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DELIGNE TENSOR PRODUCTS OF CATEGORIES OF MODULES FOR

VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS

ROBERT MCRAE

Abstract. We show that if U 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 U 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 C1-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 C1-
cofinite U⊗V -modules. If U and V are N-graded and C2-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 C2-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]-[HLZ8] 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 U and V, and whose braided tensor
category structure is related in a natural way to that on U 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 U and V, a Deligne tensor product of U and V is a
C-linear abelian category U ⊗ V equipped with a bilinear functor ⊗ : U × 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 U ⊗ V → C and bilinear
functors U × V → C which are right exact in both variables. For example, if U 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 U 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 U ⊗ V indeed exists and is locally finite [De, LF].

Now if U 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 [CKM2, 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 , whereM ∈ Ob(U)
and W ∈ Ob(V). However, if neither U 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 vector 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 × V → D(U ,V) given by the vector space tensor product of U - and V -modules.
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The key step to prove this theorem is showing that if P is projective in U and Q is
projective in V, then P ⊗ Q 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 U 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]-[HLZ8], with fusion product
bifunctors ⊠U : U × U → U and ⊠V : V × V → V. (We call ⊠U and ⊠V 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 ⊠ : D(U ,V)×D(U ,V) → D(U ,V) satisfies

(M1 ⊗W1)⊠ (M2 ⊗W2) = (M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2) (1.1)

for M1,M2 ∈ Ob(U) and W1,W2 ∈ 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 ⊠ 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 U 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 ⊠ of U ⊗ V -modules
satisfies (1.1) under quite general conditions; especially, we do not assume either U 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 U 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 C1
U and C1

V of C1-cofinite U - and V -modules,
respectively. The C1-cofiniteness condition on modules for a vertex operator algebra was
first introduced by Nahm [Na], and results of Huang [Hu1] 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],
C1
U and C1

V 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 C1

U and C1
V are locally finite abelian categories, then D(C1

U , C
1
V ) is precisely the category

of C1-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 C1
U and C1

V are closed
under contragredients, then C1

U⊗V admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-

[HLZ8] and is braided tensor equivalent to C1
U ⊗ C1

V .

In this theorem, we can replace C1
U and C1

V with locally finite tensor subcategories U ⊆ C1
U

and V ⊆ C1
V , in which case we replace C1

U⊗V with the locally finite abelian full subcategory

D(U ,V) ⊆ C1
U⊗V (see Corollary 4.12). If U and V satisfy the C2-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
C1-cofinite. Thus Theorem 1.2 yields:

Corollary 1.3. If U and V are N-graded C2-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 C2-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 C2-cofinite vertex operator algebras discussed in
[CKM1, Section 4.1.2]. They are simple current extensions of tensor products of triplet
W -algebras Wp [Ka1, 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+

d of the symplectic fermion superalgebras SFd, 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+

d is a simple current extension of W⊗d
2 , with

SF+
1

∼= W2 itself [Ka3, GK]. In Theorem 5.4, we use the rigid tensor structure on the
category of W2-modules [TW] (see also [MY1]), Corollary 1.3, and vertex operator algebra
extension theory to classify simple and projective SF+

d -modules and to compute all fusion

products involving simple and projective modules. Note that simple SF+
d -modules were

already classified in [Ab], and fusion rules involving simple SF+
d -modules were calculated

in [AA], though these fusion rules do not give the complete fusion products.
In [Ru], Runkel constructed a braided tensor category SFd which he conjectured to be

braided tensor equivalent to the category of grading-restricted generalized SF+
d -modules.

The category SFd 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+

d -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-C2-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 Mp, p ∈ Z≥2 [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 M2 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 = sl2, 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 sl2 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 N of vertex operator algebras by induction on N .

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 pW : PW ։ W such that PW is projective, and such that for any surjection
p : P ։ W with P projective, there is a surjection f : P ։ PW such that the diagram

P

p

��

f

}}④④
④④
④④
④④

PW 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 PW

is an indecomposable projective object of C.

Proof. If pW : PW ։ W is a projective cover of W , then PW is projective. To show PW is
also indecomposable, suppose PW = P1 ⊕ P2 with inclusions i1 : P1 → P and i2 : P2 → P .
Since pW 6= 0, we have pW ◦ ik 6= 0 for either k = 1 or k = 2. Without loss of generality
assume k = 1, so pW ◦ i1 is surjective since W is simple. Also, P1 is projective since it
is a direct summand of a projective object. Thus because pW : PW ։ W is a projective
cover, there is a surjection f : P1 ։ PW such that pW ◦ f = pW ◦ i1. It follows that P1

and PW have the same finite length, and thus P2 has length 0. Then P2 = 0 and PW is
indecomposable.

Conversely, suppose pW : PW ։ W is a surjection such that PW is projective and
indecomposable. Then for any surjection p : P ։ W in C with P projective, there are
morphisms f : P → PW and g : PW → P such that

pW ◦ f = p, p ◦ g = pW ,

because both PW and P are projective. It follows that for any N ∈ N,

pW ◦ (f ◦ g)N = pW .

Thus f ◦ g is an endomorphism of PW which is not nilpotent since pW 6= 0. Since PW is
indecomposable and has finite length, Fitting’s Lemma implies that f ◦g is an isomorphism;
in particular, f is surjective. Thus pW : PW ։ W is a projective cover of W . �

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 denote the full subcategory consisting
of objects which are subquotients of X⊕n, 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

⊗ : C × D −→ C ⊗D

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

B : C × D −→ E ,
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there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) right exact C-linear functor

F : C ⊗ D −→ E

such that F ◦ ⊗ = 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 andD, 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 C⊠D, but here we
use the notation ⊗ instead of ⊠ 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 ⊠ to denote fusion products
in braided monoidal (or tensor) categories of modules for vertex operator algebras.

If F : C → C̃ and G : D → D̃ are right exact C-linear functors between locally finite
C-linear abelian categories, then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) functor

F ⊗ G : C ⊗ D −→ C̃ ⊗ D̃

such that the diagram

C × D
F×G

//

⊗

��

C̃ × D̃

⊗
��

C ⊗ D
F⊗G

// C̃ ⊗ D̃

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

C × D
∼= //

⊗
��

D × C

⊗
��

C ⊗ D
σ // D ⊗ C

commutes, and there is an equivalence A : C⊗ (D⊗E) → (C ⊗D)⊗E such that the diagram

C × (D × E)
∼= //

IdC×⊗
��

(C × D)× E

⊗×IdE
��

C × (D ⊗ E)

⊗
��

(C ⊗ D)× E

⊗
��

C ⊗ (D ⊗ E)
A // (C ⊗ D)⊗ E

commutes. To see the existence of A, one can use realizations of C, D, and E 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 E be abelian categories, and let B : C × D → E be a functor
which is right exact in both variables. Then given two right exact sequences

W
f
−→ W̃

c
−→ C → 0, X

g
−→ X̃

d
−→ D → 0

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

B(W, X̃)⊕ B(W̃ ,X)
F
−→ B(W̃ , X̃)

B(c,d)
−−−−→ B(C,D) −→ 0,

where F = B(f, Id
X̃
) ◦ π1 + B(Id

W̃
, g) ◦ π2 and π1, π2 denote the obvious projections.

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

B(W,X)
B(IdW ,g)

//

B(f,IdX)
��

B(W, X̃)
B(IdW ,d)

//

B(f,Id
X̃
)

��

B(W,D) //

B(f,IdD)
��

0

B(W̃ ,X)
B(Id

W̃
,g)

//

B(c,IdX)

��

B(W̃ , X̃)
B(Id

W̃
,d)

//

B(c,Id
X̃
)

��

B(W̃ ,D) //

B(c,IdD)

��

0

B(C,X)
B(IdC ,g)

//

��

B(C, X̃)
B(IdC ,d)

//

��

B(C,D) //

��

0

0 0 0

Then

B(Id
W̃
, d) (Ker B(c, d)) ⊆ Ker B(c, IdD) = ImB(f, IdD) = ImB(f, d).

Assuming for convenience that objects of E have the structure of vector spaces, this means

that for any b ∈ Ker B(c, d), there exists b1 ∈ B(W, X̃) such that

B(Id
W̃
, d)(b) = B(Id

W̃
, d)

(
B(f, IdX̃)(b1)

)
.

That is,
b− B(f, IdX̃)(b1) ∈ Ker B(Id

W̃
, d) = ImB(Id

W̃
, g),

which implies that b ∈ ImF as required. �

2.2. Braided tensor categories. Let C be a monoidal category, which means there is a
functor ⊠ : C × C → C, a unit 1 ∈ Ob(C), left and right unit isomorphisms l : 1⊠ • → IdC
and r : •⊠1 → IdC , and associativity isomorphisms A : ⊠◦(IdC×⊠) → ⊠◦(⊠× IdC) which
satisfy the triangle and pentagon identites (see for example [EGNO, Definition 2.1.1]). If
there is also a natural braiding isomorphismR : ⊠ → ⊠◦σ (where σ exchanges the factors of
C×C) which satisfies the hexagon identities (see for example [EGNO, Definition 8.1.1]), then
C is a braided monoidal category. We call the functor ⊠ 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 ⊠ 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 → 1 is the evaluation morphism,
iX : 1 → X ⊠X∗ is the coevaluation morphism, and the two rigidity compositions

X
lX−→ 1⊠X

iX⊠IdX−−−−−→(X ⊠X∗)⊠X

A−1
X,X∗,X

−−−−−−→ X ⊠ (X∗
⊠X)

IdX⊠eX−−−−−→ X ⊠ 1
rX−−→ X

and

X∗ rX∗
−−→ X∗

⊠ 1
IdX∗⊠iX
−−−−−−→ X∗

⊠ (X ⊠X∗)

AX∗,X,X∗

−−−−−−→ (X∗
⊠X)⊠X∗ eX⊠IdX∗

−−−−−−→ 1⊠X∗ lX∗
−−→ 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

X∗ rX∗
−−→ X∗

⊠ 1
IdX∗⊠iW
−−−−−−→X∗

⊠ (W ⊠W ∗)
AX∗,W,W∗

−−−−−−−→ (X∗
⊠W )⊠W ∗

(IdX∗⊠f)⊠IdW∗ )
−−−−−−−−−−−→ (X∗

⊠X)⊠W ∗ eX⊠IdW∗
−−−−−−→ 1⊠W ∗ lW∗

−−→ W ∗.

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 θ : IdC → IdC which satisfies θ1 = Id1, θX∗ = θ∗X for X ∈ Ob(C), and
the balancing equation

θX1⊠X2 = R2
X1,X2

◦ (θX1 ⊠ θX2) (2.1)

for X1,X2 ∈ Ob(C), where R2
X1,X2

= RX2,X1 ◦ RX1,X2 is the double braiding. A modular
tensor category is a finite braided ribbon category whose braiding is non-degenerate, that
is, if R2

W,X = IdW⊠X for all X ∈ Ob(C), then W ∼= 1⊕n 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⊠C : C×C → C and ⊠D : D×D → D
are right exact in both variables, they induce right exact functors

TC : C ⊗ C −→ C, TD : D ⊗D −→ D

such that TC ◦ ⊗ = ⊠C and TD ◦ ⊗ = ⊠D. We then get a commutative diagram:

C × D × C × D

⊗×⊗
��

IdC×σ×IdD // C × C × D ×D

⊗×⊗
��

⊠C×⊠D

**❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

(C ⊗D)× (C ⊗ D)

⊗

��

(C ⊗ C)× (D ⊗D)

⊗

��

TC×TD // C ×D

⊗

��
C ⊗ D ⊗ C ⊗ D

IdC⊗σ⊗IdD // C ⊗ C ⊗ D ⊗D
TC⊗TD // C ⊗D
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The fusion product ⊠ on C ⊗ D is then the composition

⊠ = (TC ⊗ TD) ◦ (IdC ⊗ σ ⊗ IdD) ◦ ⊗,

and the commutative diagram implies that for M1,M2 ∈ Ob(C) and W1,W2 ∈ Ob(D),

(M1 ⊗W1)⊠ (M2 ⊗W2) = (M1 ⊠C M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠D W2). (2.2)

If fi : Mi → M̃i and gi : Wi → W̃i for i = 1, 2 are morphisms in C and D, respectively, then

(f1 ⊗ g1)⊠ (f2 ⊗ g2) = (f1 ⊠C f2)⊗ (g1 ⊠D g2). (2.3)

Since

HomC⊗D(M1 ⊗W1,M2 ⊗W2) ∼= HomC(M1,M2)⊗C HomD(W1,W2) (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 × D → C ⊗D. The unit object of C ⊗ D is 1C ⊗ 1D, and under the identification (2.2),

lM⊗W = lM ⊗ lW , rM⊗W = rM ⊗ rW (2.5)

for M ∈ Ob(C) and W ∈ Ob(D). Associativity and braiding isomorphisms are given by

AM1⊗W1,M2⊗W2,M3⊗W3 = AM1,M2,M3 ⊗AW1,W2,W3 (2.6)

and

RM1⊗W1,M2⊗W2 = RM1,M2 ⊗RW1,W2 (2.7)

for M1,M2,M3 ∈ Ob(C) and W1,W2,W3 ∈ Ob(D).

Let C̃ ⊗ D ⊆ C ⊗ D be the full subcategory whose objects are isomorphic to finite di-
rect sums of Deligne tensor product objects M ⊗ W . Because ⊠ is C-bilinear, if X1 =⊕

i1∈I1
Mi1 ⊗Wi1 and X2 =

⊕
i2∈I2

Mi2 ⊗Wi2 , then we can identify

X1 ⊠X2 =
⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(Mi1 ⊠C Mi2)⊗ (Wi1 ⊠D Wi2) (2.8)

via the natural isomorphism

FX1,X2 =
∑

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

q
(i1,i2)
X1⊠X2

◦ (πi1
X1

⊠ πi2
X2

),

where πik
Xk

: Xk → Mik ⊗Wik for k = 1, 2 is the projection and q
(i1,i2)
X1⊠X2

is the inclusion into

the direct sum on the right side of (2.8). Thus C̃ ⊗ D is a braided monoidal subcategory of

C⊗D. Moreover, the fusion product of morphisms in C̃ ⊗ 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 ⊠, 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 eM⊗W = eM ⊗eW , and coevaluation
iM⊗W = iM ⊗ iW , because we can identify

(M∗ ⊗W ∗)⊠ (M ⊗W ) = (M∗
⊠C M)⊗ (W ∗

⊠C W ),

(M ⊗W )⊠ (M∗ ⊗W ∗) = (M ⊠C M
∗)⊗ (W ⊠C W

∗).

Moreover, if C and D have ribbon twists θC and θD, then C ⊗ D has a ribbon twist θ
characterized by θM⊗W = (θC)M ⊗ (θD)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 =

⊕
n∈Z V(n) with vertex operator map

YV : V → (EndV )[[x, x−1]]

v 7→ YV (v, x) =
∑

n∈Z

vn x
−n−1,

vacuum vector 1 ∈ V(0) such that YV (1, x) = IdV , and conformal vector ω ∈ V(2) whose

vertex operator YV (ω, x) =
∑

n∈Z L(n)x
−n−2 generates a representation of the Virasoro Lie

algebra on V . For n ∈ Z, V(n) is the L(0)-eigenspace with eigenvalue n, and we say that
any non-zero vector in V(n) 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

YW : V → (EndW )[[x, x−1]]

v 7→ YW (v, x) =
∑

n∈Z

vn x
−n−1.

Among other axioms, the vertex operator satisfies YW (1, x) = IdW , and YW (ω, x) =∑
n∈Z L(n)x

−n−2 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 =

⊕
h∈CW[h] where W[h] is the generalized L(0)-

eigenspace with generalized eigenvalue h. We call h the conformal weight of non-zero vectors
in W[h]. A grading-restricted generalized V -module is a generalized V -module W such that
for any h ∈ C, dimW[h] < ∞ and W[h+n] = 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 =
⊕

h∈CW[h] is a graded vector space, then W ′ =
⊕

h∈CW ∗
[h] 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

〈YW ′(v, x)w′, w〉 = 〈w′, YW (exL(1)(−x−2)L(0)v, x−1)w〉 (2.9)

for v ∈ V , w ∈ W , 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 W1, W2, and W3 be weak
V -modules. An intertwining operator of type

( W3

W1 W2

)
is a linear map

Y : W1 ⊗W2 → W3[log x]{x}

w1 ⊗ w2 7→ Y(w1, x)w2 =
∑

h∈C

∑

k∈N

(w1)
Y
h;kw2 x

−h−1(log x)k

which satisfies the following properties:
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(1) Lower truncation: For all w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, and h ∈ C, there exists N ∈ Z such

that if n ∈ Z≥N , then (w1)
Y
h+n;kw2 = 0 for all k ∈ N.

(2) The Jacobi identity : For v ∈ V and w1 ∈ W1,

x−1
0 δ

(
x1 − x2

x0

)
YW3(v, x1)Y(w1, x2)− x−1

0 δ

(
−x2 + x1

x0

)
Y(w1, x2)YW2(v, x1)

= x−1
2 δ

(
x1 − x0

x2

)
Y(YW1(v, x0)w, x2),

where δ(x) =
∑

n∈Z x
n is the formal delta function.

(3) The L(−1)-derivative property : For w1 ∈ W1,

d

dx
Y(w1, x) = Y(L(−1)w1, x).

An intertwining operator Y of type
( W3

W1 W2

)
is surjective if W3 is spanned by the vectors

(w1)
Y
h;kw2 for w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, h ∈ C, and k ∈ N, though actually, if Y is surjective,

then W3 is already spanned by the vectors (w1)
Y
h;0w2 for w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, and h ∈ C (see

for example [MY1, Lemma 2.2]). Equivalently, when W1, W2, and W3 are generalized V -
modules with conformal weight space decompositions, then Y is surjective if and only if W3

is spanned by projections of Y(w1, 1)w2 to the conformal weight spaces of W3, for w1 ∈ W1,
w2 ∈ W2. Here, Y(·, z)· for z ∈ C× denotes the P (z)-intertwining map (in the terminology
of [HLZ3]) obtained by substituting the formal variable x in Y 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

W 3 =
∏

h∈C

(W3)[h].

If z is a positive real number, we always substitute x 7→ z in an intertwining operator using
the real-valued branch of logarithm ln.

Now let C be a category of generalized modules for a vertex operator algebra V . A fusion
product of two objects W1 and W2 in C is a pair (W1 ⊠ W2,YW1,W2), where W1 ⊠ W2 ∈

Ob(C) and YW1,W2 is an intertwining operator of type
(W1⊠W2

W1 W2

)
, which satisfies the following

universal property: For any W3 ∈ Ob(C) and intertwining operator Y of type
( W3

W1 W2

)
, there

is a unique V -module homomorphism f : W1⊠W2 → W3 such that f ◦YW1,W2 = Y. 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
W1 and W2 in C exists, then the fusion product intertwining operator YW1,W2 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 ⊠ : C × C → C which is right exact in both variables [HLZ3, Proposition 4.26]. The
fusion product of two morphisms f1 : W1 → X1 and f2 : W2 → X2 in C is the unique
V -module homomorphism

f1 ⊠ f2 : W1 ⊠W2 −→ X1 ⊠X2,

induced by the universal property of (W1 ⊠W2,YW1,W2), such that

(f1 ⊠ f2) ◦ YW1,W2 = YX1,X2 ◦ (f1 ⊗ f2). (2.10)
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We also get natural left and right unit isomorphisms

lW : V ⊠W −→ W, rW : W ⊠ V −→ W

for any object W ∈ Ob(C) such that

lW (YV,W (v, x)w) = YW (v, x)w, rW (YW,V (w, x)v) = exL(−1)YW (v,−x)w (2.11)

for all v ∈ V and w ∈ W . There is also a natural braiding isomorphism

RW1,W2 : W1 ⊠W2 −→ W2 ⊠W1

for all W1,W2 ∈ Ob(C) such that

RW1,W2(YW1,W2(w1, x)w2) = exL(−1)YW2,W1(w2, e
πix)w1 (2.12)

for all w1 ∈ W1 and w2 ∈ W2. The category C also has a ribbon twist given by θW = e2πiL(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 : ⊠ ◦ (IdC × ⊠) → ⊠ ◦ (⊠ × IdC) 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

AW1,W2,W3 : W1 ⊠ (W2 ⊠W3) −→ (W1 ⊠W2)⊠W3

for W1,W2,W3 ∈ Ob(C) is given by

AW1,W2,W3 (YW1,W2⊠W3(w1, r1)YW2,W3(w2, r2)w3)

= YW1⊠W2,W3(YW1,W2(w1, r1 − r2)w2, r2)w3 (2.13)

for any w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, and w3 ∈ W3, and for any choice of r1, r2 ∈ R+ such that
r1 > r2 > r1 − r2. We substitute positive real numbers for formal variables in intertwining
operators using the branch of logarithm ln, and it is assumed that the compositions of
intertwining maps on both sides of (2.13) converge absolutely to elements of the algebraic

completions W1 ⊠ (W2 ⊠W3) and (W1 ⊠W2)⊠W3, respectively. Then AW1,W2,W3 denotes
the natural extension of the graded linear map AW1,W2,W3 to algebraic completions.

Since the conditions in [HLZ6]-[HLZ8] 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 C2-cofinite, that is, dimV/C2(V ) < ∞ where

C2(V ) = span{u−2v | 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 C2-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 C2-cofinite, we consider the category C1
V of C1-cofinite V -

modules, which satisfy dimW/C1(W ) < ∞ where

C1(W ) = span{v−1w | w ∈ W, v ∈ V, wt v > 0}.
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Any C1-cofinite V -module is finitely generated (see for example [CMY1, Proposition 2.1]).
Specifically, if W is C1-cofinite, so that W = T +C1(W ) for some finite-dimensional graded
subspace T , then W is spanned by vectors of the form

v
(1)
−1v

(2)
−1 · · · v

(k)
−1 t (2.14)

for t ∈ T and homogeneous v(1), v(2), . . . , v(k) ∈ V of positive conformal weight; thus W is
generated by a finite spanning set for T .

Theorem 2.7. If C1
V is closed under contragredients, then:

(1) Any submodule of a C1-cofinite V -module is C1-cofinite, and C1
V is a locally finite

abelian category.
(2) The category C1

V admits the vertex algebraic braided tensor category structure of
[HLZ1]-[HLZ8], with a ribbon twist.

Proof. For (1), it is easy to see that C1
V is closed under quotients and finite direct sums. For

submodules, suppose W ⊆ X where X is C1-cofinite. Then W ′ is a quotient of X ′, and X ′

is C1-cofinite because C1
V is closed under contragredients. Thus W ′ is C1-cofinite, and then

so is W ∼= (W ′)′. So C1
V is closed under submodules. Moreover, morphism spaces in C1

V are
finite dimensional because any homomorphism f : W → X in C1

V is completely determined
by its values on a finite generating set S for W , and f(S) 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 C1-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 vnw = 0 if vn 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 C1-cofinite by hypothesis, there is a
finite-dimensional graded subspace T ⊆ 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
(1)
−1v

(2)
−1 · · · v

(k)
−1 t, w〉 = 0

unless k = 0, since v
(1)
−1 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 T .

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 C1-cofinite V -module contains a
simple submodule when C1

V is closed under contragredients.
As a result, for any C1-cofinite W , we can obtain an ascending chain of submodules

W1 ⊆ W2 ⊆ W3 ⊆ · · · ⊆ W

such thatWi+1/Wi is a simple submodule of the C1-cofinite V -moduleW/Wi ifWi 6= W , and
Wi+1 = W otherwise. Let X =

⋃
i≥1Wi; it is C1-cofinite and thus finitely generated because

C1
V is closed under submodules. Since the finitely many generators of X are contained in

some Wi, the ascending chain of submodules stabilizes, and thus Wi = 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]. �

Remark 2.8. If V is N-graded and C2-cofinite, then any grading-restricted generalized
V -module has finite length [Hu3] and thus is finitely generated. Then the spanning set
of [Mi1, Lemma 2.4] for singly-generated weak V -modules implies that every V -module is
C1-cofinite. Thus Rep(V ) = C1

V for N-graded C2-cofinite V .

Remark 2.9. Non-C2-cofinite vertex operator algebras V such that C1
V 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≥2 [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 ⊗ v1, x)(u2 ⊗ v2) = YU (u1, x)u2 ⊗ YV (v1, x)v2,

vacuum vector 1 = 1U ⊗1V , and conformal vector ω = ωU ⊗1V +1U ⊗ωV . 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 LU (n) and LV (n) to denote the
commuting Virasoro operators on X associated to the conformal vectors ωU and ωV , re-
spectively, while L(n) denotes the Virasoro operator associated to ω.

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 U ⊗ 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 U ⊗ 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 M1, M2 be weak U -modules and let W1, W2 be weak V -modules.
Then the natural linear map

HomU (M1,M2)⊗HomV (W1,W2) −→ HomU⊗V (M1 ⊗W1,M2 ⊗W2)

is injective. It is also surjective if M1, M2 are grading-restricted generalized U -modules and
HomV (W1,W2) is finite dimensional.

Proof. To show that the natural linear map is injective, we show that if
∑

i fi⊗ gi vanishes
as a U ⊗ V -homomorphism M1 ⊗ W1 → M2 ⊗ W2, then it also vanishes as a vector in
HomU (M1,M2) ⊗ HomV (W1,W2). We may assume that the morphisms gi : W1 → W2

are linearly independent, and then it suffices to show that each fi = 0. In fact, for any
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m1 ∈ M1, w1 ∈ W1, and m∗
2 ∈ M∗

2 , we get

∑

i

〈m∗
2, fi(m1)〉gi(w1) = (m∗

2 ⊗ IdW2)

(∑

i

fi(m1)⊗ gi(w1)

)

= (m∗
2 ⊗ IdW2)

((∑

i

fi ⊗ gi

)
(m1 ⊗ w1)

)
= 0.

Thus
∑

i〈m
∗
2, fi(m1)〉gi = 0 for any m∗

2 ∈ M∗
2 and m1 ∈ M1; since the gi are linearly

independent, this means 〈m∗
2, fi(m1)〉 = 0 for each i. Then each fi = 0 since all of its

matrix coefficients vanish. This proves the desired injectivity.
To prove that the natural linear map is also surjective whenM1, M2 are grading-restricted

generalized U -modules and HomV (W1,W2) is finite dimensional, let F : M1⊗W1 → M2⊗W2

be a U⊗V -module homomorphism, and let {gi} be a (finite) basis of HomV (W1,W2). Then
for any m′

2 ∈ M ′
2 and m1 ∈ M1, we can write

(m′
2 ⊗ IdW2) ◦ F (m1 ⊗ •) =

∑

i

ci(m
′
2 ⊗m1) · gi

for certain ci ∈ (M ′
2 ⊗M1)

∗. Since F is in particular a U -homomorphism that commutes
with LU (0), and since the gi are linearly independent, ci(m

′
2 ⊗m1) = 0 if m′

2 and m1 have
different conformal weights. Thus for each i and each m1 ∈ M1, ci(• ⊗ m1) defines an
element of (M ′

2)
′ ∼= M2, and we get a linear map fi : M1 → M2 characterized by

〈m′
2, fi(m1)〉 = ci(m

′
2 ⊗m1)

for m′
2 ∈ M ′

2, m1 ∈ M1. We show that each fi is a U -module homomorphism: for u ∈ U
and n ∈ Z,

∑

i

〈m′
2, fi(unm1)〉gi =

∑

i

ci(m
′
2 ⊗ unm1) · gi = (m′

2 ⊗ IdW2) ◦ F (unm1 ⊗ •)

= (m′
2 ⊗ IdW2) ◦ (un ⊗ IdW2) ◦ F (m1 ⊗ •)

= (uonm
′
2 ⊗ IdW2) ◦ F (m1 ⊗ •) =

∑

i

〈uonm
′
2, fi(m1)〉gi

=
∑

i

〈m′
2, unfi(m1)〉gi

where uon is the operator on M ′
2 adjoint to the operator un on M2. Since the gi are linearly

independent and m′
2 ∈ M ′

2 is arbitrary, it follows that fi(unm1) = unfi(m1) for each m1 ∈
M1, that is, each fi is a U -module homomorphism. Finally, we show that F =

∑
i fi ⊗ gi:

for all m1 ∈ M1, w1 ∈ W1, m
′
2 ∈ M ′

2, and w∗
2 ∈ W ∗

2 , we have

〈m′
2 ⊗ w∗

2, F (m1 ⊗ w1)〉 = 〈w∗
2, (m

′
2 ⊗ IdW2) ◦ F (m1 ⊗ w1)〉

=
∑

i

〈m′
2, fi(m1)〉〈w

∗
2 , gi(w1)〉 =

∑

i

〈m′
2 ⊗ w∗

2, (fi ⊗ gi)(m1 ⊗ w1)〉,

as required. �

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 U 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 U 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 U 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 U 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 unb for u ∈ U and n ∈ Z (see [LL,
Proposition 4.5.6]), we attempt to define a surjection

p : M ⊗W → X
∑

i

u(i)ni
b⊗ w 7→

∑

i

u(i)ni
w.

For p to be well defined, we need to show that if
∑

i u
(i)
ni b = 0, then also

∑
i u

(i)
ni w = 0 for

all w ∈ W . Indeed, w =
∑

j v
(j)
mjb for certain v(j) ∈ V , mj ∈ Z, so if

∑
i u

(i)
ni b = 0, then

∑

i

u(i)ni
w =

∑

i,j

u(i)ni
v(j)mj

b =
∑

i,j

v(j)mj
u(i)ni

b = 0 (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 =
∑

i u
(i)
ni b ∈ M , and w ∈ W , we have

vnp(m⊗ w) =
∑

i

vnu
(i)
ni
w =

∑

i

u(i)ni
vnw = p(m⊗ vnw),

so p is a V -module homomorphism. Then writing w =
∑

j v
(j)
mjb, the calculation in (3.1)

shows that p(m⊗ w) =
∑

j v
(j)
mjm. Thus for u ∈ U and n ∈ Z,

unp(m⊗ w) =
∑

j

unv
(j)
mj

m =
∑

j

v(j)mj
unm = p(unm⊗ w),
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so p is also a U -module homomorphism. �

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that U and V are closed under subquotients and that all objects
in U and V 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 =

∑
imi ⊗ wi ∈ M ⊗W , let 〈b〉U be the U -

submodule of M ⊗W generated by b. Then, assuming that the wi are linearly independent,

〈b〉U ⊆
∑

i

〈mi〉U ⊗ wi
∼=

⊕

i

〈mi〉U .

Since U is closed under submodules and finite direct sums, 〈b〉U ∈ Ob(U). 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⊗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(U) because U is closed under finite
direct sums and quotients, and W ∈ Ob(V) similarly. �

Let D̃(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. If U 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 D̃(U ,V).

Proof. For any X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)), there is a surjection p :
⊕

i Mi⊗Wi → X by Proposition

3.2, where
⊕

i Mi⊗Wi ∈ Ob(D̃(U ,V) by Proposition 3.3. Then since D(U ,V) is closed under

submodules, there is also a surjection q :
⊕

j M̃j ⊗ W̃j → Ker p, where again
⊕

j M̃j ⊗ W̃j ∈

Ob(D̃(U ,V)). Thus (X, p) is a cokernel of q. �

The conditions of the preceding corollary imply that U 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. If 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. �

Under mild conditions, D(U ,V) is closed under contragredients if U 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′〉U
and V -submodule 〈b′〉V which are objects of U and V, respectively.

Since the operators L(0), LU (0), and LV (0) on X ′ all commute, each finite-dimensional
generalized L(0)-eigenspace of X ′ is the direct sum of simultaneous generalized eigenspaces
for LU (0) and LV (0). Thus b′ =

∑
i b

′
i where each b′i is homogeneous for both LU (0) and

LV (0). Then 〈b′〉U is a subquotient of
⊕

i〈b
′
i〉U , so because U is closed under subquotients

and finite direct sums, 〈b′〉U ∈ Ob(U) if each 〈b′i〉U ∈ Ob(U). Thus we are reduced to
the case that b′ is a generalized eigenvector for both LU(0) and LV (0) with generalized
eigenvalues hU and hV , respectively. In this case, 〈b′〉U is a generalized U -module with
LU (0)-weights contained in hU +Z, where for n ∈ Z, the LU (0)-weight space of generalized
LU (0)-eigenvalue hU+n is contained in the L(0)-weight space (X ′)[hU+hV +n] = X∗

[hU+hV +n].

Since X is a grading-restricted generalized U ⊗ V -module, 〈b′〉U is a grading-restricted
generalized U -module. Thus 〈b′〉U has a U -module contragredient 〈b′〉′U .

Now, the U -module inclusion i : 〈b′〉U → X ′ dualizes to a U -module map i′ : X → 〈b′〉′U
such that for b ∈ X and m ∈ 〈b′〉U ,

〈i′(b),m〉 = 〈i(m), b〉.

Since there exists b ∈ X such that 〈i(m), b〉 6= 0 for any non-zero m ∈ 〈b′〉U ⊆ X ′, the
annihilator in 〈b′〉U of Im i′ ⊆ 〈b′〉′U is 0. This implies i′ is surjective because 〈b′〉U is grading
restricted. Then since X has finite length, any finite U ⊗ V -module filtration

0 = X0 ⊆ X1 ⊆ X2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Xn = X,

where each Xj/Xj−1 is simple, induces a U -module filtration

0 = i′(X0) ⊆ i′(X1) ⊆ i′(X2) ⊆ · · · ⊆ i′(Xn) = 〈b′〉′U

such that i′(Xj)/i
′(Xj−1) is a homomorphic image of Xj/Xj−1. By [FHL, Theorem 4.7.4],

Xj/Xj−1
∼= Mj⊗Wj for some simple U -module Mj and simple V -module Wj ; thus because

i′(Xj)/i
′(Xj−1) is grading restricted, it is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of copies of Mj .

It follows that 〈b′〉′U is a finite-length U -module and thus is finitely generated.
For each of finitely many generators {bi} of 〈b′〉′U , choose ci ∈ X such that i′(ci) = bi.

Then 〈b′〉′U is a quotient of
⊕

i〈ci〉U , and each 〈ci〉U ∈ Ob(U) because X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)).
Thus 〈b′〉′U ∈ Ob(U), and then so is 〈b′〉′′U

∼= 〈b′〉U since U is closed under contragredients.
Similarly, 〈b′〉V ∈ Ob(V), completing the proof that X ′ ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)). �

For the next key result, U and V will be the categories of C1-cofinite U - and V -modules:

Theorem 3.7. Assume that U and V are N-graded by conformal weights. If the categories
C1
U and C1

V of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized U - and V -modules are closed under
submodules, and if all objects in C1

U and C1
V have finite length, then D(C1

U , C
1
V ) = C1

U⊗V .

Proof. To show that D(C1
U , C

1
V ) ⊆ C1

U⊗V , note that D(C1
U , C

1
V ) is closed under subquotients.

So the composition factors of any object of D(C1
U , C

1
V ) are objects of D(C1

U , C
1
V ) and thus by

Proposition 3.5 have the form M ⊗W where M ∈ Ob(C1
U ) and W ∈ Ob(C1

V ). The tensor
product of C1-cofinite U - and V -modules is a C1-cofinite U ⊗V -module, so the composition
factors of any object of D(U ,V) are objects of C1

U⊗V . Now if X1 is a U ⊗ V -module with a
C1-cofinite submodule X2 such that X1/X2 is C1-cofinite, then X1 is also C1-cofinite (see
[Hu3, Lemma 2.11]). Thus any object of D(U ,V) is C1-cofinite.
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Conversely, suppose X is any C1-cofinite U⊗V -module, so that X = T +C1(X) for some
finite-dimensional subspace T . We may assume that T is doubly graded by generalized
eigenvalues for LU (0) and LV (0). We claim that X is spanned by the set of all vectors

u
(1)
−1u

(2)
−1 · · · u

(k)
−1v

(1)
−1v

(2)
−1 · · · v

(l)
−1t (3.2)

such that t ∈ T , u(i) ∈ U is homogeneous with wtu(i) > 0 for i = 1, . . . k, and v(j) ∈ V is
homogeneous with wt v(j) > 0 for j = 1, . . . , l. To prove the claim, we use an N-grading
X =

⊕∞
n=0X(n) such that for m ∈ Z and homogeneous u ∈ U , v ∈ V ,

(u⊗ v)mX(n) ⊆ X(n +wtu+wt v −m− 1).

Specifically, since X is grading restricted, we may take X(n) =
⊕

µ∈C/Z X[hµ+n] where for

any coset µ ∈ C/Z such that X has conformal weights in µ, hµ is the conformal weight of
X in µ that has minimal real part (and hµ is arbitrary if no conformal weights of X are
contained in µ). 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 +
∑

i(u
(i) ⊗ v(i))−1b

(i) for t ∈ T and

homogeneous u(i) ∈ U , v(i) ∈ V , and b(i) ∈ X such that wtu(i) + wt v(i) > 0. If b ∈ X(0),

then each b(i) = 0 since (u(i)⊗ v(i))−1 is an operator of degree wt u(i)+wt v(i) > 0, so b ∈ T
in this case. For general n, we have

b = t+
∑

i

(u(i) ⊗ v(i))−1b
(i) = t+

∑

i

∑

j∈Z

u
(i)
−j−1v

(i)
j−1b

(i)

= t+
∑

i

u
(i)
−1v

(i)
−1b

(i) +
∑

i

∑

j>0

(
u
(i)
−j−1v

(i)
j−1 + v

(i)
−j−1u

(i)
j−1

)
b(i)

= t+
∑

i

u
(i)
−1v

(i)
−1b

(i) +
∑

i

∑

j>0

1

j!

(
(LU (−1)ju(i))−1v

(i)
j−1 + (LV (−1)jv(i))−1u

(i)
j−1

)
b(i),

using the L(−1)-derivative property for U - and V -modules in the last step. Since U and
V are N-graded and wtu(i) + wt v(i) > 0 for each i, one of u(i) and v(i) has strictly posi-
tive conformal weight and the other has non-negative conformal weight. Thus for j > 0,

LU (−1)ju(i) and LV (−1)jv(i) have strictly positive weight, while v
(i)
j−1b

(i) and u
(i)
j−1b

(i) have

degree less than n. Similarly, if wtu(i) > 0, then deg v
(i)
−1b

(i) < n, while if wt v(i) > 0, then

deg u
(i)
−1b

(i) < 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
(1)
−1v

(2)
−1 · · · v

(l)
−1t | t ∈ T, v(j) ∈ V, wt v(j) > 0, j = 1, . . . , l}.

This space is LV (0)-stable and graded by generalized LV (0)-eigenvalues because T is. For
any h ∈ C, the generalized LV (0)-eigenspace W[V,h] of W with generalized eigenvalue h is
finite dimensional because T and each conformal weight space of V are finite dimensional,
and because v−1 strictly raises conformal weights when wt v > 0. Now because vertex
operator modes un for u ∈ U , n ∈ Z preserve generalized LV (0)-eigenvalues, the spanning
set (3.2) implies that

X[V,h] = span{u
(1)
−1u

(2)
−1 · · · u

(k)
−1w | w ∈ W[V,h], u

(i) ∈ U, wtu(i) > 0, i = 1, . . . , k}

is the generalized LV (0)-eigenspace of X with generalized eigenvalue h. Since W[V,h] is finite

dimensional, each X[V,h] is thus a C1-cofinite U -submodule of X. Then because C1
U is closed
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under submodules by assumption, any vector in X generates a C1-cofinite U -submodule.
Similarly, any vector in X generates a C1-cofinite V -submodule.

It remains to show that X has finite length. Since X is C1-cofinite, it has a finite
generating set {bi} (which could be a spanning set for the subspace T ). Each bi generates a
C1-cofinite U -submodule 〈bi〉U and a C1-cofinite V -submodule 〈bi〉V , and the same proof as
for Proposition 3.2 shows that X is a homomorphic image of

⊕
i〈bi〉U ⊗ 〈bi〉V . Since each

〈bi〉U and 〈bi〉V have finite length by assumption, so does X. This completes the proof that
any C1-cofinite U ⊗ V -module is an object of D(C1

U , C
1
V ). �

Corollary 3.8. If U and V are N-graded and C1
U and C1

V are closed under contragredi-
ents, then C1

U⊗V is closed under submodules and contragredients, is a locally finite abelian
category, and admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8].

Proof. By Theorems 2.7 and 3.7, C1
U⊗V = D(C1

U , C
1
V ), and then C1

U⊗V is closed under sub-

modules (by the definition of D(C1
U , C

1
V )) and contragredients (by Proposition 3.6). Then

C1
U⊗V is a locally finite braided tensor category by Theorem 2.7. �

3.2. Projective U ⊗V -modules. In this subsection, U 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 pM : PM ։ M in U . It is
not difficult to show that PM is singly-generated by any m ∈ PM \Ker pM (see for example
[McR3, Lemma 5.13]). That is, Ker pM is the unique maximal proper submodule of PM .

This means that if M̃ is any simple U -module, then any homomorphism PM → M̃ is either
0 or has the same kernel as pM . Thus

HomU (PM , M̃ ) =

{
C · pM if M̃ = M

0 if M̃ ≇ M
. (3.3)

The same considerations hold for projective covers of irreducible V -modules in V.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose pM : PM ։ M and pW : PW ։ W are projective covers of simple
modules in U and V, respectively. Then PM ⊗PW has a unique maximal proper submodule,
given by the kernel of pM ⊗ pW : PM ⊗ PW ։ M ⊗W .

Proof. Since PM ⊗ PW is a finite-length U ⊗ V -module, any maximal proper submodule is

the kernel of a surjection p : PM ⊗ PW → M̃ ⊗ W̃ , where M̃ and W̃ are irreducible U - and
V -modules, respectively. We need to show that Ker p = Ker(pM ⊗ pW ).

Let m ∈ PM \Ker pM and w ∈ PW \Ker pW be generating vectors for PM and PW . Then

pw : PM
∼=
−→ PM ⊗ w →֒ PM ⊗ PW

p
−→ M̃ ⊗ W̃

is a homomorphism of weak U -modules whose image is a direct sum of finitely many copies

of M̃ . Since p is non-zero and PM ⊗ w generates PM ⊗ PW , we have pw 6= 0, so that

Im pw ∼= M by (3.3). So we may assume M̃ = M . It is then easy to show from the complete

reducibility of M ⊗ W̃ as a weak U -module and the Jacobson Density Theorem that every
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U -module homomorphism M → M ⊗ W̃ has the form m 7→ m ⊗ w̃ for some w̃ ∈ W̃ .
Consequently, we have a factorization

pw : PM
c·pM
−−−→ M

m7→m⊗w̃
−−−−−−→ M ⊗ W̃

for some c ∈ C and w̃ ∈ W̃ , so that p(m⊗ w) = pM (m)⊗ (c · w̃).

By the same argument, we may assume W̃ = W , and then p(m ⊗ w) = m̃ ⊗ pW (w) for
some m̃ ∈ M . Expanding m̃ in a basis for M that includes pM (m) and using

pM (m)⊗ (c · w̃) = m̃⊗ pW (w),

we see that m̃ is a multiple of pM (m), so that p(m ⊗ w) ∈ C · (pM (m) ⊗ pW (w)). Thus
p ∈ C× · (pM ⊗ pM) since m⊗ w generates PM ⊗ PW , and then Ker p = Ker(pM ⊗ pW ) as
required. �

The preceding lemma shows that the submodule generated by any vector in (PM ⊗PW )\
Ker(pM ⊗ pW ) cannot be proper, since it is not contained in the unique maximal proper
submodule Ker(pM ⊗ pW ). Thus we have:

Corollary 3.10. In the setting of Lemma 3.9, PM ⊗ PW is singly-generated by any vector
in (PM ⊗ PW ) \Ker(pM ⊗ pW ).

Using this corollary, we now prove:

Theorem 3.11. Let U and V be locally finite abelian categories of grading-restricted gener-
alized U - and V -modules which are closed under subquotients, and suppose pM : PM ։ M
and pW : PW ։ W are projective covers of simple objects in U and V, respectively. Then
pM ⊗ pW : PM ⊗ PW ։ M ⊗W is a projective cover of M ⊗W in D(U ,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

PM ⊗ PW

q

��
X

p
// Y

in D(U ,V) with p surjective. We fix generating vectors m ∈ PM \ Ker pM and w ∈ PW \
Ker pW . Then because p is surjective, there exists b ∈ X such that

p(b) = q(m⊗ w).

Let 〈b〉U ⊆ X and 〈q(m ⊗ w)〉U ⊆ Y be the U -submodules generated by b and q(m ⊗ w),
respectively; they are objects of U by the definition of D(U ,V). Thus because PM is
projective in U , there is a U -module homomorphism f : PM → 〈b〉U such that the diagram

PM

f

ww♦♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

m7→q(m⊗w)
��

〈b〉U
p|〈b〉U

// 〈q(m⊗ w)〉U
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commutes. Next, let 〈f(m)〉V ⊆ X and 〈q(m⊗ w)〉V ⊆ Y 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 g : PW → 〈f(m)〉V such that the diagram

PW

g

vv♠♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠

w 7→q(m⊗w)
��

〈f(m)〉V
p|〈f(m)〉V

// 〈q(m⊗ w)〉V

commutes.
We can now construct a map F : PM ⊗ PW → X as follows. Since m generates PM ,

PM = span{unm |u ∈ U, n ∈ Z}

by [LL, Proposition 4.5.6]. Thus for m =
∑

i u
(i)
ni m ∈ PM and w ∈ PW , we attempt to set

F (m⊗ w) =
∑

i

u(i)ni
g(w).

As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, we need to show that if
∑

i u
(i)
ni m ∈ PM vanishes, then

so does
∑

i u
(i)
ni g(w) for any w ∈ PW . In fact, since g(w) ∈ 〈f(m)〉V for any such w, we can

write g(w) =
∑

j v
(j)
kj

f(m) for certain v(j) ∈ V and kj ∈ Z. Then

∑

i

u(i)ni
g(w) =

∑

i,j

u(i)ni
v
(j)
kj

f(m) =
∑

j

v
(j)
kj

∑

i

f(u(i)ni
m) = 0 (3.4)

since the vertex operators YX(u(i), x) and YX(v(j), x) 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 =
∑

i u
(i)
ni m ∈ PM , and w ∈ PW , we have

vnF (m⊗ w) =
∑

i

vnu
(i)
ni
g(w) =

∑

i

u(i)ni
g(vnw) = F (m⊗ vnw)

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 ∈ PW and write g(w) =∑

j v
(j)
kj

f(m). Then the calculation in (3.4) shows that for any m ∈ PM ,

F (m⊗ w) =
∑

j

v
(j)
kj

f(m).

Consequently, for any u ∈ U , n ∈ Z, m ∈ PM , and for our arbitrary fixed w ∈ PW ,

unF (m⊗ w) =
∑

j

unv
(j)
kj

f(m) =
∑

j

v
(j)
kj

f(unm) = F (unm⊗ w),

showing that F is also a U -module homomorphism.

We now compute p ◦ F : for any m =
∑

i u
(i)
ni m ∈ PM and w ∈ PW , the definitions imply

(p ◦ F )(m⊗ w) =
∑

i

p(u(i)ni
g(w)) =

∑

i

u(i)ni
(p ◦ g)(w) =

∑

i

u(i)ni
q(m⊗ w) = q(m⊗ w).
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This completes the proof that PM ⊗ PW is projective in D(U ,V). To show that it is a
projective cover of M ⊗W , note that pM ⊗ pW : PM ⊗PW → M ⊗W is surjective; then by
Proposition 2.2, it is enough to show that PM ⊗ PW is indecomposable. If indeed

PM ⊗ PW = X1 ⊕X2

for non-zero summands X1 and X2, then there would be surjections

p1 : X1 → M1 ⊗W1, p2 : X2 → M2 ⊗W2

for simple U -modulesM1, M2 and simple V -modulesW1, W2. But this is impossible because
then Ker p1 ⊕ X2 and X1 ⊕ Ker p2 would be two distinct maximal proper submodules of
PM ⊗ PW , contradicting Lemma 3.9. �

Remark 3.12. If U and V are N-graded and C2-cofinite and we take U = 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 U 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 U 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

⊗ : U × V → D(U ,V)

(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 X1 → X2 → 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 X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)). Thus for i = 1, 2, 3, we use Proposition 3.2 to
fix a surjection

⊕
ni
Mni

⊗Wni
→ Xi where Mni

∈ Ob(U), Wni
∈ Ob(V). We then set

DX1,X2,X3 = D(〈⊕i=1,2,3 ⊕ni
Mni

〉, 〈⊕i=1,2,3 ⊕ni
Wni

〉). (3.5)

This is an abelian full subcategory of D(U ,V), and it containsX1,X2, andX3 by Proposition
3.3. Also, because 〈⊕i=1,2,3 ⊕ni

Mni
〉 and 〈⊕i=1,2,3 ⊕ni

Wni
〉 are finite abelian categories,

Proposition 3.5 implies that DX1,X2,X3 has finitely many simple objects up to isomorphism,
and Theorem 3.11 implies that any simple module in DX1,X2,X3 has a projective cover.
Thus DX1,X2,X3 is a finite abelian full subcategory of D(U ,V) that contains X1, X2, and
X3. For brevity, we use the notation DX1,X2 = DX1,X1,X2 (which is equal to DX1,X2,X2) for
X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)), and DX = DX,X,X for X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)). It is easy to see that

DXi
⊆ DXi,Xj

⊆ DX1,X2,X3

for i, 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 × 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 ⊆ D(U ,V) is a Deligne tensor product of the subcategories 〈⊕nMn〉 and
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〈⊕nWn〉, and thus a functor U×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 DXi,Xj

and DX1,X2,X3 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 D̃ ⊆ D be an additive full sub-
category, and assume that for any unordered triple X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D), there is an abelian
full subcategory DX1,X2,X3 ⊆ D that contains X1, X2, and X3 and has enough projectives,

such that every projective object in DX1,X2,X3 is in D̃, and such that for all i, j = 1, 2, 3,

DXi,Xi,Xi
⊆ DXi,Xi,Xj

= DXi,Xj ,Xj
⊆ DX1,X2,X3 .

Let G : D̃ → C be a C-linear functor, where C is an abelian category, such that for any

X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D) and X ∈ Ob(D̃ ∩ DX1,X2,X3), there is a right exact sequence

QX
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ X −→ 0,

where PX and QX are projective in DX1,X2,X3, 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 functor F :
D → C such that F|

D̃
∼= G.

Remark 3.14. In Theorem 3.13, we may replace the conclusion F|
D̃
∼= G with the conclu-

sion that F|
D̃

is precisely equal to G. Indeed, given F : D → C and a natural isomorphism

η : F|D̃ → G, we can define a new functor F̃ : D → C on objects by

F̃(X) =

{
G(X) if X ∈ Ob D̃

F(X) if X /∈ Ob D̃
,

and on morphisms by

F̃(f : X1 → X2) =





ηX2 ◦ F(f) ◦ η−1
X1

if X1,X2 ∈ Ob D̃

F(f) ◦ η−1
X1

if X1 ∈ Ob D̃, X2 /∈ Ob D̃

ηX2 ◦ F(f) if X1 /∈ Ob D̃, X2 ∈ Ob D̃

F(f) if X1,X2 /∈ Ob D̃

.

Then F̃ |
D̃
= G, and there is a natural isomorphism η̃ : F → F̃ given by

η̃X =

{
ηX if X ∈ Ob D̃

IdF(X) if X /∈ Ob D̃
,

so F̃ is right exact if F is.

We will now use Theorem 3.13 to prove the main theorem of this subsection:

Theorem 3.15. If U 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),⊗)
is 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 ×
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

U × V

⊗
��

B // C

D(U ,V)

F

;;✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

commutes. We will apply Theorem 3.13 in the case that D = D(U ,V) and D̃ 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 DX1,X2,X3 defined in (3.5) satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 3.13.

We now construct a functor G : D̃ → C such that G ◦ ⊗ = B. For any X ∈ Ob(D̃), we
fix an isomorphism X ∼=

⊕
iMi ⊗Wi, where each Mi ∈ Ob(U) and each Wi ∈ Ob(V), via

a system of inclusions and projections

q
(i)
X : Mi ⊗Wi −→ X, π

(i)
X : X −→ Mi ⊗Wi

such that

π
(i)
X ◦ q

(j)
X = δi,jIdMi⊗Wi

,
∑

i

q
(i)
X ◦ π

(i)
X = IdX .

Then on objects of D̃, we define

G(X) =
⊕

i

B(Mi,Wi).

For a morphism f : X → X̃ ∼=
⊕

j M̃j ⊗ W̃j in D̃, we have a morphism

π
(j)

X̃
◦ f ◦ q

(i)
X : Mi ⊗Wi −→ M̃j ⊗ W̃j

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

G(f) =
∑

i,j

q
(j)

G(X̃)
◦ B(π

(j)

X̃
◦ f ◦ q

(i)
X ) ◦ π

(i)
G(X)

.

However, π
(j)

X̃
◦ f ◦ q

(i)
X is a morphism in D̃, not in U × V, so we need to determine how to

interpret B as a map on morphisms in D̃.
In fact, because B is by assumption bilinear on morphisms, we have, for any M1,M2 ∈

Ob(U) and W1,W2 ∈ Ob(V), a linear map

HomU (M1,M2)⊗HomV(W1,W2) → HomC(B(M1,W1),B(M2,W2))

f ⊗ g 7→ B(f, g).

Combining this with Proposition 2.10 yields a linear map

B : HomD(U ,V)(M1 ⊗W1,M2 ⊗W2) −→ HomC(B(M1,W1),B(M2,W2)).

We use this map B to define G : D̃ → C on 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 × V → D̃,

then we can choose q
(i)
X = π

(i)
X = IdX , so we may assume G ◦ ⊗ = B.
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Now fix X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D) and X ∼=
⊕

iMi ⊗Wi ∈ Ob(D̃ ∩ DX1,X2,X3). Recall from

(3.5) that DX1,X2,X3 = D(Ũ , Ṽ) for certain finite abelian subcategories Ũ ⊆ U and Ṽ ⊆ V.

By Proposition 3.3, each Mi ∈ Ob(Ũ) and each Wi ∈ Ob(Ṽ). Thus for any i, there are right
exact sequences

QM
qM−−→ PM

pM−−→ Mi −→ 0, QW
qW−−→ PW

pW−−→ Wi −→ 0

such that PM , QM are projective in Ũ and PW , QW are projective in Ṽ. Then

(QM ⊗ PW )⊕ (PM ⊗QW )
F
−→ PM ⊗ PW

pM⊗pW−−−−−→ Mi ⊗Wi −→ 0

is right exact in DX1,X2,X3 , where F = (qM ⊗ IdPW
)◦π1+(IdPM

⊗qW )◦π2, and the domains
of F and pM ⊗ pW are projective in DX1,X2,X3 by Theorem 3.11.

Now because B is right exact in both variables, Lemma 2.5 implies that

B(QM , PW )⊕ B(PM , QW )
F̃
−→ B(PM , PW )

B(pM ,pW )
−−−−−−→ B(Mi,Wi) −→ 0

is right exact in C, where F̃ = B(qM , IdPW
) ◦ π1 + B(IdPM

, qW ) ◦ π2. Because G ◦ ⊗ = B,
G(PM ⊗ PW ) = B(PM , PW ), G(Mi ⊗ Wi) = B(Mi,Wi), 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((QM ⊗ PW )⊕ (PM ⊗QW )) −→ B(QM , PW )⊕ B(PM , QW )

such that G(F ) = F̃ ◦G. Thus (G(Mi ⊗Wi),G(pM ⊗ 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

QX
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ X −→ 0

such that QX and PX are projective objects of DX1,X2,X3 and (G(X),G(pX )) is a cokernel
of G(qX) 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|

D̃
∼= G.

As in Remark 3.14, we can modify F if necessary so that F|
D̃

is precisely equal to G, so

F ◦ ⊗ = F|
D̃
◦ ⊗ = G ◦ ⊗ = B.

It remains to show that if F̃ : D(U ,V) → C is any right exact functor such that F̃ ◦ ⊗ = B,

then F̃ ∼= F . By the uniqueness of F , it is enough to show that F̃ ◦ ⊗ = B implies

F̃|D̃
∼= G. Indeed, since all objects in D̃ are finite direct sums of objects in the image of ⊗,

and since both F̃|D̃ and G are C-linear and thus preserve finite direct sums up to natural

isomorphism, both F̃|
D̃
and G are uniquely determined by their restrictions to the image of

⊗. In particular, it is straightforward to construct a natural isomorphism F̃ |D̃ → G. This
completes the proof that (D(U ,V),⊗) is a Deligne tensor product of U and V. �

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]-[HLZ8], 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:

• All objects of D decompose into generalized eigenspaces for LU (0) and LV (0), that
is, objects of D are generalized U -modules and generalized V -modules.

• If M ∈ Ob(U) and W ∈ Ob(V), then M ⊗W ∈ Ob(D).
• The conformal weights of any object in U or V are contained in finitely many cosets
of C/Z.

• If Y is a U -module intertwining operator of type
( X
M1 M2

)
whereM1,M2 ∈ Ob(U) and

X ∈ Ob(D), then Im Y ∈ Ob(U). Similarly, if Y is a V -module intertwining operator

of type
( X
W1 W2

)
where W1,W2 ∈ 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 YU of type

( M3

M1 M2

)
and any V -module intertwining operator YV of type

( W3

W1 W2

)
,

where Mi ∈ Ob(U) and Wi ∈ Ob(V) for i = 1, 2, 3, then

YU ⊗ YV : (M1 ⊗W1)⊗ (M2 ⊗W2) → (M3 ⊗W3)[log x]{x}

(m1 ⊗ w1)⊗ (m2 ⊗ w2) 7→ YU (m1, x)m2 ⊗YV (w1, x)w2

is a well-defined linear map which satisfies lower truncation, and is moreover a U ⊗ V -
module intertwining operator of type

( M3⊗W3

M1⊗W1 M2⊗W2

)
; see [ADL, Section 2.2]. In particular,

if (M1 ⊠U M2,YM1,M2) is a fusion product of M1 and M2 in U , and if (W1 ⊠V W2,YW1,W2)
is a fusion product of W1 and W2 in V, then

YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2 : (M1 ⊗W1)⊗ (M2 ⊗W2) −→ (M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2)[log x]{x}

is a U ⊗ V -module intertwining operator, where all three U ⊗ V -modules are objects of D.
We will show that YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2 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[h] denotes the generalized LV (0)-eigenspace of eigenvalue h inside a weak U ⊗ V -module
X that decomposes into generalized LV (0)-eigenspaces, and Ph denotes the projection onto
X[h] with respect to the generalized LV (0)-eigenspace decomposition of X. Since the actions
of U and V commute on weak U ⊗ V -modules, each X[h] is a weak U -submodule of X.

Lemma 4.2. Let M1 and M2 be weak U -modules, W1 and W2 generalized V -modules, and
X a weak U ⊗ V -module that decomposes into generalized LV (0)-eigenspaces. If Y is a

U ⊗ V -module intertwining operator of type
( X
M1⊗W1 M2⊗W2

)
, then for w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2,

h ∈ C,
Y(h)
w1,w2

= x−LV (0)PhY(· ⊗ xLV (0)w1, x)(· ⊗ xLV (0)w2)

is a weak U -module intertwining operator of type
( X[h]

M1 M2

)
.

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 (M1 ⊠U M2,YM1,M2) be a fusion product of M1

and M2 in U and let (W1 ⊠V W2,YW1,W2) be a fusion product of W1 and W2 in V. Then

((M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2),YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2)
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is a fusion product of M1 ⊗W1 and M2 ⊗W2 in D.

Proof. We need to show that for any U ⊗ V -module intertwining operator Y of type( X
M1⊗W1 M2⊗W2

)
where X ∈ Ob(D), there is a unique U ⊗ V -module map

F : (M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2) −→ X

such that F ◦ (YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2) = Y. For any such Y, and for any w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2,

h ∈ C, consider the intertwining operator Y
(h)
w1,w2 of type

( X[h]

M1 M2

)
from the lemma. Since

X ∈ Ob(D), Assumption 4.1 implies that Im Y
(h)
w1,w2 ∈ Ob(U). Thus by the universal

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

f (h)
w1,w2

: M1 ⊠U M2 −→ X[h]

such that f
(h)
w1,w2 ◦ YM1,M2 = Y

(h)
w1,w2 . The map (w1, w2) 7→ f

(h)
w1,w2 is bilinear, so for any

m ∈ M1 ⊠U M2, there is a linear map

Ym : W1 ⊗W2 → X[log x]{x}

w1 ⊗ w2 7→
∑

h∈C

xLV (0)f
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
(m),

where for homogeneous w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2,

f
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
= x−wtV w1−wtV w2

∑

j,k∈N

(−1)j+k

j!k!
(log x)j+kf

(h)

Lnil
V

(0)jw1,Lnil
V

(0)kw2
,

and Lnil
V (0) denotes the locally nilpotent part of LV (0) acting on a generalized V -module.

We claim that Ym is a V -module intertwining operator of type
( X
W1 W2

)
for any m ∈ M1⊠U

M2. To prove this, we may take m to be the coefficient of yh(log y)0 in YM1,M2(m1, y)m2

for some h ∈ C and homogeneous m1 ∈ M1, m2 ∈ M2; such coefficients span M1 ⊠U M2 by
[MY1, Lemma 2.2] since YM1,M2 is surjective. Thus Ym(w1, x)w2 is a coefficient of

∑

h∈C

xLV (0)f
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
(YM1,M2(m1, y)m2)

=
∑

h∈C

xLV (0)Y
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
(m1, y)m2

=
∑

h∈C

(
x

y

)LV (0)

PhY

(
m1 ⊗

(
x

y

)−LV (0)

w1, y

)(
m2 ⊗

(
x

y

)−LV (0)

w2

)

=
∑

h∈C

xLV (0)Phy
LU (0)Y

(
y−LU (0)m1 ⊗ x−LV (0)w1, 1

)
(y−LU (0)m2 ⊗ x−LV (0)w2)

= xLV (0)yLU (0)Y
(
y−LU (0)m1 ⊗ x−LV (0)w1, 1

)
(y−LU (0)m2 ⊗ x−LV (0)w2)

=
(y
x

)LU (0)
xL(0)Y

(
y−LU (0)m1 ⊗ x−LV (0)w1, 1

)
(y−LU (0)m2 ⊗ x−LV (0)w2)

=

(
x

y

)−LU (0)

Y

((
x

y

)LU (0)

m1 ⊗ w1, x

)((
x

y

)LU (0)

m2 ⊗ w2

)
,
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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 yη−wtm1−wtm2(log y)0, that is, we are taking

m = (m1)
YM1,M2
wtU m1+wtU m2−η−1;0m2

for arbitrary η ∈ C. Since wtU m = η and f
(h)
w1,w2 is a U -module homomorphism for any

w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, and h ∈ C, the definition of Ym implies that ImYm ⊆ X [η], where X [η]

is the generalized LU (0)-eigenspace of X with eigenvalue η. Let P η : X → X [η] denote the
projection with respect to the generalized LU (0)-eigenspace decomposition of X. Then it
follows that Ym(w1, x)w2 is the constant term in log y in

eL
nil
U (0) log yx−LU (0)P ηY(xLU (0)e−Lnil

U (0) log ym1 ⊗ w1, x)(x
LU (0)e−Lnil

U (0) log ym2 ⊗w2).

That is,

Ym(w1, x)w2 = x−LU (0)P ηY(xLU (0)m1 ⊗w1, x)(x
LU (0)m2 ⊗ w2),

which is a V -module intertwining operator of type
( X[η]

W1 W2

)
by Lemma 4.2 with the roles of

U and V reversed.
Since each Ym is an intertwining operator, its image in X is an object of V by assumption.

Thus for each m ∈ M1 ⊠U M2, there is a unique V -module homomorphism

fm : W1 ⊠V W2 −→ X

such that fm ◦YW1,W2 = Ym. Since Ym is linear in m, so is fm, and thus we can now define

F : (M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2) −→ X

by

F (m⊗ w) = fm(w)

for m ∈ M1 ⊠U M2 and w ∈ W1 ⊠V W2. This map is a V -module homomorphism by
definition, but we need to check that it is also a U -module homomorphism. Since YW1,W2

is a surjective intertwining operator of type
(W1⊠V W2

W1 W2

)
, it is enough to show that

unF (m⊗ YW1,W2(w1, y)w2) = F (unm⊗ YW1,W2(w1, y)w2)

for u ∈ U , n ∈ Z, m ∈ M1 ⊠U M2, w1 ∈ W1, and w2 ∈ W2. Indeed,

unF (m⊗ YW1,W2(w1, y)w2) = unfm(YW1,W2(w1, y)w2) = unYm(w1, y)w2

=
∑

h∈C

uny
LV (0)f

(h)

y−LV (0)w1,y−LV (0)w2
(m) =

∑

h∈C

yLV (0)f
(h)

y−LV (0)w1,y−LV (0)w2
(unm)

= Yunm(w1, y)w2 = funm(YW1,W2(w1, y)w2) = F (unm⊗ YW1,W2(w1, y)w2),

as required.
Finally, we need to show that FY ◦ (YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2) = Y. For m1 ∈ M1, w1 ∈ W1,

m2 ∈ M2, and w2 ∈ W2, we calculate

F ((YM1,M2 ⊗YW1,W2)(m1 ⊗w1, x)(m2 ⊗ w2))

= F (YM1,M2(m1, x)m2 ⊗ YW1,W2(w1, x)w2) = fYM1,M2
(m1,x)m2

(YW1,W2(w1, x)w2)

=
∑

h∈C

xLV (0)f
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
(YM1,M2(m1, x)m2)

=
∑

h∈C

xLV (0)Y
(h)

x−LV (0)w1,x−LV (0)w2
(m1, x)m2 = Y(m1 ⊗ w1, x)(m2 ⊗ w2),
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using the definitions. This shows the existence of the required F , and the uniqueness follows
because YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2 is a surjective intertwining operator, which is proved exactly as
in [CKM2, Theorem 5.2]. �

The above theorem implies that if fusion products exist in U 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 D̃ 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 D̃ has a fusion product in D̃ if U and
V are both closed under fusion products. Indeed, there is a natural isomorphism

( ⊕

i1∈I1

Mi1 ⊗Wi1

)
⊠

( ⊕

i2∈I2

Mi2 ⊗Wi2

)
∼=

⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(Mi1 ⊠U Mi2)⊗ (Wi1 ⊠V Wi2)

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:

• Every pair of objects in U (or V) has a fusion product in U (or V).
• 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 D̃.

Under this assumption, fusion products of objects of D̃ exist, and we can also take fusion

products of morphisms in D̃. That is, for morphisms f1 : P1 → Q1 and f2 : P2 → Q2 in D̃,
f1 ⊠ f2 : P1 ⊠ P2 → Q1 ⊠Q2 is the unique morphism such that

(f1 ⊠ f2) ◦ YP1,P2 = YQ1,Q2 ◦ (f1 ⊗ f2), (4.1)

induced by the universal property of the fusion product (P1 ⊠ P2,YP1,P2), 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,X2 ∈ Ob(D). We already know that (X1 ⊠ X2,YX1,X2) exists if X1,X2 ∈

Ob(D̃). In general, by Assumption 4.4, there are right exact sequences

Qi
qi
−→ Pi

pi
−→ Xi −→ 0

for i = 1, 2 such that Pi, Qi ∈ Ob(D̃). We then define X1 ⊠X2 to be the cokernel of

(q1 ⊠ IdP2) ◦ π1 + (IdP1 ⊠ q2) ◦ π2 : (Q1 ⊠ P2)⊕ (P1 ⊠Q2) −→ P1 ⊠ P2, (4.2)

where π1 and π2 are the projections to the first and second summands. Let p : P1 ⊠ P2 →
X1 ⊠X2 be the surjective cokernel morphism. Now consider the diagram:

(Q1 ⊗ P2)⊕ (P1 ⊗Q2)
F⊗

//

YQ1,P2
⊕YP1,Q2

��

P1 ⊗ P2
p1⊗p2

//

YP1,P2

��

X1 ⊗X2
//

∃ !YX1,X2

��
✤

✤

✤
0

((Q1 ⊠ P2)⊕ (P1 ⊠Q2))[log x]{x}
F⊠ // (P1 ⊠ P2)[log x]{x}

p
// (X1 ⊠X2)[log x]{x} // 0
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where F⊠ is the morphism (4.2) and F⊗ is the linear map obtained by replacing all instances
of ⊠ 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

YX1,X2 : X1 ⊗X2 −→ (X1 ⊠X2)[log x]{x}

satisfying
p ◦ YP1,P2 = YX1,X2 ◦ (p1 ⊗ p2)

is induced by the universal property of the cokernel (X1 ⊗X2, p1 ⊗ p2). Because YP1,P2 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 YX1,X2

is an intertwining operator of type
(
X1⊠X2
X1 X2

)
.

We show that (X1 ⊠ X2,YX1,X2) satisfies the universal property of a fusion product in
D. First, X1 ⊠ X2 is an object of D because D is closed under cokernels. Now if Y is an
intertwining operator of type

( X3

X1 X2

)
whereX3 ∈ Ob(D), then Y◦(p1⊗p2) is an intertwining

operator of type
( X3

P1 P2

)
, so there is a unique morphism G : P1 ⊠ P2 → X3 such that

G ◦ YP1,P2 = Y ◦ (p1 ⊗ p2).

Then using the above commutative diagram,

G ◦ F⊠ ◦ (YQ1,P2 ⊕ YP1,Q2) = G ◦ YP1,P2 ◦ F⊗ = Y ◦ (p1 ⊗ p2) ◦ F⊗ = 0.

Since YQ1,P2 ⊕YP1,Q2 is surjective, it follows that G◦F⊠ = 0 as well, and then the universal
property of the cokernel (X1⊠X2, p) implies that there is a unique map F : X1⊠X2 → X3

such that F ◦ p = G. Now we get

F ◦ YX1,X2 ◦ (p1 ⊗ p2) = F ◦ p ◦ YP1,P2 = G ◦ YP1,P2 = Y ◦ (p1 ⊗ p2).

Since p1 ⊗ p2 is surjective, it follows that F ◦ YX1,X2 = Y. Moreover, F is the unique map
with this property because YX1,X2 is surjective, which follows from surjectivity of p and
YP1,P2 . This proves that X1 and X2 have a fusion product in D. �

We now discuss categories U , V, and D which satisfy Assumptions 4.1 and 4.4. Let C1
U

and C1
V be the categories of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized U - and V -modules,

respectively. By [Mi2, Main Theorem], every pair of objects in C1
U or C1

V has a C1-cofinite
fusion product. In general, C1

U or C1
V 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 C1

U and
C1
V are closed under contragredients). Thus we restrict to locally finite abelian subcategories

U ⊆ C1
U and V ⊆ C1

V , and then we take D = D(U ,V) as in Definition 3.1.

Corollary 4.6. If U ⊆ C1
U and V ⊆ C1

V 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 M1,M2 ∈ Ob(U) and W1,W2 ∈ Ob(V),

((M1 ⊠U M2)⊗ (W1 ⊠V W2),YM1,M2 ⊗ YW1,W2)

is a fusion product of M1 ⊗W1 and M2 ⊗W2 in D(U ,V).

Proof. For the first condition in Assumption 4.1, any X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)) decomposes into
generalized LU (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
LV (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 Y is a U -module intertwining operator of type

( X
M1 M2

)
where M1,M2 ∈ Ob(U) and

X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)). Since U ⊆ C1
U , Im Y is C1-cofinite by [CMY1, Corollary 2.12] (which

is a slight strengthening of [Mi2, Key Theorem]). Thus there is a surjective morphism
M1 ⊠U M2 → ImY where M1 ⊠U M2 is the fusion product of M1 and M2 in C1

U . Since U
is closed under fusion products and quotients, ImY is an object of U . Thus U and D(U ,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. �

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 U and V both admit the vertex algebraic braided monoidal structure of
[HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. In particular, U ∈ Ob(U) and V ∈ Ob(V), so that U ⊗ V ∈ Ob(D). We

will first show that the C-linear additive subcategory D̃ ⊆ D 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], D̃ is closed under fusion products.

Thus we automatically have fusion products of morphisms in D̃, natural unit isomorphisms,
and natural braiding isomorphisms given by (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12), respectively. In

particular, for objects X1 =
⊕

i1∈I1
Mi1 ⊗Wi1 and X2 =

⊕
i2∈I2

Mi2 ⊗Wi2 of D̃, we take

X1 ⊠X2 =
⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(Mi1 ⊠U Mi2)⊗ (Wi1 ⊠V Wi2) (4.3)

with fusion product intertwining operator YX1,X2 =
∑

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2
Y

(i1,i2)
X1,X2

, where Y
(i1,i2)
X1,X2

is

the composition

X1 ⊗X2

π
(i1)
X1

⊗π
(i2)
X2−−−−−−−→ (Mi1 ⊗Wi1)⊗ (Mi2 ⊗Wi2)

YMi1
,Mi2

⊗YWi1
,Wi2−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ ((Mi1 ⊠U Mi2)⊗ (Wi1 ⊠V Wi2)) [log x]{x}

q
(i1,i2)

X1⊠X2−−−−−→ (X1 ⊠X2)[log x]{x};

here the π’s and q’s are the obvious projections and inclusions.

Under this identification of fusion products in D̃, it is straightforward from (2.10), (2.11),
and (2.12), together with exL(−1) = exLU (−1) ⊗ exLV (−1) on a vector space tensor product
module, that the fusion product of morphisms, unit isomorphisms, and braiding isomor-

phisms in D̃ are given as follows:

• For morphisms {fi1}i1∈I1 , {fi2}i2∈I2 in U and {gi1}i1∈I2 , {gi2}i2∈I2 in V,

( ⊕

i1∈I1

fi1 ⊗ gi1

)
⊠

( ⊕

i2∈I2

fi2 ⊗ gi2

)
=

⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(fi1 ⊠U fi2)⊗ (gi1 ⊠V gi2). (4.4)
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• For any object X =
⊕

i∈I Mi ⊗Wi in D̃,

lX =
⊕

i∈I

lUMi
⊗ lVWi

, rX =
⊕

i∈I

rUMi
⊗ rVWi

, (4.5)

where lUMi
, rUMi

and lVWi
, rVWi

are unit isomorphisms in U and V, respectively.

• For any objects X1 =
⊕

i1∈I1
Mi1 ⊗Wi1 and X2 =

⊕
i2∈I2

Mi2 ⊗Wi2 in D̃,

RX1,X2 =
⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

RU
Mi1

,Mi2
⊗RV

Wi1
,Wi2

, (4.6)

where RU
Mi1

,Mi2
and RV

Wi1
,Wi2

are braiding isomorphisms in U and V, respectively.

We can define associativity isomorphisms in D̃ similarly. If X1 =
⊕

i1∈I1
Mi1 ⊗Wi1 , X2 =⊕

i2∈I2
Mi2 ⊗Wi2 , and X3 =

⊕
i3∈I3

Mi3 ⊗Wi3 are objects of D̃, then

X1 ⊠ (X2 ⊠X3) =
⊕

(i1,i2,i3)∈I1×I2×I3

(Mi1 ⊠U (Mi2 ⊠U Mi3))⊗ (Wi1 ⊠V (Wi2 ⊠V Wi3)) ,

(X1 ⊠X2)⊠X3 =
⊕

(i1,i2,i3)∈I1×I2×I3

((Mi1 ⊠U Mi2)⊠U Mi3)⊗ ((Wi1 ⊠V Wi2)⊠V Wi3) ,

so we can define

AX1,X2,X3 =
⊕

(i1,i2,i3)∈I1×I2×I3

AU
Mi1

,Mi2
,Mi3

⊗AV
Wi1

,Wi2
,Wi3

, (4.7)

where AU
Mi1

,Mi2
,Mi3

and AV
Wi1

,Wi2
,Wi3

are the associativity isomorphisms in U 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 D̃ ⊆ 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 D̃ 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, i2, i3) ∈ I1 × I2 × I3 and any mi1 ⊗ wi1 ∈ Mi1 ⊗ Wi1 ⊆ X1,
mi2 ⊗ wi2 ∈ Mi2 ⊗Wi2 ⊆ X2, and mi3 ⊗ wi3 ∈ Mi3 ⊗Wi3 ⊆ X3. Then

AX1,X2,X3 (YX1,X2⊠X3(mi1 ⊗ wi1 , r1)YX2,X3(mi2 ⊗ wi2 , r2)(mi3 ⊗ wi3))

= AX1,X2,X3 ◦ q
(i1,i2,i3)
X1⊠(X2⊠X3)

(
YMi1

,Mi2
⊠UMi3

(mi1 , r1)YMi2
,Mi3

(mi2 , r2)mi3⊗

⊗YWi1
,Wi2

⊠V Wi3
(wi1 , r1)YWi2

,Wi3
(wi2 , r2)wi3

)

= q
(i1,i2,i3)
(X1⊠X2)⊠X3

(
YMi1

⊠UMi2
,Mi3

(YMi1
,Mi2

(mi1 , r1 − r2)mi2 , r2)mi3⊗

⊗YWi1
⊠V Wi2

,Wi3
(YWi2

,Wi3
(wi1 , r1 − r2)wi2 , r2)wi3

)

= YX1⊠X2,X3(YX1,X2(mi1 ⊗ wi1 , r1 − r2)(mi2 ⊗ wi2), r2)(mi3 ⊗wi3)

for r1, r2 ∈ R+ such that r1 > r2 > r1 − r2. 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 U and V. Thus D̃ 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 D̃ 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 U and V together with

the characterizations of the structure isomorphisms in D̃. For example, for the triangle

identity, given X1 =
⊕

i1∈I1
Mi1 ⊗Wi1 and X2 =

⊕
i2∈I2

Mi2 ⊗Wi2 in D̃, we have

(rX1 ⊠ IdX2) ◦ AX1,U⊗V,X2

=

( ⊕

i1∈I1

(rUMi1
⊗ rVWi1

)⊠
⊕

i2∈I2

(IdMi2
⊗ IdWi2

)

)
◦

⊕

(i′1,i
′
2)∈I1×I2

AU
Mi′

1
,U,Mi′

2

⊗AV
Wi′

1
,V,Wi′

2

=
⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(rUMi1
⊠U IdMi2

) ◦ AU
Mi1

,U,Mi2
⊗ (rVWi1

⊠V IdWi2
) ◦ AV

Wi1
,V,Wi2

=
⊕

(i1,i2)∈I1×I2

(IdMi1
⊠U lUMi2

)⊗ (IdWi1
⊠V lVWi2

)

=
⊕

i1∈I1

(IdMi1
⊗ IdWi1

)⊠
⊕

i2∈I2

(lUMi2
⊗ lVWi2

) = IdX1 ⊠ lX2

using first (4.5) and (4.7), then (4.4), then the triangle identities in U 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 D̃ 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,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D), there are (as in the proof of Theorem 4.5) right exact sequences

Qi
qi
−→ Pi

pi
−→ Xi −→ 0 (4.8)

for i = 1, 2, 3, where all Pi, Qi ∈ Ob(D̃). The triple tensor product modules then fit into
the following diagram:

Q1(23)
F //

A⊕A⊕A

��

P1 ⊠ (P2 ⊠ P3)
p1⊠(p2⊠p3)

//

AP1,P2,P2

��

X1 ⊠ (X2 ⊠X3) //

∃ !AX1,X2,X3

��
✤

✤

✤
0

Q(12)3
G // (P1 ⊠ P2)⊠ P3

(p1⊠p2)⊠p3
// (X1 ⊠X2)⊠X3

// 0

where

Q1(23) = (Q1 ⊠ (P2 ⊠ P3))⊕ (P1 ⊠ (Q2 ⊠ P3))⊕ (P1 ⊠ (P2 ⊠Q3))

Q(12)3 = ((Q1 ⊠ P2)⊠ P3)⊕ ((P1 ⊠Q2)⊠ P3)⊕ ((P1 ⊠ P2)⊠Q3)
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and

F = (q1 ⊠ (IdP2 ⊠ IdP3)) ◦ π1 + (IdP1 ⊠ (q2 ⊠ IdP3)) ◦ π2 + (IdP1 ⊠ (IdP2 ⊠ q3)) ◦ π3,

G = ((q1 ⊠ IdP2)⊠ IdP3) ◦ π1 + ((IdP1 ⊠ q2)⊠ IdP3) ◦ π2 + ((IdP1 ⊠ IdP2)⊠ q3) ◦ π3

(the π’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 D̃ (from Theorem 4.7) are natural. Thus the existence and uniqueness of
AX1,X2,X3 follows from the universal property of the cokernel (X1⊠(X2⊠X3), p1⊠(p2⊠p3)).
Moreover, AX1,X2,X3 satisfies (2.13) because the maps p1, p2, and p3 are surjective, and for
all p1(b1) ∈ X1, p2(b2) ∈ X2, and p3(b3) ∈ X3,

AX1,X2,X3 (YX1,X2⊠X3(p1(b1), r1)YX2,X3(p2(b2), r2)p3(b3))

= AX1,X2,X3 ◦ (p1 ⊠ (p2 ⊠ p3)) (YP1,P2⊠P3(b1, r1)YP2,P3(b2, r2)b3)

= ((p1 ⊠ p2)⊠ p3) ◦ AP1,P2,P3 (YP1,P2⊠P3(b1, r1)YP2,P3(b2, r2)b3)

= ((p1 ⊠ p2)⊠ p3) (YP1⊠P2,P3(YP1,P2(b1, r1 − r2)b2, r2)b3)

= YX1⊠X2,X3(YX1,X2(p1(b1), r1 − r2)p2(b2), r2)p3(b3)

for r1, r2 ∈ R+ such that r1 > r2 > r1− r2. 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 D̃. For example, to prove the
triangle identity for X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D), fix right exact sequences as in (4.8) and consider:

P1 ⊠ P2

p1⊠p2

��

IdP1
⊠l−1

P2 // P1 ⊠ ((U ⊗ V )⊠ P2)

p1⊠(IdU⊗V ⊠p2)

��

AP1,U⊗V,P2// (P1 ⊠ (U ⊗ V ))⊠ P2

(p1⊠IdU⊗V )⊠p2

��

rP1
⊠IdP2 // P1 ⊠ P2

p1⊠p2

��
X1 ⊠X2

IdX1
⊠l−1

X2 // X1 ⊠ ((U ⊗ V )⊠X2)
AX1,U⊗V,X2// (X1 ⊠ (U ⊗ V ))⊠X2

rX1
⊠IdX2 // X1 ⊠X2

The diagram commutes by naturality of the unit and associativity isomorphisms in D, so

the triangle identity for X1, X2 follows from the triangle identity for P1, P2 in D̃ and the
surjectivity of p1⊠p2. 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 θ given by e2πiL(0). For M ∈ Ob(U)

and W ∈ Ob(V), we have θM⊗W = e2πiLU (0) ⊗ e2πiLV (0) = θM ⊗ θW .

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 U 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 U 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, D̃ is a monoidal subcategory of D, and F : D → C is a right exact
functor such that G = F|D̃ is a tensor functor. Assume also that for any X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D),
there is an abelian full subcategory DX1,X2 ⊆ D that contains X1, X2 and has enough

projectives, such that every projective object in DX1,X2 is an object of D̃, and such that
DXi,Xi

⊆ DX1,X2 for i = 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 θ

such that G(θP ) = θG(P ) for all P ∈ Ob(D̃), then F(θX) = θF(X) 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:
• The categories U and V are closed under subquotients and finite direct sums,
and all modules in U and V have finite length.

• The categories U and V admit the vertex algebraic braided tensor category struc-
ture of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]; in particular U ∈ Ob(U) and V ∈ Ob(V).

• If Y is a U -module intertwining operator of type
( X
M1 M2

)
where M1,M2 ∈

Ob(U) and X ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)), then Im Y ∈ Ob(U). Similarly, if Y is a

V -module intertwining operator of type
( X
W1 W2

)
where W1,W2 ∈ 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:
• The vertex operator algebras U and V are self-contragredient.
• The categories U and V are closed under contragredient modules.
• 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 × 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 [HLZ8] characterized by intertwining operators (we denote its
fusion product by ⊠D(U ,V)), 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
⊠U⊗V). 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 ⊠D(U ,V) and ⊠U⊗V), we see that there
is a natural isomorphism

X1 ⊠D(U ,V) X2
∼=
−→ X1 ⊠U⊗V X2
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when X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D̃), where D̃ 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 ⊠D(U ,V) and ⊠U⊗V as well as naturality, this natural isomorphism identifies
the unit, associativity, and braiding isomorphisms for ⊠D(U ,V) with those for ⊠U⊗V . Thus

IdD(U ,V) restricted to the monoidal subcategory D̃ has the structure of a braided tensor

equivalence between the two braided monoidal structures on D̃. To verify the remaining
assumption of Theorem 4.10 in this setting, define DX1,X2 for X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D(U ,V)) by
taking X2 = X3 in (3.5). This category has enough projectives, and all of its projective

objects are contained in D̃, by Theorem 3.11. Theorem 4.10 now shows that F = IdD(U ,V) 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

θM⊗W = e2πiL(0) = e2πiLU (0) ⊗ e2πiLV (0) = θM ⊗ θW

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

eM⊗W = eM ⊗ eW : (M ′ ⊗W ′)⊠ (M ⊗W ) = (M ′
⊠U M)⊗ (W ′

⊠V W ) −→ U ⊗ V,

iM⊗W = iM ⊗ iW : U ⊗ V −→ (M ⊗W )⊠ (M ′ ⊗W ′) = (M ⊠U M ′)⊗ (W ⊠V W ′).

Thus M ⊗W is rigid in D(U ,V), completing the proof of the theorem. �

For examples of U and V that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.11, we take U and
V to be subcategories of the C1-cofinite categories C1

U and C1
V , as in Corollary 4.6. Recall

from Section 2.3 that C1
U and C1

V admit the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ8] 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 C1-cofinite cate-
gories C1

U and C1
V are closed under contragredients.

(1) Let U ⊆ C1
U and V ⊆ C1

V 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. �

We use Theorem 3.7 (recall also Corollary 3.8) to specialize U = C1
U and V = C1

V :

Theorem 4.13. If U and V are N-graded and C1
U and C1

V are closed under contragredients,
then C1

U⊗V , equipped with the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8], is braided

tensor equivalent to C1
U ⊗ C1

V . If in addition U and V are self-contragredient and all simple
C1-cofinite U - and V -modules are rigid, then C1

U⊗V is a braided ribbon category.

5. C2-cofinite examples

If V is an N-graded C2-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 [Mi1, Lemma 2.4] that
Rep(V ) = C1

V . 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 C2-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 V1, V2, . . . , Vn are N-graded C2-cofinite vertex operator algebras, then

Rep(V1 ⊗ V2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vn) ∼= Rep(V1)⊗ Rep(V2)⊗ · · · ⊗Rep(Vn)

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twist. If Vi is also simple and self-contragredient
for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, and all simple objects of Rep(Vi) are rigid, then Rep(V1 ⊗ V2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vn)
is a not necessarily semisimple modular tensor category.

Probably the best understood N-graded C2-cofinite vertex operator algebras with non-
semisimple modules are the triplet W -algebras Wp for p ∈ Z≥2 [Ka1, AM, TW]. We can
now use Theorem 5.1 to study the representation theory of the simple current extensions of
tensor products of Wp discussed in [CKM1, Section 4.1.2]. To do so, we recall some notation
from [TW]: X+

1 denotes Wp considered as a module for itself, and X−
1 is the non-trivial

self-dual simple current Wp-module such that X−
1 ⊠ X−

1
∼= X+

1 (see [TW, Theorem 35]).
Thus choosing p1, p2, . . . pd ∈ Z≥2, Theorem 4.3 implies that Xε1

1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Xεd
1 is a self-dual

simple current Wp1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Wpd-module for any choice of εi ∈ {±}. We write

XS
1 = Xε1

1 ⊗Xε2
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Xεd

1

where S = {i | εi = −}.
The power set P (d) of {1, 2, . . . , d} is an F2-vector space with addition given by symmetric

difference, and an F2-subspace C ⊆ P (d) is called a binary linear code. Given a binary linear
code C, we set

WC
p1,...,pd

=
⊕

S∈C

XS
1 .

From [CKM1, Section 4.1.2], one observes that WC
p1,...,pd

is 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

∑
i∈S pi ∈ 4Z

for all S ∈ C. Moreover, WC
p1,...,pd

is N-graded if and only if the lowest conformal weight
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of XS
1 is a non-negative integer for all S ∈ C. Since the lowest conformal weight of Xεi

1 is
3pi−2

4 , the lowest weight of XS
1 is

∑

i∈S

3pi − 2

4
=

3

4

∑

i∈S

pi −
|S|

2
.

Thus assuming
∑

i∈S pi ∈ 4Z, XS
1 is N-graded if and only if |S| ∈ 2Z. We conclude that

WC
p1,...,pd

is a simple N-graded self-contragredient C2-cofinite vertex operator algebra if and
only if C is an even binary linear code and

∑
i∈S pi ∈ 4Z for all S ∈ C.

Theorem 5.2. Let C ⊆ P (d) be an even binary linear code and suppose p1, . . . , pd ∈ Z≥2

satisfy
∑

i∈S pi ∈ 4Z for all S ∈ C. Then Rep(WC
p1,...,pd

) is a non-semisimple modular
tensor category.

Proof. Rep(WC
p1,...,pd

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

ample, the lattice vertex operator algebra mentioned above is not semisimple as a WC
p1,...,pd

-
module. Now in view of [McR3, Main Theorem 1], it remains to show that the braided
tensor category Rep(WC

p1,...,pd
) is rigid.

First, Rep(Wp1 ⊗· · ·⊗Wpd) is rigid by [TW, Theorem 40] (see also [MY1, Theorem 7.6])
and Theorem 5.1. Then because WC

p1,...,pd
is a simple current extension, Wp1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Wpd ⊆

WC
p1,...,pd

is the fixed-point subalgebra of an automorphism group isomorphic to Hom(C,C×).

By [McR1, Proposition 4.15], this means that WC
p1,...,pd

has categorical dimension |C| 6= 0 in
the ribbon category Rep(Wp1⊗· · ·⊗Wpd), and then by [HKL, Theorem 3.2] and [KO, Lemma
1.20], WC

p1,...,pd
is a “rigid Rep(Wp1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Wpd)-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(WC

p1,...,pd
) is rigid, as required. �

We can now use the detailed tensor structure of each Rep(Wpi) from [TW] (see also [MY1,
Section 7]), Theorem 5.1, and the vertex operator algebra extension theory of [CKM1]
to classify simple and projective objects in Rep(WC

p1,...,pd
), and to calculate their fusion

products. For simplicity, we carry out these details only for one family of examples of
WC

p1,...,pd
, namely the even symplectic fermion vertex operator algebras SF+

d .
For d ∈ Z+, the symplectic fermion superalgebra SFd 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 SF+

d ⊆ SFd is C2-cofinite [Ab], and SF+
1

∼= W2 [Ka3, GK].

In general, SFd
∼= SF⊗d

1 as vertex operator superalgebras. In [Ru], Runkel constructed
a braided tensor category SFd which he conjectured to be braided tensor equivalent to
Rep(SF+

d ). The category SFd 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+
d ) is also a non-semisimple modular tensor cat-

egory, consistent with Runkel’s conjecture. Indeed, SF1
∼= X+

1 ⊕ X−
1 as an SF+

1
∼= W2-

module. Thus as a W⊗d
2 -module,

SFd
∼= SF⊗d

1
∼=

⊕

S∈P (d)

XS
1 ,
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where XS
1 ⊆ SF+

d if and only if |S| ∈ 2Z. That is, SF+
d

∼= W
E(d)
2,...,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. For all d ∈ Z+, Rep(SF
+
d ) 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(W2) from [TW] (see also [MY1, Section 7]) and
the extension theory of [CKM1] to classify simple and projective objects of Rep(SF+

d ) and

to compute their fusion products. These results are not entirely new, since simple SF+
d -

modules were classified in [Ab]. Also, the fusion rules, that is, the dimensions of spaces
of intertwining operators, for all triples of simple SF+

d -modules were determined in [AA],

although these do not completely determine the fusion products of simple SF+
d -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(W2). There are four simple modules in Rep(W2)

denoted Xε
i for i = 1, 2 and ε = ±. The two simple modules X±

2 are projective, while
X±

1 have projective covers P±
1 of length four, both of which have two composition factors

isomorphic to X+
1 and two isomorphic to X−

1 . Fusion products of simple and projective
W2-modules are given by

Xε1
1 ⊠Xε2

i
∼= Xε1ε2

i , Xε1
2 ⊠Xε2

2
∼= P ε1ε2

1

for i = 1, 2, ε1, ε2 = ±, and

Xε1
1 ⊠ P ε2

1
∼= P ε1ε2

1 , Xε1
2 ⊠ P ε2

1
∼= 2 ·X+

2 ⊕ 2 ·X−
2

for ε1, ε2 = ±. We can then use associativity to calculate

P ε1
1 ⊠ P ε2

1
∼= (X+

2 ⊠Xε1
2 )⊠ P ε2

1
∼= X+

2 ⊠ (Xε1
2 ⊠ P ε2

1 )

∼= X+
2 ⊠ (2 ·X+

2 ⊕ 2 ·X−
2 ) ∼= 2 · P+

1 ⊕ 2 · P−
1

for ε1, ε2 = ±.
Next, we recall from [KO, CKM1] that there is an braided tensor functor of induction

F : Rep(W⊗d
2 )0 −→ Rep(SF+

d ),

given by F(W ) = SF+
d ⊠ W on objects, where Rep(W⊗d

2 )0 ⊆ Rep(W⊗d
2 ) is the full sub-

category of objects such that F(W ) is actually an SF+
d -module (and not a “non-local”

or “twisted” SF+
d -module). More specifically (see for example [CKM1, Proposition 2.65]),

Rep(W⊗d
2 )0 is the Müger centralizer of SF+

d : it consists of all W⊗d
2 -modules W such that

the double braiding R2
XS

1 ,W
is the identity on XS

1 ⊠W for all S ∈ E(d). Because SF+
d is a

rigid W⊗d
2 -module, the induction functor is exact. Another important property of induction

is Frobenius reciprocity: there is a natural isomorphism

HomW⊗d
2

(W,X) ∼= HomSF+
d
(F(W ),X)

for any W⊗d
2 -module W and SF+

d -module X.

Theorem 5.4. For d ∈ Z+, let Rep(SF
+
d ) be the non-semisimple modular tensor category

of grading-restricted generalized SF+
d -modules.

(1) There are four simple objects in Rep(SF+
d ) up to isomorphism, given by

X ε
i = F(Xε

i ⊗X+
i ⊗ · · · ⊗X+

i )

for i = 1, 2 and ε = ±.



42 ROBERT MCRAE

(2) For ε = ±, the simple module X ε
2 is projective in Rep(SF+

d ), while X ε
1 has a pro-

jective cover
Pε
1 = F(P ε

1 ⊗ P+
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ P+

1 )

of length 22d, with 22d−1 composition factors isomorphic to X±
1 for each sign choice.

(3) Fusion products of simple and projective modules in Rep(SF+
d ) as as follows:

X ε1
1 ⊠ X ε2

i
∼= X ε1ε2

i , X ε1
1 ⊠ Pε2

1
∼= Pε1ε2

1

for i = 1, 2 and ε1, ε2 = ±,

X ε1
2 ⊠ X ε2

2
∼= Pε1ε2

1 , X ε1
2 ⊠ Pε2

1
∼= 22d−1 · X+

2 ⊕ 22d−1 · X−
2

for ε1, ε2 = ±, and

Pε1
1 ⊠ Pε2

1
∼= 22d−1 · P+

1 ⊕ 22d−1 · P−
1

for ε1, ε2 = ±.

Proof. For part (1), [CKM1, Proposition 4.5] shows that an SF+
d -module is simple if and

only if it is the induction of a simple W⊗d
2 -module in Rep(W⊗d

2 )0. Thus we first need to

determine which simple objects W of Rep(W⊗d
2 ) double-braid trivially with XS

1 for all S ∈

E(d). Setting XS
1 = Xδ1

1 ⊗· · ·⊗Xδd
1 (so δi = − precisely for i ∈ S) and W = Xε1

i1
⊗· · ·⊗Xεd

id
,

we calculate the double braiding using the balancing equation (2.1) and Theorem 5.1:

R2
XS

1 ,W
= θXS

1 ⊠W ◦ (θ−1
XS

1
⊠ θ−1

W ) =

d⊗

k=1

θ
X

δk
1 ⊠X

εk
ik

◦ (θ−1

X
δk
1

⊠ θ−1
X

εk
ik

) =

d∏

k=1

e
2πi(h

δkεk
ik

−h
δk
1 −h

εk
ik

)
,

where h±i = 1
8 (i − 3)(i − 3 ± 2) is the lowest conformal weight of X±

i . Since δkεk = εk if

k /∈ S and h±1 ∈ Z, it follows that

R2
XS

1 ,W
=

∏

k∈S

e
2πi(h

−εk
ik

−h
εk
ik

)
=

∏

k∈S

eπi(−εk(ik−3)) = exp

(
− πi

∑

k∈S

εkik

)
,

where the last equality uses |S| ∈ 2Z. Thus F(W ) is a module in Rep(SF+
d ) if and only if∑

k∈S εkik ∈ 2Z for all S ∈ E(d). This occurs if and only if ij = ik for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ d, since

{j, k} ∈ E(d). Thus any simple SF+
d is isomorphic to some F(Xε1

i ⊗ · · · ⊗Xεd
i ) for i = 1, 2

and εk = ±.
Moreover, by Frobenius reciprocity, F(Xε1

i ⊗· · ·⊗Xεd
i ) ∼= F(Xδ1

j ⊗· · ·⊗Xδd
j ) if and only

if Xε1
i ⊗ · · · ⊗Xεd

i occurs as a W⊗d
2 -submodule of

F(Xδ1
j ⊗ · · · ⊗Xδd

j ) ∼= SF+
d ⊠ (Xδ1

j ⊗ · · · ⊗Xδd
j ) ∼=

⊕

S∈E(d)

XS
1 ⊠ (Xδ1

j ⊗ · · · ⊗Xδd
j ).

Because |S| ∈ 2Z for each S ∈ E(d), Xε1
i ⊗· · ·⊗Xεd

i is then a submodule of F(Xδ1
j ⊗· · ·⊗Xδd

j )
if and only if i = j and the numbers of εk which equal + or − agree modulo 2 with the
numbers of δk which equal + or −. Thus each simple SF+

d -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 W⊗d
2 -modules to pro-

jective SF+
d -modules (see for example [ACKR, Lemma 17]). Thus since P ε

1 ⊗P+
1 ⊗· · ·⊗P+

1

and Xε
2⊗X+

2 ⊗· · ·⊗X+
2 are projective W⊗d

2 -modules by Theorem 3.11, and since P ε
1 ⊗P+

1 ⊗

· · · ⊗ P+
1 is an object of Rep(W⊗d

2 )0 by the same calculation as for Xε
1 ⊗X+

1 ⊗ · · · ⊗X+
1 ,

Pε
1 and X ε

2 are projective in Rep(SF+
d ). Also, Pε

1 has length 22d because each P±
1 has
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length 4 and because F is exact and takes simple W⊗d
2 -modules to simple SF+

d -modules.

Moreover, since P±
1 has two composition factors isomorphic to X±

1 for both sign choices,
half the composition factors of P ε

1 ⊗ P+
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ P+

1 induce to X+
1 and half induce to X−

1 .
Now by Proposition 2.2, Pε

1 will be a projective cover of X ε
1 if it is indecomposable and

surjects onto X ε
1 . 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 Pε

1 → X if and only X ∼= X ε
1 .

Indeed, taking X = X δ
i , Frobenius reciprocity and Proposition 2.10 imply

HomSF+
d
(Pε

1 ,X ) ∼= HomSF+
d
(F(P ε

1 ⊗ P+
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ P+

1 ),F(Xδ
i ⊗X+

i ⊗ · · · ⊗X+
i ))

∼=
⊕

S∈E(d)

HomW⊗d
2

(P ε
1 ⊗ P+

1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ P+
1 ,XS

1 ⊠ (Xδ
i ⊗X+

i ⊗ · · · ⊗X+
i ))

∼= HomW2(P
ε
1 ,X

δ
i )⊗

d⊗

k=2

HomW2(P
+
1 ,X+

i ).

This space is indeed non-zero (and spanned by pXε
1
⊗ pX+

1
⊗ · · · ⊗ pX+

1
) if and only if i = 1

and δ = ε. Thus Pε
1 is a projective cover of X ε

1 .
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 ε1, ε2,

X ε1
2 ⊠ Pε2

1 = F(Xε1
2 ⊗X+

2 ⊗ · · · ⊗X+
2 )⊠ F(P ε2

1 ⊗ P+
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ P+

1 )

∼= F((Xε1
2 ⊠ P ε2

1 )⊗ (X+
2 ⊠ P+

1 )⊗ · · · ⊗ (X+
2 ⊠ P+

1 ))

∼= F((2 ·X+
2 ⊕ 2 ·X−

2 )⊗d).

Introducing the notation XS
2 for S ∈ P (d) analogous to XS

1 , we thus have

X ε1
2 ⊠ Pε2

1
∼= 2d ·

⊕

S∈P (d)

F(XS
2 ).

Since F(XS
2 )

∼= X+
2 if |S| ∈ 2Z and F(XS

2 )
∼= X−

2 if |S| ∈ 2Z+ 1, it follows that X ε1
2 ⊠ Pε2

1

contains 22d−1 copies each of X+
2 and X−

2 . �

Remark 5.5. Recalling the conjectural equivalence Rep(SF+
d ) ∼= SFd as braided tensor

categories, Theorem 5.4(3) compares well with the fusion products in SFd given in [Ru,
Theorem 3.13]. The dictionary between Rep(SF+

d ) and SFd is as follows. As a category,

SFd = Rep(h)⊕ sVec

where h is a 2d-dimensional purely odd Lie superalgebra, and all morphisms in SFd preserve
Z/2Z-gradings. Then X+

1 and P+
1 correspond to the trivial even h-module C1|0 and the

h-module U(h), respectively, while X+
2 corresponds to the vector superspace C1|0. The

modules X−
1 , P−

1 , and X−
2 correspond to the parity reversals of these objects in SFd.

Remark 5.6. The conjectural braided tensor equivalence Rep(SF+
d ) ∼= SFd has recently

been proved in the case d = 1 [CLR, GN], in which case SF+
1

∼= W2, and SF1 is equivalent
to the representation category of a quasi-Hopf modification of the small quantum group
ui(sl2) 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+
d is a commutative algebra in the braided tensor category

Rep(W2)
⊗d ∼= Rep(ui(sl2))

⊗d.

This means Rep(SF+
d ) is equivalent to the braided tensor category Reploc(A) of local mod-

ules for a certain commutative algebra A in Rep(ui(sl2))
⊗d. On the other hand, SFd 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)) ∼= Reploc(A) as
braided tensor categories, then the equivalence Rep(SF+

d ) ∼= SFd 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 D̃, and DX1,X2,X3 = D for all
X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D):

Theorem A.1. Let D and C be C-linear abelian categories such that D has enough projec-

tives, let D̃ ⊆ D be an additive full subcategory that contains all projective objects in D, and

let G : D̃ → C be a C-linear functor such that for any X ∈ Ob(D̃), there is a right exact
sequence

QX
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ 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|D̃

∼= G.

Proof. Let P ⊆ 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
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ X −→ 0

such that QX , PX ∈ Ob(P). Because PX is projective, we can also choose for any morphism

f : X → X̃ in D a morphism gf : PX → P
X̃

such that the diagram

PX

pX

��

gf
// P

X̃

p
X̃

��

X
f

// X̃

commutes. For X ∈ Ob(P), we choose PX = X, pX = IdX and QX = 0, qX = 0. These

choices force gf = f when f is a morphism in P. More generally, for X ∈ Ob(D̃), we choose
PX , QX , pX , and qX such that (G(X),G(pX )) is a cokernel of G(qX).

Now since F should be a right exact functor that extends G, we define F on objects by

F(X) = Coker G(qX),

with cokernel surjection cX : G(PX ) → F(X). For X ∈ Ob(D̃), we take F(X) = G(X)

and cX = G(pX). For any morphism f : X → X̃ 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

G(PX )
G(gf )

//

cX

��

G(PX̃)

c
X̃

��

F(X)
F(f)

// F(X̃)

commutes. For F(f) to exist, we need cX̃ ◦ G(gf ◦ qX) = 0. To check this, we first have

p
X̃
◦ gf ◦ qX = f ◦ pX ◦ qX = 0,

implying
Im(gf ◦ qX) ⊆ Ker p

X̃
= Im q

X̃
.

Thus by projectivity of QX , there is a morphism hf : QX → QX̃ such that the diagram

QX

hf
//

qX

��

QX̃

q
X̃

��
PX

gf
// P

X̃

commutes. Thus
cX̃ ◦ G(gf ◦ qX) = cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃ ◦ hf ) = 0,

as required. When X, X̃ ∈ Ob(D̃),

F(f) ◦ cX = c
X̃
◦ G(gf ) = G(p

X̃
◦ gf ) = G(f ◦ pX) = G(f) ◦ cX ,

which implies F(f) = G(f). Thus F|
D̃
= G on both objects and morphisms.

We claim that F(f) : F(X) → F(X̃) in C is independent of the choice of morphism
gf : PX → PX̃ in P. That is, we need to show that if gf , g̃f : PX → PX̃ satisfy

pX̃ ◦ gf = f ◦ pX = pX̃ ◦ g̃f ,

then
c
X̃
◦ G(gf ) = c

X̃
◦ G(g̃f ),

equivalently c
X̃
◦ G(gf − g̃f ) = 0 since G is C-linear. Indeed, p

X̃
◦ (gf − g̃f ) = 0 yields

Im(gf − g̃f ) ⊆ Ker p
X̃

= Im q
X̃
.

Thus because PX is projective in D, there is a morphism g : PX → Q
X̃

such that

gf − g̃f = q
X̃
◦ g.

Thus
cX̃ ◦ G(gf − g̃f ) = cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃ ◦ g) = 0

since by definition cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃) = 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

F|D̃ = G. Indeed, F(IdX) = IdF(X) and F(f1 ◦ f2) = F(f) ◦ F(g) because G is a functor
and because the above claim shows that we may assume gIdX

= IdPX
and gf1◦f2 = gf1 ◦ gf2 .

Similarly, to show F is C-linear, F(c1f1 + c2f2) = c1F(f1) + c2F(f2) for c1, c2 ∈ C because
G is C-linear and because we may assume gc1f1+c2f2 = c1gf1 + c2gf2 . To show that F is the

desired functor, we still need to show that F is right exact, and that if F̃ : D → C is any

right exact functor such that F̃|D̃
∼= G, then F̃ ∼= F .
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We now show that F is right exact. Thus consider a right exact sequence

X
f
−→ X̃

c
−→ C → 0

in D, that is, (C, c) is a cokernel of f : X → X̃. 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 gf and gc
between projective modules in D, such that the diagram

QX̃

q
X̃

��

QC

qC
��

PX

gf
//

pX
��

PX̃

p
X̃��

gc
// PC

pC
��

X
f

// X̃
c // C

��

// 0

0

commutes, with the bottom row and right column in particular right exact. Because c ◦ pX̃
is surjective and PC is projective, there is a morphism g̃c : PC → PX̃ such that

pC = c ◦ pX̃ ◦ g̃c.

Since we get 0 when we pre-compose both sides of this equation with qC , and because pX
is surjective,

Im(pX̃ ◦ g̃c ◦ qC) ⊆ Ker c = Im f = Im(f ◦ pX).

Thus because QC is projective, we get a morphism h : QC → PX such that

pX̃ ◦ g̃c ◦ qC = f ◦ pX ◦ h = pX̃ ◦ gf ◦ h.

Then
Im(g̃c ◦ qC − gf ◦ h) ⊆ Ker pX̃ = Im qX̃ .

Again because QC is projective, there is a morphism h̃ : QC → QX̃ such that

g̃c ◦ qC − gf ◦ h = q
X̃
◦ h̃.

In particular, recalling that (F(X̃), cX̃) is the cokernel of G(qX̃), we get

cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c ◦ qC − gf ◦ h) = cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃) ◦ G(h̃) = 0. (A.1)

We can now show that (F(C),F(c)) is a cokernel of F(f). Thus suppose that F :

F(X̃) → Y is a morphism in C such that F ◦ F(f) = 0. We need to show that there is a
unique morphism G : F(C) → Y such that

F = G ◦ F(c).

For the existence, (A.1) and the definition of F(f) imply that,

F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c) ◦ G(qC) = F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(gf ) ◦ G(h) = F ◦ F(f) ◦ cX ◦ G(h) = 0.

Recalling that (F(C), cC ) is by definition the cokernel of G(qC), this means there is a unique
morphism G : F(C) → Y such that

F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c) = G ◦ cC .

The morphism G also satisfies

G ◦ F(c) ◦ cX̃ = G ◦ cC ◦ G(gc) = F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c ◦ gc).
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Thus by surjectivity of cX̃ , we will get G ◦ F(c) = F provided F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c ◦ gc) = F ◦ cX̃ .
To show this, recall that by definition,

c ◦ p
X̃
◦ g̃c ◦ gc = pC ◦ gc = c ◦ p

X̃
.

Thus using the surjectivity of pX ,

Im p
X̃
◦ (g̃c ◦ gc − IdP

X̃
) ⊆ Ker c = Im f = Im(f ◦ pX) = Im(p

X̃
◦ gf ).

Then by projectivity of P
X̃
, there is a map g̃f : P

X̃
→ PX such that

p
X̃
◦ (g̃c ◦ gc − IdP

X̃
) = p

X̃
◦ gf ◦ g̃f ,

and then

Im(g̃c ◦ gc − IdP
X̃
− gf ◦ g̃f ) ⊆ Ker p

X̃
= Im q

X̃
.

Again by projectivity of PX̃ , there is a map k : PX̃ → QX̃ such that

g̃c ◦ gc − IdP
X̃
− gf ◦ g̃f = qX̃ ◦ k.

So now

F ◦ c
X̃
◦ G(g̃c ◦ gc) = F ◦ c

X̃
◦ G(IdP

X̃
+ gf ◦ g̃f + q

X̃
◦ k)

= F ◦ cX̃ + F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(gf ) ◦ G(g̃f ) + F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃) ◦ G(k)

= F ◦ cX̃ + F ◦ F(f) ◦ cX ◦ G(g̃f )

= F ◦ cX̃ ,

since cX̃ ◦ G(qX̃) = 0 and F ◦ F(f) = 0. This completes the proof that F = G ◦ F(c).
To show that G is unique, it is enough to show that any G satisfying F = G ◦ F(c)

satisfies F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c) = G ◦ cC as well (since G is unique subject to this latter condition).
In fact, the condition F = G ◦ F(c) implies

F ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c) = G ◦ F(c) ◦ cX̃ ◦ G(g̃c) = G ◦ cC ◦ G(gc ◦ g̃c),

so it is enough to show cC ◦ G(gc ◦ g̃c) = cC . To show this, note that

pC ◦ gc ◦ g̃c = c ◦ p
X̃
◦ g̃c = pC

by the definitions, so

Im(gc ◦ g̃c − IdPC
) ⊆ Ker pC = Im qC .

Because PC is projective, there is thus a map k̃ : PC → QC such that

gc ◦ g̃c − IdPC
= qC ◦ k̃,

and then

cC ◦ G(gc ◦ g̃c) = cC ◦ G(IdPC
+ qC ◦ k̃) = cC + cC ◦ G(qC) ◦ G(k̃) = 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.

Finally, we need to show that if F̃ : D → C is any right exact functor such that F̃|D̃
∼= G,

then F̃ ∼= F . Thus fix a natural isomorphism β : F̃|
D̃
→ G → F|

D̃
. We will extend β to a

natural isomorphism α : F̃ → F . As before, for X ∈ Ob(D), we have a right exact sequence

QX
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ X −→ 0,
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with QX , PX ∈ Ob(P) ⊆ Ob(D̃), and F(X) = Coker G(qX) in C. Because F̃ and F are
right exact, the commutative diagram

F̃(QX)

βQX

��

F̃(qX)
// F̃(PX)

βPX

��

F̃(pX)
// F̃(X) //

∃ !αX

��
✤

✤

✤
0

F(QX)
F(qX)

// F(PX)
F(pX)

// F(X) // 0

has right exact rows, where the existence of αX follows from the naturality of β and the

universal property of the cokernel (F̃(X), F̃ (pX)). Because β is a natural isomorphism and
(F(X),F(pX ) is a cokernel of F(qX), it easy to see that αX is invertible.

To show that the isomorphisms αX define a natural isomorphism α, suppose f : X → X̃
is a morphism in D. Recall that there is a morphism gf : PX → PX̃ such that

f ◦ pX = p
X̃
◦ gf .

Thus

F(f) ◦ αX ◦ F̃(pX) = F(f) ◦ F(pX) ◦ βPX
= F(pX̃) ◦ F(gf ) ◦ βPX

= F(p
X̃
) ◦ βP

X̃
◦ F̃(gf ) = α

X̃
◦ F̃(p

X̃
◦ gf )

= αX̃ ◦ F̃(f ◦ pX) = αX̃ ◦ F̃(f) ◦ F̃(pX).

Since the cokernel morphism F̃(pX) is surjective, it follows that F(f) ◦ αX = αX̃ ◦ F̃(f),

that is, α : F̃ → 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 β : F̃|D̃ → F|D̃ extends uniquely to a natural isomorphism α : F̃ → F . Indeed,

α|
D̃
= β because for X ∈ Ob(D̃), the diagrams

F̃(PX)

βPX

��

F̃(pX)
// F̃(X)

αX

��
F(PX)

F(pX)
// F(X)

F̃(PX)

βPX

��

F̃(pX)
// F̃(X)

βX

��
F(PX)

F(pX)
// F(X)

commute by the construction of αX and the naturality of β, respectively, and thus αX = βX
by surjectivity of F̃(pX). The extension α is unique because if α̃ : F̃ → F is any natural
isomorphism such that α̃|D̃ = β, then

α̃X ◦ F̃(pX) = F(pX) ◦ α̃PX
= F(pX) ◦ βPX

= αX ◦ F̃(pX)

for any X ∈ Ob(D). Thus α̃X = αX since F̃(pX) is surjective.

We now return to the general setting of Theorem 3.13: D and C are C-linear abelian

categories, D̃ ⊆ D is an additive full subcategory, and G : D̃ → C is a C-linear functor. For
any unordered triple X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D), we have an abelian full subcategory DX1,X2,X3

that contains X1, X2, X3 and has enough projectives; moreover, all projective objects in

DX1,X2,X3 are objects of D̃, and

DXi,Xi,Xi
⊆ DXi,Xi,Xj

= DXi,Xj ,Xj
⊆ DX1,X2,X3
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for all i, 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 = DX1,X2,X2 for any X1,X2 ∈ Ob(C).

Now by Theorem A.1, for any X1,X2,X3 ∈ Ob(D), there is a unique right exact functor
FX1,X2,X3 : DX1,X2,X3 → C such that

FX1,X2,X3 |D̃∩DX1,X2,X3

∼= G|D̃∩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 D̃ ∩ DX1,X2,X3 is a precise equality. To simplify
notation, set FX = FX,X,X for X ∈ Ob(D), and FX1,X2 = FX1,X1,X2 = FX1,X2,X2 for
X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D). Then for i, j = 1, 2, 3,

(FX1,X2,X3 |DXi,Xj
)|D̃∩DXi,Xj

= (FX1,X2,X3 |D̃∩DX1,X2,X3
)|D̃∩DXi,Xj

= (G|
D̃∩DX1,X2,X3

)|
D̃∩DXi,Xj

= G|
D̃∩DXi,Xj

.

Thus as in Remark A.2, the identity natural isomorphism

Id : (FX1,X2,X3 |DXi,Xj
)|
D̃∩DXi,Xj

−→ FXi,Xj
|
D̃∩DXi,Xj

extends uniquely to a natural isomorphism

α(i,j) : FX1,X2,X3 |DXi,Xj
−→ FXi,Xj

.

Similarly, there is a natural isomorphism

α(i) : FXi,Xj
|DXi

−→ FXi

uniquely extending the identity natural isomorphism of

FXi,Xj
|
D̃∩DXi

= G|
D̃∩DXi

= FXi
|
D̃∩DXi

.

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

α(i) ◦ α(i,j) = α(i) ◦ α(i,k) : FX1,X2,X3 |DXi
−→ FXi

, (A.2)

since both compositions restrict to the identity on D̃ ∩ DXi
.

We now define the desired functor F : D → C by F(X) = FX(X) for any X ∈ Ob(D);
for a morphism f : X1 → X2 in D, we define F(f) by commutativity of the diagram

FX1,X2(X1)
FX1,X2

(f)
//

α
(1)
X1

��

FX1,X2(X2)

α
(2)
X2

��
FX1(X1)

F(f)
// FX2(X2)

Then F(IdX) = IdF(X) for any X ∈ Ob(D), and F defines a C-linear map on morphisms
because FX1,X2 does for all X1,X2 ∈ Ob(D). To show that F respects compositions,
suppose f1 : X1 → X2 and f2 : X2 → X3 are morphisms in D. Then the definitions, the
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equation (A.2), and naturality of α(1,2) and α(2,3) imply that

FX1,X2,X3(X1)
FX1,X2,X3

(f1)
//

α
(1)
X1

◦α
(1,3)
X1

=α
(1)
X1

◦α
(1,2)
X1

��

FX1,X2,X3(X2)
FX1,X2,X3

(f2)
//

α
(2)
X2

◦α
(1,2)
X2

=α
(2)
X2

◦α
(2,3)
X2

��

FX1,X2,X3(X3)

α
(3)
X3

◦α
(2,3)
X3

=α
(3)
X3

◦α
(1,3)
X3

��
FX1(X1)

F(f1)
// FX2(X2)

F(f2)
// FX3(X3)

commutes. This diagram, combined with

FX1,X2,X3(f2) ◦ FX1,X2,X3(f1) = FX1,X2,X3(f2 ◦ f1)

and the naturality of α(1,3), implies that F(f2) ◦ F(f1) = F(f2 ◦ f1). Thus F is a functor,
and the same commutative diagram combined with the right exactness of FX1,X2,X3 implies
that F is right exact.

We now show that F|
D̃
= G. For X ∈ Ob(D̃), we have

F(X) = FX(X) = G(X)

since FX |D̃∩DX
= G|D̃∩DX

. For a morphism f : X1 → X2 in D̃, we have

F(f) = α
(2)
X2

◦ FX1,X2(f) ◦ (α
(1)
X1

)−1 = IdG(X2) ◦ G(f) ◦ IdG(X1) = G(f)

since FX1,X2 |D̃∩DX1,X2
= G and α(i)|D̃∩DXi

is the identity natural isomorphism of G|D̃∩DXi

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

Finally, we need to show that if F̃ : D → C is any C-linear right exact functor such that

F̃|D̃
∼= G, then F̃ ∼= F . Thus fix a natural isomorphism β : F̃ |D̃ → G. For any X ∈ Ob(D),

β restricts to a natural isomorphism

F̃|
D̃∩DX

−→ G|
D̃∩DX

= FX |
D̃∩DX

,

so by the uniqueness assertion in Theorem A.1 and Remark A.2, β|
D̃∩DX

extends uniquely

to a natural isomorphism

η(X) : F̃|DX
−→ FX .

Thus for all X ∈ Ob(D), we can define

ηX = η
(X)
X : F̃(X) −→ FX(X) = F(X).

To show that the ηX define a natural isomorphism η : F̃ → F , let f : X1 → X2 be
a morphism in D. Since DXi

for i = 1, 2 has enough projectives, we can fix surjections

pi : Pi → Xi such that Pi is projective in DXi
, and thus is also an object of D̃. Since α(i)

for i = 1, 2 extends the identity isomorphism of G|
D̃∩DXi

, we have a commutative diagram

F̃(Pi)
βPi //

F̃(pi)
��

G(Pi)

FXi
(pi)

��

FX1,X2
(pi)

((◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗

F̃(Xi) ηXi

// FXi
(Xi) FX1,X2(Xi)

α
(i)
Xi

oo
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Now fix a surjection p1,2 : P1,2 → X1 such that P1,2 ∈ Ob(D̃ ∩ DX1,X2) is projective in
DX1,X2 . By projectivity, there are morphisms p̃1 : P1,2 → P1 and gf : P1,2 → P2 such that

p1,2 = p1 ◦ p̃1, f ◦ p1,2 = p2 ◦ gf .

Then we calculate

F(f) ◦ ηX1 ◦ F̃(p1,2) = α
(2)
X2

◦ FX1,X2(f) ◦ (α
(1)
X1

)−1 ◦ ηX1 ◦ F̃(p1) ◦ F̃(p̃1)

= α
(2)
X2

◦ FX1,X2(f) ◦ FX1,X2(p1) ◦ βP1 ◦ F̃(p̃1)

= α
(2)
X2

◦ FX1,X2(f ◦ p1) ◦ G(p̃1) ◦ βP1,2

= α
(2)
X2

◦ FX1,X2(p2) ◦ G(gf ) ◦ βP1,2

= FX2(p2) ◦ βP2 ◦ F̃(gf )

= ηX2 ◦ F̃(p2) ◦ F̃(gf ) = ηX2 ◦ F̃(f) ◦ F̃(p1,2).

Since p1,2 is surjective and F̃ is right exact, F̃(p1,2) is also surjective, and thus F(f)◦ηX1 =

ηX2 ◦F̃ (f). That is, η is a natural isomorphism. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.13.

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 4.10

We assumeD and C are tensor categories with right exact fusion products, D̃ is a monoidal
subcategory of D, and F : D → C is a right exact functor such that F|D̃ is a tensor functor.
This means there is an isomorphism ϕ : F(1D) → 1C and a natural isomorphism

G : ⊠C ◦ (F|
D̃
×F|

D̃
) → (F ◦⊠D)|D̃×D̃

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 ⊆ D

which has enough projectives, such that every projective object of DX,X is contained in D̃.
Thus we may fix a right exact sequence

QX
qX−−→ PX

pX−−→ X −→ 0

such that QX and PX are projective in DX,X , and thus are also objects of D̃.
Also, for any morphism f : X1 → X2 in D, we are assuming that X1 and X2 are contained

in an abelian full subcategory DX1,X2 which contains DX1,X1 and DX2,X2 and has enough

projectives, such that every projective object of DX1,X2 is contained in D̃. Thus we may fix
a surjection pf : Pf ։ X1 such that Pf is projective in DX1,X2 . By projectivity, there are

morphisms q
(i)
f : Pf → PXi

for i = 1, 2 such that the diagram

Pf
q
(1)
f

xxrrr
rr
rr
rr
rr
r

q
(2)
f

//

pf

��

PX2

pX2

��
PX1

pX1 // X1
f

// X2

(B.1)

commutes.
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Now for W,X ∈ Ob(D), we want to define an isomorphism FW,X : F(W ) ⊠C F(X) →
F(W ⊠D X) by commutativity of the diagram

(F(QW )⊠C F(PX))⊕ (F(PW )⊠C F(QX))
Γ //

(F(qW )⊠Id)◦π1+(Id⊠F(qX))◦π2

��

F((QW ⊠D PX)⊕ (PW ⊠D QX))

F((qW⊠Id)◦π1+(Id⊠qX)◦π2)
��

F(PW )⊠C F(PX)
GPW ,PX

//

F(pW )⊠CF(pX)
��

F(PW ⊠D PX)

F(pW⊠DpX)
��

F(W )⊠C F(X)
∃ !FW,X

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴

��

F(W ⊠D X)

��
0 0

Here π1 and π2 are the obvious projections, and

Γ = F(ε1) ◦GQW ,PX
◦ π1 + F(ε2) ◦GPW ,QX

◦ π2

is an isomorphism, where ε1 and ε2 are the obvious inclusions. The columns of the diagram
are right exact by Lemma 2.5 and the right exactness of ⊠C , ⊠D, and F . Thus the existence
and uniqueness of FW,X follows from the universal property of the cokernel (F(W ) ⊠C

F(X),F(pW )⊠C F(pX)). Since Γ and GPW ,PX
are invertible, so is FW,X .

To show that the isomorphisms FW,X define a natural isomorphism, consider morphisms
f : W1 → W2 and g : X1 → X2 in D. Then using (B.1),

FW2,X2 ◦ (F(f) ⊠C F(g)) ◦ (F(pf )⊠C F(pg))

= FW2,X2 ◦ (F(pW2)⊠C F(pX2)) ◦ (F(q
(2)
f )⊠C F(q(2)g ))

= F(pW2 ⊠D pX2) ◦GPW2
,PX2

◦ (F(q
(2)
f )⊠C F(q(2)g ))

= F(pW2 ⊠D pX2) ◦ F(q
(2)
f ⊠D q(2)g ) ◦GPf ,Pg

= F(f ⊠D g) ◦ F(pW1 ⊠D pX1) ◦ F(q
(1)
f ⊠D q(1)g ) ◦GPf ,Pg

= F(f ⊠D g) ◦ F(pW1 ⊠D pX1) ◦GPW1
,PX1

◦ (F(q
(1)
f )⊠C F(q(1)g ))

= F(f ⊠D g) ◦ FW1,X1 ◦ (F(pW1)⊠C F(pX1)) ◦ (F(q
(1)
f )⊠C F(q(1)g ))

= F(f ⊠D g) ◦ FW1,X1 ◦ (F(pf )⊠C F(pg)).

Since F(pf )⊠C F(pg) is surjective, due to the right exactness of F and ⊠C , 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

F(1D)⊠C F(X)
F1D,X

//

ϕ⊠CIdF(X)

��

F(1D ⊠D X)

F(lX )
��

1C ⊠C F(X)
lF(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 D̃ and C,

F(lX ) ◦ F1D ,X ◦ (F(p1D
)⊠C F(pX)) = F(lX) ◦ F(p1D

⊠D pX) ◦GP1D
,PX

= F(lX) ◦ F(Id1D
⊠D pX) ◦ F(p1D

⊠D IdPX
) ◦GP1D

,PX

= F(pX) ◦ F(lPX
) ◦G1D ,PX

◦ (F(p1D
)⊠C IdF(PX))

= F(pX) ◦ lF(PX) ◦ ((ϕ ◦ F(p1D
))⊠C IdF(PX))

= lF(X) ◦ (ϕ⊠C IdF(X)) ◦ (F(p1D
)⊠C F(pX)).

Thus because F(p1D
)⊠C F(pX) is surjective (by the right exactness of F and ⊠C),

F(lX) ◦ F1D ,X = lF(X) ◦ (ϕ⊠C IdF(X)).

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

Finally, if D and C have ribbon twists such that F(θP ) = θF(P ) for all P ∈ Ob(D̃), then
naturality of the twist implies that

F(θX) ◦ F(pX) = F(pX) ◦ F(θPX
) = F(pX) ◦ θF(PX) = θF(X) ◦ F(pX)

for all X ∈ Ob(D). This implies F(θX) = θF(X) since F(pX) is surjective by the right
exactness of F . This completes the proof of Theorem 4.10.
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