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Abstract

For all Frobenius groups and a large class of finite multiply transitive per-
mutation groups, we show that the corresponding group-subgroup subfactors
are completely characterized by their principal graphs. The class includes all
the sharply k-transitive permutation groups for k = 2, 3, 4, and in particular
the Mathieu group M11 of degree 11.

1 Introduction

The classical Goldman’s theorem [6] says, in modern term, that every index 2 inclu-
sion M ⊃ N of type II1 factors is given by the crossed product M = N o Z2, where
Z2 is the cyclic group of order 2. It is a famous story that this fact is one of the
motivating examples when Vaughan Jones introduced his cerebrated notion of index
for subfactors [20]. In the case of index 3, there are two different cases: their principal
graphs are either the Coxeter graph D4 or A5 (see [4], [7] for example). In the D4

case, the subfactor is given by the crossed product M = N o Z3. In the A5 case, we
showed in [11] that there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N , up to inner conjugacy,
such that

M = RoS3 ⊃ N = RoS2

holds where Sn denotes the symmetric group of degree n. We call such a result
Goldman-type theorem, uniquely recovering the subfactor R and a group action on
it solely from one of the principal graphs of M ⊃ N . More Goldman-type theorems
were obtained in [9],[8], and [12], but here we should emphasize that only Frobenius
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groups had been treated until we recently showed a Goldman-type theorem for the
alternating groups A5 > A4 ([19, Theorem A1]).

Let G be a finite group, let H be a subgroup of it, and let α be an outer action
of G on a factor R. Then the inclusion

M = Roα G ⊃ N = Roα H

is called a group-subgroup subfactor. Let L be the kernel of the permutation represen-
tation of G acting on G/H, which is the largest normal subgroup of G contained in
H. Then the inclusion M ⊃ N remembers at most the information of G/L > H/L,
and so whenever we discuss group-subrgroup subfactors, we always assume that L is
trivial, or more naturally, we treat G as a transitive permutation group acting on a
finite set and H as a point stabilizer. A Frobenius group G is a semi-direct product
K oH with a free H action on K \ {e}. In this paper, we show Goldman-type theo-
rems for all Frobenius groups and for a large class of multiply transitive permutation
groups.

One might suspect that every question about group-subgroup subfactors should
be reduced to an easy exercise in either permutation group theory or representation
theory, which turned out to be not always the case. Indeed, Kodiyalam-Sunder
[23] showed that two pairs of groups S4 > Z4 and S4 > Z2 × Z2 give isomorphic
group-subgroup subfactors, which cannot be understood either in permutation group
theory or representation theory. In [14], we gave a complete characterization of two
isomorphic group-subgroup subfactors coming from two different permutation groups
in terms of fusion categories and group cohomology. To understand this kind of
phenomenon, the representation category of a group should be treated as an abstract
fusion category, and ordinary representation theory is not strong enough.

When I discussed the above result [14] with Vaughan more than 10 years ago, he
asked me whether the Kodiyalam-Sunder-type phenomena occur for primitive per-
mutation groups, or in other words, when H is a maximal subgroup in G. Theorem
2.3 of [14] shows that the answer is ‘no’, and when I told it to him, somehow he looked
content. I guess Vaughan believed that one should assume primitivity of the permu-
tation group G to obtain reasonable results in group-subgroup subfactors. Probably
he was right because the primitivity of G is equivalent to the condition that the
corresponding group-subgroup subfactor has no non-trivial intermediate subfactor,
and such a subfactor is known to be very rigid. This assumption also rules out the
following puzzling example: while the principal graph of the group-subgroup subfac-
tor for D8 = Z4 o−1 Z2 > Z2 is the Coxeter graph D

(1)
6 , there are 3 other subfactors

sharing the same principal graph but they are not group-subgroup subfactors ([16,
Theorem 3.4]). This means that a Goldman-type theorem never holds for D8 > Z2.
Note that Z2 is not a maximal subgroup of D8, and hence the D8-action on D8/Z2

is not primitive.
Typical examples of primitive permutation groups are multiply transitive per-

mutation groups, and we mainly work on Goldman-type theorems for them in this
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paper. We briefly recall the basic definitions related to them here. Let G be a per-
mutation group on a finite set X. For k ∈ N, we denote by X [k] the set of all ordered
tuples (a1, a2, . . . , ak) consisting of distinct elements in X. The group G acts on X [k]

by g · (a1, a2, . . . , ak) = (ga1, ga2, . . . , gak), and we always consider this action. For
x ∈ X, we denote by Gx the stabilizer of x in G, and for (x1, x2, . . . , xk) ∈ X [k] we
denote

Gx1,x2,...,xk =
k⋂
i=1

Gxi .

We say that G is k-transitive if the G-action on X [k] is transitive. This is equivalent
to the condition that the Gx1,x2,...,xk−1

-action on X \ {x1, x2, . . . , xk−1} is transitive.
We say that G is regular if G is free and transitive. A Goldman-type theorem for
a regular permutation group is nothing but the characterization of crossed products
(see [26],[24]).

As will be explained in Subsection 2.5 in detail, our strategy for proving a
Goldman-type theorem for G > Gx1 is an induction argument reducing it to that
of Gx1 > Gx1,x2 . Assume that G is k-transitive but not k + 1-transitive. Then the
first step of the induction is a Goldman-type theorem for Gx1,x2,...,xk−1

> Gx1,x2,...,xk ,
and we need a good assumption on the Gx1,x2,...,xk−1

-action on X \ {x1, x2, . . . , xk−1}
to assure it. Therefore we will treat the following two cases in this paper:

(i) Gx1,x2,...,xk−1
is regular,

(ii) Gx1,x2,...,xk−1
is a primitive Frobenius group.

Permutation groups satisfying (i) are called sharply k-transitive, and their complete
classification is known. Other than symmetric groups and alternating groups, the
following list exhausts all of them (see [10, Chapter XII]).

(1) We denote by Fq the finite field with q elements. Every sharply 2-transitive
group is either a group of transformations of the form x 7→ axσ + b of Fq, where
a ∈ F×q , b ∈ Fq, and θ ∈ Aut(Fq), or one of the 7 exceptions. They are all
Frobenius groups.

(2) There exist exactly 2 infinite families of sharply 3-transitive permutation groups:
L(q) = PGL2(q) acting on the projective geometry PG1(q) = (F2

q \ {0})/F×q
over the finite field Fq, and its variant M(q) acting on PG1(q) with an involu-
tion of Fq when q is an even power of an odd prime. When q is odd, both of
them contain PSL2(q) as an index 2 subgroup.

(3) The Mathieu group M11 of degree 11 is a sharply 4-transitive group, and the
Mathieu group M12 of degree 12 is a sharply 5-transitive permutation group.

Conjecture 1.1. A Goldman-type theorem holds for every sharply k-transitive per-
mutation group.
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In Section 3, we show Goldman-type theorems for all Frobenius groups, and verify
the conjecture for k = 2 as a special case (Theorem 3.1). We also classify related
fusion categories generalizing Etingof-Gelaki-Ostrik’s result [3, Corollary 7.4] (The-
orem 3.5). We verify the conjecture for k = 3 in Section 4 (Theorem 4.1), and for
k = 4 in Section 6 (Theorem 6.1,6.2, 6.4). When q is odd, the action of PSL2(q)
on PG1(q) is 2-transitive and it satisfies the condition (ii) above. We will show a
Goldman-type theorem for PSL2(q) acting on PG1(q) in Section 5 (Theorem 5.1).

2-transitive extensions of Frobenius groups (with some condition) are called Zassen-
haus groups (see [10, Chapter XI] for the precise definition), and there are exactly
4 infinite families of them: L(q), M(q), PSL2(q) as above, and the Suzuki groups
Sz(22n+1) of degree 24n+2 for n ≥ 1. One might hope that a Goldman-type theorem
would hold for the Suzuki groups too. However, it is difficult to prove it with our
technique now because the point stabilizers of the Suzuki groups are non-primitive
Frobenius groups and the Frobenius kernels are non-commutative.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Frobenius groups

A transitive permutation group G on a finite set X is said to be a Frobenius group
if it is not regular and every g ∈ G \ {e} has at most one fixed point. Let H = Gx1

be a point stabilizer. Then G being Frobenius is equivalent to the condition that
the H-action on X \ {x1} is free, and is further equivalent to the condition that
H ∩ gHg−1 = {e} for all g ∈ G \H.

For a Frobenius group G,

K = G \
⋃
x∈X

Gx

is a normal subgroup of G, called the Frobenius kernel, and G is a semi-direct product
K o H (see [27, 8.5.5]). The point stabilizer H is called a Frobenius complement.
Now the set X is identified with K, and the H-action on X \ {x1} is identified with
that on K \ {e}. It is known that K is nilpotent (Thompson), and H has periodic
cohomology (Burnside) in the sense that the Sylow p-subgroups of H are cyclic for
odd p, and are either cyclic or generalized quaternion for p = 2 ([27, 10.5.6]). We
collect the following properties of Frobenius groups we will use later.

Recall that a transitive permutation group is primitive if and only if its point
stabilizer is maximal in G.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a Frobenius group with the kernel K and a complement H.
Then the following hold:

(1) G is primitive if and only if K is an elementary abelian p-group Zlp with a prime
p and there is no non-trivial H-invariant subgroup of K.

(2) The Schur multiplier H2(H,T) is trivial.
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(3) Every abelian subgroup of H is cyclic.

Proof. (1) Note that G is primitive if and only if there is no non-trivial H-invariant
subgroup of K. Assume that G is primitive. Since K is nilpotent, its center Z(K) is
not equal to {e} and H-invariant, and so K = Z(K). Let p be a prime so that the
p-component Kp of K is not {e}. Since Kp is H-invariant, we get K = Kp. The same
argument applied to L = {x ∈ K; xp = 0} shows that K is an elementary abelian
p-group.

(2) Since the Schur multiplier is trivial for every cyclic group and generalized
quaternion (see for example [22, Proposition 2.1.1, Example 2.4.8]), the statement
follows from [1, Theorem 10.3].

(3) The statement follows from the fact that every abelian subgroup of a gener-
alized quaternion group is cyclic.

2.2 Sharply k-transitive permutation groups

A transitive permutation group G on a finite set X is said to be sharply k-transitive
permutation group if the G-action on X [k] is regular. If the degree of G is n, a sharply
k-permutation group has order n(n− 1) · · · (n− k + 1).

For n ∈ N, let Xn = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Since X
[n−1]
n and X

[n]
n are naturally identified,

the defining action of Sn on Xn is both sharply n− 1 and n-transitive. As this fact
might cause confusion, we treat Sn as a sharply n− 1-transitive group in this paper.
The natural action of An on Xn is sharply n− 2-transitive.

Every sharply 2-transitive permutation group G is known to be a Frobenius group,
and hence of the form G = ZkpoH with a prime p and with a Frobenius complement
H acting on Zkp \ {0} regularly. Let q = pk, and let T (q) = F×q oAut(Fq), which acts
on Fq as an additive group isomorphic to (Z/pZ)k. Then the Zassenhaus theorem says
that H is either identified with a subgroup of T (q) or one of the following exceptions:
SL2(3) acting on Z2

5, GL2(3) acting on Z2
7, SL2(3)×Z5 acting on Z2

11, SL2(5) acting
on Z2

11, GL2(3) × Z11 acting on Z2
23, SL2(5) × Z7 acting on Z2

29, and SL2(5) × Z29

acting on Z2
59. The reader is referred to [10, Chapter XII, Section p] for this fact.

There are two important families H(q) and S(q) of sharply 2-transitive permuta-
tion groups. If G = ZkpoH is a sharply 2-transitive group with an abelian Frobenius
complement, it is necessarily of the form G = Fq o F×q , which is denoted by H(q).
Assume now that p is an odd prime and q = p2l. Then the field Fq has an involution

xσ = xp
l
. The group S(q) has a Frobenius complement F×q as a set, but its action on

Fq is given as follows:

a · x =

{
ax, if a is a square in F×q ,
axσ, if a is not a square in F×q .

For example, the group S(32) is isomorphic Z2
3oQ8. We have small order coincidences

S3 = H(3) and A4 = H(22).
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There are exactly two families of sharply 3-transitive permutation groups L(q)
and M(q), and they are transitive extensions of H(q) and S(q) respectively (see
[10, Chapter XI, Section 2]). To describe their actions, it is convenient to identify
the projective geometry PG1(q) with Fq t {∞}. The 3-transitive action of L(q) =
PGL2(q) is given as follows: [(

a b
c d

)]
· x =

ax+ b

cx+ d
.

The group M(q) is PGL2(q) as a set, but its action on PG1(q) is given by[(
a b
c d

)]
· x =

{
ax+b
cx+d

, if ad− bc is a square in F×q ,
axσ+b
cxσ+d

, if ad− bc is not a square in F×q .

We have small order coincidences S4 = L(3) and A5 = L(22).
When q is odd, the restriction of the L(q)-action on PG1(q) to PSL2(q) is two

transitive, and its point stabilizer is isomorphic to Zkp o Z(pk−1)/2.
Other than symmetric groups and alternating groups, the Mathieu groups M11

and M12 are the only sharply 4 and 5-transitive permutation groups, and their degrees
are 11 and 12 respectively (see [10, Chapter XII, Section 3]). To show a Goldman-
type theorem for the permutation group M11 of degree 11, we do not really need its
construction. Instead, we only need the fact that this action is a transitive extension
of the sharply 3-transitive permutation group M(32) on PG1(32) (see [10, Chapter
XII, Theorem 1.3]).

2.3 Group-subgroup subfactors

For a finite index inclusion M ⊃ N of factors, we need to distinguish the two principal
graphs of it, and symbols for them. Thus we mean by the principal graph of M ⊃ N
the induction-reduction graph between N -N bimodules and M -N bimodules arising
from the inclusion, and denote it by GM⊃N , while we mean by the dual principal
graph the induction-reduction graph between M -M bimodules and M -N bimodules,
and denote it by GdM⊃N .

Let G be a transitive permutation group on a finite set X, and let H = Gx1 with
x1 ∈ X. Let

M = Roα G ⊃ N = Roα H,

be a group subgroup subfactor with an outer G-action on a factor R. The reader is
referred to [25] for the tensor category structure of the M -M , M -N , N -M , and N -N
bimodules arising from the group-subgroup subfactor M ⊃ N . The category of M -M
bimodules is equivalent to the representation category Rep(G) of G, and we use the

symbol Ĝ to parametrize the equivalence classes of irreducible M -M bimodules. The
set of equivalence classes of irreducible M -N bimodules are parametrized by Ĥ, and
GdG>H is the induction-reduction graph between Ĝ and Ĥ. For this reason, we denote
by GGH the dual principal graph GdM⊃N .
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The description of the category of N -N bimodules is much more involved. We
choose one point from eachGx1-orbit inX\{x1}, and enumerate them as x2, x3, . . . , xk.
Then the set of the equivalence classes of irreducible N -N bimodules arising from
M ⊃ N is parametrized by the disjoint union

Ĝx1 t Ĝx1,x2 t · · · t Ĝx1,xk ,

and the graph GM⊃N is the union of the induction-reduction graph between Ĝx1 and

Ĝx1,xi over 1 ≤ i ≤ k with convention Gx1,x1 = Gx1 . The dimension of the irreducible

object corresponding to π ∈ Ĝx1,x2 is |Gx1/Gx1,x2| dimπ. We denote by G(G,X) or
GG>Gx1

the principal graph GM⊃N depending on the situation.
The category of N -N bimodules for the inclusion N ⊃ R is equivalent to Rep(H),

and we denote the equivalence classes of irreducible objects of it by {[βπ]}π∈Ĥ . Then

the set {[βπ]}π∈Ĥ actually coincides with Ĥ in GG>H as equivalence classes of N -N
bimodules (this fact is not usually emphasized but one can see it from [25]). Let
ι = MMN be the basic bimodule. Then the set of equivalence classes of irreducible
M -N bimodules arising from M ⊃ N is given by {[ι⊗N βπ]}π∈Ĥ .

If G is 2-transitive, we have k = 2, and the graph G(G,X) can be obtained from

GGx1
Gx1,x2

by putting an edge of length one to each even vertex of GGx1
Gx1,x2

. More generally,

for a bipartite graph G, we denote by G̃ the graph obtained by putting an edge of

length one to each even vertex of G. Then we have G(G,X) = G̃Gx1
Gx1,x2

.
Let Gn be a depth 2 graph without multi-edges and with n even vertices. Assume

that Gn is the principal graph GM⊃N of a finite index inclusion M ⊃ N of factors.
Then the characterization of crossed products shows that M = N oα G, and the
G-action is unique up to inner conjugacy. Thus a Goldman-type theorem holds for
regular permutation groups, but in a weak sense because the graph Gn determines
only the order n of G, and not the group structure unless n is a prime. Even when
we specify the dual principal graph of M ⊃ N , it does not distinguish the dihedral
group D8 of order 8 and the quaternion group Q8. As this example suggests, we
should clarify what we really mean by a Goldman-type theorem.

∗1 •2 •n

•

· · ·

Figure 1: Gn

Definition 2.2. Let G be a bipartite graph.

(1) We say that a strong Goldman-type theorem for G (or for (G,X) if G = G(G,X))
if the following holds: there exists a unique transitive permutation group G
on a finite set, up to permutation conjugacy, such that whenever the principal
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graph of a finite index subfactor M ⊃ N is G, there exists a unique subfactor
R of N , up to inner conjugacy in N , satisfying M ∩R′ = C and

M = Roα G ⊃ N = Roα H,

where H is a point stabilizer of G.

(2) We say that a weak Goldman-type theorem for G if the following holds: when-
ever the principal graph of a finite index subfactor M ⊃ N is G, there exists a
unique subfactor R of N , up to inner conjugacy in N , satisfying M ∩ R′ = C
and

M = Roα G ⊃ N = Roα H,

for some transitive permutation group G on a finite set with a point stabilizer
of H.

Note that the action α is automatically unique, up to inner conjugacy, thanks to
the irreducibility of R in M .

We will show weak Goldman-type theorems for all Frobenius groups (including
sharply 2-permutation groups), and strong ones for sharply 3 and 4-permutation
groups and for PSL2(q) acting on PG1(q).

2.4 Intermediate subfactors

In what follows, we use the sector notation for subfactors (see [13, Section 2] or [15,
Subsction 2.1] for example), though all results are stated for general factors. The
inclusion map ι : N ↪→ M in the statements should be read as the basic bimodule
ι = MMN in the type II1 case. In the proofs, we always assume that factors involved
are either of type II∞ or type III without mentioning it. In the type II1 case, this can
be justified by either directly working on bimodules instead of sectors, or replacing
M ⊃ N with M ⊗ B(`2) ⊃ N ⊗ B(`2). For example, assume that a statement
insists existence of a subfactor P ⊂ N with a certain property. In the latter case,
after finding an appropriate subfactor P ⊂ N ⊗ B(`2), we can pass to the corners
(1⊗e)P (1⊗e) ⊂ N⊗Ce and the original statement can be recovered, where e ∈ B(`2)
is a minimal projection (we may always assume 1 ⊗ e ∈ P up to inner conjugacy in
N).

We collect useful statements for our purpose in the next theorem concerning
intermediate subfactors extracted from [18, Corollary 3.10]. 2.3

Theorem 2.3. Let M ⊃ N be an irreducible inclusion of factors with finite index,
and let ι : N ↪→M be the inclusion map. Let

[ιῑ] =
⊕
ξ∈Λ

nξ[ξ]

be the irreducible decomposition.
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(1) Let P be an intermediate subfactor between M and N , and let κ : P ↪→ M be
the inclusion map. If ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Λ are contained in κκ̄, and ξ3 ∈ Λ is contained
in ξ1ξ2, then ξ3 is contained in κκ̄.

(2) Assume that P and Q are intermediate subfactors between M and N , and the
inclusion maps κ : P ↪→ M and κ1 : P1 ↪→ M satisfy [κκ̄] = [κ1κ̄1]. If for each
ξ ∈ Λ the multiplicity of ξ in κκ̄ is either 0 or nξ, then P = Q.

(3) Assume that Λ1 is self-conjugate subset of Λ such that whenever ξ3 ∈ Λ is
contained in ξ1ξ2 for some ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Λ1, we have ξ3 ∈ Λ1. Then there exists a
unique intermediate subfactor P between M and N such that the inclusion map
κ : P ↪→M satisfies

[κκ̄] =
⊕
ξ∈Λ1

nξ[ξ].

2.5 The strategy of the proofs

Let Γ be a doubly transitive permutation group acting on a finite set X, and let
x1, x2 ∈ X be distinct points. We further assume that the Γx1,x2-action on X\{x1, x2}
has no orbit of length 1. Our basic strategy to prove a Goldman-type theorem for
Γ > Γx1 is to reduce it to that of Γx1 > Γx1,x2 . To explain it, we first discuss the
relationship between the group-subgroup subfactor of the former and that of the
latter. We denote G = Γx1 and H = Γx1,x2 for simplicity.

Assume that we are given an outer action α of Γ on a factorR. We setN = RoαH,
M = R oα G, and L = R oα Γ. We denote by ι1 : M ↪→ L, ι2 : N ↪→ M , and
ι3 : R ↪→ N the inclusion maps. Since the Γ-action on X is doubly transitive, there
exists g0 ∈ Γ exchanging x1 and x2. Such g0 normalizes H, and we get θ ∈ Aut(N)
extending αg0 , that is θι3 = ι3αg0 . Let

[ι3ῑ3] =
⊕
π∈Ĥ

d(π)[βπ]

be the irreducible decomposition. The automorphism θ as above is not unique, and
there is always a freedom to replace θ with θβπ with d(π) = 1.

Since
[ι1ι2θι3] = [ι1ι2ι3αg0 ] = [ι1ι2ι3],

we have

1 = dim(ι1ι2θι3, ι1ι2ι3) = (ι2θι3ῑ3ῑ2, ῑ1ι1) =
∑
π∈Ĥ

d(π) dim(ι2θβπ ῑ2, ῑ1ι1).

We claim (ι2θβπ ῑ2, id) = 0 for all π. Indeed, if it were not the case, we would have π
with d(βπ) = 1 satisfying [ι2θβπ] = [ι2] thanks to the Frobenius reciprocity. However,
this implies that θβπ would be contained in ι2ι2. Since d(θβπ) = 1, this contradicts
the assumption that the H-action on G/H \H has no orbit of length 1.
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Since Γ is doubly transitive, there exists irreducible τ with d(τ) = |X|−1 satisfying
[ῑ1ι1] = [id] ⊕ [τ ]. On the other hand, we have d(ι2θβπ ῑ2) = (|X| − 1)d(π), which

shows that there exists π ∈ Ĥ with d(π) = 1 satisfying [τ ] = [ι2θβπ ῑ2]. This means
that by replacing θ with θβπ if necessary, we may always assume

[ῑ1ι1] = [id]⊕ [ι2θῑ2].

Now forget about R, α, N , and assume that we are just given an inclusion L ⊃M
with GL⊃M = GΓ>G. We denote by ι1 : M ↪→ L the inclusion map. We assume that
a Goldman-type theorem is known for G > H. Our task is to recover R and α from
the inclusion L ⊃M . Our strategy is divided into the following steps:

(1) Find a fusion subcategory C1 in the fusion category C generated by ῑ1ι1 that
looks like the representation category of G. .

(2) Show that the object in C1 corresponding to the induced representation IndGH 1
has a unique Q-system satisfying the following condition: if N ⊂ M is the
subfactor corresponding to the Q-system and ι2 : N ↪→M is the inclusion map,
then there exists θ ∈ Aut(N) satisfying

[ῑ1ι1] = [id]⊕ [ι2θῑ2].

(3) Show GM⊃N = GG>H .

(4) Apply the Goldman-type theorem for G > H to M ⊃ N , and obtain a subfactor
R and an outer action γ of G on R ⊂ N satisfying M = RoγG and N = RoγH.
Show that R is irreducible in L. Let ι3 : R ↪→ N be the inclusion map.

(5) Show that L ⊃ R is a depth 2 inclusion.

(6) Show that there exists θ1 ∈ Aut(R) satisfying [θι3] = [ι3θ1].

Lemma 2.4. Assume that the above (1)-(6) are accomplished. Then there exist a
finite group Γ0 including G as a subgroup of index |X|, and an outer action α of Γ0

on R such that α is an extension of γ and L = Roα Γ0. Moreover, the action of Γ0

on Γ0/G is a doubly transitive extension of the G-action on X \ {x0}.

Proof. By (2),

[ῑ3ῑ2ῑ1ι1ι2ι3] = [ῑ3ῑ2(id⊕ ι2θῑ2)ι2ι3] =
⊕
g∈G

[γg]⊕ [ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3],

which contains⊕
g∈G

[γg]⊕ [ῑ3θι3] =
⊕
g∈G

[γg]⊕ [ῑ3ι3θ1] =
⊕
g∈G

[γg]⊕
⊕
h∈H

[γhθ1].
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by (6). Let Γ0 be the group of 1-dimensional sectors contained in [ῑ3ῑ2ῑ1ι1ι2ι3]. Then
Γ0 is strictly larger than [γG], and Ro Γ0 is a subfactor of L strictly larger than M .
Thanks to Theorem 2.3, there is no non-trivial intermediate subfactor between L and
M , and we conclude L = RoΓ0. From the shape of the graph GΓ>G, we can see that
the Γ0-action on Γ0/G is doubly transitive.

To identify Γ0 with Γ, we will use the classification of doubly transitive permuta-
tion groups.

In concrete examples treated in this paper, (1) and (3) are purely combinatorial
arguments, (2) follows from Theorem 2.3, (4) is an induction hypothesis, and (5) is
a simple computation of dimensions. To deal with (6), we give useful criteria now.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a transitive permutation group on a finite set with a point
stabilizer H, and let α be an outer action of G on a factor R. Let M = R oα G ⊃
N = R oα H. Let L be a factor including M as an irreducible subfactor of index
|G/H| + 1. We denote by ι1 : M ↪→ L, ι2 : N ↪→ M , and ι3 : R ↪→ N the inclusion
maps. We assume the following two conditions:

(1) The inclusion L ⊃ R is irreducible and of depth 2.

(2) There exists θ ∈ Aut(N) satisfying [ι1ι1] = [id]⊕ [ι2θῑ2]

Then we have
dim(θῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3θ

−1, ῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3) = |H|.
Proof. Since [L : M ] = (|G/H|+ 1)|G|, the depth 2 condition implies

(|G/H|+ 1)|G| = dim(ῑ3ῑ2ῑ1ι1ι2ι3, ῑ3ῑ2ῑ1ι1ι2ι3)

= dim(ῑ3ῑ2(id⊕ ι2θῑ2)ι2ι3, ῑ3ῑ2(id⊕ ι2θῑ2)ι2ι3)

= dim(
⊕
g∈G

αg ⊕ ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3,
⊕
g∈G

αg ⊕ ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3)

= |G|+ dim(ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3, ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3),

and

|G/H||G| = dim(ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3, ῑ3ῑ2ι2θῑ2ι2ι3) = dim(θῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2ι2θ
−1, ῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2ι2),

by the Frobenius reciprocity. Thus to prove the statement, it suffices to show

[ῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2ι2] = |G/H|[ῑ2ι2ι3ῑ3].

Indeed, note that ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2 is an M -M sector corresponding to the regular represen-
tation of G, and hence (ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2)ι2 is an M -N sector corresponding to the restriction
of the regular representation of G to H, which is equivalent to |G/H| copies of the
regular representation of H. Since ι3ῑ3 is an N -N sector corresponding the regular
representation of H, we get

[(ι2ι3ῑ3ῑ2)ι2] = |G/H|[ι2(ῑ3ι3)],

which finishes the proof.
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In concrete cases where Lemma 2.5 is applied, we can further show

dim(θι3ῑ3θ
−1, ι3ῑ3) = |H|,

resulting in [θι3ῑ3θ
−1] = [ι3ῑ3].

From Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.1 in [17], we can show the following global
invariance criterion.

Lemma 2.6. Let H be a finite group and let α be an outer action of H on a factor
R. Let N = RoαH, and let ι : R ↪→ N be the inclusion map. We assume that there
is no non-trivial abelian normal subgroup K / H with a non-degenerate cohomology
class ω ∈ H2(K̂,T) invariant under the H-action by conjugation. If θ ∈ Aut(N)
satisfies [θιῑθ−1] = [ιῑ], there exists θ1 ∈ Aut(R) satisfying [θι] = [ιθ1].

Even when the cohomological assumption in Lemma 2.6 is not fulfilled, we still
have a chance to apply the following criterion. For an inclusion N ⊃ R of factors, we
denote by Aut(N,R) the set of automorphisms of N globally preserving R.

Lemma 2.7. Let N ⊃ R be an irreducible inclusion of factors with finite index, and
let P be an intermediate subfactor between N and R. We denote by ι : R ↪→ N and
κ : P ↪→ N the inclusion maps. Let

[ιῑ] =
⊕
ξ∈Λ

nξ[ξ]

be the irreducible decomposition. We assume that for each ξ ∈ Λ the multiplicity of
ξ in κκ̄ is either 0 or nξ. If θ ∈ Aut(N,R) satisfies [θκκ̄θ−1] = [κκ̄], then θ(P ) = P .

Proof. Let Q = θ(P ), let ϕ : P → Q be the restriction of θ to P regarded as an
isomorphism from P onto Q, and let κ1 : Q ↪→ N be the inclusion map. Then by
definition, we have θ ◦ κ = κ1 ◦ ϕ. Thus

[κ1κ̄1] = [κ1ϕϕ̄κ̄1] = [θ][κκ̄][θ−1] = [κκ̄],

and the statement follows from Theorem 2.3.

3 Goldman-type theorems for Frobenius groups

In this section, we establish weak Goldman-type theorems for all Frobenius groups
generalizing results obtained in [12].

For a tuple of natural numbers m = (m0,m1, . . . ,ml) with m0 = 1 and l ≥ 1, and
a natural number n, we assign a bipartite graph Gm,n as follows. Let I = {0, 1, . . . , l}
and let J be an index set with |J | = n. The set of even vertices is {v0

i }i∈I t {v2
j}j∈J

and the set of odd vertices is {v1
i }i∈I . The only non-zero entries of the adjacency

matrix ∆ of Gm,n are

∆(v0
i , v

1
i ) = ∆(v1

i , v
0
i ) = 1, ∀i ∈ I,

12



∆(v1
i , v

2
j ) = ∆(v2

j , v
1
i ) = mi, ∀i ∈ I, ∀j ∈ J.

The vertex v0
0 is treated as a distinguished vertex ∗.

∗ • •

•
•
•
•

•

•

•

•

2

Figure 2: G(14,2),1 = GS(32)>Q8

We use notation ka =

a︷ ︸︸ ︷
k, k, . . . , k for short. With this convention, the graph Gm,n

considered in [12] is G(1m),n. An edge with a number b means a multi-edge with
multiplicity b.

Let

m := ‖m‖2 =
l∑

i=0

m2
i .

Then the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of ∆ is
√

1 +mn. The Perron-Frobenius eigen-
vector d with normalization d(v0

0) = 1 is

d(v0
i ) = mi, d(v1

i ) = mi

√
1 +mn, d(v2

j ) = m.

Let G = KoH be a Frobenius group with the Frobenius kernel K and a Frobenius
complement H. Then we have GG>H = Gm,n where n is the number of H-orbits in
K \ {e}, and m is the ranks of the irreducible representations of H. Therefore we
have |H| = m and |K| = 1 + mn. If moreover K is abelian, the graph GGH is also
Gm,n.

Conversely, we can show the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let N ⊃ P be a finite index inclusion of factors with GN⊃P = Gm,n.
Then there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ P , up to inner conjugacy, such that N ∩
R′ = C and there exists a Frobenius group G = K o H with the Frobenius kernel
K and a Frobenius complement H satisfying |K| = 1 + mn, |H| = m, the tuple
(m0,m1, . . . ,ml) being the ranks of the irreducible representations of H, and

N = RoG ⊃ P = RoH.

Moreover,
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(1) If n = 1, then 1 + m is a prime power pk with a prime p and K = Zkp. The
G-action on G/H is sharply 2-transitive. The dual principal graph is also Gm,1

in this case.

(2) If n = 2 or n = 3, then 1 +mn is a prime power pk with a prime p, and G is a
primitive Frobenius group with K = Zkp. The dual principal graph is also Gm,n

in this case.

We prove the theorem in several steps. Let ι : P ↪→ N be the inclusion map. We
denote by αi the irreducible endomorphism of N corresponding to v0

i , and by ρj the
ones corresponding to v2

j . Then ι ◦ αi corresponds to v1
i . From the graph Gm,n, we

get the following fusion rules:

[ῑ][ι] = [id]⊕
⊕
j∈J

[ρj],

[ι][ρj] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[ιαi],

[ῑ][ιαi] = [αi] +mi

⊕
j∈J

[ρj],

d(αi) = mi, d(ι) =
√

1 +mn, d(ρj) = m.

∗

•

•

•

•

•

•

•idP α1 α2

ι ια1 ια2

ρ1 ρ2

Figure 3: G(13),2 = GZ7oZ3>Z3

Let C be the fusion category generated by ῑι. Then since d(αi1αi2) is smaller than
m = d(ρj), we have a fusion subcategory C0 with the set (of equivalence classes) of
simple objects Irr(C0) = {αi}i∈I .

We introduce involutions of I and J by [αi] = [αī] and [ρj] = [ρj]. Note that ρjρj̄
contains αi at most d(αi) = mi times (see [18, p.39]). Since it contains id, dimension
counting shows that it contains αi with full multiplicity mi. Thus the Frobenius
reciprocity implies

[αiρj] = mi[ρj].

Lemma 3.2. Let the notation be as above. There exist a unique intermediate sub-
factor P ⊃ Rj ⊃ ρj(P ) and an isomorphism θj : Rj̄ → Rj for each j ∈ J such that
if κj : Rj ↪→ P is the inclusion map,

[ρj] = [κjθjκj̄],
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[κjκj] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[αi].

Moreover P ⊃ Rj is a depth 2 inclusion of index m.

Proof. Theorem 2.3 shows that there exists a unique intermediate subfactor P ⊃
Rj ⊃ ρj(P ) such that if κj : Rj ↪→ P is the inclusion map, we have

[κjκj] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[αi].

Since mi = d(αi), Frobenius reciprocity implies

[αi][κi] = mi[κi],

and P ⊃ Rj is a depth 2 inclusion of index m.
Let σj be ρj regarded as a map from P to Rj. By definition, we have ρj = κj ◦σj,

and since d(ρj) = m and d(κj) =
√
m, we get d(σj) =

√
m. Taking conjugate, we

get [ρj̄] = [σj][κj]. Perturbing σj by an inner automorphism if necessary, we may and
do assume ρj̄ = σj ◦ κj. Since [σjσj] contains id and is contained in ρj̄ρj, dimension
counting shows

[σjσj] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[αi],

and Theorem 2.3 implies σj(Rj) = Rj̄. Let θj be the inverse of σj, which is an
isomorphism from Rj̄ onto Rj. Then we get ρj̄ = κj̄ ◦ θ−1

j ◦ κj, and

[ρj] = [κjθjκj̄].

Lemma 3.3. With the above notation κ̄jκk is decomposed into 1-dimensional sectors
for all j, k ∈ J .

Proof. Let

[κjκk] =
⊕
a∈Λj,k

najk[ξ
a
jk]

be the irreducible decomposition. Since

[κjκkκkκl] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[κjαiκl] =
⊕
i∈I

m2
i [κjκl] = m[κjκl],

the product ξajkξ
b
kl is a direct sum of irreducibles from {ξcjl}c∈Λj,l . Since [κkκj] = [κjκk],

we can arrange the index sets so that for any a ∈ Λj,k there exists a ∈ Λk,j satisfying
[ξajk] = [ξakj].

Since
δj,k = dim(ρj, ρk) = dim(κjκk, θ

−1
j κjκkθk),
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we have
{[θ−1

j ][ξajj][θj]}a∈Λj,j ∩ {[ξbj̄j̄]}b∈Λj̄,j̄ = [id], (3.1)

and for j 6= k,
{[θ−1

j ][ξajk][θk]}a∈Λj,k ∩ {[ξbj̄k̄]}b∈Λj̄,k̄
= ∅. (3.2)

Assume we have ξajk with d(ξajk) > 1. Since κj̄θ
−1
j ξajkθkκk̄ is contained in ρj̄ρk, the

former contains either αi with i ∈ I or ρl with l ∈ J . The first case never occurs
because

dim(κj̄θ
−1
j ξajkθkκk̄, αi) = dim(θ−1

j ξajkθk, κj̄αiκk̄) = mi dim(θ−1
j ξajkθk, κj̄κk̄) = 0.

Thus
0 6= dim(κj̄θ

−1
j ξajkθkκk̄, ρl) = dim(θ−1

j ξajkθk, κj̄κlθlκl̄κk̄),

and there exist ξbj̄l and ξc
l̄k̄

such that θ−1
j ξajkθk is contained in ξbj̄lθlξ

c
l̄k̄

. In fact, the
latter is irreducible because of

dim(ξbj̄lθlξ
c
l̄ k̄, ξ

b
j̄lθlξ

c
l̄ k̄) = (θ−1

l ξ b̄lj̄ξ
b
j̄lθl, ξ

c
l̄ k̄ξ

c̄
k̄l̄),

and Eq.(3.1). Therefore we get

[θ−1
j ξajkθk] = [ξbj̄lθlξ

c
l̄ k̄]. (3.3)

Since d(ξajk) > 1, we have either d(ξbj̄l) > 1 or d(ξc
l̄ k̄

) > 1. We first assume

d(ξc
l̄ k̄

) > 1. We have [ξajkθk] = [θjξ
b
j̄lθlξ

c
l̄ k̄

]. Since κjθjξ
b
j̄lθlκl̄ is contained in ρjρl, the

former contains either αi with i ∈ I or ρr with r ∈ J . In the first case, we have

0 6= dim(κjθjξ
b
j̄lθlκl̄, αi) = dim(θjξ

b
j̄lθl, κjαiκl̄) = mi dim(θjξ

b
j̄lθl, κjκl̄),

and there exists ξd
jl̄

satisfying [θjξ
b
j̄lθl] = [ξd

jl̄
], and [ξajkθk] = [ξd

jl̄
ξc
l̄k̄

]. By the Frobenius

reciprocity, there exists ξe
kk̄

satisfying [θk] = [ξe
kk̄

]. Since

[κkκkκk̄] =
⊕
i1∈I

mi1 [αgκk̄] = m[κk̄],

we get [κkξ
e
kk̄

] = [κk̄], and

[ρk] = [κkθkκk̄] = [κkξ
e
kk̄κk̄] = [κk̄κk̄] =

⊕
i1∈I

[αi1 ],

which is contradiction. Thus we are left with

0 6= dim(κjθjξ
b
j̄lθlκl̄, ρr) = dim(θjξ

b
j̄lθl, κjκrθrκr̄κl̄),

which shows that there exist ξejr and ξf
r̄l̄

satisfying

dim(θjξ
b
j̄lθl, ξ

e
jrθrξ

f

r̄l̄
) 6= 0.
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As before, the right-hand side is irreducible, and we get [θjξ
b
j̄lθl] = [ξejrθrξ

f

r̄l̄
], and

[ξajkθk] = [ξejrθrξ
f

r̄l̄
ξc
l̄k̄

]. Since the left-hand side is irreducible, so is ξf
r̄l̄
ξc
l̄k̄

, and there

exists ξs
r̄k̄

satisfying [ξf
r̄l̄
ξc
l̄ k̄

] = [ξs
r̄k̄

], and [ξajkθk] = [ξejrθrξ
s
r̄ k̄

]. Note that we have
d(ξs

r̄k̄
) > 1. By the Frobenius reciprocity,

1 = dim(ξajkθk, ξ
e
jrθrξ

s
r̄k̄) = dim(θ−1

r ξērjξ
a
jkθk, ξ

s
r̄k̄),

and there exists ξtrk satisfying [θ−1
r ξtrkθk] = [ξs

r̄k̄
], which contradicts Eq.(3.1).

Now the only possibility is d(ξbj̄l) > 1. Taking conjugate of Eq.(3.3), we get

[θ−1
k ξākjθj] = [ξ c̄

k̄l̄
θ−1
l ξ b̄lj̄], and [ξākjθj] = [θkξ

c̄
k̄l̄
θ−1
l ξ b̄lj̄]. Since κkθkξ

c̄
k̄l̄
θ−1
l κl is contained in

ρkρl̄, a similar argument as above works, and we get contradiction again. Therefore
d(ξajk) = 1 for all j, k, a.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We fix j0 ∈ J . Since κj0κk contains an isomorphism ϕj : Rj →
Rj0 , by the Frobenius reciprocity, we get [κj] = [κj0ϕj]. Thus there exists a unitary
uj ∈ P satisfying Aduj ◦ κj = κj0 ◦ ϕj, which means that for every x ∈ Rj,

ujxu
∗
j = ϕj(x).

This implies ujRju
∗
j = Rj0 . By replacing ρj with Aduj ◦ ρj if necessary, we may

assume Rj = Rj0 for all j ∈ J . We denote R = Rj0 and κ = κj0 for simplicity. Now
we have θj ∈ Aut(R) and [ρj] = [κθjκ].

Since κκ is decomposed into 1-dimensional sectors, the inclusion P ⊃ R is a
crossed product by a finite group of order m, say H, and there exists an outer action
β of H on R such that P = Roβ H, and

[κκ] =
⊕
h∈H

[βh].

Note that N ⊃ R is irreducible because

dim(ικ, ικ) = dim(ῑι, κκ) = 1.

Now we have

[(ικ)ικ] = [κ̄ῑικ] = [κ̄κ]⊕
⊕
j∈J

[κ̄ρjκ] =
⊕
h∈H

[βh]⊕
⊕

j∈J, h1,h2∈H

[βh1θjβh2 ].

This shows that there exists a finite group G including H, and its outer action γ on
R extending β satisfying N = Roγ G. Moreover,⊕

g∈G

[γg] =
⊕
h∈H

[βh]⊕
⊕

j∈J, h1,h2∈H

[βh1θjβh2 ],

holds, which shows that every (H,H)-double coset except for H has size |H|2. There-
fore G is a Frobenius group with a Frobenius complement H, and it is of the form
K oH with the Frobenius kernel K. Since |K| = [N : P ], we get |K| = 1 +mn.
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When n = 1, we have |K| = |H|+1, and G acting on G/H is a sharply 2-transitive
permutation group.

For (2), it suffices to show that H is maximal in G. For this, it suffices to show
that there is no non-trivial intermediate subfactor between N and P . Assume n = 2
first. Suppose Q is a non-trivial intermediate subfactor and let ι1 : P ↪→ Q be the
inclusion map. Since [ῑι] = [id] ⊕ [ρ1] ⊕ [ρ2], we have either [ι1ι1] = [id] ⊕ [ρ1] or
[ι1ι1] = [id]⊕ [ρ2]. In any case, we get [Q : P ] = 1 +m, and

[N : Q] =
[N : P ]

[Q : P ]
=

1 + 2m

1 +m
= 2− 1

1 +m
,

which is forbidden by the Jones theorem.
The case n = 3 can be treated in a similar way.

Remark 3.4. The above theorem together with the classification of sharply 2-transitive
permutation groups with abelian point stabilizers shows that the graph G(1m),1 uniquely
characterizes the group-subgroup subfactor for H(q) = FqoF×q > F×q with q = m+1.
In the case of non-commutative H, probably the graph Gm,1 does not uniquely deter-
mine the group K oH in general. However, [10, Chapter XII, Theorem 9.7] shows
that possibilities of H o K for a given q = m + 1 are very much restricted. For
example, the graph G(14,2),1 uniquely characterizes S(32) > Q8.

In the rest of this section, we classify related fusion categories, which is a gener-
alization of [3, (7.1)].

Let C0 be a C∗-fusion category with the set of (equivalence classes of) simple
objects Irr(C) = {αi}i∈I . We may assume 0 ∈ I and α0 = 1. Let C be a fusion
category containing C0 with Irr(C) = {αi}i∈I ∪ {ρ}. Then we have αi ⊗ ρ ∼= ρ⊗ αi =
d(αi)ρ. Indeed, if αi⊗ ρ contained αj, the Frobenius reciprocity implies that αi⊗αj
would contain ρ, which is impossible, and the claim holds. In particular mi = d(αi)
is an integer. By the Frobenius reciprocity again we get

ρ⊗ ρ ∼=
⊕
i∈I

miαi ⊕ kρ,

where k is a non-negative integer. We now consider the case with k = m− 1, where

m =
∑
i∈I

m2
i .

Then d(ρ) = m.

Theorem 3.5. Let C be as above. Then there exists a sharply 2-transitive permu-
tation group G = K o H with the Frobenius kernel K and a Frobenius complement
H such that C0 is equivalent to the representation category of H. In particular, the
number m+ 1 is a prime power pk. The category C is classified by

{ω ∈ H3(K oH,T) | ω|H = 0}/Aut(K oH,H),

(or equivalently by H3(K,T)H/NAut(K)(H)).
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Proof. For the proof of Theorem 3.5, we may assume that the category C is embedded
in End(P ) for a type III factor P .

In the same way as in the proofs of Theorem 3.1, there exist a unique subfactor
R ⊂ P , up to inner conjugacy, a unique finite group H of order m, θ ∈ Aut(R), and
an outer action β of H on R such that

P = Roβ H,

and if κ :↪→ P is the inclusion map,

[κκ] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[αi],

[κκ] =
⊕
h∈H

[βh],

[ρ] = [κθκ].

Let G be the group generated by [βH ] = {[βh]}h∈H and [θ] in Out(R). We will
show

G = [βH ] t [βH ][θ][βH ],

whose order is m(m + 1), and it is a Frobenius group with a Frobenius complement
[βH ].

The proof of Lemma 3.3 shows [θ] /∈ [βH ],

[θ][βH ][θ−1] ∩ [βH ] = [id],

and |[βH ][θ][βH ]| = m2. Let G0 = [βH ] ∪ [βH ][θ][βH ], which is a subset of G with
|G0| = m(m+1). To prove thatG0 coincides withG, it suffices to show [θ][βH ][θ] ⊂ G0

and [θ−1] ∈ [βH ][θ][βH ].
Let h ∈ H. Since κθβhθκ̄ is contained in ρ2, it contains either αi with i ∈ I or ρ.

If it contains αi, we have

0 6= dim(κθβhθκ̄, αi) = dim(θβhθ, κ̄αiκ) = mi dim(θβhθ, κ̄κ)

= mi

∑
k∈H

dim(θβhθ, βk),

which shows [θβhθ] ∈ [βH ]. If it contains ρ,

0 6= dim(κθβhθκ̄, κθκ̄) = dim(θβhθ, κ̄κθκ̄κ) =
∑
k,l

dim(θβhθ, βkθβl),

which shows [θβhθ] ∈ [βH ][θ][βH ]. Therefore we get [θ][βH ][θ] ⊂ G0.
Since ρ is self-conjugate, we have

1 = dim(ρ̄, ρ) = dim(κθ−1κ̄, κθκ̄) = dim(θ−1, κ̄κθκ̄κ) =
∑
h,k∈H

dim(θ−1, βhθβk),
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which shows [θ−1] ∈ [βH ][θ][βH ]. Therefore we get G = G0.
Since G has only two (H,H)-double cosets, and the size of [βH ][θ][βH ] is |H|2, the

group G is a Frobenius group with a Frobenius complement [βH ]. Moreover, the G
action on G/H is sharply 2-transitive.

For the classification of the category C, we may assume that R is the injective type
III1 factor. Then the conjugacy class of G in Out(R) is completely determined by its
obstruction class ω ∈ H3(G,T). Since H has a lifting βH ⊂ Aut(R), the restriction of
ω to H is trivial. Since H is a Frobenius complement, the Schur multiplier H2(H,T)
is trivial, and the lifting is unique, up to cocycle conjugacy, and one can uniquely
recover P from R and [βH ]. This means that the generator ρ of the category C̃ is
uniquely determined by ω. On the other hand, there always exists a G-kernel in
Out(R) for a given ω ∈ H3(G,T), which shows the existence part of the statement.

Finally, since |K| and |H| are relatively prime, we have

Ep,q
2 = Hp(H,Hq(K,T)) = 0,

for p, q ≥ 1 in the Lindon/Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence for G = K oH. Thus
the group

{ω ∈ H3(G,T) | ω|H = 0},
is isomorphic to H3(K,T)H .

When H is abelian (in fact cyclic in this case), the group H3(K,T)H is explicitly
computed in [3, Corollary 7.4].

4 Goldman-type theorems for sharply 3-transitive

permutation groups

Let m, n, I, and m be as in the previous section. Now we consider the graph G̃m,1

(see Subsection 2.3 for the definition of G̃ for a given G), which is described as follows.

The set of even vertices of G̃m,1 is

{v0
i }i∈I t {v2

i }∈I t {v4},

the set of odd vertices is
{v1

i }i∈I t {v3}.

The only non-zero entries of the adjacency matrix ∆ of G̃m,1 are

∆(v0
i , v

1
i ) = ∆(v1

i , v
0
i ) = 1, ∀i ∈ I,

∆(v1
i , v

2
i ) = ∆(v2

i , v
1
i ) = 1, ∀i ∈ I,

∆(v2
i , v

3) = ∆(v3, v2
i ) = mi, ∀i ∈ I,

∆(v3, v4) = ∆(v4, v3) = 1.
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The vertex v0
0 is treated as a distinguished vertex ∗. The Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue

of ∆ is
√

2 +m. The Perron-Frobenius eigenvector d normalized as d(v0
0) = 1 is

d(v0
i ) = mi, d(v2

i ) = mi(1 +mn), d(v4) = m.

d(v1
i ) = mi

√
2 +mn, d(v3) = m

√
2 +mn.

In [19], we showed that a strong Goldman-type theorem for G̃(13),1. Now we show
it for general sharply 3-transitive permutation groups.

∗ • • • • • •

•

•

•

•

Figure 4: G̃(13),1 = G(L(22),PG1(22)) = G(A5,X5)

Although we excluded the case m = (1) in the definition of Gm,1 in Section 3, the
graph itself makes sense for m = (1), and we include this case in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let M ⊃ N be a finite index subfactor with GM⊃N = G̃m,1. Then
q = 1 + m is a prime power, and there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N that is
irreducible in M such that if m = 1m,

M = Ro L(q) ⊃ N = RoH(q),

and otherwise
M = RoM(q) ⊃ N = Ro S(q).
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idN ε σ ερ′

ρ′ σα′1

εα′1

α′1

σα′2 εα′2 α′2

σα′3

εα′3

α′3

σα′4

εα′4

α′4

Figure 5: G̃(14,2),1 = G(M(32),PG1(32))

Proof. If m = (1), the graph G̃(1),1 is nothing but the Coxeter graph A5, and the
statement follows from [11] as (S3, X3) ∼= (PGL2(2), PG1(2)). We assume m 6= (1)
in what follows.

We follow the strategy described in Subsection 2.5 taking the 6 steps.
(1) Let ε : N ↪→ M be the inclusion map, and let C be the fusion category

generated by ε̄ε. We first parametrize Irr(C). Let [ε̄ε] = [id] ⊕ [σ] be the irreducible
decomposition, which means that σ corresponds to the vertex v2

0. We denote by α′i
and ρ′ the endomorphisms of N corresponding to v0

i and v4 respectively. Then εα′i,
σα′i, and ερ′ are irreducible, and they correspond to v1

i , v
2
i , v

3 respectively. Thus

Irr(C) = {α′i}i∈I t {σα′i}i∈I t {ρ′}.

We have

d(αi) = mi, d(ε) =
√

2 +m, d(σ) = 1 +m, d(ρ′) = m.

Two endomorphisms σ and ρ′ are self-conjugate. We introduce two involutions of I
by [α′i] = [α′ī] and [σα′i] = [σα′i∗ ]. Then they are related by [σα′i∗ ] = [α′īσ].

By dimension counting, we see that there exists a fusion subcategory C0 of C with

Irr(C0) = {α′i}i∈I .

We claim that there exists another fusion subcategory C1 of C with

Irr(C1) = {α′i}i∈I t {ρ′}.

Indeed, if ρ′αi contained σα′i1 , the Frobenius reciprocity implies that σα′i1α
′
ī would

contain ρ′, and hence σα′i2 would contain ρ′ for some i2, which is contradiction. Thus
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ραi is decomposed into a direct sum of sectors in {α′i1}i1∈I ∪ {ρ
′}, and dimension

counting shows
[ρ′α′i] = mi[ρ

′], [α′iρ] = mi[ρ], (4.1)

where the second equality follows from the first one by conjugation.
From the shape of the graph G̃m,1, we can see

[σ2] = [id]⊕ [ρ′]⊕
⊕
i∈I

mi[σα
′
i], (4.2)

[σρ′] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[σα
′
i]. (4.3)

Using these and associativity, we have

[σ][σρ′] =
⊕
i1∈I

mi[σ][σα′i]

=
⊕
i∈I

mi([id]⊕ [ρ′]⊕
⊕
i′∈I

mi′ [σα
′
i′ ])[α

′
i]

=
⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i]⊕m[ρ′]⊕

⊕
i,i′

mi′ [σα
′
i′α
′
i].

On the other hand,

[σ][σρ′] = [σ2][ρ′] = ([id]⊕ [ρ′]⊕
⊕
i∈I

mi[σα
′
i])[ρ

′]

= [ρ′]⊕ [ρ′
2
]⊕
⊕
i∈I

m2
i [σρ

′] = [ρ′]⊕ [ρ′
2
]⊕m

⊕
i∈I

mi[σα
′
i].

Since σα′i′α
′
i is a direct sum of irreducibles of the form σα′i′′ , the endomorphism ρ2

contains ⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i]⊕ (m− 1)[ρ′],

and comparing dimensions, we get

[ρ′
2
] =

⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i]⊕ (m− 1)[ρ′]. (4.4)

Therefore the claim is shown.
(2) Form Eq.(4.2) and Theorem 2.3, there exists a unique intermediate subfactor

N ⊃ P ⊃ σ(N) such that if ι : P ↪→ N is the inclusion map, we have [ιῑ] = [id]⊕ [ρ′].
Let C2 be the fusion category generated by ῑι. As in the proof of Lemma 3.2, there
exists τ ∈ Aut(P ) satisfying

[σ] = [ιτ ῑ]. (4.5)

23



(3) From the fusion rules of C1, we can see that the dual principal graph GdN⊃P is
Gm,1, and Theorem 3.1,(1) shows that so is the principal graph GN>P too. Therefore
we can arrange the labeling of irreducibles of C2 so that

Irr(C2) = {αi} t {ρi},

and [α′iι] = [ιαi] and [ῑι] = [id]⊕ [ρ].
(4) Now we apply Theorem 3.1, and we get a unique subfactor R ⊂ P , up to inner

conjugacy such that R′ ∩ P = C and there exists an outer action β of a Frobenius
group K oH satisfying

N = Roβ (H oK) ⊃ P = Roβ H.

Moreover the K o H-action on (K o H)/H is sharply 2-transitive. We denote by
κ : R ↪→ P the inclusion map. Then we have

[ικκ̄ῑ] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[ιαiῑ] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
iιῑ] =

⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i]([id]⊕ ρ′) =

⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i]⊕m[ρ′],

which shows
dim(εικ, εικ) = dim(ε̄ε, ικκ̄ῑ) = 1,

and R is irreducible in M .
(5) Since

[M : P ] = [M : N ][N : P ][P : R] = (m+ 2)(m+ 1)m,

to prove that the inclusion L ⊃ R is of depth 2, it suffices to show that the number
(m+ 2)(m+ 1)m coincides with the following dimension:

dim(εικ(εικ), εικ(εικ)) = dim(ε̄εικκ̄ῑ, ικκ̄ῑε̄ε) = dim((id⊕ σ)ικκ̄ῑ, ικκ̄ῑ(id⊕ σ)).

Note that [σ] commutes with [ρ′] and⊕
i∈I

mi[α
′
i],

and hence with [ικκ̄ῑ]. Thus this number is equal to

= dim((id⊕ σ)ικκ̄ῑ, (id⊕ σ)ικκ̄ῑ) = dim((id⊕ σ)2, (ικκ̄ῑ)2).

Since the fusion category generated by ικκ̄ῑ is equivalent to the representation cate-
gory Rep(K oH), and ικκ̄ῑ corresponds to the regular representation of K oH, we
get

[(ικκ̄ῑ)2] = m(m+ 1)[ικκ̄ῑ].
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Thus

dim((id⊕ σ)2, (ικκ̄ῑ)2) = m(m+ 1)(id⊕ 2σ ⊕ σ2, ικκ̄ῑ)

= m(m+ 1) dim(2id⊕ ρ⊕ 2σ ⊕
⊕
i∈I

miσα
′
i,
⊕
i∈I

miα
′
i ⊕mρ′)

= m(m+ 1)(m+ 2),

and the inclusion M ⊃ R is of depth 2.
(6) Now Lemma 2.5 shows that we have

m = dim(τ ῑικκ̄τ−1, ῑικκ̄),

and
[ῑικκ̄] = [(id⊕ ρ)

⊕
i∈I

miαi] =
⊕
i∈I

mi[αi]⊕m[ρ].

Dimension counting implies

m = dim(
⊕
i∈I

miταiτ
−1,
⊕
i∈I

miαi),

and this is possible only if [τκκ̄τ−1] = [κκ̄]. Since H is a Frobenius complement, every
abelian subgroup of H is cyclic, and Lemma 2.6 implies there exists τ1 ∈ Aut(R)
satisfying [τκ] = [κ][τ1].

Now Lemma 2.4 shows that there exists a group G including K oH, and outer
G-action on R extending β satisfying M = RoγG. The principal graph GM⊃N shows
that the G-action on G/(KoH) is 3-transitive. Since |G/(KoH)| = m+2, and |G| =
m(m+1)(m+2), the permutation group G is sharply 3-transitive. Now the statement
follows from the classification of sharply 3-transitive permutation groups.

We devote the rest of this section to a preparation of the Goldman-type theorem
for the Mathieu groups M11. Since M(32) and S(32) are a point stabilizer and a two
point stabilizer of the sharply 4-transitive action of M11, we denote M(32) = M10

and S(32) = M9. We first determine the dual principal graph GMN in the case of
M10 > M9. Since this graph is the induction-reduction graph GM10

M9
, the irreducible

M -M sectors are parametrized by the irreducible representations of M10, whose ranks
are 1, 1, 9, 9, 10, 10, 10, 16 (see [5, Table 8]).

We parametrize the irreducible N -N and M -N sectors as in the above proof and
Figure 5. Theorem 3.1,(1) shows that N ⊃ P and its dual inclusion are isomorphic
subfactor associated with (S(32),F32) (see Remark 3.4), and the two fusion categories
C1 and C2 are equivalent. On the other hand, the fusion subcategory generated by κκ̄
in C2 is equivalent to Rep(Q8). Thus the fusion category C0 is equivalent to Rep(Q8).
In particular, we have ī = i for all i. Since at least one of {1, 2, 3} is fixed by the
other involution i 7→ i∗, we may and do assume 1∗ = 1, and σα1 is self-conjugate.
Since d(α′4) = 2, the two sectors α′4 and σα′4 are self-conjugate.
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Let [εε̄] = [id]⊕ [π] be the irreducible decomposition. Then d(π) = 9. Since

dim(εα′iε̄, εα
′
iε̄) = dim(ε̄εα′i, α

′
iε̄ε) = dim((id⊕ σ)α′i, α

′
i(id⊕ σ)) = 1 + dim(σα′i, σα

′
i∗),

if i∗ = i, the endomorphism εα′iε̄ is decomposed into two irreducibles, and otherwise it
is irreducible. Thus εα′1ε̄ is decomposed into two irreducibles. Since d(εα′1ε̄) = 10, it
is a direct sum of a 1-dimensional representation and a 9-dimensional representation,
and we denote the former by χ. Then the Frobenius reciprocity implies [χε] = [εα′1],
and

[εα′1ε̄] = [χεε̄] = [χ]⊕ [χπ].

Since εα′iε̄ for i = 2, 3, cannot contain a 1-dimensional representation, we have
2∗ = 3, and ξ := εα′2ε̄ is irreducible. By

[εα′iε̄][ε] = [εα′i(id⊕ σ)] = [εα′i]⊕ [εα′iσ]

= [εα′i]⊕ [εσα′i∗ ] = [εα′i]⊕ [εα′i∗ ]⊕ d(α′i)[ερ
′],

and the Frobenius reciprocity, we also have [εα′2ε̄] = [ξ], and

[ξε] = [εα′2]⊕ [εα′3]⊕ [ερ′].

Since d(εα′4ε̄) = 20, we have

[εα′4ε̄] = [η1]⊕ [η2],

with d(η1) = d(η2) = 10, and

[η1ε] = [εα′4]⊕ [ερ′].

[η2ε] = [εα′4]⊕ [ερ′].

There is one irreducible representation of M10 missing, which we denote by ζ. By
the Frobenius reciprocity and d(ζ) = 16, we get

[ερ′ε̄] = [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ [ξ]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ].

Thus the graph GM10
M9

is as follows.

2

∗
•

•
•

•
•

•

•

• •

•

•
•

•

idM
ε

π

χ
χε

χπ

ε0

ξ

ε2 ε3

η1

η2

ε4

ζ

Figure 6: GM10
M9
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Theorem 4.2. Let M ⊃ N be a finite index subfactor with GdM⊃N = GM10
M9

. Then we
have GM⊃N = GM10>M9. In consequence, there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N up to
inner conjugacy, that is irreducible in M such that

M = RoM10 ⊃ N = RoM9.

We divide the proof in a few steps. We parametrize the M -M sectors and M -N
sectors as in Figure 6. Then

d(χ) = 1, d(π) = 9, d(ξ) = d(η1) = d(η2) = 10, d(ζ) = 16,

d(ε) = d(ε2) = d(ε3) =
√

10, d(ε4) = 2
√

10, d(ε0) = 8
√

10.

From the graph, we can see that π, χπ, χ, ζ are self-conjugate,

{[ξ], [η1], [η1]} = {[ξ], [η1], [η2]},

and this with the graph symmetry implies

[χ2] = [id], [χπ] = [πχ], [χζ] = [ζχ] = [ζ], [χξ] = [ξ],

{[χη1], [χη2]} = {[η1], [η2]}.

The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are:

[πε] = [ε]⊕ [ε0], [ζε] = 2[ε0], [ξε] = [ε2]⊕ [ε3]⊕ [ε0],

[η1ε] = [η2ε] = [ε4]⊕ [ε0],

[εε̄] = [id]⊕ [π], [ε2ε̄] = [ε3ε̄] = [ξ], [ε4ε̄] = [η1]⊕ [η2],

[ε0ε̄] = [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ [ξ]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ].

We denote the last sector by Σ for simplicity. Then we have Σ = Σ, and associativity
implies

[π2] = [id]⊕ Σ, [ξπ] = [ξ]⊕ Σ, [η1π] = [η2]⊕ Σ, [η2π] = [η1]⊕ Σ,

[ζπ]⊕ [ζ] = 2Σ.

The Frobenius reciprocity implies

dim(ξ̄ξ, π) = dim(η2η1, π) = dim(η1η2, π) = 2, (4.6)

dim(ηiξ, π) = dim(ξ̄ηi, π) = dim(ηiηi, π) = 1. (4.7)

dim(ξζ, π) = dim(ηiζ, π) = 2, (4.8)

dim(ζζ, π) = 3. (4.9)

Lemma 4.3. With the above notation, we have [ξ] = [ξ] and [χη1] = [η1χ] = [η2].
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Proof. Note that we have [χξ] = [ξ]. First we claim [ξχ] = [ξ]. Indeed, assume that
it is not the case. Then we may assume [ξχ] = [η1], which implies

[χη1] = [χξχ] = [ξχ] = [η1],

and so [χη2] = [η2]. Since {[ξ], [η1], [η2]} = {[ξ], [η1], [η2]}, we get contradiction, and
the claim holds.

Now to prove the statement, it suffices to show [η2χ] = [η3]. For this, we assume
[η1χ] = [η1] (and consequently [η2χ] = [η2]), and will deduce contradiction. Taking
conjugate, we also have [χη1] = [η1] and [χη2] = [η2] in this case. Then since [ξξ]
contains π with multiplicity 2 and [χξ] = [ξ], it contains [χπ] with multiplicity 2, and
so dimension counting shows

[ξξ] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 2[π]⊕ 2[χπ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 3× 10 dim, (4.10)

where 3×10 dim means a direct sum of 3 elements from {ξ, η1, η2}. In the same way,
we get

[η1η1] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ 80 dim,

where the last part is decomposed as either 80 = 5× 16 or 80 = 8× 10. Also, we get

[η1η2] = [η2η1] = 2[π]⊕ 2[χπ]⊕ 4[ζ].

This implies

0 = dim(η1η2, ξ) = dim(η1η2, η1) = dim(η1η2, η2) (4.11)

= dim(η2η1, ξ) = dim(η2η1, η1) = dim(η2η1, η2).

Also, the Frobenius reciprocity implies

d(η1ζ, η2) = 4.

Since [ζχ] = [ζ], Eq.(4.8) shows

dim(η1ζ, χπ) = dim(η1ζ, πχ) = dim(η1ζ, π) = 2,

and
[η1ζ] = 2[π]⊕ 2[χπ]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 4[η2]⊕ 2× 10 dim.

Since dim(η1, η1ζ) = dim(η1η1, ζ) is either 5 or 0, we get

[η1ζ] = 2[π]⊕ 2[χπ]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 4[η2]⊕ 2[ξ],

and
[η1η1] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ 8× 10 dim. (4.12)

A similar reasoning shows

[ηiξ] = [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 5× 10 dim, (4.13)

For the contragredient map, we have the following 3 possibilities up to relabeling
η1 and η2:
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(i) [ξ] = [ξ], [η1] = [η1], [η2] = [η2],

(ii) [ξ] = [ξ], [η1] = [η2], [η2] = [η1],

(iii) [ξ] = [η1], [η1] = [ξ], [η2] = [η2],

However, direct computation shows that there are no fusion rules consistent with
Eq.(4.10),(4.11),(4.12), and (4.13) in each case.

Lemma 4.4. With the above notation,

[χε2] = [ε3],

[ε2ε2] = [id]⊕ [π],

[πε2] = [ε0]⊕ [ε2], [πε3] = [ε0]⊕ [ε3],

[πε4] = 2[ε0]⊕ [ε4],

[πε0] = [ε]⊕ [χε]⊕ [ε2]⊕ [ε3]⊕ 2[ε4]⊕ 8[ε0].

Proof. Since d(ε2ε2) = 10, and ε2ε2 contains id, we have only the following two
possibilities:

[ε2ε2] = [id]⊕ [π],

[ε2ε2] = [id]⊕ [χπ].

Since ε2ε2 does not contain χ in any case, we have [χε2] 6= [ε2], and so [χε2] = [ε3].
Assume that [ε2ε2] = [id]⊕ [χπ] holds. Then

dim(η1ε2, η1ε2) = dim(η1, η1ε2ε2) = dim(η1, η1(id⊕ χπ)) = 1 + dim(η1, η2π) = 3.

Since d(η1ε2) = 10
√

10, we have

[η1ε2] = [ε0]⊕ 2×
√

10 dim.

However, we have

dim(η1ε2, ε) = dim(η1, εε2) = dim(η1, ξ) = dim(η1, ξ) = 0,

dim(η1ε2, χε) = dim(η2ε2, ε) = dim(η2, εε2) = dim(η2, ξ) = dim(η2, ξ) = 0,

dim(η1ε2, ε2) = dim(η1, id⊕ χπ) = 0.

dim(η1ε2, ε3) = dim(η1ε2, χε2) = dim(η1, χ⊕ π) = 0,

and we get contradiction. Therefore we get [ε2ε2] = [id]⊕ [π].
The Frobenius reciprocity implies dim(πε2, ε2) = 1. Since d(πε2) = 9

√
10, we get

[πε2] = [ε2]⊕ [ε0], and [πε3] = [ε3]⊕ [ε0] in the same way.
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By associativity,

2[πε0] = [πζε] = [ζπε]

= [(2π ⊕ 2χπ ⊕ 2ξ ⊕ 2η1 ⊕ 2η2 ⊕ 3ζ)ε]

= 2([ε]⊕ [ε0])⊕ 2([χε]⊕ [ε0])⊕ 2([ε2]⊕ [ε3]⊕ [ε0])

⊕ 2([ε4]⊕ [ε0])⊕ 2([ε4]⊕ [ε0])⊕ 6[ε0],

which shows the last equation. The Frobenius reciprocity together with the equations
obtained so far implies the fourth one.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. It suffices to show GM⊃N = GM10>M9 (which is G̃(142),1). Let
[ε̄ε] = [id]⊕ [σ] be the irreducible decomposition. Since

[εε̄ε] = [(id⊕ π)ε] = 2[ε]⊕ [ε0],

we get [εσ] = [ε]⊕ [ε0].
Since

dim(ε̄χε, ε̄χε) = dim(εε̄χ, χεε̄) = dim(χ⊕ πχ, χ⊕ χπ) = 2,

the sector ε̄χε is decomposed into two distinct irreducibles. Since d(ε̄χε) = 10 and

[εε̄χε] = [(id⊕ π)χε] = [χε]⊕ [χ][πε] = 2[χε]⊕ [µ0],

one of the irreducible components of ε̄χε is an automorphism of N , say α1, and the
Frobenius reciprocity implies [χε] = [εα1]. Thus

[ε̄χε] = [σα1]⊕ [α1],

and [εσα1] = [χε]⊕ [ε0]. Since

[εσα1] = [(ε⊕ ε0)α1],

we get [ε0][α1] = [ε0].
In the same way, Lemma 4.4 implies

dim(ε̄ε2, ε̄ε2) = (εε̄, ε2ε2) = dim(id⊕ π, id⊕ π) = 2,

and there exists α2 ∈ Aut(N) satisfying [ε2] = [εα2], and

[ε̄ε2] = [σα2]⊕ [α2].

Letting [α3] = [α1α2], we get

[ε3] = [χε2] = [χεα2] = [εα1α2] = [εα3],
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and
[ε̄ε3] = [σε3]⊕ [α3].

Since
[εε̄ε2] = [(id⊕ π)ε2] = 2[ε2]⊕ [ε0],

we get [εσα2] = [ε2]⊕ [ε0]. Since

[εσα2] = [(ε⊕ ε0)α2] = [εα2]⊕ [ε0α2],

we get [ε0α2] = [ε0], and [ε0α3] = [ε0] too.
Lemma 4.4 implies

dim(ε̄ε4, ε̄ε4) = dim(ε4, εε̄ε4) = (ε4, (id⊕ π)ε4) = 1 + (ε4, πε4) = 2,

and ε̄ε4 is decomposed into two distinct irreducibles, say η̂1 and η̂2. On the other
hand, we have

[εε̄ε4] = [(id⊕ π)ε4] = 2[ε4]⊕ 2[ε0].

Thus there are the following two possibilities:

(i) [εη̂1] = [εη̂2] = [ε4]⊕ [ε0].

(ii) [εη̂1] = [ε4]⊕ 2[ε0] and [εη̂2] = [ε4].

Assume that the case (i) occurs. Then d(η̂1) = d(η̂2) = 10. Lemma 4.4 implies

dim(ε̄ε0, ε̄ε0) = (ε0, εε̄ε0) = 1 + dim(ε0, πε0) = 9.

Thus the Frobenius reciprocity together with the fusion rules obtained so far shows
that there exists distinct irreducibles ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 with d(ρ1) = d(ρ2) = d(ρ3) = 8
satisfying

[ε̄ε0] =
3⊕
i=0

[σαi]⊕ [η̂1]⊕ [η̂2]⊕ [ρ1]⊕ [ρ2]⊕ [ρ3],

[ερ1] = [ερ2] = [ερ3] = [ε0],

where α0 = id. For the fusion category C generated by ε̄ε, we have

Irr(C) = {[αi]}4
i=0 t {[σαi]}3

i=0 t {[η̂1], [η̂2], [ρ1], [ρ2], [ρ3]}.

Let Λ = {[αi]}4
i=0, which forms a group of order 4. Then the Λ-action on {[ρ1], [ρ2], [ρ3]}

by left multiplication has a fixed point, and we may assume that it is [ρ1]. Thus there
exists an intermediate subfactor of index 4 between N ⊃ ρ1(N), and ρ1 factorizes as
ρ1 = µ1µ2 with d(µ1) = 2, d(µ2) = 4. Since µ2µ2 is contained in ρ1ρ1, it belongs to
C. However, we have d(µ̄µ) = 16, and µ̄µ contains either 1,2 or 4 automorphisms,
which is impossible because d(σαi) = 9, d(η̂i) = 10, and d(ρi) = 8. Therefore (i)
never occurs.
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Now we are left with the case (ii). In this case, we have d(η̂1) = 2, and

[ε̄ε4] = [ε̄εη̂2] = [(id⊕ σ)η̂2],

implies [η̂1] = [ση̂2]. The Frobenius reciprocity and dim(ε̄ε0, ε̄ε0) = 9 imply that there
exists an irreducible ρ satisfying

[ε̄ε0] =
3⊕
i=0

[σαi]⊕ 2[ση̂2]⊕ [ρ],

[ερ] = [ε0],

which shows GM⊃N = G(142),1.

5 Goldman-type theorems for (PSL2(q), PG1(q))

Theorem 5.1. Let M ⊃ N be a finite index subfactor with GM⊃N = G̃(1m),2. Then
q = 1 + 2m is an odd prime power and there exists a subfactor R ⊂ N up to inner
conjugacy such that R is irreducible in M and

M = Ro PSL2(q) ⊃ N = Ro Λ,

where

Λ = {
(
a b
0 a−1

)
; a ∈ F×q , b ∈ Fq}/{±1}.

∗ • •
• •

• • •
• •

• • •

idN ε σ
ερ′1 ρ′1

α′2 εα′2 σα′2

ερ′2 ρ′2

α′1 εα′1 σα′1

Figure 7: G̃(13),2

Proof. Note that if m = 1, we have G̃(1),2 = E
(1)
6 = G(13),1, and the statement follows

from [8] (or Theorem 3.1) as we have (A4, X4) ∼= (PSL2(3), PG1(3)). We assume
m > 1 in what follows.

Let ε : N ↪→ M be the inclusion map, and let [ε̄ε] = [id] ⊕ [σ] be the irreducible
decomposition. Let C be the fusion category generated by ε̄ε, and let I be the group
of (the equivalence classes of) the invertible objects in C. Then |I| = m.

We can make the following parametrization of irreducible N -N and M -N sectors
respectively:

{α′i}i∈I t {σα′i}i∈I t {ρ′1, ρ′2},
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{εα′i}i∈I t {ερ′1, ερ′2},
with properties:

d(α′i) = 1, d(ε) =
√

2 + 2m, d(σ) = 1 + 2m, d(ρ′1) = d(ρ′2) = m,

[ε̄ε] = [id]⊕ [σ],

[α′i1α
′
i2

] = [α′i1i2 ],

[εσ] = [ε]⊕ [ερ1]⊕ [ερ2],

[σρ′1] = [σρ′2] =
⊕
i∈I

[σα′i], (5.1)

[σ2] = [id]⊕ [ρ′1]⊕ [ρ′2]⊕ 2
⊕
i∈I

[σα′i]. (5.2)

By definition of I, we have [α′i] = [α′i−1 ]. We can introduce another involution in I

by [(σα′i)] = [σα′i∗ ]. We also introduce an involution in {1, 2} by [ρ′j] = [ρ′j̄]. Taking

conjugation of Eq.(5.1), we also have

[ρ′1σ] = [ρ′2σ] =
⊕
i∈I

[σα′i].

We claim that there exists a fusion subcategory C1 of C satisfying

Irr(C1) = {α′i}i∈I t {ρ1, ρ2}.

Indeed, let
Ij = {i ∈ I; [α′i][ρ

′
j] = [ρ′j]},

I ′j = {i ∈ I; [ρ′j][α
′
i] = [ρ′j]}.

Since the group I acts on the 2 point set {[ρ′1], [ρ′2]} by left (and also right) multipli-
cation, we have the following two cases.

(i) I1 = I2 = I. In this case, we also have I ′1 = I ′2 = I as {[ρ′1], {[ρ′2]}} = {[ρ′1], [ρ′2]}.

(ii) |I1| = |I2| = m/2. In this case, we also have |I ′1| = |I ′2| = m/2.

Assume (i) occurs first. Then the Fobenius reciprocity implies

[ρ′jρ
′
j] =

⊕
i∈I

[α′i]⊕ aj1[ρ′1]⊕ aj2[ρ′2]⊕
⊕
i∈I

bji[σα
′
i].

Let
bj =

∑
i∈I

bji.

Then
m2 = m+ (aj1 + aj2)m+ bj(2m+ 1),
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and we see that m divides bj. If bj ≥ m, we would have m ≥ 2m + 1, which
is contradiction. Thus bji = 0 for all i, j. The Frobenius reciprocity shows that
neither[ρ′1ρ

′
2] nor [ρ′2ρ

′
1] contain any automorphism, and a similar argument as above

shows that ρ′1ρ
′
2 and ρ′2ρ

′
1 are also direct sums of sectors in {α′i} t {ρ′1, ρ′2}. This

proves the claim in the case (i).
Assume (ii) occurs now. Then l = m/2 is a natural number. A similar argument

as above shows that for

aj = dim(ρ′jρ
′
j, ρ
′
1) + dim(ρ′jρ

′
j, ρ
′
2),

bj =
∑
i∈I

dim(ρ′jρ
′
j, σα

′
i),

we have
4l2 = l + 2ajl + bj(4l + 1).

This shows that l divides bj, and so bj = 0. Note that there exists i0 ∈ I satisfying
[ρ′1] = [α′i0ρ

′
2], which implies

[ρ′1ρ
′
2] = [ρ′1ρ

′
1α
′
i0

], [ρ′2ρ
′
1] = [α′

i−1
0
ρ′1ρ
′
1].

Therefore ρ′j1ρ
′
j2

, 1 ≤ j1, j2 ≤ 2 are direct sums of sectors in {α′i} t {ρ′1, ρ′2}, which
shows the claim in the case (ii).

The rest of the proof is very much similar to that of Theorem 4.1, and we briefly
address it except for the last part deciding the group structure of Γ. Theorem 2.3
and Eq.(5.2) show that there exists a unique intermediate subfactor P between N
and σ(N) such that if we ι : P ↪→ N denotes the inclusion map, we have

[ιῑ] = [id]⊕ [ρ1]⊕ [ρ2].

Moreover, there exists τ ∈ Aut(P ) satisfying [σ] = [ιτ ῑ]. The fusion rules of C1 tell
that the dual principal graph GdN⊃M is G(1m),2, and Theorem 3.1 shows that GM⊃N is
also G(1m),2. The group I is the cyclic group Zm now. Let C2 be the fusion category
generated by ῑι. Then we can parametrize Irr(C2) so that

Irr(C2) = {[αi]}i∈I t {[ρ1], [ρ2]},

[ιαi] = [α′iι],

[ῑι] = [id]⊕ [ρ1]⊕ [ρ2].

Applying Theorem 3.1, we see that there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ P , up to
inner conjugacy, that is irreducible in M such that there exists a primitive Frobenius
group KoH with |H| = m, |K| = 1+2m and an outer action β of it on R satisfying

N = Roβ (K oH) ⊃ P = Roβ H.
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Note that the number q = 1 + 2m is an odd prime power pk and K = Zkp, H = Zm.
Moreover, there exists a group Γ including K o H such that β extends to an outer
action γ of Γ satisfying M = Roγ Γ.

From the graph GM⊃N , we can see that the Γ-action on Γ/(KoH) is a 2-transitive,
but not 3-transitive, extension of the Frobenius group K oH acting on (K oH)/H.
Note that |Γ| = (2m+ 2)(2m+ 1)m. Thus [10, Chapter XI, Theorem 1.1] shows that
Γ is a Zassenhaus group. The order of Γ shows that it is not one of the Suzuki groups.
Since Γ is not 3-transitive, we conclude from [10, Chapter XI, Theorem 11.16] that
Γ = PSL2(q).

6 Goldman-type theorems for sharply 4-transitive

permutation groups

Since the finite depth subfactors of index 5 are completely classified in [19], the only
point of the following theorem is to see how to find a subfactor R and an S5-action
on it from the principal graph.

Theorem 6.1. Let L ⊃M be a finite index inclusion of factors with GL⊃M = G(S5,X5).
Then there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂M , up to inner conjugacy, such that R′∩L =
C and there exists an outer action γ of S5 on R satisfying

L = Roγ S5 ⊃M = Roγ S4.

∗ • • • • • • • •
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idM δ λ δπ

π
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πχ
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ξ

Figure 8: G(S5,X5)

Proof. We follow the strategy described in Subsection 2.5.
(1) Let δ : M ↪→ L be the inclusion map, and let [δ̄δ] = [id]⊕ [λ] be the irreducible

decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M -M sectors and the L-M sectors
generated by δ as in Figure 8. Then we have

d(λ) = 4, d(π) = 3, d(ξ) = 2, d(χ) = 1, d(δ) =
√

5.

From the graph, we can see that all the M -M sectors are self-conjugate, which implies
[χλ] = [λχ], [χπ] = [πχ]. The graph symmetry implies [ξχ] = [ξ], and since ξ is self-
conjugate, we get

[ξ2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ [ξ]
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by dimension counting.
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are

[λ2] = [id]⊕ [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [λξ], (6.1)

[λπ] = [λ]⊕ [λξ],

[λ(λξ)] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ]⊕ 2[λξ].

Taking conjugate, we also have

[πλ] = [λ]⊕ [λξ].

Now direct computation using the Frobenius reciprocity and associativity shows
the following fusion rules:

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ]

[πξ] = [ξπ] = [π]⊕ [πχ].

Let C be the fusion category generated by δ̄δ. Then the above fusion rules show
that there exists a fusion subcategory C1 of C with

Irr(C1) = {id, χ, ξ, π, πχ}.

(2) Theorem 2.3 and Eq.(6.1) imply that there exists a unique intermediate sub-
factor N between M and λ(M) such that if ε : N ↪→ M is the inclusion map, we
have

[εε̄] = [id]⊕ [π].

In the same way as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, there exists ϕ ∈ Aut(N) satisfying
[λ] = [εϕε̄].

(3) Note that we have [M : N ] = 1 + d(π) = 4. Thanks to the classification of
subfactors of index 4 (see [21, Subsection 3.2]) and Irr(C1), we can see that GdM⊃N is

the Coxeter graph E
(1)
7 , and so is GM⊃N too. Note that we have E

(1)
7 = G̃(12),1, and

(L(3), PG1(3)) ∼= (S4, X4). Let C2 be the fusion category generated by ε̄ε. As in
Theorem 4.1, we can parametrize Irr(C2) as

Irr(C2) = {id, α′, ρ′, σ, σα′},

with the following properties:

d(α′) = 1, d(ρ′) = 2, d(σ) = 3,

[α′
2
] = [id],

[α′ρ] = [ρ′α′] = [ρ′],

[ρ′
2
] = [id]⊕ [α′]⊕ [ρ′],
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[σ2] = [id]⊕ [σ]⊕ [ρ′]⊕ [σα′],

[α′σ] = [σα′],

[σρ′] = [ρ′σ] = [σ]⊕ [σα′],

[ε̄ε] = [id]⊕ [σ].

(4) Theorem 4.1 shows that there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N , up to inner
conjugacy such that R′ ∩ M = C and there exists an outer action β of S4 on R
satisfying

M = Roβ S4 ⊃ N = Roβ S3.

To use notation consistent with that in Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.1, we let P =
R oβ S3 ⊂ N and we let ι : P ↪→ N and κ : R ↪→ P be the inclusion maps. Let
ε1 = εικ. Then ε1ε1 corresponds to the regular representation of S4, and

[ε1ε1] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 2[ξ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 3[πχ].

Thus since [δ̄δ] = [id]⊕ [λ],

dim(δε1, δε1) = dim(δ̄δ, ε1ε1) = 1,

and L ⊃ R is irreducible.
(5) Note that we have [L : R] = 120. On the other hand,

dim(δε1(δε1), δε1(δε1)) = dim(δ̄δε1ε1, ε1ε1δ̄δ).

Note that [λ] commutes with [ε1ε1], and [(ε1ε1)2] = |S4|[ε1ε1]. Thus

dim(δ̄δε1ε1, ε1ε1δ̄δ) = dim(δ̄δε1ε1, δ̄δε1ε1)

= dim((δ̄δ)2, (ε1ε1)2) = 24 dim((id⊕ λ)2, ε1ε1) = 120.

Thus the inclusion L ⊃ R is of depth 2.
(6) We denote ι3 = ικ. By Lemma 2.5, we get

dim(ϕε̄ει3ι3ϕ
−1, ε̄ει3ι3) = |S3| = 6.

Note that ι3ι3 corresponds to the regular representation in Rep(S3), and

[ι3ι3] = [id]⊕ [α′]⊕ 2[ρ′].

Thus

[ε̄ει3ι3] = [(id⊕ σ)(id⊕ α′ ⊕ 2ρ′)] = [id]⊕ [α′]⊕ 2[ρ′]⊕ 3[σ]⊕ 3[σα′].

Dimension counting implies

dim(ϕ(id⊕ α′ ⊕ 2ρ′)ϕ−1, id⊕ α′ ⊕ 2ρ′) = 6,
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and [ϕι3ι3ϕ
−1] = [ι3ι3].

Now we can apply Lemma 2.6 to S3, and we obtain ϕ1 ∈ Aut(R) satisfying
[ϕε1] = [ε1ϕ1]. Lemma 2.4 implies that there exists a group Γ including S4 such that β
extends to an outer action γ of Γ satisfying L = RoγΓ. Note that |Γ| = [L : R] = 120.
Since the graph G(S5,X5) shows that the Γ-action on Γ/S4 is a 3-transitive extension
of (S4, X4), we conclude Γ = S5.

The remaining two cases are the most subtle because we cannot apply Lemma
2.6 to either A4 = H(22) = Z2

2 o Z3 or M9 = S(32) = Z3
3 oQ8 in the step (6).

Since G(A6,X6) = G̃A5
A4

, we can obtain it from the induction-reduction graph GA5
A4

between A5 and A4 (see, for example, [19] for the latter).

Theorem 6.2. Let L ⊃M be a finite index inclusion of factors with GL⊃M = G(A6,X6).
Then there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂M , up to inner conjugacy, such that R′∩L =
C and there exists an outer action γ of A6 on R satisfying

L = Roγ A6 ⊃M = Roγ A5.
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Figure 9: G(A6,X6)

Proof. (1) Let δ : M ↪→ L be the inclusion map, and let [δ̄δ] = [id] ⊕ [λ] be the
irreducible decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M -M sectors and the
L-M sectors generated by δ as in Figure 9. Then we have

d(λ) = d(ξ1) = d(ξ2) = d(ξ3) = 5, d(π) = 4, d(µ) = 15, d(η1) = d(η2) = 3,

d(δ) =
√

6.

From the graph, we can see that λ, π and µ are self-conjugate, and

{[ξ1], [ξ2], [ξ3]} = {[ξ1], [ξ2], [ξ3]}, {[η1], [η2]} = {[η1], [η2]}.

We use the notation [ξi] = [ξī] and [ηj] = [ηj̄] for simplicity.
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph and their conjugate are

[λ2] = [id]⊕ [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [µ], (6.2)
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[λπ] = [πλ] = [λ]⊕ [µ], (6.3)

[λµ] = [µλ] = [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 3[µ], (6.4)

[λξi] + [ξi] = [ξiλ]⊕ [ξi] = [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [µ], (6.5)

[ληi] = [ηiλ] = [µ]. (6.6)

By associativity, we get

[π2]⊕ [µπ] = [id]⊕ [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 3[µ], (6.7)

[πµ]⊕ [µ2] = [id]⊕ 4[λ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 4[ξ1]⊕ 4[ξ2]⊕ 4[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 12[µ], (6.8)

[πξi]⊕ [µξi] = [ξi]⊕ [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 4[µ]. (6.9)

[ηi]⊕ [πηi]⊕ [µηi] = [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[µ]. (6.10)

Eq.(6.3) shows
1 = dim(λπ, µ) = dim(λ, µπ).

Since d(ηiπ) < d(µ), we have

0 = dim(ηiπ, µ) = dim(ηi, µπ).

Eq.(6.7) shows that π2 contains id, η1,η2, and it cannot contain µ by dimension
counting, which implies dim(π, µπ) = 0 by the Frobenius reciprocity. Eq.(6.7) again
shows that µπ contains µ with multiplicity 3 and π2 contains π with multiplicity 1.
Thus we get

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 5 dim, [µπ] = [3µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ 10 dim,

where the remainder is ξ1⊕ξ2⊕ξ3. Therefore we may and do assume that π2 contains
ξ1, and we get

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2], (6.11)

[µπ] = [3µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]. (6.12)

In consequence ξ1 is self-conjugate. Taking conjugate of Eq.(6.12), we also get [µπ] =
[πµ], and Eq.(6.8) implies

[µ2] = [id]⊕ 3[λ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 4[ξ1]⊕ 3[ξ2]⊕ 3[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 9[µ]. (6.13)

The Frobenius reciprocity implies

[πξ1] = [π]⊕ 16 dim, [µξ1] = 4[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ 10 dim,

and Eq.(6.9) with dimension counting implies

[πξ1] = [π]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 10 dim, [µξ1] = 4[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ 10 dim,

where the remainder is 2[ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3].
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For i = 2, 3, Eq.(6.9) and (6.13) show that we have

3 = dim(ξi, µ
2) = dim(µξi, µ),

and µξi contains µ with multiplicity 3, while it does not contain π as

0 = dim(π2, ξi) = dim(π, πξi).

Thus

[πξi] = [µ]⊕ 5 dim, [µξi] = [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ 3[µ]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 15 dim,

where the remainder is [ξi]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]. If µξi contained ξi with multiplicity 2,
the Frobenius reciprocity implies that ξiξi would contain µ with multiplicity 2, which
is impossible. Thus we get

[πξi] = [µ]⊕ [ξi], i = 2, 3, (6.14)

[µξi] = [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 3[µ], i = 2, 3. (6.15)

Eq.(6.14) shows
0 = dim(πξi, ξ1) = dim(ξi, πξ1), i = 2, 3.

Thus
[πξ1] = [π]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ξ1], (6.16)

[µξ1] = 4[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]. (6.17)

The Frobenius reciprocity together with the fusion rules obtained so far implies

[πη1] = [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η2], (6.18)

[πη2] = [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1], (6.19)

[µηi] = 2[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]. (6.20)

Let C be the fusion category generated by δ̄δ. Then the above computation shows
that the fusion subcategory C1 of C generated by π satisfies

Irr(C1) = {id, π, ξ1, η1, η2}.

(2) Theorem 2.3 and Eq.(6.2) imply that there exists a unique intermediate sub-
factor N between M and λ(M) such that if ε : N ↪→ M is the inclusion map, we
have

[εε̄] = [id]⊕ [π].

Note that we have d(ε) =
√

5. In the same way as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, there
exists ϕ ∈ Aut(N) satisfying [λ] = [εϕε̄].
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(3) Since
dim(πε, πε) = dim(π2, εε̄) = dim(π2, id⊕ π) = 2,

there exists an irreducible sector ε′ with [πε] = [ε]⊕ [ε′] and d(ε′) = 3
√

5. Since

[πεε̄] = [π(id⊕ π)] = [id]⊕ 2[π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2],

we get
[ε′ε̄] = [π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2].

The Frobenius reciprocity and dimension counting show [η1ε] = [η2ε] = [ε′]. Since ξ1

is self-conjugate,

dim(ξ1ε, ξ1ε) = dim(ξ1, ξ1εε̄) = dim(ξ1, ξ1(id⊕π)) = 1+dim(ξ1, ξ1π) = 1+dim(ξ1, πξ1),

and Eq.(6.16) shows dim(ξ1ε, ξ1ε) = 3. This together with the Frobenius reciprocity
imply that there exist irreducible sectors ε′′ and ε′′′ satisfying d(ε′′) = d(ε′′) =

√
5,

[ξ1ε] = [ε′]⊕ [ε′′]⊕ [ε′′′],

and [ε′′ε̄] = [ε′′′ε̄] = [ξ1]. The above computation shows that the dual principal graph
GdM⊃N is GA5

A4
, and the classification of finite depth subfactors of index 5 shows that

GM⊃N is G(A5,X5) (see [19]). Note that we have (A5, X5) = (L(22), PG1(22)), and

GM⊃N = G̃(13),1. Let C2 be the fusion category generated by ε̄ε. As in the proof of
Theorem 4.1, we can parametrize Irr(C2) as

Irr(C2) = {id, α′, α′2, ρ′, σ, σα′, σα′2},

with the following properties:

d(α′) = 1, d(ρ′) = 3, d(σ) = 4,

[α′
3
] = [id],

[α′ρ] = [ρ′α′] = [ρ′],

[ρ′
2
] = [id]⊕ [α′]⊕ [α′

2
] + 2[ρ′],

[σ2] = [id]⊕ [ρ′]⊕ [σ]⊕ [σα′]⊕ [σα′
2
],

[α′σ] = [σα′
2
],

[ρ′σ] = [σρ′] = [σ]⊕ [σα′]⊕ [σα′
2
],

[ε̄ε] = [id]⊕ [σ].

(4) Theorem 4.1 shows that there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N , up to inner
conjugacy, such that R′ ∩ M = C and there exists an outer action β of A5 on R
satisfying

M = Roβ A5 ⊃ N = Roβ A4.
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Let P = R oβ A3 ⊂ N , and let ι : P ↪→ N and κ : R ↪→ P be the inclusion maps.
Let ε1 = εικ. Then ε1ε1 corresponds to the regular representation of A5, and

[ε1ε1] = [id]⊕ 3[η1]⊕ 3[η2]⊕ 4[π]⊕ 5[ξ].

Thus since [δ̄δ] = [id]⊕ [λ],

dim(δε1, δε1) = dim(δ̄δ, ε1ε1) = 1,

and L ⊃ R is irreducible.
(5) Note that we have [L : R] = 6|A5| = 360. On the other hand, since [λ]

commutes with [ε1ε1], and [(ε1ε1)2] = |A5|[ε1ε1],

dim(δε1(δε1), δε1(δε1)) = dim(δ̄δε1ε1, ε1ε1δ̄δ)

= dim(δ̄δε1ε1, δ̄δε1ε1) = dim((δ̄δ)2, (ε1ε1)2) = 60 dim((id⊕ λ)2, ε1ε1)

= 60 dim(2id⊕ π ⊕ 3λ⊕ µ, ε1ε1) = 360.

Therefore the inclusion L ⊃ R is of depth 2.
(6) We denote ι3 = ικ. By Lemma 2.5, we get

dim(ϕε̄ει3ι3ϕ
−1, ε̄ει3ι3) = |A4| = 12.

Note that ι3ι3 corresponds to the regular representation of A4, and

[ι3ι3] = [id]⊕ [α′]⊕ [α′
2
]⊕ 3[ρ′].

Thus

[ε̄ει3ι3] = [(id⊕σ)(id⊕α′⊕α′2⊕3ρ′)] = [id]⊕[α′]⊕[α′
2
]⊕3[ρ′]⊕4[σ]⊕4[σα′]⊕4[σα′

2
].

Dimension counting implies

dim(ϕ(id⊕ α′ ⊕ α′2 ⊕ 3ρ′)ϕ−1, id⊕ α′ ⊕ α′2 ⊕ 3ρ′) = 12,

and [ϕι3ι3ϕ
−1] = [ι3ι3]. We also have

(ϕ(σ ⊕ σα′ ⊕ σα′2)ϕ−1, (σ ⊕ σα′ ⊕ σα′2)) = 0. (6.21)

To finish the proof, we cannot apply Lemma 2.6 to A4, and we make a little
detour. We examine the automorphism ϕ ∈ Aut(N) more carefully. We first claim
[ϕ2] = [id]. Indeed, since λ is self-conjugate,

1 = dim(εϕε̄, εϕ−1ε̄) = dim(ε̄εϕ, ϕ−1ε̄ε) = dim(ϕ⊕ σϕ, ϕ−1 ⊕ ϕ−1σ),

and either [ϕ2] = [id] or [ϕσϕ] = [σ] holds. Assume that the latter holds. Then

[λ2] = [εϕε̄εϕε̄] = [εϕ(id⊕ σ)ϕε̄] = [εϕ2ε̄]⊕ [εϕσϕε̄] = [εϕ2ε̄]⊕ [εσε̄].
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Since

[εε̄]⊕ [εσε̄] = [(εε̄)2] = ([id]⊕ [π])2 = 2[id]⊕ 3[π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2],

we get
[λ2] = [εϕ2ε̄]⊕ [id]⊕ 2[π]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2],

which is contradiction. Thus the claim is shown, and we also have [ϕσϕ] 6= [σ].
Let ω = σϕε̄. We show the following 3 properties of ω.

(i) ω is irreducible.

(ii) dim(ρ′, ωω̄) = 1.

(iii) [ϕω] = [ω].

Indeed, thanks to Eq.(6.21), we get

dim(ω, ω) = dim(σ2, ϕε̄εϕ−1) = dim(id⊕ ρ′ ⊕ σ ⊕ σα′ ⊕ σα′2, ϕ(id⊕ σ)ϕ−1) = 1,

and ω is irreducible. (ii) also follows from Eq.(6.21) as we have

dim(ρ′, ωω̄) = dim(ρ′ω, ω) = dim(σρ′σ, ϕ(id⊕ σ)ϕ−1),

and σρ′σ contains id with multiplicity 1. (iii) follows from

1 = dim(λ, λ2) = dim(εϕε̄, εϕε̄εϕε̄) = dim(ε̄εϕε̄, ϕε̄εϕε̄)

= dim((id⊕ σ)ϕε̄, ϕ(id⊕ σ)ϕε̄) = dim(ϕε̄⊕ ω, ε̄⊕ ϕω)

= dim(ϕ, ε̄ε) + dim(ω, ϕω) = dim(ω, ϕω).

The proof of Theorem 4.1 shows that there exists τ ∈ Aut(P ) such that σ factor-
izes as σ = ιτ ῑ. Thus we have N ⊃ P ⊃ ω(M). Since [ιῑ] = [id] ⊕ [ρ′], Lemma 2.7
shows that there exists a unitary u ∈ N satisfying Adu ◦ ϕ(P ) = P , which means
that there exists ψ ∈ Aut(P ) satisfying [ϕι] = [ιψ]. Now we have

12 = dim(ιψκκ̄ψ−1ῑ, ικκ̄ῑ) = dim(ψκκ̄ψ−1, ῑικκ̄ῑι).

We parametrize P -P sectors generated by ῑι as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Then
[ῑι] = [id]⊕ [ρ], [κκ̄] = [id]⊕ [α]⊕ [α2], d(ρ) = 3, d(α) = 1, α3 = id, and they satisfy
the following fusion rules:

[αρ] = [ρα] = [ρ],

[ρ2] = [id]⊕ [α]⊕ [α2]⊕ 2[ρ].

Now we have
[ῑικκ̄ῑι] = 4([id]⊕ [α]⊕ [α2]⊕ 3[ρ]),

and we get
3 = dim(ψ(id⊕ α⊕ α2)ψ−1, id⊕ α⊕ α2 ⊕ 3ρ).
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Thus [ψκκ̄ψ−1] = [κκ̄]. Lemma 2.6 shows that there exists ϕ1 ∈ Aut(R) satisfying
[ψκ] = [κϕ1], and so [ϕικ] = [ικϕ1]. Lemma 2.4 shows that there exists a group Γ
containing A5 such that γ extends to an outer action of Γ on R such that

L = Ro Γ.

The graph GL⊃M shows that the Γ-action on Γ/A5 is 3-transitive extension of (A5, X5),
and we conclude that Γ = A6.

Remark 6.3. A similar argument works for (S6, X6). In this case, we can apply
Lemma 2.6 to S3 = Z3 o Z2 instead of A3 = Z3 at the last step.

Note that we computed the graph GM10
M9

in Section 4, and the graph GM11>M10 for

the Mathieu group M11 can be obtained by GM11>M10 = G̃M10
M9

.

Theorem 6.4. Let L ⊃ M be a finite index inclusion of factors with GL⊃M =
GM11>M10. Then there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ M , up to inner conjugacy,
such that R′ ∩ L = C and there exists an outer action γ of M11 on R satisfying

L = Roγ M11 ⊃M = Roγ M10.
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Figure 10: GM11>M10

Proof. (1) Let δ : M ↪→ L be the inclusion map, and let [δ̄δ] = [id] ⊕ [λ] be the
irreducible decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M -M sectors and the
L-M sectors generated by δ as in Figure 10. Then we have

d(χ) = 1, d(π) = 9, d(λ) = d(ξ1) = d(ξ2) = d(ξ3) = d(η1) = d(η2) = 10,

d(ζ) = 16, d(ν) = 20, d(µ) = 80, d(δ) =
√

11.

From the graph, we can see that λ, π, πχ, µ, ν, and χ are self-conjugate, and

{[χλ], [ξ1], [ξ2], [ξ3], [η1], [η2]} = {[λχ], [ξ1], [ξ2], [ξ3], [η1], [η2]}.
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Since πχ is self-conjugate, we have [πχ] = [χπ]. By the graph symmetry, we have
[ζχ] = [ζ], [µχ] = [µ], [νχ] = [ν], and

{[ξ1χ], [ξ2χ], [ξ3χ]} = {[ξ1], [ξ2], [ξ3]},

{[η1χ], [η2χ]} = {[η1], [η2]}.
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are

[λ2] = [id]⊕ [λ]⊕ [π]⊕ [µ], (6.22)

[λπ] = [λ]⊕ [µ], (6.23)

[λµ] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 8[µ], (6.24)

[λξi] + [ξi] = [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [µ], (6.25)

[ληi] = [ν]⊕ [µ], (6.26)

[λζ] = 2[µ], (6.27)

[λν] = [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [ν]⊕ 2[µ]. (6.28)

Since the right-hand sides of Eq.(6.23),(6.24),(6.26),(6.27) are self-conjugate, we have
[λπ] = [πλ], [λµ] = [µλ], [ληi] = [ηiλ], and [λζ] = [ζλ]. Since [λ2π] = [πλ2], we get
[µπ] = [πµ].

By associativity, we get

[π2]⊕ [µπ] = [id]⊕ [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ] (6.29)

⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 8[µ],

[πµ]⊕ [µ2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 9[λ]⊕ 9[λχ]⊕ 8[π]⊕ 8[πχ] (6.30)

⊕ 9[ξ1]⊕ 9[ξ2]⊕ 9[ξ3]⊕ 9[η1]⊕ 9[η2]⊕ 14[ζ]⊕ 18[ν]⊕ 72[µ],

[πξi]⊕ [µξi] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ] (6.31)

⊕ [ξi]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 9[µ],

[ηi]⊕ [πηi]⊕ [µηi] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ] (6.32)

⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 9[µ],

[πζ]⊕ [µζ] = 2[λ]⊕ 2[λχ]⊕ 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ] (6.33)

⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 2[ξ2]⊕ 2[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 3[ζ]⊕ 4[ν]⊕ 14[µ],

[πν]⊕ [µν] = 2[λ]⊕ 2[λχ]⊕ 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ] (6.34)

⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 2[ξ2]⊕ 2[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 5[ν]⊕ 18[µ].
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We give a criterion to separate the summations of the left-hand sides. For irre-
ducible X and Y , we have

dim(λπX, Y ) = dim(πX, λY ),

and on the other hand,

dim(λπX, Y ) = dim((λ⊕ µ)X, Y ) = dim(λX, Y ) + dim(µX, Y ).

Thus
dim(πX ⊕ µX, Y ) = dim(πX, Y ⊕ λY )− dim(λX, Y ). (6.35)

The Frobenius reciprocity implies dim(π2, λ) = 0 and dim(µπ, λ) = 1. We claim
that π2 does not contain µ. Assume on the contrary that π2 contains µ. Then
Eq.(6.29) implies dim(µπ, µ) = 7. Since [λ] commutes with [ζ], Eq.(6.27) shows that
2[µ] = [ζλ], and

14 = dim(2µπ, µ) = dim(ζλπ, µ) = dim(ζ(λ⊕ µ), µ) = dim(2µ⊕ ζµ, µ).

Since µ and ζ are self-conjugate, we get dim(µζ, µ) = 12. However, this and Eq.(6.33)
show dim(πζ, µ) = 2, which is impossible because d(πζ) < 2d(µ). Therefore the claim
is shown. The Frobenius reciprocity implies that we have dim(µπ, π) = 0. Since
[µπχ] = [µχπ] = [µπ], we get dim(µπ, πχ) = 0 too. Thus dimension counting shows
that we may put

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕
3⊕
i=1

ai[ξi]⊕
2⊕
i=1

bi[ηi]⊕ c[ν],

where ai, bi, and c are non-negative integers satisfying

3∑
i=1

ai +
2∑
i=1

bi + 2c = 3.

Applying Eq.(6.35) to this, we obtain a1 + a2 + a3 = 1 and bi = 1− c. We may and
do assume a1 = 1, a2 = a3 = 0, and

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ (1− c)[η1]⊕ (1− c)[η2]⊕ c[ν],

[µπ] = 8[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ c[η1]⊕ c[η2]⊕ (2− c)[ν].

Since [µπ] = [πµ], Eq.(6.30) shows dim(µ2, ξi) = 8 for i = 2, 3, and the Frobenius
reciprocity and Eq.(6.31) show that πξi contains µ. Thus

[πξi] = [µ]⊕ 10 dim, i = 2, 3.
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If ξi were not contained in πξi, Eq.(6.31) implies that µξi would contain ξi with
multiplicity 2, and consequently ξiξi would contain µ with multiplicity 2, which is
contradiction because d(ξi)

2 < 2d(µ). Thus we have

[πξi] = [µ]⊕ [ξi], i = 2, 3, (6.36)

[µξi] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ] (6.37)

⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 8[µ], i = 2, 3.

Since our argument is already long, we state the next claim as a separate lemma.

Lemma 6.5. With the above notation, we have c = 0.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that c = 1. Since

2[πµ] = [πλζ] = [(µ⊕ λ)ζ] = [µζ]⊕ 2[µ],

we can obtain the irreducible decomposition of µζ and πζ.
Now Eq.(6.35), the Frobenius reciprocity, and dimension counting show the fol-

lowing:

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ν], (W1)

[µπ] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [ν]⊕ 8[µ], (W2)

[µ2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 8[λ]⊕ 8[λχ]⊕ 8[π]⊕ 8[πχ] (W3)

⊕ 9[ξ1]⊕ 8[ξ2]⊕ 8[ξ3]⊕ 8[η1]⊕ 8[η2]⊕ 14[ζ]⊕ 17[ν]⊕ 64[µ],

[πζ] = 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 3[ζ]⊕ 2[ν], (W4)

[µζ] = 2[λ]⊕ 2[λχ]⊕ 2[ξ2]⊕ 2[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 14[µ], (W5)

[πξ1] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ [ν], (W6)

[µξ1] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [ν]⊕ 9[µ], (W7)

[πν] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ [µ], (W8)

47



[µν] = 2[λ]⊕ 2[λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ] (W9)

⊕ [ξ1]⊕ 2[ξ2]⊕ 2[ξ3]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 3[ν]⊕ 17[µ]

Here the letter ‘W’ stands for wrong equations. Since the right-hand sides are self-
conjugate, we see that [µ] commutes with [π], [ξ1], [ζ], and [ν].

An argument similar to the case of πξi with i = 2, 3, shows [πη1] = [µ]⊕ [η2], and
[πη2] = [µ]⊕ [η1]. Eq.(6.31) shows

2 = dim(µηi, ζ) = dim(ηiζ, µ),

and consequently [ηiζ] = 2[µ]. In the same way, we have [ξ2ζ] = [ξ3ζ] = 2[µ], and
taking conjugate, we also get

[ξ2ζ] = [ξ3ζ] = [η1ζ] = [η2ζ] = [ζξ2] = [ζξ3] = [ζη1] = [ζη2] = 2[µ]. (W10)

[πη1] = [µ]⊕ [η2], [πη1] = [µ]⊕ [η1], (W11)

[µξ2] = [µξ3] = [µη1] = [µη2] (W12)

= [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 8[µ].

From,

2[µξ2] = [ζλξ1] = [ζ(µ⊕ ξ2 ⊕ ξ3)] = [ζµ]⊕ [ζ(ξ1 ⊕ ξ3)] = [ζµ]⊕ 2[µ]⊕ [ζξ1],

we get the irreducible decomposition of ζξ1.
From

2[µηi] = [ζληi] = [ζ(µ⊕ ν)] = [ζµ]⊕ [ζν],

we get the irreducible decomposition of [ζν]. The Frobenius reciprocity and dimension
counting shows

[ζξ1] = 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 2[ν], (W13)

[ζν] = 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 2[µ], (W14)

[ζ2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 3[πχ]⊕ 5[ζ]⊕ 4[ξ1]⊕ 4[ν]. (W15)

Next we determine the left multiplications of [ξ1] and [ν] by applying associativity
to [π2X]. The two equations

[π(πξ1)] = [π(π ⊕ πχ⊕ 2ζ ⊕ 2ξ1 ⊕ ν)],
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[π2ξ1] = [(id⊕ π ⊕ πχ⊕ 2ζ ⊕ ξ1 ⊕ ν)ξ1],

show
[ξ2

1 ]⊕ [νξ1] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 3[πχ]⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 4[ν]⊕ [µ].

By the Frobenius reciprocity and dimension computing, we get

[ξ2
1 ] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [ν], (W16)

[νξ1] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [µ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ 3[ν]. (W17)

The two equations

[π(πν)] = [π(π ⊕ πχ⊕ 2ζ ⊕ ξ1 ⊕ 2ν ⊕ µ)],

[π2ν] = [(id⊕ π ⊕ πχ⊕ 2ζ ⊕ ξ1 ⊕ ν)ν],

show

[ξ1ν]⊕ [ν2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ 3[π]⊕ 3[πχ]

⊕ 4[ζ]⊕ 4[ξ1]⊕ 3[ν]⊕ 4[µ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2],

and

[ν2] = [id]⊕ [χ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ] (W18)

⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ 3[µ]⊕ 3[ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2].

The two equations

[π(πη1)] = [πµ]⊕ [πη2] = [πµ]⊕ [µ]⊕ [η1],

[π2η1] = [(id⊕ π ⊕ πχ⊕ 2ζ ⊕ ξ1 ⊕ ν)η1] = [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [χη2]⊕ 6[µ]⊕ [ξ1η1]⊕ [νη1].

show that [χη2] = [η1], and

[ξ1η1]⊕ [νη1] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [ν]⊕ 3[µ].

In a similar way, we have [χξ2] = [ξ3] and

[ξ1ξ2]⊕ [νξ2] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [ν]⊕ 3[µ].

We claim
{[ξ2, [ξ3], [η1], [η2]} = {[ξ2], [ξ3], [η1], [η2]}.

Indeed, since [λχξ2] = [λξ3] does not contain id, we see that λχ is not the conjugate
sector of ξ2. A similar argument applied to ξ3, η1, and η2 shows the claim.

Assume first that [ξ2] is either [η1] or [η2]. Note that in this case [ξ3] = [ξ2χ] is
also either η1 or η2. Then

dim(ξ1η2, λ) = dim(λξ1, η2) = 1,
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and dim(ξ1η2, λχ) = 1 in the same way. We have

dim(νξ2, λ) = dim(λν, ξ2) = 1,

and dim(νξ2, λχ) = 1 in the same way. Thus

[ξ1η1] = [ξ1η2] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [µ], (W19)

[νη1] = [νη2] = [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ [ν]⊕ 2[µ], (W20)

[ξ1ξ2] = [ξ1ξ3] = [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [µ], (W21)

[νξ2] = [νξ3] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ν]⊕ 2[µ]. (W22)

Multiplying the both sides of Eq.(W20) and (W21) by [λ] from left, we get

[η2
1]⊕ [η2η1] = [η1η2]⊕ [η2

2] = 2[ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[µ],

[ξ2
2 ]⊕ [ξ3ξ2] = [ξ2ξ3]⊕ [ξ2

3 ] = 2[µ]⊕ 2[ν].

Taking conjugate, we get contradiction.
Assume now that [ξ2] is either [ξ2] or [ξ3]. In this case [ξ3] is either [ξ2] or [ξ3] too.

The Frobenius reciprocity and dimension counting show

[ξ1η1] = [ξ1η2] = [µ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3], (W23)

[νη1] = [νη2] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ν]⊕ 2[µ], (W24)

[ξ1ξ2] = [ξ1ξ3] = [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [µ], (W25)

[νξ2] = [νξ3] = [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ [ν]⊕ 2[µ]. (W26)

Multiplying the both sides of Eq.(W23) and (W26) by [λ] from left, we get

[ξ2η1]⊕ [ξ3η1] = [ξ2η2]⊕ [ξ3η2] = 2[ξ1]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ 2[µ],

[η1ξ2]⊕ [η2ξ2] = [η1ξ3]⊕ [η2ξ3] = 2[ν]⊕ 2[µ],

which is contradiction again. Finally we conclude that c = 0.

Continuation of the proof of Theorem 6.4. The above lemma and Eq.(6.29) show

[π2] = [id]⊕ [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ζ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2], (6.38)

[µπ] = 8[µ]⊕ [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ 2[ν]. (6.39)

From Eq.(6.38), we can see

{[ξ1], [η1], [η2]} = {[ξ1], [η1], [η2]}, (6.40)

and in consequence
{[χλ], [ξ2], [ξ3]} = {[λχ], [ξ2], [ξ3]}. (6.41)
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Since
2[πµ] = [πλζ] = [(µ⊕ λ)ζ] = [µζ]⊕ 2[µ],

we get
[µζ] = 2[λ]⊕ 2[λχ]⊕ 2[ξ2]⊕ 2[ξ3]⊕ 4[ν]⊕ 14[µ], (6.42)

and from Eq.(6.33),

[πζ] = 2[π]⊕ 2[πχ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 3[ζ]. (6.43)

Eq.(6.39) shows that πν contains µ with multiplicity 2. If πν contained ν with
multiplicity at most 1, Eq.(6.34) shows that ν2 would contain µ with multiplicity 4,
which is impossible because d(ν2) = 4d(µ) and ν2 contains id. Thus we get

[πν] = 2[µ]⊕ 2[ν]. (6.44)

Now the Frobenius reciprocity implies that neither πξ1, πη1, nor πη2 contains λ,
λχ, ξ2, ξ3, ν, and we get

[πξ1] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ 2[ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ], (6.45)

[πη1] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ 2[η2]⊕ 2[ζ], (6.46)

[πη2] = [π]⊕ [πχ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ 2[η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ]. (6.47)

The above fusion rules show that the fusion category C1 generated by π satisfies

Irr(C1) = {id, χ, π, πχ, ξ1, η1, η2, ζ}.

(2) Theorem 2.3 and Eq.(6.22) imply that there exists a unique intermediate
subfactor N between M and λ(M) such that if ε : N ↪→M is the inclusion map, we
have

[εε̄] = [id]⊕ [π].

Note that we have d(ε) =
√

10. In the same way as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, there
exists ϕ ∈ Aut(N) satisfying [λ] = [εϕε̄].

(3) We show the dual principal graph GdM⊃N is GM10
M9

computed in Section 4. Since

dim(πε, πε) = dim(π, πεε̄) = dim(π, π(1⊕ π)) = 2,

there exists an irreducible ε0 satisfying [πε] = [ε] ⊕ [ε0] and d(ε0) = 8
√

10. Since
Eq.(6.40) and

[πεε̄] = [π]⊕ [π2] = [id]⊕ 2[π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ],

we get
[ε0ε̄] = [π]⊕ [χπ]⊕ [ξ1]⊕ [η1]⊕ [η2]⊕ 2[ζ].

By the Frobenius reciprocity,
[ζε] = 2[ε0].
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Since
dim(ξ1ε, ξ1ε) = dim(ξ1, ξ1(id⊕ π)) = 3,

there exist two irreducibles ε2 and ε3 satisfying

[ξ1ε] = [ε0]⊕ [ε2]⊕ [ε3],

and d(ε2) + d(ε3) = 2
√

10. By the Frobenius reciprocity, we get d(ε2) = d(ε3) =
√

10
and

[ε2ε̄] = [ε2ε̄] = [ξ1].

In a similar way, we can show

dim(η1ε, η1ε) = dim(η2ε, η2ε) = dim(η1ε, η2ε) = 2,

and there exists irreducible ε4 satisfying

[η1ε] = [η2ε] = [ε4],

and d(ε4) = 2
√

10. The Frobenius reciprocity shows

[ε4ε̄] = [η1]⊕ [η2].

Note that ξ1 is self-conjugate and {[η1], [η2]} = {[η1], [η2]}. Thus we get GdM⊃N = GM10
M9

.

2

∗

•

•

•

• •

•

• •

• •

• •

•

idM π ζ χπ χ ξ1 η1 η2

ε ε0 χε ε2 ε3 ε4

Figure 11: GdM⊃N

Now Theorem 4.2 implies that GM⊃N = GM10>M9 .
The rest of the proof is very much similar to that of Theorem 6.2, and we make

only points different from it.
(4) Theorem 4.1 shows that there exists a unique subfactor R ⊂ N , up to inner

conjugacy, such that R′ ∩M = C and there exists an outer action β of M10 on R
satisfying

M = Roβ M10 ⊃ N = Roβ M9.

The inclusion L ⊃ R is irreducible.
(5) To prove that L ⊃ R is of depth 2, it suffices to show that [λ] commutes with

[id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 9[π]⊕ 9[πχ]⊕ 10[ξ1]⊕ 10[η1]⊕ 10[η2]⊕ 16[ζ],
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which corresponds to the regular representation of M11. Indeed, it follows from

[λ]([id]⊕ [χ]⊕ 9[π]⊕ 9[πχ]⊕ 10[ξ1]⊕ 10[η1]⊕ 10[η2]⊕ 16[ζ])

= [λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ 9([λ]⊕ [µ])⊕ 9([λχ]⊕ [µ])⊕ 10([µ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3])

⊕ 10([µ]⊕ [ν])⊕ 10([µ]⊕ [ν])⊕ 32[µ]

= 10([λ]⊕ [λχ]⊕ [ξ2]⊕ [ξ3]⊕ 2[ν]⊕ 8[µ]),

which is self-conjugate as we can take the conjugate of the both sides.
(6) We can apply Lemma 2.6 to Q8 to finish the proof.
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