arXiv:1210.7094v2 [math-ph] 12 Feb 2013

TAKIFF SUPERALGEBRAS AND CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY

ANDREI BABICHENKO AND DAVID RIDOUT

ABSTRACT. A class of non-semisimple extensions of Lie superalgebras is studied. They are obtained by adjoining to the superalgebra its adjoint representation as an abelian ideal. When the superalgebra is of affine Kac-Moody type, a generalisation of Sugawara’s construction is shown to give rise to a copy of the Virasoro algebra and so, presumably, to a conformal field theory. Evidence for this is detailed for the extension of the affinisation of the superalgebra gl(1|1): Its highest weight irreducible modules are classified using spectral flow, the irreducible supercharacters are computed and a continuum version of the Verlinde formula is verified to give non-negative integer structure coefficients. Interpreting these coefficients as those of the Grothendieck ring of fusion, partial results on the true fusion ring and its indecomposable structures are deduced.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent investigations have shown that logarithmic conformal field theories are playing an essential role in different physical problems ranging from string theory, especially on supergroup target spaces [1–7], to different condensed matter and statistical mechanics problems [8–16]. On the one hand, the increasing interest in such theories is not surprising given that they are expected to be generic. On the other, recent progress in their understanding, mainly achieved by more careful studies of the representation theory of their (chiral) symmetry algebras [17–20], has added considerably to their appeal.

The defining feature of a logarithmic theory is the presence of reducible but indecomposable representations on which the Virasoro zero mode L_0 acts non-semisimply, leading to logarithmic singularities in correlation functions [21]. In this paper, we introduce a new class of non-semisimple symmetry algebras which we expect to lead to new examples of reasonably well-behaved logarithmic conformal field theories and we confirm this expectation for one non-trivial example. This class consists of certain types of extensions of Kac-Moody superalgebras in which, roughly speaking, the superalgebra is extended by its adjoint representation.

We remark that similar extensions have recently been proposed [22, 23] as part of a current algebra description of two-dimensional principal chiral models for Lie supergroups with vanishing Killing form (see also [24, 25]). These deformations of Wess-Zumino-Witten models are known to be conformal [26–28] due to their beta function vanishing perturbatively to all orders. However, the currents postulated in this proposal are non-chiral, whereas we build our theories from a traditional chiral starting point (we also choose a more useful energy-momentum tensor to define the conformal structure). It is therefore not clear if our results will have any bearing on the understanding of the conformal field theories describing these principal chiral models.

In the mathematics literature, the type of non-semisimple Lie superalgebras which arise in the above investigations were introduced by Takiff [29], though not in the super setting, as part of an investigation of invariant polynomial rings. These algebras have since been considered in a slightly generalised form under the names generalised Takiff algebras [30, 31], in which a semisimple Lie algebra is tensored with a polynomial ring in a nilpotent formal variable t, and truncated current algebras [32, 33], in which one does the same to an affine Kac-Moody algebra. The algebras that we will consider correspond to taking t^2 = 0, as in Takiff’s original paper, but we extend to embrace Lie and Kac-Moody superalgebras as well. We will therefore refer to them as Takiff superalgebras. Unfortunately, not much is known about the representations of Takiff algebras beyond the highest weight theory [32].

With this motivation, we provide the first steps in investigating the representation theory of Takiff superalgebras as required by the intended application to conformal field theory. For the most part, we restrict ourselves to

May 5, 2019.

1

studying the Takiff superalgebras obtained from the non-semisimple Lie superalgebra gl (1|1) and its affinisation ^gl(1|1). The logarithmic conformal field theories built from ^gl(1|1) are among the best understood [1, 2, 34–36] and the representations may be classified using relatively elementary means [37] (see also [38] for a somewhat less elementary discussion). Our reason for not immediately generalising to the Takiff algebra of ^sl(2) or the Takiff superalgebra of ^psl(2|2), for example, is the realisation [39–43] that logarithmic conformal field theories built from affine Kac-Moody algebras (and superalgebras) generically require the introduction of irreducible representations that are not highest weight with respect to any choice of Borel subalgebra.^1 We expect that this will be true for Takiff superalgebras as well and therefore leave the difficult problem of characterising such representations for future work [44].

The structure of the article is as follows: We first define a Takiff superalgebra precisely and then show, for a reasonably general class of affine Takiff superalgebras, that there is a natural generalisation of the Sugawara construction which gives an energy-momentum tensor. Moreover, this field has the desired property that each current is a dimension 1 primary field with respect to it. Whether this energy-momentum field is physically relevant or not in any given application, the construction is extremely useful for the investigation of the representation theory that follows. We then specialise to the Takiff superalgebra constructed from gl(1|1). Keeping in mind potential physical applications, we analyse the structure of its Verma modules and classify the irreducible highest weight modules. This is followed by a discussion of the representation ring generated by repeatedly taking tensor products of irreducibles. In contrast to the case of gl(1|1) [2, 34], the complexity of the indecomposable modules that appear as summands of such tensor products appears to grow without limit (more precisely, the action of one of the affine zero modes appears to involve Jordan blocks of ever-increasing rank). Nevertheless, we can completely characterise the Grothendieck ring associated to the representation ring.

We next turn to the Takiff superalgebra of the affine Kac-Moody superalgebra ^gl(1|1) and a classification of its irreducible highest weight modules. The main problem here is to understand the submodule structure of the Verma modules and this follows readily from a study of the effect of twisting representations by certain “spectral flow” automorphisms (we follow [2, 37]). As one expects, the Verma modules are generically irreducible leading to a notion of typicality for irreducibles. Unlike the non-Takiff ^gl(1|1) case, here we find two distinct non-trivial submodule structures leading to irreducibles that we christen semitypical and atypical. They correspond, in superalgebra language, to modules of atypicality degree 1 and 2, respectively. Based on these structures, we compute exact sequences realising the irreducibles in terms of Verma modules (Bernšteĭn-Gel’fand-Gel’fand resolutions) and so obtain character formulae.

One of the central questions in any formal construction of a conformal field theory is that of the modular transformation properties of the characters. The full spectrum of representations of an affine Takiff superalgebra will be much larger than just the irreducibles, even in the case of ^gl (1|1). In particular, fusion will generate a veritable zoo of indecomposable modules of different natures from the irreducibles. Given that we did not exhaustively list the indecomposables of the Takiff superalgebra of gl(1|1), it is not reasonable to expect such a list in the affine case. However, characters do not distinguish between direct and indecomposable sums, so it is reasonable to ask after the Grothendieck ring associated to the fusion ring. Here, one expects that there will be some sort of Verlinde-type formula with which one can compute the structure constants of this Grothendieck ring. We find the S- and T-matrices describing the modular transformations of the affine Takiff superalgebra supercharacters and show that the obvious generalisation of the Verlinde formula results in non-negative integer structure constants. We therefore conjecture that these constants are those of the Grothendieck fusion ring. This work concludes with a brief discussion of what this means for the genuine fusion ring and how fusion results can be verified, before describing our conclusions and speculating on future work.

1That ^gl (1|1) provides an exception to this expectation may be understood as resulting from the special feature of gl (1|1) that the raising and lowering operators are all nilpotent.

2. TAKIFF SUPERALGEBRAS

Let g be a Lie algebra. We adjoin the adjoint representation of g to the algebra itself, making the result into a

Lie algebra by declaring that the bracket of any two elements of the adjoint representation is zero. More explicitly,

if {J^a} denotes a basis of g with structure constants f^{ab}_c, [ J^a,J^b ] = ∑_c^{f ab}c^{Jc, (2.1)}

then we extend this basis by new elements { ~J^a } , where the parity of ~J^a matches that of J^a, and impose [ J^a, ~J^b ] = ∑_c^{f ab}c^{~Jc, [ ~Ja, ~Jb] = 0. (2.2)}

It is easy to check that the Jacobi identity is satisfied, hence that the extended basis spans a Lie algebra. Indeed, the

result may be characterised as a semidirect sum of g with itself [45]. We denote this Lie algebra by ~g and will refer

to it as the Takiff algebra of g. It is clear that this construction may be extended to Lie superalgebras by changing

the commutators above to graded commutators and checking the graded Jacobi identity. We will then speak of the

Takiff superalgebra of a Lie superalgebra g.

Such algebras were studied in [29] and were subsequently generalised as follows:

g⟨m⟩ = g ⊗

C [t]

t^mC [t] , [ x ⊗ t^i,y ⊗ t^j ] = [ x,y ] ⊗ t^{i+ j}. (2.3)

Because of this, these generalised Takiff algebras are often referred to as polynomial Lie algebras or truncated

current algebras. We will only consider the original Takiff algebras (m = 2) in what follows.

Example 1. Let g be the one-dimensional abelian Lie algebra u(1) with basis element a. Then, the Takiff algebra

~u(1) is two-dimensional, with basis {a, ~a} and the Lie bracket is given by [ a, ~a ] = 0. (2.4)

Clearly, ~u(1) is isomorphic to the abelian Lie algebra u(1) ⊕ u(1).

This example is typical for abelian Lie superalgebras — the Takiff superalgebra is always the direct sum of two

copies of the superalgebra. Takiff superalgebras are more interesting in the non-abelian setting.

Example 2. Recall that sl(2) has a standard basis {E,H,F} for which the non-trivial commutation relations are [ H,E ] = 2E, [ E,F ] = H, [ H,F ] = −2F. (2.5)

The Takiff algebra ~sl(2) is then six-dimensional with basis { E,H,F, ~E, ~H, ~F } . The non-trivial commutation rela-

tions are those of (2.5) along with [ H, ~E ] = [ ~H,E ] = 2 ~E, [ E, ~F ] = [ ~E,F ] = ~H, [ H, ~F ] = [ ~H,F ] = −2 ~F. (2.6)

However, it is not hard to check that ~sl (2) does not decompose as a (non-trivial) direct sum of ideals. In particular,

the span of { ~E, ~H, ~F } is an abelian ideal of ~sl(2) with no complement (the commutant of this ideal is precisely the

ideal itself).

Example 3. The Lie superalgebra gl (1|1) is spanned by two even (bosonic) elements N and E and two odd

(fermionic) elements ψ^+ and ψ^−. The non-trivial relations are [ N,ψ^± ] = ±ψ^±, { ψ^+,ψ^− } = E. (2.7)

We therefore obtain the Takiff superalgebra ~gl(1|1) by adjoining even elements ~N and ~E and odd elements ~ψ^+ and

~ψ^−, subject to (2.7) and [ N, ~ψ^± ] = [ ~N,ψ^± ] = ± ~ψ^±, { ψ^+, ~ψ^− } = { ~ψ^+,ψ^− } = ~E, (2.8)

with all other brackets vanishing. Again, the Takiff superalgebra does not decompose as a direct sum of ideals.

Our interest here lies in the Takiff superalgebras of affine Kac-Moody superalgebras. Let us therefore suppose that g is a finite-dimensional basic classical simple complex Lie superalgebra. This includes the finite-dimensional simple complex Lie algebras as special cases, while being basic and classical ensures that there is a non-degenerate even supersymmetric bilinear form κ ( ·,· ) in the general case (see [46]). The affinisation of g is then the Lie superalgebra ^g = ( g ⊗ C [ t;t^{−1} ]) ⊕ span_C {K} (2.9a) with the (graded) bracket [ J^a ⊗ t^m,J^b ⊗ t^n ] = ∑_c^{f ab}c^{Jc ⊗ tm+n + mκ(Ja,Jb)δ}m+n,0^{K, [Ja ⊗ tm,K] = 0. (2.9b)}

The central element K will be assumed to act as a fixed multiple k of the identity in the representations that are of interest. This multiple k is called the level.

Example 4. The affine Kac-Moody algebra ^u (1) has basis {a_n = a ⊗ t^n,K : n ∈ Z} and commutation relations [ a_m,a_n ] = mδ_{m+n,0}K. (2.10)

Here, we have normalised κ ( a,a ) = 1. The Takiff algebra ~u(1) ≡ ~^u(1) then has { a_n, ~a_n,K, ~K : n ∈ Z } for a basis and the non-trivial commutation relations are (2.10) and [ a_m, ~a_n ] = mδ_{m+n,0} ~K. (2.11)

Because ~u(1) is (mildly) non-abelian, it does not decompose as a direct sum of ideals. However, if we restrict to a category of representations on which K and ~K act as fixed multiples k and ~k (respectively) of the identity, then we may check that the a_m and the b_n = k~a_n −~ka_n act on these representations as commuting copies of ^u(1). We therefore conclude that when k and ~k are non-zero, such a category of representations may be regarded as a category of ^u(1) ⊕ ^u(1)-representations.

This observation generalises to the affinisations of other abelian Lie superalgebras. While the Takiff superalgebra is technically indecomposable, its action on representations for which K and ~K act as multiples of of the identity may be replaced by an action of the direct sum of two copies of the affinisation. As we are more interested in the representation theory of Takiff superalgebras, rather than in these superalgebras themselves, we shall turn to the analysis of non-abelian examples. In fact, the majority of this article is devoted to the representation theory of the affinisation of the Lie superalgebra discussed in Example 3.

Before commencing these analyses, we pause to indicate one reason why Takiff superalgebras could be of interest to field theorists. Recall that an important fact, both for physics and mathematics, about a Kac-Moody superalgebra ^g, based on a simple Lie superalgebra g, is that their level k universal enveloping algebras contain a copy of the universal enveloping algebra of the Virasoro algebra with central charge c = k sdimg k + h^∨

, (2.12)

where h^∨ is the dual Coxeter number of g (and k ≠ −h^∨) and sdim denotes the superdimension. This gives rise to a vertex superalgebra structure for Kac-Moody superalgebras which underlies a vast amount of important work in pure mathematics and conformal field theory.

The explicit embedding of the Virasoro algebra into the universal enveloping algebra of ^g is known as the Sugawara construction and is best described field-theoretically. If {J^a} is any basis of g, then we form fields (generating functions) in an indeterminate z from the elements J^a_n = J^a ⊗ t^n ∈ ^g as follows:

J^a (z) = ∑ n∈Z J^a_n z^{−n−1}. (2.13)

From these fields, one defines

T (z) = 1 2(k + h^∨) ∑_{a,b} κ^{−1} ( J^a,J^b ) : J^a (z) J^b (z) : . (2.14)

Here, κ^{−1} ( ·,· ) is the bilinear form on g which is inverse to κ ( ·,· ) and the normally-ordered product of the fields is given, at the level of the modes J^a_m and J^b_n (z is left invariant), by

: J^a_mJ^b_n : =

J^a_mJ^b_n if m ⩽ −1, (−1)^{pa pb} J^b_n J^a_m if m ⩾ 0,

(2.15)

where p^a denotes the parity of J^a (p^a = 0 if J^a is even, p^a = 1 if J^a is odd). The standard basis elements L_n of the Virasoro algebra are then, finally, recovered from

T (z) = ∑ n∈Z L_nz^{−n−2} (2.16)

and the central charge is found to be that given in (2.12).

It is extremely interesting to observe that this generalises in a not-unpleasant fashion to the Takiff superalgebras of the affine Kac-Moody superalgebras. The analogue of the Sugawara construction is as follows:

Theorem 1. If {J^a} denotes a basis of a finite-dimensional basic classical simple complex Lie superalgebra g, {J^a_n ,K : n ∈ Z} the induced basis of the affinisation ^g, and { J^a_n , ~J^a_n ,K, ~K : n ∈ Z } the induced basis of the Takiff superalgebra ~^g of the affinisation, then the field

T (z) = 1 ~k ∑_{a,b}^{κ−1(Ja,Jb) : Ja (z) ~Jb (z) : − k + 2h∨}_{2~k2} ∑_{a,b}^{κ−1(Ja,Jb) : ~Ja (z) ~Jb (z) : (2.17)}

has modes L_n as in (2.16) satisfying the Virasoro commutation relations with central charge

c = 2sdimg. (2.18)

Moreover, [ L_m,J^a_n ] = −nJ^a_{m+n}, [ L_m, ~J^a_n ] = −n ~J^a_{m+n}. (2.19)

The proof is an easy extension of the usual proof of the Sugawara construction (see [47] for example) and we expect that an analogue for generalised affine Takiff superalgebras should also exist. Because of this result, one expects to be able to construct conformal field theories with these Takiff superalgebras as chiral algebras. We remark that we have checked for a few low-rank simple g that the field T (z) given above is the unique field with these properties.

3. THE TAKIFF SUPERALGEBRA OF gl(1|1)

In this section, we study the representation theory of the Takiff superalgebra ~gl(1|1) introduced in Example 3. This will be followed by a detailed study of the Takiff superalgebra of the affine Kac-Moody algebra ^gl(1|1) in Section 4.

3.1. Irreducible Representations of ~gl(1|1). Recall from Example 3 that the Takiff superalgebra ~gl(1|1) is spanned by four bosonic elements, N, ~N, E and ~E, and four fermionic elements, ψ^+, ~ψ^+, ψ^− and ~ψ^−, subject to the relations given in Equations (2.7) and (2.8). There is an obvious triangular decomposition: ~ gl (1|1) = span { ψ^−, ~ψ^− } ⊕ span { N,E, ~N, ~E } ⊕ span { ψ^+, ~ψ^+ } (as subalgebras). (3.1)

Thus, we regard ψ^+ and ~ψ^+ as raising operators, ψ^− and ~ψ^− as lowering operators, and N, E, ~N and ~E as generating the Cartan subalgebra. It is clear that E and ~E are central. Modulo polynomials in the central generators, there are two linearly independent quadratic Casimirs in the universal enveloping algebra which we may take to be

Q_1 = N ~E + ~NE + ψ^− ~ψ^+ + ~ψ^−ψ^+, Q_2 = ~N ~E + ~ψ^− ~ψ^+. (3.2)

It is important to note that while the basis we have chosen diagonalises the adjoint action of N, E and ~E, it does not diagonalise that of ~N: [ ~N,ψ^± ] = ± ~ψ^±. (3.3)

It follows that ~N will act non-semisimply on the adjoint module. Moreover, if we split ~N into a semisimple and a nilpotent part, the former is seen to be central.

This triangular decomposition allows us to define highest weight states in the usual manner. We will define a highest weight state to be an eigenvector of N, E, ~N and ~E which is annihilated by both raising operators ψ^+ and ~ψ^+. The eigenvalues of the action of the Cartan basis elements are denoted by n, e, ~n and ~e, respectively. A lowest weight state is, similarly, an eigenvector of N, E, ~N and ~E which is annihilated by the lowering operators ψ^− and ~ψ^−. A highest weight state then generates a highest weight Verma module V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} through the free action of the lowering operators. One similarly obtains lowest weight Verma modules by freely acting with the raising operators on a lowest weight state. We shall mostly concern ourselves with highest weight Verma modules in what follows, understanding that this is what is meant when “highest weight” is omitted.

Since the lowering operators ψ^− and ~ψ^− both square to zero and anticommute with one another, it follows that every Verma module is four-dimensional. We illustrate the generation of a Verma module from a highest weight state | |v⟩ as follows:

| |v⟩ ψ^− | |v⟩~ψ^− | |v⟩ ~ψ^−ψ^− | |v⟩ . (3.4)

All of the basis states are eigenvalues of ~N except for ψ^− | |v⟩ (hence the dotted arrow): ~Nψ^− | |v⟩ = ~nψ^− | |v⟩ − ~ψ^− | |v⟩. (3.5)

Here, ~n denotes the eigenvalue of ~N on | |v⟩. Despite this non-semisimple action, the Casimirs Q_1 and Q_2 act on this Verma module as multiplication by n~e + ~ne and ~n~e, respectively.

We remark that we could have generalised the above notion of highest weight state and Verma module by relaxing the condition that the former must be an eigenstate of ~N. However, if the resulting generalised Verma module is to be finite-dimensional, the Jordan cell for ~N involving the generalised highest weight state will contain a genuine highest weight state, showing that a standard Verma module will appear as a submodule. It follows that a finite-dimensional generalised Verma module is always realised as an indecomposable sum of standard Verma modules. In particular, one will obtain no irreducible quotients from a generalised Verma module that could not already be obtained from a standard Verma module. As our first aim is to understand these irreducibles, this justifies the definition of highest weight states that we have given above.

Proposition 2. Consider the Verma module V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} generated from a highest weight state | |v⟩. There are three possibilities for the irreducible quotient of this Verma module: • If e = ~e = 0, then ~ψ^− | v ⟩ is a singular vector and ψ^− | v ⟩ is a generalised singular vector, meaning that it only fails to be an eigenvector for ~N. The latter vector generates the maximal submodule, and the irreducible quotient is 1-dimensional. We will denote this irreducible by A^{n,0}_{~n,0} and refer to it as being atypical.

• If ~e = 0 but e ≠ 0, then ~ψ^− | |v⟩ is the only singular vector, up to scalar multiples, and it generates the maximal submodule. The irreducible quotient is then 2-dimensional and we will denote it by S^{n−1/2,e}_{~n,0} and refer to it as being semitypical.

• If ~e ≠ 0, then there are no (non-trivial) singular vectors, hence the irreducible quotient is 4-dimensional: The Verma module is itself irreducible. We will denote this irreducible by T^{n−1,e}_{~n,~e} and refer to it as being typical.

We remark that the case in which e = 0 but ~e ≠ 0 is typical (because the Verma module has no non-trivial singular vectors). We further remark that ~N is diagonalisable on the non-typical irreducibles. Finally, the labelling of the N-eigenvalue that we have adopted above deserves some comment. It turns out to be convenient in the long run to use the average of the N-eigenvalues of the basis vectors rather than that of some particular generator (such as the

highest weight state).

3.2. Tensor Products of ~gl(1|1)-Modules. We are interested in the representation ring generated by these irre-

ducibles under the graded tensor product. It is clear that the tensor products involving the one-dimensional atypical

irreducibles are rather trivial to calculate:

A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ⊗ A^{n2,0}_{~n2,0} = A^{n1+n2,0}_{~n1+~n2,0}, A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ⊗ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} = S^{n1+n2,e2}_{~n1+~n2,0} , A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ⊗ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} = T^{n1+n2,e2}_{~n1+~n2,~e2} . (3.6)

The first non-trivial tensor product is therefore S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ⊗ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} , whose decomposition depends upon the typicality of

e_1 + e_2. To be more specific, let | |v⟩ and | |w⟩ be the highest weight states of S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} and S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} , respectively. Then for

e_1 + e_2 ≠ 0, there are two unrelated highest weight states: | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩ and e_1 | |v⟩ ⊗ ψ^− | |w⟩ − e_2ψ^− | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩. (3.7)

When e_1 + e_2 = 0 however, the latter becomes a singular descendant of the former. The tensor product decompo-

sition is then

S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ⊗ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} =

S^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ⊕ S n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,0 if e1 + e2 ≠ 0,

P^{n1+n2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 if e1 + e2 = 0,

(3.8)

where P^{n1+n2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 is an indecomposable 4-dimensional module. We remark that the average N-eigenvalue of the states

of P^{n1+n2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 is n1 + n2, in accordance with its labels. Its structure may be visualised as follows:

| |v⟩ ⊗ ψ^− | |w⟩ − ψ^− | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩ | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩ψ^− | |v⟩ ⊗ ψ^− | |w⟩ | |v⟩ ⊗ ψ^− | |w⟩ + ψ^− | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩ ψ^+ψ^− ψ^−ψ^+ . (3.9)

Note that P^{n,0}_{~n,0} is not isomorphic to the Verma module V^{n,0}_{~n,0} as the ~ψ^± act as zero and ~N acts semisimply. They do

share the same composition factors: A^{n+1,0}_{~n,0} , A^{n,0}_{~n,0} (twice) and A^{n−1,0}_{~n,0} . It also follows that the Casimirs Q_1 and Q_2

both act semisimply on P^{n,0}_{~n,0}.

The tensor product of a semitypical and a typical is easy to decompose:

S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ⊗ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} = T^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 ⊕ T n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 . (3.10)

This follows because the tensor product of the highest weight states generates a Verma module with typical ~E-

eigenvalue ~e_2 ≠ 0. Checking eigenvalues shows that it is therefore isomorphic to T^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}_{~n1+~n2,~e2} . Similarly, the

tensor product of the lowest weight states generates the other summand as a typical lowest weight Verma module.

It remains then to decompose the tensor product of two typicals T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} and T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} . When ~e_1 + ~e_2 ≠ 0, the

argument justifying (3.10) allows us to deduce that the decomposition will involve the two typical irreducibles

T^{n1+n2±1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 . The remainder of the decomposition is more interesting. Searching for highest weight states of

N-eigenvalue n_1 + n_2 + 1, we find only one: | |χ⟩ = ~e_1 | |v⟩ ⊗ ~ψ^− | |w⟩ − ~e_2 ~ψ^− | |v⟩ ⊗ | |w⟩. (3.11)

Here, | |v⟩ and | |w⟩ denote the highest weight states of T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} and T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} , respectively. There is, however, a gen-

eralised highest weight state in the sense that it only fails to be an eigenstate of ~N. Indeed, we may choose it to be | λ ⟩ = ~e_2ψ^− | v ⟩ ⊗ | w ⟩ − ~e_1 | v ⟩ ⊗ ψ^− | w ⟩ + e_2 ~ψ^− | v ⟩ ⊗ | w ⟩ − e_1 | v ⟩ ⊗ ~ψ^− | w ⟩ , (3.12) in which case we have ψ^+ | |λ ⟩ = ~ψ^+ | |λ ⟩ = 0 and ~N | |λ ⟩ = (~n_1 + ~n_2) | |λ ⟩ + | |χ⟩. It follows that the (typical) decom-

position for the tensor product of two typicals is

T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} ⊗ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} = T^{n1+n2+1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ⊕

(2)T^{n1+n2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ⊕ T n_1+n_2−1,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 (~e1 + ~e2 ≠ 0), (3.13)

where^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} denotes an 8-dimensional indecomposable with the structure

T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} , (3.14)

the dotted arrow again indicating a non-semisimple action of ~N.

In more detail,^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} is freely generated by the action of ψ^− and ~ψ^− from two states | |v⟩ and | |w⟩ (say) which

are related by ~N | |v⟩ = ~n | |v⟩ + | |w⟩. It is therefore one of the generalised Verma modules that we discussed briefly

in Section 3.1. This implies that ~N − ~n sends ~ψ^− | v ⟩ to ~ψ^− | w ⟩ and ~ψ^−ψ^− | v ⟩ to ~ψ^−ψ^− | w ⟩ . However, ( ~N − ~n ) ψ^− | |v⟩ = ψ^− | |w⟩ − ~ψ^− | |v⟩, hence ( ~N − ~n)^2ψ^− | |v⟩ = −2 ~ψ^− | |w⟩. (3.15)

Pictorially, we have the following:

| |v⟩ ψ^− | |v⟩ { ~ψ^− | |v⟩, ~ψ^−ψ^− | |v⟩ | |w⟩ ψ^− | |w⟩ } ~ψ^− | |w⟩ ~ψ^−ψ^− | |w⟩ . (3.16)

In particular, ~N has a rank 3 Jordan cell when acting on^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}. We remark that the Casimirs (3.2) both act

non-semisimply on^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}:

Q_1 | |v⟩ = (n~e + ~ne) | |v⟩ + e | |w⟩, Q_2 | |v⟩ = ~n~e | |v⟩ + ~e | |w⟩. (3.17)

Their Jordan cells are, however, limited to rank 2.

It remains to analyse the case of typical tensor typical when ~e_1 + ~e_2 = 0, which then splits into two subcases

according as to whether e_1 + e_2 = 0 or not. These cases are tedious and messy, so we omit a detailed description

of the resulting decomposition into indecomposables. It is, however, easy to determine the composition factors

of the tensor product (the irreducible modules which are “glued together” in the result). For T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} ⊗ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} with

~e_1 + ~e_2 = 0, the composition factors are

S^{n1+n2+3/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 , 3 S n_1+n_2+1/2,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,0 , 3 S n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,0 , S n_1+n_2−3/2,e_1+e_2

~n_1+~n_2,0 if e1 + e2 ≠ 0,

A^{n1+n2+2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 , 4 A n_1+n_2+1,0

~n_1+~n_2,0 , 6 A n_1+n_2,0

~n_1+~n_2,0, 4 A n_1+n_2−1,0

~n_1+~n_2,0 , A n_1+n_2−2,0

~n_1+~n_2,0 if e1 + e2 = 0,

(3.18)

where the multiplicities of the factors, if greater than 1, are indicated via coefficients. Unfortunately, one still

has the P- and^{(2)}T-type modules. We have not attempted to understand their tensor product rules, though it

is again easy to work out the composition factors of the results. It seems likely that these decompositions will

generate further indecomposables including generalised Verma modules (^{(m)}T-type modules) in which m identical

Verma modules, for arbitrarily large m, are glued together by a non-semisimple action of ~N. We therefore content

ourselves with describing the general tensor product rules in the associated Grothendieck ring. This is the quotient

of the true representation ring in which indecomposables are identified with the direct sum of their composition

factors. Elements of this quotient will be indicated by square brackets.

Proposition 3. The product induced by the tensor product on the associated Grothendieck ring of ~gl(1|1) is given,

on the basis of (equivalence classes of) irreducibles, by [ A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ A^{n2,0}_{~n2,0} ] = [ A^{n1+n2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ] , [ A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} ] = [ S^{n1+n2,e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ] , [ A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = [ T^{n1+n2,e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 ] , [ S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} ] = [ T^{n1+n2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ] [ S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = [ T^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 ] ⊕ [ T^{n1+n2−1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 ] , [ T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} ] ⊗ [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e} ] = [ T^{n1+n2+1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] ⊕ 2 [ T^{n1+n2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] ⊕ [ T^{n1+n2−1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] .

(3.19)

We remark that we have not fully decomposed these Grothendieck tensor product rules into equivalence classes of

irreducibles. Instead, we have expressed them in terms of those of the irreducible typicals [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] and the reducible Verma modules [ V^{n,e}_{~n,0} ] = [ T^{n,e}_{~n,0} ] , when convenient. For example, [ S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ] ⊗ [ S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} ] decomposes into four atypicals

or two semitypicals according as to whether e_1 + e_2 vanishes or not. It is tedious, but easy, to perform such full decompositions when required.

4. THE TAKIFF SUPERALGEBRA OF ^gl(1|1)

4.1. Algebraic Preliminaries. The Lie superalgebra gl(1|1) is not simple (it has a non-trivial centre spanned by

E), but it possesses an affinisation ^gl (1|1) because there is a non-degenerate even supersymmetric bilinear form κ ( ·,· ) given by the supertrace of the product in the defining (1|1)-dimensional representation: N = 1 2 ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , E = ( 1 0 0 1 ) , ψ^+ = ( 0 1 0 0 ) , ψ^− = ( 0 0 1 0 ) . (4.1)

The affinisation is then as in Equation (2.9). The Takiff superalgebra of ^gl(1|1) thus has the following non-

vanishing commutation relations: [ N_r,E_s ] = rkδ_{r+s,0}, [ ~N_r,E_s ] = r~kδ_{r+s,0}, [ N_r, ~E_s ] = r~kδ_{r+s,0},

[ N_r,ψ^±_s ] = ±ψ^±_{r+s}, [ ~N_r,ψ^±_s ] = ± ~ψ^±_{r+s}, [ N_r, ~ψ^±_s ] = ± ~ψ^±_{r+s},

{ ψ^+_r ,ψ^−_s } = E_{r+s} + rkδ_{r+s,0}, { ~ψ^+_r ,ψ^−_s } = ~E_{r+s} + r~kδ_{r+s,0}, { ψ^+_r , ~ψ^−_s } = ~E_{r+s} + r~kδ_{r+s,0}.

(4.2)

We denote this Takiff superalgebra by ~gl(1|1).

As usual, the triangular decomposition (3.1) lifts to one for ~gl(1|1), so we may define highest weight states and Verma modules. Explicitly, we take a highest weight state to be an eigenvector of N_0, E_0, ~N_0 and ~E_0 which is

annihilated by ψ^+_0 , ~ψ^+_0 and every mode with a positive index. Because gl(1|1) is not simple, Theorem 1 does not apply. However, it is not hard to check that there is a unique energy momentum tensor coming from the Casimirs

(3.2):

T (z) = 1 ~k [ : N (z) ~E (z) : + : E (z) ~N (z) : − : ψ^+ (z) ~ψ^− (z) : + : ψ^− (z) ~ψ^+ (z) : ]

− k ~k2 [ : ~N (z) ~E (z) : − : ~ψ^+ (z) ~ψ^− (z) : ] + 1 ~k2 : ~E (z) ~E (z) : . (4.3)

The currents of ~gl(1|1) are dimension 1 primary fields with respect to this tensor and the central charge is c = 0,

which agrees with Equation (2.18). It follows that the conformal dimension of a highest weight state whose weight is ( n,e, ~n, ~e ) (these are the eigenvalues of N_0, E_0, ~N_0 and ~E_0, respectively) is given by

Δ = (n − 1) ~e ~k + k ~k ~n ( e k − ~e ~k ) + ~e^2 ~k2 . (4.4)

If we let V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} denote the Verma module generated by a highest weight state of weight ( n+1,e, ~n, ~e ) , so that n labels the average N_0-eigenvalue of the states of minimal conformal dimension, then this minimal conformal dimension will be Δ^{n,e}_{~n,~e} = n ~e ~k + k ~k ~n ( e k − ~e ~k ) + ~e^2 ~k2 . (4.5)

We remark that when k and ~k are non-vanishing, we are free to rescale the generators as follows:

N_r −→ N_r,

~N_r −→ k ~k ~N_r,

E_r −→ 1 k E_r,

~E_r −→ 1 ~k ~E_r, ψ^±_r −→ 1 √ k ψ^±_r , ~ψ^±_r −→ √ k ~k ~ψ^±. (4.6)

The commutation relations of the rescaled generators now have k = ~k = 1. We will not be interested in the critical case ~k = 0 when T (z) fails to exist and will generally ignore the case k = 0, ~k ≠ 0 which may well be of interest. We note however that when k = 0 and ~k ≠ 0, the rescaling

~N_r −→ 1 ~k ~N_r, ~E_r −→ 1 ~k ~E_r, ~ψ_r −→ 1 ~k ~ψ_r (4.7)

will set ~k to 1. While it would be very convenient, we shall not assume in what follows that k and ~k have been rescaled as above. However, a consequence of this potential for rescaling is that the natural units for measuring the eigenvalues of E, ~N and ~E are k, ~k/k and ~k, respectively. This is nicely illustrated in Equation (4.5) and we find it convenient to use these units as indicators that the algebra which follows is correct.

4.2. Representations and Characters. One immediate consequence of the formula (4.5) is that when ~e = 0, every singular vector of V^{n,e}_{~n,0} occurs at the zeroth grade. This follows from the fact that singular vectors are highest weight, so their conformal dimensions are given by

Δ^{n′,e}_{~n,0} = ~ne ~k , (4.8)

and the fact that the weight of such a singular vector can only differ from that of the (generating) highest weight state in its N_0-eigenvalue (moreover, n^′ − n ∈ Z). In fact, we may now conclude from Section 3.1 that the maximal submodule of V^{n,e}_{~n,0} will be generated by the unique non-trivial singular vector (up to scalar multiples) whose grade is 0 and N_0-eigenvalue is n, provided that e ≠ 0. In particular, the irreducible quotient will have two independent zerograde states, one of N_0-eigenvalue n + 1 and one of N_0-eigenvalue n. We shall therefore refer to it as semitypical and denote it by S^{n+1/2,e}_{~n,0} . In the case e = 0, the maximal submodule will be generated by a generalised singular vector of grade 0 and N_0-eigenvalue n and the irreducible quotient, denoted by A^{n+1,0}_{~n,0} , will have a one-dimensional zero-grade subspace where the N_0-eigenvalue is n + 1. This irreducible will be said to be atypical.

Consider therefore a Verma module V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with ~e ≠ 0. From the result of Proposition 2, there are no non-trivial singular vectors among the zero-grade states. Suppose then that there exists another singular vector in V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with weight ( n + ν,e, ~n, ~e ) and conformal dimension Δ^{n+ν,e}_{~n,~e} = Δ^{n,e}_{~n,~e} + m, where ν ∈ Z and m is a positive integer. It follows that m = Δ^{n+ν,e}_{~n,~e} − Δ^{n,e}_{~n,~e} = ν ~e ~k . (4.9)

However, a quick look at the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt basis indicates that the quantities ν and m are also restricted to satisfy |ν| ⩽ m + 1, hence m = |m| = |ν| | | | | ~e ~k | | | | ⩽ (m + 1) | | | | ~e ~k | | | | . (4.10)

If we restrict ~e so that 0 < | ~e/~k | ⩽^1_2 , then the only positive integer m satisfying (4.10) will be m = 1, which requires that ~e/~k = ±^1_2 and ν = ±2. But, such a singular vector must have the form ( αψ^±_{−1} + β ~ψ^±_{−1} )| v ⟩ , where | v ⟩ is either the highest weight state (if the fermions both have “+” labels) or its ψ^−_0 ~ψ^−_0 -descendant (if the labels are both “−”), and it is easy to show that such a vector is not singular for ~e/~k = ±^1_2 . This then proves that the Verma modules V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with 0 < | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 have no non-trivial singular vectors and so are irreducible. We therefore

regard them as typical and denote them by T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} . To summarise:

Lemma 4. The Verma modules V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} of ~gl(1|1) are irreducible when 0 < | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 . Contrarily, the Verma module

V^{n,e}_{~n,0} is reducible and its maximal submodule is generated by the ~ψ^−_0 -descendant of the (generating) highest weight

state if e ≠ 0, and by the ψ^−_0 -descendant of the (generating) highest weight state if e = 0.

The characters of the irreducible ~gl (1|1)-modules with | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 are now easy to write down. We will, for

now, define characters so as to keep track of the N_0-eigenvalues and conformal dimensions of the states of the

representations, the eigenvalues of E_0, ~N_0 and ~E_0 being constant for any given indecomposable: ch [ M ]( z;q ) = tr_M z^{N0} q^{L0−c/24}. (4.11)

This definition of character will be generalised when we consider modular properties in Section 4.3. Remembering

that c = 0, the characters of the typical, semitypical and atypical irreducibles with | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 are therefore given by ch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] = z^{n+1}q^{Δn,e~n,~e} ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^{i−1}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

(0 < | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 ),

ch [ S^{n,e}_{~n,0} ] = z^{n+1/2}q^{~ne/~k} ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^i ) ( 1 + z^{−1}q^{i−1} ) (1 − q^i)^4

(e ≠ 0),

ch [ A^{n,0}_{~n,0} ] = z^n ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^i

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4 .

(4.12)

Here, we remark that (4.8) gives Δ^{n,e}_{~n,0} = ~ne/~k and Δ^{n,0}_{~n,0} = 0.

To extend these character formulae beyond | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 , we employ spectral flow automorphisms. Their effec-

tiveness in classifying irreducible modules is well known for affine algebras and superalgebras [2, 39]. These

automorphisms do not preserve the grading operator L_0 and usually arise through an appropriate shifting of the

mode indices. The spectral flow automorphisms that are useful here are those generated by ~σ, where ~σ ( ψ^±_r ) = ψ^±_{r∓1}, ~σ ( ~ψ^±_r ) = ~ψ^±_{r∓1}, ~σ ( N_r ) = N_r, ~σ ( ~N_r ) = ~N_r, ~σ ( E_r ) = E_r − δ_{r,0}k, ~σ ( ~E_r ) = ~E_r − δ_{r,0}~k.

(4.13)

It is easy to check that ~σ preserves k and ~k, but a little tedious to check from Equation (4.3) that ~σ ( L_0 ) = L_0 − N_0. (4.14)

Automorphisms may be used to twist the action of an algebra, giving rise to new modules. In particular, if | |v⟩ is a

state of a ~gl(1|1)-module M, then we may define ~σ | |v⟩ to be a state of a module ~σ (M), the spectral flow image of

M, upon which ~gl(1|1) acts through J · ~σ | |v⟩ = ~σ ( ~σ^{−1}(J) | |v⟩) (J ∈ ~gl(1|1)). (4.15)

It is a good exercise to check that taking | |v⟩ to have weight (n,e, ~n, ~e) and conformal dimension Δ leads to ~σ | |v⟩ having weight ( n,e + k, ~n, ~e +~k ) and conformal dimension Δ + n. This leads quickly to the character relations ch [ ~σ ( M )]( z;q ) = ch [ M ]( zq;q ) . (4.16)

Being an automorphism, spectral flow preserves module structure. In particular, it maps irreducibles to ir-

reducibles. Consider the spectral flow of a typical module T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with 0 < | |~e/~k | | ⩽^1_2 . By (4.12) and (4.16), the

character of the result is given by ch [ ~σ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} )]( z;q ) = z^{n+1}q^{n+1}q^{Δn,e~n,~e} ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^{i+1}

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^{i−2}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

= z^{n+1}q^{Δn,e~n,~e+n+1} ( 1 + z^{−1}q^{−1}

1 + zq )_{2 ∞} ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^{i−1}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

= z^{n−1}q^Δ

n−2,e+k ~n,~e+~k ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^{i−1}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

= ch [ V^{n−2,e+k} ~n,~e+~k ]( z;q ) . (4.17)

V^{n,0}_{~n,0} 112395639121281282121 ~σ ( V^{n,0}_{~n,0} ) 112395639121281282121 ~σ^{−1} ( V^{n,0}_{~n,0} ) 112395639121281282121 ~σ~σ −1

FIGURE 1. How spectral flow acts on (atypical) Verma modules: The numbers denote the multiplicities of the weight spaces of the Verma module (only the first few grades are shown) and the multiplicities are arranged so that the N_0-eigenvalue decreases from left to right and the L_0- eigenvalue increases from bottom to top. The arrows, as in a → b, indicate that the algebra action can map the states in the weight space labelled by a to those labelled by b, but not vice-versa. For

V^{n,0}_{~n,0}, the top-left 1 corresponds to the highest weight state whereas the top-right 1 corresponds

to the singular vector generating the irreducible submodule.

The module ~σ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) is therefore an irreducible with the same character as V^{n−2,e+k}_{~n,~e+~k} . To verify this identification,

we only need to ascertain that the spectral flow module possesses a highest weight state. But, if | |v⟩ is the highest

weight state of T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}, it is easy to check that

~ψ^−_1 ψ^−_1 ~σ | v ⟩ = ~σ ( ~ψ^−_0 ψ^−_0 | v ⟩) (4.18)

is a highest weight state of ~σ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) . It follows, by irreducibility, that this is the highest weight state of ~σ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) , that ~σ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) is isomorphic to V^{n−2,e+k}_{~n,~e+~k} , and that V^{n−2,e+k}_{~n,~e+~k} is an irreducible Verma module. Iterating these conclusions

appropriately, we arrive at the following result:

Proposition 5. The Verma modules V^{n,e}_{~n,~e} of ~gl(1|1) with ~e/~k /∈ Z are irreducible. We therefore refer to them as

typical and denote them by T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} . Their characters are given by ch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] = z^{n+1}q^{Δn,e~n,~e} ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 + zq^i

)_2 (

1 + z^{−1}q^{i−1}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

(~e/~k /∈ Z) (4.19)

and they are related under spectral flow by ~σ^ℓ ( T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) ∼ = T^{n−2ℓ,e+ℓk} ~n,~e+ℓ~k . (4.20) To generalise this to the non-typical régimes which will presumably correspond to ~e/~k ∈ Z, we take a closer

look at the spectral flow images of the Verma modules with ~e = 0. A slight refinement of the argument used in

the typical case leads us to the following conclusion: When ℓ = −1,−2,−3,..., the spectral flow image ~σ^ℓ ( V^{n,e}_{~n,0} ) has four (independent) zero-grade states whose projections are linearly independent in the irreducible quotient.

When ℓ = 1,2,3,... however, ~σ^ℓ ( V^{n,e}_{~n,0} ) likewise has four linearly independent zero-grade states, but they generate

an irreducible submodule. This is best understood by referring to Figure 1 which illustrates the action of spectral

flow on the multiplicities of the weight spaces of an atypical Verma module (the illustration for semitypical Verma

modules is practically identical).

For e ≠ 0, the maximal submodule of V^{n,e}_{~n,0} is irreducible and it is isomorphic to the semitypical S^{n−1/2,e}_{~n,0} . Moreover, the quotient by this is isomorphic to the irreducible S^{n+1/2,e}_{~n,0} . As spectral flow respects module structure, we conclude that the four zero-grade states of ~σ^ℓ ( V^{n,e}_{~n,0} ) generate ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n−1/2,e} ~n,0 ) for ℓ > 0 and ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n+1/2,e} ~n,0 ) for ℓ < 0.

As the average N_0-eigenvalue of the four zero-grade states is n − 2ℓ, we may extend the definition of semitypical irreducibles to ~e/~k ∈ Z via

S^{n,e}_{~n,ℓ~k} = ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n+1/2+2ℓ,e−ℓk} ~n,0 ) if e ≠ ℓk and ℓ = −1,−2,−3,... ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n−1/2+2ℓ,e−ℓk} ~n,0 ) if e ≠ ℓk and ℓ = +1,+2,+3,...

(4.21)

The condition for semitypical ~gl(1|1)-modules is thus ~e/~k ∈ Z and e/k ≠ ~e/~k.

Finally, the definition of atypical irreducibles follows a similar pattern. There is a unique irreducible submodule of V^{n,0}_{~n,0} and it is isomorphic to the atypical A^{n−1,0}_{~n,0} . Furthermore, the quotient by the maximal submodule is isomorphic to A^{n+1,0}_{~n,0} . We therefore define

A^{n,ℓk}_{~n,ℓ~k} = ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n+1+2ℓ,0} ~n,0 ) if ℓ = −1,−2,−3,... ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n−1+2ℓ,0} ~n,0 ) if ℓ = +1,+2,+3,... (4.22)

Atypical ~gl (1|1)-modules thus require e/k = ~e/~k ∈ Z. We can now compute character formulae for the semitypical and atypical irreducibles in principle. However, we shall not need these formulae in what follows. Instead, we shall derive character formulae in which the characters are expressed as (infinite) linear combinations of typical characters.

4.3. Modular Transformations. To investigate the modular transformation properties of the ~gl(1|1) characters, we redefine them to depend on a much larger set of variables: ch [ M ]( x,y,z; ~x, ~y,~z;q ) = tr_M x^k~x^{~k}y^{E0} ~y^{~E0} z^{N0} ~z^{~N0} q^{L0−c/24}. (4.23)

In fact, we will instead consider the supercharacters sch [ M ] in which the trace is replaced by the supertrace. With the parametrisation one should expect for these variables,

x = e^{2πit} , ~x = e^{2πi~t} , y = e^{2πiμ} , ~y = e^{2πi~μ} , z = e^{2πiν} , ~z = e^{2πi~ν} , q = e^{2πiτ} , (4.24)

the SL(2;Z) generators S and T may be taken to act on the set of character variables as follows: S: ( t | μ | ν ‖~t | ~μ | ~ν ‖ τ ) −→ ( t − μν τ | | | | μ τ | | | | ν τ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖~t − ~μν τ − μ~ν τ | | | | ~μ τ | | | | ~ν τ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ − 1 τ ) , T: ( t | μ | ν ‖~t | ~μ | ~ν ‖ τ ) −→ ( t | μ | ν ‖~t | ~μ | ~ν ‖ τ + 1 ). (4.25)

One can easily check that these transformations satisfy S^4 = (ST)^6 = id. A justification of the (perhaps unusual) transformations of t and ~t will have to wait until the S-transformations of the supercharacters have been derived.

We begin with the typical supercharacters. Assuming that the highest weight state is taken to be even (an odd highest weight state would just change the result by an overall sign), the supercharacter of T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} is obtained from Proposition 5 by replacing z by −z in the infinite product and multiplying by the variables neglected there. Thus, sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] = x^k ~x^{~k}y^e~y^{~e}z^{n+1}~z^{~n}q^{Δn,e~n,~e} ∞ ∏_{i=1} ( 1 − zq^i

)_2 (

1 − z^{−1}q^{i−1}

)_2

(1 − q^i)^4

= ix^ky^ez^n~x^{~k}~y^{~e}~z^{~n}q^{(n~e+~ne)/~k+}(^{~e2−k~n~e})^{/~k2} ϑ_1 ( z;q )_2

η (q)^6

. (4.26)

The reason for considering supercharacters rather than characters is now clear. The theta function ϑ_1 is transformed into itself under modular transformations, whereas the other theta functions transform into one another. It follows that if we had taken characters rather than supercharacters, then we would have had to also consider twisted characters and supercharacters which are related to ordinary characters and supercharacters by half-integer spectral flows. We do not need this level of complexity for the application at hand (the Verlinde formula), but the methodology employed here works just as well for characters and twisted (super)characters.

Substituting (4.24) into (4.26), we arrive at the following form for the typical supercharacters: sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] = ie^{2πi}(^{kt+~k~t})e^{2πi(eμ+nν+~e~μ+~n~ν)}e^{2πi}[^{(n~e+~ne)/~k+}(^{~e2−k~n~e})^{/~k2}]^τ ϑ_1 ( ν|τ )_2

η (τ)^6

. (4.27)

The T-transformation is now immediate, giving T { sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ]} = e^{2πiΔn,e~n,~e} sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] , (4.28)

as one expects. The key to deriving the S-transformation is to try to write it as a Fourier transform (with an unknown bilinear form). The result is as follows:

Theorem 6. The S-transformations of the typical ~gl(1|1)-supercharacters are given by S { sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ]} = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_{n,e} ~n,~e ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ d ( e^′/k ) d ( k~n^′/~k ) d ( ~e^′/~k ) , (4.29a)

where the S-matrix “entries” are given by S [_{n,e} ~n,~e ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] = e^{−2πi}[(^{n~e′+n′~e+~ne′+~n′e})^{/~k+}(^{2~e~e′−k~n~e′−k~n′~e})^{/~k2}]. (4.29b)

The proof is a straight-forward, though rather tedious, verification. One should evaluate the integrals in the order given (so the integral over ~e^′ should be performed first) using the analytic continuation of ∫ R e^{−ax2+bx} dx = √ π a e^{b2/4a} (Rea > 0) (4.30)

to all a ∈ C . In the course of this verification, the transformations of the variables t and ~t are explained — they must be chosen to transform in this manner so as to “sop up” unwanted phases arising from the transformations of the other variables. This behaviour is, of course, identical to that of the analogue of t and ~t used when considering ordinary affine Lie algebra characters.

We need to generalise this to the semitypical and atypical characters. We will do this by deriving resolutions for the corresponding modules from which we will obtain the non-typical characters as infinite linear combinations of reducible Verma module characters. These Verma module characters have the same form as those of the typical irreducibles, so Theorem 6 applies to them. In this way, we construct the non-typical irreducible characters and deduce their S-matrix entries. More precisely, this amounts to taking a (topological) basis of characters consisting of the typical characters and the reducible Verma module characters (which have the same form as the typical characters). The S-matrix entries which we deduce for the non-typical modules will then describe the decomposition of an S-transformed non-typical character into this basis of typical and Verma module characters.

To begin, recall that when e ≠ 0, the maximal submodule of the Verma module V^{n,e}_{~n,0} is isomorphic to the semitypical S^{n−1/2,e}

~n,0 and that the corresponding quotient is isomorphic to the semitypical S n+1/2,e ~n,0 . This is conveniently

summarised in the short exact sequence

0 −→ S^{n−1,e}_{~n,0} −→ V^{n−1/2,e}_{~n,0} −→ S^{n,e}_{~n,0} −→ 0 (4.31)

(in which we have shifted indices slightly for convenience). The sequence with n replaced by n − 1 will then have quotient (rightmost entry) matching the submodule (leftmost entry) of the original sequence. It is easy to check that we can therefore splice the two short exact sequences together and obtain a four-term exact sequence:

0 −→ S^{n−2,e}_{~n,0} −→ V^{n−3/2,e}_{~n,0} −→ V^{n−1/2,e}_{~n,0} −→ S^{n,e}_{~n,0} −→ 0. (4.32)

Iterating this splicing, we arrive at a resolution of the semitypical module S^{n,e}_{~n,0} in terms of Verma modules: ··· −→ V^{n−7/2,e} ~n,0 −→ V n−5/2,e ~n,0 −→ V n−3/2,e ~n,0 −→ V n−1/2,e ~n,0 −→ S n,e ~n,0 −→ 0. (4.33)

This is a (long) exact sequence, so we immediately obtain the character formula sch [ S^{n,e}_{~n,0} ] = ∞ ∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m sch[Vn−1/2−m,e}~n,0^{]. (4.34)}

Because spectral flow preserves module structure, it preserves exact sequences. The generalisation of this result to

the other semitypical irreducibles defined in (4.21) is therefore just sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n,e}_{~n,0} )] = ∞ ∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m sch[~σ ℓ(Vn−1/2−m,e}~n,0^{)] = ∞}∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m sch[Vn−1/2−2ℓ−m,e+ℓk}_{~n,ℓ}~_k^{]. (4.35)}

Note that this sum converges in the sense that only finitely many terms in the sum will contribute to the multiplicity of any given weight space (where “weight” refers to the N_0- and L_0-eigenvalues).

It remains to analyse the atypical irreducibles in the same manner. For this purpose, it is convenient to consider the submodule of V^{n−1,0}_{~n,0} generated by the ~ψ^−_0 -descendant of the (generating) highest weight state. This submodule

is indecomposable, but reducible, and its character has the same form as that of the semitypical irreducibles, except that e is set to 0. We may therefore denote it by S^{n−3/2,0}_{~n,0} . The quotient of the Verma module by this submodule

is also indecomposable and reducible. Indeed, it is isomorphic to S^{n−1/2,0}_{~n,0} according to the above discussion. The

relevance to the atypical irreducibles is that we now have the short exact sequence

0 −→ A^{n−1,0}_{~n,0} −→ S^{n−1/2,0}_{~n,0} −→ A^{n,0}_{~n,0} −→ 0. (4.36)

Splicing iteratively, we deduce resolutions for the atypical irreducibles, this time in terms of the semitypical indecomposables S^{n,0}_{~n,0}. The corresponding character formulae, generalised to all the atypicals defined by (4.22), is sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n,0}_{~n,0} )] = ∞ ∑_{m1=0}^{(−1)m1 sch[~σ ℓ(Sn−1/2−m1,0}~n,0^{)] = ∞}∑_{m1,m2=0}^{(−1)m1+m2 sch[~σ ℓ(Vn−1−m1−m2,0}~n,0^{)]} = ∞ ∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m (m + 1)sch[~σ ℓ(Vn−1−m,0}~n,0^{)] = ∞}∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m (m + 1)sch[Vn−1−2ℓ−m,ℓk}_{~n,ℓ}~_k^{]. (4.37)}

It is now a simple matter to derive the S-transformations of the semitypical and atypical characters. Since Theorem 6 applies to the indecomposable Verma module characters, we obtain S { sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n,e}_{~n,0} )]} = ∞ ∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m} ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_{n−1/2−2ℓ−m,e+ℓk} ~n,ℓ~k ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ de^′ d~n^′ d~e^′ ~k2 ,

S { sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n,0}_{~n,0} )]} = ∞ ∑_{m=0}^{(−1)m (m + 1)} ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_{n−1−2ℓ−m,ℓk} ~n,ℓ~k ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ de^′ d~n^′ d~e^′ ~k2 . (4.38)

Substituting (4.29b) and evaluating these sums, we arrive at the following result:

Proposition 7. The S-transformations of the semitypical ~gl(1|1)-supercharacters are given by S { sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n,e}_{~n,0} )]} = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_ℓ n,e,~n ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ d ( e^′/k ) d ( k~n^′/~k ) d ( ~e^′/~k ) , (4.39a)

where the coefficients are given by S [_ℓ n,e,~n ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] = e^{−2πi}[(^{n~e′+~ne′+~n′e})^{/~k−k~n~e′/~k2}] e^{−2πin′ℓ} 2cos ( π~e^′/~k ) . (4.39b)

Similarly, the S-transformations of the atypical ~gl(1|1)-supercharacters are given by S { sch [ ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n,0}_{~n,0} )]} = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_ℓ n,~n ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ d ( e^′/k ) d ( k~n^′/~k ) d ( ~e^′/~k ) , (4.40a) with coefficients S [_ℓ n,~n ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ] = e^{−2πi}[(^{n~e′+~ne′})^{/~k−k~n~e′/~k2}] e^{−2πin′ℓ} 4cos^2 ( π~e^′/~k ) . (4.40b)

The overlines on the first entries of the S-matrix coefficients serve to remind us that the entry corresponds to a semitypical or atypical module.

Corollary 8. The S-transformation of the vacuum ~gl(1|1)-supercharacter is given by S { sch [ A^{0,0}_{0,0} ]} = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_0 0,0 ;^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] sch [ T^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] dn^′ d ( e^′/k ) d ( k~n^′/~k ) d ( ~e^′/~k ) , (4.41a)

with coefficients S [_0 0,0 ;^{n′,e′}_{~n′,~e′} ] = 1 4cos^2 ( π~e^′/~k ) . (4.41b)

Finally, we briefly consider the implications of these results for the modular invariance of the partition function. In particular, Theorem 6 gives us the S-matrix with respect to a basis of ~gl (1|1)-supercharacters consisting of those of the typical and non-typical Verma modules. It is easy to check that this S-matrix is symmetric and unitary: ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_{n,e} ~n,~e ; n^′,e^′ ~n^′,~e^′ ]_∗ S [_{n,e} ~n,~e ; n^{′′},e^{′′} ~n^{′′},~e^{′′} ] dn d(e/k) d ( k~n/~k ) d ( ~e/~k )

= δ ( n^′ = n^{′′} ) δ ( e^′ k = e^{′′} k ) δ ( k~n^′ ~k = k~n^{′′} ~k ) δ ( ~e^′ ~k = ~e^{′′} ~k ) . (4.42)

It follows immediately that the diagonal partition function

Z_{diag.} = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 | | |sch [ T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ]| |^2 dn d(e/k) d ( k~n/~k ) d ( ~e/~k )

is modular invariant. Similarly, unitarity and the symmetry of the S-matrix entries under conjugation (n,e, ~n, ~e) → (−n,−e,−~n,−~e) guarantee that the charge conjugation partition function is likewise invariant. We remark that the supercharacters of the non-typical Verma modules could be further decomposed into those of their irreducible composition factors. In particular, this makes it clear how the vacuum module appears in these partition functions.

4.4. The Verlinde Formula. Given the S-transformation formulae derived in Section 4.3, we can now apply a version of the Verlinde formula to derive the fusion coefficients. Actually, because we are dealing with a logarithmic conformal field theory, meaning in particular that we expect the spectrum to include reducible but indecomposable modules, the Verlinde formula can only be expected to give the structure constants of the Grothendieck fusion ring. This is the quotient of the true fusion ring in which one identifies each indecomposable module with the direct sum of its composition factors. Alternatively, one identifies modules with the same character. In this section, we assume that the Grothendieck ring is well-defined (that is, that fusion defines an exact functor from the spectrum to itself) and that its structure constants are given by the following continuum version of the Verlinde formula:

N^C_{AB} = ∫ D S_{A,D}S_{B,D} ( S^† ) C,D S_{0,D} dD. (4.43)

Here, 0 refers to the vacuum module A^{0,0}_{0,0} and D runs over a basis of the Grothendieck ring which we will take to consist of the (equivalence classes containing the) typical irreducible modules T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with ~e ≠ 0 and the reducible Verma modules V^{n,e}_{~n,0} ≡ T^{n,e}_{~n,0}. Because we want to interpret the coefficient N^C_{AB} as describing the decomposition of the (Grothendieck) fusion of A and B, we will always assume that C is a basis element. It then follows from the symmetry of the S-matrix in this basis (see Theorem 6) that ( S^† ) C,D = S^∗_{C,D}.

The easiest Verlinde coefficient to compute is that describing the Grothendieck fusion of an atypical and a typical. Taking A = ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n1,0}_{~n2,0} ) and B = T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} , the Verlinde formula becomes

N^T

n3,e3 ~n3,~e3 ~σ^ℓ (_{An1,0} ~n1,0 )_{Tn2,e2} ~n2,~e2 = ∫∫∫∫ R^4 S [_ℓ n_1,~n_1 ; n,e ~n,~e ] S [_{n2,e2}

~n_2,~e_2 ; n,e ~n,~e ] S [_{n3,e3}

~n_3,~e_3 ; n,e ~n,~e ]_∗

S [_0 0,0 ;^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ] dn de d~nd~e ~k2 . (4.44)

Here, we should remark that the measure dn de d~nd~e ~k2 = dn d(e/k) d ( k~n/~k ) d ( ~e/~k ) (4.45)

is the natural choice, given the rescaling properties (4.6) of the algebra. Substituting (4.29b), (4.40b) and (4.41b) into (4.44), we see that the denominator of the atypical S-matrix entry cancels that of the vacuum entry and the integrand becomes a pure phase. In fact, the integral over R^4 separates into four integrals over R: ∫ R e^{−2πi}[^{(~e2−~e3)/~k+ℓ}]^n dn, ∫ R e^{−2πi}[^{(e2−e3)/k−(~e2−~e3)/~k}]^{k~n/~k} d ( k~n/~k ) , ∫ R e^{−2πik(~n1+~n2−~n3)/~k·e/k} d(e/k), ∫ R e^{−2πi}[^{n1+n2−n3+2(~e2−~e3)/~k−k(~n1+~n2−~n3)/~k}]^{~e/~k} d ( ~e/~k ) . (4.46)

These are easily evaluated and one arrives at

N^T

n3,e3 ~n3,~e3 ~σ^ℓ (_{An1,0} ~n1,0 )_{Tn2,e2} ~n2,~e2 = δ (n_3 = n_1 + n_2 − 2ℓ)δ ( e_3 k = e_2 + ℓk k ) δ ( k~n_3 ~k = k (~n_1 + ~n_2) ~k ) δ ( ~e_3 ~k = ~e_2 + ℓ~k ~k ) . (4.47)

The corresponding Grothendieck fusion rule is therefore [ ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = ∫∫∫∫ R^4

N^T

n3,e3 ~n3,~e3 ~σ^ℓ (_{An1,0} ~n1,0 )_{Tn2,e2} ~n2,~e2 [ T^{n3,e3}_{~n3,~e3}

] dn_3 de_3 d~n_3 d~e_3 ~k2 = [ T^{n1+n2−2ℓ,e2+ℓk}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2+ℓ~k ] , (4.48)

where the square brackets around a module indicate the equivalence class of the module in the Grothendieck ring.

The computations for (Grothendieck) fusing semitypicals with typicals, or typicals with typicals, are similar, using (4.39b) in the appropriate place instead of (4.40b). The main difference is that the denominators appearing in the semitypical and vacuum S-matrix entries no longer cancel. Instead, one obtains a pure phase multiplied by 2cos ( π~e^′/~k ) , or its square, hence the integrand may be written as a sum of two, or four, pure phases, respectively.

The actual integration proceeds as before. We therefore turn to the Grothendieck fusion rules for non-typicals with non-typicals. When fusing two semitypicals, the S-matrix entries’ denominators cancel that coming from the vacuum in the Verlinde formula and the computations proceed as in the atypical by typical computation. In contrast, the semitypical by atypical and atypical by atypical computations involve an integrand which is a pure phase divided by a non-trivial denominator. Evaluation proceeds after re-expanding the denominator as follows: 1 2cos ( π~e/~k ) =^∞∑ m=0 (−1)^m e^{iπ(2m+1)~e/~k}, 1 4cos^2 ( π~e/~k ) =^∞∑ m=0 (−1)^m (m + 1)e^{2πi(m+1)~e/~k}. (4.49)

The Verlinde formula therefore gives the Grothendieck fusion coefficients as infinite sums of delta functions in these cases. The corresponding Grothendieck fusion rules therefore decompose into infinite sums of typicals (actually, reducible Verma modules). However, these infinite sums can be recognised as corresponding to semitypicals and atypicals using the resolution formulae (4.35) and (4.37).

We summarise the results of these computations:

Proposition 9. Assuming that the Verlinde formula correctly gives the coefficients of the Grothendieck fusion ring, the product induced by the fusion product on the associated Grothendieck ring of ~gl (1|1) is given, on the basis of

(equivalence classes of) irreducibles by [ ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = [ T^{n1+n2−2ℓ,e2+ℓk}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2+ℓ~k ] , [ ~σ^ℓ ( S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = [ T^{n1+n2−2ℓ+1/2,e1+e2+ℓk}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2+ℓ~k ] ⊕ [ T^{n1+n2−2ℓ−1/2,e1+e2+ℓk}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2+ℓ~k ] , [ T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} ] ×_f [ T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} ] = [ T^{n1+n2+1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] ⊕ 2 [ T^{n1+n2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] ⊕ [ T^{n1+n2−1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ] , [ ~σ^{ℓ1} ( S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ ~σ^{ℓ2} ( S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} )] = [ T^{n1+n2−2(ℓ1+ℓ2),e1+e2+(ℓ1+ℓ2)k}

~n_1+~n_2,(ℓ_1+ℓ_2)~k ] , [ ~σ^{ℓ1} ( A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ ~σ^{ℓ2} ( S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} )] = ∞⨁ m=0 (−1)^m [ T^{n1+n2−2(ℓ1+ℓ2)−m−1/2,e2+(ℓ1+ℓ2)k}

~n_1+~n_2,(ℓ_1+ℓ_2)~k ]

= [ ~σ^{ℓ1+ℓ2} ( S^{n1+n2,e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 )] , [ ~σ^{ℓ1} ( A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} )] ×_f [ ~σ^{ℓ2} ( A^{n2,0}_{~n2,0} )] = ∞⨁ m=0 (−1)^m (m + 1) [ T^{n1+n2−2(ℓ1+ℓ2)−m−1,(ℓ1+ℓ2)k}

~n_1+~n_2,(ℓ_1+ℓ_2)~k ]

= [ ~σ^{ℓ1+ℓ2} ( A^{n1+n2,0}

~n_1+~n_2,0 )] .

(4.50)

As with Proposition 3, we have not fully decomposed these Grothendieck fusion rules into equivalence classes of

irreducibles. The typical fuse typical result will decompose into semitypicals or atypicals if (~e_1 + ~e_2) /~k ∈ Z and the semitypical fuse semitypical result always decomposes in the same way. As before, it is easy but cumbersome

to write down the full decompositions given the above results.

4.5. Fusion. Because we assume that the Verlinde formula correctly gives the structure constants of the Grothendieck fusion ring, we consequently obtain a huge amount of information about the genuine fusion ring. For example,

when a Grothendieck fusion rule decomposes into a single equivalence class of an irreducible, then we may lift this decomposition to the corresponding fusion rule. Similarly, if a Grothendieck decomposition turns out to be a

direct sum of irreducible equivalence classes and no two of the corresponding irreducibles can be glued together to form an indecomposable, then we can be sure that the fusion rule also decomposes as a direct sum of irreducibles.

One easy test for deciding that two modules cannot be glued together indecomposably is to consider the conformal dimensions of their states modulo Z — if the conformal dimensions have different fractional parts, then no gluing

is possible. With this in mind, Proposition 9 immediately gives:

Theorem 10. Assuming that the Verlinde formula correctly gives the coefficients of the Grothendieck fusion ring,

we may deduce the following (genuine) fusion rules involving irreducibles:

A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ×_f A^{n2,0}_{~n2,0} = A^{n1+n2,0}_{~n1+~n2,0}, A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ×_f S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} = S^{n1+n2,e2}_{~n1+~n2,0} , A^{n1,0}_{~n1,0} ×_f T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} = T^{n1+n2,e2}_{~n1+~n2,~e2} .

S^{n1+n2,e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ×f T n_2,e_2 ~n_2,~e_2 = T n_1+n_2+1/2,e_1+e_2 ~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 ⊕ T n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2 ~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 .

(4.51)

Moreover, these fusion rules respect spectral flow in the sense that ~σ^{ℓ1} ( M_1 ) ×_f ~σ^{ℓ2} ( M_2 ) = ~σ^{ℓ1+ℓ2} ( M_1 ×_f M_2 ) . (4.52)

We remark that the semitypical by typical fusion follows because (4.5) gives

Δ^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 − Δ n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2 ~n_1+~n_2,~e_2 =

~e_2 ~k , (4.53)

which, by the typicality condition of Proposition 5, is not an integer.

These fusion rules should be compared with the tensor product rules computed for ~gl (1|1) in Equations (3.6) and

(3.10) — they are essentially the same. To make this precise, recall from Section 4.2 that when the ~E_0-eigenvalue is restricted to −1 < ~e/~k < 1, the non-trivial singular vectors may only occur at grade 0 and then only when ~e = 0.

For this range of ~e, one therefore has a rather natural bijective correspondence between ~gl(1|1)-modules and the ~ gl(1|1)-modules formed by their zero-grade subspaces. To put it differently, the induced module construction gives a bijection between ~gl (1|1)-modules and ~gl(1|1)-modules when ~e/k is so restricted. With this correspondence, we can formulate a plausible conjecture:

When −^1_2 ⩽ ~e_1/~k <^1_2 and −^1_2 < ~e_2/~k ⩽^1_2 , the fusion product of two ~gl (1|1)-modules with (respective) ~E_0-eigenvalues ~e_1 and ~e_2 is induced from the ~gl(1|1)-module obtained from the tensor product of the ~gl(1|1)-modules whose inductions are those being fused. Fusion products involving modules with ~e_1 and ~e_2 outside the specified ranges may be computed from the above correspondence using spectral flow and Equation (4.52).

Of course, (4.52) is itself conjectural. We have only verified that this relation holds for the fusion rules in Theorem 10 up to the assumption that the Verlinde formula is valid.

The first part of this conjecture, dealing with the fusion of modules with restricted ~E_0-eigenvalues, can actually be proven. The argument is not difficult, but it relies on a reasonably detailed understanding of the celebrated Nahm-Gaberdiel-Kausch algorithm for fusion [48, 49]. We will not repeat the argument here for the Takiff superalgebra ~gl(1|1) — it is practically identical to that given for the non-Takiff algebra ^gl(1|1) in [37, Sec. 3.3]. Accepting this allows us to extend the fusion rules of (4.51) to include

S^{n1,e1}_{~n1,0} ×_f S^{n2,e2}_{~n2,0} = S^{n1+n2+1/2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,0 ⊕ S n_1+n_2−1/2,e_1+e_2 ~n_1+~n_2,0 , (4.54)

when e_1 + e_2 ≠ 0. This follows now from Equation (3.8), as does the fact that the result of this fusion when e_1 + e_2 = 0 is an indecomposable P^{n1+n2,0}_{~n1+~n2,0} induced from the ~gl(1|1)-module P^{n1+n2,0}_{~n1+~n2,0}. We can also now include the typical fusion rule

T^{n1,e1}_{~n1,~e1} ×_f T^{n2,e2}_{~n2,~e2} = T^{n1+n2+1,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ⊕

(2)T^{n1+n2,e1+e2}

~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 ⊕ T n_1+n_2−1,e_1+e_2 ~n_1+~n_2,~e_1+~e_2 (4.55)

which follows from Equation (3.13) when −^1_2 ⩽ ~e_1/~k <^1_2 , −^1_2 < ~e_2/~k ⩽^1_2 and ~e_1 + ~e_2 ≠ 0. The module^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} is that induced from the ~gl (1|1)-module^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}, as usual. We will not say anything more detailed about this fusion rule when ~e_1 + ~e_2 = 0 because we did not detail the result of the corresponding (rather complicated) tensor product decomposition in Section 3.2. It is also worth noting that the fusion rules (4.54) and (4.55) may be extended to other ~e_1 and ~e_2 if we assume that (4.52) holds.

One thing that should be made explicit now is that the action of the Virasoro zero mode L_0 on the indecomposables^{(2)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} , with ~e ≠ 0, is almost always non-semisimple. This follows because the action of L_0 on the ground states may be computed from the action of the ~gl (1|1) Casimirs Q_1 and Q_2 on the analogous ~gl(1|1)-module (2)T^{n,e}_{~n,~e}, given in (3.17). If | |v⟩ denotes a ground state generator of (2)T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} with ( ~N_0 − ~n) | |v⟩ = | |w⟩ ≠ 0, then we have ( L_0 − Δ^{n,e}_{~n,~e} ) | |v⟩ = k ~k ( e k − ~e ~k ) | |w⟩. (4.56)

We may therefore now conclude that conformal field theories based on the Takiff superalgebra ~gl (1|1) are logarithmic.

Finally, we note that an obvious corollary of Theorem 10 is that the atypicals ~σ^ℓ ( A^{n,0}_{~n,0} ) are all simple currents (invertible elements) of the fusion ring. They can therefore be used to construct extended algebras, some of which may be of interest. The extended algebras of ^gl(1|1) are known to include [50]:

• The direct sum of a free complex fermion and a set of β γ ghosts. • The affine superalgebra ^sl (2|1) at levels 1 and −^1_2 . • The Bershadsky-Polyakov algebra W^{(2)}_3 at levels 0 and −^5_3 . • The N = 2 superconformal algebra of central charges 1 and −1. • The Feigin-Semikhatov algebras W^{(2)}_n at various levels.

It therefore seems likely that the extended algebras of ~gl(1|1) will include Takiff versions of these. Moreover, if we choose the simple current so that its states have integer conformal dimensions, then one expects to be able to construct non-diagonal modular invariant partition functions that correspond to the diagonal partition function of the extended algebra. We shall not consider extended algebras here, leaving their study for the future.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have considered a class of non-semisimple Lie algebras that we have referred to as Takiff algebras, from the point of view of representation theory and, in the affine case, conformal field theories generated by a Sugawara-type construction (Theorem 1). The construction is universal for any affine Kac-Moody algebra or superalgebra. We then concentrated on the Takiff superalgebra of gl(1|1) and its affinisation as the simplest non-trivial examples; these are expected to demonstrate some of the basic features and structures typical for Takiff algebras of higher rank. The classification of irreducible highest weight modules of the non-affine Takiff superalgebra ~ gl (1|1) revealed many similarities to that of the non-Takiff superalgebra gl(1|1), resulting in three classes of modules: In addition to the generic (typical) class, we divided the remainder into those of atypicality rank 1, which we called semitypical, and those of rank 2, which were referred to as atypical.

By considering tensor products of the irreducible highest weight ~gl(1|1)-modules, we were able to generate an infinite set of non-isomorphic indecomposable modules whose structures were partially unravelled. In contrast to the non-Takiff case, in which the indecomposables can be completely classified and projectives/injectives identified, the zoo of indecomposables in the Takiff case seems to be far richer, though we do not claim any unclassifiability result. Nevertheless, we succeeded in computing (Proposition 3) the product on the Grothendieck ring of ~ gl(1|1)-modules.

The main thrust of this paper was, however, related to the conformal field theory structures associated with the affine Takiff algebra ~gl(1|1). The submodule structure of the Verma modules was completely elucidated using a spectral flow automorphism, leading to a complete classification of irreducible highest weight modules. As with ~ gl(1|1), these fell into three classes: Typical, semitypical and atypical. Character formulae followed immediately. Our main result (Theorem 6) is then the determination of the modular transformation properties of the supercharacters. Here, we were able to generalise the usual affine S- and T-transformations so as to prove that the typical module supercharacters carry a representation of the modular group, albeit one of uncountably-infinite dimension. The known structures of the semitypical and atypical Verma modules then allowed us to deduce the S-transformations of the supercharacters of their irreducible quotients.

Having at hand the explicit form of these S-transformations, we applied them to a formal calculation of fusion coefficients using a continuum version of the famous Verlinde formula. This yielded non-negative integers (when properly interpreted) which gives strong evidence for the consistency of our results and, in particular, our thesis that these Takiff (super)algebras give rise to conformal field theories. We then interpreted these Verlinde coefficients as the structure constants of the Grothendieck fusion ring and determined this ring explicitly (Proposition 9). We concluded by discussing the possibilities for lifting these results on the Grothendieck fusion ring to the genuine fusion ring of ~gl(1|1) and the consistency of the fusion results with our tensor product computations for ~gl(1|1). This led to the explicit confirmation that the conformal field theory we propose, based on a chiral ~gl(1|1) symmetry, is logarithmic in nature.

Summarizing, we see most of the typical features of logarithmic conformal field theory implemented in the Takiff superalgebra theory considered here. In particular, we have noted that there are modules on which the zero modes ~N_0 and L_0 act non-semisimply and that fusion generates examples of indecomposable modules from irreducible ones. One interesting feature of this theory is the non-semisimple action of the affine Cartan element ~N_0 on the typical irreducibles T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} and their indecomposable cousins^{(m)}T^{n,e}_{~n,~e} . Aside from the (logarithmic) free boson, we are not aware of any other theory exhibiting this. The effect on correlation functions is, however, masked by the fact that L_0 also acts non-semisimply on these modules. There are therefore two-point functions with logarithmic singularities as one requires in a logarithmic conformal field theory. To isolate the effect of the non-semisimplicity of ~N_0, one can instead consider the Verma modules. Here, one sees that the effect is minimal: As usual, the eigenvectors in any non-trivial Jordan cell for ~N_0 end up being null and the non-trivial coupling of the two-point function occurs between the eigenvectors and their Jordan partners. However, no logarithms are encountered in the corresponding correlators.

Of course, we have only considered here the simplest example of an affine Takiff (super)algebra. The next obvious candidate for detailed study is affine Takiff sl(2), which we might denote by ~sl (2). The situation here is significantly more complicated, because we expect that the full spectrum of irreducibles will involve modules which are not highest weight with respect to any choice of triangular decomposition. Unfortunately, the mathematical properties of such modules seem to be completely unknown for Takiff superalgebras and we hope to report on this and conformal field theories based on ~sl(2) in the future [44].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS AB would like to thank Maria Gorelik for interesting discussions and the Einstein center of Weizmann Institute for support. He thanks also the University of York for hospitality where this work was finished, and support from UK EPSRC grant number EP/H000054/1. DR’s research is supported by the Australian Research Council Discovery Project DP1093910. We would also like to thank Thomas Quella, Volker Schomerus and Jan Troost for discussions related to the work reported here and gratefully acknowledge the Institut Henri Poincaré and, in particular, the organisers of the recent trimestre “Advanced Conformal Field Theory and Applications”, for hospitality during a phase of this project.

REFERENCES

[1] L Rozansky and H Saleur. S and T Matrices for the Super U (1,1) WZW Model. Application to Surgery and 3-Manifolds Invariants Based on the Alexander Conway Polynomial. Nucl. Phys., B389:365–423, 1993. arXiv:hep-th/9203069.

[2] H Saleur and V Schomerus. The GL (1 | 1) WZW Model: From Supergeometry to Logarithmic CFT. Nucl. Phys., B734:221–245, 2006.

arXiv:hep-th/0510032.

[3] G Gotz, T Quella, and V Schomerus. The WZNW Model on PSU (1,1 | 2). JHEP, 0703:003, 2007. arXiv:hep-th/0610070. [4] T Quella and V Schomerus. Free Fermion Resolution of Supergroup WZNW Models. JHEP, 0709:085, 2007. arXiv:0706.0744 [hep-th].

[5] V Mitev, T Quella, and V Schomerus. Principal Chiral Model on Superspheres JHEP,0811:086, 2008. arXiv:0809.1046 [hep-th]. [6] C Candu, V Mitev, T Quella, H Saleur, and V Schomerus. The Sigma Model on Complex Projective Superspaces JHEP, 1002:015, 2010.

arXiv:0908.0878 [hep-th].

[7] V Mitev, T Quella, and V Schomerus. Conformal Superspace σ Models J. Geom. Phys., 61:1703–1716, 2011. [8] N Read and H Saleur. Exact Spectra of Conformal Supersymmetric Nonlinear Sigma Models in Two Dimensions. Nucl. Phys., B613:409–444, 2001. arXiv:hep-th/0106124.

[9] G Piroux and P Ruelle. Logarithmic Scaling for Height Variables in the Abelian Sandpile Model. Phys. Lett., B607:188–196, 2005.

arXiv:cond-mat/0410253.

[10] P Pearce, J Rasmussen, and J-B Zuber. Logarithmic Minimal Models. J. Stat. Mech., 0611:017, 2006. arXiv:hep-th/0607232. [11] N Read and H Saleur. Associative-Algebraic Approach to Logarithmic Conformal Field Theories. Nucl. Phys., B777:316–351, 2007.

arXiv:hep-th/0701117.

[12] P Mathieu and D Ridout. From Percolation to Logarithmic Conformal Field Theory. Phys. Lett., B657:120–129, 2007. arXiv:0708.0802 [hep-th].

[13] A Gainutdinov, N Read, and H Saleur. Continuum Limit and Symmetries of the Periodic gl (1|1) Spin Chain. arXiv:1112.3403 [hep-th]. [14] R Vasseur, J Jacobsen, and H Saleur. Logarithmic Observables in Critical Percolation. J. Stat. Mech, L07001, 2012. arXiv:1206.2312 [cond-mat].

[15] A Gainutdinov, J Jacobsen, H Saleur, R Vasseur. A Physical Approach to the Classification of Indecomposable Virasoro Representations from the Blob Algebra. arXiv:1212.0093 [hep-th].

[16] A Gainutdinov, N Read and H Saleur. Associative Algebraic Approach to Logarithmic CFT in the Bulk: The Continuum Limit of the gl (1|1) Periodic Spin Chain, Howe Duality and the Interchiral Algebra. arXiv:1207.6334 [hep-th].

[17] F Rohsiepe. On Reducible but Indecomposable Representations of the Virasoro Algebra. arXiv:hep-th/9611160. [18] D Adamović and A Milas. On the Triplet Vertex Algebra W(p). Adv. Math., 217:2664–2699, 2008. arXiv:0707.1857 [math.QA]. [19] K Kytölä and D Ridout. On Staggered Indecomposable Virasoro Modules. J. Math. Phys., 50:123503, 2009. arXiv:0905.0108 [math-ph].

[20] C Gruson and V Serganova. Bernstein-Gel’fand-Gel’fand Reciprocity and Indecomposable Projective Modules for Classical Algebraic Supergroups. arXiv:1111.6959 [math.RT].

[21] V Gurarie. Logarithmic Operators in Conformal Field Theory. Nucl. Phys., B410:535–549, 1993. arXiv:hep-th/9303160. [22] S Ashok, R Benichou, and J Troost. Conformal Current Algebra in Two Dimensions. JHEP, 0906:017, 2009. arXiv:0903.4277 [hep-th].

[23] R Benichou and J Troost. The Conformal Current Algebra on Supergroups with Applications to the Spectrum and Integrability. JHEP, 1004:121, 2010. arXiv:1002.3712 [hep-th].

[24] A Konechny and T Quella. Non-Chiral Current Algebras for Deformed Supergroup WZW Models. JHEP, 1103:124, 2011.

arXiv:1011.4813 [hep-th].

[25] C Candu, V Mitev, and V Schomerus. Anomalous Dimensions in Deformed WZW Models on Supergroups. arXiv:1211.2238 [hep-th]. [26] N Berkovits, C Vafa, and E Witten. Conformal Field Theory of AdS Background with Ramond-Ramond Flux. JHEP, 9903:018, 1999.

arXiv:hep-th/9902098.

[27] M Bershadsky, S Zhukov, and A Vaintrob. PSL (n|n) Sigma Model as a Conformal Field Theory. Nucl. Phys., B559:205–234, 1999.

arXiv:hep-th/9902180.

[28] A Babichenko. Conformal Invariance and Quantum Integrability of Sigma Models on Symmetric Superspaces. Phys. Lett., B648:254–261, 2007. arXiv:hep-th/0611214.

[29] S Takiff. Rings of Invariant Polynomials for a Class of Lie Algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 160:249–262, 1971. [30] M Raïs and P Tauvel. Indice et Polynômes Invariants pour Certaines Algèbres de Lie. J. Reine Angew. Math., 425:123–140, 1992. [31] F Geoffriau. Sur le Centre de l’Algèbre Enveloppante d’une Algèbre de Takiff. Ann. Math. Blaise Pascal, 1:15–31, 1994. [32] B Wilson. Highest-Weight Theory for Truncated Current Lie Algebras. J. Alg., 336:1–27, 2011. arXiv:0705.1203 [math.RT]. [33] B Wilson. A Character Formula for the Category Õ of Modules for Affine sl(2). arXiv:0711.0727 [math.RT]. [34] G Gotz, T Quella, and V Schomerus. Representation Theory of sl(2|1). J. Alg., 312:829–848, 2007. arXiv:hep-th/0504234. [35] T Creutzig, T Quella, and V Schomerus. Branes in the GL (1 | 1) WZNW Model. Nucl. Phys., B792:257–283, 2008. arXiv:0708.0853 [hep-th].

[36] T Creutzig and P Rønne. The GL (1|1)-Symplectic Fermion Correspondence. Nucl. Phys., B815:95–124, 2009. arXiv:0812.2835 [hep-th].

[37] T Creutzig and D Ridout. Relating the Archetypes of Logarithmic Conformal Field Theory. arXiv:1107.2135 [hep-th]. [38] V Kac and J van de Leur. Super Boson-Fermion Correspondence. Ann. Inst. Fourier, 37:99–137, 1987. [39] B Feigin, A Semikhatov, and I Yu Tipunin. Equivalence Between Chain Categories of Representations of Affine sl (2) and N = 2 Superconformal Algebras. J. Math. Phys., 39:3865–3905, 1998. arXiv:hep-th/9701043.

[40] J Maldacena and H Ooguri. Strings in AdS_3 and the SL(2,R) WZW Model. I: The Spectrum. J. Math. Phys., 42:2929–2960, 2001.

arXiv:hep-th/0001053.

[41] M Gaberdiel. Fusion Rules and Logarithmic Representations of a WZW Model at Fractional Level. Nucl. Phys., B618:407–436, 2001.

arXiv:hep-th/0105046.

[42] D Ridout. ^sl(2)_{−1/2} and the Triplet Model. Nucl. Phys., B835:314–342, 2010. arXiv:1001.3960 [hep-th]. [43] T Creutzig and D Ridout. Modular Data and Verlinde Formulae for Fractional Level WZW Models I. Nucl. Phys., B865:83–114, 2012.

arXiv:1205.6513 [hep-th].

[44] A Babichenko and D Ridout. Conformal Field Theory related to Takiff Affine Lie Algebras. In preparation. [45] N Jacobson. Lie Algebras, volume 10 of Interscience Tracts in Pure and Applied Mathematics. Interscience, New York, 1962. [46] J Cornwell. Group Theory in Physics, Vol. III, Supersymmetries and Infinite-Dimensional Algebras, volume 10 of Techniques of Physics.

Academic Press, London, 1989.

[47] P Di Francesco, P Mathieu, and D Sénéchal. Conformal Field Theory. Graduate Texts in Contemporary Physics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997.

[48] W Nahm. Quasirational Fusion Products. Int. J. Mod. Phys., B8:3693–3702, 1994. arXiv:hep-th/9402039. [49] M Gaberdiel and H Kausch. Indecomposable Fusion Products. Nucl. Phys., B477:293–318, 1996. arXiv:hep-th/9604026. [50] T Creutzig and D Ridout. W-Algebras Extending ^gl(1|1). arXiv:1111.5049 [hep-th].

(Andrei Babichenko) DEPARTMENT OF PARTICLE PHYSICS, WEIZMANN INSTITUTE, REHOVOT 76100, ISRAEL, AND DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF YORK, HESLINGTON, YORK, YO10 5DD, UK E-mail address: babichen@weizmann.ac.il

(David Ridout) DEPARTMENT OF THEORETICAL PHYSICS, RESEARCH SCHOOL OF PHYSICS AND ENGINEERING, AND DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES INSTITUTE, AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, CANBERRA, ACT 0200, AUSTRALIA E-mail address: david.ridout@anu.edu.au