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Abstract

Conformal nets provide a mathematical model for conformal field theory. We
define a notion of defect between conformal nets, formalizing the idea of an inter-
action between two conformal field theories. We introduce an operation of fusion
of defects, and prove that the fusion of two defects is again a defect, provided the
fusion occurs over a conformal net of finite index. There is a notion of sector (or
bimodule) between two defects, and operations of horizontal and vertical fusion of
such sectors. Our most difficult technical result is that the horizontal fusion of the
vacuum sectors of two defects is isomorphic to the vacuum sector of the fused defect.
Equipped with this isomorphism, we construct the basic interchange isomorphism
between the horizontal fusion of two vertical fusions and the vertical fusion of two
horizontal fusions of sectors|
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Introduction

There are various different mathematical notions of field theories. For many of
these there is also a notion of defects that formalizes interactions between different
field theories. See for example [FSV13], [KS11l, [QRWO07), [SFRO06] and references
therein. Depending on the context, sometimes the terminology ‘surface operator’
or ‘domain wall’ is used in place of ‘defect’. Often field theories are described as
functors from a bordism category whose objects are (d — 1)-manifolds and mor-
phisms are d-dimensional bordisms (usually with additional geometric structure)
to a category of vector spaces. Defects allow the extension of such functors to a
larger bordism category, where the manifolds may be equipped with codimension-1
submanifolds that split the manifolds into regions labeled by field theories. The
codimension-1 submanifold itself is labeled by a defect between the field theories
labeling the neighboring regions.

In this book we give a definition of defects for conformal nets. Conformal nets
are often viewed as a particular model for conformal field theoryﬂ Our main re-
sult is that under suitable finiteness assumptions there is a composition for defects
that we call fusion. We also extend the notion of representations of conformal
nets, also known as sectors, to the context of defects. Sectors between defects are
a simultaneous generalization of the notion of representations of conformal nets,
and of bimodules between von Neumann algebras. Ultimately, this will lead to
a 3-category whose objects are conformal nets, whose 1-morphisms are defects,
whose 2-morphisms are sectors, and whose 3-morphisms are intertwiners between
sectors. The lengthy details of the construction of this 3-category are postponed
to [BDH16|, but the key ingredients of this 3-category will all be presented here.
In [BDH16]| we will use the language of internal bicategories developed in [DH12],
but we expect that the results of the present book also provide all the essential ingre-
dients to construct a 3-category of conformal nets, defects, sectors, and intertwiners
in any other sufficiently weak model of 3-categories.

A. Conformal nets

Conformal nets grew out of algebraic quantum field theory and have been in-
tensively studied; see for example [BMTS88|, (GF93|, KL04, [Was98|, (Was95|. In
this book we will use our (non-standard) coordinate-free definition of conformal
nets [BDH13|. A conformal net in this sense is a functor

A: INT — VN

1Note, however, that the precise relation of conformal nets to conformal field theory in the
sense of Segal [Seg04] is not at present clear.



2 INTRODUCTION

from the category of compact oriented intervals to the category of von Neumann
algebras, subject to a number of axioms. The precise definition and properties of
conformal nets are recalled in Appendix[Cl In contrast to the standard definition, in
our coordinate-free definition there is no need to fix a vacuum Hilbert space at the
outset—this feature will be useful in developing our definition of defects. Neverthe-
less, the vacuum Hilbert space can be reconstructed from the functor A. The main
ingredient for this reconstruction is Haagerup’s standard form L?(A), a bimodule
that is canonically associated to any von Neumann algebra A. This standard form
and various facts about von Neumann algebras that are used throughout this book
are reviewed in Appendix [Bl

B. Defects

To define defects we introduce the category INT,e of bicolored intervals. Its
objects are intervals I that are equipped with a covering by two subintervals I, and
I,. If I is not completely white (I, = I, I, = () or black (Ie = I, I, = 0)) then we
require that the white and the black subintervals meet in exactly one point and we
also require the choice of a local coordinate around this point. For conformal nets
A and B, a defect between them is a functor

D:INT,e — VN

such that D coincides with A on white intervals and with B on black intervals and
satisfies various axioms similar to those of conformal nets. Often we write 4Dg to
indicate that D is a defect from A to B, also called an A-B-defect. A defect from
the trivial net to itself is simply a von Neumann algebra (Proposition [[22)), so our
notion of defect is a generalization of the notion of von Neumann algebra. The
precise definition and some basic properties of defects are given in Chapter [

Certain defects have already appeared in disguise in the conformal nets lit-
erature, through the notion of ‘solitons’ [BE98|, Kaw02), [LR95|, [LX04]. For a
conformal net A defined on subintervals I of the real line (half-infinite intervals al-
lowed), an endomorphism of the C*-algebra Ag := colim.A([a, b]) is called a soliton
if it is localized in a half-line, that is, if it acts as the identity on elements in the im-
age of the complementary half-line. We bicolor any subinterval I = [a, co] U[—0o0, b]
of the projective line by I, = [a,00] and I, = [—00,b]. Given a soliton o, we can
consider the von Neumann algebra D(I) := 0. A([a, o0]) V 0 A([—o0, b]) generated by
oA([a,>0]) and o A([—0o0, b]) acting on the vacuum sector. We believe that, under
certain conditions, this construction associates an A-A-defect to a soliton. The
exact relationship between solitons and defects is, however, not yet clear.

C. Sectors

We will use the boundary of the square S* := 9[0,1]? as our standard model
for the circle. (The unit speed parametrization gives this circle a canonical smooth
structure.) We equip the circle with the bicoloring defined by S! = S'n[0, 1]x[0, 1]
and S} = S'N[3,1]x[0,1]. Let D and E be A-B-defects. A D-E-sector is a Hilbert
space equipped with compatible actions of the algebras D([I), for subintervals I C S*
with (3,0) ¢ I, and E(I), for subintervals I C S* with (3,1) ¢ I. Pictorially we
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draw a D-FE-sector as follows:
D

Al H |B .

E
The thin line — should be thought of as white and stands for the conformal net
A and the thick line = should be thought of as black and stands for 5. Usually
we simplify the picture further by dropping the letters. The precise definition and
some basic properties of sectors are given in Chapter

D. The vacuum sector of a defect

For any defect D we can evaluate D on the top half S := 1 of the circle.
Applying the L? functor we obtain the Hilbert space Ho(S',D) := L?(D(SL))
and, as a consequence of the vacuum sector axiom in the definition of defects, this
Hilbert space is a sector for D, called the vacuum sector for D. In our 3-category,
the vacuum sector is the identity 2-morphism for the 1-morphism D. We often draw

it as
-
D

This darker shading is reserved for vacuum sectors.

E. Composition of defects

Let D = 4D and E = gE¢ be defects. Their composition or fusion D ®3 F
is defined in Section [[LEl The definition is quite natural, but, surprisingly, it is not
easy to see that D ®p F satisfies all the axioms of defects.

We outline the definition of the fusion D ® E. In our graphical notation,
double lines = will now correspond to A4, thin lines — to B, and thick lines =
to C. Let us concentrate on the evaluation of D ®g E on St. Denote by St :=
d([1,2]x[0,1]) the translate of the standard circle and by S} ¢ its top half. As
with the vacuum sector Ho(S', D) = L*(D(S%)) for D on S', we can form the
vacuum sector Ho (S}, E) := L*(E(S} 1)) for E on S}. Let I = {1}x[0,1] be the
intersection of the two circles S* and S’}r, equipped with the orientation inherited
from S%. The Hilbert space Ho(S*, D) is a right B(I)-module, while Ho(S1, E) is a
left B(I)-module. Consequently, we can form their Connes fusion Hy(S', D) Mg(p)
Hy(S1,E), drawn as

(0.1) A

D B E

In this picture the middle vertical line | corresponds to I. By the axioms for defects
the actions of D(F~) and of B(I) on Hy(S*, D) commute. Consequently, we obtain
an action of D(F~) on the Connes fusion (ILT]). Similarly, there is an action of E(™1)
on ([@I). Now (D ®p E)(S%) is defined to be the von Neumann algebra generated
by D(F~) and E(™) acting on the Hilbert space (0II). A similar construction,
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using the local coordinate, is used to define the evaluation of D ®g E on arbitrary
bicolored intervals.

A main result of this book is that under the assumption that the intermediate
conformal net B has finite index (see Appendix [CIV]), the fusion of defects is in
fact a defect:

THEOREM A (Existence of fusion of defects). The fusion D ®p E of two defects
is again a defect.

This is established in the text as Theorem [1.44]

F. Fusion of sectors and the interchange isomorphism

Let A, B, and C be conformal nets; let 4Dg, sEc, 4Fp, and gG¢ be defects;
and let H = be a D—F-sector, and K = an E—G-sector. The horizontal
composition H X K of these two sectors is a (D ®g E)—(F &®p G)-sector whose
Hilbert space is the Connes fusion H Xp(;) K and which is depicted as

D E

F G

This composition operation is defined precisely in Section 2.Bl

Let 4Pg be another defect and let L = be an F—P-sector. The vertical
composition H g L of the sectors H and L is a D—P-sector whose Hilbert space
is the Connes fusion H Wp(g1) L. Here St is the top half of the circle bounding
the sector L; this half circle is canonically identified, by vertical reflection, with the
bottom half S% of the circle bounding the sector H, and that identification provides
the action of F((S+) on H. The vertical fusion operation occurs along half a circle,
rather than a quarter circle as for horizontal fusion, and so is not conveniently
depicted by juxtaposing squares; instead we denote this vertical composition by

D

H

P

This composition operation is defined precisely in Section 2.cl Because vertical
composition is Connes fusion along the algebra associated to half a circle, and
the vacuum sector is defined as an L? space for the algebra associated to half a
circle, the vacuum sector serves as an identity for vertical composition; that is,
Ho(SY,D)Xp H = H and H Xr Hy(S', F) = H as sectors.

Let gQc¢ be yet another defect and let M = be a G—Q-sector. The sectors K
and M can be composed into an E-Q-sector K X M. The horizontal composition
and the vertical composition of sectors ought to be compatible in the sense that
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there is a canonical isomorphism

H | K H K
X

L | M L M

Il

here, in the left picture the horizontal compositions occur first, followed by the
vertical composition, whereas in the right picture, the vertical compositions oc-
cur first, followed by the horizontal composition. This fundamental “interchange
isomorphism” is constructed in Section

The construction leverages the special case of the isomorphism where all four
sectors are vacuum sectors. That isomorphism is defined as the following composite,

-

here the middle rectangle

D®pE

(0.2)
D®pE

denotes the vacuum sector Ho(S*, D ®5 E) of the composite defect D ®p E. The
second and fourth isomorphisms in this composite are simply applications of the
aforementioned property that the vacuum is an identify for vertical composition.
The first and third isomorphisms are instances of the much more difficult fact that
the horizontal composition of two vacuum sectors on defects is itself isomorphic to
the vacuum sector of the composite defect. Because the horizontal composition is
a Connes fusion, and the vacuum sector is a vertical unit, we call this isomorphism
the “one times one isomorphism”.

G. The 1 KX 1-isomorphism

This isomorphism provides a canonical identification of the Hilbert space (0.II),
used to define the defect D ®p F, with the vacuum sector for D ®g E. By definition
the vacuum sector is Ho(S', D ®g E) := L*(D ®5 E(S+)).

By construction the algebra D ®p E(S%) contains D(F~) and E(™) as two
commuting subalgebras and is generated by those subalgebras. We can think of
the algebra D ®p E(S) as associated to the tricolored interval F—1 which is the
upper half of the circle 9([0, 2]x[0, 1]); it is therefore natural, as above, to draw the
vacuum sector for D ®&p E as .

Another main result of this book is the existence of an isomorphism between
the fusion (0.I) and the vacuum (0.2). We presume as before that the net B has
finite index.

THEOREM B (The 1 X I-isomorphism). There is a canonical isomorphism be-
tween the vacuum sector Ho(D ®p E) of the fused defect D ®p E and the Connes
fusion Ho(D) Mgy Ho(E) of the two vacuum sectors of the defects.
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This result appears in the text as Theorem [6.21 The construction of the 1 X 1-iso-
morphism is quite involved and is carried out in Chapters @ Bl and [l Chapter
also contains a short summary, on page [66, collecting all the necessary ingredients
in one place.

H. Construction of the 1 X l-isomorphism

For any von Neumann algebra A the standard form L?(A) carries commuting
left and right actions of A, i.e., L?(A) is an A—A-bimodule. In the case of the vacuum
sector Ho(St, D) = L*(D(F7)) these two actions correspond to the left actions of
D(F1) and of D) One difficulty in understanding the Connes fusion (0.1)
comes from the fact that the algebra B(I), over which the Connes fusion is taken,
intersects both D(F7) and D(L). To simplify the situation we will consider a
variation of (01 with a hole in the middle,

we refer to this construction as keyhole fusion. This Hilbert space is built from
vacuum sectors for D and E together with two (small) copies of the vacuum sector
for B. Tts formal definition is given in Chapter l} see in particular (@8). The
Connes fusion of B(I) is now replaced by four Connes fusion operations along smaller
algebras. This allows us to identify, in Theorem 11} the Hilbert space ([0.3) with
the L2-space of a certain von Neumann algebra that we represent by the graphical

notation = 1. Tt is generated by algebras D(IF"), B(=), and E(- 1) acting on the
Hilbert space [BIFJ; here B(7) is a certain enlargement of the algebra B(~) that we
abbreviate graphically by *. We defer to (4.9 [£10) for the details of the definitions,
and to 310l for an explanation of the notation B. Theorem 11 then reads

(0.4) L2<||='T_I> g[-.

At this point we blur the distinction between intervals and algebras in our
graphical notation and often draw only an interval to denote an algebra. For exam-
ple we abbreviate B(~) as simply ~, and D ®p E(S%+) as F 1. We therefore write,
for instance D ®p E(S+) @ B(m) as T~ 1. As the notation indicates, this tensor
product is a subalgebra of T~ 1. (Note the additional dotted line in the middle.) If
B has finite index, then we show in Corollary .16] that this inclusion F=1C F =11
is a finite homomorphism of von Neumann algebras. As the L?-construction is func-
torial for such homomorphisms [BDHI11], we can apply L? to it. Combining this
with () we obtain a map

05) L(FTQ . L(Fﬁ) -

In the next step, we need to fill the keyhole in (03). Formally, this is done by
applying Connes fusion with a further (small) vacuum sector for B. We fancy this
vacuum sector as the keystone and refer to the result as keystone fusion. On the

2 The reflection along the horizontal axis RX{%} provides an orientation reversing identifi-
cation 1 — [L_J and this accounts for the fact that the right action of D(IF) on L?(D([F7))
corresponds to a left action of D(I_I) on Ho (S, D).



H. CONSTRUCTION OF THE 1 X 1-ISOMORPHISM 7

domain of (0.F) the keystone cancels the algebra ~. On the target, we simply denote
the result by filling the keyhole with the keystone, the (small) vacuum sector for B.
In this way we obtain, in Proposition .18 an isometric embedding

(0.6) :L?(F_—|> R .

The existences of this isometric embedding enables us to prove that D ®z E is a
defect. To produce the 1 X 1-isomorphism from (0.G]), we construct, in Proposition
429 an isomorphism

and then define the “1 X 1-isomorphism”  as the composite of the two maps (0.6])
and ([@1).

It remains to prove that the composite of (@8) and ([@1) is indeed an iso-
morphism. The proof proceeds as follows: both the domain and the target
of Q carry commuting actions of the algebras (D ®g E)(S+) = F 1 and
(D@ E)(S])=, - On = L? (T ) these two actions are clearly each
other’s commutants and so to prove that 2 is an isomorphism it suffices to show
that the same holds for Ho(D) Ky Ho(E) = [II- That these two actions are
each other’s commutants on this fusion of vacuum sectors, provided as before that
the intermediate net has finite index, is a main technical results of this book:

THEOREM C (Haag duality for fusion of defects). The algebras (D ®p E)(S+)
and (D ®p E)(S1), associated by the defect D ®@g E to the two halves of the circle,
are each other’s commutants in their action on the fusion Ho(D) Xgy Ho(E) of
the vacuum sectors of the defects.

This is established in the text as Theorem B2} (see also Corollary (59). All of
Chapter [l is devoted to its proof.

REMARK. In constructing the 3-category of conformal nets, it is essential to
know that the 1 X 1-isomorphism (2 satisfies certain axioms, such as associativity.
In Proposition 432 we prove that the isomorphism is appropriately associative, but
unfortunately this is done directly by tracing through the entire construction of 2.
Better would be to use a characterization of  (and thus of composites of multiple
Q maps) as the unique map satisfying certain properties. Haagerup’s standard form
(that is, the L2?-space of a von Neumann algebra) does admit such a characterization:
it is determined up to unique unitary isomorphism by the module structure, the
modular conjugation, and a self-dual cone. There is a natural choice of modular
conjugation on . Thus, to characterize the isomorphism €2, it suffices to specify
a self-dual cone in that fusion of vacuum sectors. Unfortunately, we do not know
how to construct such a self-dual cone from the self-dual cones of [[] and of .






CHAPTER 1

Defects

1.A. Bicolored intervals and circles

An interval is a smooth oriented 1-manifold diffeomorphic to [0,1]. We write
Diff(I) for the group of diffeomorphisms of I and Diffy(I) for the subgroup that
fixes a neighborhood of 9I. A bicolored interval is an interval I (always ori-
ented) equipped with a cover by two closed, connected, possibly empty subsets
I,, I, C I with disjoint interiors, along with a local coordinate (that is, an embed-
ding (—e,e) < I) at I, N I,. We disallow the cases when I, or I, consist of a
single point. The local coordinate does not need to preserve the orientation, but is
required to send (—¢,0] into I, and [0,¢) into I,. A bicolored interval necessarily
falls in one of the following three classes:

(1.1) I, I, are intervals and I, NI, is a point; the local coordinate is a smooth
embedding (—¢,&) < I that sends (—&,0] to I, and [0,¢) to I;

(1.2) I, =1, I, = (), and there is no data of local coordinate;

(1.3) I, = I, I, = (0, and there is no data of local coordinate.

An embedding f: J < I from one bicolored interval to another is called color pre-
serving if f=1(I,) = J, and f~1(I,) = Jo. The bicolored intervals form a category
INT e, whose morphisms are the color preserving embeddings that respect the local
coordinates (that is, such that the embedding intertwines the local coordinates on
a sufficiently small neighborhood of 0). We let INT, and INT, be the full subcat-
egories on the objects of the form (C2Z) and (I3), respectively. Both of them are
canonically isomorphic to INT, the category of uncolored intervals. Elements of
INT, and INT, are called white intervals and black intervals, respectively. Those of
type (L.I) are called genuinely bicolored intervals. The full subcategory of genuinely
bicolored intervals is denoted INT,.

Similarly, a bicolored circle S is a circle (always oriented) equipped with a cover
by two closed, connected, possibly empty subsets with disjoint interiors S,, Se C 5,
along with local coordinates in the neighborhood of S, N S,. We disallow the cases
when S, or S, consists of a single point. A bicolored circle necessarily falls in one
of the following three categories:

(1.4) S, and S, C S are intervals. The intersection S, NS, consist of two points
and the two local coordinates are embeddings (—¢,e) < S sending (—¢, 0]
to S, and [0,¢) to S,.

(1.5) So =8, Se = 0, and there are no local coordinates;

(1.6) Se =5, S, =0, and there are no local coordinates.

Bicolored circles of type (L4) are called genuinely bicolored.

9
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1.B. Definition of defects

Let VN be the category whose objects are von Neumann algebras with sepa-
rable preduals, and whose morphisms are C-linear homomorphisms, and C-linear
antihomomorphismsﬁ.

Recall our definition of conformal nets (see Appendix [C]). For the following def-
inition of defect, we do not require that the conformal nets A and B are irreducible:

DEFINITION 1.7. Let A and B be two conformal nets. A defect from A to B is
a functor

D:INT.e — VN

that assigns to each bicolored interval I a von Neumann algebra A(I), and whose re-
strictions to INT, and INT, are given by A and B, respectively. It sends orientation-
preserving embeddings to C-linear homomorphisms, and orientation-reversing em-
beddings to C-linear antihomomorphisms. The functor D is subject to the following
axioms:

(i) Isotony: If I and J are genuinely bicolored intervals and f : J < I is an
embedding, then D(f) : D(J) — D(I) is injective.

(ii) Locality: If J C I and K C I have disjoint interiors, then the images of
D(J) and D(K) are commuting subalgebras of D(I).

(i) Strong additivity: f I = J U K, then the images of D(J) and D(K)
topologically generate D(I).

(iv) Vacuum sector: Let S be a genuinely bicolored circle, I C S a genuinely
bicolored interval, and j: S — S a color preserving orientation reversing
involution that fixes dI. Equip I’ := j(I) with the orientation induced
from S, and consider the following two maps of algebras:

a : D(I)— B(L*D(I))
(1.8) D) )
8 : D) —= D(I)® - B(L*D(I))
(Here « is the left action of D(I) on L2D(I), and in 3, the map D(I)°P —
B(L?D(I)) is the right action of D(I) on L?D(I).) Let J € INTo UINT,
be a subinterval of I such that JNOI consists of a single point, and equip
J := j(J) with the orientation induced from S. We then require that the
action
(1.9) a®B: D(J)®ay D(J) — B(L*D(I))

of the algebraic tensor product extends to an action of D(J U J).

The defect D is said to be irreducible if for every genuinely bicolored interval I, the
algebra D(I) is a factor. We will write 4Dp to indicate that D is a defect from A
to B.

Note that in the above definition of a defect D, for an embedding I — J of a
white or black interval I into a genuinely bicolored interval J, the induced map of
von Neumann algebras D(I) — D(J) is not required to be an injection.

The following properties are consequences of the listed axioms and the cor-
responding properties of conformal nets: inner covariance (Proposition [L10), the

3An antihomomorphism is a map satisfying f(1) = 1 and f(ab) = f(b)f(a).
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split property (Proposition [[T1]), Haag duality (Proposition [[T6), and continuity

(Proposition [[2T]).

Inner covariance and the split property. Recall that Diff(7) is the subgroup
of diffeomorphisms of I that fix some neighborhood of 0I.

PROPOSITION 1.10 (Inner covariance for defects). Let I be a genuinely bicolored
interval, and let ¢ € Diffo(I) be a diffeomorphism that preserves the bicoloring and
the local coordinate. Then D(p) is an inner automorphism of D(I).

PROOF. Write ¢ = @, 0 @, with supp(p,) C I, and supp(ys) C I,. Let
{J, K, L} be a cover of I such that J is a white interval, K is a genuinely bicolored
interval, L is a black interval, supp(p,) is contained in the interior of J, supp(ye) is
contained in the interior of L, and ¢ acts as the identity on K. By inner covariance
for the nets A and B (see Appendix[Cl]), there are unitaries v € A(J) and v € B(L)
that implement ¢, and @e. Let w be their product in D(I). Then waw* = D(¢)a
holds for every a € D(I) that is in the image of A(J), of D(K), or of B(L). By
strong additivity, it therefore holds for every element of D(I). O

PROPOSITION 1.11 (Split property for defects). If J C I and K C I are dis-
joint, then the map D(J) Qqy D(K) — D(I) extends to the spatial tensor product
D(J)® D(K).

PROOF. We assume without loss of generality that the interval J is entirely
white and that it does not meet the boundary of I (otherwise, replace I by a slightly
larger interval). Let Jt C I be a white interval that contains J in its interior and
that does not intersect K. Finally, let ¢ : A(JT) — D(I) be the map induced by
the inclusion J* < I. By the split property and Haag duality for conformal nets,
the inclusion ¢ A(J) C ¢ A(J7) is split in the sense of Definition [B.25l As A(JT)
commutes with D(K), the inclusion ¢ A(J) — D(K)’ is then also split, where the
commutant is taken in any faithful representation of D(I). Thus,

D(J) ®qg D(K) = (L A(J) @ kert) ®qy D(K) — D(I)
extends to the spatial tensor product D(J)® D(K). O

Vacuum properties. Let S be a genuinely bicolored circle, along with an orien-
tation reversing diffeomorphism j: S — 5, compatible with the bicoloring and with
the local coordinates. Let I C S be an interval whose boundary is fixed by j and
let I’ := j(I). The Hilbert space Hy := L?(D(I)) is called the vacuum sector of D
associated to S, I, and j. Tt is endowed with actions of D(J) for every bicolored
intervals J C S, as follows. (Recall that bicolored intervals contain at most one
color-change point.) The maps (L8 provide natural actions of D(J) on Hy for all
subintervals J C I and J C I'. By the vacuum sector axiom for defects, these
extend to the algebras D(J) associated to white and to black subintervals of S. To
define the action py : D(J) — B(Hj) of an arbitrary genuinely bicolored interval
J C S, pick a white interval K1 C S, a black interval Ko C S, and diffeomor-
phisms ¢; € Diffy(K;) such that ¢192(J) does not cross dI. If u; € A(K;) and
ug € B(K>3) are unitaries implementing ¢; and ¢, then the action on Hp of an
element a € D(J) is defined by

(1.12) (@) = u3u Py, oy (1) (D(p12)(a)) urus.
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This action is compatible with the actions associated to other intervals, and is
independent of the choices of 1, p2 and wuy, uz (see Lemma for a similar
construction in a more general context).

The following result, constructing isomorphisms between different vacuum sec-
tors, is analogous to [BDH13| Cor. 1.16]:

LEMMA 1.13. Let S be a genuinely bicolored circle. Let I1 and Iy be genuinely
bicolored subintervals and let j1 and ja be involutions fizing 011 and 0Iy. Then the
corresponding vacuum sectors L>D(I1) and L>*D(I2) are non-canonically isomorphic
as representations of the algebras D(J) for J C S.

ProOOF. If I; and Iy contain the same color-change point, then let ¢ € Diff (S)
be a diffeomorphism that sends I; to I3, that intertwines j; and js, and that can
be written as ¢ = @, 0 e Where ¢, acts on the white part only and ¢, acts on the
black part only. Let K be a white interval that contains supp(p,) in its interior
and let L be a black interval that contains supp(ps) in its interior. Finally, let
u € A(K) and v € B(L) be unitaries implementing ¢, and .. Then

L*(D
1)) (D(¥))

LA(D(I L3(D(I2)) ““ L*(D(I2))

is the desired isomorphism.

If I; and I contain opposite color-change points, then we may assume without
loss of generality that j; = jo and Iy = ji(I1). The isomorphism from L?(D(Iy))
to L2(D(I3)) is then given by L2(D(j1)). O

NoTATION 1.14. Given a genuinely bicolored circle S and a defect 4Dp, we
denote by Hy(S, D) the vacuum sector associated to some interval I C S and some
involution j fixing @I. By the previous lemma, that representation of the algebras
D(J) (for J C S) is well defined up to non-canonical unitary isomorphism.

Our next result, concerning the gluing of vacuum sectors, is a straightforward
generalization of [BDH13| Cor. 1.34] in the presence of defects (compare Appen-
dix [CIIT)). Let S; and S be bicolored circles, let I; C S; be bicolored intervals
(whose boundaries do not touch the color change points), and let I be the clo-
sure of S; \ I;. Assume that there exists an orientation reversing diffeomorphism
¢ : Iy — I; compatible with the bicolorings, and let S5 := I Upy, I5. Assume that
(S3)0 and (S3)e are connected and non-empty. Then, up to exchanging S; and So,
we are in one of the following three situations:

CED-() G- Wiu-(

Equip S1 Uy, S2 with a smooth structure that is compatible with the given smooth
structures on S; and S in the sense of [BDH14, Def. 1.4]. That is, provide smooth
structures on S7, S, and S3 such that there exists an action of the symmetric group
S35 on S1 Uy, S (with no compatibility with the bicoloring) that permutes the three
circles and has 7|g, smooth for every 7 € S5 and a € {1, 2, 3}.

When 4Djp is a defect, it will be convenient to write Ho(S, D) := Ho(S,.A) if
S is entirely white and Ho(S, D) := Hy(S, B) if S is entirely black.

LEMMA 1.15. Let S1, S2, S3, and ¢ be as above, and let D be a defect. Use
the map D(p) to equip Ho(S1, D) with the structure of a right D(Iz)-module. Then



1.B. DEFINITION OF DEFECTS 13

there exists a mon-canonical isomorphism
Ho(S1, D) Wp(r,y Ho(S2, D) = Ho(S3, D),
compatible with the actions of D(J) for J C Ss.

PROOF. Depending on the topology of the bicoloring, we can either identify
Hy(S1, D) with L2(D(I1)) or identify Ho(S2, D) with L?(D(I3)). We assume with-
out loss of generality that we are in the first case.

Let j € Diff_(S1) be an involution that is compatible with the bicoloring and
that fixes 9I, and let Ho(S1, D) = L*(D(I1)) be the vacuum sector associated to
S1, I, and j. We then have

LQ(D(Il))D§ )Ho(Sz,D) = LQ(D(Iz))D?} )Ho(Sz,D) = Ho(S2, D) = Ho(Ss, D),

where the first isomorphism uses L?(D(¢p)) : L?(D(I2)) — L*(D(I1)°?) = L*(D(I4))
and the third one is induced by the map (j o ¢) U Idp : S2 — Ss. O

Haag duality. In certain cases, the geometric operation of complementation cor-
responds to the algebraic operation of relative commutant:

PROPOSITION 1.16 (Haag duality). (1) Let S be a genuinely bicolored circle, let
I C S be a genuinely bicolored interval, and let I' be the closure of the complement
of I in S. Then the algebras D(I) and D(I') are each other’s commutants on
Hy(S, D).

(2) Let 4Dp be a defect and let J € INT, and K € INT, UINT, be subintervals
of I € INT,. Assume that JUK = I and that J N K is a point. Then D(J) is the
relative commutant of (the image of) D(K) in D(I).

PRrROOF. (1) Let j € Diff_(S) be an involution that exchanges I and I’ and
that is compatible with the bicoloring and the local coordinates. By definition, we
may take Ho(S,D) = L?(D(I)) with the actions of D(I) and D(I") provided by
(CR). The result follows, as the left and right actions of D(I) on L?(D(I)) are each
other’s commutants.

(2) We assume without loss of generality that K € INT,. Let S := I U (I) be
a circle formed by gluing two copies of I along their boundary, such that there is a
smooth involution j that exchanges them:

N 0D

By strong additivity and the first part of the proposition, and considering actions
on Hy(S, D) we then have

D(KY N D(I) = D(KY nD(I) = (D(K)v D)) = D(KUI) = D(J). O

Canonical quantization. Let S be a bicolored circle and I C S a genuinely
bicolored interval. Let j € Diff_(S) be an involution that fixes I and that is
compatible with the bicoloring and the local coordinates. Also let K C S be a white

interval such that j(K) = K. We call a diffeomorphism ¢ € Diffo(K) C Diff(S)
symmetric if it commutes with j, and set

Diff"™ (K) := {p € Diffo(K) | pj = jeo}.



14 1. DEFECTS

Given a symmetric diffeomorphism ¢, we also write ¢q € Diff (I) for ¢|r; to be
precise, @o := @|rnx Uidp k-

For an irreducible defect 4Dp, we want to understand the automorphism
L?D(po) of Ho(S, D) := L?>D(I), and its relation to the automorphism L?A(¢g) of
Hy(S,A) := L?A(I), where in these expressions involving A the circle S has now
been painted all white.

By [BDH13| Lem. 2.7] the unitary u, := L2A(pg) on L2A(I) implements ¢,
that is,

(1.17) A(p)(a) = upauy” for all intervals J C S and all a € A(J).

Let K’ be the closure of the complement of K in S. Since u, commutes with A(K"),
we have u, € A(K) by Haag duality (Proposition [C.4). We call u, € A(K) the
canonical quantization of the symmetric diffeomorphism .

The map Diffg"™ (K) — Diff (I) given by ¢ + ¢p is continuous for the C*°-
topology. The map A: Diff 4 (I) — Aut(A(])) is continuous because A is a continu-
ous functof]. The map Aut(A(I)) — U(L2A(I)) given by v — L%(1) is continuous
by [Haa75, Prop. 3.5]. Therefore, altogether, ¢ — u, defines a continuous map
from the group of symmetric diffeomorphisms of K to U(A(K)).

LEMMA 1.18. Let S, I, K, ¢, o, and u, be as above, let 4Dp be an irreducible
defect, and let Hy := L?>D(I) be the vacuum sector of D associated to S, I, and j.
Then, letting px be the action of A(K) on Hy (given by the vacuum sector axiom),

we have L*(D(po)) = px (uy).
I
supp(tpo){ /\

PRrROOF. We first show that the map
Diffg"™ (K) — Aut(D(I))
¢ = D(po)

is continuous for the C* topology on Diff ™ (K) and the u-topology on Aut(D(I)).
Since Ad(uy,) = A(p), the operator px(u,) implements ¢ on Hy. In particular,
D(¢o) is the restriction of Ad(px (u,)) under the embedding D(I) — B(Hy). The

map

supp(y)

(1.19)

Diffg"™(K) — U(A(K)) = U(Ho), ¢ = u, — px(uy)
is continuous and lands in the subgroup N := {u € U(Hy) |uD(I)u* = D(I)}.
Since D(po) = Ad(pr(uy)) and Ad : N — Aut(D(I)) is continuous [BDH13|
A.18], the map (I9) is therefore also continuous. Recalling [Haa75 Prop. 3.5]
that L2 : Aut(D(I)) — U(L2D(I)) is continuous, we have therefore shown that
Diffg™ (K) — B(Ho), ¢+ L*(D(0))

is a continuous homomorphism.

4 This refers to Haagerup’s u-topology on Aut(A(I)), see [Haa75l Def. 3.4] or [BDH13|
Appendix].
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Recall that pg(u,) implements ¢. By the same argument as in [BDH13,
Lem. 2.7], L?(D(p0)) also implements ¢. It follows that

L*(D(go)) = APk (uyp)
for some scalar A\, € S'. Thus, we get a continuous map ¢ — A, from the group
of symmetric diffeomorphisms of K into U(1). Our goal is to show that A, = 1.
Let J4 and Jp be the modular conjugations on L?(A(I)) and L?*(D(I)), and
let mx be the natural action of A(K) on L?*(A(I)). Since 7k (u,) = L*(A(po))
commutes with J 4, we have Jaomg (uy)J4 = Tx (u,). Combined with the fact that
J4 implements j [BDH13| Lem. 2.5], this implies the equation

(1.20) AG) () = u

Applying px to (L20), then, by a straightforward analog of [BDH13| Lem. 2.5, we
learn that Jp pk (uy) Jp = pr(uyp). Since both L2(D(pp)) and pk(u,) commute
with Jp and since the latter is antilinear, the phase factor A, must be real. It
follows that A, € {£1}.

To finish the argument, note that Diffg"™ (K) is connected and that {1} is
discrete. The map ¢ — A, being continuous, it must therefore be constant. O

Continuity. Given genuinely bicolored intervals I and J, and a neighborhood N of
I.NI,, let Hom(N)(I7 J) denote the set of embeddings I — J that preserve the local
coordinate on the whole of IV (this only makes sense if N is contained in the domain

of definition of the local coordinate). We equip Homy,, (I, J) = [y Hom™) (1, .J)

with the colimit of the C> topologies on Hom™) (I, .J).

Given two von Neumann algebras A and B, the Haagerup u-topology on Homyy (A, B)

is the topology of pointwise convergence for the induced map on preduals [BDH13|
Appendix].

PROPOSITION 1.21 (Continuity for defects). Let D: INT.e — VN be a defect.
Then D is a continuous functor: for bicolored intervals I and J the map

Hom”\rro. (I, J) — Homypy (D(I), D(J))

is continuous with the above topology on Hom,,(I,J) and with Haagerup’s u-
topology on Homyn(D(I), D(J)).

PrOOF. For every N as above, we need to show that the map D : Hom™) (I,J)—
Homyn (D(I), D(J)) is continuous. We argue as in [BDH13| Lem 4.6]. Pick a bi-
colored interval K, and identify I and J with subintervals of K via some fixed
embeddings into its interior. Given a generalized sequence ¢; € Hom™)(I,J),
i € Z, with limit ¢, and given a vector ¢ in the predual of D(J), we need to show
that D(p;)«(§) converges to D(¢).(§) in D(I)..

Let DifféN)(K ) be the subgroup of diffeomorphisms of K that fix N and also

fix a neighborhood of 0K. Pick an extension ¢ € DiﬁéN)(K) of , and let ¢, ; €

DifféN)(K), n € N, be extensions of ¢; such that ||¢n,; — @llen < [|@i — ¢l|lcn, where
| [len is any norm that induces the C™ topology. Letting F' be the filter on N x 7
generated by the sets {(n,i) € NxZ|n > ng,i > io(n)} (see [BDH13| Lem 4.6]),
then F-lim ¢, ; = ¢ in the C°*°-topology.

Write Diff V) (K) as Diff, x Diff,, where Diff, is the subgroup of Diff ") (K)
consisting of diffeomorphisms whose support is contained in the white part, and
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Diff, is the subgroup of diffeomorphisms whose support is contained in the black
part. The continuity of (II9) shows that the map DiﬁéN)(K) — Auwt(D(K)) : ¢ —
D(%) is continuous when restricted to either Diff, or Diff,. The composite

mult.

Diff V) (K) = Diff, x Diffy — Aut(D(K)) x Aut(D(K)) ™ Aut(D(K))
is therefore also continuous. It follows that F-lim D($, ;) = D(9) in the u-topology
on Aut(D(K)). Given a lift £ € D(K), of £, the vectors D(n.)«(€) therefore
converge to D().(£). Composing with the projection 7 : D(K), — D(I),, it

follows that D(p;).(€) = 7(D(n,0)s (€)) converges to w(D($).(€)) = D().(€). O

1.c. Examples of defects

Von Neumann algebras as defects, free boundaries, and defects coming
from conformal embeddings. The trivial conformal net C evaluates to C on
every interval [BDH13| Eg. 1.3].

PROPOSITION 1.22. There is a one-to-one correspondence (really an equivalence
of categories) between C-C-defects and von Neumann algebras.

PROOF. Given a von Neumann algebra A, the associated defect is

C if I €INT, or I €INT,
A(l):=< A if I € INT, and the local coordinate is orientation preserving
AP if I € INT, and the local coordinate is orientation reversing

where A°P denotes the opposite of A.

Conversely, let D be a C-C-defect. Given a bicolored interval I, the orientation
reversing map Id; : I — —I identifies D(—1I) with D(I)°”, where —I denotes I
with opposite orientation. So we just need to show is that the restriction of D to
the subcategory of genuinely bicolored intervals with orientation preserving maps
(compatible with the local coordinates) is equivalent to a constant functor. By
applying Proposition [[LT6 we see that every embedding J — I between two such
intervals induces an isomorphism D(J) — D(I).

To finish the proof, we need to check that D(¢) = Idp(y) for any ¢ : I — 1.
Pick a neighborhood J C I of I, N I, on which ¢ is the identity. Then the two
arrows D(J) — D(I) in the commutative diagram

D
D(1) e D()
= D) ~
are equal to each other, showing that D(¢) = Id. O

ProrosiTION 1.23. Let A be a conformal net. Then the functor .Z :INT.e —
VN given by

RDF{AL) if I, 0,

C otherwise
is an A-C-defect.

PROOF. The axioms for defects follow immediately from the corresponding ax-
ioms for A (Appendix [C]). O
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Conformal embeddings provide examples of defects. Recall that a morphism of
conformal nets 7 : A — B is a called a conformal embedding [BDH13| §1.5] if

Ad(u) = Alp) = Ad(7r(u)) = B(p)
for every diffeomorphism ¢ € Diffo(I) and unitary u € A(I).

ProrosiTION 1.24. Let A and B be conformal nets and let 7 : A — B be a
conformal embedding. Then

(1.25) D(I) = A(I) for I €INT,
B(I) for I €INT,UINT,

is an A-B-defect.

PROOF. The axioms of isotony, locality, and vacuum sector follow directly from
the corresponding axioms for B. It remains to prove strong additivity. We need to
show that

710,11 (A([0,1])) v B([1, 2]) = B([0, 2]).

For every point x € (0, 1), pick a diffeomorphism ¢, € Diff(([0, 2]) sending 1 to
x, and let u, € A([0,2]) be a unitary implementing A(p,). Since 7 is a conformal
embedding, we then have uzbul = B(p)(b) for all b € B([0,2]). Moreover, since

uz € A([0,2]) = A([0,1]) vV A([1,2]) C A([0,1]) v B([1,2])

and since u, conjugates B([1, 2]) to B([z, 2]), we have B([z,2]) C A([0, 1]) v B(][1,2]).
The argument being applicable to any « € (0,1), it follows from [BDH13|, Lem. 1.4]
that

B([0,2) = \/ B([=2)) c A([0,1]) v B([1,2)). O

z€(0,1)

Defects from @Q-systems. Longo and Rehren [Lon94) [LR95|] showed that given
a conformal net A4 and a unitary Frobenius algebra object in the category of A-
sectors, one can construct an extension A C B, where B is a possibly non-local
conformal net.

Here, the unitary Frobenius algebra object is an A-sector A along with unit
and multiplication maps n: Hy — A, u: AX A — A subject to the relations

pnXRidy) = p(1X¥n) =ida (unitality)
p(pRidg) = p(ida Ru) (associativity)
prp = (1da Rp)(p* Xids)  (Frobenius),

and the normalization pu* = n*n - idAE Here, Hy is the vacuum sector of A (the
identity sector on the identity defect; see Section 2-Al) and X is the operation of
vertical fusion (see Section 22d).

If one encodes, as is usually done in the literature, the A-sector A by a localized
endomorphism 6 : A([0,1]) — A([0,1]) [ then a unitary Frobenius structure on A

5This last condition is only appropriate for simple Frobenius algebra objects. The Q-systems
considered below will all correspond to simple Frobenius algebra objects.

6Here, ‘localized’ means that  restricts to the identity map on A([0, €]) and A([1 —¢, 1]). One
recovers the sector A from the endomorphism 6 by letting the underlying Hilbert space of A be
Hjy and twisting the action on the top half of the circle (identified with [0, 1]) by 6.
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can be specified by a choice of two elements w, z € A([0,1]) (w is the unit and z*
is the multiplication) satisfying the relations [BKLR14!, (4.1)]:
wa = 0(a)w, v0(a) = 0*(a)r, Ya € A([0,1]) (source and target of w and )
w'r =0(w" )z =1 (unitality)
zx = 0(z)x (associativity)
zx® = 0(x )z (Frobenius)
(

ww=z'r=d-1 normalization)

for some scalar d. A triple (6,w,x) subject to this set of equations is called a
Q-system [Lon94].

We now use the @Q-system (6,w,z) to construct an A-A-defect D. Given a
genuinely bicolored interval I, we use the local coordinate to construct a new interval
I :=1,U[0,1)UI,. As 6 is localized, there is a unique extension % of 6 to A(IT).
It is determined by requiring 6% (a) = a for a € A(K) with K C I\ (0,1) and
6% (a) = 6(a) for a € A([0,1]). We define D(I) as the algebra generated by A(I™T)
and one extra element v, subject to the relations [BKLR14l (4.3)]:

va =0(a)v Vaec AIT),

v  =w'r*v, ww=uzv, wv=1

(1.26)

The Longo—Rehren non-local extension A C B associated to the @-system is defined
such that B(I'T) = D(I) [LR95].

PROPOSITION 1.27. Let A be a conformal net, and let (6, w,x) be a Q-system
in A([0,1]). Then D, as defined above, is a A-A-defect.

PROOF. Isotony for D follows from isotony for A because the map A(I*) —
D(I) : a — av is a bijection. Indeed, D(I) could alternatively be defined to be the
set {av|a € A(I")} with unit element w*v, multiplication av - bv := af(b)xv, and
star operation (av)* := w*z*0(a*)v.

To prove locality, consider the situation where K C I are genuinely bicolored,
and J has disjoint interior from K. We need to show that A(J) and D(K) =
A(K*) vV {v} commute inside D(I). By locality for A, the algebras A(J) and
A(K™) commute inside A(I"). The algebra A(J) also commutes with v, because
va = O(a)v and 0] 45y = id.

To prove strong additivity, consider the situation of a genuinely bicolored in-
terval I that is the union of a black or white interval J and a genuinely bicolored
interval K. By definition the algebra D(I) is generated by A(I*) and v, and simi-
larly D(K) is generated by A(K ™) and v. By the strong additivity of A, we have

D(J)VD(K)=A(J)VAKT)V{v} =AUV {v} = D).

We now address the vacuum sector axiom. Consider the situation of a genuinely
bicolored interval I and a white subinterval J that touches one of the boundary
points of I (the other case is identical). By the vacuum sector axiom for A, it is
enough to construct a unitary map

w: L?D(I) — L*A(I")

that is equivariant with respect to the left and right actions of A(.J). The formula F :
D(I) — A(I"), E(av) := d~!-aw, a € A(I'") defines a conditional expectation, and
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the corresponding orthogonal projection p : L2D(I) — L?A(I") satisfies pbp* =
E(b) for b € D(I) [Kos86l, Lem 3.2]. We claim that
() == Vd - p(v€)

is the desired unitary map. The map u is both left and right A(J) equivariant
because

u(aéa’) = Vd-p(vata’) = Vd-p(6(a)véa’) = Vd-plavéa’) = Vd-ap(vé)a’ = au(€)d’
for a,a’ € A(J). To check that it is unitary, we compute
wu”(§) = d - p(vv*(p*€)) = d- E(vv")§  and
d-E(ww*)=d- E(vw'z™v) =d- E(@(w*x)vv) =d - E(Q(w*z*)av) =
=0(w*z")zw = H(w*)0(z")zw = O(w* ) zx*w =1
and
wu(€) =d-vp'pwf) =d-vevf and
viev = v'vviv = 1/d
where e = p*p is the Jones projection, and vy, as in [LR95L Sec 2.5], satisfies

v1vf = e and v*v; = 1/+/d (this last formula holds by substituting v/+/d in place
of w, and vy in place of v, in [LR95| (2.14)]; see also [Lon94| (4.3)]). O

REMARK 1.28. The considerations in [BKLR14] suggest a generalization of
Proposition to the following situation. Let A be a conformal net together
with three Q-systems (6%, wr, %), (0%, wf, o), and (0, w, ). If (0L, w*, z¥) and
(0F, wf, 2% are in addition assumed to be commutative, then (I.26) can be used
to define extensions A C BL and A C BE, as in [LR95]. If (§,w,z) is such that
the corresponding non-local extension C contains B and Bf and, moreover, B
is left-local with respect to C and B is Tight-locaﬂ with respect to C, then the
construction D as in Proposition [.27 should define a B-BF-defect.

Direct sums and direct integrals of defects.

LEMMA 1.29. Let Dy and Do be A-B-defects. Then their direct sum E :=
D1 @ Dy is also an A-B-defect. Here, E is defined by
E(I) = D1(I)® Do(I) for I €INT,
E(I)=A(I) for I € INT, E(I)=B(I) for I € INT,.
PROOF. The only non-trivial axiom is strong additivity. Consider the situation

where I = K U J, with J genuinely bicolored and K white. Letting A : A — A%?2
denote the diagonal map, we need to show that E(I) is equal to the subalgebra

AA(K) Vv E(J) c E(I)

generated by the images of AA(K) and E(J). (Note that our notation is a little
bit misleading, as the map AA(K) — E(I) might fail to be injective). Pick a white

7 This means that BL(I) and BE(I) should commute with C(.J) whenever I is to the left,
respectively to the right, of J.
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interval L C J that touches K in a point. Since A is a conformal embedding, it
follows from the previous proof that AA(K) vV A®?(L) = A®2(K U L).

Thus, we have the following equalities between subalgebras of E(I):
AA(K)WVE(J) = AA(K)WA®*(L)WE(J) = A2 (KUL)VE(J) = E(I).

REMARK 1.30. By the same argument as above, one can also show that a direct
integral of A-B-defects is an A-B-defect.

Disintegrating defects. We show that defects between semisimple nets can be
disintegrated. We warn the reader that our proof of the corresponding statement
for conformal nets was incomplete:

CoRRECTION 1.31. In [BDH13| §1.4, Eq 1.42], we claimed that every confor-
mal net decomposes as a direct integral of irreducible ones. However, the group
Diff (1) is not locally compact and it is not clear that its action on A(I) decomposes
as a direct integral of actions on the irreducible components A(I), of A(I)l At
present, we do not know how to fill this gap. This issue with [BDH13| Eq 1.42]
does not affect any of the other results in [BDH13].

The above issue with disintegrating diffeomorphism actions does not arise here when
disintegrating defects, because the relevant actions are inherited from the conformal
nets.

Let D be a defect and let f : J — I be an embedding of genuinely bicolored
intervals. Then one can show as follows that D(f) induces an isomorphism between
Z(D(J)) and Z(D(I)); compare the proof of [BDH13, Prop. 1.40]. We may as
well assume that I and J share a boundary point. Let K be the closure of I\ J.
The image of Z(D(J)) in D(I) commutes with both D(J) and D(K), and so it is
in Z(D(I)) by strong additivity. Conversely, Z(D(I)) commutes with D(K), and
is therefore contained in the image of Z(D(J)) by Haag duality (Proposition [[.T6]).

As in the case for conformal nets [BDH13| §1.4], we can then introduce an al-
gebra Z(D) that only depends on D, and that is canonically isomorphic to Z(D(I))
for every genuinely bicolored interval I. Disintegrating each D(I) over that algebra,
we can then write

®
D(I) = / D,(I) for every I € INT,
zeX

where X is any measure space with an isomorphism L>*X = Z(D).

Recall that a conformal net is called semisimple if it is a finite direct sum of
irreducible conformal nets (Appendix [CI)). Similarly, we call a defect semisimple if
it is a finite direct sum of irreducible defects.

LEMMA 1.32. Any A-B-defect between semisimple conformal netfl is isomor-
phic to a direct integral of irreducible A-B-defects.

8We thank Sebastiano Carpi for pointing this out.
9Arbitrary direct sums of irreducible conformal nets would also work.
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PROOF. Fix a genuinely bicolored interval I. The algebra D(I) disintegrates
as explained above. We first need to show that for K C I a white subinterval
(respectively a black subinterval), the map A(K) — D(I) (respectively B(K) —
D(I)) similarly disintegrates. It suffices to see that A(K) — D(I) induces maps
A(K) — D(I) for almost every .

Note that it is in general not true that a map N — [ © M, from a von Neumann
algebra N (even a factor) into a direct integral induces maps N — M, for almost
every x. This is however true when N is a direct sum of type I factors. Indeed,
letting I C N be the ideal of compact operators, we obtain maps  — M, by
standard separability arguments. One then uses the fact that a C*-algebra homo-
morphism from K into a von Neumann algebra extends uniquely to a von Neumann
algebra homomorphism from N.

We can leverage this observation about direct sums of type I factors to con-
struct the desired maps A(K) — D, (I). Consider a slightly larger interval I that
contains I, and let K+ C I be a white interval that contains K in its interior.

It

K+t ——
K I

By the split property and the semisimplicity of A, we can find an intermediate
algebra A(K) C N C A(K™) that is a direct sum of type I factors. The map
N — D) = f® D, (I'") induces maps i, : N — D, (I") for almost every x; let ¢,
denote the restriction of 7, to A(K). The map [® 1, : A(K) = [ D,(I") is the
composite of our original map A(K) — D(I) with the inclusion D(I) < D(It).
The image of [ @ Ly is contained in [ @ D, (I). For almost every = the image of ¢, is
therefore contained in D, (I), and we have our desired maps A(K) — D.(I).

Let f: I — I be an embedding of genuinely bicolored intervals. We need to
know that D(f) induces maps D;(I) — D,(I) for almost all . As f fixes the
local coordinate it suffices to consider the case where f is the identity outside of
the interval K used above. We can then extend f to a diffcomorphism f*: It —
I'" that is the identity outside a small neighborhood of K. By inner covariance,
A(fT|k+) is implemented by a unitary u € A(K™'). The adjoint action Ad(u)
induces the desired map D,(I) — D,(I). Since any genuinely bicolored interval .J
is isomorphic to I, we can transport the disintegration of the embedding f: I — I
to a disintegration of any embedding of genuinely bicolored intervals.

The isotony, locality, and strong additivity axioms for D, are immediate; the
vacuum sector axiom requires a little bit more work, as follows. Let S, I, and J
be as in the formulation of the vacuum sector axiom, and let us assume without
loss of generality that J is white. We need to show that, for almost every x, the
representation of A(J) ®q14 A(J) on Ho(S, D;) extends to A(JU.J). We know that
the corresponding representation of A(J) ®q14 A(J) on Hy(S, D) = f® Hy(S,D,)
does extend to A(JU.J); we want to see that this extension disintegrates into actions
of A(JUJ) on Hy(S, D). Certainly the action of A(JU.J) on Hy(S, D) commutes
with that of Z(D), but that is not enough to guarantee the action disintegrates into
actions on the individual summands Hy(S, D). Pick a white interval K C S that
contains J U J in its interior, and an intermediate algebra A(J U J) C N C A(K)
that is a direct sum of type I factors. By the same argument as used earlier in this
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proof, the action of N on fea Ho (S, D,) disintegrates into actions on Ho(S, Dy),
and therefore so does the action of A(J U J). O

Irreducible defects over semisimple nets. In Section [[LE] we will define the
operation of fusion of defects, which is the composition of 1-morphisms in the 3-
category of conformal nets. That operation does not preserve irreducibility (even
if the conformal nets are irreducible) and so, unlike for conformal nets, it is not
advisable to restrict attention to irreducible defects.

We call a defect D faithful if the homomorphisms D(f) are injective for every
embedding f : I — J of bicolored intervals.

LEMMA 1.33. Let A and B be conformal nets, and let D be an A-B-defect that
is irreducible and faithful. Then A and B are irreducible.

PROOF. Let S be a genuinely bicolored circle, I C S a white interval and I’
the closure of its complement. Since D is irreducible, the vacuum sector Hy(S, D)
is acted on jointly irreducibly by the algebras D(J), J C S.

Since D is faithful, A(I) acts faithfully on Hy(S, D). A non-trivial central
projection p € A(I) would thus induce a non-trivial direct sum decomposition
of Hy(S, D), contradicting the fact that it is irreducible. Indeed, for a bicolored
interval J C S, the projection p commutes with both D(J NI) and D(JNI'). By
strong additivity, p therefore commutes with D(J). O

Here, as for conformal nets [BDH13| §3.1], we have used the split property to
extend the functor D to disjoint unions of bicolored intervals by setting

(1.34) D(LU...UlL):=D()& ... ®D(I,).

COROLLARY 1.35. Let A= @ A; and B = @ B; be semisimple conformal nets,
where A; and B; are irreducible. Let D be an irreducible A-B-defect. Then there
exist indices i and j such that D is induced from a faithful irreducible A;-B;-defect
under the projections maps A — A; and B — B, respectively. O

The above discussion shows that defects between semisimple conformal nets
can be entirely understood in terms of defects between irreducible conformal nets.
In the rest of this book, we will therefore mostly restrict attention to irreducible
conformal nets.

1.D. The category CN; of defects

DEFINITION 1.36. Defects form a symmetric monoidal category CNy. An object
in that category is a triple (A, B, D), where A and B are semisimple conformal nets,
and D is a defect from A to B. A morphism between the objects (A, B, D) and
(A',B',D') is triple of natural transformations a: A — A’, 3: B — B/, 6: D —
D', with the property that §|int, = « and §|iyt, = S. The symmetric monoidal
structure on this category is given by objectwise spatial tensor product.

Recall that a map between von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional cen-
ters is said to be finite if the associated bimodule 4L?Bp is dualizable (Appen-

dix [B.VT)).
DEFINITION 1.37. A natural transformation 7 : D — E between semisimple

defects 4Dpg and ¢ Ep is called finite if 77 : D(I) — E(I) is a finite homomorphism
for every I € INT,.
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REMARK 1.38. We believe that the condition of having finite-dimensional cen-
ters is not really needed to define the notion of finite homomorphism between von
Neumann algebras [BDH11l Conj. 6.17]. If that is indeed the case, then we can
extend the notion of finite natural transformations to non-semisimple defects.

Let us denote by CNg the symmetric monoidal category of semisimple conformal
nets and their natural transformations (Appendix [C]), and by CNg the symmetric
monoidal category of semisimple conformal nets all of whose irreducible summands
have finite index (Appendix [CIV]), together with the finite natural transformations
(Appendix [C). Later on, we will denote by CN{ the symmetric monoidal category
of semisimple defects (between semisimple conformal nets all of whose irreducible
summands have finite index), together with finite natural transformations. The
category CN; is equipped with two forgetful functors

source: CN; — CNg target: CNy — CNg
given by source(A, B, D) := A and target(A, B, D) := B, respectively, and a functor
(139) identity: CNg — CNy

given by identity(.A)(I) := A(I), where we forget the bicoloring of I in order to
evaluate A. We sometimes abbreviate identity(A) by 14. Note that the above
functors are all compatible with the symmetric monoidal structure.

REMARK 1.40. A conformal net A4 also has a weak identity given on genuinely
bicolored intervals I by I — A(I, U[0,1]UI,). That defect is not isomorphic to 14
in the category CNj. It is nevertheless equivalent to 14 in the sense that there is
an invertible sector between them; see Example

1.E. Composition of defects

Given conformal nets A, B, C, and defects 4Dp and gFE¢, we will now define
their fusion D ®g F, which is an A-C-defect if the conformal net B has finite index.
If B does not have finite index, then D ®g F might still be a defect, but we do not
know how to prove this.

If I is in INT, or INT,, then (D ®g E)(I) is given by A(I) or C(I), respectively.
If I is genuinely bicolored, then we use the local coordinate to construct intervals

I":=ILuUl0,4], I"":=LuU[0,3), *I:=[-30UlL, *tI:=[-30UI,
bicolored by
=Lt =1, IF=[01, IL*=102,
e=""I,=1,, TL=[-30, *"L=[-30].

Let J := [0,1] and consider the maps J — [T < I'*+ and J — *T1, < T1] given
by x +— %—:1: and x — x— %, respectively. These embeddings induce homomorphisms
D(I™*) « B(J)°? and B(J) — E(T*I) that we use to form the fusion of the von
Neumann algebras D(I*+) and E(T11I) (Definition [B.8). We define

A(I for I € INT,
D(IT*)@pyy E(TTI) for I €INT,
() for I €INT,

(1.41) (D@ E)(I) :=

Q
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Pictorially, this is

(1.42) (D @5 E) </\«/‘) =D (/\T) D) (r\/‘>

If I is genuinely bicolored then, by Proposition [[LT6] we have
(D@ E)(I) = (DI nBJ)P") v (E(TT)NB(J)) =DI") Vv E(H),

where the algebras act on HXp( sy K for some faithful D(I*")-module H and some
faithful E(**I)-module K. Therefore, we obtain the following equivalent definition
of composition of defects:

Definition 1.43. The algebra (D @ E)(I) is the completion of the
algebraic tensor product D(I") @y E(T1) inside B(H Kp( ;) K), where
H is a faithful D(I*T+)-module, and K is a faithful F(TI)-module.

We conjecture that that D ®p E is always an A-C-defect. Our first main theorem
says that this holds when B has finite index.

MAIN THEOREM 1.44. Let A, B, and C be irreducible conformal nets, and let
us assume that B has finite index. If D is a defect from A to B, and E a defect
from B to C, then D ®g E is a defect from A to C.

PrOOF. We first prove isotony. Let I; C Iy be genuinely bicolored intervals,
let H be a faithful D(I")-module and let K be a faithful E(**+I)-module. By
the isotony property of D and E, the actions of D(I;7+) on H and of E(**I;) on
K are faithful. Therefore, both (D &z F)(I1) and (D &g F)(I2) can be defined as
subalgebras of B(H Mgy K). It is then clear that (D ®p E)([1) is a subalgebra of
(D ®p E)(I2).

We next show locality and strong additivity. Let J C I and K C I be bicolored
intervals whose union is I and that intersect in a single point. We assume without
loss of generality that K is white and that I and J are genuinely bicolored. In
particular, we then have 71 = T.J. By the strong additivity of D, we have

AK)V (D®s E)(J)=AK)VDUJT)VE(J)=DI")VvE(I) = (D®g E)(I),

which proves that D ®g FE is also strongly additive. Since D satisfies locality, the
images of A(K) and D(JT) commute in D(IT). The algebra D(I") commutes
with E(TI) = E(*J) by the definition of ®. It follows that all three algebras
A(K), D(J"), and E(*J) commute with one another. The algebras A(K) and
(D ®p E)(J) therefore also commute, as required.

The vacuum sector axiom is much harder. Let us first assume that D and E
are irreducible. Let J C I be as in the formulation of the vacuum sector axiom
(Definition [[L7), and let us assume without loss of generality that J is white. We
need to show that the A(J) ® a1, A(J)-module structure on L2((D ®g E)(I)) given
by (L8 [LY) extends to an action of A(JUJ). This will follow from the existence of
an injective homomorphism from L?((D ®g E)(I)) into some other A(J) ® 415 A(J)-
module that is visibly an A(J U J)-module. The desired homomorphism is (I9)
and will be constructed in Proposition The fact that A(J U J) acts on the
codomain of (£I9) is an immediate consequence of the vacuum sector axiom for D.
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For general defects D and E, write them as direct integrals D = [ © D, and

E= f® E, of irreducible defects, and note that D®g E = ff® D, ®pE, is a defect
by Remark .30 O

In view of Corollary and the fact that any defect between semisimple
conformal nets can be disintegrated into irreducible defects (Lemmal[l.32]), the above
theorem generalizes in a straightforward way to the situation where A, B, and C are
not necessarily irreducible but merely semisimple: in this case, if all the irreducible
summands of B have finite index, then the composition of an A-B-defect with a
B-C-defect is an A-C-defect.

One might hope that composition of defects induces a functor

(1.45) composition: CNy x¢cn, CN; — CNj.

However, some caution is needed. First, we used the finite index condition on B for
our proof that D ®p F is a defect. Second and more important, the operation of
fusion of von Neumann algebras is only functorial with respect to isomorphisms of
von Neumann algebras: given homomorphisms A; « C{?, C; — By and Az + C57,
C5 — Bs it is not true that a triple of maps a: Ay — Ao, b: By — By, c: C1 — (s
(subject to the obvious compatibility conditions) induces a map

(1.46) a®:.b: AL ®c, B1 = Az ®¢, Bo.

Moreover, requiring that the maps a, b, and ¢ be finite homomorphisms does not
help to construct the map ([46). However, unlike the fusion of von Neumann
algebras, the composition of defects is functorial for more than just isomorphisms.

PROPOSITION 1.47. Let a : Ay — As, b : By — Bs, and ¢ : C; — Cy be
natural transformations between irreducible conformal nets. Let 4, D1g,, 4,D25,,
B Eic,, and g, Eac, be defects, and let d : D1 — Dy, e : By — Ey be natural
transformations such that d\int, = a, d|iNT, = €|iNT, = b, and e|inT, = c. If the
natural transformation b is finite (Appendiz [C1), then the above maps induce a
natural transformation

D1 ®31 El — D2 ®B2 EQ.

Moreover, if B; have finite index, D and E are semisimple, and d and e are fi-
nite, then the defects D; ®p, E; are semisimple and the above natural transformation
is finite.

PROOF. Given a genuinely bicolored interval I, we need to construct a homo-
morphism (Dy ®p, E1)(I) — (D2 ®p, F2)(I). We assume without loss of gen-
erality that d and e are faithful (otherwise, their kernels are direct summands).
Let H be a faithful Do(I*T1)-module, and let K be a faithful Eo(**71)-module.
By [BDH11 Thm. 6.23], the natural transformation b induces a bounded linear
map H Wg, 5y K — H Xp,(s) K, which is surjective by construction. That map is
equivariant with respect to the homomorphism D; (I*) Ralg Er (*I) — Dy (I*) Ralg
E, (“‘I), and therefore induces a map from the completion of Dy (I+) Ratg Er (“‘I)
in B(H ®g, () K) to the completion of Dy (1) ®41y E2 (1) in B(H Kpg, (5 K).

Let us now assume that the conformal nets B; have finite index, the defects
D and E are semisimple, and the natural transformations d and e are finite. The
semisimplicity of D; ®p, E; is then the content of Theorem [B.0] and the homomor-
phism (D ®p, E1)(I) = (D2 ®p, F2)(I) is finite by [BDH11l Lem. 7.18]. O
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We do not know whether the functor (L43]) exists as stated. However, instead of
trying to compose over the full category CNg of semisimple conformal nets, we can
restrict attention to the subcategory CNg C CNg of semisimple conformal nets all
of whose irreducible summands have finite index, together with their finite natural
transformations. If we let CN; Xend CN; be a shorthand notation for CN; xcn,

CN(J; X cNg CN1, then the composition functor

(1.48) composition : CNy x s CNy — CNy
0

exists by Theorem [[.44] and Proposition [[.47}

1.r. Associativity of composition

It will be convenient to work with the square model S! := 9|0, 1]2 of the “stan-
dard circle” (see the beginning of Chapter [2]) and to use the following notation.

NOTATION 1.49. Given real numbers a < b and ¢ < d and M = [a,b]x[c, d], we
let

O=M =

({a}x[e,d)) U ([a, bl x {c,d}) 0" M := ({a} x[c,d]) U ([a,b] x{d})
33M ({b} x[e,d) U ([a, o] x {e,d})  9-M := ({a}x[c,d]) U ([a, b] x {c})
= ({a,0} x[e,d]) U ([a,b] x {d}) O M := ({b} x[c,d]) U ([a, ] x{d})

= ({a,b}x[e,d) U ([a,b] x{e})  07M := ({b} x [, d]) U ([a, b] x {c})

be the subsets of M hinted by the pictorial superscript.

DEFINITION 1.50. The standard bicolored circle is S' = 90, 1]? with bicoloring
St = 95([0,3] % [0,1]) and Sy = 07([3,1]x[0,1]). The upper half of this circle
is S+ = 0"([0,1] x [4,1]), and the standard involution is (z,y) — (z,1 —y). The
vacuum sector associated to the standard bicolored circle, its upper half, and its
standard involution, is

Ho(D) := L3(D(S)).

It has left actions of D(I) for every interval I C S* such that (3,0) and (3,1) are
not both in I and {(3,0), (3,1)} N oI = 0.

The fiber product * of von Neumann algebras was studied in [TimO8g|. It is
an alternative to the fusion ® of von Neumann algebras which remedies the formal
shortcomings of the fusion operation (see Appendix[BIV]). In view of this, one might
rather have defined the composition of defects as

A(I) for I € INT,
(1.51) (D E)(I) := < D(I*t*) *p.5 E(tHI) for I €INT,
Cc(I) for I € INT,

where [T+ [ and J are as in (L4I)). This is related to the previous defini-
tion (L) as follows. Let S! be the standard bicolored circle (see Definition [L50),
with upper and lower halves S+ and S!.

LEMMA 1.52. Let 4Dpg and gE¢ be defects, with corresponding vacuum sectors
H := Hy(D) and K := Hy(FE). Viewed as algebras acting on HXp K, we then have

(D+E)(St) = (D@ E)(SL)  and  (DxE)(SL) = ((D® E)(SY)
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PRrROOF. Using a graphical representation as in ([L42)), we have:

(D+ B)(sE) = D)+ £
/ n' ( tants tak i,
(0 W) Su E<r'> )RR i
I
( L— ®alg (=‘I))

(D(=) v E(=) = (Do B)SL).

where the third equality follows by Haag duality (Proposition [[L1G). The second
equation is similar. O

When the conformal net 58 has finite index (and conjecturally even without that
restriction), the two definitions of fusion (L4I]) and (LG actually agree:

THEOREM 1.53. Let 4Dp and pEc be defects. If B has finite index, then for
every bicolored interval I the inclusion
(1.54) (D@ E)(I) — (D*pE))

is an isomorphism.

PROOF. If I € INT, or I € INT,, then there is nothing to show. Recall the
Notation[[A9 For I := 0"([0,1]x[4,1]), with bicoloring I, := ecsand Lo =1 51,
the equality (D ®g E)(I) = (D *p E)(I) is the content of Corollary [59 The result
follows as every genuinely bicolored interval is isomorphic to this interval. |

Using the above theorem, the associator
(1.55) (D®p E) ®c F = D ®p (E & F)

is then induced from the associator for the operation * of fiber product of von
Neumann algebras. If I is a genuinely bicolored interval, then evaluating the two
sides of (53] on I yields

1.56 (D ) « E(K ) F(H+I) and D(IT+ (E K F(HT )
(1.56) (D( )BEkJ) (K) i ("7I) and D( )BE'}> ( )cé}/) ("7I)
where

It =Lrul0,3], K=[-33, TTI=[-30ulL, J=J=0,1]

and the embeddings I+ <> J < K <> J < T¥] are as in (L4I)). The associator
relating the two sides of (56 (see [TimO08, Prop. 9.2.8] for a construction) is
the desired natural isomorphisms (L53). The properties of (LEH) can then be
summarized by saying that it provides a natural transformation

(1.57) associator: CN; X eng CN; X eng CN; & CN;

that is an associator for the composition ([L48)). This associator satisfies the pen-
tagon identity by the corresponding pentagon identity for the operation .






CHAPTER 2

Sectors

We will use the constant speed parametrization to identify the standard circle
{2 € C: |z| = 1} with the boundary of the unit square 9[0,1]>. Under our identi-
fication, the points 1, ¢, —1, and —i get mapped to (1, %), (%, 1), (0, %), and (%,0),
respectively.

Recall the Notation Our standard circle S* = 9[0,1]? has a standard
bicoloring given by S! := 9=([0,1]x[0,1]) and S := 07([3,1]x[0,1]). Let INT s
be the poset of subintervals of S!, and let INTg1 .4 be the sub-poset of intervals
I € S* such that (INSE, INS;) is a bicoloring. Thus, an interval I is in INTg1 o4 if
neither of the color-change points (%, 0) and (%, 1) are in its boundary, and if both
INS!and I'NS! are connected (possibly empty). We view INTg1,4 as a (non-full)
subcategory of INT .,.

2.A. The category CNs of sectors
The elements of INTg1 .4 naturally fall into four classes:
INTg1, :={I C S'|INnSL=0}
INTs1, :={I C S'|INS!=0}
INTg,7:={I C S"|(3,1) €I\ OI and ($,0) &I}
INTg1, :={I C S"|(3,0) €I\l and (3,1) € I}.

(2.1)

DEFINITION 2.2. Let A and B be conformal nets, and let 4D and 4EB be
A-B-defects. A D-FE-sector is a Hilbert space H, equipped with homomorphisms

pr: A(I) —» B(H) for I €INTgi,
pr: D(I) — B(H) for I €INTgi T
(23) pr: B(I) = B(H)  for Ie€INTgu,
pr: E(I) = B(H)  for I€INTgi,

subject to the condition pr|; = ps whenever J C I. Moreover, if I € INTg1+ and
J € INTg: | are intervals with disjoint interiors, then p;(D(I)) and p;(E(J)) are
required to commute with each other. We write p Hg to indicate that H = (H, p)
is a D-E-sector. If D = E, then we say that H is a D-sector.

Pictorially we will draw a D-FE-sector as follows:
D
Al H |B
E

29
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The thin line stands for the conformal net A4 and the thick line stands for B.

REMARK 2.4. If I € INTg1 1 and J € INTg: | are disjoint intervals, we do not
require that the action of D(I)®4,E(J) extends to an action of D(I) ® E(J).

Recall from Proposition that if A and B are both equal to the trivial
conformal net C, then a C-C-defect may be viewed simply as a von Neumann
algebra. A D-FE-sector between two such defects is given by a bimodule between
the corresponding von Neumann algebras.

The following lemma is a straightforward analog of [BDH13|, Lem. 1.9].

LEMMA 2.5. Let S! be the standard bicolored circle, and let {I; C S'} be a
family of bicolored intervals whose interiors cover S*. Suppose that we have actions
pi: A(L;) — B(H), for I; € INTg1,
pi: D(I;) — B(H),  for I, € INTgit
pi: B(L;) = B(H), for I; € INTg1,
pit B(I) — B(H), for I €INTg, ,
subject to the following two conditions: 1. pilr,n1; = pjlnng, 2. if J C I; and

K C I; are disjoint, then p;(A(J)) commutes with p;(A(K)). Then these actions
endow H with the structure of a D-E-sector.

PRrROOF. Given an interval J C S*, pick a diffeomorphism ¢ € Diff | (S!) that
is trivial in a neighborhood N of the two color changing points, and such that
o(J) C I, for some I;, in our cover. Write ¢ = ¢, o...0 ¢ for diffeomorphisms
k that are trivial on N and whose supports lie in elements of the cover. Let uy be
unitaries implementing ¢y (Proposition [[I0). Upon identifying ug with its image
(under the relevant p;) in B(H), we set

(2.6) pa(a) == ui ... upi, (p(a))tn ... us.

Here we have used ¢(a) as an abbreviation for A(p)(a), D(p)(a), B(e)(a), or
E(y)(a), depending on whether J is a white, top, black, or bottom interval. Fi-
nally, as in the proof of [BDH13| Lem. 1.9], one checks that ps|x = pr,|x for any
sufficiently small interval K C J N I, and then uses strong additivity to conclude

that pslinr, = pr,loni,- -

As before let ST = 0"([0,1]x[3,1]) and ST = 8"([0,1]x[0, 5]) be the upper and
lower halves of the standard bicolored circle.

DEFINITION 2.7. Sectors form a category that we call CNa. Its objects are quin-
tuples (A, B, D, E, H), where A, B are semisimple conformal nets, D, E are A-5-
defects, and H is a D-E-sector. A morphism from (A, B, D, E, H) to (A',B', D', E', H")
consists of four compatible invertible natural transformations

a: A=A, B:B—=B, 6:D—=D, e E—F,
along with a bounded linear map h: H — H' that is equivariant in the sense that
pr(aa)) oh=hopi(a), pr(B(b)) o h = ho pi(b),
pr(6(d)) o h = hopi(d), pr(e(e)) o h=hopi(e),
for a € A(I), b € B(I), d € D(I), e € E(I), and I € INTg1,, INTg1,, INTg1 T,
INTg: | respectively.
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There is also a symmetric monoidal structure on CNs given by objectwise spatial
tensor product for the functors A, B, D, E, and by tensor product of Hilbert spaces.
The category CNs is equipped with two forgetful functors

source, : CNy — CN; target,: CNo — CNy

called ‘vertical source’ and ‘vertical target’, given by source,(A,B,D,E, H) =
(A, B, D) and target, (A, B, D, E, H) = (A, B, E). They satisfy

source o source, = source o target, and target o source, = target o target,.

Provided we restrict to the subcategory CN{ C CN; whose objects are semisimple
defects between semisimple conformal nets and whose morphisms are finite natural
transformations (another option is to allow all defects between semisimple conformal
nets but restrict the morphisms to be only the isomorphisms), there is also a ‘vertical
identity’ functor

2.8 identity,: CNJ — CN,
1

that sends an A-B-defect D to the object (A, B, D, D, Hy(D)) of CNo. Here, the
vacuum sector Ho(D) := L*(D(SY)) = L*(D(7 1)) is as described in Definition
We represent it pictorially as follows:

D
D

(2.9) identity, (4Dg) = A B =

D

D

We reserve this darker shading of the above squares for vacuum sectors. Note that
it is essential to restrict to the subcategory CN{ C CN; because the L2-space con-
struction is only functorial with respect to finite homomorphisms of von Neumann

algebras [BDH11] (see also [BDH11l, Conj. 6.17]).

REMARK 2.10. We will see later, in Warning [6.8] that we will have to further
restrict our morphisms, and only allow natural isomorphisms between defects (even
if the defects are semisimple). This will render otiose the subtleties related to
[BDH11| Conj. 6.17]; in particular, there is no need to restrict to semisimple
defects.

2.B. Horizontal fusion

Consider the translate S := 9([1,2] x [0,1]) C R? of the standard circle S* =
d10,1]?, and let INTs1 o, INTg: o, INTs1 1, INTg1 ; be the obvious analogs of (2)).
Given conformal nets A, B, C, defects 4Dg, aFEgn, sFc, sGe, and sectors pHp,
rKg, let us replace the structure maps (23)) of K by actions

pr: B(I) = B(K) for I €INTg: p1:C(I) = B(K) for I €INTg ,
pr: F(I) - B(K) for I € INTs: + pr:G(I) = B(K) for I € INTg: o
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by precomposing with the translation. Let J be {1} x [0,1] = S* N S%, with the
orientation inherited from S}. The algebra B(J) has actions of opposite variance
on H and on K, so it makes sense to take the Connes fusion

H@BK::H&B(J)K.

We now show that H Mg K is a (D ®p F')-(E ®5 G)-sector. Given I € INTg1,, let
I be the subinterval of 9([0,2] x [0,1]) given by

Io:=1 if 1€ INTg1,,
Iy =1+ (1,0) if 1€ INTg1,,
Io:=LU([3,3] x{1}) U (le + (1,0)) if I € INTg T,

%
I :=T,U([3, 3] x {0}) U (Ie + (1,0)) if T €INTg,.

For I € INTg1, and I € INTg1,, the structure maps (Z3)) are given by the obvious
actions of A(I1) and C(/4) on the Hilbert space HXp K. For an interval I € INTg1
or I € INTg: 1, the algebras that act on H Mg ;) K are given by

D((IynSYHuJ) @y F(JUILN 51))

G d B(Us 0§ UJ) @i GIU (I 1 SY))

respectively—see Appendix [BIVl Upon identifying the intervals (I, N S') U J and
JU (I4 N SY) of @II) with the intervals 1T+ and **1 of (LZI]), we see that the
algebras ([2.I1) are equal to (D ®g F)(I) and (E ®g G)(I), respectively. We can
now define the functor of horizontal fusion

(212) fusionh : CNQ XCN(J; CNQ — CNQ

by fusiony ((A4, B, D, E,H),(B,C,F,G,K)) := (A, C, D@ F, E®p G, HXg K).
Here, as in (48], CN» Xeng CNj3 is a shorthand notation for CN2 X cn, CNg X CNo
CNs, and the relevant maps CNo — CNg are target o source, and source o source,,
respectively.

Pictorially, we understand the functor fusion, as the operation of gluing two
squares along a common edge as follows:

_D F D®pF
fusiony, (.A H B, B| K C) = A HB%)K ¢
B G E®pG

The associator for fusiony, is induced by the usual associator for Connes fusion. It
consists of a natural transformation

(2.13) associatory, : CNy X end CN, X end CNy & CNs,

and satisfies the pentagon identity.
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2.c. Vertical fusion

Unlike horizontal fusion, vertical fusion is not the operation of gluing two
squares along a common edge. Rather, it consists of gluing those two squares
along half of their boundary:

D
D B H
fusion, (A| H |5, 4] K |5) = CI §>
B T K
I3

A sector is called dualizable if it has a dual with respect to the operation of
vertical fusion; equivalently:

DEFINITION 2.14. A D-FE-sector H between semisimple defects is called dual-
izable if it is dualizable (Appendix [B.VI) as an S (D)-S1 (E)-bimodule.

‘We now describe in detail the functor fusion, of vertical fusion. Given conformal
nets A, B, defects 4Dg, 4FE5, aFp5, and sectors pHpg, g Kr, we want to construct
a D-F-sector HXp K. Let S1 = 97([0,1]x[2,1]) and ST = ([0, 1]x[0, ]) be the
top and bottom halves of our standard circle 9[0,1]%, and let j : ST = S! be the
reflection map along the horizontal symmetry axis. The algebra E(S}) has two
actions

E(sh)” 225 E(s1) - B(H)
B(S}) B(K)

of opposite variance on H and K, and so it makes sense to take the Connes fusion

To see that HXg K is a D-F-sector, we have to show that the algebras A(I), B(I),
D(I), and F(I) act on it for I € INTg1,, INTg1,, INTg1 1, INTg1 |, respectively.

We first treat the case I € INTgi,. If I is contained in S+ (or S1), then the
action of A(I) on H K K is induced by its action on H (or K). If I contains the
point (0, %) in its interior, then the algebra
(2.15) E(IuS}) ® E(IuUSh)

E(S%)

acts on H Mp(g1y K, where the homomorphism E(St) — E(I UST)? implicit in
@I9) is given by E(j). We observe, as follows, that there is a canonical homo-
morphism (typically not an isomorphism) from A(I) to the algebra (ZI5). In the
definition of that fusion product, we are free to chose any faithful E(1US! )-module
and any faithful E(I U S})-module (see Appendix [BIV]): let us take both of them
to be the vacuum Hy(FE). Then, by definition, the algebra (2.1I5]) is generated on

Ho(E) Wty Ho(E) = Ho(E)

by E(IUST)NE(SY) and E(JUSL)NE(SY)'. By the strong additivity, vacuum, and
locality axioms, we have natural homomorphisms (the first one is an isomorphism
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when F is a faithful defect):
A(I) = E(INSY)VE(INS)
— (BIuSL)NESL)) v (BIUSH NE(ST))
= BE(IUS})®gs1) B(IUST).
Composing this composite with the action of (ZI8) on H Kp K gives our desired
action of A(T).

By the same argument, we also have actions of B(I) on HXg K for I € INTg1,.
Furthermore, there are actions of D(S}) and F(S!) on HXpg K coming from their
respective actions on H and on K. We can therefore apply Lemma to all the
actions constructed so far, and conclude that H Xg K is a D-F-sector.

One might expect vertical fusion to be a functor CN2 x¢cn, CN2 — CNy. However,
just like the vertical identity (Z8)) which is only a functor on the smaller category

CN{ , and the horizontal fusion which is only a functor on the restricted product
CN2 x s CN2, so too vertical fusion only gives a functor on the restricted product:
0

(216) fusionv : CN2 XCN{ CN2 — CN2

fusion, ((A4, B, D, E,H),(A,B,E,F,K)) := (A, B, D,F, HX¥g K).
The restriction is necessary to ensure the Connes fusion H Xg K is functorial with
respect to the relevant natural transformations of the defect £ [BDH11].
The associator for vertical fusion

(2.17) associator, : CNy X end CN, X eng CNs 33 CNy

comes from the associator of Connes fusion and satisfies the pentagon identity.
There are also ‘top’ and ‘bottom’ identity natural transformations,

(2.18) unitory : CNy 2 CNa, unitory : CNy 5 CNy

that describe the way fusion, and identity, interact. Given a sector pHpg, they
provide natural isomorphisms

(219) DHO(D) Xp Hg = pHE, and pH Xpg HO(E)E‘ ~ pHg
subject to the usual triangle axioms. Strictly speaking, the source functor of unitor;
is only defined on the subcategory CN{ xcnN; CNg of CNg, and so the transformation

unitory itself is only defined on that subcategory. Similarly, unitory is only defined
on the subcategory CNa Xcn, CN{.



CHAPTER 3

Properties of the composition of defects

3.A. Left and right units

Units are a subtle business. One might guess that the left unit is a natural iso-

morphism CN; & CN; whose source is the functor compositiono ((identityosource) x
iden, ) and whose target is the identity functor. (Here iden, : CNy — CNj is the
identity functor and identity : CNyg — CN; takes a net to the identity defect, as
in (I39).) But, unfortunately, in general there is no such natural isomorphism.
Instead, we have the following ‘weaker’ piece of data: a functor

unitory : CN{ — CNy
(‘tI’ stands for top left) with the property that
sourcey o unitory = composition o ((identity o source) x idCN{)
and target, o unitory = idCN{ .
This functor takes values in sectors that are invertible with respect to vertical fusion.

Its construction is based on the following lemma:

LEMMA 3.1. Let 4Dp be a defect. Then 1® D := identity(A) ® 4 D is given on
genuinely bicolored intervals I by

(18 D)(1) = D)

where <I := I, U [0,1] U I, with bicoloring <I, := I, U[0,1] and <I, := I,.
Similarly, on genuinely bicolored intervals we have

(D®1)(I)=D(I”)
where I” := I, U[0,1] U I, with bicoloring I := I, and I :=[0,1] U I,.

PROOF. We prove the first statement; the second one is entirely similar. Con-
sider the intervals K := {3} x [0,1], J := L, U[0,4] x {1}, J© = JUK,
*I = ([3,1] x {1}) U1, and TF] := *T U K. These intervals are bicolored by
Tle=""I, =1, and K¢ = Jo = J] = 0.

I J ! )
I 1o >
g+ | ++r
K
Extend the map [0,1] x {1} = K : (t,1) = (3,¢ + ) to an embedding f: J — K
so that K\ f(J) is non-empty. Using A(f), we can then equip L*(A(K)) with a left

action of A(J). Combining this left action with the natural right action of A(K),
we get a faithful action of A(J) @4y A(K)°P on L?(A(K)), which extends to A(J ™)

35
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by the vacuum sector axiom for conformal nets (see Appendix [CI)). Pick a faithful
D(T*I)-module H. By definition,

(1 ® D)(I) = A(J") ® A(K) D(t*I)
is the von Neumann algebra generated by A(J) and D(TI) on the Hilbert space

L*(A(K)) M ak) H = H. This algebra is equal to D(J U *I) = D(<I) by strong
additivity. 0

Recall that our standard circle S! is the square 9]0, 1], Let

St:=0"([0,35]x[3,1]), St:=07(3,1

Sti=0-([0,4]x[0,1]),  S}:=0-([3,1]%[0,3])
be the four “quarter circles”. Let us also pick, once and for all, a diffeomorphism
¢ 2 SFU0,1] — St (here (1,1) € S is glued to 0 € [0,1]) whose derivative is
equal to one in a neighborhood of the boundary. The three mirror images of ¢- are
called ¢, : [0,1]U St — S% ¢ : SLU[0,1] — St and ¢, : [0,1]U St — SE:

We are now ready to define the functor
(3.2) unitory : CN; — CNas.

It assigns to every A-B-defect D an invertible (1® D)-D-sector. As a Hilbert space,
unitory (D) is simply the vacuum sector Hy(D). Let S be the bicolored circle with
white half S, := S} Uz,1) [0,1] and black half Se := St. One should imagine S as
being the standard bicolored circle S, to which an extra white interval [0, 1] has
been inserted at the top—see (B4). In view of Lemma Bl a (1 ® D)-D-sector is
the same thing as a Hilbert space H equipped with compatible actions of D(I) for
every bicolored interval I C S. Let qgr : § — S! be the diffeomorphism given by
é- on S U [0,1], and by the identity on the complement. The (1 ® D)-D-sector
structure on Ho(D) = unitory(D) is given by letting D(I) act by the composition
of D(¢,) : D(I) = D(¢.(I)) with the natural action of D(¢, (I)) on Hy(D).
We also have functors

unitory, : CN{ — CNy
(3.3) unitory : CNJ — CNj

unitorp, : CN{ — CNo
that are defined in a similar fashion. The underlying Hilbert spaces of unitory (D),
unitory (D), and unitory (D) are all Hy(D), and they are equipped with the struc-
tures of (D ® 1)-D-sector, D-(1 ® D)-sector, and_D-(D ® 1)-sector, respectively.
Let S, S, and S be the bicolored circles given by S, := S!, S, := [0,1] U St
50 = Sg U(1 0) [07 1]7 §0 = Sola and §0 = Scln §' = [05 1] U(%,O) Sol

2

—

W e e sl
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By Lemma Bl a (D ® 1)-D-sector structure on a Hilbert space is the same thing as
a collection of compatible actions of the algebras D(I) for every bicolored interval
I ¢ S. Similarly, being a D-(1® D)-sector means that there are compatible actions
of D(I) for every I C S, and being D-(D®1)-sector means that there are compatible
actions of D(I) for every I C S. We equip Hoy(D) with the above structures by the
appropriate analogs ¢ : 5 — S, ¢ : S — S, ¢,: S — ST of ¢, defined as ¢, ¢,
¢_ on the relevant subintervals, and as the identity on the rest.

ExXAMPLE 3.5. Given a non-trivial conformal net A, the identity defect 14 :=
identity(A) : I — A(I) is not isomorphic to 14 ®4 14. The defect 14 ®4 14 is
the weak identity for A discussed in Remark It maps a genuinely bicolored
interval I to A(I, U[0,1]UI,). As a way of distinguishing those two defects, note
that the intersection

N (eal)() = A1)

JCI, genuinely
bicolored

is non-trivial, which is not the case if 14 ®4 14 is replaced by 14 in the above
expression.

The invertible sector between 14 and 14 ® 4 14 is the vacuum module of A
associated to the “circle” Q constructed by inserting a copy of [0, 1] at the point

(%, 1) € 9[0,1]2.
3.B. Semisimplicity of the composite defect

Given two semisimple defects (finite direct sums of irreducible defects), we can
ask whether their fusion is again a semisimple defect. From now on, we always
assume that our conformal nets are irreducible. The purpose of this section is to
prove the following theorem:

THEOREM 3.6. Let 4Dp and gE¢ be semisimple defects. If the conformal net B
has finite indez, then for any genuinely bicolored interval I the algebra (D ®p E)(I)
has finite dimensional center.

In light of Theorem [[.Z4] (whose proof, note well, depends on Theorem B8 via
Corollary 4.16] and Proposition 4.18), we can rephrase this result as follows:

COROLLARY 3.7. The fusion of two semisimple defects 4D and pE¢, over a
finite index conformal net B, is a semisimple A-C-defect.

Detecting semisimplicity. We begin with a few lemmas.

LEMMA 3.8. Let A, B be von Neumann algebras and let H be a faithful A-B-
bimodule. If the algebra of A—B-bimodule endomorphisms of H is finite-dimensional,
then A is a finite direct sums of factors.

PROOF. The center of A acts faithfully by A—B-bimodule endomorphisms. It
is therefore finite-dimensional. O

From now on, we fix a faithful defect 4Dg, and denote its vacuum sector Hy.
Recall that our standard circle is S* := 9]0, 1]?, and that its top and bottom halves
are denoted S+ and S1.
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NOTATION 3.9. Given an interval I C S! that contains the two color-change
points (,0) and (3,1) in its interior, we define an algebra D(I) € B(Hy) as follows.
It is the algebra generated by D(I;) and D(I3), where I; and I are any two intervals
covering I with the property that (%, 1) ¢ I and (%, 0) ¢ I. By strong additivity,
the algebra D(I ) does not depend on the choice of covering.

LEMMA 3.10. Let I C S' be an interval containing both color-change points in
its interior. If D is an irreducible defect, then D(I) is a factor.

PROOF. Let I’ be the closure of S'\I. The center of D(I) commutes with both
D(I) and D(I"). Since D(SL N 1I) and D(S: N1I') generate D(SY), Z(D(I)) com-
mutes with D(S%). Similarly, Z(D(I)) commutes with D(S%). Therefore, Z(D(I))
acts on Hy by D(SL)-D(S})°P-bimodule automorphisms. If D(I) was not a factor,
that action could be used to construct a non-trivial direct sum decomposition of

Hoy = L?(D(SY)), contradicting the irreducibility of D. O
Finiteness of the defect vacuum as a 4-interval bimodule (splitting (3 ).

NOTATION 3.11. Let S* = I; U I, U I3 U I be a partitioning of the standard
bicolored circle into four intervals so that I; and I, are genuinely bicolored, and
so that each intersection I; N I;11 (cyclic numbering) is a single point. For such a
partition, we let D(I; U I3) denote the commutant of D(Iy U I,) = D(Iy) ® D(I4)
acting on the vacuum sector Hy(D).

Similarly, if A is a conformal net and S' = I; U I, U I3 U I, is a partitioning
of the standard (not bicolored) circle, we let A(I; U I3) denote the commutant of
A(I; U ly) = A(Iy) ® A(14) on the vacuum sector Ho(A).

Note that the choice of ambient circle does not affect the resulting algebras
D(I; UI3) and A(I; U I3): they only depend (up to canonical isomorphism) on the
intervals I; and I3, and on the bicoloring of those intervals.

LEMMA 3.12. Let Iy, Is, I3, I be as in Notation [3.11. Assume furthermore
that Is and Is are white. Write Iy = Jy U Jo, with J1 genuinely bicolored, Jo white,
and J1 N J2 a single point:

I ﬁ
(3.13) /

Then there is a natural action of the algebra A(JyUI3) on the vacuum sector Ho(D),
and we have D(I; U I3) = D(J1) V. A(J2 U I3).

PROOF. We assume that D is faithful; otherwise D = 0 (since A and B are
irreducible) and there is nothing to show. By Haag duality for A, the algebra
A(Jy UTs) is A(Jo U I, U I3) N A(I)', where the commutant is taken in the action
on Hy(A). The algebra A(J, U I U I3) also naturally acts on Ho(D), and therefore
so does A(Jy U I3). Because of the faithfulness assumption, the algebra A(Jy U I3)
may equally well be expressed as A(Jz U Iz U I3) N A(I2)', where the commutant is

now interpreted with respect to the action on Hy(D).
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By Lemma [B.26]
D(J1) VA(Jo UT3) = D(J1) V (A(J2 U I U I3) N A(L2)")
is equal to
(D(J1)VA(J2 UL, Ul3)) NA(lz) = D(Iy Ul U Is) N A(l)
= (DL UL UI) v ADL))".

The last algebra is equal to (D(I4) V A(Ig))/ = D(I; U 1)’ by Haag duality for
defects (Proposition [[.T6]). O

LEMMA 3.14. Let I, Iz, I3, Iy be arranged as in (BI3). Assuming D is irre-
ducible, then A(I3) is the relative commutant of D(Iy U I3) inside D(I; U Iy U I3).

PROOF. By Lemma [B:28, we have A(L) = (A(I2) vV D(I; UL UI3)) N D(I; U

I U I3). This algebra is equal to (A(I3) V D(I4)) N D(I; Ul Ul3) = D(I; UIs)' N
D(Il UIQUI3). O

In the next Lemma we will use the notion of minimal index [A : B] of a subfactor
B C A; see Appendix [B.VIIl for a definition.

LEMMA 3.15. Let A be a conformal net with finite index u(A), and let 4Dgp be

an irreducible defect. Let I, Is, Is, Iy be arranged as in BI3). Then [D(I; UI3) :
D(I; U I3)] < p(A).

PROOF. Note that D(I; Uls) and D(I; UI3) = D(I;) ® .A(I3) are both factors.
Let us decompose I7 into intervals Jp, Ja as in (3.13). By Lemma[BI2] we have

A(Jy UIs) v D(Jy) = D(I, U I3).
We also have
.A(JQ @] Ig) \Y D(Jl) = D(Il U I3)

By definition u(A) = [A(J2 U I3) : A(J2 U I3)]. The result follows because the
minimal index cannot increase under the operation — V D(J;), see (B:20) in Ap-

pendix [B.VTIl O
REMARK 3.16. We will see later, in Corollary 5.20] that in fact we have an

equality [D(I; U Is) : D(I; U I5)] = u(A).
Finiteness implies semisimplicity. We can now prove the semisimplicity of the
fusion of semisimple defects.

PROOF OF THEOREM Because the defects D and E are semisimple, we
may write them as finite direct sums of irreducible defects: D = @ D; and F =
@ E;. Fusion of defects is compatible with direct sums

(B Di) @5 (D E;) :®Di ®p Ej.

It therefore suffices to assume D and E are irreducible, and to show that for I
genuinely bicolored, the von Neumann algebra (D ® E)(I) has finite-dimensional
center.

Without loss of generality, we assume that I = SL1. Let H := Hy(D) and
K := Hy(E) be the vacuum sectors of D and E. The algebra D(9%[0,1]?) acts on
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H (see notation B). Similarly, the algebra E(82]0,1]?) acts on K. Let us denote
those two algebras graphically by b([:) and E(])

The Hilbert space H X K is a faithful (D & E)(S+)~ (D ® E)(S} ) -bimodule.
So by Lemma B8 it is enough to show that the algebra of bimodule endomor-

phisms of H X K is finite-dimensional. This algebra of endomorphisms is equal to
the algebra of D([:)-E(])-endomorphisms of HX K. Note that the algebras

D([C") and E(]) are factors by Lemma If a bimodule has finite statistical
dimension (see Appendix [B.VII)), then its algebra of bimodule endomorphisms is
finite dimensional [BDHI11| Lem. 4.10]. It is therefore enough to show that the
statistical dimension of H X K as a ﬁ(E)—E(])—bimodule is finite.

Using the multiplicativity of the statistical dimension with respect to Connes
fusion (B.14) the dimension in question can be computed as

dim (15<[t';>H X KECI)) = dim (DqE:)HB(\)) -dim (B(\)KECD) :
So it suffices to argue that the dimension of H as a [)([:)—B( | )-bimodule and the

dimension of K as a B(|)-E(_])-bimodule are finite. This is the content of Lemma
317 below. O

Before proceeding, let us fix new names for certain subintervals of our standard
circle:

L:=05([0,3] x [0,3])  Ip:=[3,1] x {0}
I3 := {1} x [0,1] I := 0" ([0,1]x[3,1])
1y

I3

I _
I
Given a defect 4Dpg, let us also introduce the following shorthand notations:
Dagy :=D(Io U I3 U Iy) Doy := B(I2) ® D(I4) Bs .= B(I3)
Day:= (D(I1) @ B(I3))"  Darz:= D(Is) vV D(I, U Iy).

LEMMA 3.17. Let B be a conformal net with finite index and let 4Dp be an irre-
ducible defect. Then Hy(D) has finite statistical dimension as a Dy12-Bs-bimodule.

PROOF. The statistical dimension of Hy(D) as a Dy12-Bs-bimodule is the
square root of the minimal index of the subfactor Bs C D)5, see (B.15) and the
definition of minimal index in Appendix [B.VIIl Therefore, we need to show that
(D}, : B3] < 0o. We know by Lemma 314 (with A and B interchanged) that the
algebra Bs is the relative commutant of ﬁ24 inside Da34. The algebra ﬁflm is the
relative commutant of Dsy inside Dasq, as can be seen by taking the commutant of
the equation (D5, N Dasq)’ = Doy V Dhygy = Dyia. The index is unchanged by taking
commutants, and can only decrease under the operation — N Dagy by (B.19). Thus

[Dlyys : Bs] = [Dhy N Dasy : Dby N Daga] < [Day : Do),
and we have already seen in Lemma [3.15 that [1524 : Doy < p(B) < oc. |
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—~
Finiteness of the defect vacuum as a 4-interval bimodule (splitting ()).

We record the following finiteness result, somewhat similar to Lemma for
future reference.
Let Iy, I, I3, I4 now be the four sides of our standard bicolored circle:

I
I mn
I3

The intervals I; and I3 are genuinely bicolored, I is white, and I, is black.

ProroSITION 3.18. Let A and B be conformal nets with finite index, and let
ADp be an irreducible defect. Then the vacuum sector Ho(D) has finite statistical
dimension as a D(I1) vV D(I3) — (A(I2) V B(I4))°P-bimodule.

PRrROOF. Consider the following intervals:
Ji=1310x{0}  L=IL J=[31x {1} Ja=[g, 4] x {1}
Js:=[0,4] x {1}  Js:=L  Jr:=1[0,3]x{0}  Js:=[% 2] x {0}

which we draw here:

Je Jo

— e — —

Jr Js S

It will be convenient to introduce a graphical notation for the subalgebras of B(Hy(D))
used in this proof:

n = D(J1UJUJsUJyUJsUJs U — D(J4)
[ ] = B(J1 U Ja U J3) V A(Js U Jg U Jr) — D(Js)
= BUDVD(ULUR) VAR || = Bl VA
= B(JyUJ3) Vv D(Js) VA(J5 U Jy) = B(J2) V. A(Js) V D(Jg)
= B(JyUJs)VA(Js U Jy) = B(JyUJs) VA(Js UJy),
where, as in B.11] A(J5 U Jy) is the relative commutant of A(Jg) in A(Js U Jg U J7)
and B(J1 U J3) is the relative commutant of B(J2) in B(J; UJ; U Js). Note that

is the commutant of | _| since, by Lemma [B.26, we have
- Iy
(vl Do D=0 ) =Co v
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In particular, the algebra j-_ is a factor.
We have to show that

[(D(I) v D(I3)) : A(Ls) vV B(I4)] < oo.
Using Haag duality and strong additivity, note that the algebra (D(I1) vV D(I3))
is the relative commutant of j inside n Similarly, it follows from Lemma [B.2§
that the algebra A(Iy) V B(I4) is the relative commutant of ~_ in [ ]:

= D)= =]

By (B19) and (B:20), we then have

(D) v D) < Al v B(1)] = [—_l N (i) e (i)]

IN
|
*.
|
0
<
|
1
!
<
\
A

IN
|
1
\
1
|
=
=
=
=
O



CHAPTER 4

A variant of horizontal fusion

In Section 2Bl we saw how to define the horizontal fusion of two sectors. We
will now define a variant of the horizontal fusion, called keystone fusion, which itself
depends on an intermediate construction we refer to as keyhole fusion. In Section
D we will show that horizontal fusion and keystone fusion are in fact naturally
isomorphic, and we will construct a canonical isomorphism ® between them. That
isomorphism will be essential in our construction of the 1X 1-isomorphism 2 ([@3T]).

Recall that we implicitly assume that all our conformal nets are irreducible.

4.A. The keyhole and keystone fusion

Recall the Notation[[.49] Consider the intervals I; := 9-([2/3,1]x[0,1]), I, :=
0%([1,4/3]x[0,1]), and I := I; N I.. Orient I; and I, counterclockwise, and orient
I so that the inclusion I < I, is orientation preserving—see ([@I]). The inclusion
I — I; is then orientation reversing. Let J be the closure of (I; UT,.)\ I. We orient
J so that it agrees with the orientation of I; on J N I;. We draw these intervals as
follows:

—
(4.1) Il:], IT:[, I=+ and J= .

o
Given a conformal net A with finite index, we will define three functors

F, Gy, G : A(I;)-modules x A(I,)-modules — A(J)-modules.

These operations will be called respectively the fusion, the keyhole fusion, and the
keystone fusion, and will be denoted graphically as follows:

F(H,H,) = H|H, , Go(H,H)=HOH,, GH,H,)= HEH, .

When we want to stress the dependence on the conformal net A, we will denote
these functors F4, Go, 4, G 4.

The ordinary horizontal fusion. The functor F is defined by fusion over A(I):
using the orientation preserving inclusion I < I, any left A(Z,)-module is also a
left A(I)-module, and using the orientation reversing inclusion Iy — Ij, any left
A(I;)-module is also a right A(I)-module. We can therefore define the horizontal
fusion functor as follows:

F(Hy, Hy) = H K4y H.
Write J as .J1LI.Jo; we obtain actions of A(J1) and A(J2) on H)X 4y H,, by [BDH13,
Cor. 1.29]. Note that in the case H; = L2A(I}) and H, = L?A(I,), the actions of

A(J1) and A(Jz) extend to an action of A(J) = A(J1) ® A(Jz); the same therefore
holds for arbitrary H; and H,. The only difference between the functor F' and the

43
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functor fusion, from (ZI2)) is that they have somewhat different source and target
categories—the main construction is identical in both functors.

The keyhole fusion. We will need to name a few more manifolds. Let

I == 07([2/3,5/6]%[0, 1]) I == 9~([7/6,4/3]x[0,1])
S, == 9([5/6,7/6]x[2/3,1]) S = 9([5/6,7/6]x[1/3,2/3])
Sq:= 9([5/6,7/6]x[0,1/3]) K = (S,US;)Nn(L;UL).

We draw these as

2)  G=]. L=[, 5= s,=0. s;=. md K=""

The intervals fl and I} are oriented counterclockwise, as were I; and I,.. The mani-
folds Sy, Si, and Sy are conformal circles via their constant speed parametrizations
and are also oriented counterclockwise. (A conformal circle is a circle together with
a homeomorphism with S! that is only determined up to orientation preserving
conformal diffeomorphisms of S'.) Finally, the manifold K inherits its orientation
from S, USy. Note that the inclusion K — fl U I} is orientation reversing. We will
also need the reflection j along the horizontal axis y = 1/2.

Let us fix orientation preserving identifications ¢; : fl S I and O - I~T 5
I. that are symmetric with respect to the reflection j, restrict to the identity in
a neighborhood of dI; = dI; and dI, = dI,, and satisfy ¢;(5/6,t) = (1,t) and
¢r(7/6,t) = (1,t) for all ¢ € [0,1]. Using these identifications, any A(I;)-module
becomes an A([;)-module and any .A(I,)-module becomes an A([,)-module. We
can now define the keyhole fusion functor as follows:

Go(Hy, H,) = (H, ® H,) B, (Ho(Su) ® Ho(S4)),

where Hy(S,) and Hy(Sy) are the canonical vacuum sectors; see (CI)). The right-
hand side is an instance of what we call cyclic fusion—see Appendix [B.IIIl In the
notation of cyclic fusion, we have
_ - H X HyS,) K H., X HyS;) XK -
Go(H;, Hy) = L aCKD o ).A(Kg) A(K3) o d)A(K4) )

where K1 = fl NSy, Ko = I~T NSy, K3 = I} NSy, and Ky = fl NSy, aEpropriately
oriented. It follows from [BDH13| Cor. 1.29] that the algebras A(JN(f; UI,)) and
A(J N (S, USy)) generate an action of A(J) on Go(H;, H;.).

The keystone fusion. Note that the algebra

A(H) 2, A(2)
AL

has a natural left action on Go(H;, H,) commuting with the action of A(J). This
algebra can be identified with A(S,,)°” = A(—Sp,), where —S,, denotes the circle
Sm equipped with the opposite (i.e., clockwise) orientation. Here, we use the exten-
sion of A from intervals to 1-manifolds constructed in [BDH14| Sec. 1.A]; see also
Appendix By definition['] the algebra A(S,,) is generated by all the A(I),
for I C Sy, acting on the Hilbert space [JEH-

10For this, we implicitly identify the surfaces _ and Sy, X [0, 1].
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By Theorem[C.9] the algebra A(S,,) contains a direct summand that is canon-
ically isomorphic to B(Ho(Sm,A)). We can therefore define the keystone fusion
functor as follows:

G(Hi, Hy) = Go(Hi, Hy) Bus,,) Ho(Sm).

Moreover, since B(Ho(Sy,, A)) and A(J) commute on Go(Hy, H,), there is a residual
action of A(J) on the Hilbert space G(Hj, Hy).

Fusion and keystone fusion are isomorphic. We will show presently that the
functors

F, G : A(I;)-modules x A(I,)-modules — A(J)-modules

are naturally isomorphic to one another, and then later (in Proposition [£.29)) con-
struct a specific such natural isomorphism.
We use the following straightforward generalization of Lemma [B.241

LEMMA 4.3. Let F,G : A;-modules x As-modules — B-modules be normal
functors (see Appendiz [BVIIN), and let M; be a faithful A;-module, for i = 1,2.
Then, in order to uniquely define a natural transformation a : F — G, it is enough
to specify its value on (My, Ms) and to check that for each pair (r1,r2) with r; €
Enda(M;), the diagram

F(7’1 ,7"2)

F(Ml, Mg) _— F(Ml, Mg)
aMl,ZVI2l lal\flvMQ
G(ri,r2)
G(Ml, MQ) —— G(]\fl7 Mg)
commutes. O

Using Theorem [C.8 and the above lemma, we prove that the two different
versions of horizontal fusion are naturally isomorphic to each other:

PROPOSITION 4.4. There exists a natural isomorphism between the fusion func-
tor F' and the keystone fusion functor G.

PRrROOF. Consider the circles
S; = 9([0,1] %[0, 1]), Sy = 9([1, 2] %[0, 1]) Sy :=9([0,2]x[1,2])
Sy :=0([0,5/6] x [0,1]), S, :=8([7/6,2] x [0,1])
Sy :=9([0,5/6] x [0,1] U [5/6,7/6] x [0,1/3] U [5/6,7/6] x [2/3,1])

which we draw as follows:

s-[] s [ s
S’l:D , S'Tz D, and S’l:E

(‘b stands for big). The identifications ¢; : I, 5 I, and ¢, : I, S I, induce
isomorphisms Ho(S;) = Ho(S;) and Hy(S,) = Hy(S,) that are equivariant with
respect to A(I]) and A(I}) (here, I] and I] are the closures of S;\I; and S, \I,,
respectively). From the isomorphism Hy(S;) = Ho(Sd)&A(m)Ho(gl)gA(Kl)Ho(Su)

(4.5)
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it follows that Gy (HO(SZ), HO(ST)) represents the Hilbert space of an annulus; see
Appendix Using Theorem we therefore have

Go(Ho(S1), Ho(Sy)) = Ho(S)) R Hy(S.) X Hy(S,) K Ho(Sq) B -

I
=
|
9!
5
®
=
S

We draw the above isomorphisms as follows:

Go(Ho(51), Ho(5,)) = [N = D D oe L]
cA

Note that the two isomorphisms intertwine the natural actions of {A(I)};cs, and
{A(I)}1c—s,,. We can now compute

\an

G(Ho(sl),Ho(ST)) = GO(HO(Sl) H (S )) g.A(Sm) Ho(Sm)

( @ Hy (=S ® HA(Sb)) X a(s,.) Ho(Sm)
AEA
(4.6) = ( o(=Sm) ® Ho(S )) MB(Ho(5m)) Ho(Sm)
= Ho(S5) @ (Ho(~Sm) B (11y(5,) Ho(Sm))
Hy(Sy) ® C = Hy(Sy).

Combining (@6) with the non-canonical isomorphism F(H(S;), Ho(Sr)) = Ho(Sh)
from (CH]), we get an isomorphism

@ : G(Ho(S1), Ho(Sy)) — F(Ho(S1), Ho(S,)),

compatible with the actions of A(I]) and of A(I}).

Since Hy(S;) and Hy(S,) are faithful A(I})- and A([,)-modules, we can use
Lemma to finish the argument: it remains only to check that ¢ is equivariant
with respect to all 71 € End 4(;,)(Ho(S:)) and ro € End 4(z,)(Ho(Sy)). That equiv-
ariance follows immediately from Haag duality for nets (Proposition [C4]) and the
fact that ¢ is equivariant with respect to A(I]) and A(I}). O

Unfortunately, the above proposition is not sufficient for our purposes: it does
not construct a natural isomorphism ®4 : F4 — G4, but only proves that one
exists. This leaves unsettled, for instance, the question of whether these natural
isomorphisms can be chosen so that ® 4o5 = P4 @ Pp. In the following sections, we
will construct a canonical choice of such natural isomorphisms for which the desired
symmetric monoidal property is clear.
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4.B. The keyhole fusion of vacuum sectors of defects

Let Si, S, So, Si, Svy Sus Sy Sas I, I, I, I, K be as in @), @2), and
@3). We bicolor S, Sy, Si, Sy by setting

)(Sz)o = (S)e<y (S = (St)o>y (Sr)o:=(Sr)ucs (Sr)e = (Sr)u>2

(5o := (S)ocy  (S)e = (S)azy  (Sr)o = (Sr)acs  (Sr)e = (Sr)ons
Denote by j the reflection across the horizontal axis y = 1/2, and let
Sl)TZZ (Sl)yZ% Sn'r:: (ST)yZ% Sb,'l'3: (Sb)yZ%

Siti=(S)ys1 SeTi=(S)ys1 hri=(l)ys1 Lri=(L)y51.
Let A, B, C be conformal nets, and let 4Dp and gE¢ be defects. We are interested
in evaluating Gy := Go g on the vacuum sectors

Ho(S;,D) == L*(D(S;,t)) and  Ho(S,, E) := L*(E(S,7))
from Definition These have compatible actions of the algebras {D(I)}cs,
and {E(I)}cs, respectively. In particular, they are respectively B(I;)- and B(I,)-
modules, and so we can apply the functor Gy.

Let us also define

Ho(S,, D) := L*(D(S;,7)) and  Ho(S,, E) := L*(E(S,T)).
Reca}l that the definition of the functor GQ uses identifications ¢; : I, = 3~und
ér 2 I, = I, to endow Hy(S;, D) with a B(I;)-action, and HQ(STLD) with a B(I)-
action. We write ¢f Ho(S;, D) and ¢ Ho (S, D) for the resulting S;-sector of D and
Sy-sector of E. (Here, given a bicolored circle S and a defect D, a Hilbert space is
called an S-sector of D if it has compatible actions of D(I) for all bicolored intervals

I ¢ S——compare Appendix [CV]) Recall that the maps ¢; and ¢, were chosen to
commute with j, and to be the identity near to the boundary. Let us call

Wl
leo

2

oLt ST = ST G T ST > SpT
the extension by the identity of the maps ¢ - and ¢, | [ We then have canonical
identifications
L*(D(¢1,7)) : Ho(Si, D) — ¢} Ho(S, D)
L*(D(¢r,7)) © Ho(Sr, D) = ¢ Ho(Sr, D)
of Sl—sectors of D and S”T—sectors of F.
We now have an isomorphism
GO,B(HO(S[, D), Ho (S, E))
= (Ho(Si, D)®Ho(S,, E)) B%) (Ho(Su, B)®Ho(Sa, B))

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

which we draw as follows:

(4.8) Go5(Ho(S1, D), Ho(S,, E)) = [-

Here, the lines —, , and — correspond to the conformal nets A, B, and C,
and the transition points ——, and —— indicate the defects D and E.
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Keyhole fusion as an L?-space. We need to introduce yet more manifolds. We
have already encountered K; = S’l NS, and Ko = S’T N.S,. We define K, := K1 UK>
and J, := Jy U Jy, where J; := S, NS, and Js := S, N S,,. We orient K,, and J,
compatibly with S,. Let J; be the closure of S‘l,r \ K7 and, similarly, let J,. be the
closure of S'r,‘r \ K3. The orientations and the bicolorings of J; and J,. are inherited
from S; and S,. We include pictures of these manifolds:

)

-«
(49) Ji = F__* , Jr = :-(-Ia K, = ++ Jy = -

Following Notation BI1 we let B(J,) denote the commutant of B(K,) on
Hy(Sy,B). Our computation of the keyhole fusion will be in terms of the alge-
bra

D 3(J.) V E(J,) C B(Ho(S;,D) K Hy(S., X Ho(S,, E)),
(J1) vV B(Ju) vV E(J,) C B(Ho(S, )B(Kl) (S B)B(KQ) o(Sr, E))
which we denote pictorially by

(4.10) D) VBUJIVEW,) = T &1,

The dotted line in this picture picture serves to remind us that B(.J,) was used in-
stead of B(J,). Note that the algebra ([@.I0) also acts on Go g(Ho(Si, D), Ho(Sy, E))
because that fusion is obtained from

[“ = Ho(S1, D) Rp(x,) Ho(Su, B) Rp(xy) Ho(Sr, E)

by fusing it over B(K3 U K4) with Ho(Sg4, B).

Let
Sp, = {(z,y) € Sy |z —y < 3}
Sy ={(z,y) € Splz+y < 3}
Sy :={(z,y) € Splz+y >3}
Sp, 1= {(z,y) € Syl —y > 3},

with orientations and bicolorings as in the following pictures

swe=f L Sc=f__ .sa= }osu= )

Note that these manifolds do not include their boundary points.

THEOREM 4.11. Let A, B, C be conformal nets, and let 4D and gE¢ be defects.
Then there is a canonical unitary isomorphism

(4.12) U, L2(FT_I) =, [-

In formulas, this is a map
Vo = (Vo)p,p: L2(D(J) vV B(Ju) V E(J;)) = Gos(Ho(S), D), Ho(Sy, E)),
where Sy, Sy, Ji, Ju, Jr are as in [@E1) and @3). The map Vg is equivariant for the

natural left actions of {D(I)}1cs,-, {D(I)}1cs,, » {EU)}rcs, - and {E(I)}ics, ,»
and for the natural right actions of {B(I)}ics,,-
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PROOF. This is the special case of Proposition[B.3dwhere M := D(S; 1) & E(S,.1),
Mo =D(J))®E(J;), A= B(K,)°, and H = Hy(Sy,B). In pictures, these are

413) M=T 11 =07 4 ' g = ®

The equivariance of Wy is clear for intervals I that are contained in the upper half
{(z,y)ly = 3} or in the lower half {(z,y)|y < £}, and follows by strong additivity
for more general intervals. O

Associativity of the L?-space identification. The isomorphism ¥, is in an
appropriate sense associative, as follows. Suppose that we have three defects 4Dp,
BEc, and ¢ Fp. We then have various applications of ¥y forming the square

rPEawy  —— ey Jrey

(4.14) | J: J:

e sy —— pefreo e

This diagram commutes by Proposition

We explain the meaning of the pictures in this square. The conformal nets
A, B, C, D are indicated by lines of various thickness —, , —, =, and the
defects 4Dpg, pEc, ¢ Fp are indicated by the transitions — , __, and ——. The
notations L*(F7), L*(7), L*(r), stand for L*(D(SY)), L2(E(SY)), L2(F(ST)).
The lower right corner of ({14 is

eI L FLA) = Cos(LA(D(S1), Coe (L (B(SH)), IA(F(51)))
= Goc(Gos(LA(D(SH)), L(E(SL), LA (F(S1))).

Note that, following (8], this Hilbert space is also denoted [TIENEL]-

As in ([@I0), L?*(F =) and L?(m="1) denote the Hilbert spaces L2(D(J;) V
B(J,) V E(J,)) and L2(E(J;)) vV C(J,) V F(J,)), respectively. The upper right and
lower left corners of ({I4) are therefore given by

12y JL20) = Goc(I3(DI) vV BUL) v B(T)), TA(F(51)))

and

SLQ(IFT)E LXr=1) = Gos(L*(D(S})), L*(E(J) vV C(J,) V F(J,))).

Finally, the vector space L?(IF==1) that appears in the upper left corner of ([Z.14)
is the L? space of the von Neumann algebra

=1 := pI. y)VB( WE( v )
v e( = )V ),

where the completion is taken on the Hilbert space [EIFJTQ] or, equivalently, on the

Hilbert space [TERED]-
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4.0. The keystone fusion of vacuum sectors of defects

In this section, the defects 4Dp and gEc are assumed to be irreducible. As
before, the conformal net B is taken to be of finite index.
Recall the algebra

FeT =M vs( S )ve( ) c (T
from ([@I0). Let us also introduce
=1 .= D("*? )\/3( 7

JvE( ﬂ"l) c B([“).

The algebra F="1is a factor, as can be seen by applying Lemma[B.36]in the situation
of (@I3), but its subalgebra F="1 will typically not be a factor. However, since B
has finite index, we know by Theorem 3.6 that the subalgebra has finite dimensional
center.

LEMMA 4.15. Let B be a conformal net with finite index u(B), and let 4D and
BEc be irreducible defects. Let p1,...,pn be the minimal central projections of the
algebra T="1. Then we have

Z{pi SRLE S I}SM(B)-

PRroOOF. To simplify the notation we abbreviate N := B( 3 ), M = B( z

and A:=D(T+ )@E( ~1). Then T = 1=MvAand ™= 1=NVB.

By definition, u(B) = [M : N] is the square of [M : NJ, the latter being our nota-
tion for the statistical dimension of yL?(M ). Also, [pi(M V A)p; : pi(N V A)] is
the square of the statistical dimension of pi(NvA)piLQ(M V A)arva, as can be seen
using (B.IH); cf. the proof of [BDHI11l Prop. 5.18]. The vector whose entries are
the statistical dimensions of ,,(nv.aypiL*(MV A)rry 4 is denoted by [MVA : NV AJ.
By (B.20)
[IMVA:NvVAJ, < [M:N]

and the result follows. O

COROLLARY 4.16. The inclusion F=1 — [F="11is a finite homomorphism of
von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional center (see Appendiz[B.VI).

PrROOF. Let X :=F =", with minimal central projections p1,...,pn, and let
Y :=F="1. Recall that Y is a factor. By definition, the inclusion X — Y is finite
if and only if the bimodule xL?Yy is dualizable, which happens if and only if its
summands p, x(p;L?Y)y are dualizable. A bimodule between factors is dualizable
if and only if its statistical dimension is finite; see Appendix [B.VIIl The commutant
of Y on p;L?Y is p;Yp;, and the inclusion p; X < p;Yp; is finite by the previous
lemma. ]

Keystone fusion contains the vacuum sector of the fused defect. Let B
be a conformal net with finite index. Recall from Section FA] that, given a B(I})-
module H; and a B(I,)-module H,., then the keystone fusion G (H,, H;) is defined
by

Gp(Hy, Hy) == Gos(Hi, Hy) Mps,,) Ho(Sm, B).
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This construction uses the isomorphism B(Sy,) = @, a B(HA(Sm, B)) from The-
orem
LEMMA 4.17. There is a canonical isomorphism
Ho(Sm, B) Mps,,) Ho(Sm,B) = C

PROOF. The two actions of B(S,,) factor through its summand B(Ho (S, B))-
The result is therefore a special case of the general isomorphism HXg ) H = C. [

PROPOSITION 4.18. Let B be a conformal net with finite index, and let 4Dp
and gE¢ be irreducible defects. Then there is an isometric embedding

(4.19) U L2([|=—_|) - [ﬂ;

that is, there is a map
U =Vpp: L*((D®p E)(St)) = Gs(Ho(Si, D), Ho(S,, E)).

As in Theorem [{.11], the map ¥ is equivariant with respect to the left actions of
{D(D}ics,» {DU}ics, {E(I}ics, -, and {E(I)}ics, -

PROOF. By the split property, we can identify F="1 with F—1® ~, and thus
L? ( - |) with

L2( I) ®L2(m) - L2((D @5 E)(S%)) © Ho(—Spm, B)
= 1*((D & B)(SY)) @ Ho(Sm, B).
Fusing with Hy(S,,, B) and applying Lemma [L.T7 we get a canonical isomorphism
U L2( I) =L2((D ®5 E)(S#))
2 1 T 7’
L*((D @5 B)(S1)) © (S B) 8 Ho(Sm B)

N & (FT‘I) 52 Ho(Sm,B) m

Recall from Appendix [B.VIl that the L2-space construction is functorial for fi-
nite homomorphisms between von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional cen-
ter. By Corollary [£16] the inclusion ¢: F="1 — F="1 therefore induces a map
L2(1): L2(F=11) — L?(F=11). Let L?(1)iso be the isometry in the polar decompo-
sition of L?(1). We set ¥ to be the composite

v LQ("=—_|) BN % ( A |) X5(S,,) Ho(Sm, B)

luz

2 1)iso®i
(4.20) B 12 (571 s,y Hol(Sm, B)
—2 [ LB HolSn. B) = G(Ho(D), Ho(B)),
where Wy is the unitary isomorphism from Theorem [ATTl O

We will prove later, in Theorem [6.2] concerning the composite map (£31]), that
the map ¥ is actually an isomorphism. We can already observe the following special
case of that result:



52 4. A VARIANT OF HORIZONTAL FUSION

LEMMA 4.21. If D and E are the identity defects of some finite-index conformal
net A, then Up g is a unitary isomorphism.

PROOF. We need to show that the map

((Wo 0 L2(1)iso) ®id) 0 U & Hy(S,) = L* ( ) - E B Ho(Sm)

is an isomorphism. By the computation (&6, we know that the right-hand side is
isomorphic to Hy(Sp), and thus is irreducible as an Sp-sector of A. The above map
is a homomorphism of Sy-sectors and is injective by the previous proposition. It is
therefore an isomorphism. a

Associativity for the inclusion of the vacuum sector. Using the isometric
embedding ¥ from ([£.20) in place of the unitary isomorphism ¥y from ([{I12), we
can form the following diagram analogous to (£14):

L2(F—) —  LAF ) ILZ(r-l

o |

refl ey — el e

LEMMA 4.23. Let B and C be finite-index conformal nets, and let 4Dp, pEc,
and ¢Fp be irreducible defects. Then the diagram ([L22) is commutative.

PROOF. By definition, each side of (£22)) is a composite of three maps. Re-
placing each side by its definition, that diagram can be expanded to a 4 x 4 grid

|3l @ | @]
|m @ | @]
lole | @]

that contains 9 squares. The four upper left squares of that grid are given by

LXF ) —— L*(F =) Xga———— L*(F =) Kge

| e ] |

LA =) Koo —— LM =) Rogn (a08) —— LA(F -7 71) Koz (e0m)

| | |
LA =) Mye —— L (F=m1) Mogg (a9m) —— LA(F=71) Kogg (22m)
where Xm and Xga stand for Mp(g,,) Ho(Sm, B) and Me(gery Ho(Sh, C), respectively,
and M gn(s@m) stands for X (g, yae(se)(Ho(Sm, B) ® Ho(S},C)).  Here, S5 de-
notes a translated copy of the circle S,.

The squares [, (2], and [A clearly commute. To see that [5] commutes, note first
that F=—=1is a factor, as can be seen by applying Lemma[B.36] twice. That square
then commutes by the functoriality of L?(—)iso—see [BDHI11, Prop. 6.22] and note
that the necessary conditions for that functoriality are satisfied by Corollary [4.16]
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and by Lemma [4.24] below. The upper right squares of our 4 x 4 gird are given by

P ) Bee——— ) FrAr)

|

LA =7 1) Bogg (a0m) —— 12(F=7) B I Bos

. J

L*(F = =) Kogp (e@m) ——  LA(F=) ILQ(F'I)E X, =

and their commutativity is unproblematic. We refrain from drawing the last row of
the gird. The squares [7 and [B] are similar to [8] and [6]. The commutativity of [9]
follows from that of ([@.I4). O

LEMMA 4.24. Let 4Dg, pEc, and ¢ Fp be as in Lemma[].23 Let A :==F~ =1,
B:=F 5=, and let . : A — B denote the inclusion. Then Z(B) C 1(A).

PROOF. By the split property, we have isomorphisms F= =1 = F-— 1 -
and F= =1 X F5 1 ® . It is therefore sufficient to show that

Z(r ™ I) C L("= ™ I)
Let Sy, Ky, Jy, be as in [@2)) and [@3), and let H := Hy(Sy, B), and M = B(K,),

with commutant M’ = B(.J,). Since H is a faithful M-module, we can pick an M-
linear isomorphism ¢? ® H = (> @ L?(M ) Under the corresponding isomorphism

of Hilbert spaces £> ® Em ~ 2R |:. “, the algebra
Bl & 1=@B@eM)vI — 1
corresponds to
BE@oM?) v, =B a1
It follows that
Z(Fa ) =z(F1r ) =z(F)ez(r—1)=z(1— ),

where the last equality is because 4Dp is irreducible.

We now argue that the natural inclusion —= < ™ 1induces an isomorphism
of centers. By Theorem [3.6] the center of these algebras is finite-dimensional. The
center Z(—) certainly maps to the center Z(r—1) and that the map is injective.
It is therefore an isomorphism. The claim now follows, as

(P ) =z(1— 1) = 2( JeF- 1 O

REMARK 4.25. All the defects in this section were assumed to be irreducible.
However, using the compatibility of directs integrals with various operations, it is
straightforward to extend Proposition .18 and Lemma [£.23 to arbitrary defects.

11Hcro, £2 := £2(N) could be removed from this isomorphism if we knew that M was a type
IIT factor, a fact which is likely to be true (unless B is trivial) but which we haven’t proven in our
setup.
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4.pD. Comparison between fusion and keystone fusion

Let A be a conformal net with finite index (implicitly irreducible as before). In
this section, we will define a unitary natural transformation ® 4 : F 4 — G 4 between
the functors introduced in Section [£.Al Graphically, this natural transformation is

denoted } . . :
gl L

Recall the circles S;, S, and S, introduced in (Z3):

(4.26) s=[] . 8= [] ma s=[ ]

As before, we let I := S; N S,., with orientation inherited from S,. The circles S;
and S, are given conformal structures by their unit speed parametrizations. The
circle Sy, is also given a conformal structure, as follows. Let j; € Conf_(S;) and
jr € Conf_(S,) be the unique conformal involutions fixing dI. The conformal
structure on Sy is the one making € := ji|; U Id;, (s,\1) : Sr — Sp into a conformal
map. Equivalently, it is the one for which €. := j.[r UIdj,s\5) : Si — Sp is a
conformal map.

WARNING 4.27. The conformal structure on Sy is not the one induced by its
constant speed parametrization. Nevertheless, the reflection along the horizontal
and vertical symmetry axes of S, are conformal involutions.

Consider the vacuum sectors Ho(S;), Ho(S,), and Hy(S) for the net A on
the circles ([@26). By the construction (C.6), there is a canonical identification
T : Ho(S1) ®acr) Ho(Sr) = Ho(Sp) that is equivariant with respect to the actions
of A(J) for every J C S (i.e., it is an isomorphism of Sp-sectors of A). We denote
it graphically as

(129 [ = Il

The following proposition improves on Proposition 4] by providing an explicit
construction of the natural isomorphism ® : F — G.

PRrOPOSITION 4.29. There is a unitary natural isomorphism ® = ® 4 between
the fusion functor F4 and the keystone fusion functor G 4:

o nln % nfn

This natural isomorphism is symmetric monoidal in the sense that ® qop = P4 ®
Pp.

PRrROOF. Let I; and I, be as in [@I]), and let I] and I} be the closures of their
complements in S; and S,, respectively. Since the actions of A(I;) and A(I,) on
Hy(S;) and Hy(S,) are faithful, by Lemmal[£3it is enough to define the isomorphism
Pro(s)),Ho(s,) - ] — [BHH, and to check that it commutes with the natural
actions of A(l;)" = A(I]) and A(I)" = A(I]). We define this isomorphism as the
composite

(430 — Il ——2(" ) =

where vg, | : Ho(Sp, A) — L*(A(Sy,T)) is the canonical unitary isomorphism (C2))
associated to the upper half Sy T of the conformal circle S, and W is the unitary
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isomorphism from Lemma E2T1 The symmetric monoidal condition is clear by
construction. ]

Let A and C be conformal nets, let B be a conformal net with finite index, and
let 4D and gE¢ be defects. Let us introduce the notation for the Hilbert
space L2(F 1) = L?((D ®p E)(SY)) that appears in the left-hand side of (£I3).
Combining Proposition (see also Remark [25]) and Proposition 429, we can
construct an isometric map

(4.31) Q %%

where ® stands for ® g, (s, D), H,(s,,5)- We will show later, in Theorem [6.2] that the
map {2 = Qp g is in fact an isomorphism. This map is the fundamental “1 X1 =1
isomorphism” comparing 1peg with 1p X 1g.

ProrosiTION 4.32. Let A, B, C, D be conformal nets, of which the second and
third are assumed to be finite, and let 4Dg, pFEc, ¢cFp be defects. Then the maps

Qp, E®F1 lQD,EIXid

form a commutative diagram.

PROOF. By the definition of 2, the above diagram can be expanded to

[_ﬁ[ﬁlﬂ—’[_
[-—{-I—{-

The upper left square commutes by Lemma (see also Remark [£.25). The
remaining three squares commute by the naturality of ®~!. O






CHAPTER 5

Haag duality for composition of defects

Throughout this section we fix conformal nets A, B, and C, always assumed to
be irreducible, and irreducible defects 4D and gE¢. In our pictures, we will use

the notation — for intervals on which we evaluate A, we will use __ for intervals
on which we evaluate B, and — for intervals on which we evaluate C. We will
also use —— for bicolored intervals on which we evaluate D, and —— for bicolored

intervals on which we evaluate E.
Let S; and S, be as in (£H) and (@), with intersection I oriented like S,.. As
before we use the notation [l := Ho(S;, D) = L*(F), similarly [J] := Ho(S,, E) =
, and [ _ Ho(S1, D) W1y Ho(Sr, ). We will again be using the Nota-
tlon - Letting

Lm0 (O x5 (o= (Racsy (e = (o

ay B0 (B (g (= (g
Io= 00, % [0,2) (o= (T)ocs (U)o = (s)yos
Li:=0([1,2] x [3,1])  (In)o:= (In)y<z  (Ia)e := (Ia)y>3,

we will write D(F"), E(™ ), D(_), E(__) for D(I1), E(I2), D(I3), E(I4), re-

spectively.

MAIN THEOREM 5.2. Assuming B has finite index, then on the Hilbert space

B, we have

(5.3) D(ﬁ)vE(ﬁ):(D(L>vE(J))I.

PRrROOF. Let us introduce some notation for various algebras that act on the
Hilbert space . The main algebras of interest are 1= (D®p E)(SL) and
1 = (D ®p E)(S!), and our goal is to show that the inclusion

(5.4) [ (LH,)

is an isomorphism. Let us fix once and for all a small number e. Consider the
1-manifolds

= (1,5 —dx{1}) U ({5, 3] x {0}),

57
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We will use the following algebras:

(55 T 1= Do) v BUR) v B(Ja) V E(J5) = D(Jo U Jy) v E(J> U Js)
(5.6) T 1= Do) v B) v B(J2) V E(J5) = D(Jo U J) v E(J> U Jy)
(510 T 1= Do) v BUR) v B(Ja) v E(Js) = D(Jo U Ji) v B(J> U Jy)
(5.8) T 1= Do) v BUR) v B(Ja) V B(J5) = D(Jo U J) v E(J> U Jg).

Here B, D, and F are as in B.I0l and Jy and Js are bicolored as in @).
Lemma BI2, the algebras B(J1) and B(Jz) act on and [IJ] respectively, and
satisfy D(Jo)VB(J1) = D(JoUJy) and B(J2) V E(J3) = E(J,U.Js). The equalities
in (B.8)-(E3) follow.

In Section[5-Al below we will obtain some purchase on the Haag inclusion 1 C
(__)’ by showing that its statistical dimension is the same as that of the inclusion
™7 C (L)' (Here the algebra . is defined similarly to ™" 1.) We
can compute the statistical dimension of that latter inclusion by squeezing it into
a sequence of simpler inclusions of von Neumann algebras, as follows:

(6)

/ —

®) I @) 1

o |

Because D and E are irreducible, the algebra (5.5]) is a factor. Using Lemma[312]
note that the algebra 1 (the right connected component of the picture (5.7)) is
the commutant of a factor acting on a vacuum sector for E; it follows that (5.7))
is a factor. More difficult is the fact that (L8] is a factor—that is the content of
Corollary 616} following from Lemma [5.13 below. The algebra (5.6 is not a factor,
but combining Lemma [5.10 below and Theorem [3.6] we will learn that it does have
finite-dimensional center; let n be the dimension of this center.

Let v1, ..., vs be the matrices of statistical dimensions (Appendix [B.VII) of the
various inclusions in the above diagram:

vy o= [[Fﬁﬁﬁ]] vy 1= [[F—jﬂﬁﬁ]]
= [T 0] =[P

) P L

o= (Lo ()]
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Note that 3 and v4 are scalars, v1 is a row vector, vo and vg are column vectors,
and v5 is an n X n matrix. As the matrix of statistical dimensions is multiplicative
BI0), it follows that 14 vo = v3 14, and that vo = v5 6.

We will need the following facts about vy, ..., vg:

(i) There is an equality of n X n matrices
- / /
m= (i) T = )
This is proven in Lemma [5.10] below.
(ii) The map @31 exhibits L2( ) as a sub-bimodule of . Using the
additivity of statistical dimension (B.13]), we obtain the entrywise matrix
inequality

S (PR R SV

where 1,, denotes the identity matrix.

(iii) In Corollary B.I7, we will show that vy is the transpose of vg.

(iv) In Corollary .21, we will show that v3 = /i and vy = /i1, where
= p(B) is the index of the conformal net B.

Using these results and the fact that the matrices of statistical dimensions have
only non-negative entries, we can now compute that

2 T T T T
el = vy 12 = Vg Vg UsVg = V1 V5 Uslg 2> V1 V5V = V3ly = |4,

with equality if and only if v5 = 1, (here, 7 denotes transpose). However, by
applying (B:2Q) to the algebras M := B(J3), N := B(J2), and A := D(Jy)VB(J1)V
E(J3), we obtain the reverse inequality

2]l < V-
It follows that vs = 1, and the inclusion (54) is therefore an isomorphism. O

In Theorem 5.2 the defects D and E were assumed to be irreducible, but the
statement holds in general:

COROLLARY 5.9. Let 4Dp and gE¢ be defects. If the conformal net B has finite
index, then the algebra D(F) \Y, E(a') is the commutant of D(H) \Y, E(A) on

(P
PROOF. We need to show that D(I1) V E(I3) = (D(I3) V E(14)), where the
intervals Iy, I, I3, I4 are as in (5J). Disintegrating
D=[*D, and E=[%E,
into irreducible defects, the Hilbert space - Ho(S1, D) Bp(ry Ho(Sy, E) de-
composes correspondingly as ff Ho(S1, D2) Wg(ry Ho(Sr, Ey). This induces direct

integral decompositions

D(L)V E(I2) = [[* Da(11) V Ey (I2),
D(I3) v E(I4 = [[¥ D.(I3) V By(I),
and therefore also (D(I3)V E(Iy)) = [[€(D. Ig )V Ey (1)), where the commutant
of D, (I3) V Ey(14) is taken on HO(SZ,D )X HO(ST,E ). By Theorem [5.2] we
have D, (I1) V Ey(I2) = (Dz(I3) V Ey(14)), and the result follows. O
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5.A. The dimension of the Haag inclusion

Recall the notion of the center of a defect from Section [[G for a genuinely
bicolored interval I, the algebra Z(D(I)) is independent of I (up to canonical iso-
morphism), and is denoted Z(D).

From now on, the defects D and E are again assumed irreducible:

LEMMA 5.10. Let X be the set of irreducible summands of D ®p E. We have

a canonical identification of centers Z(D ®p E) = Z( 1) = Z( ) =
Z( ) = Z(T7_), and we have the following equality of X x X matrices:
!/ -

= ea)

PRrROOF. Note that [A : B] = [[A®C B®Cﬂ whenever C is a factor (B.IS).
The algebras B([ﬁ, 3]) and B( £ —e€, 5 + e) are split on H(S,, B), and hence on

any B([g —¢, §+e]) module. Since ( |)/ C B([%—e, %—I—e])/ on , it follows
that

(o) v = (_a)e
where the line _ stands for B([Z, 4] x {0}). We conclude that
(5.11) (e ) ™ 7]

= [_we -7 Te ]

- :(L__l)/ v T

= [(c_anc )™ 7]

|
the last equality follows by applying Lemma B26 with B := . 14, 4 := _,
Ag:= _,and ANA, = ... Similarly, we have
(5.12) H(Fﬁ)' : ll=._,l]]

= [T e sl e ]
= [Ty ]

- [T ey ]
= [T ]

Taking commutants transposes the matrix of statistical dimensions (B.I16). Thus (512)
implies

! -

Loa) T T = )

(A e I (A

which, combined with (G.I1]), proves the Lemma. O
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5.B. The double bridge algebra is a factor

Let S; and S, be as in [@3) and now let S; := ([0, 5] % [0,1]) and S, =
9([2,2] x [0,1]); give these circles the bicoloring

(S1)o = (S1)act  (St)e :=(S1)ax1 (Sr)o=(Sr)aczs (Sr)e:=(Sr)s>
(SD)o = (SD)a<r (8o = (S)an1 (Sr)o = (Sr)ucs  (Sr)e = (Sr)yns-
Let [ :=5,NS, and I := S;NS,. Recall from (C2) that for any conformal circle S
and any interval I C S, the vacuum sector Hy(.S, B) is a unit for Connes fusion over
B(I). By applying this fact twice, we can construct a non-canonical isomorphism

Ho(S1, D) ®5(1y Ho(Sr, E) = Hy(S;, D) ®p(7) Hy(S,, E),
equivariant with respect to the actions of D(J) for every J C F and J C L ,

and with respect to the actions of E(J) for every J C Jand J C ].
Recall the fiber product operation * from Appendix [B.IV] Let

J= 15,31 x{0,1}, K :=07([§.§]x[0,1]), K, :=0"([3,3]x[0,1]),
Kj = 9%([0,Z]x[0,1]), K/ :=07([3,2]x0,1]),

which we draw for convenience:

J= K= |, K= |, K= , K= ]|
We then have S, = K; U K| and S, = K, U K. We use H = Hy(B, Sl) and
K = Hy(B,S,) in the definition of the fiber product B(Ki) *p55 B(Kr) =
(B(K))'VB(K,)') . By Haag duality, we have B(K;)' = B(K}) and B(K,)' = B(KL.).
These algebras all act on Ho(B, S;) X5 Ho(B, S,), which can be identified with
Hy(B; Sp) by (CH). Altogether we obtain

B(J) = (B(K]) v B(K})) = (B(K:)) v B(K,)')

e

e

!’

= B(Kl) *B(f) B(KT)

We denote the above equation graphically by = = |x].
\

LEMMA 5.13. We have the following equality of subalgebras ofB() :
!
H S A |
(5.14) ( ’l) - ,

023 (L)
ProOF. By Lemma [3.12] and Proposition [[.T6] respectively, we have
- ! !
L. = (FT> on , and = (P) on .,

where stands for Hy(S;, D), and I stands for Hy(S,, E).
We have the following sequence of equalities

mT = (P () ()

- () (D) =T

() v(a) = ()
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Here the third equality uses Lemma [B.321 By Lemma [3.12] we also have

T = () o Dl

We therefore similarly have
CT = (P (1) ()

T () () - T

(v () =)

|
COROLLARY 5.16. The algebra ™71 is a factor. O
COROLLARY 5.17. We have
e I pulemn 1 - T
(5.18) H . 7]]:[[ T :( .I)H

ProoF. By (B6) and by Lemma [5.I3] the right-hand side of (5I8) is equal
to
o T
The algebras .. yand | are related to those on the left-hand side of (G.I8])

by the action of orientation reversing diffeomorphisms of the underlying 1-manifolds:
these diffeomorphisms induce algebra isomorphisms,_ .. g = ("?—7-' )Op and a=

(T 771)°". The result now follows since [A : B] = [A°P : B°P]. O

5.C. The dimension of the bridge inclusions
LEMMA 5.19. We have the following equalities of statistical dimensions:
[T T T
T T T - v

PROOF. We have
H'»—'I : Hl]] — Hhﬂl : hﬁl]]

a4

=l ] = v
where the first equality is obtained by using an appropriate diffeomorphism, the
second one follows from (B:I6) and the special case of Lemma [5.13] when D is an

identity defect, and the third one uses (BIS).
Let us introduce the auxiliary quantity

sy [T ]
By Lemma B8 we know that v < y/u(B); in particular v < co. By (BIJ)), we
have
e
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and

S R

Next observe that
[T - [
\Y

where the fourth and fifth equalities follow from Lemmas [B.32] and [B.30] respec-
tively.
We conclude the argument by noting that, by (BID),

[T T T T T

]
|
S

In light of the above computations, that equation gives v+/u(B) = v?; since v is
finite, we must have v = \/u(B), as required. O

As a corollary, we obtain the following improvement on Lemma [3.15]

COROLLARY 5.20. We have

[T ] = Ve, 0
COROLLARY 5.21. We have the following two equalities:
[["}ﬁ : "}ﬁﬂ = VuB),
[T = VuB).

PrOOF. The first equality follows immediately from Corollary For the
second equality, note that [771 . T 7] = [ 4 :w_ 4] by Lemma
.13} the result follows by a version of Corollary .20l in which the roles of the nets
A and C have been interchanged. O






CHAPTER 6

The 1 X 1-isomorphism

We are now in a position to prove that the map Q (@31l), from the vacuum
sector of the composition of two defects to the fusion of the vacuum sectors of the
individual defects, is an isomorphism. This isomorphism provides the modification

(6.1)

D E D®sE
A Jip B s C = A | 1pege C
D E D&pE
that one expects in any 3-category. More importantly, it also provides the founda-
tion for our construction of the fundamental interchange modification

D E
D B TR TN
A—F— Bo B —G— (C = o
N N AL BT
P Q NN M
P Q
present in any 3-category; see Section [6.D]

6.A. The 1 X 1-map is an isomorphism

Let A, B, and C be conformal nets, always assumed to be irreducible, and let
ADp and gE¢ be defects. Assume furthermore that B has finite index. As before,
we let denote the Hilbert space L?((D ® E)(SY)), and we let denote
the fusion L?(D(ST)) Mgy L*(E(S})), where I is the middle vertical interval as
in (@I).

MAIN THEOREM 6.2. Let A, B, and C be irreducible conformal nets, and let
ADp and pE¢ be defects. The map

(6.3) Opr - s -

constructed in ([E31) is a unitary isomorphism.

PROOF. Because the constructions of the source and target of Qp g com-
mute with direct integrals, we may assume without loss of generality that D and
E are irreducible. By construction the map Qp g is an isometry. The alge-
bras T 1 = (D® E)(S}) and o3 = (D ® E)(S!) act faithfully on both

65



66 6. THE 1 X 1-ISOMORPHISM

sides of ([63). They are certainly each other’s commutants on , and the
(D® E)(SY)—(D® E) (S} )-bimodule has the identity matrix as its matrix of
statistical dimensions. We already know (by Propositions A.I8 and 229) that Qp g
is an embedding. By Theorem [5.2] the algebras ™ 1 and | are also each
other’s commutants on . It follows (since statistical dimension is additive and
every nonzero bimodule has nonzero statistical dimension) that the (D ® E)(S+)—
(D® E)(S1)-bimodule also has the identity matrix as its matrix of statistical
dimensions, and that Qp g is an isomorphism. O

Given the crucial importance of the “1 times 1 isomorphism” €2, we collect in one
place the main ingredients used in its definition. These are the unitary isomorphisms
U from @20) and ® from (@30); the 1 X 1-isomorphism is the composite Q from

E&31):

Definition of the unitary Q : = -, quick summary:

o I (T (T
Il

Here, the symbol “:®” is an abbreviation for Kus, that is Mpg, ) Ho(Sm, B).

The 1 X 1 isomorphism is monoidal. We now address the compatibility of the
isomorphism 2 with the symmetric monoidal structure on conformal nets and de-
fects. Let 4,(D1)sy, B,(E1)c,, 4,(D2)s, and g,(F2)c, be defects. We abbrevi-
ate D1 = Dl(S%), D2 = DQ(S%), D1 ®D2 = (Dl X DQ)(S%), E1 = El(S—lr),
E2 = EQ(S—lr), E1 X E2 = (El X EQ)(S—lr), and B1 = 31(1), B2 = BQ(I),
B; ® By := (B1 ® B2)(I), where as before I is the vertical unit interval. Combining
the various isomorphisms from Appendix [B.V] we have canonical isomorphisms

(6.4) L*(Dy ®p, B1)® L*(Dy ®p, E5)
> L*((D1® D2) ®p,05, (B1 ® Ez)),
(6.5) (LQ(D1) Mg, LQ(E1)) ® (LZ(D2) Xp, LQ(EQ))
~ [*(D,® D) Xp,gp, L*(E1 ® E»).
PROPOSITION 6.6. The unitary isomorphism € is compatible with the symmetric

monoidal structure on conformal nets and defects. More precisely, if By and Ba have
finite index then

(67) (m) o (QD1,E1 ® QDz,Ez) = QD1®D2,E1®E2 © (m)
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PROOF. For every step in the construction of €2 there is an isomorphism analo-
gous to ([68) or [@4). It is a lengthy, but not difficult, exercise to check that for each
step in the construction of 2 the corresponding version of equation (6.7)) holds. O

WARNING 6.8. It appears that €2 is not a natural transformation! More pre-
cisely, there seem to exist irreducible defects 4 Dg, sFc, 4FB, sG¢ and finite nat-
ural transformations 7 : D — F and o : E — G (see Definition [[337) for which the
following diagram fails to be commutative:

Qp.E
Ho(D @5 E) —22 Hy(D) R Ho(E)
(69) H0(7'®0')J'
HO(F ®B G)

JHo(T) X Ho(o)

fra Ho(F) R Ho(G)

Here, Hy(7) is the value of the functor L? on the map D(S%+) — F(S%) induced
by 7 (and similarly for Hy(o) and Ho(7 ® o)). This problem can be blamed on the
bad functorial properties of LZ  (used in the definition of ¥). However,  is still
natural with respect to natural isomorphisms of defects.

There are two ways of dealing with the above situation: 1. Restrict to the
groupoid part of CNg and of CNy; 2. Replace the L2 by L? in the definition
of W—the price to pay for this change is that € is then no longer unitary. Both
options seem to have shortcomings—in our exposition, we have opted for the first
option. One unfortunate consequence of the failure of commutativity of (69 is that
given defects D, E, F, G as above, and given dualizable sectors pHr and gpKg
with normalized duald'q (H,rp,sy) and (K,rk,sk) the horizontal composition
(HXpg K, r,s) of those two normalized duals is not a normalized dual for H Mg K.
(Here, the unit and counit r and s are given by the obvious formulas in terms of

T, TK, SH, and SK.)

6.B. The 1 X l-isomorphism for an identity defect

We now show that, if one of the two defects in (G3)) is an identity defect, then
the 1K 1-isomorphism admits a much simpler description, in terms of certain natural
transformations

Tl:.: S0 a1 :-i ]

that we describe below. This section and the following Section are concerned
with the behavior of horizontal units in the 3-category of conformal nets; they are
more technical and are not needed for the subsequent treatment of the fundamental
interchange isomorphism in Section

Transformations for fusion of vacuum sectors. Let S;, S, Sy, I, ji, and j,
be as in Section D] and let [; := j;(I) and I, := j.(I). We draw them here for

convenience:
s=] s= [Js=[_J 1=t
g o= e B o= ]

125¢e equations (4.2) and (4.3) in [BDHLI].

(6.10)



68 6. THE 1 X 1-ISOMORPHISM

Recall that we equipped S, with a conformal structure that makes j;|;, UIdy, : Sp —
Sy and Idy, U |7, : Sp — S; conformal (and therefore smooth).
Fix a small number . Then Y! and Y" are invertible natural transformations

A(0([1,3/2 — €] x[0,1]))-modules &5 A(0%([0,3/2 — €] x[0, 1]))-modules
and
A(07([1/2 4 £,1]x[0,1]))-modules & A(d7([1/2 + €,2]x [0, 1]))-modules;

that is,

Tl A([ )-modules A(\i )-modules

&
(6.11)
T A j)—modules 3 A( )-modules.

The natural transformation Y' goes from the functor Ho(S,, A) Ky — to the

functor of restriction along A(j|;, UId) : A([_ ) = A([ ). Its value on an
A([[ )-module K is given by

The © Ho(S1, A) By K 5 L2(AI) Bap K = K,

where w is the isomorphism obtained by composing the canonical identification vy, :
Ho(S;, A) — L?(A(I})) from Appendix and the map L2(A(I})) — L%(A(I))
induced by j; : I; — I. Similarly, the natural transformation T" goes from the func-
tor —X 4(r) Ho(Sy, A) to the functor of restriction along A(IdUj,|r, ) : A( ) =N
A( ). Tt is given by

Th + K Ry Ho(Sr, A) =22 K Ky L2(A)) = K,

where v = vy is the identification Ho(S,, A) = L?(A(I)) from Appendix [CII
The transformations Y' and Y generalize the map Y : [l — [ from
E28) and (C.0):

LEMMA 6.12. Let ¢ := jl|I Uld;. e COnf(ST,Sb) and €, = Idy, Ujr|] S
Conf(S;, Sy) be as in Section[{.D] The two maps

HO(GZ’A) OTiqo(Sr,A)’ H0(6T7A) OT%O(SL,-A) : - — -

are equal to each other, and are equal to Y.

ProoOF. The equality T = Ho(e;) o Ty (s follows from the commutativity of
the diagram

*

Ho(S) B Ho(S,) —— L(A) B L(A() = L(A(L) —— Ho(S)
H . i H
HolSi) [, Ho(S) —— Ho(S) [ LA = Ho(S) — HolS)

where the top row is T and the bottom row is Ho(er, A) 0 T ). The rightmost
square commutes by the naturality of the maps vy, see (C3)).
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To see that Hy(e;) o Ti‘{o(sr) = Ho(er) o Ty (s,)> one contemplates the diagram

L2(A())®1 Ho(er)
LA(A(I) B Ho(S;) ——" LA(A(D) 5 Ho(S,) = Ho(Sy) = Ho(S))
1®v/ i
2 2
L*(A(D) X bor L2(A(D)) = L*(A(I))
tevr L2(A(Jl))®lT L"‘(A(ﬁ))]
v1l®1 HO("')
L*(A(L)) B L*(A(D)) = L*(A(L))
v1l®1T ’UIIT
vr Ho(er
Ho(S) B Hol(S,) 2% Ho(s) 8 L2(AD) = Ho() —— y(sy)
where 7 := ji|1, U jr|r = el_l o€ € Conf (S5, S,). O

LEMMA 6.13. The map Y satisfies the following version of associativity:

I A I
_—
(614) T®1l JHO(’W,A)OTZ-

=

where 7y : O([1, 3] %[0, 1]) — 9([0, 3] %[0, 1]) and ~, : 9(]0, 2] x[0,1]) — 9([0, 3] x [0, 1])
are the maps

Al

A =
T ==

Mt

given by v = j; Uld5 and v, = Id= U j.F , and j is obtained by conjugating j, by
(z,y) = (z+ Ly).

PRrROOF. Using Lemma [6.12] twice, we can expand (6.14) into the following di-

agram:
BN =
-J/

Tl®1_Tl

: |
T

Ho(cz)®1l Ho(Ez)l JHO(W)

1] B
=

The lower right square commutes by the functoriality of Hy, see (CIl). The re-
maining three squares commute by the fact that Y! and Y" are natural transforma-
tions. O

HO(ET)
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The (1; X 1p)-isomorphism as a vacuum fusion transformation. Let ¢; and
€ be as above, and let ¢, 7 : S, 7 — Sp, T and €, 7 : S;, T — Sp, T be their restrictions
to the upper halves of S, and Sj, respectively.

LEMMA 6.15. Let A be a conformal net with finite index, and let 4Dp be an
irreducible defect. Let H, := Hy(S,, D), where the circle S, is bicolored as in (L1).
Then the map Qua ,,p : g — WY is the inverse of L*(D(e;,1)) o qur.

Similarly, assuming instead that B has finite index, the map Qp jaz : - —
I és the inverse of L?(D(er,1)) o Yi;,, where H; := Ho(S;, D).

PROOF. We only treat the first equation QldA p =L*(D(e;,7)) 0 T}, . We first
prove it in the case when D = id 4. By definition, 4, iq, is the composite

)

and @y, (4),H,(4) 18 the composite

- ldA —
—) .

It follows that Q4 , 4, = Y~ ! and we are done by Lemma [6.12]
We now treat the general case. By Proposition [4.32] (with the defects id 4, id 4,
and D), we have the commutativity of the following diagram:

- QidA e -
-

(6.16) Qid_A id_A@DJ' J'QidAyidA(@l = T71®1

Consider the circles S; := 8([0 1]x[0,1]), Sy, := 9([1, 2]x[0, 1]), S, := (]2, 3]x[0, 1)),
Sim = 90([0,2] x[0,1]), Spmr := 9([1,3] %0, ]) Simr = ([0, ] [0, 1]), and the
corresponding half-circles Sa,r = (S )y>1 for a € {l,m,r,Im, mr,Imr}. Let ¢ :
[1—e,2+e] = [—e, 3+¢c]and o : [2—2¢, 3 —¢] — [2—2¢, 3 —¢] be diffeomorphisms
whose derivative is 1 in a neighborhood of the boundary, where ¢ is a fixed small
number. These extend to diffeomorphisms

Cim * Stm, T = Stmr, T » w1+ S, T — Stm, T »
1pl'm : Slm,T — Slmr,T ) wm : S’m,T — SmT,T )

whose derivative is 1 outside the domains of ¢ and 1, respectively. Let also x :=
Y0 im. Note that x(z,y) = (z,y) for z > % Since the construction of Q is
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natural with respect to isomorphisms, the following squares [l are commutative:

L*(D(x)) - Qiay,p -

‘ | 2o | eacemen
o e N
L2(D(4him)) Qid 4 @id4,D |
QidA,D ‘dA ‘dA®D T11®1
..mmm...mmD...

The remaining two squares of ([G.I7) are commutative by (616), and by the defini-
tion of x.
We now consider the following diagram

(6.18)

1y—1 2
L] = -
m / T-l®1

2(A(m) jLZ(A(X)) & -

] T
L?(A(er,T) r-1 1QL2(A(Ym)) 1OL2(A(er. 1))
. (re)~! - 1®L2(A(0))

where 7 = el_% oxoeT,0= el_% 0 Y, the lower right corner stands for the fusion

~

A\

of Ho(S;) with Hy(S,) along A(j;"[{1}x[0,1)), and j;' is obtained by conjugating j;
by (z,y) = (2 +1,y):

SR e =)

Using the identity Qiq 4 104 = T~ proved earlier, the case D = id4 of ([6.17) implies
the commutativity of [21. The triangles ] commute by virtue of Lemma [6.12] and
so the whole diagram (618 is commutative.

Let 7,6 € Diff (9]0, 1]?) be the symmetric extensions of 7 and &, so that Flor =
Tand 6|g1 = 0. Note that by definition, both # and & commute with (z, y) — (z,1-
y). From the fact that x(z,y) = (z,y) for z > 2, it follows that & (z,y) = #(z,y) =
(z,y) for x > 1. Let u € A([_ ) and v € A([_ ) be the canonical quantizations,
as in the discussion following equation (LIT), of the symmetric diffeomorphisms
7 and 6. By the definition of these quantizations, we have L?(A(7)) = m(u) and
L?(A(0)) = m(v), where 7 is the action of A([_ ) on [l = Ho(A)
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We now consider the following diagram of natural transformations between
functors from A([_ )-modules to Hilbert spaces:

O
(6.19) ul J_l
EEN U R Ly

When evaluated on Hy(A), the above diagram commutes by (GI8). Therefore, by
Lemmal[B:24] since Hy(A) is a faithful A([ )-module, the diagram (6.19) commutes
regardless of the module one evaluates it on. We now consider the following variant

of diagram (6.18):

] - -
m-% JT o1

=
2(D(r)) | 2o tohp.
- |
W Qa0 1QLA(D(¥m)) 1®L2(D(el 1)
N

~

. (Ty) ™ - 1®L2(D(c))

Our goal is to show is that the triangles [5] are commutative. Since D is irreducible,
there exists an invertible complex number A such that

Qa0 o L*(D(e,1)) = A(Tg) ™

The 7-gon [ is simply (6I7), and it is therefore commutative. The triangle
occurs two times with a given orientation, and once with the opposite orientation:
the outer 7-gon therefore commutes up to a factor of A\. But using Lemma [[.1§ note

that outer 7-gon is an instance of (G.19)), and is therefore commutative. It follows
that A = 1. O

C. Unitors for horizontal fusion of sectors

In this section, we will introduce variants of the transformations Y! and Y"
that function as unitors for horizontal fusion and that will be more convenient than
Y!and Y™ for verifying (in [BDHL6]) that conformal nets form a 3-category (more
precisely, an internal dicategory in the 2-category of symmetric monoidal categories
[DH12, Def. 3.3]; see Footnote L),

We will again be using the circles S;, S, Sy, the intervals I, I, I., and the
involutions j; € Conf_(5;), j,» € Conf_(S,) from (GI0). Let oy := 7|7, Uidy,.: Sp —
Sy and ;- = idy, Uj.|r: Sy — S; be the diffeomorphisms used in the definition of
T! and Y"—their inverses appeared in Lemma [6.12] under the names ¢; and e,.

The restriction aq|{oyx(0,1) is not the map (0,y) +— (1,y) and, as a consequence,
the way Y'! interacts with horizontal fusion is somewhat complicated to describe.
(see the lower right corner of (GI8) and the vertical arrow from it); a similar
story holds for the restriction of a, to {2} x[0,1]. Our next goal is to introduce
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diffeomorphisms £;: S, — S, and S,: S, — S; to replace oy and «,., so that the
corresponding variants of Y! and Y™ avoid this complication with horizontal fusion.

Pick intervals Iz+ C Sy and ITJr C Sy that are sightly larger than I; and I, and
diffeomorphisms §; and 3, that satisfy

ﬂl(o’y):(lay)v ﬂloj:joﬂl; ﬂl|5b\]l+:id
BT(2ay) = (17y)5 ﬂ’l‘ Oj :joﬂr, BT|S(,\IT+ == ld7

where j(xuy) = (J/',l - y)

aztg:, Bzzg:, Il:[ CIff:|:
ozrz:g, ﬂrz:g, I, = :|CI;": :|

The illustrations of §; and 3, are somewhat rough, in that they do not record the
nontrivial contraction on the horizontal segments of I;" and I,

The composition f; OO‘z_l : Sy — Sy is symmetric with respect to j, and restricts
to the identity on the complement of al(IfL ). As explained in the discussion pre-
ceding Lemma [[.T8 there is a canonical implementation u; of the diffeomorphism
B o al_l on Hy(S,). Similarly, there is a canonical implementation u, of 3, o ;!
on HO (Sl)

Given a D-FE-sector H between A-B-defects D and E, pulling back H along
A(aq) produces an (id 4 ®D)-(id 4 ® F)-sector; cf. Lemma Bl and the subsequent
discussion. This operation is a functor af : CNy — CN,. Similarly, we have
functors B}, o, By : CNa — CNy. Multiplication by w; and u, then provide natural
isomorphisms

U':af =B : CNy T3 CNy, U™ :af 23" : CNy & CNy

between the functors aj and 3/, and between the functors a; and /). Recall that
YT! and Y are natural isomorphisms Hp(A) K4 — = of and — K Ho(B) = o of
functors from CNy to CNs.

X DEFINITION 6.20. The left and right unitors are the natural transformations
Yi=UloY!: Hy(A)R4— — BF and Y7 :=U" o Y": —KpgHo(B) — ;. We draw

them as
% — T —
v W]~ Ele] e [l - 1S
(Of course, the precise transformations Y!and T7 depend on our unspecified choices

of B and S,.)

We record some properties of the unitors that will be used in our later pa-
per [BDH16]. There is the following compatibility with the 1 X 1-isomorphism
Q:

LEMMA 6.21. Let B be a conformal net with finite index, and let 4Dp and gE¢
be defects. The unitors commute with the 1 X 1-isomorphism in the sense that

B Qe o Ty pose) = Thoomsm(e) © (Lo BaQo.p),

Brppo Vi pesry = Yho(m)RuHo(r) © (20,5 Be 1uyc))-
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That is, the two diagrams
Ol =01 [DeIE-—
p—
J | s ] J
D — =00 [[E-
p—

commaute.

PROOF. These equalities follow from the naturality of Y! and T7, specifically
by viewing them as a natural transformations
A( )-modules

C( j)—modules. O

Let o1, 81,1 : Sp,7 = Sr,7 and oy 1, Br,7 : Sy, — S;, T be the restrictions of
ay, B, o, By to the upper half of Sp.

LEMMA 6.22. Let 4Dp be a defect, color the circles S, and S; as in @), and
let H, := Hy(Sy, D) and H; := Hy(S;, D).

Then the map Yaﬁh o Qa,.p : [ — coincides with L*(D(B;,7)), and
T, 0 Upidp - coincides with L*(D(B,,1))-
PROOF. From Lemma [6.15 (recall that ¢, = al_l and €, = o 1), we know that
Y, © Qiayp = L*(D(ar 1)), Y, © p.ias = L*(D(v, 7))
We also have U}, = L*(D(f, Toal_-ll—)) and Uf; = L*(D(B,Toa, 1)) by Lemma[LT8
Finally recall that T =U'oY! and T" = U o Y". We therefore have
THT o Qid/MD = UHT o THT o QidA,D
= L*(D(By,7 0y 7)) 0 L2(D(eu,7)) = L*(D(B1,7))

T A([ )-modules
7

T c( j)—modules 35

and
T, 0Qpiiag = Up, 0 Ty, 0 Qpidg

H;

= LX(D(Br,7 0 o 7)) 0 L*(D(ew, 7)) = L*(D(Br.7)). 0

Combining this lemma with the factorization of L?(D(8; 7)) and L*(D(8, 1))
from (B.Z), we obtain the commutativity of the following two diagrams:

E [ =
- B

I El paENNE

L
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Here, the stacked pictures in the upper right-hand corners signify the Connes fusion
along the algebras D( ) and D( ) respectively, and we have suppressed the
isomorphism (B.G]).

6.D. The interchange isomorphism

In a 2-category, the interchange law says that the two ways of evaluating the
diagram

D E
S uw Nk N
A F B G C
P Q

are equal to each other: if one first performs the two vertical compositions and then
composes horizontally, or one first composes horizontally and then vertically, one
should obtain the same result. In our case, in a 3-category, the two ways of fusing
four sectors

D E
Al H |B| K |cC
(6.24) F G ;
Al L |B| M |c
P Q
HEK A K H K
namely@ @:@ @@ TT11] 5)
L KN M L M

should yield the same answer up to natural isomorphism. In other words, we need
a unitary natural transformation’]

(6.25) (CN2 XCN{ CNQ) XCN{; (CN2 XCN{ CN2) :'U; CN2

between the functors fusiony, o (fusion, x fusion,) and fusion, o (fusiony, x fusiony) o 7,
where

T (CNQXCN{CNQ) XCN[{ (CN2 XCN{ CNg)
— (CN2 x¢cyr CNa) X eyr s (CN2 x s CNo)
0 1 CN(J)‘ 1 0
is the isomorphism that exchanges the two middle factors.

More concretely, given sectors pHp, gKg, rLp, ¢ Mg as in ([624), we are
looking for a unitary isomorphism

(6.26) (HXp L) Kp (KXg M) — (HXp K) Rpguse (LKp M)

13Hero, as in the 1 X 1-isomorphism €2, we restrict to the groupoid parts of CN; and CNg.
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of D ®g E- P ®p @ -sectors.
We may view (H, K, L, M) as an object of the category

F( LJ J-modules x G( |y )-modules
< F( W )-modules x G( [ 1)-modules

The forgetful functor (CN2 x ;3 CN2) x (CN2 x gy CN2) — Cis faithful. In order
to construct the natural transformation (620)), it is therefore enough to produce
corresponding natural transformations

(6.27) C & Hilbert Spaces

for every F and G. The fact that (620) intertwines the actions of D(IF~), E(™)
P(L_), and Q(__), i.e., that it is a morphism of D ®p FE - P®p @ -sectors, will then
follow from the naturality of (G.27).

The object (Ho(F), Ho(G), Ho(F), Ho(G)) € C consists of faithful modules;
the obvious analog of Lemma [£.3] (itself a generalization of [B.24)) applies, and so it
is enough to construct the natural transformation ([G.27) on this object. Using the
isomorphisms (€3] and (219, the required transformation is given by

I~

(Ho(F) Kp Hy(F)) g (Ho(G) Re Ho(G)) = Ho(F) K Ho(G)

C:=

1 N
2 Hy(F®pG) S Ho(F @5 G) Rpgua Ho(F @5 G)
X
222 (Ho(F) R Ho(G)) Rpege (Ho(F) Rp Ho(G)).
Using the compatibility of ©Q with the monoidal structure (Proposition 6.6]), the
same can be deduced for the interchange isomorphism: ([6.25]) is a monoidal natural
transformation.
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Components for the 3-category of conformal nets

The purpose of our next paper [BDH16] is to construct the symmetric monoidal
3-category of conformal nets. More precisely, we will construct an internal dicate-
gory object (Cp, Cy, Ca) in the 2-category of symmetric monoidal categories [DH12|
Def. 3.3] In this book, we have developed the essential ingredients of that 3-
category. These ingredients are:

e A symmetric monoidal category Cy whose objects are the conformal nets with
finite index, and whose morphisms are the isomorphisms between them.

A symmetric monoidal category C; whose objects are the defects between con-
formal nets of finite index, and whose morphisms are the isomorphisms.

A symmetric monoidal category Ca whose objects are sectors (between defects
between conformal nets of finite index), and whose morphisms are those homo-
morphisms of sectors that cover isomorphisms of defects and of conformal nets.

These come with source and target functors s,t : C; — Cp and s,t : Co — C;
subject to the identities sos=sotandtos=tot.

A symmetric monoidal functor composition : C; x¢, C; — C; that describes the
composition (or fusion) of defects (IL48]). That the composition of defects exists
is the content of Theorem [1.44]

A symmetric monoidal functor fusiony, : Ca x¢, C2 — Co providing the horizontal
composition of sectors (Z12]).

A symmetric monoidal functor fusion, : Co x¢, C2 — Cq providing the vertical
composition of sectors (Z.16I).

Symmetric monoidal functors identity : Co — C; and identity, : C; — Cy provid-
ing the identity defects (I39) and identity sectors (2.8).

A monoidal natural transformation associator: C; x¢, C1 x¢, Cy 3 C, that is
an associator for composition (L57]).

A monoidal natural transformation associator, : Co xc, Ca xc, Co & Cp that is
an associator for fusion, (2I3)

A monoidal natural transformation associator, : C2 xc, Ca xc, Co & Cy that is

an associator for fusion, (2I7).

14 Following [DH12|, a dicategory is a bicategory where the associators (fg)h = f(gh) are
strict (i.e., they are identity 2-morphisms) but the unitors 1f = f and f1 = f are not necessarily

strict.

7
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Two monoidal natural transformations unitory, unitor, : Co 3 Cy that relate
fusion, and identity, (2IJ)).

The coherences for composition and identity are “weak”: instead of natural trans-
formations C; 33 C;, we have four functors unitory, unitory, unitory, unitory, :
C; — C; B2 B3). This weakness, which is an intrinsic feature of confor-
mal nets and defects, is what forces us to use the notion of internal dicategory
[IDH12| Def. 3.3] instead of the simpler notion of internal 2-category [DH12|
Def. 3.1].

The coherence between composition and identity, is a monoidal natural transfor-
mation C; xc, C; & Co (611 6.3). The difficult construction of this coherence
forces us to restrict the morphisms in the category C; of defects to be isomor-
phisms. We have called this natural transformation the “1 X 1-isomorphism”
because its domain is a Connes fusion of two identity sectors.

Finally, the fundamental interchange isomorphism, a coherence between fusiony
and fusion,, is a monoidal natural transformation

(Cg Xy Cg) XCo (Cg Xy Cg) @ C2 m

Its definition relies crucially on the 1 X 1-isomorphism.
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Von Neumann algebras

Given a Hilbert space H, we let B(H) denote its algebra of bounded operators.
The ultraweak topology on B(H) is the topology of pointwise convergence with
respect to the pairing with its predual, the trace class operators.

DEFINITION B.1. A von Neumann algebra, is a topological *-algebra (without
any compatibility between the topology and the algebra structure) that is embed-
dable as closed subalgebra of B(H) with respect to the ultraweak topology.

The spatial tensor product A;® Ay of von Neumann algebras A; C B(H;) is the
closure in B(H; ® H») of their algebraic tensor product A; ®g4 Aa.

DEFINITION B.2. Let A be a von Neumann algebra. A left (right) A-module is
a Hilbert space H equipped with a continuous homomorphism from A (respectively
A°P) to B(H). We will use the notation 4H (respectively H,4) to denote the fact
that H is a left (right) A-module.

We now concisely recapitulate those aspects of [BDH11, BDH13, BDH14]
that are used in the present book, along with some other general facts about von
Neumann algebras. For further details, we refer the reader to [BDH11l §2 and
§6] for Section B}, to [BDH11l §3] for Section [BIIl to [BDH14, Appendix A]
for Section [BIII to [BDH13| §1.3] for Section [B.IV] to [BDHII] §4] for Section
BV and to [BDHI1] §5] for Section [B.VIIl

B.I. The Haagerup L>-space

A faithful left module H for a von Neumann algebra A is called a standard form
if it comes equipped with an antilinear isometric involution J and a selfdual cone
P C H subject to the properties

(i) JAJ = A’ on H,

(ii) JeJ =c¢* for all c € Z(A),
(i) JE=¢ forall € € P,
(iv) aJaJ(P) C Pforallae A

where A’ denotes the commutant of A. The operator J is called the modular
congugation. The standard form is an A-A-bimodule, with right action a := Ja* J¢.
It is unique up to unique unitary isomorphism [Haa75].

The space of continuous linear functionals A — C forms a Banach space A, =
L'(A) called the predual of A. It comes with a positive cone LY (A4) := {¢ €
A ¢(x) > 0 Ve € Ay} and two commuting A-actions given by (a¢b)(z) := ¢(bza).
Given a von Neumann algebra A there is a canonical construction of a standard
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form for A [Kos80]. It is the completion of
@D v
$eLl (A)

with respect to some pre-inner product, and is denoted L?(A). The positive cone in
L2A is given by L% (A) :={/¢ |¢ € L. (A)}. The modular conjugation J4 sends
Mo to M/ for X € C.

If f: A— B is an isomorphism, then we write L2(f): L(A) = L2(B) for the
induced unitary isomorphism. The standard form is in fact functorial with respect
to a bigger class of maps; see Section [B.VIl

B.II. Connes fusion

DEFINITION B.3. Given two modules H 4 and 4K over a von Neumann algebra
A, their Connes fusion H X 4 K is the completion of

(B.4) Hom(L?(A)a, Ha) ®4 L*(A) ® 4 Hom (4 L?*(A), 4 K)

with respect to the inner product <¢1 ®RELQY1, Pa®Ea ®1/12> = <(¢§¢1)§1 (103), §2>
[Con90, [Sau83, [Was98|. Here, we have written the action of ¢; on the right, which

means that 1113 stands for the composite L?(A) LANy QL Ny P (A).

The L? space is a unit for Connes fusion in the sense that there are canonical
unitary isomorphisms

(B.5) ALQ(A) XaH= H and HXy LQ(A)A =~ Hy

defined by ¢ Q&R — (4€)Y and pRERY — @(E). If f: A — B is an isomorphism
of von Neumann algebras, H4 and gK are modules, then

(B.6) (Ha)j— Wp pK = Hy Xy ;(5K)

via ¢ @ €@ — (¢ o L2(f)) ® L*(f) 1 (&) @ (¢ o L?(f)). Here the indices ;-1 and
¢ indicate restrictions of actions along the isomorphisms f and f~'. Using (B3
L?(f) can be expressed as

(B.7) L*(A) = L*(A);-1 Kp L*(B) = L*(A) K4 sL*(B) = L*(B).

B.III. Cyclic fusion

Let n > 2 be some number. For i € {1,...,n}, let A; be a von Neumann
algebras, and let H; be A;® A]V,-modules (cyclic numbering). Then for each i, j €
{1,...,n}, we can form the fusion of H; X4, , ... X4, , Hj_ 1 (cyclic numbering)

with Hj X, ...®a, , H;_q over the algebra A7 & A;. The Hilbert space

341

(HiRa,,,...®a, , Hi-1) R (H;R4

AP ® A

i+1 g1t lXAz‘fl Hi—l)

is independent, up to canonical unitary isomorphism, of the choices of i and ;7 [BDH14,
Appendix A]. We call the above Hilbert space the cyclic fusion of the H;’s, and de-
note it by
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B.IV. Fusion and fiber product of von Neumann algebras

DEFINITION B.8. Let A <+ C°P, C — B be two homomorphisms between von
Neumann algebras, and let 4 H and g K be faithful modules. Viewing H as a right

C-module, we may form the Connes fusion H K¢ K. One then defines the fusion
of A and B over C' as

(B.9) A®cB:=(ANC?") v (C'NB) Cc B(HK¢ K),
where the commutants of C°? and C' are taken in H and K, respectively.

The fusion is independent, up to canonical isomorphism, of the choice of mod-
ules H and K [BDH13| Prop. 1.23]. If those modules are not faithful, then there
is still an action, albeit non-faithful, of A ®c B on H K¢ K [BDH13| Lem. 1.24].
Note that the operation ® is not associative [BDH13, Warn. 1.22].

The fiber product of von Neumann algebras (introduced in [Sau85|] when C is
abelian, and in [TimO08| Def. 10.2.4] in general) is better behaved:

DEFINITION B.10. In the situation of Definition [B.8 the fiber product of A and
B over C is given by
Axc B := (A/ Ralg B/)/,
where the commutants A’ and B’ are taken in B(H) and B(K) respectively, while
the last one is taken in B(H K¢ K).

The fiber product is independent of the choice of modules H and K and there
is an associator A x¢ (B *p E) — (A *c B) *p E that satisfies the pentagon iden-
tity [TimO8, Prop. 10.2.8].

If C = C, then A *xc B = A®c B is the spatial tensor product A&® B of von
Neumann algebras.

B.V. Compatibility with tensor products
There is a canonical isomorphism [MT84), [SW8&2]
L*(A)® L*(B) = L*(A® B)

that sends v/ ®+/% to v/ ® 1. This isomorphism provides a natural compatibility
between Connes fusion and tensor products,

(Hi X4 Hy) @ (K1 Kp Ko) = (H1 @ K1) Kpgp (H2 @ Ko).

This isomorphism can then be used to construct natural compatibility isomorphisms
between the spatial tensor product and the fusion, respectively the fiber product,
of von Neumann algebras:

(A1 ®c, B1) @ (A2 ®c, B2) = (A1®Az) ®c,zc, (B1 @ Ba),
(Al *oy Bl) ® (A2 Xy Bg) =~ (Al ® Ag) *C,&Cs (Bl ®Bg)

Here, those isomorphisms also rely on the equation (A® B) = A’ ® B’ (Tomita’s
commutator theorem [Tak70, Thm. 12.3]).
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B.VI. Dualizability

A von Neumann algebra whose center is C is called a factor. Von Neumann
algebras with finite-dimensional center are finite direct sums of factors.

DEFINITION B.11. Let A and B be von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional
center. Given an A-B-bimodule H, we say that a B—A-bimodule H is dual to H if
it comes equipped with maps

(B.12) R: AL*(A)a — AHXp Ha S: gLl*(B)p — pH X4 Hp

subject to the duality equations (R*® 1)(1®S5) =1, (S*®1)(1 ® R) = 1, and to
the normalization R*(z ® 1)R = S*(1® z)S for all x € End(4Hp). A bimodule
whose dual module exists is called dualizable.

If 4Hp is a dualizable bimodule, then its dual bimodule is well defined up to
canonical unitary isomorphism [BDH11, Thm. 4.22]. Moreover, the dual bimodule
is canonically isomorphic to the complex conjugate Hilbert space H, with the actions
béa := a*€b* [BDH11, Cor. 6.12].

A homomorphism f: A — B between von Neumann algebras with finite-dim-
ensional center is said to be finite if the associated bimodule 4L?(B)p is dual-
izable. If f: A — B is a finite homomorphism, then there is an induced map
L2(f): L?(A) — L*(B), and we have L%(f o g) = L?(f) o L?(g). In other words,
Haagerup’s L2-space is functorial with respect to finite homomorphisms [BDH11].
The map L?(f) is bounded and A-A-bilinear, but usually not isometric.

B.VII. Statistical dimension and minimal index

The statistical dimension of a dualizable bimodule 4 Hp between factors is given
by
dim(AHB) =R*R=5%S ¢ RZO
where R and S are as in (B2). For non-dualizable bimodules, one declares
dim(aHp) to be co. If A = @A, and B = &B; are finite direct sums of fac-
tors, then we can decompose H = ©H;; as a direct sum of A;—B;-bimodules and
define the matrix-valued statistical dimension

dim(aHp)ij := dim(a, Hij B;)-

This matrix-valued dimension is additive with respect to addition of modules and
multiplicative with respect to Connes fusion [BDH11l §5]:

(B.13) dim(AHB@AKB) :dim(AHB)—l-dim(AKB)
(B.14) dim(AHB gB BKC) = dim(AHB) . dim(BKc).

Given a finite homomorphism f : A — B between von Neumann algebras with
finite-dimensional center, we let

[B: A] :=dim(4L*B3p)

denote the matrix of statistical dimensions of 4 L?Bpg. If 4Hp is a bimodule where
B acts faithfully, then by [BDH11, Lem. 5.16]

(B.15) dim(4Hp) = [B’ : A]
where B’ is the commutant of B on H. If A also acts faithfully, then
(B.16) [B:A]=[4:B]",
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where 7' denotes the transposed matrix [BDH11, Cor. 5.17]. The minimal index
[B : A] of an inclusion of factors ¢: A — B is the square of the statistical dimension
of AL?Bp [BDH11] Def. 5.10]. For inclusions A C B C C of von Neumann algebras
with finite-dimensional center we have

(B.17) [C:A]=[B:A]-[C:B],
by [BDH11] Eq. (5.14)]. Moreover, the inclusion map A — B is an isomorphism
if and only if [B : A] is a permutation matrix [BDH11l, §5]. If C is a factor, then
(B.18) [BRC:A®C]=[B":A].

We recall two further results [BDH11l, Cor. 7.26, Cor. 7.27] that are crucial
for the proof of Theorem Let HH2 stand for the [?-norm of a vector. Let
N C M C B(H) be factors such that the inclusion N C M has finite index. If

M c A C B(H) is such that one of the two relative commutants N'N A or M'N A
is a factor and the other has finite-dimensional center, then

(B.19) [IN'NA: M nA]||l, < [M:N].

Similarly, if N ¢ M C B(H) are factors with N C M of finite index, and A C
M’ C B(H) is such that one of the two algebras NV A or M V A is a factor and
the other has finite-dimensional center, then

(B.20) |[[MVA:NVA]|, < [M:N].

B.VIII. Functors between module categories

The first lemma below is well known ([JS97, Rem. 2.1.3. (iii)]). It is the main
distinguishing feature of the representation theory of von Neumann algebras. Here,
2 stands for £2(N) (or possibly £2(X) for a set X of sufficiently large cardinality if
the Hilbert spaces we deal with are not separable).

LEMMA B.21. Let A be a von Neumann algebra and let H and K be faithful
left A-modules. Then H ® (2> =2 K ® (2. In particular, any A-module is isomorphic
to a direct summand of H @ (2.

Let A and B be von Neumann algebras. We call a functor F' : A-modules —
B-modules normal if it is continuous with respect to the ultra-weak topology on
hom-spaces, preserves adjoints F(f*) = F(f)*, and is additive in the following
sense: for A-modules M; the map ®&F(:;): & F(M;) — F(®M;) induced by the
inclusions ¢;: M; — @M}, is a unitary isomorphism. Such functors are uniquely
determined by their value on a single faithful A-module:

LEMMA B.22. Let A and B be von Neumann algebras. Let M be a faithful
A-module, let N be an arbitrary B-module, and let
Fy : Endyg (M) — Endp(N)
be a morphism of von Neumann algebras. Then the assignment F(M) := N,

F(f) := Fi(f) extends uniquely (up to unique unitary isomorphism) to a normal
functor F from the category of A-modules to the category of B-modules.

PrOOF. We prove existence and leave uniqueness to the reader. Given an A-
module H, by Lemma [B:21] we may pick an isomorphism

(B.23) H = im(p: M@0 — M ?)
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of H with the image of a projection p € End4 (M) & B(£?). We can then define
F(H) == im((F; ®Ide)(p) : N@ 2 - N ® (?),

For morphisms, if H 2 im(p) and K 2 im(q) are A-modules given as above,
then the image under F of an A-linear map r : H — K is the unique map F(r) :
F(H) — F(K) for which the composite

N2 FH) 29D pK) < N o2

is the image under Fy ® Idy of the map M @ (2 - H =5 K — M ® (2. O
A similar result holds for natural transformations.

LEMMA B.24. Let F,G : A-modules — B-modules be two normal functors and
let M be a faithful A-module. Then, in order to uniquely define a natural transfor-
mation a : F — G, it is enough to specify its value on M, and to check that for
each r € Enda (M), the diagram

POV — B
ILM\L G(T) lakf
o) -2 qou)

commutes.

PROOF. Given an A-module H along with an isomorphism (B:23)), one uses the
natural inclusion F(H) C F(M ® (?) = F(M) ® (2 to define

apg = (aM ®Idg2)|F(H).

This prescription is independent of the choice of isomorphism. O

B.IX. The split property

DEFINITION B.25. Given two commuting von Neumann algebras A and B act-
ing on a Hilbert space H, we say that A and B are split on H if the natural map
A®q1g B — B(H) extends to a homomorphism A ® B — B(H). We also say that an
inclusion Ag — A is split if there exists a (equivalently, for any) faithful A-module
H such that Ag and A’ are split on H.

LEMMA B.26. Let Ag C A be von Neumann algebras acting faithfully on a
Hilbert space H, and let B C A’ be an algebra that commutes with A. If the
inclusion Ag — A is split, then we have

(B.27) BV (ANA{) = (BVA)NA.

PROOF. Consider H® L?(Ap) as an A’ ® Ag-module, where A’ acts on the first
factor and Ag acts on the second factor. Both H and H ® L?(Ag) are faithful
A’ ® Ag-modules.

So we may pick an A’ ® Ag-module isomorphism between H ® ¢?> and H ®
L?(Ag) ® 2. Let K := L?(Ag) ® %, so we have H ® > =2 H ® K. Under this
identification, the subalgebra

(BV (AN 4Y)) &B((?) = (B&1)V (A B((2) N (4 & 1))
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of B(H ® ¢?) corresponds to
(B®1)V ((A®B(K)) N1 ®A0)’) =(B®1)V(A® Ay = (BV A)® A
in B(H ® K). Similarly,
((B VAN Ag) @B(f?) = (B&1)V(A® B(éz))) N4y ®1)
corresponds to
(B&1)V(ARB(K)))N(1® Ag) = ((BVA)@B(K))N(B(H)®A)) = (BVA) ® Aj.
The algebras (B.27) agree after tensoring with B(¢?), so they are equal. O

LEMMA B.28. Let A C B(H) be a factor, and let Ay be a subalgebra of A. If
the inclusion Ag — A is split, then

(B.29) (Ag VA YNA=A.

PROOF. As in the previous lemma, we pick an isomorphism H ® ¢ =2 H ® K of
A’ @ Ap-modules, where K = L?(Ap) ® ¢2. Under that isomorphism, the algebras
AO ® 1 and

(Ao vANNA)R@1=((A®1) V(A ®1)N(ARB(?)
correspond to 1® Ay and
(1®A4g) V(A ®1)N(A@B(K)) = (A’ @A) N (ARB(K)) = 1® Ao.
Since their images in B(H ® K) agree, the two algebras (B:29) are equal. O

Recall the fiber product operation * from Definition [B.10l

LEMMA B.30. Let A, B, and C be factors, and let A°? + C — B be homo-
morphisms. Let B C B be a subfactor of finite index. Assuming that the inclusion
C — A°P s split, then Axc B and A x¢ B are factors, and we have

(B.31) [Axc B: Axc Bl =[B: B].

PROOF. Let H be a faithful A-module and K a faithful B-module. Let A’ be
the commutant of A on H, and let B’ and B’ be the commutants of B and B on
K. Finally, let C’ be the commutant of C' on K, and let ‘C' be the commutant of
C°P on H.

Since the inclusion of C' into AP is split, so is the inclusion A’ < 'C. The
algebra C’ is 'C’s commutant on H K¢ K, and so A" and C’ are split on H K¢ K.
Finally, B’ and B’ being subalgebras of C’, we conclude that A’ and B, and also
A’ and B’, are split on H K¢ K. It follows that the algebras

(Ax¢ BY = A VB =A'®@B and (AxcB) =A'VB =A&®B

are factors, and thus so are A xc B and A ¢ B. Finally, we have

[Axc B : AxcB] = [(A*¢B) : (Axc¢B)|=[A @B : A®B'|=[B': B]=[B: B]
by (B:I6) and (BIS). 0
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LEMMA B.32. Let Ag and A; be commuting subalgebras of B(H), and let By
and By be commuting subalgebras of B(K). Let C°? — Ay and C — By be injective
homomorphisms. If C°P and Aj{, are split on H, then we have
(B33) ALV (A() *Co Bo) V By = (A1 V Ao) *o (BO \% Bl)
on HXg K.

PROOF. As in the proof of the previous lemma, the algebras A and C’ are
split on H Mo K. In particular, the actions of Aj on H and of B{, on K induce an
action of Ay ® Bj on H K¢ K.

Consider H @ K as an Aj ® Bj-module, where Aj acts on H and Bj{ acts on
K. Since this is a faithful module, we can find an A} @ Bj-linear isometry

HXc K - H® K ®(°.

Let p € B(H ® K ® (?) be its range projection. Under the induced isomorphism
o B(HRc K) = p(B(H) ®B(K) &B(2))p,
we have
a4 = (4BCEC)p,  alBy) = (CHBLEC)p,
(A1) = (4 &CRC)p, a(By) = (C&B,&C)p.
Recalling the definition Ag x¢ By := (A} V By)’, we then see that
a(Ag ¢ By) = p( Ao @ By @ B(£?) )p.
Similarly, (41 V Ag) x¢ (Bo V B1)) = p((A1 V Ag) & (Bo V By) @ B(¢?))p, and
equation (B.33) follows since
(A1RCRC) V (Ag@By@B(£?)) V (C&B1RC) = (A1 V Ag)®(Bo V B1)@B(¢?). O

B.X. Two-sided fusion on L2-spaces

Let M be a von Neumann algebra, and let My and A be two commuting sub-
algebras such that My Vv A = M. Let Hy be a faithful right A-module, and let B
be its commutant, acting on H on the left. Then H is naturally a B—A-bimodule,
and its conjugate H is an A-B-bimodule. Consider the Hilbert space

H:= HX, L*(M)XR,4 H,

which is a completion of hom(L?Aa, Ha) ® 4 L?>(M) ® 4 hom(4L?A, A H).
Let us denote by Ja ang J M the IAnodular conjugations on L?A4 and L?M. There
is an antilinear involution J : H — H given by

T(peEey) = doJu(@)®p,

where ¢ € L2M is a vector, and for ¢ € hom(L?A4, H4) and ¢ € hom(4L?A, 4 H),
the maps
@ € hom(4L*A, nH), ¢ € hom(L*Aa, Ha)

are given by @ = Iopo.Jy and 1) = I o4y o.J4, where I is the identity map between
H and H. There are natural left and right actions of B on H coming from its
actions on H and H. Moreover, the left and right actions of M on L?(M) induce
actions of My on H. The left and right actions of My and B are interchanged (up
to a star) by j, and so the algebra M = My V B generated by them in their left
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action on His isomorphic to the algebra generated by them in their right action on
H. From this discussion, we see that H is an M—M-bimodule with an involution J
that satisfies J(a&b) = b*J(¢)a*

ProprosITION B.34. In the above situation, there is a canonical positive cone P
in H:=HX4 L2M X4 H such that (H,J, P) is a standard form for M = My V B.

In the following proof, as in Section [B.VIII] ¢? stands for £?(N), or perhaps £2(X)
for a set X of sufficiently large cardinality. If H admits a cyclic vector for A then
we can replace £2 by C everywhere, and the proof simplifies.

PROOF. Pick an A-linear isometry u: Hy — (> @ L?(A)4 (Lemma [B:21) and
let
i:=(1®Ja)ouol: sH — 2@ L*(A) = 4L*(A) ® (2.

The endomorphism algebra of > ® L?(A)4 can be identified with B(¢f?)® A. In
particular, the range projection p := uu* is in B(£?) @ A.

Let us define M; := B(¢?) ® M, with associated standard form (L?Mj, Jar, , Pur,)
and let q := pJan,pJa, € B(L?M;) or, equivalently, ¢(§) := p&p. Composing
uMidy2(ar) X @ with the obvious identifications (2@ L2 A)X 4 L> MR 4 ( L2A®?) =
02 ® LM @ (* = L?M,, we get an isometry

v:H=HK,L?M X4 H— L*M,
v(p®ERY) = (uyp)- £ (ay)
with range projection vv* = ¢q. The resulting isomorphism H =~ q(L?M;) in-
tertwines J and ¢Jas,, as can be seen from the commutativity of the following

diagram:

PRERY ——— PR IM(E) P
IU
v (wv) - Jar(€) - (ugp)
H
() € (@) —s @0)* - Jar(€) - (up)*

Here, the last equality holds because the preimage of w1 under the left action map
?® A — hom(L2Aa, (?® L% A,) agrees with the preimage of (@ )* under the right
action map 2 ® A — hom(4L?A ® 2, 4L?A), and the preimage of i @ under the
right action map agrees with the preimage of (u¢)* under the left action map.

Recall that B is the commutant of A on H. In its action on L?M; = * ®
L>M ® 2, we have B = vBv* = ¢(B(?)® A)q, and so it follows that

M = v Mv* =v(MyV B)v*
(B.35) = qMy V q(B(£?) ® A)q
=q(B(*)@ MoV A))g=qBE*)@&M)q=qMq.



88 B. VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

Now by [Haa75| Lem. 2.6], we know that (q(L?>M1),qJar,,q(Pa)) is a standard
form for ¢Myq. Therefore, by letting P := v=(q(Ppr,)), we have that (H J, P)
a standard form for M. O

LEMMA BA.36. Let M, My, A, M be as in the previous lemma. Then if M is a
factor, so is M.

PROOF. We have seen in (B:38) that M = q M; ¢ = ¢(B(¢2) & M)q. The result
follows since corners of factors are factors. O

The isomorphism constructed by Proposition[B.34]satisfies the following version
of associativity. Let M = MyV A1V As be a von Neumann algebra, where My, A1,
and Ay are commuting subalgebras of M. Let H; be faithful right A;-modules, and
let B; be their commutants. Then we can form the Hilbert spaces

Hy:=H Ry, L°M R4, Hy and Hy:= Hy Ry, L*M Ry, Hy

on which the algebras ]\7[1 = My V By V Ay and M2 = MO VvV A v B> act. By
Proposition [B:34, we have canonical isomorphisms H; = L2M; and Ha = L2\,
Furthermore, we can form the Hilbert spaces

ﬁl = H2 gAz L2]/\\41 |Z|A2 ﬁg and ﬁg = H1 gAl LQMQ gAl Fl,

on which the algebra M= MO V BV Bg acts. Again by Proposition [B.34] we then

have canonical isomorphisms H 1 = L2M H

PROPOSITION B.37. In the above situation, the following diagram is commuta-
tive:
HRH,RH, — H B LM, RH, = H
1 BOHy BOHy — Hy | 2 K, -112

L0

I

H, X H, R Hy — Hy X L2, K Hy—=
2 B B 2 — 2 g 1 5o H,

IR

(B.38)

PROOF. Let /1 and /5 be two copies of £2. Pick isometries u;: (H;)a, — ({; ®
L2A;) a,, 80 as to identify Hy with L2(py (B(¢1) ® M)py), and Hy with L2(py(M & B(£s))pa),
for p; := w;uf. Here, we have p; € B({1)@M and p; € M @B(¢3). Let us
also define the projections ¢; on L2(B({1)®@M) = ¢, ® {4 ® L>?M and ¢ on
L*(M @B(lz)) = L*M © ly ® 3 by ¢;(§) = pilpi.
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Given the above notations, consider the following diagram:

HlELQ(pz(M(gB(b))m)EHl71:2((p1®1)(1®p2)(B(€1)®M®B(€2))(1®p2)(p1®1))
\ 0600 L (p2(MEB(£2))p2)
Hy R (M&B(6)) B L2(B(61)&(p2(ME@B(£2))p2))
1 1
_ _ \ N
H1E(Q2(L2M®€2®€2))EH1 41®41®L2(M®B(22))
—
) _ _
ng(L M®€2®22)EH1
_— \
1y 8 (12 ¥ LM R o) @ Ty nete(L* Matol,) i
| | L*(B(6)®MEB(t:))  L2A1
2 7 7 — _
Hy R (H @ LM R A ) B A (600 @L*M) 2600,
\ /
o, _
HQE(&@&@L M)?;Hz
g
o, - ) )
H B (a1 (6 @B OLM)) K L*(B(6)8M) 8600
/
HyRL?(B()®M) X H _ _
%Az (B(E)® )Az 2 L2((p1(B(£1)@M)p1 ) @B(£2))
Lz(Pl(B(€1)®M)p1)®f2®Z2
/
2 S _ _
HZEL (pl(B(€1)®M)p1),‘42;H27112((1®p2)(p1®1)(B(€1)®M®B(122))(p1®1)(1®p2))

Here, arrows denote inclusions and lines denote isomorphisms. One recognizes
(B:38)) as the outside of the above diagram, and each one of the interior cells com-
mutes for obvious reasons. ]






APPENDIX C

Conformal nets

C.I. Axioms for conformal nets

Let VN be the category whose objects are von Neumann algebras with sep-
arable preduals, and whose morphisms are C-linear homomorphisms and C-linear
antihomomorphisms. A net is a covariant functor A: INT — VN taking orientation-
preserving embeddings to injective homomorphisms and orientation-reversing em-
beddings to injective antihomomorphisms. We call a net continuous if for any
intervals I and J, the map Homyt(I,J) — Homyn(A(I), A(J)), ¢ — A(p) is
continuous for the C* topology on Homnt(I,J) and Haagerup’s u-topology on
Homyn(A(I), A(J)) [BDH13| Appendix]. Given a subinterval I C K, we will
often not distinguish between A(I) and its image in A(K).

A conformal net is a continuous net 4 subject to the following conditions. Here,
I and J are subintervals of an interval K:

(i) Locality: If I C K and J C K have disjoint interiors, then A(I) and A(J)
are commuting subalgebras of A(K).

(ii) Strong additivity: If K = IUJ, then A(K) is generated as a von Neumann
algebra by the two subalgebras: A(K) = A(I) V A(J).

(iii) Split property: If I C K and J C K are disjoint, then the map from the
algebraic tensor product A(I)®q4A(J) = A(K) extends to a map from
the spatial tensor product A(I) ® A(J) — A(K).

(iv) Inner covariance: If ¢ € Diff 4 (I) restricts to the identity in a neighbor-
hood of I, then A(y) is an inner automorphism of A(I). (A unitary
u € A(I) with Ad(u) = A(p) is said to implement ¢.)

(v) Vacuum sector: Suppose that J C I contains the boundary point p € 91,
and let J denote J with the reversed orientation; A(J) acts on L2(A(I))
via the left action of A(I), and A(J) = A(J)°P acts on L2(A(I)) via
the right action of A(I). In this case, we require that the action of
A(J)®a1g A(J) on L2(A(I)) extends to an action of A(J U, J):

A(J)®ag A(J) —— B(L2A(I))

AT Up J)

Here, J U, J is equipped with any smooth structure extending the given
smooth structures on J and J, and for which the orientation-reversing
involution that exchanges J and J is smooth.

A conformal net A is called irreducible if the algebras A(I) are factors. As
discussed in Correction [[L31] contrary to our claim in [BDH13| §1.4, Eq 1.42], we

91
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do not know whether an arbitrary conformal net decomposes as a direct integral of
irreducible ones. A conformal net is called semisimple if it is a finite direct sum of
irreducible conformal nets. We denote by CNg the symmetric monoidal category of
semisimple conformal nets and their natural transformations. The tensor product of
nets A and B is defined using the spatial tensor product of von Neumann algebras:
(A®B)(I) := A(I) @ B(I). A natural transformation 7 : A — B between semisimple
conformal nets is called finite if for all intervals I, the map 77 : A(I) — B(I) is a
finite homomorphism (Appendix [B.VT]).

C.I1. The vacuum sector

A conformal circle S is a circle S together with a diffeomorphism S — S! that
is specified up to a (not-necessarily orientation preserving) Mobius transformation
of S* [BDH13| Def. 2.12]; here, S* denotes the standard circle {z € C : |z| = 1}.
The set of conformal maps S — S’ is denoted by Conf(S,S5’). If S and S’ are
oriented, then we denote by Conf(S,S5") and Conf_(S,S") the subsets of orienta-
tion preserving and orientation reversing maps. From now on, all our circles are
implicitly assumed to be oriented.

For a conformal net A there is a functor [BDH13| Thm. 2.13]

(C.1) S s Ho(S, A)

from the category of oriented conformal circles to the category of Hilbert spaces. It
sends orientation preserving conformal maps to unitary operators and orientation
reversing conformal maps to anti-unitary operators. The Hilbert space Hy(S,.A) is
called the vacuum sector of A on S, and comes equipped with compatible actions
of the algebras A(I) for any subinterval I of S.
For ¢ € Conf(S,S"), the operator Hyp(p,.A) implements the diffeomorphism ¢,

that is:

A(‘P)(Co = HO(SDVA)&HO(@PA)* lf@ € COIler(S, S/)

A(‘P)(Co = H0(<P5A) a*HO(@v'A)* lf@ € COIlf,(S, S/)

for any I C S and a € A(I).
Moreover, for every interval I C S, there is a canonical unitary identification

(C.2) vr: Ho(S, A) — L*(A(I)).

These unitaries are such that for ¢ € Conf,(S,5”) and ¢ € Conf_(S,S5’), the
diagrams

(C.3)
Ho(S, A) ——— L2(A(])) Ho(S, A) ———— L*(A(]))
Ho(p,A) l LQ(A(W))l Ho(¢,.A) l LQ(A(wj))oJJ
Ho(S', A) —2 s L2A(p(D)))  Ho(S' A) — s L2(A(I"))

commute, where J is the modular conjugation on L?(A(I)), 7 € Conf_(S) is the
involution that fixes 0I, and I' = j(I) is the closure of S\ I. Taking ¢ := j in the
second diagram, we recover the modular conjugation as J = vy Ho(jr, A)vy.

If S is a circle without a conformal structure, then it is still possible to define
Hy(S, A) as L?(A(I)) of some interval I C S, but this only defines Hy(S,.4) up
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to non-canonical unitary isomorphism [BDH13l Def. 1.17]. We will sometimes
abbreviate Hy(S,.A) by Ho(S).

ProOPOSITION C.4. (Haag duality for conformal nets [BDH13| Prop. 1.18]) Let
A be a conformal net, and let S be a circle. Then for any I C S, the algebra A(I")
is the commutant of A(I) on Hy(S,A).

If J C K are intervals such that J¢, the closure of K \ J, is itself an interval,
then the relative commutant of A(J) in A(K) is A(J°).

C.III. Gluing vacuum sectors

Consider a theta-graph O, and let Sy, So, S3 be its three circle subgraphs with
orientations as drawn below:

(1) 4. DO

(Elsewhere in this book, we more often depict circles as squares:

-

S

We equip © with a ‘smooth structure’ in the sense of [BDH14l, Def. 1.4] and let
I:=5 N8, K:=5nNS83 L:=58NS;.

Let us give K the orientation coming from S1, and let us give I and L the orienta-
tions coming from So.

Then given a conformal net A, there is a non-canonical isomorphism [BDH13|,
Cor. 1.34]

(C.5) Ho(S1,A) W4y Ho(S2,A) = Ho(Ss,A),

compatible with the actions of A(K) and A(L). Moreover, in the presence of
suitable conformal structures, this isomorphism can be constructed canonically:
equip S; and Sy with conformal structures, and let j; € Conf_(.S), j2 € Conf_(S2)
be the unique involutions fixing dI. Then there is a unique conformal structure on
Ss for which ja|; UIdg : S1 — S5 and jq1|;y UIdy : So — S3 are conformal. We can
then use (C2)) to obtain the canonical isomorphism [BDH13| Cor. 2.20]

T: Ho(S1, A) Ry Ho(Sa, A) 220 T2(A(K)) B0 L2(A(T))

o

(C.6) .
= L2(A(K)) 255 Ho(Ss, A).
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C.IV. Finite-index conformal nets

Let S be a circle, split into four intervals Iy, I, I3, I4 as follows:

I

1,

Given an irreducible conformal net A, the algebras A(I; UI3) = A1) ® A(I3) and
Al U 1) = A(l3) ® A(I4) act on Hy(S,.A) and commute with each other. The
index u(A) of A is then defined to be minimal index (see Appendix [B.VII) of the
inclusion A(l; U I3) C A(I; U I)" [KLMO1),  Xu00]:

p(A) = [A(IL U L) - A(I U I3)],

where the commutant is taken on Hy(S, .A).

C.V. Sectors and the Hilbert space of the annulus

Let A be an irreducible conformal net and let S be a circle (always oriented).
An S-sector of A is a Hilbert space H together with homomorphisms

pr: AI)—=B(H), ICS

subject to the compatibility condition pr| (s = ps whenever J C I.

Let us write A for the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible S-sectors of A.
The vacuum sector discussed before is an example of a sector and we write 0 for the
corresponding element of A. As all circles are diffeomorphic, A does not depend
on the choice of circle S. There is an involution A — X on A given by sending
an S-sector to its pull back along an orientation reversing diffeomorphism of S, as
defined in [BDH13| (1.13)]. For A € A, we write Hx(S) for a representative of A as
an S-sector. Of course, Hy(5) is only determined up to non-canonical isomorphism.

Let S; be a circle, decomposed into four intervals I, . . ., I as in (C7), and let S,
be another circle, similarly decomposed into four intervals I, ..., Is. Let ¢: Iy — 11
and ¢: I; — I3 be orientation-reversing diffeomorphisms. These diffeomorphisms
equip Ho(S;) with the structure of a right A(I5) ® A(I7)-module. We are interested
in the Hilbert space

He = Ho(5) A(Is)%A(b)HO(ST) = ¢ Ho(S1) By Ho(Sh)®ags) -,
This space is associated to the annulus ¥ = I Ur,ur, Dy, where I; and D, are
disks bounding S; and S,. (As Hy(S;) and Hy(S,) are only determined up to non-
canonical isometric isomorphism, the same Hilbert space Hy, is, at this point, also
only determined up to non-canonical isometric isomorphism.) Let Sy, := I, UTg and
Sm = I U Ig be the two boundary circles of this annulus.

& D o

Sl S,- Sb ST)’L
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The Hilbert space Hy; is an S,,-S,-sector, which means that it is equipped with
compatible actions of the algebras A(J) associated to all subintervals of S, and
Sy [BDH13| §3.2].

We finish by stating the computation of the annular Hilbert space, which, for-
mulated in a different language, is due to [KLMO1]:

THEOREM C.8 ([BDH13| Thm. 3.23, Thm. 3.14]). If the conformal net A
has finite index, then the set A is finite, and there is a unitary isomorphism of
Sy -Si-sectors

Hy = @ H)\(Sm) ® H5(S).
AEA

C.VI. Extension of conformal nets to all 1-manifolds

A priori, the only manifolds on which a conformal net A: INT — VN can be
evaluated are intervals. However, the functor A can be extended, in a canonical way,
to the larger category 1IMAN of compact oriented 1-manifolds [BDH14l Thm. 1.3].
We denote the extension IMAN — VN by the same letter A.

For S a circle, the algebra A(S) is defined to be the subalgebra of B(Hy)
generated by A(Ix{0}) for all I C S, where S is one of the two boundaries of the
annulus ¥ := Sx]0, 1].

THEOREM C.9 ([BDH14, Thm. 1.20]). Let A be a conformal net with finite
index and let S be a circle. Then there is a canonical isomorphism

(C.10) A(S) = P B(HA(S)).
AEA

Note that even though H(S) is only defined up to non-canonical isomorphism,
its algebra of bounded operators is defined up to canonical isomorphism. It therefore
makes sense for the isomorphism (CI0) to be canonical.
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Diagram of dependencies
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