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AFFINE sl AT ADMISSIBLE LEVELS
ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

ABSTRACT. We show that Kazhdan and Lusztig’s category K L*(sl2) of modules for the
affine Lie algebra ;[2 at an admissible level k, equivalently the category of finite-length
grading-restricted generalized modules for the universal affine vertex operator algebra
Vk(ﬁlz), is a braided tensor category. Although this tensor category is not rigid, we show
that the subcategory of all rigid objects in KLk(H[z) is equal to the subcategory of all pro-
jective objects, and that every simple module in K L* (sl2) has a projective cover. Moreover,
we show that the full subcategory of projective objects in K L* (sl2) is monoidal equivalent
to the category of tilting modules for quantum sly at the root of unity ¢ = e™/(++2),
Using this, we establish a universal property of the tensor category KL* (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 K L*(sly) to the cate-
gory of finite dimensional weight modules for the quantum group associated to slz at the
root of unity ¢. We also use the universal property to classify the categories KL (sls)
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 K L*(sls)
6(k+1)>
k+z

to a category of modules for the Virasoro algebra at central charge 1 —
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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 g associated to a finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebra g. Indeed, given g and a level k = —h" + x (where 1" is the
dual Coxeter number of g and & is the shifted level), they defined a category, which we denote
K L*(g), whose objects are finite-length g-modules of level &, all of whose composition factors
are irreducible quotients of generalized Verma g-modules induced from finite-dimensional
irreducible g-modules (see [KL1, Definition 2.15]). For x ¢ Qs, Kazhdan and Lusztig
showed that K L*(g) is naturally a braided tensor category. Moreover, they showed that
K L*(g) is tensor equivalent to the category C((, g) of finite-dimensional weight modules for
the quantum group of g at parameter ¢ = e™/™ 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 KLF(g) for
k € Qs0, or whether there is a relation with C(¢, g). A natural approach to these problems is
the vertex algebraic tensor category theory developed by Huang—Lepowsky—Zhang [HLZ1]-
[H1.Z8], because K L*(g) is a category of modules for the universal affine vertex operator
algebra V¥ (g) at level k (see for example [L.L, 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, HL.Z3|, 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 [HLZS].

For alevel k = —h"+r, KL*(g) is precisely the category of finite-length grading-restricted
generalized modules for the universal affine vertex operator algebra V*(g). When s ¢ Qxq,
V¥(g) is simple (see [KL1, Proposition 2.12]), but this is not usually the case when x € Q.
Thus for k € Q¢, most previous work has concentrated on braided tensor category structure
for the smaller category K Li(g) of finite-length grading-restricted generalized modules for
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the simple quotient vertex operator algebra Ly(g); see especially the recent progress in
[CHY, CY]. In this case, K L(g) is usually a small subcategory of K LF(g), and little is
known in general about tensor structure on the larger category K L*(g) of V*(g)-modules.

1.1. Main results on KLF(sly). In this work, we take g = sly (so h¥ = 2) and show
that the Kazhdan-Lusztig category K LF(sly) of finite-length grading-restricted generalized
V*(sly)-modules is naturally a braided tensor category for all k = —2+x with k € Qsq. We
mainly focus on the case that k is a Kac-Wakimoto admissible level [KWa], that is, k = p/q
for relatively prime p € Z>9 and ¢ € 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
KLF (slg) 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 K L*(sly) to the quantum group category C(¢,sly) at ¢ = e™4/P,

For sly, admissible levels are interesting because V*(slz) is non-simple if and only if & is
admissible. Thus the smaller category K Ly(slz) of modules for the simple quotient vertex
operator algebra Ly (slz) is a proper subcategory of K L (sly) if and only if k is admissible.
On the one hand, K L*(sly) at admissible level k is not semisimple and has infinitely many
simple objects L, for r € Z>1; each L, is the simple quotient of the generalized Verma
module (also called Weyl module) V, induced from the r-dimensional simple slp-module. On
the other hand, K L(sly) is semisimple with finitely many simple objects £, for 1 <r < p—1
[AM]; moreover, K Li(sly) is a rigid braided tensor category [CHY].

To prove that K LF(sly) for k = —2 4 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¥ (sly)-module also has finite length and thus is an object of K LF(sly). For
this, it is enough to show that the generalized Verma modules V, 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 V, is simple if p |  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 + k for k € Qx¢.
Then K L*(sly) admits the braided tensor category structure of [HLZ8], and the embedding
KLy (sly) — KLF(sly) is a lax monoidal functor. Moreover, K Ly (sly) is both a tensor ideal
and a tensor subcategory of KLF(sly) (with a different unit object if k is admissible).

Unlike K Ly (sly), for k admissible, the larger category K L*(sly) is not rigid, that is, not
every object has a dual in the sense of tensor categories. For example, objects of K L(sl2)
are not rigid when considered as objects of K LF(sly) because the unit object £ = Ly (slo)
of the tensor category K Ly (sly) is not the same as the unit object Vi = V*(sly) of K LF(sly).
However, by [ALSW, Theorem 2.12|, vertex algebraic contragredient modules [FHL] give
KL*(sly) a weaker duality structure, that of a ribbon Grothendieck-Verdier category [BD]
whose dualizing object is the contragredient of V;. We will use this Grothendieck-Verdier
category structure on K L*(sly) to prove that the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence
mentioned above is an exact functor.

Although K L¥(sly) as a whole is not rigid, determining which particular objects are
rigid turns out to be critical for exploring the detailed tensor structure of K LF(sly). The
first non-trivial rigid object we obtain in KL*(sly) is the generalized Verma module Vs
induced from the standard 2-dimensional simple slo-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 Vs; similar methods for proving rigidity
have been used in many recent works, including [TW, CMY2, CMY3, MY2, MY3, MS].
The basic properties of V5 are summarized in the following theorem, where we use X to
denote the tensor product operation on K L¥(sly):

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2.23, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 4.2). Let k = —2+ p/q for relatively
prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1, and let ¢ = emia/p,
(1) The generalized Verma module Vy is rigid and self-dual in K L¥(sly).
(2) The self-dual module Vo has intrinsic dimension —C —(™1, that is, if ey, : VoRVy —
V1 and iy, : V1 — Va K Vs denote evaluation and coevaluation maps for Vo, then

ev, iy, = (=C = (1) - Idy, .
(3) Forr € Z>g, there is a short exact sequence
0 —=Vo1 — VKV, — V.11 —0 (1.1)
which splits if and only if p{r.

Next, we use rigidity of V5 and (1.1) to deduce that V), is rigid and self dual for 1 < r < p.
Then V,XV), is a rigid indecomposable module which turns out to be projective in K LE(sly).
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 K L*(sly) has finite length, K LF(sly) has enough
projectives if and only if every simple module £, has a projective cover, which is an indecom-
posable projective module that surjects onto L,. It is easy to prove that the generalized
Verma module V; = VF¥(sly) is projective in K LF(sly), and in any tensor category with
projective unit object, all rigid objects are projective (Corollary 2.13). Therefore, the gen-
eralized Verma module V, is projective and a projective cover of L, for 1 < r < p. In
general, we obtain a projective cover for any L, as a direct summand of VIQX’ =Y Such
direct summands of tensor powers of the rigid module Vs, are also rigid, and it follows that
all projective objects of K L¥(sl) are also rigid. We summarize the main properties of rigid
and projective objects in K L*(sly) 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>o and q € Z>y. Then an
object of K L¥(sly) is rigid if and only if it is projective. Moreover, L, for all r € Z>1 has
a projective cover Py in K L*(sly) as follows:
(1) For1<r <p-—1and forp|r, P, =V,. In particular, P, is simple if p | r
(2) Forn € Z>y and 1 <1 <p—1, there is a non-split short exact sequence
0 — Vip—r —> Prptr — Vppyr — 0,

and Pppir has Loewy diagram

np—i—r

B
\,

anrr

PanrT :
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Also, Pppyr is self-contragredient and logarithmic, that is, the Virasoro operator
L(0) acts non-semisimply on Pppir.

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 f?[g—modules at admissible levels are those constructed by Adamovi¢ in
[Ad] (these modules are not objects of K L¥(sly)). Further logarithmic slp-modules at admis-
sible levels were conjectured in [Ra] but not actually constructed; our Theorem 4.13 proves
that some of these cAonjectured modules indeed exist. Our modules P, seem to be the first
known logarithmic slp-modules with finite-dimensional generalized L(0)-eigenspaces.

As part of the construction of the logarithmic modules P,,,4, and the proof of Theorem
1.3, we also compute the tensor product of Vs 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 P, = 0 if r < 0:
(1) If p=2, then forn >0 and r =1,2,

Potn—1) ©2 - Pan & Ponyry o r=1

Vo X Popay = _

2 nt { Pa(nt1)+1 if r=2

(2) If p>3, then forn >0 and 1 <r <p,
2 Prnp © Prp+t2 if r=1

V, X P ) Pnp—l—r—l ©® Pnp—l—r—l—l Zf 2<r<p-—-2
np+r P(n—l)p D P(n+l)p—2 b P(n-i—l)p Zf r=0p-— 1

Pint1ypr1 if r=p

Our final result on the tensor category K L*(sly) itself is a classification of its braidings.
We show in Theorem 5.3 that K L*(sl) admits four natural braiding isomorphisms R which
satisfy the hexagon axiom for braided tensor categories, and each is completely determined
by the automorphism Ry, y, of Vo X V,. The first braiding is the official one specified in
[HLZ8], and a second is the reverse braiding defined by Ry w, = R;VI%WI for modules W7,
Wy in K L*(sly). The remaining two braidings are obtained from the first two by changing
Rw, w, by a sign if the Cartan generator h € sly acts on both Wi and W5 by odd-integer
eigenvalues (in particular Ry, y, changes to =Ry, y,). We also show that for each of the
four braidings, K L*(sly) admits two ribbon twists 6 which satisfy the balancing equation

Owimw, = Rwaw, © R ws © (0w, X 0ws,)

for objects W1, Wy of KLF(slz). When R is the official braiding specified in [HLZ8], one of
these twists is the official one given by 6 = ¢2™L(0),

1.2. Universal property of K L*(sly) and a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence.
Let k = —2+p/q be an admissible level for sly, and let ¢ = €™4/P. It is obvious that K LF(sl5)
is not tensor equivalent to the quantum group category C((, slz) since C((, slo) is rigid while
K LF(sly) is not. However, we show that there is an exact and essentially surjective tensor
functor F : K L*(sly) — C(C, slz) which we call a weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence. It
turns out that the tensor ideal K Lg(sly) of modules for the simple affine vertex operator
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algebra Lyg(sly) is what obstructs F from being full or faithful, so one could say that as
tensor categories, K L¥(sly) is something like an extension of C((,slz) by K Ly(slz).

To obtain the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence, we show that K L*(sly) satisfies a
universal property, analogous to Ostrik’s universal property of C((,sls) 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 sly. Indeed, let 7: C C((,sl2) denote
the subcategory of tilting modules introduced in [An]; one can show that 7¢ is the smallest
subcategory of C((,slz) which contains the irreducible two-dimensional standard Uy (slz)-
module X and is closed under tensor products, finite direct sums, and direct summands.
The tilting module X has intrinsic dimension —¢ — ¢!, like the generalized Verma module
Vy in K LF(sly) (recall Theorem 1.2(2)). Then Ostrik showed in [Os, Theorem 2.4] that a
self-dual object X of intrinsic dimension —C — (™! in any tensor category C induces a unique
tensor functor 7 — C sending X to X. Thus taking C = K LF(sly) and X = V; yields a
tensor functor T — K LF(sly).

Let P* be the subcategory of all projective (equivalently, all rigid) objects in K L*(sl5).
Then P* contains Vs, and is closed under tensor products, finite direct sums, and direct
summands, so the image of the tensor functor 7; — K L*(sly) is contained in P*. In fact,
we prove in Theorem 6.6 that this functor is a tensor equivalence between 7; and Pk In
other words, we can view K LF(sly) as an “abelianization” of 7¢ into which 7¢ embeds as
the full subcategory of projective objects. This together with the universal property of 7¢
yields the universal property of K LF(sly):

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.8). Let k = —2+p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1,
let C be a (not necessarily rigid) tensor category with right exact tensor product Xc, and
let X be a rigid self-dual object of C with evaluation ex : X Ke X — 1¢ and coevaluation
ix 11l = X Ke X such that

ex oix = —(emq/p + e_mq/p) -1dy,.
Then there is a unique up to natural isomorphism right exact tensor functor F : KLF(sly) —
C, equipped with isomorphism ¢ : F(V1) — 1¢ and natural isomorphism
F:XReo(FxF)— FolK,
such that F(Va) = X and
po Fley,) o Fy, v, = ex, Ryl 0 Fliv,) oo™t =ix.

Taking C = C((,slz) and X = X in this theorem yields the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig
correspondence F : KL*(sly) — C((,sly). 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 KLF(sly) 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>o
and q € Z>1, and let ¢ = e™a/P . Then there is a unique exact and essentially surjective
tensor functor F : KL*(sly) — C((, sly) extending the equivalence P* =» T¢. Moreover, for
W an object in KLF(sly), F(W) = 0 if and only if W is an object of KLy (sly), and for f
a morphism in KLF(sly), F(f) = 0 if and only if Im f is an object of K Ly (sls).

Thus the subcategory K Li(sls) 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 7 into K L¥(sly) 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, D?(C) denote its bounded derived category, and D(C) denote
the unbounded derived category of IndC. Then using Theorem 6.6:

Theorem 1.7 (Theorem 7.13). The tensor equivalence T¢ — P* induces a tensor equiva-
lence Ind D*(C(, sl2)) = D(K L*(sly)).

1.3. Further applications and open problems. The universal property of K Lk(ﬁ[g)
has several applications besides the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence. We can also
classify the tensor categories K L*(sly) for admissible k up to (braided) tensor equivalence:

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 7.1, Theorem 7.2). If k is any admissible level for sly, then
K LF¥(sly) is tensor equivalent to KL~>YP/9(sly) for unique relatively prime p € Zso and
q € Z>1 such that 1 < g <p— 1. Specifically, for such p and q,

KL—2+p/q(5[2) ~ [, ~2+p/(£q+2np) (sly)

as tensor categories for all n € Zsy. Moreover, KL™2+P/(xa+20)(51,) equipped with the
standard braiding specified in [HLZ8)] is braided tensor equivalent to K L=2TP/9(sly) 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 K L~2+7/ (sly) for 1 < g < p—1 are not tensor equivalent,
some are related by 3-cocycle twists (see for example [KWe, Section 1]). The 3-cocycle twist
KLF(sly)™ agrees with KL (sly) as a category and has the same tensor product, but the
associativity isomorphism A, w,w, @ Wi K (We K W3) — (W) K Wy) K W3 is changed
by a sign if the Cartan generator h € sly acts on all three of the modules W7, Wy, W3 by
odd-integer eigenvalues. In Theorem 7.3 and Corollary 7.4, we show that for 1 < ¢ <p—1,

KL_2+p/q(5[2)T o~ [ 2t+p/(p—q) (sly)

as tensor categories. In particular, taking p = 2, KL%(sly) is equivalent to its 3-cocycle
twist, while for p > 3, K L~2%P/4(sl,) for any ¢ relatively prime to p is tensor equivalent to
either such a category with 1 < ¢ < £ or its 3-cocycle twist.

We can also use the universal property of Theorem 1.5 to relate K L*(sly) to the Virasoro

N2
algebra at central charge ¢, , = 1 — 22=9"

. For relatively prime p,q € Z>1, let O, , denote
the category of Ci-cofinite modules for the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebra at
central charge ¢, 4; it was shown in [CJORY] that O, , is a locally finite braided tensor
category. For ¢ = 1, the detailed tensor structure of O.,, was determined in [MY2], and it
was shown in [GN] that O, , is tensor equivalent to the quantum group category C((, sl2)
for ¢ = €™/P. Thus for ¢ = 1, the weak Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence yields an exact
and essentially surjective tensor functor F : K L=2%P(sly) — O, 1

For p,q > 2, some of the detailed structure of O., , 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 4 : KL= 2"P/4(sly) — O, and Fy, : KL72Y1/P(sly) —
O, ,- 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 Fpq and Fy, are exact and are naturally isomorphic to the restrictions of quantum
Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction to K L~2%P/4(sly) and K L~2+4/P(sly).

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 7¢ into
KLF(sly) as the subcategory of projective objects shows that K L¥(sl) is an abelianiza-
tion of 7¢. The category 7¢ contains the Temperley-Lieb category T'L(—( — ¢71), that is,
the monoidal subcategory generated by the two-dimensional simple tilting module X, so one
could also view K L¥(sl) as an abelianization of TL(—( — ¢~1). In fact, an abelianization
of the Temperley-Lieb category has already been constructed by Gainutdinov and Saleur
[GS]. This category is an N — oo 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 K LF(sly) is tensor equivalent to the category in [GS], for one of
its two tensor products. (Note that K L*(sly) also has two tensor products, the usual vertex
algebraic tensor product Wi X Wo, and a second using contragredient modules, (W4 X W7)’;
see page 2 of [ALSW]. These two tensor products are not equivalent because K L¥(sly) is
not rigid.) As evidence for Gainutdinov’s conjecture, projective modules in K L*(sly) (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 K L*(slz) 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" + K for
K € Q>0.

(1) Does K L*(g) admit the vertex algebraic braided tensor category structure of [ILZ8]?
If so, is KL*(g) rigid, and what is the relation between rigid and projective objects
of KL¥(g)?

(2) Let ¢ = €™/™ where r is the lacing number of g. If KL*(g) is a tensor category,
is there a natural tensor functor F : KL*(g) — C(C,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 g
have finite length. If they do, then K L*(g) is a (locally finite) braided tensor category by
[CY, Theorem 3.3.4]. If they do not, then K LF(g) is probably not a tensor category, but
one could replace K L*(g) with the category of finitely-generated grading-restricted V*(g)-
modules, which might possibly still be a (finitely cocomplete) braided monoidal category.
One could also try replacing K LF(g) with the category KLy (g) of finite-length modules
for the simple quotient vertex operator algebra Li(g). In any case, once one shows that
KL*(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 K LF(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(¢,g) embeds into K L*(g) as the full subcategory
of projective objects, at least in cases where K L*(g) is a tensor category. But our proof
of Theorem 6.6 heavily relies on explicit structural information for indecomposable tilting
modules of quantum sly, and this may be difficult to obtain in higher rank cases. Thus it
may be difficult to obtain a tensor functor F : K L*(g) — C(, 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 K LF(sly) is a braided tensor category and discuss some basic properties of its
tensor category structure. Section 2.1 introduces the affine Lie algebra ;[2 and the universal
affine vertex operator algebra V*(sly). Then in Section 2.2, we use Malikov’s results [Ma] on
Verma modules for ;[2 to determine the structure of generalized Verma modules. Section 2.3
defines and characterizes the Kazhdan-Lusztig category K L*(sly), shows that it is a braided
tensor category, and then discusses some basic results on projective objects in K LF(sly).
In Section 2.4, we show that the subcategory K L (slz) of modules for the simple affine
vertex operator algebra K Ly (slz) is a tensor subcategory of K L¥(sly) 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 Vy in K LF(sl5).

In Section 3, we prove that the generalized Verma module Vs is rigid and self-dual in
KLF (slp), 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 V, tensors with all generalized Verma and simple modules in K L*(sly). Using these
results, we construct the indecomposable modules P, r € Z>1, in Section 4.2, and we show
that they are projective and rigid in K L¥(sly). As a consequence, we show that rigid objects
in K LF(sly) are the same as projective objects. Then in Section 4.3, we show that P, is
self-contragredient if r > p and logarithmic if » > p and ptr.

In Section 5, we determine all braidings and ribbon twists on K L¥(sly) and its 3-cocycle
twist K L*(sly)7. We also determine a criterion for tensor functors F : K L*(sly) — C to be
braided, where C is any braided tensor category.

In Section 6, we derive the universal property of K Lk(ﬁ[g). We first discuss the structure
of the category 7¢ of tilting modules for quantum sly at a root of unity ¢ in Section 6.1,
and we show that as a monoidal category, 7¢ embeds into K LF(sly) 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 ¢ 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 K L*(sl,). First we classify
the categories K L*(sly) 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 7, , and F;, to the Virasoro category
O, . and state Conjecture 1.9 in Section 7.3.
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algebras, that largely inspired us to begin working on this paper. We thank Cris Negron
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category in [GS]. We also thank Azat Gainutdinov and Cris Negron for discussions on
tilting modules for quantum sls, and we thank Yi-Zhi Huang, David Ridout, Siddhartha
Sahi, and Simon Wood for comments.

Cp,q

2. TENSOR CATEGORY STRUCTURE ON K LF(sly)

In this section, we will define the Kazhdan-Lusztig category K L*(sly) and show that it

o~

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

2.1. The affine Lie algebra £7[2. As usual, sls is the simple Lie algebra over C with basis
{e, f,h} and Lie brackets
[C,f]:h, [h,e]:2e, [haf]:_zf

We fix the non-degenerate invariant bilinear form (-, -) on sly such that

(e,fy=(fe)=1,  (hh) =2,
with all other pairings of basis elements 0. We always use the Cartan subalgebra h = Ch,
so that the root lattice of sly is ) = Za where o € h* satisfies a(h) = 2. We denote the
weight lattice Zg by P.
The affine Lie algebra associated to sls is
sly = sl ® Clt,t 7] @ Ck
with k central and
[a@t™ bR t"] = [a,b] @ t"™" + m(a, b)k
for a,b € sly and m,n € Z. The affine Lie algebra has a triangular decomposition
sly = (sl2)1 @ (s12)o & (sl2)-
where R R
(sly)+ = sly @ tFIC[HFY],  (sly)o = slo ® t° @ Ck.
We also set (;[2)20 = (E:\[2)+ D (,;[2)(].

For any a € sly and n € Z, we use the notation a(n) to denote the action of a ® t" on an
slo-module. We say that an slo-module W has level k € C ifA the central element k acts on
W by the scalar k. For any level k € C, generalized Verma sla-modules are constructed as
follows: For any slp-module M, we extend M to an (sl2)>o module on which k acts by k
and (sly); acts trivially. Then the generalized Verma module V¥, is the induced sly>-module

ko o1 gsl
VM - Ind(f/v\[z)zoM‘

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

ar(=n1)---aj(=nz)m
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where a1,...,a; € sla, n1,...,nj € Z>1, and m € M. There is also a natural Z>o-grading
Vi = @02, Vi (n) where
V¥ (n) = span{ai (—n1) -~ a;(—nj)m | ny + ... +nj = n}

for n € Z>¢. In case M = M, is the r-dimensional irreducible sly-module for some r € Z>1,
we denote VJI\C/IT = Vf, or simply V, if the level k is understood.

The generalized Verma module V} induced from M; = 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 : V¥ — End(VF)[[z, 271

v Y(v,x) Z vp "L
nel
called the vertex operator, which satisfies the vacuum property Y(1,z) = IdV{c 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)1,2) = a(z) := Z a(n)z ! (2.1)
nez

for a € slo. We denote Vf by V%(sly) when we consider it as a vertex algebra, and we call
V*(sly) the universal affine vertex algebra associated to sl at level k.

When k is non-critical, which for sly means k # —2, V¥(sly) is also a vertex operator
algebra in the sense of [FLM, LL], with conformal vector

1 1 9
Writing Y (w,z) = 3,,c7 L(n) 7" 2, the vertex operator modes L( ) define a representa-
tion of the Virasoro Lie algebra on V*(sly) with central charge > k_+2 The most important
Virasoro modes that we will use are
_ 1 102
L0) = 537 (€O70)+ 507 + 10)e(0))
JR 1
# g 2 () + GAmA) + S met ). @2)
LD = g 3 (elom = 1S+ ghion = D) + £n Vet ). @3)
In general,
[L(m),a(n)] = —na(m +n) (2.4)

for m,n € Z and a € sly. From (2.2) and (2.4), the conformal weight grading V*(sly) =
D,cr V" (sl2)(ny of V¥(sly) by L(0)-eigenvalues agrees with the Zsg-grading on generalized
Verma modules discussed above, that is, V*(sly) ) = Vf(n) for all n € Z.

For any finite-dimensional slo-module M and level k, the generalized Verma module VJ'\C/[
is a V*(sly)-module in the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1]. In particular, there is a vertex
operator map

Yo+ VF(slz) = End(Vip)[[z, 2]
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also characterized by (2.1). Moreover, if k # —2, then L(0) acts on V¥,(0) by mQ where
Q=cef+ %hz + fe is the Casimir operator associated to the bilinear form (-,-). Thus if
M = M, is the r-dimensional irreducible sly-module for some r € Zs1, then V¥(n) for any
n € Zxo is the L(0)-eigenspace with eigenvalue h, + n, where

r2—1
h, = m (2.5)

So V¥ is a module for V¥(sly) 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 # —2 and r € Z>1, then any submodule of V¥ is L(0)-stable and thus graded, so V¥
has a unique maximal proper submodule J* given by the sum of all (graded) submodules
that intersect V¥(0) = M, trivially. We denote the unique irreducible quotient V¥/ 7% by
Lk or simply £, if the level k is understood. Any irreducible V*(sl;)-module is isomorphic
to LF for some r € Z>1 [LL, Theorem 6.2.23]. The simple module .C’f is the unique simple
vertex operator algebra quotient of V*(sly), which we denote by Ly (sls) when we consider
it as a vertex operator algebra. When Ly (sly) is a proper quotient of V*(sly), that is, when
V¥ (sly) is not simple, only a subset of £¥ for r € Z>; are Ly(sly)-modules.

We close this subsection with a discussion of the affine Kac-Moody algebra associated
to f/a\[g. For more details on affine Kac-Moody algebras, see for example [Ka, Cal]; here we
mainly use the notation of [MY1]. We define

fT[Q = E/a\[z o Cd
where
[d, k] =0, d,a®t"] =n(a®t").
The affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra 5~[2 has Cartan subalgebra
H=bhoeCkeaCd;

the simple coroots in $) are hg = —h + k and hy = h. The dual
has basis {§,k’,d’} dual to the basis {h,k,d} of . The simple roots of sly are ag = —a+d’
and a; = «; the real roots of sl have the form +a + md’ for m € Z, and the imaginary
roots have the form md’ for m # 0. We will need a dominant integral weight p € $* such
that p(ho) = p(h1) = 1; in fact, we can take p = § + 2k’

By the m = 0 case of (2.4), any slp-module of level k # —2 with a well-defined action
of L(0) is also an slp-module on which d acts by —L(0). Thus the only highest-weight
slo-modules we will consider will have highest weights of the form

AF = (r — 1)% + kK — hyd’

for r € C and k # —2. We denote the Verma sly-module of such a highest weight by VAT
For r € Z>1, the generalized Verma module VE is a quotient of VAff, and the proof of [Le,
Proposition 2.1] (see also [MY1, Proposition 3.5]) shows that there is a short exact sequence

0— VA VA sk (2.6)

Note that £F is the unique irreducible quotient of both VAT and VE,
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2.2. Structure of generalized Verma modules. We now fix k = —2+4x where k € Q.
We write k = p/q where p,q € Z>1 are relatively prime. In this subsection, we determine
the structure of the generalized Verma f?[g—modules VE 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 VA for A € $*
satisfying the following conditions:

e A is in the Tits cone, that is, (A + p)(k) € R>o.
o (A+p)(hg) € Z for at least two positive real roots (3.

In particular, the weights A¥ = (r — 1) + kk’ — h,d’ for r € Z satisfy these conditions (the
first because our shifted level x is a positive rational number). Since the level £ is fixed, we
will denote A* by A, from now on.

Given a weight A, for some r € Z, and following [Ma, Section 2], define A;’ to be the set
of positive roots § such that (A, + p)(hg) € Z. Since

r if 8=«
(Ar +p)(hg) =< *r+mp/q if f=xa+md, meZs ,
mp/q it f=md, meZx

A; is independent of r and consists of the roots «, £a + mgd’ for m € Z>1, and mqd’
for m € Z>;. In fact, A,j forms the set of positive roots of a root subsystem that is also
of type sly. For this root subsystem, we choose simple roots 3y = —«a + qd’, 81 = « with

corresponding coroots hg, = —h + gk, hg, = h. Let W}, = (s¢, s1) be the subgroup of the
Weyl group of sly generated by the reflections sy and s1 associated to the roots 8y and Sy,
respectively. N
Recall the dot action of W on the weights of sls:
w-A=wlA+p)—p
for w € Wi, A € H*. In particular,
si- A=A~ (A+ p)(hs)B
for i = 0,1. The following lemma is an elementary calculation:

Lemma 2.1. For r € Z, we have so - A = Aoy and s1- A = A_,.

From [Ma, Lemma 4.1}, we can deduce that VA for any r € Z embeds in a unique Verma
module VA such that (A + p)(hg,) € Z>o for i = 0,1. A quick calculation shows that the
A such that (A + p)(hg,) € Z>q for both of i = 0,1 are precisely the A, for 0 <r < p. For
1<r<p-1, A, is not fixed by the dot action of either sy or s1, and [Ma, Lemma 4.1(1)]
shows we have an embedding diagram of Verma modules

VsoAr o yrsisohr o ysosisoAr o J/sisosisoAr L

TSTSTETL

Vsihr Vsosi-Ar Vsisosi-Ar 1/ sos1s0s1- Ay



14 ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

On the other hand, Ay is fixed by the dot action of s; and A, is fixed by the dot action of
S0, so [Ma, Lemma 4.1(2)] gives embedding diagrams

VA ysoho . sisoho o yrsosisobo o y/sisosisorAo L
and
VAp - Vsl'Ap - VsoslvAp - Vslsosl-Ap - Vsoslsosl-Ap - ...

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

VAQP*"“ - VA*QPJrT' - VA4pfr- - VAf4p+r- - ...

~ X XXX

VAfr' - VAQerr' - VA72p77' - VA4P+T' - ...
for1<r<p-1,

VAo VA2 VA2 VAp VA~ o .

and

VAP - VA*P - VA3P - VA*3P - VASP - ...

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

0 — Kppiy — VArtr 5 £ — 0 (2.7)

where K1, is the sum of two Verma submodules Vsrhnpar — Y A-np—r and VAm+2r—r We
also have an exact sequence
O s VAfnp N VAnP — ﬁnp — O7 (28)

for n € Z>;.
It is now easy to use (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8) to obtain the structure of the generalized
Verma modules V, for r € Z>1:

Theorem 2.2. Forn € Z>1, the generalized Verma module V), is irreducible. For n € Zx>q
and 1 <r <p-—1, there is a short exact sequence

0 — Ling2)p—r — Vaptr — Lopir — 0. (2.9)
In particular, V, has finite length for all r € Z>1.

Proof. The irreducibility of V,, is immediate from (2.6) and (2.8). For n € Z>( and
1<r<p-1,(2.6) and (2.7) yield a commutative diagram

0 Kopir VAnptr

=

ﬁnp—i—r —0

0 —— Knpor VA7 —— Vi
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with exact rows and surjective vertical arrows. So the maximal proper submodule 4, of
Vnp+r 1s given by

jnp—l—r o~ ’pr+7‘/VA7np7T ~ VA(7L+2)pfr-/(VA7np7r N VA(7L+2)P77')‘

Since every submodule of VAm+2r-r is generated by its singular vectors, the embedding
diagrams show that VA-nr—r N VAm+2p-r is the maximal proper submodule of VAm+2p—r
that is, Tnp+r = Lny2)p—r as required. O

Remark 2.3. The p = 1 case of Theorem 2.2, that is, k = —2 + 1/q for ¢ € Z>, has
appeared in [Cr]; in this case, all generalized Verma modules are irreducible. For k € Z>,
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 [Mal]).

2.3. Tensor category structure. We first define the Kazhdan-Lusztig category for ;[2 at
positive rational shifted level following [KI1, Definition 2.15]:

Definition 2.4. Fix a level k = —2 + p/q for p,q € Z>; relatively prime. The Kazhdan-

Lusztig category for sly at level k is the category K L¥(sly) of finite-length level-k f?[g—modules
whose composition factors come from the irreducible modules £, r € Z>1.

Objects of K L*(sly) are modules for V*(sl,) considered as a vertex algebra [LL, Theorem
6.2.13], but they might not be modules for V*(sl,) 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 £, of K LF(sly), and since objects of K L*(sl,)
have finite length, L(0) does act locally finitely on any object of K L*(sly). Thus any object
W of KLF(sly) is a grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-module: Tt is a V*(sly)-module in
the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1] that also has a conformal weight grading

W =D Wi,
heC

where Wy, is the generalized L(0)-eigenspace with generalized eigenvalue h, such that
dim Wy < oo for all h € C, and for any h € C, Wyj4,,) = 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.

Any grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-module W = @ nec Win) has a contragredient

W' = @pec Wi (so as vector spaces, W' is the graded dual of W). The V¥ (sl)-module
vertex operator on W' is defined by

Yy (v, 2)w’,w) = (W', Yy (e*FW (=272 L0y 27 Hw)
for v € V¥(sly), w € W, w' € W’'. This means the slo-module structure on W' is given by
{a(n)w',w) = —(w', a(—n)w) (2.10)
fora € sy, n € Z, w € W, w' € W’. Contragredients induce an exact contravariant functor

on the category of grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-modules, with the contragredient
of a morphism f : W7 — W5 defined in the natural way:

(f'(w3), w1) = (wy, f(wr))
for wy € Wy and w) € Wj. The category K LF(sly) 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 K LF(sly) as a category of grading-restricted
generalized V¥ (sly)-modules in three different ways. Before stating this result, we recall the
notion of Ci-cofinite module for a vertex operator algebra V. If W is a grading-restricted
generalized V-module, let C1(W) C W denote the subspace of W spanned by vectors of
the form v_,w for v € V of strictly positive conformal weight, n > 1, and w € W. Then W
is Cy-cofinite if dim W/Cy (W) < oo. From (2.1), a grading-restricted generalized V¥ (sl5)-
module is Cy-cofinite if it is finitely generated as an (f?[g)_—module.

Proposition 2.5. The category K L*(sly) is equal to all of the following categories:

e The category of finite-length grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-modules.
e The category of finitely-generated grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-modules.
e The category of Cy-cofinite grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-modules.

Proof. Every grading-restricted generalized V*(sl)-module is an f?[g—module of level k, and
every irreducible subquotient of a grading-restricted generalized V¥ (sly)-module is grading-
restricted. So because the modules £, r € Z>1, exhaust the irreducible grading-restricted
V*(sly)-modules up to isomorphism by [LL, Theorem 6.2.23], every finite-length grading-
restricted generalized V*(sly)-module is an object of K L¥(sl). Conversely, by [LL, Theorem
6.2.7], every object of KLF(sly) is a V¥(sly)-module in the sense of [LL, Definition 4.1.1]
and is moreover a grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-module because it is a finite-length
module with grading-restricted irreducible subquotients.

Next, any Cj-cofinite grading-restricted generalized V*(sly)-module is finitely generated
(see for example [CMY 1, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2]). Conversely, if W is a grading-restricted
generalized V¥ (sly)-module that is generated by a finite set S, then the grading-restriction
conditions imply that U((,;[Q)ZO) - S is finite dimensional, so that

W =Ul(sly) - § = U((sl2)-)U((sl2)0) - S

is a finitely-generated (f?[g)_—module. This means W is Cj-cofinite.

Finally, the equality of the categories of finite-length and of C'1-cofinite grading-restricted
generalized V¥ (sly)-modules follows from [CY, Theorem 3.3.5], since every generalized
Verma module V, has finite length by Theorem 2.2, and since every irreducible grading-
restricted V*(sly)-module £, is Cj-cofinite. O

We will use this proposition together with results in [CY] to show that K LF(sly) is a
braided tensor category as described in [HLZ1]-[HLZ8]. But first, we recall how the tensor
product operation X : KLF(sly) x KLF(sly) — KLF(sly) 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 W7, Wy, W3, an intertwining operator of type (WIiVTin) is
a linear map

V: Wy @ Wy — Wsllog z|{x}

wy ® wy = Y(wy, z)we = Z Z (w1)n:pwe x_h_l(log x)k
heC keZs

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

d
%y(wl, x)wy = Y(L(—1)wy, x)wy
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and the intertwining operator Jacobi identity. For V*(sly)-modules, the Jacobi identity
amounts to the following commutator and iterate formulas:

a(m)Y(wi,z) = Y(w, ) +Z< > " Y(ali)wr, x) (2.11)
>0

Viaun,o) =3 (1) oot - (o) - 3 (T) oy Vo aa) @12

i>0 i>0

for a € sly, w1 € Wy, 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 W7, W5 objects of C. A tensor product of W7 and Wy in C is

(if it exists) an object W7 X Wy of C equipped with an intertwining operator Vg of type
(%gg/v 2) satisfying the following universal property: For any object W3 of C and intertwining

operator ) of type (W W ) there is a unique V-module homomorphism f : Wy KW, — W3
such that foYg=).

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 [HLZS8| 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 :VRW — W, rw: WKV — W
are characterized by
lw (Vx(v,z)w) = Y (v, z)w, rw (Va(w, z)v = VY (v, —2)w (2.13)
forv eV, we W, and for objects W7, Wy of C, the braiding isomorphism
Rw, wo - Wi R Wy — Wo W,
is characterized by

Ry wo Vs (wi, 2)ws) = eV Vg (ws, €™ a)un (2.14)

2 L(0)

for wy € Wy, we € Ws. For an object W of C, the automorphism 6y = e also defines

a ribbon twist which satisfies the balancing equation
Owimws = Riy, w, © (Bwy B Ows)

for objects W1, W of C, where RWl Wy = Rwa,ws © Ry, wsy-
For objects W1, Wa, W3 of C, the associativity isomorphism

AW17W27W3 W X (WZ X W3) — (Wl I W2) W3
is more complicated: for any r1,72 € R such that v > r9 > r{ — 79 > 0, we have an equality
(W', Ay o, ws (Vr(wr, 1) Ve (wa, r2)ws)) = (W', Ve (Ve (wi, 11 — r2)we, ro)ws) — (2.15)

for wy € Wy, we € Wo, wg € W3, and w' € (W1 K Ws) K 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 logz, and
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Aw, .w,,w, denotes the natural extension of the associativity isomorphism to the algebraic
completion of W1 W (Wy X W3), that is, the direct product (as opposed to direct sum) of
the conformal weight spaces of W X (Wy X 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 C7-cofinite grading-restricted
generalized V-modules, such convergence results are proved using regular singular point dif-
ferential equations [[u, HLZ7]. When V is an affine vertex operator algebra such as VF(sly),
such differential equations amount to Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations [KZ, HL].

The category of Ci-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
C4-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 4 k with k € Qsg, the category K LF(sly) admits the
braided tensor category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8], with unit object V*(sly) = V.

Remark 2.9. While we use the notation V¥(sly) for V; considered as a vertex operator
algebra, we will typically use the notation V; when considering it as a V*(sly)-module, or
as an object of K LF(sly).

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 KL (sly):
Proposition 2.11. The generalized Verma module V; is projective in K LF(sly).

Proof. Consider a diagram
V1

|
WL X
in K L*(sly) with p surjective. We need to show that there is a morphism g : V; — W such
that pog = f.
Both conformal weight spaces W) and X|y are finite-dimensional (and thus semisimple)

sla-modules on which a € sly acts by a(0). Thus because p is surjective, there is an sly-
module homomorphism g : X(g — W[g] such that p|W[O] oq =Idx,. Then

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

Moreover, since the shifted level K = p/q is a positive number, the conformal weight h, =
4ip(r2 — 1) is non-negative for all » € Z>;. Thus the conformal weights of W are non-

negative, and it follows that a(n)q(f(1)) = 0 for all a € sly, n > 0. Thus 1 — ¢(f(1))
defines an (slz)>¢-module homomorphism from C1 to W, and then the universal property
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of generalized Verma modules induces a unique f?[g—module homomorphism g : V; — W
such that g(1) = ¢(f(1)). Thus

(pog)(1) =p(qe(f(1)) = f(1),

and then po g = f as desired because 1 generates V; as an ag—module. g

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,X,1,1,r, A) is a tensor category with projective unit 1 and such
that the tensoring functor e KW 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 eg : R* X R — 1, and
coevaluation ip : 1 — RX R*, and consider a diagram

R
|1
w-Lsx

in C with p surjective. Then by assumption pXIdg- : WK R* — X K R* is also surjective,
so because 1 is projective in C, we have a commutative diagram

1

/ l(f&IdR*)oiR

XX R*

WK R*

p'XIdR*

for some morphism g : 1 — W X R*. We define g : R — W to be the composition

_ -1
! gXIdRr ‘AW,R* R

1 e r
REZ1RR P WRRIYRR WK (R* K R) JWHR, 1 IV py,

and then
pog=porwo (Idw Rer) o Ay'p o (§RIdR)oly!
=rx o (Idx Meg) o A po (PR Idpe) B Idg) o (§ R 1dg) o Iz
=rx o (Idx Meg) o Ay'p. po ((f Rldge) RIdg) o (ip M1dg) o ;'
= forpo(IdgReg) 0 AR'p. o (ir®Idg) o I
=f
using the left rigidity of R. Thus R is projective. O

In KLF(sly), the tensoring functor e« X 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 KLF(sly) is projective.
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2.4. The tensor subcategory K Lj(slz). The maximal proper submodule of the gener-
alized Verma module V; is also the maximal proper ideal of the vertex operator algebra
V¥(sly). Thus £; has a simple vertex operator algebra structure, which we denote Ly (sls).

Definition 2.14. The category K Li(sly) is the category of finitely-generated grading-
restricted generalized Ly (sl2)-modules.

Objects of K Lg(sly) are precisely the finitely-generated grading-restricted generalized
V*(sly)-modules on which the maximal proper ideal acts trivially. Thus K Ly(sly) is a full
subcategory of KLk(ﬁ[g). The case p = 1, that is, k = =2+ 1/q for ¢ € Z>;, was analyzed
in [Cr, CY]. In this case, it can be seen from Theorem 2.2 that V*(sly) = Lj(slz) and
that V. = £, for all » € Z>;. From this, it is easy to show that KL*(sly) = KLj(slz) is
semisimple. Moreover, it is shown in [C'Y] using the results of [McR2, ACGY] that K L*(sl,)
is a rigid braided tensor category such that

r+r'—1
LR L ) Lo
r''=|r—r/|4+1
r+r'+7r"=1 (mod 2)
for all 7,7" € Z>y. If p > 1, then k = —2 + p/q is an admissible level for sly [KWa] and
Li(sly) is a proper quotient of V¥(sly). Known results about K Ly (sly) are summarized in
the following theorem:

Theorem 2.15. Let k = —2+ p/q be an admissible level for sl,.

(1) [AM, DLM] The category K Li(sls) of grading-restricted generalized Ly (slz)-modules
is semisimple with simple objects L, for 1 <r <p—1.

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

(3) [BF, DLM, CHY] Tensor products of simple modules in K Ly(sls) are as follows:

min(r+r'—1,2p—r—r'—1)
LR L &y o (2.16)
r''=|r—r/|4+1
r+r'+7""=1 (mod 2)
for1 <rr’' <p-1.

For p > 1, K Li(sly) is not exactly a tensor subcategory of K L¥(sly) since its unit object
L1 is different from the unit object V; of K Lk(ﬁ[g). However, we will show that the inclusion
12 KLi(sly) — KLF(sly) is a lax monoidal functor, and that the difference in unit objects
is the only reason that ¢ is not a strong monoidal functor. First, we need a lemma:

Lemma 2.16. Suppose that Y is a surjective V¥ (sly)-module intertwining operator of type
(W?/svz) where W1 is an object of KLy (sly) and Wa, W3 are objects of KL*(sly). Then Wi
is an object of K Ly(sla).

Proof. By assumption, W3 is spanned by coefficients of powers of z and log = in Y (w1, z)wy =
Y hec Zkez>0(w1)h;kw2 z~"1(log 2)* as wy and wy run over Wy and Wy, respectively. Thus
to show that W3 is an object of K Ly(sly), that is, W3 is an Ly (sly)-module, we need to
show that vy, (w1)ppwe = 0 for all wy € Wi, wa € Wy, h € C, k € Z>p, n € Z, and v
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in the maximal proper ideal of V* (slg). In fact, the easy intertwining operator generaliza-
tion of [LL, Proposition 4.5.7] shows that vy, (wi)p,w2 is a linear combination of vectors
(vmwt) kw2 for m € Z and j € C. Since Wy is an Ly(slp)-module, each v, wy = 0, and
thus each vy, (w1)p w2 = 0 as well. O

If Wy is an object of K Ly (sly) and Wy is an object of K L¥(sly), then the tensor product

intertwining operator of type (%ﬁ% 2) is surjective, so the preceding lemma shows that

W1 B Wy is an object of K Li(sly). That is,
Corollary 2.17. K L (sly) is a tensor ideal of K LF(sly).

We can now give the inclusion ¢ : K Ly (sly) — K L*(sl3) the structure of a lax monoidal
functor. First, we have the surjection

(ol Vl — L(ﬁl)
between unit objects. Now suppose W; and W5 are objects in K Ly(slz). We temporarily use
X* and X}, to denote the tensor products in K L*(sly) and K Ly (sly), respectively, and we
use V¥ and Y}, to denote the tensor product intertwining operators of types (Wl&kWQ) and

W1 Wa
(va@vvgz), respectively. Then the universal property of ¥ induces a unique V* (sl2)-module

homomorphism
(I)W17W2 : L(Wl) gk L(Wg) — L(Wl gk Wg)
such that the diagram

Wy ® W e (W) By Wa)[log #]{x}

k

(«(W1) B* «(W2))[log z]{x}

comimutes.
Since +(W7) &F 1(W5) is an object of K Ly(sly) by Lemma 2.16, the universal property

of I, also induces @y, w, : t(W1 Ky Wa) — 1(Wy) KF (W) such that &)Wl,Wz oV, = V.
Since Y* and ) are both surjective, it follows that &>W17W2 is the inverse of ®y, ,, that
is, ®w, w, is an isomorphism. This isomorphism is natural because if f; : W7 — X; and
fa : Wy — X9 are morphisms in K Li(sly), then

[L(f1 By, fo) 0 @, wo](VF (wr, 2)ws) = (f1 By, fo) (Vi (wr, x)ws)
= Vi(f1(w1), 2) fa(wa) = @, 5, (Y (L(f1) (wr), 2)e(f2) (w2))
= [@x,,%, © (1(f1) B (o)) (Y (w1, 2)wn)
for all wy € Wy and we € Wo. Thus the isomorphisms @y, 1w, define a natural isomorphism
®: Ko (1 x 1) — Loy,
We can now prove:

Theorem 2.18. The surjection ¢ and the natural isomorphism ® give the inclusion ¢ :
KLy (sly) — KL*(sly) the structure of a lax braided ribbon monoidal functor.



22 ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

Proof. It remains to show that ¢ and ® are suitably compatible with the unit, associa-
tivity, braiding, and ribbon twist isomorphisms of K Ly(sly) and K L*(sl). For the unit
isomorphisms, we need to show that the diagram

XF1d,
Vi RF (W) 2 ) &E (W)

llL(W) l<1>c1,w

L(W) L(ﬁl,l gk W)

«(lw)

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

[(lw) © By w o (0 R 1d, ) )] (V* (v, 2)w) = [t(lw) © By, W]V (p(v), 2)w)
= lw (Vk(p(v), )w) = Y (p(v), 2)w =Y, 1) (v, 2)w
= L) (V" (v, 2)w)
for all v € V; = VF(sly) and w € W, where the next to last equality holds because the
maximal proper ideal of V*(sly), that is, the kernel of ¢, acts trivially on Ly (sls)-modules.

Compatibility of ¢ and ® with the right unit isomorphisms is proved in the same way.
For the associativity and braiding isomorphisms, the diagrams

AWy, e(Wa) (W)

L(W1) BF (o(Wo) KF (W) (c(Wy) BF (W) F (W)

lIdL(Wﬂ&k@WvaS lq)Wl’Wz'gkIdL(Wg)
L(Wl) gk L(W2 &k Wg) L(Wl &k Wg) gk L(Wg)
léwlngQvWS

L((Wl gk WQ) gk Wg)

lq’wl,ngkwg,

L(Wy Ky (Wa X, W3))

L(AW1 ,W2,W3)

and
RL S
(W) BF (W) — Dy y ) ()
l‘PWl,WQ lq)Wval
(Rwy,wy)
L(Wl &k Wg) L(W2 gk Wl)

commute for objects Wy, W, Wy in K L (sly) simply because, by (2.14) and (2.15), the asso-
ciativity and braiding isomorphisms in K L*(sly) are defined in terms of the tensor product
intertwining operators J* in the same way that the associativity and braiding isomorphisms
in K Ly (sly) are defined in terms of the ), and because the natural isomorphism ¢ maps
V¥ to V. Finally, the functor ¢ preserves ribbon twists in the sense that 0. owy = (0w ) for

all W in K Ly(sly) because 6 = €2™L(0) on both KLF(sly) and K Ly(sly). O

By the preceding theorem (or more precisely, because ® is a natural isomorphism), we
no longer need to distinguish between X and X, so we will just use the notation X for
the tensor product in K LF(sly). Using Lemma 2.16 and Theorem 2.18, we can derive the
tensor products of £, for 1 < r < p — 1 with all other simple modules £,s in KLF(sly).
First, we have:
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Lemma 2.19. For any V¥(sly)-module W in KL (sly), £1 ®W is a homomorphic image
of W which is an Ly (sly)-module. In particular, assuming p > 1, L1 K L, =0 if r > p.

Proof. The V*(sl3)-module homomorphism

Ly PRIdy
W =" WVWHRW — LKW

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

Theorem 2.20. For 1 <r,r' <p—1, we have

min(r+r’'—1,2p—r—r'—1)

ET IE ET»/ = @ ‘CT”
r'=r—r'|+1
r+r'+7r"=1 (mod 2)
in KL¥(sly), while £, R Ly =0 for 1 <r <p—1 andr' > p.
Proof. The first conclusion follows from (2.16) and Theorem 2.18, while for r < p < 7/,
LKL = (L, RL)KRLy =L R(LRL)=L,KOZ0
by (2.16) and Lemma 2.19. O

2.5. Intertwining operators among generalized Verma modules. Here we discuss
generalities on intertwining operators among V¥ (sly)-modules, and especially generalized
Verma modules, in K L*(sly). Let W be an object of K L¥(sly); then W has a conformal
weight grading of the form W = @le @D, =0 Wio,4n] Where the complex numbers o; for
1 <i < I are non-congruent modulo Z. We then fix a Z>¢-grading W = @, , W (n) such
that W(n) = @i[:l Wi, 4n]- Each W (n) is a finite-dimensional slz-module.

Now take Wy, Wa, W3 to be objects of KLF(sly), and suppose ) is a V*(sly)-module
intertwining operator of type (WKV%@) The commutator formula (2.11) implies that )
induces an slo-module homomorphism

W(y) : Wl(O) ® W (0) — W35(0)
defined by
(V) (m1 ® ma) = mo(Y(m1, 1)ms)

for my € W1(0) and my € W5(0), where 7y denotes projection onto W3(0) with respect to
the Z>q-grading of W3. We say Y is surjective if W3 is spanned by the coefficients of powers
of z and log x in Y (w1, x)wy as wy and wy range over Wi and Wo, respectively. By [CMY3,
Proposition 3.1.1] (which is based on [T'W, Proposition 24]) and its proof, we have:

Proposition 2.21. If Wi and Wy are generated as VF(sly)-modules by W1(0) and Wo(0),
respectively, and Y is a surjective intertwining operator, then w()) is a surjective slo-module
homomorphism.

Since the tensor product intertwining operator )y of type (Vg}lxvg 2) is surjective [HLZ3,

Proposition 4.23], we get:

Corollary 2.22. If W1 and Wy are generalized Verma modules or simple modules, then
(W1 ®W3)(0) is an sla-module quotient of W1(0) ® Wa(0).
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The preceding corollary gives upper bounds on the tensor product module W7 X Ws. 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
Vs, tensors with other generalized Verma modules in K L*(sly) when & = —2 + p/q is an
admissible level. To make the notation in the following theorem more uniform, we set Vo = 0
(that is, Vy is the generalized Verma module induced from the 0-dimensional sly-module):

Theorem 2.23. For r € Z>1 such that p{r,
VQ & Vfr = Vr—l @ Vr-‘,—l,
while for n € Z>1, there is an exact sequence
0—Vop-1/Tn — Va®Vp, — Vppp1 — 0
for some submodule J,, C Vyp_1.
Proof. The case Vo K V| = Vy @ Vo = Vs is immediate because V; is the unit object of
K Lk(ﬁ[g). For all other cases, we recall the notation M,, r € Z>1, for the r-dimensional
irreducible slp-module. Thus by Corollary 2.22, the degree-0 space (V2 X V,)(0) is an sly-
module quotient of
M2 ® Mr = Mr_l ® Mr+1.

In particular, the possible lowest conformal weight(s) of V, KV, are
q 2 q (2
hrt1 =1 (r+£1)?-1) = @(r +2r).

recalling (2.5). Note that h,11 — h,—1 = %, which is an integer if and only if p | r.

First suppose p t r, so that the two possible lowest conformal weights of Vo XV, are non-
congruent modulo Z. Then the universal property of generalized Verma modules implies
that the submodule ((V2 K V,)(0)) generated by the degree-0 space is a quotient of V,_; @
Vr4+1. Moreover, there is a surjective intertwining operator

V2@V, — (V2 BV (V2 )V, (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 (VoXV,.)/((V2XV,)(0))
must be h,41, but in fact these conformal weight spaces in the quotient are 0. The only
possibility is that the quotient module is 0, that is, Vo X V), is generated by its degree-0
subspace. Consequently, there is a surjective map

Vi1 @ Vg1 — Va XKV,
Now by [McR1, Theorem 5.1], there are non-zero intertwining operators
Vi Vo®V, — Ve {z}
in the case p{r. Moreover, from [McR1, Theorem 3.9], the slp-module homomorphisms
(Vi) 1 M2 @ My — Mygq

are the unique (up to scale) surjections. Thus the images of )+ contain the generating lowest
conformal weight subspaces M,+1 C V,+1, which means that )y are surjective. Then by
the universal property of vertex algebraic tensor products, there are surjective maps

Vo V) — V1.
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It follows that Vo WKV, 2 V,_1 @ V1 when p{r.

For r = np with n € Z>1, we have hypt1 — hpp—1 = qn € Z>1, so the lowest possible
conformal weight of Vo WV, is hy,p,—1, and the corresponding conformal weight space gen-
erates a Vk(slg)—submodule of the form V,,_1/J, for some J,, C V,p—1. By Proposition
2.21, the quotient (Vo & V,,p)/(Vip—1/Tn) is, if non-zero, generated by a lowest conformal
weight space M,,,+1 of conformal weight hy,,41. Thus there is an exact sequence

0 — Vap1/TIn — Va BV — Vops1/Tn — 0

for some submodule jn C Vipt+1- Again by [McR1, Theorems 3.9 and 5.1], there is a
surjective intertwining operator of type (V;’{jl) (although we are no longer guaranteed an
intertwining operator into V,,—1). Thus there is a surjection f : Vo WV, = Vyp41. Since
the submodule V,,—1/J, € Vo ®V,, is generated by its lowest conformal weight space,
which has a conformal weight lower than hp,;1, it follows that V,,_; / Jn 1s contained in
the kernel of f, and thus f factors through Vy,41/ Tn. Consequently Tn = 0, proving the
final case of the theorem. n

Remark 2.24. After showing that Vs is rigid in the next section, we will show that the
submodule J,, € Vp,—1 is actually 0.

3. RIGIDITY OF Vs

We continue to fix a level k = —2 4 p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and ¢ € Z>1, and
we set Kk = k+ 2 = p/q to be the shifted level. In this section, we will prove that the
generalized Verma module V; is rigid in the tensor category K L¥(sly) by using Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations to derive explicit expressions for compositions of intertwining
operators involving V,. This is similar to rigidity proofs in [TW, CMY2, CMY3, MY2].

Theorem 3.1. The generalized Verma module Vs is rigid and self-dual in K LF(sly) for any
level k = —2+p/q with p € Z>2 and q € Z>; relatively prime, with evaluation e : VoW Vo —
V1 and coevaluation i : Vi — Vo W Vo such that

coi— (—emalp _ c=mialpy 1ay,

The p = 1 version of this theorem has already been proved in [CY], so we do not consider
this case further here. The scalar —e™4/P — ¢=™4/P coming from e o is called the intrinsic
dimension of V5. It does not depend on the choice of evaluation and coevaluation, since
rigidity will imply that there are vector space isomorphisms

Hom(Vg X VQ, Vl) = End(Vg) = Hom(Vl, Vg X Vg)

Thus because dim End(V,) = 1, all possible evaluation-coevaluation pairs for V, are given
by (c-e,c™!-4) for ¢ € C*, and all such possibilities yield the same intrinsic dimension.

3.1. Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations. Let W be some V*(sly)-module, J; an in-
tertwining operator of type (V;jQW), and )» an intertwining operator of type (VK;2). The
2-dimensional simple sla-module Ms is the lowest conformal weight space of both the gen-
eralized Verma module Vs and its contragredient V5, so we can define

¢ (vo,v1,v2,v3; 2) = (vo, Y1(v1, 1)Va(ve, 2)v3)

for vg € My C V) and vq,v9,v3 € My C V. We can view ¢(vg,v1,v2,v3;2) as either a
formal series in z (with 1 substituted into ) using the branch of logarithm log1 = 0), as



26 ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

a multivalued analytic function on the punctured disk 0 < |z| < 1, or as a single-valued
analytic function on the simply-connected domain

U={zeCl|z] <1}\ (~1,0].

In this last case, we fix a single-valued branch by setting log z = log |z| 4+ i arg z, where
- < argz < T.

It is well known that ¢(vg, v1, v2, v3; 2) 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 x; — 1, x93 — 2, and using the Casimir operator Q = ef + %hz + fe
for sly, we have:

%£¢(U0,U1,U2,U332)
= 2" P(vo, v1, f - va,e - v332) — (L —2) " p(vg, € vy, f - v2, 033 2)
1 1
+ 5,2_1(;5(110,111, h-vy,h-vs;z) — 5(1 — 2) Yo (vg, h - vy, - v, v3;2)
+ 27 p(vo, v1, € vg, f - v3;2) — (1= 2) " d(vo, f - v1, € - va, 35 2). (3.1)

To solve the KZ equations, we need relations among the different solutions for different
Vg, U1, V2, v3 € Ms. Such relations follow from the fact that for any fixed z € U, the map

Mo ® My ® My @ My — C
vy ® v1 ® v2 ® v3 > @(vo, V1, V2, V3; 2)

is an sly-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 € My C V, to
be a highest-weight vector, we have

¢(U07 Ua U7 U; Z) = O
for all vy € M». Using this relation, we then get
¢(U07 a-v,v, U) + ¢(U07 v,a -, U) + ¢(U07 v,V,a - U) =0 (32)

for any vg € Ms, a € sls.
Now for any vg € Ms, we derive second-order differential equations for

¢1(U0; Z) = (b(UOa f * U, 0, U)a ¢2(U0; Z) = (b(UOa v, f v, U)'
We begin with two cases of the KZ equation (3.1), in the second case also using (3.2):

/fdiz(bl(vo;z) = % [z_l +(1- z)_l] b1 (vo;2) — (1 — 2) Lo (vg; 2), (3.3)

d _ _ 1 _ _
mEqbg(vo;z) = — [z Ly (1-2) 1—1—] o1(vo; 2) — 3 [3,2 L (1—2) 1] d2(vo;2).  (3.4)
We solve (3.3) for ¢o(vg; 2) in terms of ¢ (vg; z) and its derivative and then plug into (3.4) to

obtain a second-order equation for ¢1(vg; z); we derive a second-order differential equation
for ¢o(vg; z) similarly:
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Theorem 3.2. For any vg € My C V), the analytic function ¢1(vo; z) is a solution on the
region U to the differential equation

K22(1 — 2)¢7 (2) — k[(k 4+ 2)z — 1]¢)(2) + [gz_l — Zz_l(l — z)_l] ¢1(z) =0, (3.5)

and ¢2(vo; z) is a solution on U to the differential equation
3
K22(1 — 2)¢h(2) + k(K + 1)(1 — 22)dh(2) — [2/1 + Zz_l(l - z)_l] b2(z) = 0. (3.6)

Recall from (2.5) that the lowest conformal weight of Vs is hy = 2. If we set

filz) = 222 1= 2)201(2),  falz) = 22"2(1 — 2)*"2¢n(2)
where ¢;(z) is a solution to (3.5) and ¢2(z) is a solution to (3.6), then fi(z) satisfies the
hypergeometric equation
K221 = 2) f{1(2) + K[K(2 — 32) — 2(1 — 22)]f1(2) — (k — 1)(k — 3) f1(2) = 0, (3.7)
and fy(z) satisfies the hypergeometric equation
K22(1 = 2) fY(2) + k(K — 2)(1 = 22) f3(2) + (k — 3) f2(2) = 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 V,. Let M be a V*(sly)-module, Y an
intertwining operator of type ( ]V}) %2), and Y? an intertwining operator of type ( M ) For

Va2 Vo
vo € Mo C V5 and vy, v9,v3 € My C Vs, we define
P(vg, v1, 2,035 2) = (v, VH(I? (v1,1 — 2)va, 2)v3).

Using the L(0)-conjugation property [HLZ2, Proposition 3.36(b)], we view ¢ (vg, v1, v2, v3; 2)
as a series in powers of 1;22:

P(v, v1, V9, v3; 2) = 222 <v0,y1 <372 <’01, ! ; z) 2, 1> ’U3>
1— 2\ 1 9 1—2
1+ 2 vo, V| V7| vy, 2 v, 1 | vg ). (3.9)

If we substitute l;zz into V? using the branch of logarithm log(l;zz) = log |1_72| +1 arg(l;zz)
with —7 < arg(l_Tz) < m, then 1 (vg, v1, v, v3; 2) defines a single-valued analytic function
on the simply-connected domain

U={zeC||z| >[1—2>0}\[l,00) ={z€C|Rez>1/2}\[L,00).

Associativity of intertwining operators [HLZ6] shows that (v, v1,v2,v3;2) is the analytic
continuation to U of a corresponding product of intertwining operators ¢(vg, v1,v2, v3; 2)
defined on U. So the functions v (vg, v1, ve, vs; z) satisfy the same differential equations as
B(vo, v1,v2,v3; 2).
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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:

1 2
gl)(z) = 27 2hetl () )72,y (1 e §; 2 — —;z> ,

2) — ,—2hath3 1— 2h2 F l _l g 1
(2)==2 (1—-2)" 21(/{ ALK (3.10)

where hg = % from (2.5) is the lowest conformal weight of V3, and a basis of solutions for
(3.6) on U is:

1 2
W(2) = 27221 — 2)722,y 1y (1 - %v ——;1- E§Z> )

(2) — p2hatha; _ N—2he 1_1 1-1 2 3.11
D) =1 =) e (1- 1 i i) (3.11)

We will use these explicit solutions to prove that Vs 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 slp-invariant bilinear form on Ms C V), such that

<U7f 'U> = —<f"U,’U> =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 £ of type (V;)bz) such
that the slp-homomorphism 7(€) : My ® My — M is given by (-,-). In particular, for
lowest-conformal-weight vectors w,w’ € My C Vs,

E(w', z)w € x~2h (W', w)1 + 2 V1 [[=]]).

We define the evaluation candidate € : Vo X V5 — Vg to be the unique homomorphism such

that € o Vg = £, where Vg is the tensor product intertwining operator of type (1;22&]})2 2).

For the coevaluation, we compose the slo-homomorphism M; — Ms ® M, defined by
1= f-vQu—v®f-v
with the sls-homomorphism
m(Vr) : My @ My — (Vo K V5)(0),
and apply the universal property of induced ;Ig—modules to get a homomorphism
1V = VoV,
such that
i(1) =m0 (Va(f-v,1)v — Va(v,1)f -v). (3.12)

Equivalently, i(1) is the coefficient of 722 in Vg (f - v,z)v — Yg(v,z)f - v.
To prove Vs is rigid, we need to show that the compositions

RV Lh ViRV, B (R RV, A VR (VR N vy Sy, (3.13)

RV TRV L YR LR D VLRV RY, Dy Ry, Ly, (3.14)
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both equal the same non-zero scalar multiple of the identity on Vs, since we can then rescale
either i or £ so that R = R’ = Idy,. Since End(V,) = ClIdy, (even though Vs is not generally
simple), it is enough to show that

(f -0, %) =(f v, R (v) =c

for some highest-weight vector v € My C V5 and ¢ € C*.
Considering R first, the definitions (2.13) and (3.12) imply that

(iRId) ol (v) = (1 K1d)(Vg(1,1)v)
= Res, 22 1Vg (Va(f - v,2)v — Vg(v,2)f -v,1) v
= Res, 22711 + )22 (Ve (Va(f - v, 2)v, o1 2 — Ye(Va(v,z)f -v,1)v),

where we use Vg to denote all tensor product intertwining operators. The last equality
above holds because 722 is the lowest power of z in Vr(w',z)w for w',w € My C Vs,
which in turn holds because 0 is the lowest conformal weight of V5 XV, (indeed, 0 is the
minimum among all conformal weights of all modules in KLF(sl3)). We now substitute

T 1;ZZ for ze UNU using the principal branch of logarithm, and then recalling (3.9)
as well as (2.13) and (2.15), we find that (f - v,9R(v)) is the coefficient of (1;22)_%2 in the
expansion of the following analytic function as a series in l;zz on UNU:

<f co,ro(IdXe) o A~ (Va(Va(f - v, 1 — 2)v, 2)v — Yr(Vx(v,1 —2)f - v,z)v)>

- <f o, o (AR ) (Va(f v, 1) Ve (v, 2)0 — Va(v, )Va(f - v, z)v)>
= <f v, Q(YV2)(f v, 1)5(U7 Z)U> - <f v, Q(YVZ)(U7 1)5(f v, Z)U> ) (315)

where
Q) (w, 2)u = VY, (u, —z)w

for u € VF(sly), w € Vs.
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 0, Q000,) (0, DIN(f - v,0) 272 = (f - 0,0)227 202 = 27202,

so the second term of (3.15) is the fundamental basis solution
(1) _ ,—2ha 1— —2ha F 1_§ _11_2
D) =221 = 2y (1- 222 - ).
For the first term, we need the coefficient of x=2"2+1 in £(v, z)v. Set

Ew' ww =3 Em(w @ w)s=22 1T
m=0

for w,w" € My C Vy. By the L(0)-conjugation formula and the commutator formula (2.11),
Em + My ® My — Vi(m) is an slp-module homomorphism. Since v ® v is an sly-highest
weight vector, & (v ®v) = c¢-e(—1)1 for some ¢ € C. Thus

FO)E @R V) = c- f1)e(~1)1 = e(~h(0) + k(f,e))1 = ck - 1;
this together with the commutator formula

fE(w,x)v =zE(f -v,x)v
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implies ck = (f - v,v) = —1, or ¢ = —%. Consequently, as a series in z, the first term of
(3.15) has lowest-degree term

_ _ 1 _ 1
— 5w TV (DL, —1)f - 0)e T = (v (F o) = - gL

=

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

1 (1) 1 —2ho+1 —2h 1 3 2
—— = —— 1-— (1l ——1——2— —; .
k¢1 (Z) ka ( Z) 2471 I{, I{7 K/’Z

Thus to calculate (f - v, R(

v)), we need to expand —%qbgl)(z) - gl)(z) as a series in 1
and extract the coefficient of (1=

1=z
2)=2h2 Since

z

1
G NORE RO

1— 2\ 2k 1 2 1 2
=—< Z) o4k (%Fl (1——,1—5;2——;z>+2F1 <1—§,——;1——;z>>
z k K K K K K

K

and since z~42(+1) = (1 4 22)2(+1) are power series in
equivalent to find the constant term in the expansion of

1 1 2 1 P
_E2F1 (1__’1_§32__?Z> — ok <1—§,——;1——;z>
K K K K

1—2

with constant term 1, it is

K K

as a series in 1_72 on the region U N U. Using [DLMF, Equations 15.10.21, 5.5.1, and 5.5.3],
this constant term is

1 re-3r@)

K K

L1 —2)r(

= o

IR S S (K i
k—2T(1-4Hra+i) rdra-1) K—2 1 rihra-1
Y 7/ sin(2X) 1
7/ sin(Z) cos(L)’
This calculation proves that (f-v,R(v)) = — [cos (Z)] ~'. Then since 9 is a scalar multiple
of Idy, and (f - v,v) = —1, it follows that

R = [cos (%)} - -Idy, # 0

when k = p/q with p > 3 and ¢ relatively prime to p.

To show that the second rigidity composition SR’ is the same scalar multiple of Idy,, 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

(3.16)
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commutes thanks to the naturality of the braiding and the hexagon axioms:
Vo

-1

VIR, —F VR,

iX1d lld&z’

(Vg&Vg)&VgL%&(Vg&Vg) Idﬂgl}g&(wgw)

AL A

Vo ) (V2 X Va) L(VQ‘XVQ)@VQ%(Vggl)Q)lXVQ

1dXe lamd

VRV — =V Ky

Vs

Thus we will get R’ = R as required if there is a non-zero scalar ¢ such that
Roi=c-i, coR=c-e. (3.17)

Note that R o7 and € o R are indeed scalar multiples of ¢ and &, respectively, because the
p > 3 case of Theorem 2.23 implies that Hom(Vy, Vo X V) and Hom(V, X Vs, Vy) are both
one-dimensional. To compute the scalar for 4, the definitions (2.14) and (3.12) yield

(Roi)(1) = (Romo) Va(f-v,)v—Ia(v,1)f - v)
= (eL(_l)yg(v, ) f v —eTDYR(f v, e’”)v)
= —To (e“i(L(O)_2h2)(yg(f v, D)o — Yr(v, 1) f - v))
= —mLO0)=2h2) (1) = =22 (1), (3.18)
so we get ¢ = —e~2™h2_ For ¢, the definitions yield
(e o R)Va(w', x)w) = e XV E(w, ™ a)w'’
c emL(—l)(ewi$)—2h2 ((w,w’>1 +:1:V1[[x]])
= g 2mihz g —2hy ((w', w)l + le[[x]])
for w,w’ € My C V,. By the uniqueness of £ up to scalar multiples, this implies
e””L(_l)E(w, e w = —e_zthE(w',a;)w

for all w,w’ € Vs, which again yields —e~2""2 for the value of ¢ in (3.17). Thus R’ = R,
and we have proved that Vs 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 Vs. By (3.16), one choice of coevaluation and evaluation for Vs is i and
e := cos(%) - €. Then since End(V;) = C - Idy,, the intrinsic dimension is simply the scalar
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d such that (eo0i)(1) = d-1. Using the definitions, we compute
(e0i)(1) = cos (=) - (0 m0) V(S - v, v = V(v 1) -v)

eﬂiq/p + e—T(iq/p
= 5 o (E(f v, 1)v—E(v, 1) f -v)
miq/p —miq/p | |
= € —|-2€ . (<f . U,’U>1 — <’U’f . ’U>1) = (_eﬂ'lp/q _ e—ﬂ'lp/q) 1,

as desired.

3.3. The case p = 2. Now we prove Theorem 3.1 for levels k = —2+2/q for ¢ € Z>; 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

o\V(z) = z72heta(1 — 2)~2h2, (g —g; g; z) :

o (2) = (1= )7 [ hR (S -Tigs)logz+ Gi(a)] . (3.19)

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

(bgl)(z) = z72heta(] _ )22, <%, 1-— g; 1+q; z)

¢§2) (2) = 27 2h2(1 — )72 [zngl <g, 1-— %; 1+ g¢; z) log z + Gg(z)} , (3.20)

where G1(z) and G3(z) are power series that converge in the region U.

When p = 2, we still have a coevaluation candidate i : Vi — Vo K Vs defined by (3.12),
but we must define the evaluation candidate e differently because there is no surjective
intertwining operator of type (V;}%/z) 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 ) of type
(v:%) such that the sly-homomorphism 7()) : My ® My — Ms is surjective. The image of
Y contains the generating lowest conformal weight space M3 C Vs, and thus ) is surjective.
We then get a non-zero (but non-surjective) intertwining operator £ of type (V;)%) by
composing ) with the surjection V3 — L3 and then with the inclusion L3 < V; (recall
(2.9)). We define € : Vo KV, — V) to be the unique homomorphism such that € o Vg = €.

Since the lowest conformal weight of L3 C V) is hg = ¢, we have

E(w',x)w e x_2h2+q(b(w' ® w) + xL3[[z]])

for w,w’ € My C Vs, where b is an slo-module surjection from My ® My to the lowest
conformal weight space M3 of L3 C V;. To be concrete, for a highest-weight vector v € Ma,
let b(v ® v) = v be a highest weight vector in Mj. Then

WP w0 =bwe fu)= 2 b(fve ) =g (fD)

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 Idy,, and for R it is again enough
to show that (f - v,%(v)) is non-zero. Then by the same calculations as in the p > 3 case,
(=)~

z

we are reduced to showing that the coefficient of in the expansion of

(W, Q) (f v, 1)E(v, 2)v) — (v, Q(Yy,) (v, 1E(S - v, 2)v) (3.21)
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as a series in 1— and log (1 Z) on UN U is non-zero for some v' € My C Vy. We prove this

by contradlctlon, thus assume that the coefficient of (1%)_%2 in (3.21) is 0 for all v € M.
Taking v' = f - v, then as a series in z, the lowest-degree term of the first summand in
(3.21) is
(f -0, 2%,)(f - 0, 1)) 2"+
We claim that the coefficient
= (-0, QN)(f - v2,1)0) = 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 2279, it is a multiple of the
non-logarithmic fundamental basis solution in (3.19):

c'z_2h2+q(1 —2h2, <g —=:1q; 2 >

From [DLMF, Equation 15.8.11], the coefficient of (122)~

as a series in l;zz on U is

~2h2 Ghen this solution is expanded

c(qg—1)! .
P3O ()

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

(3.23)

<f v, Q(Y,)(0,1)f - 0) 27224 = —% (f 0, Q¥,)(f -0, 1)7) 2721210 = _écz—%m,

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 —2ha+q —2h q q
—c- 1=2)725 0 (£1- 414 g2).
20 z ( 2) 211 (5 5 +q;z

Again using [DLMF, Equation 15.8.11], the coefficient of (1_72)_%2 in the expansion of this
solution as a series in 1 2 on U is
I clg—1)" c(g—1)

=— . (3.24)
TN+ 9 ()
By our assumption that the coefficient of (122)=2" in (3.21) vanishes, the difference of

(3.23) and (3.24) must be 0. This is only possible if ¢ = 0, as claimed.
Now taking v = v in (3.21), slo-weight considerations imply that

(v, Q(Y,)(f(0)v, 1)v) = 0. (3.25)

Combining (3.22) and (3.25), the slp-homomorphism
To(Q(Yv,) eecs) : Mo ® Mz — My (3.26)
vanishes. Thus by Proposition 2.21, the intertwining operator Q(Yy,)|v,er, of type (V;)Z)

is not surjective. Since Vs is simple when p = 2, this means Q(Yy,)|v,oc, = 0, equivalently,
Y, lzs@v, = 0. Since L3 is the maximal proper submodule of V;, this implies Vs is an
Ly (sly)-module, which is a contradiction because the only simple grading-restricted Ly (sl2)-

module is £ when k = —2 + 2/q is admissible. Consequently, the coefficient of (1;2,2)—2’!2
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in the expansion of (3.21) on U is not 0 for some v/ € My C Vj, and we conclude that the
rigidity composition R is a non-zero scalar multiple of Idy,.

As in the p > 3 case, we can show that the second rigidity composition JR’ agrees with R
by proving (3.17) for some ¢ € C*. Since i is defined the same way for p = 2 as for p > 3,
and since V) is generated by 1, the calculation (3.18) shows that

when p = 2. For ¢, the definitions imply that it is enough to prove
EIL(_l)y(w, ewix)wl _ —6_2”ih2y(w',:1:)w

for any intertwining operator ) of type (V;}%) and all w,w’ € Vy. Since [McR1, Theorem 3.9]
implies that ) is completely determined by the slo-homomorphism 7(Y) : My ® My — Ms,
it is sufficient to take w,w’ € My and compute

o (eL(—l)y(w’ eTri)w/) =7 (eﬁi(L(O)—th)y(w’ 1)'[/)/)
— em'(h3—2h2)ﬂ_(y)(w ® wl)
_ eﬂi(q—2h2)ﬂ_(y)(w ® w/) _ _6—27rih27_‘_(y)(w/ ® w),

where the last equality holds because ¢ is odd and sls-homomorphisms My ® My — M3 are
symmetric. This completes the proof that Vs 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 ¢
is odd, the intrinsic dimension of V, is

—e™a/2 _ ¢7T4/2 — _9 o (%T) = 0.

Since 1 generates Vy, it is enough to show that (eo4)(1) = 0, where e is a suitable non-zero
multiple of €. Indeed, this holds because the image of e is contained in the maximal proper
submodule £3 C V; whose minimum conformal weight is ¢ > 0, whereas the conformal
weight of (e 0i)(1) is 0.

4. PROJECTIVE OBJECTS IN K L*(sl))

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

4.1. Tensor products involving V. In Theorem 2.23, we determined the tensor products
Vo XV, for p 1 r, but did not completely determine the tensor products of Vo with the simple
generalized Verma modules V,,;,. In this subsection, we will completely determine Vo XV,
but first we compute Vo X L,. for p t r. For more uniform formulas, we set £y = 0:

Theorem 4.1. Forn € Z>g and 1 <r <p—1,

~ ﬁnp—i—r—l ® »Cnp-i-r—i-l Z'f r<p-— 2
VZ X ﬁnp-i-?“ - { ﬁ(n+1)p—2 Zf r=p— 1

Proof. Since Vs is rigid, the functor Vo X e is exact. Thus by Theorem 2.2, there is an exact
sequence

0— VQ X ﬁ(n+2)p_r — VQ X Vnp-i—r — VQ X ﬁnp—i—r —0 (4.1)
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for n € Z>p and 1 <r <p—1. We can combine these exact sequences into a resolution
— W K V(n+2)p+r — Vo X V(n+2)p_r — Vol Vpir — Vo Lypr — 0.
By Theorem 2.23, this resolution becomes
= Vit 2p—r—1 B Vins2)p—re1 — Vaptr—1 & Vnprt1 —> Va W Lypr — 0.

Because the conformal weights of the two summands in each term of the resolution are
non-congruent mod Z, Vo ¥ L1, is a direct sum W_ @& W, where W4 have the following
resolutions by generalized Verma modules:

S V("+2)P+T:|:1 — V(n+2)p—(r:|:1) — Vnp—i—r:l:l — W:I: — 0. (4.2)

In the case 2 < r < p — 2, Theorem 2.2 implies that both £,,1,+1 have resolutions by the
same generalized Verma modules as W, so in this case, W4 are quotients of V4 ,+1 which
have the same graded dimensions as Lyptr+1. Thus VoW Lyt r = Lopyr—1 D Lypyry1 when
2<r<p-2.

For the case r = 1, we similarly obtain W = L,,1 o when p > 3, while the resolution
(4.2) for W_ becomes

= Vimt2)p — Ving2)p — Vap — W= — 0.

The map V(n42), —+ Vnp is 0 because V(,, 2y, and Vy;, are non-isomorphic and simple (or
because Vy;, = 0 in the n = 0 case), so W_ =2 V,,,, = L,,,, 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, 1), 5 when p > 3, while for p = 2, the r = 1
case discussed above yields W_ = Lo, = L, 41),—2 as well. The resolution (4.2) for W
becomes

- Vit — Vins1p — YVirrp — Wy — 0,

where the map V(,43), — V(nt1)p is 0 as before. Thus the map Vi,11), — Ving1)p is an
isomorphism, and it follows that W, = 0. This proves the r = p—1 case of the theorem. [

We can now fully determine Vo X V,,,, = Vo X L,,,, for n € Z>;. We introduce the notation
Prp+1 := V2V, for this module because it will turn out to be a projective cover of L, 1.

Theorem 4.2. For n € Z>1, there is a non-split exact sequence
0 — Vip—1 — Ppp+1 — Vppy1 — 0.

Moreover, Pppi1 is an indecomposable Vk(slg)—module with Loewy diagram:

np+1

N

Pnp+1: np 1 n+2)p 1.

N

np+1

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

0 — Vip—1/In — Pop+1 — Vnpy1 — 0
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where J,, is one of Vy,—1, Lypt1, or 0 (using Theorem 2.2). The first two are impossible
because rigidity of V5 and Theorem 2.23 imply that

Hom(Vyp—1, Prp+1) = Hom(Vyp—1, Vo W Vy,p) = Hom (Vo K Vy,p—1, Vip) # 0,
while rigidity of V, and Theorem 4.1 imply that
Hom(Lyp—1, Ppp+1) = Hom(Lyp—1,V2 B V,,p) = Hom(Vo X Ly,p—1, Lyp) = 0.

Thus J,, = 0, yielding the desired exact sequence. The exact sequence does not split because
a surjection Pypr1 — Vyp—1 would imply a surjection Pppy1 — Lyp—1, but in fact

HOIH(Pnp+1, Enp—l) = HOm(VQ X Vnp, £np—1) = Hom(ﬁnp, Vg X Enp—l) =0.

To verify the Loewy diagram of P,;,11, note that Theorem 2.2 shows that P, has the
four indicated composition factors. The socle of Py,,41 is isomorphic to £,,,+1 because

dim Hom(ﬁnp_,_l, Pnp+1) = dim Hom(ﬁnp+1, Vg X Vnp) = dim HOHl(VQ X £np+1, ﬁnp) =1
by the rigidity of Vs and Theorem 4.1, while Hom(L;,p—1, Prp+1) = 0 and similarly
Hom (L 42)p—15 Pap+1) = Hom(L42)p—1, V2 ¥ Vyp) = Hom (Vo X L, 4 9)p—1, Lip) = 0.

Next, we need to show that the socle of Pppy1/Lppy1 is isomorphic to Ly,—1 & L (nt2)p—1-
For this, note that since the submodule L£,,+1 € Ppps+1 is contained in the generalized
Verma submodule V,,,_1, we have a surjection

T2 Prpt1/Lopt1 — Vapr1 — Lapr,
and there is a short exact sequence
0— Lpp1 —> Kerm — L 19),-1 — 0.
Taking contragredients yields a short exact sequence
0 — Lintap-1 — (Kerm) — Lypp1 — 0.

Since the minimal conformal weight of L,;_1 is lower than that of L, 2y, 1, the lowest
conformal weight space of (Ker ) generates a quotient of the generalized Verma module
Vnp-1; since Vpy,—1 does not contain L, 19,1 as a composition factor, this quotient must
be Ly,—1. That is, L,—1 is a submodule of (Ker7)" and thus

(Kerm)' = Lyp1® Lins2)p—1 = Kerm.

This shows that Lp—1 @ Lny2)p—1 S S0c(Prpr1/Lnp+1). In fact, this is the full socle of
Prp+1/Lnp+1 because the only remaining composition factor of Pppi1/Lppt1 is Lypt1, and
a non-zero map Lypi1 — Pppt1/Lnp+1 would imply a non-zero map

ﬁnp—i—l — Pnp+1/£np+l — Vnp+l7

which is impossible. (The above composition would be non-zero because the kernel of the
second map in the composition is Ly,—1 # Lpp+1.) We have now verified the row structure
of the Loewy diagram of P4 1.

To verify the arrows in the Loewy diagram of P11, we need to check that the length-2
subquotients of P, indicated by the arrows are indecomposable. Indeed, if the length-2
submodules indicated by the lower arrows were decomposable, then Ly, 1 and/or £, 9),—1
would be submodules of P11, which is not the case. Similarly, if the length-2 quo-

tients indicated by the upper arrows were decomposable, then L,,_; and/or Lny2yp-1
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would be quotients of Pp,41, which is also not the case. Indeed, we already saw that
Hom(Ppp+1, Lnp—1) = 0, and similarly

Hom (Ppp+1, ﬁ(n+2)p_1) = Hom(Lyp, Vo X ﬁ(n+2)p_1) =0

by Theorem 4.1 and the rigidity of V5. This completes the proof that P, has the indicated
Loewy diagram. Moreover, Pp,41 is indecomposable because if Pppr1 = Wi © Wy, then
one of W; and W3 must be 0, because otherwise Soc(Ppp+1) would contain at least two
irreducible submodules, whereas in fact Soc(Ppp+1) = Lypy1 is irreducible. O

In the case p = 2, we can now determine how Vs tensors with Py,p1:
Theorem 4.3. If p =2, then for n € Z>1,
Vo W Popy1 = V1) © 2 Von & Vany)-

Proof. Since Vs is rigid, the functor V, X e is exact, and then Theorems 4.2 and 2.23 show
there is an exact sequence

0 — Van—1) ® Vo —> Vo W Popy1 — Vo ® Vo(pp1y) — 0;

for the case n = 1, recall the convention Vy = 0. Since the lowest conformal weight of Vs, is
not congruent to those of Vo, 41y mod Z, Vo M Py, 1 decomposes as a direct sum Wy & Wy
such that there are short exact sequences

0— V2(n—1) — W — V2(n+1) —0

and
0—>V2n—>W2—>V2n—>0.

The lowest conformal weight space of W5 is a finite-dimensional slo-module which decom-
poses as Ms, @ Ma,, so the universal property of generalized Verma modules implies W5
contains a homomorphic image of Vs, @ Vs,. It then follows that Wy = Vs, @ Vs, since
both modules have the same graded dimension.

If n =1, we get W1 = Vy(;,41), proving the n =1 case of the theorem. For n > 2, taking
contragredients yields an exact sequence

0— V2(n+1) — Wll — V2(n—1) — 0.

The lowest conformal weight space of W/ is the irreducible sly-module Ms(n—2), so the
universal property of generalized Verma modules implies that W/ contains a submodule
isomorphic to the simple module Vy(;,,_y). It follows that Wy = Van-1) ® Vo(nt1), and thus
W1 = Vo(—1) @ Va(nt1) as well. This proves the n > 2 case of the theorem. O

When p > 3, the tensor product Vs X Py, 11 will contain a new indecomposable module,
as we discuss next.

4.2. Further indecomposable modules. We take p > 3 and consider the tensor product
Vo W Pypi1 for n € Z>1. The exactness of Vo X e and Theorems 4.2 and 2.23 imply that
there is an exact sequence

0— Vnp_Q D Vnp — Vo X Pnp+1 — Vnp D Vnp+2 —0

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

V2 X Pnp—i—l =2 Vnp S2) Pnp+27 (43)
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where the direct summand P12 has an exact sequence
0— Vnp_g — Pnp+2 — Vnp+2 — 0.

Now when p > 4, we assume inductively that we have obtained Ppp41, ..., Pnpir—1 for some
r € {3,...p— 1}, such that there is a short exact sequence

0 — Vip—r+1 — Prptr—1 —> Viptr—1 — 0.
Then by exactness of Vo X @ and Theorem 2.23, there is an exact sequence
00— Vnp—r S Vnp—r+2 — V2 X Pnp—l—r—l — Vnp+r—2 S Vnp—l—r — 0.

By conformal weight considerations again, Vo W Py, 1 contains a direct summand Py,
such that there is an exact sequence

0 — Vip—r — Prptr — Vaptr — 0. (4.4)

Properties of the modules Pp,,4, 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 Pppir does
not split, and the module Pppir is indecomposable with Loewy diagram

np—i—r

I
\,

anrr

PanrT :

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on 7, with the base case r = 1 being Theorem
4.2. For r > 2, we then have

Hom(ﬁ(n—l—l:l:l)p—rv Pnp—l—r) — Hom(ﬁ(n—l—l:l:l)p—ry Vo X Pnp+r—1)
= Hom (V2 X L(nt141)p—r» Paptr—1) =0

using the fact that P4, is a direct summand of Vo X P, 1,1, the rigidity of Vo, Theorem
4.1, and the fact that £,,,—1 is the only irreducible submodule of Pyp4r—1 (which holds
by induction). Similarly,

Hom(Prptr, Lint141)p—r) = Hom(Vo B Prpir1, Ling141)p—r)
= Hom(Prptr—1, V2 " Ly 121)p—r) = 0
since by induction L,,4,_1 is also the only irreducible quotient of P,;,1,—1. We also get
dim Hom(Lyp1r, Prp+r) < dimHom(Lypir, Vo B Prpyr—1)
= dim Hom(Va X L,y 11, Prpyr—1) =1
and
dim Hom(Ppptr, Lrp+r) < dimHom(Vo W Prpir—1, Lopir)
= dim Hom(Pppir—1, Vo W Lpptr) = 1.

Then in fact
dim Hom(Lyp4r, Prp+r) = 1 = dim Hom(Pypyr, Lyptr)
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since the exact sequence (4.4) (and Theorem 2.2) shows that £, is both submodule and
quotient of Pp,i.

Using these dimensions of homomorphism spaces involving P+, 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 P4, is indecomposable with the indicated Loewy diagram. O

We next establish the rigidity and projectivity of the modules Py,4,. But first, we need
a general lemma on rigidity in tensor categories:

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that X = W @ W in a tensor category, where X and W are rigid
and self-dual, and Hom(W, W) = 0. Then W is also rigid and self-dual.

Proof. Let ex : XXX — 1landixy : 1 - X XX be the evaluation and coevaluation
morphisms for X, let 7 : X — W and 7 : X — W be the projection morphisms, and let

t: W — X and 7: W — X be the inclusion morphisms. We define
ew =ex o (tX1), iw = (rXm)oix

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 = tom+ 7o, and the rigidity of X to rewrite the first rigidity composition
for W:

rw o (Idw Rew) o Ayly o (iw R 1dw) o Iy
:ﬂorXo(IdX@ex)o(IdX@((LOW)ﬁIdX))oA;KXo(iX®IdX)ol;<1OL
= morxo(ldy Mex)o Ay'y x o (ix Bldx) oly' ou
—7rorXo(IdX@ex)O(Idx@((TOTT)ﬁldX))oA}?XvXO(iX@Idx)OQIOL
:woL—TWo(Idwﬁf)oA;Vl’W7Wo(g®IdW)olﬁ,l
where f =ex o (tX¢) and g = (XK 7)oix. But f =0 since
f € Hom(W X W, 1) = Hom(W, W) = 0,

using the self-duality of W. Thus the first rigidity composition for W is m ot = Idyy.
Similarly,

lw o (ew RIdw) o Aww,w o (Idw Hiw) o ryt = Idw,
so W is rigid and self-dual. O

Using the preceding lemma, we first prove:
Proposition 4.6. For 1 < r < p, the generalized Verma module V), is rigid, self-dual, and
projective in K LF(sly).

Proof. By Corollary 2.13, it is enough to show that V, is rigid and self-dual. The r = 1
case follows because V; is the unit object of K L*(sl3), and the r = 2 case is Theorem 3.1.
Now we assume by induction that V,_; is rigid and self-dual for some r € {3,...,p}. Then
Vo WV, is rigid and self-dual because

VRV, ) 2V RV 2V, BV, 2 VRV, .

Moreover, Vo X V,._1 Z V,_5 ®V, with V,_5 rigid and self-dual by induction. Thus because
Hom(V,,V,_2) = 0, Lemma 4.5 implies that V), is rigid and self-dual. O
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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 : Py — W is a
surjection where Py is a finite-length indecomposable projective object, then (Pyw,pw) is a
projective cover of W.

Proof. Suppose 7 : P — W is any surjection where P is projective. Because both Py and
P are projective, we have morphisms f : P — Py and ¢ : Py — P such that the diagrams

Py Py
a |
pw pw

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

pwo(fog)¥ =pw #0
for all N € Z>o. ]
We now define an indecomposable module P, for all r € Z>; by setting P, = V), if either

r <porp|r. Wealso adopt the convention P, = 0 if » < 0 in the tensor product formulas
of the next theorem.

Theorem 4.8. For all v € Z>1, Py is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of L, in
K Lk(ﬁ[g). In particular, KLF (slo) has enough projectives. Moreover, assuming p > 3, for
n € Zsgand 1l <r <p,

2 Prp © Prpt2 if r=1
Pn r—l@fpn_i_r_i_l Zf 2§7‘§p—2
Vo R Prpar & P+ P .
2 P+ Pin-1)p © Pt 1yp—2 ® Pinyr)p of r=p—1
Plnt1)p+1 if r=p

Proof. Proposition 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 show that P, is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover
of £, when 1 < r < p. We prove the corresponding general result for P4, n € Z>g, by
induction on n. Thus for any fixed n € Z>1, we assume by induction that Pg,_1),4p = Vip
is rigid and self-dual. We will now prove that Py, is rigid, self-dual, and a projective
cover of Ly, by induction on r.

First, Ppp+1 = VoWV, is rigid and self-dual, and thus also projective by Corollary 2.13,
because Vs and V), are rigid and self-dual. Then since P,,;41 is indecomposable and surjects
onto Lyp+1 by Theorem 4.2, P11 is a projective cover of L,,,41 by Lemma 4.7. Next, when
p > 3, we defined P42 so that Vo I P01 = 2V, @ Prpyo. Both Vo X P,y and 2-V,,
are rigid and self-dual, and Hom(Pyp+2,2- Vyp) = 0 since V,,, is not a composition factor of
Prp+2 by Theorem 4.4, so Ppypo is rigid and self-dual (and thus also projective) by Lemma
4.5. Then Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 4.7 imply that Py,;,12 is a projective cover of L, 2.

Now for any r € {2,...,p — 2}, assume by induction that P, is rigid, self-dual, and a
projective cover of L, for all s € {1,...,r}. Then by our construction of Pppis1,

V2 X Pnp-l—r = Pnp-‘,—r—l @ Pnp—i—r-l—l
where 73np+r_1 is a direct summand such that there is an exact sequence

0 — Vip—r+1 — Prprr—1 —> Viptr—1 — 0.
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Since Vo and P4, are both rigid and self-dual, Vo X P, is also rigid and self-dual, and
thus projective. Thus its direct summand 75np+r_1 is projective and surjects onto Lyp4r—1.
Then because Py,p4r—1 is a projective cover of L,4r—1, ﬁnp+r_1 surjects onto Pppyr—1. SO
because both modules have the same length, ﬁnp—‘,—?“—l = Prp+r—1, and we get

V2 X Pnp-l—r = Pnp—i—r—l @ Pnp—i—r-‘,—l'

Moreover, Pppir—1 is rigid and self dual, and Hom(Pyptr41, Pnp+r—1) = 0 since their com-
position factors are disjoint by Theorem 4.4, so Lemma 4.5 implies that P4, is rigid
and self-dual. Then P, 4,41 is a projective cover of L,,4,+1 by Corollary 2.13, Theorem
4.4, and Lemma 4.7.

We have now proved that P4, is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of L, for
1 <r < p—1, but we still need to prove that P, 1), = L(n41)p is rigid and self-dual.
By the exact sequence (4.4), the exactness of V, K e, and Theorem 2.23, there is an exact
sequence

0= Vin-1)p ® Vn-1p+2 — Vel Par1)p-1 — Vint1)p-2 @ Vintr1)p — 0-
Conformal weight considerations imply Vo X P(;,41),—1 = W1 @& W2, with exact sequences

O—>V(n_1 — W1 —V,p — 0

P
and

0— V(n—l)p+2 — Wy — V(n+1)p_2 — 0.
We get W1 = V(1) © Vnp exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, while W3 is a direct
summand of the rigid, self-dual, and thus also projective module Vo X P, 41y,—1. Thus W
is a projective length-4 module that surjects onto L, 4 1y,—2, and therefore W5 is isomorphic
to the length-4 projective cover P, 11),—2 (assuming p > 3). This shows that

Vo R Pri1yp—1 = Pin—1)p © Pint1)p—2 D Pl 1)p

(where P(,,_1), = 0 in the case n = 1). Moreover, both Vo X P, 41),—1 and Pp,_1),
Pn+1)p—2 are rigid and self-dual, and
Hom(P(n+1)p7 P(n—l)p @ P(n+1)p—2) =0,

80 P(n1)p is rigid and self-dual by Lemma 4.5 when p > 3. When p = 2, Py, 1) is rigid
and self-dual similarly from Theorem 4.3. Then P, 1), is projective (by Corollary 2.13)
and simple, so it is its own projective cover in K L*(sly).

We have now proved that P, is rigid, self-dual, and a projective cover of L, for all r € Z>.
As for the formulas for Vo X V4, the n = 0, 7 < p case is Theorem 2.23, the r = p case

is the definition of P(,41),, the r =1 case is (4.3), and the 2 < r < p— 1 cases were proved
in the course of showing that P,,,1,+1 is rigid and self-dual. O

Since K L*(sly) has enough projectives and all objects of K L*(sly) have finite length, we
easily conclude:

Corollary 4.9. Every projective object in K L¥(sly) is a finite direct sum of Py, r € Z>1.

Corollary 2.13 shows that all rigid objects in K L¥(sly) are projective, while conversely
Theorem 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 imply that all projective objects in K LF(sly) are rigid (and
self-dual). We conclude:

Corollary 4.10. The subcategory of all rigid objects in K L*(sly) is equal to the subcategory
of all projective objects in K L*(sly).
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4.3. More properties of P,.. Here we derive a few more properties of the indecomposable
projective objects P,.. In Theorem 4.8, we showed that all P, are self-dual. The simple
projective modules P, = V,, are also self-contragredient, although the generalized Verma
modules P, =V, for » < p are not. We first show that the modules P, for n > 1 and
1 <r < p-—1 are self-contragredient:

Proposition 4.11. For r > p, the projective module P, is self-contragredient.

Proof. It remains to consider P4, forn > 1and 1 < r < p—1. Since taking contragredients
is an exact contravariant functor that fixes all simple objects of K LF(sly), the inclusion
vt Lypyr = Papir induces a surjection ' @ Py — Lypy,. Then fixing a surjection
Tt Ppptr = Lppsr, projectivity of Py, implies there is a map f : Pppyr — P;Lp 4 such
that o/ o f = m. We would like to show that f is an isomorphism; since both Pyt and
7/110 . have length 4, it is enough to show that f is surjective.
If f were not surjective, there would be a surjection P;Lp 4/ Im f— L for some s € Z>q;

in particular, Hom(P/ Ls) # 0. But

np+r>
dim Hom(P),,, ., £s) = dim Hom(LY, P;,.,.) = dim Hom(Ls, Prpir) = Gnpirs,
so s = np+r, and Hom(P},, ., Lnpir) = C//. Thus if P}, ,./Im f # 0, then " would factor
through Py, ./Im f. But this is impossible because ' o f # 0, so in fact P, ., = Im f,
that is, f is surjective. O

Our next goal is to show that the projective covers P4, forn > 1and 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 Ry, y,:

Proposition 4.12. Let k = —2+p/q for relatively prime p € Z>o and q € Z>1, and define
fv, = iy, o ey, where ey, and iy, are an evaluation and coevaluation, respectively, for Vo in
KLF*(sly). Then the self-braiding of Vo in KLF(sly) is given by

RV27V2 = emq/2p : Idv2gv2 + e—7riq/2p : sz'
Proof. Note that fy, is independent of the choice of evaluation and coevaluation for Vs since
dim Hom(Vy X V5, V1) = dim Hom(Vy, Vo X Vs) = dim End(V,) = 1

implies that any other choice of evaluation and coevaluation has the form (c- ey,,c™! - iy,)
for some ¢ € C*. We claim that fy, is non-zero and not an isomorphism. Indeed, it is an
endomorphism of
VieoVs if p>3
Ps if p=27
using Theorems 2.23 and 4.2, and the structure of this tensor product module shows that
iy, maps the vacuum vector 1 € V; to a non-zero generating vector of a submodule of
V, XV, isomorphic to V. Thus iy, is injective but not surjective, and then fy, is also not
surjective. Also, fy, is non-zero because ey, is non-zero, proving the claim.

The structure of V,XV; also shows that dim End(V,XVs) = 2 and thus this endomorphism
space is spanned by Idy,xy, and the non-zero non-isomorphism fy,. So

Vg&Vg%{

Ryv,v, = a - Idy,xy, +b- fy,

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) c {i(ewiq/2p’ e—m’q/ZD)’ i(e—m'q/2p’ em’q/2p)}‘
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Then also similar to [GN], the constraints
€y, ° ,R’\2227V2 = ¢ malv. €Vs, evy, 0 Ry v, = —e~8mia/2p . €V,
(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
ey, 0y, = — (TP 4 e7™/P) L 1dy,

of Theorem 3.1, force first a? = e™4/P and then a = ™4/2P. O

We will use the formula for Ry, y, in the next theorem for showing that P, is loga-
rithmic in the case r» > 2.

Theorem 4.13. Forn >1 and 1 <r <p — 1, the projective module Py, is logarithmic.

Proof. We prove the r = 1 case of the theorem first. Since all conformal weights of Py,,11 are
congruent to 1 = L (np+2) mod Z, it is enough to show that the twist 6p, , = 2L (0)
is not equal to the scalar e™™("P+2)/2 1f it were, then the double braiding

R, vy = Ryt © Ry v, : Va BV — Va BV,
would, by the balancing equation, equal
R%%Vnp = gpnpﬂ o (9;21 %4 917”1,;) — e27‘(‘i(hnp+1—h2—hnp)]:dv2®vnp — (—1)q"emq/p1dv2®vnp-

The hexagon axiom would then imply that

e27riq/pId

2 _
R,80v5,Vp = (VoY) RV -

Recall the injective coevaluation iy, : Vi — Vo X Vy. Because V), is rigid, the functor
o X Idy,, is exact and thus iy, X Idy, , is still injective. Then we would have

ezﬂ-iq/p(iVQ g Idvnp) = R%Q‘EVQ,Vnp © (Zv2 IE Idvnp)
= (iy, ®1dy,,) o Ry, v, = iv, Kdy,,,

which is a contradiction since p > 1 and ged(p,q) = 1. Thus 60p,,,, is not a scalar,
equivalently, P41 is logarithmic.

Now take r > 2; the tensor product formulas of Theorem 4.8 imply that P,,,, occurs as
an indecomposable direct summand of Vgg" X Vy,p with multiplicity one. Let ¢ : Pppyr —
Vgg" XV, and 7 : Vgg" X Vip — Ppp+r be such that mor =Idp, . Then naturality of the
twist implies

OPppir =m0 Oypmrgy,, © 4
we need to show that this endomorphism does not equal the scalar 2 np+r
By repeated applications of the balancing equation

HVQ@X = R%/Q,X © (9V2 I HX)

and the hexagon axioms, we see that H%zrgvnp is equal to a long composition involving

associativity isomorphisms, r(r — 1) instances of the braiding Ry, y,, r instances of the
double braiding R%/Q,Vnpv and one instance of

X _ 2mi(rha+hnp)
9\)2 X Qvnp =e p Idvégsgvnp.

Now by Proposition 4.12, every instance of Ry, y, can be replaced by a linear combination
of Idy,xy, and fy,. Thus since the long composition for H%zrgvnp contains r(r — 1) instances
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of Ry, v,, it can be written as a linear combination of 2r(r=1) compositions, all but one of
which contains at least one instance of fy,. The only term in the linear combination that
does not contain fy, is just

ewir(r—1)q/2pe2m'(rh2+hnp) . Id?j("—l) X (R\%z y )7’
2 s ¥Vnp
_ e27rir(r—1)q/4pe—27ri(r—l)hnp ) Id%ér—l) %4 H;an+1
= e2ﬂi(hnp+r_7’hnp+l) . Id?jz(r_l) X H%np+1’

where we have used the balancing equation and the definition (2.5) of the conformal weight
hy, r € Z>1. The remaining 2r(r=1) _ 1 terms of the composition that do involve fy,

factor through V;E =2 i Vnp- The images of these terms are contained in the kernel of
7 VST XV, — Papsr because by rigidity of Vs,

Hom (V2“2 ® V., Papir) 2= Hom(Vyp, V2O DRIP4 0) =0,

where the last equality follows because Theorem 4.8 shows that the simple projective module
Vnp is not a direct summand of V;E 2R Prptr-
We have now shown that when r > 2,

_ 27wi(hpper—rh X(r—1) r
Qpann —e (hnp+r np+1) | To (Idv2 X 97)7Lp+1) oL.

Moreover, we have shown that 6p, _, is not semisimple, so that we can write

9P7LP+1 — e2m’hnp+1 . (IdPan +go f)’

where f : Pypi1 — Lppy1 is a surjection and g : Lypr1 — Ppp41 is an injection, with
fog=0. It follows that

97)7Lp+7' = ezﬂih7lp+rl(]:dpnp+r + r-mo (Id;E;Z(T_I) IE (g o f)) o L)'

Thus we need to show that 7o (Id?;y_l) X (go f)) o is the unique (up to scale) non-zero

nilpotent endomorphism of P,,,4,, whose image is the irreducible submodule £,,,4.
By exactness of V‘QX’ D o,

VR VTR P — VTV R L,

15" g VTR Ly — VTV R P

are a surjection and injection, respectively, so the image of Id;g;z(r_l) X (g o f) is isomorphic
to VQ(T_l) X Lyp+1. By Theorems 4.1 and 4.8,

V§(T_1) X Enp—i—l = Enp—i—r ® an+r—2

where the indecomposable direct summands of anJrr_g come from V,, and the £, and
Prp+s with 1 < s <r — 2. Similarly,

V‘2X’(T_1) X Pnp—i—l = Pnp—i—r ©® ﬁnp+r—2
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where the indecomposable summands of 75np+r_2 come from Vp,;, and the P4, for 1 <s <
r — 2. Thus we are considering the composition

Id&(r U&f
Pnp—l—r _> Pnp—l—r @ Pnp—l—r 2 —> £np+7“ @ Enp—l—r 2

Id@(r I)IX’
4> Pnp—i—r @ Pnp-l—r 2 _> Pnp—i—r

Now,
Hom(Pnp+ra ﬁnp+7’—2) =0= Hom(Pnp+r—27 ﬁnp-‘,—r)
because Lyp+r is not a composition factor of Vyp, Lypts, of Prprs, 1 < s <1 —2. Thus

Id,, ( & f is a direct sum of two surjections fi : Pppir = Lpptr and fo : np+r 9 —»

&(r 1)

Enm_r 2. Similarly, Id,, X g is a direct sum of two injections g1 : Lyptr < Ppp+r and

g2 : »Cnp-i-r 2 = Pnp—i—r 2. Then

o (13" VR (go f))or=gio fi,

which is the unique (up to scale) non-zero nilpotent endomorphism of Pypy,, as desired.
This completes the proof that 6p, . is not semisimple, and thus Py, is logarithmic. [0

Remark 4.14. The existence of indecomposable logarithmic V*(sly)-modules was previ-
ously conjectured in [Ra, Section 5.3]. In particular, the conjectural module denoted SZI;O(;JF
in Conjecture 1 of [Ra, Section 5.3] seems to be our module Pyp1,. Thus we have rigorously

constructed such modules here using the tensor category structure on K LF(sly).

Remark 4.15. For n > 1 and 1 <7 < p — 1, the lowest conformal weight hy,4, of Lppir
is related to the lowest conformal weight hy,,—, of Ly, by hypir = hpp—r + ngr. Thus in
the Z>(-gradable module Pppyr = @, o_ Puptr(m), the space Pppip(m) of lowest degree
on which L(0) acts non-semisimply has degree ngr. Except for low values of ¢, 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 K LF(sl,)

We continue to fix k = —2 + p/q for relatively prime p € Z>5 and ¢ € Z>;. In the proof
of Proposition 4.12, we observed that at most four automorphisms Ry, y, of Vo XV, are
compatible with the hexagon axioms for a braiding on K L*(sly). Although only one of these
automorphisms is the official braiding Ry, y, as specified by the construction in [HLZS], we
will show in this section that all four extend to braidings on K L¥(sly). But first, we will
discuss the 3-cocycle twist of the tensor category structure on K L*(sly).

5.1. Z/2Z-grading and the cocycle twist. We first observe that as a category,
KLF(sly) = KLE(slh) @ KLE(sly),

where for i € Z/2Z, KL (sly) is the full subcategory of objects whose h(0)-eigenvalues lie
in i 4+ 27Z. That is, modules in K L'g (slg) have sly-weights from the root lattice of sly, while
modules in K L’f(slg) have sly-weights from the non-zero coset of the root lattice in the
weight lattice of sly. Since every object of KL (sly) is the direct sum of finite-dimensional
sly-submodules, and since V*(sly)-module homomorphisms preserve h(0)-eigenvalues, every
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object of K L¥(sly) is uniquely the direct sum of an object in K L’g(s[g) and an object in
K L’f(sb), and there are no non-zero homomorphisms from objects in K ng (sl2) to objects in
KL% (sl3) or vice versa (this is what it means for K L*(sl;) to decompose as the direct sum
of two subcategories). The n = 0 case of (2.11) shows that if IV is an object of K L¥(sl,)
and X is an object of KL§(5[2) for i,j € Z/27Z, then W X X is an object of KLfH(s[g).

We can use the above Z/2Z-grading of K L¥(sl3) to modify the tensor category structure
of KLF(sly) by the 3-cocycle 7 on Z/27Z defined by

T(il, 19, ig) = (_1)2'11'21'3

for iy, i9,i3 € Z/27Z. Namely, K L*(sly)7 is the tensor category with the same tensor product
bifunctor and unit isomorphisms as K LF(sly), but with new associativity isomorphisms

T L.
W1,Wa,W3 — T(Zl7 12, Z3) : AW1,W2,W3

for objects W7y, Wy, and W3 in K Lfl (sly), K LZ (slp), and K Lfs (sl2), respectively. It is easy
to see that A" still satisfies the triangle and pentagon axioms.

Note that Vs is still rigid in the cocycle twist tensor category K L*(sly)”, but we need to
change either the evaluation or coevaluation by a sign since

T _
Voo ve = — A sy

Thus the intrinsic dimension of V, in KLF(sly)" is €™4/P 4 ¢~™4/P  which suggests that
KLF(sly)" could be tensor equivalent to K L~2+?/(a+P)(s[,). Later, we shall prove that this
is indeed the case.

5.2. Braidings and twists on K L*(sly) and K L*(sly)”. We now determine all braidings
and ribbon twists on K L*(sly) and its cocycle twist K LF(sly)". First we need to show that
any braiding or twist is determined by Ry, v, and 6y,. For future use, we state this result
more generally as follows:

Proposition 5.1. Let C be one of the tensor categories K LF(sly) or KLF(sly)™, equipped
with any braiding R and twist 0, and let F : C — D be a right exact tensor functor, equipped
with natural isomorphism

F:XRo(FxF)— FolX,
where D is a braided tensor category with a right exact temnsor product and twist.

(1) If Fy, v, © REn),F(ve) = F(Ryyvy) © Fyy vy, then F is a braided tensor functor.
(2) If also Or(y,) = F(by,), then 0wy = F(Ow) for all W in C.

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

FX,W O R]:(W),]:(X) = ]:(RW,X) (@] FW7X. (51)

Suppose objects Wi, W5, and X in C satisfy this relation for W = W;, ¢ = 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 = W X
W5 and X as well. Similarly, (5.1) holds for W and X = X; K X5 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
and X = V5" for all m,n € Zso (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 py : V5 — W and px : V¥ — X for suitable m,n € Zx.
Then (5.1) in this case holds due to the commutative diagrams

R Xm Xn F, Xn ,Xm
FOEm R FVR T D poEn) g pVEm) 2T R R VEm)
l}—(pw)gf(PX) l]‘-(PX)gf(pw) l]‘-(ngpw)
R F
FW) R F(X) TWTN R (X)) R F(W) oW F(XRW)
(5.2)
and
< gy VETVEn X sy v v < <
FVym) R FWV™) F(VymRVy™) FVymR®yy™)
l}—(pw)@f(ivx) lf(pwgpx) l}'(pxﬁpw) (5.3)
F F(R
FW)R F(X) 2 FWRX) Rw)  _ rxmw)

together with the surjectivity of F(pw) X F(px) (which holds because F and the tensor
product on D are right exact). Then for any projective objects W = ), P; and X = ; Qj
where each P; and @); is indecomposable, (5.1) holds due to commutative diagrams

RFw),F(X) Fx,w

FW) K F(X) F(X)XF(W) F(XRW)
l: D ; Rrp). 7)) J/: D, Fo;.p; l:
D, F(F) ®F(Q;) @, FQ) RF(P) ——""— @, F(Q; X P,)
and
Fw,x F(Rw,x)
FW)X F(X) ’ FWKXX) : FXRW)
lg ®., Froa, lg ®., FRrya,) lg
D.; F(P)RF(Q)) : @,,; F(PRQ;) ¢ ®,, F(Q; K P)

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 0rwrx) = F(fwwx) if the same holds for W and X:
Orwrx) = 0rwrx) o Fw,x o F‘X/}X

= Fw,x o 0ruwrF(x) © FVT/}X

= Fw,x © Ry rx) © Orm) R 0rx)) o Fiylx

= F(Riy,x) o Fwx o (F(fw) R F(6x)) o Fyy'x

= F(Riy.x o (Bw R bx))

= F(O0wrx),

as required. N
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Taking F = Id¢ in Proposition 5.1, we get:
Corollary 5.2. If (R,0) and (R,0) are two choices of braiding and twist on KLF(sly) or

K LF(s1y)™ such that Ry, v, = Ry, v, and Oy, = Oy,, then R =R and 6 = 0.
Now we can classify braidings and twists on K L*(sly) and its cocycle twist:

Theorem 5.3. Let k = —2 + p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1. The tensor
category K L*(sly) admits four braidings, and for each braiding there are two compatible
twists, characterized as follows:

(1) Ry, = €™/ TIdy,my, + e ™ . fy, | Oy, = +e3m9/2P . 1dy,
(2) Rv27v2 = —emia/?p . Idv2gv2 — e~ T/ fv2, 91;2 = 3™/ . Idy2
(3) Ry, = e~/ Tdy,my, 4 €T fy, Oy, = +e3™4/2P . 1dy,
(4) Ry, v, = —e T/ Idy,=y, — em™ia/2p . fvas Oy, = te—3m4/2 . Idy,

The tensor category K LF(sly)™ also admits four braidings, and for each braiding there are
two compatible twists. Specifically, for each braiding and twist (R,0) of KLF(sly), there is
a braiding and twist (R™,07) of KLF(sly)™ characterized by

i/2 /2
{2271/2 = ™/ “Ryy,ve, 617;2 = ™2 Ov,

Proof. As mentioned in the proof of Proposition 4.12, there are four possible braiding iso-
morphisms Ry, y, compatible with the hexagon axioms, namely the four listed in the the-
orem. Thus by Corollary 5.2, K L*(sly) admits at most four braidings, and we still need to
show that all for possibilities for Ry, y, extend to braidings on K LF(sly).

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

fu 0 fu, = _(ewiq/p + e—ﬂ'q/p) - v,
by Theorem 3.1. Thus (1) extends to the official braiding on K LF(sly) and (3) extends to
the reverse braiding. For braidings (2) and (4), we use the Z/2Z-grading

KLF(sly) = KLE(sly) ® KL¥(sly)

introduced in the previous subsection. Given any braiding R of K LF(sl), we can define a
new braiding R by

R we = (=1)"* Ruwy,w,
for objects W7 in KLf1 (slg) and W5 in KL’ZI-‘C2 (slp), i1,i2 € Z/27. Tt 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 K L*(sl,), any compatible
twist is completely determined by 6y,, which must be a non-zero scalar multiple of Idy,
since dim End(V2) = 1. Assuming 60y, = ¢ - Idy, for some ¢ € C*, the possible values of ¢
are determined by

2

-2 —2 +3mi
¢ ey, = ey, 0 (B, Wohy,) = ey, 0 fuymy, © RVz,Vz =0y, oey, 0 RVz,Vz = eI Vs

where the last equation comes from calculating R\_}jvz for all four braidings and composing
with ey, (using the definition fy, = iy, o ey, 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 6y, for each braiding indicated in the theorem.
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We need to check that for each braiding, both possibilities for 6y, extend to twists on
KL*(sly). Since the lowest conformal weight of Vs is hy = 3¢/4p, taking the positive sign
for the twist for braidings (1) and (2) in the statement of the theorem yields the official
twist e27L0) while taking the positive sign for the twist in braidings (3) and (4) yields the
inverse twist e 2™L(0)  which is compatible with the reverse braiding. Note that e2miL(0) ig
also compatible with braiding (2) since braidings (1) and (2) yield identical double braiding
isomorphisms, and therefore ¢27L(0) obeys the balancing equation in both cases. Similarly,
e~2mL0O) is compatible with both braidings (3) and (4). Thus each braiding of K L*(sly) is
compatible with at least one twist. To get the second compatible twist for each braiding,
note that if R is any braiding on K L*(sly) with twist 6, we can define a second twist 6§ by

bw = (—1)'0w
for objects W in K L¥(sly), i € Z/2Z. This new twist obeys the balancing equation because
O, = (1)1 20w, = Riy, w, © (1)1 0wy B (=1)0ws) = Riy, w, © (Ow; B 0ws,)

for W7 in KL?l (5[2) and W5 in KLZ(B[Q), 11,12 € Z/QZ.
For K L¥(sl3)™, suppose that (R,6) is a braiding and twist for K L*(sly). Then we can
define a braiding R” and twist 67 for K L¥(sl5)7 by

T Tij1j2/2 T 15 /2
Wi, Wo = € iz 'RWLWzv HW:e il Ow

where j1,72,7 € {0,1} and Wy, Wy, and W are objects of KLgl?l(s[g), KL;—?Q(EIQ), and
K L;—? (slg), respectively. It is straightforward to show that R” satisfies the hexagon axioms
and that 07 is a twist. In particular 87 satisfies the balancing equation because

T 2 T T _ mi(29192+71+72)/2 _ T
( WI,WQ) °(9W1 g9W2) = mi@niatitiz)/ - Owmws, —HWﬂEWz

for j1,j2 € {0,1} and Wy, Wy as above. Conversely, if (R7,67) is a braiding and twist for
KLF(sly)", then we can similarly define a braiding R and twist 0 for K L*(sly) by

e i /9 i /2
Rivyw, = € mij1j2/2 | ITxvl,Wzv O = e mij/ - 07,

for j1, 72,7 € {0,1} and Wy, Wy, W as above. Thus there is a bijection between braiding and
twist pairs for KL*(sly) and KL*(sl;)7 as indicated in the statement of the theorem. [

6. THE UNIVERSAL PROPERTY OF K LF(sly)

In Theorem 3.1, we showed that for k = —2 + p/q an admissible level for sly, the gener-
alized Verma module Vs, in K L*(sl;) is self-dual with intrinsic dimension —e™4/P — =74/
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 : K L*(sly) — C such that F(Va,ey,,iy,) = (X, ex,ix). To prove this
result, the key step is to relate the subcategory of projective objects in K LF(sly) to the
category of tilting modules for quantum sly at the root of unity ¢ = e™4/?,

6.1. Tilting modules for quantum sly. Let P* denote the full subcategory of projective
objects in K LF(sly). By Corollary 4.10, P* is also the subcategory of all rigid objects in
KLF(sly), and it is a monoidal subcategory which is closed under finite direct sums and
direct summands. However, P* is not an abelian category because it is not closed under
subquotients in general. We will show that P* is tensor equivalent to the rigid monoidal
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category T¢ of tilting modules [AP] for quantum sl at the root of unity ¢ = et/ (k+2) — gmia/p
(as usual, k = —2 + p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1).

First, let C((,sl2) denote the category of finite-dimensional comodules for the Hopf alge-
bra SL¢(2) (see for example [Ka, Chapter IV] for the definitions). As in [Ka, Sections VII.4
and VIL5|, we can also view C((,sly) as a category of finite-dimensional weight modules
for the Hopf algebra U¢(sly); this category is a braided ribbon tensor category. Its simple
objects are irreducible highest-weight modules Ly labeled by highest weights A € Z>, with
Lo the unit object. The category C((,sl2) has enough projectives, and we let Py denote the
projective cover of Ly for A € Z>g. Set X := Ly, the two—dimensional standard object of

C(¢, slp); it is self-dual with intrinsic dimension —¢ — (™! (see for example [EGNO, Exercise
8.18.8]).

The subcategory 7¢ C C((,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 7¢ to be the
smallest full monoidal subcategory of C((, slz) which contains X and is closed under direct
sums and direct summands. The indecomposable objects of T; are labeled by their highest
weights: for any weight A € Z>, there is an indecomposable module T such that A is the
highest weight of T); moreover, A occurs as a weight of T with multiplicity one, and every
indecomposable module in 7¢ is isomorphic to some T [An, Theorem 2.5]. Since tensoring
with X raises the highest weight of T by one, we have a decomposition

A+1
X&Th=Pnu- T, (6.1)
pn=0
for certain n, € Z>q, with ny;1 = 1.

To show that 7; is tensor equivalent to Pk we will need the composition series structure
(Loewy diagram) for each T) and Pj, as well as explicit formulas for X ® Ty. If the root
of unity ¢ 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((, sle) are as follows:
(1) Ty =Ly, for0<m <p-—1.

(2) Tus1yp—1 = Pes1yp—1 = Lpg1)p—1 for £ € Z>o.
(3) Teptm = Pip—m—2 for £ € Z>1 and 0 < m < p — 2, and the Loewy diagram of this
indecomposable module is the following for £ =1 and ¢ > 2, respectively:

Lp—m—2 LZp m—2

/ 7N

Torm:  Lpim Toptm : Leptm Z p+m .

N NS

Lp—m—Q pr—m—2
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Theorem 6.2. The tensor products of X with the indecomposable tilting modules in C((, slz)
are the following, where we use the notational convention T\ =0 for A < 0:

(1) If p=2, then for { € Z>p and m = 0,1,

Toy 3®2-Top 1 DT if m=0
X® T =
2btm { Toe41) if m=1
(2) If p=3, then for { € Z>p and 0 <m <p—1,
2-Top—1 D Typy1 if m=0
XoT ~ ) Toprm—1® Tiprmt if 1<m<p-3
pm T-1)p-1 D T4 1)p-3 D Tiepayp1 f m=p—2
Tie41)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 Ty, = Ppp—m—2 for
¢>1,0<m < p—2 are projective, Hom(Typ+m,,®) is exact, and thus the dimension of
Hom(Typ4m,T,) is equal to the multiplicity of Lg,_,—2 as a composition factor of 7),. Thus
the following are all the non-zero morphism spaces for indecomposable tilting modules:

(1) For 0<m <p-—2,
Hom(T;,,T,,) = C-1dy,,, Hom(Ty,, Top—m—2) = C - £,

where f, is the inclusion of T},, = L, as the socle of Thy_,—2 = Pp,.
(2) For ¢ > 1,

Hom(Tgp_l, Tgp_l) =C- IdLep—l'
(3) For/ >1and 0 <m <p-—2,

Hom (Typm, Ties141)p-m—2) = C i

HOII](Tgp+m, Tgp+m) =C- IdTep+m »C- fl;;—m—2 o fé;-i-m'

Here we have introduced notation for the non-zero, non-identity morphisms; for all other
A\, b € Zi>g, we have Hom(Ty,T),) = 0.
In [Os], Ostrik proved a universal property of the monoidal category 7¢:

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 —C — (=1, Then there is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) additive tensor
functor F : T¢ = C such that F(X,ex,ix) = (X, ex,ix).

Now for level k = —2 + p/q, the full subcategory P* of projective (equivalently rigid)
objects in K L¥(sly) is a monoidal category which contains V, and is closed under finite
direct sums and direct summands. Moreover, Theorem 3.1 says that Vs is self-dual with
intrinsic dimension —¢ — ¢~!. Thus by Theorem 6.3, there is an additive tensor functor
F : Te = P* such that F(X) = V5. 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 : T; — P* is an additive tensor functor such that F(X) = Vs, then
F(Ty) = Py for any X\ € Z>o, and F is essentially surjective.
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Proof. We prove that F(T)) = Px41 by induction on A. The base case A = 0 holds because
To = Lo and Py = Vi are the units objects of 7 and PF . respectively. For the inductive
step, Theorem 6.2 shows that for any \ € Z>,

X@T\ 2T 1 ®Thi
where TV)\_l is a direct sum of 7}, for 4 < A — 1. Similarly, by Theorems 4.3 and 4.8,
Vo R Pri1 = Py @ Pasa

where 75)\ is the direct sum of P, corresponding to T \—1 under the correspondence T},
Pu+1. Thus because F is an additive monoidal functor and using the inductive hypothesis,
Py @ F(Thp1) = F(Taor @ Do) 2 F(X @ T)
~ F(X)RF(T)) = Vo KNPy g 2 Py @ Prio.
Thus because the indecomposable summands of a finite-length module are unique up to
isomorphism by the Krull-Schmidt Theorem, we get F(Th11) = Pxra2, completing the in-
duction.

Now because F is additive and every object of PF is a direct sum of P, for r € Z>1, it
follows that F is essentially surjective. O

To prove that F : T¢ — P* 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 ¢ : F(1¢) — 1p and natural isomorphism

F:®po(FxF)— Fol.

Let X be a rigid self-dual object of C with evaluation ex : X K¢ X — 1¢ and coevaluation
ix :1lc - X K¢ X. Then F(X) is also rigid and self-dual with evaluation and coevaluation

erx) = o Flex)o Fx x, irex) = Fxx o Flix) oy,

respectively. For objects Wy, W5 of C, we have an isomorphism
My, w, - Home (W1, X Ko Wa) — Home (X Ke Wy, Wa)
where for a morphism f: W, — X K¢ Wy in C, 77%(/17‘,[,2 is defined to be the composition

Ax x,wy exNcldw,

1
MxBel, ¥ Re (X Ko Wa) 25520 (X R X) Re W =2 10 Re Wo 25 W,

X KWy
(X)

We have a similar isomorphism n;:(wl) FWa) between morphism spaces in D.

Lemma 6.5. For any morphism f: Wy — X K¢ Wy in C,

F(X _ _
Fivn s (1) = ry wy (Fx s © F() © Fihy -

In particular, F(f) = 0 if and only if .7-"(775(V17W2(f)) =0.
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Proof. The desired identity follows from the following commutative diagram (where we
suppress subscripts to save space):

-1

F(X K Wy) F(X) X F(Wh)
F(1dRf) J{Idlzl}'( D)

FXR (X R W) —F o F(X) R F(X K W,) =

F(X) R (F(X) BF(Wa))
F(A) lA

FUXRX)RW,) — "~ F(XRX)RFW,) LB (F(X) R F(X)) B F(Wa)

F(exRId) \L]’(ex)&ld
F(1e KWy) L F(10) R F(W)) i
EF(X)
F() \L@@Id

F(W2)

1p X f(Wg)

as well as from the definitions of mif,hwz and 77;&(/)1) F(Wa)*

Using the preceding lemma, we now show that 7; and PF are tensor equivalent:

Theorem 6.6. The additive tensor functor F : T¢ — Pk such that F(X) = Vy 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 : Homy, (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 — @, T\, and g : X — ; Ty, For
each i, we use ¢; : T\, = €D, T\, and p; : @, T\, — T, to denote the inclusion and pro-
jection morphisms. We also use {q;,p;}, {¢,pi}, and {g;,p;} to denote the inclusion and
projection morphisms for @, 7y, @; F(T),), and @, F(T,,), respectively. Then for any
morphism F': W — X in 7T;, we have a commutative diagram

F(f) 22 GoF(pi)
Fw) F(®:T) =@ F(T))
F(F) F(goFof~1) Zi,j f]vjof(pjogoFoffloqi)ofﬁi
F(9) 225 4oF (pj)
F(X) F(D;Ty,) — —~ @, F(T,,)

where the horizontal arrows are isomorphisms. In particular, F(F) = 0 if and only if
F(pjogoFoflog) =0 forall i and j. It follows that F is faithful if and only if

F : Homy, (T, Tp,) — Hompi (F(T3), F(T,)) (6.2)

is injective for all A, u € Z>o.
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For determining whether F is full, consider any morphism G : F(W) — F(X) in P*. If
for all 7 and j there exists g; j : T\, — T},; such that

F(gij) = F(pjog)oGoF(f og)
then it is straightforward to show that

G:Z}'(g_loqg'ogi,jOpiOf)-
1,j

It follows that F is full if and only if (6.2) is surjective for all A\, u € Z>o.
We are now reduced to showing that (6.2) is an isomorphism for all A, n € Z>g. We have
already listed all the non-zero spaces Homry, (Tx,T),) in the paragraph following Theorem

6.2. Similarly, projectivity of the V*(sly)-modules P, in K L*(sly) imply that the following
are all non-zero morphism spaces Hompx (P;, P,/):
(1) For 1 <r<p-—1,
Hom(P,,P,) = C-1dy,, Hom(P;, Pop—r) =C- Ff,
where F;F : V, < Py,_, is the inclusion from (4.4).
(2) Forn > 1,
HOm(Pnp, Pnp) — (C . Idvnp'
(3) Forn>1land 1 <r<p-—1,

Hom(Pnp—l—m P(n—i—l:l:l)p—r) =C- Fr:Ll;:D—l—ry

Hom (Ppptr, Prpsr) =C-1dp,,, ®C- F,;,_T oF

Since F(Tiptm) = Peptm+1 for £ € Z>g and 0 < m < p — 2, we thus get

dim Hom, (T, T;,) = dim Homp (F(T)), F(T,.))
for all A\, u € Z>p. Thus we just need to show that F acts injectively on all one-dimensional
spaces Homy, (T, T,), and that on the two-dimensional spaces Endr; (Top4m) for £>1 and
0 <m < p—2, F maps the non-isomorphism f;l') 90 fé; +m O amnon-zero non-isomorphism
in Endpr (F (Trptm))-

First, since F(Idr,) = IdF(7,), F is an isomorphism on all one-dimensional endomor-
phism spaces. We also need to show that .F(fz";+m) #Z0for £>0,0<m < p-—2, and that
]:(fg;er) #0for £ >1,0<m < p— 2. For the case of fZI—Jer’ the rigidity and self-duality
of X yield an isomorphism of one-dimensional spaces:

Hom(Tp-4ms Lot 2)p—m—2) — Hom(Tipypm, XEPT D @ Ty 1y, 1)

< ®(p—m—1)
Tlp+m ’T(l+1)p71

o

Hom (X®®~" "D @ Ty, Tips1yp—1) — End(Tipp1yp-1),

where the first and third isomorphisms come from identifying 7{y9),_m—2 as a direct sum-
mand of X®P-m-1) & To41)p—1 and T4 1), as a direct summand of X®P-m-1) g Top+m
respectively, both with multiplicity one. By rescaling if necessary, we may assume le; m
maps to IdT(e t1)po1 under this isomorphism. Then by Lemma 6.5, if F( fg'; +m) were 0,
then F(Idr,,,, ,) would also be 0, which is not the case. Thus ]:(fa_)—i-m) # 0. Simi-
larly, F( fz; er) Z0for £ > 1,0 <m < p—2 as a consequence of the isomorphism of
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one-dimensional spaces

o

End(Typ-1) — Hom(Tpp—1, X" @ Ty )
x®(m+1)
Tep—1:Tep—m— =~

e Hom(X®(m+1) ® Top—1, Top—m—2) = Hom(Typim, Top—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 Homy (T, 7},). It remains to consider the two-dimensional
endomorphism spaces Endr, (Typ ) for £ > 1,0 <m < p—2. First, we have F(Idz,,,,,) =

Id;(TZp ) and then F( fé;_m_Q o fz; +m) is the composition of two non-zero morphisms
f(T€p+m) — ]:(Tfp—m—2) — f(T€p+m)'

So identifying f(TZp—l—m) = Pép-l—m—l—l and f(TZp—m—2) = Pép—m—la -F(fg;;_m_g o fZ;H-m)
corresponds to a non-zero multiple of the second basis element

_l’_ —
Ffp—m—l ° Fép—l—m—l—l € Ende (,pr-l-m-l-l)’

Thus F maps a basis of Endy; (Typ4m) to a basis of Endpk (F(Teptm)), completing the proof
that F: 7 — PF is an equivalence of categories, and therefore a tensor equivalence. O

6.2. Tensor functors out of K L*(sly). We will now use Theorems 6.3 and 6.6 to derive
the universal property of K L*(sl). 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 [McRA4]
(in the notation of these theorems from [McR4], we take D="P, Px =X, Qx = 0, and
Dx, x, = 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 K L*(sl5):

Theorem 6.8. Let k = —2+ p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1, let C be a (not
necessarily rigid) tensor category with right exact tensor product Xe, and let X be a rigid
self-dual object of C with evaluation ex : X e X — 1¢ and coevaluation ix : 1¢ = X Ke X
such that

ex oix = —(eM/P 4 e7™/P) 1dy .

Then there is a unique up to natural isomorphism right exact tensor functor F : KLk(ﬁ[g) —
C, equipped with isomorphism ¢ : F(V1) — 1¢ and natural isomorphism

F:KReo(FxF)— Fol¥,
such that F(Va) = X and

@Of(evz)oFVQ,ngeXa F];_21’V20‘7'—('L'V2)090_1:ix.
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Proof. Since the full subcategory P¥ C K L¥(sl,) is tensor equivalent to Te with ¢ = emia/p
by Theorem 6.6, the category P* satisfies the universal property of Theorem 6.3. Thus there
is a unique (up to natural isomorphism) tensor functor G : P¥ — C sending (Va, ey, , iy,)
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 : K LF(sly) — C. O

In the setting of Theorem 6.8, we would like to determine conditions under which the right
exact tensor functor F : K L¥(sly) — 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 = e/ . Idxw.x + e~ Ta/2p (ix oex), (6.3)
respectively

Ryxx =e "V Idyg,x + ™% . (ix oex), (6.4)

then the tensor functor F : KLF(sly) — C is braided, respectively braid-reversed. If in
addition C has a ribbon twist 0 such that Ox = e*™/2P . 1dx, then F preserves twists.

Proof. Using the braiding in K LF(sly) from Proposition 4.12 and its inverse, we obtain
F(Ryy,) 0 Py, = <eimq/2p - F(Idvymy,) + 7792 Fiy,) O]:(evz)> o Iy, v,

=Fy, y, 0 (eimq/zp oldxm.x + eFmia/2p . (ix o eX)) .

Thus
]:(RVsz) o FVQ,VQ = FVQ,VQ o RF(V2)7F(V2)7
respectively
f(R\;zlyz) o FVz,Vz = FVz,Vz o ,R']-'(Vz),]:(Vz)7
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

HX _ e27rih2 . IdX _ e37riq/2p . IdX,

since 0y, = e2™L0), O

We now consider when the functor F : KLF(sly) — C in Theorem 6.8 is exact. If
KL*(sly) 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 K L*(sly) the weaker duality structure of a Grothendieck-
Verdier category with dualizing object V{. This means that for any object W in K LF(sly)
there is a map ey : W/ KW — V| (not to be confused with the evaluation in case W
happens to be rigid) such that for any homomorphism f: X KW — V| in K L*(sly), there
is a unique homomorphism ¢ : X — W’ such that the diagram

XKW
PRIdyy J/

f
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commutes. The homomorphisms ey and ¢ can be constructed from symmetries of inter-
twining operators. In particular, we can take ey to be the unique homomorphism such

that ey o Vg = Ew where )V is the tensor product intertwining operator of type (%%VM,/)

and &y is the intertwining operator of type (WVéV') defined by

Ew = Ao(Qo(Yw)) o (Idw ® dw).
Here we use the notation of [HLZ2, Equations 3.77 and 3.87], and dy : W — W” is the
natural isomorphism defined by

(Ow (w),w') = (w',w)
for w € W, w' € W’. Specifically,
(Ew (W', 2)w,v) = (Sw (w), Qo (Vi) (e"H D ™ O (= 1O 20y 37T )0)
= (Y (v, — 1)) il (0) (= LO0))2,, w) (6.5)
forw e W, w' € W', and v € V;. Using this formula, we prove:

Lemma 6.10. The homomorphism ey : W/ KW — V| is surjective if and only if W is
not an object of the subcategory K Ly (slo) C K LF(sly) of Ly (sla)-modules.

Proof. The homomorphism ey is not surjective if and only if Imey, is contained in the
maximal proper submodule £, C V|. Equivalently, since the tensor product intertwining
operator of type (%%‘g ) is surjective, the definitions imply ey is not surjective if and only
if
(Ew (W', x)w,v) =0

for all v in the maximal proper submodule L9,_1 C V;. By (6.5), this is equivalent to
Yw (v, z)w =0 for all v € L9y C V) = VE(sly). Since Lop—1 is the maximal proper ideal
of V*(sly), this is equivalent to W being an Ly (sly)-module in K Ly (sly). O

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

Home (X e W, K) — Home (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 K L*(sly). The action of D on morphisms can be defined using
the universal property: given f : X; — X3 in C, the morphism D(f) : D(X2) — D(X;) is
unique such that

ldp(x,)Ke f
D(X3) Ke X, 2 D(X3) Ko X,
l’D(f)chdxl J/EXz
€x4
D(X,) Ke X, 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]) = K, and that F(W) is either simple or 0 for all
simple modules W in K LF(sly), with F(ew) # 0 whenever F(W) # 0. Then F is exact.
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Proof. Fix an isomorphism 1 : F(V}) — K. Then for any object W of K L*(sly), there is a
unique morphism ¢y : F(W') — D(F(W)) such that the diagram

FW’,W

FW') B F(W)

l pweldzw)

FW'BW)

lwo]:(aw)
EF(W)

DFW)He F(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, py is trivially an isomorphism. Otherwise, ¢y # 0 since F(ew ) # 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, (p is an isomorphism
since it is a non-zero morphism between simple objects of C.

We will show that ¢y is an isomorphism for all modules W in K L¥(sly) by induction on
the length of W, but we first need to show that ¢y determines a natural transformation.
That is, we want to show that

ow; o F(f") = D(F(f)) o ow,

for all morphisms f : W, — Wy in KLF (sl2). For this, the uniqueness assertion in the
universal property of D(F(W7)) implies it is enough to show

eram) © [(ewy o F(f) Be Idrwy)] = exawy) © [(D(F(S)) © pws) Be Idz ).
Indeed, the definitions imply
erwy) © [(pwy o F(f) Be Idrmy)] = ¥ o Flewy) o Fwyw, © (F(f) Be Idrar,))
=t o Flew, o (f' R 1Idw,)) o Fyyw, =1 o Flew,) o (Idwy X f)) o Fyyy w,
=1p o Flew,) o Fwyw, © (Idxayy) Be F(f)) = erwy) © (ow, Be F(f))
=ermn) © [(D(F(f)) o owy) Be Idrmwy,

as desired.
So far, we know that (p 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— X, w2 x, 50

where the lengths of X; and X, are strictly less than the length of W, and we assume
by induction that ¢x, and ¢x, are isomorphisms. Using the naturality of ¢, the right
exactness of F, and the exactness of D and the contragredient functor on K LF(sly), we
then get a commutative diagram

F(fy F(f
J-"(Xé) (f3) J—“(W’) 1) f(X{) R
lSDXQ lsow lﬂpxl
D(F(f2)) D(F(f1))
0 —— D(F(X2)) — > D(F(W)) ——""~ D(F(X1))

with exact rows. The short five lemma diagram chase now shows that ¢y is an isomorphism,
completing the induction to show that (y is an isomorphism for all .

We can now use the natural isomorphisms ¢y to prove that F is exact. Since F is
already right exact, it is enough to prove that F(f) : F(W7) — F(W3) is injective whenever
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f: Wi — Wh is injective. Indeed, by right exactness, F(f’) : F(W3) — F(W]) is surjective,
and then so is
D(F(f)) = ewi o F(f) o oy

Thus F(f) is injective because D is an anti-equivalence. O

7. APPLICATIONS OF THE UNIVERSAL PROPERTY

We now apply the universal property of K Lk(ﬁ[g) from Theorem 6.8 to obtain interesting
tensor functors in several examples.

7.1. Classifying KLk(ﬁ[g) up to tensor equivalence. Here, we take C in Theorem 6.8 to
be K L¥ (sly) where k' = —2 4 p//¢ is another admissible level for sly. Note that K LF(sly)
and KLF (sly) satisfy the same universal property if V§ and V§ have the same intrinsic
dimension, which occurs if and only if €™ /?" = ¢74/P_ This latter condition holds if and
only if p’ = p and ¢’ € &q + 2pZ. Thus from Theorem 6.8, we obtain:

Theorem 7.1. For any admissible level k, K LF(sly) is tensor equivalent to K L=2P/4(sly)
for some p € Z>9 and some q relatively prime to p such that 1 < g < p—1. Specifically, for
all such p and q,

KL~ 2tPla(g1,) = K [-2+P/(Fa+2m0) (g1,)

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 sly, let us now use K Lk(ﬁ[g)i
to denote the braided tensor category with ribbon twist given in Theorem 5.3(1), with
the + indicating which sign to take for y,. In particular, K L*(sly), denotes the tensor
category K L*(sly) with its official braiding (recall Proposition 4.12) and official ribbon twist
9 = >LO) We then use KL*(sly)% to denote the tensor category K LF(sly) equipped
with the braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(2), K L*(sl5)%¢" for K L*(sly) equipped with the
braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(3), and K LF(sly)}""" for K L¥(sly) equipped with the
braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(4).

Theorem 7.2. Let k = —2+p/q be an admissible level for sly such that ged(p,q) =1 and
1<qg<p-—1. Then forn >0,

KL¥(sly)y if n=0 mod 2

—2+p/(q+2np) ~
KL (sl2)4 = { KLF(sl)™ if n=1 mod?2 ’
and forn > 1,

K LF(sly)re if n=0 mod 2
KLF(sl)™™ if n=1 mod?2 ’

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twist.

K[, ~2+p/(—a+2np) (slp)4 = {

Proof. By Theorem 6.9, the tensor equivalence K L~2+P/(Fa4+2mp) _ K [F(s15) is braided if

_ mi(£q+2np)/2p —mi(tq+2np)/2p .
Rygyr =€ ( / Tdyegyy +e ( 2. (iyg © eyr)

= (1) (FH Ty + T (i 0 eyy))
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Thus the tensor equivalence is braided in the +¢ and n even case if we equip K Lk(ﬁ[g)
with the first braiding in Theorem 5.3. Then in the +¢ and n odd case, we need to equip
KLk (sl) with the second braiding in Theorem 5.3; in the —¢ and n even case, we need to
equip K Lk(ﬁ[g) with the third braiding; and in the —q and n odd case, we need to equip
K LF(sly) with the fourth braiding.

Similarly, the tensor equivalence preserves twists if

ka _ e37ri(:|:q+2np)/2p . Idvk _ (_1)ne:|:37riq/2p . Idvk
2 2 2

Comparing with Theorem 5.3, we need to give K LF(sly) the + twist if n is even and the —
twist if n is odd. O

We now return to the cocycle twist K L¥(sly)" introduced in Section 5.1. As in Theorem
5.3, we equip K L*(sly)7 with the braiding and twist characterized by

T /2

i/2
RVQ,VQ =e ' Rv27v27 9{22 = eﬂ /

Oy,

where Ry, v, and 6y, are the official braiding and twist of Theorem 5.3(1).

Theorem 7.3. Let k = —2+ p/q for relatively prime p € Z>9 and q € Z>1. Then
KLF(sly)™ = KL~2P/ P+ (515)

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twists.

Proof. As noted at the end of Section 5.1, Vs, has the same intrinsic dimension e™4/P 4 ¢~74/p
in K L*(sly)7 as it does in the tensor category K L~2>*P/(P+d)(sl,). Thus by Theorem 6.8,
there is a unique right exact tensor functor

F: KL™2P/ 0t (50y) — KLF(sly)"

sending the V, in K L~2tP/(Pt9)(s1;) to the Vy in K L¥(sly)7. Note that since the cocycle
twist 7 only affects associativity isomorphisms, we can also view F as a tensor functor from
KL=2t2/(P+9)(51,)7 to KL*(sly). Similarly, Theorem 6.8 yields a right exact tensor functor

G : KLF(sly) — KL724P/(PFa) (g1,)7

which we can equivalently view as a tensor functor from KLF(sly)7 to K L~2+P/(P+9)(s1y).
Then F o G is a right exact tensor endofunctor of KL¥(sly) which preserves Vs. Since
the identity endofunctor also satisfies these properties, Theorem 6.8 implies F o G =
Id g 1k (s1,), Which we can equivalently view as the identity on K LF(sly)7. Similarly, G o F =
IdKszﬂ,/(pﬂ)(s[Q), so F is a tensor equivalence.

We now check braidings. First note that the braiding of KLF(sly) in Theorem 5.3(1)
is given in terms of fy,, which is defined using the evaluation and coevaluation for Vs in
KL*(sly). However, we need to change either the evaluation or coevaluation by a sign to
get the correct evaluation and coevaluation for Vo in K L*(sly)". Thus

Ryn.vy = e™ia/2p Idy, gy, — e~ ™ia/2p (Z'V2 o ev2)

is the braiding in K L*(sly) expressed in terms of the evaluation and coevaluation for Vs in
KLF(sl3)™. Then

RLQ,VQ ="/ (eﬂq/2p Idy,my, — e /. (iv, © ev2)>

= MWD/ 1dy, 2y, + e PTGy, oey),
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so F : KL=2tP/+4)(sly) — KLF(sly)™ is a braided tensor equivalence by Theorem 6.9.
Finally, since

0; _ e7ri/2e37riq/2p X IdV2 _ _637ri(p+4)/2p . Idy2
2 )
F also preserves twist if we equip K L~2P/(P+9)(sly) with the — twist in Theorem 5.3(1). O

We can combine Theorems 7.2 and 7.3 to obtain:

Corollary 7.4. Let k = —2+p/q be an admissible level for sly such that ged(p,q) =1 and
1<q<p-—1. Then forn >1,

KLF(sly)- if n=0 mod 2

—2+p/(q¢+(2n—1)p) T o
KL (s2) —{ KLF(slp)™ if n=1 mod 2

and
KLF(sly)™v if n=0 mod 2

K L2p/ (e @n=1p) (g1,)7 o { KL*(slo)™ if n=1 mod 2

as braided tensor categories with ribbon twists.

Note from Theorem 7.2 and 7.4 that if &k = —2 4 p/q for relatively prime p > 2 and
1 < q < p—1, then KL*(sly) with any of its braidings and twists (eight possibilities in
total) is equivalent to either K L¥ (sly) or KLF (sl5)™ equipped with its official braiding and
twist, for suitable admissible levels k. Corollary 7.4 also shows that K L~2%P/4(sl,) is tensor
equivalent to K L~21P/(P=9)(sl,) for 1 < ¢ < p — 1; combining this with Theorem 7.2 again,
we conclude:

Corollary 7.5. For any admissible level k, the tensor category K LF(sly) is equivalent to
either KL=2%P/(sly) or KL~**P/4(sly)™ for some relatively prime p,q € Z>y such that
p>2andl <qg<EL.

Finally, we can also classify the tensor categories K Li(sla) of Lg(slz)-modules up to
braided tensor equivalence.

Theorem 7.6. All (braided) tensor equivalences in Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 hold with KL*
replaced everywhere by K Ly.

Proof. Set k = —2+ p/q for relatively prime p and ¢ such that p >2and 1 < ¢ <p-—1, and
set k' = —2+ p/(£q+ 2np) for some n € Zsg. Let F : KL*(sly) — KL* (sly) be the tensor
equivalence of Theorem 7.1, such that F (V§) > Vé“l. Since the tensor products of projective
objects in K L¥(sly) are the same as those in K Lk/(ﬁ[g), the proof of Proposition 6.4 shows
that F(PF) = P¥ for all r > 0, where P¥ and P¥ are the indecomposable projective objects
of KLF(sly) and K L¥ (sly), respectively.

We claim that F(£F) 2 £F for 1 < r < p—1, so that the image of FlrLy(stz) 18 KLy (sl2).
Indeed, consider the right exact sequence

Ph_, sk Lo gk g

in KLF (sl2), where g maps the projective cover Pé“p_r onto the maximal proper submodule

k

of VF, which is isomorphic to L5, by Theorem 2.2. Because F is right exact, we get a
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corresponding commutative diagram with right exact rows in K LF (slo):

F F
FPE ) 29 Foky 2 ek
|
l% l% | pr
g/ frr v
Py — 1% o 0

Here ¢, is induced by the universal property of cokernels and is an isomorphism because
it is a non-zero map between simple modules. Since K Ly(slz) and K Ly (sly) are both
semisimple with simple objects £F and Ef/ for 1 <r < p—1, this shows that F restricts to
an equivalence of categories between K Ly (sla) and K Ly (sla).

To show that F : K Li(sls) — K Ly/(sly) is also a tensor functor, note that by Theorem
2.18, the tensor products and associativity isomorphisms in K L(sly) and K Ly (sly) are the
restrictions of those in K L*(sly) and K L¥ (sly). Thus the natural isomorphism

F:Ro(FxF)— Fol
associated to F is compatible with the associativity in K Ly (sl2) and K Ly (slz2). For the
unit isomorphisms, there is an isomorphism ® : F(VF) — VI in KLF (sly) such that ®
and F are compatible with the unit isomorphisms in K L*(sly) and K L¥ (sly). We can then
define the isomorphism ¢ : F(LY) — E’f, of the preceding paragraph such that the diagram

F(fr)
FVF) ——= F(ck)

l‘l’ l (7.1)
S

/ K/
Vl ‘Cl

commutes, where fi and fis are the quotient maps from the universal affine vertex operator
algebras to their simple quotients. Then for any object W of K Lyslo, we need to show that

Lrw) © (1 W1draw)) = Flw) o Frk - (7.2)

In fact,
Lrwy © (p1 B Idrary) o (F(fr) R Idrmwy)) = Lravy o (fir ®ldrmy) o (@ K Idrmy) (7.3)
by (7.1), and then [ruyy o (fpr X Idryy) is simply the left unit isomorphism llf{(Lvs)(s ) in

K L¥ (sly), since by (2.13), the left unit isomorphisms in K L* (sly) and K Ly (sly) are defined
by the vertex operator action of the universal, respectively simple, affine vertex operator
algebra on F(W). Then because ® and F' are compatible with left unit isomorphisms, the
right side of (7.3) becomes

KLF(sl
Flly" ) 0 By = Fllw) o F(fi Bldw) 0 Fye gy
= F(lw) o Frrw o (F(fi) ®Idrw)).
This proves (7.2) since F(fx) X Id gz is surjective. Similarly, ¢; and F' are compatible
with the right unit isomorphisms of K Ly (sly) and K Ly (sls2).
We have now proved that F' defines a tensor equivalence from K Ly (slz) to K Ly (sl2). If

moreover K LF(sly) is equipped with braiding and twist such that F : K LF(sly) — K LF (sly)
is a braided tensor equivalence and preserves twists, then we can equip K Ly(slz) with the
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corresponding braiding and twist so that K L (slz) = K Ly (sly) as braided tensor categories
with twists as well. O

Remark 7.7. Tensor equivalences for K Ly(sly) can also be deduced from [KWe, Theo-
rem Ay|, though one first needs to check that the intrinsic dimension of Ly in the rigid
semisimple tensor category K Ly (sly) is the same as that of Vy in KL (sly).

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((,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 : K L*(sly) — C(C,sly) for k& an admissible level.
However, unlike in [KL3, KL4], F cannot be an equivalence because C((,slz) is rigid, while
KLF(sly) 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>9 and q € Z>1, and let ( =
e™a/P. Then there is an exact essentially surjective tensor functor F : K L*(sly) — C(C, slo)
such that F(Py) = T,y forr € Z>;.

Proof. Since the standard object X in C((,sly) has the same intrinsic dimension as Vs in
KLF(sly), 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(P,) = T,_; for r € Z>1,
where as previously, T denotes the indecomposable tilting module for quantum sly of
highest weight A\. Note also that F restricts to an equivalence between the subcategory
Pk C KL*(sly) of projective objects and the subcategory Te C C(¢,slp) of tilting modules,
since PF = 7¢ by Theorem 6.6, and the identity is the only additive tensor endofunctor of
T¢ 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((, sla) is rigid, it is a Grothendieck-Verdier category whose dualizing object is its
unit object Ly. Thus we need to show that F(V]) = Ly. To do so, note that by (4.4) and
Proposition 4.11, there is a right exact sequence

P2p+1 — ng_l — Vi — 0.
in KL*(sly). Since F is right exact and maps P, to T,_1, we get a right exact sequence
Tgp — Tgp_g — ]:(V{) —0

in C((, sly), where the first arrow is non-zero because F restricts to an equivalence between
P* and T¢. Consulting Theorem 6.1(3), we see that Ly is the cokernel of the unique (up to
scale) non-zero map T, — Top_2, so F(V]) = Ly, as required.

We also need to determine how F acts on the simple objects of K L*(sly). For 1 < r <
p — 1, we have a right exact sequence

Popyr — Vo — L, — 0
in K L¥(sl), which becomes a right exact sequence
Tgp_r_l — T — ]:(ﬁr) —0

in C((, sly), where the first arrow is non-zero because F restricts to an equivalence between
P and T¢. Since T,y = Ly—1 and T5,_,_1 = P,_1 by Theorem 6.1, the map Tp,_,_1 —
T,_1 is the surjection from the projective cover to its simple quotient, and it follows that
F(Ly)=0for1<r<p-1.



64 ROBERT MCRAE AND JINWEI YANG

Next, for n € Z>1, we have L,,, = Ppp, s0 F(Lyp) = Ppp—1 = Lyp—1. Then for n € Z>;
and 1 <r < p—1, we have a right exact sequence

Prp—r ® P(n+2)p_r — Proptr — Lnptr — 0

by Theorem 4.4, where the first arrow is the sum of two non-zero maps P, 41+1)p—r —> Pnp-+tr-

Since F is right exact and restricts to an equivalence between P* and T¢, we get a right
exact sequence

Top—r—1® Tiny2yp—r—1 — Tnptr—1 —> F(Lnptr) — 0

in C(, sl2) where the first arrow is the sum of two non-zero maps T, +1+1)np—r—1 — Lnp—r—1-
Using Theorem 6.1, the image of the first map in the above right exact sequence is the
maximal proper submodule of T}, 1,1 = Ppp—r—1, and thus F(Lypiy) = Lyppr_1.

We have now shown that F(L,) is either simple or 0 for all » € Z>;. In particular, F(L,)
is non-zero for r > p, in which case the map e, : £, ¥ L, — V] is surjective by Lemma
6.10. Then because F is right exact, F(e,) is also surjective and thus non-zero for r > p.
It now follows from Theorem 6.11 that F : K LF(sly) — C(C,slo) is exact.

Finally, to prove that F is essentially surjective, we note that because C((, sl2) has enough
projectives, every object of C((,sls) is the cokernel of some morphism between projective
objects. Moreover, every projective object of C((,slz) is an object of 7¢ from Theorem 6.3,
and F restricts to an equivalence between P*¥ and T¢. It follows that for any object X of
C((,slg), there is a right exact sequence

F F(f)
(Q) — F(P) — X —0
in C(,sly) such that P and Q are projective in K LF(sly). Since F is right exact, it follows
that X = F(Coker f), and thus F is essentially surjective. O

Remark 7.9. It is not so meaningful to consider whether the functor F of Theorem 7.8
is braided, since just like K L*(sly), C((,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((,sl2) (though which one precisely depends on one’s convention for
taking square roots of ¢ as well as on the denominator ¢ 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 KLF(sly) if
and only if W is an object of K Li(sls).

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 7.8, we showed that F(L,) = 0 for 1 < r < p— 1. Thus
because K Ly(sl2) is semisimple with simple objects £, for 1 <r < p— 1, and because F is
additive, it follows that F(W) = 0 if W is an object of K Ly(sl2).

Conversely, suppose F(W) = 0. We will show that W is an object of K Li(sls) by
induction on the length ¢(TW). The base case £(W) = 0 is trivial, and the /(W) = 1 case
follows from the proof of Theorem 7.8. Now suppose (W) > 1; then W has some simple
quotient L, and we have an exact sequence

0—K—W-—L—0 (7.4)



NON-SEMSIMPLE KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG CATEGORY 65

for some maximal proper submodule K C 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 = £, for some
1<r<p-—1,and K is a finite direct sum of such L,.

To complete the argument that W is an object of K Lj(slz), it remains to show that the
exact sequence (7.4) splits. Indeed, since L has projective cover V, for some 1 <r <p—1,
there is a map f : V, — W such that the diagram

Vr
S
W——1L

commutes. The map f is not injective because the maximal proper submodule Lo, C V),
cannot be a composition factor of K, so f descends to an injection L — W splitting the
exact sequence. O

Proposition 7.11. In the setting of Theorem 7.8, F(f) = 0 for a morphism f in K L*(sl,)
if and only if Im f is an object of K Li(sls).

Proof. Given f : Wy — Wy in KL*(sly), we factorize f = 1o m where 7 : W — Im f is
surjective and ¢ : Im f — W is injective. Because F is exact by Theorem 7.8, F () is also
surjective and F(¢) 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 K Ly(sls). d

We can now see that F is also not full. For example, from the proof of Theorem 7.8,
F(V1) = Lo = F(V1). Thus F maps Homcpr(e,)(V1,V]) to Endee ) (Lo) = C - Idg,.
However, Hom g 1 41,) (V1, V1) is spanned by the map f obtained by composing the surjection
Vi — L1 with the inclusion £ — V{. Since Im f = £; is an object of K Ly (sl2), F(f) =0
by Proposition 7.11, and thus

F HomKLk(s[z)(Vl,V{) — EndC(C,s[g)(LO)

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 K L*(sly) such that
there is a right exact sequence

Qw 5 Py 5 W — 0
with Py, Qw objects of P* such that F(Py) and F(Qw) are projective in C(¢,sly). Then
F i Hom g i (o1,) (W, X) — Home(¢ a1,y (F (W), F(X))
is surjective for any object X in K LF(sly).
Proof. First, since K L*(sly) has enough projectives, we may fix a right exact sequence
Qx =5 Px 5 X — 0

where Px and Qx are objects of P*. Then both F(Py ) and F(Px) are objects of T¢, 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(Py ) is projective in C((,sly), for any morphism f : F(W) — F(X)
in C((,sla), there is a morphism g : F(Py) — F(px) such that the diagram

F(Pw) 220 Fw)
£ |7
F(Px) 22 F(x)

commutes. Since F restricts to an equivalence between P* and 7T¢, we have g = F(g) for
some map ¢ : Py — Py in K LF(sly). Next, we can extend the commutative diagram to

FQw) T Py TP F )
l]’(h) J/f(g) lf
F(Qx) 2 F(py) T F(x)

Indeed, the projectivity of F(Qw) in C((,sl2) and the fact that
Im F(g) o F(qw) C Ker F(px) = Im F(gx).

implies that there is a map h : F(Qw) — F(Qx) such that F(gx)o h = F(g) o Flqw).
Then h = F (h) for some h : Qw — Qx again because F restricts to an equivalence between
Pk and Tec.

Now because F|px is faithful, we have gx o h = g o gw. Thus by the universal property
of cokernels, we get a unique map f: W — X such that the diagram

qw pw

Qw Py w
O
QX ax PX bx X

commutes. Then

F(f) o Flpw) = F(px) o F(g) = f o Flow),
SO f: F(f) by the surjectivity of F(py ). This proves the proposition. O

Although K L*(sly) and C(C,slz) 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 K L*(sl,)
and C((,sly) are replaced with suitable derived categories. Before stating the result, we
introduce some notation: For C a full additive subcategory of some abelian category, K®(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, D?(C) denotes the bounded derived category of
C [We, Section 10.4]; it is the localization of K®(C) at the collection of quasi-isomorphisms.
We also use D(C) for the unbounded derived category of the Ind-category IndC of C. In
the case C = KL*(sly), IndC is the category of generalized V*(sly)-modules which are the
unions of their K LF(sly)-submodules; by [CMY1], it has the vertex algebraic braided tensor
category structure of [HLZ1]-[HLZ8].

The category D(C) is one natural cocompletion of D®(C). Alternatively, one can take the
Ind-category of D?(C), but since D?(C) is a triangulated category and not abelian, one first
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needs to replace D’(C) with its co-category version (see [Lur2, Section 1.3]) and then take
the Ind-category in the sense of [Lurl, Definition 5.3.5.1]. One can then take the homotopy
category (in the sense of [Lurl, Definition 1.1.3.2]) to get a triangulated category; this is
what we mean by Ind D°(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>o and q € Z>1, and let
¢ = e™/P. Then there is a monoidal equivalence F : Ind D*(C(¢,sly)) — D(K L (sly))
extending the equivalence K*(T¢) = K°(P*) induced by Theorem 6.6.

Proof. The inclusion T¢ < C((, sly) induces a monoidal equivalence K°(7¢) — D®(C(¢,sl2))
by [Os, Proposition 2.7], which is based on [BBM, Section 1.5]. Since K L*(sly) has enough
projectives, there is also a fully faithful embedding K®(P*) < D(K LF(sly)) that identifies
Kb(PF) as a subcategory of compact objects in D(K L*(sly)). Thus using also Theorem 6.6,
we get a monoidal embedding

G : DP(C(C,slp)) = KO(TE) = KP(PF) — D(KLE(sly)).

The oo-category lift of G is still fully faithful by [BGT, Proposition 5.10]. Now [Lurl,
Proposition 5.3.5.10] yields a functor F : Ind D®(C((,slz)) — D(KLF(sly)). By [Lurl,
Proposition 5.3.5.11], F is an equivalence because G is fully faithful with compact image
in D(KL*(sly)), and this compact image generates D (K L¥(sly)) (which follows from [SS,
Lemma 2.2.1], for example). Taking homotopy categories (in the sense of [Lurl, Definition
1.1.3.2]) then gives a monoidal equivalence of triangulated categories (see [BGT, Corollary
5.11]). O

Remark 7.14. We call the monoidal equivalence of Theorem 7.13 the derived Kazhdan-
Lusztig correspondence for sly 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 O, , of Ci-cofinite grading-restricted generalized
modules for the universal Virasoro vertex operator algebra V., = at central charge c,, =

N2
1- % (note that ¢, 4 = cqp). The vertex operator algebra V.,  is the affine W-algebra

obtained from V¥(sly) 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¥(sly)-modules to Ve, ,~modules [FKW, Ar]. We now use Theorem 6.8 to
obtain a right exact tensor functor from K LF(sly) to O, ,; 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 O, , 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 V,  of central charge ¢, , and lowest conformal weight

(qr —ps)* — (p — q)?

4pq
for r,s € Z>1. For ¢ = 1, the detailed structure of the tensor category O, , was determined
in [MY?2], and these results were used in [GN] to show that O, , is tensor equivalent to the

hr,s =

quantum group category C (e’ri/p,slg). 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 O, , were obtained

n [MS]. In particular, Theorem 5.7 and Proposition 5.8 of [MS] show that one of the
two length-2 quotients of Vs 1, denoted Ko 1, is rigid and self-dual with intrinsic dimension
—e™4/P — ¢=™4/P and that one of the two length-2 quotients of V1,2, denoted K o, is rigid
and self-dual with intrinsic dimension —e™?/% — ¢=™P/4_ Then we have:

Theorem 7.15. Let p,q € Z>o be relatively prime. Then there are unique right exact
braided tensor functors Fpq : KL™2tP/(sly) — O, . and Fy, : KL=2*/P(sly) — O, .
such that Fpo(Va,ev,,iv,) = (Ko, e, 0K,,) and Fgp(Va,ev,,iv,) = (K12, €x.5,0K1.,)-
Moreover, Fp, and Fy,, preserve twists if K L~2P/(sly) and KL™?*9/P(sly) are equipped
with the (non-standard) minus sign twists of Theorem 5.3(1).

Proof. Since Ky 2 corresponds to K1 under the identification O, , = O, ,, it is enough to
prove the statements about F,,. The existence and uniqueness of the right exact tensor
functor F, ; are immediate from [MS, Proposition 5.8] and Theorem 6.8.

To show that Fp,, is braided, we can determine the self-braiding Ry, , x,, similar to
Proposition 4.12 and then apply Theorem 6.9. In more detail, the structure of Ko 1 X o 1
from [MS, Theorem 1.1(2)] implies that Endo,,  (Ke,1 &Ky 1) is spanned by ldr, ,xr,, and
f/C2,1 = i’CZ,l O €Ka,15 SO

R/C2,1JC2,1 =a- IdlCz,1®/C2,1 +b- flCz,l

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

—2miho 1

_ , _ —3miq/2p
€K1 © R/CQ,lJCQ,l =e€ "k — € T CKa 1

which was obtained in the proof of [MS, Theorem 5.7]. Thus as in Proposition 4.12, the
conclusion is that a = b~ = e™/2Pand it follows from Theorem 6.9 that Fp,q is braided.
The statement about twists follows from the fact that

HICQ | = eQﬂ’iL(O) — 627rih2,1 . IdlCz L= _637riq/2p . Idng .
combined with Theorem 6.9. O

Conjecture 7.16. The braided tensor functors F,, and F,, 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/4(sly) and K L~2t9/P(sly).

It is probably possible to show that F, , and F,, 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 K L~2*P/4(sly) and K L~2+9/?(sly) under F,, and
Fqp, and these would mostly be logarithmic V¢, -modules which were not all constructed
in [MS]. It would probably also be necessary to show that F, 4|p-2+p/q and Fyp|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 { 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 T, A € Z>q
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and calculate the tensor products X ® 7. For more uniform notation, we set T) = 0 and
Ly=0if A <0. For A > 0, we will usually write A = fp+m for ¢ € Z>pand 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, T, = Ly, and for 0 < m < p — 2,
X & Lm = Lm—l ® Lm+1.
(2) [Os, Section 2.5(c)] For m = p—1, X ® Ly, is indecomposable with Loewy diagram

Ly

/

X® L, 1 : L,

N

Ly

(3) [Os, Section 2.5(d)] For ¢ € Z>q, Ly, is the image of the (¢ + 1)-dimensional irre-
ducible sls-module under Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius tensor embedding Rep sy —
C((,sl2) [Lus, Chapter 35]; in particular,

Lp [ Lgp = L((—l)p D L(g+1)p. (Al)
Moreover,
Lop @ Lin = Lipim (A.2)

for ¢ € Z>pand 0 <m <p-—1.
(4) [Ne, Theorem 10.12(1)] The simple module L,_; is projective and injective in
C(C,E[Q).
Since the tensor product of a rigid object and a projective object in any tensor category is
projective, (2) and (4) imply that X® L1 = P,_2, while (3) and (4) imply that L), is
projective for £ € Z>q, 80 Ls41)p—1 = Pg41)p—1- Then to finish the £ = 0 case of Theorems
6.1 and 6.2, (6.1) and (2) imply that P,_o = T,,. We also see from (1) and (3) that

L if =0
X®Lép+m%Lép®L1®ng{ Ip+1 1 m

L£p+m—1 ® pr—l—m—l—l if 1<m<p-2 (A3)

for ¢ € Z>pand 0 <m < p—2.

We now prove the £ = 1 case of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 by constructing the projective
covers P,_,,—o for 0 < m < p — 2 recursively, beginning with P,_», whose structure is given
in (2). First, the exactness of X ® e combined with (1), (2), and (3) implies that there are
short exact sequences

0—Lp3®Lp1 —XQFP 2—X® (Pp_Q/Lp_Q) — 0

and
0— Lpy1 — X®(Py—2/Lp—2) — Lp—3® Lyp—1 — 0.
If p = 2, then projectivity and injectivity of L; implies that
XRFPh=2-L1®dLs=2-P®P; (A.4)
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since L3 = P3 when p = 2. If p > 3, then projectivity and injectivity of L,_; implies that
X®P, 222 L, 1 ®P, 3 (A.5)
where the direct summand ]31,_3 is projective and has two composition factors equal to L,_3
(one a submodule and one a quotient) and one composition factor equal to Ly;1. Since
Hom(Lp4+1,X ® Py_o) = Hom(X ® Lpt1, Pp—2) = Hom(L, ® Lpy2, Pp—2) =0,  (A.6)
using rigidity of X and (A.3), and since similarly
Hom(X ® Pp—2, Lpt1) =0,

we see that L,41 is neither a submodule nor quotient of ]31,_3. It follows that ﬁp_g is
indecomposable, is equal to P,_3, and has Loewy diagram given by the m = 1 case of

Lp—m—2
Pym-2: Lpm . (A7)
Lp—m—Q
We now assume inductively that we have constructed P, 2, P,_3,...,P,_5_o for some

m € {1,...,p—2}, and that for 0 < m < m, P,_,,_2 has Loewy diagram (A.7). Since there
is a surjection

X ® Pp—ﬁz—2 - X® Lp—ﬁv,—2 - Lp—ﬁm—ly
the projective module X ® P,_5_» contains the projective cover P,_5_1 as a direct sum-
mand. By the exactness of X @ o, the m = m,m — 1 cases of (A.7), and (A.3), the direct
summand complement of P,_5_; in X ® P,_5_2 has composition factors

Lp—ﬁm—?n Lp—l—ﬁv,—i-b Lp—ﬁv,—?)
if m < p — 3, and just one composition factor Loy if m = p —2. If m < p — 3, then
calculations similar to (A.6) show that L,.s41 is neither a submodule nor quotient of
X ® P,_m—2; consequently, the complement of P,_5_; in X ® P,_5_9 has Loewy diagram
(A.7) with m = m + 1 and is isomorphic to P,_z_3. Thus we conclude

Pyp3® Py if 1<m<p-3
Py @ Lap_q if m=p—2
We also observe that (6.1) combined with (A.4), (A.5), and (A.8) implies that for 0 < m <
P—2,Tprm=Pym—2,and Ty 1 = Pop 1 = Lop_1.

We summarize what we have derived so far in the following proposition, which covers the
¢ =1 case of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 except for the calculation of X ® Tp,_1:

XQ Py o = { (A.8)

Proposition A.1. For 0 < m < p — 2, the indecomposable tilting module Ty, is the
projective cover of P,_,—o and has Loewy diagram (A.7). Moreover,

2Ty 1 ® T if m=0

X®Tp+m:{Tp+m—1@Tp+m+l if 1<m<p—-2"

where Tgp_l = Lgp_l.
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We can now determine the indecomposable tilting modules Tj,,, for £ > 2 and identify
them with projective covers in C((,slz). For £ € Z>; and 0 < m < p — 2 we consider
Ly ® Py_mm—2: by (A.1), (A.2), and (A.7), there are short exact sequences

0 — Lut1yp—m—2 — Lop @ Ppn—2 — (Lep ® Py_m—2)/Lg41)p—m—2 — 0
and
0 — Ly—1yp+m D Lies1)ptm — (Lep @ Pp—m—2)/Le41)p—m—2 — Le41)p—m—2 — 0.
Using rigidity of Ly, combined with (A.1) and (A.2), we have
Hom (L (g4 1)ptm> Lep ® Pp—m—2) = Hom(Lgp ® Lig+1)p ® Lin, Pp—m—2)

m\»—t

2] Dp+m> Pp—m—2) = 07

] @W

and similarly
Hom(Lgy ® Pp_m—2, L(Z:I:l)p—i—m) = 0.
It follows that L, ® P,_,,—2 is indecomposable and has Loewy diagram

L(Z+1p m—2

7N

LZp ® P —m—2 - L ({—1)p+m €+1 )p+m .
L(€+1 )p—m—2

Since Lgy @ Pp—m—2 is also projective, it also follows that Ly, @ Pp—m—2 = Ploy1)p—m—2-
We now identify P(yi1)p—m—2 for £ € Z>; and 0 < m < p — 2 with a tilting module.
First, assume by induction on ¢ that T(s;1),—1 = L(¢41)p—1; the base case £ = 1 appears in
Proposition A.1. Then
X®Ligt1yp-1 = Lip @ X @ Ly—1 = Lgp ® Py—o = Pyy1yp—a- (A.9)

It follows from (6.1) that T(y1 1y, = Py41)p—2; for £ = 1 this completes the proof of the £ =1
cases of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2. If p > 3, we then similarly get
2- Ligs1yp—1 ® Pgayp-3 i m=0

X® P, = .

(EHDp—m=2 = { Poityp-m-1® Peyyp-m-3 if 1<m<p-3
from Proposition A.1, and it follows that T(y11)p4m = Plys1)p—m—2 for 0 <m < p—2 (and
this relation holds for p = 2 as well). Finally, taking m = p — 2, we have
2-L16 L3 if p= 2
P& Ly if p>3

~ ] 2-Lopg1 © Loe1 © Logys if p=2 (A1)
Pép—l-l @ LZp—l @ L(Z+2)p—1 if p>37 :

(A.10)

X®ngngp®X®Pongp®{

where the last isomorphism uses (A.1). It follows that To42)p—1 = Le42)p—1, completing
the inductive step of the proof that Ty 1),—1 = L(p41)p—1 for £ € Z>1. In fact, the argument
also shows that

T(Z-i—l)p-}—m = P(€+l)p—m—2
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for all ¢ € Z>; and 0 < m < p — 2, completing the proof of Theorem 6.1. The ¢ > 2 case of
Theorem 6.2 then follows from (A.9), (A.10), and (A.11).
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