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THE NON-SEMISIMPLE KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG CATEGORY FOR

AFFINE sl2 AT ADMISSIBLE LEVELS

ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

Abstract. We show that Kazhdan and Lusztig’s category KLk(sl2) of modules for the

affine Lie algebra ŝl2 at an admissible level k, equivalently the category of finite-length
grading-restricted generalized modules for the universal affine vertex operator algebra
V k(sl2), is a braided tensor category. Although this tensor category is not rigid, we show

that the subcategory of all rigid objects in KLk(sl2) is equal to the subcategory of all pro-
jective objects, and that every simple module inKLk(sl2) has a projective cover. Moreover,
we show that the full subcategory of projective objects in KLk(sl2) is monoidal equivalent

to the category of tilting modules for quantum sl2 at the root of unity ζ = eπi/(k+2).
Using this, we establish a universal property of the tensor category KLk(sl2), and as an
application, we prove a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence, that is, we obtain an exact
essentially surjective (but not full or faithful) tensor functor from KLk(sl2) to the cate-
gory of finite dimensional weight modules for the quantum group associated to sl2 at the
root of unity ζ. We also use the universal property to classify the categories KLk(sl2)
up to (braided) tensor equivalence and to obtain a tensor-categorical version of quantum

Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction, that is, we construct a braided tensor functor from KLk(sl2)

to a category of modules for the Virasoro algebra at central charge 1− 6(k+1)2

k+2
.
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1. Introduction

In the celebrated series of papers [KL1]-[KL4], Kazhdan and Lusztig constructed braided
tensor categories of modules at fixed level for affine Lie algebras ĝ associated to a finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebra g. Indeed, given g and a level k = −h∨+κ (where h∨ is the
dual Coxeter number of g and κ is the shifted level), they defined a category, which we denote
KLk(g), whose objects are finite-length ĝ-modules of level k, all of whose composition factors
are irreducible quotients of generalized Verma ĝ-modules induced from finite-dimensional
irreducible g-modules (see [KL1, Definition 2.15]). For κ /∈ Q≥0, Kazhdan and Lusztig
showed that KLk(g) is naturally a braided tensor category. Moreover, they showed that
KLk(g) is tensor equivalent to the category C(ζ, g) of finite-dimensional weight modules for

the quantum group of g at parameter ζ = eπi/rκ, where r is the lacing number of g. This
tensor equivalence is commonly called the Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence.

It is still unclear whether there is a braided tensor category structure on KLk(g) for
κ ∈ Q>0, or whether there is a relation with C(ζ, g). A natural approach to these problems is
the vertex algebraic tensor category theory developed by Huang–Lepowsky–Zhang [HLZ1]-
[HLZ8], because KLk(g) is a category of modules for the universal affine vertex operator
algebra V k(g) at level k (see for example [LL, Theorem 6.2.23]). Vertex operator algebras are
algebraic structures which were first introduced by Borcherds [Bo] and Frenkel–Lepowsky–
Meurman [FLM] in the context of the monstrous moonshine problem, but they also provide
a mathematically rigorous approach to two-dimensional conformal quantum field theories
in physics. The tensor product of modules for a vertex operator algebra V is crucially not
based on the vector space tensor product of V -modules, but is rather the “fusion product”
of conformal field theory. Mathematically, this fusion product is defined by a universal
property in terms of intertwining operators [FHL, HLZ2, HLZ3], which are building blocks of
correlation functions in the conformal field theory associated to V . Under certain conditions,
the fusion tensor product of V -modules gives suitable categories of V -modules the structure
of braided tensor categories [HLZ8].

For a level k = −h∨+κ,KLk(g) is precisely the category of finite-length grading-restricted
generalized modules for the universal affine vertex operator algebra V k(g). When κ /∈ Q≥0,
V k(g) is simple (see [KL1, Proposition 2.12]), but this is not usually the case when κ ∈ Q>0.
Thus for κ ∈ Q>0, most previous work has concentrated on braided tensor category structure
for the smaller category KLk(g) of finite-length grading-restricted generalized modules for
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the simple quotient vertex operator algebra Lk(g); see especially the recent progress in
[CHY, CY]. In this case, KLk(g) is usually a small subcategory of KLk(g), and little is
known in general about tensor structure on the larger category KLk(g) of V k(g)-modules.

1.1. Main results on KLk(sl2). In this work, we take g = sl2 (so h∨ = 2) and show
that the Kazhdan-Lusztig category KLk(sl2) of finite-length grading-restricted generalized
V k(sl2)-modules is naturally a braided tensor category for all k = −2+κ with κ ∈ Q>0. We
mainly focus on the case that k is a Kac-Wakimoto admissible level [KWa], that is, κ = p/q
for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, since the case p = 1 has already been handled
in [CY]. For admissible levels k = −2 + p/q, we determine the structure and properties of
KLk(sl2) in considerable detail, and as a consequence, we obtain a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig
correspondence, that is, an exact and essentially surjective (but not fully faithful) tensor

functor from KLk(sl2) to the quantum group category C(ζ, sl2) at ζ = eπiq/p.
For sl2, admissible levels are interesting because V k(sl2) is non-simple if and only if k is

admissible. Thus the smaller category KLk(sl2) of modules for the simple quotient vertex
operator algebra Lk(sl2) is a proper subcategory of KLk(sl2) if and only if k is admissible.
On the one hand, KLk(sl2) at admissible level k is not semisimple and has infinitely many
simple objects Lr for r ∈ Z≥1; each Lr is the simple quotient of the generalized Verma
module (also called Weyl module) Vr induced from the r-dimensional simple sl2-module. On
the other hand,KLk(sl2) is semisimple with finitely many simple objects Lr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p−1
[AM]; moreover, KLk(sl2) is a rigid braided tensor category [CHY].

To prove that KLk(sl2) for k = −2 + p/q is also a braided tensor category, we use [CY,
Theorem 3.3.4]. The key point is to show that any finitely-generated grading-restricted
generalized V k(sl2)-module also has finite length and thus is an object of KLk(sl2). For
this, it is enough to show that the generalized Verma modules Vr have finite length, and
in fact, it follows straightforwardly from Malikov’s structural results on Verma modules for
rank-2 Kac-Moody Lie algebras [Ma] that Vr is simple if p | r and has length 2 if p ∤ r (see
Theorem 2.2). Thus we prove:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.8, Corollary 2.17, Theorem 2.18). Let k = −2 + κ for κ ∈ Q>0.
Then KLk(sl2) admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ8], and the embedding
KLk(sl2) →֒ KLk(sl2) is a lax monoidal functor. Moreover, KLk(sl2) is both a tensor ideal
and a tensor subcategory of KLk(sl2) (with a different unit object if k is admissible).

Unlike KLk(sl2), for k admissible, the larger category KLk(sl2) is not rigid, that is, not
every object has a dual in the sense of tensor categories. For example, objects of KLk(sl2)
are not rigid when considered as objects of KLk(sl2) because the unit object L1 = Lk(sl2)
of the tensor category KLk(sl2) is not the same as the unit object V1 = V k(sl2) of KL

k(sl2).
However, by [ALSW, Theorem 2.12], vertex algebraic contragredient modules [FHL] give
KLk(sl2) a weaker duality structure, that of a ribbon Grothendieck-Verdier category [BD]
whose dualizing object is the contragredient of V1. We will use this Grothendieck-Verdier
category structure on KLk(sl2) to prove that the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence
mentioned above is an exact functor.

Although KLk(sl2) as a whole is not rigid, determining which particular objects are
rigid turns out to be critical for exploring the detailed tensor structure of KLk(sl2). The
first non-trivial rigid object we obtain in KLk(sl2) is the generalized Verma module V2

induced from the standard 2-dimensional simple sl2-module, which we prove is self-dual
by using Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations [KZ] to derive explicit expressions for
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compositions of intertwining operators involving V2; similar methods for proving rigidity
have been used in many recent works, including [TW, CMY2, CMY3, MY2, MY3, MS].
The basic properties of V2 are summarized in the following theorem, where we use ⊠ to
denote the tensor product operation on KLk(sl2):

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2.23, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 4.2). Let k = −2+ p/q for relatively
prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, and let ζ = eπiq/p.

(1) The generalized Verma module V2 is rigid and self-dual in KLk(sl2).
(2) The self-dual module V2 has intrinsic dimension −ζ−ζ−1, that is, if eV2 : V2⊠V2 →

V1 and iV2 : V1 → V2 ⊠ V2 denote evaluation and coevaluation maps for V2, then

eV2 ◦ iV2 = (−ζ − ζ−1) · IdV1 .

(3) For r ∈ Z≥2, there is a short exact sequence

0 −→ Vr−1 −→ V2 ⊠ Vr −→ Vr+1 −→ 0 (1.1)

which splits if and only if p ∤ r.

Next, we use rigidity of V2 and (1.1) to deduce that Vr is rigid and self dual for 1 ≤ r ≤ p.
Then V2⊠Vp is a rigid indecomposable module which turns out to be projective in KLk(sl2).
In fact, we construct all indecomposable projective objects as follows. First recall that
an abelian category has enough projectives if every object is a homomorphic image of a
projective object. Since every object of KLk(sl2) has finite length, KLk(sl2) has enough
projectives if and only if every simple module Lr has a projective cover, which is an indecom-
posable projective module that surjects onto Lr. It is easy to prove that the generalized
Verma module V1 = V k(sl2) is projective in KLk(sl2), and in any tensor category with
projective unit object, all rigid objects are projective (Corollary 2.13). Therefore, the gen-
eralized Verma module Vr is projective and a projective cover of Lr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p. In

general, we obtain a projective cover for any Lr as a direct summand of V
⊠(r−1)
2 . Such

direct summands of tensor powers of the rigid module V2 are also rigid, and it follows that
all projective objects of KLk(sl2) are also rigid. We summarize the main properties of rigid
and projective objects in KLk(sl2) in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.4, Theorem 4.8, Corollary 4.10, Proposition 4.11,
Theorem 4.13). Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1. Then an
object of KLk(sl2) is rigid if and only if it is projective. Moreover, Lr for all r ∈ Z≥1 has
a projective cover Pr in KLk(sl2) as follows:

(1) For 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1 and for p | r, Pr = Vr. In particular, Pr is simple if p | r.
(2) For n ∈ Z≥1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, there is a non-split short exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−r −→ Pnp+r −→ Vnp+r −→ 0,

and Pnp+r has Loewy diagram

Lnp+r

Pnp+r : Lnp−r L(n+2)p−r

Lnp+r

.
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Also, Pnp+r is self-contragredient and logarithmic, that is, the Virasoro operator
L(0) acts non-semisimply on Pnp+r.

Logarithmic modules for vertex operator algebras are so-called because of their role in
logarithmic conformal field theory in physics: non-semisimple actions of L(0) lead to loga-
rithmic singularities in correlation functions. It is worth noting that it is not very easy to
construct logarithmic modules for affine Lie algebras directly. Probably the only previously

known logarithmic ŝl2-modules at admissible levels are those constructed by Adamović in

[Ad] (these modules are not objects ofKLk(sl2)). Further logarithmic ŝl2-modules at admis-
sible levels were conjectured in [Ra] but not actually constructed; our Theorem 4.13 proves
that some of these conjectured modules indeed exist. Our modules Pr seem to be the first

known logarithmic ŝl2-modules with finite-dimensional generalized L(0)-eigenspaces.
As part of the construction of the logarithmic modules Pnp+r and the proof of Theorem

1.3, we also compute the tensor product of V2 with each indecomposable projective module:

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.3, Theorem 4.8). Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively
prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1. Then using the convention Pr = 0 if r ≤ 0:

(1) If p = 2, then for n ≥ 0 and r = 1, 2,

V2 ⊠ P2n+r =

{
P2(n−1) ⊕ 2 · P2n ⊕ P2(n+1) if r = 1
P2(n+1)+1 if r = 2

.

(2) If p ≥ 3, then for n ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p,

V2 ⊠ Pnp+r ∼=





2 · Pnp ⊕ Pnp+2 if r = 1
Pnp+r−1 ⊕ Pnp+r+1 if 2 ≤ r ≤ p− 2
P(n−1)p ⊕ P(n+1)p−2 ⊕ P(n+1)p if r = p− 1
P(n+1)p+1 if r = p

.

Our final result on the tensor category KLk(sl2) itself is a classification of its braidings.
We show in Theorem 5.3 that KLk(sl2) admits four natural braiding isomorphisms R which
satisfy the hexagon axiom for braided tensor categories, and each is completely determined
by the automorphism RV2,V2 of V2 ⊠ V2. The first braiding is the official one specified in

[HLZ8], and a second is the reverse braiding defined by Rrev
W1,W2

= R−1
W2,W1

for modules W1,

W2 in KLk(sl2). The remaining two braidings are obtained from the first two by changing
RW1,W2 by a sign if the Cartan generator h ∈ sl2 acts on both W1 and W2 by odd-integer
eigenvalues (in particular RV2,V2 changes to −RV2,V2). We also show that for each of the

four braidings, KLk(sl2) admits two ribbon twists θ which satisfy the balancing equation

θW1⊠W2 = RW2,W1 ◦ RW1,W2 ◦ (θW1 ⊠ θW2)

for objects W1, W2 of KLk(sl2). When R is the official braiding specified in [HLZ8], one of

these twists is the official one given by θ = e2πiL(0).

1.2. Universal property of KLk(sl2) and a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence.

Let k = −2+p/q be an admissible level for sl2, and let ζ = eπiq/p. It is obvious thatKLk(sl2)
is not tensor equivalent to the quantum group category C(ζ, sl2) since C(ζ, sl2) is rigid while
KLk(sl2) is not. However, we show that there is an exact and essentially surjective tensor
functor F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2) which we call a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence. It
turns out that the tensor ideal KLk(sl2) of modules for the simple affine vertex operator
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algebra Lk(sl2) is what obstructs F from being full or faithful, so one could say that as
tensor categories, KLk(sl2) is something like an extension of C(ζ, sl2) by KLk(sl2).

To obtain the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence, we show that KLk(sl2) satisfies a
universal property, analogous to Ostrik’s universal property of C(ζ, sl2) from [Os, Remark
2.10] (see also [GN, Theorem 5.3]). Such universal properties derive from a universal prop-
erty of the category of tilting modules for quantum sl2. Indeed, let Tζ ⊆ C(ζ, sl2) denote
the subcategory of tilting modules introduced in [An]; one can show that Tζ is the smallest
subcategory of C(ζ, sl2) which contains the irreducible two-dimensional standard Uζ(sl2)-
module X and is closed under tensor products, finite direct sums, and direct summands.
The tilting module X has intrinsic dimension −ζ − ζ−1, like the generalized Verma module
V2 in KLk(sl2) (recall Theorem 1.2(2)). Then Ostrik showed in [Os, Theorem 2.4] that a
self-dual object X of intrinsic dimension −ζ−ζ−1 in any tensor category C induces a unique
tensor functor Tζ → C sending X to X. Thus taking C = KLk(sl2) and X = V2 yields a

tensor functor Tζ → KLk(sl2).

Let Pk be the subcategory of all projective (equivalently, all rigid) objects in KLk(sl2).
Then Pk contains V2 and is closed under tensor products, finite direct sums, and direct
summands, so the image of the tensor functor Tζ → KLk(sl2) is contained in Pk. In fact,

we prove in Theorem 6.6 that this functor is a tensor equivalence between Tζ and Pk. In

other words, we can view KLk(sl2) as an “abelianization” of Tζ into which Tζ embeds as
the full subcategory of projective objects. This together with the universal property of Tζ
yields the universal property of KLk(sl2):

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.8). Let k = −2+ p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1,
let C be a (not necessarily rigid) tensor category with right exact tensor product ⊠C, and
let X be a rigid self-dual object of C with evaluation eX : X ⊠C X → 1C and coevaluation
iX : 1C → X ⊠C X such that

eX ◦ iX = −(eπiq/p + e−πiq/p) · Id1C
.

Then there is a unique up to natural isomorphism right exact tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) →
C, equipped with isomorphism ϕ : F(V1) → 1C and natural isomorphism

F : ⊠C ◦ (F × F) −→ F ◦⊠,

such that F(V2) = X and

ϕ ◦ F(eV2) ◦ FV2,V2 = eX , F−1
V2,V2

◦ F(iV2) ◦ ϕ
−1 = iX .

Taking C = C(ζ, sl2) and X = X in this theorem yields the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig
correspondence F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2). With more work, we can prove a few more
properties of F ; in particular, we show that F is exact by using the Grothendieck-Verdier
category structure [BD, ALSW] on KLk(sl2) to turn right exact sequences into left exact
sequences:

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 7.8, Lemma 7.10, Proposition 7.11). Let k = −2+p/q for p ∈ Z≥2

and q ∈ Z≥1, and let ζ = eπiq/p. Then there is a unique exact and essentially surjective

tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2) extending the equivalence Pk ∼
−→ Tζ. Moreover, for

W an object in KLk(sl2), F(W ) = 0 if and only if W is an object of KLk(sl2), and for f
a morphism in KLk(sl2), F(f) = 0 if and only if Im f is an object of KLk(sl2).

Thus the subcategory KLk(sl2) prevents the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence F
from being faithful; for similar reasons, F is also not full. However, it was pointed out
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to us by Cris Negron that our embedding of Tζ into KLk(sl2) as the full subcategory
of projective objects yields a derived Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence, that is, a tensor
equivalence between suitable derived categories. In particular, for C an abelian category, let
Ind C denote its Ind-category, Db(C) denote its bounded derived category, and D(C) denote
the unbounded derived category of Ind C. Then using Theorem 6.6:

Theorem 1.7 (Theorem 7.13). The tensor equivalence Tζ
∼
−→ Pk induces a tensor equiva-

lence IndDb(C(ζ, sl2))
∼
−→ D(KLk(sl2)).

1.3. Further applications and open problems. The universal property of KLk(sl2)
has several applications besides the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence. We can also
classify the tensor categories KLk(sl2) for admissible k up to (braided) tensor equivalence:

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 7.1, Theorem 7.2). If k is any admissible level for sl2, then

KLk(sl2) is tensor equivalent to KL−2+p/q(sl2) for unique relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and
q ∈ Z≥1 such that 1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1. Specifically, for such p and q,

KL−2+p/q(sl2) ∼= KL−2+p/(±q+2np)(sl2)

as tensor categories for all n ∈ Z≥1. Moreover, KL−2+p/(±q+2np)(sl2) equipped with the

standard braiding specified in [HLZ8] is braided tensor equivalent to KL−2+p/q(sl2) equipped
with one of the four braidings from Theorem 5.3 that depends on n and the choice of ± (see
Theorem 7.2 for details).

Although the tensor categories KL−2+p/q(sl2) for 1 ≤ q ≤ p−1 are not tensor equivalent,
some are related by 3-cocycle twists (see for example [KWe, Section 1]). The 3-cocycle twist
KLk(sl2)

τ agrees with KLk(sl2) as a category and has the same tensor product, but the
associativity isomorphism AW1,W2,W3 : W1 ⊠ (W2 ⊠W3) → (W1 ⊠W2) ⊠W3 is changed
by a sign if the Cartan generator h ∈ sl2 acts on all three of the modules W1, W2, W3 by
odd-integer eigenvalues. In Theorem 7.3 and Corollary 7.4, we show that for 1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1,

KL−2+p/q(sl2)
τ ∼= KL−2+p/(p−q)(sl2)

as tensor categories. In particular, taking p = 2, KL0(sl2) is equivalent to its 3-cocycle

twist, while for p ≥ 3, KL−2+p/q(sl2) for any q relatively prime to p is tensor equivalent to
either such a category with 1 ≤ q < p

2 or its 3-cocycle twist.

We can also use the universal property of Theorem 1.5 to relate KLk(sl2) to the Virasoro

algebra at central charge cp,q = 1− 6(p−q)2

pq . For relatively prime p, q ∈ Z≥1, let Ocp,q denote

the category of C1-cofinite modules for the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebra at
central charge cp,q; it was shown in [CJORY] that Ocp,q is a locally finite braided tensor
category. For q = 1, the detailed tensor structure of Ocp,1 was determined in [MY2], and it
was shown in [GN] that Ocp,1 is tensor equivalent to the quantum group category C(ζ, sl2)

for ζ = eπi/p. Thus for q = 1, the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence yields an exact
and essentially surjective tensor functor F : KL−2+p(sl2) → Ocp,1 .

For p, q ≥ 2, some of the detailed structure of Ocp,q was determined in [MS], and using
these results together with Theorem 1.5, we show in Theorem 7.15 that there are two right
exact braided tensor functors Fp,q : KL−2+p/q(sl2) → Ocp,q and Fq,p : KL−2+q/p(sl2) →
Ocp,q . There are in fact exact functors between these categories given by quantum Drinfeld-
Sokolov reduction [FKW, Ar], but it is not known in these cases whether quantum Drinfeld-
Sokolov reduction is a tensor functor. Thus we conjecture:
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Conjecture 1.9 (Conjecture 7.16). For relatively prime p, q ≥ 2, the braided tensor func-
tors Fp,q and Fq,p are exact and are naturally isomorphic to the restrictions of quantum

Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction to KL−2+p/q(sl2) and KL
−2+q/p(sl2).

Another conjecture was communicated to us by Azat Gainutdinov. Recall that before
Theorem 1.5, we remarked that the embedding of the tilting module category Tζ into

KLk(sl2) as the subcategory of projective objects shows that KLk(sl2) is an abelianiza-
tion of Tζ . The category Tζ contains the Temperley-Lieb category TL(−ζ − ζ−1), that is,
the monoidal subcategory generated by the two-dimensional simple tilting moduleX, so one
could also view KLk(sl2) as an abelianization of TL(−ζ − ζ−1). In fact, an abelianization
of the Temperley-Lieb category has already been constructed by Gainutdinov and Saleur
[GS]. This category is an N → ∞ limit of module categories for the finite-dimensional
Temperley-Lieb algebras on N strands, and it has two natural tensor products. Gainutdi-
nov has conjectured that KLk(sl2) is tensor equivalent to the category in [GS], for one of
its two tensor products. (Note that KLk(sl2) also has two tensor products, the usual vertex
algebraic tensor productW1⊠W2, and a second using contragredient modules, (W ′

2⊠W
′
1)

′;
see page 2 of [ALSW]. These two tensor products are not equivalent because KLk(sl2) is
not rigid.) As evidence for Gainutdinov’s conjecture, projective modules in KLk(sl2) (recall
Theorem 1.3) have the same structure as projective modules in Gainutdinov-Saleur’s cate-
gory (see [GS, Section 5.7.1]), indicating that KLk(sl2) and Gainutdinov-Saleur’s category
are at least equivalent as abelian categories.

Finally, it is natural to ask whether the results of this paper generalize to higher-rank
affine Lie algebras:

Question 1.10. Let g be a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra and let k = −h∨ + κ for
κ ∈ Q>0.

(1) Does KLk(g) admit the vertex algebraic braided tensor category structure of [HLZ8]?
If so, is KLk(g) rigid, and what is the relation between rigid and projective objects
of KLk(g)?

(2) Let ζ = eπi/rκ where r is the lacing number of g. If KLk(g) is a tensor category,
is there a natural tensor functor F : KLk(g) → C(ζ, g), and if so, what further
properties (such as exactness and essential surjectivity) might this functor have?

For the first question, the main obstacle is whether generalized Verma modules for ĝ

have finite length. If they do, then KLk(g) is a (locally finite) braided tensor category by
[CY, Theorem 3.3.4]. If they do not, then KLk(g) is probably not a tensor category, but
one could replace KLk(g) with the category of finitely-generated grading-restricted V k(g)-
modules, which might possibly still be a (finitely cocomplete) braided monoidal category.
One could also try replacing KLk(g) with the category KLk(g) of finite-length modules
for the simple quotient vertex operator algebra Lk(g). In any case, once one shows that
KLk(g) (or one of its replacements) is a braided monoidal category, then Proposition 2.11
below generalizes to show that the unit object is projective, and therefore all rigid objects
are projective. But to show that all projective objects are also rigid, one would need to
prove rigidity for suitable non-trivial objects of KLk(g). In particular, as in this paper,
one could first try to use KZ equations to prove rigidity of the generalized Verma module
induced from the irreducible g-module associated to the first fundamental weight of g. But
this depends on how explicitly the KZ equations can be solved.
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Related to the second question, it is tempting to conjecture that, as in Theorem 6.6,
the subcategory of tilting modules in C(ζ, g) embeds into KLk(g) as the full subcategory
of projective objects, at least in cases where KLk(g) is a tensor category. But our proof
of Theorem 6.6 heavily relies on explicit structural information for indecomposable tilting
modules of quantum sl2, and this may be difficult to obtain in higher rank cases. Thus it
may be difficult to obtain a tensor functor F : KLk(g) → C(ζ, g) using a universal property
like Theorem 1.5. It might be worth exploring whether Kazhdan and Lusztig’s original
methods in [KL3, KL4] could generalize to this situation. Another method for proving
equivalences between module categories for vertex operator algebras and quantum groups
is currently under development in [CLR] and might also possibly be useful here.

1.4. Outline. The remaining contents of this paper are structured as follows. In Section 2
we show that KLk(sl2) is a braided tensor category and discuss some basic properties of its

tensor category structure. Section 2.1 introduces the affine Lie algebra ŝl2 and the universal
affine vertex operator algebra V k(sl2). Then in Section 2.2, we use Malikov’s results [Ma] on

Verma modules for ŝl2 to determine the structure of generalized Verma modules. Section 2.3
defines and characterizes the Kazhdan-Lusztig category KLk(sl2), shows that it is a braided
tensor category, and then discusses some basic results on projective objects in KLk(sl2).
In Section 2.4, we show that the subcategory KLk(sl2) of modules for the simple affine
vertex operator algebra KLk(sl2) is a tensor subcategory of KLk(sl2) with a different unit
object, and is also a tensor ideal. Then in Section 2.5, we prove some results on intertwining
operators and tensor products involving the generalized Verma module V2 in KLk(sl2).

In Section 3, we prove that the generalized Verma module V2 is rigid and self-dual in
KLk(sl2), and we calculate its intrinsic dimension, using KZ equations.

In Section 4, we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. First in Section 4.1, we completely determine
how V2 tensors with all generalized Verma and simple modules in KLk(sl2). Using these
results, we construct the indecomposable modules Pr, r ∈ Z≥1, in Section 4.2, and we show
that they are projective and rigid in KLk(sl2). As a consequence, we show that rigid objects
in KLk(sl2) are the same as projective objects. Then in Section 4.3, we show that Pr is
self-contragredient if r ≥ p and logarithmic if r > p and p ∤ r.

In Section 5, we determine all braidings and ribbon twists on KLk(sl2) and its 3-cocycle
twist KLk(sl2)

τ . We also determine a criterion for tensor functors F : KLk(sl2) → C to be
braided, where C is any braided tensor category.

In Section 6, we derive the universal property of KLk(sl2). We first discuss the structure
of the category Tζ of tilting modules for quantum sl2 at a root of unity ζ in Section 6.1,

and we show that as a monoidal category, Tζ embeds into KLk(sl2) as the full subcategory
of projective objects. For this result, we need the composition series structure for each
indecomposable tilting module, and we need to know how the two-dimensional irreducible
tilting module X tensors with every indecomposable tilting module. These results are prob-
ably known to experts in quantum groups, but since it is difficult to find clear statements in
the literature for ζ of arbitrary order, we provide proofs of these results in Appendix A. We
then prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 6.2. We also determine criteria for the tensor functors
F guaranteed by Theorem 1.5 to be braided or exact.

In Section 7, we give applications of the universal property of KLk(sl2). First we classify
the categories KLk(sl2) up to (braided) tensor equivalence in Section 7.1, proving Theorem
1.8. We then prove the weak and derived Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondences (Theorems 1.6
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and 1.7) in Section 7.2. We obtain the tensor functors Fp,q and Fq,p to the Virasoro category
Ocp,q and state Conjecture 1.9 in Section 7.3.

Acknowledgments. We thank Nicolai Reshetikhin for raising the question of possible
relations between tilting modules for quantum sl2 at a root of unity and vertex operator
algebras, that largely inspired us to begin working on this paper. We thank Cris Negron
for explaining to us how Theorem 1.7 follows from our results. We thank Azat Gainutdinov
for informing us of his construction with Saleur of an abelianization of the Temperley-Lieb
category in [GS]. We also thank Azat Gainutdinov and Cris Negron for discussions on
tilting modules for quantum sl2, and we thank Yi-Zhi Huang, David Ridout, Siddhartha
Sahi, and Simon Wood for comments.

2. Tensor category structure on KLk(sl2)

In this section, we will define the Kazhdan-Lusztig category KLk(sl2) and show that it

is a braided tensor category. We begin with the affine Lie algebra ŝl2 and its associated
universal affine vertex operator algebras.

2.1. The affine Lie algebra ŝl2. As usual, sl2 is the simple Lie algebra over C with basis
{e, f, h} and Lie brackets

[e, f ] = h, [h, e] = 2e, [h, f ] = −2f.

We fix the non-degenerate invariant bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 on sl2 such that

〈e, f〉 = 〈f, e〉 = 1, 〈h, h〉 = 2,

with all other pairings of basis elements 0. We always use the Cartan subalgebra h = Ch,
so that the root lattice of sl2 is Q = Zα where α ∈ h∗ satisfies α(h) = 2. We denote the
weight lattice Zα

2 by P .
The affine Lie algebra associated to sl2 is

ŝl2 = sl2 ⊗ C[t, t−1]⊕ Ck

with k central and
[a⊗ tm, b⊗ tn] = [a, b]⊗ tm+n +m〈a, b〉k

for a, b ∈ sl2 and m,n ∈ Z. The affine Lie algebra has a triangular decomposition

ŝl2 = (ŝl2)+ ⊕ (ŝl2)0 ⊕ (ŝl2)−

where
(ŝl2)± = sl2 ⊗ t±1C[t±1], (ŝl2)0 = sl2 ⊗ t0 ⊕Ck.

We also set (ŝl2)≥0 = (ŝl2)+ ⊕ (ŝl2)0.
For any a ∈ sl2 and n ∈ Z, we use the notation a(n) to denote the action of a⊗ tn on an

ŝl2-module. We say that an ŝl2-module W has level k ∈ C if the central element k acts on

W by the scalar k. For any level k ∈ C, generalized Verma ŝl2-modules are constructed as

follows: For any sl2-module M , we extend M to an (ŝl2)≥0 module on which k acts by k

and (ŝl2)+ acts trivially. Then the generalized Verma module VkM is the induced ŝl2-module

VkM = Indŝl2
(ŝl2)≥0

M.

The generalized Verma module VkM is linearly spanned by vectors of the form

a1(−n1) · · · aj(−nj)m
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where a1, . . . , aj ∈ sl2, n1, . . . , nj ∈ Z≥1, and m ∈ M . There is also a natural Z≥0-grading

VkM =
⊕∞

n=0 V
k
M (n) where

VkM (n) = span{a1(−n1) · · · aj(−nj)m | n1 + . . . + nj = n}

for n ∈ Z≥0. In case M =Mr is the r-dimensional irreducible sl2-module for some r ∈ Z≥1,
we denote VkMr

= Vkr , or simply Vr if the level k is understood.

The generalized Verma module Vk1 induced from M1 = C1 is a vertex algebra ([FZ]; see
also [LL, Section 6.2]) with vacuum vector 1. This means in particular there is a linear map

Y : Vk1 → End(Vk1 )[[x, x
−1]]

v 7→ Y (v, x) =
∑

n∈Z

vn x
−n−1,

called the vertex operator, which satisfies the vacuum property Y (1, x) = IdVk
1
and the

vertex algebra Jacobi identity of [FLM, Chapter 8]. In fact, Y is determined by the axioms
of a vertex algebra (see for example [LL, Definition 3.3.1]) together with

Y (a(−1)1, x) = a(x) :=
∑

n∈Z

a(n)x−n−1 (2.1)

for a ∈ sl2. We denote Vk1 by V k(sl2) when we consider it as a vertex algebra, and we call
V k(sl2) the universal affine vertex algebra associated to sl2 at level k.

When k is non-critical, which for sl2 means k 6= −2, V k(sl2) is also a vertex operator
algebra in the sense of [FLM, LL], with conformal vector

ω =
1

2(k + 2)

(
e(−1)f(−1)1 +

1

2
h(−1)21+ f(−1)e(−1)1

)
.

Writing Y (ω, x) =
∑

n∈Z L(n)x
−n−2, the vertex operator modes L(n) define a representa-

tion of the Virasoro Lie algebra on V k(sl2) with central charge 3k
k+2 . The most important

Virasoro modes that we will use are

L(0) =
1

2(k + 2)

(
e(0)f(0) +

1

2
h(0)2 + f(0)e(0)

)

+
1

k + 2

∞∑

n=1

(
e(−n)f(n) +

1

2
h(−n)h(n) + f(−n)e(n)

)
, (2.2)

L(−1) =
1

k + 2

∞∑

n=0

(
e(−n− 1)f(n) +

1

2
h(−n− 1)h(n) + f(−n− 1)e(n)

)
. (2.3)

In general,

[L(m), a(n)] = −na(m+ n) (2.4)

for m,n ∈ Z and a ∈ sl2. From (2.2) and (2.4), the conformal weight grading V k(sl2) =⊕
n∈Z V

k(sl2)(n) of V
k(sl2) by L(0)-eigenvalues agrees with the Z≥0-grading on generalized

Verma modules discussed above, that is, V k(sl2)(n) = Vk1 (n) for all n ∈ Z.
For any finite-dimensional sl2-module M and level k, the generalized Verma module VkM

is a V k(sl2)-module in the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1]. In particular, there is a vertex
operator map

YVk
M

: V k(sl2) → End(VkM )[[x, x−1]]
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also characterized by (2.1). Moreover, if k 6= −2, then L(0) acts on VkM(0) by 1
2(k+2)Ω where

Ω = ef + 1
2h

2 + fe is the Casimir operator associated to the bilinear form 〈·, ·〉. Thus if

M = Mr is the r-dimensional irreducible sl2-module for some r ∈ Z≥1, then Vkr (n) for any
n ∈ Z≥0 is the L(0)-eigenspace with eigenvalue hr + n, where

hr =
r2 − 1

4(k + 2)
. (2.5)

So Vkr is a module for V k(sl2) considered as a vertex operator algebra, in the sense of [LL,
Definition 4.1.6], with a conformal weight grading given by L(0)-eigenvalues.

If k 6= −2 and r ∈ Z≥1, then any submodule of Vkr is L(0)-stable and thus graded, so Vkr
has a unique maximal proper submodule J k

r given by the sum of all (graded) submodules
that intersect Vkr (0) = Mr trivially. We denote the unique irreducible quotient Vkr /J

k
r by

Lkr , or simply Lr if the level k is understood. Any irreducible V k(sl2)-module is isomorphic
to Lkr for some r ∈ Z≥1 [LL, Theorem 6.2.23]. The simple module Lk1 is the unique simple
vertex operator algebra quotient of V k(sl2), which we denote by Lk(sl2) when we consider
it as a vertex operator algebra. When Lk(sl2) is a proper quotient of V k(sl2), that is, when
V k(sl2) is not simple, only a subset of Lkr for r ∈ Z≥1 are Lk(sl2)-modules.

We close this subsection with a discussion of the affine Kac-Moody algebra associated

to ŝl2. For more details on affine Kac-Moody algebras, see for example [Ka, Ca]; here we
mainly use the notation of [MY1]. We define

s̃l2 = ŝl2 ⊕ Cd

where

[d,k] = 0, [d, a⊗ tn] = n(a⊗ tn).

The affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra s̃l2 has Cartan subalgebra

H = h⊕ Ck⊕ Cd;

the simple coroots in H are h0 = −h+ k and h1 = h. The dual

H∗ = h∗ ⊕ Ck′ ⊕ Cd′

has basis {α2 ,k
′,d′} dual to the basis {h,k,d} of H. The simple roots of s̃l2 are α0 = −α+d′

and α1 = α; the real roots of s̃l2 have the form ±α +md′ for m ∈ Z, and the imaginary
roots have the form md′ for m 6= 0. We will need a dominant integral weight ρ ∈ H∗ such
that ρ(h0) = ρ(h1) = 1; in fact, we can take ρ = α

2 + 2k′.

By the m = 0 case of (2.4), any ŝl2-module of level k 6= −2 with a well-defined action

of L(0) is also an s̃l2-module on which d acts by −L(0). Thus the only highest-weight

s̃l2-modules we will consider will have highest weights of the form

Λkr = (r − 1)
α

2
+ kk′ − hrd

′

for r ∈ C and k 6= −2. We denote the Verma s̃l2-module of such a highest weight by V Λk
r .

For r ∈ Z≥1, the generalized Verma module Vkr is a quotient of V Λk
r , and the proof of [Le,

Proposition 2.1] (see also [MY1, Proposition 3.5]) shows that there is a short exact sequence

0 −→ V Λk
−r −→ V Λk

r −→ Vkr −→ 0. (2.6)

Note that Lkr is the unique irreducible quotient of both V Λk
r and Vkr .
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2.2. Structure of generalized Verma modules. We now fix k = −2+κ where κ ∈ Q>0.
We write κ = p/q where p, q ∈ Z≥1 are relatively prime. In this subsection, we determine

the structure of the generalized Verma ŝl2-modules Vkr for r ∈ Z≥1, showing in particular
that they have finite length. This result is easily deduced from the results of Rocha-Caridi
and Wallach [RW] and Malikov [Ma] on the structure of Verma modules for rank-2 Kac-
Moody Lie algebras. Here we use [Ma] as a reference, since the results there are general
enough to cover non-integer levels k.

Theorem A(1) in [Ma] describes the structure of the Verma module V Λ for Λ ∈ H∗

satisfying the following conditions:

• Λ is in the Tits cone, that is, (Λ + ρ)(k) ∈ R≥0.
• (Λ + ρ)(hβ) ∈ Z for at least two positive real roots β.

In particular, the weights Λkr = (r− 1)α2 + kk′ −hrd
′ for r ∈ Z satisfy these conditions (the

first because our shifted level κ is a positive rational number). Since the level k is fixed, we
will denote Λkr by Λr from now on.

Given a weight Λr for some r ∈ Z, and following [Ma, Section 2], define ∆+
k to be the set

of positive roots β such that (Λr + ρ)(hβ) ∈ Z. Since

(Λr + ρ)(hβ) =





r if β = α
±r +mp/q if β = ±α+md′, m ∈ Z≥1

mp/q if β = md′, m ∈ Z≥1

,

∆+
k is independent of r and consists of the roots α, ±α + mqd′ for m ∈ Z≥1, and mqd′

for m ∈ Z≥1. In fact, ∆+
k forms the set of positive roots of a root subsystem that is also

of type s̃l2. For this root subsystem, we choose simple roots β0 = −α + qd′, β1 = α with
corresponding coroots hβ0 = −h + qk, hβ1 = h. Let Wk = 〈s0, s1〉 be the subgroup of the

Weyl group of s̃l2 generated by the reflections s0 and s1 associated to the roots β0 and β1,
respectively.

Recall the dot action of Wk on the weights of s̃l2:

w · Λ = w(Λ + ρ)− ρ

for w ∈Wk, Λ ∈ H∗. In particular,

si · Λ = Λ− (Λ + ρ)(hβi)βi

for i = 0, 1. The following lemma is an elementary calculation:

Lemma 2.1. For r ∈ Z, we have s0 · Λr = Λ2p−r and s1 · Λr = Λ−r.

From [Ma, Lemma 4.1], we can deduce that V Λr for any r ∈ Z embeds in a unique Verma
module V Λ such that (Λ + ρ)(hβi) ∈ Z≥0 for i = 0, 1. A quick calculation shows that the
Λ such that (Λ + ρ)(hβi) ∈ Z≥0 for both of i = 0, 1 are precisely the Λr for 0 ≤ r ≤ p. For
1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, Λr is not fixed by the dot action of either s0 or s1, and [Ma, Lemma 4.1(1)]
shows we have an embedding diagram of Verma modules

V s0·Λr

ww♦♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

V s1s0·Λroo

}}④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④

V s0s1s0·Λroo

{{①①
①①
①①
①①
①①
①①
①①

V s1s0s1s0·Λroo

zz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉

· · ·oo

}}④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④

V Λr

V s1·Λr

gg❖❖❖❖❖❖

V s0s1·Λroo

aa❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈

V s1s0s1·Λroo

cc❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋❋

V s0s1s0s1·Λroo

dd■■■■■■■■■■■■■■

· · ·oo

aa❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈❈
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On the other hand, Λ0 is fixed by the dot action of s1 and Λp is fixed by the dot action of
s0, so [Ma, Lemma 4.1(2)] gives embedding diagrams

V Λ0 V s0·Λ0oo V s1s0·Λ0oo V s0s1s0·Λ0oo V s1s0s1s0·Λ0oo · · ·oo

and

V Λp V s1·Λpoo V s0s1·Λpoo V s1s0s1·Λpoo V s0s1s0s1·Λpoo · · ·oo

In these diagrams, each arrow represents the unique (up to scaling) homomorphism from
one Verma module to another, and each homomorphism of Verma modules is injective.

By Lemma 2.1, the embedding diagrams become

V Λ2p−r

ww♦♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦

V Λ−2p+roo

}}③③
③③
③③
③③
③③
③③
③

V Λ4p−roo

||②②
②②
②②
②②
②②
②②
②

V Λ−4p+roo

||②②
②②
②②
②②
②②
②②
②

· · ·oo

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

V Λr

V Λ−r

gg❖❖❖❖❖❖❖

V Λ2p+roo

aa❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉❉

V Λ−2p−roo

bb❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊

V Λ4p+roo

bb❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊❊

· · ·oo

__❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄

for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1,

V Λ0 V Λ2poo V Λ−2poo V Λ4poo V Λ−4poo · · ·oo

and

V Λp V Λ−poo V Λ3poo V Λ−3poo V Λ5poo · · ·oo

Now a crucial consequence of [Ma, Theorem A(1)] (see [Ma, Corollary 2.1(2)]) is that every
submodule of every Verma module V Λr is generated by its singular vectors, and thus we can
read off the maximal proper submodule of V Λr from the embedding diagrams. In particular,
for n ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, we have an exact sequence

0 −→ Knp+r −→ V Λnp+r −→ Lnp+r −→ 0 (2.7)

where Knp+r is the sum of two Verma submodules V s1·Λnp+r = V Λ−np−r and V Λ(n+2)p−r . We
also have an exact sequence

0 −→ V Λ−np −→ V Λnp −→ Lnp −→ 0, (2.8)

for n ∈ Z≥1.
It is now easy to use (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8) to obtain the structure of the generalized

Verma modules Vr for r ∈ Z≥1:

Theorem 2.2. For n ∈ Z≥1, the generalized Verma module Vnp is irreducible. For n ∈ Z≥0

and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, there is a short exact sequence

0 −→ L(n+2)p−r −→ Vnp+r −→ Lnp+r −→ 0. (2.9)

In particular, Vr has finite length for all r ∈ Z≥1.

Proof. The irreducibility of Vnp is immediate from (2.6) and (2.8). For n ∈ Z≥0 and
1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, (2.6) and (2.7) yield a commutative diagram

0 // Knp+r
//

��

V Λnp+r

��

))❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘

Lnp+r // 0

0 // Knp+r/V
Λ−np−r // Vnp+r

55❧❧❧❧❧❧
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with exact rows and surjective vertical arrows. So the maximal proper submodule Jnp+r of
Vnp+r is given by

Jnp+r ∼= Knp+r/V
Λ−np−r ∼= V Λ(n+2)p−r/(V Λ−np−r ∩ V Λ(n+2)p−r).

Since every submodule of V Λ(n+2)p−r is generated by its singular vectors, the embedding
diagrams show that V Λ−np−r ∩ V Λ(n+2)p−r is the maximal proper submodule of V Λ(n+2)p−r ,
that is, Jnp+r ∼= L(n+2)p−r as required. �

Remark 2.3. The p = 1 case of Theorem 2.2, that is, k = −2 + 1/q for q ∈ Z≥1, has
appeared in [Cr]; in this case, all generalized Verma modules are irreducible. For k ∈ Z≥0,
the short exact sequence (2.9) has appeared in [MY1], using the results of [RW] for the
structure of Verma modules whose highest weights are Weyl group translates of dominant
integral weights (rather than the more general results of [Ma]).

2.3. Tensor category structure. We first define the Kazhdan-Lusztig category for ŝl2 at
positive rational shifted level following [KL1, Definition 2.15]:

Definition 2.4. Fix a level k = −2 + p/q for p, q ∈ Z≥1 relatively prime. The Kazhdan-

Lusztig category for sl2 at level k is the category KLk(sl2) of finite-length level-k ŝl2-modules
whose composition factors come from the irreducible modules Lr, r ∈ Z≥1.

Objects of KLk(sl2) are modules for V k(sl2) considered as a vertex algebra [LL, Theorem
6.2.13], but they might not be modules for V k(sl2) considered as a vertex operator algebra,
in the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.6], because L(0) might act non-semisimply. However, since
L(0) acts semisimply on the simple objects Lr of KLk(sl2), and since objects of KLk(sl2)
have finite length, L(0) does act locally finitely on any object of KLk(sl2). Thus any object
W of KLk(sl2) is a grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module: It is a V k(sl2)-module in
the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1] that also has a conformal weight grading

W =
⊕

h∈C

W[h],

where W[h] is the generalized L(0)-eigenspace with generalized eigenvalue h, such that
dimW[h] < ∞ for all h ∈ C, and for any h ∈ C, W[h+n] = 0 for all sufficiently negative
n ∈ Z. In fact, by (2.5), all generalized L(0)-eigenvalues on W are non-negative rational
numbers when k + 2 ∈ Q>0.

Any grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module W =
⊕

h∈CW[h] has a contragredient

W ′ =
⊕

h∈CW
∗
[h] (so as vector spaces, W ′ is the graded dual of W ). The V k(sl2)-module

vertex operator on W ′ is defined by

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

for v ∈ V k(sl2), w ∈W , w′ ∈W ′. This means the ŝl2-module structure on W ′ is given by

〈a(n)w′, w〉 = −〈w′, a(−n)w〉 (2.10)

for a ∈ sl2, n ∈ Z, w ∈W , w′ ∈W ′. Contragredients induce an exact contravariant functor
on the category of grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-modules, with the contragredient
of a morphism f :W1 →W2 defined in the natural way:

〈f ′(w′
2), w1〉 = 〈w′

2, f(w1)〉

for w1 ∈ W1 and w′
2 ∈ W ′

2. The category KLk(sl2) is closed under taking contragredients
because the contragredient module W ′ has the same length as W .
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In the next proposition, we characterize KLk(sl2) as a category of grading-restricted
generalized V k(sl2)-modules in three different ways. Before stating this result, we recall the
notion of C1-cofinite module for a vertex operator algebra V . If W is a grading-restricted
generalized V -module, let C1(W ) ⊆ W denote the subspace of W spanned by vectors of
the form v−nw for v ∈ V of strictly positive conformal weight, n ≥ 1, and w ∈W . Then W
is C1-cofinite if dimW/C1(W ) < ∞. From (2.1), a grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-

module is C1-cofinite if it is finitely generated as an (ŝl2)−-module.

Proposition 2.5. The category KLk(sl2) is equal to all of the following categories:

• The category of finite-length grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-modules.
• The category of finitely-generated grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-modules.
• The category of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-modules.

Proof. Every grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module is an ŝl2-module of level k, and
every irreducible subquotient of a grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module is grading-
restricted. So because the modules Lr, r ∈ Z≥1, exhaust the irreducible grading-restricted
V k(sl2)-modules up to isomorphism by [LL, Theorem 6.2.23], every finite-length grading-
restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module is an object ofKLk(sl2). Conversely, by [LL, Theorem
6.2.7], every object of KLk(sl2) is a V k(sl2)-module in the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1]
and is moreover a grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module because it is a finite-length
module with grading-restricted irreducible subquotients.

Next, any C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized V k(sl2)-module is finitely generated
(see for example [CMY1, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2]). Conversely, ifW is a grading-restricted
generalized V k(sl2)-module that is generated by a finite set S, then the grading-restriction

conditions imply that U((ŝl2)≥0) · S is finite dimensional, so that

W = U(ŝl2) · S = U((ŝl2)−)U((ŝl2)≥0) · S

is a finitely-generated (ŝl2)−-module. This means W is C1-cofinite.
Finally, the equality of the categories of finite-length and of C1-cofinite grading-restricted

generalized V k(sl2)-modules follows from [CY, Theorem 3.3.5], since every generalized
Verma module Vr has finite length by Theorem 2.2, and since every irreducible grading-
restricted V k(sl2)-module Lr is C1-cofinite. �

We will use this proposition together with results in [CY] to show that KLk(sl2) is a
braided tensor category as described in [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. But first, we recall how the tensor
product operation ⊠ : KLk(sl2) × KLk(sl2) → KLk(sl2) is defined. Tensor products of
modules for a vertex operator algebra V are defined in terms of intertwining operators,
which in turn are defined in [HLZ2, Definition 3.10], for example. In particular, for grading-

restricted generalized V -modules W1, W2, W3, an intertwining operator of type
( W3

W1W2

)
is

a linear map

Y :W1 ⊗W2 →W3[log x]{x}

w1 ⊗w2 7→ Y(w1, x)w2 =
∑

h∈C

∑

k∈Z≥0

(w1)h;kw2 x
−h−1(log x)k

which satisfies several properties, especially the L(−1)-derivative property

d

dx
Y(w1, x)w2 = Y(L(−1)w1, x)w2
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and the intertwining operator Jacobi identity. For V k(sl2)-modules, the Jacobi identity
amounts to the following commutator and iterate formulas:

a(n)Y(w1, x) = Y(w1, x)a(n) +
∑

i≥0

(
n

i

)
xn−iY(a(i)w1, x) (2.11)

Y(a(n)w1, x) =
∑

i≥0

(
n

i

)
(−x)ia(n− i)Y(w1, x)−

∑

i≥0

(
n

i

)
(−x)n−iY(w1, x)a(i) (2.12)

for a ∈ sl2, w1 ∈W1, and n ∈ Z.
Now we can define tensor products of modules for a vertex operator algebra as follows

(see [HLZ3, Definition 4.15] and also [HLZ3, Proposition 4.8]):

Definition 2.6. Let V be a vertex operator algebra, C a category of grading-restricted
generalized V -modules, and W1, W2 objects of C. A tensor product of W1 and W2 in C is
(if it exists) an object W1 ⊠W2 of C equipped with an intertwining operator Y⊠ of type(W1⊠W2

W1W2

)
satisfying the following universal property: For any objectW3 of C and intertwining

operator Y of type
(

W3
W1W2

)
, there is a unique V -module homomorphism f :W1⊠W2 →W3

such that f ◦ Y⊠ = Y.

It is not obvious in general when a given category of V -modules is closed under tensor
products. Nevertheless, if a category C is closed under tensor products, and if C satisfies
suitable further conditions, then it is shown in [HLZ1]-[HLZ8] that tensor products endow
C with the structure of a braided tensor category with unit object V . See [HLZ8] or the
exposition in [CKM1, Section 3.3] for a description of this braided tensor category structure.
In particular, for an object W of C, the left and right unit isomorphisms

lW : V ⊠W −→W, rW : W ⊠ V −→W

are characterized by

lW (Y⊠(v, x)w) = YW (v, x)w, rW (Y⊠(w, x)v = exL(−1)YW (v,−x)w (2.13)

for v ∈ V , w ∈W , and for objects W1, W2 of C, the braiding isomorphism

RW1,W2 :W1 ⊠W2 −→W2 ⊠W1

is characterized by

RW1,W2(Y⊠(w1, x)w2) = exL(−1)Y⊠(w2, e
πix)w1 (2.14)

for w1 ∈W1, w2 ∈W2. For an object W of C, the automorphism θW = e2πiL(0) also defines
a ribbon twist which satisfies the balancing equation

θW1⊠W2 = R2
W1,W2

◦ (θW1 ⊠ θW2)

for objects W1, W2 of C, where R2
W1,W2

= RW2,W1 ◦ RW1,W2 .
For objects W1, W2, W3 of C, the associativity isomorphism

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

is more complicated: for any r1, r2 ∈ R such that r1 > r2 > r1− r2 > 0, we have an equality
〈
w′,AW1,W2,W3 (Y⊠(w1, r1)Y⊠(w2, r2)w3)

〉
= 〈w′,Y⊠(Y⊠(w1, r1 − r2)w2, r2)w3〉 (2.15)

for w1 ∈W1, w2 ∈W2, w3 ∈W3, and w
′ ∈ ((W1 ⊠W2)⊠W3)

′. Here we substitute positive
real numbers for formal variables x and log x in intertwining operators using the real-valued
branch of logarithm to interpret complex powers of x and integer powers of log x, and
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AW1,W2,W3 denotes the natural extension of the associativity isomorphism to the algebraic
completion of W1 ⊠ (W2 ⊠W3), that is, the direct product (as opposed to direct sum) of
the conformal weight spaces of W1 ⊠ (W2 ⊠W3).

Remark 2.7. It is a non-trivial problem in general to show that compositions of inter-
twining operators (with formal variables specialized to suitable non-zero complex numbers
using some choice of branch of logarithm) converge to well-defined elements of the algebraic
completion of a V -module. For intertwining operators among C1-cofinite grading-restricted
generalized V -modules, such convergence results are proved using regular singular point dif-
ferential equations [Hu, HLZ7]. When V is an affine vertex operator algebra such as V k(sl2),
such differential equations amount to Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations [KZ, HL].

The category of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized V -modules is always closed un-
der tensor products [Mi]. Moreover, from [HLZ7] and [CY, Theorem 3.3.4], the category of
C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized modules satisfies the further conditions of [HLZ1]-
[HLZ8] for the existence of braided tensor category structure if it equals the category of
finite-length modules. Thus from Proposition 2.5 we immediately conclude:

Theorem 2.8. For any level k = −2 + κ with κ ∈ Q>0, the category KLk(sl2) admits the
braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8], with unit object V k(sl2) = V1.

Remark 2.9. While we use the notation V k(sl2) for V1 considered as a vertex operator
algebra, we will typically use the notation V1 when considering it as a V k(sl2)-module, or
as an object of KLk(sl2).

Remark 2.10. By braided tensor category, we mean a braided monoidal category which is
also an abelian category, such that the tensor product bifunctor induces bilinear maps on
morphisms. We do not require tensor categories to be rigid, that is, we do not require every
object of a tensor category to have a (left or right) dual in the sense of tensor categories.

We now discuss some properties of projective objects in KLk(sl2):

Proposition 2.11. The generalized Verma module V1 is projective in KLk(sl2).

Proof. Consider a diagram

V1

f
��

W
p // X

in KLk(sl2) with p surjective. We need to show that there is a morphism g : V1 → W such
that p ◦ g = f .

Both conformal weight spaces W[0] and X[0] are finite-dimensional (and thus semisimple)
sl2-modules on which a ∈ sl2 acts by a(0). Thus because p is surjective, there is an sl2-
module homomorphism q : X[0] →W[0] such that p|W[0]

◦ q = IdX[0]
. Then

a(0)q(f(1)) = q(f(a(0)1)) = 0.

Moreover, since the shifted level κ = p/q is a positive number, the conformal weight hr =
q
4p(r

2 − 1) is non-negative for all r ∈ Z≥1. Thus the conformal weights of W are non-

negative, and it follows that a(n)q(f(1)) = 0 for all a ∈ sl2, n > 0. Thus 1 7→ q(f(1))

defines an (ŝl2)≥0-module homomorphism from C1 to W , and then the universal property
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of generalized Verma modules induces a unique ŝl2-module homomorphism g : V1 → W
such that g(1) = q(f(1)). Thus

(p ◦ g)(1) = p(q(f(1)) = f(1),

and then p ◦ g = f as desired because 1 generates V1 as an ŝl2-module. �

Tensor categories with projective unit objects are special; the following lemma generalizes
[EGNO, Corollary 4.2.13] (see also [McR3, Lemma 3.6]) to tensor categories in which not
every object is necessarily rigid:

Lemma 2.12. Suppose (C,⊠,1, l, r,A) is a tensor category with projective unit 1 and such
that the tensoring functor •⊠W preserves surjections for every object W in C. Then every
left rigid object of C is projective.

Proof. Suppose R is an object of C with left dual R∗, evaluation eR : R∗
⊠ R → 1, and

coevaluation iR : 1 → R⊠R∗, and consider a diagram

R

f
��

W
p // X

in C with p surjective. Then by assumption p⊠ IdR∗ : W ⊠R∗ → X ⊠R∗ is also surjective,
so because 1 is projective in C, we have a commutative diagram

1
g̃

vv❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧

(f⊠IdR∗)◦iR
��

W ⊠R∗

p⊠IdR∗

// X ⊠R∗

for some morphism g̃ : 1 7→W ⊠R∗. We define g : R→W to be the composition

R
l−1
R−−→ 1⊠R

g̃⊠IdR−−−−→ (W ⊠R∗)⊠R
A−1

W,R∗ ,R
−−−−−→W ⊠ (R∗

⊠R)
IdW⊠eR−−−−−→W ⊠ 1

rW−−→ W,

and then

p ◦ g = p ◦ rW ◦ (IdW ⊠ eR) ◦ A
−1
W,R∗,R ◦ (g̃ ⊠ IdR) ◦ l

−1
R

= rX ◦ (IdX ⊠ eR) ◦ A
−1
X,R∗,R ◦ ((p⊠ IdR∗)⊠ IdR) ◦ (g̃ ⊠ IdR) ◦ l

−1
R

= rX ◦ (IdX ⊠ eR) ◦ A
−1
X,R∗,R ◦ ((f ⊠ IdR∗)⊠ IdR) ◦ (iR ⊠ IdR) ◦ l

−1
R

= f ◦ rR ◦ (IdR ⊠ eR) ◦ A
−1
R,R∗,R ◦ (iR ⊠ IdR) ◦ l

−1
R

= f

using the left rigidity of R. Thus R is projective. �

In KLk(sl2), the tensoring functor • ⊠ W for any object W is right exact by [HLZ3,
Proposition 4.26], so Proposition 2.11 and Lemma 2.12 imply:

Corollary 2.13. Every left rigid object of KLk(sl2) is projective.
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2.4. The tensor subcategory KLk(sl2). The maximal proper submodule of the gener-
alized Verma module V1 is also the maximal proper ideal of the vertex operator algebra
V k(sl2). Thus L1 has a simple vertex operator algebra structure, which we denote Lk(sl2).

Definition 2.14. The category KLk(sl2) is the category of finitely-generated grading-
restricted generalized Lk(sl2)-modules.

Objects of KLk(sl2) are precisely the finitely-generated grading-restricted generalized
V k(sl2)-modules on which the maximal proper ideal acts trivially. Thus KLk(sl2) is a full
subcategory of KLk(sl2). The case p = 1, that is, k = −2 + 1/q for q ∈ Z≥1, was analyzed
in [Cr, CY]. In this case, it can be seen from Theorem 2.2 that V k(sl2) = Lk(sl2) and
that Vr = Lr for all r ∈ Z≥1. From this, it is easy to show that KLk(sl2) = KLk(sl2) is
semisimple. Moreover, it is shown in [CY] using the results of [McR2, ACGY] that KLk(sl2)
is a rigid braided tensor category such that

Lr ⊠ Lr′ ∼=

r+r′−1⊕

r′′=|r−r′|+1
r+r′+r′′≡1 (mod 2)

Lr′′

for all r, r′ ∈ Z≥1. If p > 1, then k = −2 + p/q is an admissible level for sl2 [KWa] and
Lk(sl2) is a proper quotient of V k(sl2). Known results about KLk(sl2) are summarized in
the following theorem:

Theorem 2.15. Let k = −2 + p/q be an admissible level for sl2.

(1) [AM, DLM] The category KLk(sl2) of grading-restricted generalized Lk(sl2)-modules
is semisimple with simple objects Lr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1.

(2) [CHY] The category KLk(sl2) admits the vertex algebraic braided tensor category
structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8] and is rigid. Moreover, KLk(sl2) is a modular tensor
category if and only if q is odd.

(3) [BF, DLM, CHY] Tensor products of simple modules in KLk(sl2) are as follows:

Lr ⊠ Lr′ ∼=

min(r+r′−1,2p−r−r′−1)⊕

r′′=|r−r′|+1
r+r′+r′′≡1 (mod 2)

Lr′′ (2.16)

for 1 ≤ r, r′ ≤ p− 1.

For p > 1, KLk(sl2) is not exactly a tensor subcategory of KLk(sl2) since its unit object
L1 is different from the unit object V1 of KL

k(sl2). However, we will show that the inclusion
ι : KLk(sl2) → KLk(sl2) is a lax monoidal functor, and that the difference in unit objects
is the only reason that ι is not a strong monoidal functor. First, we need a lemma:

Lemma 2.16. Suppose that Y is a surjective V k(sl2)-module intertwining operator of type( W3

W1W2

)
where W1 is an object of KLk(sl2) and W2, W3 are objects of KLk(sl2). Then W3

is an object of KLk(sl2).

Proof. By assumption,W3 is spanned by coefficients of powers of x and log x in Y(w1, x)w2 =∑
h∈C

∑
k∈Z≥0

(w1)h;kw2 x
−h−1(log x)k as w1 and w2 run overW1 andW2, respectively. Thus

to show that W3 is an object of KLk(sl2), that is, W3 is an Lk(sl2)-module, we need to
show that vn(w1)h;kw2 = 0 for all w1 ∈ W1, w2 ∈ W2, h ∈ C, k ∈ Z≥0, n ∈ Z, and v
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in the maximal proper ideal of V k(sl2). In fact, the easy intertwining operator generaliza-
tion of [LL, Proposition 4.5.7] shows that vn(w1)h;kw2 is a linear combination of vectors
(vmw1)j;kw2 for m ∈ Z and j ∈ C. Since W1 is an Lk(sl2)-module, each vmw1 = 0, and
thus each vn(w1)h;kw2 = 0 as well. �

If W1 is an object of KLk(sl2) and W2 is an object of KLk(sl2), then the tensor product

intertwining operator of type
(W1⊠W2

W1W2

)
is surjective, so the preceding lemma shows that

W1 ⊠W2 is an object of KLk(sl2). That is,

Corollary 2.17. KLk(sl2) is a tensor ideal of KLk(sl2).

We can now give the inclusion ι : KLk(sl2) → KLk(sl2) the structure of a lax monoidal
functor. First, we have the surjection

ϕ : V1 −→ ι(L1)

between unit objects. Now supposeW1 andW2 are objects inKLk(sl2). We temporarily use
⊠
k and ⊠k to denote the tensor products in KLk(sl2) and KLk(sl2), respectively, and we

use Yk and Yk to denote the tensor product intertwining operators of types
(W1⊠

kW2

W1W2

)
and(

W1⊠kW2
W1W2

)
, respectively. Then the universal property of ⊠k induces a unique V k(sl2)-module

homomorphism

ΦW1,W2 : ι(W1)⊠
k ι(W2) −→ ι(W1 ⊠kW2)

such that the diagram

W1 ⊗W2

Yk

��

Yk // ι(W1 ⊠k W2)[log x]{x}

(ι(W1)⊠
k ι(W2))[log x]{x}

ΦW1,W2

44❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤

commutes.
Since ι(W1) ⊠

k ι(W2) is an object of KLk(sl2) by Lemma 2.16, the universal property

of ⊠k also induces Φ̃W1,W2 : ι(W1 ⊠k W2) → ι(W1) ⊠
k ι(W2) such that Φ̃W1,W2 ◦ Yk = Yk.

Since Yk and Yk are both surjective, it follows that Φ̃W1,W2 is the inverse of ΦW1,W2 , that
is, ΦW1,W2 is an isomorphism. This isomorphism is natural because if f1 : W1 → X1 and
f2 : W2 → X2 are morphisms in KLk(sl2), then

[ι(f1 ⊠k f2) ◦ ΦW1,W2 ](Y
k(w1, x)w2) = (f1 ⊠k f2)(Yk(w1, x)w2)

= Yk(f1(w1), x)f2(w2) = ΦX1,X2(Y
k(ι(f1)(w1), x)ι(f2)(w2))

= [ΦX1,X2 ◦ (ι(f1)⊠
k ι(f2))](Y

k(w1, x)w2)

for all w1 ∈W1 and w2 ∈W2. Thus the isomorphisms ΦW1,W2 define a natural isomorphism

Φ : ⊠k ◦ (ι× ι) −→ ι ◦⊠k.

We can now prove:

Theorem 2.18. The surjection ϕ and the natural isomorphism Φ give the inclusion ι :
KLk(sl2) → KLk(sl2) the structure of a lax braided ribbon monoidal functor.
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Proof. It remains to show that ϕ and Φ are suitably compatible with the unit, associa-
tivity, braiding, and ribbon twist isomorphisms of KLk(sl2) and KLk(sl2). For the unit
isomorphisms, we need to show that the diagram

V1 ⊠
k ι(W )

ϕ⊠kIdι(W ) //

lι(W )

��

ι(L1)⊠
k ι(W )

ΦL1,W

��
ι(W ) ι(L1,1 ⊠k W )

ι(lW )
oo

commutes for all objects W in KLk(sl2), as well as a similar diagram for the right unit
isomorphisms. Indeed, using (2.13), we have

[ι(lW ) ◦ ΦL1,W ◦ (ϕ⊠
k Idι(W ))](Y

k(v, x)w) = [ι(lW ) ◦ ΦL1,W ](Yk(ϕ(v), x)w)

= lW (Yk(ϕ(v), x)w) = YW (ϕ(v), x)w = Yι(W )(v, x)w

= lι(W )(Y
k(v, x)w)

for all v ∈ V1 = V k(sl2) and w ∈ W , where the next to last equality holds because the
maximal proper ideal of V k(sl2), that is, the kernel of ϕ, acts trivially on Lk(sl2)-modules.
Compatibility of ϕ and Φ with the right unit isomorphisms is proved in the same way.

For the associativity and braiding isomorphisms, the diagrams

ι(W1)⊠
k (ι(W2)⊠

k ι(W3))
Aι(W1),ι(W2),ι(W3) //

Idι(W1)
⊠

kΦW2,W3
��

(ι(W1)⊠
k ι(W2))⊠

k ι(W3)

ΦW1,W2
⊠

kIdι(W3)

��

ι(W1)⊠
k ι(W2 ⊠kW3)

ΦW1,W2⊠kW3

��

ι(W1 ⊠k W2)⊠
k ι(W3)

ΦW1⊠kW2,W3

��
ι(W1 ⊠k (W2 ⊠k W3))

ι(AW1,W2,W3
)

// ι((W1 ⊠kW2)⊠k W3)

and

ι(W1)⊠
k ι(W2)

Rι(W1),ι(W2) //

ΦW1,W2

��

ι(W2)⊠
k ι(W1)

ΦW2,W1

��
ι(W1 ⊠k W2)

ι(RW1,W2
)

// ι(W2 ⊠kW1)

commute for objectsW1,W2,W3 inKLk(sl2) simply because, by (2.14) and (2.15), the asso-
ciativity and braiding isomorphisms in KLk(sl2) are defined in terms of the tensor product
intertwining operators Yk in the same way that the associativity and braiding isomorphisms
in KLk(sl2) are defined in terms of the Yk, and because the natural isomorphism Φ maps
Yk to Yk. Finally, the functor ι preserves ribbon twists in the sense that θι(W ) = ι(θW ) for

all W in KLk(sl2) because θ = e2πiL(0) on both KLk(sl2) and KLk(sl2). �

By the preceding theorem (or more precisely, because Φ is a natural isomorphism), we
no longer need to distinguish between ⊠

k and ⊠k, so we will just use the notation ⊠ for
the tensor product in KLk(sl2). Using Lemma 2.16 and Theorem 2.18, we can derive the
tensor products of Lr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1 with all other simple modules Lr′ in KLk(sl2).
First, we have:
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Lemma 2.19. For any V k(sl2)-module W in KLk(sl2), L1 ⊠W is a homomorphic image
of W which is an Lk(sl2)-module. In particular, assuming p > 1, L1 ⊠ Lr = 0 if r ≥ p.

Proof. The V k(sl2)-module homomorphism

W
l−1
W−−→ V1 ⊠W

ϕ⊠IdW−−−−→ L1 ⊠W

is surjective because •⊠W is right exact (see [HLZ3, Proposition 4.26]). Then the conclu-
sions of the lemma follow from Lemma 2.16. �

Theorem 2.20. For 1 ≤ r, r′ ≤ p− 1, we have

Lr ⊠ Lr′ ∼=

min(r+r′−1,2p−r−r′−1)⊕

r′′=|r−r′|+1
r+r′+r′′≡1 (mod 2)

Lr′′

in KLk(sl2), while Lr ⊠ Lr′ = 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1 and r′ ≥ p.

Proof. The first conclusion follows from (2.16) and Theorem 2.18, while for r < p ≤ r′,

Lr ⊠ Lr′ ∼= (Lr ⊠ L1)⊠ Lr′ ∼= Lr ⊠ (L1 ⊠ Lr′) ∼= Lr ⊠ 0 ∼= 0

by (2.16) and Lemma 2.19. �

2.5. Intertwining operators among generalized Verma modules. Here we discuss
generalities on intertwining operators among V k(sl2)-modules, and especially generalized
Verma modules, in KLk(sl2). Let W be an object of KLk(sl2); then W has a conformal

weight grading of the form W =
⊕I

i=1

⊕∞
n=0W[σi+n] where the complex numbers σi for

1 ≤ i ≤ I are non-congruent modulo Z. We then fix a Z≥0-grading W =
⊕∞

n=0W (n) such

that W (n) =
⊕I

i=1W[σi+n]. Each W (n) is a finite-dimensional sl2-module.

Now take W1,W2, W3 to be objects of KLk(sl2), and suppose Y is a V k(sl2)-module

intertwining operator of type
( W3

W1W2

)
. The commutator formula (2.11) implies that Y

induces an sl2-module homomorphism

π(Y) : W1(0)⊗W2(0) −→ W3(0)

defined by

π(Y)(m1 ⊗m2) = π0(Y(m1, 1)m2)

for m1 ∈ W1(0) and m2 ∈ W2(0), where π0 denotes projection onto W3(0) with respect to
the Z≥0-grading of W3. We say Y is surjective if W3 is spanned by the coefficients of powers
of x and log x in Y(w1, x)w2 as w1 and w2 range over W1 and W2, respectively. By [CMY3,
Proposition 3.1.1] (which is based on [TW, Proposition 24]) and its proof, we have:

Proposition 2.21. If W1 and W2 are generated as V k(sl2)-modules by W1(0) and W2(0),
respectively, and Y is a surjective intertwining operator, then π(Y) is a surjective sl2-module
homomorphism.

Since the tensor product intertwining operator Y⊠ of type
(W1⊠W2

W1W2

)
is surjective [HLZ3,

Proposition 4.23], we get:

Corollary 2.22. If W1 and W2 are generalized Verma modules or simple modules, then
(W1 ⊠W2)(0) is an sl2-module quotient of W1(0) ⊗W2(0).
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The preceding corollary gives upper bounds on the tensor product moduleW1⊠W2. For
lower bounds, we need to construct intertwining operators. In fact, intertwining operators
among generalized Verma modules have been constructed in [MY1, McR1]. We will use
[McR1, Theorems 3.9 and 5.1] in particular to determine how the generalized Verma module
V2 tensors with other generalized Verma modules in KLk(sl2) when k = −2 + p/q is an
admissible level. To make the notation in the following theorem more uniform, we set V0 = 0
(that is, V0 is the generalized Verma module induced from the 0-dimensional sl2-module):

Theorem 2.23. For r ∈ Z≥1 such that p ∤ r,

V2 ⊠ Vr ∼= Vr−1 ⊕ Vr+1,

while for n ∈ Z≥1, there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−1/Jn −→ V2 ⊠ Vnp −→ Vnp+1 −→ 0

for some submodule Jn ⊆ Vnp−1.

Proof. The case V2 ⊠ V1
∼= V0 ⊕ V2

∼= V2 is immediate because V1 is the unit object of
KLk(sl2). For all other cases, we recall the notation Mr, r ∈ Z≥1, for the r-dimensional
irreducible sl2-module. Thus by Corollary 2.22, the degree-0 space (V2 ⊠ Vr)(0) is an sl2-
module quotient of

M2 ⊗Mr
∼=Mr−1 ⊕Mr+1.

In particular, the possible lowest conformal weight(s) of V2 ⊠ Vr are

hr±1 =
q

4p

(
(r ± 1)2 − 1

)
=

q

4p

(
r2 ± 2r

)
.

recalling (2.5). Note that hr+1 − hr−1 =
qr
p , which is an integer if and only if p | r.

First suppose p ∤ r, so that the two possible lowest conformal weights of V2⊠Vr are non-
congruent modulo Z. Then the universal property of generalized Verma modules implies
that the submodule 〈(V2 ⊠ Vr)(0)〉 generated by the degree-0 space is a quotient of Vr−1 ⊕
Vr+1. Moreover, there is a surjective intertwining operator

V2 ⊗ Vr −→ (V2 ⊠ Vr)/〈(V2 ⊠ Vr)(0)〉{x}

obtained by composing the tensor product intertwining operator with the quotient map.
Thus Proposition 2.21 implies that the lowest conformal weight(s) of (V2⊠Vr)/〈(V2⊠Vr)(0)〉
must be hr±1, but in fact these conformal weight spaces in the quotient are 0. The only
possibility is that the quotient module is 0, that is, V2 ⊠ Vr is generated by its degree-0
subspace. Consequently, there is a surjective map

Vr−1 ⊕ Vr+1 −→ V2 ⊠ Vr.

Now by [McR1, Theorem 5.1], there are non-zero intertwining operators

Y± : V2 ⊗ Vr −→ Vr±1{x}

in the case p ∤ r. Moreover, from [McR1, Theorem 3.9], the sl2-module homomorphisms

π(Y±) :M2 ⊗Mr −→Mr±1

are the unique (up to scale) surjections. Thus the images of Y± contain the generating lowest
conformal weight subspaces Mr±1 ⊆ Vr±1, which means that Y± are surjective. Then by
the universal property of vertex algebraic tensor products, there are surjective maps

V2 ⊠ Vr −→ Vr±1.
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It follows that V2 ⊠ Vr ∼= Vr−1 ⊕ Vr+1 when p ∤ r.
For r = np with n ∈ Z≥1, we have hnp+1 − hnp−1 = qn ∈ Z≥1, so the lowest possible

conformal weight of V2 ⊠ Vnp is hnp−1, and the corresponding conformal weight space gen-

erates a V k(sl2)-submodule of the form Vnp−1/Jn for some Jn ⊆ Vnp−1. By Proposition
2.21, the quotient (V2 ⊠ Vnp)/(Vnp−1/Jn) is, if non-zero, generated by a lowest conformal
weight space Mnp+1 of conformal weight hnp+1. Thus there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−1/Jn −→ V2 ⊠ Vnp −→ Vnp+1/J̃n −→ 0

for some submodule J̃n ⊆ Vnp+1. Again by [McR1, Theorems 3.9 and 5.1], there is a

surjective intertwining operator of type
(Vnp+1

V2 Vnp

)
(although we are no longer guaranteed an

intertwining operator into Vnp−1). Thus there is a surjection f : V2 ⊠ Vnp → Vnp+1. Since
the submodule Vnp−1/Jn ⊆ V2 ⊠ Vnp is generated by its lowest conformal weight space,
which has a conformal weight lower than hnp+1, it follows that Vnp−1/Jn is contained in

the kernel of f , and thus f factors through Vnp+1/J̃n. Consequently J̃n = 0, proving the
final case of the theorem. �

Remark 2.24. After showing that V2 is rigid in the next section, we will show that the
submodule Jn ⊆ Vnp−1 is actually 0.

3. Rigidity of V2

We continue to fix a level k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, and
we set κ = k + 2 = p/q to be the shifted level. In this section, we will prove that the
generalized Verma module V2 is rigid in the tensor category KLk(sl2) by using Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations to derive explicit expressions for compositions of intertwining
operators involving V2. This is similar to rigidity proofs in [TW, CMY2, CMY3, MY2].

Theorem 3.1. The generalized Verma module V2 is rigid and self-dual in KLk(sl2) for any
level k = −2+p/q with p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1 relatively prime, with evaluation e : V2⊠V2 →
V1 and coevaluation i : V1 → V2 ⊠ V2 such that

e ◦ i = (−eπiq/p − e−πiq/p) · IdV1 .

The p = 1 version of this theorem has already been proved in [CY], so we do not consider

this case further here. The scalar −eπiq/p − e−πiq/p coming from e ◦ i is called the intrinsic
dimension of V2. It does not depend on the choice of evaluation and coevaluation, since
rigidity will imply that there are vector space isomorphisms

Hom(V2 ⊠ V2,V1) ∼= End(V2) ∼= Hom(V1,V2 ⊠ V2).

Thus because dimEnd(V2) = 1, all possible evaluation-coevaluation pairs for V2 are given
by (c · e, c−1 · i) for c ∈ C×, and all such possibilities yield the same intrinsic dimension.

3.1. Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations. Let W be some V k(sl2)-module, Y1 an in-

tertwining operator of type
( V2

V2W

)
, and Y2 an intertwining operator of type

( W
V2 V2

)
. The

2-dimensional simple sl2-module M2 is the lowest conformal weight space of both the gen-
eralized Verma module V2 and its contragredient V ′

2, so we can define

φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) := 〈v0,Y1(v1, 1)Y2(v2, z)v3〉

for v0 ∈ M2 ⊆ V ′
2 and v1, v2, v3 ∈ M2 ⊆ V2. We can view φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) as either a

formal series in z (with 1 substituted into Y1 using the branch of logarithm log 1 = 0), as
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a multivalued analytic function on the punctured disk 0 < |z| < 1, or as a single-valued
analytic function on the simply-connected domain

U = {z ∈ C | |z| < 1} \ (−1, 0].

In this last case, we fix a single-valued branch by setting log z = log |z| + i arg z, where
−π < arg z < π.

It is well known that φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) satisfies a Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) differen-
tial equation [KZ], which is derived using the L(−1)-derivative property for intertwining op-
erators and the expression (2.3) for L(−1). Specifically, taking equation (2.16) in [HL, Corol-
lary 2.2], substituting x1 7→ 1, x2 7→ z, and using the Casimir operator Ω = ef + 1

2h
2 + fe

for sl2, we have:

κ
d

dz
φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z)

= z−1φ(v0, v1, f · v2, e · v3; z) − (1− z)−1φ(v0, e · v1, f · v2, v3; z)

+
1

2
z−1φ(v0, v1, h · v2, h · v3; z)−

1

2
(1− z)−1φ(v0, h · v1, h · v2, v3; z)

+ z−1φ(v0, v1, e · v2, f · v3; z)− (1− z)−1φ(v0, f · v1, e · v2, v3; z). (3.1)

To solve the KZ equations, we need relations among the different solutions for different
v0, v1, v2, v3 ∈M2. Such relations follow from the fact that for any fixed z ∈ U , the map

M2 ⊗M2 ⊗M2 ⊗M2 → C

v0 ⊗ v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v3 7→ φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z)

is an sl2-module homomorphism (this follows from the n = 0 cases of the contragredient
relation (2.10) and the commutator formula (2.11)). In particular, setting v ∈ M2 ⊆ V2 to
be a highest-weight vector, we have

φ(v0, v, v, v; z) = 0

for all v0 ∈M2. Using this relation, we then get

φ(v0, a · v, v, v) + φ(v0, v, a · v, v) + φ(v0, v, v, a · v) = 0 (3.2)

for any v0 ∈M2, a ∈ sl2.
Now for any v0 ∈M2, we derive second-order differential equations for

φ1(v0; z) := φ(v0, f · v, v, v), φ2(v0; z) := φ(v0, v, f · v, v).

We begin with two cases of the KZ equation (3.1), in the second case also using (3.2):

κ
d

dz
φ1(v0; z) =

1

2

[
z−1 + (1− z)−1

]
φ1(v0; z) − (1− z)−1φ2(v0; z), (3.3)

κ
d

dz
φ2(v0; z) = −

[
z−1 + (1− z)−1+

]
φ1(v0; z) −

1

2

[
3z−1 − (1− z)−1

]
φ2(v0; z). (3.4)

We solve (3.3) for φ2(v0; z) in terms of φ1(v0; z) and its derivative and then plug into (3.4) to
obtain a second-order equation for φ1(v0; z); we derive a second-order differential equation
for φ2(v0; z) similarly:
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Theorem 3.2. For any v0 ∈ M2 ⊆ V ′
2, the analytic function φ1(v0; z) is a solution on the

region U to the differential equation

κ2z(1− z)φ′′1(z) − κ[(κ + 2)z − 1]φ′1(z) +

[
κ

2
z−1 −

3

4
z−1(1 − z)−1

]
φ1(z) = 0, (3.5)

and φ2(v0; z) is a solution on U to the differential equation

κ2z(1− z)φ′′2(z) + κ(κ+ 1)(1 − 2z)φ′2(z)−

[
2κ+

3

4
z−1(1− z)−1

]
φ2(z) = 0. (3.6)

Recall from (2.5) that the lowest conformal weight of V2 is h2 =
3
4κ . If we set

f1(z) = z2h2−1(1− z)2h2φ1(z), f2(z) = z2h2(1− z)2h2φ2(z)

where φ1(z) is a solution to (3.5) and φ2(z) is a solution to (3.6), then f1(z) satisfies the
hypergeometric equation

κ2z(1− z)f ′′1 (z) + κ[κ(2 − 3z)− 2(1− 2z)]f ′1(z)− (κ− 1)(κ − 3)f1(z) = 0, (3.7)

and f2(z) satisfies the hypergeometric equation

κ2z(1− z)f ′′2 (z) + κ(κ − 2)(1− 2z)f ′2(z) + (κ− 3)f2(z) = 0. (3.8)

The solutions to (3.7) and (3.8) can be found, for example, in [AS, Chapter 15] or [DLMF,
Section 15.10], and the solutions to (3.7) and (3.8) can then be used to write down solutions
for the original equations (3.5) and (3.6).

Before presenting the solutions of (3.5) and (3.6) in the next subsections, we briefly
discuss iterates of intertwining operators involving V2. Let M be a V k(sl2)-module, Y1 an

intertwining operator of type
( V2

M V2

)
, and Y2 an intertwining operator of type

( M
V2 V2

)
. For

v0 ∈M2 ⊆ V ′
2 and v1, v2, v3 ∈M2 ⊆ V2, we define

ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) := 〈v0,Y
1(Y2(v1, 1− z)v2, z)v3〉.

Using the L(0)-conjugation property [HLZ2, Proposition 3.36(b)], we view ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z)
as a series in powers of 1−z

z :

ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) = z−2h2

〈
v0,Y

1

(
Y2

(
v1,

1− z

z

)
v2, 1

)
v3

〉

=

(
1 +

1− z

z

)2h2 〈
v0,Y

1

(
Y2

(
v1,

1− z

z

)
v2, 1

)
v3

〉
. (3.9)

If we substitute 1−z
z into Y2 using the branch of logarithm log(1−zz ) = log |1−zz |+ i arg(1−zz )

with −π < arg(1−zz ) < π, then ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) defines a single-valued analytic function
on the simply-connected domain

Ũ = {z ∈ C | |z| > |1− z| > 0} \ [1,∞) = {z ∈ C | Re z > 1/2} \ [1,∞).

Associativity of intertwining operators [HLZ6] shows that ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) is the analytic

continuation to Ũ of a corresponding product of intertwining operators φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z)
defined on U . So the functions ψ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z) satisfy the same differential equations as
φ(v0, v1, v2, v3; z).
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3.2. The case p ≥ 3. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 3.1 for levels k = −2 + p/q
such that p ≥ 3. In these cases, a basis of solutions for the differential equation (3.5) on
the region U is:

φ
(1)
1 (z) = z−2h2+1(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1−

1

κ
, 1−

3

κ
; 2−

2

κ
; z

)
,

φ
(2)
1 (z) = z−2h2+h3(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1

κ
,−

1

κ
;
2

κ
; z

)
, (3.10)

where h3 = 2
κ from (2.5) is the lowest conformal weight of V3, and a basis of solutions for

(3.6) on U is:

φ
(1)
2 (z) = z−2h2(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1−

3

κ
,−

1

κ
; 1−

2

κ
; z

)
,

φ
(2)
2 (z) = z−2h2+h3(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1−

1

κ
,
1

κ
; 1 +

2

κ
; z

)
. (3.11)

We will use these explicit solutions to prove that V2 is rigid, similar to the proof of [CMY3,
Theorem 4.2.3], as well as that of [CMY2, Theorem 4.3.7].

We first fix candidates for the evaluation and coevaluation morphisms. For the evaluation,
let 〈·, ·〉 be the nondegenerate sl2-invariant bilinear form on M2 ⊆ V2 such that

〈v, f · v〉 = −〈f · v, v〉 = 1,

where v is a highest-weight vector. As in the proof of Theorem 2.23, it follows from [McR1,

Theorems 3.9 and 5.1] that there is a (unique) intertwining operator E of type
( V1

V2 V2

)
such

that the sl2-homomorphism π(E) : M2 ⊗ M2 → M1 is given by 〈·, ·〉. In particular, for
lowest-conformal-weight vectors w,w′ ∈M2 ⊆ V2,

E(w′, x)w ∈ x−2h2
(
〈w′, w〉1+ xV1[[x]]

)
.

We define the evaluation candidate ε : V2 ⊠ V2 → V1 to be the unique homomorphism such
that ε ◦ Y⊠ = E , where Y⊠ is the tensor product intertwining operator of type

(V2⊠V2

V2 V2

)
.

For the coevaluation, we compose the sl2-homomorphism M1 →M2 ⊗M2 defined by

1 7→ f · v ⊗ v − v ⊗ f · v

with the sl2-homomorphism

π(Y⊠) :M2 ⊗M2 → (V2 ⊠ V2)(0),

and apply the universal property of induced ŝl2-modules to get a homomorphism

i : V1 → V2 ⊠ V2

such that

i(1) = π0 (Y⊠(f · v, 1)v − Y⊠(v, 1)f · v) . (3.12)

Equivalently, i(1) is the coefficient of x−2h2 in Y⊠(f · v, x)v − Y⊠(v, x)f · v.
To prove V2 is rigid, we need to show that the compositions

R : V2
l−1

−−→ V1 ⊠ V2
i⊠Id
−−−→ (V2 ⊠ V2)⊠ V2

A−1

−−−→ V2 ⊠ (V2 ⊠ V2)
Id⊠ε
−−−→ V2 ⊠ V1

r
−→ V2, (3.13)

R′ : V2
r−1

−−→ V2 ⊠ V1
Id⊠i
−−−→ V2 ⊠ (V2 ⊠ V2)

A
−→ (V2 ⊠ V2)⊠ V2

ε⊠Id
−−−→ V1 ⊠ V2

l
−→ V2 (3.14)
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both equal the same non-zero scalar multiple of the identity on V2, since we can then rescale
either i or ε so that R = R′ = IdV2 . Since End(V2) = CIdV2 (even though V2 is not generally
simple), it is enough to show that

〈f · v,R(v)〉 = 〈f · v,R′(v)〉 = c

for some highest-weight vector v ∈M2 ⊆ V2 and c ∈ C×.
Considering R first, the definitions (2.13) and (3.12) imply that

(i⊠ Id) ◦ l−1(v) = (i⊠ Id)(Y⊠(1, 1)v)

= Resx x
2h2−1Y⊠ (Y⊠(f · v, x)v −Y⊠(v, x)f · v, 1) v

= Resx x
2h2−1(1 + x)2h2 (Y⊠(Y⊠(f · v, x)v, 1)v1,2 − Y⊠(Y⊠(v, x)f · v, 1)v) ,

where we use Y⊠ to denote all tensor product intertwining operators. The last equality
above holds because x−2h2 is the lowest power of x in Y⊠(w

′, x)w for w′, w ∈ M2 ⊆ V2,
which in turn holds because 0 is the lowest conformal weight of V2 ⊠ V2 (indeed, 0 is the
minimum among all conformal weights of all modules in KLk(sl2)). We now substitute

x 7→ 1−z
z for z ∈ U ∩ Ũ using the principal branch of logarithm, and then recalling (3.9)

as well as (2.13) and (2.15), we find that 〈f · v,R(v)〉 is the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2 in the

expansion of the following analytic function as a series in 1−z
z on U ∩ Ũ :

〈
f · v, r ◦ (Id⊠ ε) ◦ A−1 (Y⊠(Y⊠(f · v, 1− z)v, z)v − Y⊠(Y⊠(v, 1 − z)f · v, z)v)

〉

=
〈
f · v, r ◦ (Id⊠ ε) (Y⊠(f · v, 1)Y⊠(v, z)v − Y⊠(v, 1)Y⊠(f · v, z)v)

〉

= 〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(f · v, 1)E(v, z)v〉 − 〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(v, 1)E(f · v, z)v〉 , (3.15)

where

Ω(YV2)(w, x)u = exL(−1)YV2(u,−x)w

for u ∈ V k(sl2), w ∈ V2.
By Theorem 3.2, the second term of (3.15) is a solution to the differential equation (3.6).

As a series in z, this solution has lowest-degree term

〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(v, 1)1〉〈f · v, v〉z−2h2 = 〈f · v, v〉2z−2h2 = z−2h2 ,

so the second term of (3.15) is the fundamental basis solution

φ
(1)
2 (z) = z−2h2(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1−

3

κ
,−

1

κ
; 1−

2

κ
; z

)
.

For the first term, we need the coefficient of x−2h2+1 in E(v, x)v. Set

E(w′, x)w =

∞∑

m=0

Em(w
′ ⊗ w)x−2h2+m

for w,w′ ∈M2 ⊆ V2. By the L(0)-conjugation formula and the commutator formula (2.11),
Em : M2 ⊗M2 → V1(m) is an sl2-module homomorphism. Since v ⊗ v is an sl2-highest
weight vector, E1(v ⊗ v) = c · e(−1)1 for some c ∈ C. Thus

f(1)E1(v ⊠ v) = c · f(1)e(−1)1 = c(−h(0) + k〈f, e〉)1 = ck · 1;

this together with the commutator formula

f(1)E(v, x)v = xE(f · v, x)v
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implies ck = 〈f · v, v〉 = −1, or c = − 1
k . Consequently, as a series in z, the first term of

(3.15) has lowest-degree term

−
1

k
〈f · v, eL(−1)YV2(e(−1)1,−1)f · v〉z−2h2+1 =

1

k
〈f · v, e · (f · v)〉z−2h2+1 = −

1

k
z−2h2+1.

Since the first term of (3.15) is a solution to the differential equation (3.5) by Theorem 3.2,
this solution is

−
1

k
φ
(1)
1 (z) = −

1

k
z−2h2+1(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(
1−

1

κ
, 1−

3

κ
; 2−

2

κ
; z

)
.

Thus to calculate 〈f · v,R(v)〉, we need to expand − 1
kφ

(1)
1 (z)− φ

(1)
2 (z) as a series in 1−z

z

and extract the coefficient of (1−zz )−2h2 . Since

−
1

k
φ
(1)
1 (z)− ϕ

(1)
2 (z)

= −

(
1− z

z

)−2h2

z−4h2

(
z

k
2F1

(
1−

1

κ
, 1 −

3

κ
; 2−

2

κ
; z

)
+ 2F1

(
1−

3

κ
,−

1

κ
; 1−

2

κ
; z

))

and since z−4h2(+1) = (1 + 1−z
z )4h2(+1) are power series in 1−z

z with constant term 1, it is
equivalent to find the constant term in the expansion of

−
1

k
2F1

(
1−

1

κ
, 1−

3

κ
; 2−

2

κ
; z

)
− 2F1

(
1−

3

κ
,−

1

κ
; 1−

2

κ
; z

)

as a series in 1−z
z on the region U ∩ Ũ . Using [DLMF, Equations 15.10.21, 5.5.1, and 5.5.3],

this constant term is

−
1

κ− 2

Γ(2− 2
κ)Γ(

2
κ)

Γ(1− 1
κ)Γ(1 +

1
κ)

−
Γ(1− 2

κ)Γ(
2
κ)

Γ( 1κ)Γ(1−
1
κ)

=

(
−

1

κ− 2

1− 2
κ

1
κ

− 1

)
Γ(1− 2

κ)Γ(
2
κ)

Γ( 1κ)Γ(1−
1
κ)

= −2 ·
π/ sin(2πκ )

π/ sin(πκ )
= −

1

cos(πκ )
.

This calculation proves that 〈f ·v,R(v)〉 = −
[
cos

(
π
κ

)]−1
. Then since R is a scalar multiple

of IdV2 and 〈f · v, v〉 = −1, it follows that

R =
[
cos

(π
κ

)]−1
· IdV2 6= 0 (3.16)

when κ = p/q with p ≥ 3 and q relatively prime to p.
To show that the second rigidity composition R′ is the same scalar multiple of IdV2 , we

could perform a similar calculation. Alternatively, we can apply the braiding isomorphisms
to the composition R, obtaining the following commutative diagram; the middle rectangle
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commutes thanks to the naturality of the braiding and the hexagon axioms:

V2

l−1

��

r−1

))❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘

V1 ⊠ V2

i⊠Id
��

R // V2 ⊠ V1

Id⊠i
��

(V2 ⊠ V2)⊠ V2

A−1

��

R // V2 ⊠ (V2 ⊠ V2)
Id⊠R // V2 ⊠ (V2 ⊠ V2)

A
��

V2 ⊠ (V2 ⊠ V2)

Id⊠ε
��

R // (V2 ⊠ V2)⊠ V2

ε⊠Id
��

R⊠Id // (V2 ⊠ V2)⊠ V2

V2 ⊠ V1
R //

r

��

V1 ⊠ V2

l
uu❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧

V2

Thus we will get R′ = R as required if there is a non-zero scalar c such that

R ◦ i = c · i, ε ◦ R = c · ε. (3.17)

Note that R ◦ i and ε ◦ R are indeed scalar multiples of i and ε, respectively, because the
p ≥ 3 case of Theorem 2.23 implies that Hom(V1,V2 ⊠ V2) and Hom(V2 ⊠ V2,V1) are both
one-dimensional. To compute the scalar for i, the definitions (2.14) and (3.12) yield

(R ◦ i)(1) = (R ◦ π0) (Y⊠(f · v, 1)v −Y⊠(v, 1)f · v)

= π0

(
eL(−1)Y⊠(v, e

πi)f · v − eL(−1)Y⊠(f · v, eπi)v
)

= −π0

(
eπi(L(0)−2h2)(Y⊠(f · v, 1)v − Y⊠(v, 1)f · v)

)

= −eπi(L(0)−2h2)i(1) = −e−2πih2 · i(1), (3.18)

so we get c = −e−2πih2 . For ε, the definitions yield

(ε ◦ R)(Y⊠(w
′, x)w) = exL(−1)E(w, eπix)w′

∈ exL(−1)(eπix)−2h2
(
〈w,w′〉1+ xV1[[x]]

)

= −e−2πih2x−2h2
(
〈w′, w〉1 + xV1[[x]]

)

for w,w′ ∈M2 ⊆ V2. By the uniqueness of E up to scalar multiples, this implies

exL(−1)E(w, eπix)w′ = −e−2πih2E(w′, x)w

for all w,w′ ∈ V2, which again yields −e−2πih2 for the value of c in (3.17). Thus R′ = R,
and we have proved that V2 is rigid (and self-dual) in the case p ≥ 3.

To complete the proof of Theorem 3.1 for p ≥ 3, we still need to compute the intrinsic
dimension of V2. By (3.16), one choice of coevaluation and evaluation for V2 is i and
e := cos(πκ ) · ε. Then since End(V1) = C · IdV1 , the intrinsic dimension is simply the scalar
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d such that (e ◦ i)(1) = d · 1. Using the definitions, we compute

(e ◦ i)(1) = cos
(π
κ

)
· (ε ◦ π0) (Y⊠(f · v, 1)v − Y⊠(v, 1)f · v)

=
eπiq/p + e−πiq/p

2
· π0 (E(f · v, 1)v − E(v, 1)f · v)

=
eπiq/p + e−πiq/p

2
· (〈f · v, v〉1 − 〈v, f · v〉1) = (−eπip/q − e−πip/q) · 1,

as desired.

3.3. The case p = 2. Now we prove Theorem 3.1 for levels k = −2+ 2/q for q ∈ Z≥1 odd.
In this case, the differential equations (3.5) and (3.6) admit logarithmic solutions. A basis
of solutions for (3.5) on U is

φ
(1)
1 (z) = z−2h2+q(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(q
2
,−

q

2
; q; z

)
,

φ
(2)
1 (z) = z−2h2+1(1− z)−2h2

[
zq−1

2F1

(q
2
,−

q

2
; q; z

)
log z +G1(z)

]
, (3.19)

and a basis of solutions for (3.6) on U is

φ
(1)
2 (z) = z−2h2+q(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(q
2
, 1−

q

2
; 1 + q; z

)

φ
(2)
2 (z) = z−2h2(1− z)−2h2

[
zq2F1

(q
2
, 1−

q

2
; 1 + q; z

)
log z +G2(z)

]
, (3.20)

where G1(z) and G2(z) are power series that converge in the region U .
When p = 2, we still have a coevaluation candidate i : V1 → V2 ⊠ V2 defined by (3.12),

but we must define the evaluation candidate ε differently because there is no surjective
intertwining operator of type

(
V1

V2 V2

)
. However, as in the proof of Theorem 2.23, by [McR1,

Theorems 3.9 and 5.1], there is a unique (up to scale) intertwining operator Y of type(
V3

V2 V2

)
such that the sl2-homomorphism π(Y) :M2 ⊗M2 →M3 is surjective. The image of

Y contains the generating lowest conformal weight space M3 ⊆ V3, and thus Y is surjective.
We then get a non-zero (but non-surjective) intertwining operator E of type

( V1

V2 V2

)
by

composing Y with the surjection V3 ։ L3 and then with the inclusion L3 →֒ V1 (recall
(2.9)). We define ε : V2 ⊠ V2 → V1 to be the unique homomorphism such that ε ◦ Y⊠ = E .

Since the lowest conformal weight of L3 ⊆ V1 is h3 = q, we have

E(w′, x)w ∈ x−2h2+q(b(w′ ⊗ w) + xL3[[x]])

for w,w′ ∈ M2 ⊆ V2, where b is an sl2-module surjection from M2 ⊗ M2 to the lowest
conformal weight space M3 of L3 ⊆ V1. To be concrete, for a highest-weight vector v ∈M2,
let b(v ⊗ v) = ṽ be a highest weight vector in M3. Then

b(f · v ⊗ v) = b(v ⊗ f · v) =
1

2
f · ṽ, b(f · v ⊗ f · v) =

1

2
f · (f · ṽ).

As in the p ≥ 3 case, we need to show that the rigidity compositions R and R′ given in
(3.13) and (3.14) are the same non-zero scalar multiple of IdV2 , and for R it is again enough
to show that 〈f · v,R(v)〉 is non-zero. Then by the same calculations as in the p ≥ 3 case,

we are reduced to showing that the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2 in the expansion of
〈
v′,Ω(YV2)(f · v, 1)E(v, z)v

〉
−

〈
v′,Ω(YV2)(v, 1)E(f · v, z)v

〉
(3.21)
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as a series in 1−z
z and log

(
1−z
z

)
on U ∩ Ũ is non-zero for some v′ ∈M2 ⊆ V ′

2. We prove this

by contradiction; thus assume that the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2 in (3.21) is 0 for all v′ ∈M2.
Taking v′ = f · v, then as a series in z, the lowest-degree term of the first summand in

(3.21) is

〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(f · v, 1)ṽ〉x−2h1+q

We claim that the coefficient

c := 〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(f · v2, 1)ṽ〉 = 0. (3.22)

By Theorem 3.2, the first summand of (3.21) is a solution to the differential equation (3.5).
By comparing the coefficients of the lowest degree term x−2h2+q, it is a multiple of the
non-logarithmic fundamental basis solution in (3.19):

c · z−2h2+q(1− z)−2h2
2F1

(q
2
,−

q

2
; q; z

)
.

From [DLMF, Equation 15.8.11], the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2 when this solution is expanded

as a series in 1−z
z on Ũ is

c(q − 1)!

Γ(3q2 )Γ(
q
2 )
. (3.23)

The second summand in (3.21) has lowest-degree term

1

2
〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(v, 1)f · ṽ〉 z−2h2+q = −

1

2
〈f · v,Ω(YV2)(f · v, 1)ṽ〉 z−2h2+q = −

1

2
cz−2h2+q,

where the first equality follows from the commutator formula (2.11). By Theorem 3.2, the
second summand in (3.21) is a solution to the differential equation (3.6), so it is a multiple
of the non-logarithmic fundamental basis solution in (3.20):

−
1

2
c · z−2h2+q(1− z)−2h2

2F1

(q
2
, 1−

q

2
; 1 + q; z

)
.

Again using [DLMF, Equation 15.8.11], the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2 in the expansion of this

solution as a series in 1−z
z on Ũ is

−
1

2

c(q − 1)!

Γ(3q2 )Γ(1 +
q
2 )

= −
c(q − 1)!

qΓ(3q2 )Γ(
q
2 )
. (3.24)

By our assumption that the coefficient of (1−zz )−2h1 in (3.21) vanishes, the difference of
(3.23) and (3.24) must be 0. This is only possible if c = 0, as claimed.

Now taking v′ = v in (3.21), sl2-weight considerations imply that

〈v,Ω(YV2)(f(0)v, 1)ṽ〉 = 0. (3.25)

Combining (3.22) and (3.25), the sl2-homomorphism

π0(Ω(YV2)|V2⊗L3) :M2 ⊗M3 −→M2 (3.26)

vanishes. Thus by Proposition 2.21, the intertwining operator Ω(YV2)|V2⊗L3 of type
( V2

V2 L3

)

is not surjective. Since V2 is simple when p = 2, this means Ω(YV2)|V2⊗L3 = 0, equivalently,
YV2 |L3⊗V2 = 0. Since L3 is the maximal proper submodule of V1, this implies V2 is an
Lk(sl2)-module, which is a contradiction because the only simple grading-restricted Lk(sl2)-

module is L1 when k = −2 + 2/q is admissible. Consequently, the coefficient of
(
1−z
z

)−2h2
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in the expansion of (3.21) on Ũ is not 0 for some v′ ∈ M2 ⊆ V ′
2, and we conclude that the

rigidity composition R is a non-zero scalar multiple of IdV2 .
As in the p ≥ 3 case, we can show that the second rigidity composition R′ agrees with R

by proving (3.17) for some c ∈ C×. Since i is defined the same way for p = 2 as for p ≥ 3,
and since V1 is generated by 1, the calculation (3.18) shows that

R ◦ i = −e−2πih2 · i

when p = 2. For ε, the definitions imply that it is enough to prove

exL(−1)Y(w, eπix)w′ = −e−2πih2Y(w′, x)w

for any intertwining operator Y of type
( V3

V2 V2

)
and all w,w′ ∈ V2. Since [McR1, Theorem 3.9]

implies that Y is completely determined by the sl2-homomorphism π(Y) :M2 ⊗M2 →M3,
it is sufficient to take w,w′ ∈M2 and compute

π0
(
eL(−1)Y(w, eπi)w′

)
= π0

(
eπi(L(0)−2h2)Y(w, 1)w′

)

= eπi(h3−2h2)π(Y)(w ⊗ w′)

= eπi(q−2h2)π(Y)(w ⊗ w′) = −e−2πih2π(Y)(w′ ⊗ w),

where the last equality holds because q is odd and sl2-homomorphisms M2 ⊗M2 →M3 are
symmetric. This completes the proof that V2 is rigid and self-dual when p = 2.

Finally, to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need to show that when p = 2 and q
is odd, the intrinsic dimension of V2 is

−eπiq/2 − e−πiq/2 = −2 cos
(qπ

2

)
= 0.

Since 1 generates V1, it is enough to show that (e ◦ i)(1) = 0, where e is a suitable non-zero
multiple of ε. Indeed, this holds because the image of e is contained in the maximal proper
submodule L3 ⊆ V1 whose minimum conformal weight is q > 0, whereas the conformal
weight of (e ◦ i)(1) is 0.

4. Projective objects in KLk(sl2)

By Corollary 2.13, every rigid object of KLk(sl2) is projective. In this section, we will
determine all rigid and thus all projective objects in KLk(sl2). Moreover, we will show that
KLk(sl2) has enough projectives, that is, every simple object has a projective cover. We
start by using the rigidity of V2 proved in the previous section to determine how V2 tensors
with the simple objects of KLk(sl2).

4.1. Tensor products involving V2. In Theorem 2.23, we determined the tensor products
V2⊠Vr for p ∤ r, but did not completely determine the tensor products of V2 with the simple
generalized Verma modules Vnp. In this subsection, we will completely determine V2 ⊠Vnp,
but first we compute V2 ⊠ Lr for p ∤ r. For more uniform formulas, we set L0 = 0:

Theorem 4.1. For n ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1,

V2 ⊠ Lnp+r ∼=

{
Lnp+r−1 ⊕ Lnp+r+1 if r ≤ p− 2
L(n+1)p−2 if r = p− 1

.

Proof. Since V2 is rigid, the functor V2⊠• is exact. Thus by Theorem 2.2, there is an exact
sequence

0 −→ V2 ⊠ L(n+2)p−r −→ V2 ⊠ Vnp+r −→ V2 ⊠ Lnp+r −→ 0 (4.1)
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for n ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1. We can combine these exact sequences into a resolution

· · · −→ V2 ⊠ V(n+2)p+r −→ V2 ⊠ V(n+2)p−r −→ V2 ⊠ Vnp+r −→ V2 ⊠ Lnp+r −→ 0.

By Theorem 2.23, this resolution becomes

· · · −→ V(n+2)p−r−1 ⊕ V(n+2)p−r+1 −→ Vnp+r−1 ⊕ Vnp+r+1 −→ V2 ⊠ Lnp+r −→ 0.

Because the conformal weights of the two summands in each term of the resolution are
non-congruent mod Z, V2 ⊠ Lnp+r is a direct sum W− ⊕W+ where W± have the following
resolutions by generalized Verma modules:

· · · −→ V(n+2)p+r±1 −→ V(n+2)p−(r±1) −→ Vnp+r±1 −→W± −→ 0. (4.2)

In the case 2 ≤ r ≤ p − 2, Theorem 2.2 implies that both Lnp+r±1 have resolutions by the
same generalized Verma modules as W±, so in this case, W± are quotients of Vnp+r±1 which
have the same graded dimensions as Lnp+r±1. Thus V2⊠Lnp+r ∼= Lnp+r−1⊕Lnp+r+1 when
2 ≤ r ≤ p− 2.

For the case r = 1, we similarly obtain W+
∼= Lnp+2 when p ≥ 3, while the resolution

(4.2) for W− becomes

· · · −→ V(n+2)p −→ V(n+2)p −→ Vnp −→W− −→ 0.

The map V(n+2)p → Vnp is 0 because V(n+2)p and Vnp are non-isomorphic and simple (or
because Vnp = 0 in the n = 0 case), so W−

∼= Vnp ∼= Lnp when r = 1. This completes the
proof of the r ≤ p− 2 case of the theorem.

For the case r = p− 1, we obtain W−
∼= L(n+1)p−2 when p ≥ 3, while for p = 2, the r = 1

case discussed above yields W−
∼= L2n = L(n+1)p−2 as well. The resolution (4.2) for W+

becomes

· · · −→ V(n+3)p −→ V(n+1)p −→ V(n+1)p −→ W+ −→ 0,

where the map V(n+3)p → V(n+1)p is 0 as before. Thus the map V(n+1)p → V(n+1)p is an
isomorphism, and it follows thatW+ = 0. This proves the r = p−1 case of the theorem. �

We can now fully determine V2⊠Vnp = V2⊠Lnp for n ∈ Z≥1. We introduce the notation
Pnp+1 := V2⊠Vnp for this module because it will turn out to be a projective cover of Lnp+1.

Theorem 4.2. For n ∈ Z≥1, there is a non-split exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−1 −→ Pnp+1 −→ Vnp+1 −→ 0.

Moreover, Pnp+1 is an indecomposable V k(sl2)-module with Loewy diagram:

Lnp+1

Pnp+1 : Lnp−1 L(n+2)p−1

Lnp+1

.

Proof. We have already seen in Theorem 2.23 that there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−1/Jn −→ Pnp+1 −→ Vnp+1 −→ 0
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where Jn is one of Vnp−1, Lnp+1, or 0 (using Theorem 2.2). The first two are impossible
because rigidity of V2 and Theorem 2.23 imply that

Hom(Vnp−1,Pnp+1) = Hom(Vnp−1,V2 ⊠ Vnp) ∼= Hom(V2 ⊠ Vnp−1,Vnp) 6= 0,

while rigidity of V2 and Theorem 4.1 imply that

Hom(Lnp−1,Pnp+1) = Hom(Lnp−1,V2 ⊠ Vnp) ∼= Hom(V2 ⊠ Lnp−1,Lnp) = 0.

Thus Jn = 0, yielding the desired exact sequence. The exact sequence does not split because
a surjection Pnp+1 → Vnp−1 would imply a surjection Pnp+1 → Lnp−1, but in fact

Hom(Pnp+1,Lnp−1) = Hom(V2 ⊠ Vnp,Lnp−1) ∼= Hom(Lnp,V2 ⊠ Lnp−1) = 0.

To verify the Loewy diagram of Pnp+1, note that Theorem 2.2 shows that Pnp+1 has the
four indicated composition factors. The socle of Pnp+1 is isomorphic to Lnp+1 because

dimHom(Lnp+1,Pnp+1) = dimHom(Lnp+1,V2 ⊠ Vnp) = dimHom(V2 ⊠ Lnp+1,Lnp) = 1

by the rigidity of V2 and Theorem 4.1, while Hom(Lnp−1,Pnp+1) = 0 and similarly

Hom(L(n+2)p−1,Pnp+1) = Hom(L(n+2)p−1,V2 ⊠ Vnp) ∼= Hom(V2 ⊠ L(n+2)p−1,Lnp) = 0.

Next, we need to show that the socle of Pnp+1/Lnp+1 is isomorphic to Lnp−1 ⊕ L(n+2)p−1.
For this, note that since the submodule Lnp+1 ⊆ Pnp+1 is contained in the generalized
Verma submodule Vnp−1, we have a surjection

π : Pnp+1/Lnp+1 ։ Vnp+1 ։ Lnp+1,

and there is a short exact sequence

0 −→ Lnp−1 −→ Kerπ −→ L(n+2)p−1 −→ 0.

Taking contragredients yields a short exact sequence

0 −→ L(n+2)p−1 −→ (Ker π)′ −→ Lnp−1 −→ 0.

Since the minimal conformal weight of Lnp−1 is lower than that of L(n+2)p−1, the lowest
conformal weight space of (Kerπ)′ generates a quotient of the generalized Verma module
Vnp−1; since Vnp−1 does not contain L(n+2)p−1 as a composition factor, this quotient must

be Lnp−1. That is, Lnp−1 is a submodule of (Kerπ)′ and thus

(Kerπ)′ ∼= Lnp−1 ⊕ L(n+2)p−1
∼= Kerπ.

This shows that Lnp−1 ⊕ L(n+2)p−1 ⊆ Soc(Pnp+1/Lnp+1). In fact, this is the full socle of
Pnp+1/Lnp+1 because the only remaining composition factor of Pnp+1/Lnp+1 is Lnp+1, and
a non-zero map Lnp+1 → Pnp+1/Lnp+1 would imply a non-zero map

Lnp+1 −→ Pnp+1/Lnp+1 −→ Vnp+1,

which is impossible. (The above composition would be non-zero because the kernel of the
second map in the composition is Lnp−1 6= Lnp+1.) We have now verified the row structure
of the Loewy diagram of Pnp+1.

To verify the arrows in the Loewy diagram of Pnp+1, we need to check that the length-2
subquotients of Pnp+1 indicated by the arrows are indecomposable. Indeed, if the length-2
submodules indicated by the lower arrows were decomposable, then Lnp−1 and/or L(n+2)p−1

would be submodules of Pnp+1, which is not the case. Similarly, if the length-2 quo-
tients indicated by the upper arrows were decomposable, then Lnp−1 and/or L(n+2)p−1
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would be quotients of Pnp+1, which is also not the case. Indeed, we already saw that
Hom(Pnp+1,Lnp−1) = 0, and similarly

Hom(Pnp+1,L(n+2)p−1) ∼= Hom(Lnp,V2 ⊠ L(n+2)p−1) = 0

by Theorem 4.1 and the rigidity of V2. This completes the proof that Pnp+1 has the indicated
Loewy diagram. Moreover, Pnp+1 is indecomposable because if Pnp+1 = W1 ⊕W2, then
one of W1 and W2 must be 0, because otherwise Soc(Pnp+1) would contain at least two
irreducible submodules, whereas in fact Soc(Pnp+1) ∼= Lnp+1 is irreducible. �

In the case p = 2, we can now determine how V2 tensors with Pnp+1:

Theorem 4.3. If p = 2, then for n ∈ Z≥1,

V2 ⊠ P2n+1
∼= V2(n−1) ⊕ 2 · V2n ⊕ V2(n+1).

Proof. Since V2 is rigid, the functor V2 ⊠ • is exact, and then Theorems 4.2 and 2.23 show
there is an exact sequence

0 −→ V2(n−1) ⊕ V2n −→ V2 ⊠ P2n+1 −→ V2n ⊕ V2(n+1) −→ 0;

for the case n = 1, recall the convention V0 = 0. Since the lowest conformal weight of V2n is
not congruent to those of V2(n±1) mod Z, V2 ⊠P2n+1 decomposes as a direct sum W1 ⊕W2

such that there are short exact sequences

0 −→ V2(n−1) −→W1 −→ V2(n+1) −→ 0

and

0 −→ V2n −→W2 −→ V2n −→ 0.

The lowest conformal weight space of W2 is a finite-dimensional sl2-module which decom-
poses as M2n ⊕M2n, so the universal property of generalized Verma modules implies W2

contains a homomorphic image of V2n ⊕ V2n. It then follows that W2
∼= V2n ⊕ V2n since

both modules have the same graded dimension.
If n = 1, we get W1

∼= V2(n+1), proving the n = 1 case of the theorem. For n ≥ 2, taking
contragredients yields an exact sequence

0 −→ V2(n+1) −→W ′
1 −→ V2(n−1) −→ 0.

The lowest conformal weight space of W ′
1 is the irreducible sl2-module M2(n−2), so the

universal property of generalized Verma modules implies that W ′
1 contains a submodule

isomorphic to the simple module V2(n−1). It follows that W
′
1
∼= V2(n−1) ⊕ V2(n+1), and thus

W1
∼= V2(n−1) ⊕ V2(n+1) as well. This proves the n ≥ 2 case of the theorem. �

When p ≥ 3, the tensor product V2 ⊠ Pnp+1 will contain a new indecomposable module,
as we discuss next.

4.2. Further indecomposable modules. We take p ≥ 3 and consider the tensor product
V2 ⊠ Pnp+1 for n ∈ Z≥1. The exactness of V2 ⊠ • and Theorems 4.2 and 2.23 imply that
there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−2 ⊕ Vnp −→ V2 ⊠ Pnp+1 −→ Vnp ⊕ Vnp+2 −→ 0

As in the proof of Theorem 4.3, conformal weight considerations and the absence of non-split
self-extensions of Vnp imply that

V2 ⊠ Pnp+1
∼= 2 · Vnp ⊕ Pnp+2, (4.3)
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where the direct summand Pnp+2 has an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−2 −→ Pnp+2 −→ Vnp+2 −→ 0.

Now when p ≥ 4, we assume inductively that we have obtained Pnp+1, . . . ,Pnp+r−1 for some
r ∈ {3, . . . p− 1}, such that there is a short exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−r+1 −→ Pnp+r−1 −→ Vnp+r−1 −→ 0.

Then by exactness of V2 ⊠ • and Theorem 2.23, there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−r ⊕ Vnp−r+2 −→ V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1 −→ Vnp+r−2 ⊕ Vnp+r −→ 0.

By conformal weight considerations again, V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1 contains a direct summand Pnp+r
such that there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−r −→ Pnp+r −→ Vnp+r −→ 0. (4.4)

Properties of the modules Pnp+r constructed by this recursive procedure can be determined
in a manner similar to the proof of Theorem 4.2:

Theorem 4.4. For n ∈ Z≥1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, the exact sequence (4.4) for Pnp+r does
not split, and the module Pnp+r is indecomposable with Loewy diagram

Lnp+r

Pnp+r : Lnp−r L(n+2)p−r

Lnp+r

.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on r, with the base case r = 1 being Theorem
4.2. For r ≥ 2, we then have

Hom(L(n+1±1)p−r,Pnp+r) →֒ Hom(L(n+1±1)p−r,V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1)

∼= Hom(V2 ⊠ L(n+1±1)p−r,Pnp+r−1) = 0

using the fact that Pnp+r is a direct summand of V2⊠Pnp+r−1, the rigidity of V2, Theorem
4.1, and the fact that Lnp+r−1 is the only irreducible submodule of Pnp+r−1 (which holds
by induction). Similarly,

Hom(Pnp+r,L(n+1±1)p−r) →֒ Hom(V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1,L(n+1±1)p−r)

∼= Hom(Pnp+r−1,V2 ⊠ L(n+1±1)p−r) = 0

since by induction Lnp+r−1 is also the only irreducible quotient of Pnp+r−1. We also get

dimHom(Lnp+r,Pnp+r) ≤ dimHom(Lnp+r,V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1)

= dimHom(V2 ⊠ Lnp+r,Pnp+r−1) = 1

and

dimHom(Pnp+r,Lnp+r) ≤ dimHom(V2 ⊠ Pnp+r−1,Lnp+r)

= dimHom(Pnp+r−1,V2 ⊠ Lnp+r) = 1.

Then in fact
dimHom(Lnp+r,Pnp+r) = 1 = dimHom(Pnp+r,Lnp+r)
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since the exact sequence (4.4) (and Theorem 2.2) shows that Lnp+r is both submodule and
quotient of Pnp+r.

Using these dimensions of homomorphism spaces involving Pnp+r, we can now repeat the
proof of Theorem 4.2 practically verbatim to show that the exact sequence (4.4) does not
split and that Pnp+r is indecomposable with the indicated Loewy diagram. �

We next establish the rigidity and projectivity of the modules Pnp+r. But first, we need
a general lemma on rigidity in tensor categories:

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that X = W ⊕ W̃ in a tensor category, where X and W̃ are rigid

and self-dual, and Hom(W, W̃ ) = 0. Then W is also rigid and self-dual.

Proof. Let eX : X ⊠ X → 1 and iX : 1 → X ⊠ X be the evaluation and coevaluation

morphisms for X, let π : X → W and π̃ : X → W̃ be the projection morphisms, and let

ι : W → X and ι̃ : W̃ → X be the inclusion morphisms. We define

eW = eX ◦ (ι⊠ ι), iW = (π ⊠ π) ◦ iX

to be evaluation and coevaluation morphisms for W .
To show that W is rigid, we use naturality of the unit and associativity isomorphisms,

the identity IdX = ι◦π+ ι̃◦ π̃, and the rigidity of X to rewrite the first rigidity composition
for W :

rW ◦ (IdW ⊠ eW ) ◦ A−1
W,W,W ◦ (iW ⊠ IdW ) ◦ l−1

W

= π ◦ rX ◦ (IdX ⊠ eX) ◦ (IdX ⊠ ((ι ◦ π)⊠ IdX)) ◦ A
−1
X,X,X ◦ (iX ⊠ IdX) ◦ l

−1
X ◦ ι

= π ◦ rX ◦ (IdX ⊠ eX) ◦ A
−1
X,X,X ◦ (iX ⊠ IdX) ◦ l

−1
X ◦ ι

− π ◦ rX ◦ (IdX ⊠ eX) ◦ (IdX ⊠ ((ι̃ ◦ π̃)⊠ IdX)) ◦ A
−1
X,X,X ◦ (iX ⊠ IdX) ◦ l

−1
X ◦ ι

= π ◦ ι− rW ◦ (IdW ⊠ f) ◦ A−1

W,W̃,W
◦ (g ⊠ IdW ) ◦ l−1

W

where f = eX ◦ (ι̃⊠ ι) and g = (π ⊠ π̃) ◦ iX . But f = 0 since

f ∈ Hom(W̃ ⊠W,1) ∼= Hom(W, W̃ ) = 0,

using the self-duality of W̃ . Thus the first rigidity composition for W is π ◦ ι = IdW .
Similarly,

lW ◦ (eW ⊠ IdW ) ◦ AW,W,W ◦ (IdW ⊠ iW ) ◦ r−1
W = IdW ,

so W is rigid and self-dual. �

Using the preceding lemma, we first prove:

Proposition 4.6. For 1 ≤ r ≤ p, the generalized Verma module Vr is rigid, self-dual, and
projective in KLk(sl2).

Proof. By Corollary 2.13, it is enough to show that Vr is rigid and self-dual. The r = 1
case follows because V1 is the unit object of KLk(sl2), and the r = 2 case is Theorem 3.1.
Now we assume by induction that Vr−1 is rigid and self-dual for some r ∈ {3, . . . , p}. Then
V2 ⊠ Vr−1 is rigid and self-dual because

(V2 ⊠ Vr−1)
∗ ∼= V∗

r−1 ⊠ V∗
2
∼= Vr−1 ⊠ V2

∼= V2 ⊠ Vr−1.

Moreover, V2 ⊠ Vr−1
∼= Vr−2 ⊕Vr with Vr−2 rigid and self-dual by induction. Thus because

Hom(Vr,Vr−2) = 0, Lemma 4.5 implies that Vr is rigid and self-dual. �
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We also need an elementary lemma about projective covers in abelian categories:

Lemma 4.7. If W is a simple object in an abelian category and pW : PW ։ W is a
surjection where PW is a finite-length indecomposable projective object, then (PW , pW ) is a
projective cover of W .

Proof. Suppose π : P ։ W is any surjection where P is projective. Because both PW and
P are projective, we have morphisms f : P → PW and g : PW → P such that the diagrams

PW

pW
��

P

f
==⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤

π
// W

PW
g

}}④④
④④
④④
④④

pW
��

P π
// W

commute. We need to show that f is surjective, and for this it is sufficient to show that
f ◦ g ∈ End(PW ) is an isomorphism. Indeed, by Fitting’s Lemma, f ◦ g is either an
isomorphism or nilpotent, and the latter is impossible because

pW ◦ (f ◦ g)N = pW 6= 0

for all N ∈ Z≥0. �

We now define an indecomposable module Pr for all r ∈ Z≥1 by setting Pr = Vr if either
r < p or p | r. We also adopt the convention Pr = 0 if r ≤ 0 in the tensor product formulas
of the next theorem.

Theorem 4.8. For all r ∈ Z≥1, Pr is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of Lr in
KLk(sl2). In particular, KLk(sl2) has enough projectives. Moreover, assuming p ≥ 3, for
n ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p,

V2 ⊠ Pnp+r ∼=





2 · Pnp ⊕ Pnp+2 if r = 1
Pnp+r−1 ⊕ Pnp+r+1 if 2 ≤ r ≤ p− 2
P(n−1)p ⊕ P(n+1)p−2 ⊕ P(n+1)p if r = p− 1
P(n+1)p+1 if r = p

.

Proof. Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 show that Pr is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover
of Lr when 1 ≤ r ≤ p. We prove the corresponding general result for Pnp+r, n ∈ Z≥0, by
induction on n. Thus for any fixed n ∈ Z≥1, we assume by induction that P(n−1)p+p = Vnp
is rigid and self-dual. We will now prove that Pnp+r is rigid, self-dual, and a projective
cover of Lnp+r by induction on r.

First, Pnp+1 = V2⊠Vnp is rigid and self-dual, and thus also projective by Corollary 2.13,
because V2 and Vnp are rigid and self-dual. Then since Pnp+1 is indecomposable and surjects
onto Lnp+1 by Theorem 4.2, Pnp+1 is a projective cover of Lnp+1 by Lemma 4.7. Next, when
p ≥ 3, we defined Pnp+2 so that V2 ⊠Pnp+1

∼= 2 · Vnp ⊕Pnp+2. Both V2 ⊠Pnp+1 and 2 · Vnp
are rigid and self-dual, and Hom(Pnp+2, 2 · Vnp) = 0 since Vnp is not a composition factor of
Pnp+2 by Theorem 4.4, so Pnp+2 is rigid and self-dual (and thus also projective) by Lemma
4.5. Then Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 4.7 imply that Pnp+2 is a projective cover of Lnp+2.

Now for any r ∈ {2, . . . , p− 2}, assume by induction that Pnp+s is rigid, self-dual, and a
projective cover of Lnp+s for all s ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Then by our construction of Pnp+r+1,

V2 ⊠ Pnp+r ∼= P̃np+r−1 ⊕Pnp+r+1

where P̃np+r−1 is a direct summand such that there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Vnp−r+1 −→ P̃np+r−1 −→ Vnp+r−1 −→ 0.
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Since V2 and Pnp+r are both rigid and self-dual, V2 ⊠Pnp+r is also rigid and self-dual, and

thus projective. Thus its direct summand P̃np+r−1 is projective and surjects onto Lnp+r−1.

Then because Pnp+r−1 is a projective cover of Lnp+r−1, P̃np+r−1 surjects onto Pnp+r−1. So

because both modules have the same length, P̃np+r−1
∼= Pnp+r−1, and we get

V2 ⊠ Pnp+r ∼= Pnp+r−1 ⊕ Pnp+r+1.

Moreover, Pnp+r−1 is rigid and self dual, and Hom(Pnp+r+1,Pnp+r−1) = 0 since their com-
position factors are disjoint by Theorem 4.4, so Lemma 4.5 implies that Pnp+r+1 is rigid
and self-dual. Then Pnp+r+1 is a projective cover of Lnp+r+1 by Corollary 2.13, Theorem
4.4, and Lemma 4.7.

We have now proved that Pnp+r is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of Lnp+r for
1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, but we still need to prove that P(n+1)p = L(n+1)p is rigid and self-dual.
By the exact sequence (4.4), the exactness of V2 ⊠ •, and Theorem 2.23, there is an exact
sequence

0 −→ V(n−1)p ⊕ V(n−1)p+2 −→ V2 ⊠ P(n+1)p−1 −→ V(n+1)p−2 ⊕ V(n+1)p −→ 0.

Conformal weight considerations imply V2 ⊠ P(n+1)p−1 =W1 ⊕W2, with exact sequences

0 −→ V(n−1)p −→W1 −→ Vnp −→ 0

and
0 −→ V(n−1)p+2 −→W2 −→ V(n+1)p−2 −→ 0.

We get W1
∼= V(n−1)p ⊕ Vnp exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, while W2 is a direct

summand of the rigid, self-dual, and thus also projective module V2 ⊠ P(n+1)p−1. Thus W2

is a projective length-4 module that surjects onto L(n+1)p−2, and thereforeW2 is isomorphic
to the length-4 projective cover P(n+1)p−2 (assuming p ≥ 3). This shows that

V2 ⊠ P(n+1)p−1
∼= P(n−1)p ⊕ P(n+1)p−2 ⊕ P(n+1)p

(where P(n−1)p = 0 in the case n = 1). Moreover, both V2 ⊠ P(n+1)p−1 and P(n−1)p ⊕
P(n+1)p−2 are rigid and self-dual, and

Hom(P(n+1)p,P(n−1)p ⊕ P(n+1)p−2) = 0,

so P(n+1)p is rigid and self-dual by Lemma 4.5 when p ≥ 3. When p = 2, P2(n+1) is rigid
and self-dual similarly from Theorem 4.3. Then P(n+1)p is projective (by Corollary 2.13)

and simple, so it is its own projective cover in KLk(sl2).
We have now proved that Pr is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of Lr for all r ∈ Z≥1.

As for the formulas for V2 ⊠ Vnp+r, the n = 0, r < p case is Theorem 2.23, the r = p case
is the definition of P(n+1)p, the r = 1 case is (4.3), and the 2 ≤ r ≤ p− 1 cases were proved
in the course of showing that Pnp+r+1 is rigid and self-dual. �

Since KLk(sl2) has enough projectives and all objects of KLk(sl2) have finite length, we
easily conclude:

Corollary 4.9. Every projective object in KLk(sl2) is a finite direct sum of Pr, r ∈ Z≥1.

Corollary 2.13 shows that all rigid objects in KLk(sl2) are projective, while conversely
Theorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 imply that all projective objects in KLk(sl2) are rigid (and
self-dual). We conclude:

Corollary 4.10. The subcategory of all rigid objects in KLk(sl2) is equal to the subcategory
of all projective objects in KLk(sl2).
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4.3. More properties of Pr. Here we derive a few more properties of the indecomposable
projective objects Pr. In Theorem 4.8, we showed that all Pr are self-dual. The simple
projective modules Pnp = Vnp are also self-contragredient, although the generalized Verma
modules Pr = Vr for r < p are not. We first show that the modules Pnp+r for n ≥ 1 and
1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1 are self-contragredient:

Proposition 4.11. For r ≥ p, the projective module Pr is self-contragredient.

Proof. It remains to consider Pnp+r for n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p−1. Since taking contragredients

is an exact contravariant functor that fixes all simple objects of KLk(sl2), the inclusion
ι : Lnp+r →֒ Pnp+r induces a surjection ι′ : P ′

np+r ։ Lnp+r. Then fixing a surjection

π : Pnp+r ։ Lnp+r, projectivity of Pnp+r implies there is a map f : Pnp+r → P ′
np+r such

that ι′ ◦ f = π. We would like to show that f is an isomorphism; since both Pnp+r and
P ′
np+r have length 4, it is enough to show that f is surjective.

If f were not surjective, there would be a surjection P ′
np+r/ Im f ։ Ls for some s ∈ Z≥1;

in particular, Hom(P ′
np+r,Ls) 6= 0. But

dimHom(P ′
np+r,Ls) = dimHom(L′

s,P
′′
np+r) = dimHom(Ls,Pnp+r) = δnp+r,s,

so s = np+ r, and Hom(P ′
np+r,Lnp+r) = Cι′. Thus if P ′

np+r/ Im f 6= 0, then ι′ would factor
through P ′

np+r/ Im f . But this is impossible because ι′ ◦ f 6= 0, so in fact P ′
np+r = Im f ,

that is, f is surjective. �

Our next goal is to show that the projective covers Pnp+r for n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p−1 are
logarithmic, that is, L(0) acts non-semisimply on these modules. Before doing so, however,
we need to determine the self-braiding RV2,V2 :

Proposition 4.12. Let k = −2+ p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, and define
fV2 = iV2 ◦ eV2 where eV2 and iV2 are an evaluation and coevaluation, respectively, for V2 in
KLk(sl2). Then the self-braiding of V2 in KLk(sl2) is given by

RV2,V2 = eπiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 + e−πiq/2p · fV2 .

Proof. Note that fV2 is independent of the choice of evaluation and coevaluation for V2 since

dimHom(V2 ⊠ V2,V1) = dimHom(V1,V2 ⊠ V2) = dimEnd(V2) = 1

implies that any other choice of evaluation and coevaluation has the form (c · eV2 , c
−1 · iV2)

for some c ∈ C×. We claim that fV2 is non-zero and not an isomorphism. Indeed, it is an
endomorphism of

V2 ⊠ V2
∼=

{
V1 ⊕ V3 if p ≥ 3
P3 if p = 2

,

using Theorems 2.23 and 4.2, and the structure of this tensor product module shows that
iV2 maps the vacuum vector 1 ∈ V1 to a non-zero generating vector of a submodule of
V2 ⊠ V2 isomorphic to V1. Thus iV2 is injective but not surjective, and then fV2 is also not
surjective. Also, fV2 is non-zero because eV2 is non-zero, proving the claim.

The structure of V2⊠V2 also shows that dimEnd(V2⊠V2) = 2 and thus this endomorphism
space is spanned by IdV2⊠V2 and the non-zero non-isomorphism fV2 . So

RV2,V2 = a · IdV2⊠V2 + b · fV2

for some a, b ∈ C. Then the same proof as in [GN, Lemma 6.1] shows that only four
possibilities for (a, b) are compatible with the hexagon axiom:

(a, b) ∈ {±(eπiq/2p, e−πiq/2p),±(e−πiq/2p, eπiq/2p)}.
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Then also similar to [GN], the constraints

eV2 ◦ R
2
V2,V2

= e−3πiq/p · eV2 , eV2 ◦ RV2,V2 = −e−3πiq/2p · eV2

(which we proved in (3.17) and (3.18) for p ≥ 3, and we showed similarly for p = 2), together
with the intrinsic dimension relation

eV2 ◦ iV2 = −(eπiq/p + e−πiq/p) · IdV1

of Theorem 3.1, force first a2 = eπiq/p, and then a = eπiq/2p. �

We will use the formula for RV2,V2 in the next theorem for showing that Pnp+r is loga-
rithmic in the case r ≥ 2.

Theorem 4.13. For n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, the projective module Pnp+r is logarithmic.

Proof. We prove the r = 1 case of the theorem first. Since all conformal weights of Pnp+1 are

congruent to hnp+1 =
qn
4 (np+2) mod Z, it is enough to show that the twist θPnp+1 = e2πiL(0)

is not equal to the scalar eπiqn(np+2)/2. If it were, then the double braiding

R2
V2,Vnp

= RVnp,V2 ◦ RV2,Vnp : V2 ⊠ Vnp −→ V2 ⊠ Vnp

would, by the balancing equation, equal

R2
V2,Vnp

= θPnp+1 ◦ (θ
−1
V2

⊠ θ−1
Vnp

) = e2πi(hnp+1−h2−hnp)IdV2⊠Vnp = (−1)qneπiq/pIdV2⊠Vnp .

The hexagon axiom would then imply that

R2
V2⊠V2,Vnp

= e2πiq/pId(V2⊠V2)⊠Vnp
.

Recall the injective coevaluation iV2 : V1 → V2 ⊠ V2. Because Vnp is rigid, the functor
•⊠ IdVnp is exact and thus iV2 ⊠ IdVnp is still injective. Then we would have

e2πiq/p(iV2 ⊠ IdVnp) = R2
V2⊠V2,Vnp

◦ (iV2 ⊠ IdVnp)

= (iV2 ⊠ IdVnp) ◦ R
2
V1,Vnp

= iV2 ⊠ IdVnp ,

which is a contradiction since p > 1 and gcd(p, q) = 1. Thus θPnp+1 is not a scalar,
equivalently, Pnp+1 is logarithmic.

Now take r ≥ 2; the tensor product formulas of Theorem 4.8 imply that Pnp+r occurs as
an indecomposable direct summand of V⊠r

2 ⊠ Vnp with multiplicity one. Let ι : Pnp+r →
V⊠r
2 ⊠ Vnp and π : V⊠r

2 ⊠ Vnp → Pnp+r be such that π ◦ ι = IdPnp+r . Then naturality of the
twist implies

θPnp+r = π ◦ θV⊠r
2 ⊠Vnp

◦ ι;

we need to show that this endomorphism does not equal the scalar e2πihnp+r .
By repeated applications of the balancing equation

θV2⊠X = R2
V2,X ◦ (θV2 ⊠ θX)

and the hexagon axioms, we see that θV⊠r
2 ⊠Vnp

is equal to a long composition involving

associativity isomorphisms, r(r − 1) instances of the braiding RV2,V2 , r instances of the
double braiding R2

V2,Vnp
, and one instance of

θ⊠rV2
⊠ θVnp = e2πi(rh2+hnp)IdV⊠s

2 ⊠Vnp
.

Now by Proposition 4.12, every instance of RV2,V2 can be replaced by a linear combination
of IdV2⊠V2 and fV2 . Thus since the long composition for θV⊠r

2 ⊠Vnp
contains r(r−1) instances
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of RV2,V2 , it can be written as a linear combination of 2r(r−1) compositions, all but one of
which contains at least one instance of fV2 . The only term in the linear combination that
does not contain fV2 is just

eπir(r−1)q/2pe2πi(rh2+hnp) · Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ (R2
V2,Vnp

)r

= e2πir(r−1)q/4pe−2πi(r−1)hnp · Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ θrPnp+1

= e2πi(hnp+r−rhnp+1) · Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ θrPnp+1
,

where we have used the balancing equation and the definition (2.5) of the conformal weight

hr, r ∈ Z≥1. The remaining 2r(r−1) − 1 terms of the composition that do involve fV2

factor through V
⊠(r−2)
2 ⊠ Vnp. The images of these terms are contained in the kernel of

π : V⊠r
2 ⊠ Vnp → Pnp+r because by rigidity of V2,

Hom(V
⊠(r−2)
2 ⊠ Vnp,Pnp+r) ∼= Hom(Vnp,V

⊠(r−2)
2 ⊠ Pnp+r) = 0,

where the last equality follows because Theorem 4.8 shows that the simple projective module

Vnp is not a direct summand of V
⊠(r−2)
2 ⊠ Pnp+r.

We have now shown that when r ≥ 2,

θPnp+r = e2πi(hnp+r−rhnp+1) · π ◦ (Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ θrPnp+1
) ◦ ι.

Moreover, we have shown that θPnp+1 is not semisimple, so that we can write

θPnp+1 = e2πihnp+1 · (IdPnp+1 + g ◦ f),

where f : Pnp+1 → Lnp+1 is a surjection and g : Lnp+1 → Pnp+1 is an injection, with
f ◦ g = 0. It follows that

θPnp+r = e2πihnp+r(IdPnp+r + r · π ◦ (Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ (g ◦ f)) ◦ ι).

Thus we need to show that π ◦ (Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ (g ◦ f)) ◦ ι is the unique (up to scale) non-zero
nilpotent endomorphism of Pnp+r, whose image is the irreducible submodule Lnp+r.

By exactness of V
⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ •,

Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ f : V
⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Pnp+1 −→ V

⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Lnp+1,

Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ g : V
⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Lnp+1 −→ V

⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Pnp+1

are a surjection and injection, respectively, so the image of Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ (g ◦ f) is isomorphic

to V
(r−1)
2 ⊠ Lnp+1. By Theorems 4.1 and 4.8,

V
⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Lnp+1

∼= Lnp+r ⊕ L̃np+r−2

where the indecomposable direct summands of L̃np+r−2 come from Vnp and the Lnp+s and
Pnp+s with 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 2. Similarly,

V
⊠(r−1)
2 ⊠ Pnp+1

∼= Pnp+r ⊕ P̃np+r−2
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where the indecomposable summands of P̃np+r−2 come from Vnp and the Pnp+s for 1 ≤ s ≤
r − 2. Thus we are considering the composition

Pnp+r
ι
−→ Pnp+r ⊕ P̃np+r−2

Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠f
−−−−−−−→ Lnp+r ⊕ L̃np+r−2

Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠g
−−−−−−−→ Pnp+r ⊕ P̃np+r−2

π
−→ Pnp+r.

Now,

Hom(Pnp+r, L̃np+r−2) = 0 = Hom(P̃np+r−2,Lnp+r)

because Lnp+r is not a composition factor of Vnp, Lnp+s, or Pnp+s, 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 2. Thus

Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ f is a direct sum of two surjections f1 : Pnp+r ։ Lnp+r and f2 : P̃np+r−2 ։

L̃np+r−2. Similarly, Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ g is a direct sum of two injections g1 : Lnp+r →֒ Pnp+r and

g2 : L̃np+r−2 →֒ P̃np+r−2. Then

π ◦ (Id
⊠(r−1)
V2

⊠ (g ◦ f)) ◦ ι = g1 ◦ f1,

which is the unique (up to scale) non-zero nilpotent endomorphism of Pnp+r, as desired.
This completes the proof that θPnp+r is not semisimple, and thus Pnp+r is logarithmic. �

Remark 4.14. The existence of indecomposable logarithmic V k(sl2)-modules was previ-

ously conjectured in [Ra, Section 5.3]. In particular, the conjectural module denoted Sa,0;+ℓp,0

in Conjecture 1 of [Ra, Section 5.3] seems to be our module Pℓp+a. Thus we have rigorously

constructed such modules here using the tensor category structure on KLk(sl2).

Remark 4.15. For n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, the lowest conformal weight hnp+r of Lnp+r
is related to the lowest conformal weight hnp−r of Lnp−r by hnp+r = hnp−r + nqr. Thus in
the Z≥0-gradable module Pnp+r =

⊕∞
m=0 Pnp+r(m), the space Pnp+r(m) of lowest degree

on which L(0) acts non-semisimply has degree nqr. Except for low values of q, n, and r, it
seems difficult to calculate explicitly, using (2.2) for example, that L(0) acts non-semisimply
on this space.

5. Cocycle twist and braidings of KLk(sl2)

We continue to fix k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1. In the proof
of Proposition 4.12, we observed that at most four automorphisms RV2,V2 of V2 ⊠ V2 are

compatible with the hexagon axioms for a braiding on KLk(sl2). Although only one of these
automorphisms is the official braiding RV2,V2 as specified by the construction in [HLZ8], we

will show in this section that all four extend to braidings on KLk(sl2). But first, we will
discuss the 3-cocycle twist of the tensor category structure on KLk(sl2).

5.1. Z/2Z-grading and the cocycle twist. We first observe that as a category,

KLk(sl2) = KLk0̄(sl2)⊕KLk1̄(sl2),

where for i ∈ Z/2Z, KLki (sl2) is the full subcategory of objects whose h(0)-eigenvalues lie
in i+ 2Z. That is, modules in KLk

0̄
(sl2) have sl2-weights from the root lattice of sl2, while

modules in KLk1̄(sl2) have sl2-weights from the non-zero coset of the root lattice in the

weight lattice of sl2. Since every object of KLk(sl2) is the direct sum of finite-dimensional
sl2-submodules, and since V k(sl2)-module homomorphisms preserve h(0)-eigenvalues, every
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object of KLk(sl2) is uniquely the direct sum of an object in KLk
0̄
(sl2) and an object in

KLk
1̄
(sl2), and there are no non-zero homomorphisms from objects in KLk

0̄
(sl2) to objects in

KLk1̄(sl2) or vice versa (this is what it means for KLk(sl2) to decompose as the direct sum

of two subcategories). The n = 0 case of (2.11) shows that if W is an object of KLki (sl2)
and X is an object of KLkj (sl2) for i, j ∈ Z/2Z, then W ⊠X is an object of KLki+j(sl2).

We can use the above Z/2Z-grading of KLk(sl2) to modify the tensor category structure
of KLk(sl2) by the 3-cocycle τ on Z/2Z defined by

τ(i1, i2, i3) = (−1)i1i2i3

for i1, i2, i3 ∈ Z/2Z. Namely, KLk(sl2)
τ is the tensor category with the same tensor product

bifunctor and unit isomorphisms as KLk(sl2), but with new associativity isomorphisms

Aτ
W1,W2,W3

= τ(i1, i2, i3) · AW1,W2,W3

for objects W1, W2, and W3 in KLki1(sl2), KL
k
i2
(sl2), and KL

k
i3
(sl2), respectively. It is easy

to see that Aτ still satisfies the triangle and pentagon axioms.
Note that V2 is still rigid in the cocycle twist tensor category KLk(sl2)

τ , but we need to
change either the evaluation or coevaluation by a sign since

Aτ
V2,V2,V2

= −AV2,V2,V2 .

Thus the intrinsic dimension of V2 in KLk(sl2)
τ is eπiq/p + e−πiq/p, which suggests that

KLk(sl2)
τ could be tensor equivalent to KL−2+p/(q+p)(sl2). Later, we shall prove that this

is indeed the case.

5.2. Braidings and twists on KLk(sl2) and KLk(sl2)
τ . We now determine all braidings

and ribbon twists on KLk(sl2) and its cocycle twist KLk(sl2)
τ . First we need to show that

any braiding or twist is determined by RV2,V2 and θV2 . For future use, we state this result
more generally as follows:

Proposition 5.1. Let C be one of the tensor categories KLk(sl2) or KLk(sl2)
τ , equipped

with any braiding R and twist θ, and let F : C → D be a right exact tensor functor, equipped
with natural isomorphism

F : ⊠ ◦ (F × F) −→ F ◦⊠,

where D is a braided tensor category with a right exact tensor product and twist.

(1) If FV2,V2 ◦ RF(V2),F(V2) = F(RV2,V2) ◦ FV2,V2, then F is a braided tensor functor.
(2) If also θF(V2) = F(θV2), then θF(W ) = F(θW ) for all W in C.

Proof. To prove (1), we need to show that for all objects W , X in C,

FX,W ◦ RF(W ),F(X) = F(RW,X) ◦ FW,X . (5.1)

Suppose objects W1, W2, and X in C satisfy this relation for W = Wi, i = 1, 2. Then
a straightforward calculation using the hexagon axiom and compatibility of the natural
isomorphism F with the associativity isomorphisms implies that (5.1) holds for W =W1 ⊠

W2 and X as well. Similarly, (5.1) holds for W and X = X1 ⊠ X2 if it holds for W and
X = Xj , j = 1, 2. Thus induction on m and n shows that (5.1) holds for W = V⊠m

2

and X = V⊠n
2 for all m,n ∈ Z≥0 (the base cases m = 0 and n = 0 are proved using

compatibility of the tensor functor F with units together with the triviality of braiding
isomorphisms involving units).
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Next, suppose W and X are indecomposable projective objects of C. Theorem 4.8 shows
that there are surjections pW : V⊠m

2 → W and pX : V⊠n
2 → X for suitable m,n ∈ Z≥0.

Then (5.1) in this case holds due to the commutative diagrams

F(V⊠m
2 )⊠ F(V⊠n

2 )
R

F(V⊠m
2 ),F(V⊠n

2 )
//

F(pW )⊠F(pX)

��

F(V⊠n
2 )⊠ F(V⊠m

2 )
F
V⊠n
2 ,V⊠m

2 //

F(pX)⊠F(pW )

��

F(V⊠n
2 ⊠ V⊠m

2 )

F(pX⊠pW )

��
F(W )⊠ F(X)

RF(W ),F(X) // F(X) ⊠F(W )
FX,W // F(X ⊠W )

(5.2)

and

F(V⊠m
2 )⊠ F(V⊠n

2 )
F
V⊠m
2

,V⊠n
2 //

F(pW )⊠F(pX)

��

F(V⊠m
2 ⊠ V⊠n

2 )
F(R

V⊠m
2

,V⊠n
2

)
//

F(pW⊠pX)

��

F(V⊠n
2 ⊠ V⊠m

2 )

F(pX⊠pW )

��
F(W )⊠ F(X)

FW,X // F(W ⊠X)
F(RW,X )

// F(X ⊠W )

(5.3)

together with the surjectivity of F(pW ) ⊠ F(pX) (which holds because F and the tensor
product on D are right exact). Then for any projective objects W ∼=

⊕
i Pi and X

∼=
⊕

j Qj
where each Pi and Qj is indecomposable, (5.1) holds due to commutative diagrams

F(W )⊠ F(X)
RF(W ),F(X) //

∼=
��

F(X) ⊠ F(W )
FX,W //

∼=
��

F(X ⊠W )

∼=
��⊕

i,j F(Pi)⊠ F(Qj)

⊕
i,j RF(Pi),F(Qj )//

⊕
i,j F(Qj)⊠ F(Pi)

⊕
i,j FQj,Pi //

⊕
i,j F(Qj ⊠ Pi)

and

F(W )⊠ F(X)
FW,X //

∼=
��

F(W ⊠X)
F(RW,X )

//

∼=
��

F(X ⊠W )

∼=
��⊕

i,j F(Pi)⊠F(Qj)

⊕
i,j FPi,Qj //

⊕
i,j F(Pi ⊠Qj)

⊕
i,j F(RPi,Qj

)
//
⊕

i,j F(Qj ⊠ Pi)

Finally, (5.1) holds for all W and X in C thanks to diagrams similar to (5.2) and (5.3),
because every object in C is a quotient of some projective object. This proves (1).

The proof of (2) is similar. The main difference is that we need to use the balancing
equation and part (1) to show that θF(W⊠X) = F(θW⊠X) if the same holds for W and X:

θF(W⊠X) = θF(W⊠X) ◦ FW,X ◦ F−1
W,X

= FW,X ◦ θF(W )⊠F(X) ◦ F
−1
W,X

= FW,X ◦ R2
F(W ),F(X) ◦ (θF(W ) ⊠ θF(X)) ◦ F

−1
W,X

= F(R2
W,X) ◦ FW,X ◦ (F(θW )⊠F(θX)) ◦ F

−1
W,X

= F(R2
W,X ◦ (θW ⊠ θX))

= F(θW⊠X),

as required. �
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Taking F = IdC in Proposition 5.1, we get:

Corollary 5.2. If (R, θ) and (R̃, θ̃) are two choices of braiding and twist on KLk(sl2) or

KLk(sl2)
τ such that RV2,V2 = R̃V2,V2 and θV2 = θ̃V2, then R = R̃ and θ = θ̃.

Now we can classify braidings and twists on KLk(sl2) and its cocycle twist:

Theorem 5.3. Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1. The tensor
category KLk(sl2) admits four braidings, and for each braiding there are two compatible
twists, characterized as follows:

(1) RV2,V2 = eπiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 + e−πiq/2p · fV2 , θV2 = ±e3πiq/2p · IdV2

(2) RV2,V2 = −eπiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 − e−πiq/2p · fV2 , θV2 = ±e3πiq/2p · IdV2

(3) RV2,V2 = e−πiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 + eπiq/2p · fV2 , θV2 = ±e−3πiq/2p · IdV2

(4) RV2,V2 = −e−πiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 − eπiq/2p · fV2 , θV2 = ±e−3πiq/2p · IdV2

The tensor category KLk(sl2)
τ also admits four braidings, and for each braiding there are

two compatible twists. Specifically, for each braiding and twist (R, θ) of KLk(sl2), there is
a braiding and twist (Rτ , θτ ) of KLk(sl2)

τ characterized by

Rτ
V2,V2

= eπi/2 · RV2,V2 , θτV2
= eπi/2 · θV2 .

Proof. As mentioned in the proof of Proposition 4.12, there are four possible braiding iso-
morphisms RV2,V2 compatible with the hexagon axioms, namely the four listed in the the-

orem. Thus by Corollary 5.2, KLk(sl2) admits at most four braidings, and we still need to
show that all for possibilities for RV2,V2 extend to braidings on KLk(sl2).

By Proposition 4.12, braiding (1) is the official RV2,V2 specified by [HLZ8], and braiding
(3) is its inverse since

fV2 ◦ fV2 = −(eπiq/p + e−πiq/p) · fV2

by Theorem 3.1. Thus (1) extends to the official braiding on KLk(sl2) and (3) extends to
the reverse braiding. For braidings (2) and (4), we use the Z/2Z-grading

KLk(sl2) = KLk0̄(sl2)⊕KLk1̄(sl2)

introduced in the previous subsection. Given any braiding R of KLk(sl2), we can define a

new braiding R̃ by

R̃W1,W2 = (−1)i1i2RW1,W2

for objects W1 in KLki1(sl2) and W2 in KLki2(sl2), i1, i2 ∈ Z/2Z. It is easy to see that this
braiding still satisfies the hexagon axioms, and braiding (2) is obtained in this way from
braiding (1), while braiding (4) is obtained in this way from braiding (3).

For the twists, Corollary 5.2 shows that given any braiding on KLk(sl2), any compatible
twist is completely determined by θV2 , which must be a non-zero scalar multiple of IdV2

since dimEnd(V2) = 1. Assuming θV2 = c · IdV2 for some c ∈ C×, the possible values of c
are determined by

c2 · eV2 = eV2 ◦ (θV2 ⊠ θV2) = eV2 ◦ θV2⊠V2 ◦ R
−2
V2,V2

= θV1 ◦ eV2 ◦ R
−2
V2,V2

= e±3πiq/p · eV2 ,

where the last equation comes from calculating R−2
V2,V2

for all four braidings and composing

with eV2 (using the definition fV2 = iV2 ◦ eV2 and Theorem 3.1); we take the positive sign
for braidings (1) and (2) and the negative sign for braidings (3) and (4). This yields the
two possible values of θV2 for each braiding indicated in the theorem.
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We need to check that for each braiding, both possibilities for θV2 extend to twists on
KLk(sl2). Since the lowest conformal weight of V2 is h1 = 3q/4p, taking the positive sign
for the twist for braidings (1) and (2) in the statement of the theorem yields the official
twist e2πiL(0), while taking the positive sign for the twist in braidings (3) and (4) yields the

inverse twist e−2πiL(0), which is compatible with the reverse braiding. Note that e2πiL(0) is
also compatible with braiding (2) since braidings (1) and (2) yield identical double braiding

isomorphisms, and therefore e2πiL(0) obeys the balancing equation in both cases. Similarly,
e−2πiL(0) is compatible with both braidings (3) and (4). Thus each braiding of KLk(sl2) is
compatible with at least one twist. To get the second compatible twist for each braiding,

note that if R is any braiding on KLk(sl2) with twist θ, we can define a second twist θ̃ by

θ̃W = (−1)iθW

for objects W in KLki (sl2), i ∈ Z/2Z. This new twist obeys the balancing equation because

θ̃W1⊠W2 = (−1)i1+i2θW1⊠W2 = R2
W1,W2

◦ ((−1)i1θW1 ⊠ (−1)i2θW2) = R2
W1,W2

◦ (θ̃W1 ⊠ θ̃W2)

for W1 in KLki1(sl2) and W2 in KLki2(sl2), i1, i2 ∈ Z/2Z.
For KLk(sl2)

τ , suppose that (R, θ) is a braiding and twist for KLk(sl2). Then we can
define a braiding Rτ and twist θτ for KLk(sl2)

τ by

Rτ
W1,W2

= eπij1j2/2 · RW1,W2 , θτW = eπij/2 · θW

where j1, j2, j ∈ {0, 1} and W1, W2, and W are objects of KLk
j̄1
(sl2), KL

k
j̄2
(sl2), and

KLk
j̄
(sl2), respectively. It is straightforward to show that Rτ satisfies the hexagon axioms

and that θτ is a twist. In particular θτ satisfies the balancing equation because

(Rτ
W1,W2

)2 ◦ (θτW1
⊠ θτW2

) = eπi(2j1j2+j1+j2)/2 · θW1⊠W2 = θτW1⊠W2

for j1, j2 ∈ {0, 1} and W1, W2 as above. Conversely, if (Rτ , θτ ) is a braiding and twist for
KLk(sl2)

τ , then we can similarly define a braiding R and twist θ for KLk(sl2) by

RW1,W2 = e−πij1j2/2 · Rτ
W1,W2

, θW = e−πij/2 · θτW

for j1, j2, j ∈ {0, 1} andW1,W2,W as above. Thus there is a bijection between braiding and
twist pairs for KLk(sl2) and KL

k(sl2)
τ as indicated in the statement of the theorem. �

6. The universal property of KLk(sl2)

In Theorem 3.1, we showed that for k = −2 + p/q an admissible level for sl2, the gener-

alized Verma module V2 in KLk(sl2) is self-dual with intrinsic dimension −eπiq/p− e−πiq/p.
In this section, we will show that if C is any (not necessarily rigid) tensor category with a
rigid self-dual object X of the same intrinsic dimension, then there is a unique right exact
tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C such that F(V2, eV2 , iV2) = (X, eX , iX). To prove this
result, the key step is to relate the subcategory of projective objects in KLk(sl2) to the

category of tilting modules for quantum sl2 at the root of unity ζ = eπiq/p.

6.1. Tilting modules for quantum sl2. Let Pk denote the full subcategory of projective
objects in KLk(sl2). By Corollary 4.10, Pk is also the subcategory of all rigid objects in
KLk(sl2), and it is a monoidal subcategory which is closed under finite direct sums and
direct summands. However, Pk is not an abelian category because it is not closed under
subquotients in general. We will show that Pk is tensor equivalent to the rigid monoidal
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category Tζ of tilting modules [AP] for quantum sl2 at the root of unity ζ = eπi/(k+2) = eπiq/p

(as usual, k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1).
First, let C(ζ, sl2) denote the category of finite-dimensional comodules for the Hopf alge-

bra SLζ(2) (see for example [Ka, Chapter IV] for the definitions). As in [Ka, Sections VII.4
and VII.5], we can also view C(ζ, sl2) as a category of finite-dimensional weight modules
for the Hopf algebra Uζ(sl2); this category is a braided ribbon tensor category. Its simple
objects are irreducible highest-weight modules Lλ labeled by highest weights λ ∈ Z≥0, with
L0 the unit object. The category C(ζ, sl2) has enough projectives, and we let Pλ denote the
projective cover of Lλ for λ ∈ Z≥0. Set X := L1, the two-dimensional standard object of
C(ζ, sl2); it is self-dual with intrinsic dimension −ζ− ζ−1 (see for example [EGNO, Exercise
8.18.8]).

The subcategory Tζ ⊆ C(ζ, sl2) of tilting modules was first defined in [An] in terms of
certain filtrations and dual filtrations; however, as in [Os], one can also define Tζ to be the
smallest full monoidal subcategory of C(ζ, sl2) which contains X and is closed under direct
sums and direct summands. The indecomposable objects of Tζ are labeled by their highest
weights: for any weight λ ∈ Z≥0, there is an indecomposable module Tλ such that λ is the
highest weight of Tλ; moreover, λ occurs as a weight of Tλ with multiplicity one, and every
indecomposable module in Tζ is isomorphic to some Tλ [An, Theorem 2.5]. Since tensoring
with X raises the highest weight of Tλ by one, we have a decomposition

X⊗ Tλ ∼=

λ+1⊕

µ=0

nµ · Tµ (6.1)

for certain nµ ∈ Z≥0, with nλ+1 = 1.

To show that Tζ is tensor equivalent to Pk, we will need the composition series structure
(Loewy diagram) for each Tλ and Pλ, as well as explicit formulas for X ⊗ Tλ. If the root
of unity ζ has even order, these results can be found in [BFGT], though the notation used
there is somewhat different from that used here. Some details in the odd order case can
also be found throughout the quantum group literature; see for example [CP, Chapter 11.3].
The results we will need are summarized in the following two theorems; to make this paper
more self-contained, we will sketch their proofs in Appendix A using only results from the
quantum group literature which are clearly stated for arbitrary roots of unity.

Theorem 6.1. The indecomposable tilting and projective modules in C(ζ, sl2) are as follows:

(1) Tm = Lm for 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 1.
(2) T(ℓ+1)p−1 = P(ℓ+1)p−1 = L(ℓ+1)p−1 for ℓ ∈ Z≥0.
(3) Tℓp+m = Pℓp−m−2 for ℓ ∈ Z≥1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2, and the Loewy diagram of this

indecomposable module is the following for ℓ = 1 and ℓ ≥ 2, respectively:

Lp−m−2

Tp+m : Lp+m

Lp−m−2

,

Lℓp−m−2

Tℓp+m : Lℓp+m L(ℓ−2)p+m

Lℓp−m−2

.
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Theorem 6.2. The tensor products of X with the indecomposable tilting modules in C(ζ, sl2)
are the following, where we use the notational convention Tλ = 0 for λ < 0:

(1) If p = 2, then for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and m = 0, 1,

X⊗ T2ℓ+m ∼=

{
T2ℓ−3 ⊕ 2 · T2ℓ−1 ⊕ T2ℓ+1 if m = 0
T2(ℓ+1) if m = 1

.

(2) If p = 3, then for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 1,

X⊗ Tℓp+m ∼=





2 · Tℓp−1 ⊕ Tℓp+1 if m = 0
Tℓp+m−1 ⊕ Tℓp+m+1 if 1 ≤ m ≤ p− 3
T(ℓ−1)p−1 ⊕ T(ℓ+1)p−3 ⊕ T(ℓ+1)p−1 if m = p− 2
T(ℓ+1)p if m = p− 1

.

We can determine all morphisms between indecomposable tilting modules from their
Loewy diagrams. In particular, since the non-simple tilting modules Tℓp+m = Pℓp−m−2 for
ℓ ≥ 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2 are projective, Hom(Tℓp+m, •) is exact, and thus the dimension of
Hom(Tℓp+m, Tµ) is equal to the multiplicity of Lℓp−m−2 as a composition factor of Tµ. Thus
the following are all the non-zero morphism spaces for indecomposable tilting modules:

(1) For 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2,

Hom(Tm, Tm) = C · IdLm , Hom(Tm, T2p−m−2) = C · f+m,

where f+m is the inclusion of Tm = Lm as the socle of T2p−m−2 = Pm.
(2) For ℓ ≥ 1,

Hom(Tℓp−1, Tℓp−1) = C · IdLℓp−1
.

(3) For ℓ ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2,

Hom(Tℓp+m, T(ℓ+1±1)p−m−2) = C · f±ℓp+m,

Hom(Tℓp+m, Tℓp+m) = C · IdTℓp+m
⊕ C · f+ℓp−m−2 ◦ f

−
ℓp+m.

Here we have introduced notation for the non-zero, non-identity morphisms; for all other
λ, µ ∈ Z≥0, we have Hom(Tλ, Tµ) = 0.

In [Os], Ostrik proved a universal property of the monoidal category Tζ :

Theorem 6.3 ([Os], Theorem 2.4). Let C be an additive monoidal category which is closed
under direct summands, and let (X, eX , iX) be a rigid self-dual object of C with intrinsic
dimension −ζ − ζ−1. Then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) additive tensor
functor F : Tζ → C such that F(X, eX, iX) = (X, eX , iX).

Now for level k = −2 + p/q, the full subcategory Pk of projective (equivalently rigid)
objects in KLk(sl2) is a monoidal category which contains V2 and is closed under finite
direct sums and direct summands. Moreover, Theorem 3.1 says that V2 is self-dual with
intrinsic dimension −ζ − ζ−1. Thus by Theorem 6.3, there is an additive tensor functor
F : Tζ → Pk such that F(X) = V2. We will show that F is an equivalence of categories
and thus a tensor equivalence. We prove essential surjectivity first:

Proposition 6.4. If F : Tζ → Pk is an additive tensor functor such that F(X) = V2, then
F(Tλ) ∼= Pλ+1 for any λ ∈ Z≥0, and F is essentially surjective.
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Proof. We prove that F(Tλ) ∼= Pλ+1 by induction on λ. The base case λ = 0 holds because
T0 = L0 and P1 = V1 are the units objects of Tζ and Pk, respectively. For the inductive
step, Theorem 6.2 shows that for any λ ∈ Z≥0,

X⊗ Tλ ∼= T̃λ−1 ⊕ Tλ+1

where T̃λ−1 is a direct sum of Tµ for µ ≤ λ− 1. Similarly, by Theorems 4.3 and 4.8,

V2 ⊠ Pλ+1
∼= P̃λ ⊕ Pλ+2

where P̃λ is the direct sum of Pµ corresponding to T̃λ−1 under the correspondence Tµ 7→
Pµ+1. Thus because F is an additive monoidal functor and using the inductive hypothesis,

P̃λ ⊕F(Tλ+1) ∼= F(T̃λ−1 ⊕ Tλ+1) ∼= F(X⊗ Tλ)

∼= F(X) ⊠ F(Tλ) ∼= V2 ⊠ Pλ+1
∼= P̃λ ⊕ Pλ+2.

Thus because the indecomposable summands of a finite-length module are unique up to
isomorphism by the Krull-Schmidt Theorem, we get F(Tλ+1) ∼= Pλ+2, completing the in-
duction.

Now because F is additive and every object of Pk is a direct sum of Pr for r ∈ Z≥1, it
follows that F is essentially surjective. �

To prove that F : Tζ → Pk is also fully faithful, and thus an equivalence of categories, we
will need a general lemma. Thus let C and D be monoidal categories and let F : C → D be
a monoidal functor equipped with isomorphism ϕ : F(1C) → 1D and natural isomorphism

F : ⊠D ◦ (F ×F) −→ F ◦⊠C .

Let X be a rigid self-dual object of C with evaluation eX : X ⊠C X → 1C and coevaluation
iX : 1C → X ⊠C X. Then F(X) is also rigid and self-dual with evaluation and coevaluation

eF(X) = ϕ ◦ F(eX ) ◦ FX,X , iF(X) = F−1
X,X ◦ F(iX ) ◦ ϕ−1,

respectively. For objects W1, W2 of C, we have an isomorphism

ηXW1,W2
: HomC(W1,X ⊠C W2) −→ HomC(X ⊠C W1,W2)

where for a morphism f : W1 → X ⊠C W2 in C, ηXW1,W2
is defined to be the composition

X ⊠CW1
IdX⊠Cf
−−−−−→ X ⊠C (X ⊠CW2)

AX,X,W2−−−−−−→ (X ⊠CX)⊠C W2

eX⊠CIdW2−−−−−−−→ 1C ⊠CW2

lW2−−→W2.

We have a similar isomorphism η
F(X)
F(W1),F(W2)

between morphism spaces in D.

Lemma 6.5. For any morphism f : W1 → X ⊠C W2 in C,

F(ηXW1,W2
(f)) = η

F(X)
F(W1),F(W2)

(F−1
X,W2

◦ F(f)) ◦ F−1
X,W1

.

In particular, F(f) = 0 if and only if F(ηXW1,W2
(f)) = 0.
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Proof. The desired identity follows from the following commutative diagram (where we
suppress subscripts to save space):

F(X ⊠W1)
F−1

//

F(Id⊠f)
��

F(X) ⊠ F(W1)

Id⊠F(f)
��

F(X ⊠ (X ⊠W2))
F−1

//

F(A)
��

F(X)⊠ F(X ⊠W2)
Id⊠F−1

// F(X)⊠ (F(X) ⊠ F(W2))

A
��

F((X ⊠X)⊠W2)
F−1

//

F(eX⊠Id)
��

F(X ⊠X)⊠ F(W2)
F−1

⊠Id //

F(eX)⊠Id
��

(F(X) ⊠ F(X)) ⊠ F(W2)

eF(X)⊠Id

ww♦♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

F(1C ⊠W2)
F−1

//

F(l)
��

F(1C)⊠ F(W2)

ϕ⊠Id
��

F(W2) 1D ⊠ F(W2)
loo

as well as from the definitions of ηXW1,W2
and η

F(X)
F(W1),F(W2)

. �

Using the preceding lemma, we now show that Tζ and Pk are tensor equivalent:

Theorem 6.6. The additive tensor functor F : Tζ → Pk such that F(X) = V2 is an
equivalence of categories.

Proof. In view of Proposition 6.4, it remains to show that F is fully faithful. Thus for any
tilting modules W and X, we need to show that

F : HomTζ (W,X) −→ HomPk(F(W ),F(X))

is an isomorphism. Since W and X are both isomorphic to finite direct sums of indecom-
posable tilting modules, we fix isomorphisms f : W →

⊕
i Tλi and g : X →

⊕
j Tµj . For

each i, we use qi : Tλi →
⊕

i Tλi and pi :
⊕

i Tλi → Tλi to denote the inclusion and pro-
jection morphisms. We also use {qj , pj}, {q̃i, p̃i}, and {q̃j, p̃j} to denote the inclusion and
projection morphisms for

⊕
j Tµj ,

⊕
iF(Tλi), and

⊕
j F(Tµj ), respectively. Then for any

morphism F : W → X in Tζ , we have a commutative diagram

F(W )
F(f)

//

F(F )

��

F
(⊕

i Tλi
) ∑

i q̃i◦F(pi) //

F(g◦F◦f−1)

��

⊕
iF(Tλi)

∑
i,j q̃j◦F(pj◦g◦F◦f−1◦qi)◦p̃i

��
F(X)

F(g)
// F

(⊕
j Tµj

) ∑
j q̃j◦F(pj)

//
⊕

j F(Tµj )

where the horizontal arrows are isomorphisms. In particular, F(F ) = 0 if and only if
F(pj ◦ g ◦ F ◦ f−1 ◦ qi) = 0 for all i and j. It follows that F is faithful if and only if

F : HomTζ (Tλ, Tµ) −→ HomPk(F(Tλ),F(Tµ)) (6.2)

is injective for all λ, µ ∈ Z≥0.
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For determining whether F is full, consider any morphism G : F(W ) → F(X) in Pk. If
for all i and j there exists gi,j : Tλi → Tµj such that

F(gi,j) = F(pj ◦ g) ◦G ◦ F(f−1 ◦ qi),

then it is straightforward to show that

G =
∑

i,j

F
(
g−1 ◦ qj ◦ gi,j ◦ pi ◦ f

)
.

It follows that F is full if and only if (6.2) is surjective for all λ, µ ∈ Z≥0.
We are now reduced to showing that (6.2) is an isomorphism for all λ, µ ∈ Z≥0. We have

already listed all the non-zero spaces HomTζ (Tλ, Tµ) in the paragraph following Theorem

6.2. Similarly, projectivity of the V k(sl2)-modules Pr in KL
k(sl2) imply that the following

are all non-zero morphism spaces HomPk(Pr,Pr′):

(1) For 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1,

Hom(Pr,Pr) = C · IdVr , Hom(Pr,P2p−r) = C · F+
r ,

where F+
r : Vr →֒ P2p−r is the inclusion from (4.4).

(2) For n ≥ 1,

Hom(Pnp,Pnp) = C · IdVnp .

(3) For n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1,

Hom(Pnp+r,P(n+1±1)p−r) = C · F±
np+r,

Hom(Pnp+r,Pnp+r) = C · IdPnp+r ⊕C · F+
np−r ◦ F

−
np+r.

Since F(Tℓp+m) ∼= Pℓp+m+1 for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2, we thus get

dimHomTζ (Tλ, Tµ) = dimHomPk(F(Tλ),F(Tµ))

for all λ, µ ∈ Z≥0. Thus we just need to show that F acts injectively on all one-dimensional
spaces HomTζ (Tλ, Tµ), and that on the two-dimensional spaces EndTζ (Tℓp+m) for ℓ ≥ 1 and

0 ≤ m ≤ p−2, F maps the non-isomorphism f+ℓp−m−2◦f
−
ℓp+m to a non-zero non-isomorphism

in EndPk(F(Tℓp+m)).
First, since F(IdTλ) = IdF(Tλ), F is an isomorphism on all one-dimensional endomor-

phism spaces. We also need to show that F(f+ℓp+m) 6= 0 for ℓ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2, and that

F(f−ℓp+m) 6= 0 for ℓ ≥ 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2. For the case of f+ℓp+m, the rigidity and self-duality

of X yield an isomorphism of one-dimensional spaces:

Hom(Tℓp+m, T(ℓ+2)p−m−2)
∼=
−→ Hom(Tℓp+m,X

⊗(p−m−1) ⊗ T(ℓ+1)p−1)

ηX
⊗(p−m−1)

Tℓp+m,T(ℓ+1)p−1
−−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom(X⊗(p−m−1) ⊗ Tℓp+m, T(ℓ+1)p−1)

∼=
−→ End(T(ℓ+1)p−1),

where the first and third isomorphisms come from identifying T(ℓ+2)p−m−2 as a direct sum-

mand of X⊗(p−m−1) ⊗ T(ℓ+1)p−1 and T(ℓ+1)p−1 as a direct summand of X⊗(p−m−1) ⊗ Tℓp+m,

respectively, both with multiplicity one. By rescaling if necessary, we may assume f+ℓp+m
maps to IdT(ℓ+1)p−1

under this isomorphism. Then by Lemma 6.5, if F(f+ℓp+m) were 0,

then F(IdT(ℓ+1)p−1
) would also be 0, which is not the case. Thus F(f+ℓp+m) 6= 0. Simi-

larly, F(f−ℓp+m) 6= 0 for ℓ ≥ 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2 as a consequence of the isomorphism of
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one-dimensional spaces

End(Tℓp−1)
∼=
−→ Hom(Tℓp−1,X

⊗(m+1) ⊗ Tℓp−m−2)

ηX
⊗(m+1)

Tℓp−1,Tℓp−m−2
−−−−−−−−−−→ Hom(X⊗(m+1) ⊗ Tℓp−1, Tℓp−m−2)

∼=
−→ Hom(Tℓp+m, Tℓp−m−2),

together with Lemma 6.5.
We have now shown that F defines an isomorphism on all one-dimensional (and all zero-

dimensional) morphism spaces HomTζ (Tλ, Tµ). It remains to consider the two-dimensional
endomorphism spaces EndTζ (Tℓp+m) for ℓ ≥ 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2. First, we have F(IdTℓp+m

) =

IdF(Tℓp+m)
, and then F(f+ℓp−m−2 ◦ f

−
ℓp+m) is the composition of two non-zero morphisms

F(Tℓp+m) −→ F(Tℓp−m−2) −→ F(Tℓp+m).

So identifying F(Tℓp+m) ∼= Pℓp+m+1 and F(Tℓp−m−2) ∼= Pℓp−m−1, F(f+ℓp−m−2 ◦ f−ℓp+m)

corresponds to a non-zero multiple of the second basis element

F+
ℓp−m−1 ◦ F

−
ℓp+m+1 ∈ EndPk(Pℓp+m+1).

Thus F maps a basis of EndTζ (Tℓp+m) to a basis of EndPk(F(Tℓp+m)), completing the proof

that F : Tζ → Pk is an equivalence of categories, and therefore a tensor equivalence. �

6.2. Tensor functors out of KLk(sl2). We will now use Theorems 6.3 and 6.6 to derive
the universal property of KLk(sl2). But first, we need a general theorem about right exact
extensions of functors. For a proof, see for example Theorems A.1 and 4.10 in [McR4]

(in the notation of these theorems from [McR4], we take D̃ = P, PX = X, QX = 0, and
DX1,X2 = D):

Theorem 6.7. Let D be a C-linear abelian category with enough projectives and let P be the
full subcategory of projective objects in D. Then for any C-linear functor G : P → C where
C is a C-linear abelian category, there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) right exact
C-linear functor F : D → C such that F|P ∼= G. If in addition D and C are (not necessarily
rigid) tensor categories with right exact tensor products, P is a monoidal subcategory of D
(in particular, the unit object of D is projective), and G : P → C is a tensor functor, then
the unique right exact extension F : D → C is also a tensor functor.

Now the following theorem gives the universal property of KLk(sl2):

Theorem 6.8. Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, let C be a (not
necessarily rigid) tensor category with right exact tensor product ⊠C, and let X be a rigid
self-dual object of C with evaluation eX : X⊠CX → 1C and coevaluation iX : 1C → X ⊠CX
such that

eX ◦ iX = −(eπiq/p + e−πiq/p) · Id1C
.

Then there is a unique up to natural isomorphism right exact tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) →
C, equipped with isomorphism ϕ : F(V1) → 1C and natural isomorphism

F : ⊠C ◦ (F × F) −→ F ◦⊠,

such that F(V2) = X and

ϕ ◦ F(eV2) ◦ FV2,V2 = eX , F−1
V2,V2

◦ F(iV2) ◦ ϕ
−1 = iX .



56 ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

Proof. Since the full subcategory Pk ⊆ KLk(sl2) is tensor equivalent to Tζ with ζ = eπiq/p

by Theorem 6.6, the category Pk satisfies the universal property of Theorem 6.3. Thus there
is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) tensor functor G : Pk → C sending (V2, eV2 , iV2)
to (X, eX , iX) as specified in the theorem statement. Then by Theorem 6.7, G extends
uniquely to a right exact tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C. �

In the setting of Theorem 6.8, we would like to determine conditions under which the right
exact tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C is additionally left exact, braided or braid-reversed,
and preserves ribbon twists. The last three properties are easy to determine thanks to
Proposition 5.1:

Theorem 6.9. In the setting of Theorem 6.8, if C is a braided tensor category and

RX,X = eπiq/2p · IdX⊠CX + e−πiq/2p · (iX ◦ eX), (6.3)

respectively

RX,X = e−πiq/2p · IdX⊠CX + eπiq/2p · (iX ◦ eX), (6.4)

then the tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C is braided, respectively braid-reversed. If in

addition C has a ribbon twist θ such that θX = e3πiq/2p · IdX , then F preserves twists.

Proof. Using the braiding in KLk(sl2) from Proposition 4.12 and its inverse, we obtain

F(R±1
V2,V2

) ◦ FV2,V2 =
(
e±πiq/2p · F(IdV2⊠V2) + e∓πiq/2p · F(iV2) ◦ F(eV2)

)
◦ FV2,V2

= FV2,V2 ◦
(
e±πiq/2p ◦ IdX⊠CX + e∓πiq/2p · (iX ◦ eX)

)
.

Thus

F(RV2,V2) ◦ FV2,V2 = FV2,V2 ◦ RF(V2),F(V2),

respectively

F(R−1
V2,V2

) ◦ FV2,V2 = FV2,V2 ◦ RF(V2),F(V2),

if and only if RX,X satisfies (6.3), respectively (6.4). Then by Proposition 5.1, F is braided
if (6.3) holds and braid-reversed if (6.4) holds. Similarly, F preserves twists if

θX = e2πih2 · IdX = e3πiq/2p · IdX ,

since θV2 = e2πiL(0). �

We now consider when the functor F : KLk(sl2) → C in Theorem 6.8 is exact. If
KLk(sl2) and C were rigid, we could use the exact contravariant duality functor to show
that right exactness of F implies left exactness. However, as in [ALSW, Theorem 2.12],
contragredient modules only give KLk(sl2) the weaker duality structure of a Grothendieck-
Verdier category with dualizing object V ′

1. This means that for any object W in KLk(sl2)
there is a map εW : W ′

⊠ W → V ′
1 (not to be confused with the evaluation in case W

happens to be rigid) such that for any homomorphism f : X ⊠W → V ′
1 in KLk(sl2), there

is a unique homomorphism ϕ : X →W ′ such that the diagram

X ⊠W

ϕ⊠IdW
��

f

&&▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

▲▲
▲▲

W ′
⊠W εW

// V ′
1
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commutes. The homomorphisms εW and ϕ can be constructed from symmetries of inter-
twining operators. In particular, we can take εW to be the unique homomorphism such

that εW ◦ Y⊠ = EW where Y⊠ is the tensor product intertwining operator of type
(W ′

⊠W
W W ′

)

and EW is the intertwining operator of type
( V ′

1
W W ′

)
defined by

EW = A0(Ω0(YW ′)) ◦ (IdW ′ ⊗ δW ).

Here we use the notation of [HLZ2, Equations 3.77 and 3.87], and δW : W → W ′′ is the
natural isomorphism defined by

〈δW (w), w′〉 = 〈w′, w〉

for w ∈W , w′ ∈W ′. Specifically,

〈EW (w′, x)w, v〉 =
〈
δW (w),Ω0(YW ′)(exL(1)eπiL(0)(x−L(0))2w′, x−1)v

〉

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

〉
(6.5)

for w ∈W , w′ ∈W ′, and v ∈ V1. Using this formula, we prove:

Lemma 6.10. The homomorphism εW : W ′
⊠W → V ′

1 is surjective if and only if W is
not an object of the subcategory KLk(sl2) ⊆ KLk(sl2) of Lk(sl2)-modules.

Proof. The homomorphism εW is not surjective if and only if Im εW is contained in the
maximal proper submodule L1 ⊆ V ′

1. Equivalently, since the tensor product intertwining

operator of type
(
W ′

⊠W
W ′W

)
is surjective, the definitions imply εW is not surjective if and only

if
〈EW (w′, x)w, v〉 = 0

for all v in the maximal proper submodule L2p−1 ⊆ V1. By (6.5), this is equivalent to

YW (v, x)w = 0 for all v ∈ L2p−1 ⊆ V1 = V k(sl2). Since L2p−1 is the maximal proper ideal

of V k(sl2), this is equivalent to W being an Lk(sl2)-module in KLk(sl2). �

In the setting of Theorem 6.8, we now assume that the (abelian) tensor category C is also
a Grothendieck-Verdier category with dualizing object K. By definition (see [BD, ALSW]),
this means there is a contravariant anti-equivalence D of C and a natural isomorphism

HomC(X ⊠C W,K)
∼=
−→ HomC(X,D(W ))

for all objects W , X in C. That is, D(W ) satisfies the same universal property in C as
contragredient modules do in KLk(sl2). The action of D on morphisms can be defined using
the universal property: given f : X1 → X2 in C, the morphism D(f) : D(X2) → D(X1) is
unique such that

D(X2)⊠C X1

IdD(X2)
⊠Cf

//

D(f)⊠CIdX1
��

D(X2)⊠C X2

εX2

��
D(X1)⊠C X1

εX1 // K

commutes. Note that D is exact since it is an equivalence between the abelian category C
and its opposite category.

Theorem 6.11. In the setting of Theorem 6.8, let C be a Grothendieck-Verdier category
with dualizing object K and contravariant anti-equivalence D. Assume also that the right
exact tensor functor F satisfies F(V ′

1)
∼= K, and that F(W ) is either simple or 0 for all

simple modules W in KLk(sl2), with F(εW ) 6= 0 whenever F(W ) 6= 0. Then F is exact.
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Proof. Fix an isomorphism ψ : F(V ′
1) → K. Then for any object W of KLk(sl2), there is a

unique morphism ϕW : F(W ′) → D(F(W )) such that the diagram

F(W ′)⊠C F(W )
FW ′,W //

ϕW⊠CIdF(W )

��

F(W ′
⊠W )

ψ◦F(εW )

��
D(F(W ))⊠C F(W )

εF(W ) // K

commutes. If W is simple, then W ′ ∼=W , and thus F(W ′) = 0 if and only if D(F(W )) = 0.
In case both are zero, ϕW is trivially an isomorphism. Otherwise, ϕW 6= 0 since F(εW ) 6= 0
by hypothesis; moreover, F(W ′) ∼= F(W ) is simple by hypothesis, and then D(F(W )) is
also simple since D is an anti-equivalence. Thus in this case also, ϕW is an isomorphism
since it is a non-zero morphism between simple objects of C.

We will show that ϕW is an isomorphism for all modules W in KLk(sl2) by induction on
the length of W , but we first need to show that ϕW determines a natural transformation.
That is, we want to show that

ϕW1 ◦ F(f ′) = D(F(f)) ◦ ϕW2

for all morphisms f : W1 → W2 in KLk(sl2). For this, the uniqueness assertion in the
universal property of D(F(W1)) implies it is enough to show

εF(W1) ◦ [(ϕW1 ◦ F(f ′))⊠C IdF(W1)] = εF(W1) ◦ [(D(F(f)) ◦ ϕW2)⊠C IdF(W1)].

Indeed, the definitions imply

εF(W1) ◦ [(ϕW1 ◦ F(f ′))⊠C IdF(W1)] = ψ ◦ F(εW1) ◦ FW ′
1,W1

◦ (F(f ′)⊠C IdF(W1))

= ψ ◦ F(εW1 ◦ (f
′
⊠ IdW1)) ◦ FW ′

2,W1
= ψ ◦ F(εW2) ◦ (IdW ′

2
⊠ f)) ◦ FW ′

2,W1

= ψ ◦ F(εW2) ◦ FW ′
2,W2

◦ (IdF(W ′
2)
⊠C F(f)) = εF(W2) ◦ (ϕW2 ⊠C F(f))

= εF(W1) ◦ [(D(F(f)) ◦ ϕW2)⊠C IdF(W1)],

as desired.
So far, we know that ϕW is an isomorphism when the length of W is either zero or one.

Now when the length of W is greater than one, there is some exact sequence

0 −→ X1
f1
−→ W

f2
−→ X2 → 0

where the lengths of X1 and X2 are strictly less than the length of W , and we assume
by induction that ϕX1 and ϕX2 are isomorphisms. Using the naturality of ϕ, the right
exactness of F , and the exactness of D and the contragredient functor on KLk(sl2), we
then get a commutative diagram

F(X ′
2)

F(f ′2) //

ϕX2

��

F(W ′)
F(f ′1) //

ϕW

��

F(X ′
1)

//

ϕX1

��

0

0 // D(F(X2))
D(F(f2)) // D(F(W ))

D(F(f1)) // D(F(X1))

with exact rows. The short five lemma diagram chase now shows that ϕW is an isomorphism,
completing the induction to show that ϕW is an isomorphism for all W .

We can now use the natural isomorphisms ϕW to prove that F is exact. Since F is
already right exact, it is enough to prove that F(f) : F(W1) → F(W2) is injective whenever
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f :W1 →W2 is injective. Indeed, by right exactness, F(f ′) : F(W ′
2) → F(W ′

1) is surjective,
and then so is

D(F(f)) = ϕW1 ◦ F(f ′) ◦ ϕ−1
W2
.

Thus F(f) is injective because D is an anti-equivalence. �

7. Applications of the universal property

We now apply the universal property of KLk(sl2) from Theorem 6.8 to obtain interesting
tensor functors in several examples.

7.1. Classifying KLk(sl2) up to tensor equivalence. Here, we take C in Theorem 6.8 to

be KLk
′
(sl2) where k

′ = −2 + p′/q′ is another admissible level for sl2. Note that KLk(sl2)

and KLk
′
(sl2) satisfy the same universal property if Vk2 and Vk

′

2 have the same intrinsic

dimension, which occurs if and only if eπiq
′/p′ = e±πiq/p. This latter condition holds if and

only if p′ = p and q′ ∈ ±q + 2pZ. Thus from Theorem 6.8, we obtain:

Theorem 7.1. For any admissible level k, KLk(sl2) is tensor equivalent to KL−2+p/q(sl2)
for some p ∈ Z≥2 and some q relatively prime to p such that 1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1. Specifically, for
all such p and q,

KL−2+p/q(sl2) ∼= KL−2+p/(±q+2np)(sl2)

as tensor categories, where n ≥ 0 in the + case, and n ≥ 1 in the − case.

Not all the tensor equivalences in the previous theorem are braided tensor equivalences,
but it is easy to determine which ones are using Theorems 5.3 and 6.9. Before doing so,
we introduce some notation. For k an admissible level for sl2, let us now use KLk(sl2)±
to denote the braided tensor category with ribbon twist given in Theorem 5.3(1), with
the ± indicating which sign to take for θV2 . In particular, KLk(sl2)+ denotes the tensor
category KLk(sl2) with its official braiding (recall Proposition 4.12) and official ribbon twist

θ = e2πiL(0). We then use KLk(sl2)
tw
± to denote the tensor category KLk(sl2) equipped

with the braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(2), KLk(sl2)
rev
± for KLk(sl2) equipped with the

braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(3), and KLk(sl2)
tw,rev
± for KLk(sl2) equipped with the

braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(4).

Theorem 7.2. Let k = −2 + p/q be an admissible level for sl2 such that gcd(p, q) = 1 and
1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1. Then for n ≥ 0,

KL−2+p/(q+2np)(sl2)+ ∼=

{
KLk(sl2)+ if n ≡ 0 mod 2
KLk(sl2)

tw
− if n ≡ 1 mod 2

,

and for n ≥ 1,

KL−2+p/(−q+2np)(sl2)+ ∼=

{
KLk(sl2)

rev
+ if n ≡ 0 mod 2

KLk(sl2)
tw,rev
− if n ≡ 1 mod 2

,

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twist.

Proof. By Theorem 6.9, the tensor equivalence KL−2+p/(±q+2np) → KLk(sl2) is braided if

RVk
2 ,V

k
2
= eπi(±q+2np)/2p · IdVk

2⊠Vk
2
+ e−πi(±q+2np)/2p · (iVk

2
◦ eVk

2
)

= (−1)n
(
e±πiq/2p · IdVk

2⊠Vk
2
+ e∓πiq/2p · (iVk

2
◦ eVk

2
)
)
.
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Thus the tensor equivalence is braided in the +q and n even case if we equip KLk(sl2)
with the first braiding in Theorem 5.3. Then in the +q and n odd case, we need to equip
KLk(sl2) with the second braiding in Theorem 5.3; in the −q and n even case, we need to
equip KLk(sl2) with the third braiding; and in the −q and n odd case, we need to equip
KLk(sl2) with the fourth braiding.

Similarly, the tensor equivalence preserves twists if

θVk
2
= e3πi(±q+2np)/2p · IdVk

2
= (−1)ne±3πiq/2p · IdVk

2
.

Comparing with Theorem 5.3, we need to give KLk(sl2) the + twist if n is even and the −
twist if n is odd. �

We now return to the cocycle twist KLk(sl2)
τ introduced in Section 5.1. As in Theorem

5.3, we equip KLk(sl2)
τ with the braiding and twist characterized by

Rτ
V2,V2

= eπi/2 · RV2,V2 , θτV2
= eπi/2 · θV2 ,

where RV2,V2 and θV2 are the official braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(1).

Theorem 7.3. Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1. Then

KLk(sl2)
τ ∼= KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2)−

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twists.

Proof. As noted at the end of Section 5.1, V2 has the same intrinsic dimension eπiq/p+e−πiq/p

in KLk(sl2)
τ as it does in the tensor category KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2). Thus by Theorem 6.8,

there is a unique right exact tensor functor

F : KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2) −→ KLk(sl2)
τ

sending the V2 in KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2) to the V2 in KLk(sl2)
τ . Note that since the cocycle

twist τ only affects associativity isomorphisms, we can also view F as a tensor functor from
KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2)

τ to KLk(sl2). Similarly, Theorem 6.8 yields a right exact tensor functor

G : KLk(sl2) −→ KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2)
τ

which we can equivalently view as a tensor functor from KLk(sl2)
τ to KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2).

Then F ◦ G is a right exact tensor endofunctor of KLk(sl2) which preserves V2. Since
the identity endofunctor also satisfies these properties, Theorem 6.8 implies F ◦ G ∼=
IdKLk(sl2), which we can equivalently view as the identity on KLk(sl2)

τ . Similarly, G ◦F ∼=
IdKL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2)

, so F is a tensor equivalence.

We now check braidings. First note that the braiding of KLk(sl2) in Theorem 5.3(1)
is given in terms of fV2, which is defined using the evaluation and coevaluation for V2 in
KLk(sl2). However, we need to change either the evaluation or coevaluation by a sign to
get the correct evaluation and coevaluation for V2 in KLk(sl2)

τ . Thus

RV2,V2 = eπiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 − e−πiq/2p · (iV2 ◦ eV2)

is the braiding in KLk(sl2) expressed in terms of the evaluation and coevaluation for V2 in
KLk(sl2)

τ . Then

Rτ
V2,V2

= eπi/2
(
eπiq/2p · IdV2⊠V2 − e−πiq/2p · (iV2 ◦ eV2)

)

= eπi(p+q)/2p · IdV2⊠V2 + e−πi(p+q)/2p · (iV2 ◦ eV2),
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so F : KL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2) → KLk(sl2)
τ is a braided tensor equivalence by Theorem 6.9.

Finally, since

θτV2
= eπi/2e3πiq/2p · IdV2 = −e3πi(p+q)/2p · IdV2 ,

F also preserves twist if we equipKL−2+p/(p+q)(sl2) with the − twist in Theorem 5.3(1). �

We can combine Theorems 7.2 and 7.3 to obtain:

Corollary 7.4. Let k = −2+ p/q be an admissible level for sl2 such that gcd(p, q) = 1 and
1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1. Then for n ≥ 1,

KL−2+p/(q+(2n−1)p)(sl2)
τ ∼=

{
KLk(sl2)− if n ≡ 0 mod 2
KLk(sl2)

tw
+ if n ≡ 1 mod 2

and

KL−2+p/(−q+(2n−1)p)(sl2)
τ ∼=

{
KLk(sl2)

rev
− if n ≡ 0 mod 2

KLk(sl2)
tw,rev
+ if n ≡ 1 mod 2

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twists.

Note from Theorem 7.2 and 7.4 that if k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ≥ 2 and
1 ≤ q ≤ p − 1, then KLk(sl2) with any of its braidings and twists (eight possibilities in

total) is equivalent to either KLk
′
(sl2) or KL

k′(sl2)
τ equipped with its official braiding and

twist, for suitable admissible levels k′. Corollary 7.4 also shows that KL−2+p/q(sl2) is tensor

equivalent to KL−2+p/(p−q)(sl2) for 1 ≤ q ≤ p− 1; combining this with Theorem 7.2 again,
we conclude:

Corollary 7.5. For any admissible level k, the tensor category KLk(sl2) is equivalent to

either KL−2+p/q(sl2) or KL−2+p/q(sl2)
τ for some relatively prime p, q ∈ Z≥1 such that

p ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ q ≤ p
2 .

Finally, we can also classify the tensor categories KLk(sl2) of Lk(sl2)-modules up to
braided tensor equivalence.

Theorem 7.6. All (braided) tensor equivalences in Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 hold with KLk

replaced everywhere by KLk.

Proof. Set k = −2+p/q for relatively prime p and q such that p ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ q ≤ p−1, and

set k′ = −2+ p/(±q+2np) for some n ∈ Z≥0. Let F : KLk(sl2) → KLk
′

(sl2) be the tensor

equivalence of Theorem 7.1, such that F(Vk2 )
∼= Vk

′

2 . Since the tensor products of projective

objects in KLk(sl2) are the same as those in KLk
′

(sl2), the proof of Proposition 6.4 shows

that F(Pk
r )

∼= Pk′
r for all r ≥ 0, where Pk

r and Pk′
r are the indecomposable projective objects

of KLk(sl2) and KL
k′(sl2), respectively.

We claim that F(Lkr )
∼= Lk

′

r for 1 ≤ r ≤ p−1, so that the image of F|KLk(sl2) is KLk′(sl2).
Indeed, consider the right exact sequence

Pk
2p−r

gk−→ Vkr
fk−→ Lkr −→ 0

in KLk(sl2), where gk maps the projective cover Pk
2p−r onto the maximal proper submodule

of Vkr , which is isomorphic to Lk2p−r by Theorem 2.2. Because F is right exact, we get a
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corresponding commutative diagram with right exact rows in KLk
′
(sl2):

F(Pk
2p−r)

∼=
��

F(gk) // F(Vkr )

∼=
��

F(fk) // F(Lkr )

ϕr

��
✤

✤

✤
// 0

Pk′
2p−r

gk′ // Vk
′

r

fk′ // Lk
′

r
// 0

Here ϕr is induced by the universal property of cokernels and is an isomorphism because
it is a non-zero map between simple modules. Since KLk(sl2) and KLk′(sl2) are both

semisimple with simple objects Lkr and Lk
′

r for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, this shows that F restricts to
an equivalence of categories between KLk(sl2) and KLk′(sl2).

To show that F : KLk(sl2) → KLk′(sl2) is also a tensor functor, note that by Theorem
2.18, the tensor products and associativity isomorphisms in KLk(sl2) and KLk′(sl2) are the

restrictions of those in KLk(sl2) and KL
k′(sl2). Thus the natural isomorphism

F : ⊠ ◦ (F × F) −→ F ◦⊠

associated to F is compatible with the associativity in KLk(sl2) and KLk′(sl2). For the

unit isomorphisms, there is an isomorphism Φ : F(Vk1 ) → Vk
′

1 in KLk
′

(sl2) such that Φ

and F are compatible with the unit isomorphisms in KLk(sl2) and KL
k′(sl2). We can then

define the isomorphism ϕ1 : F(Lk1) → Lk
′

1 of the preceding paragraph such that the diagram

F(Vk1 )
F(fk) //

Φ
��

F(Lk1)

ϕ1

��

Vk
′

1

fk′ // Lk
′

1

(7.1)

commutes, where fk and fk′ are the quotient maps from the universal affine vertex operator
algebras to their simple quotients. Then for any object W of KLksl2, we need to show that

lF(W ) ◦ (ϕ1 ⊠ IdF(W )) = F(lW ) ◦ FLk
1 ,W

. (7.2)

In fact,

lF(W ) ◦ (ϕ1 ⊠ IdF(W )) ◦ (F(fk)⊠ IdF(W )) = lF(W ) ◦ (fk′ ⊠ IdF(W )) ◦ (Φ⊠ IdF(W )) (7.3)

by (7.1), and then lF(W ) ◦ (fk′ ⊠ IdF(W )) is simply the left unit isomorphism l
KLk′(sl2)
F(W ) in

KLk
′

(sl2), since by (2.13), the left unit isomorphisms inKLk
′

(sl2) andKLk′(sl2) are defined
by the vertex operator action of the universal, respectively simple, affine vertex operator
algebra on F(W ). Then because Φ and F are compatible with left unit isomorphisms, the
right side of (7.3) becomes

F(l
KLk(sl2)
W ) ◦ FVk

1 ,W
= F(lW ) ◦ F(fk ⊠ IdW ) ◦ FVk

1 ,W

= F(lW ) ◦ FLk
1 ,W

◦ (F(fk)⊠ IdF(W )).

This proves (7.2) since F(fk) ⊠ IdF(W ) is surjective. Similarly, ϕ1 and F are compatible
with the right unit isomorphisms of KLk(sl2) and KLk′(sl2).

We have now proved that F defines a tensor equivalence from KLk(sl2) to KLk′(sl2). If

moreover KLk(sl2) is equipped with braiding and twist such that F : KLk(sl2) → KLk
′
(sl2)

is a braided tensor equivalence and preserves twists, then we can equip KLk(sl2) with the
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corresponding braiding and twist so that KLk(sl2) ∼= KLk′(sl2) as braided tensor categories
with twists as well. �

Remark 7.7. Tensor equivalences for KLk(sl2) can also be deduced from [KWe, Theo-
rem Aℓ], though one first needs to check that the intrinsic dimension of L2 in the rigid
semisimple tensor category KLk(sl2) is the same as that of V2 in KLk(sl2).

7.2. A weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence. We now take the tensor category C
of Theorem 6.8 to be the quantum group category C(ζ, sl2) at a root of unity. Similar to
Kazhdan and Lusztig’s results in [KL3, KL4] at irrational and negative rational shifted
levels, we will obtain a tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2) for k an admissible level.
However, unlike in [KL3, KL4], F cannot be an equivalence because C(ζ, sl2) is rigid, while
KLk(sl2) is not. Thus we call the functor of the next theorem a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig
correspondence:

Theorem 7.8. Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, and let ζ =

eπiq/p. Then there is an exact essentially surjective tensor functor F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2)
such that F(Pr) ∼= Tr−1 for r ∈ Z≥1.

Proof. Since the standard object X in C(ζ, sl2) has the same intrinsic dimension as V2 in
KLk(sl2), the existence and right exactness of the tensor functor F follows immediately
from Theorem 6.8, and the proof of Proposition 6.4 shows that F(Pr) ∼= Tr−1 for r ∈ Z≥1,
where as previously, Tλ denotes the indecomposable tilting module for quantum sl2 of
highest weight λ. Note also that F restricts to an equivalence between the subcategory
Pk ⊆ KLk(sl2) of projective objects and the subcategory Tζ ⊆ C(ζ, sl2) of tilting modules,

since Pk ∼= Tζ by Theorem 6.6, and the identity is the only additive tensor endofunctor of
Tζ that preserves X by Theorem 6.3.

To show that F is exact, we need to verify the conditions of Theorem 6.11. First,
because C(ζ, sl2) is rigid, it is a Grothendieck-Verdier category whose dualizing object is its
unit object L0. Thus we need to show that F(V ′

1)
∼= L0. To do so, note that by (4.4) and

Proposition 4.11, there is a right exact sequence

P2p+1 −→ P2p−1 −→ V ′
1 −→ 0.

in KLk(sl2). Since F is right exact and maps Pr to Tr−1, we get a right exact sequence

T2p −→ T2p−2 −→ F(V ′
1) −→ 0

in C(ζ, sl2), where the first arrow is non-zero because F restricts to an equivalence between
Pk and Tζ . Consulting Theorem 6.1(3), we see that L0 is the cokernel of the unique (up to
scale) non-zero map T2p → T2p−2, so F(V ′

1)
∼= L0, as required.

We also need to determine how F acts on the simple objects of KLk(sl2). For 1 ≤ r ≤
p− 1, we have a right exact sequence

P2p−r −→ Vr −→ Lr −→ 0

in KLk(sl2), which becomes a right exact sequence

T2p−r−1 −→ Tr−1 −→ F(Lr) −→ 0

in C(ζ, sl2), where the first arrow is non-zero because F restricts to an equivalence between
Pk and Tζ . Since Tr−1 = Lr−1 and T2p−r−1 = Pr−1 by Theorem 6.1, the map T2p−r−1 →
Tr−1 is the surjection from the projective cover to its simple quotient, and it follows that
F(Lr) = 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1.
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Next, for n ∈ Z≥1, we have Lnp = Pnp, so F(Lnp) ∼= Pnp−1 = Lnp−1. Then for n ∈ Z≥1

and 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, we have a right exact sequence

Pnp−r ⊕ P(n+2)p−r −→ Pnp+r −→ Lnp+r −→ 0

by Theorem 4.4, where the first arrow is the sum of two non-zero maps P(n+1±1)p−r → Pnp+r.

Since F is right exact and restricts to an equivalence between Pk and Tζ , we get a right
exact sequence

Tnp−r−1 ⊕ T(n+2)p−r−1 −→ Tnp+r−1 −→ F(Lnp+r) −→ 0

in C(ζ, sl2) where the first arrow is the sum of two non-zero maps T(n+1±1)np−r−1 → Tnp−r−1.
Using Theorem 6.1, the image of the first map in the above right exact sequence is the
maximal proper submodule of Tnp+r−1 = Pnp−r−1, and thus F(Lnp+r) ∼= Lnp−r−1.

We have now shown that F(Lr) is either simple or 0 for all r ∈ Z≥1. In particular, F(Lr)
is non-zero for r ≥ p, in which case the map εLr : Lr ⊠ Lr → V ′

1 is surjective by Lemma
6.10. Then because F is right exact, F(εLr ) is also surjective and thus non-zero for r ≥ p.
It now follows from Theorem 6.11 that F : KLk(sl2) → C(ζ, sl2) is exact.

Finally, to prove that F is essentially surjective, we note that because C(ζ, sl2) has enough
projectives, every object of C(ζ, sl2) is the cokernel of some morphism between projective
objects. Moreover, every projective object of C(ζ, sl2) is an object of Tζ from Theorem 6.3,

and F restricts to an equivalence between Pk and Tζ . It follows that for any object X of
C(ζ, sl2), there is a right exact sequence

F(Q)
F(f)
−−−→ F(P) −→ X −→ 0

in C(ζ, sl2) such that P and Q are projective in KLk(sl2). Since F is right exact, it follows
that X ∼= F(Coker f), and thus F is essentially surjective. �

Remark 7.9. It is not so meaningful to consider whether the functor F of Theorem 7.8
is braided, since just like KLk(sl2), C(ζ, sl2) admits four braidings (see for example [GN,
Remark 3.1]), and none of them seems to be more canonical than the others. However, it
is clear from [GN, Lemma 6.4] and Theorem 6.9 that F is braided with respect to some
choice of braiding on C(ζ, sl2) (though which one precisely depends on one’s convention for
taking square roots of ζ as well as on the denominator q of the admissible level k).

Although the functor F in Theorem 7.8 is essentially surjective, it is neither full nor
faithful. We now characterize the lack of faithfulness in the next two results:

Lemma 7.10. In the setting of Theorem 7.8, F(W ) = 0 for an object W of KLk(sl2) if
and only if W is an object of KLk(sl2).

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 7.8, we showed that F(Lr) = 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1. Thus
because KLk(sl2) is semisimple with simple objects Lr for 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, and because F is
additive, it follows that F(W ) = 0 if W is an object of KLk(sl2).

Conversely, suppose F(W ) = 0. We will show that W is an object of KLk(sl2) by
induction on the length ℓ(W ). The base case ℓ(W ) = 0 is trivial, and the ℓ(W ) = 1 case
follows from the proof of Theorem 7.8. Now suppose ℓ(W ) > 1; then W has some simple
quotient L, and we have an exact sequence

0 −→ K −→W −→ L −→ 0 (7.4)
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for some maximal proper submodule K ⊆ W . Since F is exact by Theorem 7.8, and since
F(W ) = 0, we get F(K) = F(L) = 0. Thus by induction on length, L ∼= Lr for some
1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, and K is a finite direct sum of such Lr.

To complete the argument that W is an object of KLk(sl2), it remains to show that the
exact sequence (7.4) splits. Indeed, since L has projective cover Vr for some 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1,
there is a map f : Vr →W such that the diagram

Vr
f

zz✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

����
W // // L

commutes. The map f is not injective because the maximal proper submodule L2p−r ⊆ Vr
cannot be a composition factor of K, so f descends to an injection L →֒ W splitting the
exact sequence. �

Proposition 7.11. In the setting of Theorem 7.8, F(f) = 0 for a morphism f in KLk(sl2)
if and only if Im f is an object of KLk(sl2).

Proof. Given f : W1 → W2 in KLk(sl2), we factorize f = ι ◦ π where π : W1 → Im f is
surjective and ι : Im f → W2 is injective. Because F is exact by Theorem 7.8, F(π) is also
surjective and F(ι) is also injective. Thus F(f) = 0 if and only if F(Im f) = 0, which by
Lemma 7.10 occurs if and only if Im f is an object of KLk(sl2). �

We can now see that F is also not full. For example, from the proof of Theorem 7.8,
F(V ′

1)
∼= L0

∼= F(V1). Thus F maps HomKLk(sl2)(V1,V
′
1) to EndC(ζ,sl2)(L0) = C · IdL0 .

However, HomKLk(sl2)(V1,V
′
1) is spanned by the map f obtained by composing the surjection

V1 ։ L1 with the inclusion L1 → V ′
1. Since Im f ∼= L1 is an object of KLk(sl2), F(f) = 0

by Proposition 7.11, and thus

F : HomKLk(sl2)(V1,V
′
1) −→ EndC(ζ,sl2)(L0)

is not surjective. But most of the maps between morphism spaces that F induces are
surjective:

Proposition 7.12. In the setting of Theorem 7.8, let W be an object of KLk(sl2) such that
there is a right exact sequence

QW
qW−−→ PW

pW−−→ W −→ 0

with PW , QW objects of Pk such that F(PW ) and F(QW ) are projective in C(ζ, sl2). Then

F : HomKLk(sl2)(W,X) −→ HomC(ζ,sl2)(F(W ),F(X))

is surjective for any object X in KLk(sl2).

Proof. First, since KLk(sl2) has enough projectives, we may fix a right exact sequence

QX
qX
−−→ PX

pX
−−→ X −→ 0

where PX and QX are objects of Pk. Then both F(PW ) and F(PX) are objects of Tζ , with
F(PW ) in addition projective, and F(pW ) and F(pX) are both surjective because F is right
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exact. Now because F(PW ) is projective in C(ζ, sl2), for any morphism f̃ : F(W ) → F(X)
in C(ζ, sl2), there is a morphism g̃ : F(PW ) → F(pX) such that the diagram

F(PW )
F(pW )

// //

g̃
��

F(W )

f̃
��

F(PX )
F(pX)

// // F(X)

commutes. Since F restricts to an equivalence between Pk and Tζ , we have g̃ = F(g) for

some map g : PW → PX in KLk(sl2). Next, we can extend the commutative diagram to

F(QW )
F(qW )

//

F(h)
��

F(PW )
F(pW )

// //

F(g)
��

F(W )

f̃
��

F(QX)
F(qX)

// F(PX)
F(pX)

// // F(X)

Indeed, the projectivity of F(QW ) in C(ζ, sl2) and the fact that

ImF(g) ◦ F(qW ) ⊆ KerF(pX) = ImF(qX).

implies that there is a map h̃ : F(QW ) → F(QX) such that F(qX) ◦ h̃ = F(g) ◦ F(qW ).

Then h̃ = F(h) for some h : QW → QX again because F restricts to an equivalence between
Pk and Tζ .

Now because F|Pk is faithful, we have qX ◦ h = g ◦ qW . Thus by the universal property
of cokernels, we get a unique map f :W → X such that the diagram

QW
qW //

h
��

PW
pW // //

g

��

W

f
��

QX
qX // PX

pX // // X

commutes. Then

F(f) ◦ F(pW ) = F(pX) ◦ F(g) = f̃ ◦ F(pW ),

so f̃ = F(f) by the surjectivity of F(pW ). This proves the proposition. �

Although KLk(sl2) and C(ζ, sl2) are not equivalent when k is an admissible level, it
was pointed out to us by Cris Negron that there is a tensor equivalence when KLk(sl2)
and C(ζ, sl2) are replaced with suitable derived categories. Before stating the result, we
introduce some notation: For C a full additive subcategory of some abelian category, Kb(C)
denotes the bounded homotopy category of C [We, Section 10.1]; its objects are bounded
cochain complexes of objects in C, and its morphisms are cochain homotopy equivalence
classes of cochain maps. If C is itself abelian, Db(C) denotes the bounded derived category of
C [We, Section 10.4]; it is the localization of Kb(C) at the collection of quasi-isomorphisms.
We also use D(C) for the unbounded derived category of the Ind-category Ind C of C. In
the case C = KLk(sl2), Ind C is the category of generalized V k(sl2)-modules which are the
unions of their KLk(sl2)-submodules; by [CMY1], it has the vertex algebraic braided tensor
category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8].

The category D(C) is one natural cocompletion of Db(C). Alternatively, one can take the
Ind-category of Db(C), but since Db(C) is a triangulated category and not abelian, one first
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needs to replace Db(C) with its ∞-category version (see [Lur2, Section 1.3]) and then take
the Ind-category in the sense of [Lur1, Definition 5.3.5.1]. One can then take the homotopy
category (in the sense of [Lur1, Definition 1.1.3.2]) to get a triangulated category; this is
what we mean by IndDb(C). Now the following result and its proof were communicated to
us by Cris Negron; it is mainly a consequence of Theorem 6.6:

Theorem 7.13. Let k = −2 + p/q for relatively prime p ∈ Z≥2 and q ∈ Z≥1, and let

ζ = eπiq/p. Then there is a monoidal equivalence F : IndDb(C(ζ, sl2)) → D(KLk(sl2))

extending the equivalence Kb(Tζ)
∼
−→ Kb(Pk) induced by Theorem 6.6.

Proof. The inclusion Tζ →֒ C(ζ, sl2) induces a monoidal equivalence Kb(Tζ) → Db(C(ζ, sl2))

by [Os, Proposition 2.7], which is based on [BBM, Section 1.5]. Since KLk(sl2) has enough
projectives, there is also a fully faithful embedding Kb(Pk) →֒ D(KLk(sl2)) that identifies
Kb(Pk) as a subcategory of compact objects in D(KLk(sl2)). Thus using also Theorem 6.6,
we get a monoidal embedding

G : Db(C(ζ, sl2))
∼
−→ Kb(Tζ)

∼
−→ Kb(Pk) →֒ D(KLk(sl2)).

The ∞-category lift of G is still fully faithful by [BGT, Proposition 5.10]. Now [Lur1,
Proposition 5.3.5.10] yields a functor F : IndDb(C(ζ, sl2)) → D(KLk(sl2)). By [Lur1,
Proposition 5.3.5.11], F is an equivalence because G is fully faithful with compact image
in D(KLk(sl2)), and this compact image generates D(KLk(sl2)) (which follows from [SS,
Lemma 2.2.1], for example). Taking homotopy categories (in the sense of [Lur1, Definition
1.1.3.2]) then gives a monoidal equivalence of triangulated categories (see [BGT, Corollary
5.11]). �

Remark 7.14. We call the monoidal equivalence of Theorem 7.13 the derived Kazhdan-
Lusztig correspondence for sl2 at admissible levels.

7.3. A tensor-categorical version of quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction. We now
take C in Theorem 6.8 to be the category Ocp,q of C1-cofinite grading-restricted generalized
modules for the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebra Vcp,q at central charge cp,q =

1− 6(p−q)2

pq (note that cp,q = cq,p). The vertex operator algebra Vcp,q is the affine W -algebra

obtained from V k(sl2) by quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction [FF]; see also [FB, Chapter
15]. Moreover, quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction defines an exact functor from suitable
categories of V k(sl2)-modules to Vcp,q -modules [FKW, Ar]. We now use Theorem 6.8 to

obtain a right exact tensor functor from KLk(sl2) to Ocp,q ; we expect that this functor is
exact and naturally isomorphic to quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction, although we are
not able to prove this at the moment. Thus for now, we refer to our functor as a “tensor-
categorical version” of quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction.

It was shown in [CJORY] that the category Ocp,q has the vertex algebraic braided tensor
category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8], and that its simple objects are the simple quotients
of the Virasoro Verma modules Vr,s of central charge cp,q and lowest conformal weight

hr,s =
(qr − ps)2 − (p− q)2

4pq

for r, s ∈ Z≥1. For q = 1, the detailed structure of the tensor category Ocp,1 was determined
in [MY2], and these results were used in [GN] to show that Ocp,1 is tensor equivalent to the

quantum group category C(eπi/p, sl2). Thus in this case, Theorem 7.8 already provides a
tensor-categorical version of quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction which is exact.
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In the case p, q ≥ 2, some details of the tensor category structure on Ocp,q were obtained
in [MS]. In particular, Theorem 5.7 and Proposition 5.8 of [MS] show that one of the
two length-2 quotients of V2,1, denoted K2,1, is rigid and self-dual with intrinsic dimension

−eπiq/p − e−πiq/p, and that one of the two length-2 quotients of V1,2, denoted K1,2, is rigid

and self-dual with intrinsic dimension −eπip/q − e−πip/q. Then we have:

Theorem 7.15. Let p, q ∈ Z≥2 be relatively prime. Then there are unique right exact

braided tensor functors Fp,q : KL−2+p/q(sl2) → Ocp,q and Fq,p : KL−2+q/p(sl2) → Ocp,q

such that Fp,q(V2, eV2 , iV2) = (K2,1, eK2,1 , iK2,1) and Fq,p(V2, eV2 , iV2) = (K1,2, eK1,2 , iK1,2).

Moreover, Fp,q and Fq,p preserve twists if KL−2+p/q(sl2) and KL−2+q/p(sl2) are equipped
with the (non-standard) minus sign twists of Theorem 5.3(1).

Proof. Since K1,2 corresponds to K2,1 under the identification Ocp,q = Ocq,p , it is enough to
prove the statements about Fp,q. The existence and uniqueness of the right exact tensor
functor Fp,q are immediate from [MS, Proposition 5.8] and Theorem 6.8.

To show that Fp,q is braided, we can determine the self-braiding RK2,1,K2,1 similar to
Proposition 4.12 and then apply Theorem 6.9. In more detail, the structure of K2,1 ⊠K2,1

from [MS, Theorem 1.1(2)] implies that EndOcp,q
(K2,1⊠K2,1) is spanned by IdK2,1⊠K2,1 and

fK2,1 := iK2,1 ◦ eK2,1 , so

RK2,1,K2,1 = a · IdK2,1⊠K2,1 + b · fK2,1

for some a, b ∈ C. Then exactly as in [GN, Lemma 6.1] and Proposition 4.12, there are only
four possibilities for (a, b) consistent with the hexagon axioms, and the correct possibility
can be determined from the constraint

eK2,1 ◦ RK2,1,K2,1 = e−2πih2,1 · eK2,1 = −e−3πiq/2p · eK2,1 ,

which was obtained in the proof of [MS, Theorem 5.7]. Thus as in Proposition 4.12, the

conclusion is that a = b−1 = eπiq/2p, and it follows from Theorem 6.9 that Fp,q is braided.
The statement about twists follows from the fact that

θK2,1 = e2πiL(0) = e2πih2,1 · IdK2,1 = −e3πiq/2p · IdK2,1 ,

combined with Theorem 6.9. �

Conjecture 7.16. The braided tensor functors Fp,q and Fq,p of Theorem 7.15 are exact
and are naturally isomorphic to the restrictions of the quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction
functors of [FKW] to KL−2+p/q(sl2) and KL

−2+q/p(sl2).

It is probably possible to show that Fp,q and Fq,p are exact by verifying the conditions of
Theorem 6.11, as in the proof of Theorem 7.8. However, it would be necessary to determine
the images of all projective modules in KL−2+p/q(sl2) and KL−2+q/p(sl2) under Fp,q and
Fq,p, and these would mostly be logarithmic Vcp,q -modules which were not all constructed
in [MS]. It would probably also be necessary to show that Fp,q|P−2+p/q and Fq,p|P−2+q/p are
fully faithful, similar to the proof of Theorem 6.6.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2

In this appendix, we give a proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 using only results from the
quantum group literature that are clearly stated for roots of unity ζ of arbitrary order
greater than 2. We use the notation of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 without further comment; our
goal is to derive the Loewy diagrams of the indecomposable tilting modules Tλ, λ ∈ Z≥0
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and calculate the tensor products X ⊗ Tλ. For more uniform notation, we set Tλ = 0 and
Lλ = 0 if λ < 0. For λ ≥ 0, we will usually write λ = ℓp+m for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p−1.

The proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 is based on the following results; note that the facts
from [Os] cited below are attributed there to [An, AW].

(1) [Os, Section 2.5(b)] For 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 1, Tm = Lm, and for 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2,

X⊗ Lm ∼= Lm−1 ⊕ Lm+1.

(2) [Os, Section 2.5(c)] For m = p− 1, X⊗Lm is indecomposable with Loewy diagram

Lp−2

X⊗ Lp−1 : Lp

Lp−2

.

(3) [Os, Section 2.5(d)] For ℓ ∈ Z≥0, Lℓp is the image of the (ℓ + 1)-dimensional irre-
ducible sl2-module under Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius tensor embedding Rep sl2 →֒
C(ζ, sl2) [Lus, Chapter 35]; in particular,

Lp ⊗ Lℓp ∼= L(ℓ−1)p ⊕ L(ℓ+1)p. (A.1)

Moreover,

Lℓp ⊗ Lm ∼= Lℓp+m (A.2)

for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 1.
(4) [Ne, Theorem 10.12(1)] The simple module Lp−1 is projective and injective in

C(ζ, sl2).

Since the tensor product of a rigid object and a projective object in any tensor category is
projective, (2) and (4) imply thatX⊗Lp−1 = Pp−2, while (3) and (4) imply that L(ℓ+1)p−1 is
projective for ℓ ∈ Z≥0, so L(ℓ+1)p−1 = P(ℓ+1)p−1. Then to finish the ℓ = 0 case of Theorems
6.1 and 6.2, (6.1) and (2) imply that Pp−2 = Tp. We also see from (1) and (3) that

X⊗ Lℓp+m ∼= Lℓp ⊗ L1 ⊗ Lm ∼=

{
Lℓp+1 if m = 0
Lℓp+m−1 ⊕ Lℓp+m+1 if 1 ≤ m ≤ p− 2

(A.3)

for ℓ ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2.
We now prove the ℓ = 1 case of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 by constructing the projective

covers Pp−m−2 for 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2 recursively, beginning with Pp−2, whose structure is given
in (2). First, the exactness of X⊗ • combined with (1), (2), and (3) implies that there are
short exact sequences

0 −→ Lp−3 ⊕ Lp−1 −→ X⊗ Pp−2 −→ X⊗ (Pp−2/Lp−2) −→ 0

and

0 −→ Lp+1 −→ X⊗ (Pp−2/Lp−2) −→ Lp−3 ⊕ Lp−1 −→ 0.

If p = 2, then projectivity and injectivity of L1 implies that

X⊗ P0
∼= 2 · L1 ⊕ L3 = 2 · P1 ⊕ P3 (A.4)
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since L3 = P3 when p = 2. If p ≥ 3, then projectivity and injectivity of Lp−1 implies that

X⊗ Pp−2
∼= 2 · Lp−1 ⊕ P̃p−3 (A.5)

where the direct summand P̃p−3 is projective and has two composition factors equal to Lp−3

(one a submodule and one a quotient) and one composition factor equal to Lp+1. Since

Hom(Lp+1,X⊗ Pp−2) ∼= Hom(X⊗ Lp+1, Pp−2) ∼= Hom(Lp ⊕ Lp+2, Pp−2) = 0, (A.6)

using rigidity of X and (A.3), and since similarly

Hom(X⊗ Pp−2, Lp+1) = 0,

we see that Lp+1 is neither a submodule nor quotient of P̃p−3. It follows that P̃p−3 is
indecomposable, is equal to Pp−3, and has Loewy diagram given by the m = 1 case of

Lp−m−2

Pp−m−2 : Lp+m

Lp−m−2

. (A.7)

We now assume inductively that we have constructed Pp−2, Pp−3, . . . , Pp−m̃−2 for some
m̃ ∈ {1, . . . , p−2}, and that for 0 ≤ m ≤ m̃, Pp−m−2 has Loewy diagram (A.7). Since there
is a surjection

X⊗ Pp−m̃−2 ։ X⊗ Lp−m̃−2 ։ Lp−m̃−1,

the projective module X ⊗ Pp−m̃−2 contains the projective cover Pp−m̃−1 as a direct sum-
mand. By the exactness of X⊗ •, the m = m̃, m̃ − 1 cases of (A.7), and (A.3), the direct
summand complement of Pp−m̃−1 in X⊗ Pp−m̃−2 has composition factors

Lp−m̃−3, Lp+m̃+1, Lp−m̃−3

if m̃ ≤ p − 3, and just one composition factor L2p−1 if m̃ = p − 2. If m̃ ≤ p − 3, then
calculations similar to (A.6) show that Lp+m̃+1 is neither a submodule nor quotient of
X⊗ Pp−m̃−2; consequently, the complement of Pp−m̃−1 in X⊗Pp−m̃−2 has Loewy diagram
(A.7) with m = m̃+ 1 and is isomorphic to Pp−m̃−3. Thus we conclude

X⊗ Pp−m−2
∼=

{
Pp−m−3 ⊕ Pp−m−1 if 1 ≤ m ≤ p− 3
P1 ⊕ L2p−1 if m = p− 2

. (A.8)

We also observe that (6.1) combined with (A.4), (A.5), and (A.8) implies that for 0 ≤ m ≤
p− 2, Tp+m = Pp−m−2, and T2p−1 = P2p−1 = L2p−1.

We summarize what we have derived so far in the following proposition, which covers the
ℓ = 1 case of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 except for the calculation of X⊗ T2p−1:

Proposition A.1. For 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2, the indecomposable tilting module Tp+m is the
projective cover of Pp−m−2 and has Loewy diagram (A.7). Moreover,

X⊗ Tp+m ∼=

{
2 · Tp−1 ⊕ Tp+1 if m = 0
Tp+m−1 ⊕ Tp+m+1 if 1 ≤ m ≤ p− 2

,

where T2p−1 = L2p−1.
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We can now determine the indecomposable tilting modules Tℓp+m for ℓ ≥ 2 and identify
them with projective covers in C(ζ, sl2). For ℓ ∈ Z≥1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2 we consider
Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2: by (A.1), (A.2), and (A.7), there are short exact sequences

0 −→ L(ℓ+1)p−m−2 −→ Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2 −→ (Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2)/L(ℓ+1)p−m−2 −→ 0

and

0 −→ L(ℓ−1)p+m ⊕ L(ℓ+1)p+m −→ (Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2)/L(ℓ+1)p−m−2 −→ L(ℓ+1)p−m−2 −→ 0.

Using rigidity of Lℓp combined with (A.1) and (A.2), we have

Hom(L(ℓ±1)p+m, Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2) ∼= Hom(Lℓp ⊗ L(ℓ±1)p ⊗ Lm, Pp−m−2)

∼=

(ℓ+ 1
2
)± 1

2⊕

j=1

Hom(L(2j−1)p+m, Pp−m−2) = 0,

and similarly
Hom(Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2, L(ℓ±1)p+m) = 0.

It follows that Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2 is indecomposable and has Loewy diagram

L(ℓ+1)p−m−2

Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2 : L(ℓ−1)p+m L(ℓ+1)p+m

L(ℓ+1)p−m−2

.

Since Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2 is also projective, it also follows that Lℓp ⊗ Pp−m−2
∼= P(ℓ+1)p−m−2.

We now identify P(ℓ+1)p−m−2 for ℓ ∈ Z≥1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p − 2 with a tilting module.
First, assume by induction on ℓ that T(ℓ+1)p−1 = L(ℓ+1)p−1; the base case ℓ = 1 appears in
Proposition A.1. Then

X⊗ L(ℓ+1)p−1
∼= Lℓp ⊗X⊗ Lp−1

∼= Lℓp ⊗ Pp−2
∼= P(ℓ+1)p−2. (A.9)

It follows from (6.1) that T(ℓ+1)p = P(ℓ+1)p−2; for ℓ = 1 this completes the proof of the ℓ = 1
cases of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2. If p ≥ 3, we then similarly get

X⊗ P(ℓ+1)p−m−2
∼=

{
2 · L(ℓ+1)p−1 ⊕ P(ℓ+1)p−3 if m = 0
P(ℓ+1)p−m−1 ⊕ P(ℓ+1)p−m−3 if 1 ≤ m ≤ p− 3

(A.10)

from Proposition A.1, and it follows that T(ℓ+1)p+m
∼= P(ℓ+1)p−m−2 for 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2 (and

this relation holds for p = 2 as well). Finally, taking m = p− 2, we have

X⊗ Pℓp ∼= Lℓp ⊗X⊗ P0
∼= Lℓp ⊗

{
2 · L1 ⊕ L3 if p = 2
P1 ⊕ L2p−1 if p ≥ 3

∼=

{
2 · L2ℓ+1 ⊕ L2ℓ−1 ⊕ L2ℓ+3 if p = 2
Pℓp+1 ⊕ Lℓp−1 ⊕ L(ℓ+2)p−1 if p ≥ 3

, (A.11)

where the last isomorphism uses (A.1). It follows that T(ℓ+2)p−1 = L(ℓ+2)p−1, completing
the inductive step of the proof that T(ℓ+1)p−1 = L(ℓ+1)p−1 for ℓ ∈ Z≥1. In fact, the argument
also shows that

T(ℓ+1)p+m = P(ℓ+1)p−m−2
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for all ℓ ∈ Z≥1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ p− 2, completing the proof of Theorem 6.1. The ℓ ≥ 2 case of
Theorem 6.2 then follows from (A.9), (A.10), and (A.11).
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