arXiv:2102.05193v2 [hep-th] 22 Apr 2021

STAGGERED MODULES OF N = 2 SUPERCONFORMAL MINIMAL MODELS

CHRISTOPHER RAYMOND, DAVID RIDOUT AND JØRGEN RASMUSSEN

Abstract. We investigate a class of reducible yet indecomposable modules over the N = 2 superconformal algebras. These so-called staggered modules exhibit a non-diagonalisable action of the Virasoro mode L0. Using recent results on the coset construction of N = 2 minimal models, we explicitly construct such modules for central charges c = −1 and c = −6. We also describe spectral-flow orbits and symmetries of the families of staggered modules which arise via the coset.

1. Introduction

Logarithmic conformal field theories (CFTs) are intimately related to the representation theory of vertex operator algebras (VOAs), see [1] for a review. In the traditional setting of rational CFT, the representations of the chiral symmetry algebra are completely reducible and are made up of finitely many irreducible summands. In logarithmic CFT, we no longer have complete reducibility; the state space includes reducible yet indecomposable modules. A subclass of these modules, known as staggered modules, has the property that the Virasoro zero-mode operator L_0 exhibits rank-two Jordan blocks [2, 3]. The presence of these modules in the theory leads to the logarithmic divergences in correlation functions after which logarithmic CFT is named [4].

While logarithmic CFTs are fundamentally non-unitary, this does not preclude them from being physically important. Many examples of logarithmic CFTs have appeared in the literature. A non-exhaustive list of examples includes theories based on the Virasoro algebra [3,5–8], fractional level WZW models based on ^sl(2) [9–13] and ^sl(3) [14], WZW models based on Lie supergroups [15–21], bosonic ghost systems [22–24], triplet algebras [25–31], the Heisenberg algebra [32], and the N = 1 superconformal algebras [33–35].

Many examples of logarithmic CFTs admit a unifying understanding within the standard-module formalism of [1, 36]. This formalism posits that certain VOAs admit a distinguished set of representations, called standard modules, whose characters form a (topological) basis for the space of all (physically relevant) characters and moreover carry a representation of the modular group SL(2, Z). The parameter space of the standard modules is a measurable space and the modules are divided into two classes: typical ones which are irreducible and atypical ones which are not. The latter are responsible for the logarithmic properties of the correlation functions.

Determining a Verlinde formula [37] for Grothendieck (character) fusion in logarithmic CFTs is a key motivation of the standard-module formalism. Early attempts at applying the Verlinde formula to CFTs such as fractional-level WZW models resulted in negative integer fusion coefficients [38, 39]. The logarithmic nature of these theories was not realised until much later [9] and it took many more years before the subtle issue that led to the observed negative integer fusion coefficients was determined [40] and cured [41,42]. The standard-module formalism posits a Verlinde-like formula for the (Grothendieck) fusion coefficients of the modules of the CFT. Other Verlinde-like formulae for logarithmic CFTs have been studied in [43–49].

A categorical understanding of the representation theory of logarithmic CFTs is an active area of investigation, see [50] for example. The category will be non-finite and non-semisimple in general, yet admit a tensor structure with some generalised notion of modularity. The indecomposable projective objects in such a category should then be the typical standard modules and the projective covers of the atypical standard modules. It has been conjectured in many cases, 1

see [51] for example, that these atypical projective covers are staggered modules. However, this has so far only been established rigorously in a few cases [21, 24].

In this paper, we use results on fractional-level ^sl(2) models [9, 12, 40, 52–58], especially those established within the standard-module formalism [41, 42]. This includes the classification of irreducible relaxed highest-weight modules [52, 56], the identification of the standard modules [41, 42], the computation of their characters [58] and the determination of their modular transformations and Grothendieck fusion rules [42]. We note that the latter are consistent with the genuine fusion rules that have been computed for the models with levels k = −^4_3 [9, 41] and k = −^1_2 [12]. Moreover, the atypical staggered modules that arise in these models have been studied in detail.

The ^sl(2) minimal models and the N = 2 superconformal minimal models are related by a wellknown coset (commutant) construction [59–61]. This coset realises the N = 2 superconformal minimal-model VOA M(u, v) as

(1.1) M(u, v) =

A_1(u, v) ⊗ bc H , u, v ∈ Z, u ≥ 2, v ≥ 1, gcd(u, v) = 1, where A_1(u, v) is the admissible-level ^sl(2) minimal-model VOA of level k = −2 +^u_v , bc is the fermionic ghost VOA and H is the Heisenberg VOA. In the case where k is non-integer, so v > 1, the M(u, v) minimal model is non-unitary with reducible but indecomposable modules [51].

Recent work [62] on general Heisenberg cosets provides a concrete dictionary between the representation theories of the ^sl(2) and N = 2 minimal models, in both the unitary and non-unitary cases. In particular, this dictionary is structure-preserving — the known (or conjectured) structures of reducible yet indecomposable modules over the ^sl(2) minimal-model algebras A_1(u, v) lead to known (or conjectured) structures for the reducible yet indecomposable modules over M(u, v). This dictionary was explored in [51, 63], where the irreducible highest-weight modules of the N = 2 minimal-model VOAs M(u, v) were classified, their characters determined and their (Grothendieck) fusion rules computed. While this provides a lot of new knowledge about these models, especially the non-unitary ones, it leaves many questions unanswered simply because the answers are not yet known for the ^sl(2) minimal models. In particular, a proper study of staggered M(u, v)-modules is needed to improve our knowledge of the non-unitary N = 2 minimal models and to provide new insights into their ^sl(2) cousins.

In this paper, building on the results of [51,62,63], we present the first investigation of staggered modules over the N = 2 superconformal algebras. We begin in Section 2 with an introduction to the N = 2 superconformal algebras, their highest-weight representation theory, and their conjugation and spectral-flow morphisms. In Section 3, we introduce the rank-2 staggered modules discussed conjecturally in [51]. We recall their Loewy diagrams and introduce the structure parameters known as logarithmic couplings [8, 64] in the N = 2 setting. Section 4 presents explicit examples of staggered modules for the minimal model M(3, 2). We begin with this example, as the corresponding ^sl(2) minimal model A_1(3, 2) (level k = −^1_2 ) is one of the best understood logarithmic CFTs, see [1, 12, 40, 41, 54, 55].

In Section 5, we discuss the effects of the conjugation and spectral-flow morphisms on general N = 2 staggered modules. We verify that the N = 2 staggered-module families produced by the coset branching rules are closed under the action of spectral flow and describe how spectral flow affects the logarithmic couplings. Moreover, we demonstrate a symmetry between particular parameter values that allows identification of Loewy diagrams between staggered module families.

Section 6 gives two further explicit examples of staggered modules in the minimal model M(2, 3). This minimal model is related to the ^sl(2) minimal model A_1(2, 3) for which the staggered modules have been constructed [9, 10, 41]. Finally, Section 7 addresses a family of staggered modules in which the vacuum module of M(u, v) appears as a submodule (and as a quotient). Such a family exists in all non-unitary N = 2 minimal models M(u, v) and we refer to its members as the vacuum staggered modules. These modules are closely tied to the Neveu- Schwarz sector modules investigated in Sections 4 and 6. We determine the structures of these modules in general and note that their spectral flows provide illustrative examples of some of the general results described in Section 5.

2. N = 2 superconformal algebras The N = 2 superconformal algebras are a family of vertex operator superalgebras (VOSAs) parametrised by the central charge c ∈ C . The algebras are strongly generated by four fields: T (z), J(z) are bosonic, and G^±(z) are fermionic. The field T (z) is the Virasoro field and generates conformal symmetry. The other generating fields are Virasoro primary fields with conformal weights 1,^3_2 ,^3_2 , respectively. The defining operator product expansions (OPEs) for the universal N = 2 VOSA at central charge c are given by

(2.1)

T (z)T (w) ∼ c 2 1 (z − w)^4 + 2T (w) (z − w)^2 + ∂T (w) z − w , J(z)J(w) ∼ c 3 1 (z − w)^2 , T (z)J(w) ∼ J(w) (z − w)^2 + ∂J(w) z − w , T (z)G^±(w) ∼ 3 2 G^±(w) (z − w)^2 + ∂G^±(w) z − w , J(z)G^±(w) ∼ ±G^±(w) z − w , G^±(z)G^∓(w) ∼ 2c 3 1 (z − w)^3 ± 2J(w) (z − w)^2 + 2T (w) ± ∂J(w) z − w , G^±(z)G^±(w) ∼ 0, where 1 is the identity field corresponding to the vacuum vector.

The universal N = 2 VOSA is non-simple if and only if [66]

(2.2) c = 3 ( 1 − 2 t ) , t = u v , gcd(u, v) = 1, u ∈ Z_{≥2}, v ∈ Z_{≥1}. We are primarily interested in the case in which the universal N = 2 VOSA is not simple. We refer to the unique simple quotient of the universal VOSA as the N = 2 minimal-model algebra and denote it by M(u, v).

The modes of the generating fields form an infinite-dimensional Lie superalgebra. Several choices of mode labelling are possible, depending on the boundary conditions chosen for the fields in the theory. In this paper, we focus on two choices: the Neveu-Schwarz algebra

(2.3) NS = span_C {L_n, J_m, G^+_r , G^−_s , 1 | n, m ∈ Z, r, s ∈ Z +^1_2 }

and the Ramond algebra (2.4) R = span_C {L_n, J_m, G^+_r , G^−_s , 1 | n, m ∈ Z, r, s ∈ Z}. In this setting, the element 1 is a central element of the Lie superalgebra. The non-zero (anti)commutation relations defining the algebra are

(2.5)

[L_m, L_n] = (m − n)L_{m+n} + c 12 m(m^2 − 1)δ_{m+n,0}1, {G^±_r , G^∓_s } = 2L_{r+s} ± (r − s)J_{r+s} + c 12 (4r^2 − 1)δ_{r+s,0}1,

[L_m, J_n] = −nJ_{m+n}, [J_m, J_n] = c 3 mδ_{m+n,0}1, [ L_m, G^±_r ] = (m 2 − r ) G^±_{m+r}, [ J_m, G^±_r ] = ±G^±_{m+r}.

2.1. Representation theory. Here we introduce highest-weight modules over the N = 2 superconformal algebras. Both the Neveu-Schwarz and Ramond algebras admit a triangular decomposition (2.6) g = g_− ⊕ g_0 ⊕ g_+. For the Neveu-Schwarz algebra, we have

(2.7) g_− = span_C {G^−_n , G^+_n , L_n, J_n | n < 0}, g_+ = span_C {G^−_n , G^+_n , L_n, J_n | n > 0}, g_0 = span_C {L_0, J_0, 1};

and for the Ramond algebra,

(2.8) g_− = span_C {G^−_m, G^+_n , L_n, J_n | m ≤ 0, n < 0}, g_+ = span_C {G^+_m, G^−_n , L_n, J_n | m ≥ 0, n > 0}, g_0 = span_C {L_0, J_0, 1}.

Note that for the Ramond algebra, we consider G^−_0 as a creation operator, and G^+_0 an annihilator.

Consider the 1-dimensional module C^{•,±}_{j,Δ} over the subalgebra g_0 ⊕ g_+, labelled by j, Δ ∈ C , • ∈ {NS, R}. The label ± denotes the parity of the module, which is discussed in the following paragraph. The modes L_0, J_0, 1 act on C^{•,±}_{j,Δ} as multiplication by Δ, j, 1, respectively, and all other modes act trivially. One can induce from C^{•,±}_{j,Δ} to a Verma module of weight (j, Δ) over the Neveu-Schwarz or Ramond algebra, which we denote by V^{•,±}_{j,Δ} . We denote the highest-weight vector of V^{•,±}_{j,Δ} by |j, Δ⟩^±. The Verma module has a unique maximal proper submodule. We let L^{•,±}_{j,Δ} denote the irreducible quotient of V^{•,±}_{j,Δ} by its maximal proper submodule.

As modules over a superalgebra, the N = 2 Verma modules are Z_2-graded, meaning that V^{•,±}_{j,Δ} = V^0 ⊕ V^1, where J_n and L_n preserve the grading while G^±_n maps between V^0 and V^1. The subspaces V^0 and V^1 are referred to as the even subspace and odd subspace, respectively. The parity of the module, denoted by ±, is determined by whether the highest-weight vector is in the even (|j, Δ⟩^+) or odd (|j, Δ⟩^−) subspace. There is a functor Π : V^{•,±}_{j,Δ} → V^{•,∓}_{j,Δ} which changes the parity of the module.

A singular vector |χ⟩ is a non-zero vector which is annihilated by the action of g_+ and is a simultaneous eigenvector of g_0. If a singular vector generates a proper submodule, then we refer to it as a proper singular vector. Representations of the N = 2 superconformal algebras may also contain subsingular vectors. A subsingular vector is a vector |w⟩ in a representation V which is not singular in V , but which becomes singular in the quotient of V by a submodule.

The Verma modules of the Neveu-Schwarz and Ramond algebras can be equipped with a bilinear form given by the Shapovalov form [67]. The highest-weight vector |j, Δ⟩^± is normalised relative to the highest-weight vector^±⟨j, Δ| of the contragredient dual module ( V^{±,•}_{j,Δ} )_∗ such that^±⟨j, Δ|j, Δ⟩^± = 1. Moreover, the adjoint is given by

(2.9) L^†_n = L_{−n}, J^†_n = J_{−n}, ( G^±_r )_† = G^∓_{−r}, 1^† = 1.

Proper submodules are null with respect to this form.

A well-known result of [68] is the determinant formula for the Gram matrix of inner products for Verma modules over both the Neveu-Schwarz and Ramond algebras. For Neveu-Schwarz Verma modules, the determinant for the Gram matrix at grade n is given by

(2.10) det_n(V^{NS,±}_{j,Δ} ) = ∏ r∈Z_{>0} ∏ s∈2Z_{>0} 1≤rs≤2n ( f^{NS}_{r,s} )_{PNS(n−rs/2,m)} · ∏ q∈Z+^1_2 ( g^{NS}_q )~_{PNS(n−|q|,m−sgn(q);q)} , where the functions f_{r,s} and g_q are given by

(2.11) f^{NS}_{r,s} (j, Δ, c(t)) = (st − 2r)^2 4t^2

− j^2 − 4Δ t − 1 t^2 , and (2.12) g^{NS}_q (j, Δ, c(t)) = 2Δ − 2qj − 2 t ( q^2 − 1 4 ) , with c(t) given as in (2.2). The functions P_{NS} and P̃_{NS} are partition functions whose precise form, which we shall not need, are given in [68]. The vanishing of f^{NS}_{r,s} implies the existence of a singular vector with (J_0, L_0)-eigenvalue (j, Δ +^{rs}_2 ), referred to as an uncharged singular vector. Likewise, a vanishing g^{NS}_q implies the existence of a singular vector with weight (j+sgn(q), Δ+q), referred to as a charged singular vector.

In the Ramond sector, the determinant formula is given by

(2.13) det_n(V^{R,±}_{j,Δ} ) = ∏ r∈Z_{>0} ∏ s∈2Z_{>0} 1≤rs≤2n ( f^R_{r,s} )_{PR(n−rs/2,m)} · ∏ q∈Z ( g^R_q )~_{PR(n−|q|,m−sgn(q);q)} ,

where

(2.14) f^R_{r,s}(j, Δ, c(t)) = s^2 4 − ( j − 1 2 )_2 + 1 t ( 1 2 − 4Δ − rs ) + 1 t^2 ( r^2 − 1 ) , and (2.15) g^R_q = 2Δ −

2q^2 t − 2q ( j − 1 2 ) + 1 2t − 1 4 . Again, the forms of the partition functions P_R and P̃_R may be found in [68]. The solutions to the vanishing equations imply the existence of singular vectors in the same way as for Neveu-Schwarz modules.

We remark that submodules of N = 2 Verma modules are not necessarily Verma modules. An example of this, which is relevant to our later discussions, is the Verma module V^{NS,+}_{0,0} with highest-weight vector |0, 0⟩^+. Setting (j, Δ) = (0, 0), the function g^{NS}_q vanishes for q = ±^1_2 , implying that the vectors G^±_{−1/2} |0, 0⟩^+ are singular. In the submodule generated by |w⟩ = G^+_{−1/2} |0, 0⟩^+, there is no corresponding G^+_{−1/2} |w⟩, as ( G^+_{−1/2}

)_2 = 0 in the universal enveloping algebra. Thus, this submodule is not isomorphic to the Verma module V^{NS,−}_{1,1/2} . Similar arguments hold for G^−_{1/2} |0, 0⟩^+.

2.2. Automorphisms. The N = 2 superconformal algebras admit a number of well-studied automorphisms [69]. Here, we are interested in the conjugation automorphism denoted by γ, and the spectral-flow family of automorphisms denoted by σ^ℓ, for ℓ ∈ Z. The conjugation automorphism acts on the modes of the generating fields as γ(L_n) = L_n, γ(J_n) = −J_n, γ(G^±_r ) = G^∓_r , γ(1) = 1,

(2.16) while the action of spectral flow is given by

σ^ℓ(L_n) = L_n − ℓJ_n + 1 6 ℓ^2δ_{n,0}c1, σ^ℓ(J_n) = J_n + ℓ 3 δ_{n,0}c1, σ^ℓ(G^±_r ) = G^±_{r∓ℓ}, σ^ℓ(1) = 1.

(2.17)

Spectral flow can be extended to ℓ ∈^1_2 Z. Non-integral parameters then define a family of isomorphisms between the Neveu-Schwarz and Ramond algebras.

We remark that spectral flow is not an automorphism of the corresponding VOSA (rather, only the vertex superalgebra), as it does not preserve the conformal vector L_{−2} |0, 0⟩^+, where |0, 0⟩^+ is the vacuum vector of the vertex algebra.

Modules over an algebra may be twisted by the action of an automorphism and are then referred to as twisted modules. Suppose we have a vector-space isomorphism ξ from a given g-module M to a new vector space ξ(M). This becomes a twisted module upon endowing it with the action of g given by

(2.18) xξ ( |v⟩ ) = ξ ( ω^{−1}(x) |v⟩ ) , for x ∈ g, |v⟩ ∈ M, where ω is an automorphism of g. As ξ merely serves to distinguish the module M from its twist, which will not be isomorphic to M in general, we may replace ξ by the algebra automorphism ω. Moreover, we will refer to γ(M) and σ^ℓ(M) as the conjugation of M and the spectral flow of M, respectively. Thus, the twisting action of the spectral-flow automorphisms will be written as (2.19) xσ^ℓ ( |v⟩ ) = σ^ℓ ( σ^{−ℓ}(x) |v⟩ ) , x ∈ g. Combining (2.18) with (2.16) and (2.17), we can identify the action of these automorphisms on the irreducible highest-weight modules, as in [51]. For conjugate modules, we have

(2.20) γ ( L^{NS,±}_{j,Δ} ) ∼= L^{NS,±}_{−j;Δ}, γ ( L^{R,±}_{j;Δ} ) ∼= L^{R,±}_{−j;Δ}, if Δ =^c_{24} ,

L^{R,∓}_{−j+1,Δ}, otherwise,

while for spectral flows of modules, we have

σ^{12} ( L^{NS,±}_{j,Δ} ) ∼= L^{R,±}_{j+ c} 6 ,Δ+^j_2 +^c_{24} , σ 1 2 ( L^{R,±}_{j,Δ} ) ∼= L^{NS,±}_{j+ c6 , j2 + c12} , if Δ =^c_{24} ,

L^{NS,∓}_{j−1+ c6 ,Δ+ j−12 + c24} , otherwise.

(2.21)

For Ramond sector modules, the case Δ =^c_{24} is distinguished, as the vector G^−_0 |j,^c_{24} ⟩ ∈ V^{R,±}_{j,} c_{24} is singular. This is easily verified by computing

(2.22) G^+_0 G^−_0 |j,^c_{24} ⟩ = ( 2L_0 − c 12 ) |j,^c_{24} ⟩ . 3. Coset construction and staggered modules

We are interested in staggered modules over the N = 2 minimal-model algebras M(u, v). Following [1, 64], we define a staggered module P over M(u, v) to be an indecomposable module described by a non-split short exact sequence

(3.1) 0 → M^L → P → M^R → 0,

where M^L and M^R are highest-weight M(u, v)-modules, and the action of L_0 on P exhibits Jordan blocks of rank 2 but not higher. The staggered modules we investigate arise through the coset construction (1.1) of the N = 2 minimal models as counterparts to staggered modules over the ^sl(2) minimal models A_1(u, v).

3.1. Coset ingredients. To better understand the background and notation, we begin this section by giving a brief introduction to the coset construction of the non-unitary N = 2 minimal models, as described in [51]. Our review will not be comprehensive, focusing only on those results which are integral to the presentation of our results. We give a brief introduction to the VOSAs which appear in the particular coset, as well as the relevant representation theories. We mention that the authors of [51] analysed both the unitary and non-unitary minimal models of the N = 2 superconformal algebras constructed via the coset (1.1).

The Heisenberg VOA H is generated by a single field a(z) with defining OPE

(3.2) a(z)a(w) ∼ 2t1 (z − w)^2 , where t ∈ C^× is identified with the constant t introduced in (2.2). The commutation relations between modes of the generating field are (3.3) [a_m, a_n] = 2tmδ_{m+n,0}1, m, n ∈ Z. Using this particular normalisation, the energy-momentum tensor of the theory is given by

(3.4) T^H (z) = 1 4t :aa:(z). This field generates a Virasoro algebra with central charge 1, and a(z) is a primary field of conformal weight 1.

The highest-weight modules of H are the Fock spaces of charge p ∈ C , denoted by F_p, with highest-weight vector |p⟩. The action of the zero-modes on |p⟩ is given by (3.5) a_0 |p⟩ = p |p⟩ , 1 |p⟩ = |p⟩ , a_n |p⟩ = 0, ∀n ≥ 1. The Fock spaces are irreducible for all p. The module F_0 is the vacuum module. The bc-ghost system is a VOSA generated by the two fermionic fields b(z) and c(z) with defining OPEs

(3.6) b(z)c(w) ∼ 1 z − w , b(z)b(w) ∼ c(z)c(w) ∼ 0. The anti-commutation relations between modes of the generating fields are (3.7) {b_m, c_n} = δ_{m+n,0}1, {b_m, b_n} = {c_m, c_n} = 0, where m, n ∈ Z +^1_2 in the Neveu-Schwarz sector, and m, n ∈ Z in the Ramond sector. The corresponding energy-momentum tensor is (3.8) T^{bc}(z) =^1_2 ( :∂bc:(z)− :b∂c:(z) ) . It generates a Virasoro algebra with central charge 1, and the fields b(z) and c(z) are primary fields of conformal weight^1_2 . The Heisenberg field Q(z) = :bc:(z) acts as a charge operator with OPEs

(3.9) Q(z)b(w) ∼ b(w) z − w , Q(z)c(w) ∼ − c(w) z − w . Up to isomorphism, there are four highest-weight modules of bc, denoted by N_i, i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, all of which are irreducible. The vacuum module is N_0, a Neveu-Schwarz sector module whose highest-weight vector has Q_0-eigenvalue 0 and conformal dimension 0. The highest-weight vector of the Ramond Verma module N_1 has Q_0-eigenvalue^1_2 and conformal dimension^1_8 . The remaining modules are obtained by applying parity reversal: Π(N_0) = N_2 and Π(N_1) = N_3.

The VOAs associated to the affine Lie algebra ^sl(2) are generated by the bosonic fields e(z), h(z), and f(z), and have defining OPEs h(z)e(w) ∼ 2e(w) z − w , h(z)h(w) ∼ 2k1 (z − w)^2 , h(z)f(w) ∼ − 2f(w) z − w , e(z)f(w) ∼ k1 (z − w)^2 + h(w) z − w , e(z)e(w) ∼ f(z)f(w) ∼ 0, (3.10)

where k ∈ C \{−2} is the level of the VOA. The resulting commutation relations between modes of the generating fields are given by [h_m, e_n] = 2e_{m+n}, [h_m, h_n] = 2kmδ_{m+n,0}1, [h_m, f_n] = −2f_{m+n}, [e_m, f_n] = h_{m+n} + kmδ_{m+n,0}1, [e_m, e_n] = [f_m, f_n] = 0.

(3.11) The energy-momentum tensor is given by

(3.12) T^{^sl(2)}(z) = 1 2t ( 1 2 :hh:(z) + :ef :(z) + :fe:(z) ) , where t = k + 2 is the same t as introduced for the Heisenberg algebra. We denote the modes of the field T^{^sl(2)}(z) by L^{^sl(2)}_m with m ∈ Z. The field T^{^sl(2)} generates a Virasoro algebra with central charge

(3.13) c = 3 ( 1 − 2 t ) . The universal VOA associated to ^sl(2) is non-simple if and only if t =^u_v for gcd(u, v) = 1, u ∈ Z_{≥2}, and v ∈ Z_{≥1} [65, 66]. The corresponding simple quotient for these values of t is known as an ^sl(2) minimal model; we denote it by A_1(u, v).

If v = 1, the level k is a non-negative integer and the corresponding minimal model is unitary. For v > 1, the resulting models are non-unitary. Here, we focus on the irreducible highestweight modules over the non-unitary minimal-model algebras A_1(u, v), as it is these that are glued together to form staggered modules. A complete classification of positive-energy A_1(u, v)- modules includes the so-called relaxed modules [56,61,70] which were classified in [52]; however, we will not need these modules here.

The irreducible positive-energy representations are labelled by the h_0- and L^{^sl(2)}_0 -eigenvalues, denoted by λ_{r,s} and Δ^{aff}_{r,s}, respectively, of their highest-weight vectors. The classification of these representations was given in [52]. We use the following standard parametrisations for λ_{r,s} and Δ^{aff}_{r,s}:

(3.14) λ_{r,s} = r − 1 − st, Δ^{aff}_{r,s} =

(r − st)^2 − 1 4t , r, s ∈ Z. In this paper, we focus on the following classes of modules:

• The irreducible highest-weight modules, denoted by L_{r,0}, where 1 ≤ r ≤ u − 1, with highest weights (λ_{r,0}, Δ^{aff}_{r,0}). As λ_{r,0} ∈ Z_{≥0} for all r ≥ 1, the space of lowest-energy

(minimal L^{^sl(2)}_0 −eigenvalue) states forms a finite-dimensional representation over the sl(2) subalgebra spanned by the modes {h_0, e_0, f_0}. The vacuum module of the VOA is L_{1,0}.

• The irreducible highest-weight modules D^+_{r,s}, where 1 ≤ r ≤ u − 1 and 1 ≤ s ≤ v − 1, with highest weights (λ_{r,s}, Δ^{aff}_{r,s}). In this case, λ_{r,s} /∈ Z and the space of lowest-energy states forms an infinite-dimensional irreducible Verma module over the sl(2) subalgebra.

• The irreducible modules D^−_{r,s}, where 1 ≤ r ≤ u − 1 and 1 ≤ s ≤ v − 1. These modules are not highest-weight modules; rather, they are conjugate to the modules D^+_{r,s}. Correspondingly, the space of lowest-energy states forms an infinite-dimensional lowest-weight representation over the sl(2) subalgebra, with lowest weight −λ_{r,s}.

3.2. Coset decompositions. For L_{r,0} ⊗ N_i and D^±_{r,s} ⊗ N_i, representations over A_1(u, v) ⊗ bc, we have the following branching rules for the restriction to the subalgebra H ⊗ M(u, v) [51]:

(3.15) (L_{r,0} ⊗ N_i)↓ ∼= ⨁ p∈λ_{r,0}+i+2Z F_p ⊗^{[i]}C_{p;r,0}, ( D^±_{r,s} ⊗ N_i ) ↓ ∼= ⨁ p∈λ_{r,s}+i+2Z F_p ⊗^{[i]}C_{p;r,s}, where we recall that i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, F_p is the Fock space of weight p, and^{[i]}C_{p;r,s} is an irreducible representation of M(u, v). The irreducibility of the representation^{[i]}C_{p;r,s} follows from the results of [62].

Through the coset, each irreducible A_1(u, v)-module gives rise to an infinite family of irreducible M(u, v)-modules, labelled by the weight p of its partner Heisenberg Fock space.

The authors of [51] give a dictionary for translating between irreducible M(u, v)-modules in the notation^{[i]}C_{p;r,s} and those introduced in Section 2, denoted by L^{•,±}_{j,Δ}. For the irreducible

L-type A_1(u, v)-modules (those for which s = 0), the corresponding modules which appear in the branching rule are given by [0]C_{p;r,0} ∼= L^{NS,•}_{j,Δ} , p ∈ λ_{r,0} + 2Z, • = −, j =^p_t + 1, Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} −^{p+r}_2 , p ≤ −r − 1,

• = +, j =^p_t , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} , 1 − r ≤ p ≤ r − 1,

• = −, j =^p_t − 1, Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} +^{p−r}_2 , p ≥ r + 1,

[1]C_{p;r,0} ∼= L^{R,•}_{j,Δ}, p ∈ λ_{r,0} + 1 + 2Z, • = +, j =^p_t +^3_2 , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} −^{p+r}_2 +^1_8 , p ≤ −r − 2,

• = −, j =^p_t +^1_2 , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} +^1_8 , − r ≤ p ≤ r − 2,

• = +, j =^p_t −^1_2 , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,0} +^{p−r}_2 +^1_8 , p ≥ r,

where we have made use of

(3.16) Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,s} =

(r − st)^2 − 1 4t − p^2 4t . For 1 ≤ s ≤ v − 1 (D^+-type modules), the dictionary is given by [0]C_{p;r,s} ∼= L^{NS,•}_{j,Δ} , p ∈ λ_{r,s} + 2Z, { • = +, j =^p_t , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,s} , p ≤ λ_{r,s}, • = −, j =^p_t − 1, Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,s} +^{p−λr,s−1}_2 , p ≥ λ_{r,s} + 2, [1]C_{p;r,s} ∼= L^{R,•}_{j,Δ}, p ∈ λ_{r,s} + 1 + 2Z, { • = −, j =^p_t +^1_2 , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,s} +^1_8 , p ≤ λ_{r,s} − 1,

• = +, j =^p_t −^1_2 , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{p;r,s} +^{p−λr,s−1}_2 +^1_8 , p ≥ λ_{r,s} + 1.

As the modules with i = 2, 3 are parity reversals of those with i = 0, 1, respectively, their dictionaries follow from those given above.

For the ^sl(2) minimal models A_1(u, v), staggered modules have been explicitly constructed as fusion products for (u, v) = (3, 2) and (2, 3). They are nevertheless conjectured [20] to appear in all non-unitary minimal models. We remark that these conjectured minimal-model staggered modules are not the only examples of staggered modules over ^sl(2), see [13]. Under the coset, each A_1(u, v) staggered module gives rise to a family of M(u, v) staggered modules, denoted by [i]P_{p;r,s}. The M(u, v) staggered modules are labelled by p, the weight of the accompanying Fock space, i the label of the bc-ghost system irreducible module, and r, s where 1 ≤ r ≤ u − 1 and 0 ≤ s ≤ v − 1. The Loewy diagram of^{[i]}P_{p;r,s} displays the irreducible component modules of^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}, with arrows describing the action of the algebra which “glues” component modules together. From the conjectured Loewy diagrams of the staggered A_1(u, v)-modules [20], we easily obtain those of the^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}, using the general theory of [62]. These diagrams are presented in Figure 1.

In order for the module dictionary to be compatible with these Loewy diagrams for all possible r, s, i, p, we may be required to make replacements utilising the isomorphisms (see [51]) (3.17)^{[i]}C_{p;r,−1} ∼=^{[i+2]}C_{p+t;u−r,v−2},^{[i]}C_{p;r,v} ∼=^{[i−2]}C_{p−t;u−r,1}. The results of [62] imply that the spectral flow and conjugation of an M(u, v) staggered module is determined by twisting the irreducible component modules by the automorphism, maintaining the gluing structure of the Loewy diagram. Using this fact, the authors of [51] deduce the following isomorphisms between irreducible M(u, v)-modules:

(3.18) γ (_{[i]} C_{p;r,s} ) ∼=^{[−i]}C_{−p;r,s}, σ^ℓ (_{[i]} C_{p;r,s} ) ∼=^{[i−2ℓ]}C_{p−2ℓ;r,s}. Here, the argument of [ · ] is taken modulo 4 and the parity reversal functor acts as Π (_{[i]} C_{p;r,s} ) = [i+2]C p;r,s. Following Figure 1, we denote the images of the highest-weight vectors of component modules in the staggered module by |v_h⟩ , |v_ℓ⟩ , |v_r⟩ , |v_s⟩ for the head, left, right, and socle modules, respectively. We remark that these vectors are not necessarily highest-weight vectors in the staggered module. Our diagrammatic convention is that J_0 eigenvalues increase to the right, and L_0 eigenvalues increase down the page.

[i]P_{p;r,s} [i−2]C p−t;r,s+1 [i]C_{p;r,s} [i+2]C p+t;r,s−1 [i]C_{p;r,s}

Figure 1. The Loewy diagram for a general staggered module^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}. The component modules related by arrows are irreducible M(u, v)-modules. All arrows are one way and indicate that the action of the algebra can map from states in one component module to states in another, but not back. We will refer to the algebra action which maps between component modules as gluing. We refer to the irreducible submodule^{[i]}C_{p;r,s} as the socle. The component module^{[i]}C_{p;r,s} from which all arrows point outward is referred to as the head. The remaining component modules, namely^{[i−2]}C_{p−t;r,s+1} and^{[i+2]}C_{p+t;r,s−1}, are referred to as the left and right modules according to the J_0-weight of their component highest-weight vectors relative to that of the socle.

3.3. Logarithmic couplings. The structure of a staggered module may not be completely described by its Loewy diagram. Accordingly, we require information about the gluing of the head to the left and right modules. This is described by parameters known as logarithmic couplings. The value of these parameters for a given staggered module, along with its Loewy diagram, is believed to be sufficient to characterise the module up to isomorphism. (This “complete invariant” property has only been proven rigorously for Virasoro staggered modules [64].) We motivate and define the logarithmic couplings in the remainder of this section.

The non-diagonalisability of the Virasoro zero mode L_0 on staggered M(u, v)-modules is captured by the relation

(3.19) L_0 |v_h⟩ = Δ_h |v_h⟩ + |v_s⟩ ,

exhibiting the vector |v_h⟩ as the logarithmic partner of |v_s⟩. This relation does not define |v_h⟩ in the staggered module uniquely. There is a “gauge freedom” whereby we are free to add any weight vector in the weight space of |v_s⟩ to |v_h⟩, without changing the above relation.

We are able to introduce a Shapovalov-like bilinear form on the left and right modules, normalised such that ⟨v_ℓ|v_ℓ⟩ = ⟨v_r|v_r⟩ = 1, and with adjoint given as in (2.9). This form can be extended to the indecomposable module formed by including the socle as a submodule of the left and right modules. The form is therefore zero on the socle, as a proper submodule. However, as |v_h⟩ is only defined up to multiples of |v_s⟩ and other vectors in that weight space, we cannot normalise the form on the head. However, as we shall see below, it is possible to partially extend this form so that one of the vectors is associated to the head.

Let U(g) denote the universal enveloping algebra of the Neveu-Schwarz or Ramond algebra. The vector |v_s⟩ satisfies (3.20) U_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , U_r |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ , for some U_ℓ, U_r ∈ U(g), such that U_ℓ |j_ℓ, Δ_ℓ⟩ = U_r |j_r, Δ_r⟩ = 0 in the corresponding irreducible component modules.

The logarithmic couplings are then defined by the relations (3.21) U^†_ℓ |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , U^†_r |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , β_ℓ, β_r ∈ C , with adjoint defined as in (2.9). Hence, the logarithmic couplings can be understood as gluing parameters between the head module and the left/right modules. Alternatively, in terms of the introduced form, (3.22) ⟨v_s|v_h⟩ = ⟨v_ℓ| U^†_ℓ |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ, ⟨v_s|v_h⟩ = ⟨v_r| U^†_r |v_h⟩ = β_r. The motivation for defining the logarithmic couplings in this way is that they are invariant under the “gauge” transformations discussed earlier. As an example to demonstrate this fact, consider the simple gauge transformation |v_h⟩ → |v_h⟩ + α |v_s⟩ for some α ∈ C . Then we have that

(3.23) ⟨v_r| U^†_r (|v_h⟩ + α |v_s⟩) = ⟨v_r| U^†_r |v_h⟩ + α ⟨v_r| U^†_r |v_s⟩ = β_r + 0,

and a similar result follows for β_ℓ.

To determine the numerical values of the logarithmic couplings (see also [71]), one uses constraints coming from vanishing singular vectors in the head module, which lift to relations between vectors in the staggered module [72]. These constraints allow one to determine the action of the algebra on the staggered module. The logarithmic couplings, along with the Loewy diagram, are then expected to completely determine the structure of the module. The above prescription has been understood in the most detail for staggered modules over the Virasoro algebra, where it was shown in [64] that the logarithmic couplings in fact parametrise the space of isomorphism classes of staggered modules. There is no similar result for the N = 2 algebras as yet, but the use of logarithmic couplings is standard in logarithmic CFT.

We remark that the choice of U_ℓ, U_r is only fixed up to normalisation, so the logarithmic couplings depend (in a trivial way) on this choice of normalisation. As such, when introducing a module we specify our choice of normalisation for U_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ = U_r |v_r⟩, and hence U^†_ℓ , U^†_r .

4. Staggered modules over M(3, 2)

Here, we begin the determination and analysis of concrete examples of staggered modules over the N = 2 superconformal algebras. We start with examples over the minimal-model VOA M(3, 2), for which c = −1. The branching rules produce families of staggered modules^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}, labelled by p = λ_{r,s} + i + 2Z, for (r, s) = (1, 0), (1, 1), (2, 0), (2, 1) and i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. We will look at two examples in detail:^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} from the Neveu-Schwarz sector, and^{[1]}P 3_{2 ;1,1} from the Ramond sector. These staggered modules are conjectured to be the projective covers of the irreducible highest-weight modules L^{NS,+}_{0,0} and L^{R,+}_{12 , 58} , respectively.

4.1. The module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}. We begin by defining the gluing action of the algebra. We start with the fermionic vector |v_r⟩ of weight ( 1, −^1_2 ) and normalise it so that ⟨v_r|v_r⟩ = 1. The vector G^−_{12} |1, −^1_2 ⟩^− is singular in the Verma module V^{NS,−}_{1,− 12} and G^−_{12} |v_r⟩ generates the socle in^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}.

We may thus choose the vector |v_s⟩ ∈^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} to be |v_s⟩ = G^−_{12} |v_r⟩.

Similarly, we introduce a fermionic vector |v_ℓ⟩, with weight ( −1, −^1_2 ) , such that G^+_{− 12} |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩.

We are free to normalise the product ⟨v_ℓ|v_ℓ⟩ = 1, as there is no operator x ∈ U(g) such that x |v_r⟩ = |v_ℓ⟩. The vector |v_s⟩ also generates a proper submodule of the module generated by |v_ℓ⟩, hence the form agrees (and is 0) on the intersection of the modules generated by |v_ℓ⟩ and |v_r⟩. It remains to define the logarithmic partner of |v_s⟩ (up to gauge transformations). We choose the action of L_0 on |v_h⟩ to be

(4.1) L_0 |v_h⟩ = |v_s⟩ .

The Loewy diagram of^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} and a diagram of the gluing action of the algebra are given in Figure 2. With these choices, the logarithmic couplings which are defined by the relations

(4.2) G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ .

[0]P_{0;1,0} L^{NS,−}_{1,− 12} L^{NS,+}_{0,0} L^{NS,−}_{−1,− 12} L^{NS,+}_{0,0} |v_h⟩|v^s⟩|v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩ ( −1, −^1_2 ) ( 1, −^1_2 ) (0, 0) L_0G+_1 2 G^−_{12}G^+−^1_2G^−^1_2

Figure 2. Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram of the module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}. Both |v_h⟩ and |v_s⟩ have L_0 eigenvalue 0, and J_0 eigenvalue 0. Included in the weightspace diagram is the action of the algebra, with the chosen normalisation.

The values of β_ℓ and β_r follow by determining the action of the algebra on the staggered module [0]P_{0;1,0}. The quotiented singular vector relations of the head module lift to relations between vectors in the staggered module, which constrain the action of the algebra. The vectors G^±_{− 12} |0; 0⟩^+ are singular in the Verma module V^{NS,+}_{0,0} , and have been set to 0 in the irreducible component modules L^{NS,+}_{0,0} . In the staggered module, this implies that (4.3) G^±_{− 12} |v_s⟩ = 0,

as the socle component module is the submodule isomorphic to L^{NS,+}_{0,0} . Furthermore, the singular vectors of the irreducible component module corresponding to the head give rise to the following relations in the staggered module:

(4.4) G^+_{− 12} |v_h⟩ = − (α_1L_{−1} + α_2J_{−1}) |v_r⟩ , G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = − (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ , for some α_1, α_2, γ_1, γ_2 ∈ C , to be determined. Correspondingly, we introduce vectors of the staggered module as follows:

(4.5) |χ^−⟩ = G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ + (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ , |χ^+⟩ = G^+_{− 12} |v_h⟩ + (α_1L_{−1} + α_2J_{−1}) |v_r⟩ . Relations resulting from the vanishing of these vectors then constrain the action of the algebra on^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}.

To illustrate, acting with L_1 on |χ^±⟩, we have (4.6) L_1 |χ^−⟩ = L_1G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ + L_1 (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ = (β_ℓ − γ_1 − γ_2) |v_ℓ⟩ and (4.7) L_1 |χ^+⟩ = L_1G^+_{− 12} |v_h⟩ + L_1 (α_1L_{−1} + α_2J_{−1}) |v_r⟩ = (β_r − α_1 + α_2) |v_r⟩ , which leads to the relations (4.8) β_ℓ − γ_1 − γ_2 = 0, β_r − α_1 + α_2 = 0. Similarly, acting with J_1 leads to (4.9) − β_ℓ − γ_1 −^1_3 γ_2 = 0, β_r + α_1 −^1_3 α_2 = 0.

The relation which defines the logarithmic partner vector L_0 |v_h⟩ = |v_s⟩ yields additional constraints by observing that (4.10) L_0 |v_h⟩ =^1_2 ( {G^+_{− 12} , G^−_{12} } + J_0 ) |v_h⟩ =⇒ β_ℓ − α_1 − α_2 = 2,

[1]P 3_{2 ;1,1}

L^{R,−}_{32 ,− 38} L^{R,+}_{12 , 58} L^{R,−}_{− 12 ,− 38} L^{R,+}_{12 , 58} |v_h⟩|v^s⟩|v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩ ( −^1_2 , −^3_8 ) (_3 2 , −^3_8 ) (_1 2 ,^5_8 ) L_0U^†_rG−_1G^+_{−1}Ur

Figure 3. Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for the module^{[1]}P 3_{2 ;1,1}. Here, U_r =^1_3 G^−_1 − J_{−1}G^−_0 . and (4.11) L_0 |v_h⟩ =^1_2 ( {G^−_{12} , G^+_{12} } − J_0 ) |v_h⟩ =⇒ β_r − γ_1 + γ_2 = 2.

Hence, we have an inhomogeneous linear system of equations, the unique solution of which is given by (4.12) α_1 = −^2_3 , α_2 = −1, γ_1 = −^2_3 , γ_2 = 1 and (4.13) β_ℓ = β_r =^1_3 .

The logarithmic couplings β_ℓ and β_r then uniquely determine the action of the minimal-model algebra on the staggered module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}, thereby fixing the structure of the module.

4.2. The module^{[1]}P 3_{2 ;1,1}. Our second example is the staggered module^{[1]}P 3_{2 ;1,1}, which is a module over the Ramond algebra. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram of the gluing action are given in Figure 3.

We begin with |v_r⟩, a fermionic vector of weight

(_3 2 , −^3_8 ) , which we normalise such that ⟨v_r|v_r⟩ = 1. The vector (4.14)

(_1 3 G^−_1 − J_{−1}G^−_0 ) |^3_2 , −^3_8 ⟩^−

is subsingular in the Verma module V^{R,−}_{32 ,− 38} , becoming singular after quotienting by the submodule generated by the singular vector (4.15) ( G^+_{−1}G^−_0 + J_{−1} +^2_3 L_{−1} ) |^3_2 , −^3_8 ⟩^− .

We therefore set (4.16) |v_s⟩ = U_r |v_r⟩ , U_r =^1_3 G^−_1 − J_{−1}G^−_0 . We moreover define |v_ℓ⟩ by setting G^+_{−1} |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ and normalising it so that ⟨v_ℓ|v_ℓ⟩ = 1. Finally, the logarithmic partner of |v_s⟩ must satisfy (4.17) L_0 |v_h⟩ =^5_8 |v_h⟩ + |v_s⟩ . The logarithmic couplings are then defined by the relations (4.18)

(_1 3 G^+_1 − G^+_0 J_1 ) |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , G^−_1 |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ .

Solving for the logarithmic couplings proceeds as in the previous example. The Verma module V^{R,+}_{12 , 58} has charged singular vectors at level 1 with relative charges ±1. These vectors are given by (4.19) G^+_{−1} |^1_2 ,^5_8 ⟩ , ( L_{−1}G^−_0 +^1_2 J_{−1}G^−_0 −^2_3 G^−_1 ) |^1_2 ,^5_8 ⟩ .

In the staggered module, we compute that the following vectors are zero: (4.20) |χ^−⟩ = ( L_{−1}G^−_0 +^1_2 J_{−1}G^−_0 −^2_3 G^−_1 ) |v_h⟩ −^{32}_{101} ( 2J_{−2} −^8_9 L_{−2} +^1_3 J^2_{−1} ) |v_ℓ⟩ , |χ^+⟩ = G^+_{−1} |v_h⟩ −^2_{1515} ( 3819G^−_1G^+_{−1} + 1476J_{−2} − 6982L_{−2} + 1599G^+_{−2}G^−_0 + 246J^2_{−1} ) |v_r⟩ . Using these relations, we determine that the generators {G^−_1 , G^+_0 , J_1}, which generate the positive-mode subalgebra, act on |v_h⟩ as

G^+_0 |v_h⟩ = −^{542}_{101} ( 2L_{−1} + J_{−1} ) |v_r⟩ , J_1 |v_h⟩ =^{624}_{101} G^−_0 |v_r⟩ , G^−_1 |v_h⟩ =^{32}_{303} |v_ℓ⟩ .

(4.21)

We also have

(4.22) U^†_r |v_h⟩ =

(_1 3 G^+_1 − G^+_0 J_1 ) |v_h⟩ = −^{542}_{303} J_1 ( J_{−1} + 2L_{−1} ) |v_r⟩ −^{2496}_{303} G^+_0 G^−_0 |v_r⟩ =^{656}_{909} |v_r⟩ .

Thus, the values of the logarithmic couplings for^{[1]}P 3_{2 ;1,1} are

(4.23) β_ℓ = 32 303 , β_r = 656 909 . 5. Symmetries of N = 2 staggered module families

The examples above present the first concrete analyses of staggered modules over N = 2 superconformal algebras. However, the coset provides an infinite number of staggered modules [i]P_{p;r,s}, labelled by r, s, i, p, for each non-unitary minimal model. To better understand the full spectrum of staggered modules, this section investigates their symmetries.

First, we discuss spectral flows of staggered modules and describe the values of r, s, i, p for which two staggered modules are related by spectral flow. Along with this, we analyse the action of spectral flow on the value of the logarithmic couplings describing the module structure. Finally, we identify relations between Loewy diagrams of staggered modules for particular values of the r, s labels.

5.1. Spectral flow. We begin by considering the spectral flow of staggered modules. The results of [62] state that the spectral flow of a staggered module maintains the Loewy diagram; however, the component modules are spectral flows of the initial component modules. The action of spectral flow on the highest-weight vectors of the component modules is presented diagrammatically in Figure 4. By applying (3.18) to^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}, we determine that the modules σ^ℓ (_{[i]} P_{p;r,s} ) and^{[i−2ℓ]}P_{p−2ℓ;r,s} have the same Loewy diagrams. Recall that for^{[i]}P_{p;r,s}, we have p ∈ λ_{r,s} + i + 2Z and that [i] is taken modulo 4. The Loewy diagram for^{[i]}P_{p;r,s} is given in Figure 1. We remark that equivalent Loewy diagrams are not enough to determine an isomorphism of staggered modules.

To each fixed choice of r, s, there are infinitely many staggered modules, labelled by i, p, obtained by applying spectral flow (and parity reversal). We will refer to the set of modules related by spectral flow, for a choice of r, s, as a family.

We would like to understand the effect of spectral flow on the logarithmic couplings. Consider the relations (3.21) under the action of the spectral flow. Without loss of generality, we consider the right module only, obtaining

σ^ℓ(U_r)σ^ℓ(|v_h⟩) = σ^ℓ (U_r |v_h⟩) = σ^ℓ (β_r |v_r⟩) = β_rσ^ℓ (|v_r⟩) .

(5.1)

∘••• ∘••• ∘•• • ∘• • • ∘• • • σ 1_2 σ 1_2 σ^12 σ^12

Figure 4. The action of twisting by spectral flow on the relative weights of the component modules. The highest-weight vectors of the component modules are represented by •, with the exception of that of the socle, which is represented by ∘. The arrows demonstrate the action of the algebra gluing the component modules.

∘∘ ∘∘••β β̃β P σ^ℓ(P )

Figure 5. The logarithmic coupling β between component highest-weight vectors in the module P is mapped to a numerically identical coupling between extremal vectors in the module σ^ℓ(P ). The actual logarithmic coupling β̃ of σ^ℓ(P ) is determined by raising the relation described by β to a relation between component highest-weight vectors in σ^ℓ(P ).

Unfortunately, it is no longer guaranteed (in fact it can only occur rarely) that σ^ℓ (|v_h⟩) and σ^ℓ (|v_r⟩) are the highest-weight vectors of the spectral flow of the head and right component modules, respectively. So the spectrally flowed relation does not describe the gluing of highest-weight vectors of the head- and right-component modules; rather, it describes the coupling between extremal vectors of the component modules, so named [73] as they appear as the outermost vectors of a module in a weight-space diagram.

The extremal vectors of an N = 2 superconformal Verma module are the highest-weight vector |v⟩ and the states

(5.2) |x^−_n ⟩ = G^−_{n− 12} · · · G^−_{32} G^−_{12} |v⟩ , |x^+_n ⟩ = G^+_{−n− 12} · · · G^+_{− 32} G^+_{− 12} |v⟩ , n ≥ 0,

for Neveu-Schwarz modules, and (5.3) |x^−_n ⟩ = G^−_n · · · G^−_1G^−_0 |v⟩ , |x^+_n ⟩ = G^+_{−n−1} · · · G^+_{−2}G^+_{−1} |v⟩ , n ≥ 0, for Ramond modules. More formally, these are the states of minimal conformal dimension in each J_0-eigenspace. It is clear from the equations above that weight spaces containing an extremal vector are one-dimensional. It may occur that an extremal vector is (sub)singular in the Verma module, in which case, it is set to 0 in the irreducible module. The corresponding expressions for the extremal vectors of the irreducible module are then a straightforward change of the indices given in the above expressions. Clearly, twisting with spectral flow maps extremal vectors to extremal vectors [73].

To determine the coupling between highest-weight vectors of component modules after spectral flow, we apply the adjoint raising generator to the coupled extremal vectors. As the action of raising operators on the irreducible component modules is completely determined, the logarithmic couplings of a module (β) and its spectral flow (β̃) are related by a calculable factor. This is presented diagrammatically in Figure 5.

Consider the spectral flow σ^ℓ(|v⟩) of the highest-weight vector |v⟩ of a highest-weight module. Acting with a string of raising generators (without loss of generality, we consider a string of G^+_r modes), we have

(5.4) G^+_{12} G^+_{32} · · · G^+_{n− 12} σ^ℓ (|v⟩) = σ^ℓ ( G^+_{12 −ℓ}G^+_{32 −ℓ} · · · G^+_{n−ℓ− 12} |v⟩ ) . If ℓ ≥ n, then the action of the raising operators is generically non-zero and given as above. If n > ℓ, then the action must give zero. When ℓ = n, we act on an extremal vector with the largest possible string of raising operators, such that the action is non-zero and the resulting vector is extremal. The resulting vector must be proportional to the highest-weight vector of the spectrally-flowed module.

This determines exactly the element of U(g) one needs to act with to calculate the constant of proportionality for the logarithmic couplings. For spectral flows with ℓ < 0, the same argument holds with G^−_r modes, and this carries over straightforwardly to the Ramond sector.

The implication is that it is sufficient to determine the logarithmic couplings for a single module in any given staggered module family (that is, for one choice of r, s). As the members of each family are related by spectral flow, the logarithmic couplings of the member modules are all proportional to that of a representative and the constant of proportionality is calculated by commuting the string of raising generators. We shall illustrate this with examples in Section 7.

5.2. Label symmetry. In the previous section we established that for each pair r, s, the staggered modules form a family related by spectral flow. Here, we attempt to determine symmetries of the r, s labels which yield staggered modules with equivalent Loewy diagrams. We refer to these symmetries as label symmetries.

It is clear that two component modules^{[i1]}C_{p1;r1,s1} and^{[i2]}C_{p2;r2,s2} can label the same module L^{•,±}_{j,Δ} under the dictionary. We seek to understand for what values of the parameters p, r, s, i the corresponding Loewy diagrams are equivalent up to parity of the component modules.

For representations over the minimal-model algebra M(3, 2), there are 4 possible pairs of r, s labels, namely (r, s) = (1, 0), (1, 1), (2, 0), (2, 1). In this setting, we see evidence of general label symmetries. For example, direct calculation establishes that the modules^{[2]}P_{−2;1,0} and^{[0]}P_− 1_{2 ;2,1}, as well as^{[0]}P_{−3;2,0} and^{[2]}P_− 3_{2 ;1,1}, have equivalent Loewy diagrams.

Moreover, we note that the modules^{[2]}P_{−2;1,0} and σ^1

(_{[0]} P_{0;1,0} ) , as well as^{[0]}P_{−3;2,0} and σ^2

(_{[0]} P_{1;2,0} ) , have equivalent Loewy diagrams. This is suggestive of a symmetry between Loewy diagrams of staggered modules labelled by (r, 0) and those labelled by (u − r, v − 1).

As each family of staggered modules is related by spectral flow, it suffices to check if the Loewy diagrams of the modules σ^r

(_{[0]} P_{λr,0;r,0} ) and^{[2r+2]}P_{λu−r,v−1;u−r,v−1} are equivalent, where λ_{r,0} = r − 1 and λ_{u−r,v−1} = −r − 1 + t. We begin by identifying the Loewy diagrams of the modules σ^r

(_{[0]} P_{r−1;r,0} ) and^{[−2r]}P_{−r−1;r,0}, using (3.18). We can see directly from Figure 6 that the left- and right-component modules of [−2r]P −r−1;r,0 and [2r+2]P −r−1+t;u−r,v−1 are isomorphic. It remains to be shown that the head

and socle modules are also isomorphic, that is (5.5)^{[−2r]}C_{−r−1;r,0} ∼=^{[2r+2]}C_{−r−1+t;u−r,v−1}. Applying the module dictionary to^{[−2r]}C_{−r−1;r,0}, the weights of the corresponding module are given by

(5.6) j = −r − 1 t + 1, Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{−r−1;r,0} + 1 2 = −r − 1 2t + 1 2 .

[−2r]P −r−1;r,0 [−2r−2]C −r−1−t;r,1 [−2r]C −r−1;r,0 [−2r]C −r−1+2t;u−r,v−2 [−2r]C −r−1;r,0 [2r+2]P −r−1+t;u−r,v−1 [2r−2]C −r−1−t;r,1 [2r+2]C −r−1+t;u−r,v−1 [2r]C −r−1+2t;u−r,v−2 [2r+2]C −r−1+t;u−r,v−1

Figure 6. A comparison of Loewy diagrams for the staggered modules σ^r (_{[0]} P_{λr,0;r,0} ) ∼ =^{[−2r]}P−r−1;r,0 and^{[2r+2]}P−r−1+t;u−r,v−1. We have used the identifications^{[−2r+2]}C_{−r−1+t;r,−1} ∼=^{[−2r]}C_{−r−1+2t;u−r,v−2} and^{[2r]}C_{−r−1;u−r,v} ∼= [2r−2]C −r−1−t;r,1 to simplify the component modules so that the module dictionary

can be applied.

Similarly, applying the module dictionary to^{[2r+2]}C_{−r−1+t;u−r,v−1}, we have that the corresponding weights are given by

(5.7) j = −r − 1 + t t , Δ = Δ^{N=2}_{−r−1+t;u−r,v−1} = −r − 1 2t + 1 2 . The weights of the modules are indeed equal, thereby establishing the isomorphism (5.5) and hence, an equivalence of the Loewy diagrams of the corresponding staggered module families. Moreover, we note that the parities of the component modules are also equal.

We remark that label symmetry can also be understood as arising via the coset. The equivalence of Loewy diagrams arises as a consequence of the fact that the spectral flow of an L-type A_1(u, v)- module gives rise to a D^±-type A_1(u, v)-module.

Although we have established that the Loewy diagrams are equivalent between module families labelled by (r, 0) and (u−r, v −1), this does not imply that the corresponding staggered modules are isomorphic. An isomorphism of staggered modules requires that the logarithmic couplings of the modules are also equal. We discuss this point further in Section 8.

6. Staggered modules over M(2, 3)

Here we consider N = 2 staggered modules which are coset counterparts to the A_1(2, 3) staggered modules analysed in [9, 41]. The minimal-model algebra M(2, 3) has c = −6. There are three possible labels: (r, s) = (1, 0), (1, 1), (1, 2). We present an example of a module for (r, s) = (1, 0) and one for (1, 1).

6.1. The module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}. We begin with the module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} over the Neveu-Schwarz algebra. We choose vectors according to the same procedure as in the examples in Section 4, and present the definitions collectively to shorten the exposition:

L_0 |v_h⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , G^+_{− 12} |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_{12} |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ .

(6.1)

The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram are given in Figure 7.

The quotiented singular vectors in the head component module are G^±_{− 12} |v_h⟩. Solving as in Section 4, the relations in the staggered module are

(6.2) G^−_{12} |v_ℓ⟩ =

(_3 2 L_{−1} − J_{−1} ) |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{− 12} |v_h⟩ =

(_3 2 L_{−1} + J_{−1} ) |v_r⟩ . Using these relations, in conjunction with those coming from

(6.3) {G^+_{12} , G^−_{12} } |v_h⟩ = (2L_0 + J_0) |v_h⟩ , {G^+_{− 12} , G^−_{12} } |v_h⟩ = (2L_0 − J_0) |v_h⟩ ,

[0]P_{0;1,0} L^{NS,−}_{1,− 12} L^{NS,+}_{0,0} L^{NS,−}_{−1,− 12} L^{NS,+}_{0,0} |v_h⟩|v^s⟩|v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩ ( −1, −^1_2 ) ( 1, −^1_2 ) (0, 0) L_0G+_1 2 G^−_{12}G^+−^1_2G^−^1_2

Figure 7. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for the module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0}.

[1]P 1_{3 ;1,1} L^{R,−}_{1,− 14} L^{R,+}_{0,− 14} L^{R,−}_{−1,− 14} L^{R,+}_{0,− 14} |v_h⟩|v^s⟩|v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩(−1, −^1_4 ) ( 1, −^1_4 ) ( 0, −^1_4 ) L_0G^+_0G^−_0G^+_0G^−_0

Figure 8. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for the module^{[1]}P 1_{3 ;1,1}.

we determine that (6.4) G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = −^1_2 |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{12} |v_h⟩ = −^1_2 |v_r⟩ ,

and hence

(6.5) β_ℓ = β_r = − 1 2 . 6.2. The module^{[1]}P 1_{3 ;1,1}. For the family^{[i]}P_{p;1,1}, we choose to explore the Ramond sector module^{[1]}P 1_{3 ;1,1}. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for this module are presented in Figure 8. In this staggered module, all the component modules have Δ =^c_{24} . The vector G^−_0 |v⟩, where |v⟩ is the highest-weight vector, is singular in all Ramond sector Verma modules with Δ =^c_{24} .

For the module^{[1]}P 1_{3 ;1,1}, we choose the gluing relations to be

(6.6)

L_0 |v_h⟩ = −^1_4 |v_h⟩ + |v_s⟩ , G^−_0 |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_0 |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , G^+_0 |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_0 |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ . It is clear from weight-space considerations that (6.7) G^−_1 |v_h⟩ = J_1 |v_h⟩ = 0.

As Δ =^c_{24} for the head module, the charged singular vector G^−_0 |v_h⟩ lifts to a relation on the staggered module, namely G^−_0 |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩. The uncharged quotiented singular vector of the head module appears relatively deep at grade 6 in the module. As such, determining this vector is computationally challenging.

We find a relation between the logarithmic couplings by considering (6.8) {G^+_0 , G^−_0 } |v_h⟩ = ( 2L_0 +^1_2 ) |v_h⟩ . Calculating, we have (6.9) ( 2L_0 +^1_2 ) |v_h⟩ = 2 |v_s⟩ and (6.10) ( G^+_0 G^−_0 + G^−_0 G^+_0 ) |v_h⟩ = G^+_0 β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ + G^−_0 β_r |v_r⟩ = (β_ℓ + β_r) |v_s⟩ , arriving at (6.11) β_ℓ + β_r = 2.

The remaining constraint on the logarithmic couplings comes from the observation that the module is conjugation invariant, that is, the Loewy diagrams of γ

(_{[1]} P 1_{3 ;1,1} ) and^{[1]}P 1_{3 ;1,1} are equivalent. Using (2.18) along with the equivalence of Loewy diagrams implies that we may identify β_ℓ = β_r. The action of conjugation simply interchanges their definitions, and maintains the relations which determine their values. Hence, we solve the system of coupled equations and find (6.12) β_ℓ = β_r = 1.

7. The module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} over M(u, v) In Sections 4 and 6, we looked at the module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} in the minimal-model algebra with c = −1 and c = −6, respectively. The weights of the component modules were equal in the two examples. In fact, the component modules have the same weights for all non-unitary c(t) (2.2). In this section, we consider the module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} for general u, v. As the head component module will be the irreducible highest-weight module L^{NS,+}_{0,0} , we will refer to the staggered module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} as the vacuum staggered module.

The head component module of a vacuum staggered module has a quotiented singular vector given by G^±_{− 12} |v_h⟩. Moreover, the vectors G^±_{− 12} |∓1, −^1_2 ⟩^− are singular in V^{NS,−}_{∓1,− 12} for all admissible c(t). Hence, for all vacuum staggered modules, we can choose the gluing action of the algebra to be (7.1) L_0 |v_h⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{12} |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , G^+_{− 12} |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_{12} |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ .

As before, the singular vectors of the head module lift to relations in the staggered module: (7.2) G^−_{12} |v_h⟩ = (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{− 12} |v_h⟩ = (α_1L_{−1} + α_2J_{−1}) |v_r⟩ .

We compute the action of the same generators as in Section 4. For this example, the resulting relations are dependent on c:

β_r − α_1 + α_2 = 0, β_r + α_1 + c 3 α_2 = 0,

β_r − γ_1 − γ_2 = 0, −β_ℓ − γ_1 + c 3 γ_2 = 0, β_ℓ − α_1 − α_2 = 2, β_r − γ_1 + γ_2 = 2.

(7.3) Solving this system of equations yields

(7.4) α_1 = γ_1 = 1 t , α_2 = 1, γ_2 = −1 and (7.5) β_ℓ = β_r = t − 1 t .

σ^12

(_{[0]}

P_{0;1,0} ) L^{R,−}c_{6 +1,} c_{24} L^{R,+}c_{6 ,} c_{24}

L^{R,−}c_{6 −1,} c_{24 −1}

L^{R,+}c_{6 ,} c_{24} |v_h⟩|v^s⟩|v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩ (_c 6 − 1,^c_{24} − 1 ) (_c 6 + 1,^c_{24} ) (_c 6 ,^c_{24} ) L_0G^+_0G−_1G^+_{−1}G^−_0

Figure 9. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for σ^12

(_{[0]} P_{0;1,0} ) . As expected, the logarithmic couplings are indeed functions of t. Combining this result with our previous results, we have in principle determined the structure of the staggered module family [i]P_{p,1,0} (and equivalently^{[i]}P_{p+t,u−1,v−1}) over the minimal-model algebras M(u, v).

We can use these modules to better understand the action of spectral flow on the logarithmic couplings. In Section 5, we noted that the logarithmic couplings change under spectral flow, by factors which can be in principle calculated for any value of the flow parameter ℓ. The next two examples investigate this directly using the spectral flows of the vacuum staggered modules.

7.1. The modules σ^{± 1}2

(_{[0]}

P_{0;1,0} ) . Applying σ^12 to the vacuum staggered module^{[0]}P_{0;1,0} yields a staggered module over the Ramond algebra, with Loewy and weight-space diagram given in Figure 9.

For this Ramond-algebra module, we choose the gluing relations and definitions of the logarithmic couplings to be

L_0 |v_h⟩ = c 24 |v_h⟩ + |v_s⟩ , G^−_1 |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_0 |v_h⟩ = β_r |v_r⟩ , G^+_{−1} |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_0 |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ . (7.6)

Note that the right, head, and socle modules all have Δ =^c_{24} . We remark that this example realises the case where the spectral flow of highest-weight vectors of component modules (those in the vacuum staggered module examples) are mapped to highest-weight vectors of spectral flows of component modules. As noted in Section 5, spectral flow σ^ℓ needs only preserve the property of being extremal, but it may happen, for sufficiently small values of ℓ, that highest-weight vectors are mapped to highest-weight vectors.

The staggered module singular vectors are in this case of the form

G^−_0 |v_h⟩ = (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_{−1} |v_h⟩ = (α_1L_{−1} + α_2J_{−1}) |v_r⟩ .

(7.7)

The annihilation conditions of these vectors, along with relations given by

(7.8) {G^+_0 , G^−_0 } |v_h⟩ = ( 2L_0 − c 12 ) |v_h⟩ , {G^+_{−1}, G^−_1 } |v_h⟩ = ( 2L_0 − 2J_0 + c 4 ) |v_h⟩ , lead to a linear system of equations for the unknown parameters. The resulting set of equations again has a solution for all admissible c(t), given by

(7.9) α_1 = γ_1 = 1 t , α_2 = 1 − 1 2t , γ_2 = −1 − 1 2t and (7.10) β_ℓ = β_r = t − 1 t . We see that indeed β_ℓ, β_r are unchanged under the action of σ^12 , as expected from Section 5.1.

σ^{− 1}2

(_{[0]} P_{0;1,0} ) L^{R,+}_{2−} c_{6 ,−1+} c_{24} L^{R,+}_− c_{6 ,} c_{24}

L^{R,−}_{−1−} c_{6 ,} c_{24}

L^{R,+}_− c_{6 ,} c_{24}

|v_h⟩|v^s⟩G^−_0 |v_r⟩ |v_r⟩ |v_ℓ⟩ ( − 1 −^c_6 ,^c_{24} ) ( 2 −^c_6 ,^c_{24} − 1 ) ( −^c_6 ,^c_{24} ) G^+_0

L_0G+_1G^−_0G^+_0G^−_1G^−_0

Figure 10. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram for σ^{− 1}2

(_{[0]} P_{0;1,0} ) .

We also consider the module σ^{− 1}2

(_{[0]} P_{0;1,0} ) for general admissible t. The Loewy diagram and weight-space diagram are given in Figure 10. We choose the following gluing:

L_0 |v_h⟩ = c 24 |v_h⟩ + |v_s⟩ , G^−_0 |v_h⟩ = β_ℓ |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_1 |v_h⟩ = β_rG^−_0 |v_r⟩ , G^+_0 |v_ℓ⟩ = |v_s⟩ , G^−_1G^−_0 |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩ . (7.11)

Note, we have set G^+_1 |v_h⟩ = β_rG^−_0 |v_r⟩. Applying spectral flow to the relation G^+_{12} |v_h⟩_V = β_r |v_r⟩_V in the vacuum staggered modules (subscript V denoting vacuum staggered module vectors) yields

(7.12) σ^{− 12} ( G^+_{12} |v_h⟩_V ) = σ^{− 12} (β_r |v_r⟩_V ) = β_rσ^{− 12} (|v_r⟩_V ) = G^+_1 σ^{− 12} (|v_h⟩_V ) ,

hence we expect to find β_r =^{t−1}_t . The gluing relation between right and socle component highest-weight vectors is given by G^−_1G^−_0 |v_r⟩ = |v_s⟩. Recalling the notation β̃_r of Section 5.1 for the logarithmic coupling of the spectrally flowed module (see Figure 5), we have G^+_0 G^+_1 |v_h⟩ = β̃_r |v_r⟩. We identify G^+_0 with the string of raising generators required to map from the image of the highest-weight vector under spectral flow, to the highest-weight vector of the component module.

The relations coming from quotiented singular vectors are

(7.13) G^−_1 |v_h⟩ = (γ_1L_{−1} + γ_2J_{−1}) |v_ℓ⟩ , G^+_0 |v_h⟩ = ( α_1L_{−1}G^−_0 + α_2J_{−1}G^−_0 ) |v_r⟩ . We also require the relations coming from

(7.14) {G^+_0 , G^−_0 } |v_h⟩ = ( 2L_0 − c 12 ) |v_h⟩ , {G^+_1 , G^−_1} |v_h⟩ = ( 2L_0 + 2J_0 + c 4 ) |v_h⟩ . Note that the second anti-commutation relation differs from that in the previous example.

The solutions for the parameter functions are

(7.15) α_1 = γ_1 = 1 t , γ_2 = −1 + 1 2t , α_2 = 1 + 1 2t , and (7.16) β_ℓ = β_r = t − 1 t , confirming the expected value for β_r. To calculate β̃_r, we use that

(7.17) G^+_0 G^+_1 |v_h⟩ = β_rG^+_0 G^−_0 |v_r⟩ = t − 1 t ( 2L_0 − c 12 ) |v_r⟩ = (−2) t − 1 t |v_r⟩ , from which it follows that

(7.18) β̃_r = −2 t − 1 t . This confirms the general result of Section 5.1 that β̃_r is related to β_r, with the proportionality constant determined by the action of the raising operators: in this case, −2.

8. Discussion

In this paper, we have presented a first investigation of staggered modules over the non-unitary N = 2 superconformal minimal-model algebras M(u, v). We have provided several concrete examples, along with general results regarding symmetries of the spectral-flow families of staggered modules produced via the coset (1.1).

A novel feature of the modules investigated here is the gluing of component modules into spaces generated by subsingular vectors, rather than simply those of singular vectors. By applying (2.21) to the weights of the component modules, one sees that this feature occurs generically in staggered M(u, v)-modules. The difference between j-labels of the head/socle and either left or right irreducible component modules becomes 2. A difference of 2 is only possible if the gluing is into subsingular spaces, as all singular vectors for Neveu-Schwarz Verma modules appear with J_0-weight of {±1, 0} relative to the Verma module highest-weight vector [68].

We have assumed that the Loewy diagram in conjunction with the logarithmic couplings is sufficient to describe the structure of a given N = 2 staggered module. This is well-motivated by previous examples of logarithmic CFTs. In particular, the authors of [64] proved that the logarithmic couplings of staggered modules over the Virasoro algebra in fact parametrise the space of isomorphism classes of staggered modules. Pursuing a similar result for N = 2 staggered modules is a natural next step.

The explicit examples of Sections 4, 6, and 7, provide strong evidence that the structure of staggered modules over the N = 2 minimal-model algebras M(u, v) is uniquely determined by their corresponding Loewy diagrams. If the Loewy diagrams were sufficient to determine the structure, label symmetry would determine an isomorphism of staggered modules (and hence, staggered module families).

This isomorphism of staggered modules would also follow if^{[i]}P_{p;r,s} were proven to be the projective cover of the irreducible module^{[i]}C_{p;r,s}, as is conjectured [51]. As projective covers are unique, up to isomorphism, equivalence of Loewy diagrams (or simply isomorphisms between head modules) implies the desired isomorphism. Should such an isomorphism exist, then the explicit examples of modules provided in Sections 4 and 6 would be sufficient to understand the structure of all staggered modules over M(3, 2) and M(2, 3) arising via the coset.

In the paper [51], the authors give conjectural fusion rules for the atypical modules over M(u, v) minimal-model algebras, coming from similar results for atypical A_1(u, v)-modules. With the concrete realisations of staggered modules over the N = 2 algebras presented here, another natural step would be to check that these staggered modules do indeed arise in these fusion rules for M(3, 2) and M(2, 3).

The conjectured fusion rules for the A_1(u, v) minimal models also involve spectral flows of relaxed highest-weight modules [42]. Moreover, staggered modules over A_1(3, 2) and A_1(2, 3) have been shown to have conformal weights that are unbounded below. That is, understanding the A_1(u, v) minimal models using the standard module formalism requires modules that are not positive-energy.

The coset counterpart N = 2 modules are necessarily positive-energy as the fermionic generators of the N = 2 algebra square to zero. As such, it may be easier to determine properties of interest in the N = 2 setting, for instance genuine fusion rules and whether staggered modules are projective. These results would then lift to similar results for the A_1(u, v) minimal models, by the results of [51, 62, 74].

Acknowledgements

CR was supported by a University of Queensland Research Award and by the Australian Research Council under the Discovery Project scheme, numbers DP170103265 and DP200100067. DR’s research is supported by the Australian Research Council Discovery Project DP160101520. JR was supported by the Australian Research Council under the Discovery Project scheme, project number DP160101376.

References

[1] T. Creutzig, D. Ridout, Logarithmic conformal field theory: beyond an introduction, J. Phys. A46 (2013) 494006, arXiv:1303.0847 [hep-th].

[2] F. Rohsiepe, On reducible but indecomposable representations of the Virasoro algebra, arXiv:hep-th/9611160. [3] M.R. Gaberdiel, H.G. Kausch, Indecomposable fusion products, Nucl. Phys. B477 (1996) 293–318, arXiv:hep-th/9604026.

[4] V. Gurarie, Logarithmic operators in conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B410 (1993) 535–549, arXiv:hep-th/9303160.

[5] H. Eberle, M. Flohr, Virasoro representations and fusion for general augmented minimal models, J. Phys. A39 (2006) 15245–15286, arXiv:hep-th/0604097.

[6] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, J.-B. Zuber, Logarithmic minimal models, J. Stat. Mech. 0611 (2006) P11017, arXiv:hep-th/0607232.

[7] N. Read, H. Saleur, Associative-algebraic approach to logarithmic conformal field theories, Nucl. Phys. B777 (2007) 316–351, arXiv:hep-th/0701117.

[8] P. Mathieu and D. Ridout, From percolation to logarithmic conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B657 (2007) 120–129, arXiv:0708.0802 [hep-th].

[9] M.R. Gaberdiel, Fusion rules and logarithmic representations of a WZW model at fractional level, Nucl. Phys. B618 (2001) 407–436, arXiv:hep-th/0105046.

[10] D. Adamović, A construction of admissible A^{(1)}_1 -modules of level −^4_3 , J. Pure Appl. Algebra 196 (2005) 119–134, arXiv:math.QA/0401023.

[11] J. Rasmussen, Affine Jordan cells, logarithmic correlators, and Hamiltonian reduction, Nucl. Phys. B736 (2006) 225–258, arXiv:hep-th/0508179.

[12] D. Ridout, Fusion in fractional level ^sl(2)-theories with k = −^1_2 , Nucl. Phys. B848 (2011) 216–250, arXiv:1012.2905 [hep-th].

[13] J. Rasmussen, Staggered and affine Kac modules over A^{(1)}_1 , Nucl. Phys. B950 (2020) 114865, arXiv:1812.08384 [math-ph].

[14] D. Adamović, A realization of certain modules for the N = 4 superconformal algebra and the affine Lie algebra A^{(1)}_2 , arXiv:1407.1527 [math.QA].

[15] H.G. Kausch, Symplectic fermions, Nucl. Phys. B583 (2000) 513–541, arXiv:hep-th/0003029. [16] V. Schomerus, H. Saleur, The GL(1|1) WZW model: From supergeometry to logarithmic CFT, Nucl. Phys. B734 (2005) 221–245, arXiv:hep-th/0510032.

[17] H. Saleur, V. Schomerus, On the SU(2|1) WZW model and its statistical mechanics applications, Nucl. Phys. B775 (2007) 312–340, arXiv:hep-th/0611147.

[18] T. Creutzig, D. Ridout, Relating the archetypes of logarithmic conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B872 (2013) 348–391, arXiv:1107.2135 [hep-th].

[19] T. Creutzig, D. Ridout, W-algebras extending ^gl (1|1), Springer Proc. Math. Stat. 36 (2013) 349–368, arXiv:1111.5049 [hep-th].

[20] T. Creutzig, S. Kanade, T. Liu, D. Ridout, Cosets, characters and fusion for admissible-level osp(1|2) minimal models, Nucl. Phys. B938 (2018) 22–55, arXiv:1806.09146 [hep-th].

[21] T. Creutzig, R. McRae, J. Yang, Tensor structure on the Kazhdan-Lusztig category for affine gl(1|1), arXiv:2009.00818 [math.QA].

[22] D. Ridout, S. Wood, Bosonic ghosts at c = 2 as a logarithmic CFT, Lett. Math. Phys. 105 (2015) 279–307, arXiv:1408.4185 [hep-th].

[23] D. Adamović, V. Pedić, On fusion rules and intertwining operators for the Weyl vertex algebra, J. Math. Phys. 60 (2019) 081701, arXiv:1903.10248 [math.QA].

[24] R. Allen, S. Wood, Bosonic ghostbusting — the bosonic ghost vertex algebra admits a logarithmic module category with rigid fusion, arXiv:2001.05986 [math.QA].

[25] M.R. Gaberdiel, H.G. Kausch, A rational logarithmic conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B386 (1996) 131–137, arXiv:hep-th/9606050.

[26] M.R. Gaberdiel, H.G. Kausch, A local logarithmic conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B538 (1999) 631–658, arXiv:hep-th/9807091.

[27] M.R. Gaberdiel, An algebraic approach to logarithmic conformal field theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A18 (2003) 4593–4638, arXiv:hep-th/0111260.

[28] B.L. Feigin, A.M. Gainutdinov, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Logarithmic extensions of minimal models: characters and modular transformations, Nucl. Phys. B757 (2006) 303–343, arXiv:hep-th/0606196. [29] J. Rasmussen, W-extended logarithmic minimal models, Nucl. Phys. B807 (2009) 495–533, arXiv:0805.2991 [hep-th].

[30] A. Tsuchiya, S. Wood, The tensor structure on the representation category of the Wp triplet algebra, J. Phys. A46 (2013) 445203, arXiv:1201.0419 [hep-th].

[31] D. Ridout, S. Wood, Modular transformations and Verlinde formulae for logarithmic (p+, p−)-models, Nucl. Phys. B880 (2014) 175–202, arXiv:1310.6479 [hep-th].

[32] M. Cromer, Free field realisations of staggered modules in 2D logarithmic CFTs, arXiv:1612.02909 [hep-th]. [33] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, E. Tartaglia, Logarithmic superconformal minimal models, J. Stat. Mech. (2014) P05001, arXiv:1312.6763 [hep-th].

[34] M. Canagasabey, J. Rasmussen, D. Ridout, Fusion rules for the logarithmic N = 1 superconformal minimal models I: the Neveu-Schwarz sector, J. Phys. A48 (2015) 41, arXiv:1504.03155 [hep-th]. [35] M. Canagasabey, D. Ridout, Fusion rules for the logarithmic N = 1 superconformal minimal models II: including the Ramond sector, Nucl. Phys. B905 (2016) 132–187, arXiv:1512.05837 [hep-th]. [36] D. Ridout, S. Wood, The Verlinde formula in logarithmic CFT, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 597 (2015) 012065, arXiv:1409.0670 [hep-th].

[37] E. Verlinde, Fusion rules and modular transformations in 2D conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B300 (1988) 360–376.

[38] I.G. Koh, P. Sorba, Fusion rules and (sub-)modular invariant partition functions in non-unitary theories, Phys. Lett. B215 (1988) 723–729.

[39] P. Mathieu, M.A. Walton, Fractional-level Kač-Moody algebras and nonunitary coset conformal field theories, Prog. Theor. Phys. Supp. 102 (1990) 229–254.

[40] D. Ridout, ^sl(2)_{−1/2}: A case study, Nucl. Phys. B814 (2009) 485–521, arXiv:0810.3532 [hep-th]. [41] T. Creutzig, D. Ridout, Modular data and Verlinde formulae for fractional level WZW models I, Nucl. Phys. B865 (2012) 83–114, arXiv:1205.6513 [hep-th].

[42] T. Creutzig, D. Ridout, Modular data and Verlinde formulae for fractional level WZW models II, Nucl. Phys. B875 (2013) 423–458, arXiv:1306.4388 [hep-th].

[43] J. Fuchs, S. Hwang, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Nonsemisimple fusion algebras and the Verlinde formula, Commun. Math. Phys. 247 (2004) 713–742, arXiv:hep-th/0306274.

[44] M. Flohr, H. Knuth, On Verlinde-like formulas in cp,1 logarithmic conformal field theories, arXiv:0705.0545 [math-ph].

[45] M.R. Gaberdiel, I. Runkel, From boundary to bulk in logarithmic CFT, J. Phys. A41 (2008) 075402, arXiv:0707.0388 [hep-th].

[46] A.M. Gainutdinov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Radford, Drinfeld and Cardy boundary states in (1, p) logarithmic conformal field models, J. Phys. A42 (2009) 315207, arXiv:0711.3430 [hep-th].

[47] P. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, P. Ruelle, Grothendieck ring and Verlinde-like formula for the W-extended logarithmic minimal model WLM(1, p), J. Phys. A43 (2010) 045211, arXiv:0907.0134 [hep-th]. [48] J. Rasmussen, Fusion matrices, generalized Verlinde formulas, and partition functions in WLM(1, p), J. Phys. A43 (2010) 105201, arXiv:0908.2014 [hep-th].

[49] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, Coset graphs in bulk and boundary logarithmic minimal models, Nucl. Phys. B846 (2011) 616–649, arXiv:1010.5328 [hep-th].

[50] T. Creutzig, Y.-Z. Huang, J. Yang, Braided tensor categories of admissible modules for affine Lie algebras, Commun. Math. Phys. 362 (2018) 827–854, arXiv:1709.01865 [math.QA].

[51] T. Creutzig, T. Liu, D. Ridout, S. Wood, Unitary and non-unitary N = 2 minimal models, JHEP 2019 (2019) 24, arXiv:1902.08370 [math-ph].

[52] D. Adamović, A. Milas, Vertex operator algebras associated to modular invariant representations for A^{(1)}_1 , Math. Res. Lett. 2 (1995) 563–575, arXiv:q-alg/9509025.

[53] F. Lesage, P. Mathieu, J. Rasmussen, H. Saleur, The ^su(2)_{−1/2} WZW model and the βγ system, Nucl. Phys. B647 (2002) 363–403, arXiv:hep-th/0207201.

[54] F. Lesage, P. Mathieu, J. Rasmussen, H. Saleur, Logarithmic lift of the ^su(2)_{−1/2} model, Nucl. Phys. B686 (2004) 313–346, arXiv:hep-th/0311039.

[55] D. Ridout, ^sl (2)_{−1/2} and the triplet model, Nucl. Phys. B835 (2010) 314–342, arXiv:1001.3960 [hep-th].

[56] D. Ridout, S. Wood, Relaxed singular vectors, Jack symmetric functions and fractional level ^sl (2) models, Nucl. Phys. B894 (2015) 621–664, arXiv:1501.07318 [hep-th].

[57] D. Adamović, Realizations of simple affine vertex algebras and their modules: the cases ^sl(2) and ^osp(1, 2), Commun. Math. Phys. 366 (2019) 1025–1067, arXiv:1711.11342 [math.QA].

[58] K. Kawasetsu, D. Ridout, Relaxed highest-weight modules I: rank 1 cases, Commun. Math. Phys. 368 (2019) 627–663, arXiv:1803.01989 [math.RT].

[59] Y. Kazama, H. Suzuki, New N = 2 superconformal field theories and superstring compactification, Nucl. Phys. B321 (1989) 232–268.

[60] Y. Kazama, H. Suzuki, Characterization of N = 2 superconformal models generated by coset space method, Phys. Lett. B216 (1989) 112–116.

[61] B. Feigin, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Equivalence between chain categories of representations of affine sl(2) and N = 2 superconformal algebras, J. Math. Phys. 39 (1998) 3865–3905, arXiv:hep-th/9701043. [62] T. Creutzig, S. Kanade, A.R. Linshaw, D. Ridout, Schur-Weyl duality for Heisenberg cosets, Transformation Groups 24 (2019) 301–354, arXiv:1611.00305 [math.QA].

[63] T. Liu, Coset construction for the N = 2 and osp(1|2) minimal models, Ph.D thesis, the University of Melbourne (2019).

[64] K. Kytölä, D. Ridout, On staggered indecomposable Virasoro modules, J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 123503, arXiv:0905.0108 [math-ph].

[65] V.G. Kac, D.A. Kazhdan, Structure of representations with highest weight of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, Adv. Math. 34 (1979) 97–108.

[66] M. Gorelik, V. Kac, On simplicity of vacuum modules, Adv. Math. 211 (2007) 621–677, arXiv:math-ph/0606002.

[67] N.N. Shapovalov, On bilinear form on the universal enveloping algebra of a complex semisimple Lie algebra, Funct. Anal. Appl. 6 (1972) 307–312.

[68] W. Boucher, D. Friedan, A. Kent, Determinant formulae and unitarity for the N = 2 superconformal algebras in two dimensions or exact results on string compactification, Phys. Lett. B172 (1986) 316–322. [69] A. Schwimmer, N. Seiberg, Comments on the N = 2, 3, 4 superconformal algebras in two dimensions, Phys. Lett. B184 (1987) 191–196.

[70] B.L. Feigin, A.M. Semikhatov, V.A. Sirota, I.Yu. Tipunin, Resolutions and characters of irreducible representations of the N = 2 superconformal algebra, Nucl. Phys. B536 (1998) 617–656, arXiv:hep-th/9805179. [71] R. Vasseur, J.L. Jacobsen, H. Saleur, Indecomposability parameters in chiral logarithmic conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B851 (2011) 314–345, arXiv:1103.3134 [math-ph].

[72] P. Mathieu and D. Ridout, Logarithmic M (2, p) minimal models, their logarithmic couplings, and duality, Nucl. Phys. B801 (2008) 268–295, arXiv:0711.3541 [hep-th].

[73] A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, All singular vectors of the N=2 superconformal algebra via the algebraic continuation approach, arXiv:hep-th/9604176.

[74] R. Sato, Kazama-Suzuki coset construction and its inverse, arXiv:1907.02377 [math.QA].

(Christopher Raymond) Mathematical Sciences Institute, Australian National University, Acton, Australia, 2601.

Email address: christopher.raymond@anu.edu.au

(David Ridout) School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Melbourne, Parkville, Australia, 3010.

Email address: david.ridout@unimelb.edu.au

(Jørgen Rasmussen) School of Mathematics and Physics, The University of Queensland, St Lucia, Australia, 4072.

Email address: j.rasmussen@uq.edu.au