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Abstract. In this paper we study a class of modules over infinite-dimensional Lie (su-
per)algebras, which we call conformal modules. In particular we classify and construct
explicitly all irreducible conformal modules over the Virasoro and the N=1 Neveu-Schwarz

algebras, and over the current algebras.

0. Introduction

Conformal module is a basic tool for the construction of free field realization of infinite-
dimensional Lie (super)algebras in conformal field theory. This is one of the reasons to
classify and construct such modules. In the present paper we solve this problem under
the irreducibility assumption for the Virasoro and the Neveu-Schwarz algebras, for the
current algebras and their semidirect sums. Since complete reducibility does not hold for
conformal modules, one has to discuss the extension problem. This problem is solved in
[1].

The basic idea of our approach is to use three (more or less) equivalent languages. The
first is the language of local formal distributions, the second is the language of modules
over conformal algebras, and the third is the language of conformal modules over the
annihilation subalgebras. The problem is solved using the third language by means of the
crucial Lemma 3.1. Note that conformal modules over Lie algebras of Cartan type were

studied in [6], where, in particular, a proof of Corollary 3.3 is contained.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 the concepts of a Lie (super)algebra of
formal distributions and of a conformal (super)algebra are recalled. They are more or less
equivalent notions. In Section 2 we introduce conformal modules over a Lie (super)algebra
of formal distributions and clarify their connections with modules over the corresponding
conformal (super)algebra. We then show that modules over a conformal (super)algebra
are in 1-1 correspondence with modules over the annihilation subalgebra of the associated
Lie (super)algebra of formal distributions. At the end of Section 2 examples of confor-
mal modules over the Virasoro, the current and Neveu-Schwarz algebras and their various
semidirect sums are constructed. In Section 3 we first prove the key lemma (Lemma 3.1)
and with its help classify all irreducible finite conformal modules over the annihilation sub-
algebra of the above-mentioned Lie (super)algebras. The main result, stated in Theorem
3.2, which describes all finite irreducible modules over the conformal (super)algebras in
question (hence all irreducible finite conformal modules over the corresponding Lie (su-
per)algebras), is then immediate.

Roughly speaking, the main claim of the present paper is that all non-trivial modules
over current, Virasoro, N=1 superconformal algebras and their semidirect sums are non-
degenerate. For N>1 superconformal algebras interesting degeneracies occur in some non-

trivial conformal modules. These effects are studied in [5].

1. Preliminaries on local formal distributions and conformal superalgebras

A formal distribution (usually called a field by physicists) with coefficients in a complex

vector space U is a generating series of the form:
a(z) = agz ",
nez

where a(,) € U and z is an indeterminate.
Two formal distributions a(z) and b(z) with coefficients in a Lie superalgebra g are

called (mutually) local if for some N € Z one has:

(z — w)N[a(z), b(w)] = 0. (1.1)
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Introducing the formal delta function
6z —w) == Y ()
w
neZ

we may write a condition equivalent to (1.1):

= (ag)b)(w)dPs(z — w), (1.2)

j=0

(here 6(3) stands for %2~ ) for some formal distributions (a;b)(w) ([3], Theorem 2.3),

l 8’LU-7

which are uniquely determined by the formula
(a¢j)b)(w) = Res (z — w)[a(z), b(w)]. (1.3)

Formula (1.3) defines a C-bilinear product a;yb for each j € Z, on the space of all formal
distributions with coefficients in g.

Note also that the space (over C) of all formal distributions with coefficients in g is
a (left) module over C[0,], where the action of 0, is defined in the obvious way, so that
0za(z) =3, (0a)(nz~ "1, where (9a)(n) = —na,—1)-

The Lie superalgebra g is called a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions if there
exists a family § of pairwise local formal distributions whose coefficients span g. In such
a case we say that the family § spans g. We will write (g, §) to emphasize the dependence
on §.

The simplest example of a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions is the current

superalgebra g associated to a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra g:
g=00C[t,t7'].
It is spanned by the following family of pairwise local formal distributions a € g:

a(z) =) (a®t")z """,

nez

Indeed, it is immediate to check that

[a(2), b(w)] = a, b](w)d(z — w).
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The simplest example beyond current algebras is the (centerless) Virasoro algebra, the

Lie algebra U with basis L,, (n € Z) and commutation relations
(L, Lp) = (m —n)Lpyqn.
It is spanned by the local formal distribution L(z) =), .7 L,z7"~2, since one has:
[L(2), L(w)] = 0w L(w)d(z —w) + 2L(w) 00 (2 — w). (1.4)

The next important example is the semidirect sum U x g with the usual commutation

relations between U and g:
[Lm,a®t"] = —na @ ™",
which is equivalent to
[L(2), a(w)] = Owa(w)d(z — w) + a(w)0yo(z — w).

Given a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions (g, §), we may always include § in the
minimal family §° of pairwise local distributions which is closed under 9 and all products
(1.3) ([3], Section 2.7). Then §° is a conformal superalgebra with respect to the products
(1.3). Its definition is given below [3]:

A conformal superalgebrais aleft (Zs-graded) C[0]-module R with a C-bilinear product
a(n)b for each n € Z, such that the following axioms hold (a,b,c € R;m,n € Z and
o) — % )

(CO)
(C1)  (0a)m)b = —na@—1)b,

(C2)  agb = (—1)%edee? 3220 (—1)7+7+199) (b, ),

(C3)  agm) (b)) = 2720 (7)(@()b) mn—jyc + (1) 94, (aimc).

Of course, conformal algebra coincides with its even part, i.e. dega = 0 for all @ € R in

amyb =0, for n >> 0,

this case. Note also the following consequence of (C1) and (C2):
(C2)  a(y)0b = 9(a(mb) + nag,—1)b,

hence 0 is a derivation of all products (1.3).



Conversely, assuming for simplicity (cf. Lemma 2.2b) that R = ®;<;C[0]a’ is a free (as
a C[0]-module) conformal superalgebra, we may associate to R a Lie superalgebra of formal
distributions (g(R),§) with basis azm) (i€el,meZ)and § = {da'(z) =), a%n)z_”_l}iej
with bracket (cf. (1.2)):
[a’(2), a7 (w)] = ) (afya’)(w)dy)6(z = w), (1.5)
ke,
so that §¢ = R.
Formula (1.5) is equivalent to the following commutation relations (m,n € Z; i,j € I):
(Al alyl = > (’Z) (al)@ ) mni)- (1.6)
ke,
It follows that the C-span of all a%n) with n € Z, is a subalgebra of the Lie superalgebra
g(R). We denote this subalgebra by g(R), and call it the annihilation subalgebra.
For example U =} .5 | CL; and g, = g® C[t].
The simplest examples of a conformal superalgebra is the current conformal superal-

gebra associated to a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra g:
R(g) = Cld]@c g,
with the products defined by:
ayb=[a,b], ab=0, forj>0,abcy,
and the Virasoro conformal algebra R(U) = C[0] ®c L with products (cf. (1.4)):
LoyL=0L, LuL=2L, L;L=0, forj>1.

Their semidirect sum is R(U) x R(g) with additional non-zero products La = da
and L(;ya = a, for a € g. These examples are the conformal superalgebras associated to
the Lie superalgebras of formal distributions described above.

The simplest superextension of the Virasoro algebra is the well-known (centerless)
Neveu-Schwarz algebra 91 which, apart from even basis elements L,,, has odd basis elements
G.,re % + 7, with commutation relations:

n
[Gr: Ln] = (T - §>Gr—|—n: [GT7 Gs] = 2L7"—|—s-



The corresponding annihilation subalgebra in this case is 91 = an_l (CLn-i-ZTZ_ 1 CaG,.
The conformal superalgebra, associated to 91, is R(M) = C[9] ®c L + C[9] ®c G with

additional non-zero products:
1 3
Other examples treated in this paper are supercurrent algebras
gsuper =g ¢ (C[t7 t_lv 9]7

where 0 is an odd indeterminate. The generating family § of pairwise local formal distri-

butions consists of currents a(z) (a € g) introduced above and supercurrents

a(z) = Z(a ®t"0)z~ "L

nez

Of course its associated conformal superalgebra is R(§guper) = C[0] @ (g® g%), where g is
an identical copy of g, but with reversed parity. R(gsuper) extends R(g) by the additional
non-trivial product

a(o)be =[a,b]’, a,beg.

The final example treated in this paper is the semidirect sum 91 X gg,,e,, Which is

defined by letting L, = —t"(t2 + 2H02) and G, = —t”%(Q% — ) for n € Z and

r € 2 + Z. Its corresponding conformal superalgebra R(9T i Fsuper) = () X R(Gsuper)

has the following additional non-trivial products:

1
L(O)ae = da’, L(l)a9 = §a9, G(O)a9 =a, Gpa= da’, Gya = a’.

2. Preliminaries on conformal modules

Let (g,F) be a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions, and let V' be a g-module. We

say that a formal distribution a(z) € § and a formal distribution v(z) = Y, .7 vz "}
with coefficients in V' are local if
(z —w)Na(z)v(w) =0, for some N € Z,. (2.1)
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It follows from [3] Section 2.3 that (2.1) is equivalent to

Za( ) ()08 (2 — w), (2.2)

Q

for some formal distributions (a(;)v)(w) with coefficients in V', which are uniquely deter-
mined by the formula

(a¢jyv)(w) = Res. (z — w)’a(2)v(w).

Formula (2.2) is obviously equivalent to
m
A(m)V(n) = Z < ~>(a(j)v)(m+n_j)- (2.3)
. J
JELy
Ezample 2.1. Consider the following representation of the (centerless) Virasoro algebra in

the vector space V' with basis v(,), n € Z, over C

Lm'U(n) = ((A - 1)<m + 1) - n)v(m—l—n) + AV (m4n+1),

where A, € C. In terms of formal distributions L(z) and v(z) this can be written as

follows:
L(z)v(w) = (0 + a)v(w)d(z — w) + Av(w)Dyo(z — w). (2.4)

Hence L(z) and v(z) are local.

Suppose that V' is spanned over C by the coefficients of a family E of formal distri-
butions such that all a(z) € § are local with respect to all v(z) € E. Then we call (V, E)
a conformal module over (g,5§).

The following is a representation-theoretic analogue (and a generalization) of Dong’s

lemma (see [3], Section 3.2).

Lemma 2.1. [4] Let V be a module over a Lie superalgebra g, let a(z) and b(z) (respec-
tively v(z)) be formal distributions with coefficients in g (respectively in V). Suppose that
all pairs (a,b), (a,v) and (b,v) are local. Then the pairs (a(;b,v) and (a, b;)v) are local
forall j € Z.

This lemma shows that the family E of a conformal module (V, E) over (g,§) can
always be included in a larger family E° which is still local with respect to §, hence to §°,

and such that 0E° C E¢ and a(;)E° C E¢ for all a € § and j € Z,.
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It is straightforward to check the following properties for a,b € § and v € E<:

> m
[a(m), b(n)]v = Z (] ) (a(j)b)(m+n_j)v, (2.5)

j=0
(0a) (nyv = [0, a(m)]v = —nagm—1yv. (2.6)

(Here [, -] is the bracket of operators on E°.) It follows from (2.5) (by induction on m)
and (2.6) that a(;)E¢ C E° for alla € §° and j € Z.

Thus any conformal module (V| E) over a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions
(g,§) gives rise to a module M = E° over the conformal superalgebra R = §°, defined
as follows. It is a (left) Zg-graded C[0]-module equipped with a family of C-linear maps
a— a%) of R to Endc M, for each n € Z, such that the following properties hold (cf. (2.5)
and (2.6)) for a,b € R and m,n € Z :

(MO0) aé\fl)v =0, for v € M and n >> 0,
(M1) [aé‘f%), b%)] = E;nzo (7) <a(j)b)é\74n+n—j)7
(M2) (8&)%) = [0, a%)] = _”a%—n-

Conversely, suppose that a conformal superalgebra R = ®;c;C[0]a’ is a free C[0)]-
module and consider the associated Lie superalgebra of formal distributions (g(R),§) (see
Section 1). Let M be a module over the conformal superalgebra R and suppose (cf. Lemma
2.2b) that M is a free C[0]-module with C[0]-basis {v® },es. This gives rise to a conformal
g(R)-module V(M) with basis v(;,,, where a € J and n € Z, defined by (cf. (2.2)):

a' ()0 (w) = Y (al;v*)(w)ds(z — w). (2.7)
JELy

A conformal module (V| E) (respectively module M) over a Lie superalgebra of formal
distributions (g,§) (respectively over a conformal superalgebra R) is called finite, if E°

(respectively M) is a finitely generated C[0]-module.
A conformal module (V, E) over (g,§) is called irreducible if there is no non-trivial
invariant subspace which contains all v(,), n € Z, for some non-zero v € E°. Clearly a
conformal module is irreducible if and only if the associated module E° over the conformal

superalgebra § is irreducible (in the obvious sense).
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The above discussions, combined with the following lemma, reduce the classification
of finite conformal modules over a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions (g,§) to the

classification of finite modules over the corresponding conformal superalgebra.

Lemma 2.2. [4] (a) Let M be a module over a conformal superalgebra R and let v € M
be such that dv = Av for some A\ € C. Then v is an invariant, i.e. Ri,yv = 0 for all
m € Zi.

(b) Suppose that M is a finite module over a conformal superalgebra and suppose that

M has no non-zero invariants. Then M is a free C[0]-module.

Remark 2.1. Given a module M over a conformal superalgebra R, we may change its
structure as a C[0]-module by replacing 0 by 9 + A, where A is an endomorphism over C
of M which commutes with all aé‘fn{ ) (this will not affect axiom (M2)).

Note that the maps a — a(,) of R to End¢cR defines an R-module, called the adjoint
module.

Example 2.1 gives a 2-parameter family of (irreducible) modules over the Virasoro
conformal algebra. Note also that the well-known family of graded Virasoro modules given
by Linvn) = ((A—=1)(m+1) = n+a)v(m4n) is conformal, but is finite if and only if o = 0.

The following simple observation, which follows from definitions, is fundamental for

representation theory of conformal superalgebras.

Proposition 2.1. Consider the Lie superalgebra of formal distributions (g(R),§) defined
by (1.5) and let g(R), be the annihilation subalgebra of g(R). Denote by g(R)" the
semidirect product of the 1-dimensional Lie subalgebra CO and the ideal g(R)4 with the
action of 0 on g(R)4 given by 8(a%n)) = —na%n_l). Then a module M over the conformal

superalgebra R is precisely a g(R)t-module M (over C) such that
afn)v =0, foreachve M and n >> 0. (2.8)

Corollary 2.1. Let R = ®;cC[0]a’ be a conformal superalgebra and M = &,¢ ;C[0]v
be a free C[0]-module. Then, given a’én)vj €M foralliel, je J,neZy, which is 0
for n >> 0, we may extend uniquely the action of afn) to the all of R on M using (M2).
Suppose that (M1) holds for all a = a’('m), b= azn). Then M is an R-module.
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Using Proposition 2.1 and Corollary 2.1, one can construct large families of finite mod-
ules over conformal superalgebras, hence corresponding modules over Lie superalgebras of
formal distributions.

In conclusion we will list more examples of modules over conformal superalgebras. In

Section 3 the irreducible ones listed below will turn out to exhaust the list of all irreducible
finite conformal modules over these conformal superalgebras.
Ezample 2.2. Let By = > >0 CL; and consider a representation 7 of the Lie algebra g in
a finite-dimensional (over C) vector space U. Let A be an endomorphism of U commuting
with all w(L;) (j € Z4). Then C[0] ® U is a finite module over the conformal algebra U
defined by the following formulas (u € U):

Liyu=(0+ A)u, Lu=mn(Lj1)u, for j >1.

For example we can take 7(Lg) = B, where B is an endomorphism of U commuting with
A. Then
Loyu =0u+ Au, Layu= Bu, Ljiu=0,j=>1,

defines a finite module over the centerless conformal algebra U, which we denote by
My (A, B). Taking dimU = 1, A = a and B = A, where a, A € C, gives Example
2.1.

Translating back to the language of Lie algebras of formal distributions, Example 2.2
gives the following family of finite conformal modules over the Virasoro algebra in the

space U ® C[t,t71] (we let, as usual, Uy = u@t"):

= /m+1
Lmu(n) = (Au)(m—l—n—l—l) - (m +n+ 1)u(m+n) + Z (] +1 ) <W<Lj)u)(m+n—j)'
j=0

The above special case defined by a pair (A, B) of the commuting operators in U is given
by:

Lintu(ny = (AU) (mint1) + (M + 1) Bu — (m 4+ n + 1)u) (m4n).-
We keep the notation My (A, B) for this U-module. Note that the module My (A, B) is

irreducible if and only if the Uy-module is irreducible and non-trivial, i.e. if and only if
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dimU = 1 and B = A # 0. We denote these B-modules again by My(a, A), a, A € C
and A # 0.
Remark 2.2. (cf. Remark 2.1 and Example 2.2.) Suppose that the annihilation subalgebra
g, of the Lie algebra g™ = C[d] x g, , contains an element L_; such that adL_; = 9 on
g,. Then g* is a direct sum of ideals C(9 — L_1) and g, . Hence in this case the study of
conformal modules reduces to the study of modules over g, satisfying (2.8). This remark
applies to all cases except for the current and the supercurrent algebras.
Ezxample 2.3. Consider the current Lie superalgebra g and the associated conformal super-
algebra R(g). Let 7 be a representation of g, = g ®c C[t] in a finite-dimensional vector
space U, such that (" ® g)U = 0 for n >> 0. This defines on the space U @ C[t,t"!] the
structure of a conformal module over g by the formula:
(@@ ™ = 3 (m) (7(a ® 9 )) (s )-
JELy J

A special case of this construction is to take a finite-dimensional representation 7w of
the Lie superalgebra g in a finite-dimensional vector space U and extend it to g, by letting
g ® tC[t] act trivially. Then we have (@ ® " )u(,) = (7(a)u)(m+n). Translating back to
the language of modules over the conformal algebra R(g) we obtain the free C[0]-module

C[0] ®c U with
apyu =7n(a)u, ampyu=0 forn >0, where u €U

We will denote this module by Mg(7). It is irreducible if and only if 7 is irreducible. In
this case we will denote the module by Mg(A), where A is the highest weight of U.

Ezxample 2.4. Consider the N=1 Neveu-Schwarz algebra 91 with associated conformal
superalgebra R(I). Let 91, denote the corresponding annihilation subalgebra. Consider a
finite-dimensional representation (m, U) of Dy, the subalgebra of 9 spanned by elements
of non-negative modes. Let U? denote an identical copy of U with reversed parity. Then the

following gives a structure of a module over R(91) on the free C[d]-module C[0]® (U S U?):

Loyu=(0+ Au, LGu=mn(L;—1)u, Lgyu’ = (0 + A’
1 + 1
L(l)ue = (m(Lo)u)? + iue, L(j+1)u9 = (m(Lj)u)? + ‘7T7T(Gj_%)u, Goyu = u?,
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Gyu=m(G;_1)u, G(O)ue = (Ou + Au), G(j)ue = (W(Gj_%)u)e +27m(Lj—1)u,

where j > 1, u € U, and A is an operator acting on U, commuting with all 7(91y). In
particular let U = Cu be the one-dimensional 91p-module with action Lou = Awu, with
0 # A € C, all other generators acting trivially. Then for A = a € C arbitrary, we
obtain an irreducible module over R(91). Hence as in the case of the Virasoro algebra we
get a 2-parameter family of finite irreducible conformal modules. Denote this family by
My(a, A).

Ezample 2.5. Consider the supercurrent algebra gq,per- Let R(Gsuper) Gsupers D€ as usual.
Let (m,U) be a finite-dimensional representation of gg,pe- We obtain a module over

R(8super) @s in the case of current algebra by setting for n > 0:
_ n 0 _ n
amu=m(a®@t")u, apyu=r(@®t")u, acg, ucl.

Denote these modules by M, @Super(w). In the special case when U is a finite-dimensional
irreducible representation of g of highest weight A # 0, extended to gg,pe 4 trivially, the
associated module over R( ) is irreducible and finite. We denote this module by

Mgsuper (A) :

gsuper

3. The key lemma and classification of finite irreducible conformal modules

Let (g,§) be a Lie superalgebra of formal distributions. For each N € Z, let

N = Z Ca(ny.

aGS,nZN

Suppose that (g,§) is regular [3], i.e. there exists a derivation 9 of g such that d(a(,)) =
—namp—1) for all a € § and n € Z. Obviously, (g(R),T), where R is a conformal superal-
gebra, is regular, hence all examples considered above are regular. Then g, = g, is the
annihilation subalgebra, which is 0-invariant and, due to Proposition 2.1, we have to study
representations of the Lie superalgebra g© = CO x g, called the exztended annihilation
subalgebra. This leads us to consider the following more abstract situation.

Let £ be a Lie superalgebra over C with a distinguished element 0 and a descending

sequence of subspaces £ D £y D £1 D £y D --- D £, D -+, such that [0, L] = L1, for

12



all kK > 0. Let V be an £-module such that given any v € V there exists a non-negative
integer N (depending on v) such that £yv = 0. We will call such £-modules conformal £-
modules. A conformal £-module is called finite if it is finitely generated as a C[d]-module.
Our goal is to describe irreducible finite conformal £-modules.

Let V be a conformal £-module. Let V,, = {v € V|£,v = 0}, and let N be the
minimal non-negative integer such that Viy # 0 (it exists by definition). Let U = V. Now

we can state the key lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that N > 1. Then C[0|U = C[0] ®c U and hence C[O)JU NU =U.

In particular U is a finite-dimensional vector space if V is finite.

Proof. Let L, and R, denote the left and right multiplication by the element a, respec-
tively. Using R, = L, — ada and the binomial formula, we get the following well-known

formula in any associative algebra A,

k
L ‘ ‘
gak = Z < ,)ak_J(—ada)Jg, a,g € A.
— \j
j
Let {v;}, i € I, be a C-linearly independent set of vectors in U generating the C[0]-
module C[0]U. Suppose that v = Y I | p;(d)v; = 0, where p;(9) € C[d], and not all
pi(0) = 0. Let m be the maximal degree of the p;(9)’s. We write p;(9) = > 7., cij&,

cij € C, so that we have ¢;,, # 0, for some i. We have, since N > 1:

j=0 J
k
k
- ( .)6k_J£N+m—l—j
=0 M

We have therefore
n n
0=LNim-1v = Z CimELN_1V; = £N—1(Z CimUi)-
i=1 i=1

Since Z?:l cimv; # 0, this contradicts the minimality of N. Hence all the p;(9) = 0,

proving the lemma. O
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Theorem 3.1. Assume that [£y, £;] C £; for all i > 0 and that £ = C0 + C[0, 0] + £o.
Let V be a non-trivial irreducible conformal £-module. Then either V = I:ad%O U, where
U is an irreducible £y-module (and dimU < oo if V' is finite), or else, provided that £y is

an ideal of £, V' can be a (non-trivial) finite-dimensional irreducible £/£y-module.

Proof. We continue to use the notation above. Clearly U is £y-invariant. First assume
that N > 1. By Lemma 3.1 we see that V' contains an £-submodule isomorphic to Ind%OU .
Hence V = Ind%OU . Clearly U must be irreducible over £ in order for V' to be irreducible.
Conversely the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 shows that by applying £,
for a suitable k, to a non-zero element of the form >_" | ¢;(9)v;, where ¢;(9) € C[9] and
v; € U, one obtains a non-zero element in U. This implies that such induced modules are

irreducible.

Now suppose that N = 0. Let u be a non-zero vector in U. Then U(£)u =
C[OJU(Lop)u = C[0]u, and hence V = C[0]u by irreducibility of V. We consider two
cases:

CASE 1. Suppose that £¢ is an ideal of £. Then £y acts trivially on V. Thus V is
an irreducible C[0]-module. It follows that if O is even, then V is 1-dimensional, and if 0
is odd with [0,0] # 0, V is either the trivial or a 2-dimensional £/£-module with [0, J]

acting as a non-zero scalar.

CASE 2. Suppose that £y is not an ideal of £. Then there exist Iy, [, € £ such that
[lo,0] = 0+ 1}. An easy induction argument shows that, lo0"u = i0"u + f;(d)u for i > 1,
where f;(0) is a polynomial in 9 of degree at most @ — 1 with zero constant term. Now if
v=>", a;0"u is a non-zero vector in C[d] ® Cu with ag # 0, then v — (£)lov is a non-zero
vector of degree at most n — 1. Thus proceeding this way we see that u is contained in
the module generated by v. Therefore OC[0] ® Cu is the unique maximal submodule of
C[0] ® Cu and hence V is the trivial module. O

We will now apply the theorem above to classify irreducible conformal modules over
the Virasoro algebra, the current algebra and their semidirect product. In addition similar
results can be obtained for the corresponding N=1 extended superalgebras by slightly

modifying the arguments. In order to do so, the following lemma is useful.
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Lemma 3.2. [5] Let g be a Lie superalgebra and let n be an ideal of g. Assume that any
finite-dimensional quotient of n is solvable. Let a be an even subalgebra of g such that
n is a completely reducible ada-module with no trivial summand. Then n annihilates a
non-zero vector in any finite-dimensional g-module V. In particular n acts trivially in any

irreducible finite-dimensional g-module.

Proof.  First note that if [a,b] = b, then b is nilpotent on any finite-dimenisonal repre-
sentation V. To see this, note that if v € V is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue A, then
the condition [a,b] = b implies that bv is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue A + 1. Thus
there exists a non-zero w € V such that bw = 0. Let W be the space annihilated by b.
Then W is a-invariant. Since W # 0, it follows by induction on the dimension of V' that
b is nilpotent on V/W. Thus b is nilpotent on V.

Taking the image of g in End¢(V'), we may assume that dimgg < oo, hence dimga <
oo and n is a finite-dimensional solvable Lie superalgebra . Let s be an irreducible ada-
submodule of n. By the assumption, it is a module with a non-zero highest weight. Hence
there exists a € a and b € s such that [a,b] = b, therefore b is nilpotent on V. Moreover
all elements from the orbit AdA - b, where A is the connected Lie group with Lie algebra
a, are nilpotent on V. Since s is AdA-irreducible, this orbit spans s, hence s is spanned
by elements that are nilpotent on V. Thus any a-submodule of n is spanned by elements
that are nilpotent on V.

To prove the lemma, we may assume that V is a faithful irreducible g-module. Suppose
the lemma is not true, i.e. n is non-zero. Let n(®) be the last non-zero member of its derived
series. By the above, n? is spanned by mutually commuting elements that are nilpotent
on V, and hence n(” annihilates a non-zero vector in V. But n(? is an ideal of g and hence
the subspace of V, annihilated by n(9, is a g-submodule of V. Thus n(® annihilates V and
so V is not faithful, which is a contradiction. O

We are now in a position to classify finite conformal modules over the Virasoro, Neveu-
Schwarz, current and the supercurrent algebras and their semidirect sums. Due to Section
2 we only need to classify finite modules over the corresponding (extended) annihilation
subalgebras. For each of these Lie superalgebras of formal distributions, the corresponding

annihilation subalgebras are of course the corresponding subalgebras defined on the line,
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instead of the circle. So we will use terminology like current algebras on the line etc. to
denote the corresponding annihilation subalgebras.

The following corollaries are immediate by Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2.

Corollary 3.1. Let g be a direct sum of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras (we
allow commutative summands). Let £ = C% x g[t], where g[t] = g ® C[t] is the current
algebra on the line. Then every non-trivial irreducible conformal module of £ is of the
form Indg[t]U , where U is a finite dimensional non-trivial irreducible g-module or else it is

the trivial g[t]-module on which % acts as a non-zero scalar.

Corollary 3.2. Let g be a direct sum of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras. Let
£ =C4 x g[t, 0], where g[t,0] = g ® C[t,0]. Then every non-trivial irreducible conformal
module of £ is of the form Indé:[t’ p)U, where U is a finite dimensional non-trivial irreducible

g-module or else it is the trivial g[t, §]-module on which % acts as a non-zero scalar.

Corollary 3.3. Let U, = >, (Ct’“’l% be the Virasoro algebra on the line. Let
L; = —ti“% and let Uy = Zkzo CLy. Then any non-trivial irreducible conformal module
of U, is of the form Indg;r(:)\, where Cy is a non-trivial one-dimensional irreducible

representation of Ug, on which Lq acts as A € C* and L;, act as 0 for all k > 0.

Corollary 3.4. Let £ = U, x g[t] such that [Ly,a ® t"] = —na @ t"** a € g. Let
£o = Yo X g[t]. Then every non-trivial irreducible £-module is of the form Ind%ﬂ U, where

U is a non-trivial irreducible (g & CLg)-module with g[t]t and Ly, k > 0, acting trivially.

Remark 3.1. Translating the modules over the annihilation subalgebra 0, x g[t] of
Corollary 3.4 into the language of conformal modules we obtain a 3-parameter fam-
ily of non-trivial conformal modules over R(U) x R(g). We will denote these modules
by Majx g(A,a, A), where A stands for the irreducible finite-dimensional g-module of
highest weight A. Clearly when A # 0, Mg (A, a, A) is irreducible.  When A = 0,
Mg (0,0, A), for A # 0, is irreducible.

For the Neveu-Schwarz algebra on the line we have the following description:

Corollary 3.5. Let My =5 - | CL, + Zrz—% CG, be the Neveu-Schwarz algebra on
the line. Let Mg =}, 5o CLy,+3 - CG,. Then every non-trivial irreducible M -module

16



is of the form Indgtg Cy, where C, is a one dimensional irreducible representation of g,

on which Lg acts as the scalar A € C* and L, and G, act trivially for v,k > 0.

Proof. We define a filtration on the Lie superalgebra 91, as follows: 91; is the subalgebra
spanned by {L%,G%,L%,G#, -+-}, if 7 is even. If i is odd, then M; is spanned by
the linearly independent vectors {G%,L#,G#,L#, -}, We set 0 = G_% so that
[0,0] = 2L_1. We then have 9y = CO + C[0,0] + Ny. Hence by Theorem 3.1 every
non-trivial irreducible conformal module over 91, is of the form Ind?t;r U, where U is an
irreducible 91p-module. Now we use Lemma 3.2 and the result follows. O

Using similar filtrations as in Corollary 3.5 one proves Corollaries 3.6 and 3.7 below.

Although never used, Corollary 3.6 is stated for the sake of completeness.

Corollary 3.6. Let g be a direct sum of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras. Let
£= (C% -HC(@% — %)) x g[t, 0]. Then every irreducible non-trivial conformal module of £
is either of the form Indg[tﬁ] U, where U is a finite-dimensional irreducible representation of
g or it is an irreducible two dimensional representation of the subalgebra C% +C(9% — %),

on which % acts as a non-zero scalar and glt, ] acts trivially.

Corollary 3.7. Let £ = 9, x g[t,0]. Set L9 = Ny x g[t,0]. Then every non-trivial
conformal module over £ is of the form Ind}(‘;0 U, where U is a finite-dimensional non-trivial

g ® CLo-module, on which Ly, G, for all k,r > 0 and g[t]t + g[t]0 act trivially.

Remark 3.2. Corollary 3.7 gives a 3-parameter family of irreducible conformal modules
over M X ggyper- As before we will denote the modules over the corresponding conformal
superalgebra R(DM) X R(@guper) BY megsuper(A,a, A), where A is a dominant integral
weight of g, o, A € C. The conditions for irreducibility of this module is as in Remark 3.2.

Translating the above corollaries into the language of modules over conformal super-

algebras (using Proposition 2.1 and Remark 2.2) we obtain the following

Theorem 3.2. Let R(*U), R(g), R(M) and R( stand for the Virasoro, the current,

gsuper)
the Neveu-Schwarz and the super current conformal (super)algebras, respectively. Let
R(0) x R(g) and R(M) X R(gsuper) denote their respective semidirect sums. Then the

following is a complete list of their finite non-trivial irreducible modules:
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1. My(a, A) and Mey(a, A), where a, A € C with A # 0.
2. Mgz(A) and M, @Supcr(A), where A is a non-zero dominant integral weight, or their quo-
tients.
3. My (A, a,A) and MmD(gsuper(A,oz,A), where A is a non-zero dominant integral
weight and o, A € C or else if A =0, then A # 0.

It was shown in [2] that every semisimple finite conformal algebra is a direct sum of
conformal algebras of the form R(U), R(g) and R(*U) x R(g). The results of this section
give a description of all finite irreducible modules over all finite semisimple conformal

algebras. Namely we have the following

Proposition 3.1. Let R= Ry & Ry ® ---&® R, be a finite semisimple conformal algebra.
Suppose that R; is either R(0) or R(*U) x R(g) for some i. Let V be a finite irreducible
conformal module of R whose restriction to R; is non-trivial. Then the restriction of V' to

all R; is trivial for i # j.

Proof. Since R; is either the conformal algebra R(g) or R(U) x R(g), there exists
Léo) € R; such that [0 — Lfo), R;] = 0. Choose any k # i and consider irreducible modules
over the conformal algebra R; & Rjy. By Proposition 2.1 we are to consider modules over
COx ((Ri)+ @ (Rik)+) = (Ri)+ @ (C(0 — L%O)) X (Rg)+). Now a non-trivial irreducible
(R;)+-module is free over C[L%O)] and a non-trivial irreducible C(0 — L%O)) X (Ry)+-module
is free over C[0— LEO)] by above discussion. Thus their tensor product is free over (C[LEO)] ®
C[o — L%O)] and hence cannot be finite over C[0]. O

Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 imply immediately

Theorem 3.3. Let R = R & Ry & --- & R, be a finite semisimple conformal algebra,
where each R; is either simple or of the form R(U) x R(g). Then R has a faithful finite

module if and only if either all R; are current conformal algebras or n = 1.
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In this erratum we make corrections (a),(b) and (c) to our paper [3].

(a) Here is a correct statement and a proof of Lemma 3.2 of [3].

Lemma 1. Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra and let n be a solvable ideal of
g. Let a be an even subalgebra of g such that n is a completely reducible ada-module with

no trivial summand. Then n acts trivially in any irreducible finite-dimensional g-module

V.

Proof.  First note that if [a,b] = b, then b is nilpotent on any finite-dimenisonal repre-
sentation V. To see this, note that if v € V is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue A, then
the condition [a,b] = b implies that bv is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue A + 1. Thus
there exists a non-zero w € V such that bw = 0. Let W be the space annihilated by b.
Then W is a-invariant. Since W # 0, it follows by induction on the dimension of V' that
b is nilpotent on V/W. Thus b is nilpotent on V.

Let s be an irreducible ada-submodule of n. By the assumption, it is a module with a
non-zero highest weight. Hence there exists a € a and b € s such that [a, b] = b, therefore b
is nilpotent on V. Moreover all elements from the orbit AdA - b, where A is the connected
Lie group with Lie algebra a, are nilpotent on V. Since s is AdA-irreducible, this orbit
spans s, hence s is spanned by elements that are nilpotent on V. Thus any a-submodule
of n is spanned by elements that are nilpotent on V.

To prove the lemma, we may assume that V is a faithful g-module. Suppose the
lemma is not true, i.e. n is non-zero. Let n(9 be the last non-zero member of its derived

series. By the above, n(¥ is spanned by mutually commuting elements that are nilpotent
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on V, and hence n(” annihilates a non-zero vector in V. But n(? is an ideal of g and hence
the subspace of V, annihilated by n(?) is a g-submodule of V. Thus n(? annihilates V and
so V' is not faithful, which is a contradiction. O

(b) Lemma 1, however, is not applicable to the current algebra of three series of simple
Lie superalgebras that we have considered in [3]. Namely the Lie superalgebras A(m|n),
for m # n, C(n) and W (n) (see [4]) for which n will contain trivial summands. For these
three series the statement of Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 turns out to be incorrect.
Below we will classify irreducible conformal modules over their current algebras. Due to
Lemma 3.1 of [3] it suffices to consider finite-dimensional irreducible representations of the
Lie superalgebra g ® C[t]/t" ™!, where n > 0 and g is a member of one of the three series of
simple Lie superalgebras above. As the case of n = 0 is trivial, we may assume from now
on that n > 1. In fact we will study more general Lie superalgebras g satisfying properties
we now describe.

Let g = g5 @ g7 be a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra and suppose that g =g_; &
0o DY DYy ® - By, is Z-graded such that g; C g;. Assume that gop = a @ Cc is a
reductive Lie algebra such that a is a semisimple subalgebra and c is a central element.
Furthermore suppose that g; as an a-module has no trivial summand for ¢ # 0, and there
exists an a-submodule g*; C g; contragredient to g_; and g; = g*; ® g} as a-modules
with [g},g_1] C a. Finally suppose that given any non-zero a € g_; [a,g* ;] N Cc # 0 and
given any non-zero b € g*, [g_1,b] N Cc # 0. Note that it follows from the descriptions of
the three series of simple Lie superalgebras A(m|n), for m # n, C(n) and W(n) in [4] that
they satisfy the assumptions of g above.

Set £ = g®CJt]/t"*1. We want to determine finite-dimensional irreducible £-modules,

on which g ® t" acts non-trivially. We let

G0290+g,1+zgi'

i>2

Consider the subalgebra L C £, which is defined as follows: For n = 2k, kK € N, an even

integer, we let

L:=Gy+Gy@t+-+Gytr 1+ (Go+g,) @t + gttt + ... 4+ gat?.
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If n =2k + 1 is odd, then we let
Li=Go+Go®t+ - +Goatr +gatht +... g t?th

We first determine finite-dimensional irreducible L-modules. It will turn out that every
irreducible £-module on which g ® t™ acts non-trivially are obtained from inducing from
a suitable irreducible L-module. The main tool we use to prove this assertion is the Lie
algebraic analogue of Mackey’s irreducibility criterion [1]. Before recalling it, we need some
terminology. Let ¢ be a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra and I C € be an ideal of .
Let (m,Vs) be an irreducible I-module. Define the stabilizer associated to the pair (m, I)
to be K, = {k € ¢3A; € End(V;) with n([k,i]) = [Ag, 7(:)],Vi € I}. K, is a subalgebra

containing I. One can prove using analogous arguments as in [1]

Theorem 1. [2] Let Vi be an irreducible representation of K, such that as an I-module,
Vi is a direct sum of copies of w. If the Zs-graded space t/ K is spanned by elements of

the same parity, then Ind%ﬂ Vi is an irreducible ¥-module.

We now consider the subalgebra

B=b+gi+Y g+ (LNngaC[tt),
i>2
where b is a Borel subalgebra of g,. Then B is a solvable subalgebra of L and [Bj, Bi]NCc =
0. However, since g as an a-module contains only one trivial summand, namely Cc, it
is clear that [b,g,] = g;, for all @ # 0, and [b,g,] = a. In fact [b,g*;] = g*; and
[b,g)] = g}. This discussion implies that [Bi, B;] C [Bg, Bg]- Therefore by [4] every
finite-dimensional irreducible representation of B is one-dimensional, say Cvy, where \ :

h+ Cc® CJt] — C is a linear form extended trivially to B and b is a Cartan subalgebra

kay
—ay

in b. However Indé(Cv,\ is spanned by elements of the form e . -e]i“a":n vx, Where e_;
are negative root vectors of a. It follows that ¢ ® #/ acts as a scalar on Ind5Cuvy. Set
g° =gy +a+) ;5,9 Clearly [a,g°] = g From this it follows by induction on
Koy + -+ ka,, that g1 + 3,508, + (g° @ C[t]t) N L acts trivially on this induced module.

Thus we obtain



Proposition 1. Every irreducible L-module is an irreducible g, & (¢ ® Clt|t)-module, on

which g} + 5, 0; + (9° ® C[t]t) N L acts trivially.

Next we introduce the auxilary subalgebra

£:=Go+g®C[tt.
From Proposition 1 we obtain the classification of finite-dimensional irreducible £-modules.

Proposition 2. Let V, be an irreducible L-module such that ¢ ® t" acts as a non-zero
scalar. Then Ind% Vi, is irreducible. Furthermore suppose that W is an irreducible £-

module on which g ® t" acts non-trivially, then W =2 Indf Vi, where V1, is as above.

Proof. Let I = (Go+gy) ®tF +g@C[t]t* !, if n = 2k and I = g C[t]tF+L, if n = 2k + 1.
Note that I is an ideal of £. By Proposition 1 V7, is a direct sum of 1-dimensional mutually
isomorphic I-modules Cuvy, where (¢ ® t7)vy = A(c ® t/)vy,. Consider the stabilizer of the
I-module Cvy, in £. Since for every vector g € g_,+g* ; there exists a vector ¢’ € g_, +¢*,
such that [g,¢'] = pc+ a, where p # 0 and a € a + g,, it follows that the stabilizer is
precisely L, if A(c®t™) # 0. Since also £/L is a completely odd vector space, we can employ
Theorem 1 and irreducibility follows. On the other hand suppose that W is an irreducible
£-module on which g ® t" acts non-trivially. Let V7 be an irreducible L-submodule inside
W. If ¢ ® t™ acts trivially on Vi, then g ® t™ acts trivially on V;, by Proposition 1. But
g ®t" is an ideal of £ and hence acts trivially on W, which is a contradiction. [
Proposition 1 says that inducing from L to £ irreducibility is preserved. So our final
goal is to show that induction from £ to £ also preserves irreducibility. Note that from

Proposition 2 we get

Corollary 1. Every irreducible £-module, on which g&®t™ acts non-trivially, considered as
a g®t"-module, is a direct sum of the same 1-dimensional g®t"-module Cvy. Furthermore

c®t" acts as a non-zero scalar A(c ® t"), while g¢ ® t"™ acts trivially.
Now we are ready to classify irreducible £-modules.

Proposition 3. Let V be an irreducible £-module on which ¢ ® t" acts as a non-zero
scalar. Then Ind%V is an irreducible £-module. Furthermore every irreducible £-module,

on which g ® t" acts non-trivially, is of this form.
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Proof.  'We will set up to employ Theorem 1 again. By Corollary 1 V is a direct sum
of copies of the g ® t"-module Cvy and (¢ ® t™) # 0. We compute the stabilizer of the
g®t"-module Cvy now in £. Again using the same argument as in the proof of Proposition
2, one checks that the stabilizer is precisely £, if A(c®t™) # 0. Thus by Blattner’s theorem
again, the induced module is irreducible. The same argument as in Proposition 2 gives
that these are all such irreducibles. O

Combining Proposition 2 and 3 gives

Theorem 2. All finite-dimensional irreducible representations of £, on which g ® t" acts
non-trivially, are of the form IndeL, where V7, is an irreducible representation of L, on

which c®1t™ acts as a non-zero scalar. Furthermore all such representations are irreducible.

In [2] it was shown that if S is a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra such that [S, S| =
S and A(n) is the Grassmann superalgebra in n odd variables, then every finite-dimensional
irreducible S ® A(n)-module is an irreducible S-module, on which the S ® N acts trivially,
where N is the maximal nilpotent ideal of A(n). Thus for supercurrents g[t,f] = g ®
C[t,t7 '] ® A(1), where 6 is an odd variables and g is one of the three series of simple
Lie superalgebras, we may apply this result and Theorem 2 to obtain their irreducible
conformal modules.

(c) In the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [3] we use v to denote the vector Y . | p;(9)v;.
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