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JANTZEN FILTRATION AND STRONG LINKAGE PRINCIPLE
FOR MODULAR LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

LEI PAN AND BIN SHU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce super Weyl groups, their distinguished
elements and properties for basic classical Lie superalgebras. Then we formulate
Jantzen filtration for baby Verma modules in graded restricted module categories
of basic classical Lie superalgebras over an algebraically closed field of odd char-
acteristic, and prove a sum formula in the corresponding Grothendieck groups.
We finally obtain a strong linkage principle in such categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Recently, the study on representations of basic classical Lie superalgebras
and the corresponding algebraic supergroups in prime characteristic becomes an
increasing interest (cf. [2l 3, 25, 28] 29] 30, B35, B39, 40, 41, 42], 43|, [44], [45], etc.),
in the meanwhile the study on the counterparts over the complex number field
is going on. In such a topic, it is a key point to understand irreducible modules
through standard modules (baby Verma modules). So far, very few information on
this has been known. Recall in the Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand categories of com-
plex semisimple Lie algebras, and in (rational) representation categories of modular
reductive algebraic group and of their reductive Lie algebras associated with spe-
cific tori of the corresponding algebraic groups, some kinds of artfully-constructed
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filtrations of standard modules introduced by Jantzen in [16] for complex semisim-
ple Lie algebars, in [20, [19] for modular reductive algebraic groups and their Lie
algebras, is a very powerful tool to understand character formulas of irreducible
modules through the ones of standard modules (¢f. [14] 16, 18| 19, 20], etc.). In
this paper we exploit the theory of Jantzen filtration for reductive Lie algebras in
prime characteristic to the super case.

1.2.  We will focus on restricted representations of a basic classical Lie superal-
gebra g over k, an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 2. In order to
establish a satisfactory theory on characters for restricted irreducible modules in
modular cases, a usual way is to refine the restricted module category Uy(g)-mod
of g by introducing Z-graded structure. So we will actually work with a graded re-
stricted module category (Up(g), ¥)-mod, via an additional T-action for a maximal
torus ¥ of algebraic supergroup G with Lie(G) = g (see Definition F.T]).

A super Weyl group W is introduced here, which is a subgroup of the symmetric
group of the set of all Borel subalgebras, generated by all real reflections and odd
reflections. In our construction of Jantzen filtration for baby Verma modules in
(Up(g), ¥)-mod, an important ingredient is to find a distinguished element wy of
the super Weyl group W for g (see Theorem BI0), which plays a role as important
as the longest elements of usual Weyl groups.

In order to establish Jantzen filtration, apart from carrying some known infor-
mation and methods by Jantzen in [19] forward to the Lie superalgebra from its
even part, we need do more in seeking for and analysing homomorphisms between
(twisted) Verma modules, resulted from odd roots. These (twisted) Verma modules
are associated with twisted Borel subalgebras, corresponding different positive root
sets arising from the reduced expression of wy. With the above, we finally obtain
a satisfactory filtration and sum formula (see Theorem [6.4]). As a consequence, we
can read off a strong linkage principle from the sum formula (see Theorem and

Theorem [.2]).

1.3.  One can compare some related results over complex numbers (cf. [32, Chap-

ter 10], [33] and [38]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the article, the notations of vector spaces (resp. modules, subal-
gebras) means vector superspaces (resp. super modules, super subalgebras). For
simplicity, we omit the adjunct word "super”. For a superspace V = V; + Vi, the
homogeneous element v is assumed to have a parity |v| € {1,0}. All vector spaces
are defined over k for an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 2.

2.1. Lie superalgebras and algebraic supergroups. In this section, we will re-
call some knowledge on basic classical Lie superalgebras along with the correspond-
ing algebraic supergroups. We refer the readers to [6l 211, 32] for Lie superalgebras,
[2], [7, BT, B3] for algebraic supergroups.
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2.1.1. Basic classical Lie superalgebras. Following [0, §1], [21l §2.3-§2.4], [22, §1]
and [39] §2], we recall the list of basic classical Lie superalgebras over F for F = C
or F = k where k is an algebraically closed field of odd characteristic p. These Lie
superalgebras, with even parts being Lie algebras of reductive algebraic groups,
are simple over F (the general linear Lie superalgebras, though not simple, are
also included), and they admit an even non-degenerate supersymmetric invariant
bilinear form in the following sense.

Definition 2.1. Let V = V5@ Vi be a Zy-graded space and (-, -) be a bilinear form
on V.
(1) If (a,b) = 0 for any a € V5,b € Vi, then (-,-) is called even;
(2) if (a,b) = (—1)lPl(p, @) for any homogeneous elements a,b € V, then (-, -)
is called supersymmetric;
(3) if ([a,b],¢) = (a, [b,c]) for any homogeneous elements a,b,c € V, then (-, )
is called invariant;
(4) if one can conclude from (a,V) = 0 that @ = 0, then (-,-) is called non-
degenerate.

Note that when F = k is a field of characteristic p > 2, there are restrictions on
p; for example, as shown in [39, Table 1]. So we have the following list

(Table 1): basic classical Lie superalgebras over k

Ok 90 the restriction of p when F = k
gl(m[n) gl(m) @ gl(n) p>2
sl(m|n)  sl(m)@sl(n)®k p>2,pt(m—n)
osp(m|n) so(m) @ sp(n) p>2
D(2,1,a) sl(2)®sl(2) @ sl(2) p>3
F(4) s((2) @ s0(7) p>15
G(3) sl(2) ® Gy p>15

2.1.2. Algebraic supergroups and restricted Lie superalgebras. For a given basic
Lie superalgebra listed in §2.1.0] there is an algebraic supergroup Gy satisfying
Lie(Gr) = gr such that
(1) Gy has a subgroup scheme (GF)e, which is an ordinary connected reductive
group with Lie((GF)eV) = (gF)(_];
(2) there is a well-defined action of (Gy)ey 01 gp, reducing to the adjoint action
of (gr)o-
The above algebraic supergroup can be constructed in the Chevalley group way,
which we call an algebraic supergroup of Chevalley type (or, Chevalley supergroup
in [7]). The pair ((Gr)ey, gr) constructed in this way is called a Chevalley super
Harish-Chandra pair (c¢f. [7, §5], [8, §3.3], [23] and [24]). Partial results on Gp
and (Gr)ey can be found in [I, Part II, §2.2], [7], [8], [9], [24], etc.. In the present
paper, we will call (Gy)e, the purely even subgroup of Gr. When the ground field
F = k is of odd prime characteristic p, one easily knows that gy is a restricted Lie
superalgebra (cf. [35, Definition 2.1] and [37]) in the following sense.
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Definition 2.2. A Lie superalgebra gy = (gx)s D (gk )1 over k is called a restricted
Lie superalgebra, if there is a p-th power map (gi)s — (gk)g, denoted as (—)Pl,
satisfying

(a) (kx)lP! = kPglPl for all k € k and 2 € (gy)o;

(b) [#P1 4] = (adz)?(y) for all z € (gi ) and y € gi;

p—1
(c) (x +y)lPl = 2Pl 4 ylPl 4+ 5™ s, (2, y) for all o,y € (gi)g, where is;(z,y) is the
i=1
coefficient of A=t in (ad(Az + )P~ (z).

Let gy be a restricted Lie superalgebra. For each z € (gy )5, the element 27 —zPl €
U(gk) is central by Definition [Z2] and all of which generate a central subalgebra
of U(gk). Let {wy,---,w.} and {w],---,w},} be the basis of (gx); and (gk)1
respectively. For a given x € (gi);, let J, be the ideal of the universal enveloping
algebra U (gy) generated by the even central elements w? — w!P! — y ()P for all w €
(gk)s- The quotient algebra U, (gx) := U(gk)/Jy is called the reduced enveloping
algebra with p-character y. We often regard x € gi by letting x((gx)1) = O.
If x = 0, then Up(gx) is called the restricted enveloping algebra. It is a direct
consequence from the PBW theorem that the k-algebra U, (gx) is of dimension
p°2?, and has a basis

{wt - wie(w)) (w0 < a; < p,bj € {0,1} forall 1 <i < ¢, 1< j < d}.

A supermodule (p, V) for a restricted Lie superalgebra (g, [p]) is said to be
restricted if p satisfies for all x € (gi)g

pla)? — p(al?) = 0. (2.1)

All restricted modules of gy constitute a full subcategory of the gir-module category,
which coincides with the Up(gy)-module category, denoted by Up(gx)-mod.

2.1.3. Root structural information. From now on, we will always assume, through-
out the remaining of the paper, that all base fields are k, which is algebraically
closed and of odd characteristic p satisfying the condition listed in (Table 1). The
notations involving the base field will be simplified. For example, an algebraic
supergroups Gy and its Lie algebra gi will be directly denoted by G and g, with
the subscript k being omitted.

For a given basic Lie superalgebra g, by the arguments as above g is a Lie su-
peralgebra of an algebraic supergroup GG whose purely even group G, is reductive.
Fix a standard maximal torus ¥ of GG., which consists of diagonal matrices in Gy,
and set h = Lie(¥). Then h is a Cartan subalgebra of g. Let A be a root system
of g relative to h whose simple root system Il = {ay,---,q;} is standard, corre-
sponding to the standard diagrams in the sense of [0, §1.3] (c¢f. [22, Proposition
1.5]). Let AT be the corresponding positive system in A, and put A~ := —AT.
Let g =n~ @ bh @® nt be the corresponding triangular decomposition of g. There
is a canonical Borel subalgebra b := h + n*. Furthermore, g = g5 + g1, and
90 =0+ nen, 8o and g1 = D 5.4, 5. The set of even roots Ay is occasionally
denoted by A.,, and the set of odd roots A; by Agyqq for clarification.
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As discussed in §2.T.T], there exists a non-degenerate even invariant super-symmetric

bilinear form (-,-) on g, which restricts to a non-degenerate form (-,-) on h and
on h*. Especially, (+,-) can be defined in A. A root v € A is called isotropic if
(cr, ) = 0 (note an isotropic root is necessarily an odd root). Following [32] we set

ZQI:{QEAO|%¢A1}, le{ﬁ€A1|25¢Ao}

By Lemma 8.3.2 of [32], A, is just the set of isotropic roots. And then the set
of nonisotropic roots is

Anonisotropic - A0 U (Al\zl) (22)

2.2. Chevalley bases and coroots. Under some mild condition (the one listed
in (Table 1) is sufficient), we can write g = gz ®z k where gz is a Z-form of g,
and gz = bz + > pca(02)o has a Chevalley basis {Xo € (92)a,Ya € (92)-a | @ €
AT}UA{H; € by | i = 1,---,r := dimb} satisfying the Chevalley basis axioms
as presented as in [7, §3.2] (see [7, Theorem 3.3.1], or [15] [35]). Especially, gz =
bz + > penl8z)o such that {H; |i=1,--- ,r} is a Z-basis of bz, and (g9z)a = ZX,
and (gz)_o = ZY,, for a € AT with [X,,Y,] = H,. Furthermore, associated with
each root o € A7, there is a vector H,, € bz satisfying bz = Z-span{H, | a« € AT}
and (o, ) = (Hqa, Hg) € Z for o, f € AT, and o(H,) = 2 for any a € A+\ZT (cf.
7, §3.1, §3.2]).

Recall that the character group X (%) of ¥ is a free abelian group of rank
r := dim¥, identified with Z". Associated with o € A™, by the construction
of Chevalley supergroups we have a one-parameter multiplicative supersubgroup
Yo such that y,(t) € T for t € k* := k\{0} and A(x.(t)) = t*#) for A € X(T)
(c¢f. 7, 85.2]). By the same way as the theory of algebraic groups ([13, §16.1] or
[18, §II. 1.3]), we can assign the set of pairs of A, x, to Z via (A, xa) = AM(Ha).
Usually, x, is called a coroot corresponding to « (c¢f. [18, §II. 1.3]). One can
describe precisely X (%) for basic classical cases (see [3] and [35] for type A, B,C
and D). The following general fact is clear.

Lemma 2.3. ZII C X(%).
Proof. It follows from [7, §5.2]. O

2.3. There is a standard involution 75 € Aut(g) which interchanges X, with Y,
for all ®* and stabilizes h with 7|, = —idy. Actually, this 7y is the differential of
an automorphism 7 € Aut(G) which satisfies 7(¢) = ¢! for all ¢ € T. This 7y can
be realized as 79(X) = —X** for g = gl(m|n) where st means super transpose (see
[32, 5.6.9, page 128]), and T can be realized as 7(z) = (x7!)** for G = GL(m|n)
and x € G(A) for any super commutative k-algebra A. Obviously, 7 induces —id
on X (%).

3. SUPER WEYL GROUPS AND THEIR DISTINGUISHED ELEMENTS

Keep the notations and assumptions as in §2.1.3l In particular, let g be an
any given basic Lie superalgebra over k, with Lie(G) = g and Chevalley super
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Harish-Chandra pair (Gey, g), and T be a fixed maximal torus G, which consists
of diagonal matrices in Gy, and h = Lie(%T).

3.1. Odd and real reflections. Beside real reflections associated to even roots as
for semisimple Lie algebras, one can define odd reflections associated to isotropic
odd simple roots. Both real and odd reflections permute the fundamental systems
of a root system. There is a fundamental fact on an odd simple root as following.

Lemma 3.1. ([6 Lemma 1.30]) Let g be a basic Lie superalgebra and maintain
the notations as in Y2.1.3. For a given isotropic simple root v in 11, set AT :=
{=7} UA™N\{y}. Then AT is a new positive root system whose corresponding
fundamental root system 11, is given by

Il ={aell|(a,7)=0,a#ytU{a+y[aell (o) # 0t U{-}

For an isotropic simple root 7 with respect to the simple root system I1(8) of
a given Borel subalgebra % (and the corresponding positive system A(B)"), we
can write B =h+ >, AB)+ 90 The above lemma is actually to give an operator
which is to transform 8 to a new Borel subalgebra

Bi=h+ Y g

OEA(B)T

with A(B7)" = A(B)7 and TI(B”) = II(B),. Such operation is called odd reflec-
tion (with respect to ), which is denoted by r.,. Obviously, r_,(B7) = B. We
will identify r., with r_, when we deal with such a pair {8B,87}, which will be
helpful to introduce so-called super Weyl groups (see Definition B.3]), not making
any confusion.

For a non-isotropic root, by (2.2)) we know that it is either an even root « ,
or an odd root § with 25 € Ay. So for a given non-isotropic root # we can set
sp(A) = A —2(\,0)/(0,0)0, which becomes a linear map on h*. Note that sz = sop
for any 8 € A;\A;. All of them are called real reflections. The Weyl group W for
g is just generated by those real reflections sy for all 6 € Z(J]r U (AT\ZIF) (note that
Sp = S_g), as a subgroup of GL(h*), which stabilize A, Ag and A; respectively.

In the sequent arguments, we will unify the notations of odd and real reflections,
by using 7y respect to the root . We first have an observation that if 8 € II then
rgAT and AT have differences by at most two roots, i.e. #(FgA™ N AT) < 2.
Actually, if either § € TINAg, or § € ITINA}, then 7pA~NAY = {0}. If 0 € A\Ay,
then 79A~ N AT = {0,20}.

Thus we have a further observation which is a strengthened version of [6, Propos-
itoin 1.32]).

Lemma 3.2. Let ;¢ = 1,2 are two different simple root systems of g. There
exist a series of real and odd reflections 171,79, - - , 7 such that w := 7,- - -ToT1 with
w(Ily) = Hy. Moreover, for anyi € {1,2,--- ,n} there are at most two different
roots between Tiyq- - -f’gfl(Azrl)) and ;- - -fgf’l(Azrl)).
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Proof. Set Ai to be the positive (resp. negative) root system corresponding to Il;
fori =1,2. Due to the difference between Il(;) and Il) we have A ﬁH )y # 0. We
verify the statement by induction on #(A ﬂH )- Say A ﬂH(l = {91, -, 0},
and Iy = {01, , 04,041, -+, Orps ) Cons1der 7’1(1_[ ) for 71 = Tg,. Set Iy to
be the new simple root system fl (II1y). By the deﬁnition of real and odd reflections
and the choice of #;, we can Verify in a moment

Now we begin to verify the above formula, taklng different cases of 7y into account.
Note that {6, --,6,} C A(_z) while {041, -+ ,01s} C AE). When 7; is a real
reflection, Ty = {71(6h), - ,71(0:), 71 (0i11), - - -, 71(0iss)}. Note that the row
associated with 6; of the Cartan matrix corresponding to II; are non-positive inte-

gers except the diagonal entry which is 2 (¢f. [22, Page 604-605]). So the property
that Il;) is a fundamental root system implies that {1 (62),- -, 71(6:)} C A,

while {71(0r41), -, 71(04s)} C Afy. In this case, the formula (1)) is proved.
When 7, is an odd reflection, or to say, ; is an isotropic simple odd root in II(y,

() = {01} {0 | (6:,61) = 0} [ J{6; + 61 | (6;,61) # 0}
i#1 j#1
The property that Il;) is a fundamental root system implies that {0,,---,0,} C
Aé) while {gt—l—la cee 7§t+s} C AEE) where 52 = 92 if (9“ 91) =0or ‘9@+‘91 if (9“ 91) %
0. So in this case, the formula (31]) is proved. Thus, we complete the verification

of (B)).

By the inductive assumption, we can get a series of real and odd reflections

1,7, -+ Ty such that 7,---7or(Il;1)) = Iz). As to the second statement, it
follows from our inductive construction and the observation mentioned before the
lemma. O

3.2. Super Weyl groups. [l Denote by B the set of all Borel subalgebras of
g containing h. By the definition of real and odd reflections, all of them can be
regarded as transforms of the set B. Actually, for a given 7y,, if it is a real reflection,
ie. 6y € Z(J]r U (AT\Z;F), then 7g,(B) = b + D gca(p)+ 95y, (0) for any given Borel
subalgebra B = b+Z€eA(B)+ gg. If 7'y, is an odd reflection, then either §, or —0 is
a simple isotropic odd root of some Borel subalgebra B. Denote by By, the set of
such Borel subalgebras. Then By, is a subset of B containing even number Borel
subalgebras, say, By, = {B1, B}, -, By, B;} such that the operation of 7y, makes
exchanged between B; and B, i = 1,--- ,t. For any B € B\By,, we define an
assignment of 7y, which sends B to itself. Thus an odd reflection 7y really can be

I Associating to any generalized root systems in Serganova’s sense, Sergeev and Veselov intro-
duced in [34] a notion of super Weyl groupoid. Heckenberger and Yamane introduced in [I1] a
groupoid related to basic classical Lie superalgebras motivated by Serganovas work and in [I0] the
notion of the Weyl groupoid for Nichols algebras. Our super Weyl group has no direct relation
with their notions.
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regarded an transformation of B. Notice that for any isotropic root 6 € Zj, there
exists w € W such that w(f) € II (¢f. [0, Lemma 1.29]). Thereby any isotropic ¢
always gives rise to an odd reflection.

Definition 3.3. A subgroup of the transform group of B generated by all real and
odd reflections 7y is called the super Weyl group of g, which is denoted by W.

Proposition 1.32 of [6] shows an important property of W that any two funda-
mental systems of g are conjugate under w.

It is readily seen that W contains the usual Weyl group W of gg, as a subgroup.
Actually, for any w € W, we regard w as an element in W, denoted by w. Then
the map ¢ : w — w defines an group injective homomorphism from W to W. We
only need to check that ¢ is injective. This can be known that if w is an identity
transform of B, then o(IT) = II. Owing to [I2, Theorem 10.3(e)], w = 1. So W is

generated by W and 7y for all 0 € Zf, or to say, generated by 7y for all § € AT,

We introduce a so-called extended fundamental root system II for g except type
A(m|n), B(0|n), and C'(n). For those exceptional cases A(m|n), B(0|n) and C'(n),

we set II = II. Recall the standard fundamental root system II for a basic classical
Lie algebras is as follows (c¢f. [21}, §2.5] or [6l §1.3]):

spo(2n|2m+1),m > 0 : M={0 — 0o, -+ ,0p —€1,61 — €2, ,Em-1 — EmsEm};
spo(2n|2m),m > 2 : II={01—09," ,0n —€1,61 — €2, * ,Em—1 — Emys Em—1 + Em };
F(4): H:{%(€1+€2—|—83+5),—€1,81—82,82—83};
G(3): IT={0+e1,60,63 — e2};
D(2,1,a) : IT = {e; + €9 + €3, =289, —2¢3}.
(3.2)

We define II for g listed in the above table:

spo(2n|2m +1),m >0 : I = {og := —26,} UIL;

spo(2n|2m),m > 2 : 1= {a:=-25}UI

F(4): 1= {ag:= =6} UTI,

G(3) : I = {ag := —26} UTL;

D(2,1,a) : 1= {a:= -2, } UIL (3.3)

Then for the above non-exceptional cases, one has an extended standard Dynkin di-
agram corresponding to II which is such a diagram extending the standard Dynkin
diagram associated with II, by adding a vertex «ay connected to the first vertex of
the standard Dynkin diagram.

Obviously, all real and odd reflections 7y satisfy 73 = id. All of them are called
super reflections. A super reflection is called a simple one if it arises from a simple
root of II. We have further that W is generated by all simple super reflections, in
the same way as in the classical Lie algebras case.
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Lemma 3.4. The super Weyl group W is generated by the simple super reflections,
this to say W = (g | 6 € 1I).

Proof. We have known that W is generated by W and 7y for 0 € ZIF. Note that
W is generated by the simple refections corresponding to the fundamental system
of gg which is contained in the extended standard simple root system II. Hence
W C (rg | @ € II). On the other hand, checking the standard Dynkin diagrams
listed in [0 §1.3] (¢f. [22, Proposition 1.5]), we know that there is only one isotropic
simple root in the standard simple root system II. So the remaining thing is to
check that any two isotropic positive roots ~;, ¢« = 1,2 are conjugate by some
w € W. By [0l Lemma 1.29], there exist w; € W such that w;(y;) € II. So
w1 (71) = wa(72). Hence ; are conjugate under W. The proof is completed. O

Thus W is actually a quotient of some Coxeter group associated with the gen-
erator system associated with II. So one can study the super Weyl group by the
Coxeter group theory. One can study the presentation of W (¢f. []), the reduced
expressions and lengths of any elements, and the relation between the correspond-
ing Hecke algebras, and representations of g, which will be done somewhere else.

Example 3.5. In the case g = gl(1|2), partially using the notations from [6] we
have Ag = {£(e; — €2)}, and Ay = {£(d1 — €1), (01 — €2)}. There are 6 Borel
subalgebras corresponding to 6 systems of simple roots {II; | =1,--- ,6}:

I, = {51 — €1,€61 — 62}, Il = {61 — 01,01 — 62}, I3 = {61 — €g,€3 — 51}
H4 = {(51 — €9, €9 — 61}, H5 = {62 — 51,(51 — 61}, H6 = {62 — €1,€61 — 51}

With the numbers indexing those fundamental root systems, the super Weyl group
can be regarded as a subgroup of Gg presented precisely as follows:

W = (75, e, = (12)(56), e, o, = ((14)(25)(36))
which is the Coxeter group of type Gb.

3.2.1. Standard reduced expressions and the standard lengths of elements in the
super Weyl groups. For a given element  of W, set II' = @(II). Note that even if
W # id, it could happen that II' = II. And I’ # II if only if ®'~ NII # (), where &'~
means the negative root system corresponding to II'. Two elements w;, i = 1,2
are called isogenic if 1 (IT) = w,(IT). Denote by the isogeny class W (II,II') of
which consists of all & sending II into II' = @(II). In W (IL, IT'), by Lemma [34] we
can take a representative o such that

(1) &I’f’nTAl for 722 :7292

(2) 92 c Hi—l where Hi—l = 'f’i—l c 721(1_[> for i = 1, e, n, and Hn = IT.
Denote by ¢1;(w) the smallest one among all possible n as above, called the standard
length of w. The expression of & = 7, - - - 71 is called standard reduced if it matches
the above (1) (2) with n = ¢py(w). In this case, we call o is a standard representative
element of W (IL, IT'). Generally, W (II, II') is not necessarily to be a subgroup. But
W (II,11) is a subgroup of W.
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For any given simple root system II' different from II, we will introduce the
distance between II" and I, denoted by d(IL, IT").

Definition 3.6. Define d(II, IT") = #(A'™ NAT) — #((A~ NAT) N AT\ (A~ N
AT)NAY)).

Obviously, d(IT, IT") = d(IT', IT). Furthermore, d(IT, II') = 0 if only if A’" NA* =
0, ie. A" = A" or tosay II =1I'. And d(II,II') = 1 if and only if there is one
simple super reflection 7y with § € A’ N II such that II' = 7y(II) for 6 € II. If
IT" # 11, then d(7y (1), IT") = d(IT,1I") — 1 if only if and § € A"~ N1I.

Proposition 3.7. For any given @ € W and I = w(I), ¢y(d) = d(IL,IT).
Hence the expression of w in Lemmal3.d is standard reduced, while w is a standard
representative element.

Proof. By Lemma B2, ¢r(w) < d(II,II). So we only need to prove n := {y(w) >
d := d(II,IT'). Take a standard representative element ¢ € W (II,II'), and its
reduced expression ¢ = 7, -- -7 for #; = 7y, and n = f(w). We now prove the
statement by induction on n. If n = 0 then ¢ = id, and IT = II'. We don’t need
do anything. Assume that n > 0, and that the statement holds for the case when
less then n. Notice that II' = ¢(Il) = 7, - - -7 (II) = 7,(I],,—1). By the inductive
hypothesis, n — 1 > d(II, I1,,_;). And d(II,II") = d(I1, 7, (I1,,—)) = (11, I1,,—1) + 1
if and only if 6, € AT N (—IT'). In the other case, the standard reduced property of
G =y, -+ - 71 implies that d(II,II") = d(I1, 7y, (I1,,—1)) = d(IL,II,_;) — 1. So in any
case, n — 1 > d(IL,II,_1) = d — 1, or d + 1, thereby n > d. Combining the above
arguments, we complete the proof for the case equal to n, thereby the proof of the
relation py(w) > d(IT, IT'). O

Lemma 3.8. Maintain the notations as in Lemmal3 2. Then, for 0 < j <i <mn,
7i is different from 7; where n = d(IL, IT").

Proof. For convenience we denote 11 = Iy, II;_y = 7;_1- - 7971 (1), one can choose
01 € (A" N1y, 0; € (A")” NII;_;. Because for any integral number 0 < i < n
O;—1.---,0; € A; | but §; € II,_; C A}, so we can have that for any integral
number 0 < 7 < n 7; is different with 7; for any integral number 0 < j < 7. U

3.3. Distinguished elements.

Definition 3.9. An clement & of W is called a distinguished element if & is a
standard representative element of W (II, —II).

Theorem 3.10. Keep the notations as above. Then there exists a distinguished
element Wy = P71 € W with #; = 7o, for a series of positive roots 0;,1 =
1,---, N, satisfying the following axioms:

(1) 0; is in the simple root system of the Borel subalgebra corresponding to
&i_l(A—l—). Here 5’0 = Id, 5'7;_1 = fi—l"'fl (’l > 0) And &i—l(A+)
stands for the positive root system after a series of odd and real reflections
Piyeee Fiog.
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(2) wo(IT) = —II and we(AT) = —AT.
(3) For 6; =7;---7T1, the following holds

(i1 (ATN{0:}) U {—0:}, if 0; € 6i 1 (A7) ﬂ§o;
Gi(AT) = ¢ (G- (A\{0:}) U { =i}, if0; €0 (AT) VAL
(G (AN{20:, 0:0) U =201, —0.}, if 0; € 31 (AF) N (ANE).

(4) N = #A% — #(AN\A)).
() A* = {6; | i = 1,2--- NYU{26; | 6; € (A/A]) N oia(AF),i =
17... ’N}_

Proof. We apply Lemma to the case when II' = —II. By Lemma B§ we
know that 7, # 7y, whenever i # j. Furthermore, both 6; and 260; never occur

simultaneously in {6,605, ---} if 0; € Af\zj So, the choice of those 6; from
the arguments in the proof of Lemma implies that all positive roots have to
be involved when we finish the operation of changing II into —II (note that we

identify the reflections arising from Z(J)r with the ones from AT\ZIF) From the
above arguments, the statements (1)-(4) follow. Furthermore, combining with
Proposition 3.7 we know w0y is a distinguished element. The proof is completed. [J

Remark 3.11. By Proposition B.7l and Theorem [B.10, we know that the longest
standard length of W is N, and w0, is of the longest standard length N. This
element plays a role as important as in the longest element wy in the usual Weyl
group W of a classical Lie algebra. Be careful that the longest standard length
may not coincide with the longest length in the corresponding Coxeter system.

4. GRADED RESTRICTED MODULE CATEGORIES

Keep the notations and assumptions as in the previous two sections. Set ZII to
be the free abelian group spanned by II. Then g =+ A g4 is naturally a ZII-
graded Lis superalgebra. We can consider a so-called ZII-graded g-module category
which consists of the objects satisfying the ZlI-graded structure compatible with
Zll-graded structure of g, i.e. for M =3, /1y My, go - My C Mgy

Set

Y = X(%).
By Lemma[2.3] we can extend a ZII-graded module category of g to some Y-graded
module category of g.

4.1. (Up(g), ¥)-module categories. By definition, a rational T-module V' means
a Y-graded vector space admissible with rational T-action, i.e. V = > ey Vi
where V,, ={v e V | t-v = p(t)v, Vt € T}. Recall that the automorphism group
of g contains a closed subgroup Ge,. For p € Y, its differential du : h — k, is a
homomorphism of restricted Lie algebras and satisfies duu(HP!) = (du(H))P.. This
means that du € A := {\ € b* | \(H)? = \(HIP)),VH € h}. The map o : p — du
has kernel pY. And this induces a bijection Y/pY = A. We may identify Y/pY
with A. Sending pn € Y ton € A = Y/pY, we write du(H) directly as u(H)
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without any confusion, and call them restricted weights. (Sometimes, du and p are
not discriminated in use if no confusion happens in context.)
Naturally, Uy(g) and its canonical subalgebras which will be used later become
rational T-modules with the action denoted by Ad(7T")a for T' € T and a € Uy(g).
Let us introduce the full subcategory (Up(g), ¥)-mod of the Uy(g)-module cat-
egory Up(g)-mod:

Definition 4.1. [ The category (Up(g), ¥)-mod is defined as such a category whose
objects are finite-dimensional k-superspaces endowed with both Uy(g)-module and
rational T-module structure satisfying the following compatibility conditions for
V e (Up(g), ¥)-mod:

(i) The action of Uy(h) coincides with the action of Lie(¥T) induced from ¥.

(ii) For a € Up(g), T € T, and v € V: T(av) = (AdT(a))Tv.

The morphisms of (Up(g), ¥)-mod are defined to be linear maps of k-superspaces
acting as both Uy(g)-module homomorphisms, and rational T-module homomor-
phisms.

Remark 4.2. (1) Let u be a Hopf subalgebra of Uy(g) (or U(g)) with adjoint
h-module structure. We can define a category of (u,¥)-mod in the same way as
above, of which each object is simply called a u-module.

(2) The u-module category can be realized a module category of the precise
Hopf algebra u = u#Dist(¥), where Dist(¥) denote the distribution algebra of T
as defined in [27].

4.1.1. Baby Verma modules. Naturally, Uy(g), Uy(b) become T-modules, compati-
ble with t}}e restricte(il h-module structure. For stressing such structure, we denote
them by Up(g) and Uy(b) respectively. Hence for any p € Y, one naturally has

a one-dimensional Upy(b)-module k, with trivial n™-action, h-action of multiplica-
tion via d(u), and T-action of multiplication via u. Therefore, we can endow with

Uy (g)-module structure on
Z() = Uo(g) D (6) Kp-

Once the parity of the one-dimensional space k,, is givenﬁ, say € € Zy = {0,1},
then the super-structure of Z(u) is determined by the super structure of U(n~) =
U(n™)g @ U(n); together with e as follows

Z(p) = Z(u)s ® Z(p)1, where Z(pu)sse = Up(n™)s @k, for & € Z,.

Note that Y is a poset with partial order ”<”: A <y if and only if 1 — X € Z>lL.
By the definition, Z(u) is a highest weight module with highest weight p. As

2With the same spirit, there are other formulations different from the category (Uo(g),¥)-mod
used here, such as the G;%-module category for the first Frobenusou kernel (¢f. [I7] and [20]),
the Z-graded Uy(g)-module category (cf. [I8, §11]), and the u(g)#Dist(T)-module category (cf.
[27], see Remark [22(2)). Here we follow the formulation used in [30].

3For the case of restricted representation categories or (u, ¥)-module categories, one can give
parities for weight spaces similar to [5l §6]
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Up(g)-modules, Z (1) is isomorphic to Z(fi) := Up(g) @py(e) Ka- Both of them share
the same super space structure.
Generally, we can define for any A € A,

Z(A) = Up(9) @uyo) kr,

called a baby Verma module. So there is a natural forgetful functor F from
(Up(g), T)-mod to Uy(g)-mod which sends Z(p) to Z(du) for any g €Y.

Following the same arguments as in [I8, Proposition 10.2] or [36, Lemma 2.1],
we can easily obtain

Lemma 4.3. In the categories Uy(g)-mod and (Uy(g),¥)-mod, the following
statements hold.
(1) Both of Z(\) and Z(y) for any A\ € A and p € Y admit unique mazimal
submodules respectively. The unique irreducible quotients are denoted by
L(X\) and L(p) respectively.
(2) The above L(p) belongs to (Uy(g), T)-mod.

4.1.2. Isomorphism classes of irreducible modules in Uy(g)-mod and (Uy(g), T)-mod.

Proposition 4.4. (1) The iso-classes of irreducible modules in (Uy(g), T)-mod
are in one-to-one correspondence with Y. Precisely, each simple objects in
(Us(g), T)-mod is isomorphic to L(p) for p €Y.

(2) Z(W)|vo) = Z(1), and L(p)|vyq) = L(7). Furthermore, sending jp € Y
to @ € A gives rise to the surjective map E(u) — L(@) from the set of
iso-classes of simple objects of (Uy(g), T)-mod and to those of Uy(g)-mod.

By the above proposition, good understanding of (Up(g),T)-mod can provide
us sufficient information on restricted simple modules of g.

In this paper, we will focus on (Uy(g), T)-mod. For the simplicity of notations,
we simply write C for this category in the most time of the rest of the paper.

4.1.3. Base change of €. Keep the above notations. In particular, let g be a given
basic classical Lie superalgebra over k with Lie(G) = g for an algebraic super-
group G of Chevalley type, Y = X(%). Let A be a commutative k-algebra with
unity element. We will extend the category (Up(g), T)-mod over k to the category
(Un(g) ® A,%T)-mod in the same way as in [19], simply denoted by €4 over A,
which satisfies the same axioms as in Definition ](i)(ii) together with a given
k-algebra homomorphism U(h) — A. For this we first introduce U which denotes

the quotient of U(g) by the ideal generated by zf — 2 for z, € 0o, Vo € Ag.
Then we have an isomorphism of vector spaces

Uo(n_) ® U(b) ® Uo(ﬂ+) — U.
We shall write U° for the image of U(h) in U. This image is isomorphic to U(h).

Definition 4.5. For a given k-algebra homomorphism 7 : U° — A, we define the
extended category C4 of € which consists of the objects satisfy the condition (1)
(2) and (3) as below: for M =3_ . M) € obj(C4)
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(1) M is a Up(g) ® A module with Y-graded structure admissible with T-action,
as shown as formulated in Definition [T](1)(ii).

(2) A-M, C M,.

(3) The action of h on each graded component M, is diagonalisable and com-
patible with Y-graded structure and , this is to say for Z := Homy(h, A),

M, =P MY

veZ
satisfying that M. # 0 implies v = 7 + d(p).

Given a commutative k-algebra A, a k-algebra homomorphism 7 : U O~ A, and
A €Y, by Remark we can define a baby Verma module Z4(\) in Cy4

ZAA()\) = U ®UOUO(H+) AA

where Ay = A ® ky is endowed with a U°Uy(n")-module structure with H-action
for H € b as multiplication by m(H)+d()\)(H) and trivall n*-action, and A, admits
a trivial nT-module structure and shares the same parity structure with k.

5. BABY VERMA MODULES AND THEIR TWISTS IN C4

Keep the notations as in the previous sections. For o € W, we have a new Borel
subalgebra o(b) = h @ o(n*) where o(n™) := >  a+)8a. Obviously, o(n®) is
still a restricted Lie super subalgebra of g. Hence we have a twisted baby Verma
module for A € Y

Z3(A) = U @gogy(amty) Ax-

In this section, we will make some preparation for constructing Jantzen filtration
for baby Verma modules in the category €. More precisely speaking, we need to
describe (twisting) homomorphisms in €4 between a given twisted Verma modules
Z%(\) and some of its twisted ones via super reflection Z57(A") (see (51) for A7).
For this, we only need to understand such homomorphisms from a standard baby
Verma modules Z(\) to its super-simple-reflection twist Z”(A\"). We will exploit the
arguments of constructing homomorphisms between twisted baby Verma modules
in [19] to the super case, for which we need to deal with extra complicated situations
arising from odd roots and odd reflections.

5.1. Homomorphisms between baby Verma modules and their twists via
super reflections. Now we begin with Z 4(A). For a given super simple reflection
P := 7, for a € II, we will define different twisting homomorphisms ¢ from Z4(\)
to Z%(\*), according to the different type for o (the definition of A= is given in
EI). We construct those homomorphisms, according to three different cases of
super simple reflections.

Recall the Chevalley bases introduced in §22 and the Weyl vector p = py —
p1 where py = %Z%AJQ and p; = %deAf 0. We set Topy := %def,a(A)g@
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and T,p1 = %ZGEJZ-(A)T 0 for 7o (A)T = 7o(A)d U 7e(A)f the positive root set
associated with the simple root system 7y(IT). Then for A € Y, we set
X=X =(p—=1)(po — Fapo) = (p1 = Fapr))- (5.1)
In this section, we will give and investigate a homomorphism
0 Za(N) = Zip (V)
whose exact definition will be presented sequently, according to the different types

for a.

5.1.1. (Case 1): a € TIN Ay an even simple root, but half of which is not a root.
In this case, A™ = A\ — (p—1)a. We can construct a homomorphism ¢ by the same
way as in [19, Lemma 3.4]:

0 ZaN) = Zi(A = (p— 1)a))
given by p(1 ® 1) = X?71 ® 1, and a converse homomorphism

¢ Zi (A= (p—1)a) = Za()

given by ¢/(1® 1) = YP~! @ 1. Here and thereafter 1 ® 1 stands for the highest
weight vector in its baby Verma module in C4.

Then we have the following result by the same arguments as in modular repre-
sentations of reductive Lie algebras, which is due to Jantzen.

Lemma 5.1. ([I9) Lemma 3.5]) Assume A = k and w(h) = 0. Take d €
{0,1,--- ,p—1} such that d = (\, xo)(mod p) where a is as in (Case 1). Then the
following statements hold.

(1) If d =p—1, then v and ¢ are isomorphisms.
(2) Ifd <p—1, ker o = imy’ = cokerp and ker ¢' = imyp = cokery'.
Furthermore, we have an exact sequence

i ZA = (p+d+1)a) = Z(A—pa) = Z(A — (d+1)a) — ker o — 0.

5.1.2. (Case 2): a € INA, a simple isotropic odd root. In this case, ™ = \ — av.
We can construct a homomorphism

©:Za\) = Z(A—a)and ¢ : Z7e(A—a) = Zu(N)
given by p(1®1) = X, ® 1 and ¢'(1® 1) =Y, ® 1 respectively.

Set jo=1®1L1, =Y, ®1e€ ZsN) and vy =1®@ 1,0, = X, ®1 € Z(\—a).
By a straightforward calculation we have

) = {(W(Ha) + A(Hy))vh, v =y

(m(Hy) + A(Hy))vg, v =0).

We have the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that a is as in (Case 2), A = k and w(h) = 0. Still take
de{0,1,- - ,p—1} such that d = (\, xo)(mod p). The following statements hold.

(1) If d # 0, i.e. (A, xa) Z 0(mod p), then ¢ and ¢’ are isomorphisms.
(2) If d =0, i.e. {\,xa) = 0(mod p), then
ker o = imy' = cokerp; ker ¢ = imp = cokery'.
Furthermore, we have an exact sequence
i Z(A—20) > Z(A—a) = kergp = 0
in C.
Proof. (1) Set
m: = @ g-3-
BEAT BF#a
Then m is a restricted Lie super subalgebra of n~. Take a basis B of Uy(m). Then
{mv; | i = 0,1;m € B} constitute a basis of Z(\). And {mv, | i = 0,1;m €
B} constitute a basis of Z™ (X — «). Thus, by (.2 we know that ¢ and ¢’ are
isomorphisms when (A, x,) #Z 0(mod p). The statement (1) is proved.
(2) Now suppose (A, Xo) = 0(mod p). Then by (52) again, we have
ker ¢ = k-span{ Bv; }, imp = k-span{ Bv} },
ker ¢ = k-span{Bv|}, im¢' = k-span{Bu; }. (5.3)

So we have
Z%(\ —a) B Z0o(A — )

imyp ker ¢’

cokeryp = >~ imy'.

Similarly, cokery’ = imgp. The satement (2) is proved.

(3) We continue to consider homomorphisms ¢; : Z(A —2a) — Z(A —a) via
p(1®1) =Y, ®1; and @3 : Z(A—a) = Z(\) via ¢2(1 ® 1) = Y, ® 1. Then we
have an exact sequence

~

oo Z(A = 20) 5 Z(\ — o) Dsker ¢ — 0.

We complete the proof. O

5.1.3. (Case 3): a € TIN (A;\A}). In this case, 2a € Ag, and 7, = 75,. Then
Ao =\ — (2p — 1)a. We can define homomorphisms

1 Za(N) = Zir (A= (2p = 1)a)
via p(1®1) = X1 @1 and

¢ Zip (A= (2p—1)a) = Za(N)
via p'(1®1)=Y* g1
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For0<i<2p—1,setvy: =101, v, =Y ®1¢€ ZA(A) and v} == 1® 1,
vi=X®1leZr(A—(2p—1)a) fori=1,---,2p— 1. Simple calculation show
for ¢ > 0 that

_yi—l .
X,.Yiol= Yo ®l, | - when z 1§ even

(m(Hy) + MHy) — (i — 1))V "' @1, when i is odd
in Z4(\) and

Vo X! @1 =

zXZ 1 ® 1, when 7 is even
Hy)+i+ )Xt ®1, when iis odd
)a).

Thus we can get the followmg by induction on %:

o) +2(p—7+1)) (2( J))hy_1_s  when i is even

+ A(H
o (T a) AMHy) +2(p—7+1)) H B 1(2(p = 7))vy, 1, when i is odd
e {(—1)% Ly (r(H) + A = 20p = D) T 2= Dvaprs, when i s even
(17 [[;2,(m(Ho) + A Ho) = 2(p — 7)) [1;2:(2(p — j))vzp-1-i, when i is odd.

(5.4)
Then we have the following

Lemma 5.3. Assume that A =k and w(h) = 0. Taked € {0,1,--- ,p— 1} such
that (X, Xa) = d(mod p) where « is as in (Case 3).

(1) ker p = imy’ = cokerp and ker ¢’ = imp = cokery'.
(2) Furthermore, we have an exact sequence
(i) when d is an odd number,

5 ZA=Bp+d+1)a) = Z(A—2pa) = Z(A— (p+d +1)a) — ker ¢ — 0;
(ii) When d is an even number,
= ZA = (2p+d+1Da) = Z(A —2pa) = Z(A — (d+ 1)a) — ker ¢ — 0;
Proof. Still consider the restricted Lie super subalgebra of n™:
me @D o
BeA,B¢Na

where N stands for the positive integer set. Take a basis B of Uy(m). Then
{mw; | i =0,1,---,2p — 1;m € B} constitute a basis of Z(\). And {mv] | i =
0,1,---,2p— 1;m € B} constitute a basis of Z%(\ — a).

Under the assumption, the formulas in (4] become

o(v;) = { ffll(dﬂL 2 —2j)) J?il@(p —J))vy, 14, When i is even
[1,2:(d +2 = 25)) TT,2,(2(p — 5))vh, 1, when i is odd
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and

. {(—1)§ 2 (d+29) T122.2(p = 7)) v2p—1-i, when 7 is even
2 (Uz) = i1 ’ il ! izl

(=)= [L2.(d+25) IT;2,(2(p — j))v2p-1-i, when i is odd.
From the above formula, by a direct computation we have the following observa-
tions

(1) im¢’ is spanned by {mwv; | i > p+d+ 1,m € B} if d is odd, and spanned
by {mv; |i=1,---,2p—1,m € B} if d =0; by {muv; | i >d+1,m € B}
if d is a positive even number;

(ii) ker ¢’ is spanned by {muv. | i > p—d—1, m € B} if d is odd; and by
muy,  if d = 0; and by {mv; | i > 2p —d—1, m € B} if d is a positive
even number;

(iii) ker ¢ is spanned by {muv; | i > p+d+ 1,m € B} if d is odd, and by {mu; |
i=1,---,2p—1,m € B} if d = 0; spanned by {muv; |i >d+ 1,m € B} if
d is a positive even number.

(iv) imgp is spanned by {mwv; | i > p—d—1,m € B} if d is odd, and by muvy, ,
if d =0, and by {mv] | i > 2p—d—1, m € B} if d is a positive even
number;

Then we have

2p—1 ,
o = imp = {Zrer S, ooy
Therefore, we have
cokerp = Z% (A — (2p — 1)) /imgp
= Zir(A = (2p— 1)a)/ ker ¢/
>~ imy’ = ker . (5.6)

Similarly, cokery’ = ker ¢'. We complete the proof of (1).

For the proof of (2), we divide our argument into two cases. When d is an
odd number, ker ¢ is generated by v,y441. Thus, we can construct the following
sequence of homomorphisms in €

2N —Apa) EZ (N — 3p+d+1)a)
PRI =2pa) 2 Z (N — (p+d+ 1)a) Tkerp — 0
where ¢;,i =1,2,3, -+ are defined via 01 (1®1) = vyya41, p2;(1®01) = YP4 11,
and @g;41(1 ® 1) = YPTH @1 j = 1,2, .-+ respectively. It is easy to check that
this sequence is exact.

When d is an even, ker ¢ is generated by vgi1. We construct the following
sequence of homomorphisms in C

7N —Apa) I Z(N — (2p+ d + 1))
L7\ —2pa) L5 Z (N — (d+ 1)a)Zsker p — 0
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where ¢ is defined via ¢1(1 ® 1) = vgy1, furthermore, ¢;,7 = 2,3, -+ are defined
via 9 (1®1) = Y2279 @1, and 941 (1®1) = YA ®1, j = 1,2, - - - respectively.
It is easy to check that this sequence is exact. We complete proof. U

Remark 5.4. The lemma implies that both (twisted) baby Verma modules arising
from ¢ define the same class in the Grothendieck group of €.

5.2. Base change of exact sequences. For given two commutative k-algebras
A’ and A”, and a k-algebra homomorphism f : A” — A”, we have a functor from
Ca to Cur with f(M) = M @4 A”. Especially, for (twisted) baby Verma modules
we have Z%,(\) = Z%(\) @4 A”.

5.2.1.  From now on, we will always set A to be the localization of the polynomial
ring k[t] in indeterminant ¢ at the maxiaml ideal generated by ¢ (unless other
statement). Then A = k+ At. There is a natural homomorphism p : A — A/At =
k. So we get a functor from C4 to Cx. Here € = Cy is actually the category
(U(g), ¥)-mod.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that A as above, and w(H,) = ct for ¢ € k*. The following
statements hold.

(1) The diagrams below of homomorphisms in C4 and C corresponding to differ-
ent cases (Cases 1-3) listed in the previous subsection are commutative:

in (Case 1),

ZsN) 2 Zhe(N—(p—1)a) — cokerp — 0
4 - 4 4 (5.7)
Z(\) 5 Zre(A—(p—1)a) — cokerpg — 0;

in (Case 2),
Zi(\) L Ze(A—a) — cokerp — 0
1 ~ 1 1 (5.8)
Z(\) = Z(A—a) — cokerpg — 0;
in (Case 3),

~

AN B Ze(A—(2p—1)a) — cokerp — 0
! ~ 4 1 (5.9)
Z(\) 2 Ze(A—(2p—1)a) — cokerg — 0

where @ has the same meaning as the ¢ from Lemmalid, the homomorphisms in
the first two columns arises from base change.
(2) The third vertical homomorphisms in each case are bijective.

Proof. (I) For (Case 1), the same arguments can be done as in [19]. For the remain-
ing cases, we easily shows the existance of the diagram because we can identify
both Z(A) and Z% () with Z4(\) @4 (A/At) and Z7 (1) @4 (A/At) respectively.
So we only need to verify that the induced maps between cokernels are bijective
for the remaining cases.
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(IT) We begin with (Case 2). By (B.2]) we have

Amuy, v = 0y,
Alct + d)mugy, v = vy

p(Amv) = {

/

Amuy, v = vy,

5.10
Alct + d)mugy, v =i, (5.10)

¥/ (Amuv') = {
where m, v and v’ are the same as in the proof of Lemma When (A, xo) #
O(mod p), ¢t + d is a unit in A. In this case both ¢ and ¢’ are isomorphisms.
Hence cokerp = 0 = cokerp. Assume (A, xo) = 0(mod p), then cokeryp is spanned
by all (A/At)mv| with m € B. Comparing with (5.3]), we have cokery is mapped
bijectively to cokerp.
(III) We now discuss (Case 3). By the arguments in §5.1.3] we have for any
0<i<2—1,meB

[V

2 (ct+d+2—2) ]2, (2(p — j))mus,_,_;, when i is even
1

o(mu;) = { i e , .
[[;2(ct+d+2—25)[[;2,(2(p — j))mvy, ,_;;  when i is odd,
(5.11)

where B is a basis of Up(m) as described in the proof of Lemma (5.3, and d =
(A, Xa)(mod p), 0 <i <2p—1. In the above formula, ¢t + d + 2 — 2j is a unit in
Aif d+ 2 — 25 # 0(mod p), otherwise it is a unit times ¢ in A. We continue our
arguments into three cases according to the possibilities of d.

(i) When d is an odd number, we have

S

Amuvy, 4, 0<i<p+d+1,

; | (5.12)
Atmug, 4, p+d+1<i<2p—1,

p(Amuy;) = {
therefore cokery is spanned by all (A/At)mv, with m € B and i < p—d —2.
Comparing with (5.3]), we have cokery = cokerp.
(ii) When d is an even number, we have

Amuy, 0<i<d+1,

5.13
Atmuy, ¢ ;, d+1<71<2p—1, (5.13)

o(Amu;) = {

therefore cokery is spanned by all (A/At)mv] with m € B and ¢ < 2p —d — 2.
Comparing with (B.3]), we have cokery is mapped bijectively to coker®.

Combining the above, we complete the proof. O

Remark 5.6. In the above lemma, we can regard € as a full subcategory of C4 (see
the arguments in the beginning paragraph of the next section). Hence all maps of
the diagrams are morphisms in C4. In particular, coker(p)—scoker() in Cy4.

Remark 5.7. There exists a k-algebra homomorphism 7 : UY — k[t] such that

w(H,) = cot, Ya € AT for some ¢, € k*. Actually, k is infinite while AT is finite.
So we can find a linear function 7 : h — k such that mo(H,) # 0 for all a € A™.
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Extend 7y to be a k-algebra homomorphism 7 from U° to k[t] by mapping H, to
mo(Hy)t. Then 7 is desired.

5.2.2. We look at some inverse images of ¢. In Case 1, a € Z;r. By the
same arguments as reductive Lie algebra case ([19, §3.6]) we have for m > 0,

et 20 (N — (p— 1)) C t™ ' Z4()\), and we can say more that o~ ! (t"Z7 (X —
(p—1)a) =t"Z4(\) once d = p — 1 for d as in Lemma 511
In Case 2, o € ZT. By (EI0), we have for m > 0, o~ (t™Z" (A — a) C
™1 Z4(\)), and we can say more that o' (" Z% (X — a) = t"Z4(\) once d # 0.
In Case 3, « € AT\A, . By (512 and (5I3) we have for m > 0, o~ (t™ 2% (A —
(2p — 1)a) C 1" Z4(N).

6. JANTZEN FILTRATION AND SUM FORMULA

In this section, we will construct a Jantzen filtration and formulate a sum formula
for baby Verma modules on €. For this, we first make some preparations on Cg4.

6.1. Throughout this section, we still set A to be the localization of k[t] at the
maximal ideal generated by t. Let Q(A) stand for the fractional field of A. Note
that there is a canonical k-algebra embedding k[t] < A. We can choose a ho-
momorphism 7 : U° — A satisfying the condition in Remark 5.7 This is to say,
m(h) C At satisfy m(H,) = cut, co € k*. Then each objects in € can be regarded
as an object in C4 via the surjection A onto A/tA = k. So we can regard C as
a full subcategory of C4 consisting of all objects M with tM = 0. It is obviously
that the simple objects of € is also simple ones in €4. Conversely, if M € obj(C4)
is simple in C4 then tM = 0 or tM = M. However we cannot have M = tM by
Nakayama lemma because M # 0 and M is finitely generated over A. So we have
tM =0, and M is an object from €, which means that M is also simple in C.

Next we introduce a new category trsn(C,4) as in the reductive Lie algebra case
(c¢f. [19]), which is the subcategory of C4 and consist with torsion modules in C4.
The category trsn(C4) can be described as the full subcategory of all objects of
finite length in C4 (cf. [19, §3.7]. Denote by K(trsn(C4)) the Grothendieck group
of the category trsn(Cy).

6.2. Let M and M’ be torsion free modules over A. If ¢ : M — M’ satisfies
¢ @idga) : M ® Q(A) = M' ® Q(A) is an isomorphism. (6.1)
Then
cokery € objtrsn(Ca).
Define
v(p) := [cokery] € K(trsn(Cy)).

If v : M" — M" is another homomorphism of torsion free A-modules satisfying
(610, then we have

V(¥ op) =v() +v(e). (6.2)
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The injectivity of ¢ shows that
0 — cokery — coker () o p) — cokeryp — 0

is an exact sequence.

We note that @ : M — M’ is homomorphism induced by ¢, where M = M /tM
and M’ = M'/tM'. We denote the natural functor from €4 to € by p, i.e. p(M) =
M. We can define

M ' ={me M| p(m)ctM}

and set M to be the image of M’ in M. Then M = M’ = M. Tt is obvious that
M is the kernel of ®: M — M'. Hence

MM = im(3). (6.3)
We turn to other terms in the filtration {MZ} In view of M €objtrsn(C,), there
exists n such that "M = 0. And M satisfy that
M=M>M>--->M =0,

so the filtration {MZ} of M = M/tM is of finite length.
We also have the next lemma

Lemma 6.1. 37 [M'] = [v()].
Proof. 1t can be proved by the same arguments as in [19, Lemma 3.8]. U
6.3. Jantzen filtration for baby Verma modules.

6.3.1. By Theorem B.I0 there is a distinguished element wg = 7y - - - 7971, Still

denote 69 = id, and 6; = 7;---7 for i = 1,--- N (65 = ). For A € Y, we
extend the notation \™ to A%

A= A= (p = 1)(1 = 6:)(po) — (1 = a3) (1) (6.4)
where ;py = %Zaeéi(A)g a and o;p; = %Zae&i(A)f a for 6;(A)T = 6,(A)g U

5;(A)] the positive root set associated with the simple root system &;(IT). Then
we have

(A — )% = A% — p for any p €Y. (6.5)
We will often denote A% by ), for simplicity. Next we can describe the inductive
relation between those \;,_; and \;:
X1 —(p—1)0;, if6; € Ay;
Aier— (2p—1)8;, if6; € AT\Z?
The inductive calculation shows that Ay = A — 2(p — 1)py — 2p1. In the sequent

arguments, we still speak of (Case 1) for 0; € Z(J)r and (Case 2) for 0; € Zf) and
(Case 3) for 6; € AT\AT.
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By the same construction as in §5 of ¢ : Z4(\) = Z%(\1), we can construct a
series of homomorphisms

Ei—l : Zjiil()\i_l) — ZAjZ()\Z),Z = 1, 2, cee ,N

which share the same properties as ¢ presented in §5 and therefore we have a
sequence of homomorphisms

24N 2525 () Z 272 (M) - 2 2T ) 2R 20 ().
Denote the composition of these sequence of homomorphisms by =, i.e.
== EN—l 0--:0 El o EO : ZAA()\) — ZAXO()\N)

6.3.2. By the construction of all Z;’s, we can show that p(Z) is a non-zero homo-
morphism from Z(\) to Z%(\y). Actually, by a straightforward computation

E1ol)=X" XM oleZP\y) (6.6)

with X; = X, and r; = p—1 for 0; in (Case 1), 1 for ; in (Case 2), and 2p—1 for 6;
in (Case 3) respectively. Hence p(Z) contains the nonzero vector Xi*--- XN ®1 €
Z%(Ay).

There is another interesting observation which will be useful for the sequent
arguments. Set

v=YWN Y @1 € Za(N)
with ¥; =Y, and r; as above for i = 1,--- , N. Then by (G.I1) we have

for some unit b; in A whenever 6; is in (Case 3). As to the other two cases, by [19]
§3.6] and (B.2]) we have

(Y 1)
)t ® 1if mj < p when 6; in (Case 1), or if m; = p when 6; in (Case 2);
| b ®@1if m; = p when 6; in (Case 1), or if m; # p when 6; in (Case 2)
where m; € {1,---,p} with m; = (\;i_1, xs,)(mod p), and b; is some unit in A. Set
Ny o= #{0; € Ty | m; <p—1} +#{0; € T, | m; = p)} + #O7\T, .
By an inductive calculation, we finally have that there is a unit b € A such that
Ew) =t"b®1. (6.7)

Remark 6.2. At the first glance, the expression of N, is dependent on the in-
ductive steps. However, from the proof of Theorem we will read off a concise
expression independent of any inductive steps, which is as follows:

N, =#{a € Z(J]r | ma < py+#{y €A, | my =p)}+ H#AT\A] (6.8)
where my € {1,--- ,p} with mg = (A + p, xs)(mod p) for § € A™T.
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6.3.3. Now we investigate more about both modules involved from = in the cat-
egory C. Before that, consider linear dual module M* for an superspace M =
M;i + Mg in €4. The module structure on the superspace M* = (My)* + (Mg)*
is given via X - ¢ = (—1)*¥19*1¢ o X for homogeneous elements X € g|x| and
Y € Ml*;|. It is readily shown that M* is still in the category €. Actually, for
M =% oy My, we have M* =3 (M*), with (M), = (M_,)*. So it is easy
to check

neY
Zo(N)" = Zo(=A + (p — 1)2p0 + 2p1)

by comparing the highest weight of Zy(A)* and Zo(=X + (p — 1)2p0 + 2p1).

Lemma 6.3. The socle of Z™(\y) is isomorphic to L(\).

Proof. By the arguments in §2.3] there is a standard involution 75 € Aut(g) (and a
standard involution 7 € Aut(G)). This 7 or 7 induces a self-equivalence functor on
G, sending M to "M where "M is M itself as a superspace, with action as X -m =
7 H(X)m for X € g and m € M. It is easily known that for M =3 ., M) € €

™M = Z >\ Wlth )A = M_A.

AEY
Especially, for "Z(\) 2 Uy(g) QUp(h+n-) Kox = = Z%(—)\). Thus we have
(Zo(N)) 2 Z5" (Aw)- (6.9)

Note that linear duality changes a head into a socle. On the other hand, (Lo(\)*)
is still a simple object in € with highest weight A, thereby must be isomorphic to
L(X). So ([69) implies that Soc(Zy°(Ay) = L(A). We complete the proof. O

6.3.4. We return to the homomorphism in €4
Z: Za(\) — Z9(\y).
P}(?mark 5.4l is suitable to each Z;. So we have an important consequence that all
Z%(\;) define the same class in the Grothendieck group of € as Z(\), i.e
(Z%(N] = [Z(N)],i=0,1,--- ,N. (6.10)

which will be used later. By the definition, Z4(\) and Z%(\y) are torsion free
over A. Furthermore, Formula (5.I0) and Formulas (5.12)-(EI3) along with [19]

§3.6(2)] are suitable to all Z; : Z5(\;) — Zj”l()\iﬂ), i=0,1,---,N — 1. This
implies that if we work over the fractional field QQ(A) by base change, then for i

= ®idoy 1 25 (M) @ Q(A) = 23 (Mi1) ® Q(A)
become isomorphisms. Hence Z ® idg(4) becomes an isomorphism. So = satisfies
the condition (E]). Hence we can construct through = the filtration as introduced

in §6.21 By application of general filtration construction in §6.2 to the baby Verma
module case, we can get a filtration {Z4(\)?} and then {Z(\)'}, where

Za(A) = {v e Zs\) | E(v) € 1 ZT(\y)}
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and

A

Z(\)'

1%

Za(N).
6.4. Jantzen sum formula.

Theorem 6.4. For the above filtration {Z(A)'} of Z(\), the following statements
hold.
(1) There is a sum formula in the Grothendieck group of (Uy(g), ¥)-mod

D2 =D Q2O = (ip+ ma)a)] = Y [Z(A — ipa)))

>0 aeﬁg 1>0 >0
+ Y O ZO=Qi+ 1] =) [Z(A—2i)])
yeAt m,=p 120 >0
+ Y OLIZOA = (i 6, yyms 1 )p+mp)B)] = Y _[Z(A = (2ip)B)))
pBeA\A, 20 i>0

where 0;; == 1 ifi = j, 6 := 0 if i # j; and my € {1,---,p — 1,p} with
mg = (A + p, xe)(mod p) for 6 € AT,

(2) Z(N\)" =0 if and only if i > Ny where Ny is as in (G8).

(3) Z(N)/Z(\)' = L(\).

Proof. (1) By Lemma and the formula [6.2], we know that

Z[Z(A)Z] = z_:[cokerEj]. (6.11)

Thanks to Lemma .5 along with Remark [5.6, we know [coker(=;)] = [coker(Z;)]
for all j = 0,---, N — 1 where Z; : Z%(\;) — Z%+()\;41), a homomorphism in €
which is gotten from Z; by base change arising from the projection A — k = A/tA.

For the further arguments, we have to divide them into three cases, according
to the situations for ;4.

(i) Suppose 0,4 € AT\ZT. Lemma [5.3] is suitable to =;. Replace d in Lemma
B3 by my, i.e. m; € {0,1,---,p— 1} with m; = ()}, xg,,,)(mod p). So we have

[cokerZ,;] = [Z277(A; = ((2i+ 0y _yyms )p+my +1)0541)] = (27 (A — (2iphj11))].
>0 i>0
According to (6I0), we know
271 (M\)] = [Z(V)-
Replacing A by A — 2ipf; 1 or A — ((2i + dy (_1ymi )p +m; + 1)0;,1, then by the
definition of \; = A% (6.4) and its property (G.5) we have
(293 (\j = 2ipbj41)] = [Z(A — 2ipbj41)]
and
127 (A= (20461 -y )p+my+1)0511)] = [Z(A= (2401, —aym )p+m+1)0511)].
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So we have

[coker=,] = > "[Z(A = ((2i + 6, ya)p +my + 1)0541)] — > _[Z(A = (2ip)0;41)]-

i>0 i>0

(ii) Suppose 6,41 € Zf. By the same arguments as above, with application of
Lemma 5.2 we get for m; =0

[coker=,] = > "[Z(A — (2i+ 1)0;51)] — > _[Z(A = 2ib;41)].
>0 >0
As to the case when m; # 0, coker=; = cokerZ; = 0 by Lemma [5.2

(iii) Suppose 6,41 € Z;r . By the same arguments as the above (i), with applica-
tion of Lemma [5.1] we get for the case when m; <p—1

[coker=;] = > "[Z(A = (ip+m; + 1))0j1] = Y _[Z(A = ipbj41)]

1>0 >0

where m;’s are in the same sense as the d from Lemma[5.I] i.e. m; € {0,1,--- ,p—
1} with m; = (A, xg,,,)(mod p). The above formula is also suitable to the case
when m; = p — 1 because in the case, coker=; = 0 by Lemma [5.1] and the sum on
the right-hand side becomes 0.

Summing up, Formula (6.IT]) becomes

DZWNT= ) QO IZO = (ip+my + 1D)80] = Y [Z(A— ipbiia)])

>0 0; 4168, 120 i>0
+ Y ODIZ0 - @i V)] = Y12~ 2i6;0)))
0;41€A7 mj=0 120 >0

+ Z (Z[Z(A — ((20+ 0y, yymi )p + my + 1)0;141)]

0;1€AT\A, 120

- Z Z — (2ip)0;41)])-

1>0
Set m; € {0,1,---,p — 1} with m; = ()}, xe,,,)(mod p). In the first and third
summands on the right hand side of the above formula,
m; +1= <)‘j> X9j+1> + 1(m0d p)

= (A= (p—1)(po — gjpo) — (p1 — ojp1), X0;,,) + 1(mod p)

= (A4 (po = p1), X0,41) — (75 (po) = 05(p1), X6,,,) + 1(mod p).
Note that by the definition, o;(pg)—0c;(p1) is the Weyl vector with respect to o;(A)*
the positive root set corresponding to the fundamental system o;(II), and 6,44 is a

simple root of ¢ (II) (Theorem[3.10)(1)), and non-isotropic. By [6, Proposition 1.33]
and [7, §3.1], we have (0;(po) — 0j(p1), X0,..) = 3(0+1, Xo,.,) = 1. Hence, modulo

p we can replace m; + 1 by (A + p, xg,,,) with 6;,; running over Z(J)r U (AT\ZIF)
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For 0,1 € Zj, by the same arguments as above we have ()\;, xq,,,) = (A +
ps X6,4,)(mod p) because (0;41,0;,1) = 0. So modulo p we can regard m; = (A +

p’ X9j+1 > .
Thus, we finally get the desired sum formula as expressed in the theorem. We

prove the statement (1).
(2) Now we apply the arguments on some inverse images of ¢ in §5.22to all Z;.
we can describe an inverse image of ¢ for m > 0:

(2T () C 12T ()

when 0, € AT\A], ie. in (Case 3) as called in §6301 As to the other two cases

((Case 1) for A;r and (Case 2) for Aj), we have

=2 (N)
_Jc tm_lZAf{(Aj) if m; < p—1 when 6,;; in (Case 1), or if m; = 0 when 6,., in (Case 2);
| =t"Z% (\) if my = p—1 when 6, in (Case 1), or if m; # 0 when 6;,, in (Case 2).

So we have
ELEMN L Z00(\N)) C tZ4(N)

which implies that Z(\)M*! = 0. On the other hand, by ([6.7) we have known that
there is a distinguished vector v =Y/ - YV @ 1 € Z4(\)V*. We can think that

the nonzero vector v is contained in Z(A\)™. The statement (2) is proved.
(3) From (63)), it follows that

Z00/Z(0) 2 im(3).

Note that Z (M) has a unique simple quotient ﬁ()\), and = is a nontrivial homomor-
phism (see the arguments around (6.6)). Hence im(Z) has a simple head isomorphic
L(\). From [Z(\) : L(\)] = 1, it follows that [im(Z) : L(A\)] = 1. On the other
hand, by Lemma B3 we know that Z%(\y) has a simple socle isomorphic to L(\),
thereby the submodule im(Z) naturally has a simple socle isomorphic to L(\).

A

Hence im(=Z) = L()\). We complete the proof of the statement (3). O

7. STRONG LINKAGE PRINCIPLE

In the concluding section, we will use Theorem to get a strong linkage prin-
ciple in C.

7.1. Set Af = Z;r U (AT\ZD Then the super reflection 7, is a real reflection,
simply written as r,. Denote by r, , for n € Z the affine reflection given by given
by Tan(A) = 7a(A) + na for any A € Y. Denote by W, the affine Weyl group
generated by all r,,, with n € Z and a € A}. Define w - A = w(A + p) — p for
w e W,

Definition 7.1. Let A\, u € Y.
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(1) Call p 1 X if either g = A, or there are affine reflections ry,--- ,r, € W,
such that

A>T AZ>Tory A > (1 orry) - A = .
(2) Call g 17T A if p < X and there exist p/, A € Y such that p/ T N with g = ¢/

modulo ZZT and A = X modulo ZZT. Here ZZT means the free abelian

group spanned by Zf.

Note that the relation 1 is transitive. So, it is easy to see that the relation 7 is
transitive, this is to say, if 4 1T A and x T pu then & T A.

Theorem 7.2. Let \,p € Y. If [Z(\), L(p)] # 0, then p 17 A.
We will leave the proof of the theorem in §7.3

Remark 7.3. One can compare the strong linkage principle formulated here with
some related results from [28], B30]).

72. For A€Y and 0 € AT U Zf, keep the notation my as in Theorem [6.4. We
can write (A+p, xg) = np+my for some n € Z, and make the following convention:

e When 0 is in (Case 1), set for i > 0
Xoi = A —ipl, Aoy =\ — (ip + my)0;
e When 0 is in (Case 2), set for i > 0
Aoi = A — 210, Ayp1 = N — (20 + 1)6;
e When 0 is in (Case 3), set for i > 0
Ao = A —=2ipl, Agip1 = A — ((2i + 51,(—1)’”9*1)]9 + mg)0

Then the summand corresponding to ¢ on the right hand side of the sum formula
in Theorem 6.4[(1) becomes

D 1Z0win)] = Y [Z0w)):

>0 >0
Lemma 7.4. For given A €Y and § € AT UZIF, Xiv1 T i for alli > 0.

Proof. We prove this lemma by case-by-case arguments.

(i) When 6 is in (Case 1), from A > \; = 7g,, - A it follows that A\; T A\ = A.
Furthermore, we get for i > O, )\22'_1 Z >\2i = Ta,(n—(2i—1))p * )\22'_1 and )\22‘ Z >\2i+1 =
To,(n—2i)p * A2i- I this case, the claim is true.

(ii) When 6 is in (Case 2), the claim is obviously true.

(iii) When ¢ is in (Case 3), set € = d; (_qymp-1. From A > A\i = 74— (240))p * A
it follows that Ay T Ag = A. Furthermore, we get for ¢ > 0, Ay;_1 > Ay =
76, (n—(4i—2)—e)p - A2i—1 and Ag; > Agjf1 = Tg (n—si—e)p - A2;. In this case, the claim is
true.

Summing up, we complete the proof. O
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7.3. Now we prove Theorem [ If [Z()\), L(p)] # 0, then 2 < . Hence we can
prove the theorem by induction on the height of A — u which is equal to > ¢ca
for X —p =" i Catt, Co € L.

When p = A, the claim is obvious. We suppose p < A. By Theorem B.A(3), L(x)
has to be a composition factor of the first term Z(A)! of the Jantzen filtration.
Owing to Theorem [6.4)(1), there exists 0 € A} UZIF such that L(yx) is a composition
factor of Z(Agis1) for some i > 0, using the notation from §72 By induction we
get i 1T Agix1. Combining with Lemma [7.4] and the transitive property of the
relation 1], we complete the proof of the theorem.

7.4. By the same arguments as above (with checking more in (Case 2)), we can
give another version of strong linkage principle, which can be regarded as an opti-
mal version.

Proposition 7.5. Let \,p € Y. If [Z()\), L(1)] # 0, then there exist s € N and a
series of weights N;, 1 = 0,1, | s satisfying

A=A >N > 2> A1 > Ag = p, such that
either \j = To, n.p - Ni_1 for some a; € AT n; €7
or \; = \i—1 — ; for some y; € Zf with pl(Ni—1 + P, X)) - (7.1)

We further reformulate the statement in the proposition concisely by defining
A A if either A = p or they satisfy ([Z.)

Theorem 7.6. Let \, € Y. If [Z(N\), L(11)] # 0, then 1 A.

Remark 7.7. One can expect to have Jantzen filtration and sum formula for Weyl
modules of algebraic supergroups (cf. [26]).
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