FINITE W-SUPERALGEBRAS FOR BASIC CLASSICAL LIE
SUPERALGEBRAS
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ABSTRACT. We consider the finite W-superalgebra U (g, ) for a basic classical Lie
superalgebra gp associated with an even nilpotent element e € (gr)g both over the
field of complex numbers F = C and and over a filed F = k of positive character-
istic. We present the PBW theorem for U(gr,e) and show that the construction
of U(gr,e) can be divided into two cases in virtue of the parity of dim g(—1)j.
Then we formulate a conjecture about the minimal dimensional representations of
U(gc, e) and demonstrate it with some examples. Under the assumption that the
conjecture holds, we finally show that the lower bound of dimensions predicted in
the super version of Kac-Weisfeiler Conjecture formulated and proved by Wang-
Zhao in [42] for the modular representations of the basic classical Lie superalgebra
g with arbitrary p-characters can be reached.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. A finite W-algebra U(g, e) is a certain associative algebra associated to a complex
semisimple Lie algebra g and a nilpotent element e € g. The study of finite W-
algebras can be traced back to Kostant’s work in the case when e is regular [21],
whose construction was generalized to arbitrary even nilpotent elements by Lynch
[25]. Afterwards, Premet developed the finite W-algebras in full generality in [32].
On his way of proving the celebrated Kac-Weisfeiler conjecture for Lie algebras of
reductive groups in [31], Premet first constructed the modular version of finite W-
algebras (which is called reduced W-algebras there). By means of a complicated
but natural “admissible” procedure, the finite WW-algebras over the field of complex
numbers were introduced in [32], which showed that they are filtrated deformations
of the coordinate rings of Slodowy slices. In the extreme case when e = 0, the
corresponding finite W-algebra is isomorphic to U(g), the universal enveloping algebra
of g. In the other extreme case when e is a principal nilpotent element, Kostant
proved that the associated finite 1W-algebra is isomorphic to the center of the universal
enveloping algebra U(g) in [21]. On the other hand, Brundan-Kleshchev showed that
finite W-algebras can be realized as shifted Yangians for the case of type A, which
provides a powerful tool for the study of finite W-algebras; see [5]. Finite WW-algebras
theory becomes a very active area, and we refer to the survey papers [22], [35] and
[44] and references therein for more details.

Aside from the advances in finite WW-algebras over the field of complex numbers,
the modular theory of finite W-algebras is also developed excitingly. As a most
remarkable work, Premet proved in [36] that under the assumption p > 0, if U(g, e)
has a one-dimensional representations, then the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gy)
of the modular counterpart gy of g possesses a simple module of dimension d(e),
where y is the linear function on gy corresponding to e, d(x) is the half dimension of

the orbit G - y for the simple, simply-connected algebraic group G with gy = Lie(G),
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which is a lower bound predicted by Kac-Weisfeiler conjecture mentioned above. This
assumption is conjectured to be always true by Premt himself, which has been proved
in the case of classical groups by Losev (cf. [23]), and by Goodwin-Réhrle-Ubly for
the case Fg, Fr, Fy, Go, or Eg with e not rigid (cf. [12]).

1.2. The theory of finite W-superalgebras were developed in the same time. In the
work of De Sole and Kac [41], finite WW-superalgebras were defined in terms of BRST
cohomology under the background of vertex algebras and quantum reduction. The
theory of finite W-superalgebras for the queer Lie superalgebras (it is notable that
which are not basic classical Lie superalgebras) over an algebraically closed field of
characteristic p > 2 was firstly introduced and discussed by Wang and Zhao in [43],
then studied by Zhao over the field of complex numbers in [47]. The connection
between super Yangians and finite WW-superalgebras was first obtained by Broit and
Ragoucy in [6]. In the paper [1], the connection between the finite W-superalgebra as-
sociated to a principal nilpotent element was developed by Brown-Brundan-Goodwin.
Some related results in this situation were also obtained independently by Poletaeva
and Serganova in [29], where they described the finite W -superalgebras in the regu-
lar case for some classical and exceptional Lie superalgebras of defect one. In [27],
Peng established a connection between finite W-superalgebras and super Yangians
explicitly in type A where the Jordan type of the nilpotent element e satisfies certain
condition. Now the theory of W-superalgebras related to super Yangians is still under
investigating.

In a very recent paper [30], Poletaeva and Serganova studied some generalities of
the finite W-superalgebras associated with an even nilpotent element over the field
of complex numbers, and proved that the finite WW-superalgebras for basic classical
Lie superalgebras or the queer Lie superalgebras associated with regular nilpotent
elements satisfy the Amitsur-Levitzki identity. Then the related topics on the finite
W-superalgebras for the queer Lie superalgebra g, with regular nilpotent elements
were studied in detail in the same paper.

1.3. The main purposes of the present paper are both to develop the general theory of
finite W-superalgebras, and to exploit their applications to modular representations
of Lie superalgebras. Our approach is roughly generalizing Premet’s arguments in the
case of finite W-algebras in [32] and [36] to the case of finite IW-superalgebras based
on the results given by Wang and Zhao in [42], and some new results are obtained
either.

In the first part of the present paper, we develop the theory of finite W-superalgebras
for basic classical Lie superalgebras both over the field of complex numbers and in
prime characteristic. Let g = g5 + g7 be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C
except for type D(2,1;a)(a ¢ Q). Let e € gg be an even nilpotent element, and we fix
an sly-triple f, h,e. Denote by g¢ := Ker(ade) in g. The linear operator ad h defines
a Z-grading g = @ g(i). Define the Kazhdan degree on g by declaring = € g(j) is

i€z
(7 +2). We construct a C-algebra (which is called a finite W-superalgebra)

U(g,e) = (End,Q,)°".
Lemma and Theorem show that



Theorem 1.1. Under the Kazhdan grading we have
(1) grU(g,e) = S(g°) as C-algebras when dim g(—1)1 is even;

(2) grU(g,e) = S(g°) @ Cl0] as vector spaces when dim g(—1)1 is odd,

where C[0] is the eaterior algebra generated by one element 0 for the case when
dim g(—1)1 is odd.

The main tool applied for the proof of Theorem [I.1]is the “modular p reduction”
method introduced by Premet for the finite W-algebra case in [32] and the results
on basic classical Lie superalgebras obtained by Wang and Zhao in [42]. It is re-
markable that after the draft of this paper has been written, we know from [29] and
[30] that Poletaeva and Serganova also noticed that Theorem [ILI] maybe true and
formulated the corresponding conjecture in ([30], Conjecture 2.8). At the same time,
they also realized (see [29]) that the theorem can be obtained possibly by analoging
Premet’s treatment for the finite W-algebra case, but did not give a proof therein.
In [30] they proved that for any element y € g° if one can find Y € U(g,e) such
that grY(1,) = y under the Kazhdan grading, then Theorem [l establishes. As
a special case, they constructed the generators of the finite W-superalgebras for the
queer Lie superalgebra q,, associated with regular nilpotent elements, and proved that
Theorem [L1] establishes in that situation.

1.4. In virtue of the incompleteness of related topics on Lie superalgebras, Wang
and Zhao bypassed the support variety machinery completely and adopted pure al-
gebraic method as Skryabin’s treatment for the finite WW-algebra case [40] when they
established some critical lemma for the super Kac-Weisfeiler property. Therefore, the
tool of support variety machinery can not be applied in the establishment of finite
W-superalgebra theory. Moveover, there are cases where the dimension of odd part in
the critical graded subspace of the Lie superalgebra is odd under the Dynkin grading,
which lead to the existence of odd isomorphism for the related superalgebras. This
significant difference has great impact on the structure of finite W-superalgebras. Of
course, the appearance of super structure also makes the situation more complicated.
Therefore, the establishment of finite W -superalgebras theory is no longer simple pro-
motion of the theory on finite WW-algebras, and some technical methods are needed
especially for the case when the dimension of the critical graded subspace is odd. In
light of Gan-Ginzburg’s definition of finite W-algebras over the field of complex num-
bers in [10], Wang defined the reduced W-superalgebras in positive characteristic in
a new way ([44], Remark 70), which he thought makes better sense. We also discuss
the construction of these algebras for the version of characteristic zero in the paper.

1.5. Let gy be the corresponding Lie superalgebra over positive characteristic field
k. After studying some related topics on the reduced W-superalgebra U, (g, e) in
positive characteristic in Section 5, we introduce the PBW theorem (Theorem [6.1))
for the C-algebra U(g, e) based on the parity of dim g(—1); respectively, and also
the relations between the generators of U(g, e) (Theorem [6.2]). All these completely
characterize the structure of finite W-superalgebra U(g, €).

The finite W-superalgebra U (g, €) in positive characteristic is introduced in Sec-

tion 7. In Theorem [.3(3) we obtain that
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Theorem 1.2. U(gy, e) = U(gk, €) ®x Zy(ak) as k-algebras.

In the above theorem, Z,(ay) is a subalgebra of the p-center of U (gy, €) and U(gy, €)
is the translation subalgebra of U(gy, e).

1.6. The second part of the present paper is to exploit some applications of finite-W
superalgebras to modular representations. One of the multi-purposes of the present
paper is to provide a super version of Premet’s work, as shown before, on the reach-
able property of up-bounds of dimensions of modular representations of reductive
Lie algebras predicted by Kac-Weisfeiler conjecture. For this, we will formulate a
conjecture about the minimal dimensional representations of U(gc, ). Under the as-
sumption that the conjecture holds, we complete this analogue of Premet’s work in
basic Lie superalgebebras. Let us explain it roughly as below.

In Section 8 and Section 9, we first formulate a conjecture (Conjecture 0.I]) on
the minimal dimensional representations of finite W-superalgebras over the field of
complex numbers:

Conjecture 1.1. Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C, then the following
are true:

(i) when d; is even, the finite W-superalgebra U(g, ) affords a 1-dimensional rep-
resentation;

(ii) when d; is odd, the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) affords a 2-dimensional rep-
resentation.

We show that Conjecture[L.1lis true for some special cases. Based on the conjecture,
we first prove that the lower bound of dimensions in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Conjec-
ture with any nilpotent p-characters ([42], Theorem 4.3) can be reached. Explicitly
speaking, let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C and gy be the corresponding
Lie superalgebra over positive characteristic field k. Let x € (gj.)s be the p-character
of g such that x(y) = (e,y) for any y € gi. Denote by d; := dimg, — dimg¢ for
i € {0,1} where g is the centralizer of e in g.

Theorem 1.3. If Conjecture [1.1 establishes, the following are true: B
(1) when dy is even, for p > 0 the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi) over k =T,

admits irreducible representations of dimension pd702d71; B
(2) when dy is odd, for p > 0 the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi) over k =T,

. . . . . . dog d1+1
admits irreducible representations of dimension p2 272 .

In virtue of Theorem [I.3] we further show that the lower bound of dimensions in
the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Conjecture with arbitrary p-characters ([42], Theorem 5.6)
is reachable under the assumption of Conjecture[I.Il Explicitly speaking, let £ € (g;)g
be any p-character of gy corresponding to an element Z € (gy)g such that £(y) = (z, 9)
for any 3 € g. Set dp := dim(gy)y — dim(gf)s and d; := dim(gk); — dim(gf)7, where
gi denotes the centralizer of Z in gi. Then we have

Theorem 1.4. Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over k = F,, and let
¢ € (g1)s- If Conjecture [L1 establishes, then for p > 0 the reduced enveloping

algebra Ug(gi) admits irreducible representations of dimension pdTOQL%J.
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1.7. The paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we recall some basics about the algebraic supergroups.

In Section 3, three equivalent definitions for finite W-superalgebras U(g, ¢) over C
are introduced. Then follows the Kazhdan filtration and the Skryabin equivalence
theorem. The restricted root decomposition  is discussed in the final part.

In Section 4, the finite W-superalgebra U(gy, e) over positive characteristic field
k and the reduced W-superalgebra U, (gx,e) are defined. The Morita equivalence
theorem between k-algebras U, (gi, €) and U, (gx) is introduced.

In Section 5, we introduce the generators and their relations for the k-algebra
U, (9K, e), then follows the PBW Theorem. Notably, we find that the construction of
reduced W-superalgebra U, (gy, e) critically depends on the parity of dim gg(—1)5.
Based on which, the construction of reduced W-superalgebras can be divided into
two cases, which never happens for the reduced W-algebra case.

In virtue of the results obtained in Section 5, we introduce the PBW Theorem
for finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) over C in Section 6 by means of the “admissible”
procedure. The relationship between the refined finite W-superalgebra Qid“" by Wang
n ([44], Remark 70) and the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) over C is also discussed.

In Section 7 the translation subalgebra U(gy, €) over positive characteristic field is
introduced and the relationship between finite W -superalgebra U (gi, €), its p-center
Z,(p1) and the translation subalgebra U(gy, e) is discussed.

As the construction of finite WW-superalgebra U(g, e) can be divided into two cases
in virtue of the parity of dim g(—1)i, for each case the minimal dimension for the
representations of U(g, e) over C is estimated and reasonable conjectured in Section
8, respectively. We also show that these representations can be translated into all the
common zeros of some polynomials.

In Section 9, we first show that the conjecture given in Section 8 establishes for
some special cases. Under the assumption of the conjecture, we prove that the lower
bound in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property for a basic classical Lie superalgebra
given by Wang-Zhao can be reached for the cases with any nilpotent p-characters.
Consequently, the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property for a direct sum of basic classical
Lie superalgebras with nilpotent p-characters introduced by Wang-Zhao is refined and
reachability of the lower bound given in the refined version is proved. In virtue of this
consequence, we further show that the lower bound in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Prop-
erty for a basic classical Lie superalgebra with arbitrary p-characters is also reachable.
The main tool applied there is the geometric method caused by the nilpotent orbits
of algebraic groups.

1.8. Throughout we work with the field of complex numbers C or the algebraically
closed field k = F, in positive characteristic as the ground field.

Let Z be the set of all the non-negative integers in Z, and denote by Z, the residue
class ring modulo 2 in Z.

A superspace is a Zs-graded vector space V = V5 @ Vi, in which we call elements
in V5 and V; even and odd, respectively. Write |v| € Z, for the parity (or degree) of
v € V, which is implicitly assumed to be Zy-homogeneous. We will use the notations

dimV = (dimVg,dimV3), dimV = dimVj + dimVj.
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All Lie superalgebras g will be assumed to be finite dimensional.

Recall that a superalgebra analog of Schur’s Lemma states that the endomor-
phism ring of an irreducible module of a superalgebra is either 1-dimensional or 2-
dimensional (in the latter case it is isomorphic to a Clifford algebra), cf. for example,
Kleshchev ([20], Chapter 12). An irreducible module is of type M if its endomorphism
ring is 1-dimensional and it is of type @) otherwise.

By vector spaces, subalgebras, ideals, modules, and submodules etc. we mean in
the super sense unless otherwise specified, throughout the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The materials in this section are standard results about algebraic supergroups and
Lie superalgebras.

2.1. Algebraic supergroups. We first briefly recall the generalities on algebraic
supergroups, following ([38], Section 2) by Shu and Wang. One can also refer to [4],
15), [26].

Let F be a fixed algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 2. All objects in this
section will be defined over F unless otherwise specified. Let B = By + Bi be a com-
mutative Zy-graded superalgebra over F, that is, ab = (—1)I*lpg for all homogeneous
elements a,b € B of degree |a|, |b| € Zy. In the sequel, we assume that all formulas
are defined via the homogeneous elements and extended by linearity. An element in
Bg is called even and an element in Bj is called odd. From the supercommutativity
it follows that b> = 0 for all b € B;. We will denote by salg the category of com-
mutative superalgebras over F and even homomorphisms. A fundamental object in
this category is the free commutative superalgebra F[zq,- -+, x,; &1, -+, &n) in even
generators xy,--- ,x, and odd generators &1, -+ ,&,.

Definition 2.1. An affine superscheme X will be identified with its associated functor
in the category of superschemes

Hom(Spec(—), X) : salg — sets.

For an affine superscheme X, its coordinate superalgebra F[X] is the superalgebra
Mor(X, A') of all natural transformations from the functor X to A'l',

Definition 2.2. An affine algebraic supergroup G is a functor from the category
salg to the category of groups which associates to a commutative superalgebra B a
group G(B) functorially, and which has a coordinator algebra F[G] that is finitely
generated.

For an algebraic supergroup G, we have F[G] admits a canonical structure of Hopf
superalgebra, with comultiplication A : F[G] — F|G|®F[G], the antipode S : F|G] —
F[G], and the counit ¢ : F[G] — F. Set # := ker(e). A closed subgroup of G is
an affine supergroup scheme with coordinate algebra that is a quotient of F[G] by a
Hopf ideal. In particular, the underlying purely even group of G, denoted by G..,
corresponds to the Hopf ideal F|G|F[G];. That is, F|G| = F[G]/F|G]F[G]z.

The superspace of distributions (at the identity e € G) is

Dist(G) := U,>oDist, (G),
7



where Dist,(G) = {X € F[G*|X(#7"") = 0} = (F[G]/_#"™)*. For any X €
Dists(G) and Y € Disty(G), define

(X,Y] =X xY — (—D)FIWVly s« X € Distyy_1(G).
Hence, the tangent space at the identity
T.(G) := {X € Dist; (G)|X(1) = 0} = (7 / 7?)

carries a Lie superalgebra structure; it is called the Lie superalgebra of G and will be
denoted by Lie(G). The canonical map

7 : F[G] — F[Ge| = F[G]/FIG|F|G];
sends _# to the kernel fZ,, of oy : F[Goy] = F and w(_#%) € _#Z% for i > 1. This

induces an injective algebra homomorphism
7" Dist(Gey) — Dist(G).

Lemma 2.1. B8 The superalgebra homomorphism ©* induces an isomorphism of Lie
algebras from Lie(G.,) onto Lie(G)g = Lie(G) N Dist(G)g.

2.2. Lie superalgebras. In this part we will recall some basics on Lie superalgebras.

Definition 2.3. Let V = V5 @ V; be a Zy-graded space and (-, ) be a bilinear form
on V.

(1) If (a,b) = 0 for any a € V5,b € V4, then (-, -) is called even;

(2) If (a,b) = (—1)19ll¥l(b, a) for any homogeneous elements a,b € V, then (-,-) is
called supersymmetric;

(3) If ([a,b],c) = (a,[b,c]) for any homogeneous elements a,b,c¢ € V', then (-,-) is
called invariant;

(4) If it follows from (a, V') = 0 that a = 0, then (-,-) is called non-degenerated.

Definition 2.4. Let g be a simple Lie superalgebra. If

(1) there exists a non-degenerated, supersymmetric and invariant even bilinear form
on g;

(2) the even part g of g is a Lie algebra of reductive group,
then g is called a basic classical Lie superalgebra.

In other words, a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra g = gg & g7 is called classical
if it is simple and the representation of gz on gj is completely reducible.
Now let [F be the field k := I, of positive characteristic p > 0.

Definition 2.5. A Lie superalgebra gx = (gx)s @ (gi)1 over k is called a restricted
Lie superalgebra, if there is a p-th power map (gi )y — (gi)g, denoted as P!, satisfying
(a) (kz)lP! = kP2l for all k € k and x € (gy)o;
(b) [z y] = (adz)P(y) for all z € (gi)p and y € gu;

coefficient of A™! in (ad(Az + )P~ (z).

In short, a restricted Lie superalgebra is a Lie superalgebra whose even subalgebra
is a restricted Lie algebra and the odd part is a restricted module by the adjoint
action of the even subalgebra.

In ([38], Proposition 2.3) Shu and Wang introduced the following consequence:
8
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Lemma 2.2. %8 Let G be a supergroup. Then, Lie(G) is a restricted Lie superalgebra
p

. . . * .
with the p-mapping: X — X for X € Lie(G)g, where XP!:="X % -+ x X is defined
in Dist(G). Moreover, the restricted structure on Lie(G.,) as a subalgebra of Lie(G)
coincides with the one induced as Lie algebra of the algebraic group G.,.

All the Lie superalgebras over positive characteristic field k in this paper will be
assumed to be restricted.

3. FINITE W-SUPERALGEBRAS OVER THE FIELD OF COMPLEX NUMBERS

In this section we will introduce the equivalent definitions of finite W-superalgebras
over C.

3.1. The definition of finite W-superalgebras over C. Let g be a basic classical
Lie superalgebra over C and § be a Cartan subalgebra of g. Let ® be a root system of
g relative to h whose simple roots system Il = {ay,- -+, o} is distinguished (which is
defined in ([18], Proposition 1.5)). Let ®* be the corresponding positive system in ®,
and put @~ := ®*. Let g = n~ dhdn™ be the corresponding triangular decomposition
of g. By [9], we can choose a Chevalley basis B = {e,|y € ®} U {h,|a € II} of g. Let
gz denote the Chevalley Z-form in g and Uy the Kostant Z-form of U(g) associated
to B. Given a Z-module V' and a Z-algebra A, we write V, :=V ®7 A.

Let G be the algebraic supergroup of g. It is immediate from Definition 2.4 that the
even part of GG is reductive and denote it by G.,. Let e € g5 be an even nilpotent in
g. By the Dynkin-Kostant theory, adGe, . interacts with (gz)s nonempty. Therefore,
we can assume that all the even nilpotent elements considered are in (gz);. By the
same discussion as ([32], Section 4.2), for any nilpotent element e € (gz)5 we can find
f,h € (g0)s such that (e, h, f) is a slo-triple in g (i.e. [h,e] = 2e¢, [, f] = —2f, e, f] =
h).

Proposition 3.1. Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra (except for type D(2,1;a)
(a ¢ Q)) over C, then there exists an even non-degenerated supersymmetric invariant
bilinear form (-,-) and a Chevalley basis of g under which the invariant bilinear form
takes value in Q.

Proof. Firstly, it is well known from Kac’s classification theorem ([18], Proposition
1.1(a)) that the basic classical Lie superalgebras can be divided into seven types,
i.e. A(m,n),B(m,n), C(n), D(m,n), D(2,1;a)(a € C\{0,—1}), F(4),G(3). For each
case a Chevalley basis of g was constructed by R. Fioresi and F. Gavarini in (][9],
Section 3.3) explicitly (which was firstly introduced by Shu-Wang for the orthogonal-
symplectic case in [38]). We will choose these vectors as a basis of g. Now for each
case we will consider separately:

(1) It follows from ([17], Section 2.3 & Section 2.4) that the Killing form «(-,-) is
non-zero for all basic classical Lie superalgebras except for A(n,n), D(n 4+ 1,n) and
D(2,1;a). Since k(gz,8z) € Q, we can choose «(+,-) as the desired bilinear form.

(2) For the case A(n,n) and D(n + 1,n), note that each element in the Cheval-
ley basis of g given in ([9], Section 3.3) is a linear combination of matrix vectors.
Therefore, the super-trace str(-, -) associated to the natural representation of g takes

value in Q. It follow from ([17], Proposition 1.1.2(a)) that str(-, -) is non-degenerated,
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supersymmetric and invariant. As str(-,-) is non-zero, we can choose str(-,-) as the
desired bilinear form (in fact, str(-,) can also be selected as the desired linear form
in case (1)).

(3) For the case D(2,1;a) (a € C\{0,—1}), a set of generators for g was formulated
in ([9], Section 3.3), i.e. {h;e; fi} (i € {1,2,3}) where ey, fi € g1, and the rest
elements are in gg. Under which the Cartan matrix is:

and the relations between them are:

[hi, h]] = 0, [61, 61] = 0, [fl, fl] = O,
[his e5] = aiges,  [hi, fi] = —aiify,  lew fi] = dijhi

Define

€12 = [61762], €13 = [61, 63]7 €1,2,3 ‘= [61,2763], €1,1,2,3 ‘= [ezf_ﬁ’;f]’
foq = [f2, fi], f31 = [fs, f1l, fa2.1 := [f3, f21], f321,1 = —[f?fj;{ﬂ,
Hl = hl H2 = 7(2h1—h2—ah3) H3 = hg

(1+a)

then the set {H;, e;, fi}i—1,2.3U{€1,2, €13, €123, €1,1,2.3, fo,1, f3.1, f3,2.1, f3,2,1,1 } is a Cheval-
ley basis of D(2,1;a).
If a # 0,—1, we can define the bilinear form (-, -) for the generators of g by

(e1, fi) =1,  (ea, fo) = =1, (es, f3) = —%2’ (h1, he) = —1,
(hl,hg) == —1, (hg,hg) == —2, (hg,hg) - —5,

(the unwritten ones are all zero) and expand it to the Chevalley basis of D(2, 1;a) by
linearity. When a € Q\{0, —1}, it is easy to verify that the bilinear form (-,-) takes
value in Q. O

Remark 3.1. In this paper basic classical Lie superalgebras over C will be referred to
all except for type D(2,1;a)(a ¢ Q).

It follows from Proposition B.1] and the discussion earlier that (e, f) € Q. ([17],
Proposition 2.5.5(c)) shows that the non-degenerated, supersymmetric and invariant
bilinear form on any basic classical Lie superalgebra is uniquely determined up to
a constant factor. Therefore, we can assume (e, f) = 1 and (-,-) is in Q under the
Chevalley basis of g given in [17]. Define x € g* by letting x(z) = (e, x) for z € g,
and it follows that x(g7) = 0.

Definition 3.1. We call a commutative (in the usual sense, not super) ring A ad-
missible if A is a finitely generated Z-subalgebra of C, (e, f) € A*(= A\{0}), and all
bad primes of the root system of g and the determinant of the Gram matrix of (-, -)
relative to a Chevalley basis of g are invertible in A.

It is clear by definition that every admissible ring is a Noetherian domain. Given
a finitely generated Z-subalgebra A of C and an element 3 in the maximal spectrum
of A, it is well known that for every B € Specm A the residue field A/B is isomorphic
to IF,, where ¢ is a p-power depending on 8. We denote by II(A) the set of all primes

p € N that occur in this way.
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Since the choice of A does not depend on the super structure of g, it follows from
([37], Section 2.1) that the set II(A) contains almost all primes in N. For example,
we can take A = Z[+] for any sufficiently large integer N, then A is an admissible
algebra. Let p be a prime with p > N, i.e. p > 0, then p € II(A).

Let g(i) = {z € g|[h, ] = iz} be the decomposition of g under the Dynkin grading,
then g = @ g(i). By the sly-theory, all subspaces g(i) defined are over Q. Also,

i€z
e € g(2)p and f € g(—2)5. By ([14], Lemma 2.7(i)) we know that if the integers i
and j satisfy ¢ + 7 # 0, then (g(i), g(j)) = 0. Moreover, there exist symplectic and
symmetric bilinear forms (-, -) on the Zs-graded subspaces g(—1)5 and g(—1); given
by
(z,y) = (e, [2,9]) = x([z,9]),
respectively.

It follows from ([42], Section 4.1) that dim g(—1)g is even. Take g(—1); C g(—1)5 be
a maximal isotropic subspace with respect to (-, ), then dim g(—1)5= dim g(—1)/2 =
5. Let usy1,--- ,ugs of be a basis of g(—1);, then we can choose a basis wuy, - -, u,
of g(—1)5 N (g(—1)5)* (with respect to (-,-)) such that wy,- -+, Ug, Uspr, -+, Uss IS &
basis of g(—1) under which the symplectic form (-, -) has matrix form

—1

1
i.e. for any 1 <7 < 2s, if we define

. [ -1 if1<i<s;
YT ifs+1<i<2s,

then (u;, u;) = *0;+; 2511, where §; ; is the kronecker symbol.

Accordingly, if dim g(—1); = r, we can choose a basis vy, -+, v, of g(—1); under
which the symmetric form (-, -) has matrix form
1
1

ie. forany 1 <4,j <7, (v;,v)) = dijri-
Since the bilinear form (-,-) on g(—1)7 is symmetric, the dimension of g(—1); is

not necessary an even number. If r is even, then take g(—1); € g(—1); be the

subspace spanned by vz, v, If 7 is odd, then take g(—1)f C g(—1); be the

subspace spanned by Urgs, -+, Up. Set g(—1)" = g(—1); ® g(—1); and introduce the

subalgebras
m=@EPo)@ae(-1), p=EPal),
i<—2 i>0
, fm if r is even;
m m o C’Urgl if r is odd.

11



Remark 3.2. From now on, we will denote the dimension of g(—1); by r. For
any real number a € R, let [a] denote the largest integer lower bound of a, and |a]
the least integer upper bound of a. In particular, [a] = |a] = a when a € Z. We
will denote [Z]| by t (which equals to the dimension of g(—1); N (g(—1);)*) for
convenience in this paper.

Remark 3.3. Write g° for the centralizer of e in g, and g/ the centralizer of f in g.
For any i € Zs, denote d; := dim g; —dim g¢. It follows from ([42], Theorem 4.3) that

dim g — dim ¢° = ) _ 2dim g(—k) + dim g(—1).
k>2
In particular, dim g(—1); and d; always have the same parity. It follows from the
definition of m that either (1) (%2, 4) = dim m when dim g(—1)7 (or dy, equivalently)

is even, or (2) (£, 4=1) = dim m when dim g(—1); (or d;) is odd.

By the same discussion as ([36], Section 2.1), we can assume g4 = € ga(i) after
i€Z
enlarging A if need be, and each g4(i) := g4 N g(i) is freely generated over A by
a basis of the vector space g(i). Then {uy,--- ,uss} and {vy, - ,v,} are free basis
of A-module g4(—1)5 and ga(—1)7, respectively. By the assumptions on A we can
obtain that my := g4 Nm, M’y := g4 Nm’ and p4 := ga Np are free A-modules and
direct summands of g4. More precisely,

ma = ga(—1)' ® @ 8a(i), where ga(=1)' =gang(=1)', pa=EPaali),
1<—2 120

, my if r is even;
m, = o
A my e A'Ur_;rl if r is odd.

Let g* be the C-module dual to g and let m* denote the set of all linear functions
on g vanishing on m. By the discussion at the beginning of Section 3.1 we have
that e € (g92)5, f € (g0)s- Hence we can assume e, f € (ga)y after enlarging A
possibly (for example, if the admissible algebra is chosen as Z[%], then one can just
select a sufficiently large positive integer N > 0) and that [e, g4 ()] and [f, ga(i)] are
direct summands of g4 (i + 2) and ga(i — 2), respectively. By the sl,-theory we have
ga(i +2) =le,ga(i)] for each i > —1.

Since the vectors in g can be identified with their dual vectors in g* by the non-
degenerated bilinear form (-, ), we will identify the functions on g naturally with the
vectors in g.

Lemma 3.1. For the nilpotent subalgebra m* of Lie superalgebra g, we have

mt = [m' e g’

Proof. When dim g(—1); is even, i.e. m’ = m, the proof is the same as the Lie

algebra case (see e.g. [44], Lemma 26). When dim g(—1)z is odd, i.e. m’ # m, minor
modifications are needed for the proof. We will just sketch the proof as follows:
(1) g/ € mt. This follows from g/ C @ g(i) C m*.
1<0
(2) [m';¢] € mt. This can be seen by ([e,m'],m) = (e, [m',m]) = x([m’, m]) = 0.
(3) im(ade) N g/ = 0. This follows from the sly-representation theory.
(4) dim m* = dim m’ + dim g(0) + dim g(—1) = dim [m/, ¢] + dim g/. This follows
by the bijection m’ — [m', e], x — [z, €], by (2), and the sly-representation theory. [
12



Lemma 3.2. For the subalgebra p of Lie superalgebra g, we have

p=EPIf.o0i)] & o

Jj=2

Proof. The proof is straightforward and is the same as the Lie algebra case. (see e.g.
3], Lemma 2.2) O

By Lemma[3.21and the assumptions on A, we can choose a basis x1, - -+ , &, Ty11, -+ , T
€ Po, Y1, yYqr Yg+15 *° » Yn € Pp1 of p= @g(l) such that

i>0
(a) zi € g(ki)o, y; € 9(k})1, where k;, k) € Z;
(b) z1,---, 2 is a basis of g5 and yy,- - ,y, is a basis of g;

(C) Ti41, 3 Tm € [fag(_]] and Yg+1," " Yn S [fagﬂ
and the corresponding elements of (a), (b) and (c) in A form a basis of the free
A-module py = @ ga(i) after enlarging admissible algebra A if needed.

i>0
Definition 3.2. Define the generalized Gelfand-Graev g-module associated to x by
Qx = U(Q) QU (m) (Cxa

where C,, = C1, is a 1-dimensional m-module such that z.1, = x(z)1, for all z € m.

Given (a,b,c,d) € Z7 x Z3§ x Z% x Zk, let 2*yPuv? denote the monomial

ay a b1 bn . .C1 cs . d1 dy
xl ...:L’mmyl ...yn’”ul ...ussvl ...'Ut

in U(g).
Definition 3.3. Define the finite W-superalgebra over C by
U(g, e) := (EndyQ, )",

where (Endy@,)°® denotes the opposite algebra of the endomorphism algebra of g-
module Q).

It can be easily concluded by definition that if two even nilpotent elements E, E’ €
gy are conjugate under the action of AdG.,, then there is an isomorphism between
finite W-superalgebras U(g, E) and U(g, £’). Therefore, the construction of finite
W-superalgebras only depends on the adjoint orbit AdG,.e of e up to isomorphism.

Let N, denote the Z,-graded ideal of codimension 1 in U(m) generated by all
(x — x(z)|xr € m) with z € m;,i € Zy. Then Q, = U(g)/U(g)N, as g-modules. By
construction, the left ideal I, := U(g)N, of U(g) is a (U(g),U(m))-bimodule. The
fixed point space (U(g)/I,)*™™ carries a natural algebra structure given by

(x+ 1) (y+ 1) = (zy + L)
for all z,y € U(g).

Theorem 3.1. There is an isomorphism between C-algebras

o1 (End,Qy)* — Q;‘i‘“
C) = O(1y),

where Q;‘i‘“ is the invariant subalgebra of U(g)/I, = @, under the adjoint action of

m.
13



Proof. Since each element in (Endy,Q,)° is uniquely determined by its effect on
1, € @y, it is easy to verify that the mapping ¢ is well-defined, both injective and
surjective, and keeps the Zy-graded algebra structure. It remains to prove that ¢ is
an isomorphism between C-algebras.

For © = ©5 + 01,0" = 6] 4 0} € (EndyQ, ),
p(©-0) = o((6y+61) - (05 + 7))

- ¢(@0 @/‘l‘@l @/“‘@0 @/‘l‘@l /)
= (= 1)'9'”@0'(@’ 0 Op)(1,) + (~1)% ”91‘(@ 0 O1) (L )+
(—1) H@0'(9’ 0 Op)(1,) + (=1)I%®l(e1 0 O7)(1,)
= 65(05(1y)) + O5(01(1y)) + O7(Og(1y)) — O7(O1(1y))
= (_1)@6“@6'@6(1 )@6(1x) ( 1)‘9,“9 ‘@I( x)@g(lx)"‘
(—1)il%le5(1,, )9'1(1 )= (= 1)‘@"'9‘ 1(1,)07(1y)
= @('J(lx)@%(lx) ( x) 6( ) ( )@/i(lx) ‘I’@i(lx)@/i(lx)a
but
¢(@)¢(®/) = (@()(1x) + @I(lx))(@%)(lx) + @/i(lx))a
therefore
$(0-0') = ¢(0)p(0).
It follows from all the discussions above that ¢ is an isomorphism. U

Remark 3.4. We get an equivalent definition for the finite W-superalgebras over C
due to Theorem Bl If we take e = 0, then the finite W -superalgebra is simply the
enveloping algebra U(g). Hence the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) can be considered
as a generalization of universal enveloping algebra U(g).

By the PBW theorem, there is a vector space decomposition:
Ule) = UG) @ 1,
where p := p®C(zy,- -, 21, y1, - ,yq)(@(&)%) (recall that xq,--- ,2; € g%[f, a(5)a)
and Yy, .y, € @[f,g(j)ﬂ), and the term (C'Ur_;rl occurs only for the case when
dimg(—1)7is odd.yiﬁet Pr: U(g) — U(p) denote the corresponding linear projection.
Definition 3.4. Define the subalgebra W, of U(p) over C by
={u e U(p) | Pr([z,u]) = 0 for any x € m}.

Theorem 3.2. There is an isomorphism between C-algebras

e: Wy, — Q;dm
u = u(l+1).

The proof is straightforward and thus will be omitted here.

Remark 3.5. It follows from Theorem that we obtained another equivalent defi-
nition for finite W-superalgebras over C by Definition 3.4
14



3.2. Kazhdan filtration. To study the structure theory of finite W -algebras, Premet
firstly introduced the “e-degree” (i.e. the Kazhdan degree) for the enveloping algebra
U(g), then the Kazhdan filtration. In virtue of this filtration, the PBW theorem
for finite W-algebras was obtained in [32]. Following Premet’s treatment and the
summary on finite W-algebras given by Brundan-Goodwin-Kleshchev in ([3], Section
3.2), we will introduce the Kazhdan filtration for finite W-superalgebras in this part.

Let g = @ g(i) denote the root decomposition of g under the action of adh. Define

i€l
the Kazhdan degree on g by declaring x € g(j) is (j +2). Let F;U(g) denote the span
of monomials x; - --x, for n > 0 with =7 € g(j1), - , 2, € §(jn) in U(g) such that

(1 +2)+ -+ (o + 2) < i. Then we get the Kazhdan filtration on U(g):
- CRU(@) € Finl(g) C -

The associated graded algebra grU(g) is the supersymmetric algebra S(g) via the
Kazhdan filtration on g in which x € g(j) is of degree (j + 2).

The Kazhdan filtration on U(g) induces a filtration on its subalgebras. Setting
F,U(p) := U(p) N F;U(g), we get an induced Kazhdan filtration on the subalgebra
U(p). The Kazhdan filtration on p only involves positive degrees, so the Kazhdan
filtration on U(p) is strictly positive in the sense that FoU(p) = C and F;U(p) = 0
for ¢ < 0. The Kazhdan filtration on U(g) also induces a filtration on the Z,-graded
left ideal I, and on the quotient @), = U(g)/I,. By definition it is obvious that @), is
isomorphic to U(p) as vector spaces. Hence gr@Q, = S(g)/gr/, is a super-commutative
Z-graded algebra under the Kazhdan grading.

By above discussion we have identified @, with U(p), then we obtain an induced
strictly positive filtration

FOU(ga 6) g FlU(ga 6) g T

on U(g,e) such that U(g,e) is a subalgebra of U(p) by the third definition of finite
W-superalgebras (see Definition B.4]).

In virtue of the bilinear form (-,-), we can identify S(g) with the polynomial su-
peralgebra Cl[g] of regular functions on g. Then grl, is the ideal generated by the
functions {x — x(z)|x € m}, i.e. the left ideal of all functions in C[g] vanishing on
e +m* of g. Hence gr @, can be identified with Cle + m*]. Since Q, is identified
with U(p) as vector spaces, we have that S(p) = gr Q. Then it follows that

S(p) = Cle +m™].

If just considering the even part, we can get an isomorphism between C-algebras (in
the usual sense, not super)

S(po) = Cle + mg],
where mg := {f € g5|f(mg) = 0}, m7 is identified with the subalgebra of g5 by the
bilinear form (-, -), and C[e + m7] the regular functions on affine variety e + my-.

3.3. Whittaker functor and Skryabin equivalence. Whittaker category is an
important part in the representation theory of Lie algebras, and a great deal of infi-
nite dimensional representations are included in this category. Following Skryabin’s
treatment to the Lie algebra case in [39], we will firstly introduce the Whittaker mod-

ules for Lie superalgebras, then establish the Skryabin equivalence between certain
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representation category of Lie superalgebras and the representation category of fi-
nite W-superalgebras. All these provide a powerful tool for the study on the infinite
dimensional representations theory of Lie superalgebras.

Definition 3.5. A g-module L is called a Whittaker module if a — x(a), Va € m,
acts on L locally nilpotently. A Whittaker vector in a Whittaker g-module L is a
vector v € L which satisfies (a — x(a))v =0, Va € m.

Let g-Wmod* denote the category of finitely generated Whittaker g-modules, and
assume all the morphisms are even. Write

Wh(L) ={v € L|(a — x(a))v = 0,Va € m}

the subspace of all Whittaker vectors in L.
Recall the second definition of finite W-superalgebras (see Theorem B.]) shows that
U(g,e) = (U(g)/1,)*™. Denote by i € U(g)/I, the coset associated to y € U(g).

Theorem 3.3. (1) Given a Whittaker g-module L with an action map p, Wh(L) is
naturally a U(g, e)-module by letting

yv = p(y)v

forve Wh(L) and y € ( )/ L.
(2) For M € U( e), Qy ®u(ge) M is a Whittaker g-module by letting

y(q®v) = (y.q9) ®@v
foryeU(g) and g € Qy, ve V.

Proof. The proof is straightforward and is the same as the Lie algebra case. (see e.g.
proof of ([44], Lemma 35)). O

Given a g-Wmod* M, define M™ by
" ={m e M|z.m = x(x)m for all x € m},

then M™ can be considered as a U(g, e)-module. The following theorem shows that
there exists an equivalence of categories between the g-WmodX and the U(g,e)-
modules.

Theorem 3.4. The functor Qy ®@u.e) — : U(g, e)-mod — g-Wmod* is an equiva-
lence of categories, with Wh : g-Wmod* — U(g, e)-mod as its quasi-inverse.

The theorem generalizes the situation of the Lie algebra case. For the Lie algebra
case, Skryabin firstly defined a partial ordered set on the basis of U(m) by the Kazh-
dan degree in [39], then gave a proof by induction. Applying the finite W-algbras’
BRST cohomology definition, Gan and Ginzburg gave an alternative proof for the
Skryabin’s theorem in [10]. However, the cohomology theory related to the finite
W-superalgebras has yet to be developed. Especially when dim g(—1); is odd, there
is even no BRST cohomology definition for the finite W-superalgebras. Hence we
will follow Skryabin’s treatment here. The proof is just sketched, and more specific

details refer to ([39], Therorem 1).
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Proof. Define the map pt : Qy ®u(g,e) M™ — M by the rule u.1,®@v — uv for u € U(g)
and v € M™. For any U(g, e)-module V', define v : V' — (Qy Qu(g,e) V')™ by the
rule v(v') = 1, ® v’ for v € V'. Following Skryabin’s discussion in ([39], Therorem
1) (Some of the details need to be improved. See the proof of Proposition 4.2 in [42]
by Wang and Zhao), it is immediate that p is an isomorphism of g-modules, and v is
an isomorphism of U(g, e)-modules. O

3.4. Restricted root system and restricted root decomposition. In this part
we will introduce the restricted root system and restricted root decomposition for the
basic classical Lie superalgebra associated to an even nilpotent element, which lays the
foundation for further study on the highest weight theory of finite WW-superalgebras.
As for the Lie algebra case, we refer to [2] and [3].

It is well known that even part gz of a basic classical Lie superalgebra g over C
is a reductive Lie algebra, and gg N g is a Levi factor of gi. Recall that the root
system of g we have chosen is distinguished (see Section 3.1), and the vector space
decomposition g = € g(i) is obtained by the action of adh. Hence we can pick a

i€Z
maximal toral subalgebra t© C g(0)5 in gg N g§, and a maximal toral subalgebra b of
g containing t¢ and h.

We can obtain the following result, which can be proved by the same method as

the Lie algebra case in ([2], Lemma 13).

Proposition 3.2. The set of weights of t¢ on g° is equal to the set of weights of t¢
on g under the action of adh.

For a € (t9)*, let g, = P ga(7) denote the a-weight space of g with respect to t°.

i€z
0=009 P ga
acde
where av € ¢ C (t°)* denotes the set of non-zero weights of t¢ on g. Similarly, each
of the spaces m, m’,p,p can also be decomposed into t®-weight spaces. ®¢ is called
a restricted root system. Notably, ®¢ is not a root system in the usual sense; for
example, for a € ¢ there may be multiples of a other than +« that belongs to ®°.
By Proposition it is immediate that ®¢ is also the non-zero weights of t* on g°,
i.e. there is an induced restricted root decomposition:

o =g P

acde

Hence

4. FINITE W-SUPERALGEBRAS IN POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

In this part, we will introduce the finite W-superalgebra associated to basic classical
Lie superalgebra g (which also includes the case D(2,1;a)(a € k)) over positive
characteristic field k := F, with p € II(A).

4.1. The definition of finite IV -superalgebras in positive characteristic. Given
an admissible algebra A, set Q.4 = U(ga) @v(m,) Ay, where A, = Al,. It follows
by definition that (), 4 is a ga-stable A-lattice in @), with

{z2yPuv? ® 1, |(a, b, c,d) € ZT x Zy x 75 x 74}
17



as a free basis. Let N, 4 denote the homogeneous ideal of codimension 1 in A-
subalgebra U(m,) generated by all x — x(z) with x € (my4); where i € Zy. Set
I, 4 :=U(ga)Ny,a, the left ideal of U(ga). Then Q, 4 = U(ga)/ly a as ga-modules.

Pick a prime p € II(A) and denote by k = T, the algebraic closure of F,. By
Definition B.1] and the discussion thereafter, we can assume that (-,-) is A-valued on
g4 after enlarging A, possibly. The bilinear form (-, -) induces a bilinear form on the
Lie superalgebra gy = g4 ®4 k. In the following we still denote this bilinear form by
('> )

If we denote by Gy the algebraic k-supergroup of hyperalgebra Uy, = Uz ®7k, then
g = Lie(Gk) by the discussion in Section 3.1. Note that the bilinear form (-,-) is
non-degenerated and Ad(Gy)e,-invariant. For x € gy, set T := x®1, an element of gy.
To ease notation we identify e, f, h with the nilpotent elements e =e® 1, f=f®1
and h = h® 1 in gy, and y with the linear function (e,-) on gi. Obviously this will
not cause confusion. Set my :=my ®4 k, my :=m/; ®4 k.

Let gi be a restricted Lie superalgebra (see Definition 25]). For each T € (gi)g, we
can obtain that 7 — zP) € U(gy) is contained in the center of U(gy) by definition.
The subalgebra k(z? — 2P|z € (gi)s) of U(gy) is called the p-center of U(gy) and
denote Z,(gy) for short. It follows from the PBW theorem of U(gy) that Z,(gx) is
isomorphic to a polynomial algebra (in the usual sense) in dim (gy)g variables. For
every maximal ideal J of Z,(gy) there is a unique linear function n = 7; € (gi)3 such
that

J = (@ — 2 —n(z)"| € (g1)a)-
Since the Frobenius map of k is bijective, this enables us to identify the maximal
spectrum Specm(Z,(gk)) of Z,(gk) with (gi)3.

For any { € (gk); we write J¢ the two-sided ideal of U(gy) generated by the even
central elements

{77 — 2 — ¢(2)"|7 € (gw)o}-
Then the quotient algebra Ug(gk) := U(gk)/Je is a gx-module, which is called the
reduced enveloping algebra with p-character {. We often regard £ € gj. by letting
¢((gx)1) = 0. By the classical theory of Lie superalgebras, we have

dim Ug(g]k) — pdim (o1)5 9dim (g1)1
For i € 7Z, define the graded subspaces of gy over k by
g]k(Z) = gA(Z) R4 k, m]k(z) = mA(z) ®4 k.
Due to our assumptions on A, the elements z4,---,7; and ¥, - - - , ¥, form a basis of
the centralizer (gf); and (gf)1 of e in gy, respectively.
It follows from ([42], Section 4.1) that the subalgebra my is p-nilpotent, and the
linear function y vanishes on the p-closure of [my, my]. Set
Qyx = U(gK) @u(my) Ky,

where k, = A, ®4 k = kl,. Clearly, k1, is a 1-dimensional my-module with the
property .1, = x(Z)1, for all Z € my and it is obvious that Q,x = Q.4 ®a k.
Define N, i := Ny a ®ak and I, i := I, 4 ®4 k.

Definition 4.1. Define the finite W-superalgebra over k by

A~

U(g]kv 6) = (EndgleXJk)()pv
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where (Endg, @, k)P denotes the opposite algebra of Endg, @y k-

Remark 4.1. Recall that when we call g a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C,
the ones of type D(2,1;a)(a ¢ Q) are excluded (see Remark BI)). However, it is
notable that the procedure of “modular p reduction” goes smoothly for the case
D(2,1;a)(a € k\{0,—1}), ie. the k-algebra U(gy,e) with gx € D(2,1:a)(a €
k\{0, —1}) can also be induced from the C-algebra U(g,e) associated to the Lie
superalgebra D(2,1;a)(a € Q\{0, 1}). Since all the consequences obtained in Section
3.1 still establish for D(2,1;a)(a € Q\{0,1}), the basic classical Lie superalgebras
over k = F, will be referred to all types with p € TI(A) in this paper, which also
include the case D(2,1;a)(a € k\{0,—1}).

Let g* be the A-module dual to g4, so that g* = g% ®4C, gi = g, ®ak. Let (m})g
denote the set of all linear functions on (g4)g vanishing on (m4)g. By the assumptions
on A, (my)g is a free A-submodule and a direct summand of g%. Note that (m4®4C)g
and (m} ®4 k)g can be identified with the annihilators mg := {f € g;|f(mg) = 0}
and (mi)o = {f € (g1l f((mo) = 0}, respectively

Given a linear function n € x + (mg)g, set gr-module

QZ = Qx,]k/']an,]kv

where J,, is the homogeneous ideal of U(gy) generated by all {zF — zP) — n(z)P|z €
(g)o}- Evidently Q7 is a gi-module with p-character 5, and there exists a gi-module
isomorphism

Qy = Uy (1) @u, () L.

Definition 4.2. Define the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi, e) of finite W-superalgebras
associated to p-character n € x + (mj)g by

Un(g]kv 6) = (Endglk@;)op’

In this paper, we will call U,(gk, e) the reduced W-superalgebra associated to
the even nilpotent element e and p-character n € x + (mi-)g. It is immediate that the
restriction of 7 coincides with that of x on (my)g. If we let n((my);) = 0, then the
ideal of U(my) generated by all {z—n(Z)|z € (my);, ¢ € Zy} equals Ny i = N, 4®4k,
and k, =k, as my-modules. Let N, denote the Jacobson radical of U,(my), i.e. the
ideal of codimensional one in U, (my) generated by all (z — n(z)) with x € my, and
define Iy, := U,(gK)Nm, be the ideal of U, (gx).

Remark 4.2. Tt is notable that Definition was first introduced by Wang and Zhao
in ([42], Theorem 4.4). However, what they have defined is the case n = y, i.e.
the reduced W-superalgebra U, (gi, €) associated to p-character x (which was called
a finite W-superalgebra in [42]). Notably, they did not introduce the definition in
the same way as we do here (i.e. first introduce the finite W-superalgebras over C,
then define the reduced W-superalgebras over positive characteristic field k = IF, by
“modular p reduction”), but constructed the reduced W-superalgebras over k directly
by the same way as Premet’s treatment to the reduced W-algebras over k (see [32]).
Therefore, the restriction on the character of field k given by Wang-Zhao is much
weaker than the requirement in this paper, see ([42], Section 2.2). The reason why

we do not follow their treatment is that we also want to study on the case over C.
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Wang and Zhao pointed out that the Z-grading of the vector space g defined in
([42], Remark 3.2) can be thought of coming from the sly-theory in characteristic
zero, i.e. the vector space decomposition of g with respect to adh. Hence when
the characteristic p > 0, the grading defined by Wang and Zhao is the same as the
Dynkin grading of g applied in this paper.

Proposition 4.1. [* There exists an isomorphism between k-algebras:
¢ Ulok,e) — (Q)"™.

This result was firstly referred by Wang in ([44], Remark 70) but without a proof.
Premet gave a proof for the finite W-algebra case in ([32], Theorem 2.3(iv)) with the
help of the support variety machinery. It is notable that Wang and Zhao bypassed
the support variety machinery completely when they introduced the reduced W-
superalgebra U, (g, e) over k in [42]. Hence some modification is needed in the
proof. First notice that

Lemma 4.1. QY is a free U, (my)-module under the action of admy.

Proof. First of all, for every = z5 + Z1 € my and @ = ug + 47 € U, (gk), one has

[j’ﬂ] = [‘f - X(ZZ’),'&] = ["Z’(—J + 21— X(i’),ﬂ(‘) + ﬂi]
= (To+ 1 — x()) (g + 1) — Up(To + T1 — x(Z)) — u1(To — x(%o))
+uiTy
(4.1) = (Z—x(2))u — (T — x(%)) — uz(To — x(To)) + u1(71 — x(71))

since x((gx)1) = 0. By the definition of I, one knows that the last three terms in
are in [, , then it is immediate that

(4.2) [Z,u] = (T — x(Z))u (modly,)
for all z € my and u € QY.
By (]42], Proposition 4.2) we know that every U, (gi)-module is U, (my)-free under

the action of left-multiplication. It is immediate from ([.2) that U, (gi)-module QX
is U, (my)-free under the action of admy. O

Now we are in a position to prove Proposition .1l In fact, the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.1l is the same as the finite W -algebra case after one establishing Lemma [4.1]
see ([32], Theorem 2.3(iv)). As some consequences in the proof are needed later on,
we will prove this proposition in detail.

Proof. First introduce the k-algebra
B = {u € Uy(gk) | Lm0 C I, } = {t € Uy (gx)|[ Ly, U] C Liny. }-

The proposition can be proved in two steps:
(1) We claim that the mapping:

Y (Endg QY)® — B/Iy,

(4:3) o o ()

is an isomorphism of k-algebras.
It is easy to verify that this mapping is well-defined, both injective and surjective,
and keeps the Zs-graded structure. Along the same discussion as Theorem [B.1] we

can obtain that 1 is a homomorphism of k-algebras.
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(2) The two mappings
Y1 B/ Ly, — Ux(glk)adm]k/lmn{ N Ux(g]k)adm]k
and

W2 Un(g1) ™™ /T, N Uy (1)™™ — (U (8) /T )™ = (QY)™™

are isomorphisms of k-algebras.
Since QX is a free U, (my)-module under the action of admy by Lemma [T} the
short exact sequence of admy-modules

0 — I, — Uylgi) — QX — 0

splits. In other words, there is a Zy-graded subspace V' C U, (gx) such that [my, V] C
V and that

(4.4) Udgk) 2V @ Iy,
as admy-modules. From the definition of B we know that I, C B, thus we have
(4.5) B=Vvamg .
Then it follows from (4.4) and (4.3]) that
(4.6) B/ I, = Uy (01""™ /I, VU (010"™ 2 (U (i) /I, )™
Now we can deduce from ([£3]) and (£6) that Proposition @1 is true. O

Remark 4.3. We get another equivalent definition of reduced W-superalgebra U, (g, €)
with p-character y by Proposition LIl In fact, for any reduced W-superalgebra
U, (gk, €) with p-character n € x + (mj)g, Proposition E.] still establishes (see Theo-
rem [7.2(2)).

Remark 4.4. For the algebras U(gk), U(pk), @y, QX over positive characteristic
field k, we can also define their Kazhdan filtration algebras and graded algebras in
the same way as those in Section 3.2 when the characteristic p is sufficient large.

4.2. The Morita equivalence theorem. In this part we will introduce the Morita
equivalence theorem between the reduced enveloping algebra of a basic classical Lie
superalgebra and the reduced W-superalgebra. All these provide a new perspective
toward the representation theory of Lie superalgebras.

First recall the following theorem formulated by Wang-Zhao in ([42], Theorem 4.4),

Theorem 4.1. "2 Set § = dim Uy (my). Then QX is a projective U, (my)-module and

Uy(gi) = Mats(Uy(gi; €)),
where Mats(U, (g, €)) denotes the matriz algebra of U, (g, €).

It is notable this theorem not only establishes the foundation for Theorem
where the Morita equivalence theorem between k-algebras U, (gi) and U, (g, e) is
introduced, but also provides an effective tool to settle the problem on the existence
of the minimal dimensional representation in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property which

we will deal with in the final section. First note that
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Lemma 4.2. There exists an isomorphism of k-algebras:
v (Bndw, o0,0, ) Ux (1)) 7 —> Uy (i)™
0

= 6(1)
where (End, (g),0,(m))Ux (81))?P denotes the opposite algebra of the endomorphism
algebra of (U, (gk), Uy (my))-bimodule U, (gi).

Proof. We claim that ¢ is well-defined. Since (End v, (g,),0, (me))Ux (8K))°P is the op-
posite algebra of the endomorphism algebra of (U, (gk), U, (my))-bimodule U, (gi),
then
O(m) = 0(m.1) = (=D)IMme(1), 6(m) = 6(1.m) = 6(1)m

for any homogeneous elements m € my and 6 € U, (gx). Hence [m,0(1)] = md(1) —
(=1)llmlg(T)m = 0, i.e. 6(1) € U, (gr)*™=. Then ¢ is well-defined.

It is easy to verify that the even mapping ¢ is both injective and surjective, and
keeps the Zs-graded structure by the same discussion as Theorem 3.1l Hence ¢ is an
isomorphism of k-algebras. U

Given a k-algebra &/ we denote by .@7-mod the category of all finite-dimensional
left o/-modules. Given a left U, (gi)-module M define

M™ = {v € M|Iy,.v=0}.

It follows from the proof of Proposition 1] that U, (gx,e) can be identified with
Uy (g1)* ™ /U, (g1)*¥™ N Uy (g1 ) Nmy. Therefore, any left U, (gi)*™-module can be
considered as a U, (gy, e)-module with the trivial action of the ideal U, (gy )™ N

Ux(QIk)Nmuy
Theorem 4.2. The functors
U, (gi)-mod — U, (gk, €)-mod, M — M™

and
U, (g, e)-mod — U, (gk)-mod, V= U, (gk) O, (gr) e V

are mutually inverse category equivalences.

Proof. 1t follows from ([42], Proposition 4.2) that every U, (gi)-module is U, (my)-free
under the action of left-multiplication. The theorem can be proved in the same way
as ([32], Theorem 2.4) for the Lie algebra case after substituting the discussion in
([32], Section 2.2) for ([42], Proposition 4.2), thus will be omitted here. O

5. THE STRUCTURE OF REDUCED W -SUPERALGEBRAS IN POSITIVE
CHARACTERISTIC

Following Premet’s treatment of finite W-algebras in ([32], Section 3), in this part
we will study the construction theory of reduced W-superalgebra U, (gi, €) associated
to the basic classical Lie superalgebra gy over positive characteristic field k = F,,.

Recall in Section 4.1 the elements in the Lie superalgebra gy is obtained by “mod-
ular p reduction” from the ones in the A-algebra g4, and we denote by T =z ®1 € gy
for each =z € ga.

By the discussion preceding Definition we know that there is an isomorphism
of gr-modules QY = Uy(gk) ®vy(my) Ly~ It follows from the PBW theorem that

U, (px) and (¥ are isomorphism as k-vector spaces. Therefore, the basis of pi can be
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considered as a basis of )X and this will cause no confusion. For the sake of clarity,
we will relist the basis of py as follows:

jh'" wfl S (g]i>67 jl-‘rh"' 7i‘m € @[f? (g]k(.]))é]u
Jjz

ylv"' 7?](16 (gﬁ{>iv yq-l—lv"' 7yn€ Qi[fv (g]k(j))ﬂ7
Jj=

Uy, s € gi(—1)p N (gk(—1)5) ", Uss1, 5 s € gr(—1)g;

Uy, -, 0 € gr(—1)1 N (Ellk(_l)/i)la Vst o, 0r € gr(—1)]

where t = | 7| and L is respect to the bilinear (-, ).
Given an element = € gy (i), we denote whose weight (with the action of adh) by

wt(Z) = i. For k € Z,, define
A=A, in)liy € Zy, 0<dy <p— 1}, A= {(ir, - ,i)li; € {0,1}}
with 1 < j < k. Set e = (0;1,+++,0%). For i = (iy,---,ix) in Ay or A}, set
li| =41+ -+ ig.
Given a = (a1, ,am) € A, b= (by,---,b,) € AL, ¢ =(c1,-+,¢5) €Ay, d =
(dy,---,dy) € A (recall that t = |5]), define

—a-b-c— _ —ar —b b — —c.—d _
l'aybucfud = a’;llll .. .x?nmyll .. .ygnuil .. .ugsfull . ‘Ulflt.

It is obvious that the k-span of monomials 22§°u°0? ® 1, form a basis of Q5.
We can assume that the basis of py is homogeneous under the action of adh, i.e.

T € g]k(kl)()a R Tm € g]k(km>67 gl € g]k(ki)Ia Tty gn € g]k(k;z)I Define
m n s t

(@,bc.d)le =Y aiki+2)+> bk +2)+> ca+ > d.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Say that 725Pu¢09 has e-degree |(a, b, ¢, d)|. and write deg, (z*yPuv9) = |(a, b, ¢, d)|..
It is notable that the e-degree defined above is the same as Kazhdan degree in Section
3.2. Note that

(5.1) deg, (z27°u°0?) = wt(z*gPuv?) + 2deg(z25Pucv?),

where wt(z2gPucv?) = (3 ksa;) + (DS kib;) — || — |d| and deg(z2yPucv?) = |a| +
=1 i=1

|b| + |c| + |d| are the weight and the standard degree of Z2yPucv9, respectively.

5.1. Some Lemmas. Some Lemmas will be formulated in this part, which play the
key role in the study of the construction theory of reduced W-superalgebra U, (g, €).
Firstly, some commutative relations for the elements in the basis of U, (gx) are intro-
duced in Lemma [5.J] and Lemma [5.2]

Lemma 5.1. Let w € Uy (gi); (i € Z2) be a Zy-homogeneous element, then we have

by bn

i€eAm 71=0 Jn=0
where (%)= lfjl (%) and

[@TP] = Frpyy - ks, (1) (adga) - (adg) (adz)™ - -~ (adz1)" (),
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in which the coefficients ki p, 1, s knpnjn € k (recall that b = (by,--- ,b,) € A},)
and the indices jy,- -, jn € {0, 1}. If we write jo = 0, then

_ _ _ @|+j1++jy _ @|+1+g1++jy
koo =1, ko1 = 0,kpyo = (—1)OHHvas g, = (1)@t
where 1 <t/ < n.

Proof. Let R;denote the i-th right multiplication by g;(1 < j < n),ie. Ry (a) = uy}
for any u € U, (gk). The Lemma can be proved by induction.

Let w be any Zy-homogeneous element in U, (gi) and denote its Z,-degree by |w].
Recall that all the gis (1 < i < n) are in (gg);. For each 0 < s’ <n — 1, since

[Gsr+1, (adys ) (adgy—1 )1 - - (adyn)* (w)] ]
= (o) g1 () ) — (1)
(adgy )™ (adgy—1)"'=1 - - - (adyn)* (D) G 11,
then
Ry, ., ((adyy)* (adfy_y)*s-1 - - - (ady)™ (@)
= (—1)leitithetthe g0 | (adgeg)! (adge )5 (adgy 1) -+ (adg)™ (w)
+ (_1)|w|+k1+ +ks/ys +1(adys +1) (ang’)ks (adyé”—l) st (adyl) ( )

For any monomial 727409 in the basis of U. ( k), recall that all the indices of the

odd elements in gy (i.e. the indices of ;’s and 9;’s) are in the set {0, 1} by the PBW
theorem. Let 0 < jq,---,j, < 1 be positive integers, and define

— = i wl+kit-+kj, - e w]+1+k1+-+kj
kﬂ'ivo’o =1, kj01 = 0,kj 10 = (=D)L g = (1R
for 1 <7 < n, and jg is interpreted as 0. Then we have

w-y{l---@jn =R\ (@) 55 gy

Z k17J1711y1 adyl) ( )) . ggz s "ggzn

i1=0

_R32 Z ki, 21y1 ady ) (w)) - ng,g .. ﬂ%"
11=0
Ji g2
o =D brgakesadl g (adg) (adg) (0)) - 5
11=0122=0
.. g.%n
AN i
=D D kb kg TR
11=042=0 in=0

(acg)" - (adg 1) -+ (adg)" (@)

by induction. For any Zs-homogeneous elements 4, v in gy, we have that uv =

[a, ] + vu if at least one of them is in (gx)g, i.e. the commutative operation between
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u and © is the same as the Lie algebra case. Since all the Z.s for 1 < i < m are even
elements in gy, then

(5.3) Wz =Y (-1 (?) 7274 (adz,,)™ - - - (adz)" ()

i€eAm

by ([32], Section 3.1(2)), where (3)= lii[ (9.

iy

Write [wz!] = (—1)l(adz,,)" - - - (ad?;)" (w). Since all the elements Zy,- -+ , Zpm
are even, [wZ'] is also a Zy-homogeneous element with the same parity as w. It can
be inferred from (5.2)) and (5.3]) that

A\ _a-i r—--i1 -b -c-—
o - l,aybucvd § : <1> za-i, [wxl] ‘yb . ucvd

i€Am

b1 bn
a) ca-i —b1—j1 ~b2—jo2
S S 3 (8) s

i€Am j1=0 Jn=0
gor =i (adig, )’ (ad -1 - - - (adigy ) ([w2]) - w0

b1 b
- Z Z . Z(_l)li\ (?) T A T

i€Am j1=0  jn=0
(adgjn )’ -+ (adgn)” (adZpm )™ - - (ad1)" (@) - 707,
where the coefficients ki, j,, -, knp, s, € k in (5.4]) are defined by:
kt/ 00=1,kpo1 =0 kp1o= (= 1)@t ky 1= (—1)l@H 1ttt

for 1 <t < n, and j is interpreted as 0.
If we set

[@T'F) = kg gy - Kb g (1) (adga) - - (adgn)” (adz)™ - (adz1)™ (@),
then (B.4]) can be written as

o - l,aybuc,ud Z Z Z ( ) —a—i b —-j . [wi,lyj] 'TLCT)d.

i€Am j1=0 Jn=0

(5.4)

U

Let p, denote the natural representation of U, (gx) in Endip@QY. We can get the
following result:

Lemma 5.2. Let (a,b,c,d), (a’,b',c/,d’) € A, xAl xAsx A} be such that |(a, b, c,d)|. =

A, |(a,b',c,d')|. = B, then

(py(@gPuco?)) (PP u v @ 1,) = (KzetgPtuact 54 + terms of e-degree
<A+ B-2)®1,,

where the coefficient K € k 1s defined by:
(1)if (a+a,b+bc+c,d+d) ¢ A, x A, x A; x A}, then K = 0.
(2) if K # 0, then each entry in (b+b’,d+d’) is taken from the set {0,1}. Delete
all the zero terms in (b,d,b’,d’), then we can get a new sequence (by, by, by, b, - - -
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b, b, dy,dy, da,dy- -+ dy, d}) from the old one by transpositions. Let 7(b,d,b’,d’)
denote the times for which we do the transpositions, then K = (—1)7(P:dbd’),

Proof. (1) First suppose that (a,b,c) =0 and |d| = 1, so that A = 1. Then 79 = g
for some 1 < S < t. Applying Lemma [5.1] one obtains

(o ()@ 705" @ 1) =((~)ME 5 - py(0)7° 5 + Y aga™
(5.5) (i.4)70
G (557 - 700 @ 1,
for some a5 € k. Since p,(my) stabilises the line k1,, the first summand on the right
ISy o .
equals (—1) = 7P a% 99+ ® 1, (where es_; = ey is interpreted as 0 for the
case S = 1) modulo terms of lower e- degree in (58) (if d + 1 = 2, then v9'Fes is
interpreted as 0). For the second summand on the right of (5.5)), we have:

(i) suppose (i,j) # 0 is such that wt([vs7'7]) < —1. Then p, ([vsz'7))u®vd ® 1,
is a linear combination of ufv® with |f| + |g| < |c’| + |d’| + 1 as p,(my) stabilises the
line kI,. As a consequence, 7% ~'g® 7 . p, ([v57'y])u® Y is a linear combination of
7 ~igP"=igfpe. Since (i,j) # 0, and the weights ky and k;, of elements zy and gy for
each 1 < s’ <m and 1 <t < n are all non-negative integers, then

(@ — i) (ks +2) + El(bif —Ji)(ky +2) + |f] + |g]

ag (ks +2) + 2 b (ky +2) + (If] + |8 — 2[i] = 2]j])

1 t'=1

NERVAN

deg (z g —igh’ “ufps) =

fl)\
I
—_

IN
NIE

s

3|

< Yoad(ke +2) 4+ >0 V(K +2) + (I + |d|+ 1 —2]i| — 2[j])
s'=1 t'=1
< A+B-2.

(ii) suppose (i,j) # 0 is such that wt([os7iyi]) > 0. Since g = € gi(i) is the
i€Z
Dynkin grading of gy, the image of py is still in py under the action of adh. This

1mphes that 72 ~igP" =3 . [5gz'f] is a linear combination of Zfy® with wt(zfy®) =
wt(z2'g”) — 1 and |f| + |g| < |a'| + |b/| — |i| = |j| + 1. Therefore, 7z ~ig* = .
px([vsx 7)) v is a linear combination of zfy8uv4" with

deg, (Zfy8u

o) = wt(zfysuacv?) + 2deg(fyEuc v?)
= wi(2'y®) = (|| +|d']) + 2(|f| + [g] + || + |d])
6(7%5) — 1+ 2(/f] + |g]) + (|¢'] + |d'])
t(z a?Jb )~ L2+ B =[] ]3]+ 1) + (e + |d)
(z*g 121 0Y) + 2deg(z g @ o) — 2(Ji| + |j]) + 1

|
g2 g

wt
A+ B —
By (i) and (ii) we have

NI N

/ [b']+ Z d/ o
(py () (@ PP a0 @ 1,) = ((=1) = 72 g a v +es + terms of e-degree
<A+ B-2)®1,.

(2) Induction on |d| = (0,0, 0,d)|. = A now shows that

(p @I (@ 7”@ 7Y @1,) = (K" 7% 7 7 797 +terms of e-degree < A+ B—2)®1,,
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where the coefficient K" € k is a power of —1. If d +d’ ¢ A/, then set K = 0.

(3) Notice that u® is a product of even elements in gy. Combining the formula
displayed in step (2) and discussing in the same way as (1) and (2), it is now easy to
derive that

(py (o)) (@ gP a0 @ 1,) = (K ":Ealgjb'ﬂc“/@djd/ + terms of e-degree
<A+B-2)®1,.

If (c+c',d+d') ¢ A x A}, then the first summand on the right hand is interpreted
as 0.

(4) Since the image of py is still in py under the action of adh, the PBW theorem
for U, (py) implies that

—a-b =a'-b’ __ 7" -a+a’-b+b’ —i-j
YT yT = Kozt o+ > GisT'y,
lil+lil<|al+[a’|+[b|+[b’|

where K € k is a power of —1. If (a+a’,b+b’) ¢ A,, x A/, then set K = 0, and
Bij = 0 unless wt(Zig9) = wt(z2gP) + wt(z2'g*").
(5) It can be inferred from (3) and (4) that

(py(@gPuce?)) (@ P u v @ 1,) = (K'zatgPtact' 5474 4+ terms of e-degree
<A+B-2)®1,,

where K’ € k is a power of —1. If (a+a’,b+b’,c+c,d+d) ¢ A, x Al, x Ag x AL,
set K’ =0.

(6) Finally we will discuss the value of K’ in (5).

Given any homogeneous elements %, v € gy, it can be deduced from the definition
of e-degree that

___ | vu  if at least one of u, v is even;
YW= —ou if @ and v are both odd

modolo terms of lower e-degree in U, (gi). Therefore, in order to determine the value
of K’, one just needs to deal with the odd elements. For each case we will consider
separately:

(i) if (a+a’,b+b,c+c,d+d) ¢ A, x A, x Ay, x A}, then K’ =0 by (1)—(5).

(i) if (a+a',b+Db,c+c,d+d) e A, x A, x Ay x A}, it follows from the
definition of A/, and A} that each entry in the sequence (b,d,b’,d’) is in the set
{0,1}. From above one knows that if two odd elements exchange their positions
in the product of U,(gx), there is a sign change modulo terms of lower e-degree.

Since the position exchange in U, (gi) corresponds to the transposition of sequence
(b1,bo, =+ by, dy,do, -+ dy, Uy, 0, -+ b0 dy L, dy, -+ d)), it follows that the constant

Y Yno

K’ in step (5) coincides with the constant K which is defined in the Lemma. O

Remark 5.1. Tt is immediate from the knowledge of linear algebra that 7(b,d,b’,d’)
in Lemma [5.2)(2) is just the reverse number of

(blab%”' abnadlaan"' >dt>b/1ab/2a"' b/ dllad/% adi)

with respect to the sequence

(bla blla b2>b,2> e >bnab;md1>d,1ad2adl2 o adtad;)'
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Recall that any non-zero element h € U, (gx, €) is uniquely determined by its value
on h(1,) € QY. Write

ML)=( > IJapear ") @1,
|(a,b,c,d)|e<n(h)

where n = n(h) is the highest e-degree of the terms in the linear expansion of h(1,),
and Aapca 7 0 for at least one (a, b, c,d) with |(a, b, c,d)|. = n(h).
For k € Zy, Put AF = {(a,b,c,d)|Aapca # 0&|(a,b,c,d)|. = k} and let AP

denote the set of all (a,b,c,d) € Ag(h) for which the quantity wt(z2yPucv?) assumes
its maximum value. This maximum value will be denoted by N = N (h).

Some result about the leading term of h(1,) € QX for each element h € Uy (g, €)
will be given in Lemma [5.3] It can be proved by the same treatment as Premet
to the finite W-algebra case in ([32], Lemma 3.2). Compared with the Lie algebra
case, the appearance of odd elements in the Lie superalgebra gi makes the situation
different. For each monomial in the basis of U, (gk), it follows from the PBW theorem
that the indices of odd elements in g, can not exceed 1. In fact, we have that
el =201, c QY for each @ € (gi)1. It is obvious that when we write a* ® 1,
as @ ®1, € @Y, whose weight remains unchanged with standard degree decreasing.
It follows from (B.I) that the e-degree of a® ® 1, is lower than what it seems to be
when we put it as a linear combination of the canonical basis of QX. Therefore, if
the index of some odd element in gy exceeds 1 in some monomial of @Y, the e-degree
of this monomial decreases when we put it as a linear combination of the canonical
basis of (Y. Obviously, this can not occur in the Lie algebra case. Now we prove the

lemma in detail.

Lemma 5.3. Let h € Uy(g,e)\{0} and (a,b,c,d) € AT Then ¢ = 0 and a €
Ay x {0}, b € A, x {0}. Moreover, the sequence d satisfies

(1) d = 0 when dim g (—1)1 is even;

(2)d e {0}%1 x A} x {0}%1 when dim gi(—1)1 (recall that which equals to r) is
odd.

Proof. (1) Suppose the contrary, i.e.
(I) if dim g (—1)7 is even, then

(al—‘rlu"' 7am7bq+17"' 7bn7017"' 7087d1"' 7d%> # {0}7
(IT) if dim gi(—1)7 is odd, then
(al—l—l"" 7am7bq+17”' ,bn,Ch"' 7CS7d1"' 7d7"771) # {O}

(2) First assume that

(i) if ax # 0 for some k > I set Ty, € gi(nk)s. Since Ty ¢ (g5 )p and the bilinear form
(+,-) is non-degenerated, there is w = wy € gr(—ng — 2)5 such that x([wg, Z;]) = Ok
for all ¢ > [.

(ii) if all a}s are zero for i > [, and there is by # 0 for some k > ¢, then set
Uk € gk(n)1. Since gx ¢ (gf)1 and the bilinear form (-, -) is non-degenerated, there
is w = w}, € gr(—n}), — 2)1 such that x([wy, v;]) = 0k for all i > q.

(iii) if all ;s and bs are zero for i > [ and j > ¢, and there is 4, # 0 for some
1 <k < s, choose W = %, € gi(—1); such that (2, @;) = 0p; for all 1 <k < s.
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(iv) if all a}s, b:s and ¢s are zero for i > [, j > g and 1 < k < s, respectively, then

(a) when dim gi(—1)1 is even, there is w = z, € gi(—1)} such that (Z,,7;) = 6
for all 1 <k < §;

(b) when dim gi(—1); is odd, there is w = z, € gi(—1)% such that (z,,0;) = &
foralllgk;g%l.

Under above assumptions, we write v := wt(w).

(3) Let (a,b,c,d) € AY where d’ € Z. By the assumptions in (2) one knows that
W is Zg-homogeneous. It is immediate from Lemma [B.0]and the definition of QY that

LS DD M 3 R S N G RN

icAm jeA],

where the summation in (5.6) runs over all (i,j) € A,, x A/, such that [wZ§] is
nonzero and wt([wz'y]) > —2.

Based on the value of wt([wz'yl]), for each case we will consider separately.

(i) Suppose (i,j) € A,, x A/, is such that wt([wzig]) > 0. Then |i| + [j| = 1. Recall
that the decomposition g, = € gk (i) is the Dynkin grading of gy, and the action of

icZ

adh keeps py invariant. This implies that z2~iy
combination of 7' g u¢v? ® 1, with

b= p ([wzigd])ucv? @ 1, is a linear

wt(z" g a°0?) = v + wt(z*gPuaco?),
and s/ s/ s/ s/ s/ s/
deg (' gV ucvd) = wt(z'ip uvd) + 2deg (Vi ucvd)
= v+ wt(Z*gPuacvd) + 2(){'| + |j'| + |c| + |d]).
It follows from the remark preceding this lemma that when we put z2~igP=J .
py([0Z ) - a0 as a linear combination of the canonical basis of QX, whose e-degree
maybe lower than what it seems to be since the power of odd elements must < 1. As

]+ 131 < la] + o[ = [i| = i + 1,

then
deg, (7' ¢ uv?) = v + wt(z2yPucvd) + 2(|V'| + |§'| + || + |d])
< wt(zgPucv?) + 2(|al + [b| + [c| + |d]) + v — 2([i] + [j]) + 2
= 24+v+d —2(Ji| + [j]).
(ii) Now suppose (i,j) € A,, x Al is such that wt([wz'i]) = —1. For k,g €
Ly, set Ty, € gi(nw)o, Yy € Ok(ny)1, then > dgny + > jyny, = —v — 1. Since

_ 1<k<m 1<g<n B
py(my Ngi(—1)) annihilates 1,, the vector 227 15P - p ([wZ']) - a9 @ 1, is a linear
combination of 22 igP 34 p) ® 1, with || = |c| £1,j =d, or i’ = ¢,|j'| = |d| + 1.
(a) If [{] = [c| + 1,j = d, or i’ = ¢, |j'| = |d| + 1, then [i| +[j| > 1,
wt(z2 P ) = wt (227 P a0 d) — 1 = v+ wt(225Pace?),
and

deg, (z* 1P o’) = wi(zigPHa" e ) + 2(|a| — [i] + [b] — [i| + [{'| + [§'])
= d'+v+2(=i| = [j| + [{'| + |i'| = |e] = [d])
= 2+d +v—2(i| + [j]).
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) I || =|c| —1,f =d, or ' = ¢, |j/| = |d| — 1, then
wt(Z2 P ) = 2 + v+ wt(ZPgPacsd),
and

deg (z2 P u"d) = w(z* P Ha" o) + 2(|a| — [i] + [b] — [j| + [V] + [§'])
= v+ wt(@yPuv?) + 2+ 2(|a| + |b| + |c| + |d])
+2(=[c| = [d]| = [i] = [j[ + [¥'] + [3'])
= v+d —=2([i| + [j]).

By the assumption one knows that wt([wz'i]) = —1. When we put 725>~ .

pr([@Z']) - a9 ® 1, as a linear combination of the canonical basis of Q, if the
index of odd element of gy reaches 2 in some monomial of ()Y, e.g. set the element
as § € gk(—1)1, then it follows from 7* ® 1, = 1[y, 9] ® 1, = $x([7,7]) ® 1, that
the weight of the monomial rises by 2, while the standard degree decreases by 2.
Then it is immediate from (5] that the e-degree of the monomial decreases by 2
compared with what it seems to be. As the index of some odd element decreases in
this situation, it can be deduced to case (ii)(b).
(iii) Finally, suppose (i,j) € A, x A/, is such that wt([@wz'y]) = —2. Then

7 p([Eg]) - wv? @ 1, = x([wa'y) e g Hav @ 1,

As > ik + ). jgn, = —v — 2, one has
1<ksm I<gsn

wt(22 7P Ha0Y) = 24 v+ wt(22gPa0?), deg, (22 gPu0?) = 24+ v+d —2([i| +]j|).

(4) Now based on the results of (2) and (3), we will discuss the validity of the
assumptions in (1).

For i,j € Z let m;; denote the endomorphism of QY such that

(a) if (a, b, c,d) satisfies deg, (Z2yPuv9) = i and wt(72yPucv?) = j, then define

(5.7) T (T PPuc? @ 1,) = 7290 @ 1,;
(b) if (a, b, c,d) does not satisfy the condition in (a), then define
mij(ZgPucr? @ 1,) = 0.

(i) If assumption (i) or (ii) in (2) is true, then v < —2 and w € my. Set h =
hs + h1 € Uy(gk,€). As w is Zy-homogeneous and x((gk)7) = 0, then x(w) = 0 if
w € (gi)1- It follows from the definition of U, (g, e) that

(5.8)

For a € Z we let a denote the residue of a in F, C F, = k. By (3) one knows that

the terms with e-degree n(h) + v and weight N(h)+ v + 2 only occur in (3)(iii) when
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(py (W) — x(w)id).h(1,) is written as a linear combination of the canonical basis of
QX. If write b, = 0, it follows from (5.8 that

0 =iy w2 (3 (@) — x(@)id). (1))

- |w\ Z b;) _
:( Z a b,c,d Z aija—eigb . X([U_)u i’z])ucvd) ® 1X+
(a,b,c,d)e AP

(5.9)

n

n ol 30 )+ 35 by o
(Y Dapead (=) S S g (0, )
=1

(a,b,c,d)EA%‘aLx
—c—d T
%) ® 1.

Since x((gi)1 ) = 0, then

(a) if w = wy, then (B9) equals > Aab.ecd@r T2 gPucrd @ 1, # 0;
(a,b,c,d)eAP>*

(b) if w = w},, then (5.9) equals

L3 bt 3 by q -
E Aa,b,c,d(_l) j=1 i=k+1 jay e . 1% ® 1X % O’
(a,b,c,d)EA%lax

a contradiction, i.e. the assumptions (i) and (ii) in (2) are invalid.

(ii) If assumption (iii) or (iv) in (2) is true, then v = —1 and y(w) = 0. It follows
from the definition of U, (g, e) that

(5.10)  py(w).h(1y) = py().(hg + hi)(1,) = hg(w.1,) + (=1)"*'h(w.1,) = 0.
Set b,+1 = 0,dy = 0, then

@A) = Y Aapea> (1) B gzt (0,7)

(a,b,c d)EA"(h) =1
n \w|(1+2b O b
. ﬂc,l—)d _'_ Z(_ Jj=i+1 ,’fagb_ei . px([w’gl]> . ﬂcﬂd—l—
s @l(3 b)
o1y o1 A g x( a)a e
=1

Z Bijxa - TPUT) @ 1y,

|(i7j7k71)|e<n(ﬁ)—2

When (py (@) — x(w)id).h(1,) is written as a linear combination of the canonical
basis of QX, it is immediate from (3) that the terms with e-degree n(h)—1 and weight

N(h) + 1 only occur in (3)(ii), and by (E.II]) we have
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(a) if w = z, then

Tomy—1,n ()41 (P (W) h(1y)) = Z AabealhZPPUT* 04 @ 1, # 0;

(a,b,c,d)GAZ(E)

(b) if w = %, , then

Wn(ﬁ)_LN(B)H(Px(w)ﬁ(ix))
n k—1
2 b+ 2 d; -
- S Aabea(—1)= S mEgbaepe @ 1, £ 0,

(ab,c,d)enr™

a contradiction, i.e. the assumptions (iii) and (iv) in (2) are invalid.
All the contradictions in (4) complete the proof of the lemma. O

5.2. The construction theory of reduced W-superalgebras in positive char-
acteristic. In this part we will study the construction theory of the reduced W-
superalgebra U, (gx, €).

For k € Z, let H* denote the k-linear span of all 0 # h € U, (gy, ¢) with n(h) < k
in U, (g, €). It follows readily from Lemma 5.2l that H* - HY C H*" for all 4,5 € Z,.
In other words, {H'|i € Z.} is a filtration of the algebra U, (gy,e) and obviously
Uy (g, e) = H* for all k > 0. We set H™* = 0 and let gr(U, (g, e)) = >, H'/H"™!

i>0
denote the corresponding graded algebra. Lemma implies that the k-algebra
gr(U, (g, €)) is supercommutative.

Proposition 5.1. Let U, (g, e) be a reduced W -superalgebra, B

(1) if dim gi(—1)1 is even, then for any (a,b) € Ay x Ay there is hap € Uy (g, €)
such that A" = {(a,b)}. The vectors {hapl(a,b) € Ay x A} form a basis of
U, (g, €) over k. )

(2) if dim gi(—1)1 is odd, then for any (a,b,c) € Ay x Aj x A} there is hap,c €
U, (9K, e) such that Agj:gc = {(a,b,c)}. The vectors {hap|(a,b,c) € Ay x A} x A}}
form a basis of U, (gk, e) over k.

Proof. Given (a,b) € Z%, let H*" denote the subspace of U, (g, €) spanned by H*™*
and all h € U, (gk, e) such that n(h) = a, N(h) < b. Order the elements in Z2
lexicographically. By construction, H** C H%¢ whenever (a,b) < (c,d). Applying
the Basis Extension Theorem to the finite chain of subspaces just defined we obtain
that Uy (g, e) has basis B := | ], ;) B;; such that n(u) = i, N(u) = j whenever
RS Bivj'

Recall in (£.7) the mapping 75 : Uy (g, e) — QX is defined by setting

(TP @ 1,) = PyPue? @ 1,

for any (a, b, c,d) which satisfies deg, (z25Puv9) = i and wt(z*yPuv) = j; and 0

otherwise.
Define the linear map 75 : Uy(gk,e) — QX by setting p € B, ; for any m5(u) =
7. (p(1,)) and extending to U, (gk, e) by linearity.

Based on the parity of dim gi(—1), for each case we will consider separately.
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(1) When dim gy (1)1 is even, it can be inferred from Lemma [5.3] that 75 maps
Uy (g, e) into the subspace U, (gf) ® 1, of QX. By construction, 7p is injective. On
the other hand,

dim Uy(gi,¢) = (—amdpamagy— —amagraay)

dim (g]k)ofdlm (g]k)o dim (g )7 —dim (g]i)i )
2 2

— (Igdlm (oi)o_ 9dim (gn{) 1)

= dim Ux(g]k) ® 1X
due to Remark and Theorem EIl Thus 7 : Uy(gk,e) — Uy(gf) ® 1, is
a linear isomorphism. For (a,b) = (ay,---,a;, b1, - ,by) € A X Al set hap =
T (T - a:flyll’l . -gf;q ® 1,). By the bijectivity of mz and the PBW theorem (ap-
plied to U, (g})), the vectors hap, with (a,b) € Ay x A} form a basis of U, (gy, e) over k,
while from the definition of 7 it follows that AP = {(a, b)} for any (a b) € Ajx A,

(2) When dim gy (—1); is odd, it can be 1nferred from Lemma [5.3] that 75 maps
U, (g, €) into the subspace of (U (gf) @k U (]kv%)) ® 1, of QY. By construction,
mg is injective. On the other hand,

. dim (g)g dim (gp)1
— p 2 1
dim Ux(g]ka e) = ( dim (ap)gdim (00)p 7 dim (g)7 dim (g0)] 1 )
(p 2 2 (2 2 2
_ dim dim 1+1
= (p (gi)o  2dim (gj)1 ) )

= dim (U, (g]k) ®x U. )) ® 1y,

(ko
due to Remark 3.3 and Theorem 4.1l Thus 7p : U, (gk, ) (U (i) @1Uy (kv )) ©
1, is a linear isomorphism. For (a,b,c) = (a1, -+ ,a;, b1, -+ ,bg,c) € Ay x Aj x A] set

_ —1l/za1 —ay =by —by—cC T
h’a,b,c—ﬂ-B (Il ...xl yl ...yqu% ®1X)

By the bijectivity of 75 and the PBW theorem (applied to U, (gf.) ®x UX(]I{’(_J%)), the

vectors hap With (a,b,c) € Aj x A} x A form a basis of U, (gy, ¢), while from the
definition of 75 it follows that AP = {(a,b,c)} for any (a,b,c) € Ay x Aj x A} O

Corollary 5.1. There exist even elements 6, --- .6, € Uy(gk,e)s and odd elements
Orp1, -+ 0i+q € Uy(gk, €)1 such that

(1)
Or(1y) = (Tpt Z )\ﬁ b,c dxaybucvd+ Z )\ﬁ b,c dxaybucvd)@’lm

‘avbvcvd‘e :mk+27 ‘a bvcvd‘€<mk+2
la| + |b| + |c| + |d| > 2

where Ty, € gf.(mg)g for 1 <k <.

(2)

T (= k a-b-c-d k a-b-c-d
9l+k(1x> - (yk_'_ E Aabcdx yuvt+ § Aa,bcdx Yy uv )®1X7
|a,b,c,d\e =ng + 27 |a b7c7d|6<nk+2
lal + |b| + |c| + |d]| > 2

where Gy, € gg(ny)1 for 1 <k < q.
(3) When dim gy (—1)1 is odd, there is an odd element ;4411 € Uy (9K, €)1 such that

91"“1"‘1(1)() - 7,77‘«51 ® IX'
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All the coefficients )\abcd € k. Moreover, sy .q = 0 if (a,b,c,d) is such that
aj+1 = —am—b+1 —bn:clz---:cszdlz---:dz =0.
q ’72—|

Proof. The existence of all the elements in the corollary is an immediate consequence
of Proposition 5.1l and what remains to prove is the Zsy-homogeneity for the elements
in (1) and (2). In fact, it can be obtained by applying Proposition E.1] directly.
First note that each element 6 € U, (gk,e) can be written as 6 = 65 + 07 where
f5(1y) € (QX)p and 01(1,) € (QY)1. Smce both the k-algebras Uy (gi, e) and (QX)*I™«
are Zs-graded and the mapping

1 Uyl e) = (@)™

in Proposition 1] is even, it follows from
p(0) = ¢(b) + (01) = Oo(1y) + 01(1,) € (@)™

that ¢(05) € (Q%)gdm“‘ and ¢(67) € (Q%)?dm’k, ie. 05 € Uy(gk, e)s and 07 € U, (gi, €)1.

Therefore, for any given element ¢ € U, (gx, €), if the leading term of 6(1,) (i.e. the
term with the highest e-degree and whose weight also assumes its maximum value)
is Z; (which is an element in (gy)g) for 1 < ¢ < [, one can choose 65 as the desired
element in U, (gk, €)5. Similarly, if the leadlng term of A(1,) is §; (which is an element
n (gi)1) for 1 < i < g, one can choose 61 as the desired element in U, (g, €)1 O

Recall that {Zq,--- ,Z;} and {9, - - - , 7, } are k-basis of (gf,)5 and (gf, )1, respectively.
When dim gy (—1)7 is odd, one will see that the element Urps € gk(—1)1 N (g(—=1)5)*

plays the key role for the construction theory of U, (gi, €). Set

V=< ¥ ifl+1<i<+g;
17@ ifi=I014+qg+1.

For any 1 < i <1+ ¢+ 1, assume that Y; € gi(m;) is homogeneous, and the term
Yl+q+1 occurs only in the case when dim gi(—1)7 is odd. Note that Y; € gf. for any
1 <i <1+ gq. Let 6; denote the image of 0; € U, (g, e) in gr(U, (g, €)).

The following theorem introduces the generators and their relations for the re-
duce W-superalgebra U, (gx, ) over positive characteristic field k, and also the PBW
theorem.

Theorem 5.1. For any reduced W -superalgebra U, (g, €), all the elements given in
Corollary[5.1 can be chosen as a set of generators, and

(1) when dim gy (—1)7 is even,

(i) let 1 <i,j <l+q. Then

[0:,0,] = 0; - 0, — (—1)l%lg, . 9, = (—1)I%11ilg. 0 0, — 0, 0 0; € H™FTmit2,

l+q

(i1) if the elements Y;, Y; € g5 for 1 <i,j < 1+ q satisfy [Y;,Y;] = Z ok Yy in gf,
then
I+q
(5.12) 05,0 = kb + qij (61, -+ 0ig)  (mod H™H™HY),
k=1
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where g;; 1s a truncated polynomial in | + q variables whose constant term and linear
part are both zero.

(iii) the monomials 05" - -- 00} - - -éfiq and 07" ---0]00 - - -Q?j‘rq form bases of
gr(Uy (9K, €)) and U, (gx, e) respectively, where 0 < a; <p—1, b; € {0,1}.

(2) when dim gy (—1)7 is odd,

(i) let 1 <i,j<l+4+q+1. Then

[0;,0;] = 0; -0, — (—1)1%10%lg, . 6, = (—1)l0:1%19, 0 6, — 0, 0 0, € H™TmMI+2,

_ _ l+q _
(11) if the elements Y;, Y; € gf. for 1 <i,7 <l+q satisfy [Yi, Y] = > aijk in gf.,
k=1

then

l+q
(5.13) [0:.0,0 =Y ol + qij(01,- - Oreqer)  (mod H™ M),
k=1

where q;; is a truncated polynomial in | + q + 1 variables whose constant term and
linear part are both zero. For the case i = j =1+ q+ 1, we have [0i44+1, Oi1q+1] = d.

; pa1 pat pbi pba e ai a; pbi ba pe
(iii) the monomials 07" - - 07" 0, - - 0,1 07, .y and 07" -~ -0 0%, - 0,1 0F, .\ form

bases of gr(Uy(gk,€)) and U, (g, e) respectively, where 0 < a; <p—1, b;,c € {0,1}.

Proof. Since the proof for both cases is similar, we will just consider part (2) when
dim gy (—1)7 is odd.

(1) Recall that 6,---,6, € Uy(gk,€)p and 6,11, -+, 0111 € Uy(gK, €)1 by Corol-
lary 5.1l As b;,c € {0,1} for 1 < i < ¢, it follows from the definition of opposite
algebra that

a a; nb b c
o -6, lelil o '911q91+q+1
_ (_1)c(b1+-~~+bq)(glc+q+l o (hr .. ,9;11961 .. pba

AR l+q) — e
q
Z bibj—l—c Z b;

L : b
— (_1)1<7~<J<q =1 ec 100‘1 O...Oebl OH;”O"'OH(III,

I+q+ I+q +1
and
Oy 001y 00 03y 0 6t 0 -0 052 (07 (1,))
O (1) (Bagr 2 011y 0+ 0 1l o 0+ 0 082(1)
= 07 (1,)---0"(1,) - (92+q+1 o elizo . .b. o @jrl(lx)) ) o
= (_1)b1(b2+m+b"+0)9[111(lx) o -9?1(1X)9li1(1x) ' (elc+q+1 © elj-q ©-+-0 eliz(lx))
-Z- bibj+c~zq: bi ai (g ap (7 1 (7 T (71 c 1
= (_1)1@@@ = 91 (1x) o '91 (1x)9?+1(1x) o '9?+q(1x)91+q+1(1x)>
SO
ai a, 1 bs pe 1 ai (1 ap (71 1 (1
(5 14> 91 o '91 19?+1 o '91+q9l+q+1(1x) :91 (1x) o 'ell(lx)elbﬂ(lx) T
. by - . B
01y (1) 0 g1 (1y)



Induction on |a| + |b| + |¢| shows that

a1 (7 ap (7 b1 (7 bg (7 c T
91 (lx) o '91 (lx)91+1(1x) o '91+q(1x)91+q+1(1x)
ra a1 b — b — avbvove r+1 P f
= ... Ly 1 ... 7Yyc 2 Sigjofag
= (Y Y'Y Y2+qY2+q+1 + > >‘i,j,f,g ryuv
|(i7j7f7 g)|6 = |(a7b707e%)‘57
[i[ + 3] + [£] + |g| > |a] + [b| + 1

+terms of lower e-degree) ® 1,

for any (a,b,c) = (a1, -+ ,a;,b1, -+ , by, ¢) € Apx Al x A (the induction step is based
on Corollary 5.1l and Lemma [5.2]). Due to Proposition 5.1l we have that

(5.15) 07 - 07 g1 = Habchabe + Z 143.3,603.3,15 fab,e 7 0,
(i,j,lc)eAl><A§Z><A’1

where Hij ek = 0 unless (n(hid,k), N(hi,j,k>> < (n(l_za,bﬁ), N(l_la’bﬁ)).

Since this establishes for any (a,b,c) € A; x Aj x A}, the monomials 67" --- 607, .,
with (a,b,c) = (a1, -+ ,a;,b1, -+ , by, c) € Ay x Ay, x A form a basis of U, (g, e). It
follows from (5.15) and the proof of Proposition 5.1] that for any M > 0, the cosets
hi,j,k + HM-1 with (I,J,k) e A x A; X A/l and Z if(mf + 2) + Z jg(mgH +

1<f<t 1<g<q }
2) +k = M (where m}s, m’gHs are the weights of Yf’s for 1 < f <[ and Yg’Hs
for 1 < g < g, respectively) form a basis of gr(Uy(gi,e)). Due to (E15) and

Lemma 5.2 the cosets 6" - - ~9§l9{i1 0L O g HY T with (1,,k) € Ay x A x A

and Y ig(ms+2)+ > jg(mgu +2)+ k= M have the same property. To com-

1<7<l 1<9<q

plete the proof of part (2)(iii) it remains to note that ' - - -Q_liléﬁl . -Q_Ziqéllﬁrqﬂ =

O - 001, 00 0k L+ HM for any (1,4, k) € Ay x AL x A} with 3> ip(my +

1<7<
2)+ X Jo(mgu +2)+ k=M.

1<g<q
(2) Given any Zy-homogeneous elements 6;,60; € U, (gx, e) for 1 < i,j < 1+ ¢ (note
that i, j # | + ¢+ 1), if either 6; or ; is even, then [6;,6,] =6, - 0; — 0; - 6;; if both 6,
and 6; are odd, then [0;,6;] =0, -0; + 6, - §,. By Corollary 5.1l and Lemma one
can deduce that [0;,6;] € H™T™+2 Tt is immediate from (5.14)) that

[92-, Hj](ix) = ei(ix)ej(ix) - (_1)‘eillej‘ej(ix)ei(ix)-
As in the proof of Lemma [5.2] induction on |d| yields

(o (0N) (@ g u v © 1)
= (K uc vt 4 Y a2 e oy ([, m:])uc v
,J
+2 Vz‘,ji’a/gbl_eipx([@j, 7;])ac 09t 4 terms of e-degree < |(a’,b’,c/,d +d')|.
i
-3) ® 1.
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Similar induction on |c| yields

(px (@) (3 5" a0 ® 1) , ,
— (K/ a’ b,ac—l—c Ud+d ‘I’Z/‘{q]l’a el,y px([u]>Iz])ﬂc+C —ej@d—l-d
7-]
DA [y )T T 7 [,

7.7

+Zl/” 72 g =i p, ([0, 7i] ) ucT¢ 099 e 4 terms of e-degree < |(a/,b’,c + ¢/,

d +d’)|e -3)®1,.
It follows that
(px (FPae09) (3 7 77! @ 1,)

— (Kl'a —b+b’ uc—l—c —d-+d’ + Z,}/dea elyb—l-b e]px([x“yj]) c+c’ d+d’
7-]

+ Z Lz b+b —e;— e]px([y“ y]]) c+c’ d+d + Z /{ a elyb_;_b’px([aj’ fi])ﬂc—i-c/_ej_
1<j ,]

gt +Z>\ g e ([, gil)ac ot +Zw ¥ ey o ([0, 24))-
ucte _d+d %+ Z v 2yt ([0;, gi))ucte d+d ~% + terms of e-degree <

|(a,b—|—b’,c+c,d+d’)|e—3)®1X,
and
(px(xaybu%d))(_a'ﬂb'_d o? ® 1)

— (Kxa-i-a yb-i-b —c+c’ d+d 4 Z i a+a —e;—e; yb—i-b PX([J_%’, Lf’j])ﬂc+c,f(—]d+d' i Z’}/@j'
1<j (2]

grtalmegbtb ey ([z, gyl uste ot +Zm$"‘+a PP e p, (g, gsl)uact

@d—i-d + Zﬁzjxa—i-a elyb+b p ([u ,I’Z])UC+C eJ,Ud—i-d + Z)\/ —a+ta’ yb—l—b —e;
7J 7]

Pl BTN T g [, )T 1
7]

garaigbbi=ei, ([v; y;])u oro’ pdtd'=e | terms of e-degree < |(a+a’,b+ b’ c+ ¢,
d+d,)|e_3)®1
Together with Corollary [5.1] this shows that

Hi(lx)ej(ix) - (_1)‘6i||9j‘9j (L()ei(ix)

_ i i
= (v, Y] + > Mij g gT P U UE + > [ £, g7 YU VS)
|i,j7f,g|e =m; + mj + 27 ‘(ivjvag)|€<mi+mj+2

B il + 3l + If] + |g > 2
®1,,
k
where p5re € k. As a consequence, T, m;+2,mi+m, ([0i,0;] — Z aj0,) = 0. On

the other hand, part (1) of this proof shows that there exists a unlque truncated
polynomial ¢;; in Y7, -+, Y441 such that

l+q

927 9 Z azjek qU 917 : ) 91+q+1)'

Moreover, by the preceding remark it is obvious that the linear part of ¢;; involves

only those Y3, -, Y441 whose weights < m; + m;. Hence there exists a truncated
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polynomial g;; in [ 4+ ¢ + 1 variables with initial form of degree at least 2 such that

l+q

[6:,6;] — Z@fj@k — @ij(01, -+ Oigin) € H™HFMHL
k=1

It is immediate from the assumption in Section 3.1 that [T)r«gl ,Ur1|@1y, = (Vrs1, Uria
1, = 1®1,. Then by (5.14)) we have

O g1, g (1) = 2(014g11 (1)) = 2@%;1 @1y = [Urn, 1] @1, =1® 14,

2 2

i.e. [0i4q+1, O14q+1] = id. All these complete the proof. O

Compared with the Lie algebra case, the results obtained in part (1) of Theo-
rem [5.1] are similar to the ones on the reduced W-algebras over positive character-
istic field k (see [32], Section 3). However, part (2) is a new case. Compared with
the reduced W-algebra case, the structure of reduced W-superalgebras has greatly
changed. Therefore, the parity of dim gy (—1); plays the key role for the construction
of reduced W-superalgebras, which makes the structure and representation theory of
reduced W-superalgebras distinguish from that of reduced W-algebras.

Remark 5.2. When dim gy (—1)7 is odd, it is notable that [6;, 6,] = —(—1)I%!1%l[9; 6,]
for any 1 <4,j <!+ ¢+ 1. In particular, we can deduce that [#;,6;] =0 for 1 <i <1
as 0; is an even element in U, (gk,e). Therefore, after deleting all the redundant
commutating relations which are equivalent to each other in Theorem [5.1] what left
are the cases when 7, j satisfy 1 <1< j<l+q¢g+landl+1<i=757<1l+q+1.
When dim gy (—1)7 is even, similar conclusion can also be reached.

6. THE STRUCTURE OF FINITE W-SUPERALGEBRAS OVER THE FIELD OF
COMPLEX NUMBERS

In this part, we will generalize the results obtained in Section 5 to the field of
complex numbers. Some consequences about the A-algebra U(ga,e) where A is an
admissible algebra (which was introduced in Section 3.1) are also included in this
part.

We will adopt the first definition of finite W-superalgebras over C (i.e. U(g,e) =
(EndyQ, )P by Definition B:3) here. Given (a, b, c,d) € Z7 x Z x Z5 x Z (recall
that t = L%J) we let 22yPucv? denote the monomial

x‘lll e x:‘nmyi)l “ e ygnuil e ugsvfl e /Uft
in U(g). Moreover, the monomials z*ydufv8 with (1,j,f, g) € Z7 x Z§ x Z5, x Z} form
a PBW basis of the vector space @), over C.
Assume that wt(z;) = ki, wt(y;) = K}, ie. z; € g(ki)o and y; € g(k}); where
I<i<mand1l<j<n Given (a,b,c,d) € Z7 x Zj x Z5 x Z, set

m n s t
(@b, d)le =Y aki+2)+> bk +2)+> c+> d;
=1 =1 =1 =1

and say 22yPuv? to have e-degree |(a, b, ¢, d)|., which is written as deg, (z2yPucv?) =

|(a,b,c,d)|.
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6.1. Some Lemmas. For the C-algebra U(g), by the same discussion as the proof
of Lemma [5.J] we can obtain that

Lemma 6.1. For any homogeneous element w € U(g); (i € Zs), we have

w - xaybucvd Z Z Z ( ) a—i b —j [w:ziyj] ‘uc,Ud’
i€z j1=0 Jn=0
where (3)= T[] (‘Z;/’), and
r=1
[wa'y’) = k1py gy - ko g (=D (ady, ) - - (adyy) (ady, )™ - (adey) ™ (w),
in which the coefficients kip, ji, - s knpnjn € C (recall that b = (by,--- ,b,) € Z%)
and the indices jy,- -, jn € {0, 1}. If we write jo = 0, then

_ _ _ wl+grt++jy _ w]+1+51++jy
koo = 1, kpo1 = 0, kpyo = (=) wHnttivas g, | = (—1)llrttittiv
where 1 <t < n.

Remark 6.1. When we put the canonical basis of U(g) as a product of the elements
of g over C, the indices of all the even elements of g are taken from Z,. As for the
canonical basis of U, (gi) over k, the indices of even elements of g can only be taken
from the set {0,1,--- ,p—1}. However, no matter what the base field is (i.e. the field
of complex numbers or the positive characteristic field), the indices of odd elements
are taken from the set {0, 1}.

Let p, denote the representation of U(g) in End@),.

Lemma 6.2. Let (a,b,c,d), (a’,b',c',d") € Z7 x Zy x Z% x Z% be such that
|(a,b,c,d)|l. = A, |(a,b,c,d")|. = B. Then

(py (22yPucv?)) (2 yP uvd @ 1,) = (CaataybtPycte’ydtd 4 terms of e-degree
<A+B-2)®1,,
where the coefficient C € C s defined by:

(1)if (b+b' . d+d) ¢ Zy x Z, then C = 0.

(2) if C # 0, then each entry in (by+by, -+, by+bl,, di+dy, - -+, di+d}) is taken from
the set {0,1}. Delete all the zero terms in (b,d,b’,d’) and let 7(b,d,b’,d") denote
the inverse number of (b, d, b’, d’) with respect to the sequence (by, b}, by, by, - -+, by, bl
dy, dy, dy,dy- -+ dy, ), then C = (=1)7 A,

Proof. Now repeat the proof of Lemmal[5.2]applying Lemmal6.1lin place of Lemmal[5.1l
O

Any 0 # h € U(g, e) is uniquely determined by its value h(1,) € Q. For h # 0
we let n(h), N(h) and A have the same meaning as the assumptions preceding
Lemma [5.3]

Lemma 6.3. Let h € U(g,e)\{0} and (a,b,c,d) € AJ**. Then c = 0, and a €
Z!, x {0}, b € Z3 x {0}. Moreover, the sequence d satisfies
(1) d = 0 when dim g(—1)1 is even,
(2)d = {O}% X Ly X {O}% when dim g(—1)1 (recall that which equals to r) is
odd.
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Proof. Repeat verbatim the proof of Lemma [(.3] but apply Lemma in place of
Lemma [5.2] O

6.2. The construction theory of finite W-superalgebras over the field of
complex numbers. For k € Z, we denote by H* the linear span of all 0 # h €
Ulg, e) with n(h) < k. Put H=* = 0. Tt follows from Lemma [6.2] that the subspaces
{H'|i € Z,} form a filtration of the algebra U(g,e). Moreover, Lemma implies
that the graded algebra gr(U(g,e)) = @ H'/H~! is supercommutative.

i>0
Recall that {z,---,2;} and {y1, - ,y,} are C-basis of g and g, respectively.
When dim g(—1); is odd, there is v.11 € g(—1)g N (g(=1)5)*. Set

YV, =¢ v il+1<0<+g;
Vst ifi=101+q+1.

For any 1 < i <[+ ¢+ 1, assume that Y; € g(m;) where m; € Z, and the term
Y)4 441 occurs only when dim g( 1)1 is odd. By the assumption it is 1mmed1ate that

Y; € g° for 1 <i <1+ q. Let ©; denote the image of ©; € U(g,e) in gr(U(g, e)).

Theorem 6.1. Let U(g,e) be a finite W -superalgebra over C, then
(1) if dim g(—1)7 is even,

(i) there exist homogeneous elements ©4,---, 0,4, € U(g,e), where Oy,---,0, €
U(g,e)s and O41,-- -, 014, € U(g, )1 such that
Ok(1y) = (Yt Z )‘ﬁbcdfcaybucvd“‘ Z )\g,bcdxaybucvd)@lx
la,b,c,d|e = my + 2, la,b,c,d|e<my+2
ja| + [b] + |¢| + |d] > 2
Jor 1 <k <l+q, where Nip o q € Q, and Nop cq =0 if ar = -+ =y = bgy1 =
..:bnzclz...zcszdl— :dz_o
(i) the monomials ©7" - - @a’@ﬁl : @l+q with a; € Zy, bj € Zy for 1 <i <1 and

1< j < q form a basis of U(g, e) over C.
(iii) for 1 < i <1+q, the elements ©; = O, + H™ 1 € gr(U(g, €)) are algebraically
independent and generate gr(U(g, e)). In particular, gr(U(g, e)) is a graded polynomial

superalgebra with homogeneous generators of degrees my + 2, -+, myyq + 2.
() let 1 < i,5 <1+ q. Then

[0:,0;] =6,-0, — (-1)®l%ilg,; .0, = (-1)°lg,;00, - 0,00, ¢ A™MTmit2,

I+q

Moreover, if the elements Y;, Y; € g° for 1 < i,5 <1+ q satisfy [Y;,Y;] = 2 ak Y,
i g, then

I+q
(6.1) [©:,0,] = Z afj@k +¢i;(©1, -, O1yq) (mod ]ZI"“J”'"LJ‘H)7

k=1

where g;; 1s a polynomial in | + q variables in Q whose constant term and linear part
are zero, and the modulo part is a polynomial in ©y,--- ,O4,.
(2) if dim g(—1)1 is odd,
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(i) there exist homogeneous elements Oy, - -+ , 0441 € U(g, e), where Oq,--- ,0; €
U(g,e)g and O11,- -+, 011441 € U(g, €)1 such that

(a) let 1 < k<I1l+q. Then
Ok(1y) = (Yt Z s ab,c dxaybucvd"‘ Z >\k b.c dxaybucvd)@’lx;

‘avbv C, dle =mg + 27 Ia bvcvd|€<mk+2
la| + |b| + |e| + |d] > 2

(b) for the case k =1+ q+ 1 we have
@H“H'l(l)() = Vr+1 @ 1X7

where A]z;,b,c,d c @’ and)\iib’c’d:() ifal—l—l =..-=aqa,, :bq+1 =.=b,=c; ==
¢s=dy = =drr =0
(ii) the monomials ©F - - ©7'O}, - - @?iq@l+q+1 with a; € Zy, b;j,c € Zy for 1 <

i<land1<j<q form abasis of U(g,e). )

(111) for 1 <i <1+ q+ 1, the elements ©; = O, + H™ ! € gr(U(g,e)) are alge-
braically independent and generate gr(U(g,e)). In particular, gr(U(g,e)) is a graded
polynomial superalgebra with homogeneous generators of degrees my 42, -+ ,mMy4qq1+
2.

() let 1 <i,j <l+q+1. Then

[@Z‘, @]] = (—1)'6”‘@?‘@]- 00; —0;0 @j S Hmitmi+2,

I+q
Moreover, if the elements Y;, Y; € g° for 1 < i,7 <1+ q satisfy [Y;,Y;] = Z ozk Yy

i g°, then
I+q

(6.2) [©;, 0] Za Ok + i (O1,- -+, O1441) (mod H™ M+,

where q;; s a polynomml in |+ q+ 1 variables in Q whose constant term and linear
part are zero, and the modulo part is a polynomial in ©1,- -+ ,O14+1. For the case
7 :j =1 + q + 1, we have [@l+q+1, ®l+q+1] = 1d.

Given an admissible algebra A and a prime p € II(A), the “modular p” version
of this theorem (the structure theory of k-algebra U, (gx,e)) has been formulated in
Theorem 511 for k = F,. In ([32], Section 4), Premet obtained the PBW theorem
for the finite W-algebras over C through the procedure of “admissible” based on the
knowledge of reduced W-algebras over k. Inspired by Premet’s treatment of finite
W-algebras, the knowledge of reduced W-superalgebras over k obtained in Section 5
can be applied to prove the theorem. Since the choice of admissible algebra A has
nothing to do with the super property of Lie superalgebra g, we can take the same
steps as the Lie algebra case.

In the language of ([32], Section 4.2), first define the admissible algebra A = Z[ ]
by choosing a sufficient large integer N, then select a prime p > N (this is exactly
the example given in Section 3.1 when we introduce the admissible algebras). For
part (i) in both parts of the theorem, one can translate the formulas to a system of
linear equations over @Q, then discuss the existence of solution for these equations,

respectively. It can be inferred from Corollary 5.1l that the system of linear equations
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has a solution over F,, C k. As this is true for almost all primes in the set II(A) (which
contains infinite elements), we can conclude that the former system has a solution
over Q. Recall that H for k € Z, forms Kazhdan filtration of C-algebra U(g, €) (see
the remark preceding Theorem [6.1]). As for (ii), (iii) and (iv) in the theorem, these
results can be obtained by induction based on the Kazhdan degree (i.e. the e-degree)
of H*.

Now we will sketch a proof here following ([32], Theorem 4.6).

Proof. The proof is based on the results obtained in Section 5 and Section 6. Repeat
verbatim the proof of Theorem 4.6 in [32] but apply Theorem [, Lemma and
Lemma in place of Theorem 3.4, Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 in [32] respectively.
For more detail refer to ([32], Theorem 4.6). O

Remark 6.2. Notice that the reduced W-superalgebra U, (gk,e) over k is finite-
dimensional and we have to calculate the dimension of U, (gk, €) as a k-vector space
in the proof of Proposition 5.1l However, the dimension of reduced W-superalgebra
U(g,e) over C is infinite. Then Theorem can not be established by the same
means as Theorem [5.] since we can not get similar conclusion as Proposition [5.1] by
comparing the dimension of corresponding algebras directly.

It is notable that the theory of finite W-superalgbras associated to queer Lie su-
peralgebra q,, over C has been initiated and systemically developed by Zhao in [47].
He pointed out that some of the constructions for q,, admit natrual generalizations in
basic classical Lie superalgebras when dim g(—1); is even. Therefore, in this case we
can introduce the cohomology definition for the finite W-superalgebra associated to a
basic classical Lie superalgebra by U(g, ) := H%(m, Q,) and call 8 := y+kerad” f the
Slodowy slice through y. Following Zhao’s treatment to the queer Lie superalgebra
in ([47], Theorem 3.5), one can get an isomorphism of graded C-superalgebras under
the Kazhdan filtration, i.e.

Lemma 6.4. 7 When dim g(—1)1 is even, the map
gr U(g,e) = C[8]
s an isomorphism of graded superalgebras. Moreover,

Hi(mv QX) = Hi(mv gTQX) =0
for any i > 0.

Apart from Premet’s treatment, Brundan-Goodwin-Kleshchev also introduced the
PBW theorem for the finite W-algebras in a more direct way in ([3], Section 3.2).
Moreover, it is remarkable that the cohomology definition of finite W -algebras plays
the key role in their proof. In the case when dim g(—1); is even, if we follow their
treatment and apply Lemma [6.4] the PBW theorem of finite W-superalgebras over C
(i.e. the conclusions (i)-(iv) of (1) in Theorem [6.1]) can also be formulated with less
effort. All these will greatly simplify the proof. The reason why we did not adopt
that method is based on the following considerations:

(1) if the proof of Theorem is carried in that way, the coefficients of each
monomial for the generators of finite W-superalgebras can only be guaranteed over
C, but not over Q. In the study of related topics on finite W-superalgebras in positive

characteristic, we need to construct an admissible algebra, and the most critical step
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is to ensure all the numbers occurred be in Q. However, it is difficult to find an
efficient way to achieve this by that means.

(2) another important reason is that when dim g(—1)s is odd, one can observe that
g°p Cou r1 is not necessary a subalgebra of g. Therefore, the lack of the cohomology
definition of finite W-superalgebras makes it difficult to reach the same conclusion as
Lemmal6.4l Without this result, it is hard to obtain the PBW basis of U(g, €). In fact,
Zhao noticed that a key lemma in the establishment of the cohomology definition of
finite W-superalgebras may go wrong for the case when dim g(—1)z is odd, see ([47],
Remark 3.11).

Based on above considerations, we mainly follow Premet’s treatment of the finite
W-algebra case in the proof of Theorem

Recall that in Section 3.4 we have introduced the restricted root decomposition
for the basic classical Lie superalgebra g associated to the even nilpotent element
e. Based on which, the construction of the generators for the finite W-superalgebra
U(g, e) given in Theorem can be refined, i.e.

Lemma 6.5. Let U(g, e) be a finite W -superalgebra over C. The generators of U(g, e)
introduced in Theorem [6.1] can be chosen as t°-weight vectors satisfying

(1) O has the same t°-weight as Yy for 1 <k <l+q;

(2) O q+1 has the same t¢-weight as Urs for the case when dy is odd.

Proof. The proof of part (1) is a straightforward generalization of ([33], Lemma 2.2),
thus will be omitted. Part (2) can be easily observed by the definition of ©;4,41 in
Theorem [6.11(2) (i) (b). O

Following Gan-Ginzburg’s treatment for the finite W-algebra case in ([10], Sec-
tion 2.1), we can define a linear action of C* on g. First, consider the Lie algebra
homomorphism sl — gz defined by

(8(1))»—>e, (é_ol)r—ﬂz, (?8)r—>f

This Lie algebra homomorphism exponentiates to a rational homomorphism 7 : SLy —
Gew — G. Put

v C— G, y(t)zaG tgl), VieC
Define o := Advy(—1). For any i € Z, let z € g(i) be a homogeneous element
in g. Since the Dynkin grading of the Lie superalgebra g is obtained by the action
of adh, we have o(x) = (—1)'z, i.e. o is an element of order < 2 in AdG. As o
perserves the left ideal I, of U(g) and the subalgebra m of g, the action of ¢ on
Qid‘“ is an even automorphism of the finite W-superalgebra U(g,e) = Q';‘(dm. Given
(a,b,c,d) € Z7 x Z x Z7, x Z, we have

(63) U(l’aybucvd X 1X) = (—]_)I(avbvcvd”el.aybucvd ® 1X
for any z2yPucvd @ 1, € Q,.

Proposition 6.1. Retain the notations in Theorem[6.1. The following are true:
(1) when dim g(—1)1 is even, define the polynomials F;; € Q[Oq,- -, 0144 by

Fij(©1,-++,0114) == [0, 0]
43



I+q
for 1 <i,j <l+q. Moreover, if [Y;,Y;] = > Yy in g° for 1 <4,j < l+q, we have
k=1

l4q

(6.4) Fij(©1,- -, 01 = Z ;i Ok + Gij(O1,- -+, O144) (mod H™*™4).

(2) when dim g(—1)1 is odd, deﬁne the polynomials Fi;(©1,- -+ ,O144+1) € Q[O1, - -,

@l+q+1] by
Fij(@lv T 7@l+q+1) = [@i7 @j]

l+q
for 1 <i,j <1+q+1. Moreover, if [Y;,Y;] = Zaijkmgeforléi,jéleq,we
=1
have
l+q _
(65) Fz’j(@l, e ,@l+q+1) = Z Ozfj@k + qij(@l, st >@l+q+1) (mod Hmi+mj).
k=1

For the case i = j =14+ q+ 1 we have Fi4gi114q+1(01, -+, Oppqi1) =1 ® 1.

Proof. Compared with the results obtained in Theorem [6.1], it is notable that the
modulo part in (1) and (62) are in H™+"+1 while the modulo part in the corre-
sponding place of (6.4) and (6.5) are in H™+™ In fact, if choosing the generators
of U(g, e) as what we have introduced in Lemma [6.5] it follows from (6.1]), (6.2) and

([63) that (6.4) and (G5]) establish.
U

Remark 6.3. When dim g(—1)1 is odd, there are no obvious formulas for the lead-
ing term of F} 4,41(01, -+ ,011441) for 1 < i < [+ ¢. For both cases in Proposi-
tion[6.1], we stress that although the F};(Oq,- -+ ,0.44)'s (or Fi;(O1,- -+, Or1q+1)’s, re-
spectively) live in an associative algebra which is, in general, non-supercommutative,
the PBW theorem of U(g, e) in Theorem [6.1] allows us to view the F};(O1,- -+ ,014,)'s
(or F3j(O1, -+ ,O11441)'s) as polynomials in [+¢ (or [+¢+1) variables with coefficients
in Q.

Along the same discussion as Remark [5.2], if deleting the redundant ones, the num-
ber of defining relations for the generators of U(g, e) can be reduced. The following
theorem completely characterizes the structure of finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) over
the field of complex numbers.

Theorem 6.2. The following are true:

(1) when dim g(—1)7 is even, the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) is generated by the
homogeneous elements ©1, - -+, O, (where ©1,--- 0, € U(g, e)y and Oy, -+ , 044 €
U(g, e)1) subject to the relations

(0:,0,] = Fiy(O1,-+,01), (05,0 = =(=1)*1%18,, 0],

where 1 <i<j<l+qandl+1<i=7<1+q.
(2) when dim g(—1)1 is odd, the finite W -superalgebra U(g, €) is generated by the ho-

mogeneous elements ©1, - -+, O 441 (where Oy, --- , 0, € U(g,e) and O, - -+, O11g41
€ Ul(g, e)1) subject to the relations
[®i7 @j] = E](®17 e 7®l+q+1)7 ) [®J7 @2] = _(_1)|®ZH®]|[@27 @]]7
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where 1 <i<j<l+qg+1landl+1<i=j<l+qg+ 1.

Proof. Since the proof goes through for both cases, we will just consider part (2).
Let I be the two-sided ideal of the free associative superalgebra C[T7, - ,T;;
Tit1, -, Tisg1] generated by all
[Earj] —E](Tl, airl;j—‘l-i-la'” 77—‘l+q+1) (Where 1 < l <] < Z+Q+ 1)
and
[Eairz] - F;'i(Tla e 77—‘“7}—%17' T aﬂ—i—q-ﬁ-l) (Where l + 1 < ? < [ +q_|_ 1)

Let U := C[Ty,--- , 13111, - -+, Ti+q4+1])/1. With the same notation as Section 3.2,
for k € Zy we let FU(g, e) denote the C-span of all products ©, - - - ©,, with (m;, +
2) + -+ (my, +2) < k where i € Z, (recall that mj, is the weight of Y},). By
the same discussion as the finite W-algebra case in ([34], Lemma 4.1) (i.e. argue by
upward induction on the Kazhdan degree k and downward induction on the number
of elements i for each product of the monomials based on (6.2)), we have U = U(g, )
as C-algebras. O

6.3. Another definition of finite W-superalgebras. In light of Gan-Ginzburg’s
definition of W-algebras over C in [10], Wang defined the reduced W-superalgebra
over k = F, in a new way in ([44], Remark 70), which he thought makes better sense
(where it was called the modular W-superalgebra), i.e.

Definition 6.1. [ Define the reduced W-superalgebra over k by
W g = (QX) ™.

In light of Wang’s definition, we can also define the corresponding finite W-superalgebra
over the field of complex numbers.

Definition 6.2. Define the finite W-superalgebra over C by
W, i= (U()/ 1) = gy~
= {yeU(g)/L| |a,y] € I,Va € m'},
where y1 - 92 1= 7172 for 41,92 € W,
Remark 6.4. When dim g(—1)7 is even, it is immediate that m’ = m by definition.
Thus we can obtain from Theorem [3.2that U(g, ¢) = W, as C-algebras. However, the

situation changes in the case when dim g(—1);j is odd. Since m is a proper subalgebra
of m', it follows that W} is a subalgebra of Qidm =U(g,e). In fact, we have

Q™ = [vrp, Q™
as C-algebras.

Proof. Firstly, we claim that Q;dm’ is strictly contained in Q;dm. It is immediate
from Theorem B.1)(2)(i) that ©1441(1y) = v @1y € Q™. By definition we have
vrp € m', and [vrp, v ® 1] = [, ven | @ 1 = X([vzp, ven]) @ 1, = 1@ 1,
then Uri1 & 1, € Q;dm, but which is not in Q;dm/.
(1) For any Zy-homogeneous element z € Q2™ we claim that
adm’
[v% , 7] C QY™
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(i) Recall that ©,,11(1y) = v ® 1 € Q™. Since z € Q3™™, it follows from the
Jacobi identity that [UTTH ,x] € Q™.

(ii) Since v € g(—1)1, then [v%,v%] € g(—2); € mg, and it follows from
z € Q2™ that [[vri1,vr41], 2] = 0. On the other hand,

2 2

[[UT-JQA , Ur;l], SL’] = [Ur;l , [Ur;l , SL’]] + (—1)'50' [[Ur;l , x], ’U'rgl]
= [’U'P;I, [’Ur;l,x]] — (=1)l=l. (—1)‘9”‘“[1)7;1, [my,x]]
= [’U'rgl, [’U'rgl ,x]] + (—1)2‘x‘+2[vr;1, [’U'P;I’x]]
= Q[UT;A, [Ur;ﬂ,l’]],
adv,11
then [UTTH, [0%1,:5]] =0, ie. [UTTH,:&] €EQy 7.

Since m’ = m@Corii as vector spaces, and it follows from (1) and (ii) that [v Ep x] €
Qid‘“/, then ['Ur_erl , Q2" C Q;‘(dm’ by the arbitrary of x.

(2) We claim that the reverse of (1) is also true, i.e. [vri, Q™) D Q'

As vre1 € m, for any Zs-homogeneous element y € Q;dm' C Q;dm, we have

2

[UTTH ,y] =0, and Yurp ® 1, € Q;dm by the Jacobi identity. Since

D@1 = (=1My,

le. y= ['UT_JZrl, (—1)‘y|yvrT+1 ®1,], it can be concluded that [Ur«zrl , Q;dm] D Q;d‘“l by the
arbitrary of y.
All the discussions in (1) and (2) complete the proof. O

e, yoep @ 1] = ([ves, yloep + (=D¥y[vr, vey

1
2 2

7. FINITE W-SUPERALGEBRAS AND THEIR SUBALGEBRAS IN POSITIVE
CHARACTERISTIC

This section is a generalization of the finite W-algebras theory introduced by
Premet in [36]. Recall that in Section 5 we have studied the structure of reduced
W-superalgebras in positive characteristic, and finite W-superalgebras over the field
of complex numbers in Section 6. From which we know that the parity of dim g(—1);
plays the key role for the construction of finite W-superalgebras. Recall that
dim g(—1); and d; = dim g; — dim g¢ have the same parity by Remark 3.3
Based on the parity of d;, we will study the construction of the finite W -superalgebras
in positive characteristic and their subalgebras for each case respectively. First assume
that

(1) When d; is even, let U(ga,e) denote the A-span of all monomials ©7" - --©;"-

O, -0y, with (ar, -+ ,a; by, - ,by) € Z, x Z;

I4+1°
(2) When d; is odd, let U(ga,e) denote the A-span of all monomials ©7* - --©;"-
O, OO0, oy With (ar, -+ apby, -+ byic) € ZY x Z§ x T},

Our assumptions on A (see Section 3.1) guarantee U(ga,e) is an A-subalgebra of
U(g, e) contained in (End,, Q) 4)°. By the definition of @), 4 in Section 4.1 we know
that @y 4 can be identified with the g4-module U(ga)/U(g4)Ny 4. Hence U(ga,e)
embeds into the A-algebra (U(ga)/U(ga)Ny.a)*™ 2 (Qy.4)*™4. As Q.4 is a free
A-module with basis {z2yPuv? ® 1,|(a,b,c,d) € ZT x Zj x Z5 x Z4}, an easy
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induction on Kazhdan degree (based on Lemma and the formulas displayed in
Lemma [6.2] & Theorem [6.1]) shows that

U(gAv 6) = (EndBAQXA)Op = ( (gAv )/U(gA7 )NXA)admA‘
Definition 7.1. Define the induced k-algebra U(gy, €) := U(ga, e) ®a4 k.

It is immediate by definition that U(gy,e) can be identified with a subalgebra of

the finite W-superalgebra U (gy, €) (see Definition ELT) over k. The k-algebra U gy, €)
will be called the transition subalgebra. On the other hand,
(1) when d; is even, the algebra U(gy, ¢) has a k-basis consisting of all monomials

o .. @‘”@ﬁl @liq with (aq, -+ ,a; by, ,by) € ZL x Z1, where ©; := 0, ® 1 €
Ulga,e) @ak;

(2) when d; is odd, the algebra U(gk, e) has a k-basis consisting of all monomials
O 010N, 0165,y With (ar,--+ ,a;by, -+ ,bic) € Z! x Z§ x Z}, where

0;:=0,®1€U(ga,e) @4k

Recall that all the coefficients of polynomial F};s in Theorem are in Q, then
one can also assume the Fj;s are in A after enlarging A if need be. Given a polyno-
mial g € A[T},---T,], let g denote the image of g in the polynomial superalgebra
k[Ty,--- T, = A[T1,---T,] ®4 k. By the same discussion as Theorem [6.2], we have

Theorem 7.1. For the k-algebra U(gy, e), the following are true:
(1) when dy is even, we can choose Oy, --- ,0O.4, as the homogeneous generators

of U(gi, e) (where ©1,---,0; € U(gy, €)g, Or1,- - - ,(:)l+q € U(gk, e)1) subject to the
relations

[0:,0,] =" Fi;j(01, -+ ,014,), 0,,0;] = —(—1)|éi||éj‘[éz‘,éj]

where 1 <1< j<l+qandl+1<i=j<1+q.

(2) when dy is odd, we can choose Oy, - - -, O1yq41 as the homogeneous generators
of U(gk,e) (where ©1,---,0; € U(gk, €)5, Op1,- -, Orgsr € Ulgk, e)1) subject to
the relations

[(:)i7 (:) ] =P E](élv e 7él+q+1>7 [éjv él] = _(_1)|61H61|[é17 (:)j]

where 1 <i<j<l+qg+1landl+1<i=j<l+q+1.
Moreover, (1) and (2) completely determine the structure of the k-algebra U(gy, €).

Recall that we have studied the construction of reduced W-superalgebra U, (g, €)
in Section 4. In fact, all the results obtained there can be generalized to the cases
with p-character n € x + (mj;)g. First note that

Lemma 7.1. Let gy be one of the basic classical Lie superalgebras over k. For any
nex+ (mg)s C (gw)s, every Uy,(gi)-module is Uy (my)-free.

Proof. Since X|m, = 7|m,, this Lemma can be proved by the same way as ([42],
Proposition 4.2), thus will be omitted here. 0

Theorem 7.2. The following are true:
(1) Q1 = Uy(gk) @u,(my) ky as gi-modules;

(2) Un(o€) = (Uy(as)/Uy (g]k)]\f ]k)adnuz7



(3) Q1 is a projective generator for Uy(gi) and 6 = dim U, (my) = pd702[d711. More-
over,

Un(gk) = Mats(U, (g, €));

(4)(i) when d; is even, the monomials 07" - - - 007 - - 'H?quq with 0 < ap < p—1 for
1<Ek<land0< b, <1 forl <k <q form ak-basis of U, (gk, e).

(ii) when dy is odd, the monomials 05 - - - 076" | - -ijqueﬁrq“ with 0 < a, <p—1
for 1<k <land 0 <bg,c<1 forl <k<q form ak-basis of U,(gk,e€).

Proof. By the same discussion as the finite W-algebra case (see [36], Lemma 2.2(i)),
we can get (1). Repeat verbatim the proof of Proposition 4.1l we can get (2). Apply
Lemma [T and (3) follows from the same treatment as for the algebra U, (gk,e) in
Proposition A1l Since the dimension of k-algebra U, (g, e) (as a vector space) can
be computed by (3), repeat verbatim the proof of Theorem [E.1(1)(iii) and (2)(iii)
respectively one obtains (4). O

At the beginning of Section 5.1 we have assumed that {x1, -+, Zm, Y1, " ,Yn} iS
an A-basis of pa = @ ga(i). Set

i>0

ity fl<is<m—1;
X, o ) Yrraomi ifm—-Il+1<i<m+n—-1—gq
) Wigementi  dmAn—Il—qg+1<i<m+n—Il—q+s;

Ultgem—n—s+i Im+n—Il—q+s+1<i<m+n—Il—q+s+?,

where t' = [].

Remark 7.1. In the following we will denote [5] by ¢’ once for all. Recall that we

have defined d; = dim (gy); —dim (gf.); for i € Zs in Remark 3.3l It follows from ([42],

Theorem 4.3) that dim U, (my) = pdTOQ(dTI] and denote it by ¢. By the assumption of
the notations we can obtain that £ + [4] =m+n—1—qg+s+1.

For (a,b,c,d) € Z7' x Zy™% x 73 x 7, define

Xebeds = Xp - XL Xt Xt
'wa—l—n—l—q—l-sXml—l—n—l—q—l—S-l-l a 'erf+n—l—q+s+t’
and b
Xabed. _ )(_fl - Xgr:rizl_‘xfbé—l—l—l . Xfrj—ltgb—_lquTc?;+n—l—q+1 ce
'chrf—l—n—l—q—l-stzl@l—l—n—l—q—l-s—l—l e Xn"f:i-n—l—Q‘f‘S‘f‘t/’

elements of U(ga) and U(gy), respectively. Denote by 1, the image of 1, € @, in
Q7.

Lemma 7.2. For any n € x + (mi)g, the right modules Q, 4 and Q7 are free over
U(ga,e) and U,(gi, e), respectively. More precisely,
(1) the set {X2Pd @1 |(a,b,c,d) € ZT" x Zy 9 x 73 x Z5} is a free basis of
the U(ga,e)-module Qy a;
(2) the set {X*P<d @ 1,|(a,b,c,d) € Ay X A, x Ay x Ay} is a free basis of
the Uy (g, e)-module Q7.
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Proof. The proof is the same as the finite WW-algebra case, thus will be omitted here
(see [34], Lemma 4.2). O

Let aj be the k-span of Xj,--- ,)_(m+n_l_q+s+t/ in gi. By the definition of pj we
have

(1) pr. = ai @ gf. when d; is even;

(2) P = ag D gf B ]kv% when d; is odd.

Recall the notations (b) and (c) preceding Definition By the inclusion gl C
P g1 (i) we have

1<0

(1) ax = {7 € pi|(Z, g) = 0} when d; is even;

(2) ai & kv = {Z € pi|(Z, 9]) = 0} when d; is odd.

Let pi denote the representation of U(gk) in Endy@, k. Given a subspace V' in gy
we denote by Z,(V) the subalgebra of p-center Z,(gy) generated by all 27 — 7Pl with
z € V5. Clearly, Z,(V) is isomorphic to a polynomial algebra (in the usual sense, not
super) in dim Vg variables. We will denote Z,(gi) by Z, for short.

Theorem 7.3. For any even nilpotent element e € (gy)5, we have
(1) the algebra U(gy, e) is generated by its subalgebras U(gx,e) and pi(Z,);
(2) p(Z,) = Z,(p1) as k-algebras. Moreover, if dy is even, then U(gy,€) is a
free pi(Z,)-module of rank p'24; if dy is odd, U(gy, €) is a free pk(Z,)-module of rank
19g+1 .
P2,
(3) U(gk, €) = U(gk, €) Qi Z,(ak) as k-algebras.

This theorem is a generalization of the Lie algebra case in ([36], Theorem 2.1).
Compared with the finite W-algebras, the construction of the finite W-superalgebras
is much more complicated. Moreover, if d; is odd, it is a new case which never occurs
under the background of Lie algebra. Now we will prove it in detail.

Proof. (i) Since gy, = my & pi by definition, then Z,(gy) = Z,(my) Qk Z,(px) as k-
algebras, and Z,(my) NKerpy is an ideal of codimension 1 in Z,(my). Hence pi(Z,) =
pr(Zp(Pi)). As the monomials 22yPuv? ® 1, with (a, b, c,d) € Z7 x Zy x Z5 x Z}
(recall that t = L%J) form a basis of @k, and Z,(py) is the polynomial
algebra in 27 — 27(1 <i < m) & uf —ﬂgf”](l < j < s), we have Z,(py) NKerpy, = {0}.
It follows that pi(Z,) = Z,(pi) as k-algebras. By the discussion in Section 3.2
we know that S((pr)g) = k[x + (mi)g], hence Z,(px) = k[(x + (mi)g)™], where
(x + (miH)g) C (gi)Y is the Frobenius twist of x + (mi-)g.

(ii) Since the proof is similar for both cases, we will formulate a detailed proof for
the case when d; is odd as which is more complicated.

Denote by I; the set of all tuples with j components and let e; denote the tuple
in I, whose only nonzero component equals 1 and occupies the ith position. As an
immediate consequence of Theorem [6.1)(2)(i), by induction we have that

(7-1) (:)Z(lx) - (fi + Z Ng,o,c,ofpaapc) ®1y € (QxJk)p(kar?)—l
|(a,0,c,0)|e=mi+2

for 1 < k <, where pf o .o € F,. Discussing in the graded algebra gr(U(gk)) under

the Kazhdan filtration (notice that zIPl € gy (pi) whenever 7 € gy (i) for all i € Z), we
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can obtain that
(7.2) gr(@ — ) = gr(z,)?, and gr(@? — @) = gr(@;)? (1 <i<m; 1<j < s).
On the other hand, Lemma [7.2(1) implies that the vectors X @Ped) @ 1 with
(a,b,c,d) = (a1, -, am_i;by, - bu_gicr, - csidy, -, dy)
€ ZY'xZyUx 73 x T,

(recall that ¢/ = [%1) form a free basis of the right U(gy, e)-module Q) . As
Qyx is a Kazhdan-filtrated U(gk, e)-module, straightforward induction on filtration
degree based on (7)) and (7.2)) shows that @, i is generated as a Z,(pi)-module by
the set

{X@PeDel) @ 1, |(a,b,c,d,i,§) € Apoy x Aj_, x Ay x Ay x Ay x A},
where A; and A are defined at the beginning of Section 5.

Let h be an arbitrary element of U(gy, €). Then we can assume

h(1,) = 3 fabedij Xit-- 'X;ﬁl)zbl—lﬂ X, XO

m m4n—Il—qg m+n—l—q+1 "’

Y Cs Va1 o di/ aul i
Xm—i—n—l—q—i_—sXm—i-n—l—q—i-s—i-l e Xm—i—n—l—q—i—s—i—t’ ’ 91 T 91
QJ1 e QJa+1

@l+1 o '®l+q@l+q+1(1x)

by above discussion, where fapecdaij € Zp(Pi) with (a,b,c,d,i,j) in the set A,,_; X
A X Ay x Ay x Ay x AL, For every € € x + (my;)g the image of fapcdaijin Us(gk)
is a scalar in k which shall be denoted by &(a, b, c,d, i, j).

Suppose fap.cdij 7 0 for a nonzero (a,b,c,d) € A,,_; x A’n_q x Ag x A, and some
(i,j) € Ay x A, ;. Then therf exists 7 € x + (mg )y such that n(a, b, c,d,i,j) # 0.
Let h(n) be the image of h € U(gy, e) in Uy (gk, e) = (Endg, Q7)°P. Theorem [Z.2(4)(ii)
implies that h(n)(1,) is a k-linear combination of 6;' - - - ;67" - - 071 0/ 1 (1) with

(i, 5 g1, Jg Jar1) € A x A x AL
By Lemma [L.2)(2), the set
{(X@PeD @1 |(a,b,c,d) € Ay x A, x Ay x AL}
is a free basis of the right U, (g, e)-module Q7. Since n(a,b,c,d,i,j) # 0 and

0y 0,601, - 671 0/% is the image of ©F --- 0,07}, --- 671, 074", | in Uy (gi, e), it

I+ l+q+1 :
is now evident that A (n)(1,) cannot be a k-linear combination of 6" - - - 6,67}, - -- 674 -
inZil(Tx) with

(i1, 55 g1, Jg Jara) € A x A x AL
This contradiction shows that fap.caij = 0 unless (a,b,c,d) = 0. As a consequence,

{61 01Ol O, Oi l(h,) € A x A}
generates U (gy, €) as a Zy(px)-module. Specialising at a suitable 7 € x+(mj; ) and ap-
plying Theorem[7.2(4)(ii) we deduce that the set {©7 - - - 6'67} | -- -074, 01 (,)) €
Ap x A} is a free basis of the Z,(pk)-module U(g, e).

+q+1
(iii) Our next goal is to show that U(gy,e) = U(gw, €) - Zy(ag), the subalgebra of

U(gk, e) generated by U(gy, e) and Z,(ay).
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Firstly, every gix-endomorphism of @), i is uniquely determined by its value at 1,.
For a nonzero u € U(gy, e) write

u(lx) = Z )\a,b,c,dz ybucvd ® 1X>
I(a,b,c,d)|c<n(u)

where A\apca # 0 for at least one (a,b,c,d) with |(a,b,c,d)|. = n(u). With the
same notation preceding Lemma B.3] for k € Z_ put

AF(u) == {(a,b,c,d) € Z7 x Zi x 7, x Zh|Mapea # 0 & |(a,b,c,d)|. = k},

and denote by A™*(u) the set of all (a,b,c,d) € A" (u) for which the quantity
n(u) — |a] — |b| — |c| — |d| assumes its maximum value. This maximum value will
be denoted by N(u) (recall that A™*(u) = AP* + |a| + |b| + |c| + |d| by (G
and the definition of A* preceding Lemma [(.3). For each (a,b,c,d) € A™ let
T; € gu(ki)o, ;5 € ou(k; ) for 1 <7< mand 1< j < n where kz,k: € 2y, then we
have that

|

—~

a,b, ¢, d)le — |a] = [b] — e[ — |d]

(ks +2)a2+2(k’+2)b +2c2+2d
=1 =

al — [b| — [c| - |d|

Consequently, n(u), N(u) € Z; and n(u) > N(u)

Put Q := {(a,b) € Z2 |a > b}. By the preceding remark we have (n(u), N(u)) € Q
for all nonzero u € U(gy,e). Theorem [6.1)(2)(i) and the discussion in part (ii) show
that

I
Ms

@
Il
A

Amax( 2) {(elv ) 70)} for 1 <i <[

A (7] — 7 ‘Z )) = {(pe;,0,0,0)} for 1 <i<m;
A (pr (@ — ")) = {(0,0,pe;, 0)} for 1 < j < s;
A"(Oy) = {(0,ex1,0,

0)} forl+1<k<Il+gq
A (O q41) = {(0,0,0, )}

Since @, is a Kazhdan filtrated U(gy)-module, this implies that
max o 7 ~ P\ a; . - m i . QF c d
(I puaf =@y T pulalf = a) - OF - O7 0L, -+ O}, O
m l q s
{2 pae; + 3 cje;, > die;, Y phie;, dg1e4},
i=1 j=1 i=1 i=1
for all (a1, -, am;bi,--- ,bs;cr, -+ yandy, -+ dgpr) € 2T X 75 % an X Zg“. Since
U (g, €) is generated as a Z,(px)-module by the set
@Jq

l+q

{(:)111 @Zl @]1

+1°

@Jfl |(i,j) € Ay x Aq+1}

g+1

it follows that for every u € U(gy, €) with (n(u), N(u)) = (d, d') there exists a k-linear
combination u' of the endomorphism

u(a, b, c,d) Hmkx —ze lek — a6 08, - O B
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for all (ar, -+, am;b1, - ,bs;ca, -+, c5dy, -+ dgyr) € LT X 77, X an X Zg“ (where
Zl, = N\;) with A™(u(a, b, c,d)) € A™(u) such that either n(u —u') < d or n(u —
w)=dand N(u—u') <d.

Order the tuples in Q lexicographically and assume that u € U(gk,e) - Z,(ay) for
all nonzero u € U(gy, e) with (n(u), N(u)) < (d,d") (when (n(u), N(u)) = (0,0) this
is a valid assumption). Now let u € U(gk,e) be such that (n(u), N(u)) = (d,d').
By the preceding remark we know that there exists v’ = > Aapecat(a,b,c,d)

(a,b,c d)
with A™*(u(a,b,c,d)) € A™*(u) for all (a,b,c,d) with Aapca # 0 such that
(n(u—u"),N(u—u")) <(d,d). Set
v(a,b,c,d) = wu((0,---,0,a;41, - ,am),b,0,0)-
L _
[16r - (87 - O] 6l - O}, 61 i):

I+q
i=1
Using (7)) it is easy to observe that A™*(u(a, b, c,d)) = A™*(v(a, b, c,d)) and

(n(u(a,b,c,d) —v(a,b,c,d)), N(u(a,b,c,d) —v(a, b, c,d)))
< (n(u(a,b,c,d)), N(u(a,b,c,d))).

We now put u” := 3. Aapeav(a, b, c,d), an element of U(gy, €) - Z,(ay). Because
(a,b,c,d)
(n(u—u"), N(u—u")) < (n(u), N(u)), the equality U(gx, ) = U(gy, €)- Z,(ay) follows
by induction on the length (d, d’) in the linearly ordered set (€2, <).
(iv) It is immediate from Lemmal[7.2(1) and the procedure of “modular p induction”
that the vectors X@Ped @ 1 with

(avbvcvd) = (alv"'7am—l;b17"'7bn—q;cla"'7cs;d17'”7dt’)
€ Z0N X Ty X7 x 7Y,
form a free basis of the right U(gy, e)-module Q, . Since (7.2) shows that X! and

Xf’—X have the same Kazhdan degree in U(gy) for 1 <i < m—Iland m+n—I[—q+
1 <i<m+n—1—q+s, respectively, and Q) i is a Kazhdan filtered U (gy)-module,
it follows that the vectors

m—l m4n—Il—q+s

IT II o= X)X - XD - 65 610, - 61,1,

i=1 j=m+n—Il—q+1

are linearly independent, where (a,b,c,d) € Z7™" x Z5 x I x Z3t

(iii) and (iv) yield that there is an isomorphism between k-algebras

U(gk, €) = Ugi, €) O Zp(0)

when d; is odd.
(v) For the case when d; is even, the same discussion as (ii)—(iv) shows that the

vectors {©7 - @”@ﬁl @fiq} with (i,j) € A; x A, form a basis of Z,(pi)-module

Kk, €). Then U K, €) is a free pr(Z,)-module of rank p'27. The vectors
(9 e). g Pr\Zp

—l m4n—Il—q+s
[T XMy - XP)» - e - epef, -6t
i=1 j=m+n—Il—qg+1
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form a k-basis of the algebra l?(g]k, e), where (a,b,c,d) € Z7"' x Z35 x Z!, x Z3. This
implies that

~

U(g]ka 6) = U(g]ka 6) ®]k Zp(a]k)
as k-algebras, completing the proof. O

8. ON THE MINIMAL DIMENSIONAL REPRESENTATIONS OF FINITE
W -SUPERALGEBRAS

Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over positive characteristic field k = TF,,.
In ([42], Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 5.6), Wang and Zhao introduced the Super Kac-
Weisfeiler Property for gy (with some restrictions on p). In section 8 and section
9, we will discuss the existence of the minimal dimensional representations in the
Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property with character p > 0. Following Premet’s treatment
to the finite W-algebras in [36], we first need to estimate the minimal dimension of
the representations for the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) over C.

The existence of 1-dimensional representations for the finite W-algebra associated
to a classical Lie algebra over C was obtained by Losev in ([23], Theorem 1.2.3(1)),
which also can be found in his ICM talk in 2010 (see [22], Section 6). The main
technique he adopted is the symplectic geometry machinery (i.e. Fedosov deformation
quantization) and the knowledge of nilpotent orbits and primitive ideals for the Lie
algebras. Using computational methods, Goodwin-Réhrle-Ublyl'? proved that the
W-algebras associated to exceptional Lie algebras FEg, E7, Fy, G, or Eg with e not
rigid, admit 1-dimensional representations (see also [36]). Since the knowledge of
finite W-superalgebras is very limited so far and there is no effective method to deal
with them, the dimension of minimal representations for the WW-superalgebras over C
can only be reasonable estimated.

In this section, the basic classical Lie superalgebra g over C will be referred to
all except for type D(2,1;a)(a ¢ Q), whereas the basic classical Lie superalgebra gy
over k = IF, will be referred to all types including the case D(2,1;a)(a € k\{0, —1})
(recall that the translation k-algebra U(gy, €) with g, € D(2,1;a)(a € k\{0, —1}) can
be induced from the C-algebra U(g, e) associated to Lie superalgebra D(2,1;a)(a €
Q\{0,1}) by “modular p reduction”). For more detail we refer to Remark [4.1]

Since the parity of d; (recall that dim g(—1); and d; = dim g; — dim g{ have
the same parity by Remark [3.3]) plays the key role for the construction of finite
W-superalgebra U(g, e), for each case we will consider separately.

Recall that in Section 4.1 we have identified e, h, f € (ga)g with the nilpotent
elements € = e®@ 1L,h = h®1,f = f®1in (gr)g = (g4)s @4 k respectively, and
X € g% with the linear function (e, ) on gi. In this section we will continue to adopt
these notations.

8.1. The characterization of 1-dimensional representations for finite V-
superalgebras when d; is even. In this part, we will consider the case when
dy is even. In fact, a large number of examples can be given in this situation, e.g.
g = gl(M|N) (note that which is not simple, but shares a lot of common proper-
ties with sl(M|N)). Recall that in Remark .21 we have mentioned that Wang-Zhao
obtained the explicit description for the Dynkin grading of basic classical Lie super-

algebras of all types over positive characteristic field k in [42]. In the case when the
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character of k satisfies p > 0, which can also be regarded as the grading over C.
In ([42], Section 3.2) Wang-Zhao computed the dimension of gl(M|N)$ (as a vector
space) for any even nilpotent element e € gl(M|N); and showed that which is an
even number. As the dimension of gl(M|N); is always even, it is immediate from
Remark B.3] that d; is also an even number.

Now we first formulate a conjecture that each finite WW-superalgebra U(g, €) over
C admits a 1-dimensional representation, and denote it by V := Cu.

By Theorem [6.1](1) it follows that the elements O, -+ ,0;, 041, - - - , O, generate
the algebra U(g,e) with ©¢,---,0;, € U(g,€e)5 & O11,- -+ , 0144 € U(g,€)1. Keep in
mind that all the modules considered are Zs-graded. Let M be a U(g, e)-module,
then pick an odd element u € U(g,e); and a Zs-homogeneous element m € M. It
is obvious that the parity of m changes when u acts on it, i.e. the elements m and
u.m have different parity. Since the vector space V is 1-dimensional & Z,-graded,
and ©p41,-+,0,4, € U(g, €)1, then ©,,0 =0 for I +1 < i <l+¢q Forl <i </,
set ©;.v = ¢;v with the constants ¢; € C not all zero. Recall Theorem [6.2(1) shows
that the algebra U(g,e) is completely determined by the commuting relations of
©1, -, 014, We have

(i) for 1 < i < j <[, the elements [©;,0,] are even since 0,;,0; € U(g,e)s. It is
immediate from [©;,0,l.v = (0, -0; — 0, - 0,).v = (¢;c; — ¢jc;).v = 0 that V is a
1-dimensional representation of U(g,e) iff F;;(©1,---,0,1,) (see Theorem [6.2]) acts
on V trivially. Recall that each Fj;(©q,- -, ©4,) is a polynomial superalgebra in [+¢
variables, and ©;.v = 0 for [+1 < ¢ < [4q by preceding remark. Since each polynomial

F;;j(©1,--+,0.44) can be written as a C-linear combination of ©7" - - - @;”@?jrl .- -@?iq
with ajs € Z, & b}s € Z, after deleting all the terms in which any of the odd elements
O©41, -+, 144 Occurs, we can obtain a polynomial (in the usual sense, not super) in

[ variables, and denote it by F;(©1,---,0;). Then the formulas in Theorem 6.2(1)
shows that F;(©y,---,0;).v=0for 1 <i<j<I

(ii) for I+1 < i < j < l+¢, the elements [O;, O] are still even since 0;, ©; are both
odd. As ©;.v =0for [+ 1 <i<1+¢q, we have [0;,0;].v=(0,-0;+0;-0,).v=0.
By the same discuss as (i) we can also get polynomials F};(©y,---,6;) for [ +1 <
i <j<l+gq, and V is I-dimensional iff F;(©y,---,0;).v = 0.

(ili) for 1 <@ <1 < j <1+ g, the elements [0;,0,] are odd since ©; € U(g, e)g
and ©; € U(g,e)1. As ©;,v =0 for [ +1 < i < [+ ¢, we have that [©;,0,].v =
(0;-0;—0;-0,).v =0. Hence V is 1-dimensional iff F};(O,---,0;4,) acts on V triv-
ially. As Theorem[6.2(1) shows that [©;, ©;] = F};(©1,- -, O14,), it is immediate that

all (01, -+ ,0,4,)'s are odd elements. Therefore, when we put each polynomial
F;j(©1,-++,04,) as a C-linear combination of monomials ©f' --- OO}, - -@?jqu

with ajs € Z, & bis € Zy, some odd element Oy (for I +1 < k < [ + ¢) will oc-
cur at least once in each given monomial. Since Op.v = 0 for [ +1 < k < [+ ¢, the
equations F;(Oq,---,0;1,).v = 0 are trivial for 1 <7 <1 < j <1+ ¢. In this case
we do not get any new equations.

Let U(g, e)®® denote the factor-algebra U(g, e)/R, where R is the ideal of U(g, ¢)
generated by all the odd generators ©44, -+, 0,1, and all commutators [a, b] with
a,b € U(g,e). It is obvious that the algebra U(g,e)* is isomorphic to the algebra
C[Xy, -+, Xi|/A, where C[Xy,---,X;] is a polynomial algebra (in the usual sense)
in [ variables, and A the ideal of C[X}, -, Xj] generated by all Fj;(Xy,---,X;) for
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1<i<j<landl+1<i<j<I[+q By Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, the maximal
spectrum & := Specm U(g, ¢)*® parametrises the 1-dimensional representations of
Ulg,e).

We now wish to describe the algebra U(g,e)*® for g = gl(M|N) with the Jordan
type of e satisfying certain condition. We are going to rely on the explicit presentation
of U(g,e) obtained by Peng in [28]. Let A = (p,41 = -+ = p1) be a partition of
(M|N) with n + 1 parts. As in [28], we associate with A an even nilpotent element
e = ey € gl(M|N)g of Jordan type (p1,p2,- -+ ,pnt1) satisfying that ey = ey @ ey,
where ey is principal nilpotent in gl(A/|0) and the sizes of the Jordan blocks of ey are
all greater or equal to M. By ([28], Theorem 9.1), the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e)
is isomorphic to the truncated shifted super Yangian Yl| (o) of level [ := p,,+1. Here

o is an upper triangular matrix of order n + 1 with nonnegative integral entries; see
([28], Section 7) for more detail. It follows from the main results of [28] that U(g, e)
is generated by elements

gﬁH1<z<n+1r > 1},
n,r > Pi+1 _pz}

i<n,r>1}

subject to certain relations (see ([28], (2.3)—(2.15)); also ([13], (38)—(50))), where
(B | 7> py—pi } U{F" | r > 1} are the only odd generators, and D\ = 0 for
r > p;. As noted by Peng in ([28], Section 7.1), dim g(—1)z is even in this case.

Proposition 8.1. Let g = gl(M|N) and e = ey, € gl(M|N); be of Jordan type
(p1,P2, "+ , Pns1) Satisfying that ey = ey ® en, where ey is principal nilpotent in
gl(M|0) and the sizes of the Jordan blocks of ex are all greater or equal to M. Then
Ul(g,e)® is isomorphic to a polynomial algebra in | = p,,1 variables.

Proof. First delete all the odd generators {E\"” \ r > py — pl} U{F" | r > 1} and
denote by d'”,e™ | £ the images of D", B F" in U(g, e)?". Applying (128], (2.6)

and (2.7)) with » = 1 we see that egs) = f( = O forall 2 <i<nands>1 By

([13], Theorem 3) the elements D\” and Dj commute for all i,j <nandall r s (it
can be calculated that the right hand of (2.5) in [28] also equals to zero). Note that
in the defining relations of truncated shifted super Yangian Yll|n(a), there are other

elements D;(T) for 1 <7< n+1&r > 0 occur, which are given by the equations

> DZ@DQ(T_” = 0;0. In the definition of truncated shifted Yangian Y, .;;(0) ([5],
=0
Section 2), similar elements are introduced as follows:

let

=Y DM e V(o) [u ),

r=0
where D( )= =1, then define D( of Y, 11,(0) by
= Z D;(T)u_’" = —D;(u)"".

r=0
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In fact, if one changes all DZ(T) to their negative counterparts —DZ(T) forl <i<nt+l
&r>0in Yll|n(<7), it can be easily verified that they are of the same definition as the
Yangian case Y, 11,(c) by comparing the coefficients of u=* for s > 0. From above
discussion it is immediate that U(g, e)®® is isomorphic to the algebra generated by

d for 1 <7< n+ 1,7 > 1 subject to the following defining relations:
[d7 a9 = 0

i Yy
r4+s—1

St <

with dY) = 0 for r > py by ([13], Theorem 3) and (]28], Definition 2.1) (note that the
formulas (40) in [13] are missing in Peng’s paper, and Peng will update the missing
relations in the next revision of [28]).
If we change all d/ to their negative counterparts —d/ " for 1<i<n+1&r>

it is immediate that the algebra U(g, )2 is isomorphic to the commutatlve quotlent
U(g', e)® of finite W-algebra U(g’, e) associated to Lie algebra g’ = gl(M -+ N) as their
generators and defining relations are of the same name, see ([5], (2.2)—(2.15)) and
([36], Section 3.8). Recall that U(g’, e) is isomorphic to the shifted truncated Yangian
Yn+17l(0) of level [ = pp41 by ([5], Theorem 10.1), and ([36], Theorem 3.3) shows that
Uy, e) is isomorphic to a polynomial algebra in [ = p,,; variables. Therefore,
Ul(g, e)*" is isomorphic to a polynomial algebra in [ = p,;; variables, completing the
proof. U

Remark 8.1. Tt is notable that the results obtained by Premet¢ for the finite W-
algebra case are applied in the proof. In fact, same discussion can also be carried to
show that the algebra U(g, €)*® given in Proposition B.1lis generated by [ elements. For
the finite WW-algebra case, it is remarkable that the independence of these elements is
obtained in virtue of the knowledge of sheets of Lie algebras. Since the related theory
for Lie superalgebras has not yet been developed, Proposition 81l can not be proved
by the same means as the finite W-algebra case in ([36], Theorem 3.3).

Corollary 8.1. Let g = sl(M|N) ande = ey € sl(M|N)g be of Jordan type (p1, ps, -
Pne1) Satisfying that ey = ey @ ey, where ey is principal nilpotent in gl(M|0) cmd

the sizes of the Jordan blocks of ex are all greater or equal to M. Then U(g,e)®® =
C[Xla e aXl—l]y l = Pn+1-

Proof. The proof is based on Proposition Bl Repeat verbatim the proof of ([36],
Corollary 3.2) but apply ([28], (8.5), (8.6) & Corollary 8.3) in place of ([5], Example
9.1 & Corollary 9.4). O

Recall that all the coefficients of F;; for 1 < ¢,j <[ are over the admissible ring A
by the remark preceding Theorem [Tl Then all the coefficients of F; for 1 <i,j <1
are also over A. Let &(C) denote the set of all common zeros of the polynomials Fj;
in the affine space AL where 1 <i<j<lorl+1<i<j<Il+q Itis 1mmed1ate
that

Lemma 8.1. When d; is even, the A-defined Zariski closed set &(C) parametrises
the 1-dimensional representations of the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) associated to

basic classical Lie superalgebra g over C.
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Set PF}; := F]; ®a k, the polynomials over k, and denote by &(k) the set of all
common zeros of the polynomials pFi’j in the affine space A]lk where 1 < i < j <,
orl+1<i<j<Il+gq. Applying Theorem [[I1) it follows that the Zariski closed
set & (k) parametrises the 1-dimensional representations of the finite W-superalgebra
U(g, e) over k.

Let U(g, e) be a finite W-superalgebra over C. The discussion in Section 7 shows
that the transition subalgebra U(gy, €) over k is induced from the algebra U(g, e) by
“modular p reduction”, thus we have

Lemma 8.2. When d; is even, if the algebra U(g, e) affords 1-dimensional represen-
tations, then the transition subalgebra U(gy, e) over k =IF, also admits 1-dimensional
representations.

Proof. Lemma [R.] and the discussion thereafter translate the consideration for the
1-dimensional representations of the algebras U(g, e) and U(gy, €) into the discussion
of the Zariski closed sets &(C) and & (k), respectively. Since Fj; and PFj; for 1 <i <
j<lorl+1<i<j<l+ q are all polynomials in the usual sense (not super),
the Lemma can be proved in the same way as the finite W-algebra case, thus will be
omitted here (see [36], Theorem 2.2(a)). O

Lemma 8.3. When d; is even, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) over C affords a
1-dimensional representation, then for p > 0 there exists n € x + (mi)g associated
to which the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gk) admits irreducible representations of

. . do 41

dimension p=z 272 .

Proof. Since U(g,e) affords a 1-dimensional representation, it is immediate from
Lemma that the k-algebra U(gy,e) affords a 1-dimensional representation, ei-
ther. Recall that Theorem [73(3) shows U (g, €) = U(gi, €) Qi Z,(ai) as k-algebras.
This yields that the k-algebra U (gi, €) affords a 1-dimensional representation too; we
call it v. By the proof of Theorem[7.3] pi(Z,) NKer v is a maximal ideal of the algebra
ok(Z,) =2 Z,(p1) =2 K[(x + (mi)g)M] (where (x + (mih)g)® is the Frobenius twist of
x+(mi)g). So there exists n € x+(mji)g such that py(zP — 2P —n(7)P) € Ker v for all
T € (gK)g- Our choice of 1 ensures that the k-algebra ﬁn(gk, e) = ﬁ(glk’ e) ®z @) Ky
affords a 1-dimensional representation. On the other hand, the canonical projection
Qxx — Qxi/InQyx = Q7 gives rise to an algebra homomorphism

P Up(gi, €) = (Endgn{Q@Op = Uy(gx, e).
As dim U, (gi,€) < p'2? by Theorem [73(2), applying Theorem [T22(4)(i) yields that
py is an algebra isomorphism, i.e. U, (gk,e) admits a 1-dimensional representation.
As

Up(a) = Mat gy (U, (01 €)
by Theorem [T.2)(3), it follows that the algebra U, (gi) has an irreducible representation
of dimension pd702d71. O
8.2. The characterization of 2-dimensional representations for finite W-

superalgebras when d; is odd. In this part we will consider the case when d;

is odd. First note that
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Proposition 8.2. When d; is odd, the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) over C can not
afford a 1-dimensional representation.

Proof. Recall that Theorem [6.1)(2)(i) shows O;4441 € U(g, €), and

1 1 1
e, e ] @ 1y = Sx([vrer, v ]) @ 1, = B) ® 1y,

912+q+1(1x) = U%y ® 1= DL 5 9 5

thus
1

@l2+q+1 = §id~

Keep in mind that all the modules considered are Zs-graded. For any U(g, e)-
module M, let 0 # v € M be a Zs-homogeneous element. It is easy to verify that
0 # Oipg+1.v € M. If not, i.e. Op4441.v = 0, then @f+q+1.v = 0. By the preceding
remark we have ©? g1V = %v, then v = 0, a contradiction. Therefore, the dimension
of any U(g,e)-module (as a vector space) is at least 2, and the algebra U(g,e) can
not afford a 1-dimensional representation. 0

Recall that in Theorem B.1] we have

60 (EndgQ)® = Qun
C) = O(1,),

as C-algebras. In the following we will identify (EndyQ, )" with Q;d“‘ as C-algebras,
and which will cause no confusion. For any Zs-homogeneous elements 6O, 0, € Q;dm,
since ¢(O1 - O3) = #(01)p(O3), we have O1 - Oy := O1(1,) - O2(1,). When d; is odd,
the element Oy, in (End,Q,)° can be considered as the element Vra1 ® 1y in Qidm
by Theorem B1)(2)(i), and 67, ,,,.v = 3v for any v € Q,.

Recall that when d; is odd, the algebra U(g, e) can not afford 1-dimensional rep-
resentations. In this case a conjecture can also be formulated, i.e. each finite
W-superalgebra U(g, €) over C admits a 2-dimensional representation, and denote it
by V. In Definition we have introduced the C-algebra W7, a proper subalgebra
of U(g, e). In virtue of this algebra, we can formulate a more precise description for
the 2-dimensional representations of the C-algebra U(g, e).

Proposition 8.3. As a W) -module, V' is of type Q.

Proof. Define the C-mapping

TV =V
v = \/§@l+q+1.v.

It is easy to verify the mapping 7 is odd and surjective. In fact, 7 is also injective
since 72(v) = 207, ,,,.v = v. We claim that 7 is a homomorphism of W}-module V'

For any Zy-homogeneous elements © € W} and v € V, we have 7(0.v) = V204 411-
©.v by definition. Since ©;4,41 € m’ and O € Qid‘“’, then [©4 441, 0] = 0. Moreover,
[@l+q+1, @] = @[+q+1‘@_(_1)‘®|@‘@[+q+1. It is immediate that @[+q+1@ = (_1)‘®|@
Olgr1, then O, 1.0.0 = (=1)P1O - 0, 4410, ie. T(O.0) = (—1)PlO.7(v).

From preceding remark it can be concluded that 7 is an odd homomorphism of
W)’C-module V. As V is also irreducible as a W;(—module, all the discussions above

imply that V' is of type @), completing the proof. O
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Recall that in Theorem [6.2(2) we have chosen the homogeneous elements Oy, - - - |
O+4+1 as a set of generators for the C-algebra U(g, e) subject to the relations

[@i7 @]] = E](@la e 7®l+q+1>7 [®j7 @2] = _(_1)|®ZH®]|[®M @j]

where 1 <i< <l &l+1< Sl+qg+1&1<i<lI<j<l+q+1. Toease
notation, we will denote Fj; (@1, . ®l+q+1) by F;; for short

If the C-algebra U(g,e) affords 2—dimensional representation V', Proposition 8.3
yields that V' is C-spanned by an even element v € V; and the odd element ©;4,1;.v €
V7. Hence we can get 4(1 + ¢ + 1) variables kY, k!, K?, K} € C such that

(8.1) 00 = kv + kO 4410, ©;-014g11.0 = Kv+ KO 4110,

where 1 <i <l +q+ 1.
Slmllarly,for1<z<j L&1I+1<0 <l+q+1&1<i<i<i<l+q+1,

there exist 2((1 + ¢)* + 1 + 3¢ + 2) varlables ( 8 (Fij)S, (Fij)s, (Fij)i 6 C such that

(8:2) Fyjuv = (Fy)gv+ (Fj)iOugr1-v,  Fij.Ouigr1v = (Fiy)gv + (Fyj)iOrigs1-v.

It is worth noting that each polynomial F;; is generated by the Z,-homogeneous ele-
ments O, - - - , Oy 441 of U(g, €) over Q. Therefore, the action of F;; on v and ©4,41.v
is completely determined by the constants in (81]). Then (F};)3, (F3;)Y, (F;)5, (Fiy)3
can be written as a Q-linear combination of the products of the elements &Y, k!, K?, K},
thus there are no new variables appear in (8.2]).

Since each O; with 1 < i <[+ ¢+ 1is Zy-homogeneous, it follows that 2(1+ ¢+ 1)
variables in (8] are zero. More precisely, k] = K? = 0 for 1 <4 < (in this case all
Ols are even) and kY = K! =0 for [+ 1 < i < l+q+1 (in this case all ©}s are odd).
By definition it is obv1ous that all Fj;s are Z,-graded and have the same parity with
[©;,0;]. Therefore, (I + q)? + 1 + 3q + 2 variables are zero in (8.2). More precisely,
(Fij)? = (Fij)§ = 0if F; is even, and (F;)] = (Fj;)} = 0 if F}; is odd.

Based on (IE[I) simple calculation shows that

0;.0;.0 = (kK] + Kk} )v + (k} K] + K} k})Orig41.v,

8.3
( ) @i.@j.®l+q+1.v = (l{??KJO"_KZOK;)'U"_ (kllK]O +K§K;)@l+q+1.v.

Changing the position of the indices i and j in (83), we have

0;.0;.v = (kK] + k[ K} )v + (K)k} + k! K})Origi1.v,

8.4
( ) @j.@i.®l+q+1.’U = (K?k;) + Kz K?)'U + (K?k]l + KZ Kj)@l+q+1.v.

Recall that the structure of C-algebra U(g,e) is completely determined by com-
mutating relations of the generators given in Theorem [6.2(2). Therefore, V' is a
2-dimensional representation of the C-algebra U(g, e) if and only if

(0,.0, — (—1)®l%lg,0, — F;).v =0,

(8.5) o
(@z@] — (—1)‘(9"'@]'@]‘@1' — Ej).@l+q+1.v =0.

Since all the vectors considered are Zs-graded, simple calculation based on ,
(84) and (8H) shows that the variables kY, k!, K7, K} and (F};)8, (F;)?, (Fij)s, (Fij)i

(R
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should satisfy the following system of linear equations:

(DK + KOkY) = (=111 (ROA9 + k1K) —
(k1K) + Klk;) — (—1)1ONS ROk 4+ KLKY) — (F

(k?KO T KOKI) (— 1)\9ill@j\([(?]{;§) + K}KJQ) — (F;

(k;ZlKO + KlKl) (— 1)\®ill@j\(Ki0]{;]1, + K}K;) — (F;

Fij
F

cooo

HIROIFRFIOOIO

for1<i,j<l+q+1

It is notable that 4(l + ¢ + 1) variables are involved in above equations (recall that
the Fj;s for 1 < 4,j < 1+ q+ 1 can be written as a Q-linear combination of the
products of the elements kY, k}, K?, K} for 1 <i <1+ ¢+ 1). Since all the ©}s and
F};s are Zy-graded, by the remark precedmg (IEI) it is immediate that 2(1 4+ ¢ + 1)
varlables are zero. Recall that ©4,---,0;, € U(g,e)s and Oy11,- -+ , 0441 € U(g, €)1

Set
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
(C[Xl ) X17 o 7Xl+q+17 Xl+q+17 Yi 7Y1 y 7Y2+q+17 YE-}-q—i—l]

be a polynomial algebra in 4({+4 ¢+ 1) variables over C (in the usual sense, not super).
Suppose the variables in the polynomial satisfy

(1) X} =Y"=0for 1 <i<I (i.e. Ols are even);

2) XY =Y!=0fori+1<i<l+q+1 (ie. O}s are odd).

After deleting all the zero variables, we can get a polynomial algebra in 2(1 4 ¢+ 1)
indeterminate

0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0
C[XlaXz"' aXlaXl+1>"' aXlJ,-q-‘,-l?}/l?Yé?.'. aYQ >Y2+1"' a}/}+q+1]'

Define the polynomials (in the usual sense)

Ay = (XOX0 4 XIYP) — (~1)Ol0l(X0X0 + X1YP) - U
By = (X!IX0+X1Y})) - (~1)el0l(XOX! 4 X]V}) - Sk
Cy = (XOYD+ YDV — (—1)deil(X0y0 1 yay0) - 78;
1%:=<MWWEWU—PDW@WWW+EWS—W
for 1 <i<j<l&l+1<i <l+qg+1&1<i<l<j<ltqgrl,

where the notations S}, S}],Tg,Tf stand for the polynomlals over A obtained by

substituting the variables kY, k!, K7, K in the polynomials (F};)3, (F3;)Y, (F;)5, (Fij)1
for the indeterminate X?, X}, Y0, Y1 respectlvely By (1) and (2) we have

(3) S§ —TO—OWheIl1<Z<]<l orl+1<i<j<l+q+1(ie Fjsare
even);

(4) Sy =T;=0when 1 <i<I<j<l4+q+1 (ie Fj;sareodd).

It follows from ®3), (Iﬂl) and (BE) that there is a 1-1 correspondence between
the 2-dimensional representations of C-algebra U(g,e) and the set of all common
zeros of the polynomials A;;, B;;, Cy;, D;; (satisfying conditions (1)-(4)) in 2(l+¢+1)
variables.

Given a subfield K of C containing A we denote by &(K) the set of all common
zeros of the polynomials A;;, B;;, Ci;, D;; (satisfying conditions (1)-(4)) in the affine
space A%Hqﬂ). Clearly, the A-defined Zariski closed set &(C) parametries the 2-
dimensional representations of C-algebra U(g,e). More precisely,
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Lemma 8.4. When d; is odd, the 2-dimensional representations of C-algebra U(g, e)
are uniquely determined by all common zeros of the polynomials A;;, B;j, Cij, Dy (sat-
isfying conditions (1)-(4)) in the affine space Aé(“rq“) for1<i<j<l&l+1<
i<i<l+q+1&1<i<l<j<l+q+]1.

Similarly, let & (k) be the set of common zeros of the polynomials ?A;; P B;; P Cj,
PD;; (satisfying the “modular p” version of the conditions (1)-(4)) in the affine space
AZFY with 1 < i < j < 1&l+1 <i < j <I+g+1& 1 <i <1 < j < l+q+1, where
PA;; P Bi;j P Ci; P D;j stand for the polynomials over k obtained from A;;, By, Cij, D;;
by “modular p reduction”, i.e.

]k[X?a Xg e aXlO’ Xl1+1> e aXl1—1—q+1’ Y11> Y21> e aYl1> Y}(—]i-l T ’Yl(—)l—q—i-l]
= A[X?an T aXlO’Xll—i—D e aXll—I-q-i-l’Y11>Y21> T aYl1>Y2(-]i-1 T ’Yl(—)l-q+1] ®a k.

It follows from Theorem [[I[2) that the Zariski closed set & (k) parametrises the
2-dimensional representations of the k-algebra U(gy, €).

Following Premet’s treatment to finite W-algebras in ([36], Theorem 2.2(a)), we
have that

Lemma 8.5. When d; is odd, if the C-algebra U(g, e) affords 2-dimensional repre-
sentations, then the transition subalgebra U(gk,e) also admits 2-dimensional repre-
sentations.

Proof. Firstly, Lemma [8.4] and the discussion thereafter translate the existence of 2-
dimensional representations for both algebras into the solution to the same system of
linear equations over the corresponding field, respectively. Then the lemma can be
dealt with in the same way as the finite WW-algebra case, thus will be omitted here
(see [36], Theorem 2.2(a)). O

The following result is similar to the consequence introduced in Lemma B3l As V
is 2-dimensional, some modifications are needed in the proof. Hence we will prove it
in detail.

Lemma 8.6. When d; is odd, if the finite W -superalgebra U(gy, €) affords 2-dimensional
representations, then for p > 0 there exists n € x + (my )y associated to which the
reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi) admits irreducible representations of dimension
p%o 9 d12+1
Proof. Recall that there is a k-algebras isomorphism U(gy, e) = Ul(gy, ) ®x Z,(ax)
by Theorem [[.3[(3). This yields that the k-algebra U (gi, €) affords a 2-dimensional
representation too; we call it v, and denote the representation vector by V.

Let 0 # vy € V5 be an even element in V. The proof of Proposition shows that
0 # Oi14+1.v5 € V7 and denote it by v1. Then the vector space V' is k-spanned by v
and v1. For any T € (gy)g, since #? — 7P) € Z (gy) is central in the algebra U(gy), we
have [77 — zP), ©;4,41] = 0. Let Az € k such that (z7 — zlP!).v5 = A\zvg, then

(ffp - ff[p}).®l+q+1.’l]() == ®l+q+1-(jp - ff[p})’U() == )‘f@l+q+1-vﬁ == >\5'Ui

For the U(gi, e)-module V, it follows from px(Z,) C Ulgi, €)5 that kv is a 1-
dimensional representation of the algebra py(Z,). From preceding remark it is obvious

that koz is also a 1-dimensional representation of the algebra py(Z,) with the same
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action on kvg. By Theorem [T.32), pi(Z,) Nkerv = pi(Z,) Nkeryy is a maximal ideal
of the algebra p(Z,) = Z,(pr) = k[(x+ (mi)g)™P]. So there exists n € x+ (mi)g such
that py (27 — zlP! — n(Z)P) € Kerv for all Z € (gy)g. Our choice of 1 ensures that the
k-algebra ﬁn(g]k, e):= U (91, €) @z, ky, affords a 2-dimensional representation. On
the other hand, the canonical projection Qy x — Qy.k/I,Qyx gives rise to an algebra

~

homomorphism p, : Uy(gi,e) — (Endy Q7)°® = Up(g,e). As dim ﬁn(g]k,e) <
p'277! by Theorem [7.3(2), applying Theorem [7.2/(4)(ii) yields that p, is an algebra
isomorphism. Since

Unp(gr) = Mat ap a1 (Uy (8 €))

by Theorem [7.2(3), and the algebra U, (gk, €) admits a 2-dimensional representation,
it follows that the algebra U,(gk) has an irreducible representation of dimension
pdTOle;l. U
Lemma 8.7. When d; is odd, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) over C affords a
2-dimensional representation, then for p > 0 there exists n € x + (mi-)y associated
to which the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gk) admits irreducible representations of

dimension pdTOQdB+1
Proof. The Lemma follows from Lemma and Lemma R.6l O

9. THE REALIZATION OF MINIMAL DIMENSIONAL REPRESENTATIONS FOR
REDUCED ENVELOPING ALGEBRA U, (gk)

In ([42], Theorem 4.3), Wang and Zhao introduced the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Prop-
erty with nilpotent p-characters for the basic classical Lie superalgebra gy over positive
characteristic field k = I, (with some restrictions on p), i.e.

Proposition 9.1. *2 Let g, be one of the basic classical Lie superalgebras, and let

X € (95)5 be nilpotent. Then the dimension of every U, (gi)-module M is divisible by
dg dy

pz22).

In virtue of this result, the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property with any p-characters
for the basic classical Lie superalgebra gy over positive characteristic field k = [F,, was
also formulated by them, i.e.

Proposition 9.2. [*? Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra, and let & be arbitrary
p-character in (g5.)5. Then the dimension of every Ug¢(gi)-module M is divisible by

pd702LdTlJ.

In this part we will try to formulate a realization of these modules. Based on the
discussion in section 8, a conjecture about the minimal dimensional representations
of finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) over C should be first formulated.

9.1. A conjecture on the minimal dimensional representations of finite -
superalgebras.

Conjecture 9.1. Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C, then the following
are true:
(i) when d; is even, the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e¢) affords a 1-dimensional rep-

resentation;
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(ii) when d; is odd, the finite W-superalgebra U(g, e) affords a 2-dimensional rep-
resentation.

As mentioned at the beginning of Section 8, Premet formulated a conjecture that
every finite W-algebra over C admits a 1-dimensional representation®¥. His con-
jecture was proved by Losev for the classical Lie algebra case using the method of
symplectic geometry in [23]. Goodwin-Réhrle-Ubly'? obtained that all finite -
algebras associated to exceptional Lie algebras Fg, E;, Fy, Go, or Eg with e not rigid
admit 1-dimensional representations by computing methods. The formulation of Con-
jecture is based on the related results of finite W-algebras over C, but there is no
effective way to deal with it so far. However, it can be verified that Conjecture

establishes for some special cases. First note that

Lemma 9.1. Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C. The following are
true:

(1) when dy is even, if the translation algebra U(gy,e) (where k = TF,) affords
1-dimensional representations for infinitely many p € II(A), then the finite W -
superalgebra U(g, e) over C has a 1-dimensional representation;

(2) when dy is odd, if the translation algebra U(gy,e) (where k = F,) affords
2-dimensional representations for infinitely many p € II(A), then the finite W-
superalgebra U(g, e) over C has a 2-dimensional representation.

Proof. Since the proof is similar for both cases, we will just consider the situation
when d; is odd.

When d; is odd, Lemma [8.4] shows that the 2-dimensional representations of finite
W-superalgebras over C can be parametrised by the Zariski closed set &(C). Here
we will follow Premet’s treatment to finite W-algebras in ([36], Corollary 2.1). The
proof is sketched as follows.

Suppose for a contradiction that U(gy,e) has no 2-dimensional representations.
Then &(Q) = @, where Q denotes the algebraic closure of Q in C. By the method
of “modular p induction” and Galois theory we can get that &'(k) = () for almost all
p € TI(A), where k = F,. This implies that the algebra U(gy, €) has no 2-dimensional
representations for almost all p € TI(A). Since this contradicts our assumption, the
lemma follows. O

Based on the discussion in Section 8.1, now we will establish a proof of Conjec-
ture [@0.1](i) for some special cases.

Proposition 9.3. Let e = ey € sl(M|N)s be an even nilpotent element in the Lie
superalgebra g = s{(M|N) over C with Jordan type (p1,pa,- -+, Pns1) Salisfying that
ex = ey @ ey, where ey is principal nilpotent in gl(M|0) and the sizes of the Jordan
blocks of ey are all greater or equal to M. Then the finite W -superalgebra U(g, €)
affords a 1-dimensional representation.

Proof. Recall that in Corollary Bl we have proved that the algebra U(g,e)*" as-
sociated to the finite WW-superalgebra U(g, e) in the proposition is isomorphic to a
polynomial algebra in p, ., —1 variables. So this proposition is an immediate corollary

of Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz. O
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Recall that for any left U, (gi)-module M, we have defined the U, (g, e)-module
M™: by

M™ :={v e M|ly v =0}

Theorem shows that there exists a category equivalence between the U, (gy)-
module M and the U, (gx, e)-module M/™x.

As another example, Proposition shows that Conjecture [0.I1(ii) establishes for
the finite W-superalgebra U(osp(1]|2n), e) associated to the basic classical Lie super-
algebra of type B(0,n) with the regular nilpotent element e. First note that

Lemma 9.2. Let g = osp(1]2n)i be the basic classical Lie superalgebra of type
B(0,n) over k = F,. For any regular nilpotent element e € (gy)g, let x € (oK) be
such that x(y) = (e,y) for any y € gy with respect to the bilinear form (-,-). Then
the translation subalgebra U(gy,e) affords a 2-dimensional representation.

Proof. First note that d; is odd in this case by ([30], Corollary 2.10). Let gy =
n @ by @ ny. denote the triangular decomposition of Lie superalgebra osp(1]|2n)y. It
follows from ([42], Corollary 5.8) that

dimny = dimmy, = (dim (my)g, dim (my)7 + 1).

Moreover, the baby Verma module Z, () of reduced enveloping algebra U, (osp(1|2n))
associated to the regular p-character y is irreducible, which has the same dimension as
dim U, (m},). Recall that there is a category equivalence between the U, (osp(1]2n))-
modules and the U, (0sp(1]|2n)y, e)-modules by Theorem H2] then it follows that
Zy(A)™ is a U, (osp(1]2n)x, e)-module. For every U, (gi)-module M, since M =
U, (my)* ®x M™= is an isomorphism of U, (my)-modules by the proof of ([42], Propo-
sition 4.2), it is immediate that

=2

. m dimZ (\)  dim U, (my)
dim Z,(A)™ = dim U, (mg)  dim U, (my,)

Therefore, the algebra U, (gk, e) admits a 2-dimensional representation.

Let My be the connected unipotent subgroup of Gy, such that Ad My is generated
by all linear operators exp ad z with z € my. By the same discussion as ([37], Remark
2.1) and the remark following which, we can conclude that one embeds Z,(py)™ into
U(gk, e) as an analogue of the p-center Z,(gy) (so that U(gy,e) is a free Z,(py)" -
module of rank p'2¢*!) and then obtains U, (gx,e) from U(gy,e) by tensoring the
latter over Z,(py)* by a suitable one-dimensional representation of Z,(py )™, i.e.
U, (gk, e) can be considered as the factor-algebra of U(gy,e). Combining this with
the discussion in the preceding paragraph we can conclude that the algebra U(gy, e)
admits a 2-dimensional representation, either.

U

Proposition 9.4. Let e € g5 be a reqular nilpotent element in the Lie superalgebra
g = osp(1]2n) over C, then the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) affords a 2-dimensional
representation.

Proof. The proposition follows from Lemma [0.1[(2) and Lemma O
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9.2. On the lower bound of the Super KW Property with nilpotent p-
characters. Recall that in Section 8.1 and Section 8.2 we have discussed the probable
dimension for the “small representations” of finite WW-superalgebras. Based on these
results, the representations of minimal dimension for the reduced enveloping algebra
U,(g1) associated to p-character n € x + (mj.)y were considered in Lemma B3 and
Lemma [R.7] based on the parity of dy, respectively. It is notable that n can only be
guaranteed in x + (mi)g, but there is no further information. Following Premet’s
treatment to finite W-algebras in ([36], Theorem 2.2), Lemma translates the
conclusion about the k-algebra U, (gi) associated to p-character n to the k-algebra
U, (gk) with p-character x. In virtue of this result, the main result will be formulated
in Theorem

Lemma 9.3. Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over positive characteristic
field k. The following are true:
(1) when dy is even, if the algebra U,(gx) affords a representation of dimensional

pd702d71 for some n € x + (my.)g, then the algebra U, (gyk) also admits a representation
of dimension pﬂledTI;
(2) when dy is odd, if the algebra U,(gk) affords a representation of dimensional

pdTOQ% for somen € x+(my.)g, then the algebra U, (gyx) also admits a representation
of dimension pdTOlezﬂ.

Proof. Since the proof is similar for both cases, we will just consider the situation
when d; is odd.

Let (Gy)ey be the reductive algebraic group associated to even part (gi)g of Lie
superalgebra gi. For any & € (g} )s, it is well known that the construction of the
algebra Ug(gi) only depends on the orbit of £ under the coadjoint action of (G )ey
up to isomorphism. Therefore, if ¢’ := (Ad"g)(§) for some g € (Gk)ey, then Ug(gi) =
Ue (gi) as k-algebras.

Let = denote the set of all £ € (g;)g for which the algebra Ug(gy) contains a two-
sided ideal of codimension p®2%+1. Tt is immediate from ([46], Lemma 2.2) that the
set = is Zariski closed in (gj)s. From preceding remark it is easy to verify that the
set Z is stable under the coadjoint action of (G )ey-

(i) We claim that ¢ - £ € = for all ¢ € k*(=k\{0}) and & € =.

For any £ € (g5)p, we can regard & € gf by letting &((gx);) = 0. Recall that
¢ = (z,-) for some T € (gik)s- Let T = 5+ n be the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition
of Z in the restricted Lie algebra (gi)s and put & := (5,) and &, := (n,-). Take a
Cartan subalgebra by, of gi which contains 3, and let gi denote the centralizer of 5 in
gx. Then it follows that gi := I = (I)s + (k)7 also has a root space decomposition
k=b® D (gx)a where O(Iy) := {a € ®|a(S) = 0}. From ([42], Proposition 5.1)

aed(ly)
we know that there exists a system II of simple roots of gy such that IT N ®(Iy) is
a system of simple roots for ® (). In particular [} is always a direct sum of basic
classical Lie superalgebras (note that a toral subalgebra of g may also appear in the
summand). Let by, = by @ ny be the Borel subalgebra associated to II. Then we can
define a parabolic subalgebra py = I} + by = [}, & uy, where uy denotes the nilradical
of pi. Note that £(ux) = 0 and |, = &,|, is nilpotent.
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Recall that T = 5+ 7 is the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of z. If ¢ € k*, then
tT = t5 + tn is the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of tZ. Obviously, gi¥ = [.

It follows from ([42], Theorem 5.3) that every irreducible Ug(gi)-module is U (uy)-
projective. Since uy is nilpotent in gy and |, = 0, it follows from ([42], Proposi-
tion 2.6) that the k-algebra Ug(uy) is local with trivial module as the unique simple
module. Then every irreducible Ug(gi)-module is Ug(uy)-free, and the unique max-
imal ideal N,, of Ug(ui) is generated by the image of uy in Ug(uy). This yields
[P, Ny ] € Ny,. Let Ue(pi) denote the unital subalgebra of Ug(gy) generated by
pi (it is canonically isomorphic to the reduced enveloping algebra of py associated
with €|y, ). Since Ug(pi) Ny, is a two-sided ideal of Ug(py), it follows from the PBW
Theorem that

Ue(prc) /Ue(pic) Nuy, = U (prc/ 1)
as k-algebras. Let 1o = 1+ N,,, the image of 1 in ke, and Q) = Ug(pi) - L¢. It
follows from the definition of Qg preceding Definition [£.2] that Qg = Ue(gk)/Ue(gK) Ny,
as left Ug(gi)-modules. The PBW theorem and the discussion above imply that
dim Q) = dim Ug(pi/uk). Given § € @y there is @ € Ug(pk) such that § = @ - 1.
Since [pi, Ny, | € Ny, it follows from Jacobi identity that [, u] € Ug(px)N,, for any
n € Ny, . Then

- q=([n,q + (=1)"g - 7) - I¢ C Ue(psc) Nuy
for any Z,-homogeneous elements n € N,, and ¢ € lek. The universal property of

induced _modules implies that for any ¢ € Q?l]k there is a unique hg € Endg]ng such
that hg(1le) = ¢. Put

d6 = 2dim (U]k)(‘) = dim (g]k)(_] — dim ([]k)(‘], d/l = 2dim (U]k)i = dim (g]k)i — dim ([]k)i'

Since every irreducible Ug(gi)-module is Ug(uy)-free, by the same discussion as ([42],
Theorem 4.4) we can obtain a k-algebras isomorphism:

(9.1) Ue(gw) = Mat s, ((Endg, QF)*).
p_512_2_

Therefore,
dlm (EndQ]ng) = pdim (gk)ﬁ_d62dim (Qlk)i_dll — pdin’l ([]1()(-)2dim ([lk)i

and

dlm Uﬁ(p]k/’»ﬂk) — pdim (p]k)()—dim (u]k)()2dim (p]k)i_dim (u]k)i — pdim ([]k)()2dim ([]k)i'
Then it follows that Endg]ng = {h4|7 € Q) }. Define the mapping
T Endgﬂ{Qg — Ugﬁpk/uk)OP
7 = 0(1).

It is obvious that 7 is a homomorphism of k-algebras. As both algebras have the
same dimension (as vector spaces), one can deduce that 7 is an isomorphism. Taking
the opposite algebras for both sides, we have

(9.2) (Endg, Q) = Ug(p/mic) = Ug(I)

as k-algebras.
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Let N, be the unique maximal ideal of Ug (uy). For the left Uz (gi)-module QL =~

e~
Use(gK)/ Utg(g]k)Nu]k, same consideration shows that
(9.3) (Endg, Q3)™ = U (k)
as k-algebras. Along the same discussion as ([42], Theorem 4.4), one can get that
(9.4) Use(gi) = Mat 4,4 ((Endg, Q7))

as k-algebras.

Recall that [} is a direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras and a toral
subalgebra. Set I = (gi)1 @ -+ & (gk)r ® b, where (gr); is a basic classical Lie
superalgebra for each 1 < ¢ < r, and ] is a toral subalgebra of gi. For each
1 < i < r, let (Gk); denote the algebraic supergroup associated to (gi);. It is
well known that for each 1 < ¢ < r the even part of (Gk); is a reductive algebraic
group, and denote it by ((Gk)i)ev- Since €y, = &y, is nilpotent, it follows from
([16], Lemma 2.10) that k* - &), € (Ad"((Gi)i)ev)€|(ge).- For each 1 < i < 7,
since the superalgebra Uy | ((gk);) depends only on the orbit of £|(g,), under the

coadjoint action of ((Gk)i)ev, then Uy )_((glk)i) = Ug,,, ((9K)i) as k-algebras. By
the arbitrary of ¢ it is immediate that ®U5‘(g (o)) = @ U, ((BK)i)- As t
i=1 ‘

is a toral subalgebra of g (note that t’ € (gK)s), the reduced enveloping algebra
Uy(ty,) is commutative and semisimple for every ¢ € (4.)* (Indeed, ] has a k-
basis ty,- -ty with t7 = ¢, for 1 < i < d. Therefore, Uy(t)) = A @ -+ ® Aq
where A; = k[ X|/(X? — X —9(t;)?) is a p-dimensional commutative semisimple k-
algebra). From this it is immediate that Ug‘t],k(t{k) = Ufﬁhﬁ((tfk) as algebras. Since

T

i = D(gk)i @ t, we have Us(@( ki O ty) = @ngm((gu{)i) ® Ug, () and

i=1 i=1
Utg(@( k)i DY) = ® U], ((9K)i) @ Utf‘u (t,.). Therefore, we can obtain that
Ug([]k) Uge (ly) as algebras It follows from (O.1)—(9.4]) that

Ue(gx) = U (gx)

for all t € k*. Our claim is an immediate consequence of the last isomorphism, i.e.
if £ € 2, thent-& € = for all t € k*. As the remark preceding part (i) shows that =
is Zariski closed in (gj)g, it is immediate that the set = is conical.

(ii) We claim that x € =.

By the assumption in the lemma we know that U,(gy) has a simple module of
dimension pdz 2% ,s0 we have n € 2. Asn € x+(mg)g we can write n = (e+7, -) for

some § = Y ¥ Wlth Ui € gi(1)5. Recall that there is a cocharacter A : k* — (G )ey
i<l
such that (Ad\(#))z = #Z for all T € gi(j) (j € Z) and t € k* (see the discussion
preceding Proposition [6.I]). For i < 1, set n; = (i, ), then n = x + >_ ;. For any
i<l
even element §' € gi(j)g, it is straightforward that

* 1 —1 (e.y) (J=-2)
(Ad*(A(®#)) ()7 = n(AdA(?) =t7(e+ Zyza = { Sis; 0?; (5,7 d £ —2)

<1
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Since
tx—l—Ztlm ) = t*(e,7) +ZtZ (Ui, ¥,
i<l i<l
then (Ad*A\(f))n = £2x + > t'n;, and (Ad*A(E)) "t =12x + >t "'n;. As = is conical
i<i i<1

and Ad*(G]k)eV—invariant by (i), this implies that
C(ACAND) = x4+ D0,y

<1

[I]

for all t € k™. Since Z is Zariski closed, this yields x € =.

(iii) Now we are in a position to prove (2).

It follows from (ii) that the algebra U, (gi) admits a two-sided ideal of codimension
p@24+1 and denote it by ] Clearly, all simple modules of the factor algebra U, (gx)/!
have dimension < p 297 On the other hand, Proposﬂ:mn.nnphes that all simple
modules of U, (gi)/! have dimension divisible by p 2%~ From this it is immediate

d1+1
0

that U, (gk) has a simple module of dimension p P9

Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over C and gy the corresponding Lie
superalgebra over positive characteristic field k. Let x € (g;)s be a nilpotent p-
character of gy such that x(y) = (e,y) for any § € gi. Under the assumption
of Conjecture @.1I], the following theorem shows that the minimal dimension for the
representations of reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi) with nilpotent p-character x
given in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property is reachable.

Theorem 9.1. Retain the notations above. The following are true:
(1) when dy is even, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, €) over C affords a 1-dimensional
representation, then for p > 0 the reduced enveloping algebra U, (gi) over k = F,

. . . . . . do 41
admits irreducible representations of dimension p=2 272 ;
(2) when dy is odd, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, ) over C affords a 2-dimensional
representation, then for p > 0 the reduced envelopmg algebra U, (gi) over k = I,

admits irreducible representations of dimension p= ot
Proof. (1) follows from Lemma[83 and Lemma@.3(1). LemmaB.7 and Lemma 0.3(2)
show that (2) is also true. O

As a corollary of Theorem [0.1] some conclusions about the minimal dimension for
the representations of reduced W-superalgebra U, (gi, €) associated to p-character x
over k can also be reached, i.e.

Corollary 9.1. Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra. The following are true:

(1) when dy is even, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) over C affords a 1-dimensional
representation, then for p > 0, the reduced W -superalgebra U, (gx, €) associated to p-
character x over k also admits 1-dimensional representations;

(2) when dy is odd, if the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) over C affords a 2-dimensional
representation, then for p > 0, the reduced W -superalgebra U, (gx, €) associated to p-
character x over k also admits 2-dimensional representations.

Proof. For any U, (gi)-module M, it follows from Theorem .2 that M ™= is a U, (g, €)-

module. As any U, (gk)-module M is U, (my)-free and there is an isomorphism M =
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U, (my)* @i M™= of U, (my)-modules by the proof of ([42], Proposition 4.2), it is
immediate that

dim ™ — ‘dimM _ ddlm]d\/[
dim U, (my) p3 20?1
Then the desired result follows from Theorem O

9.3. On the lower bound of the Super KW Property for a direct sum of
basic classical Lie superalgebras with nilpotent p-characters. In this part we
will consider the lower bound of the Super KW Property for a direct sum of basic
classical Lie superalgebras with nilpotent p-characters.

First recall some knowledge on finite dimensional superalgebras in (cf. [20], Sec-
tion 12). Let F be an algebraically closed field of any characteristic. Given a finite
dimensional superalgebra A over I, define the (left) parity change functor

II: A-mod — A-mod.

For an object V', IIV is the same underlying vector space but with the opposite Zs-
grading. The new action of a Zs-homogeneous element a € A on v € V is defined
in terms of the old action by a - v := (—1)1av. Given left modules V and W over
superalgebras A and B respectively, the (outer) tensor product V X W is the space
V ® W considered as an A ® B-module via

(a®b)(vw)=(—1)""aw @ bw (ae A, beB,veV,weW).

For the irreducible representations of the algebra A ® B, the following result was
obtained by Kleshchev in ([20], Lemma 12.2.13):

Lemma 9.4. 2% Let V be an irreducible A-module and W be an irreducible B-module.

(i) If both V and W are of type M, then V. RW is an irreducible A ® B-module of
type M.

(i) If one of V. or W is of type M and the other is of type Q, then VKW is an
irreducible A ® B-module of type Q.

(7ii) If both V' and W are of type Q, then VRW = (Ve W)dI(V @ W) for a
type M irreducible A ® B-module V & W.

Moreover, all irreducible A ® B-modules arise as constituents of VKW for some
choice of irreducibles V', W.

Now we will recall some basics on superalgebras over F (c.f. [20], Section 12.1).
Let V be a superspace with dim V' = (m, n) then M(V') := Endgr(V) is a superalgebra
with dim M(V) = (m? + n?,2mn). The algebra M(V) is defined uniquely up to an
isomorphism by the superdimension (m,n) of V. So we can speak of the superalgebra
M. We have an isomorphism of superalgebras

(9.5) Mo @ My = Monk il mitnk-

Let V be a superspace with dimV = (n,n) and J be a degree 1 involution in
Endp(V). Consider the superalgebra Q(V,J) := {f € Endg(V)|fJ = (—1)/Jf}.
Note that all degree 1 involutions in Endr(V') are conjugate to each other by an in-
vertible element in Endp(V')5. Hence another choice of J will yield an isomorphism
superalgebra. So we can speak of the superalgebra Q(V'), defined up to an isomor-
phism. Pick a basis {vy,---,v,} of V5, and set v; = J(v;) for 1 < i < n. Then
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{v{,-+-,v.} is a basis of Vj. With respect to the basis {vq,- - ,v,, v}, -, v}, the
elements of Q(V,J) have matrices of the form

(9.6) (5% 4)

where A and B are arbitrary n x n matrices, with B = 0 for even endomorphisms and
A = 0 for odd ones. In particular, dim Q(V') = (n% n?). The superalgebra Q(V,J)
can be identified with the superalgebra @,, of all matrices of the form (0.6]). Moreover,
([20], (12.6) & (12.7)) show that

and
(9.8) Qm ® Qn = Mippmn

as [F-algebras.

Now we turn to the representations of reduced enveloping algebras for a direct
sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras with nilpotent p-characters over k. In ([42],
Remark 4.6), Wang-Zhao showed that Proposition still establishes for the case

when [y is a direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras.

In fact, their result can be somewhat strengthened. Let I, = @(Ix); be a direct
i=1

sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras over k = F,, where (I); is a basic classical
Lie superalgebra for each 1 < i < r. Let x = x1 + -+ + X, be the decomposition of
nilpotent p-character x in [} with x; € (Ix); (which can be viewed in [} by letting
xi(y) =0 forall g € @(lx);) for 1 <i < r. Set € =& +---+¢, be the corresponding

JFi
decomposition of € € (ly)y with respect to the non-degenerated bilinear form (-, -) on

[ such that x;(-) = (€;,-) for 1 <i < r. Define
d6 = dim ([]k)é — dim ([e)()

dy = dim(4); —dim (1)),
(9.9) (do)i = dim ((Ix)i)o — dim ((k);")o,
(dv); = dim ((ly);)7 — dim ((Ik);")1,

where [ denotes the centralizer of € in [y, and (1) the centrahzer of &; in (Iy); for

each i € {1,---,r}. It is obvious that dj = Z(do) and d} = Z(dl) Rearrange the

=1 =1
r

summands of [, = @([]k) such that (d;); is odd for 1 < i <[ (if it occurs) and (d;);

is even for [ +1 < < r (if it occurs). In particular, d} and [ have the same parity.
Note that all the definitions and results introduced in preceding sections remain

valid for the direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras. Let my and mj be the

subalgebras of [} as defined in Section 4.1. Let my = @ (my); and mj = G}(m{k)Z
i=1 =1

be the decomposition of my & mj in [ respectively, where (my);, (m}); € ([]k) for

1 < i < r. Asmy is p-nilpotent and the linear function y vanishes on the p-closure of

[my,, my, it follows from ([42], Proposition 2.6) that U, (my) has a unique irreducible

module and U, (my)/Nu, =k, where Ny, is the Jacobson radical of U, (my) which is

generated by all the elements = — x(Z) with Z € my,.
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First note that ([42], Proposition 4.1) shows that every k-algebra U,,((my);) (1 <
i < r) has a unique simple module (we find that there is a minor error in ([42], Sec-
tion 4.1) since which is not necessary a trivial module) which is 1-dimensional and
of type M. For the case when (d;); is odd (i.e. 1 < i <), the k-algebra U,,((my);)
also has a unique simple module; it is isomorphic to V; = Uy, ((my)i) @uy. () Ly
which is 2-dimensional and of type Q. Let N,), and N ), denote the Jacob-
son radical of U,,((my);) and U,,((m});) (which are the ideals of U,,((my);) and
U,,((my);) generated by all the elements z — x(Z) with z € (my);, respectively).
Then Uy, ((my):)/Nmy, =k, and Uy, ((my,);)/Namy), is isomorphic to the simple su-
peralgebra ();. For the case when (d;); is even (ie. [+ 1 < i < r), we have
Uy: ((my)i) = Uy, ((my);) and Niwyy, = Ny, since (my,); = (my); by construction.

Since I, = @(Ix);, it is easy to verify that

i=1

(9.10) Uy (my) = ® Uy, ((mi)i), Uy (my) = ® Uy, ((my,):)

as k-algebras, respectively. For a U, (Ik)-module M set
M™ ={ve M| (x—x(x))v=0for all z € my}.

As [ (which is a finite dimensional restricted Lie superalgebra) is a direct sum of basic
classical Lie superalgebras, the same discussion as ([42], Proposition 4.2) shows that
every U, (Ix)-module M is U, (my)-free and M = U, (my)* @y M™ as U, (my)-modules
(which can also be inferred from ([42], Remark 4.6)).

Let Ny denote the ideal of U, (my,) generated by all the elements T — x(Z) with

T € my, then M™: is a U, (my)/Ny, -module by definition. Since my = P (my,);, one
i=1
can conclude from (O.I0) and its preceding remark that

Uy (my) /Noyy, = Uy (M) ®u, (my) 1x = Uy(@(my)) ®

1%

@(sz((m]/k)Z) ®Uxi((m]k)i) 1X1) <
l r—I l

N

1
fq
=
—~

2
=~
~
=
3
=~

I

~ - ~ ——
Q1®"‘®Q1®]k®'”®]k o~ Q1®...®Q1

I

as k-algebras.
Now we will introduce the refined Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property for the direct sum
of basic classical Lie superalgebras with nilpotent p-characters.

Proposition 9.5. Let ly be a direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras over
k = IF, with x a nilpotent p-character in (If)s. Retain the assumptions above. Then
for the primes p which satisfy the restrictions imposed in ([42], Table 1), the dimension

of every U, (I)-module M is divisible by p#2°5.
Proof. For each U, (lk)-module M, preceding remark shows that the U, (my)-module

(911) M= Ux(m]k)* Rk M™e
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is free. Now we will consider the dimension of M™k as a k-vector space. Recall that
!

——f—
M™x is a module over the superalgebra U, (my)/Npw = Q1 ® -+ ® Q1. Based on the
parity of [, for each case we will consider separately.
(i) When [ is odd, (@1) and (@8] imply that
!
——t—
Uy(my) /Ny Q1 ® - ®@ Q1 = QQFTI-
+1

Since sz:?_l is a simple superalgebra whose unique simple module is 2 - 25 = 2%
dimensional, it follows from Wedderburn’s Theorem ([20], Theorem 12.2.9) that every
Qz% -module has dimension divisible by 2% . In particular, the dimension of M™« (as
a vector space) is divisible by 2% . By the same discussion as ([42], Theorem 4.3) we
can conclude that dimmy = (%, dll;), then dim U, (my) = pd702 . Together with
(@I this implies that each U, (lx)-module M has dimension divisible by ]3%02%2771 :
ot _ B ohH
(ii) When [ is even, it follows from (@.7) and (O.8)) that
I

—_—~—
Ux(mgk)/N 4 S ®---®Q: gMﬁﬂ L

b_q-
122

/
dj -1
2

Since M2 Loa,ha is a simple superalgebra whose unique simple module is 2%—dimensional,
it follows from Wedderburn’s Theorem that every M2 Lo ,) _,-module has dimension

divisible by 25. In particular, the dimension of M™k is divisible by 25. The same

discussion as ([42], Theorem 4.3) shows that dimmy = (%, d—2/1), then dim U, (my) =

pdTOQ%. Together with (@11 this implies that each U, (lx)-module M has dimension
divisible by pd702d71 .25 = pd702d12+l.
All the discussions in (i) and (ii) complete the proof.

O

Remark 9.1. Recall that d] and [ have the same parity by the previous remark. It
is obvious that Proposition coincides with the consequence obtained by Wang-
Zhao in ([42], Remark 4.6) if at most only one of the (d;);s is odd for 1 < i < r.
But for the case when more than two (d;);s are odd for 1 < i < r, the boundary
introduced in Proposition is much larger. Therefore, compared with the result
obtained by Wang-Zhao, the characterization for the dimension of the U, (Iy)-modules
in Proposition is optimal.

Under the assumption of Conjecture [0.1I the following theorem shows that the
minimal dimension for the representations of reduced enveloping algebra U, (I)) with
nilpotent p-character x € () in Proposition is reachable.

Theorem 9.2. Retain the assumptions as Proposition [3.3. For any basic classical
Lie superalgebra g over C, assume that
(i) when dim g(—1)7 is even, the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) affords a 1-dimensional
representation,
72



(ii) when dim g(—1)1 is odd, the finite W -superalgebra U(g, e) affords a 2-dimensional
representation.

Let Iy, be a direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras over k = F,, and let x
be a nilpotent p-character in (If)g. Then for p > 0 the reduced enveloping algebra

dy _dj+l
U, (lx) admits irreducible representations of dimension pr27r .

Proof. For each 1 < i < 7, let QY be the (l);-module as defined in Section 4.1,
and denote by Uy, ((l)i,€) = (End(y),@X)°? the reduced W-superalgebra of basic
classical Lie superalgebra (Iy); associated with nilpotent element ;. Let QY be the
[-module with the same definition as Section 4.1, and U, (lk,é€) the reduced W-
superalgebra of [} associated with nilpotent element €. Then we have

Uy(l,€) = (End, QX)*® = (End, Q)
D ()i =1
(912) r r i=1
= @(End([k)ng)Op = @sz(([ﬂ{)wa)

as k-algebras.

(1) First consider the case when 1 < i < [. Under the assumption of the theorem,
Corollary @.T shows that the k-algebra U,,((lx);, €;) admits 2-dimensional representa-
tions for 1 < ¢ < [. Denote by V; and V5 the 2-dimensional irreducible representations
(of type @) of the k-algebras U,, ((lx)1, €1) and Uy, ((lk)2, €2) (if occurs), respectively.
It follows from Lemma [9.4((iii) that V; XV, = (Vi@ V,) @ II(Vi @ Vs) as Uy, ((Ik)1,€1) ®
Uy, ((I)2, €2)-modules, where Vi ® V5 is an irreducible Uy, ((Ik)1,€1) ® Uy, ((lx)2, €2)-
module of type M. Since the U, ((I)1,€1) ® Uy, ((lk)2, €2)-module II(V; & V) is
the same underlying vector space as Vi ® V5 but with the opposite Zs-grading, we
have dim V; ® V4, = dim II(V; ® V4) as vector spaces. Recall that the (outer) tensor
product V; XV, is the same underlying vector space as Vi ® Vs, then dim V; XV, =
dimV; ® Vo, = 4. From all above we can conclude that V; ® V, is an irreducible
Uy, ()1, €1) ® Uy, ((I)2, €2)-module of type M with dimension 2 = 23,

Denote by V3 a 2-dimensional irreducible representation (of type @) of the k-algebra
Uy ((l)s, €3) (if occurs). It follows from Lemma[0.4(ii) and the discussion above that
(Vi ® V5) K V3 is an irreducible (Uy, ((Ik)1, €1) @ Uy, ((Ik)2, €2)) @ Uy, ((Ik)3, €3)-module
of type . Hence (V; ® V5) X V3 is an irreducible U,, ((lk)1,€1) ® Uy, ((lk)2, €2) ®
Uy, ((Ik)3, €3)-module (of type @) of dimension 2-2 =4 = 2°%

(2) In light of Lemma [0.4(ii) & (iii), induction on the number of the terms for

l
U,,((Ik)s, ;) with the same discussion as (1) one can show that
i=1

!

(i) when [ is odd, the k-algebra @) U,,((lx);, €;) admits an irreducible representation

i=1
of type @ with dimension 2”71, and set it as V;
l
ii) when [ is even, the k-algebra & U,.((lx);, €;) admits an irreducible representa-
Xi
i=1

tion of type M with dimension 22 (assume that [ = 0 when the (d;)}s are all even for
1<i<r), and set it as V'.
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Under the assumption of the theorem, Corollary 0.I(i) shows that the k-algebra
Uy, ((Ik):, €;) admits 1-dimensional representations of type M for [ + 1 < i < r (if oc-

curs). Easy induction based on Lemmal[0.4](i) shows that the k-algebra é Uy, ()i, €)
admits a 1-dimensional representation of type M, and set it as W. "

(3) Now we will consider the representations of the k-algebra U, (I, €) = é Uy, ()i, €).
Based on the parity of [, for each case we will consider separately. =

I
(i) When [ is odd, (2) shows that the k-algebra @) U,,((lx);, ;) admits an irreducible
i=1

representation V of type @ with dimension 2%, and the k-algebra QR Uy, ()i, &)
11
admits a 1-dimensional representation W of type M. It follows from Lemma [0.4]ii)

l r r
that V X W is an irreducible @ Uy, ((lk)i, &) @ @ Uy, ()i, &) = @ Uy, ()i, €)-
i=1 I+1 =1

+1

module of type () with dimension 272 .
l
(ii) When [ is even, (2) shows that the k-algebra ) U,,((l);, ;) admits an irre-
i=1

ducible representation V' of type M with dimension 2%, and the k-algebra Uy, ()i, &)
I+1
admits a 1-dimensional representation W of type M. It follows from Lemma 0.4)i)

l r r
that V' X W is an irreducible @ Uy, ((Ik)i, ) ® @ Uy, ()i, &) = @ Uy, ()i, €:)-
i=1 11 i=1

module of type M with dimension 23
(4) Recall in ([42], Remark 4.6) Wang-Zhao shows that

(9.13) Up(l) = Mat o o (Uy(l @)

as k-algebras. Based on the parity of [, for each case we will consider separately.
(i) When [ is odd, it follows from (3)(i) that the k-algebra U, () affords irreducible

dy di-1 I+1 dy di+l

representations of dimension p2 2z .23 =pz2 2 ;
(ii) When [ is even, it follows from (3)(ii) that the k-algebra U, (i) affords irre-

. . . . do 41 1 dy A+l
ducible representations of dimension p2 232 -22 =p2273 .
All the discussions above complete the proof. O

Remark 9.2. Recall in Remark we have showed that the boundary introduced in
Proposition [0.5 is much larger when more than two (d;)}s are odd for 1 < i < r. In
fact, careful inspection on the proof of Theorem [0.21shows that the boundary obtained
by Wang-Zhao in ([42], Remark 4.6) can never be reached in this case, and the one
introduced in Theorem is optimal.

9.4. On the lower bound of the Super KW Property with arbitrary p-
characters. In this part we will discuss whether the lower bound of the Super Kac-
Weisfeiler Property for a basic classical Lie superalgebra with any p-characters intro-
duced by Wang-Zhao in ([42], Theorem 5.6) can be reached.

Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over positive characteristic field k = F,,

and § = &+&; be the Jordan decomposition of € € (gj. ) (we regard £ € g}, by letting
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€((g5)1) = 0). Under the isomorphism (g;.)5 = (gk)s induced by the non-degenerated
bilinear form (+,-) on (gk)g, it can be identified with the usual Jordan decomposition
T =5+n on (gK)s. Let b be a Cartan subalgebra of g and denote by [, = g the
centralizer of 5 in gi. Let ® be the root system of gy and ®(Iy) := {a € ¢ | a(5) = 0}.
By ([42], Proposition 5.1) [ is always a direct sum of basic classical Lie superalgebras
with a system IT of simple roots of gy such that IT N ®(Iy) is a system of simple roots
of ®(I) (note that a toral subalgebra of gy may also appear in the summand).
Set

i = gj = @(g]k)i b t,
i=1
where (gy); is a basic classical Lie superalgebra for each 1 < ¢ < r, and ¢ is a
toral subalgebra of gi. Then & = & + -+ - + &, is a nilpotent p-character of [} with

& € (gi); (which can be viewed in [} by letting &(y) = 0 for all § € P (gi); D t,)
JFi
for 1 <7< r. Let n =ny +--- 4+ n, be the corresponding decomposition of n in [y

such that &(-) = (n;,-) for 1 < i < r. For each 1 < i < r, denote by U, ((gk):, 1)
the reduced W-superalgebra of basic classical Lie superalgebra (gi): associated with
nilpotent element n;, then it is easy to verify that

U&ﬁ(@ g]k i ®U51 glk wnz

i=1
by the same discussion as (@.12). Define
d() = dim (g]k)(_) —di
dl = dim (g]k)i d
(do)i = dim ((gw)i)o —di
(di)i = dim ((gw)i)1 —d

where gi denotes the centralizer of T in gy, and (g
for each i € {1,---,r}, and set

(9.14)

T

(9.15) dy = (do)i,  dy:= (di)i.

i=1 i=1

<

Rearrange the summands of @(g]k) such that each (dy); is odd for 1 < ¢ < [ (if it

occurs), and each (d;); is even for [+ 1 << r (if it occurs).

Let by = by @ ni be the Borel subalgebra associated to II. Define a parabolic
subalgebra py = I + by = [ @ uy, where uy is the nilradical of py. Since &(uy) = 0
and |, = &l is nilpotent by ([42], Section 5.1), any Ug(lx)-mod can be regarded
as a Ug(pk)-mod with a trivial action of uy. Wang-Zhao proved that the k-algebras
Ue(gi) and Ug(lx) are Morita equivalent in ([42], Theorem 5.2), and showed that for
any irreducible Ug(gy)-mod M, M" is an irreducible Ug(lx)-mod (which is also a
Ue(pi)-mod with a trivial action of uy) and the natural map

(916) Uf(g]k> ®U§ ]\4“1k — M

is an isomorphism in ([42], Theorem 5.3) .
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Lemma 9.5. Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over k = F,, and let £ €
(g5)5- Retain the notations as all above. Then for the primes p which satisfy the
restrictions imposed in ([42], Table 1), the dimension of every Ug(gk)-mod M is

dy+1

L do
divisible by p=2 27z .
Proof. (1) First note that ([42], Theorem 5.6) shows
dim g — dim gf = dim gy — dim !

= 2dim vy, + (dim [ — dim [}),

(9.17)

where [} denotes the centralizer of 7 in li. Since I = @(gi); ® ), and 7 € P(gx )i,
i=1 i=1
it is obvious that (t;)" = t., then

T

dim b — dim [ = "(dim (gi); — dim (gu)}") + dim ¢, — dim (¢)"

(9.18) = ;
Z(Z(do)ia Z(dl)i)-

As dim vy = dim uy, (O.I7) shows that

<9
o
. |
T
1
<9
o
S
<

(9.19) dim (u)y = dim () =

Q
S
|
Mo
—
QU
S
=
S

s
Il
-

dim (uﬂ:)I = dim (u]k)i =

N

T

(2) Recall that gi = i = P(gr): © 4, then we have

as k-algebras.

(i) First consider the representations of the k-algebra Ug, (D (gk):). Since &y, is
i=1
nilpotent and each (gi); is a basic classical Lie superalgebra for 1 < i < r, it follows
T dy dj+l
from Proposition [@5] that every U, (@ (gx);)-module is divisible by p=z 2 e
i=1

As Ug, (k) = Ug, (D (g1):) @ Up () by (@.20)), the discussion above shows that every

i=1

dy dj+l

Ug, (I )-module is divisible by p2 272 .

(ii) Now discuss the representations of the k-algebra Up(t]). As t is a toral sub-
algebra of gy with a basis {¢1, - ,t4} such that t?’] =t; for all 1 < i < d, then
Us(t) = ® AP? where A} = k[X]/(X?—X) is a p-dimensional commutative semisim-
ple k-algebra whose irreducible representations are 1-dimensional (obviously which
are of type M). Hence we can conclude from Lemma [0.4(i) that the irreducible

representations of the k-algebra Uy(t;,) are all of type M with dimension 1.
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dy 4 éﬁl(do)i l+i§3 (d1)g
(3) Recall that pz272 =p =z 27 2 by (@I0). As any Ug(lx)-mod can be
regarded as a Ug(pi)-mod with a trivial action of uy, it is immediate from (@.16]) and

(@.19) that the dimension of every Ug(gi)-mod is divisible by

T T
do— 3 (do); di— 3 (d1);
d6 d/1+l 0 =1 0/ 1 = 14

222~p 2 2 2

(dg); 1
> Ht gt

3

zr: (d1); do*él(do)i d1i§1(d1)i
pi=1 2% = 2 P P 2 =
do di+l
pz27z,
completing the proof. O

Now we will discuss whether the lower bound introduced in Lemma can be
reached for p > 0. Under the assumption of Conjecture 0.1, the following lemma
shows that the minimal dimension for the representations of reduced enveloping al-
gebra Ug(gi) with arbitrary p-character £ € (gj.)s in Lemma 0.5 is reachable.

Lemma 9.6. Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over k = F,, and let £ €
(g5.)5- Retain the notations as Lemma [9.8. If Conjecture [91 is established, then
for p >0 the reduced enveloping algebra U (gi) admits irreducible representations of

dy _dy+l

dimension p2 272 .

T

Proof. Recall that Theorem shows that the k-algebra U, (€D(gk);) admits an
i=1

O (do); L

irreducible representation of dimension p=t * 2% = under the assumption of

Conjecture 0.1} set it as V', and the k-algebra Uy(t],) affords an irreducible represen-

tation of dimension 1 (note that which is of type M) by the proof of Lemma [0.5} set

it as W. Thus Lemma [0.4(i) & (ii) imply that V XIW is an irreducible representation

T (de),
_,’_Zl ( %)’L

" S i 1 s
of the k-algebra U, (D (g )i) ® Uo(t;,) = Ue(ly) with dimension pi=t * 2% =t *
i=1
The remark preceding Lemma [9.5] shows that any Ug(lk)-mod can be regarded as a
Ue(pi)-mod with a trivial action of wy. It is immediate from (9.16]) that the k-algebra
Ue(gi) admits an irreducible representation which is isomorphic to Ug(gk) ®u (py,) (V X

W) as Ug(gi)-modules. By (9.19) we can conclude that whose dimension is

T . T . _ s . _ < .
Z (dg)z %4‘ Z (d%)z dg igl(do)z dy igl(dl)l do _dy+l
pi=1 2% i=1 - p 2 2 2 =p22 2 |
completing the proof. O

In ([42], Theorem 5.6), Wang-Zhao introduced the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property
for a basic classical Lie superalgebra with arbitrary p-characters. By the same dis-
cussion as Remark we can conclude that the boundary introduced in Lemma
coincides with that obtained by Wang-Zhao if at most only one of the (d;)}s is odd
for 1 < i < r. But for the case when more than two (d)}s are odd for 1 < i < r, the
boundary introduced in Lemma is much larger. In fact, the latter case will never
happen, i.e.
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Theorem 9.3. 42 Let g be a basic classical Lie superalgebra over k = F,, and
let &€ € (g1)5. Retain the notation as (@I4). Then for the primes p which satisfy
the restrictions imposed in ([42], Table 1), the dimension of every Ue(gy)-mod M is

divisible by pF2L3].

Theorem [0.3 has been verified by Wang-Zhao in ([42], Theorem 5.6). Here we give
a new proof based on Lemma [0.5] which will be necessary for the arguments in the
proof of the forthcoming Theorem [9.4

T

Proof. (1) Recall that Iy, = gi = @(gi): ® . by ([42], Proposition 5.1), where (gy);
i=1
is a basic classical Lie superalgebra for each 1 <i < r, and ¢ is a toral subalgebra of

gr. The discussion preceding the theorem shows that it is sufficient to prove that at
T

most only one of the (di);s (see (@.14)) is odd for 1 < i < r (recall that d) = > (dy);
i=1

by (@14); d} and d; have the same parity by (Q17) & (O.18); and (d;);s are odd for

1 < i < 1) since when d; is odd, we have | = 1 and |4 | = %L when d; is even, we

have [ =0 and [4] = 4. To achieve this, one just needs to consider the summands

in the decomposition of gi with non-zero odd parts.

(2) First note that (dy); (1 < < r) is always even for the summand (gy); which is
isomorphic to the basic classical Lie superalgebra of type A(m,n) by the remark at
the beginning of Section 8.1. Recall that an explicit list of non-W-equivalent systems
of positive roots was found by Kac in ([17], Section 2.5.4) (a system of simple roots
for F'(4) is missing; see the remark above ([42], Proposition 5.1)). Note that in the
examples given by Kac the Cartan subalgebra by is a subspace of the space D of
diagonal matrices; the roots are expressed in terms of the standard basis ¢; of D*
(more accurately, the restrictions of the ¢; to by). In the following we assume that
the semisimple element s € by,.

(3) Based on all the discussions above, for each case we will consider separately
(all the results below are obtained by completely elementary yet tedious case-by-case
calculations, thus the proof will be omitted).

(i) For the case when [ is isomorphic to A(M, N), the summands of @(gy); for
i=1
1 < ¢ < r with non-zero odd parts are always isomorphic to the basic classical Lie
superalgebras of type A(m,n), thus the (d);s are all even in this case.

(ii) For the case when [ is isomorphic to B(M,N),C(M,N) or D(M,N), the

summands of @ (gi); for 1 < i < r with non-zero odd parts are either isomorphic to
i=1

A(m,n), where the (d;);s are all even; or at most only one summand is isomorphic

to B(m,n), C(m,n) or D(m,n) respectively (which is of the same type as li) with

(dy); being even or odd. Hence at most only one of the (d;);s is odd for 1 < i < r in

this case.

(iii) For the case when [ is isomorphic to D(2,1;a) or G(3), the summands of

P(gi): for 1 < i < r with non-zero odd parts are either isomorphic to A(m,n),

i=1

where the (d;);s are all even; or at most only one summand is isomorphic to B(m,n)

with (dy); being even or odd. At extreme, [ = gi is isomorphic to D(2,1;a) or G(3)
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respectively when § = 0. Hence at most only one of the (d;);s is odd for 1 <i < rin
this case.

(iv) For the case when [ is isomorphic to F(4), the summands of @(gy); for

=1

1 <4 < r with non-zero odd parts are either isomorphic to A(m,n), where the (d;);s
are all even; or at most only one summand either is isomorphic to B(m,n), or to
D(2,1;a), with (dy); being even or odd. At extreme, [ = gi = F(4) when § = 0.
Hence at most only one of the (d;);s is odd for 1 < i < r in this case.

All the discussions in (3)(i)-(iv) show that at most only one of the (d;)is (1 <i < r)
is odd in the summands of @(gk);, completing the proof. O
i=1

Remark 9.3. Compared with the approach carried above, Wang-Zhao’s original proof

in ([42], Theorem 5.6) is more concise since they did not consider the parity of the

(dy)is (1 < i < r) for the summands of [, = gj = @(gi); ® . in their proof. The
i=1
reason why we take such a complicated approach is based on the following consider-
ations:
(1) from the detailed proof of Lemma [0.5] one can conclude that the lower bound

for the dimension of Ug(gy)-modules is critically depending on the parity of the (d;);s

for 1 < i < r. Without careful inspection on the summands of [}, = @(g); ® t., we
i=1
can not guarantee that the lower bound introduced in Theorem is optimal.

(2) another important reason lies in that in this part we mainly concentrate on the
discussion whether the lower bound introduced in Theorem can be reached under
the assumption of Conjecture In the proof of Theorem [0.4] we can see that the
representation theory of the k-algebra U (ly) plays the key role for the realization of
the Ug(gi)-modules with minimal dimension.

Now we are in a position to discuss whether the lower bound in the Super Kac-
Weisfeiler Property introduced in ([42], Theorem 5.6) can be reached for p > 0. Under
the assumption of Conjecture 0.1, the following theorem shows that the minimal
dimension for the representations of reduced enveloping algebra U (gi) with arbitrary
p-character £ € (g} )p in the Super Kac-Weisfeiler Property is reachable.

Theorem 9.4. Let gy be a basic classical Lie superalgebra, and let € (g;.)5. Retain
the notation as (@I4). If Conjecture [91 is established, then for p > 0 the reduced

enveloping algebra Ug(gi) admits irreducible representations of dimension pdTOQL%lJ.

Proof. Recall that Lemma [0.6] shows that the k-algebra Ug(li) (where i = @ (gk); @
i=1

o (dg)i %‘Fi (d%)i

t;.) admits irreducible representations of dimension pi=t 27 =t under the as-

sumption of Conjecture By the proof of Theorem one can conclude that




since at most only one of the (d;)is (1 < i < r) is odd in the summands of P (gy);
i=1

(ie. 0 <1< 1), and ;wz;)’ & [ have the same parity. In view of our earlier

remark, any Ug(lk)-mod can be regarded as a Ug(px)-mod with a trivial action of u.
It is immediate from (@Q.IG) and (@I9) that the k-algebra Ug(gy) admits irreducible

representations of dimension

ol

M-

S HHIE

. . T T
ZT: (do)i LXT: (dl)iJ d()*igl(do)i d1*i§1(d1)i
i=1

(d1) | s~ (d1);
L|=> L)
(921) pi ? 2 i=1 - p 2 2 2 =p 2 = 2 )

do
2

Recall that > (d;)i and d; have the same parity by ([@.I7) & (O.I8). For the case
i=1

a1 +(LZ (d%)iJ_Z (d%)i) d

when d; is odd, we have pd?OQT i=1 i=1 = p702d12+1 = pdTOQLdTIJ; for the case
d_1+(L2T: (dl)iJ_XT: (d1)z‘)

when d; is even, we have pd702 = T = R pd702d71 = pdTOQLdTIJ. Hence the

desired result follows from (O.21). O

In particular, for the special case when gy is of type A(M, N), we have

Corollary 9.2. Let gk be a basic classical Lie superalgebra of type A(M, N), and let
€ € (g1)o- Retain the notation as (QI4). If Conjecture [9.1)(i) is established for the
basic classical Lie superalgebras of type A(m,n), then for p > 0 the reduced enveloping

algebra Ug(gi) admits irreducible representations of dimension p%lQ%.

Proof. Recall that the remark at the beginning of Section 8.1 shows that d; is always
d, d
even for the basic classical Lie superalgebra of type A(m,n), thus we have pzolz) =

pd702%. Then the corollary follows from Theorem and (3)(i) in the proof of
Theorem [9.3] O
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