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Abstract

A higher dimensional analogue of the notion of vertex algebra is formulated in
terms of formal variable language with Borcherds’ notion of G-vertex algebra as a
motivation. Some examples are given and certain analogous duality properties are
proved. Furthermore, it is proved that for any vector space W, any set of mutually
local multi-variable vertex operators on W in a certain canonical way generates a
vertex algebra with W as a natural module.

1 Introduction

Vertex (operator) algebras, introduced in mathematics ([B1], [FLM]), are known essen-
tially to be chiral algebras of two dimensional conformal field theories, as formulated in
physics ([BPZ], [MS]). In [B2], higher dimensional analogues of vertex algebras were es-
tablished in terms of what were called relaxed multi-linear categories. (In fact, the setting
of [B2] is extremely general.) It was proved in [Sn] (cf. [B2]) that this notion in a special
case is equivalent to the notion of vertex algebra defined in [B1] and [FLM] in terms of
formal variables. It is hoped that these algebras have the same relation to higher dimen-
sional quantum field theories that vertex algebras have to one dimensional quantum field
theories (or to “chiral halves” of two dimensional conformal field theories).

In vertex algebra theory, even though the notion of ordinary vertex algebra can be
formulated in terms of D-modules ([BD], [HL]) and in terms of relaxed multi-linear cat-
egories ([B2], [Sn]), the formal variable approach plays a unique role. Analogously, a
formal variable formulation of higher dimensional analogues of vertex algebras should be
of importance. The main purpose of this paper is to formulate certain higher dimensional
analogues of vertex algebras in terms of formal variable language in the same way that
the ordinary vertex algebras were defined in [B1] and [FLM].

Vertex algebras are often thought of as a kind of generalized algebras equipped with
infinitely many bilinear operations. Another point of view is that vertex operator alge-
bras are “algebras” of vertex operators just as classical (associative, or Lie) algebras are
algebras of linear operators, where vertex operators on a vector space W are understood
as elements of the space Hom(W, W ((z))). (This particular viewpoint was emphasized in
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[FLM].) Then for a vertex algebra V', each element v is represented by the vertex opera-
tor Y(v,x) on V, where Y (v, x) is an analogue of the left multiplication associated to an
element for a classical non-associative algebra. In the definition of the notion of vertex
algebra, the main axiom is what was called in [FLM] and [FHL] the Jacobi identity:

—y+x

2716 (g) Y (u,2)Y (v, y)w — 2719 < .

) Y(v,9)Y (u, x)w

x—z
= ¢y 1 < ) Y (Y (u, 2)v, y)w. (1.1)
Y
For higher dimensions, we again use the viewpoint that vertex (operator) algebras are
“algebras” of local multi-variable vertex operators. Given a vector space W, we naturally
consider elements of the space

Hom (W, W[z, ... walller 2, ']) (1.2)

as our n-variable vertex operators. For an n-dimensional analogue V' of vertex algebras,
each element v of V' should be represented by an n-variable vertex operator Y (v,x) on
V', where x = (z1,...,2,). As in the ordinary case [DL] (cf. [FHL], [FLM], [G]), vertex
operators Y (u,x) and Y (v,y) are assumed to be mutually local in the sense that

(x = ¥)"Y (u,x)Y (v,y) = (x = )Y (v,y)Y (u, ) (1.3)

for some k € N. (See Section 2 for notations.) Note that in the 1-dimensional case ,
product Y (u,z)Y (v,y) is described by rational functions with only three possible poles
at © = 0,00,y and the Jacobi identity is a version of classical Cauchy residue theorem
([FLM], [FHL]). In the n-dimensional case, from locality product Y (u,x)Y (v,y) can be
described by rational functions with only 3™ possible poles. But, there are still three
explicit relevant quantities (two products and one iterate). What we do next is to employ
formal Laurent series expansions in certain domains. For each variable z;, we have two
disjoint domains |z;| > |y;| > 0 and |y;| > |x;] > 0. This gives us total 2" different
domains for x = (z1,...,2,). Each such domain can be represented by a binary code
a € (Fy)"™ of length n in the obvious way. For m € Z", we then define 2" formal
series Lo xy((x—y)™Y (u,x)Y (v,y)) which roughly speaking are the analytic continuation
of (x —y)™Y (u,x)Y(v,y) in the 2" different domains. Note that the products (x —
)Y (u,x)Y (v,y) and (—y+x)™Y (v,y)Y (u, x) are two special cases. So, each ¢4 xy((x—
y)™Y (u,x)Y (v,y)) can be considered as an implicit product. Now our multi-variable
Jacobi identity reads as

> (=D oy (Z_15 (ﬂ) Y(u,x)Y(v,y))

a€e(Fy)n z

— yls <X ; Z) Y (Y (u,2)0, ), (1.4)




where x,y,z are n-dimensional variables and the delta functions are n-dimensional. In
the 1-dimensional case, Jacobi identity does not require locality, instead, it implies lo-
cality. For higher dimensional cases, to state the Jacobi identity, or for tnxy((x —
y)™Y (u,x)Y (v,y)) to be defined, we need the locality of Y (u,x) and Y(v,y) as a pre-
requisite. Now, the main axioms of our higher dimensional analogue of the notion of
vertex algebra are locality and the above Jacobi identity. Typical examples of such vertex
algebras are tensor products of n ordinary vertex algebras.

Once this higher dimensional analogue of the notion of vertex algebra is defined, all
the results in the ordinary case (see [FLM], [FHL], [DL], [Li2]) are carried over, and what
is more, the same old proofs work fine almost all the time. Especially, it is proved that
locality (or weak commutativity) together with some minor information is strong enough
to recover the Jacobi identity. Thus, one may define the notion of vertex algebra by using
locality instead of the Jacobi identity as the main axiom (see [DL|, [FHL], [FLM], [G],
[Li2], see also [Ka]). This is analogous to a phenomenon in the classical commutative
associative algebra theory. It is known that vertex algebras are analogous to commuta-
tivity associative algebras with identity while locality is analogous to commutativity for
left multiplications associated with elements of classical algebras. As it was explained in
[Li2], commutativity associative algebras with identity are exactly non-associative alge-
bras with identity with all left multiplications being commuting. However, in defining the
notion of module for a commutative associative algebra we use associativity instead of
commutativity. It seems that it is a universal principle that the notion of module should
be defined by using all the axioms that make sense in defining the notion of the algebra.
In view of this, using Jacobi identity to define the notion of vertex algebra is more natural
than using locality.

As a good practice of the viewpoint that vertex (operator) algebras are “algebras”
of vertex operators, in [Li2] we established an analogue of endomorphism algebra. It
was proved that any maximal space of pair-wise mutually local vertex operators on a
vector space W has a canonical vertex algebra structure with W as a natural module. In
terms of vertex algebras of local vertex operators, the notion of module and the notion
of representation are identified just as in classical theories. Furthermore, it follows from
Zorn’s Lemma that for an abstract vector space W, any set of mutually local vertex
operators on W in a certain canonical way generates a vertex algebra (a subspace of
Hom(W, W ((x)))) with W as a natural module. As mentioned in [Li2], this result is an
analogue of the trivial classical fact — any set of commuting linear operators on a vector
space U generates a commutative associative algebra with U as a module. In addition
to its conceptual importance, this result is quite useful to construct examples of vertex
algebras and their modules.

Certain results similar to that of [Li2] were also independently obtained in [LZ] and
the work [LZ] is also in this spirit.



In this paper, we establish the main results of [Li2] for higher dimensional analogues
of vertex algebras. In fact, this paper is modeled on [Li2]. In the 1-dimensional case, the
adjoint vertex operator (vertex operators on the space of vertex operators) was defined in
terms of commutators (or more generally cross brackets) and normal-order products. For
higher dimensions, normal-order product is not defined in general. Note that for mutually
local vertex operators 1, ¢ and for m € Z", even though

(Vm)9)(¥) = Resx((x — y)™ 0 (%) (y) = (=y +x)"d(y)¥ (%))

defines a vertex operator, it is not what we want. (In general, ©imj¢ may not be local
with the old vertex operators 1) and ¢.) Here, we use an analogue of the Jacobi identity
(or just the iterate formula) to define the adjoint vertex operators. Then the main results
of [Li2] for higher dimensions are carried over.

This paper is motivated by [B2] and presumably, the n dimensional analogue formu-
lated in this paper is equivalent to Borcherds’ notion in [B2] of commutative G,-vertex
algebra, where G,, = (H,,, K,,) is what was called therein an elementary vertex group with

H, = C[Di,...,D,]
K, = Cllay,...,z)l[z7" ..., 21 (1.6)

n

(See Remark 2.5 for more information.) Most likely, Snydal’s proof in [Sn| will extend
to higher dimensions with some changes. In view of this, our n dimensional analogues of
vertex algebras are named as GG,,-vertex algebras and the vertex operators we consider are
named as G,-vertex operators..

In [KO]J, a certain notion of vertex algebra (with n = 2) was introduced with an
axiom in terms of operator product expansions. As mentioned in [KO], if we only allow
integral powers of formal variables in the definition of the notion of vertex algebra in
[KOJ, locality follows from the axioms. Then as mentioned before, the Jacobi identity
will follow. Therefore, the notion of vertex algebra defined in [KO] in the special case is
equivalent to the notion of Ga-vertex algebra defined in this paper. On the other hand, we
emphasize that our definition of vertex algebra naturally give rise to the (right) definition
of module and that the main axiom, Jacobi identity, is crucial in constructing vertex
algebras from given vertex operators.

In the ordinary case, among the important and interesting vertex (operator) algebras
are those constructed from certain highest weight representations of affine Lie algebras
(see [FZ]). Then one naturally wants to consider the multi-variable generalizations of
affine Lie algebras — toroidal Lie algebras (cf. [BBS]). For toroidal Lie algebras, one can
form generating functions in n-variables and from [BBS], one can easily check that all
generating series are pair-wise mutually local. However, on the modules W constructed
in [BBS], generating series a(x) for a € g do not give rise to G,-vertex operators on W



because a(x)v in general involves infinitely many negative powers of variables xs, ..., x,.
So, our results here cannot apply to toroidal Lie algebras. We believe that it is possible
to relate this type of modules for toroidal Lie algebras to Borcherds’ G-vertex algebras of
a certain type. This is currently under investigation in [Li3].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we define certain generalized iota-maps
and present some basic properties. In Section 3, we define higher-dimensional analogues
of vertex algebras and present basic duality properties. In Section 4, we present the theory
of vertex algebras of multi-variable vertex operators.

2 Basics of formal calculus and generalized iota-maps

In this section, we first collect basic notations and conventions in formal calculus and we
then define G,,-vertex operators and certain generalized iota-maps. We also present some
basic properties of the generalized iota-maps.

We here mainly follow [FLM] and [FHL] for the treatment of formal calculus. Through-
out this paper, x, xg, T1, T2, ..., Y, Yo, Y1, Y2, - - - » 2, 20, 21, 22, - - . are independent commuting
formal variables. We typically use U for a general vector space in establishing certain def-
initions and notations.

Let n be a positive integer fixed throughout this paper. Set

X=(21,.. s Zn), Y=W1,---,Yn), Z=(21,...,20) (2.1)
For m = (my,...,m,) € Z", we set
x™ =M, (2.2)
For k € Z, set
xF =gh. ok, (2.3)

Then, for m € Z", k € Z, we write x™** for x™x*. In particular, x ™! is defined this

way.
For a vector space U, denote by Ul[zy, 27", ..., 2, 7;;']] the space of all formal integral
power series in zy, ..., x, with coefficients in U. That is,
Ullzy, 27t o a1t = { > fm)x™| f(m) €U forme Z”}. (2.4)
meZn

Denote by Ul[zy,...,z,]] the subspace of all formal nonnegative power series and by

U((x1,...,x,)) the subspace of all formal Laurent (lower truncated) series, i.e.,
U((z1,...,2,)) = Ullzy, ..., z)fer o 2t (2.5)



We shall also use the notations U[[x]] and U((x)) for Ul[x1,...,z,]] and U((xy, ..., z,)),
respectively.
In formal calculus, we shall heavily use the following binomial expansion convention:

- =3 ()0 € Ol ) (26)
for m € Z, where (T) =2m(m—1)---(m—i+1).
For k€ Z, m = (my,...,m,) € Z", we define
(x=y)" = (21— y)" - (20— ya)", (2.7)
x=y)"=(r1—y)™ - (Tn —ya)™.

Then, for m € Z", k € Z, we define (x — y)™"* to be (x — y)™(x — y)*. For m =
(my,...,my) € Z" and 1= (iy,...,1,) € N", we set

(0)-6)-(2)

x+y) =3 <m> XMy (2.10)

1EN™ 1

Then

Recall from [FLM] that for A(x), B(z),C(x) € (End U)[[a1, 27", ..., 20, 2], the

following associativity

AX)(B(x)C(x)) = (A(x)B(x))C(x) (2.11)

holds provided that all the products A(x)B(x)C(x), A(x)B(x) and B(x)C(x) exist. The
assumption of the existence of the products is crucial. As it was illustrated in [FLM], abuse
of this associativity could lead to paradoxes. For convenience, we refer the associativity
assumption for the product A(x)B(x)C(x) to the existence of the three products.

Remark 2.1 We have the following cancelation law. Let

f(x,y), g(x,y) € Ullzi, i 'y gyt |i=1,...,n]]

be such that f(x,y) and g(x,y) involve only finitely many negative powers of z; for i € I,
where [ is a subset of {1,...,n}. Suppose that there exist nonnegative integers k; for
1 € I such that

(L0 0 ) 63 = (LTt = 0 ey (21

el el
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Then f(x,y) = g(x,y). Indeed, under the given assumption on f(x,y) and g(x,y), the
associativity assumption holds for the products

(g—y@- vt (H( - ) fxy

and

<H(—yi + xi)_ki> (H(fcz - yi)ki> 9(x,y).

il il
Then multiplying both sides of (2:13) by [lie;(—v: + x;) 7% and using associativity we
obtain f(x,y) = g(x,y).

The formal residue Res, f(x) of a formal series f(x) = 3,cz f(n)z™ € Ul[z,z7']] is
defined to be the coefficient f(—1) of 27! in f(z). We shall use the following convention:

Resx = Res,, - - - Res,, . (2.13)
The formal delta function is defined to be a formal series:

Sa) =3 2™ € Cllz, 2] (2.14)

mezZ
It is a so-called expansion of zero (see [FLM]):
S(z)=1—-2) = (—z+1)7" (2.15)
in terms of the binomial expansion convention. Basic properties of delta function are:
F(2)3(2) = f(1)3(2)  for f(2) € Clz, 2], (2.16)
9(z1, 22)23716 (%) = (21, 2)250 (%) (2.17)

for g(z1,22) € Cl[z1, 21", 22, 25 ']] such that g(z1, z1) exists (algebraically), e.g., g(21, 22) €
C((21, 22)). Furthermore,

21 — 22

h(’z07 21, 22)’20_16 ( ) = h(zl — 22, %1, ZQ)Z(]_l(S (Zl — 22) (218>

20 20

for h(zo, 21, 22) € U((20, 21, 22)).
The following are the fundamental delta function identities in the formal variable
approach to vertex (operator) algebras:

_ 21— % _ 20 + 2

z015( = 2) :zlla( - 2), (2.19)
N k- AN —22+Z1>_ 1 (21—20>

2y 5( = ) 25 5<7ZO =2y 0 5 . (2.20)



We define the following multi-variable delta functions:

§(x) = (xy) - 0(zn), (2.21)
y'é <§> = 49 <ﬂ> ey, o <@> : (2.22)
y n Yn
276 <—X — y> = <x1 _ yl) 1S <I” — y”) . (2.23)
Z 21 Zn,
Then using (B.19) we have
2716 (X_y) = x5 (Z+y>. (2.24)
z X
Furthermore, using (.1§) we get
20 <¥> f(x,y,2)=2""6 (?) fxy.x-y) (2.25)

for f(x,y,z) € U((x,y,2)).
Now we discuss a multi-dimensional analogue of (R.20)). First, (B.20) immediately gives

11 <ZZ-_15 (u> — 271 <ﬂ)> [y <u> —y 5 (X ; Z) . (2.26)

To express the left-hand side in terms of n-dimensional delta functions, we need to expand
it into 2"-terms.

Let I, = {0,1} be the 2-clement field. Then (F3)™ is an n-dimensional vector space
over Fy. For a € (Fy)", denote by |a| the weight of a, which is the number of nonzero
a;’s in the expression o = (ay,...,a,). Denote by e; the element of (F3)" all of whose
coordinates are 0 except the i¢th coordinate which is 1. For 1 < i < n, we define a
translation o; on (F3)" by

oila) =a+e; forae (Fy)". (2.27)
Then o7 = 1 and
(—=1)loil@l = (1)l (2.28)
Set
E,={a € (F)"||a| € 2Z}. (2.29)
Then
(Fy)" = E,Uo;(E,) (disjoint union) (2.30)



fort=1,...,n.

In the following we shall extend the iota-maps defined in [FLM] and [FHL] and in [Le]
to define linear maps tox,y for a € (F3)". Their common domain will be the following
subalgebra of the field of fractions of the ring C[[x, y]]:

A=Clxylllz oy (@) (i —w) " i=1,... ). (2.31)
For each a € (F3)", we define a linear map
laxy @ A — Cllg, z; Y yyti=1,...,n]
as follows: First, for 1 <i <n, m € Z, we define

oy o ) (@iEw)” if ; =0
stz ={ (0 . 2:2)

(We are using the binomial expansion convention.) Next, we define

taxy(x£Y)™) =[] taxy (@i £4:)™) (2.33)

i=1

for m = (my,...,m,) € Z". Then we define
taxy (XY (x£y)"9(x,y)) = X¥°9(x, y)taxy(x £y)™) (2.34)

forr,s,m € Z", g(x,y) € C[[x,y]]. It is clear that each map ¢, xy is linear over the
Laurent polynomial algebra in z;,y; for i = 1,...,n and that ¢, x, commutes with all the
formal partial differential operators 0,, and 9J,,.

Now, we can write (R.24) as:

y o <X — Z) = > (—D"haxy <z_1<5 (u» , (2.35)

y CMG(FQ)" z

where 1, .y is naturally extended on A[[z1, 27", . .., 24, z;!]]. Furthermore, let r,s,t € Z

and p(x,y,z) € U((x,y,2)). Multiplying both sides of (B.35) by p(x,y,z) and then using
the substitution rule (£:24) and (P:25) we get

X —7Z
y 6 (T) p(y +2,y,2)

= > (=Dl (z—15 (?) p(X,y,x — y)) : (2.36)

a€c(Fa)n



Remark 2.2 Set
H, =C[Dy,...,D,], (2.37)

where D;’s are independent commuting indeterminants or formal variables. Then H,,
being identified with the universal enveloping algebra of the abelian Lie algebra with a
basis {D1,...,D,}, has a cocommutative Hopf algebra structure. The dual of H, is a
commutative associative algebra which can be canonically identified as

HY = C|[x1,...,z,)] (2.38)
Set

K, =Cllzy,..., 2z ]|[z7" .. 21, (2.39)

rrn

which is a natural commutative associative algebra and a natural H-module. Further-
more, K, is an H,-module with D, acting as 0,, for i = 1,...,n. Define GG, to be the pair
(H,, K,) equipped with the above structures. From [B2], the pair G,, is what was called
therein an elementary vertex group. In this paper, we shall at least superficially only use
G, as a symbol.

Definition 2.3 (cf. [B2]) Let W be a vector space. A G,-vertex operator on W is a
formal series

»(x) = Z Y(m)x ™ € (End W)[[z1, 27, ... 20, 2, Y]]

meZzZn

such that ¢ (x)w € W((x)) for w € W.
All G,-vertex operators on W form a subspace, which we denote by VOg¢, (W).

Remark 2.4 In practice, we shall consider a G,-vertex operator on W as an object such
as a map from Z" to End W, which can be uniquely represented by a formal series ¢ (x)
in any formal variable x. In this way, we may use the notations 1, ¥ (x) or ¢(y) for the
vertex operator.

Definition 2.5 G,-vertex operators ¢/ and ¢ are said to be mutually local if there exists
k € N such that

(x —y)"V(x)o(y) = (x — y) U(y)v(x). (2.40)

A set S of G,-vertex operators on W is said to be local if any two vertex operators
(maybe the same) in S are mutually local.

10



Remark 2.6 Note that if (2.40) holds for a certain k, then it also holds for a bigger k.

Remark 2.7 In [KOJ, a notion of quantum field in one variable and two variables were
introduced where arbitrary complex powers are allowed. Note that VO, (W) C QF, (W)
and VOg, (W) C QFy(W), where QF; (W) and QF»(W) are the space of quantum fields
in one variable and two variables defined in [KO].

Let ¥, ¢ € VOg, (W). For w € W, ¥(x)¢(y)w involves only finitely many negative
powers of all y;’s, but it may involve infinitely many negative powers of x;’s. Therefore,
in general, the product 1(x)¢(y) does not represent an element of VOg, (W).

Lemma 2.8 Let ¢ and ¢ be mutually local G,-vertex operators on W. Let k € N be such
that (£.4Q) holds. Then

(x —y)"¥(x)o(y), (x—y)o(y)v(x) € Hom(W, W((x,y))). (2.41)

Proof. Let w € W. Because (x — y)*9(x)¢(y)w involves only finitely many negative
powers of ;s and (x — y)*¥¢(y)1(x)w involves only finitely many negative powers of z;’s,

by (B.40) we have
(x =)0 ()o(y)w = (x = y)*d(y)d(x)w € W((x,y)). (2.42)
This proves (2.41). O

Remark 2.9 Let W = [ cc» W(A) be a C™-graded vector space satisfying that for any
AeC", W(m+ A\) =0 form = (my,...,m,) € Z™ with m; being sufficiently small for
some ¢. Let

Y(x)= > Y(m)x ™"

mezn
be a homogeneous G,-vertex operator of weight h = (hy,...,h,) € C" in the sense that
Y(mWA) CWA+h—m—1) formeZ" \eC" (2.43)

where we consider 1 as the element (1,...,1) of C". Let W’ = [Iyecn W(A)* be the
restricted dual. Then

(W', Y(x)w) € Clzy, z7t, ..., 2, 2, (2.44)

for w’ € W', w € W. Furthermore, let 1) and ¢ be mutually local homogeneous G,,-vertex
operators on W. Then the formal series



absolutely converges in the domain |z1| > |y1| > 0,...,|z,| > |ys] > 0 to a rational
function of the form

hx,y) = p(xy)/ (x"y*(x = y)¥) (2.45)
where g(x,y) € C[x,y] and r,s, k € Z".
Let R(W,x,y) consist of formal series
fex,y) € (End W)llwi, 27 ys g [i=1,...,n]]
for which there exists £ € N such that
(x = ¥)"f(x,y) € Hom(W, W((x,y))), (2.46)

ie., (x —y)f(x,y) € VOu,(W). Clearly, R(W,x,y) is a vector subspace. In view of
Lemma P.§, if ¢ and ¢ are mutually local G,,-vertex operators on W, then

Y(x)o(y), o(y)(x) € R(W,X,y). (2.47)

Remark 2.10 Note that for any g(x,y) € Vg,, (W),

laxy (X —y)™) g(x,y) exists (2.48)

in (End W)[[zi, z; Yyt | i =1,...,n]] for every a = (ay,...,qa,) € (F)", m € Z".
Furthermore, for w € W, (4 xy ((x —y)™) g(x,y)w involves only finitely many negative
powers of z; and y; for ¢, j with a; = 1, a; = 0 because ¢4 xy((x —y)™) has this property.
Definition 2.11 For a € (F3)", we define a linear map

laxy : ROV, x,y) — (End W)[[z;, 2; Ly, y | i=1,...,n]]
by

oy (FO6 Y)W = tasey (x = 3) ™) ((x = y)Ef(x,y)w) (2.49)
for f(x,y) € R(W,x,y), w € W, where k is a nonnegative integer such that (B.4€) holds.

In view of Remark P.I0, the expression on the right-hand side of (2.49) exists. Fur-
thermore, it does not depend on k. Indeed, let k1 > ky be nonnegative integers such that
(R-44) holds for k = ky, ko. Then

taxy (x=¥)™) (x=y)" F(x,y))
= oy (K= ¥)) (x = y) 7 (k= y) f(x,y))
= oy (=) 7") (k= ¥)2f(x,y)).

12



Remark 2.12 Note that in general, 1, xy((x —y) ") f(x,y) may not exist. Thus all the
parenthesis in (2.49) are absolutely necessary. In general, one should carefully use the
associativity to multiply products.

Remark 2.13 Let ¢ and ¢ be mutually local G,,-vertex operators on W. With ¢ (x)¢(y)

and ¢(y)1¥(x) being in R(W,X,y), taxy(¥(X)0(y)) and o x,y(¢(y)1(x)) are defined. Fur-
thermore, from definition and the locality assumption we have

Loy (P(X)O(Y)) = taxy(P(¥)(x)) (2.50)

for every o € (Fy)". Especially, we have
Lxy(P(x)o(y)) = v(x)o(y), (2.51)
txy(P(x)(y)) = o(y)v(x), (2.52)

where 0 = (0,...,0) and 1 = (1,...,1).
From the definition we immediately have:
Lemma 2.14 For f(x,y) € R(W,x,y), there exists k € N such that

(x = ¥) oy (f(x.¥) = (x = ¥)" f(x,¥) (2.53)
for all a € (Fy)™. In particular, we may take k > 0 such that

(x —y)"f(x,y) € Hom(W, W ((x,y))). O
Remark 2.15 It follows from (R.49) and Remark that for w € W, toxy(f(x,y))w

involves only finitely many negative (integral) powers of x; and y; with o; = 1 and a; = 0.
For example, ¢, xy(¥(x)¢(y))w involves only finitely many negative powers of z; and y;

for 7 # 1.

Lemma 2.16 Let f(x,y) € R(W,x,y) be such that (x —y)™ f(x,y) ezists for m € Z".
Then

taxy (X =) f (%)) = taxy (X = ¥))taxy (X —¥)*f(x,¥)) (2.54)

forr,s € Z".

13



Proof. In view of Lemma P.14, there exists k € N such that

(x = ¥) taxy(x —y)") = (x —y)*,
(x =¥ taxy(x—y)*f(x,¥)) = (x —y)"f(x,y),
(x = ) taxy (x —y) T f(x,y) = (x —y) T f(x,y). (2.55)
Then
(x = ¥)taxy (X = ¥)taxy (X — ¥)*f(x,))
= (x—y)"x—-y)"f(xy)
(x—y)*x—y) " f(xy)
= (X = ¥) laxy((x—y) ™ f(x,y)). (2.56)

Now it follows immediately from Remark R.1. O

Remark 2.17 Let W and W’ be given as in Remark .9 Let 1, ¢ be mutually local
homogeneous G,,-vertex operators. Let w' € W', w € W and let h(x,y) be as in Remark
R.9. Then for each a € (F2)", (W', Lo x,y (¥ (x)$(y))w) are the formal Laurent series of the
same rational function h(x,y) in a different domain.

Remark 2.18 We here give more information about ¢, xy(¢(x)¢(y)). Recall that for
we W,

oy (V(R)OY))W = 1oy (x = ¥)7F) (x = ¥) 0 (x)8(y)w) (2.57)
where k is a nonnegative integer such that
(x = y) " (x)(y) € Hom(W, W((x,y))). (2.58)

With (x —y)f(x)p(y)w € W((x,y)), from (257) we see that each coefficient of formal
series Lo xy (1 (x)¢(y))w is a finite sum of the coefficients of ¢(x)¢(y)w. Then the coef-
ficients of 1o xy(¥(x)¢(y)) lie in the closure of the space spanned by the coefficients of
¥ (x)p(y) under a certain natural topology on End W.

Lemma 2.19 Let f(x,y) € R(W,x,y). Then there ezists k € N such that

(@i = ) taxy (f(¥)) = (2 = 1) 1o, @)y (f(X,)) (2.59)

for a € (Fy)", 1 < i < n. In particular, we may take k > 0 such that (x —y)*f(x,y) €
Hom(W, W((x,y)))-
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Proof. Let k > 0 be such that (x — y)*f(x,y) € Hom(W,W((x,y))). By Lemma
R.14, we have

(% = Yoty (F00 1)) = (¢ = Y1700 3) = (% — ¥ tormy (oY), (2:60)
Set
ey = 11 ()™ (2.61)
=1,

It is easy to see that the associativity assumption holds for both the products

Loy (Pi(X,y))(x — Y)kbmx,y(f(xa y))

and
Laxy (Pi(X,¥))(x — Y)kbai(a),x7y(f(x> y))

Multiplying both sides of (2.60) by taxy(pi(x,y)) and then applying associativity we
obtain the desired identity. O
Furthermore, we have:

Corollary 2.20 Let ¥ and ¢ be mutually local G, -vertex operators on W. Then there
exists k € N such that

(x = ¥) taxy (V(X)(y)) = (x = y) P (x)d(y). (2.62)
(i = Yi) taxy (WX)O(Y)) = (@5 = Yi) toy(@) ey (L (X)D(Y)) (2.63)

for a € (Fy)", 1 <i <n. In particular, we may take k > 0 such that ([2-40) holds.
Proof. Let k € N be such that (2.40) holds. Then
(x —¥) (x)¢(y) € Hom(W, W((x,y))).
Now it follows immediately from Lemma and Lemma P.19. O

Lemma 2.21 Let, ¢ and 6 be pair-wise mutually local G, -vertex operators on W. Then
there exists k € N such that

(x = 2)"(y = 2)°0(2)taxy (V(X)S(Y)) = (x = 2)"(y = 2)"taxy (U (x)0(y))0(2) (2.64)

for all v € (Fy)".
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Proof. By Corollary P.20 and the locality assumption, there exists k € N such that
(R-62) and the locality relation (2.47) for (#,v) and (6, ¢) hold. Then

(x = ¥)"(x = 2)"(y — 2)"0(2)taxy (V(X) ()
= (x=y)'(x—2)"(y - 2)"0(z)0(x)(y)
= (x=y)'x—-2)"y - 2)"(x)o(y)0(2)
= (x=y)"(x=2)"y — 2)" taxy (L (x)0(y))0(2). (2.65)

Notice that the associativity assumption holds for both the products

toxy (X = ¥) ) x = 3)" (x = 2)"(y = 2)"0(@) 10 x5 ((x)0(3)))
and

Loy (X = ¥) ) (x = 9)* (x = 2)" (Y = 2) 1oy (0(x)0(y))0(2))
By taking U = (End W)[[z1, 21", .., zn, 2, '] in Remark 2], we easily see that we can
cancel the factor (x — y)* from (B.63) to get the desired identity. O

3 Higher dimensional analogues of vertex algebras

In this section we define a higher dimensional analogue of the notion of vertex algebra
with a Jacobi identity as the main axiom and we prove basic duality properties. We also
give some examples.

Definition 3.1 A G,-vertex algebra is a vector space V equipped with a linear map

Y: V= (End V)|[z,27" ..., 2,2,
v Y(0,%x) = ) vmx ™' (where vy, € End V) (3.1)

meZ"
and equipped with a distinguished vector 1 € V' such that the following conditions hold:
(Al) Foru e V, Y(u,x) € VOg, (V), i.e., Y(u,x)v € V((x)) for u,v € V.
(A2) Y(1,x) =1 and Y (v,x)1 € V|[x]] with limyx 0 Y (v,x)1 =v for v € V.
(A3) For u,v € V, there exists k € N such that

(x = ¥)"Y (u,x)Y (v,y) = (x = )Y (v,y)Y (u, ) (3.2)

(the weak commutativity).
(A4) For u,v € V,

v (X0 Y ay)
=Y (D)l (z—15 (X _ y) Y (u, x)Y (v, y)) (3.3)

aE(Fa)n z

(the Jacobi identity).
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Note that Axioms (A1) and (A3) are necessary for the Jacobi identity (Axiom (A4))

to make sense and that (o, extends naturally on R(V,x,y)[[21,21 ", - -, Zn, 25 1]

Definition 3.2 Let V' be a GG,,-vertex algebra. For 1 <1i < n, we define D; € End V by
D;(v) = Resyr; 'x 'Y (v,x)1  forv e V. (3.4)

Then from (A2) we have

V(0,9)1 = 0+ 1Dy (0) & -+ 5 Do (o) nwd(£MﬂﬂﬂD- (35)

i=1

Set

Proposition 3.3 Let V' be a vertex algebra and let D; be defined as above. Then
D5, Y (1, %)] = Y(Dy(u), ) = 0, Y (11, %) (3.7)
forueV.
Proof. Using the Jacobi identity with v = 1, (A2) and (2.32) we get

= Res,Res,z; 'z 'Y (Y (u,2)1,y)

= ResyRes,z;'z70 > (=) (2_15 (X ; y) Y(u,x))

aE(Fa)n
= Res,Res,z; 'z} ( > (=D ey <Z_15 <u>)> Y (u, x)
z
a€c(Fa)n

= Res,Res,z; 'z 'y™10 <X — Z) Y (u,x)

y
= Res,Res,z; 'z 'x71§ (y a Z) Y (u, x)

X
= Res,z; 'z 'Y (u,y +2)

Reszzi_lz_le(Z1ayl +"'+Z7L8yn)Y(u’ y)

9,V (w,y). (3.5)

This proves the second equality of (B.7).
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Applying the Jacobi identity to 1 and then taking Res, and using (B.H) we get
Di(Y (u, z)v)
= Res,y; 'y 'Y (Y (u,z)v,y)1
= ResyResyy; 'y ' Y (=D)axy <z_15 (X — y>) taxy (Y (u,x)Y (v,y)1)

a€e(Fa)n Z
= ResyResyy; 'yt Y (=D)axy (z‘lé (X ; y)) taxy (Y (v,y)Y (u,x)1)
QE(FQ)”

= RescRes,y; 'y 'z 16 <X;—y> Y(u,x)Y(v,y)1

= Resyy; 'y 'Y(u,z+y)Y(0,y)1
Resyy; 'y leW 0t tm0=)y (u, 2)Y (v,y)1
= Y(u,2z)D;(v) + 90,,Y (u,z)v, (3.9)

noting that because for m € Z, 1 xy(x —y)™ involves only nonnegative powers of z; for
1 with a; = 1,
Laxy (X = ¥)™taxy(Y (v, y)Y (u,x)1)

involves only nonnegative powers of x; for ¢ with o; = 1,

Resxtaxy (x—y)"Y (u,x)Y (v,y)1)

= Resxtaxy((x = ¥)")taxy (Y (u,x)Y (v,y)1)

- ReSxLa,x,y((X - y)m)ba,x,y(y(v> Y)Y(u> X)l)

S (3.10)
forallme Z, a # (0,...,0). Then

DY (u,z)v — Y (u,z)D;(v) = 0,,Y (u, z)v. (3.11)

This proves the outside equality of (B7). Now the proof is complete. O
From (B.7) and the Taylor Theorem we have the following conjugation formula:

¥PY (u,x)e™P =Y (u,x+y) foruecV. (3.12)
We also have the following skew-symmetry:

Proposition 3.4 In the setting of Proposition [3.3 we have

Y (u,x)v = ePY (v, —x)u  foru,v € V. (3.13)

18



Proof. Define a translation o of (Fy)™ by
ola)=a+(1,...,1) forae (F)". (3.14)
Then (—1)l@I = (—1)"(—=1)lel and
layx = lo(a)xy for a € (Fy)". (3.15)

It follows that the right-hand side of the Jacobi identity stays the same if we replace
(x,y,2z) by (y,x,—2). Just like in the ordinary case [FHL], using this, the Jacobi identity
and the creation property we obtain the skew-symmetry (B.13). O

Similar to the ordinary case, we have the following weak associativity:

Proposition 3.5 Let V' be a vertex algebra. For u,w € V', there exists | > 0 such that
(z+y)Y(w,z+y)Y(v,y)w=(z2+y)Y(V(u,2)v,y)w (3.16)

for all v € V. In particular, we may take | > 0 such that x'Y (u,x)w € V[[x]]. On the
other hand, in Definition 3.1 let us only assume (A1)-(A3), in addition we assume the
weak associativity property. Then the Jacobi identity holds, so that V is a vertex algebra.

Proof. Assume the Jacobi identity. For any [ € N, applying Resxx' to both sides of
the Jacobi identity and using delta function substitution property we get

(y +2)'Y (Y (u,2)v,y)
= Y (-1 Resytaxy (z—15 (ﬂ) le(u,X)Y(U,y)w> . @317

ac(Fy)" Z
Let [ € N be such that x'V (u,x)w € V[[x]]. Recall (B:50):
taey (Y (4, X)Y (0,¥)) = taxy (Y (v, y)Y (u,X)).
Because for m € Z, 1o xy(x—y)™ involves only nonnegative powers of z; for i with o; = 1,
Ly (X = ¥)™ oy (XY (v, ¥)Y (u, x)w)
involves only nonnegative powers of x; for ¢ with a; = 1. Then

Resxtax,y ((X — y)"x'Y (u, x)Y (v, y)w)
= Resxtaxy((x = ¥)")taxy

= Resxloxy((X—¥)")taxy
., (3.18)
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forallm e Z, a # (0,...,0). Therefore

= Res,x'§ Ziy (z +y)Y (u,x)Y (v, y)w
= (z+y)Y(uz+y)Y(v,y)w (3.19)
Now assume (B.14). Set
p(x,y) = x'(x = y)*Y (u,x)Y (v, y)w € W((x,y)) (3.20)
and
h(x,y,z) =x 'z %p(x,y) € W((x,y,2)). (3.21)
Then
Y(u,x)Y (v,y)w = h(x,y,x —y), (3.22)
Y(Y(u,2)v,y)w = h(y +2,y, 2). (3.23)

Then the Jacobi identity immediately follows from (R.3G). O
Taking Res, of the Jacobi identity we get

X —Z

Yo (D) y (Y (1, x)Y (v,y)) = Res,y 10 (

QE(FQ)”

) Y(Y(u,z),y).  (3.24)

This is a generalization of Borcherds’” commutator formula. By taking Resy, we also have
the following iterate formula:

Y(Y(w2),y)= 3 (—1)laResta,x,y( 15 (X y) Y(u,x)Y(v,y)). (3.25)

CVG(FQ)" z

Note that the above iterate formula gives rise to an associator formula:

Y(Y(u,z)v,y) = Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)
( )'aRestaxy( 1§ (X y) Y(u,x)Y(v,y)) . (3.26)

z

F2)7L

But (B.24) does not give a genuine commutator formula. Nevertheless, similar to the
ordinary vertex algebra case, we have:

Proposition 3.6 Let u,v € V. Then [Y(u,x),Y (v,y)] = 0 if and only if Y (u,x)v €
VI[x]]-
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Proof. Suppose that [Y (u,x), Y (v,y)] = 0. Then with Y (u,x)1 € V[[x]], we have
Y (u,x)v = Resyy 'Y (u,x)Y (v,¥)1 = Resyy 'Y (0, y)Y (u,x)1 € V[[x]].

Conversely, assume Y (u,x)v € V[[x]]. In view of Proposition B.5, for any w € V', we
have

Y(u,z+y)Y(w,y)v =Y (Y(u,z)w,y)v. (3.27)

Applying e7¥P from left to (B:27) and then using the conjugation formula (B:13) and the
skew-symmetry (B-13) (twice) we obtain

Y(u,2)Y(v,—y)w =Y (v,—-y)Y (u,z)w. (3.28)

This proves that [Y (u,x),Y (v,y)] = 0. Now the proof is complete. O
Similar to the ordinary case ([FHL], [DL], [Li2], cf. [Ka]) (in fact, using exactly the
same argument of [Li2]) we have:

Theorem 3.7 Let (V,Y,1,D) be a quadruple consisting of a vector space V', a vector 1
in'V, a linear map Y from V to (End V)[[x1, 27", . .., 20, 2] and a vector

D= (D,...,D,) € (End V)"

such that D;(1) =0 for i =1,...,n and such that the following conditions hold:
(E1) Y(u,x)v € V((x)) for u,v e V.
(E2) Y (1,x) =1 and Y (v,x)1 € V[[x]] with limyoY (v,x)1 =v forve V.
(E3) [D;, Y (u,x)] = 0, Y (u,x).
(E4) For u,v € V, there exists k € N such that

(x = ¥)"Y (u,x)Y (v,y) = (x = )Y (v,y)Y (u, X).
Then (V,Y,1) is a vertex algebra and D;(v) = Resyr; 'x 1Y (v,x)1 forv € V.
Proof. First, from (E3) and the Taylor Theorem we immediately have (cf. (B.13))
YPY (v, x)e P =Y (v,x+y) forveV. (3.29)
Applying (B:29) to 1, using the fact that D;(1) =0 fori =1,...,n, we get
PY (v,x)1 =Y (v, x +y)1. (3.30)

Since Y(v,x+y)1 € V[[(x +y)]], we may set y = —x. Then using the creation property
we get e XPY (v, x)1 = v. That is,

Y (v,x)1 = e*Pu. (3.31)
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Second, we have the skew-symmetry as follows: Let £ € N be such that the weak commu-
tativity holds and such that x*Y (v,x)u € V[[x]]. Then

(x=¥)Y(@x)Y(v,y)1 = (x=y)Y(v,y)¥(u,x)1
(x = y)*Y (v, y)ePu
= (x—y)ePY(v,y — x)u. (3.32)

Since (x — y)*Y (v, y — x)u involves only nonnegative powers of (x —y), we may set y to

>

zero. Setting y = 0 and using creation property we get
XY (u, x)v = x"ePY (v, —x)u, (3.33)
which immediately gives (cf. (B-13))
Y (u,x)v = PY (v, —x)u  for u,v € V. (3.34)

Third, let [ € N be such that the weak commutativity holds for (u,w). Then using the
skew-symmetry and conjugation formula we obtain the weak associativity as

(z+ )Y (u,z+y)e YPY (w, —y)v
(z+y)'e?PY (u,2)Y (w, —y)v
= (z+y)'e¥PY(w,~y)Y (u,z)v
(z+y)Y (Y (u,2)v,y)w. (3.35)
Now it follows from the second part of Proposition B.5 that (V,Y,1) is a vertex algebra.

The last assertion follows from (E3) and the assumption that D;(1) =0 fori=1,...,n
O

(z+y)Y(w,z+y)Y(v,y)w =

Z+Yy

Remark 3.8 Asproved in [DL], [FHL] and [Li2] for the ordinary case, in view of Theorem
B, one may define the notion of vertex algebra by using Conditions (E1)-(E4) as the
axioms (see for example [Ka] in the ordinary case).

Remark 3.9 In fact, in Theorem B.7, (E1) follows from (E2) and (E4), so that (E1) is
redundant. Indeed, for u,v € V', let k£ € N be such that the weak commutativity relation
holds for (u,v). Then

(x —y)*Y (u,x)Y (v,y)1 = (x — y)"Y (v, y)Y (u,x)1. (3.36)

Since the expression on the left-hand side involves only nonnegative powers of y;’s and
the expression on the right-hand side involves only nonnegative powers of z;’s, we have

(x —y)*Y (u,x)Y (v,y)1 € V[[x,y]]. (3.37)

22



Setting y = 0, then using creation property, we get

x"Y (u, x)v € V[[x]]. (3.38)
That is, Y (u,x)v € V((x)).
Proposition 3.10 In the definition of the notion G, -vertex algebra, let us only assume

(A1)-(A2) and in addition we assume that the skew-symmetry (B-13) and weak associa-
tivity hold. Then weak commutativity and the Jacobi identity hold.

Proof. Let u,v,w € W and let [ € N be such that
(z+y)Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w=(z+y)Y(Y(u,z),yw. (3.39)
Applying e ¥P from left and then using skew-symmetry (B.I3) we get
(z+y)e¥PY(u,z +y)e?PY (w, —y)v
= (z+y)Y(w,—y)Y (u,z)v. (3.40)
In particular, for w = 1, we obtain
(z +y)'e?PY(u,z+y)e¥Pv = (z + y)'Y (u, z)v, (3.41)

which immediately implies the conjugation formula (B:13).
Now, we go back to let w be arbitrary again. From (B.4() using the conjugation

formula (B-13) we get
(z+y)Y(u,2)Y(w, —y)v = (z +y)Y(w, —y)Y (u,2)v. (3.42)

Notice that [ depends only on u and w, not v. This gives weak commutativity. The rest
of the assertions immediately follows. O

Remark 3.11 Any G,-vertex algebra V' is a natural G, i-vertex algebra. Indeed, Ax-
ioms (A1)-(A3) clearly hold and for u,v € V. Furthermore, multiplying both sides of
(B=3) by yni10 (M) and then using the identity

Yn+1
_ Tpt1 — Zn+l _ Tntl — Yntl _ —Yn+1 + Tpia
() () ()
Yn+1 Zn+1 Zn+1

to rewrite the new right-hand side we obtain the Jacobi identity for GG,,.1-vertex algebras.
On the other hand, let (V,Y,1) be a G,-vertex algebra. For any subset [ of {1,...,n}
we set

Vi={veV|D;v)=0 foriel}. (3.44)
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In view of Proposition B.3, for v € V., v € V} if and only if
O, Y(v,x)=0 foriel. (3.45)

Notice that for u,v € V7,

(H Resxl) Lax,y (2_15 (ﬂ> Y (u,x)Y (v, y)) =0 (3.46)
i€l z
for a € (Fy)" with oy; = 1 for some ¢ € I. Then by taking [;c; Res,, of (B-J) we obtain the
Jacobi identity for G,y -vertex algebras. Then it follows that (V7,Y,1) is a G,,_|-vertex
algebra.

Definition 3.12 Let V be a vertex algebra. A V-module is a vector space W equipped
with a linear map Y from V to (End W)[[z1, 27", ..., z,, 2z, ']] that satisfies the following
conditions:

(M1) Y(v,x)w € W((x)) forveV, weW.

(M2) Y'(1,%) = 1.

(M3) The weak commutativity (A3) on W holds.

(M4) The Jacobi identity (B.3) on W holds.

Recall that Jacobi identity implies weak associativity. In fact, in the notion of module,
weak associativity implies weak commutativity and Jacobi identity (cf. [Le], [Li2]).

Proposition 3.13 Let V' be a vertex algebra and let W be a vector space equipped with
a linear map Y from V to (End W)[[xy, 277, . .., 20, 2] such that (M1) and (M2) of

Definition .13 hold and such that the following weak associativity holds: For every u €
V, w e W, there exists | € N such that

(z+y)Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w = (z+y)'Y(Y(u,2)v, y)w (3.47)
for allv e V. Then W is a V-module.

Proof. In view of Proposition B.J (the second part), it suffices to prove the weak
commutativity.

Let u,v € V, w € W. From (M1) and the given weak associativity, there exists k € N
(only depending on u, v) such that

z"Y (u,z)v € V|[z]]

and there exists [ € N such that all the following conditions hold:

Y'Y (v, y)w € Wilyll, (3.48)
(z+y)Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w=(z+y)YY(uz)yw, (3.49)
(x—2)Y(v,~z+x)Y (u,x)w = (x —2)'Y(Y (v, —2)u, x)w. (3.50)
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Then

Y2 (z+y)'Y (u,z+y)Y (v, y)w = y'z"(z + y)'Y (Y (u,2)v,y)w € W[y, z]].

I o]
<<

ply,x—y).

Set

p(y,z) =y'z"(z+y)Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w
Then

y'(x = ¥)"' )Y (u,x)Y (v, y)w = p(y, x — y)
because

z ' (X - y) x'y'(x — y)*Y (u,x)Y (v, y)w
= x 16 (z:y) yv'z"(z + y) Y (u, 2+ y)Y (v, y)w
= ()
)

e

On the other hand, using skew-symmetry and Taylor theorem we obtain

z 0 (y — X) x'y (x — y)*Y (v, y)Y (u, x)w

_ oyl (‘Z; X) X (2 +x)'2"Y (v, —z + X)Y (u, X)w
_ oyl (‘Z; X) (x(~2 +%)'2Y (V (v, ~z)u, x))
) (‘Z; X) (x'2"(—2 + %)'Y (7P (u, 2)v, x)w)
_ oyl <_Zy+ X) (x'2*(~2 + %)Y (Y (u, 2)0, x — 2)w)
=y (T (2 YO ) 0) b
=y <_Zy+ X) (Y 2)ly=x-—s

Since p(y,z) € Wy, z|],

p(y, Z)|y=x—z =p(y,z) |y=—z+x~
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Then

—Z
=y (_Z - X) (Y 2)ly=—nix
y
=y <_Z - X) p(y, )
y
=z (y__zx> p(y, =y +x)
=z (y_—zx> ply,x —y). (3.55)
Then
x'y'(x = y)*Y (0, y)Y (u, x)w = p(y, =y + x). (3.56)
Consequently,
X'y (x = y)*Y (u, x)Y (v, y)w = Xy (x = y)"Y (0, y)Y (u, x)w. (3.57)
Thus

(x = y)*Y (u, x)Y (v, y)w = (x = y)*Y (v, y)Y (u, x)w.

Recall that k does not depend on w. This proves the weak commutativity and concludes
the proof. O

Remark 3.14 Given a G,,-vertex algebra V', we have seen that in the notion of VV-module,
weak associativity is stronger than weak commutativity. This is contrary to the situation
for the notion of G,-vertex algebra where the vacuum vector plays a crucial role in the
proof.

We later shall need the following result (cf. [Lil]):

Lemma 3.15 Let V be a G,,-vertex algebra and S a generating set of V.. Let W be a V -
module and let w € W be such that Y (u,x)w € W([[x]] forue S. ThenY (v,x)w € V][[x]]
for all v € V. Furthermore, the linear map

f V=W, v— liL%Y(v,x)w (3.58)

18 a V-homomorphism.
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Proof. For the first part, it suffices to prove that all elements v of V' satisfying
Y(v,x)w € W][x]] form a vertex subalgebra of V. Furthermore, it is enough to prove
that if Y (u,x)w, Y(v,x)w € W][x]], then Y (umv,x)w € W[[x]] for m € Z". In view of
Proposition B.J we have

Y(Y(u,2)v,y)w=Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w foru,veV. (3.59)

Then Y (umv, x)w € W([x]] for m € Z".
By taking limy_, in (B-59) we obtain

fY(u,z)v) =Y (u,z)f(v) foru,velV. (3.60)

That is, f is a V-homomorphism from V to W. 0O
Furthermore we have:

Proposition 3.16 Let V, S, W and w be given as in Lemma [3.1]. Furthermore, assume
that W is a faithful V-module in the sense that'Y is one-to-one, w generates W as a V -
module and assume that there exists d = (dy,...,d,) € (End W)™ such that d;(w) = 0
and

(i, Y (v,%)] = 8,,Y (v, %) (3.61)

on W fori =1,....,n, v € V. Then the linear map f defined in Lemma [3.1] is a
V-isomorphism.

Proof. In view of Lemma B.I7, from the assumption that w generates W as a V-
module, f is an onto V-homomorphism. It remains to prove that f is one-to-one. Assume
that f(v) = 0 for some v € V. From the assumptions we get

Y(v,x +y)w = e¥PY (v,x)eYPw = ¥PY (v, x)w. (3.62)

With Y (v, x +y)w € W[[(x +y)]], we may set x = 0 to obtain Y (v, y)w = e¥P f(v) = 0.
Let a € W be such that Y (v,x)a = 0 and let u € S. Then there exists k& € N such that

(x = y)* Y (v,x)Y (u,y)a = (x = y)"Y (u,y)Y (v,x)a = 0.

Thus Y (v,x)Y (u,y)a = 0. Then it follows from induction that Y (v,x) =0 on W. With
W being faithful, we must have v = 0. This proves that f is one-to-one. O

Note: In fact, in Proposition B.16, it is enough to assume that (B.61]) holds for v € S.
(See the proof Proposition [.17.)

In the following we shall give some examples of G,,-vertex algebras.
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Example 3.17 Let A be a commutative associative algebra with identity 1 equipped

with n (possibly the same) pairwise commuting derivations Dy, ..., D,. Set
D = (Dy,...,D,).
Then as a convention we write
xD=x1D1+ -+ 2,D,.

For a € A, we define

Y(a,x) € (End A)[[x1,...,2,)] C (End A)[[zy, 27, ..., 20, 7,]]
by

Y (a,x)b = (eXDa) b= (exlD”'“””D"a) b
for b € A. Then
Y (a,x)Y (b, y)c= (e“D”"'”"D"a) (ey1D1+"'+y”D"b) c

for a,b,c € A. Since Dy,..., D, are pairwise commuting, we have

Y(a,x)Y(b,y) =Y (b,y)Y(a,x) fora,be A.

(3.63)

(3.64)

(3.65)

(3.66)

(3.67)

In particular, the weak commutativity holds. Clearly, the vacuum properties hold with

1=1. Then

L‘vax’}’(y(a? X)Y(bu y)) = Y(a7 X)Y(bu y)
(er1D1+---+mnDna) (€y1D1+"‘+ynDnb) )

On the other hand,

Y (Y (a,2)b,y)c = (ey1D1+"'+y”D” (elelJ’"'“”D”a) b) c

_ (e(yl+z1)D1+-~-+(yn+zn)Dna) (6y1D1+---+ynDnb) c.

Then

ylo (X — Z) Y (Y (a,2)b,y)c

=y (X5 (Pa) (o)

— x5 (yT”> (¢®a) (ePb) c.

<

Then the Jacobi identity immediately follows.
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Remark 3.18 Let V be a GG,,-vertex algebra such that
Y(v,x) € (End V)[[z1,...,2,]] forallveV. (3.71)
In view of Proposition B.G we have
Y (u,x),Y(v,y)] =0 foru,velV. (3.72)
In view of Proposition B.j§ we have
Y(Y(u,z)v,y)w=Y(u,z+y)Y(v,y)w foru,v,welV. (3.73)
Then one can easily see that V' equipped with the product
u-v = Resyx 'Y (u,x)v foru,v €V

is a commutative associative algebra with 1 as identity. Furthermore, D; are mutually
commuting derivations where

D;(v) = Resyx ‘2, 'Y (v,x)1  forv € V.

Then Y (u,x)v = (eXDu) v for u,v € V.

Example 3.19 Let Vi,...,V, be ordinary vertex algebras. Set
V=Vi® -V, (3.74)
as a vector space. Define
Y(v,x) =Y (0, 21) @ @Y ", z,) € (End V)[[z1, 27", ..., 20, 7,]] (3.75)

forv =2v'®---®v" € V. Use linearity to extend Y to be a linear map from V to
(End V)[[z1, 27", .. 20, 2, 1]]. Set

1=18---®1cV. (3.76)

Now we show that (V)Y 1) is a G,,-vertex algebra. Clearly, the lower truncation condition
and the vacuum property hold.
Foru=u'® --@u", v=0v'® - -®@v" €V, we have

Y(u,x)Y(v,y) =Y(u',2)Y (0" 1) @ @Y (", 2)Y (v", yn). (3.77)
Then weak commutativity obviously holds. Furthermore, we have

YY((u'®@--@u")z) (v @ ®v")y)
= Y(Y(uh,z2)v' @ @Y (u",2,)0", )
= YV (u', )0 ) @ - @ Y (Y (u", 2:)0", y). (3.78)
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For two formal series A(x), B(z) € (End U)|[z,2~]], we define
To(A(z), B(y)) = A(z)B(y), m(A(z), B(y)) = B(y)A(). (3.79)
Then for a = (an, .. ., o) € (F)",
Loy (Y (0, X)Y (0, ) = 7oy (Y (', 21), Y (0, 00)) @ - @ 70, (Y (0", 2), Y (0", 9)) (3.80)

With this, we easily see that the Jacobi identity is exactly the tensor product of n ordinary
Jacobi identities.

Furthermore, let W; be a V;-module fori = 1,...,n. Then W;®---®W, is a V-module
with the obvious action.

By considering certain subalgebras of the tensor product G, -vertex algebras we can
obtain G,-vertex algebras a little bit more general than the tensor product G,-vertex
algebras.

Example 3.20 Let G be an abelian group and let U = @gcqlU; and V = @y V, ordinary
vertex algebras graded by G such that

umt' € Uy, forue Uy, v €Uy, g,h €@, (3.81)
vV € Vg forv eV, v eV, g,hed. (3.82)

Set
(U &® V)G = @gegUg & ‘/;7. (3.83)

It is easy to see that (U ® V)¢ is a vertex subalgebra of U ® V.

A homomorphism from a G,-vertex algebra U to another V is a linear map f such
that f(1) =1 and

Y (u,x)v) =Y (f(u),x)f(v) foru,veU. (3.84)

Isomorphism and automorphism are defined in the obvious ways.
Just as in the case for an ordinary vertex algebra, from a routine proof we immediately
have:

Lemma 3.21 Let V be a G, -vertex algebra and G a group of automorphisms of V. Set
Vé={veV|gl)=v forgeG}. (3.85)

Then V€ is a vertex subalgebra. O
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4 Vertex algebras of GG,-vertex operators

In this section, we shall continue the study of Section 2 on GG,,-vertex operators on a vector
space W. For any two (maybe the same) given mutually local G,-vertex operators, we
define a family of products parametrized by m € Z". As our main results we prove that
any maximal local space of GG,,-vertex operators on W equipped with the defined products
is a vertex algebra with W as a natural module and that any set of pair-wise mutually
local G,,-vertex operators on W automatically generates a vertex algebra.

Now, we continue the discussion of Section 2 and we shall freely use the notations and
conventions defined there. Let W be a vector space. In terms of maps tq x,y, We introduce
the following definition.

Definition 4.1 Let ¢ and ¢ be mutually local G, -vertex operators on W. For m € Z",
we define a formal series

(Ym®)(y) € (End W)[lyy, u1 s, Yo U]

by
(Ym)(y)
= (=) Res,Resytaxy (2710 X7y 2™ (x)o(y)
aE(ZFg)” ( ( V/ ) y )
- Z (_1)‘a|Resta,x7y (x—y)™p(x)o(y)) - (4.1)
ac(Fa)n

Noting that if m > 0, for every a € (F,)",

laxy((X=y)™) = (x—y)™,

we get

(Um®)(y) = Resx(x—y)™ > (—1)%any(@(x)0(y)). (4.2)

ac(Fa)n

(The sum is analogous to the usual commutator.)
Let @ = (aq,...,0y) € (F2)", w € W. Consider Resxtq xy ((x — y)™(x)p(y)w). Let
k € N be such that (2.40) holds. Then

Laxy (X = y)™(x)d(y)w)
oy (X = )™ ) (x = )" (x)b(y)w) (4.3)

For 1 <4 < n, if a; = 0, both (x — y)*(x)d(y)w and iy xy((x — y)™ %) involves only
finitely many negative powers of y; (recall Remark P.T7), so does Resxtqa xy ((x — ¥)™ 9 (x)p(y)w).
If o; = 1, we have

ey (6 = )™ ™) = (=g 2™ T ey (25 — )™ 7).



Then
Resylaxy (X = y)™ %) ((x = y) v (x)o(y)w)
involves only finitely many negative powers of y;, so does Resxta x,y ((Xx — ¥)™ ¥ (x)d(y)w).

Thus, Resxtaxy ((x —y)™(x)d(y)w) always involves only finitely many negative powers
of y;’s. From ([1]) we have

(Ym@)(y)w € W((y)) forweW.
Thus, (Ym®)(y) € VOg, (W). Assume m; > k for some i. Using Corollary .20 we get

taxy (X = y)"(X)(y))
= (H taxy () — yj)mj)) (@i = i)™ taxy (V(x)0(y))

J#
= (1;[ toxy (5 = yj)mj)) (25 = 42) "™ Loi(a) ey (V(X)0(¥))
i
= loaxy (X =y)"(x)0(y)) - (4.4)
Then using the relation (—1)1%l = —(=1)l7(I we get 9m¢ = 0. To summarize, we have:
Lemma 4.2 Let ¢ and ¢ be mutually local G, -vertex operators on W. Then
Ym¢® € VOg, (W)  form € Z". (4.5)
Furthermore,
Um@ =0 ifm; >k for some i, (4.6)
where m = (myq, ..., m,) € Z" and k is a nonnegative integer such that (£.4q) holds. O

Set

Y(,2)p= Y (Ym¢)z™ " (4.7)
meZn
In terms of this generating function we have

V@D = X (<) Reswny (275 (T Juom).  (48)

a€c(Fa)n Z

Lemma 4.3 Let ¢, ¢ be mutually local G, -vertex operators on W and let w € W. Then
there ezists | € N (depending only on ¢ and w) such that

(v +2) (Y (¢,2)0)(y)w = (z+y)'¢(z +y)o(y)w. (4.9)

In particular, we may take | > 0 such that x'1(x)w € W[[[x]].
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Proof. For any [ € N, using ([.§) and delta function substitution property we have

(v +2) (Y (¥, 2)9)(y)w
— Z (— )'O“Resx(y—l—z Laxy<z )

a€(F2)™ (

= Z (—1)|Q‘Resta,x7y ( _15<

CVG(FQ)"

X — y>
x'(x)
Let [ > 0 be such that x!¢(x)w € W{[[x]]. Recall (2:50):

taxy (V(X)D(Y)) = taxy(¢(y)¥(x))-

) (4.10)

Because for m € Z, 1o xy(x—y)™ involves only nonnegative powers of z; for i with o; = 1,

Ly (X = ¥)™)tay (X d(y)0 (x)w)
involves only nonnegative powers of x; for ¢ with a; = 1. Then
RleSxLoa,x,y ((X - y)mxlw(X)QS(Y)w)
= Resxlagy (X =)™ tapy (X9(x)0(y)w)

= Resxlaxy (X = ¥))taxy (X'd(y)0(x)w)
=0

forallm e Z, a # (0,...,0). Therefore
(v +2)' (Y (,2)9) (.Y)w
= Res,x'z716 (u)
= Resy(z +y)' _15< >¢

= (z+y)d(z+y)o(y)w.
This completes the proof. O

(4.11)

(4.12)

By observing both sides of ([.9) we see that the common quantity on the both sides

lies in W ((y, z)), so that

W(z+y)oly)we W((y,2)l(z+y)].
Then

+2) (Y(,2)0)y)w = toy.((z+y)Y(z+y)d(y)w)
= (y+2) t0yz(¥(z+y)oly)w). (4.13)

Thus
(Y (10, 2)p)(y)w = toyz(¢(z + y)o(y)w).

Therefore, we have proved:
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Corollary 4.4 Let v and ¢ be mutually local G,-vertex operators on W. Then

(Y (1,2)0)(y) = toyz(¥(z+y)p(y)). O (4.15)

Remark 4.5 We may use equation ([.I7) alternatively to define .
With Lemma [[.3, from Proposition B.J we immediately have:

Proposition 4.6 Let 1, ¢ be mutually local G, -vertex operators on W. Then

v (550 i 0))

= X Dy (271 (5 ) vsty)) . O (4.16)

ac(Fa)n z

We shall need the following result:

Lemma 4.7 Let ¢, ¢ and 6 be pairwise mutually local G,-vertex operators on W. Then
there exists a nonnegative integer k such that

(x—y —2)"(x =) 0x)(Y(,2)9)(y) = (x =y —2)" (x —y)" (Y (¢, 2)¢) (y)0(x)(4.17)
In particular, we may take k > 0 such that
(x =) 0(x),v(¥)] =0, (x—y)*[0(x).6(y)] =0. (4.18)

Proof. Let k > 0 be such that (f.I§) holds. Using Corollary .4, noticing that tq.y ,
is linear on C[x,y,z] we obtain ([L.I7) as

= toyz ((x =y = 2)'(x = ) 0= (z + y)o(y))
= toyz ((x—y = 2)"(x = y)"¥(z+ y)s(y)0(x))
= (x—y—2)"(x—y)uy.((z+y)oly))b(x)
= (x—y -2 x-y) V(29 ¥)0(x). O (4.19)

The following is the key result of this section (cf. [Li2]):

Proposition 4.8 Let ¢, ¢ and 6 be pairwise mutually local G, -vertex operators on W.
Then for any m € Z", Yo and 0 are mutually local.
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Proof. Let k > 0 be such that (f.17) holds. For any fixed m = (my, ..., m,) € Z™, in
view of Lemma [, there exists 7 > 0 such that 2] 7™V (¢, z)¢ involves only nonnegative

powers of z; for i = 1,...,n, so that
Res,(x —y —2)"7" 2™ (x — y)*(Y (¢, 2)¢) (y) = 0 (4.20)
for1=14y,...,4,) € N with ¢; > r for some j. Then using Lemma [[7] we obtain

(x = ¥)*"70(x) (Ym) (y)
= Res,z™(x —y)*""0(x)(Y (¢,2)9)(y)

= Res, 3 (U ey a0 (021 )

1EN™

= fes 3 (Moo y ooy oG 000 )

1EN" 1<

C Res, 3 (’f : ) (x—y — 220 (x — ) (Y (1, 2)0)(¥)0(x)

1EN" 1<

= R (T )iy - 0 ) 20 )00

1EN™

— Res,2™(x — y) (Y (1, 2)0) (¥)0(x)
= (x = y) (mo) (7)0(x). (4.21)

This proves that ¢,¢ and 6 are mutually local. O

Remark 4.9 Motivated by the ordinary case [Li2], for m € Z™, we consider the formal
series defined by

(Vm @) (¥) = Resx ((x — y)™(x)9(y) — (=y +x)"0(y)¥(x)) . (4.22)

Clearly, ¥mj¢ € VOg, (W). However, in general, ¢ will not be local with the old
vertex operators 1) and ¢. Notice that Corollary is crucial in the proof of Proposition

g3
Proposition 4.10 Let W be a vector space and d = (dy, . ..,d,) an n-tuple of endomor-
phisms of W. Let VOg, (W,d) consist of G, -vertex operators b on W such that

[di, (x)] = Oy, 0(x)  fori=1,... n. (4.23)
If i, 0 € VOg, (W, d) are mutually local, then

Ym¢ € VOg,(W,d) form € Z". (4.24)
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Proof. Using Corollary [f.4 we obtain

= 891‘ (Y( ) Z
In terms of components we have

[di; (Ym®)(y)] = 0y (V@) (y)

fori=1,...,n and for m € Z". This proves (f.24). O
There are n linear operators on VO, (W):

D; = 0,, <: 88@) fori=1,...,n.
Set

D= (Dy,...,D,) € (End VOg, (W))".
Write

xD=x1D1+ -+ 2x,D,.

(4.25)

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)

(4.29)

Note that every vertex operator on W is mutually local with the identity operator 1 of

W.
Lemma 4.11 Let ¢ € VOg,(W). Then
(Y (¥, 2)1)(y) = ePo(y).
In particular, for 1 <1 <mn,
D;(1) = Resyx oY (¢, x)1.
Proof. Using Corollary .4 we obtain (E.30) as

Y@, 2))(y) = toya(¥(z+y)1(y))

= LO,y,z(w(Z_'_yw
= Y(y +2)
= PyYly). D
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Definition 4.12 A local subspace S of VO, (W) is said to be closed if
dpmp €S fory,pe S melZ" (4.33)

By the term “a wvertex algebra of mutually local G, -vertex operators on W’ we mean a
closed local subspace of VOg, (W) that contains the identity operator 1.

In the following we shall justify the use of “vertex algebra” in the above definition
by proving that a vertex algebra of mutually local G, -vertex operators on W is a vertex
algebra as defined in Section 3.

Since

Resux ™27 (Y (4, X)1)(y) = O, ¥0(x) (4.34)

for i = 1,...,n, any closed local subspace of VO, (W) is stable under the action of
D; =0, fori=1,...,n
As an immediate consequence of Proposition [I.§ we have:

Corollary 4.13 Any mazimal local subspace (or subset) of VOg, (W) is closed. O

Remark 4.14 Let S be any local subset of VO, (W). Consider all the local subsets that
contain S. It follows from Zorn’s lemma that there exists a maximal local subspace of
VOg, (W) that contains S. In view of Corollary [.13, there exists a closed local subspace
of VOg, (W) that contains S and 1. Let (S) be the smallest closed local subspace of
VOg, (W) that contains S and the identity operator 1 of W. Then (S) is closed.

Furthermore, we have:

Proposition 4.15 Let V' be a closed local subspace of VOg, (W). Then

D, Y (¥, %) = 0., Y (¥, x)p  forp,p eV, i=1,...,n. (4.35)
Proof. Using Corollary .4 we obtain ([:37) as

([Di, Y (¢, 2)]9)(y)
= D;i(Y(¢,2)¢)(y) = Y(¢,2) Did(y)
= 0, (Y (¥,2)0)(y) — Y(¥,2)Dig(y)
Oyito,y2(V(Z +¥)O(Y)) — Loy2(¥(z + y)y,d(y))
Lo,y .z (( WV(z+y)) o(y))
Loy ((0:1(z+y)) ¢(y))
Dzit0,y,2(V (2 +y)O(Y))
= 0,(Y(¥,2)¢)(y). O (4.36)

The following result gives the locality of adjoint vertex operators (vertex operators on
the space of vertex operators):

37



Proposition 4.16 Let V' be a vertex algebra of mutually local multi-variable vertex op-
erators on W. Then for ¢,¢ € V, Y(¢,x) and Y (v,y) are mutually local G,-vertex
operators on V.

Proof. Given ¢»,¢p € V,let § € V, w € W. Let [ € N be such that

xp(x)w, x'p(x)w e W{[x]].

Then from Lemma [.3 for any p € V,

(x +2)/(Y (¢, x)p)(2)w = (x +2)"t(x + z)p(2)w, (4.37)
(v +2)'(Y(0,y)0)(2)w = (y +2)'¢(y +2)0(2)w. (4.38)
Especially, this holds for p =Y (¢),y)0 € V((y)). Then
(x +2)'(y +2)'(Y (¢, %)Y (¢, y)0) (2)w

(Y
= (x+2)(y +2)9(x+2)(Y(oy)0)(z)w
= (x+2)(y+2)U(x+z z)0(z)w. (4.39)

Similarly, we have
(x+2)'(y +2)'(Y(6, 7)Y (¢, x)0) (2)w = (x +2)'(y +2)'(y + 2)¢(x + 2)0(2)w. (4.40)
Let k € N (only depending on % and ¢) be such that
(x =) Yx)o(y) = (x = y) o (y)(x). (4.41)
Using ({.39), (£.40) and (fL.4T)) we get

(x = ¥)"(x +2)'(y +2)'(Y (¢, x)Y (¢, y)0) (2)w
= (x=y)'x+2)(y +2)(Y(o,y)Y (¥, x)0)(2)w, (4.42)

noting that (x — y)* = ((x +2z) — (y + 2z))*. Because of the lower truncation condition,
we may multiply both sides by (z +x)7{(z +y)~! to get

(x = ¥)" (Y, x)Y(6,¥)0)(z)w = (x = ¥)"(V(¢,y)Y (¢, x)0) (2)w. (4.43)

Note that k& does not depend on w. The assertion is proved. O
Combining Lemma [[.T1], Propositions .15 and f.1q with Theorem .7 and also using
Proposition [I.§ we immediately have (cf. [Li2]):

Theorem 4.17 Let W be a vector space. Then any closed local subspace of V Og,, (W) is
a vertex algebra with W as a natural module. In particular, any mazximal local subspace
of VOg, (W) is a vertex algebra with W as a natural module. O
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Let S be a set of pair-wise mutually local G,-vertex operators on W. Recall from
Remark [L.14 that (S) is the smallest closed local subspace of VO, (W) that contains S
and the identity operator 1 of W. In view of Theorem .17, (S) is a vertex algebra with
W as a natural module. Therefore we have (cf. [Li2]):

Theorem 4.18 Let W be a wvector space. Then any set of pair-wise mutually local
G -vertex operators on W generates a canonical vertex algebra with W as a natural
module. O

Combining Theorem .T§ with Proposition [L.I(j we immediately have:

Proposition 4.19 Let W be a vector space and let d = (dy,...,d,) be an n-tuple of
endomorphisms of W. Then any set of pair-wise mutually local G,,-vertex operators in
VOg, (W,d) generates a canonical vertex algebra V- with W as a natural module such that

di, Y (v,x)] = 0,,Y(v,x) fori=1,...,n,veV. O (4.44)
The following is an analogue of a theorem of [FKRW] (see also [MP1-2], [X]):

Proposition 4.20 Let V' be a vector space, let d = (dy,...,d,) be an n-tuple of endo-
morphisms of V., 1 a vector in V and U a subspace of V' equipped with a linear map Y
from U to VOg, (V) such that

(C1)V is generated from 1 by all uy foru € V, m € Z™, where Y (u,x) = 3 tmXx ™ L.
(C2) Y (u,x)1 € V[[x]] and limy oY (u,x)1 =u forueU.

(C3) Forue U, 1 <i<n, [d;,Y(u,x)]=0,Y (v,x).

(C4) For u,v € U, Y(u,x) and Y (v,y) are mutually local.

(C5) d;(1) =0 fori=1,...,n.

Then there is a unique G, -vertex algebra structure on V' extending the linear map Y on
U with 1 being the vacuum vector.

Proof. Due to (C1), the uniqueness follows immediately from the iterate formula

(B:29) and induction. Set
S ={Y(u,x) | ueU}. (4.45)

By (C3)-(C4), S'is a local set of VO, (V,d). In view of Proposition .19, S generates a
G-vertex algebra V with V' as a module such that
[di, Y (¢,x)] = 0,,Y(¢),x) fori=1,...,n, p€V. (4.46)
With (C2), in view of Lemma B.15, we have
Y (4, x)1 € V[[x]] forey e V. (4.47)
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and we have a V-homomorphism f from V to V defined by
f) = )1{1_% Y(¢,x)1 = )1{1_% Y(x)1 fory e V. (4.48)

Note that we use 1 (the identity map on V) for the vacuum vector of V and 1 is the given
element of V. Furthermore, by Proposition B.16, f is an isomorphism. Then V has a
vertex algebra structure transported from V through the linear isomorphism f. By (C2)
we have f(Y(u,x)) = u for u € U. Therefore, the vertex algebra structure on V' extends
the linear map Y on U. O
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