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Abstract

We classify E, condensable algebras in a modular tensor category € up to 2-Morita equivalent.
From physical perspective, it is equivalent to say we give the criterion when different E, condensable
algebras result in a same condensed topological phase in a 2d anyon condensation process. By taking
left and right centers of E; condensable algebras in €, we can exhaust all 2-Morita equivalent E,
condensable algebras in €, and we give a method to recover E; condensable algebras from 2-Morita
equivalent E, condensable algebras. We also prove that intersecting lagrangian algebras in € ® C
with its left and right components generates all 2-Morita equivalent E, condensable algebras in C.
This paper gives a complete interplay between E; condensable algebras in €, 2-Morita equivalent E,
condensable algebras in €, and lagrangian algebras in C ® e.

The relations between different condensable algebras can be translated to their module categories,
which corresponds to the domain walls in topological orders. We introduce a two-step condensation
process and study the fusion of domain walls. We also find an automorphism of an E, condensable
algebra may lead to a non-trivial braided autoequivalence in the condensed phase. As concrete
examples, we interpret the categories of quantum doubles of finite groups. We develop a lattice
model depiction of E; condensable algebras, in which the role played by the left and right centers can
be realized on a lattice model. Examples beyond group symmetries are also been discussed.

The classification of condensable algebras and domain walls motive us to introduce some promis-
ing concepts such as categorical quantum entanglement. Moreover, our results can be generalized to
Witt equivalent modular tensor categories.
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1 Introduction

Classical Morita theory provides a powerful tool in many aspects of mathematics especially in repre-
sentation theory. Recent years, people find it also important in studying many body physics, many
significant results including boundary-bulk relation, anyon condensation theory have been developed
in the study of topological orders using categorical Morita theory [Kon13, KWZ15|]. However, these
are indeed 1-Morita theory, which is only applicable in simple systems associated with E; algebras.
The study of higher Morita theory for E,-algebras in higher dimensional physics and mathematics is
still lacking. With the rapid development of topological orders and categorical tools in physics, a well
studied higher Morita theory is becoming more and more in demand when we encounter higher di-
mensions [Haul7,[KZZZ24]. As front-runners, we classify 2-Morita equivalent class of E; condensable
(connected commutative separable) algebras in 2dl] topological orders.

From physical perspective, it has been well-known that a 2d topological order can be described
by a (unitaryﬂ modular tensor category (MTC), usually denoted by €. And an anyon condensation
process, which is a selecting of energy-favorable subspaces of the original Hilbert space, may happen
in €. The E; (or 2d) condensable algebraﬁ A in € is viewed as the new vacuum in the energy-favorable
subspace. This new subspace is also a topological order, which can be described by a MTC €%, the
category of local A-modules in € [Kon14]. We will explain more details inpreliminary}

However, characterization of when two 2d condensable algebras, say A; and A; in €, produce
the same condensed phase Gfgf ~ fo;i, remains incomplete. And this is indeed the same question of

classifying the 2-Morita equivalent E; condensable algebras in a MTC, namely, Gfgf ~ Gfgi o Ay T

As.
On the other hand, classifications of E; condensable (indecomposable separable) algebra have been
developed using algebra centers. Two algebras A, B in a monoidal category € are said to be 1-Morita

1We use nd to represent n spatial dimension and (1 + 1)D to represent 1 + 1 spacetime dimension.

2We do not consider the unitary structure in this paper.

3Through this paper, we use the terminology ”E, (E;) condensable algebra” in mathematical context and use the terminology
”2d (1d) condensable algebra” in physical context.



equivalent if their categories of (right) modules are equivalent as module categories over €. It is known
that by computing full centers of E; condensable algebras, we can classify E; condensable algebras up
to 1-Morita equivalence [KRO8].

Motivated by algebraic centers appearing in anyon condensation theory, we study E; condensable
algebras in a MTC € from the perspective of higher Morita theory. According to [FFRS06], given an
E; condensable algebra B in €, there is an equivalence G’é’f(B) =~ (ilgf(B) of MTCs, where Z;(B) is the left

center of B and Z,(B) is the right center of B. Their theorem provides a method to generate some

E»-Morita equivalent condensable algebras. In this paper, we further prove that any pair of E,-Morita

equivalent condensable algebras (A1, A;) in AlgCEOZ"d(G), there exists an E; condensable algebra B such

that A; = Z;(B) 2 Morita Z,(B) ~ A>. In this way we can classify all 2-Morita equivalent condensable

algebras {A;} € € that result in the same topological phases after anyon condensation.

To be more specific, if we restrict the 2d topological order described by € to a 1d sub-region, which
is actually a trivial 1d domain wall also described by € (viewing as a fusion categoryH). The bimodule
of 1d condensable algebras {B;} in fusion category € describes all gapped domain walls p,Cp, within
MTC € [Kon14], see the following figure.

B, Cs,
(‘3 53 Cpy G
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Figure 1: Gapped domain walls within a topological order € can be classified by the category of
bimodules g,Cp, of 1d condensable algebras {B;} in the trivial domain wall € (drawn in the dashed line).
In particular, g, Cp, =~ C for B; being the tensor unit 1 of the fusion category C.

On the other hand, consider condensing two 2-Morita equivalent E, condensable algebras A; 2 Morka
A € C. Then the condensed phases Gfgf and Gfﬁ;’ are equivalent as MTCs, and two 1d domain walls Cy4,
and €y, are generated through the condensation process, see figure 2l (a). Now we fuse €4, and €4,
through Gfgf without twist (i.e. without considering the automorphism in Gfgf), we obtain Cy4, xex Ca,

(fig. 2 (b)). Since topological order is a theory at fixed point, after rescaling the system up to a proper
correlation length, Cy, Rew €4, can actually be viewed as a 1d domain wall between € and itself.
1

Therefore, C4, R i Ca, is monoidal equivalent to p,Cp, for some 1d condensable algebra B; in €. This
1
process is also called dimensional reduction [KWZ15,[AKZ17].
Motivated by the fusion process from figure 2 (a) to figure [2 (b), we can find out a specific 1d

condensable algebra B such that Z;(B) = A; and Z,(B) = A;. And this procedure exhausts all 2-Morita
equivalent classes in C. A detailed proof is given in section[3l

Remark 1.1. Left and right centers are actually dual concepts. Left center Z;(B) € C is equivalent to
the right center Z,(B) € € by regarding the fusion category € as a monoidal right G-module. In the
folded case (fig[2(c)), the usual left/right center for B coincides with the full center Z(B) that results in
a lagrangian algebra in 3(C). See definition 2.1

Moreover, we can fold € through a gapped domain wall 3Cp (Arrow from fig. 2 (b) to fig. 2l (c)).
After folding, we get a new topological order described by the Drinfeld center of 3(€) ~ €& € with 5Cp
becomes the gapped boundary. It has been known that the gapped boundaries of 3(C) are classified

4The fusion categories appearing in this paper are assumed to have spherical structures.



by lagrangian algebras (a specific 2d condensable AL in which Gfgf =~ Vec) in 3(C) [DMNO13| Kon14].
By this folding trick, gapped domain walls in € are one-to-one corresponding to gapped boundaries of
3(€). So there is also a bijection between the set of 1-Morita classes of 1d condensable algebras in € and
the set of isomorphic classes of lagrangian algebras in 3(C) [KR08]. Indeed, taking the full center Z(B)
of a 1d condensable algebra B will produce a lagrangian algebra in 3(C) [KR09]. As a consequence, the
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in € can also be classified by lagrangian algebras in 3(C).

GAl &ez;‘w GAz
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Figure 2: The fusion process from (a) to (b) shows that for a gapped domain wall pCp =~ Cy4, Ko Ca,

in €, we have equivalent local modules Gfﬁf ~ Gfﬁ;’ 'hidden inside’ this wall gCp. This process gives an
intuitive way to understand why B can recover 2-Morita equivalent 2d condensable algebras A; and
Az in €. Moreover, using folding trick from (b) to (c), the correspondence between 1d condensable
algebras in € and lagrangian algebras in 3(C) can be characterized by the correspondence between
domain walls in € and gapped boundaries of 3(C).

The arrow from figure[2l(a) to figure[2(c) is not obvious. By a method called the 2-step condensation,
we prove that the domain walls €4, and Cj, together produce a boundary of 3(C) (see section [3] for
details). Indeed, these three arrows are all invertible. Namely, we can unfold a gapped boundary to
be a gapped domain wall @ (c) to2l(b)), and any gapped domain wall 3Cp can be opened to contain an
interlayer MTC (2l (b) to[2l (a)). We illustrate all of them in our mainbody, and eventually get figure 15

Above physical pictures depict relations between module categories of different algebras in topo-
logical orders. The correspondence between these modules can reflect the correspondence in algebraic
levels, which lead us to prove classification theorems of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras:

Theorem 1.1. Given a modular tensor category C with tensor unit 1 and consider all indecomposable separable
algebras {B;} in C, L; ~ Z(B;), Zi(B;) and Z,(B;) represent the full, left, right centers respectively,

o the pairs of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in C are classified by left and right centers of B;, in

which the resulted category of local modules GIS,C(B) and (i’gf(B) are equivalent as modular tensor categories.

o Or, the pairs of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in C are classified by lagrangian algebras L;’s in
2—Morita

C® C, precisely speaking, L; N (C® 1) =: A, “=L" A, :=L;N (1= C).

By proving the above theorem, we show the power of algebraic centers in classifying condensed
phases in a MTC, in which the physical correspondence of left/right/full centers in MTC appears
simultaneously. In addition to this proof, our paper indeed give more fruitful results — A complete
cycle of above condensable algebras! In which we summarize their relations in the following Trinity:



2-Morita equivalent 3. Left and right center 1-Morita class of 1d
condensable algebras in € 6. Extended tensor condensable algebra in €

1. Symmetry ¢ + Extension 4 Fyll center
2. N with components

Lagrangian algebras
in3(C)=CrC

5. Forget

Flgure 3: Results of this paper can be summarized by this Trinity, all arrows appear here are reversible.
Arrow 1 was first discussed in [DNO12], an alternative proof using 2-step condensation is provided
in section B.2.T} Arrow 2 was first stated by Davydov [Dav10b, Theorem 2.5.1] and we prove it using
results in [DNOI12[; Afrow 3 is proved in [FEFRS06]; Afrow 4 is proved by Kong and Runkel in [KR09];
Arrow 5 has long been a folklore without enough discussions, we reformulate this forget” process in
section 2.2} Arrow 6 is first discussed in this work.

Figure 2l corresponds to the inner commutative part of this Trinity. In order to get the whole cycle
works, an important ingredient one should consider is symmetry (braided autoequivalence) appearing
in the condensed phase €%, we discuss this in section2and section[3.3 With this ubiquitous symmetry
revealing, we can give a complete relationship between lagrangian algebras in €’s Drinfeld center 3(€),
1-Morita class of 1d condensable algebras in € and 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in C, the
interplay of these three also motive us to introduce a new concept called extended tensor, that helps us
to recover 1d 1-Morita equivalent condensable algebras explicitly through the 2-Morita equivalent 2d
condensable algebras. These results can be packed into six Arrows drawn above. We use all these six
Arrows frequently through out our paper to show the universality of this Trinity.

Our analysis is universal and model-independent, which can be applied to many physical systems.
We compute some examples in section B} some of them are the case of group-theoretical categories
3(Rep(G)) including 7, Z4 and S3 gauge symmetries. Our method meet with the known classification
result of condensed phases in 3(Rep(G)) [Dav10b, [DS17]. We also develop a method to realize 1d
condensation on toric code model, and an interpretation of left/right center on lattice, which can be
generalized easily.

Actually, Figure [2 can be transported to a more general environment, in which €; and €, are two
different MTCs that are connected by another MTC D in between (Or to say, we can treat the case for €,
and C; are Witt equivalent). This motives us to develop the notion of categorical quantum entanglement.
We discuss some other potential projects surrounding our results in the end of this paper.

Here we explain the layout of this paper. In the next section, we show how these categorical and
algebraic structures emerge from natural physical requirements and explain each of the Arrows in
Trinity Blexplicitly: Arrow 1 corresponds to Lemmam Arrow 2 corresponds to Corollarylﬂb Arrow 3
corresponds to Theorem 2.4 Arrow 4 and Arrow 5 correspond to Lemma 2.6} Arrow 6 corresponds to
Conjecture[ll In sectionB we carry out our proof of Theorem[I.Tland discuss how the automorphisms
of condensable algebras affect the condensation process, this section might be more suitable for reader
with mathematical backgrounds. In section 4] we treat the case of group-theoretical categories, in
which we classify 2d condensable algebra up to 2-Morita equivalence for any finite group G and realize
1d condensable algebras and left/right center on toric code model. We also discuss examples beyond
common group symmetries. Discussions on Witt equivalences, categorical entanglement, and other
generalizations are performed in section5l Mathematical background including higher Morita theory,
center of algebras, and condensable algebra classifications are given in the

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Zhi-Hao Zhang, Tian Lan and Liang Kong for helpful
discussions. RX acknowledges Shenzhen Institute of Quantum Science and Engineering for hospitality
during the visits. HY is supported by Research Grants Council (RGC), University Grants Committee
(UGC) of Hong Kong (ECS No. 24304722).



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we go through the main story of classification of 2-Morita equivalent condensable
algebras, in which we give our main results by string all six Arrows of the Trinity [3clearly. For sake of
conciseness, we leave detailed proof in section

2.1 Anyon condensations and 2-Morita equivalence

A 2d anomaly-free stabld] topological order (a system of anyons) can be described by a (unitary)
modular tensor category (MTC) € with a central charge ¢ € C [Kit06| KZ22]. Two adjacent topological
orders are separated by a domain wall, which is mathematically described by a (spherical) fusion
category.

One source of topological domain walls comes from anyon condensation [Kon14]. The original
phase, a topological order described by a MTC €, is sitting on one side of the wall, while a 2d
condensable algebra (or E; condensable algebra in mathematical term) A € € is condensed on the
other side [BS09, BSH09, Kon14]. Then a new topological order, described by the category €4 of
local A-modules in C, is obtained, in which the condensed algebra plays the role of the vacuum in
the condensed phase Gfgc. For precise mathematical definitions of a 2d condensable algebra and local
modules, see Appendix[Al

Anyons that are confined from going to the condensed phase (‘,’EC together with anyons that move
transparently are domain wall excitations. The wall excitations together with their fusion structures
form a fusion category €4, the category of right A-modules in € [Kon14, DMNO13]. But there can be
other types of domain walls between € and €%, described by the fusion category 5(C4)s, the category
of B-B-bimodules in €4. The vacuum on the wall p(Ca)p is given by a 1d condensable algebra B in
Ca, B’s properties are similar to that of A except that it is not necessarily commutative. It defines a
new type of condensation but confined to the 1d domain wall between € and €%, which is called the

1d condensation. {p,(Ca)p,} can exhaust all stable gapped domain walls between € and €% [Kon14].
Some of the 1d condensed phases p,(C4)p, can be written as Cy4, for some 2d condensable algebra A;, in
which the condensed phase Gfﬁf via A; is equivalent to €%¢. See figuredfor an illustration of 1d and 2d
condensation.

2d condpnsation
Ca
§
E=} loc
C gl | ncom G
0) L
k]
§
S ©
2 B,(Ca)B,
i
voo "I @

Figure 4: This figure shows the directions of 1d and 2d anyon condensations. Different from 2d
condensation, 1d condensation is invertible, namely one can also find a 1d condensable algebra B in
B(Ca)p such that p(5(Ca)p)p = Ca. For any B;, 5,(Ca)p, is 1-Morita equivalent as fusion categories to C4
since the Drinfeld center of g,(Ca)g, is equivalent to the Drinfeld center of €4, i.e. 3(C4) = 3(,(Ca)n;) =

€& € [SchoT].

Two fusion categories M and N are 1-Morita equivalent if and only if their Drinfeld-centers 3(M) =~

5In topological orders, a phase is called anomaly-free if it does not admit a non-trivial higher dimensional bulk. And a phase
is stable means the macroscopic observables in it are invariant under small perturbations, stable corresponds to indecomposable
in the categorical language. In this paper, 2d topological orders that we discuss are assumed to be anomaly-free and stable.



3(N) as braided fusion categories [ENOI1]. Using the folding trick, we can fold the 2d phase €&

to another side through the 1d gapped domain wall, and obtain a time reversal phase €% whose

braiding is defined by anti-braiding in €. The folded 2d phase C& €% can be regarded as a blank

cond

stacking of phases € and GT‘;C with boundaries {,(C4)s, | Bi € Algy " (Ca)}. By boundary-bulk relation
[DMNO13| KWZ15]|, the Drinfeld center of a 1d boundary is its 2d bulk, hence we have 3(3(Ca)p) =

3(Ch) = Cw Gfgc as MTCs. That is to say, for any 1d-condensable algebra B in C4, p(Ca)p is 1-Morita
equivalent to C4 [SchO1].

A natural question in anyon condensation theory arises, given two 2d condensable algebras A and
Aj in a 2d topological order C, when will they condense to the same phase? i.e. Which pair of A; and
Aj leads to Gfgf ~ Gfﬁg? To answer this question, we need to briefly review the definition of 1-Morita
equivalent algebras, and introduce the notion of 2-Morita equivalence of E;-algebras.

Definition 2.1 (IMor58]]). Let C be a monoidal category. Two E;-algebras By, B, € C are 1-Morita

equivalen@, denoted by B4 1-Mortta By, if there is an equivalence of categories Cp, = Cg,.

Based on above definition, we define 2-Morita equivalence of E,-algebras iteratively.

Definition 2.2. Let Cbe abraided fusion category. Two E;-algebras Ay, A; € C are 2-Morita equivalent,

denoted by A; 2 Morita A, if Ca, 1-Morita Ca,-

By [ENOTI], €4, "2 €y, if and only if 3(Ca,) = 3(Ca,). Since 3(Ca) = CREL for a MTC
2—Morita

¢ [DMNO13], then 3(C4,) =~ 3(Ca,) implies Gfgf ~ Gfgs and vice versa. Therefore, A; “—" A, is
equivalent to Gfﬁ"f ~ (ifgzﬂ Hence, we can translate the question of classifying equivalent condensed
phases to the question of classifying 2-Morita equivalent algebras.

The equivalent definitions of 2-Morita equivalence can be summarized as follows:

2—Morita 1-Morita loc . loc
Al — Az & (BAl — eAz & GAl_GAz

(E; algebras) (fusion categories)  (MTCs)

Example 2.3. For the special case when €% is trivial, i.e. €% = Vec, in which Vec is the category of
finite dimensional C-vector spaces. €4 is now a gapped boundary of C. A 2d condensable algebra A in
this case is called the lagrangian algebra. The gapped boundaries {g,(€C4)g,} of the C-phase are classified

cond

by the lagrangian algebras {Al € Algp ™ (C)}. Alllagrangian algebras in € are 2-Morita equivalent since
el ~ Vec, VAT

Consider two 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras A; and A; in €. Now we bend two of the
1-Morita equivalent gapped domain walls g, (Ca)p, = €4, and ,(Ca)p, = GAE in figure. 4 such that the
condensed MTC Gfgf is sandwiching in between the gapped domain walls €4, and C4,, as figure. [5l(a)
displays. The dashed frame part in figure[5l(a) is indeed figure2l(a) we draw in the introduction. And
if we completely close these two domain walls described by €4, and €4, through (ifgf, we get a gapped
domain wall between € and itself described by C4, gefg; Ca,, as figure[5 (b) shows.

®Note the difference between algebraic Morita equivalent and categorical Morita equivalent, which is explained in appendix
B3
7Since local modules are E; modules over Ep algebras, it is natural to characterize 2-Morita equivalence of E,-algebras by
E>-monoidal equivalence between their E;-module categories.
8Recall that not all domain walls B;(C4)B; can be written as C4, for some 2d condensable algebra A; in C; general cases for
B,(Ca)B; ®oioc B](GA)B] is discussed in section Bl
A
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Figure 5: Bending two of The dashed frame part is indeed figure. 2/(a). And (b) here is actually figure.
Hlwith the special case A = 1and €4 ~ C.

Recall figure 2 (c), by using folding trick to figure [§l (b), the 1d gapped domain wall €4, Rewe Ca,

becomes a boundary of the folded 2d bulk 3(C) ~ €® €. By [DMNOI3, Konl4], the stable gapped
boundaries of 3(C) are classified by lagrangian algebras in 3(C). We will prove in next section that the
fused domain wall C4, IZIGM Ca, becomes a stable gapped boundary after folding, thus can be written

as 3(€);, for some lagranglan algebra L € 3(C). Or to say, a pair of 2-Morita equivalent condensable
algebrasin C determines alagrangian algebra in 3(C), which suggests that it is possible to use lagrangian
algebras in 3(C) to classify 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in C.

Among these domain walls in C described by 3(C); for some lagrangian algebras L, there also
exists some "special’ gapped domain walls that can not be written by C4, IZI(?in Ca, directly. This kind of

domain walls is affected implicitly by an interchange of anyons within the interlayer topological order
Gfgf. More precisely, the topological order Gfﬁf can have internal symmetries, where each symmetry

can characterize an extra braided auto-equivalence ¢ : Gl“ - (‘,’fgf. Such a braided auto-equivalence
¢ corresponds to an invertible domain wall between G’OC and Gl"c, so we denote this invertible domain

wall directly by ¢ for sunphc:ltyﬁ The total domain wall fused by Ca, and C4, through Gl"c when
considering a twist ¢ should actually be described by €4, Reu ¢ Rewe Cay, which is equ1valent to

1
Ca, Beie Ca, as fusion categories. We draw this phenomenon in figure. [6|below.
1

Ca, Ca,
e efg: ,:, eloc e

¢

Figure 6: An illustration of the impacts of invertible domain walls. The fused domain wall Cy4, xem Ca,

in figure[5l(b) just happens in the case for ¢ = Id. If there exists a non-trivial ¢ in Gl“ the total domam
wall after fusion should be described by €y, Bewe P Beoe Ca,. Such a fused wall is non—mvertlble in most

cases, except when 2d condensable algebras are1 both trivial,i.e. A; =1 = A,.

Remark 2.1. There is an isomorphism between the Picard group Pic(C) of all invertible C-C-bimodules
and the group Auty (C) of braided auto-equivalences of € [ENO10].

T : Pic(C) — Autd'(€). (1)

9This invertible domain wall is actually the fused domain wall of ¢ and the default braided equivalence (?ff{i — (?ff{;.



The group Autgr(efgf) of braided auto-equivalence of Gfgf has a natural action on the set {¢ : Gfﬁf -
Gfgi} of all braided equivalence between Gfgf and Gfgi by composing. Indeed, this set is a Autgr((ifgf)-
torsor, which means we can use the group Autgr((?fgf) to describe this set.

Example 2.4.

o If Gfgf =~ C, then C, as a trivial domain wall is apparently a kind of invertible domain wall.

o If Gﬁﬁ =~ Vec, there does not exist non-trivial invertible domain walls in between, and all stable
1

gapped domain walls can be realized by €. ® C,: for lagrangian algebras {A}}.
i j

Remark 2.2. When G"’C = Vec, €y @ [¢ AL = ~ (CmC) Almat is a boundary of C ® €. But C® € can have more

lagrangian algebras than {Alm AL} due to the 1nterlayer G’OC hidden in the boundary. This phenomenon

can be understood from a powerful view point called categorlcal entanglement, which we introduce
in section5.21

Although the invertible domain wall ¢ make the fused wall more complicated, all fused gapped
domain walls in € can still be classified by lagrangian algebras in 3(C), we will prove the following
lemma in next section:

Lemma 2.1. Let C be a MTC. Given any pair of E,-Morita equivalent algebras (A1, A2) in C, the monoidal
C-C bimodule Cx, Reoe P Bene Ca, is equivalent to 3(C)r as monoidal C-C-bimodule for some lagrangian algebra
1 2

L € 3(C).

The above lemma gives Arrow 1 of the Trinity [Blfrom ”2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras”
to “lagrangian algebras in 3(C)”, where symmetry ¢ induces a ¢-twisted lagrangian algebra Ly :=

EBxelrr(Gl‘”) xR P(x*) in (C x@)%x A, Where we sum over all simple objects Irr(ij"C) and x* is the dual
A

object of x. The resulted lagrangian L is the extension of L over A; B A, see section3.2.Tlfor details.
Now let L be a lagrangian algebra in 3(€) ~ €®C, consider the algebra A; := L N (€®1) and

A =1 x@) N L. By Corollary 3.3 in [DNO12], A; and A, are both 2d condensable algebras in C.
Moreover,

Corollary 2.2. A; and A, are 2-Morita equivalent.
Proof. By Proposition 3.7 and Theorem 3.6 in [DNO12], we have Gfgf =~ €l as MTCs. ]

This gives Arrow 2 from “lagrangian algebras in 3(€)” to ”2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras”
in the Trinity. Moreover, we can show these two arrows are inverse to each other, i.e. given a lagrangian
algebra L € 3(C), its components A; and A, can reproduce L. And, given a pair of 2-Morita equivalent
condensable algebras (A, Az) in €, the components of the lagrangian algebra that is extended over
A1 R A, are again themselves.

To summarize, we give a proof that

Theorem 2.3. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalent triples (A1, Ay, p) where

Ay "2 Ao in @, and the set of isomorphic classes of lagrangian algebras L in 3(C).

Theorem provides an alternative proof of classification of lagrangian algebras in 3(C) in
[DNO12]. Our result provides a geometric comprehension of DNO’s theorem and can be easily

generated to the case C; ® C,.



2.2 Centers and 1d condensable algebras

The classification Theorem[2.3]tells that we can obtain all 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in €
by classifying all lagrangian algebras in 3(C). However, for cases other than 3(Rep(G)), we do not have
a systematical method to classify lagrangian algebras in 3(C) without knowing the classification of
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in priori. To resolve this issue, we develop another method
to classify 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras via 1d condensable algebras.

Recall that lagrangian algebras in 3(C) are one-to-one corresponding to gapped boundaries of 3(C),
and gapped boundaries of 3(C) are one-to-one corresponding to gapped domain walls between €
and itself. Hence, the 2-Morita equivalence of 2d condensable algebras is also encoded in gapped
domain walls in €, in which each gapped domain wall between € and C is equivalent to 3Cp for some
1d condensable algebra B € €. Therefore, 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in € can also be
classified by 1d condensable algebras in C.

One important tool was developed in finding 2-Morita equivalent algebras in MTCs based on 1d
condensable algebras—the left/right center [Ost03a) [FFRS06| [Dav10a]. We need to briefly review the
definition of module categories in order to illustrating this tool.

Definition 2.5 ([KZ18]). Let €, €, be braided monoidal categories.
e A monoidal left ¢;-module is a monoidal category M equipped with a braided monoidal functor
F:C1 — 3(M);
e A monoidal right C;-module is a monoidal category M equipped with a braided monoidal functor
G2 = JM);
¢ A monoidal €;1-C,-bimodule is a monoidal category M equipped with a braided monoidal functor
C1®C — JM).
A 1d gapped domain wall M between 2d topological orders C; and €, is indeed a closed C;-C»-
bimodule, i.e. 3(M) =~ €1 ® C,.
Example 2.6. Let C be a MTC,

e trivial domain wall € itself is a C-C-bimodule, where F : @R € — 3(€) is the canonical equivalence.
The C-C-bimodule action on € is induced by the tensor product of C; In general, any invertible
domain wall in C is an indecomposable invertible C-C-bimodule.

e Let A be a 2d condensable algebra in C, the condensed domain wall €4 is a monoidal G-Gfﬁc-

bimodule, where F : C® GTXC — 3(C,) is an equivalence.
Now we use a concept called unital action to define the left/right center [KYZ21].

Definition 2.7. Let M be a monoidal left C-module with G-module action ©® : € X M — M, and let
A € Alg; (€), M € Alg (M). A unital A-action is a morphism f : A©M — M such that the composition
M=~1eOM - AOM — Mis identity idy.

Definition 2.8. Let M be a monoidal left G-module and let M € AlgEl (M). The left center of M in C is
a pair (Z;(M), u;), where Z,(M) € Alg; (€) and u; : Z;(M) © M — M is a unital Z;(M)-action on M, such
that it is terminal among all such pairs.

ZiM)oM
¢
a "
XoM
7 .
leOM = M

@
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For N € Alg; (N) where N is a monoidal right C-module, the right center of N in C is defined to be the
left center of N in € by regarding N as a monoidal left G-module.

Remark 2.3. There is also another definition of right/left center C,(B)/C)(B) € C for an algebra B in a
braided monoidal category € introduced by Davydov [Dav10a) [Dav10b].(see Appendix for the
detailed definition). When C is viewed as a C-C-bimodule category, the left/right center in Definition
2.8 coincides with the Davydov’s right/left center, i.e. Z;(B) = C,(B) and Z,(B) = Cy(B) for any algebra
BeC.

Taking left and right centers of a 1d condensable algebra B can produce a pair of 2-Morita equivalent
condensable algebras (Z;(B), Z,(B)).

Theorem 2.4 ([FFRS06]). Let C be a MTC, B be a 1d condensable algebra in C. Then there is an equivalence of
MTCs:

loc . ol
Cz® = CZm)

Corollary 2.5. For any 1d condensable algebra B in C, Z;(B) 2 Morita Z,(B).
Example 2.9. Let B be a 2d condensable algebra, which can be naturally regarded as a commutative
1d condensable algebra. Then we have Z;(B) = B = Z,(B), since the left/right center of a commutative
algebraisitself. This provides a trivial pair of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras, i.e. B > Monte g,
This procedure gives Arrow 3 from ”1-Morita class of 1d condensable algebras” to “2-Morita
equivalent condensable algebras” in Trinity Bl However, the bijectivity of Arrow 3 is not provided
according to above theorem, namely, it does not tell us whether all 2-Morita equivalent condensable
algebras can be obtained by taking left and right centers.
On the other hand, let (A1, Ay) be a pair of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in € with

¢ : CL ~ €. Recall that Ly is the lagrangian algebra in €}° @ GTXE corresponding to the boundary ¢.

This Ly can also be regarded as a lagrangian algebra in Gfgf X ij"f or in (‘3522 X GTXZ. By applying tensor

functor ®4, : Gfgf X Gﬁf — Gfﬁf on Ly, we obtain a direct sum of 1-Morita equivalent 1d condensable
algebras in ij"f. Let us choose an indecomposable one as By, then we obtain Extx, (By) € € by extending

this By, over A;. A similar procedure in Gfgi results in Exty,(By) € C. We claim that Exty, (By) ® Exta,(By)
would give the 1d condensable algebra in € corresponding to (A, A;) and ¢.

Conjecture 1. An indecomposable subalgebra B < Exty, (By) ® Exta,(By) is the 1d condensable algebra cor-
responding to the 2-Morita equivalent pair (A1, Ap), i.e. Z;(B) = Ay and Z,(B) = A,.

This procedure gives Arrow 6 from ”2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras” to “1-Morita class of
1d condensable algebras” in Trinity

Example 2.10. When A and A} are lagrangian algebras in €. Then the extended algebra is a subalgebra
B — Al ® AL since Exty: (1) = AL,

Another possible way to prove the bijectivity of Arrow 3 is to use the bijective Arrow 4 and Arrow
5 in Trinity (5 0 4 = id), i.e. the bijection between the set of 1-Morita class of 1d condensable algebras
in € and the set of lagrangian algebras in 3(C). Since we have shown that there is a bijection between
lagrangian algebras in 3(€) and pairs of 2-Morita equivalent condensable_%ebras in € (Arrow 1 and
Arrow 2 are invertible), it is clear that the composed Arrow 2 o 4 and Arrow 5 o 1 between “pairs of
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in €” and ”“1-Morita class of 1d condensable algebras in €”
are bijective.

In order to show the bijection between 1-Morita class of 1d condensable algebras in € and lagrangian
algebras in 3(C) , we need to use another important algebraic center called ’full center” [FFRS08,[Dav10al
DKRI11].

11



Definition 2.11. If left (right) C-module M satisfies € = 3(M), then the left (right) center of M €
Algp (M) is called the full center of M, denoted by Z(M).

Let B be a 1d condensable algebra in €, its full center Z(B) is a lagrangian algebra in 3(C) [KR09].
Hence, the procedure of “taking full center” gives Arrow 4 from ”1-Morita classes of 1d condensable
algebras in C” to “isomorphic classes of lagrangian algebras in 3(C)” in Trinity B Arrow 4 is injective
since two 1d condensable algebras B; and B, are 1-Morita equivalent if and only if Z(B;) = Z(B»)
[KRO8].

Arrow 4 is also surjective, i.e. given any lagrangian algebras L in 3(C), there is a 1d condensable
algebra B such that Z(B) = L. Under the forgetful functor U : 3(€) — C, L becomes a separable algebra
U(L) in €. However, U(L) may not be indecomposable since it is a direct sum of matrix algebras in C.
A 1d condensable algebra B can only be found as an indecomposable subalgebra in U(L) in the sense
of 1-Morita equivalence [KZ17]. This forgeting and picking process gives Arrow 5 in Trinity.

To see Z(B) = L, consider the indecomposable left C-module Cp. By Proposition 4.8 in [DMNO13],
indecomposable left C-modules are one-to-one corresponding to isomorphic classes of lagrangian
algebras in 3(C), i.e. Fune(Cp, Cp) =~ pCp =~ 3(C).. See Appendix[B.2lfor the definition of Fune(Cp, Cp).
And since 3Cp =~ 3(C)z), we have Z(B) = L.

Therefore, we have shown Arrow 4 and Arrow 5 are inverse to each other:

Lemma 2.6. There is a bijection between set of 1-Morita classed of 1d condensable algebras in C and set of
isomorphic classes of lagrangian algebras in 3(C).

Remark 2.4. Similar to the forgetful functor U, we can also act tensor functor ® on the lagrangian algebra
L in Cx C to obtain a separable algebra ®(L) in € . This is due to the equivalence 3(C) ~ € ® €, in which
the tensor product functor ® : C® € — C is a central functor, i.e. the following diagram commutes:

emeC — 3(C)
x \LForget
e

Example 210 can also be explained directly by acting tensor functor ® on AL & AL

Now we want to show Arrow 3 is the composition of Arrow 2 and Arrow 4 in Trinity[3] i.e. fora 1d
condensable algebra B, taking left/right center Z;(B)/Z,(B), is equivalent to first taking full center Z(B)

then intersect with the left/right components of € & C:
Lemma 2.7. Z;(B) = Z(B) N (€R1¢) and Z,(B) = Z(B) N (1¢ ®C) as algebras.

Above Lemma was first stated in the language of Davydov’s center [Dav10b, Section 2.5]. We give a
proof in section3.2Z2using Definition 2.8 Since Arrow 2 and Arrow 4 are both bijections, thus Arrow 3
is also a bijection. In other words, for two 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras A;, A, in €, there
exists a 1d condensable algebra B € € such that Z;(B) = A; and Z,(B) = A,.

Remark 2.5. The above lemma can be generalized to a closed monoidal €;-C;-bimodule M, let B be a 1d
condensable algebra in M, we have Z;(B) = Z(B) N (€1 ®1¢,) and Z,(B) = Z(B) N (1¢, ® C;) as algebras.

Then we finish the proof of classification by 1d condensable algebras in C.

Theorem 2.8. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalent triples (A1, Az, ¢) where
Ay 72 Ay in @, and the set of 1-Morita classes of 1d condensable algebras in 3(C).

All Arrows that connect “2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras”, ”1-Morita class of condensable
algebras”, and ”Lagrangian algebras” in Trinity [3lare now been illustrated. Once we know a corner of
the Trinity, we can have the other two. Different condensable algebras are unified through this Trinity.
Next section we give the detailed proof left in preliminary, namely Lemma 2.1l and Lemma 27 We
also apply a method to find 1-Morita equivalent condensable algebras B, see section[4.1.3]
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3 Proof of Main Results

In this section, we first introduce a process called 2-step condensation and prove some useful results.
Using our results, we further prove that given a pair of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras
(A1,A2) in C, there is a lagrangian algebra L € C & Csuchthat LN (Cr1) =2 A;and LN (1R C) = A,
(Lemma 2.Jlin preliminary). Then we prove that taking full center of a 1d condensable algebra B € €
then intersect with components of CR€ is equivalent to taking left/right centers of B directly, i.e. Lemma

27

3.1 Domain walls in two step condensations

Let A and A’ be two condensable algebras in MTC € with an inclusion A < A’,i.e. Ais a subalgebra of

A’. If we condense A to obtain a condensed phase ij"c and a domain wall €4 between € and (‘,’fgc, then

we have A’ still a condensable algebra in the condensed phase € [DNO12]. Next we can condense A’

in €% to produce a new condensed phase (€%9)% and a gapped domain wall (€%°) 4 between €% and

(Gfgc)fgf (see figure[7](a)). This step by step condensation process to obtain (Gfﬁc)ﬁf from C is called a two
step condensation.

On the other hand, we can condense A’ in € directly, which results in a condensed phase Gfﬁ"f and a

gapped domain wall €4 between C and C, see figure[Zl(b). It is known that the phase generated by a
2-step condensation with A < A’ is equivalent to the direct condensed phase generated by A’, namely
(€locyloc ~ eloc [FFRS06).

However, behind this equivalence, there is a hidden fusion process between the gapped domain
walls C4 and (€%)4 through the intermediate condensed phase C°. Intuitively, The fused wall
Ca Bei (Ck)4 should be equivalent to €4 as fusion categories. But this equivalence has not been
discussed before. We fill this loophole here by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Cy4 Rt (CYxr = €4 as monoidal C-C¢-bimodule.

fuse
e G CO — e e

Ca (€2) a0 Car
(a) ()

Figure 7: For two 2d condensable algebras A and A’ with A < A’ in C, first condensing A in C
then A’ condensing A’ in €4 gives the same phase as condensing A’ in € directly, i.e. (€4)' ~ ¢l
However, whether the gapped domain walls generated in the two step condensation after fusion (i.e.

Ca gefgc (Gfgc) 4/) is equivalent to C4- or not has not been discussed before.

To prove theorem[3.1] we need to prove a useful Lemma[3.3]

Let A be an algebra in a braided fusion category D. Let £ be a monoidal right D-module with
module action®© : ExD — &. Similar to the category D4 of right A-modules in D, we have the category
of right A-modules in &, denoted by €4 (see appendix[B.2lfor the precise definition of right A-modules
in &, see also [KYZ21]).

Proposition 3.2. Let A be an Ej-algebra (commutative algebra) in D, then € 4 admits a monoidal structure.
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Proof. Notice that 1¢ © A is an algebra in £, where the multiplication is given by

(1 0 A)®:(1e O A) ~ (1 ® 1) © (A®» A) 22 1, 0 A

Moreover, consider M,N € €4, we have MO A ~ (MQ®: 1) O (1p®pA) ~ (MO 1p) Qe (1 © A) =
M®e(1e ©A). So A-action on M can be equivalently characterized by a right (1¢ © A)-module structure
on M. Indeed, an A-action on N can also be characterized by a left 1¢ ® A-module structure on N, since
NOA~1e®: N)O(A®Dp1p) ~(1e 0A) Qe (NO1) = (1¢ ® A) ® N. Hence, we can define left and
right actions of 1¢ © A on M and N. Then the relative tensor product of the algebra 1 © A

M®e(1e ©A)®e N M@ N——M®1,0a N
I
|3
Y
X

in € is well-defined and induces a monoidal structure in €4. For simplicity, we denote the monoidal
structure M ®;,04 N as M©4 N. ]

Lemma 3.3. Let D be a braided fusion category. Let € be a monoidal right D-module and let A be an E, algebra
in D. Then we have

ERDy = EY
D
as monoidal categories.
Proof. By [KZ18], there is an equivalence
: D
F 8% A — (SA
X X M—XoM

of categories, where X € € and M € D4. The right A-module action on X © M is induced by the right
A-module action on M. What remains is to show this equivalence is monoidal.

Let X1 ®p M; and X5 ®p M) be two objects in € B Dy, using the following diagram, we can obtain
the natural isomorphism V__ : F(-=) ©4 F(-) = F(— ® —) in monoidal functor.

(X1 ®p M1) &(Xo Bp M>) = (X1 ®¢ X5) Rp (M ®4 My)

I |

(X1 © M) ©a(X2 © Ma) —————— (X1 ®¢ X3) O (M1 ®4 M2)
X1 My, Xo®p My
(X1 0 M1) ©a(X2 © My) is the coequalizer of (X1 O M1) ®¢(1e ©A) ®e (X, © Mp). This can also be regarded
as the coequalizer of (X; ®¢ 1¢ ®¢ X») © (M1 ®p A ®p My), which obviously is (Xj ®¢ X2) © (M1 ®4 Ma).
So there is a natural isomorphism between (X; © M1) ©a(X> © M») and (X1 ®¢ X2) © (M1 ®4 M), which
is the natural isomorphism V_ _ of monoidal functor we need. o

Lemma[B.3has a graphical explanation in which D can be regarded as a 2d phase and &, D4 can be
regarded as 1d phases at left and right side of D respectively. The equivalence in Lemma [3.3]tells us
the fusion of € and D4 through D is equivalent to €4. See the following figure.

[———— === === r—n

: o) i fuse

o

S

BN
(SR

A
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Manifestly, figure[Zlis a just special case of the above figure, in which we can substitute & with Cy,
D4 with ((ifgc) 4, and D with Gfgc to recover the fusion of domain walls in the two-step condensation.

On the other hand, it is well known that (C4)a = C4.. So based on this Lemma, we can easily prove
Theorem

Proof of Theorem[3.1] Ca R (GEC)A, LE’@(GA)A/ ~ Gy, O

We also prove a useful lemma which shows that for two 1d phases attached to a same 2d phase, the
operations of folding and fusing commutes. See the following figure.

l
I
E e fuse
i
I
M C N MRe N
fold fold
~ ~
em E fuse}
MrN € M= N
*(MREN)BezC

Lemma 3.4. Let C be a braided fusion category. Let M be a monoidal right C-module and N be a left C-module.
Then there is an equivalence M Re N =~ (M &R N) R, C of monoidal categories.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1.1 in [KZ18], there is an equivalence of categories
F:MrN) 8 > MrN
exe e

(rmy) B rRCONY)
Cxe ¢

where Oy : € X N — N is the left G-module action on N.

To show this equivalence is monoidal, we need to find a natural isomorphism V__ between
F(-)®F(-)and F(-®—). Now let (x; B y1) R .5 c1and (x2 ® y2) B, o ¢ €2 betwo objectsin (MR N) R, .5 C.
Their images under F are x; Be(c1 On 1) and x; Re(c2 On ¥2), which should be tensored to

(1 %’[Xz) %((Cl %%)%’(Cz%yz))- 3)
On the other hand, we have
(rimy1) R_c1) @((2®y2) R_c2) = ((x1 @ x2) W(y1 Q@ ¥2)) ®_(c1®02).
Cme Cme M N CrC e

Its image under F is (x; ® x2) Re((c1 ®e ¢2) On (Y1 ®n Y2)). So the natural isomorphism V should be
induced by the interchanging isomorphism in the definition of monoidal modules. o

Lemma and lemma 3.4 can be used to prove many results about fusion of 1d phases. For
example, there is a often mentioned but not strictly proven conclusion [ENO10, DNO12, [HBJP23],
which provides a method to compute fusions of any 1d domain walls. We formulate this conclusion
as follows:
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Theorem 3.5. Let B, D be braided fusion categories, and € be a MTC. Let M be a monoidal B-C-bimodule and
N be a monoidal C-D-bimodule. Then there is a monoidal equivalence

as monoidal B-D-bimodules, where ®F is the right adjoint of the tensor functor ®¢ : € ® C— e

Proof. Folding the entire phase through the trivial domain wall in €. We have a new phase with

boundary € and a domain wall M ® N. Since C, when viewed as a boundary of 3(€) ~ C® €, can be
written as 3(C)gr(1,.), in which ®R(1¢) is the canonical lagrangian algebra. Then the folded phase, after
fusing M ® N with 3(C)gra,), becomes (M ® N) B3 ) S(G)@,zé (1¢)- On the other hand, we have M Re N
after fusing M with N in the unfolded phase. Thus by Lemma[3.3/land Lemma [3.4 we have

Lemma Lemma
MyN == (M=aN) ,3'(86)3(6)%(1@) —— (MBN)gt ) o

3.2 Classification of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras

In this subsection, we show that 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in a modular tensor category
C can be classified through two different ways: one way is to use lagrangian algebras, another way is
to use 1d condensable algebras. In other words, we finish the proof of our main theorem 1.1l

3.21 Lagrangian algebras

We first prove Lemma[2.T]in the preliminary using Theorem [3.T] which we restate below,

Lemma 2.1. Let C be a MTC. Given any pair of Eo-Morita equivalent algebras (A1, Az) in C, the monoidal C-C
bimodule Cy, Mo ¢ Beue Ca, is equivalent to 3(C)r, as monoidal C-C-bimodules for some lagrangian algebra
1 2

L e 3(C).

fuse
e e el @ — e e
1
1
1
eAl qb eAz eAl X oloc qb X eloc eAz
Aq Ay
fold =~ | fold
~ ~
CxC (e E’E)If{imz Vec ﬁ) CrC Vec
(C®Cama, P 3@

Figure 8: This figure depicts the logic flow of the proof of Lemma[2.1l By Lemma[3.4} the whole diagram
commutes. Based on two-step condensation, we prove Cx, xeﬁf ¢ IZIQfgr Ca, = 3(C) as monoidal C-C-
1 2

bimodules.
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Proof. The sub-figure in the upper left corner of fig. Blis just figurel6lin preliminary. Starting from this
sub-figure, we can perform two operations that lead to the bottom right figure. One way is to first fuse

Ca, ,®, Ca, to have a domain wall C4, Eelur ¢ Rl C,,, which is also a boundary of € ® € after folding.

Another way is to first fold the whole phase through the invertible domain wall ¢. Now ¢ becomes

a boundary of (C ® G)ﬁf{c& Ay and we have a new domain wall (C ® (‘Z)AlgAz After fusing (C ® G)Alez

with ¢, we again have a boundary (€& €) 4,m, ® (es®, ¢) of G €. According to Lemma[3.4] we have

(C B €)am4, (CaO) ¢ = Cq, Beie ¢ e Ca, -
Since ¢ is an indecomposable monoidal G"’C Gl“ -bimodule, ¢ when viewed as a boundary, should
also be an indecomposable monoidal left (C G)’”C ,-module. According to [DMNO13], there exists a

lagrangian algebra Ly in (C ® G)fgfx Ay such that ¢p ~ ((G X G)"’C Az)L¢‘ On the other hand, L can also be

extend to a lagrangian algebra L in € ® €, where A; ® A; is a subalgebra of L in € ® € [DNOT2]. Thus,

fusing (C® [®) A=A, and ¢ through (C ® @)fgfx 4, Can be regarded as fusing the domain walls in a 2-step

condensation A; ® Ay < L. By TheoremB.1] we have (C® €),m4, Regeyp  (CR @)IZT&AZ)L ~ (CRC); as
AjRAy

monoidal left 3(€)-module categories. Thus, Cy, Rew ¢ Ben Ca, = 3(C)r as monoidal C-C-bimodules.O
1 2

Lemma [2.7] together with Corollary 2.2l show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the set of pairs of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in C and the set of isomorphic classes of
lagrangian algebras in 3(C), which finishes the proof of Theorem 2.3]

3.2.2 Left, right and full centers

Instead of using lagrangian algebra L € 3(C), we can also use the left/right centers of 1d condensable
algebras B € C to classify 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras. Indeed, by Lemma 2.6] we have
Z(B) = L for some 1d condensable algebra B in C. Recall corollary2.2that Z(B)N(C®1) and Z(B)N (1R [®)
are 2-Morita equivalent. At the same time, we have a pair of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras
(Zi(B), Z,(B)) by taking the left and right centers of B according to TheoremP.4l We now show these two
ways are the same, i.e. for a 1d condensable algebra B, taking left/right center Z;(B)/Z,(B), is equivalent

to first taking full center Z(B) then intersect with the left/right components of € ® C:
Lemma 2.7. Z;(B) = Z(B) N (€& 1) and Z,(B) = Z(B) N (1= C).

Proof. Consider Z(B) N (€ ® 1), we show it satisfies the universal property of left center Z;(B), i.e. the
commutative diagram (a). Unital action #; : (Z(B)N(C®1))® B — B in diagram of left center is induced
by the unital action u : Z(B) © B — B of Z(B) in diagram (b).

(Z(B)N (C®1)®B Z(B)o B
4 A
Af, " 2f u
X®B (Xr1) OB
/ ~ t - < S ~
1c®B B 13 OB B
(a) left center (b) full center

For any X together with a unital action t : X ® B — B such that the lower triangle in the diagram of
left center commutes, we consider X® 1 in the diagram (b) which satisfies the universal property of full
center Z(B). Since (X®1)OB := ® X®1)®B ~ X® B, the morphism t' : (X®1)®B — B is actually given
by t, so the lower triangle in right diagram must commutes. Hence by universal property of the full
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center Z(B), there exists a unique morphism f : (X ® 1) — Z(B) such that the right triangle in diagram
(b) commutes. Since Z(B) N (€ ® 1) consists of objects only in €, we restrict f to the left component
of € ® €, in which we obtain fi: X = Z(B)N(Ex®1). And f; makes the right triangle in diagram (a)
commutes since f does.

Z(B) N (1 ® €) can be proven to satisfy the universal property of right center Z,(B) by a similar
process. o

Remark 3.1. Lemma [2.7] was first stated by Davydov in the language of Davydov’s center [Dav10a)
Dav10b]. Since Davydov’s center is equivalent to the Definition 2.8 the above proof also proves
Davydov’s statement.

To summarize, for two 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras A; and A,, we have a lagrangian
algebra L such that LN (Cx®1) 2= Ajand LN (I X @) = A,. Since L = Z(B) for some 1d condensable
algebra B, wehave A; = Z(B)N(Cr1)and A> = Z(B)N (1 X ©). Now by Lemmal[2.7] we have A; = Z;(B)
and A, = Z,(B). Equivalently, for any 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras A and A, there exists
a 1d condensable algebra B such that A; = Z;(B) and A, = Z,(B). In other words, we can take left/right
centers on 1d condensable algebras in € to obtain all pairs of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras,
which finishes the proof of Theorem 2.8

Combine Theorem [2.3]and Theorem [2.8] we prove our main Theorem [Tl

We can translate the above algebraic results to their module categories. The indecomposable
monoidal €-C-bimodule C4, xeloc ¢ Bl C4, can be written as pCp for some 1d condensable algebra B.

Since A1 = Z)(B)and A; = Z (B), we can directly derive following theorem:

Theorem 3.6. Let C be a MTC. An indecomposable C-C-bimodule in C can be written as BGB for some 1d

condensable algebra B € C. We have 3Cg = Czp B, ¢ Bes, €20 where ¢ @ €Y%, — €y is an
equivalence of MTCs.
open |
e e — e o ;:e;;m e
|
5Cp o 9 Cum

In the language of topological orders, Theorem 3.6 tells us any stable gapped domain wall in €
can be ‘pulled open’. On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1} any fused domain wall whose inner part
is obtained by condensation, is stable. See section [5] for more discussions on the criterion of gapped
domain wall stability.

Theorem [3.6] can be futher generalized to any stable gapped domain wall between 2d topological
orders € and D. See Generalization5.1]

3.3 Symmetries induced by algebra automorphisms

Note that an E; condensable algebra A in braided fusion category € may have a non-trivial algebra
automorphism. In this subsection, we show a non-trivial algebra automorphism ¢ leads to a braided
autoequivalence ¢ in Gfgc.
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Now suppose A admits a non-trivial algebra automorphism, say ¢ : A — A, which satisfies

A0A 2% AgA @)

For a right A-module (M, ry), by pre-composing the right A-module action ry; with this algebra
automorphism ¢, we obtain a new morphism from M®A to M: M® A 0% M@A 2 M.
Proposition 3.7. (M, 1y o (idp ® @) is also a right A-module.

Proof. Consider the following diagram,

MeA®A LY oA M2 | Mea
lidM ®ids®¢ lidM ®¢
idy ©ms MeA®A — |, MeA
ideAl lrM
M@A ———— M A M

The left sub-diagram commutes since it is diagramMltensoring with M, the rest sub-diagrams commute
apparently. So the outer diagram commutes. o

Corollary 3.8. This ¢ induces an autoequivalence

¢:C— Cs
M, rm) = (M, 1 0 idpy ® @)

Lemma 3.9. Let A be a commutative algebra in C and let ¢ be an automorphism of A. Then autoequivalence ¢
induced by @ is monoidal.

Proof. First, since A can be regarded as the free A-module 1® A, by Proposition[3.12, we see ¢ preserves
tensor unit A of C4.

Then we prove ¢ preserves monoidal structure. Given two right A-modules (M, ra1) and (N, rn).
We consider the natural isomorphism V between ¢((M, ra) ®4(N, rn)) and ¢(M, rs) ®4 ¢(N, rn). By
definition,

O((M, rm) ®a(N, 1n)) = (M ®a N, rrigN) = (M®a N, rpe, N © (Id @ @)
(M, 131) @4 (N, 7n) = (M, 71 © (id ® ) ®a(N, v 0 (id ® @)).

Since the following diagram commutes,

idp ®¢p ®idan
—_—

M®AQN®A M®ARNQ®A
idman ®qol JidMAN®fP
M®ARN®A M®RARN®A
idMA®er lidMA‘ng

M®A®N ——— MRAR®N

idps ¢ ®idy

idp ¢ ®idna
_—
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then their coequalizer diagram must commute, which is the diagram of right A-module isomorphisms
between ¢((M, rp) ®a(N, n)) and ¢(M, ra1) ®a (N, rn). Note that the natural isomorphism V =id. O

Proposition 3.10. Let (M, rap) be a right A-module. If M is local, then (M, ryp o (idym ® @)) is still local.

Proof. The following diagram commutes naturally.

Bma

M®A ARM
id®(pl A‘i
MeA -, AgM Ban
er lﬁA,M
M p MQ®A < MQ®A
M ide®g

Lemma 3.11. Let A be a commutative algebra in C and let ¢ be an automorphism of A. The monoidal
autoequivalence ¢ induced by ¢ is a braided autoequivalence when restrict to €4,

¢ — Oy
M, rm) = (M, 1 0 idpy ® @)

Proof. By Proposition B0, restrict ¢ : €4 — C4 to €%, we obtain an autoequivalence. The monoidal

structure of ij"c is inherited from that of C4, by Lemma we obtain a monoidal autoequivalence
¢ : Cloe — €k Since the natural isomorphism V_ _ of monoidal functor ¢ is id, so it is automatically a
braided autoequivalence. o

In other words, Lemma and Lemma tells us Aut(A) has an action on Autg(C4) and on
Autgr((ffgc). However, the Aut(A)-action on Autg,r((‘ifgc) is not free in general.

Proposition 3.12. For any free right A-module (X® A,idx ® ma), all ¢ € Aut(A) fix it.

Proof. The following diagram commutes

X@A®A 227 xeAeA

lid@id@(p
idem X®A®A
lid@m
X®A Top X®A
which is the diagram Ml tensoring with X. ]

Corollary 3.13. If €% all consists of free local A-modules, then for any @ € Aut(A), ¢ = Id.

Example 3.1. Here we provide some trivial examples.

o Thelagrangian algebra 1® e in 3(Rep(Z>)) has a non-trivial automorphism ¢. But the condensed
phase S(Rep(Zz))ll"ée ~ Vec consists of all free local modules, by Corollary @ induces the
trivial braided autoequivalence Id in Vec.
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o By [LY23], the Zs1 double parafermion J(PFy.1) can condense to Zy,; topological order, i.e.
S(PFZkH)fZg ~ 3(Rep(Zax+1)) for some 2d condensable algebra Ay, in which all simple objects in

S(PFZkH)fZE are free modules. Thus, by Corollary any automorphism of Ay will trivially
act in 3(Rep(Zy+1)). Or to say, the braided autoequivalence in 3(Rep(Zy+1)) is not induced by

automorphism of Ay.
Conjecture 2. Any local A-module that is not free cannot be fixed by all algebra automorphisms of A.

Example 3.2. Consider the case when Double Ising 3(Js) condense to Z, topological order [CJKYZ20]

(see also section £.2), in which the E; condensable algebra is given by A; := (1R 1) & (¢ R V), ie.

S(Js)fgi ~ 3(Rep(Zy)). For the four simple objects in 3(35)%: two local A;-modules (1R1)® A, — 1and

(Y ®Y) ® Ay > f are free; the other two local Ay-modules (0 R 0) - e and (0 ® 0)/” > m are not.
However, there is a non-trivial algebra automorphism ¢ of A, given by

lo-1

Ize@ry) — Az (Y ry)

It is clear that @? = id4,. By Lemma[B.1]] this non-trivial automorphism induce a braided autoequiva-
lence ¢ in 3(Rep(Z,)). Based on Proposition[3.12] two free local A, modules 1 and f are invariant under
the action of ¢. However, the two non-free local A;-modules e and m exchange.

The automorphism of algebras also affects two-step condensations. Leti: A < A’ be an inclusion
of 2d condensable algebras in a MTC €. This inclusion determines a two-step condensation process.
However, when A admits non-trivial automorphisms, by composing with one automorphism ¢ : A —
A, we will obtain another inclusion io ¢ = i" : A < A’. This i may leads to a different two-step
condensation process, since the A-module action on A’ may change due to ¢ such that A’ becomes a
different object in €%°.

Example 3.3. Again considering Double Ising condense to Z, topological order. The obvious inclusion
i: Ay — A determines a 2-step condensation process. The lagrangian algebra A; := (18 1)® (0 ®
0) ® (Y ® ¢) should become a lagrangian algebra in S(Js)fgi ~ 3(Rep(Z,)). It is clear its components
(1x1)® (Y ® ) corresponds to 1 € J(Rep(Z;)) and the component (¢ ® ) corresponds to e (or m,
depend on the convention). So A;, becomes the lagrangian algebra 1@ e (or 1®m) in 3(Rep(Zy)). After
composing i : A — A with ¢ € Aut(A,), we obtain a new two step condensation i’ : A, < A;. The
component (1 ®1) ® (Y R ) is invariant and still corresponds to 1, but the component (¢ ® 0) becomes
(0 ®0)™, which corresponds to m (or e) now. Hence, A, becomes another lagrangian algebra 1@ m (or
1& e) in 3(Rep(Z,)) under this condensation process.

Conversely, two-step condensation tells us that the extension of two lagrangian algebras 1 ® e and
1® m over A, must be the same, i.e. they should both be the unique lagrangian algebra A; in Double
Ising. This can also be explained by the automorphisms of A;. It is natural because the incarnation of
A; which results 1® e or 1 ® m is due to the non-trivial automorphism ¢. We rigorously explain this
phenomena by proving the following theorem:

Theorem 3.14. Let C be a MTC, and A be a 2d condensable algebra in C. Let ¢ € Autgr(efgc) be a braided
autoequivalence in €% induced by an automorphism ¢ € Aut(A) of A. If two 2d condensable algebras
(A1, my : A1®a A1 — Aq) and (Ay,my 1 Ay @4 Ay — Ap) in (BL‘{C are connected by ¢, i.e. $(A1) = Ay or
P(Az) = Ay. Then the extensions of Ay and A, over A are isomorphic in C.

Proof. Let Ay denote the image of A; and A, under forgetful functor U : Gfgc — C. Suppose A1 = (Ao, 1),
then we have ¢(A1) = (Ao, 71 0 (Id®@)). Let f : ¢(A1) — A, be the algebra isomorphism in ele, je. the
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. . . ]
following diagram commutes in €3°.

H(A1) @4 PAT) L= ()

sous] |1

Ay Q4 As T>A2

Note that ¢(m1) = my, so by applying forgetful functor U on this diagram, we obtain the following
commutative diagram

Ag®4 Ay = Ag

|

Ag®a Ay T)AO

The extension Ext4(A;) of A; over A is given by (Ao, mfxt 1 Ag® Ay Paoto, Ap®a Ap o, Ap) [Dav10b]. To

show that Exta (A1) is isomorphic to Exts(A;), we prove the following diagram commutes

Pag.4g

Ag®Ag ——= Ap®4 Ap m1—>Ao

ol e

Ag®Ap m)A()@AAO T>Ao

where the left sub-diagram commutes by the universal property of coequalizer. The case for ¢(Az) = A,
is the same. O

In section 1.3 we find an issue of DNO’s classification theorem [DNO12, Theorem 3.6] of 2d
condensable algebras in € ® D. We will use Theorem to the S3 topological order to explain why
DNO'’s statement is not rigorous enough.

4 Examples

In this section we give some physical examples to exhibit the power of Arrows in Trinity[3l In section
4.1.7) we explicitly compute left and right centers of 1d condensable algebras in Z, topological order
J(Rep(Z,)) and lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(Z;)) ® 3(Rep(Z>)), in which we demonstrate that by using
Arrow 2 and Arrow 3, we can obtain 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras. We also illustrate all
other Arrows precisely in this example. Realizations of 1d condensable algebras and their left/right
centers are also constructed on toric code model. In section4.1.2] besides computing left/right centers of
1d condensable algebras to obtain all 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras, we also illustrate non-
trivial examples of Arrow 6. A general computation method of left/right centers for abelian group cases
called Kreuzer-Schellekens bicharacters is also mentioned in this subsection. In section4d.1.3] we review
the characters in 3(Rep(G)) and use them to compute lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(G)) ® 3(Rep(G)) to
obtain 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras, this method can be applied to any finite group G. In
the end of this section, we discuss some examples beyond group-like gauge symmetries.

4.1 Group gauge symmetries J(Rep(G))

We first discuss the MTCs with traditional gauge symmetries, namely, these topological orders that can
be described by 3(Vecc) =~ 3(Rep(G)) with some finite group G. This kind of 2d bulk phase can also be
realized by the Kitaev quantum double model [Kit03]. In [Dav10b], Davydov classifies condensable
algebras in 3(Vecg):
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Theorem 4.1. A 2d-condensable algebra A(H, F, w, €) in 3(Vecg) is determined by a subgroup H C G, a normal
subgroup F < H, a 2-cocycle w € Z*(F,C*) and € : H x F — C* satisfying some axioms. (More precisely,
A(H,F, w,€) = Fun(G) ®cy; C[F, w, €], see appendix[Al for the detail conditions). The algebra A(H,F, w,€) is
lagrangian if and only if F = H. In this case, € is uniquely determined by w. Or to say, a lagrangian algebra in
3(Vecg) is determined by a pair (H C G, w), where w € H?(H, C*) is a 2-cohomology class.

Using this classification theorem of 2d condensable algebras in 3(Vecg), we can obtain all 2-Morita
equivalent condensable algebras in 3(Vecg) through Arrow 2 in Trinity B By Theorem first we
need to know the classification of lagrangian algebras in 3(3(Vecg)). Since 3(Vecg) is a MTC, we have
3(3(Vecg)) = 3(Vecg) = 3(Vecgxc) [DavlOb]. Then we can use Theorem (.1l to find all lagrangian
algebra in 3(Vecgxc). After that, we can obtain all 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in 3(Vecc)

by intersecting all lagrangian in 3(Vecgxc) with left/right components of 3(Vecg) ® 3(Vecg) (Corollary
2.2).

Sometimes, it is easier to find all 1d condensable algebras in 3(Vecg) rather finding all lagrangian
algebras in J3(Vecgxg). For abelian group G, 1d condensable algebras in 3(Vecg) can be written
explicitly as a twisted group algebra C[H, w], where H is a subgroup of G X G and w € H*(H,C¥)
[Ost03a]. Hence for abelian group G, we can also write all the 1d condensable algebras directly and
compute their left/right centers to obtain 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras, i.e. we can classify
the 2d condensable algebras in 3(Vecg) using Arrow 3 in Trinity

We illustrate some explicit examples using both methods in this subsection.

4.1.1 Toric code model 3(Rep(Z>))

We start from the most well known topological order, the 2d toric code model described categorically
by MTC 3(Vecz,) = 3(Rep(Z,)) (or we simply denoted by JC). Here we can translate the abstract
process in the Trinity Blinto concrete lattice models.

Recall the lattice model of a toric code model [Kit03]. Here we consider a square lattice where each
edge has a 1/2 spin. The local Hilbert space for each edge ¢ is H, = C? and the total Hilbert space
Hiot = ® , He. For each vertex v we define a vertex operator A, := [], 0% acting on adjacent edges; For
each plaquette p, we define a dual operator B, := [], 0¢. Here ¢¢ and ¢¢ are Pauli matrices acting on
edgee.

And the Hamiltonian is defined to be
H.= 2(1 ~A)+ Z(l -B,).
v P

In this lattice model, we have 4 simple objects (topological excitations): 1, e, m, f, where e is the Z,-
charge and m is the Z,-flux. Their fusion rules aree®e @ m®m = fef =1, e®m = f = m®e. The
non-trivial braiding is generated by fem = —1. It is well-known that there are three 2d condensable
algebras in JC: the trivial condensable algebra 1, and two lagrangian algebras 1® e and 1 ® m, which
correspond to the rough boundary Rep(Z;) and the smooth boundary Vecz, respectively. So we have
1o e HH
methods.
We first use Arrow 3 in Trinity Blto classify the 2-Morita equivalent E, condensable algebras in T€.
There are six 1d condensable algebras C[H, w] in TC: five correspond to five subgroups H of Z; X Z,,

1@ m. Although TC is a simple example, it is clear enough to show the power of our
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the other one corresponds to the non-trivial 2-cohomology class of Z, x Z,. For example, C[Zf] = 1 & f

for the subgroup Z£ generated by 1, f. We list all the six 1d condensable algebras in the first column of
Tabledbelow.

B; € TC Z,(Bi)/Z,(B;) Domain wall Lagrangian algebras L; € TC® TC
1 1/1 trivial wall 11® ee ® mm & ff
1of 1/1 e — m exchange 11® me ® em & ff
1de 10e/l1de Vecz, ® Vecz, 1oeldledee
1®&m 1®m/1®m | Rep(Z,) ®Rep(Z>) 11&m1® 1m ® mm
1oeomof 1¢e/1&m Vecz, R Rep(Z,) 11® el ®1m @ em
1dedmafw | 1@m/1®e | Rep(Z,)® Vecz, 11® m1® 1e ® me

Table 1: table of 7€, i€ 1,2,3,4,5,6

Inspired by the method that adding a trap By, results in a double degenerate state 1® m in [KZ22],
we develop the lattice model depiction of 1d condensable algebras B;. Suppose our the vertex on lattice
has a coordinate (j, k) where columns labeled by j and rows labeled by k, and our domain walls are
at column 0. For example, given a plaquette p; 1 and a vertex vy in the neighborhood of column 0
(see figure[l(e)), we can add a local trap A, , + B,, | to the original Hamiltonian H, and obtain a new

272

=Y. (1-A)+ ) (-8,

VFEV,0 p#p 1 1

2

V0,0
Hamiltonian:
H:=H+A

Z700

N\»—\
[

The new ground state subspace of H’ is 4-fold degenerate, which can be distinguished by the eigen-

values of Ay, = +1 and Bp1 y = = +1. The state with eigenvalues A,,, = 1 and Bp1 y = = 1 is the ground

Vo0 = 1

= —land By, , =1 generates e; and the state with
272

state of the orlgmal Hamiltonian H and generates the topological excitation 1; the state with A

and B, y = —1 generates m; the state with A,

Ay, = “1and Bp1 ) = —1 generates f. As a consequence, the topological excitation generated by the
local trap Ay, + Bpl Jis1dedmof.
272

However, the relative position between A, and B is not interchangeable. More precisely, changing
trap Ay, + By, , toB, , | + Ay, would lead to a non—trlvial half braiding fem = —1 between e and
272 272

V0,0

m, despite the excitations generated by these two traps remain the same (we illustrate the braiding
distinctions on lattice model in fig[IT). Mathematically, this non-trivial braiding is encoded in the
non-trivial 2-cohomology class w = —1, which is due to a multiplication choice between (1@ e) ®(1®m)
and (1 ® m) ®(1 ® e). The non-interchangeability also shows that Bs and B¢ are not commutative.

We depict all six 1d condensable algebras B; in TC€ graphically in the lattice model in figure
B3 = 1®eand By = 1@ m can be obtained by adding traps similar to H" directly. G_; 1 and D, ; are
"interlocked” operators across each other according to [KK12], in which it translate an m to an e and
vice versa.
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Figure 9: Lattice realizations of 1d condensable algebra B; in the first column of Table [] locally.
Condensing B; on trivial wall JC is equivalent to removing these thick edges for all k along the
neighborhood of column 0. See the left subfigures of fig. T0HI2 below.

Now we compute their left/right centers to obtain 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in
TC. Since TC is a TC-TC bimodule category, we can use Davydov’s right/left center to perform the
calculation (see Remark[2.3). Davydov’s right/left center is more efficient because it only considers the
maximal commutative subalgebra of B such that the diagram[12]commutes. It is clear that By, B3 and By
are commutative algebras, their left and right centers are themselves. Since the maximal commutative
subalgebra of B, = 1@ £ is 1, the left/right center of B, can only be 1. We choose Bs =1®e®m®fasa
non-trivial example to display the calculation of left/right center.

Example 4.1. Bs = 1®e® m @ f can be regarded as the tensor of two commutative algebras A. :=1®e
and Ay :=1®&m,ie. Bs = (1®e)®(1® m). So there are two candidates A, and Ay, to consider. Here
we prove that the subalgebra1® m = 1® A, of Bs = Ae ® Any is the Davydov’s left center C;(Bs), and
1®e = A.®1is not. Indeed, the following diagram commutes:

(18 Am) ®(Ae® Am) 2% (18 Ac) ®(Am ® Am)
ﬁAm,Ae Q / Ae ®Am

(Ae ®Am) ®(1 ®Am) m (Ae ® 1) ®(Am ®Am)
Hence we have Z,(Bs) = Ci(Bs) 2 Am = 1® m. In addition, the following diagram does not commute,

(A ®1) B(Ae ® Am) —o5 (Ae®Ae) ®(1® Ap)

BAe,Am vb Ac®Anm

(Ae ®Am) ®(Ae ®1) ﬁA—A> (Ae ®Ae) ®(Am ® 1)

since fa, 4, = id®id ®id ® fem = id®id ®id ® —id and 4, 4, =id. So1®e = A. ®1is not Davydov’s
left center of Bs. However, we can prove that 1 ® e is Davydov’s right center C,(Bs) of Bs by a similar

process. Hence, we have Z(Bs) = C,(Bs) = 1® e. Therefore, Z)(Bs) = 1® e 2 Monitt | gy = Z,(Bs).
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On the other hand, since B = (1® m)®(1 & e), the left/right centers of B¢ are mirrored to these of
Bs. We list all left/right centers of B; in column 2 of Table[I] Based on this novel method, we recover
the two 2-Morita equivalence classes of condensable algebras in the toric code model, namely 1 and

2—Morita

1de 1e&m.

The role played by the left and right centers can also be realized in the lattice model: Taking
left/right center of B; is to expanding the 1d condensable algebras B; on the trivial domain wall (fig.
@) into the left and right bulks directly, such that they becomes 2-Morita equivalent 2d condensable
algebras. By “expand directly”, we mean to move the sub algebras of B; to left and right bulks and see
which one commute with B; from left and right, respectively. The bottom figures illustrate both the 1d
condensation of B; on trivial domain wall and also the action of taking left and right centers, which
shows that 1d condensation controlled by B; in C is parallel to 2d condensations controlled by Z;(B;)
and Z,(B;) in C. We also list their Hamiltonian below. N represents the number of sites on a column

under physical consideration.

left center right center 2d condensation
ZI(B3) =~ B3 Zy(B3) =~ B3 7621(33) = VeCZ2 (.Tezy(ga) = VE!CZ2
)
® a
i Ng
e 3 5

C ~
"QU) 1
: =
S ]

337633 V(Z‘CZ2 X V(Z‘CZ2

Hwall=H+ZAvo,k: Y (1—Av)+2(1—Bp)+N
k VFEU & P
Z)(Bs) = By Zy(By) =~ By TGZI(B:L) = ReP(Z2) ‘IGZ,(BO = Rep(ZZ)

g
® a
Al NS
3 =

m é R
g 3
O

5, ICp, Rep(Z») ® Rep(Z>)
Hwall:H"'ZBplk_l :Z(l—Av)-i' Z (1—Bp)+N
k| 2tz p PP

Figure 10: By directly expanding Bs ad By (figBl(c) (d)) in to the left and right bulk, we get their left
and right centers as two pairs of 2-Morita equivalent E; condensable algebras. Since B3 and B, are both
commutative algebras, they can be moved from the 1d domain wall to the 2d bulk transparently, in

which their left and right centers are just themselves.
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Zi(Bs)~1®e Z,(Bs)~1&m ‘Iez,(gs) =~ Vec(Z;) TGZ,(BS) ~ Rep(Zz)

Condense
1oedmof
Sq)l
sop = P2y

B5 JCB; Vecz, ® Rep(Z»)
Hean = H+§AW +§‘Bp%,k L= L (1-A)+ Y (1-By)+2N

2 VFV0 k p#p% k-3

Z/(Bs)~1@&m Z,(Bs) ~1e TCz ) =~ Rep(Z2) TCzp,) = Vec(Z,)

9g) I
COZ5¢

=~

J9A

Condense
1dedmof,w

BGTGBG Rep(Zz) X VQCZZ
Hyar = H+ )%AUO,,( + % Bp_%,k_1 =Y (1-A)+ )Y (1-B,)+2N

2 VEV p#p_%,_%

Figure 11: In the upper cases, Bs and Bg located on the domain wall can not expand itself freely into the
2d bulk due to the non-trivial braiding fe.m = —1 in TC. In case of Bs, 1 ® e can be expanded to the left
bulk of the domain wall. The half braiding i . = 1 from the left side of the wall is trivial. 1@ m in this
case is blocked by the structure of wall from going to the right bulk. This shows Z;(Bs) should be 1&e.
For a similar reason Z,(Bs) should be 1 ® m. In case of Bs, we have a mirrored situation. Although the
half braiding fem depicted in this case is —1, we need to multiply the non-trivial 2-cohomology class
@ = —1, which again results in commutativity of 1@ e with Bs from right side.

The above figures with 1d condensations of Bs, B4, Bs and Bg depict four non-invertible domain
walls in T€. We can understood them by piecing together gapped boundaries Rep(Z;) and Vecz, two
by two, see the right parts of the upper figures.

Zi(B))~1 Z,(By)=~1 TCz,) =TC  TCzp,) =TC
L] ®
L
m - ?
=
I 3}
<
L - g
@)
5,7Cg, e —m exchange

R li
Hear :=H+ Y C, L +Y Dp1 . enormanze H; + H?{ml
PR Lt B

Figure 12: Since e®f = m and m®f = e, B, = 1@ f encodes an interchange between m and e (also
called electro-magnetic duality). Only 1 commutes with B, from left and right bulks. 1d condensing
B; on the trivial wall leads to the e — m exchange domain wall, we can realize this duality on lattice
model by taking dual lattice at the right side.
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Bj and B, correspond to two invertible domain walls (we omit the figure of the trivial domain wall
T€ = p,T€p,), which are characterized by the group of braided auto-equivalence Aut? (7€) = 7, of T€.

Through above figures we show how six 1d condensable algebras B; € TC correspond to six stable
gapped domain walls 5, T7Cp, in the lattice model of T€ (see the third column of Table. [I). For more
developments on this lattice model technique, see discussions of 1d condensable algebras in our future
work. We summarize above results in the following Table, where H and F are subgroups of Z, appearing
in Davydov’s classification of condensable algebras.

Cond d ph
Hlr E, condegsable algebras on ens?oC phase Domain walls Total 6
in JC JC,

7y | 7y 1&m . .

Vec Te Vee Te non-invertible:
{e} | {e} 1oe 2x2=4

2 2
7y | e} 1 Je Te 3 Te invertible: 2
3

1d condensable algebras in TC can also be recovered by 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras,
i.e. Atrow 6 in Trinity[3l When the condensed phase of the pair of 2-Morita equivalent 2d condensable
algebras (A1, A») is Vec (second row of above table), the extended tensor product of A; and A; is the
tensor product of extension of ¢-algebra 1 € Vec over A; and the extension of 1 over A, which is
A1 ®A;. Hence, 1d condensable algebras B is an indecomposable subalgebra of A; ® A,. Precisely
speaking, for A1 = A, =10e, A1 ®A; = 1®e®e®1, so we pick the subalgebra1®e as B;; for A; = 1®e
and Ay =1@&m, A1 ®A; =1®e®dmo f is indecomposable, so Bs is 1 ® e ® m @ f. Similarly, we can
recover By and Bg. In these cases, we can say there is no “categorical entanglement” between the left
and right bulks T€.

In the situation of the two invertible ones (third row of above table), we have two ¢-algebras in
the condensed phase TC corresponding to the trivial domain wall and the e — m exchange domain
wall: Big = 1and By,_, = 1& f, which is an indecomposable subalgebra of tensor product of ¢-twisted
lagrangian algebras L, = @ __, ¥ R ¢(x) in TC® TC. The extended tensor product of 2d condensable
algebra A; = 1 = A; is the extension of ¢-algebra B, = ®(L,) over 1, which is By itself. In the case of
Big = 1, the tensor product of canonical lagrangian algebras is a direct sum of 1’s, so B; is just 1; for
B, .., the tensor product of the ¢e_m-twisted lagrangian algebrais 1@ f® f @1, in which B can only be
1@ f. The left and right bulks can be understood as fully entangled in these two cases.

Now we show the other method of classifying 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras, namely
Arrow 2 in Trinity[3l We first classify lagrangian algebras in T¢® TC ~ 3(Rep(Z2X Z,)). By Theorem[d.T]
the lagrangian algebras in 3(Vecz,xz,) = 3(Rep(Z> X Z5)) are of the form (Fun(Z; X Z,) ®cm C[H, w], €)
for subgroups H of 7, X Z>.

Example 4.2. For example, when H = {e}, w and € must be trivial, the corresponding lagrangian is
Fun(Z, x Z) ®c C = Fun(Z; X Z,). Note that the function algebra Fun(G), when forget to Vecg, must
have trivial grading and contains all irreducible representations V of G by dim(V) times (see Appendix
[A). Since e; and e, are simple objects with trivial grading in 3(Rep(Z2 X Z»)), Fun(Z, X Z,) can only be
19 e Dey;dejer € J(Rep(Zy X 7)) . Under the equivalence 3(Rep(Z; x Z;)) — TC IZI%, we obtain
11 ee @ mm & ff € TR T which we denote by L;.

Based on this method, we compute all lagrangian algebras in TC &= T€C, results are listed in the column
4 of Table. [l By intersecting L; with left and right components of TC® TC, we can obtain pairs of

10Here we use X to denote the object in 7€ and we omit ® for the sake of simplicity.
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2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras immediately, which corresponds to column 2 of Table[ll For

example, from 11 ® me® em @ ff, we can obtain 2-Morita equivalent pair (1, 1); from 11deld1m®em,
we can obtain 2-Morita equivalent pair (1® e, 1® m).

Remark 4.1. Finding lagrangian algebras of a pointed MTC 3(Rep(G)) for an Abelian group G can also

be translated to the classification of isotropic subgroups of the corresponding metric group (G x G, q)
[DGNO10].

Also lagrangian algebras in 7€ ® TC are not hard to be reconstructed from these 2-Morita equivalent
condensable algebras by using Arrow 1 in Trinity[3l Due to Remark[2.2] we can obtain L3, L4, Ls and Le
in column 4 of Table by substituting 1® e and 1@ m into A- ® A]L. ; The canonical lagrangian algebra
Ly = ®%(1) is given by (P, yge) ¥ BY' = 11 G e @ mm & ff [DKR11], where ® : T€mTC — TC is the
tensor functor; Twist Ly by the e-m exchange braided autoequivalence ¢, i.e. P xR P(x"), we
obtain L.

x€lrr(TC)

We can also give the bijection between 1d condensable algebras in T€ and lagrangian algebras

in T@® JC through Arrow 4 and Arrow 5 in Trinity B This algebraic level bijection also induces an
bijection between their module categories, which corresponds to the gapped domain walls in T€ and

the gapped boundaries of T ® TC ~ 3(TC), see the figure below.

TE Je

By {‘TGBZ ;%(TG)LZ
8, TCs, 3(TC)1,

JC . JC S 3(7T€) q
5,TCg, 3(TC).,
Bs {‘TGB5 \%(Te)Lg;
56 TCp, 3(TC)r
6 1d condensable algebras in TC & 6 Lagrangian algebras in 3(7C)

From lagrangian algebras L; to 1d codensable algebras B;, we apply tensor functor ® : T€® TC — T€C,
the image is a direct sums of 1-Morita equivalent B; in JC, e.g. L1 = 11®eedmmaffbecomes 1610161
under this functor, which is a direct sum of four By, and Ls = 11®el®1m®em becomes 1de®maf = Bs.

On the other hand, L; can be obtained by taking full centers of 1d condensable algebras B;. We can use

internal homs [B;, Bi] ;o756 to compute these full centers Z(B;) [KYZ21]. We compute Z(1) = |

as an example. Note that the 7€ ® TC action on T€ is given by

1, ”7@&%

0:TCRTEXTC - TC
xRy, ) (x®y)®c

So by the following adjunction and Schur’s Lemma [EGNO15]:
homge((x®y) ©1,1) = hom,, (xR Y, [1,1])

we can see [1,1] contains x ®y if and only if x® y contains 1. Going through all the simple objects
in T ® JC, it is not hard see 11, ee, mm and ff are tensored to 1. Therefore, we have Z(1) = [1,1] =
11 & ee ® mm & ff. For a detailed calculation of other cases, see [YWI.24, Section 6.3].
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41.2 J3(Rep(Z4)) and abelian cases

Now we step into a more complex case 3(Rep(G)) for an abelian group G. Recall in the beginning of
this section that it is more convenient to find 1d condensable algebras written as C[H, w] in the case
J(Vecg) for G abelian. By [FRS04], we can use Kreuzer-Schellekens bicharacters to compute left/right
center directly through the group data (H, w), in which we perform in the second half of this subsection.

Before illustrating this method, we pick 3(Rep(Z4)) = 3(Vecz,) as an explicit example to perform
Arrow 3 and Afrow 6 in Trinity Bl Data of MTC 3(Rep(Z4)) are listed as follows.

e The simple objects in 3(Rep(Z4)) can be written as {e*m’ | a,f = 0,1,2,3}, where e denotes the
elementary 7Z4-charge and m denotes the elementary Z4-flux.

e The fusion rule of two simple objects e*'mf! and e®>m/” is given by e"' mf! ® e®>mf2 ~ e @2 mfi+fz,

o The bl‘aldil’lg Of ealm 1 and e 2I‘rl 2 IS glV en by:
ﬂ a3 : ealm ! ®e m i'l'_z) e ‘m ®e 11‘1‘1 1
al/ﬁl; 2/P2 .

Remark 4.2. Data of MTC 3(Rep(Zy)) for all N € Z, can be generated by e and m through a similar
process.

Similar to Z, case, we can first list all pairs (H, w) where H C Z4 X Z4 and w € H?(H, C*) (column
1 of Table 2I[), then directly list all 1d condensable algebras C[H, w] (see column 2 of Table[2). Again
by taking the left and right centers of B; in 3(Rep(Z4)) similar to the algorithm in TC, we can obtain all
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in 3(Rep(Z4)). Results are listed in column 3 of Table 2] we
see there are four 2-Morita equivalence classes:

1. lagrangian algebras {1®e® e’ @ e, 1o m & m? ® m? 1 e? @ m? & 2} that condense to Vec;
2. 1@ 2, which condense to double semion DS := Vecj = Vecy [HWI14];

3. {1 ® e*1® m?}, which condense to the Z, topological order, i.e. S(Rep(Z4))lloéez ~ JC =~
J(Rep(Z4) lloémz?
4. trivial condensable algebra 1 that condenses to 3(Rep(Zy)) itself.

Column 3 of table[2lcontains all seven 2d condensable algebras in 3(Rep(Z4)), which coincides with
Davydov’s classification by Theorem 4.

Remark 4.3. By dimension formula [KOQ2]

dim(C)
dim(A)?2

dim(ck) =

It is not hard to see that 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras must have same dimension. How-
ever, the converse is not true, Z; quantum double provides a conter-example: 1® f*> and 1 & e? both
have dimension 2, but the corresponding condensed phase D8 and TC are not equivalent.

Remark 4.4. By condensing 1®e” and 1®&m?, 3(Rep(Z4)) can condense to TC. And from T€ we can also
condense 1®e and 1®&m to Vec. Extend 1@ e and 1&m over 1&®e? and 1®m?, we will obtain lagrangian
algebras in 3(Rep(Zy)). For example, Extjge2(1®e) = 1@ ede’@e’, and Extign2(1@e) = 1@e?dm? df>.

Now we illustrate gapped domain walls associated to these 2-Morita equivalence classes of 2d
condensable algebras (see fourth column of table[2).

'Here we assume element (o, ) € Z4 x Z4 corresponds to e*mf, and by {((a, f)), we mean the subgroups generated by the
elements (a, ).
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Table 2: Results of 3(Rep(Z4)),i=1,2,...,21,22

(H, w) Bi A] = Zl(Bi)/A,, = Zr(Bi) Domain Wall
{e} 1 1,1 J(Rep(Z4))
7> X {e} 1®e? 1@82,1@82 8¢ Rye 8¢
e} X Z, 1® m? 1&m?,1& m? SM Rye S™
7, ={(2,2)) 10 e’m*(= 10 f) 10,10 f NRps N
Z;X_le’ 10’ om? e f 10om?af,10e?om? o £ MM
%:%i’ 1€Be2®m2®f2,w=—l 1,1 d)l(:n’)
Z4 X e} 10edelpe’ 1d0edelde’, 10ede?de’ Vecz, B Vecz,
e} x Z4 1omo&m?dm’ 1éemeém’em’, 1emdm’@&m’® | Rep(Zs) ® Rep(Zy)
74 ={(1,1)) lofefeof 1,1 P153 © Pe-m
Z,={1,3) | 10em®’®e’m’®e’m 1,1 De-m
Zs ={(1,2)) 10 em’ @ e’ @ e’m? 10e?,10¢é? 8¢ Rye 8¢, O
7y ={(2,1)) 1®e’m & m? ® e?m° 1em? 16 m? 8™ Rye 8™, ¢
qux_le, (10ede?de)e(1om?) | 10ede?de’, 10e2om? @ f2 Vecz, &M
%:%i’ (1em?)R(1dede’de’) | 10e’om’af 10ede’de’ M & Vecz,
L2 X Ly, 19e)(1omoem?em®) | 19e?2om? a2, 1emem? ®m’ MR Rep(Zy
w=1 p
izf %‘i (1emem?’em’)®(1de?) | Iomem?dm’, 16e?om? o f Rep(Z4) &M
7% x 7, (10 em® ®e’m? @ » ’
4 7 e m
w=1 e’m) ®(1® m?) 1®e’,1om 8¢ Rye 8
78 %7 1@ em® ®e’m? @
i) = —12, ( e’m) (16 e?) lom? 1@e’ " Bye 8°
Iy X7 1 2 3 1
2): 14’ ( Qnigin;e@en){?;( ® 10ede’de’, 1o mdm?dm’ Vecz, RRep(Z4)
7 7 2 3
aj:_‘i’ (1®mf®1222$)) 210 1omem?eom’, 1dede?de’ Rep(Z4) ® Vecz,
74 X 14, 1oem’®e’®e’m?) (18
w=1i ( e’mom? o e2m3)( 1o¢’ 1om’ 5 e 87, ¢
7y X 2y, (10e’mem’ee’m’) (18 N N m e
© = —i em? @ e @ e>m?) 1ém°,1de S™ Rye 8¢, ¢
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1. Denote M as the gapped boundary of 3(Rep(Z4)) by condensing 1 & e? ® m? & f*; Rep(Z4) as the
boundary by condensing 1&m@&m?®m?; and Vecz, as the boundary by condensing 1de®e’®e’.
There are nine gapped domain walls associated to lagrangian algebras.

2. Denote N as the domain wall between Z; quantum double 31(Rep(Z4)) and the double semion
DS. Since Autgr(QS) = {e}, there is only one domain wall N®Rps N in J(Rep(Z4)) associated to
10 f.

3. Denote 8¢ as the gapped domain wall between 3(Rep(Z4)) and TC by condensing 1 & e?; and
8™ as the gapped domain wall between 3(Rep(Zs)) and TC by condensing 1@ m?. Note that
Aut?(T€) = Z,, so there are totally 2 X 2 X 2 = 8 domain walls associated to the 2-Morita class
(10e%,1®m?).

4. Invertible domain walls are characterized by braided autoequivalence Autgr(S(Rep(Z4))). We
know that Autgr(S(Rep(Z4))) = 1} X Iy = 75 X Z,, where the first 7, is generated by 1 — 3 order
exchange, ie. e = e>, m — m? and the second 7 is generated by e — m exchange. So there are
totally four invertible domain walls.

We have combined the above situations pictorially in table[3] in which there are 22 gapped domain
walls in 3(Rep(Z4)) in total.

Condensable algebras | Condensed phase .
H | F in 3(Rep(Zy)) 3(Rep (Z4))’Xc Domain walls Total: 22
fel | fel 16ede’ e non-invertible:
Z, | 7, 1ee?om?af? Vec 3RepZy) | Ve [3Repzg) 3%3 =9 '
Zy | 74 1®meém?>®md , , -
2y | 2o 102 DS 3RepZy) [ Ds  |3Repzy) non-invertible: 1
2
2 : | non-invertible:
Z4 Zz 1&m TC 3(Rep(Z4)) Je  [3Rep(Zy) 2%2%2 =8
\ =
Z, | e} 1@e? 2 2
|
Zs | {e} 1 3(Rep(Z4)) 3(Rep(Z4) 33‘“?‘24” invertible: 4
|
4

Table 3: Seven 2d condensable algebras in 3(Rep(Z4)) are listed in the third column of the table. There
are four 2-Morita equivalence classes of condensable algebra that condense to Vec, DS, TC, 3(Rep(Z4))
respectively. We have 22 domain walls in total (drawn in the fifth column), which can be written as the
bimodule of twenty-two 1d condensable algebras B; in 3(Rep(Z4)), i.e. ,3(Rep(Z4))g,. Four invertible
domain walls in 3(Rep(Z4)) can be counted by Autg(S(Rep(Zzl))) = Pic(3(Rep(Z4)))

Remark 4.5. To see each domain wall more clearly, we can also use the module category D(H, K) of mod-
ified quantum double to describe these phases [BM07, HBJP23]. The quantum double Rep(D(G)) =
3(Vecg) can be written as D(G, G), and the gapped domain wall produced by condensing 2d condens-
able algebra A(H, F) in D(G, G) is D(G/F, H).

We can also use Arrow 6 in Trinity [3 to recover 1d condensable algebras from pairs of 2-Morita
equivalent condensable algebras (A1, A>), 3(Rep(Z4)) provides a non-trivial example of extended tensor
product.

32



e When the condensed phase of A; and A; is Vec, the 1d condensable algebras are indecomposable
subalgebras of A1 ® A, this produce B, fori =5,7,8,13,14,15,16,19,20.

e When the condensed phase is double semion, By is obtained by the extension of Big =1 € D§
over 1@ f2, which is 1 @ £2 itself, this recovers By.

e When the condensed phase is Z, topological order TC, here A1/A; is either 1 ® e or 1® m?, we
need to discuss based on different situations:

- When A; = A, and the symmetry ¢ € Aut(T€) is trivial, extension of By = 1 € T€ over A;
recovers B, and B3, which are just 1® eZand 1@ m?2.

- When A; = A, but the symmetry ¢ € Aut?(TC€) is the non-trivial e — m exchange in €, we
have By, ,, = 1@ f € TC. To compute the extension of By over A;, we need to explicitly know
how the condensation process from 3(Rep(Z4)) to TC is controlled by A;. For example, by
condensing 1de?, we have 1®e? — 1and em?@e’m? > f, S0 Extyge2 (16f) = 10e’@em’de’m?.
This calculation process can give B1; and Bi».

- When A; # A, but the symmetry ¢ € Autd(TC) is trivial, we can use e — m exchange in
J(Rep(Z4)) to reduce this case to the case that A; = A, with trivial inner symmetry. For
example, when A; = 1® m? and A, = 1@ e?, the domain wall BsCB,, can be regarded as a
fusion of e — m exchange domain wall with the domain wall 5,Cg,, see the following figure

Pe-m
1
|
3(Rep(Z4)) | — Je J3(Rep(Z4)) _— 3(Rep(Z4)) Je J3(Rep(Z4))
1
1
1
1

1@ e? 10 e? 10 m? 10 e?

The corresponding 1d condensable algebra B1g also should be the indecomposable subalge-
bra of the tensor product of Big and B, i.e. (16 em®® e’m? @ e*m) ®(1 @ e?). By this method,
we can also obtain Byy.

- When A; # A; and the symmetry ¢ € Aut2(T€) is the non-trivial e — m exchange in TC,
the corresponding 1d condensable algebra is the indecomposable subalgebra of Exts, (1 ®
f) ® Exta, (1@ f). Since Extyge: (1@ f) and Extygm2(1 & f) are B11 and B1y, we obtain By; and By
immediately.

e For Ay =1 = Ay, By = ®(Ly) is indeed the 1d condensable algebra we need. By applying
tensor functor on four ¢-twisted lagrangian algebras L;, we obtain 1d condensable algebras
1,19e?em?a 2,100 23,19 em?® ® e?m? @ e>m, we obtain the last four 1d condensable
algebras By, Bs, Bo, B1o.

For a general abelian gauge symmetry G, we can use the metric group (G x G, ) to describe the
MTC 3(Rep(G)) [EGNO15]. Then we can use the KS bicharacter to compute the left/right center of an
1d condensable algebra C[H, w].

Definition 4.3 ([KS94, [FRS04]). Let (G, q) be a pre-metric group. For a subgroup H C G, we define a
Kreuzer-Schellekens bicharacter (abbreviated as KS bicharacter) on H as a bicharacter

E:HxXH - C*

such that E(g, g) = q(g) for each g € H.
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A natural choice of a KS bicharacter is the braiding 8 of the pointed braided fusion category C(G,q),
in which €(G, g) one-to-one corresponds to pre-metric group (G, q) up to equivalence. However, since
C(G, q) represents a braided equivalence class, there does not exist a canonical choice of braiding. So we
fix a braiding g, then for a 2-cohomology class w € H?(H, C*), we can obtain a KS bicharacter associated
to w:

w(g, h)
w(h, g)

B8, h) = By ©)
Theorem 4.2 ([KS94, FRS04]). Let B = C[H, w] be an 1d condensable algebra in J(Rep(G)) = C(G x G, q).
Then its left/right center has the support

Ki(H ) = {g € H| E“(h,¢) = 1, Vh € H}
K(H w):={g€H|E“(g,h) =1, Vh € H)

ie. ZZ(B) = @gGKI(H,(u) G:g and Zr(B) = @geK,(H,w) Cg

The above Theorem provides a general method to compute left and right centers directly from group
theoretical data that can be applied to any finite abelian group G.

4.1.3 3(Rep(S3)) and non-abelian cases

In this subsection, we discuss general finite gauge symmetry G, in which it might be non-abelian. We
can use Arrow 2 on lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(G x G)) to find all 2-Morita equivalent condensable
algebras.

We first review characters of 3(Rep(G)) which are similar to characters in representation theory of
finite groups.

Definition 4.4 ([Ban94, Dav10bl]). Letx be an object of 3(Rep(G)), we define the character y, associated
to x to be the map from C*(G) := {(g,h) € G X G | gh = hg} to C*:

Xx: CHG) — €
(8, 1) = tr(xg(h))

where x, is the g-grading component of x, which is a G-representation.

We can compute characters for all simple objects in 3(Rep(G)) to obtain a basis of space of characters.
We call them the irreducible characters.

Next, we find all lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(G x G)). By Theorem K.} lagrangian algebras
L(H,w) in 3(Rep(G X G)) are uniquely determined by a subgroup H € G X G and a 2-cohomology
class w € H?(H, C*) up to conjugation. And by the following theorem, we can directly write down the
character associated to L(H, w) from group-theoretical data.

Theorem 4.3 (IDav10bl). Let L(H, w) be the lagrangian algebra in 3(Rep(G)) associated to the pair (H, w).
We have

1 w(xgx~!, xhx™h)
XLHw) (8 h) = H rrer I

w(xhx~1, xgx1
x€G,xgx~! xhx"'eH ( X8 )

Since {xx | x € Irr(3(Rep(G x G)))} form a basis of space of characters, we can write the character
XL(Hw) as a liner combination of these irreducible ones. This decomposition tells us the support of any
lagrangian algebra L(H, w) in 3(Rep(G X G)).
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Example 4.5. Consider G = Z;. There are four irreducible characters y1 = (1,1,0,0), xe = (1,-1,0,0),
Xm =(0,0,1,1) and x¢ = (0,0,1, —1). The two subgroup Z, and {e} determines two lagrangian algebras
in 3(Rep(Z,)). By Theoremd.3] we have xiz,) = (1,1,1,1) = x1 + xm and xr) = (2,0,0,0) = x1 + Xe-
Thus we recover L(Z;) =1@®m and L({e})) = 1@ e.

After finding characters of all lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(G X G)) = 3(Rep(G)) ® 3(Rep(G))
explicitly, we can write them as the sum over irreducible characters.

XL = Zzi;‘)(i)(}
ij

Here the coefficient matrix Z;; take values in integers Z. x1 is also called the partition function associated
to L [BE0Q]. The lagrangian algebra L can be written as L = €D, ;Ziji & j. By intersecting all lagrangian

algebras with left/right components of 3(Rep(G)) ® 3(Rep(G)), which is Arrow 2 in Trinity 3] we obtain
all 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras {(A;, A,)} in 3(Rep(G)). Indeed, A; = LN(3(Rep(G))®1) =
@i Zipir1is determined by the first column Zjy of the coupling matrix Z;;and A, = LN(1R3(Rep(G))) =
@j Zpj1® j is determined by the first row Zy; of the coupling matrix Z;;.

Now we apply above method to the simplest example of non-Abelian symmetric group, i.e. the
symmetric group S3. For a MTC with 53 gauge symmetry, it can be described categorically by
J(Rep(S3)) = 3(Vecs,). The simple objects of J(Rep(S3)) are characterized by the conjugacy class
C(g) and irreducible representations of its centralizer Z(C(g)) [BKOI1], in which we obtain 8 simple
objects, we denote them by A to H [CCW16]]. See the table below.

Table 4: 3(Rep(S3))
C(Q) Z(C(g)) | IrrRep | Simple Obj

Character
XA
XB
Xc
XF
XG
XH
XD
XE

~
3

{e} S3

{t, 12} Z3

M= &l m|wn A=
m| | T O | O = >
w| W] M| N M| M| =] —

(s, st, st?} 75

o The category Rep(Ss) of C-linear representations of Sz has three simple objects: the trivial rep-
resentation 1, the sign representation 7 and the standard representation S. The fusion rule of
Rep(S3)is givenby m®m =1, n®S5=S=5Q®mn, S®S=1&1dS.

e Simple objects in Rep(Z3) are denoted by 1, w, w?.
e Simple object in Rep(Z;) are denoted by 1 and E.

We also list the corresponding quantum dimensions and the irreducible characters in last two columns,
which coincide with Ostrik’s and Davydov’s notation [Ost03c|[Dav10b]. The value of each irreducible
character can be found in [DS17, Section 5.3]. Fusion rules of 3(Rep(S3)) are listed in the following
table.
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Table 5: Fusion rules of 3(Rep(S3))

® | A|B C D E F G H

A|A|B C D E F G H

B|B|A C E D F G H

C|C|C|AeBaC DoE Do®E GoH FoH FoG
AoCoF | BoCoF

D|D|E DoE eGoH oG oH DoE Do®E DoE
BoCo®F | AeCoF

E|E|D DoE oG o H oG o H DoE DoE DoE

F|F|F GoH DoE Do®E AoBoF Heoe C GoC

G|G|G FoH DoE DoE HoC AoBoG FoeC

H H|H FoG DoE DoE GoC FoC AoBoH

Then we can use Theorem [.3] to compute characters for each pairs (H, w) where H C S3 X S3 to
determine all lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(S3 X S3)). Since these characters have been calculated in
different literatures [CGRO0O0, [Ost03c, DalebE, we directly list the results in the first column of Table
Now by computing Z;y and Zy; of the coupling matrix Z;; of these partition functions, we obtain all
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras in J(Rep(S3)) listed in the second column of Table[fl There
are four classes of 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras:

1. lagrangian algebras (A®F®& D, A®B&2F, A9 CeD, A& B®2C};

2. {A® C, A @ F} which condense to the 7, topological order 3(Rep(Z,)) =: TC;
3. A @ B which condense to the Z3 topological order 3(Rep(Z3));

4. trivial condensable algebra A.

Now we illustrate gapped domain walls associated to these 2-Morita equivalence classes of 2d
condensable algebras (see third column of table[6).

1. e Note that the boundaries condensed by A®@ F® D and A @ C® D are both equivalent to
Rep(Ss3) as fusion categories, this equivalence is provided by the C-F (charge-flux) exchange
symmetry. The difference between these two boundaries can only be seen by the different
actions from the 2d bulk 3(Rep(S3)). To distinct them, we denote the boundary condensed
by A @ F® D by Rep(S3), and denote the boundary condensed by A & C ® D by Rep(S3)C.

o Unsurprisingly, the boundaries condensed by A ® B®2F and A @ B®2C are both equivalent
to Vecs,. So we denote the boundary condensed by A @ B & 2F by Vecga, and denote the
boundary condensed by A @ B @ 2C by Vecs,.

By combining above four gapped boundaries two by two, we obtain sixteen gapped domain
walls in 3(Rep(S3)), which are pictured in the second row of table[Z

2. Similarly, we denote the gapped domain walls between 3(Rep(S3)) and T€ condensed through
A®Fand A®Cby MF and MC respectively. Since Aut2'(3(Rep(Z,))) = Z,, we have two invertible
gapped domain walls in TC (see section 4.1.1). Combining them together, we obtain total eight
gapped domain walls in 3(Rep(S3)) (pictured in the third row of table 7).

3. We denote the domain wall between 3(Rep(S3)) and 3(Rep(Z3)) condensed by A @ B as N. Note
that Autgr(’j (Rep(Z3))) = Z5 X 7y = 75 X 7, where the first 75 is the 1 — 2 order exchange, and the
second 7, is the e — m exchange in J(Rep(Z3)). So in principle, we should have four invertible
domain walls in 3(Rep(Z3)). However, there are only two (not four) gapped domain wall in
3(Rep(S3)) associated to A @ B. This is due to the braided autoequivalence ¢;_; is induced by a

12Note that Davydov’s Table miss two coefficients of |x4 [> and |x5[? terms in A(A3 X As, ¥) row [Dav10b].
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Table 6: Results of 3(Rep(S3))

XL(Hw) AllA, Domain Wall
Ixa + xr + xpl? AoFoD,AeFoD Rep(S;) ®Rep(Ss)
(xa + x¥ + xp)(xa + xB + 2X¥) A®FoD,A®B&2F Rep(Ss3) ® Vec
(xa + xr+ xp)(Xa + Xc + D) A®FeD,AeCaD Rep(S3) ® Rep(S3)©
(xa + Xt + XD)(Xa + XB + 2XC) A®FeD,AoBa2C Rep(S3) ® Vecs,

lxa + xB + 28l

A®Bo®2F, A®Bo2F

Vect = Vect
S S

(xa +xB +2xp)(Xa + XF+ XD)"

AoBo2F, AeFoD

Vec§3 ® Rep(Ss3)

(xa + xB +2xr)(xa + Xc + xD)"

AoBo2F, AeCeD

Vece ®Rep(S;)©

(xa + xB +2xF)(Xa + xB + 2XC)

A®Bae2F, AeBa2C

Vecl; X Vecs,

Ixa + xc + xpl? AoCeD,A®oCoD Rep(S;)* ®Rep(S;)©
(xa + Xxc + xp)(xa + XF + XD)" AeCeD AoFeD Rep(S3)“ ® Rep(S3)
(Xa + xc+ xp)(xa + xB + 2XF)" A®CeD,A®B®2F Rep(S5)€ ® Vecg,
(xa + xc+ xo)(xa + x8 +2x0) AeCoD,A9Ba2C Rep(S;3)© ® Vecs,

Ixa + xB +2xcl

AoBo2C, AoBo2C

Vecs, ® Vecs,

(xa + xB +2xc)(xa + XF + XD)"

AoBo2C, A9FeD

Vecs, ®Rep(S3)

(xa + xB +2xc)(xa + xB + 2XF)

AoBo®2C, A9B®2F

F
Vecs, ® Vecg,

(xa +xB+2xc)(xa + xc + xp)° AeB®2C,AeCaoD Vecs, ® Rep(S3)©
Ixa + x¥l” + lxB + X8 + [xDP + [xel AoSF AoF MF "ye MF
Ixa+xel”+ (B + XB)X, + XD (XB+XE) + |XEl AoF, AoF MF Rye MF, ¢
(xa + xp)(xa + xc) >t (xB * XE)(XB + XcC) + AGF A®C MF &6 MC
|xpl” + [XEl
+ + xc)' + + 5+
(xa + xr)(xa + xc) ! (xs 2)(F))(D AGF, A®C MF R Mc,qb
Xp(xs + xo)* + |xEl
Ixa + xcl” + |xs + xcl” + lxol* + Ix&f AeC AaC ME Bye MC
Ixa+xcl+(e+xoxy+xo(xe+xo) +lxel AoC AaC MC Rye MC, ¢
(xa + xc)(xa + xr) >t (xB erXc)(XB + XF) + AGC A®F ME e MF
|xpl” + [XEl
+ +xr) + (B + 4
(xa + xc)(xa + x¥) * (xB 2)(c))(D A®C AGF ME &0 MF, ¢
Xp(xs + Xp)" + |xEl
Ixa + x8l* + 2Ixcl” + 2xel” + 2lxcl + 2xul A®B A®B N B3Repza) N
Ixa -zi‘)(lal2 +22XCX}2+ 2XFX;C + 2|)((;|2 + 2|X2H|2 A®B AoB N ®3Repzs) N, Pe-m
Ixal” + [xsl” + [xcl” + [xel° + [xcl” + [xul” + ,
ol + el AA 3(Rep(3s)
2 2 * * 2
Ixal + X8l + XcXg + XEXE + X" + AA be

Ixul* + Ixol* + |xel?
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non-trivial algebra automorphism of A @ B discussed in section[3.3] We will explain immediately
after 4.

4. Since Autgr(Q)(Rep(Sg))) =~ 7,, there are two invertible domain walls, one is the trivial wall,
another is the C-F exchange wall, which can also be regarded as a S3-version electro-magnetic
duality (pictured in the fifth row of table[7).

Recall that in section 3.3} we discuss an algebra automorphism of a 2d condensable algebra A € €
may induce a non-trivial braided autoequivalence in 4. When we fuse domain walls in the 2-step
condensation to obtain a direct condensation process, different condensable algebras in the intermediate
phase may be extended to the same condensable algebra in the original phase. This phenomena
happens in the case that the inner part is 3(Rep(Z3)). Different invertible domain walls in 3(Rep(Z3))
correspond to different lagrangian algebras in 3(Rep(Z3 X Z3)), but they can be extended to the same
lagrangian algebra in 3(Rep(Ss X S3)), which results the same gapped domain wall in 3(Rep(53)).

The condensable algebra A @ B admit a non-trivial Z, automorphism

AoB2 L AeB

By Theorem [3.11] this non-trivial automorphism may induce a non-trivial braided autoequivalence in
S(Rep(53))’§;3- To see whether the induced braided autoequivalence is trivial or not, we compute the
condensation process via A @ B.

By the following adjunction and Schur’s Lemma (see appendix[Al
hom\g(Rep(ss))A@B (X ®(A (&) B), Yy ®(A (&) B)) = hom\g(Rep(sa))(X, Y ®(A () B))

We find A and B are mapped to the same object, which should be the tensor unit A®B in 3(Rep(S3)) aeB-
When x = y = C, we have C®(A & B) = C& C in 3(Rep(S3)), and hence dim(hom3rep(s,))ses (C D(A &
B), C®(A & B))) = dim(homreps,)(C, C® C)) = 2. Thus the free module C®(A & B) consists of two
inequivalent simple modules, and can only be two C with different A @ B-actions. We choose one of
them as the standard C, and denote another simple module by C*. The A & B-module action on C™
can be induced by that on C through composing with the non-trivial automorphism of A @ B. The
condensation process of other simple objects are similar to C, we summarize them as follows:

—®(A @ B) : 3(Rep(S3)) = 3(Rep(S3))aes
A~ A®B B—A®B CH CoCv
D—DoeD" E~ E®EY
F>FoF’ G-GoeG"Y H-HoHY

Local modules can be determined by computing S-matrix [CGR00], which encode information of
double braidings. Results are listed as follows

3(Rep(S3))35p = 3(Rep(Z3))

AeBr—1
Choe th — e2
F»m Ftw — m2
G — em G 5 e?*m?
H - e’m H'™ — em?

Some of the assignments between simple local A @ B-modules and simple objects in J(Rep(Z3)) are
based on the fact that C corresponds to charge e and F corresponds to flux m, and F, G, H form the
representations of Z3. Other assignments are based on fusion rules of 3(Rep(Sz)).
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Itis clear that the non-trivial automorphism of A @ B induce the 1 — 2 exchange ¢1-, in 3(Rep(Z3)).
And two extended lagrangian algebras that are connected by ¢1-, must be isomorphic in 3(Rep(S3))
according to Theorem[3.14l As a consequence, the total number of gapped domain walls in 3(Rep(S3))
should be the number of invertible domain walls in 3(Rep(Z3)) quotient by the ¢1-» action, i.e. 4/2 = 2.
(See the fourth row of table[7).

Remark 4.6. The fact that four invertible domain walls in 3(Rep(Z3)) produce only 2 different domain
walls in 3(Rep(S3)) gives a counter example of Theorem 3.6 in [DNO12], which they use the term
“pairwise non-isomorphic” to state that given different triples (A, Az, ¢), the lagrangian algebras
L(A1,A>,¢) are non-isomorphic. In order to fix this issue, we need to introduce an equivalence
relation in these triples, in which we define (A1, Az, ) ~ (A}, A}, ¢’) if there are algebra isomorphisms
¢p1: A1 —> A}, @2 Ay = Al such that paopopr = ¢'.

Above results are summarized in the following table. We also give the condensable algebras
classified by Davydov [Dav10a] in the third column. Here A3 denotes the subgroup of order 3 that is
isomorphic to Z3, and C, denoted the one of order 2 that is isomorphic to Z,.

Table 7: Results in 3(Rep(S3))

Condensable algebras | Condensed phase .
H | F . . D 11 Total: 28
in 3(Rep(Ss) 3(Rep(Sa)s* omam e o
S3 Ss3 AoFaoD
Az | Az A®Ba@?2F Vec 3RepGs) | vee  |3(Rep(ss) non-invertible:
C | G AeCaodD , | 4x4=16
fe} | {e} A@Ba2C
2
S; | Az A@F ! . .
Te swepsy) | e [amepsyy | nom-invertible:
Cy | {e} AoC ! 2x2x2=8
2 2
s
As | {e) AGB 3 (Rep (Z5)) 3(Rep(S3) \%(Rey‘(zs)) 3(Rep(S3)) non—mveirtlble;
. 4/2=2
S3 | {e} A JRep(S3)) S(Rep(S3) 33(“’?(53» invertible: 2
3

In principle, we can also find 1d condensable algebras in 3(Rep(S3)) and use Arrow 3 to compute
2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras. But it is not easy to find 1d condensable algebras in general
non-abelian cases. Here we give a method to find 1d condensable algebras in fusion category € based
on the pre-knowledge of finite semisimple indecomposable left C-modules P using internal homs, see
appendix[B.1}

Theorem 4.4 (IKZ171). Let C be a fusion category. Let P be a finite semisimple indecomposable left C-module.
Then P = Cy v for any simple object x € P. And [x, x] is a 1d condensable algebra in C.

It is easy to see that [x, x] 1-Morita [y, y] for any x, y € Irr(C).

By Proposition 4.8 in [DMNO13]], indecomposable left C-modules P are also one-to-one correspond-
ing to isomorphic classes of lagrangian algebras in 3(C). Then we can use the following figure to find
indecomposable semisimple module P and then to compute internal hom [x, x] using the following
adjunction and Schur’s Lemma:

homey(a © x, x) = home(a, [x, x]). 6)
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3(€) 3L Vec

[Jemmmm e e e -
¢ P~

Figure 13: Correspondence between finite semisimple indecomposable left C-modules and lagrangian
algebras in 3(C)

In case of S3, an obvious choice of indecomposable 3 (Rep(S3))-module is itself whose module action
is the tensor product of 3(Rep(S3)). Then the dual module can only be 3(Rep(S3)), which is a boundary
3(3(Rep(S3)))L of 3(3(Rep(S3))). The corresponding lagrangian algebra L is the canonical lagrangian

algebra @xelrr(%(mp(&))) x®x*. Consider [A, A] as an example, then equation[6]becomes

hom3rep(s,) (* ® A, A) = homyrep(s,) (¥, [A, A])

Since only for x = A we have A®A = A, so [A,A] = A. Similarly, we can obtain [B,B] = A,
[CCCl=A®BaC [DD]=A®CoFoGeH, [EE]xA3Co3FeGoH, [FFlxA&B&F,
[G,G]zA®B®Gand [H H] = A3 B®H. They are all 1-Morita equivalent.

We can use Arrow 5 to check the above calculations give the correct 1d condensable algebras. By
tensoring the canonical lagrangian algebras, i.e.:

(ARA)®(BxB)¢ (CxC)o(DrD)® (ERE)® (FRF)®(GRG)d (HxH)
l®

A9A®(AeBoC)a(AeCoFaGoH)® (Ao CoF®GaH)

®(A9BeF)o(AoBaG)d(A®@BaoH)

We see above 1-Morita equivalent condensable algebras appear as direct summands. Or to say, using
this method, we can recognize 1d condensable algebras in the huge image of lagrangian algebras under
the tensor functor.

If we choose 3(3(Rep(53)))r = Rep(S3) ® Rep(S3), recall that 3(3(Rep(S3))) = 3(Rep(S3)) ® 3(Rep(Ss3)),
then we can use a folding trick to determine P. See the following figure.

MRe N
3(3(Rep(S3)))

unfold 3(Rep(S3))

3(Rep(S3))

3(Rep(S3))
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In this case M =~ N =~ Rep(S3) and € = Vec. So a natural choice of P is Rep(S3) itself. The module
action of 3(Rep(S3)) on Rep(S3) is given by first forgetting 3(Rep(S3)) to Rep(S3) then tensoring with
Rep(Ss). By [CCW16], we have[3

A1 BH~nn CHS
D—~16S E—»nt®S
F~1on®n G—S HBHS

Now by the adjunction[6] we can compute [1, 1] as follows
homgep(s,)(x © 1, 1) = hom3rep(s,)) (%, [1,1])

Since A, D and F forget to 1, 1@ S and 1@ 7 respectively, we have [1,1] = A®@D @F. Similarly, we have
[f,n]=A®D®Fand[S,S|]=A®BeCe2D®2E®2Fe GO H. o

Again consider the corresponding lagrangian algebra (A © F @ D) ®(A ® F ® D). By acting tensor
functor, we have

(AeFaD)®(A & Fa D)
=A®(A2BoF o (A®CoFoGoH)eDeDoFaF®(D®E)®(D®E)

It is clear that the image of the lagrangian algebra under the tensor functor is a direct sum of 1-Morita
equivalent condensable algebras.

A more non-trivial case is 3(3(Rep(S3)))r =~ Rep(S3) ® Vecs,. Now M =~ Rep(S3), N =~ Vecs, and
C =~ Vec. A natural choice of the 0d defect P is the invertible bimodule Vec. For this case, [C,C] =
A®B®2C®3D ®3E®2F ® 2G ® 2H is computed to be the only 1d condensable algebra.

4.2 Fusion category symmetries

Results of Trinity[3lis actually not limited to the traditional onsite group symmetries. In this section we
perform some examples which are related to the fusion category symmetries [TW19, JW20, KLWZZ20].

One example of fusion category symmetry is the non-chiral topological phases defined by Levin-
Wen models (or string-net models) [LWO05al], which is the Hamiltonian realizations of the Turaev-Viro
3D topological quantum field theory [TV92]. Indeed, Kitaev quantum double models 3(Rep(G))
illustrated in section 4.Ilcover a subset of the Levin-Wen models.

A (2+1)D Levin-Wen model is associated to a unitary fusion category 8. Consider a trivalent lattice,
each edge admits some simple objects a, b, ¢, -- € §. And for each vertex v, we assign a Hilbert space
Hy = @mb’cehr(s) homg(a®Db, ¢) on it.

The Hamiltonian can be written again as a combination of charge operators Q, and flux operators

By:
H:= Z(l Q)+ Z(l -B,).
v P

13Note that the assignment of F in [CCW16] miss a pi.
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where the sums run over vertices v and plaquettes p of the honeycomb lattice. The quasiparticle
excitations in above model exhibits 3(8)-topological order. [KK12] outlines a construction of all possible
boundaries and defects in Levin-Wen models.

Like the Toric code example[4.1.1] a local 1d condensable algebra should be a combination of charge
and flux operators restrict on the neighborhood of an 1d region. And we propose that taking the
left/right center to obtain the 2d condensable algebra are again to directly expand the 1d condensable
algebra into the left/right bulk. In our future works, we would explicitly give a construction of 1d
condensable algebras similar to the intertwiners constructed in [LFHSV21]. And show their left and
right centers meet with the construction of 2d condensable algebras that give a 2d condensation of
Levin-Wen systems [CGHP23|| based on the extended Levin-Wen models of [HGW18].

Now we give some simple examples of fusion symmetry which can be realized by Levin-Wen
model.

Example 4.6 (Double Fibonacci). The unitary fusion category Jib has simple objects 1 and 7, and the
fusion rule is given by 1® 7 = 1@ 7 [Ost03b, BD12]. This makes JFib the smallest fusion category where
the simple objects do not form a group. The double Fibonacci 3(Jib) contains a single nontrivial 2d
condensable algebra L = 11 @ 77, which is the canonical Lagrangian algebra. Arrows are all trivial

except Arrow 5, i.e. ®(L) = 1©1® v must be a direct sum of 1-Morita equivalent condensable algebras.

Thus we obtain 1 24 1 ST

Example 4.7 (Double Ising). Consider the Ising topological order Js with anyon 1, ¢, o and the fusion
rules are given by: 0®0 =1@ 19,09y = 0, ®1 = 1. Double Ising 3(Js) admit three 2d condensable
algebras A; = 181, A; = (1R1)® (YY) and AL = (1R 1) ® (0 ®T) @ (Y ® ), which trivially condense
to 3(Js) itself, TC and Vec respectively [CJKYZ20].

Double Ising has three inequivalent gapped domain walls: 3(Js) ~ Js®Js is the trivial domain
wall, and Js® Js is the wall induced by condensing lagrangian algebra A;. Although T€ has an e —m
exchange domain wall, 3(Js)4, Bye 3(Js)4, is the unique domain wall associated to the 2-Morita class
(1=1)® (Y ®). This is due to the e-m exchange symmetry in 3(35)122 =~ JCis induced by the non-trivial
algebra automorphism of A;.

To see how the e-m exchange is induced, we compute condensation process via A, more precisely.
By the following adjunction

hom;g(gs)Az (x ®Aj, y ®A2) = hom\g(gs)(x, y ®A2)

whenx =y =0Ro,since ((R0)®A; = (0 R0)P (0 R0), so the free module (0 ® o) ® A, must consists of
two inequivalent simple modules and can only be 0 ® ¢ equipped with different A;-actions. We denote
one of them by 0 ® ¢ and another one by (0 R0)™. Letr: (¢ ®0)®A, — 0 ®o be the Ay-module action
of c ®o. By composing r with the non-trivial algebra automorphism ¢ : A, — A, we obtain another
module action 7 o (id ® ¢). We can see the following diagram does not commute

A®id
(ORF)®Ar —% (tmT)® A

V\L ,b \Lm(id@(p)

— —
oXROo —)/\ oo

for any A € C*. So these two modules are not isomorphic to each other. Thus the module action
on (0 ®0)™ must be r o (id®¢). Since 0 B is mapped to e and (0 R o)™ is mapped to m, we find two
non-free local A,-modules e and m will exchange under the ¢-action. This braided autoequivalence
is indeed the electro-magnetic duality in Z, topological order, the corresponding domain wall is the
e-m-exchange domain wall. See the left sub-figure below.
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3(Js) TJC
(@ T fuse, )

e — m exchange

3(J5)4, TCiem 30s)a,

Figure 14: When double Ising 3(Js) condense to JC. Inclusion i : Ay < A; determines a 2-step
condensation (see section [3.3 for more mathematical details). The lagrangian algebra Ay in 3(Js) can
become either the lagrangian algebra 1® e or 1® m in JC€ depends on whether we compose the non-
trivial automorphism ¢ of A, to i or not. After fusion, we have 3(Js)a, Bye TCige = 3(Js)uxt 1, (10€) and
3(0s)a, Rye TCigm = S(SS)Equ(l@m)- Since Exts, (1@ e) = A = Exta,(1 ® m), there is only one boundary
of 3(Js).

We can also understand this phenomena through calculating 1d condensable algebras in 3(Js) using
Arrow 6. When the condensed phase is TC via A;, we have two 1d condensable algebras By = 1 and
By, ., = 1@ f associated to the symmetry. The extension of 1 over A; is A; itself. And the extension
of 1@ f over A; is Exty, (1) ® Exta,(f) which is a direct sum of two A;. So the extended algebras are
1-Morita equivalent.

We also give a simple example of chiral MTC which is beyond the Levin-Wen model:

Example 4.8 (Vec}, ). Consider the chiral MTC Vec{, for some a € H*(G, C¥). The simplest non-trivial
anyon condensation appears in Vecy . There is only one condensable algebra given by 1@ a* such that

the condensed phase is semion Vec%;, and there is only two braided autoequivalence in Vec_ . So there
are only three domain walls in Vec7_: two are invertible; the other one is induced by condensing to
semion.

5 Generalizations and Outlooks

The study of condensable algebras in condensation process was initiated in (some [BS09] and [Kon14]
)- But there were still a couple of ingredients missing, for example:

e The classification of the condensed phases from the perspective of 2-Morita equivalent E; algebras.

e A coherent theory between condensable algebras in a topological order and those condensable
algebras restricted on the domain walls.

o Lattice model realizations of 1d condensable algebras and the process of taking their left/right
centers.

o Relation between gapped domain walls in two step condensations and direct condensations.
e How symmetries induced by algebra automorphisms affect condensation process.

In this paper, we fill up these missing parts by studying 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras
in a MTC, which explicitly provides examples of higher Morita equivalence in 1-category level.

We have accomplished the relation between the E;-Morita equivalent 2d condensable algebras A;
in a modular tensor category C and the 1d condensable algebras B; in the spherical fusion category €,
together with the lagrangian algebras L; in the Drinfeld center 3(C) of €, which is summarized in the
Trinity 3] exhibited in preliminary. Our study is also the study of these algebras’s module categories.
Physically, we can translate our result into a topological ordered version (a domain wall version), see
the figure below. In which we have accomplished all the arrows proposed in the fusing or folding
process of figure.
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Figure 15: We have proven the bijections between these three kind of domain wall topological orders.

We have given some examples to illustrate the interplay between theses three, including abelian
and non-abelian cases, we also explicitly write down the proper role of the left/right centers of the E;
algebras in the toric code lattice model, which can be generalized easily.

There are many future works related to our results in this work that can be done. We would
like to explicit discuss some of the questions them based on Witt equivalent in next subsection. In
section 5.2l we introduce a concept called categorical entanglement, Some other intereting questions
are formulated in section5.3l

5.1 Witt equivalent MTCs

Roughly Speaking, two MTCs €; and C, are Witt equivalent if they can be connected by a gapped
domain wall M. More precisely, there exists condensable algebras A; € C;,A; € €, and a braided

loc g

a (€2)"c [DMNO13]. Based on this concept, we propose the following

equivalence ¢, such that (C;) s

definitions:

Definition 5.1. Let €; and C, be two Witt equivalent MTCs. We say an E;-algebra A; € C; and an

Ey-algebra A, € G, are generalized 2-Morita equivalent if (Gl)fgf ~ (Gz)fgi.

We believe without proof that the following ”generalized Trinity” is also true for two Witt-equivalent
MTCs @ and C,.

Generalized 2-Morita 3. left and right center 1-Morita class of .
equivalent condensable algebras ' > | 1d condensable algebra in
in C; and @, 6. generalized extended tensor a boun dary of €, ® G,

1. Symmetry ¢ + Extension 4 pyll center
2. N with components

Lagrangian algebras
in G ® G

5. Forget

Figure 16: The results of Trinity [ should be also true when generalized to gapped domain walls
between any two Witt equivalent MTCs C; and C,.

More things can be discussed based on this generalization. For example, Let M be a gapped

boundary wall of €; ® ©,, or to say 3(M) = C1 = ©,, then all stable gapped domain walls between €; and
G2 can be classified by the g, M3, with B; a 1d condensable algebra in M. Then, according to theorem
we have the following conjecture

Conjecture 3. Given a pair of Witt equivalent MTCs (C1, C2), any stable gapped domain wall gMg for 3(M) =~
C1 ® Cy, and B a 1d condensable algebra in M, can written as (C1)z,p) R(e ey, ¢ e, ®R(C2)z,(B)-
) e
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Figure 17: Theorem[3.6ltells us any stable gapped domain wall in a MTC € can be "pulled open’. Now
we conjecture that any stable gapped domain wall gMp between two MTCs €; and €, can be pulled
open to be equivalent to (C1)zs) Rene, ¢ ey, ®R(C2)z,(B)-

Z,8 218

On the other hand, since any pair of MTCs (€4, C;) in the same Witt class can be obtain from a single
2d phase B via two different 2d condensations, we propose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 4. Any gapped domain wall that can be written as By, Ry ¢ Bp Ba,, in which Bfgf ~ Gy and
Bfﬁg ~ Gy and ¢ € Autd(B), must be a direct sum of indecomposable gapped domain walls.

G = 'Bff{i B Cr = 312; =D G (el)lf‘{f =~ (ez)fg Gy
Ba, Ba, (C1)a; (C2)a,

We see that the phase that can condense to C; and C; (here B drawn in the left sub-figure), is
related to the phase that condensed from €; and C; ((Gl)fgf in the right sub-figure) via some ”direct

sum” relation. This may give us some inspiration to re-obtain a bigger original phase from the smaller
condensed phase in a (multi-step) condensation process.

5.1.1 Algorithm of 1d condensable algebras
Similarly, we can also discuss above relation in algebraic level:

Conjecture 5. Fix a stable gapped domain wall M between Ci and Co. Then the gapped domain wall B, Ry
¢ Rg Ba, = pMp for some separable algebra B’ € M. And B’ is a direct sum of indecomposable ones, i.e.
B = EB;’B"‘

We can also consider the fusion rules of 1d condensable algebras B;. Consider two 1d do-
main walls g, (€Ca)g, and g,(Ca)g,, their fusion through Gfgc should be a domain wall in €. Namely
B, (Ca)s, B gl ,(€4)B, = B,Cp,, B, may not be indecomposable. Since B; only depends on By, B, and A,
we propose the following conjecture:

. ~ : : loc
Conjecture 6. 5,(Ca)z, B pic B,(Ca)B, = By ®, B,CB, 4 B, i1 Which the tensor over A comes from CJ°.

A direct corollary of this conjecture is that g, Cp, Re B,Cs, = B,e8,CBs, @B, for special case A = 1. We
can depict the fusion of domain walls in the following figure:
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B1®4 B, eB] ®4 By B3 ®4 By 633 ®4 By B1®4B; ® B3 ®4 B4GB]®ABZ ® B3 ® By
— — —_—

B, (Ca)p, 8,(Ca)s, B;(Ca)B; B,(Ca), B,®B5(Ca)B,®B;

Since different ways of fusing should eventually derive the same gapped domain wall, we conjecture
that

Conjecture 7. Bl(GA)Bl Re Bz(eA)Bz ~ 31®Bz(€A)Bl®Bz'
Example 5.2. For € := JC and A := 1® m, we have TCiem = Rep(Z;). The above conjecture holds for
B1 =By =A=1&m,since 4(C4)4 = C4 and thus

TCiom B TCiem = Rep(Z>) L} Rep(Z2) = Ma(Vec) = 44(TCa) a4

where the second equivalence is givenin [KZ22],and A® A = (1&m) ®(1®m) ~ (1&6m)S(1dm) = AGA.

5.2 Categorical quantum entanglement

In this subsection, we invite an inspring concept called categorical entanglement. This notion can give
us a new perspective to understand Witt equivalence and 2-Morita equivalence.

Recall remark 2.2in the preliminary, we mentioned that €& € can have more lagrangian algebras
than {Af R A7, VA} € Alg?zg (€)} due to the interlayer MTC €%° hidden in the boundary. This phenomena

also exist in Witt equivalent MTCs €y and Cp,i.e. C1 & (‘3_2 have more Lagrangian algebras than {AI.L ®A]L.},

where A € Alglgf (€1) and A]L, € Alglgf (Cy). See the topological order depiction in fig.
In quantum mechanics, if a physical system is the composite of two subsystems with state spaces
‘H1 and H», respectively, then the state space of the total system is the tensor product # = H; ® H,. The

universal property of the tensor product gives a bilinear map
p:H1XH2 - H1QH>y

which sends a pair of states (|y1), [1)2)) to their tensor product [11) ® [);). States in the image of p are
called product states. An entangled state is a state which is not a product state [nLa]. Now we extend this
definition to fusion categories by Deligne tensor product.

R:CXC > CxEC,
(X1, X2) » X1 ® Xo

Recall that an object in a fusion category is also called a sector. An entangled sector is a sector which can
not be the image of the Deligne tensor functor x.
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Figure 18: (a): For Witt-equivalent MTCs €; and €, connected by a MTC D, we can fuse the two domain

walls together, and then flip €, on top of ¢;. Now we can have some non-trivial boundaries of C; ® G,.
(b) Categorical entanglement tells us the degree of bounding between two Witt equivalent MTCs €,
and €, can be measured by D.

Let Ay € AlgCEOZ”d(Gl) and A; € AlgCEOZ"d(Gz) such that (Gl)ﬁf ~D ~ (Gz)ﬁz (See left sub-figure of figure
[8). When A; and A, are the lagrangian algebras (i.e. D = Vec), the boundary of C; ® C, is the same as
to stack the boundary of €; and C, together, i.e. it is described by (€1),: ®(C2) 4. Or to say, Lagrangian

t ]

algebras {Al ® A]L,} just covers the case when D =~ Vec. Since the interlayer condensed phase D can
result in boundary phases more than just a stack of two boundaries of C; and C, after folding (see the
right subfigure of fig. [[8), there can exist a lagrangian algebra L # A ® A]L € Alg?f (€ ® C,) such that

(€1 m Co)r 2 (Ca)ar 8 (C2)ar, Vi,

due to a non-trivial D. So L is an entangled sector in C; ® C,.

Sowhen D is not Vec, we say there exists categorical entanglement between the two MTCs C; and €, in
the categorical level. More precisely, we can use L to characterize the categorical entanglement between
€1 and C;. Recall that by two step condensation (section B1), L can be written as Exta,za,(®%(11)),
where ®(1p) is the canonical lagrangian algebra in D ® D. Therefore, the entangled sector L has some
hidden information of D that can reflect the categorical entanglement between €; and C».

Example 5.3. When there is no entanglement between the left and right bulk of €, we can write the
gapped domain as
8Cp = Cz,8) ® Cz,B)

. And B is a subalgebra of Z;(B) ® Z,(B).

Example 5.4. Recall in section 1.7} the toric code model T€ has six gapped domain walls. Four
of the non-invertible walls are just a separation of Vec between the two bulks, in which there is no
entanglement between two TC. And two of the invertible ones has maximal entanglement captured by
TC.

We will discuss categorical entanglement in more details with explicit measurement [KP06, LW06]
and other applications. A detailed exposition of these aspects will be presented in our ongoing work
[XY24].

5.3 Others

o Witt Equivalence for Algebras. It was proved that for two braided fusion categories, regarded as

two Ej-algebras in (iat{:m, they are 2-Morita equivalent if and only if they are Witt equivalent
[IMPP21], [Déc22]]. This result is a criterion of 2-Morita equivalence in 2-category level. A natural
question is: does there exist a Witt equivalence in 1-category level? ie. How to define Witt
equivalence between two E; algebras in a braided fusion category and use this equivalence to
study 2-Morita equivalence between these two algebras?
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o 2-Morita Equivalence. There are three different definitions of 2-Morita equivalence: one is iterated
used in this paper; one is topological (see appendix [B); another one is using E, local module of
E; algebras. It is worthy to formulate the relations between these three definitions.

e Higher Condensation Theory. Generalizing Trinity 3] to higher dimensions are also important.
Interested readers may see [KZZZ24] for a related theory on higher condensation.

e 0d defect. A natural generalization fusion of 1d gapped domain walls is to consider the fusion of
the 0d defects on these walls. This also completes the fusion structures of defects of all different
dimensions in a 2d topological order. And one should obtain a “polygon” contain our Trinity.

o Lattice Model Realizations. In general, 1d condensable algebras should be constructed from tensor
network [LW05b} [ BAVQ9, LFHSV21]. 2-Morita equivalent condensable algebras can be obtained
by directly expanding these tensor networks into into the left/right bulk. It is intereting to figure
out the explicit process and translate them into categorical entanglement.

e Topological Wick Rotation. An 1d quantum liquid can be described by a topological skeleton and a
local quantum symmetry, see [KWZ22| IXZ22]| for some physical examples. For two phases €; and
G, with categorical entanglement D, topological Wick rotation can help us to study categorical
entanglement between two corresponding 1d phases, as depicted in the following figure.
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o Algebraic Symmetry and Gauging. Formulating the relation between automorphism of condensable
algebras, gauging, orbitfold and G-crossed extensions [Kir(02].

o Modified Quantum Double. Studying modified quantum double model and using it to describe 1d
domain walls and 0d defects in 3(Vecg) more precisely [BA09, HBJP23].

Appendices

A Condensable Algebras in MTCs

A.1 Basic definition and results

Definition A.1. Let C be a MTC, an algebra A in C is an object equipped with two morphisms m :
A®A — Aand h: 1 — A satisfying

mo (m®idy) = mo (idg @m),
mo (h®idy) =1ida = mo (ids ®h).

An algebra A is called
e E, or commutative if m = mocy 4.

e separableif m : A® A — A splits as a A-A-bimodule homomorphism.
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e connected if dimhome(1,A) = 1;
e Ej-condensable if A is commutative connected separable;
e lagrangian if A is Ey-condensable and dim(A)? = dim(C).

Definition A.2. Let A be an algebra in C. A right A-module in C is a pair (M, rp1), where M is a object
in Cand ry : M®A — M is a morphism in € such that

rm o (rm®ida) = ry o (idy ®m),
ida=ryo (idM®h).

Definition A.3. A right A-module M in C is called a local A-module if a1 © fam © fma = Tum.
We denote the category of local A-modules in € as €%°. Mathematically, we can prove that

Theorem A.1 ([BEK00,[KOO02]). Let € be a MTC, A be a condensable algebra in C. Then C4 is a SFC and (BL‘;C
isa MTC.

Theorem A.2. Let A be an algebra in a monoidal category C. There is an adjunction —® A 4 U,where
-®:A:C— Cxsends any objects x € C to the free module x® A and U : C4 — Cis the forgetful functor. The
adjunction can be written more explicitly

home,(*® A, M) = home(x, U(M))

forany x € Cand M € C4.

Extension of algebras.

Lemma A.3. A separable algebra (B,m: B®4 B — B,h: A — B) in C4 can be extended to a separable algebra
Exta(B) := (U(B), m**, h®*") in C, where

o U(B) is the image of B under the forgetful functor U : €4 — C,

pu®),um) U(m)

e m™ : U(B)® U(B) —— U(B) ®4 U(B) — U(B®4 B) —> U(B),

o and 11— A — U(A) 2 u).

By composing with the inclusion i : ij"c — G4, we have

Theorem A.4. A condensable algebra (B,m: B®y B — B,h: A — B)in Gfgc can be extended to a condensable

algebra Exta(B) := (U(B), m*, k") in C. In particular, if B is commutative in fo;c, then the extended algebra
U(B) is commutative in C.

Condensable algebras in C® D can be classified by following theorem.

Theorem A.5. [DNO12] Condensable algebras in C® D is classified by the following data:
o Aj isa condensable algebra in C
o A; is a condensable algebra in D

o Cy is a fusion full subcat of €

o Dy is a fusion full subcat of D¢
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e ¢ : @y — Dy is a braided equivalence

Proof. Consider the tensor functor ® : C; RC — €, R0 > ¢ ®c. It admits a right adjoint R :
G - ¢ ge_l. Since ® is a central functor, by DMNO'’s Lemma, ®R(1el) is a condensable algebra in
€ ® €. Indeed, ®%(1¢,) = P
following adjunctions

wielrr(ey) Xi B x; where x7 is the dual object of x;. To see this, we can use the

home, (x, x) = home, (x®x", 1) = hom, . &(x =x, ®@%(1¢,))

Under the braided equivalence ¢ : €; — D, the condensable algebra ®%(1¢,) = P

in C; ®C; becomes a condensable algebra (P

x;€lrr(Cq) xi X X;
vielrr(@y) Xi IZId)(x:) in ¢; ®Dq. Since C; XDy is a fusion
subcategory of Gfgf = DIZZ, this condensable algebra is also a condensable algebra in Gfgf = ‘ngi which
is canonically equivalent to (€& D)™ Finally, by extension of condensable algebras, we obtain a

AlBA
condensable algebra in C= D.

Extend

€1®€_1id;mf@1|g|@1r_)eigfg@ﬁ‘?s:(egg)loc xend o 2D

A1 RA;

ok (1) » P rime) - P rimee) - @D ximee) - Exta, EAZ(@ X RG(X))

i i i

Lagrangian algebra in C® D are classified by triples (A1, A, §) s.t.
eloc ¢ 3 Ploc
A1 Az

Definition A.4. Let € be a braided monoidal category and M be a monoidal category. Let F: € = M
monoidal functor, a central functor structure of F is a braided monoidal functor F’ : ¢ — 3(M) such
that the following diagram commutes

e —— 3(M)
F iForg
M

Lemma A.6 ((DMNO13]). Let F : € — M be a central functor, then FR(1v) is a condensable algebra in C,
and Cpr(y,) is monoidal equivalent to the image of F.

A.2 Condensable algebras in 3(Rep(G))

In this subsection we briefly review the classification of E; and E, condensable algebras in 3(Rep(G))[Dav10b].
An explicit description of the category 3(Rep(G)) is given in [BKO01) [Dav10bl].

e Its objects are pairs (X, px), where X is a G-graded vector spaces, i.e. X = @g¢cXg, and px :
G x X — X is a compatible G-action, which means for f, g € G, (fg)(v) = f(g(v)), e(v) = v for all
v € Xand f(Xg) = Xggp1.

o The tensor product of (X, px) and (Y, py) is just usual tensor product of G-graded vector spaces
with the G-action pxgy defined by g(x®y) = g(x)®g(y) forx e X,y € Y.

o The tensor unit is C which is viewed as a G-grade vector space supported only on the unit e and
equipped with a trivial G-action.

e The braiding is given by

Bxy(x®y) = f(y)®x, xeXpyeY, feG.
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e The dual object X" = @¢ec(XY), is given by
(X¥)g = (Xg1)" = hom(X1, C)
with action g()(x) = I(g7!(x)) for I € hom(X -1, C), x € Xgf-1-1.
e The twist is given by Ox(x) = f~!(x) for x € Xy.
e The quantum dimension dim X is just the usual vector space dimension.

Since forgetful functor Vecc — Vec is monoidal, an algebra in Vecg must be an algebra in Vec.
Suppose (A,m,h) is an algebra in Vec, it is an algebra in Vecg if and only if A,m,h € Vecg, i.e.
A= @gEG Agand m : A® A — A is homogeneous

Ah1 ®Ah2 - Ah1h2

Or equivalently, Ay, Ay, := m(Ay, ® Ay,) C App,- And h @ C, — A. Also note that forgetful functor
J(Vecg) — Vecg is monoidal, so an algebra in 3(Vecg) must be an algebra in Vecg. Suppose (A, m, h) is
an algebra in Vecg, ((A, y-,a), m, h) is an algebra in 3(Vecg) if and only if m, h € 3(Vecg). i.e.

XQA®A 2% AgA®X X®C, 2% ¢,9X
\Lidx®m \Lm@idx \Lidx®h \Lh@idx
XA —24 5 AeX X®A 4 A®X

for VX € Vecg. As a consequence, we conclude that

Corollary A.7. An algebra in the category 3(Vecg) is a G-graded associative algebra A together with a G-action
such that

8(ab) = g(a)g(b)
forany g € G.

Proposition A.8. Let A be an algebra in Vecg (a graded G-algebra). The full centre of A as an object of 3(Vecg)
is the subspace of the space of functions G — A with homogeneous values: Let A be a G-graded algebra. The full
centre of A as an object of 3(Vece) is the subspace of the space of functions G — A with homogeneous values:

Z(A) ={z: G — Alaz(g) = z(hg)a, VYa € Ay).
The G-grading on Z(A) is given by
Z(A)f =z € Z(A)l 12(9)] = glz(e)lg™! = gfg™").
The G-action is ¢(z)(f) = z(¢"' ). The map Z(A) — A is the evaluation z + z(e).

An algebra A in Rep(G) (a G-algebra) is just an (associative, unital) algebra with an action of G by
algebra automorphisms.

Proposition A.9. The full centre Z(A) € 3(Vecg) of an algebra A € Rep(G) has the form Z(A) = ©gecZg(A),
where
Z¢(A) = {x € Al xa = g(a)x Va € A}

with the G action, induced from A.
A 2d-condensable algebra A = A(H, F, w, €) := Fun(G) ®¢[m) CIF, w, €] in 3(Rep(G)) is determined by

asubgroup H C G, a normal subgroup F in H, a cocycle w € Z*(F,C*) and € : H X F — C* satisfying the
following conditions:
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1. (Action axiom)

egn(f) = eg(hfh Nen(f), Vg heH,feF @)

2. (Multiplicativity)
o(f, Qen(fg) = en(Nen(Qw(hff, hgh™e(f), ~ VheH, f,geF 8

3. (Commutativity)
w(f,9) =ef@o(fef, f),  fg€F )

This algebra A = A(H, F, w,€) as a vector space is spanned by {6, ®cmes | § € G, f € F}, where
{64 | g € G} is the standard basis of the regular algebra Fun(G) and {ef | f € F} is the standard basis of
the group algebra C[F, w]. Equivalently, this basis can also be written as {6, ® ¢ | ¢ € G, f € F} modulo
the relations

(Sgh®6f=€h(f)'6g®€hfh—1, Vh € H, (10)

The G-grading on basis is 6, ®c|n) €5 € A1 and G-action is h(apg,r). The multiplication is given by

8fs”
(63 ®cmy ef) - (0 ®ciryef) = Ogga(f, f') - g Rcqy eff -

The algebra A(H, F, w, €) is lagrangian if and only if F = H. In this case, € is uniquely determined by w
by EqBl Therefore, such algebra is determined by a pair (H, w).

Morita classes of indecomposable algebras (1d condensable algebras) in Rep(G) are in 1-to-1 corre-
spondence with Morita classes of indecomposable separable algebras in Vecg, i.e. they correspond to
pairs (H, ), where H C G is a subgroup and w € H?(H, C¥)

Z(AlH, 0]) = AH, H, w)

the only indecomposable commutative algebras in 3(Rep(G)), that appear as full centres, are those
of the form A(H, H, w). This is related to the fact that they have trivial categories of so-called local
modules.

B Morita Theory and Centers
B.1 Module categories
Definition B.1. Let M be a left C-module. An internal hom in M is a functor
[-,=]: MPXxM— C (11)
such that for every object x € M, we have a pair of adjoint functors
-—0xH[x, -]

Definition B.2. Let D be a braided fusion category and let & be a monoidal right D-module with
module action © : € XD — &. Consider an algebra (A, ma, ha) in D. A right A-module in € is a pair
(M, rp1) where

e M is an object in &;

o 1: MOA — Misamorphismin €.

52



such that the following diagrams commute

Mo A)o A" Mo a Moty @ MoA
[///// \\\\\lm
Mo (A®p A) ™ M
idM@mAl
MOA M

™

B.2 Centers for algebras

Definition B.3 (Definition by Davydov). Let €bean E;-monoidal 1-category and let Bbe an E;-algebra
in C. The Davydov’s right center C,(B) is an object in € equipped with a morphism ¢ : C,(B) — B, such
that for any object X € € with a morphism f : X — B satisfying the following commutative diagram

B®X ——>B®B (12)

X®B—— B®B
there is a morphism g : X — C,(B) such that f =0 g.

Remark B.1. For a fusion category Cp, the full centre Z(B) € 3(3Cp) coincides with L(B), where L :
BCp — 3(Cp) is the adjoint to the forgetful functor F : 3(sCp) — BCs.

3(5Cp)
N

3(6Cs)z,) — 5Cs

Compatible with bulk-to-wall map.

B.3 (Higher) Morita equivalence

The original definition of Morita equivalence is to say that two Ej-algebras have equivalent module
categories.

Definition B.4. Let C be an E;-monoidal n-category with m > 1. Two E;-algebras A and B in € are
Morita equivalent if C4 ~ Cp as n-categories.

Different 1-Morita equivalence can be unified by above definition, they differ by the choice of
the category C. E.g. when C is a monoidal category, then Definition [B.4] is the usual definition
of 1-Morita equivalent algebras; when C is Cat, the 2-category of 1-categories, algebras in Cat are
monoidal categories, then Definition [B.4lis the definition of 1-Morita equivalent monoidal categories.
In particular, let C be the category Ab of Abelian groups. Itis clear that Ab is an E..-monoidal 1-category
(i.e. a symmetric monoidal 1-category). And an E; algebra in Ab is a ring. For two rings R, S, we can
prove that
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Theorem B.1 (Eilenberg-Watts). For R, S € Algy (Ab), the functor
R.Abs - ?unﬁ%(AbR, .Abs)
rRMs — —®r M
to the category of cocontinuous and additive functors is an equivalence of categories.
Corollary B.2. Tworings R, S are Morita equivalent iff there are bimodules R Ms and sNg such that RMs (? sNg =
R and SNR%RMS =G,

This is the famous result in the ordinary Morita theory, which concerns the category of modules over
rings. There is also another viewpoint of this result, which will make the Morita equivalence more
natural.

Theorem B.3 (Generalized Eilenberg-Watts Theorem). Let C be a cocomplete E,,-monoidal category. For
two Eq-algebras A, B € AlgEl(G), there is an equivalence

4Cp = Fung“(Ca, Cp)
M -4 M
of categories. In particular, the equivalence
ACa = Fune(Ca, €a)
is a monoidal equivalence.
Definition B.5. Let C be a cocomplete E,,-monoidal category. The bicategory Mrtg, (€) consists of
e objects are Eq-algebras in C;
o for two Eq-algebras A and B, 1-morphisms between them are A-B-bimodules;

o for two bimodules 1Mp, ANp € Mor(A, B), 2-morphisms between them are A-B-bimodule homo-
morphisms.

o the composition of 2-morphisms are composition of bimodule homomorphisms.

o the composition of 1-morphisms are the relative tensor product: for A-B-bimodule M and B-C-
bimodule N, their composition is the A-C-bimodule M ®g N.

Corollary B.4. Two rings are Morita equivalent iff they are equivalent objects in the bicategory Mrtg, (Ab).

Thus, in the ordinary Morita theory, we can also use the equivalence in the bicategory Mrtg, (Ab) as the
definition.

Proposition B.5. Let Ay and A, be two Eq algebras in C. Then Ay E1-Morita equivalent to A, implies 4,Ca, is
E1-monoidal equivalent to 4,Ca,.

Proof. By definition, we have €4, =~ C4,. By generalized Eilenberg Watts Theorem, we have 4,C4, =
S"un@(GAl, GAl) ~ S"une((iAz,(iAz) =~ AzeAz‘ O

Since an Ej-module over an Ej-algebra is an A-A-bimodule, we have Modi1 (€) = 4Cy4, so we have
Corollary B.6. Let A; and A, be two Eq algebras in C. Then Ay E1-Morita A implies Modill(e) A Modi(e).

Conjecture 8. The converse might be true, i.e. for two Ej-algebras Ay and A, if we have Modill(e) is
Eq-monoidal equivalent to Modii(@), then A; is E1-Morita equivalent to Aj.
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Definition B.6. Two Ej-algebras A; and A, are E;-Morita equivalent if their E;-module categories
Modill(e) and Modi;((i) are Ei-monoidal equivalent.

Two simple algebras with non-degenerate trace pairing are 1- Morita equivalent if and only if their
full centres are isomorphic as algebras [KR08].
In particular,

Theorem B.7. Let € be a modular fusion category and let A, B be simple normalized special Frobenius algebras
in C. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

o Aand B are 1-Morita equivalent.
o The full centers of Z(A) and Z(B) are isomorphic as algebras.

Remark B.2. For a separable indecomposable algebra A in a modular category € the full centre Z¢(A) is a

Lagrangian algebra in = C. Moreover, the full centre construction establishes an isomorphism between
the set of Morita equivalence classes of separable indecomposable algebras in € and isomorphism

classes of Lagrangian algebras in € = C.

Here two algebras in € are Morita equivalent if their categories of modules are equivalent as module
categories over €. Hence the theorem says that the full centre is an invariant of categories of internal
modules in € (i.e. module categories over C).

Definition B.7. Let € and D be two Ej-algebras in Catl”, and M a C-D-bimodule in Catl™. We say €
and D is Morita equivalent if M is invertible, i.e. there exists D-C-bimodule N, such that M Rp N = C
and N Re M =~ D.

There are equivalent characterizations of Morita equivalence between multifusion 1-categories. Let
€ and D be two multifusion 1-categories over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Cate-
gorifying the classical notion of Morita equivalence for algebras, we say that € and D are Morita equiv-
alent if the (linear) 2-categories RMod(€C) and RMod(D) are equivalent (RMod(€) for the 2-category
of finite semisimple right C-module 1-categories). Alternatively, given M a finite semisimple left C-
module 1-category, we can consider End e (M), the multifusion 1-category of left C-module endofunctor
of M. Following [EO04], we use C;, to denote Eénde(M), and call it the dual tensor 1-category to € with
respect to M. Then, we say that € and D are Morita equivalent if there exists a faithful finite semisimple
left €-module 1-category M together with a monoidal equivalence between €’ and D", that is D
equipped with the opposite monoidal structure. It follows from [ENO10] that this coincides with the
notion of Morita equivalence recalled above. Moreover, it follows from [Ost03c] that there exists an
algebra A in € such that M is equivalent to €4, the 1-category of right A-modules in €. This implies
that there is a monoidal equivalence between Ende (M) and BMode(A)™7, the monoidal 1-category of
A — A-bimodules in C. Let us also note that, by [ENOO5], the algebra A is necessarily separable, i.e. A
is a special Frobenius algebra. It then follows that C and D are Morita equivalent if and only if there
exists a faithful separable algebra A in C together with an equivalence D ~ BMode(A) of monoidal
1-categories. This recovers the notion of Morita equivalence introduced in [FRS02] and [Mii03].

In [KZ18] the authors also proved that

Proposition B.8. Let C, D be finite monoidal categories and M an invertible C-D-bimodule. Then 3(C) =~ 3(D)
as braided monoidal categories.

Since fusion categories are finite monoidal categories, we can restrict the above results to fusion
categories. Hence, two fusion categories are Morita equivalence is equivalent to say that their Drinfeld
centers are braided equivalent, or they share the same bulk.

Theorem B.9. Two E,-algebras are E1-Morita equivalent iff they are isomorphic.
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Definition B.8. Let € be an E,,-monoidal n-category with m > 2. Two E;-algebras A, B are E,-Morita
equivalent if C4 and Cp are E;-Morita equivalent, i.e. RMode,(nCat) = RMode,(nCat) as (n + 1)-
categories.

Example B.9. Consider the E.,-monoidal 1-category Ab. An Ej-algebra in Ab is a commutative ring.
For two commutative rings R and S, they are E,-Morita equivalent if Abr and Abg are Ei-Morita
equivalent. Since E{-Morita equivalence implies isomorphic center, we have 3i(Abgr) = 31(Abs) as
braided monoidal categories. However, since 31(Abgr) =~ Abgr for any commutative ring, we have
Abr = Abs, which implies R and S are E;-Morita equivalent. Hence, again, we must have Z(R) = Z(S).
But R and S are both commutative, we have R = S. As a consequence, the higher Morita equivalence
in classical algebras is trivial, which is equivalent to algebra isomorphisms.

Proposition B.10. For a MTC €, two Ey-algebra Ay and A, are E,-Morita equivalent if and only if their local
modules categories are E-monoidal equivalent.

Proof. By definition, we have €4, and C,, are E;-Morita equivalent, which means their centers are
equivalent, i.e. 3(C4,) = 3(Ca,). Since 3(Ca) = € ® €%, we have € € ~ € m C4°. By Muger’s Prime
Decomposition Theorem, we have Gfﬁf ~ Gfgi. o

Since E;-modules are local modules, we have Modff((i) ~ Gfgc. Thus we have

Corollary B.11. Fora MTC C, two Ey-algebra A and A, are Ey-Morita equivalent if their E; module categories
Modffl(G) and Modizz(e) are Ep-monoidal equivalent.

For MTCs, we can use E;-monoidal equivalence between E;-module categories to define E>-Morita
equivalence.

Conjecture 9. This definition can be promoted to braided fusion categories, NOT need non-degeneracy.

Definition B.10. Two Ej-algebras A; and A, are E;-Morita equivalent if their E;-module categories
Modffl(e) and Modizz((i) are E;-monoidal equivalent.

2-Morita equivalence is just the Witt equivalence if we restrict to a special case.

Remark B.3. Note that the Morita equivalent algebras is 1 dimensional higher than the Morita equivalent
categoricals. (from delooping perspective)
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