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1 Introduction

Sincetheir�rstsystem aticdiscussion [1]inthe1970’s,Liesuperalgebrashavebeenstudied

for a variety ofreasons,both in physics and in m athem atics. They found applications

notonly in elem entary particlephysics(see[2]foran early review)butalso to condensed

m atterproblem s,m ostly in the contextofdisordered ferm ions[3]and in particularthe

quantum Halle�ect[4,5](seealso e.g.[6]forfurtherapplicationsto m odelsofstatistical

physics).Duringthelastyears,non-linear�-m odelson supergroupsand supercosetshave

alsoem erged through studiesofstringtheoryin certain Ram ond-Ram ond backgrounds[7,

8,9].M any specialpropertiesofthesem odels,such asthepossiblepresenceofconform al

invariancewithoutaW ess-Zum inoterm ,originatefrom peculiarfeaturesoftheunderlying

Liesuperalgebra [10,11].

Even though Liesuperalgebrasareso widely used,theirrepresentation theory,and in

particulartheirClebsch-Gordan decom position,isfarfrom being fully developed. This

m ay partly beexplained by thefactthatindecom posable(butreducible)representations

occur quite naturally [1,12,13]. Furtherm ore,m any Lie superalgebras are known not

to adm it a com plete classi�cation ofall�nite dim ensionalrepresentations [14]. One of

therareexceptionsforwhich such a classi�cation existsaretheLiesuperalgebrasoftype

sl(nj1)[15,16,14,17].

In thisnoteweshalldiscusstherepresentation theory ofsl(2j1),including a com plete

list oftensor products of�nite dim ensionalrepresentations with diagonalizable Cartan

elem ents.Thereby,weextend previouspartialstudies[12,18].Ourderivationsarebased

on a particularem bedding oftheLiesuperalgebra gl(1j1).Forthepurposeofbeing self-

contained we shalltherefore com m ence in section 2 with a short exposition ofthe Lie

superalgebra gl(1j1),its�nitedim ensionalrepresentationsand theirtensorproducts.

Allour new results on sl(2j1)are contained in section 4. First,we investigate how

sl(2j1)representations decom pose afterrestricting the action to the subalgebra gl(1j1).

These decom positions exhibit a very close correspondence between atypicalrepresenta-

tions (short m ultiplets) ofgl(1j1) and sl(2j1). The latter extends to indecom posable

com positesofatypicalrepresentations. Ourresultsforthe decom position ofsl(2j1)ten-

sorproductsinto theirindecom posable building blocksare stated in the propositions1,

2 and 4.Proposition 3 statesthat,m odulo projectives,therepresentation ring ofsl(2j1)

m ay beem bedded into therepresentation ring ofgl(1j1).
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In aforthcom ing publication [19]weshallem ploy theresultsofthispaperand related

ideasin ordertodeterm inethetensorproductsofalargeclassofpsl(2j2)-representations.

The latterare relevantforthe study ofstringsin AdS3. In addition,ouranalysism ight

possessim plicationsforthe construction ofnew conform al�eldstheorieswith gl(1j1)or

sl(2j1)superalgebra sym m etries(see,e.g.,[20,21,22]).Asin thecaseofbosoniccurrent

algebras,therepresentation theoryofa�neLiesuperalgebrasinheritsm uch ofitsfeatures

from the �nite dim ensionalalgebra ofzero m odes. Butin the case ofcurrentsuperalge-

bras,there rem ain m any unresolved issues,e.g.concerning the m odulartransform ation

ofcharactersand therelation ofthem odularS m atrix to thefusion algebra [23,24,25].

W e hope to com e back to these im portant questions in the future. Let us �nally also

note thatgl(1j1)sym m etry hasbeen argued to be an im m inent feature ofevery c = 0

conform al�eld theory [26,27].

2 T he Lie superalgebra gl(1j1)

This section is devoted to the representation theory ofgl(1j1). Not only willthis Lie

superalgebra play a crucialrolewhen wedeterm inetensorproductsofsl(2j1)representa-

tions,itcan also serve asa very instructive exam ple in which we encountersom e ofthe

m ostinterestingphenom enaand notionsin therepresentation theoryofLiesuperalgebras.

2.1 T he de�ning relations

The Lie superalgebra h = gl(1j1)isgenerated by two even elem entsE ,N and two odd

elem ents � (weshallfollow thephysicistsconvention of[20]).Theelem entE iscentral

and theferm ions � haveoppositechargewith respecttoN .M oreexplicitly thede�ning

relationsread,

[E ; � ] = [E ;N ] = 0 [N ; � ] = � �
f + ; �

g = E : (2.1)

The even subalgebra is thus given by h(0) = gl(1)� gl(1). Forlaterconvenience letus

also introducetheautom orphism ! which isde�ned by itsaction

!(E ) = E !(N ) = �N !( � ) =  � (2.2)

on thegeneratorsand extended to thewholeLiesuperalgebra h by linearity.
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2.2 T he �nite dim ensionalrepresentations

Theindecom posable�nitedim ensionalrepresentationsofh = gl(1j1)havebeen classi�ed

in [1,28,16,17].1 W e shallstartwith a shortdiscussion ofirreducible representations

which m ay allbeobtained from theso-called Kacm odules.In thiscontextitiscrucialto

distinguish between typicaland atypicalrepresentations[29],orlongand shortm ultiplets.

Them oststriking featureofthelatteristhatthey can bepartoflargerindecom posable

representations.A com pletelistofsuch \com posites" isprovided in thesecond and third

subsection.

2.2.1 K ac m odules and irreducible representations

Letusagree to work with a Cartan subalgebra thatisspanned by E and N . In order

to introduce Kac m odules we de�ne  + to be a positive rootand  � to be a negative

root.TheKacm oduleshe;niareinduced highestweightm odulesovera one-dim ensional

representation (e;n)ofthebosonicsubalgebra,wheree2 C and n 2 C aretheeigenvalues

ofE and N ,respectively.A m oreexplicitdescription through m atricesis,

he;ni: E =

�
e 0

0 e

�

N =

�
n 0

0 n � 1

�

 
+ =

�
0 e

0 0

�

 
� =

�
0 0

1 0

�

: (2.3)

Sim ilarly,onecan introduceanti-Kacm oduleshe;niby switching theroleofpositiveand

negativeroots.Thecorresponding m atrix representation reads,

he;ni: E =

�
e 0

0 e

�

N =

�
n � 1 0

0 n

�

 + =

�
0 0

1 0

�

 � =

�
0 e

0 0

�

: (2.4)

Notethatthem oduleshe;niand he;niareirreducible ifand only ife6= 0 in which case

theyarealsoisom orphic.Theresultingrepresentationsarecalled typicaland theyprovide

the\generic" irreducible representationsofgl(1j1).

Fore= 0,on theotherhand,oneobtainstwo inequivalentindecom posable represen-

tationsboth ofwhich possessan invariantone-dim ensionalsubspace.Ifweintroducethe

notation hnifortheone-dim ensionalirreducible representationsspeci�ed by

E = 0 N = n  � = 0 (2.5)

1To avoid confusion we stress that the term indecom posable refers to both irreducible as wellas

reduciblebutindecom posablerepresentations.
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then we m ay express the structure ofthe indecom posable Kac and anti-Kac m odules

through thefollowing diagram s,

h0;ni: hn � 1i  � hni h0;ni: hn � 1i �! hni : (2.6)

Pictures ofthis type (and certainly m uch m ore com plicated versions) willappear fre-

quently throughout this text. Let us therefore pause for a m om ent to recallhow we

decode their inform ation: Atypicalrepresentations from which no arrows em anate cor-

respond to invariantsubspaces. Ifwe divide by such a subrepresentation,the resulting

quotientisencoded by a new diagram which isobtained from theoriginalby deleting the

invariantsubspacealong with alltheadjacentarrows.In thecaseof(anti-)Kacm odules

there exists only a single irreducible invariant subrepresentation and the corresponding

quotientsare irreducible. Butwe willsoon see exam plesofm oduleswith severalinvari-

antsubspaces oreven whole hierarchies thereof. In such cases,ourdiagram sm ay have

di�erentoorswhich areconnected by arrows.

2.2.2 Projective covers ofatypicalirreducible representations

W e have observed already that the atypicalirreducible representations can be part of

larger indecom posables,e.g.ofthe Kac and anti-Kac m odules. The latter can them -

selves appear as proper subm odules ofindecom posable structures. There exist certain

distinguished indecom posables,however,thatadm itno furtherextension.These arethe

so-called projectivecoversPh(n)ofatypicalrepresentationsthatwearegoingtointroduce

next.

The representations Ph(n) are four-dim ensionaland they are param etrized by one

com plex param etern which featuresexplicitly in thefollowing m atrices,

N =

0

B
B
@

n 0 0 0

0 n + 1 0 0

0 0 n � 1 0

0 0 0 n

1

C
C
A

 + =

0

B
B
@

0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

1

C
C
A

 � =

0

B
B
@

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 �1 0 0

1

C
C
A

:

The elem ent E vanishes identically. It is worth m entioning that Ph(0) is the adjoint

representation ofgl(1j1).Asthey stand,the m atricesarenotvery illum inating.In fact,

thestructureofPh(n)ism uch betterunderstood aftertranslation into ourdiagram m atic

language,

Ph(n): hni �! hn + 1i� hn � 1i �! hni : (2.7)
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There is a variant ofthis pictorialpresentation that keeps track ofthe ordering ofthe

weights,i.e.oftheeigenvaluesforN ,

hni
''

NN
NN

yyrr
r

hn � 1i
%%

LL
L

hn + 1i :

wwpp
pp

hni

(2.8)

In this diagram ,N -eigenvalues increase from left to right. Both pictures display the

essentialfeatures ofPh(n) very clearly. To begin with,these representations contain a

uniqueirreducible one-dim ensionalsubrepresentation hniin therightm ostposition (bot-

tom ). This is called the \socle" ofPh(n) and it is the reason for us to think ofthe

four-dim ensionalindecom posablesasa \cover" ofatypicalirreduciblerepresentations.In

addition,we can also �nd three di�erenttypesofindecom posable subrepresentationsin

Ph(n).These include thetwo-dim ensional(anti-)Kacm odulesh0;n + 1iand h0;ni.But

there appearsalso one new classofthree-dim ensionalindecom posables thatwe did not

m eet before. Their diagram is obtained from the above by deleting the representation

hni on top along with the arrowsthatem anate from it. One can go through a sim ilar

analysisoffactorrepresentationsobtained from Ph(n)with very m uch the sam epattern

ofresults. Letusonly pointoutthatthe quotient ofPh(n)by its socle hniprovides a

new three-dim ensionalindecom posablerepresentation which isnotisom orphicto theone

wefound am ong thesubm odulesofPh(n).

W e have seen thatatypicalirreducibles sit inside (anti-)Kac m odules which in turn

appearassubrepresentationsofthree-dim ensionalindecom posables.Butthesequence of

em beddingsdoesnotend here.In thenextsubsection weshallconstructtwoin�niteseries

ofindecom posableswhich arenested into each othersuch thattheirm th m em berappears

asan extension ofthe (m � 1)th by a one-dim ensionalatypicalrepresentation. The rep-

resentation Ph(n)givesrise to anotherextension ofthree-dim ensionalindecom posables,

butthisoneturnsouttobem axim al,i.e.nofurtherem bedding intoalargerindecom pos-

ableispossible.Theirm axim ality distinguishesPh(n)from allotherrepresentationswith

E = 0 and itplacesthem in onegroup with thetypicaltwo-dim ensionalrepresentations.

In m ore m athem aticalterm s,he;ni;e 6= 0;and Ph(n)are known asprojective represen-

tationsofgl(1j1),a notion thatisparticularly im portantforourinvestigation oftensor

productssincetheprojective representationsform an idealin therepresentation ring.
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2.2.3 Zigzag m odules

As we have anticipated at the end ofthe previous subsection,there exist two di�erent

fam iliesofindecom posablerepresentationsZ d
h(n)and

�Z d
h(n)which weshallnam e(anti-)

zigzag representations. They are param etrized by the eigenvalue n 2 C ofN with the

largestrealpartand by the num berd = 1;2;3;::: oftheiratypicalconstituents. On a

basisofeigenstatesjm i;m = n;:::;n� d+ 1;fortheelem entN ,thegeneratorsofzigzag

representationsZ d
h(n)read

N jm i = m jm i ;  �
jm i =

1

2

�
1+ (�1)n� m

�
jm � 1i (2.9)

and E vanishesidentically. Here we agree thatjm i= 0 when m isoutside the allowed

range.Sim ilarly,wecan introduceanti-zigzag representations �Z d
h(n)through

N jm i = m jm i ;  �
jm i =

1

2

�
1� (�1)n� m

�
jm � 1i : (2.10)

Theonly di�erence between theform ulas(2.9)and (2.10)isin thesign between thetwo

term sfortheaction offerm ionicelem ents.Notethatatypicalirreduciblerepresentations

and (anti-)Kacm odulesarespecialcasesof(anti-)zigzagrepresentations,in particularwe

havehni�= Z 1
h(n)

�= �Z 1
h(n).

Once m ore we can display the structure ofthe (anti-)zigzag m odules through their

associated diagram .In doing so weshallseparatetwo casesdepending on theparity ofd.

W hen d = 2p iseven we�nd

Z
2p

h
(n): hn � 2p+ 1i � hn � 2p+ 2i�! � � �  � hn � 2i�! hn � 1i � hni

�Z
2p

h
(n): hn � 2p+ 1i�! hn � 2p+ 2i � � � � �! hn � 2i � hn � 1i�! hni :

Observe that the leftm ost atypicalconstituent is invariant for even dim ensionalzigzag

m odules,apropertythatisnotshared bytheeven dim ensionalanti-zigzagrepresentations

which,byconstruction,alwayspossessaninvariantconstituentintheirrightm ostposition.

W hen d = 2p+ 1 isodd,on theotherhand,thecorresponding diagram sread

Z
2p+ 1

h
(n): hn � 2pi�! hn � 2p+ 1i � � � �  � hn � 2i�! hn � 1i � hni

�Z
2p+ 1

h
(n): hn � 2pi � hn � 2p+ 1i�! � � � �! hn � 2i � hn � 1i�! hni :

In this case,both ends ofthe anti-zigzag m odules correspond to invariant subspaces.

Tensorproductsof(anti-)zigzag representationswillturn outto depend very strongly on
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theparity ofd.In analogy with oursecond graphicalpresentation (2.8)fortheprojective

representationsPh(n),onem ay betem pted to changeourdiagram sforZ and �Z a little

bitby m oving thesourcesup such thatallarrowsrun ata 45 degreeangle.Theresulting

picturesexplain ournam e\zigzag m odule".

2.2.4 A ction ofthe autom orphism on m odules

W hen calculating the tensorproductsofgl(1j1)representationswe can save som e work

by using the additionalinform ation that is encoded in the existence ofthe outer au-

tom orphism !. In fact,given any representation � with m ap �� :g ! End(V )and an

autom orphism !,wem ayde�nethenew representation !(�)on thesam espaceV through

theprescription �!(�) = �� !.Depending on thechoiceof�,thenew representation !(�)

willoften turn outto beinequivalentto �.

Let us briey work out how the various representations ofgl(1j1)are m apped onto

each other.Fortheprojective representationsoneeasily �nds

!
�
he;ni

�
= he;1� ni !

�
Ph(n)

�
= Ph(�n) : (2.11)

The second assignm ent is easily found from the structure (2.8) ofthe projective cover

along with the obvious rule !(hni) = h�ni. A sim ilar argum ent also determ ines the

action oftheautom orphism ! on zigzag representations,

!
�
Z

d
h(n)

�
=

8
<

:

�Z d
h(d� n � 1) ford even

Z d
h(d� n � 1) ford odd :

(2.12)

For anti-zigzag representations the sam e rules apply with the roles ofZ and �Z being

switched.W hatm akesthese sim ple observationsusefulforusisthefactthatthefusion

ofrepresentation respectstheaction of!.In otherwords,if�3 isa subrepresentation of

�1
 �2,then !(�3)arisesin thetensorproductof!(�1)and !(�2)and theirm ultiplicities

coincide.

2.3 D ecom position ofgl(1j1)tensor products

W e are now ready to spellout the various tensor products of�nite dim ensionalrepre-

sentationsofgl(1j1). Obviously,there are quite a few casesto consider. Forthe tensor

7



productoftwo typicalrepresentationsone�nds

he1;n1i
 he2;n2i =

8
<

:

Ph(n1 + n2 � 1) fore1 + e2 = 0

L 1

p= 0
he1 + e2;n1 + n2 � pi fore1 + e2 6= 0 :

(2.13)

Thisform ula should only beused when e1;e2 6= 0.Tensorproductsbetween atypicalKac

m oduleswillappearasa specialcasebelow when wediscussthem ultiplication ofzigzag

representations.

Nextwe would like to considerthe tensorproductsinvolving projective coversPh in

addition to typicalrepresentations.Thesearegiven by

he;ni
 Ph(m ) = he;n + m + 1i� 2� he;n + m i� he;n + m � 1i

Ph(n)
 Ph(m ) = Ph(n + m + 1)� 2� Ph(n + m ) � Ph(n + m � 1) ;

(2.14)

where we assum e once m ore thate 6= 0 in the �rstline. W e observe thattypicalrepre-

sentationsand projective covers close undertensorproducts,in perfectagreem entwith

thegeneralbehaviorofprojectiverepresentations.

Tensorproductsbetween theprojectiverepresentationsand (anti-)zigzag m odulesare

also easy to spellout

he;ni
 Z d(m ) = he;ni
 �Z d(m ) =

d� 1M

p= 0

he;n + m � pi (2.15)

Ph(n)
 Z d(m ) = Ph(n)
 �Z d(m ) =

d� 1M

p= 0

Ph(n + m � p) : (2.16)

On the right hand side,only projective representations appear. W e conclude that the

latterform an idealin therepresentation ring,justaspredicted by generalresultsin the

theory ofLiesuperalgebras.

Thedescription oftensorproductsbetween (anti-)zigzag representationsrequiresthe

m oste�ortssince we have to treatvariouscasesseparately,depending on the parity of

theparam eterd.

Z
2p1
h
(n1)
 �Z

2p2
h
(n2) =

p1� 1M

�1= 0

p2� 1M

�2= 0

Ph(n1 + n2 � 2�1 � 2�2 � 1) ;

Z
2p1
h
(n1)
 Z

2p2
h
(n2) = Z

2p1
h
(n1 + n2)� Z

2p1
h
(n1 + n2 � 2p2 + 1)�

p1� 1M

�1= 0

p2� 1M

�2= 1

Ph(n1 + n2 � 2�1 � 2�2) for p1 � p2 ;
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Z
2p1+ 1

h
(n1)
 Z

2p2+ 1

h
(n2) = Z

2(p1+ p2)+ 1

h
(n1 + n2) �

p1� 1M

�1= 0

p2M

�2= 1

Ph(n1 + n2 � 2�1 � 2�2);

Z
2p1+ 1

h
(n1)
 �Z

2p2+ 1

h
(n2) = �Z 2(p2� p1)+ 1(n1 + n2 � 2p1)�

p1� 1M

�1= 0

p2M

�2= 0

Ph(n1 + n2 � 2�1 � 2�2 � 1) for p1 � p2 ;

Z
2p1+ 1

h
(n1)
 Z

2p2
h
(n2) = Z

2p2
h
(n1 + n2) �

p1� 1M

�1= 0

p2M

�2= 1

Ph(n1 + n2 � 2�1 � 2�2) :

The rem aining form ulascan eitherbe obtained by applying the outerautom orphism !

to the ones we have displayed or by a form alconjugation ofthe above expression in

which wereplaceZ by �Z (and viceversa)whiletouching neithertheirargum entsnorthe

projectivepartatall.2 Though wehavenotfound thesetensorproductsin theliterature,

wewould notbesurprised ifthey wereknown before.In any case,they m ay bederived by

an explicitconstruction ofthevectorsthatspan thecorresponding invariantsubspacesin

each tensorproduct.Letusalsopointoutthattherepresentation ringofgl(1j1)possesses

m any di�erentsubrings,i.e.there existm any di�erentsubsets ofrepresentations which

close under tensor products. W e observe, for exam ple, that (anti-)zigzag m odules of

any given even length (or even a �nite set thereof) can be com bined with projective

representationsto form an idealin thefusion ring.

3 T he Lie superalgebra sl(2j1)

Thissection isdevoted toourm ain them e,thetheoryof�nitedim ensionalrepresentations

ofsl(2j1).Thelatterhavebeen entirelyclassi�ed [13,15,16,17].Thisdistinguishessl(2j1)

from m ostotherm em bersoftheA-seriesofLiesuperalgebrasforwhich a classi�cation is

even known tobeim possible[14].Hereweshallprovideacom pletelistoftensorproducts

of�nitedim ensionalrepresentationsofsl(2j1),thereby extending previouspartialresults

by M arcu [18]. W e shallachieve this with the help ofa nice correspondence between

the indecom posables ofsl(2j1)and gl(1j1)which allowsusto em ploy the resultsofthe

previoussection.

2Notethatthe described conjugation and the application of! aretwo di�erentoperations.
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3.1 T he de�ning relations

Theeven partg(0) = gl(1)� sl(2)oftheLiesuperalgebra g= sl(2j1)isgenerated by four

bosonicelem entsH ,E � and Z which obey thecom m utation relations

[H ;E � ] = �E � ; [E + ;E � ] = 2H ; [Z;E � ] = [Z;H ] = 0 : (3.1)

In addition,there existtwo ferm ionic m ultiplets(F + ;F � )and (�F + ;�F � )which generate

theodd partg(1).They transform as(� 1

2
;1

2
)with respectto theeven subalgebra,i.e.

[H ;F � ] = �
1

2
F � [H ;�F � ] = �

1

2
�F �

[E � ;F � ] = [E � ;�F � ] = 0 [E � ;F � ] = �F � [E � ;�F � ] = �F � (3.2)

[Z;F � ] =
1

2
F � [Z;�F � ] = �

1

2
�F � :

Finally,theferm ionicelem entspossessthefollowing sim pleanti-com m utation relations

fF � ;F �
g = f�F � ;�F �

g = 0 fF � ;�F �
g = E �

fF � ;�F �
g = Z � H (3.3)

am ong each other.Form ulas(3.1)to (3.3)provide a com plete listofrelationsin theLie

superalgebra sl(2j1).

There are two di�erent decom positions ofsl(2j1) that shallplay som e role in our

analysisbelow.Oneofthem isthefollowing triangulardecom position

g = g+ � p� g� ; (3.4)

in which theCartan subalgebra isgiven by p= span(H ;Z),thepositiverootsspan g+ =

span(E + ;F � ) and the negative roots generate the third subspace g� = span(E � ;�F � ).

Thisdecom position correspondsto a particularchoice ofthe rootsystem . Letusrecall

thatforLiesuperalgebras,thelatterisnotunique.

Anothernaturaldecom position isobtained by collecting allbosonicgeneratorsin one

subspace whilekeeping theferm ionicgeneratorsin two separatesets,

g = g
(1)

1 � g
(0)
� g

(1)

� 1 : (3.5)

Here,g
(1)

1 = span(F � )and g
(1)

� 1 = span(�F � ). By declaring elem ents ofthese three sub-

spaces to possess grade (�1;0;1),respectively, we can introduce an Z-grading in the

10



universalenveloping algebra. Ferm ionic elem ents possess odd grades so that the new

grading isconsistentwith theusualdistinction between even and odd generators.

Asin ourdiscussion ofgl(1j1)above,itwillbeusefulforusto exploitthesym m etries

ofsl(2j1).In thiscase,they aredescribed by an outerautom orphism thatactstrivially on

the generatorsE � and H while exchanging the barred and unbarred ferm ionic elem ents

and reversing thesign ofZ,i.e.


: (H ;E �
;Z;F

�
;�F � ) 7! (H ;E �

;�Z;�F �
;F

� ) : (3.6)

TheexistenceofthisZ2-autom orphism willallow usto determ ineseveraltensorproducts

rathereasily.

3.2 Finite dim ensionalrepresentations

Sincetherearedi�erentnotationsoatingaroundinthem athem atics[1]andinthephysics

literature[12,30]weshallgivea shortaccountofthebasicconstructionsofm odulesand

how they are related. Our discussion is restricted to �nite dim ensionalrepresentations

in which the Cartan subalgebra can be diagonalized. M ore generalrepresentationshave

been discussed in [13,17]and [31]. An overview overthe representations considered in

thispaperisgiven in table1.

3.2.1 K ac m odules and irreducible representations

Thebasictoolin theconstruction ofirreduciblerepresentationsareagain theKacm odules

[1]. In the case ofg = sl(2j1),these form a 2-param eterfam ily fb;jg of8j-dim ensional

representations.W em ayinducethem from the2j-dim ensionalrepresentations(b� 1

2
;j� 1

2
)

ofthe bosonic subalgebra g(0) by applying the generators in g
(1)

1 , i.e.the pair F � of

ferm ionicelem ents.Ourlabelb2 C denotesa gl(1)-chargeand spinsofsl(2)arelabeled

by j = 1

2
;1;:::. To be m ore precise,we m ust�rstprom ote the representation space of

thebosonicsubalgebratoag(0)� g
(1)

� 1-m oduleby declaringthatitsvectorsareannihilated

when weactwith elem ents �F � .Then wecan set

fb;jg = Ind
g

g(0)� g
(1)

� 1

V(b� 1

2
;j�

1

2
) = U(g)


U(g(0)� g
(1)

� 1
)
V(b� 1

2
;j�

1

2
) :

In this form ula,U(g) denotes the universalenveloping algebra ofg and V is the 2j-

dim ensionalrepresentation spaceofthebosonicsubalgebra,or,to bem oreprecise,ofthe
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extented algebra g(0)� g
(1)

� 1. Letusem phasize thatthere isa relative shiftin the labels

between the representation fb;jg ofthe Liesuperalgebra and the corresponding bosonic

representation (b� 1

2
;j� 1

2
).TheshiftguaranteesthatthehighesteigenvalueofH in the

whole m odule isgiven by j and itcorrespondsto the conventionsof[12]. Even though

thelatterseem som ewhatunnaturalfrom thepointofview ofKacm oduleswewilllater

encountersom esim pli�cationswhich justify thischoice.

Thedualconstruction which prom otestheferm ionsin g
(1)

� 1,i.e.thegenerators
�F � ,to

creation operatorsyieldsanti-Kacm odules(band j takethesam evaluesasabove)

fb;jg = Ind
g

g(0)� g
(1)

1

V(b+ 1

2
;j�

1

2
) = U(g)


U(g(0)� g
(1)

1
)
V(b+ 1

2
;j�

1

2
) :

This bosonic content of (anti-)Kac m odules m ay be read o� rather easily form their

construction,

fb;jg
�
�
g(0)

= (b� 1

2
;j� 1

2
) 
 U(g

(1)

1 )
�
�
g(0)

fb;jg
�
�
g(0)

= (b+ 1

2
;j� 1

2
) 
 U(g

(1)

� 1)
�
�
g(0)

where U(g
(1)

� 1)
�
�
g(0)

=
�
(0;0)� (� 1

2
;1

2
)� (�1;0)

�
:

(3.7)

Theproduct
 on therighthand sidedenotesthetensorproductofg(0) representations.

Forgenericvaluesofband j,them odulesfb;jgand fb;jgareirreducibleand isom orphic.

Atthepoints�b= j,however,they degenerate,i.e.therepresentationsareindecom pos-

ableand no longerisom orphic.In fact,Kacand anti-Kacm odulesarethen easily seen to

possessdi�erentinvariantsubspaces.

By dividing out the m axim alsubm odule from each Kac m odule f�j;jg we obtain

irreduciblehighestweightrepresentation fjg� ofdim ension 4j+ 1.
3 Inordertounderstand

their structure in m ore detail,we em phasize that the representations fjg+ with j =

0;1

2
;:::areconstructed from theKacm odulesfj+ 1

2
;j+ 1

2
g by decoupling thestatesin

therepresentation (j+ 1

2
;j+ 1

2
)� (j+1;j)ofthebosonicsubalgebra.Fortherepresentations

fjg� with j = 1

2
;1;:::,on the otherhand,we startfrom the Kac m odulesf�j;jg and

decouplethebosonicm ultiplets(�j;j� 1)and (�j+ 1

2
;j� 1

2
).Thisconstruction im plies

thatthebosoniccontentofatypicalrepresentationsisgiven by

fjg� =

8
<

:

(j;j)� (j+ 1

2
;j� 1

2
) ;for + and j= 1

2
;1;:::

(�j;j)�
�
�(j+ 1

2
);j� 1

2

�
;for � and j= 1

2
;1;:::

(3.8)

3A sim ilar construction using anti-K ac m odules instead ofK ac m odules leads to the sam e set of

representations.
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and by (0)in caseofthetrivialrepresentation f0g= f0g+ .Notethattherepresentations

fjg� are labeled by a non-negative j. From tim e to tim e we shalladopta notation in

which thelabel� istraded forasign in theargum ent,i.e.wesetflg= fjljgsign(l).In case

ofthe trivialrepresentation,thisconvention am ountsto om itting the subscript+. The

irreduciblerepresentationsfb;jg with �b6= j arecalled typical.Allotherirreduciblesof

the type fjg� are atypical. The 8-dim ensionaladjointrepresentation isgiven by f0;1g,

i.e.itistypical.

Letusnote in passing thatourouterautom orphism 
 actson the irreducible repre-

sentations m uch in the sam e way asforgl(1j1)(see eq.(3.6)). Itis notdi�cult to see

that



�
fb;jg

�
= f�b;jg 


�
fjg�

�
= fjg� : (3.9)

Thesecond form ula willbeparticularly usefulto understand theaction of
 on indecom -

posablerepresentation ofgl(1j1).

As a byproduct ofthe construction ofirreducible representations we have seen the

�rstexam plesofindecom posablesofsl(2j1),nam ely the(anti-)Kacm odulesf�j;jg and

f�j;jg.They arebuiltfrom two atypicalrepresentationssuch that

f�j;jg : fjg� �! fj� 1

2
g�

f�j;jg : fj� 1

2
g� �! fjg� :

(3.10)

W eshallconstructm any otherindecom posablesin thefollowing subsections.Letusalso

note thatKac and anti-Kac m odules are m apped onto each other by the action ofour

autom orphism (3.6).

W e wish to stress that in the physics literature the construction ofrepresentations

originally proceeded along a di�erentline [12]. Here the existence ofa state jb;jiwith

m axim alH -eigenvalue j (and Z-eigenvalue b) was assum ed on which E + ,F + and �F +

acted asannihilatorswhile the generatorsE � ,F � and �F � have been used to construct

therem aining states.The shiftin thede�nition ofthe Kacm odule above isrem iniscent

ofthese di�erentconventions. Note thatthe sum m ary on tensorproductswhich can be

found in [30]usesthephysicalconventionsoftheoriginalarticles[13,18].

3.2.2 Projective covers ofatypicalirreducible m odules

W hen wediscussed therepresentationsofgl(1j1)wehavealreadytalked abouttheconcept

ofaprojectivecoverofan atypicalrepresentation.By de�nition,theprojectivecoverofa
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representation fjg� isthe largestindecom posable representation P �
g (j)which hasfjg�

as a subrepresentation (its socle). W e do not want to construct these representations

explicitly here. Instead,we shalldisplay how they are com posed from atypicals. The

projective coverofthetrivialrepresentation isan 8-dim ensionalm oduleoftheform

Pg(0): f0g �! f1

2
g+ � f1

2
g� �! f0g : (3.11)

For the other atypicalrepresentations fjg� with j = 1

2
;1;::: one �nds the following

diagram ,

P
�
g (j): fjg� �! fj+ 1

2
g� � fj� 1

2
g� �! fjg� : (3.12)

These representation spacesare 16j+ 4-dim ensional. A ratherexplicitconstructionsof

the m odulesP �
g (j)with j6= 0 willbe sketched in the nextsection. Letusalso agree to

absorb thesuperscript� on P into the argum ent,i.e.P �
g (j)= Pg(�j),whereverthisis

convenient.

3.2.3 Zigzag m odules

There are two additionalsets ofindecom posables that are close relatives ofthe (anti-)

zigzagrepresentationsofgl(1j1).W eshallrefertothem as(anti-)zigzagm odulesofsl(2j1),

though based on the shape oftheir(full)weightdiagram itm ightbe m ore appropriate

to callthem wedge m odules. The (anti-)zigzag m odules ofsl(2j1)are param etrized by

the num berd oftheirirreducible constituentsand by thelargestparam eterb2 1

2
Z that

appearsam ong theatypicalrepresentationsin theircom position series.Forourpurposes

itwillsu�cetodescribehow (anti-)zigzagm odulesarebuiltfrom atypicalrepresentations

Z
d
g(b):

b
1

2
(d� 1)c
M

l= 0

fb� lg �!

b
1

2
dc�

1

2M

l=
1

2

fb� lg

�Z d
g(b):

b
1

2
dc�

1

2M

l=
1

2

fb� lg �!

b
1

2
(d� 1)c
M

l= 0

fb� lg :

(3.13)

Here,thesym bolb:cinstructsusto taketheintegerpartoftheargum ent.Sincewehave

sim pli�ed the diagram m atic presentation ofthe (anti-)zigzag m odulesin com parison to

theircounterpartsforgl(1j1),we would like to stressthatthe structuresareidenticalto

the onesbefore. In particular,every invariantsubspace fb0g isa com m on subm odule of
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Sym bol Dim ension Type

f0g= Z 1
g(0)=

�Z 1
g(0) 1 atypical,irreducible

fjg� = Z 1
g(�j)=

�Z 1
g(�j) 4j+ 1 atypical,irreducible

fb;jg = fb;jg;b6= �j 8j typical,irreducible,projective

f�j;jg = Z 2
g(�j);f�j;jg =

�Z 2
g(�j) 8j indecom posable

Pg(0) 8 indecom posable,projective

P �
g (j)= Pg(�j);j> 0 16j+ 4 indecom posable,projective

Z d
g(b),

�Z d
g(b) indecom posable

Table 1: A com plete listof�nite dim ensionalindecom posable representationsofsl(2j1)

(including irreducibles)with diagonalizableCartan elem ents.

both ofitsneighborsfb0+ 1

2
g and fb0� 1

2
g (should they bepartofthecom position series).

Consequently,there existsthe sam e dependence on the parity ofthe param eterd. This

also reectsitselfin thebehaviorKacm odulesundertheaction oftheautom orphism 
,



�
Z

d
g(b)

�
=

8
<

:

�Z d
g(

d� 1

2
� b) foreven d

Z d
g(

d� 1

2
� b) forodd d :

(3.14)

Sim ilarform ulasapply to (anti-)zigzag m odules,only thatalltheZ m ustbereplaced by

�Z and viceversa.Letus�nallypointoutthat(anti-)Kacm odulesand atypicalirreducible

representationsarejustspecialcasesofzigzag representations.Theform ercorrespond to

thevaluesd = 2 and d = 1 ofthelength d,respectively.

This concludes our presentation ofall�nite dim ensionalrepresentations ofsl(2j1).

Throughoutm ostofourdiscussion,we have notbeen very explicit,butin section 4.1.2

we shallsee thatm any ofthe indecom posable representationsofsl(2j1)m ay be induced

from representationsofgl(1j1). Along with ourgood insightsinto gl(1j1)m odules,this

then providesuswith a ratherdirectconstruction ofsl(2j1)representations.

4 Tensor products ofsl(2j1)representations

Inthissection,wearegoingtoaddressthem aingoalofthisnote,i.e.weshalldeterm ineall

tensorproductsof�nitedim ensionalsl(2j1)representations.Ourresultsarepartly based

on the previous analysis [18]ofcertain specialcases. The second im portant ingredient
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com eswithourstudyofthegl(1j1)representationtheorywhichentersthroughaparticular

em bedding ofgl(1j1)intosl(2j1).W eshalldescribethisem bedding �rstbeforepresenting

our�ndingson thefusion ofsl(2j1)representations.

4.1 D ecom position w ith respect to gl(1j1)

Ourm aintechnicalobservationthatwillultim atelyallow ustodecom posearbitrarytensor

productsof�nite dim ensionalsl(2j1)representationsisa close correspondence with the

representation theory of gl(1j1). The latter em erges from a particular em bedding of

gl(1j1)into sl(2j1).W eshallspecify thisem bedding in the�rstsubsection.Asan aside,

we are then able to provide a m uch m ore explicit construction for m any ofthe sl(2j1)

representations we have introduced above. Finally,in the third subsection,we explain

how �nitedim ensionalrepresentationsofsl(2j1)decom posewhen restricted to gl(1j1).

4.1.1 Em bedding gl(1j1)into sl(2j1)

In orderto em bed theLiesuperalgebra gl(1j1)into sl(2j1)weshallem ploy thefollowing

regularm onom orphism �,

�(E ) = Z � H �(N ) = Z + H �( + ) = F + �( � ) = �F � : (4.1)

There existdi�erentem beddingswhich arise by concatening � with 
 and/or! butwe

willnotconsiderthem sinceapparently they do notgiverisetoany new inform ation.Let

uspointout,though,that� doesnotintertwinetheactionsoftheouterautom orphism !

and 
,i.e.
� � 6= � � !.

4.1.2 Induced representations from gl(1j1)

Aswehaveanticipated,wecanexploittherelationbetween gl(1j1)andsl(2j1)toconstruct

representationsofthe latterfrom the form er. To thisend,we note thatthe em bedding

ofgl(1j1)inducesthe following decom position ofsl(2j1)into eigenspacesofthe elem ent

�(E ),

g = k1 � k0 � k� 1 ; (4.2)

wherek0 = gl(1j1),k1 = spanfE + ;�F + g and k� 1 = spanfE � ;F � g such that[ki;kj]� ki+ j.

Given anyrepresentation �h ofgl(1j1)wecan thusinduceam oduleofsl(2j1)usingtheele-

m entsofk1 (ork� 1)asgenerators.Theresultingrepresentation isin�nitedim ensionalbut
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undercertain circum stancesonem ay takeaquotientand end up with a�nitedim ensional

representation space. A condition in the choice ofthe gl(1j1)representation �h arisesin

particular from considering the sl(2) m ultiplets within the induced representation. In

orderforthe latterto possessa �nite dim ensionalquotient,the spectrum ofthe Cartan

elem ent2H m ustby integer.Since2H istheim ageofN � E underthem onom orphism

�,we conclude that�h isonly adm issible if�h(N � E )hasintegerspectrum .In thecase

ofa typicalrepresentation �h = he;ni,forexam ple,ourcondition restrictse� n to bean

integer.

M anysl(2j1)-representationscanactuallybeobtained throughsuch aninduction.This

appliesin particularto the projective coversP �
g (j)with j 6= 0 which are obtained from

�h = Ph(�2j). In the case ofthe (anti-)zigzag m odulesZ d
g(b)and

�Z d
g(b),we only need

to avoid therange0 < 2b< d� 1.Outsidethisinterval,wecan obtain the(anti-)zigzag

representationsby induction,using thegl(1j1)representationsZ d
h(2b)and

�Z d
h(2b)for�h.

W hatm akesthe induction particularly interesting forusisanotheraspect: Suppose

we startwith a gl(1j1)-representation �h in which �h(E )= 0. Since [�(E );k� 1]= �k� 1,

ourcreation operatorscannotgenerateany additionaleigenstatesof�h(E )with vanishing

eigenvalue.In otherwords,if�g isan sl(2j1)representation which can beobtained by our

induction from �h and if�h(E )= 0,then thedecom position of�g into representationsof

h can only contain typicalrepresentationsin addition to therepresentation �h westarted

with. W e shall�nd thatthis observationsextends to a sim ple correspondence between

atypicalrepresentations(and theirindecom posablecom posites)ofsl(2j1)and gl(1j1).

4.1.3 D ecom position ofsl(2j1)representations

Before we decom pose representations ofg into representations ofh we introduce a few

new notationsthatwillbecom equiteuseful.In particular,wewillem ploy am ap E which

takesirreduciblerepresentationsofg and turnsthem into a very speci�csum oftypicalh

representations.On atypicalrepresentations,E isde�ned by

E
�
fjg�

�
=

2jM

n= 1

h�n;1

2
� (2j+ 1

2
� n)i : (4.3)
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W e shallclaim below that E(fjg� ) contains allthe typicalgl(1j1)-representations that

appearin thedecom position offjg� .Sim ilarly,wem ay de�ne

E
�
fb;jg

�
=

jM

n= � j+ 1

0

h

hb+ 1� n;b+ ni� hb� n;b+ ni

i

(4.4)

on typicalrepresentationsfb;jg;b6= �j.Theprim e 0on thesum m ation sym bolinstructs

ustoom itallterm sthatcorrespond toatypicalrepresentations.W ecan extend E linearly

to allcom pletely reducible representationsofsl(2j1).

Anotherm ap Sg convertsindecom posable representationsofsl(2j1)into sem i-sim ple

m odules,nam ely intothesum ofallirreduciblerepresentationsthatappearin thedecom -

position series.Explicitly,wehave

Sg
�
Pg(j)

�
= 2fjg� fj� 1

2
g� fj+ 1

2
g ;

Sg
�
Z

d
g(b)

�
=

d� 1M

l= 0

fb�
l

2
g :

(4.5)

Theexpressionsshould becom pared withourdiagram s(3.12)and(3.13)fortheprojective

coversand the(anti-)zigzag m odulesofsl(2j1).

Oncethisnotationisintroduced,ourdecom positionform ulastakeaparticularlysim ple

form .Fortheatypicalrepresentationsand theircom positesoneobtains

fjg
�
�
h
= h2ji � E

�
fjg

�

Pg(j)
�
�
h
= Ph(2j) � E � Sg

�
Pg(j)

�

Z
d
g(b)

�
�
h
= Z

d
h(2b) � E � Sg

�
Z

d
g(b)

�
:

(4.6)

The lastrelation also holdsforanti-zigzag m odulesifwereplace allZ by �Z .Notethat,

up to typicalcontributions,thereisa one-to-onecorrespondencebetween thesl(2j1)rep-

resentationson theleftand thegl(1j1)representationson therighthand side.Thingsare

slightly m ore com plicated forthetypicalrepresentationsofsl(2j1)forwhich the decom -

position isgiven by

fb;jg
�
�
h
=

8
<

:

E
�
fb;jg

�
for b 6= �j;:::;j ;

Ph(2b)� E
�
fb;jg

�
for b = �j+ 1;:::;j� 1 :

(4.7)

Note that in the second case,the im age ofthe sym bolE contains only 4j� 2 typical

representationsso thatthedim ensionsm atch.
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4.2 D ecom position ofsl(2j1)tensor products

W e are �nally prepared to decom pose arbitrary tensor products of�nite dim ensional

sl(2j1) representations. Our presentation below is split into three di�erent parts. W e

shallbegin by reviewing M arcu’s results [18]on the decom position oftensor products

between twotypicalrepresentationsand between atypicaland an atypicalrepresentation.

The extension to arbitrary tensor products involving one typicalrepresentation is then

straightforward.Thesecond subsectionscontainsnew resultson tensorproductsin which

at least one factor is a projective cover. Finally,we shalldecom pose arbitrary tensor

productsoftwo (anti-)zigzag m odules.

4.2.1 Tensor products involving a typicalrepresentation

Before presenting M arcu’s results,we would like to introduce som e notation that will

perm it us to rephrase the answers in a m uch m ore com pact form . To this end,let us

de�ne a m ap � which sends representations ofthe bosonic subalgebra g(0) to typical

representationsofg.Itsaction on irreduciblesisgiven by

�(b� 1

2
;j� 1

2
) =

(
fb;jg for b6= �j ;

0 for b= �j :
(4.8)

The m ap � m ay be extended to a linear m ap on the space of all�nite dim ensional

representationsofg(0).

The �rst tensor product we would like to display is the one between two typical

representations[18].In ournew notations,thedecom position isgiven by

fb1;j1g
 fb2;j2g = �
�
(b1 � 1

2
;j1 �

1

2
)
 fb2;j2g

�
�
g(0)

�
� (4.9)

�

8
><

>:

Pg(�jb1 + b2j�
1

2
) forb1 + b2 = �(j1 + j2)

P �
g (jb1 + b2j)� P �

g (jb1 + b2j�
1

2
) forb1 + b2 2 �fjj1 � j2j+ 1;:::;j1 + j2 � 1g

Pg(�jb1 + b2j) forb1 + b2 = �jj1 � j2j :

Note thatneitherj1 norj2 can vanish so thatthe three caseslisted above are m utually

exclusive. Ifnone ofthem applies,the tensor product contains only typicalrepresen-

tations. These are com puted by the �rst term . Allit requires is the decom position of

typicalg representationsinto irreduciblesofthebosonicsubalgebra (seeeq.(3.7))and a

com putation oftensorproductsforrepresentationsofg(0) = gl(1)� sl(2)which presents
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no di�culty.The outcom eisthen converted into a directsum oftypicalrepresentations

through ourm ap �.

Tensorproductsoftypicalwith atypicalrepresentationscan also befound in M arcu’s

paper.Theresultsare

fb1;j1g
 fj2g� = �
�
(b1 � 1

2
;j1 �

1

2
)
 fj2g�

�
�
g(0)

�
� (4.10)

�

(
P �
g (jb1 � j2j�

1

2
) for b1 � j2 2 �fjj1 � j2j+ 1;:::;j1 + j2g

P �
g (jb1 � j2j) for b1 � j2 2 �fjj1 � j2j;:::;j1 + j2 � 1g :

Thisform ula can also beused to determ inethetensorproductoftypicalrepresentations

with any com posite ofatypicalrepresentations,i.e.with the projective covers and the

(anti-)zigzag m odules.In fact,thesetensorproductsaresim ply given by

fb;jg
 H = fb;jg
 Sg(H ) for H = Pg(l);Z
d
g(l)or

�Z d
g(l) : (4.11)

Such an outcom eisnaturalsincethedecom position ofa tensorproductofa typicalwith

any otherrepresentation isknown tobedecom posableintotypicalsand projectivecovers.

Onem ay determ inetheexactcontentthrough thegl(1j1)em bedding and itisrathereasy

to see that the answers m ay always be reduced to the com putation oftensor products

with atypicalirreducibles,asitisclaim ed in equation (4.11).

4.2.2 Tensor products involving a projective cover

Thissubsection collectsallour�ndingsontensorproductsinvolvingatleastoneprojective

cover. Generalresults guarantee that such tensor products decom pose into a sum of

projective representations. The resultforthe tensorproductofa projective cover with

a typicalrepresentation hasbeen spelled outalready (see eq.(4.11)).Therefore,we can

turn directly to thenextcase,theproductoftwo projective covers.

Proposition 1: The tensor productbetween two projective covers P �
g (j1);j1 � 0;and

Pg(j2)= P sign(j2)(jj2j)isgiven by

P
�
g (j1)
 Pg(j2) = �

�
H �

j1

 Pg(j2)

�
�
g(0)

�
� (4.12)

� Pg(�j1 + j2 + 1

2
)� 2� Pg(�j1 + j2)� Pg(�j1 + j2 �

1

2
)

where H �
j = (�j� 1

2
;j� 1

2
)� (�(j+ 1

2
)� 1

2
;j) for j> 0 (4.13)
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and H 0 = H
�
0 = (0;0)� (�1;0).In the argum entof� the product
 refersto the fusion

between representationsofthe bosonic subalgebra g(0) = gl(1)� sl(2).

Proof: Ourclaim concerning typicalrepresentationsin thedecom position requireslittle

com m ent.Letusonly stressthatthetwo bosonicm ultiplets(�(j+ 1

2
)� 1

2
;j)and (�j�

1

2
;j� 1

2
)thatappearin thespaceH �

j aretheground statesofthetwo Kacm odulesfrom

which P �
g (j)iscom posed (see eq.(3.12)). The contributionsfrom projective covers,on

the otherhand,m ay be deduced from the em bedding ofgl(1j1)along with the form ula

(2.14)fortensorproductsoftheprojectivecoversPh.

Proposition 2:Thetensorproductbetween a projectivecoverP �
g (j);j� 0;and a zigzag

m odule Z d
g(b)isgiven by

P
�
g (j)
 Z

d
g(b) = �

�
H �

j 
 Z
d
g(b)

�
�
g(0)

�
�

d� 1M

p= 0

Pg(�j+ b� 1

2
p)

where H �
j is the sam e as in proposition 1. To determ ine the tensor product with an

anti-zigzag m odule �Z d
g(b),we replace Z g by

�Z g.

Proof: The statem ent is established in the sam e way as proposition 1,using form ula

(2.16)asinputfrom therepresentation theory ofgl(1j1).

4.2.3 Tensor products betw een (anti-)zigzag m odules

In the following we shalldenote the fusion ring of�nite dim ensionalrepresentations of

a Lie superalgebra g by R ep(g). As we rem arked before,projective representations of

g form an idealin R ep(g). The latter willbe denoted by P roj(g). Our results on the

decom position ofsl(2j1)representationsintorepresentationsofgl(1j1)im ply thefollowing

niceresult.

Proposition 3:M odulo projectives,therepresentation ringofg = sl(2j1)m ay beem bed-

ded into the representation ring ofh = gl(1j1),i.e.there existsa m onom orphim #,

# :R ep(g)=P roj(g) �! R ep(h)=P roj(h) :

NotethatR ep(g)=P roj(g)isgenerated by (anti-)zigzagm odules.On thelatter,them ono-

m orphism # actsaccording to

#
�
Z

d
g(b)

�
= Z

d
h(2b) ; #

�
�Z d
g(b)

�
= �Z d

h(2b) :
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Proof: Thisproposition isan obviousconsequence oftheform ulas(4.6)forthedecom -

position ofsl(2j1)representationsinto indecom posablesofgl(1j1).

This proposition can be used to com pute the non-projective contributions oftensor

productsbetween (anti-)zigzag representationsexplicitly from ourgl(1j1)form ulas. For

thetensorproductoftwo atypicalrepresentationsone�ndsin particular

fj1g
 fj2g = fj1 + j2g m od P roj
�
sl(2j1)

�
:

The answer is in agreem ent with the �ndings ofM arcu who has com puted the tensor

productofatypicalrepresentation in [18].In fact,thefullanswerforthetensorproduct

oftwo atypicalrepresentationsisencoded in theform ulas

fj1g� 
 fj2g� =
�
j1 + j2

	

�
�

j1+ j2� 1M

j= jj1� j2j

f�(j1+j2+ 1

2
);j+ 1

2
g ; (4.14)

fj1g+ 
 fj2g� =
�
jj1 � j2j

	

sign(j1� j2)
�

j1+ j2M

j= jj1� j2j+ 1

fj1�j2;jg : (4.15)

Letusagreeto denotethesum softypicalrepresentationsthatappearon therighthand

side by T (fj1g� ;fj2g� ) and T (fj1g+ ;fj2g� ),respectively. Furtherm ore,we would like

to extend T to a bi-linear m ap on arbitrary sum s ofatypicalirreducibles. The m ap

T featuresin the following decom position oftensorproductsbetween two (anti-)zigzag

m odules.

Proposition 4:Tensorproductbetween two zigzagm odulesofsl(2j1)can bedecom posed

asfollows

Z
d1
g (b1)
 Z

d2
g (b2) = T (Sg(Z

d1
g (b1));Sg(Z

d2(b2)) � �(Z
d1
h
(2b1)
 Z

d2
h
(2b2)) : (4.16)

The m ap T wasintroduced in the textprecedingthisproposition and Sg replacesitsargu-

m entby a directsum ofirreducibles in the decom position series (see eqs.(4.5)). � is a

linearm ap thatreplacescertain h-representationsby g-representationsaccording to

�(P d
h(n))= P

d
g(

1

2
n) ; �(Z d

h(n))= Z
d
g(

1

2
n) ; �( �Z d

h(n))=
�Z d
g(

1

2
n) :

Analogousform ulasapply to tensorproductofzigzag with anti-zigzag m odulesand to the

fusion oftwo anti-zigzag representations.
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Proof: The rulethatdeterm inesthecontribution from typicalrepresentationsisfairly

obviousand the(anti-)zigzag representationsin thetensorproductarea consequence of

proposition 3. The term sinvolving projective covers,�nally,can be found through the

decom position into gl(1j1)representations.Thispartisthem ostsubtle,sinceprojective

gl(1j1)representationscan in principle arise through the decom position ofboth projec-

tive covers and typicalsl(2j1)representations. To see thatprojective covers forsl(2j1)

representationscontribute to the decom position only through the second term ,we note

thatallthe atypicalcom ponentsthatappearin the tensorproductofthe sl(2j1)zigzag

representationsare needed to build the im age of� on the righthand side ofeq.(4.16).

Hence,allprojective covers ofgl(1j1)atypicals that are not found in the restriction of

�(Z
d1
h
(2b1)
 Z

d2
h
(2b2))m ustarisefrom arestriction oftypicalsl(2j1)representations.
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