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Abstract

We prove the Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence for a class of vertex operator

superalgebras which, via the work of Costello-Gaiotto, arise as boundary VOAs

of topological B twist of 3d N = 4 abelian gauge theories. This means that we

show equivalences of braided tensor categories of modules of certain affine vertex

superalgebras and corresponding quantum supergroups.

We build on the work of Creutzig-Lentner-Rupert to this large class of VOAs

and extend it since in our case the categories don’t have projective objectives and

objects can have arbitrary Jordan Hölder length.

Our correspondence significantly improves the understanding of the braided ten-

sor category of line defects associated to this class of TQFT, by realizing line defects

as modules of a Hopf algebra. In the process, we prove a case of the conjecture of

Semikhatov-Tipunin, relating logarithmic CFTs to Nichols algebras of screening op-

erators.
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1 Introduction

The objective of this paper is the proof of Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondences for a class

of affine Lie superalgebras which arise as (perturbative) boundary vertex algebras of

topological B twist of 3d N = 4 abelian gauge theories. More precisely, let G = (C×)r

be an abelian group, and V = Cn a representation of G defined by a charge matrix

ρ : Zr → Zn. Throughout this paper we assume that ρ defines a faithful action, in

that it fits into a short exact sequence (see equation (1.5)). Associated to this data is

a solvable Lie superalgebra gρ and its affine current VOA V (gρ), which first appeared

in [CG18] as the purterbative boundary VOA for a holomorphic boundary condition of

the aforementioned TQFT. In [BCDN23], this affine current VOA was studied and the

Kazhdan-Lusztig category KLρ of modules was introduced, which has the structure of

a rigid braided tensor category. The Lie superalgebra gρ is not reductive but solvable

and the category KLρ is not semisimple, in fact it doesn’t even have projective objects.

In this paper, we show that we can associate to ρ a Hopf algebra, to be denoted

by UE
ρ , which is a deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of gρ. Properties

of this algebra will be given in Section 3. Most importantly, this algebra admits an R

matrix in its algebraic completion, which can be evaluated very simply on any finite

dimensional modules. This in particular endows the category UE
ρ −Mod, the category of

finite-dimensional modules of UE
ρ , with the structure of a braided tensor category.

In this paper, we prove the following statement:
〈KLrho〉

Theorem 1.1. There is an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

KLρ ≃ UE
ρ −Mod. (1.1)

The strategy of this proof is from the recent work [CLR23]. The idea is that given

a VOA V together with a rigid braided tensor category U of V -modules, as well as a free

field realization V → W such that the VOA W defines a commutative algebra object A

in U , under a set of technical assumptions, there is a fully-faithful functor:

S : U → ZA−Modloc (A−Mod) , (1.2)

where A−Mod is the category of A modules, A−Modloc the category of local A modules

and ZA−Modloc (A−Mod) is the relative Drinfeld center. If one can find Hopf algebras

corresponding to the category A−Modloc and A−Mod, then one can construct a Hopf

algebra corresponding to the relative center by Drinfeld’s relative double construction.
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We apply this strategy to the case ρ = 1, in which case gρ is simply gl(1|1). We use

the Wakimoto free field realization W of gl(1|1), find the Hopf algebras corresponding

to the two categories above, and show that the relative Drinfeld double is precisely the

quantum group UE
1 . For general ρ, we use the ungauging relation of [BCDN23] between

V (gρ) and V (gl(1|1)) to derive UE
ρ as a sub-quotient of many copies of UE

1 .

If one only considers the category of weighted modules, namely the category of mod-

ules of V (gρ) where the zero-mode of the bosonic generators act semi-simply, then this

correspondence will simply follow from [CLR23]. We extend their result to a much larger

category, allowing arbitrarily large Jordan blocks for these zero-modes. The motivation

behind considering the enlarged category is from physics: the category of line operators

in the aforementioned TQFT is modeled by the Kazhdan-Lusztig category, rather than

the smaller weighted subcategory. This extension is in fact very nontrivial, partly due

to the fact that KLρ does not have any projective object, and partly to the fact that

A−Modloc is non-semisimple. The first issue makes it harder to compute extensions be-

tween objects in KLρ, and therefore making it harder to classify objects in this category.

Fortunately, this difficulty can be dealt with using results from [BCDN23], by relating

objects in KLρ to modules of the Lie algebra gρ. The second issue makes it harder to

produce a tensor functor from A−Mod to A−Modloc. In this paper we construct such

a functor by taking associated graded of a canonical filtration. We believe that such a

filtration should exist for general free field realizations admitting screening operators,

and not simply for the case at hand.

1.1 Nichols Algebra: towards the Conjecture of Semikhatov-Tipunin

In this proof strategy, it is easy to find the Hopf algebra corresponding to A−Modloc,

as this is identified with modules of the VOA W , which in our examples are modules

of a Heisenberg vertex algebra. The challenge is to find the Hopf algebra corresponding

to A−Mod. In the case at hand, the VOA V is defined by the kernel of a set of

screening operators Si : W → Wi for simple current modules Wi, and it was first

proposed and studied in [ST12] that screening charges obey the relations of a Nichols

algebra. More precisely, the Nichols algebra B(M) for an object M ∈ A−Modloc is the

quotient of the tensor algebra T (M) by the braided symmetrizer map. It was shown

in [ST12] that certain screening operators Si indeed satisfy the relation imposed by

braided symmetrizers, and conjectured that this is true for general screening operators.

In particular they conjectured that the category of modules of the VOA V that is defined
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as the joint kernel of the screening charges is braided tensor equivalent to the category

of Yetter-Drinfeld modules for the Nichols algebra of screenings inside the category of

modules of the VOAW . They exemplified this in the case of V =M(p) the singlet VOA,

and in later work [ST13] studied in more detail the Nichols algebras of rank two and

the VOAs that are characterized as kernels of screening charges. The Nichols algebra

relation of screening operators is proven in the case of diagonal braiding by [Len21],

which includes all the examples considered in [ST12, ST13].

The ribbon category structure of the singlet VOAs have been fully understood fairly

recently [CMY20b, CMY22a]. In this case W = Hφ is a single Heisenberg VOA and

M is the Fock module F
−
√

2/pφ
for a prime p ≥ 2. The VOAs arising from rank two

examples have been further studied in [ACGY20, CNS23] and in particular in [CNS23]

the correspondence of one example to a category of modules of a quantum supergroup

of type sl(2|1) has been proven.

In modern language, see [CLR23], the conjecture of Semikhatov and Tipunin can

be rephrazed as

〈Conj:Nicholsintro〉
Conjecture 1.2. Let A be the algebra object defined by W in the category of V modules,

and let B(M) be the Nichols algebra ofM in A−Modloc. There is an equivalence of tensor

categories:

B(M)−Mod(A−Modloc) ≃ A−Mod (1.3)

compatible with the action of A−Modloc.

Conjecture 1.2 was proven in [CLR23] for the category of weighted modules of

V = M(p), and this work indicates that the same statement, not restricted to the

singlet VOA or the weighted category, should be true in general.

In this paper, we prove a simple case of the above statement, in which M has

diagonal braiding (−1). More precisely, let V be a VOA and W a VOA containing

V , such that V is defined by the kernel of a screening operator W → σW , where σ is

spectral flow automorphism defined by some Heisenberg field φ ∈W of level 1.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.21). Under a list of technical conditions (contained in Section

5.5), there is an equivalence of tensor categories:

A−Mod ≃ B(σW )−Mod. (1.4)

It turns out that the proof of even this simple case is quite complicated. We leave

it to a future project to derive a proof for the general case.
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1.2 Physical Motivation

The physical motivation of this work is the study of a class of non-semisimple TQFT in

3 dimensions. More precisely, it is the topological twists of 3d N = 4 supersymmetric

abelian gauge theories.

In a three-dimensional topological quantum field theory, the set of line operators

is expected to carry the structure of a braided tensor category. A classic example of

this is Chern-Simons theory with compact gauge group G and integer level k, whose

line operators coincide with integrable level-k representations of the WZW VOA Vk(g).

Another set of examples come from subsectors of supersymmetric QFT’s that behave

topologically, a.k.a. topological twists.

One general class of quantum field theories that admit topological twists are 3d

N = 4 gauge theories. They in fact have two distinct topological subsectors, often called

A and B twists. The 3d B twist, introduced by [BT96], leads to a gauge-theory analogue

of Rozansky-Witten TQFT [RW96, KRS08]. The 3d A twist is a dimensional reduction

of Witten’s archetypical twist of 4d N = 2 Yang-Mills that defined Donaldson-Witten

TQFT.

Categorical aspects of line operators in the A and B twists of 3d N = 4 gauge the-

ories were developed in a series of different works, including [BDGH16, BF18, Web19,

OR18, DGGH19, CCG18, CDGG21, HR21, BN22, BCDN23, GH22, GN23, GY22, GGY24].

(See especially the introductions to [HR21, BCDN23] for further background and ref-

erences.) The physical constructions of these categories took much inspiration from an

early classification of BPS line operators by [AG15], the classic, general analysis of BPS

defects in gauge theory by [GW06], and earlier work on the categorical structure of

Rozansky-Witten theory [KRS08, RW10]. In addition, we note that another series of

works including [DGN+18, CCF+18, GKL+21, CQW21] extracted data of braided tensor

(in fact, modular tensor) categories from 3d supersymmetric gauge theories indirectly, by

analyzing partition functions and half-indices, or using string/M-theory dualities; these

were recently connected with direct field-theory analyses in [Ded23, FGK23]. A notable

difference between the 3d N = 4 theories considered in [DGN+18, Ded23, GKL+21,

FGK23] and general 3d N = 4 gauge theories is that the former are “rank zero” — they

have no moduli space of SUSY vacua , which allows their categories of line operators

to be semisimple. In general 3d gauge theories, there is a nontrivial moduli space of

vacua, and (correspondingly) the categories of line operators are not semisimple. In a

topological twist, they are nontrivial derived categories.
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Despite what is now quite a large body of work on categories of line operators in 3d

N = 4 gauge theories, the current state of the art (in the general non-semisimple/derived

case) is still remarkably complicated. In this paper and a companion [CDN] we seek to

significantly improve this state of affairs by introducing quantum groups — and more

generally, quasi-triangular Hopf algebras — that control line operators. These algebras

and their weighted category of modules are recently used in [GGY24] to construct non-

semisimple TQFT via an application of the methods developed in [CGPM14].

The 3d N = 4 abelian gauge theories relevant for this paper are defined by an

abelian group G and representation V , whose charge matrix ρ is assumed to define a

faithful action. This class of theories is closed under 3d mirror symmetry, which swaps A

and B twists, so without loss of generality we may also focus on a single twist; we choose

the B twist. In [BN22, BCDN23] it was explained that the category of line operators in

such a B twisted gauge theory may be represented as modules for a certain boundary

VOA VB
ρ , where VB

ρ is a Zr simple current extension of the affine current superalgebra

V (gρ). In [BCDN23], the category of modules of VB
ρ is defined using this simple current

extension as a de-equivariantization of KLρ by the Zr lattice; and the full category

of line operators is the derived category thereof. Theorem 1.1 gives a quantum group

description to the category of line operators, with explicit tensor product and R matrix,

making it more amenable to algebraic studies.

Remark 1.4. Just as the boundary VOA relevant for the physical theory is not V (gρ)

but the simple current extension, the quantum group relevant is a sub-quotient of UE
ρ .

We will derive this sub-quotient in Section 6.2, using de-equivariantization.

1.3 Analogy to Chern-Simons Theory

Recall that for a complex semi-simple Lie algebra g, the famous Kazhdan-Lusztig cor-

respondence for g states that for k ∈ C avoiding certain values, there is an equivalence

of two braided tensor categories:

1. The category of finite-length modules of Vk(g) whose composition factors and sim-

ple highest-weight modules corresponding to weights that are dominant in the

direction of g.

2. The category of finite-dimensional modules of the Lusztig’s quantum group ULus
q (g).

This was proven for generic k first in [Dri90], and then extend to more general k in

[KL94], and in a recent work [CF21] it is extended to factorization category setting. The
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significance of this to the study of Chern-Simons theory is that it confirms mathemati-

cally the two constructions of TQFT, one using affine Lie algebra [Wit89] and another

using quantum group [RT91].

For generic k, the category of modules of Vk(g) is equivalent as an abelian category

to the category U(g)−Mod. In [Dri90], the braided tensor structure of Vk(g) modules is

given a description using this equivalence via solutions of Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ)

equations.

The B twist of 3d N = 4 gauge theory can be viewed as some version of a su-

pergroup Chern-Simons theory, see [GW10, Mik15, Gar22, GN23]; the Lie superalgebra

of this supergroup is precisely gρ, for abelian gauge group. Viewed through this lens,

Theorem 1.1 specifies the quantum supergroup corresponding to the Chern-Simons the-

ory of gρ. Moreover, in [McR16], it was shown that logarithmic intertwining operators

give solutions of KZ equations. This, together with Proposition 2.4, shows that the

braided tensor structure of the category KLρ, for generic eigenvalues of Ea, can be

given a similar description using solutions of KZ equations. Our equivalence is there-

fore a non-semisimple example of the equivalence of Drinfeld, namely the equivalence

between braided tensor structure induced by solutions of KZ equations and that induced

by a deformation of the co-product and R matrix.

1.4 Conventions and Notations

As in [BCDN23], We assume that the action of G = (C×)r on V = Cn is faithful, in the

sense that the charge lattice ρ fits into a short exact sequence:

0 Zr Zn Zn−r 0
ρ τ (1.5) SES

In this case, one can choose a splitting of this exact sequence ρ̃ : Zn−r → Zn, namely

τ ◦ ρ̃ = Idn−r. Similarly, one can choose a co-splitting τ̃ : Zn → Zr such that τ̃ ◦ ρ̃ = 0

and τ̃ ◦ ρ = Idr. This is depicted in the following:

0 Zr Zn Zn−r 0
ρ

τ̃

τ

ρ̃
(1.6) eqsplitexactsequence

They satisfy the following equations:

τ ◦ ρ = τ̃ ◦ ρ̃ = 0, τ ◦ ρ̃ = Idn−r, τ̃ ◦ ρ = Idr, ρ ◦ τ̃ + ρ̃ ◦ τ = Idn. (1.7)
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We will use this splitting to show that UE
ρ is a sub-quotient of many copies of UE

1 .

In the following, given an algebra A in a braided tensor category C, we will denote

by A−Mod(C) the category of finite-length A modules in C. In particular, if C is Vect,

then A−Mod means the category of finite-dimensional modules of A.

Tensor products over C will be denoted by ⊗. Let V be a VOA and U a category of

modules admitting a braided tensor structure, then tensor product in U will be denoted

by ⊗U . All tensor products are ordinary tensor products, not derived tensor products.

All categories considered here will in fact be super categories. We will follow the

convention of [CKM17], in that morphisms are even and the categories are abelian. An

intertwining operator will also be even. If A is an ordinary algebra, then A−Mod is the

category of Z2-graded modules of A.
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2 The Vertex Algebra V (gρ) and the Kazhdan-Lusztig Cat-

egory

?〈sec:VOA〉?
2.1 The Vertex Algebra V (gρ)

In [BCDN23], we studied an affine Lie super-algebra V (gρ) and its simple current ex-

tension VB
ρ . These VOAs are inspired by the study of 3d N = 4 abelian gauge theories,

especially its boundary VOA and category of line operators [CG18, CCG18]. When

ρ = 1, the VOA V (gρ) is simply the affine vertex superalgebra V (gl(1|1)), whose repre-

sentation theory was studied in [CR11a, CMY22b, BN22]. In this section, we recall the

definition and properties of the VOA V (gρ). Consider the Lie superalgebra gρ over C
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given by

gρ := T ∗(gC ⊕ΠV ) = gC ⊕ΠV ⊕ΠV ∗ ⊕ g∗C (2.1) ?def-grho?

with basis (Na, ψi
+, ψi

−, Ea) ,

for a = 1, ..., r and i = 1, ..., n. This is a Z-graded Lie superalgebra. Its even/bosonic

part is a copy of gC = Cr and a copy of g∗C = Cr (with basis elements Na, E
a). Its

odd/fermionic part, indicated by the parity shift ‘Π’, is V ⊕ V ∗ = C2n (with basis ψi
±).

The nonvanishing Lie brackets are given by

[Na, ψ
i
±] = ±ρiaψi

± , {ψi
+, ψ

j
−} = δij

r∑

a=1

ρiaE
a. (2.2) ?g-brackets?

To define the Kac-Moody Lie superalgebra, we need to choose an invariant, even, non-

degenerate bilinear pairing κ : gρ × gρ → gρ. There are many choices of pairings on gρ.

The one relevant to the physical set-up is derived in [CDG20, Gar22]; 1 it is given by

κ(Na, Nb) = (ρTρ)ab =
n∑

i=1

ρiaρib , κ(Na, E
b) = δa

b , κ(ψi
+, ψ

j
−) = δij . (2.3) ?eqbilinearBper?

This defines a Kac-Moody Lie superalgebra, which we denote by ĝρ, which is a central

extension of gρ ⊗ C[t, t−1] defined by κ in the usual way:

0 CK ĝρ gρ ⊗ C[t, t−1] 0 (2.4)

where the commutation relation is defined on a⊗ f(t) and b⊗ g(t) by:

[a⊗ f(t), b⊗ g(t)]ĝρ = [a, b]gρ ⊗ f(t)g(t) − κ(a, b)KRest=0f(t)∂tg(t). (2.5)

More specifically, on the generators of gρ, the commutation relation reads:

[Na,n, Nb,m] = (ρT ρ)abnδm+nK, [Na,n, Eb,m] = nδabδm+nK

[Na,n, ψ
i
±,k] = ±ρiaψi

±,k+n, {ψi
+,m, ψ

j
−,n} = mδm+nδ

ijK + δij
r∑

a=1

ρiaE
a
m+n.

(2.6)

1In fact, one can use a field re-definition to shift this to a more standard bi-linear form such that
κ0(Na, Nb) = 0 and the other pairings are the same as κ.
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Denote by ĝρ≥0 = gρ ⊗C[t]⊕CK, and ĝρ<0 = gρ ⊗ t−1C[t−1], then it is easy to see that

ĝρ is a crossed product of ĝρ≥0 and ĝρ<0. In particular, there is a decomposition:

U(ĝρ<0)⊗ U(ĝρ≥0) → U(ĝρ). (2.7)

For each finite-dimensional module M of gρ and each k ∈ C, we define a Verma module

of ĝρ of level k by:

Ind(M) := U(ĝρ)⊗U(ĝρ≥0)
(M ⊗ Ck) , (2.8)

whereM⊗Ck is the one-dimensional representation of ĝρ≥0 where gρ⊗tC[t] acts trivially,
the zero-mode subalgebra gρ acts on M naturally and K acts by multiplication with k.

The module Vk(gρ) := Ind(C) (where C is the trivial gρ module) has the structure of a

super-VOA, whose OPEs on generators are given by:

Na(z)E
b(w) ∼ kδa

b

(z − w)2
, Na(z)Nb(w) ∼

k(ρT ρ)ab
(z − w)2

,

Na(z)ψ
i
+(w) ∼

ρiaψ
i
+(w)

(z − w)
, Na(z)ψ

i
−(w) ∼

−ρiaψi
−(w)

(z − w)
,

ψi
+(z)ψ

j
−(w) ∼

kδij

(z − w)2
+

δij
r∑

a=1
ρiaE

a(w)

z − w
.

(2.9) ?eqperturbVOABgenOPE

Its’ stress-energy tensor is given by:

L(z) =
1

2k

( ∑

1≤a≤r

:NaE
a : + :EaNa :−

∑

1≤i≤n

:ψi
+ψ

i
− : +

∑

1≤i≤n

:ψi
−ψ

i
+ :
)
. (2.10) ?L-B?

It is easy to see that in this case, for different non-zero k, the VOAs Vk(gρ) are all

isomorphic (albeit with a change of conformal element, which does not matter for the

braided tensor category considered in this paper), and therefore we will once and for all

fix k = 1, and denote the VOA by V (gρ). The following statement is true:

Proposition 2.1 ( [BCDN23] Lemma 8.22). The VOA V (gρ) is simple.

The VOA V (gρ) has the following Zr × Cr lattice of automorphisms:

σλ,µ(Na) = Na −
µa
z
, σλ,µ(Ea) = Ea −

λa
z
, σλ,µψ

i
± = z∓

∑
a ρiaλ

a

ψi
±. (2.11) eq:spectralflow

Here λ ∈ Cr and µ ∈ Cr such that ρ(λ) ∈ Zn. We can use this to twist the action to

obtain more modules. For instance, the VOA VB
ρ is defined as a module of V (gρ) using
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a Zr lattice of simple modules obtained via this twist:

VB
ρ :=

⊕

λ∈Zr

σλ,ρTρλV (gρ). (2.12)

2.2 The Kazhdan-Lusztig Category

Given a VOA V and a category U of V modules, the extensive work of Huang-Lepowsky-

Zhang [HLZ10a, HLZ10b, HLZ10c, HLZ10d, HLZ10e, HLZ10f, HLZ11a, HLZ11b] shows

that under certain conditions on V and U , there is a vertex-tensor category structure on

U : the structure of a braided tensor category with twist, where the tensor product of

two modules is defined as the universal object of logarithmic intertwining operators.

Specifically, given three modules M,N and P , a logarithmic intertwining operator

is a map:

Y :M ⊗N → P{z}[log z] (2.13) Y-int

that satisfies a similar set of properties the state-operator map of a VOA needs to satisfy.

The curly bracket means a formal power series with any possible complex exponents,

i.e. sums of the type ∑

y∈C
n∈N

Py,n z
y (log(z))n, Py,n ∈ P.

For a full definition, see [CKM17, Definition 3.7]. Let Int(M⊗N,P ) be the set ofM,N,P

intertwining operators (2.13). For fixed M and N , a universal object for the space of

intertwining operators is a module denoted M ⊗U N , together with an intertwining

operator Y :M ⊗N →M ⊗U N{z}[log z] that induces an isomorphism

Int(M ⊗N,P ) ∼= Hom(M ⊗U N,P ), (2.14)

for any other module P .

It is difficult in general to verify the existence of such a universal object and in

particular the existence of tensor category. Usually one can show this existence if the

category U satisfies certain finiteness conditions [CY21, Theorem 3.3.4]. The best known

examples are first the Kazhdan-Lusztig category for an affine Lie algebra associated to a

semi-simple Lie algebra, which at most levels satisfies the necessary finiteness conditions

and has the structure of a braided tensor category; and second the Virasoro algebra

at any central charge has a category of modules satisfying all the necessary finiteness

conditions and hence has the structure of a braided tensor category [CJOH+20]. In
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general it is a quite difficult problem to establish the structure of a braided tensor

category on a category of modules of a VOA, e.g. only very recently this result has been

established for the category of weight modules of the affine VOA of sl2 at admissible

levels [Cre23].

In [BCDN23], we studied the Kazhdan-Lusztig category for the affine Lie superalge-

bra V (gρ), and showed that this category satisfies the finiteness conditions and therefore

has the structure of a braided tensor category. Let us recall the definition here. A gen-

eralized module of V (gρ) (or simply a module of the affine Lie superalgebra ĝρ where

K = Id) is called finite-length if it has a finite composition series whose composition

factors are simple. It is called grading-restricted if it is graded by generalized conformal

weights (the generalized eigenvalues of L0), the weight spaces are all finite-dimensional,

and the generalized conformal weights are bounded from below.

Definition 2.2. We define KLρ, the Kazhdan-Lusztig category of V (gρ), to be the cat-

egory of finite-length, grading-restricted modules of V (gρ).

The following was proven in [BCDN23, Theorem 8.19]:

Theorem 2.3. The category KLρ is a rigid braided tensor category, such that the braided

tensor structure is defined by logarithmic intertwining operators and the dual is defined

by the contragredient dual.

Since V (gρ) has central elements Ea,0, the category KLρ admits the following de-

composition:

KLρ =
⊕

ν∈Cr

KLρ,ν, (2.15)

where KLρ,ν is the sub-category of objects in KLρ where the generalized eigenvalue of

Ea,0 is νa, or in other words, (Ea,0 − νa)
n = 0 for some sufficiently large n. We proved

in [BCDN23] that for generic ν, the category KLρ,ν is equivalent to the corresponding

category of finite-dimensional modules of gρ. Namely, let gρ−Mod be the category of

finite-dimensional modules of gρ, which also admits a decomposition:

gρ−Mod =
⊕

ν∈Cr

gρ−Modν , (2.16)

where gρ−Modν is the sub-category where Ea acts with generalized eigenvalue νa. We

have used the following induction functor to define V (gρ):

Ind(M) := U(ĝρ)⊗U(ĝρ,≥0) (M ⊗ C1) , (2.17)

13



where M is a module of gρ, vewied as a module of ĝρ,≥0 via the morphism ĝρ,≥0 → gρ,

and C1 is a module of the center CK on which K acts as 1. It is clear that Ind sends

an object in gρ−Modν to a module of V (gρ) where the generalized eigenvalue of Ea are

νa. It would be in KLρ,ν if it is finite-length. We proved in [BCDN23, Proposition 8.24]

that this is the case. In fact, we have the following statement:

〈Propindgeneric〉
Proposition 2.4. The image of the induction functor Ind lies inKLρ. When

∑
a ρiaν

a /∈
Z or

∑
a ρiaν

a = 0 for all i, the induction functor induces an equivalence of abelian cat-

egories:

Ind : gρ−Modν ≃ KLρ,ν. (2.18)

Namely, for a generic ν, we can understand the abelian category KLρ,ν very well

by studying gρ−Modν . How do we study KLρ,ν when ν doesn’t satisfy the requirement

of Proposition 2.4? The answer is through spectral flow. Recall the automorphisms in

equation (2.11). For each (λ, µ), the spectral flow induces an equivalence:

σλ,µ : KLρ,ν ≃ KLρ,ν+λ. (2.19)

One can show that for each ν, there exists some λ such that ρ(λ) ∈ Zr and that ν + λ

satisfies the requirement of Proposition 2.4, and consequently we have equivalences of

abelian categories as follows:

KLρ,ν KLρ,ν+λ gρ−Modν+λ
σλ,ν

Ind
(2.20)

Notice that the spectral flow automorphism σλ,µ is generated by the action of the

zero mode of the Heisenberg generator
∑

a λaNa(z) + (µa − ρTρλa)Ea, via Li’s delta

operator [Li97]. Consequently, the spectral flows of the vacuum, σλ,µV (gρ), are simple

current modules, and satisfy simple fusion rule:

σλ,µV (gρ)⊗KLρ σλ′,µ′V (gρ) ∼= σλ+λ′,µ+µ′V (gρ). (2.21)

The fusion rule above gives the module VB
ρ the VOA structure. Moreover, given a module

M , the spectral flow σλ,µM is isomorphic to σλ,µV (gρ) ⊗KLρ M , via the intertwining

operator defined by Li’s delta operator.
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2.3 Free-field Realization of V (gρ)

One important way to study a VOA is by embedding it into simpler VOAs. In [BCDN23],

we constructed an embedding of V (gρ) into lattice vertex algebras, namely an extension

of Heisenberg VOA by Fock modules. This generalized the well-studied special case of

gρ = gl(1|1) and extensions thereof [SS06, CR11b, CGN20]. We recall the construction

here. Let H{Xa,Ya,Zi} denote the Heisenberg VOA associated to the 2r + n dimensional

vector space with basis {Xa, Y
a, Zi} for a = 1, ..., r and i = 1, ..., n, and bilinear form

B(Xa, Y
b) = δba , B(Zi, Zj) = δij . (2.22)

Namely, the VOA H{Xa,Ya,Zi} is strongly generated by ∂Xa, ∂Y
a and ∂Zi with the fol-

lowing OPE:

∂Xa∂Y
b =

δba
(z − w)2

, ∂Zi∂Zj =
δij

(z − w)2
. (2.23)

We choose the following conformal element L:

L =
1

2

(
:
∑

1≤a≤r

(∂Xa∂Y
a + ∂Y a∂Xa) +

∑

1≤i≤n

(∂Zi)(∂Zi) :
)
+

1

2

∑

1≤i≤n

( ∑

1≤a≤r

ρia∂
2Y a − ∂2Zi

)
.

(2.24) ?L-B-ff?

Let

Vρ
Z =

⊕

λ∈Zn

FX,Y,Z
λ·Z (2.25)

be the lattice VOA obtained by extending H{Xa,Ya,Zi} by Fock modules generated by

:eλZ : for all λ ∈ Zr. It is easy to see that the VOA Vρ
Z is isomorphic to a simple tensor

product:

Vρ
Z
∼= H{Xa,Ya} ⊗ V ⊗n

bc , (2.26)
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where H{Xa,Ya} is the Heisenberg VOA generated by ∂Xa, ∂Y
a and V ⊗n

bc is a set of free

fermion VOAs, generated by :e±Zi :. The assignments:

Na 7→ ∂Xa +
∑

1≤i≤n

ρia∂Z
i ,

Ea 7→ ∂Y a ,

ψi
+(z) 7→ :eZ

i

: ,

ψi
− 7→ :

∑

1≤a≤r

ρia∂Y
ae−Zi

: + :∂e−Zi

:

(2.27) ?ffRealization?

defines an embedding of the Kac-Moody VOA V (gρ) into the lattice VOA Vρ
Z . It is in

fact possible to identify the image of this embedding with the kernel of a certain set of

screening operators. Recall that the lattice VOA Vρ
Z has Fock modules

Vρ
Z,µX+νY =

⊕

λ∈Zn

FX,Y,Z
µ·X+ν·Y+λ·Z (2.28)

labelled by µ, ν ∈ Cr, lifted from the Fock modules of the Heisenberg VOA H{Xa,Ya,Zi}.

When ρ(µ) ∈ Zn, define intertwiners Si(z) : Vρ
Z,µX+νY → Vρ

Z,µX+νY−(ρY )i
((z)) given by

Si(z) = :eZ
i(z)−

∑
a ρiaY a(z) : , (2.29) ?def-B-screen?

with corresponding screening charges Si
0 = 1

2πi

∮
Si(z) dz. Note that this is only well-

defined when ρ(µ) ∈ Zn, since this ensures that Si is integer moded. We have the

following proposition, proven in [BCDN23, Proposition 4.2]:

?〈PropScreen〉?
Proposition 2.5. The image of the embedding V (gρ) →֒ Vρ

Z is the kernel of the screening

operators:

V (gρ) ∼=
n⋂

i=1

kerSi
0

∣∣
Vρ
Z

. (2.30)

Moreover, for each λ, µ ∈ Cr, the VOA Vρ
Z has a simple module Vρ

λX+µY,Z , given by

the lift of the Fock module FλX+µY . When ρ(λ) ∈ Zr, one can identify:

σλ,µ+ρTρλV (gρ) ∼=
n⋂

i=1

kerSi
0

∣∣
Vρ
λX+µY,Z

. (2.31)
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In fact, we have the following long exact sequence resolving V (gρ) using modules of VZ :

V (gρ) Vρ
Z

⊕
i V

ρ
Z,−ρ(Y )i

⊕
i,j V

ρ
Z,−ρ(Y )i−ρ(Y )j

· · ·⊕iSi ⊕jSj

(2.32)

Therefore, each direct summand in the above sequence is an indecomposable module of

V (gρ), and is an extension between simple currents of V (gρ). In fact, for each µ, ν, if

ρ(µ) satisfies the generic condition of Proposition 2.4, then one can show that Vρ
Z,µX+νY

can be identified with Ind(Vν−ρ,µ) where Vν,µ is the Verma module of gρ generated by

a single vector v such that Nav = νav,Eav = µav and ψi
−v = 0. Here ν − ρ is the

vector (νa−
∑

i ρia). For example, the free field algebra Vρ
Z is identified with the module

Ind(V−ρ,0), and is the Wakimoto free-field realization of the Lie superalgebra gρ.

Having such a free-field realization significantly simplfies the study of modules of

V (gρ), since one can now construct intertwining operators of modules of V (gρ) using

intertwining operators of Vρ
Z modules. For example, we have the following statement,

whose proof is identical to the proof of [GN23, Appendix B1].

Proposition 2.6. Every object in KLρ is a sub-quotient (namely a quotient of a sub-

module) of an object in Vρ
Z−Mod, restricted to KLρ.

One can use such a statement to compute, for example, monodromy as follows:

〈Cor:monsimple〉
Corollary 2.7. Let M be an object in KLρ, then for any λ, µ ∈ Cr such that ρ(λ) ∈ Zr,

the monodromy:

σλ,µV (gρ)⊗V (gρ) M M ⊗V (gρ) σλ,µV (gρ) σλ,µV (gρ)⊗V (gρ) M
c c (2.33)

is given by Id⊗ exp(2πi
∑
λaN

a
0 + (µ − ρTρλ)aE

a
0 ).

The precise computation of this statement for ρ = 1 is contained in the Appendix

B of [GN23], and the statement for general ρ follows in exactly the same way.

Example 2.8. Let ρ = 1, in which case V (gρ) = V (gl(1|1)), and this free field realization

is well-known in the literature, see for instance [SS06, CGN20]. This free field realization

embeds V (gl(1|1) into V1
Z = HX,Y ⊗ Vbc and the image is the kernel of the screening

operator S =
∮
dzb(z)e−Y (z).
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2.4 Simple-current Extension and its Application to V (gρ)

〈sec:ungaugeVOA〉
Another important consequence of the free field realization is that one can realize V (gρ)

as a simple current extension of many copies of V (gl(1|1)). Let V := V (gl(1|1))⊗n, which

has Cn × Zn lattice of spectral flow automorphisms σλ,µ where λ ∈ Zn and µ ∈ Cn.

These are defined as in equation (2.11), for ρ = Idn the n × n identity matrix. Recall

the splitting of the exact sequence (3.8). The following direct sum is an algebra object

(in a suitable completion of KL⊠n1 ):

Aρ :=
⊕

λ,µ∈Zn−r

σρ̃(λ),τT(µ)+ρ̃(λ)V (2.34)

Namely, this direct sum defines a simple current VOA extension of V . By using the

free-field realization of V and field re-definition, it was shown in [BCDN23, Theorem

5.6.] that the following is true:

〈Prop:ungaugeVOA〉
Proposition 2.9. There exists a lattice VOA Wρ associated to a self-dual lattice such

that there is a VOA isomorphism:

V (gρ)⊗Wρ
∼= Aρ. (2.35)

Consequently V (gρ) ⊗ Wρ is a simple current extension of V = V (gl(1|1))⊗n. This

simple current extension is compatible with the free field realization in the sense that the

following diagram is commutative:

V (gl(1|1))⊗n (V1
Z)

⊗n

V (gρ)⊗Wρ Vρ
Z ⊗Wρ

(2.36)

Here V1
Z = HX,Y ⊗ Vbc is the free field realization of V (gl(1|1)).

Remark 2.10. The lattice defining Wρ is the lattice (Zn−r)2 with bilinear form:

(
0 1

1 τTτ

)
(2.37)

What this allows us to do is to relate the category of representations of V (gρ) with

that of V (gl(1|1))⊗n. We will turn to this point in Section 6 when we discuss un-gauging

operation for quantum groups.
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3 The Quantum Group UE
ρ

〈sec:QG〉3.1 Definition and Structures

In this section, we introduce the quantum group UE
ρ . We will show that this algebra

has the structure of a Hopf algebra, and that its category of finite-dimensional modules

admit an R matrix, which can be expressed in terms of an element in the algebraic

closure of UE
ρ ⊗ UE

ρ . When ρ = 1, the quantum group UE
ρ is the unrolled quantum

supergroup associated to gl(1|1). In fact, we will show that UE
ρ is a sub-quotient of

many copies of UE
1 , the unrolled quantum group of gl(1|1), such that the Hopf algebra

structure and the R matrix of UE
ρ can be induced from UE

1 .

Fix as the charge matrix ρ, assuming it is faithful. The Lie superalgebra gρ is

generated by Na, Ea, ψ
i
± with relations:

[Na, ψ
i
±] = ±ρaiψi

±, {ψi
+, ψ

i
−} =

∑
ρaiE

a. (3.1)

The quantum supergroup UE
ρ deforms the above commutation relation into the following:

{ψi
+, ψ

i
−} =

∑
ρaiE

a
 {ψi

+, ψ
i
−} = e2πi(

∑
ρaiE

a) − 1 (3.2)

In this formula, we could replace e2πi(
∑

ρaiE
a)−1 by e

2πi
k

(
∑

ρaiE
a)−1 for any non-zero k. It

does not change the underlying algebra since we can always rescale Ea. The exponential

should be understood as a power series in E, and only makes sense on finite-dimensional

representations. This leads to the following definition:

Definition 3.1. We define UE
ρ as the superalgebra generated in even degrees by Na, Ea,K

±
Ea

,

K±
Na

, and in odd degrees by ψi
±, together with the following commutation relation:

[Na, ψ
i
±] = ±ρaiψi

±, {ψi
+, ψ

i
−} =

∏

a

Kρia
Ea

− 1, K+
a K

−
a = K−

a K
+
a = 1. (3.3)

Here Ka can be both KNa or KEa . We also impose the condition KNa = e2πiNa and

KEa = e2πiEa , which is well-defined on finite-dimensional modules of UE
ρ .

The motivation behind considering UE
ρ is the observation made in [Niu23] that

UE
ρ −Mod is equivalent to KLρ as an abelian category, and that it is a Hopf algebra.

We will prove the abelian equivalence in the next section. We first show the following

result.
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〈Thm:quasitriUq〉
Theorem 3.2. The algebra UE

ρ has the structure of a Hopf algebra, and moreover has

an R matrix in the algebraic closure of (UE
ρ )⊗2 which has a well-defined evaluation on

finite-dimensional modules.

Proof. Let us give the explicit Hopf algebra structure. We define co-product by:

∆(Na) =Na ⊗ 1 + 1⊗Na, ∆(Ea) = Ea ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ Ea, ∆(K±
a ) = K±

a ⊗K±
a ,

∆(ψi
+) = ψi

+ ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ ψi
+, ∆(ψi

−) = ψi
− ⊗

∏

1≤a≤r

Kρia
Ea

+ 1⊗ ψi
−,

(3.4)

counit by:

ǫ(E) = ǫ(N) = ǫ(ψi
±) = 0, ǫ(K±

Ea
) = ǫ(K±

Na
) = 1 (3.5)

antipode:

S(Na) = −Na, S(Ea) = −Ea, S(K±
a ) = K∓

a ,

S(ψi
+) = −ψi

+, S(ψi
−) = −

∏

1≤a≤r

K−ρia
Ea

ψi
−,

(3.6)

as well as the following R matrix:

R = e2πi
∑

a Na⊗Ea
∏

1≤i≤n


1− ψi

+ ⊗



∏

1≤a≤r

K−ρia
Ea

ψi
−




 . (3.7)

The fact that these satsify Hopf algebra axioms as well as the relation with the R matrix

will follow from the fact that UE
ρ can be constructed as a relative Drinfeld double, see

Section 5.3. This R can be evaluated on any finite dimensional modules, since on such

the exponential e2πi
∑

a Na⊗Ea is well-defined.

Remark 3.3. There are in fact more than one R matrix. One can always add to R

a central element of the form e2πi
∑

a,b ω
abEa⊗Eb for some symmetric tensor ω. These

different choices give equivalent BTC via a Drinfeld twist defined by eπi
∑

ωabEaEb.

We in fact have the following:

〈Prop:qgungauge〉
Proposition 3.4. The algebra UE

ρ is a sub-quotient of (UE
1 )⊗n, such that the above

Hopf algebra structure and R matrix can be induced from (UE
1 )⊗n.
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Proof. Let us write the generators of (UE
1 )⊗n by Ni, ψ

i
±, Ei andKNi

,KEi
with 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Recall the splitting of the short exact sequence:

0 Zr Zn Zn−r 0
ρ

τ̃

τ

ρ̃
(3.8) eqsplitexactsequence

Let U be the quotient of (UE
1 )⊗n by the following central relations:

∏

i

K ρ̃αi

Ni
= 1,

∏

i

Kτiα
Ei

= 1. (3.9)

It is clearly a Hopf algebra quotient of (UE
1 )⊗n. Denote by U the sub-algebra of U

generated by the following elements:

Na :=
∑

i

ρiaNi, K±
Na

:=
∏

K±ρia
Ni

, ψi
±, Ea =

∑

i

τ̃aiE
i, K±

Ei
(3.10)

This is a Hopf sub-algebra of U . We first claim that U ∼= UE
ρ as an algebra. Indeed, the

algebra U is generated by Na, ψ
i,± and Ea, such that [Na, ψ

i,±] = ±ρaiψi,±. Moreover,

the commutation relation of ψi,± reads:

{ψi,+, ψi,−} = KEi
−K−1

Ei
, (3.11)

We can rewrite the element KEi
in the following way:

KEi
=
∏

j

K
∑

ρiaτ̃aj+
∑

ρ̃iαταj

Ej
=
∏

j

K
∑

ρiaτ̃aj
Ej

. (3.12) eq:KErelation

Here the first equality follows from the identity ρτ̃ + ρ̃τ = Idn and the second equality

follows from the fact that
∏

iK
τiα
Ei

= 1 in U . Therefore, if we define Ea =
∑
τ̃aiE

i and

KEa :=
∏

j K
τ̃aj
Ej

, then the above becomes:

{ψi,+, ψi,−} =
∏

a

Kρia
Ea

− 1, (3.13)

exactly the relation of UE
ρ . What we have constructed is an algebra homomorphism

ϕρ : UE
ρ → U . To show that this is an isomorphism, we only need to show that this

is an isomorphism of vector spaces. Let Cρ be the subalgebra generated by Na, Ea

and K±
Na
,K±

Ea
. Clearly the restriction of ϕρ to Cρ is an isomorphism. Now by PBW

theorem, both UE
ρ and U are isomorphic, as a module over Cρ, to the tensor product
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Cρ ⊗
∧

(V ⊕ V ∗), and therefore ϕρ is an isomorphism.

It is clear that most of the Hopf structure can be induced from UE
1 to UE

ρ . The

only non-trivial part is the R matrix. Note that the R matrix in (UE
1 )⊗n is given by:

R =
∏

i

e2πiNi⊗Ei

∏

i

(1− ψi
+ ⊗K−1

Ei
ψi
−). (3.14)

Using equation (3.12) and the definition of KEa , the second term becomes:

∏

i

(1− ψi
+ ⊗K−1

Ei
ψi
−) =

∏

i

(
1− ψi

+ ⊗
(
∏

a

K−ρia
Ea

ψi
−

))
(3.15)

For the first term, note that the summation
∑
Ni⊗Ei is a summation of dual vectors, and

therefore does not change under a change of basis. Consequently, we have an equality:

∑

i

Ni ⊗Ei =
∑

a

Na ⊗ Ea +
∑

α

Nα ⊗ Eα. (3.16)

Here we define Eα =
∑
τiαE

i and Nα =
∑
ρ̃iαN

i. This is because {Na, Nα} above form

a basis of g whose dual basis is {Ea, Eα}. Now in the quotient U , Nα acts semi-simply

with integer eigenvalues, therefore e2πiNα⊗Eα = (1 ⊗KEα)
nα which is 1 since KEα = 1

in U . We find, in the sub-quotient, the following R matrix:

R := e2πi
∑

a Na⊗Ea
∏

i

(
1− ψi

+ ⊗
(
∏

a

K−ρia
Ea

ψi
−

))
. (3.17)

This is precisely the R maitrx we give in Theorem 3.2.

Remark 3.5. This proposition should be compared to Proposition 2.9, both of which we

will call the un-gauging, following physics motivation [BCDN23]. In Section 6, we will

use these to extend the equivalence of Theorem 1.1 from ρ = 1 to general ρ.

3.2 An Abelian Equivalence Between UE
ρ −Mod and KLρ

In this section we prove the following result.

〈Prop:equivab〉
Proposition 3.6. There is an equivalence of abelian categories:

UE
ρ −Mod ≃ KLρ. (3.18)
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Proof. First, let ν be so that
∑
ρiaν

a = 0 or
∑
ρiaν

a /∈ Z for any i. Then we see that

KLρ,ν ≃ gρ−Modν . We now show that there is an equivalence:

UE
ρ −Modν ≃ gρ−Modν . (3.19)

Here UE
ρ −Modν is the sub-category where the action of Ea has generalized eigenvalue

νa. The idea is that the analytic function f(x) = e2πix−1
x has an inverse away from any

non-zero integer x, which we call g. Namely g(x)f(x) = 1 for any x /∈ Z or x = 0. We

now consider the following assignments

Ψi
+ := ψi

+, Ψi
− := g(

∑
ρiaE

a)ψi
−. (3.20)

Here to define g(
∑
ρiaE

a) we use a Taylor expansion of g around
∑
ρiaν

a which is

well-defined by the assumption on ν and that
∑
ρia(E

a − νa) is nilpotent. The new

generators satisfy the relation:

{Ψi
+,Ψ

i
−} =

∑
ρiaE

a (3.21)

and therefore together with Na, Ea generates an action of gρ. This induces an equivalence

between UE
ρ −Modν and gρ−Modν .

To finish the proof, we recall that for any λ with ρ(λ) ∈ Zn, there is an equivalence

KLν ≃ KLν+λ. We are done once we show the same is true for UE
ρ −Mod. This is clear

because of the following automorphism of UE
ρ :

Na 7→ Na − µa, Ea 7→ Ea − λa, ψi
± 7→ ψi

±. (3.22)

This is an automorphism thanks to the fact that e2πi
∑

a ρiaλa
= 1.

4 Free-field Realizations and Relative Drinfeld Centers

Following [CLR21, CLR23], one important ingredient of relating modules of VOA and

modules of quantum groups is through free-field realizations. In this section, we review

the relavent part of this strategy.
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4.1 Commutative Algebra Objects in Braided Tensor Categories

4.1.1 Tensor Categories Arising from Commutative Algebra Objects

Let V be a (super)VOA and U a rigid braided tensor category of generalized V modules.

Let W be a VOA containing V , such that as a module of V , W belong to U . Following
[HKL14, CKL15, Theorem 3.13], we can think of W as defining a commutative (super)

algebra object A in U , such that the intertwining operator of W gives the multiplication

mapm : A⊗UA→ A, locality of the intertwining operator gives rise to the commutativity

mc = m where c : A ⊗U A → A ⊗U A is the braiding, and Jacobi identity gives rise to

the associativity of m.

In this section, we will work under the general setting of U being a braided tensor

category and A a commutative (super)algebra object. We will comment on the parallel to

VOA theory when needed. Given such an algebra object internal to U , one can consider

A−Mod(U), the category of A modules in U , and the full-subcategory A−Modloc(U),
the category of local A modules. We give the definitions here. See [CKM17, Definition

2.29]. If we are considering a superVOA V = V0 ⊕ V1 whose even subalgebra is V0 and

whose odd part is V1, then V corresponds to a commutative superalgebra and in this

case the multiplication m satisfies mc = (−1)Fm with (−1)F being the identity on V0

and minus the identity on V1.

Definition 4.1. An object in A−Mod(U) consists of an object M ∈ U , together with a

morphism a : A⊗U M → M such that the following diagram commute (in this diagram

aA,A,M is the associativity):

A⊗U (A⊗U M) A⊗U M

(A⊗U A)⊗U M

A⊗U M M

aA,A,M

1⊗a

a

m⊗1

a

(4.1) eq:assocA
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This commutative diagram translates to the graphical calculus as

A A M

M

a

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

(4.2)

A morphism between A modules M and N is a morphism f : M → N in U such that

the following diagram commutes:

A⊗U M M

A⊗U N N

aM

1⊗f f

aN

(4.3)

that is graphically
A M

N

1⊗f

aN

=

A M

N

aM

f

(4.4) eq:af=fagraph

The category A−Modloc(U) is the full subcategory of A−Mod(U) whose objects M are

such that the following composition is equal to a.

A⊗U M M ⊗U A A⊗U M M
cA,M cM,A a (4.5)
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Namely ac2 = a. Graphically
A M

M

aM
=

A M

M

aM
(4.6)

Remark 4.2. In the following, when no confusion could occur, we will write A−Mod

and A−Modloc, and dropping the (U).

Specializing to the case when U is the category of modules of a vertex algebra

V such that A defines a VOA extension W , then if one traces through the definition,

an object in A−Mod(U) is a module M of V , together with an intertwining operator

YM : W ⊗M →M{z}[log z] such that YM satisfies the following:

YM (w1, z1)YM (w2, z2)m = YM (YW (w1, z1 − z2)w2, z2)m. (4.7)

This YM corresponds to the module map A ⊗U M → M and the above equation is the

associativity of the action. The category A−Modloc(U) consists of those object where

YM is a map valued in M((z)) (since this requires that YM (w, e2πiz) = YM (w, z)). Put

it simply, objects in the category A−Modloc(U) are generalized modules of W . In fact,

we have the following statement (see [CKL15, Theorem 3.14]).

〈Prop:AlModWMod〉
Proposition 4.3. The category A−Modloc(U) is the full subcategory of all generalized

W modules who, viewed as a module of V , lies in U .

The following is a useful lemma that will become important later on.

Lemma 4.4. Let M be in A−Mod. Then the following action of A:

A⊗U M M ⊗U A A⊗U M M
cA,M cM,A a (4.8)

which we denote by ac2, defines another A module structure on M . We call the resulting

module Mc. The assignment M 7→Mc defines an endo-functor on A−Mod.

26



Proof. This proposition follows from the following diagrammatical argument.

A A M

M

ac2

ac2

=

A A M

M

a

a

=

A A M

M

a

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

. (4.9)

The first equality is the definition, the second one naturality of braiding, the third one

that M is an A-module, the fourth one that A is supercommutative. This agrees with

the composition of the multiplication of A and ac2:

A A M

M

m

ac2

=

A A M

M

m

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

=

A A M

M

m

a

. (4.10)

Here the first equality is the definition, while all others are using only naturality of

braiding. In all these diagrams, associativity isomorphisms are omitted since they don’t

present obstruction to the equalities of the diagrams.

To show that M →Mc is an endo-functor, we need to show that if f :M → N is a
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morphism, then f :Mc → Nc is a morphism. We have:

A M

N

aM

f

=

A M

N

1⊗f

aM

=

A M

N

1⊗f

aM

(4.11)

Here the first equality follows from the fact that f is a morphism of A modules (equation

(4.4)), and the second follows from naturality of braiding.

Remark 4.5. If the category involved is the category of modules of a vertex algebra with

tensor structure given by logarithmic intertwining operators, then an easy proof can be

given as follows.

If YM (−, z) denotes the logarithmic intertwining operator defining a, then by def-

inition, the logarithmic intertwining operator defining ac2 is YM (−, e2πiz). By Jacobi-

identity of YM , we have

YM(w1, e
2πiz1)YM (w2, e

2πiz2)m = YM (YW (w1, e
2πiz1 − e2πiz2)w2, e

2πiz2)m

= YM (YW (w1, z1 − z2)w2, e
2πiz2)m,

(4.12)

where the last equality follows from the locality of YW . This shows that ac2 satisfies

associativity, namely diagram (4.1).

Many useful results about A−Mod and A−Modloc are proven in [CKM17] and

[CLR23], which we will recall here. See [CKM17, Theorem 2.53, Theorem 2.55].

〈Prop:FSAMod〉
Proposition 4.6. The following statements are true.

1. The category A−Mod is a tensor category, such that M ⊗A N is the co-equalizer

of the following map:

(A⊗U M)⊗U N M ⊗U N
aM⊗1

(1⊗aN )◦a−1
M,A,N

◦cA,M

(4.13)
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2. The category A−Modloc is a braided tensor category, where the braiding M⊗AN →
N ⊗A M is given by the descent of cM,N :M ⊗U N → N ⊗U M to the quotient.

3. The above braiding makes sense even when say M is not local, as long as N is

local.

The third point deserves a little more attention. We first recall the definition of

Drinfeld center. See the book [EGNO15, Section 7.13] for more details.

Definition 4.7. Let B be a tensor category. The Drinfeld center Z(B) is the category

whose objects are pairs (M, c∗,M ) where M ∈ B and c∗,M is a natural isomorphism:

cN,M : N ⊗B M →M ⊗B N (4.14)

satisfying the hexagon axiom, which is easiest depicted using the following diagram:

X Y M

X YM

=

X ⊗ Y M

X ⊗ YM

Morphisms between (M, c∗,M ) and (N, c∗,N ) are morphisms f : M → N such that

the following diagram commute for all P ∈ B:

P ⊗B M M ⊗B P

P ⊗B N N ⊗B P

cP,M

1⊗f f⊗1

cP,N

(4.15)

The category Z(B) is always a braided tensor category.

Definition 4.8. Let B be a tensor category and C a braided tensor category. We say

that B is C-central if there is a faithful braided tensor functor F : C → Z(B), where C is

the category C with opposite braiding (namely c−1 instead of c).

The third point of Proposition 4.6 could be rephrased into the following:

Proposition 4.9. The tensor category A−Mod is A−Modloc-central.
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4.1.2 Induction Functor and Properties

〈subsubsec:Ind〉
In this section, we review the relation between U and A−Mod. The relation is through

a pair of adjunctions. These functors are also covered in [CKM17, Section 2.7] and in

particular there it is shown that they respect the vertex algebra structure.

Definition 4.10. The forgetful functor forgetA : A−Mod → U has a left adjoint, given

by IndA, which is given on objects by:

IndA(M) := A⊗U M (4.16)

such that the action morphism is given by the action of A on itself. It is in fact a tensor

functor ([KJO02, Theorem 1.6]).

A nice consequence of having such an adjoint pair is that every object M ∈ A−Mod

is the surjective image of IndA(forgetA(M)) where the morphism IndA(forgetA(M)) →
M is given by multiplication map:

IndA(forgetA(M)) ∼= A⊗U forgetA(M) →M. (4.17)

We will mostly omit the clumsy forgetA(M) to make the notations simpler. One way

we will use this is to understand how much a module M ∈ A−Mod fails to be local.

Recall the moduleMc, it is clear thatM is a local module if and only if the identity map

Mc →M in U is a morphism of A−Mod. Since forgetA(Mc) = forgetA(M), we have the

following lemma.

Lemma 4.11. There is an A module homomorphism:

IndA(M) M ⊕Mc
a⊕ac2

(4.18)

Moreover, M is local if and only if Im(a⊕ ac2) ⊆ ∆(M) where ∆ :M →M ⊕Mc is the

diagonal morphism (which is a morphism in U).

Proof. Since forgetA(M) ∼= forgetA(Mc), both a and ac2 define A module homomor-

phisms from IndA(M) to M and Mc respectively. M is local precisely when a = ac2 and

that is true when the image of a⊕ ac2 is contained in the diagonal.

Remark 4.12. Note that since 1 embeds into A and since we assumed that U is rigid, as

an object in U , IndA(M) contains 1⊗U M . Moreover, the following diagram commutes
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(as a diagram in U):
IndA(M) M ⊕Mc

1⊗U M

a⊕ac2

∆
(4.19)

Therefore Im(a ⊕ ac2) as an object in U always contains ∆(M). In fact one can show

that Im(a⊕ ac2) is the A submodule of M ⊕Mc generated by ∆(M).

This has the following corollary:

Corollary 4.13. The quotient (M ⊕Mc)/(Im(a⊕ ac2)) is local.

Proof. LetM1 = (M⊕0)∩ (Im(a⊕ac2)), then since (Im(a⊕ac2)) contains the diagonal,
there is an isomorphism M/M1

∼= (M ⊕ Mc)/(Im(a ⊕ ac2)). We have the following

commutative diagram of short exact sequences:

0 A⊗U M1 A⊗U M A⊗U M/M1 0

0 M1 ⊕M1,c M ⊕Mc (M/M1)⊕ (M/M1)c 0

M 1 M M/M1

a⊕ac2 a⊕ac2 a⊕ac2

(4.20)

Here the overlined modules are the cokernels of the vertical arrows. The short exact

sequences above induce a long-exact sequence on the kernel and co-kernels, and in par-

ticular we have an exact sequence:

M1 M M/M1 0 (4.21)

Now sinceM1⊕M1,c is contained in the image of A⊗UM under a⊕ac2 (since this image

containsM1⊕0 and ∆(M)), the morphismM1 →M is zero, and therefore the morphism

M → M/M1 is an isomorphism. Note that M = (M ⊕Mc)/Im(a⊕ ac2) = M/M1, this

means that M/M1
∼= M/M1. Since the image of a⊕ ac2 contains at least the diagonal,

this implying that the image of A⊗U M/M1 under a⊕ ac2 is equal to the diagonal and

M/M1 is local.

The above shows that any object in A−Mod has a canonical sub-object (the module

M1) such that M/M1 is local. If one can show that M1 is always strictly smaller than
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M , then one can construct a filtration for any object such that the associated graded is

a local module. We will use this in Section 5.5.

Another consequence of the induction functor is the following.

Proposition 4.14 ([CLR23] Lemma 2.8 & Theorem 3.7). The tensor functor IndA :

U → A−Mod extends to a braided tensor functor:

S : U −→ Z (A−Mod) . (4.22)

We will not go into detail, but there are natural transformations b∗,M fitting into

the following diagram:

N ⊗U (A⊗U M) N ⊗A IndA(M)

(N ⊗U A)⊗U M

(A⊗U N)⊗U M

A⊗U (N ⊗U M)

A⊗U (M ⊗U N)

(A⊗U M)⊗U N IndA(M)⊗A N

η

b∗,M

c−1
A,N⊗id

Id⊗cN,M

η

(4.23)

In the above diagram, the arrows without labels are associativity, the morphism η is the

natural quotient map. The functor IndA together with the natural transformation b∗,M

defines the functor from U to Z(A−Mod). The work of [CLR23] establishes more than

this, and it shows in fact that the image of U naturally commtues with the image of

A−Modloc in Z(A−Mod). We turn to this in the following section.

4.2 Relative Drinfeld Center from Commutative Algebra Object

We start with the following definition.

Definition 4.15. Let B be C-central tensor category. The C-relative Drinfeld center
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of B is defined as the centralizer of C in Z(B):

ZC(B) := {X ∈ Z(B)
∣∣∣cF(M),X ◦ cX,F(M) = Id, ∀M ∈ C}. (4.24)

The proof of Theorem 3.7 of [CLR23] can be stated as follows.

〈Prop:SrelativeC〉
Proposition 4.16. The functor S : U → Z(A−Mod) naturally enhances to a functor

(which is denoted by the same symbol):

S : U → ZA−Modloc(A−Mod). (4.25)

Moreover, under a list of conditions, the above functor is fully-faithful. The condi-

tions were listed in [CLR23] Assumption 3.3, and we list them here for completeness.

〈AspCat〉
Assumption 4.17.

1. The category U is rigid, locally finite and has trivial Müger center. Moreover, any

object in U ⊠ U is a quotient of an object of the form M ⊠N for M,N ∈ U .

2. A is haploid, namely that Hom(1, A) = C.

3. The category A−Mod and A−Modloc are both rigid.

Here the Müger center of a BTC U is the subcategory of objects M such that

cM,NcN,M is identity for all N ∈ U . Note that assumption 1 also implies that any object

in U ⊠ U is a sub-object of an object of the form M ⊠ N , by taking duals. As stated,

the following is true.

Theorem 4.18 ([CLR23] Theorem 3.7). Under the assumptions in Assumption 4.17,

the functor S in Proposition 4.16 is fully-faithful.

It was also shown in loc.cit that when the category U has enough projectives then

one can in fact show that S is an equivalence of abelian categories. Unfortunately the

categories we consider in this paper (namely KLρ) do not have projective objects. Nev-

ertheless, this functor allows us to relate the original category U , which is the category of

modules of V , to a relative Drinfeld center. The next step of seeking quantum group cor-

responding to V is to look for quantum groups corresponding to A−Modloc and A−Mod.

We will see in next section that in the special case at hand, there are natural (quasi-

triangular) Hopf algebra candidates. Before we move on, we will show that the category
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KLρ satisfies Assumption 4.17, except for the rigidity of A−Mod and A−Modloc, which

will follow from the discussions in the next section. We specify U = KLρ, and denote

by A the algebra object defined by the free-field VOA VZ .

〈Prop:aspKL〉
Proposition 4.19. The category KLρ is rigid, locally finite and has trivial Müger center.

And moreover, any object in KLρ ⊠KLρ is a quotient of an object of the form M ⊠N .

The commutative algebra object A is haploid.

Proof. By [CMY22b, Theorem 4.2.3], we see that KL1 is rigid. By [BN22, Proposition

3.2], KL1 is locally finite since the category of finite-dimensional modules of gl(1|1) is

locally finite. It was shown in [BCDN23] (as recalled in Section 2.4 and later Section 6)

that KLρ is a de-equivariantization of KL⊠n1 , and therefore it is rigid and locally finite.

We now prove that it has trivial Müger center. Let M be an object in the Müger center

of KLρ, namely for all N the monodromy N ⊗M → N ⊗M is identity. By Corollary

2.7, the monodromy:

σλ,µV (gρ)⊗KLρ M −→ σλ,µV (gρ)⊗KLρ M (4.26)

is given by Id ⊗ exp(2πi(
∑
λaN

a
0 + (µ − ρTρλ)aE

a
0 )). This being trivial implies that

Ea
0 = 0 on M and Na

0 acts semi-simply such that
∑
naλ

a ∈ Z for all λ with ρ(λ) ∈ Zn.

By Proposition 2.4, any simple such module is of the form σ0,µV for µ such that µ·λ ∈ Z.

On the other hand, in order for monodromy on N ⊗KLρ σ0,µV to be trivial, by the same

calculation, we must have exp(
∑
µaE

a
0 ) = 1 on N for any object N , which implies that

µa = 0. Therefore for any object to be in the Müger center, any simple composition

factor of M has to be V (gρ), the identity. Any extension between V (gρ) with itself will

have a non-semi-simple action of Na
0 or Ea

0 , and therefore can’t be in the Müger center,

this shows that any object in the center is a direct sum of identity.

It is easy to see that A is haploid, as it is indecomposable and has a unique sub-

module. To finish the proof, we comment that by [McR23, Theorem 1.1], the category

KLρ ⊠KLρ is equivalent to the category of finite-length, grading restricted generalized

modules of V (gρ)
⊗2. Let P be such a module, then P is generated by a finite set of ele-

ments p1, . . . , pm. For each pi, acting by the first factor generates a module Mi of KLρ,

and acting by the second factor generates a module Ni of KLρ. Frobenius reciprocity

then implies that there exists a map:

⊕

i

Mi ⊗Ni → P (4.27)
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which is clearly a surjection. This completes the proof.

In the next section, we introduce the Hopf algebra candidates corresponding to

A−Modloc and A−Mod, which leads to a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra candidate for

ZA−Modloc(A−Mod).

5 Yetter-Drinfeld Modules and Quantum Groups

5.1 Modules of Nichols Algebra

?〈subsec:NicholsMod〉?
5.1.1 From Screening Operators to Nichols Algebra

Continuing from last section, we would like to find Hopf algebras corresponding to

A−Modloc and A−Mod. Recall Proposition 4.3 implies that the category A−Modloc

is simply the category of modules of the VOA W (which in the case we are interested

in, is just the free-field algebra VZ) that viewed as a module of V lies in U (KLρ in our

examples). The representation category of modules of the VOA VZ is easily seen to have

a Hopf algebra realization with a very simple R matrix. Let Cρ be the commutative

Hopf algebra generated by Xa, Ya, together with the ordinary symmetric co-product,

and the following R matrix:

R = exp

(
2πi

∑

a

Xa ⊗ Ya

)
. (5.1)

The following is evident.

Proposition 5.1. There is an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

A−Modloc ≃ Cρ−Mod. (5.2)

The category A−Mod is more complicated, as it is not described by modules of a

VOA. However, in the situation at hand, we know more than the fact that V →W is a

map of vertex algebras. In the case at hand, V (gρ) → VZ is defined by the kernel of a

set of screening operators Si =
∮
exp(Zi −

∑
ρiaY

a). These satisfy relations:

{Si, Sj} = 0. (5.3)
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It seems like a coincidence that these relations are identical to the relations satisfied

by ψi
−, and that the commutation relation between Xa

0 , Y
a
0 with Si also coincides with

the commutation relation between Na, Ea and ψi
−. In fact, it is not a coincidence, and

the algebra these screening operators generate is called Nichols algebra. Let us now

introduce this algebra.

Let C be a braided tensor category, and M an object in C. Denote by T (M) the

tensor algebra generated by M , namely:

T (M) :=
⊕

n≥0

M⊗n, (5.4)

with the understanding that M⊗0 = 1. This has the structure of an N-graded bi-algebra

object in C whose co-product is given on M by the diagonal map M → 1⊗M ⊕M ⊗1,

the unit given by the embedding of 1 to T (M) and the co-unit given by zero on M⊗n

for n > 0. It is a Hopf algebra whose antipode is −1 on M . The Nichols algebra is

defined as the universal N-graded bi-algebra quotient of T (M).

Definition 5.2. The Nichols algebra B(M) is the minimal quotient of T (M) by graded

ideals contained in T (M)≥2. Namely it is defined as a quotient bi-algebra of T (M)

such that for any other N-graded surjective bi-algebra morphism T (M) → A, whose

composition with M → T (M) gives an injective map M → A, there exists a bi-algebra

morphism A → B(M) making the following diagram commutative:

T (M) A

B(M)

(5.5)

Alternatively, one can define Nichols algebra as the quotient of T (M) by the kernel

of the quantum symmetrizer map, which is a lift of the total symmetrizer from the

symmetric group to the braid group. Moreover, it turns out that it is automatically a

Hopf algebra quotient of T (M). It is difficult in general to understand the structure

of Nichols algebra, but things become simpler when we assume that braiding on M

has very restricted form. In the following, we give examples of a Nichols algebra. In

these examples, M will be a direct sum of simple objects and the braiding will be a

specific form. We mention that in the case C = VectΓ where Γ is a vector space with a

non-degenerate bilinear form, finite-dimensional Nichols algebra is classified in [Hec09].

〈Exp: p〉
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Example 5.3. Let J be a simple current in C with inverse J−1. Assume that the braiding

acting on J ⊗ J = J2 is given by (−1), then B(J) ∼= 1 ⊕ J where the product is trivial

on J⊗2. This simple example is what is relavent to this paper.

More generally, if the braiding on J ⊗ J is given by eπi/p for some prime p, then

B(J) = ⊕0≤n<pJ
⊗n such that Jp = 0. This example is relavent to the singlet algebra

V =M(p).
〈Exp: diagonal〉

Example 5.4. [[CLR23], Example 5.2] Let g be a semi-simple Lie algebra, with Cartan

matrix h and Killing form (−,−). The category VectΓ where Γ = h∗ and braiding q(λ,µ)

defines a braided tensor category for q ∈ C×. Let α1, . . . , αn be a choice of simple roots

and X =
⊕

iCαi
. Then B(X) is the quantum Borel part of the small quantum gorup

uq(g)
+. This is called “diagonal braiding”.

It was first observed in [ST12] that for V = M(p) the singlet VOA, and the free

field realization V → Hφ into the Heisenberg VOA, the screening operator defining V

satisfies Nichols algebra relation, which in this case is Sp = 0 and [φ0, S] = S (see

example 5.3). The algebra generated by φ0 and S is precisely the Borel sub-algebra Bq

of the unrolled restricted quantum group U
H
q (sl(2)) at q = eπi/p. It is expected that the

quantum group corresponding toM(p) is this quantum group, and therefore the authors

of loc.cit conjectured that there is an equivalence of tensor categories:

Bq−Mod ≃ A−Mod (5.6)

compatible with the action of A−Modloc ≃ Cq−Mod. Here A is the algebra object

defined by Hφ in the category of M(p) modules, and Cq is the Cartan of U
H
q (sl(2)). In

general, let W be a VOA containing Heisenberg fields αi, and let Si = Res (eαi), then

[Len21] shows that Si satisfies Nichols algebra relation of ⊕iCαi
. Moreover, in [FL22] the

authors classified all finite-dimensional Nichols algebra coming from diagonal braiding

(namely examples from Example 5.4). Assume now that W decompose into integer

eigenvalues of αi, and define M =
⊕

i σαi
W such that σαi

W has diagonal braiding and

defines a finite-dimensional Nichols algebra. It is expected that the following conjecture

is true
〈Conj:Nichols〉

Conjecture 5.5. Let V = ∩iKer(Si). Let A be the algebra object defined by W in the

category of V modules, and let B(M) be the Nichols algebra of M in A−Modloc. There

is an equivalence of tensor categories:

B(M)−Mod(A−Modloc) ≃ A−Mod (5.7)
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compatible with the action of A−Modloc.

The work [ST13] gives evidence of this conjecture by giving an explicit logarith-

mic realization of B(M) coming from singlet [CMY20b, CMY22a] and triplet algebras

[TW12]. For singlets M(p), if one restrict to the category of weighted modules, this con-

jecture is proven in [CLR23, Theorem 8.9]. In this case, M = F− 2
p
φ, and the screening

operator satisfies that Sp = 0.

〈Thm:MpUq〉
Theorem 5.6 ([CLR23] Theorem 8.9). Conjecture 5.5 is true for M(p) → Hφ and the

category of weighted modules of M(p).

Although this work only proved the conjecture for this specific example, we will

review the strategy here since many of the steps are applicable to our situation. Before

doing so, let us give a simple example where it is easy to prove such a conjecture.

Example 5.7. Let V = Vχ±, the symplectic fermion VOA, which is a sub-VOA of

W = Vbc, the free fermion VOA. The image of V → W is identified with the kernel of

the screening operator S =
∮
dzb(z) : Vbc → ΠVbc, where ΠVbc is the super-shift of Vbc.

The kernel is generated by χ+ = b(z) and χ− = ∂c(z). Let U be the BTC of V modules,

and A the algebra object defined by W . It is clear that A−Modloc = W−Mod is the

category of super vector spaces whose braiding is give by (−1)F⊗F where F is the Z/2

grading. Consider the category A−Mod. An object M ∈ A−Mod is a module of Vχ±,

together with an intertwining operator:

Y : W ⊗M −→M{z}[log z] (5.8)

such that Y(w1, z1)Y(w2, z2) = Y(YW (w1, z1−z2)w2, z2), and that the restriction of Y to

V is the action of V on M . Let b(z) := Y(b−1, z) and c(z) := Y(c0, z). By assumption,

b(z) acts locally, namely it is a Laurent series. The field c(z) is not necessarily local, but

its derivatives is, since the derivative acts as χ−, namely:

∂c(z) = χ−(z). (5.9)

Let us write c(z) =
∑

0≤k≤n ck(z)(log z)
k with ck(z) given by Laurent series (which is

forced by the conformal weights). The above equations then imply that:

∂ck(z) + (k + 1)
ck+1(z)

z
= 0 for 1 ≤ k < n, ∂c0(z) +

c1(z)

z
= χ−, ∂cn(z) = 0.

(5.10)
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Moreover, the OPE with b(z) implies:

b(z)c0(w) ∼
1

z − w
, b(z)ck(w) ∼ 0 for k ≥ 1. (5.11)

The most general solution of ∂cn(z) = 0 is cn(z) = C, where C is a matrix of M that

anti-commutes with b(z). If n > 1, then the next step is the equation ∂cn−1(z)+n
C
z = 0,

which has no solution unless C = 0. Therefore the only possibility is that n = 1 or

C = 0. Consider n = 1, then we find the equation:

∂c0(z) +
C

z
= χ−, (5.12)

In order for this to have a solution, we must have χ−,0 = C. The OPE of c will then imply

that c0(z)c0(w) = 0, c0(z) commutes with C and moreover C2 = 0. In particular, b(z)

and c0(z) generates a local action of Vbc. What we see here is that an object in A−Mod

is nothing but a local module of Vbc, together with a degree 1 matrix C : M → M such

that C2 = 0 and C commutes with the action of Vbc. It is not difficult to recognize that

such an M is nothing but a module of the algebra object N = 1⊕Π1 in W−Mod, where

Π1 is the super-shift of 1 and is nilpotent in the algebra N. This turns out to be the

Nichols algebra of Π1.

5.1.2 From Abelian Equivalence to Tensor Equivalence

〈subsubsec:ABtoTen〉
The idea of [CLR23] is that if one knows the abelian category of A−Mod as well as

B(M)−Mod(A−Modloc) well-enough, then one can uniquely fix a tensor equivalence

between them.

Let C be a braided tensor category, and N an algebra object in C. Let D be a

C-central tensor category. If one can understand N−Mod and D as abelian categories,

and obtain an equivalence of abelian categories D ≃ N−Mod, then it is tempting to say

that N is a Hopf algebra so that the above is an equivalence of tensor categories. This

is not always the case, but it is when there is a split tensor functor.

Definition 5.8. Let C be a braided tensor category and D a C-central category. A split

tensor functor is a functor ǫ : D → C that is a tensor functor and the composition

C → D → C is identity functor.

We have the following statement.

〈Prop:Split〉
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Proposition 5.9 ([CLR23] Lemma 4.12). Let (C, c) be a braided tensor category and D
a C-central category with (ι, c′) : C → Z(D). Assume that there is a split tensor functor

ǫ : D → C such that ǫ(c′) = c−1.

Suppose N is an algebra object in C. The category N−Mod is an abelian category

with forgetful functor ǫ′ : N−Mod → C. There is also a right C-module category structure

on N−Mod such that M ⊗C N is the N module via the action on the left on M .

Suppose there is an abelian equivalence F : N−Mod → D, together with a natural

isomorphism of functors η : ǫ◦F → ǫ′, such that F preserves the right C module structure

in the sense that there are natural isomorphisms:

F T
M,N : F (M ⊗C N) ∼= F (M)⊗D ι(N) (5.13)

for objects M ∈ N−Mod and N ∈ C. Assume also that F induces trivial right module

structure on C in the sense that the following diagram commute:

ǫ (F (M ⊗C N)) ǫ (F (M)⊗D ι(N))

ǫ′(M ⊗C N) ǫ(F (M)) ⊗C ǫ(ι(N))

ǫ′(M)⊗C N ǫ′(M)⊗C N

ǫ(FT
M,N )

η ǫF (M),ι(N)

ǫ′M,N
η

=

(5.14)

In this, M is an object in N−Mod and N ∈ C, ǫF (M),ι(N) (resp ǫ′M,N) is the natural

tensor isomorphism of tensor functors.

Under these conditions, the algebra N has a bi-algebra structure in C, such that F is

an equivalence of tensor categories. If both C and D are rigid, then N has the structure

of a Hopf algebra such that F is an equivalence of rigid tensor categories.

Namely, if one could produce a tensor functor D → C that behaves like a forgetful

functor, such that its composition with the abelian equivalence F : N−Mod → D is the

forgetful functor, then N has a bi-algebra structure. Of course, since the co-product is

defined by transportation of structure from D, it is not easy to really understand the

co-product explicitly. However, in the case when N is isomorphic to a Nichols algebra

with diagonal braiding, then it is possible to uniquely fix the co-product. To make it

more precise, let us introduce the notions involved here.

Definition 5.10. Let Γ be an abelian group with a quadratic form Q, determining a
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braided tensor category C = VectΓ. Let M = Cα1 ⊕· · ·Cαn, and let B(M) be the Nichols

algebra of M . This algebra is Nn graded and is generated by elements in degree αi ∈ N.

We denote by Supp(B(M)) ⊆ Nn all the degrees appearing in the support. The algebra

B(M) is also Γ graded and there is a map Nn → Γ mapping α to α ∈ Γ.

We say that B(M) is sufficiently unrolled if α + β = γ implies α + β = γ for any

α, β, γ ∈ Supp(B(M)).

When we know that the algebra object B(M) is sufficiently unrolled, then the grad-

ing fixes the Hopf algebra structure uniquely.

〈Prop:sufunroll〉
Proposition 5.11 ([CLR23] Lemma 5.6). Let N be a bi-algebra object in VectΓ that

is isomorphic to B(M) as an object. If B(M) is sufficiently unrolled, then there is an

isomorphism of bi-algebras B(M) → N.

Proof. We can view M as a sub-object of N. The Γ grading on the algebra and co-

algebra structure on N lifts to Nn grading, thanks to the sufficiently unrolled condition.

This fixes the co-product on N on the generators M to be given by:

∆(mk) = mk ⊗ 1 + 1⊗mk (5.15)

as it is the only part in N⊗N of the same Nn degree. Now the embedding M → N lifts

to a map of algebras ϕ : T (M) → N, and by the above formula, it is automatically a

map of N-graded bi-algebras. Therefore, there is a surjective map from the image of ϕ to

B(M), due to the universal property. Now because B(M) is isomorphic to N as objects,

by grading constraints, the image of ϕ must be the entire N and therefore B(M) and N

are isomorphic as bi-algebras.

Remark 5.12. The above also implies that N will have an antipode, since B(M) does.

Therefore the above is an isomorphism of Hopf algebras.

Remark 5.13. Although the above is stated for objects in VectΓ, it applies to a general

braided tensor category C, as long as M is a direct sum of simple modules whose fusion

product generates a category equivalent to VectΓ.

Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 5.11 implies that if one can obtain an abelian

equivalence A−Mod ≃ B(M)−Mod(A−Modloc), together with a split tensor functor

satisfying Proposition 5.9, such that M and B(M) is sufficiently unrolled, then this
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equivalence is one of tensor equivalence, and moreover, A−Mod is rigid. This was used

in [CLR23] to prove Theorem 5.6. The proof of loc.cit does not apply to our situation,

since the category A−Modloc in their case is semi-simple (as only weighted modules of

Hφ is considered), and therefore it is easy to produce a split tensor functor. In Section

5.5, we extend their proof in a very simple case of diagonal braiding (−1), for which we

construct this split tensor functor.

5.2 Relative Drinfeld Center as Yetter-Drinfeld Modules

Let C be a braided tensor category and N a Hopf algebra object over C. We have seen

that N−Mod is a C-central category, and it makes sense to consider ZC (N−Mod). This

has a concrete realization as a category of objects in C that is both a module and a

comodule of N such that the structures are compatible. We first recall the following

definition.

Definition 5.14 ([EGNO15] Section 7.15). An N−N-Yetter-Drinfeld module X in C is

an object in C that is a module of N and a co-module of N, namely multiplication map

mX : N ⊗X → X and co-multiplication map δX : X → N⊗X, such that the following

compatibility conditions hold:

N

N

X

X

=

N

N

X

X

All N −N-Yetter-Drinfeld modules form a category which we denote by N
NYD (C),

whose morphisms between objects are given by N module and co-module morphisms.

It is a tensor category with tensor product given by the usual module and co-module

tensor product. This category admits a braiding given by:

c(X,mX ,δX),(Y,mY ,δY ) = (mY ⊗ idX) ◦ (idN ⊗ cX,Y ) ◦ (δX ⊗ idY ) (5.16) eq:braidYD

between objects (X,mX , δX ) and (Y,mY , δY ). The braiding is invertible if N has a

bijective antipode. If C is rigid, then N
NYD (C) is rigid, where the dual of an object is its

dual in C with action and co-action induced from the antipode of N. This is summarized

in the following statement, proven in [Bes95]:
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Theorem 5.15. The category N
NYD (C) is a braided monoidal category. If C is rigid,

then so is N
NYD (C).

The relation between Yetter-Drinfeld modules and relative center is given by the

following:

Proposition 5.16 ([Lau20] Proposition 3.36). Let B := N−Mod (C), then there is an

equivalence of braided tensor categories:

ZC (B) ≃ N
NYD (C) . (5.17)

In the case when C is the category of modules for a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra

C, the category of Yetter-Drinfeld modules is the same as the category of modules of a

relative Drinfeld double. Roughly speaking, the category N−Mod is equivalent to the

category of modules for the algebra B := C ⋉N, where we view N as an algebra with

an action of C, and form the semi-direct product. Co-modules of N are modules of the

algebra B′ := C ⋉N∗, where N∗ is the dual of N. The compatibility condition implies

that the action of N and N∗ commutes to the same relation in the Drinfeld double, and

that the action of C in B and B′ must agree. We can therefore form the crossed product:

Ũ := B ⊲⊳ B′, U := Ũ/C. (5.18)

From definition, one sees that:

N
NYD (C) ≃ U−Mod (5.19)

as braided tensor categories. Here the braiding on the RHS comes from the pairing

between N and N∗ and the R matrix of C (see for example [EGNO15, Section 7.14]).

When C is the group algebra of an abelian group, in particular when C = VectΓ, the

work of [CLR23] gives the following explicit realization of U .

〈Lem:HopfReal〉
Lemma 5.17 ([CLR23] Lemma 6.8). Let C be a commutative co-commutative Hopf

algebra, whose weight lattice is an abelian group Γ, such that simple modules of C are

objects in VectΓ. Let B(M) be the Nichols algebra of an object M =
⊕

1≤i≤n Cγi for

γi ∈ Γ, whose generators are denoted by {xi}. Assume that there are group-like elements

in C, called gi, gi such that cγi,N = gi|N and cN,γi = gi|N .

Define an algebra U generated by C and xi, x
∗
i with the following commutation
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relation:

gxi = γi(g
(1))xig

(2), gx∗i = γi(Sg
(1))x∗i g

(2), xix
∗
j − γj(gi)x

∗
jxi = δij(1− gigi).

(5.20)

Here g(1) and g(2) are so that ∆(g) = g(1) ⊗ g(2), and S is the antipode in C. Extending

the co-product on xi, x
∗
i by:

∆(xi) = xi ⊗ 1 + gi ⊗ xi, ∆(x∗i ) = gi ⊗ x∗i + x∗i ⊗ 1, (5.21)

and antipode by:

S(xi) = −g−1
i xi, S(x∗i ) = −g−1

i x∗i . (5.22)

Then the above makes U into a Hopf algera, and there is an R matrix defined in some

algebraic closure of U making the category of U -modules a braided tensor category. More-

over, we have an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

U−Mod ≃ ZC(D), (5.23)

where C = C−Mod and D = B(M)−Mod(C).

Remark 5.18. One can read-off the R matrix in this situation from equation (5.16). Let

{vk} be a basis for B(M) and {v∗k} be a dual basis. Each of vk has a weight under C given

by given by combinations of γi, and there are elements gk, gk such that cvk ,M = gk|M and

cM,vk = gk|M . Tracing through the definition, the R matrix is given by the following:

R =
∑

k

RC

(
R−1

C (1⊗ vk)RC

)
(v∗k ⊗ 1) =

∑

k

RC

(
g−1
k v∗k ⊗ vk

)
(5.24)

where RC is the R-matrix for the algebra C. Here we used the fact that R−1
C (1⊗vk)RC =

g−1
k ⊗ vk.

5.3 The Case of gρ

〈subsec:grho〉
In this section, we consider the explicit quantum group for gρ obtained from the relative

double construction, and show that it coincides with the quantum group UE
ρ . In this

case, the category A−Modloc is equivalent to the category of modules of the commutative

co-commutative Hopf algebra Cρ = C[Xa, Ya], with R matrix R = e2πi
∑

a Xa⊗Ya . The

module corresponding to the screening operators Si is the module
⊕

iΠCi, where Π is
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parity shift and Ci is the one-dimensional module of Cρ where Xa acts as −ρia and Ya

as zero. The algebra object N = B(⊕i ΠCi) is the exterior algebra generated by ΠCi.

According to Lemma 5.17, we choose elements gi and gi so that the braiding

cCi,N : ΠCi ⊗N → N ⊗ΠCi, cN,Ci
: N ⊗ΠCi → ΠCi ⊗N (5.25)

are given by cCi,N = τ ◦ gi|N and cN,Ci
= τ ◦ gi|N . Using the explicit R matrix, the

braiding cCi,N is given by e−2πi
∑

a ρiaYa and therefore we choose gi = e−2πi
∑

a ρiaYa ,

whereas the braiding cN,Ci
= 1 and therefore gi = 1.

The algebra U will be generated over Cρ by odd elements xi±, such that:

[Xa, x
i
±] = ±ρiaxi±, [Ya, x

i
±] = 0, {xi+, xi−} = 1− e−2πi

∑
ρiaYa . (5.26)

This is the algebra relation defining UE
ρ , via the identification:

Xa 7→ Na, Ya 7→ Ea, xi+ 7→ ψi
+, g−1

i xi− 7→ ψi
−. (5.27)

The co-product is given by:

∆(xi−) = xi− ⊗ 1 + gi ⊗ xi−, ∆(xi+) = xi+ ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ xi+. (5.28)

The antipode is S(xi−) = −g−1
i xi− and S(xi+) = −xi+. The Hopf algebra structure

coincides with the one defined in Theorem 3.2, under the above identification. The R

matrix is given by:

R = e2πi
∑

a Xa⊗Ya
∏

i

(1− xi+ ⊗ xi−) = e2πi
∑

a Na⊗Ea
∏

i

(1− ψi
+ ⊗ giψ

i
−), (5.29)

matching the one in Theorem 3.2.

Remark 5.19. Note that when ρ = 1, this is simply the structure of Uq(gl(1|1)). The

quasi-triangular structure is well-known, and can be found in [Bab21] (for q = e~ for a

formal variable ~).

We must comment on the condition of sufficient-unrolledness. In the above example,

the support of B(M) is precisely the subset of Nn given by:

Supp(B(M)) = {(ai)1≤i≤n

∣∣ai = 0 or 1}. (5.30)

45



The weight lattice Γ of Cρ is Zr
X × Zr

Y , and the map from Nn → Γ is given by:

Nn Zr
X ⊕ Zr

Y .
ρT⊕0

(5.31)

One then sees that for general ρ, this won’t map Supp(B(M)) injectively into Γ. This

minor issue doesn’t affect the fact that the above gives a quasi-triangular Hopf structure

of UE
ρ , but it does affect the validity of the proof strategy, since it relies on sufficiently-

unrolled condition to guarantee the uniqueness of the Hopf structure. This is the reason

why in the following, we will use the above strategy only for ρ = 1, since this satisfies

sufficiently-unrolled condition. We will derive the main statement for genenral ρ using

ungauging.

5.4 Outline of the Proof Strategy

Let us pause and recall what we recalled so far. We see that there is a fully-faithful

functor KLρ → ZA−Modloc(A−Mod), and that if the Nichols algebra defining A−Mod

is sufficiently unrolled, then one simply needs a split tensor functor and an abelian

equivalence between A−Mod and Bρ−Mod to produce a tensor equivalence. If this is

achieved, then the category ZA−Modloc(A−Mod) is equivalent to UE
ρ −Mod as a braided

tensor category. Here the problem is that the Nichols algebra defining Bρ is not suffi-

ciently unrolled in general. It is, however, for ρ = 1. In this section, we will run this

proof program for ρ = 1, and prove Theorem 1.1 for this example (namely gl(1|1)). For
general ρ, we will utilize the un-gauging relation of Proposition 2.9 and 3.4 to prove

the theorem for general ρ (Section 6). Recall that in the case ρ = 1, the embedding

V (gl(1|1)) →֒ V1
Z = HX,Y ⊗Vbc defines an algebra object A in KL1, such that A−Modloc

is simply modules of the commutative algebra C = C[X,Y ]. The screening operator S

is valued in the object ΠF−Y ⊗ Vbc, which is precisely the module ΠC−1,0. The proof

will be done in the following steps:

1. We have seen in Proposition 4.19 that KL1, A−Mod and A−Modloc satisfies the

assumptions in Assumption 4.17 except the rigidity of A−Mod.

2. We have seen that A−Modloc ≃ C−Mod. Let N be the Nichols algebra of ΠC−1,0.

We will show that A−Mod ≃ N−Mod as tensor categories. In fact we will prove

a general statement in Theorem 5.21, which applies directly to V (gl(1|1)) and V1
Z .

3. This step will also imply that A−Mod is rigid, and therefore we have a fully-faithful
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functor:

S : KL1 −→ ZA−Modloc(A−Mod) ≃ ZC−Mod(N−Mod) ≃
≃ N

NYD(C−Mod) ≃ UE
1 −Mod

(5.32)

4. Since we already know that KL1 is equivalent to U
E
1 −Mod as an abelian category,

and that UE
1 is finite-dimensional over C, by Corollary 3.13 of [CLR23], we see

that S is an equivalence.

The main difficulty above is of course the equivalence A−Mod ≃ N−Mod. We

present the proof of this in the next section.

5.5 Realization of A−Mod as Modules of a Nichols Algebra

〈sec:AModNMod〉
Let V be a vertex operator algebra and W a vertex operator algebra containing V.

Assume the following assumptions.

1. There is a rigid braided tensor category of V modules U , such that V is a simple

object and W defines an indecomposable algebra object in V which we call A.

Moreover, every object in U is of finite length.

2. The category A−Modloc is a rigid braided tensor category such that A is simple.

3. There exists a Heisenberg generator ∂ϕ ∈ W of level 1 generating a C× action

on W , with which one can define spectral flow σϕ via Li’s delta operator [Li97].

Assume that all objects in A−Modloc can be decomposed into generalized eigen-

vectors of ϕ0.

4. Assume that V = Ker(S) where S = Resz=0 exp (ϕ(z)). Consequently, there is

an exact sequence σnϕW → σn+1
ϕ W → σn+2

ϕ W . Denote by σnϕV the corresponding

kernel in σnϕW . Assume that this is a set of simple currents with no fixed-points

in U .

5. Assume the existence of another Heisenberg field ∂ψ generating a U(1) action on

W such that ∂ψ∂ϕ ∼ 1
(z−w)2

. Moreover, assume that ψ0 acts trivially on W . Also

assume that all objects in A−Modloc decompose into generalized eigenvalues of ψ0.

6. Assume that the category U has a filtration by full abelian subcategories U≤n such

that each U≤n has enough projective objects.
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With these assumptions, it is clear that as an object in A−Modloc, the spectral flow

σϕW has a diagonal braiding with itself. Namely the braiding:

c : σϕW ⊗W σϕW → σϕW ⊗W σϕW (5.33)

is given by (−1). This follows simply from the definition of Li’s delta operator [Li97].

Therefore, from the classification of Nichol’s algebra of diagonal type, we can easily see

the following.

Corollary 5.20. Let B(σϕW ) be the Nichols algebra of σϕW in A−Modloc, then it is

isomorphic to W ⊕ σϕW where the multiplication is trivial on σϕW . We denote this

algebra by N.

In this slightly more general set-up, we prove the following statement, which is the

conjectural relation between screening operators and Nichols algebras.

〈Thm:AmodNmod〉
Theorem 5.21. There is an equivalence of tensor categories:

A−Mod (U) ≃ N−Mod (A−Modloc) . (5.34)

We will then show that V (gl(1|1)) →֒W satisfies these assumptions, which allows us

to conclude that A−Mod ≃ N−Mod(C−Mod). We prove Theorem 5.21 in the following

steps:

1. We construct a canonical filtration on A−Mod (U) (will be denoted by A−Mod

in the following) whose associated graded is in A−Modloc. We show that this

upgrades to a faithful functor ǫ to A−Modloc.

2. We show that the functor ǫ upgrades to a fully-faithful functor E to N−Mod by

showing that every object has a canonical action of N.

3. We show that the functor E is surjective by constructing a pre-image of N.

4. We then conclude that E is an abelian equivalence. Now by Proposition 5.9 and

Lemma 5.6 of [CLR23], we conclude that this equivalence must be one of tensor

categories.

Step 1. In this step, we need to construct a canonical filtration on objects of A−Mod.

LetM be an object in A−Mod, recall the twisted moduleMc from Section 4.1.2, namely
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the object whose underlying V module is still M but the action of A becomes:

A⊗U Mc A⊗U Mc Mc
c2 a (5.35)

Recall we also considered the following morphism of A modules in Section 4.1.2:

A⊗U M M ⊕Mc
a⊕ac2

(5.36) eq:a+ac^2

such that the cokernel of this map is always local. Our first step is to see that under the

assumptions we have in this section, the cokernel is always non-zero.

Lemma 5.22. The image Im(a⊕ ac2) is strictly smaller than M ⊕Mc.

Proof. Obviously the restriction of a⊕ ac2 to V ⊗U M ∼= M is the diagonal morphism.

Quotienting by V ⊗U M and its image, we have an induced morphism (in U) on the

quotient:

(A/V )⊗U M M ⊕Mc/(∆(M)) ∼=M
a⊕ac2

(5.37)

Assumption 4 shows that A/V ∼= σϕV , and therefore (A/V ) ⊗U M ∼= σϕ(V ) ⊗U M .

We denote this by σϕM . Assumption 4 also guarantees that σϕM and M are not

isomorphic, and since they have equal number of composition factors (as σϕV is a simple

current), there can be no surjection from σϕM to M .

Remark 5.23. The module σϕM ∼= σϕ(V )⊗U M is an object in U , but it also has the

structure of an A module via the identification:

σϕ(V )⊗U M ∼= σϕ(A)⊗A M, (5.38)

where the latter (as an object in U) is a quotient of σϕ(A)⊗U M by the image of the two

A-actions maps (see Proposition 4.6).

By this lemma and Assumption 1, which implies that objects in A−Mod have

finite length, we see that all objects are equipped with a filtration such that the associ-

ated graded is local. In particular, all simple objects are local. This has the following

consequence:

〈cor:exact〉
Corollary 5.24. Tensor product over A−Mod is exact.
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Proof. This follows from [KL94, Lemma A.6] and the corrolary thereafter. This lemma

is stated for semi-rigid categories, but the proof applies to a general tensor category.

Indeed, Lemma A.6 of loc.cit shows that in a tensor category B where every object is a

quotient of a rigid object, then if 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 is a short exact sequence and

Z is flat, then 0 → M ⊗B X → M ⊗B Y → M ⊗B Z → 0 is exact for all M . Since any

object in A−Mod is a quotient of an induced module, which is rigid (since U is rigid),

this is satisfied. As a consequence, in Corrolary following A.6, it is shown that if X

and Z are flat then so is Y . This together with finite-length property and the fact that

simple objects in A−Mod are rigid, shows that all objects in A−Mod are flat, which

means that tensor product is exact.

One would like the split tensor functor to be the associated graded of such a filtra-

tion. This is not good enough though, since taking associated graded is usually not an

exact functor. We will use the action of ψ0 to define generalized eigenspaces. To do so

however, we need to understand the A module A⊗M .

〈Lem:Kera〉
Lemma 5.25. Let K = Ker(a) where a : A⊗U M →M . Then K ∼= σϕM as an object

in A−Mod.

Proof. The object A⊗U A carries two actions of A, one on the left and one on the right.

For any object M in A−Mod, we have that A ⊗U M = (A ⊗U A) ⊗AR
M , using the

right action, and the A module structure uses the left action AL. The multiplication

morphism m : A ⊗U A → A is a morphism of both left and right A modules, and its

kernel Km therefore is a module of AL ⊗U AR. As a module of AR, it is identified with

σϕV ⊗U A ∼= σϕA since we have the following short exact sequence of AR modules:

0 V ⊗U A A⊗U A σϕ(V )⊗U A 0 (5.39)

We claim that the left and right action must agree. Indeed, this follows from the fact

that as objects in U there is an identification A⊗U σϕA ∼= σϕA⊕σ2ϕA, and therefore the

hom space:

HomU (A⊗U σϕA, σϕA) = HomU (σϕA, σϕA) (5.40)

is one-dimensional. There is only one morphism whose restriction to V ⊗σϕA is identity.

Clearly, the A module K is isomorphic to Km⊗AR
M , and since left and right action on

Km agrees, we see that this kernel is σϕM as a module of A. This completes the proof.
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Looking at the morphism in equation (5.36), we see that the moduleM1,c is precisely

the image of K ∼= σϕM under ac2. We would now like to introduce generalized eigenval-

ues of ψ0. This is dangerous however, since the action of ψ(z) on a logarithmic module

M is not a Laurent series. The solution, as in [Len21], is to define ψ0 := Res(ψ(z)) using

the lift of a unit circle to the entire Riemann sphere of logarithmic functions. Therefore,

in principle, the image of ψ0 is notM , but the algebraic closure of M . However, we have

seen that every M comes equipped with a filtration such that the associated graded are

local, and therefore ψ0 restricted to the local pieces are valued in M , and moreover has

generalized eigenvalues according to Assumption 5. Consequently, ψ0 has generalized

eigenvalues in M since it does in all the local sub-quotients.

Let us now decompose M into generalized eigenspaces of ψ0:

M =
⊕

α∈C

Mα. (5.41)

If M is a local module, then by Assumption 5, this would be a decomposition of M

into A submodules, since a local A module is identified with a module of the mode

algebra of W , and the OPE guarantees that ψ0 commutes with everything in the mode

algebra. In general, we would like to show that this decomposition gives a filtration of

A modules. We start with the following statement.

〈Lem:ExtAmod〉
Lemma 5.26. LetM and N be two local A modules, such that the generalized eigenvalue

of ψ0 is α and β respectively. Let P be an A module fitting into the exact sequence:

M P N (5.42)

Then either β = α− 1 or P is local.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

σϕP A⊗U P P ⊕ Pc

σϕM A⊗U M M

a⊕ac2

a

∆ (5.43)

If P is not local, then this induces a non-trivial morphism σϕP → Pc. Moreover by

definition, this map is trivial on the submodule σϕM since M is local. This means that

we must have a morphism from σϕN → Pc. Note that the generalized eigenvalue of σϕN

is β + 1, and having a nontrival map between them would imply that β + 1 = α.
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This lemma shows that in order to build a non-local module of A from local ones, the

eigenvalues of ψ0 must differ by one from top to bottom. In fact, we have the following

corollary.

〈Cor:Extnonint〉
Corollary 5.27. Let M,N be two objects in A−Mod such that the generalized eigen-

values of ψ0 on M and N differ by a non-integer, then Ext1(M,N) = 0.

Proof. If M and N are local, then this is Lemma 5.26. Let us now assume N is local

and M fits into a short exact sequence:

0 M1 M M/M1 0 (5.44)

We apply induction on the length of M , and assume that we have proven the statement

for M1 and M/M1. We now have a long exact sequence of extension groups:

· · · Ext1(M/M1, N) Ext1(M,N) Ext1(M1, N) · · · (5.45)

therefore if the two Ext groups are trivial for M/M1 and M1 then it is trivial for M . We

can now induce on the length of N as well and the proof goes in the same way.

We now give a partial order on C by declaring that α < α+ 1. We define M[≥α] :=⊕
n≥0Mα+n. By finite-length property, for each M we can find a finite set of minimal

eigenvalues αi such that:

M =
⊕

i

⊕

n≥0

Mαi+n. (5.46) eq:eigdecom

Moreover, this is a finite direct sum of vector spaces. If M is local, then this gives a

decomposition of M into sub-modules. Using Lemma 5.26 and Corollary 5.27, we can

show the following.

Proposition 5.28. Each M[≥α] is a submodule of M .

Proof. Let us first show that each M[≥αi] is a W submodule. We induce on the length

of M . It is true when M is local. Assume now that M fits into an exact sequence:

0 M1 M M/M1 0 (5.47)
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such that M/M1 is local, and that we have proven the statement for M1. This obviously

leads to an exact sequence of vector spaces:

0 (M1)[≥αi] M[≥αi] (M/M1)[≥αi] 0 (5.48)

To show that M[≥αi] is a submodule, we only need to show that there is no non-trivial

extension between (M/M1)[≥αi] and (M1)[≥αj ] for j 6= i. This is true thanks to Corollary

5.27.

We can now assume the generalized eigenvalue of ψ0 is contained in [≥ α]. We show

M[≥α+n] is a submodule for all n. Again we use induction on the length of M . It is true

if M is local. Suppose now that M1 is the minimal submodule such that M/M1 is local,

and assume that we have proven the statement for M1, and assume that M/M1 has a

decomposition:

M/M1 =
⊕

k≥0

(M/M1)α+k. (5.49)

By choosing a pre-image of (M/M1)α+k we may assume that M/M1 has a single gen-

eralized eigenvalue α + k. For n > k, it is clear that M[≥α+n] = (M1)[≥α+n], and these

are submodules of M . When n < k, note that M defines an extension between M1 and

M/M1, and also that there is a short exact sequence:

0 (M1)[≥α+k] M1 M1/(M1)[≥α+k] 0 (5.50)

By Corollary 5.27, Ext1(M/M1,M1/(M1)[≥α+k]) = 0 since the module M1/(M1)[≥α+k]

has generalized eigenvalues smalled than α+k. From the long exact sequence of extension

groups:

· · · Ext1(M/M1, (M1)[≥α+k]) Ext1(M/M1,M1)

Ext1(M/M1,M1/(M1)[≥α+k]) = 0 · · ·

(5.51)

we see that the class of extension [M ] ∈ Ext1(M/M1,M1) must have a pre-image in

Ext1(M/M1, (M1)[≥α+k]). Therefore the extension M is determined by an extension

between M/M1 and (M1)[≥α+k], which we denote by N . In other words, M must be
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given by the following quotient diagram:

0 (M1)≥α+k M1 ⊕N M 0 (5.52)

Here the first map is the diagonal embedding of (M1)[≥α+k] into M1 and N . For each

n ≤ k, we have N[≥α+n] = N and therefore is a submodule of N . Consequently, M[≥α+n]

is a quotient of N[≥α+n]⊕(M1)[≥α+n] and therefore is a submodule ofM . This completes

the proof.

The proof of the above shows that anyM ∈ A−Mod comes equipped with a filtration

M =M0 ⊇M1 ⊇M2 ⊇ . . . ⊇Mn = 0 such that:

Mn =
⊕

i

M[≥αi+n]. (5.53) eq:filtern

Moreover, it is clear from the proof that the associated graded are all local modules. We

now use this to construct the tensor functor ǫ.

Proposition 5.29. There is a faithful and exact tensor functor:

ǫ : A−Mod → A−Modloc. (5.54)

Proof. We define ǫ(M) to be the associated graded according to the filtration in equation

(5.53). It is a faithful and exact functor because any A module homomorphism must

preserve generalized eigenvalues of ψ0. We now show that it is a tensor functor. Let M

and N be objects in A−Mod, assume that M has generalized eigenvalues [≥ α] under

ψ0 and N has generalized eigenvalues [≥ β] under ψ0. The filtration on M and N gives

rise to a filtration on M ⊗A N , given by:

Fk(M ⊗A N) =
∑

i+j=k

Fi(M)⊗A Fj(N) (5.55)

thanks to exactness of tensor product in A−Mod (Corollary 5.24). Therefore, there is a

surjective morphism:

∑

i+j=k

Gri(M)⊗A Grj(N) → Grk(M ⊗A N). (5.56)

Since the lefthandside has generalized eigenvalue α+β+k, and therefore the righthand-
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side also has this generalized eigenvalue. Since there is a unique filtration on M ⊗A N

such that each associated graded piece has different generalized eigenvalue contained

in [≥ (α + β)], the above must be this filtration. Taking associated graded, we have

constructed a functorial map:

ǫ(M)⊗A ǫ(N) → ǫ(M ⊗A N). (5.57)

We now show that this is an isomorphism. It is clearly an isomorphism when N is local,

and for general N , we have the following commutative diagram of exact sequences:

0 ǫ(M)⊗A ǫ(N1) ǫ(M)⊗A ǫ(N) ǫ(M)⊗A ǫ(N/N1) 0

0 ǫ(M ⊗A N1) ǫ(M ⊗A N) ǫ(M ⊗A (N/N1)) 0

(5.58)

By snake lemma, if the first and third vertical arrows are isomorphisms, then so is the

second one.

Finally, to show that this is a tensor functor, we must show that the “monoidal

structural axiom” (see [EGNO15, Definition 2.4.1]) for ǫ and the isomorphism ǫ(M ⊗A

N) ∼= ǫ(M)⊗A ǫ(N). This will follow from the commutativity of the following diagram:

(Fi(M)⊗A Fj(N))⊗A Fk(P ) Fi(M)⊗A (Fj(N)⊗ Fk(P ))

Fi+j(M ⊗A N)⊗A Fk(P ) Fi(M)⊗A Fj+k(N ⊗A P )

Fi+j+k((M ⊗A N)⊗A P ) Fi+j+k(M ⊗A (N ⊗A P ))

aM,N,P

aM,N,P

(5.59)

whose commutativity follows from the naturality of aM,N,P and the definition of the

filtration and the vertical maps. This completes the proof.

Remark 5.30. By construction, ǫ is a split tensor functor of the embedding ι : A−Modloc →
A−Mod since if a module is local then equation (5.46) gives a decomposition of M into

objects in A−Modloc.

Step 2. Now we upgrade ǫ to a functor E into N−Mod(A−Modloc). For each M , we

denote by Mα the associated graded piece of ǫ(M). As a consequence of Lemma 5.25
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and Lemma 5.26, we see that the morphism of A modules:

A⊗U M[≥α] M[≥α] ⊕M[≥α],c
a⊕ac2

(5.60)

induces a morphism of A modules σϕM[≥α] → M[≥α],c. By degree consideration, and

taking associated graded of ǫ, this must induce a map:

σϕMα →Mα+1. (5.61)

Namely, there is a canonical morphism in A−Modloc:

σϕ(A)⊗A Mα Mα+1

alog
[α]

(5.62)

The sum alog :=
∑

[α] a
log
[α] gives us a morphism:

σϕ(A)⊗A ǫ(M) ǫ(M)alog (5.63)

which by definition is the same as the structure of a module of T (σϕA), the tensor

algebra of σϕA.

Lemma 5.31. The assignment M 7→ ǫ(M) together with the action of T (σϕA) is func-

torial. Namely this gives a functor:

Ẽ : A−Mod −→ T (σϕA)−Mod (A−Modloc) . (5.64)

Proof. We need to show that if there is a morphism f :M → N of A modules, then the

following diagram commutes:

σϕ(A)⊗A M [α] M [α+1]

σϕ(A)⊗A N [α] N [α+1]

1⊗f[α] f[α+1] (5.65)

Here f[α] is the restriction of f on M[α]. This will then follow from the commutativity
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of the diagram (which is commutative because f is a morphism of A modules):

A⊗U M[≥α] M[≥α] ⊕M[≥α],c

A⊗U N[≥α] N[≥α] ⊕N[≥α],c

a⊕ac2

1⊗f f

a⊕ac2

(5.66)

Indeed, taking the kernel of a in the horizontal morphisms, we find that the following

diagram commutes:

σϕM[≥α] M[≥α+1],c

σϕN[≥α] N[≥α+1],c

ac2

1⊗f f

ac2

(5.67)

Taking associated graded we get the desired result.

We now show that the image lies in the subcategory of N modules.

Lemma 5.32. The morphism:

σ2ϕ(ǫ(M)) σϕ(ǫ(M)) ǫ(M)
1⊗alog alog (5.68)

is zero. Therefore, the functor Ẽ induces a functor:

E : A−Mod −→ N−Mod (A−Modloc) . (5.69)

Proof. We identify σϕM with the kernel of a, such that the map σϕM →Mc is given by

ac2 composed with the embedding σϕM → A⊗U M . Consider the following diagram:

A⊗U (A⊗U M) A⊗U M

(A⊗U A)⊗U M

A⊗U M M

aA,A,M

1⊗ac2

ac2

m⊗1

ac2

(5.70)

The commutativity of this diagram follows from the associativity of the action of A on

Mc. As a morphism in U , the morphism σ2ϕM →M can be identified with the following
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morphism:

σ2ϕM A⊗U (A⊗U M) A⊗M M
1⊗ac2 ac2 (5.71)

Here we view σϕM = σϕA ⊗A M as a submodule of A ⊗U M (the kernel of a), and

the module σ2ϕM = σϕA ⊗A σϕM as a submodule of A ⊗U (A ⊗U M). The commuta-

tivity of the above diagram shows that the above composition is equal to the following

composition:

(σϕA⊗A σϕA)⊗A M (A⊗U A)⊗U M A⊗U M M
m⊗1 ac2 (5.72)

However, it is clear that σϕA⊗AσϕA is in the kernel of m, and therefore the composition

is zero. This completes the proof.

We have thus constructed the functor E . By construction it is faithful, we claim

that it is full.

Lemma 5.33. The functor E is full.

Proof. If N is local, then a morphism from M → N factors through Im(a ⊕ ac2), and

therefore is simply a morphism from M/Im(a⊕ac2) → N . This is precisely a morphism

from E(M) to N as modules of N. Now supposeM,N are all contained in U≤n for some

n, and therefore there exists a projective object P ∈ U≤n that projects onto M . The

induction A ⊗U P also projects onto M in A−Mod. We first show that Hom(E(A ⊗U

P ), E(N)) = Hom(A⊗U P,N). This is true if N is local. We now use induction. Suppose

N fits into the short exact sequence:

0 N1 N N/N1 0 (5.73)

then we have the following commutative exact sequence:

Hom(A⊗ P,N1) Hom(A⊗ P,N) Hom(A⊗ P,N/N1) 0

0 Hom(E(A⊗ P ), E(N1)) Hom(E(A⊗ P ), E(N)) Hom(E(A ⊗ P ), E(N/N1))

Projectivity of P ensures that the second horizontal map on the first row is surjec-

tive. This together with snake lemma, ensures that if the first and third vertical map is

isomorphism, then so is the second vertical map. Therefore, as long as P is projective,
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E is full. Now for any M , we can find resolution A⊗ P2 → A⊗ P1 →M , and therefore

we have a short exact sequence:

0 Hom(M,N) Hom(A⊗ P1, N) Hom(A⊗ P2, N)

0 Hom(E(M), E(N)) Hom(E(A⊗ P1), E(N)) Hom(E(A⊗ P2), E(N))

f

a

g

b c

f ′ g′

(5.74)

Note that the second and third vertical arrows (b and c) are isomorhpism. We show

that this implies that the first one is surjective. Let υ be an element in Hom(E(M), E(N)),

then f ′υ = b(υ̃) for some υ̃ ∈ Hom(A ⊗ P1, N). Since g′f ′υ = 0, we see that cgυ̃ = 0,

and because c is an isomorphism, gυ̃ = 0. By exactness of the first row, we see that

υ̃ = fυ′ for some υ′ ∈ Hom(M,N). Therefore, f ′υ = bfυ′ = f ′aυ′. Since f ′ is injective,

aυ′ = υ and we are done.

Step 3. Now we show that E is essentially surjective. To do so, we comment that E is

clearly a functor of A−Modloc module categories in the sense that there are functorial

isomorphisms:

E(M ⊗A ι(N)) ∼= E(M)⊗A N (5.75)

for any local module N , where ι : A−Modloc → A−Mod is the canonical embedding.

Since every object in N−Mod(A−Modloc) is a quotient of an object N ⊗A M for some

local module M , we are done if we can show that N is in the image of E .

Lemma 5.34. There is an object N in A−Mod such that E(N) ∼= N.

Proof. First, let us comment that N is an extension between A and σϕA. It is very

clear that there is a unique such extension which has a nontrivial action of N. We

now construct an object N such that E(N) is a nontrivial extension between the two.

Consider the object N = A ⊗ σϕA
′, where A′ is the dual of A. Since σϕA

′ fits in the

following exact sequence:

σϕV σϕA
′ V (5.76)

we see that N fits in the exact sequence:

σϕA N A (5.77)

We claim that this is a non-split extension of A modules. Otherwise, as an object
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in U , N ∼= A ⊕ σϕA. On the other hand, there is an embedding σϕA
′ → N , but

by indecomposability of A, there is no embedding from σϕA
′ to σϕA ⊕ A. Since N

is in-decomposable as a module of A, and since A and σϕA has different generalized

eigenvalue of ψ0, this module must be logarithmic. Consequently, the underlying object

in A−Modloc of E(N) is A⊕σϕA, with a nontrivial action of N. By uniqueness mentioned

above, we have that E(N) = N.

Step 4. Let us pause here and conclude what the previous steps have shown. We

constructed an equivalence of abelian categories:

E : A−Mod(U) −→ N−Mod(A−Modloc) (5.78)

such that the composition of E with the forgetful functor ǫ′ : N−Mod → A−Modloc is the

tensor functor ǫ. Moreover, the equivalence E is one of module categories of A−Modloc.

To apply Proposition 5.9, we only need to show that E induces trivial right module

structure on A−Modloc.

Lemma 5.35. The functor E induces trivial right module structure on A−Modloc in the

sense that the following diagram commutes:

ǫ′ (E(M ⊗A ι(N))) ǫ′ (E(M) ⊗A N)

ǫ(M ⊗A ι(N)) ǫ′(E(M)) ⊗A N

ǫ(M)⊗A N ǫ(M)⊗A N

ǫ′(ET
M,N )

ǫ′
E(M),N

ǫM,N η

=

(5.79)

Proof. This is a little tautalogical as soon as one understands the functors involved. The

morphism ǫ′(EM ⊗A ι(N)) → ǫ(M)⊗AN is given by taking associated graded of M ⊗A

ι(N) and forget about the structure of N action. The commutativity simply is because

the filtration on M ⊗A ι(N) comes from a filtration on M along (since the filtration on

ι(N) is really given by a direct sum decomposition of N , due to its locality).

Therefore, the equivalence E induces a bi-algebra structure on N such that E is an

equivalence of tensor categories. Now since the full subcategory of A−Modloc generated

by σ±ϕA is equivalent to VectZ, in which N ∼= B(ΠσϕA) is sufficiently unrolled, by Lemma
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5.6 of [CLR23] (as recalled in Section 5.1.2), the bi-algebra structure on N is unique and

is given by the structure of N being a Nichols algebra. We thus obtain Theorem 5.21.

5.6 The Remaining Steps

5.6.1 Specializing to V (gl(1|1)) and V1
Z

We show that V (gl(1|1)) and the free-field algebra V1
Z satisfies the assumptions used

in the proof of Theorem 5.21. In this application, the element ∂ϕ = :bc : − ∂Y and

∂ψ = ∂X, both are elements in V1
Z . The spectral flowed module ΠσϕA is precisely

ΠC−1,0 considered in the main example of the previous section. Assumptions 1,2,3,4

and 5 are simple. We now focus on 6. We must show that the category KL1 has a

filtration by full subcategories each with enough projective objects. By Proposition 2.4,

we only need to prove this statement for gl(1|1)−Mod, the category of finite-dimensional

modules of gl(1|1).

Proposition 5.36. The category gl(1|1)−Mod is filtered by full subcategories each of

which has enough projective objects.

Proof. Define gl(1|1)−Mod≤m to be the full sub-category of gl(1|1)−Mod satisfying
∏

n∈C(N −n)m =
∏

e∈C(E− e)m = 0. This is the same as saying that the Jordan blocks

of N and E are all of dimension less than or equal tom. It is clear that gl(1|1)−Mod≤m is

a full abelian subcategory and that every object lies in gl(1|1)−Mod≤m for some m. We

now show that this category has enough projectives. Define Pn,e to be the quotient of the

universal enveloping algebra U(gl(1|1)) by the left ideal generated by (N−n)m, (E−e)m.

By the definition of gl(1|1)−Mod≤m, every object is a quotient of a finite direct sum of

Pn,e. We now show that these objects are projective. Let π :M → Pn,e be a surjection,

we need to show that there is a map f : Pn,e → M such that π ◦ f = 1. Choose a

pre-image of 1 ∈ Pn,e under π, say v. We may assume WLOG that v has generalized

eigenvalue n under N and e under E, since we can always decompose v into general-

ized eigenvectors and π must respect the generalized eigenvectors. There is always a

map U(gl(1|1)) → M mapping 1 to v. Since M is in gl(1|1)−Mod≤m, we must have

(N −n)mv = (E−e)mv = 0, and therefore this morphism induces a morphism from Pn,e

to M , which we call f . Clearly π ◦ f = 1. This shows that Pn,e is projective.
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5.6.2 Concluding the Equivalence

In conclusion, we have proven that A−Mod(KL1) is equivalent to N−Mod(A−Modloc)

which is realized by a Hopf algebra B = C ⋉C[ψ−], and therefore, the relative Drinfeld

center ZA−Modloc(A−Mod) is equivalent to the category of modules of a quasi-triangular

Hopf algebra U . We have seen that this U is isomorphic to UE
1 , and therefore we obtain

a fully-faithful functor:

S : KL1 −→ UE
1 −Mod. (5.80)

We claim now that this is an equivalence. Note that by Proposition 3.6, we already know

thatKL1 is equivalent to U
E
1 −Mod as an abelian category. By Corollary 3.13 of [CLR23],

the functor S is realized as pull-back along an algebra homomorphism f : UE
1 → UE

1 .

Since S clearly is compatible with the functor of restriction to A−Modloc in the sense

that the following diagram commutes:

KL1 UE
1 −Mod

A−Modloc C−Mod

S

ǫ◦IndA

≃

(5.81)

the restriction of f to C is identity. Therefore, since U is a free C module of finite

dimensions, f must be an isomorphism and therefore S is an equivalence. We have

finally finished the proof of Theorem 1.1 for ρ = 1.

6 Un-gauging Operation and Proof for General ρ

〈sec:ungauge〉
6.1 Review of Un-gauging Operation for V (gρ)

We will use the ρ = 1 case to prove Theorem 1.1 for general ρ. To do so, we rely on the

ungauging relation in Proposition 2.9. Recall that this proposition shows that there is a

lattice VOA Wρ of a self-dual lattice such that the VOA V (gρ)⊗Wρ is a simple current

extension of V (gl(1|1))⊗n. It defines a commutative algebra object:

Aρ :=
⊕

λ,µ∈Zn−r

σρ̃(λ),τT(µ)+ρ̃(λ)V (gl(1|1))⊗n (6.1)

in the ind-completion Ind(KL⊠n1 ). The work of [CKM17, CMY20a] shows that one can

relate the category of local modules of Aρ in Ind(KL⊠n1 ) with modules of the VOA
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V (gρ)⊗Wρ. More specifically, the category:

Aρ−Modloc
(
Ind

(
KL⊠n1

))
(6.2)

has the structure of a braided tensor category. Moreover, let KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 denote the full

subcategory of KL⊠n1 whose monodromy with Aρ is trivial, then there exists a lifting

functor:

Lρ : KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 −→ Aρ−Modloc

(
Ind

(
KL⊠n1

))
,M 7→ Aρ ⊗M (6.3)

which is an exact surjective tensor functor. The following statement is true.

Theorem 6.1 ([BCDN23] Theorem 8.25). There is an equivalence between the image

of KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 under Lρ with KLρ. Consequently, there is an equivalence between KLρ

and the de-equivariantization of KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 by the lattice of simple modules defining the

extension Aρ.

Using Corollary 2.7, one can show that the category KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 consists of objects

in KL⊠n1 where the action of

∑
ταiE

i
0,

∑
ρ̃iαN

i
0 (6.4)

are semi-simple with integer eigenvalues. The de-equivariantization by the lattice identi-

fies an objectM with σρ̃(λ),τT(µ)+ρ̃(λ)(M) for any λ, µ ∈ Zn−r. We suggestively write this

category as KL
⊠n,ρ,[0]
1 /Z2(n−r). Since we have an equivalence of BTC KL1 ≃ UE

1 −Mod,

one can ask what algebra these de-equivariantization leads to. We will show in this

section that this leads naturally to the quantum group UE
ρ as a sub-quotient of (UE

1 )⊗n.

6.2 Quantum Group for General ρ and the Physical TQFT

〈subsec:QGphys〉
Note that we have obtained an equivalence:

KL1 ≃ UE
1 −Mod ≃ N

NYD (C−Mod) (6.5)

where C is the Hopf algebra C[x, y] and N is the Nichols algebra. Therefore, we have:

KL⊠n1 ≃ (UE
1 )⊗n−Mod ≃ N

NYD
(
C⊗n−Mod

)
(6.6)

We must understand the lattice with which we define Aρ in the category on the right

hand side.
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?〈Lem:qgungauge〉?
Lemma 6.2. The object S(σe,n+eV ) is Cn,e as an object of N

NYD (C−Mod).

Proof. It is known that σe,n+eV (gl(1|1)) is the unique sub-module of the module FeX+nY ⊗
Vbc, restricted from HX,Y ⊗ Vbc. Here recall that FeX+nY is the Fock module generated

by |eX + nY 〉. Under the equivalence:

A−Modloc ≃ C−Mod (6.7)

this goes to the one-dimensional representation Cn,e where X acts as n and Y acts as e.

Note that by the definition of S, we have the following commutative diagram of functors:

A−Mod KL1

N−Mod N
NYD (C−Mod)

IndA

S

Res

(6.8)

By Frobenius reciprocity we have FeX+nY ⊗ Vbc ∼= IndA(σe,n+eV ), and σe,n+eV is

the unique object in KL1 with this property. Similarly, there is a unique object in
N
NYD (C−Mod) whose restriction to N−Mod is Cn,e (because it is one-dimensional, and

therefore the action of both N and N∗ must be trivial). Therefore, since FeX+nY ⊗ Vbc

and Cn,e are identified via the equivalence of A−Modloc ≃ C−Mod, this shows that

σe,n+eV is identified with Cn,e under S.

Therefore, the simple direct summands of Aρ can be identified with Cρ̃(λ),τT(µ) for

λ, µ ∈ Zn−r. We have an equivalence:

N
NYD

(
C⊗n−Mod[0]/Z2(n−r)

)
≃ KLρ. (6.9)

Here C⊗n−Mod[0]/Z2(n−r) is the de-equivariantization of C⊗n−Mod by the lattice de-

fined by Cρ̃(λ),τT(µ). We claim:

〈Prop:ungaugeC〉
Proposition 6.3. There is an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

C⊗n−Mod[0]/Z2(n−r) ≃ Cρ−Mod, (6.10)

where Cρ is the algebra in Section 5.3.
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Proof. Recall in Proposition 3.4 we showed that UE
ρ is a subquotient of (UE

1 )⊗n. The

same proof, ignoring the super-generators ψi
±, shows that Cρ is a sub-quotient of C⊗n.

Indeed, let C be the quotient of C⊗n by the relations:

∏

i

K ρ̃iα
Ni

= 1,
∏

i

Kταi

Ei
= 1 (6.11) eq:qgmonodromy

then Cρ is a sub-algebra of C via the mapps:

Na 7→
∑

ρiaNa, Ea 7→
∑

i

τ̃aiE
i. (6.12)

By using the explicit R matrix of C, it is easy to see that the sub-category of C⊗n−Mod

whose objects have trivial monodromy with Cρ̃(λ),τT(µ) is precisely the category of mod-

ules of C. Let C⊥ be the sub-algebra of C generated by Nα =
∑
ρ̃iαNi and Eα =

∑
ταiEi, then we have an algebra decomposition:

C = Cρ ⊗ C⊥. (6.13)

This is true ρ̃ provides a splitting and therefore the matrix (ρ, ρ̃) as well as (τ, τ̃) are

full rank. Moreover, according to the proof of Proposition 3.4, this is a decomposition

of C into Hopf algebras, such that the R matrix on C is a product of R-matrices. We

therefore have an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

C−Mod ≃ Cρ−Mod⊠ C⊥−Mod. (6.14)

Because of the relations in equation (6.11), the direct summands of Aρ generates the

category C⊥−Mod, and we find, after de-equviariantization:

C−Mod/Z2(n−r) ≃ Cρ−Mod⊠ C⊥−Mod/Z2(n−r) ≃ Cρ−Mod. (6.15)

This completes the proof.

We therefore have an equivalence:

KLρ ≃ N
NYD (Cρ−Mod) . (6.16)

Now Section 5.3 shows that the RHS is represented by the Hopf algebra UE
ρ .

We will also quickly comment on how to obtain the quantum group for 3d N = 4
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gauge theories. The relevant VOA VB
ρ is a simple current extension of V (gρ). Under

the above equivalence, the simple currents σλ,ρTρλV is mapped to C0,λ as an object of
N
NYD (Cρ−Mod). We therefore have:

CB
ρ ≃ N

NYD
(
Cρ−Mod[0]/Zr

)
. (6.17)

By a similar proof as in Proposition 6.3, the category Cρ−Mod[0]/Zr can be represented

by a sub-quotient of Cρ, generated by Xa, e
2πiYa , such that e2πiXa = 1. We denote this

algebra by C̃ρ. It is then not difficult to show that the category N
NYD

(
C̃ρ

)
is represented

by a Hopf algebra. We summarize this in the following.

Theorem 6.4. Let Ũρ be the sub-algebra of UE
ρ generated by Na, ψ

i
±,K

±
Ea

such that

e2πiNa = 1. Then there is an equivalence of braided tensor categories:

CB
ρ ≃ Ũρ−Mod. (6.18)

The R matrix on the RHS can be conveniently written as:

R =
∏

a

(1⊗KEa)
Na⊗1

∏

i

(
1− ψi

+ ⊗
(
∏

a

K−ρia
Ea

ψi
−

))
. (6.19)
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