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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 Mj; of degree 11.

1 Introduction

The classical Goldman’s theorem [6] says, in modern term, that every index 2 inclu-
sion M D N of type II; factors is given by the crossed product M = N x Z,, where
Zs 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 Dy or A (see [4], [7] for example). In the D,
case, the subfactor is given by the crossed product M = N x Zs. In the A5 case, we
showed in [I1] that there exists a unique subfactor R C N, up to inner conjugacy,
such that
M:RN63DN:RN62

holds where &,, 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 D 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 25 > 2, ([19, Theorem A1l]).

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

M=Rx,GDON=Rx,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 D 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 x H 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 &4 > Z, and &4 > Zy X Zs give isomorphic
group-subgroup subfactors, which cannot be understood either in permutation group
theory or representation theory. In [I4], 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 Dg = Zy X _1 Zg > 7o is the Coxeter graph Dél), 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 Dg > Zo.
Note that Z, is not a maximal subgroup of ®g, and hence the Dg-action on Dg/Zs
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



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* the set of all ordered
tuples (ay, asg, ..., ax) consisting of distinct elements in X. The group G acts on X [£]
by g - (a1, as,...,ax) = (gai, gas, ..., gax), and we always consider this action. For
r € X, we denote by G, the stabilizer of 2 in G, and for (zy,zs,...,2;) € X¥ we
denote

k
le,xg,...,xk = m Gwz
i=1

We say that G is k-transitive if the G-action on X* is transitive. This is equivalent
to the condition that the G, 4, 4, ,-action on X \ {z1,2a,..., 241} is transitive.
We say that G is regular if GG 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 > G, is an induction argument reducing it to that
of Gy, > Gy 4,- Assume that G is k-transitive but not k + 1-transitive. Then the
first step of the induction is a Goldman-type theorem for Gy, s 2r; > Gayzonzps
and we need a good assumption on the Gy, 4, 4, ,-action on X \ {xy, 9, ..., 21}
to assure it. Therefore we will treat the following two cases in this paper:

(1) Gay s,z is regular,
(ii) Guyo...2p_, 18 & 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 F, the finite field with ¢ elements. Every sharply 2-transitive
group is either a group of transformations of the form x — axz? 4 b of F,, where
a€FX beF, and 0 € Aut(FF,), 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) = PGLy(q) acting on the projective geometry PG1(q) = (F2 \ {0})/F
over the finite field F,, and its variant M(q) acting on PG (¢) with an involu-
tion of F, when ¢ is an even power of an odd prime. When ¢ is odd, both of
them contain PSLy(q) as an index 2 subgroup.

(3) The Mathieu group M;j; of degree 11 is a sharply 4-transitive group, and the
Mathieu group M, 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.



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 6.4). When ¢ is odd, the action of PSLs(q)
on PGi(q) is 2-transitive and it satisfies the condition (ii) above. We will show a
Goldman-type theorem for PSLy(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), PSLs(q) as above, and the Suzuki groups
S2(22F1) of degree 2%"*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 = G,,
be a point stabilizer. Then G being Frobenius is equivalent to the condition that
the H-action on X \ {z;} is free, and is further equivalent to the condition that
HngHg'={e} forallge G\ H.

For a Frobenius group G,

K=G\|JG,
rzeX

is a normal subgroup of GG, called the Frobenius kernel, and G is a semi-direct product
K x 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 \ {z,} 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 Zé with a prime
p and there is no non-trivial H-invariant subgroup of K.

(2) The Schur multiplier H*(H,T) is trivial.
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(3) FEwvery 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 K, of K is not {e}. Since K, is H-invariant, we get K = K. The same
argument applied to L = {z € K; 2P = 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 [I, Theorem 10.3].

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

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*! 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 X,, = {1,2,...,n}. Since X and X[ are naturally identified,
the defining action of &,, on X, is both sharply n — 1 and n-transitive. As this fact
might cause confusion, we treat G,, as a sharply n — 1-transitive group in this paper.
The natural action of 2, on X,, 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 = Z’; X H with a prime p and with a Frobenius complement
H acting on Zk\ {0} regularly. Let ¢ = p*, and let T'(q) = F* 3 Aut(F,), which acts
on I, as an additive group isomorphic to (Z/pZ)*. Then the Zassenhaus theorem says
that H is either identified with a subgroup of T'(¢) or one of the following exceptions:
SLy(3) acting on ZZ, GL,(3) acting on Z2, SLy(3) x Zs acting on Z2%,, SL(5) acting
on Z3,, GLy(3) X Zyy acting on Z2,, SLy(5) X Z7 acting on Z3,, and SLy(5) X Zag
acting on Z2,. 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 = Z’; X H is a sharply 2-transitive group with an abelian Frobenius
complement, it is necessarily of the form G' = F, x F), which is denoted by H(q).
Assume now that p is an odd prime and ¢ = p*. Then the field F, has an involution
2° = zP'. The group S(q) has a Frobenius complement [y as a set, but its action on
F, is given as follows:

g

ax, if a is a square in F,
a-r = e Ky
ax?, if @ is not a square in F.

For example, the group S(3?) is isomorphic Z2 x Qg. We have small order coincidences

S3 = H(3) and A4 = H(2?).



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 PG4 (q) with F, Ll {oo}. The 3-transitive action of L(q) =

PG Lsy(q) is given as follows:
a b Lo +0b
c d e +d

The group M(q) is PG Ly(q) as a set, but its action on PG1(q) is given by

{(a b)}~x:{%’ if ad — be is a square in F,

ax®+b : _ : : X
c d e if ad — bc is not a square in F .

We have small order coincidences &, = L(3) and 25 = L(2?).

When ¢ is odd, the restriction of the L(g)-action on PG1(q) to PSLs(q) is two
transitive, and its point stabilizer is isomorphic to Z’; X Lk 1) /2-

Other than symmetric groups and alternating groups, the Mathieu groups M,
and M4 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 M;; 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 (3%) on PG4(3?%) (see [10, Chapter
XII, Theorem 1.3]).

2.3 Group-subgroup subfactors

For a finite index inclusion M D 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 D N
the induction-reduction graph between N-N bimodules and M-N bimodules arising
from the inclusion, and denote it by Gy/~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 G¢;- .

Let G be a transitive permutation group on a finite set X, and let H = G, with
z1 € X. Let

M=Rx,GDN=Rx,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 O N. The category of M-M
bimodules is equivalent to the representation category Rep(G) of GG, and we use the
symbol G to parametrize the equivalence classes of irreducible M-M bimodules. The
set of equivalence classes of irreducible M-N bimodules are parametrized by H and
G&_ ;; is the induction-reduction graph between G and H. For this reason, we denote
by G the dual principal graph G4, v .



The description of the category of N-N bimodules is much more involved. We
choose one point from each G, -orbit in X \{z}, and enumerate them as xs, z3, . .., z}.
Then the set of the equivalence classes of irreducible N-N bimodules arising from
M D N is parametrized by the disjoint union

— —

Gw1 L Gzl,zz .- G:cl,:cka

and the graph G,y is the union of the induction-reduction graph between C/Jw\l and
Gy, .z, over 1 <14 < k with convention G, ;, = G,. The dimension of the irreducible

object corresponding to ™ € GTEE is |Gy, /Gy, 0| dim7. We denote by G x) or
Jc>a,, the principal graph Gy-n depending on the situation.

The category of N-N bimodules for the inclusion N O R is equivalent to Rep(H),
and we denote the equivalence classes of irreducible objects of it by {[5x]},p. Then

the set {[3x]},.p actually coincides with H in Ggoy as equivalence classes of N-N
bimodules (this fact is not usually emphasized but one can see it from [25]). Let
t = pyMpy be the basic bimodule. Then the set of equivalence classes of irreducible
M-N bimodules arising from M D N is given by {[t ®n B}, cq-

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

gg;{w by putting an edge of length one to each even vertex of Qg;lvw. More generally,

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

length one to each even vertex of G. Then we have G(g x) = Qg:ll oy

Let G, be a depth 2 graph without multi-edges and with n even vertices. Assume
that G, is the principal graph G~y of a finite index inclusion M O N of factors.
Then the characterization of crossed products shows that M = N x, 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 G, determines
only the order n of GG, and not the group structure unless n is a prime. Even when
we specify the dual principal graph of M D N, it does not distinguish the dihedral
group ®g of order 8 and the quaternion group (Js. As this example suggests, we
should clarify what we really mean by a Goldman-type theorem.

1 2 n

Figure 1: G,

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 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 D N is G, there exists a unique subfactor
R of N, up to inner conjugacy in N, satisfying M N R’ = C and

M=Rxo,GDN=Rx,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 D N is G, there exists a
unique subfactor R of NV, up to inner conjugacy in N, satisfying M N R’ = C
and

M=Rx,GD>DN=Rx,H,

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

Note that the action « 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 PSLy(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 ¢ : N < M in the statements should be read as the basic bimodule
t = py My in the type II; case. In the proofs, we always assume that factors involved
are either of type I, or type III without mentioning it. In the type II; case, this can
be justified by either directly working on bimodules instead of sectors, or replacing
M D> N with M ® B(?) D N @ B(f?). For example, assume that a statement
insists existence of a subfactor P C N with a certain property. In the latter case,
after finding an appropriate subfactor P C N ® B(¢?), we can pass to the corners
(1®e)P(1®e) € N®Ce and the original statement can be recovered, where e € B((?)
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 [I8, Corollary 3.10]. [2.3

Theorem 2.3. Let M D N be an irreducible inclusion of factors with finite index,
and let v : N < M be the inclusion map. Let

1] = P nele]

£EA

be the irreducible decomposition.



(1) Let P be an intermediate subfactor between M and N, and let k : P — M be
the inclusion map. If &,& € A are contained in kR, and & € A is contained
in &€, then &3 is contained in KK.

(2) Assume that P and Q are intermediate subfactors between M and N, and the
inclusion maps k : P — M and k1 : P, — M satisfy |[kk| = [rk1k1]. If for each
€ € A the multiplicity of £ in KK is either 0 or ng, then P = Q).

(3) Assume that Ay is self-conjugate subset of A such that whenever & € A is
contained in &€& for some &1,& € Ay, we have & € Ay. Then there exists a
unique intermediate subfactor P between M and N such that the inclusion map

k: P < M satisfies
(k5] = €D nel€].

£eM

2.5 The strategy of the proofs

Let " be a doubly transitive permutation group acting on a finite set X, and let
x1, 9 € X be distinct points. We further assume that the Iy, ,,-action on X \{z1, 2}
has no orbit of length 1. Our basic strategy to prove a Goldman-type theorem for
I' > I'y, is to reduce it to that of I'y, > I'y, 5,. To explain it, we first discuss the
relationship between the group-subgroup subfactor of the former and that of the
latter. We denote G =1';, and H =T, ,, for simplicity.

Assume that we are given an outer action o of I' on a factor R. Weset N = Rx,H,
M = Rx,G,and L = R x,I'. We denote by ¢y : M — L, 15 : N — M, and
t3 : R < N the inclusion maps. Since the I'-action on X is doubly transitive, there
exists go € I' exchanging z; and z5. Such gy normalizes H, and we get 0 € Aut(N)
extending oy, that is Ou3 = 130,. Let

t365) = @ d(m)[3]

be the irreducible decomposition. The automorphism # as above is not unique, and
there is always a freedom to replace 6 with 65, with d(7) = 1.

Since
[t1020t3] = [t1tatgag,| = [L1tats),
we have
1 = dim(eqe20t3, t1tots) = (20i3i3i2, (111) = Z d(m) dim(120Bi2, i111).
relH

We claim (19003, i2,id) = 0 for all 7. Indeed, if it were not the case, we would have 7
with d(57) = 1 satisfying [1205,] = [12] thanks to the Frobenius reciprocity. However,
this implies that 63, would be contained in 73to. Since d(0/3,) = 1, this contradicts
the assumption that the H-action on G/H \ H has no orbit of length 1.
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Since I' is doubly transitive, there exists irreducible 7 with d(7) = | X|—1 satisfying
[(1t1] = [id] @ [7]. On the other hand, we have d(1205,i3) = (| X| — 1)d(7), which
shows that there exists 7 € H with d(r) = 1 satisfying [r] = [12084i3). This means
that by replacing 6 with 63, if necessary, we may always assume

(] = [id] @ [12675].

Now forget about R, o, N, and assume that we are just given an inclusion L > M
with Gr~y = Gr-g. We denote by ¢ : M — L the inclusion map. We assume that
a Goldman-type theorem is known for G > H. Our task is to recover R and « from
the inclusion L D M. Our strategy is divided into the following steps:

(1) Find a fusion subcategory C; in the fusion category C generated by i1¢1 that
looks like the representation category of G. .

(2) Show that the object in C; corresponding to the induced representation Indg 1
has a unique Q-system satisfying the following condition: if N C M is the
subfactor corresponding to the ()-system and 15 : N < M is the inclusion map,
then there exists § € Aut(N) satisfying

(] = [id] @ [12675].

(3) Show QMDN = QG>H.

(4) Apply the Goldman-type theorem for G > H to M D N, and obtain a subfactor
R and an outer action vy of G on R C N satisfying M = Rx,G and N = Rx, H.
Show that R is irreducible in L. Let t3: R < N be the inclusion map.

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

(6) Show that there exists 0; € Aut(R) satisfying [0t3] = [1364].

Lemma 2.4. Assume that the above (1)-(6) are accomplished. Then there exist a
finite group 'y including G as a subgroup of index | X|, and an outer action o of Iy
on R such that o is an extension of v and L = R x, I'y. Moreover, the action of T'y
on I'y/G is a doubly transitive extension of the G-action on X \ {x¢}.

Proof. By (2),

[3iaititats) = [ (1d @ 1200)1205) = ED[Vg] © [2t2000013),
geCG

which contains

@[Vg] @ [13003] = @[’Yg] @ [i3t36h] = @[’Vg] S2 @[’Wﬁﬂ

geG geG geG heH
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by (6). Let 'y be the group of 1-dimensional sectors contained in [i3i2¢11¢2t3]. Then
[y is strictly larger than [yg], and R x I'g 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 = R x I'g. From the shape of the graph Gr., we can see that
the T'g-action on I'y/G is doubly transitive. H

To identify I'y with I', 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 o be an outer action of G on a factor R. Let M = R X, G D
N = R x, H. Let L be a factor including M as an irreducible subfactor of index
|G/H| + 1. We denote by 1y : M <~ L, 15: N < M, and 13 : R < N the inclusion
maps. We assume the following two conditions:

(1) The inclusion L D R is irreducible and of depth 2.
(2) There exists 0 € Aut(N) satisfying [t101] = [id] @ [12003]

Then we have
dim(0izeatsizf ", iatatsiz) = |H|.

Proof. Since [L : M| = (|G/H| + 1)|G|, the depth 2 condition implies
(IG/H| + 1)|G| = dim(iziaiitatats, iziziititats)
= dim(i362(id @ 12002) 193, 302 (id B 12003)tot3)
= dim(ED o, ® iaiziabiziars, P oy B aizeabiziots)

geG geG

= |G| + dim(iziztabistats, t3iatabiatats),
and
|G/H||G| = dim(iziata0istats, izintabistaty) = dim(Oiztatzizintad ™", intataizists),
by the Frobenius reciprocity. Thus to prove the statement, it suffices to show
[tatataiziats] = |G/ H |[iatatsi3).

Indeed, note that tot3iz3is is an M-M sector corresponding to the regular represen-
tation of GG, and hence (12t30362)t9 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 t3i3 is an N-IN sector corresponding the regular
representation of H, we get

[(eatsiziz)ia] = |G/ H|[e2(i3e3)],
which finishes the proof. m
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In concrete cases where Lemma is applied, we can further show
dim(Qu3i3071, 1303) = |H],

resulting in [fu3i3071] = [133].
From Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.1 in [I7], we can show the following global
invariance criterion.

Lemma 2.6. Let H be a finite group and let o be an outer action of H on a factor
R. Let N =RxoH, and let v : 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 w € H*(K,T) invariant under the H-action by conjugation. If 6 € Aut(N)
satisfies [0ut0'] = [uz], there exists 6, € Aut(R) satisfying [0t] = [164].

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 D R of factors, we
denote by Aut(N, R) the set of automorphisms of N globally preserving R.

Lemma 2.7. Let N D R be an irreducible inclusion of factors with finite indez, and
let P be an intermediate subfactor between N and R. We denote by . : R — N and
Kk : P < N the inclusion maps. Let

1] = P nelé]

e

be the irreducible decomposition. We assume that for each & € A the multiplicity of
¢ in Kk is either 0 or ng. If 0 € Aut(N, R) satisfies [0xk0~'] = kK], then 6(P) = P.

Proof. Let Q = 6(P), let ¢ : P — @ be the restriction of § to P regarded as an
isomorphism from P onto @), and let k1 : ) < N be the inclusion map. Then by
definition, we have # o Kk = k1 0 . Thus

[161] = [rap@ria] = [O][K][07] = [KF],

and the statement follows from Theorem 2.3l O

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 = (mg, my,...,m;) with mg =1 and [ > 1, and
a natural number n, we assign a bipartite graph Gum, ,, as follows. Let I ={0,1,...,(}
and let J be an index set with |J| = n. The set of even vertices is {0} }ies U {07} ey
and the set of odd vertices is {v}};c;. The only non-zero entries of the adjacency
matrix A of G, ,, are

A v)) = A(v,v)) =1, Viel,

RIS 19 7%
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AW}, v?) = AW v)) =m,;, Yiel, Vjel

17 7] VR

The vertex v is treated as a distinguished vertex .

Figure 2: g(14,2),1 = gS(32)>Qs

a

——

We use notation k% =k, k, ...,k for short. With this convention, the graph G,, ,
considered in [12] is Gum),. An edge with a number b means a multi-edge with
multiplicity 0.

Let

l
m = ||lm[* =) "m?.
=0

Then the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of A is /1 + mn. The Perron-Frobenius eigen-
vector d with normalization d(v]) =1 is

d()) =m;,  d(v)) =miV1+mn, d(vi) =m.

Let G = K x H be a Frobenius group with the Frobenius kernel K and a Frobenius
complement H. Then we have Ggog = Gm,, 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 G¢ is also
gm,n'

Conversely, we can show the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let N D P be a finite index inclusion of factors with Gy-p = Gmp-
Then there exists a unique subfactor R C P, up to inner conjugacy, such that N N
R' = C and there exists a Frobenius group G = K x H with the Frobenius kernel
K and a Frobenius complement H satisfying |K| = 1 4+ mn, |H| = m, the tuple
(mo, mq, ..., my) being the ranks of the irreducible representations of H, and

N=RxG>P=RxH.

Moreover,

13



(1) If n = 1, then 1 +m is a prime power p* with a prime p and K = Z’;. The
G-action on G/H is sharply 2-transitive. The dual principal graph is also Gm
in this case.

(2) If n =2 orn =3, then 1 +mn is a prime power p* with a prime p, and G is a
primitive Frobenius group with K = Z’;. The dual principal graph is also Gmp
in this case.

We prove the theorem in several steps. Let ¢ : P < N be the inclusion map. We
denote by «; the irreducible endomorphism of N corresponding to v?, and by p; the
ones corresponding to UJQ-. Then ¢ o o; corresponds to v}. From the graph Gy, we
get the following fusion rules:

[ = lid) & Plesl,

JjeJ
[ellps] = @ m;ua],
[][eai] = [ai] + my @[f%

d(a;) =m;, d(t)=+v1+mn, d(p;)=m.

idpx a1 %)
Le L0 [26%)
p1 - P2

Figure 3: Ga3y2 = Gz,42:5>25

Let C be the fusion category generated by ze. Then since d(o, oy, ) is smaller than
m = d(p;), we have a fusion subcategory Cy with the set (of equivalence classes) of
simple objects Irr(Cy) = {a; }ier

We introduce involutions of I and J by [a;] = [a5] and [p;] = [p;]. Note that p;p;
contains «; at most d(«;) = m; times (see [I8, p.39]). Since it contains id, dimension
counting shows that it contains «; with full multiplicity m;. Thus the Frobenius
reciprocity implies

[cvips] = milp;]-

Lemma 3.2. Let the notation be as above. There exist a unique intermediate sub-
factor P O R; D p;(P) and an isomorphism 0; : R; — R; for each j € J such that
if kj : Rj — P s the inclusion map,

[pj] = [K;0,;F5],

14



(kR = @ m;lay).

el

Moreover P D R; is a depth 2 inclusion of index m.

Proof. Theorem shows that there exists a unique intermediate subfactor P D
R; D pj(P) such that if k; : R; — P is the inclusion map, we have

lijlij @ m;la].

Since m; = d(«;), Frobenius reciprocity implies
[ail ki) = m[ri],

and P D R; is a depth 2 inclusion of index m.

Let o; be p; regarded as a map from P to R;. By definition, we have p; = k; 003,
and since d(p;) = m and d(k;) = /m, we get d(c;) = y/m. Taking conjugate, we
get [p;] = [7;][F;]. Perturbing 7; by an inner automorphism if necessary, we may and
do assume p; = 7; o k;. Since [7;0;] contains id and is contained in p;p;, dimension

counting shows
705) = D mila].

el

and Theorem implies 7;(R;) = R;. Let 0; be the inverse of &;, which is an

isomorphism from R; onto R;. Then we get p; = kj o 9]._1 o kj, and
[p5] = [r;0;7%5].
O

Lemma 3.3. With the above notation kjky is decomposed into 1-dimensional sectors

forall j,k € J.
Proof. Let

aEAj,k

be the irreducible decomposition. Since

[RjkKRRkl = @ m;[Roqk] = @mf (/K] = m[R K],

el el
the product £4&}, is a direct sum of irreducibles from {£5}cea,,. Since [Rrk;] = [Rjrxl,
we can arrange the index sets so that for any a € A;, there exists @ € Ay ; satisfying
(5] = [&k;)-
Since

0k = dim(p;, pr) = dim(F5xg, eflff_jf‘ikek),

15



we have
{16 11€5,0100 aen,; N {IE] e, = [id], (3.1)
and for j # k,
{165 111€5) 0k aen, » N (€] e, = 0. (3.2)
Assume we have £, with d(¢f,) > 1. Since ﬁ;@{lf;‘kﬁw_g is contained in p;py, the
former contains either «; with ¢ € I or p; with [ € J. The first case never occurs
because

dim(r;0; fké’k/{k,az) dim(60; fkﬂk,/{ GRE) =My dim(é’;l{?ké’k,/i_;/{,;) = 0.
Thus
0 # dim(r;0; '€ 0kRy, pr) = dim(0;

J

and there exist 55?[ and & such that Qj 50k 1s contained in 5%9151%. In fact, the
latter is irreducible because of

dim(E40,&5 7, E40.675) = (07 €140, €165,
and Eq.. Therefore we get
(051 €5.0k] = [€2,0655)- (3.3)

Since d(£f,) > 1, we have either d(f?l) > 1 or d(&f;) > 1. We first assume
d(&f) > 1. We have [§5,0x] = [ijg.’lﬁlffk]. Since /@jejgj ¢,r7 is contained in p;p;, the
former contains either «; with ¢ € I or p, with » € J. In the first case, we have

GOy K RjRiORIRE),

0 # dim(/ﬁjejf%@m_l-, ;) = dim(0;¢; b0, Fraukp) = my dim(ﬁjfglﬁl,/ﬁ_j/ﬁ),

and there exists fj.ll— satisfying [ijg.’ﬁl] = [fj?ll—], and [£5.0k] = [ﬁﬁﬁf%] By the Frobenius
reciprocity, there exists £ satisfying [0;] = [£;;]. Since

[KiFrkE] @m,l agkg) = mlkg),
el

we get [kpé5z] = [Kz], and

[e] = [beRz] = [riRa) = [aRi] = Pla],

1€l

which is contradiction. Thus we are left with
3 bpg— I b - —_
0 # dlm(/ijjﬁﬂeml, pr) = dnn(ejgﬂel, RjkrOrRiKT),
which shows that there exist £, and {;} satisfying
dim(0;50,, &5,0,€%) # 0

16



As before, the right-hand side is irreducible, and we get [03»5%9;] = | ;'TH,{;}], and
[€2.0x) = [€5,0,675]. Since the left-hand side is irreducible, so is /€2,
exists £ satisfying [{’gl fl = (€3], and [§5.0k] = [€5.0,2;]. Note that we have
d(&2:) > 1. By the Frobenius reciprocity,

1 = dim(&50k, £5,0:5) = dim(0,67,65.0%, €2,
and there exists &, satisfying [0, '¢!,0] = [£5], which contradicts Eq.(3.1).
Now the only p(?ssibility is d(f?l) > 1. Taking conjugate of Eq.(3.3)), we get
[9,;15,%63-] = [fglﬂl’lélbj], and [5,%9]} = [Qkéglﬂl’lﬁl”j]. Since nkﬁk@%lﬂl’lﬁl is contained in

prpi, & similar argument as above works, and we get contradiction again. Therefore
d(&5,) = 1 for all 4, k, a. O

and there

Proof of Theorem [3.1. We fix jo € J. Since Fj, k), contains an isomorphism ¢; : R; —
R;,, by the Frobenius reciprocity, we get [x;] = [k;,;]. Thus there exists a unitary
u; € P satisfying Adu; o k; = kj, o ;, which means that for every x € R,

ujru; = @;i(z).

This implies u;R;uj = Rj,. By replacing p; with Adu; o p; if necessary, we may
assume R; = R;, for all j € J. We denote R = Rj;, and xk = kj, for simplicity. Now
we have 6; € Aut(R) and [p;] = [k0;R].

Since Kk is decomposed into 1-dimensional sectors, the inclusion P D R is a

crossed product by a finite group of order m, say H, and there exists an outer action
B of H on R such that P = R xg H, and

7r) = D164

Note that N D R is irreducible because
dim(¢k, tk) = dim(ze, KE) = 1.

Now we have

[(ir)en] = [Rien] = [rr] & Dlrpis] = Pl @ D [Bubibha)-

jeJ heH j€J, hi,ho€H

This shows that there exists a finite group G including H, and its outer action v on
R extending 3 satisfying N = R x, G. Moreover,

@[79] - @[ﬂh] D @ [6h10j5h2]7
geCG heH j€J, h1,ho€H

holds, which shows that every (H, H)-double coset except for H has size |H|?. There-
fore GG is a Frobenius group with a Frobenius complement H, and it is of the form
K x H 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 @ is a non-trivial intermediate subfactor and let ¢; : P < () be the

inclusion map. Since [it] = [id] @ [p1] ® [p2], we have either [t7¢1] = [id] @ [p1] or
[t1t1] = [id] @ [p2]. In any case, we get [@ : P] =1+ m, and
IN:P] 1+2m 1
N:Q|= - —o_ -
V=@ [@Q:P]  1+m 1+m’

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

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(;m); uniquely
characterizes the group-subgroup subfactor for H(q) = F, xF,* > F with ¢ = m+1.
In the case of non-commutative H, probably the graph G, 1 does not uniquely deter-
mine the group K x H in general. However, [10, Chapter XII, Theorem 9.7] shows
that possibilities of H x K for a given ¢ = m + 1 are very much restricted. For
example, the graph G4 5)1 uniquely characterizes S(3%) > Qs.

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

Let Cy be a C*-fusion category with the set of (equivalence classes of) simple
objects Irr(C) = {a;}ie;. We may assume 0 € I and oy = 1. Let C be a fusion
category containing Cy with Irr(C) = {a; }ier U {p}. Then we have a; @ p = p® o; =
d(a;)p. Indeed, if o; ® p contained «;, the Frobenius reciprocity implies that a; ® «;
would contain p, which is impossible, and the claim holds. In particular m; = d(«;)
is an integer. By the Frobenius reciprocity again we get

pRp= @miai ® kp,
iel
where k is a non-negative integer. We now consider the case with k£ = m — 1, where
m=3"m
iel
Then d(p) = m.

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

{we H¥K x H,T)|w|g =0}/ Aut(K x H, H),
(or equivalently by H*(K,T)" /Nauwr)(H)).
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Proof. For the proof of Theorem 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 C P, up to inner conjugacy, a unique finite group H of order m, § € Aut(R), and
an outer action § of H on R such that

P=RxgsH,

and if k :=— P is the inclusion map,

(w7) = @D milo.

[=r] = EPIB],
[p] = [KOF].

Let G be the group generated by [Bu] = {[On]}ner and [6] in Out(R). We will
show

G = [Bu] U [Bull0][Bu],

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

(O]
HThe proof of Lemma [3.3| shows [0] ¢ [Gx],

[9] [BH] [9_1] N [5[{] = [id],

and |[Be][0][Bx]| = m?. Let Gy = [By] U [By][0][Bx], which is a subset of G with
|Go| = m(m~+1). To prove that G, coincides with G, it suffices to show [0][8x][0] C Gy

and [07'] € [Bu][0][H].
Let h € H. Since k03,0F is contained in p?, it contains either o; with i € I or p.

If it contains «;, we have
0 # dim(k00,0F, oi;) = dim(06,0, kayk) = m; dim(05,0, kk)

keH

which shows [03,0] € [By]. If it contains p,
0 # dim(k06L0R, kOR) = dim(056,0, RkORK) = Z dim(65,0, 5k05:),
kL
which shows [05,0] € [6u][0][Sr]. Therefore we get [0][5u][0] C Go.
Since p is self-conjugate, we have

1 = dim(p, p) = dim(k0 'R, k0R) = dim(0 ™, FrbEK) = Z dim(671, 8,05%),

hkeH
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which shows [07'] € [8x][0][Bu]. Therefore we get G = G.

Since G has only two (H, H)-double cosets, and the size of [8x][0][8x] is |H|?, the
group G is a Frobenius group with a Frobenius complement [Sg]. 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
III; factor. Then the conjugacy class of G in Out(R) is completely determined by its
obstruction class w € H*(G, T). Since H has a lifting Sz C Aut(R), the restriction of
w to H is trivial. Since H is a Frobenius complement, the Schur multiplier H?(H,T)
is trivial, and the lifting is unique, up to cocycle conjugacy, and one can uniquely
recover P from R and [By]. This means that the generator p of the category C is
uniquely determined by w. On the other hand, there always exists a G-kernel in
Out(R) for a given w € H*(G, T), which shows the existence part of the statement.

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

EPY = HP(H, HY(K,T)) =0,

for p,q > 1 in the Lindon/Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence for G = K x H. Thus
the group
{we H*G,T) |w|g =0},

is isomorphic to H3(K, T)". O

When H is abelian (in fact cyclic in this case), the group H3(K,T) 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 Q?:l
(see Subsection 2.3 for the definition of G for a given G), which is described as follows.
The set of even vertices of Gy 1 iS

{0 Yier U {0l er L {0},
the set of odd vertices is
{v; Yier U {0},

The only non-zero entries of the adjacency matrix A of Q/r;/l are

A2 v)) = A(vf,v)) =1, Viel,

1771 1) 71

A(v},0f) = A(v},0f) =1, Viel,

A(vi,v) = A?,vf) =my, Vi€,
A v*) = A(v* v?) = 1.
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The vertex v is treated as a distinguished vertex *. The Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue
of A'is /2 + m. The Perron-Frobenius eigenvector d normalized as d(v]) = 1 is

d(v?) =m;, d(v?) =mi(1+mn), d(vs) =m.
d(v}) =miV2 +mn, d(vs) =mVv2+ mn.

—_—

In [19], we showed that a strong Goldman-type theorem for G sy ;. Now we show
it for general sharply 3-transitive permutation groups.

—_——

Figure 4: Gusy1 = G(r(22),Pc1(22)) = (245, X5)

Although we excluded the case m = (1) in the definition of Gy, 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 D N be a finite index subfactor with Gy~n = Q,;l/l Then

qg = 1+ m is a prime power, and there exists a unique subfactor R C N that is
wrreducible in M such that if m = 1™,

M =RxL(q) DN =Rx H(q),

and otherwise

M=RxM(q) DN =RxS5(q).
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Qg

Figure 5: Ga42)1 = G (32),PG1 (32))
Proof. If m = (1), the graph ,CT(; is nothing but the Coxeter graph As, and the
statement follows from [I1] as (&3, X3) = (PGLy(2), PG1(2)). We assume m # (1)
in what follows.

We follow the strategy described in Subsection 2.5 taking the 6 steps.

(1) Let € : N — M be the inclusion map, and let C be the fusion category
generated by ée. We first parametrize Irr(C). Let [ée] = [id] @ [o] be the irreducible
decomposition, which means that o corresponds to the vertex v3. We denote by o
and p’ the endomorphisms of N corresponding to v{ and v* respectively. Then ea,

oal, and €p’ are irreducible, and they correspond to v}, vZ, v* respectively. Thus

1r(C) = {al}ier U {oal}ier U {'}.
We have
d(o;) =m;, d(e)=+vV2+m, d(o)=1+m, d(p)=m.

Two endomorphisms ¢ and p’ are self-conjugate. We introduce two involutions of [
T /

by [of] = [o/] and [oaf] = [cal.]. Then they are related by [oal.] = [alo].
By dimension counting, we see that there exists a fusion subcategory Cy of C with

II‘I‘(Co) = {Oé;}iel.
We claim that there exists another fusion subcategory C; of C with

Irr(Cy) = {c hier U{p'}-

Indeed, if p'a; contained o« , the Frobenius reciprocity implies that oa; of would
contain p', and hence oaj, would contain p’ for some iy, which is contradiction. Thus
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. : : : , , : :
pa; is decomposed into a direct sum of sectors in {aj }ijer U {p'}, and dimension

counting shows
[p'ai) = milp'],  laip] = mlp),

where the second equality follows from the first one by conjugation.

From the shape of the graph Q/;:l, we can see

0] = [id] @ [¢] © D myloai],

iel
[op'] = @ miloai].
iel
Using these and associativity, we have
[0][op'] = ED milo]loa]
1€l
= @ ullid © [ © P mloa o]
iel el
= @ mi[og] & m[p] & @ my[oogal].
iel i

On the other hand,

[o]lop] = [0%)['] = ([id] @ [¢'] & @ miload]) ]

icl

=)@ "] @ milor] = /] &[0 & mEP miloal.

icl el

(4.1)

Since cal,al is a direct sum of irreducibles of the form ca/,, the endomorphism p?

contalns

B mifof] © (m - 1o,

i€l
and comparing dimensions, we get
2
0] = P milai] © (m — D)[p).
iel

Therefore the claim is shown.

(4.4)

(2) Form Eq.(4.2)) and Theorem , there exists a unique intermediate subfactor
N D P D o(N) such that if ¢ : P < N is the inclusion map, we have [¢z] = [id] @ [p/].
Let Cy be the fusion category generated by zt. As in the proof of Lemma there

exists 7 € Aut(P) satisfying

lo] = [vrd]

23
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(3) From the fusion rules of C;, we can see that the dual principal graph g;lb pis
Om,1, and Theorem ,(1) shows that so is the principal graph Gy~ p too. Therefore
we can arrange the labeling of irreducibles of Cy so that

Irr(Cy) = {au} U {pi},

and [afi] = [tey] and [1e] = [id] @ [p].

(4) Now we apply Theorem , and we get a unique subfactor R C P, up to inner
conjugacy such that R’ N P = C and there exists an outer action 5 of a Frobenius
group K x H satisfying

N=Rxs(HxK)DP=RxgH.

Moreover the K x H-action on (K x H)/H is sharply 2-transitive. We denote by
k : R — P the inclusion map. Then we have

Lli/ib @ ml LO[Z @ mz Oé LL @ mz ld EB p @ TI’Lz ]
el el el el

which shows
dim(etk, etk) = dim(ée, tkit) = 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 D R is of depth 2, it suffices to show that the number
(m 4+ 2)(m + 1)m coincides with the following dimension:

dim(etk(ek), eek(ewk)) = dim(éerkii, tkkiee) = dim((id @ o)ukR, tkki(id @ 0)).
Note that [0] commutes with [p'] and
@ m;al
icl
and hence with [txkz]. Thus this number is equal to
= dim((id ® o)tkir, (id © o)kkt) = dim((id @ 0)?, (kkD)?).

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

[(1xRD)?] = m(m + 1)[tkEL].
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Thus

dim((id @ 0)?, (tkkD)?) = m(m + 1)(id © 20 @ 02, 1KkFRD)
=m(m+1)dim(2id & p & 20 & @ mioas, EB mal; & mp')

i€l i€l
— m(m + 1)(m +2),

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

m = dim(TikkT ", LLkR),

and
[ekk] = [(id @ p) @ mia;| = @ mgfoq] & m|p].

Dimension counting implies

m = dim(@ m;TouT 1, @ m;a;),

el i€l

and this is possible only if [Tk&7 '] = [kE]. Since H is a Frobenius complement, every
abelian subgroup of H is cyclic, and Lemma implies there exists 71 € Aut(R)
satisfying [7x| = [k|[m1].

Now Lemma shows that there exists a group G including K x H, and outer
G-action on R extending 3 satisfying M = R x,G. The principal graph Gy~ n shows
that the G-action on G/(K x H) is 3-transitive. Since |G/(KxH)| = 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. O

We devote the rest of this section to a preparation of the Goldman-type theorem
for the Mathieu groups Mi;. Since M(3%) and S(3?) are a point stabilizer and a two
point stabilizer of the sharply 4-transitive action of Mi;, we denote M(3%) = M,
and S(3?) = M. We first determine the dual principal graph G¥ in the case of
My > My. Since this graph is the induction-reduction graph Qﬁ;o, the irreducible
M-M sectors are parametrized by the irreducible representations of My, 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 D P and its dual inclusion are isomorphic
subfactor associated with (S(3%),Fs:) (see Remark[3.4)), and the two fusion categories
C; and Cy are equivalent. On the other hand, the fusion subcategory generated by k&
in Cy is equivalent to Rep(Qs). Thus the fusion category Cy is equivalent to Rep(Qs).
In particular, we have i = i for all i. Since at least one of {1,2,3} is fixed by the
other involution ¢ + ¢*, we may and do assume 1* = 1, and oa; is self-conjugate.
Since d(oy) = 2, the two sectors oy and o« are self-conjugate.
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Let [e€] = [id] @ [x] be the irreducible decomposition. Then d(7) = 9. Since
dim(eale, ealje) = dim(eeas, alee) = dim((id & 0)as, af(id & o)) = 1 + dim(oa, oal.),

if i* = 7, the endomorphism ec/€ is decomposed into two irreducibles, and otherwise it
is irreducible. Thus ea/j€ is decomposed into two irreducibles. Since d(ecj€) = 10, it
is a direct sum of a 1-dimensional representation and a 9-dimensional representation,
and we denote the former by x. Then the Frobenius reciprocity implies [xe] = [ea/],
and

[eaie] = [xee] = [x] @ [x7].
Since eaje for i = 2,3, cannot contain a 1-dimensional representation, we have
2* = 3, and & := eaje is irreducible. By
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=
S
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and the Frobenius reciprocity, we also have [eabe] = [£], and
[€e] = [eab] @ [eas] & [ep'].
Since d(ea/j€) = 20, we have
lecye] = [m] @ o],
with d(n;) = d(n2) = 10, and
[me] = [eal] @ [ep].

[n2€] = [eal}] @ [ep]].
There is one irreducible representation of My missing, which we denote by (. By
the Frobenius reciprocity and d(¢) = 16, we get

ep'e] = [7] & [xm] & [¢] @ [m] @ [n2] ® 2[C].

Thus the graph gﬁ;o is as follows.

Figure 6: QZ\A}[;’
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Theorem 4.2. Let M D N be a finite index subfactor with g;{DN = gﬁ;@ Then we
have Gy-n = Guo>n,- I consequence, there exists a unique subfactor R C N up to
iner conjugacy, that is irreducible in M such that

M=RxMygDN =R x M,.

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

dix) =1, d(m)=9, d(§)=d(m)=d(n) =10, d(¢)= 16,
d(e) = d(e3) = d(es) = V10, d(es) = 2V10, d(ey) = 8V10.

From the graph, we can see that m, x7, x, ( are self-conjugate,

{1€]; [l [t = {l¢], I, (2]}

and this with the graph symmetry implies
] =ld], =[], == &=,
{Dxmls xne]} = {Im], ]}
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are:
[re] = [e] @ [eo],  [Ce] = 2leo],  [€e] = [e2]  [es] @ [e],
(€] = [n2€] = [ea] @ [eo],
[ce] = [id] @ [7], [e2€] = [es€] = [¢],  [ead] = [m] @ [n2],

[eo€] = [7] @ [x7] @ [€] @ [m] @ [n2] @ 2[¢].

We denote the last sector by 3 for simplicity. Then we have ¥ = ¥, and associativity
implies

Pl =lides, [Er=[Ee% [mr]=hleZ hr=me,

[¢m] & [¢] = 2.
The Frobenius reciprocity implies
dim(&¢, m) = dim(an, 7) = dim(Fime, 7) = 2, (4.6)
dim(7m;¢, m) = dim(&ng, 1) = dim (7, 7) = 1. (4.7)
dim (¢, 1) = dim(m¢, ) = 2, (4.8)
dim({¢, ) = 3. (4.9)

Lemma 4.3. With the above notation, we have [£] = [€] and [xm] = [mx] = [ne]-

27



Proof. Note that we have [x¢] = [¢]. First we claim [£x] = [¢]. Indeed, assume that
it is not the case. Then we may assume [{x] = [7:], which implies

xm] = [xéx] = [§x] = [ml],

and so [xn] = [n2]. Since {[¢], [71], 2]} = {[&], [m], [m2]}, we get contradiction, and
the claim holds.

Now to prove the statement, it suffices to show [nyx] = [n3]. For this, we assume
[mx] = [m] (and consequently [n2x] = [n2]), and will deduce contradiction. Taking
conjugate, we also have [ym] = [m] and [xn2] = [2] in this case. Then since [€£]

contains 7 with multiplicity 2 and [x£] = [£], it contains [y7] with multiplicity 2, and
so dimension counting shows

(€€] = [id] @ [x] @ 2[r] ® 2[x7] & 2[¢] ® 3 x 10 dim, (4.10)

where 3 x 10 dim means a direct sum of 3 elements from {£, n1,72}. In the same way,
we get
[mm] = [id] @ [x] @ [7] @ [x7] © 80 dim,

where the last part is decomposed as either 80 = 5 x 16 or 80 = 8 x 10. Also, we get
[72] = [M2m] = 2[m] & 2[x7] & 4[C].
This implies
0 = dim(71m2, &) = dim(7n2, 1) = dim(7172, 772) (4.11)
= dim (21, §) = dim(7n1, m) = dim (721, 72).
Also, the Frobenius reciprocity implies
d(m¢,m2) = 4.
Since [(x] = [¢], Eq.(4.8) shows
dim (¢, x7) = dim(m ¢, mx) = dim(m(, ) =2,

and
[mC] = 2[7] @ 2[x7] @ 4[¢] & 4[nz] & 2 x 10 dim.

Since dim(ny, m¢) = dim(7my, ) is either 5 or 0, we get
[m¢] = 2[w] & 2[x7] ® 4[¢] & 4[n2] B 2[¢],

and
] = [id] @ [x] @ [7] ® [x7] @ 8 x 10 dim. (4.12)
A similar reasoning shows
&) = [7] @ [x7] @ 2[¢] & 5 x 10 dim, (4.13)

For the contragredient map, we have the following 3 possibilities up to relabeling
m and ny:
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() (€] = (&), [m] = [m], [R] = [me],
(i) (€] = [¢], [m] = [nel, ] = [m],

(iif) [¢] = [m], [m] = [€], (2] = [n2],

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. O

Lemma 4.4. With the above notation,

[xe€a] = [es],

[e282] = [id] @ [nr],
[mea] = [eo] @ [ea],  [mes] = [eo] @ €3],
[mea] = 2[e0] ® [ed],
[eo] = [€e] @ [xe] @ [eo] D [e3] D 2[ea] © 8eo].

Proof. Since d(es€3) = 10, and ey€; contains id, we have only the following two
possibilities:

[e2€2] = [id] @ [7],
[e2€2] = [id] ® [x7].
Since €9€; does not contain x in any case, we have [yea] # [€2], and so [xea] = [e3).

Assume that [ex&] = [id] @ [x7] holds. Then

dim(ny ez, mez) = dim(ny, mez) = dim(ny, m1(id © x7)) = 1 + dim(ny, nom) = 3.

Since d(ni€3) = 104/10, we have

[me€a] = [e0] ® 2 x V10 dim.

However, we have

dim(T/lEQ) 6) = dlm(nla 65) = dlm(’)’h, 5) = dlm(nla g) = Oa

dim(n€a, x€) = dim(ng€s, €) = dim(ny, €63) = dim(ns, £) = dim(n,£) = 0,
dim(n; €2, €3) = dim(ny,id & x7) = 0.
dim(n€q, €3) = dim(n; €2, xe2) = dim(ny, x & 7) = 0,
and we get contradiction. Therefore we get [ex6] = [id] @ [r].

The Frobenius reciprocity implies dim(mes, €2) = 1. Since d(mez) = 9v/10, we get
[mea] = [€a] @ [eo], and [wes] = [e3] B [eg] in the same way.
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By associativity,

2[meq] = [mCe] = [¢me]

= [(27 @ 2x7 @ 26 B 21 ® 212 B 3()¢]

= 2([e] @ [ea])) @ 2([xe] @ [eo]) @ 2([e2] @ [e3] @ [e0])
@ 2([ea] ® [eo]) D 2([ea] ® [e0]) ® 6[e0],

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

Proof of Theorem[{.3. 1t suffices to show Gyon = Guryp>nr, (Which is g;;/l) Let
[ée] = [id] & [o] be the irreducible decomposition. Since
[e€e] = [(id ® 7)e] = 2[¢] & [eo),

we get [ea] = [€] D [eo].
Since

dim(éye, éxe) = dim(e€y, ye€) = dim(x & 7wy, x ® x7) = 2,
the sector €ye is decomposed into two distinct irreducibles. Since d(éyxe) = 10 and
leexe] = [(id ® m)xe] = [xe] @ [x][me] = 2[xe] @ [po],

one of the irreducible components of €ye is an automorphism of N, say a;, and the
Frobenius reciprocity implies [ye] = [ea]. Thus

[Exe] = [oan] @ [an],
and [ecay]| = [xe] @ [eo]. Since
eoan] = [(e ® €0)an],

we get [eo][on] = [eq].
In the same way, Lemma [4.4] implies

dim(€ey, €€x) = (€€, €262) = dim(id @ m,id B 7) = 2,
and there exists ay € Aut(N) satisfying [eo] = [eas], and
[€ea] = [o0s] & [aa].
Letting [as] = [a1as], we get
[es] = [xea] = [xeas] = [emas] = [eas],
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and
[€es] = [oes] & [as).

Since
[e€es] = [(id @ 7)€a] = 2[ea] & [eo],

we get [eoas] = [e2] @ [€o]. Since
[eoas] = [(€ B €) ] = [eas] B [eoaa),

we get [epan] = [€o], and [egaz] = [€g] too.
Lemma [4.4] implies

dim(€eyq, €4) = dim(ey, €éey) = (€4, (Id B m)ey) = 1+ (€4, E4) = 2,

and €e4 is decomposed into two distinct irreducibles, say 7, and 7);. On the other
hand, we have
[eéeq] = [(id @ 7)eq] = 2[es] B 2[eo].

Thus there are the following two possibilities:
(1) [em] = lens] = [ea] @ [eo]-
(ii) [en] = [ea] ® 2[eo] and [e] = [eq]-
Assume that the case (i) occurs. Then d(7;) = d(7j2) = 10. Lemma [4.4] implies

dim(éeg, €€p) = (€, €€e) = 1 + dim(eg, mey) = 9.

Thus the Frobenius reciprocity together with the fusion rules obtained so far shows
that there exists distinct irreducibles py, pa, p3 with d(p1) = d(p2) = d(ps) = 8

satisfying
3

o] = EB[oozi] ® (1] © [1a] B [01] © [p2] © [ps],
[6/)1] = [602] = [603] = [Eo]a

where o = id. For the fusion category C generated by €e, we have

Ir(C) = {[evi] Fizo U {local g U L[], [92], p1], [p2], [3]}-

Let A = {[a]}}_,, which forms a group of order 4. Then the A-action on {[p1], [p2], [p3]}
by left multiplication has a fixed point, and we may assume that it is [p;]. Thus there
exists an intermediate subfactor of index 4 between N D p;(N), and p; factorizes as
p1 = pape with d(uy) = 2, d(pug) = 4. Since Tizps is contained in pip1, it belongs to
C. However, we have d(fu) = 16, and i contains either 1,2 or 4 automorphisms,
which is impossible because d(ca;) = 9, d(7;) = 10, and d(p;) = 8. Therefore (i)
never Occurs.
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Now we are left with the case (ii). In this case, we have d(7;) = 2, and
[€ea] = [€ep] = [(id & 0)7a],
implies [7}1] = [072]. The Frobenius reciprocity and dim(éeg, €eg) = 9 imply that there
exists an irreducible p satisfying

[eco) = @loa] @ 2[ois] & [o],

=0

[ep] = [eo],
which shows Gaon = Gr42)1- O

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

Theorem 5.1. Let M D N be a finite index subfactor with Gy~n = Gamy2. Then
g =1+ 2m is an odd prime power and there exists a subfactor R C N up to inner
conjugacy such that R s irreducible in M and

M =R x PSLy(q) D N=RxA,

where

A:{(B‘ alil ); a € FX, beF,}/{£1}.

ah  eal, oak

Figure 7: 5(;)/2

Proof. Note that if m = 1, we have gf(l\/)z = Eél) = G131, and the statement follows
from [§ (or Theorem [3.1)) as we have (4, Xy) = (PSL2(3), PG1(3)). We assume
m > 1 in what follows.

Let € : N < M be the inclusion map, and let [ée] = [id] & [o] be the irreducible
decomposition. Let C be the fusion category generated by €e¢, 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:

{oiier U{oag}ier U{p], oo},
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{eai}icr U {epy, eps},

with properties:
d(e;) =1, d(e) =v2+2m, d(o)=1+2m, d(py)=d(p3)=m,

€] = [id] @ [o],

[Oégl 042] = [aglig] ?

o] = [e] @ [ep1] & [ep2],
[oph] = lops] = @[aa’] (5.1)
(0% = [id] @ [p}] @ [ph] @ 2@ od] (5.2)

By definition of I, we have [o]] = [a/_,]. We can introduce another involution in I

by [(0a})] = [oad.]. We also introduce an involution in {1,2} by [p_;] = [¢}]. Taking
conjugation of Eq.(5.1]), we also have

[pho] = [pho] = Ploal].
el
We claim that there exists a fusion subcategory C; of C satisfying
Irr(C1) = {aitier U {p1, po}-

Indeed, let
I; ={i e I; [oi]lp}] = [P}1},
= {i € I; [p}]le] = [P}]}-

Since the group I acts on the 2 point set {[p}], [p5]} by left (and also right) multipli-
cation, we have the following two cases.

(i) I, = I, = I. In this case, we also have I/ = I} = I as {[p}], {[05]}} = {[p}], [P5]}-
(i) |I1| = |I2| = m/2. In this case, we also have |I]| = |I}| = m/2.

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

[0;05) = EPei] ® anlp}] & azpls) & @D bjiloal].

el el

bj - Z bﬂ

el

Let

Then

m2 =m—+ (Cljl + CL]Q)m + bj(2m —+ 1),
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and we see that m divides b;. If b; > m, we would have m > 2m + 1, which
is contradiction. Thus bj; = 0 for all 4,j. The Frobenius reciprocity shows that
neither|[p ph] nor [php}] contain any automorphism, and a similar argument as above
shows that p)p, and php} are also direct sums of sectors in {a/} L {p}, py}. This
proves the claim in the case (i).

Assume (ii) occurs now. Then [ = m/2 is a natural number. A similar argument
as above shows that for

a; = dim(pjpf, py) + dim(p) ], ph),

by =Y dim(p}p}, oa}),
el
we have
41 =1+ 2a;0 + b;(4l + 1).

This shows that [ divides b;, and so b; = 0. Note that there exists ig € I satisfying
[P1] = [, p5], which implies

[0h05] = lmad ], [oaph] = [ P

Therefore pglp_;é, 1 < j1,j2 < 2 are direct sums of sectors in {a}} U {p}, p5}, 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 I'. Theorem [2.3
and Eq. show that there exists a unique intermediate subfactor P between N
and o(N) such that if we ¢ : P < N denotes the inclusion map, we have

(2] = [id] ® [p1] @ [p2).

Moreover, there exists 7 € Aut(P) satisfying [0] = [¢77]. The fusion rules of C; tell
that the dual principal graph G4, is G(imy2, and Theorem shows that Gy~y is
also G(imy 2. The group I is the cyclic group Z,, now. Let C; be the fusion category
generated by ze. Then we can parametrize Irr(Cs) so that

II‘I“(CQ) = {[ai]}iel U {[:01]7 [102]}7
[eo] = [og],
2] = [id] @ [o1] @ [p2)-

Applying Theorem we see that there exists a unique subfactor R C P, up to
inner conjugacy, that is irreducible in M such that there exists a primitive Frobenius
group K x H with |H| = m, |K| = 14 2m and an outer action /5 of it on R satisfying

N=Rxg(KxH)D>DP=RxgH.

34



Note that the number ¢ = 1 + 2m is an odd prime power p* and K = Z’;, H=27,.
Moreover, there exists a group I' including K x H such that § extends to an outer
action 7y of I' satisfying M = R x, I.

From the graph Gy~ y, we can see that the I-action on I'/(K x H) is a 2-transitive,
but not 3-transitive, extension of the Frobenius group K x H acting on (K x H)/H.
Note that |T'| = (2m + 2)(2m + 1)m. Thus [10, Chapter XI, Theorem 1.1] shows that
' is a Zassenhaus group. The order of I" shows that it is not one of the Suzuki groups.
Since I' is not 3-transitive, we conclude from [10, Chapter XI, Theorem 11.16] that
['= PSLy(q). O

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 Gs-action
on it from the principal graph.

Theorem 6.1. Let L D M be a finite index inclusion of factors with Gy = Ges,x5)-
Then there exists a unique subfactor R C M, up to inner conjugacy, such that R'NL =
C and there exists an outer action v of S5 on R satisfying

L=Rx,65D>M=Rx,6,.

T 5¢ TX

idy 6 A o A dmx Ax ox X
Figure 8: G(e; xs)

Proof. We follow the strategy described in Subsection 2.5.

(1) Let 6 : M < L be the inclusion map, and let [65] = [id] ©[)\] be the irreducible
decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M-M sectors and the L-M sectors
generated by § as in Figure [§] Then we have

dN) =4, dx)=3, d&)=2, d(x)=1, d()=5.

From the graph, we can see that all the M-M sectors are self-conjugate, which implies
[XA] = [A\x], [x7] = [rx]. The graph symmetry implies [£x] = [¢], and since £ is self-
conjugate, we get

(€] = [id| & ] & [¢]
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by dimension counting.
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are

V] =lid] & [\ @ [7] & [\, (6.1)

[Ar] =[Nl @[],
A = N @ [Ax] @ [7] @ [rx] @ [€] ® 2[A¢].

Taking conjugate, we also have
[mA] = [A] @ [Ag].

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

[7*] = [id] & [x] & [mx] & [¢]

(€] = [Ex] = [7] @ [mx].

Let C be the fusion category generated by 65. Then the above fusion rules show
that there exists a fusion subcategory C; of C with

Irr(cl) = {1d7 X 57 T, ﬂ-X}

(2) Theorem and Eq.(6.1) imply that there exists a unique intermediate sub-
factor N between M and A(M) such that if € : N < M is the inclusion map, we
have

[ee] = [id] & [x].
In the same way as in the proof of Lemma [3.2] there exists ¢ € Aut(N) satisfying
[A] = [ewe].
(3) Note that we have [M : N] = 1+ d(n) = 4. Thanks to the classification of
subfactors of index 4 (see [2I, Subsection 3.2]) and Irr(C;), we can see that G§, v is

the Coxeter graph E;l), and so is Gy~n too. Note that we have Eél) = g/(;;, and
(L(3), PG1(3)) = (64, X4). Let Cy be the fusion category generated by ée. As in
Theorem we can parametrize Irr(Co) as

Irr(Cy) = {id, o/, p, 0, 00},

with the following properties:



[0%] = [id] @ [o] & [¢'] & [oa],

[o'o] = [oa’],
lop] =[p'o] = [o] & o],
(€] = [id] @ [a].

(4) Theorem W{.1] shows that there exists a unique subfactor R C N, up to inner
conjugacy such that " N M = C and there exists an outer action S of &4 on R
satisfying

M:RN564DN:RN563.

To use notation consistent with that in Theorem and Theorem we let P =
R x5 63 C N and welet ¢ : P — N and kK : R <— P be the inclusion maps. Let
€, = etk. Then €,€7 corresponds to the regular representation of G4, and

[er&] = [id] @ [x] ® 2[¢] ® 3[x] ® 3[mx].
Thus since [60] = [id] @ [A],
dim(der, de;) = dim (06, e,7) = 1,

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

dim(5€1(5€1), 561 ((561)) = dlm(55€1a, 61555)
Note that [\] commutes with [e;€1], and [(e1€7)%] = |S4|[e1€1]. Thus

dim(8de €7, €,6106) = dim(0deer, 6e1er)
= dim((06)?, (e167)?) = 24 dim((id ® \)?, e1e7) = 120.

Thus the inclusion L D R is of depth 2.
(6) We denote t3 = tk. By Lemma 2.5 we get

dim (péetsizp ", Eersiz) = |Ss| = 6.
Note that ¢373 corresponds to the regular representation in Rep(&3), and
[1573] = [id] @ [o] @ 2[0]].
Thus
[€etstz] = [(Id @ o) (id @ o @ 2p")] = [id] ® [o'] & 2[p'] ® 3[o] @ 3[oa’].
Dimension counting implies
dim(p(id @ o/ ©2p)e ,id® o’ ®20) =6,
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and (s3] = [t5l3].

Now we can apply Lemma to &3, and we obtain ¢; € Aut(R) satisfying
[per] = [e1]. Lemma implies that there exists a group I' including &4 such that
extends to an outer action v of I' satisfying L = Rx,I". Note that |I'| = [L : R] = 120.
Since the graph G, x;) shows that the I'-action on I'/&, is a 3-transitive extension
of (&4, X4), we conclude I' = &s. O

The remaining two cases are the most subtle because we cannot apply Lemma
to either 2, = H(2%) = Z2 x Zz or My = S(3%) = Z3} x Qg in the step (6).

Since Gag,x5) = ggi, we can obtain it from the induction-reduction graph gﬁi
between A5 and 24 (see, for example, [19] for the latter).

Theorem 6.2. Let L D M be a finite index inclusion of factors with Gr-n = Gug,xe) -
Then there exists a unique subfactor R C M, up to inner conjugacy, such that R'NL =
C and there exists an outer action v of g on R satisfying

L=Rx,% D>M=Rx,%As.

Figure 9: G, x4

Proof. (1) Let § : M < L be the inclusion map, and let [06] = [id] @ [\] be the
irreducible decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M-M sectors and the
L-M sectors generated by ¢ as in Figure[9] Then we have

d(A) = d(&) =d(&) =d(&) =5, d(r)=4, d(p)=15, d(m)=d(n) =3,
d(5) = V6.

From the graph, we can see that A\, 7 and p are self-conjugate, and

{6 [&) (& = {la) (&), (&I} {fml R} = {lm], ]}

We use the notation ;] = [§] and [7;] = [n;] for simplicity.
The basic fusion rules coming from the graph and their conjugate are

V] =lid] & [\ & [7] & []. (6.2)
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(A7) = [rA] = [A] & [u], (6.3)
Au] = [pA] = [N @ [7] © [6] @ [&] @ [&5] @ [m] © [n2] @ 3[u], (6.4)
A&] + (6] = [GA] @ [6] = [6] @ [&] @ [&s] @ [u], (6.5)
[Ami] = [miA] = []. (6.6)
By associativity, we get
[ @ [un] = [id] @ [\ @ [7] @ [&1] © [&2] ® &3] © [m] @ [e] @ 3[], (6.7)
[ @ [1%] = [id] @ 4[A] @ 3[m] ® 4[&1] @ 4[&2] ® 4[&] @ 2[m] @ 2[no] @ 12[u],  (6.8)
[7&] @ (&) =[Gl @ [N @[] @[] @ [&] @ [&] @ [m] &[] © 4[u]. (6.9)
[7:] @ [mi] @ [pms] = (A} @ [7] @ [§1] @ [€2] © [€s] @ [m] @ [me] B 2[pa]- (6.10)
Eq. shows

1 = dim(Am, p) = dim(\, pr).
Since d(m;w) < d(p), we have
0 = dim(n;m, ) = dim(n;, pr).

Eq. shows that 7% contains id, 7;,7m,, and it cannot contain p by dimension
counting, which implies dim(m, um) = 0 by the Frobenius reciprocity. Eq.(6.7)) again
shows that pm contains g with multiplicity 3 and 7% contains 7 with multiplicity 1.
Thus we get

[7°] = [id] @ [7] @ [;m] @ [1o] © 5 dim,  [p7r] = [3p] @ [\] @ 10 dim,
where the remainder is & @& @ &;. Therefore we may and do assume that 72 contains

&1, and we get
[7°] = [id] @ [7] @ [&2] @ [m] @ [n2], (6.11)
[um] = [Bp] & [A] @ [&2] © [€5]- (6.12)

In consequence &; is self-conjugate. Taking conjugate of Eq.(6.12]), we also get [un] =

[7u], and Eq.(6.8) implies
1] = [id] @ 3[A] @ 3[71] @ 4[&1] @ 3[¢2] @ 3[&3] B 2[m] @ 2[ne] @ 9[u]- (6.13)
The Frobenius reciprocity implies
[7&i] = [7] © 16 dim,  [p&i] = 4[] @ [A] @ 10 dim,
and Eq.(6.9) with dimension counting implies
[7&1] =[] © [m] @ [n] ® 10 dim,  [u&] = 4[p] & [A] @ 10 dim,

where the remainder is 2[&;] @ [&] @ [&3)-
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For ¢ = 2,3, Eq. and show that we have
3 = dim(&;, p*) = dim(p&;, ),
and p&; contains p with multiplicity 3, while it does not contain 7 as
0 = dim(7?, &) = dim(r, 7&;).
Thus
(7&] = [p] © 5 dim,  [p&] = [N © [7] © 3[u] © [m] @ [n2] © 15 dim,

where the remainder is [§;] © [§1] © [€2] @ [&3]. If p&; contained §; with multiplicity 2,
the Frobenius reciprocity implies that &;&; would contain g with multiplicity 2, which
is impossible. Thus we get

[r&] =[] @ &), i=2,3, (6.14)

(&) = [N @ [7] @ [61] © [&2] © [§3] @ [m] D [mo] @ 3[], i=2,3. (6.15)

Eq.(6.14) shows
0= dlm(ﬂ'gz, 51) = dlm(gz, 7T§1), 1= 2, 3.

Thus
[7&1] = [7] @ [m] @ [m] D 2[&4], (6.16)

[&i] = 4lpl @ [N @ [6] © [&]- (6.17)

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

[rm] = [7] @ [&] © [na], (6.18)
(7] = [7] © [&1] © [l (6.19)
[ = 2[u] ® [A] © [€2] © [€]. (6.20)

Let C be the fusion category generated by 6. Then the above computation shows
that the fusion subcategory C; of C generated by 7 satisfies

II‘I‘(Cl) = {ld, 7,81, M, 772}

(2) Theorem and Eq.(6.2) imply that there exists a unique intermediate sub-
factor N between M and A(M) such that if € : N < M is the inclusion map, we
have

€] = [id] @ [7].

Note that we have d(¢) = v/5. In the same way as in the proof of Lemma there
exists ¢ € Aut(N) satisfying [A] = [ep€].
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(3) Since
dim(7e, me) = dim(7?, €€) = dim(7%,id @ 7) = 2,

there exists an irreducible sector ¢ with [re] = [¢] @ [¢] and d(¢') = 3v/5. Since

[ree] = [r(id & m)] = [id] @ 2[7] & [&2] © [m1] & [2],

we get

[ = [rl @ [&] @ [m] & [n2].
The Frobenius reciprocity and dimension counting show [n;€] = [n2¢] = [€/]. Since &
is self-conjugate,

dim(&1€, 1€) = dim(&y, &€€) = dim(&y, & (id@n)) = 1+dim(§r, §im) = 1+dim (&, 7&1),

and Eq.(6.16]) shows dim(& e, &1€) = 3. This together with the Frobenius reciprocity
imply that there exist irreducible sectors €’ and €” satisfying d(¢”) = d(€”) = v/5,

Gl = [€T@ [ & [€"],

and [¢"€] = [ "€l = [&1]. The above computation shows that the dual principal graph
Gy is G °, and the classification of finite depth subfactors of index 5 shows that
Gron s g%)@ (see [19]). Note that we have (s, X5) = (L(2%), PG1(2?)), and

Guon = Gasy,1- Let Cy be the fusion category generated by €e. As in the proof of
Theorem we can parametrize Irr(Cs) as

Irr(Cy) = {id, o', o'*, ', 0, 0¢/, 00'*},

with the following properties:

[p'o] =[op] = [0] ® [oa'] @ [oa”],

[ée] = [id] @ [o].

(4) Theorem shows that there exists a unique subfactor R C N, up to inner
conjugacy, such that R" N M = C and there exists an outer action 5 of 25 on R
satisfying

M:Rxlgmg)DN:RN/gQM.
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Let P = R xg®3 C N, and let ¢ : P — N and s : R — P be the inclusion maps.
Let ¢, = eek. Then €€ corresponds to the regular representation of 25, and

[ere] = [id] @ 3[m] @ 3[n] @ 4[r] @ 5[¢].
Thus since [60] = [id] @ [A],
dim(dey, de;) = dim (06, e17) = 1,

and L D R is irreducible.
(5) Note that we have [L : R] = 6[25] = 360. On the other hand, since [)]
commutes with [e;€7], and [(e1€7)?] = |As|[e1€1],

dim(de;(bey), de1(der)) = dim(8deie7, €,€760)
= dim(6de,e7, 6derer) = dim((66)?, (e167)?) = 60 dim((id @ \)?, e1&7)
= 60 dim(2id & 7 ® 3\ ® p, e167) = 360.

Therefore the inclusion L D R is of depth 2.
(6) We denote 3 = tk. By Lemma 2.5 we get

dim(peersizp ™", Eerstz) = |As] = 12.
Note that 1373 corresponds to the regular representation of 21,4, and
[137] = 1] @ [o] @ [0*] @ 3],
Thus
[eetsi3] = [(i[d@o)(idda’ Do/’ ®3p)] = [id]® [o] D[] ® 3]0 D4[o] D 4[oa’] ®4[oa’).
Dimension counting implies
dim(p(id® o’ ® o> ®3p)p L id® o’ ®a” @ 3p) =12,
and [pi3i30 '] = [1313]. We also have

-1

(p(0 @ od & 0’ (0 @ od’ ® 0a’®)) = 0. (6.21)

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

1 = dim(epe, ep ™€) = dim(eep, ¢ 'e€) = dim(p ® o, ¢ ' © ¢ 'o),
and either [p?] = [id] or [pop] = [o] holds. Assume that the latter holds. Then
[N] = [epeepd] = [ep(id © 0)pe] = [ep’d] @ [epopE] = [ep’d @ [ead].
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Since
[e€] @ [eod] = [(e6)’] = ([id] @ [n])* = 2[id] @ 3[n] @ [&1] @ [m] @ [ma],

we get
(] = [epd @ [id] @ 2[n] @ [&1] & [m] & [me],

which is contradiction. Thus the claim is shown, and we also have [pop] # [o].
Let w = owé. We show the following 3 properties of w.

(i) w is irreducible.
(ii) dim(p’,ww) = 1.
(i) (o] = [o].
Indeed, thanks to Eq., we get
dim(w, w) = dim(0?, peep™ ") = dim(id ® p' & 0 B 0’ ® oo’”, p(id ® o)1) =1,
and w is irreducible. (ii) also follows from Eq.(6.21]) as we have
dim(p’,ww) = dim(p'w,w) = dim(cp'o, p(id & o)1),
and op’c contains id with multiplicity 1. (iii) follows from
1 = dim(\, A\?) = dim(epe, epéepe) = dim(Eepe, peee)

= dim((id @ o) e, p(id ® 0)pe) = dim(pe ® w, € B pw)
= dim(¢p, €e) + dim(w, pw) = dim(w, gw).
The proof of Theorem shows that there exists 7 € Aut(P) such that o factor-
izes as 0 = vr. Thus we have N D P D w(M). Since [u] = [id] @ [p/], Lemma

shows that there exists a unitary u € N satisfying Adu o ¢(P) = P, which means
that there exists ¢» € Aut(P) satisfying [pt] = [19)]. Now we have

12 = dim(uprRe) ™17, ikkr) = dim(YrRY ™, TLkRIL).

We parametrize P-P sectors generated by z¢ as in the proof of Theorem 3.1l Then
(2] = [id] @ [p], [kE] = [id] ® [a] & [?], d(p) = 3, d(a) = 1, a® = id, and they satisfy
the following fusion rules:
o] = [pa] = [p],
p°] = lid] @ [o] @ [@”] @ 2[p].
Now we have
[ikkie] = 4([id] @ [o] @ [o?] @ 3[p]),

and we get
3=dim(y(id®a®a®)Y ! id®ada®® 3p).
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Thus [¢Yxky Y = [kK]. Lemma shows that there exists ¢ € Aut(R) satisfying
[Vk] = [ke1], and so [pik] = [tker]. Lemma shows that there exists a group T’
containing 2 such that v extends to an outer action of I' on R such that

L=RxT.

The graph G~y shows that the I'-action on I' /25 is 3-transitive extension of (25, X5),
and we conclude that I' = ;. ]

Remark 6.3. A similar argument works for (&g, Xg). In this case, we can apply
Lemma [2.6] to &3 = Zs3 x Zs instead of 23 = Zs3 at the last step.

Note that we computed the graph gﬁ;o in Section 4, and the graph Gy, >, for

—~—

the Mathieu group Mj; can be obtained by Gy, sy, = %910

Theorem 6.4. Let L. D M be a finite index inclusion of factors with Gr~y =
Omy>ine-  Then there exists a unique subfactor R C M, up to inner conjugacy,
such that R' 0 L = C and there exists an outer action v of My on R satisfying

L:RN’\/MllDM:RN’yMIO-

Figure 10: gM11>M10

Proof. (1) Let § : M < L be the inclusion map, and let [06] = [id] @ [A] be the
irreducible decomposition. We parametrize the irreducible M-M sectors and the
L-M sectors generated by ¢ as in Figure [10, Then we have

dix)=1, d(m)=9, d(A) =d(&)=d(&§)=d(&)=d(m)=d(n) = 10,
d(¢) =16, d(v)=20, d(u)=80, d(8)=+1L.

From the graph, we can see that A\, m, my, u, v, and x are self-conjugate, and

{[X)‘]v [51]7 [’52]7 [53]’ [W» [%]} = {P‘X]a [51]7 [52]7 [53]7 [771]7 [772]}'
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Since 7y is self-conjugate, we have [ry] = [x7]. By the graph symmetry, we have

[CX] = [dv [:UX] = [M]» [VX] = [V]’ and
{[Slx], [52)(]7 [§3X]} = {[51}7 [52]7 [53]}7
{Imxls [mex]} = {Im], [ne]}

The basic fusion rules coming from the graph are

V] =[id & [N & [r] &[], (6.22)

(] = [A] @ [, (6.23)

Al =@M elr]@mx] @ 6] ® [&] @ (€] @ [m] © [n2] © 2([C] @ 2[v] @ 8[u], (6.24)
(A& + 6] = (6] @ [&] @ [€s] © [, (6.25)

(] = V] @ [u], (6.26)

(AT = 2lu, (6.27)

W] = [m] @ [ne] @ [v] @ 2[p]. (6.28)

Since the right-hand sides of Eq.(6.23)),(6.24]),(6.26]),(6.27]) are self-conjugate, we have
[Am] = [wA], (M) = [pA], [An] =[], and [AC] = [CA]. Since [A*m] = [rA?], we get
[p) = [l

By associativity, we get

(7] & [ur] = [id] & [N & [M\] & [7] & [rx] (6.29)
@ 6] © [Ea] ® [&5] @ [m] @ [n2] @ 2[C] @ 2[v] @ 8]u,

[mu] @ [1?] = [id] @ [x] @ 9[\] © 9[\x] @ 8§[r] @ 8] (6.30)
© 9[61] @ 9[&2] ® 9] © 9[m] © 9[ne] ® 14[C] ® 18[v] & 72[u],

(&) © (&l = [N @ 2] @ [7] © [mx] (6.31)
@ [&] @ [61] @ [E] @ [€s] B [m] @ [me] @ 2[¢] @ 2[v] & 9[u],

(7] @ [mns] @ [pns] = [N @© [Ax] @ [7] @ [7x] (6.32)
© [61] © [Ea] @ [63] @ 2[m] © 2[ma] © 2[C] @ 2[v] D 9[u],

[mC] @ [1c] = 2[A] © 2[Ax] @ 2[7] & 2[mx] (6.33)
D 2[61] @ 28] © 2[&] © 2[m] @ 2[nz] © 3[C] © 4[v] @ 14[],

[mv] @ [uv] = 2[A\] @ 2[A\x] P 2[7] & 2[rX] (6.34)
®© 2[&1] © 2[&2] D 2[83] D 2[m] @ 2[ne] ® 4[C] @ 5[v] © 18[pu].
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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(A7X,Y) = dim(7 X, \Y),
and on the other hand,
dim(A7X,Y) =dim((A & 1) X,Y) = dim(AX,Y) + dim(uX,Y).
Thus
dim(7X & pX,Y) =dim(7X,Y & \Y) — dim(A\X,Y). (6.35)

The Frobenius reciprocity implies dim(7?, \) = 0 and dim(umr, \) = 1. We claim
that 72 does not contain p. Assume on the contrary that 72 contains pu. Then

Eq.(6.29) implies dim(um, 1) = 7. Since [A\] commutes with [(], Eq.(6.27) shows that
2[u) = [¢A], and

14 = dim(2pm, p) = dim(CA7, 1) = dim(C(A @ ), p) = dim (20 & Cp, ).

Since p and ¢ are self-conjugate, we get dim(uC, 1) = 12. However, this and Eq.
show dim(7(, u) = 2, which is impossible because d(7() < 2d(u). Therefore the claim
is shown. The Frobenius reciprocity implies that we have dim(um,7) = 0. Since
[umx] = [uxm] = [uw], we get dim(um, 7mx) = 0 too. Thus dimension counting shows
that we may put

(7% = [id] & [x] & [rx] & 2[¢] & @ ;&) © @ bilmi] @ c[v],

where a;, b;, and ¢ are non-negative integers satisfying

3 2

Zaz+2bz+2c:3
i=1

=1

Applying Eq.(6.35) to this, we obtain a; + as + a3 = 1 and b; = 1 — ¢. We may and
do assume a; =1, as = a3 = 0, and

[7°] = [id] @ [7] & [mx] @ 2[¢] ® [&a] & (1 = )] & (1 — ¢) [ma] @ c[],

[um] = 8[u] © [A] © [Ax] ® [E2] @ [§3] ® c[m] © clna] © (2 = )[v].

Since [ur] = [rp], Eq.(6.30) shows dim(u?,&;) = 8 for i = 2,3, and the Frobenius
reciprocity and Eq.(6.31]) show that 7&; contains u. Thus

m&] = [ @10 dim, i =2, 3.
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If & were not contained in 7§;, Eq. (6.31) implies that p&; would contain & with
multiplicity 2, and consequently &;& would contain p with multiplicity 2, which is
contradiction because d(&;)? < 2d(u). Thus we have

[r&l =W els], i=23, (6.36)

[1&i] = [\ @ [AX] @ [7] @ [7X] (6.37)
D 6] @ [E] O] @ [m] @[] ©2[¢] ©2v] @ 8[u], i=2,3.

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

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

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

2[rp] = [7A(] = [(n @ A)(] = [uC] @ 2[u],

we can obtain the irreducible decomposition of u¢ and n(.
Now Eq.(6.35)), the Frobenius reciprocity, and dimension counting show the fol-
lowing;:

[7*] = [id] @ [n] @ [mx] @ 2[¢] @ [&] @ [], (W1)
[um] = [A] @ [AX] @ [&2] @ [€5] @ [m] @ [ne] @ [v] @ 8[u], (W2)
[17] = lid] & [x] @ 8[\] & 8[\x] & 8[r] & 8[mx] (W3)

@ 9[&1] © 8[&a] ® 8[&s] @ 8[m ] @ 8[nz] @ 14[C] @ 17[v] @ 641,

(] = 2[x] @ 2[mx] @ 2[&:] @ 3[¢] © 2[v], (W4)

(€] = 2[A] @ 2[Ax] @ 2[&:] @ 2] © 2[m] @ 2[mp] © 2[v] ® 4[], (WD)
[7&] = [r] @ [mx] @ 2[¢] @ 2] @ [v], (W6)

[1&1] = [N @ [AX] @ [&] @ [&5] @ [m] ® [n2] @ [v] @ 9[u], (W7)
[rv] =[] & [rx] @ 2[¢] @ [&1] & 2[v] @ [u], (W8)
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(1] = 2[A] ® 2[Ax] @ [] @ [mx] (W9)
@ [61] @ 2[€2] © 2[&s] ® 2[m] @ 2[n] @ 2[C] @ 3[v] © 17[4]
Here the letter ‘W’ stands for wrong equations. Since the right-hand sides are self-

conjugate, we see that [u] commutes with [r], [1], [¢], and [v].
An argument similar to the case of 7&; with ¢ = 2,3, shows [7m;] = [u] @ [12], and

[7n2] = [u] ® [m]. Eq.(6.31)) shows
2 = dim(um;, ¢) = dim(n:(, p),

and consequently [7,¢] = 2[p]. In the same way, we have [£(] = [£3¢] = 2[p], and
taking conjugate, we also get

[€2€] = [€3¢] = [mC] = [n2€] = [C&a] = [¢&s] = [(m] = [Cn2] = 2[u]. (W10)

[mm] = [p] © (2], [mm] = [p] @ [m], (W11)
[M§2] = [M§3] = [Wh] = [/ﬂlz] (le)
=[N @M @[r] & [mx] @ [&] © [S] © [§3]  [m] @ [n2] & 2[C] & 2[v] @ 8[u].

From,

2[p&o] = [CA&] = [C(n @ & ® &)] = [Cul @ [C(&1 @ &3)] = [Cu] @ 2[u] B [C&],

we get the irreducible decomposition of (&;.
From

2[pn;] = [CAni] = [((n @ v)] = [Cu] @ [CV],

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

[C61] = 2[m] @ 2[mx] @ 4[C] @ 2[&1] @ 2[v], (W13)
[Cv] = 2[x] ® 2[mx] & 4[C] ® 2[61] & 2[v] & 2[p, (W14)
[€*] = [id] & [x] & 3[] & 3[mx] @ 5[¢] & 4[&] & 4[v]. (W15)

Next we determine the left multiplications of [£;] and [v] by applying associativity
to [m2X]. The two equations

[r(7&1)] = [w(m & mx S 20 & 26 B V)],
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[Pl =[dererye2 e & @v)él
show
(€3] @ [v&1] = [id] © [x] @ 3[x] @ 3[mx] © 4[C] & 2[&1] D 4[] & [u].
By the Frobenius reciprocity and dimension computing, we get
(€3] = [id] ® [x] @ 2[n] ® 2[mx] @ 2[C] @ [&] @ [v], (W16)
&) = [r] @ [mx] @ 2[¢] @ [u] & [&] & 3[v]. (W17)

The two equations

[r(mv)] = [r(r @ X © 20 & & & 2w & p)],

[P =[(id®m®mxd2 D& D),

show
Gl @ (V7] = [id @ [x] ® [N @ [Ax] @ 3[n] @ 3[mx]
D 4[C] @ 4[&] @ 3[v] @ 4[] @ [&] & [&] @ [m] & [l
and
] = [id] @ [x] © [\] @ [Ax] @ 2[n] @ 2[mx] (W18)

@ 2[¢] ® 3[p] ® 3[&1] © [S2] D [E3] @ [m] © [m2]-
The two equations
[ ()] = [mp] ® [mne] = [mp] © [1] © [m],

[m] = [(d o7 ®ax ®20®E S v)m] = [m] ® [12] ® [xn2] © 6] @ [Exm] ® [vm].
show that [xn2] = [m], and

[Eom] ® [vm] = A @ [Ax] @ [&] @ [&] @ [v] @ 3[u].

In a similar way, we have [y&;] = [¢3] and
[§1&a] @ [v&a] = [N & [Ax] @ [m] & [me] & [v] @ 3[u].
We claim o
{[&, [&s], ], ]} = {l&], [&], [m], [n2]}-
Indeed, since [Ax&s] = [A¢3] does not contain id, we see that Ay is not the conjugate

sector of §. A similar argument applied to &3, 71, and np shows the claim.
Assume first that [£s] is either [n;] or [n]. Note that in this case [£3] = [{2x] is
also either n; or 7. Then

dim(£1n27 )‘> = dlm()\fla%) = 17
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and dim(&;m9, Ax) = 1 in the same way. We have
dim(v&, A) = dim(\v, &) = 1,

and dim(v&;, Ax) = 1 in the same way. Thus

[&im] = [§ime] = [N @ [Ax] @ [u], (W19)
[vm] = [vne] = [§2] © [§3] © [v] @ 2[u], (W20)
[162] = [§1&3] = [m] @ [ma] © [u], (W21)
V6] = V6] = [N @ [Ax] @ [v] @ 2[u]. (W22)

Multiplying the both sides of Eq. and by [A] from left, we get
1] @ (] = [mna] @ [n3] = 2[&] @ [m] @ [n2] © 2[],
[63] & [€362] = [6263] & [€5] = 2[u] @ 2[v].

Taking conjugate, we get contradiction. -
Assume now that [&;] is either [&] or [€5]. In this case [&3] is either [&5] or [€5] too.
The Frobenius reciprocity and dimension counting show

[Em] = (&) = [1] @ €] @ &3], (W23)
[vm] = [vna] = [\l @ [AX] & [v] @ 2[u], (W24)
[§162] = [&1€s] = [A] & [Ax] @[], (W25)
€] = [v&s] = [ 1] @ 2] @ [v] @ 2[u]. (W26)
Multiplying the both sides of Eq.(W23) and (W26) by [A] from left, we get
(o] @ [Eam] = [Eama] D [E3m2] = 2[61] D [€2] D [E3] @ 2[p],
[m&a] @ [m2€2] = [m&s] & [ma&s] = 2[v] & 2[u],
which is contradiction again. Finally we conclude that ¢ = 0. [
Continuation of the proof of Theorem[6.4} The above lemma and Eq. show
[7°] = [id] @ [7] @ [mx] @ 2[¢] ® [&1] ® [m] @ [na], (6.38)
[um] = 8[u] & [A] & [Ax] @ [&2] @ (€] & 2[v]. (6.39)
From Eq., we can see
{l&2], ), [} = {[&), [m), [ne]}, (6.40)
and in consequence o
{IxALL [€2], [&]} = {[Ax]; [&2] [€]}- (6.41)
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Since

2[rp] = [TAC] = [(n @ N)¢] = [uC] D 2[u],

we get

(1) = 2[A] © 2[Ax] @ 2[&] @ 2(&] @ 4[v] @ 14][y], (6.42)
and from Eq.,

[w¢] = 2[r] & 2[mx] ® 2[&1] © 2[m] & 2[n2] & 3[(]. (6.43)

Eq.(6.39) shows that wv contains p with multiplicity 2. If 7v contained v with
multiplicity at most 1, Eq.(6.34) shows that ©? would contain g with multiplicity 4,
which is impossible because d(v?) = 4d(u) and v? contains id. Thus we get

[mv] = 2[u] @ 2[v]. (6.44)

Now the Frobenius reciprocity implies that neither 7§, 7n;, nor 77, contains A,
/\Xa 527 537 v, and we get

(&) = [7] @ [mx] @ 2[61] © [m] © [m2] ® 2[C], (6.45)
[mm] = [7] @ [7x] @ [61] © [m] © 2[n2] © 2[¢], (6.46)
(1) = [7] @ [7X] © [&1] D 2[m] @ 2] D 2[]. (6.47)

The above fusion rules show that the fusion category C; generated by 7 satisfies

IIT(Cl) - {1d7 X, T, X, 517 n, N2, C}

(2) Theorem and Eq.(6.22) imply that there exists a unique intermediate
subfactor N between M and A(M) such that if e : N < M is the inclusion map, we
have

[e€] = [id] @ [n].

Note that we have d(e) = v/10. In the same way as in the proof of Lemma , there
exists ¢ € Aut(N) satisfying [\ = [ep€].
(3) We show the dual principal graph G4, is Qﬁ;o computed in Section 4. Since

dim(7e, me) = dim(7, we€) = dim(m, 7(1 B 7)) = 2,

there exists an irreducible €y satisfying [re] = [¢] @ [eo] and d(ey) = 8/10. Since

Eq. and
[ree] = [r] @ [7*] = [id] @ 2[7] & [x7] @ [&] @ [m] @ [n2] © 2(¢],

we get

[eoe] = [7] @ [x7] @ [&1] ® [m] @ [12] & 2[¢].
By the Frobenius reciprocity,
[Ce] = 2[eo].
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Since

dim(& e, &) = dim(§, & (id @ 7)) =3,
there exist two irreducibles €5 and €3 satisfying

[€1€] = [e0] D [e2] D [es],

and d(e3) + d(es) = 2v/10. By the Frobenius reciprocity, we get d(ey) = d(es) = /10
and

[e2€] = [ea€] = [&1].

In a similar way, we can show
dim(71€e, 7r€e) = dim (7€, Toe) = dim(71€, 7€) = 2,
and there exists irreducible ¢4 satisfying
[me] = [m2e] = [ed],

and d(eq) = 2v/10. The Frobenius reciprocity shows

lea€] =[] & [2).

Note that &; is self-conjugate and {[77], 2]} = {[m], [n2]}. Thus we get G¢,-y = Gy1.°.

ids r ¢ X7 X & mo o
W%V
€ €o X€ €2 €3 €4

Figure 11: G¢,_

Now Theorem implies that Gyon = GargsMo-

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 {.1] shows that there exists a unique subfactor R C N, up to inner
conjugacy, such that R N M = C and there exists an outer action  of My on R
satisfying

M =R xg My DN =R xgM,.

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

[id] & [x] ® 9[x] ® 9[mx] ® 10[&:] & 10[m] ® 10[n] @ 16[c],
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which corresponds to the regular representation of M;j;. Indeed, it follows from

(Al([id] @ [x] ® 9[x] ® 9[mx] ® 10[&:] @ 10[m] & 10[nz] & 16[¢])

= oM e9(A e u]) @ 9] @ [u]) @ 10([u] @ €] @ [&])
@ 10([x] @ [v]) @ 10([p] @ [v]) ® 32[u]

= 10([A] @ [Ax] @ [&2] @ [&s] @ 2[v] @ 8[ul),

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