arXiv:2212.14137v1 [math.QA] 29 Dec 2022

On irreducibility of modules of Whittaker type: twisted modules and nonabelian orbifolds

Dražen Adamović, Ching Hung Lam, Veronika Pedić Tomić and Nina Yu

January 6, 2023

Dedicated to Masahiko Miyamoto on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract

In [1], we extended the Dong-Mason theorem on irreducibility of modules for cyclic orbifold vertex algebras (cf. [13]) to the entire category of weak modules and applied this result to Whittaker modules. In this paper we present further generalizations of these results for nonabelian orbifolds of vertex operator superalgebras. Let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension and let G be a finite subgroup of Aut(V ). Assume that h ∈ Z(G) where Z(G) is the center of the group G. For any irreducible h-twisted (weak) V -module M, we prove that if M ≁= g ∘ M for all g ∈ G then M is also irreducible as V^G-module. We also apply this result to examples and give irreducibility of modules of Whittaker type for orbifolds of Neveu- Schwarz vertex superalgebras, Heisenberg vertex algebras, Virasoro vertex operator algebra and Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebra.

Keywords: Vertex superalgebras, week modules, Whittaker modules, nonabelian orbifolds, twisted modules.

1 Introduction

Quantum Galois theory

Quantum Galois theory for vertex operator algebras has been initiated by C. Dong and G. Mason in [13]. Let U be a vertex operator algebra and g an automorphism of U with finite order. It is proved in [13] that if M is an irreducible ordinary U-module such that it is not isomorphic to g^i ∘ M for all i, then M is also an irreducible module for the subalgebra U^{⟨g⟩} of fixed points under the cyclic group ⟨g⟩ generated by g. This result is important for the construction of irreducible modules for some vertex operator algebras. This result is extended in various directions in [9, 14, 15, 28].

Results from [1]

We should mention that all above mentioned approaches are using concepts such as Zhu’s algebra, higher Zhu’s algebras, modular invariance, which can not be applied beyond the categories of ordinary or admissible modules. But recent progress in representation theory of infinitedimensional Lie algebras and superalgebras shows that it is natural to investigate Whittaker modules and other weak modules which are not ordinary modules and on which one cannot apply

Zhu’s algebra or higher Zhu’s algebras. Therefore in [1] we started a program to extend results from Quantum Galois Theory to weak modules, so they can be applied beyond the category of ordinary modules.

In [1], we prove an extension of Dong-Mason theorem for weak modules of Whittaker type:

Theorem 1.1 ([1]). Let W be an irreducible weak V -module such that all W_i = g^i ∘ W are Whittaker modules whose Whittaker functions λ^{(i)} = n → C are mutually distinct. Then W is an irreducible weak V^{⟨g⟩}-module.

Then we apply this theorem to Whittaker modules for Heisenberg and Weyl vertex algebras, and obtain that they are irreducible modules for orbifold algebras. This result provides a new family of Whittaker modules for W -algebras.

Let us recall that in the case of Weyl vertex algebra, which we denote by M, we construct a family of irreducible Whittaker modules M_1(λ, μ) where (λ, μ) ∈ C^n × C^n and prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2 ([1]). Assume that (λ, μ) ≠ 0. Then M_1(λ, μ) is an irreducible weak module for the orbifold subalgebra M^{Zp}, for each p ≥ 1.

Later it was proved by T. Creutzig and A. Linshaw [7, Theorem 9.4] that M^{Zp} is isomorphic to W -algebra W_k(sl(p), f) of level k = −p +^{p+1}_p , corresponding to the subregular nilpotent element f. So we constructed a new family of Whittaker modules for affine W -algebras.

The question then arises is whether Dong-Mason theorem (or the extension in [1]) is true for (1) weak twisted modules of a vertex operator superalgebra; (2) for non-abelian orbifolds V^G, when G is a non-abelian finite group; (3) for orbifolds V^G, when G is an infinite-group.

In this paper we give a positive answer to generalizations of types (1) and (2). But we should point out that in [2] we proved that M_1(λ, μ) is reducible for an infinite orbifolds of M. So it seems that there are no natural generalizations to infinite groups.

Main results of the paper

In this paper, we assume that a vertex superalgebra V has a countable dimension. We prove

Main Theorem 1 (cf. Theorem 4.5). Let V be vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension, G ≤ Aut(V ) a finite group (not necessarily abelian) and h ∈ Z(G), the center of the group G. Let M be an irreducible weak h-twisted module of V such that M ≁= g ∘ M for all g ∈ G. Then M is also irreducible as a V^G-module.

In the case g = h and G = ⟨g⟩, this theorem gives a twisted version of Theorem 1.1. Another interesting question that arises is the application to non-abelian orbifolds. In Theorem 7.1, we prove [1, Conjecture 8.2] of irreducibility of Whittaker modules for the permutation orbifolds M(1)^{Sℓ} of the Heisenberg vertex algebra. Since M(1)^{Sℓ} is a finitely-generated W -algebra, in this way we also construct many examples of irreducible Whittaker modules for W -algebras.

Ordinary vs. Whittaker modules in Galois theory

Let us now discuss similarities and differences between ordinary modules and Whittaker type modules.

• The theorem of Dong-Mason has been generalized in a much more general setting to any finite group and ordinary modules in [9, 15] and to ordinary twisted modules in [28]. The proof depends heavily on the theory of Zhu algebras and their generalizations. That the graded subspace M(n) is of finite dimension for each n ∈ Z_+ is also important for their arguments. For modules of Whittaker type, there are no preferred Z_+-grading and the original proof cannot be applied. It turns out that if W ≁= g ∘ W for all g ∈ G, then a simple argument using the character theory of finite groups is sufficient to show that W is irreducible as V^G-module. We also discuss some partial results for the case that W ∼= g ∘ W for all g ∈ G using some similar arguments.

• Whittaker modules discussed in this paper and [1] provide a huge family of examples of modules W with g ∘ W ≁= W , for each g ∈ G and G < Aut(V ).

• Assume first that W is a weak g-twisted module for a vertex superalgebra V where g is an automorphism of finite order. If V is a vertex operator algebra and W is an ordinary or admissible V -module, then g ∘ W ∼= W , and W is a completely reducible module (cf. [12]).

• If V is a vertex operator superalgebra with the canonical automorphism σ of order two, then there exists some irreducible ordinary module W such that σ ∘W ≁= W . In particular, irreducible highest weight modules for Ramond N = 1 algebra, viewed as Ramond twisted modules for N = 1 Neveu Schwarz algebra, provide examples of such modules.

• The irreducibility result from our paper can be applied to simplify proofs of irreducibility of certain modules for orbifold vertex algebra; for example, to show directly that certain twisted modules for the triplet vertex algebra W (p) are irreducible for W (p)^{D2n} -orbifold (cf. [3]).

Organization of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic notions and results in vertex superalgebra. In Section 3, we study the cyclic vectors in a direct sum of irreducible weak twisted modules. In Section 4, we prove the main result of this paper which extends Dong-Mason’s theorem on irreducibility of modules for orbifold vertex algebras to the category of Whittaker type for vertex superalgebras. Complete reducibility of certain V^{⟨g⟩}-modules is studied in Section 5. We apply the main theorem of this paper (Theorem 4.5) to examples in Sections 6, 7, 8 and 9. The irreducibility of twisted Whittaker modules for N = 1 Neveu-Schwarz vertex superalgebras is studied in Section 6. The irreducibility of Whittaker modules for permutation orbifolds of Heisenberg vertex algebra and Virasoro vertex operator algebra is studied in Sections 7 and 8. In Section 9, we study irreducible twisted modules for certain orbifold of Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex operator algebra.

Acknowledgements

D.Adamović and V.Pedić Tomić were partially supported by the QuantiXLie Centre of Excellence, a project cofinanced by the Croatian Government and European Union through the European Regional Development Fund - the Competitiveness and Cohesion Operational Programme (KK.01.1.1.01.0004). C.H. Lam was partially supported by a research grant AS-IA-107-M02 of Academia Sinica and MoST grants 110-2115-M-001-011-MY3 of Taiwan. N. Yu was partly supported by NSF of China Grant No. 11971396, 12131018 and 12161141001.

2 Basics

In this section we review some basic notions of vertex superalgebra [6, 8, 18] and fix some necessary notations. Throughout this paper, z_0, z_1, z_2 are independent commuting formal variables.

A super vector space is a Z_2-graded vector space V = V¯_0 ⊕ V¯_1. The elements in V¯_0 (resp. V¯_1) are called even (resp. odd). Let |v| be 0 if v ∈ V¯_0 and 1 if v ∈ V¯_1.

Definition 2.1. A vertex superalgebra is a quadruple (V, 1, D, Y ), where V = V_0 ⊕ V_1 is a Z_2-graded vector space, D is an endomorphism of V , 1 is a specified vector called the vacuum of V , and Y is a linear map Y (·, z) :V → (EndV ) [[ z, z^{−1} ]] v → Y (v, z) = ∑ n∈Z v_nz^{−n−1}(where v_n ∈ EndV )

such that (V1) For any u, v ∈ V, u_nv = 0 for n sufficiently large; (V2) [D, Y (v, z)] = Y (D (v) , z) =^d_{dz} Y (v, z) for any v ∈ V ; (V3) Y (1, z) = Id_V (the identity operator of V );

(V4) Y (v, z) 1 ∈ (EndV ) [[z]] and lim_{z→0} Y (v, z) 1 = v for any v ∈ V ; (V5) For Z_2-homogeneous elements u, v ∈ V , the following Jacobi identity holds:

z^{−1}_0 ( z_1 − z_2 z_0 ) Y (u, z_1) Y (v, z_2) − (−1)^{|u||v|} z^{−1}_0 δ ( z_2 − z_1 −z_0 ) Y (v, z_2) Y (u, z_1)

= z^{−1}_2 δ ( z_1 − z_0 z_2 ) Y (Y (u, z_0) v, z_2) .

A vertex superalgebra V is called a vertex operator superalgebra if there is a distinguished vector ω of V such that (V6) [L (m) , L (n)] = (m − n) L (m + n) +^1_{12} ( m^3 − m ) δ_{m+n,}c for m, n ∈ Z, where Y (ω, z) = ∑ n∈ZL (n) z^{−n−2}. (V7) L (−1) = D, i.e.,^d_{dz} Y (v, z) = Y (L (−1) v, z) for v ∈ V ; (V8) L(0) acts semisimply on V with eigenvalues in^1_2 Z.

(V9) dim V_k < ∞ and V_k = 0 for sufficiently small k, where V_k = {v ∈ V | L(0)v = kv} for k ∈^1_2 Z. If v ∈ V_k , k is called the weight (or conformal weight) of v and denoted by wtv.

Definition 2.2. An automorphism g of a vertex algebra V is a linear automorphism of V such that gY (v, z) g^{−1} = Y (gv, z) for v ∈ V .

If V is a vertex operator superalgebra, we also assume that an automorphism g preserves the distinguished element ω, i.e., gω = ω.

If g is an automorphism of V such that g has a finite order T , then V is a direct sum of the eigenspaces V^j of g, V = ∐ j∈Z/T Z V^j , where V^j = { v ∈ V | gv = η^j v } for η a fixed primitive T -th root of unity.

Definition 2.3. A weak g-twisted V -module is a vector space M equipped with a linear map

Y_g (·, z) : V → (End M)[[z^{1/T} , z^{−1/T} ]] v → Y_g (v, z) = ∑ n∈^1_T Z v^g_nz^{−n−1}, such that for u, v ∈ V and w ∈ M the following conditions hold:

(1) For any v ∈ V, w ∈ M, v^g_nw = 0 for n sufficiently large; (2) Y_g (1, z) = 1_M (the identity operator on M);

(3) For u, v ∈ V of homogeneous sign, the following Jacobi identity holds

z^{−1}_0 ( z_1 − z_2 z_0 ) Y_g (u, z_1)Y_g (v, z_2) − (−1)^{|u||v|}z^{−1}_0 δ ( z_2 − z_1 −z_0 ) Y_g (v, z_2)Y_g (u, z_1) = z^{−1}_2 T ∑ j∈Z/T Z δ ( η^j (z_1 − z_0)^{1/T} z^{1/T}_2 ) Y_g (Y (g^j u, z_0)v, z_2).

If g = 1, then a weak g-twisted V -module is a weak V -module.

Definition 2.4. Let V be a vertex operator superalgebra and g ∈ Aut(V ). An admissible g-twisted V -module is a weak g-twisted V -module M which carries a^1_T Z_+-grading M = ⊕_{n∈} 1_{T Z+}M(n) satisfying v_mM(n) ⊆ M(n + wtv − m − 1) for homogeneous v ∈ V .

One may assume M (0) ≠ 0. If g = 1, then an admissible g-twisted V -module is called an admissible V -module.

Definition 2.5. Let V be a vertex operator superalgebra. An ordinary g-twisted V -module is a weak g-twisted V -module M satisfying the condition that M = ⊕_{h∈C} M_{(h)}, where M_{(h)} = {w ∈ M | L(0)^gw = hw} for L (0)^g = ω^g_1 , dim M_{(h)} < ∞ for all h ∈ C , and M_{(h+} n_{T )} = 0 for fixed h ∈ C and for all sufficiently small integers n.

If g = 1, then an ordinary g-twisted V -module is an ordinary V -module. Now we consider the action of Aut(V ) on twisted modules. Let g, h ∈ Aut (V ) with g of finite order. If (M, Y_M ) is a weak g-twisted V -module, there is a weak hgh^{−1}-twisted V -module (h ∘ M, Y_{h∘M} ) where h ∘ M ∼= M as a vector space and Y_{h∘M} (v, z) = Y_M ( h^{−1}v, z ) for v ∈ V .

This defines a left action of Aut (V ) on weak twisted V -modules and on the isomorphism classes of weak twisted V -modules. We write h ∘ (M, Y_M ) = (h ∘ M, Y_{h∘M} ) = h ∘ M. We say M is h-stable if M and h ∘ M are isomorphic. Note that g ∘ M and M are isomorphic if M is an admissible g-twisted V -module [12].

3 On cyclic vectors in a direct sum of irreducible weak g-twisted modules

Let V = (V, 1, D, Y ) be a vertex superalgebra and g an automorphism of order T . Let t be an indeterminate. Recall from [6] that C [ t^{1T} , t^{− 1T} ] has the structure of vertex superalgebra with vertex operator Y (f (t) , z) g (t) = f (t + z) g (t) = ( e^{z ddt} f (t) ) g (t) . Then the tensor product L (V ) = C [ t^{1T} , t^{− 1T} ] ⊗ V is a vertex superalgebra [8, 17, 22] with vertex operator Y (f (t) ⊗ v, z) (g (t) ⊗ u) = f (t + z) g (t) ⊗ Y (v, z) u. The special endomorphism of L (V ) is given by D =^d_{dt} ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ D. The action of g naturally extends to an automorphism of the tensor product vertex superalgebra in the following way:

g (t^m ⊗ a) = exp ( −2πim T ) (t^m ⊗ ga) .

Denote the space of g-invariant of this action by L (V, g) , which is a vertex subalgebra of L (V ). It is clear that L (V, g) = ⊕^{T −1}_{r=0} t^{r/T} C [ t, t^{−1} ] ⊗ V^r. It follows from [6] that V [g] = L (V, g) /DL (V, g) carries the structure of a Lie superalgebra with bracket [u + DL (V, g) , v + DL (V, g)] = u_0v + DL (V, g) . We will use v (n) to denote the image of t^n ⊗ v ∈ L (V, g) in V [g] . If M is a weak g-twisted V -module, then M becomes a V [g]-module such that a (m) acts as a_m. When V is a vertex operator superalgebra, M is an admissible g-twisted V -module if and only if M is a^1_T Z_+-graded module for the graded Lie superalgebra V [g] [11, 16].

Lemma 3.1. Let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension. Assume that W_i, i = 1, . . . , t, are non-isomorphic irreducible weak g-twisted V -modules and W = ⊕^t_{i=1}W_i. Then for each 0 ≠ w_i ∈ W_i, a vector of the form (w_1, w_2, . . . , w_t) is cyclic in W .

Proof. It is clear that W_i is an irreducible module for the associative algebra U (V [g]) . The result follows by [1, Lemma 3.1].

4 Main result

Let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension. Now let G < Aut(V ) be a finite subgroup (not necessarily abelian). Assume that h ∈ Z(G), where Z(G) is the center of the group G.

Lemma 4.1 ([13, 22]). Let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension and W a weak h-twisted V -module. Let S be a subset of W . Then the submodule generated by S is given by ⟨S⟩ = Span_C {u_nw | u ∈ V, w ∈ S, n ∈ Q}. Next we recall a version of Schur’s Lemma given in [19, Section 4.1.2].

Lemma 4.2. Let W_1 and W_2 be irreducible modules for an associative algebra A. Assume that W_1 and W_2 have countable dimensions over C . Then

dim Hom_A (W_1, W_2) ≤ 1

and dim Hom (W_1, W_2) = 1 if and only if W_1 ∼= W_2.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that V is a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension. Let g ∈ Aut (V ) with finite order. Suppose W is an irreducible weak g-twisted V -module. Then W has a countable dimension.

Proof. By our assumption, V has a countable dimension. By arguments similar to [13, Proposition 4.1], we have

W = V.w = Span_C { v_nw | v ∈ V, n ∈ 1 T Z } for any 0 ≠ w ∈ W,

which implies that W also has a countable dimension.

Therefore, Schur’s lemma also applies to irreducible weak g-twisted modules if V has a countable dimension. From now on, we will assume that V has a countable dimension. Note that this condition is automatically satisfied if V is a vertex operator superalgebra.

Definition 4.4. Let M be a weak h-twisted V -module. We define the g-conjugate h-twisted module (g ∘ M, Y_{g∘M} ( , z)) as follows: g ∘ M = M as a vector space and Y_{g∘M} (u, z) = Y (g^{−1}u, z) for any u ∈ V. Note that g_1 ∘ (g_2 ∘ M) = (g_1g_2) ∘ M for any g_1, g_2 ∈ Aut(V ).

Let G be a finite subgroup of Aut(V ). Let h ∈ G and let M = (M, Y_M ) be an irreducible weak h-twisted modules of V . Define a subgroup G_M = {g ∈ G | g ∘ M ∼= M}. Note that G_M is a subgroup of C_G(h).

By Schur’s lemma and similar arguments as in [15], G_M acts on M projectively, that means, there is a projective representation h → ϕ(h) of G_M on M such that ϕ(h)^{−1}Y_M (v, z)ϕ(h) = Y_M (h^{−1}v, z) for h ∈ G_M , v ∈ V. Let α_M be the corresponding 2-cocycle in C^2(G_M , C^∗). Then ϕ(h)ϕ(k) = α_M (h, k)ϕ(hk) for all h, k ∈ G_M . Without loss, we may assume that α_M (h, k) is a root of unity for any h, k ∈ G. Let n be the smallest positive integer such that α_M (h, k)^n = 1 for all h, k ∈ G. Then we have a central extension 1 → ⟨ξ_n⟩ → Ĝ_M → G_M → 1 of G_M associated with α_M , where ξ_n is a primitive n-th root of unity.

Let C^{αM} [G_M ] be the corresponding twisted group algebra. It is well known that C^{αM} [G_M ] is a semisimple associative algebra. It follows that M is a C^{αM} [G_M ]-module.

In this article, we will consider two cases: G_M = 1 and G = G_M . First we consider the case when G_M = 1.

Theorem 4.5. Let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension. Let G be a finite subgroup (not necessarily abelian) of Aut(V ). Assume that h ∈ Z(G) where Z(G) is the center of G. Let M be an irreducible weak h-twisted module of V . Suppose that M ≇ g ∘ M for all g ∈ G \ {1}. Then M is also irreducible as V^G-module.

Before we give the proof of the above theorem, we need to introduce some notions and prove several lemmas. First we consider the h-twisted V -module M = ⊕_{g∈G}g ∘ M. By our assumption, M is a direct sum of |G| inequivalent irreducible h-twisted V -modules and G acts naturally (from the left) on M. Moreover, each g ∘ M is isomorphic to M as a V^G-module. In other words, M = M ⊗ C [G] as a module of V^G × C [G].

For each g ∈ G, let i_g : M → g ∘ M → M be the natural inclusion.

Definition 4.6. For each χ ∈ Irr(G), define P_χ ∈ C [G] by

P_χ = χ(1) |G| ∑ g∈G χ(g^{−1})g.

Denote P^V_χ and P^M_χ to be the corresponding actions of P_χ on V and M, respectively.

Recall that V = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}V_χ [9, Corollary 2.5], where V_χ is the sum of all irreducible Gmodules affording the character χ. In fact, we have

V = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}V_χ = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}P^V_χ (V ), and M = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}P^M_χ (M) = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}M_χ,

where M_χ = P^M_χ (M). Now we have the following result.

Lemma 4.7. For each character χ ∈ Irr(G) and u ∈ V , w ∈ M, m ∈ Z, we have

(P^V_χ (u))_m(P^M_1 (w)) = P^M_χ ( u_m(P^M_1 (w)) ) . Proof. For a ∈ G, we have ( P^V_χ (u) ) m i_a(w) = χ(1) |G| ∑ g∈G χ(g^{−1})(gu)_mi_a(w)

= χ(1) |G| ∑ g∈G χ(g^{−1})i_a((a^{−1}gu)_mw).

Let h^{−1} = a^{−1}g. Then g^{−1} = ha^{−1} and we have ( P^V_χ (u) ) m i_a(w) = χ(1) |G| ∑ h∈G χ(ha^{−1})i_a ( (h^{−1}u)_mw ) . Moreover, we have

P^M_χ (u_mi_h(w)) = χ(1) |G| ∑ g∈G χ(g^{−1})g ( i_h ( (h^{−1}u)_mw ))

= χ(1) |G| ∑ g∈G χ(g^{−1})i_{gh} ( (h^{−1}u)_mw )

= χ(1) |G| ∑ a∈G χ(ha^{−1})i_a ( (h^{−1}u)_mw ) . Therefore, ( P^V_χ (u) ) m ( P^M_1 (w) ) = 1 |G| ∑ a∈G ( P^V_χ (u) ) m i_a(w) = χ(1) |G|^2 ∑ a∈G ∑ h∈G χ(ha^{−1})i_a((h^{−1}u)_mw) = 1 |G| ∑ h∈G P^M_χ (u_mi_h(w))

= P^M_χ ( u_m(P^M_1 (w)) ) as desired.

Lemma 4.8. For each χ ∈ Irr(G), we have V_χ · M_1 ⊂ M_χ.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Assume that M is not a simple V^G-module. Then there is a V^Gsubmodule 0 ≠ S ⫋ M. Then P^M_1 (S) ⫋ P^M_1 (M).

Now let s ∈ S be nonzero. Then M is generated by P^M_1 (s) by Lemma 3.1. By Lemma 4.1, we have M = V · P^M_1 (s) = ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}V^χ · P^M_1 (s) ⊆ ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}V^χ · P^M_1 (S).

By Lemma 4.8, we have V^χ · P^M_1 (s) ⊂ M_χ but P^M_1 (S) ⫋ M_1. Thus V · P^M_1 (s) is a proper submodule of ⊕_{χ∈Irr(G)}M_χ = M, which is a contradiction.

Next we consider the case G = G_M . Again, we assume that V is a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension. Let G be a finite subgroup of Aut(V ) and h ∈ Z(G), the center of G. Let M be an irreducible weak h-twisted module of V . Suppose that M ∼= g ∘M for all g ∈ G, i.e, G = G_M . Let α_M be the corresponding 2-cocycle in C^2(G, C^∗ ) as described in Section 2. Let 1 → ⟨ξ_n⟩ → Ĝ ¯→ G → 1 be the corresponding central extension of G associated with α_M . Then Ĝ acts on M and we have M = ⊕_{λ∈Irr(Ĝ)}M λ, where M λ = P_λ(M). We use P M_λ to denote the

restriction of P_λ on M and ḡ to denote the image of g ∈ Ĝ under the projection map ¯ : Ĝ → G.

Theorem 4.9. Let G, Ĝ, h and M be as above. Suppose λ is a linear character of Ĝ, i.e., λ(1) = 1. Then M^λ is irreducible as V^G-module if M^λ ≠ 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.5. Let λ be a linear character of Ĝ. We claim that ( P^V_χ (u) ) m ( P^M_λ (w) ) = P^M_{λχ} ( u_m ( P^M_λ w )) for any character χ ∈ Irr(G) and u ∈ V , w ∈ M and m ∈ Z. Note that an irreducible character χ of G can be viewed as an irreducible character of Ĝ by assuming the center ⟨ξ_n⟩ acts trivially, i.e, χ(g) = χ(ξ^i_ng) = χ(ḡ) for any g ∈ Ĝ and 0 ≤ i < n. Then we have

P^V_χ (u) = χ(1) |G| ∑ s∈G χ(s^{−1})su = χ(1) |Ĝ| ∑ g∈Ĝ χ(g^{−1})gu. By direct calculations, we have ( P^V_χ (u) ) m ( P^M_λ (w) ) = χ(1) |Ĝ| ∑ g∈Ĝ χ(g^{−1})gu m λ(1) |Ĝ| ∑ h∈Ĝ λ(h^{−1})hw

= χ(1) |Ĝ|^2 ∑ g∈Ĝ ∑ h∈Ĝ χ(g^{−1})(gu)_m ( λ(h^{−1})hw )

= χ(1) |Ĝ|^2 ∑ g∈Ĝ ∑ h∈Ĝ χ(g^{−1})λ(g^{−1})g ( λ(h^{−1}g)u_m(g^{−1}h)w )

= P^M_{λχ} ( u_m(P^M_λ (w)) ) . Let S ⊊ M^λ be a proper V^G-submodule. Then V^χ · S ⊂ M^{λχ} for any χ ∈ Irr(G) and V · S is a proper submodule of M. Therefore, S = 0 and we have the desired result.

5 On complete reducibility of certain V^{⟨g⟩}-modules

In this section, we still let V be a vertex superalgebra with a countable dimension and g ∈ Aut(V ) with o(g) = T . Let V = ∐ j∈Z/T Z V^j , where V^j = { v ∈ V | gv = η^j v } and η is a fixed primitive T -th root of unity as before.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that g is an automorphism of V of finite order T . Assume that W is an irreducible weak g-twisted V -module such that g ∘ W ∼= W . Then W is a completely reducible weak V^0-module such that

(1) W = ⊕^T_{i=0}W^i, V^i.W^j ⊂ W^{i+j mod T} , where W^j , j = 1, · · · , T , are eigenspaces of certain linear isomorphism ϕ (g) : W → W .

(2) Each W^i is an irreducible weak V^0-module.

(3) The modules W^i, i = 0, · · · , T − 1, are non-isomorphic as weak V^0-modules.

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from Theorem 4.9 by letting G = G_M = ⟨g⟩.

For (3), assume that there is V^0-isomorphism ψ : W^i → W^j , for some i ≠ j. Let w be a nonzero vector in W^i and consider U = V. (w, ψ (w)) = Span_C {(v_nw, v_nψ (w)) | v ∈ V } . Then W^i ⊕ W^i is not in U and hence U is a proper submodule of W ⊕ W . Note that W ⊕ W is a U (g (V ))-module of finite length, the Jordan Holder theorem can be applied. Comparing the filtrations (0) → W → W ⊕ W, (0) → U → W ⊕ W, we obtain U ∼= W as U (g (V ))-modules by the simplicity of W . Thus U ∼= W as V -modules. Now both projection maps U → W ⊕ (0) and U → (0) ⊕ W are V -isomorphisms. Thus the map Φ : v_nw → v_nψ (w) , for v ∈ V , is also an isomorphism. Using Schur’s Lemma, we obtain Φ = aId for a ∈ C and hence ψ (w) = aw ∈ W^i. But i ≠ j, which is a contradiction.

6 Whittaker modules for N = 1 Neveu-Schwarz vertex superalgebras and their orbifolds

Recall that the Neveu-Schwarz algebra is the Lie superalgebra

ns = ⨁ i∈Z C L(i) ⊕ ⨁ r∈ 12 +Z C G(r) ⊕ C C

which satisfies the following commutation relations:

[L(m), L(n)] = (m − n)L(m + n) +^1_{12} (m^3 − m)δ_{n+m,0}C

[L(m), G(r)] = ( m 2 − r)G(m + r) [G(r), G(s)] = 2L(r + s) + (r^2 −^1_4 )δ_{r+s,0}C [ns, C] = 0

for all m, n ∈ Z, r, s ∈^1_2 + Z.

Let V_c(ns) be the universal Neveu-Schwarz vertex superalgebra of central charge c ∈ C . The category of weak V_c(ns)-modules coincides with the category of restricted ns-module.

Note that V_c(ns) has the canonical automorphism σ of order two which is lifted from the automorphism of Lie superalgebra ns such that L(n) → L(n), G(n +^1_2 ) → −G(n +^1_2 ), C → C (n ∈ Z). Let V^+_c (ns) be the fixed point vertex subalgebra. It is proved in [21, 25] that V^+_c (ns) is a W -algebra of type W (2, 4, 6). Let p = ⨁ i>0 L(i) ⊕ ⨁ i>0 C G(i +^1_2 ) and let Ψ : p → C be a Lie superalgebra homomorphism. Assume that Ψ is non-zero. Then Ψ is uniquely determined by (a, b) ∈ C^2 , a · b ≠ 0 such that Ψ(G(i +^1_2 )) = Ψ(L(i + 2)) = 0 for each i ∈ Z_{>0} and Ψ(L(1)) = a or Ψ(L(2)) = b.

Let C w be the 1-dimensional (p + C C)-module such that xw = Ψ(x)w (x ∈ p), Cw = cw. The universal Whittaker module associated to Whittaker function Ψ is defined as W h(Ψ, c) = U(ns) ⊗_{U(p+CC)} C w. It was proved in [23] that W h(Ψ, c) is an irreducible, restricted ns-modules if Ψ ≠ 0. Proposition 6.1. W h(Ψ, c) is an irreducible V_c(ns)-module for each nonzero Whittaker function Ψ. Moreover, W h(Ψ, c) is a direct sum of two non-isomorphic irreducible modules for V^+_c (ns).

Proof. Since W h(Ψ, c) is irreducible, restricted ns-module, it is an irreducible module for the vertex superalgebra V_c(ns). Since in our case Ψ ∘ W h(Ψ, c) ∼= W h(Ψ, c), then Theorem 5.1 implies that W h(Ψ, c) = W h^+(Ψ, c) ⊕ W h^−(Ψ, c), W h^±(Ψ, c) = {v ∈ W h(Ψ, c)| Φv = ±v}, where Φ is a linear isomorphism W h(Ψ, c) → W h(Ψ, c).

The N = 1 Ramond algebra is the Lie superalgebra R = ⨁ i∈Z C L(i) ⊕ ⨁ r∈Z C G(r) ⊕ C C which satisfies the following commutation relations: [L(m), L(n)] = (m − n)L(m + n) +^1_{12} (m^3 − m)δ_{n+m,0}C [L(m), G(r)] = ( m 2 − r)G(m + r) [G(r), G(s)] = 2L(r + s) + (r^2 −^1_4 )δ_{r+s,0}C [ns, C] = 0 for all m, n ∈ Z, r, s ∈ Z. The category of weak σ-twisted V_c(ns)-modules coincides with the category of restricted R-module. Let p^{tw} = ⨁ i>0 L(i) ⊕ ⨁ i>0 C G(i). Let Ψ : p^{tw} → C be the Lie superalgebra homomorphism. Assume that Ψ is non-zero. Then Ψ is uniquely determined by (c, d) ∈ C^2 , c · d ≠ 0 such that Ψ(G(i + 1)) = Ψ(L(i + 2)) = 0 for each i ∈ Z_{>0} and Ψ(L(1)) = c^2, Ψ(L(2)) = d, Ψ(G(1)) = c.

Let C w be the 1-dimensional (p^{tw} + C C)-module such that xw = Ψ(x)w (x ∈ p^{tw}), Cw = cw. The universal Whittaker module associated to Whittaker function Ψ is defined as W h^{tw}(Ψ, c) = U(ns) ⊗_{U(p}tw_{+CC)} C w. Let L^{tw}(Ψ, c) be its simple quotient.

Remark 6.2. One can show that W h^{tw}(Ψ, c) is an irreducible, restricted R-modules if Ψ ≠ 0, and therefore L^{tw}(Ψ, c) = W h^{tw}(Ψ, c).

Applying Theorem 4.5 we get:

Theorem 6.3. Assume that Ψ is an non-zero Whittaker function such that Ψ(G(1)) = c ≠ 0. Then the irreducible Whittaker module L^{tw}(Ψ, c) is an irreducible module for the orbifold vertex algebra V^+_c (ns).

7 Application to permutation orbifold of Heisenberg vertex algebras

In this section, we discuss an application to permutation orbifold of Heisenberg vertex algebra and give a proof for [1, Conjecture 8.2].

We first recall the definition of Whittaker modules for the Heisenberg vertex algebra M(1) of rank ℓ from [1, Section 8]. Let h is a complex ℓ-dimensional vector space with a nondegenerate form (·, ·) equipped with the structure of a commutative Lie algebra. Let M(1) be the Heisenberg vertex operator algebra of rank ℓ associated to the Heisenberg algebra ĥ = h ⊗ C [t, t^{−1} ] + C K. Then the automorphism group of M(1) is isomorphic to the orthogonal group O(ℓ). The symmetric group S_ℓ is a subgroup of O(ℓ) and acts on M(1) as permutations on an orthonormal basis of h.

Let n = h ⊗ C [t] be its nilpotent Lie subalgebra. Define the Whittaker function λ ∈ n^∗ such that for each h ∈ h λ(h(n)) = 0 for n >> 0.

Let M(1, λ) be the standard Whittaker modules for ĥ of level 1 associated to the Whittaker function λ.

For g ∈ O(ℓ) we define: g ∘ M(1, λ) = M(1, g ∘ λ). Theorem 7.1. Let G be any finite subgroup of O(ℓ) such that g ∘ λ ≠ λ, ∀g ∈ G. Then M(1, λ) is irreducible M(1)^G-module.

Proof. The proof follows by applying Theorem 4.5 on modules M(1, g ∘ λ) and using the fact that all Whittaker functions g ∘ λ are different for g ∈ G.

As a consequence we prove the following result which was stated as Conjecture 8.2 in [1].

Corollary 7.2. Assume that σ ∘ λ ≠ λ for any 2-cycle σ ∈ S_ℓ. Then M(1, λ) is an irreducible M(1)^{Sℓ} -module.

Remark 7.3. We believe that M(1, λ) is also irreducible for affine W -algebras realized as subalgebras of M(1)^{Sℓ} . But our current techniques are not sufficient to prove this claim.

8 Permutation orbifold of Virasoro vertex operator alge- bra Let V ir be the Virasoro Lie algebra with generators L(n), n ∈ Z, and the central element C. Let V ir^c be the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebra of central charge c. Let V ir^+ be the Lie subalgebra of V ir generated by L(n), n ∈ Z_{>0}.

The classical Whittaker module for the Virasoro algebra of central charge c is generated by the Whittaker function Ψ : V ir^+ → C such that Ψ(L(1)) = a, Ψ(L(2)) = b, Ψ(L(n)) = 0 (n > 3).

Let Wh_c(Ψ) be the universal Whittaker Virasoro module of central charge c. Then Wh_c(Ψ) is irreducible [24]. Since Wh_c(Ψ) is a restricted V ir-module, it is an irreducible module for the V ir^c. Two Whittaker modules Wh_c(Ψ_i), i = 1, 2, are isomorphic if and only if Whittaker functions coincide, i.e., Ψ_1 = Ψ_2.

Now let U = V ir^c, and consider tensor product vertex operator algebra V = U^{⊗ℓ} for ℓ ∈ Z_{>0}. Then the symmetric group S_ℓ acts naturally on V as a group of automorphisms. Indeed, Aut(V ) ∼= S_ℓ in this case. Let G be any subgroup of S_ℓ = Aut(V ). By applying Theorem 4.5, we get:

Theorem 8.1. Assume that Ψ_i : V ir^+ → C , i = 1, . . . , ℓ are Whittaker functions such that Ψ_i(L(1)) = a_i, Ψ_i(L(2)) = b_i, Ψ_i(L(n)) = 0 (n > 3).

Assume that for each g ∈ G:

(a_{g(1)}, · · · , a_{g(ℓ)}) ≠ (a_1, . . . , a_ℓ) or (b_{g(1)}, · · · , b_{g(ℓ)}) ≠ (b_1, . . . , b_ℓ). Then Wh(Ψ_1, . . . , Ψ_ℓ) := Wh_c(Ψ_1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Wh_c(Ψ_ℓ) is an irreducible V^G-module.

The Z_3 and S_3-fixed point vertex subalgebras of the tensor product of three copies of the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebras have been studied in [26, 27]. It is proved in [26] that for all but finitely many central charges ( (V ir^c)^{⊗3} )_{Z3} is a W-algebra.

9 Application to the Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebra

Recall first the definitions of Heisenberg-Virasoro Lie algebra and mirror twisted Heisenberg- Virasoro Lie algebra.

The Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra H is a Lie algebra with a basis {L(m), h(r), C_1, C_2, C_3, m, r ∈ Z} and commutation relations:

[L(m), L(n)] = (m − n)L(m + n) +^1_{12} (m^3 − m)δ_{n+m,0}C_1 [L(m), h(r)] = rh(m + r) + δ_{m+r,0}(m^2 + m)C_2 [h(r), h(s)] = rδ_{r+s,0}C_3 [H, C_i] = 0 i = 1, 2, 3; for all m, n ∈ Z, r, s ∈ Z. The mirror twisted Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra H^{tw} is a Lie algebra with a basis { L(m), h(r), C̄_1, C̄_2, m, ∈ Z, r ∈^1_2 + Z } and commutation relations:

[L(m), L(n)] = (m − n)L(m + n) +^1_{12} (m^3 − m)δ_{n+m,0}C̄_1 [L(m), h(r)] = rh_{m+r} [h(r), h(s)] = rδ_{r+s,0}C̄_2 [H, C̄_i] = 0 i = 1, 2;

for all m, n ∈ Z, r, s ∈^1_2 + Z.

Restricted modules (also called smooth modules) of nonzero level for the mirror Heisenberg- Virasoro algebra can be treated as weak twisted modules for the Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebras, and restricted modules of nonzero level for the Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra can be treated as weak modules for the Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebras.

Let P be the subalgebra of H spanned by C_1, C_2, C_3, L(m), h(m), (m ∈ Z_{≥0}). Let (ℓ_1, ℓ_2, ℓ_3) ∈ C^3 . Consider the 1-dimensional P-module C v such that

C_iv = ℓ_iv, i = 1, 2, 3; L(m)v = h(m)v = 0 (m ∈ Z_{≥0}).

Let V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3} be the following induced H-module: V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3} = U(H) ⊗_{U(P)} C v. Then V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3} is a highest weight H-module, with the highest weight vector 1 = 1 ⊗ v. And V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3} is a vertex algebra generated by fields h(z) = ∑ r∈Z h(r)z^{−r−1}, L(z) = ∑ n∈Z L(n)z^{−n−2}. This algebra is called the Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebra. Assume that ℓ_3 ≠ 0. It is well known that M(ℓ_3) ∼= M(1). So it is enough to consider V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,1}. Let ω_a =^1_2 h(−1)^2 + ah(−2) be the Virasoro vector in M(1) with central charge c = 1 − 12a^2. Denote by M(1)_a the vertex operator algebra M(1) with conformal vector ω_a. We write M(1) for M(1)_0 when we choose canonical Virasoro vector ω_0 =^1_2 h(−1)^2 of central charge c = 1.

The following theorem is a vertex-algebraic version of the results from [4] (see also [5], [20]):

Theorem 9.1. V^{ℓ1,ℓ2,1} ∼= M(1)_{ℓ2} ⊗ V ir^c, where V ir^c is the universal Virasoro vertex algebra with conformal vector ω^{V ir} = L(−2) − ω_{ℓ2} of central charge c = ℓ_1 − 1 + 12ℓ^2.

We shall now consider the case ℓ_2 = 0. Set V = V^{ℓ1,0,1}. The vertex operator algebra V ∼= M(1) ⊗ V ir^c has the automorphism σ of order two which is lifted from the automorphism h → −h of M(1). We know that

• The category of weak V-modules is equivalent to the category of restricted H-modules such that C_1 acts as ℓ_1Id, ℓ_1 = c + 1, C_2 acts trivially, and C_3 acts as Id.

• The category of σ-twisted weak V-modules is equivalent to the category of restricted H^{tw}- modules such that C̄_1 acts as ℓ_1Id, and C̄_2 acts as Id.

The fixed point subalgebra is V^+ = M(1)^+ ⊗ V ir^c. The irreducible untwisted and twisted modules for V are classified in [29]. We shall now see how some of irreducible V-modules remain irreducible when we restrict them to V^+.

Let p, q ∈ Z_{>0}. We consider the subalgebra P^{(p,q)} ⊂ H spanned by L(n), h(m), C_1, C_2, C_3, n ≥ p, m > q. Let a = (a_1, . . . , a_q ) ∈ (C^∗ )^q , b = (b_1, . . . , b_p) ∈ (C^∗ )^p, c ∈ C . Define the 1-dimensional P^{(p,q)}-module C v_0 with

C_1 · v_0 = (c + 1)v_0, C_2 · v_0 = 0, C_3 · v_0 = v_0 (9.1) L(p)v_0 = a_1v_0, · · · , L(p + q − 1)v_0 = a_q v_0, L(i)v_0 = 0 for i > p + q − 1, (9.2) h(q + 1)v_0 = b_1v_0, · · · h(p + q)v_0 = b_pv_0, h_iv_0 = 0 for i > p + q, = 0 for i > p + q. (9.3)

Then L_c(a, b) = Ind^H_P (p,q) C v_0 is in irreducible H-module (cf. [29]). Since L_c(a, b) is restricted module, we conclude that it is an irreducible weak module for V.

Completely analogous, we define the modules L^{tw}_c (a, b) for mirror twisted Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra H^{tw}. Then L^{tw}_c (a, b) is an irreducible σ-twisted V-module. Applying Theorem 4.5 in this case, we get:

Theorem 9.2. Assume that b ≠ 0. Then L^{tw}_c (a, b) and L_c(a, b) are irreducible V^+ = M(1)^+ ⊗ V ir^c-modules.

It is shown in [29] that L^{tw}_c (a, b) and L_c(a, b) are not tensor product modules for M(1)⊗V ir^c (see also [2]). As a consequence we get:

Corollary 9.3. L^{tw}_c (a, b) and L_c(a, b) are not tensor product modules for M(1)^+ ⊗ V ir^c.

References

[1] D. Adamović, C.H. Lam, V. Pedić, N. Yu, On irreducibility of modules of Whittaker type for cyclic orbifold vertex algebras, J. Algebra 539 (2019), 1–23.

[2] D. Adamović, V. Pedić Tomić, Whittaker modules for ^gl and W_{1+∞}-modules which are not tensor products, arXiv:2112.08725 [3] D. Adamović, X. Lin, A. Milas, ADE subalgebras of the triplet vertex algebra W (p):

D-series, Int. J. Math. 25 (1) (2014), 1450001.

[4] E. Arbarello, C. De Concini, V. G. Kac, C. Procesi, Moduli spaces of curves and representation theory, Comm. Math. Phys. 117 (1988), no. 1, 1–36.

[5] D. Adamović, B. Jandrić, G. Radobolja, On the N = 1 super Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex algebra, Contemp. Math. 768 (2021), 167–178.

[6] R. E. Borcherds, Vertex algebras, Kac-Moody algebras, and the Monster, Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. USA 83 (1986), 3068–3071.

[7] T. Creutzig, A. Linshaw, Trialities of W-algebras, Camb. J. Math. vol. 10, no. 1 (2022), 69–194.

[8] C. Dong, J. Lepowsky, Generalized Vertex Algebras and Relative Vertex Operators, Progress in Math., Vol. 112, Birkhauser, Boston, 1993.

[9] C. Dong, H. Li, G. Mason, Compact automorphism groups of vertex operator algebras, Internat. Math. Res. Notices (1996), no. 18, 913–921.

[10] C. Dong, H. Li, G. Mason, Regularity of rational vertex operator algebras, Adv. Math.

132 (1997), 148–166 [11] C. Dong, H. Li, G. Mason, Twisted representations of vertex operator algebras, Math.

Ann. 310 (1998), 571–600.

[12] C. Dong, H. Li, G. Mason, Modular-invariance of trace functions in orbifold theory and generalized moonshine, Commun. Math. Phys. 214 (2000), 1–56.

[13] C. Dong, G. Mason, On quantum Galois theory, Duke Math. J. 86 (2) (1997), 305–321. [14] C. Dong, G. Mason, Quantum Galois theory for compact Lie groups, J. Algebra 214 (1999), 92–102.

[15] C. Dong, Y. Yamskulna, Vertex operator algebras, generalized doubles and dual pairs, Math. Z. 241 (2002), 397–423.

[16] C. Dong, Z. Zhao, Twisted representations of vertex operator superalgebras, Commun.

Contemp. Math. 8 (2006), no. 1, 101–121.

[17] I. Frenkel, Y.-Z.Huang, J. Lepowsky, On Axiomatic Approaches to Vertex Operator Algebras and Modules, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 104 (1993).

[18] I. B. Frenkel, J. Lepowsky, A. Meurman, Vertex Operator Algebras and the Monster, Pure and Applied Math. 134, Academic Press, Massachusetts, 1988.

[19] R. Goodman, N.R. Wallach, Symmetry, Representations, and Invariants, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 255, Springer, Dordrecht, 2009.

[20] H. Guo, Qing Wang, Twisted Heisenberg-Virasoro vertex operator algebra, Glas. Mat.

Ser. III 54(74) (2019), no. 2, 369–407.

[21] H. Li, A. Milas, J. Wauchope, S_2 permutation orbifolds of N = 1 and N = 2 vertex algebras as W-algebras, Comm. Algebra 49 (2021), no. 4, 1609–1638.

[22] H. Li, Representation theory and tensor product theory for vertex operator algebras, Ph.D. thesis, Rutgers University, 1994.

[23] D. Liu, Y. Pei, L. Xia, Simple restricted modules for Neveu-Schwarz algebra, J. Algebra 546 (2020), 341–356.

[24] R. Lu, X. Guo, K. Zhao, Irreducible modules over the Virasoro algebra, Documenta Math. 16 (2011), 709–721.

[25] A. Milas, M. Penn, Permutation orbifolds of sl_2 vertex operator algebras, Glas. Mat.

Ser. III 55(75) (2020), no. 2, 277–300.

[26] A. Milas, M. Penn, C. Sadowski, Permutation orbifolds of Virasoro vertex algebras and W-algebras, J. Algebra 570 (2021), 267–296.

[27] A. Milas, M. Penn, C. Sadowski, S_3-Permutation Orbifolds of Virasoro Vertex Algebras, arXiv:2209.13341 [28] M. Miyamoto, K. Tanabe, Uniform product of A_{g,n}(V ) for an orbifold model V and G-twisted Zhu algebra, J. Algebra 274 (2004), no. 1, 80–96.

[29] H. Tan, Y. Yao, K. Zhao, Simple restricted modules over the Heisenberg-Virasoro algebra as VOA modules, arXiv:2110.05714v2

D.A.: Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, University of Zagreb, Bijenička 30, 10 000 Zagreb, Croatia; adamovic@math.hr

C. L.: Institute of Mathematics, Academia Sinica, Taipei 10617, Taiwan; chlam@math.sinica.edu.tw V.P.T.: Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, University of Zagreb, Bijenička 30, 10 000 Zagreb, Croatia; vpedic@math.hr

N.Y. School of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, Fujian, 361005, China; ninayu@xmu.edu.cn