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VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS
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ABSTRACT. We show that if ¢/ and V are locally finite abelian categories of modules for
vertex operator algebras U and V, respectively, then the Deligne tensor product of U and
V can be realized as a certain category D(U, V) of modules for the tensor product vertex
operator algebra U ® V. We also show that if &/ and V admit the braided tensor category
structure of Huang—Lepowsky—Zhang, then D(U,V) does as well under mild additional
conditions, and that this braided tensor structure is equivalent to the natural braided
tensor structure on a Deligne tensor product category. These results hold in particular
when U and V are the categories of Ci-cofinite U- and V-modules, if these categories are
closed under contragredients, in which case we show that D(U, V) is the category of Ci-
cofinite U ® V-modules. If U and V are N-graded and Cs-cofinite, then we may take U/ and
V to be the categories of all grading-restricted generalized U- and V-modules, respectively.
Thus as an application, if the tensor categories of all modules for two Ca-cofinite vertex
operator algebras are rigid, then so is the tensor category of all modules for the tensor
product vertex operator algebra. We use this to prove that the representation categories
of the even subalgebras of the symplectic fermion vertex operator superalgebras are non-
semisimple modular tensor categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Vertex operator algebras are algebraic structures which appear in several areas of math-
ematics and physics. They feature prominently among mathematically rigorous approaches
to two-dimensional conformal quantum field theories, and through Huang’s theorem [Hu2]
that the representation category of a “strongly rational” vertex operator algebra is a
semisimple modular tensor category, they also have connections to topological quantum
field theories and 3-manifold invariants. While Huang’s theorem concerns vertex oper-
ator algebras with semisimple representation theory, non-semisimple categories of mod-
ules for vertex operator algebras are also of interest in logarithmic conformal field the-
ory, 3- and 4-manifold invariants, and non-semisimple topological quantum field theories
[CR, HL, CG, FG, CDGG]. Understanding non-semisimple representation theory of a vertex
operator algebra is difficult, however. For example, although Huang, Lepowsky, and Zhang
[HLZ1]-[HLZS8] have found sufficient conditions for module categories for vertex operator
algebras to admit natural braided tensor category structure, it is not known whether every
vertex operator algebra has a non-trivial category of modules satisfying these conditions.

In this paper, we study tensor product vertex operator algebras. In particular, for vertex
operator algebras U and V, suppose U and V are categories of U-modules and V-modules
which admit the braided tensor category structure of Huang—Lepowsky—Zhang. Then one
would expect there to be a braided tensor category of modules for the tensor product vertex
operator algebra U®V which is determined somehow by I/ and V, and whose braided tensor
category structure is related in a natural way to that on &/ and V. In fact, there is a natural
braided tensor category determined by U and V, namely, their Deligne tensor product [De];
the question is whether this is equivalent to a category of U ® V-modules.

For any C-linear abelian categories & and V, a Deligne tensor product of & and V is a
C-linear abelian category U ® V equipped with a bilinear functor ® : U x V — C which is
right exact in both variables, such that for any C-linear abelian category C, composition
with ® yields an equivalence between right exact C-linear functors i/ ® ¥V — C and bilinear
functors U x V — C which are right exact in both variables. For example, if &/ and V
are the categories of finite-dimensional modules for finite-dimensional algebras A and B,
respectively, then the category of finite-dimensional A ® B-modules is a Deligne tensor
product of U and V. If a Deligne tensor product of &/ and V exists, then it is unique up to
equivalence. If U and V are locally finite, that is, morphism spaces are finite dimensional
and all objects have finite length, then & ® V indeed exists and is locally finite [De, LF].

Now if i and V are locally finite abelian categories of modules for vertex operator algebras
U and V, respectively, then one expects U ® V to be equivalent to some category of U ® V-
modules. Indeed, by [CKM?2, Theorem 5.5], if one of U and V is semisimple, then U ® V is
equivalent to the category of finite direct sums of U ® V-modules M @ W, where M € Ob(U)
and W € Ob(V). However, if neither &/ nor V is semisimple, then this category of U ® V-
modules need not be abelian. Thus we define a different category of U ® V-modules to
obtain the first main result of this paper (see Theorem 3.15 below):

Theorem 1.1. Let U and V be locally finite abelian categories of grading-restricted gen-
eralized U- and V -modules, respectively, which are closed under subquotients, and define
D(U,V) to be the category of finite-length grading-restricted generalized U @ V -modules X
such that any wvector in X generates a U-submodule which is an object of U and a V-
submodule which is an object of V. Then D(U,V) is a Deligne tensor product of U and V,
with @ : U x V — DU, V) given by the vector space tensor product of U- and V-modules.



DELIGNE PRODUCTS AND VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS 3

The key step to prove this theorem is showing that if P is projective in U and @ is
projective in V, then P ® @ is projective in D(U,V). This is proved in Theorem 3.11,
and then one can use properties of projective objects to show that D(U, V) satisfies the
universal property of the Deligne tensor product in the special case that &/ and V have
enough projectives. To prove that D(U, V) is a Deligne tensor product in general, we use
this special case together with the fact (see [De, Proposition 2.14]) that any locally finite
abelian category is the union of abelian full subcategories which have enough projectives.

Now suppose that U and V are locally finite categories of U- and V-modules which admit
the vertex algebraic braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZS8], with fusion product
bifunctors Xy : U x U — U and Ky : V x V — V. (We call Ky and Ky fusion products
to avoid confusion with vector space tensor product U ® V-modules.) Then the universal
property of the Deligne tensor product D(U, V) implies that D(U, V) is also a braided tensor
category (see [De, Proposition 5.17], [EGNO, Section 4.6], or the discussion in Section 2.2
below), such that the fusion product bifunctor X : D(U,V) x D(U,V) — DU, V) satisfies

(M, @ Wh) K (My @ Wa) = (M Ky M) @ (W Ky Wa) (1.1)

for My, My € Ob(U) and Wy, W5 € Ob(V). But it is not clear that this braided tensor
structure on D(U, V) agrees with that of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. In particular, if we take X to
be the vertex algebraic fusion product of U ® V-modules, defined as in [HLZ3, Definition
4.15], then the relation (1.1) has been proved before only in cases where one of & and V is
semisimple (see [Lin, Lemma 2.16], [CKLR, Proposition 3.3], and [CKM2, Theorem 5.2]).

In Theorem 4.3, we prove that the vertex algebraic fusion product X of U ® V-modules
satisfies (1.1) under quite general conditions; especially, we do not assume either & or V is
semisimple. This is the key step for showing that, under mild conditions, the braided tensor
category structure on the Deligne tensor product D(U,V) is indeed the vertex algebraic
braided tensor structure specified in [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]; see Theorem 4.11 for the detailed
statement. We also remark that if &/ and V are rigid tensor categories, with duals given by
the contragredient modules of [FHL], then D(U, V) is also rigid.

Now take U and V to be the categories C[l] and C%/ of Ci-cofinite U- and V-modules,
respectively. The Cj-cofiniteness condition on modules for a vertex operator algebra was
first introduced by Nahm [Na], and results of Huang [Hul] and Miyamoto [Mi2] suggest
that the category of C1-cofinite modules for a vertex operator algebra is likely to admit the
braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8] in general. In fact, from [CJORY, CY],
C’(l] and C‘l/ are indeed braided tensor categories if they are closed under contragredient
modules [FHL], in which case they are also locally finite abelian categories (see Theorem
2.7 below). In Theorem 3.7, we show that if U and V are N-graded by conformal weights and
if C}] and C‘l/ are locally finite abelian categories, then D(C}],C‘l/) is precisely the category
of Ci-cofinite U ® V-modules. Then Theorem 4.11 becomes (see Theorem 4.13):

Theorem 1.2. If U and V are N-graded by conformal weights and Cllj and C‘l/ are closed
under contragredients, then C[l]®v admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-
[HLZ8] and is braided tensor equivalent to Cl; ® Ci,.

In this theorem, we can replace C}J and C‘l, with locally finite tensor subcategories U C C[l]
and V C C‘l/, in which case we replace C}]@V with the locally finite abelian full subcategory
DU,V) C Clgy (see Corollary 4.12). If U and V satisfy the Cy-cofiniteness condition
(originally introduced by Zhu [Zh] to prove modular invariance of characters of modules for
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a vertex operator algebra), then every grading-restricted generalized U- and V-module is
Ci-cofinite. Thus Theorem 1.2 yields:

Corollary 1.3. If U and V are N-graded Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras, then the
category of grading-restricted generalized U @ V -modules is braided tensor equivalent to the
Deligne tensor product of the categories of grading-restricted generalized U- and V -modules.

It is conjectured [Hu4, CG, GR2] that the category of grading-restricted generalized mod-
ules for a simple N-graded self-contragredient Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebra is a (not
necessarily semisimple) modular tensor category, generalizing Huang’s result [Hu2| in the
semisimple case. To prove this conjecture, by [McR3, Main Theorem 1], it is enough to
show that the tensor category of modules for such a vertex operator algebra is rigid. Thus
by Corollary 1.3, if the module categories for U and V' are non-semisimple modular tensor
categories, then so is the category of U®V-modules. Further, by vertex operator algebra ex-
tension theory [KO, HKL, CKM1], if A is a vertex operator algebra which contains U®V as
a vertex operator subalgebra, then the category of grading-restricted generalized A-modules
is also a non-semisimple modular tensor category under certain conditions (especially, the
categorical dimension of A in the category of U ® V-modules should be non-zero). This is in
fact one of the main motivations of this paper, to make it possible to use extension theory
to study the representations of a vertex operator algebra that contains a tensor product of
well-understood vertex operator algebras as a subalgebra.

In Section 5, we look at a family of Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras discussed in
[CKMI, Section 4.1.2]. They are simple current extensions of tensor products of triplet
W-algebras W, [Kal, AM, TW], and we show in Theorem 5.2 that their module categories
are non-semisimple modular tensor categories. The best-known examples from this family
are the even subalgebras SF j of the symplectic fermion superalgebras SFy, d € Z,, which
were introduced in the physics literature [Ka2, Ka3, GK] and are the affine vertex operator
superalgebras associated to a 2d-dimensional purely odd abelian Lie superalgebra equipped
with a symplectic form. The algebra SF j is a simple current extension of W?d, with
SE 2= W, itself [Ka3, GK]. In Theorem 5.4, we use the rigid tensor structure on the
category of Wh-modules [TW] (see also [MY1]), Corollary 1.3, and vertex operator algebra
extension theory to classify simple and projective SF j -modules and to compute all fusion
products involving simple and projective modules. Note that simple SF j -modules were
already classified in [Ab], and fusion rules involving simple SF; -modules were calculated
in [AA], though these fusion rules do not give the complete fusion products.

In [Ru], Runkel constructed a braided tensor category SFy which he conjectured to be
braided tensor equivalent to the category of grading-restricted generalized SF j -modules.
The category SFy is braided tensor equivalent to the finite-dimensional representation cate-
gory of a factorizable ribbon quasi-Hopf algebra [GR1, FGR], and thus is a non-semisimple
modular tensor category. So our result that the category of SF j -modules is indeed a
non-semisimple modular tensor category, stated as Corollary 5.3 below, is consistent with
Runkel’s conjecture. We remark that this conjecture has recently been proved in the d =1
case [GN, CLR]; it may be possible to use Corollary 5.3 and Theorem 5.4 of the present
work, together with the methods of [CLR], to prove Runkel’s conjecture for all d.

There are also many non-Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras which are known to satisfy
the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2, including all Virasoro vertex operator algebras [CJORY],
many affine vertex operator algebras [CY], and the singlet W-algebras M, p € Z>9 [CMY2,
CMY3]. Thus one can now use extension theory to study the representations of vertex
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operator (super)algebras which contain tensor products of such vertex operator algebras
as subalgebras. For example, in upcoming joint work with Thomas Creutzig, Shashank
Kanade, and Jinwei Yang, we plan to study the representation theory of many affine vertex
operator superalgebras at level 1, which are simple current extensions of tensor products of
multiple copies of the singlet algebra My and Heisenberg vertex operator algebras.

Other interesting examples include the chiral universal centralizer algebras of [Ar], which
contain tensor products of two affine W-algebras associated to a simple Lie algebra g as
subalgebras. For g = sly, the W-algebras are Virasoro vertex operator algebras. Thus
once the Virasoro tensor categories from [CJORY] are thoroughly understood, it should
be possible to use Theorem 1.2 and extension theory to study the representation theory
of chiral universal centralizer algebras of sly at rational levels (see [MY2] for the case of
irrational levels and level —1, in which case the relevant Virasoro categories are semisimple).
Since the chiral universal centralizer algebras are Z-graded conformal vertex algebras (with
infinite-dimensional conformal weight spaces and no lower bound on conformal weights),
extension theory is perhaps the best way to study their representations; methods such as
the Zhu algebra [Zh], which apply only to N-gradable modules, are not so useful here.

We note that almost all the results in this paper are, for simplicity, stated for tensor
products of two vertex operator algebras, but these results apply to tensor products of any
finite number IV of vertex operator algebras by induction on V.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Thomas Creutzig, Shashank Kanade, and Jinwei
Yang for comments and discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review basic definitions and results for (tensor) categories, and espe-
cially tensor categories of modules for vertex operator algebras.

2.1. Locally finite abelian categories. For the definitions and properties here, we mainly
use [De, EGNO)] as references. Recall that a category C is C-linear additive if all morphism
sets in C are C-vector spaces such that composition of morphisms is bilinear, C has a zero
object, and every finite set of objects in C has a direct sum. A functor between C-linear
additive categories is C-linear if it induces C-linear maps on morphisms.

A C-linear additive category C is abelian if every morphism in C has a kernel and cokernel,
every monomorphism in C is a kernel, and every epimorphism in C is a cokernel. The
category C is in addition locally finite if every morphism set in C is a finite-dimensional
C-vector space and every object in C has finite length. A projective cover of W € Ob(C)
is a surjection py : Py — W such that Py is projective, and such that for any surjection
p: P — W with P projective, there is a surjection f : P — Py such that the diagram

.
Pw =W

commutes. A locally finite C-linear abelian category C is called finite if C has finitely many
simple objects up to isomorphism and every simple object in C has a projective cover.

Remark 2.1. Any essentially small locally finite C-linear abelian category C is equivalent
to the category of finite-dimensional comodules for some coalgebra C' [Ta]; see also [EGNO,
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Section 1.10]. If C is finite, then C' is finite dimensional, in which case C is also equivalent
to the category of modules for the algebra C*.

If C is locally finite, then because every object in C has finite length, every simple object
of C has a projective cover if and only if C has enough projectives, that is, every object of
C is the image of a morphism from a projective object, or equivalently every object in C
is a cokernel of some morphism between projective objects. The following proposition is
elementary, and it implies that every projective object in a locally finite abelian category is
a finite direct sum of projective covers:

Proposition 2.2. Let C be a locally finite C-linear abelian category, and let W be a simple
object of C. Then a surjection pw : Pw — W is a projective cover of W if and only if Py
is an indecomposable projective object of C.

Proof. If pw : Py — W is a projective cover of W, then Py is projective. To show Py is
also indecomposable, suppose Py = P; @ P, with inclusions i1 : Py — P and iy : P, — P.
Since py # 0, we have py o i, # 0 for either k = 1 or k£ = 2. Without loss of generality
assume k = 1, so py o 4y is surjective since W is simple. Also, P; is projective since it
is a direct summand of a projective object. Thus because py : Py — W is a projective
cover, there is a surjection f : P; — Py such that py o f = pw ody. It follows that P;
and Py have the same finite length, and thus P has length 0. Then P, = 0 and Py is
indecomposable.

Conversely, suppose pw : Py — W is a surjection such that Py is projective and
indecomposable. Then for any surjection p : P — W in C with P projective, there are
morphisms f: P — Py and g : Py — P such that

pwof=p,  pog=rpw,
because both Py and P are projective. It follows that for any N € N,
pwo(fog
Thus f o g is an endomorphism of Py which is not nilpotent since py # 0. Since Py is

indecomposable and has finite length, Fitting’s Lemma implies that fog is an isomorphism;
in particular, f is surjective. Thus pw : P — W is a projective cover of W. ([l

=pw-.

Any locally finite C-linear abelian category C is the union of finite abelian full subcate-
gories. Indeed, for any object X in C, let (X) C C denote the full subcategory consisting
of objects which are subquotients of X®" n € N. Then (X) is an abelian subcategory of
C with finitely many simple objects, and it also has enough projectives by [De, Proposition
2.14]. Thus (X) is a finite abelian subcategory, and any object of C is contained in such
a subcategory. So although C may not have any non-zero projective objects, any object
of C (or indeed any finite collection of objects, or any morphism, in C) is contained in a
subcategory which does have enough projectives.

Now let C and D be two C-linear abelian categories. A Deligne tensor product of C and
D [De, Section 5] (see also [EGNO, Section 1.11]) is a C-linear abelian category C ® D
equipped with a C-bilinear functor

QR :CxD—C®D

which is right exact in both variables and satisfies the following universal property: For any
C-linear abelian category £ and C-bilinear functor

B:CxD—E&,
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there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) right exact C-linear functor
F:CRD—E&

such that 7 o® = B. Clearly C ® D is unique up to equivalence if it exists. If C and D are
locally finite, then indeed C ® D exists, and it is also locally finite [De, Proposition 5.13];
see also [LF, Proposition 22| for a complete proof.

Remark 2.3. If C and D are equivalent to the categories of finite-dimensional comodules
for coalgebras C' and D, respectively, as in Remark 2.1, then by [EGNO, Proposition 1.11.2],
we may take C ® D to be the category of finite-dimensional C' ® D-comodules.

Remark 2.4. The Deligne tensor product of C and D is usually denoted CXID, but here we
use the notation ® instead of X because we will soon consider locally finite C-linear abelian
categories of modules for vertex operator algebras U and V, and we will show that the
Deligne tensor product of such categories is given by a certain category of modules for the
tensor product vertex operator algebra U ® V. We will reserve X to denote fusion products
in braided monoidal (or tensor) categories of modules for vertex operator algebras.

IfF:C—>CandG:D — D are right exact C-linear functors between locally finite
C-linear abelian categories, then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) functor

FRG:CD —C®D
such that the diagram

CxD FxG CxD
- |
coD—2% .CeD

commutes. Moreover, the Deligne tensor product is a commutative and associative opera-
tion. In particular, there is an equivalence o : C ® D — D ® C such that the diagram

o

CxD D xC

ek
CD—2—=DRC
commutes, and there is an equivalence A : C® (D®E) — (C® D) ® £ such that the diagram

Cx(DxE ——=(CxD)xE
\LIch@ ‘L®de8
Cx(D®E) C®D)x &

e e
CROMRE) —2 ~(CoD)RE

commutes. To see the existence of A, one can use realizations of C, D, and £ as categories
of finite-dimensional comodules for certain coalgebras, as in Remarks 2.1 and 2.3. Thus
from now on, we will suppress parentheses from the notation for Deligne tensor products of
more than two locally finite C-linear abelian categories.

We end this subsection with a useful elementary lemma on right exact sequences; we
provide a proof for completeness.
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Lemma 2.5. Let C, D, and £ be abelian categories, and let B : C x D — &£ be a functor

which is right exact in both variables. Then given two right exact sequences
whwsocso x5X4Doo

i C and D, respectively, the following is a right exact sequence in &:

BW,X) @ BOW, X)L s, X) £, (e, by —s 0,

where F' = B(f,1d5) o m1 + B(ldy, g) o m2 and 1, ma denote the obvious projections.

Proof. Since ¢ and d are surjective and B is right exact in both variables, B(c,d) is also
surjective. Also, B(c,d) o F' = 0, so ImF C Ker B(c,d). To show Ker B(c,d) C ImF,
consider the following commutative diagram with right exact rows and columns:

BV, X) B(ldw ,g) BV, %) B(ldw ,d) BOW.D) 0
B(f1dx) B(fldg) B(f,ldp)
B X) B(ldg,9) B, %) B(ldg,d) B, D) 0
B(c,ldx) B(e,dg) B(e,dp)
B(C,x) —2UD  po ) LYY g p) 0
0 0 0

Then
B(ldy;, d) (Ker B(c,d)) C Ker B(c,Idp) = Im B(f,1dp) = Im B(f, d).

Assuming for convenience that objects of £ have the structure of vector spaces, this means
that for any b € Ker B(c, d), there exists by € B(W, X) such that

B(ldg;, d)(b) = B(ldg, d) (B(f,1dg) (b1)).
That is,
b—B(f,1dg)(b1) € Ker B(IdW,d) = ImB(IdW,g),
which implies that b € Im F' as required. O

2.2. Braided tensor categories. Let C be a monoidal category, which means there is a
functor X : C x C — C, a unit 1 € Ob(C), left and right unit isomorphisms [ : 1 X ¢ — Id¢
and r : ¢X1 — Idc, and associativity isomorphisms A : Ko (Ide x ) — Ko (K x Id¢) which
satisfy the triangle and pentagon identites (see for example [EGNO, Definition 2.1.1]). If
there is also a natural braiding isomorphism R : K — Koo (where o exchanges the factors of
C xC) which satisfies the hexagon identities (see for example [EGNO, Definition 8.1.1]), then
C is a braided monoidal category. We call the functor X in a (braided) monoidal category
the “fusion product” on C, to avoid confusion with tensor products of vector spaces and
Deligne tensor products of categories. In this paper, all monoidal categories will be C-linear
and additive, and X will be C-bilinear and right exact in both variables. If such a (braided)
monoidal category is abelian, we call it a (braided) tensor category.

Unlike in [EGNO], we do not use “tensor category” to refer only to monoidal categories
that are rigid. However, rigidity is an important property of many of the tensor categories
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that we will consider. An object X in a monoidal category is (left) rigid if it has a (left)
dual (X*,ex,ix) where X* € Ob(C), ex : X* X X — 1 is the evaluation morphism,
ix : 1 — X X X* is the coevaluation morphism, and the two rigidity compositions

X iy M YR XY R X

—1

A *
XX X R(XF R X) S v I x
and
* Tx* * Idx*‘X’iX * *
X+ X xry PN v m (X R XY
A 5 * * * *
TN xR X)Xt AN g g xr By x

are both identities. There are analogous definitions of right duals and right rigidity, but
we will only consider categories in which left and right duals may be taken to be the same,
so we only consider left duals in this paper. A monoidal category C is rigid if every object
has a dual. In a rigid monoidal category, duals induce a contravariant endofunctor with the
dual f* of a morphism f : W — X given by the composition

T x* * X7 A 5 *
X+ Iy 2B e g ) Y o ) ) )W

(Id x« B f)RIdyy» ) o exEIdyy

(X*BX)RW 1R W* W e,
A finite tensor category is a finite abelian category which is also a rigid tensor category.

A braided ribbon category is a rigid braided tensor category C equipped with a natural
twist isomorphism 0 : Id¢ — Ide which satisfies 6, = Id;, Ox+ = 0% for X € Ob(C), and
the balancing equation

Oxmx, = Rk, x, © (0x, Kx,) (2.1)

for X1, X2 € Ob(C), where R?Xl,XQ = Rx,,x; © Rx,,x, is the double braiding. A modular
tensor category is a finite braided ribbon category whose braiding is non-degenerate, that
is, if RI2/I/,X = Idymy for all X € Ob(C), then W = 19" for some n € N. Since modular
tensor categories are often assumed to be semisimple as well, we will sometimes refer to
“not necessarily semisimple modular tensor categories” or “non-semisimple modular tensor
categories” to emphasize that we are not assuming semisimplicity here.

Now let C and D be two locally finite braided tensor categories. Then the Deligne tensor
product C ® D is also a locally finite braided tensor category (see [De, Proposition 5.17] or
[EGNO, Section 4.6]). In more detail, since the functors K¢ : CxC — C and Xp : DxD — D
are right exact in both variables, they induce right exact functors

TC:C®C—>C, Tp: DD —D
such that T¢ o ® = K¢ and Tp o ® = Kp. We then get a commutative diagram:

CxDxCxD ldexoxIdp CxCxDxD
l l Mo xHp
RXQ RXQ
(C®D) % (C®D) C®C) x (DoD) —I Zexp
|e |e lo
CoD@CoD—X _coceoDeD —2" _ceD
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The fusion product X on C ® D is then the composition
X = (Tc ® Ip) o (Id¢ ® 0 ® Idp) o ®,
and the commutative diagram implies that for M;, My € Ob(C) and W1, Ws € Ob(D),

(M @ W) K (My @ Wa) = (M e M) @ (W1 Kp Wa). (2.2)
If fi : M; — ]\Z and g; : W; — WZ for ¢ = 1,2 are morphisms in C and D, respectively, then
(f1®91) K (f2®g2) = (f1 Be f2) ® (91 Kp g2). (2.3)

Since
Homegp (M @ Wi, My @ Wa) = Home (M, Ma) @c Homp (W7, Wa) (2.4)

(see [De, Proposition 5.13] or [EGNO, Proposition 1.11.2]), (2.3) and C-bilinearity com-
pletely determine the fusion product of morphisms between objects in the image of ® :
C xD — C®D. The unit object of C ® D is 1¢ ® 1p, and under the identification (2.2),
Ivew =l @ lwy, TMW = TM ®Tw (2.5)
for M € Ob(C) and W € Ob(D). Associativity and braiding isomorphisms are given by

AM1®W17M2®W27M3®W3 = AM17M27M3 ® AW17W27W3 (2-6)

and

Ranew: Meew, = Ran,my @ Rwy,w, (2.7)
for My, Ms, M3 € Ob(C) and Wy, Wy, W3 € Ob(D)
Let C® D C C ® D be the full subcategory whose objects are isomorphic to finite di-

rect sums of Deligne tensor product objects M ® W. Because X is C-bilinear, if X; =
D e, Miy @ Wiy and Xo = D, 1, Mi, ® Wiy, then we can identify

X1BX, = P (M, Re M,) @ (Wi, Bp Wi,) (2.8)
(il,ig)ell x 1o

via the natural isomorphism

_ (71,i2) i i
FX17X2 - Z qXﬂX’XQ o (7'[')%1 X Tr)?g)7
(il,ig)ell x 1o
where Fé’;—k : X — M;, @ W;, for k = 1,2 is the projection and qg?léz))(g is the inclusion into

the direct sum on the right side of (2.8). Thus C/Eé—i/) is a braided monoidal subcategory of

—_——

C®D. Moreover, the fusion product of morphisms in C ® D, as well as the unit, associativity,
and braiding isomorphisms, are completely determined from (2.3), (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7)
using the natural isomorphism F', the C-bilinearity of X, and the naturality of the unit,
associativity, and braiding isomorphisms in C ® D.

If M € Ob(C) and W € Ob(D) are rigid with duals M* and W*, respectively, then
M®W in C®D is rigid with dual M* @ W*, evaluation eyow = enr ® ey, and coevaluation
iMew = M ® iy, because we can identify

(M* @ W) R (Mo W) = (M*Re M) @ (W*Ke W),
(M@W)R(M* @ W*) = (M &e M*) @ (W Ke W*).

Moreover, if C and D have ribbon twists ¢ and 0p, then C ® D has a ribbon twist 6
characterized by Oyew = (6c)m ® (6p)w for M € Ob(C), W € Ob(D).
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2.3. Vertex operator algebras and tensor categories. We use the definition of vertex
operator algebra from [FLM, LL]. In particular, a vertex operator algebra V' is a graded
vector space V =@,z Vin) with vertex operator map

Yy : V = (End V)[[z, 2]

v Yy(v,x) = Evn -l
neL

vacuum vector 1 € Vg such that Yy (1,z) = Idy, and conformal vector w € V3) whose
vertex operator Yy (w,z) = Y -, L(n) £~ "2 generates a representation of the Virasoro Lie
algebra on V. For n € Z, V(, is the L(0)-eigenspace with eigenvalue n, and we say that
any non-zero vector in V{,,) has conformal weight n.

Given a vertex operator algebra V', a weak V -module is a module for V' considered as a
vertex algebra, as in [LL, Definition 4.1.1], with no conformal weight grading assumed. In
particular, a weak V-module W is a vector space equipped with a vertex operator

Y : V = (End W)[[z, 2z Y]

v Yw(v,z) = gvn —n—l
nel

Among other axioms, the vertex operator satisfies Yy (1,2) = Idw, and Yy (w,z) =
> nez L(n) z7™"% generates an action of the Virasoro algebra on W. A generalized V-
module, as in [HLZ1], is a weak V-module W which decomposes as the direct sum of
generalized L(0)-eigenspaces, that is, W = @, cc Wn) where W, is the generalized L(0)-
eigenspace with generalized eigenvalue h. We call h the conformal weight of non-zero vectors
in Wp,). A grading-restricted generalized V-module is a generalized V-module W such that
for any h € C, dim W) < oo and Wy, 1) = 0 for all sufficiently negative n € Z.

The conformal weights of any simple, or more generally indecomposable, generalized V-
module W are contained in a single coset of C/Z; see [HLZ1, Remark 2.20]. Thus if W
is in addition grading restricted, its conformal weights are contained in h + N for some
h € C. More generally, the conformal weights of any finite-length generalized V-module are
contained in the union of finitely many cosets of C/Z.

If W = @)cc W is a graded vector space, then W' = @, ¢ Wi, is its graded dual. If

W is a grading-restricted generalized V-module, then W’ also has a V-module structure,
called the contragredient [FHL], given by

Yy (v, ), w) = (W', Yiy ("D (—272) X0y 27 M) (2.9)

forveV,weW,and w' € W'
To obtain braided tensor categories of modules for vertex operator algebras, we need the
notion of intertwining operator from [FHL]; see also [HLZ2].

Definition 2.6. Let V be a vertex operator algebra, and let W7, W5, and W3 be weak
V-modules. An intertwining operator of type ( Ws ) is a linear map

Wi Wa
Y : Wy @ Wy — Willog z]{z}
wy ® wy = Y(wi, ) ZZ (w1) kwgzn "=1(log z)*

heC keN

which satisfies the following properties:
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(1) Lower truncation: For all wy € Wi, we € Wy, and h € C, there exists N € Z such
that if n € Z>y, then (wl)%rn,kwg =0 for all k€ N.
(2) The Jacobi identity: For v € V and w; € W,

—X9 + T
Zo

a:o_lé <$1 _ :Ez) Y, (v, 21)Y(w1, x2) — a:o_lé <

o

> V(wr, x2)Yw, (v, 1)

. fx1—x

=256 ( 1332 0> YV, (v, z0)w, x2),
where 6(z) = >, o, 2" is the formal delta function.

(3) The L(—1)-derivative property: For wy € Wy,

%y(wl, x) = Y(L(—1)wy, x).

An intertwining operator ) of type (Wvlvé’w) is surjective if W3 is spanned by the vectors

(wl)%kwg for wy € Wy, wo € Way, h € C, and k € N, though actually, if Y is surjective,
then W3 is already spanned by the vectors (wl)% owe for wy € Wi, wp € Wa, and h € C (see
for example [MY1, Lemma 2.2]). Equivalently, when W;, W5, and W3 are generalized V-
modules with conformal weight space decompositions, then ) is surjective if and only if W3
is spanned by projections of Y (w1, 1)ws to the conformal weight spaces of W3, for wy € W7,
wy € Wy. Here, Y(+,2)- for z € C* denotes the P(z)-intertwining map (in the terminology
of [HLZ3]) obtained by substituting the formal variable x in ) with the complex number
z, using some choice of branch of logarithm to evaluate powers of log z and non-integral
powers of z. The image of a P(z)-intertwining map is contained in the algebraic completion

Ws = [[(Ws)p-
heC

If z is a positive real number, we always substitute  +— z in an intertwining operator using
the real-valued branch of logarithm In.

Now let C be a category of generalized modules for a vertex operator algebra V. A fusion
product of two objects Wi and Wy in C is a pair (W1 X Wy, Yw, w,), where Wi K Wy €

Ob(C) and Yw, w, is an intertwining operator of type (VX‘}FJZ 2), which satisfies the following

universal property: For any W3 € Ob(C) and intertwining operator ) of type (W‘;V‘%VZ), there
is a unique V-module homomorphism f : W1y XWy — W3 such that foVw, w, = ). We use
the term “fusion product” here rather than “tensor product” to avoid confusion with tensor
products of vector spaces and Deligne tensor products of categories. If a fusion product of
Wi and Wy in C exists, then the fusion product intertwining operator Yy, w, is surjective
[HLZ3, Proposition 4.23].

If fusion products of all pairs of objects in C exist, then fusion products define a C-bilinear
functor X : C x C — C which is right exact in both variables [HLZ3, Proposition 4.26]. The
fusion product of two morphisms f; : Wi — X; and fs : Wo — X5 in C is the unique
V-module homomorphism

f1®f2:W1|XW2 — X1 X Xo,
induced by the universal property of (Wi X Wa, Yw, w,), such that
(1% f2) o Ywy,we = Yx1,x. © (f1 @ fa). (2.10)
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We also get natural left and right unit isomorphisms
lw : VXKW — W, rw: WKV — W
for any object W € Ob(C) such that

w (Vv (v, 2)w) = Yw (v, z)w, rw (Ywy(w, x)v) = DY (v, —2)w (2.11)
for all v € V and w € W. There is also a natural braiding isomorphism
Rw, w, - Wi R Wy — Wo KW,
for all Wy, Ws € Ob(C) such that

RW1,W2 (ywl,WQ ('UJl, $)ZU2) = eZ‘L(—l)yW%Wl (’UJQ, eﬂix)wl (212)

for all w; € W, and wy € Wy. The category C also has a ribbon twist given by Oy = ¢27L(0)

for any W € Ob(C).

Thus C will be a braided monoidal category (and a braided tensor category if it is abelian)
if it has a natural associativity isomorphism A : Ko (Ide x X) — Ko (X x Id¢) which
satisfies the triangle, pentagon, and hexagon identities. Conditions for the existence and a
construction of such an associativity isomorphism are given in [HLZ6]-[HLZ8]. When the
conditions are satisfied, the associativity isomorphism

/41/[/1,‘/1/27[/[/3 Wi K (Wg X Wg) — (W1 X Wg) X W3
for Wy, Wy, W3 € Ob(C) is given by

Awy wo,ws Vwn womws (W1, 71) Vs, ws (wa, o) ws)
= Ywawe,ws (Yw,w, (w1, 71 — 12)wa, r2)ws (2.13)

for any wy € Wi, wo € Wy, and ws € W3, and for any choice of r1,79 € Ry such that
r1 > 19 > 11 — 9. We substitute positive real numbers for formal variables in intertwining
operators using the branch of logarithm In, and it is assumed that the compositions of
intertwining maps on both sides of (2.13) converge absolutely to elements of the algebraic
completions Wy & (W X W3) and (W) W Wy) K W, respectively. Then Aw, w, w, denotes
the natural extension of the graded linear map Aw, w, w, to algebraic completions.

Since the conditions in [HLZ6]-[HLZS8] for existence of the associativity isomorphisms in
C are rather technical, we mention some examples where they are satisfied. First, suppose
that V' is N-graded and Cs-cofinite, that is, dim V/C5(V') < oo where

Co(V) = span{u_ov | u,v € V}.

It follows from [Hu3] (see also the discussion in [CM, Section 3.1] and [McR3, Lemma 2.10])
that the category Rep(V) of all grading-restricted generalized V-modules is a finite abelian
category and a braided tensor category. In particular, if V' is N-graded and Cs-cofinite, then
Rep(V) is a finite braided ribbon category if and only if it is rigid. Huang showed in [Hu2]
that if V is in addition simple and self-contragredient, and if Rep(V') is semisimple, then
Rep(V) is a modular tensor category. If V' is simple and self-contragredient but Rep(V) is
not semisimple, then it is not known in general whether Rep(V') is rigid; however, if it is
rigid, then it is a non-semisimple modular tensor category [McR3, Main Theorem 1].

When V is not necessarily Cs-cofinite, we consider the category C‘l/ of Ci-cofinite V-
modules, which satisfy dim W/Cy (W) < oo where

Ciy(W) = span{v_qw | w € W, v € V, wtv > 0}.
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Any Ci-cofinite V-module is finitely generated (see for example [CMY1, Proposition 2.1]).
Specifically, if W is Cj-cofinite, so that W = T4 C1 (W) for some finite-dimensional graded
subspace T', then W is spanned by vectors of the form

U(_lfv(_? e vﬂ?t (2.14)
for t € T and homogeneous v, v@ ... v*) € V of positive conformal weight; thus W is

generated by a finite spanning set for 7.

Theorem 2.7. If C%/ is closed under contragredients, then:

(1) Any submodule of a Ci-cofinite V-module is Ci-cofinite, and C‘l, is a locally finite
abelian category.

(2) The category C%/ admits the verter algebraic braided tensor category structure of
[HLZ1]-[HLZ8], with a ribbon twist.

Proof. For (1), it is easy to see that C{, is closed under quotients and finite direct sums. For
submodules, suppose W C X where X is C;-cofinite. Then W' is a quotient of X', and X’
is C-cofinite because C‘l/ is closed under contragredients. Thus W’ is C-cofinite, and then
sois W= (W’). So C‘l, is closed under submodules. Moreover, morphism spaces in C‘l, are
finite dimensional because any homomorphism f: W — X in C‘l/ is completely determined
by its values on a finite generating set S for W, and f(.5) is contained in the direct sum of
finitely many of the finite-dimensional conformal weight spaces of X.

To complete the proof of (1), it remains to show that every Cy-cofinite V-module W has
finite length. We first prove that W has a simple submodule; for this, we define a singular
vector to be a non-zero homogeneous w € W such that v,w = 0 if v, is a vertex operator
mode that lowers conformal weights. We claim W has a singular vector of conformal weight
h for only finitely many h € C. Indeed, since W’ is Cj-cofinite by hypothesis, there is a
finite-dimensional graded subspace T' C W’ such that W/ = T + C1(W), and W’ is spanned
by vectors as in (2.14). Then if w € W is a singular vector,

(v(_ll)v(_21) e v(kl)t,w> =0
(1)

unless k = 0, since v raises conformal weight and hence its adjoint (from (2.9)) is a linear
combination of vertex operator modes that lower conformal weight. It follows that the
conformal weight of w is one of the finitely many conformal weights occurring in 7'.

Let h have maximal real part such that W has a singular vector of conformal weight h.
The space of singular vectors of conformal weight h is a finite-dimensional module for the
Zhu algebra A(V') defined in [Zh]. Thus this space of singular vectors contains a simple
A(V')-submodule, and this simple A(V')-submodule generates a simple V-submodule of W
(it is simple because any non-zero proper submodule would contain a singular vector whose
weight would have greater real part than h). Thus any Cj-cofinite V-module contains a
simple submodule when C%/ is closed under contragredients.

As a result, for any Ci-cofinite W, we can obtain an ascending chain of submodules

WicWeCWsC---CW
such that W;11/W; is a simple submodule of the C;-cofinite V-module W/W; if W; # W and
W;i1 = W otherwise. Let X = Ui21 W;; it is C-cofinite and thus finitely generated because

C%/ is closed under submodules. Since the finitely many generators of X are contained in
some W;, the ascending chain of submodules stabilizes, and thus W; = W for all sufficiently
large i. So W has finite length, completing the proof of part (1) of the theorem.
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Part (2) was essentially proved in [CJORY, Section 4] and [CY, Section 3]; see also
[McR2, Theorem 2.3]. O

Remark 2.8. If V is N-graded and Cs-cofinite, then any grading-restricted generalized
V-module has finite length [Hu3] and thus is finitely generated. Then the spanning set
of [Mil, Lemma 2.4] for singly-generated weak V-modules implies that every V-module is
Cj-cofinite. Thus Rep(V') = C{, for N-graded Ca-cofinite V.

Remark 2.9. Non-Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras V such that C%/ is closed under
contragredients, and thus satisfies the conclusions of Theorem 2.7, include all Virasoro
vertex operator algebras [CJORY], many affine vertex operator (super)algebras [CY], and
the singlet vertex operator algebras M(p) for p € Z>9 [CMY3].

2.4. Tensor product vertex operator algebras. We now discuss modules for tensor
product vertex operator algebras; for simplicity, we focus on tensor products of two vertex
operator algebras, but everything can be iterated to yield results for tensor products of
more than two vertex operator algebras. Thus let U and V' be vertex operator algebras.
Then U ® V is also a vertex operator algebra with vertex operator given by

YU®V(U1 X vy, x)(UQ (= 1)2) = YU(ul, Z’)UQ ® Yv(vl, a;)vg,

vacuum vector 1 = 1y ® 1y, and conformal vector w = wy ® 1y + 1y @ wy. Similarly, if M
is a generalized U-module and W is a generalized V-module, then M ® W is a generalized
U ® V-module. By [FHL, Theorem 4.7.4], every simple grading-restricted U ® V-module is
the vector space tensor product of a simple U-module and a simple V-module.

Any generalized U ® V-module X restricts to both a weak U-module and a weak V-
module, with commuting actions of U and V. We use Ly(n) and Ly (n) to denote the
commuting Virasoro operators on X associated to the conformal vectors wy and wy, re-
spectively, while L(n) denotes the Virasoro operator associated to w.

If U and V are locally finite abelian categories of U-modules and V-modules, respectively,
then there is a right exact functor from the Deligne tensor product U ® V to the category
of all generalized U ® V-modules which sends Deligne tensor product objects in i/ ® V to
vector space tensor products of U-modules and V-modules. This explains our use of ® to
denote both Deligne and vector space tensor products. Indeed, a major goal of this paper
is to show that the Deligne tensor product i/ ® V can be identified with a suitable locally
finite abelian category of U ® V-modules. To prove this, we will need in particular that
homomorphisms between vector space tensor product U ® V-modules come from tensor
products of U-module and V-module homomorphisms (recall (2.4)):

Proposition 2.10. Let My, My be weak U-modules and let W1, Wy be weak V -modules.
Then the natural linear map

Homy (My, Ma) ® Homy (W1, Wa) — Hompegy (M1 @ Wi, Ma @ W)

18 injective. It is also surjective if My, My are grading-restricted generalized U-modules and
Homy (W7, W) is finite dimensional.

Proof. To show that the natural linear map is injective, we show that if ), f; ® g; vanishes
as a U ® V-homomorphism M; ® W7 — My ® Wy, then it also vanishes as a vector in
Homy (My, M3) ® Homy (W71, Ws). We may assume that the morphisms g; : Wp — W
are linearly independent, and then it suffices to show that each f; = 0. In fact, for any
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my € My, w € Wi, and mj € My, we get

S itmatan) = m 2 Id%)(gjfi(ml) @ i) )
= (m3® Isz)((Zfi ®gi>(m1 ® w1)> =0.

Thus ), (m3, fi(m1))g; = 0 for any m3 € My and m; € M;; since the g; are linearly
independent, this means (m3, fi(m;)) = 0 for each 7. Then each f; = 0 since all of its
matrix coefficients vanish. This proves the desired injectivity.

To prove that the natural linear map is also surjective when M7, M are grading-restricted
generalized U-modules and Homy (W7, W5) is finite dimensional, let F' : My @W; — Ma®@Ws
be a U ® V-module homomorphism, and let {g;} be a (finite) basis of Homy (W7, W2). Then
for any mf € M} and m; € M, we can write

(mh @ Idw,) o F(m @ e) = ch(mlz ®mi) - gi

)

for certain ¢; € (M} ® M;)*. Since F is in particular a U-homomorphism that commutes
with L;7(0), and since the g; are linearly independent, ¢;(mb ® my) = 0 if mf, and m; have
different conformal weights. Thus for each ¢ and each m; € M, ¢;(e ® my) defines an
element of (M) = My, and we get a linear map f; : My — My characterized by

(mj, fi(ma)) = ci(my @ ma)
for ml, € M}, my € M;. We show that each f; is a U-module homomorphism: for u € U
and n € Z,
Z(mlzv filunmi))gi = Zci(mé ® upmi) - gi = (my @ Iduy,) o F(upmy @ )
= (m5 @ Idw,) o (uy ® Idw,) 0 F(m1 @ e)
= (ugmb @ Idw,) o F(my @ @) = > (ufmb, fi(m1))g;

= Z(mlzaunfi(ml»gi

where u2 is the operator on M} adjoint to the operator u,, on Ms. Since the g; are linearly
independent and m), € M/ is arbitrary, it follows that f;(un,m1) = u, fi(mq) for each m; €
M, that is, each f; is a U-module homomorphism. Finally, we show that F' =, f; ® g;:
for all m; € My, wy € Wi, mb € M, and wj € W3, we have

(mh @ wi, F(mp @ wy)) = (wi, (mh @ Idw,) o F(my ® w))
= Z<m,27fi(m1)><w§,gi(w1)> = Z<m,2 ® w3, (fi ® gi)(m1 @ wr)),

7 7

as required. O

3. DELIGNE TENSOR PRODUCTS

Let U and V be vertex operator algebras. In this section, we show that the Deligne tensor
product of locally finite abelian categories of U-modules and V-modules can be identified
with a certain category of U ® V-modules.
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3.1. The U®V-module category D(U,V). If U and V are locally finite abelian categories
of U- and V-modules, respectively, and at least one of & and V is semisimple, then [CKM2,
Theorem 5.5] shows that their Deligne tensor product is equivalent to the category of U® V-
modules which are isomorphic to finite direct sums of M @ W for M € Ob(U), W € Ob(V).
However, if neither & nor V is semisimple, then this category of U ® V-modules is not
necessarily abelian. Thus in general, we need a different category of U ® V-modules:

Definition 3.1. Let U and V be additive categories of grading-restricted generalized U-
modules and V-modules, respectively. Then define D(U,V) to be the category of finite-
length grading-restricted generalized U ® V-modules X such that the U-submodule gener-
ated by any vector in X is an object of U, and the V-submodule generated by any vector
in X is an object of V.

From the definition, it is clear that D(U, V) is closed under submodules and finite direct
sums. It is also closed under quotients if & and V are. Since every object of D(U,V) has
finite length, every object of D(U, V) is finitely generated, as well as grading restricted; thus
morphism spaces in D(U, V) are finite dimensional. Thus if & and V are additive categories
of grading-restricted generalized U- and V-modules which are closed under quotients, then
D(U,V) is a locally finite abelian category.

Proposition 3.2. Any object of D(U,V) is the homomorphic image of a finite direct sum
of modules M @ W such that M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V).

Proof. Any X € Ob(D(U,V)) is finitely generated, so it is enough to consider the case that
X is generated by a single vector b. Let M be the U-submodule generated by b, and let W
be the V-submodule generated by b. By the definition of D(U, V), M is an object of U and
W is an object of V. Since M is spanned by the vectors u,b for u € U and n € Z (see [LL,
Proposition 4.5.6]), we attempt to define a surjection

p MW =X
Zuﬁf}b@w — Zugl_)w

For p to be well defined, we need to show that if ), u,(fl)b = 0, then also ), ugfl)w = 0 for
all w € W. Indeed, w =}, fu%).b for certain vV) € V, m; € Z, so if 3, ugfl.)b =0, then

Zu(’w—Zu(’ b—z () (’b—O (3.1)

since the actions of U and V on X commute.
We still need to show that p is a U ® V-module homomorphism; it is enough to show
that p is both a U-module and a V-module homomorphism. First, for v € V, n € Z,

m=y_, ul! beM and w € W, we have

vpp(m @ w) = Zvnu w—Zu(lvw p(m @ vyw),
so p is a V-module homomorphlsm Then writing w = z Urn )b the calculation in (3.1)
shows that p(m ® w) = >, vmjm. Thus for u € U and n € Z,

Upp(m @ w) Z unv Z vy unm p(upm @ w),
J
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so p is also a U-module homomorphism. O

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that U and V are closed under subquotients and that all objects
inU andV have finite length. If M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V), then M@W € Ob(D(U,V)).
Conversely, if M @ W is an object of D(U,V) such that M and W are finitely generated,
then M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V).

Proof. If M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V), then M ® W has finite length, equal to the product
of the lengths of of M and W. Now for any b =) . m; ® w; € M @ W, let (b)y be the U-
submodule of M ® W generated by b. Then, assuming that the w; are linearly independent,

(b)v < Z(”WU © wi = P(mi)o.

7 7

Since U is closed under submodules and finite direct sums, (b);y € Ob(Uf). Similarly, the V-
submodule of M @ W generated by b is an object of V, showing that M @ W € Ob(D(U, V)).

Conversely, if M @ W € Ob(D(U,V)), then for any non-zero m € M and w € W, m Q@ w
generates a U-submodule which is isomorphic to a submodule of M and is also an object
of U. Since M is finitely generated, it is thus the homomorphic image of the direct sum
of finitely many of these submodules. Then M € Ob(lU) because U is closed under finite
direct sums and quotients, and W € Ob(V) similarly. O

Let D(U, V) be the additive full subcategory of D(U, V) consisting of modules which are
isomorphic to finite direct sums of M ® W for M € Ob(U), W € Ob(V).

Corollary 3.4. IfU and V are closed under subquotients and all objects of U and V have
finite length, then every object in D(U,V) is a cokernel of a morphism in D(U,V).

Proof. For any X € Ob(D(U,V)), there is a surjection p : @, M; ® W; — X by Proposition
3.2, where @, M;®@W; € Ob(D(U, V) by Proposition 3.3. Then since D(U, V) is closed under
submodules, there is also a surjection ¢ : @@ ; M; ®Wj — Ker p, where again Ly, s M; @W; e

Ob(D(U,V)). Thus (X, p) is a cokernel of g. O

The conditions of the preceding corollary imply that &/ and V are locally finite abelian
categories, in which case D(U,V) is also locally finite abelian. In this setting, we can
determine all simple objects in D(U, V):

Proposition 3.5. If U and V are closed under subquotients and all objects of U and V
have finite length, then a U ® V-module is a simple object of D(U,V) if and only if it is
isomorphic to M @ W for simple M € Ob(U), W € Ob(V).

Proof. It M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V) are simple, then M ® W is a simple U ® V-module
by [FHL, Proposition 4.7.2] and an object of D(U,V) by Proposition 3.3. Conversely, by
[FHL, Theorem 4.7.4], any simple object of D(U, V) is isomorphic to M @ W where M is
a simple U-module and W is a simple V-module. Then M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V) by
Proposition 3.3. O

Under mild conditions, D(U, V) is closed under contragredients if & and V are:

Proposition 3.6. If U and V are closed under subquotients and contragredients, then
D(U,V) is closed under contragredients.
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Proof. For X € Ob(D(U,V)), its contragredient X’ is a finite-length grading-restricted
generalized U ® V-module whose composition factors are the contragredients of the com-
position factors of X. It remains to show that any b’ € X’ generates a U-submodule (b')y
and V-submodule (V') which are objects of U and V, respectively.

Since the operators L(0), Ly (0), and Ly (0) on X’ all commute, each finite-dimensional
generalized L(0)-eigenspace of X' is the direct sum of simultaneous generalized eigenspaces
for Lyy(0) and Ly (0). Thus b’ = ). b} where each b, is homogeneous for both L (0) and
Ly (0). Then (b')y is a subquotient of @, (V})rr, so because U is closed under subquotients
and finite direct sums, (') € Ob(U) if each (b)y € Ob(U). Thus we are reduced to
the case that b is a generalized eigenvector for both Ly(0) and Ly (0) with generalized
eigenvalues hy and hy, respectively. In this case, () is a generalized U-module with
Ly (0)-weights contained in hy + Z, where for n € Z, the Ly (0)-weight space of generalized
Ly (0)-eigenvalue hyy +n is contained in the L(0)-weight space (X') (4, 44y 4+n] = X[*hU+hv+n}'
Since X is a grading-restricted generalized U ® V-module, (b')y is a grading-restricted
generalized U-module. Thus (') has a U-module contragredient (b')7;.

Now, the U-module inclusion i : (') — X’ dualizes to a U-module map i’ : X — (b')y;
such that for b € X and m € (V')y,

(i'(b), m) = (i(m), b).
Since there exists b € X such that (i(m),b) # 0 for any non-zero m € (V')y C X', the
annihilator in (/)¢ of Im¢" C (b)}; is 0. This implies ¢’ is surjective because (b')y is grading
restricted. Then since X has finite length, any finite U ® V-module filtration

0=XoCX;CXpC---CX,=X,
where each X;/X;_ is simple, induces a U-module filtration
0=1i'(Xo) Ci'(X1) Ci'(Xa) €+ Ci'(Xp) = (V)yy

such that ¢/(X;)/i'(X;-1) is a homomorphic image of X;/X;_;. By [FHL, Theorem 4.7.4],
X/ X1 =2 M;®W; for some simple U-module M; and simple V-module Wj; thus because
i'(X;)/i'(X;-1) is grading restricted, it is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of copies of M;.
It follows that (b')}; is a finite-length U-module and thus is finitely generated.

For each of finitely many generators {b;} of (b');;, choose ¢; € X such that i/(¢;) = b;.
Then (b')}; is a quotient of €, (c;)v, and each (¢;)y € Ob(U) because X € Ob(D(U,V)).
Thus (b');; € Ob(U), and then so is (')}, = (V) since U is closed under contragredients.
Similarly, (b')y € Ob(V), completing the proof that X' € Ob(D(U,V)). O

For the next key result, & and V will be the categories of Ci-cofinite U- and V-modules:

Theorem 3.7. Assume that U and V are N-graded by conformal weights. If the categories
C’(l] and C%/ of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized U- and V -modules are closed under
submodules, and if all objects in C[l] and C%/ have finite length, then D(C} ,C%,) = Cllj®V'

Proof. To show that D(Cf;,Ci,) C Cligy» note that D(C,Cl) is closed under subquotients.
So the composition factors of any object of D(C};,C{,) are objects of D(C};,C{,) and thus by
Proposition 3.5 have the form M ® W where M € Ob(C};) and W € Ob(C{.). The tensor
product of Ci-cofinite U- and V-modules is a C'i-cofinite U ® V-module, so the composition
factors of any object of D(U,V) are objects of C[1]®V. Now if X7 is a U ® V-module with a
C4-cofinite submodule X5 such that X; /X5 is Cq-cofinite, then X; is also Cj-cofinite (see
[Hu3, Lemma 2.11]). Thus any object of D(U,V) is C}-cofinite.
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Conversely, suppose X is any Ci-cofinite U ® V-module, so that X = T+ C;(X) for some
finite-dimensional subspace T. We may assume that 7" is doubly graded by generalized
eigenvalues for Li;(0) and Ly (0). We claim that X is spanned by the set of all vectors

u(liu(_? e u(_kl)v(_ll)vg) e v@lt (3.2)
such that t € T, v € U is homogeneous with wt uw® >0fori=1,...k and v\ € V is
homogeneous with wtv@) > 0 for j = 1,...,l. To prove the claim, we use an N-grading
X =@,~, X(n) such that for m € Z and homogeneous v € U, v € V,

(u®@v)pX(n) C X(n+wtu+wtv —m —1).

Specifically, since X is grading restricted, we may take X (n) = @ weC/Z X(n,+n) Where for
any coset i € C/Z such that X has conformal weights in u, hy, is the conformal weight of
X in g that has minimal real part (and h, is arbitrary if no conformal weights of X are
contained in p). We will prove by induction on n that X (n) is spanned by the vectors (3.2).

Indeed, we may write any b € X(n) as b = t + 3. (u® @ v)_1b@ for t € T and
homogeneous u® e U, v® eV, and b® e X such that wtu® +wto@® > 0. If b e X(0),
then each b(® = 0 since (u? @ v()_; is an operator of degree wt u +wtv® > 0,50 b€ T
in this case. For general n, we have

b—t+z )-1b@ =4+ 37N Wl b0

7 jEZ
:t—l—Zu(_Zlvi +ZZ< i 11)] 1+v(_g 1u(211)b()
) i 3>0
=t+ Z u(_l)lfu Do Z Z ( (i))_lvj(»i_)l + (Lv(—l)jv(i))_lugiL) b®,
) % j>0

using the L(—1)-derivative property for U- and V-modules in the last step. Since U and
V are N-graded and wtu® + wtv® > 0 for each i, one of u(? and v() has strictly posi-
tive conformal weight and the other has non-negative conformal weight. Thus'for j >0,
Ly (—1)7u® and Ly (—1)7v® have strictly positive weight, while v(l)lb(i) and u(z) 0% have
degree less than n. Similarly, if wtu® > 0, then deg v( )b(l) < n, while if wt v( ) > 0, then

deg ne 10 < n. Thus by induction on n, any b € X (n) is in the span of the vectors (3.2).
Now that we know X is spanned by the vectors (3.2), consider the subspace

W = Span{v(_ll)v(_zl) . --vg)lt 1teT, v eV, wtol) >0,j=1,...,1}.

This space is Ly (0)-stable and graded by generalized Ly (0)-eigenvalues because T is. For
any h € C, the generalized Ly (0)-eigenspace Wiv,n of W with generalized eigenvalue h is
finite dimensional because T" and each conformal weight space of V' are finite dimensional,
and because v_; strictly raises conformal weights when wtv > 0. Now because vertex
operator modes u,, for u € U, n € Z preserve generalized Ly (0)-eigenvalues, the spanning
set (3.2) implies that

Xyn = span{u(_lfu(_zi . u(_kl)w | w e Wiy, u e U, wtu >0,i=1,...k}

is the generalized Ly (0)-eigenspace of X with generalized eigenvalue h. Since W[y is finite
dimensional, each X[y, is thus a Cj-cofinite U-submodule of X. Then because Cf; is closed
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under submodules by assumption, any vector in X generates a Ci-cofinite U-submodule.
Similarly, any vector in X generates a C-cofinite V-submodule.

It remains to show that X has finite length. Since X is Cj-cofinite, it has a finite
generating set {b;} (which could be a spanning set for the subspace T'). Each b; generates a
C4-cofinite U-submodule (b;)y and a Cy-cofinite V-submodule (b;)y, and the same proof as
for Proposition 3.2 shows that X is a homomorphic image of @, (b;)r ® (b;)y. Since each
(b;)u and (b;)y have finite length by assumption, so does X. This completes the proof that
any Cj-cofinite U ® V-module is an object of D(C};,Ci). O

Corollary 3.8. If U and V are N-graded and C’(l] and C%/ are closed under contragredi-
ents, then C[l]®v is closed under submodules and contragredients, is a locally finite abelian
category, and admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZS].

Proof. By Theorems 2.7 and 3.7, C[l]®v = D(C%],C‘l,), and then C}]@V is closed under sub-
modules (by the definition of D(C};,Ci;)) and contragredients (by Proposition 3.6). Then
C}]@V is a locally finite braided tensor category by Theorem 2.7. O

3.2. Projective U ® V-modules. In this subsection, &4 and V will be locally finite abelian
categories of grading-restricted generalized U- and V-modules, respectively, which are closed
under subquotients, so that the category D(U,V) of U ® V-modules from Definition 3.1 is
also a locally finite abelian category. We will show that if simple U- and V-modules M and
W have projective covers in U and V), respectively, then so does M @ W in D(U, V). Thus
if U and V have enough projectives, then so does D(U, V). Recall from Proposition 3.3 that
if M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V), then M @ W € Ob(D(U,V)).

Suppose a simple U-module M € Ob(U/) has a projective cover pas : Py — M in U. Tt is
not difficult to show that Py is singly-generated by any m € Py \ Ker pys (see for example
[McR3, Lemma 5. 13]) That is, Ker pys is the unique maximal proper submodule of Pyy.
This means that if M is any simple U-module, then any homomorphism Py; — M is either
0 or has the same kernel as pps. Thus

Homy (Pyy, M) = { o ?f M= (3.3)
0 if MM
The same considerations hold for projective covers of irreducible V-modules in V.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose pyr : Py = M and pw : Py — W are projective covers of simple
modules in U and V, respectively. Then Py @ Py has a unique mazimal proper submodule,
given by the kernel of ppr @ pw : Py @ P — M @ W.

Proof. Since Py ® Py is a finite-length U ® V-module, any maximal proper submodule is
the kernel of a surjection p : Pyy ® Py — M® W where M and W are irreducible U- and
V-modules, respectively. We need to show that Ker p = Ker(py ® pw).

Let m € Py \ Kerpys and w € Py \ Ker pyy be generating vectors for Py and Py. Then

@:PMiPM®w<—>PM®PW3>J\7®W

is a homomorphism of weak U-modules whose image is a direct sum of finitely many copies
of M. Since p is non-zero and Py ® W generates Py @ Py, we have pgy # 0, so that
Im pm = M by (3.3). So we may assume M = M. It is then easy to show from the complete
reducibility of M ® W as a weak U-module and the Jacobson Density Theorem that every
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U-module homomorphism M — M ® W has the form m — m ® @ for some @ € W.
Consequently, we have a factorization

D PM CcpPM M m—meuw M®W

for some ¢ € C and @ € W, so that p(m ® W) = py (M) @ (¢ - ©).

By the same argument, we may assume W = W, and then p(m ® W) = m ® py (w) for
some m € M. Expanding m in a basis for M that includes pys(7) and using

pv (M) @ (c-w) =m @ pw (W),

we see that m is a multiple of pyr(T), so that p(m @ w) € C- (pp (M) @ pw(w)). Thus
p € C* - (pym ® pu) since m @ W generates Py @ Py, and then Kerp = Ker(py ® pw) as
required. ]

The preceding lemma shows that the submodule generated by any vector in (Py ® Pyy) \
Ker(pyr ® pw) cannot be proper, since it is not contained in the unique maximal proper
submodule Ker(pys ® pw). Thus we have:

Corollary 3.10. In the setting of Lemma 3.9, Py @ Py is singly-generated by any vector
in (Py @ Pw) \ Ker(py @ pw).

Using this corollary, we now prove:

Theorem 3.11. LetU and V be locally finite abelian categories of grading-restricted gener-
alized U- and V -modules which are closed under subquotients, and suppose pyr @ Py — M
and pw : P — W are projective covers of simple objects in U and V, respectively. Then
v @ pw : Py @ Py — M @ W is a projective cover of M @ W in DU, V). In particular,
if U and V have enough projectives, then so does D(U,V), and every projective object in
D(U,V) is a finite direct sum of tensor products of projective objects in U and V.

Proof. The second conclusion follows from the first because D(U, V) is a locally finite abelian
category. Now consider a diagram

Py ® Py

|o

P Ly

X

in D(U,V) with p surjective. We fix generating vectors m € Py \ Kerpys and w € Py \
Ker pyy. Then because p is surjective, there exists b € X such that

p(b) = g(m @ w).

Let (b)y C X and (¢(m ® w))y C Y be the U-submodules generated by b and ¢(m ® w),
respectively; they are objects of U by the definition of D(U,V). Thus because Pps is
projective in U, there is a U-module homomorphism f : Py; — (b)y such that the diagram

Py

) lm»—)q(m@@)

(b Tb)U) (g(m @ w))y
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commutes. Next, let (f(m))y C X and (¢(mM®@w))y CY be the V-submodules generated
by the indicated vectors; they are objects of V since X and Y are objects of D(U, V). Thus
there is a V-module homomorphism ¢ : Py — (f(T))y such that the diagram

Py

/ \Lw»—n](m@)w)

(S (T o W)y

commutes.
We can now construct a map F': Py ® Py — X as follows. Since T generates Py,

Py = spanf{u,m |u € Uyn € Z}

by [LL, Proposition 4.5.6]. Thus for m =}, u&)m € Py and w € Py, we attempt to set

F(m ®w) Zunl

As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we need to show that if ), uﬁf}m € Py vanishes, then
so does ). ugi)g(w) for any w € Py. In fact, since g(w) € (f(m))v for any such w, we can
write g(w) =), v,(é_)f(m) for certain v9) € V and k; € Z. Then

3 widatw) = 3wl 1 =30 30w =0 (3.4)
i 1,3 J

since the vertex operators Yy (u(?,z) and Yx (v, z) commute, and since f is a U-module
homomorphism. This shows that F'is well deﬁned
We now show that F' is a U ® V-module homomorphism. First, for v € V, n € Z,

m=y_, uﬁf}m € Py, and w € Py, we have
v F'(m @ w) Z vnum (w) = Z qui)g(vnw) = F(m ® vyw)

since g is a V-module homomorphism. This shows that F' is a V-module homomorphism.
To show that F' is also a U-module homomorphism, fix any w € Py and write g(w) =

> fu,(fj ) f(m). Then the calculation in (3.4) shows that for any m € Py,
F(m®w) Z fuk

Consequently, for any u € U, n € Z, m € Py, and for our arbitrary fixed w € Py,

up F'(m ®@ w) Zunv ka flu,m) = F(uym @ w),

showing that F' is also a U-module homomorphlsm
We now compute p o F: for any m =), unl m € Py and w € Py, the definitions imply

(po F)(m@®w) Zp ullg Zu (pog)(w) = ullq(m ®w) = g(m & w).

i
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This completes the proof that Py ® Py is projective in D(U,V). To show that it is a
projective cover of M ® W, note that pyr @ pw : Py @ Py — M ® W is surjective; then by
Proposition 2.2, it is enough to show that Py; ® Py is indecomposable. If indeed

Py @ Py = X1 X9
for non-zero summands X; and X5, then there would be surjections
p1: X1 — My @ W, po : Xo — Mo ®@ Wy

for simple U-modules M7, Ms and simple V-modules W7, Ws. But this is impossible because
then Kerp; & X9 and X7 & Ker ps would be two distinct maximal proper submodules of
Py ® Py, contradicting Lemma, 3.9. ]

Remark 3.12. If U and V are N-graded and Ch-cofinite and we take &/ = Rep(U) and
V = Rep(V) to be the full categories of grading-restricted generalized U- and V-modules,
then [Hu3, Theorem 3.24] implies that ¢/ and V have enough projectives. In this case,
recalling Remark 2.8 and Theorem 3.7, D(U,V) = Rep(U ® V'), and thus Theorem 3.11
shows that projective covers of simple U ® V-modules are tensor products of projective
covers of simple U- and V-modules.

3.3. D(U,V) as a Deligne tensor product. Let &/ and V be locally finite abelian cate-
gories of U- and V-modules which are closed under subquotients. Then the Deligne tensor
product U ® V of U and V exists; in this subsection, we will show that U ® V is equivalent
to the category D(U, V) of Definition 3.1, equipped with the obvious C-bilinear functor

®:UxXV—=DU,YV)

(recall Proposition 3.3) which is exact in both variables.

Recall from Section 2.1 that the abelian full subcategory (M) generated by any M €
Ob(U) is a finite abelian subcategory of U, and similarly for V. We will use these sub-
categories of U and V to realize D(U,V) as the union of finite abelian full subcategories;
since we will need to consider right exact sequences X; — X9 — X3 — 0 in D(U,V) to
show that D(U, V) is a Deligne tensor product, we will associate such a subcategory to any
unordered triple X, X9, X3 € Ob(D(U,V)). Thus for i = 1,2, 3, we use Proposition 3.2 to
fix a surjection P, Mp, @ Wy, — X; where M,,, € Ob(U), Wy, € Ob(V). We then set

Dx, X0, x5 = D((Bi=1,2,3 Bn; My, ), (Bi=1,2,3 Bn, Wh,)). (3.5)

This is an abelian full subcategory of D(U, V), and it contains X7, X5, and X3 by Proposition
3.3. Also, because (Bi=123 Bn, Mp,) and (Bij=123 Bn, Wp,) are finite abelian categories,
Proposition 3.5 implies that Dx, x, x, has finitely many simple objects up to isomorphism,
and Theorem 3.11 implies that any simple module in Dx, x, x, has a projective cover.
Thus Dx, x,,x; is a finite abelian full subcategory of D(U,V) that contains X;, X», and
X3. For brevity, we use the notation Dy, x, = Dx, x, x, (which is equal to Dx, x, x,) for
X1,X2 € Ob(D(U,V)), and Dx = Dx x,x for X € Ob(D(U,V)). It is easy to see that
Dx, € Dx, x; € Dx;,X5,X3

for,j =1,2,3.

For D(U,V) to be a Deligne tensor product of U and V, we need to show that bilinear
functors U x V — C which are right exact in both variables uniquely induce suitable right

exact functors D(U,V) — C. The idea is to first use properties of projective objects to
show that each Dx C D(U, V) is a Deligne tensor product of the subcategories (&, M, ) and
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(@®nWy), and thus a functor U x V — C which is right exact in both variables induces a right
exact functor Dx — C. We then want to “glue” the functors defined on these subcategories
into a functor D(U, V) — C; we will use the subcategories Dy, x ; and Dy, x,, x, to show that
these functors can be glued together coherently. Most of the proof has nothing particularly
to do with vertex operator algebras, so we put most of the work into the proof of the following
general theorem on abelian categories; probably the result is known or straightforward to
experts, but for completeness we include a proof in Appendix A:

Theorem 3.13. Let D be a C-linear abelian category, let D C D be an additive full sub-
category, and assume that for any unordered triple X1, Xo, X3 € Ob(D), there is an abelian
full subcategory Dx, x, x, € D that contains X1, X, and X3 and has enough projectives,

such that every projective object in Dx, x, x; 5 in 75, and such that for alli,j =1,2,3,
DXinini - DXininj = DXinjij - DX17X27X3'

Let G : D — C be a C-linear functor, where C is an abelian category, such that for any
X1,X2,X3 € Ob(D) and X € Ob(DNDx, x,,x;), there is a right exact sequence

Qx &5 Py 2 x — 0,

where Px and Qx are projective in Dx, x, x5, such that (G(X),G(px)) is a cokernel of
G(gx) in C. Then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) right exact functor F :
D — C such that F|z5 = G.

Remark 3.14. In Theorem 3.13, we may replace the conclusion F|z = G with the conclu-
sion that F|z is precisely equal to G. Indeed, given F : D — C and a natural isomorphism

n:F|z — G, we can define a new functor F:D—Con objects by

~ . [ G(X) if XeObD
HX)‘{ F(X) if X ¢O0bD "’

and on morphisms by

nx, o F(f)ony' if Xi,Xp€ObD

Ffxy o X =4 TWenx if X; €0bD, X, ¢ ObD
ano]:(f) if X1¢Ob'D,X;2€Ob’D
F(f) if X1,X,¢ ObD

Then F |5 = G, and there is a natural isomorphism 7 : F — F given by

O if XeObD
T\ dp i X ¢ObD

so Fis right exact if F is.
We will now use Theorem 3.13 to prove the main theorem of this subsection:

Theorem 3.15. IfU and V are locally finite abelian categories of grading-restricted general-
ized U- and V -modules, respectively, which are closed under subquotients, then (D(U,V),®)
1s a Deligne tensor product of U and V.
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Proof. We need to show that for any abelian category C and any C-bilinear functor B : U x
V — C which is right exact in both variables, there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism)
right exact functor F : D(U,V) — C such that the diagram

Uxy-L_.c

| 5

DU, V)

commutes. We will apply Theorem 3.13 in the case that D = D(U, V) and D is the additive
full subcategory consisting of all U ® V-modules in D(U, V) which are isomorphic to finite
direct sums of modules M ®@ W for M € Ob(U), W € Ob(V). By Theorem 3.11, the finite
abelian subcategories Dx, x, x, defined in (3.5) satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 3.13.

We now construct a functor G : D — C such that Go ® = B. For any X € Ob(D), we
fix an isomorphism X = @, M; ® W;, where each M; € Ob(U) and each W; € Ob(V), via
a system of inclusions and projections

& Mew — X, X — MeWw,

such that

ﬁg() © qﬁ? = 0ildasew; Z (] © 7TX = Idx.

Then on objects of 25, we define

= P B(M;, W)

For a morphism f: X — X @j ]\/Zj ® Wj in 5, we have a morphism
Wg)ofoqgé):Mi®Wi—>]\’Zj®,ij

for all 7, j. We would like to apply B to these morphisms and then define

qu()? oB(r{ o fogy)o (Gi()X)'

However, 7r ofo q is a morphism in D, not in U X V, so we need to determine how to
interpret B as a map on morphisms in D.
In fact, because B is by assumption bilinear on morphisms, we have, for any My, My €
Ob(U) and Wy, Wy € Ob(V), a linear map
Homu(Ml, Mg) & Homv(Wl, Wg) — Homc(B(Ml, Wl), B(MQ, Wg))
f®g—B(f.9)

Combining this with Proposition 2.10 yields a linear map
B : Homp gy vy (M @ Wi, My ® Wa) — Home (B(My, Wh), B(Ma, W2)).

We use this map B to define G : D — Con morphisms, and then it is straightforward to show

that G is a C-linear functor. Moreover, if X = M ® W is in the image of ® : U x V — 5,
(4) (i)

then we can choose ¢y’ = 7y’ = Idx, so we may assume G o ® = .
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Now fix X, X2, X3 € Ob(D) and X = P, M; @ W; € Ob(ﬁ N Dx, X, x5)- Recall from
(3.5) that Dx, x, x; = D(U,V) for certain finite abelian subcategories i/ C U and V C V.

By Proposition 3.3, each M; € Ob(U/) and each W; € Ob(V). Thus for any i, there are right
exact sequences

QM%PM&I—)Mi—)(), QWFXV—)PWM—)WZ'—)()

such that Pys, Qps are projective in U and Py, Qw are projective in V. Then

(Qu ® Pw) ® (P ® Qw) = Py ® Py ZLEEW, AL @ Wi — 0

is right exact in Dy, x, x,, where F' = (¢p ®1dp,, ) om + (Idp,, ® g ) ome, and the domains
of F' and pys ® pw are projective in Dx, x, x, by Theorem 3.11.
Now because B is right exact in both variables, Lemma 2.5 implies that

B(Qus, Pw) @& B(Par, Qw) 5> B(Par, Pr) BP9, g(af, W) — 0

is right exact in C, where F = B(qar,1dp,, ) o m1 + B(Idp,,, qw) o 2. Because G o @ = B,
G(Pu ® Pw) = B(Pu, Pw), G(M; ® Wy) = B(M;,W;), and G(pm ® pw) = B(pm,pw),
Because G is also C-linear and thus preserves direct sums up to natural isomorphism, there
is an isomorphism

G:G((Qu ® Pw) @ (Pu @ Qw)) — B(Qum, Pw) © B(Pa, Qw)

such that G(F) = F o G. Thus (G(M; ® W;),G(par ® pw)) is a cokernel of G(F) for each i.
Since G is C-linear and thus preserves direct sums, we can then take the direct sum over i
of the above right exact sequences to get a right exact sequence

QXq—X>PXp—X>X—>0

such that Qx and Py are projective objects of Dx, x, x, and (G(X),G(px)) is a cokernel
of G(gx) in C. It now follows from Theorem 3.13 that there is a unique right exact C-linear
functor F : D(U,V) — C such that F|z =

As in Remark 3.14, we can modify F if necessary so that F| is precisely equal to G, so

For=Flzgo®=Go® =0

It remains to show that if F : D(U,V) — C is any right exact functor such that Fo® =8,
then FxF By the uniqueness of F, it is enough to show that Fo® =B implies
Flz = G. Indeed, since all objects in D are finite direct sums of objects in the image of ®,
and since both F ]5 and G are C-linear and thus preserve finite direct sums up to natural
isomorphism, both F \ﬁ and G are uniquely determined by their restrictions to the image of

®. In particular, it is straightforward to construct a natural isomorphism F |5 — G. This
completes the proof that (D(U,V),®) is a Deligne tensor product of U and V. d

4. TENSOR CATEGORIES FOR TENSOR PRODUCT VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS

Let U and V be vertex operator algebras. In this section, we construct tensor categories
of U ® V-modules from tensor categories of U- and V-modules. The goal is to show that if
U and V are locally finite braided tensor categories of U- and V-modules, then the category
D(U,V) of U® V-modules admits vertex algebraic braided tensor category structure, as in
[HLZ1]-[HLZS], which is equivalent to the braided tensor structure on the Deligne tensor
product U ® V inherited from the braided tensor categories U and V.
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4.1. Fusion product modules. In this subsection, we prove that under fairly general
conditions, the fusion product of two vector space tensor product U ® V-modules is a tensor
product of two fusion products. We will prove this in the following setting:

Assumption 4.1. Let U, V, and D be categories of generalized U-modules, V-modules,
and U ® V-modules, respectively, which satisfy the following conditions:
e All objects of D decompose into generalized eigenspaces for Li;(0) and Ly (0), that
is, objects of D are generalized U-modules and generalized V-modules.
o If M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V), then M @ W € Ob(D).
e The conformal weights of any object in I/ or V are contained in finitely many cosets
of C/Z.
e If YV is a U-module intertwining operator of type ( MiXMg) where My, My € Ob(U) and
X € Ob(D), thenIm Y € Ob(H). Similarly, if Y is a V-module intertwining operator

of type (W;XWZ) where Wi, W5 € Ob(V) and X € Ob(D), then Im Y € Ob(V).

The third assumption in Assumption 4.1 guarantees that for any U-module intertwining
operator Yy of type ( M]l/[i/lz) and any V-module intertwining operator )y of type (W‘ivﬁw),

where M; € Ob(U) and W; € Ob(V) for i = 1,2,3, then
Yo @Yy : (M @ Wh) @ (My ® Wa) = (Ms @ Ws)[log z]{z}
(m1 ® wy) ® (Mg @ wa) — Yy (mi, z)me @ Yy (wi, x)ws

is a well-defined linear map which satisfies lower truncation, and is moreover a U ® V-
module intertwining operator of type ( My ®AV4‘§1®J\Z %WQ); see [ADL, Section 2.2]. In particular,
if (M1 Xy Ma, Y, ) is a fusion product of M; and Ms in U, and if (W Ky Wa, Yw, ws)

is a fusion product of W; and Ws in V, then
thMz ® yW1,W2 : (Ml (= Wl) X (MQ ® Wg) — (Ml Xy Mg) ® (Wl Xy Wg)[log x]{x}

is a U ® V-module intertwining operator, where all three U ® V-modules are objects of D.

We will show that Var, ar, ® Yw, w, is a fusion product intertwining operator. To do
so, we need a lemma which is a version of [DL, Proposition 13.18] and [ADL, Proposition
2.11]; it is proved the same way as [McR2, Lemma B.1]. In the statement of the lemma,
X(n) denotes the generalized Ly (0)-eigenspace of eigenvalue h inside a weak U @ V-module
X that decomposes into generalized Ly (0)-eigenspaces, and P, denotes the projection onto
X[, with respect to the generalized Ly (0)-eigenspace decomposition of X. Since the actions
of U and V' commute on weak U ® V-modules, each X[;,) is a weak U-submodule of X.

Lemma 4.2. Let My and My be weak U-modules, W1 and Wo generalized V -modules, and
X a weak U ® V-module that decomposes into generalized Ly (0)-eigenspaces. If Y is a
g ®g—m0dule intertwining operator of type ( M ®W1XM2®W2), then for wy € Wi, wy € Wo,
e,
Ve = 2 VORY( @ 2P Owy,2)(- @ 2P Ouy)

1s a weak U-module intertwining operator of type ( Nﬁ [?\}[2).

Using this lemma, we now prove the main result of this subsection, which generalizes
[Lin, Lemma 2.16], [CKLR, Proposition 3.3], and [CKM2, Theorem 5.2(1)]:

Theorem 4.3. Under Assumption 4.1, let (M Ry Ma, Y, m,) be a fusion product of My
and My in U and let (W7 Ry Wa, Yw, w,) be a fusion product of Wy and Wy in V. Then

(M1 Ky My) @ (W1 Ry Wa), Yar v @ Y, wa)
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is a fusion product of My ® W1 and My @ Wo in D.

Proof. We need to show that for any U ® V-module intertwining operator ) of type

( M ®W1XM2 ®W2) where X € Ob(D), there is a unique U ® V-module map

F (Ml Xy M2)®(W1 Xy Wg) — X

such that F o (Y, v, @ Ywyw,) = Y. For any such Y, and for any w; € Wy, wy € Wo,
X

Mll?&z
X € Ob(D), Assumption 4.1 implies that Im yfﬁ’,wz € Ob(Y). Thus by the universal

property of fusion products in U, there is a unique U-module map

h € C, consider the intertwining operator yﬁu’ﬂm of type ( ) from the lemma. Since

f o My By My — Xy

such that ffjifw o Vapy My = fjﬂm. The map (wy,ws) +— fl(fi),w is bilinear, so for any
m € My Wy Ms, there is a linear map

Vi : W1 @ Wy — Xlog z]{z}
h
w; & wg — Z JJLV(O)fif)LV(o)wl,foVm)wz (m),
heC

where for homogeneous wy € W1y, wo € Wo,

i+k
()  wtywi—wty w (=177 itk ()
St @y gty @y, =% Z W(bg z) fL;;“(o)J‘wl,L;;“(o)kwg’
J,keN
and L (0) denotes the locally nilpotent part of Ly (0) acting on a generalized V-module.
1%
We claim that ), is a V-module intertwining operator of type (W1XW2) for any m € M1Xy

M,. To prove this, we may take m to be the coefficient of y"(logy)® in Vs, ar, (M1, y)ma
for some h € C and homogeneous my € M7, mg € Ms; such coefficients span My Ky My by
[MY1, Lemma 2.2] since Y, a1, is surjective. Thus Yy, (wy, z)ws is a coefficient of

h
Z ‘TLV(O)fi*)Lv(O)wl,x*Lv(O)wz (Yt a5 (M1, y)mz)

heC
=3 et Oy® (ma,y)ma

SCiLV(O)wLx*LV(O)wz
heC

Ly (0) Ly (0) Ly ()
X)) e (G) (e (G) )
heC Yy Yy Yy

=3 2O p v Oy (ZI—LU(mm1 @z vy, 1) (0O @ 2= Lv 0y
heC

— vy Lu©)y) <y—LU(0)m1 ® 2 v Oy, 1) (=0 Oy @ 2= L0y

_ (%)L”(O) 2H0Y (50 Oy 5= Oy 1) (2 O © a1 Oy

B G) o) ((5) o)
= |- Y| - m) @ wi,x — me @ wae |,
) Yy )
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using the L(0)-conjugation property [HLZ2, Proposition 3.36(b)] for the intertwining oper-
ator Y. We now extract the coefficient of y7~Vt"1=%tm2(]og4)0 that is, we are taking

Yy My

m = (ml)th mi1+wty me—n—1;

0’2

for arbitrary n € C. Since wtyym = n and fgi),wz is a U-module homomorphism for any
w1 € Wi, we € Wa, and h € C, the definition of ), implies that Im Y,,, € X", where X
is the generalized L;(0)-eigenspace of X with eigenvalue 7. Let P7: X — X [ denote the
projection with respect to the generalized Ly (0)-eigenspace decomposition of X. Then it
follows that Y, (w1, x)ws is the constant term in logy in

L (0) 103y$—LU(0)P77y($LU(O)G—L{}”(O) o8y, @ wy, x)(xLU(O)e—L;;“(O) 198 Y13 © 103).

That is,
Vm(wy, x)we = x_LU(O)P"J}(wLU(O)ml ® wy, x)(xLU(O)mg ® wa),

which is a V-module intertwining operator of type (Vé [;[]/2) by Lemma 4.2 with the roles of

U and V reversed.
Since each ), is an intertwining operator, its image in X is an object of V by assumption.
Thus for each m € My Ky My, there is a unique V-module homomorphism

fm W1 Ry W — X
such that fp, o Yw, w, = V. Since Y, is linear in m, so is fy,,, and thus we can now define
F: (M Xy M) @ (W Ky W) — X
by
F(m®@w) = fm(w)

for m € My Ry Ms and w € Wi Wy Wy, This map is a V-module homomorphism by

definition, but we need to check that it is also a U-module homomorphism. Since Yy, w,
Wiy W

W1 W ), it is enough to show that

is a surjective intertwining operator of type (

un F'(m @ Yw, w, (w1, y)w2) = F(upm @ Yw, w, (w1, y)w)
forueU,neZ, me M Ry My, w1 € Wi, and wy € Wy. Indeed,
up F'(m @ Yw, wy (01, y)w2) = U fn (S w, (W1, Y)wa) = unVm (w1, y)we
_ Ly (0) p(h) _ Ly (0) p(h)
= Zuny v )fnyV(o)whnyV(o)W(m) - Zy v )fnyv(o)wl’nyv(o)W(Unm)
heC heC
= Vuum (W1, Y)W2 = fupm(Vwa,w, (w1, y)wa) = F(unm @ Ywy w, (wi, y)wa),
as required.
Finally, we need to show that Fy o (Y, m, @ Ywyw,) = Y. For my € My, w; € Wy,
meo € Mo, and we € Wo, we calculate
F ((yMl,MQ ® yWhWQ)(ml & wy, 33)(7712 ® w2))
= F(yM1:M2 (m17$)m2 ® yWhWQ (wl’x)w2) = f))Ml,M2 (m1,x)ma (yWhWQ (wl’x)w2)

Ly (0) g(h
= Z:E v )fif)Lv((J)wl,m*Lv(O)wQ(yMl’MQ(ml"/E)m2)
heC

= Z a:LV(O)yfch) (m1,2)mg = Y(m1 ® wy, x)(m ® wy),

—Ly (0) ;= Ev () gy
heC
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using the definitions. This shows the existence of the required F', and the uniqueness follows
because Var, m, ® Yw,,w, is a surjective intertwining operator, which is proved exactly as
in [CKM2, Theorem 5.2]. O

The above theorem implies that if fusion products exist in &/ and V), then so do fusion
products of vector space tensor product modules in D. We would like to extend existence
of fusion products to more general objects of D. First, assume that D is closed under finite

direct sums, and define D to be the full subcategory of D consisting of finite direct sums of
generalized U ® V-modules M ® W, where M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V). By Theorem 4.3

and [HLZ3, Proposition 4.24], every pair of objects of D has a fusion product in D if & and
V are both closed under fusion products. Indeed, there is a natural isomorphism

< P M, Wh) DX ( D M, © Wi2> = D (M, Ry My,) © (W, Ry Wiy)
1€l ig€l3 (i1,i2)€ly xI2

under these assumptions. To get fusion products for all pairs of objects in D, we now impose
some additional conditions:

Assumption 4.4. The categories U, V, and D satisfy:

e Every pair of objects in U (or V) has a fusion product in U (or V).
e The category D is closed under finite direct sums and cokernels, and every object
of D is isomorphic to a cokernel of a morphism in D.

Under this assumption, fusion products of objects of D exist, and we can also take fusion
products of morphisms in D. That is, for morphisms f; : P, — Q1 and fy: P, = Q2 in D,
ik fo: PPy, — Q1 K (Qs is the unique morphism such that

(f1X f2) o VPP, = V1,0, © (f1 ® f2), (4.1)
induced by the universal property of the fusion product (P X P», Vp, p,), as in (2.10).

Theorem 4.5. Under Assumptions 4.1 and 4.4, every pair of objects in D has a fusion
product in D.

Proof. Let X1, Xy € Ob(D). We already know that (X; X Xy, Vx, x,) exists if X, Xy €
Ob(D). In general, by Assumption 4.4, there are right exact sequences

QL P X, —0
for i = 1,2 such that P, Q; € Ob(D). We then define X; K X, to be the cokernel of
(@1 Wldp,) om + (Idp, K g2) oma: (Q1 W P) & (P KQ2) — PR P, (4.2)

where 7 and 79 are the projections to the first and second summands. Let p: P, X Py, —
X1 X X5 be the surjective cokernel morphism. Now consider the diagram:

P1®p2

(Q1®P) @ (P ®Q2) e P ® P, X, <§‘§>X2
lle,Pz@yPl,Qz lypl,Pz 131 Yx;, x5
Y
(Q1 B Py) & (Pt R Qy))llog 2] {2} 2 (P, B Py)[log al{z} L= (X1 B Xs)[log 2]{z} —= 0
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where Fig is the morphism (4.2) and Fj is the linear map obtained by replacing all instances
of X in (4.2) with ®. Both rows of the diagram are right exact, and the left square commutes
by (4.1). So the unique linear map
Vxi,x, 0 X1 ® Xo — (X1 X X)[log z]{x}
satisfying
poVp,p, = Vx,,x, © (p1 @ p2)

is induced by the universal property of the cokernel (X; ® Xz, p1 ® p2). Because Vp, p, sat-
isfies lower truncation, the Jacobi identity, and the L(—1) derivative property, and because
p1, p2, and p are U ® V-module homomorphisms, it is straightforward to show that Vx, x,
is an intertwining operator of type ()21%?{22)’

We show that (X; X Xo, Vx, x,) satisfies the universal property of a fusion product in
D. First, X1 X X5 is an object of D because D is closed under cokernels. Now if ) is an

intertwining operator of type ( ng(g) where X3 € Ob(D), then Yo(p; ®p2) is an intertwining

operator of type ( Pﬁ%), so there is a unique morphism G : P K P, — X3 such that
GoYp p, =Y o (p1®pa).

Then using the above commutative diagram,

GoFgo(Vg,,p, ®YVp,Q,) = GoVp p,oFg=Yo(p1 ®p2)oFg=0.

Since Yg,.p, ® Vp,,Q. is surjective, it follows that G o Fig = 0 as well, and then the universal
property of the cokernel (X; X X5, p) implies that there is a unique map F : X1 X Xy — X3
such that F'op = G. Now we get

FoYx, x,0(p1®p2) =FopoYp p,=GoYVp p,=Yo (p1®p2).

Since p1 ® po is surjective, it follows that F'o Vx, x, = ). Moreover, F' is the unique map
with this property because Vx, x, is surjective, which follows from surjectivity of p and
Yp,.p,. This proves that X; and X3 have a fusion product in D. O

We now discuss categories U, V, and D which satisfy Assumptions 4.1 and 4.4. Let Cllj
and C‘l, be the categories of Ci-cofinite grading-restricted generalized U- and V-modules,
respectively. By [Mi2, Main Theorem]|, every pair of objects in C’(l] or C‘l/ has a C'-cofinite
fusion product. In general, C[l] or C%/ might not be locally finite abelian categories since it
is not clear whether these categories are closed under submodules, or whether all objects in
these categories have finite length (though by Theorem 2.7, these properties hold if C}] and
C%/ are closed under contragredients). Thus we restrict to locally finite abelian subcategories
U CClyand V C Cl,, and then we take D = D(U, V) as in Definition 3.1.

Corollary 4.6. IfU C C’(l] and YV C C‘l/ are locally finite abelian subcategories which are
closed under subquotients and fusion products, then every pair of objects in D(U,V) has a
fusion product in D(U,V). In particular, for any My, Ms € Ob(U) and W1, Wy € Ob(V),

(M Ry Ma) @ (W1 By Wa), Y v, @ Y, ws)
is a fusion product of My @ Wy and My @ Wy in DU, V).
Proof. For the first condition in Assumption 4.1, any X € Ob(D(U,V)) decomposes into
generalized L7 (0)-eigenspaces because X is the union of U-submodules which are objects of

U, and all objects of U are generalized U-modules. Similarly, X decomposes into generalized
Ly (0)-eigenspaces. The second condition in Assumption 4.1 holds by Proposition 3.3, and
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the third holds because all objects of U and V have finite length For the fourth condition,
suppose )V is a U-module intertwining operator of type ( M M2) where My, My € Ob(U) and
X € Ob(D(U,V)). Since U C Cfy, Im Y is Cy-cofinite by [CMY1, Corollary 2.12] (which
is a slight strengthening of [Mi2, Key Theorem]). Thus there is a surjective morphism
M; Ry My — Im Y where M7 Ky My is the fusion product of M7 and My in C[l]. Since U
is closed under fusion products and quotients, Im ) is an object of «. Thus U and DU, V)
satisfy the fourth condition of Assumption 4.1, and similarly so do V and D(U, V). So the
second conclusion of the corollary follows from Theorem 4.3.

Now we are assuming the first condition in Assumption 4.4, and the second holds by
Corollary 3.4. Thus the first conclusion of the corollary follows from Theorem 4.5. O

4.2. Braided tensor category structure. We continue under Assumption 4.1, and we
also assume that the category D of generalized U ® V-modules is closed under finite direct
sums, and that & and V both admit the vertex algebraic braided monoidal structure of
[HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. In particular, U € Ob(i) and V € Ob(V), so that U @ V' € Ob(D). We
will first show that the C-linear additive subcategory DCD consisting of finite direct sums
of modules M @ W for M € Ob(U), W € Ob(V) admits the braided monoidal structure
of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. Then we will show that under further conditions, D is also a braided
monoidal (or tensor) category.

First, by Theorem 4.3 and [HLZ3, Proposition 4.24], D is closed under fusion products.
Thus we automatically have fusion products of morphisms in 25, natural unit isomorphisms,
and natural braiding isomorphisms given by (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12), respectively. In
particular, for objects X1 = @, 7, Mi, ® Wi, and Xo = €D, 1, Mi, ® Wi, of D, we take

XI®X, = P (M, By My,) @ (W, By Wiy) (4.3)

(i1,42)€l1 X I2

with fusion product intertwining operator Yx,,x, = >_;, in)en <1 ygg ’;?2, where ygg ’3?2 is
the composition

r(Dan)
X1 ® Xo —) (M;, @ Wy,) @ (M, @ W)

Yum,; M, ®yw Wiy

- » (Mi, Ky M;,) @ (Wi, Ky Wi,)) [log z]{x'}

(i1,i2)
X1 KXo

(X1 X Xo)[log z]{z};

here the 7’s and ¢’s are the obvious projections and inclusions.

Under this identification of fusion products in D, it is straightforward from (2.10), (2.11),
and (2.12), together with e®(=1) = ¢?Lu(=1) @ ¢?Lv(=1) on a vector space tensor product
module, that the fusion product of morphisms, unit isomorphisms, and braiding isomor-
phisms in D are given as follows:

e For morphisms {f21 }i1€117 {fiQ}izelz in U and {gil }i1€127 {giz }i2612 inV,

( P . ®9i1> X ( P ®g,~2> = P (faB®fi) @9y Rygs)  (44)

i1€11 ig€la (i1,i2)€l1 X I2
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e For any object X = @,.; M; ® W; in 25,
lxz@l](\]/[i@)lg/i, TX:@TJI\]@@T%Z., (45)
icl icl
where l][\JA,i, 7‘][\]42_ and l%@_, 7‘%@_ are unit isomorphisms in &/ and V, respectively.
e For any objects X1 =P, o5, Mi, ® Wi, and Xo = @, 7, Mi, ® Wi, in D,
_ \4
Rx\,x, = GB RM”,M ®,R'W11,W ) (4.6)
(i1,22)611 x 1o
U V . . . . . .
where R M, M, and RWh?Wiz are braiding isomorphisms in U and V, respectively.
We can define associativity isomorphisms in D similarly. If X1 = @, o5, Mi, @ Wiy, Xo =
®i2612 M;, ® W;,, and X3 = ®i3613 M;, ® W;, are objects of D, then

X1 W (X W X3) = . (M;, Wy (Mi, Wy Myy)) @ (Wi, By (Wi, Ry Wiy))
(91,82,33)€l1 X I2 X I3
(X1 W X5) W X3 = . (M, Ry M, ) Ry Miy) @ (We, Ky Wi,) Ky Wi,),

(i1,42,43)€l1 x T2 x I3
so we can define
Axy X0, X5 = &y A o, ® Al ww (47)

’Ll’ 127 117 7«27
(i17i2,i3)611><12 x I3

where AM My M, and AWWW@Q w,, are the associativity isomorphisms in I/ and V.

Theorem 4.7. Under Assumption 4.1, assume also that D is closed under finite direct sums
and that U and V admit the braided monoidal category structure of [HLZ8]. Then the C-
linear additive full subcategory D C D, whose objects are finite direct sums of vector space
tensor products of modules in U and V, admits the braided monoidal category structure
of [HLZ8], with fusion products as in (4.3) and (4.4), unit isomorphisms (4.5), braiding
isomorphisms (4.6), and associativity isomorphisms (4.7).

Proof. We first check that the associativity isomorphisms in D are those specified in [HLZ6,
HLZ8], that is, they satisfy (2.13). To prove that the associativity isomorphism (4.7)
satisfies (2.13), take any (i1,72,i3) € Iy X Iy x I3 and any m;, @ w;, € M;, @ Wy, C X,
mi, @ wy, € M, @ Wy, C Xo, and Mis Q@ Wiy € My, @ Wi, C X3, Then

Axy x0,x5 (Vx1, X085 (Mg @ Wiy, 71) Vo, x5 (Miy @ Wiy, 72) (Mg @ wiy))

_ (41,42,13)
_AX17X27X3 leg(ng)Q ysz gUMig,(mil?Tl)yMQ,M (mimr?)mis@
YW, Wi, 8y Wi, (Wiy s 1) YW, Wi, (Wi, 7’2)%’3)

(41,42,13)
= 4(X,KX,)¥X;3 yM My, M, (yle,M (M4, 71— T2)Miy, T2) M3 @

Wiy Wiy (YWiy Wiy (Wi, 71 —T2)wizﬂ“2)wz'3>

RVw;, &
= Vx18xX0, X5 (Vx1, x5 (Miy @ wiy, 71 — 12)(Miy @ wiy),72) (Mg @ wiy)

for r1,79 € Ry such that vy > ro > r; — ro. In particular, all the above compositions of
intertwining operators are absolutely convergent since they are tensor products of convergent
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compositions of intertwining operators in & and V. Thus D admits the vertex algebraic
associativity isomorphisms of [HLZ6, HLZ8], and it is straightforward to show from (2.13)
that these associativity isomorphisms are natural.

We also need to check that D equipped with the fusion products (4.3) and (4.4), unit
isomorphisms (4.5), braiding isomorphisms (4.6), and associativity isomorphisms (4.7) is
a braided monoidal category (and in fact admits the braided monoidal category structure
of [HLZ8]). It remains to check the triangle, pentagon, and hexagon identities. But these
identities are straightforward from the corresponding identities in ¢/ and V together with
the characterizations of the structure isomorphisms in D. For example, for the triangle
identity, given X1 =P, c;, Mi, ® Wi, and Xo = @, <1, Mi, ® Wy, in D, we have

(rx, Kldx,) o Ax, vev,x,

= < @ (7”11\]/11-1 ® 7”%/1-1) X @ (Idas, ® IdWi2)> ° @ «41[\]4i,1,U,Mi,2 ® A%i,l,v,wié

neh ig€l2 (#),i5) €1 x 12
= @ (T](\]Jil gU Iszz) o A][\inl,U,Miz ® (T%/il ‘Zlv Iszz) o AK/WV,WZ-Z
(i1,82)€l1 x12
= P (Idar, Ry Iy, ) ® (Idw,, By Iy, )
(i1,i2)el1 x I
= P (1w, @ Tdw, )R P (5, @ Ly, ) = Tdx, Blx,
1€l ig€la

using first (4.5) and (4.7), then (4.4), then the triangle identities in &/ and V, then (4.4) again,
and finally (4.5) again. The pentagon and hexagon identities can be proved similarly. [

To extend the braided monoidal structure from D to D, we reimpose Assumption 4.4:

Theorem 4.8. Under Assumptions 4.1 and 4.4, if U and V admit the braided monoidal
category structure of [HLZ8], then so does D.

Proof. By Theorem 4.5, D is closed under fusion products, and thus admits fusion products
of morphisms as in (2.10), natural unit isomorphisms as in (2.11), and natural braiding
isomorphisms as in (2.12). We still need to construct natural associativity isomorphisms in
D which satisfy the triangle, pentagon, and hexagon identities.

For X1, X5, X3 € Ob(D), there are (as in the proof of Theorem 4.5) right exact sequences

Q&P X, —0 (4.8)

for i = 1,2,3, where all P;,Q; € Ob(ﬁ). The triple tensor product modules then fit into
the following diagram:

R(p2®
Q1(23) r P1®(P2®P3)M>Xl X (Xy X X3) 0
J{A@A@A ‘/API,PZ,PZ 1 3AX] X9, X3
(p1Xp2)Xps3 M
Q12)3 (P X Py) X Py (X1 X X5) K X3 0

where
Qi) = (1 X (K P)) & (P K (Q: X P)) & (P X (P XQ3))
Quzs = (1N P) W P3) @ (P NQ2) W P3) @ (P X P)KQs)
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and

F = (q1 X (Idp2 X IdPS)) o + (Idpl X (q2 X IdpS)) o o + (Idpl X (Idp2 X Q3)) o T3,

G = ((q1 X IdPQ) X Idpg) o7 + ((Idpl X q2) X Idpg) o o + ((Idpl X Idp2) X (J3) O T3
(the 7’s refer to the obvious projections). The rows of the diagram are right exact by
iterating Lemma 2.5, and the left square of the diagram commutes because the associativity
isomorphisms in D (from Theorem 4.7) are natural. Thus the existence and uniqueness of
Ax, x,,x, follows from the universal property of the cokernel (X;X(X2XX3), p1 X(p2Xp3)).

Moreover, Ax, x,, x, satisfies (2.13) because the maps p1, p2, and ps are surjective, and for
all p1(b1) € X1, p2(ba) € X2, and p3(bs) € X3,

AX17X27X3 (thXz@Xs (pl (bl)v Tl)sz,Xs (p2 (b2)7 T2)p3(b3))

= Ax, x5,x5 © (01 X (p2 W p3)) (Vp,, pywps (b1,71) VP, Py (b2, 72)b3)

= ((pl X p2) X p3) © AP17P2,P3 (ypl,Pzﬁps (bl’ rl)yPQ,Ps(b% 7”2)b3)

= ((p1 X p2) M p3) (Vp,wpy,ps (Ve Py (1,71 — 72)b2,72)b3)
= Vx 18X, X3 (VX1 X (P1(b1), 71 — r2)p2(b2), 72)p3(b3)

for r1,79 € Ry such that r1 > ro > r; —r9. It is then straightforward from (2.13) that these
associativity isomorphisms in D are natural.

Finally, the unit, associativity, and braiding isomorphisms in D should satisfy the triangle,
pentagon, and hexagon identities. But this is straightforward since by Theorem 4.7 the
triangle, pentagon, and hexagon identities are satisfied in D. For example, to prove the
triangle identity for X, Xo € Ob(D), fix right exact sequences as in (4.8) and consider:

-1
Idp1 |Z|lp2 -APl,U®V,P2 TP |Z|Idp2

PR(UV)XKP)

P X P

p1Xp2 p1R(IdygvXp2) (M XIdygv )Xp2 p1Xp2

-1
IXm xlX2 AXl,U®V,X2 TXq |Z|Idx2

X1 (UeV)XX,)

X1 X Xy (Xlg(U(X)V))gXQ X1 X Xy

The diagram commutes by naturality of the unit and associativity isomorphisms in D, so
the triangle identity for Xy, X5 follows from the triangle identity for P, P in D and the
surjectivity of p1Xpo. The pentagon and hexagon identities in D can be proved similarly. [

Remark 4.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.8, D is a braided tensor category if it
is an abelian category. Moreover, D has a ribbon twist 6 given by e2™L(0) For M ¢ Ob(U)
and W € Ob(V), we have gy = 2700 @ 27lv0) = 9, @ Oy .

4.3. D(U,V) as a braided tensor category. Suppose U and V are locally finite braided
tensor categories of U- and V-modules, respectively. Then by Theorem 3.15, the category
D(U,V) of U® V-modules is a Deligne tensor product of « and V and thus inherits braided
tensor category structure from U and V as discussed in Section 2.2. We will now use Theorem
4.8 to show that under mild additional conditions, this braided tensor structure on D(U, V)
agrees with that of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8] specified by intertwining operators. In contrast with
[CKM2, Theorem 5.5], we will not require semisimplicity for either & or V here.

We will need the following general theorem which shows that a functor admits the struc-
ture of a tensor functor if it is a tensor functor on a suitable monoidal subcategory. Although
this theorem is probably known, for completeness we include a proof in Appendix B.
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Theorem 4.10. Suppose D and C are (not necessarily rigid) tensor categories with right
exact fusion products, D is a monoidal subcategory of D, and F : D — C is a right exact
functor such that G = F|z is a tensor functor. Assume also that for any X1, X € Ob(D),
there is an abelian full subcategory Dx, x, C D that contains X1, Xo and has enough
projectives, such that every projective object in Dx, x, is an object of 5, and such that
Dx, x; € Dx, x, fori=1,2. Then F is also a tensor functor. If D and C are also braided
and G is a braided tensor functor, then F is braided, and if D and C have ribbon twists ¢
such that G(0p) = Og(py for all P € Ob(D), then F(0x) = 0rx) for all X € Ob(D).

We can now prove one of the main results of this paper:

Theorem 4.11. Let U and V' be vertex operator algebras, and let U and V be categories of
grading-restricted generalized U-modules and V -modules, respectively.

(1) Suppose the following conditions hold:

o The categories U and V are closed under subquotients and finite direct sums,
and all modules in U and V have finite length.

o The categoriesU andV admit the vertex algebraic braided tensor category struc-
ture of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]; in particular U € Ob(U) and V € Ob(V).

e If YV is a U-module intertwining operator of type (Mf{Mz) where My, My €
ObU) and X € Ob(D(U,V)), then Im Y € Ob(U). Similarly, if YV is a
V-module intertwining operator of type (W;XWZ) where W1, Wy € Ob(V) and
X € Ob(D(U,V)), then Im Y € Ob(V).

Then D(U,V) admits the braided tensor category structure with ribbon twist of
[HLZ1]-[HLZ8], and D(U, V) is braided tensor equivalent to the Deligne tensor prod-
uct U @ V equipped with its braided tensor category structure with ribbon twist in-
herited from U and V.

(2) Suppose the following additional conditions hold:

e The vertex operator algebras U and V are self-contragredient.

e The categories U and V are closed under contragredient modules.

o All simple modules in U and V are rigid.

Then D(U,V) is a braided ribbon category with duals given by contragredients.

Proof. For part (1), the first three conditions of Assumption 4.1 hold exactly as in the proof
of Corollary 4.6, as do the two conditions of Assumption 4.4. We are assuming the fourth
condition in Assumption 4.1, so D(U,V) admits the braided tensor category structure of
[HLZ8] by Theorem 4.8. Moreover, D(U,V) = U ® V as categories by Theorem 3.15,
with the Deligne tensor product functor @ : U x V — D(U,V) identified with the tensor
product of vector spaces. Thus D(U, V) admits two braided tensor category structures: the
vertex algebraic structure of [HLZS8] characterized by intertwining operators (we denote its
fusion product by Xp(,1)), and the braided tensor structure on the Deligne tensor product
inherited from the braided tensor structures on U and V (we denote its fusion product by
Xyey). We need to show that these two braided tensor category structures are equivalent.

First, comparing (2.2), (2.3), and (2.8) with (4.3) and (4.4) (and also using (2.4) and
Proposition 2.10 together with the C-bilinearity of Mp, 1) and Mygy), we see that there
is a natural isomorphism

X1 Mpv) X2 — X1 Kygy Xo

)
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when X1, Xs € Ob(ﬁ), where D is the subcategory defined in the proof of Theorem 3.15.
Moreover, comparing (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7) with (4.5), (4.7), and (4.6), and using the C-
bilinearity of Mpq, ) and Kygy as well as naturality, this natural isomorphism identifies
the unit, associativity, and braiding isomorphisms for Mp, ) with those for Kygy. Thus

Idpy,v) restricted to the monoidal subcategory D has the structure of a braided tensor

equivalence between the two braided monoidal structures on D. To verify the remaining
assumption of Theorem 4.10 in this setting, define Dy, x, for X, Xy € Ob(D(U,V)) by
taking X9 = X3 in (3.5). This category has enough projectives, and all of its projective
objects are contained in 15, by Theorem 3.11. Theorem 4.10 now shows that F = Idpy,y) is
a braided tensor equivalence between D(U, V) and U @ V; also, the ribbon twists on D(U, V)

and U ® V are the same since

Opram = €270 — 2miLu(0) g 2miLv(0) g o gy

for M € Ob(U) and W € Ob(V). This proves part (1) of the theorem.

For Part (2), Proposition 3.6 shows that D(U,V) is closed under contragredients. Then
D(U,V) will be rigid (and thus also ribbon) by [CMY2, Theorem 4.4.1] once we show that
every simple module in D(U, V) is rigid. In fact, every simple module in D(U/, V) has the
form M ® W where M € Ob(U{) and W € Ob(V) are simple. By assumption, M and W
are rigid, and their duals are necessarily the contragredients M’ and W’ (see for example
the discussion in [CMY2, Section 4.3]). Since U and V are closed under contragredients,
M’'®@ W' is an object of D(U, V), and it follows from the characterization of fusion products,
unit isomorphisms, and associativity isomorphisms in D(U, V) that M’ @ W' is the dual of
M ® W, with evaluation and coevaluation given by

emaw =em @ew : (M @W)R(MeW)=(MHy M) (W Ry W) — UV,
ivew =iM @i UV — (MeW)R (M @W') = MKy M) (W Ry W).
Thus M @ W is rigid in D(U, V), completing the proof of the theorem. O

For examples of U and V that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.11, we take I/ and
V to be subcategories of the Ci-cofinite categories Cllj and C‘l/, as in Corollary 4.6. Recall
from Section 2.3 that C}; and C{, admit the braided tensor category structure of [HLZS] if
they are closed under contragredient modules, and thus in this setting, so do subcategories
U and V which are closed under fusion products.

Corollary 4.12. Let U and V be vertex operator algebras such that the C-cofinite cate-
gories C’(l] and C%/ are closed under contragredients.

(1) Let U C C[l] and V C C%/ be locally finite abelian categories of grading-restricted
generalized U-modules and V -modules which contain U and V', respectively, and are
closed under subquotients and fusion products. Then D(U,V) admits the braided
tensor category structure with ribbon twist of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8| and is braided tensor
equivalent to U @ V.

(2) If in addition U and V are self-contragredient, U and V are closed under contragre-
dients, and all simple objects of U and V are rigid, then D(U,V) is a braided ribbon
category with duals given by contragredients.

Proof. The first two conditions in part (1) of Theorem 4.11 hold by the discussion preceding
the corollary and because U and V are locally finite abelian categories. The third condition
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holds also, by the proof of Corollary 4.6, so the first conclusion follows from part (1) of
Theorem 4.11. The second conclusion follows from part (2) of Theorem 4.11. O

We use Theorem 3.7 (recall also Corollary 3.8) to specialize U = C}; and V = C{:

Theorem 4.13. IfU and V are N-graded and C[l] and C‘l, are closed under contragredients,
then C}]@V, equipped with the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZS8], is braided
tensor equivalent to Cllj ® C‘l/. If in addition U and V' are self-contragredient and all simple
C1-cofinite U- and V-modules are rigid, then C}]@V s a braided ribbon category.

5. C3-COFINITE EXAMPLES

If V is an N-graded Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebra, then the category Rep(V') of
grading-restricted generalized V-modules is a finite abelian category and a braided tensor
category [Hu3], and it is easy to see from the spanning set of [Mil, Lemma 2.4] that
Rep(V) = Ci,. If V is also simple and self-contragredient, and Rep(V) is a rigid tensor
category, then Rep(V) is a (generally non-semisimple) modular tensor category [McR3,
Main Theorem 1]. Thus Theorem 4.13 specializes to Cy-cofinite vertex operator algebras
as follows, where we use induction on n to generalize from the tensor product of two vertex
operator algebras to the tensor product of finitely many:

Theorem 5.1. If Vi, V5, ..., V, are N-graded Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras, then
Rep(Vi @ Va®---®@V,) = Rep(V1) ® Rep(V2) ® - - - @ Rep(Vy,)

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twist. If V; is also simple and self-contragredient
fori=1,2,...,n, and all simple objects of Rep(V;) are rigid, then Rep(Vi @ Vo ® --- ®@V,,)
18 a not necessarily semisimple modular tensor category.

Probably the best understood N-graded Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebras with non-
semisimple modules are the triplet W-algebras W, for p € Z>o [Kal, AM, TW]. We can
now use Theorem 5.1 to study the representation theory of the simple current extensions of
tensor products of W, discussed in [CKM1, Section 4.1.2]. To do so, we recall some notation
from [TW]: X; denotes W, considered as a module for itself, and X; is the non-trivial
self-dual simple current W,-module such that X; X X; = X~ (see [T'W, Theorem 35)).
Thus choosing p1,p2, ... pq € Z>2, Theorem 4.3 implies that X7' ® -+ ® X7¢ is a self-dual
simple current W,, ® --- ® W, -module for any choice of ¢; € {£}. We write

XP =X ®XP e © X

where S = {i | g; = —}.
The power set P(d) of {1,2,...,d} is an Fe-vector space with addition given by symmetric
difference, and an Fa-subspace C' C P(d) is called a binary linear code. Given a binary linear

code C, we set
C _ S
Wpl,...,pd - EB X7
SeC

From [CKMI1, Section 4.1.2], one observes that Wg7___7p , 1s a simple subalgebra of a certain
lattice abelian intertwining algebra (see [DL, Chapter 12]). The lattice is even, and thus the
abelian intertwining algebra is actually a vertex operator algebra, if and only if ) ;¢ p; € 47

for all S € C. Moreover, Wﬁ is N-graded if and only if the lowest conformal weight

-Pd
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of X is a non-negative 1nteger for all S € C. Since the lowest conformal weight of X7' is
3”1 , the lowest weight of X7

23172—2__2 |S|

€S €S

Thus assuming > ,cgpi € 4Z, X} is N-graded if and only if |S| € 2Z. We conclude that
Wc _p, is a simple N-graded self-contragredient Cs-cofinite vertex operator algebra if and
only if O is an even binary linear code and ) ;.o p; € 4Z for all S € C.

Theorem 5.2. Let C C P(d) be an even binary linear code and suppose pi,...,pq € Z>o
satisfy Y ;cqpi € 4Z for all S € C. Then Rep(Wch” is a non-semisimple modular
tensor category.

'7pd)

Proof. Rep(W )
ample, the lattlce vertex operator algebra mentioned above is not semisimple as a Wg7___7p v
module. Now in view of [McR3, Main Theorem 1], it remains to show that the braided
tensor category Rep(Wg,m,pd) is rigid.

First, Rep(W,, ® - -- @ W), ) is rigid by [TW, Theorem 40] (see also [MY 1, Theorem 7.6])
and Theorem 5.1. Then because Wc .pq 18 @ simple current extension, W, @ --- @ W, C
Wﬁ7___7p , 1s the fixed-point subalgebra of an automorphism group isomorphic to Hom(C, C*).
By [McR1, Proposition 4.15], this means that WY, has categorical dimension |C| # 0 in
the ribbon category Rep(W,, ®- - -@W,, ) and then by [HKL, Theorem 3.2] and [KO, Lemma
1.20], Wpcl,---,pd is a “rigid Rep(W,, ® --- ® W), )-algebra” in the sense of [KO, Definition
1.11]. It then follows from [KO, Theorem 1.15], [HKL, Theorem 3.4], and [CKM1, Theorem
3.65] that Rep(Wf, is rigid, as required. O

is non-semisimple because each Rep(W),) is non-semisimple; for ex-

'7pd)

We can now use the detailed tensor structure of each Rep(WV,,) from [TW] (see also [MY1,
Section 7]), Theorem 5.1, and the vertex operator algebra extension theory of [CKMI1]
to classify simple and projective objects in Rep(Wg,m,p ), and to calculate their fusion
products. For simplicity, we carry out these details only for one family of examples of
Wzg,m,p ,» namely the even symplectic fermion vertex operator algebras SF, j .

For d € Z,, the symplectic fermion superalgebra SF,; was first introduced in the physics
literature [Ka2, Ka3, GK]| and is the affine vertex operator superalgebra associated to a
2d-dimensional purely odd Lie superalgebra h equipped with a symplectic form. The even
vertex operator subalgebra SEF C SF,; is Cy-cofinite [Ab], and SEF" = W, [Ka3, GK].
In general, SF; = SF1®d as vertex operator superalgebras. In [Ru], Runkel constructed
a braided tensor category SF; which he conjectured to be braided tensor equivalent to
Rep(SF j ). The category SF; is braided tensor equivalent to the finite-dimensional repre-
sentation category of a factorizable ribbon quasi-Hopf algebra [GR1, FGR], and thus is a
non-semisimple modular tensor category.

Theorem 5.2 now implies that Rep(SF j ) is also a non-semisimple modular tensor cat-
egory, consistent with Runkel’s conjecture. Indeed, SF} & X;" @ X; as an SF;F & W»-

module. Thus as a W2®d-module,

SFy = SFP! = @ Xy,
SeP(d
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where X7 C SE; if and only if |S| € 2Z. That is, SF = W2E (d)2 where E(d) is the binary

linear code consisting of all even-cardinality subsets of {1,2,...,d}. So we obtain:

Corollary 5.3. Foralld € Z, Rep(SFj) equipped with the braided tensor category struc-
ture of [HLZ8] is a non-semisimple modular tensor category.

We now use the tensor structure of Rep(Ws) from [TW] (see also [MY1, Section 7]) and
the extension theory of [CKM1] to classify simple and projective objects of Rep(SF; ) and
to compute their fusion products. These results are not entirely new, since simple SF j -
modules were classified in [Ab]. Also, the fusion rules, that is, the dimensions of spaces
of intertwining operators, for all triples of simple SF ;’ -modules were determined in [AA],
although these do not completely determine the fusion products of simple SF j -modules. In
any case, we can derive all such results rather easily using vertex operator algebra extensions.

To begin, we recall some results on Rep(Ws). There are four simple modules in Rep(Ws)
denoted X; for ¢ = 1,2 and ¢ = +. The two simple modules XzfE are projective, while
X 1i have projective covers Pli of length four, both of which have two composition factors
isomorphic to X1+ and two isomorphic to X . Fusion products of simple and projective
Ws-modules are given by

XK X2 = Xoie2 X5t W X5? = Pyte?
1 1 ’ -

fori=1,2, 1,69 = %, and

XP'RPP22ppe X'RPP22.Xfo2 X,
for €1,e9 = +. We can then use associativity to calculate

PP RPP (XS RXS)X PR 2 XS K(X5 X P?)

>~ X R -XSe2-Xy)=2-P@2- P,
for 1,69 = %.
Next, we recall from [KO, CKMI1] that there is an braided tensor functor of induction

F : RepWP? — Rep(SFY),

given by F(W) = SF KW on objects, where Rep(WSH? C Rep(WS?) is the full sub-
category of objects such that F(W) is actually an SF j -module (and not a “non-local”
or “twisted” SF-module). More specifically (see for example [CKM1, Proposition 2.65]),
Rep(WSad)O is the Miiger centralizer of SF}: it consists of all W?d—modules W such that

the double braiding R?X sy 1s the identity on X7 ®W for all S € E(d). Because SF; is a
1

rigid W?d—module, the induction functor is exact. Another important property of induction
is Frobenius reciprocity: there is a natural isomorphism

HomWZ@d(VV, X) = HomSF; (FW),X)
for any Wgad—module W and SF j -module X.

Theorem 5.4. Ford € Zy, let Rep(SFj) be the mon-semisimple modular tensor category
of grading-restricted generalized SF j -modules.
(1) There are four simple objects in Rep(SF;) up to isomorphism, given by
X =FX;eX® X
fori=1,2 and ¢ = +.
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(2) For e = £, the simple module X5 is projective in Rep(SFj), while XT has a pro-
jective cover
Pi=F(PfoP® - P
of length 22, with 224=1 composition factors isomorphic to Xli for each sign choice.
(3) Fusion products of simple and projective modules in Rep(SF;) as as follows:
X1€1 X X~€2 o X-€1€2 Xfl X 'Pf2 ~ PflEQ
7 ) ) -
fori=1,2 and e1,e9 = £,
X2€1 X X2€2 o~ 'PfIEQ, XEl X 7362 ~ 22d 1 X2+ D 22d—1 . X2_
forey,e9 = %, and
Pfl X P€2 ~ 22d 1 Pf_ D 22d—1 X Pl_
for ey, eq = +.
Proof. For part (1), [CKMI, Proposition 4.5] shows that an SF j -module is simple if and
only if it is the induction of a simple W2®d—module in Rep(WSQd)O. Thus we first need to
determine which simple objects W of Rep(WS@d) double-braid trivially with X7 for all S €
E(d). Setting X = X" .- -®de (s0 0; = — precisely for i € S) and W = X' ®@--- @ X;,
we calculate the double braiding using the balancing equation (2.1) and Theorem N

d e s €
-1 _ 2mi(hOF <k — RSk S k)
RXF,W = Oxsmw © (O ®9 TRRX Gk 9 . 20 k) H B
k=1
where b = 2(i — 3)(i — 3 +£2) is the lowest conformal weight of XE. Since dpey, = ey, if

k¢ S and hi € Z, it follows that

Rivls’w _ H e27ri(hi; k_h”f) — H eﬂ'i(—ek(ik—g)) = exp < _ WZZ(?ka),
keS keS keS

where the last equality uses |S| € 2Z. Thus F(W) is a module in Rep(SF]") if and only if
> kes €k € 2Z for all S € E(d). This occurs if and only if i; = 4y for all 1 < j,k < d, since
{j.k} € E(d). Thus any simple SF; is isomorphic to some F(X;' ®---® X:¢) for i = 1,2
and g = +.

Moreover, by Frobenius reciprocity, F(X;' @+ ® X;4) ]-'(X]‘.s1 ®-- -®X]‘-5d) if and only
if XS'®@---® X5 occurs as a WS %-submodule of

FXP @ X)) 2SFfRXI e 00X B XTREX e 0X)).
SEE(d)

Because |S| € 2Z for each S € E(d), X;'®---®@X;? is then a submodule Of]:(X;-;l ®- - -®X?d)
if and only if ¢ = j and the numbers of ¢, which equal 4+ or — agree modulo 2 with the
numbers of §; which equal + or —. Thus each simple SF j -module is isomorphic to exactly
one of the four simple modules listed in part (1).

For part (2), Frobenius reciprocity implies that F takes projective Wﬁgd—modules to pro-
jective SF-modules (see for example [ACKR, Lemma 17]). Thus since Pf ® P, @ ®@ Py
and X5® X, ®---® X5 are projective W5 %-modules by Theorem 3.11, and since Pf® P;™®

.- ® Py is an object of Rep(VVQ@d)0 by the same calculation as for X§ ® X;" ® -+ ® X{,
P5 and X5 are projective in Rep(SF d+ ). Also, P§ has length 224 hecause each PljE has
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length 4 and because F is exact and takes simple W2®d-modules to simple SF j -modules.
Moreover, since PljE has two composition factors isomorphic to Xli for both sign choices,
half the composition factors of Pf ® P;" ® -+ ® P, induce to X;" and half induce to X, .

Now by Proposition 2.2, P{ will be a projective cover of Xy if it is indecomposable and
surjects onto X7. To prove this, we will show that if X is a simple SF d+ -module, then there
is a non-zero (and one-dimensional) space of homomorphisms Pj — X if and only X' = XF.
Indeed, taking X = Xi‘s, Frobenius reciprocity and Proposition 2.10 imply

Homgp (P, X) = Homg o (F(Pf @ P @ - @ "), F(X) @ X ® - @ X))

=~ b Homwggd(Pf®Pf'®---®P1+,Xf®(Xf@X;’@---@X;’))
SeE(d)
d
> Homp, (P, X{) © () Hom, (P, X;1).
k=2
This space is indeed non-zero (and spanned by p X: ®p X R Qp X1+) if and only if i =1
and 0 = e. Thus P{ is a projective cover of A7.
For part (3), we use Theorem 4.3 together with the fact that induction preserves fusion
products. Since the calculations are straightforward, we only illustrate them in the most
interesting case: for any &1, €9,

X' RPP?=F(X;' X @ 0 X ) RF(PP2Po P @-- @ P
2 F(X3' WP e (Xy RPN ®-- @ (XS KP))
= F((2- XS @2 X,)%9).
Introducing the notation X3 for S € P(d) analogous to X¢, we thus have

X RPpr =2t (B F(X5).
SeP(d)

Since F(X5) = X, if |S| € 2Z and F(Xy) = X, if |S| € 2Z + 1, it follows that X' K PJ2
contains 229~ copies each of X2+ and X, . O

Remark 5.5. Recalling the conjectural equivalence Rep(SF ;’ ) = SFy as braided tensor
categories, Theorem 5.4(3) compares well with the fusion products in SFy given in [Ru,
Theorem 3.13]. The dictionary between Rep(SF j ) and SFy is as follows. As a category,

SF4 = Rep(h) & sVec

where b is a 2d-dimensional purely odd Lie superalgebra, and all morphisms in SF,; preserve
Z)2Z-gradings. Then X;" and P; correspond to the trivial even h-module CY9 and the
h-module U(h), respectively, while X2+ corresponds to the vector superspace C!HO. The
modules X}, P, and X, correspond to the parity reversals of these objects in SFy.

Remark 5.6. The conjectural braided tensor equivalence Rep(SF j ) & SF, has recently
been proved in the case d = 1 [CLR, GNJ, in which case SF1+ = Wy, and SF7 is equivalent
to the representation category of a quasi-Hopf modification of the small quantum group
u;(slg) at a fourth root of unity [GR1]. Theorem 5.1 now suggests an approach to proving
the conjectured equivalence for general d. Namely, Theorem 5.1, together with [HKL, CLR,
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GN], shows that SF j is a commutative algebra in the braided tensor category
Rep(W2)®? = Rep(u;(sly))®?.

This means Rep(SF;) is equivalent to the braided tensor category Rep'¢(A) of local mod-
ules for a certain commutative algebra A in Rep(u;(sl2))®?. On the other hand, SFy is
braided tensor equivalent to the representation category of a certain factorizable ribbon
quasi-Hopf algebra Q(d) [FGR]. So if it could be shown that Rep(Q(d)) = Rep'®‘(A) as
braided tensor categories, then the equivalence Rep(SF j ) = SF4 would be proved.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.13

Before proving Theorem 3.13 in full generality, we first prove the special case that D has

enough projectives, every projective object is contained in D, and Dx, x, x, = D for all
X1, X0, X3 € Ob(D)

Theorem A.1. Let D and C be C-linear abelian categories such that D has enough projec-
tives, let D C D be an additive full subcategory that contains all projective objects in D, and
let G : D — C be a C-linear functor such that for any X € Ob(D), there is a right exact
sequence

Qx B Py 2 x — 0,

where Qx and Px are projective in D, such that (G(X),G(px)) is a cokernel of G(qx) in C.
Then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) right exact C-linear functor F : D — C
such that F|z =

Proof. Let P C D be the additive full subcategory of projective objects. Since D has enough
projectives, for any X € Ob(D), we can fix a right exact sequence

Qx B Py 2 x —0

such that Q x, Px € Ob(P). Because Px is projective, we can also choose for any morphism
J:X — X in D a morphism gy : Px — P such that the diagram

9f

Py Py
lpx J{p <
x—!1 %

commutes. For X € Ob(P), we choose Py = X, px = Idx and Qx = 0, gx = 0. These

choices force g¢ = f when f is a morphism in P. More generally, for X € Ob(D), we choose

Px, Qx, px, and gx such that (G(X),G(px)) is a cokernel of G(gx).
Now since F should be a right exact functor that extends G, we define F on objects by

F(X) = Coker G(gx),

with cokernel surjection cx : G(Px) — F(X). For X € Ob(D), we take F(X) = G(X)
and cx = G(px). For any morphism f : X — X in D, we want F(f) to be the unique
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morphism, induced by the universal property of cokernels, such that the diagram

a(Py) 29 gp.)

lcx |

Fx) 2L R (%)

commutes. For F(f) to exist, we need cg o G(gy o gx) = 0. To check this, we first have
Pgogrogqx = fopxoqgx =0,

implying
Im(gy oqx) € Kerpg =Imgy.

Thus by projectivity of Qx, there is a morphism hy : Qx — @Q g such that the diagram

QXL)Q)N(

qu |

Py —L > P;

commutes. Thus
cgoG(grogqx) =cgoGlggohy) =0,
as required. When X,)Z' € Ob(ﬁ),
F(f)oex =cgoGlgr) =G(pgogr) =G(fopx) =G(f)ocx,
which implies F(f) = G(f). Thus F|5 = G on both objects and morphisms.
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We claim that F(f) : F(X) — F(X) in C is independent of the choice of morphism

gr : Px — Pg in P. That is, we need to show that if gr, g : Px — P satisfy
pxogr=fopx =p5ogs,
then
cz0G(gr) =c50G(gy),
equivalently cg o G(gr — gr) = 0 since G is C-linear. Indeed, p 50 (9r — §f) = 0 yields
Im(gf —gy) C Kerp)z = Imq_;(m
Thus because Px is projective in D, there is a morphism g : Px — Q5 such that

9f —9f =4x°9-
Thus
cz0Glgr —gs) =cgoGlazog) =0
since by definition cg o0 G(qg) = 0. This proves the claim.

It is now easy to check that F : D — C as defined above is a C-linear functor such that
Flg = G. Indeed, F(ldx) = Idz(x) and F(f1 o fa) = F(f) o F(g) because G is a functor
and because the above claim shows that we may assume giq, = Idp, and gf0f, = g7, ©3f,-
Similarly, to show F is C-linear, F(c1 f1 + caf2) = c1F(f1) + coF(f2) for ¢1,co € C because
G is C-linear and because we may assume ge, f,4+c.f, = C19f, + C29f,- To show that F is the

desired functor, we still need to show that F is right exact, and that if F:D—Cis any

right exact functor such that F |5 = G, then FF.
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We now show that F is right exact. Thus consider a right exact sequence
xLxscso
in D, that is, (C,¢) is a cokernel of f : X — X. We need to show that (F(C), F(c)) is a

cokernel of F(f) in C. Recall that F(f) and F(c) are defined using morphisms g; and g
between projective modules in D, such that the diagram

Qx Qc
l/q)} qc
PX gf PX 9ge PC'
o | v
x 1 c . ¢ 0
0

commutes, with the bottom row and right column in particular right exact. Because copg
is surjective and Pc is projective, there is a morphism g. : Po — Pz such that
pPC =C€Opg O Je.
Since we get 0 when we pre-compose both sides of this equation with ¢o, and because px
is surjective,
Im(pg o e 0 qc) € Kere = Tm f = Im(f o px).
Thus because Q¢ is projective, we get a morphism h : Qo — Px such that
Py ogeoqc = fopxoh=pgogsoh.
Then
Im(g.oqc —gyroh) C Kerpg =Imgy.
Again because Q¢ is projective, there is a morphism h: Q¢ — Q5 such that
geoqe —groh=qgzoh.
In particular, recalling that (F (X ), c) is the cokernel of G(qg), we get
cz0G(geoqo—gsoh)=cgoG(qz)oG(h)=0. (A.1)
We can now show that (F(C),F(c)) is a cokernel of F(f). Thus suppose that F' :

F(X) — Y is a morphism in C such that F o F(f) = 0. We need to show that there is a
unique morphism G : F(C) — Y such that

F =GoF(e).
For the existence, (A.1) and the definition of F(f) imply that,
FocgoG(ge)oGlae) =FocgoG(gr)oG(h)=FoF(f)ocxoG(h)=0.

Recalling that (F(C'), cc) is by definition the cokernel of G(g¢), this means there is a unique
morphism G : F(C) — Y such that

FocgoG(g)=Gocco.
The morphism G also satisfies
Go}"(c)oc;(:Goccog(gc) Foc~og(gcogc)
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Thus by surjectivity of cg, we will get G o F(c) = F provided FocgoG(geoge) = Focg.
To show this, recall that by definition,
COPFO0ge©ge =PCOYe = COP5.
Thus using the surjectivity of px,
Impg o (geoge—Idp,) CKerc=1Im f =TIm(f opx) =Im(pg o gy)-
Then by projectivity of Pg, there is a map gy : Py — Px such that
pgo(Geoge—1dp,) =pgogsogy,
and then
Im(ge 0 ge —Idp, — grogy) C Kerpg =Imgg.
Again by projectivity of Pz, there is a map k : Py — Q5 such that
geo ge —ldp, —grogr=qzok.
So now
FocgoG(geoge) =FocgoG(ldp, +grogr+aqzok)
=Focg+FocgoG(gr)oG(gy)+ FocgoGlag)oG(k)
=Focg+ FoF(f)ocxoG(gy)
= Focg,
since cg 0G(qg) =0 and F o F(f) = 0. This completes the proof that ' = G o F(c).
To show that G is unique, it is enough to show that any G satisfying F = G o F(c)

satisfies F'ocg 0 G(g.) = G occ as well (since G is unique subject to this latter condition).
In fact, the condition F' = G o F(c) implies

Focgog(ge) =GoF(c)ocgoG(ge) =GoccoG(geoge),
so it is enough to show cc 0 G(g. © g.) = cc. To show this, note that
pCOgcogc:COp)}ogc:pC

by the definitions, so
Im(gc °gec— IdPC) C Kerpc =Imgc.

Because P¢ is projective, there is thus a map k: P — Q¢ such that
gcogc _IdPC =dqc 0%7
and then
¢c 0 G(ge 0 ge) = co 0 G(Idp, + qo o k) = co + cc 0 Gqo) 0 G(k) = cc,

as required. This completes the proof that (F(C), F(c)) is a cokernel of F(f) in C, that is,
the functor F is right exact. N N
Finally, we need to show that if 7 : D — C is any right exact functor such that F|z =

then F 22 F. Thus fix a natural isomorphism j : F |5 = G — Flz. We will extend 3 to a
natural isomorphism « : F— F. As before, for X € Ob(D), we have a right exact sequence

Qx Py 25 x — 0,
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with Qx, Px € Ob(P) C Ob(D), and F(X) = Coker G(gx) in C. Because F and F are
right exact, the commutative diagram

F(Qx) 22 Fpy) TP Fx) ———0
|
l/BQX lBPX 1 3lax
Y
FOx) 29 7 pyy TP pxy ———

has right exact rows, where the existence of ax follows from the naturality of 8 and the

universal property of the cokernel (F(X), F(px)). Because 8 is a natural isomorphism and
(F(X), F(px) is a cokernel of F(qx), it easy to see that ax is invertible. N
To show that the isomorphisms ax define a natural isomorphism «, suppose f: X — X
is a morphism in D. Recall that there is a morphism gy : Px — Pg such that
fopx =pgogy
Thus
F(f)oax o Fpx) = F(f) o Flpx) © fpy = Flbg) o Flgr) © By
=F(pg)oBrg o F(gr) = agoF(pgogr)
=agoF(fopx) =agoF(f)oF(px).
Since the cokernel morphism F (px) is surjective, it follows that F(f)oax = ago F (f),
that is, a : F — F is a natural isomorphism. This completes the proof of Theorem A.1. [

Remark A.2. The conclusion of the proof of Theorem A.1 shows that any natural iso-
morphism 3 : F|z — F|5 extends uniquely to a natural isomorphism a : 7 — F. Indeed,

alz = B because for X € Ob(D), the diagrams

Fpy) ) L F(x) Fpy) ) L F(x)
lBPX lax ‘/BPX ‘/BX
F(Py) Fpx) F(X) F(Py) Fpx) F(X)

commute by the construction of ax and the naturality of 3, respectively, and thus ax = Sx
by surjectivity of F(px). The extension « is unique because if a : F — F is any natural
isomorphism such that a|z = 3, then

ax o F(px) = F(px) o dpy = F(px) o Bpy = ax o F(px)
for any X € Ob(D). Thus ax = oy since F(px) is surjective.

We now return to the general setting of Theorem 3.13: D and C are C-linear abelian
categories, D C D is an additive full subcategory, and G : D — C is a C-linear functor. For
any unordered triple X1, X2, X3 € Ob(D), we have an abelian full subcategory Dx, x, x;
that contains X;, X9, X3 and has enough projectives; moreover, all projective objects in
Dx,,x,,x; are objects of D, and

DXi7Xi7Xi - DXi7Xi7Xj = DXi7Xj7Xj - DX17X27X3



DELIGNE PRODUCTS AND VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS 49

for all 7,j = 1,2,3. To simplify notation, we set Dx = Dx x,x for any X € Ob(D), and we
set DX1,X2 = DX1,X1,X2 = DX17X27X2 for any Xi,X5 € Ob(C)
Now by Theorem A.1, for any X7, X2, X3 € Ob(D), there is a unique right exact functor
.FX17X27X3 : DX17X27X3 — C such that
]:X1,X2,X3|’5erX17X27X3 = g|'5ﬁ'DX1,x2,x3'

From Remark 3.14, or from the proof of Theorem A.1, we may assume for convenience that
this natural isomorphism of functors on D N Dx, x, x, is a precise equality. To simplify
notation, set Fx = ]:)(7)(,)( for X € Ob('D), and ‘7:)(17)(2 = le,Xth = ]:Xl,Xg,Xg for
X1, X5 € Ob(D). Then for i,j = 1,2, 3,

(FX1.%2.%3|Dx, x,) lﬁnpxi’xj = (Fx1, %2, X prmy, y, x,) \5mpxbxj
= (g|15nDX1,X2,X3)|5nDXi,Xj = g|5ani,Xj'
Thus as in Remark A.2, the identity natural isomorphism

Id : (‘FX17X27X3‘DXi,Xj)’ﬁﬁ'DXhXj — ‘FXinj"ﬁﬁ'DX’ij
extends uniquely to a natural isomorphism

a(i,j) : ‘7:X1,X27X3|DXZ-,XJ- — ‘7:Xi7Xj‘
Similarly, there is a natural isomorphism
a(l) : ‘FXinj’DXi — -FXi
uniquely extending the identity natural isomorphism of
‘FXivXj‘ﬁm’DXi = g‘ﬁmei = ‘FXz‘”Em’DXi'

For any permutation (i,j,k) of (1,2,3), Remark A.2 shows that there is an equality of
natural isomorphisms

o oo =a® ol : Fy, x, x,lpy, — Fx,, (A.2)

since both compositions restrict to the identity on D N Dy
We now define the desired functor F : D — C by F(X) = Fx(X) for any X € Ob(D);
for a morphism f: X; — Xo in D, we define F(f) by commutativity of the diagram

Fxq,x5(f)
]:Xth(Xl) Atk ]:Xth (X2)
lau) la@)
X1 Xo
F(f)
Fx, (X1) Fx,(X2)

Then F(Idx) = Idf(x) for any X € Ob(D), and F defines a C-linear map on morphisms
because Fx, x, does for all X7, Xy € Ob(D). To show that F respects compositions,
suppose f1 : X1 — Xs and fo : Xo — X3 are morphisms in D. Then the definitions, the
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equation (A.2), and naturality of a2 and a®3) imply that

Fx1,x9,x5(f1) Fx1,X2,X3(f2)

Fx1,Xa,X5(X1)

Fx1,Xa,X5(X2)

Fx1,X0,X3(X3)

D o038 _ M, 0,2) 2) L2 _ (@) (23) 3)  (2,3)_ (3) _ (1,3)

lag(i aXl) Ax,© g(1 lag(; aX2) Ax,© gfz lag(; aXs) X3 agfs
Fx, (X1 Fx,(Xo Fxs (X3
() —— (o) ———— J(Xs)

commutes. This diagram, combined with
Fx1,x2,X3(f2) © Fxy %2, x5 (f1) = Fxy,x2,x5(f2 0 f1)

and the naturality of a1 implies that F(fz) o F(f1) = F(f2 0 f1). Thus F is a functor,
and the same commutative diagram combined with the right exactness of Fx, x, x, implies
that F is right exact. N

We now show that F|z = G. For X € Ob(D), we have

F(X) = Fx(X) = 6(X)

since ‘FX|’50’DX = . For a morphism f : X; — Xs in D, we have

g|ﬁﬂ'DX
F(F) = o) o Fx,x,(f) 0 (0) ™! = Tg(y) © G(f) 2 Mgy = G()

_ — (@) ~
’DODXLXZ =G and a ’DHDXZ.

for i = 1,2. Thus F|z = G on both objects and morphisms.

since Fx, X, is the identity natural isomorphism of G ‘ﬁl’ﬂ?x-

Finally, we need to show that if F:D—Cis any C-linear right exact functor such that
]-"\D >~ G, then F = F. Thus fix a natural isomorphism £ : .7-"\@ — G. For any X € Ob(D),
[ restricts to a natural isomorphism

‘F’ﬁﬁ’DX — g’ﬁm’DX = ]:X‘ﬁrmx’
so by the uniqueness assertion in Theorem A.1 and Remark A.2, 8 |5ODX extends uniquely
to a natural isomorphism
T](X) : ﬁ‘px — fx.
Thus for all X € Ob(D), we can define

Xy  ~
nx =0 F(X) — Fx(X) = F(X).

To show that the nx define a natural isomorphism 7 : F > F , let f: X7 — X5 be

a morphism in D. Since Dy, for ¢« = 1,2 has enough projectives, we can fix surjections

pi + P; — X, such that P; is projective in Dy,, and thus is also an object of D. Since a®

for i = 1,2 extends the identity isomorphism of Q],Em,DX_, we have a commutative diagram

F(P) g(7)
F i
lf@n l%a e
F(X3) = Fx, (X)) o T (X))

Xi
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Now fix a surjection p1o : P12 — Xi such that Pyo € Ob(ﬁ N Dx, x,) is projective in
Dx, x,. By projectivity, there are morphisms p; : Pi 2 — P; and gy : P; 2 — P, such that

P1,2 = P1° D1, fopia=p20ogy.

Then we calculate
F(f)onx, o Flpra) = o) o Fx, x,(F) o ()™ o mx, 0 F(pr) o F(n)

= Oé% o Fx, % (f) 0 Fxy x,(p1) © Bp, 0 F(B1)
= a{) o Fxyxa(f 0p1) 0 (1) © B
= al{) o Fx, x,(p2) © Glay) © B
= Fx,(p2) © B, © Fg5)
= nx, 0 F(p2) 0 Flgs) = nx, o F(f) o Fpra).

Since py 2 is surjective and F is right exact, f(pLg) is also surjective, and thus F(f)onx, =

x, ©F(f). That is, n is a natural isomorphism. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.13.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.10

We assume D and C are tensor categories with right exact fusion products, D is a monoidal
subcategory of D, and F : D — C is a right exact functor such that F|5 is a tensor functor.
This means there is an isomorphism ¢ : F(1p) — 1¢ and a natural isomorphism

G gc o (f‘ﬁ X ./."’ﬁ) — (.FO &D)‘ﬁxﬁ
which are suitably compatible with the unit and associativity isomorphisms of D and C.
We also assume that any X € Ob(D) is contained in an abelian full subcategory Dx x C D
which has enough projectives, such that every projective object of Dx x is contained in D.
Thus we may fix a right exact sequence

QXq—X>PXp—X>X—>0

such that ()x and Px are projective in Dx x, and thus are also objects of D.
Also, for any morphism f : X7 — X5 in D, we are assuming that X; and X5 are contained
in an abelian full subcategory Dx, x, which contains Dx, x, and Dy, x, and has enough

projectives, such that every projective object of Dx, x, is contained in D. Thus we may fix
a surjection py : Py — X7 such that Py is projective in Dx, x,. By projectivity, there are

morphisms q](f) : Pr — Py, for i = 1,2 such that the diagram

q(2)
N Py Px,
ol .
Py, 0 L x, T L x,

commutes.
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Now for W, X € Ob(D), we want to define an isomorphism Fyy x : F(W) K¢ F(X) —
F(W Kp X) by commutativity of the diagram

(F(Qw) Be F(Px)) @ (F(Pw) Be F(Qx)) ~ F((Qw Bp Px) & (Pw Bp Qx))

(]:(qW)‘X’Id)owl—l—(ld‘X’]:(qx))Oﬂ'z _F((qw‘X’Id)Oﬂ'l -‘r(Id@qx)Oﬂ'z)
F(Pw) Xe F(Px) e F(Pw Xp Px)
Py, Px
F(pw)BeF(px) F(pwRppx)
FW)Re F(X) == = === = — == — — - F(W Kp X)
Al Fyw x
0 0

Here 7 and w9 are the obvious projections, and
['=F(e1)o GQW7PX om + Flez) o GPW,QX 0 T2

is an isomorphism, where £ and ey are the obvious inclusions. The columns of the diagram
are right exact by Lemma 2.5 and the right exactness of K¢, Kp, and F. Thus the existence
and uniqueness of Fyy x follows from the universal property of the cokernel (F(W) K¢
F(X),F(pw) e F(px)). Since I and Gp,, p, are invertible, so is Fyy x.
To show that the isomorphisms Fyy, x define a natural isomorphism, consider morphisms
f:Wy — Wy and g: X; — X5 in D. Then using (B.1),
Fiyy x, o (F(f) Be F(g)) o (F(py) Be F(pg))

= Fivax; © (Flpwa) Be Fpx,)) o (Fla”) Be Fla)

= Flpw, Bp px,) o GPWQ,pXQ o (Flaf”) Be F(g))
( &)qg(,))OGPf P,

)o
= F(f XWp g) o Flpw, &Dle)of-'(q})gpqé))OGPﬁPg
F(

F(
(
(f®p g) o Fpw, Bp px,) o Gpy, Py, © (f(qu)) Me F(q{V))
(f Bp g) © Fwy x, © (Flpwy) Be Flpx,)) o (F(at) Be F(g{D))
(f ®p g) o Fw, x, o (F(py) Ke F(pg))-

pw, Mp px,

I
S N

Since F(py) Me F(pgy) is surjective, due to the right exactness of F and X¢, this implies F

is natural, as required.
To prove that the natural isomorphism F' is compatible with the left unit isomorphisms

of D and C, we need to show that the diagram

Fip,x

F(1p) Me F(X)

l@gcldnx)

F(1p Xp X)

l}—(lx)
lrx)

1e Me F(X) F(X)
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commutes for all X € Ob(D). In fact, because G is natural and compatible with the left
unit isomorphisms in D and C,

F(lx) o Fip x o (F(p1p) Ke Fpx)) = F(lx) o F(p1p, Bp px) 0o Gpy Py
Ix) o F(ld1, Bp px) o F(p1, Kp Idpy) 0 Gp, Py
x) 0 F(lpy) 0 Gip Py © (F(p1p) Be Idz(py))
px) o lr(pyy o ((po F(pip)) Be Idr(py))
o (¢ Me Idr(x)) o (F(p1p) Ke F(px))-
Thus because F(p1,) Ke F (p x ) is surjective (by the right exactness of F and X¢),
F(lx) o Fipx = lrx) o (¢ Be Idr(x)).

Similarly, F' is compatible with the right unit, associativity, and braiding isomorphisms (if
any) of D and C, so F and ¢ give F the structure of a (braided) tensor functor.

Finally, if D and C have ribbon twists such that F(0p) = 6 7(p for all P € Ob(D), then
naturality of the twist implies that

F(0x) o F(px) = F(px) o F(Opy) = F(px) 0 0xpy) = 0r(x) © F(px)

for all X € Ob(D). This implies F(0x) = 0rx) since F(px) is surjective by the right
exactness of F. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.10.
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