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1 Introduction

Let A be a free (commutative, associative, or Lie) algebra over a field k, let S C A be a
set of relations in A, and let (S) be the ideal of A generated by S. One of the fundamental
problems in the theory of abstract algebras is the reduction problem: given an element
f € A, one would like to find a reduced expression for f with respect to the relations in S.
One of the most common approaches to this problem is to find another set of generators
for the relations in S that can replace the original relations so that one can get an effective
algorithm for the reduction problem. More precisely, if one can find a set S¢ of generators
of the ideal (S) which is closed under a certain composition of relations in S, then there
exists an easy criterion by which one can determine whether an element f € A is reduced
with respect to S or not.

In 1965, inspired by Grobner’s suggestion, Buchberger found a criterion and an algo-
rithm of computing such a set of generators of the ideals for commutative algebras [[[{],
which were modified and refined in [[7] and [I§]. Such a set of generators of ideals is now
referred to as a Grobner basis, and it has become one of the most popular research topics
in the theory of commutative algebras (see for example, [J]). In 1978, Bergman developed
the theory of Grobner bases for associative algebras by proving the Diamond Lemma [[.
His idea is a generalization of Buchberger’s theory and it has many applications to various
areas of the theory of associative algebras such as quantum groups.

For the case of Lie algebras, where the situation is more complicated than commutative
or associative algebras, the parallel theory of Grobner basis was developed by Shirshov
in 1962 [BQ], which is even earlier than Buchberger’s discovery. In that paper, which
was written in Russian and never translated in English, he introduced the notion of
composition of elements of a free Lie algebra and showed that a set of relations which is
closed under the composition has the desired property. Shirshov’s idea is essentially the
same as that of Buchberger, and it was noticed by Bokut that Shirshov’s method works
for associative algebras as well []. For this reason, we will call such a set of relations
of a free Lie algebra (and of a free associative algebra) a Grébner-Shirshov basis. (See
[B] for a more detailed history of Grobner-Shirshov basis.) It has been used to determine
the solvability of some word problems [PY, BQ, ] and to prove some embedding theorems
[, [1, B]. Recently, in a series of works by Bokut, Klein, and Malcolmson, Grébner-Shirshov
bases for finite dimensional simple Lie algebras and the quantized enveloping algebra of
type A, were constructed explicitly ([f, [0, [T, [4]).

In this work, we develop the theory of Grobner-Shirshov bases for Lie superalgebras

and their universal enveloping algebras. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,



after introducing the basic facts such as super-Lyndon-Shirshov words (monomials) and
Composition Lemma, we prove that a set of monic polynomials in the free Lie superalgebra
is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for a Lie superalgebra if and only if it is a Grobner-Shirshov
basis for its universal enveloping algebra (Theorem P.§). This is a generalization of the cor-
responding result for Lie algebras obtained in [[[5]. Thus the theory of Grobner-Shirshov
bases for Lie superalgebras and that of associative algebras are unified in this way, and
as a by-product, we obtain a purely combinatorial proof of the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt
Theorem (Proposition R.11)).

In section 3, we investigate the structure of Grobner-Shirshov bases for Kac-Moody
superalgebras and prove that, in order to find a Grobner-Shirshov basis for a Kac-Moody
superalgebra, it suffices to consider the completion of Serre relations of the positive part
(or negative part) which is closed under the composition (Theorem B.§). As a corollary,
we obtain the triangular decomposition of Kac-Moody superalgebras and their universal
enveloping algebras (Corollary B.4). Our result in this section is a generalization of the
corresponding result for Kac-Moody algebras obtained in [I4].

Finally, in Section 4, we give an explicit construction of Grobner-Shirshov bases for
classical Lie superalgebras. The outline of our construction can be described as follows.
We first start with a Kac-Moody superalgebra which is isomorphic to a given classical
Lie superalgebra. Using the supersymmetry and Jacobi identity, we expand the set of
Serre relations to a complete set R of relations which is closed under the composition
and determine the set B of R-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials. Now compar-
ing the number of elements of B with the dimension of the corresponding classical Lie
superalgebra, we conclude that the set R is indeed a Grobner-Shirshov basis.

The main part of this work was completed while the first and the second authors were
visiting Korea Institute for Advanced Study in the winter of 1998. We would like to
express our sincere gratitude to Hyo-Chul Myung, Efim Zelmanov and the other members

of Korea Institute for Advanced Study for their hospitality and cooperation.

2 Grobner-Shirshov bases for Lie superalgebras

Let X = X5 U X7 be a Zy-graded set with a linear ordering <, and let X* (resp. X#) be
the semigroup of associative words on X (resp. the groupoid of nonassociative words on
X). Then the semigroup X* (resp. the groupoid X#) has the Zy-grading X* = X7 & X
(resp. X# = Xgéé ® X#) induced by that of X. The elements of X7 and Xgéé (resp. X7
and X# ) are called even (resp. odd).



We denote by I(u) the length of a word w and the empty word will be denoted by 1. For
an associative word u € X*, we can choose a certain arrangement of brackets on w, which
will be denoted by (u). Conversely, there is a canonical bracket removing homomorphism
p: X% — X* given by p((u)) = u for u € X*.

We consider two linear orderings < and < on X* defined as follows:

(i) v < 1 for any nonempty word u; and inductively, u < v whenever u = z;u/,

v=uz;v" and x; < z; or x; = z; and v’ <.
(i) u < vif l(u) <l(v) or l(u) =1l(v) and u < v.

The ordering < (resp. <) is called the lezicographical ordering (resp. length-lezicographical
ordering). We define the orderings < and < on X# by (i) u < v if and only if p(u) < p(v),
and (i) v < v if and only if p(u) < p(v).

A nonempty word w is called a Lyndon-Shirshov word if uw € X or vw > wuv for
any decomposition of u = vw with v,w € X*. A nonempty word u is called a super-
Lyndon-Shirshov word if either it is a Lyndon-Shirshov word or it has the form u = vv
with v a Lyndon-Shirshov word in X7. A nonempty nonassociative word u is called a

Lyndon-Shirshov monomial if either u is an element of X or

(i) if w = ujug, then uy, us are Lyndon-Shirshov monomials with uy > s,

(i) if u = (vyv2)w then vy < w.

A nonempty nonassociative word u is called a super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial if either
it is a Lyndon-Shirshov monomial or it has the form v = vv with v a Lyndon-Shirshov
monomial in X# .

Remark. In some literatures, the Lyndon-Shirshov words have been referred to as regular
words, normal words, Lyndon words, etc. Since the definition of Lyndon-Shirshov words
dates back to the works by Chen, Fox and Lyndon [[J] and Shirshov [B7], we decide to

call them Lyndon-Shirshov words. The definition of super-Lyndon-Shirshov words can be

found in [, 4.

The following lemma asserts that there is a natural 1-1 correspondence between the

set of super-Lyndon-Shirshov words and the set of super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials.

Lemma 2.1 ([, [9, P4, BA]) If u is a super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial, then p(u) is a
super-Lyndon-Shirshov word. Conversely, for any super-Lyndon-Shirshov word w, there
is a unique arrangement of brackets [u] on u such that [u] is a super-Lyndon-Shirshov

monomaal.



Let k be a field with char(k) # 2, 3, and let Ax be the free associative algebra generated
by X over k. The algebra Ax becomes a Lie superalgebra with the superbracket defined
by

o) =y — (1) e

yx
for ,y € Ax. Let Lx be the subalgebra of Ay generated by X as a Lie superalgebra.
Then Ly is the free Lie superalgebra generated by X over k. As we can see in the following

theorem, there is a canonical linear basis for the free Lie superalgebra L x:

Theorem 2.2 ([I, [, B4, BG]) The set of super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials form a linear
basis of the free Lie superalgebra Lx generated by X.

Remark. The existence of linear bases for free Lie algebras of this form was first suggested
by Hall B2, and later by Shirshov in a more general form (g, B§]). The linear basis
for a free Lie superalgebra given in the above theorem will be called the Lyndon-Shirshov

basis. It is a special case of the Hall-Shirshov basis.

Given a nonzero element p € Ay we denote by p the maximal monomial appearing
in p under the ordering <. Thus p = ap + > _ fiw; with o, 8; € k, w; € X*, a # 0 and
w; < p. The coefficient « of p is called the leading coefficient of p and p is said to be
monic if o = 1.

The following lemma plays a crucial role in defining the notion of Lie composition.

Lemma 2.3 ([[9, B4, Bf]) Let v and v be super-Lyndon-Shirshov words such that v is
contained in u as a subword. Write u = avb with a,b € X*. Then there is an arrangement

of brackets [u] = (a[v]b) on w such that [v] is a super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial, [u] = u

and the leading coefficient of [u] is either 1 or 2.

Let u = avb be a super-Lyndon-Shirshov word, where v is a super-Lyndon-Shirshov
subword and a,b € X*. We define the bracket on u relative to v, denoted by [ul,, as

follows:
(i) [u], = (a]v]d) if the leading coefficient of [u] is 1,
(i) [u]y = 3(a[v]b) if the leading coefficient of [u] is 2,

where the arrangement of brackets [u] on u is the one described in Lemma P-3. Note that
[u],, is monic and [u], = u.
Similarly, if p is a monic polynomial in the free Lie superalgebra Ly such that p is

super-Lyndon-Shirshov, then we define the bracket on u relative to p, denoted by [u],

bt



to be the result of the substitution of p instead of p in [u]z. Clearly, [u], is monic and
[u]p = .

We now define the notion of associative composition of the elements in the free asso-
ciative algebra Ax generated by X. Let p,q be monic elements in Ay with leading terms
p and q. If there exist a,b € X* such that pa = bg = w with [(p) > [(b), then we define

the composition of intersection (p, q), to be

(2.1) (P, @)w = pa — bg.

If there exist a,b € X* such that p = agb = w, then we define the composition of inclusion
to be

(2.2) (P, @)w = p — aqb.

Note that we have (p, q), < w in either case.

Next we proceed to define the notion of Lie composition of the elements in the free
Lie superalgebra Ly generated by X. Let p, ¢ be monic polynomials in the free Lie
superalgebra Ly with leading terms p and . If there exist a,b € X* such that pa = bg = w
with [(p) > I(b), then we define the composition of intersection (f, g)., to be

(2.3) (f, 9w = [wl, — [wlg.

If there exist a,b € X* such that p = agb = w, then we define the composition of inclusion
to be

(2.4) (0, Q) = p — W],

We have (p, ¢), < w in this case, too.

Remark. Our definition of Lie composition is essentially the same as the one given in
B, B3, B4, B9]. We modified the definition in [f, B3, B4, B9] to define the Lie composition
(p, @) at one stroke.

Let S be a set of monic polynomials in Lx C Ay, let I be the (Lie) ideal generated by
S in the free Lie superalgebra Ly, and let J be the (associative) ideal generated by S in
the free associative algebra Ax. We denote by L = Lx /I the Lie superalgebra generated
by X with defining relations S and let U(L) = Ax/J be its universal enveloping algebra.
For f,g € Ax and w € X*, we write f =4 g mod (S,w) if f — g = > a;a;s;b;, where
a; € kya;, b € X*s; € S with a;5;b; < w for each ¢. Similarly, for f,g € Lx and w € X*,
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we write f =p g mod (S, w) if f—g =>" a;(a;(s;)b;), where o; € k,a;,b; € X*, s; € S with
p(a;i(s;)b;) < w for each i. The set S is said to be closed under the associative composition
(resp. Lie composition) if for any f,g € S, we have (f,g)w =a 0 (resp. (f,9)w = 0)
mod (S, w).

A set of monic polynomials S in the free Lie superalgebra Ly is called a Grobner-
Shirshov basis for the ideal J (resp. for the ideal I) if it is closed under the associative
composition (resp. Lie composition). By abuse of language, we will also refer to S as a
Grobner-Shirshov basis for the associative algebra U(L) and for the Lie superalgebra L,
respectively. An associative word u is said to be S-reduced if u # asb for any s € S and
a,b € X*. A nonassociative word u is said to be S-reduced if p(u) is S-reduced.

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 1 in [d].

Lemma 2.4

(a) Every nonempty word u in the free associative algebra Ax can be written as

(2.5) U= Z a;u; + Z Bjajs;b;,

where u; s an S-reduced word, o, f; € k, aj,b; € X*, s; € S and a;5;b; L u for all i, .
Hence the set of S-reduced words spans the algebra U(L).

(b) Every super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial u in Lx can be written as

(2.6) w=Y o+ Y Bila;(s;)b),

where u; is an S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial, o, B; € k, aj,b; € X*, s; € S
and (a;(s;)b;) Lu for all i,j. Hence the set of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov mono-
mials spans the Lie superalgebra L.

Proof.  Since the proof of (a) is similar to that of (b), we only give a proof of (b). If u is
S-reduced, we are done. Thus we assume that @ = asb for some s € S, a,b € X*. Then u
and 3 are super-Lyndon-Shirshov words and u — a[z], < @ for some o € k. Since u— o/,
is a linear combination of super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials whose leading terms are less

than @, we may proceed by induction, which completes the proof. [

The following lemma plays a crucial role in our discussion of Grobner-Shirshov bases.

It is originally due to Shirshov [B] and is now known as the Composition Lemma.

Lemma 2.5 (cf. @, @, B4, B)) If S is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the ideal J, then for
any f € J, the word f contains a subword 5 with s € S.

7



It is clear that if a polynomial f € Lx satisfies f =; 0 mod(S,w) for w € X*,
then f =4 0 mod(S,w). The converse is also true if S is closed under the associative

composition.

Lemma 2.6 Assume that S is closed under the associative composition. If a polynomial
f € Lx satisfies f =4 0 mod(S,w) for w € X*, then f =1 0 mod(S,w).

Proof.  Suppose f =4 0 mod(S,w) for w € X* and our assertion holds for all v’ < w.
Then f € J, and by the Composition Lemma, f = a3b for some a,b € X* and s € S.
Since f — [f]s =4 0 mod(S, f) and f < w, our assertion follows by induction. [

Lemma 2.7 Let f,g € S be monic polynomials in Lx such that the associative composi-
tion (f,g)w is defined. Then we have

(2.7) (f,9)w =4 ([, 9w mod (5, w).

Proof. ~ We consider the composition of intersection only. The proof for the compo-
sition of inclusion is similar. Recall that [w]; = fa + Y ya;fb; with a;fb; < w and
[wly = bg+>_ Bicigd; with ¢;gd; < w. Thus (f, g)u = [w];—[w]y = fa—bg+h = (f, 9)wth,
where h =4 0 mod (S, w). Hence (f, g)w =4 (f, 9)w mod(S,w). O

Combining Lemma P.q and Lemma P.7, we obtain the main result of this section,

which is a generalization of the main theorem in [[J].

Theorem 2.8 Let S be a set of monic polynomials in the free Lie superalgebra Lx. Then
S is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra L = EX/I if and only if S s
a Grabner-Shirshov basis for its universal enveloping algebra U(L) = Ax/J. That is,
S is closed under the Lie composition if and only if it is closed under the associative

coOmposition.

The following proposition, which is a generalization of Proposition 2 in [[], provides
us with a criterion for determining whether a set of monic polynomials in the free Lie

superalgebra is a Grobner-Shirshov basis or not.



Proposition 2.9

(a) If the set of S-reduced words is a linear basis of U(L) = Ax/J, then S is a
Grébner-Shirshov basis for the ideal J of Ax.

(b) If the set of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is a linear basis of L =
EX/I, then S is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the ideal I of Lx.

Proof.  Since the proof of (b) is the same as (a), we will prove (a) only. Suppose on the
contrary that S is not closed under the associative composition. Then there exist f,g € S
such that (f,g)w Za 0 mod(S,w) for w € X*. By Lemma P.4, we may write

(f 9w = awmi+ Y Bias;b;,

where «;, 8; € k, u; is S-reduced, aj,b; € X*, s; € S and a;5;b; < w for all ¢ and j. Since
(f,9)w Za 0 mod(S,w), we have > a;u; # 0 in Ax. Since the set of S-reduced words
is a linear basis of U(L), we have Y ayu; # 0 in U(L). But, since (f, g), € J, we have
> aiu; = 0 in U(L), which is a contradiction. [

Conversely, by Lemma .4 and the Composition Lemma, we can show that a Grobner-

Shirshov basis gives rise to a linear basis for the corresponding algebras.

Theorem 2.10

(a) If S is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra L = Lx /I, then the set
of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials forms a linear basis of L.

(b) If S is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the universal enveloping algebrald(L) = Ax/J
of L, then the set of S-reduced words forms a linear basis of U(L).

Proof.  Since the proof of (b) is similar to that of (a), we will prove (a) only. By Lemma
P-4 the set of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials spans L. Assume that we
have > oyu; = 0in L, where o; € k and u; are distinct S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov
monomials. Then > o;u; € I in the free Lie super algebra Ly. Since I C J, we obtain
S agu; € J. By the Composition Lemma (Lemma P) the leading term Y ayu; contains
a subword s with s € S. Since each u; is S-reduced, we must have «; = 0 for all .. Hence

the set of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is linearly independent. [J

As a corollary, we obtain a purely combinatorial proof of the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt

Theorem.



Proposition 2.11

Let L = Ly ® Li be a Lie superalgebra with a linear basis Z = {z1, 2o, ...} such that
each z; is homogeneous with respect to the Zs-grading. Then a linear basis of the universal
enveloping algebra U(L) of L is given by the set of all elements of the form zy z, ...z

n

where 1, < Tkt and 1y, 7A Tht1 Zf Zi, € Li.

Proof. Let Y = {y1,ys,...} be a Zy-graded set identified with the set Z by a map ¢
such that «(y;) = 2z; and «(Y,) = Z, with o € Z,. Let Ly be the free Lie superalgebra
generated by Y. Let S C Ly be the set of elements of the form

[viy;] — Z Oéijk
k

where i > 7 and © # j if y; € Y5, and afj is the structure constants given by the equation
[zizi] = >4 ozszk in L. Let I be the ideal of Ly generated by S. Then, clearly, Ey/[ is
isomorphic to L and the set of S-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is just the set
Y. By Proposition B.9 the set S is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for L and then by Theorem
the set S is also a Grobner-Shirshov basis for ¢4(L). Now our assertion follows from
Theorem P.10. U

Let S be a set of relations in the free Lie superalgebra Lx generated by X. We will
see how one can complete the set S to get a Grobner-Shirshov basis. For any subset
T of Lx, we define T = {p/a|a € k is the leading coefficient of p € T'}. Let S© = §
and Sy = {(f,9)w Zr 0 mod (SO, w)| f,g € SO} For i > 1, set Sy = {(f, 9)w %1
0 mod (S, w)| f,g € S} and SO = SE-D U ;).

Then the set S¢ = | J;, S is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the (Lie) ideal I generated
by S in Lx. Hence, by Lemma B, it is also a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the (associative)
ideal J generated by S in Ax. It is easy to see that if every element of .S is homogeneous

in z; € X, then every element of S¢ is also homogeneous in x;’s.

3 Kac-Moody superalgebras

We now investigate the structure of Grobner-Shirshov bases for Kac-Moody superalge-
bras. Our result is a generalization of the work by Bokut and Malcolmson [[4] on the
Grobner-Shirshov bases for Kac-Moody algebras. In the section, since we will consider

the associative congruences only, we will use the notation = in place of =4.
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Let Q = {1,2,...,7} be a finite index set and 7 be a subset of (2. A square matrix

A = (aij)ijeq is called a generalized Cartan Matriz if it satisfies:

(i)az=2o0r0fori=1,...,r and if a; = 0, then i € T,

(ii) if a; # 0, then a;; € Z<, for i # j,

(iii) a;; = 0 implies a;; =0,

(iv) if a;; = 2 and 7 € 7, then a;; € 2Z.
Let B = {e;}ica, H = {hi}ica, F' = {fi}icq, and X = E UH UF. We define a Zy-
grading on Q by setting degi = 0 for i ¢ 7 and degi = 1 for 7 € 7, and on X by
dege; = deg f; = degi and degh; = 0. We give a linear ordering on X by e; = h; = fy
for all 4,7,k € Q and e; > e;, h; = hj, fi = f; when ¢ > j. Then we have the lexico-
graphic ordering and length-lexicographic ordering as in Section 2. We denote the left
adjoint action of a Lie algebra by ad and the right adjoint action by ad. The Kac-Moody
superalgebra G = G(A, 1) associated to (A, T) is defined to be the Lie superalgebra with

generators X and the following defining relations:

W [hiby] (i > ),
leif5] = dijhi,  lejhil + aijej,  [hif;] + aijfj,
Sea: (ade) ™™y (i > ),
ei(ade;) ™ (i > j),

(3.1)
Si2t [lertrs exllen, er—1]] for k €mn,
S_i: (adfi)'mif (0> ),
filadf;) 7m0 (i > ),
S_pt St fullfes fral] for k €,
where
ifas =92 -
(32) nij _ az] 1 a’n or al] O fOI' Z #‘]
-1 if Qi = 0 and Qg5 % 0

and 7 is the set of indices k such that k € 7, k£ 1 ¢ 7, agr, = 0, agr1 -1 = 0 and
g g1+ apr—1 = 0. Let Sy = S1 1 USL o and S(A,7) =S, UW US_. We denote by G,
(resp. Gy and G_) the subalgebra of G generated by E (resp. H and F').

Set t;; = leifj] — 6i;hi, which belong to the relations W. We define the differential

substitution 5j = J(e; — h;) acting as a right superderivation on Ag by

3.3 . . : .
(33) (uv)0; = u(v)d; + (—1)t4eNEeV) (). 4 for u,v € Ap.

11



It is easy to prove that for any p € Ag,
(3.4) pfy = (~1)“@ECED fip 4 (p)d;  mod (W, w).
for some w > pf;. Note that 5]- is also a right superderivation on Lg.

Lemma 3.1 Let p be a homogeneous monic element of Ag such that (p,t;;). is defined
for w e X*. Then we have

(p.tij)w = (p)0;  mod ({p} UW,w).

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the composition of intersection. We can write p = p + p’
with D = be;, where all the terms of p’ are lower than p. Then w = pf; = be; f;. Since p
is homogeneous, degp = degp’. From (B-4), we have

(pa zg) p.fj (ezf] ( ) degz (deg] f €; — 52]h )
_pf] (— )(dogl (deg.) bfje; + 6ijbh;

(—1)\ P @D fp! 4 fibe:) + (1))

(—1)ldeeD€ee) (p)de; + 6;;bh;

(—1){ P e) £+ (p)0;

(p)d; mod ({p} UW, w).

+

In the rest of this paper, we shall omit brackets whenever it is convenient. Namely,
the Lie product [a, b] will be written as ab. Moreover, (adz)"y will be written as 2"y and
x(z;ay)" as xy". It would be clear from the context whether a product ab means a Lie
product or not.

We write f = g mod (S,n) if f —g = > aa;s;b; with l(a;5;b;) < n, where n € Z~o,
o; €k, a;,b; € X*, and s; € S.

Lemma 3.2 Letp € S,. Then for anyl=1,--- r, we have

(p)o, =0 mod (Sy UW, I(p)).

Proof.
Case 1. Relation S ;:

12



. 1- 1—n;,; . . . 1—n;;
Since e, "Ve; = aeje; 7 with a € k, it suffices to prove our assertion for p = e;je;

for ¢ # j. We first consider the case when a; = 2. We have only to check the cases when
l=1and [ =j. If | =1, we have
(P)D: =(eje; )0
(eje; ™ Vha + (=1)*% ((eje;, " ha)es
(P ey e o (1) e
=aeje; 7+ (—1)%8 (a;; — 2)eje; 7

+ (—1)2deg1(aij - 4)ejei_‘%‘j 4+ (_1)—aij dcgi(_aij)ejei_aij.

If i ¢ 7, then, clearly, the coefficient of eje; “’ is 0. If i € 7, then a;; € 2Z by the
assumption on the generalized Cartan matrix A, and hence the coefficient of eje; * is
also 0.

Similarly, if [ = j, we have

(p)éj = (e; Zl azg)a (— )(1 aza)(degl)(degj)hjezl—aij
= (_1)(1 am)(degz)(deg])a ieie] _0.

The proof for the case a; = 0 is the same.

Case 2. Relation S »:

Let p = (exy16x)(eper—1) with k € n. If [ = k — 1, since (egy1€x)ex or exriey is in Sy,
we have
(P)Dk—1 = ((exsren)(exer1))Ip1 = (exprer)(exhp1)
= —ak—l,k(€k+1€k)€k
=0 mod (Sy UW, I(p)).
Similarly, (p)dys1 =0 mod (S, UW, I(D)).

If | =k, since ay -1 + arr+1 = 0 and egr1e,-1 € Sy, we have

(p)Ok = ((ek—i-lek)(ekek—l))ék

= (exr1er)(hrer—1) — (ert1he)(erer—1)

ag p—1(€x+1€k)er—1 + A 16541 (€x€r—1)
(ag -1 + k1) er+1(exer—1) + Ak p—1(€rt1€k)€R—1
=0 mod (S UW, I(p)).

13



Lemma 3.3 For any element p € S and j =1,--- ,r, we have
)3 =0 mod (SSUW, I(p)).

Proof.  As we have seen in Section 2, we have S{ = USSf) with SS:) C SS:JFU for
1 > 0. Hence our assertion is equivalent to saying that if p &€ Sf), then (p)éj =0
mod (Sf) U W, I(p)) for each i > 0. We will use induction on i. For i = 0, it is simply
Lemma B-3. Suppose that (q)éj = 0 mod (Sg_i) U W, l(q)) for all ¢ € Sg_i). Let p €
SSfH) \ SS:). Then p = (q,r), for some ¢q,r € SS:) and (¢, 7)w = (¢,7)w mod(SS:),w) by
Lemma R.74. Since l(w) = I(p), we have

(4,70 05 = (¢,7)w d; mod (S UW,1(p)).

Thus it is enough to show that (g,7),d; = 0 mod (Sf) UW,I(p)). Write p = (q,7)w =
qa — br. Then by the induction hypothesis, we have
(a,7)w 05 =q(a)d; + (=1)18 V0 (g)d;a
—b(r); — (1D ()5
=0 mod (SYUW,I(p)).

Combining Lemma B.]] and Lemma B.3, we obtain:
Proposition 3.4 For any element p € S5, we have
(D, tij)w = (P tij)w =0 mod (ST U W, w).

Proposition B.4 implies that all the compositions between the relations in S$ and W
are trivial. Similarly, one can show that all the compositions between the relations in S¢

and W are also trivial. Now we can present the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.5 Let G = G(A, 1) be a Kac-Moody superalgebra with the set of defining
relations S(A, 1) = Sy UW US_. Then the set ST UW USC is a Grébner-Shirshov basis
for the Kac-Moody superalgebra G(A, 7). That is, S(A,7)° = ST UW U S®. Hence it is
also a Grébner- Shirshov basis for the universal enveloping algebra U(G) of G(A,T).

14



Proof. By definition, there is no nontrivial composition among the relations in S¢ and

the relations in S¢ and S¢. Also, all the compositions between the relations in S and

W are trivial (see the remark after Proposition B.4)). Thus we have only to consider the

compositions among the elements in . We will show that (p, ¢),, = 0 mod (W, w) for all

p,q € W, where w € X* is determined by p and g. There are four cases to be considered.
If p=h;h; (i > j) and ¢ = hjhy (j > k), then w = h;h;hy, and

(. )w = [wlp — [w]g = (hilj)hi — hi(hjhy,)
If p=ejh; + ajje; and ¢ = h;hy (i > k), then w = e;h;hy and
(P, Q) = W], — [w]q = (e5h5) s + aijejhy, — ej(hihy)
= (6]hk)hZ + aijejhk = —akjejhi + aijejhk

= akjaijej — akjaijej = 0

Similarly, if p = h;h; (i > j) and ¢ = h; fi + aif, then (p,q),, = 0. Finally, if p =
ejh; + a;je; and q = h; fi, + ai fi, then w = e;h; fi, and

(D, Q)w = (W], — [W]g = (ejhi) i + aijejfr — e;(hifi) — ainej fr
= (e; fu)hi + aijej fr, — aie; fu
= jkhjhi + 5jka,~jaijhj - 5jkaikhj = O,

which completes the proof. [

As a corollary, we obtain the triangular decomposition of Kac-Moody superalgebras

and their universal enveloping algebras.

Corollary 3.6 Let G = G(A,T) be a Kac-Moody superalgebra. Then we have

(3.5) GG, G DG
and
(3.6) UG)2UG)@U(G)@U(G-)

as k-linear spaces.
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Proof. ~ Observe that any super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial of degree > 2 cannot be
W-reduced if it contains h; or e;fx as a subword. Hence by Theorem B.5, the set B of
S(A, 1)%reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is given by B = B, U H U B_, where
By (resp. B_) is the set of S$-reduced (resp. S¢-reduced) super-Lyndon-Shirshov mono-
mials in e;’s (resp. f;’s). By Theorem P.I0, B is a linear basis of G, which proves the
k-linear isomorphism (B-J). The isomorphism (B.G) follows from the Poincaré-Birkhoff-
Witt Theorem. [

4 Classical Lie superalgebras

In this section, we will give an explicit construction of Grobner-Shirshov bases for the
classical Lie superalgebras. A Grobner-Shirshov basis S is said to be minimal if no
proper subset of S is closed under the Lie composition. We first set up some notations.
Recall that we omit brackets whenever it is convenient. For the elements z; € X, we set
[T120 .. x| = 21|22 xy) and {2y . 1T} = {21 T f, (M > 1) I >, we
will write x;; = [z;2;_1 - - - x;]. For simplicity, we will also denote x; = x;. We will use
the lexicographical ordering for the set I x I: (i,7) > (k,l) if and only if ¢ > k or i = k,
Jj>1.

We briefly recall the definition of classical Lie superalgebras [P1]. Let V = V5 & V1
be a Zs-graded vector space with dim V5 = m and dim V; = n, and let L be the space of

k-linear endomorphisms of V. For each a € Zo, set
Lo, ={T:V = V|T(Vs) CV,ayp forall g€ Zs}.

Then L has a Zs-graded decomposition L = Lg & L1 and it becomes a Lie superalgebra
with the superbracket defined by

[(X,Y] = XY — (-1)*YX

for X € L,, Y € Lg, o, B € Zy. The Lie superalgebra L is called the general linear Lie
superalgebra and is denoted by gl(m,n).
Let vy, -+, v, be a basis of V5 and vp,41, -+ , Uman be a basis of V5. Then L can be

interpreted as the space of (m + n) x (m + n) matrices over k, and we have

A0
L():{(O D)}AisanmxmmatrixandDisannxnmatrix},
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0 B
Li:{(C O)}BisanmxnmatrixandCisannxmmatrix}.

C D
tr B, where tr denotes the usual trace function. Then the subspace sl(m,n) of gl(m,n)

A B
For X = ( ) € gl(m,n), we define the supertrace of X to be strX = trA —

consisting of the matrices with supertrace 0 forms a Lie superalgebra which is called the
special linear Lie superalgebra.

Let B be a nondegenerate consistent supersymmetric bilinear form on V. Thus Vj
and V7 are orthogonal to each other, B\V()Xv@ is symmetric, and B|Vi><vi is skew-symmetric

(which implies n must be even). For each a € Zy, define

0sp(m,n)q = {T € gl(m,n)s| B(Tv,w) = —(=1)*4) B(y, Tw) for all v,w € V}.
Then the subspace osp(m,n) = osp(m,n); ® osp(m,n); becomes a Lie superalgebra. We
set

B(m,n) =osp(2m +1,2n) (m > 0,n > 0),
(4.1) C(n) =o0sp(2,2n —2) (n > 2),
D(m,n) = osp(2m,2n) (m >2,n > 0).

These subalgebras are called the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras of type B(m,n), C(n),

and D(m,n), respectively.

4.1 The special linear Lie superalgebra si(m,n) (m,n > 0)

Let E;; denote the (m + n) x (m + n) matrix whose (7, j)-entry is equal to 1 and all the

other entries are 0, and let

(42) xi:Ei,i—l—la yZZEH—l,Z (121,2, ,m—l—n—l)
Then the elements x;, y;, z; = [x;,y;] (i = 1,2, -+, m+n—1) generate the Lie superalgebra
sl(m,n).

On the other hand, let Q@ = {1,2,--- ,m+n — 1}, 7 = {m} C Q, and consider the

generalized Cartan matrix A = (a;;); jeq defined by

Am,m = 07 Qm,m+1 = 17 Am+1,m = _17
(4.3) a;; =—1 if |i—j| =1and (i,j) # (m,m+ 1),
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Let G = G(A, ) be the Kac-Moody superalgebra associated with (A, 7) and denote by
ei, fiy hi (i=1,--- ,m+n — 1) the generators of G. Then it is straightforward to verify
that the generators x;,v;,2z; (i = 1,--- ,m +n — 1) of the Lie superalgebra sl(m,n) also
satisfy the defining relations of the Kac-Moody algebra G = G(A, 7). Hence there exists
a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : G — sl(m,n) given by e; — x;, fi — v,
hiv— 2z i=1,2,--- ,m+n—1).

In the following lemma, we will derive more “refined” relations of G, which will be
used to construct a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the special linear Lie superalgebra sl(m,n).

Recall that we use the notation e;; = [e;e;_1 - - - €;] for i > j and e; = e;.
Lemma 4.1 In the Kac-Moody superlagebra G = G(A, T), we have
(4.4) eijer = 0j_1 €y for all (i,7) > (k,1).

Proof. ~ We will proceed in several steps.
Step 1: For all j > k + 1, we have e;je; = 0.

By the Serre relations, we have eje; = 0 for all 7 > [ + 1. Next, fix [ and assume that
7 >k+1, k>1 Then by the Jacobi identity and induction hypothesis, we get

ejern = ejeres—11) = (ejex)ex—11 + (—=1)%er(ejer—1,) = 0,
where d = (dege;)(degex) € Zy. Finally, fix j and assume that ¢ > j > k£ + 1. Then the
induction argument yields
eijers = (eieij)en = ei(ei1jen) + (—1)%(esen)ei1j = 0,
where d = (dege;)(dege; 1) € Zo.
Step 2: For all ¢, 5, k € €2, we have e;jej_1; = €.

If i = 7, there is nothing to prove. If i > j, then by induction argument and Step 1,

we obtain
€ij€j—1,k = (eiei—Lj)ej—Lk = 6i(ei—1,j €j—1,k) + (—1)d(€i€j—1,k)€i—1,j
= €4i€i—1,k = Cik,
where d = (dege;)(dege;_1) € Zo.

Step 3: For all ¢ > j, we have e;e;; = 0 and e;5e; = 0.
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By the Serre relations, we have e;e;;—1 = 0. If ¢ > j + 2, then Step 2 implies e;; =
eii—1€i—2,;. Hence by Step 1, we obtain
€€ = ei(ei,i—lei—2,j> = (eiei,i—l)ei—2,j + (_1)d€i,i—1(ei€i—2,j) =0,
where d = (dege;)(dege;;—1) € Zo.
Similarly, we get e;;e; = 0 for ¢ > j.
Step 4: For all k,1 > 1, we have h;e;q;—; = 0.

By the relations in W, we obtain
hiei-i—k,i—l = (a'i,z'—i-l + a; + az’,z’—l)ez’—i-k,z'—l =0.

Step 5: For all ¢ > j, we have e;je;_1 = 0.

If j = ¢—1, then by the Serre relations, we get e;;e;_1 = 0. Suppose first that j <¢—1
and i — 1 # m. The by Step 3, we obtain

(eiei—l,j)ei—1>€i—1

ei(ei—l,jei—1> + (_1)d(ei€i—1)€i—1,j)ei—1
(=) (eseir)(eim1jei) + (=1)* ((ei€i-1)ei-1)ei1;

=0,

(eijei—l)ei—l =

(
(

where d = (dege;)(dege;—1) and d' = (dege;_1)(dege;—1 ;). Multiplying both sides by f;_;
yields

0= ((eijei—l)ei—l)fi—l
= (eijei—l)(ei—lfi—l) + ((eijei—l)fi—l)ei—l
= (ej;ei—1)hi—1 + (ei;hi—1)ei—1 + ((eijfim1)eim1)ei1.
The second summand is equal to 0 by Step 4. Since e;; f;—; is a scalar multiple of e;e; s ;,
the third summand is also equal to 0. By the Jacobi identity and Step 4, the first summand
yields 2e;;e;—1 = 0, which proves our claim.

If j<i—1andi—1=m, since (emi1€m)(€mem—1) = 0 by the Serre relations, we get

€m+1,Em = em—l—l(emjem) - (em—l—lem)emj
= _(em—l—lem)(em(em—lem—Z,j))
= _(6m+16m)((6m6m—1)6m—2,j)

= —((ems1em)(emem-1))em—2; + (emem—1)((€ms16m)em—2;5)= 0.
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Step 6: Foralln >k >0, m > 1> 0, we have €4k m—1€m+k,m—1 = 0.

Suppose k = 0. If [ = 0, then we have to show that e,,e,, = 0. Note that

0= em(emem—1> = (emem)em—l - em(emem—1> = (6mem)em—1-
Multiplying both sides by f,,_1, we obtain

0= ((emem)em—l)fm—l
- (emem)(em—lfm—l) + ((6m6m)fm—l)€m—l
= (emem)hm—l = 2€m€m7
which implies e,,e,, = 0.
Next, suppose { > 0. If €., m—1€m m—1 = 0, then
0= ((em,m—lem,m—l)em—l—l)em—l—l
= (em,m—lem,m—l—l)em—l—l + (em,m—l—lem,m—l)em—l—l
= 2em,m—l—lem,m—l—l>
which yields e, m—i—1€mm-i—1 = 0. Hence, by the downward induction, we conclude
em.m—1€mm—1 = 0 for all m > 1> 0.
Finally, if £ > 0, then our assertion follows from the same downward induction argu-
ment as above.
Step 7: Forall k > k', I <1', we have €tk m—1€m+k m—r = 0.
Suppose k' = k. If [ = ', then our assertion was proved in Step 6. If [ < [’ and
Cm+km—1Cmi+km—1 = Ov then
0= (6m+k,m—lem+k,m—l’)em—l’—l
= em—l—k,m—l(em—l—k,m—l’—l) + (em—l-k,m—lem—l’—l)em—i—k,m—l’
= Cm+k,m—1€mt+km—1'—1-
Hence by the downward induction, we get €15 m—i€m+km—r = 0 for all I <7’
If k > K, our assertion follows by the same downward induction argument.
Step 8: For all ¢ > j > 1, we have ¢;je; ;1 = 0.
If © = j, then our assertion is just the Serre relation. Suppose i > j and i + 1 # m.
Then if e;je; ;—1 = 0, we have
0= €i+1(ei+1(€ij€i,j—1))
= eip1(eirrgeij1) + (=1) % (egeir 1)

= (_1)d/€i+1,jei+1,j—1 + (_1)d€i+1,jei+1,j—17

20



where d = (dege;+1)(dege;;) and d' = (dege;t1)(degeirr;). Since i + 1 # m, we have
€it+1,j€i+1,j—1 = 0 and the induction argument gives our relations. If 7 > j, i+ 1 =m and
eijeij—1 = 0, then by Step 7, we get e;11 j€i41,-1 = emjém -1 = 0. Hence our assertion
follows from the induction.

Step 9: For all k # j — 1, (¢,7) > (k,[), we have e;jey = 0.

Fix k =4. If [ = 7, then our assertion holds by Step 6. If | = j — 1, then it is just Step
8. If I < j—1, then, by Step 1 and Step 8, we have

€ijCil = eij(ei,j—lej—2,l)
= (eij€ij1)€j—20 + (—1)%e; j_1(eijej-01) = 0,
where d = (dege;;)(dege; j—1) € Zs.

Suppose k < 7. If 7 > k4 1, our assertion holds by Step 1. Let us assume k& > j. If
k =1, then we may assume k < i — 1 by Step 5, and we have

eijer = (€ik+2€kt1,5)€k

= €; pt2(€rt15€k) + (_1)d(€i,k+2ek)ek+1,j =0.

We shall use induction on k — [. Note that if £ > [, then we have

eijen = eij(exer_11) = (eger)er—10 + (—1)%er(esjer—11),

where d = (dege;;)(deger) € Zy. The first summand is equal to 0 by the case k = I.
Consider the second summand. If j # k, then it is 0 by the induction hypothesis. If
j =k, then by Step 2, it is equal to

(_1)dek(eikek—1,l> = (—1)d€k€il =0.

Let X = FEUHUF = {e;, h;, fi| i € Q} be a Zy-graded set, where Q = {1,2,--- m+
n — 1} and 7 = {m} is the set of odd index. Let R, be the set of relations in E# given
by:
L ee; (i>j+1),
L ejeis (i> ),
ML ejeij1 (i>5>1),
IV, emikmiCmikmot (n>k>0,m>12>0).
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Let R_ be the set of relations in F# obtained by replacing e;;’s in R, by f;;’, and
let R(A,7) = Ry UW U R_. Consider the Lie superalgebra L = Lx/(R(A, 7)), where
(R(A, 7)) denotes the ideal in Lx generated by R(A, 7). Then, by Lemma [, there is
a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : L — G defined by e; — ¢e;, h; — h;,
fi— fi (i € ). We now prove the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.2 The set R(A, 1) of relations in Lx is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the Lie

superalgebra L.

Proof.  Set R = R(A,7). As in the proof of Corollary B.G, the set of R(A,7)-reduced
super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is B = By U H U B_, where B is the set of R.-
reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in Lg (resp. in Lr). We claim that the set of

R -reduced Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in Lg is

Let w be an R-reduced Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in Lg. If [(w) = 1, then there is
nothing to prove. Suppose that I(w) > 1. Then w = uv, where u, v are R, -reduced
Lyndon-Shirshov monomials. By induction, we have w = e;jex;, where ¢ > j, k > [ and
(7,7) > (k,1) in the lexicographical ordering. Note that we must have i > k, for if i = k,
then j —1 > [ and &;;¢;,_1 is a subword of w. We will show that £ = j —1 and ¢ = j.
If k£ > j, then w contains €;;1 jex as a subword, and if £ = j, then W contains m
as a subword. Finally, if £ < j — 2, then w contains e;e; as a subword. Hence we must
have k = j — 1. Moreover, since w is a Lyndon-Shirshov monomial, we must have ¢ = j.
Therefore, we obtain w = e;;, which proves our claim.

Now, let w be an R,-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in L£gs. Then w is
a Lyndon-Shirshov monomial or w = uu with u a Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in E# CIf
the latter is true, then, as we have seen in the previous paragraph, we have © = €, 4m—1
(n>k>0,m>12>0),in which case w is not R,-reduced by IV. Therefore we have

Similarly, we get B_ = {fi;/m+n>1i>j>1}.

By Lemma P4, B spans L. Since ¢ and ¢ are surjective, we have card(B) >
dim sl(m,n). But the number of elements of B is (m + n)? — 1, which is equal to the
dimension of sl(m,n). Thus ¢ and ¢ are isomorphisms and B is a linear basis of L.
Therefore, by Proposition P.g, R is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for L. [
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Remark. The proof of Theorem (.3 shows that the Lie superalgebras L, G(A,7) and
sl(m,n) are all isomorphic. Hence Theorem [.9 gives a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the
Lie superalgebra sl(m,n). Our argument also shows that R(A, ) is actually a minimal

Grobner-Shirshov basis.

4.2 The Lie superalgebras of type B(m,n) (m,n > 0)

Let E;; denotes the (2m + 2n + 1) x (2m + 2n + 1) matrix whose (4, j)-entry is 1 and all

the other entries are 0. Set

T = Eompiviomyite — Eomantiv2omantivn (1 <i<n—1),
Ty, = Bomint11 + Emti1 2mt2n+1,
Tpti = Eiip1 — Egivims (1< <m—1),

LTm+n = m,2m+1 — L£2m4-1,2m ),
V2(E E )

(4.5) .
Vi = Eamriv2omeivt — Bomsntitiominsive (1 <0 <n—1),
Yn = El,2m+n+1 - E2m+2n+1,m+1,
Unti = Eiv1; — Emgimyirr (1 <i<m—1),
Ym4n = \/§(E2m+1,m - E2m,2m+1)-
Then the elements z;, y;, 2; = [z, 9] (i =1,2,--- ,m + n) generate the ortho-symplectic

Lie superalgebra B(m,n) = osp(2m+1,2n) (m,n > 0) and z,,, y, are the odd generators.
On the other hand, let Q@ = {1,2,...m+n}, 7 = {n} C Q, and consider the generalized
Cartan matrix A = (a;;)i jeq defined by

Apn = 07 Apnt+1 = 17 Am4n,m+n—1 — _27

Let G = G(A,T) be the Kac-Moody superalgebra associated with (A, 7) and denote by
iy fi, hi (1 = 1,2,--- ,m + n) the generators of G. Then, as in the case of sl(m,n),
one can verify that the generators x;, y;, z; (1 = 1,2,--- ,m + n) of the Lie superalgebra
osp(2m + 1,2n) satisfy the defining relations of the Kac-Moody superalgebra G(A, 7).
Hence there exists a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : G — osp(2m + 1, 2n)
given by e; — x;, fi = vyi, hy — 2z (i = 1,2,--- ,m 4+ n). As in Section 4.1, we first
derive more relations in G, which will be used to construct a Grobner-Shirshov basis for

the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebra B(m,n) = osp(2m + 1,2n) (m,n > 0).
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Lemma 4.3 In the Kac-Moody superalgebra G = G(A, T), we have

eijer = Oj—1 e of (4,7) > (k,1),m+n >k,
=0 (i,4,k €Q),

(em—i-n,iem—l—n,j)(em—l—n,kem—i-n,l) =0 (iajv kul € Q)

(4.7) [€m+n,z‘€m+n,j€m+n,k]

Proof.  As in Lemma [L.T], we will prove our assertion in several steps.
Step 1: For all (¢,7) > (k,l) and m +n > k, we have e;jep = 0;_1 €.

If we remove the (m + n)-th row and the (m + n)-th column of A, then we get
the generalized Cartan matrix for the Lie superalgebra sl(m,n). Thus we have only to
consider the case when ¢ = m+mn. Suppose k < m+n—2. If j = m-+n, then e, ,ex =0

as in Step 1 of the proof of Lemma (1. If j < m + n, then we have

Em+4n,j€kl = (em—i-nem—l—n—l,j)ekl
d
= em—i—n(em—l—n—l,jekl) + (_1) (em—l—nekl)em—i-n—l,j
= 0j-1,km+nlm+n—1,1 = 5j—1,kem+n,l>
where d = (deg €,,1n)(deg emin_1;)-
Ifk=m+n—1and j =m+n, then ey,inmin-1; = €ming and if j <m+n —1,
then
Em+n,j€m+n—11 = €m+n,j(em+n—16m+n—2,l>
d
- (6m+n,jem+n—1)em+n—2,l + (_]-) €m+n—l(€m+n,j€m+n—2,l)
d
= (6m+n,jem+n—1)em+n—2,l + (_]-) 5j—1,m+n—2€m+n—lem+n,la
where d = (degepin,j)(degemin_1). As in Step 5 of the proof of Lemma [, we have
€m+n,j€m+n—1 = 0, which proves our claim.
Step 2: For all i € Q, we have [e4+nm4n€m+ni] = 0.

It is clear that [e;+nEmtn€m+n] = 0. Suppose that [e,1neminmin,i] = 0 fori < m+n.
Multiplying both sides by e;_1, we obtain

0= [6m+nem+nem+n,i]ei—l
= em—i—n((em—l—nem—l—n,i)ei—l) + (_1)d(em+nei—1>(em—l—nem—i-n,i)
= em—i—n(em—l—nem—l—n,i—l) + (_1)dl€m+n((em—l—nei—l)em—i-n,i)

= [6m+n Em+n em—l—n,i—l]

for d,d" € Zs, and the downward induction on i gives our claim.
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Step 3: [6m+nem+nem+n—1](em—i—nem—i—n—l) = 0.

If m # 1, then by the Serre relation, we get

[em—l—nem-l—n em-i—n—l] (6m+n 6m-i—n—l)
= ([em—l—nem—i-nem—i-n—l]em—i—n)em—i-n—l + 6m+n([em—i-nem—i-nem—l—n—l]em—i-n—l)

- _[em—l—nem—l—nem-i—nem-l—n—l]em—l—n—l + em-i—n(6m+n{em+nem+n—1€m+n—l}) = 0.

If m =1, then

[en—l-len—l—len](en—l-len) = ([en—i-len—i-len]en—i-l)en + en—i—l([en—i-len—i-len]en)
= €n+1 (en—i-l{en—i-lenen}) - en—i-l((en—i-len)(en—l-len))
- _[en-i—len—l—len](en—i—len) - (6n+16n)[en+16n+16n]
= _2[€n+16n+16n](€n+16n)7
which yields [e, 1en11€n][€ns1€n] = 0.

Step 4: For all 7 € €2, we have
[em—l-nem—i-nem—i-n—l]em—i-n,i = 07 (em—i-nem—i-n,i)(em—l-nem—i-n—l) =0.

Let a = [eminCminCmin—1€mini a0d b = (€min€mini)(€minCmin_1). If m # 1, then

by Step 2 and Step 3, we obtain

0= [em—l—n em—l—nem-l—n,i] Cm+n—1

- em—l—n{em—l-nem—i-n,iem—l-n—l} + (em—l—nem—i-n—l)(em—i-nem—l-n,i)

= em—l—n{em—l—nem—l-n—lem—l-m,i} —b=a-— 267
and
0 :([em—l—nem—l—nem—l—n—l] (em—l—nem—l—n—l))em—i—n—li

- [em—l—nem—l—nem-l—n—l]em—f—n,i + ([em—l—nem—l—nem-i-n—l]em+n—2,i)(6m+n6m+n—1)

=a+ em+n{em+n€m+n—1€m+n—2,i}(em—i-nem—l—n—l) =a+0b.

Hence we have a = b = 0. Similarly, if m = 1, then we get a +b = 0 and a + 2b = 0,

which implies a = b = 0.
Step 5: For all 4,5 € Q, we have {€,,4n€mtni€min;} = 0.

If j=m+mnorj=m+n—1, our assertion holds by Step 2 and Step 4. We will use

the downward induction on j. Suppose j < m+n —1 and {€m+n€m+ni€m+n,j; = 0 for all
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7 € Q. Then we have

0= {€m+n€m+n,i€m+n,j}€j—1
= (emnCmin,i)eming T ((EminCmin,i)€j—1)Cmin,;j
= {em-+nCmrn,i€minj-1} + 0ij(€msnCmtn,i-1)€mtn,;j
= {em—i-nem—i-n,iem—l-n,j—l}v

which proves our claim.
Step 6: For all 7, 7,k € 2, we have [e,m1n i€mtn,j€mink] = 0.

If i = m + n, Step 5 implies

em—l—n(em—l-n,jem—i-n,k) = (em—l-nem—l-n,j)em—i-n,k + em—i—n,j(em—l-nem—l-n,k) =0.
If © < m + n, by the above observation, we get

[em—l—n,iem—i-n,jem—i-n,k] = (em—i-nem—l—n—l,i)(em—i-n,jem—i-n,k)
= €m+4n [em—f—n—l,iem-‘rn,jem-i-n,k] + (_]-)d[6m+n6m+n,jem+n,k]6m+n—1,i

- (_1>d,5m+n,j [€m+nem+n,iem+n,k] + (_1)dl,5m+n,k [€m+n€m+n,j€m+n,i] = O,

where d,d',d" € Zs.

It remains to prove the last relation. But it is an immediate consequence of Step 6.
O

Let X = EUHUF = {e;, h;, fi| i € Q} be a Zy-graded set, where Q = {1,2,--- ,m+n}
and 7 = {n} is the set of odd index. Let R, be the set of relations in E# given by:
. esej (m+n>i>j+1>1),
II. ejeir (m+n>i>j>1),
I eje-1 (m4+n>i>j5>1),
IV. entkn—tniknt (m>k>0,n>1>0),
V. [em+ni€msng€minj—1] (Mm+n>i>j5>1),
VI {emini€minjmini1y (m+n>i>j>1),
VIL  (emini€ming)(€mtni€min;) (M+n>i>n>j>1),
VIIL  (emtni€mtnj)(€mtni €minj—1) (n>1>7>1).
Let R_ be the set of relations in F# obtained by replacing e;;’s in Ry by fi;’s, and
let R(A,7) = Ry UW U R_. Consider the Lie superalgebra L = Lx/(R(A,7)). Then, by

Lemma (.3, there exists a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism 1 : L — G defined
by e; — e;, h; — h; and f; — f; (i € Q). Then we have :
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Theorem 4.4 The set R(A, 1) of the relations in Lx is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the
Lie superalgebra L.

Proof. Set R = R(A, 7). As in the case of sl(m,n), the set of R(A, 7)-reduced super-
Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is B = By U H U B_. We claim that the set of R,-reduced

Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in Lg is
B’+ = {eili > 7} U{emn,i minjli > j}-

Let w be an Ry-reduced Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in Lg. If [(w) = 1, there is
nothing to prove. If [(w) > 1, then w = wv, where u, v are R -reduced Lyndon-Shirshov
monomials. Hence by induction, we have u,v € B’,. We will show that either u = €, s,
U = €mtn,y With j > [ or u = e;, v = e;_1,, which would prove our claim. We need to

consider the following four cases.
Case 1. u=¢;;,v=ey (1>7k>I):

Since uv is Lyndon-Shirshov, we have (i, j) > (k, ) lexicographically. If i = k = m+n,
then w = €mqnj, V = €mqny With 7 > 1. If i = k < m +n, then j —1 > [, and ¢;; ey
contains €;€;,-1 as a subword. Hence w is not R -reduced by III. If i = j7 > k and
k =1i—1, then u and v have the desired form and we are done. If i = 5 > k and k <¢—2,
then w is not R -reduced by I. If « > k and ¢ > j, then we must have k = ¢ — 1, since
eij = eie;—1; and e;_1; < ey by the definition of Lyndon-Shirshov monomials. Hence w
is not R,-reduced by II.

Case 2. u = €, U= €miniCmin; (>, k>1):

Since wv is Lyndon-Shirshov, we have £k = m+n and [ > . Then w is not R -reduced

by V, since w contains €,4ni(€min.i €mini—1) as a subword.
Case 3. U= €pin,iCming, V="=en (i>7,k>1):

Since uv is Lyndon-Shirshov, we have €, 1y ; > €x > €pyn ;. It follows that k = m+n

and ¢ > [ > j. Hence W contains {€m+n,i€min,j €mini—1} as a subword, and w is not
R, -reduced by VI.

Case 4. U = €piniCminj> U= €mink Cmingi (1> 7,k>1):

Since uv is Lyndon-Shirshov, we have (¢, j) > (k,{) and €40 < €mink €min,g. LThus

we have 7 < k and either t =k > j >lori >k >j. If i =k > j > [, then W contains

(€m-+ni €msn;)(€msn,i €min j—1) as a subword, and w is not R -reduced by VII or VIIL. If

i >k > j, then W contains { e, +n,i €m+n j €mtni—1} as a subword, and w is not R, -reduced
by VI
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Now, let w be an R, - reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in Lg. Then w is
Lyndon-Shirshov or w = wu with v a Lyndon-Shirshov monomial in E# . If the latter is
true, then we have the following three possibilities:

(i) u=enskn (Mm>k>0,n>1>0),

(i) u = emyn,; (1 <j < n),

(ili) v = emtnimin; (M+n>i>n>j>1).

But the cases (i) and (iii) cannot occur by IV and VII. Therefore the set of R, -reduced

super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials is given by
B+ = {eij‘ i > j} U {€m+n,iem+n,j| . > j} U {em—l—n,j em—l—n,j‘l < .] < n}

Similarly, we get

B_ ={fi;| 1 > j} U{fomsnifminjl 1 > 7} U{frsng frnanill <7 < n}

By Lemma P.4 B spans L. Since ¢ and 1 are surjective, we have card(B) > dim osp(2m +
1,2n). But the number of elements of B is 2(m + n)* + m + 3n, which is equal to the
dimension of osp(2m + 1,2n). Hence B is a linear basis of L and by Proposition P.9,
R = R(A,7) is a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra L. [

Remark. The proof of Theorem [.4 shows that the Lie superalgebras L, G(A,7) and
B(m,n) = osp(2m + 1,2n) are all isomorphic. Hence Theorem [[.4 gives a Grobner-
Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra B(m,n) = osp(2m + 1,2n). Our argument also

shows that R(A,7) is actually a minimal Grébner-Shirshov basis.

4.3 The Lie superalgebras of type B(0,n) (n > 0)

Let E;; denotes the (2n + 1) x (2n + 1) matrix whose (7, j)-entry is 1 and all the other

entries are 0. Set
T = Fig1i10 — Enyitontin (1<i<n-—1),
Ty = \/§(E1,2n+1 + Ent11),
Yi = Biyoir1 — Engivingive (1 <i<n—1),

YUn = \/§(E1n - E2n+1,1)-

(4.8)

Then the elements x;, y;, 2; = [;,y;] generate the Lie superalgebra B(0,n) = osp(1,2n)

(n > 0) and z,, y, are the odd generators.
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On the other hand, let Q = {1,2,...n}, 7 = {n} C Q, and consider the generalized
Cartan matrix A = (a;j); jeq defined by

Upp =2, Qpp-1 = —2,
(4.9) a; =—1 if[i—jl =1, (i,j) # (n,n —1),
a; =0 if|i—j| > 1.
Let G = G(A, 1) be the Kac-Moody superalgebra associated with (A, 7) and denote by e;,

fi, hi (i=1,2,--- n) the generators of G. Then, by the same argument as in the proof
of Lemma [L.3, we obtain:

Lemma 4.5 In the Kac-Moody superalgebra G = G(A, 1), we have

eijer = Oj_1 ke if (4,7) > (K, 1),n >k,
(4.10) [enienjent] =0 (4,4, k € Q),
(enienj)(enkenl) =0 (Z.aja kal € Q)

Let X = EUHUF = {e;, h;, f;| i € Q} be a Zy-graded set, where Q = {1,2,--- n}
and 7 = {n} C Q is the set of odd index. Let R, be the set of relations in E# given by:
I ee; (n>i>j+1>1),
II. eje1r (n>i>j>1),
II. eje-1 (n>i>75>1),
IV. leniénjeénj—1] (n>i>j>1),
V. {eniénjeniciy (n>1i>j>1),
VI (eniénj)(eni€nj—1) (n>1i>j>1).

Let R_ be the set of relations in F# obtained by replacing e;;’s in R, by f;;’s, and let
R(A,7) = Ry UW U R_. Consider the Lie superalgebra L = Lx/(R(A,7)). Then there
is a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : L — G, and using the same argument
as in the proof of Theorem [I.4, we obtain:

Theorem 4.6 The set R(A,T) of the relations in Lx is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the
Lie superlagebra L.

Remark. The set of R -reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in L is given by
By ={eyli = j} U{enienglt = 5},

and the Lie superalgebras L, G(A, T), and B(0,n) = osp(1,2n) are all isomorphic. More-
over, R(A, ) is a minimal Grébner-Shirshov basis.
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4.4 The Lie superalgebras of type C(n)(n > 2)

Let E;; denotes the (2n + 1) x (2n + 1) matrix whose (4, j)-entry is 1 and all the other

entries are 0. Set

r1 = B3 — En+2,2,

= Eij1i40 — Engiving 2<i<n—1),

Lp = Lipy1.2n,
(4.11) i
y1 = L3 + By o,
Yi = Eitoit1 — Engintit (2<i<n-—1),
Yn = E2n,n+1-
Then the elements x;, v;, z = [x;,y;] (i = 1,2,---,n) are the generators of the Lie

superalgebra C'(n) = osp(2,2n — 2), and x1, y; are the odd generators.
Let Q = {1,2,...n}, 7 = {1} C Q and consider the generalized Cartan matrix
A= (aij)meg defined by

ann =0, ap=1 a_1,=-2,
(4.12) a; =—1 if[i—jl=1, (i,7) # (1,2),(n = 1,n),

a; =0 if |i—j| > 1L
Let G = G(A, 1) be the Kac-Moody superalgebra associated with (A, 7) and denote by
ei, fi, hi (i =1,2,--- n) the generators of G. Then there is a surjective Lie superalgebra
homomorphism ¢ : G — 0sp(2,2n—2) given by e; — x;, fi — yi, hi— 2z (i =1,2,---  n).

By a similar argument in the proof of Lemma [[.3, we can derive a more refined set of

relations in G, which gives a Grobner-Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra osp(2, 2n—2)

(n > 2). Since the argument is a variation of the one given in Lemma [£.3, we omit the

proof here.

Lemma 4.7 In the Kac-Moody superalgebra G = G(A, T), we have

eijers = 01 k€ if (4,7) > (k,1) and k #n — 1 when i =n,
{eni€n-1j€n—16} =0 (n>1),

{enien-1jenr} =0 (i,7,k € Q),

(eni€n—1;)(enren-11) =0 (4,4, k,1 € Q).

(4.13)

Let X = EUHUF ={e;, hy, fi] 1 € Q} be a Zy-graded set, where Q = {1,2,--- ,n}
and 7 = {1} C Q is the set of odd index. Let R, be the set of relations in E# given by:
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I eej (n>i>j+1>1),
II. ejeq (n>i>j>1),
ML ejeij (n>i>5> 1),
IV. eqeqn (n>i>1),
V. {enién-1jén1} (n>j>i>1),
VI {enien—1j€nici} (n>j7>i>1),
VIL.  lenienien_1] (n>1i>1),
VIIL.  (en1€n—1)(€nien_1;) (n>7>1),
IX. (enien—1j)(€nien_1,-1) (n>7>i>1).
Let R_ be the set of relations in F# obtained by replacing e;;’s in R, by f;;’s, and let
R(A,7) = Ry UW U R_. Consider the Lie superalgebra L = Lx/(R(A,7)). Then there

is a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism v : L — G defined by e; — ¢;, fi — fi,
hi — h; (i € Q). Moreover, we have:

Theorem 4.8 The set R(A, T) of the relations in Lx is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for the
Lie superalgebra L.

Proof.  Since our argument is similar to the one for the proof of Theorem [[.4, we just
give a sketch of the proof. We first prove that the set of R(A, 7)-reduced Lyndon-Shirshov
monomials in Ly is given by

B, ={eyli>j}U{enien1jln>j>i>1and (i,5) # (1, 1)},

and conclude the set B, of R -reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in Lz is equal
to B’
We see that B = B, U H U B_ spans L, where

Bo=A{fijl i 2 j} U{fnifamrjl n>j=i=1and (i,j) # (1,1)}

is the set of R_-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in £r. The number of ele-
ments in B is 2n% + n — 2, which is equal to the dimension of osp(2,2n — 2) (n > 2).
Hence the homomorphisms ¢ and 1 are isomorphisms, and B is a linear basis of L, which
proves our assertion. [

Remark. The Lie superalgebras L, G(A, 7), and C(n) = osp(2,2n — 2) are all isomorphic
and R(A,7) is a minimal Grébner-Shirshov basis.
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4.5 The Lie superalgebras of type D(m,n)(m >2,n > 0)

Let E;; denotes the (2m+2n) x (2m+ 2n) matrix whose (4, j)-entry is 1 and all the other
entries are 0. Set

Ty = E2m+i,2m+i+l - E2m+n+z’+1,2m+n+z’ (1 <i<n-— 1)>
Tp = E2m+n,1 + Em+1,2m+2n7

Tpti = Eijp1 — Egivimps (1< <m—1),

(4.14) Tmin = Fmom—1 — Em_12m,
Yi = Eomyit12mti — Eomintigmintivt (1 <i<n—1),
Yn = E1omin — Eamionmit,
Unti = Eig1, — Engimyivr (1 <0 <m —1),
Yman = Eom—1.m — Eomm—1.
Then the elements z;, v;, z; = [x;,y;] (i = 1,2,--+ ,m + n) are the generators of the Lie

superalgebra D(m,n) = osp(2m,2n), and z,, y, are the odd generators.
Let Q = {1,2,...m +n}, 7 = {n}, and consider the generalized Cartan matrix
A= (aij)meg defined by

App = 07 Apnt+1 = ]-7 Am4n—2,m+n = _1a
Am4n—1,m+n — 0 Am4n,m+n—2 — _17 Am4n,m+n—1 — 07
a; =—1 if |t —j| =1, and (i, n,n+1),
s : i (1) # (0.0 + 1)
(m+n—1,m+n),(m+nm+n-—1),
a; =0 if [i—j]>1, and (i,j) # (m+n—2,m+n),
(m+n,m+n—2).

Let G = G(A, 7) be the Kac-Moody superalgebra associated with (A, 7) and denote
by e, fi, hi (1 = 1,2,---,m + n) the generators of G. Then there is a surjective Lie
superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : G — osp(2m,2n) given by e; — x;, fi = yi, hi — 2
(1=1,2,--- ,m+n).

We modify some of our notations:

(1) We neglect epinmim—1; if j <m+n —2, we write €m4nj = €mtn Emin—2.;-

(ii) We introduce a modified Kronecker’s delta:

. 1 ifi=gjori=j+1=m+n—1,

0 otherwise.
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In the following lemma, we will list a set of relations in G which would yield a Grébner-
Shirshov basis for the Lie superalgebra D(m,n) = osp(2m,2n) (m > 2,n > 0). We will
omit the proof which is similar to that of Lemma [L.3.

Lemma 4.9 In the Kac-Moody superalgebra G = G(A, 1), we have

(4.16)

~

eijer = Oj_1 ke if (4,7) > (k, 1), (4,k) # (m+n,m+n—1),
Cmtn,iCmin—1, = 0 1f 1 >n,

Cmtn,iCmtn—1i-1 = Cmin,i—1Cmin—1,i If 1 <N,
{em+ni€min—1j€min—1x} =0 (i,5,k € Q),
{emini€min—tjeminkt =0 (i, 7,k € ),

(em—i-n,iem-i—n—l,j)(6m+n,kem+n—1,l) =0 ('éaja kal € Q)

Let X = EUHUF ={e;, hy, fi] 1 € Q} be a Zy-graded set, where Q = {1,2,--- ,n}
and 7 = {1} C Q is the set of odd index. Let R, be the set of relations in E# given by:

L.
IT.
I11.

IV.

VL

VIL
VIIL.

IX.

eie; (i>74+1,(6,7) #(m+n,m+n—2)), €ninCmini,
€ij€i—1 (M+n>1>7), €ninjlmin—2 (M+n—22>7),
eijeij—1 (1 >7>1)with j <m+n—2 when i =m+n,
em-i-n(em-i-n €m+n—2)>

Cmni Cmin—1i (M+n—22>1i>n),

€m-nyi Cmtn—1,i—1 — €m+n,i—1 Emin—1, (I < N),

entknl €nthn—t (M >k>0,n>1>0),

{€mtni€min—1j €min—1} (i <j<m+n),

{€mtn,i €min—1€min-1} (1 <n),

{€mtni€mini€min_1} (M+n—22>1),
{€mtni€min—1j€mini-1} (1 <i<j<m+n),

{em—i-n,i Cm+n—1,i em-l-n,i—l} (Z < n)>

(Emtn,i mtn—15)(Emin,i €man—1,j-1) (N +1<i+1<j<m+n),

(em—i-n,i em—l—n—l,j)(em—l—n,i em—i—n—l,j) (Z S nvi < .])

Let R_ be the set of relations in F# obtained by replacing e;;’s by f;;’s in R, and let

R(A, 1) =

R, UW U R_. Consider the Lie superalgebra L = Lx/(R(A,7)). Then there

is a surjective Lie superalgebra homomorphism ¢ : L. — G defined by e; — ¢;, f; — fi,
hi — h; (1 € Q), and we have:

Theorem 4.10 The set R(A,T) of the relations in Lx is a Grébner-Shirshov basis for
the Lie superalgebra L.
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Proof.  As in the case of C(n) = osp(2,2n — 2), we only give a brief sketch of the proof
here. The set of Ry-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov monomials in Lg (resp. L) is given
by

B, = {eij‘ [ j} U {€m+n,i em—l—n—l,j‘ 1<jori=j<n }7
B_={fijl 1 > j} U{fomini frmin-1jl i <jori=j<n}.

Hence the number of elements in the set of R(A, 7)-reduced super-Lyndon-Shirshov mono-
mials in Ly is 2(m +n)? —m+n, which is equal to the dimension of the Lie superalgebra
D(m,n) = osp(2m,2n). Therefore, B is a linear basis of L and R(A,7) is a Grobner-
Shirshov basis for L. U

Remark. The Lie superalgebras L, G(A, 7), and D(m,n) = osp(2m, 2n) are all isomorphic

and R(A, ) is a minimal Grobner-Shirshov basis.
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