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1 Introduction

Since their rst system atic discussion [1]in the 1970’s, L ie superalgebrashave been studied
for a variety of reasons, both In physics and in m athem atics. They found applications
not only in elem entary particle physics (see R] for an early review ) but also to condens=d
m atter problem s, m ostly in the context of disordered fem ions [3] and In particular the
quantum Halle ect [4,15] (see also eg. [0] for further applications to m odels of statistical
physics) . D uring the last years, non-linear -m odelson supergroups and supercosets have
also em erged through studies of string theory In certain R am ond-R am ond backgrounds [/,
8,9]. M any special properties of these m odels, such as the possible presence of conform al
Ihvariance w thout a W essZum ino tem , originate from peculiar features ofthe underlying
Lie superalgebra [10,[11].

Even though Lie superalgebras are so w idely used, their representation theory, and in
particular their C osch-G ordan decom position, is far from being fully developed. This
m ay partly be explained by the fact that indecom posabl (out reducible) representations
occur quite naturally [1,112,[13]. Furthem ore, m any Lie superalgebras are known not
to adm i a com plete classi cation of all nite din ensional representations [14]. One of
the rare exceptions forwhich such a classi cation exists are the Lie superalgebras of type
slnil) [15,116,14,[17].

In this note we shall discuss the representation theory of sl2il), lncluding a com pkte
list of tensor products of nite din ensional representations w ith diagonalizable C artan
elem ents. T hereby, we extend previous partial studies [12,118]. O ur derivations are based
on a particular em bedding of the Lie superalgebra gl(lil). For the purmpose ofbeing self-
contained we shall therefore comm ence in section [ with a short exposition of the Lie
superalgebra gl(1il), its nite din ensional representations and their tensor products.

Allour new resuls on sl(2il) are contained in section [4. F irst, we mnvestigate how
sl@2il) representations decom pose after restricting the action to the subalgebra gl(lil).
T hese deocom positions exhbit a very close correspondence between atypical representa—
tions (short multiplets) of gl(ljl) and sl@2il). The latter extends to indecom posable
com posites of atypical representations. O ur resuls for the decom position of s1(2]) ten—
sor products Into their Indecom posable building blocks are stated in the propositions 1,
2 and 4. P roposition 3 states that, m odulo profctives, the representation ring of s1(2)
m ay be embedded into the representation ring of gl(lil).



In a forthcom ing publication [L9]we shallem ploy the results of this paper and related
Ideas In order to detem Ine the tensor products ofa large class ofpsl(2 R)-representations.
T he Jatter are relevant for the study of strings In AdS;. In addition, our analysis m ight
possess In plications for the construction of new conform al elds theories w ith gl(1]l) or
sl@l) superalgebra symm etries (see, eg., R0,121,122]). A s In the case ofbosonic current
algebras, the representation theory ofa ne Lie superalgebras Inheritsm uch of its features
from the nite dim ensional algebra of zero m odes. But In the case of current superalge—
bras, there ram ain m any unresolved issues, eg. conceming the m odular transform ation
of characters and the relation of the m odular S m atrix to the fusion algebra 23,124, 25].
W e hope to com e back to these In portant questions in the future. Let us nally also
note that gl(ljl) symm etry has been argued to be an Inm nent feature of every c= 0
conform al eld theory [26,27].

2 The Lie superalgebra gl(l)

This section is devoted to the representation theory of gl(ljl). Not only will this Lie
superalgebra play a crucial role when we determ ine tensor products of s1(2jl) representa—
tions, it can also serve as a very instructive exam ple In which we encounter som e of the

m ost Interesting phenom ena and notions in the representation theory ofLie superalgebras.

2.1 The de ning relations

The Lie superalgebra h = gl(ljl) is generated by two even elements E , N and two odd
elem ents (we shall ollow the physicists convention of R0]). The element E is central
and the ferm ions have opposite charge w ith respect to N . M ore explicitly the de ning
relations read,

E; 1= E;N]=0 N; 1= £, g=E : @d)

The even subalgebra is thus given by h® = gl(l) gl(). For later convenience ket us
also introduce the autom orphisn ! which is de ned by is action

'E) = E !'N) = N PC) = @2)

on the generators and extended to the whole Lie superalgebra h by linearity.



22 The nite dimn ensional representations

T he indecom posablke nite din ensional representations ofh = gl(ljl) have been classi ed
n [, 28,116, 17]H W e shall start with a short discussion of irreducible representations
which m ay allbe obtained from the socalled K acm odules. In this context it is crucialto
distinguish between typicaland atypical representations 29], or Jong and short m ultijplets.
T he m ost strikking feature of the Jatter is that they can be part of lJarger indecom posable
representations. A com plete list of such \ocom posites" is provided in the second and third
subsection.

221 Kacmodules and irreducible representations

Let us agree to work with a Cartan subalgebra that is spanned by E and N . In order
to introduce Kac modules we de ne ¥ to be a positive root and to be a negative
root. The Kacm odules he;ni are nduced highest weight m odules over a one-din ensional
representation (e;n) ofthebosonic subalgebra, wheree 2 C andn 2 C are the eigenvalues
of E and N , respectively. A m ore explicit description through m atrices is,

: e 0 . n 0 + 0 e o0
he,nl.E—OeN— = 00 10 1 (23)
Sin ilarly, one can introduce antiK acm odules he;niby sw itching the role of positive and
negative roots. T he corresponding m atrix representation reads,

1
heini: E = 0 n 0 0 2 4)
e 1

e N = _ 0 0 e
0 n 0 00

N ote that the m odules he;ni and he;ni are irreducible ifand only ife € 0 n which case
they are also isom orphic. T he resulting representations are called typicaland they provide
the \generic" irreducible representations ofgl(1il).

Fore= 0, on the other hand, one obtains two nequivalent indecom posable represen—
tations both ofwhich possess an Invariant one-din ensional subspace. Iffwe Introduce the

notation lni for the one-din ensional irreducible representations speci ed by

E =0 N = n =0 (2.5)

1To avoid confiision we stress that the term indecom posabke refers to both irreducble as well as
reducible but indecom posable representations.



then we may express the structure of the indecom posable K ac and antiK ac m odules
through the follow Ing diagram s,

ho;ni: n 1i hni ho;ni: hm 11 ! mni : (2.6)

P ictures of this type (@nd certainly much m ore com plicated versions) w ill appear fre—
quently throughout this text. Let us therefore pause for a moment to recall how we
decode their inform ation: Atypical representations from which no arrow s em anate cor-
respond to nvariant subspaces. If we divide by such a subrepresentation, the resulting
quotient isencoded by a new diagram which is obtained from the orighalby dekting the
Invariant subspace along w ith allthe ad-pcent arrow s. In the case of (@nti) Kacm odules
there exists only a sihglk irreducible nvariant subrepresentation and the corresponding
quotients are irreducible. But we w ill soon see exam ples of m odules w ith several invari-
ant subspaces or even whol hirarchies thereof. Tn such cases, our diagram s m ay have

di erent oorswhich are connected by arrow s.

2.2 .2 Propctive covers of atypical irreducible representations

W e have observed already that the atypical irreducible representations can be part of
larger indecom posablks, eg. of the Kac and antiK ac m odules. The latter can them -
=lves appear as proper subm odules of indecom posable structures. There exist certain
distinguished indecom posables, however, that adm it no further extension. T hese are the
so—called pro fctive covers Py, (n) ofatypical representations that we are going to introduce

next.

The representations Py, (h) are fourdim ensional and they are param etrized by one
com plex param eter n which features explicitly in the follow Ing m atrices,

0 1 0 1 0 1
n 0 0 0 0000 0 0 00

N - BOn+1 0 O , _ Bl OO0 O _Bo 0o o of

€0 0 n 1 0A ~ o 00 0A - €1 0 0 0A
0 0 0 n 0010 0 100

The element E vanishes identically. It is worth m entioning that Py (0) is the adpint
representation ofgl(ljl). A s they stand, the m atrices are not very illum inating. In fact,
the structure of Py, (h) ism uch better understood after translation into our diagram m atic
language,

Pp) : mi ! m+11i W 1i ! i : .7)



There is a varant of this pictorial presentation that keeps track of the ordering of the
weights, ie. of the eigenvalues forN ,

i 2.8)
s N
n 1i n+ 1i :
~\ =

i
In this diagram , N -eigenvalues Increase from lft to right. Both pictures digplay the
esseential features of Py, (n) very clearly. To begin wih, these representations contain a
unigue irreducible one-din ensional subrepresentation lni In the rightm ost position (oot—
tom ). This is called the \sock" of P, (n) and it is the reason for us to think of the
fourdin ensional indecom posables as a \cover" of atypical irreducible representations. In
addition, we can also nd three di erent types of lndecom posablk subrepresentations in

Py (). These nclude the two-din ensional (anti)K acm odules h0;n + 1i and h0;ni. But
there appears also one new class of three-dim ensional Indecom posables that we did not
m ect before. Their diagram is obtained from the above by delkting the representation
hni on top along w ith the arrow s that em anate from it. One can go through a sin ilar
analysis of factor representations obtained from Py (n) with very much the sam e pattem
of results. Let us only point out that the quotient of Py, (n) by its sock ni provides a
new three-dim ensional indecom posabl representation which is not isom orphic to the one
we found am ong the subm odules of P, ().

W e have seen that atypical irreducibles sit inside (@nti)K ac m odules which in tum
appear as subrepresentations of three-din ensional indecom posables. But the sequence of
am beddings doesnot end here. In the next subsection we shallconstruct two In nite series
of indecom posables which are nested into each other such that theirm ® m em ber appears
as an extension ofthe m  1)™ by a onedin ensional atypical representation. T he rep—
resentation Py, (h) gives rise to another extension of three-dim ensional indecom posables,
but this one tums out to bem axin al, ie.no further em bedding into a lJarger indecom pos—
able ispossble. Theirm axim ality distinguishes Py, (n) from all other representations w ith
E = 0 and it places them in one group w ith the typical two-din ensional representations.
In m ore m athem atical tem s, he;ni;e € 0; and Py () are known as profctive represen—
tations of gl(1]l), a notion that is particularly in portant for our nvestigation of tensor
products since the pro gctive representations form an ideal in the representation ring.



22.3 Zigzag m odules

A s we have anticipated at the end of the previous subsection, there exist two di erent
fam ilies of indecom posable representations Z 2 (n) and Z2 2 (1) which we shallnam e (antiH)
zigzag representations. They are param etrized by the eigenvaluie n 2 C of N wih the
largest real part and by the number d = 1;2;3;::: of their atypical constituents. On a
basis ofeigenstates m i;m = n;:::;n  d+ 1; orthe elem ent N , the generators of zigzag
representations Z £ (n) read

1
Nini= mini ; i= — 1+ (DT gn 1 2.9)

and E vanishes identically. Here we agree that Jni= 0 when m is outside the allowed
range. Sin ilarly, we can introduce antizigzag representations Z}f‘ (n) through

Nni= mini ; mi= =1 (1™ ju 1i : 2.10)

N

The only di erence between the ormulas (2.9) and [2.10) is in the sign between the two
temm s for the action of ferm ionic elem ents. N ote that atypical irreducible representations
and (@nti)K acm odules are special cases of (anti) zigzag representations, in particularwe
havemi= 2! )= 2! @).

Once more we can disply the structure of the (anti)zigzag m odules through their
associated diagram . In doing so we shall separate two cases depending on the parity ofd.

W hen d= 2p iseven we nd
z¥@): m 2p+ 1i m 2p+ 2i ! m 2i ! m 1i mi
Z¥@): m 2p+1i ! W 2p+ 2i ' m 21 m 1i ! i :
O bserve that the leflm ost atypical constituent is invariant for even dinm ensional zigzag
m odules, a property that isnot shared by the even din ensional antizigzag representations
w hich, by construction, alw ayspossess an invariant constituent in their rightm ost position.
W hen d= 2p+ 1 is odd, on the other hand, the corresponding diagram s read

z'n): M 2pi ! m 2p+ 1i m 2i ! m 1i mi

2pt1

zZ® @): m 2pi MW 2p+ 1i ! ' m 2i MW 1i ! i :

In this case, both ends of the antizigzag m odules correspond to invariant subspaces.
Tensor products of (anti) zigzag representations w ill tum out to depend very strongly on



the parity ofd. In analogy w ith our second graphical presentation [2.8) for the profctive
representations Py, (W), one m ay be tem pted to change our diagram s for 2 and Z a little
bit by m oving the sources up such that allarrow s run at a 45 degree angle. T he resulting
pictures explain our nam e \zigzag m odulk".

224 Action ofthe autom orphism on m odules

W hen calculating the tensor products of gl(1]l) representations we can save som e work
by using the additional Inform ation that is encoded In the existence of the outer au—

tom orphism ! . In fact, given any representation with map :g! EndV) and an
autom orphism ! ,wem ay de nethenew representation ! ( ) on the sam e spaceV through
the prescription | () = ! . D epending on the choice of , the new representation ! ()

w ill often tum out to be hequivalent to

Let us brie y work out how the various representations of gl(1jl) are m apped onto
each other. For the progctive representations one easily nds

! T'eyjni = he;l ni ' Ppnm) = Pp( n) : (2.11)

The second assignm ent is easily found from the structure [2.8) of the profctive cover
along wih the cbvious ruke ! (ni) = h ni. A similar argum ent also detem ines the
action of the autom orphism ! on zigzag representations,
8
< z8@d n 1) Prdeven
z2im) = (2.12)
z2d n 1) fordodd
For antizigzag representations the sam e rules apply wih the mls of Z and Z behg
sw itched. W hat m akes these sin ple observations usefuil for us is the fact that the fusion
of representation respects the action of ! . In other words, if 3 is a subrepresentation of
1 s,then ! ( 3) ardses In the tensorproductof ! ( ;) and ! ( ;) and theirm ultiplicities

ocoincide.

2.3 D ecom position of gl(ljl) tensor products

W e are now ready to spell out the various tensor products of nite din ensional repre—

sentations of gl(1il). O bviously, there are quite a few cases to consider. For the tensor



product oftwo typical reprgsentatjons one nds

< P,lh;+n, 1) Pre +e =0
kej;mi hepyynei = g . @2413)
: pzohel+e2;nl+n2 pi Pre+e 60

This form ula should only be used when e;;6, 6 0. Tensor products between atypicalK ac
m odules w ill appear as a special case below when we discuss the m ultiplication of zigzag
representations.

Next we would like to consider the tensor products Ihvolving profctive covers Py, In
addition to typical representations. T hese are given by

hejni Pym) = kejyn+m+1i 2 heyn+mi heyn+m 1i
(214)
Ppr) Ppfm) = Ppro+m+1) 2 RBmh+m) Pon+m 1) ;

where we assum e oncemore that e 6 0 In the rst line. W e cbserve that typical repre—
sentations and pro gctive covers close under tensor products, in perfect agreem ent w ith
the general behavior of pro gctive representations.

Tensor products betw een the pro Ective representations and (anti) zigzag m odules are
also easy to spell out

M1

hejni Zgm) = hejni Zgm) = he;n+m pi (2 .15)
p=0
Ml

Pym) Zgm) = Prl) Zgm) = Ppm+m p) : (2.16)
p=0

On the right hand side, only profctive representations appear. W e conclude that the
latter orm an ideal in the representation ring, jist as predicted by general results in the
theory of Lie superalgebras.

T he description of tensor products between (anti)zigzag representations requires the
m ost e orts since we have to treat various cases ssparately, depending on the pariy of
the param eter d.

M Iy 1
Proy+n, 2, 2, 1) ;

2 2
thl (nl) thz (n2)
1=0 2=0

2+ 1ny) Zp+n, 20+ 1)

Z2 1) 2.7 ()
MM 1
Ppru+n, 2, 23) or pp p ;

1=0 2=1

8



M 1w

Zﬁpﬁl(nl) Z§p2+l(n2) = Zi(pﬁpz”l(nl"‘ ny) Pri+ny 21 23);
1=0 =1
prﬁl(nl) Z§p2+1(1'12) = z2°® P q 4 n, 2p)
Mo

Pyi+n, 2, 2, 1) orp p;
1=0 =0

M 12

2p1+ 1 2 2

thl+ 0) Z.7 @) = Z.7 @+ ny) Priny+n, 2, 23)
1=0 =1

The ram aining form ulas can either be ocbtained by applying the outer autom orphism !
to the ones we have digplayed or by a fom al conjigation of the above expression in
which we replace Z by Z (and vice versa) whike touching neither their argum ents nor the
progctive part at aﬂg

we would not be surprised ifthey were known before. In any case, they m ay be derived by

T hough we have not found these tensor products In the literature,

an explicit construction of the vectors that span the corresponding invariant subspaces in
each tensorproduct. Let us also point out that the representation ring ofgl(ljl) possesses
m any di erent subrings, ie. there exist m any di erent subsets of representations which

close under tensor products. W e cbserve, for exam ple, that (anti)zigzag m odules of
any given even length (or even a nite set thereof) can be combined with projctive
representations to form an ideal n the fusion ring.

3 The Lie superalgebra sl@i)

T his section isdevoted to ourm ain them e, the theory of nite din ensional representations
ofsl@il). T he lJatterhave been entirely classi ed [13,/15,116,[17]. T hisdistinguishes s1(2)
from m ost otherm em bers of the A —serdes of L ie superalgebras for which a classi cation is
even known to be in possible [14]. Here we shall provide a com plete list of tensor products
of nite dim ensional representations of s1(2]), thereby extending previous partial results
by M arcu [L8]. W e shall achieve this wih the help of a nice correspondence between
the indecom posables of s12]l) and gl(l]l) which allows us to em ploy the resuls of the
previous section.

2N ote that the described conjigation and the application of ! are two di erent operations.



3.1 The de ning relations

The even part g9 = gl(l) sl@2) ofthe Lie superalgebra g= sl@27l) is generated by fur
bosonicelementsH ,E and Z which obey the com m utation relations

H;E 1= E ; E';E 1= 2H ; Z;E 1= B;H]1= 0 : 31

In addition, there exist two ferm ionic multiplets F *;F ) and F ¥ ;F ) which generate

the odd part g% . They transform as ( 1;1) with respect to the even subalgebra, ie.
H;F 1= 1F H;F 1= lF
’ 2 ’ 2
E GF 1= E ;F 1= 0 E ;F 1= F E ;JF 1= F 32)
Z;F 1= lF Z;F 1= lF
’ 2 ’ 2

F inally, the ferm jonic elem ents possess the follow ng sim ple anticom m utation relations
fF ;F g= fF ;F g= 0 fF ;F g = E fF ;F g= 7Z H 33)

am ong each other. Formulas [3.])) to [33) provide a com plete list of relations in the Lie
superalgebra s1(21).

There are two di erent decom positions of s1(2l) that shall play som e roke in our
analysis below . O ne of them is the follow Ing trhangular decom position

g= 9 P g9 7 34)

In which the Cartan subalgebra isgiven by p = span H ;Z ), the positive roots span g, =
span B ;F ) and the negative roots generate the third subsgpace g = spanE ;F ).
T his decom position corresponds to a particular choice of the root system . Let us recall
that for Lie superalgebras, the latter is not unique.

A nother natural decom position is cbtained by collecting allbosonic generators in one
subsgpace whik kesping the ferm ionic generators in two separate sets,

g=g’ g2 g% : (3.5)

Here, gl(l) = span ' ) and g(li = goan ). By declaring elem ents of these three sub-
soaces to possess grade ( 1;0;1), respectively, we can introduce an Z-grading in the

10



universal enveloping algebra. Fem ionic elem ents possess odd grades so that the new

grading is consistent w ith the usual distinction between even and odd generators.

A s in our discussion ofgl(lil) above, it w illbe usefiil for us to exploit the symm etries
ofsl2il). In this cass, they are described by an outer autom orphisn that acts trivially on
the generators E  and H while exchanging the barred and unbarred fem jonic elem ents

and reversing the sign of Z , ie.
HFE Z;F GF )T ®HGE ; Z;F F ) ¢ 36)

T he existence ofthis Z ,autom orphisn willallow us to determ ine several tensor products
rather easily.

3.2 Finite dim ensional representations

Sincetherearedi erent notations oating around in them athem atics [1]and In the physics
literature [12,/130] we shall give a short account of the basic constructions ofm odules and
how they are related. Our discussion is restricted to nite din ensional representations
In which the Cartan subalgebra can be diagonalized. M ore general representations have
been discussed in [13,117] and [B1]. An overview over the representations considered in
this paper is given in table[d.

32.1 Kacmodules and irreducible representations

T he basic toolin the construction of irreducible representations are again the K acm odules

[l]. In the case of g = sl@27l), these form a 2-param eter fam ily fb; jg of 8 j-din ensional
representations. W em ay induce them from the 2j-din ensionalrepresentations o 1;3j 1)
of the bosonic subalgebra g by applying the generators in g, ie. the pair F of
ferm ionic elem ents. O ur Iabelb 2 C denotes a gl(l)-charge and spins of s1(2) are labeled
by j= %;1;:::. To bemore precise, we must rst prom ote the representation space of
the bosonic subalgebra to a g g")-m odulke by declaring that its vectors are annzilated
when we act with elementsF . Then we can set

flo;jg = mdz Ve L L = U @)

V 1.2 1
©0) g% 2’j (1) © .

U@g® g 2/ )

In this omula, U (g) denotes the universal enveloping algebra of g and V is the 23—

din ensional representation space of the bosonic subalgebra, or, to be m ore preciss, ofthe

11



extented algebra g©  g"). Let us em phasize that there is a relative shift in the labels
between the representation flb; jg of the Lie superalgebra and the corresponding bosonic
representation o 1;j 1). The shift guarantees that the highest eigenvalue ofH in the
whole m oduk is given by Jj and it corresponds to the conventions of [L2]. Even though
the latter seem som ew hat unnatural from the point of view ofKacm odules we w ill Jater
enocounter som e sim pli cations which Justify this choice.

T he dual construction which prom otes the ferm ions in g(li, ie.the generatorsF , to
creation operators yields antiK acm odules (o and j take the sam e values as above)

o = g =
fb; jg mdg(m gl(l)vcbqu%,-j L U @) U@ gl‘l’)VwaL%;j )

This bosonic content of (@nti)K ac modules may be read o rather easily form their

construction,
g 0 = b 43 D U@ e
39,0 = O3 3 UG o €k)
where  U@) o = ;00 (32 (10

The product  on the right hand side denotes the tensor product of g’ representations.
For generic values ofb and j, them odules fb; jg and fjg are irreducible and isom orphic.
At thepoints b= 7, however, they degenerate, ie. the representations are indecom pos—
able and no longer isom orphic. In fact, K ac and antiK acm odules are then easily seen to
possess di erent Invariant subspaces.

By dividing out the m axin al subm odule from each Kacmoduk f 3j;jg we obtain
irreducible highest w eight representation fjg ofdin ension 475+ lH In orderto understand
their structure in m ore detail, we am phasize that the representations fijg, with j =
0;1;::: are constructed from the Kacmodules £j+ 1;j+ 1gby decoupling the states In
the representation (J+ 1;j+1) (J+ 1;]) ofthebosonic subalgebra. Forthe representations
fijg wih j= 1;1;:::, on the other hand, we start from the Kacmoduls £ J;Jjg and
decouple thebosonicmuliplets ( J;j 1) and ( Jj+ i;J 2).Thisconstruction implies
that the bosonic oontéent of atypical representations is given by

<SG G+ D) j or + and j= 3;1;:::

fjg = . (3-8)
( 39 g+ 1%);3 &+ ;for andj= i;1;:::

3A sin ilar construction using antiK ac m odules instead of K ac m odules leads to the sam e set of
representations.

12



and by (0) In case ofthe trivial representation £f0g = £0g, . N ote that the representations
fig are labelkd by a non-negative j. From tine to tine we shall adopt a notation in
which the label istraded fora sign in the argum ent, ie.we set flg= filggy g . In case
of the trivial representation, this convention am ounts to om itting the subscript + . The
irreduchble representations flo; jgwih b# jare called typical. A 1l other irreducibles of
the type £jg are atypical. The 8-din ensional ad pint representation is given by £0;1g,
ie. it istypical.

Let us note In passing that our outer autom oxphian  acts on the irreducble repre—
sentations much in the same way as for gl(1il) (see eq. [3.4)). It is not di cult to see
that

fojjg = £ bijg fig = fig : 39
T he second form ula w illbe particularly usefiil to understand the action of on indecom —
posable representation of gl(1il).

A s a byproduct of the construction of irreducible representations we have seen the
rst exam ples of indecom posables of s127l), nam ely the @nti)Kacmoduls £ J;jg and

f J;3g. They are built from two atypical representations such that
£ Jig: fig ! £

N

g
(310)

£ Jig: f3 g ! fig
W e shall construct m any other indecom posables In the follow Ing subsections. Let us also
note that K ac and antiK ac m odules are m apped onto each other by the action of our
autom orphism [3.9).

W e wish to stress that in the physics literature the construction of representations
origihally proceeded along a di erent line [12]. Here the existence of a state Jp;ji with
m axin al H -eigenvalue j (and Z -eigenvalue b) was assumed on which E*, F* and F*
acted as annihilators whike the generatorsE ,F and F have been used to construct
the ram aining states. T he shift in the de nition of the K ac m odul above is ram iniscent
of these di erent conventions. N ote that the summ ary on tensor products which can be
found in [30] uses the physical conventions of the original articles [13,[18].

322 P rofctive covers of atypical irreducible m odules

W hen we discussed the representations ofgl(ljl) we have already talked about the concspt
of a pro gective cover of an atypical representation. By de nition, the progctive cover ofa
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representation £jg is the largest ndecom posable representation P, (j) which has fg
as a subrepresentation (its sock). W e do not want to construct these representations
explicitly here. Instead, we shall display how they are com posed from atypicals. The
proective cover of the trivial representation is an 8-din ensionalm odule of the form

P50) : fog ! filg, fig ! f0g : (3.11)

For the other atypical representations fjg wih j = 1;1;::: one nds the follow Ing
diagram ,

P, (J): fig 'ofi+ 49 £ 39 ! fig o 3412)

T hese representation spaces are 16j + 4-dim ensional. A rather explicit constructions of
themodulesP () with j6 O willbe sketched iIn the next section. Let us also agree to
absorb the superscript  on P into the argument, ie. P, (j) = P4 ( J), wherever this is

oconvenient.

323 Zigzag m odules

There are two additional sets of indecom posables that are close relatives of the (@nti)
zigzag representationsofgl(lil) . W e shallreferto them as (@nti)zigzagm odulesofsl2il),
though based on the shape of their (full) weight diagram it m ight be m ore appropriate
to call them wedge m odules. The (@nti)zigzag m odules of s12]l) are param etrized by
the num ber d of their irreducible constituents and by the largest param eter b 2 %Z that
appears am ong the atypical representations In their com position series. For our punooses
twillsu cetodescribe how (anti)zigzagm odules are built from atypical representations

b De pafe 2
Zg 0 : fo g ! fb I

(313)

Here, the sym bolbixc Instructs us to take the Integer part of the argum ent. Since we have
sim pli ed the diagram m atic presentation of the (@ntiy)zigzag m odules In com parison to
their counterparts for gl(1jl), we would like to stress that the structures are identical to
the ones before. In particular, every nvariant subspace f'g is a comm on subm odule of
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Symbol D In ension Type

f0g= z;0) = 2 (0) 1 atypical, irreducible
fig =22( P=122( 73 49+ 1 atypical, irreducible
fb;jg= fljjgi b6 83 typical, irreducible, proctive
£ Jidg=23( 9if Jidg= z2( 3 83 indecom posable
P4 (0) 8 Indecom posable, proEctive
P, 0)=Pg( 3)i3>0 165+ 4 indecom posable, pro gctive
250,250 indecom posable

Tablk 1: A complte list of nite din ensional Indecom posable representations of s1(2L)
(ncluding irreducibles) w ith diagonalizable C artan elem ents.

both of its neighbors fiP'+ Lgand i lg (should they be part of the com position series).
C onsequently, there exists the sam e dependence on the parity of the param eter d. This

also re ects itself n the behavior K ac m odules under the action of the autom orphian
8
<zJd¢EF b frevend
zgl) = (3.14)
"z3@ b foroddd

14

Sim ilar form ulas apply to (@nti)zigzag m odules, only that allthe Z m ust be replaced by
Z and viceversa. Let us nally point out that (anti)K acm odules and atypical irreducible
representations are Just special cases of zigzag representations. T he form er corresoond to
the valuesd= 2 and d = 1 ofthe length d, respectively.

This concludes our presentation of all nite dim ensional representations of s121).
T hroughout m ost of our discussion, we have not been very explicit, but in section (4.1 2
we shall see that m any of the lndecom posable representations of s1(2l) m ay be lnduced
from representations of gl(1il). A long w ith our good insights nto gl(1jl) m odules, this
then provides us w ith a rather direct construction of s12jl) representations.

4 Tensor products of s12]l) representations

In this section, we are going to address them ain goalofthisnote, ie.we shalldetermm ine all
tensor products of nite din ensional s127l) representations. O ur resuls are partly bassed
on the previous analysis [18] of certain special cases. The second In portant ingredient

15



com esw ith our study ofthe gl(1]l) representation theory w hich entersthrough a particular
embedding ofgl(ljl) Into s12jl). W e shalldescribe thisem bedding rst before presenting
our ndings on the fusion of sl2l) representations.

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

Ourm ain technical cbservation thatw illulin ately allow usto decom pose arbitrary tensor
products of nite din ensional s1(2l) representations is a close correspondence w ith the
representation theory of gl(ljl). The latter em erges from a particular embedding of
gl(lil) into s1(2]). W e shall specify this embedding in the rst subsection. A san aside,
we are then able to provide a much m ore explicit construction for m any of the s11jl)
representations we have ntroduced above. Finally, in the third subsection, we explain
how nite din ensional representations of s1(27l) decom pose when restricted to gl(1il).

411 Embedding gl(lil) into sl2il)

In order to embed the Lie superalgebra gl(1il) into sl2]l) we shall em ploy the follow ing
regular m onom orphismn

) =72 H N) = Z+H (fy = F* ()=F “4J1)

There exist di erent en beddings which arise by concatening wih and/or ! but we
w ill not consider them since apparently they do not give rise to any new nfom ation. Let
us point out, though, that doesnot Intertw Ine the actions of the outer autom orphisn !

and ,ie. 6 .

4.1.2 Induced representations from gl(1il)

A swehave anticipated, we can exploit the relation between gl(1il) and s1(2]l) to construct
representations of the latter from the form er. To this end, we note that the embedding
of gl(1]l) Induces the follow ng decom position of s1(2jl) into eigengpaces of the elem ent

€),
g=k k ki ; 42)

where ky = gl(ljl), k = spanfE " ;F "gand k ; = spanfE ;F g such that kikj]l k.
G iven any representation , ofgl(ljl) we can thus induce am odul ofsl2l) using the ele-

mentsofk; (ork ;) asgenerators. T he resulting representation is In nite dim ensionalbut
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under certain circum stances onem ay take a quotient and end up w ith a nite dim ensional
representation space. A condition In the choice of the gl(ljl) rpresentation 1, arises in
particular from considering the sl2) multiplets within the Induced representation. In
order for the Jatter to possess a nite dim ensional quotient, the spectrum of the C artan
elem ent 2H must by Integer. Since 2H isthe Imnage of N E under the m onom orphian

, we conclude that y isonly adm issblk if , N E ) has Integer spectrum . In the case
of a typical representation 1, = he;ni, for exam ple, our condition restrictse n to be an
Integer.

M any sl@l)-representations can actually be obtained through such an induction. This

applies in particular to the projctive covers P, (j) with j € 0 which are obtained from

n= Pun( 29). In the case of the (anti)zigzag m odules Zg () and Z;(b), we only need
to avoid the range 0 < 2b< d 1. Outside this Interval, we can obtain the (@nti)zigzag
representations by induction, using the gl(1jl) representations Z £ (2b) and Z £ (2b) for 4.

W hat m akes the Induction particularly interesting for us is another aspect: Suppose

we start with a gl(ljl)—representation ,, m which &)= 0. Slhee [ € );k:1]= k {,
our creation operators cannot generate any addiionaleigenstatesof ,, € ) w ith vanishing
eigenvalue. In otherwords, if 4 isan sl(2]l) representation which can be obtained by our
induction from 4 and if , € ) = 0, then the decom position of 4 Into representations of
h can only contain typical representations in addition to the representation ,, we started
wih. W e shall nd that this cbservations extends to a sin ple corresgpondence between
atypical representations (and their indecom posable com posites) of s127l) and gl(1 ).

413 Decomposition of sl2]l) representations

Before we decom pose representations of g Into representations of h we Introduce a few
new notations that w illbecom e quite usefiil. In particular, wew illem ploy am ap E which
takes irreducible representations of g and tums them into a very soeci ¢ sum oftypicalh
representations. O n atypical representations, E is de ned by

E fig = h n; @j+ 1 n)i: 4 3)

17



W e shall chin below that E (fjg ) contains all the typical gl(1il)representations that
appear in the decom position of £jg . Sin ilarly, wem ay de ne

M3 h i
E fbjig = ° o+ 1 n;b+ni H n;b+ ni @ 4)
n= Jj+1
on typical representations flo; jg;b6  j. The prin e ° on the summ ation sym bol instructs
usto om it alltem s that correspond to atypical representations. W e can extend E lnearly

to all com pletely reducible representations of s1(2L).

Anotherm ap Sy converts indecom posable representations of s12jl) into sam isin ple
m odules, nam ely into the sum ofall irreducible representations that appear in the decom —
position series. Explicitly, we have

Sqg P4 (J) 2fjg £3 g £+ 39 ;

M1 1
d
Sq 230 = b g

=0

4.5)

T he expressions should be com pared w ith curdiagram s (3.12)) and [3.13) forthe pro fctive
covers and the (@nti) zigzag m odules of s1(21l).

O nce thisnotation is Introduced, ourdecom position formm ulastake a particularly sin ple
form . For the atypical representations and their com posites one obtains

fig, = Wi E fig
Zil), = Zg@) E S Z50
T he last relation also holds for antizigzag m odules if we replace allZ by Z . Note that,
up to typical contributions, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the s1(27l) rep—
resentations on the left and the gl(1]l) representations on the right hand side. T hings are

slightly m ore com plicated for the typical representations of s1(2jl) for which the decom -

position is given by
8
. < E fb;ig for b 6 Jrridg
fbjig, = | 4.7
* Py (2b) E fb;ig for b = g+ 1055 1

Note that In the seocond case, the in age of the symbol E contains only 43 2 typical

representations so that the din ensions m atch.
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42 D ecom position of s1(2]l) tensor products

W e are nally prepared to decom pose arbitrary tensor products of nite din ensional
sl@2il) representations. O ur presentation below is split Into three di erent parts. W e
shall begin by review ing M arcu’s results [18] on the decom position of tensor products
betw een tw o typical representations and between a typicaland an atypical representation.
T he extension to arbitrary tensor products involving one typical representation is then
straightforward. T he second subsections containsnew results on tensor products in which
at least one factor is a profctive cover. Finally, we shall decom pose arbitrary tensor
products oftwo (anti)zigzag m odules.

421 Tensor products involving a typical representation

Before presenting M arcu’s resuls, we would lke to introduce som e notation that will
pem it us to rephrase the answers In a much m ore com pact form . To this end, lt us
de ne amap which sends representations of the bosonic subalgebra g© to typical
representations of g. ks action on irreducibles is given by

fojjg for bs J ;

© ;3 1) = | 48)
0 for b= Jj :

Themap may be extended to a linear map on the space of all nite din ensional

representations of g© .

The rst tensor product we would lke to display is the one between two typical
representations [18]. In our new notations, the decom position is given by

fbl;jlg sz;ng = GDL %;jl %) be;ngg(O) (49)
8
N Po( Pt bj 2) orb+b = G+ %)
Pg (b + ) Pg d+kj i) Prbh+b2 £ RJj+t L;::h+ 2 1g
Pyo( P+ ) forb + b = T I

N ote that neither § nor } can vanish so that the three cases listed above are m utually
exclusive. If none of them applies, the tensor product contains only typical represen—
tations. These are com puted by the st temm . A 1l it requires is the decom position of
typical g representations into irreducibles of the bosonic subalgebra (see eq. [3.7)) and a
com putation of tensor products or representations of g© = gl(l) sl@2) which presents
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no di culy. The outcom e is then converted into a direct sum of typical representations
through ourm ap
Tensor products of typicalw ith atypical representations can also be found n M arcu’s

paper. The results are

fbl;jlg ijg = o] %;]l %) fj2g g© 4.10)
P, 23 3 forlby % 2 fIn RIt Litiint k9
P, 3 %I forlby % 2 £ RIuht R lg:

This formula can also be used to determm ne the tensor product of typical representations
w ith any com posite of atypical representations, ie. with the proctive covers and the
(@anti)zigzag m odules. In fact, these tensor products are sin ply given by

fojjg H = fiyjg SgH) or H = PoM;Z2 ®orzg@ : (411)

Such an outoom e is natural since the decom position of a tensor product of a typicalw ith
any other representation is known to be decom posable into typicals and pro fctive covers.
O nem ay detemm ine the exact content through the gl(1jl) em bedding and it is rather easy
to see that the answers m ay always be reduced to the com putation of tensor products
w ith atypical irreducibles, as it is clain ed in equation [4.11]).

4 2.2 Tensor products involving a pro ective cover

T his subsection collectsallour ndingson tensorproducts involring at least one pro gctive
cover. G eneral resuls guarantee that such tensor products decom pose Into a sum of
progctive representations. The result for the tensor product of a progctive cover w ith
a typical representation has been spelled out already (see eq. [4.11])). Therefore, we can
tum directly to the next case, the product of two pro ective covers.

P roposition 1: The tensor product between two profctive covers P (31)ih 0; and
Pg(})=P*"%) (4}) isgiven by

Pg (jl) Pg(jZ) = H]l Pg(jZ)g(o) (4'12)
Pg( jl+ 32+%) 2 %( jl+ 32) Pg( jl+ 32 %)
where H, = (3 %3 3 ( G+3) %3 ®r 3>0  (@413)
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andHy=H, = (0;0) ( 1;0). In the argum ent of the product refers to the flusion
between representations of the bosonic subalgebra g% = gl@) sl1@).

Proof: Ourclin conceming typical representations in the decom position requires little
comm ent. Let us only stress that the two bosonicmultiplets ( (J+ 1) i;3) and ( J

37J  3) that appear in the space H ; are the ground states of the two K acm odules from
which P, (j) is com posed (see eg. [3.12)). The contributions from profctive covers, on
the other hand, m ay be deduced from the embedding of gl(1jl) along w ith the formula
[2.14) for tensor products of the pro fctive covers P, . O

P roposition 2: The tensor product between a projctive cover P, (3);j  0; and a zigzag
module Z § ) is given by
M1
. d d .
Pg &) Zg(b) = Hj Zg ©) g Pg( J+b
p=0

P)

N[

where H; is the same as in proposition 1. To detem ine the tensor product with an
anti-zigzagm oduke % § (), we replace Z4 by Z .

Proof: The statem ent is established in the sam e way as proposition 1, using formula
[218) as input from the representation theory of gl(1il). O

423 Tensor products between (anti-)zigzag m odules

In the follow ing we shall denote the fusion ring of nite din ensional representations of
a Lie superalgebra g by Rep(@). As we ram arked before, pro gctive representations of
g form an idealin Rep(g). The latter will be denoted by P roj(@). Our resuls on the
decom position 0fsl(2]l) representations into representations ofgl(l ) in ply the follow ing
nice resul.

P roposition 3: M odul profctives, the representation ring ofg= sl(2]l) m ay be em bed-
ded into the representation ring ofh = gl(lil), ie. there exists a m onom orphin #,

# :Rep@)=P roj@) ! Reph)=P rojh)

Note that R €0 (@)=P roj(g) is generated by (anti-)zigzagm odules. O n the hatter, the m ono-
m orphisn # acts according to

250 = zZi@) ; #250) = Z7@)
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P roof: This proposition is an obvious consequence of the formulas [4.4) for the decom —
position of s12]l) representations Into ndecom posables ofgl(1il). U

T his proposition can be used to com pute the non-propctive contributions of tensor
products between (anti)zigzag representations explicitly from our gl(l1jl) formulas. For
the tensor product of two atypical representations one nds in particular

fhg fRg = fh+ kgmodP rojsli)

The answer is In agreem ent with the ndings of M arcu who has com puted the tensor
product of atypical representation in [18]. In fact, the fiill answer for the tensor product
of two atypical representations is encoded in the form ulas

Jippde 1
fhg  fR9 = Lt £ (Gt 2t+3)idt 29 (4.14)
=T 2]
b
£ f9 = B bI g 4 f3 didg : @15
FI kil

Let us agree to denote the sum s of typical representations that appear on the right hand
sdeby T (£hg ;f%g ) and T (€59 ;£%g ), repectively. Furthem ore, we would like
to extend T to a bilnhear map on arbitrary sum s of atypical irreducibles. The m ap
T features in the follow ing decom position of tensor products between two (anti)zigzag
m odules.

P roposition 4: Tensor product between two zigzagm odules of s1(2l) can be decom posed
as olbows

23 ) 23k = T (SgES @))iSq@ ™ () @ & @b)  Z7 @) : (416)

Themap T was introduced in the text preceding this proposition and Sy replaces its argu—
ment by a direct sum of irreducibles in the decom position series (see egs. [4.5)). isa
Iinear m ap that replaces certain h-representations by g—representations according to

P Sm)=PJ¢n) ; @ @)=2J¢n) ; (Z50)=25(En)

Analogous formm ulas apply to tensor product of zigzag w ith anti~zigzag m odules and to the
fusion of two anti-zigzag representations.
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P roof: The rule that detem nes the contribution from typical representations is airly
obvious and the (anti)zigzag representations In the tensor product are a consequence of
proposition 3. The tem s involving pro gctive covers, nally, can be found through the
deoom position Into gl(ljl) representations. T his part is the m ost subtle, since pro gctive
gl(lil) representations can in principle arise through the decom position of both projc—
tive covers and typical s1(2]l) representations. To see that profctive covers for s1@27l)
representations contribute to the deocom position only through the second temm , we note
that all the atypical com ponents that appear in the tensor product of the s1l(2]) zigzag
representations are needed to build the inage of on the right hand side of eq. ([4.16).
Hence, all profctive covers of gl(1]l) atypicals that are not found in the restriction of

V4 fl b)) 2z :2 (2l )) must arise from a restriction oftypicalsl(2]l) representations. [l
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