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Abstract.  Some simple Lie superalgebras, specific of characteristic 3, defined
by S. Bouarroudj and D. Leites, will be related to the simple alternative and
commutative superalgebras discovered by I. P. Shestakov.
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Throughout the paper, the ground field k& will always be assumed to be of char-
acteristic # 2.

1. Tits construction

In 1966 [17], Tits gave a unified construction of the exceptional simple classical Lie
algebras by means of two ingredients: a unital composition algebra and a degree
three simple Jordan algebra. The approach used by Benkart and Zelmanov in [3]
will be followed here (see also [10]) to review this construction.

Let C' be a unital composition algebra over the ground field k£ with norm n.
Thus, C' is a finite dimensional unital k-algebra, with the nondegenerate quadratic
form n : C'— k such that n(ab) = n(a)n(b) for any a,b € C'. Then, each element
satisfies the degree 2 equation

a® —t(a)a+n(a)l =0, (1)

where t(a) = n(a,1) (= n(a+ 1) — n(a) — 1) is called the trace. The subspace of
trace zero elements will be denoted by C°.
Moreover, for any a,b € C', the linear map D,; : C' — C given by

D, y(c) = [[a,b],c] + 3(a,c,b) (2)
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where [a, b] = ab—ba is the commutator, and (a, ¢, b) = (ac)b—a(cb) the associator,
is a derivation: the inner derivation determined by the elements a,b (see [14,
Chapter III, §8]). These derivations satisfy

Da,b = _Db,ay Dab,c + Dbc,a + Dca,b = 07 (3)

for any a, b, c € C'. The linear span of these derivations will be denoted by inoer C'.
It is an ideal of the whole Lie algebra of derivations der C' and, if the characteristic
is # 3, it is the whole der C'.

The dimension of C' is restricted to 1, 2, 4 (quaternion algebras) and 8
(Cayley algebras). If the ground field k is algebraically closed, the only unital
composition algebra are, up to isomorphism, the ground field k, the cartesian
product of two copies of the ground field k& x k, the algebra of two by two matrices
Matq(k), and the split Cayley algebra C(k). (See, for instance, [19, Chapter 2].)

Now, let J be a unital Jordan algebra with a normalized trace t;: J — k.

That is, ¢; is a linear map such that ¢;(1) = 1 and t,((zy)z) = t;(z(yz)) for

any z,y,2 € J. Then J = k1@ J°, where J* = {x € J : t;(z) = 0}. For any
x,y € JY, the product xy splits as

xy = ty(xy)l + z *xy, (4)

with x xy € J°. Then z xy = zy — t;(zy)l gives a commutative multiplication
on J°. The linear map d,, : J — J defined by

doy(2) = 2(yz) —y(z2), (5)
is the inner derivation of J determined by the elements z and y. Since d;, = 0
for any x, it is enough to deal with the inner derivations d,,, with z,y € J°. The
linear span of these derivations will be denoted by inder J, which is an ideal of the
whole Lie algebra of derivations det .J.

Given C' and J as before, consider the space
T(C,J)=inverC & (C°® J°) @ inder J (6)

(unadorned tensor products are always considered over k), with the anticommu-
tative multiplication [.,.] specified by:

e inder C and inder J are Lie subalgebras,
e [inder Cinder J| = 0,
e[ Da®zx]=D(a)®z, [da®z]=a®d(x), (7)
e [a®z,b®@y| =t;(xy)Dap+ ([a,b] ® z % y) + 2t(ab)d,,,
for all D € inderC, d € inderJ, a,b € C°, and z,y € J°.
The conditions for 7(C,J) to be a Lie algebra are the following:

(1) Z t([ala (Ig]ag) d(zl*zg),azg = 07
O

(11) Z tJ((‘Tl * I2)I3) D[al,a2]7a3 = 07
O

(iii) Z(Dahaz,(ag) Rty (xlxg)xg + [[a1, asl, asz] @ (z1 % x2) * 3
O
+ 2t(a1a2)a3 ® dy, (3:3)> )
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14 7

for any ai,as,a3 € C° and any x1, 79,23 € J°. The notation indicates

O
summation over the cyclic permutation of the variables.

These conditions appear in [2, Proposition 1.5], but there they are stated
in the more general setting of superalgebras, a setting we will deal with later on.
In particular, over fields of characteristic # 3, these conditions are fulfilled if J is
a separable Jordan algebra of degree three over k and t; = %T, where T' denotes
the generic trace of J (see for instance [12]).

Over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic # 3, the degree 3
simple Jordan algebras are, up to isomorphism, the algebras of 3 x 3 hermitian
matrices over a unital composition algebra: H3(C’) (see [12]). By varying C' and
C", T(C, H3(C")) is a classical simple Lie algebra, and Freudenthal’s Magic Square
(Table 1) is obtained.

Hy(k) Hi(k x k) Hy(Mato(k)) Hs(C(k))

k A, A, Cs 2
kxk | Ay Ao A As Eg
Maty(k) | Cs As Dg jo8
ck) | F Eg E- s

Table 1: Freudenthal’s Magic Square

Let us have a look at the rows in the Tits construction of Freudenthal’s
Magic Square.

First row: Here C = k, so C° = 0 and indetC = 0. Thus, 7(C,J) is just
inder J. In particular, 7 (k,.J) makes sense and is a Lie algebra for any Jordan
algebra J.

Second row: Here C' =k x k, so C° consists of the scalar multiples of (1,—1),
and thus 7(C,J) can be identified with J°@inder J. The elements in J° multiply
as [z,y] = 4d,, because t((1,—1)?) =t((1,1)) = 2. Given any Jordan algebra J,
its Lie multiplication algebra L(J) (see [14]) is the Lie subalgebra of the general
linear Lie algebra gl(J) generated by l; = {l, : x € J}, where [, : y — zy denotes
the left multiplication by x. Then L£(J) =1; @ inderJ. The map

T(C,J)— L(J)
(LL-1)®@z+dw— 2], +d,

is a monomorphism. Its image is £°(J) = [j0 & inderJ. Again this shows that
T (k x k,J) makes sense and is a Lie algebra for any Jordan algebra with a
normalized trace. Given any separable Jordan algebra of degree 3 over a field
k of characteristic # 3, L£°(J) is precisely the derived algebra [£(J), £(J)]. This
latter Lie algebra makes sense for any Jordan algebra over any field. (Recall that
the characteristic is assumed to be # 2 throughout.)

Third row: Here C' = Matq(k) or, if the ground field is not assumed to be
algebraically closed, C' is any quaternion algebra (). Under these circumstances,
Q" is a simple three-dimensional Lie algebra under the commutator ([a,b] =
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ab—ba), and any simple three-dimensional Lie algebra appears in this way. Besides,
for any a,b € Q°, the inner derivation D, is just adj,y, since @ is associative.
Hence, inder @ can be identified with Q°, and 7(Q, J) with

Qe (Q°® J°) @inderJ ~ (Q°® (k1 @ J°)) @ inder J ~ (Q° ® J) & inder J,

and the Lie bracket (7) in 7(Q,.J) becomes the bracket in (Q° ® J) & inverJ
given by

e inder J is a Lie subalgebra,
e [d,a®z]|=a®d(zr),
e [a®x,b®y] = ([a,b] ® zy) + 2t(ab)d,,

for any a,b € Q°, z,y € J, and d € inder J, since t;(zy)l + z xy = zy for
any z,y € J. This bracket makes sense for any Jordan algebra (not necessarily
endowed with a normalized trace), it goes back to [16] and, in the split case
() = Maty(k), the resulting Lie algebra is the well-known Tits-Kantor-Koecher Lie
algebra of the Jordan algebra J.

Fourth row: In the last row, C is a Cayley algebra over k. If the characteristic of
the ground field k is # 3, the Lie algebra 0et C' = inder C' is a simple Lie algebra
of type Gy (dimension 14), and C° is its unique seven dimensional irreducible
module. In particular, over any algebraically closed field of characteristic # 3, the
Lie algebra 7T (C(k), J) is a Lie algebra graded over the root system G5. These
Go-graded Lie algebras contain a simple subalgebra isomorphic to der C'(k) such
that, as modules for this subalgebra, they are direct sums of copies of modules
of three types: adjoint, the irreducible seven dimensional module, and the trivial
one dimensional module. These Lie algebras have been determined in [3] and the
possible Jordan algebras involved are essentially the degree 3 Jordan algebras.

In characteristic 3, however, the situation is completely different. To begin
with, given a Cayley algebra C over a field k of characteristic 3, its Lie algebra
of derivations der C' is no longer simple (see [1]) but contains a unique minimal
ideal, which is precisely indet C' = adco (note that D, = adf,p) in characteristic
3 because of (2)), which is isomorphic to the Lie(!) algebra (C°,[.,.]). This latter
Lie algebra is a form of the projective special linear Lie algebra psl;(k) (and any
form of psl;(k) appears in this way [8, §4]). Moreover, in [1] it is shown that
the quotient der C'/inder C' = der C'/ adco is isomorphic too, as a Lie algebra, to
(C°[.,.]). Therefore, the algebra 7 (C,J) in (6) can be identified in this case with

C'e (C°@ J°) @inver J ~ (C° @ (k1 & J)) @ inder J
~ (C°® J) @ inder J,
and hence, as a module for inder C' ~ C?, it is a direct sum of copies of the adjoint

module and of the trivial module. The Lie algebras and superalgebras with these
properties will be determined in this paper.

2. A family of Lie algebras

Throughout this section, the ground field k£ will be always assumed to be of
characteristic 3. Let C' be a Cayley algebra, that is, an eight dimensional unital
composition algebra over k, and let C° denote its subspace of trace zero elements.



ELDUQUE 605

For any a,b,c € C', a simple computation using that the associator is skew
symmetric on its arguments since C' is alternative gives:

[[a, b], ] + [[b, ], a] + [[c, a], b]
= (a,b,c) — (b,a,c) + (b,c,a) — (¢,b,a) + (¢,a,b) — (a,c,b)
= 6(a,b,c) =0.

Hence C' is a Lie algebra under the bracket [a,b] = ab— ba, and C? is an ideal of
C'. Besides, for any a,b € C°, since the subalgebra generated by any two elements
in C is associative (Artin’s Theorem, see [14]), one obtains

[[a,b],b] = ab* + b%a — 2bab
=ab® + b(ba + ab) (as 2= —1)
= —n(b)a — n(a,b)b (as a> = —n(a)l for any a € C?)

Thus, for any a,b € C°,
Ha’a b]7 b] = n(ba b)a - n(aa b)b (9)

If C is split, then it contains a basis {ey, ea, u1, ug, us, vy, v, v3} with mul-
tiplication given by (see [14, 19]):

6? =e;, 1=1,2, ejeg =e0e; =0,

e1u; = uj = ujey, exv; =v; =vjer, j=1,2,3,

equ; = ujer = 0 = ev; =vjes, j=1,2,3, (10)
UV = —(5¢j€1, viu; = _5ij€27 i,j - 17273 (611 is 1 for i = j’ 0 otherwise)

Ul = €5V, ViVj = €4kl (eijk skew symmetric with €195 = 1).
Moreover,

n(e;) =0 =n(uj,u) =n(vj,v), 1 =1,2, 5,k =1,2,3,

11
n(er,e2) =1, n(u;,vp) =05, j,k=1,2,3. (11)

Then, with h = e; — ey, CY is the linear span of {h,u1, us, us, v1,vs, v3}, and these
elements multiply as:

[h,u]'] = ZUJ', [h,Uj] = —2Uj, j = ]., 2,37
[uia uj] = 2€ijkvk> [Uia Uj] = 2€ijkuk7 iajv k= 17 27 37 (12)
[uj,vk] = _5jkha j,k‘ = 1, 2,3

Denote by s the Lie algebra (CO, [, ]) . It is easy to check that the s-module
s ® s is generated by u; ® vy, which is an eigenvector for ad; with eigenvalue 0.
From this fact, it follows at once that the dimension of the space of invariant
linear maps Hom,(s ® s,8) is 1, being this space generated by the Lie bracket.
Also, Hom,(s ® s, k) is one dimensional, spanned by the bilinear map induced by
the norm n(.,.). By extending scalars, this is shown to be valid for any Cayley
algebra, not necessarily split.

Thus, let C' be any Cayley algebra over k£ and let s be the Lie algebra
(C°1,..]). Let g be a Lie algebra endowed with an action of s on g by derivations:
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p s — Oerg, such that, as a module for s, g is a direct sum of copies of the adjoint
module and the one dimensional trivial module. Gathering together the copies of
the adjoint module and the copies of the trivial module, g can be identified with

g=(s®A) @0, (13)

where 0 is the sum of the trivial s-modules and A is a vector space. As 0 equals
{d € g:p(s)(d) =0Vs € s}, it is a subalgebra of g. Now, the invariance of the
bracket in g under the action of s, together with the fact that Hom(s ® s,s)
(respectively Homg(s ® s,k)) is spanned by the Lie bracket (respectively, the
bilinear form induced by the norm) shows that there are bilinear maps

oxA— A, (da)—d(a),
AxA— A (a1,a9) — ajas, (14)
AxA—D0, (a1,02) = doyay,

such that the Lie bracket on g = (5 ® A) 4 0 is given by:

e [d,s®al=s®d(a) =—[s®a,d],
o [51 ®ay, sy ® ag) = [s1, 52 ® arag +n(s1, 52)da; gy, (15)
e [dy,dy] is the product in the subalgebra 0,

for any d,dy,dy € 0, 5,581,582 € 5, and a,a;,as € A. The skew symmetry of the
Lie bracket forces the product ajas on A to be commutative, and the bilinear map
dq, q, to be skew symmetric.

Now, let us consider the Jacobi identity J(z1,22,23) = 0 on g, where
J(z1, 22, 23) = Z[[Zl, zo)z3]:
O

e With 2y = dy, 22 =dy in 0 and 23 = s®a, s € 5, a € A, this gives
[d1,ds](a) = di(dy(a)) — do(di(a)). That is, the linear map ® : 0 — gl(A),
®(d) : a v+ d(a), is a representation of the Lie algebra .

e With 21 =d, 20 = s1®a; and 23 = 59®as, d €0, s1,82 € 6§ and aj,as € A,
the Jacobi identity gives:
d(al(lg) = d(al)ag + ald(ag),
[d; day a5] = dagar).ar + day daz)

for any ay,as € A. That is, ®(®) C der A holds and d : Ax A — D is a
0-invariant bilinear map.

e With 2, =5, ®a;, 1 =1,2,3, s; €5, a; € A, the Jacobi identity gives:

Zn([sl,sﬂ,s;;)dalawg =0 (16a)

O

Z(([[sl, s2), 3] ® (ar1as)az) + (n(s1, s2)s3 ® dalm(ag))) =0 (16b)

O
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Extending scalars, it can be assumed that C' is split, so that a basis of C° as
in (12) is available. With s; = u;, i = 1,2,3, n([u1, us, uz) = 2n(vs, us) = 2
and cyclically. (Note that, because of the invariance under derivations of
the norm, n([si, s2],s3) = n(sy,[se,s3]) = n([se,ss],s1).) Hence (16a) is
equivalent to

dalaz,a3 + dazas,al + da3¢117a2 =0 (17)

for any aq,as,a3 € A.

Also, [[u1,ug], us] = 2[vs, us] = 2h and cyclically, and n(u;, u) = 0 for any
J, k. Thus (16b) gives

(ayaz)as + (azas)a; + (asay)as =0 (18)

for any aq,aq,a3 € A.

With s1 = uy, so = vy and s3 = h, [[s1, 82, s3] = 0, [[se, s3], s1] = 2h, and
[[s3, 1], 82] = —2h, while n(s1,s2) = 1, and n(s2,s3) = 0 = n(ss, s1), so
(16b) gives (note that 2 = —1 in k):

(asay)az — (a2a3)ay + da, 4,(as) = 0,
which, by the commutativity of the product on A, is equivalent to:
Aoy ap(a) = a1(aga) — as(ara), (19)

for any aq,a2,a € A.

Lemma 2.1.  Let k be a field of characteristic 3. The commutative alge-
bras over k satisfying (18) are precisely the commutative alternative algebras.
Moreover, given any such algebra A, for any ay,as consider the linear map
day,as = lay, lay], Where 1, denotes the multiplication by a. Then dg, 4, s a deriva-
tion of A and equation (17) is satisfied.

Proof. By commutativity, (18) is equivalent to 2(ajaz)as + aja3 = 0, or
(2 = —1) to aya3 = (a1az)ay for any ay,as, which is the right alternative law.
Because of the commutativity, this is equivalent to the left alternative law, and
hence the algebra is alternative. Now, any commutative alternative algebra is a
Jordan algebra, since the Jordan identity is (z%,y,z) = 0 for any z,y, which is
satisfied because any two elements in an alternative algebra generate an associative
subalgebra (Artin’s Theorem, see [14]). Hence dg4, 4y = [la,, la,] is a derivation of
A. Finally, equation (17) becomes the linearization of [l,2,[,] = 0. ]

Conversely, let C' be a Cayley algebra over k and let s be the Lie algebra
(CO, [, D . Let A be a commutative alternative algebra, and let 0 be a Lie algebra
endowed with a Lie algebra homomorphism & : 9 — der A (thus, in particular, A
is a module for 9), and a d-invariant bilinear map d: Ax A — 9, (a1, a2) — dg; a9

such that ®(du, 4,) = [lay,la,] and Zdala?,a?’ = 0 for any a1,a2,a3 € A. Then
O
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equation (16a) holds trivially by the invariance of the norm in C', and equation
(16b) holds too, as it is equivalent to

0= Z([[Sh 52,], 83 ® (a1a2)as + n(sy, 52)s3 ® (al(azag) — CLQ(CLICL3))>
O
= Z(([[Sla s, s3] — n(s2, 83)s51 + n(s3, 51)82) ® (a1a2)a3).
O

But (ajaz)as = —(azaz)a; — (agai)as, so (16) holds if
[[s1, 82, s3] — n(s2, s3)81 + n(s3, 51)82 = [[S2, 83], $1] — (83, 51)82 + n(s1, S2) 53
for any s1, $9,53 € 5, or
[[s1, 82], s3] + [[s2, 83], $1] = 2n(s1, 83)82 — n(S2, $3)81 — n(s2, S1)83,

which is equivalent to (9).
Therefore:

Theorem 2.2.  Let C' be a Cayley algebra over a field k of characteristic 3,
let s be the Lie algebra (C’O, [, ]) Let g be a Lie algebra with an action of s by
derivations such that, as a module for s, g is a direct sum of irreducible modules
of two types: the adjoint and the trivial one-dimensional modules. Then there is
a commutative alternative algebra A over k and a Lie algebra 0 over k, endowed
with a Lie algebra homomorphism ® : 0 — 0et A and a 0-invariant skewsymmetric
bilinear map d : A x A — 0, (a1,a2) — doy 0y With ©(dayay) = [layslay] for any
ai,as € A, such that g is isomorphic to the Lie algebra

(s®A) @0
with Lie bracket given by

® 0 is a Lie subalgebra,

e [d,s®al=s®d(a), fors€s, ac A, d€D, (20)

o [s51 ® ay, sy ® ag] = [s1,S2) ® aras + n(si, $2)da, ay,

for s1,80 €8, and a1, a9 € A,.

Conversely, the formulas in (20) define a Lie algebra on the vector space
(5 ® A) @ 0, which is endowed with an action of s by derivations: p : § —
ver((s®A) D), such that p(s)(s' ®a) = [s,s'|@a, p(s)(d) =0, for any s,s' € S,
a€ A and d €.

Remark 2.3.  Over fields of characteristic # 2,3, any commutative alternative
algebra is associative, because for any z,v, z,

3(x7 y’ Z) = (ZE, y7 Z) + (y7 z? ZE) + (Z’ x? y)
= (zy)z — x(y2) + (yz)r — y(22) + (22)y — 2(7Y)
= [zy, 2| + [yz, 2] + [27,9] = 0.
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Remark 2.4. Let A be a unital commutative alternative algebra over a field k
of characteristic 3 such that 1 ¢ (A, A, A) (this is trivially the case for the unital
commutative associative algebras). Then A is a Jordan algebra with a normalized
trace, because if AY is any codimension 1 subspace of A containing (A4, A, A) but
not containing 1, then A = k1 @ A%, and the linear form ¢ : A — k, such that
t(1) =1 and ¢(A") = 0 is a normalized trace. Let C' be a Cayley algebra over k
and define 7(C, A) as in (6):

T(C,A) =inver C @ (C° ® A°) @ inder A.

Then 7(C, A) is a Lie algebra (bracket as in (7)), isomorphic to (s ® A) ®0, with
0 =inder A = [l4,14], s = C°, and bracket as in Theorem 2.2 (with ® the natural
inclusion).

This gives the natural extension of the fourth row in Tits construction to
characteristic 3. The Jordan algebras that appear have nothing to do with the
separable degree 3 Jordan algebras.

It must be remarked that the simple commutative alternative algebras are
just the fields (see [19, p. 143]), but there are prime commutative alternative and
not associative algebras in characteristic 3 (see [13]?). Recall that an algebra is
simple if its multiplication is not trivial and it contains no proper ideal, while it is
prime if the product of any two nonzero ideals is again nonzero.

3. Superalgebras

All the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 are valid in
the setting of superalgebras, if parity signs are added suitably. The super version
of Theorem 2.2 is:

Theorem 3.1.  Let C' be a Cayley algebra over a field k of characteristic 3,
let s be the Lie algebra (6’07 [,]) Let g be a Lie superalgebra with an action
of s by (even) derivations such that, as a module for s, g is a direct sum of
irreducible modules of two types: adjoint and trivial. Then there is a commutative
alternative superalgebra A over k and a Lie superalgebra 0 over k, endowed with
a homomorphism of Lie superalgebras ® : 0 — der A and an even 0-invariant
(relative to @ ) super skewsymmetric bilinear map d: Ax A — 0, (a1,a2) — day ay
with O(day .ay) = [lays lay] for any ay,as € A, such that g is isomorphic to the Lie
superalgebra
(s@A) oo

with Lie bracket given by
® 0 is a Lie subalgebra,
o [d,s®al=s®d(a), fors€s,ac A, d€D,

® [51 ® ai,S2 @ as] = [s1, S2] @ araz + n(s1, $2)da; as,

for s1,s9 €5, and ay,a, € A.

(21)

Conversely, the formulas in (21) define a Lie superalgebra on the vector
superspace (5 ® A) @ 0 (the even part is (5 ® A()) @ 05 and the odd part is

2The author is indebted to the referee for pointing out this reference.
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(s @ A1) ® 01), which is endowed with an action of s by (even) derivations:
p s — der((s @ A) @), such that p(s)(s' ® a) = [s,5'] @ a, p(s)(d) = 0,
for any s,s €s, a € A and d €.

Recall that given a superalgebra A, its Lie superalgebra of derivations is
the Lie superalgebra det A = (der A)5 @ (der A)1 (a subalgebra of the general linear
Lie superalgebra gl(A)), where for any homogeneous d € der A and homogeneous
ai,as € A:

d(aras) = d(ay)ag + (—1)™ ayd(ay),

where, as usual, (—1)% is —1 if both d and a; are odd, and (—1)% is 1
otherwise. The Lie bracket of homogeneous elements in gl(A) is given by [f, g] =
fg— (=1)79gf. The fact that d in the Theorem above is even means that da;,a,
is contained in 0;;; for any i, € {0,1}; and the invariance of d relative to ®
means that

[fa dal,az] = d¢(f)(a1),a2 + <_1)faldal»¢’(f)(a2)

for any homogeneous elements f € 0 and aq,as € A.

The importance of Theorem 3.1 lies in the fact that there do exist interesting

examples of commutative alternative simple superalgebras in characteristic 3.
Besides:

Proposition 3.2.  Let A be a nonzero commutative alternative superalgebra
over a field k of characteristic 3, and let d be a Lie superalgebra endowed with a
homomorphism of Lie superalgebras ® : 0 — dev A and an invariant (relative to
® ) super skewsymmetric bilinear map d : A x A — 0 with ®(dga, ay) = [lays las] for
any ay,as € A. Let g = (5 ® A) @D 0 be the Lie superalgebra constructed by means
of (21). Then g is simple if and only if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) ® is one-to-one,
(i) 0 =daa (= span{da, q, : a1,a9 € A}),

(iii) A is simple.

Proof.  Assume first that g is simple. Since ker ® is an ideal, not only of 0,
but of the whole g, it follows that ® is one-to-one. Also, (5®A) @da 4 is an ideal
of g, so ds 4 = 0. Finally, if I is a nonzero ideal of A, then I is invariant under
da.a because ®(dg a) = [la,la] is contained in the Lie multiplication algebra of
A. Hence (5 ® 1 ) @ ds 4 is an ideal of g, and it follows that / = A. Hence A has
no proper ideals, so it is either simple or dimA = 1 and A? = 0. In the latter
case P(0) = ®(daa) = [la,la] would be 0, and g = s ® A would be a trivial Lie
superalgebra ([g,g] = 0), a contradiction to the simplicity of g.

Conversely, if condtions (i)—(iii) are satisfied, A is unital [15], and hence
s (~ s ® 1) is a subalgebra of g. If a is an ideal of g, the invariance of a under
the adjoint action of s shows that a = (5 ® [ ) @ e for an ideal I of A and an ideal
¢ of 0. Now, the simplicity of A forces that either I =0, but then ¢ C ker® =0
and a =0, or /] = A and then s ® A is contained in a, so d4 4 = 0 is contained
in a too and a = g. Hence g is simple. [ |
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Shestakov’s classification [15] of the simple alternative superalgebras over
k (characteristic 3) shows that any central simple commutative alternative super-
algebra is, up to isomorphism, either:

(i) the ground field k,

(ii) the three dimensional composition superalgebra B(1,2), with even part
B(1,2)5 = k1, and odd part B(1,2); = ku + kv, with 1 the unity element
and v> = 0 = v?, wv = —vu = 1. This is the Jordan superalgebra of a
superform on a vector odd space of dimension 2,

(iii) an algebra B = B(I', D,0), where I' is a commutative associative algebra,
D € derl is a derivation such that I" has no proper ideal invariant under
D, By =T, B; =T'u (a copy of I') and the multiplication is given by:

e the multiplication in T,
o a(bu) = (ab)u = (au)b for any a,b €T,
e (au)(bu) = aD(b) — D(a)b, for any a,b € T'.

Given a form s of psl;(k) and the commutative alternative superalgebra
A = B(1,2), its Lie superalgebra of derivations is naturally isomorphic to s[(A;j) ~
sly(k), and the simple Lie superalgebra g = (5 ® A) ® 04,4 in Theorem 3.1 has
even and odd parts given by:

90 = (5®A6) D (DA,A)G ~ g @5[2(/{2)7
gi=(s® A1) ® (044)1 =5 ® A5

For an algebraically closed field k, this coincides with the Lie superalgebra that
appears in [9, Theorem 4.22(i)], and also with the derived subalgebra of the Lie
superalgebra g(Ss,S12) in [6, 7).

Also, assuming that & is algebraically closed, according to [4] or [18] any
finite dimensional commutative associative algebra I' over k endowed with a
derivation D satisfying that [' is D-simple (that is, there is no proper ideal
invariant under D) is isomorphic to a truncated polynomial algebra k[tq,... ¢, :
t2 =0, i = 1,...,n] which, in turn, is isomorphic to the divided power algebra
O(1;n), which is the k-algebra spanned by the symbols t 0<r<3"—1,
with ¢ = 1 and multiplication given by ¢t = (Tjs)t(““s). The isomorphism
takes t; to 37, i =1,...,n. The simplest D € ver O(1;n) for which O(1;n)
is D-simple is the derivation given by D : t() — t=1 for any r.

4. Bouarroudj-Leites superalgebras

Recently, S. Bouarroudj and D. Leites [5] have constructed an interesting family of
finite dimensional simple Lie superalgebras in characteristic 3 by means of the so
called Cartan-Tanaka-Shchepochkina prolongs. These superalgebras are denoted
by bj, of dimension 24, and Bj(1; N|7) (N an arbitrary natural number), of di-
mension 2% x 3% . All these algebras are consistently Z-graded: g = EB?iV{l g; and
gg (respectively g7) is the sum of the even (resp. odd) homogeneous components.
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Besides, gq is the direct sum of a one dimensional center and an ideal isomorphic
to psly(k), dimg o = 1, g_; is an adjoint module for the ideal isomorphic to
psly(k) in go. The positive homogeneous components are all either a trivial one
dimensional module or an adjoint module for psl;(k), or a direct sum of both.
Therefore, these Lie superalgebras fit in the setting of the previous section.

The Lie superalgebra bj satisfies that its even part is isomorphic to sly(k)®
psl;(k), while its odd part is, as a module for the even part, the tensor product of
the natural two dimensional module for sly(k) and the adjoint module for psls(k).
Therefore, it coincides with the Lie superalgebra obtained in the previous section
for A = B(1,2), which appeared first in [9].

Over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 3, by dimension count,
the Lie superalgebra Bj(1; N|7) must be necessarily isomorphic to a Lie superal-
gebra as in Theorem 3.1 for I' = O(1; V) and a suitable derivation D.

Let I' = O(1;N) and let D be the derivation D : t() - =Y for any
r. Then the commutative alternative superalgebra B = B(I',;D,0) = I' @ I'u
is consistently Z-graded with degt™ = 2r, degu = —1. In this way, B =
2" VB, and dimB; = 1 for any i = —1,...,2(3Y —1). Then ? = dpp
becomes a Z-graded Lie superalgebra too with deg D = —2. For any a,b € T",
da,b = [la,lb] = 0, SO D() = [lBilei]'

But for any a,b,c € T":

[Law, L] (€) = (au)(bcu) + (bu)(acu)
= D(a)bc — aD(b)c — abD(c) + D(b)ac — bD(a)c — baD(c)
= —2abD(c) = abD(c),

laus lhu) (cu) = (aw) (D(b)e — bD(c)) + (bu)(D(a)c — aD(c))
= (aD(b)c — abD(c) + D(a)bc — abD(c))u
= D(abc)u.

Thus 95 = span{d, : x € I'}, with d,|r = 2D, d,(yu) = D(zy)u for any x,y € I.
The degree of d, is degxz — 2.
Also, 01 = [lp;,1p;], and for any a,b,c € I':

la, lbu) (¢) = a((bc)u) — (bu)(ac) =0
o, lyu) (cu) = a(D(b)c — bD(c)) — (bu)(acu)
=aD(b)c — abD(c) — D(b)ac + bD(ac)
= (D(a)b)c.

Thus 97 = span{d, : z € I'}, with d,|r = 0, 0,(yu) = xy for any =,y € I'. The
degree of 0, is degz + 1.

Hence ? has dimension 2 x 3", and then the simple Lie superalgebra
(psls(k)@B) @o, with B = B(T', D,0) has dimension 7x2x3V4+2x 3V = 24x3~.
Moreover, 0 is consistently Z-graded:

0=02D00D0 D0D - D0y3v_4D 0237 _3D 0g3v_1.

Observe that 0y = 0 = 05.3v_5, while 0; has dimension 1 for any other ¢ with
—2<i<2-3VN —1.
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Now, with degg = 0 for any g € psl;(k), the simple Lie superalgebra

g= (p5[3(k) ® B) @ 0 is consistently Z-graded too:
g= @?:31"2—19“

with g9 = 0_9 = k?D7 g1 = p5[3(1€) X B_1 = p5[3<k) R u, go = (pﬁ[g(k> X Bo) D
20 = (psly(k) ® 1) @ k(tMD), and each g;, 0 <i < 2-3Y — 2 is the direct sum of
psl; (k)@ B; and 0;, that is, as a a module for psl;(k), it is the direct sum of a copy
of the adjoint module and a copy of the one dimensional trivial module. Finally,
O2.3n o is just psly(k) @ Baan_o = psly(k) ® tB" =1 (just a copy of the adjoint
module), and gygv_; is just 0g3v_; = kd,av_yy (& copy of the trivial module).
This is exactly the way Bj(1; N|7) is graded, and this is no coincidence:

Theorem 4.1.  Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 3, let
N be a natural number, and let T' be the algebra of divided powers O(1;N).
Consider the derivation D of T' given by D(t™) = t"=Y for any r and the
simple commutative alternative superalgebra B = B(I', D,0). Then the simple Lie
superalgebra g = (p5[3(k’) ® B) @ dpp in Theorem 3.1 is isomorphic to the Lie
superalgebra of Bouarroudj and Leites Bj(1; N|7).

Proof. Both g and Bj(1; N|7) share the same negative part g =g o ® g_1,
and hence both of them embed in the universal graded Lie algebra U(g_) (see
[11]), which is contained in the Lie algebra of special derivations of the tensor
product of the divided power algebra O(1) and the Grassmann superalgebra A(7)
on a vector space of dimension 7 (O(1) is the span of ¢ for any r > 0,
with ¢ = ("F*)¢"9)). Consider both g and Bj(1; N|7) as subalgebras of
U = U(g_). Actually, Bouarroudj and Leites consider an infinite dimensional
Lie superalgebra Bj(1|7) which is contained in U = U(g_). The superalgebra
Bj(1; N|7) is just the intersection of Bj(1|7) with the Lie superalgebra of special
derivations of O(1; N) ® A(7).

Since g 2 = [g_1,9_1], the action of gy on g_o is determined by its action
on g_;. By transitivity, Uy embeds in End(g_;) ~ End(psl;(k)), and both g
and Bj(1; N|7)¢ act on psly(k) in the same way (the adjoint action of psly(k) and
the one dimensional center acting as a nonzero scalar). Hence, as homogeneous
subalgebras of U, go = Bj(1; N|7)o = Bj(1]7)o. Write Bj = Bj(1|7). For any i > 0

Bj, is defined recursively as

{l’ S Ul : [I7g—2] - Bji—27 [x?g—l] - Bji—1}7

so it follows that g, C Bj,. But by dimension count, it follows that g, =
Bj(1; N|7); = Bj(1]|7); for any 0 < i < 2-3Y — 2, while both gosv_y and
Bj(1; N|7)9.3v_5 are the unique copy of the adjoint module for psly(k) C U,
in Bj(1]7)9.3v_o, and both go3v_; and Bj(1; N|7)s3v_; are the unique copy of
the one-dimensional trivial module for psl;(K) in Bj(1]7)y.3v_;. Therefore, g =
Bj(1; N|7) (as homogeneous subalgebras of U). ]
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