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Characterization of 2D rational local conformal nets and its boundary
conditions: the maximal case

MARCEL BISCHOFF, YASUYUKI KAWAHIGASHI, AND ROBERTO LONGO

Asstract. Let A be a completely rational local Mébius covariant net h
which describes a set of chiral observables. We show that M&bius covariant
nets3, on 2D Minkowski space which containé as chiral left-right symmetry
are in one-to-one correspondence with Morita equivalefasses of Q-systems
in the unitary modular tensor category DH&( The Md&bius covariant bound-
ary conditions with symmetryl of such a nef3; are given by the Q-systems in
the Morita equivalence class or by simple objects in the rfeodategory mod-
ulo automorphisms of the dual category. We generalize tagibte boundary
conditions.

To establish this result we define the notion of Morita ederee for Q-
systems (special symmetricFrobenius algebra objects) and non-degenerately
braided subfactors. We prove a conjecture by Kong and Rumnkehely that
Rehren’s construction (generalized Longo-Rehren coctstin a-induction con-
struction) coincides with the categorical full center. §gives a new view and
new results for the study of braided subfactors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The subject of algebraic quantum field theory has led to mangtsiral results
and recently also to interesting constructions and classifins in quantum field
theory. Conformal quantum field theory can be conveniertiigied in this ap-
proach. In particular there is the notion of a conformal QRTMinkowski space
and boundary conformal QFT on Minkowski half-plaxe- 0.

One can associate with a boundary conformal QFT (boundagryh a con-
formal QFT on Minkowski space (bulk theory), but in generavesal boundary
theories can have the same bulk theory, which correspondfereht boundary
conditions of the bulk theory.

In a different framework Fuchs, Runkel and Schweigert gave a gecmmnatruc-
tion, the so-called TFT construction, of a (euclidean)oradi full conformal field
theory (CFT). The construction can be divided into two stdjpst one chooses a
certain vertex operator algebra (VOA), whose represamtatategoryC is a mod-
ular tensor category and which specifies chiral fields. This lbe seen as the
analytical part. Then with a choice of a special symmetrigbEenius algebra ob-
jectA € C one can construct correlators on an arbitrary Riemannairfehe bulk
field content depends on the Morita equivalence clash, athile A itself fixes a
boundary condition.

Carpi, and two of the authors gave a general procedurergjdrom an alge-
braic quantum field theory on the Minkowski space, to obtdlitoaally isomor-
phic boundary conformal QFT nets, in other words to find algiole boundary
conditions (with unique vacuum). The main purpose of thiggpas to show that
there is a similar classification for the boundary condgiéar maximal (full) (con-
formal) local nets on Minkowski space and its boundary ciiowl as in the afore
mentioned TFT construction.

Let us consider more concretely a quantum field theory on Mirgki space.
By introducing new coordinatex. = t F x we identify the two-dimensional
Minkowski spaceM = {(t, x) € R?} with metric &> = dt? — dx? with the product
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L, x L_ of two light raysL+ = {(t,x) : t = x = 0} with metric &&® = dx,dx_.
The densities of conserved quantities (symmetries) asepbed by left and right
moving chiral fields, i.e. fields just depending xnor x_, respectively.

For example for the stress-energy tensor hdlgsp: = T+(x:) £ T_(x_) and
for the conservetl(1)-current holdgo1(t, X) = j+(X;) £ j—(X). In the algebraic
setting such conserved quantities are abstractly givennmst a,(0) = A,.(1) ®
A_(J).

In general, there can be other local observables, so thef métservables is a
local extension3(0) O A»(O) of A,. We ask this extension to be irreducible
(B(0) N A(O) = C - 1), which is for example true if we assume tbét contains
the stress energy tensor 6f

We will also assume that the algebras of left and right mowinigal fields are
isomorphic, in other wordgl,>(O) = A(l)® A(J) whereO=1xJ C L, xL_and
A is a local M6bius covariant net dR. So in this case symmetries are prescribed
by the netA.

We further assumel to be completely rational, this is for example true for the
net Vir, generated by the stress energy tensor with central cltargel, SU(N)
loop group models, or conformal nets associated with eviticda (lattice com-
pactifications). The category of Doplicher—Haag—Robarfesselection sectors of
a completely rational conformal net is a unitary modulastercategory [KLMOL].

Fixing A we are, as a first step, interested in classifying all #etsontaining
the symmetries described by”, i.e. to classify all local extension8, O As.

It turns out that the maximal ones are classified by Moritavedence classes of
chiral extensionsd C B.

Let us look a moment into nets definedln = {(t,x) € M : x > 0}, i.e. nets
with a boundary ak = 0. We are interested to prescribe boundary conditions of
B> without flow of “charges” associated with. The vanishing of the chargeflow
across the boundary of the charges associated With encoded in the algebraic
framework via the trivial boundary net.(O) = A(l) v A(J) with | x J € M,.
This net is locally isomorphic tgl, restricted taM,.. In other wordsA.,. prescribes
the boundary condition ofl, such that there is no charge flow across the boundary.

Now given a two-dimensional nék, which contains the given rational symme-
tries described by, i.e. a local irreducible extensid, > A, we are now inter-
ested in all boundary conditions with no charge flow assediatith .4 as above.
Such a boundary condition is abstractly given [LR04, CKL&B®]a net3, D> A,
on M, which is locally isomorphic td3, such that this isomorphism restricts to an
isomorphism of4, = A,.

A classification gets feasibile by operator algebraic mashd-inite index sub-
factorsN C M are in one-to-one correspondence with algebra objecty$@ss)
in the unitary tensor category Erd) of endomorphisms dN.

Local irreducible extensio? O A of nets with finite index give rise to nets of
subfactors4(0O) C B(0) and the corresponding Q-system (up to isomorphism) is
independent 0O and is in the category of localized DHR endomorphisms. Con-
versely, every such Q-system gives a relatively local esiten) which is local if
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and only if the Q-system is commutative. In particular, oas h one-to-one cor-
respondence between Q-systems and relatively local éstens

This situation can be abstracted to the setting of braidbéastors, namely we
fix an intervall, setN = A(l) and denote byCy the category of localized DHR
endomorphisms which are localizedlinWe can start with a type Il factdd and
a modular tensor categogCn C End() and look into subfactorsl C M such
that the corresponding Q-system isnf@y. We introduce the notion of Morita
equivalence of such braided subfactors. As a main techrésait we show that
a conjecture of Kong and Runkél [KR10] is true. Namely, wevsio Prop[4.18
that the generalized Longo—Rehren construction [RehObijcmtes with the full
center construction in the categorical literature (e.¢gcR506, KRO8]). We give
some consequences on the study of braided subfactors andaniogtariants. This
result opens the possiblity to apply many results from ttiegmmical literature to
the braided subfactor and conformal net setting. In pddicwe make use of the
result that Q-systems are Morita equivalent if and only #tihave the same full
center [KRO8].

Going back to the conformal net setting we get the main redldimely, max-
imal 2D extensiond3, O A, are classified by Morita equivalence classes of Q-
systems in Rep{) (see Propl_6l7 and irreducible boundary conditiongpfire
classified by equivalence classes of irreducible Q-systartiee Morita class (see
Prop.6.1ll). We also treat reducible boundary conditionsichvwere not con-
isidered before in the literature, and show that we get aifleation by reducible
Q-systems.

The article is structured as follows.

In Sec[2 we give some background on the category of endorisonglof a type
Il factor, Q-systems, unitary modular tensor categorigsITC), braided subfac-
tors and thex-induction construction.

In Sec[B we give a notion of Morita equivalence for subfactord Q-systems in
UMTCs. The Morita equivalence class of a subfactor in a UM &€ lbe described
by irreducible sectors in the module category of the subfagtodulo automor-
phisms of some dual category.

In Sec[4 we show that the-induction construction in subfactors coincide with
the full center construction in the categorical literaturais is the first main tech-
nical result. L

In Sec[b we study maximal commutative Q-systems in the oajeg’n & NCN
(the Drinfel'd center of\Cy) and give a characterization of them. We give some
application to the study of modular invariants and exampfésequivalent exten-
sions with same modular invariant, i.e. example of nonsking second cohomol-
ogy.

In Sec.[6 we apply our former results to the study of conforfiedtl theory
on the Minkowski space in the operator algebraic (Haag-HRdtamework. We
give a proof of a folk theorem about the representation thebiocal extensions
(Prop.[6.4). Given a completely rational conformal petas the main result, we
obtain a classification of maximal local CFTs containing¢hi&al observables de-
scribed by.A and all its boundary conditions. We also discuss reduciblentary
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conditions, i.e. we drop the assumption that the boundangliion possesses a
unique vacuum. Finally, we give a relation to the constarctif adding a bound-
ary in [CKL13], which gives an alternative proof for the ddiation of boundary
conditions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Endomorphisms of type lll factors and Q-systems.Let us look into the
following strict 2—C-categoryC. Its O-cells Ob() = {N,M,P,...} are given
by a (finite) set of type lll factors. The 1-cells are given fdtN € Ob(C) by
Mor(M, N), i.e. the set of unitak-homomorphisms (morphism) from: M — N
with finite (statistical) dimensiomlp = d, = [N : p(l\/l)]%, where N : p(M)]
denotes the minimal index [Jon83, Kos86]. The 2-cells atertwiners, i.e. for
A, 1 € Mor(M, N) we define Hom{, i) = {t € N : tA(m) = u(m)t for all m € M}.
Then Homg, u) is a vector space and we writg, ) = dim Hom(, u) for its di-
mension. Lejp € Mor(M,N). We callp irreducible if p(M) "N = C- 1y. A
sector is a unitary equivalence clag$ f {AdU op : U € N unitary}. We de-
note by Endl) = Mor(N, N), which is a 2—C-category with only one 0-cell, so a
C*-tensor category.

Letp1,...,on € Mor(M, N), and letr; € N be generators of the Cuntz algebra
On, . Y rirf =1y andrTri = 6ij - In. The morphism

n
p= ZAd ri o pi € Mor(M, N),
i=1
is calleddirect sum of p, ..., pn and we have; € Hom(p;, p). The direct sum is
unique on sectors and we write it as

n
o] =: [p1] & -+~ @ [pn] = Ploil.
i=1
and for the multiple direct sum we introduce the notation:
n
nlo] := Plol, neN,o € Mor(M, N).
i=1

We say that a full and replete subcategBrgf Mor(M, N) hassubobijects if every
object is a finite direct sum of irreducible sectorsCin Similarly, we say it has
direct sums if p1,...,pon € C implies that also their direct sum is ¢h Let

us assumeé€ has subobjects. ¥ € Hom(p, p) is a (not necessarily orthogonal)
projection (idempotent), then there existp’ac C ands € Hom(,p) andt €
Hom(p,p’) such thats-t = eandt-s = 1, = 1y. We note that if we have
e € Hom, 6) we have an orthonormal projectign= e(1+e—e*)~1 € Hom(, 6)
with the same range. Ip] = P2, [pi] and [r] = @Tzl[O'j] we can decompose
t € Hom(p, o) as

t=@tij =5 -tj-r, tij € Hom(pi, o),
i
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wherer; € Hom(p;, p) ands; € Hom(oj, o) are isometries as above. Similarly,
one can decompoges Hom(p, o1) etc.

Let us briefly explain the graphical notation (string diagsa [JS91, BEK99,
BEKOQ,[Selll, BDH14] which we will use. The 0-cell§ M, ... are drawn as
shaded two-dimensional regions, withfdrent shadings for each factor. A 1-cell
o € Mor(N, M) is a vertical line (one dimensional) between the redibrand N
and composition of 1-cells correspond to horizontal cormaiion. The identity
idy € End(N) is not drawn. The 2-cells € Hom(p, o) are vertices between two
lines. Sometimes we draw also boxes and again the identity 1 € Hom(p, p)
is in general not drawn. The composition of intertwinersastical concatenation
and the monoidal product horizontal concatenation.

We use a Frobenius rotation invariant convention for tamélvertices, namely
for an isometrye € Hom(y, Au) we introduce the diagram

A H
4/dAdu
- .
4

LetC ¢ End(N) andD C End(M) be two full subcategories. We define the
Deligne product C ® D to be the completion of ®c D under subobjects and
direct sums cf.[[LR97, Appendix].

A morphismp: N — M is said to be aonjugateto p: M — N if there exist
intertwinersR € (idw, pp) andR € (idy, pp) such that theconjugate equations
hold:

(L, ®R)-(Re L) =p(R)-R=1, (1)
(L, ®RY)-(R® 1) =p(R) -R=1;. (2)

The 2—morphismg, R will graphically be represented by

PP pp
R=| U rR= U
idy idy

and the above equatioris (1)] (2) are sometimes calipdag identities because
in diagrams they are given by

p p P 3
o p

P P p

If p is irreducible we ask the solutioR, R to be normalized, i.e. |R|| = ||R]. In
the case that is not irreducible we further ask th& R is astandard solution of
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the conjugate equation, i.B.(and similarR) is of the form
R=>'WaW) R=EPR.
i i

whereR; € (idw, pipi) is a normalized solution for an irreducible objgct< p and
W € (oi,p) andW; € (pj, p) are isometries expressipgandp as direct sums of
irreducibles. We note that for the dimensidn= dp of p we haveR'R = d, - 1y
anddp = dp. ForN # M we may always choo$®, = R;. If we have a subcategory
nCn C End(N) we may choose a systegi\y of representants for every sector in
nCn and choose, for everyp € yAy such that for p] # [p] we haveR, = Rs.
For [o] = [o] the intertwinersk, andR, are intrinsically related, nameR, = £R,
holds, where the sigrt1 is called the Frobenius—Schur indicator. In this case the
sector p] is calledreal for +1 andpseudo-realfor —1. Although p] and [p] might
be represented by the sagme yAn we still usep in the diagrammatically notation
to distinguish betweeR, andR,.

A triple ® = (6, w, x) with § € End(N) and isometriesv: idy — 6 andx: 6 —
62, which we will graphically display as

0 6 6
WW = lw W X= QF)
0
is called aQ-sytem (cf. [Lon94/LR97]) if it fulfills
XX = (X)X (X® Ly)x = (1y ® X)X (associativity)
WX=0W)x=11y W R L)x= (L @wW)x= A1l (unit law)
whered = v/d6~1. In graphical notation this reads:

66 0 6 660 2] ]
2] 2] 0 0

Two Q-system® = (6, w, X) gnd@ = (6, W, X) in End(N) are called equivalent, if
there is a unitarys € Hom(, 6), such that

0
0

Xu=(u® ux=ug(ux; UW = w

hold, or graphically:

0 0 . .
* ’
= X, :I .
0 0
0

0

i

> K x
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A Q-system in a C-tensor category automatically [LR97] fulfills the “Frobes
law”

X @l)(lexXx)=x0x = xx* = (Lh®x)(x® 1) = 6(X)x
or graphically:
0 0 6 0 0 0
6 0 6 6 0 0

This means a Q-system is a special symmettarobenius algebra object, but we
prefer to use the name Q-system which is most common in thiactob con-
text, (other names would be monoid, algebra object, mohaildgbra). We say
a Q-system® = (6, w, X) is irreducible (called haploid in the Frobenius algebra
context) if (idy, 6) = 1.

Definition 2.1. Every irreduciblea € Mor(M, N) defines an irreducible Q-system
®a = (ea’ Wa, Xa) = (ag, E’:b a(ra))

in End(N), wherer,: idyy — aaandr,: idy — aa are isometries such thi, =
vda- Tz andR, = v/da- r, fulfill the conjugate equation§l(d,2) far In graphical
notation:

aaaa

, Vdaw, = {ba, Vdax= \U/ .
aa

D]

0a=

Q—Q

D]

We remark that up to this point everything can abstractly dfindd in a 2—C-
category.

Consider now a finite index irreducible subfachbrz M with inclusion:: N —
M then® := O givesdual canonical Q-systemof N ¢ M (andI' = ©, the
canonical Q-system). The endomorphigm= « € End(N) is called thedual
canonical endomorphismof N € M (y = u € End(M) is called the canonical
endomorphism).

Conversely, starting from an irreducible Q-systénin End(N), there is a sub-
factorN; C N, whereN; is defined to be the imadé, := E(N) of the conditional
expectationE(-) = x*6( - )x and there is subfactor (extensioN) C M defined
by the Jones basic constructibh € N C M (cf. [LR95]). One can make the
construction ofM explicit (cf. [BKLR15]) and obtains this way a dual morphism
. M — N of the inclusione: N — M such tha® = O

The upshot of this discussion is that there is a one-to-oneggondence (cf.
[Lon94]) of

e Q-systems in Endy) up to equivalence.
¢ Irreducible finite index subfactofd C M up to conjugation.
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Remark2.2 We note that alone does not filN C M, which can be seen as a co-
homological obstruction. Izumi and Kosaki [IK02] define $econd cohomology
H2(N c M) to be all equivalence classes of Q-systeins: (6, w, X) with 6 the
dual canonical endomorphism bNf C M (their definition uses actually the canon-
ical endomorphism). We say the second cohomology af M vanishes if there
up to equivalence is just one Q-systém= (6, x, w), whereg is the dual canonical
endomorphism oN C M.

We finally note that® is a Q-system in the fulC*-tensor subcategory with
subobjects generated By The Q-system becomes “trivial”, i.e. is of the fo®s,
in the 2—C-category formed of 0-cell§N, M} and full and replete subcategories
LCp C Mor(P, L) with subobjects and direct sums, which is generated:by}.
We remark that this is actually a general feature of Frolsemigebra object in
rigid tensor categors, in particular the obtained 2-e@tegory together with the 1-
morphisms: N — M andc: M — N appears in [Mig03a] under the naiverita
context. In the general situation having a special symmetric FrintsealgebraA
in a rigid tensor categorg one can find a bicategoty > C giving a Morita context
in which the Frobenius algebra becomes trivial, [cf. [MUiGBadetails.

2.2. UMTCs in End(N) and braided subfactors. Let us fix a type Il factorN
and writeyCn € End(N) for a full and replete subcategogCy of End(N), such
that each object is a finite direct sum of irreducible objecidyCy is closed under
taking finite direct sums. We use this notation to stress ithata category of
N-N morphisms. We may choose an endomorphism for each irrdduséztor
and denote the set of these endomorphismgAy. Let us assume the following
properties:

(1) idy € NAN.

(2) There are only finitely many irreducible sectorgify, i.e.|NAN| < oc.

(3) If o € NAN then also a conjugate (duah) € NAN.

(4) If p,o € NAN, thenp o o € NCp, In other words we have that

[ 0] = EP NG L), NGy = (o.v),

WhereNﬁV are calledfusion rule codficients

This means tha{Cy is a finite rigid C'—tensor category [LR97], i.e.umitary fu-
sion category We associated witQCy a finite dimensional vector spag(nCn) Rz
C = CINAnl ] where|yAn| denotes the cardinality of the systemy and Ko(nCn)
is the Grothendieck group of the monoidal categefy.

We define theglobal dimensiondim yCy of NC to be

dimnCy = Z (dp)?.

PENAN

We remark that for convenience we assugdg to be a subcategory of Erndj.
But it turns out that this is not a lost of generality, becaegery countable gener-
ated rigid C—tensor can be embedded in ENyipy the result of[[YamQ3].

We will need more structure qgCy, in particular we additionally assume:
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(5) There is a natural familye(u, v) € Hom(uv, vu) : u, v € nCn} fulfilling:

e, w) = (L, @ &(4,v)) - (e(A 1) ® 1) = p(e(A, v)) - e(A, 1)
e(A,v) = (6(4,v) @ L)) - (La @ e(u,v)) = &(A,v) - Ae(w, v)).
Naturality means, that fas: o — ¢’ andt: 7 — 7/
(t®s) e, 1)=t-7(9 - &(o,7)
=¢g(0’,7) - (s®t) =e(0’,7) - s o(t).
We note that this family is determined By(u, v) € Hom(uv, vu) : u,v €
NAN}-
That means tha{Cy is abraided unitary fusion category which has automati-
cally the structure of anitary ribbon fusion category. We then say thaiCn C
End(N) is aURFC. The braidings*(4, 1) := (4, u) always comes along with an

opposite braiding:— (4, i) := &(u, A)* which in general is dferent froms™ (4, u).
We will graphically denote the braiding by:

v A4 v A4

gt(A,v) = y g (A,v)= )
\ X

AV 1V

We denote byCy the braided category obtained by interchanging the brgidin
with the opposite braiding.
Finally, most of the time we will also use the following adadlital assumption:
(6) The braiding is non-degenerate, ie&(1,u) = e (A, ) for all u € nAn
implies [1] = [id\].
We then sayCy is modular. In other wordsyCy is aunitary modular tensor

category (UMTC).
We define (see [BEK99]) for, u € nAN

A

_ _ |
Y/m=/l®/l; wy-1 = p

A

and the following|nAn| X |[nAn|-matrices

. 1 i
Sy = (dimNCN) 2 Y, To =€ "5 0, )
where
2= (do)w,; c=4arg)/n.
PENAN

They obey the relations of thgartial Verlinde modular algebra: TSTST= S,
CTC=T, andCSC= S, whereC,, = §,; is thecharge conjugation matrix.
The property (6) is equivalent to:
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(6) Z(NCn) = NCNBNCN, WhereZ(nyCh) is the Drinfeld center ofCy [MUig03B,
Corollary 7.11] and
(6”) the matrixS = (S,,) is unitary.

In particular, in the modular case we have (IBEK99, Prop])2.5
S*'S=T'T =1, (ST*=s?=cC, CTC=T,

i.e.S andT define a unitary representation®i (2, Z) = Zg %z, Z4 on CIN?~l if and
only if yCy is modular.

2.3. Braided subfactors and a-induction. Let N be a type lll factor,yCn C
End(N) a URFC and let(N) C M be an irreducible subfactor such titat « €
nCn. We call the datar(N) € M, nCn) a braided subfactor. If N\Cn € End(N)
happens to be a UMTC we call the braided subfactoom-degenerately braided
There is an obvious one-to-one correspondence betweeedthiealence classes
of) braided subfactors iRCn and Q-systems iRC.

Forp € nCn we define itse-induction by

ay =1 T oAd(eF(4,6) o 10T € EndM).
We define themodule categorynCy to be the full subcategory with subobjects
and direct sums of MoMN, N), which is generated byCne = {pt : p € NCn} @nd
choose a set of representatives of irreducible segidfs. In the same way we de-
fine yCn and thedual category yCy generated bynCn andonCie, respectively.
Finally we define|v|C|\j,|E to be generated by®(NCn), respectively, and tham-
bichiral category MC& = mCy N mCy- Again we choose a set of representatives
of irreducible sectorgAn, MAM, MAl\i,l, MA‘@,I in the respective categories.

Itturns out thaiCy; C mCw and thatCyyUmC,, generatesCy [BEK99, Thm.
5.10]. It will be convenient to work in the 2-category geriedabynCny U NCy U
MCN U MCwm.

As shown in[[BEK99, Prop. 3.1], we have farc NCum, A € NCN:

e*(1 a) € Hom(la, aey) £%(2,8) € Hom@ a al),

wheref%(4, ) := T*(e* (4, v))a; (T) for a € NCu with & < v for somey € NCn
andT € (a,w) an isometry. The definition does not depend on the choiceaofl

T. We set€*(a, 1) := (£7(1,a)*. We represent this graphically—where we use
thin lines for morphisms iyCn andnCy, Nnormal lines for endomorphisms g€y
and thick lines for endomorphisms jyCy—as follows:

+ _
a % a A

et () = % : £4(1,3) = H .

a +
A a; a
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The intertwining braided fusion equations (IBFE's) [BEK99, Prop. 3.3] hold,
namely

p(t) £, p) = &t (a p) a(E* (b.p))1,
te(p, 1) = a(E* (p. b)) £ (o, &) p(t) .
p(y) &5, (a, p) = e5(A, p) Ae™ (b1, p)) y,
yet (o, a) = A% (o, br) 6% (0, 1)) p(y) .
o (Y)E5(@p) = E5(b,p) ble* (L)) Y,
Y E%(p,8) = b(e™ (0, ) E* (o, ) @ p(Y),

whered,p € NCn, @b € NCy With conjugates € wCn; t € Hom(1, ab), y €
Hom(, Ab) andY € Hom(a, b). The IBFE’s have simple graphical interpretation,
e.g. the first and sixth equations are represented by:

Pa b Pa b Y%h 2 Y%h 2
\t \ \Y

N A D

1P 1P ap ap

For details we refer to [BEK99, Sect. 3.3].
There is aelative braiding [BEKQQ, p. 738]

&B+.p-) = S*aﬂ(T*)s(/l,,u)cxj{(S)T € Hom@,5_.5:8-), (4)

where for fixedgy € mC3;, we choosel,u € nNCn, such tha, < o, B <
@, and isometries, T, such thafl € Hom(3,,a"x) andS € Hom{@_,a,). The
definition is independent of the particular choicelgf, S, T.

The relative braidings give a non-degenerate braidifig, -) = &(-, -) on
mCpy by [BEKOD, Sec. 4], so in particulafCg, becomes a UMTC.

In general for two braided subfactargN) C M andp(N) C My in NCn We
definem,Cwm, as a full subcategory of Mo, Ma) with subobjects and direct sums
generated by, NCnip.

3. Morita EQUIVALENCE FOR BRAIDED SUBFACTORS

3.1. Module categories, modules and bimodulesln this section we give the
notion of Morita equivalent non-degenerately braided sctofrs.
We adapt the following definitions from [Ost03].

Definition 3.1. A (strict) module categoryover a tensor categoly is a category
M together with an exact bifunctay: C x M — M suchthatX @ Y) @ M =
X®((Y®M)forall XY € CandM € M.

Let M1, M5 be two module categories ov@r A (strict) module functor from
M1 to My is a functorF: M; — M3 such thatF (X ® M) = X ® F(M).

Two module categoried1; and M- overC are calledsomorphic if there exist
a module functor, which is an isomorphism of categories.
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Let n\Cn € End(N) be a UFC and le® = (6,w, X) be a Q-system inCyn
corresponding toN C M. A (right) ®-module (cf. [EPOB]) is a pairo(r) with
p € NCn andr’e Hom(p o 6, p), such that* is an isometry and = v/d@r satisfies

Fr(Lom=7 (Bx ) & P p(m) = ()
F-(l,®er=1, & F-p(e)=1,

wherem = v/dox* the multiplication ance = v/déw the unit of the (Frobenius)
algebra object corresponding @ Graphically this means:

p p
r r
X = r ; r =
w

PO 6 poo P P

A left ®-module can be defined similarly. We note that because we enldvg
in C*-categories and askK to be an isometry, that a module is also a co-module
by the actiorr*. The endomorphismé with p € yCn has the structure of a right
®-module, where the action is given by="1, ® m = p(m) = Vda - p(x*) €
Hom(p68, p6) in other words = p(x*), graphically:

po po

000 PO 0

Itis called theinduced module Any irreducible right®-module is equivalent to a
submodule of an induced module ¢f. [Ost03].

The®-modules form a category with Hag(p, o) = Homg((o, 1), (0, 9)) = {t €
Hom(, o) : tr = st}, so the arrows are arrows of the objects which intertwine
the actions. There is a correspondence between projeqiahdlomg (o, o) and
submodules, namely we can choggeandt € Hom(op, p) with t*t = 1, , tt* = p
and define = t*rt.

Let @4 = (04, Wa, Xa) and®p = (0p, Wh, Xp) be two Q-systems iRCn. A Og-
®p bimodule is a triple g, ra, rp) with p € NCn andpa € Hom(@ap, p) andpp €
Hom(p6y, p), such thatg, ry) is a left®@,-module andg, rp) is a (right)®,-module
and which commute, i.e.

la-0a(rb) =rp - ra.
We can define:
r=ra (g, @rp) =rp- (ra® 1ly,) € (6aop o bh,p).

Letp = (o,ra Ip) ando = (o0, S2, &) be two®,—0;, bimodules. An intertwiner
t: p — o is an®,—-0p bimodule intertwiner, it intertwines the actionsands, i.e.

tr = (1, @1 ® 1) = Sa(t).
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Let us denote by Bin®},, ®y) the category of bimodules with Hasn e, (0, o)
04-0p bimodule intertwiner. We note that one can give Q-systerinsotiules and
intertwiners the structure of a bicategory, by introducingelative tensor product
between bimodules.

We set Mod@) = Bim(1, ®) to be the category of (rightp-modules.

The category Mod)) has a natural structure of a (strict) Igify module cate-
gory, where the functagCn x Mod(®) is given by f1, p) — up whereup is a right-
module withr - = u(r,) and Homyoge) (0, o) > T — u(T) € HoMyvode) (1o, 1o).

Proposition 3.2 (JEP03, Lemma 3.1.]) Let \Cn be a UMTC and®,, Oy, irre-
ducible Q-systems iRCn. The category 08,-0p bimodules is equivalent to the
categorym,Cwm,. The functor® mapsB € m,Cwm, 10 ta 0 B o and t€ Hom(B,3')
to ta(t) € Home,.0,(P(B), ©(8)).

Proof. In [EPO3, Lemma 3.1.] is shown that the funcors fully faithful. Itis also
shown that is is essentially surjective, so it gives an egjaivce of categories. o

The functor® is graphically given as follows, whepe= ®(8) F € Hom(@x06h, p)
the action:

B Laﬁ b ta B w
o[~ @] . - A\ ~ A
ﬂ aﬂ lp Gap Gb la la La lp lp lp

Remark3.3. Let® = (6, w, X) be a Q-system in a UMT®&Cy with corresponding
subfactor(N) € M. The bimoduIeCD(ajE) = Eyj% = uAd is the objec®a with left
action the induced actiox* and right action by*s® (4, 6), namely for the+-case:

— At
t Yy

A Al

6 616 L_Lt_ajl‘t‘

where equality can be seen easily using= aj:, ® = ©; and the IBFEs by
pulling the A-string between and:. The —-case works analogous using the oppo-
site braiding. The obtained bimodules coincide with théamof a-induction in
the categorical literature.

The category Bint, ®) becomes a tensor category, whereg o is the object
associated to the projection B)g,» € Hom(po, po) given by:

N

o

P.0®®0' =

al-
55



Characterization of 2D rational local conformal nets asdbibundary conditions: the maximal case 15

and it is easy to check that is a tensor functor. Thus, Bi®( ®) and yCy are
equivalent as tensor categories. We note that this catégaon-strict. We can de-
fine the categories Bif(®, ®) to be the image ofiC;; under® and BinP(®, ®) =
Bim*(®,®) N Bim~ (@, ©).

In the special cask¥l, = N andMy = M andéd, = 6 we have an equivalence of
the categoryCyu and the category Mod)) of right ®-modules given by — a.
The category of righ®-modules Mod@) becomes a module category ovgin
using the monoidal structure inherent from BEN§i(The same is true fa{Cu.

In particular, it follows:

Proposition 3.4. Let \Cny € End(N) be a UMTC and® be a Q-system iRCn
with corresponding subfactor Nt M. ThenMod(®) and NCy are equivalent as
module categories.

Proof. It follows directly from the properties of the monoidal stture, that the
functor @ (in the case oM, = N and My = M andé, = 6) in the proof of Prop.
[3.2 is a module functor, so in particular a module isomomphibetween the two
module categories Mo@) andnCw over NCy. O

We remark that in general in the definition of module it is neswamed that
is a (multiple) of an isometry, because the existence of tagnstructure is not
assumed. But since every module in the general sense isaéentivo a submodule
of an induced module and the submodule can chosen to havetglenaf an
isometry as action, we can without lost of generality resto modules where is
a multiple of an isometry. This can also be shown directly [BKLS].

Leta € nCwm be irreducible and consider the subfackbrC Mg given by the
Q-system®, (see Def[Z]1). LeM, be the factor which is given by Jones basic
constructiorm(M) C N C M, and denote the inclusion mapg N < M,. Because
the subfactorg,(Ma) € N anda(M) C N have by definition the same Q-system
and thus are conjugated by a unitarNpwe may and do choosg: My — N, such
thatiz(Ma) = a(M). This implies thatr = ;1 0 a: M — Mj is an isomorphism
with conjugater =t = a1 o 15: My — M.

Lemma 3.5 (cf. [LRO4,[Eva0?2]) Let \Cn € End(N) be a UMTC and® be a
Q-system iy Cn with corresponding subfactor i M.

For a € \Cwm irreducible let®, be the canonical Q-syste(®, = aa, Wa, Xa)
and N C Mg the corresponding subfactor. The@y andnCwv, are isomorphic as
module categories gfCy. The isomorphism is given B: b — boa ! o, and
Homyc,, (b, c) > t — t € Homg,, (¥(b), '¥(c)).

Remark3.6. Givena € NCum we have the Q-syste®, with 6; = aa. Letps =
®(a) € Mod(®), theng is a® left module and there is another way to construct a
Q-system[[KROB] denoted hy®e B, and it is easy to check thatxe 8 = aaand
that the obtained Q-systems are equivalent.

3.2. The Morita equivalence class of a braided subfactor.In the following
we use the definition of Morita equivalence for module catiesgoas in [[Ost03,
Def. 3.3]. LetnCn € End(N) be a UMTC. We remember that we call a pair
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(N C M, nCn) whereN € M is a subfactor whose Q-systednis in yCy @ non-
degenerately braided subfactor.

Definition 3.7. Let yCny € End(N) be a UMTC. Two irreducible Q-systen®,
and ®y, in yCn are calledMorita equivalent if one of the following equivalent
statements hold:

¢ Mod(®,) and Mod@y,) are equivalent as module categories qyéy.
e nCm, andnCy, are equivalent as module categories qyéy, whereN C
M, is corresponding t@®,.

We say that the subfactold € M, andN C My are Morita equivalent if their
Q-system®, and®y, respectively, are Morita equivalent.

Let ((N) C M, nCn) be a non-degenerately braided subfactor. It follows tyec
that fora,b € NCyv irreducible®, and®,, are Morita equivalent and in particular
are Morita equivalent t®;: But it can also happen théx, and®y, are equivalent
for [a] # [b]. If Cis a UTFC, we denote by Pi€] the full and replete subcategory
(2-group) with objectdp € C : do = 1} (not completed under direct sums).

Proposition 3.8 ([GS15]) Given two irreducible objects,& € NCu. Then the
Q-system®, and @y, are equivalent if and only if there is an automorphigne
Pic(uCwm) such that B = a.

Now we can give a characterization of the Morita equivaleciess of a non-
degenerately braided subfactor.

Proposition 3.9. LetyCn € End(N) be a UMTC and le® be a Q-system iRCy.
Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between

(1) equivalence class¢®,] of irreducible Q-systems Morita equivalent@y

(2) irreducible sectorga] with a € NCyv up the identification:[a] ~ [b] if
there is an automorphisih € y Xy, such thafa] = [8b],

(3) elements ifApm/ Pic(uCwm).

Proof. Statement (3) is just a reformulation of (2). L&t yAu then we obtain
a canonical Q-system®, in yCn Which is Morita equivalent t® by Lemma 3.b.
Conversely given a Q-syste@®y Morita equivalent t@® thennCy is equivalent to
NCwm,- The element € \Cy corresponding te; € NCw, under this equivalence
is the corresponding element i€y, cf. [Ost03, Remark 3.5]. The rest follows by
Prop[3.8. m|

4. @-INDUCTION CONSTRUCTION AND THE FULL CENTER

4.1. The full center and Rehren’s construction coincide.Let N be a type llI
factor andyCn € End(N) a UMTC. As before letyAn = {idn, o1, - - .,p0n} @ set of
representatives for each sector.

Givenv, 4, u € NAn, we can choose a set of isometri&s, Au) = {€ -1 ()
with & € Homyc, (v, A), such that e } form an orthonormal basis with respect to
the scalar producte(f) = @,(e*f) defined by the left inversé, of v [LR97]
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or equivalently defined bye(f) - 1, = € f. We define for an isometrg <
Hom,c, (v, 4u) an isometrye € Hom@(ﬁ Au) by

A M A M

Definition 4.1 (Longo—Rehren construction}-et \Cn C End(N) a URFC. There
isa Q-systen@LR = (HLRaWLRa XLR) in NCn ® NCN given by

[6LR] = @ [o=p], XR = l \/ d/ld'u

PENCN /luv e€B(v/l,u)

A 1A

Ve v

More general, for an equivalence of braided categasiegCn — NCy,, We define

the Q-systen®, = (6. W/, X') in NCn & NCY, by

W= Dlomodl.  Ka=@ Y | ebend@.

PENCN Auv ecB(v,Au)

Definition 4.2. Let nCn € End(N) be a URFC. A Q-syster® = (6, w, X) in NCn
is calledcommutative if (6, 8)x = x. Diagrammatically:

6 6 6 0
U \é
0 0
Proposition 4.3([LR95]). The Q-system obtained by the Longo—Rehren construc-
tion is commutative.

/lyv ec B(v Au)

Definition 4.4 (Product Q-system)Let ®; = (6;,w;, ) with i = 1,2 be two Q-
systems in a URFC categogCy. Then we define two Q-systen@; o @, =
(61 0 B2, Wi, X4) iN NCn, Wherexy. = 01(s (61, 62))x161(X2), graphically:

010, 616> 61 02 61 6>

R

010> 01 6
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Definition 4.5. For® = (9, w, X) a Q-system iyCn andp € nCn, we define

0p 0P
Pl (o) = 1 ) = ) € Hom(@@p, 6p)
T VT |
6p 6p

andPl := P (idy). Similarly, we defineP!, (0) andP%, by interchanging the braid-
ing with the opposite braiding.

Lemma 4.6. P/ (o) is a projection.

Proof. ThatPy (0)? = P} (p) is proven as if [FRS02, Lemma 5.2], see dlso [BKLR15].
We just remark that we have a prefactor due to another naraiih and that one
can check thaP, (o) is selfadjoint. O

Proposition 4.7 (Sub-Q-system cf[ [BKLR15])Let p e Hom(@, 6) be an orthog-
onal projection satisfying g{p)xp = 6(p)xp = pxp = po(p)x and wp = w*.
Letd, < 6 corresponding to p, i.e. there a isometrycsHom(@, 6), such that
s's= 1y, and s$ = p. Then®p = (fp, Wp, Xp) With

Wp = S'W, Xp = dT?p'SQ(S)XS

is a Q-system.
Graphically, the conditions are given by:

Y

Remark4.8. The notion of sub-Q-syste®, of ® corresponds to the notion of
intermediate subfactdr with N C L C M where® is the dual canonical Q-system
of N € M. Namely, the properties of the sub-Q-system are just ameflation
of [ILP98, Corollary 3.10]. Namely, they consider subsa€s C Hom(, «p) for
eachp € NAn, Which correspond to a projectigme Hom(, 6) if we identify the
Hilbert spaces Homp( ) and Hom(, o) by Frobenius reciprocity.

Remark4.9 (cf. [BKLR1E]). If one drops the conditiom* p = w* in Prop[4.Y then
we obtain a more general “sub” Q-syst@p = (6, Wp, Xp) With

do
wp = A7t s'w, Xp = A" 4 /dT?p - $'9(s")xs

wherea = /W pw.
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Definition 4.10. We denote byC{(®) = (Ci(6), Ci(w), C|(X)) the left center of
0, which is defined to be the sub-Q-sytem associated with thggiion P'® €
Hom(, 6). Analogously, theight center C,(®) is defined usind®;.

Remark4.11 ([FFRS06, Lemma 2.30])The Q-systenC,(®) is a maximal com-
mutative sub-Q-system @.

Remark4.12 The intermediate factoN € M, C M defined in [BEQD] is given
by the Q-systent(®). Namely, the characterization % in [EERSO6, Lemma
2.30] is the characterization in [BEOO, Lemma 4.1] in terrhsubspace${, C
Hom(, o) of “charged intertwiners”. SimilarhyN C M_ C M is given byC,(®).

Definition 4.13 (cf. [FERSO8]) Let NCn be a UMTC. Thefull center of a Q-
system® is defined to be the Q-syste®(®) = (Z(6),Z(w),Z(x)) = C((O ®
IdN) ot ®LR) in NCN X NCN-
In particular we hav&(idy) = O_r.
Definition 4.14. Let NCn be a URFC an® = (0, w, X) a Q-system inyCn. We
define
Homec(dp, o) = {t € Hom(@Ep, o) : t- Py(p) = t},
Homyc(c, 6p) = {t* € Hom(o, 6p) : Py(o) - t* = t*} .
In particular, the spaces H¥(0p, o) and Homyc(o, o) are anti-isomorphic,
due to the self-adjointness Bf,(p).

Lemma4.15.The isometryy € Hom (Z(6), (6 ® idn)6LR) Withyy™* = PI(®|Z|idN)0+®LR
andy*y = 1is of the form:
v= P B mw=id, € HomZ(), (@midy)oLr) .
A1,A2ENAN MEB(622,41)10¢

where the sum over m goes over an ONBlom(612, A1). In particular:

[ZO) = P (02 d)ioc| T,

A1,A2ENAN

Whel’e< c, >|OC = dlm Homoc( 0t )
Proof. We first note thati € Hom (R(6), (¢ ® 1)d.r) given by

ui= @ @ m* ®id,, € Hom (R(6), (6 R idn)6LR)
A1,A2ENAN MEB(012,11)

RO):= P (b2, )liml
AL, R2ENAN
is a unitary interwiner. It can be shown that

| | _ |
Plosidyor o * U= Pogigy (OLR) - U = [ @ PL (1) ® 1;J -u.
AENAN
The equality is the statemernt [FFRS$06, Prop. 3.14(i)], rwritds proven that

Ci((0 midy) o* ®_R) which is associated Witﬁ)'(@gidN)w@ is associated with the
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projectionP'(agidN(C|(9|_R)) = PI@xidN(eLR)' We can conclude by eventually choos-

ing another basis that a maximal isometry invariant \AﬂttsgidN)oJr@LR is given by
summing just over ONB'’s of Hop(612, A1). O

Given a Q-systen® in yCny and«(N) C M its associated subfactor with the
inclusion map: N — M, we will constantly use that the Q-systdinis of the
form ©ras in Def[2.1, in other words the Q-systénbecomes trivial in the 2-C
category generated )Cn, ¢, ¢. This simplifies many graphical proofs.

Lemma 4.16. Let \Cny € End(N) be a UMTC,0 a Q-system inyCy and N C
M the corresponding subfactor. Leto € NCn be irreducible. The spaces
Homoc(6p, o) andHom(e,, , a;) are isomorphic by the map:

+

a(}'
g
% — !
V/dé
o P |
a,
g
@
—1 !] — +
V/dé '
| Q’;

6 p

In the same waomic(p, 60) is isomorphic tdHom(e;, @,-). This gives a unitary
equivalence between the Hilbert spagtsmc(o, 60-) with scalar producte, f) =
@ (e* f) andHom(a;};, ;) with scalar producte, ') = @, (¢* f'), whered,. and
®,+ denote the unique left inverse and unique standard leftseyeespectively.

Proof. We first check that the map is well defined, namely the image eement
in Homec(0p, o) and we have &” denotes the trivial intertwiner identifying = )

(o

4 ,

gl

/

al-
&
=

6 P
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where we used in the first equation thtis of the form®; and in the second

equation that the closed string can be contracted whichetstice prefactor. So
we conclude that the image is actually in Hgg(tp, o).
We have to show that both maps are inverse to each other:

1o
A~ s -4
a, g p
g 0w @0
@p 0 p o @p

where the last equation in the first line is exactly the faat the intertwiner is in
Homgc(6p, o), namely the diagram can be deformed to obtla'g(p) which can

be omitted; in the last equation of the second line the clatedg can again be
contracted to a dimension cancelling the prefactor.

Finally, unitarity can be seen as follows:

0 p ? 2
| @
oY EE
7 = G‘P = ;
Vdo T Vdo do
Cl+
o o
(o

where in the last equation we use that the string diagram eateformed to give

the standard left inverse far! (cf. [Reh00, Lemma 2.2]). O
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Definition 4.17 (e-induction constructiori [Reh0Q]Jor a braided subfactofN) C
M in NCn there is a Q-syste®y = (Om, Wum, Xm) in NCn B NCn given by:

[6’M]= @ Zyv[llxﬂ,

P,0ENAN
Zy = (a, ;)
dA>dus Ny N _
=P > O}, [i(e1") (g} @ pr(e)dn] - €1 R &,
domdvo
Imn €1,&
Mo A @2
1 ,[daduzdvy 4
-D 2 T (Trgua 1 Y E Ve
Imn €1,& M 15H18v2 y —
1 V2
wherel is considered as a multi-indexy( € NAN, A2 € NANST = 1, -+, Z),0,)

andeg stands for an ONB in Hom(, 2ju;) and¢ an ONB in Hom(y;l,a;z) with
respect to the induced left invergg, .

The following result was conjectured in [KR10]. It can bersas the main tech-
nical result. It allows to apply a lot of results obtained lie tcategorical literature
to the braided subfactor and conformal net setting.

Proposition 4.18. Let yCn be a UMTC. Ther-induction construction fo(N) C
M, NCn) coincides with the full center(®) of the corresponding Q-systein

Proof. Itis already clear that the two constructions give equivatdbjects, namely

ZO)= P Vvl = P (. 0) =] = [0u]

A1,2ENAN A1,A2ENAN

follows from Lemmd 4.15 and Lemnia 4]16. We have to show thathifo in-
tertwinersZ(x) and xy of the two respective constructions are equivalent. We
decompos&(x) w.r.t. an ONB to show that we obtain the sameffiogents as in
the a-induction construction foky. Using Lemma 4.35 we have:

A1 1 A2 [2

I* 2 m*
d/ll d/l]_ dV1
VdoLr VdOZ(x) = = R . (5)
LR gﬂ? ; dAz dup dvo I;ez €2
V1 Vo

wherel, m, nrun over an ONB of Hogc(11, 012), Homgc(u1, 0uz) and Honye(v1, 6v2),
respectively. We use the following expansion of an arbjtiatertwinert € Hom(y, Au)
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with respect to an ONBe} of

AM A M
= Z o, (e't)e = 1 Z () e
- Jaidudy &4 | [
4 4

with respect to an orthonormal bagest of Hom(y, Au). The rhs of Eq[(5) becomes

& o op1 Az 2
4 d/l]_ d/l]_ dV]_ ﬂl
_ @ Z d; dup dva -
= el e2 .
Imn eLe d/lld/lldvl
V2
We calculate:
€ €
,U];k * 1 o3
4[dAq duy dvy m 4[0Ayduydvy o 3 m
—_— = _ de) 2 =
dAs dup dvo e dAz dup dvo w/ez
n n
V1 Vi

= dvy \/_ 4/dA1dAodus dus ol [ . ] ,
dvidvy

where we first use that the intertwindrsn, nare in Homyc( -, - ) and then replace
by Lemmd 4.16 with an orthonormal basis in H@ml( a;z) and in the second step

deform the: string to obtain the left inverse af;, andd)&l[- --]is the expression

of Def.[4.17. This shows thaf(x) has the same céiicients asxy from the a-
induction construction. ]

We need the following general result as a main tool in thefalhg sections.
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Proposition 4.19(cf. [KR08]). Let ®,; and ®, be irreducible in a UMTCyCn.
Then®, and @y, are Morita equivalent if and only if @,) and Z®y) are equiva-
lent.

4.2. The adjoint functor of the full center. We have a tensor functdr as fol-

lows: the map
T(@ﬂigﬁi]:@ﬂioﬁi (6)

is an extension of the monoidal product (which by definitio@a bifunctor).
We haveT (idy ®idy) = idy and the family of morphisms

M(p1&i),(pomi) - V(1R 01) 0 T(p2 ®02) — T (o102 ®0102)

H(prmirs).(pomirz) = (Lpy @ (o2, 01)" @ 17,) = pa(e(p2, 1)) (7)
extends to a family
K.z T(B1) o T(B2) — T(B10pBa), B1.B2 € NCN B NCN

and makes the following diagram commute:

TB1)oT(B2)oTBs) —> T(B1)oT(B20p4)
\: \ :
T(B10p2) —  T(BroB20ps)

This meansT is a (strict with respect to the unity but in general nonestfor
associativity, i.epss # 1) strong monoidal functor (tensor functor). It is well
known that strong monoidal functors map monoids into mosioy this we can
conclude that fo®, = (62, W», X2) a Q-system inCn&nCn We obtain a (reducible)
Q-systenl (©2) = (T(62), Wr(e,), XT(e,)) bY

Wr(ey) = T(Wa), XT(02) = Moy, * T (X2)

or explicitely by ¢ijk € Hom(p; ® 0, pjpk ® 0j0k))
9=@pi®0'i X=65tiJ
i ijk

T2 = Do xre) = P piletor o)) - TEY) .

ijk

€Hom(pioi.0jTjpkok)
We note that even ® is commutativeT (®) is in general not commutative, because

the functor is not braided.
We introduce the notion of a direct sum for Q-systems (cf.d&m. 321]). Let

.....

direct sum Q-syster® = (0, w, X) with = EBin:l 6; is defined by

1

n
0= AdTio8, wW=—x
; vd(6)

n n
Zdi “Ti-wi, X= Ze(Ti)TiXiTi*,
i=1 i=1
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whered;, = +/d(6;)) = d(;) and T; are generators of the Cuntz algebra with
elements, i.eTT; = ¢jj - Land}; TiT* = 1. If (6;,w;, X) corresponds to the
subfactorN C M; with inclusion magp;, then @, w, X) corresponds to the inclusion
N C EBi”:l M;. Thep = T;T;" give a decomposition in the sense of Reniark 4.9.
The following identity has been proven on the level of olgjant[Eva02, Prop.
3.3.]. We remark that a priori it is not clear that this “cursnidentity” holds also on
the level of Q-systems. Itis directly related to the addmglioundary construction
in [CKL13] as we discuss in Se¢t. 6.6.

Proposition 4.20(cf. [KR0O8, Prop. 4.3]) Let nCn € End(N) be a UMTC and
® a Q-system inyCn with corresponding subfactor N M. Then we have an
equivalence of Q-systems:

T(Z(0)) = EB Oa.
aENAm
Our first aim was to prove this identity directly for tleinduction construc-
tion. We had a graphical proof for the trivial Q-system. Besmthex-induction
construction coincides with the full center it follows noasdy from the general
results of [KRO8].

Proof. We note (see Rer._3.6) that the Q-sysi®gifor somea € nyCy Or equiv-
alently a € yCn corresponds on the nose with the Q-syste(@)" ©g ®(a@) =
®(a) ®e ®(a) constructed in [KRO8], wher®: ,Cn — Bim(0, id) is the functor
in Prop[3.2. Then one can directly apgly [KR08, Prop. 4.3]. m|

As a corollary this implies the “curious identity” which wasoven in [Eva02,
Prop. 3.3.] and shows that behind this identity indeed saserstructure.

Corollary 4.21 (cf. [Eva02, Prop. 3.3.], see also [BEK99, Cor 6.13Jt N C M
be a non-degenerately braided type Il subfactor and Z (a7}, «, ) for A,u €

NAn. Then we have
@ [aa] = @ chr[p(ﬂ (8)

aEnAm P,OENAN
and in particular the number of elementsyiy or mAy is given by

NAM| = [MAN = D Zyp.
PENAN
Remark4.22 The functorT(-) gives a (left) adjoint to the full centeZ( -),
namely® is a sub-Q-system f (Z(®)).

5. MODULAR INVARIANCE AND Q-sYSTEMS IN NCn R NCN

5.1. Characterization of modular invariant Q-systems. Let \Cn € End(N) be
aUMTC. Given a Q-syster® and the corresponding extensigN) C M letZ,, =
(af, ;) for u,v € NAn. The matrixZ = (Z,)uveyay IS @modular invariant
[BEKQ9], i.e. it commutes witts andT from (3). It is called normalized because
Zoo = 1 and stferable because it comes from an inclusigd) ¢ M. Thea-
induction construction or equivalently the full centeregwa Q-syster®, in NCn X
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NCn with [62] = @ﬂ venAN Z,[n = v]. It is sometimes convenient to write the
matrix (Z,,) formally in character form a& = 3, . ay ZuoXuXy-

Lemma 5.1 ([BEKOQ], see also [KOQ02, Thm 4.5])Let yCy be a UMTC. IfO is
an irreducible commutative Q-systemy@y, thendim Mc& = dimnCn/(d®)2. In

particular, d® < dim(yCn)2.

Proof. The first statement is a combination of Thm. 4.2 and Prop.r8|BEKOQ].
The second statement follows from the first, using Qm > 1.
Using Remark=3]3 arid 3.6, this also follows frdm [K(D02, Thrs|4. O

Proposition 5.2([KR09, T_rm 3.4, Prop. 3.22])Let®, be an irreducible commu-
tative Q-system iRCn ® NCn, then the following are equivalent:

(1) d®; = dim(nCn)

(2) Z=(Z,)is amodular invariant

(3) ®, = Z(B) for some irreducible Q-syste@in yCh.

Proof. (3) are equivalent (1) by [KR09, Thm. 3.4, Prop. 3.22] (ses aMUig10,
Thm 3.4], [DMNO13]).

The notion of modular invariance in [KR09, Thm. 3.4] is a hifferent. But by
[LRO4, Appendix C] we obtain that (2) implies (1), namely tagument shows
that if d9 < dim(nyCn) thenZ cannot be modular invariant. Together with Lemma
5.7 this gives the statement.

(3) implies (2) is clear by the fact thaf, = (a;/, a; ) defines a modular invariant
and thatZ(®) coincides with ther-induction construction Prop. 4.18. O

5.2. Permutation modular invariants. Let \Cy € End(N) be a UMTC. A non-
negative integer valued matriz = (Z,,)uvenay With Zigyiay = 1 is called a
modular invariant if it commutes with the matriceS andT constructed in Sub-
sect.[2Z.2. It is calledealizable (suterable) if there exists a braided subfactor
(t((N) € M,NCn) such thalZ, = (a;;, @, ).

Proposition 5.3. LetyCny € End(N) be a UMTC andp € Aut(yAn) which only
fixes the sectojidy] and which extends to a braided automorphismy@f;. Then
there is a braided subfactor N M, in NCn With

[0,]=EPnDbl =) (we@,v)

u
which realizes the permutation modular invariant, Z 6,,(.).

Proof. By the Longo—Rehren construction Dief. 4.1 there is a Q-syﬁ%R with:
[6{r] = Plum o@)].
M

We define the Q-systey := T(O{) in nCn With
[05] := Plus@] = P bl =D (). v)
7 v 7
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as above which is irreducible because Qu¢(u), idy) for [u] # [idn] by the as-
sumption aboup not having non-trivial fixed points. Becau$¢ - ) is left-adjoint
toZ( - ) the subfactoN C M, given by the Q-syster®, has the modular invariant

Zuy = Svgp(u)- O

A particular case is, ifiCn has no non-trivial self-conjugate sectors besides the
trivial sector, in this case the charge conjugatibmight fulfill the assumptions and
the obtained subfactor realizes the charge conjugatiornutapthvariantZ = C.

We therefore can answer a particular case of the questionzhevC is realized,
namely the case that there are no non-trivial self-congugharges.

Example5.4 The UMTCEg; for example obtained by positive energy represen-
tation of loop groups, has 3 sectdiso, p1, 02} With Z3 fusion rules, i.e.dip;] =
[oi+j mod g for 0 < i, j < 2, and the charge conjugation transposes the two non-

trivial charges. Then Prop. 5.3 yields a Q-system with$ [oo] @ [01] @ [p2]
which realizeZ = C, i.e.Z = |yo|? + x1x2 + x2x1.

If there is fixed point in the permutation the same constouctis in the proof of
Prop[5.38 is possible but we do not know how a dual canonicid@orphism of an
irreducible Q-system giving the modular invariant wouldkpbecause the “adjoint
functor” gives a reducible Q-system. Nevertheless, we @arctlade that for a
permutation matrixZ of yAy which gives rise to a braided automorphism, there
exists a braided subfactofN) € M in NCn which hasZ as a modular invariant,
i.e. such permutation modular invariants are realizable.

The categornyCy is called pointed if all irreducible objects are invertibiee.
have dimension 1 or in other worg€y = Pic(N\Cn).

Lemma 5.5. Let n\Cn € End(N) be a pointed UMTC and le®; and ®, be Q-
systems. 1®; and®, are Morita equivalent, then they are equivalent.

Proof. Let ®1 and®, be irreducible Q-systems igCn which are Morita equiv-
alent. Without lost of generatlity, we may assume tBat= ©; comes from a
subfactor(N) C M and®, = ®, with a € yCy irreducible.

Because\Cy is pointed the sectors form an abelian (due to the braidingym
denotedG. The multiplication inG is given by the fusion rules, i.@AN = {Aq :
g € G} with [AgAn] = [Agn] for all g,h € G and Pg-1] = [1g]. We note thaty is
irreducible, namely by Frobenius reciprociiylg, tdg) = (6, Agdg) = (6,idn) = 1.
ThereforenAw C {Agt : g € G} (because there can begl] = [An]). So we
may assume that = Aq and can conclude thatd] = [Agudg] = [6g4g] = [6].
It is easy to check that using(Ag, ) we can construct a unitary intertwingy —
6141g — 6, which gives an equivalence of the two Q-systems.

Alternatively, we can use thamtj[_1 is an automorphism satisfyinagﬁjE L=
9 g-

/lgfafgil = Agdg-1t = ¢. Then Prop_318 gives an alternative proof of the statement.
i

Let n\Ch C End(N) be a pointed UMTC an® be a Q-system and,, =

"2 ®. There-

(af, ;). Then Lemma5]5 shows th&(Z(®)) is equivalent top,;
fore in this case we obtain an easy formuladan terms of its modular invariant
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matrixZ = (Z,):

= D Y ZoNabl,

PENAN 4,YENAN

see alsa [Pin07].

5.3. Maximal chiral subalgebras and second cohomology for modal invari-
ant Q-systems.Let us assume thad is a commutative Q-system igCy and
N C M the associated subfactor.

The category Mod®) forms a (non-strict) tensor category as follows. hetr
be two right®@-modules. Becaus® is commutative, we obtain a left action pn
ando using the braiding, which makes them bimodules. Then theoteproduct
p ® o is defined to be the objept®e o as in Remark 313, which we see as right
module by forgetting the left action.

Let Mody(®) the subcategory of dyslectic modules (see [Par95, KO03),
modules p, r), such thate(9, p)e(o, ) = r, graphically:

p p
r r
%

o o

It can easily be seen that if we give the induced ri@hthodulepd the structure
of a bimodule using the braiding that it becomes equivalenthé a-induction
<I>(api) in Remark3.B, where the sign is depending on the choiceeobthiding.
We obtain that Birff(©, ®) = Mod(®) as tensor categories, but we will just need
the following fact.

Remark5.6. The map obtained by restricting bimodules to right modules
Bim®(®, ®) — Mody(®)

is an equivalence of categories. Namely, an object in%B&m®) gives a dyslectic
module, because using the fact that it is contained bothgimage ofr* anda—,
we can “unwind” the double braid. Conversely, if a module ysldctic, the left
action obtained by the both braidings coincide, so it musieérom Binf(@, ©).

ForB € mCm we define ther-restriction o = (8t € NCn.

Given ®. commutative Q-systems correspondingNoC My it follows that
MiC&i are again UMTCs. Let us assume there is a braided equivadzen\;a;gcff/I+ —
m_CJ,_. Now we consider the Q-syste®{  in m.Cy, ®m_Chy . By composing
(LR With ¢; ® ¢t we obtain a Q-system

BO@,.0 ¢ = ®(71g72)o?ﬁR
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with
[QﬁR] = @ Zogla P, Zup = Suyp)
G€M+A&+sﬁ€M,ARA7
(o-0-01 = D Zolumil. Zuv = 3, Zoplob0) {5 D)
HUVENAN aB
= Z b‘:llb;(‘r),v
-

wherebﬁfﬂ = (o-ﬁt,m for r € Micl‘\’,li. All maximal commutative Q-systems in
NCn B NCn are of this form:

Proposition 5.7([DNO13, Prop. 3.7, Cor. 3.8])There is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between

(1) Equivalence classes of commutative irreducible QesysB, in NCn X
NCN With dd = dim(yCn)-

(2) Isomorphism classes of tripl€¢®,,0_, ¢) where®_ are commutative ir-
reducible Q-systems ipCy and¢: m,Cy, — m_Chy_ is an equivalence of
braided categories.

(3) Indecomposable module categories oyéy.

Proof. This statement is proven in a more general setting in [DN®18p. 3.7,
Cor. 3.8]. They call the objects in point 1) Lagrangian algsb We use that by
RemarkK 3.B and 516 (see also [Mg10, Thm 3.1]) the categrfs?,I+ is equivalent
to the category of dyslectic modules. O

We note that there can exist inequivalent ¢, giving the same modular in-
variantZ = (Z,,). Namely if (0,0, 1) = (04 (), ) holds for allz € w,Chy
andu € nNCn for which by, # 0. Becausep; and ¢, are inequivalent the Q-
systemsd’%, and@®{? are inequivalent. This (or using Prép.5.7) implies thabals
BO.,0_.4) ANdO(e, o_ ¢, are inequivalent. This means that the second cohomol-
ogy (see Reni. 212) @, 0_.¢,, does not vanish in this case.

Example5.8 Let us consider foyCy the UMTC obtained bySU(3)g and 0,
coming from the conformal inclusioBU(3)y C Eg 1.

As in Ex.[5.4 the UMTC categoris 1 has three sector@Aﬁ,|+ = {Bo,B1.B2}
and we obtain an extensidv, c M with [d] = [Bo] & [81] & [B2], which gives the
permutation modular invariant interchangifg < 82. Now o-gl = O'Ez' so both
inclusionsN ¢ M, andN c M give by the above discussion the same modular
invariant with respect t(SU(?))g, which isZ = I/\,/0,0 + X90 + Y09 + x41 + X14 +
xa4|? + 2lx22 + xs52 + x25/2. This example appeared in [BE01], ¢f. [EP09, EP11].

So we can conclude th@g, e, id) and®e, e, IN NCn = nCn have isomorphic
endomorphismstle, e..id)] = [6@,.0..¢)] but the Q-systems are not equivalent. So
we have an example where the second cohomology does nohvanis

The same happens for the inclusi@®y 3 ¢ Eg1 whereZ = |yoo+x11/2+2lvoz|2.

IThis was told to us by V. Ostrik via mathoverflow
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6. CONFORMAL NETS

We now apply the results to conformal nets.

LetR = RU {oc} be the one-point compactification of the real libgwhich we
can by the Cayley maR > x +— z= =% ¢ s identify with the circleS ¢ C. We
denote byMo6b the Mbbius group which is isomorphic to both:

e PSL(2,R), which acts naturally on the real lifie and
e PSU(1, 1), which acts naturally on the circi  C.

The universal covering group diob is denoted by\/lﬂtﬁa. We denote byiob =
M&b > Z, where the action of is given by the reflectiom: z — zon St. The
rotations R(#)z = €% on §1, thedilations §(s)x = e5x on R, and thetranslations
7(t)x = X+t onR give three distinguished one-parameter subgroupsobfwhich
generateMob.

We denote byl € 7 the set of allproper intervals on S, i.e. all open, con-
nected, non-dense, non-empty intenats S*.

Definition 6.1. A local M&bius covariant net (conformal nef) on St is a family
{A(1)}1ez of von Neumann algebras on a Hilbert spa¢g, with the following
properties:

A. Isotony. I3 C I, implies A(l1) C A(l2).

B. Locality. 13 N 1, = @ implies [A(l1), A(l2)] = {0}.

C. Mobius covariance. There is a unitary representatidh of M6b on H such
thatU(g).A(1)U(9)" = A(gl).

D. Positivity of energy. U is a positive energy representation, i.e. the genetator
(conformal Hamiltonian) of the rotation subgroW{R(¢)) = €%~ has positive
spectrum.

E. Vacuum. There is a (up to phase) unique rotation invariant unit ve@t@
which is cyclic for the von Neumann algebyg 7 A(l).

The Reeh—Schlieder propertyautomatically holds [FJ96], i.&€ is cyclic and
separating for anyd(l) with | € Z. Furthermore, we have tfigsognano—Wichmann
property [GF93[BGL93] saying that the modular operators with respe® have
geometric meaning; e.g. the modular operators for the ugpse Iy are given by
the dilationA’ = U(6(—2xt)) and reflectiond = U(r), where herdJ is extended
to M6éb_.. For a general intervdl € 7 the modular operators are given by a special
conformal transformation; and a reflectiom; both fixing the endpoints df. The
Bisognano—-Wichmann property implietaag duality

A(l) = A(l") leZ

and it can be shown (see elg. [GIF93]) that ed¢h is a type I} factor in Connes’
classification[[Con73]. A conformal net &iditive [FJ96], i.e. for intervald € 7
andlq,..., 1, € Z we have

| cUn — A(I)C\/A(Ii).

A local M6bius covariant net ogl on St is calledcompletely rational if it
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F. fulfills the split property, i.e. forlg, | € Z with g C | the inclusionA(lp) C
A(l) is a split inclusion, namely there exists an intermedigpetl factor M
such thatd(lg) € M C A(l).

G. is strongly additive, i.e. forly, I, € 7 two adjacent intervals obtained by re-
moving a single point from an intervale 7 the equalityA(11) v A(l2) = A(l)
holds.

H. for I, I3 € 7 two intervals with disjoint closure and, |4 € 7 the two compo-
nents of (1 U I3)’, theu-index of A

(A) = [(A(l2) V A1) A(l1) V A(13)] 9)
(which does not depend on the intervhlsis finite.

Example6.2 Examples of completely rational local Mdbius covariantsreste:

e Diffeomorphism covariant nets with central chacge 1 [KLO4a].

e The nets4, wherel is a positive even lattice [DX06] which contain as
a special case [Bis12] loop group nefg 1 at level 1 forG a compact
connected, simply connected simply-laced Lie group.

e The loop group netslsy) ¢ for SU(n) at level¢. [XuOQ].

Further examples of rational conformal nets can be obtdimed these as follows:

¢ Finite index extensions and subnets of completely ratioaaformal nets.
Namely, letA C B be a finite subnet i.e{(l) : A(l)] < oo for some
(then all)l € Z, then.A is completely rationalff B is completely rational
[Lon03], in particular orbifoldsA® of completely rational netsl with G a
finite group are completely rational.

e Let A C B be a co-finite subnet , i.eB[l), A(l) v A%(l)] < oo for some
(then all)lI € Z, where thecoset netA° is defined byA°(l) = A’ N
B(1) with A" = (V,ez.A(1)). ThenB is completely rationalff A and.A°®
are completely rational [Lon03]. This gives many exampleahpletely
rational nets coming from the coset construction.

A separable (non-degenerated) representationf a strongly additive local
Mdbius covariant net is a family = {r;: A(I) — B(Hx)}iez of unital repre-
sentations {-homomorphisms);, of A(l) on a common separable Hilbert space
‘H., which are compatible, i.e.

T, FA(Il):ﬂll, 1 Cly.

Such a representation is automatically normal, i.esglhre strongly continu-
ous. We denote by DHRY) the category of separable representations, where
morphisms in Hom¢!, 7%) are given by intertwiner¥ € B(#,,1, H,2), such that
Vrl(@) = n?(@)V for all | € Z anda € A(l). Let us denote by DHEA) the
representations with finite statistical dimensiods, which is defined to be

dr 1= [ (A() 7 (AO))]

for somel € Z, where M : N]is the minimal index. The definition afr does not
depend on the choice of
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Let us from now on fix a completely rational local M6bius caaat net.A on
S1. The category DHR(A) is a (unitary) modular tensor category [KLMO1]. Every
n € DHRO(A) is equivalent to a representation localized in a gikgr Z, i.e. it
exists go = m such thatt, = H 4 andplé = idA(lé). Namely,n,é(A(I{))) on#H,is
spatially isomorphic to4(lg) on H 4, by the type IIl property. LeU: H, — H4
be a unitary implementing this isomorphism, there {p; := AdU o x|}z does
the job.

This implies that the category DHRA) of representations with finite statistical
dimensions which are localized ig has the same irreducible sectors as DER.

By Haag dualityo € DHR'"°(.4) impliesp; (A(1)) C A(l) for everyl > lo, that
means such a representation is an endomorphisndanrd[.A(lg) : p|0(./4(|o))]%
equals the dimension of the endomorphism. Together witmgtadditivity it fol-
lows that all intertwiners are il(lp). In particular, this means that DHRA) can
naturally be seen as a full subcategory of EA€§)) and that DHR(A) is equiv-
alent to DHR(A). We note that the family{p, } is determined by, by using
strong additivity and it is really enough to consider DMR!) as a full and replete
subcategory of End{(lg)) and we will drop the indexg. Repleteness is just the
fact that forU € A(lp) also Ad, op is localized inlp.

Thebraiding (also called statistics operator) is given by:

&(p1,p2) = p2(U7)U5U101(U2),

whereU; € Hom(op;, pi) andg; € [pi] is localized inl;. Herely, 1, C Ig are two
disjoint intervals such that, > I, (I, sits clockwise aftef; insidelp). We also
write e* for £ and define the opposite braiding by (o1, p2) = " (02, p1)*.

We will interpret.A as the chiral observables or as chiral symmetries. For exam-
ple A = Virc with ¢ < 1 is the net generated by the chiral stress energy tansor
We want to look into CFTs on Minkowski space containing theattobservables
A and boundary conditions dvi, which “preserve” these observables.

6.1. Extensions and Q-systemsLet M be a spacetime, e.g. Minkowski space
and/C a set of open spacetime regionsvh e.g. the set of double cones. I@&be

a group acting locally oM and letG(O) be the set of aly € G, such that there is
a continuous path in G from the identity tog such thaty(t)O < K.

Definition 6.3. A local G-covariant net4d on M is a family {.4(O)}ocx of von

Neumann algebras on a Hilbert sp&¢ewith the following properties:

A. Isotony. O1 € O, implies A(O;) € A(Oy).

B. Locality. [LA(O1),.A(O2)] = {0} for all pairwise spacelike separatéd, O, €
K.

C. G-covariance. There is a unitary positive energy representatibof G on #,
such thatJ(g).A(O)U(g)* = .A(gO) for all g € G(O)

D. Vacuum. There is a (up to phase) unigGe invariant unit vecto€2 € ‘H which
is cyclic and separating fo4(O) for all O € K.

A G-covariant DHR representation of A is a compatible familyr = {zo: A(O) —
B(H:)}oex of representations on a Hilbert spakg, such that for alD € K there
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exists a unitary/ : H, — H, such that the representatipn= Ad V o is localized
in O, i.e.po, = id 40, for Op spacelike tdD, and that there is a unitary projective
representatiot; of G, such that AdJ,(g) o 7o = mgo o Ad U(g) for all g € G(O).

Given two localG-covariant nets4 and B on Hilbert space${ 4 and#z, re-
spectively, armrrow A — Bisanisometry: H 4 — Hp and a compatible family
of embeddings (representatiofyo: A(O) — B(O)} such that for allO € K we
haveVa= np(a)V, VU4(g) = Ug(g)V for all g € G andVQ 4 = Q3.

A and B are calledunitary equivalent if V is a unitary andrp are isomor-
phisms.

Let us assume that we have a subdgtof B, i.e. A9(O) c B(O) for all O
andU(9)Ao(O)U(g)* = Ao(g0). Then A = Ape with e the Jones projection on
VAp(O)Q is aG-local net o 4 := €H, in other words we have an arrod — B
in the above sense. We say thétis a subnetof B and B is alocal extension
of A. By abuse of notation we will not distinguish between the Aeand its
representation on the bigger Hilbert spd¢eand write A C B or 5 O A for an
inclusionextension of nets.

For every connected region we have a subfagt(®) c B(O). If the subfactor
is irreducible, we call the extensiarreducible and if the index is finite we call
the extensiorfinite. If we have a finite irreducible extensidfl of A then the
corresponding Q-system of(O) C B(O) is a commutative irreducible Q-system
in DHRO(A) and conversely if we have a commutative irreducible Qesysp
in DHR®(A) we obtain a finite local extensioB of A. In particular we have a
one-to-one correspondence between [LIR95]:

e local finite irreducible extensions O A up to unitary equivalence and
e commutative irreducible Q-systerisin DHR®(.A) up to equivalvence.

If we assume® to be only irreducible, we still have a relatively local exd@®n,
i.e. [A(01), B(O2)] = {0} for O; and O, spacelike separated. We call such an
extensionB O A also non-local extension to stress the fact that we do nonass
locality of B. There is a one-to-one correspondence between [L R95]:

e finite irreducible extension8 O A up to unitary equivalence and
e irreducible Q-system® in DHR®(.A) up to equivalence.

6.2. Representation theory of local extensionsThe following is well-known to
experts|[Mug10].

Proposition 6.4. Let. A C B afinite index inclusion of local MObius covariant nets
on St and let either net be completely rational. Thdrand B are both completely
rational and the inclusion is irreducible.

Further, let | € Z be an interval N:= A(l)  B(l) =: M andnCyn = DHR' (A4),
and® be the Q-system igCy associated with N© M. ThenDHR!(B) = MC& as
UMTCs and in particulaDHR(B) is equivalent tvlod’(®) and Bim°(®, ©).

Proof. Both »CJ, and DHR(B) being full and replete subcategories of EMi|(
the only thing which needs to be checked is that both havedire drreducible
sectors. The braiding cmc,?,l can be checked to give the braiding on R&€ygince
the braiding is fixed by the universal properfp1,p2) = 1 if I, sits clockwise
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afterl; insidel. A sector B] € yAwm is a DHR sector if and only it is inqu\’,I (see
[LR95,BE98]), which impliesuCJ, ¢ DHR'(B). To see equality, we realize that
global dimensions coincide, namely dim DHB) = u(B) = [M : N]7%u(A) =
dimnCn/(d6)? by [KLMOI] and dimuCY, = dimnCn/(d6)? by LemmdBll. o

Remarks.5. Commutative Q-systen®d in a UMTC \Cy are also calleduantum
subgroups so finding quantum subgroups in a given UMT&y and finding
finite index local extensions of a local Mébius covariatinet with DHR(A) =
nCn is equivalent. The representation theory of the extensiansbe completely
understood on a categorical level.

An analogous statement for inclusions of rational VOAs appe recently in
[HKL15].

6.3. Maximal 2D nets with chiral observables.A. Let .4 be a local M&bius co-
variant net or§! = R. By restriction we can and will sed as a net orR. Then
Haag duality of4 onR is equivalent to strong additivity ofl. We will assume that
A is completely rational, therefore this holds automaticall

We denote byM the two-dimensional Minkowski space and lkiythe set of
double cone® C M. Each double cone is of the form

O=IxJ={t,x):t—xel, t+xeJ},

wherel, J € 7 are two intervals on the light-rays; = {(t,x) : t + x = 0}.

The action ofMéb = PSL(2,R) on R gives a local action ofob on R as in
[KLO4a]. We defineG, = M8b x M8b which acts locally on Minkowski spadé.

For O € K we denote byG,(0) all g € G, such that there is a pagh [0, 1] —
G from the identity elemergto g with y(t)O C M for all t € [0, 1].

We denote byA, the net orfH 4 ® H 4 given by

Ao(l x J) = A(l) ® A(J).

It is a local M6bius covariant net oMl as in [KLO4&]. Every DHR representation
of A, with finite index is a direct sum of representations of therfer® o where
p € DHR(A) ando € DHR(A). The braiding is given by(o1 ® 01,2 ® 03) =
¥ (o1, p2)®e™ (01, 02). Therefore the category of DHR representationglgfvith

finite statistical dimensions is equivalent to DHR) & DHR’(A).

Let us writeB, O A, for a local, M6bius covariant, irreducible extension4f,
i.e. a local Mdbius covariant nél, on Minkowski spacév on the Hilbert space
‘Hp, with irreducible vacuum vectaf2 which is extending4; = A ® A, more
precisely there is a representatiorof A, on H,, such thatr(A42(0)) C B»(O)
is an irreducible inclusion of factors andi(g)7x(A(O))U(g)* = n(A(gO)) for all
double cone® € K and allg € G(0O). By abuse of notation we will omit the.

We remember that there is a one-to-one correspondence éetiweal irre-
ducible extension#, O A, (up to unitary equivalence) and irreducible commuta-

tive Q-system®, in DHR! (A4) ® DHR’(A) (up to equivalence).

Proposition 6.6. Let 3, O A, be a local extension. Then the following statements
are equivalent:
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(1) The netB3, is a maximal local irreducible extension, i.eBb O Byis a
local irreducible extension, theli, = ;.

(2) The indexB; : Az] = u2(A) = dim(DHR(A)).

(3) The matrix(Z,,) is a modular invariant.

(4) Theu-index ofBy is 1.

(5) The net3, has no non-trivial superselection sectors.

Proof. To show (2)= (1) let ®, be a Q-system in DHRA)  DHR’(A) giving
the extensionA(l) ® A(J) C Ba(l x J) and let us assume thaé{(l x J) : A(l) ®
A(J)] = u2(A). By Lemmd5.ll we have the following inequality:

402 = (5, : Ag] < dim(DHRA © A))} = dim (DHR(A) = DARCA))’?
= dim(DHR(A)) = p2(A).

This implies maximality.

For showing (1)= (2), let us assume tha3} : As] < u2(A). We need to
show that there is an extensidf 2 B,. This we obtain by adding the boundary
[CKL13], i.e. from B, we obtain a possible reducible boundary net (see Subsec.
[6.8) of which we choose an irreducible subitst We claimB, cannot be Haag
dual, but this follows becaus#[ : A,] = [B2 : Az] < u2(A) and then[[LR04,
Prop. 2.13] implies 89 : B,] > 1. So we have an inclusiod, C B, ¢ B
and a corresponding locally isomorphic inclusida C B> ¢ B> as in [LR04], in
particular3, was not maximal.

The statements (2) and (3) are equivalent by Frop. 5.2 anunjbleation (5)
= (1) is clear.

(2) = (4) follows by calculating the: index [KLMO1]] and likewise the impli-
cation (4)=- (5) is [KLMO1, Corollary 32]. O

Proposition 6.7. There is a one-to-one correspondence between:

(1) maximal local irreducible extensio® O A2 up to unitary equivalence.

(2) ®, commutative irreducible Q-systemsR' (A)=DHR' (A) with do, =
u2(A) up to equivalence.

(3) (Non-local) irreducible extensiori$ > .4 up to Morita equivalence.

(4) Irreducible Q-system® in DHR! (4) up to Morita equivalence.

(5) IndecomposablgCy module categories, where N A(l) and NCny =
DHR!(A).

(6) Local chiral extensionsi, O A, Ar D A together with a braided equiv-
alence¢: DHR(AL) — DHR(AR).

Proof. The correspondence between (1) and (2) is Hrap. 6.6, theamedn (3)

and (4) [LR95]. Starting with (4) we obtain (2) by applyingetfull center and
it is well defined on Morita equivalence classes and injechy Prop[4.19. It is
surjective by Prod._5l2, so (2) and (4) are equivalent. Eadently, one can start
with B, and add the boundary to obtain a Haag dual boundary net (ks jproof

before) which correspond to a non-local extension. @feduction construction
gives back the original net.
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The correspondence between (4), (5) and (6) is just Propwhére (6) is (2)
of Prop[5.7 reformulated in the language of nets,cf. [M{lg10 O

Remark6.8. We know how the Morita equivalence looks like, see Sulisét. 3.

6.4. Boundary conditions. Let.4 be a completely rational local M6bius covariant
net ons?, which we will see as a net dR by restriction. LetM, = {(t,x) €
M : x > 0} be Minkowski half-plane and I€€., be the set of double con€3 e
M. Double cone® < K. are in one-to-one correspondence with pairs of proper
intervalsl, J C R such that < J. We writeO =1 x J.

Let A, be the net oM, given by

AL(O) = A(l) v AQJ) O=1x1J
which is locally covariant w.r.tG, the universal covering df6b, namely
U(9)A(O)U(9)* = A+(90) g€ G.(0)

whereG, acts locally onO =1 x J € K, by gO = gl x gJandG.,(O) is the set
of all g € G, such that there is a continuous patfrom the identity tog such that
y(t)O € K.

By the split property it follows thatd, (O) is spatially isomorphic tod,(0) =
A(l) ® A(J). This implies that the netd, is locally isomorphic to the ne#,
restricted taML,.

A boundary net3, associated wittd is a local, (locally)G,-covariant net3,,,
which is an irreducible extensidf, O A.,.

Starting withB, > A, we define the generated rig}*" > A onR by

BIEN) = \/ B.(0) 2 A().

OeK,:
OCW

whereW, = {(t,x) : t + x € |} is the left wedge, such that its intersection on the
t-axis isl.
Conversely, givers O A a (non-local) extension dR, we define

BY(0) = B(L) N B(KY',

whereO = | x JandL € K, such that "K' = | UJ or equivalentlyO = W NW, .

The dual net is defined bg%(0) = B, (Q') andBY = B, if and only if B, is
Haag dual.

Then @n9gen = B and BY*)nd = BY = B, provided B, was already Haag
dual.

Together we have:

Proposition 6.9 ([LR04,[LR95]). There is a one-to-one correspondence between
the equivalence classes of:

(1) boundary net$s, associated with4, such that3, is Haag dual.

(2) boundary net$3, associated with4, such thatd, C B. is maximal.
(3) (Non-local) extension8 > A onR.

(4) Q-systems iRCn, where N= A(l) andyCn = DHR!(A).
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Definition 6.10. Let B> D A, be local extension, i.e. a CFT on Minkowski space.
A (Mobius covariant) boundary condition of B, O A, with chiral symmetry

A is a unitary equivalence class of boundary néts> A,, whereB, | M, is
locally covariantly isomorphic té,, more precisely there is a compatible family
of isomorphismsdg: B,(0) — B2(0) such that it restricts to an isomorphism
A+ (0) — A»(O) for all O € K, and thatd is covariant respect to the covariance
Ugp, of Méb andUg, of Méb x Méb (whereMéb is the diagonal subgroup of
Mob x Mab).

Proposition 6.11. Let B, O A, maximal and let4d C B given by Prop[ 6J7. Then
there is a one-to-one correspondence between:

(1) Boundary conditions df, O .42 with chiral symmetryA.
(2) Unitary equivalence classes Bf O .4 Morita equivalent ta5 O A.
(3) Sectors in

NCm/Pic(uCwm),
where N= A(l), M = B(l) andyCn = DHR' (A).

In particular the number of boudary conditions B O A, with chiral symmetry
A is less or equal than

INAMm]

I
g
O

Proof. The following diagram commutes [LR0D9, Cor. 2]

{B; O A, maximal

removing the boundary

{BD> A}

BoA=AA
a-induction {52 ? ? }_

Given a boundary condition, i.e. a boundary Bgt, O A, let B, O A be the
corresponding chiral extension. We note thBat. is Haag dual (cf..[LR0O9, App.
C]), becausd’, is modular invariant. If we remove the boundary we obt&jn>
Az, because the extensions are locally isomorphic and threréSomorphic, see
[CRO9].

We conclude by commutativity of the above diagram #8ab A4 andB; O A
are Morita equivalent, namely theinduction construction gives equivalent two-
dimensional extensions, which means the full centers avivagnt, which is
equivalent to the Morita equivalence Bf> A andB; D A.

Conversely, if we have given a chiral extensiBp > A Morita equivalent to
B D A, thenB,, D A, is locally equivalent to3,, > A, | M, obtained by
a-induction. ButB,p D Ajy is isomorphic toB, O A, by Morita equivalence,
so we get a boundary condition (this follows also from [LRQ#klizing that the
DHR orbit exhausts the Morita equivalence class).
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ChoosingN = A(l), M = B(l) andnCn = DHR'(A) the Q-system®;, cor-
responding ta3; O A which is Morita equivalent t@3 > A are in one-to-one
correspondence withCy /Pic(wCm) by Prop[3.0. O

Example6.12 We can give several cases as an example.

e If Ais holomorphic, i.e. DHRA) just contains the vacuum sector or equiv-
alentlyu(A) = 1, thenB, = A, is maximal and the only 2D net and.,
is the only boundary condition. The family of holomorphidsieontains
for example the conformal netd, associated with even selfdual lattices
[DXQ06] like the Eg lattice, Leech lattice etc., the Moonshine ngtKLO6]
and certain framed nets [KS14].

e For A from the family of conformal nets, for which DHR) is pointed, it
follows from Lemmd5.b that there is always just one boundanydition
for eachBB, D A,. This family for example contains all conformal netg
coming from an even latticke [DX06], which include all loop group con-
formal netsAg 1 of compact, connected, simply connected, simply laced
Lie groupsG (the simple one being in one-to-one correspondence with
A-D-E Dynkin diagrams) at level 1 [Bis12].

o If Ais any completely rational net a® = A r O A given by the trivial
Longo-Rehren extension, the®y = nCn = DHR(A) and the boundary
conditions are given by DHR sectors d4f modulo DHR automorphisms
of A. This case is sometimes also called the Cardy case.

e For A = Agyp)k the two-dimensional extensions are in one-to-one cor-
respondence with Dynkin diagrams of A-D-E type with Coxetamber
k + 2. The boundary conditions are given by orbitsdf a marked vertex
v under the automorphism group of the Dynkin diagram[cf. [KIOZR

e For A = Vir; with ¢ < 1, the only possible values forarec = 1—-6/m(m+
1) withm = 2,3,4,.... The maximal two-dimensional extensions are in
one-to-one correspondence with pai@s (G,) of Dynkin diagrams of A-
D-E type with Coxeter numbenandm+ 1, respectively, cf[[KL04b]. The
boundary conditions are given by pairsi([, [v2]) with [v] the orbit of a
marked vertex oi5; under the automorphism group @f (i = 1,2). This
result now follows also froni [KLPRO7].

The invertible objects (automorphisms) yCy have to do with invertible de-
fects (see for an interpretation of invertible defects inféedent framework [DKR11]).
The diference between two inequivaleatb € \Cy related by an invertible
B € mCm gets important if we also consider also reducible boundangditions in

the next section.

6.5. Reducible boundary conditions. With the notation as before, let us assume
B> O Aj is a maximal extension afl,. Using Prop[6.7 we can choose a (non-
local) extension3 > A such thatB; is given by thex-induction construction of
BDA.
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Let | be an intervalN = A(l), \Cn = DHR'(A), M = B(1) and® the Q-system
in NCn giving N C M. Then evena € yCy gives a in general reducible Q-system
®, and an extensio3; O A.

We can define as before

Ba+(0) = Ba(L) N Ba(K)/ .

This net fulfills all the properties of a boundary CFT [in [LROdut the unique-
ness of the vacuum and the joint irreducibility.

Proposition 6.13. Let a€ yCu possibly reducible. Then the (reducible) boundary
netB,+ D A, is a (reducible) boundary condition f&, > .4,, which is given by

the Q-system @®,).

Proof. If ais irreducible this is already proven.

Let a be reducible and le®, = u be the Q-system with inclusiof.A(l)) C
Ba(l). Let {pi}L, be a set of minimal projections i A(l))’ N Ba(l) = Hom(, «)
with ¥, pi = 1 with corresponding morphisms < «. By the usually Reeh—
Schlieder argument, the projection do not depend on thecelusi. The inclusion
t(A(1)) C Ba(l) is conjugated to

u(a)
raec A(l)p € Ba(l) @ M(C) = By(l).
tn(d)
With the same notationl, (O) C B, +(O) is conjugated to:
u(a) b
: rae A (0); C :be Bas(0)y . (10)
tn(a) b

Becaus®, := Z(0,) andZ(®;) are equivalent (by Prop. 4.119) evefy, > A,
is a boundary condition foB, > A,. But then also the inclusio®, O A, is
locally isomorphic toB,, O A; by (I0) and the isomorphism restricted .t
gives a local isomorphism o, restricted taM, and.A,. |

Note that in the reducible case the vacu@®of 5. is neither cyclic nor unique
andthaQ = Y}, Q; with Q; = piQ. The restriction of3, to the subspacB. (0)Q;
is unitarily equivalent to the boundary condition comingnfri;. In other words,
nNCm 2 a+— Ba; maps direct sums of sectors to direct sums of boundary condi-
tions.

Example6.14 Considera,b € \Cy irreducible and mutually inequivalent but
related by an automorphisgh € uyCym, or equivalently®, = ®p. This means
the boundary conditions coming frommandb are the same, but for example the
boundary conditions coming from:= a ¢ a andd := a ® b are diferent. This
can be seen for example by regarding the relative commutdritee subfactors
associated witl®; and®4, namelyc(N) "N = C & C, whiled(N)' " N = My(C).
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6.6. Adding the boundary. In [CKL13] a purely operator algebraic construction
of all boundary conditions is given. As a result a boundamyisiebtained which is
the direct sum of all boundary conditions.

Let us consider the inclusion

A(l) ® A(J) C B2(0)

for some fixedD = | x J € W and let®, be the associated Q-system in DHR) x

DHR’(A). Let Q be the vacuum iri{ 4 and let us define the staig(x ® y) =
(Q, xyQ) for x € A(l), y € A@J) and leteg: B2(0) — A»(O) = A,(O) be the
conditional expectation. This gives a state= ¢ o g9 on B»(0) (which can be
extended to a state fp(W)). Using the GNS representation one get an inclusion
A+(0O) C B,(O) on a bigger Hilbert space and which is by construction isqhic
to A42(0) C B»(0). This construction extends @, (W) and gives a (reducible)
boundary ne{,(0)}ock, - Let us defineB(l) = Vi, socwqy B+(0) whereW(l)
is the left wedge such that its intersection with the timesax 0 is equald. This
gives a non-local extensiol O A. Let us fixL O | U J, then the Q-system of
B(L) O .A(L) can be chosen to be localized linu J and it can be in particular
trivially extended from the inclusionl . (O) C B, (O) using strong additivity. Let’s
denote its Q-system hy.

Proposition 6.15. LetB3, O A, be alocal irreducible extension with Q-systéms
The Q-system of the inclusio(l) ¢ B(l), whereB = BY*"and B, is obtained by
adding the boundary is equivalent to the Q-systei®-).

Proof. We have to show tha® is equivalent toT (®,), where we se®, as a Q-
system by the equivalenggn ® NCn = DHRO(A)).

An endomorphismp' = ¢ gives an endomorphispl o € End(A(1) vV A(J))
and this gives actually an isomorphism of tensor categories

End(A(l) ® A(J)) = End(4(1) v A(J)).

Starting from an object in DHR(A,) the image is a localized endomorphism of
A(l) v A(J) which can by strong additivity be extended to a localizedagnor-
phism of End@(L)), so we get a tensor functor

T: DHR'(A4,) — DHRY(A) = nCn

where we choosdl := A(L) andnCn = DHR(A). We note that the from () is
trivial as ise(p2, 01) because of the order of localization.
So the functor

NCN B NCN = DHRO(A,) — DHRY(A) = nNCn

is by construction equivalent to the tendofrom Subsed 412 and, in particul@r
is equivalent tdrl (©-). O

This gives as an alternative proof of Prop. 6.11. Let us assBjwas mod-
ular invariantmaximal. All boundary conditions are obtained by the addimg
boundary construction, and by Prép. 4.20 we can conclude:
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Corollary 6.16. All boundary conditions of3, come from an ac yAm, Where
N = A(1), M = B(I), nCn = DHR'(A) and B € A is any (non-local) extension
giving B by thea-induction construction.
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