arXiv:1910.08334v2 [math.RT] 10 Sep 2020

Unitary representations of the W_3-algebra with c ≥ 2

Sebastiano Carpi^∗, Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma Tor Vergata Via della Ricerca Scientifica 1, I-00133 Roma, Italy

email: carpi@mat.uniroma2.it

Yoh Tanimoto^† Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma Tor Vergata Via della Ricerca Scientifica 1, I-00133 Roma, Italy

email: hoyt@mat.uniroma2.it

Mihály Weiner^‡ MTA-BME Lendület Quantum Information Theory Research Group Budapest University of Technology & Economics (BME) Műegyetem rkp. 3-9, H-1111 Budapest, Hungary

email: mweiner@math.bme.hu

Abstract

We prove unitarity of the vacuum representation of the W_3-algebra for all values of the central charge c ≥ 2. We do it by modifying the free field realization of Fateev and Zamolodchikov resulting in a representation which, by a nontrivial argument, can be shown to be unitary on a certain invariant subspace, although it is not unitary on the full space of the two currents needed for the construction. These vacuum representations give rise to simple unitary vertex operator algebras. We also construct explicitly unitary representations for many positive lowest weight values. Taking into account the known form of the Kac determinants, we then completely clarify the question of unitarity of the irreducible lowest weight representations of the W_3-algebra in the 2 ≤ c ≤ 98 region.

∗Supported in part by ERC advanced grant 669240 QUEST “Quantum Algebraic Structures and Models” and GNAMPA-INDAM.

†Supported by Programma per giovani ricercatori, anno 2014 “Rita Levi Montalcini” of the Italian Ministry of Education, University and Research.

‡Supported in part by the Bolyai János and Bolyai+ scholarships, by the NRDI grants K 124152, KH 129601, K 132097 and by the ERC advanced grant 669240 QUEST “Quantum Algebraic Structures and Models”.

1 Introduction

The W_N (N = 2, 3, · · · ) algebras are “higher spin” extensions of the Virasoro algebra [Zam85, FZ87, FL88], with W_2 being the Virasoro algebra itself and W_3 in some sense the simplest one without a Lie algebra structure. For general N, the W_N -algebra is generated by N − 1 fields, the first one of which is the Virasoro field. For some discrete values of the central charge c < N − 1, they have been recently realized as a certain coset, showing unitarity of their vacuum representations (i.e. the irreducible representations with zero lowest weights) as well as many other representations [ACL19]. In the Virasoro case (N = 2), this is the famous construction of Goddard, Kent and Olive [GKO86] and the corresponding central charge values are c = 1 − 6 m(m + 1) m = 3, 4, 5 . . . whereas for the W_3-algebra, these values are [Miz89, Miz91]

c = 2 ( 1 − 12 m(m + 1) ) m = 4, 5, 6 . . . and in both cases N = 2, 3 it is known that there are no other unitary representations in the c < N − 1 region than the ones obtained in this manner. Though this coset realization is recently generalized [ACL19] to an even wider class of W-algebras, it is not expected to take us above the central charge value c = N − 1, where rationality cannot hold. Indeed, as far as we know, unitarity has never been shown for any central charge value c > N − 1 ≥ 2. Note that unlike in the Virasoro (or in the affine Kac-Moody) case, when N ≥ 3 – because of the lack of a Lie algebra structure – one cannot simply produce representations of W_N by e.g. taking tensor products of known ones. Because of the difficulty of finding explicitly unitary constructions, some even expected the W_N -algebras to not to have unitary vacuum representations for c > N − 1 ≥ 2 (see e.g. [AJCH^+18]). In this paper, we prove in fact that the vacuum representation of the W_3-algebra is unitary for any value of the central charge c ≥ 2. In the Virasoro case, unitarity for c > 1 can be settled using Kac determinants see e.g.

[KR87, Section 8.4]. At any “energy level” (i.e. eigenspace of the conformal Hamiltonian), the Kac determinant is a polynomial of the central charge c and lowest weight h. Since all Kac determinants are strictly positive in the region {(c, h) : c > 1, h > 0}, by a continuity argument, unitarity in a single case inside that region (which can be easily obtained e.g. by taking tensor products) implies unitarity for the whole closure {(c, h) : c ≥ 1, h ≥ 0}. In case of the W_3-algebra, the difficulty is twofold. First, one cannot obtain unitary representations with c > 2 by tensor product. Second, the Kac determinants – which are this time rational functions of the central charge c and lowest weights h, w and are explicitly worked out in [Miz89] by Mizoguchi – show that when c > 2, no irreducible lowest weight representation can be unitary in a neighbourhood of h = w = 0 (apart from the vacuum itself). Hence the physically most important representation, the vacuum one, cannot be accessed in this manner from the (h, w) ≠ (0, 0) region. With the usual indirect method ruled out, we are lead to consider unitarity in a more constructive approach.

The explicit construction of unitary vacuum representations in the c > N − 1 region is not trivial even in the Virasoro (N = 2) case. Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach [BSM90] provided an interesting construction in this regard. They first realized the Virasoro algebra with central charge c > 1 with the help of the U(1)-current (a field whose Fourier modes form a representation of the Heisenberg algebra) in a – strictly speaking – non-unitary way. These representations (which we simply call the BS-M construction) turn out to be “almost unitary”: the only problem is a singularity at just one point (indeed, they only needed their construction to be defined on the punctured circle). As observed in [Wei08], the BS-M construction may be viewed as a non-unitary representation of the Virasoro algebra admitting an invariant subspace containing the vacuum vector Ω, on which it is unitary. Inspired by the BS-M construction and the mentioned observation, we start with a pair of commuting U(1)-currents in their unitary vacuum representation and modify them so that the Fateev- Zamolodchikov free field realization of the W_3-algebra [FZ87] associated with this modified representation of the Heisenberg algebra gives a stress-energy field corresponding to the BS- M one. Similarly to the BS-M case, the obtained new stress-energy and W (z) fields will not give a unitary representation of the W_3-algebra on the full space but they become so on a subspace generated by Ω. However, the proof of this relies on a rather involved argument exploiting the degeneracy of the vacuum representation: the same construction with nonzero lowest weights does not have unitarity on the minimal invariant subspace containing the lowest weight vector.

Whereas unitarity of the vacuum is difficult to treat, it turns out that some non-vacuum representations can be shown to be unitary in a relatively simple, constructive manner. Making another suitable use of the realization of Fateev and Zamolodchikov, we obtain a manifestly unitary representation of the W_3-algebra on a full unitary representation space of two U(1)-currents. In this way, we produce unitary representations with h ≥^{c−2}_{24} ≥ 0 and w limited in a certain interval depending on c and h. This is similar to the Virasoro case, where an oscillator representation with a modified Sugawara construction gives manifestly unitary representations for all h ≥^{c−1}_{12} ≥ 0; see e.g. [KR87, Section 3.4].

Having already found some unitary representations, one can use the known form of the Kac determinant to arrive at even further values of c, h and w. In this way, for 2 ≤ c ≤ 98 we completely clear the question of unitarity. When c > 98, determining the sign of the Kac determinant becomes harder; our results there remain partial.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a summary of formal series with operator coefficients on Hermitian vector spaces and on the W_3-algebra, the current algebras and their representations. Apart from self-containment, we use the occasion to fix notations and conventions. An important tool for unitarity, the Kac determinant, is also introduced. Our main results are in Section 3, where we prove the unitarity of various representations of the W_3-algebra and completely classify unitary lowest weight representations with central charge c ∈ [2, 98]. We also briefly explain in a remark how each unitary vacuum representation gives rise to a simple unitary vertex operator algebra. Finally, in Section 4 we collect possible future directions and open problems.

The non-constructive part of our work (where we exploit Kac determinants) is based on the existence of lowest weight representations with invariant forms. Yet, as the W_3-algebra is not a Lie algebra, the existence of lowest weight representations with invariant forms for all values of lowest weights is not straightforward. Though implicit in the literature, we could not find a reference suitable for our needs, so we added an Appendix A to our work where we clarify this issue by a novel, analytic method.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Formal series and fields

Let V be a vector space and A_n : V → V (n ∈ Z) be a sequence of linear operators acting on V . We say that the formal series A(z) = ∑ n∈Z A_nz^{−n} is a field on V if for every v ∈ V , there is n_v such that A_nv = 0 whenever n ≥ n_v . We shall refer to the operators {A_n}_{n∈Z} as the Fourier modes of A(z).

The (formal) derivative of A(z) = ∑ n∈Z A_nz^{−n} is ∂_zA(z) = ∑ n∈Z(−n)A_nz^{−n−1}; note that if A(z) is a field, so is ∂A(z). When A(z), B(ζ) are two formal series, the product A(z)B(ζ) is a formal series in two variables z, ζ and we shall use the notations ∂_ζ , ∂_z in the obvious way. Moreover, we shall also use the notation

A^′(z) := iz∂_z A(z) = ∑ n∈Z (−in)A_nz^{−n}, (1) which we call the “derivative along the circle”.

Although the product of two formal series of the same variables does not make sense in general, there are some pairs of formal series that can be multiplied. For example, the product of a formal series in variables z and ζ of the form B(z/ζ) with any other formal series in either z or ζ (but not in both!) makes sense. In particular, the product δ(z − ζ)A(ζ), where δ(z − ζ) := z^{−1} ∑ n(^ζ_z )^n is the formal delta function, is well-defined; see more at [Kac98, Section 2.1]. Also, if B(z) = ∑ n∈Z B_nz^{−n} is a field then an infinite sum of the form ∑ n≥N A_{k−n}B_n (where N, k ∈ Z) becomes finite on every vector and hence gives rise to a well-defined linear map. In particular, every field can be multiplied with a formal series of the form ∑ n≤N c_nz^{−n} (where the coefficients c_n may be scalars or themselves linear maps). It then turns out that if F (z) = ∑ n∈Z F_{(n)}z^{−n−1} and G(ζ) are fields, then by setting F_+(z) := ∑ n<0 F_{(n)}z^{−n−1}, F_−(z) := ∑ n≥0 F_{(n)}z^{−n−1}, the normally ordered product

: F (z)G(ζ) := F_+(z)G(ζ) + G(ζ)F_−(z)

is well-defined even at z = ζ (i.e. after replacing ζ by z) and the obtained formal series : F (z)G(z): is again a field, see e.g. [Kac98, Section 3.1]. If F (z) and G(ζ) commute, so do F_±(z) and G(ζ), therefore, : F (z)G(ζ): = F (z)G(ζ). Note that in general the normal product of fields is neither commutative nor associative; in particular, to have an unambiguous meaning, we need to specify what we mean by the normal power : F (z)^n : . Following the standard conventions, we define the n-th power in a recursive manner by the formula : F (z)^n : = : F (z)(: F (z)^{n−1} : ): , and more in general, : F_1(z)F_2(z) · · · F_n(z): = : F_1(z)(: F_2(z) · · · F_n(z): ): .

2.2 Formal adjoints of formal series and fields

Let V be a C -linear space equipped with a Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ (i.e. a self-adjoint sesquilinear form) and A, B : V → V linear operators. If

⟨BΨ_1, Ψ_2⟩ = ⟨Ψ_1, AΨ_2⟩, for all Ψ_1, Ψ_2 ∈ V, (2) then we say that A and B are adjoints of each other and with some abuse of notation we write B = A^†. Note however, the following: 1) such an A^† might not exist, 2) when ⟨·, ·⟩ is degenerate, A^† may not even be unique. Nevertheless, for any two operators A, B the statement B = A^† is unambiguous: it simply means that they satisfy equation (2). We also say that A is symmetric^1 when A = A^†.

We define the adjoint of the formal series A(z) = ∑ n∈Z A_nz^{−n} to be the formal series

A(z)^† := ∑ n∈Z A^†_nz^n, i.e. we treat the variable z as if it were a complex number in S^1 := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. As a direct consequence of our definition, A(z) is symmetric – that is, A(z)^† = A(z) as formal series – if and only if A^†_n = A_{−n} for all n ∈ Z. Moreover, if A(z) is symmetric, then so is its circle derivative A^′(z) of (1): this is exactly why we shall prefer it to ∂_z A(z). Note that this is also the convention found in the paper [BSM90] of Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach.

If f(z) is a trigonometric polynomial, i.e. a finite series f(z) = ∑ |n|<N cnz −n, and A(z) is a symmetric field, then one finds that

(f(z)A(z))^† = f(z)A(z) where f(z) := ∑ |n|<N c_{−n}z^{−n}.

In particular, if c_n = c_{−n} for all n – or equivalently: if f takes only real values on S^1 – then f(z)A(z) is symmetric. This is not surprising at all; in fact, more in general, one has that if A(z) and B(z) are commuting symmetric fields, then their product A(z)B(z) is also a symmetric field. However, in this paper we shall often consider expressions of the type ρ(z)A(z), ρ^′(z)A(z) where ρ(z) = −i^{z−1}_{z+1} . In order to give an unambiguous meaning^2 to the expression ρ(z)A(z), we take the expansion around z = 0, where it holds that ρ(z) = −i z − 1 z + 1 = −i(z − 1) ∑ n≥0 (−1)^nz^n = i ( 1 + 2 ∑ n≥1 (−1)^nz^n ) =: ∑ n ρ_nz^{−n}. (3) Accordingly we regard ρ(z) as a field (note that ρ_n = 0 for n > 0), and since it is scalar valued, it commutes with anything and its product with another field A(z) is meaningful without need of normal ordering: ρ(z)A(z) = ∑ n,k(ρ_kA_{n−k})z^{−n}. Similarly, the product ρ^′(z)A(z), with ρ^′(z) given by (1), is defined as a field.

Although ρ(z) is not defined at z = −1 as a function (it has a singularity there), it takes only real values on the punctured circle S^1 \ {−1} and hence so does its circle derivative ρ^′(z). So one might wonder whether ρ(z)A(z) and ρ^′(z)A(z) are still symmetric if A(z) is a symmetric field. A quick check reveals that the answer in general is negative: the problem is caused by the non-symmetric expansion (3). But if r(z) is a trigonometric polynomial and

1We use “symmetric” instead of “self-adjoint” in order to avoid confusions with the notion of self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space in view of a possible Hilbert space completion of the vector space V . This “symmetry” has nothing to do with symmetric operators with respect to a bilinear (instead of sesquilinear) form._2

From the point of view of quantum field theory (cf. [BSM90]), ρ should be regarded as a function on S^1 \ {−1} rather than a formal series; depending on the choice of region, it has different expansions.

r(−1) = 0, then the singularity of r(z)ρ(z) at z = −1 is removable. Actually, it is clear that in this case r(z) = (z + 1)t(z) where t is another trigonometric polynomial and hence s(z) = r(z)ρ(z) = −i^{z−1}_{z+1} (z + 1)t(z) = −i(z − 1)t(z) is also a trigonometric polynomial for which s(z) = r(z)ρ(z). Hence in this case (r(z)ρ(z)A(z))^† = r(z)ρ(z)A(z), as if ρ(z)A(z) were symmetric. If further r^′(−1) = 0, then also the singularity of r(z)ρ^′(z) will be removable, resulting in (r(z)ρ^′(z)A(z))^† = r(z)ρ^′(z)A(z). These observation will become important in the proof of unitarity of vacuum representations.

2.3 The W_3-algebra

For our purposes the W_3-algebra (see [BS93, Art16] for reviews) at central charge c ∈ C , c ≠ −^{22}_5 , consists of two fields L(z) = ∑ n∈Z L_nz^{−n−2} and W (z) = ∑ n∈Z W_nz^{−n−3} acting on a C -linear space V such that [L(z), L(ζ)] = δ(z − ζ)∂_ζ L(ζ) + 2∂_ζ δ(z − ζ)L(ζ) + c 12 ∂^3_ζ δ(z − ζ), [L(z), W (ζ)] = 3∂_ζ δ(z − ζ)W (ζ) + δ(z − ζ)∂_ζ W (ζ), [W (z), W (ζ)] = c 3 · 5!

∂^5_ζ δ(z − ζ) + 1 3 ∂^3_ζ δ(z − ζ)L(ζ) + 1 2 ∂^2_ζ δ(z − ζ)∂L(ζ) + ∂_ζ δ(z − ζ) ( 3 10 ∂^2_ζ L(ζ) + 2b^2Λ(ζ) ) + δ(z − ζ) ( 1 15 ∂^3_ζ L(ζ) + b^2∂_ζ Λ(ζ) )

(4) where b^2 =^{16}_{22+5c} and Λ(z) = : L(z)^2 : −^3_{10} ∂^2_z L(z). Equivalently, in terms of Fourier modes the requirements read

[L_m, L_n] = (m − n)L_{m+n} + c 12 m(m^2 − 1)δ_{m+n,0}, [L_m, W_n] = (2m − n)W_{m+n}, [W_m, W_n] = c 3 · 5!

(m^2 − 4)(m^2 − 1)mδ_{m+n,0}

+ b^2(m − n)Λ_{m+n} + [ 1 20 (m − n)(2m^2 − mn + 2n^2 − 8)) ] L_{m+n}, (5)

where again b^2 =^{16}_{22+5c} and Λ_n = ∑ k>−2 Ln−kLk + ∑ k≤−2 LkLn−k − 3 10 (n + 2)(n + 3)L_n.

The first of these commutation relations says that the operators {L_n}_{n∈Z} form a representation of the Virasoro algebra and consequently, we shall say that L(z) is a Virasoro (or alternatively: a stress-energy) field.

Note that one cannot consider (5) (together with the definitions of b and Λ_n) as the defining relations of an associative algebra (as it is sometimes loosely stated in the literature), since the infinite sum appearing in Λ_n does not have an a priori meaning: it makes sense if {L_n} form a field on V . Under the term “W_3-algebra”, one studies general properties that hold for operators {L_n, W_n}_{n∈Z} satisfying the above relations. On the other hand, a concrete realization on a linear space is referred to as a representation, although we do not define here an associative algebra called the W_3-algebra. A universal object with these relations can be defined in the context of vertex operator algebras [DSK05, DSK06]; however, here we do not wish to follow that way.

We shall say that a Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ is invariant for a representation of the W_3- algebra, if it makes the fields

T (z) := z^2L(z) = ∑ n L_nz^{−n}, M(z) := z^3W (z) = ∑ n W_nz^{−n} symmetric. Equivalently, in terms of Fourier modes, the requirement of invariance is that L^†_n = L_{−n} and W^†_n = W_{−n} for all n ∈ Z. A representation together with an inner product – or as is also called: scalar product – (i.e. a positive definite Hermitian form) is said to be unitary.

Note that while in papers concerned with vertex operator algebras, the Virasoro field is typically denoted by L(z) (as in our work), physicists often use T (z) for the same object. Here we chose to reserve this symbol for the “shifted” field T (z) = z^2L(z) in part to follow the notations of [BSM90] used by Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach, and in part simply because being interested by unitarity, we will actually use more the combination z^2L(z) than L(z) on its own.

2.4 The U(1)-current (or Heisenberg) algebra

The U(1)-current (or Heisenberg) algebra is an infinite-dimensional Lie algebra spanned freely by the elements {a_n}_{n∈Z} and a central element Z with commutation relations [a_m, a_n] = mδ_{m+n,0}Z. (6) We shall be only interested in representations of this algebra where Z acts as the identity and the formal series a(z) = ∑ n∈Z a_nz^{−n−1} (where, by the usual abuse of notations, we denote the representing operators with the same symbol as the abstract Lie algebra elements) is a field. Note that in many relevant works regarding the W_3-algebra and published in physics journals, this field appears as “the derivative of the massless free field” and is denoted by ∂_zφ(z) (e.g. in [FZ87] and in [Miz89]), although in our sense, in general^3 there is no field φ(z) whose derivative is a(z). Note also that the commutation relation (6) with Z := 1 is equivalent to [a(z), a(ζ)] = ∂_ζ δ(z − ζ). (7) Suppose now that we are also given a Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ on our representation space.

We say that it is invariant for our representation, if it makes J(z) := za(z) = ∑ n∈Z a_nz^{−n} 3Unless we are in a representation where a_0 = 0

symmetric; this is equivalent to the condition a^†_n = a_{−n} for all n ∈ Z. A representation together with an invariant inner product, i.e. an invariant positive definite Hermitian form, is said to be unitary.

Similarly to what we did for J(z) and a(z), we also introduce in general the “shifted” normal powers : J^n : (z) = z^n : a(z)^n :. Again, the reason for working with them (rather than with the usual powers^4) is symmetry: given an invariant Hermitian form, it is this combination which becomes symmetric. For example, for n = 2 we have

: J^2 :(z) = z^2 : a(z)^2 := za_+(z) · za(z) + za(z) · za_−(z).

Now za_+(z) = ∑ n<0 a_nz^{−n} and hence (za_+(z))^† = za_−(z) − a_0. Moreover, as a^†_0 = a_0 commutes with all a_n, putting all together we have that

: J^2 :(z)^† = za(z) · (za_−(z) − a_0) + (za_−(z) + a_0) · za(z) =: J^2 :(z).

For higher powers, symmetry of : J^n :(z) is justified in a similar manner.

If a(z) = ∑ n∈Z a_nz^{−n−1} is a field satisfying the commutation relation (7), then its associated (or canonical) stress-energy field is L(z) = ∑ n∈Z L_nz^{−n−2} = 1 2 : a(z)^2 : .

Its Fourier modes L_n =^1_2 ( ∑ k>−1 an−kak + ∑ k≤−1 akan−k) form a representation of the Vi-

rasoro algebra with central charge c = 1. By elementary computations, [L_n, a_m] = −ma_{n+m} and it then follows that for any η, κ ∈ C , the operators

L_n − iκna_n + ηa_n (n ≠ 0), L_0 + ηa_0 + κ^2 + η^2 2 , also form a representation of the Virasoro algebra with central charge c(η, κ) = 1 + 12κ^2; see e.g. [KR87, Section 3.4]. Using circle derivatives, the corresponding “shifted” stress-energy field can be written as 1 2 : J^2 :(z) + κJ^′(z) + ηJ(z) + κ^2 + η^2 2 . (8)

For the formal series J(z) = za(z) = ∑ n∈Z a_nz^{−n} where a(z) satisfies (7), a nonzero vector Ω_q is said to be a lowest weight vector with lowest weight q ∈ C if

for all m > 0 : a_mΩ_q = 0, a_0Ω_q = qΩ_q.

If Ω_q is also cyclic, then the whole representation is said to be a lowest weight representation. It turns out that for every q ∈ C , such a representation exists (up to equivalence) uniquely; this is the Verma module V^{U(1)}_q . In this representation one has that vectors of the form a_{−n1} · · · a_{−nk} Ω_q, where 1 ≤ n_1 ≤ . . . ≤ n_k, form a basis, the formal series a(z) is a field and further that a_0 is the (multiplication by the) scalar q. Moreover, when q ∈ R, there exists a unique Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ on V^{U(1)}_q with normalization ⟨Ω_q, Ω_q⟩ = 1, which is invariant for the representation (the “canonical Hermitian form”). This form is automatically positive definite, making the representation unitary. For proofs of these statements see e.g. [KR87].

4Note that : J^n : (z) = z^n : a(z)^n : is different from the n-th normal power : J(z)^n :=: (za(z))^n :.

2.5 Lowest weight representations of the W_3-algebra

Given a representation of the W_3-algebra {L_n, W_n}_{n∈Z} with central charge c, a nonzero vector Ω_{c,h,w} =: Ω is said to be a lowest weight vector with lowest weight (h, w) ∈ C^2 , if

for all n > 0 : L_nΩ = W_nΩ = 0, and L_0Ω = hΩ, W_0 = wΩ. (9)

In case h = w = 0, Ω is said to be a vacuum vector. In case the lowest weight vector is cyclic, the whole representation is said to be a lowest weight representation.

Using the W_3-algebra relations, it is rather easy (however, the induction should go with respect to g in Appendix A instead of the number of operators, see e.g. [BMP96]) to show that for any lowest weight representation, the vectors of the form L_{−m1} · · · L_{−mℓ} W_{−n1} · · · W_{−nk} Ω, (10) where 1 ≤ m_1 ≤ · · · ≤ m_ℓ, 1 ≤ n_1 ≤ · · · ≤ n_k, span the whole representation space. However, in general, linear independence does not follow. Nevertheless, for each central charge c ≠ −^{22}_5 and lowest weight (h, w) ∈ C^2 there is indeed a representation, the Verma module V^{W3}_{c,h,w}, where these vectors form a basis. It is rather clear that such a representation is essentially unique; what is less evident, is its existence. For a Lie algebra, Verma modules are constructed as a quotient of the universal covering algebra, see e.g. [Jac79]. As the W_3-algebra is not a Lie algebra and the commutator [W_m, W_n] contains an infinite sum in L’s, it is actually nontrivial that Verma modules exist. We show this in a novel, analytic manner in Appendix A. Using the W_3-algebra relations, it is not difficult to see that the Verma module can admit at most one invariant Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ with normalization ⟨Ω_{c,h,w}, Ω_{c,h,w}⟩ = 1. We will call this the “canonical” form. It is also rather trivial that if c, h, w are not all real, then such a Hermitian form cannot exists. Again, what is less evident is the existence for c, h, w ∈ R. We give a proof of this fact in Appendix A. Since the goal of this paper is to deal with unitarity, we will focus on the case when c, h, w ∈ R.

Let us now take some c, h, w ∈ R, c ≠ −^{22}_5 . Any nontrivial subrepresentation in the Verma module is included in the kernel ker⟨·, ·⟩ = {Ψ ∈ V^{W3}_{c,h,w} : ⟨Ψ, Φ⟩ = 0 for all Φ ∈ V^{W3}_{c,h,w}}, see the arguments of [KR87, Proposition 3.4(c)]. It then turns out that with the given values of c, h, w, there is (an up-to-isomorphism) unique irreducible lowest weight representation V^{W3}_{c,h,w}: namely, the one obtained by taking the quotient of the Verma module with respect to ker⟨·, ·⟩. The canonical form on a Verma module is positive semidefinite if and only if the corresponding irreducible representation admits a invariant inner product, making it unitary.

Actually, standard arguments show that (for given (c, h, w)) any lowest weight representation with a non-degenerate, invariant Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ is isomorphic to the unique irreducible representation. This is due to the fact that the value of ⟨Ψ, Ψ^′⟩, where Ψ, Ψ^′ are vectors of the form (10), is “universal”: it depends on c, h, w but not on the actual representation; see Proposition A.1. In particular, for each triplet (c, h, w), there is (up to isomorphism) at most one lowest weight representation with an invariant inner product; namely, V^{W3}_{c,h,w}.

2.6 The Kac determinant

The question of when the canonical form ⟨·, ·⟩ on the Verma module V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is degenerate or positive semidefinite can be studied through the Kac determinant. See [KR87, Chapter 8] for an overview of the methods used here, which are written for infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, but apply to the W_3-algebra as well.

The Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ vanishes on pairs of vectors of the form (10) when the eigenvalue N = ∑ j m_j + ∑ j n_j of L_0 are different, hence the question can be studied for each N ≥ 0 separately. There are finite many vectors Ψ^{(N)}_1 , . . . Ψ^{(N)}_{dN} among (10) for any given N that span a finite dimensional subspace in V^{W3}_{c,h,w} and one can consider the Gram matrix M_{N,c,h,w} whose entries are the product values ⟨Ψ^{(N)}_j , Ψ^{(N)}_k ⟩. Note that these values are real polynomials of c,^1_{22+5c} , h, w (see Appendix A). Evidently, we have the following.

• V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is irreducible if and only if all of these matrices are nondegenerate.

• The canonical form on V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is positive (semi)definite if and only if these matrices are all positive (semi)definite.

However, it is difficult to determine the rank and positive (semi)definiteness of all these matrices at once. Nevertheless, a rather compact formula can be given for the determinant det(M_{N,c,h,w}) at level N – called the Kac determinant – of these matrices. We can use it in the following ways.

• If V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is reducible, then det(M_{N,c,h,w}) = 0 for some N.

• If the canonical form on V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is positive-definite, then det(M_{N,c,h,w}) > 0 for all N.

At each level N, det(M_{N,c,h,w}) is a polynomial of c,^1_{22+5c} , h, w. Therefore, if one finds a vector in ker⟨·, ·⟩ in a Verma module V^{W3}_{c,h,w}, one can extract a factor from det(M_{N,c,h,w}) for some N. With sufficiently many such vectors in ker⟨·, ·⟩, one can determine det(M_{N,c,h,w}) up to a multiplicative positive constant. According to [Miz89, AJCH^+18], the Kac determinant at level N is det(M_{N,c,h,w}) ∼ N∏ k=1 ∏ mn=k (f_{mn}(h, c) − w^2)^{P2(N−k)}, where “∼” means equality up to a positive multiplicative constant that can depend on N (but not on c, h, w) and_∞ ∑ n=0 P_2(n)t^n = ∞∏ n=1 1 (1 − t^n)^2 and f_{mn}(h, c) = 64 9(5c + 22) [ h + (4 − n^2)α^2_+ + (4 − m^2)α^2_− − 2 + mn 2 ]

× [ h − 4((n^2 − 1)α^2_+ + (m^2 − 1)α^2_−) − 2(1 − mn)

]_2 (11) with

α^2_± = 50 − c ± √ (2 − c)(98 − c) 192 . We shall exploit the knowledge of the signs of the Kac determinant (given by these explicit formulas) in two ways:

• Let H ⊂ R^3 be a connected set where for any (c, h, w) ∈ H and any N ∈ N it holds that det(M_{N,c,h,w}) > 0. In this situation, if V^{W3}_c′_{,h}′_{,w}′ = V^{W3}_c′_{,h}′_{,w}′ is unitary for at least one triple (c^′, h^′, w^′) ∈ H, then it is so for all triples in the closure H.

• If det(M_{N,c,h,w}) < 0 for some N ∈ N, then V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is not unitary.

By the observation of [AJCH^+18, (A.10)], if 2 < c < 98, the contributions from f_{mn} with m ≠ n are non-zero positive because α_± in (11) have non-zero imaginary parts, and since f_{mm}(c, h) = ((c − 2)m^2 − c + 24h + 2)^2(96h + (c − 2)(m^2 − 4)) 7776(5c + 22)

is increasing with respect to m, hence all Kac determinants are positive if

f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 = h^2(96h − 3(c − 2)) 27(5c + 22)

− w^2 > 0. (12)

Note that regardless of the value of the central charge, f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 ≥ 0 is a necessary condition for unitarity since f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 is the first Kac determinant up to a positive constant.

The case h = 0 is of particular importance, as this is when the lowest weight vector is a “vacuum vector” for the Virasoro subalgebra. From the observation above, unitarity together with h = 0 implies w = 0.

3 Unitarity of lowest weight representations

3.1 The free field realization of Fateev and Zamolodchikov

Given a pair of commuting fields a_{[k]}(z) = ∑ n∈Z J_{[k],n}z^{−n−1} (k = 1, 2), both satisfying the U(1)-current relation (7), one can construct a family of representations of the W_3-algebra depending on a complex parameter α_0. Following Fateev and Zamolodchikov [FZ87], we set

L̃(z; α_0) = L_{[1]}(z) + √ 2α_0∂a_{[1]}(z) + L_{[2]}(z) = 1 2 : a_{[1]}(z)^2 : + 1 2 : a_{[2]}(z)^2 : + √ 2α_0∂a_{[1]}(z),

W̃ (z; α_0) = b 12i [ i2 √ 2 : a_{[2]}(z)^3 : −i6 √ 2 : a_{[1]}(z)^2 : a_{[2]}(z) − i6α_0∂a_{[1]}(z)a_{[2]}(z)

− i18α_0a_{[1]}(z)∂a_{[2]}(z) − i6 √ 2α^2_0∂^2a_{[2]}(z) ] .

Theorem 3.1 ([FZ87]). Let α_0 ∈ C be such that c(α_0) := 2 − 24α^2_0 ≠ −^{22}_5 and b ∈ C such that b^2 =^{16}_{22+5c(α0)} . Then the above defined L̃(z; α_0), W̃ (z; α_0) fields satisfy the W_3-algebra relations (4) with central charge c(α_0).

Remark 3.2. We think it useful to make some comments on the computations justifying the above theorem. First of all, instead of commutation relations, it is more common to work in terms of operator product expansions (OPEs). The OPE of two fields F_1(z), F_2(z) is usually written in the form

F_1(z)F_2(ζ) ∼ N∑ j=1 G_j(ζ) (z − ζ)^j , where G_j (z), j = 1, · · · , N are some other fields. As formal series, this relation should be interpreted as (see [Kac98, Theorem 2.3]) [F_1(z), F_2(ζ)] = ∑_N j=1 1 j! ∂^j_ζ δ(z − ζ)G_j(ζ). It is possible to write the OPE between a field F (z) and a normal product : G(z)H(z) :

in terms of the OPE between F, G, H and the fields appearing in their OPE; again, for details we refer to [Kac98]. Thus, if the OPE algebra of the basic fields is closed – like in our case: [a_{[1]}(z), a_{[2]}(ζ)] = 0 and [a_{[j]}(z), a_{[j]}(ζ)] = ∂_ζ δ(z − ζ) (j = 1, 2) – then in principle the OPE of any pair of normal products can be determined in terms of the basic fields. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 can be indeed proved only in terms of the commutation relation (7). Although actual computations of OPE of composite fields can be tedious and painful, these computations are fortunately very established procedures and can be carried out by computers, too. The most widely used software for this the Mathematica package^5 OPEdefs [Thi91] by Thielemans (although there are also other packages, e.g. [Eks11]). As is indicated in the text, the authors of [RSW18] also used this package to make computations with OPEs related to the free-field realizations of the W-algebras, and this is what we also used^6 in part to have an independent verification and in part to check that our constants (which, due to differing conventions, slightly differ from the one appearing in [FZ87]) are indeed rightly set.

Since we are interested by unitarity, it is worth rewriting our fields using the circle derivative F^′(z) = iz∂_z F (z) and performing computations with the “shifted fields” we introduced above. Also, we prefer to make some different choices of variables – e.g. instead of α_0 as in the previous theorem, we will use κ := −i √ 2α_0 – so that in the unitary case we will need to deal with real constants, only. We thought it useful for the reader to summarize our conventions in a table (which are actually mainly the ones used by Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach in [BSM90] and hence will be referred as the “B-SM conventions”) and put it in contrast with the one used by the physicist and the one used by the VOA community.

With : J^n_{[j]} : (z) = z^n : a_{[j]}(z)^n : (j = 1, 2), we find that in the Fateev-Zamolodchikov construction, the fields T̃ (z; κ) := z^2L̃(z; α_0) and M̃(z; κ) := z^3W̃ (z; α_0) can be written in

5Mathematica scripts can be also executed on the freely download-able Wolfram Script; see more at

https://www.wolfram.com/wolframscript/.

6We thank Simon Wood for providing us his own code he used for the computations in [RSW18].

Physicist VOA B-SM / ours φ(z) (the massless free field) undefined undefined i∂_z φ(z) √ 2a(z) √ 2J(z)/z T (z) L(z) T (z)/z^2 W (z) W (z) M(z)/z^3 i∂^2_z φ(z) √ 2∂_z a(z) − √ 2(J(z) + iJ^′(z))/z^2 i∂^3_z φ(z) √ 2∂^2_z a(z) (2 √ 2J(z) + i3 √ 2J^′(z) − √ 2J^{′′}(z))/z^3 −^1_4 : (∂_zφ(z))^2 :^1_2 : a(z)^2 : : J^2 :(z)/(2z^2) : ∂_zφ(z)^n : (−i √ 2)^n : a(z)^n : (−i √ 2/z)^n : J^n :(z) √ 2α_0 √ 2α_0 iκ

Table 1: Correspondence between fields and constants in various conventions.

the following way:

T̃ (z; κ) = 1 2 : J^2_{[1]} :(z) − iκ(J_{[1]}(z) + iJ^′_{[1]}(z)) + 1 2 : J^2_{[2]} :(z), (13) M̃(z; κ) = b 3 √ 2 : J^3_{[2]} :(z) − b √ 2 (: J^2_{[1]} :(z) − i2κ(J_{[1]}(z) + iJ^′_{[1]}(z)))J_{[2]}(z) + 3bκ 2 √ 2 (J^′_{[1]}(z)J_{[2]}(z) − J_{[1]}(z)J^′_{[2]}(z)) + bκ^2 2 √ 2 (2J_{[2]}(z) + i3J^′_{[2]}(z) − J^{′′}_{[2]}(z)). (14)

Assume that J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) have a common lowest weight vector Ω_{q1,q2} with lowest weights q_1, q_2. It is straightforward to check that Ω_{q1,q2} is annihilated by all positive Fourier modes of fields like : J^3_{[2]} : (z) or J^′_{[1]}(z)J_{[2]}(z) and hence also by those of T̃ (z; κ) = ∑ n∈ZL̃_{κ,n}z−n and M̃(z; κ) = ∑_{n∈Z}W̃_{κ,n}z−n. One also computes that

L̃_{κ,0}Ω_{q1,q2} = ( 1 2 a^2_{[1],0} + 1 2 a^2_{[2],0} − iκa_{[1],0} ) Ω_{q1,q2} , W̃_{κ,0}Ω_{q1,q2} = b√ 2 ( 1 3 a^3_{[2],0} − (a^2_{[1],0} − 2iκa_{[1],0})a_{[2],0} + κ^2a_{[2],0} ) Ω_{q1,q2} . Hence we have the following.

Proposition 3.3. If Ω_{q1,q2} is a lowest weight vector for the two commuting U(1)-currents J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) with corresponding lowest weights q_1 and q_2, respectively, then it is also a lowest weight vector for the representation of the W_3-algebra given by the fields (13) and (14) with central charge c = 2 − 24α^2_0 = 2 + 12κ^2 and lowest weight (h, w) where h = 1 2 q^2_1 + 1 2 q^2 − iκq_1, w = b √ 2 ( 1 3 q^3_2 − (q^2_1 − 2iκq_1)q_2 + κ^2q_2 )

Now suppose we have an inner product on our representation space making the currents J_{[j]}(z) = za_{[j]}(z) (j = 1, 2) symmetric. Then the fields : J^2_{[1]} : (z), J_{[1]}(z), J^′_{[1]}(z), : J^2_{[2]} : (z) are all symmetric, but the linear combination giving T̃ (z; κ) is only symmetric for κ = 0; i.e. for the central charge c = 2 case (and we have the same situation regarding M(z)).

One possible remedy would be a modification of our inner product; instead of the invariant form for our currents, we should try to use a “strange” one that does not make J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) symmetric. Here we will follow a – in some sense – dual approach. Namely, we retain our original inner product, but instead modify our currents by applying an automorphisms of the algebra (7).

3.2 New representations by automorphisms of the U(1)-current

Suppose the field J(z) = ∑ n∈Z a_nz^{−n} is a U(1)-current and f(z) = ∑ n∈Z c_nz^{−n} is a scalar valued field (i.e. c_n = 0 for n large enough). Then, because scalars commute with everything, the sum J(z) + f(z) satisfies the same commutation relation of the U(1)-current field. In terms of Fourier modes, the transformation is a_n → a_n + c_n. If further c_n = 0 for all n > 0 and Ψ is a lowest weight vector for J(z) with weight q (i.e. we have a_nΨ = 0 for all n > 0 and a_0Ψ = qΨ), then Ψ is a lowest weight vector for J(z) + f(z) with lowest weight q + c_0. Representations of this kind play a central role in [BMT88].

Evidently, the map a_n → a_n + c_n can be interpreted as a composition of a representation with an automorphism of our Lie algebra. Thus, if we further used our current to construct something – say a stress-energy field – then by composition with such an automorphism, we get a “transformed” stress-energy field. As an expression involving only normal powers and derivatives of J(z) + f(z), it still satisfies the same commutation relations with the same central charge, because the latter relations are determined by the U(1) commutation relation.

Following the ideas of Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach [BSM90, (4.6)], we consider the above transformation with f(z) = κρ(z) + η, where κ, η are scalar constants and ρ(z) = −i^{z−1}_{z+1} . As was explained in Section 2.1, here we interpret ρ(z) as the formal series (3), rather than a function. Accordingly, ρ_n = 0 for all n > 0 and in terms of Fourier modes, our transformation is a_n −→ φ_{κ,η}(a_n) = a_n + iκ(δ_{n,0} + 2(−1)^nχ_{(−∞,0)}(n)) + ηδ_{n,0}, where χ_{(−∞,0)} is the characteristic function of the open interval (−∞, 0).

The reader might wonder what is the reason behind the choice of the function ρ. As we shall see in the next subsection, what makes ρ(z) important is that it is a solution of the differential equation ρ(z)^2 2 + 1 2 − ρ^′(z) = 0, (15)

where ρ^′(z) denotes the derivative along the circle (1).

The transformed U(1)-current field gives rise to a new associated stress-energy field. By an abuse of notation, we denote (the shifted version of) this by φ_{κ,η}(T (z)), even though φ_{κ,η} does not formally act on T (z). After a straightforward computation, we find that φ_{κ,η}(T (z)) := 1 2 : φ_{κ,η}(J)^2 :(z) = T (z) + (κρ(z) + η)J(z) +

(κρ(z) + η)^2 2 , where T (z) =^1_2 : J^2 :(z) is the canonical stress-energy field of the original representation.

“Almost” symmetric stress-energy tensor with c > 1. Following the work of Buchholz and Schulz-Mirbach, given a U(1)-current field J(z), apart from the canonical (shifted) stressenergy field T (z) =^1_2 : J(z)^2 :, we shall also consider T_κ(z) = ∑ n∈Z L_{κ,n}z^{−n} where T_κ(z) = T (z) + κ (J^′(z) − ρ(z)J(z)) (16)

and of course the product ρ(z)J(z) is understood in the sense of fields; i.e. its coefficient of z^{−n} is ∑ m iκ(δ_{m,0} + 2(−1)^mχ_{(−∞,0)}(m))J_{n−m}. Note that T_0(z) = T (z); i.e. for κ = 0 the construction reduces to the canonical one. One can show that the operators {L_{κ,n}}_{{n∈Z}} form a representation of the Virasoro algebra with central charge c = 1+12κ^2 by a straightforward computation. However, we will not need that since we see this below in another way.

The representation (16) is different from (8): the construction (8) does not yield a manifestly unitary vacuum representation with central charge c > 1. On the other hand, if 0 ≠ κ ∈ R then c > 1 and if J(z) is symmetric and Ω is a lowest weight vector for J(z) with zero lowest weight q = 0 (i.e. if Ω was a vacuum vector for J(z)), then – as is easily checked – Ω is still a vacuum vector for the representation {L_{κ,n}}_{{n∈Z}} (Ω is not necessarily cyclic for {L_{κ,n}}_{{n∈Z}}, even if it was so for J(z)). Moreover, even if it is not properly symmetric, T_κ(z) has a certain weakened symmetry property. Since the fields T (z), J(z), J^′(z) appearing in our formula are symmetric, κ ∈ R and ρ is also real on the unit circle – as was explained at the end of Section 2 – we have that

(p(z)T_κ(z))^† = p(z)T_κ(z)

for any (scalar valued) trigonometric polynomial p(z) = ∑ |n|<N cnz −n satisfying the additional property p(−1) = 0.

Although different, this construction is closely related to (8). Indeed, if we apply the construction (16) to the current φ_{κ,η}(J(z)) instead of J(z) (i.e. we apply the transformation φ_{κ,η} with the same κ) then we obtain the stress-energy field of (8):

φ_{κ,η}(T_κ(z)) = T_κ(z) + (κρ(z) + η)J(z) +

(κρ(z) + η)^2 2 + κ ( κρ^′(z) − κρ(z)^2 − ηρ(z) )

= T_κ(z) + (κρ(z) + η)J(z) + κ^2 + η^2 2 = T_0(z) + κJ^′(z) + ηJ(z) + κ^2 + η^2 2 , (17)

where we used that ρ(z) satisfies the differential equation (15). This also shows that the operators {L_{κ,n}}_{{n∈Z}} indeed satisfy the Virasoro relations with central charge c = 1 + 12κ^2, since the last expression coincides with (8).

Restoring unitarity to the Fateev-Zamolodchikov realization The transformation φ_{−κ,iκ} will be of special interest. Since ρ_0 = i, it changes the lowest weight value for J(z) by −iκ + iκ = 0; i.e. it preserves the lowest weight. Moreover, by substituting η = iκ in (17) and taking account of the fact that φ_{−κ,iκ} = φ^{−1}_{κ,−iκ}, we see that φ_{−κ,iκ}(J(z)) = J(z) − κρ(z) + iκ, φ_{−κ,iκ}(J^′(z)) = J^′(z) − κρ^′(z), φ_{−κ,iκ}(T (z)) := 1 2 : φ_{−κ,iκ}(J(z))^2 : = T (z) + (−κρ(z) + iκ)J(z) + (−κρ(z) + iκ)^2 2 φ_{−κ,iκ}(T (z) − iκ(J(z) + iJ^′(z))) = T_κ(z) (18) suggesting that by applying φ_{−κ,iκ} to the first of our commuting currents appearing in the Fateev-Zamolodchikov construction, we could turn our “very much non symmetric” fields into ones that have a discussed weak form of symmetry without changing lowest weight values.

So let us take again two commuting U(1)-current fields J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) and consider them as a representation of the direct sum of the Heisenberg algebra with itself. Then letting φ_{−κ,iκ} act on the first one while not doing anything with the second one, i.e. the transformation φ̃_{−κ,iκ} defined by

φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(J_{[1]}(z)) = φ_{−κ,iκ}(J_{[1]}(z)), φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(J_{[2]}(z)) = J_{[2]}(z)

can be viewed as a composition of our representation with an automorphism. Accordingly, we can apply the Fateev-Zamolodchikov realization (13)(14) to these representations φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(J_{[1]}(z)), φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(J_{[2]}(z)) and obtain a shifted pair of fields, which we denote by T̃ (z; κ) and M̃(z; κ). Setting T_{[j],κ}(z) =^1_2 : J^2_{[j]} :(z) + κ ( J^′_{[j]}(z) − ρ(z)J_{[j]}(z) ) as in (16) for j = 1, 2, by a straightforward computation we find that

φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)) = T_{[1],κ}(z) + T_{[2],0}(z), φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(M̃(z; κ)) = b 3 √ 2 : J^3_{[2]} :(z) − √ 2bT_{[1],κ}(z)J_{[2]}(z) + 3bκ 2 √ 2 ((J^′_{[1]}(z) − κρ^′(z))J_{[2]}(z)) − (J_{[1]}(z) − κρ(z))J^′_{[2]}(z)). + bκ^2 2 √ 2 (2J_{[2]}(z) − J^{′′}_{[2]}(z)) (19)

Since we obtained them by a transformation which is in fact a composition with an automorphism of a pair of U(1)-currents, the fields z^2φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)), z^3φ̃_{−κ,iκ}(M̃(z; κ)) must still result in a representation of the W_3-algebra. Moreover, since φ̃_{−κ,iκ} transforms our currents in a manner that leaves every lowest weight vector a lowest weight vector with the same weight, by Proposition 3.3, we have that if Ω_{q1,q2} was a common lowest weight vector for J_{[1]}(z) and J_{[2]}(z) with lowest weights q_1 and q_2 respectively, then it will be also a lowest weight vector for the representation of the W_3-algebra given by (19) with lowest weight value (h, w) given by Proposition 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let κ, q_1, q_2, b ∈ R be such that b^2 =^{16}_{22+5c} where c = 2 + 12κ^2. Then there exists a lowest weight representation {(L_n, W_n)}_{n∈Z} of the W_3-algebra with central charge c = 2 + 12κ^2 and lowest weight (h, w) = (^1_2 q^2_1 +^1_2 q^2 − iκq_1,^{b√}_2 (^1_3 q^3_2 − (q^2_1 − 2iκq_1)q_2 + κ^2q_2)) on an inner product space such that the fields T (z) = ∑ n∈Z L_nz^{−n} and M(z) = ∑ n∈Z W_nz^{−n} satisfy the weak symmetry condition

(p(z)T (z))^† = p(z)T (z), (r(z)W (z))^† = r(z)W (z)

for all trigonometric polynomials p, r with p(−1) = r(−1) = r^′(−1) = 0.

Proof. By taking a tensor product of two lowest weight representations, it is clear that we can construct two commuting symmetric U(1)-current fields J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) on an inner product space having a common lowest weight vector Ω_{q1,q2} of lowest weight q_1 and q_2, respectively. (Note: this is the point where we use that q_1, q_2 are real: with a nonzero imaginary part, we could not have an invariant inner product for our currents). Now consider the representation z^2T (z), z^3M(z) of the W_3-algebra constructed through (19) with the help of the fields J_{[1]}(z) and J_{[2]}(z). Taking account of the symmetry of our currents, the fact that κ, b ∈ R and the comments at the end of Section 2, we see that T (z) and M(z) indeed satisfy the required symmetry condition. Moreover, by Proposition 3.3 and the observation above the current corollary, Ω_{q1,q2} is a lowest weight vector for this representation with the claimed lowest weight value. Thus, restricting our representation of the W_3-algebra to the cyclic subspace of Ω_{q1,q2} gives a lowest weight representation with all the desired properties.

Remark 3.5. One might wonder whether our “weak” symmetry condition in the above corollary actually implies “true” symmetry. It turns out that in the vacuum case this is exactly what happens – we shall see this in the next section. However, note that in general, the answer is: “no”. In fact, if q_1 ≠ 0, then h is not real, so we cannot even have an invariant Hermitian form (let alone an inner product). Actually, by (12), even if we set q_1 = 0 (and hence have real h and w), in general we cannot have unitarity (see Theorem 3.8 for some values of h, w for which unitarity fails). Indeed, our argument in the next section will use in a crucial way that h = w = 0. In contrast, in the Virasoro case, the “weak” symmetry can indeed be turned into “true” one; see Proposition 3.11.

3.3 Proof of unitarity for h = w = 0

In this section we will work in an abstract setting: we suppose that {(L_n, W_n)}_{{n∈Z}} form a representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c ≥ 2 and that we are also given a nonzero vector Ω as well as an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ satisfying the following requirements:

(i) Ω is a cyclic lowest weight vector for our representation and L_0Ω = W_0Ω = 0,

(ii) the fields T (z) = ∑ n∈Z L_nz^{−n} and M(z) = ∑ n∈Z W_nz^{−n} satisfy the condition (p(z)T (z))^† = p(z)T (z), (r(z)M(z))^† = r(z)M(z) for all trigonometric polynomials p, r with p(−1) = r(−1) = r^′(−1) = 0 (where the adjoint is considered w.r.t. the given inner product ⟨·, ·⟩).

Such a representation and inner product indeed exists; this is clear by considering Corollary 3.4 with q_1 = q_2 = 0 and κ = √_{c−2} 12 . From now on we shall not be interested how these objects were explicitly constructed; we will only use to above listed properties. Our aim will be to conclude that ⟨·, ·⟩ is in fact an invariant inner product for our representation, making it unitary. Since we work with Fourier modes rather than fields, we begin with reformulating property (ii).

Lemma 3.6. Let p(z) = ∑ |n|<N cnz −n and r(z) = ∑ |n|<N dnz −n be a trigonometric polynomials satisfying p(−1) = r(−1) = r^′(−1) = 0. Then ∑ |n|<N c_{−n}L_n † = ∑ |n|<N c_nL_{−n} and ∑ |n|<N d_{−n}W_n † = ∑ |n|<N d_nW_{−n}

Proof. This is evident by considering the zero mode of the products appearing in the equalities of property (ii).

This implies in particular that (L_{n1} − (−1)^{n1−n2} L_{n2} )^† = L_{−n1} − (−1)^{n1−n2} L_{−n2} and that for any n_1, n_2, n_3 ∈ Z with n_1 ≠ n_2 ≠ n_3 ≠ n_1, with a unique pair of real numbers u, d ∈ R satisfying (−1)^{n1} + (−1)^{n2} u + (−1)^{n3} d = (−1)^{n1} n_1 + (−1)^{n2} n_2u + (−1)^{n3} n_3d = 0 (such a pair exists) we have

(W_{n1} + uW_{n2} + dW_{n3} )^† = W_{−n1} + uW_{−n2} + dW_{−n3} . (20)

The next Lemma follows from Assumption (ii), and the form ⟨·, ·⟩ is not necessarily the canonical one for (c, h, w).

Lemma 3.7. L_{−1}Ω = W_{−1}Ω = W_{−2}Ω = 0.

Proof. By now we know that (L_{−1} + L_0)^† = (L_1 + L_0) =: A; hence

‖L_{−1}Ω‖^2 = ‖(L_{−1} + L_0)Ω‖^2 = ⟨Ω, A(L_{−1} + L_0)Ω⟩

However, A = (L_1 + L_0) annihilates Ω so

A(L_{−1} + L_0)Ω = [A, (L_{−1} + L_0)]Ω = (L_1 + 2L_0 + L_{−1})Ω = (A + A^†)Ω = A^†Ω,

and ‖L_{−1}Ω‖^2 = ⟨Ω, A^†Ω⟩ = ⟨AΩ, Ω⟩ = 0 showing that L_{−1}Ω = 0. Then to conclude the proof it is enough to note that W_{−1} = −^1_2 [L_{−1}, W_0] and W_{−2} = −[L_{−1}, W_{−1}].

Theorem 3.8. Let {(L_n, W_n)}_{{n∈Z}} be a representation of the W_3-algebra with a scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ satisfying Assumptions (i),(ii). Then L^†_n = L_{−n} and W^†_n = W_{−n} for all n ∈ Z. Consequently, the representation is unitary.

Proof. We fist show that L^†_0 = L_0. Each vector of the form (10) is an eigenvector of L_0 with a real eigenvalue and since we are in a lowest weight representation, these vectors – and hence also the eigenspaces of L_0 – span the full space. So to prove that L^†_0 = L_0, it is enough to check that these vectors are orthogonal to each other whenever the associated eigenvalues of L_0 are not equal. We will do this by performing an induction.

Induction on gr := 2×(number of L’s) + 3×(number of W ’s). Assume that for some j ∈ {0, 1, . . .} it holds that whenever ℓ, ℓ^′, k, k^′ are nonnegative integers of “total grade value” (see [BMP96] for a similar grading)

gr := 2(ℓ + ℓ^′) + 3(k + k^′) ≤ j,

then for any positive integers m_1, . . . m_ℓ, n_1 . . . n_k and m^′_1, . . . m^′_ℓ′ , n^′_1 . . . n^′_k′ , the vectors Ψ = L_{−m1} · · · L_{−mℓ} W_{−n1} · · · W_{−nk} Ω Ψ^′ = L_{−m}′_1 · · · L_{−m}′_{ℓ′} W_{−n}′_1 · · · W_{−n}′_{k′} Ω (21)

are orthogonal unless λ = λ^′ where λ = m_1 + · · · m_ℓ + n_1 + · · · n_{kW} and λ^′ = m^′_1 + · · · m^′_ℓ′ + n^′_1 + · · · n^′_k′ (i.e. unless they correspond to the same eigenvalue of L_0). Note that for gr = 0, our assumption is trivially true as in that case we have a single possible pair of vectors only: Ψ = Ψ^′ = Ω. We have to show that this remains true for gr = j + 1. We will do this by considering all possible pairs of vectors Ψ, Ψ^′ of the form (21) with gr = 2(ℓ+ℓ^′)+3(k +k^′) ≤ j + 1 and show that if λ ≠ λ^′, then ⟨Ψ, Ψ^′⟩ = 0.

Case 1: ℓ + ℓ^′ > 0. If λ = λ^′, there is nothing to prove, so assume λ ≠ λ^′. Since now we treat the case when the sum of ℓ and ℓ^′ is positive, at least one of them must be nonzero; so say ℓ ≥ 1, meaning that Ψ must contain at least one L operator in its defining expression. Let then ξ be the vector obtained by removing the first L operator from the expression of Ψ, namely, Ψ = L_{−m1} ξ. The vector ξ is still given by an expression of the same form than Ψ or Ψ^′, but the corresponding eigenvalue of L_0 is (λ − m_1) and hence Ψ = L_{−m1} ξ = (L_{−m1} − (−1)^{m1} L_0)ξ + (−1)^{m1} (λ − m_1)ξ. By assumption (ii), we know that (L_{−m1} − (−1)^{m1} L_0)^† = (L_{m1} − (−1)^{m1} L_0). Putting all this together, we have

⟨Ψ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨L_{−m1} ξ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨(L_{−m1} − (−1)^{m1} L_0)ξ + (−1)^{m1} (λ − m_1)ξ, Ψ⟩ = ⟨ξ, (L_{m1} − (−1)^{m1} L_0)Ψ^′⟩ + (−1)^{m1} (λ − m_1)⟨ξ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨ξ, L_{m1} Ψ^′⟩ + (−1)^{m1} (λ − λ^′ − m_1)⟨ξ, Ψ^′⟩

We will argue that both terms in the above sum are separately zero and we begin with the second term. The total number of L’s in the expression giving ξ and Ψ^′ is (ℓ − 1) + ℓ^′ and the total number of W ’s is k + k^′. Thus, by the inductive hypothesis, their inner product is zero unless they correspond to the same eigenvalue of L_0, in which case we must have λ−m_1 = λ^′. In either case, the product (λ − λ^′ − m_1)⟨ξ, Ψ^′⟩ is zero. Let us treat now the term ⟨ξ, L_{m1} Ψ^′⟩. Since L_{m1} annihilates Ω, L_{m1} Ψ^′ = L_{m1} L . . . LW . . . W Ω = [L_{m1} , L . . . LW . . . W ]Ω, where we just symbolically wrote “L . . . LW . . . W ” without detailing the indices. Using the W_3-algebra commutation relations, the above vector can be rewritten as a linear combinations of vectors of the form (21) with the same associated eigenvalue of L_0 – i.e. with eigenvalue λ^′ − m_1 – but with strictly smaller values of the quantity “2 × the number of L’s + 3 × the number of W ’s ”. (E.g. note that when exchanging the two W operators, then, due to the commutation relations, two “new” L operators can appear – but only on the “cost” of having two W operators less. This is why we gave more weight to a W operator than an L operator.) Therefore, again by the inductive hypothesis and λ ≠ λ^′, we have⟨ξ, L_{m1} Ψ^′⟩ = 0 and thus ⟨Ψ, Ψ^′⟩ = 0.

Case 2: ℓ = ℓ^′ = 0. In this second case we have no L operators at all in the defining expressions of our two vectors: Ψ = W_{−n1} . . . W_{−nk} Ω and Ψ^′ = W_{−n1} . . . W_{−n}′_{k′} Ω. Again we may assume that λ ≠ λ^′, and so in particular we must have at least one W operator in our expressions (otherwise Ψ = Ψ^′ = Ω). So say k ≥ 1 and let ξ be the vector obtain by removing the last W from the expression of Ψ. Then W_{−n1} ξ = Ψ and L_0ξ = (λ − n_1)ξ.

By Lemma 3.7, W_sΩ = W_{−s}Ω = 0 for s ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Since the index set {0, 1, 2} has three elements, there must exists at least two different r, s ∈ {0, 1, 2} such that neither W_{−r}ξ nor W_{−s}ξ does not correspond to the same eigenvalue of L_0 as Ψ^′; i.e. that λ^′ ≠ (λ − n_1 + s), (λ − n_1 + r). Then by (20), we have some real numbers u, d such that we have the adjoint relation (W_{−n1} + uW_{−r} + dW_{−s})^† = W_{n1} + uW_r + dW_s =: A holds, hence ⟨Ψ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨W_{−n1} ξ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨(A^† − (uW_{−r} + dW_{−s}))ξ, Ψ^′⟩ = ⟨ξ, AΨ^′⟩ − ⟨(uW_{−r} + dW_{−s})ξ, Ψ^′⟩. Since both A = W_{n1} + uW_r + dW_s and B = (uW_{−r} + dW_{−s}) annihilate Ω, one can rewrite the above expressions using commutators as a linear combination of terms with strictly smaller total value of the quantity “2 × the number of L’s + 3 × the number of W ’s” than the original value gr. Moreover, by our choice of s and r, the corresponding eigenvalues of L_0 of the terms on the two sides of the inner product never coincide. So again by the inductive hypothesis, each of those inner product values are zero and hence Ψ and Ψ^′ are orthogonal.

Now we know that L^†_0 = L_0. By Assumption (ii) we have (L_n−(−1)^nL_0)^† = L_{−n}−(−1)^nL_0 and that (W_{−1} + W_1 − 2W_0)^† = (W_{−1} + W_1 − 2W_0) =: A. By taking real-linear combinations, we conclude then that L^†_n = L_{−n} for all n ∈ Z. Then also B := i[L_0, A] = i(W_{−1} − W_1) is symmetric, and so is C = i[L_0, B] = W_{−1} + W_1 and^1_2 (C − A) = W_0. We then have

W^†_n = 1 2n [L_n, W_0]^† = − 1 2n [L^†_n, W^†_0 ] = − 1 2n [L_{−n}, W_0] = W_{−n}.

Corollary 3.9. The irreducible lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c ≥ 2 and lowest weights h = w = 0 is unitary.

Remark 3.10. By the existence theorem [Kac98, Theorem 4.5], any lowest weight representation where the lowest weight vector Ω satisfies the extra condition L_{−1}Ω = 0, generates a vertex algebra with translation operator T = L_{−1}. (This condition implies that the lowest weight must be (h, w) = (0, 0) but not the other way around. Note however that in the unitary case, h = 0 alone implies L_{−1}Ω = 0.) This vertex algebra evidently has a Virasoro element ν = L_{−2}Ω whose corresponding field has T as a component, and since the representation space is the direct sum of eigenspaces of L_0 with non-negative integral eigenvalues and each eigenspace is finite dimensional as it is spanned by finite many vectors of the form (10), the resulting structure is actually a vertex operator algebra (VOA). Moreover, if the representation we started with was unitary, then the obtained VOA is also unitary in the sense of [CKLW18, Definition 5.2]; see e.g.[CKLW18, Proposition 5.17], which says that unitarity follows if the VOA is generated by a family of Hermitian^7 quasi-primary fields. The

7Note that Hermitianity of the fields L(z) and W (z) in the sense of [CKLW18] is precisely equivalent to the symmetry of T (z) = z^2L(z) and M(z) = z^3W (z).

unitary VOAs constructed in this way must coincide with the simple quotients of the freely generated VOAs defined from the Verma modules for the W_3-algebra in [Lin09, Section 5]. The latter can be identified as special cases of the universal VOAs in [DSK05, DSK06], as a consequence of [DSK06, Theorem 3.14], cf. also [DSK05, Proposition 3.11, Example 3.14].

It is worth noting that with the same induction technique we used in this section, we can show that if a lowest weight representation of the Virasoro algebra {L_n}_{n∈Z} on an inner product space satisfies (ii) in the sense that L_0 − (−1)^nL_n = (L_0 − (−1)^nL_{−n})^† for all n ∈ Z, then in fact our inner product is an invariant form for the representation; in this case we do not need to assume that h = 0.

Proposition 3.11. Let {L_n}_{{n∈Z}} be a lowest weight representation of the Virasoro algebra with lowest weight h ∈ R and lowest weight vector Ω, and suppose that (L_0 − (−1)^nL_{−n})^† = L_0 − (−1)^nL_n for all n ∈ Z with respect to a given Hermitian form ⟨·, ·⟩ (not necessarily the canonical one). Then L_n = L^†_{−n} for all n ∈ Z.

Proof. As in Theorem 3.8, it is enough to prove that L^†_0 = L_0. Let V_{h+n} be the eigenspaces of L_0. Assume that V_h, · · · , V_{n+h} are pairwise orthogonal. (For n = 0 this is trivial.) This implies that L_0 is symmetric when restricted to V_h ⊕· · ·⊕V_{h+n}. Let ξ ∈ V_{h+n+1}, η ∈ V_{k+h}, k ≤ n. We have to show that ⟨ξ, η⟩ = 0. We may assume that ξ = L_{−j} ζ, where ζ ∈ V_{h+n−j+1}, as the general case is a linear combination. We have (L_{−j} − (−1)^j L_0)^† = L_j − (−1)^jL_0 =: A and L_{−j} = A^† + (−1)^j L_0, L_j = A + (−1)^j L_0 so ⟨ξ, η⟩ = ⟨L_{−j}ζ, η⟩ = ⟨(A^† + (−1)^j L_0)ζ, η⟩ = ⟨ζ, (A + (−1)^jL_0)η⟩ = ⟨ζ, L_jη⟩ = 0, where the 3rd equality holds since L_0 is symmetric on V_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ V_{h+n}, and the last equality follows from L_j η ∈ V_h ⊕ · · · ⊕ V_{h+n−j} and the hypothesis of induction.

3.4 More unitary representations

It is also possible to construct unitary representations on the full space of the two commuting currents we used. Suppose again that we have two commuting U(1)-current fields J_{[j]}(z) = ∑ n∈Z J_nz^{−n} = za_{[j]}(z) (j = 1, 2) having a common lowest weight vector Ω_{q1,q2} with lowest weights q_1 and q_2, respectively and that we have a fixed inner product on our representation space making our currents J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z) symmetric. Such currents on an inner product space indeed exist if q_1, q_2 ∈ R (e.g. consider the tensor product of two lowest weight representations). We now perform transformation φ̃_{0,iκ}; i.e. while remaining on the same inner product space, we consider the currents φ̃_{0,iκ}(J_{[1]}(z)) = J_{[1]}(z) + iκ, φ̃_{0,iκ}(J_{[2]}(z)) = J_{[2]}(z) instead of the original ones J_{[1]}(z), J_{[2]}(z). The vector Ω_{q1,q2} is still a common lowest weight vector for these currents, but this time with lowest weights q̃_1 = q_1 + iκ and q̃_2 = q_2. Recall that the transformation φ̃_{0,iκ} can be viewed as a composition of a representation with a Lie algebra automorphism, and can be further composed with the Fateev-Zamolodchikov realization of the W_3-algebra. By the usual abuse of notation, we shall denote the fields constructed from φ̃_{0,iκ}(J_{[1]}(z)) and φ̃_{0,iκ}(J_{[2]}(z)) using the formulas (13) and (14) by φ̃_{0,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)) and φ̃_{0,iκ}(M̃(z; κ)). Note that κ appears twice in these expressions: its value effects both the transformation we perform on the currents and the Fateev-Zamolodchikov construction. In other words, we use the same κ value in both cases; this has the effect that ρ(z) vanishes from the formula: by a straightforward computation one has that

φ̃_{0,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)) = T_{[1]}(z) + κJ_{[1]}^′(z) + κ^2 2 + T_{[2]}(z),

φ̃_{0,iκ}(M̃(z; κ)) = b 3 √ 2 : J^3_{[2]} :(z) − √ 2b ( T_{[1]}(z) + κJ_{[1]}^′(z) + κ^2 2 ) J_{[2]}(z) + 3bκ 2 √ 2 J^′_{[1]}(z)J_{[2]}(z) − 3bκ 2 √ 2 J_{[1]}(z)J^′_{[2]}(z) + bκ^2 √ 2 J_{[2]}(z) − bκ^2 2 √ 2 J^{′′}_{[2]}(z).

where of course T_{[j]}(z) =^1_2 : J^2_{[j]} :(z) (j = 1, 2).

Note that φ̃_{0,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)) is the sum of the following two stress-energy fields: the canonical one of the second current, and the modified one (8) – with the constant η = 0 – of the first current. Note also that both φ̃_{0,iκ}(T̃ (z; κ)) and φ̃_{0,iκ}(M̃(z; κ)) are manifestly symmetric if κ is real: so for any κ ∈ R, they give a unitary representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c = 2 + 12κ^2. Moreover, by Proposition 3.3, Ω_{q1,q2} is a lowest weight vector for this representation, and the corresponding lowest weight (h, w) can be obtained by replacing q_1 by q_1 + iκ in the formula of Proposition 3.3. After some simplifications, this gives h = q^2_1 + q^2 + κ^2 2 , w = b ( q^3_2 − 3q^2_1 q_2 3 √ 2 ) . (22)

Theorem 3.12. Let c ≥ 2. By the above construction, the irreducible lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is unitary for

h ≥ c − 2 24 , |w| ≤ √ 8 198 + 45c ( 2h − c − 2 12 ) 3_2 (h, w ∈ R). Proof. For each value of (q_1, q_2, κ) ∈ R^3 , we have a unitary representaition with central charge c = 2 + 12κ^2 and (h, w) given by (22). What we need to find out now is the set of (c, h, w) values that can be realized in this manner.

It is clear that the possible values of (c, h) are c ≥ 2 and h ≥^{κ2}_2 . We consider them (hence κ, b and q^2_1 + q^2 ) as given. By varying q_1, q_2 under q^2_1 + q^2 = 2h −^{c−2}_{12} =: C^2 with C ≥ 0, the function q^3_2 − 3q^2_1 q_2 = 4q^3_2 − 3C^2q_2

takes a local maximum at q_2 = −^C_2 , hence the maximum under the condition |q_2| ≤ C is C^3 (in both cases q_2 = C, −^C_2 ) and every value between them is possible. Similarly, the minimum is −C^3. This means that |w| ≤

√_8

198+45c ( 2h −^{c−2}_{12}

) 3_2 .

For the convenience of the algebra-oriented reader, we show the “unshifted” fields:

φ̃_{0,iκ}(L̃(z; α_0)) := L_{[1]}(z) + √ 2α_0∂a_{[1]}(z) + √ 2α_0a_{[1]}(z)z^{−1} − α^2_0z^{−2} + L_{[2]}(z) φ̃_{0,iκ}(W̃ (z; α_0)) := b 3 √ 2 : a_{[2]}(z)^3 : − √ 2b ( L_{[1]}(z) + √ 2α_0a_{[1]}(z)z^{−1} + 1 2 √ 2 α_0∂a_{[1]}(z) + α^2_0z^{−2} 2 ) · a_{[2]}(z) − 3bα_0 2 a_{[1]}(z) · ∂a_{[2]}(z) − bα^2_0 √ 2 (∂^2a_{[2]}(z) + 3∂a_{[2]}(z)z^{−1}).

This results allows us to completely characterize unitarity in the region 2 ≤ c ≤ 98.

Corollary 3.13. Let 2 ≤ c ≤ 98. Then the irreducible lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra V^{W3}_{c,h,w} is unitary if and only if f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 =^{h2(96h−3(c−2))}_{27(5c+22)} − w^2 ≥ 0.

Proof. As we already mentioned at (12), the condition f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 ≥ 0 is necessary for unitarity, so we only need to show the “if” part. Consider the open region H and the closed region R defined by H = {(c, h, w) ∈ R^3 | 2 < c < 98, f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 > 0}, R = {(c, h, w) ∈ R^3 | 2 ≤ c ≤ 98, f_{11}(h, c) − w^2 ≥ 0}. Our aim is to prove unitarity in the region R. Now one that R = H ∪ {(c, 0, 0)|2 ≤ c ≤ 98} and Corollary 3.9 tells us that we indeed have unitarity on the line {(c, 0, 0)|2 ≤ c ≤ 98}; so let us turn our attention to the region H.

It is clear that f_{11}(h, c) is monotonically increasing with respect to h and hence that (c, h, w) ∈ H if and only if 2 < c < 98, h >^{c−2}_{32} , |w| < √ f_{11}(c, h). In particular, H is connected. As we already mentioned at (12), in this region all Kac determinants are positive and hence, as was explained in Section 2.6, unitarity at a single point of H implies unitarity for the entire closure H. Since e.g. (3,^1_{24} , 0) ∈ H, and at c = 3, h =^1_{24} , w = 0 unitarity holds by the previous theorem, therefore, we have unitarity on H.

4 Outlook

The existence of unitary vacuum representations urges us to investigate the conformal field theories (conformal nets and vertex operator algebras, see e.g. [CKLW18]) related with these representations. Specifically, we are interested in the following questions.

• Can one always construct a conformal net using the unitary vacuum representations?

• Are all other unitary representations associated with DHR sectors of these conformal nets? (C.f. [Car04, Wei17] for the similar question regarding the Virasoro algebra.)

• How does the present result generalize to other W-algebras?

Acknowledgements

We thank Andrew Linshaw for discussions on Verma modules and Simon Wood for providing us with Mathematica codes. We also thank the Simons Center for Geometry and Physics – the place where we started to write up this article – and in particular the organizers of the program “Operator Algebras and Quantum Physics” for inviting us there.

S.C. and Y.T. also acknowledge the MIUR Excellence Department Project awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome Tor Vergata CUP E83C18000100006 and University of Rome “Tor Vergata” funding scheme “Beyond Borders” CUP E84I19002200005.

A Lowest weight representations and Verma modules

Since the W_3-algebra is not a Lie algebra, the notion and existence of Verma modules with invariant forms are not evident. In physics literature they are either assumed without any further explanation [BS93, Art16] or claimed that they can be obtained – in a similar manner to the Lie algebra case – through the quotient of the “universal covering algebra” [BMP96] which however cannot be constructed in the same way as in a Lie algebra because the commutation relation contains an infinite sum in terms of the basic fields. The more careful treatment of infinite sums at [Lin09, Section 5] might lead to a sensible construction, but the argument as it is written there has the problem^8 that the ideal contains only finite sums, hence infinite sums cannot be reordered). In [DSK05], a Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt type theorem is shown for W-algebras in general; however, it is in an abstract setting and it is not evident for us whether it validates the particular form of Verma modules and invariant forms appearing both in the physicist literature and also in our work. For these reasons, we decided to provide our own proof of these facts.

Even if these results might be well-known to experts, the argument we give could be interesting on its own: instead of being algebraic, in some sense it is analytic. We start with concrete constructions covering only some values of the central charge and lowest weights and then show that all these objects – e.g. the invariant form – can be continued analytically to all values of the parameters.

A bilinear form (·, ·) is twisted-invariant for a representation {L_n, W_n}_{{n∈Z}} of the W_3-algebra, if (L_nx, y) = (x, L_{−n}y) and (W_nx, y) = (x, W_{−n}y) for all x, y vectors from the representation space and n ∈ Z. The form is said to be symmetric, if (x, y) = (y, x) for all x, y, and a symmetric form is nondegenerate, if “(x, y) = 0 for all y” implies that x = 0. Note that whereas in the main part of article we considered invariant Hermitian forms, to be more general, here we consider twisted-invariant bilinear forms. (It is not difficult to see that the existence of a nonzero invariant Hermitian form for a lowest weight representation rules out non-real lowest weights.)

To simplify notations, we set K_{(X,n)} = L_n for X = L and K_{(X,n)} = W_n for X = W and often write just K_ν , with a shorthand notation ν = (X, n). We also set −(X, n) := (X, −n) and further introduce a level λ and another quantity g by setting, for every r ∈ {0, 1, · · · }

8We contacted the author who indicated some possible remedies that might work; in any case, we shall not make use of such a universal algebra.

and and ν_1 = (X_1, n_1), · · · , ν_r = (X_r, n_r) ∈ {L, W } × Z,

λ(ν_1, · · · , ν_r) := n_1 + · · · + n_r g(ν_1, · · · , ν_r) := d(X_1) + · · · + d(X_r)

where d(L) = 2 and d(W ) = 3 (see [BMP96] for a similar grading). Note that both g and λ are completely symmetric in their arguments.

Let {L_n, W_n}_{n∈Z} form a lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c ≠ −^{22}_5 , lowest weight (h, w) ∈ C^2 and lowest weight vector Ψ. Then, using the W_3-algebra relations (5) and that Ψ is a lowest weight vector, it is straightforward to show that for any permutation σ, the difference K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ − K_{νσ(1)} · · · K_{νσ(r)} Ψ can be written as a linear combination of terms of the form K_ν′_1 · · · K_ν′_s Ψ with g(ν^′_1, . . . , ν^′_s) strictly smaller^9 than g(ν_1, . . . , ν_s) and coefficients which are real polynomials of c,^1_{22+5c} , h and w. In particular, it follows that the cyclic space obtained from Ψ is spanned by vectors of the form K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ where r ∈ {0, 1, · · · }, λ(ν_j) < 0 for each j = 1, · · · r and (ν_1, · · · , ν_r) is lexicographically ordered (namely, μ = (X_μ, m) ≺ ν = (X_ν , n) if X_μ = W, X_ν = L, or X_μ = Y_ν and m < n). However, this is not the only important conclusion one can draw.

Proposition A.1. For any r, s ∈ {0, 1, · · · } and ν_1, · · · ν_s, μ_1, · · · μ_r ∈ {L, W } × Z, there exists a real polynomial p such that whenever {L_n, W_n} is a representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c ≠ −^{22}_5 on a space V with a twisted-invariant bilinear form (·, ·) and lowest weight vector Ψ ∈ V with lowest weights (h, w) and (Ψ, Ψ) = 1, then

(K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ) = p(c,^1_{22+5c} , h, w).

Proof. We shall inductively construct such polynomials without any particular knowledge about the actual representation. It is enough to deal with the case s = 0, since by the invariance of the form, we can put everything on one side: (K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ) = (K_{−μs} · · · K_{−μ1} K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, Ψ). If further r = 0, then the claim is trivially true, while for r = 1, we have the expression (K_{ν1} Ψ, Ψ) = (Ψ, K_{−ν1} Ψ), showing that it is zero unless λ(ν_1) = 0, in which vase it is h when ν_1 = (L, 0) and w when ν_1 = (W, 0). Thus the claim is true for g(ν_1, · · · , ν_r) ≤ 3. Now assume the claim is true for g(ν_1, · · · , ν_r) < n and consider the case g(ν_1, · · · , ν_r) = n > 3. If λ(ν_1) < 0, then the by moving K_{ν1} to the other side, we see that (K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, Ψ) = 0. If λ(ν_1) = 0, then by the same argument, the value of the form is h(K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, Ψ) or w(K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, Ψ), depending on whether ν_1 = (L, 0) or (W, 0). In both cases we are done, as by the inductive hypothesis, we already have a polynomial giving the value of (K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, Ψ). If finally λ(ν_1) > 0, then K_{ν1} annihilates Ψ and

K_{ν1} K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} Ψ = (K_{ν1} K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} − K_{ν2} · · · K_{νr} K_{ν1} )Ψ.

9This is exactly why we gave more “weight” to the W operators by setting d(W ) = 3 > 2 = d(L) in the definition of g. We needed this because, roughly speaking, the commutator between two W operators can give rise to two L operators. The degree d(·) is defined so that it can be reduced using the commutation relations.

which, as was mentioned, can be rewritten as a linear combination of terms of the form K_ν′_1 · · · K_ν′_s Ψ with g(ν^′_1, . . . , ν^′_s) strictly smaller than g(ν_1, μ_1, . . . , ν_r) and coefficients which are real polynomials of c,^1_{22+5c} , h and w. This concludes the induction.

Corollary A.2. The W_3-algebra admits a lowest weight representation with a symmetric, non-degenerate twisted-invariant bilinear form form for every value of the central charge c ≠ −^{22}_5 and lowest weight (h, w) ∈ C^2 . If further c, h, w ∈ R, then the same remains true even if we replace the words “symmetric bilinear” by “Hermitian”.

Proof. Consider a lowest weight representation with either a non-degenerate, symmetric twisted-invariant bilinear form (·, ·) or a non-degenerate Hermitian invariant sesquilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩. If c, h, w ∈ R, then the arguments used in our previous proof remain valid regardless whether we apply them for (·, ·) or ⟨·, ·⟩ and show that the product of elements from the real subspace M spanned by vectors of the form K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ is real and hence – because of the non-degeneracy of the form – that M ∩ iM = {0}. It then follows that starting from either (·, ·) or from ⟨·, ·⟩, the equation ⟨a + ib, c + id⟩ = (a − ib, c + id) (a, b, c, d ∈ M) defines unambiguously the other object with all the desired properties.

By the construction in Section 3.4, there exists a region H ⊂ R^3 with nonempty interior such that for all (c, h, w) ∈ H, there is a lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c and lowest weight (h, w) having an invariant inner product (see Theorem 3.12 for an actual description of the region H). In particular, for these values of c, h and w we also have the existence of a non-degenerate, symmetric twisted-invariant bilinear form. Now suppose the value of c ≠ −^{22}_5 , h and w are arbitrary. Let Ṽ be the linear space freely spanned by (at the moment formal) expressions of the form K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ where r ∈ {0, 1, · · · }. We introduce a bilinear form on Ṽ by setting

(K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ) = p(c,^1_{22+5c} , h, w)

where for each choice of ν_1, · · · , ν_r and μ_1, · · · , μ_s, p is a (possibly different) polynomial as in Proposition A.1. Note in particular, that the above value given to the form is a rational function of c, h, w, and thus it is completely determined by its values in H.

To check that the introduced form is symmetric, we need to verify that

(K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ) = (K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ, K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ)

for each choice of ν_1, · · · , ν_r and μ_1, · · · , μ_s. However – though not indicated in notations – each side of the above expression is a rational function of c, h, w, and when (c, h, w) ∈ H, we indeed have an equality. But if an equality of rational functions holds in H, then so does for all of their domain.

Let V be the space obtained by factorizing Ṽ with the set of “null-vectors”, i.e. by the subspace Ñ := {x ∈ Ṽ : for all y ∈ Ṽ : (x, y) = 0}. On this space, our form is still well-defined, symmetric, bilinear and by its construction, non-degenerate. We have to show that the natural action of the K operators on V is well-defined and gives a lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra on the factorized space V .

To show well-definedness, we need to check that if x ∈ Ñ, then K_ν x ∈ Ñ; that is, (K_ν x, y) = 0 for all (non-commutative) polynomial y in {L_n, W_n}. We know that the lefthand side is a rational function of (c, h, w) and that its value is indeed zero in H – and hence that it is zero on all of its domain. This proves well-definedness. Lastly, to verify that V gives a lowest weight representations, we only have to repeat the argument: both of the W_3 relations and the lowest weight property are written as equalities between rational functions in c, h, w with only singularity at c = −^{22}_5 , therefore, their validity in H implies their validity for all (c, h, w), c ≠ −^{22}_5 .

Although we do not need Verma modules for our main results, we think it worth explaining how their existence can be verified using reasoning similar to what we have just employed. In addition, although we will need Kac determinants and in particular the results of Mizoguchi in [Miz89], we note that, for the notion of Kac determinant to be well-defined, there is no need to have a Verma module. Indeed, as was explained, the value of (K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ, K_{μ1} · · · K_{μs} Ψ) is universal: it depends only on the central charge c and lowest weights h, w, but not the particular representation. Indeed, to obtain his result, Mizoguchi never considers Verma modules; he works with some concrete representation to find null-vectors. Therefore, our use in Corollary 3.13 and Proposition A.3 of the Kac determinant computed in [Miz89] does not involve circular arguments and is justified.

Proposition A.3. For every value of the central charge c ≠ −^{22}_5 and lowest weights (h, w) ∈ C^2 , there exists (an up to isomorphism) unique lowest weight representation of the W_3-algebra with lowest weight vector Ψ in which vectors of the form

L_{m1} · · · L_{mr} W_{n1} · · · W_{ns} Ψ (23)

where n_1 ≤ · · · ≤ n_s < 0 and m_1 ≤ · · · ≤ m_r < 0, form a basis; i.e. a Verma representation.

This representation admits a unique twisted-invariant bilinear form (·, ·) with normalization (Ψ, Ψ) = 1, and this form is automatically symmetric. Moreover, if in addition c, h, w ∈ R, then everything remains true even if we replace the words “bilinear” by “sesquilinear” and “symmetric” by “Hermitian”.

Proof. By now we know that for every c ≠ −^{22}_5 and (h, w) ∈ C^2 there is an irreducible lowest weight representation. However, in this representation, when (c, h, w) ∈ H, where H is the set introduced in the proof of Corollary 3.13, the vectors (23) are independent (since in H all Kac determinants are strictly positive) and thus this representation is the Verma one.

For the rest of values, we consider the abstract space V spanned freely by vectors of the form (23). By doing so, seemingly we have linear independence for free. However, we have to check that it carries a corresponding representation! At this point, we use quotation marks and write symbols such as ”K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ”, as this is indeed a vector of V by construction, but it is not (yet) the vector Ψ acted on by K. Given a c ≠ −^{22}_5 and (h, w) ∈ C^2 , our task is then to define, for each ν, an operator K_ν acting on V so that they satisfy the following requirements:

(i) K_ν Ψ = 0 whenever λ(ν) > 0, L_0Ψ = hΨ, W_0Ψ = wΨ

(ii) if ν, ν_1 · · · , ν_r are lexicographically ordered and ℓ(ν), ℓ(ν_1), . . . ℓ(ν_r) < 0, then the action of K_ν on the (abstract) vector ”K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ” should result in the (abstract) vector ”K_ν K_{ν1} · · · K_{νr} Ψ”.

(iii) {K_ν }_{ν∈{L,W }×Z} is a representation of the W_3-algebra with central charge c.

Let us enumerate our basis vectors of the form (23) and denote them by Ψ_0 = Ψ, Ψ_1, Ψ_2, . . .. An action of K_ν can be defined by fixing its matrix-components; i.e. by choosing scalars M_{ν,j,k}(c, h, w) ∈ C and setting K_ν Ψ_j := ∑ k M_{ν,j,k}(c, h, w)Ψ_k. When (c, h, w) ∈ H, we know that this can be done in a way so that requirements (i), (ii) and (iii) are met, because for those values we do have Verma representations. However, it is not difficult to see that again, the coefficients M_{ν,j,k}(c, h, w) given by those Verma representations which are already known to exist, are rational expressions of the central charge c and lowest weights (h, w) with real coefficients and possible singularity only at c = −^{22}_5 . Thus, we can naturally continue them also outside of H.

We use these analytically continued matrix coefficients define the operators K_ν . Again, since inside H these coefficients satisfy the properties (i), (ii) and (iii) that are expressed in terms of rational functions of c, h, w with only possible singularity at c = −^{22}_5 . the same remains true outside. This proves that we obtain a lowest weight representation on V .

References

[ACL19] Tomoyuki Arakawa, Thomas Creutzig, and Andrew R. Linshaw. Walgebras as coset vertex algebras. Invent. Math., 218(1):145–195, 2019.

https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03822.

[AJCH^+18] Nima Afkhami-Jeddi, Kale Colville, Thomas Hartman, Alexander Maloney, and Eric Perlmutter. Constraints on higher spin CFT_2. J. High Energy Phys., (5):092, front matter+30, 2018. https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07717.

[Art16] D. V. Artamonov. Introduction to finite W -algebras. Bol. Mat., 23(2):165–219, 2016. http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01697.

[BMP96] Peter Bouwknegt, Jim McCarthy, and Krzysztof Pilch. The W_3 algebra, volume 42 of Lecture Notes in Physics. New Series m: Monographs. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996. https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9509119.

[BMT88] Detlev Buchholz, Gerhard Mack, and Ivan Todorov. The current algebra on the circle as a germ of local field theories. Nuclear Phys. B Proc. Suppl., 5B:20–56, 1988. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/222585851.

[BS93] Peter Bouwknegt and Kareljan Schoutens. W symmetry in conformal field theory. Phys. Rep., 223(4):183–276, 1993.

https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9210010.

[BSM90] Detlev Buchholz and Hanns Schulz-Mirbach. Haag duality in conformal quantum field theory. Rev. Math. Phys., 2(1):105–125, 1990.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/246352668.

[Car04] Sebastiano Carpi. On the representation theory of Virasoro nets. Comm. Math. Phys., 244(2):261–284, 2004. https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0306425.

[CKLW18] Sebastiano Carpi, Yasuyuki Kawahigashi, Roberto Longo, and Mihály Weiner. From vertex operator algebras to conformal nets and back. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 254(1213):vi+85, 2018. https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01260.

[DSK05] Alberto De Sole and Victor G. Kac. Freely generated vertex algebras and non-linear Lie conformal algebras. Comm. Math. Phys., 254(3):659–694, 2005.

https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0312042.

[DSK06] Alberto De Sole and Victor G. Kac. Finite vs affine W -algebras. Jpn. J. Math., 1(1):137–261, 2006. https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0511055.

[Eks11] Joel Ekstrand. Lambda: A mathematica package for operator product expansions in vertex algebras. Computer Physics Communications, 182(2):409 – 418, 2011. https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.5264, package download.

[FL88] V. A. Fateev and S. L. Lykyanov. The models of two-dimensional conformal quantum field theory with Z_n symmetry. Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 3(2):507– 520, 1988. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/253407682.

[FZ87] V. A. Fateev and A. B. Zamolodchikov. Conformal quantum field theory models in two dimensions having Z_3 symmetry. Nuclear Phys. B, 280(4):644–660, 1987.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90166-0.

[GKO86] P. Goddard, A. Kent, and D. Olive. Unitary representations of the Virasoro and super-Virasoro algebras. Comm. Math. Phys., 103(1):105–119, 1986.

https://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cmp/1104114626.

[Jac79] Nathan Jacobson. Lie algebras. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1979.

https://books.google.com/books?id=jTSoAAAAQBAJ.

[Kac98] Victor Kac. Vertex algebras for beginners, volume 10 of University Lecture Series. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 1998.

https://books.google.com/books?id=e-jxBwAAQBAJ.

[KR87] V. G. Kac and A. K. Raina. Bombay lectures on highest weight representations of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. World Scientific Publishing Co. Inc., Teaneck, NJ, 1987. https://books.google.com/books?id=0P23OB84eqUC.

[Lin09] Andrew R. Linshaw. Invariant chiral differential operators and the W_3 algebra. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 213(5):632–648, 2009.

https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.0194.

[Miz89] S. Mizoguchi. Determinant formula and unitarity for the W_3 algebra. Phys. Lett. B, 222(2):226–230, 1989. https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91256-2.

[Miz91] S. Mizoguchi. The structure of representation for the W_{(3)} minimal model. Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 6(1):133–162, 1991.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X91000125.

[RSW18] David Ridout, Steve Siu, and Simon Wood. Singular vectors for the w_n algebras. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 59(3):031701, 2018.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10804.

[Thi91] K. Thielemans. A Mathematica package for computing operator product expansions. Internat. J. Modern Phys. C, 2(3):787–798, 1991.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129183191001001.

[Wei08] Mihály Weiner. Restricting positive energy representations of Diff^+(S^1) to the stabilizer of n points. Comm. Math. Phys., 277(2):555–571, 2008.

https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0702704.

[Wei17] Mihály Weiner. Local equivalence of representations of Diff^+(S^1) corresponding to different highest weights. Comm. Math. Phys., 352(2):759–772, 2017.

https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.00344.

[Zam85] A. B. Zamolodchikov. Infinite additional symmetries in two-dimensional conformal quantum field theory. Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, 65(3):1205– 1213, Dec 1985. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01036128.