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The Category O for Lie Algebras of Vector Fields
(II): Lie–Cartan Modules and Cohomology
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Abstract

As a sequel to Duan, Shu, and Yao [Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 56 (2020), 743–760], we
introduce here a category LC arising from the BGG category O defined in Duan, Shu, and
Yao [Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 56 (2020), 743–760] for Lie algebras of polynomial vector
fields. The objects of LC are so-called Lie–Cartan modules which admit both Lie-module
structure and compatible R-module structure (R denotes the corresponding polynomial
ring). This terminology is natural, coming from affine connections in differential geometry
through which the structure sheaves in topology and the vector fields in geometry are
integrated for differential manifolds. In this paper, we study Lie–Cartan modules and
their categorical and cohomology properties. The category LC is abelian, and a “highest
weight category” with depths. Notably, the set of co-standard objects in the category
O turns out to represent the isomorphism classes of simple objects of LC . We then
establish the cohomology for the category of universal Lie–Cartan modules (called the
uLC -cohomology), extending Chevalley–Eilenberg cohomology theory. Another notable
result says that in the fundamental case g = W (n), the extension ring Ext•

uLC (R, R) for
the polynomial algebra R in the uLC -cohomology is isomorphic to the usual cohomology
ring H•(gl(n)) of the general linear Lie algebra gl(n).
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§1. Introduction

§1.1. Background and motivation

This paper is one of a series of works on representations for Lie algebras of vector
fields g ∈ {W (n), S(n), H(n)} over an algebraically closed field F of character-
istic 0. In the previous one [4], the first three authors introduced a parabolic
BGG category and studied indecomposable tilting modules and their character
formulas for g. The purpose of the present paper is twofold. One is to introduce
Lie–Cartan modules and classify all irreducible Lie–Cartan modules. The other
one is to develop the cohomology theory for (universal) Lie–Cartan modules and
provide its description and some important computations.

Let us first recall some background. Associated with an affine space E, the
Lie algebras of vector fields on E are basic algebraic objects. When considering
the fundamental case E = An, we have the Lie algebras of vector fields W (n),
S(n), H(n) and K(n). These Lie algebras are involved in the classification of the
transitive Lie pseudogroup raised by E. Cartan (cf. [9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 28],
etc.), and also involved in the classification of finite-dimensional simple Lie algebras
over an algebraically closed field of prime characteristic (cf. [13] and [21], etc.).

Recall that the infinite-dimensional Lie algebra g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}, is
endowed with a canonical graded structure

g =
∞∑

i=−1
gi

arising from the grading of polynomials from R := F[x1, . . . , xn], the coordinate
ring of An. As homogeneous spaces, g−1 is spanned by all partial derivations ∂i,
i = 1, . . . , n, and g0 is isomorphic to gl(n), sl(n) or sp(n), containing a canon-
ical maximal torus h. We consider the subalgebra P = g−1 ⊕ g0 which can be
regarded as a parabolic subalgebra. Associated with P, we introduce a subcate-
gory O of g-module category, an analogue of the parabolic BGG category over
complex semisimple Lie algebras, whose objects satisfy the axioms (see Defini-
tion 2.1) including local finiteness over U(P). Such an option concerning P enables
us to get good understanding on representations for g (see [4]). In the same spirit,
we also studied the representations of finite-dimensional Lie superalgebras in [5]
where we made exhaustive and essential explanations on the option of P.
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§1.2. Lie–Cartan modules

In the present paper we first introduce Lie–Cartan modules for g = W (n), S(n)
and H(n) (see Definition 3.1). Generally speaking, for a Lie algebra G of vec-
tor fields on an algebraic variety E, we can consider a kind of module which is
endowed with two module structures over G and over R, where R means the ring
of regular functions on E, with compatibility of both modules. This approach is
often used, for example, in areas such as affine (integrable) connections in differ-
ential geometry, differential operator rings and related fields (see [3, 10, 11, 29],
etc.). In particular, Skryabin introduced the notion of Lie–Cartan pairs in [30].
Under the framework of Lie–Cartan pairs, he successfully studied k-forms of a
finite-dimensional nonclassical simple Lie algebra over an algebraical closure k̄ of
k, where k is an algebraically nonclosed field of prime characteristic. In this way,
we go further in our scope, introducing the category of Lie–Cartan modules as a
subcategory of O whose objects are simultaneously R-modules satisfying the com-
patibility [ρ(ξ), θ(f)] = θ(ξ(f)) for g-action ρ and R-action θ (see Definition 3.1).
It should be mentioned that after finishing the manuscript we became aware of the
works [1, 2] by Billig–Futorny–Nilsson and Billig–Ingalls–Nasr respectively, where
the authors studied AV modules in the same spirit as above. Roughly speaking,
Lie–Cartan modules can be regarded as AV-modules in the category O which
parallels the BGG category of complex semisimple Lie algebras.

The most important examples of Lie–Cartan modules appearing in [4] are
the co-induced modules CoindU(g)

U(g≥0)(L
0(λ)) with L0(λ) running finite-dimensional

irreducible representations of g0 (with trivial action of g>0), or so to say, with λ

running over Λ+, the set of dominant integral weights of h. These modules are
also regarded as co-standard modules with respect to tilting module theory (or
with respect to the category theory of highest weight modules; see [12]), which
can be realized as V(λ) by prolongation (see Section 2.4.2 for the notation, and
see [24, 25, 26, 27, 29] for more explanations). We thoroughly investigate the
category of Lie–Cartan modules, and finally accomplish the classification of all
simple objects. It shows that the co-standard modules are not only irreducible
Lie–Cartan modules, but also present all isomorphism classes of irreducible Lie–
Cartan modules up to depths. This is the first main result of the paper. Precisely,
we have the following.

Theorem 1.1. The set {dV(λ) | λ ∈ Λ+, d ∈ Z} exhausts all nonisomorphic
irreducible Lie–Cartan modules.

This theorem will be presented in Theorem 4.6. There are two ingredients
in the proof. One is the introduction of Lie–Cartan radicals for the finite-depth
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Lie–Cartan modules (any finitely generated Lie–Cartan modules admit finite
depth) which play a key role (see Section 3.7). The other one is a nontrivial result
(extension lemma) which explains how a g-module homomorphism becomes a Lie–
Cartan module homomorphism (see Lemma 4.2).

§1.3. Cohomology

The other topic of this paper is to develop the cohomology of universal Lie–
Cartan modules. Here, the prefix “universal” means that the objects may not
necessarily only come from the category O, but instead may be any U(g)-modules
with compatible R-module structure (see Definition 6.2). This notion of univer-
sal Lie–Cartan modules coincides with that of AV-modules in [1]. Our notion of
Lie–Cartan modules is raised in the same spirit as Lie–Cartan pairs introduced
in [30, §6]. Actually, this spirit can be applied further (see for example [33]). The
category of universal Lie–Cartan modules is denoted by uLC . With the aid of the
introduction of the naturalized algebra R♮U(g) combining U(g) and R by the Lie
axiom

[X, f ] = X(f)

for X ∈ g and f ∈ R (see Definition 6.3), uLC can be identified with the cate-
gory of R♮U(g)-modules (see Lemma 6.6). In the concluding section, we introduce
the cohomology of the category uLC , the so-called uLC -cohomology (see Defini-
tion 6.9). By definition, the qth uLC -cohomology with coefficient in M ∈ uLC is
the right derived functor Rq(Γ)(M), where Γ = HomuLC (R,−) is a left exact func-
tor from uLC to the category of (g,R)-modules. By the notion of the category of
(g,R)-modules it means that the objects admit both g- and R-module structure,
not required to be mutually compatible.

By exploiting the ideas of constructing the Chevalley–Eilenberg complex, we
construct a complex C(M) for M ∈ uLC (see Section 6.4). Then we make a realiza-
tion of the qth uLC -cohomology Hq

uLC (M) (Theorem 6.15). The uLC -cohomology
can be regarded as an extension of the Chevalley–Eilenberg cohomology. In this
part, we have the following main result.

Theorem 1.2. The following statements hold:

(1) The cohomology modules Hq
uLC (M) for M ∈ uLC , q ∈ Z≥0, are the cohomol-

ogy of the cochain complex C(M), which means

Hq
uLC (M) = Hq(C(M)).

(2) Let g = W (n). Then the extension ring of R in uLC -cohomology satisfies

Ext•
uLC (R,R) ∼= H•(gl(n,F))
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as rings, where H•(gl(n,F)) denotes the ordinary cohomology of the general
linear Lie algebra.

The above theorem will be presented in Theorems 6.15 and 6.18 respectively.

§2. Preliminaries

In this paper we always assume that the ground field F is algebraically closed, and
of characteristic 0. All vector spaces (modules) are over F.

§2.1. The Lie algebras of vector fields W (n), S(n) and H(n)

Let n be a positive integer, and R = F[x1, . . . , xn] be the polynomial algebra of n
indeterminants. Then R admits a natural grading via the degree: R =

∑
i≥0 Ri

with R0 = F and Ri consists of all homogeneous polynomials of degree i for i > 0.
Denote by W (n) the Lie algebra of all derivations on R. Then W (n) is a free

R-module with basis {∂i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, where ∂i is the partial derivation with
respect to xi, i.e., ∂i(xj) = δij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. The natural Z-grading on R
induces the corresponding Z-grading on W (n), i.e., W (n) =

⊕∞
i=−1 W (n)i, where

W (n)i = spanF{fj∂j | fj ∈ R, deg(fj) = i+ 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ n}.
The Lie algebra S(n) of special type is a subalgebra of W (n) consisting of vec-

tor fields
∑
i fi∂i with zero divergence, i.e., S(n) = {

∑
i fi∂i ∈ W (n) |

∑
i ∂i(fi) =

0}. By definition, it is easily seen that S(n) is spanned by those elements Dij(xα)
with α = (α(1), . . . , α(n)) ∈ Nn, xα = x

α(1)
1 · · ·xα(n)

n and 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, where
Dij : R → R is the linear mapping defined by Dij(xα) = αjx

α−ϵj∂i − αix
α−ϵi∂j ,

for all α ∈ Nn, with ϵk := (δ1k, . . . , δnk) for k = 1, . . . , n, and δst = 1 if s = t, or 0
otherwise. Since the divergence operator is a homogeneous operator of degree −2,
the algebra S(n) inherits the Z-grading of W (n). Hereafter, we abuse the notation
xα for α ∈ Zn, by making the convention that xα = 0 unless α ∈ Nn.

When n = 2r is even, the elements in W (n) that annihilate the 2-form∑r
i=1 dxi ∧ dxi+r are called Hamiltonian. The Lie algebra H(n) of Hamiltonian

type is a subalgebra of W (n) consisting of all Hamiltonian elements in W (n). By
the definition, H(n) has a canonical basis {DH(xα) | α ∈ Nn \{(0, . . . , 0)}}, where
DH : R → R is a linear mapping defined by DH(xα) =

∑n
i=1 σ(i)∂i(xα)∂i′ with

σ(i) =
{

1 if 1 ≤ i ≤ r,

−1 if r + 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

and

i′ =
{
i+ r if 1 ≤ i ≤ r,

i− r if r + 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
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Since the 2-form
∑r
i=1 dxi ∧ dxi+r can be regarded as an operator of degree 2, the

algebra H(n) inherits the Z-grading of W (n).
In the following, let g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}. Then g has a Z-grading

g =
⊕∞

i=−1 gi, where gi = g∩W (n)i for i ≥ −1. Let g≥i =
⊕

j≥i gj . We then have
the following Z-filtration of g:

g = g≥−1 ⊃ g≥0 ⊃ g≥1 · · · .

It should be noted that

(2.1) g0 ∼=


gl(n) if g = W (n),
sl(n) if g = S(n),
sp(n) if g = H(n).

We have a triangular decomposition g0 = n− ⊕ h ⊕ n+, where

n− =


spanF{xi∂j | 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n} if g = W (n), S(n),
spanF{xi∂j − xj+r∂i+r, xs+r∂t + xt+r∂s |

1 ≤ j < i ≤ r, 1 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ r} if g = H(2r),

h =


spanF{xi∂i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n} if g = W (n),
spanF{xi∂i − xj∂j | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} if g = S(n),
spanF{xi∂i − xi+r∂i+r | 1 ≤ i ≤ r} if g = H(2r),

and

n+ =


spanF{xi∂j | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} if g = W (n), S(n),
spanF{xi∂j − xj+r∂i+r, xs∂t+r + xt∂s+r |

1 ≤ i < j ≤ r, 1 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ r} if g = H(2r).

The negative root system associated with n− is denoted by Φ−. Let P = g≤0 :=
g−1 ⊕ g0, and U(P), U(g) be the universal enveloping algebras of P and g, respec-
tively. The Z-grading on g (resp. P) induces a natural Z-grading on U(g) (resp.
U(P)).

§2.2. The category O

The following notion is an analogy of the BGG category for complex finite-dimen-
sional semisimple Lie algebras.

Definition 2.1. Denote by O the category whose objects M are U(g)-modules
with the following three properties satisfied:

(1) M is an admissible Z-graded g-module, i.e., M =
⊕

i∈ZMi with dimMi <

+∞, and giMj ⊆ Mi+j , for all i, j.
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(2) M is locally finite as a P-module. Here P = g≤0 := g−1 ⊕ g0 is defined in
Section 2.1.

(3) M is h-semisimple, i.e., M is a weight module: M =
⊕

λ∈h∗ Mλ.

The morphisms in O are the g-module morphisms that respect the Z-grading, i.e.,

HomO(M,N) =
{
f ∈ HomU(g)(M,N)

∣∣ f(Mi) ⊆ Ni, ∀ i ∈ Z
}
, ∀M,N ∈ O.

We have the following observation on O.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be an object in O, satisfying the property that it is finitely
generated over U(g). Then there is a unique integer d such that M =

∑
i≥dMi

with Md ̸= 0.

Proof. By assumption that M is finitely generated over U(g), and locally finite
over U(P), it is readily known that there is a finite-dimensional Z-graded U(P)-
module V such that V is a generating space over U(g). Assume V =

∑t
j=1 Vij

with i1 < · · · < ij < · · · < it. From M = U(g)V = U(g≥1)V it follows that
M =

∑
i≥i1 Mi. In particular, i1 is exactly the desired integer d.

The integer d in Lemma 2.2 is called the depth of M , often written as d(M).
Sometimes, the above Md is called the depth space of M .

2.2.1. Shift functors by shifting depths. Set

O≥d :=
{
M ∈ O

∣∣ M =
∑
i≥dMi

}
,

which consists of objects admitting depths not smaller than d.
Consider the shift functor Td,d′ : O≥d → O≥d′ which by definition M =∑

kMk ∈ O≥d is assigned to M [d − d′] ∈ O≥d′ where M [d − d′] denotes the
same underlying space as M , but M [d − d′]k = Mk+d−d′ . Then the functor Td,d′

induces a category equivalence. With the shift functors, we can focus our concern
on O≥0 (or O≥d for some specific depth d) when we make arguments on module
structures.

§2.3. Standard modules

2.3.1. Keep notation as before, in particular, g =
⊕∞

i=−1 gi is one of the Lie
algebras of vector fields W (n), S(n) and H(n), and h is the standard Cartan
subalgebra of g0 (recall g0 ∼= gl(n) for W (n), sl(n) for S(n) and sp(n) for H(n)
under the isomorphism correspondence W0 → gl(n) with xi∂j 7→ Eij). Denote by
εi the linear function on

∑n
j=1 Fxj∂j via defining εi(xj∂j) = δij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. In

the natural sense, we identify the unit function εi with (δ1i, . . . , δni) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
With those unit linear functions, we can express the weight functions that we need
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for the arguments on g0-modules in the sequel. Let Λ+ be the set of dominant
integral weights relative to the standard Borel subalgebra b := h+ n+ of g0. Then
finite-dimensional irreducible g0-modules are parameterized by Λ+ × Z. For any
λ ∈ Λ+, let dL0(λ) be the simple g0-module concentrated in a single degree d with
the highest weight λ. Set d∆(λ) = U(g) ⊗U(P)

dL0(λ), where dL0(λ) is regarded
as a P-module with trivial g−1-action. Then d∆(λ) is a standard module of depth
d, and {d∆(λ) | λ ∈ Λ+, d ∈ Z} constitutes a class of so-called standard modules
of depth d for g in the usual sense. We have the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Let λ ∈ Λ+, d ∈ Z. The following statements hold:

(1) The standard module d∆(λ) is an object in O.
(2) The standard module d∆(λ) has a unique irreducible quotient, denoted by

dL(λ).
(3) The iso-classes of irreducible modules in O are parameterized by Ω := Λ+ ×Z.

More precisely, each simple module S in O is of the form L(µ) for some µ ∈ Λ+

with depth d.

Remark 2.4. When d = 0, we usually write 0∆(λ) (resp. 0L0(λ), 0L(λ)) as ∆(λ)
(resp. L0(λ), L(λ)) for brevity.

§2.4. Co-standard modules and their prolonging realization

Keep the same notation as in the previous sections.

2.4.1. Co-standard modules. Let λ ∈ Λ+. Define the co-standard g-module
corresponding to λ as

∇(λ) := HomU(g≥0)(U(g), L0(λ)),

where L0(λ) is regarded as a g≥0-module with trivial g≥1-action. Here, for two Z-
graded U(g≥0)-modules M and N , HomU(g≥0)(M,N) =

⊕
i∈Z HomU(g≥0)(M,N)i

denotes the Z-graded vector space with homogeneous components

HomU(g≥0)(M,N)i =
{
f ∈ HomU(g≥0)(M,N)

∣∣ f(Mj) ⊆ Ni+j , ∀ i ∈ Z
}
.

Then it is readily known that ∇(λ) ∈ O≥0, parallel to [31]. We have the following
result.

Lemma 2.5. Let λ, µ ∈ Λ+; then the following statements hold:

(1) L(λ) admits a projective cover ∆(λ) in O≥0.
(2) L(λ) admits an injective hull ∇(λ) in O≥0.
(3) HomO≥0(∆(λ),∇(µ)) = 0 if λ ̸= µ.
(4) Ext1

O≥0
(∆(λ),∇(µ)) = 0 for any λ, µ.
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2.4.2. Prolongation realization. In this subsection we recall a kind of realiza-
tion of co-standard modules ∇(λ) for λ ∈ Λ+ via prolonging irreducible P-module
L0(λ) which is an irreducible g0-module with g−1-trivial action. Set V(λ) =
R ⊗ L0(λ) for λ ∈ Λ+. It follows from [29, Theorem 2.1] that we can endow
with a W (n)-module structure ρ

W (n) on V(λ) via

(2.2) ρ
W (n)

( n∑
i=1

fi∂i

)
(g ⊗ v) =

n∑
i=1

fi(∂i(g)) ⊗ v +
n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

(∂j(fi))g ⊗ ξ(xj∂i)v

for any fi, g ∈ R, v ∈ L0(λ), where ξ is the representation of W (n)0 on L0(λ).
Furthermore, it is routine to check that we have a g-module structure on V(λ):

ρg(Dkl(xα))(g ⊗ v) = (Dkl(xα))(g) ⊗ v + α(k)α(l)xα−εk−εlg ⊗ ξ(xk∂k − xl∂l)v

+
n∑
j=1
j ̸=k

α(l)(α(j) − δjl)xα−εj−εlg ⊗ ξ(xj∂k)v

−
n∑
j=1
j ̸=l

α(k)(α(j) − δjk)xα−εj−εkg ⊗ ξ(xj∂l)v(2.3)

and

ρg(DH(xα))(g⊗v) = (DH(xα))(g)⊗v+
2r∑
j=1

σ(j)α(j)(α(j)−1)xα−2εjg⊗ξ(xj∂j′)v

+
∑

1≤j<k≤r

α(j)α(k)xα−εj−εkg ⊗ ξ(xk∂j′ + xj∂k′)v

−
r∑

k=1

2r∑
j=r+1

α(j)α(k)xα−εj−εkg ⊗ ξ(xk∂j′ − xj∂k′)v

−
∑

r+1≤j<k≤2r
α(j)α(k)xα−εj−εkg ⊗ ξ(xk∂j′ + xj∂k′)v(2.4)

for g = S(n),H(n), respectively. Here, α ∈ Nn, 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n, g ∈ R, v ∈ L0(λ),
ξ is the representation of g0 on L0(λ).

Remark 2.6. Shen [26] found the prolongation of g0-modules by constructing the
“mixed product”. A conceptual account of his construction was provided in [26,
Theorem 1.2]. It is worth mentioning that here we adopt Skryabin’s presentation
in [29] for type W , and in [35, 36] for types S and H.

These modules were also constructed by Larsson in [22].

The following result asserts that the co-standard g-module ∇(λ) is isomorphic
to V(λ) for g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}.
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Proposition 2.7. Keep the notation as above; then ∇(λ) ∼= V(λ) as U(g)-mod-
ules.

2.4.3. Recall the notation εi in Section 2.3 for unit linear functions on
span F{xi∂i | i = 1, . . . , n} ∼= h. We have the following definition of exceptional
weights for further use.

Definition 2.8. Let g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}, be a Lie algebra of vector fields.
Set ω0 = 0 and ωk = ε1 + ε2 + · · · + εk for 1 ≤ k ≤ n′, where

n′ =

n− 1 if X = W,S,
n

2 if X = H.

These ωk (0 ≤ k ≤ n′) are called exceptional weights. The corresponding simple
g-modules L(ωk) (0 ≤ k ≤ n′) are called exceptional g-modules.

The following result is due to Rudakov and Shen.

Proposition 2.9 ([24, Theorem 13.7, and Corollaries 13.8–13.9], [25, Theorem
4.8] and [27, Theorem 2.4]). Let g = W (n) or S(n). Then the following statements
hold:

(1) If λ ∈ Λ+ is not exceptional, then V(λ) is a simple g-module.
(2) The sequence

0 −→ V(ω0) d0−−→ V(ω1) d1−−→ · · · V(ωk) dk−−→ V(ωk+1) dk+1−−−→ · · ·

−→ V(ωn−1) dn−1−−−→ V(ωn) −→ 0

is exact, where

dk : V(ωk) −→ V(ωk+1),

xα ⊗ (vj1 ∧ · · · ∧ vjk
) 7−→

n∑
i=1

∂i(xα) ⊗ (vj1 ∧ · · · ∧ vjk
∧ vi),

∀α ∈ Nn, 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jk ≤ n.

(3) For 0 ≤ k ≤ n−1, V(ωk) contains two composition factors L(ωk) and L(ωk+1)
with free multiplicity. Moreover, V(ωn) ∼= L(ωn).

Proposition 2.10 ([25, Theorem 5.10] and [27, Theorem 2.5]). Let g = H(n),
n = 2r. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If λ ∈ Λ+ is not exceptional, then V(λ) is a simple g-module.
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(2) The composition factors of V(ωk) are L(ωk−1), L(ωk) and L(ωk+1) with
[V(ωk) : L(ωk−1)] = [V(ωk) : L(ωk+1)] = 1 and [V(ωk) : L(ωk)] = 2,
0 ≤ k ≤ r, where we appoint L(ω−1) = 0, ωr+1 = ε1 + ε2 + · · · + εr+1.

Remark 2.11. There is a modular version of Propositions 2.9, 2.10 (cf. [27, The-
orems 2.1, 2.2, 2.3]).

§3. Lie–Cartan modules

§3.1. Definition of a Lie–Cartan module

Definition 3.1. Call M ∈ O a Lie–Cartan module if M is an R-module with
action θ, and a g-module with action ρ. Both are compatible in the following
sense:

(LC-1) [ρ(X), θ(f)] = θ(X(f)) for any f ∈ R and X ∈ g.
(LC-2) The degrees in R are compatible with the gradings of M in O. That is to

say, θ(Ri)Mj ⊂ Mi+j .

We will often indicate a Lie–Cartan module by the triple (M,ρ, θ), and call the
pair (ρ, θ) its structure mappings.

Remark 3.2. Under his supervisor Bin Shu’s suggestions and instructions, Lian-
qing Geng introduced Lie–Cartan modules and studied some basic properties in
his thesis at East China Normal University [8] in 2022–2023.

Remark 3.3. The following results should be noted:

(1) It is routine to check that V(λ) is a Lie–Cartan module with free R-module
structure and g-module structure defined by (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4).

(2) It is worth mentioning that the Lie–Cartan module V(λ) contains the irre-
ducible g-submodule L(λ) by Lemma 2.5 and Proposition 2.7. This fact will
be used later.

§3.2. The Lie–Cartan modules V(λ)

Lemma 3.4. Let (M,ρ, θ) be a Lie–Cartan module with M =
∑
k≥0 Mk of depth 0.

Then the homogeneous subspace Mk contains the subspace Sk := θ(Rk)M0. Fur-
thermore, Sk is free over Rk of rank m := dimM0 in the sense that

(1.1) θ(Rk)M0 =
∑m
i=1 θ(Rk)vi for a basis {vi | i = 1, . . . ,m} of M0, and

(1.2)
∑m
i=1 θ(fi)vi = 0 with fi ∈ Ri implies all fi = 0.

Proof. The statements of the first part and of (1.1) are clearly true. We only need
to show (1.2). We will do that by induction on the degree k.
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If k = 0, (1.2) is obviously true. Suppose k > 0 and the statement (1.2) for
degree k − 1 is already proved to be true. Before the arguments, let us keep in
mind that

(3.1) ρ(∂i)M0 = 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

because the depth of M is 0. For any fi ∈ Rk (i = 1, 2, . . . ,m), as long as
m∑
i=1

θ(fi)vi = 0,

then for any q ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} we have

0 = ρ(∂q)
m∑
i=1

θ(fi)vi

=
m∑
i=1

(
θ(fi)(ρ(∂q)vi) + θ(∂q(fi))vi

)
=

m∑
i=1

θ(∂q(fi))vi.

The last equation is due to (3.1). Thus
∑m
i=1 θ(∂q(fi))vi = 0. Note that θ(∂q(fi)) ∈

Rk−1. By the inductive hypothesis, we already have ∂q(fi) = 0 for all fi, i =
1, . . . ,m. When q runs through {1, . . . , n}, it is deduced that all ∂q(fi) = 0 for
q = 1, . . . , n. Hence all fi are constants, and fall in R0. This implies that fi ∈
R0 ∩ Rk = 0 for any i by the assumption that k > 0. The proof is completed.

Furthermore, from the above lemma, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Any V(λ) is an irreducible Lie–Cartan module.

Proof. It follows directly from the definition of V(λ) and Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.4 also implies that θ(R)M0 is isomorphic to R⊗M0 as an R-module.

Proposition 3.6. Let g = X(n) for X ∈ {W,S,H}. There is only one structure
of Lie–Cartan module on V(λ) for any λ ∈ Λ+, up to equivalences.

Proof. Suppose that V is endowed with a Lie–Cartan module structure with struc-
ture mappings (ρ′, θ′). We will show that (ρ′, θ′) is no other than the one defined
by (2.2) when g = W (n), (2.3) when g = S(n), and (2.4) when g = H(n). Note
that V(λ) is a free R module by Lemma 3.4. Hence, it is sufficient to show that the
pair (ρ′, θ′) satisfies the above equations at 1 ⊗ v for v ∈ V(λ). We will verify this
by induction on each gi-action on 1 ⊗ v. The verification will proceed in different
cases.
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(1) g = W (n). There is nothing to prove for i = −1 and i = 0. Assume that
the induction principle holds for i ≤ m − 2 and some m ≥ 2. Now let i = m − 1.
Since the action of g is compatible with the grading of V(λ), we can assume that

(3.2) ρ′(xi1 · · ·xim∂k)(1 ⊗ v) =
∑

1≤s1,...,sm−1≤n

xs1 · · ·xsm−1 ⊗ vs1···sm−1 .

Now consider the action of ∂q1 · · · ∂qm−1 on both sides of (3.2), for 1 ≤ qi ≤
n, 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1. Then the right-hand side (RHS for short) of (3.2) becomes
1 ⊗ vq1···qm−1 . On the other hand,

LHS of (3.2) =
{

1 ⊗ ξ(xir∂k) · v if {q1, . . . , qm−1} = {i1, . . . , im} \ {ir},
0 otherwise.

Therefore comparing LHS and RHS, we have 1 ⊗ v
i1···îr···im

= 1 ⊗ ξ(xir∂k) · v, and
all other 1 ⊗ vs1···sm−1 = 0, where îr represents that ir does not appear in that
expression. Hence, we have

ρ′(xi1 · · ·xim∂k)(1⊗v) =
m∑
r=1

∂ir (xi1 · · ·xim)⊗ξ(xir∂k) ·v = ρ(xi1 · · ·xim∂k)(1⊗v)

as desired.
(2) g = S(n), H(n). Note that the actions of S(n), H(n) are the restriction

of that of W (n). Similar arguments to the case W (n) yield the desired actions of
S(n), H(n).

This completes the proof.

§3.3. The Lie–Cartan module category

We can consider the category LC of Lie–Cartan modules whose objects come from
all Lie–Cartan modules. The homomorphism space between any M and N in LC

is defined by

HomLC (M,N) =
{
φ ∈ HomO(M,N)

∣∣ φ(θM (f)m) = θN (f)φ(m),
∀m ∈ M, f ∈ R

}
,

where θM and θN denote the R-module structure on M and N , respectively.
Similarly, we can talk about the subcategories LC d and LC ≥d of LC . Note that
there is a category equivalence by the shift of depth between LC d and LC 0. So
the arguments in the sequel can only be focused on LC 0. The following fact is
clear.

Lemma 3.7. The category LC is abelian.
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In the subsequent arguments, we often call morphisms in LC Lie–Cartan
module homomorphisms, and call sub-objects of an object M in LC Lie–Cartan
submodules of M .

§3.4. Finite-depth subcategory LC +

Furthermore, we introduce a more natural subcategory.

Definition 3.8. Define the subcategory LC + of LC whose objects have finite
depths. That is to say, for any object M ∈ LC + there is an integer d ∈ Z such
that M =

∑
i≥dMi.

Obviously, LC + is a full subcategory of LC . Denote by LC f the subcategory
of LC whose objects are finitely generated over U(g). Then LC f becomes a full
subcategory of LC + by Lemma 2.2.

§3.5. General construction of Lie–Cartan modules

Similar to Definition 3.8, we can define the subcategory O+ of O whose objects
admit finite depth. The following result gives a way to obtain a Lie–Cartan module
from a module in O+.

Lemma 3.9. Let M ∈ O+. Then MR := R ⊗F M is endowed with a Lie–Cartan
module structure by the usual g-action ρ and regular (left-multiplication) R-action
θ on the tensor module.

Proof. By definition, MR obviously becomes an R-module. The g-module struc-
ture mapping ρ on MR is by definition as below:

(3.3) ρ(X)(f ⊗ v) = X(f) ⊗ v + f ⊗X.v, ∀X ∈ g, f ∈ R, v ∈ M.

By direct verification, it is easily known that (3.3) defines a g-module structure
on MR, and MR is still in O≥d.

Now check that MR becomes a Lie–Cartan module. For any X ∈ g, f ∈ R
and r ⊗ v ∈ MR, we have

ρ(X)θ(f)(r ⊗ v) = ρ(X)(fr ⊗ v)
= X(fr) ⊗ v + fr ⊗X.v

= X(f).r ⊗ v + fX(r) ⊗ v + fr ⊗X.v

= θ(X(f))(r ⊗ v) + θ(f)ρ(X)(r ⊗ v).

This completes the proof.
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Remarks 3.10. The following remarks are intended to facilitate a better under-
standing of Lie–Cartan modules:

(1) When M = F is the trivial U(g)-module, it is readily known that FR ∼= V(0)
by (3.3).
(2) For the U(g)-module V(λ) with λ ∈ Λ+, it follows from Proposition 2.7 that
V(λ) ∼= ∇(λ) ∈ O≥0. Then the mapping

ψ : V(λ)R := R ⊗F V(λ) −→ V(λ),
r1 ⊗ (r2 ⊗ v) 7−→ r1r2 ⊗ v, ∀ r1, r2 ∈ R, v ∈ L0(λ)

gives an epimorphism from V(λ)R to V(λ).
(3) Naturally, we can regard V(λ) and ∆(λ)R as co-standard objects and standard
objects in LC . More explanation on this can be found in Corollary 5.3(2).
(4) From now on, we often denote by VR the base change of an F-vector space V
through R, i.e.,

VR := R ⊗F V.

§3.6. The depth functor

Suppose M ∈ LC + with depth d. Then we write M =
∑
i≥dMi. Set D(M) to

be the Lie–Cartan submodule of M generated by Md. In the following, we set
Anng−1(M) = {v ∈ M | g−1.M = 0}.

Lemma 3.11. The above D defines a functor from LC + to LC +.

Proof. It immediately follows from the definitions of LC + and D .

§3.7. Radicals in LC +

Lemma 3.12. Let M be a Lie–Cartan module of depth d = d(M). The following
statements hold:

(1) There is a unique maximal Lie–Cartan submodule N satisfying that its dth
homogeneous space is zero and it contains any submodule N ′ of M with
d(N ′) > d if N ′ exists.

(2) M = D(M) +N , where the functor D is introduced in Section 3.6.
(3) M/N is semisimple in LC , which is isomorphic to a direct sum of V(λi) for

some λi ∈ Λ+, i = 1, . . . , t.

Proof. (1) The sum of any two Lie–Cartan submodules with depth bigger than
d is still a Lie–Cartan submodule with depth bigger than d. Then the unique
maximal Lie–Cartan submodule N is just the sum of all Lie–Cartan submodules
with depth bigger than d. (1) follows.
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(2) and (3) We only need to show the statements under the following assump-
tion:

(∗)
M does not contain any nonzero Lie–Cartan submodule

of depth bigger than d.

Indeed, suppose (2) and (3) hold under assumption (∗). Then in the general case,
note that M/N satisfies assumption (∗), (3) holds and we have

(D(M) +N)/N = D(M/N) = M/N.

This implies that M = D(M) +N , i.e., (2) holds.
In the subsequent discussion, we always suppose that assumption (∗) holds.

We have the following claims.

Claim 1. Set A(M) := Anng−1(M). We have that A(M) must coincide with Md.

Obviously, Md ⊂ A(M). We show Md ⊃ A(M) by contradiction. Suppose
there exists a nonzero vector v ∈ A(M)\Md. We can further suppose v ∈ Mj

with j > d. Then U(g)v = U(g≥0)v ⊂ M≥j . Note that the action of R preserves
ascending of gradings. So the Lie–Cartan submodule of M generated by v admits
a depth bigger than d, which contradicts the assumption at the beginning of the
arguments.

Claim 2. We have that Mi ⊆ Ri−dMd for any i ≥ d.

We use induction on i to prove the above claim. Our arguments proceed in
different steps.

(i) First it is obvious that Claim 2 holds for i = d.

(ii) For any nonzero m1 ∈ Md+1, thanks to assumption (∗), there exists j ≤ n

such that D1m1 = D2m1 = · · · = Dj−1m1 = 0, while 0 ̸= Djm1 := m1j ∈ Md.
Set m′

1 = m1 − xjm1j ∈ Md+1. Then D1m
′
1 = D2m

′
1 = · · · = Djm

′
1 = 0.

Continuing with this procedure yields that we can find m1j , . . . ,m1n ∈ Md such
that Di(m1 −

∑n
k=j xkm1k) = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Hence, m1 −

∑n
k=j xkm1k = 0

by assumption (∗), i.e., m1 =
∑n
k=j xkm1k ∈ D(M)d+1. Consequently, Md+1 ⊆

R1Md.

(iii) Suppose i ≥ d+ 2 and Mi−1 ⊆ Ri−d−1Md. We need to show that Mi ⊆
Ri−dMd. For any nonzero mi ∈ Mi, thanks to assumption (∗), there exists j ≤ n

such that D1mi = D2mi = · · · = Dj−1mi = 0, while 0 ̸= Djmi := mij ∈ Mi−1 ⊆
Ri−d−1Md. Then D1mij = D2mij = · · · = Dj−1mij = 0. Hence it follows from
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Lemma 3.4 that we can write mij as

mij =
s∑

k=1

i−d−1∑
l=0

xljfklm
(k)
i ,

where

fkl ∈ F[xj+1, . . . , xn] with deg(fkl) = i− d− 1 − l, 1 ≤ k ≤ s, 0 ≤ l ≤ i− d− 1,

and m
(1)
i , . . . ,m

(s)
i ∈ Md are linearly independent. Set

m′
ij :=

s∑
k=1

i−d−1∑
l=0

1
l + 1x

l+1
j fklm

(k)
i ∈ Ri−dMd,

and m′
i := mi − m′

ij ∈ Mi. Then D1m
′
i = D2m

′
i = · · · = Djm

′
i = 0. Continuing

with this procedure yields that we can find m′
ij , . . . ,m

′
in ∈ Ri−dMd such that

Di(mi −
∑n
k=jm

′
ik) = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Hence, mi −

∑n
k=jm

′
ik = 0 by

assumption (∗), i.e., mi =
∑n
k=jm

′
ik ∈ Ri−dMd. Consequently, Mi ⊆ Ri−dMd, as

desired.
Summing up, we have Mi = D(M)i for any i ≥ d. This completes the proof

of part (2).
For part (3), still keep assumption (∗) in mind. The arguments proceed in

several steps.

(i) Note that g0 is a reductive Lie algebra, and that by the axioms of O, M is
h-semisimple, consequently Md is h-semisimple (see [32, Theorem 20.5.10]). Hence
Md is completely reducible over U(g0), i.e., Md =

⊕
finitely manyλk∈Λ+ L0(λk) (see

for example, [32, Theorem 20.5.10]).

(ii) Next we consider the Lie–Cartan submodule M (i) generated by L0(λi).

(iii) According to Claim 2, M (i) = RL0(λi), which coincides with the simple
Lie–Cartan module V(λi) by Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.5. Hence Part (3)
follows.

We have accomplished the whole proof.

The submodule N in Lemma 3.12 plays the role of the radical of M in LC +,

and is denoted by RadLC (M). The following observation is clear.

Lemma 3.13. For λ ∈ Λ+, ∆(λ)R/RadLC (∆(λ)R) ∼= V(λ).

Proof. Obviously, ∆(λ)R is a Lie–Cartan module generated by its depth space
1 ⊗ L0(λ). What remains is to apply Lemma 3.12 (3).
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§4. Classification of irreducible Lie–Cartan modules

In this section, we classify all irreducible Lie–Cartan modules by some arguments
different from those we made in Lemma 3.12 (see Remark 4.5).

§4.1. On simple objects of the Lie–Cartan module category

Let g = X(n) with X ∈ {W,S,H} be a Lie algebra of vector fields in this section.
We investigate simple objects of LC and study the classification of isomorphism
classes of irreducible Lie–Cartan modules. We first have the following observation.

Lemma 4.1. Any simple objects of LC belong to LC +.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.2.

§4.2. Property of g-module homomorphism extensions

Lemma 4.2 (Extension lemma). Let M and N be two Lie–Cartan modules and
ϕ : M → N be a g-module homomorphism. Suppose that M ′ is a g-submodule of
M , with M ′ =

∑
i≥dM

′
i satisfying M ′ = U(g)M ′

d for d = d(M ′). If ϕ satisfies the
condition

(4.1)
m∑
i=1

uifivi = 0 implies
m∑
i=1

uifiϕ(vi) = 0 for ui ∈ U(g), fi ∈ R, vi ∈ M ′
d,

then ϕ|M ′ can be extended to a Lie–Cartan module homomorphism Φ from M̃ ′ to
N where M̃ ′ is the Lie–Cartan submodule of M generated by M ′.

Proof. The assumption on M ′ along with the axioms of Lie–Cartan modules yield

M̃ ′ = RM ′

= U(g>0)RM ′
d.(4.2)

Note that the depth of M̃ ′ is also equal to d, and that its depth space is exactly
M ′
d. By Lemma 3.4, we see that RM ′

d is a free R-submodule in M̃ ′. By the same
reason, in the Lie–Cartan submodule generated by ϕ(M ′) we have that Rϕ(M ′

d) is
zero or also a free submodule over R. We can extend ϕ to the desired Lie–Cartan
module homomorphism Φ via

Φ(Xfv) = Xfϕ(v) for X ∈ g, f ∈ R and v ∈ M ′
d,

which is well defined by (4.1).
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§4.3. Determination of irreducible Lie–Cartan modules

Lemma 4.3. Let g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}. Suppose that M =
∑
i≥0 Mi is an

irreducible Lie–Cartan module. Then as a Lie–Cartan module, M0 is a generated
space. Furthermore, M0 is an irreducible g0-module.

Proof. An irreducible Lie Cartan module can be generated by any nonzero element.
In particular, it is generated by M0. Keeping the axiom (LC-1) in mind, we can
write M = θ(R)U(g)M0. Note that M is by definition an object in O, then M0
is a finite-dimensional g0-module with diagonal h-action. Hence, by the classical
Lie theory it is easily known that M0 is completely reducible over g0, that is, as
g0-modules, M0 ∼=

⊕r
i=1 L

0(λi) for some λi ∈ Λ+.
We continue to show that r = 1. If otherwise, suppose r > 1. By the above

arguments, for simplicity we write M0 =
⊕r

i=1 L
0(λi). Consider M (i), which is

the Lie–Cartan submodule generated by L0(λi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. We will show that
all M (i) are different submodules, which consequently contradicts the irreducible
assumption of M .

In fact, M (i) = θ(R)U(g>0)L0(λi). By definition (the axiom (LC-2)), θ pre-
serves the degree of R. Hence the depth space of M (i) is just L0(λi). Hence all
M (i) are different.

By summation, the proof is completed.

Proposition 4.4. Let g = X(n), X ∈ {W,S,H}. Any irreducible Lie–Cartan
module is isomorphic to V(λ) for some λ ∈ Λ+.

Proof. Suppose that M is an arbitrarily given irreducible Lie–Cartan module of
depth d = d(M), which can be expressed as M =

∑
i≥dMi. By irreducibility and

the definition of Lie–Cartan modules, M = U(g)RMd. According to Lemma 4.3,
Md

∼= L0(λ) for some λ ∈ Λ+. Note that M is still an object of O. As a U(g)-
module, M still admits the depth space Md

∼= L0(λ). Hence by the same arguments
as in Lemma 3.12, M has an irreducible quotient L(λ) in O, which yields that there
is a U(g)-homomorphism ϕ : M → L(λ). In particular, ϕ|Md

: Md → L0(λ) is a
nonzero homomorphism of irreducible g0-modules, so that ϕ|Md

is a constant map
by a nonzero scalar. Note that L(λ) is contained in a Lie–Cartan module V(λ) (see
Example 3.3 (2)), and that V(λ) is already known to be an irreducible Lie–Cartan
module (see Proposition 3.5), and ϕ satisfies the condition (4.1) because ϕ|Md

is
already known as a scalar map. By Extension Lemma 4.2, there is a Lie–Cartan
module homomorphism from M to V(λ). The irreducibility of M and V(λ) ensures
that Φ is an isomorphism of Lie–Cartan modules. The proof is completed.

Remark 4.5. The above proposition can be also proved by applying Lemma 3.12.
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§4.4. Classification of irreducible Lie–Cartan modules

We are now in the position to present the following classification theorem.

Theorem 4.6. The set {dV(λ) = R ⊗ dL0(λ) | λ ∈ Λ+, d ∈ Z} exhausts all
nonisomorphic irreducible Lie–Cartan modules.

Proof. Note that dV(λ)d = L0(λ) for λ ∈ Λ+. Hence, dV(λ) ∼= lV(µ) as Lie–Cartan
modules implies that d = l, and L0(λ) ∼= L0(µ) as g0-modules, yielding that λ = µ.
Consequently, the desired result follows directly from Proposition 4.4.

§5. Homological properties of Lie–Cartan modules

§5.1. Hom spaces

For preciseness and simplicity we denote V(λ) by dV(λ) whenever V(λ) (λ ∈ Λ+)
admits the depth d. Similarly, we denote ∆(λ)R by d∆(λ)R the standard module
in LC with depth d.

Proposition 5.1. The following statements hold:

(1) We have

dim HomLC (d1V(λ), d2V(µ)) =
{

1 if d1 = d2 and λ = µ,

0 otherwise.

(2) We have

dim HomLC (d1∆(λ)R,
d2∆(µ)R) =

{
m(λ) if d1 ≥ d2,

0 otherwise,

where

Ad1,d2 := Anng−1(d2∆(µ)R)d1 :=
{
v ∈ (d2∆(µ)R)d1

∣∣ g−1.v = 0
}

=
⊕
γ∈Λ+

m(γ)L0(γ)

is the semisimple decomposition of Ad1,d2 over g0.
(3) In particular, HomLC (d∆(λ)R,

d∆(λ)R) ∼= F.
(4) We have

dim HomLC (d∆(λ)R,
d′

V(µ)) =
{

1 if λ = µ and d = d′,

0 otherwise.
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Proof. Part (1) is due to the classification theorem of irreducible Lie–Cartan mod-
ules (see Theorem 4.6). Part (3) is a corollary to (2). The proof of (4) is similar
to (2).

We only need to prove (2). Note that the Lie–Cartan module d1∆(λ)R is
generated by its depth space L0(λ). When d1 < d2, then for any homomorphism
ϕ : d1∆(λ)R → d2∆(µ)R, the image of ϕ must be zero. Hence ϕ has to be zero.

Suppose d1 ≥ d2. For the same reason as above, to describe such a homo-
morphism ϕ we only need to determine its image of the depth space d1L0(λ) in
d2∆(µ)R. The image must be a subspace of Ad1,d2 , which is a g0-module, because
the depth space d1L0(λ) is annihilated by g−1, and any homomorphism preserves
the gradings. This yields that dim HomLC (d1∆(λ)R,

d2∆(µ)R) = m(λ).

§5.2. Some cohomology theory of the category LC

Now we introduce cohomology theory for the category LC . In the following, we
look at the extensions between some modules, especially between irreducible mod-
ules V(λ) for λ ∈ Λ+.

Proposition 5.2. Let λ, µ ∈ Λ+. Suppose that V(λ) and V(µ) admit the depth d.
The following statements hold:

(1) V(λ) admits a projective cover d∆(λ)R in LC ≥d.
(2) V(λ) is an injective object in LC ≥d.
(3) Ext1

LC ≥d
(d∆(λ)R,V(µ)) = 0 for any λ, µ.

Proof. (1) Let us consider the following diagram in the category LC ≥d:

∆(λ)R

ψ

��

M
φ

// N // 0,

where φ ia an epimorphism. Observe that ψ0 : ∆(λ) → ∆(λ)R, v 7→ 1⊗v, v ∈ ∆(λ)
define a g module homomorphism. Hence ψ ◦ ψ0 is a g-module homomorphism.
Note that ∆(λ) is a projective object in the category O≥d (see [4, Lemma 4.1]).
Therefore, we can find a g-module homomorphism α : ∆(λ) → M such that the
following diagram commutes:

∆(λ)
α

||

ψ◦ψ0

��

M
φ
// N // 0.
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Now define a map ψ̃ : ∆(λ)R → M by

ψ̃(r ⊗ v) = r.α(v).

It is easy to see that this is the desired map in the category LC ≥d to make the
following diagram commute:

∆(λ)R
ψ̃

{{

ψ

��

M
φ

// N // 0.

This proves that ∆(λ)R is a projective object in the category LC ≥d.
Suppose the depths of both ∆(λ)R and V(λ) are the same d. By Lemma 3.13,

there is a surjective Lie–Cartan module homomorphism

π : ∆(λ)R −→ ∆(λ)R/RadLC (∆(λ)R) ∼= V(λ).

Any proper submodule of ∆(λ)R admits depth bigger than d. So there is no nonzero
Lie–Cartan module homomorphism from any given proper submodule of ∆(λ)R

to V(λ), which yields that π is an essential map (and ∆(λ)R is indecomposable).
This completes the proof of (1).

To prove (2) assume that i : M → N is a monomorphism of two modules M
and N in LC ≥d, and there is a nonzero homomorphism ρ : M → V(λ) in the cat-
egory LC ≥d. Then irreducibility of V(λ) implies that ρ is surjective, and factors
through RadLC (M), i.e., it induces a nonzero homomorphism ρ̄ : M/RadLC (M)
→ V(λ) such that ρ = ρ̄ ◦ πM , where πM : M → M/RadLC (M) is the canon-
ical morphism, and V(λ) is also a direct summand of the semisimple module
M/RadLC (M). Since i−1(RadLC (N)) = RadLC (M), the monomorphism i

induces the corresponding monomorphism ī : M/RadLC (M) → N/RadLC (N).
Note that M/RadLC (M) and N/RadLC (N) are semisimple; we have a surjective
morphism ζ : N/RadLC (N) → V(λ) such that the following diagram commutes:

0 // M
i //

πM

��

N

πN

��

M/RadLC (M) ī //

ρ̄

��

N/RadLC (N)

ζ
vv

V(λ).

Then ϱ := ζ ◦ πN : N → V(λ) is the desired homomorphism such that ρ = ϱ ◦ i.
We complete the proof of (2).
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(3) immediately follows from (1).

We have the following corollary to Proposition 5.2.

Corollary 5.3. In the category LC ≥d, the following statements hold:

(1) Exti(d′V(λ), dV(µ)) = 0 for i > 0 and λ, µ ∈ Λ+.
(2) Exti(d∆(λ)R,M) = 0 for i > 0 and M ∈ LC ≥d.
(3) We have

Ext1
LC ≥d

(dV(λ),d
′
V(µ)) =

{
0 if d= d′,

∼= HomLC ≥d
(RadLC (d∆(λ)R), d′V(µ)) if d<d′.

Proof. Since dV(µ) is injective in LC ≥d by Proposition 5.2 (2), part (1) follows.
While d∆(λ)R is projective by Proposition 5.2 (1), part (2) holds.

As to part (3), consider the short exact sequence

0 −→ RadLC (d∆(λ)R) −→ d∆(λ)R −→ dV(λ) −→ 0.

Applying the left exact functor HomLC ≥d
(−, d′V(µ)) to the above short exact

sequence, we get a long exact sequence, from which part (3) follows by Proposi-
tion 5.2 (3).

§6. Cohomology for universal Lie–Cartan modules

In this section we focus our concerns on the whole category LC and get some basic
understandings. Especially, we develop the so-called uLC -cohomology theory and
present some interesting results.

§6.1. Questions

Note that R itself is a natural Lie–Cartan module. In fact, R is isomorphic to
V(0), as a Lie–Cartan module. Set E := Ext•

LC (R,R). The following questions
naturally arise.

Question 6.1. The following questions are worth considering:

(1) What does E look like? Is it a finitely generated commutative algebra?
(2) Is M := Ext•

LC (M,M) a finitely generated E-module for any M ∈ LC +? In
particular, what about Ext•(V(λ),V(λ))?

(3) When is the extension nonzero in Corollary 5.3 (3)?

These questions are not trivial. Currently, we can give a partial answer in the
so-called universal Lie–Cartan module category (see Definition 6.2).
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§6.2. Universal Lie–Cartan modules

Definition 6.2. Let g = W (n), S(n) or H(n). The universal Lie–Cartan module
category uLC is a subcategory of U(g)-modules whose objects are also R-modules
satisfying the following axioms:

(1) Any object M is endowed with g-action ρ, R-action θ satisfying the equation

[ρ(X), θ(f)] = θ(X(f))

for f ∈ R and X ∈ g.
(2) Morphisms between objects are homomorphisms of g-modules and of R-mod-

ules.

Clearly, LC is a full subcategory of uLC .

6.2.1. The naturalized Lie algebra and naturalized associative algebra
associated with a derivation Lie algebra of a commutative algebra. Let
L be a Lie algebra over F, and A be a commutative and associative F-algebra
with L -derivation action. We define a new Lie algebra A♮L whose underlying
space is A ⊕ L with Lie products as below:

[f, g] = 0 for f, g ∈ A,(6.1)
[X, g] = X(g) = −[g,X] for X ∈ L , g ∈ A.(6.2)

We call A♮L a naturalized Lie algebra associated with A and L .
Next we introduce an algebra A♮U(L ).

Definition 6.3. The algebra A♮U(L ) is A ⊗ U(L ) as a vector space, endowed
with multiplication structure defined via the following axiom:

(N1) (a1 ⊗ u1)(a2 ⊗ u2) =
∑
i a1a2i ⊗ ui1u2 for a1, a2 ∈ A and u1, u2 ∈ U(L ).

Here, u1a2 =
∑
i a2iui1 in U(A♮L ).

The forthcoming Lemma 6.5 ensures that the above axiom (N1) make sense. We
call A♮U(L ) the naturalized algebra associated with A and L .

Remark 6.4. The naturalized algebra A♮U(L ) coincides with the smash product
A#U(L ) defined in [2] (see also [23] for the general case) when A = R and
L = W (n).

Lemma 6.5. The multiplication defined in (N1) is associative.
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Proof. Take any a, b, c ∈ A, u1, u2, u3 ∈ U(L ), assume that u1b =
∑
i biui1,

u2c =
∑
j cjuj2 and ui1cj =

∑
k cjkuki1 in U(A♮L ). Then

((a⊗ u1)(b⊗ u2))(c⊗ u3) =
∑
i

(abi ⊗ ui1u2)(c⊗ u3)

=
∑
i,j,k

abicjk ⊗ uki1uj2u3.

On the other hand,

(a⊗ u1)((b⊗ u2)(c⊗ u3)) = (a⊗ u1)
(∑

j

bcj ⊗ uj2u3

)
=

∑
i,j,k

abicjk ⊗ uki1uj2u3.

Hence, ((a⊗ u1)(b⊗ u2))(c⊗ u3) = (a⊗ u1)((b⊗ u2)(c⊗ u3)), as desired.

Roughly speaking, A♮U(L ) is an algebra defined on A ⊗ U(L ) satisfying
(6.1). More precisely, we have the following:

(N2) U(L ) ↪→ A♮U(L ), u 7→ 1 ⊗ u is an imbedding of associative algebras.
(N3) A ↪→ A♮U(L ), a 7→ a⊗ 1 is an imbedding of associative algebras.
(N4) (a⊗ 1)(1 ⊗X) = a⊗X for a ∈ A and X ∈ g.
(N5) (1 ⊗X)(a⊗ 1) = a⊗X −X(a) ⊗ 1 for all a ∈ A and X ∈ g.

6.2.2. An equivalent definition of universal Lie–Cartan modules.

Lemma 6.6. The following statements hold:

(1) uLC is equivalent to the category of R♮U(g)-modules.
(2) For any g-module M , R ⊗F M becomes a universal Lie–Cartan module with

natural R-, g-action in the same sense as Lemma 3.9.

Proof. (1) It directly follows from the definition.
(2) It can be proved using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.9.

§6.3. uLC -cohomology

6.3.1. Let us first introduce the unity map ω : R → F, which is by definition an
algebra homomorphism with Kerω =

∑n
i=1 Rxi.

6.3.2. Recall that in the ordinary cohomology theory for Lie algebras, one can
present the cohomology through the Chevalley–Eilenberg complex (see [6, 14],
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[34, §7.7], etc.). Denote by Hq(g) and Hq(g,M) respectively the qth cohomology
of g and the qth cohomology of g with coefficient in the g-module M . We first have
the following key result.

Proposition 6.7. Keep the notation as before. In particular, let g = W (n), S(n)
or H(n). The following statements hold:

(1) All qth wedge products
∧q

g of g fall in O+ for q ∈ N. Correspondingly,
R ⊗F

∧q
g lies in LC .

(2) Set CquLC := HomR(R ⊗F
∧q

g,R) for q ∈ N. Then CquLC is an R-module by
the unity action Ω, i.e.,

(6.3) (Ω(f)ϕ)(y) = ω(f)ϕ(y)

for ϕ ∈ CquLC , f ∈ R and y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗F
∧q

g, along with a g-module
structure. Such a module will be called a (g,R)-module on which we do not
consider any Lie–Cartan module structure.

(3) The differentials {dq | q = 0, 1 . . .} with CquLC

dq−→ Cq+1
uLC defined via

dqϕ(r ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

=
∑

1≤s<t≤q+1
(−1)s+tϕ(r ⊗ ([gs, gt] ∧ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ ĝt ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

+
∑

1≤s≤q+1
(−1)s+1(

rgsϕ(1 ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))
)

for g1, . . . , gq+1 ∈ g and r ∈ R, define the cochain complex

C = (CquLC , d := dq)

in the (g,R)-module category.
(4) The cohomology space Hq(C) is isomorphic to Hq(g,R).

Proof. To prove (1) note that g =
⊕∞

i=−1 gi with all gi being finite-dimensional.
Therefore one can write

∧q
g =

⊕∞
l≥−q(

∧q
g)l, where( q∧

g

)
l

=
⊕

i1+···+iq=l
gi1 ∧ · · · ∧ giq

with all (
∧q

g)l being finite-dimensional. Again g is a locally finite P-module, which
implies that

∧q
g is a locally finite P-module. There is nothing to prove for the fact

that (
∧q

g) is a weight module. Now by Lemma 3.9, R ⊗ (
∧q

g) is a Lie–Cartan
module. This completes the proof of (1).
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For part (2), CquLC is clearly an R-module. We further check its g-module
structure. We usually introduce a g-action ρ on CquLC as follows:

(6.4) (ρ(X)ϕ)(y) := X(ϕ(y)) − ϕ(X.y) = X(ϕ(y)) − ϕ(X(r) ⊗ w) − ϕ(r ⊗X.w),

where X ∈ g, ϕ ∈ CquLC and y = r⊗w ∈ R ⊗F
∧q

g. Then it is readily proved that
CquLC is a g-module under the action ρ.

Now we check (3). We need to verify that

(3-1) dq is a well-defined mapping, i.e., dqϕ is an R-module homomorphism for
any ϕ ∈ CquLC ;

(3-2) dq is a homomorphism of both g-modules and R-modules;
(3-3) dq is a cochain homomorphism, i.e., dq+1 ◦ dq = 0.

For (3-1), note that ϕ is an R-module homomorphism. So fϕ(y) = ϕ(fy) for f ∈ R
and y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗F

∧q
g. Then it is routine to check that dqϕ is an R-module

homomorphism by the definition of dq. For (3-2), we have

Ω(f)(dqϕ) = ω(f)dq(ϕ)
= dq(ω(f)ϕ)
= dq(Ω(f)ϕ).

So we have already proved that dq is an R-module homomorphism.
Next we show that dq is a g-module homomorphism. Note that

CquLC = HomR

(
R ⊗

q∧
g,R

)
∼= HomF

( q∧
g,R

)
.

So we first claim that d′
q := dq|HomF(F⊗

∧q
g,R) is a g-module homomorphism. By

definition, d′
q sends ϕ to d′

q(ϕ) via

d′
q(ϕ)(1 ⊗ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1)

=
∑

1≤s<t≤q+1
(−1)s+tϕ(1 ⊗ [gs, gt] ∧ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ ĝt ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1)

+
∑

1≤s≤q+1
(−1)s+1gs.ϕ(1 ⊗ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1)

This claim is due to the fact that with d′
q we return to the situation of the clas-

sical Chevalley–Eilenberg complex. Such a d′
q is surely a g-module homomorphism.

Now we already know that both dq and ϕ are R-module homomorphisms.
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Write w := g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1. Then for any X ∈ g, we have(
ρ(X)(dq(ϕ))

)
(r ⊗ w) = X((dqϕ)(r ⊗ w)) − (dqϕ)(X(r ⊗ w))

= X(r)d′
qϕ(1 ⊗ w) + rX(d′

qϕ(1 ⊗ w))
− (X(r)d′

q(ϕ)(1 ⊗ w) + rd′
q(ϕ)(1 ⊗X.w))

= rX(d′
qϕ(1 ⊗ w)) − rd′

q(ϕ)(1 ⊗X.w)
= r(ρ(X)(d′

qϕ))(1 ⊗ w)
= r

(
d′
q(ρ(X)ϕ)

)
(1 ⊗ w)

= dq(ρ(X)ϕ)(r ⊗ w).

The last equation above is because dq(ρ(X)ϕ) is an R-homomorphism by (3-1).
Hence ρ(X)dq(ϕ) = dq(ρ(X)ϕ). So dq is indeed a g-module homomorphism.

Now we check (3-3). For y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗
∧q+2

g, ϕ ∈ CquLC , by the classical
Chevalley–Eilenberg complex we have (d′

q+1 ◦ d′
q(ϕ))(1 ⊗w) = 0. Hence we finally

have
(dq+1 ◦ dq(ϕ))(y) = r(d′

q+1 ◦ d′
q(ϕ))(1 ⊗ w) = 0.

This completes the proof of part (3).
Part (4) follows from the fact that HomR(R ⊗F

∧q
g,R) ∼= HomF(

∧q
g,R).

Summing up, we have accomplished the proof.

6.3.3. uLC -cohomology. We are going to introduce the cohomology of uLC ,
which will be simply called the uLC -cohomology. By Lemma 6.6, a universal Lie–
Cartan module is actually an R♮U(g)-module.

Lemma 6.8. For any given M ∈ uLC , set Γ(M) = HomuLC (R,M). Then Γ
defines a left exact functor from uLC to the category of (g,R)-modules.

Proof. Let (ρ0, θ0) be the structure mapping pair on the Lie–Cartan module M .
We make arguments in steps.

(1) Γ(M) is endowed with trivial g-module structure. Actually, by definition
we have ρ0(X)(ϕ(r)) = ϕ(X(r)), equivalently, ρ(X)ϕ = 0 where ϕ ∈ Γ(M), X ∈ g,
r ∈ R, ρ is usually defined as in (6.4).

(2) Consider the action θ of R on Γ(M) by the unity action defined in (6.3).
It is obvious that Ω(f)ϕ is still in Γ(M), since Ω(f)ϕ = ω(f)ϕ. The associative
property is easily confirmed. Hence Γ(M) is an R-module.

The left exactness comes from the general property of the Hom functor. The
proof is completed.

We will denote by (g,R)-mod the category of (g,R)-modules.
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Definition 6.9. We define the qth uLC -cohomology with coefficient in M ∈
uLC to be the right derived functor Rq(Γ)(M). This cohomology is denoted by
Hq

uLC (M).

§6.4. Realization theorem of Hq
uLC (M)

In the same way as Proposition 6.7 we can define an extended Chevalley–Eilenberg
complex and apply it to realize the cohomology of uLC . We define

CquLC (M) := HomR

(
R ⊗F

q∧
g,M

)
for any M ∈ uLC and q ∈ N. Then by a direct check it is easily seen that CquLC (M)
is still an object in (g,R)-mod with unity R-action as in (6.3). The differential
dMq : CquLC (M) → Cq+1

uLC (M) can be defined similarly to Proposition 6.7 (3) such
that C(M) := (CquLC (M), d := dMq ) becomes a cochain complex in (g,R)-mod.

6.4.1. Projective resolution. In order to establish the realization theorem, we
have to prepare. Set Vq = R♮U(g)⊗R (R⊗

∧q(g)) for q ∈ Z≥0. Note that we have
natural R-action θ and g-action ρ on Vq with

θ(f)(u⊗ (r ⊗ w)) = fu⊗ (r ⊗ w),(6.5)
ρ(E)(u⊗ (r ⊗ w)) = Eu⊗ (r ⊗ w)(6.6)

for f ∈ R, E ∈ g, u⊗ (r ⊗ w) ∈ Vq with u ∈ R♮U(g), r ∈ R and w ∈
∧q

g.

Convention 6.10. In the subsequent arguments, set

z = u⊗ r ⊗ w ∈ Vq+1

and

y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗
q+1∧

g,

where u ∈ R♮U(g), r ∈ R and w = g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1 ∈
∧q+1

g.

Note that those elements z in the above linearly span Vq+1, and the ones
such as y linearly span R ⊗

∧q+1
g. We will use those z and y in the subsequent

arguments.

Lemma 6.11. Keeping notation as above, Vq is a free universal Lie–Cartan mod-
ule.

Proof. We only need to check the compatibility between ρ and θ. For z ∈ Vq, we
want to show

(6.7) [ρ(X), θ(f)]z = θ(X(f))z,
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for X ∈ g and f ∈ R. This directly follows from the definitions of ρ and θ. So Vq

is indeed a universal Lie–Cartan module. Due to Lemma 6.6 it is naturally a free
universal Lie–Cartan module.

Note that R♮U(g) = RU(g)g ⊕ R. Consider the canonical projection

κ : V0 = R♮U(g) −→ R.

Precisely, κ is defined via setting

κ(u) := γ

for u ∈ R♮U(g) uniquely expressed in the following way:

(6.8) u =
∑
i

γiui + γ,

with γi, γ ∈ R and ui ∈ U(g)g. It is easily checked that κ is a Lie–Cartan module
homomorphism.

Consider d0 : V1 → V0 defined via

d0(u⊗ (r ⊗ g)) = urg

and dq : Vq+1 → Vq defined for q > 0 via

dq
(
u⊗ (r ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

)
=

∑
1≤s<t≤q+1

(−1)s+tu⊗ (r ⊗ ([gs, gt] ∧ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ ĝt ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

+
∑

1≤s≤q+1
(−1)s+1urgs ⊗ (1 ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

for g1, . . . , gq+1 ∈ g.

Lemma 6.12. All dq are Lie–Cartan module homomorphisms for q = 0, 1, . . . .

Proof. It is easily verified that dq is an R-module homomorphism. Now we check
it is a g-module homomorphism. It is obvious in the case q = 0. In the following,
we suppose q > 0. For X ∈ g and z = u⊗ (r ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1)) ∈ Vq+1, we have

ρ(X)dq(z) =
∑

1≤s<t≤q

(−1)s+tXu⊗(r ⊗ ([gs, gt]∧g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs∧ · · · ∧ ĝt∧ · · · ∧gq+1))

+
∑

1≤s≤q

(−1)s+1Xurgs ⊗ (1 ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

= dq(ρ(X)z).

The proof is completed.
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By Lemmas 6.11 and 6.12, we are in the position to introduce a projective
resolution.

Proposition 6.13. The following sequence gives rise to a projective resolution of
R in uLC :

(6.9) · · · −→ Vq+1
dq−−→ Vq −→ · · · −→ V1

d0−−→ V0
κ−−→ R −→ 0.

Proof. Owing to Lemmas 6.11 and 6.12, we only need to show the exactness of
the sequence (6.9). The arguments proceed in three steps.

(1) The exactness at R. By definition, it is easily seen that κ is surjective. So
it is proved.

(2) The exactness at V0, i.e., Kerκ = Im d0. By definition it is easily shown
that

Kerκ = RU(g)g = Im d0.

So it is proved.
(3) The exactness at Vq for q > 0. Consider z = u ⊗ (r ⊗ w) ∈ Vq+1. Then

Vq+1 is spanned by monomial tensor elements of the form z. We express ur as
γ +

∑
i γiui with γ, γi ∈ R and ui ∈ U(g)g by the arguments around (6.8). Then

we have
dq(z) = dq

(
γ ⊗ (1 ⊗ w) +

∑
i

γiui ⊗ 1 ⊗ w

)
.

Note that all dq are Lie–Cartan module homomorphisms. So we have

dq(z) = γdq(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ w) +
∑
i

γidq(ui ⊗ (1 ⊗ w)).

Set d′
q := dq|U(g)⊗

∧q+1
g
. Then {d′

q} satisfies the exactness because d′
q is in the

ordinary projective resolution of F in the U(g)-module category (see [34, §7]):

(6.10)
(

V(g)
q := U(g) ⊗

q∧
g, d′

q

)
q=0,1,2,...

κ|U(g)−−−−→ F −→ 0.

Hence we have

dq−1 ◦ dq(z) = γd′
q−1 ◦ d′

q(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ w) +
∑
i

γid
′
q−1 ◦ d′

q(ui ⊗ (1 ⊗ w)) = 0,

which means Im dq ⊆ Ker dq−1.
Next we verify that Im dq ⊇ Ker dq−1. Take into account that Vq can be

simply expressed as RU(g) ⊗F
∧q

g, and all dq are Lie–Cartan module homomor-
phisms again. Thus for any z ∈ Vq we can write z =

∑
i γiui ⊗ wi with γi ∈ R,
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ui ∈ U(g) and wi ∈
∧q

g. Then we are actually considering such dq with the
equivalent definition

dq−1(z) =
∑
i

γid
′
q−1(zi)

for zi = ui ⊗ wi ∈ U(g) ⊗
∧q

g. Note that Vq now becomes free over R. Suppose
z ∈ Ker dq−1. Then the assumption dq−1(z) = 0 is equivalent to the one that
all d′

q−1(zi) = 0 if γi ̸= 0. By the exactness of {d′
q} in (6.10), we have all zi ∈

Im d′
q whenever γi ̸= 0. Keeping in mind again that dq is a Lie–Cartan module

homomorphism, we finally have z =
∑
i γizi ∈ Im dq. Correspondingly, Im dq ⊇

Ker dq−1, and then Im dq = Ker dq−1. The exactness at Vq is proved.
Summing up, we have accomplished the proof.

6.4.2. Let M ∈ uLC and set Hq := HomR♮U(g)(Vq,M). We consider an R-
module structure on Hq.

Lemma 6.14. There is a natural R-module structure on Hq with unity R-action
Ω defined via

Ω(f)ψ(z) = ω(f)ψ(z)
for any ψ ∈ Hq, f ∈ R, z ∈ Vq.

Proof. Let θ′ and ρ′ denote the R-module action and R♮g-module action on M ,
respectively. In order to prove the lemma, we only need to check that Ω(f)ψ falls in
Hq for f ∈ R and ψ ∈ Hq. It is equivalent to verify that (i) Ω(f)ψ is an R-module
homomorphism; (ii) Ω(f)ψ is an R♮g-module homomorphism. For (i), we have

(Ω(f)ψ)(rr1) = ω(f)ψ(rr1)
= ω(f)rψ(r1)
= r(Ω(f)ψ)(r1).

For (ii), we need to show that Υ(E)(Ω(f)ψ) = 0 for E ∈ R♮g. Here, Υ(E) denotes
the Lie action of R♮g on Hq as usually defined via Υ(E)φ(z) := ρ′(E)(φ(z)) −
φ(ρ(E)z), where φ ∈ HomF(Vq,M), z = u⊗ r ⊗ w ∈ Vq, ρ is defined as in (6.5).
In fact, by calculation, we have

Υ(E)(Ω(f)ψ)(z) = ρ′(E)(ω(f)ψ(z)) − (Ω(f)ψ)(ρ(E)z)
= ρ′(E)ω(f)ψ(z) − ω(f)ψ(ρ(E)z)
= ω(f)(Υ(E)ψ)(z)
= 0.

Hence Ω(f)ψ ∈ Hq. Note that ω is an algebra homomorphism. Hence Ω is an
R-module action on Hq.
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6.4.3. Realization theorem of the uLC -cohomology. Keeping the notation
as above, we are in a position to introduce one of the main results in this section.

Theorem 6.15. Let M ∈ uLC . Then the cohomology module Hq
uLC (M) is the

cohomology of the cochain complex C(M). This means, as R-modules,

Hq
uLC (M) = Hq(C(M)).

Proof. In view of Proposition 6.13, we consider the projective resolution of R in
uLC :

V• := (Vq, dq)q=0,1,2,...
κ−−→ R −→ 0.

By definition, Hq
uLC (M) = Rq(Γ)(M) which is equal to Rq(Γ′(V•)) for Γ′ :=

HomuLC (−,M). Define a map Ψ:

Γ′(Vq)=HomR♮U(g)

(
R♮U(g)⊗R R⊗F

q∧
g,M

)
−→ HomR

(
R⊗F

q∧
g,M

)
=CquLC (M),

ψ 7−→ Ψ(ψ),

via letting
Ψ(ψ)(y) = ψ(1 ⊗ r ⊗ w)

for any ψ ∈ Hq, and y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗F
∧q

g. By a straightforward calculation, it
is readily verified that Ψ is an R-module isomorphism.

Up to the R-isomorphism Ψ, we can identify both sides of the above iso-
morphism map. What remains is to prove Γ′(dq) = dMq . For this, take any ϕ ∈
CquLC (M) = HomR(R ⊗F

∧q
g,M) and confirm Γ′(dq)(ϕ) = dMq (ϕ). For any

y = r ⊗ w ∈ R ⊗
∧q+1

g with r ∈ R, w = g1 ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1 ∈
∧q+1

g, we have
Γ′(dq)(ϕ) : y 7→ Ψ−1(ϕ) ◦ dq(1 ⊗ y). Precisely,

Ψ−1(ϕ) ◦ dq(1 ⊗ y)

=
∑

1≤s<t≤q+1
(−1)s+tΨ−1(ϕ)

(
1⊗(r⊗([gs, gt]∧g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs∧ · · · ∧ ĝt∧ · · · ∧gq+1))

)
+

∑
1≤s≤q+1

(−1)s+1Ψ−1(ϕ)
(
rgs ⊗ (1 ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

)
=

∑
1≤s<t≤q+1

(−1)s+tϕ(r ⊗ ([gs, gt] ∧ g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ ĝt ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

+
∑

1≤s≤q+1
(−1)s+1rgsϕ(1 ⊗ (g1 ∧ · · · ∧ ĝs ∧ · · · ∧ gq+1))

= dMq (ϕ)(y).

Hence, Γ′(dq) = dMq .
We finally obtain the equality Hq

uLC (M) = Hq(C(M)).
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§6.5. Extension ring of R in the uLC -cohomology

6.5.1. Extensions in the uLC -cohomology. For L,M ∈ uLC , we may con-
sider ExtquLC (L,M). Let L admit a projective resolution VL

• = (V Lq , dq), q =
0, 1, . . . in uLC ; this means the following long exact sequence:

VL
•

κ−−→ L −→ 0

with V Lq being projective objects in uLC , κ and all dq being homomorphisms
in uLC . In the usual way, ExtquLC (L,M) = Rq(Γ′(L)) for Γ′ = HomuLC (−,M)
which is a left exact (contravariant) functor from uLC to (g,R)-mod. Hence
ExtquLC (L,M) = Hq(Γ′(VL

• )).
In particular, take L = R. We can determine ExtquLC (R,M) as follows:

(6.11) ExtquLC (R,M) = Hq
uLC (C(M)).

6.5.2. The isomorphism image of Ext•
uLC (R,R)

Proposition 6.16. We have the isomorphism of R-modules

Ext•
uLC (R,R) ∼= H•(g,R).

Proof. By Theorem 6.15 and (6.11), we have

ExtquLC (R,R) = Hq
uLC (C) = Hq

uLC (R).

By Theorem 6.15 and Proposition 6.7 (4), we have ExtquLC (R,R) ∼= Hq(g,R). The
desired statement is consequently proved.

§6.6. A uLC -cohomology theorem for g = W (n)

6.6.1. In [7] (or see [6, Theorems 2.2.7 and 2.2.8] for details), Gelfand and
Fuks first proved a cohomology theorem in the case when R is replaced by the
corresponding power series algebra. Here we briefly explain that the following
result, as a corollary to Gelfand–Fuks’ theorem, still holds in the case of R.

Proposition 6.17. For g = W (n), H•(g,R) ∼= H•(gl(n)) for the ordinary Lie
algebra cohomology.

Proof. Recall that ∇(λ) = HomU(g≥0)(U(g), L0(λ)) for λ ∈ Λ+. By a classical
result of Lie algebra cohomology (see for example [6, Theorem 1.5.4], [14, Theorem
6.9]), we have Hq(g,∇(λ)) = Hq(g≥0, L

0(λ)).
Note that gl(n) ∼= g0 ↪→ g≥0. Set g+ := g≥0 and g♯ := g>0. Then g♯ is an ideal

of g+ with g0 = g+/g♯. By the Serre–Hochschild spectral sequence theorem (see
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[6, Theorem 1.5.1] or [34, §7.5] for details), there exists a spectral sequence

{Ep,qr , dp,qr : Ep,qr −→ Ep+r,q−r+1
r }

with Ep,q1 = Hq(g+,Hom(
∧p(g+/g♯), L0(λ))), and

Ep,q2 = Hp
(
g+/g♯, Hq(g♯, L0(λ))

)
=⇒ Hp+q(g+, L0(λ)).

Note that L0(λ) is regarded as a trivial g♯-module, and g♯ itself is a g0-module.
We further have

Ep,q2 = Hp
(
gl(n), Hq(g♯, L0(λ))

)
= Hp(gl(n)) ⊗ (Hq(g♯) ⊗ L0(λ))g(n).

When λ is zero weight, equivalently L0(λ) = F, it can be shown that E∞ = E2 in
the same way as in the proof of [6, Theorem 2.2.8] when the corresponding power
series algebra therein is replaced by R. Furthermore, Ep,q1 = 0 when p ̸= 0. Hence
Ep,q∞ = Ep,q1 and

Hm(g+,F) = E0,m
1 = Hm(gl(n),F).

So we have H•(g,R) = H•(g+,R) = H•(gl(n)) when λ = 0.

6.6.2. The uLC -cohomology theorem

Theorem 6.18. Let g = W (n). Then the extension ring

Ext•
uLC (R,R) ∼= H•(gl(n,F)).

Proof. This theorem follows from Propositions 6.16 and 6.17.

Remark 6.19. In a comparison of cohomology computations, the extension
ExtquLC (R,R) in the uLC -cohomology is completely different from ExtqU(g)(R,R)
in the ordinary cohomology of Lie algebras.

6.6.3. We turn back to Question 6.1 (1) with respect to uLC for g = W (n),
giving the following answer.

Corollary 6.20. The extension ring uE := Ext•
uLC (R,R) is finite-dimensional.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Theorem 6.18 and the finite-dimensional prop-
erty of H•(gl(n,F)) (see for example, [6, Theorem 2.1.1]).
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