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THE BGG CATEGORY FOR GENERALISED REDUCTIVE LIE ALGEBRAS
YE REN

ABSTRACT. A Lie algebra is said to be generalised reductive if it is a direct sum of a semisimple
Lie algebra and a commutative radical. In this paper we extend the BGG category O over complex
semisimple Lie algebras to the category O’ over complex generalised reductive Lie algebras. Then
we make a preliminary research on the highest weight modules and the projective modules in this
new category O’, and generalize some conclusions in the classical case. As a critical difference from

the complex semisimple Lie algebra case, we prove that there is no projective module in O’.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the Lie theory, BGG category O is a very important topic. It was first proposed by Joseph
Bernstein, Israel Gelfand, Sergei Gelfand. (cf. [I]). Nowadays, BGG category O has been applied
in geometry, categorization, Kac-Moody algebra, quantum groups, physical mathematics and other
aspects. In this paper, we say that a Lie algebra is generalised reductive if it is a direct sum of
a semisimple Lie algebra and a commutative radical. The definition of generalized reductive Lie
algebra is influenced by the definition of semi-reductive Lie algebra in [4] and [5]. To research
the BGG category O over generalised reductive Lie algebras, we establish a new category @’. In
category ', we give the definition of Verma modules, irreducible modules, highest weight modules
and projective modules. Beside that, we research the irreducibility of modules in O’, and generalize
the BGG strongly linked theorem in '. We also consider the relationship of standard filtration
and BGG reciprocity between the BGG category and the category O'. Particularly, we prove that

there is no projective module in O'.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We first give some notations. Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra over complex field C. And

g = go &P J where g is a semisimple Lie algebra and J is the radical of g, moreover [J, J] = 0. We
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say g is a generalised reductive Lie algebra. It is easy to see that if J is the center of g, then g is a
reductive Lie algebra. Let gg = ng @ ho @ ng be the Cartan decomposition of gg. Let by = ho @ np,
b=bpPJ,n=n9 J. It is easy to see that b is a maximal solvable subalgebra of g.

Denote ® to be the root system of gg, and let ®* be the positive root system, ®~is the negative
root system. We choose a simple root system A = {aq,...,aq} C ®. Weyl group W is generated

by all the reflections according to ®. The elements in W are denoted as s,(a € ®). Denote

p=3 2 o
acdt
According to the Cartan decomposition of go = ho & P go,, We can choose a set of generators
acd

of go according to simple root system, denote as e; € go,,, fi € 90_q,» € fi] = hi € bo(i =1,...,1).
Denote U(g) as the universal algebra of g. And U(g)o is the universal algebra of gy.

Recall that a BGG category O is a subcategory of ModU (gy) whose objects satisfy following
conditions (cf. [3]):

(O1) M is a finitely generated U(go)-module.

(02) M is hg-semisimple, that is, M is a weight module: M = 62 My, M,={veM|h-v=
nebg
p(h)v,Yh € o}, M, is a weight space.

(O3) M is locally ng-finite: for each v € M, the subspace U(n) - v of M is finite dimensional.
(O4) All weight spaces of M are finite dimensional.
Definition 2.1. Category O’ is a subcategory of ModU (g) whose objects satisfy following condi-
tions:

(O'1) M is a finitely generated U(g)-module.

(O'2) M is ho-semisimple, that is, M is a weight module: M = EBh My, M,={veM|h-v=
nebg
p(h)v,Vh € bo}, M, is a weight space.

(O’3) M is locally n-finite: for each v € M, the subspace U(n) - v of M is finite dimensional.
(

O'4) All weight spaces of M are finite dimensional.
Proposition 2.2. Suppose M € O, then M is a finitely generated U(go)-module.

Proof. Suppose U(g)-module M has a set of generators vy,...,v,. Denote V as a U(n)-module
generated by vq,...,v,. Then V is finite dimensional. We can choose w1, .., w,, as a basis of V. It

is obviously that M is generated by wy, .., wy, as U(go)-module. O
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Corollary 2.3. Suppose M is an object of O' as U(g)-module, then M is an object of BGG category
O as U(go)-module.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose M is an object of O, then M is an artinian module.

Proof. Suppose M is not an artinian module , then there is an infinite U(g)-module chain
W C M, CM,1C..C My= M.

It is also an infinite U(gg)-module chain, but M is an artinian module in the BGG category O,

contradictory. O
Proposition 2.5. O’ is a noetherian category.

Proof. Similar to the proof above. O

3. VERMA MODULES IN CATEGORY ('

We can view J as a go-module with adjoint action. Since gg is a semisimple Lie algebra, then J

can be decomposed into a direct sum of a finite number of irreducible submodules
J=LA)® L) D ... B L(\,).

we denote J; to be the direct sum of irreducible submodules of J with \; =0 (i € {1,2...,n}), and
denote Jy to be the direct sum of irreducible submodules of J with A\; # 0 (j € {1,2...,n}), then
J=J®Jo.

To define Verma module in category ', we first consider one-dimensional U (b)-module Cwxg)s
A€EbG, g€ T h-wpg = AMh)wg) for any h € ho. u-w g = g(u)w(yg) for any u € J. The

action of ng on wyy 4 is follows by the proposition below.

Proposition 3.1. For any x € ng, x - w(y 4 = 0.

:9)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume z € ng and [h,x] = «a(h)z for any h € b,

a € OF. If z-w gy = cwy ), ¢ € C, then h-x-w( ) = cA(h)wir gy = [, @] -wing) +2-h-wy gy =

g
(ca(h) + cA(h))w(yg)- So ca(h) = 0 for any h € ho. There is a hg € ho such that a(hg) # 0. Thus

¢ must be zero. Finally we conclude x - w(y 4y = 0 for any = € no. g
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To make one-dimensional space Cw(y ¢y to be a U(b)-module, there is no restriction to A € by,

but there are some restricted conditions about g € J*.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose x € ng, h € b, ur,u2,u € J, then
(1)g([h, u]) = 0.
(2)g([z,u]) = 0.
(3)9([u1, ua]) = 0.

Proof. (1)h-u-w(y g = Ah)g(u)w(sg), [h,u] - wixg) +u-h-we gy = g([h, u))win g) + A(h)g(w)win g)-
Then we deduce that g([h,u]) = 0.

(2)x-u-w(y g = 0. Since [z,u] € J, [z,u] - w(rg) +u- T w g = g([z,u])werg). We deduce that
9([e,u]) = 0.

(Bur - ug - wing = glur)g(ug)wn gy, [ur,uz] - weg + ur - u2 - wog = g(lur, u2))wpn gy +

g(u1)g(uz)w(y 4. Then we deduce that g([u1,uz]) = 0. O
Proposition 3.3. Suppose u € Jy, then g(u) = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume Jo = L(\), A\ # 0. We divided L()\) as a
direct sum of wight spaces, L(A\) = @ L()\),. If u € L()\),, and p # 0, then there is a h € b
makes p(h) # 0 and g([h,u]) = u(h)glzu) = 0, it follows that g(u)=0. If = 0, then u € L(\)o.
Suppose ug is a lowest weight vector of L(\), that is, [ng,ug] = 0. Then u can be written as
[ > kep,omeltes?.ef' uo), €1,y € 0,71, € LT Ky € C. Actually, [ef'e5?...€)", ug]
Tyl

can be written as [e,u] for some e € ny and for some v’ € L(\),, u # 0. Since g([e,u']) = 0, we

get that g(u) = 0. It follows that for any u € Ja, g(u) = 0. O
Proposition 3.4. Suppose u € Jy, x € go, then [z,u] = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume J; = L(0), dimL(0)=1. It is a 1 dimensional
go-module with adjoint action. If x € by, [z,u] =z -u=0. If x € ng &0y, h -z = a(h)z for any
h € by, a € ®. Since dim L(0)=1, z-u = cu,c € C. Then h-z-u=0= [h,z]-u+z-h-u= ca(h).
Thus for any h € o, ca(h) = 0. We can find a hy € by such that a(hg) # 0. It follows that ¢ = 0.
Thus [J1, go] = 0. O

We define a set G = {g € J* | g(J2) = 0}.
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Proposition 3.5. An one-dimensional U(b)-module Crg) ts determined by a pair of functions
A € by and g € G. Conversely, suppose an one-dimensional U(b)-module C(y 4 is determined by a

pair of functions A € b and g € J*, then g € G.

Proof. The second assertion is already proved, we now prove the first assertion. We already know
[J,J] = 0,[bg, J1] =0, [bg, J2] C Ja,g € G. Suppose z,y € b, x = a1+bi+c1+d1,y = az+ba+ca+da,
ay,az € ho, b1, by € by, c1,¢z € Jy, di,dy € Jo, Ob
T-Y - Whrg) —Y T Wy = (a1 +b1+c1+di) - (ag+ba + c2 +da) S W(Ng)
—(ag + b2 +ca+da)- (a1 + b1+ 1 +d1) - wpy
= (Ma1) +g(e1))(Maz) + glea))win g
—(Alaz) + g(c2))(A(a1) + gle1))wng)
= 0.
[2,y] - wing) = a1 + b1+ c1 +di,ag + b + e + da] - wiy g) = [e1, c2] - w(n g) = 0.

So Ty wig — YT Whg) = [T,Y] - Wy Then Cwy 4 becomes a U(b)-module. O

Definition 3.6. We define Verma module in category O'£°

M(X, 9) = U(8) @u() Cag)-

w(y,g) 18 a nonzero element of one-dimensional U(b)-module C(y g4, and it satisfies: h - w(y g =

A(h)w(y,q) for any h € ho. For any u € J, u-w(y g = g(u)werg)- A € b, g € G.

4. THE PROPERTIES OF CATEGORY O’

Definition 4.1. Suppose M € O', vt € M and ng - v™ = 0. For any h € ho, h-vt = A(h)vT,
A€ bf. Forany u € J, u-vt = g(u)vt, g € G. We say v is a maximal vector of M with highest
weight (), g). If M is generated by v", we say M is a highest weight module.

Remark 4.2. The weights, weight modules and weight spaces mentioned in this paper are in the
sense of semisimple Lie algebra. It is because they are based on the semisimple action of hy. The
highest weights and highest weight modules mentioned in this paper are in the sense of generalised
reductive Lie algebra, they are also highest weights and highest weight modules in the sense of

semisimple Lie algebra.



6 YE REN

Proposition 4.3. Suppose M € O', and suppose there is a mazimal vector in M with wight (X, g).
There is a U(g)-module homomorphism from M (X, g) to M.

Proof. Suppose w(y 4) is the maximal vector of M with weight (), g). According to the definition
of Verma module, we can find a maximal vector w of M(},g), and the elements of M (), g) can be

expressed uniquely as u - w, u € U(ny ). We define a linear map
®: M\ g) — M.

P(uw) = u-wp g, u € Ung ). We need to show @ is a U(g)-module homomorphism. That is
to proof for any x € U(g), ®(zu - w) = z®(u - w). According to PBW basis theorem, we write
TU = Zaibiciui, a; € U(ng), b; € U(f)o), c; € U(uo), U; € U(J) biciu; - w = éw, e (C,

)

O (zu-w) = @(Z Ca;w) = Zfaiu “W(ng)-

r®(u-w) = U W0 g) = Zfaiu “Wikg)-

Hence ®(zu - w) = 2@ (u - w). O

Proposition 4.4. Suppose M € O', then the submodules of M are weight modules , that is bo-

semisimple.

Proof. Refer to the proof of theorem 10.9 in [2]. We know that M = & M,,, i belongs to an
Hi€hg
index set I. Suppose N is a submodule of M, v € N, v = % v, v, € M,,, there are only a
Hi€DG
finite number of sums that are not zero. We only need to prove every v,, € N.

[Th = wi(m))o = TT(h = sy (h))vu, = T ((i(h) = p3(R))vps b € o
i j#i Ji
We can find a h € b such that p;(h) # p;(h) for any j # i. For this h € h we can get
[LGin) = s (m))vy; € N.
J#i

Hence v,, € N, and N = @ (M, (N). O
Hi€hg

Proposition 4.5. M(\, g) has a unique mazimal submodule.
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Proof. Each proper submodule of M (), g) is a weight module. It cannot have \ as a wight, since
the one-dimensional space M (), ) generates M (), g), and the sum of all proper submodule is still
proper. Thus M (), g) has a unique maximal submodule.

0

Definition 4.6. Suppose N is the maximal submodule of Verma module M (), g), We define L(\, g)
as M(X\, g)/N.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose M is an irreducible module in O, then M is isomorphic to some L(\, g),

Aebi,ged.

Proof. Choose a nonzero vector v of M. Then vt generates a finite dimensional U(n)-module V.
Since n is solvable, we can find a 1 dimensional submodule of V, choose a nonzero vector w, 4
(A € b5, g € G) of this submodule, h.w(y gy = A(h)w(yg) for any h € b, u.w(y g = g(u)w(yg) for
any u € J. x.w(y g = 0 for any z € ng. Since M is irreducible, dim V=1 and M is generated by
w(y,g)- There is a surjective homomorphism from M (A, g) to M, so M is isomorphic to L(A, g).

O

Proposition 4.8. Suppose M is an object in O', then M has a finite filtration with nonzero

quotients each of which is a highest weight module.

Proof. We may assume M is generated by vy, ..., v,. Let V be a U(n)-module generated by vy, ..., vy,.
Since M is locally n-finite, the dimension of V is finite. We use induction on dimV. If dimV =1,
it is clear that M itself is a highest weight module. Since n is solvable, we can find a 1 dimensional
submodule of V, choose a nonzero vector v+ of this submodule, it is obvious that v™ is a maximal
vector. It generates a U(g)-submodule My, M/M; is still in the category O’ and generated by
V/Cv™. Since dimV/Cv™ < dimV, by induction M/M; has a finite filtration with nonzero quotients
each of which is a highest weight module. The preimages of submodules of M /M; in the filtration
with M; form a desired filtration of M.

O

Proposition 4.9. For any v € M(X\,g), A € bi,9 € G, and for any u € J, u-v = g(u)v.

Proof. Suppose w is a maximal vector of M (), g) with highest weight (), g), then every element

of M(X,g) can be written as v = z - w for some z € U(ny). If u € Ji, since v commutes with
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r,u-r-ow =[] -wt+z-u-w = gux- -w Ifwu € Jy since [Jo,g0] C Jo, g € G then

u-z-w=[u,z]-w+x-u-w=0. Thus for any u € J and any v € M (A, g), u-v = g(u)v. O
From the proposition above, we can see that M (), g) € O is by € J-semisimple.
Corollary 4.10. Suppose gy # g1, dimHomeo: (M (i, g0), M (X, g1)) = 0.
Corollary 4.11. Suppose M(u,q') is a submodule of M (), g), then ¢’ = g.
Proposition 4.12. Suppose M € O, then the action of Jo on M is nilpotent.
Proof. Since M is an object of (0, there is a finite filtration of M
O=MycCc M, C..CM,=DM.

M;/M;_1=L(X\;, 9i),\i € b5,9; € G(i =1,2,...,n). The action of J on L();,g;) is zero. Then J,

acts n times on M to be zero. O

Proposition 4.13. Suppose M € O, and M equals M ()\) as a U(go)-module, then the action of

Jo is zero. It follows that U(g)-module M = M(X,g) for some g € G.

Proof. Let M decomposes to M = & M, according to hy. Choose (0 #) vy € M. dimM,, # 0
rebg

if and only if (A — p) € ZT®. Jo decomposes to Jo = @ J, with the adjoint action of by, choose

vehg
(0 #)u € J,. then u-vy € My, If v ¢ Z7®, then u - vy = 0. Denote A = {y € b§ | v # 0, the

action of J, on vy is not zero}, obviously A C Z~®. We can define partial order on set A (o < 3
if and only if (8 —a) € Z*T®). A is a finite set, if set A is not empty, we can choose a minimal
element 7, let (0 #) u € J;. Since u - vy # 0, there is a € U(ny ) (z ¢ C) such that u-vy = z - vy.
[u,z] oy =0=wu-z-vy—2-u-vy,SOUuU- T V)N =2 T- V), then the action of u is not nilpotent,
a contradiction. So A is empty. Thus the action of J, (y # 0) is zero. Let (0 #) u € Jp, there is
aecng v €J; (1#0)such that [e,u/] = u, sou-vy =[e,u/] vy =e-v - -vy—u-e-vy=0.
Finitely we get the result that the action of Jy on vy is zero. Since Js is an ideal of g, so the action

of Jy on M(\) is zero. O

Proposition 4.14. (1)Suppose U(g)-module M is an object in O, and M is irreducible as U(gp)-
module, then M is irreducible as U(g)-module.

(2)Suppose U(g)-module N is a mazimal submodule of M(X,g) as U(go)-module, then N is a
mazimal submodule of M (X, g) as U(g)-module.
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Proof. (1)Suppose 0 & N & M as U(g)-modules, then 0 & N & M as U(go)-modules, this
contradicts with the fact that M is an irreducible U(gg)-module.

(2)Suppose N G N' G M as U(g)-modules, thenN & N' G M as U(go)-modules, this contradicts
with the fact that N is a maximal U(gg)-submodule of M (), g). O

Proposition 4.15. (1)Suppose N is a maximal submodule of M (X, g) as U(g)-module, then N is
a mazximal submodule of M(\) as U(go)-module.
(2)Suppose M is an irreducible U(g)-module in category O', then M is also an irreducible U(gp)-

module.

Proof. (1)Suppose N & N' & M as U(go)-modules. Let N’ be the set of generators, we get a
U(g)-module N”. Since for any v € J and v € N’, u-v = g(u)v. So N'=N". Then NG N' &G M
as U(g)-modules, this contradicts with the fact that N is a maximal U(g)-submodule of M (A, g).
(2)Since M is an irreducible U(g)-module, we can find a maximal U(g)-submodule N of some
M(A, g) such that M is U(g)-module isomorphic to M (), g)/N, N is also a maximal U(gg) sub-
module of M (), g), so M is U(gg)-module isomorphic to M (A, g)/N. And M is an irreducible
U(go)-module.
U

Proposition 4.16. Let M (), g) be a Verma module in O" with mazimal vector W(yg)- Suppose (A +
p)(h;) € ZT\{0}, then fi(’\ﬂ’)(hi)w(A,Q) generates a proper submodule of M(\,g). This submodule
is isomorphic to M(u,g) where g+ p = sq,(A + p).

Proof. Suppose n = (A + p)(hi), ufi'wpng = > (;‘)(—1)jff_jg((adfi)ju)w()\7g). If w € Jp, then

(adf;)’u =0, j = 1,2,....,n. If u € Jo, then (adf;)’u € Jy and g((adf;)’u) =0, j = 1,2,...,n. So
uff'wiy gy = g(u) fllwg)- It is easy to check that for any = € ng, zf{'w(y 4) = 0. O

In BGG category, there is a theorem(cf. [3]): Let A, i € b
(a)If p is strongly linked to A, then U(gg)-module M (p) < M (A); In particular, [M(X) : L(u)] #

(b)If [M(X) : L(p)] # 0, then p is strongly linked to A. (M (\) possesses a filtration with simple
quotients isomorphic to various L(u), [M(\) : L(p)] is the multiplicity of L(u).)

In category (', there is a similar theorem:
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Theorem 4.17. Let \,pn € bj,g € G
(a)If v is strongly linked to A, then U(g)-module M(u,g) < M(X,g); In particular, [M(X,g) :

L(p, g)] # 0.
(b)If [M (N, g) : L(u,g)] # 0, then p is strongly linked to A.

Proof. (a)If p is strongly linked to A, then there is a U(go)-module homomorphism ¢ : M (u, g) —
M\, g). Let @ € M(p,g), u € J. Then ¢(u-x) = ¢p(g(u)x) = g(u)p(z) = u- ¢(x). So ¢ can be
extended to be a U(g)-module homomorphism.
(b)[M (X, g) : L(ps, g)] # 0, then[M (X, g) : L(u, g)] # 0 as U(gp)-modules, so p is strongly linked
to A.
U

5. PROJECTIVE MODULES IN CATEGORY ('

Definition 5.1. Let P € O, for any U(g)-module homomorphism ¢ : P — N, N € O, and
for any U(g)-module epimorphism 7 : M — N, M € ', there is a U(g)-module homomorphism
1 : P — M, such that m o1 = ¢, then P is a projective module in category O’.

Remark 5.2. Let M € O/, if M is a projective U(go)-module in BGG category @', then M may

not be a projective U(g)-module. Indeed, There is no projective module in category O'.

Example 5.3. We first give a example that is projective as U(go)-module but not projective as
U(g)-module. Let go = sl,,(C), g = gl,(C) = go ® Cz. If X is dominant, g(z) = 3, then M(\,g)
is a projective U(gg)-module in BGG category(cf.[3] 3.8). We will show M (), g) is not projective
U(g)-module in category O'.

Suppose w is a maximal vector of M (), g) with weight (A, g). Denote U(gg)-module Ly = Ly
L()), let v; be a maximal vector of L with weight A, and ve is a maximal vector of Lo with
weight A. Let z - vy = 3v; + v9 and z - vy = 3vg, then Ly & Lo becomes a U(g)-module. Let ¢ be
a U(g)-module homomorphism from M (A, g) to L(A,g), ¢ can also be viewed as a U(gp)-module
homomorphism. Let v = ¢(w) be a maximal vector of L()\, g) with weight (X, g).

Suppose 7 is a U(gg)-module epimorphism: kjvy + kovy — k1v™, ki, ke € C. @(w) is a weight

vector of L1 Loy with weight X. Since M (A, g) is a projective U (gp)-module, there is a U(gp)-module
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commutative diagram:
M(A, g)
S
L ® Ly —— L(\,g) — 0.
Since 7(z - v1) = 7(3vy +v2) = 3vT =z 7w(v1), (2 - v2) = T(3v) = 0 = 2z - w(v2), and z commutes
with go, then 7 is also a U(g)-module homomorphism. We will show that the diagram above is
not a U(g)-module commutative diagram. If it is a U(g)-module commutative diagram, assume
m(v1 + fave) =0T, fo € U(ng ), and ¢(w) = (v1 + fave). But the map @ can not be a U(g)-module

homomorphism. It is because
Z - @(w) =z (?}1 + f2’U2) = 3v1 + vo + 3fous.
o(z - w) = 3¢(w) = 3v1 + 3favs.

z-p(w) # ¢z - w).

Thus M(A, g) is not a projective U(g)-module.

Proposition 5.4. There is no projective module in category O'. In other words, the projective

modules in U(g)-module category are not in category O'.

Proof. Let J be a gg-module with adjoint action, then J can be decomposed to J = L(A\1) @ L(A2)®
. ® L(\y,). Since L(A;) is finite dimensional, we can find a u € L(\;) satisfies h - u = a(h)u for
any h € ho and ny - u = [ng,u] =0.

Suppose P is a projective module in category @', let N be a maximal submodule of P, and
P/N = L(~,g). Then there is a nature U(g)-module homomorphism ¢; from P to P/N = L(v,g).
Let v be a maximal vector of L(v,g), w1 € P, ¢1(wy) = v.

We now construct a special U(g)-module. Let L(v) and L(vy + «) be two irreducible U(gp)-
modules. Let v; be a maximal vector of L(vy) and ve be a maximal vector of L(y + «). We define
u-v; = g(u)vy + vy and u - v9 = g(u)vy. Each element of L(v) can be written as fijv; for some
f1 € U(ng). Since u commutes with ng, so u - fivg = g(u)fivr + five. Each element of L(y + «)
can be written as fovy for some fo € U(ny). So w- favg = g(u)fave. Thus we have defined the

action of u on L(y) @ L(v + «). Since u is a generator of L(A1), then we can define the action of
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L(A1) on L(7) @ L(vy+ «). Let the action of L(A2) @ ...® L(\,) to be a scalar according to function
g, then L() & L(y + ) becomes a U(g)-module.

Next, we define a U (g)-module epimorphism from L(y)®L(y+a) to L(7y, g). Let m1(fiv1+ fave) =
fiv, fi, f2 € U(ny). It is easy to check that 7 is a U(g)-module epimorphism.

Since P is a projective module in category O, there is a U(g)-module homomorphism ¢q satisfies

w1 0 ¢ = ¢1. Then we have a commutative diagram

=

L(y) & L(y + @) —= L(y,9) —= 0.

Since m1 0 ¢a(w1) = ¢1(wi) = v, go(wr) € 7 '(v) = v1 + L(y + @). Suppose ¢a(w1) = v + v/,
v' € L(y + «). Let wy = u-wy — g(u)wy, we show wg # 0. If u-wy = g(u)wy, then

u-o(wr) =u- (vy +0') = g(u)vy + v + glu)’

$2(u - wi) = da(g(u)wr) = g(wvr + g(u)o'

u - ¢2(w1) # P2(u - wr)

So we # 0. Next we show wi,ws are linearly independent. Suppose kiw; + ksws = 0, then
o1 (krwy + kows) = k1¢1(w1) = kiv =0, so k1 = 0. Since wy # 0, we have ky = 0.

Again, we construct a special U(g)-module. Consider U(gp)-module L(7y) @ L(y+ «) ® L(y + «).
Let vy, v2,v3 be maximal vectors of three irreducible U(gp)-module respectively. We define u - v, =
g(u)vy +ve +v3, u-vy = g(u)ve +vs and u-vs = g(u)vs. Let the action of L(A2) @& ... ® L(\y) to be
scalars according to function g. Then L(v)@® L(y+ «a) @ L(y+ a) becomes a U(g)-module similarly.
Define a U(g)-module homomorphism 79 to be a projection from L(v) @ L(v + ) & L(y + «) to
L(v) & L(y+ «).

If P is a projective module in category (O, there is a commutative diagram

P

b3
= |
L) & L(y+a) & L(y + a) —=> L(y) & L(y + @) —> L(7,9) — 0.

Let wg = u - wy — g(u)we, we can prove that ws # 0 and w;, wy,ws are linearly independent.

Proceeding above procedures, we can find linearly independent elements wy, wa, ..., w, in U(n)-wy,
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n is sufficiently large. It contradicts with the fact that P is locally n-finite. So P is not a projective
module in category O'.

0

Proposition 5.5. Let M € O, if M has a U(go)-module standard filtration, then M has a U(g)-

module standard filtration. Their length are the same.

Proof. Since M has a U(go)-module standard filtration, then M is U(ng )-free (cf. [3] 3.7). Suppose
V1, ..., vy, generate U(g)-module M, let V' be a U(n)-module generated by vy, ..., v, then V is finite
dimensional. Since n is solvable, we can find a suitable basis of V' such that the action matrix of
n is a upper triangular matrix, that is, there is a basis wy, wa, ..., wg of V' such that U(g)-modules

M;(i =1, ..., k) are generated by wj, ..., w,. And there is a U(g)-module standard filtration
0=MyC My C..CM,=M.

My = M(Xo,90), Mi/M;—1 = M(Xi,gi)(Ni € b§,9: € G,i =1,2,...,k). It is also a U(gg)-module
standard filtration. The uniqueness of the length of standard filtration shows their length are the

salme. ]

In the BGG category, P(\) is a projective cover of L(A). There is a theorem(BGG Reciprocity ) (cf.
[B]): Let A\, € b§. Denote the multiplicity with which each Verma module M (u) occurs in a
standard filtration of P(\) by (P(\) : M(w)). Then (P(X) : M(u)) = [M(p) : L(N)].

According to the properties of projective cover, P()) is generated by one element. Assume P(\)
is generated by vy, for any u € J, let u - vy = g(u)vy, g € J* (indeed, g € G), then U(gg)-module
P()) become a U(g)-module, denoted as P(), g). According to the proposition above, we know
that P(\,g) has a U(g)-module standard filtration. And there is a theorem in category O’:

Theorem 5.6. Let A\, € bj). then
(P(Ag) : M(p,9)) = [M(p, 9) : L(X, g)]-
Proof. There is a U(g)-module standard filtration of P(X, g):

0O=MyCc M, C..CM,=DM.
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M, = P(\,g), M;/M;_1=M(N\;, g;)(i=1, 2, ..., n). We first show g; = g. Since M, /M, 1 =

M (An, gn), there is a U(g)-module nature homomorphism:
¢ P()‘ug) — P()‘yg)/Mn—l = M()\nagn)'

P(ur) = & - W(x, g,)-
vy generates P(\,g), w(y, g, 18 a maximal vector of M(\n,gn), * € U(ng). For any u € J,
u - P(vy) = ¢(u-vy). On the one hand, u- @(vy) =u-z-wp, g.) = gn(U)T - W(x, g,)- On the other
hand, ¢(u-vy) = d(g(u)vn) = g(u)x-we, g,)- SO gn = g and g € G. Suppose y-vy, y € U(go) is an
element of P(},g), then for any u € J, u-y - vy = g(u)y - vy. Hence g; = g, ¢ = 1,...,n. From this

result we know that different selected generators in P(\) generate the same P(\, g). Moreover,

(P(A,9) : M(p,9)) = (P(A) : M(p)) = [M(p) : L(A)] = [M(p,9) : L(A, g)].
O

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank professors Bin Shu, Lei Lin, Jun Hu for their helpful

comments and suggestions.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Bernstein, I.M. Gelfand, and S.I. Gelfand, A category of g-modules, Functional Analysis and its Applications
10 no. 2 (1976), 877C92.

[2] R. W. Carter, Lie Algebras of Finite And Affine Type, Cambridge University Press 2005.

[3] J. E. Humphreys, Representations of semisimple Lie algebras in the BGG category O, Graduate Studies in
Mathematics 94, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2008.

[4] B. Shu, Y. Xue and Y. Yao, On enhanced reductive groups(I): Enhanced Schur algebras and the duality related
to degenerate double Hecke algebras, arXiv: 2005.13152[Math.RT].

[5] K. Ou, B. Shu and Y. Yao, Chevalley Restriction Theorems for semi-reductive algebraic groups, (preprint).



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Verma modules in category O'
	4. The properties of category O'
	5. Projective modules in category O'
	Acknowledgements

	References

