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C*-ALGEBRAIC FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY AND REALIZATION OF

CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS

LUCAS HATAISHI

ABSTRACT. We prove cocontinuity of the max-tensor product of C*-categories and develop a
framework to perform factorization homology in a C*-setting. In such context, we specialize
some results of D. Ben-Zvi, A. Brochier and D. Jordan. As a consequence of our constructions,
we realize quantum Hamiltonian reduction in terms of bimodules over a factor N. We also
provide a GNS-type reconstruction theorem for C*-algebra objects in categories of bimodules
over a IIi-factor, enhancing a realization theorem due to C. Jones and D. Penneys.
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This paper is an attempt of bringing ideas and techniques from geometric representation
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theory and topological quantum field theory (TQFT) to operator algebras. The guiding prin-
ciple is that many interesting algebraic structures arise as linear representations of topological
categories. An unital algebra, for instance, determines and is completely determined by a func-
tor from the tensor category of oriented intervals to the category of vector spaces. Frobenius
algebras are in bijection with tensor functors from the category of 2-dimensional cobordisms to
the category of vector spaces. Homology theories can also be placed into this picture by reading
off the FEilenberg-Steenrod axioms. It says that a homology theory is a tensor functor from the
category of CW-complexes to the category of chain complexes, satisfying the excision formula.
Every homology theory is determined by its value on a point, the simplest of all CW-complexes.
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In particular, every chain complex defines a homology theory for which its value on the point
is the given chain complex.

Our goal in this work is to, following [Lur08}/AF15,BZBJ18a, BZBJ18b|, produce homology
like theories for surfaces. We shall consider the tensor category Mflds whose objects are compact
oriented surfaces, morphisms are smooth orientation preserving embeddings, and the tensor
structure is given by disjoint union. A homology theory for surfaces will then be a tensor
functor F' : Mfldes — S taking values in a symmetric tensor category S, satisfying an excision
formula. In Mflds, the simplest object is the disk D. It is proven in |[AF15| that, if S is sifted
cocomplete and the tensor structure is sifted cocontinuous, a tensor functor F' : Mflds — S is
determined by F'(D). The difference, comparing with classical homology theories, is that F'(D)
is not a merely object in S, but comes with the structure of an Es-algebra in S: operations
parameterized by the spaces of embeddings D"* < D, where LI denotes disjoint union. Ayala
and Francis prove in [AF15] the converse, that every Eg-algebra in S determines a homology
theory F': Mflds — S. The procedure that takes an Es-algebra and builds the tensor functor F
is called factorization homology. It was first sketched in [LurO8|, but the rigorous formulation
is due to Ayala and Francis, and it works in any dimension. We shall however consider just the
2-dimensional case. The value F'(X) of factorization homology can be computed as a colimit in
terms of the Eq-algebra C := F(D). For this reason, it is usually written

F(E):/EC,

a convention that we will follow in this paper.

In [BZBJ18a,BZBJ18b] it was considered the case when & = Rex, the category of cocomplete
linear categories with right exact functors as morphisms. The authors prove that it is cocomplete
and that the Deligne-Kelly tensor product is cocontinuos. Cocompleteness and cocontinuity
imply, respectively, sifted cocompleteness and sifted cocontinuity. They also establish several
technical tools allowing for concrete computations. In Rex, [Es-algebras are braided tensor
categories. The main examples in their work are the representation categories of quantum
groups. By performing factorization homology in this circumstance, they recover several objects
related to the geometric representation theory of quantum groups.

We develop here factorization homology with target in a category of C*-categories. More
precisely, we take & = C*lin, the category of Karoubi complete C*-categories admitting finite
direct sums. This category is cocomplete (|[AV20]). We prove

Theorem A (Theorem [3.8)). The category C*lin has a cocontinuous tensor structure.

As a consequence, we can perform factorization homology with coefficients Es-algebras in
C*lin. Following standard arguments, we can also conclude

Theorem B (Proposition. [Es-algebras in C*lin are unitarily braided C*-tensor categories.

Many constructions in operator algebras can by now be interpreted in terms of unitary ten-
sor categories, also known as rigid C*-tensor categories. Examples include actions of certain
locally compact quantum groups ([Nes14,NY14/[HY22|), subfactors and C*-algebraic extensions
(IBKLR15,|JP17,|JP19,NY16]). We provide evidence that C*-algebraic factorization homology
bridges between geometry /topology and those constructions.

Given an unitary tensor category C, denote by Vec(C) the category of functors C°? — Vec. In
Vec(C), it makes sense speaking of C*-algebra objects (see Section[3|and [JP17]). By establishing
unitary versions of technical results in [BZBJ18a] and [BZBJ18b|, we prove

Theorem C (Theorem 4.5, Theorem . Let C be an unitary tensor category with a unitary
braiding. If ¥ is a punctured surface, there is a C*-algebra object Ay, in Vec(C) such that

/C >~ Ag—MOdC .
Y
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If ¥ is a closed surface, writing ¥° := 3 \ D, we have

/C >~ (Azo—]lc)—MOdennc .
b

Unitary tensor categories can typically be represented as categories of finite index bimodules
over IIi-factors, i.e. von Neumann algebras with trivial center and with a faithful tracial state.
By generalizing a realization procedure in subfactor theory and combining it with factorization
homology, we discuss how to produce extensions of II;-factors endowed with actions of mapping
class groups. Given a C*-algebra A in Vec(C), the vector space A(1¢) has a structure of a
C*-algebra. We prove the following generalization of [JP19).

Theorem D (Theorem [5.7). Let C C Bim(N) the a unitary tensor category of finite index
bimodules over the II;-factor N. There is a functorial construction taking a C*-algebra object
A € Vec(C) and a state w on A(1) and producing a von Neumann algebraic extension

E
N CE(Aw),

where E : Z(A,w) — N is a conditional expectation. E is faithful if and only if w is a faithful
state.

Given a punctured surface ¥, Ay (1¢) comes with an action of the mapping class group I'(X)
of 3 by *-automorphisms.

Theorem E (Theorem . Let C C Bim(N) be a unitary tensor category equipped with an
unitary braiding. Let ¥ be a punctured surface. Let Ay, € Vec(C) be the C*-algebra object in
Vec(C) corresponding to X via factorization homology. If w is a state on Ax(1¢) invariant under
the induced action of I'(X), then there is an induced action of I'(X) on Z(A,,w) such that

N C (B(Ag,w))'® .
That is, N is globally invariant under the action of I'(X).

For the annulus, there is a canonical invariant state: the embedding Ann — D induces,
via factorization homology, a morphism of C*-algebra objects € : Aann, — 1¢. In particular,
€ : Aann(1) — C is a character of the C*-algebra A4y, (1). The mapping class group I'(Ann)
is isomorphic to Z.

Theorem F (Theorem Corollary [5.16). The character € : Aan,(1) — C is I'(Ann)-
invariant. If C C Bim(/N) is an unitary tensor category with an unitary braiding, there is a
von Neumann algebraic extension N C Z(Aapnp, €) such that Z ~ Z(Aann, €) and N is globally
invariant under the Z-action.

We also analyze factorization homology with coefficients in braided fusion categories, i.e. fi-
nite unitary tensor categories. The compatibility of factorization homology with unitary struc-
tures seems to yield interesting conclusions even in this case. We remark that if C is a fusion
category of finite index bimodules over a a factor N either of type II; or properly infinite, the
realization procedure is simpler: any internal C*-algebra object A € Vec(C) gives rise to a von
Neumann algebraic inclusion N C Z(A). That is, we can omit the dependency on the state,
and this construction is still functorial in the appropriate sense. Moreover, it will be clear that,
for any punctured surface X, the corresponding internal C*-algebra object Ay is actually an
object of C

In the fusion case, we can give an interesting characterization of quantum Hamiltonian re-
duction, a procedure that is used to compute factorization homology on closed surfaces. For
every surface X there is a unique orientation preserving smooth embedding () < X. This gives
a canonical functor in factorization homology

Hllbfd’;’/c—>/c,
0 by
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where Hilbg is the category of finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, the unit in C*lin. The image
of C € Hilbgg under this functor, denoted by Oy, is called the quantum structure sheaf of 3.

Theorem G (Theorem [6.4). Let C C Bim(NN) be a unitarily braided fusion category of finite
index bimodules over a factor N either of type II; or properly infinite. Let F be the reflection
equation algebra of C, and let N C My := E(F) be the corresponding von Neumann algebraic
extension. Given a closed surface ¥, we have the following characterization of the endomorphism
of the quantum structure sheaf of X:

End | o(Os) = Hompim(n) (L2 (N), Ase @ LA(N))
F

where ¥° denotes X\ D, the surface ¥ once punctured at its interior.

Another perspective is the construction of topological field theories. It was shown in [Sch14]
that factorization homology can be used to construct fully extended TQFTs, making no use of
the cobordism hypothesis. The TQFTs obtained from unitarily braided C*-tensor categories
are manifestly unitary. The present paper is a first step in the investigation of a class of C*-
categorical valued TQFTs, with much left to be discussed in future works.

Let us discuss the organization of the paper. In Section [2] we describe factorization homology
as developed in [AF15], formulated in a lighter language due to the fact that our target category
will be a (2,1)-category.

Section |3|is devoted to the categorical framework we are interested in. We recall the (2,1)-

category of additive C*-tensor categories introduced in [AV20] and study the X -symmetric
max

monoidal product in this category, proving that it is cocontinuous. This proves that factorization
homology with coefficient in an E,-algebra in C*lin is well defined. We focus later on unitary
tensor categories, which are in particular rigid. We spend the remaining of Section 4 specializing
the results in [BZBJ18a,BZBJ18b| to the unitary setting. The reader familiar with their work
will certainly see repetition of their arguments. However, in our case extra care must be taken
since we will be dealing with categories and functors with further structure, namely *-structures.
Most of the potential problems are solved by showing that adjoints of *-functors are x-functors,
but the proof of this is to some extent non-trivial.

In Section {4f we streamline the arguments of [BZBJ18a, BZBJ18b], fitting them in our C*-
setting.

In Section [5| we develop a theory of realization of cyclic representations for C*-algebras
internal to unitary tensor categories in terms of extensions N C M of von Neumann algebras
admitting a conditional expectation, and where N is a II;-factor. The strategy there is inspired
by |[JP19], and our results generalize theirs. Combining the results in Section 6 with results in
Section 5, we produce von Neumann algebraic extensions from geometric and topological data.

In Section [6] we study quantum Hamiltonian reduction in the case of fusion categories using
our formalism.

This paper will consider the field C of complex numbers only, and hence linearity should
always be understood as C-linearity.

1.1. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank A. Brochier, C. Jones, D. Penneys and M.
Yamashita for their patience and kindness at discussing topics of this project with me and
answering my questions.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY

Factorization homology, as developed in |[AF15, AFT14} Lur08|, is a topological incarnation
of the notion of factorization algebras introduced in [BD04], and elaborated in the context of
perturbative QFT in [CG17,|CG21].
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Generally, factorization homology is formulated in terms of functors between higher cate-
gories. In this paper, the target of those functors will be (2,1)-categories, allowing us to simplify
the exposition.

Let M, N be smooth oriented surfaces. Define Emb(M, N) to be the space of oriented smooth
embeddings of M into N. Consider it as a topological space, endowed with the compact open
topology. The fundamental groupoid II(Emb(M, N)) is then the groupoid of isotopies between
smooth oriented embeddings M — N.

Definition 2.1. Define Mfld, as the (2,1)-category such that

e objects are smooth oriented surfaces;

e l-morphisms are the spaces of smooth oriented embeddings between smooth oriented
surfaces;

e 2-morphisms are isotopies between smooth oriented embeddings.

In other words, Mﬂdgr is the topological enriched category which associates to each pair (M, N)
of smooth oriented surfaces the topological groupoid II(Emb(M, N)). Together with the opera-
tion U of disjoint union, Mﬂdgr becomes a symmetric monoidal (2,1)-category having the empty
set () as the monoidal unit.

Generally, functors out of Mfld2, can be thought of as invariants of oriented surfaces, but one
usually wishes for a compatibility with respect to disjoint unions, i.e., compatibility with respect
to the monoidal structure, and also some formula allowing the computation of the invariant of
a manifold, when it is obtained by gluing other two, in terms of the invariants associated to
each manifold in the gluing, i.e., an excision formula. Factorization homology will give a recipe
to construct such functors.

Suppose (S, X) is a symmetric monoidal (2,1)-category whose objects are certain linear cat-
egories, and the 2-morphisms are natural isomorphisms, and suppose that F : Mﬂdgr — (S,X)
is a monoidal functor. Let D C R? be the disk. Observe that the value C := F(D) € S comes
equipped with certain operations C¥" — C which are images of the oriented smooth embeddings
DY — D under F. Isotypic embeddings are sent to natural isomorphic functors. Such a struc-
ture is known as an Es-algebra in S. In the following, Diskgr is the full monoidal subcategory
of Mﬂdgr generated by the disk D. Being singly generated as a monoidal category, any strict
monoidal functor out of Disk?, is determined by its value at D.

Definition 2.2. Let & be a symmetric monoidal (2,1)-category. An Es-algebra in S is a
monoidal functor F : Diskg]r — §. Generally, an E,-algebra in a symmetric monoidal category
S is a monoidal functor Disk)’ — S.

With some abuse of language, F(D) itself will be referred to as an Eg-algebra.

Let F : Mfld2, — S be a monoidal functor. Then C = F(D) is an Eg-algebra. Given an
oriented surface M, F(M) has the following property: in the figure below, any commutative
diagram as in the left side induces through F' a commutative diagram as in the right side:

(D)4 « (D)-m CBn , CXm
\U / \ O /
M F(M)

If S is cocomplete, then F'(M) is the universal object having this property. In this case, one
usually writes

F(M)= colim C¥" ::/ C,
(D)n—M M

the integral notation at the right-hand-side indicating that F' can be computed via a “passage
from local-to-global” procedure. Thus, when C is cocomplete, F' is completely determined by
its value at D.
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Definition 2.3. In the above, [ (=) C = F is called the factorization homology with coefficients
in C and with values in §.

In what follows we shall write I for the oriented unit interval. Let M be a surface obtained
by a collar gluing of the surfaces M; and My along a 1-dim. manifold Mj:

M~M U M,
M0><I

There is an embedding My x I UMy x I — My x I by stacking cylinders. By functoriality, there

is an induced functor
/ C &/ C — C.
MoxI MoxI MoxI

This gives a monoidal structure to the factorization homology over My x I.
Also, there are embeddings

My UMy x I My and Mo x I My <— M,

providing factorization homology over M; and M> with a right module structure and a left
module structure over f Mox ; C, respectively. A monoidal functor F' = f(_) C as above is said to

have the excision property with respect to collar gluing if

/C: cC X C.
M M, fMOxIC Mo

Theorem 2.4 (|[AF15]). If (S,X) is a cocomplete symmetric monoidal (2,1)-category and X is
cocontinuous, then for any Ea-algebra C in S, factorization homology with coefficient C is well
defined and has the excision property with respect to collar gluing.

3. C*-CATEGORICAL FRAMEWORK

In this Section we establish the categorical framework for C*-algebraic factorization homology.
We shall write Vec for the category of vector spaces and linear maps, Vecgq for its full subcategory
of finite dimensional vector spaces, Hilb for the category of Hilbert spaces and bounded linear
maps and Hilbgg for its full subcategory of finite dimensional Hilbert spaces.

3.1. C*-categories. A linear category is a small category C enriched over Vec: for any pair
(X,Y) of objects in C, Hom¢(X,Y') is a vector space, and the composition of morphisms is
bilinear. A #-structure on a linear category C is a contravariant endofunctor * : C — C which
at the level of objects is the identity map Obj(C) — Obj(C) and which is involutive at the
level of morphisms: * o % : Home(X,Y) — Home(Y, X) — Home(X,Y) is the identity for all
X,Y € Obj(C). *-structures are also known as dagger-structures. Write X € C if X € Obj(C).
The definition below follows |[AV20] and [JP17].

Definition 3.1. A x-category C is a C*-category if
(1) for every X, Y € C, every f € Home(X,Y), there exists ¢ € Ende(X) such that
ffof=goy;
(2) for every X,Y € C, the function || - || : Hom¢(X,Y) — [0, +00) given by

IF1I* := sup{|A| > 0 [A( f* o f — Nidx) ™'}

makes Home (X, Y') into a Banach space, with the additional properties ||go f|| < ||g]l|| f|
for every pair (f, g) of composable morphisms, and || f* o f|| = || f||* for all morphisms

f
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In particular, a C*-category is a category enriched over the category of Banach spaces, where
the morphisms in the latter category are the contractive linear maps, such that every endomor-
phism algebra End¢(X) is a C*-algebra. We shall consider only categories with direct sums. In
this case, condition (1) in the above definition is redundant, since it can be derived from the
C*-identity together with an amplification trick.

In a C*-category C, a morphism f is said to be unitary if f* = f~!. If f is an endomorphism, it
is said to be self-adjoint if f* = f and a projection if f = f* = f?. A morphism f such that ff*
is a projection is called a partial isometry, and in this case it also follows that f* f is a projection.
Given two C*-categories C and C’, a *-functor from C to C’ is a linear functor F': C — C’ which
commutes with the respective s-structures: F(f)* = F(f*) for every morphism f in C. If F'
and F’ are x-functor between C*-categories, a natural transformation 1 : F' — F” is called a
unitary natural isomorphism if every component nx € Home (F(X), F/(X)) is unitary.

Definition 3.2. Define C*lin to be the (2,1) category consisting of
e objects: C*-categories with direct sum;
e l-morphisms: *-functors;
e 2-morphisms: unitary natural isomorphisms between functors.

Remark 3.3. In |AV20], the authors make a distinction between categories with or without
units, but wee shall deal only with unital categories.

3.2. The monoidal structure of C*lin. In [AV20] it is shown that C*lin is cocomplete, i.e.,

it has small colimits. It has at least two monoidal products X and X , induced by the min and
min max

max tensor products of C*-algebras, respectively. The main result of this section is that X
max

is cocontinuous. This monoidal structure is an operator algebraic version of the Deligne-Kelly
monoidal product.
Let C and D be C*-categories with direct sums. We first introduce an intermediate category
C X D and then define C X D to be its Karoubi completion. Objects in C X D are pairs
max
(X,Y) € Obj(C) x Obj(D); they will be denoted by X K'Y Define

Endch(X X Y) = Endc(X) ® EndD(Y) R

the max tensor product of the C*-algebras End¢(X) and Endp(Y'). Given objects X K'Y and
X'XY’ there is an inclusion

Home (X, X') % Homp(Y,Y') < Endegp(X XY) @ (X' KY")) .

Then Homegp (X XY, X' KY') is defined as the closure of the image of this inclusion. Direct
sums of objects are defined coordinatewisely and extended to morphisms in the obvious way.

Definition 3.4. Define C X D to be the Karoubi completion of C X D.

max

Now we move towards showing that X is cocontinuous. We follow the terminology in |[AV20].
max

Let I be a small category, and let V' = (V;);er be an I-shaped diagram in C*lin. That is,

V : I — C*lin is a functor. The colimit hgrl V; is characterized by the equivalence
[, C*lin]((Vi)ier, AW) ~ C*lin(lig Vi, W)
for all W € C*lin, where [I, C*lin] denotes the category of I-shaped diagrams in C*lin and AW
is the constant I-shaped diagram with essential value W.
Lemma 3.5. For A, B € C*lin, let A B : C*lin — Cat be given by
(AE B)(C) := C*lin(A, C*lin(B, C)) .

Then A B is represented by A X B, i.e.,

max

C*lin(A ® B,C) ~ C*lin(A, C*lin(B,C)) ¥V C .

max
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Proof. This is Proposition 3.8 in [AV20]; we will give just a complementary remark. Given
F: A — C*lin(B, C) and objects (a,b) € A x B, F induces *-homomorphisms

End4(a) 2 Endc(F, (b)) &€ Endp(b) ,
given respectively by
TA(9) = Fy(b) , m(¥) = Fu(v) .
By definition, F,(¢) is a natural endomorphism of the functor F, : B — C. Naturality then
implies
Fy(b) o Fu(v) = Fa(v) 0 Fy(b) ,

which in turn implies, together with the universality of the max tensor product, the existence
and uniqueness of a x-homomorphism

Endy4(a) mB;X Endp(b) — Ende(Fyu (b)) ,

which restricts to m4 and wp. From this construction, we obtain a functor f: A X B — C. O
max

Corollary 3.6. There are equivalences of C*-categories

C*lin(A X lim V;, B) ~ C*lin(A, C*lin(limy Vi, B))) ~ C*lin(A, [I, C*lin]((Vi)ser, AB)

Lemma 3.7. There is an equivalence of C*-categories

CHlin(A, [1, C¥1in] (Vi);, AB)) = [I, C¥lin)(A B Vi);, AB) .

Proof. Let F' € C*lin(A, [I, C*lin]((V;);, AB)). Then for every a € A there is a family {F(a); :
Vi — B}, of linear #-functors satisfying relations dictated by the category I. Linearity of F
means that, for all 7,
F(-);: AxV; = B
is bilinear, and hence induces a linear x-functor F; : A X V; — B, and it must be shown that {E}
max
is a transformation from (A X V;); to AB. Write (V;)ier = ¢: I — C*lin, i.e.,, V; = (i) Vi € I.
max
The I-shaped diagram (A X V;);er is then idg X ¢. {]:}}Z-e[ is a transformation of I-shaped
max
diagrams iff for all morphisms ¢ — j in I it holds

Fy = Fjo(ida®u(i — 7)) .
Observe that

F; = Fjo (idaRu(i — 7))

=

Fia®-)

Fj(ag —) o (idA Y L(i — j))

=

Fa)i = F(a)jou(i = j)

for all a € A, the last condition being one of the defining conditions for F'.
The correspondence F' — F gives a map 0 from the objects of C*lin(A, [I, C*lin]((V;);, AB))
to the objects of [I, C*lin]((A K V;);, AB). Given two objects F' and G in the former category,
max
assume that I' : F' — G is a natural transformation. By definition, I'(a) : F(a) — G(a) is a
modification of transformations for all @ € A. Define I' : FF — G by

Fi(aXv) :=T(a)i(v) .

The commutativity of
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- T,

F; » G

F(i—7) U G(i—j)

Fj o (idA &L(i —>j)) F—d> éj ° (idA @L(i _>]))
]*1

is equivalent to the commutativity of

F(a)(i—) U G(a)(i—J)

Fa)joui = j) T G(a)jouli — j)

for all a € A, which is a defining condition for I'. This finishes the construction of the functor
© : C*lin(A, [I, C*in]((Vi)ier, AB)) — [I,C*lin]((A X V;)ier, AB). Reversing the arguments,

given F € [I,C*lin]((A ® V;)ier, AB), one sees that, for each a € A,
max

{F(a); :== Fy(a® =) : V; = Blics
defines an element of [I, C¥lin]((V;)ics, AB). Naturality of ' implies that F' extends to a functor
F:A—[1,C*inl((V;)ier, AB) .

The construction of a natural transformation I' : F' — G from a modification I : F' — G follows
the same reasoning. O

Theorem 3.8. The monoidal structure X on C*lin ¢s cocontinuous.
max

Proof. The hgl(A mE;X V;) is determined up to equivalence by
C*lin(ligA X V;, B) ~ [I,C*lin]((AX V;);cr, AB)
for all B € C*lin. Then, using the previous lemmas, one concludes
CHlin(lim(A B V), B) = [1,C¥lin((4 K Vi)ier, AB))
~ C*lin(A, [I, C*lin]((V;)ier, AB))
~ C*lin(A4, C*lin(lig Vi, B))
~ C*lin(AX h_n; Vi, B)
O

By [AF15], factorization homology is well defined in C*lin. See Definition for a definition
of C*-tensor categories.

Proposition 3.9. In C*lin, Ei-algebras are C*-tensor categories, Eo-algebras are unitarily
braided C*-tensor categories, and for n > 3 E,-algebras are unitarily symmetric C*-tensor
categories.

Proof. The analogous statement in Cat(C), the symmetric category of linear categories, is well
known. The proof of the Proposition is identical to that case. For every n > 1, an embedding of
two disjoint n-dimensional disks into a third one gives to any E,-algebra C a monoidal structure.
For n = 2, there is a nontrivial orientation preserving isotopy that exchanges the positions of
the two small disks inside the bigger one. This corresponds to a 2-morphisms in C*lin between
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CXC-2CcandC R C E cxc-3e , which is exactly a braiding. Since 2-morphisms in

max max max
C*lin are unitary natural isomorphisms, the braiding must be unitary. For n > 3, the isotopy

exchanging the positions of the two small disks is trivial, meaning that the braiding must be
symmetric. O

Definition 3.10. Given a linear category A, an object X € A is said to be compact iff the
functor Hom4(X,—) : C — Vec preserves filtered colimits. The category A is compactly
generated iff any one of its objects is a filtered colimit of compact objects.

The terminology in the above definition agrees with [BZBJ18a]. In [AV20], compact objects
are called finitely presentable.

Definition 3.11. The free cocompletion of a category A is the category Vec(A) of linear
functors A°P? — Vec and natural transformations.

Remark 3.12. When A is semisimple, the free cocompletion is equivalent to the ind-completion,
which is the cocompletion of A with respect to filtered colimits. We shall soon restrict our
attention to unitary tensor categories, and those are automatically semisimple. See Definition

314l and Remark B.15

The Yoneda Lemma says that A is identified with a full subcategory of Vec(.A) by means
of X — Homgy(—,X). A linear category A is compactly generated iff it is equivalent to the
algebraic ind-completion of its full subcategory of compact objects.

Definition 3.13. Let C*lin® be the (2,1)-category of Karoubi complete finitely additive C*-
categories, 1-morphisms being linear *-functors and 2-morphisms being unitary natural isomor-
phisms.

Notice that C*lin® is a cocomplete full subcategory of C*lin. By construction, the max

tensor product X restricts to a tensor product on C*lin®. Therefore, factorization homology
max

with coefficients in Eq-algebras in C*lin® is well defined and has the excision property. For

simplicity, we shall often write X instead of X .
max

A distinguished class of objects in C*lin will be of importance in this work: the C*-tensor
categories;

Definition 3.14. A C*-tensor category in C*¥lin® is a C*-category C in C*lin® with a monoidal
structure (®,1,a, A, p), tensor product, unit object, associator, left and right unit structure
morphisms, respectively, such that ® : C x C — C is a x-functor and the structure morphisms
are all unitary. An unitary tensor category (UTC) is a rigid C*-tensor category (see [NT13]).

Remark 3.15. If C is an UTC, it can be shown that End¢(X) is a finite dimensional C*-algebra
for all X € C. Every finite dimensional C*-algebra is a direct sum of full matrix algebras. From
this one can deduce that C is semisimple.

Ezxample 3.16. Let N be a factor either of type II; or type III. By an N-N bimodule we
shall mean a Hilbert space H together with two commuting normal actions N ~ H ~ N.
Given two N-N-bimodules 1 and Ho, let Hompy-n(H1,Hz2) be the space of bounded N-N-
bimodular linear maps from H; to Ha. The category Bim(N) of N-N-bimodules with morphism
spaces the spaces Hompy-n(Hi,H2) can be endowed with a monoidal structure, the Connes
fusion of bimodules (Hi,Ha) — Hi (1% Ho, making Bim(N) a C*-tensor category. There is a

full subcategory Bimg(/N) of Bim(N), consisting of the bimodules having finite left and right
coupling constant, also known as Jones index. Then Bimy(/N) is an unitary tensor category.

Ezample 3.17. Let N be a type III factor. Denote by End(N) the monoid of normal x-
endomorphisms of N. Defining, for 6, p € End(N),

Hom(#,p) ={x € N | z6(n) = p(n)x Vn € N},



C*-ALGEBRAIC FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY AND REALIZATION OF CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS 11

End (V) becomes a C*-tensor category: the tensor product of endomorphisms is given by com-
position, while for morphisms x € Hom(#, p) and y € Hom(#', p’),

r®y:=20(y) € Hom(@o b pop).

It follows from the spatial theory of A. Connes that, as C*-tensor categories, End(N) ~
Bim(N) (see [Lon90]). The full subcategory Endo(N) corresponding to the spherical N-N-
bimodules is then an unitary tensor category.

For more details on the above example, we refer the reader to [AP17, BKLR15|Lon90).

3.3. Module categories. If M is a linear category, the endofunctor category End(M), ob-
jects being endofunctors and morphims natural transformations, has a canonical structure of
monoidal category: the tensor product is given by composition, the unit is the identity func-
tor idyg, and all the structure morphisms are strict, i.e., they are all identity morphisms.
When M is a C*-category, we denote by End(M) the C*-category of x-endofunctors of M,
with completely bounded natural transformations as morphisms. More precisely, a natural
transformation n : I — F’ between two -functors is determined by a natural collection
(nx € Hompy (F(X), F'(X)))xem, and we ask for

sup ||nx|| < oo .
X

Definition 3.18. Let C be a C*-tensor category. A right C-module category is a category M
with a tensor functor C°? — End(M). If M is a C*-category and the functor C — End(M) is
a *-tensor functor, we say that M is a C-module C*-category.

Let (M, F : C°? — End(M)), be a C-module C*-category as in the above definition. We
shall write

F(X)(m)=m<X ,VmeM,VXeC,

and will often omit F'. Then the unitary tensor structure of F says that there are natural
unitary isomorphisms

(m<X)aY 2ma(XQY),
m<dle ~¥m,
with further compatibility conditions.
Here is a way of constructing module categories. Given an algebra object A € Vec(C), let

M4 be the category of free left A-modules: it has {A® X | X € C} C Vec(C) as objects, and
the morphisms are A-linear morphisms. Let M 4 be the Karoubi completion of M 4. Then

(A X)aY =A2 XY

extends to a right C-module structure on M 4.
There is a converse construction: an object m € M determines a functor Hom yg(m<(—), m) :
C° — Vec, i.e., an element in the algebraic ind-completion Vec(C) of C.

Definition 3.19. The internal endomorphism algebra of m € M in C, defined uniquely up to
isomorphism when it exists, is an object End,(m) in Vec(C) representing the functor Homa(m<
(=), m). That is, there is a family of natural isomorphisms

Hompg(m < X, m) >~ Homyee(c) (X, Ende(m))
indexed by X € C. Internal endomorphism algebras are always algebra objects in Vec(C).

Proposition 3.20 (|Ost03]). If C and M are semisimple, internal endomorphism algebras
always exist.
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This is so because the functor X — Hom(m < X, m) is exact.

In the semisimple case the two constructions presented above, passing from algebras to module
categories and back, are not equivalences. The module categories obtained from algebra objects
are generated, as module categories, by one element. One says that a module category M with
a generating object is cyclic, and when restricted to such, there is an equivalence:

Proposition 3.21 ([Ost03]). Suppose C is semisimple. Then the category Alg(Vec(C)) of alge-
bra objects in Vec(C) is equivalent to the category {(M,m)} of cyclic C-module categories with a
distinguished generating object. For A € Alg(Vec(C)), the corresponding cyclic module category
is the Karoubi completion (Ma, A) of the category of free A-modules. Starting with a cyclic
module category (M, m), the associated algebra object is the internal endomorphism End(m).

Definition 3.22. Let C be an UTC. An algebra A € Alg(Vec(C) is said to be a C*-algebra
object if the corresponding C-module category is a C-module C*-category. Write C*Alg(Vec(C))
for the category of C*-algebra objects in Vec(C), with x-algebra maps as morphisms.

C*-algebras objects are discussed more thoroughly in [JP17]. See also [HY22] for an intrinsic
definition, without reference to module categories.

The next theorem might be known among experts in C*-categories, but I could not find a
proof of it anywhere.

Theorem 3.23. Suppose that F' : C — D is a *-functor between C*-categories admitting a right
adjoint F. Then FT is automatically a *-functor.

Proof. In any x-category A, the involution provides anti-linear isomorphisms Hom 4 (X, X') ~
Hom 4 (X', X), for all X, X" € A. This is quite a strong feature about *-categories, which implies
for instance that if a *-functor F : C — D admits a right adjoint F¥, then F® is also a left
adjoint for F. Indeed, if the the adjunction F <> F is witnessed by a natural transformation
U = {Uxy : Homp(F(X),Y) — Home(X, FE(Y))}, then ® := {®y x : Home(FE(Y), X) —
Homp (Y, F(X))} defined via the commutativity of the diagram

Home (FE(Y), X) —* _, Homp(Y, F(X))

Home (X, FR(Y)) ———— Homp(F(X),Y)

XY

witnesses an adjunction F® <> F. From this fact we shall deduce the Theorem.

The strategy to prove that F is a s-functor goes as follows. Since C is a C*-category, the
space Home (X, FE(Y)) has a canonical structure of a right Hilbert C*-module over End¢(X),
where the action is given by f<a := foa, and the C(X)-valued inner product is given by (f, g) :=
f*og. We define a Hilbert C*-module, over End¢(X), on Homp(F'(X),Y) sucht that Uxy is a
isomorphism of Hilbert C*-modules. Then a morphism 7" € Homp(Y,Y”) defines an adjointable
linear map between the Hilbert C*-modules Homp(F(X),Y) and Homp(F(X),Y”), which cor-
responds to the adjointable linear map F®(T) o (—) : Home(X, FE(Y)) — Home (X, FE(Y)).
The Theorem is then obtained by observing that both FZ(T)* o (=) and F®(T*) o (—) are
adjoints of this map, and therefore must coincide. Let us check this.

The End¢(X)-action of Homp(F(X),Y) is given by

faa:= q/;(}y(quy(f) oa),
and the End¢(X)-valued inner product is given by

(f9) =¥xy(f) o¥xy(g) -
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By construction, Wxy is an isomorphism of Hilbert C*-modules. In particular there is an
identification

Lo (D(F(X),Y), D(F(X),Y")) = Uiy, Lox) (C(X, FE(Y)),C(X, FR(Y"))Ux,y .

Given T € D(Y,Y’) the map FE(T)o (—):C(X, FE(Y)) — C(X, FE(Y")) is adjointable, the
adjoint given by FZ(T)* o (). From the above equality, T o () : D(F(X),Y) — D(F(X),Y")
is adjointable. One has

(T'of,9) =VYxy (Tof) o¥xy(g)
=VUxy ((To f)™) Vxy(g)
— Dy (0 Ty yr(g)

(ff
= Oy x (f*)FE(T*)Tx y:(g)
=Uxy(f) " ¥Uxy (T og),

by naturality of ®. The last expression is (f,T* o g), showing that FZ(T*) o (-) is the adjoint
of FR(T)o (). O

Putting together Proposition and Proposition 3.11 in [BZBJ18a|, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.24. Let C be an unitary tensor category, M and N be C-module C*-categories. If
F: M — N is a C-module *-functor admitting a right adjoint F®, then F® : N'— M has a
canonical structure of a C-module *-functor.

3.4. Reconstruction Theorems. In [BZBJ18a, BZBJ18b|, the authors explicitly computed
factorization homology for punctured, closed and marked surfaces, through monadic recon-
struction theorems. Those theorems provided them with canonical identifications between lin-
ear categories, allowing the computation of the topological invariants. In this subsection we
will obtain analogous results in (C*linK,mB;X). Many of the arguments here follow the same

reasoning as in |[BZBJ18a,|BZBJ18b|. Some, however, are approached differently.

Let C be an unitary tensor category. As stated in Proposition cyclic C-module categories
can be described internally to C. Recall in particular that if M is a cyclic C-module C*-
category, with distinguished generator m, then End.(m) is a C*-algebra in Vec(C), and there
is an equivalence of C-module C*-categories

M ~ End.- Mod¢ .
The following is the C*-version of Theorem 4.6 in [BZBJ18a].

Lemma 3.25. Let M and N be C -module C*-categories in C¥lin’, and let F : M — N
be a C-module x-functor. Then, for every m € M, there is a canonical *x-homomorphism of
C*-algebras

pr : Eude(m) — Eude(F(m)) .

Proof. Let A := End(m), and let B := End(#(m)). Consider the C-module C*-subcategories
My and N of M and N, respectively, generated as modules by A and B, respectively. F
restricts to a linear C-module *-functor F' : M4 — Npg, which corresponds to a *-natural
transformation pp between the C*-algebra objects A, and B, see [JP17|. Concretely, pr is

constructed as follows: let Irr(C) be a choice of maximal family of pairwise non-isomorphic
irreducible objects of C. Writing A(X) := M4(A< X, A) and B(X) := Np(B <X, B), one has

A~ @ AX)® X and B~ @ BX)® X,
Xelrr(C) Xelrr(C)

and pp is induced by the maps Fx 3 ® idx : Ma(A<X,A)® X - Np(B<X,B)® X. O
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In case M and N are cyclic with respective generating objects m and n, then F'® : N' — M
is naturally isomorphic to the pull-back functor along pp.

Lemma 3.26. Right cyclic C -module C*-categories are left-dualizable, while left cyclic C-module
C*-categories are right dualizable.

Proof. Let A be a C*-algebra object in C, and consider its associated cyclic C-module C*-
category M 4. Associated to A is also a cyclic left C-module C*-category ,M, generated under
idempotent completion by the category of free right A-modules in C. We shall show that ,M
dualizes M 4. Let the coevaluation ¢ : Vec — M4 ? 4M be defined by

c(C) = (A®]l)§(]l®A) ,
and the evaluation e : ,M K My — C be given by
e((U@ANRARV))=UV .
Then the compostion

cid ag 4 id g 4 Ke

My ~VeclBMy ——=— (./\/lA%AM)gMA:Mg(AM KMy ———— MAgC:MA
is equal to the identity functor, as witnessed by the following computation:
AU~ (A®1)Xe (1@ A) K (A U)
:(A@]l)?((]l@A)@(A@U))
— (A®]l)§U
~AU .

Both e and c¢ are x-linear functors. Therefore, ,M is the dual of M4 as a C-module C*-
category. O

Lemma 3.27. Let A be a C*-algebra object in Vec(C) and let (M4, A) be the right cyclic C-
module C*-category of left A-modules in C. If N is a left C-module C*-category, not necessarily
cyclic, then

My %N: A-Mody .

Proof. Let Fune( 4M, N) be the category of linear C-module *-functors from 4, M to N. Observe
first that

My %N:FunC(AM,/\/’) .

Indeed, the equivalence is implemented by the functors F(.y : M4 %N — Fune( 4 M, N), wich

sends z to the functor

Fm:AM%AMgMAgN%N,

and its quasi-inverse () : Fung(, M, N) — My %j\/’ , which sends the functor F' to the image

xr of C under the composition

Vee ———— M B M %M,@N.
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The last morphism in the above composition only makes sense for C-module functors F.
Now, let G : M4 % N — Fune( M, N) — N, where the first arrow is the equivalence just

described and the second is the evaluation e4 at A € M. G has a left adjoint GL, given by
Gl(n)=A % n. Both G and G are *-linear functors. Since A generates ,M, the evaluation

map is conservative, i.e., ea(F) = F(A) =0 <= F = 0. Consequently, G is also conservative.
The Barr-Beck monadicity theorem then implies

MAgN:A—ModN ,

linearly. The equivalence is implemented by the functor
MA§N9A§TU—>AD71,

which is a unitary functor, and thus the linear equivalence is also an unitary equivalence. [

Corollary 3.28. Suppose D is another C*-tensor category and that T : C — D is a unitary
tensor functor. If M4 is a cyclic right C-module C*-category, then

MABD = T(4)-Modp .

Proof. In the above expression, D is regarded as a right C-module, the action being induced by
T. The claim is then a direct consequence of the previous lemma. O

It follows from Corollary [3.28| that M 4 % D can be endowed with a canonical left D-module

structure, which will have A %] 1p ~ T(A) as cyclic generator. Specializing to the case when

T :C — D is dominant, we get the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.29. Let M be a C-module C*-category with a generator m. If F : C — D is a
dominant x-tensor functor, then m ? 1p is a generator for the D-module category M %D, and

it holds
M % D ~ F(End(m))-Modp .

So far we have considered the categorical constructions which will be used in the computation
of the factorization homology for punctured surfaces. Now we move on to the constructions
needed in the computation of the factorization homology for closed surfaces. This is the content
of [BZBJ18b], which we adapt to our C*-framework.

3.5. Reconstruction for tensor functors. Recall that a tensor functor F': C — B between
tensor categories endows the target category B with the structure of both a left and a right C-
module category. When C is an UTC an B is a C*-tensor category, the internal endomorphism
algebra End(1z) comes with an additional structure, that of an Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebra
object in C. The terminology is reminiscent from the theory of quantum group actions. In
Appendix [A] we present a systematic discussion of such structures, elaborating on the idea that
such Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebra objects are C*-algebra objects in Z(Vec(C)).

Now we deduce an unitary analogue of Theorem 4.1 in [BZBJ18b| by means of an unitary
version of Proposition 5.1 in [BN11].

Theorem 3.30. Let C be an unitary tensor category, not necessarily braided. Suppose that
F : C — B is an unitary tensor functor to a C*-tensor category B such that 15 is a generator for
the induced C-action. Then Mp := End(13) has a half-braiding which makes it a commutative
C*-algebra object in Z (Vec(C)) (see Appendiz [A| and Definition [A.]]). Moreover, there is an
equivalence of C*-tensor categories

B ~ Bim¢(End(15)) ,
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where Bime (End(13)) denotes the Karoubi completion of the C*-category of End(153)-bimodules
of the form End(1p) ® U ® End(13), with U € C.

Proof. Since F' is an unitary tensor functor,
XD]IB:F(X)(X)]IB’:F(X) :]lB(X)F(X) :]IBQF(X) .

By [HY22], Mp = End(1p) is a C*-algebra object in Vec(C) with a unitary half-braiding
B={Bx:Mp®X ~ X ® Mp}xec (see Definition |[A.6) which we now describe. F has a
canonical structure of a C-bilinear module functor. Note that F' is unitarily equivalent to the
functor acty, : X = 19X = 15 ® F(X), and thus F? ~ acth. Taking all this into account,
B is computed as follows:
Mp® X = actf (1) ® X

~ actfg(]lg aX)

= acty,; ® F(X)

~ actf (F(X) ® 1p)

= acthB (Xp>1p)

~X® CLCtnB(]lB)

=X® MB
where all the isomorphisms are canonical, unitary and natural in X.

The multiplication m : Mp ® Mp — Mp is provided by the adjunction data between acty,
and actf o

Mp ® Mp = acthB(]l[g) ® acth(]lB)
~ acty,(1g < actfg (1p))

R acth(eHB) R
= actyz(actygzacty, (1)) —— acty, (1) = Mp ,

where € : acty, o acthB — idg is the counit of the adjunction.
To show that Mp is commutative is to show that m = mo ys,. If B was strict, the equality
would be tautological since we would have

actﬂRB(]lB) ® act]lRB(]llg) ~ actfg (1p< actfs (1p)) = actfg (act]lRB(llB) >1g) .

Since every monoidal category is equivalent to a strict one, the claim about the commutativity
of Mp follows.
If X is a left Mp-module in Vec(C), define X ® Mp — X as the composition

—1
X®MB/8£ Mp®X — X .

It defines a right Mp-module structure on X. The commutativity of Mp implies that the left
and right Mp actions commute, so that X becomes an Mp-bimodule. One has M- Mod¢e ~
Mp-Bim¢, and the composition

B~ MB— MOdc ~ MB- Bimc
becomes an equivalence of C*-tensor categories, where in Mpg- Bim¢ the monoidal structure is
given by

XKXY->X® Y,
Mp

and the unit is Mp. O
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Remark 3.31. When C = Repgy(G) for a compact quantum group G, the authors in |[NY14]
identified the category unitary tensor functors F' : Repg(G) — B having 1z as a generator
with the category of unital braided-commutative Yetter-Drinfeld G-C*-algebras. As a corollary
of Theorem [3.30] and its proof, we conclude that in this case the category of unital braided
commutative G-C*-algebras is equivalent to the category of C*-algebras in Vec(C) equipped
with a half-braiding making it a commutative C*-algebra in Z(Vec(C)).

Definition 3.32. A Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebra A € Vec(C) is braided-commutative if it is
commutative in Z(Vec(C)).

The following proposition and also its proof are unitary versions of Proposition 3.7 in [Saf21].

Proposition 3.33. Let C,B,Mp = End.(15) and § be as in Theorem |3.30 There is an
equivalence between the category of C*-algebras in Vec(B) and the category of C*-algebras A in
Vec(C) equipped with a x-algebra homomorphism p: Mp — A such that

Mpo A2 Ag A
Ba A

AR Mp —— AR A
id®u
commutes.

Proof. The category of C*-algebras in Vec(B) is equivalent to the category of C*-algebras in
Vec(Mp- Bimg), which is in turn equivalent to the category of C*-algebras in Vec(Mp- Mode).
In this latter category the monoidal structure is the one introduced in the proof of Theorem
A C*-algebra A in Vec(Mp-Modc) is in particular a C*-algebra in C. Since the unit object
in Mpg-Mod¢ is Mg, the unit map of A is a s-homomorphism p : Mg — A. Now, the functor
Mpg-Mod¢e — Mp-Bime implementing the equivalence is the one which endows every left Mp-
module with the right Mg-module structure using 5. This means exactly the commutativity of
the above diagram. O

Using again that the adjoint of a *-functor is itself a *-functor, we obtain the C*-version of
Theorem 4.3 in [BZBJ18b|. Let M be a B-module C*-category. If m € M is a generator for
the induced C -action, so that M ~ End(m)- Mod¢, by Proposition there is a x-algebra
homomorphism p : End(13) — Endg(m).

Theorem 3.34. The B action on M, under the above identifications, is given by

MK BonKb—n & b.
max End(15)

The generator m under the C -action is also a generator under the B-action, and the functor
M ~ Endg(m)-Modp — End.(m)-Mod¢ is an equivalence of B-module C*-categories.

Applying Theorem and Lemma we obtain the C*-version of Corollary 4.4 in
[BZBJ1SH):

Corollary 3.35. If M is a right B-module C*-category with a generator m and N is a left
B-module C*-category with a generator n, wrt. the C-actions, then there is an equivalence of
C*-categories

M %N ~ (End(m)-End(n)) - Bimgyq(n,) -

Suppose now that C has an unitary braiding o. We shall apply the previous results later in
the case B= [, ~C =:U(C). Here, the unitary tensor functor C — U(C) will be reminiscent of
a stronger structure, which allows a strengthening of the above constructions.
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4. COMPUTATIONS IN FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY

In this section we streamline the computations in |[BZBJ18a, BZBJ18b|, pointing out the
compatibility with the unitary structures.

Remark 4.1. In the purely algebraic setting of linear categories, one has to distinguish be-
tween factorization homology for framed surfaces and factorization homology for oriented sur-
faces. This is so because for the latter the Es-algebra needs an extra structure, that of
a ribbon/balancing structure. Every braided unitary tensor category has a canonical rib-
bon/balancing structure ([NT13]), so a framed theory canonically descends to an oriented theory
in our framework.

4.1. Punctured surfaces. Punctured surfaces are obtained by collar gluing of handles into
a disk along marked intervals on the boundary of the the disk. The gluing is described by a
combinatorial data called gluing pattern, a bijection P : {1,1',...,n,n'} — {1,2,...,2n}, from
which the surface is obtained as follows. Take n handles with ends indexed as {1,1’,...,n,n'}
such that (,4") are the ends of the i-th handle. On the boundary of a disk, mark 2n intervals,
indexed by {1,...,2n}. To obtain the associated surface Xp, glue the ends (i,7’) of the i-th
handle to the disk along the respective intervals (P(i), P(i)).
Examples:

(1) The gluing pattern P : {1,1'} — {1,2} associated to the annulus is given by P(1) =1

and P(1') =

FiGURE 1. Gluing pattern associated to the annulus

(2) The gluing pattern P : {1 1,2,2'} — {1,2,3,4} associated to the punctured torus is
given by P(1) =1, P(1') =3, P( )—2andP2’) 4.

<’ <

FicURE 2. Gluing pattern associated to the punctured torus

We will assume from now on that ¢ € C*lin® is a unitary tensor category, therefore rigid
and semisimple. Remember the pointed structure of factorization homology: given an oriented
surface X, the unique oriented embedding § < M induces a functor Hilbyy — || €. The
quantum structure sheaf Oy of 3 is the image of C under this functor.

If P is a gluing pattern, the presence of a boundary component in Xp gives to fzp C aC-
module structure. It is induced by a choice of a collar in the boundary of ¥ p and an embedding
YpUD — Xp where Yp is embedded outside the collar and D is embedded in the interior of
the collar. In figures 1 and 2 we illustrate the choice of such a collar.

Let Ap = End;(Os,), the internal endomorphism of the quantum structure sheaf wrt. the
action of C. We shall prove, in analogy to [BZBJ18a], that there is a canonical equivalence of
C-module C*-categories

C ~ Ap— MOdC .
Xp
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We start by computing factorization homology for the annulus. An unitary braiding on C gives
to it left and right C®" actions, which we will call regular actions. The braiding being unitary
implies that the tensor functors C*" — End(C) are unitary tensor functors. The monoidal unit
1 is a generator for the regular actions. A related observation is that, if T : CKC — C is
the monoidal structure on C, an unitary braiding on C gives to T an unitary tensor structure.
Notice that C K C is also an UTC, and as a C X C-module C*-category, (C,1) is cyclic. Hence
the internal endomorphism End,ge(1) exists, and C ~ Endege(1)- Modexe as a module.

Consider the gluing pattern of the annulus. The handle H is isomorphic to the disk, but
the marking of the interval at the ends of it gives to [ 1 C = C aright C X C-module structure.
Similarly, the marking of the two intervals on the disk along which the collar gluing is performed
(Figure 1) gives to fD C ~ C a left C X C-module structure. Both of them are induced by 7', and
from the gluing pattern one concludes

C~C KX C.
Ann CXC
Definition 4.2. The reflection equation algebra of C is defined to be

F :=T(Endpws (1)) .

A simple computation, using the cocontinuity of the functor X +— Vec(C)(X, F) shows that
Endewz(1) ~ @ XHX,
Xelrr(C)

Notice that, even though the direct sum above is an algebraic direct sum over a possibly infinite
set, the resulting *-algebra is indeed a C*-algebra object: for each UKV € C K C, there are
finitely many X € Irr(C) for which CXC(U XV, X K X)) is non-zero.
The monoidal unit 1¢ is a generator for the C®?-action,
chc ~ Endc®2(]l)— Modc&z .

Since T is a dominant tensor functor, there is an equivalence

C c%c C ~ T(Endex2(1))- Mode = F- Modc
of C-module C*-categories.

Proposition 4.3. Let C be an UTC equipped with an unitary braiding. Then

co
P @ xex,
Xelrr(C)

i.e., as a functor F : C°? — Vec(C), we have

co
FU)= P cuxex).
Xelrr(C)

Proof. Let us denote by [ the Deligne-Kelly tensor product of linear dagger categories, and
let us write F;, for the algebraic version of the reflection equation algebra; it is the *-algebra
object in Vec(C) representing

cuHc
coe

as a cyclic C-module dagger category. The ground *-algebra Fu;,(1) has a canonical C*-norm
given by
1/2
|Rxl = dy?
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Passing from [ to X = X corresponds to taking the completion F(1) of Fy4(1) wrt. to this

max

norm, and completing each fiber F,;,(X) to a Hilbert C*-module over F(1). Such completions
are given exactly by the cp-direct sums. O

We shall use the reflection equation algebra to compute factorization homology for general
punctured surfaces. We say that a gluing pattern P : {1,1’,...,n,n'} — {1,...,2n} has rank n.

Definition 4.4. Let P be a gluing pattern of rank n. The i-th and j-th handles, H; and H;
respectively, 1 <1 < j < n, are

positively linked <= P(i) < P(j) < P(¢') < P(j);

negatively linked < P(j) < P(i) < P(j') < P(i');

positively nested <= P(i) < P(j) < P(j ) P(i');

negatively nested <= P(j) < P(i) < P(i') < P(j');

unlinked <= H; and H; are neither linked nor nested.

~ Consider the following automorphisms of F®F: for U and V' in Irr(C), let Ly, Nuv,Uuy :
URU®V ®V be given by

Lyy = (®oy5®¢)o(og
NU7V = (L & U;U & L) o (Ur_/,U
Uuyv = opguvev

They induce, respectively, automorphisms
L= Luy, N=P Nyy and U =P Uuy
uyv uv UV

of F ® F. They will be associated with linked, nested and unlinked handles of the gluing
patterns, respectively. '

Let P be a gluing pattern of rank n, and let ap := F®". Let F() be the image of F under the
embedding F < ap into the i-th factor. Consider the function C : N,, x N,, — {L*! N*! U}
given by C;; = L* if H; and H; are positively / negatively linked, C;; = N*Lif they are
positively / negatively nested and C; ; = U if they are unlinked. Give to ap the algebra structure
such that the embeddings F — F (@) are algebra maps and, when restricted to ]:C(Z) ® Fp G ), i
restricts to

FleoFd e rd o7y 2L FP o Fd o FP @ FP —" o F 0 FY)
By construction, if P, and P» are two gluing patterns and P; U P» is their disjoint union, then
ap,up, ~ ap, Xap, .
is the braided tensor product of ap, and ap, (see Appendix .

Theorem 4.5. For a gluing pattern P and its associated punctured surface Yp,

C ~ap-Mod¢ .
Zp

Proof. Consider the disk D marked with 2n intervals on the left and one marked interval on the
right. These markings induce the C®*" — C bimodule structure on C = i) p C given by tensoring
on the corresponding sides. On each handle H;, the factorization homology gives C with the
right C®2-module structure also giving by tensoring on the right. All actions are implemented
by unitary tensor functors. Thus,
ch = / C
L=, He

i=1
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is the C*-category C*" with a C®*"-module structure given by
(a1 X.. KX an) < (bl X..KX bgn) = (a1 ® bp(l) ® bp(ll)) X..KX (an X bp(n) X® bp(n/)) .

By the excision property of factorization homology,

c~cP x C.

Yp cX¥2n

There is a permutation 7p € Sa, such that the C¥?"-module structure of C* is given by

CP X CXIQn — C&n X CIX%’L Krp CIXn X CXIQn
q U LIETEE" )
CP — C&n T C@n X C&n
C n

and in terms of this permutation,
CP >~ Tp (Endcgc(]l)&n) - MOdc&Qn .
Let ap = 7p (Endege (1)), By Lemma

C~CP X C~T"(ap)-Mode .

Sp cX2n

€0

Tap) = P Xen) @ Xep1) @ © Xppn) © Xpp(w) -
X1,..,Xn€lrr(C)

Let (') denote the image of Endz(1¢) inside 72"(ap) under the map which places X; and
X; in the factors 75" (i) and 75 (i'), respectively. Then F(¥) for 1 < i < n, are subobjects
of ap, and to determine the algebra structure m of 72"(ap) is to determine the multiplication
between the different factors 72"(F ()} and T2*(FU4")). From the unitary tensor structure of
T :CXC — C and from the multiplication law of F®", it follows that

T2n ]:'(17, ) ®]:'(j] )) T2n(f ]:'(17,

/ \

F@) o FO) FU) g F@

commutes, proving that ap ~ T?"(ap).
We now argue that Ap ~ ap. Observe first that End.(Op) = Op = 1¢, with no extra
identifications. Now, for a gluing pattern P of rank n,

T2n

End(Os,) ~ End (O ) B C

CcX2n

~ (End(0Op))*" ® C
c@Qn

~ (Endoge (1) X C

cX¥2n
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4.2. Closed surfaces. In view of the previous subsection, to compute factorization homology
of a closed surface we could first puncture it, compute the factorization of the new punctured
surface and then use excision to obtain the computation for the original surface. The gluing
happens then along a circle boundary component, i.e., along S' x I ~ Ann. We explain now
how this computation is done. For this we need to present the annulus category U(C) := [ Ann €
as a C*-tensor category.

Denote by C7°P the category C equipped with the braiding =" = ¢*. There are functors
C — Z(C) and C°? — Z(C) given by X — (X,ox-) and X — (X,0" y), respectively.
Combining them we obtain a functor C X C7°? — Z(C) such that its composition with the
forgetful functor Z(C) — C is the tensor product functor 7' : C X C — C. Actually, the data of
CXCo7 — Z(C) is equal to the data (CXC — C,7), where 7x,rx,,y is the unitary natural
isomorphism

(O’th@idXQ)o(iXm®U;’X2) : T(X1®X2)®Y =Xi1Xo®Y - YRX10Xy = Y®T(X1®X2) .

Observe that 7 has a unique extension to the algebraic ind-completion of C X C.

The structure coming from the functor CKC7°? — Z(C) is a particular example of a quantum
Manin pair studied in [Saf21]. He proves, in the algebraic setting that End(1¢) is a commutative
algebra in Vec(C X C°P), and since T'®, the right adjoint to the unitary tensor product functor
T : CXC — C, is a CRC-bimodule functor, the canonical equivalence CXC7°P ~ End(1¢)- Modege
is indeed an equivalence of monoidal categories (|Saf21], Proposition 2.16). Since T is also an
unitary functor, this is an equivalence of unitary tensor categories in our case. Using monadicity

for base change (Lemma [3.29)), we obtain

1

Proposition 4.6. There is an unitary monoidal equivalence

C ® C~F-Mode,
CXICoop

where in the right-hand side the monoidal structure comes from the half-braiding TEnd g of
F. '

We shall write C°P to denote the category C with the opposite tensor product. The canonical
braided structure of C°P is given by

oy x X Y =Y ® X .
’ cop cop

Then the identity functor on C becomes a braided monoidal equivalence C°°P ~ C°P when
endowed with the monoidal structure

Jxy =0y x: X @ Y X QY.
’ C

oop cop

Note that this monoidal structure is unitary, so that we have an unitary equivalence of braided
C*-tensor categories.

Corollary 4.7. There is an equivalence of C*-tensor categories

C ® C~F-Mode .
CXCop

The factorization homology over the annulus is, in fact, a C*-tensor category, where the
monoidal structure is the one induced by embedding two annuli inside a bigger one (Figure 3).

oYod o

FIGURE 3. Tensor structure of the annulus category



C*-ALGEBRAIC FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY AND REALIZATION OF CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS 23
Theorem 4.8. There is an unitary monoidal equivalence

C ~ F-Mod¢ .

Ann

Proof. Consider the following decomposition of the annulus (Figure 4):

O O
FIGURE 4. Decomposition of the annulus

Let Y be the bottom surface at the right-hand-side of Figure 4. As an oriented surface, Y is
equivalent to the disk together with a prescribed embedding of D L D into it. This corresponds
via factorization homology to C with a right action of C X C°P. Similarly,

I il — N

FIGURE 5. C X C?°P-module structure of C

corresponds via factorization homology to a left action of C K C°P on C. By excision,

C~C X C,
Ann CRCoP
as C*-categories. The decomposition Figure 4 is compatible with the embedding in Figure 3:
decomposing two annuli as in Figure 4 and then embedding as in Figure 3 is equivalent to

embeddind first and then decompose. Therefore the above equivalence is also monoidal.
O

Starting with a closed surface ¥, fix an embedding D — S. Then ¥° := ¥\ D is a punctured
surface, with respect to which factorization homology can be computed as in the previous
subsection. The factorization homology of the punctured surface has, along with a C-module
structure, an U(C)-module structure, induced by an embedding of the annulus along a collar of
the boundary of D C X.

To recover ¥ from X° is to perform the collar gluing

»~3%" U D,

Ann

/C: C&C/C:/C&C.
by yo UC) Jp w0 U(C)

Theorem 4.9. There is an equivalence of U(C)-module C*-categories:

and by excision

/C ~ (Aso-1¢)-Modx.-Mode -
D)

Proof. Follows from Corollary [3.35] O

Using again Theorem [3.23] we can conclude
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Proposition 4.10 ([BZBJ18b]). Let Ox be the quantum structure sheaf of [ C. Then the
endomorphism C*-algebra of Oy, can be described by a quantum Hamiltonian reduction

EndeC(OE) ~ Homc(]lc,Ago & ]lc) ,
Fe

where Ayo = Ende(Oxo).

Notice that, if fz C had a C-module structure, Proposition would mean that the internal
endomorphism algebra of the quantum structure sheaf were Ase ® 1¢. That is not the case,
f

since generally there is no way of embedding ¥ U D into X.

5. REALIZATION OF CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS

Let C be an UTC and let A € Vec(C) be a C*-algebra object. We show here that, assuming C
acts on a II; factor N, there is a way of realizing the cyclic representations of A in terms of V.
More precisely, we construct a functor from a category of cyclic representations of C*-algebra
objects to a category of extensions of N. At the end of this section, assuming in addition that
C has an unitary braiding, we derive consequences of this realization functor in the context of
factorization homology.

Suppose that C acts on a II;-factor N. Denote by H : C — Bim(N) the action functor, i.e., H
is a fully faithful unitary tensor functor from C to the category of finite index Hilbert bimodules
over N. Let H® : C — Vec be the space of bounded vectors functor:

H°(X):={{ € H(X) | £ is N-bounded} .
Proposition 5.1 ([JP19], Proposition 2.18). H® is a W*-algebra object in Vec(C°P).

Definition 5.2. An algebra object A € Vec(C) is called compact if A € C, that is, if A is an
algebra in C. An algebra A € Vec(C) is called connected iff A(1¢) is one dimensional.

Proposition 5.3 ([JP19], Corollary 5.14). If A is a compact connected C*-algebra object in
E
Vec(C), then H°(A) is a Il;-factor having N as a subfactor N & H°(A).

E
Definition 5.4. A subfactor N C M with a faithful conditional expectation £ : M — N is
said to be irreducible iff NN M ~ C, and it is said to be discrete iff, for ¢ := 70 F,

NEZ(M )N = @ nxX ,
X €Bimgp(N)

with nx € N for all X and ngz(y) # 0.

The last proposition is a piece of an equivalence, the main result of [JP19], between the cate-
gory of connected C*-algebra objects in Vec(C), with ucp maps as morphisms, and the category
DisIncyy, (V) of irreducible discrete subfactors { N C M}, where the morphisms between N C M
and N C M’ are ucp maps M — M’ preserving the corresponding conditional expectations.
This section provides a generalization of this result in one direction. Lets first recall how they
construct the functors witnessing the equivalence.

Given a C*-algebra object A € Vec(C), its algebraic realization relative to H® is given by

Al:=|H° @ Al= @ H(X)®AX),
Xelrr(C)

which has a canonical *-algebra structure. Similarly, if K € Hilb(C), then its Hilbert space
realization relative to H is given by
e2
K|:=|HeK|= P HX)oK(X),
Xelrr(C)



C*-ALGEBRAIC FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY AND REALIZATION OF CYCLIC REPRESENTATIONS 25

where in the summand corresponding to X € Irr(C) the inner product is normalized by a factor
of dy'.
X

Theorem 5.5 (|JP19|, Theorem 4.11). Let A € Vec(C) be a C*-algebra object, and let K €
Hilb(C). If 7 : A — B(K) is a representation of A, then there is a unital x-algebra homomor-
phism |r| : |A| = B(|K]).

Let 14 be the unit of the ground C*-algebra A(1¢) of A. Note that there is always an
inclusion
N~ H(1¢) @ Cly C |A|go -
The homomorphism 7| : |A] — B(|K]) is induced by the map
H(X)® A(X) > fog— forx(g) € B(K]) .
and there its restriction to N is always faithful. Thus, if M4, := (|7|(|4]))", there is a von
Neumann algebraic inclusion N C M4 . Summarizing,

Proposition 5.6. There is a correspondence which associates to each representation w of a
C*-algebra object A € Vec(C) a von Neumann algebraic inclusion N C My , where Ma . acts
on the Hilbert space realization of the representation .

For a C*-algebra B, we shall write S(B) for its state space. We state now the main theorem
of this section.

Theorem 5.7. Let C*Algq(C) be the category whose objects are pairs (A,w) consisting of a
C*-algebra object A € Vec(C) and a state w € S(A) := S(A(1l¢)), and the morphisms between
two objects (A,wa) and (B,wp) are ucp maps ¢ : A — B mapping the state wa to the state wp,

E
i.e., such that wy = wp o ¢1,. Let DisInc®™ (N) be the category of subfactors N C M such that
NL2(M) y lies in the unitary ind-completion of Bim(N), morphisms being ucp maps preserving
the embeddings of N. There exists a functor

= : C*Algg(C) — DisInc™(N) .

E
If 2(A,w) =N C May,, E is faithful if and only if w is faithful.

We divide the proof into several lemmas and propositions. Let (4,w) € C*Algo(C). As-
sociated to w there is Hilbert space object £2(A) and a representation 7, : A — B(L£2(A))
(see |JP17]). Then Proposition gives a von Neumann algebraic inclusion N C My ., =:
E(4,w) C B(ILZ(A)).

On [A] there is a canonical state 7, := [7] @ |w|: given a = vy aﬁ) ® aé) € |A],

Tw(a) = T(agll)) . w(aé)) .
There is also the GNS-map A — £2(A), which induces a linear map A, : |A| — |£2(A)].
Proposition 5.8. For a,b € |A|, 7,(b*a) = (A, (D), Aw(a)).
Proof. Let (-)!: A(X) — A(X) be the involution on A. Then, denoting by I(Z, X ®Y") a choice
of maximal set of mutually orthogonal isometries 7 - X ® Y,

b'a = Z Z He(y)p¥ Y(bf() ®aq )) ® Ay )M)A(,Y((b(Q)) ago )) :
X,Y,Zelrr(C) veI(Z,X®Y)

We assume that I(1, X ®Y) ~dxy (d 1/2RX> One then has

Wa)t = Y dy'H(Rx)uy X(b(l) ® aX(py) ® A(Ry)ng ¢ (b)* @ ajy)
Xelrr(C)

= 3 (el 2 (5a) .

Xelrr(C)
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Therefore,
b)) = (row) (o) = > <bf§),afi)>H(X) : <b{g),a{§)>m(x) = (D), Au(@)) 114, -
Xelrr(C) «

O

Construction of the conditional expectation: The Hilbert space L£2(A)(1¢) has a cyclic vector
A, for the A(1¢)-action. Consider the orthogonal projection

e:|H®L2(A)| — LE(N)®@ CA, ~ L2(N)

given by projection onto the direct summand indexed by 1. Under the identification £2(N) ~
L2(N)®@ CA, C |H® L2(A)|, given © € Ma,, €0 (z|£2(ny) is bounded and commutes with
the right N-action, i.e., it lies in N” = N. Therefore,

Al E(z) € N ; eve = E(z)e .
Proposition 5.9. Let L, |A| be the GNS-construction w.r.t. the state 1, on A. There is an

unitary isomorphism U : L2 |A] = |L2 A|.

Proof. Let A : |A] — £2 |A| and A : |[A] — |£2A] be the GNS-maps. Define, for a € |A|,
U(A(a)) := A(a). Then

<UA(a),UA(b)> = (A(a), A(b)) = T,(a*b) = <[\(a),[\(b)> .

The second equality follows from Proposition Since A(|A|) and A(|A|) are dense in £, |A]
and |L,Al, respectively, one concludes that U extends to an unitary operator. O

Suppose now that w is faithful. It follows then from Proposition and Proposition that,
for a € |Al], 7,(a*a) =0 = a =0, since the GNS-map A, : |A| — |£2(4)| is injective.
To prove faithfulness of E, we verify that

ToE={((")Q®A,,Q®A,) .

In other words, we verify that 70 E = 7,,.
Observe first that
E()e=e()e = E()=e()e",
where e* : L2(N) — |H @ L2(A)| is the embedding e*(nQ) = nQ ® A,,. Therefore,

for all z € Ma,.

Lemma 5.10 ([JP19], Lemma 5.17). Let K3, Ko € Hilb(C), and suppose that v : K1 — Ky is
an isometry. Then |v| : H(X) @ K1(X) 3 £®n — £ ® (von) defines an isometry |K,| — | K3
such that [v|* = |v*|, where |v*| is defined similarly.

Proof. Given any Hilbert space object K, if {®ne€ HX)®@ K(X)and ¢ ®n' € HY)@ K(Y),
then ((§')* 0 &) o ((n')" on)°P) € C(X), and (' @', @) = trc((n')* on) o ((€)* 0 £)°P). Thus,
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for K1, Ky and v as in the Lemma, §; ® n; € H(X;) ® K1(X;),

2

(vom)

[0] (Z &® m)

| K| ‘ | K2

—Ztrc ;v vn;) o (§6)°P)
—Z nim) o (66)°)

Proof of Theorem[5.7. It remains to prove functoriality. Let 6 : (A,wa) — (B,wp) be a
morphism in C*Algo(C). From wp we construct the Hilbert space object £2_(B) and a *-
representation 7, : B — B(£2_(B)). Then the composite 7, 00 : A — B(LZ_(B)) is a ucp
map. By the Stinespring dilation Theorem in C ([JP17|, Theorem. 4.18), there is a Hilbert
space object K € Hilb(C), a representation 7 : A — B(K) and an isometry v : £2_(B) = K
such that 6“2 := 7, 00 = Ad, o4,

Define also [0] : |A| — |B| and [6“5] : |A| — B(|£2,]) by

i @1

| 1]

O

foge HY(X)® AX) = |0|(f®g) = f®0x(g) and |67 |(f ® g) = f @ 63 (g) -

By construction |0“5| = |my,| o |f]. Then, with the isometry |v| : [£2_| — |K| of the previous
lemma, [0“B] = Ad, o|lmA] : |A| = B(|Lug)-

Applying Corollary 4.13 in [JP19], one concludes that |#“B| satisfies Kadison’s inequality: for
all x € |4],

(101(=7)) (10](2)) < |0](«"2) -

Denote by 7,, and 7,, the canonical states on |A| and |B| respectively. Being a vector
state, 7, extends to a normal state on IB%(|£L2UB |) (more precisely, first descends to the quotient
|B|/ ker(|my,|) and then extends to IB%(\L 51)). We claim that |0] and [0“7| map the state 7,
to 7,,. Indeed, for any a = ZX 1) ® a(2 € |4,

o (1 (St ) ) = 0 (el et

X
1 1
=(T®wa) (a(f) ®a(2c)> ,

by the assumption that # maps wy to wp. The last expression is exactly 7,,(a), and one
concludes then that 7, o |#| = 7,,,. Similarly, one has 7, o |§“B| = 7.

As in Corollary 5.23 in [JP19], we can show now that |¢| induces a contraction £2|6] : |£2 | —
|£3)B |. Indeed, it follows from Proposition that these Hilbert space realizations have cyclic
vectors Q4 and Q) g, respectively. Define, for x € |A|,

L£210|(zQ4) = |0](2)QB
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Then, for all 2 € 74(]A]),
1£2101(22)1I* = [1161(2)25]*
= 7wy ((101(27)) (101(2)))
< 7wy (10](272))
= Ty, (")
= [lzQall* .

Let a € |A], b,V € My, .. It follows that

A

(10“B( < 0B |(x bQB,b’QB>
(b|0“5|(z QB, VQp)
(L2107 (7 (2)€2.), bY 5
= (7 ()4, L2105 (0*D'Qp))
Now, (Mp,wg)' s is dense in |Lyp| ~ Lr, ]B\ It follows ([JP19|, Proposition 4.15) that |6]
and |6“B| extend to normal ucp maps which can be put in a commutative diagram as follows:

WbQB,b’QB

0
MA,wA i MB,wB
|9m« ITw s
B(L2,)

O

Remark 5.11. Given a C*-algebra object A, its state space S(A) = S(A(1¢)) is in bijection
with the space of ucp multipliers M 4 — C, in the sense of [HY22].

Example 5.12. Consider the reflection equation algebra F of C. It has a canonical state associ-
ated with the counit € : 7 — C, which is in particular a ucp. multiplier. More concretely, the
state we are considering is €7, : F(1¢) — C(1¢) ~ C. This state is in fact a character of F(1¢),
i.e., a 1-dim. x-representation. Therefore, to every action H : C — Bim(V) of C on a II;-factor

E
N, there is a canonical reflection algebra extension N C MF e, -

5.1. Actions of mapping class groups on the realizations. Let now C be an unitarily
braided unitary tensor category. Let X be an oriented surface of genus g and with n 4+ 1
boundary circle components. Each boundary component gives to fEC the structure of a C-
module C*-category. Fixing one of the boundary components B, there is a C*-algebra object
Ay, in Vec(C) such that, w.r.t. the corresponding module structure,

/C >~ AE—MOdC .
b

Let I'j, be the group of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of ¥ fixing B pointwise, module
isotopies. Automatically, we have the C*-algebraic version of Proposition 5.19 in [BZBJ18a]:

Proposition 5.13. There is a canonical action of 'y, on As, by x-algebra automorphisms.

Assume now that C acts on Bim(V) as in the previous section. The action I' 7‘?7/71 ~ Ay, induces
an action I‘rg%l ~ S(Apr). Applying Theorem gives then the following corollary:

Corollary 5.14. Given w € S(AZ)F%, the action of T'Y, on Ay, induces an action I'y, ~ May, .,
by normal x-homomorphisms such that N C (MAHM)F%.
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The following theorem points out to the possibility of existence of canonical invariant states
for the actions of mapping class groups.

Theorem 5.15. Let C be an unitary tensor category equipped with an unitary braiding. Let F be
the corresponding reflection equation algebra. Then the counit € : F — 1 induces a I'-invariant
state on F.

Proof. The mapping class group I') of the annulus is isomorphic to Z; a generator is given by
0 . The counit € corresponds under factorization homology to the embedding of the annulus

O O
FIGURE 6. Generator of Fg

into the disk. This embedding induces a group homomorphism I') — T'{ from the mapping
class group of the annulus to the mapping class group of the disk. The latter is however trivial.
Hence there is an isotopy of the embedding Ann < D completing the diagram in Figure [7] to
a homotopy commutative diagram, showing that ¢ must be Fg-invariant. . O

?—O
O0—-©

FIGURE 7. Proof of invariance of the counit

A given unitary tensor category C may have several unitary braidings.

Corollary 5.16. Let N be a II;-factor and let C C Bim(N) be a unitary tensor subcategory
of finite index bimodules over N. To every choice of a unitary braiding 5 on C, there is an
associated extension

E
N C E(./TB,E) s

where Fg is the reflection equation algebra of C associated to the unitary braiding 3. Moreover,
the conditional expectation E is faithful.

Proof. The existence of the extension follows from Proposition Corollary Theorem
and Corollary Regarding faithfulness, recall that

co
Fs(1)~ € Cr;.
1€Irr(C)

Notice that, since € is a character of Fg, the induced state on Fz(1) is also a character, which
we still denote by e. Explicitly,
e= > d'R;.

i€lrr(C))
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Hence,

el Y ME SOAR| = > A > oA =0,
1€Irr(C) i€lrr(C) i€Irr(C) i€Irr(C)

the equality holding only if all coefficients A; are zero. By Theorem the conditional expec-
tation associated to € via the realization functor is faithful. O

Let G be a second countable compact group. In [FV10], it was proven that there exists a
IT;-factor M and a minimal action G ~ M such that the category Bim(M%) of finite index
bimodules of the fixed point II;-factor MC is unitarily monoidally equivalent to Rep G. It
is known that Rep G has unitary braidings coming from non-degenerate abelian subgroups of
G. Through the unitary monoidal equivalence Bim(M %) ~ Rep G, we can transport unitary
braidings on the latter to unitary braidings on the former.

6. HAMILTONIAN REDUCTION IN THE FUSION CASE

We now interpret quantum Hamiltonian reduction in terms of von Neumann algebras. Let
C be an unitary braided fusion full subcategory of Bimg(N), N being either a type II; or a
type III factor. Denote by H : C < Bim(N) the inclusion. Given a C*-algebra A € C, the
space of bounded vectors H°(A) in the bimodule H(A) has a canonical structure of a von
Neumann algebra: for the type II; case see the previous session for further discussion and
references, and for the type III case note that, for every X € C, H(X) ~ L?(N) by means of
an endomorphism py of N, £2(N) being constructed using a faithful normal semi-finite weight.
Therefore, H°(X) ~ N as Banach spaces. We shall denote H°(X) identified with N as Nx.
Hence, there is a linear isomorphism

H°(A)~ P H(X)®C(X,A)~ P NxoC(X,A4),
Xelrr(C) Xelrr(C)

each C(X, A) being finite dimensional and Irr(C) being a finite set. Define a map Ny ® Ny —
Nxgy by the formula
n®m— npx(m) .
Then the algebra structure of H°(A) is determined by the maps
Nx ®C(X,A)® Ny @ C(Y,A) = Nxgy @ C(X ® A)
n®fem®g—npx(m)@mao(f®yg),

together with decomposition of tensor products into irreducible objects. Here, myq : AQ A — A
is the multiplication morphism of A.

Remark 6.1. The passage from a C*-algebra A € C to the inclusion N C H°(A) is essentially the
Q-system reconstruction theorem, phrased in terms of bimodules instead of sectors ([BKLR15]).

We shall however use the description
H°(A)~ H°(X)®C(X,A),
under which the multiplication becomes

E@flomeg) — pT(ERn) @malf®g)

for @ f e H(A)®C(X,A) and n®@ g € H(Y)®C(Y, A), u* being the monoidal structure of
H :C — Bimy(N). Writing H(X) = {¢ | £ € H(X)}, the x-structure of H°(A) is given by

Ef € fF,
for €@ f € C(X,A), (-)F:C(X,A) = C(X, A) being the *-structure of A.
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Proposition 6.2. Let A be a C*-algebra object in C, and suppose that € : A — 1¢ is a *-
homomorphism such that H°(e) : H°(A) — N is surjective. Suppose that X is a right A-module
in C. Given another object Y, consider the left A-action on'Y induced by e: AQY +— 1,QY ~ Y.
Then

H(Y)

S
g
§®

as N-N-bimodules.
Proof. The object X ® Y is defined as the colimit of the diagram
A

XRAQRY — X XY,

where one of the arrows is the action of A on X and the other the action of A on Y. Since H
is full, H(X ®Y) is the colimit in Bim(N) of the diagram
A

H(X)® H(A) @ HY) —= H(X) @ H(Y) .

The action of H°(A) on H(Y) is defined through the x-homomorphism H(e) : H°(Y) — N,
which is surjective. Therefore, the space of H°(A)-bounded vectors in H(Y') coincides with
the space of N-bounded vectors. Thus, there is an idempotent N-N-bimodule intertwiner
P: H(X) % H(Y)— H(X) H(X(>A) H(Y). If K € Bim(N) is such that the diagram

H(X) @ H(A) @ H(Y) == H(X) @ H(Y)

T
K
commutes, define T7"(§ ® n):=T(£®n). Then T” has a unique extension to a N-N-bimodule
Ho(A) N
intertwiner H(X) ® H(Y)— K such that
He(A)
HX) HA) @ H(Y ¢ HX)® HY
(X) 2 H(A) @ H(Y) HX) @ H(Y)
\ /
H(X) ® H(Y)
He(A)
K
commutes. (]

Recall the reflection equation algebra F. Our goal now is to understand better the realization
H°(e€) of the counit ¢ : F — 1 in order to prove a statement about quantum Hamiltonian
reduction.

Recall that the counit e is explicitly given by ZXGIH(C) d)_(le( Py X @ X — 1.

Given a € H°(F), write
a= Z aﬁ)®aé).

Xelrr(C)
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Note that the vector space F(1¢) = C(1¢, F) is the linear span of {Rx | X € Irr(C)}. Thus,
for a € H°(F) as above,

a(1)®a Z ay®RY,CLYeN
Yelrr(C)
Therefore
H°(e)(a) = H°(e) (Z ayy ® af > Z ak .
X

Proposition 6.3. Let ¢ : F — 1¢ be the counit homomorphism. Then H® : H°(F) — N is a
normal x-homomorphism.

Proof. We have to show that, With the notation used above, if a; — a weakly in the unit ball
of H°(F), then >y (ai)k — >« aX in N.
Step 1: A net (a;); C H°(F), a; = Yy a:' ®a (2) converges weakly toa=> ya )®a( %)

if and only if
> 2 < ai () @ &) @ 1 (a7 ® () 1) @ ’7<Z2>>
X,Yelr(C) Z<XQY

converges to
> Y (el o &) @ (ol @ gyt o))
X,Y€lr(C) Z<X®Y

Step 2: In Step 1, taking Y = Z = 1¢, the only non trivial summand is X = 1¢, and then it
reads

(1 ((af5) @ €15) @ n7 (algy) @ €65)) s @) ) = (n7 (aff) @ €05) @ 17 (afs) @ €)@ 0t )
Step 3: One has
@&l =) & ®Ry
Y

1y © 1y = D _np @ Rz .
Z

Thus the convergence in Step 2 becomes

o> W (@ked) k) —»> Y (W (ked) ng)

XY Z2<X®Y XY Z<X®Y
ie.,
1 1 .1
E E az X‘>€Y7772 E E <aX>fYa772> )
XY Z<X®Y XY Z<X®Y

Step 4: There are inclusions £L2(N) — L2(N) ® F1) « H(F), where a vector £ € L2(N)
corresponds to the vector

Yool =El) 08l =Dk ®Rx,
X X
and where in the last expression the only non-zero factor is when X = 1, in which case &} = €.

Then Step 3 reduces to
Z<(az X[>£T7 Z<ax>f"7
X
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Given a closed surface Y, we were able to describe factorization homology over ¥ in terms
of Ayo, the C*-algebra in Vec(C) representing factorization homology of ¥° : ¥\ D, and the
reflection equation algebra F. Observe that, since here C is a fusion category, both Axo and
F are compact, i.e., they are C*-algebras in C. Using H we can also realize the quantum
Hamiltonian reduction of Proposition using Propostion [6.2}

Theorem 6.4. There is an isomorphism
End ¢(Og) ~ Homp, (v (L3(N), H(Aso) ® L*(N))
F

between the endomorphisms of the quantum structure sheaf on X and the central vectors in

H(Ase) ® L2%(N).
He(F)

Proof. By Proposition and since H is a fully faithful *-functor, there is an isomorphism
Endfzc(02> =~ HomBim(N)(Ez(N)vH(AEO 139 L2(N))) -
‘F

The result follows now from Proposition [6.2 O

APPENDIX A. YETTER-DRINFELD C*-ALGEBRAS AND CENTRALLY CYCLIC BIMODULE
C#*-CATEGORIES

This Appendix gives a characterization of certain bimodule C*-categories over a given UTC
C in terms of internal C*-algebra objects. Among the examples are C*-tensor categories B for
which the bimodule structure is induced by a unitary tensor functor F' : C — B.

Definition A.1. Let C be an UTC. A centrally pointed C-bimodule C*-category (M, m, a) is a
C-bimodule C*-category M together with a distinguished object m € M and an unitary natural
isomorphism

a={ay :m<U=~Ub>m}yec
which is coherent wrt. the tensor structure of C. If (M, m, «) is a centrally pointed C-bimodule
C*-category such that m is cyclic, we say that (M, m,«) is a centrally cyclic C-bimodule C*-
category.

When C = Rep G is the representation category of a compact quantum group G, it is shown
in [HY?22] that the category of centrally pointed bimodule C*-categories is equivalent to Yetter-
Drinfeld G-C*-algebras, i.e., the category of continuous actions of the Drinfeld double DG of G
on unital C*-algebras. This will justify Definition below.

Up to unitary equivalence of C-module C*-categories, we can assume that (M,m) is, as a
cyclic right C-module C*-category, of the form (M4, A), where A = (A, p) is a C*-algebra object
in Vec(C) and M, is the Karoubi completion of the full subcategory of free left A-modules of
the form A ®@ U, with U € C.

Lemma A.2. Let (M4, A) be a cyclic right C-module C*-category as above and let C x M 4 —
My be a left C-module C*-structure on M. Suppose that there is an unitary natural isomor-
phism
a:C>bA~A«aC
which is coherent wrt. the tensor structure of C. Then there are unitary isomorphisms
UbA~U®A,

natural in U.

Proof. Since the right C-module structure is given by A<U = A ® U, we have

ayo(—)

MU A A) =27 MA(A® U, A) = Vec(C)(U, A) .

Hence, the internal endomorphism of A wrt. the left C action is A itself. U
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Since every object of M 4 is a subobject of one of the form A ® U, the Lemma above says
that the left C-action on M4 is unitarily equivalent to V> (A®U) =V ® A® U. Under
this identification, the unitary isomorphism ay : A ® U ~ U > A becomes an isomorphism
oy : AU ~ U ® A, coherent wrt. the the tensor structure of C. This means exactly that
o = {ov}uvec is a half-braiding on the object A € Vec(C). Moreover, each component oy is
a morphism of left A-modules (i.e., a morphism in M 4), where the object U @ A has the left
A-module structure given by

AQO;

id 1 i o
AU®A =" AoAeU" Y A% UsA.
Equivalently,
oy(p®idy) = (idy @ p)(opy ®ida)(ida ® oy) .

This equation characterizes the multiplication p: A® A — A as a morphism (A4,0) ® (4,0) —
(A, o) of half-braidings in Vec(C).

Remark A.3. In the above, objects of the form U ® A, endowed with the left A-module structure
induced by the half-braiding o, are strictly speaking not objects in the category M4, but
isomorphic as left A-modules to objects of that category. We shall however abuse notation and
write for example M4(U ® A, A ® V). This will not cause any trouble since we are always
considering full subcategories of the category of left A-modules.

Observe that, starting with a centrally cyclic C-bimodule C*-category of the form (M4, A, «)
and considering the induced half-braiding (A, o), the unitarity of ay € Ma(A @ U, U > A)
corresponds to the unitarity of oy as an element of Mg(A® U,U ® A).

Definition A.4. Let C be an UTC. A C*-algebra object in Z(Vec(C)) is an algebra (A, u,0) €
Z(Vec(C)) together with a x-algebra structure j such that, wrt. the corresponding dagger
structure on (M4, A), the components oy € M4(ARU,U ® A) of o are unitary and such that
the x-algebra (A, u,7) in Vec(C) is a C*-algebra. A Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebra in Vec(C) is a
C*-algebra object in Z(Vec(C)).

The discussion preceding Definition [A-4] proves

Theorem A.5. Let C be an UTC. Then the category of centrally cyclic C-bimodule C* categories
is equivalent to the category of Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebras in C.

Definition A.6. Let C be an UTC and A = (A, 11,j) be a C*-algebra object in Vec(C). A
unitary half-braiding o on A is a half-braiding on A such that (A, u,0,7) is a Yetter-Drinfeld
C*-algebra in Vec(C).

APPENDIX B. MAXIMAL BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT

A prominent construction in factorization homology is the braided tensor product of module
categories. In this section we provide a concrete description of maximal braided tensor products
between cyclic C-module C*-categories. The discussion however makes sense in a more general
context; we don’t need to assume that C has a braiding, and the braided tensor product will
still make sense as long as the algebras representing the module categories possess an additional
structure, that of Yetter-Drinfled algebras. We shall discuss such structures shortly.

Let C be an unitary tensor category, M 4 a cyclic C-bimodule C*-category and M p be cyclic
left C-module C*-category, corresponding to the C*-algebras A and B, respectively. Write
My % M for their maximal, relative tensor product (see |[AV20], Section 5). To define a left

action of C on M4 % Mp is the same as defining a tensor functor C — End(M 4 % Mp). This
is the same as defining a *-functor C — Balg(M4 X Mp, My % Mp).
max
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Denote by v: M4 X Mp — MAgMB the canonical C-balanced *-functor. For U € C, let
Uw» (—) :zvo(UD(—)gidMB):MAmB; MB—>MA§MB.

If B={Bx,vev : V(Xa<xVXYp)~vy(XaXV>Yg)}tx, v,V is the balancing structure of ~,
then
BY = {Brex,vev : Uw (Xa<VRYE)~Uw» (XaKVb Y)Y x, vav

is a balancing structure on U » (—). If T' € Hom¢(U,U’), a natural transformation from
Uw» (=) toU » (—) is given by y(T'> (—) Kidr, ). We obtain thus an action C ~ MAgMB,

and the same reasoning, exchanging left and right actions, gives a left action M4 % Mp C.

We will denoted these action by > and <, respectively.
We claim that, if A and B are Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebras in Vec(C), the C*-algebra object
representing M4 % M is also a Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebra.

Suppose now that M and N are cyclic bimodule C*-categories, with central generators m
and n, respectively. That is to say, End(m) and End(n) are Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebras in
Vec(C). As a direct consequence of the definitions and the above constructions, we see that
there is a canonical unitary natural isomorphism

Uby(mXn)~y(mKn)<U ,

with respect to the variable U € C. That is, the object v(m X m) € M K¢ N is central with
respect to the bimodule structure. Any functor M X N — D, D being another C*-category,

max

is completely determined by its restriction to objects of the form Ubm Xn <V, for U,V € C,
and the morphisms between them. This holds in particular for the canonical balanced functor
vy MR N M % N, which corresponds to the identity endofunctor of M % N. Together

max

with the centrality of ~(m X n), this implies that this element is a generating object for the
relative tensor product. The following Theorem summarizes the discussion.

Theorem B.1. Let (M, m) and (N,n) be as above, corresponding to Yetter-Drinfeld C*-
algebras A := End(m) and B := End(n) respectively. For the universal relative tensor product
MM N, one has canonical left and right C-actions and a canonical object magp such that,

C
(M ?/\/, maxp) s a cyclic C-bimodule C*-category with central generator. It is defined to be
the mazximal braided tensor product of (M, m) and (N,n).

The C*-algebra object in Vec(C) representing the braided tensor products of the module
categories is denoted by AX B, and it is called the braided tensor product of the Yetter-Drinfeld
C*-algebra objects A and B.

REFERENCES

[AP17] C. Anantharaman and S. Popa, An introduction to 111 factors, Vol. 8, 2017.
[AV20] J. Antoun and C. Voigt, On bicolimits of C*-categories, preprint (2020), available at
arXiv:2006.06232 [math.0A]l
[AF15] D. Ayala and J. Francis, Factorization homology of topological manifolds, J. Topol. 8 (2015), no. 4,
1045-1084, DOI:10.1112/jtopol/jtv028. MR3431668
[AFT14] D. Ayala, J. Francis, and H. Tanaka, Factorization homology of stratified spaces, Selecta
Mathematica 23 (2014), 293-362.
[BD04] A. Beilinson and V. Drinfeld, Chiral algebras, Vol. 51, American Mathematical Soc., 2004.
[BZBJ18a] D. Ben-Zvi, A. Brochier, and D. Jordan, Integrating quantum groups over surfaces, J. Topol. 11
(2018), no. 4, 874-917, D0I:10.1112/topo.12072, MR3847209
[BZBJ18b] D. Ben-Zvi, A. Brochier, and D. Jordan, Quantum character varieties and braided module categories,
Selecta Math. (N.S.) 24 (2018), no. 5, 4711-4748, DOI:10.1007/500029-018-0426-y. MR3874702
[BKLR15] M. Bischoff, Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo, and K.-H. Rehren, Tensor categories and endomorphisms of
von Neumann algebras—uwith applications to quantum field theory, SpringerBriefs in Mathematical
Physics, vol. 3, Springer, Cham, 2015. MR3308880


http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jtopol/jtv028
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3431668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/topo.12072
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3847209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00029-018-0426-y
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3874702
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3308880

36

[BJ17]
[BN11]
[CS19]
[CG17]
[CG21]

[FV10]

[FQI3]
[FT18]
[GR20]
[Haa96]

[HMO6]
[HY?22]

[Hen18]
[JP17]

[JP19]

[Lon90]

[Lur08]
[Nes14]
[NT13]
NY14]
[NY16]
[05t03]

[Pen)]
[Saf21]

[Sch14]

LUCAS HATAISHI

A. Brochier and D. Jordan, Fourier transform for quantum D-modules via the punctured torus
mapping class group, Quantum Topol. 8 (2017), no. 2, 361-379, DOI:10.4171/QT/92. MR3659493
A. Bruguieres and S. Natale, Ezact sequences of tensor categories, International Mathematics
Research Notices 2011 (2011), no. 24, 5644-5705.

D. Calaque and C. Scheimbauer, A note on the (00, n)-category of cobordisms, Algebr. Geom. Topol.
19 (2019), no. 2, 533-655, D01:10.2140/agt.2019.19.533 MR3924174

K. Costello and O. Gwilliam, Factorization algebras in quantum field theory. Vol. 1, New
Mathematical Monographs, vol. 31, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017. MRI3586504
K. Costello and O. Gwilliam, Factorization algebras in quantum field theory. Vol. 2, New
Mathematical Monographs, vol. 41, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2021. MR4300181
S. Falguieres and S. Vaes, The representation category of any compact group is the bimodule
category of a 11y factor, J. Reine Angew. Math. 643 (2010), 171-199,
DOI:10.1515/CRELLE.2010.048. MR2658193

D. S. Freed and F. Quinn, Chern-Simons theory with finite gauge group, Comm. Math. Phys. 156
(1993), no. 3, 435-472. MR1240583

D. S. Freed and C. Teleman, Topological dualities in the Ising model, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1806.00008 (2018).

O. Gwilliam and K. Rejzner, Relating nets and factorization algebras of observables: free field
theories, Communications in Mathematical Physics 373 (2020), 107-174.

R. Haag, Local quantum physics, 2nd ed., Texts and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, 1996. Fields, particles, algebras. MR1405610

H. Halvorson and M. Miiger, Algebraic quantum field theory, 2006.

L. Hataishi and M. Yamashita, Injectivity for algebras and categories with quantum symmetry,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.06663| (2022).

A. Henriques, Conformal nets are factorization algebras, String-Math 2016 98 (2018), 229.

C. Jones and D. Penneys, Operator algebras in rigid C*-tensor categories, Communications in
Mathematical Physics 355 (2017), no. 3, 1121-1188.

C. Jones and D. Penneys, Realizations of algebra objects and discrete subfactors, Advances in
Mathematics 350 (2019), 588—661.

R. Longo, Index of subfactors and statistics of quantum fields: 1I. Correspondences, braid group
statistics and Jones polynomial, Communications in mathematical physics 130 (1990), no. 2,
285-309.

J. Lurie, On the classification of topological field theories, Current developments in mathematics
2008 (2008), no. 1, 129-280.

S. Neshveyev, Duality theory for nonergodic actions, Miinster J. Math. 7 (2014), no. 2, 413-437,
available at arXiv:1303.6207 [math.0A]. MR3426224

S. Neshveyev and L. Tuset, Compact quantum groups and their representation categories, Cours
Spécialisés [Specialized Courses|, vol. 20, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2013. MR3204665
S. Neshveyev and M. Yamashita, Categorical duality for Yetter-Drinfeld algebras, Doc. Math. 19
(2014), 1105-1139, available at arXiv:1310.4407 [math.0A]. MR3291643

S. Neshveyev and M. Yamashita, Drinfeld center and representation theory for monoidal categories,
Communications in Mathematical Physics 345 (2016), no. 1, 385-434.

V. Ostrik, Module categories, weak Hopf algebras and modular invariants, Transformation groups 8
(2003), no. 2, 177-206.

U. Penning, Gauge Theory with Finite Gauge Group.

P. Safronov, A categorical approach to quantum moment maps, Theory Appl. Categ. 37 (2021),
Paper No. 24, 818-862. MR4276764

C. I. Scheimbauer, Factorization homology as a fully extended topological field theory (2014).

UNIVERSITETET 1 OSLO
Email address: lucasyh@math.uio.no


http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/QT/92
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3659493
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2019.19.533
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3924174
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3586504
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4300181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/CRELLE.2010.048
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2658193
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1240583
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.00008
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1405610
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.06663
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.6207
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3426224
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3204665
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.4407
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3291643
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4276764

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries on Factorization Homology
	3. C*-categorical Framework
	3.1. C*-categories
	3.2. The monoidal structure of `3́9`42`"̇613A`-`-45`47`"603AC*lin
	3.3. Module categories
	3.4. Reconstruction Theorems
	3.5. Reconstruction for tensor functors

	4. Computations in Factorization Homology
	4.1. Punctured surfaces
	4.2. Closed surfaces

	5. Realization of cyclic representations
	5.1. Actions of mapping class groups on the realizations

	6. Hamiltonian reduction in the fusion case
	Appendix A. Yetter-Drinfeld C*-algebras and centrally cyclic bimodule C*-categories
	Appendix B. Maximal braided tensor product
	References

