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Abstract

In VOA theories, most of the general theorems are proved under the assumption
of rationality and Cs-cofiniteness. In this paper, we obtain several general theorems
without the assumption of rationality so that we can use them for proving rationality
of given Cy-cofinite VOAs. For example, we apply them to orbifold models and show
that if ¢ is a finite automorphism of a rational Cs-cofinite VOA T of CFT-type with
T' =2 T and a fixed point subVOA V := TY is a Co-cofinite, then V is also rational.
We also investigate several results under weaker conditions.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we summarize results given in three preprints [15],[16] and [I7] and extend
some of them under weaker conditions. In the research of vertex operator algebras (shortly
VOASs), most of the general theorems are proved under the assumptions of rationality (i.e.
all modules are completely reducible) and Cs-cofiniteness. Our aim is to develop general
theorems without the assumption of rationality so that we can use them in the aim of
proving rationality of given VOAs. Our main target is an orbifold model. Throughout
this paper, 7' denotes a VOA with an automorphism g of order n. Set 7" = {t € T |
g(t) = e2™*/n¢} then T = @y i T™ and T9 = T is a subVOA.

Let V = @2,V, be a VOA. In an orbifold module, we will study 7@ as a targeted
VOA V. In [16] and [I7], the author have shown several results under the assumption
that V' is Cs-cofinite. We will study some of them under weaker conditions.

Let Irr(V') and mod(V') denote the set of irreducible V-modules and that of N-graded
V-modules with composition series of finite length. In this paper, for U, W € mod(V), we
will define a fusion product U X W as a projective limit in §3. As we will explain, U X W
may not be a V-module, but W X U satisfies all conditions to be a V-module except for
the lower truncation property and it is possible to define the n-th action v, of v € V on
W KU and we are able to consider V-homomorphisms from W X U to V-modules.

For an orbifold model, we will show:

Proposition Let T be a VOA and g € Aut(V) of order n. If all T™) are Cy-cofinite
as V-modules and T®) X TW qre V-modules, then all T™® are simple currents.
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Our definition of “Ci-cofinite as a V-module” is slightly different from an ordinary
definition of C}-cofiniteness, see §2.3. A surjection a : D — C' of V-modules is called
“covering” of C' when D is the unique submodule of D satisfying a(D) = C. We some-
times call D a cover of C. The flatness property (i.e. preserving the exactness) of the
tensor products is important in an ordinary ring theory. Unfortunately, in VOA theory,
we need some assumption to expect it. We first pay attention to the following short exact
sequences.

Theorem 1] Let V be a VOA and p : P — V a covering of V as V-modules. If the
weights of Ker(p) XU are bounded below for U € mod(V'), then

0— Ker(p) XU 2% prU 2% vy RU — 0

is exact, where € : Ker(p) — P is an embedding and idy denotes the identity map on U.

Since we do not assume rationality, we have to prepare for a non-semisimple category.
One important concept we will introduce is “semi-rigidity”, which is a non-semisimple
version of the rigidity.

Definition 1 W € mod(V) is called to be semi-rigid if there is W e mod(V),
ew € Homy (W X W, V) and e € Homy (W X W, V) such that
(1) W, W are Cy-cofinite as V-modules and W RW and W K (W K W) are V-modules,

(2) there are a V-module Q and an embedding € : Q) — WX W such that epe Q =V
1S a covering and
(8) in the diagram

idyy Xe idWIXe‘f;V
—_—

WR(WRW) WXV
Lu | (1.1)
WRW)RW 22 vy

WK Q

(ew Midw ) p(idw Xe) is surjective, where p: WK (W&W) — (W&W) XW is a natural
isomorphism for the associativity of products of intertwining operators (see (5.3)).

Clearly, every simple current is semi-rigid, in particular, so is V. We will prove the
following theorems:

Theorem 04 If C is a semi-rigid irreducible module and D % C' is a covering of C,
then there is a covering R % V such that D is a homomorphic image of RR C. In
particular, if V' has a projective cover Py and Py, X C' is finitely generated, then C' has a
projective cover Po which is isomorphic to a direct summand of Py X C.

Therefore, if V' is projective as a V-module, then all semi-rigid irreducible modules
are projective (Corollary 15).

Theorem Let V' be a Cy-cofinite VOA of CFT-type and C' a semi-rigid V-module.

Then
0 — Ker(pe) RW 2% pogw 2229, omw — 0
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is exact, where 0 — Ker(po) — Pc 2% € — 0 is a projective cover of C'.

As corollaries, we have the following for a Cy-cofinite VOA V.
(1). If all V-modules are semi-rigid, then all V-modules are flat, that is, fusion products
preserve the exactness.
(2). If all V-modules are semi-rigid and V' is projective as a V-module, then V' is rational.

[Corollary [I7]

Since V' has integer weights, the investigations of its extensions are easier than those
of other modules. For example, we will show the following for any VOA V.
(3). If a simple VOA V' contains a rational subVOA with the same Virasoro element,
then V is projective as a V-module. [Corollary [I3]

We first introduce a weaker condition than V' = V.

Condition I:  Let V' be a simple VOA and for each W € mod(V'), there is W € mod(V)
such that Homy (W KW, V) £ 0.

If V/' =2V, then we can take a restricted dual W’ of W as W. We remark that if
products of intertwining operators satisfies the associativity, then since there is an epi-
morphism W X W’ — V' by adjoint operators and (W KW )X Q = W X (W' X Q),

Condition I comes from the following:
Condition I':  There is Q € mod(V') such that Homy (V'K Q,V) # 0.

Our next aim is to find a condition under which all V-modules become semi-rigid. Let
us consider a trace function of v on an irreducible V-module W = &% (W,

o0

Uy (v, 7) = Try (o(v)gFO—/24)) = Z(TrWT+no(v))q("+r’C/24) forveV
n=0

and define a map
Uy (,7) v €V = Uy (v, 1),

where ¢ denotes €™, ¢ is a central charge of V' and o(v) denotes a grade-preserving
operator of v on W, (e.g. o(v) = vvj‘ft(v)fl for v € Vi) and YM(v,2) = > olfzm7t).
Abusing the notation, we will also call Uy, trace functions. We then consider its S-

transformation S(¥y ) (corresponding to (? _01) € SLy(Z)). It satisfies

S0 (0, 7) = (2" Wy (o, ~1/7)

for v € Vi) with L(1)v = L(2)v = 0. As the author has shown in [I4], if V' is Cs-cofinite,
then S(Vy ) equals a linear combination of trace functions and pseudo-trace functions. In
the case where V' is rational, S(¥y ) has no pseudo-trace functions, as Zhu has shown in

21].

We will consider the following condition:



Condition II: ~ S(Wy ) is a linear combination of trace functions on V-modules.
Condition II looks strong, but for an orbifold model, we have:

Theorem Let T be a VOA of CFT-type with a finite automorphism g and assume
that a fixed point subVOA T9 is Cs-cofinite. If T satisfies Condition 11, so does TY.

The key result for orbifold model is the following:

Theorem If V' satisfies Condition I and Condition II, then all simple V-modules
are semi-rigid. Furthermore, if V' is a rational VOA of CFT-type satisfying Condition I,
then Wy has nonzero coefficient in S(Vy ) for every simple V-module U.

As a corollary, we will prove:

Corollary Let g be a finite automorphism of a VOA T and assume that a fixed point
subVOA V :=T9 is a Cy-cofinite of CFT-type and satisfies Condition I, If T is rational
and V satisfies Condition I, then V s rational. Moreover, for a simple V-module W,
there are k € Z and a g*-twisted T-module U such that W is a V -submodule of U.

We organize this paper in the following way. We treat a fusion produce as a projective
limit of intertwining operators in Section 3. In Section 5, as an application of fusion
products, we present a product of two intertwining operators by a homomorphism. This
will be one of the main tools in this paper. In Subsection 4.1 we show that the principal
projective cover preserves the exactness with respect to the fusion products. In Section
6, we study an orbifold model under weaker conditions than Cy-cofiniteness. We study
three transformations in Section 8 and prove that all modules are semi-rigid under some
condition. In Section 9 and 10, we prove an orbifold conjecture under the assumption
that a fixed point subVOA is Cy-cofinite.
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2 Preliminary results

2.1 Notation

Throughout this paper, V' denotes a VOA (V = @52, Y (-, 2),1,w), where w is a Virasoro
element, 1 is the vacuum, and Y (v,2) = Y., ,v,27""" € End(V)[[z,z7"]] denotes a
vertex operator of v € V satisfying the conditions 1 ~ 4 in Definition 2] by replacing all
W,U, R by V. We also have Y (1, z) = idy, lim, .o Y (v,2)1 = v and the coefficients of
Y (w, 2) satisfy the Virasoro algebra relations. If W =V, U = R = M in Definition 2l and



a set

{YM(v,2) = Z’UMZ_n_l € End(M)[[z,27Y]] |ve V}

nez
satisfies the same conditions 1 ~ 4, then M is called a V-module (including weak mod-
ules). We use notation “wt” (weight) to denote the semisimple part of L(0) and L(0)""
to denote L(0) — wt. All modules in this paper are C-graded M = ®,ccM, by weights
excepted as otherwise noted, that is, they are direct sums of generalized eigenspaces M, of
L(0) with eigenvalue r. For a C-graded module M = @, ccM,., M’ denotes the restricted
dual V-module ®,ecHom(MM,,C), where an adjoint vertex operator Y (v, 2) on M’ is
given by
YM (v, )0, w) = (w', Y (W (—272) L0y 27 Hay)

for w' € M’ and w € M, where (w', w) denotes w'(w), see [0].

2.2 (logarithmic) intertwining operators

Similar to a vertex operator YV (v, 2) = Y oMz~ € End(M)][z, 27!]] on a module M,
it is natural to consider an intertwining operator from a module U to another module R
as a formal power series ([20]). However, without the assumption of rationality, there is
no reason for all intertwining operators to have specific forms like formal power series. As
Huang has shown in [10], if a V-module W is C}-cofinite, then all intertwining operators
Y of type (WRU) has a shape of formal power series with log z terms:

K
V(w,z) = Z Z w({m)z_m_l log’ z € Hom(U, R){z}[log 2|

=0 meC

and is called “logarithmic type” (see [18],[8] and [5]). As long as we have a possibility to
treat non-semisimple modules, it is necessary to consider all of such operators. In this
paper, we will call them intertwining operators, too.

Definition 2 Let W, U and R be N-graded V-modules. A (logarithmic) intertwining
operator of type (WRU) 1 a linear map

V(z): W —]: Hom(U, R){z}[log(z)]
V(w,z) = Z Z Wi myz~ " log' 2
1=0 meC

satisfying the following conditions:

1. The lower truncation property: for eachu € U and i, w(;u = 0 for Re(r) >> 0, where
Re(r) denotes the real part of r € C.

2. L(—1)-derivative property: Y(L(—1)w, z) = LY (w, z) for w € W.

n .

3. Commutativity: vEY(w, z) — V(w, 2)vY = (n) YV w,2)2""" forve V.
i
i=0
4. Associativity: forv € V andn € N,

Vol w,z) =3 (1" (Z) VR 2V (w, 2) + Y(w, z)i<—1)m+n+l (Z) WL,

m=0 m=0
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Here and henceforth, Y (v,2) = S_vX2z7""1 denotes a vertex operator of v € V on a
V-module X and 7 (WRU) denotes the set of intertwining operators of type (WR U).

Let YO(w,z) := Y, ccWinz """ denote the coefficient of log’ z in Y(w, z) for i =
0,1,..., K, If W is finitely generated, then there is an integer K such that Y™ (w,z) =0
for any n > K and w € W. Moreover, since vertex operators Y (v, z) on modules M
have no “logz” terms, every Y satisfies all properties of intertwining operators except
the L(—1)-derivative property. From the L(—1)-derivative property for ), we have two
important properties:

1, d
(m) — —1))?y)
» y (U},Z) _ m,(’zthZl ZL( 1)) ynu<wvz)7 and i (21)
(i + Dwiprmu = —L0)" wimyu + (L(0)™w) nyw + win (L(0)™ ).
In particular, we have
d ‘
(z% — 2L(—1)X YD (. 2) =0 for any i. (2.2)

On the other hand, for such a formal power series )° satisfying all conditions in Definition
except L(—1)-derivative property but (2.2),

Y(w,z) =Y {l(zL(—n - zdilz)iyO(w, z)} log’ = (2.3)

=0

is an intertwining operator. We note that Zfio VO (w, ze*)(log z + 1)" is also an inter-
twining operator for 3°i*) Y (w, 2)log’ z € Z(,;} ).

We also note that if L(0) acts on W semisimply and Y € 7 (WUU), then since L(0)""
is a nilpotent operator and commutes with all grade-preserving operators, the trace of
Wi wi(w)-1)¢"? on U is zero for i > 1 by (2.1), where Y(w,z) = D im Wiz " log' 2.
Therefore, the followings come from (2.1).

Lemma 3 (1) If L(0) acts on W semisimply, then TryY(w, 2)g*® = Try YO (w, 2)¢~©
for Y e Il
(2) If L(0) acts on W, U, R semi-simply, then every ) € I(WRU) 1s a formal power series.

2.3 (),,-cofiniteness for a module
For a V-module W and m € N, set
Con (W) = (v_pw | v € V,wt(v) > 0,w € W).

If dimW/C,,(W) < oo, then we call W to be C,,-cofinite as a V-module. Our C}-
cofiniteness is slightly different from the ordinary definition of Cj-cofinite. For example,
V' is always C-cofinite as a V-module. Among these finiteness conditions, Cs-cofiniteness
is the most important and offers many nice properties. For example, we have:

Proposition 4 Let V' be a Cy-cofinite VOA. Then we have the followings:
(i) Every weak module is 7. -gradable and weights are all rational numbers [15].
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(ii) Evey n-th Zhu algebra A, (V') is finite dimension and the number of inequivalent simple
modules is finite, [9],[3].

(iii) Set V.= B + Co(V') for a finite dimensional subspace B spanned by homogeneous
elements. Then for any weak module W generated from one element w has the following
spanning set {v} ..ok w | v € B, ny < --- < m}. In particular, every V-module is
C,-cofinite as a V-module for any n = 1,2, ..., [15],[2],[9].

We note that except Condition I, all conditions in this paper are satisfied by a simple
Cs-cofinite VOA and its simple modules.

3 Fusion products

In this section, for W,U € mod(V) we explain a fusion product W X U defined by
intertwining operators as a projective limit. We call an intertwining operator

K
V(w,z) = Z Z Wi mz ™ log' 2

1=0 meC
of type (WT U) “surjective” if the images of coefficients of ) spans T', that is,
(wimyu |weW,ueUmeC,i=0,..,K)c=T.

Consider the set of surjective intertwining operators of W:

FW,U)={(V,F)| Femod(V),Y € I(;U) is surjective} (3.1)
and introduce an equivalent relation (Y, F'') = (Jk, F?) if there is an isomorphism o :
F!' — F? such that ), = 0);. We define a partial order < in F(W,U)/ = as follows:
For (), F1), (O, F?) € F(W,U),

Vi<V & 3f € Homy (F2, FY) s.t. fVh = ).
Clearly, if Y1 < Y, and Y, < ), then we have (Y, F1) = (), F?).

Lemma 5 F(W,U)/ = is a (right) directed set.

[Proof]  For any V;,Vs € F(W,U), say J; € I(mflU) and Y € I(ng), we define ) by
V(w, 2)u = (Vi(w, 2)u, Yo(w, 2)u) € (F* x F*){z}[logz] forw e W,ucV.

Clearly, ) is an intertwining operator of type (F;VX52) Let I C F! x F? denote the
subspace spanned by all images of coefficients of Y (w, z)u with w € W, u € U, then since
F; and F, have composition series of finite length, so does F' and so (Y, F') € F(W,U).
By the projections m; : F! x F? — F' we have 7,()) = Vi and my(Y) = J», that is,

V1, FY) < (Y, F) and (Y, F?) < (Y, F) as we desired. '

Set F(W,U) = {(V;, F") | i € I} and consider the product ([, Vi, [[, F*). Let Fy,
be a subspace of [[T; spanned by all coefficients Hwié(w)_l_ﬂrwt(u)u of weights r for
homogeneous elements w € W and u € U and we set F' = [[ . F{;) and we consider

(FTLYY.



Definition 6 We call F' a “fusion product” of W and U and we denote it by W X U.

Namely, we define a fusion product as a projective limit of F(W,U)/ =. We note that
U X W may not be a V-module, but W X U satisfies all conditions to be a V-modules
except for the lower truncation property. Hence if the set of conformal weights of F"
in F(W,U) has a lower bound, then W X U is a V-module and [][)" is a surjective
intertwining operator of type (V‘S/ M{]). We also note that even if W X U is not a V-
module, it is possible to define the actions v, on W X U and we are able to consider
V-homomorphisms from W X U to V-modules. In any case, U X W is C-graded by
the construction. Throughout this paper, we fix one surjective intertwining operator
Vipe€ Z(“P) for each pair A, B € mod(V).

We next show:

Proposition 7 Let W, U € mod(V'). If an n-th Zhu bi-module A, (W) is of finite dimen-
sional for any n € N, then F(W,U) contains a unique mazimal element. In other words,
a fusion product W KU is well-defined as an element of mod(V).

Before we start the proof, we give a brief review of an n-th Zhu algebra A, (V') and
an n-th Zhu bi-module A, (W) from a view point of operators. For N-graded modules
U=&2,Uy, and F = @72 Fi4, with lowest weights r and ¢, respectively, we restrict our
interest into operators

Y — oY .
07— (W) = W wi(w)—14r—1) * PizoUitr = Bj_oFls,

where Y(w,z) = 35 3 . W y? " log' z € Z(,,},) of w € W and oY (w) denotes an
operator of w in Y (w, ) shifting grade by s. From Associativity and Commutativity,
forv € V and w € W, we can find vxw and wxv in W such that o . (vxw) = oy(v)oy . (w)
and o) (w*v) = oY (w)oy(v) forany Y € T (WFU), where 0g(v) denotes a grade preserving
operator of v. If we set

F
O,(W)={we W |0, (w)=0 for anyy€I<

o U) U, F € Ind(V)}

where Ind(V') is the set of indecomposable V-modules in mod(V') and r and ¢ are the
lowest weights of U and F', respectively, then A, (V) = V/O, (V) is an associative algebra
and A, (W) =W/O,(W) becomes an A, (V')-bi-module.

[Proof of Proposition [7] We may assume that W and U are indecomposable. Since
the actions of V' shift the weights by integers, there are 7, s € C such that W = @& (W, 44
and U = @22 Uys,. Let (Y, F) € F(W,U) with Y(w,z) = S > Wi myz ™ og’ 2.
We will show that the lengths of composition series of F' have an upper bound. Since
dim Ay(V) < oo, there are only finitely many conformal weights and so we assume F =
@2 o Fh4t with a lowest weight ¢t. Moreover, for a sufficiently large N, a composition series
of I/ as a V-module corresponds to a composition series of Fy,; as an Ay (V)-module.
Since ) is surjective, we have

<w(i,wt(w)717N+n+r7t)(Un—i—r) | w e VVa ne Nal = 07 BRI K)(C = FN+t-



As we did in the explanation of an N-th Zhu algebra, we have
(Wi wtw)—14r—6) (Unsr) |w € Wi =0,..., K)c = Fyi4.

We have to note that for w,,) with i # 0, we are able to choose another ;)NJ such that

YO = YO as we mentioned at (2.3). Therefore, there is a surjection

K
b H (Av(W) @ Unsr) = Fivr
iven by ¢(J[_ (w™ @ uM)) = 3K w™ u™ and so we h
g y h=0 - h=0 (h7Wt(w(h))—1+r—t) we nave
dimTNH < dlmAN(W) X dimUN+r X (K+ ].)
The right hand side does not depend on the choice of F. Therefore, F(W,U)/(%) has a

unique maximal element, which is a fusion product. 1

We next explain about induced homomorphisms among fusion products. For a homo-
morphism ¢ : A — B of V-modules, a formal operator ) € 7 (B D ) defined by

V(a,z)d = yB p(9(a), z)d
becomes an intertwining operator of type (BXD ) Therefore, by the maximality of fusion
products, there is a V-homomorphism ¢ Xidp : AK D — B X D such that

¢Ridp - (Y(a, 2)d) = V(¢(a), 2)d.

Similarly, we can define idp X ¢ : DX A — DX B. The following shows that fusion
products preserve the right exactness of sequences.

Proposition 8 Let A, B,C,D € mod(V). If
AL B C =0

1s exact, then so s

AR D 2oy prg p Moy o p s 0,

[Proof] Clearly, (0 Xidp) - (¢ Kidp) = (0 - ¢) Kidp = 0. Since we may view
YV, F) € .F(C, D) as (Y(o0),F) € F(B,D), o0 Kidp is surjective and so we may view
(C X D) C (BX D). We may also assume A C B and C' = B/A. Consider a canonical
bilinear pairing

<U}, yg,Da)v Z)d) € C{z}[log Z]
forw e (BX D) ,be B and d € D. Clearly, if w € (C'K D)’, then
<U}, yg,D(aa Z)d) =0 (32)

for any @ € A. On the other hand, if w € (B X D)’ satisfies (3.2) for all @ € A, then
(w, V5 p(b, z)d) is well defined for b € B/A = C'. Therefore,

— (CX D) = (BXD) = (AKX D)

is exact, which implies that XD preserves the right exactness. 1



4 Projective covers
Let us start with an explanation of projective modules and projective covers.

Definition 9 A V-module P € mod(V') is called “projective” if every V-epimorphism
f W — P splits for W € mod(V). If P — D is a cover and P is projective, we call P
a “projective cover” of D.

Different from an ordinary ring theory, V' is not necessarily projective as a V-module.

Proposition 10 Let V be a VOA and D,U € mod(V). Then we have:

(1) If D € mod(V') is not projective, then there is a proper covering F % p.
(2) If dim A, (V) < oo for any n, then every U € mod(V') has a projective cover.

[Proof] Proof of (1). Since D is not projective, there is a non-split surjection [ :
F — D. We choose F' minimal among such non-split extensions. Clearly, F'is a covering.
Proof of (2). Since U is finitely generated, there are u,... u® in U such that U =
Vu + .+ Vul®) | where Vu = {v,,u | v € V,m € Z} denotes a submodule generated
from u by [4]. We may assume that u( are all homogeneous with the same weight, say
r. Let D % U be a covering of U. Since dim Ag(V) < oo, the number of irreducible
V-modules is finite and so there is an integer N which does not depend on D such that
the conformal weight of D is greater than r — N. Choose homogeneous elements d) € D
so that a(d®¥) = u® for every i. Since « is a covering, D = VdW + ...+ Vd® . Then
the subspace D, of D of weight r is spanned by {o(v)d® | v € V,i = 1,...,k} and
so dim D, < kdim Ax (V). Thus, the length of composition series of coverings of U is
bounded and so U has a projective cover by (1). 1

4.1 Principal projective cover and fusion products

In this subsection, we will prove the following:
Theorem 11 Let V be a VOA and p: P — V a covering of V.. Then for W € mod(V'),
pXidy

0 — Ker(p) R W 2% pwy 2Z289% v W — 0 (4.1)

is exact if the weights of Ker(p) MW are bounded below, where € : Ker(p) — P is an
embedding.

Before we start the proof, we will prove the following lemma:

Lemma 12 Let p : P — V be a covering of V and p € P a homogeneous element
satisfying p(p) = 1. Then

Ker(p) = (v,pe P|veV,n>0)c. (4.2)
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[Proof] Since
Q= (up |vEVineZc

is a submodule of P by [M] and p(Q) = V, we have ) = P. Furthermore, since
(L(—=1)v)mp = —mu,—1p, we have

P=(wwplveV,n>—-l)c= (v_ip|v e V)c+ (Ump|veV,meN.

Since p : (v_1p | v € V) — (v_11 | v € V) is an injection and p((v,p | v € V,m €
N)¢) = (vl | v € V.m € N)¢ = 0, we have the desired result. 1

Let us start the proof of Theorem [Tl

[Proof of Theorem 1] Set @ = Ker(p) and € : Q — P denotes an embedding. By

Proposition [ it is sufficient to show that e Xidy : Q IW — P KW is an injection.

Let Vg wi(a, z) = E]K:O > agmyz ™ tlog’ z be a fusion product intertwining operator.

Set I =Y, that is, I(a,2) =Y., .capnz""""' and we denote a(,) by al. We note that
d

I(*,2) is an (23 — L(—1)z)-nilpotent intertwining operator as we showed at (2.2).

We choose a homogeneous element p € P satisfying p(p) = 1. Consider a vector space
R=p W& QRW),

where p_jw is a formal element and p_ W = {p_jw | w € W}. We view Q X W as a
V-submodule of R and define a V-module structure on R. Define an action v of v on

R=p WaEQRW by
R _ ZOO NI 4
Un (p*1w> - p*1<vnw) + pare (Z) (U2p>71+nfzw'

We note that since v;p € @ for i > 0, v2 is well-defined. By the direct calculations, we
have L(—1)-Derivation:

(wov)f(paw) = poa((wov)nw) + Z((wov)ip)l—l—f—n—iw
=0 (4.3)

0o n .
= —np-i(vn-aw) + Z (z) (=ivim1p) Ly = —nvgy (po1w).
=0

11



We also have Commutativity:

(Ut — Uy vy) (p-aw)

:p—l((vmun_unvm +Z( ) 'Ulp m—1— z*unw Z( ) 'Ulp m—1— zunw

=0

0ot (o

+ gg CL) (T;) (VP10 — :0 :0 (T;) (TZ) (Wi0D) 1 i 0
=l ) + 33 () () ol
=t + 35252 (1) () (1) ot st
= (Y + 23 (1) (T )ty

= /m
S () [T} (1.4
=0 \J

By solving (v,u), from Commutativity for n > 0, we have Associativity:

o0

Z(ﬂ(—l)i{vf_iuiﬁ—<—1>”u£i+n_ivf}=<vnu>;§ forn>0.  (45)

: 1
=0
For m € 7Z, we also have:

m

(0t p-18) = p-sCoe = 3 (") (ol s

1=0

-3 (") () 10 s~ VPt
- Z Z Z ( ) ( ) 1)+ <n ; j) (S (T K )

ieN jeN heN

o Z Z Z +h< ) < ) ( h )(uiJrjp){nlJrnijhvhw
ieN jeN heN J
n m\ [n\[(n+i—7j
+Y NN (-1t +1+h< Z) < ) ( b )Un+z‘—j—h(?fjp)ﬁm1+hw
ieN jeN heN J

YO ot

2 O (oo

i,j,hEN

e X (M) () (T ){E S (1)

:(1+§)he?A—1—B) (1+C)"(~1+ D —C)"
(I + E-1)"™—E+1+F)"+ (1 -1+ H)"(1 — H+G)",

12



where the monomials A*B* B*DF, E*F¥ and G*H* in the last two polynomials denote

I I I I
Us (ukp)m-i—n—s—k—lw? (usp)m—l—l—n—s—kvkw? us(vkp)m—i—n—k—s—lw? and (vsp)n—l—m—s—l—kukw?
respectively. On the other hand, for n-th normal product *,, we have:

(050 05 0-10) = pos(tn)tr =3 () 1 st = (1) b1

heN

n h+m n—h
- (h) (_1)h {%—h( j )(uﬂp)erh 1w+ Z ( j )(vjp){z—h—l—jum-l-hw}
heN jeN
n n h m-+n—nh
T3 (e st (1t ]
h,jeN
n m+h , n n+m-—~h .
_ -1 h( . )AnhB] + ( ) -1 h+m+1( A )Gth
W (h)< ) J Z p) Y j
+ Z (Z) (_1)n+h+1 (h) En+m—hFj + Z (Z) (_1)h (n — h) CijJ’_h
h,jeN J h,jEN J

—(1+B)™A—1-B)"+H"(1+G - H)"— E"(~E+1+ F)"
—(1+C)"(~1—C + D).

Therefore, we have another Associativity

(v, w)Er = (vu)Er  form >0 (4.6)

for r € R. The remaining Associativity we have to prove is the case for m < 0 and n < 0,
but we will not prove it directly. Fortunately, the results above are enough to prove that
R is a V-module as we will see. Since the weight of R is bounded below,

V= {vfi(2) = vaz_h_l |veV}

heZ

satisfy the lower truncation property and so they are quantum operators (or called weak
vertex operators). Furthermore they are mutually commutative because of (4.4) and so
they generate a local system V in End(R)[[z, 27']] by using normal products %,. Since
wli(2) is also a Virasoro element of \7, V is a vertex algebra with the same grading on V/,
that is, w®(z) %, vE(2) = wt(v)vf(2) by (4.5). By viewing n-th normal products in V as
n-th products in V', we have a vertex algebra epimorphism ) : V — V. Since V stabilizes

0CQRXW CR,
we have (Ker())? = 0 and so Ker(1) is a V-module. Suppose V # V, then
F = {v(2) %, u®(2) — (v,u)f(2) |v,u € V} #0

Since v7(2) *, u®(z) = (v,u)®(z) for n > 0 by ( .5), the weights of elements in F have
a lower bound. Choose 0 # a(z) = vf(2), * (z) (vou)®(z) € F so that a(z) has
minimal weight among them. Since w?(z) %, v (z) = (wpv)B(2) for k > 0, w(2) %, a(2)
is a linear sum of elements in F and so w?®(z) *;, (a(z)) = 0 for k& > 2 because of the
minimality of wt(a(z)). For m > 0, since a(z),, = 0 on R by (4.6), we have:

0 = [w(2)r, (2] = (wo0(2))kpm +E(Wt(0))t(2) k1 = (—k—mAk(wt(a)))a(2)krm—1

13



for any k € Z and so a(z), = 0 for any h, which contradict to a(z) # 0. Therefore,
V =V and we know that R is a V-module.
The remaining thing we have to prove is to define an (z4- — L(—1)z)-nilpotent inter-

twining operator Y of type ( PRW). It is natural to expect that Y satisfies £)%(¢,z) =
I(woq, z). However, a coefficient (L(—1)p)J of I(L(—1)g, 2) at z~! may not be zero whereas

d%yo(w, z) does not have z~!-term. Fortunately, we have that for any v € V,n € Z,

-0 - @kl =3 (7)) el L-vmk

2

=5 (D G = ("){ ) WF ) ()l

> n—1 - n—1
— X ("Dt 1)<v£1p>£ =0
i=0 =0

and so (L(—1)p) is a V-homomorphism. We now set

phwi= { [ 12009 - Wevpl bt orwew

=

= —_1m<L<—1)p>£qzmw +pow (4.7)
meZ,m7#0
p(z)r:= {I(p,2) — (L(=1)p)gz"}r forr e QX U.

Let us show that p(z) satisfies Commutativity with respect to all actions a(z) of a € V.
By direct calculation, we have:

ZZ( ) e = Y o (D) e

neZ =0 m#0,neZ
n -1
_ —-m ,—n—1
- ( ) m+n 7 T z
m#O neZ i=0
OO n —1
o -m . —n—1
- ( ){ alp m+n i + Z<al 1p)m+n z} Tr Tz
m;éo neZ =0
OO n 1
o I . I B —-m _—n—1
= 2 S (Mm@ s+ o} s
m;ﬁO neZ i=0
OO n 1
= — -m ,—n—1
= ( ) m a,p m+n—l—1 x z
m;ﬁO n€eZ 1=0
OO n
_ m ,—n—1
- ( ) a’lp m+n i1 z )
m#O neZ i=0

and so

SD DM (3 [T ARIE

mneZ ieN
Since the weights of R are bounded below, there is N such that a;p = 0 for : > N and so
we have Commutativity:

(0= ¥ a2 plo)] = (2= ¥ St X (1 )ar e —o

=0 reZz ne”L
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We then extend it by

V2(vap, 2) = Reso{(z — 2)"v(2)p(2) — (—2 + 2)"p(2)v(2)}

for v € V,n € Z, then Y’ is a (2L — L(—1)z)-nilpotent intertwining operator and so

K
1 d . .
= —(2L(=1) — z—)° log" fi epP
Y(u, z) ;i_(z (=1) = 2)" YV (u, 2) log" = for u
is an intertwining operator of P from W to R. Since CY(u,z) = yEer(p)’U(u, z) for
u € Ker(p), the space spanned by images of ) contains ) X U. Furthermore, since
V(g,z)w € p_yw+ QX U, we get that ) is surjective.
This completes the proof of Theorem. 1

As a corollary of Lemma [I2], we have:

Theorem 13 If a simple VOA V' contains a rational subVOA W containing the same
Virasoro element of V', then V is projective.

[Proof] Suppose false and let p : P — V be a proper covering of V' and choose p € F,
such that p(p) = 1. Viewing P as a W-module, P is a direct of irreducible W-modules.
We may choose p in a simple W-submodule R. Then p(R) = W and so R is isomorphic
to W. Therefore L(—1)p = 0. Since P is a V-module, for v € V| there is N, € N such
that v,p = 0 for m > N,,. Then since 0 = L(—1)v,,p = —muv,,_1p, we have vyp = 0 for
k € N, which implies Ker(p) = 0 by (4.2) and we have a contradiction. 1

4.2 Projective covers for semi-rigid modules

In this subsection, we will prove the following:

Theorem 14 If C is a semi-rigid irreducible module and D = C'is a covering of C, then
there is a covering R 2> V' such that D is a homomorphic image of RR D. In particular,
if V' has a projective cover Py and Py X C' is finitely generated, then C' has a projective
cover Po which is isomorphic to a direct summand of Py, X C'.

[Proof] Since C' is semi-rigid, we have the following epimorphism:

idoXe

CRQ L™ OR(CRC) LS (CRCO)RC <X, o

where € : ) — CXC is an embedding, es : CXC — V,eze: Q — V is a covering and
1o is a natural isomorphism for the associativity of products of intertwining operators,
see (5.3). By the pull back of D % C, we may choose an isomorphism xp such that we
have the following commutative diagram:

CR(CRD) LLN (CRC)RD —~ D
lide X (ids M a) Lidoge Ma 1«
CRQ — CX(CKRCO) Lach (CRCO)RC - C.
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Let R be a minimal submodule of CX D with respect to inclusion such that (idgMa)(R) =
Q. Then since D % C' is a covering and (e Xide)pe(ide o) (ideReg)(CRR) = O, we
have (e Xidp)up(ide®er)(CRR) = D and so D is a homomorphic image of CX R. By
the choice of R, e5(idgXa) : R — V is a covering of V, which proves the first statement
in the theorem.

If V has a projective cover Py, and Py, XC has a finite length of composition series, then
any covering D of C' is a homomorphic image of P, K C' and so the length of composition
series of D has an upper bound. Therefore, a covering of C' has a maximal one, which is
projective by Proposition [I(] and isomorphic to a direct summand of P, X C.

This completes the proof of Theorem 14l 1

We easily have the following corollary.

Corollary 15 IfV is projective as a V-module, then every semi-rigid irreducible module
18 projective.
Theorem 16 Let V' be a Csy-cofinite VOA of CFT-type and C' a semi-rigid V-module.

Then .
0 — Ker(pe) R W 2% pogw 225 omw — 0 (4.8)

is exact, where 0 — Ker(po) = Po 2% C — 0 is a projective cover of C.

[Proof] Since V' is Cs-cofinite, all fusion products are finitely generated and the
products of intertwining operators satisfy Associativity. Let py : P, — V be a projective
cover of V. By Theorem 14, there is a surjection a : Py X C — Po. Set J = Ker(a).
Since C' € mod(V'), we have the following commutative exact diagram by (4.1):

0 — J — J — 0
+ + + 5
0 - Ker(py)XC — PyRC 2299 yro=C — 0
+ + la i +
0 —  Ker(pe) = D LEN C — 0
+ + }
0 — 0 — 0

From Theorem [I1], we also have an exact sequence
0— Ker(py) K(CRW) - P, X (CRW) - CXW — 0.

Since the fusion products satisfy the associativity and preserve the right exactness, we
have an exact sequence:

0— (Ker(py) RC)RW — (Py RC)RW — CEW — 0.

Again, since )XW preserves the right exactness, we have the commutative exact diagram:

0 — JXW — JNXW — 0

4 ol ol 1
0 - (Ker(py)RC)XW — (PARCO)RW — CRW — 0
l _ l l 4
Ker(po) @W 29 prWwW 5 CEW — 0

l 1 l

0 — 0 — 0,
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which implies that € X idy, is injective.
This completes the proof of Theorem [16l 1

Since VXKW = W the following easily comes from Theorem [14l

Corollary 17 Let V' be a simple Cy-cofinite VOA of CFT-type and assume that all V -
modules are semi-rigid. If V' is projective as a V-module, then all V-modules are projec-
tive. In particular, V' is rational.

5 Products of intertwining operators

5.1 Fusion products

In this section, we assume that the desired products of intertwining operators satisfy the
associativity and the desired fusion products are well-defined as V-modules. The aim in
this section is to use homomorphisms and fusion product intertwining operators to present
products of intertwining operators.

We first recall the analytic part on the composition of intertwining operators (with
logarithmic terms) from [I0]. From now on, let {A, B,C, D, E, F'} be a set of C}-cofinite
V-modules. We choose a € A,b € B,c € C,d € D'. As Huang showed, for intertwining
operators ), € I(ADE), Vs € I(BEC), Vs € I(FDC) and Yy € I(AFB), the formal power
series (with logarithmic terms)

(&', Yi(a,z)Ya(b,y)c) and  (d, V3(Va(a,z — y)b,y)c)

are absolutely convergent in Ay = {(z,y) € C* | |z| > |y| > 0} and Ay = {(x,y) €
C? | ly| > |# — y| > 0}, respectively, and can all be analytically extended to multi-valued
analytic functions on

M? = {(z,y) € C* | ay(z —y) # O}

As he did, we are able to lift them to single-valued analytic functions
E(<d7 yl(a,x)yg(b,y)c)) and E(<d7 y3(y4(a7$_y)b7 ’y)C>) (51)

on the universal covering M2 of M?. Single-valued liftings are not unique as he remarked,
but the existence of such functions is enough for our arguments. The important fact is
that if we fix A, B, C, D, then these functions are given as solutions of the same differential
equations. Therefore, for Y; € 7 ( ADE),;))Q cT ( ) there are Vs € 7 ( A&DB C) and Y €
T ( such that

E((d', 1(a,2)Ys(b,y)c)) = E((d', V5(Vi p(a,x —y)b,y)c))  and
E(d, Y2(Va(a, 2 = y)b,y)c)) = E((d', Vs(a, ©) Vi o(b, y)c)).

We note that the right hand sides of (5.2) are usually expressed as linear sums, say,

E({d, V1(a,2)a(b,y)c)) = Z E({d, Y1i(Vai(a,x — y)b,y)c)).

E
BC
D
B A&C)

(5.2)

However, for each i, from the maximality of fusion products, there is a homomorphism
& € Homy (AKX B, Im()s;)) such that Vo; = giyEB. Since Vs := >, Y1;:&; is an intertwining
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operator in Z ( A&% C), we get the expressions (5.2). For example, a natural isomorphism
uw:(AXRB)KC — AX (BX C) is given by

E(<dla My§®B,C<y§,B<av r—y)b,y)c)) = E((d’, y%,BIEC(% x)ygc(b, y)c)). (5.3)
In order to simplify the notation, we often use the notations Y ), and YV3(),) to distin-
guish two types Vi (x, )Mo (*,y) and V3(Vs(x, z)*,y), respectively.

5.2 Skew symmetric and adjoint intertwining operators

In his paper [II], Huang has explicitly defined a skew symmetry intertwmmg operator
o12(Y) € I(B?A) and an adjoint intertwining operator oq3()) € I(A C/) for Y e Z( )
when ) has no logarithmic terms. Even if J € 7 ( ) has logarithmic terms, there
are isomorphisms oy : I(ACB) — I(B A) and o093 : I(ACB) — I(A C,) as follows. By
considering a path {z = 2™z | 0 < ¢ < 1}, there is Ve Z(, B) such that

E((d,Y(a,2)o12(Y?)(b,2)1)) = E((¢, Y (b, x)012(Y ) (a, 2)1)). (5.4)
Rewriting them, we have that

the left side of (5.4) =

the right side of (5.4) =

(¢, V(a, 2)e"=17b)) = E((¢, XY (a, = — b))
((elWzc y(a z — SL’)b ) and

(<, Vb, ) Ja)) = (( V(b — 2)a))
({eHVe = x)y(b 2)a >)-

Since (e“M¢ Y(a,z — x)b) and (- 1)mc/,e D2y (b, z — 2)a) are multivalued rational

functions on {(z, z) | * # 2z}, we may choose 015 so that 012()) = ), that is,
o12(V)(a, 2z — )b = X CVEDY (b, 1 — 2)a. (5.5)

Similarly, for Y € 7 ( 1 B) and canonical intertwining operators yg’c, and yg,: p induced

SN

from inner products, there is Y, € 7 ( ABlc) such that

B, Ve (e, 2) V(@ p)B)) = E((L, Vo 5"V (a,y — )e b)), (5.6)
Therefore, a map YV — YV, gives an isomorphism oo3 : 7 ( ACB) =7 ( ABé,).

We don’t get an explicit formula because what we will need is just an existence of
isomorphism 93()). Set 0193 = 012093.

In (5.2), we used Y™ as the second intertwining operator of products. Not only the
second one, we can also use it for the first one at the same time. Actually, for Vs(J% AB)

with Vs € Z(yup o), We have 053 o2 (V) € Z(“PP)) and so there is § € Homy (C' K

D' (AX B)) such that 053 075 (Vs) = 0Y¢ pr- Therefore we have:

Proposition 18 For any ) EI( ) Vs EI( ) and Vs EI( ) Yy EI( ) there
are £ € Homy (BX C, (AX D")) and 6 € Homy (B X C, (C® D')') such that

<dl7 yl(a7 Zl)yQ(b> ZQ)C> = <dla 023(y§,D’)(a7 Zl)gyg,()(ba ZQ)C>> and
<d,7 y4(y3(a7 Zl)bv 22)C> = <d,7 0123 (yg,D’><5y§,B(av Zl>bv 22)C>,
for any a € A,b € B,c € C,d € D'. In other words, the space spanned by the products
Vs of V1 € I(AD*) and Y, € I(B*C) is isomorphism to Homy (BX C, (AX D')") and the

space spanned by the product Y3(Yy) of Vs € I(A*B) and Y, € I(*DC) is isomorphism to
Homy (A B, (C K D')).

(5.7)
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5.3 Semi-rigidity and intertwining operators

The aim in this subsection is to describe the semi-rigidity in terms of intertwining opera-
tors. We assume that V is simple. For a V-module U, let rad" (U) denote the intersection
of maximal submodules M with U/M = V. Since V is simple, U/rad" (U) is a direct
sum of copies of V. Let W be a simple C;-cofinite V-module and assume W is not semi-
rigid. By the definition of semi-rigid, for any W e mod(V) satisfying (1) in Definition 1,
ew € Homy (WKW, V) and a maximal submodule Q of WKW containing rad"” (W RW),
(ew Ridy )pu(idy X e) is not surjective, in other words,

(ew Ridy )p(idy X e)(W K Q) C Ker(ey Midy ).
Since g is isomorphism and W is simple, the above implies that
p((idy B e)(W Rrad” (W K W))) + Ker(ey Kidy) = (WK W) KW, (5.8)

for any ey : WKW — V, where € : radV(W XW)C W KW is an embedding.

We then rewrite (1.1) by products of intertwining operator as follows: Since e~y®

Z(WYW), from (5.2) and (5.7), there are V5 and § € Homy (W K W, (WX W) such that

E({d, o12(YW)(w, :L’)ewy%w(@, y)w')) = E((d, %(y?;w(w, T —y)w,y)w'

= B((a, o1 (Vi) 0V (w2 — i gu)) O

for any w,wt € W, w € W, and o’ € W’. Therefore, we have:

Lemma 19 Let V' be a simple VOA. If a simple V-module W is not semi-rigid, then the
image of & does not have a factor isomorphic to V and Ker(8) +rad” (WRW) = WRW
Jor any e

6 Orbifold model

In this section, we will consider an orbifold model. Let 7" be a VOA and g an automor-
phism of T order n and set T = @'_ 7" with T® .= {t € T | g(t) = €*™V=1"/"¢}. Then
V :=T© =79 is a subVOA. Let D be a V-module and we assume that

(A1) every T Xy D is a V-module for i = 0,...,n — 1 and

(A2) every T is Ci-cofinite as a T®-module.

The necessary condition we need is an associativity of fusion products, that is, 7 X,
(TY) Ry, D) = (TH Ky, TW) Ky D.

Set WO =TOXRy, Dand W =W q...o WrD. We note W =V, XD = D.
Since all T are C}-cofinite as V-modules, there is Y € T (TWW) such that

E((w', Y(t,2)Vrp(t' y)d)) = E(w', Y1 p(Y (t, 2 — y)t', y)d)) (6.1)
for t,t' € T, w' € W and d € D by (5.2). We note W& = T0 & D = [T (W) with

formal weight spaces W, := (TWX D), and so we can define its restricted dual (W®)" =
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1L, Hom(W}(i), C). From the definition of ) and Commutativity of vertex operators Y of
T, we have that for any t',t2,t3 € T,

E((w', Y, )Y, ) V1 p(t*, 2)d))

g

E((
E((
E((w’

B({w!, V(#, )y(tljx)ygp(t:*%)dﬂ,
which implies Commutativity of {)J(¢,z) |t € T} on W. We also have

E((u!, V(' o)V, 9)ViEp(t 2)p) = E((w! VEp(Y (', 2~ 2)Y (,y — ), 2)p))
= (!, VE (Y (Y (2 — y),y — )%, 2)p))
= B, V(Y (1,2 — )12 2)VE o (F, 2)p)).

Furthermore, taking t' = 1 in (6.1), we have

E({w", Y(t,2)d)) = E((w', V(t, x)yTD(L y)d)) = E((w", Yrp(Y(t,z — y)1,y)d))
= B, Y2 ("L y)p)) = E((w!, V2 (ty + 2 — y)d)).

By setting y = 22, we obtain Y(t,z)d = Yy ,(t,x)d for t € T, d € D.
Furthermore, we have:

Proposition 20 Let T be a VOA and g € Aut(T) of order n. If all T™ are C\-cofinite
as T -modules and T® R TD are T -modules, then all T®) are simple currents.

[Proof] We will prove that T is a simple current. The proofs for the others are
similar. Take 70 as D in the above argument and we assert that U(® := 7D R T jg
irreducible. Suppose false and let B be a proper submodule of U®) and set

E = { the coefficients of Y(t )b |tV € TW b e B)e.
Since F is a submodule of T™ and
V(A )YV, )b = V(Y ("D, 2 — y)tW y)b, (6.2)

for any t) € TW =1 ¢ 7=1 and b € B, there are t € T and b € B such that
Y(t,y)b # 0 and so we have E # 0. Therefore we have E = T(™ since T is simple.
Since the coefficients of V(M) y)b spans TW, the left hand side of (6.2) implies that the
coefficient of (6.2) spans T X TW. On the other hand, the right hand side of (6.2)
implies that those spans B since the coefﬁ(nents of Y ("= 1),37 — )t are actions of V.
Therefore, T~V XTW = V. For any V- module W, W=VRW = (T YURTWO)RW =~
T XK (TW X W), which implies that 7 X W is simple. 1

As another application, we have:

Proposition 21 Under the same assumption as in Proposition 20, if 0 - B — D &V
is a non-split extension of V' by a simple V-module B, then T Xy D is a T-module. In
particular, if T is projective as a T-module, then V is projective as a V-module.
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[Proof] By the previous arguments, it is sufficient to show that ) (¢, z) is a formal
integer power series. Since (7"~ X T( NX D = D and T(1 X D is an indecomposable
module with a homomorphic image TMWXV | all weights of TX D are integers. Hence the
formal powers are all integer powers. So the remaining thing is to show that Y(t, z) does
not have log z-terms. If L(0) acts on D semisimply, then so does on 7™ X D and every
yEW p(t, 2) is a formal integer power series, which implies that 7'Xy D is a T-module.
If L(0) does not act on D semisimply, then L(0)"*D = B and so B = V as V-modules.
Therefore, L(0)"! : (T Xy D)/(T Xy B) — TRy B = T is an isomorphism as T-modules.
If Y7 p(t, 2)p is not a formal integer power series for t € T and p € D, then we have:

yTD (t,z)p Z to,m)P —m=l g Z t(lvm)pz’m’l log z.

MmEZ meZ

Set YO(t,2) = X catomz ™ " and YO(t,2) = 3 ptamz ™" € Hom((T Ry
D)/(T ®y B), T Ky B)[[z,27!]]. Since dimZ(,’,) = 1 as T-modules, we may assume
YOt 2)d = Y(t,2)d mod T Ry B[z, 27']] and Y (¢, 2)a = Y (t, z)a, where @ denotes
idy X p(a) and a € T Wy D. Therefore, we have L(0)"'Y(t z)a = Y(t,z)a and
Y (t,2) YOt 2)L(0)"a = Y(t,z)a. In other words, L(0)" commutes with Y. By
(2.1), we have

W(1,n)d = _<L<O)m:l)t(0,n)d + (L(O)"“t)(om)d + tiomy (L(0)™d)
= —(L(0)"")t(0md + t(0,n) (L(0)"d) = 0.

Therefore, (¢, z) is a formal integer power series and so 7' Xy D is a T-module. 1

7 Geometrically modified module

In this section, we will explain the theory of composition-invertible power series and their
actions on modules for the Virasoro algebra developed in [10] and then we will extend
them for logarithmic intertwining operators. From now on, ¢, denotes e?™* for variables
x # 7 to distinguish it from ¢ = €*™". Let A; (j = 1,2,...) be the complex numbers

defined by
1 +1
o~ 1) (exp ( ZW ))

U(qy) = ¢.2 O (2mi) O e= 2% 410,
Clearly, U(q,) = ¢.*@U(1). The important operator is (1), which satisfies

and set

UV (w, U1 = YU (q)w, g — 1) = y(qu(O)I/{(l)w,qx - 1) =Y[U()w,z] (7.1)

for an intertwining operator ), see [21] for Y[, z].
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7.1 Trace functions

We first consider g-traces of geometrically-modified module operators with one more vari-
able z:
Uy (v;2,7) = TryY (U(q.)v, ¢, ) g EO =</ (7.2)

for a V-module U and v € V', where Try; denotes a trace on U and c is the central charge
of V. We note that for an ordinary trace function, we can consider the trace functions for
not only actions of V' but also actions of a V-module W on U by Y € T (WUU). Namely,
we can define a trace function

Uy (Vs w; 2,7) = Try (YU (q)w, ¢.) g FO=</2) weWw. (7.3)

We have to note that L(0) may not be semisimple on a V-module U. Then we will
understand ¢“® on U as

ml)

L(0) (wt+L(0)™) 2miTL(0) ml — g™ i (2miT L

" =q =q"(e

Jj=0

We note that since L(0)"" is a nilpotent operator and commutes with all grade-preserving
operators, there are no terms of form ¢"7/ in ordinary trace functions for j > 0.

We note that when we consider a trace function of a simple module W on a V-
module U, as we explained at the end of §2.2, we can ignore the log z terms of ;))I(,{,,U €

T (WUU) and so the necessary grade-preserving operator of w € W, in y{,{,vU(w,z) =
YD w?im)z_m_1 log’ 2 is w%mfl). Therefore, by setting U(1)w = > w" with ho-

mogeneous elements w” € W,., we have

TI“U;V&J/,U( (g2)w, .)q " O=¢/2D) = 5™ Tryq, (M@ )gy why, 1)q( ) gL (0)—c/21)

-3 Ter(Ovr_l)q(L(O) ¢/24) (7.4)

Thus, (7.4) is independent of z. Moreover, it has shown in [I0] that these ¢-traces are
absolutely convergent when 0 < |g| < 1 and can be analytically extended to analytic
functions of 7 in the upper-half plane.
We next consider g-traces of products of two geometrically-modified intertwining op-
erators:
Tro i (U(g,) Vs 5 (w0, w — y)w, g, )g O~/

Top Do), 0.0V, U(a,) 5. ,)g 012

forw € W,w € W Y, € I(WIXW U) and Y, € I(W WIXU) As we explained, the first
function in (7.5) depends on x — y, but not on y. These formal power series (with log-
terms) are absolutely convergent in Oy = {(z,y,7) € C?®H | 0 < |q. — ¢,| < |g,|} and
Qo ={(z,y,7) €C*®H| 0 < |q] < |gy| < |gz| < 1}, respectively, as shown in [10], where
H = {7 € C|Im(7) > 0} is the upper half plane. We extend these function analytically
to multivalued analytic functions on

(7.5)

M ={(x,y,7)€C*xH |x#y+pr+q forallpqcZ}.
We can lift them to single valued analytic functions

Uy (Vi) w0, @ 2,y,7) == B(Trg ViUl Vg 5w, 2 — y)@, g,)gHO=/2Y)

V(WY i w, W@y, 7) = E(TrUyQ(U(qgg)w,qx)yE;,U( ()35, g,)q 10 -c/20)  (76)
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on the universal covering M?. We need to extend a result in [II] for logarithmic inter-
twining operators.

Lemma 22 For every intertwining operator ) € I(BTU), weW and b e B, we have

GTL(O)y(b, Z)U _ y(eTL(O)b’ GTZ)GTL(O)U
¢"OYU(a,)b, q,) = VU2, 4y0)g"”  and
y1<y2<u<Qy)b7 Qy — Qx)Z/{((h)wa Qm> = yl(“(Qm).yQ(ba y— .T})U}, qg:)

[Proof] Set Y(b, z) = Ztho > ec bz " og" 2 and y = log z. From
y(L(—l) ) = dilz ( ) we have (L(—l)b)(hﬂ_,_l) = (—n— 1)b(h,n) + <h+ 1)b(h+1,n—1) and
Using the notations (o ® 3)bgnyu = (ab) g, n)fu, we have:

L(O) (b(h n) ) = (—n 1+ L(O) X 1 + 1 X L(O))b(h,n)u -+ (h -+ 1)b(h+1,n) and
L(O0)™ (bnmyu) = 22724 () (=n=1+ L(0) ® 1+ 1@ L(0))" I (h+ 1)+ (b + )b+ jmyu-

for m > 1, where (h+1)---(h+j) =1 for j = 0. Using these notation, we obtain:

eTL(o)y(b’ z)u: Z TL(0) ib ( n—1)y
n h=0
_ZZZ m ™ Z hnuyhe( n— 1)y)
n m=0 h=0 h
—ZZ m! Z( ) L ! ®1+1®L(O)_n_1)mij(h+1)"'(h+j)b h+j, n)uyhe( n—1)y

n  m,h

By replacmg h + ] and m — j by k and i, respectively, e”“OY(b, z)u equals

ZZZZ ' ®1+1i!®L(0)—”—1)i%(k—j+1)- (k)P g yue Y

ZO_]O

:Z Z eT (L(0) ®1+1®L(0)_(n+1))b(k,n)u(y + 7_)lce(—n—l)y

n k=0

_Z Z TL(O k) TL(O)u>€(—n—1)(y+T) (y + T)k _ y<€TL(0)b7 e’T-i—y)e’TL(O)u

y( TL(O b e Z) TL(O),U/’

which proves the first equation. Replacing 7 and y by 27iT and 27wiy, respectively, we
have the second equation. The third comes from U(1)Y (b, x) = V(U (q.)b, g, — 1)U (1) and

the second equation. 1

8 Transformations

Let V_be a simple Cy-cofinite VOA of CFT-type. We fix two irreducible V-modules W
and W such that Homy (W X W, V) s 0. In this section, we always assume that the
desired fusion products are V-modules and the products of intertwining operators of W
and W satisfy the associativity.
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8.1 Three transformations

We define actions S, oy, 5; on R: for 0 <t <1 by

(07 (.T,y,T) = (:c,y+t7',7')
G i (xyy, )= (x,y+t,7) .
S (x,y, 1) (=7, —y/T,—1/T)

In particular, we have the following commutative diagram:

($7y77—) i) (_$/Ta _y/Ta_l/T)
L Be by (8.1)
(x,y+t,T) EN (—x/7,—y/T —t/T,—1/T).

A trace function of products Y ()) with ) € I(EUU),y € I( ) on U is

E
w W
Ty(WN(Y) : @, w;2,y,7) = E (TruDy U(qy) V(@ x — y)w, q,) ¢ HO~2D) | (8.2)

for w e W,w € W. A modular transformation S : 7 — —1/7 on Wy is defined by

5 (U0) () : Bows oy, 7) = Ty (y1<y> : (‘—1)“0) 7 (‘_1)” w8, —_1> |

T T T T

In order to simplify the arguments, we will deal only W and W with integer weights when
we consider the transformation S. When ) is a vertex operator YV on a module, the
space spanned by trace functions has some modular invariance property as the author has
shown in [I4]. In particular, since we assume Condition II, that is, there are Ay € C for
U € Irr(V) such that

S(Uy) (YU()/) : ﬁ},w;x,y,T) = Z v (Vy) (YU(y) : @,w;x,y,T) , (8.4)
Uelrr(V)

where Irr(V') denotes the set of irreducible V-modules. We note that A does not depend
on the choice )Y € I(WVW), but on V.
Along a line £ = {(x,y +t,7) | t € [0,1]} from (x,y,7) to (z,y + 1,7), we define

at<\I]U>(y : w7w;xuy77> = ‘I]U(y : wuw;xay +t7T> (85)

and set o = ;. Since (x,y,7) — (z,y +t,7) preserves Oy = {(z,y,7) € C°?® H | |¢q| <
lgy| < lg.| < 1}, we have

(W) Vi(Q) - W, wiw,y,7) = an(TroYVs(U ()W, 40) V55, (U (gy)w, g,)g = O=/20)
= TryYs(U(g)w, Qm)yﬁ‘%y(U(qut)w, qut)q(L(O)—c/24)
Tl"Uy4(U(qy)y5(ﬂ7, T — y)w, qy)q(L(O)fc/24)
= Uy(Vu(Vs) : w,w;x,y,T)

(8.6)
for some Vs and Y4 (Vs), because Vi, (U (qyq")w, gyq') is a linear combination of geomet-

rically modified intertwining operators in Z (W&U).
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An important case is where U = V and Y;()s) = Y()) with Y € I(WVW). Then since
W KV =W is irreducible,

a(Wy)(Y (D)) = Iy (Y/()).
We set k= 2™t W) We then define 8, and 3 = /3, according to a line S~(£) by
Be(Vy)(V1(De) : w,w;x,y,7) = Vy(Vi1(De) : w,w; x,y + t7,7) for any ¥y. (8.7)

Proposition 23
Bi(S(Wv))) = S(au(Wy)). (8.8)

By (8.4), we will consider the following diagram:

(YY) = Uy (Y(Y))
1 s 1 s

St (YY) B DB (YY) B A lu(YU())

Therefore > A BTy (YY) = 6> AUy (YUY (D).

8.2 The image of 3

We first calculate the image of Wy (V1(V?) : @,w;x,y,7) by f for any 2 € Z(5°,) and
Ve Z(SUU). Set A= (W XU), then we have:

BTV Y?) 2w, w;a,y, 7)
= E(Tep V' (U™ D) V2@, 2 — (y + 7))w, 270 g0 =50)
= E(Tep V' (V*(U(q2)W. g — 2™ NU (™D )w, q,q)¢ "~ 30)) - by Lemma 22
= E(Tryon(Vy, ) U(0)W, )0 Vi U(g,0)w, g,q)¢ O~ 3))
for some & € Homy (W K U, (W X U"Y)
= E(Tryoans(Vy, ) U(0:)W, ¢:)g" O~ 3060V ;U g,)w, qy)) by Lemma
= B(Troon(V2 ) U(a:)T, 4 g O~ Vi, Ug,)w.q,))
E(TeaVi0 U(a,)w, a)os(VE ) U(0:)T, 6.)§0q MO /20)
because the trace is symmetric
= E(TrAO-HS(y;E;,A/(éUyE/,W)(u(qy)wa Gy — Gu)U(qz) W, Qz)q(L(O)fc/M))
for some 6y € Homy (W KW, (AR A'Y)
= B(Trao123 (V5 4) (00U (@) Yy, 5 (w0, y — 2)0, ¢, ) gm0 =/2) by Lemma 22
= E(Trao123( YV} A')(5UQmL(O)u(1) LDl 012(3}5,,",;)(1”@ — y)w, g;)qHO=e24)
by skew symmetry intertwining operator, see (5.5).

Set L[—1] = L(—1) + L(0) (see [21]). Then we get U(1)el-V* = CmLI=Uz(7(1) from
(7.1) and the above equals the following:

= B(Trao123(V5 1) (Sge eI (1) 015 (V2 ) (0, 7 — y)w, ¢,)gHO=/2D).
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As we explained in the paragraph after (7.5), the pair of terms ¢,*©® and ¢, in the
above expression has no influence and the next term is em)L=1y=2)  However, since
oo(L[—1]u) = 0 for any u € W X W, we finally have

B(WU)(YU(J;%J/V) : {Ea w;T, Y, T)

= E(TI'A(7123<y§7A/)U<qm)5U012<y§/’W))(7:57 x — y)w, gz)gFO-/29) (8.9)

In particular, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 24 3(Uy)(VY(D?)) is again an ordinary trace function of an intertwining oper-
ator of W XKW on some module.

Therefore, we have:

Lemma 25 When Y' =YV and Y? = ez V=, 0y coincides with & in (5.9). In partic-

ww’
ular, oy does not depend on U.

[Proof] We express the definitions of {; and y in a short way:
YV ) = on(V5 D&Vie  and Vi yon(Ve ) = ous(VE ) 6oV )
(8.10)
Fora' ¢ A, w e W, w,w' € W and u € U, let us consider
(', Vivp (!, 2)YY (e Y (@, y — 2)w, 2)u) (8.11)

into two ways. Set B = Image(dy), then there is g{?}AI), such that

(8.11) = (d, Yy py(w',z)o 23(3’5}(],)( Yoy (w, 2)u)
= (d, 0123V 4) (o0 V) (W' 2 = Y)W, y) Vi (w, 2)u

) w, 2)u)
= (d ,0'123(;))(],,4/)37 UXA (5Uy® (Wl z — Y)W,y — 2)w, 2)u).
On the other hand, there is M}y, € I(WWV) and € € Homy (W, (U X A’)") such that

(8.11) = (d yWU( WV(wl T —z)e ”yg (~ — 2)w, 2)u)
= (d, o123V a ) (eYipy (w0, 93—2) Wyg Wy = 2)w, z)u)

for any o/ € A" and u € U. We note Yy, € Cop(Y'"). Therefore, we have
Yy (w', z — )eWyW (W y —2)w = y“w (5Uy;E;W( wh,r — 2)W,y — 2)w.
Since the image of € is W, we obtain
eYWVXV(wl, T — z)y%w(@, y—2)w = yngw(aUyE;W(wl, T —Z)W,y — z)w

for some y{{w. Thus, &y essentially coincides with § in (5.9), which does not depend on
the choice of U. 1
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9 Key Theorem

Theorem 26 If a simple Cy-cofinite V' of CFT-type satisfies Condition I and Condition
11, then all simple V-modules are semi-rigid. Furthermore, if V is a rational VOA of
CFT-type satisfying Condition I, then Wy has nonzero coefficient in S(Wy ) for every
simple V-module U .

[Proof] Let W be an irreducible module. As we showed in Lemma 23]
BOCM ) Y(ewdy ) = X AvBE) (Y (egdy )
= LA Pwru(Vpr 0V 5)),

where B = Image(d) and U runs over Irr(V). On the other hand, since S(S(Vy)) =
S(a(¥y)), we obtain

BO MY (epdiy ) = k(O AoV (Y eV ),

2miwt(

where Kk = e W) Therefore, we have

Y A wau (Ve u (V5 5)) = kO A Pu(Y (e )-

Suppose that W is not semi-rigid. Since V' is Cs-cofinite, all weights of modules U are
rational numbers. For any natural integer n, V' satisfies Condition I and II if and only if
Ve does and Uy appears in S(Uy) if and only if Wyen appears in S(Wyen) and W is
semi-rigid if and only if so is W®". Therefore, by taking V" and W®" as V and W if
necessary, we may assume that the conformal weight wt(1/') of W is an integer. By Lemma

M9 Ker(d) + Ker(egp) = WERW. Set Q = Ker(6) N Ker(ez;) and WX W/Q = Q' & Q?
with Q' = Ker(e;)/Q and Q* = Ker()/Q = V. Then \Ilng(yg,U(éy‘%W)) are all given

by traces on Q' and Wy (Y (e V5, ) are all given by traces on @*. We hence have

> Ao (Vi (6V55)) = 0,

which contradicts to ZAU\IIU(Y(eWy% w) # 0. Therefore, W' is semi-rigid. Since W is

arbitrary, all irreducible V-modules are semi-rigid.

We next prove the second statement and assume that V' is rational. We first show
Av: # 0. Choose a simple module U so that Ay # 0. Set W = U’ and consider the trace
function of ewy%w in 8 (\IIU)(eVT,y%W). It has a nonzero scalar times of

Ty (e Vig o)

and so it has a term \va/(ewy;%’w) with a nonzero coefficient. On the other hand, for
any V-modules R # U, 5(1113(69[7)7%”/) has no entries of \val(ewy%w). Therefore,
\I'V/(ewy%w) has nonzero coefficient in 5(3 )\U\I!U(Y(ewy%w)).

The remaining thing is to prove Ay # 0 for every simple module U. Set W = U’.

As we showed, Ay # 0 and so there is a simple V-module R with Ag # 0 such that
5(1113)(}/1%(:)7% ) has nonzero coefficient at \IIV/(YU(;)}% w))- Then since Homy (R X

W, V") #£0, we have R = (W) = U and so Ay # 0 as we desired.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1
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10 Rationality of orbifold model

In this section, we will show that an orbifold model R® satisfies Condition II and prove
the rationality of 7@ under the assumption that 7 is Cy-cofinite and T is rational.

Theorem 27 Let g be a finite automorphism of a VOA T of order n and assume that a
fized point subVOA V' :=T9 is a simple Cy-cofinite of CFT-type and satisfies Condition
I, If T satisfies Condition II, then so does V. In particular, if T s rational and V
satisfies Condition I, then V is rational and every simple V-module is a submodule of
some g*-twisted T-module.

[Proof] Set V = T©. As Dong, Li and Mason have shown in [3], there is a g-twisted
simple T-module M, say M = @®;5_oMyip/n. Then for each i = 0,...,n — 1, WO =
Do Mxtm+i/m is a simple V-module and we may assume that TORWE = W E+) since
TV is a simple current by Proposition 20. From Condition I, there are an irreducible

V-module W© and a surjection e () : WORWO — V. Set ) = ew(o)yﬁ‘%(o) W and
consider a trace function U7 (Y ())) of Y()) on T.
We first consider the images of W7 (Y ())) by aF. Since W X T0) = W we have

ok (W) ) (YV (D)) = 2Rt W)y (Y (V). Therefore, we have:

(YD) = 0 (3 W (YD) = D2 e M, (4 (),

which coincides with e2*™-times of the trace function of g*

TrTO(gk)YT<u(Qy)eWy%(o) W) (w0, 2 —y)w, Qy)q(L(O)ic/M)

on T for each k =0,---,n — 1. Therefore,

n—1

VYD) = = 3 e Fab U (Y (),

n
k=0

On the other hand, since T is rational and Cy-cofinite, S(Ur) is a linear combination of
trace functions Wy on T-modules U. In particular, it is a linear combination of trace
functions on V-modules. By Lemma 24] 5(S(Wr)) is a linear combination of trace func-
tions of intertwining operators. Iterating it, *(S(¥r)) are all linear combinations of
trace functions of intertwining operators. Since Sa* = p*S, Sa*(TrrYT(V*))U(q,) are
all linear combinations of trace functions and so does

n—1
1 .
SO (Y (V) = - 3 e HTS (0 (W (Y (D))
k=0
The second statement comes from Theorem 26] and 1

Since every rational Cy-cofinite VOA of CFT-type satisfies Condition II, we have:

Corollary 28 Let g be a finite automorphism of a VOA T and assume that a fixed point
subVOA 'V :=TY is a Cy-cofinite of CFT-type and satisfies Condition I, If T is rational
and V' satisfies Condition I, then V' is rational and every simple V-module is a submodule
of some gF-twisted T-module.
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