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ABSTRACT. For a split quasireductive supergroup G defined over a field, we
study structure and representation of Frobenius kernels G, of G and we give
a necessary and sufficient condition for G, to be unimodular in terms of the
root system of G. We also establish Steinberg’s tensor product theorem for G
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1. INTRODUCTION

Structure and representation of algebraic group schemes (especially, connected
and split reductive groups) over a field have been well studied (see [, [Mi] for exam-
ple) and provide applications in many areas such as combinatorics or number theory.
Over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero, the Lie algebra Lie(G) of
a connected and split reductive group (scheme) G strongly reflects many properties
of G (see [Ho]) and becomes a fundamental tool for studying representations of
G. For example, it is known that there exists a category equivalence between the
category of left G-modules and the category of locally finite left Lie(G)-T-modules,
where T denotes a split maximal torus of G. Here, we say that a Lie(G)-module M
is Lie(G)-T-module if the restricted Lie(T)-module structure on M arises from some
T-module structure on it. In particular, we can show that for a dominant weight
A, the simple left G-module L(X) of highest weight A coincides with the induced
representation ind% (k*) of the one-dimensional T-module k* of weight A, where B
denotes a fixed Borel subgroup of G. The character of L(\) is explicitly given by
Weyl’s character formula.

On the other hand, over a field k of positive characteristic, the situation is more
complicated, since the simple left G-module L(A) may be a proper submodule of
ind%(k*) in general. In [TT], Takeuchi studied the hyperalgebra hy(G) of G which
is a natural refinement of the universal enveloping algebra U(Lie(G)) of Lie(G).
Note that, hy(G) is isomorphic to U(Lie(G)) as (cocommutative) Hopf algebras if
char(k) = 0. By Hopf-algebraic method, as in the Lie algebra case, he showed
hy(G) strongly reflects many properties of G (see [T}, [T2, [T3]). There also holds
a category equivalence between the category of left G-modules and the category
of locally finite left hy(G)-T-modules (see [J, Part II, Chapter 1] for example).
Over a perfect field k of positive characteristic p, for each positive integer r, the
kernel G, of the r-th iterated Frobenius morphism Fr" : G — G, called the r-th
Frobenius kernel of G, is a fundamental and powerful tool for studying G. By
definition, we have an ascending chain G; C G2 C --- C G of normal subgroup
of G and hy(G) = lim hy(G,). Moreover, it is known that all Frobenius kernels
G, are unimodular, that is, there exists non-zero two-sided integral for G, see
Definition Using the categorical equivalence of modules mentioned above, we
can show Steinberg’s tensor product theorem ([J, Part II, Corollary 3.17]) which
states that as a left G-module, the simple left G-module L(X) decomposes into
some tensor products of Fr'-twisted simple left G-modules L(\,)l"! such as

L(A) = L(ho) @ LM @ L) @ -+ @ LA™

along the “p-adic expansion” A = Ag + pA1 + p?Aa + -+ + p™ A\, of A, where \,’s
are p-restricted weights for G (see Definition [.18). In particular, the character of
L()\) can be calculated by the product of the character of L(\,.)["). Note that, if we
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write the character of a G-module M as >, dim(M?*)e*, then the character of Fr'-
twisted G-module Ml is given by 3 \ dim(M MeP A, Therefore, the decomposition
tells us that to study a simple left G-module, it is enough to consider simple left
G-modules with p-restricted weights.

In recent years, supergeometries and superalgebras have attracted much atten-
tion. The word “super” is a synonym of “graded by the group Zs of order two”
(see Section [21]). The symmetric tensor category of vector spaces is generalized by
the category of superspaces (i.e., Zs-graded vector spaces) with the familiar ten-
sor product and supersymmetry. The classification of finite dimensional simple Lie
superalgebras over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero was done by
Kac [Ka]. Since then, many authors have studied the corresponding algebraic su-
pergroup ([Kostl, [Kosz, [P, Bol BrKj, Mall [Z1l [CCF], [Vl [FG] for example). Here, an
algebraic supergroup G is a representable functor from the category of commutative
superalgebras to the category of groups; the representing object O(G) is a finitely
generated commutative Hopf superalgebra. In this paper, as the super-analogue
of the connected and split reductive groups, we study an algebraic supergroup
G whose “even part” Ge, is a connected and split reductive group, called a split
quasireductive supergroup ([Shill [Shi2], see also [Sel [GZ]), over a field. The class
of split quasireductive supergroup has many important algebraic supergroups, for
example, the general linear supergroups GL(m|n), the queer supergroups Q(n), the
periplectic supergroups P(n), Chevalley supergroups of classical type (including
special linear supergroups $L(m|n) and ortho-symplectic supergroups $pO(m|n))
due to Fioresi and Gavarini [FGl, etc. As in the non super-situation, if the base
field is of characteristic zero, then representation theory of a split quasireductive
supergroup G is essentially the same as the Lie superalgebra Lie(G) of G.

In this paper, we are interested in modular representation theory of split quasire-
ductive supergroup, that is, the case when the characteristic of the base field k is
positive. As in the non super-situation, we can define Frobenius kernels G, of a
split quasireductive supergroup G and these are also powerful tool for studying G.
For example, using Frobenius kernels of GL(m|n), Zubkov and Marko [ZM] pro-
vided the linkage principle and described blocks of GL(m|n). In this paper, we
give a necessary and sufficient condition for G, to be unimodular in terms of the
root system of G. Thus, in contrast to the non super-situation, there exists a non
unimodular G, (see Example [4.17).

Recently, it is shown by several authors that Steinberg’s tensor product theorem
holds for GL(m|n) [Ku|, Q(n) [BrKl] and $SpO(m|n) [SW]. See also, [CSW] for
(simply connected) Chevalley supergroups of type D(2|1;(¢), G(3) and F(3|1). For
a split quasireductive supergroup G in general, it has been shown in [MSI] that
there exists a category equivalence between the category of left G-supermodules
and the category of locally finite left hy(G)-T-supermodules. Moreover, all simple
left G-supermodules have been systematically constructed in [Shil]. Therefore, it is
natural to ask whether Steinberg’s tensor product theorem holds for G, in general.
To answer this question, one encounters the following two difficulties:

(1) not all simple left G-supermodules are absolutely simple, that is, there exists
a simple left G-supermodule which is no longer simple after base change to
some field extension of k (see Definition (3);

(2) the root system of G is ill-behaved (see ExampleB.4Yd]) for example) without
suitable extra conditions on the “odd part” of G.
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Note that, in the non super-situation, (IJ) never happens.

In this paper, we prove that these difficulties (1) and (@) can be overcome by
attaching appropriate natural conditions. We first show that if the root system
A of G does not contain the unit 0 of the character group X(T') of a fixed split
maximal torus of Gy, then all simple left G-supermodules are absolutely simple
(Proposition [5.6]). Therefore, to resolve (Il), we assume that ()’ the base field k is
algebraically closed if 0 € A. To resolve [2l), we also assume that (2)" the root sys-
tem A of G has a special base (i.e., an existence of even/odd “simple roots” of A),
see Definition (.14 for the detail. We note that typical examples of split quasireduc-
tive supergroups (such as GL(m|n), Q(n), P(n) or Chevalley supergroups) satisfy
the conditions both ()’ and (). Under these natural assumptions ()’ and @),
we establish Steinberg’s tensor product theorem for G (Corollary [5.20); the result
includes those by [BrKl, [Kul [SW], [CSW].

Organization of this paper. This paper is organized as follows: In Section [2]
we review some basic definitions and results for Hopf superalgebras and algebraic
supergroups defined over a field. The Lie superalgebra Lie(G) and the super-
hyperalgebra hy(G) of an algebraic supergroup G are reviewed in Section [23]

In Section 3] we define the notion of split quasireductive supergroups which is the
main object of study in this paper. Since the even Ge, part of a split quasireductive
supergroup G is a connected and split reductive group (scheme) by definition, we
fix a split maximal torus T of Ge,. Thus, inside of the character group X(T') of
T, we can define the root system A of G with respect to T (Section B:2) which
also has a parity A = Ag U Aj. Over a perfect field, we study structures of
Frobenius kernels G, of G in Section 34l In particular, we describe a basis of
the Hopf superalgebra O(G,) (see (32)) and establish the PBW theorem for the
super-hyperalgebra hy(G,) of G, (Theorem B.1T]).

In Section ] we discuss the unimodularity of Frobenius kernels of a split quasire-
ductive supergroup over a perfect field. First, we review basic definitions and results
for left /right (co)integrals of Hopf superalgebras (Section ). A left (resp. right)
integral for an algebraic supergroup G is defined to be a left (resp. right) cointegral
on the corresponding Hopf superalgebra O(G). We say that G is unimodular if
there exists a two-sided (i.e., left and right) integral for G. In [MSS], it has been
shown that G has a left (resp. right) integral if and only if its even part Ge, does.
Thus, by Sullivan’s result [Sul, if the characteristic of the base field is zero, then
it follows that algebraic supergroup G has a left (or right) integral if and only if
G is quasireductive. Over a field of characteristic zero, we give a necessary and
sufficient condition for a split quasireductive supergroup G to be unimodular in
terms of its root system A (Theorem 5l and Corollary L6]). It is known that being
unimodular is equivalent to that the distinguished group-like element is trivial (cf
[Rad, Chapter 10]). In Section 3] we investigate properties of the distinguished
group-like element of a finite normal super-subgroup of an algebraic supergroup,
in general. In Section L4, we study unimodularity of Frobenius kernels G, of a
split quasireductive supergroup G defined over a perfect field. Note that, G, al-
ways has an integral, since G, is finite (i.e., O(G,) is finite-dimensional). Using the
result [ZM|, Proposition 6.11] by Zubkov and Marko, we get an explicit description
of the distinguished group-like element of G,, and hence we give a necessary and
sufficient condition for all G, to be unimodular in terms of A (Theorem and

Corollary [4.10)).
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In Section Bl we establish Steinberg’s tensor product theorem for a split quasire-
ductive supergroup G under some natural assumptions. In Section (.1l we review
construction of simple G-supermodules L(\) (A € X(T')?) given in [Shil]. In the
super-situation, not all of simple G-supermodules are absolutely simple (see Exam-
ple[517). We show that if A does not contain the unit 0 of X(T'), then all simple G-
supermodules are absolutely simple (Proposition [5.0]). In Section [1.2] we construct
simple G,-supermodules L, (A) (A € X(T')) and show that L,(\) coincides with the
G,-top of the “highest weight module” M,.(\) of weight A (Proposition B.13)). In
Section B3] since the root system A of G is somewhat ill-behaved, we introduce
the notion of a special base of A\ (see Definition [5.14]). We see that typical examples
of split quasireductive supergroups have bases of its root systems (Example 5.15]).
The rest of Section (.3l we assume that A has a special base. The set of all p”-
restricted weights for G is denoted by X,.(T)’, where p is the characteristic of the
base field (see Definition [£.18). Then we show that the simple G-supermodule L())
of highest weight A\ € X,.(T)® coincides with hy(G,.) — L(\)*, where L(\)* is the
A-weight space of L(\) (Lemma[5.20). Because of the existence of a non absolutely
simple G-supermodule, in Section [5.4] we assume that the base field is algebraically
closed if 0 € A. This assumption is essentially needed to prove Proposition
which states L()) is isomorphic to L, () as G,-supermodules (see Remark [5.27).
Using Proposition [5.23], as in the non super-situation, we can establish Steinberg’s
tensor product theorem for G (Theorem and Corollary [(5.20)).

Acknowledgements. The author thanks the anonymous referees for their helpful
comments that improved the quality of the manuscript. The author is supported
by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP19K14517 and JP22K13905.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, k denotes a fixed base field of characteristic different
from 2. The unadorned ® is the tensor product over k. In this section, we fix
notations and collect some known results for Hopf superalgebras and supergroups.

2.1. Hopf superalgebras. Let Zy = {0,1} be the additive group of order two.
The group algebra kZ, of Zs over k has a unique Hopf algebra structure and a
right kZs-comodule is naturally regarded as Zo-graded vector space. The category
C of right kZs-comodules forms a monoidal category by the tensor product ® over k.
Namely, the unit object isk = k@0 and (VOW)e = D, pez, arpv=c Va®Wp (€ € Z2)
for right kZs-comodules V' and W. For a homogeneous element 0 # v € V5 U Vj of
V € C, we let |v| denote the degree of v, called the parity of v. We say that V is
purely even if V' = Vj. For simplicity, when we use the symbol |v|, we always assume
that v is homogeneous. The following supersymmetry ensures that the category C
is symmetric:

cvw VW —WeV;:, vw+— (—1)'”””‘w®v.

An object of C is called a superspace.

For a superspace V, we define IIV € C by letting (IIV). = V_, 1 for € € Zy. For
simplicity, we put II°V := V and II'V := IIV. We denote by Homy(V, W) the
set of all parity preserving morphism from V to W in C. We define a superspace
Hom, (V, W) by Homy (V,W). := Homy(II°V,W) for € € Zy. As usual, we set
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Endg (V) := Hom(V, V) and End, (V') := Homy (V, V). For a superspace V', we put
V* := Homg(V, k), called the dual superspace of V.

A superalgebra (resp. supercoalgebra/Hopf superalgebra/Lie superalgebra) is an al-
gebra (resp. coalgebra/Hopf algebra/Lie algebra) object in the symmetric monoidal
category C.

Example 2.1. For positive integers m and n, the set of all matrices of size m x n
whose entries are in k is denoted by Mat,, (k). Then we can regard Mat,,,, (k) :=
Maty,+n,m+n (k) as a superspace by letting

T 0
Mat,,®@ = { (<)

O |z
a0 = { (o)

The usual matrix multiplication makes Mat,,, (k) into a superalgebra. For a fi-
nite dimensional superspace V, we can identify Endg(V) (resp. Endy(V')) with
Mat,,|,,(k)g (resp. Mat,,,(k)), where m = dim(15) and n = dim(V5). [ |

For a supercoalgebra C' = (C, A¢,e¢), the Heyneman-Sweedler notation, such
as Ag(c) = 3. ¢y ® ¢rz) and

D Aclew) ®c@) =Y ey @@ @em = Y ca) @ Ao(e)

c C

oo € Matmm(k),xll S Matn,n(k)},

o1 € Matmyn(k),xlo (S I\/Iatn_’m(]k)} .

is used to express the comultiplication Ag : C — C ® C of ¢ € C. Note that,
ec(c) =0 for all ¢ € C;. For a right C-supermodule V with the structure map py :
V =V ® C, we also use the Heyneman-Sweedler notation to express the coaction,
such as py(v) = >, v(0) ® v(yy for v € V. For right C-supercomodules V' and W,
the set of all parity preserving left C-supercomodule map form V to W is denoted
by Hom®(V, W), and define a superspace Hom®(V, W) so that Hom®(V, W), :=
Hom® (IT°V, W) for € € Z.
Let H be a Hopf superalgebra. By definition, we get

Ap(ab) =Y (-D)*@IP0laq)bq) @ a@be) for a,be H,
a,b
where Ay is the comultiplication of H. In this paper, the antipode of H is denoted
by Sy : H — H.

Example 2.2. For a vector space V, the exterior algebra H = A(V) of V over k
naturally becomes a commutative superalgebra. Moreover, H forms a Hopf super-
algebra by letting: Ag(v) =v®1+1R®wv, eg(v) =0 and Sy(v) = —v for v € V.
Note that, H is cocommutative. |

As in the non super-situation, if a Hopf superalgebra H is commutative or cocom-
mutative, then the antipode Sy : H — H of H satisfies S = idy. In particular,
Sy is bijective.

Definition 2.3. Let H be a Hopf superalgebra. A non-zero element g of H is
called a group-like elements of H if it satisfies g € Hy and Ap(g) = g ® g. The set
of all group-like elements of H is denoted by g.l.(H).

For g,h € g.l.(H), we see that gh € g.|.(H), eg(g) = 1 and ¢Su(g) = 1y =
Su(9)g (in particular, ¢! = Sg(g) € g.I.(H)), where ey (resp. 1x) is the counit
(resp. unit element) of H. Thus, g.|.(H) forms an abstract group.
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2.2. Algebraic supergroups. An affine supergroup scheme (supergroup, for short)
over k is a representable functor G from the category of commutative superalge-
bras to the category of groups. By Yoneda lemma, the representing object O(G)
of G forms a commutative Hopf superalgebra. A supergroup G is said to be al-
gebraic (resp. finite) if O(G) is finitely generated as a superalgebra (resp. finite-
dimensional).

For a supergroup G, we define its even part Ge, as the restricted functor of
G from the category of commutative algebras to the category of groups. If we
set A := O(G), then G, is an (ordinary) affine group scheme represented by the
quotient Hopf algebra A := A/(Az), where (A7) is the super-ideal of A generated
by the odd part A7 of A. We denote @ the image of a € A by the canonical quotient
map A — A. If G is algebraic, then so is Ge,. An algebraic supergroup is said to
be connected if its even part is connected, see [Ma2l Definition §].

Example 2.4. We list some basic example of algebraic supergroups. In the fol-
lowing, R denotes a commutative superalgebra.

(1) For positive integers m and n, we define the supergroup GL(m|n), called
the general linear supergroup, by

Gl]_(m|n)(R) — ( goo | go1 ) doo € GLm(R())ugOI S Matm,n(Ri)v
g10 | 911 g10 € Maty, i (R1), 911 € GL,(Rp) |’

where GL,, (resp. Mat,, ,(R7)) denotes the general linear group scheme of
size m (resp. the set of all m x n matrices whose entries are in Rj). It is
known that GL(m|n) is algebraic and its even part GL(m|n)ey is isomorphic
to GL,, x GL,, see [BrKj, MZ| [Z1] for example.

(2) For a positive integer n, the following Q(n), called the queer supergroup, is
a closed super-subgroup supergroup of GL(n|n).

Q(n)(R) := {( Joo_} Jou ) ‘ goo € GL,(Rg), go1 € Matnyn(Rl)}.
—go1 | Goo
The even part Q(n)ey of Q(n) is isomorphic to GL,,. In [Brl [BrKl|, modular
representation theory of this supergroup is well-studied.
(3) Let A(z) denote the exterior superalgebra of a one-dimensional vector space
kz (see Example 2:2)). The corresponding algebraic supergroup of A(z) is
denoted by G, called the one-dimensional odd unipotent supergroup, see

an

IGZ, MZ2]. By definition, we have G, (R) = Rj. |

Let G be a supergroup with representing object O(G). By a left G-supermodule
we mean a right O(G)-supercomodule. A homomorphism of left G-supermodules
is just a right O(G)-supercomodule map. For left G-supermodules V and W, we
set gHom(V, W) := HomO(G)(V, W) and gHom(V, W) := Ho_mO(G)(V, w).

A non-zero left G-supermodule L is said to be simple if L has no non-trivial
O(G)-super-subcomodule. The parity change II acts on the set of isomorphism
classes of simple left G-supermodules Simple(G) as a permutation of order two. We
let Simple;(G) denote the set of IT-orbits in Simple(G).

2.3. Lie superalgebras and super-hyperalgebras. Let G be an algebraic su-
pergroup. Set mg := Ker(ep(g)), called the augmentation super-ideal of O(G),
where ep(g) : O(G) — k is the counit of O(G). Set Lie(G) := (mg/mg)*. This
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naturally forms a Lie superalgebra (see [MSI, Proposition 4.2]), which we call the
Lie superalgebra of G. Since G is algebraic, Lie(G) is finite-dimensional. The even
part Lie(G)g of Lie(G) can be identified with the (ordinary) Lie algebra Lie(Gey) of
Gev-

Example 2.5. First, note that, Mat,,|,, (k) forms a Lie superalgebra with Lie super-
bracket [X,Y] = XY — (—1)XIVY X for X, Y € Mat,,,, (k).
(1) The Lie superalgebra of the general linear supergroup GL(m|n) is isomor-
phic to gl(m|n) := Mat,|,, (k).
(2) As a Lie super-subalgebra of gl(n|n), the Lie superalgebra of the queer
supergroup Q(n) is isomorphic to

a(n) = { (o)

This Lie superalgebra q(n) is the so-called queer superalgebra. |

oo, Lol € Matnyn(k)} .

For any positive integer n, we regard (O(G)/mg)* as a super-subspace of O(G)*
through the dual of the canonical quotient map O(G) — O(G)/mg. As a sub-
superspace of O(G)*, we set

hy(G) := lim (O(G)/mg)".
n>1
This hy(G) forms a super-subalgebra of O(G)*. We call it the super-hyperalgebra of
G (it is sometimes called the super-distribution algebra Dist(G) of G). By definition,
we see that hy(G) = O(G)* if G is finite. Since O(G)/m¢ is finite-dimensional for
any positive integer n, one sees that hy(G) has a structure of a cocommutative Hopf
superalgebra such that the restriction

(,):hy(G) x O(G) — k

of the canonical pairing O(G)* x O(G) — k is a Hopf pairing, see [MS1], Lemma 5.1].
If G is connected, then the pairing induces an injection O(G) — hy(G)*. In
particular, the unit element of hy(G) is given by the restriction of the counit
EO(G) - O(G) — k of O(G)

Masuoka showed the following ®-split type theorem for O(G) and hy(G), see
[Mall Theorem 4.5] for detail (see also [Ma2, Proposition 22]).

Theorem 2.6. For an algebraic supergroup G, there exists a counit (resp. unit)
preserving isomorphism

O(G) = O(Gey) ® \(Lie(G)}) (resp. hy(G) = hy(Gey) @ /\(Lie(G)1))

of (left O(Gey)-comodule) superalgebras (resp. (left hy(Gey)-module) supercoalge-
bras).

In the following, let S : hy(G) — hy(G) denote the antipode of hy(G) for
simplicity. Note that, S is the restriction of the dual Sé’)(G) of the antipode

So) : O(G) = O(G) of O(G). We set
(2.1) [w,w] =Y (=)@ O wn S(ue)S(we),  u,w e hy(G),

called the super-bracket of hy(G). An element X € hy(G) is said to be primitive
if the comultiplication of X is given by X ® 1 + 1 ® X, where 1 denotes the unit
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element of hy(G). For primitive elements X,Y of hy(G), we have [X,Y] = XY —
(—1)XIYIY X, If we regard Lie(G) as a super-subspace of hy(G), then this shows
that Lie(G) coincides with the set of all primitive elements in hy(G).

For a left G-supermodule V', we regard V' as a left hy(G)-supermodule by letting

(2:2) u—vi=Y (=)ol g (),

v

where u € hy(G), v € V. Suppose that V is finite-dimensional. Then the dual
superspace V* of V forms a right O(G)-supercomodule by using the antipode of
O(G). The induced left hy(G)-supermodule structure on V* satisfies the following
equation.

(2.3) (u- f)w) = (=)W f(S(u) = v),
where v € V, f € V* and u € hy(G).

2.4. Normal super-subgroups. Let G be an algebraic supergroup, in general.
Set A := O(G). A subfunctor N of G is called a closed super-subgroup if N is affine
and the corresponding Hopf superalgebra O(N) is isomorphic to the quotient A/T
for some Hopf super-ideal I of A. This N is said to be normal if (as an abstract
group) N(R) is a normal subgroup of G(R) for all commutative superalgebra R.
The condition is equivalent to saying that the canonical quotient map A — A/I
is conormal (see [Mall, Definition 5.7]), that is, coads(I) C A ® I. Here, coada
denotes the (left) coadjoint coaction on A given by

coadp:A— AR A, ar— Z(_l)\a@)Ha(s)la(l)SA(a(g)) ® a(a),

where S4 is the antipode of A. By definition, the even part Ne, of a normal super-
subgroup N of G is a normal subgroup of Ge,.
As the dual notion of (left) coadjoint coaction on A, we define

(2.4) ubw = Z(—l)'“’”“(?)‘u(l)wS(u(g)), u, w € hy(G),

called the (left) adjoint action on hy(G), where S is the antipode of hy(G). Note
that, the super-bracket (2.I) can be rewritten as [u, w] = > (u>w1))S(w(z)).
Lemma 2.7. For u,v',w,w’ € hy(G), we have (1) (vu')>w = ub> (v >w), (2)
Ipw=mw, (3) us(ww') =3, (~D)H@ vl (yqysw)(uppw') and (4) url =e(u) =
u(1). Here, & (resp. 1) denotes the counit (resp. unit) of hy(G).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check (1), (2) and (4). The following direct compu-
tation shows (3):

> (=Dl gy o w) (u) > w')

u

- Z(—l)‘"(“)H“"H“m"W‘H“(‘*)"w/‘U(l)wS(U(z))U(3)w’S(U(4))

u

— Z(_l)‘“(?)"w‘+|“(2)"wl‘u(l)ww/S(u@)) =ub (ww/)

u

The second equation follows from the fact that e(z) = 0 for |z| =1 in general. O
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Let N be a normal super-subgroup of G. By definition, the left coadjoint coaction
on O(G) induces a left O(G)-supercomodule structure on my/m%, where my is the
augmentation super-ideal of O(N). Since my/m3, is finite-dimensional, its linear
dual Lie(N) has a left G-supermodule structure. Thus by ([23), we get a left hy(G)-
supermodule structure on Lie(N) = (my/m2))*.

We regard Lie(N) as a super-subspace of hy(G) by the inclusion hy(N) C hy(G).
Then one sees that the action of hy(G) on Lie(N) defined above is given by the
adjoint action >, see (24)). In particular, by restricting the action of hy(G) to Lie(G),
we see that Lie(N) is a Lie super-ideal of Lie(G), that is, [X, N] (= X>N) € Lie(N)
for all X € Lie(G) and N € Lie(N).

A Hopf super-subalgebra H of hy(G) is said to be normal (see [Mall Theo-
rem 3.10]) if H is hy(G)-stable under the adjoint action >, that is, u>h € H for all
u € hy(G) and h € H.

Proposition 2.8. If N is a normal super-subgroup of G, then hy(N) C hy(G)
is normal. In particular, hy(N) is closed under super-bracket of hy(G), that is,
[u,x] € hy(N) for all u € hy(G) and x € hy(N).

Proof. By [Ma2, Proposition 5.5(2)], hy(N) is normal if and only if the following
four conditions are satisfied: (i) hy(Ney) C hy(Gey) is normal, (ii) Lie(N)z is hy(Gey )-
stable under the adjoint action >, (iii) [Lie(N)i, Lie(G)1] C hy(Ney) and (iv) X <u —
e(u)X € Lie(N); for all X € Lie(G)1,u € hy(Ney), where X qu := 3 S(ue))Xu)
is the right adjoint action of hy(Ne,) on Lie(G)j.

Since Ng, is a normal subgroup of Gey, the condition (i) is clear by [T1l, Corol-
lary 3.4.15]. By the construction, Lie(N)j is Gey-stable, and hence the condi-
tion (ii) follows. Since Lie(N) is a Lie super-ideal of Lie(G), the condition (iii)
is trivial. Note that, in our case, the value of the counit e(u) is zero unless
u € kl = {cl € hy(G) | ¢ € k}. Thus, to show the condition (iv), it is enough
to show that X <u € Lie(N); for all X € Lie(G); and u € hy(Ney). Since hy(Ney)
is cocommutative, we have S? = id and

X <S(u) = ZU(Q)XS(U(l)) = ZU(l)XS(U(Q)) =up X.

On the other hand, by the construction, Lie(G); is Ge-stable, and hence Ney-
stable. In particular, Lie(G)i is hy(Ney)-stable under the adjoint action »>. Thus,
the condition (iv) easily follows from the above formula. O

2.5. Characters. Let G, := GL; denote the one dimensional multiplicative group
(scheme). A character of a supergroup G is a group homomorphism from G to Gp,.
The set of all characters
X(G) := Hom(G, Gn,)

of G, called the character group of G, naturally forms an abstract group. For
X € X(G), we have a group homomorphism x : G(O(G)) - Gm(O(G)), and hence
we have a Hopf algebra homomorphism x(ido(g)) : O(Gm) — O(G) by the Yoneda
lemma. If we realize O(Gy) as the Laurent polynomial algebra k[X*1] in the
variable X with coefficients in k, then it is easy to see that x(idp(g))(X) € O(G)g
is a group-like element. In this way, we have an isomorphism X(G) 2 g.l.((’)(G)) of
abstract groups.

For each x € X(G), we get the one-dimensional left G-supermodule kX so that
kX = k as a purely even superspace and the right O(G)-supercomodule structure
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is given by

kX —kX® O(G); vr—v®X.
In other words, g.v = x(g)v for all commutative superalgebra R and g € G(R),v €
kX. If there is no confusion, we sometimes simply denote kX by x. In this way,
we get a one-to-one correspondence between X(G) = g.l.(O(G)) and the set of
all equivalence classes of one-dimensional (simple) left G-supermodules under the
parity change II.

Lemma 2.9. The map X(G) — X(Gev); X — Xl is injective, where x|g,, denotes
the restriction of x : G = G to Gey.

Proof. Set A := O(G), I := g.l.(A) and T” := g.I.(A). Recall that, A = A/(A7) =
O(Gey). Then the group algebra kI' is a Hopf sub-superalgebra of A. By [Mall
Proposition 4.6(3)], the inclusion kI' C A induces an injection kI' < A. On the
other hand, the quotient map A — A induces a Hopf algebra homomorphism
kI' — kI'. Since kI' = kI, we see that kI' — kI'; a — @ is injective. This proves
the claim. ]

Example 2.10. We consider the case G = GL(m|n). Recall that Gey = GL,, X
GL,,. Let R be a fixed superalgebra. For

g= (o) ¢ G gmln)()

gio | 911
we set detg(g) := det(goo), deti(g) := det(g11) and

Ber(g) := det(goo — go191;' g10)det(g11) "
This Ber(g) is called the Berezinian of g. Then it is easy to see that det. and
Ber are in X(G) for € € Zy. Note that, Ber|g, = (detg|g,,) - (deti|g,,) "t In [Z2]
Lemma 13.5], Zubkov showed that the character group X(G) of G = GL(m|n) is
generated by {Ber,det”}, where p := char(k) (# 2). |

3. SPLIT QUASIREDUCTIVE SUPERGROUPS

3.1. Split quasireductive supergroups. Recall that, a split and connected re-
ductive Z-group Gz is a connected algebraic group (scheme) over Z having a
split maximal torus 77z such that the pair (Gz,T%) corresponds to a root datum
(cf. [SGA3]). See also [J, Part II, Chapter 1] and [Mi, §5.2], for example. It is
known that O(Gz) is free as a Z-module and G is infinitesimally flat.

Definition 3.1 ([Shill Definition 3.1]). An algebraic supergroup Gz defined over
Z is said to be split quasireductive if its even part of Gz is a split and connected
reductive group over Z and the odd part of mg,/ m%z is finitely generated and free
as a Z-module. Here, mg, denotes the augmented ideal of O(Gz).

Note that in [Shill, [Shi2], a split quasireductive supergroup is simply called a
quasireductive supergroup.

In the following, we fix a split quasireductive supergroup Gz over Z and a split
maximal torus 77z of (Gz)ey. Let G (resp. T') denote the base change of Gz (resp.
T7) to our base field k, that is, O(G) := O(Gz) ®zk. By definition, G is connected.
We can identify X(T) with Z* (¢ is the rank of Ge,) and we often write its group
low additively with unit element 0.

Example 3.2. We list some basic examples of split quasireductive supergroups.
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(1) General linear supergroups GL(m/|n).

(2) Queer supergroups Q(n).

(3) Chevalley supergroups of classical type, see [FG]. For example, special linear
supergroups SL(m|n) and ortho-symplectic supergroups $pO(m|n).

(4) Periplectic supergroups P(n) with n > 2, see [Shil]. For a superalgebra R,
the supergroup is given by P(n)(R) := {g € GL(n|n)(R) | **¢Jng = Jn}.
Here, we used the following notations.

*( g0 | gou — (‘900 | “g10 I O | I,
gio | 911 )~ —tgo1 | ‘g1 )7 " I,|Oo )’
where tgoo denotes the matrix transpose of gog and I,, denotes the identity
matrix of size n. One sees that P(n)ey = GL,,. [ |

As we have seen in Section 23] for a left G-supermodule V', we get a left
hy(G)-supermodule structure on V. It is easy to see that V is locally finite and
has a T-weight decomposition, and hence V' becomes a locally finite left hy(G)-
T-supermodule. Here, we say that a left hy(G)-supermodule V is left hy(G)-T-
supermodule if the restricted hy(T')-supermodule structure on V arises from some
T-supermodule structure on it. In this way, we get a functor from the category of
left G-supermodules to the category of locally finite left hy(G)-T-supermodules.

Theorem 3.3 ([MSI, Theorem 5.8]). The functor discussed above gives an equiv-
alence between the category of left G-supermodules and the category of locally finite
left hy(G)-T -supermodules.

3.2. Root systems. Let g = gg & g7 be the Lie superalgebra Lie(G) of G. As we
have seen in Section[Z4] (for N = G), the left coadjoint coaction of O(G) induces the
adjoint action of G on g. Restricting the action to 7', the Lie superalgebra g forms
a left T-supermodule. Since T is a diagonalizable group scheme, g decomposes into
weight superspaces as follows:

o= P =P e P o),
aeX(T) aeX(T) ~yEX(T)
where g denotes the a-weight super-subspace of g. By [J, Part I, 7.14], we get
g°={Xeg|urX =auX for all ue hy(T)},

where 1> is the adjoint action (2.4)). Here, we regard X(T') as a subset of O(T). Let
h := g% be the O-weight super-subspace of g which forms a Lie super-subalgebra
of g. Note that, the even part gg of g coincides with the Lie algebra Lie(Gey). By
definition, we see that hg = Lie(T). For € € Zsy, we set A, := {a € X(T) | g& #

0} \ {0} and
. Aj U A if h1 =0,
"1 AjUA;U{0} otherwise.
We call A the root system of G with respect to T'. Note that, Ag is the root system of
G with respect to T in the usual sense. Moreover, the quadruple (X(T'), Ag, X(T')¥, AY)
forms a root datum of the pair (Gey, T), see [Mil, Appendix C]. Let A1, ..., A¢ denote
a basis of X(T) = Z* = @521 Z);, where £ is the rank of Gg,.

Example 3.4. Here we list some examples of root systems.
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(1) If G = GL(m|n) with the standard maximal torus T of Gey = GL,,, X GLj,
(i.e., the subgroup of Ge, consisting all diagonal matrices), then X(T") =
@I 2N and A = AgU AT = {N =) | 1< i #j < m+n} with
A@:{)\i—/\j|1§i7§j§m}u{)\i—/\j|m+1§i¢j§m—|—n}.

(2) If G = Q(n) with the standard maximal torus T of Gey = GL,,, then
X(T) =@, Z)\; and A ={\—Xj |1 <i+#j<n}U{0} with A= A.

(3) If G = P(n) with the standard maximal torus T' of Gey, = GL,,, then
X(T) = @i ZN and Ag = {X =N | 1< i # j <np, A1 = {£(\ +
Aj) 20 |1 <i<j<n1<t<n}with A=AzUA;.

(4) Let (X,R,XY,RY) be a root datum, and let F' be a corresponding connected
and split reductive group (defined over k) with split maximal torus T
Take group-like elements g1,...,9, € g.l.(O(F)). By slightly modifying
the algebraic supergroup G, given in [MZ2, Section 4], we consider the
semidirect product

such that F{91:97)(R) = F(R) x RY as sets and the multiplication is

(fa (‘Ti)lﬁign)'(ka (yi)lgign) = (fku (k(gz)% + yi)lgign)

for f,k € F(R) and (z;)1<i<n, (¥i)1<i<n € R}, where R is a commutative
superalgebra. By definition, (F(91:+9)),, = F and F{91-97) forms a split
quasireductive supergroup. The even part Ag of the root system A of
F(91:97) wwith respect to T is just R. Since g.l.(O(F)) = g..(O(T)) = X,
we shall write x; := ¢;|r for all 1 < i < n. Then the odd part of A7 of A

is given by {—x1,..., —Xn}- .

For each € € Zo, we set £, := dim(h.). Note that, ¢5 coincides with the rank ¢
of Gey. In [Shill Theorem 3.11], Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt (PBW) theorem for hy(G)
has been established. It states that we can take a homogeneous basis

{(Xa€gy lae Dt U{Hiehg [1<i< (5}
Y €07 |7 €A, 1<) <dim(g])} U{K; €bhy |1 <t</(1}

of g = gy @ g1 so that the set of all products of factors of the following type (taken
in any fixed total order) forms a basis of hy(G):

3

("a) €t 5(’ij)
Kool K Y5

amo
with ng,m; € Zxo, a € N, 1 <i <L, v € A1, 1 < j <dim(g]), 1 <t < {7 and
€, €(7,7) € {0,1}. See also Theorem 2.6l Here, we used the symbol of the “divided
powers” X" and Hi(m) for X, and H;. For more detail, see [Shill §3.4]. In the
following, to simplify the notation, we write Y, := Y, 1 if dim(g%) =1for v € Ag.
One sees that hy(G) is a cocommutative supercoalgebra of Birkhoff- Witt type
(for the non super-situation, see [T2, Section 3.3.5]). In particular, if we denote the
comultiplication of hy(G) by A, then we have

(31) AKX = Y XPoXxP and XOXM = (”+m>xgm+n>
n
i+j=n

for n,m € NU{0} and a € Ag. Here, (") denotes the binomial coefficient.
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3.3. Characters. It is known that Ge, is generated by the split maximal torus
T and the a-root subgroups U, of Ge, for all a € Ag, see [Mi Theorem 21.11]
for example. Since each U, is isomorphic to the one-dimensional additive group
(scheme) G,, we see that X(U,) = g.1.(O(G,)) is trivial, and hence any character of
Gey is trivial on U,. In particular, the map X(Gey) = X(T'); x — x|r is injective.

Remark 3.5. More precisely, it is known (see [J, Part II, 1.18]) that
X(Gey) — Xo(T) :={X € X(T) | (\,a¥) =0 for all & € Ng}; ¥ — Xl

gives an isomorphism, where o € X(T)¥ = Hom(Gm,T)) denotes the dual root
corresponding to « and (, ) denotes the perfect pairing X(T) x X(T)¥V —Z. 1

Lemma 3.6. The map X(G) — X(T); x — x|r is injective. More precisely,
X(G) = Xo(T); x — x| is injective.

Proof. By Lemma and Remark [35] the claim follows immediately. O

Example 3.7. We determine the character group X(Q(n)) of the queer supergroup
Q(n). One easily sees that Xo(T) = {m(M +--- + A\,) | m € Z}. Since detg is a
non-trivial character, this shows that X(Q(n)) = {dety" | m € Z} by Lemma
Note that, the Berezinian Ber is trivial on Q(n). |

3.4. Frobenius kernels. In this subsection, we suppose that k is a perfect field of
characteristic p > 2 and fix a positive integer r. Let G be an algebraic supergroup
over k, in general.

For a commutative superalgebra R, we define a commutative superalgebra R(")
so that R(" = R as a super-ring and the scalar multiplication is given by c.a = ¢ '@
for all ¢ € k and a € R. We define a supergroup G so that G (R) := G(R(™),
and define a morphism Fr" : G — G) of supergroups, called the r-th Frobenius
morphism, as follows:

Fr'(R) : G(R) — G"(R); g+ (O(G) = R""; aws g(a”)).

The kernel of the morphism Fr” is called the r-th Frobenius kernel of G which we
denote by G,.
It is easy to see that G, is represented by the quotient Hopf superalgebra
( )/mq3 of O(G), where mg is the augmentation super-ideal of O(G). Since
= 0 for all a € O(G);, we see that for a commutative superalgebra R and
g € G(R), the map ¢’ := (Fr'"(R))(g) : O(G) — R(=") factors through the canonical
quotient O(G) — O(Ge ), and hence we may identify g’ € Ge, (R(™)) = ch)(R).
Thus, we may and do assume that Fr" : G — Gg). By Theorem 2.6l for G,., Masuoka
[Ma3] showed the following result:

Proposition 3.8. We have (Gey)r = (G, )ev and Lie(G, )1 = Lie(G)1. In particular,
there exists a counit preserving isomorphism O(G,) = O((Gev),) ® A\(Lie(G)3) of
(left O((Gey)r)-comodule) superalgebras.

Therefore, Lie(G,) = Lie(G) and G, is infinitesimal, that is, G, is finite and the
augmentation super-ideal mg, of O(G,) is nilpotent. In particular, G, is a finite

*

normal super-subgroup of G, and hence hy(G,) = O(G,)*.

Let V be a left Ge,-module. We regard V' as a superspace by letting V5 = V
and V; = 0. Using the r-th Frobenius morphism Fr" : G — Gg), we may consider
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V as a left G-supermodule, which we denote by V!, in a natural way. As a right
O(G)-supercomodule, the structure map of VI is given by

VI — vl e o06); vt—)Z )®v

Let M be a left G-supermodule M such that G, acts trivially on M. Then M
naturally forms a left G/G,-supermodule (for quotient sheaves, see [MZ1]). Since
O(G/G,) isomorphic to O(G)?" := {a?" € O(G) | a € O(G)}, the right O(G/G,)-
supercomodule structure map of M can be regarded as M — M @ O(G)?". Thus,
we can define a left Gey-supermodule (= right O(Gey )-supercomodule) structure on
M, which we denote by M= as follows:

M — M @ O(Ge,); m»—>2m(o)®m1(71).

By definition, we have (M[="1)l") = M as a G-supermodule.

Example 3.9. Let M be a left G-supermodule. For the G,-fized point super-
subspace M~ of M, we can consider (M®)[="l. We naturally regard M as a
left G,-supermodule via the inclusion G, C G. For a finite dimensional left G-
supermodule M’, we can make g, Hom(M’, M) into a left G-supermodule by the
conjugate action. As a left hy(G)-supermodule, the induced action is given by

(uf)(w) =Y (=)@ g £(S(ue))v),

u

where f € g . Hom(M', M), u € hy(G) and v € M’. Here, S denotes the antipode
of hy(G). Since M®" can be identified with g, Hom(k, M), we can also consider
&, Hom(M’' M)[="]. Note that, the “evaluation map”

¢:g Hom(M' M)@ M — M; f®v f(v)

is a morphism of superspaces, since g, Hom(M’, M) = g, Hom(M’, M)g consists of
parity preserving morphisms. Moreover, we get

ou.(f®v)) = Z(u(l (u(2)v ZU D F(S(u))ueyv) = up(f @)

u

for each u € hy(G), f € g . Hom(M’, M) and v € M’. This shows that ¢ is actually
a G-supermodule homomorphism. [ |

Again, we suppose that G is split quasireductive and set g := Lie(G). Let r be a
fixed positive integer. Set n. := dim(g.) for € € Zy. Suppose that f1,..., fn, € mg
forms a basis of g5 = Lie(Gey) and fr 41, -5 fng+n; € mg forms a basis of g7.
Since Gey is reduced, the set {fi'* - fs:f’ |0<ai,...,an, <p" —1} forms a basis
of O((Gey)r), see [J, Part I, 9.6]. Thus, by Proposition B.8] the set

(3.2) av_ L pomope o 0<ar,...,an, <p" —1,
. 1 ng ng+1 ngtni €1,---,€ng € {0’ 1}

forms a basis of O(G,). In particular, we have

dim(O(G,)) = p™™ - 21
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Example 3.10. Recall that, G is the one-dimensional odd unipotent supergroup
with O(Gy ) = k[2]/(2?), see Example[2Z.4|[@3). Then for a commutative superalgebra
R, we have

FE(R) : G5 (R) — (G)D(R): g (2= 2 = g(=7)).

a

Since p > 2 and 22 = 0, we conclude that the 7-th Frobenius kernel (G} ), of
G; coincides with G5 . For the supergroup F{91+9n) = F x (G5 )" defined in
Example B.4@), if the group-like elements g1, ..., g, are trivial, then F(l--1) —=
F x (G7)"* and (F(LoD), = F,. x (G5)", where F, denotes the r-th Frobenius
kernel of F'. |

In the following, we regard hy(G,) as a Hopf super-subalgebra of hy(G) via the
inclusion G, C G. The following is a PBW type theorem for the r-th Frobenius
kernel G, of G.

Theorem 3.11. For any total order on the homogeneous basis of g = gg P g1, the
set of all products of factors of type

Hi(mi)7 Xéna) Ktetv Yf(%j)

(v:3)

(0<ng,mi <p'—1,ae g 1<i<fly,yel, 1<j<dim(g]), 1<t</
and e, €(7y,7) € {0,1}), taken in hy(G) with respect to the order, form a basis of
hy(G,).

Proof. By Theorem for hy(G,) and Proposition 3.8 we have an isomorphism
hy(G,) = hy((Geyv)r) ® A(g1) of (left hy((Gey)r)-module) supercoalgebras. On the
other hand, since Ge, is split reductive, the set of all products (taken in the fixed
order) of factors of type Hi(mi),Xéna) (0 <ng,m; <p' —1,a € Ng, 1 <i<l)
form a basis of hy((Gev)r), see [J, Part II, Lemma 3.3]. The proof is done. O

)

In particular, it follows that hy(G) is generated by hy(Gey) and hy(G,) as a
superalgebra.

4. UNIMODULARITY OF ALGEBRAIC SUPERGROUPS

In this section, we discuss the unimodularity of Frobenius kernels of split quasire-
ductive supergroups.

4.1. (Co)integrals on Hopf superalgebras. Let H be a Hopf superalgebra with
unit 1y and counit €z, in general. A left cointegral on H is an element ¢ € H*
satisfying
fxd=f(lu)¢

for all f € H*. Here, f x¢ : H — k denotes the convolution product of f and
¢, that is, (f = ¢)(h) = 3, (=1)"®1?l f(h(1))(h(2)) for h € H. In other words, a
left cointegral is an element in the space fLH := Hom?? (H,k), where k is regarded
as a trivial left H-supercomodule. The notion of a right cointegral on H and the
symbol fRH are defined analogously. Using the bosonization technique (see [MZ1]
Section 10] for example), we have the following:

Proposition 4.1 ([MSS, Corollary 3.2]). Both of dim([.") and dim([") are less
than or equal to 1, that is, a non-zero left or right cointegral on H is unique up to
scalar multiplication if it exists. Moreover, such an element is homogeneous.
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Definition 4.2. We say that H is unimodular if fLH = fRH # 0, that is, there exists
a non-zero two-sided (i.e, left and right) cointegral on H.

Suppose that H is finite-dimensional. An element ¢ € H is called a left (resp. right)
integral in H if it satisfies ht = ey (h)t (vesp. th = ey (h)t) for all h € H. The space
of all left (resp. right) integrals in H is denoted by Z}, (resp. Z%).

In general, it is known that any finite dimensional Hopf algebra has both non-
zero left /right integral. By this fact and the dual result of [MSS| Proposition 3.1],
we have dim(Z¥) = dim(Z};) = 1 and Sy(Z};) = I}, where Sy : H — H is the
antipode of H. As in the non super-situation (see [Rad, Chapter 10]), one easily
sees that the following holds:

Proposition 4.3. There uniquely exists ag € g.|.(H*) such that th = {(ap, h)t for
allh € H and t € TF.

The element a is the so-called distinguished group-like element for H.

4.2. Integrals for supergroups. Let G be an algebraic supergroup, in general.
We say that G has a left (resp. right) integral for G if there exists a non-zero left
(resp. right) cointegral on O(G). Also, we say that G is unimodular if O(G) is
unimodular (see Definition [4.2)).

Theorem 4.4 ([MSS| Theorem 3.7]). G has a left (resp. right) integral if and only
if Gey does.

Assume for a moment that char(k) = 0. Let F' be an algebraic group over k.
Then by Sullivan’s theorem ([Sul), F has a left (or right) integral if and only if
F is linearly reductive. In particular, in this case, F' is automatically unimodular.
However, in our super-situation, the existence of an integral does not imply its
unimodularity (see Theorem below).

By Theorem [£.4] (and Sullivan’s theorem again), we note that for a connected
and algebraic supergroup G defined over a filed of characteristic zero, G has a left
(or right) integral if and only if G is split quasireductive.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that char(k) = 0 and G is a split quasireductive supergroup.

Then G is unimodular if and only if 37 A dim(g{)y = 0 in X(T).

Proof. Let ad’ : g5 — End(g7) be the restriction of the adjoint representation of g.
Then by [MSS| Proposition 3.16], we know that G is unimodular if and only if the
algebra map xg : U(gg) — k defined by the following is trivial:

xe(X) = tr(ad’ (X)) for all X € gg,

where the universal enveloping algebra U(gg) of gg. Since hy(Gey) = U(gg) and
O(Gev) C hy(Gey)* (by the connectedness assumption on Ge,), we may regard xg
with a character of Ge,. Thus, we see that yg is trivial if and only if the restriction
XG|r to the split maximal torus T is trivial by Lemma Since the T-weight
superspace decomposition of gy is given as g; = h1 © P g% with h; = g?, we
can compute

Xe(t) = dim(h1)0 + Y dim(g])y(t) = > dim(g})7(t)

YEAT YEAT

YEAL

for all t € T(R), where R is a commutative algebra. Thus we are done. O
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Corollary 4.6. Assume that char(k) = 0. Then GL(m|n), Q(n) and Chevalley

supergroups of classical type are unimodular.

Proof. As in Section[(5.Iland Example[5.15] in these cases, we can define an “order”

on A7 satisfying the following properties:

A = AT UAT (disjoint union), AF =—-AT,
and dim(g]) =dim(g; ") forally e AT

Thus, we have 7 A dim(g{)y = 0. By Theorem [£5, we are done. O

(4.1)

Note that, in the above proof, the “order” can be found for such supergroups
without assuming that the base field k is of characteristic zero.

Example 4.7. Assume that char(k) = 0.

(1) Suppose that G = P(n) with n > 2. Then by Example B3], we have
> en, dim(g])y =2 >or_i A # 0. Thus, P(n) is non-unimodular.
(2) We consider the following closed supergroup G of GL(3|3).

h 0 |0 0 O
01 O0la O b
0O kK[|0 O O
G(R) = 1{| o1 | € CLBB®R,
a 0 b0 1 O
00 0ly 0 k

where R is a superalgebra. Since Ge, = GLo, this is split quasireductive.
If we take T as diagonal matrices in G, then root system of G with re-
spect to T is given by Ag = {£(A — A3)} and A7 = {—=X1, —A3}. Thus,
doen; dim(g7)y = —A1 — A3 # 0, and hence this G is non-unimodular.
(3) For the split quasireductive supergroup F{91:9n) = Fx (G5 )™ discussed in

Example B4H), we have seen that A1 = {—x1,...,—Xn}. Set m := #A;.
If we write A1 = {—Xisy,- -+, —Xi,, } and set
L =Xy
dj:=#{x € D1 | x = xi;} =dim(g; 7)),
then F(9197) is unimodular if and only if Z;nzl dixi; = 0. ]

4.3. Integrals for finite normal super-subgroups. Again, we suppose k is a
field of characteristic different from 2. Let G be an algebraic supergroup over k, and
let N be a finite and normal super-subgroup of G. Set A := O(G) and B := O(N)
for simplicity. For a € A, we denote by @® € B the image of a via the canonical
Hopf quotient map A — B corresponding to the inclusion N C G.

Since N is normal, the left adjoint action Ad of G on N makes B into a Hopf
superalgebra object in the category of left A-supermodules. Explicitly,

coadg : B — A® B; @’ Z(—l)‘“@)”““)‘a(l)SA(a(g)) ®ag)”,

where S4 is the antipode of A. Taking the linear dual, B* forms a Hopf superal-
gebra object in the category of right A-supermodules with the dual supercomodule
structure map coadp : B* — B* ® A of coadp.

Since B is finite-dimensional, the space Z. of left integrals in B* is one dimen-
sional, see Section .l In the following, we take and fix a k-base ¢ of the space
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T%. of left integrals in B*, that is, Z;. = k¢. Note that, ¢ is homogeneous, that
is, purely even or odd.

Lemma 4.8. The space I§. forms an A-super-subcomodule of B*. In particular,
there uniquely exists x € g.l.(A) such that coadp(¢) = ¢ ® x.

Proof. We denote by ® : G — Aut(B*) the left G-supermodule structure map on
B* corresponding to coady : B* — B* @ A. To prove the claim we show that Z%.
is stable under the action of 9(—) := ®r(g)(—) for all commutative superalgebra
R and g € G(R), where ®r : G(R) — Autgp(B* ® R) and Autgp(B* ® R) :=
Endp(B* ® R)*.

We fix f € B*. Since B* is a Hopf superalgebra object in the category of right
A-supermodules, we have

(f@1R)*9(¢®@1p) =99 (f@1r)* (¢ ® 1R)),

where 1g is the unit element of R. On the other hand, since ¢ is a left integral in
B*, we have

—1

I (f@1R) * (0 ® 1g) = eprea(? (f®@1R))(0®1R).

By definition, we get eg+ga (971(]” ® 13)) = ep+(f) ® 1. Thus, we conclude that
9(¢p® 1) € Th.. O

We may identify the dual superspace B** of B* with B, since B is finite-
dimensional. Through this identification, there uniquely exists ap- € g.l.(B) (i.e.,
the distinguished group-like element) such that

¢*f:<f7a3*>¢ for all fEB*u

see Proposition 3l Note that, g« is an element of the even part By of B.
The left A*-supermodule structure on B* induced from coady : B* — B*® A is
given by

(4.2) h—f=> (-)MIolfe (h, fa)) forall he A and f € B,
f

where we write coadp(f) = >_¢ f(0) @ f(1). By restricting the action to B* (C A*),
we get the adjoint action k — f = Zk(—1)|fHk<2)|k(1)*f*SB* (k2y) for all k, f € B*,
where Sp+ is the antipode of B*.

Proposition 4.9. X coincides with the inverse (ap-)~' of the distinguished

group-like element apg- € g.l.(B) of B*.

Proof. We fix k € B*. Since ¢ € I}, is purely even/odd and ap- € Bg, we have
k= = > (=)* kg« ¢ x Sp- (k)

k

= Z(_l)‘k(zﬂaB*(k(l))<SB*(k(2))vO‘B*>¢

k
= (Sp-(k),ap)d = (k,(ap)"")o.
On the other hand, we calculate the action & — ¢ directly. Since we know
coadp(¢) = ¢ ® x by Lemma L8, we get

k— ¢ =(-1)MX(E X6 = (k,X%)
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by ([@2). The last equation holds since xy € Ag. Combining these results, we get
(k,X? — (ap-)"1) =0 for all kK € B*. This proves the claim. O

If we identify g.I.(A) with X(G), then X¥” € g.I.(B) is identified with the restric-
tion x|n € X(N). Using this, we can rephrase Proposition 9 as follows:

Theorem 4.10. The restriction x|n s trivial if and only if N is unimodular. In
particular, N is unimodular if x is trivial.

Remark 4.11. In the non super-situation, Theorem tells us that for a con-
nected and split reductive group F', any finite and normal subgroup K of F is
unimodular. In particular, all Frobenius kernels of F' are unimodular. We give a
proof of this fact. The adjoint action Ad : F — Aut(K); f + (k+— fkf™1) factors
through the quotient F/Z(F'), where Z(F) is the center of F. Thus, the corre-
sponding coaction O(K)* — O(K)* ® O(F) factors through O(K)* ® O(F/Z(F)):

O(K)*® O(F)

T - J
O(K)* @ O(F/Z(F)).

Note that, we regard O(F/Z(F)) as a Hopf subalgebra of O(F) via the canonical
quotient F' — F/Z(F). Thus, the group-like element x is in O(F/Z(F)). On the
other hand, since F' is connected and reductive, the quotient F//Z(F') coincides
with its derived group, see [Mi, Chapter 21] for example. Thus, there is no non-
trivial group-like element in O(F/Z(F)), and hence y must be trivial. Then by
Theorem [£.10] K is unimodular. |

However, in our super-situation, the proof in Remark .11 does not work. One
of the reasons is that (G/Z(G))ev = Gev/Z(G)ey (by Masuoka and Zubkov [MZI])
is not isomorphic to Ge,/ Z(Gey), in general. For example, if we take G = GL(m|n),
then Z(Gey) = Z(GLy, X GLy) 2 Gy X G, while Z(G) = Z(G)ey = Gin.

4.4. Unimodularity of Frobenius kernels. We suppose that the base field k is
a perfect field of characteristic p > 2.

In [ZM, Corollary 7.2], it is proved that all Frobenius kernels of the general linear
supergroup GL(m|n) are unimodular. In this subsection, we give a necessary and
sufficient condition for Frobenius kernels of a split quasireductive supergroup to be
unimodular in terms of the root system of it.

Let G be a split quasireductive supergroup, and let r be a positive integer. Set
g := Lie(G). Since the r-th Frobenius kernel G, of G is finite and normal, there
uniquely exists X, € g.1.(O(G)) = X(G) such that coadp(g,)(¢6,) = d6, @ X by
Lemma [L.8 Here, ¢g, is a fixed non-zero left integral for G,.. As a super-analogue
of [Jl Part I, Proposition 9.7], Zubkov and Marko [ZM] explicitly determined the
value of x, as follows.

Proposition 4.12 ([ZM| Proposition 6.11]). Let R be a commutative superalgebra.
For each g € G(R),

xr(g) = Ber(Ad(g))?" ~! - det; (Ad(g))"".

Here, the left adjoint action Ad(g) on g is regarded as an element of Matgim(gs)|dim(g;) (R)
with respect to the fized basis given in ([B:2]).
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Set T, := T N (Gey)r. Note that, T, is the r-th Frobenius kernel of T. The
following is a version of Lemma

Lemma 4.13. The map X(G,) — X(T); x = x|z, is injective.

Proof. For each o € Ay, let (U, ), denote the r-th Frobenius kernel of the a-root
subgroup U, of Ge,. Since U, = G,, one sees that the corresponding Hopf algebra
of (Uy), is isomorphic to the quotient k[X,]/(X2") of the polynomial algebra k[X,].
Thus, the character group of (U,), is trivial. Since (Gey), is generated by (Uy),
and T, the map X((Gey)r) — X(T); x — X|r. is injective. Then by Lemma [2Z0]
and Proposition [3.8] we are done. O

Recall that X(T) = Z* = @le ZX\;. We shall write down the odd roots by the
basis. For each v € A1, there uniquely exits n(vy)1,...,n(y)¢ € Z such that
¢
Y= Z n(y)iXi.
i=1
Using this notation, we have the following result:

Proposition 4.14. The r-th Frobenius kernel G, of G is unimodular if and only
if 3 en, dim(gi)n(v)i € p"Z for all 1 <i < ¢.

Proof. By Theorem 10, we have G, is unimodular if and only if the restriction
Xr|G, is trivial. On the other hand, by Lemma [£.13] the restriction x,|g, is trivial
if and only if x|, is trivial.

Let R be a commutative algebra. By the explicit description of y, (Proposi-
tion [L12)), for each t € T,.(R)

Yelt) = deto(Ad(£))" " - det; (Ad(1))
= T e@’ ' [T Ao = T 2w,
a€lNg RISTAN RISTAN

Here, the last equation follows from . o =0 in X(T).
Recall that, the identification X(T') = Z¢ is induced from the fixed isomorphism
T = Gf,. Since T, = pl,, we have X(T,.) = (Z/p"Z)" through this identification.
For each 1 <1i < /¢, we get
i im(a?)n(7):
t= L.ty 1) € TH(R) = pl (R) = xo(t) = [ &m0
RS
Thus, X.|7, is trivial if and only if 37 A dim(g{)n(y); € Z is divided by p" for
each 1 <4 < /. This proves the claim. O

Theorem 4.15. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) For all positive integer r, the r-th Frobenius kernel G, of G is unimodular.
(2) ZveAi dim(g%)v =0 in X(T).

Proof. By Proposition T4} it follows that the condition () holds if and only if
> en; dim(g{)n(v); = 0forall 1 <i < {. The last condition is obviously equivalent
to ([@). The proof is done. O

Corollary 4.16. Let G be one of GL(m|n), Q(n) or a Chevalley supergroup of
classical type. For any positive integer r, the r-th Frobenius kernel G, of G is
unimodular.
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Proof. As in the proof of Corollary [£.6] for each G, we can find a decomposition
Ay = A;r U A7 satisfying the condition ([&I). Thus by Theorem [.I5 we are
done. (]

Example 4.17. As we have seen in Example L7 the r-th Frobenius kernels of
the periplectic supergroup P(n) and the supergroup G defined in Example [Z7)[2)

are non-unimodular. For the supergroup F(9t-9n) = F x (G;)" given in Ex-
ample B4@), the r-th Frobenius kernel (F{91:92))  is unimodular if and only if
Y1 dixi; = 0, see Example ELTYE). [ |

5. STEINBERG’S TENSOR PRODUCT THEOREM

We fix a split quasireductive supergroup G with a split maximal torus T' of Gey.
Set g := Lie(G) and h := g° as before. In this section, we establish Steinberg’s
tensor product theorem for G under natural assumptions.

5.1. Simple G-supermodules. In [Shil], we defined some special closed super-
subgroups of G and constructed all simple left G-supermodules. In the following,
we briefly review the construction.

First of all, we constructed a closed super-subgroup T of G such that Te, =T
with Lie(T) = h. We fix a group homomorphism T : ZA — R with T(A\ {0}) C
R\ {0} to define an “order” on A as follows:

AT :={ae A\{0}|£T(a) >0}, AF:=ANAE (ceZy).

Along this order, we can construct a closed super-subgroup BT (resp. B) of G, called
the Borel super-subgroup of G, such that BZ, (resp. Bey) is a positive (resp. negative)
Borel subgroup of Ge, with respect to A%‘ (resp. Ay ) satisfying

LieBY)=he P ¢ (resp. Lie(B)=he P g).

aet aEN~

Also, we can construct a closed super-subgroup U™ of G such that U, is a unipotent
subgroup of Ge, and Lie(UT) = @, cn+ 8% One sees that UT is unipotent, that
is, for any left UT-supermodule, its Ut-invariant super-subspace is non-zero, see
[ZU]. (In other words, the corresponding Hopf superalgebra O(U%) is irreducible,
see also [Ma2, Definition 4(1)]). Moreover, we have BT = T x UT.

Analogously, we can find U C G such that B= T x U.

Using Clifford superalgebra theory, we can find a simple left T-supermodule u(\)
for each A € X(T'). Moreover, the map X(T') — Simpler;(T); A — u(\) is bijective.
As left T-modules, this u(\) is isomorphic to a (finite) copy of the one-dimensional
left T-module k*. Thus, if T =7 (i.e., 0 ¢ A), then u(\) is just k™.

Lemma 5.1. We have X(T) 22 X(T).

Proof. For each A € X(T'), there exists ny > 0 such that u(\) = (k*)®™* as left
T-modules. Since X(T) is identified with the set of all equivalence classes of one-
dimensional left T-supermodule under the parity change II, we conclude that X(T)
is naturally identified with X(7'). This proves the claim. O
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Since T is a closed super-subgroup of B, we may regard u(\) as a left B-
supermodule (i.e., a right O(B)-supercomodule), which we denote by the same
symbol. For each A € X(T'), we get a left G-supermodule

H°(\) == indg(u(A)) = u(}) Oo) O(G),
where o) denotes the cotensor product over O(B) and O(G) is naturally re-
garded as a left O(B)-supercomodule via B C G.
Set
X(T)’ :={\ e X(T) | H°(\) # 0}.
For each A € X(T)’, we can show that H°(\) has a unique simple left G-super-
submodule L(\).

Theorem 5.2 ([Shill, Theorem 4.12 and Proposition 4.15]). The map X(T)* —
Simple (G); A — L(\) is bijective. Moreover, X\ is a “highest” T-weight of L(\),
in the sense that the \-weight superspace L(\)® is isomorphic to u()\) as left T-
supermodules and the action of Ut on L(\) is trivial.

Definition 5.3. A simple left G-supermodule L is said to be absolutely simple if
L ®K' is a simple left Gy -supermodule for all field extensions k' of k. Here, Gy
denotes the base change of G to k'.

The following is a corollary of Theorem

Corollary 5.4. Let A € X(T)°. If L(\) is absolutely simple, then L(\) @k’ 2 Ly (\)
as left Gy -supermodules for all field extensions k' of k. Here, Ly/()\) denotes a
simple left Gy -supermodule of highest weight .

Proposition 5.5. For a field extension k' of k, we have X(Ti)” € X(T)*. If0 ¢ A
(or equivalently, T =T), then X(Ty)* = X(T)".

Proof. Since the induction functor indg(—) commutes with all field extensions,
HO(/\) Rk’ = (u(/\) & k/) DO(BW) O(Gy) D ur () DO(BR/) O(Gy) =: Hﬂg/ (N).
Here, uy (\) denotes a unique simple left Ty -supermodule with weight A. Thus,
HY(X) # 0 implies HO(\) # 0. If 0 ¢ A, then u(\) = k*, and hence H{(\) =
HO(\). O
Proposition 5.6. If 0 ¢ A (or equivalently, T = T), then all simple left G-
supermodules are absolutely simple. In particular, for a field extension k' of k and
a left G-supermodule V', we have (1) socg(V) @ k' = socg,, (V @ k'); and (2) V is

G-semisimple if and only if V @ k' is Gy -semisimple.
Proof. Let A € X(T)’. We note that L(A\)* = u(\) = k* and L()\) % IIL()\). By
Frobenius reciprocity (see [Shill Section A.3]), we get

eHom(L(\), H'(\)) = gHom(L()),k*) C rHom(L(2)* k*) = k.

Since idz(y) € gEnd(L()\)), we can conclude that gEnd(L()\)) = k, and hence
hy()End(L(\)) = k by Theorem Let p : hy(G) — Endy(L())) denote the
hy(G)-supermodule structure map of L(\). Then by Jacobson density theorem for
superalgebras [Rac|, the above argument implies that p is surjective.

Let k' be a filed extension of k. Since Gy is infinitesimally flat and p is surjective,
the hy(Gy )-supermodule structure map

p &K : hy(Gu) = hy(6) ® K — Endy, (L(\) @ k) = End, (L(\) © K,
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of L(\) ® k’ is also surjective. In general, it is easy to see that L(\) @ k' is a
simple left Endy, (L(A) @ k’)-supermodule. Therefore, we conclude that L(\) @ k' is
a simple left hy(Gy )-supermodule. By Theorem B3] (for Gi/), L(A) @ k' is a simple
left Gy/-supermodule.

By counting multiplicity of simple super-submodules inside of V', the claim (1)
easily follows. The claim (2) is just a consequence of (1). O

In the non super-situation, it is known that all left simple Ge,-modules are ab-
solutely simple, see [J, Part II, Corollary 2.9] (and [Mi Section 22.4]). However,
the following example shows that this phenomenon is no longer true for the super-
situation when 0 € A (or equivalently, T # T):

Example 5.7. Suppose that our base field k satisfies —1 ¢ (k*)?, that is, k does
not contain z such that 22 = —1. Let G be the queer supergroup Q(2) over k.
Take T to be the standard maximal torus of Gey = GLy and identify X(T') with
ZM @ ZXo as before. By construction ([Shill Section 4.1]), the simple left T-
supermodule u(\) is a unique simple supermodule over the Clifford superalgebra
Cl(h1, ") of by = Lie(T); with the symmetric bilinear form

b by x by — ki (x,y) > Az, y).
Let A = A1 — 2Xg € X(T'). For Q(n), by [BrKl, Theorem 6.11], we know that

(5.1) X(Tﬁ)b = {Z ci\i € @Z)\i |c1 > >cyand [¢; = cip1 = p | ¢il},
i=1 i=1

where k denotes the algebraic closure of k and p := char(k). Thus, by Proposi-
tion 5}, we have A € X(T)* € X(T). It is easy to see that Cl(hy,b*) is isomorphic
to the quaternion superalgebra (=:=) := k(i,3)/(i% + 1,32 + 1,ij + ji) with
li| = |j| =1 over k, and hence u(\) is a 4-dimensional vector space over k.

On the other hand, since the base change of Cl(hz, b*) to the filed k' := k[X]/(X %+
1) is isomorphic to the matrix superalgebra Maty|;(k’), its simple supermodule is
a 2-dimensional vector space over k’, which we denote by s (A). By Theorem 5.2
we have

(L) @ k) 2 u(\) @K 2w (V) = Liw (M)
Thus, we conclude that L(A\) @ k’ D Ly (). [ |

5.2. Simple G,-supermodules. Throughout the rest of the paper, we suppose
that k is a perfect field of characteristic p > 2.

In the following, we fix a positive integer r. As in Section [3.4] the r-th Frobenius
kernel B (resp. B,.) of BT (resp. B) are infinitesimal and normal.

Recall that, for each A\ € X(T'), we have regarded the simple left T-supermodule
u(A) as a left B-supermodule. We also regard u(\) as a left B,-supermodule
(resp. T,-supermodule) via the inclusion B, C B (resp. T, C B), which we again
denote by the same symbol. By Proposition B.8 we have (T,)ey = T, and hence
we get the following result:

Lemma 5.8. For A\, u € X(T), we have u(A+p"u) = u(A) as left B,.-supermodules.

By definition, we get the short exact sequence 0 — p"X(T) — X(T') — X(T;) —
0, where X(T) — X(T}) is the restriction map induced from 7, C T. Thus, by
Lemma [5.8 for each A € X(T}.), we can define a left B,-supermodule structure on
u(A) in an obvious way.
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Proposition 5.9. For each A € X(T,.), the induced left G,-supermodule indg: (u(N)

of w(\) has a unique simple left G,-super-submodule L,.(\). Moreover, the map
X(T,) — Simplery (G, ); A = Ly (X) is bijective.

Proof. Since the superalgebra map O(G,) — O(B;}) @ O(B,) induced from the
multiplication on G, is injective, one easily sees that the same argument as in
[Shill, Theorem 4.12] works for the quadruple (G,, B, B,, T,). Thus, to prove the
claim, it is enough to show that X(7}.) = {\ € X(T}) | indg: (u(X)) # 0}.

It is easy to see that the multiplication on G, induces an isomorphism B, x U;f —
G, of superschemes, where U is the r-th Frobenius kernel of Ut. Since the
isomorphism is compatible with the left B,-multiplication, we get an isomorphism

O(G,) 2 O(B,) ® O(U;") of left O(B,.)-supercomodules. Thus, we have
indg? (u(A) = u(A) Do, O(G,) = u(A) © O(UF) # 0
for each A € X(T}.). Thus, we are done. O

The proof of Proposition shows that the dimension of indg:(N ) is given by
pT#Ag ont -dim(N) for each left B,-supermodule N, where nf := doent dim(g7).
1
Since X(T;.) 2 X(T')/p"X(T), we get the following result:
Proposition 5.10. For all A\,u € X(T'), we have L.(A + p"u) = L.(A\) as left

G,--supermodules.
We get the following result, whose proof is similar to that of Proposition

Proposition 5.11. If 0 ¢ A (or equivalently, T = T), then all simple left G,.-
supermodules are absolutely simple. In particular, for a field extension k' of k and
a left Gy-supermodule V, we have (1) socg, (V) @k’ = soc(g,),, (V @K'); and (2) V
is G,-semisimple if and only if V@K' is (G, )k -semisimple.

Recall that, in Section 4] we have used the character x, € X(G) to discuss the

unimodularity of G,.. Since B is infinitesimal and normal, by Lemma[4.8] we also
find a unique character ¢, € g.l.(O(B1)) = X(B") such that coadZ(Bj)(qﬁBj) =
¢y ® Pr, where coady, gy O(BH* — O(B))* ® O(B") is the induced right
O(B™)-coaction on O(B,f)* and ¢g+ is a fixed non-zero left integral for B,". In the
following, we let €, denote the sum of the parity of the integral ¢g, and ¢g+, see
Proposition [4.1]

We set

or = Xr|B+ 1/);1
as an element of X(BT) = g.I.(O(B™)). Since —Ay; = AT and A; = ATUAT, we
have
(5.2) Srlr =—(p"—1) Z o+ Z dim(g7).
aent vEAT
Here, we write the group low of X(T") additively. In particular, §,|7, = > A+ @+
0
Z'yeA{ dim(g7)7. In the following, we simply write d,|g+ and d,|g+ by d;.

For a left B -supermodule N, we set

coindgg (N) := hy(G,) Bhyei) V-
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Note that, the dimension of coindgi (N) is p"#%0 - 2" dim(N) by the tensor de-
composition hy(G,) = hy(U,) ® hy(B;"), see Theorem BTIl Here, we put n; :=
ZweA; dim(g]). In particular, if V is finite, then so is <:oindE:+ (N).

Since G, is finite, we have hy(G,) = O(G,)*, and hence we may naturally regard
coindg’; (N) as a left G,-supermodule. Marko and Zubkov showed the following
result:

Proposition 5.12 ([MZ, Proposition 13 and Lemma 14]). Let N be a left B} -
supermodule. Then there is an isomorphism coindg’; (N) = HE’"indgl (N ® o) of

left G.-supermodules. If N is finite, then coindgg (N)* = indg’; (N*).
For each A € X(T), we set
M,(\) = coindg; (u(N).

Note that, M, () is finite-dimensional. Let radg,.(M,())) denote the G,-radial of
M, (X), that is, the intersection of all maximal G,-super-submodules of M, ()). Set
topg, (M,())) := M,()\)/radg, (M,(N)).

Proposition 5.13. For each A € X(T'), topg (M, (X)) is isomorphic to L.(\) as
left G,-supermodules.

Proof. First, we show that topg (M, ()\)) is simple. To show this, we note that
for any A € X(T'), M,.()\) has a unique simple G,-super-submodule. Indeed, by
Proposition 512, we get

M,()\) = Hérindg;:+ (u(\) ®6,) = Hfrindgg (u(A +6,)).

Then by mimicking the proof given in Proposition (5.9 this proves the claim.
The dual of topg (M, (A)) can be naturally regarded as a G,-super-submodule
of M,(\)*. Since M,()) is finite-dimensional, topg (M,())) is semisimple as a
left G,-supermodule. Thus, to prove that M, ()) is simple, it is enough to show
that M,()\)* has a unique simple G,-super-submodule. By Proposition and
u(A)* = u(=X\), we have

M, (A)* = indZ7 (w(—)) = T coind 2% (w(=A = 6,)) = T M, (=A = 6,).

Thus, the argument above shows that topg_(M..(A)) is simple.

By [Shill, Proposition 4.15] (for G,), the A-weight superspace L,(A\)* of L,.())
is isomorphic to u(A) as T,-supermodules. Moreover, it was also shown that the
action of U} on L, (\)? is trivial, that is, A is a “highest” T-weight of L,.(\). Thus,
we have

&, Hom (DM, (X), L (X)) & g+ Hom(u(X), L, (X)) # 0.

We fix a non-zero G,-homomorphism M,(\) — L,()), which is surjective since
L,()) is simple. By the definition of the radical, this morphism must factor through
the quotient topg (M,(A)) = M,()\)/radg, (M, (X)). Since the quotient is simple,
the induced morphism is an isomorphism. (|
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5.3. Bases of odd roots. Recall that, A is the root system of G with respect to
T, and the quadruple (X(T'), Ag, X(T')¥, Ay) is the root datum of the pair (Gey, T).
Let W5 be the base of Ay with respect to T, in other words, ¥y is the set of all
simple roots in AY (see [Mi, Chapter 21d]).

By [J, Part I, Proposition 7.19 and Remark(2)] (see also [T3] Theorem 2.1}), as
an algebra, hy(Gey) is generated by hy(T") and hy(U+,) for a € g, where U, is the
a-root subgroup of Ge,. Note that, hy(Us) = @, kX" and hy(U{,) is generated

by {Xéna) | @ € Ug,n, € N} as an algebra. By “SLa theory”, we get the following
commutator formula (see [Hul, Section 26] for example):

min{m,n} .
(m) y(n) _ (n—1i) Hy,—m-—-n+22 (m—i)
(5.3) xmxm = Z; x" ( . )Xa
for all m,n € NU {0} and o € A, where H, := [Xq, X_4o].
In general, the root system of a split quasireductive supergroup is ill-behaved (see
Example B4@) for example). For this reason, we shall deal with a split quasire-
ductive supergroup having a good “simple roots”, as follows:

Definition 5.14. A subset ¥y of A;r is called a special base of A\ if it satisfies the
following three conditions:
(1) For each v € A{, the odd part of the y-weight super-subspace g}y of g is
contained in the Lie super-subalgebra of g generated by {Y(, ;) € g}y | v €
Uy, 1< j <dim(g])}.
(2) For all « € U5 and v € U7 with @ # v, we have vy — a ¢ A.
(3) If Wg N Wy # @, then dim(gf®) =1 for all a € U5 N V;.
In this case, we say that the pair (U5, ¥7) is a special base of A. To clarify, we shall
say that Uy is an even base of A.

Note that, U5 and ¥y (if it exists) do depend on the choice of T : ZA — R.

Example 5.15. We use the notations in Example 3.4 In the following, we shall
extend the domain ZA of T to X(T') just for simplicity.

(1) For the general linear supergroup GL(m|n), it is natural to take YT();) := —i
for each 1 <4 < m+n. Then an even base of A is given as g5 = {\; — A1 |
1<i<m-lorm+4+1<i<m+n—1}and ¥7 ={\, — A\pnt1} is a
special odd base of A.

(2) For the queer supergroup Q(n), we define T(\;) := —i for each 1 < i < n.
Then U5 ={\; — Ait+1 |1 <i<n—1}is an even base of A and U7 := U
is a special odd base of A. Note that, dim(q(n)*) =1 for all @ € A\ {0}.

(3) For the periplectic supergroup P(n), we define Y(A;) :=n — i + 1 for each
1<i<n. Then ¥g={\; —Ait1 |1 <i<n-—1}is an even base of A and
U; = {2)\,} is a special odd base of A.

(4) For a Chevalley supergroup G of classical type, Fioresi and Gavarini find a
special base of the root system of Lie(G) ([EG, Section 3.3], see also [FG|
Theorem 5.35]).

(5) We consider the algebraic supergroup F{91-97) = F x (G5 )" given in
ExampleB4@). Suppose that F' = GL,, with standard split maximal torus
T and T()\;) := —i for each 1 < ¢ < n. Then Agt ={x(N—-X) 1<
i<j<n}, A=A ={-xi|1<i<n}and A] = 2. Since



28 T. SHIBATA

gl.(O(GL,,)) = {det™ | m € Z}, for each i, there exists m; € Z such that
Xi = mi(A1 + -+ 4+ Ay). Thus, the root system A of F(91:--9n) does not
have a special odd base, in general. |

Remark 5.16. We give some remarks on special odd bases of root systems.

(1) We explain the notion of special odd bases of A depends on the choice of Y.
Suppose that G = P(2) and Y(\;) = —i for each 1 <14 < n. Then one sees
that AT = {/\1 —Ag, —(/\1 —I—/\Q)} and A~ = {—(/\1 — /\2), A1+ A2, 27, 2/\2}
The even base is W5 = AT = {1 —Xo}. Ifwelet U7 := AT = {—(\1+A2)},
then obviously this satisfies Definition[5.14[2]). However, one easily sees that
U3 does not satisfy Definition B.T4YT). Thus, in this case, A does not have
a special odd base.

(2) If ¥y is a special odd base of A, then by Definition E.T4{[]), we get

AT = Ag U A;‘ C Z>o¥g+ Zxo V71,

where ZZQ = NU{O} and ZZ()\Ife = {Zl [@1e7; | c; € ZZQ, o; € \IJE} (6 S Zg)
However, since the dimension of an odd root space of g may be greater than
one (see Example L7@])), the converse does not hold in general. [ |

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that A\ has a special base (U5, U1). Let A € X(T)* and
a €U\ ¥i. Ifn> (N aV)+1, then X(_noz —v* =0 for all v* € L(\)*.

Proof. Since L()) is simple, it is enough to show that w := X(_”Oz — v} is a “maxi-
mal” vector in L(\), that is, u — w = 0 for all u € hy(U™). By Definition [G.T4Y(),
this is equivalent to saying that the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) Xém)—\w=Oforallﬁ€\I!() and m € N.

(ii) Yy, ) = w =0 for all y € U5 and 1 < j < dim(g7).

As in the non super-situation, the condition (i) is clear. However, for convenience
for the reader, we shall give a proof. If o £ 3, then it is known that U, commutes
with Ug, and hence hy(U,) commutes with hy(Ug), see [T3] Proposition 2.3]. Since
v is a “maximal” vector, we have Xém) —w= X(fQ - (Xém) — v*) = 0. Suppose
that « = 8. By the commutator formula (5.3]), we may assume that n > m and get

XM —w = X(_nafm) - (A(Ha) tm e n) v

m

Since n is supposed to be greater than A\(H,) = (A, a"), we have XM ~w=o.
Next, we show the condition (ii). Since we have assumed that o & U3, we

especially get o # . Then by Definition BT[], we get [Y(, ), X o] = 0, and

hence Y(%j)X(_noz = X(_"Ozif(%j). Thus, we get Y(, ;) = w = (X(_nozY(%j)) =t =

x™ (Y(4,5) = v*) = 0. The proof is done. O

If U5NT; # @, then we put K, := [Xq, Y_q] (€ b1) for each a € ¥5 N T3, For
the notation Y_,, see the end of Section

Definition 5.18. Suppose that A has a special base (U5, ¥7). An element \ €
X(T)" is called the p"-restricted weight for G if it satisfies the following conditions
for all o € ¥g:

(1) For the case when o ¢ ¥7. Then (A, ") <p" — 1.
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(2) For the case when o € U1. If pt A([Kq, Ka]), then (A, @) < p”. Otherwise,
<)‘aav> S pr - L
The set of all p"-restricted weights for G are denoted by X,.(T)".

Remark 5.19. Suppose that k is algebraically closed. If G = GL(m|n) and Q(n),
then the above X,—1(T")" coincides with X5 (T') and X} (T')res defined in [Ku] and
[BrKl], respectively. For G = $pO(m|n), the above X,.(T)° is denoted by X,.(T') in
[SW]. n

Let V be a left G,-supermodule. Recall that the induced action of u € hy(G,)
on v € V is denoted by u — v, see ([2.2). For simplicity, we set hy(G,) — V :=
{uv — v |ue€hy(G,),v € V}. The next is a key-lemma in this paper whose proof
is essentially based on the proof of [BrKl, Lemma 9.8]:

Lemma 5.20. Suppose that A has a special base (U5, ¥1). For each A € X,.(T)’,
hy(G,) — L(\)?* forms a left G-supermodule. In particular, L(\) = hy(G,) —
LA,

Proof. First of all, we note that the second claim follows from the first one and the
simplicity of L(\). By Theorem B3] it is enough to show that M := hy(G,) —
L(M\)? is hy(G)-invariant. Since hy(G) is generated by hy(Ge,) and hy(G,.), we shall
see that M is hy(Gey)-invariant. For z € hy(G) and u € hy(G,), we get

xu = Z(_l)‘u(l)HE(z)Pr‘u(l)"1(3)‘I(l)u(1)8($(2))S(u(z))u(s)x(s)

= Y (=)rHolFeleg ) uglugze),
where [, ] denotes the super-bracket ([2I)). Since G, is a normal super-subgroup

of G, we have [z(1),u(1)] € hy(G,) by Proposition 2.8 Thus by (3.1, we see that
M is hy(Gey)-stable if and only if x — L(A\)* € M for all x € hy(Us,), since U,
trivially acts on L(A)*. Moreover, by Theorem [B.11] it is enough to show that

(5.4) X(_"OB —~v*e M forall a€ Vg n>p" and v’ e LN .

If « € U5\ ¥y, then X(fQ — v* =0 by Lemma [5.I7 and Definition FIS|).

Thus, in the following, we suppose that o € ¥5gNW¥;. For simplicity, we write n =
p"+m for some m € NU{0}. If pt \([Ka, Ka]), then we put ¢ := A\([Kq, Ko]) 7! € k.
Otherwise, we put ¢:=1 € k. Set K := 2cK,. We note that, K, K = ¢[K,, K,] €
hg. First, we show that

(5.5) XE A _h o x @y g

To show this, we suppose that w := (X(_p;er) —X(_p;er_l)Y,aK) — v* is non-zero.
If z = w=0 for all z € hy(U™), then hy(G) — w forms a proper super-submodule
of L()\), a contradiction. Thus, there exists a PBW monomial x € hy(U") such
that z — w # 0 and * — w € L(A\)*. By comparing weights and by Definition [5.14]
such « must be of the form (i) = X&) o (i) z = Yo XP ™Y For the case
(i), by the commutator formula (53]), we have

T w = ((A(H“)>1 - (A(H“) a 1>Xay_aK) —

pr+m pr+m—1

() (5 g
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By Definition BI8|2]), we get z — w = 0 for all m. Also, for the case (ii), we have

N

—X_o (p o 2)X Y. K
= () - () T Jea Yo o]

Tr—w

pr+m—1 pr+m—2
The second equation follows from a(H,) = {a, ") = 2. Thus, by the same reason
as (i), we get x — w = 0 for all m. This is a contradiction, and hence w = 0. This
proves the equation (&.5]).

Finally, we show (54) by induction on m. If m = 0, then (&H) implies that
x%) = x® Dy K — o> The right hand side actually belongs to M
(see Theorem BIT)). Suppose that m > 1. Then by (53] and the argument at the
beginning of the proof, we get

X(p +m) NP Z Z [u u), ()]u( )X(J) N
u i+j=pT+m—1

where u := Y_,K € hy(G,). Here, we have used (BI)). Thus, by the induction
hypothesis, we get Xﬁpjm) — 9* € M. This completes the proof. (]

5.4. Steinberg’s tensor product theorem. Throughout the rest of the paper,
we assume that the root system A of G (with respect to T') has a special base
(U5, ¥1), see Definition 514

As we have seen in Section 5.1l not all simple supermodules are absolutely sim-
ple, in general (see Proposition and Example 7). Thus, we also assume the
following condition on our base field k.

Assumption 5.21. If 0 € A (or equivalently, T # T ), then we assume that the
base field k is algebraically closed.

We naturally regard a left G-supermodule as a left G,-supermodule via the
inclusion G, C G as before. The following proof is due to Brundan and Kleshchev
[BrKl, Lemma 9.6]:

Lemma 5.22. Any simple left G-supermodule is semisimple as a left G, -supermodule.

Proof. If 0 ¢ A, then to prove the claim, we may assume that k is algebraically
closed by Propositions and [5.11l Otherwise, by Assumption [5.21] k is supposed
to be algebraically closed.

Let L be a simple left G-supermodule. Since L # 0, we get socg, (L) # 0 (see
[Shill Lemma A.3]). Thus, we fix a simple left G,-super-submodule S of L. Note
that, the k-valued points G, (k) coincides with (Gey)r(k) by Proposition B8 For
each g € Gey(k), 9.5 := {g.v € L | v € S} becomes a simple left (Gey),-submodule
of L, since (Gey)r is a normal subgroup of Ge,. Thus, M : deGe g.S forms
a semisimple left (Gey)r-submodule of L. In particular, M is a left hy((Ge\,)r)-
submodule of L by Theorem 3.3

On the other hand, it is obvious that M is a left Ge, (k)-submodule of L. Since
k is algebraically closed and Ge, is reduced, M is actually a left Ge,-submodule of
L, see [Jl Part I, Section 2.8]. Thus, again by Theorem B3] M is also a locally
finite left hy(Gey)-T-submodule of L. By Theorem B11] as a superalgebra, hy(G)
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is generated by hy(Ge,) and hy(G,.). This shows that M is actually a locally finite
left hy(G)-T-supermodule, and hence a left G-supermodule again by Theorem B3
Since L is simple, we get L = M. The proof is done. O

Proposition 5.23. For A\ € X.(T)", we have hy(G,) — L(\)* = L.(\) as left

~

G,-supermodules. In particular, L(A\) = L.(\) as left G,-supermodules.
Proof. Since L(A\)* = u(\) as left B;F-supermodules, we get
0 # g+ Hom(u(A), L(A)) = g, Hom (M, (X), L(})).
Thus, the following is a non-zero surjective homomorphism of G,-supermodules:
@ M.(\) — hy(G,) = L\, w Opy(i) V> U =V,

where u € hy(G,), v € u(A). Since the quotient M, (\)/Ker(y) is semisimple G,-
supermodule by Lemmas [5.20 and (22 the radical of M,()\) is contained in the
kernel of ¢. This shows that there exists a surjective homomorphism

topg, (M (X)) — M, (N)/Ker(p) = hy(G,) — L(N)™*.
of left G,-supermodules. This map is actually bijective, since L, () = topg (M,(\))

by Proposition 513l Also, by Lemma 520, we get hy(G,) — L(A\)* = L()\). The
proof is done. (I

Remark 5.24. If 0 € A and k is not algebraically closed, which is the same
as in Example B.7] then neither Lemma nor Proposition fail in general.
To see this, we shall consider the queer supergroup G = Q(2). Suppose that
p =char(k) = 3. Set @ := A=Ay € Aand \ := A\ —2Xy € X(T)°. Since (\,a") = 3,
we have A € X,—o(T)". As in Example 5.7 we may identified L(\)* = u(\) with
the 4-dimensional super-subalgebra hy(T)* of hy(T) generated by K; and K». By
Lemma [5.17, one sees that hy(GT)X(fO)L(Kl — Ky —4) ®, 1) L(N\)? is a non-zero
proper super-submodule of M,.()\), and hence M,.()\) is not simple. On the other
hand, by the PBW theorem for G, (Theorem B.IT]) and Lemma [5.20] one sees that

¢ Mp(A) — hy(G,) = LV = L(\);  u @y gty v— u—0,

is injective, and hence ¢ is bijective. If we suppose that L()) is semisimple as a
left G,-supermodule (cf. Lemma [(.22) or L(A) = L,()) as left G,-supermodules
(cf. Proposition (23], then this shows that M, (\) 2 L,.(\). In particular, M,(\)
is a simple left G,-supermodule, a contradiction. Thus, our Assumption B.21] is
actually needed. |

For A € X(T), set H2,()\) := indg: (k*). Then it is known that
X(T): = {A € X(T) | HY(N) # 0} = {A € X(T) | Va € A, (\a") > 0}
and the following map is bijective, see [J, Part II, Chapter 2]:
(5.6) X(T)y — Simple(Gey); A+ Ley(N) := socg,, (Ho,(N)).

In [Shill Proposition 4.18], it is shown that X(7')* € X(T)4. Thus, for each \ €
X(T)?, we may consider Le, ().

Theorem 5.25. Let A € X(T)". Suppose that there exists X' € X.(T)* and p €
X(T)° such that X = N + p"u. Then there exists an isomorphism L(\) = L(\N) ®
Leo ()" of left G-supermodules.
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Proof. By Propositions 510 and 5.23] we have L(\) = L, (X)) and L(\) D L, (\) &
L.(X\) as left G,-supermodules. Thus,

H := g, Hom(L(\), L(\) = g, Hom(L(\), L(\))g

is non-zero. Then by Example [3.9] the following “evaluation map” is a morphism
in the category of left G-supermodules:

p: HRLWN)— L(\); feuv— f(v).

Since H # 0 and L()) is a simple left G-supermodule, this ¢ is surjective. By
Lemma [5.22] L()) is semisimple as a left G,-supermodule. Thus, there exits non-
negative integers m,m; € Zxo such that L(\) = L (N)®" & @,z Lr(X:)¥™ as
left G, -supermodules, see Proposition [5.9

If 0 ¢ A, then as in the proof of Proposition (for G,), one sees that
&.End(L, (X)) = k. Otherwise, by Schur’s lemma (see Assumption (E.21]), we also
obtain the same result g End(L,()\')) = k. Therefore, we conclude that m coincides
with dim(H) in both cases. This shows that dim(HQL(X')) = dim(H)dim(L.(\)) <
dim(L(A)), and hence ¢ is actually an isomorphism.

To complete the proof, we shall show H = Le, (1)), Since H is finite-dimensional,
we have H = (H[="N['l. Thus, it is enough to see that HI=") = Le,(u). By the
isomorphism H @ L(\) = L()) of left G-supermodules, we see that H is a simple
left G-supermodule of “highest” weight p”u. In particular, HI="] is a simple left
Ge,-module of “highest” weight g, and hence H!="] must be isomorphic to Le, (1)
by (B6). The proof is done. O

By Theorem [5.25] we can establish Steinberg’s tensor product theorem for G:

Corollary 5.26. Let A € X(T)b. If we write A = Ao +pA1 + -+ - + " A\, for some
A0s ALy .- Am € X3 (T)b, then there exists an isomorphism

L(/\) = L(AO) ® Lev(Al)[l] ® cte ® Lev()\m)[m]
of left G-supermodules.

DECLARATIONS

Ethical Approval. This declaration is “not applicable”.
Competing interests. This declaration is “not applicable”.
Authors’ contributions. The author wrote the main manuscript text.

Funding. The author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP19K14517
and JP22K13905.

Availability of data and materials. This declaration is “not applicable”.

REFERENCES

[Bo] Helmut Boseck, Classical Lie supergroups, Math. Nachr. 148 (1990), 81-115. MR 1127335

[Br] Jonathan Brundan, Modular representations of the supergroup Q(n). II, Pacific J. Math.
224 (2006), no. 1, 65-90.

[BrKl] Jonathan Brundan and Alexander Kleshchev, Modular representations of the supergroup
Q(n). I, J. Algebra 260 (2003), no. 1, 64-98.

[BrKj] Jonathan Brundan and Jonathan Kujawa, A new proof of the Mullineuz conjecture, J.
Algebraic Combin. 18 (2003), no. 1, 13-39.



[CCF)

[CSW]
[FG]
(GZ)
[Ho]

[Hu

[J]
[Ka]
[Kost]
[Kosz]

[Ku]

[MZ]

[Mal]
[Ma2]
[Mas3]
[MS1]

[MS2]
[MSS]

[MZ1]
[MZ2]

[Mi]

[P]

[Rac]

[Rad]

[Se]

FROBENIUS KERNELS OF ALGEBRAIC SUPERGROUPS 33

Claudio Carmeli, Lauren Caston, and Rita Fioresi, Mathematical foundations of su-
persymmetry, EMS Series of Lectures in Mathematics, European Mathematical Society
(EMS), Ziirich, 2011.

Shun-Jen Cheng, Bin Shu, and Weiqiang Wang, Modular representations of exceptional
supergroups, Math. Z. 291 (2019), no. 1-2, 635-659. MR 3936085

Rita Fioresi and Fabio Gavarini, Chevalley supergroups, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 215
(2012), no. 1014, vi+64.

A. N. Grishkov and A. N. Zubkov, Solvable, reductive and quasireductive supergroups, J.
Algebra 452 (2016), 448-473. MR 3461076

G. Hochschild, Algebraic groups and Hopf algebras, Illinois J. Math. 14 (1970), 52-65.
MR 257088

James E. Humphreys, Introduction to Lie algebras and representation theory, Graduate
Texts in Mathematics, vol. 9, Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1978, Second printing,
revised. MR 499562

Jens Carsten Jantzen, Representations of algebraic groups, second ed., Mathematical
Surveys and Monographs, vol. 107, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.
V. G. Kac, Lie superalgebras, Advances in Math. 26 (1977), no. 1, 8-96. MR 486011
Bertram Kostant, Graded manifolds, graded Lie theory, and prequantization, Lecture
Notes in Mathematics 570 (1977), 177-306, Springer-Verlag, Berlin/Heidelberg/New
York.

Jean-Louis Koszul, Graded manifolds and graded Lie algebras, Proceedings of the Inter-
national Meeting on Geometry and Physics (Florence, 1982), Pitagora, Bologna, 1983,
pp. 71-84.

Jonathan Kujawa, The Steinberg tensor product theorem for GL(m|n), Representations
of algebraic groups, quantum groups, and Lie algebras, Contemp. Math., vol. 413, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006, pp. 123-132. MR 2263092

Frantisek Marko and Alexandr N. Zubkov, Blocks for the general linear supergroup
GL(m/|n), Transform. Groups 23 (2018), no. 1, 185-215. MR 3763946

Akira Masuoka, The fundamental correspondences in super affine groups and super formal
groups, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 202 (2005), 284-312.

, Harish-Chandra pairs for algebraic affine supergroup schemes over an arbitrary
field, Transform. Groups 17 (2012), no. 4, 1085-1121.

, Hopf algebraic techniques applied to super algebraic groups, Proceedings of Al-
gebra Symposium (2013), 48-66, available at arXiv:1311.1261 [math.AG].

Akira Masuoka and Taiki Shibata, Algebraic supergroups and Harish-Chandra pairs over
a commutative ring, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. (2017), no. 369, 3443-3481.

, On functor points of affine supergroups, J. Algebra (2018), no. 503, 534-572.
Akira Masuoka, Taiki Shibata, and Yuta Shimada, Affine algebraic super-groups with
integral, Comm. Algebra 50 (2022), no. 2, 615-634. MR 4375528

Akira Masuoka and Alexandr N. Zubkov, Quotient sheaves of algebraic supergroups are
superschemes, J. Algebra 348 (2011), 135-170.

, Solvability and nilpotency for algebraic supergroups, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 221
(2017), no. 2, 339-365. MR 3545265

James Stuart Milne, Algebraic groups, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol.
170, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017, The theory of group schemes of finite
type over a field. MR 3729270

Ivan Penkov, Borel-Weil-Bott theory for classical Lie supergroups, Current problems in
mathematics. Newest results, Vol. 32, Itogi Nauki i Tekhniki, Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vs-
esoyuz. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn. Inform., Moscow, 1988, Translated in J. Soviet Math. 51
(1990), no. 1, 2108-2140, pp. 71-124. MR 957752

M. L. Racine, Primitive superalgebras with superinvolution, J. Algebra 206 (1998), no. 2,
588-614. MR 1637088

David E. Radford, Hopf algebras, Series on Knots and Everything, vol. 49, World Scientific
Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, 2012. MR 2894855

Vera Serganova, Quasireductive supergroups, New developments in Lie theory and its
applications, Contemp. Math., vol. 544, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2011, pp. 141—
159.




34

T. SHIBATA

[SGA3] Schémas en groupes (SGA3), Séminaire de Géométrie algébrique du Bois Marie 1962—

[Shil]

[Shi2]

[SW]
[Su]
(T1]
(T2]
(T3]
(V]
[21]
[22]
[zM]

(zU]

1964, dirigé par M. Demazure et A. Grothendieck, Lecture Notes in Math. 151-153,
Springer, Berlin, 1970.

Taiki Shibata, Borel-Weil theorem for algebraic supergroups, J. Algebra 547 (2020), 179-
219. MR 4039427

, Algebraic supergroups and their representations, Hopf algebras, tensor categories
and related topics, Contemp. Math., vol. 771, Amer. Math. Soc., [Providence], RI, [2021]
©2021, pp. 255-266. MR 4281373

Bin Shu and Weiqiang Wang, Modular representations of the ortho-symplectic super-
groups, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 96 (2008), no. 1, 251-271.

John Brendan Sullivan, Affine group schemes with integrals, J. Algebra 22 (1972), 546
558. MR 304418

Mitsuhiro Takeuchi, Tangent coalgebras and hyperalgebras. I, Japan. J. Math. 42 (1974),
1-143.

, On coverings and hyperalgebras of affine algebraic groups, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 211 (1975), 249-275.

, A hyperalgebraic proof of the isomorphism and isogeny theorems for reductive
groups, J. Algebra 85 (1983), no. 1, 179-196.

E. G. Vishnyakova, On complex Lie supergroups and split homogeneous supermanifolds,
Transform. Groups 16 (2011), no. 1, 265-285.

Alexandr N. Zubkov, Some properties of general linear supergroups and of Schur super-
algebras, Algebra Logika 45 (2006), no. 3, 257-299, 375.

, Some homological properties of GL(m|n) in arbitrary characteristic, J. Algebra
Appl. 15 (2016), no. 7, 1650119, 26. MR 3528547

Alexandr N. Zubkov and Frantisek Marko, The center of Dist(GL(m|n)) in positive
characteristic, Algebr. Represent. Theory 19 (2016), no. 3, 613-639. MR 3503234
Alexandr N. Zubkov and P. A. Ulyashev, Solvable and unipotent supergroups, Algebra
Logika 53 (2014), no. 3, 323-339, 419, 422. MR 3288440

DEPARTMENT OF APPLIED MATHEMATICS, OKAYAMA UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE, 1-1 RIDAI-CHO
KITA-KU OKAYAMA-SHI, OKAYAMA 700-0005, JAPAN
Email address: shibata@ous.ac. jp



	1. Introduction
	Organization of this paper
	Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Hopf superalgebras
	2.2. Algebraic supergroups
	2.3. Lie superalgebras and super-hyperalgebras
	2.4. Normal super-subgroups
	2.5. Characters

	3. Split Quasireductive Supergroups
	3.1. Split quasireductive supergroups
	3.2. Root systems
	3.3. Characters
	3.4. Frobenius kernels

	4. Unimodularity of Algebraic Supergroups
	4.1. (Co)integrals on Hopf superalgebras
	4.2. Integrals for supergroups
	4.3. Integrals for finite normal super-subgroups
	4.4. Unimodularity of Frobenius kernels

	5. Steinberg's Tensor Product Theorem
	5.1. Simple G-supermodules
	5.2. Simple Gr-supermodules
	5.3. Bases of odd roots
	5.4. Steinberg's tensor product theorem

	Declarations
	Ethical Approval
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials

	References

