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THE EXTENDED ALGEBRA OF THE SU (2) WESS-ZUMINO-WITTEN MODELS
PIERRE MATHIEU AND DAVID RIDOUT

ABSTRACT. The Wess-Zumino-Witten model defined on the gr6Ug2) has a unique (non-trivial)
simple current of conformal dimensidei4 for each levek. The extended algebra defined by this
simple current is carefully constructed in terms of gensedl commutation relations, and the corre-
sponding representation theory is investigated. Thisneldd algebra approach is proven to realise
a faithful (“free-field-type”) representation of ti%J) (2) model. Subtleties in the formulation of the
extended theory are illustrated throughout bylkthe 1, 2 and 4 models. For the first two cases, bases
for the modules of the extended theory are given and rigdyqustified.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and Outline. This work initiates a series of articles devoted to the stofdyon-
formal field theories reformulated in terms of an extendegblata, in which the algebra is aug-
mented by a simple current.

The extension studied here is that of the diagonal Wess-ZaxWiitten models defined &l (2)
[1,2]. These models are unitary, rational conformal fielelttes parametrised by a non-negative
integerk called the level. The irreducible (unitarisable) repréagons from which the (chiral)
conformal field theory is constructed are the lekehtegrable highest weight modules Eif(Z)

[3, 4], of which there ar&k+ 1. We denote the corresponding highest weight statqspw, for
A =0,1,....k soA labels the corresponding (2)-weight. Among the corresponding primary
fieldsy, (z), there is a unique (non-trivial) simple currept= Yy (whenk # 0), whose fusion rules
take the form [5]

OX Py = - (1.1)
This simple current therefore acts as a permutation on teducible modules of the chiral theory.
In particular,@ x @ = Yy, the identity.

The construction considered here consists in augmentismgA[(Ii) symmetry algebra of the
theory by including the modes of the simple current. It isually convenient to consider the
corresponding multiplet afero-gradedescendant fields, rather than just the affine primary, whose
corresponding states form an irreducible representatiasi(@). We will therefore enlarge our
algebra to include the modes of each zero-grade (bé’lﬁ(z), n=0,1,...,k Because these fields
each have conformal dimensi&p (see Equatiori_(11.9)), this augmentation will in generadlleo
an extended algebra defined by generalised commutatidioreda Our aim is to precisely define
the structure of this extended algebra.
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We note that such an investigation of this extended symnad@igbra has already been carried
out fork = 1 [6, 7], under the guise of spinon bases. For higher valu&sair description differs
from the spinon formalism presented in [8, 9], in that ouehlg is generated by the simple current
@ = Y rather thanp, whose fusion rules with the different primary fields are encomplicated
than a simple permutation. We present here a formalism wadpglies to the&SU (2) models for alll
k, providing a detailed model for similar treatments of moeagral extended symmetries.

Reformulations of conformal field theories of the type cdeséd here are of particular inter-
est in that they embody a quasi-particle description of {hece of states, that is, the states are
generated by the repeated action of the simple current mddes action is subject to restriction
rules that can be interpreted as a generalised exclusioniple. Such quasi-particle reformula-
tions have a number of immediate implications, the mostalwbeing that they shed new light on
the representation theory of the class of models under derstion. In the particular case of the
Wess-Zumino-Witten models, this translates into a noveltpd view on the representation theory
of affine Lie algebras.

The key point underlying this quasi-particle reformulatis the absence of singular vectors,
meaning that the restriction rules are built into the algebstructure (the operator product ex-
pansions) of the extended theory. Establishing this vemgtpo the present context is our main
result. It follows that whenever the generating functiontfte quasi-particles can be found in a
closed form, it will take the form of a positive-definite mple sum, yielding a so-callef@rmionic
character formula. We will derive such character formufasdveral simple cases. This contrasts
with the usual formulae deduced via the subtraction of darguectors, leading to the non-positive-
definite sums usually referred tolagsoniccharacter formulae. Equating the fermionic and bosonic
characters therefore results in non-trivgederies identities that are of much combinatorial interest

These two motivations are clearly rather mathematical tnnea On a more physical note, we
stress that quasi-particle formulations share the unishgrigpirit of the condensed-matter/particle
formalism of conformal field theory, rather than that of thgedraic formalism focussing largely
on the representation theory of the chiral algebra. Theiepaticle interpretation is therefore
bound to be better adapted to the study of off-critical péadtions of the theory. In that vein,
a precise objective is to formulate the problem of computiogelation functions in a way that
is suited to the faithful (free of singular vectors) destidp we construct here. Moreover, we
expect that it could provide a starting point for the evaluabf off-critical correlation functions.
Along integrable lines, these should be governed by intdgrdifferential equations. In brief, we
expect this formulation to allow us to cross the free-femrbarrier in the description of correlation
functions as solutions of solitonic equations, and hopeport on this elsewhere.

The extended algebra approach that we outline here waseddpy [10,11], which present a de-
scription of theM (3, p) minimal models from the point of view of the extended algedeaerated
by @ 1. Its extension to all minimal models will be reported in [12]
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1.2. Organisation of the Article. The construction of the extended algebra of $f52) Wess-
Zumino-Witten models is presented in Sectidon 2. As menticat®ove, this algebra combines the
usual affine currents with thle+ 1 zero-grade components of the simple current. The firseissu
we address is the question of the mutual locality of these tiyes of currents. Overlooking
this point quickly leads to subtle inconsistencies in theeeded theory. It turns out that these
considerations, and in particular imposing a natural daéfimifor the adjoint of the simple current
modes, force (somewhat surprisingly) the components sfdimple current tanticommutevith
certain of the affine generators. This is shown to be comigatilth the Jacobi identities and forms
the conclusion of Sectidn 2.1.

The extended algebra is essentially defined by the operaidupt expansiong™ (z) (" (w) of
the simple current component fields, as the other generab@sffine currents, will be recovered
(roughly speaking) as bilinears in these fields. The firgi &t&vards computing the different fields
appearing in these expansions is to consider the corresppsthtes. These are computed for
the first few levels, and are expressed directly in terms efrttodes of the affine generators in
Section 2.2. We then consider the constraints imposed cadiwity in Sectioi 2.8. The key
point here is to show that the fields of our operator produpasgions can be constructed from
these states in the usual way (the state-field correspoagienc

More precisely, we have to address the following techngslé. In the analysis of tié (3, p)
models in [10], it was observed that the operator producaegn corresponding to the fusion rule
@ 1 %< @ 1 = | must necessarily involve an operaﬁ)satisfyinggtp&l = (—1)p(p271c§. The question
of the potential necessity of a similar operator in the pnesentext is addressed here, but is an-
swered in the negative. Nevertheless, we find it conven@mttoduce trivialg-type operators,
denoted bySmn into each of our operator product expansions, whose eifijggw&eep track of
various constants that appear in the extended theory. M trature of these operators reflects
the fact that they commute with the modes of the current geoes and those of the simple current
components. With these technicalities settled, the pathadormulation of the generalised com-
mutation relations defining the extended algebra is coralyipaved. These relations are displayed
in Sectiof Z.4.

The representation theory of this extended algebra is dpedlin Sectiohl3. Previously, in order
to write down the generalised commutation relations, weaagpd the simple current components
into modes acting on the vacuum module. To formulate thisegn in full generality, we in-
troduce the monodromy charge (Secfion 3.1). With this todiand, the notion of highest weight
states for the extended algebra is defined (Sectidn 3.2)thenderma modules for the extended
algebra are constructed from the action of the simple curmmdes on such a state. Within each
extended Verma module, we readily identify two affine highesight states. Finally, we evaluate
the eigenvalues (necessary for computation) oB{hg on these Verma modules in Sectlon]3.3.
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We then illustrate the general theory we have developed twithexamplesk = 2 andk = 4,
worked out in detail (Sectioh]4). Wheh= 2, the dimension of the three components of the
simple current i%, which suggests a fermionic interpretation. Linear corabons of these three
components are readily seen to correspond to three indepefrde fermions. It is actually well-
known that the affineA[(Z)2 algebra can be represented in terms of three free fermi@jqgée
also [5, Sec. 15.5.5 and Ex. 15.16]). We, however, show dungeimore precise: Thi& = 2
extended algebra isomorphicto the tensor product of three copies of the extended syrmymetr
algebra of the Ising model (defined by its own simple curresiich is the symmetry algebra of a
free fermion. As the spectra (the highest-weight statetf)efwo theories also match, this suggests
an equivalence of conformal field theories.

Another special case of interestks= 4, for which the extended algebra is shown to be iso-
morphic to the (affine) symmetry algebra of thE (3) Wess-Zumino-Witten model at level 1,
sharpening the corresponde|§¢(:\2)4 ~ 51(3)1 [14] (see also [5, Sec. 17.5.2]). However, the com-
parison of the spectra is more delicate in this case, beca@srust take the non-diagorﬁl(2)4
model in this correspondence. We show that the monodromgelaautomatically accounts for this
subtlety in our formalism.

The central result of this paper is presented in Section Stales that the representations of
the extended algebras we have constructed are faithfulthier evords, the Verma modules have
no singular vectors, hence are irreducible. This resulstaldished in various steps. First, we
demonstrate that not only are there two affine highest-weigltes in each extended Verma mod-
ule, but that there are no more than two. Kot 1 andk = 2, we then show explicitly that there
are no singular vectors in the (extended) Verma modules hodstrating that the primitive sin-
gular vectors of the affine algebra vanish identically. Eheslculations then motivate the general
argument establishing the absence of singular vectorsesemted in Sectidn 5.3. This allows us
to strengthen our conclusions concerning the cése2, 4 and their connection to the theory of
three fermions and th§[(3)1 model respectively. The isomorphisms, previously essablil for
the symmetry algebras, are now extended to isomorphismsediicible modules.

Finally, a basis of states is rigorously derived for the twaest modelsk =1 and 2. The
generating functions for these bases are constructedcakpind shown to agree with known
fermionic expressions for the corresponding characters.défer the derivation of the analogous
basis of states for generato a sequel [15].

1.3. Basics and Notation. TheSU (2) models are unitary, rational conformal field theories para-
metrised by a non-negative intedecalled the level. The chiral algebra of these models may be
described as follows. We first define [16] the (untwistedafiLie aIgebra?I(Z) associated to the
complexifications((2) of su(2). This is the (graded) complex Lie algebra

s1(2) = sl(2) @ C [t,t 7Y @ span. {K} b span. {Lo} (1.2)
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(-» denotes a semidirect sum) whose non-trivial commutatitatioms are
[Lo,J®t™] = —mIet™

(1.3)
and  [Iet™Pet" = [I1IH ot™"+mk (I, I%) dnen oK.
Note thatK is central. Throughout we will follow the standard practid@bbreviating] ®t" asJ.

Here,K(Jl,Jz) denotes the Killing form o&((2), which we normalise so that
K(31,32) = %tr ad(3) ad(3?) . (1.4)

where ad-) is the usual adjoint action aoff (2) on itself. The chiral algebra is obtained from
the universal enveloping algebraﬁf(Z) by droppingLg (it will shortly be recovered through the
Sugawara construction) and restrictiigto have eigenvalu&. Formally, we take the universal
enveloping algebra of the derived subalgebraTI()B) and form the quotient by the ideal generated
by K —kid. We denote this chiral algebraﬂau(gl(Z)k).

We denote the elements of this basis{l/H,F }, so that

[H,E} = 2E, [E,F} =H, and [F,H} = 2F. (1.5)
The normalisation of the Killing form then gives
kK(E,E) =k(E,H) =k(H,F) =k(F,F)=0, «k(E,F)=1, and k(H,H)=2  (1.6)

The corresponding affine modes are therefore denotég, dyt, andF,.
For a given levek, the Virasoro symmetry is realised as a subalgé@hirg of the chiral algebra
through the Sugawara construction (see for example [5, E@0)):

1 1
Ln= m mgz : éHmanm—l— EmFn-m+ FmEn-m: . (1.7)

Through this construction, they of Equation[(1.B) is recovered, and is associated to thesdfia
energy operator. The central charge of our conformal fieddhis then found to be

3k

C= 1 (1.8)

Iwe remark that it is far more commonplace in the physicsditee to denote this chiral algebra fiy(2),. Whilst

the name we ascribe an object is largely arbitrary, thereustnto be said for maintaining consistent notation within

a field. That said however, we prefer to use the more precitioon given above as in the mathematics literature.
The reason why we explicitly indicate the universal envelgmlgebra is that our chief object of study is a certain
extension of this chiral algebra, and this extensiamoita Lie algebra. We want to treat these extended algebras on an
equal footing with more familiar chiral algebras, and so wephasise chiral algebras as associative algebras, not Lie
algebras. The reason for writisfrather tharsu is really a matter of taste —su (2) does not, strictly speaking, contain
the root vectors or coroot that form the most convenientdfasiour study.
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As previously indicated, the highest weight states are tdzehby}tp,\ > forA =0,1,...,k, where
A labels thesl(2)-weight. The conformal dimensions of these states are diyen
A(A+2)
Ak D)
|Wo) is the vacuum of the theory, and will be denoted in what fotidy |0).
We choose a basis of these zero-grade descendant statiedlycareorder to simplify later cal-
culations. First, we normalise the highest weight states

(1.9)

) =[1,”) (1.10)
to have length 1, and then define
W) = [+ 1 (A )] " Rol”), (1.12)
foralln=0,1,...,A — 1. Thesl(2)-weight of}w§”)> is thereforeA — 2n:
Ho|y") = (A —2n) [y"). (1.12)

A simple induction argument now shows that

Folyy”) = [(n+1) (A -] 2™y = Eolyy™™) = [(n+1) (A —m] V2 |i"). (1.13)

It follows from these definitions that the zero-grade dedeah states are all normalised:

™) = [0 D A =] XM RlyY) = ww"). @19

sinceFOT = Eo.

2. THE EXTENDED ALGEBRA

Before starting the analysis of the extended algglmase we first need to clear up a little
technical issue, namely the analysis of the mutual locafithe two families of fields that we wish
to combine into an extended chiral alg

2.1. Preliminaries. Recall [5] that the zero-grade descendant fields may be cieaised through
their affine operator product expansions,

(Jog'™) (w)

IR o™ w) =

o 2.1)

whereJ(z) is an (arbitrary) affine current an(d]ogo(m)) (w) denotes the (zero-grade) descendant
field corresponding tdo\go(m)>. We would therefore expect to obtain commutation relatimfrthe

2Chiral algebras are usually defined in relation with modiraariants and pertain to algebras spanned by fields with
integer dimension. Here we understand chiral algebra imargdised sense, without reference to a modular invariant
and thus without this dimensional restriction.
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form
[‘]f’(pém)] = (Jo(p(m))”rs. (2.2)
However, it is not clear whether this expectation is cotrbetause we have not justified the as-
sumption that] (z) and@™ (w) commute (are mutually bosonic) in operator product exanrssi
Let us suppose therefore that

32 ™ (W) = pyme™ (W) (2), (2.3)
for some constantg; m. The corresponding mode relations are then
[[Jn %ﬁm)ﬂ = Jr(Pagm) - UJ,mfpagm)Jr = (JOQO(m))HS- (2-4)

We set[[(ps(m),Jr]} = _“J_,r% 13, (ps(m)}], and consider the constraints imposed by the corresponding
Jacobi identity:

[32, 132, @™ ] ] + pom[[32, [ @™, 9] + Hoemblo [ @™, [92, 3] =0.  (2.5)

This becomes
<Jg‘]8(p(m))r+s+t N (Jng(p(m))r+s+t - Z % fJanJc <‘]8(p(m))r+s+t’ (2.6)
upon expanding the affine commutator in terms of the streatanstants ofl (2):
9RE] =Y £ 36 o+ 1k (3%, 3°) &0k 2.7)
T

The constraints are therefore that
. aib
Hombp m=Hoem  if £77 20, (2.8)

Up to permutation, the non-vanishing structure constargs s, = 1 and fHE. = fFH. =2
(Equation[[1.5)), so the constraints give

Mim=1 and  pem= g (2.9)

In other words, the Jacobi identity requirez) to be mutually bosonic with eaap(™ (w), but
doesnot determine the analogous behaviouEdfz) andF (z). The most natural solution of these
constraints is to (arbitrarily) chooge m = U m = 1, in agreement with our original expectation.
However, as we will shortly see, this choice must be consistéh another consideration, and the
natural choice in that case leads to a contradiction witlctieéce made above. We will therefore
proceed in full generality so as to completely understargititriguing situation.

A chiral algebra comes equipped with an involutive antdinantiautomorphism defining the
adjoint on representations. In other words, chiral algehra not just (graded) associative algebras,
but (graded)-algebras We therefore need to be able to extend the adjoimAi[ ) to the modes

qq(”) in @ manner consistent with the algebraic structure of theneled theory. The full structure of
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the extended theory will not be derived until Secfiod 2.4,tha part we are currently investigating
places strong constraints on this extended adjoint nolesthe
Consideration of the conformal dimension ait¢R)-weight force

(@™)" = emg’S™, (2.10)

wheregy, is a constant (which we take to be independers) oT he involutive nature of the adjoint
then requires that

EmEkm = 1. (2.11)
The natural choice in this case is therefore to take= 1 for all m. However, this leads to the
promised contradiction witpe m = HF m = 1, Which is detailed in the following computation:

B, @™ = mk+1-m)] Y2 (g™ V)" = [m(k+1—m)] V2K ™
— [Fr, %™ = —[(&™),E]]. (2.12)

This demonstrates that, = 1 doesnot define an antiautomorphism of the extended theory when
HE.m= HFm=1.

By repeating this computation (and others) for genegaand Lig m, Urm, We find that the ex-
tended adjoint thus defined avoids this contradiction gedgiwhen

Em-1 = —HE k—-mEm and Em+1 = —MF k—mEm- (2.13)

Of course, this does not itself imply that we have constidiereantiautomorphism of the extended
algebra (we will not even finish the derivation of this algebntil Sectiori 24), merely that the
above constraints are necessary to obtain an antiautomsorphVe note that these constraints
imply that e = e m andur = Ur m are independent oh:

HEk-m= —Em-1Em® = HELPm = UE ky1-m; (2.14)
by Equation[(2.B). It follows thatm = (—ur)™ &0, hence that
(—pe)* = |eof* >0, (2.15)

by Equation[(Z2.1]1).
SettingUe m = Ur,m = 1 is therefore consistent witdy, = (—1)”‘50 if kis even, but not whek
is odd, and never witls,, = 1. Likewise, the choicémn = 1 is consistent withug m = tpm = —1
for all k, but not withe m = Ur m = 1. In other words, the most convenient choices we can make
to describe the algebra gkmodes are the following:

(1) For allk, define(qos(m))T = gofksfm) so that thep™ (w) are mutually bosonic with respect to

H (z) but mutually fermionic with respect 6 (z) andF (z). The defining relations between

the H, and the(ps(m) are therefore commutation relations whereas those bettheds; or

F and the(ps(m) are anticommutation relations.
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2) Define((ps(m))T = (—1)* ™™™ 5o that thep(™ (w) are mutually bosonic with respect to
all affine fields wherk is even, but mutually fermionic with respectdqz) andF (z) when
kis odd. The defining relations between teand therp§m> are therefore commutation rela-
tions whereas those between teor F and th (M are commutation or anticommutation
relations according to the parity &f

We prefer to work with choicé (1) in which the adjoint and difgrelations are independent kf
However, in specific examples witheven, it is often preferable to work with choiéé (2) because
the formulation involving bosonic operator product expans facilitates comparison with other
theories (as we will do in Sectidn 4 for example).

Whenk is even, the equivalence of these two choices is easy tolisstatith the heIB of an
auxiliary operatotf satisfying

FE =-E%, FH =HTF, Fr=-FF, and F>=id. (2.16)

Distinguishing thep-modes under choicgl(2) by tildes, this equivalence may phaitky described

by
d" =gy s dM_gMg (2.17)

Then (for instance),
B+ @E | F = m(k+ 1-m) 2 gL Vg
= E@d"-@d"E = mk+1-m)Y2gTY. (2.18)

In this way, we transform anticommutation relations intoncoutation relations.
We also need to settle the manner in whithommutes with thex™. Supposing theffr“qém) =
wm@™7F, we have

T [E @A™ + @7 | = mk+ 1 m) 2 rg Y
= o [BEA" - @"E | = a1 mk+1-m) PG, (2.19)

Thereforewn = —wm_1. Considering the corresponding relations for the othenaffnodes yields
no further constraints, hence we are free to chaase- (—1)™. In other wordsJ and W may
be taken to commute whenis even, but anticommute whemis odd.

Finally, we may takefF to be self-adjoint. This follows from

T = (@5 ") = (05 ") = (-)"d" = ()T =T, (220

remembering that is assumed to be even.

SWe could also establish this with *Klein factors”, but notedegantly as in the present development.
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To summarise then, we have an extension of the chiral algétn'AE(Z)k) by the modesos(m) of
the simple current. We choose to extend the adjoint antiaatphically as in choicé {1),

(&™) = g™, (2.21)
which determines the commutativity of the operator prodxgiansions to be
E(2) o™ (W) = —¢™ (W)E(2),
H@e™w) = o™ WH ), (2.22)
and  F(2) o™ (w)=—¢™WF (2.
The corresponding mode relations are therefore
{E, (ps(m)} = [m(k+1- m)]l/chrfs b

[Hr, @™] = (k—2m) g7, (2.23)

and  {F, @™} = [(m+1) (k—m)] gD,

Where{-, } denotes an anticommutator. The equivalence of this exitengith that which would
be obtained through choickl (2) (whkris even) is effected by introducing a self-adjoint operator
F, as in Equatior (2.17), which squares to id, commutes witthand the(ps(m) with meven, and
anticommutes with th&,, F, and the(ps(m) with modd.

To complete the description of this extended chiral algelveahave to determine the algebraic
relations between the modeém) and (ps(”). These relations are derived from the corresponding

operator product expansions whose computation we nowaourn t

2.2. Operator Product Expansions. Let us consider the operator product expansions
o @9 (w) = 3 AT (w) (2w (2.24)

for mn=0,1,...,k, where we have chose™") (w) to have conformal dimensiop Since
@ x @ = Y, the fieldsA™™)) (w) may be expressed in terms of fields descended from the identit
field, and we will compute the form of these expressions bysit@ring the corresponding states:
dz
AL = “m]{‘l’ w) (z—w)¥/Z I ‘0> ‘H</4 P k/4‘0> (2.25)

w—0

To do this, we require some structural knowledge of the vacu[L(Z)-moduIe. We indicate this
structure in Figuréll for the first few grades. The three stategrade 1 will be denoted QE>
\H> and \ F>, as they are the states corresponding to the three affinentdields.

Taking j = 0 in Equation[(2.25), we see th}a%(mv”?o)> must be a state in the vacuush(2)-
module of conformal dimension 0 amtl(2)-weight 2(k—m—n). It is therefore proportional to
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(472>1_> (272)2 — (072)3 _>(—2,2)2_>(—4,2)1

FIGURE 1. The first few grades of a generic vacuﬁmZ)-moduIe (this triangular
pattern continues until we arrive at the affine singular mectt gradé&c+ 1). The
states are written in the for(u, h) whereu denotes thel (2)-weight,h denotes the
conformal dimension, and the subscript denotes the migitiypl

6m+n,k\0>, and the proportionality constant may be evaluated by coimpa

(0] A™™) = (0| g7 ¢"4l0) = (@™ [97) = Bmini (2.26)

and(0|0) = 1. It follows that| A™™0)) = &, |0).
If m+n=k—-1, then\A(mv”;1)> is a state of conformal dimension 1 asid2)-weight 2, hence is
proportional to} E>. Again, we evaluate the constant of proportionality by canmmy

(E|E) = (O|FE_1|0) = (0| — Ho+k|0) =k, (2.27)
where we have used Equati¢n (1.3), and
(E[A™) = (0lFaglfy ,[0™) = (0] [(m+1) (k—m)] g7V o)
= [(m+1) (n+1)] Y 2Sc-m-1n: (2.28)
where we have used Equatiohs (1.13) and (2.23). It folloas th

|AmnL) :%[(er 1) (n+1)]"?|E) if m+n=k—1. (2.29)

Similar calculations give

|AMAL)Y = Zik n—m)[H) if m+n=k, (2.30)
and  |AMND)Y = %[ }1/2}F> if m+n=k+1. (2.31)

Clearly |AM™L) vanishes otherwise.
We can repeat these computations to deterdﬁﬁ'@”z)}. However, we note that the relevant
states in Figurel1l have non-trivial multiplicities, and soaf them will be singular whek = 1. It
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is therefore appropriate to choose bases of the correspgstite spaces accordingly. We will use
the following bases for the spaces of weights 2, 0 a@d

{E2[0).875,]0)}, {L 2[0),H 5[0).8%|0)} and {F 2|0),a7,[0)}. (2.32)

where
Aty =H_1E_1+E_1H 4, A, =H F1+F1H
and A%, =H_ jH ;-E 4F1-FE ;.

It is not hard to check that each of these bases consists ofathubrthogonal states, and that they
have the nice property that the singular vector is a basm@ie(theA'_z\@) whenk = 1, hence
can be easily removed.

We therefore compute theé\,"") as before, omitting the details. The non-zero results are as
follows:

(2.33)

myn—k—2: |AMN2))_ [(M+1) (M+2) (n+1) (n+2)] Y*E_1E_4|0),

2k(k—1)

/ n—m
Lime 1) (nt )Y [ZE + 3D A*Z] 0),

m+n=k-1: |AM"2)—

k
min—k: [amn2y_ [KE2 =My (L™ o ligy (2.34)
' 6 2 4k 12 2k(k—1) '
_ ) 1 1/2 11 n—-m
=kl |A™2) = miY {EF_ﬁmAZ] o),
_ 1 1/2
mn=k+2: AT = oot mm—1)n(n-1) /F_1F4)0).

Whenk = 1, these results are modified by simply dropping the modesw&/koefficients diverge
(as these modes correspond to singular vectors).

This can obviously be extended ta(™"1)) for j > 2, though with significant increase in effort
asj increases. We would like to point out one important (andw}é&tature of this extension: For
arbitrarym andn, the first| AM™1)) which does not identically vanish is that with= |k—m—n|.
This may be seen by noting that the vacuum descendaif{®fFweight 2(k — m—n) and minimal
conformal dimension is obtained by repeatedly acting orvéoeium with eitheE_; or F_;. This
first state is therefore proportional to eitrlin"_rl\0> or F_jl\0> (depending on whether the weight is
positive or negative). This proportionality constant isigedetermined (as above), giving

(mﬁm' [(k ”) (k m)} EX;™"|0) if m+n<k
}A(m,n;|kfmfn\)> _ k! m n

Cm_ )l 1/2
(k=m-m! ;‘ n)! Kan)(ki‘m)] Fmenk|0) if mtn> k.

Note that these constants are invariant uriden) — (n,m) and(m,n) — (k—mk—n).

(2.35)
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It is tempting to conclude from the above results that (faragle)
1
~ 2k(k—1)
However, such conclusions are not yet justified, becauseawe hoa priori guarantee that these
conclusions will preserve the associativity of the oparagt@duct expansions. Associativity is a
fundamental requirement of a consistent conformal fieldtyebut it need not be automatically
satisfied. As mentioned in Sectibn 1.2 (see also [12]), ibimetimes necessary (and often con-
venient) to introduce an operat8rinto the operator product expansion of two fields in order to
ensure the associativity of the operator product algebings Will not be in conflict with the state-
field correspondence if this-operator acts as (a multiple of) the identity on the vacuuoduhe.
We therefore turn to a careful (and rigorous) study of asgty.

12,

AMN2) () mm—-1)n(n-1] 7 :FWFWw): ifm+n=k+2. (2.36)

2.3. Associativity. We begin with the commutativity of the radially-ordered gwot. As noted
above, the first contributing term in the operator produgiagsion [(2.24) corresponds fo=
|k —m—n|. It follows that the most general form of commutativity mas/éxpressed as

(z—w)¥/ 2= k=m0l ) () o™ (W) = pmn™ (W) @™ (2) (w—2)%/2k=m=nl. (2.37)

wherepmn = un—’,% is a phase (compare Equatidn (2.22) for an example exhgiitim-trivial such
phases). We do not cancel the powerg efw andw — z above as the resulting power ofL will
not be integral whek is odd.

Substituting Equation (2.24) into Equatidn (2.37), we dethe relation

. EE o
AT (W) = piyn (~2)6™" 2% .12 o' AN (w) (2.38)
e i!
Putting j = |k—m—n|, only one term i(= 0) contributes on the right-hand-side, and the corre-
sponding relation between states becomes

‘A(m,n;|kfmfn|)> _ Hm,n‘A(n’m;‘kiminD) (2.39)

It now follows from Equation[(2.35) that the two states apjyegin this equation are identical and
non-vanishing, hencgmn = 1 for allmandn. We therefore drop these phases in what follows.

We now consider the consistency of the operator producbadgdn particular, we investigate
its associativity by analysing what happens when we usetiegu@.37) twice to obtain

_ ke lken_pl dX
?gq,(m) (X) q,(n) (z)qo(p) (W) (x—z)k/2 V(X_W)k/Z |k—m—p| (z—w)k/2 |k—n |0|ﬁ

_ ke Clken—pl dX
= f 0P (w) ™ (x) 9" (2) (x— 227 (w—x) /2P (w— g /2TRRL - (2.40)
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wherey € Z is arbitrary. Inserting our operator product expansioB4pand evaluating the contour
integral gives

5 (42,1500

— (=1)Y7 7L P (W) AMMI) (2) (w— )k Ikm=pl=lken=pi+i=y+ll — g (2.41)

AMRI) (2) @P) (w) (z— w)k~Ik-m=PI=lk=n=pl+j=y+1

Note that the common exponentof w andw — z is an integer, so we may factor out this power
of z—w, leaving the second term with a (well-defined) relative sign1)</k-m-PI=lk=n-pl _
(—1)k*m*”. Note also that this equation now has the form of a matrix geoudl.v = 0, where

M is lower-triangular (its entries are the binomial coefintgeappearing above) with ones on the
diagonal, hence invertible. We therefore conclude thai@asvity requires that

A (2) gl (w) = (-1 " glP) (w) AT (). (2.42)

The fieldA(™™) (z) hassl (2)-weight 2(k—m—n), so it must be decomposable into terms con-
taining an even or an odd numbert©{z) andF (z) (and their derivatives), according as to whether
k—m-—nis even or odd (respectively). Comparing Equatlon (2.42h \&Eiquation[(Z2.22) now, we
see that this is exactly the commutativity that we would expleence it is not necessary to intro-
duceS-operators to preserve associativity. Neverthelessrntstout to be convenient to introduce
operatorsSmp into our simple current operator product expansions (weseg why shortly). The
lack of necessity for introducing these operators traaslatto the fact that they must commute
with every mode of the extended symmetry algebra (to be dfegt), hence will act as multiples
of the identity on the Verma modules of the extended algebrbd introduced in Sectidn 3.2).

2.4. Generalised Commutation Relations. Having settled the question of associativity, it is now
convenient taedefinethe operator product expansian (2.24) to have the form

00 . - 8 _
i= -

In other words, we explicitly factor out th&, , from the definition of the fieldA(M™1) (w). The
eigenvalues of th&m, on the vacuum are given by Equatidn (2.35) as

(m+n)! [ /k—n\ /k—m 12 :
(2kk'mlr§)'nf<)fE )n<)l )F/z@ : ::i
k! k—n/\k—m -

Smn|0) = (2.44)
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and the=m n (z, w) which do not vanish to second order are (compare Selcfion 2.2)

m+n=k—2: :EMWEMW): (z—wW)?>+...

men=k—1: E(W)(z—w)+ EaE(w)u'(‘k__”;)N(w)} (Z—w)2+ ...
men=k: 1+ TH (W) (z-w)
+{ngZT() D oM (w +<%—%)AO(W)] (z—w)2+ ... (249
mn=lcLs F W) (zow) | 30F (W) g A )] @w

m+n=k+2: :FWFW): (z—w)?>+...

Whenk = 1, these series are modified by simply ignoring all fields vehosefficients contain the
divergent factofk — 1) 1. We note that Equatiof (Z.85) implies that the leading tefr @non (z, W)
IS

E(v:)_m_lg W) : (z—w)k"™ " or F (Wr;+n_|: (W) 1 (z—w)™ Nk (2.46)

according as to whethen+ n < k or m-+n > k (respectively).
The generalised commutation relations are obtained frasettoperator product expansions by
evaluating

K/4+y—1,, stk/d—1 k/2—y dz dw
7{ f Q™ W)z~ WAL (o w2y E S (2.47)
wherey € Z is arbitrary, in two distinct fashions: Expanding as a d#fece of two contours,
dz dw dz dw dz dw
e e 2.4
bl zman = b omom by 2o 249
|2|>|w| |7 <|w|

and using Equatior (2.B7) (withmn = 1), or expanding directly using Equation (2.43). This
procedure yields the set of generalised commutation oglatfparametrised by, m, n, r ands):

s ((K2HY=L [ pm pm - C -
/;J( ¢ ) [QOr A (=1) " rqu’sntk/z y—Pr- k/2+y+€}

VL r—k/A+y—1\  (mn:j
:Sm’n;)< o )A§+s D (2.49)
Note that the modes\ T2 refer to the fields appearing in Equatién(2.43) (with$hg, explicitly
factored out), not those of Equatidn (2.24).

We observe that ik is even, we may choosg= k/2, obtaining a genuine commutation or
anticommutation relation (according as to the parityyof m—n). For k odd however, every
generalised commutation relation will have infinitely maayms on the left hand side. We also
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observe that foy < 0, the right hand side of the generalised commutation celatclearly vanish.
When positivey is a measure of the depth at which the operator product eiqa(®s43) is probed.
Indeed,y represents the (maximal) number of terms (singular or eeyuif the operator product
expansion which contribute to the generalised commutagtation. As these relations will be
frequently used in what follows, we will find it convenientémploy a shorthand notatio”™ to
indicate that the generalised commutation relation of oydeas been used to obtain an equality.

In any case, these generalised commutation relations dinalgebraic structure of the ex-
tended chiral algebra. To be precise, the extended chgabed is the'-algebrally generated by
the modespr(m), subject to these generalised commutation relations, qugheed with the adjoint
chosen in Sectidn 2.1. T, n with m+-n= k are generated by the= 1 generalised commutation
relations

t—k/2 (k—m) (m)
Smk- m—/z ( ) [‘Pr e‘Pe r +(H</2—r—€—1(pr—k/2+€+1]’ (2.50)

and the othe8n,, are multiples of these (as we shall see in Sedtioh 3.3). Tihreahodes are then
generated by thg = 2 generalised commutation relations, for example

C=K/2+1\ 1 (©0) (k1) , (k-1) 0)
Sok- 1Er+s— ;o( / ) [‘Pr—e‘PsM +(ps+k/2—€—2¢r—k/2+é+2] ) (2.51)

and the affine modes commute or anticommute witkmﬁ'a as in Equation[(2.23). It follows that
U(sl(2),) is a subalgebra dlly, just asll (Vi) is identified as a subalgebrat{s (2),) through
the Sugawara construction (Equation {1.7)).

We conclude by checking that the adjoint defined in SedtidhiRindeed an involutive anti-
automorphism oRlx, completing the check of the self-consistency of the ex¢enchiral theory.
Indeed, we find that the functidﬁgg’”) (y) defining the generalised commutation relations is sent
to R(ks nrk m) (y) by the adjoint (this is easiest to see with the left hand sidéquation [2.4D)).
Hence, the adjoint preserves the set of generalised comiorutalations and therefore is consis-
tently defined orR(,. We remark that this implies th&m, = Sk_nk—m, Which we have already

noted from Equatiori(2.44).

3. REPRESENTATIONTHEORY

3.1. Monodromy Charge. We now turn to a study of the expansion of the fietd& (z) into
modes. As is usual with non-bosonic fields, this expansi@edds upon which state the field acts.
On each zero-grade descendant s.teptﬁ@} we therefore define a setkf-1 u(1)-valued charges
6)(\'“’”) (m=0,1,....k) as follows:e)im’”) is the negative of the leading (smallest) power efw in

M (2) w)(‘”) (w) (whose coefficient is non-zero):

o (3.1)
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From the fusion rules, it might appear that this power is
A
57
by Equation[(1.9), but this need not be the case in generalidenced by the case = k which
we studied in Section 2.2. Indeed, thig€2)-weight is conserved in operator product expansions,
so the leading term in the operator product expansion (Bdyld involve a zero-grade descendant
field of Yy_, (W), whose weight ik —2m+ A — 2n. However, such a field need not exist.

To analyse this question of existence, we consider thetsteiof the irreducibIeA[(Z)-module
of highest weighk — A. This is illustrated schematically in Figuré 2. We see thate will be a
zero-grade descendant field of weight A —2(m+n) if and only if A < m+n < k. In all other
cases, the leading term in the expansion](3.1) will invoh@eacendant field at non-zero grade.
However, as & m+n < k+ A, these cases are easily analysed (in particular, it is ragssary to
consider the affine singular vectors), and we find that

6y =hg+hy —h, = (3.2)

6y —A+m+n fO<mM+n<A,
o™ ={ g, if A <m+n<k, (33)
6 +k—m—n ifk<m+n<k+A,

wheref, = A /2. Note thaﬂ (mm) =k/2— |k—m—n| in agreement with the general operator prod-
uct expansions given in Sectibn .4, especially Equafiofgj2 Of coursee)(\m’”) =6, (mod 1)
for all m andn (this is a direct consequence @fbeing a simple current), so the corresponding
U (1)-valued charges are independentiofandn). We shall refer to this common charge modulo
1 as themonodromy chargeébecause its negative represents the common monodromg bf-ttv
factors ing(™ (2) L[J}(\n) (w). We note that the monodromy charge of a zero-grade descestdémis
always inZ/2.

The importance of assigning a monodromy charge to statésistttells us how to expand the
fields (™ (z) into modes. To be more precise, when expanding

@) |y ) = lim @™ w)[0) (3.4)

in powers ofz, each term must have monodromy, (mod 1), so we are forced into an expansion
of the form

m Z) ‘w)(\n)> — Z (n_(m) Zfrfk/4‘w)(\n)>. (35)
reZJrG;\ 7k/4

In this way, the mode expansion of the simple current fielggedd upon the state on which the
modes act, as claimed.

The importance of the (1)-valued charge@ﬁm’n) is that they provide the additional information
required to determine the largest valueroh the above mode expansion such ttpqéﬁ]) does not
annihilate\ L[J)(\n)>. In other words, these charges determine the first noratiidscendant states of
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(k=Ahyp) —— ===~~~ —(A-kh_,)

s N

(k=A4+2h p+1) —---------------- — (A—k-2h_,+1)

(KA A +A) —— - - - - - - oo s mm— o — o — (—A-kh_,+A)
(KA AFA+FL) —— - - - - - - o s oo —— - - - - - - - — (—A-kh_,+A+1)

FIGURE 2. A schematic diagram of the Ie\AeIrreducibIesAI(2)-module of highest
weightk — A. The states are represented in the fqumh) whereu is thes((2)-
weight andh is the conformal dimension (and we have ignored any mutiigli
label).

\w)(\”)> with respect to the algebféy. It is easily verified that these descendants are of the form

@é@,m 4(/4\ L[.l)(\n)> (first descendants) (3.6)

a result that will prove invaluable to us in what follows. larpicular, the vacuum ha@§“°> =0
for all m (n must be 0), so its firsU,-descendants are the zero-grade stb;bé@} = gofT}4\O> (as
we should expect).

It remains to determine the monodromy charge of descentitess Suppose then tHaﬂ> isa
state of monodromy charg® < Z/2 (this is true for zero-grade descendants, so we may suppose
that it is true as part of an inductive procedure). ThenH',])}w) is defined if and only ifr €
Z+ 06 —k/4, so by Equatiori(2.23),

@™ H|w) = Hed ™ |¢) — (k—2m) ¢ 4] ) 3.7)

must be defined for € Z + 6 — k/4. It follows thatHs\t.U> must also have monodromy charge
6. The same is true fdfs\tm and Fs}t,u>, so we conclude that acting with affine modes does not
change the monodromy charge (modulo 1).

To determine the effect of acting with@mode on the monodromy charge, we apply the gener-
alised commutation relation (2.49) to the sthpe. For this to make sensss- ¢ andr —k/2+y+/¢
must belong t&Z + 8 —k/4. In other wordsy € Z+ 6 +k/4 andse€ Z + 6 —k/4 (hence +se Z
as required on the right hand side of the generalised contimutalation). It now follows from
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the term(pr(m)(ps(”)}w that the monodromy charge " | ) must bed +k/2, hence we conclude
that acting withp-modes changes the monodromy charge (modulo XyByand by induction that
the monodromy charge always takes values i).

We also mention that these results for descendant statdsecderived directly from the defini-
tion in terms of the corresponding operator product exmamsiVe will usually only be interested
in the charge (modulo 1) of descendant states, so we will tmsidemonstration.

3.2. Highest Weight Modules. We define aflx-highest weight state to be an affine highest weight
state\ Lp,\> = ‘L[J}(\O)> such that ap-mode acting upon it cannot increasesité2)-weight or lower its
conformal dimension, just as the affine modes cannot in fireeatase. This requires

d™p® =0  forr>0,o0rr=0andm<k/2. (3.8)

We now define arly-Verma module in the usual way: It is the module generatech fem 2(,-
highest weight state by the action of all element8igfmodulo the algebra relations.

It remains to see whether the condition (3.8) imposes caimésronA. Being an affine highest
weight state, th&(,-highest weight state will obviously have a well-defined foomal dimension
andsl(2)-weight with 0< A < k. In addition, we may also associate to it th¢l)-charges com-
puted in Equation (3]3). Since eah-highest weight state must be of the fonfmgo)}, its first
non-vanishing descendants must be,[byl(3.6), of the fonms Q, 1, . ..,K)

m—A/2 ifm<A,

(m) (0) (m0)
? m Y,”), where 6,7 = (3.9)
6, ’°>—k/4‘ ) A {)\/2 ifm>A.

We observe that fok =Kk, Gﬁm’o) —k/4=m-3k/4, which is positive fom=k. In other words, we

see that the affine highest weight stb,té% has a non-vanishing “descendant” of lower conformal
dimension, hence we conclude tﬂmﬁo)> cannot be aRl,-highest weight state.

This observation is easily generalised. Since {*rﬁé?’o): m=0,1,..., k} = A /2, a sufficient
condition for }L[J}(\O)> to have a descendant of lower conformal dimension (hencéaa@nly-
highest weight state) is that > k/2. If A = k/2, we find that the first non-vanishing descendants
(indexed bym as above) have higher conformal dimensions thﬂ&) for m < k/2, and the
conformal dimension is unchanged for> k/2. It is easy to check that in this latter case, the
s[(2)-weight of the descendants is less than or equal to thbﬂ&%} so there is no contradiction

to W’;E% being arR(-highest weight state.

To summarise, we have shown that an affine highest Weighzt\sqméﬁ)> is an®Ax-highest weight
state if and only ifA < k/2. The remaining affine highest weight states must therefppear as
descendants of the genui®ig-highest weight states. Th&(2)-weights and conformal dimensions



20 P MATHIEU AND D RIDOUT

of the affine highest weight states suggest that the exattaeship is given by

0 A 0
"’UIE—))\> = (P)E/;,km‘w)(\ )>7 (3.10)
which is verified by directly showing that the right hand sislan affine highest weight state:

A 0 A 0 1/2
E g p al W) = (B B a0 = [ (k122000 w”)y =0, (3.11)

smce@“ ~10 =A/2—1<A/2+r,forr > 0 (and similar calculations witH, andF;, butr > 0).

Thus we see that a geneflig- Verma module contains at IeBsto affine highest weight states:
The 2x-highest weight statq,tp)\ > and the%lk-descendanﬁtpH>. It is necessary to consider
separately the exceptional case wheirgeven andt = k/2. Then these two affine highest weight
states W&?D and| LTJlE%> say, with

(k/2)

@) =& | Uy, (3.12)

coincide (hence both would qualify 8k-highest weight states according to the discussion above),
and are related by the self-adjoint moqd\%/ 2 Itis really a matter of convenience as to whether
we should identify these two states or not. We note that thmiléganeous normalisation of all
zero-grade states gives

1= (T = (Ul (@)W = (@) ) =1w),  (313)

SO repeated application qék/ 2) gives at most 2 independent states.

If we choose to identify these two highest weight states, aveo conclude that this exceptional
2l-Verma module has but one affine highest weight state, artd;éf‘/ﬁ) leaves this state invari-
ant. However, we will find it convenient (and not just for régity of exposition) to not identify
these states, and declare tl\'laﬁ% is an2A,-highest weight state, whil$w|£%> is not. With this
understanding, this exceptional module may be treatedikesany other.

We point out that in the preceding discussion, we have onlified that Equation[(3.10) holds
up to a multiplicative constant. This reflects the fact thighbst weight states are only unique
up to constant multipliers. Recall from Section]1.3 that \eeehchosen to normalise all the affine
highest weight states (and their zero-grade descendeslifying the affine highest weight states
as in Equation(3.10) is consistent with this, because we abaprb any factors arising from this
identification into the eigenvalues of thg,,. We now turn to an elaboration of this claim.

3.3. Smn-Eigenvalues. Let us consider the computation of the eigenvalues ofSthg on each
2Ax-Verma module. These eigenvalues can be calculated girigoth the general commutation
relations, but it can be rather tiresome to compute eacheohtin this way (there arg%r (k+ 2)2J
independent eigenvalues on each of ﬁ%ékJr 1)} modules). To illustrate this, and the method of
computation, the simplest case is exhibited in Sec¢tioh 4.1.

4n fact, there are no more, as we shall prove in Propodiiign 5.
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However, recall that the purpose of thg, is to absorb some unpleasant factors in the operator
product expansions, which derive from our insistence orukaneously normalising the zero-
grade states of a given module. This is equivalent to indegetty choosing the inner-product on
each affine module, and we have chosen it so that every affymesi weight state has unit norm.
In the extended theory, affine highest weight states aregair the2(,-Verma modules, so the
algebra could potentially interfere with our ability to eendently choose the inner-products. As
mentioned above, however, tg,, are able to absorb the factor that the algebra dictates ghoul
relate the two inner-products, assuming Equation (3.b@yeby restoring our ability to choose to
normalise every zero-grade state. This factor will cleddpend upon the module, budt uponm
andn.

The upshot of this is that in the formalism we have develofieg gigenvalue of,,, on some
2x-Verma module is the product of its eigenvalue}ﬁ?ﬂ (given by Equation[(2.44)) and a factor
independent om andn. For each module, this latter factor may therefore be coethitom
the eigenvalue of aingle Smpn. A convenient eigenvalue ofy, ) = ‘L[J)(\O)> (A < k/2) for this
computation would be that & _) ), because

A2 |
L= (Yieathr) = (WA 282 galtn) = Z}( / )(%\Sk A ).
J:

(3.14)
TheAO —AAD) aresl (2)-weightless, dimensionless, normally-ordered combamatdf affine modes,
hence their action on an affine highest weight state is bysoalltiplication. Evaluating this action
then allows us to determine the eigenvalugigf, », hence the eigenvalues of all of thig .

We illustrate this with the first few cases. Af=0 (|, ) = |0)), then8y is easily computed
to have eigenvalue 1. The eigenvalues of a gen&al on the vacuum are therefore given by
Equation[(2.44) (as they must be). The first non-trivial dage= 1 which gives

1= <lIJ1} k-1,1 E—kz—kz o} lyn) = k<lIJ1

hence eigenvaluke The eigenvalues of th&y,, on }Lp1> are thereforé times the values given by
Equation[(2.44). Fok = 2 we get

5 4-k  k+2  4—k 1 k-
1:<Lﬂ2‘8k272{ oK Ho+ 6 Lo— K H0+<12 k(k— 1) }‘¢2>

(3.15)

2
= m(#’z\sk—zz}%% (3.16)
where we note that

DJ|wz) = tHH . —EF —REr:[Yp) = (Hf—Ho) [Ur) =2[¢p)  (3.17)
r
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and(dH), = —Ho. The8mp-eigenvalues are therefo(é) times the eigenvalues given in Equa-
tion (2.44).

It appears likely from these computations that this ratith lva (/‘\() in general, but it is difficult to
prove this using the above method. The problem is essgntiedt we have to use the generalised
commutation relation of ordgr= A + 1, thereby needing to compute thg< D for juptoA,

a rather non-trivial task wheh is large. This non-triviality derives from the large numbéterms
contributing to the right-hand-side of the generalised cwtation relation withm+ n = k when
y=A +1lislarge. Such general computations would be far easieg ifrere only required to use a
generalised commutation relation with a single (knowninten the right-hand-side. Remarkably,
this can indeed be arranged.

Proposition 3.1. The eigenvalue dfmn on |y ) is (¥) times its eigenvalue oj).

Proof. By iterating Equation(1.13), we may write

1
1= (W |on) = 55 (W B3 |wy). (3.18)
Sincew)(\}\) is a zero-grade state, we have
ES‘W)(\A)>: Z BBy ‘W)(\A)>, (3.19)
r,.... \ EZ
ri+..4r,=0

where the normal-ordering is nested to the right as usudl.tBis is (up to ar$m, factor) precisely
the right-hand-side of the generalised commutation mafithy =A +1, m+n=k—A and
r +s=0. We choos@& = 0 ands= A /2—k/4 (in accord with the monodromy charge\qf)(\)‘)»:

2 (L—K/2+A (k=A) ) k)
/;( 14 ) [%/4 Aj2—1Ph j2- k/4+€+q1</4 r2-1-¢Ph )2 k/4+1+é}

- Sk_)\70 Z :Erl"'Er)\

(3.20)

ri+.. +r,\ =0

Applying this to}%@), almost all of the terms vanish beca&é@“ =A/2whenm<k—A (by
Equation[(3.B)). We therefore conclude that

1, © _ ) 1 0 A
1:ﬂ<w§>} | ZEZ R A T )T<“’A 8e5 085 0% a2y
bt =0
© A
A|<‘/’k At 04’)\/)2«/4“/’)(\ ), (3.21)

by (the adjoint of) Equation (3.10).
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Consider now the combinatiogg%_km}wy)). Equation [(1.1IB) allows us to “exchange” the
s[(2)-weight between the mode and the state in the following manne

(0) Ay _ L 0 (A-1)
‘PA/z—k/4WA )= mfp;\/z_k/fo\% )
- [ﬂ o el ) WFO%/HMWA ). (3.22)

The Ry at the left of the last term will annihilat@plgg)/\ } So iterating this exchange gives

LR\ 0 e o 0y L (K0 1,0
1:ﬂ A <lﬂk_,\\5k,;‘7o€0,\/2_k/4\llf;\ >:F A <wk—}\‘skf)\,0‘wk—)\>' (3'23)

The eigenvalues dy_, o on }ka_,\> and on the vacuum (see Equatidn (2.44)) are therefore given

> / /
1/2 B 1/2
}\_1! (:) and (k k!A)! (:) (3.24)

respectively, whence the result. [ ]

4. EXAMPLES

4.1. Thesl (2), Extended Algebra. We consider the cade= 2, so there are three affine primaries:
The identity field, a fieldy; (z) of conformal dimensioq%, and a simple currer (z) of conformal
dimension%. Y1 (2) gives rise to two zero-grade descendant fieltis(z) = L[Jio) (z) and L[Jil) (2)

(of respective weights 1 and1), whereas the simple current gives rise to thre&z) = ¢(9 (2),
oY (2) and @@ (2) (of respective weights 2, 0, and?). The operator product expansions of the
latter take the form:

0 (2) 9 (W) = So0: E(W)E (W) : (z—w)+

99 (2) @Y (W) = 8.1 [E (W) + (20E (W) + 22T (W) (z—w) + .. ]

o (2) 9 (W) = 81,0 [E (W) + (30E (W) — 307 (W) (2—w) +...]

0 (29 (W) = 02 | -+ 3H (W) + (3T (W) + 20H (W) + 50° (W) (2—w) + }

o @9 W) =811 |-+ (3T () — 20°(w)) (z—w) +.. @)
0?2 (2) 9 (W) = 820 %v —IH W) + (3T (W) — 20H (W) + £2°(W)) (z—w) +.. }

oY (2) 9 (W) = 812 [F (W) + (30F (W) + 38~ (W)) (z— W) +.. ]

02 (2) Y (W) = 821 [F (W) + (30F (W) — 34~ (W)) (z—w) + ... ]

0 (2) 9@ (W) =822 F (W)F (W) : (z—w) +
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We have explicitly listed botlp(™ (2) @™ (w) and @™ (z) ™ (w) in order to illustrate the com-
mutativity given by Equatiori(Z.37) (witbmn = 1):

o™ (2) 9" (W) = ()™ o™ (W) 9™ (2). (4.2)

We also note that the generalised commutation relations wit 1 are the super-commutation
relations

A"l + ()™ @ 4™ L Smndmin S so. (4.3)
From Equation[(2.44), the eigenvalues of 8ig, on the vacuun(,-module are given (in matrix
form with rows and columns indexed by 0, 1 and 2) by

1/2 1/vV/2 1
8|o)=11/v2 1 1v2|]0). (4.4)
1 1Yv2 12

We determine the eigenvalues @uﬁ to compare with (and illustrate) the discussion of Sec-
tion[3.3. The easiest determination is

U 1
1=(h|dh) = <lﬂ1\¢%§l)¢{gl)\lﬂ1> = §<¢’1\51,1\¢’1>, (4.5)

henC&S]_71‘L[,ll> = 2‘([]1>.
The computation of the other eigenvalues provides a coaneiliustration of the use of gener-
alised commutation relations. First, note that 1 gives

(Wl a5 ol ) = (| @ @ Folwn) = V2(n| @V [wn) = V2, (48)
since(péo) annihilate# L,U1>, by Equation[(3.9). Alternatively,
(wn 6”5 ol ) = (wa|SoaEoFolyn) = (a|Soa|un). (4.7)
and
(wnlob” &V Folwn) = v2(un " & |9n) — (Wl Fors” | w)
= V2(4n[So2|n) ~ V24| " @ [4r) = V2| (Y|S0l ) -1, (48)

from which we geBo1|yn) = v2|(1) andSo 2|1 ) = 2|yn). Finally, the eigenvalue dfpo may
be obtained by comparing

(n|F10 % @O F 1 |yn) = 2(un |V @V |gn) = 2, (4.9)

and

1
<W1}F1(P£01) (Pfo) Fo1|yn) 2 §<Ll/1\50,0|:1 (E§+2E_1E1) Foa|gn) = 2(¢n|Soolgn),  (4.10)
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whenceSoo| Y1) = |¢1), and

1 V2 2
Slyn)y=[v2 2 V2 ||yn). (4.11)
2 V2 1

The eigenvalues of th&y, on }Lp1> are therefore precisely double the corresponding eigaasal
on \O) explicitly confirming the discussion in Sectibn13.3.

We conclude this example by showing h@w decomposes into three copies of the extended
symmetry algebra of the Ising model (3,4). By this, we mean the Ising model extended by its
own simple currentp 1, which effectively describes a free fermion. We define twanfiens by

X' @)= [09@+07 @] ad x @-2[0@-0%@]. @12
Then, the operator product expansions give:
XT(@x" (W) =802 {%ﬁ (8T (W) + £2°(w) + 1 :EE+FF : (W) (z—w) +}
X (@)X (W) = S0z [H W)+ (OH (W) — :EE—FF: (w) (z—w) +.. ] (4.13)
XX (W) =802 | ;= + BT+ 0°W) ~ §:EE+FF: (w) z-w)+.

where we have used the fact ti$al = 15072.

The third fermion field should be® (2), but we note that this fieldommutesvith the other
fermions, by Equatiori (412), instead of anticommuting wittm. The remedy is to introduce an
operatord into the fermion definitions so as to restore anticommuitgtiRecall from Sectiof 2]1
that whenk is even, we may consistently choose a different adjoint énetktended theory which
results in the affine modds andF commuting with thep-modes, rather than anticommuting (this
is referred to as choickl(2) in Section]2.1). The equivalefhtee theory defined by this adjoint and
the adjoint we have used throughout was given by such emEquation [(2.1l7), whose properties
were summarised at the end of Secfion 2.1.

Redefining the first two fermions as" (z) — x™ (20 F andx~ (2) — x~ (2) F has no effect on
their operator product expansions. We now define the thirditen to bex? (z) = ¢ (2) F, so that
the three fermions are all mutually anticommutative. Theaming operator product expansions
then become

xt @ x%(w) = 5072%1 [(E+F) (W) + (30 (E+F) (W) + 3 (AT —A7) (W) (z—w) +...]
x° (2 x°(w) = 802 %V + (2T (W) — 220 (w)) (z—w) + ... (4.14)

X~ @x°(w) = So,z%l [(E—F)(W)+ (30 (E—F)(W)+ 2 (AT +47) (W) (z—w) +...],
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using8y1 = 8g2 anddg 1 = %802. Note that the operator product expansions of distinct iiensh
are regular.

These operator product expansions should be comparedheitbpterator product expansion of
the simple curreHW of the Ising model [5,12]:

XX (W) =8 Z_i+2T( W) +...|. (4.15)

Here, S is a scalar operator taking (when the Virasoro highest westdtes are simultaneously
normalised) eigenvalue 1 on the Ising model vacuum and 2ehighest weight state of conformal
dimension1—16 (so we identify it withSp2 = 81.1), and T (w) denotes the Ising model Virasoro
field. It follows that the2l,-Virasoro field decomposes into three Ising model Virasoetd§,
T@)=T"(2 +T7° (2)+T (z), where

T (2) = %T(z)-l-z%le(z)-l—% 'EE+FF: (2 =45:HH: (9 +3:EE+FF: (2,
(2
(2

One may explicitly check (we used OBEFsS[17] in MATHEMATICA) that these are indeed Vira-
soro fields of central charg? and that the operator product expansions between disiragoro
fields are regul@r

Denoting the extended algebra of the Ising modeRbywe have therefore explicitly demon-
strated the isomorphism

IT(2-48%2) =7 :HH: (9 +%:EF+FE: (2, (4.16)
IT(@2+50°%2) —§:EE+FF: (2= :HH: (2 -3 :EE+FF: (2).

and T

Ao 2 ARAR A (4.18)
We note that this isomorphism preserves the adjoints of hkertes (the fermions constructed
above are self-adjoint), hence that we have constructedandrphism ol y-graded*-algebras
(the grading bysl(2)-weight is lost on the fermions). Moreover, it is not hard #gify that the
2A>-highest weight statq@ and\tp1> decompose under this isomorphism as

0 =B ad |w [HeFeld). @19

respectively, Wher¢ﬁ> denotes &(-highest weight state of conformal dimensibr(the affine
highest weight stathp> does not even correspond to an eigenstate of the \ﬁrasoresﬁé:d:orre-
sponding to the fieldg™ (2)). This isomorphism of algebras suggests that there aresmonding
isomorphisms of modules, hence character identities. Westuty this in Sections|5 arid 6.

®Quantities with bars such as these will always be reservethiise relating to the extended Ising model (fermion)
theory. They do not refer to antiholomorphic sectors.

GActuaIIy, OPBbEFsreports that these operator product expansions all haviertime

T 2T (W) :i% :EHE: (W;:V:VFHF: W Wie{0-}i4]) (4.17)

However, it is easy to check that the two composite fields appeg above are actually null.
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4.2. ThesA[(Z)4 Extended Algebra. Whenk = 4, there are thre&(4-highest weight stateq‘,O},
\L[J1> and\w2>, and the simple current has five component figit® (z), m=0, ..., 4, of conformal
dimension 1. Thémnn, are given by Equation (2.44) as

1/24 1/12 /6/12 1/2 1
1/12 14 e/4 1 1/2
8|0y=|Vv6/12 v6/4 1 6/4 V6/12|]0), (4.20)
1/2 1 V6/4 1/4 1/12
1 1/2 6/12 1/12 1/24

and Sectiorn_3]3 gives the corresponding eigenvaluebl@)n and \t,U2> as 4 and 6 times these,
respectively. The simple current component fields are sopemutative in the sense that

o™ (2) o™ (W) = (=)™ "o (W) 9™ (2), (4.21)
and the non-zero operator product expansions (to secoed) @
oV (2) D (w) = %5272[ EE: (W) +..]
09 (2) 0@ (W) = gsz,z[ EE: (W)+...]
0? (2) Y (W) = TJSSZZ[ FF: (W) +...]
0% (2) ) (W) = %52,2[ FF: (W) +..]
© (2 0@ (W) = 25, | EMW) L1 1t
9 (2) 9% (W) = 2822 |~ +JOE (W) + JAT (W) +
o 297 ) = 522 [ S0+ 3B W)+ 3T (). @.22)
02 (2) o (w) = ?5272 ['1":3 +30F (W) + 507 (W) + ]
0 (@) ) = 522 | 5 o)+ 3OF (W) + 307 (W) .|
1 H
09 (2) ¥ (W) = 822 = e 2(z(lN\2v) +T (W) + 20H (w) + %ZAO (W) +
o 0 () = 50 | — 5+ P )+ LaH w) - 20w+
J _(z—w)2 4(Z—W) 8 24
S -
02 (2) 92 (W) = S5 _m +T (W) - %2A0 (W) +

the rest being obtained by these from Equation (4.21).
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There is a conformal embedding 5&(2)4 into ;[(3)1, meaning that the corresponding coset
modelﬁ(3)1/§[(2)4 has vanishing central charge. This does not directly impdyeiquivalence of
the two conformal field theories. Indeed, the spectrum OfSAﬂ(Iﬁ) 1-Wess-Zumino-Witten theory
indicates that the correEt(2)4-Wess-Zumino-Witten theory is the non-diagonal one [14&véN-
theless, the chiral algebras of the two theories need tegpond in some way. We will detail this
correspondence by proving that the chiral alge@raandu(;[ (3)1) are isomorphic.

Roughly speaking, the thre&(2) generators are augmented by the five components of the simple
current (whose conformal dimension is 1) to fill out the eigl{B) generators:

E F €1 f]_
¢ H, e o — ep hy, hy fo. (4.23)
oY % & f2
We choose thel (3) generators in the following way: For the two simple roots,letd; andh;
be the corresponding coroots, anddgtf; andey, f, be the corresponding root vectors, normalised
by [e, fi] = hi. The Killing fomﬁ therefore satisfies
~ ~ - 2
K(e fj) =K(fi.e) =&, K(hi.hj) = A; (A=< L

-1 .
5 ) , the Cartan matrix), (4.24)

and vanishes for all other combinationsepf fi andh;. We defineeg = [el,ez} and fg = eTe =
[ f2, f1]. Invariance of the Killing form and the Jacobi identity thgime K (eg, fo) = —K (hy, hy) =
1, hence

(e, fg] = f1, [fo,e] =f2, [eg,fo] =€, [fre] =& (4.25)
(invariance), and finally[ee, fe] = hy + hp (Jacobi identity).

The isomorphism betweelty andu(sAI (3)1) may be derived by comparing the operator product

expansions of each the@rylf we suppose thatl = ah; +bhy, and thatp(© is proportional toeg,
then by comparing

H(2) ¢ w =—"—-—""4 . and (ah+bh)(2)ep(w)= (a+b)es (W)

t..., (427
Z—W Z—W

we derive thatn+b = 4. Similarly, comparindgd (z) H (w) with itssA[(:%)1 counterpart gives? —

ab+b? = 4, hencea=b = 2. If we now putg® = ah; + Bh, then considering its operator
product expansions witH and with itself, we conclude thg = —a anda? = 822/6.

We denote the Killing form 0§l (3) by K (-,-) to distinguish it from that of[(2).
8AIternativer, we can directly compare thé&(3); commutation relations with the supercommutation relation

A" @ — (—)™ " V™ 2 g [3T +r8menadiso) (4.26)

whereJ(™" denotesE, %(n— m)H or F according as to whethen+n is 3, 4 or 5 (respectively), and vanishes
otherwise.
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At this point we pause to note that tEé(IB) currents are all mutually bosonic, whereas our
simple current fields are not (Equatidn (4.21)). Again, westremedy this with an operat6r,
and Equation{2.17) advises that we must put

S
2T = |7 (h—hp). (4.28)

The remaining calculations are routine and offer no newlsties. The final result is as follows:

-1
O g _ _ — (0)
QT = —1/822€9 €g=——7—=0"F
1 82’21
E=Vv2(e+ ———E+ (2)
(e1+ &) N mw
S 1 1
Dg _ ,[222 (0 _ _ E_ Dqg
¢ V5 (@-e) ©=57 @q)
H =2(h;+hy) hy = s i<p<2>"f
4 2829
S = L 3’ . (4.29)
@qg_ /222 —ZH—,[—?
PIF = 5 (hy+hp) hy 7 \/28272(1’ F
F=V2(fi+f) f1= Lo 2 o ¥F

S 1
@ \V 2 (fi—f2) 2=575 282290

-1
WF = — /85 of fn = (4)
() 2219 ¢} #52,2([)

We note that the adjoints @f, and§[(3) are also preserved, hence we have another isomorphism
of *-algebras. We mention that if we had tried to continue theseputations without such &h,
we would have quickly reached a contradiction in the algebra

It is not difficult to verify that this isomorphism identifi¢ise Virasoro fields of our two theories.
Of more interest is the fact thét = 2 (h; + hy) limits the allowed(4-highest weight states dtﬁ)>
and\qj2>, as the eigenvalues &f are constrained to be even (this is consistent with the faenu
given forh; andh, if we remember tha$, > has eigenvalue 6 ohp2>). Actually, this is just the
constraint imposed by monodromy charge: Linear combinatguch as those appearing on the
right of (4.29) only make sense at the level of modes whemgaipon states whose charge is
integral, so that the mode subscripts are integers.

Assuming thatpéz) interchanges the highest weight stags) and|{i), the precise correspon-
dence is then

— and Y208 [(1,0)
0) ©0) and N g ‘ (4.30)
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Where\(}\l,)\z)> denotes the?[(B)l-highest weight states whosgeigenvalue is\i. This corre-
spondence between highest weight states can be lifted tor¢ldeicible modules and their charac-
ters. To see this, we now turn to a study of the singular veabthe2(,-Verma modules.

5. SNGULAR VECTORS

5.1. Preliminary Remarks. Recall from Section 3|2 that we have identified two affine bgth
weight states in eactx-Verma module: Th&lg-highest weight state itself, and R&-descendant
given in Equation[(3.10). That there are only two (non-slaguaffine highest weight states is to
be expected as the simple current has order two in the fugign Nevertheless, we can give a
direct proof of this fact using the following lemma, whiclats that the action of any bilinear in
the @-modes within a highest weight module can be replaced by dtwtion of affine modes.

Lemmab5.1. Any state of the forrm(m)(ps(”) } Lp>, where} L,U> is an arbitrary state in a highest weight
module, may be written as a linear combination of affine dedaets oﬂ L[.l>.

Proof. The generalised commutation relations given in Equafiofd)? for difference choices of
y, all express an infinite linear combination of quadraticghi@@-modes, in terms of pure affine
modes (recall that thémn , act as constants within highest weight modules). We thegefeek to
invert this relation. Write the generalised commutatidatiens in the form

ZZO (Z k/2€+ ' 1) [%(Tz(ps(i)ﬁ B (_1)k_m_n+y(ps(i)k/ZfV%QO(T&/ZWM} )= Rﬁg}”) ) [¥),
(5.1)
where Rﬁrg’n) (y) denotes the right-hand-side of Equation (2.49). We detegran integeN >
0 such that(ps(_t)NM annihilates}tp> for all ¢ > 0, and then choosg sufficiently large so that

(pr(T,)\l_k/ZWM also annihilate$w> for all / > 0. The generalised commutation relations now be-

come (withr —r —i ands— s+1i)

N-1 {—k/2 -1 m n m,n i
%( BTN a0 =R ) Geri=0 N1, 62)

This is a set of linear equations for théﬂ)fggoéﬂ%\w, and the corresponding matrix is triangular
with diagonal entries equal to one, hence invertible. It¢f@e follows that eacm(ﬂ)_éfps(i)w\w}
can be expressed as a linear combination OR@{)S i (y) \w} But these are expressed as affine
modes acting oW}, as required. [ ]

We are now in a position to prove the announced result, namely

Proposition 5.2. There are only two non-singular affine highest weight statesach®(-Verma
module (though they may coincide).

Proof. We have already identified two such highest weight staigs) and |y _, ) = (p)(\)))Z—k/4‘ W),
in each’(,-Verma module. We therefore need only show that there aréher
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Consider therefore an arbitrary state of the qu%’?l) fe (p((;“‘) \ Yy > If =0, then we are consid-
ering theXl,-highest weight state. ¥ = 1, then we are considerir(g‘m)}w,\>, and Equation(3]9)
givesr < 6/5”"0) —k/4, wheree/gm’o) iSA/2 orm— A /2 according as to whethen> A or not.
Acting on these states witlhy andF; suffices to show that we have already found the only affine
highest weight state with= 1. It follows that every other state with= 1 must be an affine de-
scendant of this highest weight state, as an affine deschﬂ#atpﬁ must be expressed in terms
of at least twap-modes (as follows from the generalised commutation @ia.

Butif / > 1, LemmadX5.]l allows us to replace the first tggonodes with (a linear combination of)
affine modes. Thugg™™ .. (p((ém")\wﬁ is an affine descendant gf™ - - (p((ém”)}w,\ ). Inductively,
it follows that states witlf > 1 are affine descendants \aﬂ,\> or W’k— A > according as to whether
¢ is even or odd (respectively). Any such descendants whielalso affine highest weight states
are singular, hence the proposition is proved. |

Let Mf\k) denote the&l,-Verma module of highest weight, and Ietﬁtgk) denote the correspond-
ing 5A[(2)k-Verma module. Then, Proposition 5.2 implies that the isidn ofu(sA[(Z)k) into Ay
induces asurjectionof the form

=-(k -(k k
MW oMM, — MW (5.3)

Furthermore, our simultaneous normalisation of all zenadg states (in particular of the affine
highest weight states) implies that this surjection is amistry. It follows that the singular vectors
of the affine modules (affine singular vectors for short) nibstefore be mapped @y-singular
vectors, anall 2 -singular vectors arise in this way.

We can now investigate th.-singular vectors by determining the kernel of our surjat{t.3).
What we will find is that this kernel coincides with the set ffiree singular vectors. In other words,
each affine singular vector is mapped to zero inde/erma module, so th&l,-Verma module is
actually irreducible, and decomposes as the direct sum @frteducible affine modules (this is
the content of Corollary 514). Before demonstrating th&te we verify it in the following section
within the context of the two simplest modeks= 1 and 2.

5.2. Some Examples. The easiest case to analyse is of colirsel. The operator product expan-
sions defining the extended algebra are as follows:

09 (2) 9 (W) = E(w) (z—w)Y? 4 39E (w) (z—w)¥? 1 ...

1
0 (2) oM (w) = m

oV (2) oV (w) = F (w) (z—w) %+ 19F (W) (z—w)¥2 ..

FIHW) W2 [3T (W) + 20H W)] (z—w)¥2+... (5.4)

They = 2 generalised commutation relation is therefore

00 £+ l , |
420 ( ¢ 2) [%(Tzqos(i)g (=9 qDS(E)S/Z—EQ"r(T%/zM = Jr(Tsn), (5.5)
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whereJ(™" stands foiE, 3 (n—m)H, or F, according as whethen+nis 0, 1, or 2, respectively
(note also tham, = id for all mandn).

The singular vectors of the affine modules are generateBol®), Fo|@), E_1|¢@), and
E2,|0). But, if we takem= n= 1 ands = 3/4, we find that

l+5 1 1 1 1
5/0)2 5 (08 [0t + 08l |10 -0 56)

asqq(l) annihilates the vacuum for all> %1_ Similarly, we find thatFo\go (1) > vanishes when we

takem=n= 1 ands= 3/4, because” annihilateq @) whenr > 61(1’ b 1 = 7 (Sectior 3.11).
Puttingm=n= 0 ands= %, we learn thaE_;|¢(?) also vanishes identlcally (We uﬁéoo =12,
so we are left witkEEl}O>. The demonstration of vanishing is less immediate in thé& cand may
be discerned by noting that

E21[0) ZE 19134019 4]0) = -0 E 1]09) =0, (5.7)

since we have already established tBat|¢(?) vanishes.
Whenk = 2, we have three affine modules, hence six primitive singegators to consider. The
y = 1 generalised commutation relation was given in Equalid®) (4ndy = 2 gives

l 2
> [ G V- A I [ L (5.8)

whereJ(™" now stands foE, 1 (n—m)H, or F, according as whethen+nis 1, 2, or 3, respec-
tively (and vanishes im+nis O or 4).

As with thek = 1 case, the singular vectdes|0), Fo| w£1)>, andFo|@?) can be easily checked
to vanish identically when thg = 2 generalised commutation relation is applied with 2 and

1 , 0, or2 respectively. SimilarlyE 1\(p > vanishes identically upon takirgg= - L andn=0.
ThIS then gives
E21/0) 2 V2B, ,|0¥) = 26 199 ,|¢¥) =0, (5.9)

where we anticommute tHe 1 to the right, where they annihilatea(o))

Verifying the vanishing of the last singular vector regsieelittle more delicacy. One straight-
forward demonstration is as follows:

1
Efl\w§°)>—7E 100" [u”) = fzfp EB”) 2 S 0000w @ |ur”)

——40(1)401 1|y >——<01<01\w1 2o, (5.10)

A more elegant demonstration involves using yhe 3 generalised commutation relation,

3+ 9%60,+ 0% 0%, | 2800y (BB, (5.11)
=0 teZ
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and noting thagy, : EE_» ¢ : |) = E2,|@) when|y) is an affine highest weight state:
E2,|¢i?) 2 090 |ui?) 2o, (5.12)

This belies the fact that the vanishing may be demonstraged)generalised commutation rela-
tions withy < 3. Nevertheless, it does suggest a strategy by which thishiaig may be demon-
strated for generd.

5.3. Vanishing in General. Remarkably, it is possible to demonstrate explicitly thihtaéfine
singular vectors vanish identically when the algebra isedéd, hence that these extended algebras
define faithful (or free-field-like) representations of $lg(2) Wess-Zumino-Witten models. This
may sound surprising, but recall from Section 2.2 that weshesed the structure of tiveeducible
affine vacuum module to derive the extended algebra, andad®E.1 we used the structures of
the otherirreduciblemodules to derive the (1)-valued charge@ﬁm’”). A knowledge of the affine
singular vectors was therefore built in to the extensiora sense, so it should not be surprising
to find that they do not appear in the extended theory. Thigestg that the extended algebra
approach we have constructed above should be interpretedatsral “free-field” reformulation

of theSU (2) Wess-Zumino-Witten models.

Theorem 5.3. The affine singular vectors generated by By, ) and E;* 2|y, ), for A =
0,...,k, span the kernels of the surjections of Equation| (5.3).

Proof. It is enough to show that the primitive singular vectors sanin the correspondin@y-
modules. We consider theﬁg\“\% ). As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we note that
Ry Ry W) = Rlw) (5.13)
ty,...ti€Z
ti+..4tj=0
when \L,U> is a highest weight state, and that this is just (a multip)etleé right-hand-side of the
generalised commutation relation wigh= j +1, m+n= j+kandr +s= 0, applied to{ W).
We therefore takg = A +2,m+n=k+A +1, and chooser =s=A/2—k/4+ 1. This gives

A42 1 2 [M—k/24+A+1
F6\+1“/’A> = Sm71n ( /g )

(m) (n) (n) (m) _

' [%/4—}\ j2-1-0B 24140 T Bya-r2-1-0 P 2+1—k/4+€} [4n) =0, (5.14)
becauseQ/gm’O) < A /2 for allm. This proves that this singular vector vanishes in all cagesnm
andn can be chosen to sumkoet+ A 4 1. This covers all cases except= k, for which we offer the
simple argument that

0
R @) = FEtl 9 400 =0, (5.15)
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asFp has already been shown to annihile}a@, so anticommuting thé&p to the right eventually
gives something proportional Ebgofkk)m\O), which obviously vanishes upon one further anticom-
mutation.
The demonstration deE‘l’\“\w,Q is similar if more intricate. The fact that, ) is an affine
highest weight state again leads to
E51A+1‘WA> = Z By By ‘%\>7 (5.16)

ty,.. A 11€Z
ti+.. At p1=—k+A-1

which is (a multiple of) the right-hand-side of the genesatl commutation relation with= k —
A+2andm+n=A —1, applied to\ Yy > The conformal dimension determines sto be—k+
A—1.

WhenA is odd, we choose=1/2—k/4, so the modes acting immediately}cm > aregol(%_k/‘w
and ¢1(72)—k/4+£' Sincem+n=A —1, we have6\™® = m— /2 and6{™® = n— /2, hence

these modes will annihilatgp, ) if mandn are both less thaih + 1) /2. We therefore choose
m=n= (A —1)/2, demonstrating that this singular vector vanishes idalt§i WhenA is even,
we cannot choose= 1/2—k/4 due to the monodromy charge|afy ). Instead, we take= —k/4,
so the modes acting qrqu)\> are (p£”|2/4+£ and ¢£T2</4+4- Complete annihilation will then occur if
n<A/2andm< A/2+1. Takingm= A /2 andn= A /2 — 1 then proves that the singular vector
also vanishes identically in this case.

Finally, we again note thah+n= A — 1 cannot be satisfied when= 0, but we can quickly

verify that
k+1 k k
EYY ‘O> S 10E 1%/4 190 k/4}0> S 10E 1%/4 1}§0> 0, (5.17)
by anticommuting th&_4 to the right where they annlhllatep) ]

Corollary 5.4. The%(k-Verma module is irreducible, and is isomorphic to the direem of two
affine irreducible highest weight modules (irreducible mied are denoted by):

LWezW =l = o, (5.18)

5.4. Consequences when k = 2 or 4. To complete our study of singular vectors, let us consider
what the vanishing of the singular vectors implies for tharaples studied in Sectidn 4. In Sec-
tion[4.1, we showed th&X, was isomorphic to the tensor product of three copies of theneled
algebra®, of the Ising model (that is, three free fermions, x° andy ). The,-vacuum thereby
decomposed into the tensor product of three fermionic vacsiates, and th&>-highest weight
state\ L[11> was identified with the product of three copies of the ferrddnghest weight state of
conformal dimensioql—6. The vanishing of the singular vectors, both in @gvacuum module
and the fermionic vacuum modules, then leads to the comriubiat we have an isomorphism of
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modules (graded by conformal dimension only):

PP =P ~TyeTo® Lo, (5.19)

where £}, denotes the fermionic module whose highest weight statetai®rmal dimensior.
We shall explicitly confirm this fact in Sectidn 6.2, by shogithat the character of t®-vacuum
moduIeLéz) is the cube of the character of the fermionic vacuum modigle

Naively, we might suppose that the characteﬁézf) is also the perfect cube of the character
of 21/16. However, this is not correct (see Section 6.2), thoughrtieiarly so. The obstruction is
subtle: The chiral algebras aresomorphic and there are no singular vectors to consildé.‘rgzi> by
Theoreni5.B and iEMG as is well-known. But, the natural definition of a highestgitimodule
is slightly different for the two algebras, and it is thisfdience which is not preserved by our
isomorphism. Explicitly, L,U1> is an affine highest weight state, so it is annihilatedshywhereas
the fermionic highest weight stalt%> is only a Virasoro highest weight state (by definition), henc
it is not annihilated by any mode of zero-grade. In other wottis slight incompatibility in the
respective definitions leads to

i

V2

using the explicit form of the isomorphism given in Secfiofi.4

It should be clear that this difference is only relevant ferezgrade modes, and that it was not
relevant in our consideration of the vacuum module. Exijiciwe have 8 independent states at
zero-grade irfig/?’le (each}%} may have g acting on it or not), but only 4 such statesﬂfpz):

0= Eolyn) 2 @& ) «— —= X0l &) @ x0/ ) ® | 5) +ilF5) @ xol ) @ xol )| #0.

(5.20)

0 —(0 1), 1 0 —(1 —(0
o) =wi”), @) =" wt”). (i) = LRlw”) and |@7) = LR[E).
(5.21)
The isomorphism between the chiral algebras and the abséisaggular vectors now allow us to
conclude thafi@/ie has exactly twice as many independent states at each caalfgrate assgz).

In other words, the character ﬁf(lz) is preciselyhalf the cube of the character Efl/lG- We will
use this fact in Sectidn 8.2.

The isomorphisn®ls = u(EI(3)1) constructed in Sectidn 4.2 also extends to isomorphisms be-
tween modules. Because this is-ssomorphism, norms are preserved, hence Thebrem 5.3ampli
that any singular vectors in tk;é(B)l-modules correspond to O (this can of course be checked ex-
plicitly). The definitions of highest weight state are catsit in this case (we did after all model
the2(-definition on the affine one). This is obvious for positivgisaded modes, and for the zero-
grade modes we note that

Eolw) = & |w) = &”|w) =0 = (en)o|w) = (e2)o|¥) = (e0)o|¥) =0,  (5.22)
using the explicit correspondence (4.29) (and similariyHg, (qu), (h1)p and(hy)).



36 P MATHIEU AND D RIDOUT

Denoting the irreducibIeAI(S)l-module whosel (3)-highest weight iga, b) by T?Ei?b), we have
therefore proved the following module isomorphisms:

B ol = ot =9,
and thus the corresponding character identities. As not&ectiori 4.2, monodromy charge con-
siderations prevent us from constructing a similar isorhism forL(14).

We remark that these are isomorphismé ggraded modules, or more precisely,Hyf-graded
modules where thelp-grading on the?[(S)l-moduIes is determined bl (4]29). This grading on the
sl (3);-modules is strictly coarser than the usual onel§)-weight, but the usual grading may be
recovered by keeping track of tméz)-eigenvalues on the&{s,-modules. The isomorphismis (5123)
of Lo-graded modules thus imply identities of thgecialiseccharacters (1g-0) only. To obtain an
identity involving the fullsl (3),-characters (distinguishing the conjugate modules), walcvoave

to incorporate thq{gz)-eigenvalues in theél4-grading. We will not pursue this subtlety here.

SN L ) Bl 50
and  (L5V) "=l =2V e VG, (5.23)

6. MODULE BASES AND CHARACTERS

6.1. The 2(; Character. Whenk = 1, we saw in Section 5.2 that the generalised commutation
relation withy = 2 was sufficient to demonstrate that the singular vectorshakVe claim that to
determine the character of the (single) irreducitdlemodule, we only need to consider the- 1
identity:

o (1=2) [gMgm _ (_qyming®  gm 6.1
/; , Ao Pore— (DT Bt 5m+n 10r1s0 (6.1)

(noteSmn = id for all m, n).
Consider then a given quadratic tewﬂ" for which we define thelistancel differenceto

ber —s. Equation[(6.11) then allows us to replace this quadratimtevhenever it appears, by a
linear combination of terms whose distance-1 differencesas—2¢ (for ¢ > 1) ands—r —1—2¢
(for £ > 0), as well as a possible constant term. This replacememitses a strict decrease in the
distance-1 difference when—s > *71 hence we find that the vector space of all such quadratic
terms (and constants) is spanned by those which satisty< - L (and constants).

We can sharpen this conclusion by considering Equdtioi) @ﬂhe critical difference—s= ‘71:

00 Z_ l
;O< / 2) [(Ps(ini/Z—éfps(—t)é ( )ern(ps(_)]_/z g(Ps+g] 6m+n 1551/4 (6.2)

Whenm = n, this is vacuous (both sides vanish identically), butrfog n, saym=0 andn=1
it allows us to expresms(g)l/z(ps(l) as a linear combination Qﬁs(f)l/z(ps(o), other quadratic terms of
strictly lower distance-1 difference, and a constant. Tlous spanning set for the vector space of
quadratic terms may be culled slightly by imposing the cast that ifr —s= 2 , then we require

thatm > n.
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Consider now a state of the form
(Pr(lml) . q){(;'né) ‘0> (6.3)

The monodromy charge of the vacuum is zero, so we must haweZ — %1. As acting with a
¢-mode changes the monodromy chargekyg = 3, ri € Z — £ when —i is even andj € Z + 3
when/ —i is odd. Similarly, thm(l)-charge@ém”’o) of the vacuum also vanishes, hemgeC *Tl.

We have just seen that any quadratic t«ﬂ%)qg(n) withr —s> *71 orr—s= *71 andm < nmay
be expressed via the generalised commutation relationywitil as a linear combination of those
desired terms with —s < *71 orr—s= *71 andm > n (and constants). We can extend this result
to states of the vacuum module considered above, so that thestraints apply (simultaneously)
to every pair of consecutive modes occurring th&é@’ﬂe have therefore the following result.

Proposition 6.1. The irreducible(;-highest weight moduléél) is spanned by states of the form
@ ”(n'(gm/{) 0y  (¢>0me{01} 1 sEZ—3, 1 s 1€Z+3), (6.4)
where < 72, ri —riy1 < S5, and f —ripq = 5 implies m > my 1.

We claim that the spanning set given in Proposition 6.1 isadlt a basis. To prove this directly,
we would have to verify that this set is linearly independentlifficult task. However, this can
be rigorously confirmed by computing the module characteresponding to the spanning set of
Proposition 6.11, and comparing it to the sum of the charaaiethe affine moduleggo) andﬁ(lo)
(as in Corollary 5.4).

To this end then, let us work out the combinatorics corredpato this proposed basis. To each
basis stateg "™ - .- g™ |0), we associate a partiti@m)\ by

Ai=—ri+3-L1-i. (6.5)

It is easy to check that is indeed a partition, and that if we “colour” its parts by thec {0, 1},
then the only condition on the coloured partitions is thak;if= A; 1, thenm, > m 1. That s, if
any parts of the partition coincide, those that are colodratist occur to the left of those that are
coloured O.

Given such a coloured partitioh, we can split it into two “monochromatic” subpartition®
andA ! (whose parts are all coloured 0 or 1 respectively). ConVgrgaren any two partitions, we
can put the parts together to make a composite partitiondegimg the component parts to satisfy
the partition condition. If we colour the parts so as to digtiish from which of the original two
partitions the part derived, then the only ambiguity in ¢ondting the composite partition is in
deciding the order when a part from one of the constituertitjgars coincides with a part from the

%This extension is not entirely trivial, but for brevity weliamit it. We will prove this resultin much greater genetyli
in [15], and note that the analogous result for the minimatiei® will also be presented in [12].
10e intend to follow the standard practice [18] of denotingditians by A, despite our previous usage of this symbol

for weights. For the remainder of this section we shall uder weights, trusting that our use afwill not cause any
confusion.
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other. This ambiguity is resolved by requiring that whenphes coincide, the parts of one colour
(call it 1) are ordered to the left of those of the other colffusay).

We therefore have a bijective correspondence between thared partitions corresponding to
our proposed basis and pairs of ordinary (monochromatititipas. Specifically, we have proved

that
{coloured partltlon} ~ @ { partltlons} o { partitions } (6.6)

of length/ lor b=t of length/g of length/;

As the conformal dimensions of our basis states are relatdgetweightsA | = 5; A; of the associ-
ated partitions by

=[A|+2L(0—4), (6.7)
and thes[(2)-weights are related to the colourings by
w=/~¢-23m=1/lg— {1, (6.8)
2

the character of th&;-vacuum module is

Sy AR ! A A+ F o2~ to—t1 fo— 1
Xo (2= ) gz = q 4
0 > é}mgl

basis

= (lo+01)%/4 42/4
_ ; 9 Aot ;) sz, (6.9)
éo, 1 0 (q) m:O

where(q),, = |‘|’j“:l (1— qj) as usual, and the primed summation indicates that theipardit has
length/;. Here, we have used the well known partition identity [18, £G.5]

A= T S |
2,27 =124~ 2 ), (6.10)

The affine characters are obtained by restrictitmbe even or odd, by Lemmab.1. They then take

the form
q Z ZZ(nfm)
%m:o 2n m

o 2n+1 qn2+n

and ) (@;2) = zg/*
Z)m:o

(6.11)

2ln-m)

2n+1 m
where the subscript denotes the highest weight.

It is shown in [19] that these formulae (ignoring thdependence), agree with the usual bosonic
character formulae, completing our proof that the spanséigjiven in Proposition 6.1 is indeed a
basis as claimed.
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Theorem 6.2. A basis for the (irreducible(;-vacuum module:(()l) is given by the states:

@ @™oy ¢zome{01hacZ-}raa1€Z+d), (612
where § < 7, ri —riz1 < 5, and [ —riy1 = = implies m > my;1. The character of this module
is
( ) 0 q(€0+€1)2/4

G2)= Y T
RINCIRCI

We mention that the character formula we have derived agumgtesthat obtained in [7] from a
proposed “spinon basis”, even though our basis is quiterdifft. Our Theorein 6.2 may therefore
be viewed as an elementary proof of their results kfer1).

(1)

Xo Zoh, (6.13)

6.2. The®l, Characters. The defining operator product expansions wken2 have already been
given in Section 4]1, where it was noted (Equatlon|(4.3))ttmageneralised commutation relations
with y = 1 are supercommutation relations. We claim that consigghese supercommutation
relations is sufficient for computing the characters of?hhemodules. We present a proof of this
claim below which is entirely analogous to that givenkot 1.

As in Sectior 6.1, the distance-1 difference s of a quadratic ter (m) (ps(”) may be strictly
reduced by using the supercommutation relationf s (we swap the modes). The vector space
of quadratic terms is thus spanned by those with distandéetehce at most 0. When=s, we
may swap a quadratic term with < n for one withm > n, and those withm = n are seen to be
equivalent to constants. The analogue of Proposition GHeiefore:

Proposition 6.3. The irreducible(>-highest weight modutéf) (u € {0,1}) is spanned by states
of the form

d™ @™ =0me{0,1,2},1€Z+(u—-1)/2), (6.14)

where 1 < Gﬁm"o) — % ri <friy1,and f=rj 1 impliesm>mj.
Let us therefore associate a partitibrio each basis statg(lml) e (p((ém”) \ L[.l“> by

Ai=—ri+(u+1)/2. (6.15)

Since@ﬁm”o) < U4/2, itis easy to check that is a genuine partition which, when coloured by the

my, satisfies the ordering condition thatif= A1, thenmy > my, 1.

We therefore decompose such a partitiointo its three monochromatic subpartitioh8, A1
andA?, noting that the ordering condition implies that each is a partition into distinct parts.
Conversely, given three partitions into distinct parts,cae uniquely merge them into a coloured
partition satisfying our ordering condition. This bijemi of partitions leads to an expression for
the character of the vacuum module 0):

co 1
X(()Z) (q2) = Z Z_l q|)\°\+\A1|+\/\2|—§(€o+€1+€2)22(€o—€2)‘ (6.16)
Lo, l1,62=0 A0 A1 )2
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The prime on the summation indicates that we are summingmasitionsA™ of length/, into
distinct parts, and we have noted that the conformal dinoensi our state and itsl (2)-weight are
given by

hy+]A|—¢(u+1)/2  and 2<€—Zm):2(€o—€2), (6.17)
|
respectively. The generating function for partitions idistinct parts, [18, EQ. 2.2.6]
Al qJ o0 qe(e+1)/2zg
q (1+z , (6.18)
/Zo ) I_L go C)
then gives
® ((3+(3+13) /2
X2 (a2) = 2 a° 7 At (6.19)
t0.07,-0 (Ao (A)g, (),

Dropping thez-dependence, this is exactly the character of the fermieagcium module cubed,
which we noted in Sectidn 5.4 is the charactelcé%). This proves that our spanning set is indeed
a basis (for the vacuum module), because it gives the carhectcter.
To compute the other charactgr € 1), there is one further constraint, beca@é@"’o) # /2

in general (but equality always holds when= 0). We therefore need to impose the condition
Ar > %— G,Smé’o). This bound is 2 or 1, according as to whetlngris O or not. It follows that
the monochromatic subpartitior? must be further constrained not to have a part equal to 1. Such
subpartitions are in bijective correspondence with pgart# into distinct parts (subtract 1 from each
part of the former), so this additional condition is easitg@mmodated. The final result for the
character is then

o q(45+e§+e§)/2+(eo—el—ez)/2

(2) (5 _ 5B3/16 (Lo—1Lo)
X1~ (42) = z¢? Z02), (6.20)
: oo @@, @),
If we substitutez = g~ into Equation[(6.18), we derive that
© -2 @ : ) 00
— 1+q') = 1+q)) (6.21)
2 @ 1 ﬂ
It now follows that 3
o ((—1)/2
X (1) = [ql/le q(—] , (6.22)
= a),

that is, half the cube of the fermionic module whose highesgit state has conformal dimension
1/16. As this is indeed the correct characterﬁci?) (Section 5.14), we may again conclude that
our spanning set is in fact a basis for this module. We havethee completed the proof of the
following theorem:
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Theorem 6.4. A basis for the (irreducible(;-vacuum module:(()z) is given by the states:

@™ gm 0)  (¢=0,me{0,12},riczZ-1), (6.23)
where < *71 ri <frjy1, and i =rj 1 implies m> m 1. The corresponding character is
00 ((3+2+13) /2
X2 (q2) = R (6.24)

607617 2>=0 (q)go (q)él (q)éz
A basis for the (irreduciblei)[z-moduleL(lz) is given by the states
a™ - @d™y)  ((=0me{0,1,2},1e2) (6.25)

wherep <0, ry=0impliesm > 0, rj <rj;1, and = rj 1 implies m > m; 1. The corresponding

character is
(C3+L3+03) 2+ (to—L1—t2) /2

(@), (A, (@),

Xt (4;2) = 218 2 a 2llo—t2), (6.26)
£o,¢1,£2=0
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