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Abstract

The countably infinite number of Virasoro representations of the logarithmic minimal model LM (p, p’)
can be reorganized into a finite number of W-representations with respect to the extended Virasoro
algebra symmetry V. Using a lattice implementation of fusion, we recently determined the fusion
algebra of these representations and found that it closes, albeit without an identity for p > 1. Here,
we provide a fusion-matrix realization of this fusion algebra and identify a fusion ring isomorphic
to it. We also consider various extensions of it and quotients thereof, and introduce and analyze
commutative diagrams with morphisms between the involved fusion algebras and the corresponding
quotient polynomial fusion rings. One particular extension is reminiscent of the fundamental fusion
algebra of LM (p,p’) and offers a natural way of introducing the missing identity for p > 1. Working out
explicit fusion matrices is facilitated by a further enlargement based on a pair of mutual Moore-Penrose
inverses intertwining between the W-fundamental and enlarged fusion algebras.

1 Introduction

The fusion algebras of the infinite series of logarithmic minimal models LM (p,p’), introduced in [IJ,
are discussed in [2| B]. In these works, it is found that closure of the fundamental fusion algebra
of LM(p,p’) requires an infinite set of indecomposable representations of rank 1, 2 or 3. The ones
of rank 1 are so-called Kac representations of which some, but in general only some, are irreducible
(highest-weight) representations. The fundamental fusion algebra ((2, 1), (1,2)),, is so named since it
is generated from the two fundamental Kac representations (2,1) and (1,2). A fusion-matrix realization
of this fusion algebra is presented in [4] along with a quotient polynomial fusion ring isomorphic with
it. This extends part of Gepner’s work [5] on rational conformal field theories to a class of irrational
conformal field theories, the latter being the series of logarithmic minimal models. Both the matrix
realizations and the fusion rings in [4] are described in terms of Chebyshev polynomials.

A central question of much current interest [0, [7] is whether an extended symmetry algebra W [§]
exists for logarithmic conformal field theories [9] like the logarithmic minimal models. Such a symmetry
should allow the countably infinite number of Virasoro representations to be reorganized into a finite
number of W-extended representations closing under fusion. In the case of the logarithmic minimal
models LM(1,p’), the existence of such an extended W-symmetry and the associated fusion rules are
by now well established [7, [10} [IT].

The extension to p > 1, however, proved itself rather difficult. A significant breakthrough came
with the works [12] [13] which strongly indicate the existence of a W,y symmetry algebra for general
augmented minimal models, but offer only very limited insight into the associated fusion algebras.
Recently, a detailed description of these fusion algebras has been provided in [14] [I5]. In these papers,
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we generalized the approach of [11] using a strip-lattice implementation of fusion to obtain the fusion
rules of the entire series of logarithmic minimal models in the W-extended picture. Contrary to the
situation in the Virasoro picture, there is in general (for p > 1) no identity nor a pair of WW-fundamental
representations in this W-extended picture.

In [IT], it was shown that symplectic fermions [16] is just critical dense polymers LM(1,2) [17]
viewed in the W-extended picture. Likewise in the general case [15], including critical percolation [14],
the extended picture is described by the same lattice model as the Virasoro picture [I, 2, B]. It
is nevertheless useful to distinguish between the two pictures by denoting the logarithmic minimal
models viewed in the extended picture by WLM(p,p’) and reserve the notation LM (p,p’) for the
logarithmic minimal models in the non-extended Virasoro picture.

An objective of the present work is to determine fusion-matrix realizations and the corresponding
polynomial fusion rings of the W-extended fusion algebras mentioned above. To achieve this, we first
revisit the logarithmic minimal models in the Virasoro picture to identify a particular algebraic ideal
of the fundamental fusion algebra. Considering its strong resemblance with the W-extended fusion
algebra of [I5], we are led to propose an extension of this W-extended fusion algebra reminiscent of the
fundamental fusion algebra in the Virasoro picture. We thus call this larger algebra the W-fundamental
fusion algebra and posit the complete set of supplementary fusion rules which are subsequently shown
to yield an associative and commutative fusion algebra. It also offers a canonical way of introducing the
elusive identity and pair of W-fundamental representations. For p > 1, this identity is a W-reducible
yet W-indecomposable representation of rank 1. The dimension of the W-fundamental fusion algebra
is 7pp’ —3p—3p’ + 1, while the dimension of the empirically obtained W-extended fusion algebra of [15]
is 6pp’ — 2p — 2p'.

To assist in the construction of explicit fusion matrices, we introduce a further enlargement of the
Wh-extended fusion algebra. The dimension of this enlarged fusion algebra is 9pp’ —3p — 3p’ + 1, and a
pair of rectangular matrices is introduced to intertwine between the fundamental and enlarged bases.
These matrices can be chosen as a pair of mutual Moore-Penrose inverses (see [18], for example), one
of which is a sparse binary matrix.

As a means to study and describe how the many fusion algebras and fusion rings are interrelated,
we introduce and discuss commutative diagrams with morphisms between the various algebras and
rings. This provides, in particular, a convenient framework for representing the WW-fundamental fusion
algebra as a quotient of the fundamental fusion algebra in the Virasoro picture. Two additional quotient
constructions are examined. According to [19], the first of these plays an important role as the algebra
of the fusion matrices obtained from a Verlinde formula applied to the modular S matrix of the set of so-
called projective characters in the W-extended picture [13][15]. This algebra is also related to the fusion
algebra arising from lattice considerations when omitting the so-called disentangling procedure [15], as
we will discuss. The other example allows us to view the usual fusion algebra of the rational minimal
model M(p,p’) [20} 21] as a quotient of the fundamental fusion algebra of LM (p,p’) in the Virasoro
picture or as a quotient of the WW-fundamental fusion algebra of WLM(p,p’).

The layout of this paper is as follows. In Section Pl we review the logarithmic minimal model
LM (p,p’) and its fusion algebra [I1,13], and consider a particular ideal of the fundamental fusion algebra.
Their fusion-matrix realizations and the corresponding polynomial fusion rings are also discussed.
These are expressed in terms of Chebyshev polynomials reviewed in Appendix [A]l while Appendix
settles our conventions for quotient polynomial rings. Section [J summarizes some main results [15]
on WLM(p,p’) as obtained from lattice considerations, with an exhaustive list of the explicit fusion
rules deferred to Appendix The W-fundamental fusion algebras are introduced in Section @ The
complete set of supplementary fusion rules is posited and we present a conjecture for the embedding
diagrams and ensuing characters of the proposed representations. There are (p — 1)(p’ — 1) such
representations and they are all WW-reducible yet WW-indecomposable representations of rank 1. One of



these is the identity of the W-fundamental fusion algebra. Section [l is concluded with a description
of the fusion-matrix realizations and corresponding polynomial fusion rings of the empirically obtained
Wh-extended fusion algebras given in Appendix[Clas well as the (for p > 1) larger W-fundamental fusion
algebras. In Section Bl we introduce the enlarged system to facilitate the construction of explicit fusion
matrices. In Section[6l, we introduce the commutative diagrams with morphisms between fusion algebras
and fusion rings. We describe the W-fundamental fusion algebras as quotients of the fundamental
fusion algebras in the Virasoro picture. We also discuss the aforementioned quotient construction with
links to modular transformations and the disentangling procedure. Section [@ is concluded with the
discussion of the fusion algebras of the rational minimal models as quotients of the fusion algebras
of the logarithmic minimal models. Section [7] contains some concluding remarks. It also presents a
fusion-ring description of the fusion algebra of [22] and offers a proposal for W-extensions of this fusion
algebra and generalizations thereof.

Notation

For n,m € Z,
Lpm = ZN[n,m] (1.1)

denotes the set of integers from n to m, both included, while the set of non-negative integers is written
Np. Certain properties of integers modulo 2 are

_(—_1\n _ (_1\n+tm
& n-m = w’ n,mGZ (1‘2)

() = 9 2

where the dot product is seen to be associative. By a direct sum of representations A,, with unspecified
lower summation bound, we mean a direct sum in steps of 2 whose lower bound is given by the parity
¢(N) of the upper bound, that is,

N N
PHa. = & A, NeZ (1.3)
n n=¢(N), by 2
This direct sum vanishes for negative N. For ordinary sums of entities f,, we likewise introduce
N N
k= > fu NeZ (1.4)
n n=¢(N), by 2
Unless otherwise specified, we let
K, K € ZLQ, e ZLp, S € ZLP" CL,CL, € Zl,p—ly b, b e Zl,p’—ly o€ Z()7p_1, 5 S Zo7p/_1 (15)
and k, k’,n € N. T,,(z) and U, (x) are Chebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind, respectively,
see Appendix [Al
2 Logarithmic minimal model LM(p,p’)

A logarithmic minimal model LM (p, p') is defined [I] for every coprime pair of positive integers p < p'.
The model LM (p,p’) has central charge

(2.1)



and conformal weights

A - =)= (0 —p)’

o , r,s € N (2.2)

The fundamental fusion algebra [2] [3]
b a,b
(2:1),(1,2)), , = ((a,0), Pk, ), (a,0'k), (k, ), Rip o R Ry

of the logarithmic minimal model LM (p,p’) is generated by the two fundamental Kac representations
(2,1) and (1,2) and contains a countably infinite number of inequivalent, indecomposable representa-
tions of rank 1, 2 or 3. The set of these representations is given by

Yoy (2.3)

Fund __ 0,0 0,0 0,0 a,0 0,b a,b
jP,P' - {Ra b’ Rpk b Ra,p’k’ Rpk,p” Rpk,s’ Rr,p’k’ Rpk,p’} (2'4)

where we have introduced the convenient notation
RS:S = (r,s), r,s €N (2.5)

Their rudimentary properties are summarized in the following. To gain transparency when discussing
distinctions and relations to other fusion algebras, we sometimes use the alternative notation

Fund[EM(p,p)] = ((2,1),(L,2)) (2.6)
for the fundamental fusion algebra of LM (p,p’), see also the discussion in Section E2.T]
For r,s € N, the character of the Kac representation (r,s) is
1= C+A'r s 1

g2 rey
n(q) (1=a") = n(q

where the Dedekind eta function is given by

Xrs(q) = (q(rp’—sp)2/4pp’ _ q(rp’+sp)2/4pp’) (2.7)

~—

%H (1—q") (2.8)

Such a representation is of rank 1 and is irreducible if r € Z; , and s € p’'Nor if r € pN and s € Z; 5.
It is a reducible yet indecomposable representation if r € Zq,_1 and s € Z; ,y_1, while it is a fully
reducible representation if » € pN and s € p'N where

k4+k —1 k4+k —1
(kp, k'p) = (K'p,kp)) = B ury) = b e (2.9)
p,Rp) = D, RKp ) = p,p) = b,Jp .
j=|k—k/|+1, by 2 j=lk—Fk'|+1, by 2

These are the only Kac representations appearing in the fundamental fusion algebra (2.3]). The char-
acters of the reducible yet indecomposable Kac representations just mentioned can be written as sums
of two irreducible Virasoro characters

Xa,b(Q) = Cha,b(Q) + Ch2p—a,b(Q) = Cha,b(Q) + Cha,2p’—b(Q) (2'10)

In general, the irreducible Virasoro characters read [23]

Chatk-1)pp(0) = Kopp (ate-1)p)p -ty 0) = Kopp' (@t (k- 1)p)p/+bpik (9)
1 /
hotrpp(q) = _(q((’f Dp+a)’p'/4p _ o((k+1)p—a)’p /4p)
n(q)
1
chips(q) = n—q)( (kp —s)2p/ap’ _ q(kp +5)2 p/4p) (2.11)



where K, ,.1(q) is defined as

Knvinlg) = ——~ Y qW=im/2n (2.12)
JEZNZ1 -1

The representations denoted by RZJ’DO s and Rg’zp, are indecomposable representations of rank 2,

while Rzgj’p, = Z:Zp’ is an indecomposable representation of rank 3. Their characters read
XIRED @) = (1= 0k1653) chipa,s(q) + 2hipra,6(q) + chippayp—a,s(@)
X[RY(@) = (1= 6ra8rp)chry—1(a) + 2chrsy () + chy i 2y-5(0)
X[Rz;ipf](Q) = (1= 6k,1)ch_1yp—ap(q) + 2chu_1ypran(q) + 2(1 — Ok1) chip—ap—s(q)
+ dchyptap—(q) + (2 = Ok,1) s 1)p—ab(@) + 260k 1)p1ab(0)
+ 2¢h (44 2)p—a,p'—5(q0) + D (r3)p—ap(q) (2.13)

Indecomposable representations of rank 3 appear for p > 1 only. A decomposition similar to (2Z.9)) also
applies to the higher-rank decomposable representations Rz‘l’f Jrp BS We have

E+k'—1 k+k'—1
Rzlfk'lf - Rg’ﬁkp’ - EB R?I;i?/ - EB R?:jp’ (2'14)
j=|k—Kk'|+1, by 2 j=|k—k'|+1, by 2

The fusion rules governing the fundamental fusion algebra (2.3]) are discussed in [2, [3]. Here, we
merely note that fusion in the fundamental fusion algebra decomposes into ‘horizontal’ and ‘vertical’
components

a7/6 J— a70 076 — a70 07/6
Rp,k:n’ - tpil ®R1,k:n’ - Rkp,l ®R1,p’ (2.15)
The Kac representation (1,1) is the identity of the fundamental fusion algebra. For p > 1, this is a
reducible yet indecomposable representation, while for p = 1, it is an irreducible representation.

2.1 Outer fusion algebra

Following the detailed description of the underlying fusion rules in [3], many fusion subalgebras of the
fundamental fusion algebra (2.3)) are readily identified. One of these is generated by all Rf{’sﬁ € ij;,nd
but the (p —1)(p’ — 1) reducible yet indecomposable Kac representations (a, ). Since this correspohds
to leaving out or omitting the bottom-left corner of the infinitely-extended Kac table, we will refer to
this fusion subalgebra as the outer fusion algebra. We denote it by

Out[LM(p,p")] = ((pk,b),(a,p'k), (Pk, D), RZ}SS, Roﬁk Rg}f, p/>p,p, (2.16)
and introduce
Ou Fund 0,0 0,0 0,0 a,0 0,b a,b
jp,p,t = g \ {(a,b)} = {Rpkvb,Ra’p,k,Rpm,,Rpkvs,Rw,k,Rpk’p,} (2.17)

as the set of its generators. The decomposition jplj\;,nd = jp(?;t U{(a,b)} is thus a disjoint union. This
outer fusion algebra is not discussed elsewhere in the literature. The main reason for doing it here
is that its relationship with the fundamental fusion algebra provides a scenario whose W-extended
analogue plays an important role, as we will see.



It is noted that the identity (1,1) of the fundamental fusion algebra is among the representations
not partaking in the outer fusion algebra for p > 1. For p > 1, the outer fusion algebra has no identity
element. For p =1, on the other hand, the subtracted set in (2.I7)) is empty implying that

Out[LM(1,p")] = Fund[LM(1,p")] (2.18)

It is also observed that the outer fusion algebra is an (non-negative integer) ideal of the fundamental
fusion algebra in the sense that, for all A € J;E}“d and B € Jpoﬁt,

A® B € Spany, (jp?p‘}t) (2.19)

as a fusion multiplication in Fund[£LM (p, p)].

2.2 Fusion matrices and fusion rings

The fusion algebra, see [21] for example,

¢ @ = PN b, ijeJ (2:20)
keJ

of a rational conformal field theory is finite and can be represented by a commutative matrix algebra
(N;; i € J) where the entries of the |J| x |J| matrix N; are

(N);* = Nt i, keJ (2.21)

and where the fusion multiplication ® has been replaced by ordinary matrix multiplication. In [5],
Gepner found that every such algebra is isomorphic to a ring of polynomials in a finite set of variables
modulo an ideal defined as the vanishing conditions of a finite set of polynomials in these variables. He
also conjectured that this ideal of constraints corresponds to the local extrema of a potential, see [25]
for further elaborations on this conjecture.

Since the fundamental fusion algebra of the logarithmic minimal model LM (p,p’) has infinitely
many elements, the associated fusion matrices are infinite-dimensional. The corresponding conformal
field theory is irrational (in this case logarithmic [1]) and the results of Gepner [5] do not necessarily
apply. Nevertheless, one of the main results of [4], Proposition 22 below, shows that a (quotient)
polynomial fusion ring can be identified after all. It is based on a matrix realization of the fundamental
fusion algebra where the fusion matrices corresponding to the various representations appearing in (2.3])
are denoted by NR?f‘ The commuting fusion matrices associated to the fundamental representations

(2,1) and (1,2) are denoted also by X = Ny and Y = N(y ), where it is recalled that R?;g =
(r,s). Since we are considering a countably infinite number of representations, X and Y are infinite-
dimensional. According to the following proposition from [4], every fusion matrix Na,5 can be written

in terms of Chebyshev polynomials (see Appendix[A]) in X and Y. First, we follow [4] and introduce
the polynomial

Pn,n’(xvy) = <Tn(g) _Tn’(%)>Un—l(§)Un’—l(%)

1 T Y T Y
= 5Vt ()Vw1() = Ut (5) Va1 (3)) (2.22)
where the second equality is a simple consequence of (A.11]).

Proposition 211 ([4]) Modulo the polynomial P, /(X,Y") defined in ([2:22]), the matrices

X X Y Y . -
Nigos (X, V) = (2= 00.0) Ta(5) Uit (5) (2= 05.0) T (5) U1 () R e gipd (2.23)
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constitute a fusion-matrix realization of the fundamental fusion algebra Fund[£M (p, p’)] with the fusion
multiplication ® and direct summation @ replaced by matrix multiplication and addition, respectively.

Proposition 2.2 ([4]) The fundamental fusion algebra is isomorphic to the polynomial ring generated
by X and Y modulo the ideal (P, ,(X,Y)), that is,

Fund[ﬁ./\/l(p,p’)] = C[va]/(Pp,p'(va)) (2.24)

The isomorphism reads
a X X Y Y o un.
Ry o (2- 5a70)Ta(§)Ui—1(§) (2- 55,0)T5(5)Uj_1(§), R € gyud (2.25)

It is noted that X and Y in Proposition 212 are formal entities and hence need not be identified
with the fusion matrices X and Y of Proposition 2l1. A similar comment applies in the following as
well when discussing other fusion-matrix realizations and their associated polynomial fusion rings.

Due to the fusion property (2.I9]), propositions analogous to the ones above apply to the outer
fusion algebra as well. We stress, though, that the fundamental representations (2,1) and (1,2) do
not belong to jp(?;t for p,p’ > 2, respectively. In these cases, a natural matrix realization of the
outer fusion algebra is described in a basis different from any of the ones used in Proposition 21 since

jOut L7Fur1d

s
Proposition2.3 Let {Ng; R € Jpﬁg?d} be a fusion-matrix realization of the fundamental fusion alge-
bra Fund[£LM (p,p’)] in some basis, that is, some ordering of the elements of Tp» Fund - For every R € A Ou,t

the matrix Ng is constructed from the fusion matrix Nz € {Ng; R € J, Out} C{Ng; Re J F‘md} by
deleting the rows and columns corresponding to the (p — 1)(p’ — 1) Kac representatlons (a,b). The set
{Nr; Re J O‘}t} constitutes a fusion-matrix realization of the outer fusion algebra Out[LM(p,p’)].

Proof This follows from the fact that the elements of the subset 7 O;t c gk an generate the fusion al-
gebra Out[£LM(p,p’)] which is (an ideal and hence) a subalgebra of the fuswn algebra Fund[LM((p, p')].
O

Proposition 214  For the set of labels («, §;1, j) characterizing the elements RO"B J O‘}t, the ele-

ments of the set {(2 — (506,0)T ()2()UZ 1( ) (2 08,0 )Tg( )U] 1( 3 )} generate an 1deal of the quotient
polynomial ring C[X,Y]/(P,,/(X,Y)). The outer fusion algebra Out[LM p,p’)] is isomorphic to this
ideal.

Proof The elements of the proposed ideal are here indicated by their lifts to the ambient quo-
tient polynomial ring C[X,Y]/(P,(X,Y)). Continuing this practice and recalling the fusion property
(219)), the proposition follows from Proposition 2. In short, the elements of j Out generate an ideal
with respect to the fusion multiplication of Fund[£M (p,p)]. Since this fusion algebra is isomorphic to

a quotient polynomial ring, the isomorphic image of jpop‘}t in the ring must form an ideal of the ring

itself. The fusion algebra generated by jpop‘}t is thus isomorphic to this ideal.
O

We emphasize that, for p,p’ > 2 respectively, the two generators X and Y will not themselves be
part of the quotient polynomial fusion ring of the outer fusion algebra Out[LM(p,p’)]. The gen-
erators are merely ‘borrowed’ from the similar description of the bigger fundamental fusion algebra
Fund[£M(p,p’)] and thus only act as building blocks.



3 We-extended logarithmic minimal models

In this section, we summarize some of our findings [15] on WLM(p,p’) as obtained from lattice con-
siderations. We will extend these results in Section ] where we introduce a fundamental extension of
the fusion algebra obtained empirically in [15].

3.1 Representation content
There are 2p + 2p’ — 2 W-indecomposable rank-1 representations

{(/ﬁp, Sy, (7 H,p/)w} subject to  (p, kp" )y = (kp, D)y (3.1)

where (p,p’),, is listed twice, 4pp’ — 2p — 2p’ W-indecomposable rank-2 representations

a 0,b
{(RK’]?,S)V\N (R'r’fgp’)W} (32)
and 2(p — 1)(p/ — 1) W-indecomposable rank-3 representations
a,b . a,b _ a,b a,b _ a,b
{(Rf{p,ﬁ’p’)W} subject to (R )w = (Ry, ,)w  and  (Ry)o)w = (R0 )w (3.3)

The total number of W-indecomposable representations obtained from the lattice is thus 6pp’ —2p—2p/.
Compactly, the various W-indecomposable representations satisfy

(R?:;BR’)p’p/)W = (R;:I’)éﬁlp/)w = (RZ:(BR-K;/)I)/)W (3.4)
and it is convenient to mimic (2.5) by
(REDw = (r 8w, r.s €N (3.5)

In terms of Virasoro-indecomposable representations, the WW-indecomposable rank-1 representa-
tions decompose as

(p,shw = EPEE—2+4K)(2k—2+rK)p,5),  (rrp)yw = ERk—2+k)(r, (2k -2+ K)D) (3.6)
keN keN

where the two expressions for (p,p’),,, agree and where the identity (p,2p’),, = (2p,p’),) is verified
explicitly. Similarly, the W-indecomposable rank-2 representations decompose as

a,0 o a,0 0,b o 0,b
(RZ0)yy = ;9(21»7—%/4)72(%_2%)%5, (R = ?(2%-2%)@(%_2%)# (3.7)
eN eN

while the W-indecomposable rank-3 representations decompose as

a,b o a,b _ a,b
(Rnp,p’)W - @Qk -2+ K>Rp,(2k—2+n)p’ - @Qk -2+ ”)R(2k—2+n)p,p’ (3:8)
keN keN

3.2 Wh-irreducible characters

It is recalled that Virasoro-irreducible characters are denoted by ch, ,(q) where p,o € N as we reserve
the notation X, ,(q) for the characters of the (in general reducible) Kac representations (p,o). Only
if the Kac representation happens to be Virasoro-irreducible, cf. the discussion following (2.8]), do we
use both notations. In the W-extended picture, on the other hand, we will denote the character of a
W-irreducible representation of conformal weight A, , simply by X, +(q).



It is believed [15] that the 2(p 4+ p’ — 1) W-indecomposable representations ([B.1) are in fact W-
irreducible, and that there are an additional %(p — 1)(p’ — 1) W-irreducible rank-1 representations
appearing as subfactors of the YW-indecomposable rank-2 and -3 representations. This brings the total
number of W-irreducible characters to

1
Nin(pp') = 2pp"+ 50 = 1" = 1) (3.9)
The characters of the W-irreducible representations (3.1]) are
A 1 / /
Xﬁp,s(Q) = Z(Qk — 2+ H)Ch(Zk—2+n)p,s(q) - Z(Qk — 24+ H)q((2k—2+l-€)p —5)2p/4p
keN n(a) kEZ
. 1 otk )2
Xrrp (@) = Z(zk ) H)Chr,(Zk;—Q—i-/i)p’(q) = ﬂ Z(% -2+ H)q((Qk 2+r)p—r)2p’ /4p (3.10)
keN N yez

while %(p —1)(p' — 1) of the additional W-irreducible representations simply correspond to Virasoro-
irreducible representations and have characters given by

Z g\’ —bp+2kpp')? [App’ (ap’+bp+2’fpp')2/41”1”'> (3.11)
keZ

)Za7 q - >A< —a, /— q = Cha7 q =
b( ) p—a,p b( ) b( ) 77(‘]

The remaining 2(p — 1)(p’ — 1) W-irreducible representations have characters
Xeptap(q) = Z(% =2+ K)chop—2+4x)pta,p(q)
kEN
_ Z k(k — 1+ ) ( (ap’ —bp+(2k—24r)pp')2 /4pp’ q(ap’+bp+(2k—2+n)pp’)2/4pp’> (3.12)
kGZ
satisfying
Xiptap/—b(@) = Xp—anp+5(a) (3.13)

The characters of the higher-rank W-indecomposable representations can then be expressed in terms
of W-irreducible characters

[(Rzpq Jw ](q) = Ok (1 - 5s,p’)Xp—a7s(Q) + 292(4—n)p—a,s(Q) + 2>an+a,s(Q)
X [(RS,Zp/)W] (@) = 0r1(1=6rp) Xpp—6(a) + 2X; (4—r)p—6(0) + 2X7pr46(q)
X[(Rey Wl (@) = 2601%a(4) + 2602Xp-0.0() + 4Xoptapr—5(a)
+  Xpptrp—ap(q) + 42(3—n)p+a,b(q) + 4>2a,(3—n)p’+b(Q) (3.14)

3.3 Fusion algebra

We denote the fusion multiplication in the W-extended picture by & and reserve the symbol ® for
the fusion multiplication in the Virasoro picture. The fusion rules underlying the fusion algebra in the
Wh-extended picture WLM(p,p’) are summarized in Appendix[Cl Here, we denote this fusion algebra
by

Kp,p

OwtWLM(p,p)] = (5P, D)y (@ 50 vy, (50, 8 Dy (Riprs s (R s (R dw)y (3:15)

foreshadowing the existence of its extension Fund[WLM (p,p')] to be discussed in Section @l This
pairing of the two W-extended (‘outer’ and ‘fundamental’) fusion algebras is of course reminiscent of
the analogous situation in the Virasoro picture. We also introduce

u 0 0 0,0 a 0,b a,b
jpop ‘ = { fip b W’ a np’)W7 (R;gpm ) (ang), ) (Rr,np’)w’ (Rlip,p’)W} (316)

9



as the set of generators of (3.15)). Its cardinality is
(TypIwl = 6pp’ —2p — 20/ (3.17)

The fusion algebra ([B15]) is both associative and commutative, while there is no identity for p > 1. For
p = 1, the W-irreducible representation (1,1),,, is the identity.

4 Fundamental fusion algebra of WLM(p,p')

Considering the similarity between Out[LM (p, p)] and Out|WLM (p,p’)], we here propose a particular
and in some sense canonical extension of the W-extended algebra as the analogue of the fundamental
fusion algebra Fund[LM(p,p’)] in the Virasoro picture. We will refer to this extension as the W-
fundamental fusion algebra and denote it by Fund[WLM (p,p’)]. It is the topic of the present section.

We emphasize, that Yang-Baxter integrable boundary conditions corresponding to the new W-
representations are yet to be constructed. For now, we can therefore only claim that the proposed
extension is algebraic in nature.

4.1 Representation content of fundamental extension

We extend the set of generators of the outer fusion algebra (3.15]) by introducing

un. s s s s a, ,b a,b
(ij:p’ d)W = {(R272)W7 (Rglgb)w7 (R272p’)w7 (Rgiz?’p’)l/\h (RHIE),S)W7 (RS,/@p’)W7 (R,Lgp7p’)W} (41)

where
(To' D = {(@, 0w} U (T (4.2)

is a disjoint union. The cardinality of (ij;Pd)W is thus

(T Dwl = (=D = 1)+ (T Iwl = Top' = 3p—3p' +1 (4.3)

As we will argue below, one can extend the domain of the fusion multiplication ® from (jp(?;t)w to
(ij;Pd)W, thereby obtaining the fusion algebra

0,b b
Fund[Wﬁ./\/l(p,p/)] = <(av b)w: (kp; D), (a, ’{p/)Wv (ﬁp’p/)Wv (Rﬁ}gs)w, (Rr,np’)w’ (R2p7p’)w>p,p’
(4.4)
Furthermore, we will demonstrate that this fusion algebra is generated from repeated fusions of the
two ‘fundamental’ representations (2,1),,, and (1,2),,, (strictly speaking, in addition to the identity
(1,1),,, cf. the discussion in Section E.2.T))

Fund[WﬁM(p,p’)] = <(17 1)W7 (27 1)W7 (17 2)W> (4'5)

,p’

much akin to the situation in the Virasoro picture (2.6). In hindsight, this is of course the reason we
refer to ([A4)) as the fundamental fusion algebra of WLM(p,p’). We also note that the extension (4.2])
is trivial for p = 1 since the set {(a,b),, } is empty in this case. This implies that

FundWLM(1,p")] = OutWLM(1,p')] (4.6)

again reminiscent of the Virasoro picture (2.18)).
The embedding patterns, conformal dimensions and characters of the new WW-representations
{(a,b),)} are discussed in the following.
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4.1.1 Embedding patterns and characters

Just as the reducible yet indecomposable Kac representation (a,b) has conformal Weight Aa p and ap-

pears as a subrepresentation of the indecomposable rank-2 representations RZ “0 and R, ’p -t 1241 3], we
find it natural to expect that the new JW-representation (a, b),,, has conformal weight Aa p and appears
as a subrepresentation of the W-indecomposable rank-2 representations (RZ B O)W and (Rg’gl b)W

(and hence of the indecomposable rank-3 representation (Rp P ,_b)

patterns in [I5]). Also, the embedding patterns of (Rp aO)W and (R ’g, b)W are believed [I5] to be

w» cf. the discussion of embedding

A210—i—a bJw a ,2p’ +b

N , / .

(RS ) (Dapap)yy (Agp-aphyy  (ReD ™)t (Aaap )y (Aa2p—b)wy

\\ma,b)yf/ \\ma,b)yf/

(A2p+a,b)w (Aa,2p’+b)w (47)

where the horizontal arrows indicate the non-diagonal action of the Virasoro mode Lo, while (A),,, is
a shorthand for the W-irreducible representation of conformal weight A. Since

A2p—a,b = Aa,2p’—b7 A2;1)—1—(1,%) 7é Aa,2p’—|—b (48)

we are thus led to conjecture that the embedding pattern of (a,b),,, is given by

(A2p—a,b)w (Aa,2p’—b)w

(a,b)yy : \ = \

(Aa,b)w (Aa,b)w (4'9)

implying that (a,b),,, is a W-reducible yet W-indecomposable representation of rank 1. Its conformal
dimension is indeed

Al(a,b)w] = Agp (4.10)
while the associated character reads
X|(a, b)W](q) = Xab b(q) + X2p—a b(q) = Xa b( )+ Xa,2p’—b(Q)
— % Z ( (ap’ +bp+2kpp")? [4pp" _ q(ap’—bp+2kpp’)2/4pp’) (4.11)
ke

Combined with the result for p = 1 (3.10), the character of (1,1),,, in particular, is

X[(1L, D)wl(g) = Xa=o(q) + (1= 0p1)Xa—@p-1)pr—1)(9) (4.12)

This clearly resembles the decomposition of the character of the reducible yet indecomposable Kac
representation (1,1)

X[(1,D](g) = cha=o(q) + (1 = dp1)cha—(p—1)r-1)(9) (4.13)
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As we will see below, the representation (1,1),,, is the identity of the W-extended fundamental fusion
algebra. This is true for all WLM(p,p’). Tt is recalled in this regard, that the outer fusion algebra
Out[WLM(p,p')] only has an identity for p = 1.

We stress that the details of the conjectured embedding pattern ([A.9) and the ensuing character
expression ({LII]) have no direct bearing on the fusion rules to be discussed below. That is, the
algebraically motivated fusion algebra Fund)WWLM (p,p’)] remains well defined even if the conjecture
turns out to be false.

4.2 Supplementary fusion rules

We are faced with the task of devising rules for (a,b),, (Ra B)W, for all (R} ’6)W € (Jﬂmd)w,
compatible with the known fusion rules of Out[WLM(p,p’)]. In partlcular the complete set of fusion
rules of FundWLM (p,p’)] must yield a commutative and associative fusion algebra. We also require
that fusion in Fund(WLM(p,p’)] separates into horizontal and vertical components where for every
(R € (TFu0d),, there exist (R{1)y, € (T7urd),, and (RY)),, € (FFu0d),,, such that

Z?]

(R = R & (RY (4.14)

This extends the similar separation of fusion in Out[WLM (p,p")] [11} 14, 15]. Furthermore, since
we wish to consider FundWLM(p,p')] as an extension of OutWLM(p,p’)], our proposal for the
former should have the latter as an algebraic ideal with respect to the fusion multiplication &. As
we will see below, this is indeed the case. A detailed discussion of how the resulting fusion algebra
FundWLM(p,p’)] can be viewed as a quotient of the fundamental fusion algebra Fund[LM (p,p')] is
given as Proposition [6l1 in Section

Now, our proposal for the fusion rules of Fund))WWLM(p,p’)] is obtained by supplementing the
fusion rules of Out[WLM(p, P /)], determined in [I5] and listed in Appendix [C] with fusion rules for
(a,b)yy, @ (a',V'))y, and (a, b)y,, (Raﬁ) for all (R?]B)W € (jp(?l;}t)w. These are given in (£.23]) through

iJ
(4.26]) and are motivated as follows. Implementing the separation property ([4.14]), we consider the first

type of fusion in (C.I))

p—1 p'—|p'—b-b|-1
~ ,0 ~ .
(kD D)y & (K'p, W)y = @{ D R, Iw® L
a  j=|b—b/|+1, by 2
b+b' —p'—1

@ @ (k-K' p1 ®(R?:£’)W}

p—1 ’—\p —b-b'|-1 b+b' —p'—1
- {BRY e B tiwe @D Ripw}as)
o Jj=|b—b'|+1, by 2 B
Since
(K,p, S)W ® (’{/pv s/)W = {(’{pv 1)W ® (K’/p7 1)W} ® {(17 S)W ® (17 S/)W}
p—1
= { BRI} {1 W E (15w} (4.16)

a naive application of (£.14]) yields

p'—|p'—b—b'|—1 b+b'—p'—1 o
LOwe L)y = P Liwe @ RY)w (4.17)
Jj=|b=b'|+1, by 2 B
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We likewise find

p—|p—a—d’|-1 a+a’—p—1
N 3 0
(a, Dy ® (CL/, 1)W = @ (4, 1)W & @ (R;l,l Jw (4.18)
i=|la—a’|+1, by 2 e
Similarly using (C.2), we consider
p'—p'—b-b'|-1 b—b'—1
0,b/ 0 )
(Hp7b)W®(Rr/ip)W = @{ @ (Rzpl)w® 1/§p @ @ lipl (ngp)w
a  B=|b—b|+1, by 2
b+b'—p'—1
75
@ EB np, (Rl (2 Hl)p/)w}
r—1 ’—|p —b—b'|-1
70 5 07
= { @(Rng)W} ® { @ (Rl,g’p’)w
a B=|b—b'|+1, by 2
b—b'—1 b+b' —
o @@ 2R, )y o EB W ) (4.19)
B
From the separation,
0, b 0, b
we thus deduce that
a—1
A ’0
(a, D)y @ (kp, 1)y = @(R(f:p,l)w
«
p'—=|p'=b=¥'|-1 b—b'—1 b—l—b’—p -1
0,b/ 0, 0, 0,
(L& (RY Dy = P R Iwe @ (RY2 Iw @ (RY (o (4:21)
B=[b—b/|+1, by 2
We likewise find
b—1
~ 0,
Loy (L,kp )y = @(Rl,ip’)w
B
p—|p—a—a'|-1 a—a’'—1 a+a’—p—1
0
(CL 1) (,R’Zp,l)w = @ npl w © @ np, @ (2;.;p1 W (422)

a=l|a—a’|+1, by 2

The horizontal and vertical fusion rules are merged by yet another application of (4I4]). In

conclusion, we posit the supplementary fusion rules

p—|p—a—d’|-1 p'—|p'—b—b"|—1 at+a’ —p—1 p'—|p’—b=-b'|-1

YY)
@ihwéetw = @ { D Gimje @ { B
i=la—ad’|+1,by 2 j=|b—b'|+1, by 2 j:|b—b’|+1,by2

b+t —p'—1  p—|p—a—d/|-1 ata' —p—1 b+b'—

Rg,’](-])w }

® @ { D R } @ { @ ,W} (4.23)

i=|a—a’|+1, by 2
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and

a—1 p'—|p'=b=¥|-1 b+b —p'—1
(a,b)yy @ (kp, b))y = EB{ EB (Rﬁp])w@ EB (Rg}fp/)w}
« j=[b—b'|4+1, by 2 B
p—|p—a—d/|-1 a+a’ —p—1
5 07 b
(a, D) & (a5 )y = EB{ B ®Riwe B ®Riw)
B i=la—ad’|+1, by 2 @
a—1 b—1
(@b & (o) = ED{ BRI} (4.24)
o B
and
p—|p—a—d/|-1 p'—|p'—b—s|—1 b+s—p'—
woms @ = @D LD ®mwe @ @)
a=la—a’|+1,by 2 j=|b—s|+1, by 2 B
a—a'—1 p'—|p'—b—s|—1 b+s—p'—1
b EB { EB 2(R;; np,] w & EB 2(R f-cp,p }
o j=|b—s|+1, by 2 B
a+a’'—p—1 p'—|p'—b—s|-1 b+s—p'—1
a,0 a,p
> @ { D My we D ARE.w)
o j=|b—s|+1, by 2 B
p'=[p'=b=bt'[-1 p—lp—a—r|-1 a+r—p—1
A 0. 0, ,
(CL?b)W@(Rr,np’)W = @ { @ (Rivgpl)w@ @ (R;:pr/)w}
B=|b=b/|+1,by 2 i=|a—r|+1, by 2 a
b—b'—1 p—|p—a—r|—1 a+r—p—1
076 76
2@ { D wowe D ARG}
B i=la—r|+1, by 2 e?
b+b'—p'—1  p—|p—a—r|—-1 atr—p—1
076 a’ﬁ
> @ { D mbymwe @ ARG, wj6)
B8 i=|a—r|+1, by 2 a
and finally

p—|lp—a—d|-1  p'—|p'—b=V|-1

@owd®Rimw = @ { D Riw)

a=la—a’|+1,by 2 B=|b—V|+1, by 2

b—b'—1  p—lp—a—a|-1 a—a’'—1  p'—|p'—b=V|-1
e@{ @& wiwje D{ D RG]
B a=la—a’|+1, by 2 o B=|b—b'|+1, by 2
a—a'—1 b—b'—1 a+a —p—1 b+b —p'—1
e D { @ ”ywfe EB{EB‘*W}
a B 3
ata’'—p—1  p'—|p'—b=b'|-1 b—b —1

© @ { @ (R2ﬁpp 69@ }

B=|b—b/|+1, by 2
b+b'—p'—1  p—|p—a—a’|—1 a—a'—1

© @ { @ (R(2ﬁpp D @ 2Iipp W} (4.26)

B a=|a—a’|+1, by 2

14



4.2.1 W-fundamental representations

Using the complete set of fusion rules underlying Fund[WLM(p,p’)], it is not hard to see that this
W-extended fundamental fusion algebra is built from repeated fusions of the two W-indecomposable
representations (2,1),,, and (1,2),,,. We thus have (4.5) and naturally refer to (2,1),, and (1,2),, as
W-fundamental representations.

Strictly speaking, though, for p > 1, we are implicitly assuming that the identity (1,1),,, say,
is also a generator of the fusion algebra. From the fusion (1,2),, ®(1,2),, = (1,1),, @ (1,3),,,, we
can otherwise not identify (1,1),, and (1,3),), as separate representations. A similar and likewise
implicit assumption is made when writing ((2,1), (1,2)),, for the fundamental fusion algebra in the
Virasoro picture (2.3]). In that case, on the other hand, lattice considerations allow us to disentangle
the fusion (1,2) ® (1,2) = (1,1) ® (1,3). At present, the W-indecomposable representations {(a,b),, }
are introduced algebraically only, so there is no disentangling procedure to rely on. In any case,
((2,1)), (1,2))))pp is merely a suggestive (but in the sense just described, also a bit misleading)
shorthand for FundWLM (p,p")] = ((1,1)y, (2, 1)y, (1,2)10))ppr (EAD.

We note that (1,2),, € (T2u"),,, iff p' = 2, while (2,1),,, € (24", iff p = 1,2, and now list all
fusions involving these WW-fundamental representations. For p = 1, we have

(2, 1)W®(H Shw = (2-5,8)y
2 Dw® (R )y = (R, I (4.27)
while for p > 1, we have
2,1y @ (a,b)yy = (1=0841)(a—1,b)yy @ (a+1,b)y
2, D ® (5p,shy = (RigIw
2,y @ (a, 60" )yy = (1=08a1)(a—1,6p")yy @ (a+ 1,60 )y
2. Dw® (R Iw = 25«11(%197 Jw @ 20ap-1((2- K)p, s)yy
( - )(,R’Zp}so (1 - 5a,p—1) (RZ;:[ O)W
2 Dw & RYLIw = ra(Ry i;paw ©0rp (R )
( 0r1) (1= 0rp) (RL) o dw @ (R )
(2 Dy & (R w = <R oW E 200 1 (R (o I
(1 50,1 ) (Ryy 5w @ (1= Gap1) (R ) (4.28)

(L,2)yy ® (a,b)yy = (1—6p1)(a,b—1)y & (a,b+ 1)y
(L,2)yy @ (5p,b)yy = (1= 0p1)(kp,b— 1)y, @ (kp,b+ 1)y
(LW (rmp hw = (RYu)w
(LW & R Iw = ds1(Ripa)w @ s (R )
S(1—051) (1= ds0) ((RZ;?S Dw @ (RZ}SSH)W)
(L2w & (RYy Dy = 205,11, 69 )y @ 20, —1(r, (2 £)p )y
&(1— 6 1)(7222;,,1)1/\/ o (1- 5bp/ 1)(7222;1)1/\)
(L,2)yy @ (RZ}?,,,/)W = 251),1(73@,; ) @ 2051 (R, (2 ) W
(1 = 00,1) (Riyy ow @ (L = 1) (R oy (4.29)
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for all p € N.

4.3 Fusion matrices and quotient polynomial fusion rings

For every n € N, we introduce the polynomial

Po(@) = Usno1(3) = 30n-1(5) = 2(Tea(35) —1)Una(5) = 2= 9UL(3) (4.30)

where the rewritings are due to (A.11l) and (A.I5). These polynomials play an important role in the
following description of Fund[WLM (p,p’)] in terms of fusion matrices and in the description of the
associated quotient polynomial fusion ring. The fusion matrix associated to (R),), € (J;};Pd)w is
denoted by N(R)w‘ For convenience of notation, we also introduce the fusion matrices X and Y by

X = (1+(571)N(271)W, Y = N(LQ)W (4.31)

The normalization of X is to ensure universality of notation.

Propositiond.1 Modulo the polynomials P,(X), Py(Y) and P, (X,Y") defined in ([@30) and (2:22)),
the matrices

X Y
Nap),, (X,Y) = a—1(5)Ub—1(5) (4.32)
and
1 X Y
Nispp),, (X,Y) = p np—l(E)Ub—l(E)
1 X Y
N(a,np’)W(va) = EUa—l(g)Uﬁp’—l(E)
1 X Y
N(np,p’)W(va) = E Hp—l(?)Up’—l(E) (4.33)
and
X
Nigsp,, (X,Y) = 2Ta(5)N(Rp7S)W(X,Y)
Y
N(RSIZPI)W(X’Y) = 2N(T7Hp,)W(X,Y)Tb(§)
X Y
N(Rzip,)w(X,Y) = 4Ta(5)N(,ip7p/)W(X,Y)Tb(g) (4.34)

constitute a fusion-matrix realization of the W-extended fundamental fusion algebra Fund[WLM (p, p')]
with the fusion multiplication ® and direct summation @ replaced by matrix multiplication and addi-
tion, respectively.

Proof First, we address how the separation property (4.I14)) is respected by the proposed fusion
matrices. In particular, every fusion matrix can indeed be factored as in the example

X\ /1 X Yo\, Y
Neget 1,0V = ATa(5) (LUt (3)0r-1(3)) Bo(5)
X Y
= (270 (5) Niap),, (X)) (2N, (X V)T (5) )
= Negooy, (XY)Nigos , (X.Y) (4.35)

16



In addition, the separation property implicitly assumes the existence of the fusion matrices

N(R:;fn’p’)w - N(Rzi)ol) N(R(l) f/p/)w
2~ 000, X X\ /2-030,., /Y Y
= (DU (F)) (T () Ve 1 (3)) (4.36)

Just as the identifications (34]) apply to certain representations, the corresponding fusion matrices are
equivalent to each other modulo the polynomials P,(X), Py(Y) and P, (X,Y)

= NRQ76 = N a,fB

( (N /@’)p p )W ( Np“%/p/)\/\} (RP,(K'N/)P,

. (4.37)

These congruences are trivial for kK = &’ = 1, while they are simple consequences of Uap_1 (%) Up—1 (%) =
Up_l( )ng/ 1( ) for k # Kk/. For k = k' = 2, they follow from

iU2p—l(§)U2p’—l(§) = %Tp(g)Up—l(g)UQPI_l(g) = §T (%)U%D 1(%)(]}),_1(%)
= i(U&D—l(%)+Up—1(§)>Up/—l(§) = p_l(g)Up/_l(g) (4.38)

where the second congruence is modulo P,(X). Completing the proof now amounts to establishing the
proposition for the horizontal (described by X) and vertical (described by Y') components separately.
Since the W-fundamental fusion algebra is generated from repeated fusions of (2,1),,, and (1,2),,,
every fusion can be realized in terms of multiple fusions of (2,1),,, and (1,2),,,. Aside from performing
linear combinations, every step in such a multiple fusion corresponds to a single fusion by (2,1),,, or
(1,2),,. Combined with the separation observations, and since p < p/, it thus suffices to verify the
fusions involving (2,1),,, in terms of the fusion matrices. When considering (a,1),,, or (RZ}?,l)Wv we
are implicitly assuming that a € Z ,—; and hence p > 1. We can therefore ignore the normalization in

(431)) in those cases. We now have

(2, 1)y ®(a, 1))y < XUa_l(g) = (1= 0641)Ua- Q(X)+U (X)
& (1=61)(a—1,1)), ®(a+1,1) (4.39)
and
(2, D @ (kp, 1)y 1—1—1(5 1X%Unp_1(§)
= (5 Ve (5)) + (=) 2T (5)Vr ()
& 012k Dy ® (1-0,1) (R w (4.40)

both in accordance with (£28]). The final fusion to examine is

(2, D & (R ) X%Ta(g)Unp—l(g) = %(Ta_l(g)+Ta+1(§))U,@p_1(§) (4.41)

For a 4+ 1 < p, this immediately yields

204,1(kp, Dy & (1= 0a1) (R 7)) @ (RS 10w (4.42)

17



while for a + 1 = p, we have

)+ T (5)) Ui (5

2

X
Ulip 1( )+5I€1U2p 1(
(

~—

) )+ buay (Vi (5) + Uy (3))
)Unp I(X) +5n 1U2p 1 ) +255,2Up—1(§)
& Gar(mp Dy @ (1= 8a1) (RE 1) @ 2((2 - K)p, Dy (4.43)

Kkp,1

Il
I
o
ishdis

Both of these results are in accordance with (4.28]).
O

It is noted that P,(X) and Py(Y) are the minimal polynomials of the fusion matrices X and Y,
respectively, while P, ,,(X,Y") governs the merge of the X and Y components. How this last observation
is related to the identities (3.4]) is detailed in the discussion of (437 and (438]). As an almost immediate
consequence of Proposition 4.1, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2 The W-extended fundamental fusion algebra Fund[WLM((p, p')] is isomorphic to
the polynomial ring generated by X and Y modulo the ideal (P,(X), Py (Y), P, #(X,Y)), that is,

<(1’1)W’(2’1)W’(1’2)W>p7p’ = (C[X’Y]/(PP(X)’PP'(Y)’PPJJ'(X’Y)) (4'44)

The isomorphism reads

(REDw & polgon (X,¥) = Vst (5)0ia(5)

Rigw ol (6¥) = 2200 ()00 (5) U ()

RYZw & boligas (XY) = Uaa(3)2222T5(5) U (5)

Refhw 0 polges | (4Y) = 22007, (T (5) (2= 830 s () U1 (3 )445)

4.4 Fusion matrices and fusion ring of Out[WLM (p, p')]

The fusion-matrix realization and its associated quotient polynomial ring of OutWLM(p,p’)] fol-
low from those of FundWLM(p,p’)] in very much the same way as the similar constructions for
Out[LM(p,p')] follow from those for Fund[LM(p,p’)], see Section Thus, the W-extended ana-
logues of Proposition 213 and Proposition 214 are here given as Proposition 413 and Proposition [414.
Their proofs are simple adaptations of the proofs of the two propositions of Section

Proposition 4.3 Let {N(R)W; (R € (ij;Pd)W} be a fusion-matrix realization of the W-extended
fundamental fusion algebra Fund[WLM (p,p’)] in some basis, that is, some ordering of the elements
(J, Fund)W For every (R)y,, € (jl%}t)w, the matrix N(g) = Is constructed from the fusion matrix

N(R € {N Wi Ry € (jout)w} - {N(R)W; (R)yy, € (jPIT;Pd)W} by deleting the rows and
columns correspondlng to the (p— 1)( —1) W-reducible yet W-indecomposable representations (a, b),,,
The set {N(r),; (R)w (jp?;t)w} constitutes a fusion-matrix realization of the W-extended outer

fusion algebra Out[WLM(p,p’)].
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Proposition @4  Corresponding to the elements (R?f )y € (JO8),,,, the polynomials
2— 5a, X X Y
Pol(RNp Dy (X,Y) = - OTQ(E)UHp—l(E)Ub_l(E)
X\2-90p0, ¥ Y
Polimgs, ), (YD = Vet (5) =50 () U (5)
2 - 504, X X Y Y
polges ) (X)) = = OTa(g)Unp_l(E)@ ~650)T5(5) Up-1(5) (4.46)

generate an ideal of the quotient polynomial ring C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py (Y), Py »(X,Y)). The W-extended
outer fusion algebra Out)WLM (p,p’)] is isomorphic to this ideal.

5 Enlarged system

According to Proposition [l 1, explicit expressions for X and Y of Fund[WLM (p,p’)] yield the explicit
form of all the fusion matrices by polynomial constructions. However, even with the fusion rules for the
W-fundamental representations (2,1),, and (1,2),, at hand, [£27)) through (@29), all natural choices
of ordering of the elements of (J;End)w seem to leave the matrix realization of X or Y rather messy.
We propose to partly circumnavigate this technical problem by enlarging the basis. Keeping in mind
that we are generally dealing with a triplet of interrelated entities (representations, fusion matrices and
ring elements), this corresponds to the fusion-matrix perspective of an enlarged system. We start by
describing this system from the representation viewpoint.

It is primarily the identities (8.4]) which present a stumbling-block when choosing a suitable basis
(ordering of the elements of (jplj;jf‘d)w) for the fusion-matrix realization of FundWLM (p,p’)]. Tt is
therefore natural to attempt to treat all of the involved entities as independent ‘representations’ in the
intermediate steps of evaluation. The set of these generalized representations is written

(Tohw = {(7%2’,2)1/\), (ﬁg},?b)w, (ﬁgig/pr)w, (ﬁgﬁ;/p/)w} (5.1)
and has cardinality
(Twl = (T wl+2pp = Bp—1)(3p' —1) = 9pp' —3p—3p' +1 (5.2)

We denote a generic element in (5.1]) by (7~€)W The ensuing enlarged fusion algebra Enl[WLM(p, p)]
of the elements of (jpEJ?,l)W is obtained by applying the separation property (4.14]) and the fusion rules
for the horizontal and vertical components, but without employing the identities (3.4]). This means
that the enlarged fusion algebra is isomorphic to the tensor product of the horizontal and vertical
subalgebras of the fundamental fusion algebra

Enl[W,C./\/l(p,p')] = <(17 1)W7 (27 1)W>p7p/ x <(17 1)W7 (17 2)W>p7p/ (53)

The horizontal fusion algebra, for example, is actually independent of p’ and could therefore be denoted
simply by ((1,1)y,(2,1),y)p- The fusion of two elements of (5.I]) is evaluated as in the formal example

R WERE I = (R @ (RE ) & ((R‘%% & (R w)
- ( D (R;?f,,’lo)w> & ( R )
ill7()éll //75//
. ~ ll BII
= D ®RuIw (5.4)
’l” ]// a// B//



where we have introduced ® as the fusion multiplication in Enl[WLM (p,p')].
From the polynomial-ring perspective, this enlargement corresponds to working with the tensor-
product structure

CIX, Y]/ (Pp(X), By (Y))

2
Y
a
>~
~
<0
>
N
X
/
Q
=
=
T
=
N
=
&

clearly reminiscent of (5.3)). This quotient polynomial ring indeed has
deg(Pp)deg(Py) = (3p—1)(3p' = 1) = (T )wl (5.6)

linearly independent generators, see Appendix [Bl and corresponds to a finite lift of the quotient poly-
nomial ring C[X,Y]/(Py(X),Py(Y), P, (X,Y)). The isomorphism between EnlWLM (p,p’)] and
CLX, Y]/(Py(X), Py (Y) reads

5 X Y

(Rg’,g)w AN pd(@f;)w(X’Y) = a—l(?)Ub—l(E)

~C|{, 2_5Ct, X X Y

(Righw & Polgas,, (X.Y) = —=28Ta(5)Uspm1 () Vs (3)

= X 2—(557 Y Y
(e & poligos ) (X)) = Vs (5) =52 T3(5) U1 (5)

~ 2 — X X\ 2-4dg Y Y
(Rliz’fl{’p’)w <~ pOl(,Iézl,fﬁlp,)W(X,Y) = - OTQ(E)UHp_l(?)TﬁOTﬁ(i)UH/p/_I(E)(5,7)

The fusion rules underlying the enlarged fusion algebra Enl[WLM(p,p’)] thus also follow from the
multiplication rules of C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py(Y)).

Every ordering of the set (5.I]) provides a basis in which we can realize the enlarged fusion algebra
Enl[WLM(p, p')] in terms of enlarged fusion matrices, here denoted by E R,y where (7~2)W € (jp]?;’l)w'
It follows that

where the fundamental, enlarged fusion matrices X and Y are given by

X = (1+6,0)E (5.9)

50,0 50,0
Ry 1w’ (Ri2)w

We stress that X and Y are formal entities in ring considerations such as (5.7)), while X and Y are
enlarged fusion matrices in (5.8) and (5.9)).

It is recalled that the identities (3.4]), on one hand, and the polynomial P, (X,Y’), on the
other, govern the merge of the horizontal and vertical components resulting in FundWLM (p,p’)]
and C[X,Y]/(Py(X), Py (Y), P, (X,Y)), respectively.

As a side remark, we note that the number of linearly independent generators of the quotient
polynomial ring C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py (Y')) given in (5.6) is exactly twice the dimension of the maximal
representation of the modular group discussed in [13].

5.1 Fusion matrices revisited

To utilize the enlarged basis when discussing the fusion-matrix realization of Fund[WLM (p,p’)], we
need to construct two rectangular matrices: in the language of the associated ring structures, one
lifts from C[X,Y]/(Py(X), Py (Y), P, (X,Y)) to C[X,Y]/(P,(X),Py(Y)); the other projects back
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down onto C[X,Y]/(Py(X),Py(Y), P, (X,Y)). That is, we wish to devise a pair of matrices R, L

intertwining between the matrix realizations N(g) =~ and E(ﬁ)w

Nw),, = LEgz R (5.10)

where (R)y,, € (jp?;l)w is a lift of (in the class of) (R),, € (jpl*j;}‘d)w. Before describing L and R, let
us introduce the projection p which maps (7@)W € (Jp}?ﬁl)w to (R)yy, € (ij’;}“d)W if (7~€)W is a lift of
(R),y, that is,

p(ROD) = p(Rehy) = (RoDw

p,p’ 2p,2p’ p,p’
5o, o 5o, _ a,B
p (R2p7p’) =7 (Rp72p’) - (R2p7p’)W
P(REDIw) = (RS Iws (R € (Tpphw AR )w}  (5.11)

The map p is an epimorphism (surjective homomorphism) from Enl[WLM(p, p')] to Fund[WLM (p,p’)]
since

P(RIWER)w) = p(R)w) @ p((R)w) (5.12)
We also introduce the involution v whose action on the elements in (Jp}?;;,l)w is given by
~a7ﬁ ~a7/6
’Y((Rﬁp,n’p’)W) = (R(2-n)p,(2-n’)p’ )W
MRw) = R, (R)w € (Tyghhw \ {(Res o} (5.13)

Selecting bases for the fusion-matrix realizations of FundWLM (p,p')] and EnlWLM p,p')],

corresponds to choosing among the many obvious bijections between (JPFEPd)W and Z1 7pp —3p—3p/+1 and

Enl
p,p’

of (j;;,nd)w and (ijj;j,l)W. Let A\, p, v € Z1 7pp/—3p—3p/+1 and N\, D€ 71, 9pp'—3p—3p'+1 such that p and

between ( )y and Zi gpp—3p—3p+1. These simply describe separate permutations of the elements

fi, for example, correspond to (R),,, € (ij’;,nd)W and a lift (R),,, € (Jp]?;,l)w thereof, respectively. We
can then express the fusion matrix N, in terms of the enlarged fusion matrix E5 as

Nt =Y <cuEmV +(1- cu)ij(ﬂ)”) (5.14)
75 p((v)=v
where ¢, is a free parameter for each row index p. Here, we have extended v and p, by composition
with the selected bijection above, to an involution on the set Z gp,/—3,—3,/+1 and to a projection from
71 9pp/—3p—3p'+1 0 2 7ppy—3p—3p+1. Without loss of generality, we choose fi < v(f). To write (5.14]) in
the matrix form (5.10), we introduce the |(jp1T;Pd)W| X |(jp]?;1)w|—matrix L with entries

1, if p(0) = p and v(v) =0
Lo ) if p(v) = p and () > v (5.15)
g 1—cy, if p(v7) = p and y(7) < '
0, otherwise
and the \(jpEEI)W\ X \(j;;?d)w\—matrix R with entries
1 if p(f) =
Jrm i p(u). v (5.16)
0, otherwise

The matrix R is a sparse binary matrix of full column rank. We stress that (5.10) is valid for every lift
A of X\ and recall that there is either one (if v(\) = A) or two (if v(A) # A) distinct lifts of A.
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5.1.1 Intertwining by pseudoinverses

There is a canonical choice for L, namely the one where ¢, = % for all p in (B.13]), that is,

A

; if p(7) = p and y(7) =
; if p(7) = p and y(7) #
, otherwise

L) = (5.17)

O = =
A

This matrix L has full row rank. The reason for singling out this matrix is explained by Proposition[Gl1
below. Before getting to this, we recall that for every n x m matrix A, there is a unique matrix Af
satisfying the four Penrose equations (see [18], for example)

AATA = A, ATAAT = AT, (AAN)* = AAT, (ATA)* = ATA (5.18)

where A* denotes the conjugate transpose of A. The matrix A' is called the Moore-Penrose inverse, or
pseudoinverse for short, of A. Clearly, A" is an m x n matrix, and if A is nonsingular, then AT = A~1.
It also follows readily that AAT and ATA are projection matrices. Furthermore, if A has full column
rank, then A*A is invertible and A" = (A*A)~'A* implying, in particular, that ATA = T.

Proposition Bl1  The |(L7plj}jfld)w| X |(jp}?;1)w|-matrix L, defined in (5.I7), is the Moore-Penrose

inverse of the |(L7p]?;1)w| X |(j;}j?d)w|—matrix R, defined in (5.16]), and is given in terms of R by
L = (RTR)™'RT (5.19)

Proof Since R is real and has full column rank, we have Rf = (RTR)™'RT. A straightforward
evaluation of this expression then verifies (5.19)).
O

That L is the Moore-Penrose inverse of R also follows immediately from the observations that
LR =1 (5.20)

where I is the (7Tpp’ — 3p — 3p’ + 1)-dimensional identity matrix, and that the entries of RL are given
by

Il
A

if = [ and (D)
if v =[ and v(7) #
if 7 # [ and ()
otherwise

A

(5.21)

i

O NI N=

This clearly yields a symmetric matrix, as required by one of the Penrose equations, since the idempo-
tency of 7 ensures that the condition (7)) = [ is equivalent to (1) = .
We can use (5.2I)) to determine the rank of RL, and we find

rank(RL) = rank(L) = rank(R) = \(jplj}ff‘d)w\ (5.22)

Since L has full row rank and R has full column rank, this implies that RL is written as a full-rank
factorization. The matrix RL also encapsulates rather explicitly the action of 7 since

(2RL—I)v = ~»(v) (5.23)

where v acts componentwise on the vector v and has been extended by linearity.
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5.2 Explicit fusion matrices

Recalling the sets {pol(R)W (X,Y); (R),y € (jplj;jpd)w}, defined in (4.45]), and {pol(ﬁ)w (X,Y); (7~€)W €
(jp%?,l)w}, defined in (5.7), we note that

[poly,, (X.Y): (R € (T} € {poligy (X.Y): (R)y € (FEhw}  (5.24)
and that
pol(ﬁ)W(X,Y) = poly((ﬁ)w)(X, Y), pol(ﬁ)W (X,)Y) = polp((ﬁ)w)(X, Y) (5.25)
modulo P, (X,Y’). We also observe that the fundamental fusion matrices X and Y are given by
X = LXR, Y =1LYR (5.26)

Lemma 512 For every (R),,, € (ijj;;,l) and modulo P, ,(LXR, LY R), we have
pol(ﬁ)W(LXR, LYR) = Lpol(ﬁ)W(X,l})R (5.27)
where L, R, X and Y are defined in (517), (5.16) and (5.9).

Proof We not only have

Ny#)y = LEw), B = Lpolg) (X Y)R (5.28)
but also
No#),) = POl ) (X:Y) = polyzy ((LXR,LYR) = polz) (LXR,LYR) (5.29)
modulo P, ,(LXR,LYR).
O

Due to the tensor-product structure of (5.3]), it is easier to construct the generalized fusion matrices X
and Y explicitly than the fusion matrices X and Y. The somewhat intricate combinatorics underlying
the construction of X and Y for general p, p’ will be discussed elsewhere. The fusion matrices N(R)w are
subsequently obtained in one of two straightforward ways: (i) by applying Proposition[d1 to X = LXL
and Y = LY R, or (ii) by sandwiching between L and R the result of applying (5.8) to X and Y directly.

The matrices X and Y can, of course, also be read off directly from the fusion rules in Section [£.2.1]

6 Fusion-algebra epimorphisms and quotient polynomial rings

We have already encountered an example of a commutative diagram like

@
A Q

A~ Q/=
¢
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with morphisms between fusion algebras and polynomial rings. Here, A is a fusion algebra, @ is a
(quotient polynomial) fusion ring, ¢ and ¢ are isomorphisms, v is an algebra epimorphism whose
kernel is the equivalence relation ~, while 7 is the projection whose kernel is the equivalence =.
Indeed, the epimorphism p, introduced in Section [5.1], defines the equivalence relation ~ on (jg;‘,l)w

by (R),, ~ (7~2’)W if p((?i)w) = p((7~€’)w). This corresponds to imposing the identities (3.4]) and
hence to quotienting the (quotient) polynomial ring C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py(Y')) by the ideal generated by
P, (X,Y). The projection 7 then maps the elements of C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py(Y)) to their respective
classes in C[X,Y]/(P,(X), Py (Y), P, (X,Y)).

The homomorphic property of ¢ in (G.I]) is required to ensure the intuitive notion of ‘compatibility’
of the two fusion algebras, while the surjectivity of ¢ merely reflects that we are dealing with a
partitioning into equivalence classes. If the right (lower) edge of a commutative diagram D; matches
the left (upper) edge of another commutative diagram Ds, the two diagrams can be concatenated
horizontally (vertically) by identifying the matching edges. The horizontal (vertical) maps extending
across a pair of identified vertical (horizontal) edges are obtained by simple compositions: 12 = @201
and ¢12 = ¢2 0 ¢1 (Y12 = Y2 071 and w2 = M2 0 7).

It is beyond the scope of the present work to examine general commutative diagrams of the form
(1)) related to logarithmic minimal models. We will not, for example, attempt to classify which
projections 7 arise from taking a quotient with respect to a set of polynomials {f1,..., f,} in the
elements of (), that is, where the equivalence relation = corresponds to algebraic congruence modulo
the polynomials fi,..., f,

T Q — Q/(fl,,fn) (6.2)

This section concerns the description of certain commutative diagrams only. Of particular interest to
us are the situations where both isomorphisms and either ¢ or m are known, in which case the a priori
unknown map follows from

Y = ¢ lomog, T = doop! (6.3)

We conclude this introduction by stating the existence of a ‘maximal lift’ of Proposition 212 and
Proposition @2 to
¢ (s1(2) x Sl(2))pp, — C[X,Y] (6.4)

whose details and dependence on the labels p and p’ will be discussed elsewhere in connection with
the combinatorics alluded to at the end of Section [Bl This gives rise to a partial ordering of the set
of pairs A, @ appearing in the commutative diagrams (6.1]). From lattice considerations, however, we
believe there exists an extension of the fundamental fusion algebra, called the “full fusion algebra” of
LM(p,p’) in [2, 3], not obtainable from the maximal lift by an algebra epimorphism. We conjecture
that more variables than X and Y are required in their fusion-ring descriptions, and hope to address
this again elsewhere.

6.1 Fund(WLM(p,p')] as a quotient of Fund[LM (p,p)]

As a consequence of Proposition 22 and Proposition @2, the W-extended fundamental fusion algebra
can be viewed as a ‘finitization’ or ‘finite version’ of the fundamental fusion algebra in the Virasoro
picture. The details of this allegory are the content of Proposition Bl1 below.

Proposition [6l1 Let ¢ be the isomorphism

¢ Fund[LM(p,p')] = C[X,Y]/(Ppp(X,Y)) (6.5)
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in Proposition 212, and let ¢ be the isomorphism
& FandWEM(p.p)] = CIX, Y1/ (Py(X), By(Y), By (X, V) (6.6)
in Proposition 2. With 7 being the projection
7o CLX Y]/ (B (X)) = (CIX, Y1/ (B (X,)) ) /(By(X), By (V) (6.7)
and ¢ the map from Fund[£M (p, p)] to Fund)VLM (p, p)] defined by

V(@) = @by, V(RE ) = @E-DREDw.  B(RY) = KRGy
¢(R7?’l,7(52k—1)p’) = (2]‘3—1)(723,’1?)1/\/, ¢(Rﬁ£€p,) = 2k(Rf’£),)W (6.8)

we have the commutative diagram

‘2
Fund[LM (p, p')] ClX, Y]/(Pp,p’(Xa Y))
P ™
Fund[WLM (p,p)] ClX, Y]/(PP(X)7 Py (Y), Py (X, Y))
¢ (6.9)

Proof Since the form of the lower-right corner is an immediate consequence of

<(C[X, Y]/ (P (X, Y))) [(Bp(X), Py(Y)) =~ C[X,Y]/(Py(X), By (Y), By (X,Y)) (6.10)
completing the proof amounts to demonstrating that the map ¢ in (6.8) is the algebra epimorphism
from Fund[LM (p,p’)] to FundWLM (p,p’)] satisfying (6.3)). We straightforwardly have

Y Y

s omop((@h) = o7 or(Uur (501 (3)) = ¢ (Uars (3)U1(3)) = (@b (611

in accordance with the first equality of (6.8]). Using Lemma [Al1, we also have

om0 (R 1) = 67 om((2 = ba0)Ta(3) Vo

¢ Lo 71'((2 — 5Q,O)Ta(§

= (2k—1)p ((2 — 5a0) T
= 2k = DRy
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and

o - X X Y Y
ol omop(RG) = ¢ om((2=000)Ta(F) Va1 (5) (2= 850) T5(F) Vs (3) )
X X Y Y
= ¢ on((2 = 00)Ta(5)RU2-1(F) (2= 350) T (5) Vs (3))
_ X X Y Y
= k¢! <(2 = 00,0)Ta () U2p-1(5) (2 - 56,0)TB(§)Us—1(§))
= 2k(Ryy)w (6.13)
in accordance with the second and third equalities of (6.8]). The remaining two equalities of (6.8]) follow
similarly.
O

6.2 A quotient of FundWLM (p, )]

In this section, we let A = FundWLM (p,p')], Q@ = C[X,Y]/(P,(X),Py(Y),P,y(X,Y)) and the
isomorphism ¢ in (6.I) be given as in Proposition [dl2. To each partitioning of (jp%,nd)w, there is an
equivalence relation on A and an associated set of equivalence classes. Many of these do not seem to be
of interest from a fusion-algebraic point of view, but some are. For simplicity, we here restrict ourselves
to situations where 7 in (6.1]) is the projection corresponding to a triplet of polynomials f1(X), f2(Y)

and f3(X,Y) which are divisors of P,(X), Py(Y) and P,/ (X,Y’), respectively,
AXNPX),  MIE(Y), (X Y)[Pp(X,Y) (6.14)
It then follows that

Q/(fi(X), oY), f5(X,Y)) ~ CIX,Y]/(fi(X), 2(Y), f5(X,Y)) (6.15)

and a natural objective would be to determine an admissible triplet ¢, A/~ and ¢ completing the
commutative diagram (6.I]). Such a triplet is in general not unique.

The example to be discussed here could be introduced without motivation. According to [19],
though, it does play an important role as the algebra of the fusion matrices obtained from a Verlinde
formula applied to the modular S matrix of the set of so-called projective characters in WLM (p, p') [13]
15]. This algebra is also related to the fusion algebra arising from lattice considerations when omitting
the so-called disentangling procedure [15], see Section below.

Here, we leave this motivation aside and simply introduce the (p + 1)(p’ + 1) generators

Hij, i€ ZLop, JE Loy (6.16)

subject to
Hij = Hp—ip—j (6.17)

This yields a set of %(p + 1)(p’ + 1) linearly independent generators of the algebra
<Hi7j>p,p’ (618)

whose multiplication is denoted by *. In due time, this is the algebra to be identified with A/~ in the
lower-left corner of the commutative diagram (6.1]). Two of the generators of (G.I8]) are special and are
also denoted by

I = Hoo = Hpy, C = Hpo = Hoyp (6.19)
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The associated multiplication rules are
IxHij = Hijy  COxHijg = Hpij = Hip— (6.20)

in particular,
CxC =1 (6.21)

and we recognize I as the identity of the H-algebra while C is seen to act as a conjugation operator.
The horizontal and vertical multiplication rules (of the p — 1 and p’ — 1 generators Hq and Hop,
respectively) are given by

Havo * Ha/70 = (1 + 6(170‘,)%'&_@/'70 + (1 + 6a+a’,p)Hp—|p—a—a’|,O
Hop* Hop = (14 0u)Ho ot + (1 + oy ) Hop— jpr—b-v| (6.22)

The two sectors are merged according to
Hio*Hoj; = Hij (6.23)

thus resulting in the multiplication rules (for the 1(p — 1)(p’ — 1) generators H, )

Ha,b * %a’,b’ = (1 + 5a,a’) (1 + 5b,b’)%|a—a’\,\b—b’| + (1 + 5a+a’,p) (1 + 5b+b’,p’),Hp—|p—a—a’|,p’—|p’—b—b’|
+ (1 + 5%@’) (1 + 5b+b’7p’)H\a—a’lm’—lp’—b—b’l + (1 + 5a+a’m) (1 + 56,6’)%p—|p—a—a’\,\b—b’l
(6.24)

It follows that this H-algebra is generated from repeated multiplications of the two fundamental gen-
erators Hi o and Hp 1 in addition to I or equivalently C'

<H7'7] >P,p’ - <I, Hl,O) H071>p,p’ = <07 Hl,()) H0’1>p,p’ (625)
Turning to the ring side of affairs, we introduce the polynomials
1
Ha(@) = Tosa(3) = Taa(5) = (2(5) —1)Una(5) = 56 = 9Uani(3) (6.26)
and
B x yy 1 z T 1 Y Y
Hyw(oy) = Tu(3) ~Tw(3) = 3 (Un(§) - Un_g(g)) - §<Un/(§) _ Un,_2(§)> (6.27)

We note that they divide the polynomials P,(z) and P, ,/(x,y), respectively, since it follows from

(222)) and (430)) that
T T

Pn($) = 2U72L_1(§)Hn(x)v Pn,n’(x7y) = Un—l(§)Un’—l(%)Hn,n’($7y) (6'28)

Proposition [6l2 The H-algebra is isomorphic to the polynomial ring generated by X and Y modulo
the ideal (H,(X), Hy(Y), Hp ,»(X,Y)), that is,

(I, H10.Hoa),,, =~ CIX,Y]/(Hy(X), Hy(Y), Hyp(X,Y)) (6.29)

The isomorphism reads

X Y

Hij < poly, (X,Y) = (2=8i0 = 0ip)Ti(5) (2= 00 = 3;») T5(5) (6.30)
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Proof The map (6.30) provides an obvious bijection between the tensor-product structure

CLX, Y]/ (Hy(X), Hy (V) = (CIX]/(Hy(X)) ) x (CY]/ (Hy(Y))) (6.31)

and the lift of the H-algebra defined by not imposing the condition ([6.I7). Using Lemma [Al2, we see
that imposing (€I7) corresponds to quotienting by the ideal (H, ,/(X,Y)) since

X Y
poly, ., (XY) = (2=0i0=0ip) Tp-i(5) (2 = 5.0 = 05) Ty~ ()
X X Y
= (200 = 0p)Tp(F)T(5) (2 = 850 = 0jp) Tyr—5 (), (mod Hy(X))
X Y Y
= (2 — 00 — 5i7P)Ti(E) (2 — 050 — 5j7p’)Tp’ (g)Tp’—j(E)v (mod Hpp(X,Y))
X Y
= (200 = 0p)Ti(5) (2 = 8j0 = 45) T5(55). (mod Hy(Y))
= poly, (X,Y) (6.32)
In addition, we observe that poly,s;, (X) = pol;(X)poly, (X)),
X X X
polC*Hiy0 (X) = pOIH,,,Z—,() (X) = (2 —0i0 — (5,-7p)Tp_i(§) = TP(E) (2 —0i0 — (5,~7p)T,~(5)
= polg(X)poly, (X) (6.33)
and
pOlHay()*Halyo (X) = (1 + 5aval)p017'l\a7a/\,o (X) + (1 + 6a+al7p)pOal7\p7a*a’\’0 (X)
X X X X
= 2Mo-w| (3) T 2T jpa-a| (7) = 2Ta(§)2Ta’(§)
= poly, ,(X)poly , (X) (6.34)

where the congruences are modulo H,(X). This establishes the homomorphic property of the map
on the horizontal component, with the vertical component following similarly. Finally, the polynomial
analogue of the separation property (6.23)) trivially reads

pOl’Hi’o(X)pOl’H()’j(Y) = pOlin’j(X,Y) (635)

0

We note that X and Y are the isomorphic images of the two fundamental generators

1

Hig < — X,
1,0 1 +5p,1

Hop ¢ Y (6.36)

We also note that the polynomial H), ,»(X,Y") = T,(X) — T, (Y) corresponds to equating the horizontal
and vertical ways of realizing the conjugation C

Tp(X) < Hpo = C = Hopy < Ty(Y) (6.37)
Proposition [6l3 Let ¢ be the isomorphism

¢ FundWLM(p,p')] = C[X,Y]/(Py(X), Py (Y), Py (X,Y)) (6.38)
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in Proposition M2, and let ¢ be the isomorphism
o : <I,7—[170,7-[071>p7p, — CIX, Y]/(Hp(X),Hp/ (Y),H, (X,Y)) (6.39)
in Proposition [B12. With 7 being the projection

w0 CIX,Y]/(By(X), Py(Y), Pyy(X,Y))
— (C[Xv Y]/(PP(X)7 Pp' (Y)7 Pp,p' (X7 Y))) /(HP(X)7 Hp' (Y)7 HP@’(X? Y)) (640)

and ¢ the map from FundWLM((p,p’)] to (I,H1,0,Ho1)pp defined by

¥((a,b)y) = Z > Hij

pte(at(s—1)p)—1 b—1

P((Rew) = (2= 0ap) Z Z Hij

a—1 p'+e(B+(r—1)p ) 1

2 — 03,0 Z Z Hij

<
—
—
&L
%\R
S—
=
I

p+e(a+( Dp)—1 p'+e(B)-1
G((Rypw) = 2=0a0)2=050) > Hi (6.41)
i J
we have the commutative diagram
¥
FundWLM(p,p')] CIX, Y]/ (Pp(X), By (Y), Ppy (X,Y))
(G s
(I, Hi0.Hoa),,, CIX,Y]/(Hy(X), Hy(Y), Hyp(X,Y))
¢ (6.42)

Proof Tt follows from the division properties indicated in (6.28]), see (6.14) and (6.15)), that
(CIX Y1/ (Bp(X), By (V). Py (X,Y)) )/ (Hy(X), Hyy (V). Hy (X, V)
~ C[X, Y/ (Hy(X), Hy (Y), Hyp (X, V) (6.43)
giving rise to the form of the lower-right corner of (6.42]). We also have

X a—1 b-1
)Us-1( > Hi; o (6.44)
J

i

ol omop((ab)y) = ¢ 'o (POl(ab ) = ¢ (U, (
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and

o omop((Ryw) = ¢ om(polze

2 — 600 X r
o )

pte(at(k—1)p)—1 b1

= (2 6a0) Z Z Hi (6.45)

where we have used Lemma [Al3, in particular. These results are in accordance with (6.41]), and the
remaining two expressions in (6.41]) are recovered similarly.

(X,Y))

KD, b)

g
Recalling (3.4]), we note that
1/}((7?’3:261) ) ) = w(( 2p7p )W) w((,R’Qp,%p ) ) = w((Rg:pﬁ’)W) (646)
are consequences of
pte(at(s—1)p)—1 p'+e(B+(x'-1)p")—-1 pte(at(k—1)p)—1 p'+e(B+(x'-1)p")—-1
Z Z Hij = Z Z Hp—ip'—j
i j i j

pte(atrp)—1 p'+e(B+rp’)—1
= > > Hiy (6.47)
i J
where the two rewritings are due to (6.17) and a change of summation variables, respectively.
6.2.1 Without disentangling in the lattice approach

The identities ([6.47) are indicators of an underlying structure. To appreciate this, we introduce the
linear combinations

p—1 P p'—1 P’
I‘P—l,O — E in’O, I‘P,O — E :in’O, F07p/—1 — E :HO,jy PO,IJ' — E HO,j (648)
( ( J J

satisfying

-1,0 0
O R TP-10 _ re=+v D even 7 Cwr0 _ reY D even (6.49)
e, p odd rr—10, p odd

with similar results for the vertical fusions C * T%? =1 and C « %", We also find that for p even
P00 — pr=L0, pp=1.0 — ppr0 PO p=10 — 5ppr=1.0 (6.50)
while for p odd
POy p0 — pp=10, =10 — =10, PO =10 — Hpp0 (6.51)

again with similar results for the vertical components. With T defined by

rét = 6040t Z ZH i 0E€ELpy1p, U ELy_ 1y (6.52)
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it follows from C = C = I that

FZ,Z’ _ (C’*FZ’O) * (O*FO,Z’) (6.53)
and hence that
e = el rp—1e’ = pp-lp’=l p even, p’ odd
rer — Pp—l,p’7 rer -1 — I*;D—L;D’—17 podd, p’ even
rer = pple-l el — pep'-l p,p’ odd (6.54)

There are thus 6 linearly independent I'’s for p > 1 but only 4 for p = 1. Cayley tables of the associated
fusion algebras are easily completed and depend on the parities of p and p’.
We now recognize the identities ([6.47)) as the sums behind ([6.54]) and furthermore observe that
w((RohO )W) _ (2_5&’0)Fp—i—e(oz—l—(f-e—l)p)—LO7 T/J((’RO’B

Kp,1 1,kp’

)W) = (2_55’0)F07P’+6(5+(R—1)p’)—1 (6.55)
and, in accordance with ([6.52)), that

SR w) = (2 an) (2 By Prortei st
= (2= a0) (2 — dg0)TPH(@) 1P (B (=) =1 (6.56)

where 1) is the epimorphism (6.41]) in Proposition [G13.

A particular lift of the I'-system already appeared in [15], as we will discuss presently. From the
lattice, certain direct sums of W-indecomposable representations arise naturally without employing the
disentangling procedure. This procedure was actually designed and introduced exactly to distinguish
between the representations in these direct sums. Following [15], we thus consider

p—2

EDw = Be-a{RsDw @ (RGw}

p—1
©. 0w = Pr-a{®RHwe R w} (6.57)
for p even, and
p—2 p—1
EDw = Pr-a)R)w e @@ — ) (RS )
p—1

0,1y = Pr-o @EB a) (RS ) (6.58)

for p odd. Direct sums denoted by (1,£),,, and (1,0),, are defined similarly. Using (6553)), it is a
straightforward exercise to verify that

p?TP~ 1.0, p even

21p,0
p TP p even
&1 = , 0,1 = 6.59
w(( )W) {pzfp’o, p odd w(( )W) {pzfp_l’o, p odd ( )

with similar expressions for the images of (1,£),,, and (1, 0),,,. By comparing these results with those
of [15], we observe that the six-dimensional (four-dimensional for p = 1) fusion algebra of the I'-system
is isomorphic to the fusion algebra of the £, O system

<Fp—170, o, FO,p’_l’ I\O,p/>p7p, ~ <(5, D, (O, Dy, (1, ), (1, O)W>p,p, (6.60)
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On one hand, we expect [19] that the H-algebra, and hence the I'-system, is generated by the Ver-
linde fusion matrices associated to modular transformations of projective characters, see the discussion
preceding (6.16). On the other hand, we have just demonstrated that the I'-system corresponds to the
fusion algebra of the W-extended, Yang-Baxter integrable, boundary conditions prior to an eventual
application of the disentangling procedure. It thus seems natural to conjecture that the class of mod-
ular transformations just mentioned is linked to this set of ‘fully entangled’ boundary conditions. This
question, however, will not be addressed here any further.

6.3 Minimal models

In this section, we show how the usual fusion algebra, here denoted by Fund[M(p,p’)], of the ratio-
nal minimal model M (p,p’) [20, 2I] can be obtained from the fundamental fusion algebra of either
LM(p,p") ot WLM(p,p").

First, we recall that the minimal-model fusion algebra is isomorphic to the quotient polynomial
fusion ring

Fund[M(p,p')] ~ C[X,Y]/(Mp(X), My (Y), M, (X,Y)) (6.61)
where
My(@) = Un-i(3): My(2,y) = Un2(3) = Uw—2(3) (6.62)

The fusion-algebra generators N, are subject to Nj,_q y—p = Ngp, and the isomorphism in (6.61))
reads

>~<

Nap & Uaa (5) U1 () (6.63)

It is stressed that it is the condition N,_q—p = Ny in Fund[M(p,p’)] which on the ring side corre-
sponds to M), »(X,Y) = 0. We also note that

Po(z) = (x2—4)Un2_1(§)Mn(x), Pw(z,y) = (Tn(g) —an(%))Mn(az)Mnr(y) (6.64)
Considering the set
{la. 0]} = T\ Tyt = (T \ (Top I (6.65)

of cardinality |{[a,b]}| = (p — 1)(p’ — 1), we introduce the fusion rules

p—|p—a—d'|-1  p'—|p'=b-b'|-1

[a,b] % [a, 0] = > > [a",b"] (6.66)

a’'=la—da/|+1, by 2 b/=|b—b/|+1, by 2

defining the fusion algebra ([a,b]), . Since Out[LM(p,p’)] and Out[WWLM (p,p’)] are algebraic ide-
als of Fund[LM(p,p’)] and FundWLM (p,p’)], respectively, we can form and study the quotients
Fund[LM (p, p')]/Out[LM(p,p')] and Fund[WLM (p, p)]/Out[WLM (p, p')].

Lemmal6l4 The quotients Fund[LM (p, p)]/Out[LM (p,p’)] and FundWLM (p, p’)]/OutWLM (p, p')]
are both isomorphic to the fusion algebra ([a, b]), s, that is,

Fund[LM (p, p')]/Out[LM(p,p')] = FundWLM(p,p")]/OwtWLM(p,p)] =~ ([a,b]), ,  (6.67)
Proof This readily follows by setting

R =0, ReJoU R)w = 0, (R € (T (6.68)

p,p’



in Fund[LM((p,p')] and Fund]WLM (p,p’)], respectively, and from
(a,b) < (a,b)yy ¢ [a,b] (6.69)

O

We note that both quotients in Lemma [6l4 are trivial for p = 1 since the sets in ([6.65]) are empty in
that case.

Lemma [6.5 The fusion algebra ([a,b]),,s is isomorphic to the quotient polynomial fusion ring
C[X,Y]/(My(X), My (Y)). The isomorphism reads

X Y
[a,b] < Ua—l(?)Ub—l(E) (6.70)
Proof This follows from (6.66) and (A.9).
]
Proposition [6.6 Let ¢ be the isomorphism
¢ : Fund[LM(p,p')] — C[X,Y]/(P,p(X,Y)) (6.71)
in Proposition 212, let ¢ be the isomorphism
o ([ab]), , — CIX,Y]/(My(X), My (Y)) (6.72)
in Lemma [6l5, and let o be the isomorphism
o: FundM(p,p)] — C[X,Y]/(My(X), My (Y), My (X,Y)) (6.73)
in (6.6I) and (6.63]). Let m; be the projection
i CIX Y/ (B (X,Y)) = (CIX,Y)/ (B (X,7)) )/ (Mp(X), My (V) (6.74)
and let o be the projection
72t CIX, Y/ (My(X), My (V) = (CIX, Y]/ (Mp(X), My (V) ) / (Myr (X, 7)) (6.75)

With 91 being the map from Fund[LM(p, p')] to ([a,b]),,y defined by
¥1((a,0)) = [a,0], ¥1(R) = 0, ReJNWC i (6.76)
and 19 the map from ([a, b)),y to Fund[M(p,p’)] defined by

P2 ([a,0]) = Nap (6.77)
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the diagram

Fund[LM (p,p')] v CIX,Y]/(Ppyp(X,Y))
P 1
o}
(la,b]), CIX, Y]/ (Mp(X), My (Y))
o T
Fund[M((p, p')] CIX, Y]/ (Mp(X), My (Y), M, (X,Y))
g (6.78)

is a commutative diagram.

Proof It follows from the factorizations (6.64]) that
(C[X, Y1/ (P (X, Y))) J(My(X), My (Y)) ~ C[X,Y]/(My(X), My (Y))
= (CIX, Y]/ (M(X)) ) x (CIX, Y/ (My (1Y) ) (6:79)

This explains the form of the middle fusion ring in (6.78)), while the form of the lower fusion ring is
obvious. Also, it follows from (A.I1]) that

270 (5)Ukn-1(5) = 0 (mod My(a)) (6.80)

implying that ¢~ om0 o(R) = ¢~ 1(0) =0 for R € jp?l;}t, while

s omop((@h) = 67 om (U (50 (5)) = 67 (Uerr ()01 (3)) = lat]  (68)
This is in accordance with (B78). Finally, we have
o omod(at]) = 07 om(Uer(5)0h1(5)) = 0 Uaa (IVha(3)) = Moy (682)
in accordance with (B77).
O
Proposition Bl7 Let ¢ be the isomorphism
¢ FundWLM(p,p')] = C[X,Y]/(Py(X), Py (Y), Py (X,Y)) (6.83)
in Proposition @2, let ¢ be the isomorphism
o (lab]), , — CIX.Y)/(My(X), My (V) (6.84)
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in Lemma [6l5, and let o be the isomorphism
o: FundM(p,p)] — C[X,Y]/(My(X), My (Y), M, (X,Y))
in ([6.61]) and ([6:63]). Let 71 be the projection
711 CIX,Y]/(Pp(X), Py (Y), P (X,Y))
= (CIX YT/ (B(X), By (V), By (X,1) )/ (My(X), My ()
and let o be the projection

72t CIX, Y/ (My(X), My (V) = (CIX, Y]/ (Mp(X), My (V) ) / (Myr (X, 7))

With 4, being the map from Fund[WLM (p,p)] to (a, b)), defined by

d1((a,bhy) = la,0], G ((Rw) = 0, (Rhw € (T hw S (TypbDw
and 19 the map from ([a,b]), 7 to Fund[M(p,p’)] defined by
¢2([a, b]) = Nap
the diagram R
FundWLM (p,p')] ’ CIX,Y)/(Ppy(X), Py (Y), Py (X,Y))
1 1
¢
<[a’ b]>p,p’ (C[X’ Y]/(MP(X)’MP’(Y))
(0 2
Fund[M (pap/)] (C[X7 Y]/(MP(X)7 Mp’(Y)7 Mpm’(Xv Y))

is a commutative diagram.

Proof The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition [G6.
O

In partial summary, the fusion algebra of the rational minimal model M(p,p’) can be viewed as

FundM(p.p)] = (Fand[£M(p,p)]/Out[LM(p,p)]) /2o
~ (FmdWLM(p, o))/ OutWLM(p. )] ) /2

(6.85)

(6.86)

(6.87)

(6.88)

(6.89)

(6.90)

(6.91)

where the quotients by Zs correspond to the equivalence relations identifying (a,b) with (p —a,p’ — b)

and (a,b),,, with (p — a,p’ — b),,,, respectively.
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7 Discussion

The logarithmic minimal model LM (p,p’) [I] contains a countably infinite number of Virasoro repre-
sentations whose fusion rules are described in [2] [3]. These representations can be reorganized into a
finite number of W-representations with respect to the extended Virasoro algebra symmetry W. Using
a lattice implementation of fusion, we recently [11] [14] [I5] determined the fusion algebra of these WW-
representations and found that it closes, albeit without an identity for p > 1. In this paper, we have
provided a fusion-matrix realization of this fusion algebra and identified a fusion ring isomorphic to it.
We have also considered various extensions of it and quotients thereof, and introduced and analyzed
commutative diagrams with morphisms between the involved fusion algebras and the corresponding
fusion rings. One particular extension is reminiscent of the fundamental fusion algebra of LM(p,p’)
and offers a natural way of introducing the missing identity for p > 1. In this example, the complete
set of supplementary fusion rules has been posited and shown to yield an associative and commuta-
tive fusion algebra. We have discussed how working out explicit fusion matrices is facilitated by a
further enlargement based on a pair of mutual Moore-Penrose inverses intertwining between the W-
fundamental and enlarged fusion algebras. We have also detailed how the W-extended fusion algebras
and the corresponding fusion rings can be obtained, using quotient constructions, from the infinite
fusion algebras and corresponding fusion rings in the Virasoro picture. Two additional quotients have
been examined. The first one introduces a fusion algebra of expected relevance [19] to modular trans-
formations in the W-extended picture. The other one demonstrates how the fusion algebras of the
rational minimal models [20] 21] arise as the algebras of certain equivalence classes in the much richer
logarithmic minimal models.

We stress that the process of forming quotient constructions of fusion algebras by collecting rep-
resentations in equivalence classes is in general incompatible with naive character considerations. Not
only can two lifts of a given class have different characters, their conformal weights may differ by a
non-integer fraction.

After the introduction of our logarithmic minimal models [I], an alternative lattice-based de-
scription of a family of logarithmic conformal field theories has emerged [22]. Critical percolation is
considered there as a main example and an associated fusion algebra is presented. As discussed in [2],
this fusion algebra corresponds to a particular subalgebra of the vertical fusion algebra ((1,1),(1,2))23
which itself is a subalgebra of the fundamental fusion algebra Fund[£M (2, 3)] of critical percolation.

The fusion algebra of [22] can be generalized from critical percolation LM(2,3) to LM(p,p’) as
Fund[LM (p,p’)] contains a similar fusion subalgebra. To appreciate this, we focus on the vertical
components of Fund[£M (p,p’)] and the associated fusion ring by considering

((1,1),(1,2)),, = C[Y] (7.1)

Since the product of two even polynomials in C[Y] is an even polynomial, the set of even polynomials
in C[Y] is closed under multiplication. Keeping the isomorphism (7.I]) in mind, the natural description
of this set depends on the parity of p’. For p’ odd, in particular, the corresponding fusion subalgebra
of ((1,1),(1,2)),,, reads

(1,25 — 1), (1, (2k — 1)p), RV Ry J € Zyyoas k€ N)

Ry ak—1)pr (7.2)

p,p’

The isomorphism to the set of even polynomials in C[Y] is then constructed as the isomorphism given

36



in Proposition 22 restricted to the generators of (7.2)

Y
(1,27 -1) <« U2j—2(§)
Y
(1,(2k —1)p") « U(2k—1)p’—1(5)
Y Y
Rite-ny ¢ 2T3(5)Uek-yp-1(5)
i Y Y
,R'(l):ggcp’l A 2T2_7 1( )Uka’ 1(5) (73)

where j € Z, y_,. As observed in [2], the fusion algebra of critical percolation discussed in [22] is
equivalent to
0,2 01 .
((1,1), (1,6k — 3), Ry G5 Rigrs k€ N)yq (7.4)

which is exactly the fusion subalgebra (7.2)) of Fund[£M(2,3)]. We thus conclude that the fusion
algebra of [22] and its extension to LM(p,p’) are associated to the fusion rings of even polynomials
(given in ([Z3) for p’ odd), and we have the particular isomorphism

Y Y
(L) & 1 (L,6k=3) © Us-a(3): Ricp s © (Y2 = 2)Ust—a(5)- Rl < YU

)
5)

_
el

in the case of critical percolation.

From the perspective of our W-extensions of LM(p,p’), there is a natural, algebraic candidate
for a W-extension of the fusion algebra of [22] and its generalization to LM (p,p’) as described above.
Reorganizing the Virasoro representations appearing in (7.2]) in W-representations, recalling that we
have specialized to p’ odd, we recognize

(Lo)w = EPEk—1)(1, (2k - 1))

keN
0,25 o 0,25
(R17p‘/7)w - @(21‘3 - 1)R17(§k_1)p/
keN
0,25—1 0,25—1
(Rl,ﬁ;/ )W = @21‘3731,2?@/ (7-6)
keN

discussed in Section Bl They generate the closed fusion algebra
0,2j 0,2j—1y . -
<(17p,)W7 (,R’l,pg)V\h (RLQ;/ )W’ J € ZL%>

as a p’-dimensional fusion subalgebra of Out[WLM (p,p’)]. In the case of critical percolation, the fusion
rules of the three-dimensional fusion algebra (7.7))

o (7.7)

(13w (RYD s (RTE W) 5 (7.8)
are given by
(13w ® (L3 = (L3 @ (RY5w
(173)W®(R(1):§)W = (1,3)w (Rgié)w = 2(1,3)W@Q(R(1)Z(15)W
(RYDW & (RYDw = RV & (RYg)w
= (R(l),(la)w®(7z(1]ié)w = 4(1,3)W692(72(1):%)1/\,@2(73(1]%)1/\, (7.9)

It would be interesting to see if this algebraically motivated proposal for a W-extension of [22] actually
admits a lattice realization within the framework of [22].
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A Chebyshev polynomials

A.1 Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind

Recursion relation:

To(x) = 22T,—1(x) — Th—2(x), n=23,... (A1)

Initial conditions:

To(x) = 1, Ti(z) = @ (A2)
Examples:

To(z) = 222 -1

T3(z) = 423 — 3z

Ty(z) = 8x* — 822 +1

Ts(z) = 1625 — 2023 + 5z (A.3)

Decomposition of product:

T@Tn(®) = 5 (Thnos (@) + T in(2)) (A.4)

A.2 Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind

Recursion relation:

Un(x) = 22U,—1(x) — Up—2(x), n=23,... (A.5)
Initial conditions:
Uo(x) = 1, Uix) = 2 (A.6)
Examples:
UQ(JL') = 43}2 -1
Us(z) = 8x3 — 4x
Uy(z) = 162* — 1222 + 1
Us(z) = 322° — 3223 + 6z (A7)
Extension:
Uoi() = 0 (A.8)
Decomposition of product:
m+n
Un(@)Un(z) = Y Ujx) (A.9)

j:‘m_n‘7by 2
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A.3 Relating Chebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind

The basic relation

2T, (x) = Up(z) — Up—2(2) (A.10)
generalizes to
Un-i—m—l(x) - U\n—m\—l(‘r)7 n>m
2T (2)Upp—1 () = Untm-1(), n=m (A.11)
Un+m—1($) + U\n—m\—l($)7 n<m
Also, inverting (A.10) yields
Un(z) = > (2= 6;0)Ti(x) (A.12)

i
where we recall the convention (4], from which we deduce that

m—1
2Tn($)Um—1($) = Z (2 - 51',0) (T|n—z|($) + Tn-l—z(x))

(2

n+m—1
Z 2T;(x), n>m
i=|n—m|+1,by 2
= | n+n|1t1 Y m—n—1 (A13)
Z 2T;(x) + Z 2(2 — 8;0) Ti(), n<m
i=|n—m|+1,by 2 i
Some other useful relations are
T2(z) = 1+ (22 = 1)U2_ (), To(2)Tns1(x) = x+ (2% — V)Up_1(2)Up(2) (A.14)

and hence

Ton(z) =1 = 2(Ti(z)—1) = 2(2* — 1)U ()
Tony1(z) —z = 2(Th(2)Tpi1(z) —2) = 2(2* — DYUp—1(2)Up(2) (A.15)

A.4 Congruences modulo Chebyshev polynomials
Lemma [Al1 Modulo the polynomial P,(z) defined in (£30]), we have

x x x x
U(2k—1)n—1(§) = 2k - 1)Up—1 (5)7 U2lm—1(§) = kU2n—1(§) (A.16)
Proof This follows by induction in k. Simple evaluations verify the statements for small k£, while the

induction steps read

xT T

Uekinn-1(3) = 2T2n(§)U(2k—1>n—1(§) —Ugr-sm-1(3)
= 2T2n(§)(2k; _ 1)Un_1(g) (2K — 3)Un_1(§)
= 2k = 1)(Van-1(5) = Un1(3) ) = 2k = 3)Un-a (5)
= (2k+ 1)Un_1(§) (A.17)



and subsequently

Uz(k+1>n—1(§) = 2Tn(§)U(2k+1>n—1(§)—Uzlm—l(%)
= AT (2)@k+ VU1 (5) = W21 (3)
= (2k+ 1)U2n_1(§) - kUQn_l(g)
= (k+1)U2n_1(§) (A.18)

g
Lemma [Al2 For i € Zg, and modulo the polynomial Hy,(x) defined in (6.26]), we have

LG = T, Teall) = Ta(d) (A19)

In particular, Tgn(%) = Tn(g)Tn(%) =1.

Proof Both congruences in (AJ9) follow by induction in i. They are readily verified for small i,
while the induction steps read

L(5)Tn(5) = T3 (53 -11(3) = ohei5) ~ Toin(3) = Toia(3)
Tiriri(3) = 2Tusi(5) = Turica(5) = oT0i(3) = T (5) = Tamima(3)  (A20)
O

Lemma [Al3 For n € Zg ;-1 and modulo the polynomial H,,(x) defined in (6.26]), we have

. " m4e(n+(k—1)m)—1 .
2Tn(§)Uﬁm—l (5) = > 2k(2 = di0 — 5i,m)Ti(§) (A.21)

i
Proof The congruence for x = 1 follows by application of Lemma[Al2 to (A13]). The congruence for
Kk = 2 is subsequently obtained by applying the result for k = 1 to

z
2

x

T
2Tn(§)U2m—l( 2

)+ T (5)) Un-1(5) = 4Ton(5)Un1(3) (A.22)

) = 2<T"+m( 2 2 2 2

O

B Quotient polynomial rings

Here, we present our notation for quotient polynomial rings and recall a couple of their simple proper-
ties. By

Klz1, ..oz /(f1,- - fm) (B.1)

we denote a quotient of the polynomial ring K[z1,...,x] over the field K where the ideal, with re-
spect to which the quotient is formed, is specified by a collection of generators (polynomials) f; €
K[z1,...,2¢]. A further quotient construction by the ideal (g1,. .., gm’), whose generators are elements
of K[z1,...,z¢]/(f1,-.., fm), can be written

(K[:El,...,l‘g]/(fl,... ,fm))/(gl,... ,gm/) ~ K[:El,... ,ﬂj‘g]/(fl,... 7fm,§17--- 7§m’) (BQ)
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Here, g; is a lift of g;, that is, it is any element in K[z1, ..., z¢] whose class in (B)) is g;. With a slight
but natural abuse of notation, we will denote g; simply by g;.

The characterization of the ‘combined’ ideal in (B.2]) can often be simplified. Of particular interest
here, are the cases where m’ = m and g; is a (not necessarily proper) divisor of f; for Vi € 21 - In
such a case, we simply have

(flu"'afm7gl7”’7gm) ~ (gla"'ugm) (B3)
and hence
(K[$17 s 73;5]/(]017 s 7fm))/(glv s ,gm) = K[x17 ce 7$é]/(glv s 7gm) (B4)
We are mainly interested in the case where K = C and ¢ = 2. For simplicity, we may thus write
x = x1 and y = x9. The number of linearly independent generators of C[z,y|/(f1,..., fm) is equal to

the number of inequivalent monomials in  and y (including 2% = 1). First, for m = 1 with a single
non-trivial polynomial f;, the number of linearly independent generators of C[z,y|/(f1) is infinite.
Second, we let m = 2 and assume that the two non-trivial polynomials are of the form fi(z) and fa(y).
The quotient ring (B then corresponds to the tensor product of the two quotient polynomial rings
Clz]/(f1) and C[y]/(f2). The number of linearly independent generators of this ring Clz, y]/(f1, f2) is
given by deg(f1)deg(f2).

Partly to illustrate how sensitive a quotient polynomial ring is to a simple change of its ideal, we
now consider the two cases

where
fla) =21, g =v*-1, gk =~y  hzy = zy—y° (B.6)
In @1, we have
0= (x+yh(z,y) = (@Py—ay’)+ @y’ —y°) = y—1 (B.7)
from which it follows that
0 = zh(z,y) = 22y —ay®> = 1—2 (B.8)
and hence
Q1 =~ C (B.9)

In @2, on the other hand, (z 4+ y)h(z,y) = 0 is trivially satisfied, and @2 has four linearly independent
generators which we can choose as 1, x, y and xy. This pair of examples also demonstrates that counting
the number of linearly independent generators, which is of interest to us, can be a delicate business.
Even though ¢1(y) and g2(y) have the common factor y — 1, this analysis furthermore illustrates that
care has to be exercised when considering situations like the left-hand side of (B.4) if g; 1 f; for some
1€ Zl,m-
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C W-extended fusion algebra Out[WLM(p,p)]

Here, we summarize the fusion rules, obtained in [15], underlying the fusion algebra OutWLM (p,p’)]
as given in (BI5). The fusion of two W-indecomposable rank-1 representations is given by

p'—|p'—s—s'|-1 s+s'—p'—1
. 0 :
(kp, 8)y @ (K'p, 8"y = EB { EB (R?’f’“')p,j)w ® EB (Rgpi’p’)w}
o j=l|s—s'|+1, by 2 B
r—1 s—1
(50 shw & (. m'p )y = @B @W?fw)w}
o B
— p—|p—r—r'|-1 r4r'—p—1
~ 0, ’
(ry 5 )y @ (', D)y = EB { EB (Rj,(ﬁn-n’)p’)w @ EB (Rzpi’p’)w} (C.1)
j=|r—r'|+1, by 2 @

The fusion of a W-indecomposable rank-1 representation with a YW-indecomposable rank-2 representa-
tion is given by

p'—|p'—s—s'|-1 p—a—1

(kp, )w®(RZ2:s>w - EB { EB PJW@@2 2'“@ W}

j=l|s—s'|+1, by 2 e
s+s'—p'—1 p—a—1

a—1
S @ { @ np K'p’ W ® @ Q(R;’f@"ﬂl)lﬂ)w}

a

r—1 p'—|p’—s—b|—1 s—b—1 b+s—p'—1
A 0,b )
(l‘ipa S)W ® (RT,H']J/)W = @ { @ (R(f:péﬁlp/)w @ @ 2( Iip K P W @ @ I-Cp (2 H )W}
a  B=|b—s|+1, by 2 B
- p—|p—r—al-1 r—a—1 a+r—p—1
S 70 K
(r, /{p/)W®(RZ’p,S)W - EB{ EB (R;“p’i{,p,)wea EB 2(R;; Hpn;n w @ EB )W}
B  a=la—r|+1, by 2 e}
p—lp—r—r'|-1 p'—b-1 b—1
0,b 0,
s @ = @ { D AR @ BAR Gy}
J=lr—r'|+1, by 2 B
r+r’'—p—1 p'—b—1 b—1
76 7/B
® @ @ 2(7231? n’p’)W ® @ 2(7?’3117 (2 H’)p’)W} (C 2)
o B
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The fusion of a W-indecomposable rank-1 representation with a YW-indecomposable rank-3 representa-

tion is given by

p—a—1 p'—|p'—s—b|—1 s—b—1 b+s—p'—1
5 7b —
(Rp7S)W®(RZ7n’p’)W - @{ @ 2(Rlipf€p ® @4 Iipﬁp WEB @ np (2/@ )W}
o  B=|b—s|+1, by 2
a—1 p'—[p'—s—b|—-1 s—b—1 b+s—p'—1
a,f a,p
e@{ D 2R wuw® D AR v © EB S }

@ B=[b—s|+1, by 2 B
p'—b—1 p—|p—r—al—1 r—a—1 a+r—p—1

b
(r, mp)w®(73;ﬁp)w - @{ @ 2(R;; n;nffp @@ n;nffp @@ /ip(2f-e p’)W}
B a=|a—r|+1, by 2
— p—|p—r—al—1 r—a—1 a+r—p—1
7/3 7/3
@ EB{ EB 2(72317,(2%’)?’)1/" @ @4(72317, w® EB pr-cp W}
B8  a=l|a—r|+1, by 2 «
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The fusion of two W-indecomposable rank-2 representations is given by

p'=|p'=s=s'|-1 p—fa—a’|-1 lp—a—a’|—1
(Rqu Jw @ (R, }?s w = @ { @ 2(72((::(-]&’)])7]')1/\} D @ 2(R((::(-]n’)p,j)w
j=|s—s'|+1, by 2 @ o
p—|p—a—ad’|-1 la—a’]—1
s+s'—p'—1 p—o|éa—a’|—1 lp— aaa
© @ { @ 2( np K'p’ )W D @ np K/ p
«
’ p—|p—a—ad’|-1 la—a’]—1
© @ 2(7231’5(2%’)19’)W @ @ Q(R:f(z-n')p/)W}
« «a

p—|p—r—al-1  p'—|p'—s—b|-1

,0 0,b _ B
(Rzp s) (Rr K'p’ ) - @ { @ (Rgp,;@’p/)W}
a=la—r|+1,by 2 p=|b—s|+1, by 2

p—|p—r—al-1  s—b-1 p'—[p'—s=b|—-1 r—a-1
© @ { @ 2(R Hpn:n W}@ @ { @ npffp }
a=|a—r|+1, by 2 B B=|b—s|+1, by 2 e?
r—a—1 s—b—1 a+r—p—1 bt+s—p'—1
o D{ D ary.w)e D { D 1®y.w)
o B B
a+r—p—1 p'—|p'—s—b|-1 s—b—1
o D { D 2R O AR v
o p=[b—s|+1, by 2 B
b+s—p'—1  p—|p—r—al-1 r—a—1
76
® @ { @ 2(R p’WEB @4 fip(2f-e )W}
B a=|a—r|+1, by 2 B
p—lp—r—r'|-1 p'—[b-b|-1 [p'—b—b'|—1
0,b & 50,0 _ 0,8 0,8
(Rfr ,Lgp) ®(Rr ,Lgp )W - @ { @ Z(Rj7(n.,i/)p/)w® @ R (;Q,{ )W
J=[r—r'|+1, by 2 B
p'=p'=b=b'|-1 [b—b']—1
0,8 0,8
b @ 2(Rj,(2-n~ﬁ’)p’)w@ @ (RJ (2--1")p’ )W}
B B
r+r’'—p—1 p'—|b=b'|-1 |p'—b—b"|—1

® @ { @ np K'p’ W ©® @ 2(7?’?;75,@’13’)1/\}
B

o —lp’ —b—b’\—l lb—b/|—1

a,fB B
® @ 2Ry 2wy IV ? 2R I} ©4
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The fusion of a W-indecomposable rank-2 representation with a YW-indecomposable rank-3 representa-
tion is given by

p'—|p'—s=b'|-1 p—la—a'|-1 lp—a—a’|-1

,0 5 b _ B8 B8
Rigowo Ry lw = @ | @ wRGwe D 2ARGw]
5:|b’—3|+17by2 @ @
s—b/—1 p—la—ad|-1 [p—a—a’|-1
75
S EB { EB /ipnp W@ EB 4(R?p7n’p’)w}
(07
b’+s—p -1 p—|p—a—d’|-1 la—a’|—1
7/B 7/B
b @ { @ 4(722,,7,4;,,/)1/\)@ @ 4(Rgp7ﬁ’p’)w}
B o o
p'—=|p'—s=bV'|-1 p—|p—a—d’|-1 5 la—a’|—-1 5
a, «,
o @B { B 2WRewwe B 2R}
5:|b’—3|+17by2 «a @
s=b—1 p—|p—a—d|-1 la—a’|—-1
a,f a,p
@ EB{ B ARG ® B ARG )
B « o
b'+s—p'—1 p—la—a’|—1 |[p—a—a’|—1
a,f o,
.2 @ { @ 4(Rf€p,(2%’)p’)W69 @ 4(Rnp7(2~n’)p’)w}
B o o
, , p—|p—r—d’|-1 p'—|b-b'|-1 5 [p'—b=b"|-1 5
07 S l? / _— 9 b
(Rrvfﬂp’)W@(RZﬁ’p’)W - EB { EB 2(Rzp7n’p’)w@ EB 2(Rgp,ﬁ’p’)w}
a=l|a’—r|+1, by 2 B B
r—a’ —1 p' |b bl‘ 1 ‘pl—b—b/|—1

@ @ D RGme B ARG v )
B

a’+r—p—1 p’—|p —b—b'|—1 [b—b'|—1

o @ { & WRwe D ARG}
o B B
p—|p—r—a’|-1 p'—|p'—b-b|-1 5 [b—b"|—1 5
[e % «,
D D { D 2R emywe D Q(Rnp,(z-n')p')W}
a=l|a’—r|+1, by 2 B B
r—a’—1 p'—|p'—b—b'|-1 o—b'|—1
7/3 7/3
D EB{ D AR ewywe D 4(R3p,<2-n')p')W}
a B B
a'+r—p—1 p'—|b—b'|-1 |p'—b—b"|—1
76 7/5
b @ { @ 4(Rzp,(2%’)p’)W69 @ 4(Rgp7(2'ﬁ’)p’)w} (C.5)
« B B
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Finally, the fusion of two W-indecomposable rank-3 representations is given by

p|aa’\1p’\bb’|1 paa’\l\pbb’\l
a,b a’ b o
(Rnp,p) (RIDHP)W - @ { @ Hpn:n } @ { @ ff:nffp W}
p—la—a’[-1 [p’ —b—b’l—1 lp—a—a'|-1 p'— Ib v|-1
o @ { D arywpe D { EB Ry w |
o B
p—lp—a—a’|-1 p'—|p'~b-b'|-1 la—a’|-1 Ib V-1
© @ { @ AR}, ff:nffp } @ { @ npﬁp W}
o B
p—lp—a—a|-1 [b=b'|-1 la—a’|-1 p'—|p'—b— b’\ 1
SS” {EB wewie @ @ AR W)
o B
p—la—a’|-1 p'—|p’ —b—b’l—1 5 b—b"|—1 5
o D { D AR ® D AR o}
o B B
lp—a—a’|-1 p'—|p'—b=b'|-1 [b—b"]—1
o D { D 1R @@ oW}
a B
p'=[b=t|-1 p—|p—a—a'|-1 5 la— a’l 1
@ @ { @ 4(Rnp (2:k")p @ @ K)p’ W}
B ]
|p'—b—b'|—1 p—|p—a—d/|-1 P la—a’|—1
© @ { @ 4( kp,(2:k")p w D @ K')p’ W} (C6)
B «@
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