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A DIFFERENTIAL U-MODULE ALGEBRA FOR U = ﬂqs€(2) AT AN EVEN
ROOT OF UNITY

A.M. SEMIKHATOV

ABSTRACT. We show that the full matrix algebra MAC) is a U-module algebra for
U =U4s((2), a 2p3-dimensional quanturst(2) group at the pth root of unity. Map(C)
decomposes into a direct sum of projectitemodulesP; with all oddn, 1< n< p.
In terms of generators and relations, thisnodule algebra is described as the algebra
of g-differential operators “in one variable” with the relai®dz = q —q~ 1+ q2z0
andzP = dP = 0. These relations define a “parafermionic” statistics feateralizes the
fermionic commutation relations. By the Kazhdan—Lusztigldy, it is to be realized in
a manifestly quantum-group-symmetric descriptiorifl) logarithmic conformal field
models. We extend the Kazhdan-Lusztig duality betwigeand the(p, 1) logarithmic
models by constructing a quantum de Rham complex of thelk@module algebra and
discussing its field-theory counterpart.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The main results. For an integemp > 2, letq = ep and letll = Uqst(2) be the
quantum group with generatogs K, andF and the relations

KEK'=¢%E, KFK1=g7?F

Y

(11) K_Kfl
E,Fl=——-r
[E,F] PR

(1.2) EP=FP=0, K?*=1

(and the Hopf algebra structure to be described below).

We construct a representation fon the full matrix algebra Ma{C). For ap x p
matrix X = (), (EX);; is a linear combination of the right and upper neighborsof
and (FX);; is a linear combination of the left and lower neighbors, viith coefficients
shown in the diagrams:

- - o jeairi
- 1] T
2(i-j-1)
(13) E: _qq—q71 F . Cl2I.7im
= (g )
I Ll+1 i+1]

With the necessary modifications at the boundaries, theggréarmulas are as follows:
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Xio X j+1 0

1 ; ' - o
E(X) = q—q-1 Xi,z—clz('_z)xi—l,l--- Xi7j+1_q2(l_1_1>xi—l7j _qz(l_l)xi—l,p
Xo2 =0 X 11 ...Xp7j+1—q_2(j+l)xp_1’j =0T

(with the only zero in the top right cornemyhere we explicitly show the ith row and the
jth column

(KX);j = g*0Dx;
and

Xu o X —a =Xy Xt a X
F(X) = qlfi[i]xiH’1 qlfi[i]xiJrLj — g4 — UXjq - qlfi[i]xiJrl’IOJrq*Zixi‘pf1

0 _qJ[J_l]qujil Xp,pfl
(with the only zero in the bottom left corner), where we agshiow theith row and the
jth column, and where

="

T
Theorem.

(1) The above formulas define a representatioriiof U,s¢(2) on Matp(C).
(2) Maty(C) is aU-module algebra.

We recall that for a Hopf algebr&’, an H-module algebra is an algebra in the tensor
category ofH-modules, i.e., is a (leftf-moduleV with a composition law @V —
V such thath(vw) = S h'(v)h”’(w) for he H andv,w € V (here,A(h) =Sh ®h” is
Sweedler’s notation for coproduct).

The quantum groupl has 2 irreducible representatiod§", 1 < r < p, with dimX =
r [I]. We let P denote their projective covers. The “plus” representatiare distin-
guished from the “minus” ones by the fact that tensor proslligt® X¢ decompose into
the X" andP; (andX is the trivial representation).

Theorem (continued)
(3) Maty(C) decomposes into indecomposaltilenodules as
(1.4) Map(C) =P @ P35 @---® Py,

in simple words, the condition states a natural compaitiyhiletween thé{-action and multiplication
onV, “natural” becausé{ acts on a product via comultiplication. Claim (2) is thus tive standard matrix
multiplication is compatible with the proposed actioribfand its comultiplication).
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wherev = pis p ifodd and p- 1if p is even.

The algebra in[{1]4) is the smalldstmodule algebra that contaiffy , the projective
cover of the trivial representation. Thig-@limensional module can be visualized as a
span of D elements with thé&(-action given by/[1]

E F
/ \
bpo1 & lpo=.. .24 .= Ttp2 &2 fpa

e\ /E

where the horizontal arrows represent the actiof ¢fo the left) andF (to the right)
up tononzerdfactors and the tilted arrows indicate that the map in theosjie direction
vanishes; the bottom 1 spans the 1-dimensional submodutleealgebradefined on the
sum of projective modules, we can say more about the stmolft.‘ﬂ?f.

Theorem (continued)
(4) There is an isomorphism dfi-module algebras
PrePie- oP) =Cqzd],
whereC, [z, d] is the associative algebra with generatarand z and the relations
(1.5) 0z=q—q 1+q 229,
(1.6) P =0, ’=0.

(5) Under this isomorphism, the “wings” of the projective moelti; in (L.3) are
powers of a single generator each,

(1.7) - -
/ \
Pl = P2z 22 =...2 92 = pp-l
£\ /E
and the “top” element is
p— 1
(1.8) Lol
AT

In other words, out(-module algebra is identified with the algebragedifferential oper-
ators “in one variable” with nilpotency conditioris (IL.6h¢hawith a slightly unusual rule
for carryingd throughz). This is parallel to the classic result that M@t) is generated
by x andy satisfying the relationgx = qxy andxP = yP = 1, whereq is the pth root
of unity [2] (a finite quantum plane in the modern terminolpdyut there seems to be
no direct (“exponential”) relation between our “nilpotef@P = zP = 0) and the classic
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“unipotent” (xP = yP = 1) constructions. Apart from matrix curiosities, tha@ifferential
operators yield a preferential (“more invariant”) destidp of the algebra on the sum of
“odd” projectivell-modulesP] ® P @ ... compared with its matrix realization.

Obviously,t in (1.7) is defined up to the addition afl, a € C, and expressio (1.8) is
therefore a particular representative of this class; #is be understood in what follows.

For a quasitriangulat, anH-module algebra is said to be quantum commutative [3]
(also,H-, R-, or braided commutative) if
(1.9) vw=Yy R@ (w) RV (v),

forallv,weV, whereR=y RY @ R? ¢ H 3 is the universaR-matrix. Ourll-module
algebra is not quantum commutative; neverthelesation (I.9) is satisfied for v= 79!
and w=z"g" if and only if eithern=0ori=0or |i+ m—j—n| > p.

Returning to matrices and representing commutation celaf{1.5) %

0O ........... 0 0O 1 .......... 0
10 ....... 0 0 0 q1[2 0
(110) z=|0 1 0 of, d=(qa—qh g : ,
g 0 ... 0 ¢*Pp—1
0 ...... 1 O 0O ......... 0 0

we have one of the “matrix curiosities™#tegers rather than g-integens the matrix
representation of (11.8):

0 0 ............. 0
01 0 ......... 0
|00 2 0 ... 0
(1.11) =(q—q ) .
0 0 p-2 0
0O ......... 0 p-1

Next, it turns out that a differential calculus can be depebbfor our algeb@q [z,0]
such that the differential (satisfying the “classical” beitz rule!) commutes with the
guantum group action. L€ét,[{, d] be an “odd” counterpart E4[z d] —the algebra on
¢ andd with the relationg/? =0, 32 = 0, andd { = —q 2 5. The new variables are to
be considered the differentials of the “coordinatés: d(z) andd = d(d)ﬁ

Theorem (continued)
(6) A quotient of C4[z,d] ® C4[¢, 5] can be endowed with the structure of a dif-

2We do not reduce the expressions using tffat —1 and[p—i] = [i] when the unreduced form helps
to see a pattern.
3 . 2‘0 H 1 ” H Q2 -
If our Cy4(z 0] is relabeled a€’; " [z 9], then its “odd” counterpart is to be denoted@é. [¢,0]; we
use the simpler notation for brevity.
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ferential U-module algebraQC,[z,d],d) that is a quantum de Rham complex
of Cq(z,9].

The notatiorQC, [z, d] assumes thdt, [z, d] is the algebra of 0-forms. The exact formu-
las defining the quotient and theaction are given in SeCl 4 below.

As an illustration of the action of the differentidlon the module structure, we note
that the unity in?;", Eq. [I.T), is annihilated, and therefcﬂaqL is not preserved by.
On the other hand, there is another, datlosed element i®1C,[z, d] in the same grade
asdt, and elements in the cohomology df which together withd(P] ) arrange into the
direct sum of twdl-modules

L
(1.12) zP-1 =d(Z)0'
e i;H
\ E/
P2 =2..=2 20 =2
D
1,
I;mi d(d ) 0p716
F

O &2 90 &=...2 gp-23

whered(Z) = q*'[i]Z7Z andd(d') = q'~1[i] '~ 4. The “corners” -1 anddP~15
are in the cohomology of the differential

1.2. Motivation and some (un)related approachesOur interest in the quantum group
U =U,s¢(2) and related objects stems from its occurrence in logarittvmnformal field
theories[1, 4] (also see a similar quantum group structu{,i€], a review in[[7], and
a further development in [SB.But this particular version of the quantwst(2) actually
made its first appearance much earlier; a regrettable amigs{the arXiv version of)[7]
was paper[21], where the regular representatidth wias elegantly described in terms of
the even subalgebra of a matrix algebra times a Grassmaginralgn two generators for
each block (also see [22,]23,124] for a very closely relateahtium group ap = 3; our
quantum group was also the subject of attention in[[25, 26]).

The correspondence betweghand the(p,1) logarithmic conformal field models,
which is a version of the Kazhdan—Lusztig duality|[27], exte not only to the repre-

4on the subject of logarithmigp, 1) models, without attempting to be complete in any way, we ttete
pioneering works [, 10, 11] (where, in particular, the syatim of the model — thériplet algebra— was
identified), reviews[[12, 13] of the early stages, “logamiib deformations” in[[14], the definition of the
triplet algebraW(p) at generap as the kernel of a screening and the fusion algebra of ghier@ducible
W(p)-representation§ [15] (also seel[16]), the studWgp) with the aid of Zhu's algebra [17], interesting
recent advances in [18,119,/20, 8], and, of course, the numsesferences therein.
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sentation theories but also to modular group actions, thetutao group action generated
from the characters of th&/(p) algebra being isomorphic to that on the quantum group
center [1] 4, 5, 6]. But algebraic structuresiérmodules have not been investigated in
the Kazhdan—-Lusztig context. Relatiohs {1.5),](1.6) afad¢ba quantum-group counter-
part of the “hidden” quantum-group symmetry of tfge 1) logarithmic conformal model
(se€l.3below).

On the other hand, commutation relatidbn {1.5) can be condpaith the (considerably
more general) setting of quantum Weyl algebras [28/ 29, 3@kre, one considers the
defining relations (thé@’ are not powers of an element but different elements)

3 Rixoq = axx;,
dlx = & +qZRij|kxka', 1<i,j,...<n,
Y Rio*d' =qo'a’,
whereRis ann® x n® matrix solution of the Yang—Baxter equatiandthe Hecke relation.
For the ‘g¢,” R-matrix, in particular,
% =1+0%0'+(F—1) T X0,
>

which in the casa = 1 (of little interest in the general theory of quantum Weygediras)
becomes

Ox =1+ g°x0.

Our relation [[1.b) involveg — g1 instead of unity, which is dictated by themodule
algebra property, withl = ﬂqsé(Z) being our main, initial object (in contrast to quantum
Weyl algebras, where thed'x—x0d” relations are considered primary and then quantum
enveloping algebras generated by @ are studied; also, olR-matrix does not satisfy
the Hecke relation).

1.3. “Parafermionic statistics”.

1.3.1. Relations[(1.5) and (1.6) take a “fermionic” form fpe= 2:
{0,0}=0, {zz}=0, {0,z} =2i,

where{ , } isthe anticommutat&.‘l’his “fermionic statistics” (i.e., Clifford-algebra rela
tions) is very well known to be relevant to the simplest ldidfainic conformal field theory
model in the(p,1) family, the (2,1) model [10,11], whose dual quantum group is our
Uatp=2 (q=1i): thismodel is described by “symplectic fermions” — comfa fields
defined on the complex plane that satisfy the fermionic cotatran relations[[31]. For

These three anticommutators are not unrelated to, but neudehlrly distinguished from the relations
in the U algebra itself ap = 2, which can be written a§E, E} = 0, {F, F} =0, and{E,F} = 2 (1-K?)
for F = KF.
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generalp, the (p, 1) logarithmic model corresponds under the Kazhdan-Lusztadity

justtoU atq = er, and relations[(115) and_(1.6) are a generalization of thaifmic
statistics.

1.3.2. Manifestly quantum-group-invariant description of LCFTs. Forp> 2, anim-
portant problem is to describe th{@,1) logarithmic conformal models imanifestly
guantum-group-invariant termsThe idea of an explicit quantum group symmetry was
(somewhat implicitly) expressed inl[4], where the Fermiistes realized fop = 2 was
predicted to extend for generplto a “parafermionic@ statistics onp — 1 pairs of fields,
which would also allow realizing projective modules oves thiplet algebra.

Relations[(1.6) and (11.6) suggest this gengrdparafermionic” statistics of thép, 1)
logarithmic conformal field theory models. To realize it, meoducep— 1 pairs of fields
(™(w) andd™(w), m=1,...,p—1, carrying the samH representation as tt#' ando™,
and set®(w) = (°(w) = 1 (here,w is a coordinate on the complex plane). Tai&w)
andd™(w) have conformal weight zero. With (1.7) rewritten in termgta# fields,

—1
(1.13) A(w) = pz ﬁc”zs”(w)
£ BN
PHw) = ... = (w) sl w) = ... 2 §P-L(w),

it follows that/A(w) is alogarithmic partnerof the identity operator (cfl_[4]).

1.3.3. First-order “parafermionic” systems. The differentiald acting on conformal
fields (in terms of the coordinate on the complex plane) commutes with the quantum
group action on the fields. This is also the case with the de Rham comple®C, |z, 9]

on the algebraic side, and we do not therefore distinguishtwio differentials. It is
instructive to rewrite[(1.12) in terms of fields. For this, im&roduce the fieldg"(w) as

(1.14) ds"(w) = [n)g" "(w), n=1,....p—1

Then the field€"(w) andn"(w) constitute & p— 1)-component “parafermionic” version
of the first-order fermionic system. The field realizatiorook of the modules il (1.112)
IS

p—1
(1.15) J(w) = Z q" M (w) ev2po(w)
n=1 F E
\ 1 — — p-1 /

5The word “parafermionic” is somewhat overloaded here (andparticular, is not related to the
parafermions discussed in the context of logarithmic con#d field theories in[[32]); although its use
is motivated by the discussion in_[33], “anyonic” might beedtbr choice.
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where¢ (w) is introduced asli¢ (w) = J(w),

1
1

ae

p
(1.16) I(w) =

n

d"s"(w),

andev2P¢W) s the “screening current’— a field on the complex plane st taking
the first-order pole in the OPE with it defines a screening atper

In the Appendix, we consider the “parafermionic” fields, gealizing free fermions, in
more detail. The extension from fermions-£ 2) to “parafermions” (general) is also
closely related to an algebraic pattern that we now recall.

1.3.4. On the algebraic side, just the same ideology of a “quantuemegalization of
fermionic commutation relations was put forward|in [3]. Tdgding principle was that
of quantum commutativity, which “encompasses commuttivi algebras and superal-
gebras on one hand and the quantum planes and superplatesather” [3]. A number
of examples, including the quantum plane, were considerddat paper. We also note
the related points in [34, 35]; in particular, a free algetmaheé; with the relations

EiEj = Rir?nfmfn

(WhereR{]-‘” is again a matrix solution of the Yang—Baxter equation) iargum commu-
tative in the category of Yetter—Drinfeld modules over tieddebra obtained frorR via
the Faddeev—Reshetikhin—Takhtajan construction, he.free algebra on thé; with the
relations

R-rj;mCECIm = RIrEnCimer]-
(A partly reversed logic has also been used to find solutibtissoyang—Baxter equation
from Yetter—Drinfeld (“Yang—Baxter”) modules [36]).

For us, as in[[1, 7], the quantum gro@pis not reconstructed from son®ematrix
but is given as the primary object (originally determinediy Kazhdan—Lusztig duality
with logarithmic conformal field theory). We then define ageddra ond andz with the
crucial commutation relation given bly (1.5), verify themodule property, and find the
algebra decomposition. Alternatively, it could be possitd start with the appropriate
sum of (the “odd”) projective quantum-group modules andctashe somehow that it is
an associative algebra; from this perspective, the resuttss paper include finding the
generatorsd andz) and relations [(1]5) an@ (1.6)) in this associative algebr

1.4. U4st(2). We quote several results about our quantum gfdup (1), (1.2) [1].
The Hopf algebra structure &f is given by
AE)=E®K+1®E, AK)=KoK, AF)=Fo1+K1oF,
E(E)=¢(F)=0, &(K)=1,
S(E)=—-EK™!, SK)=K™ SF)=—KF.
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Therefore, in particular, the condition for an algebraarrying a representation of to
be all-module algebra is that

m
I
’rﬁ
=
=
2
+
/I'T'l
=

forvweV.

For each K r < p— 1, the projective modul@;" that covers the irreducible representa-
tion X;* has dimension g, for r = p, the projective module coincides with the irreducible
representation [1]. The structure of projecti¥enodules is made very explicit inl[1] and
all the indecomposable representationt @ire classified in_[4] (they can also be deduced
from a more general approach in [37]).

The universaR-matrix for U was found in [1]:

p14p1 B -2
(1.17) - 1p% g HEb-Feid o piks.

b
2

Strictly speaking, this is not aR-matrix for the quantum groupl because of the half-
integer powers oK involved here. This was discussed in detailin [1]; an esabpbint
is that the so-called monodromy mathk= R»;R isan element ot ® U; in our present
context, a similar effect is that we do not have to introdued-imteger powers of
because all elgenvalues Kf which areq", occur with evem here. Thus, whenevd

acts byg?" —e ya ,0<n< p—l,weseiKz to act byq" —ep.
Theg-integersn] were defined above, and we also use the standard notation
m!
=02l (7 =

n
(with [7] =0 form< n).

Most of the material that relates to proving the theorem ifected in Secl12; some
remarks about the matrix realization are in Séc. 3; the siberto a differential alge-
bra (the quantum de Rham complex@f(z d]) is given in Sec[}4. Implications of the
“parafermionic statistics” (i.e., of the commutation tedas in ourll-module algebra) for
conformal field theory are discussed in the Appendix.

2. 0-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON THE LINE AT A ROOT OF UNITY

We consider the “quantum lin€Z[Z], i.e., the space of polynomials in one variable; the
“quantum” (i.e., noncommutative) features are to be se¢nmithe polynomials them-
selves but in operators acting on them (and therefaypgaetumline is a certain abuse of
speech unless it is endowed with some extra structures).
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2.1. z, 9, and a'l action.

2.1.1. We define thél action onC|z] as
EZF = —q"mZ™?,
K 2" = ¢2MZ",
FZ" = [mql M1
That this is indeed &l action is easy to verify. Clearly, the unity spans a submadul

The module structure df[Z] is given by the diagram (an infinite version of the zigzag
modules considered inl[4]; see al50l[37])

Z72p+1 21 = ... = s+l Ml =22z
F E FE
N N Y \F
7P zP 1

where the horizontal: arrows denote the action By (to the right) ancE (to the left) up
to nonzero factors.

2.1.2. The formulas above actually mak¥z into all-module algebra. The elementary
proof of this fact amounts to the calculation

S E'(Z"E"(2") = Z"E(2") + E@"K(Z) = —q"[n]2"Z" L — q"mZ™ g2
= — (@[] +q™ = m) T = —qM™ N me |2 = (2T,

and similarly forF.

2.1.3. We next introduce a “dual” quantum lir@[d] of polynomials in ag-derivative
operatord on C[z], and postulate the commutation relatidn {1.5). A simple@se in
recursion then leads to the relations

oM — i;q(Zmi)nJrimi(izl) [rln] [ﬂ [i]! (Cl _ qfl)i A gm-i

(because of thg-binomial coefficients, the range ois bounded above by mim,n)).
Anticipating the result inl(1]7), we thus have the commotatelations between elements
of the projective modulé; .

We letC,[z, d] denote the associative algebra generateddnydd with relation [1.5).
In the formulas such as abowas the operator of multiplication by and all expressions
like 0™Z" are understood accordingly; as regardsatigonof 0 onC|Z, it is given by the
I = mterm in the last formula:

am(zn) _ qm(m—n)-i-—m(n;l) {n] [m)! (Cl _ q—l)mzn—m.

m
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2.1.4. Itfollows from2.13that

0™z =q ?"20™+q(1—q 2™
and

02 =q 20 +q(1—q "2,
and henc@? and 2 are central inC,(z,9].

We note that Lusztig’s trick of resolving the ambiguitiesdin— (dPX —XdP)/[p] and
X — (ZPX —XZ°)/[p| then yields twaderivationsof Cq [z, 0]:

A Z\ | |n IJF[|]1] H(q q 1)izn—i0p—i,
(9
and
Z'— 0,
N, _ Zl | |n IjL[i]l] H(q_q—l)izp—iﬁn—i‘

2.1.5. We next define th&l action onC[d] as
EoN = qlfn[n]dnfl,
Ko = q—2n0n
Fo"=—q"[no"".

Clearly, thisis a U action, the unity &= d° is a submodule, and this action make®]
into all-module algebra.

2.1.6. Lemma.C,[z d] is aU-module algebra.

The proof amounts to verifying th& andF preserve the ideal generated by the left-hand
side of [1.h):

E(@z—(q—q Y —q%20) =E(0)Kz+dE(2) —q %(E(2)K(d) +2E(9))

= 42— 907 —q *(—9Zq ?0+2) =0

by2.1.3 Similarly,

F(0z—(q—q Y —q%20) =K Y0)F(2) +F(d)z— q >(K (2Fd +F(2)9)

= 4°0 —q0°2—q *(—q %290 +9) =

bylZ.1.3as well.
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2.1.7. As noted in the Introduction, the quantum commutativitygady, Eq. [(1.D), is
violated for ourll-module algebra; for example, we have

p—1
R2(RV(z) = § y 20
2 2.V

with the nonzero coefficients
j+p-2 . o i T 112
=Y (q—q HFitlg At {'ﬂ [ [i+1— ]
i=max(j—1,0)
Yet in the basis of monomiag"9", Eq. (1.9) holds in the cases noted above, which in
particular include all pairs = 23!, w= zZ" and all pairsv = 3!, w = zZ"d", for which
all the 0" in wv stand to right of the™. For example, with th&-matrix in (I.1T), we
calculate
S (q-q Y 0D i ge i 2 1
Roea=2 "o " (" EoeFz=q%00z+(q-q H)1el,
£ !
and therefore the right-hand side lof {1.9) evaluates as
S R2(RY(3)=q—q t+q 220 =0z

In the commutative subalgebr&$z] andC|d], even simpler,

1

R(zwz) = Z;% q'7 2P VEzeFiz=g%20 2+ (-0 (02 o1,

which makes[(119) an identity, and similarly fafd @ 9).

2.2. The quotientC,[z,d]. We saw ifZI.4thatzP anddP are central inCq[z d]. The
formulas for thell action also imply thaEZz’ = Fz° = EdP = FdP = 0. We can therefore
take the quotient o€, [z, d] by relations[(1.6). The quotiedt-module algebra is denoted
by Cq4[z 9] in what follows.

We note that the derivations [11.4do not descent t€,[z d] because, for example,
2(2P)=pla—q 1.

2.3. Thel action onC[Z]/ZP in terms of g-differential operators. This subsection is a digres-
sion not needed in the rest of this paper.

2.3.1. “Scaling” operator £. The operator
e 0z— 3(3
9a—q

=1- qilza7
commutes wittz andd as
e =q e, &9"=q?o"e.

In what follows, when we speak of treetion of g-differential operators of[Z, it is of course
understood that (") = q~2"2".
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We also calculate

In particular,EP = 1+ zP9P, and hence
EP=1 in GC,lz9].

Therefore £ is invertible inCy4 [z d]. Moreover, it is easy to see that@ [z d], the above formula
for EM extends to negative as

1+Z

which thus gives an explicit representation &r?, in particular.

7'+1 —1)iq‘”iz‘0‘, nez,

The next lemma shows that, as could be expected; tnedF generators acting ofi[Z] /zP are
(almost) given by multiplication by and by ag-derivative.

2.3.2. Lemma. ThelU action onC[Z]/ZP is given by the g-differential operators

1
E= 1—¢1
q_qflz( )7

K=e¢e1,
1
q—q7t

F= d.

Proof. First, by2.3.1 E, K, andF areg-differential operators. Next, we verify that the rightrda
sides of the three formulas above act on #leas desired. This suffices for the proof, but it is
actually rather instructive to verify tHed commutation relations for the abo# K, andF. For
example, we have

1 1

_ - - -1 s o1
BF—FE= — qp2l-&¢10— = 021-¢7
B 1 201,45 1 o1y &€
_(q_q—l)z(l q “€7)zo (q_q71)202(1 &)= 9—q-1°
where in the last equality we substit@ = q(1— &) anddz= q—q~L€. O

2.4. Decomposition of @q[z, d]. We now decompose thg?-dimensionall-module
Cqylz, 9] into indecomposable representations.

2.4.1. P{. The projective modul®; C C,[z d] is identified very easily. Farin (1.8),
it follows that
Et=2z+q2zP0"!, Ft=04q2z" 10"
In C4[z,d], we therefore have th& module realized as shown in(1.7) (where, again,
the horizontal arrows represent the actiofradndE up to nonzero factors).

2.4.2. Theorem.As al-module,C4 [z ] decomposes as
Cylz,0| =P 0P & &Py,

wherev = pif pis odd and p- 1if p is even.
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(We recall that din®; = 2pfor 1 < n< p—1and din?} = p.)
Proof. The proof is only half legerdemain and the other half calooita somewhat in-

volved at one point; reducing the calculational componemild/be desirable.

The moduleP; is given in [1.7). The modul@};, which occurs in the direct sum in the
theorem whenevep = 2s+ 1 is odd, is the irreducible representation with the highest
weight vector

ti1(s) = Z}q's [S+ 'I - 1] 2759 p=2s+1.
i=
Calculating with the aid of
E(Zman> _ ql—n[n]zmﬁn—l . qm—Zn[m]zm—i—lﬁn7
F(Zmﬁn) — qlfm[m]szldn o qanm[n]zmarHl,

we easily verify thaEty (s) = 0; it also follows thaF P~1t;(s) # O; in fact,
S . 1 . .
FP-1ty(s) = [p— 1! Z}q's [S+ - 1] 29+,
i=

As we know from [1], each of the othétj, ; modules for 1< r < | 252 has the
structure (withr omitted from arguments for brevity)

(2.1) t1 2.2ty ]
E
/ \
|p,2r,1<:>...<— I]_ nz...2 rp—2r—1

AN /
and our task is now to identify the corresponding element;ia, d].

We begin constructing, 41 from the bottom, setting
p—r-1 .
_ [r+i=1' Fiitrai
which is easily verified to satisfy the relatib; = 0; also,F2'b, # 0—in fact,

p—r—1 i1
HESICIEDY ek giZa

—andF?*1p; = 0. This completely describes the bott¢zn + 1)-dimensional submod-
ule (the irreducible representati@@rﬂ).

We next seek; such thab; = Fly; obviously,l; is of the general form

p—r—2 o 1o
|1: )\iql’lzl-i-H— 0|.
2
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The conditionb; = Fl; is equivalent to the recursion relations (we restone the argu-
ment)

22) Mesa(Dli+1+2) = q 2 YA () = o

The problem is made nontrivial by the existencewd boundary conditions: we must
have

23 Do(r) =4 T4
and
(2.4) Ao-r-a(n) = a% 1

simultaneously.

We now solve the recursion starting from the 0 boundary. The problem is thus to
find Ai(r) with i > 1 from (2.2) and[(2J3) and then verify that (2.4) is satisfied.

The solution is particularly simple far= 1, whereA;(1) = ¢2/[3] for all i > 1. For
r = 2, the solution is “linear in”:

M@= [ i aati-n). i1

Forr = 3, itis “quadratic” in a similar sense,
-1
Ai(3) = m (a*fi+5]li+6]+ 4% +5] E i-1+q%i-2-1), i>1
The general solution is given by
-1 .
Ai(r) = [erl} (qr+1[lr+_21r] (N

n—-1

+;iqr+n[i+2rr+:_”} [rgl} [nrl} r—n—1]! Jllh i+
+a” jlji[i - JJ),

i > 1. The first term in the brackets can be included into the suenmg\by extending it to
n=1, but we isolated it because this is the only term that doesorgain the factoji — 1]
and it clearly shows that the solution starts[d "] i 4r 2. i +2r] (all the
other terms are then found relatively easily from the reoajs The boundary condition

ati = p—r — 2 is remarkably simple to verify: only one (the last) term trdoutes and
immediately yields the desired result.

The structure of the general formula may be clarified with aemepresentative exam-
ple:
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(E) = [151} _l<q6[i+10][i+9][i+8][i+7]+q7[i+9][i+8][i+7] [g} i1
+q8[i+8][i+7]%[g] i—2i— 1)+ % +7] [g} i—3i—2)i-1

+ 0 — 4][i — ][ — 2[i —1]>.
This also illustrates the general situation with the boupd@ndition ati=p—r —2
(only the last term is nonzero y_7(5)).
With the A; andl; thus found, the othdp, follow by the action ofE.

All the rp in (2.1), starting withr; such thatEr; = by, 1, are found totally similarly
(or, with some care, obtained from theby interchanging anda).

The proof is finished with a recourse to the representatiearshofU [4]. For definite-
ness, we consider the case of an @d¢ = 2s+ 1. Then what we have established so far
is the existence of elements shown with black dots in[FigottHe irreducible projective

s+3 s+2 s+1 S s-1 s-2 s-3 s-4 ...

FIGURE 1. Identifying the projective modules @[z, d].

module®; and for what is to become the projective modules ,, Py 4, ..., P1. To
actually show that the black dots do complete to the respegtiojective modules, we
establish the arrows (maps By from some elements shown with open dots (which are
thus to become the correspondingn (2.1)). The grading indicated in the figure is such
that deg =1 and de@ = —1. In any grades > 0O, there arep — u linearly independent
elements inCy[z, d]:

2 Alg, A2p?% L., ZPigply
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In grades, in particular, there arp— s= s+ 1 elements, and just+ 1 black dots in all of
thePS, P} ,, ..., P{. Butin grades— 1, there ares+ 2 linearly independent elements,
only s+ 1 of which have been accounted for by the black dots constiusx far. We let
the remaining element—the open dot in gradel in Fig.[1 —be temporarily denoted
by os 1.

Because gradeis exhausted by black dotg,os 1) is either zero or a linear combi-
nation of thees. But it is elementary to see that there is only one (up to aemxnfactor,
of course) element in each grade annihilatedbwand in grades— 1 it has already been
found: this is theb; state (the leftmosi) in 93;72 (once again, in what s to becorﬂ?%ﬁ2
when we finish the proof). Thereforg(os 1) is a linear combination of thes in grades,
but we know from|[[4] that this can only be the correspondiregregnt of thePg_2 mod-
ule (the reason is that this is the only element in this gradeis annihilated by in a
quotient ofC, [z, 9]).

Once the./o arrow from asingleelement in grade— 1 is thus established, the rest
of the?g_2 module is completed automatically [4]. In particular, thare thexs shown

in Fig.[J, and hence just one missifi[z, 4] element in grads— 2, to which we again
apply the above argument. Repeating this gives all of thgeptiwe modules in(1]4). [

3. MATRIX REPRESENTATION

3.1. The matrix representation of the basic commutation rataflo5) is found quite
straightforwardly (it has many parallels in tlyditerature, but nevertheless seems to be
new). Because bothandd are p-nilpotent, the matrices representing them have to be
triangular and start with a next-to-leading diagonal; Eg5) then fixes the matrices as
in (1.10) (modulo similarity transformations). The resjust a matter of direct verifica-
tion (and, of course, a consequence of the fact that(_?cj,i[rz; d] = pA).

As regards thé( action in the explicit form[(113), we first verify it on the gemators,
0 andzrepresented as in(1J10), and then propagate tg(@atin accordance with the
U-module algebra property.

It is amusing to see how tiié-module algebra property(XY) = S h'(X)h"(Y) holds
for the ordinary matrix multiplication. Fdr= F, for example, we have (for “bulk” values
of i andj)

p p
(TFOOF'M) =3 (K00 (F O+ 3 (F XD (N

LI = |

p-1 i p
=> a2 g Kyk 1 j — > ' — XYk -1
k=1 k=1
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p-1 .
+ g [i]%i 10y + Z [i]%+ 11 — 42T KIX ) Vice

= Z quzi“-_ [XikYk,j—1+ Z)CI %+ 1kt 1Ykt 1,5
K=1
which is (F (XY));;. The formulas folE(XY) are equally straightforward.
3.2. Examples.

3.2.1. As another example of “matrices as a visual aid,” we note thatcointegral
A € U must map anX € Maty(C) into the unit matrix times a factor; with the cointegral
normalized as in 1],

2p-1

A= \f FPlEPL Y K
(R 2,
we actually have

P _
ACX) =1((-1°V/2p Y ¢ ).

Also, it is easy to see that in the matrix form, the(bottom left) element of each;, .
(r > 1) is the one-diagonal lower-diagonal matrix

(bl(r)>lj =G T qzr I= 1)[I' 1]! .

3.2.2. We choose the “moderately large” valpe= 4 for further illustration. Then the
idea of how thdl generators act on the matrices is clearly seen from

X12 X13 X14 0
(q— qfl)EX _ | Xt X2 0PX12+%3  Xa3t+Xea  —q%Xua
—q 2Xo1+Xa2  —Xp2+Xa3 q 2Xo3+ X34 X24 ’
X31+ X42 —C|2X32 +Xa3 —X33+X44 c|2X34
(a—971)*E*X =
X13 X14 0 0
(92 — 1)X12+ Xo3 (92 + 1)X13+ X4 (1—9°)X14 0

q2X11 - (cl2 + )Xo+ X33 7q2x12+ (q2 — 1)X23+ X34 Cllec«hL (q2 +1)%24 *q2X14
—%X1+ (1 P)Xa2+Xa3 2% — (92 + L)Xaz+Xaa (4% —L)Xaa— %3 q%%24

X14 0 0 0
2
—1\33 q°X13+ Xo4 X14 0 0
(q - q ) E x = _ 2 _ )
X12 — X203+ X34 qX24—X13 X14 0

2 2 2
4°X11 — X33 — X2+ X44 —X12+X23— X34 —q°X13—X24 Xi4
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and
X21 X22 — X11 (—q% = 1)X12+ Xo3 Xo4 — q°X13
Ex— |- ?)xa1 g1+ (1—a9)xa2 (0% — Dxe2+ (1—a%)xa3  (1—q?)Xas—Xz3
—q%a1 X31 — (2X42 (424 1)Xa2 — 4243 4%Xa3 — 4Xa4
0 — %41 (1—9%)Xs2 X43

4. DIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS ONQC,(z, 9]

We construct a quantum de Rham comp{&C,(z, ], d) of Cy[z d] where the dif-
ferentiald commutes with thé&l action. This requires introducing a somewhat unusual
(compared to the quantum plane case [28, 38]) actidhah the differentialslz= ¢ and
do = 9.

4.1. LetC,[¢, 0] be the unital algebra with the relations

(4.1) =0 =0
3¢ =—q%3.
OnCy(z 0] ® C4[, 8], we define the differential as
(4.2) d2)=¢, d(@)=5, d()=0, d(5)=0

(andd(1) = 0) and set
{z=q7%2{, 8d=q°d0,
0 =q%0, dz=q %z0.
The first line here immediately implies that
d(Z" = q- MMz, d(@") =" L njo" .

4.3)

4.1.1. Lemma. The algebra on z9, , and d with relations(1.5), (4¢.1), and (4.3) and
differential (4.2) is an associative differential algebra.

The proof is by direct verificatioﬁ.

As regards comparison with the more familiar case of the Wassino differential calculus on the
quantum plane_ [28, 38], it may be interesting to note thatatbsociativity requires the vanishing lodth
coefficientsy andf in the tentative relation§d = ud {+vzd anddz= azd+ 3J {. However, similar-
ities with the quantum plane, genuine of superficial, com&tend when we consider the quantum group
action: the formulas id.2 bear little resemblance to the quantum plane case.
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4.2. We next define &l action on the above algebra by setting
EZ:_[2]2Z7 KZ:q257 FZ:O,
Ed =0, Ké=q 25, F&=—¢?2do.

4.2.1. Lemma. This defines a differential(-module algebra.

The proof amounts to verifying that this action preservesttto-sided ideal generated

by (4.1){4.3).
4.2.2. We note simple consequences of the above formulas:

E'@¢) = (~1)lq™ 2 ™ e

)

FiZng) =g meiz | M i 21

i(i-1)

Ei(0M5) cri(m+1)+'< 5

RIS

3

FI(0™8) = (~1)'q(™ 2+ [m“”] i1 9™ 5.

In particular,
E(Z"{) = —q"[m+2]2™¢,
F(OM5) = —q™2[m+4 2™ 5.

4.3. Becausal(zP) = 0 andd(dP) = 0, it follows that the differentiall-module alge-
bra structure descends to the quotient by the relatsns 0 anddP = 0. We finally
let Q@q [z, 0] denote the resulting differentiadl-module algebra— the sought quantum
de Rham complex

QCq(z,0] = (C4[z,0] ® C4[, 8],d) / .7,
where.7 is the ideal generated by (1.5), (11.6), andl(4[1)+(4.3).

As a vector spac€)C,[z,d] naturally decomposes into zero-, one- and two-forms. In
QCq(z 9], the elementgP~1{ anddP~15 are the cohomology d (the “cohomology
corners” of the modules shown in (1112)).

5. CONCLUSIONS

As noted above, it is a classic result that (using the modemeamclature) the matrix
algebra is generated by the generaicaindy of a finite quantum plane (witkP = yP = 1)
at the corresponding root of unity [2]; it may be even betteswn that the quantum plane
carries a quantursé(2) action [28/38]; and the two facts can of course be combined to
produce a quanturs4(2) action on matrices (cf [23, 839]). We construct an action of
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ﬂqsé(Z) atq = er on p x p matrices starting not from the quantum plane but frgm
differential operators on a “quantum line”; the explicitrimulas for this action are not
altogether unworthy of consideration.

Also, theﬂqsé(Z)-module algebra constructed here (and most “invariantgsadibed
in terms ofg-differential operators) is relevant in view of the Kazhdhosztig corre-
spondence betwedfys/(2) and the(p, 1) logarithmic conformal models. Previously, the
Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence in logarithmic conforfieddl theories has been ob-
served to hold at the level of representation theories (efaliantum group and of the
chiral algebra) and modular transformations (on the quargtoup center and on gen-
eralized characters of the chiral algebra)[[1,4,15,/6, 7]r @aults show how it can be
extended to the level of fields, the key observation beingttieobject required on the
quantum-group side is an algebra with “good” propertieseurtide action ol and with
a differential that commutes with this action.

Another possibility to look at the Kazhdan—Lusztig cor@sgence is offered just by
theﬂqsé(Z)-module algebra defined on MAC): a “spin chain” can be defined by placing
the algebra generated lzyand 0 at each site (as we remember, these generalize free
fermions, which indeed occur gt= 2). In choosing the Hamiltonian, an obvious option
is to have it related to the Virasoro general@r a suggestive starting point on a finite
lattice is the relation [4]

Ao _y,
wherev is the ribbon element itl;s¢(2). In the matrix language, the spin chain with the
ﬂqsé(Z)-moduIe algebra generated byndd at each site is equivalently described just
by letting Uys¢(2) act on Map(C) ® Maty(C) ® ..., which may be helpful in practical
computations. (This construction may have some additionatest because the relevant
action is nonsemisimple (cf. [40, 41,142, 43]), but at the sdaime the indecomposable
representations occurring here are under control due tdebhemposition in[(114).) In
addition, it is also interesting to answer several questiom theC, [z d] side,” such as
where the even-dimensional modulé§ and their projective coverB;, are hiding.
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APPENDIXA. OPEALGEBRAS AND PARAFERMIONIC STATISTICS

We outline how the parafermionic statistics can be incafeat into conformal field
theory.
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A.1. Background: OPE. For conformal fields (operatorg)(w), B(w), ... defined on
the complex plane, the purpose of the OPE algebria [ZL,iﬂﬁ} calculate the expressions
(referred to as OPE poleB), B], in “short-distance expansions”

[A7 B]n(W>

(A.1) A(z) B(w) = Z—wp

n<oo
for any composite operatosandB in terms of the |, |, specified for a set of “basis”
operators. (By a composite operator of @{w) andB(w), we mearA, B]o(w), which is
also called the normal-ordered product and is often writiefAB(w) or A(w)B(w).) The
rules for calculating the OPEs arfe [44] 45]

-1f 4
BAn=(-1*® Y (gr’mdﬁ (A B,
£>=n

n-1
AB.Clon = (-1 *B.[ACk0+ 5 (", ) lIABh-.Cls

where in the sign factor—1)AB—the signature of the Fermi statisticsA-andB denote
the Grassmann parities of the corresponding operEtors.

The first of the above rules allows computing the “transpbd$#eE B(z) A(w) once
the OPEA(z)B(w) is known; the second rule is the prescription for calcutatim OPE
with a composite operatdB, Cl|o. There is a third rule stating thdtacts on the normal-
ordered produd, Bo as derivation. These three rules (and the simple relédiarB|, =
—(n—1)[A, B],_1) suffice for the calculation of any OPE of composite opesa[4E].

Each of the two formulas above inevitably contains an ineersf the operator or-
der (accompanied by a sign factor for fermions); this is whergeneralization to the
parafermionic statistics is to be made.

A.2. Parafermionic OPE. We assume that the fields carry a quantum group action and
that anR-matrix is given. As a generalized “transposition” OPE rule then postulate

(A.2) B, Al = ;k(i_lﬁjld“m@) (A),RY(B)]

whereR( andRY are understood just as {n(1..9) (Sweedler's summation ifiéatp and
where we assume that all the OPEs in the right-hand side axgrkri-or the “composite”

Swe proceed in rather down-to-earth terms; Seé [46] and feeameces therein for a much more elaborate
approach.

9Andd s the operator of differentiation with respect to the caoate on the complex plane; we use this
notation instead of the more commarso as not to add to the notation overload already existinky Yzjt
which is now a coordinate on the complex plane along with
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OPE rule, similarly, we set
k—1
(A3 [ABCk=IR"®)RVA).Cllo+ 3 (*, 1) lABl-.Cl.

The consistency of these formulas is not obvious a priorgaaly because of the new
fields, excepB and A themselves, occurring under the action of the “right antddef
efficients” of theR-matrix, in R®(B) andRY(A). In general, moreover, whenever a
transposition of two fields does not square to the identapdformation (the situation
generally referred to as “fractional statistics”), somésan the complex plane must be
chosen (or a cover of the complex plane should be specifiednichvthe fields are de-
fined). Furthermore, the proposed OPE rules should alsoteadsd to include possible
occurrences of log— w), which we leave for future work. But it is interesting to semh
the scheme may work for ol-matrix (1.17) and “parafermionic” fields modeled on the
projective module in[(117).

A.3. The Uys/(2) example. We introducep — 1 pairs of conformal field€™(w) and
dM(w),m=1,...,p—1, carrying the sam¥ action as theg™ andd™ in Sec[2, i.e.,

E'm(w) = (-1'q™ T i w), 2
KE™(w) = 4" (w)

FigM(w) = qit-m+" {mmi} i ™ (w),
EisM(w) = gi-m+5" [mni i] i1 5™ (),

: N (= . Kém(w) = q—Zmém(W),
FisM(w) = (—1)iqg™ 2" [' Tnm—ll} i)t 6™ (w),

with 8%(w) = O(w) = 1 (and, formally,5™(w) = {™(w) = 0 for m< 0 orm > p). Here,

w € C, which is our “space—time.”

We also have the derivative of each fiedd"(w) andds™(w), which we view as space—
time 1-forms, and hence regaddas a differential. The differential must commute with
the quantum group action, just as the differentiah Sec[4, which allows the algebraic
constructions involving the differential to be carried pt@the fields.

To summarize the notational correspondence between[S$étan® this Appendix, we

write the dictionary

Zm|S€CD<_) Cm(w) |App7 0m|SecDZ<_> 6m(W) |App7 m= 07 ey p_ 17
(A4)  d(Z")|seczé> de(W)|App7 d(0™)|secz¢> dém(w)|Appa m=1,...,p-1

(we recall that®(w) = 8°(w) = 1), or, using[(1.14),

0m_16|SeCB1(_> T]m(W)|Appa m= 177p_1
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A.3.1. EitherE or F (depending on the conventions) is to be associated withdfena
of a screening operator in conformal field theory (cf. [1Ereenings commute with Vira-
soro generators and therefore do not change the confornightv@ecause we have the
mapsF : ¢}(w) — 1 andE : §*(w) — 1, it follows that boths"(w) and {"(w) must have
conformal weight 0 (se€ (1.1.3)).

We then fix the basic OPEs of weight-0 fields:
§M(2) "(w) = [m]d™"log(z— w).

Nonlogarithmic OPEs occur when the derivative of eittf&mw) or 5" (z) is taken:

ds™(2) C"(w) = % 5™(2) dC"(w) = — [T]_a:v

A.3.2. As we have noted, fractional-statistics fields generaltyune cuts on the com-
plex plane, because taking one of such fields around anahasotian identity trans-
formation. Therefore, for each ordered pair of fiel[dsB), we must specify whether
formula [A.2) is to be used witR or R™1. The rule that we adopt in the current case can
be formulated in terms of diagrams of tyje (1.13): wendduse the formulas with the
R-matrix when bottR®) andR(@ act toward the socle (the bottom submodule}in (1.13).

For example, this rule allows rewritimgwith the reversed normal-ordered products as

Pt (2) <Ny p(1)/-n i 90,n) renti ni piquzn n »n
(A-5) A= Zlm[R (6 )7R (C )]0: 21%[—;]][6 G ]0: Zl n] [6 ¢ ]07

where botlR? ~ Fi andRY ~ E' act “to the outside,” and where we use the temporary
notation

-i(i— . . . . _ 2
g(l, n) = (q _ qil)lq ( 21),|27|72n(|+n) |:I —|—ni 11] [I]' .
The same strategy yields the transposed QRE) do™(w):

1
[Cm7d6n]1 = _[R(Z)(d6n>7 R(l)(cm)]l =-om" p% g('? n) [n+ I] = _5m7nq2n[n]7

or, in a human-friendly form,
5m7nq2n[n]
Z—w

(M(2)dd"(w) = —

2irm

Thus, the effect of th&®-matrix reduces in these cases to the phase fadb=e r
occurring under transposition.
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A.3.3. As afurther example, we use the elementary OPEs just olt&inealculate

p—1
A" A= 3 5 [RP (@), [RV(@CM), "o
n=1
_ % q—q 1i q<2>+2m(+m)[mn‘:i] [I—;]mll]“'qZ(mlc =M
It then follows thafA, d™); = —[R@) (d¢™), RV (A)]y = —[d¢™, A]1 = — ™ because only

thei = 0 term in theR-matrix contributes tg, |s.
Next, trying to directly applyl(A.B) to calculatds™ A]; as

-1y
@6™ Al = 3 7 (IR, R (06™), 6" aJo-+ [08™ "1, %)

=1
we encounter the forbidden arrangement of maps by the lefftrigit R-matrix coef-
ficients; anticipating the result, we claim that this is liek@ant in this case (essentially
becauseal in dd™ annihilates the submodule spanned by unity), but it is itsive to
avoid the forbidden arrangement by using the “revergedi (A.5):

pfl —-2n pfl -2n
ds" A= S T 1ds™ (5" (Moli= S T [R@s" [RUds™ ¢
[ , ]1 nZl ] [ 7[ 7C ]0]1 Z ] [ 7[ 7C ]1]0
_ m_l( . 71)' i(igl) +2m(mfi)(_1)i m—1 m [ ]| §M_ gm
o i;.‘) -9 q [mil} [ml}
It also follows thafA,dé™]; = —&™.

A.3.4. A“parafermionic” (n system. Returning to the OPEs [A.3.2, we represent the
derivative ofo"(w) as in [1.14). Then the fields'(w) andn"(w), whose OPEs are given

by

omn 1-n omn n+1
M@ W) =2, @) =

make up & p — 1)-component “parafermionic” first-order system; it genized the free

fermions, which are indeed recovered foe= 2, when alsan=n=1 (andq =i). The

behavior of they"(w) under thell action is given by the formulas in accordance

with the dictionary in[(A#).

Similarly to the case of free fermions, we have the weighteldfia current)] =
zrﬁ’_lq” 1[Cn,n lo From CIZI]Z) we conclude that it participates in the diagra
(A.6) q" 1" (w) ?

Z . v

ntw) = ... = nP-L(w),
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where it remains to identify the “cohomology cornén’terms of fieldgwe do not have
annP(w), seel(A.4)).

The “corner” must be a field of the same conformal weight asctiveentg(w), but
must not be a bilinear combination of td&(w) andn™(w). It is naturally provided by
the setting in[[15], where the chiral algeé p) and its representation spaces are defined
as the kernel of the “short” screening opera®or whereas the “long” screenirfg). acts
on the fields. The action of a screenfigmounts to taking the first-order pole in the OPE
with the screening currestw), which is often expressed as

Sy = ]{ St (W)
(with a contour integration ovew implied). In the standard realization in terms of a
free bosonic fieldp(w), we haves, (w) = eV2P?W) ands_(w) = e VZ/P¥W)_ With

E € U identified with the screening operat8r, we now rescale the grading used in
Fig.[d as follows:J(w) in (A.6) is assigned degree 0 and ed€elarrow increases the
degree by,/2/p. Then the question mark ih (A.6) has the degy&p, and therefor¢he
cohomology corner is filled with the screening currenfws). We thus obtain(1.15).

A field realization of the other module in_(1]12) requiresingka “dual” picture, in
terms of the first-order “parafermionic” system comprisgdhe d{™(w) ands™(w) and
theJ(w) current used to construct the screentig.

A.3.5. For the currenf(w), the rules ifA.2 lead to the standard OPg™, J]1 = n™.
Transposing, we then finld,n™; = —[R@"™),RD ()] = —m™, )1 = —™ because
only thei = 0 term inR-matrix (1.17) contributes. Although(w) is not all-invariant, it
behaves like one in a number of OPEs.

We next calculate the first (and the only) pole in the QPPEz) J(w):

-1
M al= S LR (), RV, "o
n=1

_ l,og(q B q—l)iq@+2(m+i)m(_1)i [i +m—1} {m“} [i]! 2™ ¢M = ™.

m-1 m
It now readily follows tha{g, ("1 = ¢™.

10None of these free-field systems, as is well known from phe 2 example, allows constructing
“logarithmic” modules of the Virasoro or triplet algebrag.; indecomposable modules whéggis not
diagonalizable. Logarithmic modules require an integratsuch asi—n"(w), leading to th&", 8" fields.
A remarkable trace of this integration may already be olestiat the algebraic level inh (1.8) —thp
integers in the denominator and an “integration constemt”
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An instructive calculation is that of thz) J(w) OPE:
p-1 p—1 p—1
3.8l2=5 a" M3, =Y @ =— Y ¢ =1
n=1 n=1 n=1

Thus, althougl(w) is a sum of thep — 1 termsqg"~1 {""(w), it doesnotshow the factor
p—1inthed(z)J(w) OPE.

Naturally, just the same is observed in the “dual” desasiptin terms of another first-
order system, with the currefitin (1.18). With the OPE®™, J]; = —5™ and[d{™ J]; =
d¢™ (where in the last formula the calculation is very much tloa{d(™, A]1), it follows
that[J,9], = — S P1q?" = 1, just as for theJ current.

A.3.6. The same “summation to minus unity” occurs for the simplastg@gy—momentum
tensor, the normal ordered product

7= L dso="S q e
n=1 [n] 7 n=1 7 .

It is a U invariant, which reduces the OPE calculations to the standard, exté¢ipé last
step in calculating half the central charge:

p_l p_]_
[T Ta= 3 q”71(3[dC”,n”]z+ [dZC”,n”]s) =3-2 Y ¢"=-1
n=1 =1

and, similarly,

The energy-momentum tensor can of course be “improved” éyldrivative of a cur-
rent. The J-improved” energy—momentum tensor

T =T—BdJ

has the central charge2 — 1232+ 128, which coincides with the one of th@, 1) model
for

B=(1+5)(1-\/3).
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