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ABSTRACT. Kac and Kazhdan conjectured a character formula of a simple module with
a generic highest weight at the critical level. We prove this formula for the affine Lie
superalgebras with symmetrizable Cartan matrices.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let g be a complex affine Lie algebra. It is well-known that the representation theory
of g changes drastically at the critical level. In particular, Verma modules contain infinite
number of singular vectors of imaginary degrees. In [KK], Kac and Kazhdan gave the
following conjecture on the character formula of a simple module with a generic highest
weight \ at the critical level

chV(\)=e* J[ @—e)!
acAt,
where “genericity” means that all singular vectors lie in the imaginary degrees.

This formula was proven by different methods: for s[(2) by M. Wakimoto [Wk], N. Wal-
lach [W1]; for the affinizations of classical algebras by T. Hayashi [H] and R. Goodman,
N. Wallach [GW]; for a general affine Lie algebra by J. M. Ku [Ku] and B. Feigin and
E. Frenkel [FF], [F]; in finite characteristic by O. Mathieu [M].

In this paper we prove the Kac-Kazhdan character formula

chV\) = [ @—e™ J] a+e™.

aeAt acAl

re;0 re;l
for the affine Lie superalgebras with symmetrizable Cartan matrices.
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1.1. Our approach is close to the one of Ku. The inequality < means that M()\) has
“enough” singular vectors; we construct these vectors using vanishing of a certain Lie
superalgebra cohomology. ! The inverse inequality > is proven by the method of Ku.
In 1.1.1, 1.1.2 below we describe an outline of the proof of the inequality < for the
untwisted case (the twisted case differs by some technical details).

1.1.1. Let g =n_ @ b @ n be a finite-dimensional contragredient Lie superalgebra and
g =10_®han be its affinization. Set Nt := Deptt @uNT =% ot @n H =
> ezt @b and notice that [g, g) = NT@H SN is the triangular decomposition of [g, g].
Let HC_ : U([g, §]) — U(H) be the projection along the kernel U([g, §))N ~+NTU([g, g])-
Set H_ == HNa_ = _,t" ®b and define HC_ : M(\) — U(H_) via the natural
identification of M () with U(n_). The inequality < for Kac-Kazhdan character formula
follows from the fact that HC_ provides a surjective map between the set of singular
vector M(A)® of M(\) and U(H_) if X is a generic critical weight; “genericity” means
that M(\)y_ does not have singular vectors if « is not an imaginary root. One easily
sees that it is enough to verify the surjectivity for the elements of H_ that is to verify
that for any u € H_ there exists a singular vector v satisfying HC_(v) = u.

1.12. Set g :=n+ ) _,t" @ (h+n). It turns out that for imaginary a a vector
v € M(A)x_q is singular if qu = 0. Take v :=t" ® h € H_ where m < 0 and h € h. Set

N:=Ch(p)+ > N, V:=Chp)+ Y N/
s>0 0<s<—m
and observe that N is a g-submodule of H & Nt and V' is an fig-submodule of N. View
N* as g-module via the antiautomorphism —id. Let h* € N* be the weight element

dual to h. A cohomological lemma 5.1 implies that for generic A there exists a unique
g-homomorphism ¢ : N* — M () such that ¥ (h*) = vy, see Lemma 3.4.3.

Let Ty, : Nt +8H — NT + b be the linear map given by 7,,(t* ® a) = t*7" ® a. Let
v :g®@M(N) — M()) be the natural map y(u®wv) = uv, and let id" € V@ N* corresponds
to the identity map V' — V. In Proposition 3.4.5, we prove that the vector

v(h,m) =~v((T,, ® ¥)id")

satisfies HC_(v(h,m)) = h(m) and is singular if A has the critical level. As it was
mentioned above, the singularity follows from qu(h, m) = 0 which is a consequence of the
g-invariance of ¢). This completes the proof of the surjectivity of HC_ : M(\)"* — U(H_).

1.2. Affine Lie superalgebras. The affine Lie algebras are a natural generalization of
semisimple Lie algebras. They can be defined as contragredient Lie algebras of polyno-
mial growth. An affine Lie algebra can be described in terms of a simple Lie algebra
and its automorphism (see, for example, [K2|, Ch. VI-VIII). The Cartan matrix of an
affine Lie algebra is symmetrizable; this does not hold for superalgebra case. The affine

Lthe cohomology of a “quarter” q of g with coefficients in M (X) and in V(\)



Lie superalgebras with symmetrizable Cartan matrices were classified by J. W. van de
Leur [vdL]; in particular, he proved that these algebras also admit a description in terms
of a simple Lie superalgebra and its finite order automorphism.

The affine Lie superalgebras with symmetrizable Cartan matrices admit a Casimir
element; in particular, their Shapovalov determinants admit a linear factorization.

1.3. Acknowledgment. I am grateful to M. Duflo for helpful discussions. A part of this
work was done during my stay at IHES. I am grateful to this institution for stimulating
atmosphere and excellent working conditions.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Our base field is C. For a homogeneous element of a superspace we denote by p(u) its
Zo-degree. For a Lie superalgebra g we denote by U(g) its universal enveloping algebra
and by S(g) its symmetric algebra. We consider the natural Z-grading on affine Lie
algebras and g, stands for the kth homogeneous component i.e. § = @pezdx-

2.1. Triangular decompositions of superalgebras. A triangular decomposition of
a Lie superalgebra g can be constructed as follows (see [PS]). A Cartan subalgebra is a
nilpotent subalgebra which coincides with its normalizer. It is proven in [PS] that any two
Cartan subalgebras are conjugate by an inner automorphism. Fix a Cartan subalgebra b.
Then g has a generalized root decomposition

g:= b + Pacarfa

where A is a subset of h* and
go = {z € gl(ad(h) — a(h))""%(x) = 0}.

In cases considered in this paper, all Cartan subalgebras are pure even and any root
spaces g, is either odd or even. That allows one to define the parity on the set of roots
A. Denote by gg (resp., g7) the even (resp., odd) component of g. Denote by Ay (resp.
Ay) the set of non-zero weights of gg (resp., gy) with respect to h. Then A is a disjoint
union of Ay and A;.

Now fix h € b satisfying a(h) € R C {0} for all &« € A. Set
AT :={a € A| a(h) > 0},
n:i= ZaeA+ ga

where g, is the weight space corresponding to «.

Define A~ and n_ similarly. Then g =n_ @& h @ n is a triangular decomposition.
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2.2. Affine Lie superalgebras with symmetrizable Cartan matrix. According
to [vdL], any affine Lie superalgebra with symmetrizable Cartan matrix can be described
in terms of loop algebra of a finite dimensional contragredient Lie superalgebra and an
automorphism of a finite order. A non-twisted affine Lie superalgebras corresponds to the
trivial automorphism. The twisted affine Lie superalgebras correspond to the Dynkin dia-
grams Xy = A(2k,21—1), A(2k—1,21—1)(k,1) # (1,1), A(2k,21),C(I+1), D(k+1,1),G3
and automorphisms of order 2,2,4,2, 2, 2 respectively.

We briefly recall the construction below.

2.2.1. Let Xy be a connected Dynkin diagram of finite type for Lie superalgebra. Let
g =n_ & hEn be the corresponding contragredient finite dimensional Lie superalgebra
(the triangular decomposition corresponds to the Dynkin diagram). The algebra g is
either simple or of the type gl(n|n) for type A(n—1,n—1). The even part gg is reductive.
The algebra g admits a non-degenerate even invariant bilinear form (—|—); we normalize
the form (—|—) in the standard way (see [KW]). For g = gl(n|n) we denote by (—|—) also
the induced form on psl(n|n).

2.2.2. The non-twisted affine Lie superalgebra g’ corresponding to the Dynkin diagram

X](\}) is the central extension of the loop algebra of g which can be described as follows.
This is the Z-graded algebra
g/ = @mezg;n
where g = g® CK' @ CD' and g, :=t" ® g if g # gl(n|n), g, := t™ ® psl(n|n) for
g = gl(n|n). The structure of superspace on g is given by p(t) = p(K’) = p(D') = 0 and
the commutational relations are

[a(m), b(K)] = [a, bl(m + k) + mb,_x(alb) K

(D', a(m)] = ma(m), [K§] =0
where a(n) :=t"®a for a € g,n € Z; For g = gl(n|n) the first relation changes if m+k #
0: [a(m),b(k)] = [a,b](m + k) where @ stands for the natural map [gl(n|n), gl(n|n)] =
sl(n|n) — psl(n|n).

We identify g with the subalgebra gj,.

2.2.3. Let € be an automorphism of g of a finite order r (r = 1,2, 3,4) which stabilizes

h. The affine Lie superalgebra g corresponding to the Dynkin diagram X](\;) is the set of
invariants
(é )

where € is extended to g’ by putting e(¢ ) xp(—2mi/r)t that is
e(t™ ® a) = exp(—2mmi/r)t™ @ e(a), e(K')=K', ¢D")=D"

~

We identify g¢ with the subalgebr a go-

lQ>

Fix a triangular decomposition @ b P n where b C 6



2.3. Invariant bilinear form. Since g has a symmetrizable Cartan matrix, it admits a
non-degenerate supersymmetric even invariant bilinear form (—|—). It is easy to deduce
from the invariance that (g|K’) = (g|D’) = 0 and (K'|K’) = 0. This implies that
CK’' 4+ CD’ admits a basis K, D where K (which is proportional to K') is a central
element in g, D = D' + ¢K’ satisfies [D, z] = mx for any = € §,,, and, moreover, one has
(K|K)=0,(K|D)=1,(D|D)=0.

2.3.1. Tt is casy to see that [§,§] = A_ ® b’ & & where i C b is the orthogonal to K with
respect to (—|—); one has h = ' @ D. However b’ is not a Cartan subalgebra since its
centralizer is
H=b+ Z Ohs-
k0

We construct a triangular decomposition of [g, g] by the procedure described in 2.1: we
choose a Cartan subalgebra to be H. If g is not of the type A(2k,2[)¢ for r = 4 then H
is pure even. One has a triangular decomposition
. =NTOHON
where n C N, ,n_ C ™. If § is an untwisted affinization, N= =3, # ® ny. Put
B:=N"®H.

2.3.2. Lemma. For h(m) € H,,, M'(—m) € H_,, one has
[(m), B (=m)] = m(h(m)|h(=m)) K.

Proof. Clearly, [h(m),'(—m)] € h. The invariance of (—, —) gives ([h(m), h'(-=m)]|h) =
(h(m)|[W'(=m), h]) so ([h(m), W'(=m)]|h) = 0if h € h]g, @] and, moreover, ([h(m), h'(=m)]|D) =
m(h(m)|h'(—=m)). The statement follows. O

2.3.3. It is not hard to show that [H,,, Hx] = 0 for m + k # 0 Thus CK + 287&0 Gs5 1S
a Heisenberg superalgebra (for the Lie algebra case see [K2|, 8.4). If g is not of the type
A(2k, 20)¢ for r = 4 then the Heisenberg superalgebr is pure even.

2.3.4. Let us describe the form (—|—) in terms of 2.2. One has (z(m)|y(n)) = r~'6, —n(z|y)
for z,y € g and (K|K) = 0,(K|D) = 1,(D|D) = 0, (z(m)|aK 4+ bD) = 0 where
K=rK' D=D"

2.4. Roots. Denote by A* the set of positive roots of g, by At the multiset of positive
roots of g, by Ad (resp., Al) the multiset of even (resp., odd) positive roots. The form
(—|—) induces a non-degenerate bilinear form on h*.
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2.4.1. The bilinear form (—|—) induces a bilinear form (—, —) on h*. A root « is imag-
inary if (o, ) = 0 for § € A; a root is real if it is not imaginary. Denote by At (resp.,
A} ) the set of real (resp., imaginary) positive roots.

All imaginary roots are proportional: there exists § € 6* such that a € A;,, takes form
a = so if g, € gs (for g = G(3),r = 2, ¢ is not a root: Azm = {2s6}, see [vdL], Table
5). Let h, be the image of o under the isomorphism b* — b induced by the bilinear form
(that is u(ha) = (o, p)). Then hg is central and thus is proportional to K.

For an untwisted case (r = 1), § is a root and §,s = t" ® h. For r = 1, the real roots
are of the form a + k§ where a € A,k € Z and goiis = t* @ ga.

24.2. Set

Define a partial ordering on h* by setting p > p/ if p— i’ € Q.

2.4.3. Let 7 be the set of simple roots for AT, Define p € h by (p,a) = 5(a, @) for any
o€ T.
For a weight A € b* the value A\(K) is called a level. The weights of a given level form

a hyperplane in h*. Put hY := p(K). The level —h" is called critical: X has the critical
level iff K (A + p) = 0 which can be rewritten as (A + p,0) = 0.

2.5. Verma modules. Set b := h + fi. For each A € h* let M(\) be the Verma module
of the highest weight A, let vy be the canonical generator of M(\) and let M(\) be the
maximal proper submodule of M (\). The module V(\) := M(\)/M()) is simple.

2.5.1. The vacuum representation of a level ¢ is V. := U(g) @y, ) Cc Where C. is
a one-dimensional b + n_-module which is trivial as i + h+n_- module and such that
K|c, = cid. Taking X satisfying M|y = 0, A(K) = ¢ we see that V. is the quotient of M ()
by the submodule generated by n_uv,.

2.5.2.  Verma modules do not admit Jordan-Holder series since some Verma modules have
infinite length. However, so-called local series introduced in [DGK] are nice substitution
for Jordan-Hoélder ones. A series of modules N = Ny C N; C ... C N,, is local is at v if
either N;/N;y1 = V()\;) for some \; > v or (N;/Nit1), =0 for all p > v.

2.6. Projections HC and HC_. Denote by HC the Harish-Chandra projection HC :
U(G) — U(H) = S(h) along the decomposition U(g) = U(H) & U(G)a+ + A U(§)).

2.6.1. The triangular decomposition [§, g] = N ®H N~ induces the projection HC_ :
U([g,g]) — U(H) along the kernel U([g, g )N~ + N*U([g, g]).



2.6.2. The restriction of HC to U (§1)h is an algebra homomorphism. Similarly the re-
striction of HC_ to U([g, §])" is an algebra homomorphism.

2.6.3. Set

H_o:=HNn_.
A Verma module M (\) can be canonically identified with ¢(n_) C U([g, g]). This iden-
tification induces a linear map M (\) — U(H_) which we also denote by HC_.

2.7. Shapovalov form. The Shapovalov forms for g are constructed in a usual way. We
recall some details below.

2.7.1. Choice of antiautomorphism. Call a linear endomorphism ¢ of a superalgebra a
“naive” antiautomorphism if o is invertible and o([zy]) = [0(y), o(x)]. Any contragredient
Lie superalgebra admits a “naive” anti-involution ¢ which preserves the elements of a
Cartan subalgebra (for Cartan generators one has o(e;) = f;). Let ¢ be a naive anti-
involution of g; then o satisfies 02 = id, |, = id,o(n) =n_. One has (c(b)|o(a)) = (a|b)
because o, = id (if g is simple this follows from the fact that all non-degenerate invariant
bilinear forms on g are proportional; in the remaining case, g = gl(n|n) it can be easily
seen). Extend o to a naive anti-involution g by letting o|; = id and o(a(m)) := o(a)(—m).

One has (o(b)|o(a)) = (a|b).

2.7.2. Identify U(h) with S(h). Define a form U(A_) ® U(R_) — S(h) by setting
S(xz,y) := HC(o(z)y). Using the natural identification of a Verma module M () with
U(n_), one easily sees that M(A) coincides with the kernel of the evaluated form S(\) :
Un_)eUn_) — C.

Notice that S(x,y) = 0if z and y have distinct weights. Thus S = ZV€Q+ S, where S, is
the restriction of S to U (n_)_, ®U(n_)_,. By the above, dim V() _, = codimker S, (\).

2.7.3. Recall A* is the multiset. The determinant of S, is computed in [KK]

det Sz/ _ H ¢;(u—a) H ¢;a(u a) H ¢Ta(lj o H H ¢T(V ka) H H ¢T2(Z_|__12k+1

aeAf aeAf acAq Laely k=0 An\A;

im,0 im,T 0,7e

where ¢pq(N\) = 2(A + p, @) — k(a, «) for k> 1, and
Ag,. =1{ac A+ 3 gAOre}

O,re
Zrz{ozéA%’\Qa%A%’}

The multiplicities are expressed via the Kostant partition function 7 : @ — Zs>o given

by 7(v) = dimU(n), = dim M(\),_, and for odd root « the function 7, is given by

To(v) = dim M(«)s_, where M(a) is n~-submodule of M(\) generated by f,vy for a

non-zero f, € g_q.
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2.8. Characters. We say that a module M admits a character if M is a diagonalizable
h-module and all its weight spaces are finite dimensional; we write

ch M = ZdimMue”.

I

2.8.1. For each A let Cy be the collection of elements of the form »_ _, ¢ e where

e\ € Zso. Set C = {Zle z;| z; € Cy,}. Note that z,y € C implies zy € C. For x,y € C
write x > y if x — y € C. In all our examples, ch M belongs to C.

2.8.2. For a diagonalizable h-module M we denote by Q(M) the set of weights of M and
by M, the weight space of weight u. Set My, =3 .M, and define M, similarly.

For any map f : M — N we denote by f, (resp., f>,, f>,) the restriction of f to M,
(resp., M, M>,,).

2.8.3. Recall taht g = [g,9] ® CD. As [g, g]-modules one has M(\) = M(\ —ré) and so
M(X\) = M(X—76). As a consequence, ch V(A —rd§) =e ™ ch V().

3. EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTION OF SINGULAR VECTORS AT THE CRITICAL LEVEL

In this section we prove the following inequality

(1) chvV(y) <er JJ @—e)™ J[ @+e).if (A +5,8)=0.

acAt acAT

re;0 re;l
3.1. Outline of the proof. Recall that
chM\) = J[Ta-e)™ J] @+e™).
aEAS ozEA;r
One has chUf (H_) = [[,ca+ (1—e ). Using 2.8.3, we rewrite the inequality (1) in the
form

(2) dim Hom(M (A — r6), M(X\)) > dimU(H_)_,s if (A +p,d) =0.

3.1.1. It is enough to prove the inequality (2) for a dense set of A’s at the critical
hyperplane (A + p,0) = 0. We verify (2) for A such that all simple subquotients of M (\)
are of the form V(A — sd); more precisely, we take A € Ay where

A={xeb[20A+p,p) = (p,p) for pe QY = p€Zs},

Ac:={N e A| 2\ +p,0) = c}.
Notice that A is a subset of the critical hyperplane. In Proposition 3.4.5 we will explicitly
construct a singular vector v(h, m) € M(\) satisfying HC_(v(h,m)) = h(m) for all X €
Ag,m < 0,h(m) € gms. The existence of v(h, m) implies the following proposition which
establishes (2).



3.1.2. Proposition. Take N € Ny. For any x € U(H-) the Verma module M(\)
contains a singular vector v satisfying HC_(v) = x.

Proof. Take a monomial x € U(H_). We prove the assertion by induction on the degree
of xz. For x = 1 the highest weight vector v, satisfies the condition. For the degree
greater than zero write x = ba for some monomial a and some b € H_. By induction
hypothesis, there exists a singular vector v(a) € M(A) satisfying HC_(v(a)) = a. The
vector v(a) generates a module of the highest weight A — s0 where sd is the weight of x
(in fact v(a) generates a Verma module, see Corollary 4.1.3); observe that A — s§ € A.
By Proposition 3.4.5, M (A — sd) contains a singular vector v(b) satisfying HC_(v(b)) = b.
Writing v(a) = uvy, v(b) = w'vy_ss where u,u’ € U(n_) we have HC_(u) = a, HC_(v') = b
so HC_(uw'u) = ba. Thus w'uvy is a singular vector satisfying HC_(v'uvy)) = ba = z. O

3.1.3. The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.4.5.

3.1.4. Notation. We will use the following subalgebra of n
q:=nnNB

for an untwisted case q :=n+ > _ " ® (h +n). We will use the notation introduced
in 3.1.1.

3.2. Lemma. Take \ € A,.

(i) If ¢ # 0 then M(X) is simple.
(ii) If ¢ = 0 then all simple subquotients of M(X) are of the form V(XA — s8) (s € Zxp).
(iii) A vector v € M(X)a_ss 15 singular iff qu = 0.

Proof. Let A — v be the weight of a singular vector of M(A). The form (—|—) gives
rise to a quadratic Casimir element which acts on M (A) by the scalar (A, A + 2p). As a
consequence, (v,v) = 2(A + p,v). The definition of A implies that v is not of the form
p~+ kd for p# 0. Thus v = sd for some s. This proves (i) and (ii).

For (iii) take v € M(\)\_ss satisfying qu = 0. The subspace U (n)v contains a singular
vector. Write it = q@s where s = nNN_ (for the untwisted case s = >, t'®n_). Notice
that s is a subalgebra of n and U(n)v = U(s)v because qu = 0. Weight vectors in U(s)v

which are not proportional to v have weights of the form \ — p where p € Qr, & No;
by (i) these vectors are not singular. Hence v is singular. O

3.3. Set
A={A A€, A= peU)}
and define A/ similarly (taking A € A.).
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3.3.1. Lemma. Take (A pu) € A'. One has
VN Co@VA), M), Coala)M).

Proof. Writing fi_ = o(q) @ o(s) where s is introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.2 (iii),
we get U(n_) = U(o(s)) + o (q)U (n).

One has V() = U(n_)vy. The condition (A, x) € A’ ensures that U(o(s))v, does not
meet V' (A),. Thus V(X), C o(q)V(A).

For the second inclusion, recall that M () = 0 if the level of A is not critical (see Lemma 3.2
(i)). Take X at the critical level. Lemma 3.2 (ii) implies that M(\) = U(7_)M’ where
=", -0 M(\)_rs. The condition (X, ) € A’ ensures that U(c(s))M’ does not meet
M(X),. Thus M (), C o(q)M' and the second inclusion follows. O

3.3.2. Proposition.  For a Lie superalgebra m satisfying q C m C 0 and any (A, p) €
A one has
H'(m,V(X),=0 and H"(m,M(\)),=0 forr=0,1.

Proof. The first formula follows from Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 3.3.1.

By Lemma 3.2 (i), M(\) = V(A) if the level of X is not critical. For X\ at the critical
level, the second formula is an easy consequence of the first one. Indeed, M () has a local
series at p with simple quotients V'()\;) where, by Lemma 3.2 (ii), \; = A — s;0 for some
s; > 1. By the long exact sequence of Lie algebra cohomology, it is enough to show that
for r = 0,1 one has H"(m,V();)), = 0 for all indexes 7. The last follows from the first
formula and the fact that (\;, u) € A'. O

3.4. Fix u= h(m) € H_ (m < 0). In this subsection we construct for each A € Ay a
singular vector v(h,m) € M(\) satistying

HC_(v(h,m)) = h(m).

3.4.1.  From the construction of g given in 2.2.3 we see that for each k divisible by r we
have a well-defined linear map T}, : N* — N given by

Te(u(s)) = u(s + k).
Observe that T is np-invariant algebra map and Ty (eqns) = €a stk-

Let p be the reminder of m modulo r (0 < j < r). One has h(p) = T,—n(h(m))
if g # gl(njn). For g = gl(n|n) one has h € psl(n|n) because m # 0; if p # 0 the
element h(p) is well-defined; if p = 0 let &’ € gl(n|n) be any preimage of h € psl(n|n)
and let h(p) stands for A/(0) := h’. For g = gl(n|n) extend T},_, to h(p) by the formula
Tn—p(h(p)) := h(m). Notice that T,,_, remains fip-invariant.



11

3.4.2. Notation. Retain notation of 2.3.1. View B as a g-module via the adjoint action
and recall the Z-grading on g given by g, := {a € g| [D, a] = sa}.

Set
N:=Ch(p)+ Y N5, N:w= Y NI Vi=Ch(p)+ > N
s>p s§>—m-+p p<s<—m-+p

and observe that N, N’ are g-submodule of B = H @SN T and V is an fp-submodule of N.
For the untwisted case N = Ch+ . _ t*®n,and N' = > _ ¢ ®n since r = 1 and so
p = 0 for all m.

Let V* be the orthogonal compliment of N' in N* that is
V*:={f € Hom(N,C)| f(N') = 0}.

s>0 i>m

Notice that V* viewed as ng-module is dual to V.

Both N, N’ are (q + bh)-modules. View N* and V* as (q + h)-modules via the antiauto-
morphism — id. Let h(p)* € V* be the “dual to” h(p) that is h(p)*(h(p)) = 1, h(p)*(a) =0
forall a € )

S>p

3.4.3. Lemma. Forany A € A there exists a unique q-homomorphism ) : V* — M(\)
such that ¥ (h(p)*) = vy.

Proof. Define p = vif y—v e Zaeﬂ(q)

Notice that N,s = Ch(p), Ng = 0 for all s # p and Q(N) C {pu|p = pdé}. The set
Q(V*) = =Q(V) is a finite subset of —Q(V).

Retain notation of 2.8.2. Notice that V>w VZ, are g-submodules of V*. Since VI_;
is spanned by h(p)*, the restriction s s is unlquely defined. Now we deduce the state-
ment from Lemma 3.3.2 by induction on p € —Q(q). Assume that ¢, , : VI, — M())
is uniquely defined. Let ¢ : V¥, — M (M) be an extension of 1. Then ¢ is a g-
homomorphism if and only if e¢( ) = Uuleey) for any e € q,e;, € V. Take e}, € V!
and define ¢’ : ¢ — M () by the rule

8(e) =t le.c)).

The map ¢ satisfies the condition ¢([ur, us]) = ur(uy) — (—1)PEIPE2)yyp(uy) for all
w1, uz € q. By Proposition 3.3.2, H"(q, M ())), = 0 and so there exists a unique v € M(\)
satisfying ¢(e) = ev for all e € q. Put ,(e}) := v. The uniqueness implies both
uniqueness and linearity of 1,,. Hence 9., can be uniquely extended to a g-homomorphism
¥, The statement follows. O

Zsoavand p > vit p>=v, p#wv.

3.4.4. Remark that 1 shifts weights by A+ rd that is (V5 ,) C M(N)a—p

—rd—p
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3.4.5. Retain notation of 3.4.1, 3.4.2.

Proposition. Fiz A € A and h(m) € H_ (m < 0). Let v : V* — M(X\) be a
q-homomorphism constructed in Lemma 3.4.3, let v : g @ M(\) — M(\) be the natural
map v(u @ v) = uv, and let id € V @ V* corresponds to the identity map V — V. Then

U(h> m) = 7((Tm—p ® ’QD) ld/)
satisfies HC_(v(h,m)) = h(m) and v(h,m) is singular if X has the critical level.

Proof. Let B be a weight basis of V N NT; then {h(p)} U B is a weight basis of V. For
b € B denote by b* the element of the dual basis {h(p)*} U B* of V*. One has

v(h,m) = h(m)vy + Y Ty (D)o (b7).
beB
Since N is T,,,_,-stable, T,,_,(b) € N and so HC_(v(h,m)) = h(m).
Let us check that v(h, m) is singular if A has the critical level. In the light of Lemma 3.2
it is enough to verify that qu(h, m) = 0.

Take a weight element u(i) € q; (¢ > 0). Notice that T,,_,([u(i),z]) = [u(i), Tn—p(z)]
for all x € V apart of the case u(i) = h'(—m),z = h(p) (we assume that z is a weight
element). Recall that ¢ is g-homomorphism and so (u(i)y) = u(i)y(y).

Consider the case u(i) # h'(—m). Then

u(i)v(h, m) =~ (Z(Tm—p ® ) (u()(0® b*))> -
beB/

where B’ := {h(p)} U B is a basis of V. For b, € B’ set [u(i),bs] = > ¢s;b; + ws where

w, € N' =37 N Then u(i)by = — 37 ¢jabj and s0 Y7, g u(i) (@) = 30w, @3

Notice that T,,,—,(ws) € q and so

8 ((Tm—p ® 1Y) (ws ® ;) = Tm—p(ws)w(b:) = @D(Tm—p(ws)b:)

since v is g-invariant. Denote by wt a the weight of a. One has wt wy = wt(u(i))+wt by and
wt bt = — wt by 80 Wt T}y (w3s)b% = (m—p)o+wt(u(i)) € Q(B) because wt(u(i)) € QNT).
However T,,_,(w,)b: € V* and Q(V*) = —Q(V) C —Q(B). Thus T,,_,(ws)bi = 0 or
Tn—p(ws)b: € H that is wt 15, (ws)b = —pd. In the last case wt(u(i)) = md which
contradicts to the assumption w(i) # h'(—m). Hence T,,_,(w,)bi = 0 for all s and so
u(i)v(h,m) = 0 if u(i) # h'(—m).

Consider the case u(i) = h’'(—m). Then

(3) W (=m)v(h,m) = [W(=m), h(m)]vx + 7 (Z(Tm—p R Y)('(=m)(b® b*))> :

beB
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Repeating the above argument we obtain ws = [h'(—m), b] and

v(Z(Tm—p®w)(h’( )(b®b) ) > (T ([ (—m), b))E).

beB beB

Let us compute the term 7,,,_,([h'(—m), b])b* = [h'(—p), b]b*; its weight is —pd and so it
is proportional to hA(p)*. One has

([0 (=p), bIb™) (h(p)) = (—1)* WP pGEDEIPO b ([ (—p), [h(p), b]])
and thus

where ¢(b) = 0 if p(/(~p)) # p(h(p)) and [I(~p), [h(p). b]] = (~1)**®c(b)b. Then

v (Z(Tm—p @ Y)(W(—m)(b® b*))> = Z c(b)vy.

beB be B
Notice that Y, ¢(b) = —3 stry ad h/(—p) o ad h(p) where W := Z_m+f” 3.

Hence

(4) W (—m)v(h,m) = ([h'(=m), h(m)] — %strw ad h'(—p) o ad h(p))vx

By Lemma 2.3.2, [b'(—m), h(m)] = m(h'(—=m)|h(m))K where K is a central element
of g. The restriction of (—|—) to §_,, ® g, is a non-degenerate pairing invariant with
respect to the action of go. On the other hand, the map B’ : g_, ® g, — C given by
B'(z|y) = stryyadx o ady is also a pairing invariant with respect to the action of gq.
Identity g_,,, with g_, via 7_,,4, and g,, with g, via T,,,_, (for the case g = gl(n|n),
p = 0 identify g_,,, @, with psl(n|n)). Observe that g, is a simple go-module (see [K2]
and [vdL], 6.10). Thus B’ is proportional to the restriction of (—|—). The map (—|—)
induces an isomorphism 6 — 6*; since K is central, its image of K is proportional to 4.
Finally,

W (=m)v(h, m) = (h'(=m)|h(m))((}, ) + a)vy
for some scalar a. Therefore v(h,m) is singular if A has level a. Since HC_(v(h,m)) =

h(m), the vector v(h,m) is non-zero for all A € A. By Lemma 3.2 (i), v(h,m) is not
singular if A has a non-critical level. Hence a/m = —h" and this completes the proof. [

4. KAC-KAZHDAN CHARACTER FORMULA

4.1. Description of results. Call A € §* a generic critical weight if (A + p,8) = 0 and
A is not a root of other factors of Shapovalov determinants.
Set
Ny =N*tnn_, N.:=N"nNn_.
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In [Ku], Sect. 5, Ku proves that U (N, )U(N_)vy does not meet M(X) (we obtain this
result in Corollary 4.7). This gives

e chV(A) > chU(NJUN_)= ] t—e)" J] +e™).

aeAt acAl

re;0 re;l

Combining with the inverse inequality established in the previous section, we conclude
the Kac-Kazhdan character formula:

4.1.1. Theorem. For \ being a generic critical weight one has

chV\) = [ @—e™ J] a+e™.
CMGA;Z;O aeAj@;l

Using Proposition 3.1.2 we obtain

4.1.2. Corollary. Let X\ be a generic critical weight. The restriction of HC_ is a
bijection between the space of singular vectors in M(X) and U(H_).

4.1.3. Corollary. Let X\ be a generic critical weight. A submodule generated by a
singular weight vector in M(X) is a Verma module.

Proof. Let v € M(\)\_s5 be a singular vector. The submodule M generated by v is a
quotient of M(\ — sd). If M # M(X — sd) then M = M(\ — s6)/M’ where M’ contains
a singular vector v'. Writing v = wvy, v’ = u'vy_gs, (u,u’ € U(R_)) we obtain v'u = 0.
Notice that A\, A\ — sé are generic so HC_(v) = HC_(u) # 0 and HC_(v") = HC_(u’) # 0.
Then HC_ (v'u) = HC_(u") HC_(u) # 0 which contradicts to uv'u = 0. O

4.2. Let us check that U(N,)U(N_)vy does not meet M(A) (see Corollary 4.7). The
main idea is to construct a “generic Verma module at the critical level” (Mg in 4.3) and
compare its Jantzen filtration with a Jantzen filtration on M (A). This reasoning reduces
the assertion to the fact that the minors corresponding to U (N, )U(N_) in the Shapovalov
matrices are not identically equal to zero at the critical level (see Proposition 4.6). We
give some details below.

4.3. The module Mpg. If C'is a local ring with the maximal ideal generated by z, set
v.(y) =kifkeN, ye (2F), y& (k).

Set B:=U(h+ D), F := Fract B. Let E be the localization of the polynomial algebra
F[z] on the maximal ideal generated by z: £ := F([z](y). Define an algebra homomorphism
L 2 UB) = E by setting o(K) := x — (8,p), tlpsp = id. View E as h-module via
x.y = 1(z)y for any x € b,y € E; define b-module structure on E by setting AE = 0.

Finally, set
Mp :=U(§) @y B
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and view Mg as a g-F bimodule.

4.3.1. The Shapovalov form induces a bilinear form Sg : Mg ® Mg — E. This form
can be written as Sg(uv,,u'v,) = ¢(S(u,u’)) where v, is the canonical generator of Mg,
u,u’ € U(g).

Define a decreasing filtration on Mg via the form S(Mg):
FH(Mg) = {v € Mg| V' € Mg Sg(v,v') € (z¥).}

Fix u € Q and let Sp,u be the restriction of Sg to Mg, :==U(n_)_,E C Mg. Notice
that Mpg,, is a free E-module of a finite rank. The determinant det Sg,, is defined up to
an invertible element in £ and is equal to ¢(det S,). Using the formula for Shapovalov
determinant given in 2.7.3 we get

vy (det Spy,) = Z T(p —a) + Z Ta(pt — ).

acAt _ acAT

im,0 im,T

4.3.2. Denote by ¢ the canonical map Mp — Mpg/xMg and view the target as a vector
space over F. The Jantzen sum formula ([Ja], Lem.3) gives

(5) > dimp ¢(FH(Mpy)) = va(det Sp) = Y 7(n—a)+ Y Taln—a).

k>1 acAt acAt _

im,0 im,1
4.4. The module M,. Let A be a generic critical weight. Set A := Clx];). Let us
define a Jantzen filtration on M(\). Choose an element §' € §* such that (7, a) # 0 for
all roots o and p/(K) = 1. Define an algebra homomorphism ¢ : U(h) — A by setting
J(h) = A+h(p)x for all h € h. View A as h-module via z.y := /(x)y for any z € b,y € A
define b-module structure on A by setting 4 = 0. Finally, set

My = U(g) Ry A

and view M4 as a g-A bimodule.

4.4.1. Define a filtration F*(M,) similarly to one in 4.3.1. Denote by ¢ the canonical
map My — Ma/xMa = M(X). The subspaces ¢'(F¥(M,)) are g-submodules of M(\);
they form the Jantzen filtration. One has ¢'(F*(M,)) = M()). The Jantzen sum formula
([Ja], Lem.3) gives

(6) Y dime ¢/ (F¥(May)) = va(det Sap) = > mlp—a)+ > 7alp—a)

k>1 acAt acAt

im,0 im,1

where the last equality follows from the condition that A is generic.
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4.5.  Comparing (5) with (6) we conclude that
(7 > dimp ¢(F (M) = Y dime ¢ (F*(Mag)-

k>1 k>1
Lemma 4.5.1 below shows that dimg ¢(F*(Mg,,)) = dime ¢ (F*(Ma,,.)).

The natural embedding A = Clz],;) C Flz]n) = E induces an embedding of n_-A
bimodules: @ : M4 — Mpg; one has

Mp = ¢(Ma) @4 E.
4.5.1. Lemma. One has F*(Mg) = (F*(My)) ®4 E for k > 0.

Proof. One can easily sees that the Shapovalov forms on M, and its image in Mg are
connected by the formula

Sa(vi,v2) = pA(Se((v1), 1 (vs)))
where p) : F' — Fract A is an algebra homomorphism given by py(z) = z, pa(h) =
Ah) 4+ zp/(h) for all h € h” where h” C b is the orthogonal to D with repect to (—, —
(then h = " + CK). Therefore

(8) v FH(Ma) = Y(v) & F*(Mp)

because vx(SA(vl,vg)) > Ux(SE(’QD(Ul),’QD(Ug))). From (8) we get dimp gb(]—"k(MEW)) <
dime ¢'(F*(Ma,,)) for all k > 0 From (7) we see that these inequalities are in fact equali-

ties for k > 1; for k£ = 1 both sides are equal to 7(u) so it is again the equality. Therefore
FF(Mg) = 9(F*(My)) @4 E as required. O

4.6. The following statement is proven in [Ku], 5.3.

Proposition. FYMg,,) does not meet the space U(N;)U(N_-)v, where v, is the
canonical generator of Mg.

Proof. One needs to verify that the kernel of the bilinear form ¢ o .S does not meet X :=
U(Ny)U(N-). For each p denote by S, the restriction of S to X ® X. It is enough
to show that «(detS)) # O for all p. If ((det S)) # 0 then detS] is divisible by the

polynomial K +(d, p) and so the leading term of det S, is divisible by K. Using technique

of Shapovalov, we find that the leading term of det SL takes form [ . AL R and thus
is not divisible by K. The statement follows. O

4.7. Corollary. For a generic critical weight A one has

M(N) NUNDUN_ Yoy = 0.
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Proof. One has F'(Mg) = (F'(Ma)) @4 E so F'(Ma) does not meet U(N)U(N_)v,
where v, is the highest weight vector of M,. Therefore M()\) = ¢/'(F*(M,)) does not
meet U(N,)U(N_)v, as required. O

5. A VANISHING LEMMA

If p is a Lie algebra, N is a p-module and N’ is a subspace of N, denote by p/N’ the
vector space spanned by zv where z € p, v € N'.

5.1. Lemma. Letm be a subalgebra of n. Assume that X\, u € 6* are such that

V(A ComV(A), M(X), C o(m)M(A)

then
H'(m,V(X),=0 forr=0,1.

Proof. Set
Vi=V(A\), m™ :=o(m).

Let ¢ : m — V be a linear map of weight u satisfying the condition

(9) P([ur, ug]) = urg(uz) — (—1)p(u1)p(u2)u2¢(ul)-
We need to prove that there exists a unique vector w € V), such that
(10) ¢(u) = uw for all u € m.

Recall that the Shapovalov form equips V' with a non-degenerate bilinear form; denote
this form by A. Since A(v,uv") = A(o(u)v,v’) for all u € g;v,v" € V, the condition (10)
is equivalent to

(11) A(w,uwv) = A(¢(o(u)),v) foralluem  veV.

Define a linear functional on m~®V by setting 6 (u®v) := A(¢(o(u)),v). Let 5: m~ @V —
V' be the natural map given by f(u ® v) = uv. As we will check below, there exists a
unique 6" € (V},)* such that 6, = '3, (see 2.8.2 for the notation). Since the restriction of
A to V), is non-degenerate, there exists a unique w € V), satisfying A(w,y) = ¢'(y) for all
y € V). Clearly, such w satisfies the condition (11). This proves the lemma.

The assumption on A, p gives V,, = Im 3, and this implies the uniqueness of ¢’. It
remains to prove that

(12) Ker g, C Kerd,.

Identify M(\) with U~ :=U(n_). Let F' be a free associative algebra generated by fi_
and v : F' — V be the canonical epimorphism. Define a linear functional jz on m™F' by
setting

op(bf) = A(@(o(b)),7(f)), forbem™, feF
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Note that the definition is consistent since F' is a free algebra. One has §(b ® v(f)) =
dr(bf). Now (12) can be rewritten as

(13) Ker~, Nm™F C Ker dp.

Recall that U~ = F/I where [ is the two-sided ideal generated by the set {s,, : z,y €
n_} where s,, == 2y — (=1)P@PWyz — [zy]. Clearly, Kery = I + J where J C F is a
linear space whose image in U~ coincides with M(\). By the assumption on A, ;i we can
choose J in such a way that J, C m™J.

One has
Kery, "mmF=({U,+J,)Nm " F=[,Nm F+J,Clnm F+J,

because J, C m~J. Using Lemma 5.1.1 we obtain / N m™F = m~I 4+ I” where I” is a
right ideal in F* which is generated by the set {s,, : z,y € m~}. Thus

Kery,"nm FCI"+m I+ J,CI"+m ([+J)=1"+m Kern.

By definition, m~ Kery C Kerdp. Finally, to verify that 0z(I"”) = 0 take any x,y €
m~, f € F and set 2/ :=o(z),y :=o(y),v :=v(f). One has

5F(($y _ (_1)p(x)p(y)yx _ [xy])f)
= A(é(a), yv) — <—1>p<w>P<y>A(¢<y/> ) A(e(ly'=]), v)
— A y/¢(x/)’v) _ (_1)p(x)p(y)A( ) A( ([y'z']), ) 0

by the assumption (9). This completes the proof. O

5.1.1. Lemma. Let p’ C p be Lie superalgebras, F (resp., F') be free superalgebras
generated by p (resp., ') and I (resp., I') be the kernel of canonical homomorphism
F—=U(p) (resp., " = U(p")). Then INp'F =p'l +I'F.

Proof. Choose a linearly ordered basis A of p in such a way that A’ := ANy’ is a basis of p’
and the elements of A’ precede the elements of A\ A’. View the PBW basis corresponding
to A (resp., A’) as a subset of F' and denote this subset by P (resp., P’). Let X (resp., X’)
be the linear span of P (resp., P’). Onehas FF= X ® [ andso INY'F =p'Id (I Np'X).

Let us show that I Np’X C I'F. Take an element u € p’'X and write u = . ¢5;T5y;
where x, € A',y; € P and c,; are scalars. One has y; = y;2; where y; € P',z; € P\ P".
Then u = Zsj CsjTsYsz; and x.y; € F' = X' @ I'. One has X'z; C X by the assumption
on bases. Hence u € X + I'F that is p’X C X + I'F. Then

INXcCcIN(X+I'F)=1IF
since INX =0and I'F C I. O
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