg [Cl, b] _ e27ri(a+ﬁ) [a’ b] _ [62wiaa’ 627riab] _ [e2m'8ga’ e2m’8gb].
So €™ is an automorphism of g. Therefore e~?" is also an automorphism of g. Thus

e?™Ng = =275 g is an automorphism of g.
For a,b € g, we have

(ad 627ri/\fga)b — [627TiNgCL, b]
€2m‘/\/g [a, e—zm'/\fg b]

€2m‘/\/g (ad a)e—2m/\/gb

= ((Ad 27iN,)(ad a))b.
Thus
Nya,b] = jr (ad log e*™Nog)b
= T(log(Ad 2miN)(ad a))b
= ((ad NVy)(ad a))b
= N,[a, b] — [a, N,b],
proving that N, is a derivation of g. n



Lemma 2.3 Ifa+ 3 ¢ {0,1}, then gl and gi® are orthogonal. If o+ € {0,1}, then (-, )
restricted to gl*! x gl?! is nondegenerate.

Proof. For a € gl*, there exists p € Z, such that (g — e*™)Pq = 0. On the other hand,
since a + 3 & {0, 1}, the restriction of (7! — e?™®)P to gll is a linear isomorphism from gw]
to itself. If there exist a € gl*l and b € gl®! such that (a,b) # 0. then there exists ¢ € gl such
that b = (g7 — e?™®)Pc. Then (a, (g7 — €*™*)Pc) = (a,b) # 0. But since (-, ) is invariant
under g, we have (a, (¢! — e*™)Pc) = ((g — €*™)Pa,c) = 0. Contradiction. So we must
have (a,b) = 0 for a € gl*l and b € glf.

In the case that a + 3 € {0,1}, if (-, ) restricted to gl*! x gl¥! is degenerate, then there
exists a € gl*l\ {0} such that (a,b) = 0 for b € g/’l. But for 8 € P, such that o+ 3 ¢ {0, 1},
we just proved that (a,b) = 0 for b € gl¥l. Thus (a,b) = 0 for b € g. Contradiction to the
nondegeneracy of (-, -). |

Proposition 2.4 The nondegenerate invariant symmetric bilinear form (-,-) is also invari-
ant under e*™Ss qnd e*™No.

Proof. Let a € gl and b € gl¥l. If a4 8 € {0,1}, then (e2™S9q, e2™S9b) = e27(a+5) (g, b) =
(a,b). If « + 3 & {0,1}, then by Lemma 23] (e*™%sq,e*™Sh) = 0 = (a,b). So (-,) is
invariant under e?"'s.

Since e™Ns = 72 g and certainly (-, -) is also invariant under e=2™ (. .) is invariant
under e2™No, |

Corollary 2.5 Fora,b € g, we have (Nya,b) + (a, Nyb) = 0.

Proof. For a,b € g, we have

Remark 2.6 Note that if ®{a} = R{8} = 0, then R{a + 5} = R{s(a,B)} = 0. In

particular,
H gl
R{a}=0

is a subalgebra of g. The fixed-point subalgebra gl is a subalgebra of this subalgebra.



The decomposition

induces decompositions

where gl®! for a € P, are the generalized eigenspaces of g (or the eigenspaces of €279) on g
with the eigenvalue €27,
We now define the twisted affine Lie algebra associated to g, (+,-) and g (see, for example,
K] and [B]). Let
g =TT o @ t°Clt,t '] & Ck.

aePy

We define a bracket operation on gl by

la@t™, b@1t"] = [a,b] @ """ + m(a, b)dminok + (Nya, b)dmin ok, (2.1)
[kl, a® tm] 0,

foracglbeghfl mea+Z, neB+7Z o€ F,. Then it is straightforward to verify
that the vector space g% equipped with the bracket operation defined above is a Lie algebra.
Let

= @ derchn|e|l P Mertm],
a€Py R{a}>0 a€Py R{a}=0
[9] @ g [a] Q 1% IC ]
a€EP;
W= P dece|,
ozEPg R{a}=0
ggg] = 911 'oCk.

Then @[fz, g[_g], g][lg] and g go are subalgebras of gl9 and g 9]1 is a subalgebra of g[g]. Moreover,

we have a triangular decomposition

9]

@[g] =g 9]

® g @ gl

In this paper, we are interested in only those gl¥-modules with lower-bounded C-gradings
compatible with the grading of gl9! and with actions of g. To be precise, we give the following
definition:



Definition 2.7 A graded §l9-module is a gl9-module W with a C-grading W = hec Wi
such that ﬂ[g]]WM C Wingn for m € Py +7Z and n € C, where ﬁ%} = gl @t for

[m

m € (P, +7Z)\ {0} and @{g} = g® Ct° @ Ck. A graded gl9-module of level ¢ is a graded
gl-module such that k acts as ¢ € C. A lower-bounded g9'-module is a graded gl9-module
W = [1,,ec W such that Wy, = 0 when $(n) is sufficiently negative. A grading-restricted
g9 -module is a lower-bounded §l9-module W = [,cc Wiy such that dim Wy, < oo for
n € C. A §9-module with a compatible action of g or simply a §l9-module with an action
of g is a gl¥-module W with actions of g, S, and N, satisfying the following conditions:
(i) W is a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of g. (ii) g = €*"*9, where L, is the
operator on W such that S, and N, on W are the semisimple and nilpotent parts of £,. (iii)
g(uw) = g(u)g(w) for v € gl and w € W.

In this paper, gl9-modules are always assumed to be graded and with compatible ¢ ac-
tions. So we shall call them simply gl9-modules. In particular, in this paper, lower-bounded
gl9-modules and grading-restricted gl9-modules are always with compatible g actions.

3 Vertex operator algebras associated to affine Lie al-
gebras and their automorphisms

We recall the vertex operator algebras constructed from suitable modules for the affine Lie
algebra g and their automorphsims in this section.

Let M be a g-module and let ¢ € C. Let g, act on M trivially and let k act as the
scalar multiplication by £. Then M becomes a g @ Ck & g,-module and we have an induced
g-module .

My = U(8) @ugeckss.) M,

Let M = C and let g act on C trivially. The corresponding g-module @g is denoted by
M(¢,0). Let J(¢,0) be the maximal proper submodule of M (¢,0) and L(¢,0) = M (¢,0)/J(¢,0).
Then L(¢,0) is the unique irreducible graded g-module such that k acts as ¢ and the space
of all elements annihilated by g, is isomorphic to the trivial g-module C.

Frenkel and Zhu [EZ] gave both M (¢,0) and L(¢,0) natural structures of vertex operator
algebras (see also [LL]). In particular, M(¢,0) and L(¢,0) are grading-restricted vertex alge-
bras. We shall apply the results in [Hua5] to construct lower-bounded and grading-restricted
generalized twisted M (¢,0)- and L(¢,0)-modules. Since [Huab| needs the first construction
of grading-restricted vertex algebras in |[Hua2], we describe the grading-restricted vertex
algebra structures on M (¢,0) and L(¢,0) using the construction in Section 3 in [Hua2].

We discuss M (¢,0) first. Note that U(g_) is linearly isomorphic to M(¢,0). The Z,-
grading on g_ induces an N-grading on M (¢, \). We denote the homogeneous subspace of
M(€,0) of degree (conformal weight) n by M, (¢,0) for n € N. We denote the action of
a®1t™ on M(¢,0) by a(n) for a € g and n € Z. We also denote 1 € M (¢,0) by 1r(,0). Then
M(¢,0) is spanned by elements of the form a;(—n1) - - - ar(—nk) L) for as, ..., ar € g and



ni,...,n; € —Zy. Fora € g,let a(z) =3, ., a(n)z™" ' In particular, z — a(z) for z € C*
is an analytic map from C* to Hom(M (¢,0), M (¢,0)).

Let Ls,0)(0) be the operator on M (¢, 0) giving the grading on M (¢, 0), that is, Las,0)(0)v
nov for v € (M,(¢,0)). We define an operator Lys,0)(—1) on M(¢,0) by

Loy (=1 ar(=n1) - - - ar (1) Lare,0)
k
= nial(_nl) e 'ai—l(_ni—l)ai(_ni - 1)ai+1(—ni+1) .- ~ak(—nk)1M(Z70),

=1

It is easy to verify that the series a(x) for a € g and the operators Ly (0) and
Le,0)(—1) have the following properties:

1. For a € g, [LM(&()) (0), CL(I)] = LU%CL(QE) + CL(.ZL’)
2. Loy (—=1)1 =0, [Lao)(—1), a(z)] = La(z) for a € g.

z

3. Fora € g, a(x)Lro € M(£,0)[[x]]. Moreover, lim, o a(x)1 = a(—1)1a,0).-

4. The vector space M(/,0) is spanned by elements of the form a;(ni) - - - ar(ni) L)
for aj,...,ar € gand nq,...,n; € Z.

5. For a,b € g,
(21 — 22)%a(21)b(x2) = (21 — 22)%b(x2)a(xy).

Then by Proposition 3.3 in [Hua2|, (v',a1(21) - - - ax(2zx)v) for ay,...,ar € g, v € M({,0)
and v' € M(¢,0) is absolutely convergent in the region |z1| > --- > |z > 0 to a rational
function, denoted by R({v',a1(z1)---ag(zk)v)), in z1,..., 2, with the only possible poles at
zi=0fori=1,...kand z; =z fori < j,4,5=1,...,k.

By Theorem 3.5 in [Hua2], the vector space M(¢,0) equipped with the vertex operator
map

Yo : M(€,0) ® M(£,0) — M(¢, 0)[[93,17_1]]
defined by

<U/aYM(Z,0)(a1(n1) e ‘ak(nk)lM(£,0)> 2)v)
= Resg,—o - - - Resg, —0&)" - - - R((V, a1(&1 + 2) - - - ap(§p + 2)0))

for z € C*, ay,...,ax € g, ny,...,ng € Z, v € M(¢,0) and v' € M(¢,0)" and the vacuum
1) is a grading-restricted vertex algebra. Moreover, this is the unique grading-restricted
vertex algebra structure on M (¢,0) with the vacuum 1 such that Y (a(—1)1,z) = a(x) for
a € g. In particular, this grading-restricted vertex algebra structure on M (/,0) is the same
as the one constructed in [FZ] (see also [LL]), that is, the graded space M(¢,0), the vertex
operator map Yas(,0), the operator Lys,0)(—1) and the vacuum one are equal to the graded
space, the vertex operator maps, the operator L(—1) and the vacuum in [FZ].



Since J(¢,0) is a g-module, we can define the action of a(x) for a € g on L(¢,0) =
M(€,0)/J(¢,0). Similarly Lys,0)(0) and Lase,0)(—1) induce operators Ly 0y(0) and L0 (—1).
We also have an element 1,0 = 1+J(¢,0) € L(¢,0). It is clear that the space L(,0), these
series, operators and the element also satisfy the five properties above. Thus by Theorem
3.5 in [Hua2|, L(¢,0) equipped with the vertex operator map Y7,y defined by

(V" Y0y (a1 (na) - - - ag(ng) Loy, 2)0)
= Resg,—o - - - Resg, —o&1" - - - R((V, a1 (&1 + 2) - - - ap(§p + 2)0))

for a,...,ax € g, n1,...,nx € Z, v € L({,0) and v" € L(¢,0)" and the vacuum 1) is
a grading-restricted vertex algebra. Moreover, this is the unique grading-restricted vertex
algebra structure on L(¢,0) with the vacuum 1 such that Y (a(—1)1,z) = a(z) for a € g. In
particular, this grading-restricted vertex algebra structure on L(¢,0) is the same as the one
constructed first in [FZ] (see also |[LL]).

Let g be an automorphism of g as is discussed in the preceding section. The actions of g,
L,, S, and N, on g further induce their actions, still denoted by ¢, £,, S, and N, on M (¢, 0)
and L(¢,0). Moreover, g, €™ and e?>™s are all automorphisms of the grading-restricted
vertex algebras M (¢,0) and L(¢,0).

In the case that g is simple, we shall always take (-,-) be the normalized Killing form
such that (o, @) = 2 for a long root a. Let h" be dual Coxeter number of g. In the case that
¢+ hY # 0, the grading-restricted vertex algebra M (¢,0) has a conformal element
dim g

WM(e,0) = m Z(ai)’(—l)ai(—l)l,

i=1

where {a'}3™ % is a basis of g and {(a’)’}"79 is its dual basis with respect to (-, -). See [FZ] and
also [LL]. The grading-restricted vertex algebra M (¢, 0) with this conformal element is a ver-
tex operator algebra (or a grading-restricted conformal vertex algebra). Moreover, Ly,0)(0)
and Lys,0)(—1) above are in fact the coefficients of 72 and z™ in Yy (r,0)(war(e0), ). Since
wWai(e,0) is not in J(¢,0), we see that L(¢,0) has a conformal element wy,,0) = w0 +J(¢,0).
So the grading-restricted vertex algebra L(¢,0) with this conformal element is also a vertex
operator algebra and Ly,)(0) and L0 (—1) are in fact the coefficients of 72 and 2! in
Y700 (Wre0), ). Again see [FZ] and also [LL] for details.

Since the Killing form on g is invariant under the action of g, the conformal element w0
and wyg0) are also invariant under g. Thus g, €™ and ™™o are in fact automorphisms
of the vertex operator algebras M (¢,0) and L(¢,0). Since N, is a nilpotent operator on g,
we must have M™% = 0 on M (¢,0) and L(¢,0).

The decomposition

induced from the decomposition



further induces decompositions

M(,0) = ] M¥e,0),

acPy

L(¢,0) = [T £,0).

acPy

where M(¢,0) and LI(¢,0) for a € P, are the generalized eigenspaces of g (or the
eigenspaces of €*™9) on M (¢,0) and L(,0), respectively, with the eigenvalue ™.

We now choose suitable generating fields a(z) such that Assumption 2.1 in [Huab] is
satisfied for the grading-restricted vertex algebra M (¢,0). Since L, is an operator on a
finite-dimensional vector space g, we can find a Jordan basis {a'}2? for g, that is, a basis
{ai}?iznfg of g such that under this basis, the matrix representation of £, is a Jordan canonical
form. We use I to denote the set {1,...,dimg}. Then the Jordan basis can be written as
{a'}ier. Since {a'}icr is a basis of g and M(¢,0) as a grading-restricted vertex algebra is
generated by fields of the form a(z) for a € g, M(¢,0) is also generated by the fields a*(z)
for i € I. Since for i € I, a' is an element of a Jordan basis, there exist an «; € P,
and n; € Z such that o' is a generalized eigenvector of £, with the eigenvalue «; + n;, or
equivalently, a generalized eigenvector of g with the eigenvalue >, Thus a’(—1)1 is also
a generalized eigenvector of £, on M (¢,0) with the eigenvalue «; + n;, or equivalently, a
generalized eigenvector of g on M (¢, 0) with the eigenvalue 2™, Also since a’ is an element
of a Jordan basis, either N,a’ = 0 or Nja' is another element in the basis {a’};c;. Therefore
there exists N (i) € I such that Nya’ = @), Thus we also have N,a'(—1)1 = a™s®)(-1)1.
These also hold for L(¢,0). In summary, these discussions give the following:

Proposition 3.1 Assumption 2.1 in [Hual] is satisfied by M(£,0) and L(¢,0) with the set
of generating fields a*(z) fori € I.

4 Lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized
twisted M (¢,0)-modules

In this section, we first construct universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized
twisted modules for M (¢,0) viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra in Subsection ]
Then in the case that g is simple and ¢ + hY # 0, we construct universal lower-bounded
and grading-restricted generalized twisted modules for M(¢,0) viewed as a vertex operator
algebra in Subsection 4.2l We also discuss their basic properties such as their universal
properties and so on in Subsection [4.3l

4.1 The constructions when M (/¢,0) is viewed as a grading-restricted
vertex algebra

Before we give constructions of universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized
twisted M (¢, 0)-modules, we first show that such twisted modules must be a module for the
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twisted affine Lie algebra gl9). Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-
module. For o € F,, a € gl*l and n € o+ Z, we write

Y (a Z Z aw )npr " (log )k

k=0 n€a+Z
From (2.10) in [HY],
Vi (a(=11,2) = ol a(=1)12) = 3 ol WEa)(—1)1,2) log ),
k=0

where (Y )o(zVoa(—1)1,2) is the constant term when Y% (a(—1)1,z) is viewed as a poly-
nomial in logz. So in our notation,

Yo ra(=1)1,2) = Y (aw)nor ",

nea+7

Y (a Z Z o " (log x)".

k=0 nEa—i—Z

We shall need the following version ((3.24) in [Huad]) of the Jacobi identity for (Y3 )o (ob-
tained in [B] and proved to be equivalent to the duality property for (Yi],) in [HY]):

_ xr1 — T _ —T +$
93015 ( 1% 2) ngv(u,xl)YIg/(v,:):g) — Xy '6 (#) Yg/(U,M)YIﬁ]/(U,Il)

‘C’g
= 2716 (:cz + xo) ve, (YV <<x2 + :co) u,:):o) v,:):2> . (4.1)
T 1

This Jacobi identity holds for lower-bounded generalized twisted modules and even more
general types of twisted modules for an arbitrary grading-restricted vertex algebra, including,
in particular, M(¢,0) or L(¢,0). Using the commutator formula obtained from this Jacobi
identity, we have the following result of Bakalov in [B] and, for reader’s convenience, we give
a proof:

Proposition 4.1 Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-module. Then W,
with the action of gl9 given by a @ t" + (aw)no and k — {1y for a € Py, a € gl* and

n € a+7Z and with the existing action of g, Sy and Ny on W, is a lower-bounded a9 -module
of level L.

Proof. Taking Res,, on both sides of (&) and taking u = a’(—1)1 and v = a/(—1)1, we
obtain the commutator formula

Yip(a' (=11, 2)Yi (o (=1)1, 22) = Vi (@’ (1)1, 22)Yyj(a'(=1)1, 21)

Lg
= Res, 2710 (“ - ‘CO) Y, <YM@,0) <<x2 i ‘CO) a’(—l)l,zo) aj(—l)l,xg) . (4.2)
x1 T
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By definition, the left-hand side of (4.2)) is equal to

Yy eyl k, . (NG ) (N Y™ 7 (o 1) (log )

mea;+2%Z keEN nea;+7Z leN

5@ )W) o(Nya )w)mozy ™ " (log 1) (log 25)".
meo;+2Z keEN nea;+7Z 1eN

(4.3)

On the other hand, by straightforward calculations, we see that the right-hand side of (£.2)
is equal to

‘Cg
Res,o¢" %727 (%) Yiy (YMw,o) (@) ai<—1>1’$0> aj(—1>1’“>
1 1

IZZZ Z (_kll) (_lll) (([Ngkai,Néaj]) Ypoxy " T P log 4y )* (log o)
neZ ke : :

N leN ;z)eozl+aJ +7Z

7 0 —n—a;—1_n+a;
+ Z Z i (J\/'k J\/'la”)ax2 bt (log 2)* (log ). (4.4)
€Z keN |

eN

Taking coefficients of 27" 12, (log z,)*(log z5)" for m € oy +Z, n € a; + Z k: l e Nin

both sides of (£.2]), using (£3) and (@4, dividing the both results by (_kl,) z—' and then
using Corollary [2.5 we obtain

[((N;ai)w)m,o, ((Néaj)w)nﬁ]
= (NFa', Nia))w)imsno + MmN @', Nja? ) biminol + (N) T al, Noa! ) omynol.  (4.5)

Let a = N}a' and b = Nla?. Also note that g is certainly spanned by such a and b. Then
(4.3) is exactly what we can also obtain by replacing a®t™ and k in (2.1]) by (aw )n0 and 1y
for a € gl and n € a + Z. Thus [@H) gives W a structure of a lower-bounded gl9-module
of level /. |

We first construct and identify explicitly universal lower-bounded generalized g-twisted
M (¢,0)-modules generated by a space annihilated by QL‘Z} using the results in Section 5 of
[Huab] when M (¢,0) is viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra.

Let M be a vector space. Assume that g acts on M and there is an operator Lj;(0)
on M. If M is finite dimensional, then there exist operators £,, S,, N, such that on M,
g = €*™%9 and S, and N, are the semisimple and nilpotent, respectively, parts of £,. In this
case, M is also a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces for the operator L, (0) and Ly, (0)
can be decomposed as the sum of its semisimple part Ly;(0)s and nilpotent part Ly (0)y.
Moreover, the real parts of the eigenvalues of Lj;(0) has a lower bound. In the case that M
is infinite dimensional, we assume that all of these properties for g and Lj;(0) hold. We call
the eigenvalue of a generalized eigenvector w € M for Ly;(0) the (conformal) weight of w
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and denote it by wtw. We first assume that M is itself a generalized eigenspace of L (0)
with eigenvalue h.

Let {w®},ca be a basis of M consisting of vectors homogeneous in g-weights (eigenvalues
of g) such that for a € A, either Ly/(0)yw® = 0 or there exists Ly/(0)n(a) € A such that
Ly (0)yw® = wlOn(@) - For simplicity, when Ly (0)yw?® = 0, we shall use w©n(@) to
denote 0. Then for a € A, we always have L (0)yw?® = w O~ (o ). Fora € A, let a®* € C
such that R(a®) € [0,1) and e?™" is the eigenvalue of g for the generalized eigenvector w?.

Taking the grading-restricted vertex algebra V', the space M and B € R in Section 5
of [Huab] to be M (¢,0), the space M above and R(h), respectively, we obtain the universal
lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module M*, which we shall denote by ]\/J\Zgh to
exhlblt exphc1t the dependence on ¢. The twisted generating fields and generator twist fields
for M, gh are denoted by

—n—1 k
aA[g] E E aA[g] n,kL (log z)

n€at+7 k=0

fori e I and

@DA[gJ = > Z @DA[gJ " (log )

neat+7 k=0
for a € A. For simplicity, we shall denote a’, (x) and (a’, )nxr by a[ 1(@), (a’[' L)k
Me h Me g b
respectively, since their commutators involve ¢ and denote w“ ( ) and (wA )n K by Ui ()

and (@D[ g])nk, respectively. For a general element a € gl and w € M we shall use the
similar notations to denote the twisted and twist fields associated to a and w, respectively,
and similarly for their components.

The construction above is based on the assumption that M is itself a generalized eigenspace
of Ly/(0) with eigenvalue h. In the general case, M = ]_[heQM My, where @y is the set
of all eigenvalues of Lj;(0) and M, is the generalized eigenspace of Lj;(0) with the eigen-

value h. In this case, we have the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-module

HheQM (M[h]);jh, which we shall denote by M[g] For h € Qu, we have a basis {w®},ea, of

My, satisfying the condition Ly (0) yw® = wlOx(@ for g € A),. Let A = Upeg,, An. Then
we have a basis {w®},ca of M satisfying the same condltlon for all a € A.

We now construct a lower-bounded gl9-module that we will prove to be equivalent to M, M
viewed as a lower-bounded §l9-module. Let L_; be a basis of a one-dimensional vector space
CL_;. Let T(CL_4) be the tensor algebra of the one-dimensional space CL_;. Consider
the vector space A(M) = T(CL_;) ® M. We define actions of g, £,, S, and N, on A(M)
by acting only on the second tensor factor M. We define an operator Lx(0) on A(M)
by Laan(0)(L™ @ w) = m(L™ @ w) + L™ @ Ly (0)w for m € N and w € M. We also
define operators Ly (0)n and Lar)(0)s on A(M) by Ly (0)s(L™ @w) = m(L™ @w) +
L™ & Ly (0)sw and Ly (0)n (L7 ® w) = L™ @ Ly (0)vw, respectively, for m € N and
w € M. Then L) (0)n and Laar (0)s are the semisimple and nilpotent, respectively, parts
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of L (0). The space A(M) is graded by the eigenvalues of Lj)(0). We define another
operator L (—1) on A(M) by Laany(—1)(L™ ® w) = L™ @ w. Then A(M) is spanned
by elements of the form Lj)(—=1)™(1 ® w) for m € N and w € M. For simplicity, we shall
identify 1 ® w with w € M and hence embed M as a subspace of A(M). Thus A(M) is
spanned by elements of the form Ly (—1)"w for w € M.

Let QE‘Z} act on M as 0. We define an action of ﬂ[f] on A(M) by the commutator formula
[a(m), Laan (=1)] = ma(m — 1) + (Nya)(m — 1) (4.6)

for a € gl and m € a + N when R(a) > 0 and m € a + Z, when R(a) = 0. Let k

act on A(M) as ¢. Then it is clear that A(M) is a U(QE‘Z} @ Ck)-module. and we have

the induced lower-bounded gl9-module U(gl9!) By eck) A(M) (recalling that by a lower-
+

bounded gl¥-module we mean a lower-bounded gl¥-module with a compatible g action).

Using the commutator formula (.8]), we can extend the operator Ly)(—1) to an operator

on U(gl) By eci) A(M). For simplicity, we shall still denote this extension of L (—1)
+

by the same notation Ly (—1). But note that Ly (—1) acts on U(gl¥) ® A(M)
now.

U@ eck)

Theorem 4.2 As a lower-bounded gl9'-module, ]\/ﬂg] is equivalent to U(gl¥))® A(M).

U@ eck)
Proof. Consider the subspace /A\(M ) of ]\/4\3[9} spanned by elements of the form
L@[a](—l)k(@bfz])—l,ol (4.7)
for k € Nand b € A. Then we have a linear map p : A(M) — A(M) defined by
p(Lagany (=1)"w") = Lo (=1)"(¥f;)-101

for k € Nand b € A. In particular, p(w®) = (w&])_wl for b € A. So p(M) is the subspace of

]\//E,[g] spanned by (@Z)f’g])_ml for b € A. From the gl¥-module structure on ]\//Eg], we see that

@[fr'] acts on p(M) as 0. From the commutator formula

d
Lz (=1), ajgl.e(@)] = —agge(@),

£,

we obtain
Lzt (=1), (agg).e)mo] = m(ajg,e)m-1,0 + (Ng@)igh.e)m-1,0

’

for a € gl*) and m € a + N when R(a) > 0 and m € o + Z, when R(a) = 0. Thus we
also have an action of ﬂ[f] on /A\(M ). From the gl9-module structure on ]\/4\5[9} again, we see
that k acts on ]\/ZZM as . These actions give /A\(M ) a g[jﬂ @ Ck-module structure. From
the definitions of p and the g[f] & Ck-module structures on A(M) and A(M), we see that
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p is in fact a @[f] @ Ck-module map. Moreover, by Theorem 2.4 in [Huaf], for h € Qy,
L0 (—1)’“(1%})_1,01 for k € N and b € A}, are linearly independent and thus form a basis
,h

of A(My,), which is the subspace of A(M) spanned by elements of the form (@) for k € N
and b € A. Then Lz (—1)’“(1&&})_1701 for k € N and b € A form a basis of A(M). So p is
,h

in fact an equivalence of g[f] @® Ck-modules and commutes with the actions of L (—1) and
4

Lo (=1).

Now by the universal property of the induced module U(gl) @ A(M), there

U@ eck)
exists a unique gl¥-module map

5 U(g9h By golaci MM) = M

such that p|ar) = p. Since ]\/4\3[9} as a gl-module is generated by A(M), p is surjective. We
need only prove that p is injective. -
For h € @y, by Theorem 2.3 in [Hua6], ME,]L is spanned by elements of the form

(Do~ 6y v Ly (<D ()01
forn; € o +7Z,0<k; < K;, k€ Nand b € Aj,. On the other hand, from

ajye(x) =Y, (0 (-1)1,z) = (Y2

N, i
) i oz (= 1)1, 2),

we obtain
(a'[g],f)niyki = Ti!( g a[g},@)nivo‘
Moreover, N gkiafgw is a linear combination of a’ for j € I since @’ for j € I form a basis of

g. Thus ]\/4\}79,1 is spanned by elements of the form
(a Jnao (af;},g)m,oL@?gi(—1)k(¢f’g])—1,01 (4.8)

fori; € I,nj € a"+Zforj=1,...,1, k € Nand b € Aj,. Therefore ]\/4\57} is spanned by
elements of the form (4.8]) with L@[?}l(_l) replaced by ng] (1) for i; € I, nj € a% + Z for

j=1,....,L,keNand be A

On the other hand, U(gl9) ®, A(M) is spanned by elements of the form

@Y oCk)
a(ny)---a" (nl)LA(M)(—l)kwb (4.9)
forijel,njea+Zforj=1,....1, ke N, be A Since pis a gl9-module map, we have

ﬁ(a“ (ny) - - at (nl)LA(M)(_l)wb) = (ay[:;},ﬁ)”lyo e (af;],€>"lvOLM\l[g] (—1)(1/1@})_1,01
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fori; € I, n; € a"+Z for j =1,...,1, k € Nand b € A. To prove that p is injective,
we prove that if we replace a’(n), Laasn(—1) and w® by (ajy Jno, Lz (—1) and (¢¥7,)-101,
. ’ Z
respectively, for © € I, n € o' + Z and b € A, the relations satisfied by elements of the
spanning sets (A9) of U(gl9) sk A(M) must be satisfied by elements of the spanning
+

sets ([@R) of M.

To prove this, we first list all the relations satisfied by (4.8). From the construction of
]\//Tg[g}]L for h € Qs given in Section 5 of [Huab| and Theorem 2.4 in [Hua6], we see that the
only relations satisfied by elements of the form (4L8) for i; € I, n; € & + Z for j =1,...,1
and b € A are generated by the following: (i) A homogeneous element of the form (Z.8)) with
i;€l,n;eai+Zforj=1,...,1, k € Nand b € Aj satisfying —n; —--- —n; < R(h)
is equal to 0. (ii) The relations induced from the coefficients of the weak commutativity for
the generating g-twisted fields a’['g}’e(:c) for i € I. (iii) The commutator relations between
(a’['g}’z)mo and Lﬁ}[lg}(—l) for a € gl and m € a+ N (when R(a) > 0) and m € a+Z, (when

R(c) = 0). The other relations given in Section 5 of [Huab|] involve elements that are not of
the form (4.8).

We need only prove that elements of the form (£9]) also satisfy the relations corresponding
to the relations (i), (ii) and (iii). By the definitions of the actions of a’(n) on U (@[g])@’U(g[j] oK)
A(M) and the fact that the weights of w® for b € Ay, are h, elements of the form (9] satisfy
the relations corresponding to (i). Since a’(n) and (af; ()no fori € I andn € a'+7 satisfy the
same commutator formula, a'(z) = 3 i,z a’(n)z™" " and af, ,(v) for i € I also satisfy the
same commutator formula. Since weak commutativity follows from the commutator formula
for generating twisted fields, we see that elements of the form (4.9]) satisfy the relations
corresponding to (ii). Since p is in fact an equivalence of g[j” @ Ck-modules and commutes
with the actions of ng] (—1) and ng] (—1), elements of the form (4.9]) satisfy the relations

corresponding to (iii). This finishes the proof. |

Remark 4.3 By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, the induced lower-bounded gl9-module
U(gle) B 6 A(M) is linearly isomorphic to U(g[;‘ﬂ) ® U(gﬁg}) ® A(M). In particular,
+

U(gle) ®U(§[f] Ck) A(M) is spanned by elements of the form
() -+ () (@) -+ 7 @37 Ly (1)

for i,,5, € I, n, € a» —Z,, R(a/) = 0forp =1,...,01, ¢ = 1,...,m, k € N and
b € A. Using the commutator formula between a’(a’) and L (—1) for j € Iy, we see that
U(gh) ® A(M) is also spanned by elements of the form

U@EY eck)
a'(ny) - - a" () Ly (=1)*a (™) - - - o/ (o™ ) (4.10)

for iy, j, € I, n, € a» —Z,, R(a/) =0forp=1,...,l,q=1,...,m, k€ Nand b € A. By
Theorem (.2 we see that M, ;g,l is spanned by elements of the form

(ap nio - (@l Dol PJair o (afér]lj)ajm@LM\EA(_1>k(wf)g]>—1701
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for iy, j, € I, n, € a» —Zy, R(ad) =0forp=1,...,L, g=1,...,m, k € Nand b € A.
Using the commutator formula between (af, ,)as0 and ngi (—1), we see that M}g,{ is also

spanned by elements of the form
(algy,Im0 -~ (@ o Lzt (= 1) (@lg) a0+~ (@] Jaim 0 (Vfy)) 101 (4.11)
for iy, 7, € I,n, € a» —Z,, R(al) =0forp=1,...,l,¢g=1,...,m, ke Nand b € A.

Next we construct universal grading-restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-modules.

From (ZI1]), we see that it is impossible for the homogeneous subspaces of U(gl¢!) ®U(g oK)

A(M) to be finite dimensional since a’(0) for a' € g% act on w’ generate an infinite-

dimensional homogeneous subspace. But if M is a finite-dimensional gj-module, a quotient
of U(gh) ® A(M) might be grading restricted. Since U(gl9) ® A(M) as a

lower-bounded gl¥-module is equivalent to @g], the same discussion applies to ]\/ﬂg].

Now we assume that M is in addition a finite-dimensional gr-module with a compatible
action of g. Here by M has a compatible action of g we mean g(a(n)w) = (g(a))(n)g(w) for
a € gl°l such that R(a) =0, n € a +Z and w € M. We have a universal lower-bounded

generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module ]\/ﬂg}. Since M in our case is a ﬁ][lg]-module but the
A 719]

U@ eck) U@EY eck)

construction of M,” above does not use such a structure on M, to incorporate such an
action on M, we need to take a further quotient. Let I; be the set of elements o' of I such
that R(a’) = 0. Then g[g] is spanned by elements of the form a’(a) for i € Ij. Since {w}.ea
is a basis of M, there exist A\{, € C for ¢ € I} and b, c € A such that

a' (o)’ = Z A we

ceEA

forie I[yand b € A. .
Consider the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-submodule of ME,]L generated
by elements of the form

(afg},f)ai 0( —10l — Z AL ¢[g] he)-1,01 (4.12)

ceA

for i € Iy and b € A. We denote the quotient of ]\//Eg] by this submodule by M Lg]. Then
M Eg} is also a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module. We shall use the same
notations for the generating twisted fields, generator twist fields and their coefficients for
mg] to denotes the corresponding fields and their coefficients for M Lg].

On the gﬁg}—module M, we define an action of g[jﬂ to be 0. Then we use the commutator
formula ([E6) for a € gl and m € a + N to define an action of g[jﬂ ® @][Ig] on A(M). Let

k act on A(M) as £. Then A(M) becomes a g[g] ® g[g] module and we have the induced
lower-bounded gl9l-module U(gl9) ® 419l gl A(M). From the construction, we see that the
+ 8o
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gl-module U (g9 ® ¢ . .1 A(M) is in fact the quotient of §l%-module U(g¥)® .1 . A(M)
93 Dho U(ng ®Ck)
by the submodule generated by elements of the form
a(a’)y@u’ = Nuwr (4.13)

ceEA

forie [;and b e A.

Theorem 4.4 As a lower-bounded gl9'-module, M%} s equivalent to the induced lower-
bounded §¥-module U(gl)) ®;ls] gglo) A(M).
+ @8

Proof. By Theorem [£.2] ]\/ﬂg] as a lower-bounded gl9-module is equivalent to gl9-module
U(glh ® il gk A(M). Tt is also clear that the submodule of Mgg] generated by elements of
+

the form (&IZ) for i € I; and b € A and the submodule of gl¥9-module U(gle)) ®4l5) g cp MM
+

generated by elements of the form (4.I3]) are equivalent under the equivalence from ]\//Eg] to

gll-module U(§9) ®.1 . A(M). Thus their quotients Mgg} and gl-module U(g¥) @51 .
g ©Ck 97 ®ag

A(M) are equivalent. |

Remark 4.5 From the construction of U(gl9) ®;ls] gglo) A(M), it is spanned by elements of
+ 8o

the form ' ‘
a(ny) -+ - a (ng) Lacary (—1)F0” (4.14)

fori,eI,n,€a» —Z, forp=1,...,1, k € Nand b € A. Similarly, from the construction
of M Lg], it is spanned by elements of the form

(apy .m0 (af;},z)m,oL@ﬁ(—1)k(¢[bg])—1,01 (4.15)
for iy, j, €I, n, €a’» —Z; forp=1,...,l, k€ Nand b € A.
We are ready to prove that M Lg] is in fact grading restricted now.

Theorem 4.6 The lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module MLQ] is in fact grad-
ing restricted.

Proof. By Theorem 4], we need only prove that U(gl9) ® 515l gl A(M) is grading restricted.
+ 8o
By Remark @5, U(§l9) @ egldt A(M) is spanned by elements of the form [E.I4) for i, € 1,
+ ©8o

g
n, € a* —Zy for p=1,...,01, k € Nand b € A. The weight of such an element is
—ny — -+ —n; + k+ wtw?. For fixed n € C, elements of weight n of the form (A.I4]) must

satisfy n = —n; — - - —n; + k + wtw®. So we have

ng+--+n—k=-n+wtw
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Since M is finite dimensional, there are only finitely many w® and thus finitely many wt w®.
Let N € R such that R(wt w®) > N for a € A. Then

R(ny) + -+ R(ny) — k= —R(n) + R(wtw®) > —R(n) + N
On the other hand, since n; € o' — Z,, R(n;) < 0 and we obtain
0> R(ny)+---+R(ny) —k>—-R(n) + N. (4.16)

Let P = max;e;{R(a’) —1}. Then P € [-1,0). Since n; = o' —Z; = o' —1 — N, we have
R(n;) < R(a4) —1< P <0. SoR(ny) +---+R(ny) <IP. IfIP < —R(n) + N, we have
R(ny)+---+R(ny) —k < —R(n)+ N —k < —R(n)+ N. Contradiction to (£I0). Thus we
must have [P > —R(n) + N or equivalently, I < £(—R(n) + N) (note that P < 0). Since
R(n;) <0for j=1,...,1, from [AI6) and —k < 0, we obtain also (n;) > —R(n) + N and
—k > —R(n)+N. From 0 > R(n;) > —R(n)+Nforj=1,....,land 0 > —k > —R(n)+ N
we see that for fixed [, there are only finitely many possible choices of a%, n; and k. Thus
for fixed n € C, there are only finitely many elements of weight n of the form (ZI4]). So

U(glh ®ls] g gl M, or equivalently, M Lg] is grading restricted. |
+ il

4.2 The constructions when M (/,0) is viewed as a vertex operator
algebra

Assume that g is simple and ¢ + h" # 0. Then M(/,0) has a conformal vector w0y and
thus is a vertex operator algebra. Now we want to construct and identify explicitly universal
lower-bounded generalized g-twisted modules for M (¢,0) viewed as a vertex operator alge-
bra. Since in [Huab|], we give only the construction for a grading-restricted vertex algebra
or a Mobius vertex algebra, here we first give a construction of universal lower-bounded
generalized twisted module for a general vertex operator algebra.

Let V be a vertex operator algebra, that is, a grading-restricted vertex algebra V with a
conformal element w, and g an automorphism of V' as a vertex operator algebra (meaning in
particular that g fixes w). Let M be a vector space with actions of g, Sy, N, La(0), Lr(0)s
and Ly/(0)y and B a real number such that M is a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of
Ly(0) and the real parts of the eigenvalues of L/(0) are larger than or equal to B. From
Section 5 of [Huab], we have a universal lower-bounded generalized g-twisted V-module

My M. Since g fix w, the coefficients of Yg o (w, z) satisfy the Virasoro commutator relations.

Note that for a lower-bounded generahzed g- tw1sted V-module W, the operator Ly (0) and
Ly (—1) must be equal to the coefficients of x72 and 27!, respectively, in the vertex operator

Yiv(w, ). But Liz0(0) and Ly (—1) for J/\/[\][Bg] are not equal to the coefficients of 272 and
B B

271, respectively. To obtain a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for V' viewed as

a vertex operator algebra, we have to take the quotlent by a submodule generated by the
difference of these operators acting on elements of M 2
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Consider the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted V-submodule of M gﬂ generated by
elements of the form
L=, (0)w — ResyzYZ  (w, z)w
MB

Mp

Lﬁg] (—Dw — RestA%g] (w, z)w

for w € M . We shall denote the quotient of M} MY by this submodule by
7l

and call this quotient module the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted V-module for the
vertex operator algebra V', not the underlymg grading-restricted vertex algebra V. By
Theorem 5.2 and the construction of M 5 in [Huab], we immediately obtain the following
result:

Theorem 4.7 Let V' be a vertex operator algebra and (W,Y},) a lower-bounded generalized
g-twisted V-module and M° a subspace of W invariant under the actions of g, S,, Ny,
Ly (0) = Res,2Y} (w,z), Lw(0)s and Ly (0)y. Let B € R such that W}, = 0 when R(n) <
B. Assume that there is a linear map f : M — M° commuting with the actions of g, S,, N,
Lw( )|M0 and LM(O) Lw( ) |M0 and LM(O)S and Lw( )N|M0 and LM(O)N Then there
exists a unique module map f M[g — W such that f|M = f. If [ is surjective and (W, Y;])
is generated by the coefficients of (Yg)Wv(w x)v for w € My and v € V, where (Y9, is
the twist vertex operator map obtained from Yy, then f 1S surjective.

We now assume that g is simple and ¢ + hY # 0. Then M(¢,0) is a vertex operator
algebra. Take the vertex operator algebra V' above to be M (¢,0) and g an automorphism
of M(¢,0) induced from an automorphism of g as discussed above. Let M, as above, be
a vector space with actions of g, £,, Sy, Ny, Ln(0), Ly(0)s and Lp(0)y. We assume
that M = [],cq,, M as above, where My, is the generalized eigenspace of Ly(0) with
eigenvalue h and @), is the set of all eigenvalues of Ly (0). For h € Qy, take V., g, M
and B in the construction above to be M (¢,0), g, M[h], %(h) Then we have a universal
lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module (M[h) To exhibit its dependence on

¢ explicitly, we denote it by (M h])HL. Adding them together, we obtain a lower-bounded

generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module [, .o, (m%, which we shall denote by M Lg]. We
shall use the same notations afg]vé(x), (afg],é)n,kv 1%} (x) and (wﬁl])n,k and so on as those for

]\//Eg] and M Lg] to denote the generating twisted fields, their coefficients, the generator twist
fields and their coefficients for M Lg].

We need to identify M Lg] with a suitable gl9-module. We first need to identify L,;(0)
with the action of an element of U(gl). Recall the Jordan basis {a’}sc; of g that we have
chosen in the end of the preceding section. Let {(a’)'};e; be the dual basis of {a‘};c; with
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respect to the nondegenerate bilinear form (-,-). For simplicity (but with an abuse of the
notation), we shall denote this dual basis by {a’};c;. Then

. . . . o . v Y, YRR A —9miod —2mial
(e2mSgaz ,Cl]) _ (az e 27r28gaj) — (az e 2mio a]) —e 2mio 5”_ —e 2mia 5”

This means that

2718, ai’ —2miat 4’

(& = e a .

So a’ € gl when R(a’) > 0 ori € I\ Ij and o’ € g~ when R(a’) = 0 or i € I;. By
abuse of notation, let '
i { 1—-ao ie[\fﬂ,
o' = , .
—at 1 € I

By definition, the conformal element of M(¢,0) is

=> a’(=1)a'(=1)1 € MY(¢,0),

el

where M(¢,0) is the fixed-point subalgebra of M (¢,0).
We need to recall the Virasoro operators on M (¢,0). Since w0y is in the fixed-point
subalgebra of M((,0), Nywar(r0 = 0. Hence

Y2 @ireo) @) = (V&)o@ ™ o wrren), ) = (¥ o (wr(eo), @)

£ £

and from the equivariance property of the twisted vertex operators, Y(,ﬁ)[ ](w, x) or equiv-
My
alently (Y(g e ,1)o(w, z) must have only integral powers of z. In particular,
(R1/h

Y”[gl( z) = (Y2 [g] ZL“ "

nez

9]

where L ol (n) for n € Z are the Virasoro operators on M ;. satisfying the Virasoro commu-
I3

£dim g

tator relations with central charge 755

LZ\/ZLQ] (_1)

In particular, we have the operators L A}[g](()) and
£

Proposition 4.8 Forn € Z,

LG (n)
= Z Z 200+ 1Y) hV ( p)ajg(p+n) + Z Z 20+ hV ST g + ”)af;u(—p)
i€l peat+Zy iel peai— N
S L — af)a i) = 3T (N — af) (N — o — 1)a ).
i€l 2(0+hY) T iel A(C+Rv) e ! ’

(4.17)
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Proof. We take W = ]\/ﬁg], u = ZL’NgCL (1)1 and v = szvgai(—l)l in the Jacobi identity
(4T). Then Yﬁ[g](u,xl) = (YJ\?W) ( (=11, 2), YA g (v, 12) = (Yj\g/\[[g])o(a’(—l)l,xg) and
I3 £

S,a”(=1)1 = a”a”(—1)1. Then (@I becomes

—1 T1 — T2 7
Lo 5( 7o )(Y]g%g])O(a

) (M) (Y Yo(a i(_1)1,xg)(Yﬂ%Eg])o(ai’(_l)l,xl)

0 M[]
= 27'6 <$2 + 360) (362 + xO) - .
X1 T
ZTo Ng ; i
' (Yz\g}y})o (YM(e,o) ((1 + x—2) a’ (—1)173€o> al(—1)1=3€2> ) (4.18)
where we have used
:(,’1_1(5 (LL’Q —+ SL’Q) (SL’Q -+ xo)ai _ ;L’l_l(s (LL’Q + SL’Q) (SL’Q -+ LL’O)_@Z
T X T T

Multiplying both sides of (£IS) by 27 and then take Res,,, rewriting (zs + 20)™ as

3

!

(=D1,z )(Yg[g]) (a'(=1)1, z2)

Ty o <1 + ﬁ—g) ~ and then multiplying both sides by x%i, we obtain

Res,, 27 15 %—15( ! 2)(%9])0(@2 (-1)1,2 )(YA[QJ)( a'(—1)1, z5)
£

—ab b — —I9 + 2y i y
- Resmxl Lo Lo 15 ( Zo ) (Yg [g]) ( (_1)1ax2)(yj\’g/‘[[g])0(a (_1)1>$1)
¢

_ (1 i i—;]) - (7)o (YM(&O) ((1 + z—Z)Ng ai’(—l)l,%) ai(—1)1,x2> . (4.19)

Using the definition, we have

(VG o(a(=1)1, 21) = (aig))o(x),

Zo

where

(ag.)o(@) = Z (agg)e)mor ™™

nea+7

for a € gl®). Then the constant term in xq (or equivalently, the result of applying Res,,zy")

23



of the right-hand side of (4.19)) is equal to

=} Res,, 77 (i_;))m (YA%LQJ)O (((Ngn; Oéi) ai/> (I'O)Gfi(_l)].,l’g)

— ;i:; Res,, g " (i—g)mafg"‘l()/ﬂ%gg])o (((Ngn; o/) ai') . x2>
"2 (")) = a-n,m)

— (Yéy])o(ai/(—l)ai(—l)l,xg)
+ SCEI(Y]g%g])o(((Ng —a')a”)(0)a'(=1)1, z2)

+ %(Yf’@g])o(((f\fg —a') (N — o' = 1)a")(1)a’ (1)1, z5)
= (Y@g})o(a"'(—l)ai(—l)l, ) + 23 ([N — a')a”, alig) o)o(x2)
+ oy (N, — )N, —a' —1)a”, a’). (4.20)

2
Applying Res,,z;" to both sides of ({ZI9), using ([#20), taking sum over i € I on both
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sides and dividing both sides by 2(¢ 4+ h"), we obtain

E —n 2
LM[Q]

nel

= (Y]\%Eg] )Q(W, 1’2)
:ZzﬁWW@MwAWAmm

J— 1 - L L 1 — X2 " i
— Z 2(£ _'_ h\/)ReSxOxO 1Resx1I1 :L’2 1’0 15 ( ) (a[g}x)o(l'l)(a,[g]7é)0([)j'2)
el

41 — —al _al — —T2 +$1 i il
= 3 sy R s 18 () (o o) )
iel

s/

=2 sty (e — e’ g dolz)

_ Zﬂ(mf — )N, — i —1)a, al)
i€l 40+ h) ! ’

!

1 . i
= ; mRelexl 1'2 (1’1 - 1'2) 1(a[g}x)o(l’l)(a,[g]7é)0(x2)

1 —at ot —1/ i Y
— ZI: mResxlxl 1'2 (_xQ _I_ xl) (a[g},Z)O(lé)(a'[g]j)o(xl)

- Z f + hv —a')a”, a'lige)o(w2)

—Zﬂ%%WM—wwﬁwﬁwmw (421)
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Taking the coefficients of 25" "2 of ([@2I)), we obtain
L A[g] (TL)

- Z Z Z Z €+hV Resleesxzzla —m—k- 293‘21 = lafg}, (k)afgw(l)

1€l meZy ke—a'+ZIl€at+7

Y3 Y Y T hV —————Res,, Res,,a7* " Fag + ===l (Dal, (k)

1€l meZy ke—a'+7Z el +Z

_ Z %[(N a)a’ a']ig.e(n) — Z (657“70(0\/9 — )N, —a' — Da?, a)

2(0+ hY) 40+ hV)
_Z Z E—l—hv a[g]é( —p)a p+n +Z Z €+hV (p—l—n)H( —p)
i€l peai+Zy i€l peat—

s/

1 . . (6,0 ) i .
- ZGZI 200+ hY) [(Ng —a')a’ val][gll(m - ZGZI m((jvg - )(Ng —a'—1)a",a),

proving (4.17)). [
From (4.17), we obtain

Lﬁ[g](o)
- Z Z £+ h\/ a’[g]é + Z Z £+ h\/ (p)aiq},é(_p)
i€l peai+Z4 1€l pcat—N
1 IV Yl ) ) L.
=Y (W — al)a” ] (0) = Y (N — &)(N, — o' = 1)a” d')
~ 2(t+hY) S AL+ 1Y)
(4.22)
and
L a(—1)
i 1 ; y
=>. > 3 H Sy el e =D+ D D Srmyaiaee — Dajg(-p)
i€l peat +Z+ 1€l peai—N
-y 7V[(Ng —a')a”, a|ge(—1). (4.23)
200+ hY)
el

26



Note that for b € A,
1 i i i i
L@g} (0) () -1,01 = Z m@[gm(a Jajy [(—a")(¢f,)-101
ielp
1 i il
B Z 2(0 + hY) [(Ng —a')a”,a ][9]1(0)(@%])—1,01
icl
l i i i
N Z A0+ ) (N —a )Ny —a' = 1)a" ,a )WFQ])—LOL (4.24)
iel
that is, as an operator on the subspace of ]\/@g] spanned by (wﬁ]])_wl, L]@g] (0) is equal to
2T i hV)ang(O‘i)ang(—ai) -2 50w j NG = afa’ 'l (0)
1€l el
Z = hV — N, —a' —1)a’, a).
el
For h € Q) and b € Ay, by definition,

Lj%g] (0) () —1,01 = A(¢f)-1,01.

Together with (£.24]), we obtain the relation
1 i iy i i
M0t = 3 5 gy lae(@al (=)l ot
i€l

1 o
- Z W[(Ng —a')a’ >al][g],€(0)(¢f;})—1,01
i€l

- Z m(u\[g - O‘i)(Ng —a' — 1)ai/7 ai)(qﬁﬁq})—l,ol- (4.25)
Let
0 =3 a(a)a’(—a') Z[(Ng — o)’ ai)(0)
- Z —a' —1)a",a’)
c U(g[g})[ol’ (4.26)

where U(gl9))% is the fixed-point subspace of U(gl¥)) under g. Let QL9 ﬁ[f] and k act on M
as Ly;(0), 0 and ¢, respectively. Let G(Q, ﬁ[f], k) be the subalgebra of U(gl9) generated by

Qg [g] and k. Then we have the induced lower-bounded g[fr’]—module U(gd)® @l 49 1) M.
k2 + K

Note that this induced g[g] module is a quotient of U(gl9)) By Edeck) M.
+
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Theorem 4.9 The universal lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module ]\/ﬂ,g] 18

equivalent as a lower-bounded gl9-module to U(gl9) Bealal o) 1) M-
2 + )

Proof. We know that M E,g] as a quotient of ]\//E,[g] is also spanned by elements of the form
@3) fori; € I, nj € a +Zfor j=1,...,1, k € Nand b € A. Using ([£23)), we see that

elements of the form ([A.8) in M Eg} can be written as linear combinations of elements of the
form

(a',f;]j)nho T (af;},z)m,o(@bﬁ;])—lﬁl (4.27)

fori; € I, n; € o +Z for j = 1,...,l and b € A. On the other hand, by definition,
U(g) ® Gl g9 10 M is spanned by elements of the form

a™(ny) - - - a' (ng)w® (4.28)

fori;eI,njeai+Zforj=1,...,land b € A.
By Theorem B2, we have an invertible gl¥-module map p : U(gl)) Oy Eeck) AM) —
+
Mé,[g] such that p maps the element (4.8)) to the element (49). In particular, ) maps the
element of U (3l Ry eci) A(M) of the same form as ([A28) to the element (L.27). We
+
want to use the map p restricted to elements of the same form as ([{.28)) to obtain an invertible

To do this, we need only prove that the relations among elements of U(gl?) ®

gl-module map from U(gl9!) R®q

U@ eck)
A(M) of the same form as (4.28)) and the relations among elements of the form (£27) in M Eg}
are the same. The relations among elements of U(gl¥) Ry ek A(M) of the same form
+
as ([A28)) are generated by the following two types: The first type of relations are induced
from the relations in U(gl)) By k) A(M). The second type is the additional relations
+

WQ[Q]M’ = Ly (0)w® for b € A. For h € Q) and b € Ay, this additional relations become

N e AR B e R R
-3 s (N — @I, — o = 1 (129

The first type of relations are the same as the corresponding type of relations in M Lg} by
Theorem [£.2] The second type of relations (4.29) correspond exactly to the relations (4.24))

in M Lg}. The relations ([4.24]) are also the only relations in M E,g] in addition to the relations
induced from the relations in M l@. Thus the theorem is proved. [ |
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Remark 4.10 We have seen in the proof of Theorem that U(gll) ®G(Q 8910 M is

spanned by elements of the form (£28). Using the commutator relations for a‘(n ) ori el
and n € o' + Z, we see that it is in fact spanned by elements of the form

a(ny)---a"(ny)a (@) - - - ¥ (@ )uw® (4.30)

fori, e I, n, € a’» —Z, forp=1,...,1,j,€ [ forq=1,...,m and b € A. By Theorem
4.2, we also see that M Lg} is spanned by elements of the form

(az[;],g)m,o T (af;},z)nz70(af;]7g)ajl 0" (a{;]ig)ajm,0(¢Eq]7h)—1701 (4.31)
fori,eI,n,ca»—Z, forp=1,...,1,j,€ [ forq=1,...,m and b € A.
P P q

We now construct and identify explicitly grading-restricted generalized g-twisted mod-
ules for M (¢,0) viewed as a vertex operator algebra. We assume that M is in addition a
finite-dimensional gr-module with a compatible action of ¢ such that the action of Q! or
equivalently, the operator L, (0) = WIW)QM, on M is induced from this gi-module struc-
ture. In particular, M is a direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of L;(0) as above. We have

a universal lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module M Eg}. As in the preceding
subsection, since §¥ is spanned by elements of the form a’(of) for i € Iy and {w}qen is a

basis of M, there exist A\{, € C for i € I} and b, c € A such that

(@ = 3 A
ceA
for i € Iy and b € A. Consider the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-submodule
of M Lg] generated by elements of the form

(aly 0)ai 0 (V) 101 — Z)\ )10l

ceA

for i € Iy and b € A. We denote the quotient of M by this submodule by M, MY, Then

M, M is also a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module. We shall use the same
notations for the generating twisted fields, generator twist fields and their coefficients for

M; V9 to denote the corresponding fields and coefficients for M, MY

39 and k to be 0 and ¢, respectively. Then

M.

On the g[g] module M, we define actlons of gy
we have the induced lower-bounded gl¥-module U (gl¥!) Ry gl
+ 8o

Theorem 4.11 As a lower-bounded §l9-module, mg] 15 equivalent to the induced lower-
bounded §l9'-module U (§l9") ®U(g[g]@g[g]) M.
+ 0

Proof. By Theorem B9, we have an invertible §l9-module map p from U(gl) ® @il 419 10 M
b + b

to M which maps (£30) to [31). Since M,’ M s a quotient of M Lg}, we have a surjective

al¥l-module map § from U(g¥) M to mg].

D019 ,519 1)
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Note that by Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, U(gl)) ® M as a graded vector

Ua [g]EB )
space is isomorphic to U(§"¥) ® M. In particular, the @[g]—module U @, U9 gl ) M is

spanned by elements of the form
a™(ny) - - - a' (ng)w® (4.32)

fori, e I,n,€a» —Z,  forp=1,...,l and b € A.
By Remark .10, M Lg] is spanned by elements of the form ({31 for i, € I, n, € a'» — 7

forp=1,...,l,5,€ 1forg=1,...,mand b € A. Then J\Zﬁg} is spanned by elements of the
form

(ag]j)m,o T (af;},g)m,o(@bfg])—l,ol (4.33)
foriyel,n,ea» -7, forp=1,...,l and b € A.
Since elements of U(gl)) R M of the same form as ([£32) are sent under p to

same form as (£32)) to elements of M 97 of the form (Z33). But the only relations among
elements of U( @[g])@) oM of the same form as (£.32) are generated by the commutator

(Q[g] k)
elements of M Lg] of the same form as (IZBZ{I), o maps elements of U(gl9) ®

(Q[gl
relations for a‘(n) for i € ] and n € o' —Z,. Since (afg}’ Jno fori € I and n € o' — Z,
satisfy the same commutator relations as a‘(n) and the only relations among elements of
Mgg] of the form (433]) are generated by these commutator relations, the surjective ﬂ[g]

module map § induces a bijective gl9-module map 5 from U(gl9) ®U( M to M
Thus U(gl) ® ) M is equivalent to M[ 9] |
Remark 4.12 From the proof of Theorem B 1T} we see that U(gl9) ® Do) M and M[g]

are spanned by elements of the form (£32) and (£33)), respectively, for i, € I, n, € a» —Z.
forp=1,...,l and b € A.

Theorem 4.13 The lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module .M;[g} is in fact grad-
ing restricted.

Proof. By Theorem [£11] we need only prove that U(gl¥)®
But U(gl9) ® Byl
U(g) ®U(@[f]69§l([)]) A(M) is grading restricted, U(gl9) ®

Ul M is grading restricted.
(@[f]@g([)g]) A(M) By Theorem (4.0,

N M is also grading restricted.
0
|

M is a graded subspace of U(gl9) @

vEWe

4.3 Basic properties

The lower-bounded or grading-restricted g-twisted M (¢,0)-modules ]\//Eg], M Lg], M Lg], M 9
constructed above all have their own 1 unlversal Fropertles and other basic properties. We
first give the universal properties of M 9 and M
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Theorem 4.14 Let (W,Y}),) be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for M((,0)
viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and
(+hY #0) and M° a subspace of W invariant under the actions of g, S,, Ny, Lw(0),
Lw(0)s and Ly (0)y. Assume that g[jﬂ acts on M° as 0. If there is a linear map f :

M — M° commuting with the actions of g, Sy, Ny, Lw (0)|a0 and Ly (0), LW( ) |M0 and
Ly (0)s and Ly (0)n|p0 and LM(O)N, then there exists a unique module map f M — W
(jAE M[g] — W) such that f|y = (f|M = f). If f is surjective and (W,Y ;) is generated
by the coeﬂiczents of (Y )WM(Z oy(w, )1 for w € M?°, where (Yg)%M(m) is the twist vertex

operator map obtained from Y, (see [Huaf)), then f (f) is surjective.

Proof. Since f commutes with the action of Ly (0)|n0 and L1 (0), we have f(Mj,) C M[Oh}
4

for h € Qp. Since QE‘Z} acts on M[%] as 0, no nonzero elements of the submodule of W

———g]
generated by M[Oh} have weights less than h. Then by the universal property of (Mp, ) !

(9]

(given by Theorem 5.2 in [Huab]), there exists a unique module map fj, : m on — Wsuch
A ~ —~ N /\[ ] ~
that fular, = flag,. Let [ ME] — W be defined to be f;, on (M[h})égh. Then f|y = f

The uniqueness of f follows from the uniqueness of fh for h € Qps. The second conclusion

. — 4]
also follows from the property of fj, (see Theorem 5.2 in [Huad]) and the fact that (M) Zgh

is generated by the subspace spanned by (wﬁl])_w (see Theorem 2.3 in [Hua6]).

In the case that M (¢,0) is viewed as a vertex operator algebra, we have a module map
I ]\/4\ — W. Since on W, LW(O) Res,2Y( (war(e0), ©) and Ly (—1) = Res, Y] (war(e,0), ©)
and f |ps = f is obtained from M by taking the quotient by a submodule generated by
exactly these relations, we see that f induces a module map f M Lg] — W. The other
conclusions follow from the properties of f which we have proved. |

We have the following immediate consequence whose proof is omitted:

Corollary 4.15 Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for M(¢,0) viewed
as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and (+h" # 0)
generated by a subspace M invariant under g, L,, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Lw(0)s and Ly (0)y and
annihilated by g[jﬂ. Then W as a lower-bounded §9'-module is equivalent to a quotient of
U(gl9) ®y U@ eck A(M) (U(gl9h ®G(Q[g]’g[+g]’k) M). Conwversely, let M be a vector space with
actions ofg, Ly, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Lw(0)s and Ly (0)n satisfying the conditions given above.
Then a quotient module of U(gl9) ® Dy gl ack) A(M) (U(gl) Dt 49 x) M) has a natural
structure of a lower-bounded genemlzzed g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module when M (¢,0) is viewed as
a grading-restricted vertez algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and {+h" #0).

Now we discuss the universal properties of M Lg] and Mg].
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Theorem 4.16 Let (W,Y}],) be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for M((,0)
viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and

¢+ hY #0). Let M° a finite-dimensional gﬁ‘” submodule of W invariant also under the
actions of g, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Lw (0)s and Ly (0)x and annihilated by g[g] Assume that there

is a ﬁ][lg]-module map f: M — M°® commuting with the actions of g, Sy, Ny, Lw(0)|p0 and
Ly(0), Lw(0)s|aro and Lys(0)s and Ly (0)n|aro and Ly (0)n. Then there exists a unique
module map f ]\\/J[Eg} — W (f : M[g] — W) such that fly = f (flu = f). If f is
surjective and (W)Y ],) is generated by the coefficients of (Y )WM(Z 0)(w,x)1 for w € MP,

where (Yg)%M(m) is the twist vertex operator map obtained from Yy, then f (f) is surjective
and thus W is grading restricted.

Proof. By Theorem [£.14], we have a unique module map f : ]\/4\3[9} — W such that f v =f

Since f is a gﬁg}—module map, we have

aiy (@) f(w") =Y N f(we) = f <ai(ai)wb - Aﬁ-’cwc) = f(0)=0

ceA ceA

forv € Iy, b € A. Since f is a module map, we have

F(@hyae)-101) = FUYD 01000 D) = (V)W s -0 (F @)L = F )

for b € A. Thus we obtain

7 (a1 - A1) = a0 - S
ceA ceEA
So
(alg))aro (W ) -101 = > N(¥fy) pe)-101
ceA

is in the kernel of f . In particular, we have a module map f : M [g] — W. The uniqueness
of f and the surjectivity of f when f is surjective follow from the uniqueness of f and
the surjectivity of f. Since M Lg] is grading restricted, W is grading restricted when f is
surjective.

The proof for M is the same except that we use M, VY9 instead of M, MY |

We also have the following immediate consequence whose proof is also omitted:

Corollary 4.17 Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for M(¢,0) viewed
as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and (+h" # 0)
generated by a finite-dimensional §r,-submodule M invariant under g, L,, Sy, Ny, Lw(0),

Lw(0)s and Ly (0)y and annihilated by 9. Then W as a lower-bounded §9)-module is
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equivalent to a quotient of U(@M)@U(A[Q] 1oy AM) (UGN D, 011, M) and, in particular,
i ®od) Ul ®dy")

W is grading restricted. Conversely, let M be a finite-dimensional g, -module with compatible

actions of g, Ly, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Ly (0)n and Ly (0)n satisfying the conditions we discussed

above. Then a quotient module of U(gl9) ) A(M) (U(glehy By wgle) M) has a

natural structure of a grading-restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-module when M (¢, 0)

is viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and

C+hY #£0).

Remark 4.18 In [Huaf], only the existence of a grading-restricted generalized g-twisted
V-module for a grading-restricted vertex algebra V' and an automorphism g of V' is proved
under suitable conditions. But no construction is given in that paper. Theorems 46| [£.13]
and Corollary [4.17 give explicit constructions of grading-restricted generalized g-twisted
M (¢, 0)-modules.

5 Lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized
twisted L(¢,0)-modules

In this section, we construct lower-bounded and grading-restricted generalized g-twisted
L(¢,0)-modules. We shall mainly discuss the case that g is simple, ¢ € Z, and L(¢,0) is
viewed as a vertex operator algebra.

We first give some straightforward general results.

Proposition 5.1 Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted module for L(¢,0) viewed
as a grading-restricted verter algebra (vertex operator algebra when g is simple and ¢ +
hY # 0) generated by a subspace M invariant under g, Ly, S;, Ny, Lw(0), Lw(0)n and
Lw(0)n and annihilated by @[frﬂ. Then W is a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted mod-
ule for M(¢,0) viewed as a grading-restricted vertex algebra (vertex operator algebra). In

particular, W is a lower bounded §19'-module and is a quotient of U(gl)) D) A(M)
+

(U(gldh ®G(Q[g]’g[+g]’k) M). If M is in addition a finite-dimensional gi-module, then W is a

quotient of U(gh) ® A(M) (U(glh ®y

restricted.

M) and in particular, W is grading

UEWasl) @ as)

Proof. Since L(¢,0) is a quotient of M(¢,0), W must be a lower-bounded generalized
g-twisted M (¢,0)-module. By Proposition BI, W is a lower-bounded gl9-module. By
Corollary EI5] W as a lower-bounded gl¥-module is a quotient of U(gl)) ®, A(M)

(U(g[g]> ®G(Q[9]7g[f],k) M).

If M is in addition a finite-dimensional g;-module, then by Corollary 17, W as a lower-
bounded gl¥-module is a quotient of U(gl9) ®U(g[f]@g([)g]) A(M) (U(glh) ®U(g[f]@g([)g]) M) and, in
particular, W is grading restricted. |

6 ecKk)
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Using the structure of L(¢,0) as a g-module and properties of lower-bounded or grading-
restricted generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-modules, we have the following result:

Proposition 5.2 Assume that g is simple with a given Cartan subalgebra and a given set
of simple roots and ¢ € Z.. Let (W,Y}),) be a lower-bounded (grading-restricted) generalized
g-twisted M(¢,0)-module. Then (W,Y3) is a lower-bounded (grading-restricted) generalized
g-twisted L(¢,0)-module if and only if Y (eg(—1)*11,2) = 0 , where 0 is the highest root of
g and ey € gy \ {0}.

Proof. From [K] and Proposition 6.6.17 in [LL], we know that L(¢,0) = M(¢,0)/1(¢,0)
where 1(¢,0) = U(g)es(—1)""11. Then W is a lower-bounded (grading-restricted) general-
ized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module if and only if Y}],(1(¢,0),2) = 0. We need only prove that
Vi (1(£,0),z) = 0 if and only if Vi (ep(—1)“11,2) = 0.

If Vi,(1(¢,0),z) = 0, then certainly Y7 (eg(—1)1,2) = 0. If YV (eo(—1)""'1,2) = 0,
then Yy (eg(—1)*"1, 2)w = 0 for w € W. Therefore we have (Y )i, 0)(w, 2)ep(=1)"1 =
0 for w € W, where (Y9)}}, M(e0) 18 the twist vertex operator map introduced and studied
in [Hua4]. But by Corollary 4.3 in [Hua4] (commutativity for twisted and twist vertex
operators), for v € M(¢,0) and w" € W,

FP((w', (Y)W are0) (0, 22)Yar(eo) (v, 21)ea(—1)11))
= FP((w', Vi (v, 20) (Y)W argeoy (W, 22)ea(—1)711))

where the first two lines are different expressions of the p-th branch of a multivalued analytic
function that

(w', Vi (v, 20) (Y)W (e0) (W, 22)ea(—=1)11)
and
(W', (YO)Wrr(0) (W, 22) Yar(eoy (v, 21)ea(=1)11)

converge to in the regions |z1| > |22| > 0 and |z2| > |21] > 0, respectively. Thus we have

(Y)W are0) (W, 2)Yare0) (v, 21)ep(—1)1 = 0

for w € W. From the definition of the twist vertex operator map (Y9)\,,, we obtain

Y‘g/(YM(g’O) (U, 213'1)69(—1)[4_11, I‘) =0.
But the coefficients of Ya(c0)(v, z1) span U(g). So we obtain Yij,((¢,0),z) = 0. n

Our goal is to give and identify explicitly universal lower-bounded and grading-restricted
generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-modules using the results we obtained in the preceding section
and some conditions on the corresponding §l9-modules. To do this, we first prove some
results on S, and N.

For S,, or equivalently, the semisimple automorphism o = €™ we have the following
generalization of Proposition 8.1 in [K] on automorphisms of finite orders of a simple Lie
algebra:
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Proposition 5.3 Assume that g is simple with a given Cartan subalgebra by and a given
set A\ of simple roots. Let o = €2™9 be the semisimple part of g. Then there exists an
automorphism 7, of g such that 0 = 1,e* "ur =1 where p is a diagram automorphism of g

preserving b and A and h is an element of the fized-point subspace Hl% of b.

Proof. Let 5% c gl% be a maximal toral subalgebra (that is, maximal ad-diagonalizable
subalgebra) of gl and Cy(h!”) the centralizer of hi in g. Extend h to a maximal toral
subalgebra h of g. Then b is a Cartan subalgebra of g and Cy(hl%) = b + > ¢ 0¢, where

the sum is over the roots ¢ in b such that ¢ restricted to 6% is 0 and ge¢ is the root space
associated to &. We first prove that C’g(ﬂ[o}) = .

Let s = Zg g¢. By definition, s is a subalgebra of g invariant under g such that sN g% = 0.
Moreover, the restriction of the bilinear form (-, -) to s is nondegenerate because ge, and g,
are orthogonal if {; +&; # 0 and the restriction of (-, -) to ge X g_¢ is nondegenerate. Since s is
invariant under g, we have s = [, p, 5!} where P, is the set of o € [0,1) +4R such that e
is an eigenvalue of o (or equivalently, of g) and for a € s, 5/% = s N gl®) is the eigenspace
of o (or equivalently, the generalized eigenspace of g) in s with the eigenvalue e*™. For
a € ([0,1) +iR) \ P, let 5/% = 0. Then we have 5 = Ha€[071)+iR5[°‘}. Moreover, by Lemma
2.1 and the fact that s is a subalgebra of g, we have [sl%, 5l%] C sl*(®A) for o, 3 € [0,1) + iR
(recall s(a, 8) defined before Lemma 2.1]). We need only prove that s = 0.

Since g is finite dimensional, s is finite dimensional and hence F; is a finite set. We
use induction on the finitely many real parts of the elements of P,. First, we know that
s =5nglll =0. For a € (P, \ {0}) N (iR) and a € 5!, we know that (ad a)"s!’l € glra+@l
for 8 € P,. Since P, is a finite set, s"*# must be 0 when r is sufficiently large. So ad a
is nilpotent on g. Applying Lemma 2.3 to s and the restriction of o to s, we see that (-,-)
restricted to sl® x s[=° is nondegenerate. In particular, if sl # 0, then sl #£ 0. If
sl £ 0, let a € 5%\ {0} and b € sl7® \ {0}. Then both ad a and ad b are nilpotent on
s. Therefore the eigenvalues of ad a and ad b are all 0. Since [sl* s[=%] c sl = 0, ad a
and ad b commute and hence can be diagonalized simultaneously. In particular, the trace
of (ad a)(ad b) is 0. But this contradicts the nondegneracy of (-,-) restricted to sl x gl=°
because (a,b) is proportional to this trace. Thus sl® = 0.

Note that for a € P, such that R(a) > 0, if s/ £ 0, then s/'=® = 0 since by Lemma
2.3, the restriction of (-, -) to s is nondegenerate and sl® is orthogonal to s®! for 8 # 1 — a.
We now assume that for a € P, with R(a) > 0, 51*) = 0 for o/ € P, and R(’) < R(a)
and for o/ € P, and R(a/) > R(1 — ). Then for a € s, (ad a)"s”l € sl@mA)] where
s(a,r,B) = ra+ [ mod Z satisfying 0 < R(s(a,r,5)) < 1. Since 0 < § < 1, there exists
r € Zy such that R((r — 1)a+ ) < 1 but R(ra+ £) > 1. From R((r — 1)a+ ) < 1, we
obtain 0 < s(a,r, ) = R(ra + B) — 1 < R(a). By the induction assumption, sl@mA)] = 0.
So we obtain (ad a)"s!®] = 0 for 3 € P,. Thus ad a is nilpotent on s. Similarly, for
b € sll=a (ad b)"sl?! € gl(=amAl where s(1 — a,7,8) = r(1 — a) + 5 mod Z satisfying
0 < R(s(1 —a,r,B)) < 1. When R(B) = 0, since we have proved 5%l = 0, (ad b)"sl’l =0
for r € Z,. When R(5) # 0, there exists r € Z, such that R(—ra + §) > —1 but
R(—(r+1)a+p5) < —1. Then R(r(l —a)+p) >r—1but R((r — 1)(1 —a) +5) < r.
Since 0 < R(F) < 1, we obtain 0 < R(1 —a) < R(1 —a+ ) = R(s(1 —a,r,B)) < 1. By
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the induction assumption, sl*0=*mAl = 0. So we obtain (ad b)"s”l = 0. Thus ad b is also
nilpotent on s. If s} £ 0, let a € sl* \ {0} and b € s'=°I\ {0}. Then we have proved
that both ad a and ad b are nilpotent on s. Therefore the eigenvalues of ad a and ad b are
all 0. Since [sl%, s5l!=] C sl% = 0, ad @ and ad b commute and hence can be diagonalized
simultaneously. In particular, the trace of (ad a)(ad b) is 0. Contradiction. Thus s = 0.
This proves s = 0. . . .

We have proved that Cy(h%) = h. Now choose a € hl% such that the centralizer Cy(a) of
a in g is minimal among the collection of all centralizer Cy(b) of b in g for b € hl%. Note that
since elements of hlO are all semisimple or ad- diagonalizable, Cy(b) for b € 69 is equal to the
space of all elements of g on which ad b acts nilpotently. Since hl% ¢ C ( ), by Lemma A
in Subsection 15.2 in [Hum], we have Cy(a) C Cy(b) for b € hl%. But C, (f) 1) = Nyeio Ca (D).

So Cy(a) € Cy(h%) = §. But h C Cy(a). So we must have h = Cy(a), that is, a € ¥ is a
regular semisimple element. As the centralizer of a fixed point of g, h is a Cartan subalgebra
of g invariant under ¢. In particular, we have a root system ® obtained from 6

The regular semisimple element a cannot be orthogonal to any root . Otherwise [a, e¢| =
(§ a)ec = 0 for ec € ge so that e € Cyla) = b, which is impossible. Thus if we let
ot = {5 € ® | (€,a) > 0}, then ® = &+ — &+, By Theorem’ in Subsection 10.1 in [Huml,

the set A of all indecomposable roots in d+ is a set of simple roots of ® and ®+ is the set of
positive roots. Since a is fixed by ¢, ¢ induces an automorphism of ®*. Choose ec € ge \ {0}
for £ € A. Let ft be the diagram automorphism of g corresponding to this automorphism
of ®* and e, for € € A. Then ofi~" fix every element of b. In particular, oi~! commutes
with ad @ for all @ € h and thus can be diagonalized simultaneously together with ad a.
The root space decomposition g = b @ ngci g¢ gives a diagonalization of ad a. Also g, for

S ® are all one dimensional and ofi~! acts as the identity on f, we see the this root space
decomposition also give a diagonalization of ofi™!. So on each root space g, it must act as a
ecalaNr multiplication by~)\5 € CX Let lp(Ae) = log |Ae| +iarg Ae, where 0 < arg \¢ < 2m. Let
h € b be defined by (£,h) = s-lg(Xe) for € € A. Then Aeeg = e2mil&, h)e = e2m(adh . Thus
-1 _ 27ri(ad h) 2mi(ad h)

21

we obtain ot , or equivalently, 0 = e )ji. Since oji~! fix every element of
b h must be in f)

Since any two Cartan subalgebras are conjugate to each other, there exists an automor-
phism v of g such that v(h) = b and v(A) = A. Let p = vjiv™ and h = v=*(h) € h. Then
it is clear that p is a diagram automorphism of g preserving h and A and we have

2mi(ad v(h)) —1 __ , 2mi(ad h)

Vv~ =ve

og=ce ,uu_l

But £ might not be fixed by u. We need to find another automorphism such that after the
conjugation by this automorphism, we have h € hl% (that is, fixed by ). This argument was
in fact given by the proof of Lemma 8.3 in [EMS]: Let r be the order of p (in fact r = 1,2 or

3), h=2L3"") LRk and ) = e Zicok(ad H*R) | Then ph = h and h € b since b is invariant
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under p. Moreover,

2mi(ad h) Zmi Sr = k(ad pkR) e27ri(ad h)

/“7_1 —er 6_@ Szl k(ad pFh)

ne o
_ 6¥ SrZik(ad pkR) e27ri(ad ill)e—¥ SrZik(ad uk+1ft)lu
_ 627”% SrZi(ad ukfvz),u
_ e2m(ad h),u
Let 7, = nv~'. Then
o= V627r7,(ad h),ul/—l _ 1/77_1627”(ad h),unu_l _ ,7_0627rz(ad h),UT(y_l'

For N, we have the following result:
Proposition 5.4 Assume that g is semisimple. Then we have the following:

1. There ezists ay;, € gl such that Nyb = |ay,,b] for b € g, that is, Ny = ad ay;,.

2. On g, Ny(b@t™) = [an, @ 1°,b @ t"] = [an,,b] @ t™ forb € g, m € Z and Nk =
[CLNg ® 1% k] = 0.

3. On g, Nyj(b@t™) = [ay, @t°,b@t™] = [ay,,b] @ t™ forb e g and m € B+ Z and
Nk = [an, ®t°, k] = 0.

4. On M(¢£,0) or L(¢,0), Ny = a;,(0).

Proof. By Corollary 2.2] NV, is a derivation of g. Since g is semisimple, we know that every
derivation of g is inner. So there exists ay;, € g such that Nyb = [ap,,b] for b € g. Since
S, commutes with Ny, for b € gl Sjlap,,b] = SNGb = NyS,b = BNyb = Blay,,b). So
lay,,b] € g%, Thus ay, € g%, This finishes the proof of Conclusion 1.

Conclusions 2, 3 and 4 follow immediately from the definitions of the actions of N on g,
aldl, M(¢,0) and L(¢,0). |

In the rest of this section, we assume that g is simple with a Cartan subalgebra f and a
set A of simple roots which gives a root system ®. Fora € g, a = Zaepg a®, where a® € gl
Given a g-module W, we have introduced a®(x) = >

We shall need the following result later:

—n—1
neatz @(N)T for o € P, above.

Proposition 5.5 Assume that g is simple with a given Cartan subalgebra by and a given set
A of simple roots. Let g, u, h and 7, be the same as in Proposition[2.3. Let 0 be the highest
root of g and W a gl9-module. Then there exists rg € Z such that eg € gl®M+7el gnd

[(roc0) (1), (7a6)(22)] = 0. (5.1)
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Proof. Since (ad h)eg = [h, 0] = (0, h)ey, 2@ Mgy = 2mi0:h) ey Then

e27rz(ad Toh) 2mi(ad h)€€ — e27rz(€,h)

To€g = Ts€ To€0-

Since 6 is the highest root and p is an automorphism of ®,,  is fixed under p by the
definition and by the uniqueness of the highest root. Thus ey is also fixed under p. So
717, * fixes 7,¢9. Then by Proposition [5.3]

2mi(ad h) 2mi(0,h)

0TyCp = To€ [eg = € To€h. (5.2)
From o = ™S and (5.2), there exists 1y € Z such that (6,h) +ry € P, and
Sngeg = ((‘9, h) —+ T@)Tgeg. (53)

Thus ey € gl@m+rol,
To prove (B.1), first we have

[7,€0, Toe9] = 0. (5.4)
Since 0 + 6 # 0, (eg, eg) = 0. Then by the invariance of the bilinear form (-, -),
(T,€9,To€9) = 0. (5.5)

Using the invariance of the bilinear form (-, -) and Ny = ad a;, (Part 1 of Proposition 5.4)),
we obtain

(NyToey, To€0) = ([aNg, To€0], To€o) = (an;,, [To€0, To€q]) = 0. (5.6)
Let v = (,h) + 1. Then ey € ghl. Using (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6), we have
[(Toeo)(@1), (Toe0) (2 )]
Z Z 7oq) (m), (5¢0)(n)]

Z Z ( [(oes), (Toeq)](m + n)

Z ney+7
o m((70€0): (75€8) il + (N (Toc0), (75€0))dmsn ot
=0. (5.7)
|
We also need the following general lemma:

Lemma 5.6 Let V' be a grading-restricted vertex algebra (or a vertex operator algebra), g an
automorphism of V- and W a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted V-module. Assume that
for some u,v €V,

(Yt )o(u, 21) (Vi )o(v, 22) = (Vi )o(v, 22) (Y4, )o(u, 1),
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where (Y{)o(v,x) for v € V is the constant term of Vi, (v, x) viewed as a power series in
logz. Then (Yi{)o(u, z)(Yi$)o(v,x) is well defined and

(Y3 )o((Yv) -1 (wv, ) = (YiF)o(u, 2) (Vi )o(v, 7). (5.8)
Proof. For w e W,
Y (u, 1) Y (v, 22)w = Yl (v, 22) Vi (w, z1 )w

has only finitely many negative power terms in both z; and x,. In particular, we can let
r1 = X9 = z to obtain a well defined formal series (Y3 )o(u, z)(Yi])o(v, ).

To prove (5.8), we use the the Jacobi identity (ZI). Using Vi (u,z) = (Y )o(z Nou, x)
((2.10) in [HY]) for u € V and :L'JQ\[QYV(U,ZEO) = YV(:L'/Q\[QU,ZE)ZL";\[Q ((2.5) in [Huad]), and replac-
ing u and v in ([@J]) by le\/g u and xé\/g v, respectively, we see that that (£ becomes

—T9 + Xy

'3 (T ) (o o) 6o ) — 5 ) 0l ) (0 )

— (‘”2;%) (Y20 <YV ((i—j)s (1 + i—i)ﬁ ", :co) v, xg) . (5.9)

By the assumption, the left-hand side of (5.9]) is equal to

(0 () = aats (25 ) ) 0ot (o)

Zo Zo

= s () (5t ) (O (0 ),

Zo

Thus from (5.9), we obtain

T9 + Xg T S o £
:)31—15( . ) (Yo (YV ((I—l) <1 + :E_g) u,x0> v,a:2>

=a7'6 (:cg il xo) Y (u, 1) Y (v, 22). (5.10)

Replacing v in (510) by (1 -+ i—g)_ﬁg (ﬂ)_&’u, we obtain

1

— (I - ) (Yo (Vi (u, 20) v, 22)

T

— a7l (‘”2;%) (Y)o <(1 + 2—2) - (i—j) - u, :)31) Y8)o(v,2s).  (5.11)
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Since V =[] cp, Vel we have u = > acp, U, Where u® € Vel for o € Py Also note that
(Y )o(u®, z) € z~*(End W)[[z, z~]]. Then we have

- -8
1o [ T2+ o g T ¢ (2o g
) Y, 14+ — —=
o ( I )( W)O (( +932) <931) o
To+ 2\ Lo
T T2

aePy

—Lg
= Z 261_15 (1'2;— 1’0) (SL’Q + LL’o)a(Yg/)o ((1 + ?) SL’Q_SQUQ, T2 + LL’())
1 2

aePy

i) —+ Zo o —£q To ~Sa
= _1(5 Yg 1 -
] ( . ) (Yo + o P U, To + To

To+ 2o\ Ve
= 76 ( - 0) (Vi )o ((1 - —0) U, g+ xo) . (5.12)
xl :,Ij2

Using (5.12), we see that the right-hand side of (5.I1]) is equal to

o716 (“ + IO) (Y2)o ((1 + @) o u, T + x0> (Y)o(v, ). (5.13)

€ )

Then Res,, of the left-hand side of (5.11]) and (513 are also equal, that is,

20\ Ve
(Y[/?/>(] (YV (U, LU()) v, LUQ) = (YI/?/)O ((1 + —0) U, o + LU()) Yv%(v, LUQ). (514)

X2

Taking the constant terms in x in both sides of (5.14]) and then replacing xs by z, we obtain

E.8). N

Applying Proposition 5.5 and Lemma [5.6] to the lower-bounded (grading-restricted) gen-

eralized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module M (M) and using Theorems A9 and LT}, we have the
following consequence:

Corollary 5.7 On the lower-bounded §l9'-module ]\?Lg] (the grading-restricted §l9-module
Még]), (Toe9)(z)™ for m € N are well defined and

Yé[g]((faeg)(—l)ml,z) = (1,e9)(x)™ (5.15)

4

(YA%Q]((TJeg)(—l)ml,z) = (’7‘069)(1’)7”) : (5.16)

y M and Ul(gl)) ® o) ggla) M, (T,€9)(z)™ for m € N are

+ 0

In particular, on U(g¥)) ®
well defined.

G(al gl k
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Proof. By the definition of gl9-module structure on M Lg] (see Proposition [.T]), we have

(YZ)o((To0) (=1)1, 2) = (75€0) (7).

14

Then from (B.1]), we have

(Y’\[g]> ((Tgee)(_l)lvxl)(y’\[g]) ((7—069)(—1)1,1’2)
— (Yﬁg])o((%ee)(—l)laxz)(Y]%Lg])o((Toee)(—l)l,:cl). (5.17)

By (5.I7), we can use Lemma 5.6 for u = v = (7,¢9)(—1). So we have
VA (7oeo)(—1)*1,2) = (o) (2)°,

where the right-hand side is well defined. From (51I), we obtain

[(Tre0) (@), (Taea)(@)™] = Y (Ta0) (@) [(Tre0) (@), (Toc0)(2)](Toeq) (2)" " = 0.

i=1

Using induction and Lemma [5.6] we see that for m € N, (7,e4)(2)™ is well defined and (5.15))
holds. The proof for M ég(}é 0) is completely the same.

By Theorems and LTI we see that (7,e9)(x)™ for m € N are also well defined on
Ul(gl) ®G(Q[9],g[f],k) M and U/(gl9)) ®@[f]®@([)g] M. |

Let V' be a grading-restricted vertex algebra (or a vertex operator algebra), g and h auto-
morphisms of V and (W, Y}) a lower-bounded (grading-restricted) generalized g-twisted V-
module. Recall the lower-bounded (grading-restricted) hgh™'-twisted V-module (W, ¢, (Y 7))
(see Proposition 3.2 in [Hua3|), where

on(Yi)) : V x W — W{z}[logz]
v@w — op(Yy) (v, x)w

is the linear map defined by ¢, (V;},) (v, z)w = Y%, (h~ v, z)w. The hgh™!-twisted V-module
(W, ¢n(Y3)) is also denoted by ¢, (W).

Let M, as in Subsection EL2, be a vector space with actions of g, L4, S;, Ny, La(0),
Ly(0)s and Ly (0)y such that M = [[,cq,, Mn), where Qs is the set of all eigenvalues
of Ly(0) and My, is the generalized eigenspace of Lj,(0) with eigenvalue h € @Qp. Then
just as in the construction of M Lg] in Subsection for the vertex operator algebra M (¢, 0),
for each h € @), we have a universal lower-bounded generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module
generated by M, (see Theorem 4.7 for its unlversal property). We shall denote them by
M [i’(m for h € Qu. Let M) L(6,0) HheQM 2 0.k . This is the universal lower-bounded
generalized g-twisted L(,0)- module generated by a subspace M annihilated by g,. If M

is in addition a finite-dimensional gj-module such that the action of ¢ is compatible, then
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also as in Subsection £.2] we have a quotient of M [ngz 0, . We shall denote this quotient by

L(£,0)"
From the definitions of M [ngz 0) and M % 0y We have the following universal properties for
them:

Theorem 5.8 Let (W,Y}],) be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module (when

L(¢,0) is viewed as a vertex operator algebra). Let M° a subspace (finite-dimensional g[g]

submodule) ofW invariant under the actions of g, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Lw (0)s and Ly (0)y and

annihilated by g gJr Assume that there is a linear (g[g] module map) f: M — M° commuting
with the actions of g, Sg, Ny, Lw (0)[aro and Ly (0), L (0)s \Mo and Ly (0)s and LW( ) | a0
and Lyr(0)n. Then there exists a unique module map e .Mgg0 — W (f: M Loy — W)

such that f|M = [ (flae = f). If f is surjective and (W, Y{)) is generated by the coefficients
of (Y)W 100y (w 2)1 forw € M°, where (Y9)1 1, o is the twist vertex operator map obtained

from Yy, then f (f) is surjective.

Proof. For h € @y, by the universal property of MY 1(6,0), , (see the construction of M [ngé,()),h
and Theorem .7, ), there is a unique L(¢, 0)-module map f  from MY 1(¢,0),n t0 the submodule
of W generated by f(M°). Let f M%’geo — W be defined by f( ) = fh(w) for w €
M [nge 0) . Then J? is clearly a module map. The uniqueness of f follows from the uniqueness

of f h for h € Q. It is also clear that the second conclusion holds.
In the case that MY is a finite-dimensional @H -submodule of W, the proof is the same as

that of Theorem [£.16] except that we should use M [nge 0) instead of ]\/ﬂg}. |
Let I[nge,o) (FLQ(]&O)) be the submodules of U(gl9) Bl 49 1) M (U(glh) ®jlsl gl M) gener-

ated by the coefficients of (7,eg)(z)w for w € U(gl9) Reaia g ) M (w € U(glh ®;5lo] g glol
PR° M) + 0

M). Then on (U(§%) Do 210 M)/ ][ngg’o)’ (U(§l) ® ol gt M) /ﬂLg(]m) and their quotients,

(To€9)(2)*" = 0. (5.18)

Theorem 5.9 Assume that g is simple and ¢ € Z,. The universal lower-bounded (grading-
restricted) generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module M[ngm (M[g}éo) is equwalent as a lower-

bounded (grading-restricted) §l9-module to (U(§¥) @, Gl gl )/I L(£0) (U (gl ®@[+g]®@([)g]
M)/ﬂLg(]m)). In particular, the lower-bounded generalized g-thsted L(¢,0)-module Még(]z o) 1

in fact grading restricted.

Proof. Note that the automorphism 7, of g induces automorphlsms denoted still by 7,
of the vertex operator algebras M (¢,0) and L(¢,0). Then TU(M ] 0)) is a lower-bounded
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generalized 7, !g7,-twisted L(¢,0)-module. By Proposition [E.T] To(]/\j [ng&o)) is also a lower-

bounded generalized 7, g7,-twisted M (¢, 0)-module. By Proposition [5.2, We have

¢, (}§2w1 ) (es(—1)""1,2) =0,
L(¢,0)

or equivalently,
YZ (T,e9(—1)"11,2) = 0.

L(¢,0)

Since 7, is an automorphism of L(¢,0) induced from the automorphism 7, of g, we have
To(eo(—1) 1)1 = (1,e9)(—1)"11. Hence we have

YL o ((Teee)(=1)'1,2) = 0. (5.19)

L(£,0)

From (5.19) and (5.I7), we see that (5.I8) holds on the gl¥-module ]\/E[ngm). By Proposition

b1, M [ngzo is also a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢,0)-module generated by M.

Then by Corollary 4 5, M Mé (¢0) IS equivalent to a quotient of U GLED) Daalel 419 1) M. Since
b + b}
on M [nge o) (B18) holds, we see that M [nge o) 18 equivalent to a quotient of (U (g ® @l 39 1
b + b}
7lg]
M)/ T

On the other hand, by Theorem B9, (U () ® M)/1 [ngé o) 18 equivalent as a g-

Gl g9 k)
module to the lower-bounded generalized g-twisted M (¢, 0)-module M Eg}. Then by Corollary
I8 W = (U(g") o, (@i 41 M) /19 Lieo) 15 also a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted
M(¢,0)-module. But by deﬁmtlon, (5I8) holds on W. So we have

Or, (Vi) (eo(—=1) 11, 2) = Vi (7ae9(—1)""' 1 2)
= Y ((roe0)(~1)"*11,2)

= (rocq)(2)"!

=0.

By Proposition 5.2, ¢, (W) is a lower-bounded generalized 7, 'g7,-twisted L(¢,0)-module
and thus W is a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module. Also M can be viewed

as a subspace of W invariant under the actions of g, S,, Ny, Lw(0), Lw(0)s and Ly (0)y
and with g[g] acting on M as 0 and we have the identity map from M to itself. Thus by
Theorem [5.8] there exists a unique surjective L(¢,0)-module map from M [nge,o) to W. In
particular, this surjective L(¢,0)-module map is a surjective g-module map. Thus we have a

surjective g-module map from M [ngé o) to W. Since we have proved that M [ggg 0) is a quotient

of W, the existence of such a surjective g-module map means that M [ngz 0) is equivalent to
W = (UG") ®qqu 1) M)/ {10
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The proof for M ég(]z 0) is completely the same except that we use the results in Subsections
A2 and B3 on M instead of M. Since (U(§¥) ® o
kY

we see that M| % 0) is grading restricted. |

e M)/ ﬂLg(]&O) is grading-restricted,

We also have the following immediate consequence whose proof is also omitted:

Corollary 5.10 Let W be a lower-bounded generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module (when L(¢,0)
is viewed as a vertex operator algebra) generated by a subspace (finite-dimensional gr-submodule)

M invariant under g, L,, Sy, Ny, Lw(0), Lw (0)s and Ly (0)n and annihilated by @[frﬂ. Then
W as a lower-bounded gl9-module is equivalent to a quotient of(U(@[g])®G(Q[ng[f]’k) M)/I[ngé’o)

(U (gl Dylol gl M)/ICTLg(]m) and, in particular, W is grading restricted). Conversely, let M
be a vector space (finite-dimensional §r,-module) with (compatible) actions of g, L, S;, Ny,
Lw(0), Lw(0)s and Lw(0)n satisfying the conditions discussed in Section 4. Then a quo-
tient module of (U(§l9") Bt 49 x) M)/I[ngg,o) (U(glh) D3l ol M)/ﬂLg(}g’o)) has a natural
structure of a grading-restricted generalized g-twisted L(¢,0)-module (when L(£,0) is viewed
as a vertex operator algebra,).
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