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QUANTUM BORCHERDS-BOZEC ALGEBRAS AND
THEIR INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS

SEOK-JIN KANG* AND YOUNG ROCK KIM**

ABSTRACT. We investigate the fundamental properties of quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebras and their representations. Among others, we prove that the the quantum
Borcherds-Bozec algebras have a triangular decomposition and the category of integrable
representations is semi-simple.

INTRODUCTION

The quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras were introduced by T. Bozec in his geometric
investigation of the representation theory of quivers with loops [1, 2]. He gave a con-
struction of Lusztig’s canonical basis for the positive half of a quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebra in terms of simple perverse sheaves on the representation variety of quivers with
loops (cf. [12]).

On algebraic side, he developed the essential part of crystal basis theory for quantum
Borcherds-Bozec algebras. First of all, he defined the Kashiwara operators on the inte-
grable representations and on the negative half of a quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra,
which provides an important framework for Kashiwara’s grand-loop argument (cf. [10]).

He went on to define the notion of abstract crystals for quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebras and gave a geometric construction of the crystal for the negative half of a quantum
Borcherds-Bozec algebra based on the theory of Lusztig’s quiver varieties (cf. [11, §]).
Moreover, using Nakajima’s quiver varieties, he also gave a geometric construction of
crystals for the integrable highest weight representations (cf. [14, 9]).

The purpose of this paper is to provide a rigorous foundation for the theory of quan-
tum Borcherds-Bozec algebras and their representations. Among others, we prove that
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the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras have a triangular decomposition and the category
of integrable representations is semi-simple; i.e., all the integrable representations are
completely reducible.

Compared with the theory of quantum Kac-Moody algebras and quantum Borcherds al-
gebras, one of the main difficulties lies in the fact that the commutation relations between
positive part and negative part are much more complicated for quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebras due to the Drinfeld-type defining relations. Also the co-multiplication formulas
need a lot more careful treatment when we show that the quantum Borcherds-Bozec al-
gebras have a triangular decomposition (Theorem 3.2). In fact, we first need to verify
that we have a well-defined co-multiplication on the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras
(Proposition 2.5). By a detailed analysis of Drinfeld-type commutation relations, we prove
one of the key ingredients for our main results (Proposition 4.2), which will lead to a char-
acterization of irreducible highest weight representations with dominant integral highest
weights. Thanks to the character formula for integrable highest weight representations [3],
we can follow the outline given in [5, 6] to prove that all the integrable representations are
completely reducible (Theorem 5.10).

This paper is organized as follows. In Sectionl, we recall Bozec’s construction of quan-
tum Borcherds-Bozec algebras. Section 2 is devoted to a detailed analysis of Drinfeld-type
commutation relations. We investigate the structure of quantum string algebras and prove
that there exists a well-defined co-multiplication on the quantum Borcherds-Bozec alge-
bras. In Section 3, we show that the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras have a triangular
decomposition. In Section 4, using the detailed analysis of Drinfeld-type commutation re-
lations, we prove Proposition 4.2, a key ingredient for our main results. Finally, in Section
5, we prove that all the integrable representations are completely reducible.

Acknowledgements. The first author would like to express his sincere gratitude to Harbin
Engineering University for their hospitality during his visit in July and November, 2019.

1. QUANTUM BORCHERDS-BOZEC ALGEBRAS

We first review Bozec’s construction of quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras [2].

Let I be an index set which can be countably infinite. An integer-valued matrix
A = (aij)ijer is called an even symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan matriz if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(l) Qi = 2, 0, —2, —4, )
(ii) a;; <0 for i # j,

(iii) there exists a diagonal matrix D = diag(s; € Zso | @ € I) such that DA is

symmetric.
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Set I'*={icl|a;=2}),I™={icl|a;<0}and I ={ic|ay;=0}

A Borcherds-Cartan datum consists of :

a) an even symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan matrix A = (ai;)i jer,
b) a free abelian group P, the weight lattice,

c) I ={a; € P|ie€ I}, the set of simple roots,

d) PV := Hom(P,Z), the dual weight lattice,

(e) IV = {h; € PV | i € I}, the set of simple coroots

(
(
(
(

satisfying the following conditions
(i) (hi,a;) =a;j for all i,j € I,
(ii) II is linearly independent over Q,
(iii) for each i € I, there exists an element A; € P such that

<hj,Ai> = 5ij for all i,5 € 1.

Given an even symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan matrix, it can be shown that such a
Borcherds-Cartan datum always exists, which is not necessarily unique. The A; (i € I)
are called the fundamental weights.

We denote by
Pt :={\e€ P| (h;\) > Otextforall i € I}

the set of dominant integral weights. The free abelian group Q := @,c; Z o is called the
root lattice. Set Q1 == ,c;Z>0 0y and Q_ := —Q4. For f =3 kja; € Q4, we define its
height to be || := > k;.

Let b := Q ®z PV be the Cartan subalgebra. We define a partial ordering on h* by
setting A > p if and only if A — p € Q4 for A, u € b*.

Since A is symmetrizable and II is linearly independent over Q, there exists a non-
degenerate symmetric bilinear form (, ) on h* satisfying

(i, A) = si(hi, A) for all A € h*.

For each ¢ € I'®, we deinfe the simple reflection r; € h* by
ri(A) = A — (hi, \) oy for X € h*.

The subgroup W of GL(h*) generated by the simple reflections r; (i € I') is called the
Weyl group of the Borcherds-Cartan datum given above. It is easy to check that (, ) is
W -invariant.
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We now proceed to define the notion of quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras. Let g be an
indeterminate and set

(a5,24) i

% =9q" quy=4q = =g
For each i € I'® and n € Z~(, we define
n

[n]; = %7 [n]i! = [nliln — 1; - - [1];, m -

[n]:!

Set I°° := (I*® x {1}) U (I'™ x Zs(). For simplicity, we will often write i for (i,1)
(i € I™).

Let % = Q(q)(fu | (i,1) € I*®) be the free associative algebra defined on the set of
alphabet {f; | (i,1) € I*°}. By setting deg f;; = —la, % becomes a Q) _-graded algebra.

We define a twisted multiplication on .# ® .% by
(1.1) (a1 ® ag)(bl ® be) = q_(degaz’degbl)albl ® agby for ay,as,bi, by € F.

It can be shown that there is an algebra homomorphism (called the co-multiplication)
0:.F% — % ®.F given by

m-—+n=I
Here, we understand f;o =1, f;; =0 for [ < 0.

Proposition 1.1. [13] For each 7 = () 1yer With 7 € Q(g), there exists a symmetric
bilinear form (, )z on .# satisfying the following conditions:

(a) (z,y) =0 unless degx = degy,
(b) (filafil)L =7, for all (Z,l) e I,
(¢) (z,y2)L = (0(x),y ® z), for all z,y,z € F.

From now on, we assume that

(1.3) Tit € 1+ qZ>o[[g]] for all (i,1) € I*.

We define U to be the Q(q)-algebra with 1 generated by the elements ¢ (h € PV) and
eir, fua ((i,1) € I*°) with the defining relations



QUANTUM BORCHERDS-BOZEC ALGEBRAS 5

@ =1, qhth qh+h for h,h' € PV,
g =g "y, ¢ figh = ¢ fy) for he PY,(4,1) € I,

1-— la," 1—la;; —k k
(—1)k [ ]} e, 7 ejef =0,
(1.4) gg ko],
1-la;; 1 !
> <—1>’f[ ‘,f”} F =0 forie I i # (j,1) € I,
k=0 g

eik €1 — ejieik = 0, fir fjt — fi fie =0 for az; = 0.
In [1], Bozec showed that one can define an algebra homomorphism called the (co-
multiplication) A : U — U ® U given by
A(") =¢" @ d",
A(ezl Z q ezm ® K €in,
(15) m+n=l

le Z q_mnfzm ® fm7

m~+n=l

where K; = ¢*" (i € I). Furthermore, Bozec also showed that one can extend (, )z, to a
symmetric bilinaer form ( , )z on U satisfying

(q", K;j)r = q hea),
(1.6) (qh ea)r = (¢", fa)r =0,
(eik>e))r = (fiks [i1)L = 0ijOriTik-

Define an involution w : U — U by
(1.7) w(qh) =q M wleg) = fu, w(fu)=ey for h € PY, (i,]) € I*.

For z € U, following the Sweedler’s notation [15], write

(1.8) Az) = Zl‘(l) @ T (2)

Definition 1.2. Given a Borcherds-Cartan daAtum, the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra
U,(g) is defined to be the quotient algebra of U by the defining relations

(1.9) Z(a(l), b(g))L w(b(l))a(g) = Z(a(g), b(l))L a(l)w(b(g)) for all a, be [/j
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2. QUANTUM STRING ALGEBRAS

Recall that for all (i,k), (j,1) € I°°, we have the co-multiplication formulas on U :

flk: Z Q(_Zmnfmen ® fzn, f]l Z q_rsfers ® fjs

m+n=k T+s=l
Then the defining relation (1.9) yields

Y aq e famKE fio)n €K fin

m+n=k
(2 1) r4s=I
E q mn _TS (fznyf]r )L fme €js-
m+n=k
r+4s=I

Suppose ¢ # j. Then we have (fin K], fjs) = 0 unless m = 0, s = 0, in which case,
n =k, r = I. Hence the left-hand side of (2.1) is equal to ej; fir.. Similarly, (fin, fjr K )L =
0 implies n = r =0, m = k, s = [, and the right-hand side of (2.1) is the same as f,ke]l
Hence we obtain

(2.2) ejific = fiwejy for all i # 4, k,1>0.

Now we will deal with the case when ¢ = j. For each i € I, we define the quantum
i-string algebra U;) to be the subalgebra of U,(g) generated by e;, fix, K; (k1> 0).
We denote by U (JZ.F) (resp. U (;)) the subalgebra generated by e;; (resp. fi) for (2,1) € I*°.

We return to the relation (2.1). Since i = j, we have

ST (Fim KD fis)e e K fin

m+n=Fk
(2 3) r4s=l
E q—mn e (fma fzr )L fme €is-
m+n=~k
r4s=I

Let us denote by L and R the left-hand side and right-hand side of (2.3), respectively.
Since (fim K", fis)r, = 0 unless m = s, we have

L= Z (—Z)m(”-H‘ (fmezn7 flm)L eier'_mfin = Z Q(_Z')Tn(n+r) Tim eirKi_mfin-
m+n=Fk m+n=~k
r+m=l r4+m=lI

Note that
mfzn - qmnanf’an m - q2mnf’an_
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Hence we get

L= Z qz;L)(n_r)TimeirfinKi_m-
m+n=~k
r+m=lI

7

On the other hand, since (fin, fir K7)r, = 0 unless n = r and K'e;s = q(zgseisKﬂ we
have
R= Z ngs_m)TinfimeisKin-
m+n=~k
n+s=lI
By rearraning the indices in L, we obtain

Lemma 2.1. For all k,1 > 0, we have the following relations in Uy;:

(24) E ngm_S)Tin €is fim Kl_n = E Q(_Z-)n(m_S)Tin fim €is Kzn
m+n==k m+n=~k
n+s=lI n+s=I

Let us analyze the implication of Lemma 2.1 in more detail.

Example 2.2.
Suppose a;; = 2. In this case, k =1 =1 and we have the following two cases:

i)m=0,n=1,s=0
(ii))m=1,n=0,s=1.

Therefore (2.4) implies
i K+ moeifi = i K + Tiofiei.

Take 7,0 =1, 731 = 1 and replace f; by F; = —q; f;. Then we obtain

1
K — K;
g—q'

Hence Uy = Uy(slz) and the set B = {f]' [ n > 0} is a basis of Ugy-

eiFi — Fiei =

Example 2.3.

Suppose a; = 0. In this case, by the defining relations of quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebras, we have

eir el = e €k, fir i = fufie, Kileq=eq K, KF'fy= fa K.
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By Lemma 2.1, the algebra Uj;) has the additional relation
Z Tin €is fim K; " = Z Tin fim €is K.

m+n=Fk m+n=Fk
n+s=l n+s=l
We will call Uj;y the quantum twisted Heisenberg algebra.

Foreach [ > 0, let ¢ = (c1,¢2,...,¢) be a partition of [ and define f; ¢ := fic, fico* fiq-
Set By = {fi. | ¢ is a partition of I}. Then B := {J;5, B is a basis of Uj;), where By =

{1}.

Example 2.4.
Suppose a;; < 0. In this case, there are no relations other than (2.4). In particular, U, (JZ.F)

(resp. U, (;)) is the free associative algebra generated by e;; (resp. fix) for k > 0.

Foreach! > 0, let c = (c1, 2, ..., ¢) bea composition of | and define f; ¢ := fic, fico " fic-
Set By = {fic | cis a composition of I}. Then B := (J;5,B; is a basis of Ug)s where

B, = {1}.

For simplicity, we will often write U for the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra U,(g).
We now prove that A passes down to the co-multiplication on U.

Proposition 2.5. The co-multiplication A on U defines an algebra homomorphism

(2.5) AU—URU.

Proof. We need to prove A preserves the defining relations of U.
When ¢ # j, we have already seen that
fikeji = e fiw forall k,1>0.
Recall that
Alf) = Y aq" fimKP ® fin, Ale) = Y 4 ejr © K%

m+n=~k rd-s=l
Hence
A(fiw) Aej)) = Y (@™ fim K7 @ fin) (a(j)ejr ® K "€js)
m+n=~k
n+s=l
= Z q_mHQ€; fme e]r®fzn e]s)
m+n=~k
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which coincides with the expression in the triangular decomposition of U.

On the other hand,

(e]l) (fzk) = E (q(]s) Ejr & Kj_rejs) (Q(_Z)mnfmeZn ® fm)
m+n=Fk
n-+s=I

= Y ai"a) (e fimK © K e fin)
m+n==k
n+s=l

— E q—mnqzjs fzm%?Kﬁ@Kj_rfinejS)‘
m+n=Fk
n+s=l

We need to change the order of the expression e;. K] and Kj_r fin- Note that

—rna

eJrKn = i Kinejr, Kz’_rfin = qrnaﬁmeJ_T'
Since A is symmetrizable, we have q? = @t = %% = q] which implies
(e]l) (flk) = Z q(ZMTLqE"js)qZ TNA;; TTLCLJ'L (fme 6]7» ® fzn 6_75)
m+n=~k
n+s=I
= Z q—mn rs fme €jr & fzn 6]5).
m+n=~k
n+s=I

Hence we have
A(fi)Aleji) = Alej) A(fik)s

as desired.
We will move to the case when i = j.

Case 1: Supose k =1.

In this case, by Lemma 2.1, for all £ > 0, we have

k
(2.6) Z Tin(€ik—n fik—n K; " = fik—n€ik—n K;) = 0.

We would like to prove
(27) <Z7—2n €ik— nfzk n fzk n €ik— nKn)) =0.

We will use induction on k.
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If k=1=1, we have
Tio(en fin — fuen) + i (K; ' — K;) = 0.
Hence (1.5) gives
Alen)A(fi1) = (en ® Ki_l +1®en) (fi @1+ K ® fir)
=einfun @K'+ q(22-) ein K ® fa K+ fin ® ein + K; @ e fin,
A(fa)Alen) = (fa @1+ K; @ fin) (en @ K, ' +1®@ eq)
= fuen @ K7+ fa ®ein + q(22-) einK; ® fa K, 4+ K; @ fueir.

Therefore we obtain
A (tio(en fir — fuen) + (K1 — Kj;))
= Tioeinfir — frien) ® K '+ 1o (K; @ (ein fir — fonea)
+ra(KT o K7 - K © K)
=K, - K YooK '+ K omK - K1)
+1 (Ko K - K @ K;) = 0.

Suppose k£ > 1 and set
Ao = Tin(€i k-1 fik—1 — fik—1€ik—1)
(2.8) + Tio(€s -2 fip—oK; " — fin—sein—2K;)
A+ T (KR KETY,

i
By Lemma 2.1, Ag = 0. Multiply Ag by K Z._l + K;. Then we obtain
(2.9) A:=Ay(K; '+ K;)=B+C =0,
where
B=T1i(eip-1fir1K; " — fir-r1€ip-1K;)
(2.10) + Tia(eih—2fin—2K; 2 — fik-2eik-2K})
ot (KR - KP,

C =T1inleip1fir1Ki — fir—reip1K; ")
(2.11) + Ti2(€ik—2fik—2 — fir—2eik—2
44 Tik(K-_k+2 _ Kf_2).

7
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R The induction hypothesis gives A(A4g) = 0. Since A is an algebra homomorphism on
U, we get
0=A(Ag)A(K ! + K;) = A(Ao (K + K7))
=A(A)=A(B+C)=A(B)+ A(C).

The relation (2.6) gives

(2.12)

7io(€ik fir — fikeir) + B =0
and we would like to prove
A(rio(ew fir — fiveir) + B) = A(Tio(eix fir, — firear)) + A(B) = 0.
Since B + C' = 0, we have
Tio(€ik fik — fiveir) = —B = C,

which implies

A(rio(eir fir — fireir)) = A(C).
Therefore, by (2.12), we obtain
A(Tio(eir fir — fiveir) + B) = Aio(ea fix — firear)) + A(B)
=A(C)+A(B)=0.
Case 2: Suppose k < [.

In this case, by Lemma 2.1, for all £ > 0, we have
k

(2.13) Z:Onn (q(_i)"(l_k)elz n fikon K7 — qZ)  finn i nKn> =0.
We need to prove
k
—n(l—k -n n n
(214) A <Z_:O Tin(Q(i) ( )ei,k—n fi,k—n KZ — Q(Zg fz k—n €i,k—n K )) =0.

We will use induction on k.
If k=1,1>1, we have
(2.15) mio(eafir — firea) + Tineii-1 (q ()l 'K - él)lK) 0.
We will verify
A <Tzo(€zzle — faei) + Tiei—1(q ()l 'K - QEZ)IK )) 0

by a direct calculation.
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Recall that

_ _ _ 2(1—2 _
Aley) = e @ K'+ Qéi)lei,l—l ® KM ey + -l-q)i() )ei,l—2 ® KM 2e; 5
2(1—2 _ _ _

+---+ q(i() )62‘2 ® K; 26,'71_2 + qéi)leﬂ ® K; 16,'71_1 +1® ey,

A(fi) =fa®@l1+ K ® fi.

Thus we have

7io (A(ein) A(fir) — A(fir) Alea))
= rio(eafi — faen) @ K
+ Qéi_)l Tio(eig—1fi1 — firei—1) @ K, e
+ qz517'i0(€ilfi1 — fiein) @ K e
+ qglei,l—lKi @ Tio(en fir — fiein) K
+ eii—2Ki @ Tio(eiafir — firei) K 112
+-- Q(_i)(l_g)eiKi ® Tio(esi—1.fir — fireig—1)K;

+ K; @ mio(ea fir — firear)-

1

Using the relation (2.15), we get

Tio (A(eq) A(fir) — A(fir)Aleq))
:Til(qglei,l—lKi ® K72 4 q(i)€i -2 ® ein K13
(2.16) +-tqueinKi®eio+ qz51Ki ® e 1-1K;)
- Til(Q(_i)l+lei,l—1Ki_1 ® K7+ Q(_i)zl+3ei,l—2Ki_1 ®en K

+ ... Q(_i)2l+3611Kz’_1 ® 6,’71_2Ki_2 + q(_l.)l+1Ki_1 ® ei,l—lKi_l)-

Now we consider the co-multiplication of eivl_l(q(_i)lHKi_ T q@lKZ) Note that
A(q_H_lKi_l o ql_le‘) _ q—l-l-l(Ki—l ® K7,_1) . ql'—l(Ki ® Kz)

(@) (@) (@) (@)

Hence we have
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Ay (ei,l—l(Q(_il+1Ki_1 —q' K1)

) (@)
:Til(q(_z.)l+1e,~7l_1Ki_1 ® Ki_l + q(_i)zlJr?’ei,l_gKi_l & ei,1Kl._lJrl
(2.17) +o g e K @ e oK g KT @ e K

— Til (Q€,~_)lei,l—1Ki ® K724 q(i)€il—20G ® en K13
+- ot gpenKi®e 2 + Qéi_)le‘ ® € 1-1K;).
Therefore, combining (2.16) and (2.17).we obtain
A <Ti0(eilfi1 — firea) + T i1 (q(_z-)HlKi_l - qz51Ki)> =0.
Assume that k > 1. Our argument is similar to the case when k = [. We already know

Ti0 (€irfik — fireir) + Tl (Q(_i)(l_k)ei,l—l fira Kt — Qéskfi,k—l 62‘,1-1Ki>

2k _ Ik
+ Ti2 (q(i)z( )ei,l—Z fik—oK; 2 — q?i() )fi,k—2 ei,l—2Kz‘2)

—k(l—k 1 k(—k
T (q(i) RO e q(i() )ei,z—szk> =0,

and we need to show A preserves the above relation.

Set
Ag = i1 (€i1-1 fik—1 — fik—1€i1-1)

+ Tio (q(i)(l_k)ez‘,l—z fir—oK;t — qgkfi,k—z ez‘,l—2Ki)

P <q(;)(k—1)(l—k)ei’l_k K- qgg—l)(l—k)ei’l_ i Kf) :

which is equal to 0.

Multiply Ag by q(_i)(l_k)Ki_1 + qEBkKZ to obtain

A= A (q(‘ifl"“K;l + qé;)’“Ki> =B+C =0,
where
B =1; (Q(_i)(l_k)ei,l—l fir1 Kt — Q€5kfi,k—1 62‘,1-1Ki)

)fi,k—2 6i,l—2K2~2>

e Tk <q(_i)k(l_k)€u—kal - q@(f_k)ei,z—ka) )

2(1

+ Tio <q(_,~)2(l_k)€i,z—2 fir—oK;? — q(i()_k
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C=r (qgkei,l—l fi—1K; — Q(_i)(l_k)fi,k—l ei,l—lKZ‘_:l)
+ Tiz (€i1—2 fik—2 — fik—2€i1-2)
—(k=2)(1—k)

+ -+ Tik < ( ) ei,l—kKi_l - qgf)_z)(l_k)ei,l—kKik> .

As in the case of k = [, since B + C = 0, we have
Tio(€afir — fivei) = C
and
A(rio(efir — fiwea)) = A(C).
By the induction hypothesis, we have

A(A) = A(B)+A(C) = A(B+C) = A (A (K )

= A(4g)A (q(_i)(l DK+ gl )
Therefore,
A (rio(eafir — fiven) + B) = A (mio(eafir — fiven)) + A(B) = A(C) + A(B) =0,

which proves our claim.

Case 3: If £ > [, we can prove our claim almost in the same way as we did above.

Therefore, we obtain a co-multiplication on U

A:U—URU

as desired. (]

3. TRIANGULAR DECOMPOSITION

Let U (resp. U™) be the subalgebra of U,(g) generated by e;; (vesp. fi) for (i,1) € I*°.
We will denote by U the subalgebra generated by ¢" (h € PV). It is easy to see that

= Dcpv Q(q)qh. We will prove that the quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra has a
triangular decomposition.

We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let U= (resp. U=C) be the subalgebra of U,(g) generated by U® and U™
(resp. U~ and U°). Then we have the isomorphisms:

(3.1) U=y eUu?, U'=UcUt.
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Proof. We will prove the first isomorphism only because the second one would follow from
a similar argument.

Since U ~ is spanned by the monomials in f;; ((7,1) € I°°), we can extract a monomial
basis B~ = {f, | 7 € Q} of U~ indexed by an ordered set ). By the defining relations
(1.4), we have a surjective homomorphism

U U’ — U0
given by
frod"— fd" (reQ, hePY).
Hence we need to show quh (reQhe PV) are linearly independent.

Note that B~ can be decomposed into a disjoint union B~ = UB€Q+ B_3, where B_g
consists of the monomials f; with deg f; = —pf.

Now consider the linear dependence relation

(3.2) ZCT,thqh =0 with 7€ Q, h € PY, ., € Q(g).

By the above observation, the relation (3.2) can be written as

Z Z CT,thqh = 07

BEQ \ deg fr=—5

hepPY
which yields
(3.3) Z crnfrgt =0 forall g€ Q.
deg fr=—0
hepPY

Let us write fr = f;, 1, -+ fi, 1, with [y, + -+ 4+ l,;, = 8 and recall that

le Z Q(_Zmnfzm ® fzn

m+n=l
le®1+q le 1K ®f21+Q( le 2K ®fz2
+o q(i) fz',le '@ fir + Kl @ fig.
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Hence we may write
A(fr) =firgn - firg, ® 1+ -+ + (intermediate terms)
o K K@ figy o fia
=fr ® 1+ --- 4 (intermediate terms) + --- + th ® fr,
where ¢" = K lel - K Zl: Applying the co-multiplication A in (3.3), we obtain

0= cndf)d" @ ")

T,h

— Z Crh (quh ® ¢" + (intermediate terms) + ¢ " @ quh> )
T,h

Let us focus on the terms of bi-degree (0, —f):

0= Z C’r,hthi—h ® quh = Z (Z CT,hth+h ® quh>

T,h h

= Zh: (qh*h ® (ZT: cT,thqh>> :

Since ¢"t" (h € PVY) are linearly independent, by an elementary property of tensor

product, we conclude
ZCT,thqh =0 forall he PV,

which implies ) ¢, nfr = 0. But f; (7 € Q) are linearly independent. Hence ¢, = 0 for

all 7 € Q, h € PV as desired.

We prove our main theorem in this section.

Theorem 3.2. The quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra U, (g) has the following triangular

decomposition:

(3.4) Ug)2U U UT.

Proof. We first show that there exists a surjective homomorphism
(3.5) U-eU'@Ut — U,(g).

That is, every element u € U,(g) can be written as
(3.6) u = Z uuluT,

where u° € U°, u* € U*.
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By the defining relations of U, (g), we have only to verify that e;; fi, for (4, k), (5, 1) € I*®
can be written in the form of (3.6). If i # j, we have seen that e;; fir = fir€j; and (3.6)
is verified. So we will focus on the case when ¢ = j.

As in Section 2, we denote by L and R the left-hand side and the right-hand side of the
relation (2.4):
L= Z ngm_S)Tin €is fzm Kl_ny

m+n=k
n+s=I

R = Z Q(_Z')n(m_S)Tin fzm €is Kzn

m+n=~k
n+s=I

Note that
eis i = q; ey = q(_imeinez‘s-
Hence
R = Z Q(_Z')n(m-i_S)Tin fim Kzn €is,

m+n==k
n+s=l

which is in the form of (3.6).
For all k,I > 0, we will show that

eil fiw = R =5,
where S is in the form of (3.6).
Since
€is Kz_n = qinsaMKin €is = q%;)LSKZ_n €is,
we have
L= Z Q(_Z-)n(m_S)Tin Ki_n €is fim-
m+n=~k
n+s=l|

Case 1: Suppose k = 1.

In this case,
k
L= § Tin K" €i k—n fik—n
n=0

1 —2
=Tio0 €k fik + Tit K; " €i -1 fik—1+ Ti2 K; “€; 2 fi k-2
—kt1 —k
oA Tt K e fa 4 K78

We will prove our assertion by induction on k.
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If k =1, we have
-1
L=m7oein fan+711 K, =R,
which implies
1 —1 — 170
enfi=—(R-mK;')eU UUT,

Ti0
as desired.
If k> 1, set
S=ra K et figo1+ -+ g1 K" e fir + i K7F,
so that
L=7pep fi+5=R.
By induction hypothesis, all e;1 fi1, €2 fi2, - - ., € x—1fi k-1 can be written in the form of

(3.6). Thus we can verify that S € U~ U° U™, which yields

1
eir fik = T—O(R -S)eU U U,

Case 2: Suppose k < .

In this case,

k
I—k _
L= Z ng )Tin Ki " €il—n fz’,k—n
n=0
_ _ 2k _
=T0 €l fik + qgi)km K tei1 fik—1+ q(i() ) ia K %€ 19 fik—2

k—1)(I—Fk _ k(l—k _
+-- 4 Qéi) X )Ti,k—l K" e oyt fa + q(i() )ik K" eipy.

If k =1, then
L=mpeyfu+ qglm K 'e; 1 =R,
which implies
ei1—1 fi1 = Ti (R - qglm K1 6i,1—1> ceU UUT.
i0
Assume that k& > 1 and set

k(l—k)

S = qgkﬂ'l K et fik—1+-+ q(,() T K" e g

Then using the insduction hypothesis, we conclude

1
eil fir = T—O(R—S) cU-UUT.
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Case 3 : When k£ > [, we can prove our assertion using the same argument as above.

We now prove the injectivity of the homomorphism (3.5). Let BT = {e, | 7 € Q} denote
a monomial basis of UT. We need to show that the set B = {f,q"¢, | 7,u € Q,h € PV}

is linearly independent. As in Lemma 3.1, we have only to consider the linear dependence
relation

(3.7) > crnufrden =0
hePY
deg fr+dege,=v
for all v € Q.
Write

Aley) =€, ® q_h“ + (intermediate terms) + 1 ® e,

A(f;) = fr ® 1 + (intermediate terms) + ¢"” @ f,
so that we have

0=A Z CT,h,uf'rqheu

hePY
deg fr+dege, =y

= Z Crhu (fT ® 1 + (intermediate terms) + ¢"* ® fT>

hePY
deg fr+dege, =y

x (¢" ® ¢") (e, ® ¢ + (intermediate terms) + 1 ® e,,).
Take a total ordering < on @ given by the height and lexicographic ordering. Let g
(resp. €1) be the set of all 7 € Q (resp. p € Q) such that deg f (resp. dege,,) is minimal

(resp. maximal) among the terms appearing in (3.7) with respect to <. Since deg f, € Q_,
dege, € Q4+ and deg f, + dege, = 7, it is clear that 7 € (g if and only if ;1 € €);.

We now focus on the terms of bi-degree (max, min) in (3.7), which gives

0= Z Crnpd" ey ® frd" M = Z Z Crnpd" ey | @ frg e

hePV TEQY \peEl
TG%O hepPV
peily

Since f.q" " (1 € Qo,h € PV) are linearly independent, we have

§ hr+h _
CT7h7/"/q " eu - 0‘
S
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Therefore CT’thhT—i_h = 0 and hence c;p, = 0 for all 7 € g, p € Q4.

Repeat this process along with the total ordering < on @, we conclude ¢, ,, = 0 for all
h € PV, 1, € Q, which proves our theorem. O

Remark 3.3. The surjectivity of the homomorphism (3.5) can be proved using [2, Propo-
sition 3.10 (ii)]. In [2, Remark 3.23], it was mentioned that the quantum Borcherds-Bozec
algebras have a triangular decomposition.

4. HIGHEST WEIGHT REPRESENTATION THEORY

Let U,(g) be a quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebra and let M be a U,(g)-module. We
say that M has a weight space decomposition if

M = @ M, where M,, = {m € M | ¢"m = ¢™*'m for all h € PV}.
neP

We denote wt(M) := {p € b* | M, # 0}. When dim M,, < oo for all 4 € P, we define
the character of M to be
ch(M) =Y " (dim M,)e",
pepP
where e (u € P) are multiplicative basis vectors of the group algebra of P. A non-zero
vector m € M), is said to be of weight pi. If m is annihilated by all e; ((i,1) € I*°), m is
called a mazimal vector of weight pu.

A Uy(g)-module V is called a highest weight module with highest weight X if there is a
non-zero vector vy in V such that
(i) ¢" vy = ¢"Nwy for all h € PV,
(ii) ej vy =0 for all (i,1) € I*°,
(iii) V = Uy(g)va.

Such a vector vy is called a highest weight vector with highest weight A\. Note that
VA = Q(q)vy and V has a weight space decomposition V' = ®u<>\ Vi If a Uy(g)-module
M has a weight space decomposition, a maximal vector of weight A\ would generate a
highest weight submodule with highest weight A.

For A € P, let J()\) be the left ideal of U,(g) generated by the elements ¢ — ¢
(h € PY) and ey ((i,1) € I™). Set M(X) := Uy(g)/J(X). Then M(X) becomes a Ug(g)-
module, called the Verma module, via left multiplication. The following properties of
M () are straightforwad consequences of the definition.
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Proposition 4.1. The Verma module M (\) satisfies the following properties.

(a) M()) is a highest weight module with highest weight .

(b) M(X) has a unique maximal submodule.

(¢) M() is a free U~ -module of rank 1.

(d) Every highest weight module with highest weight \ is a quotient module of M ().

Let R(\) be the unique maximal submodule of M () and let V(A (A)/R(\) the
irreducible quotient of M (\), which is also a highest weight module Wlth highest Welght
A. The following proposition is one of the most important ingredients of the integrable
representation theory of quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras.

Proposition 4.2. Let A € P be a dominant integral weight and let V(\) = U,(g) vy be
the irreducible highest weight module with highest weight A and highest weight vector vy.
Then the followng statements hold.

(a) If i e I™, thenfh“)‘Jrl vy = 0.
(b) If i € I'™ and (h;, \) = 0, then f;, vy = 0 for all k > 0.

Proof. (a) If i € I'®, by the Ugy(slz)-representation theory, it is known that e; f; {hi )+ v)\ =

0. If (4,1) # 1, then j # i and by (2.2), we have
e f<h“A = f oA ejl vy =0.

Hence if fi<hi’)‘>+1v)\ # 0, it is a maximal vector and would generate a highest weight
submodule of V' (\) with highest weight A — ({(h;, A\) + 1)a; < A. Since V() is irreducible,
this is a contradiction.

(b) For each (i, k) € I*°, we will show that ej; fi vy = 0 for all (j,1) € I*°.
If j # 4, as in (2.2), we have

(4.1) eji fikvx = fikejivn =0 forall I > 0.

So we will concentrate on the case when j = i. In this case, Lemma 2.1 yields

(42) E ngm_S)Tin €is fim Kl_n = E q i )Tin fim €is Kzn
m-+n=~k m4n=
n+s=l n+s= l

As in Lemma 2.1, let L (resp. R) denote the left-hand side (resp. right-hand side) of
the above equation. We will prove our claim in 3 steps. Note that, since (h;, \) = 0, we
have Kiil Uy = V).
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Step 1: Suppose k = [. In this case, we have m = s and

k
R(vy) = E Tin fik—n€ik—n Ux = Tik Ux-
n=0
On the other hand,
k k-1
L(vy) = E Tin €ik—n fik—n U = E Tin €ik—n fik—n U + Tik Ux-

It follows that

k—1
Z Tin €i,k—n fi,k—n vy = 0.
n=0

Hence by induction on k, we obtain

(4.3) e finvy =0 forall & > 0.

Step 2: Suppose k < [. In this case, we have

k
R(vy) = Z q(_i)n(k_l)nn fik—n€il—nvx =0

n=0
because | —n > 0 for all n = 0,1, ..., k, which implies
. k—l
L(U)\) = Z ng - )Tin €il—n fi,k—n vy =0.
n=0

If k=1, we have [ > 1 and
11
0=Tioeirfiavx+qg Tiieii- fiovx = Tioeifi1ox.

Hence e;; fiivy = 0 for [ > 1. Note that (4.3) gives e;1 fi1vx = 0. Therefore, we get
ei1 fiivn = 0 for all [ > 1, which implies f;; vy = 0, for otherwise, it would generate a
highest weight submodule with highest weight A — a; < A.

Assume that

(4.4) fizva=0,..., fix—1vr = 0.
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Then we have
k

n(k—1)
0=L(vy) =Y iy Tin €il-n fik—nUx
n=0
k—I 2(k—1)
=Ti0 €l fik O+ 4y Tia i1 fik-1oa +qpy Tizein-2 fik—2va

k—1)(k—I k(k—l
+o qgi) X )Ti,k—l €i1—k+1 fi, 10 + q(i() )Ti,k ei 1 fi0vx

=T;,0 €1 fik Ux-
Therefore, combined with (4.3), we obtain
il firva =0 forall l > k.

Step 3: Suppose k > [. Then, since k — [ < k, by the induction hypothesis (4.4), the
relation (4.2) implies

!
R(vy) = Z q(_i)n(k_l)n,n fik—n€il—nUx = Q(_i)l(k_l)fi,k—l vy =0.
n=0

On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis (4.4) again, we have

I
L(vy) = Z qz-gk_l)n,n €il—n fik—n Ux

n=0

k-1 1(k—1
=Tio€il fik X+ 4Gy Tia€ig-1 fig—roa 4+ q(ﬁ) )Ti,l €i,0 fik—1 VA

=Ti0¢€i fixkvn =0,
which yields e;; f; pva = 0 for all [ < k.
Therefore, combing (4.1), (Step 1) and (Step 2), we obtain
eji firvr =0 forall (j,1) € I,

Hence by induction on k, we conclude f; ;, vy = 0 for all k& > 0, which proves our claim. [

Example 4.3. In this example, we briefly describe the structure of the irreducible highest
weight module V/(A) over the quantum string algebra U, for i € I'™. If (h;, A) =0, V()
is the 1-dimensional trivial representation.

If (h;, A) > 0, then V()) is isomorphic to the Verma module M () and B(\) := {bv, |
b € B} is a basis of V()), where B is the basis of U @) given in Example 2.3 and Example
2.4.
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Proposition 4.4. Let A € P* be a dominant integral weight and let V/(\) = U,(g)va
be the irreducible highest weight U,(g)-module with highest weight A and highest weight
vector vy. For i € I'™ and p € wt(V (\)), the following statements hold.

(a) (hi,p) = 0.

(b) If (hs, u) = 0, then V/(A),—jo, =0 for all I > 0.
(C) If <hl7:u> = 07 then fll(v()\)u) =0.
(d) If (hs, ) < —lag;, then ey (V (X)) = 0.

Proof. (a) Since € wt(V(X)), p = A — g for some g € Q4. Write 8 = l1a;, +-- -+ v,
Then since a;; < 0 for all j € I, we have

(hiy ) = (hi, \) — (hi, B) = (hiy A) — (haizy + - +1ra,) > 0.

(b) If <h2, ,u> = 0, then (hi, )\> =0and Qi 4y, = 0 for all k = 1, ey T Let u = filJl s fir,lr-
be a monomial such that wvy € V(X),. Since a;;, = 0 for all k = 1,... 7, by the defin-
ing relation of quantum Borcherds-Bozec algebras, fi fi, i, = fi.i. fu- Hence fyuvy =
u fiy vax = 0 by Proposition 4.2 (b).

(c) Our statement follows immediately from (b).
(d) Suppose e;;(V(A), # 0. Then p + la; € wt(V(XN)) and by (a)
0 < (hj,p+lag) = (hiy ) + lag; <0,

which implies (h;, p + loy;) = 0. Then by (b), p = (1 + lay) — lag would not be a weight
of V/(A), which is a contradiction. Hence e; (V' (\), = 0. O

Remark 4.5. There is a sign error in [7, Proposition 2.2 (b)].

5. THE CATEGORY Oyt

We introduce the notion of integrable representations.

Definition 5.1. The category Oipn consists of Uy(g)-modules M such that

(i) M has a weight space decomposition M = ,,cp M, with dimg,) M, < oo for
all p € P.
(ii) there exist finitely many weights A1,..., A € P such that

wt(M) C U()‘j —Q4),
j=1

(iii) if ¢ € I'®, f; is locally nilpotent on M,
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(iv) ifi € I%m, we have (h;, u) > 0 for all p € wt(M),
(v) if i € I'™ and (h;, n) = 0, then f; (M) = 0 for all | € Z,,
(vi) if i € I'"™ and (hs, p) < —lay;, then e (M) =0 for all | € Z-o.

Remark 5.2.

(a) By (ii), ey ((i,1) € I*°) are locally nilpotent.

(b) If i € '™, f; are not necessarily locally nilpotent.

(¢) The irreducible highest weight U,(g)-module V(\) with A € PT belongs to the
category Oipt.

(d) A submodule or a quotient module of a U,(g)-module in the category Ojn is again
an object of Ojyt.

(e) A finite number of direct sums or a finite number of tensor products of U,(g)-
modules in the category Oj, is again an object of Ojyt.

Now we would like to give a character formula for V(\) with A € P*. For this purpose,
we need some preparation [3]

For a dominant integral weight A € PT, let F\ be the set of elements of the form
§ = p_1lka;, (r>0) such that
(i) ip € '™ I € Zwg for all 1 < k <7,
(i) (v,,,) =0forall 1 <p,q <,
(ili) (o, A) =0foralll <k <r.
When r = 0, we understand s = 0.

For s =) spa, € Fy, we define

dz(s) - {#{k’ | i = Z} if ¢ ¢ Iiso’

D ip—i Sk if i € I'°,

(5.1) e(s) = [[ 0% ] ¢(di(s))
iiliso iEIiSO
— (_1)#(Supp(8)ﬂf\1iso) H o(di(s)),
ieliso
where ¢(n) are given by [[re, (1 — ¢*) = > >0 (n)q".
Define
(5.2) Sy= > e(s)e.
seFy

If F\ = {0}, we understand Sy = 1.
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Example 5.3.
Let i € I'™ and consider the quantum string algebra Ug-
(a) If (h;, A) > 0, then F)\ = {0} and S) = 1.
(b) if i € I'** and (h;, \) = 0, then A = 0, Fy = {la; | I > 0} and d;(loy;) = I. Hence

So = ellag)e =3 " g1y eti = J](1 —e7h).
120 1>0 k=1

(c) If i € I'™\ I'*° and (h;, \) =0, then A\ =0, Fy = {la; | I > 0} and
if [ = 1 if [ =
1 ifli>1, -1 ifl>1,
which implies
1 1 —=2e

Sy=1— —ay —2a; ) =1 — e — )
0 (™ +e +) ¢ 1—e 1—e

Choose a linear functional p on b such that (h;,p) =1 for all i € I. For each w € W, we
denote by I(w) the length of w and set e(w) = (—1)(*). The following proposition gives a
character formula for V/(\).

Proposition 5.4. [3] Let V = U,(g) vy be a highest weight U,(g)-module with highest
weight A € PT. If V satisfies the conditions in Proposition 4.2, then the character of V is
given by the following formula:

P wew (w)e "N w(S))
Ha6A+(1 - e—a)dimga
ZwEW ZSGFA e(w)e(s)ew(k-l-p—s)—p

HaEA+ (1 _ e—a)dim o

In particular, the character of V() is given by this formula.

chV =

(5.3)

Proof. The proof given in [3, Theorem 6.1] depends only on the conditions in Proposition
4.2, not on the irreducibility of V. Hence their argument works for any highest weight
U,(g)-module with highest weight A € PT satisfying the conditions in Proposition 4.2. O

Remark 5.5. Here, g, (o € Ay) denotes the root space of the Borcherds-Bozec algebra
g associated with the same Borcherds-Cartan datum as Ug(g).
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Corollary 5.6. Let V = U,(g)vy be a highest weight module with highest weight A € PT.
If V satisfies the conditions in Proposition 4.2, then V = V().

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.4. O

Corollary 5.7.

(a) Let V= U,y(g)vy be a highest weight module with highest weight A € P. If V' is
an object in the category Oiy, then A € PT and V = V()).

(b) Every simple object in the category Oy is isomorphic to some V(\) with A € P+,
Proof. (a) Suppose that V is an object in Ojp. If i € I™, f; is locally nilpotent on V' and
by the standard Uy(sl2)-theory, we have (h;, A) > 0, fi<hi’/\>+1v>\ =0.

If i € I'™ by the condition (iv) in Definition 5.1, we have (h;, ) > 0 and (h;, \) = 0
implies f;; vy = 0 for all (i,1) € I*°.
Hence A\ € Pt and V satisfies the conditions in Proposition 4.2, which proves our claim.

(b) Let V' be an irreducible U,(g)-module in the category Oin¢. Then V must be a
highest weight module because by Definition 5.1, there is at least one maximal vector in
V and any maximal vector would generate a highest weight submodule. By (a), V = V()
for some \ € P+, O

We will now prove that every U,(g)-module in the category Ojy is completely reducible
following the outline given in [5] and [6].

Define an anti-involution ¢ : Uy(g) — U,(g) by

ei — fi, far— e, ¢ q " forall (i,1) e I, he PY.
Let M = @MEP M,, be a Uy(g)-module in the category Oin¢ and set
M* =D M;;, where M = Homqy(M,, Q(q)).
neP
We define a U,(g)-module structure on M* by
(z1p,m) == (i, p(z)m) for x € Uy(g), » € M*, m € M.

Lemma 5.8. Let M = @MEP
(a) There is a canonical isomorphism (M*)* = M as U,(g)-modules.

(8 %ﬁ‘) :j\fé‘tfﬁfu ned

(d)

M,, be a Uy(g)-module in the category Oiys.

M* is an object of Ojpt.
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Proof. (a) They are canonically isomorphic as vector spaces. Hence it suffices to verify
that the canonical linear map commutes with the U,(g)-module action, which is straight-
forward.

(b) is clear and (c) follows from (b).

(d) Clearly, M* satisfies the conditions (i) - (iv) in Definition 5.1. Thus we will check
the conditions (v) and (vi).

Let i € I'™, (h;,pu) = 0 and ¢ € M. Since wt(fu(M)) = p — lai, we have only to
check the condition (v) for the vectors m € M,_jq,. Since (h;, u — la;) = —lay;, by the
definition of U,(g)-module action on M* and the condition (vi) in Definition 5.1 for M,
we have (f;j; 1, m) = (¢, e;;m) = 0, which verifies the condition (v) for M*.

Similarly, suppose i € I'™, (h;, u) < —la;; and let ¥ € M. Since wt(ey ) = p + lag,
we take a non-zero vector m € Mo, Then we must have (h;,  + lag) > 0. On the
other hand, (h;, pu+la;) = (h;, p) + la;; < 0, which implies (h;, u+ la;) = 0. Hence by the

condition (v) in Definition 5.1 for M, we have
<eil ¢7m> = <1)[)7 fil m> =0 foralll> 07
as desired. 0

Let us proceed to prove the complete reducibility of U,(g)-modules in the category Ojns.
Let M be a Uy(g)-module in the category Oiy and let vy be a maximal vector of weight A
in M. Then the submodule V generated by v, is isomorphic to V(\) and A € P*. Take
a linear functional 1y € M} such that (yx,vy) =1, (¢, M,) = 0 for all 4 # A. Then it
is easy to verify that v, is a maximal vector of weight A in M*. Hence the submodule
W = Uy(g) ¥n of M* is isomorphic to V().

The following Lemma is a critical ingredient in proving our main result.

Lemma 5.9. Let M be a U,(g)-module in the category Oiy and let V' be the submodule
of M generated by a maximal vector vy of weight A\. Then we have

M=Va&M/V.
Proof. Consider the short exact sequence
(5.4) 0— V< M— M/V—0.
We need to prove the sequence (5.4) splits.

Let W = U,(g) ¥» be the submodule of M* described above. Take the dual of the
inclusion W < M* to get a homomorphism M** — W*. Let n : M —+ M** — W* be
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the composition of homomorphisms to obtain
nov:V e M =5 M* — W™

Note that the image of the maximal vector of V is non-zero under the homomorphism
not. Since W* =W =2 V(X\) 2V, by Schur’s Lemma, 7 o ¢ is an isomorphism. Hence we
get a homomorphism

(nou)~ton: M = M*™ — W* — V.
Clearly, the composition of the homomorphisms
ou)—1
Vs m - w Ty

is the identity and hence the exact sequence (5.4) splits. O

Now we prove that the category Oj,¢ is semi-simple.

Theorem 5.10. Every U,(g)-module in the category Oy is completely reducible.

Proof. Let M be a Uy(g)-module in the category Oin;. We will prove our claim in two
steps.

Step 1: If M = U,(g)V for some finite-dimensional U=%submodule V, then M is
completely reducible.

We will use induction on the dimension of V. If V = 0, our claim is trivial. If V # 0,
there a maximal vector v in V with a dominant integral weight X € P*. Then the
submodule W generared by v is isomorphic to V(A) and by Lemma 5.9, we have M =
WeM/W. Since M /W = Uy(g)(V /VNW) and dimqq)(V/VNW) < dimgy V, M /W
is completely reducible.

Step 2: For every v € M, set V(v) := U=" v, which is a finite-dimensional U=’-module
due to the condition (ii) in Definition 5.1. By Step 1, Uy(g) v = Uy(g) V' (v) is completely
reducible. Hence M =" _,, Uq(g) v is a sum of irreducible Uy (g)-submodules. Now by a
general argument on semi-simplicity [4, Proposition 3.12], a sum of irreducible submodules
is a direct sum. Hence we conclude M is completely reducible. O

As an immediate consequence, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.11. Let M be a U,(g)-module in the category Ojn; and let Uiy be the
quantum string subalgebra corresponding to i € I.

(a) If i € I'®, M is isomorphic to a direct sum of finite-dimensional irreducible Ug(sl2)-
modules.
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(b) If i € I'™, M is isomorphic to a direct sum of 1-dimensional trivial modules and
infinite-dimensional irreducible highest weight modules over Uj;).

Proof. For each ¢ € I, using the same argument in this section, one can verify that M
is completely reducible as a Ug;)-module. Our assertions follow from the observation in
Example 4.3. O
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