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Abstract

Minimal d = 2 CFTs are usually classified through modular invariant partition functions.
There is a finer classification of “non complete” models when S-duality is not imposed. We
approach this classification by starting with the local chiral algebra and adding primaries
sequentially. At each step, we only impose locality (T-duality) and closure of the operator
algebra. For each chiral algebra, this produces a tree-like graph. Each tree node corresponds
to a local d = 2 CFT, with an intrinsic Jones index measuring the size of Haag duality
violation. This index can be computed with the partition function and is related to the total
quantum dimension of the category of superselection sectors of the node, and to the relative
size between the node and a modular invariant completion. In this way, we find in a very
explicit manner a classification of local minimal (c < 1) d = 2 CFTs. When appropriate, this
matches Kawahigashi-Longo’s previous results. We use this finer classification to constrain
RG flows. For a relevant perturbation, the flow can be restricted to the subalgebra associated
with it, typically corresponding to a non-modular invariant node in the tree. The structure
of the graph above such node needs to be preserved by the RG flow. In particular, the
superselection sector category for the node must be preserved. This gives selection rules
that recover in a unified fashion several known facts while unraveling new ones.
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1 Introduction

Locality is one of the main pillars of relativistic Quantum Field Theory (QFT). But, it is
important to recall that there are two sensible notions of locality. The first expresses the fact
that operators supported in a certain region are ultimately generated by those supported in
smaller regions. This is called additivity, and the algebra A(R) of all operators that can be
locally generated is called the additive algebra. The second expresses the fact that observables
commute at spatial distances. This corresponds to the causality of the theory. It is then
natural to ask whether both notions agree. Formally, this question concerns the analysis of
Haag duality for arbitrary regions R [1, 2], namely the analysis of the (non)-saturation of the
following inclusion of algebras

A(R) ⊆ (A(R′))′ ≡ Â(R) . (1.1)

Here R′ is the set of points spatially separated from R, the causal complement of R, and A′

is the commutant of A, i.e. the algebra of operators commuting with all operators in A. The
left-hand side is the natural algebra of operators A(R) for region R from the perspective of
additivity, while the right-hand side is the natural algebra of operators Â(R) for region R from
the perspective of causality. Intuitively, the left-hand side is the “invariant part” of the right-hand
side under the action of a generalized symmetry [1, 2].

Quite insightfully, the difference between the two meanings of locality, formalized in the
previous equation, allows for a unified characterization of phases in relativistic QFT. This in-
cludes e.g. confinement phases and more standard symmetry-breaking scenarios [1, 3]. Different
QFT’s and phases are characterized by the topology of the region R where such inclusion is not
saturated, and by the scaling of the expectation values of the operators differentiating the two
algebras, i.e. those producing a violation of Haag duality. These Haag Duality Violating (HDV)
operators are the generalized order parameters in the sense of the Landau paradigm. These
subtleties regarding the notion of locality also suggest an intrinsic definition of completeness,
namely that the previous inclusion is saturated for all possible regions [2].

The purpose of this article is to deepen on these basic QFT features in the familiar context of
d = 2 CFTs, where we can match the algebraic language with the standard, thoroughly studied,
approach to d = 2 CFTs [4]. More precisely, our purpose is twofold. On one hand, we will see
how these features motivate a finer classification of local d = 2 CFTs, which we achieve in the
case of minimal models. On the other hand, we will describe how this finer classification allows
us to find selection rules constraining certain classes of RG flows in those theories.

Let’s expand on these two directions. The standard classification of d = 2 minimal CFTs is
known as the ADE classification [5]. This classification describes all modular invariant partition
functions arising by combining left/right irreducible representations of the Virasoro (or chiral)
algebra [4]. But by enforcing modular invariance one misses a large class of local d = 2 CFTs.
This has been recently discussed in detail in Ref. [6]. Briefly, while T invariance is necessary for
locality, S invariance is not mandatory for a relativistic d = 2 CFT. Equivalently, while modular
invariance for c < 1 entails locality, associativity and closure of the operator algebra, there are
more theories satisfying the latter and not the former. More precisely, Ref. [6] shows that S
invariance is a form of completeness of the theory that has a precise meaning as Haag duality for
arbitrary multi-interval regions, or equivalently as the absence of superselection sectors.1 Then,

1The relation between S invariance and the absence of superselection sectors was first conjectured by Rehren
[7]. This conjecture was later proved by Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo, and independently by M. Müger, but the
proof remained unpublished, see [6, 8].
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the obvious question concerns the classification of d = 2 CFTs, where we only impose locality,
namely T invariance, and closure of the operator algebra.

The first objective of this article is to obtain such finer classification of local unitary minimal
models, using standard tools in d = 2 CFTs [4]. The idea is simple and constructive. We
start with the smallest chiral algebra. These algebras typically show strong violations of Haag
duality, as we explicitly compute. This means the theory is incomplete and that extensions
might be constructed. We explicitly construct such extensions by adding local operators one
at a time and in all possible ways, respecting locality and closure of the resulting Operator
Product Expansion (OPE) algebra. For each chiral algebra, we obtain a tree-like graph. Each
node in the tree represents a local d = 2 CFT, and it is partially characterized by the size of
Haag duality violation in two intervals. The bottom node is the chiral algebra, while extremal
nodes correspond to modular invariant theories. This way we find multiple local d = 2 CFTs in
between chiral algebras and the standard modular invariant theories. These are determined by
the spectrum of local primaries and associated category of superselection sectors.

The classification of possible superselection categories for c < 1 CFTs with chiral parity
symmetry was accomplished previously by Kawahigashi and Longo [9–11]. Their more abstract
approach uses the algebraic description of QFT, where the possible Q-systems of minimal chiral
algebras were laid down. This uses the Doplicher-Haag-Roberts (DHR) approach to superse-
lection sectors [12–14] and the machinery of α-induction introduced in [15–18], a method for
producing DHR endomorphisms of extended CFTs from DHR endomorphisms of the smaller
ones. Our results match Kawahigashi and Longo (KL) classification when appropriate. But our
result gives, in addition, the explicit field content of each model on top of its symmetry, i.e. the
precise spectrum of local primaries. It also keeps track of the inclusion relations in the tree of
submodels, and we find instances where a given category symmetry appears more than once as
different submodels. We also find some submodels that are not parity symmetric and are not
contained in KL classification table. Except for some examples for the lowest central charges we
will not attempt a general classification of fermionic models.

We will then use this finer classification and understanding of unitary minimal models to
describe aspects of RG flows between them. The analysis of RG flows between minimal models
has a long history. A seminal starting contribution was that of Zamolodchikov [19]. In such
reference, the flow between subsequent minimal models (i.e. from labels m+ 1 to m as will be
described below), in the limit where m is large and the flow is perturbative, was studied. Such
flow is triggered by the least relevant perturbation in the UV. Later, the flow from tricritical
m = 4 to Ising m = 3 was also analyzed using Bethe ansatz techniques [20, 21]. The analysis
of this flow was deepened by considering all possible perturbations of tricritical ising [22] and
further justified using supersymmetry [23–26]. A new twist was introduced by Gaiotto [27],
who conjecture the mapping between UV and IR via domain walls and conformal boundary
conditions. This approach already implicitly uses the concept of generalized symmetry, through
the notion of topological defect. The analysis of these flows was extended to higher orders in
[28]. Related to these developments, extensions of these flows to non-diagonal minimal models
were described in [29, 30], and to gapped phases, where one sees the emergence of topological
field theories [31–37]. We also note that a quantum information perspective was put forward in
[38] using Renyi entropies. Further from the context of the present paper, there are also some
studies for non unitary models [39, 40].

Given this context, the second objective of this article is to describe a new unifying perspec-
tive on these RG flows using the previous finer classification of d = 2 CFTs. We first notice
that, whenever a flow is triggered by a certain perturbation in the UV, the flow might as well
be thought as happening in the combined algebra generated by the stress tensor plus the per-
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turbation itself. Interestingly, this combined algebra may not form a modular invariant theory,
e.g. this is the case for the Zamolodchikov RG flows [19]. Equivalently, we can think the CFT
where the RG flow happens is one of the local incomplete d = 2 CFTs classified above. In turn,
the fact that an RG flow happens in such subtheory implies that all the possible completions,
i.e. all the tree paths that start in the given incomplete node and end in one modular invariant
completion, must remain intact along the flow. In particular, all possible Jones indices above
the subtheory must match between different scales. As could be anticipated, this can be seen
as the preservation of generalized symmetries along the flow, where by generalized symmetry
we here mean the relative category of superselection sectors unbroken by the perturbation. We
will describe how this perspective explains known selection rules for RG flows while unraveling
many more. Indeed, it provides a unified view of diagonal and non-diagonal flows, and one can
proceed further and identify the charges of all operators under these generalized symmetries,
providing non-pertubative selection rules for operators along the flow.

Organization of the article

To begin, in section 2, we classify all possible local minimal models, show their mutual
relationships, and compute their indices. This classification will be performed constructively
and we will describe first in full detail the cases of m = 3, 4, 5. These simplest examples pave the
way to understanding the generalizations. In section 3 we use this finer classification to provide
a new perspective on selection rules and RG flows between minimal models. We analyze both
the diagonal and the non-diagonal cases. In section 4 we will end with some open discussion. We
refer to Appendix A for a brief review of aspects of the Jones index associated with the inclusion
of algebras, and its relation with Haag duality in QFT and the structure of superselection sectors.
In particular, we explain how such indices relate to the quantum dimensions of the associated
models and the intrinsic categories behind them. Appendix B provides relevant formulas for the
su(2)k and Deven

2n categories, which are the ones that appear in the context of minimal models.

2 Haag duality and the classification of Minimal Models

We now classify local relativistic unitary d = 2 CFTs for c < 1. The modular invariant part is
known as the ADE classification [5]. The full classification we seek to obtain is related to the
classification of Q-systems for c < 1 CFTs, accomplished in [9–11]. We will comment on the
relation in due time. Our approach will use standard tools, namely the OPE. We will see how
the violation of Haag duality characterizes this finer classification of local minimal models.

We begin in section 2.1 with a brief review of minimal models. Then, in section 2.2, we
explain how to compute the global index of a given minimal model, see also the appendix A for
the general discussion. In section 2.3 we discuss the general strategy and rules for constructing
local d = 2 CFTs. In Section 2.4, we present warm-up calculations describing all allowed models
for m = 3, 4, 5, where the modular invariant Ising, Tricritial Ising, and Three-State Potts models
reside, respectively, and where we include the classification of fermioninc models as well. Then,
we discuss the general case m ≥ 5 in 2.5 for spinless models, i.e. submodels of diagonal modular
invariants, namely the A series. In section 2.6 we discuss models with integer spin which are
submodels of non-diagonal modular invariants of the D series. Finally in section 2.7 we discuss
the submodels of the lowest non-diagonal E series.
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2.1 Minimal models, partition functions and the ADE classification

We start by recalling some known facts about minimal models. This serves to set up conventions.
The family of unitary minimal models is characterized by the central charge

c = 1− 6

m(m+ 1)
. (2.1)

The integer parameter m ≥ 3 unequivocally determines the possible chiral parts of the spectrum
of the theory. Every member of the family has a spectrum composed of a finite number of
representations of the Virasoro algebra. These representations (chiral superselection sectors)
are labeled by two integers (r, s) obeying 1 ≤ r ≤ m − 1 and 1 ≤ s ≤ m. This is the Kac
table. These parameters determine the lowest energy of the representation, i.e. the conformal
dimension of the primary, to be

hr,s =
[(m+ 1)r −ms]2 − 1

4m(m+ 1)
. (2.2)

The representations (r, s) and (m − r,m + 1 − s) are the same, in particular, the equality of
dimensions can be seen from (2.2). This implies that a model defined by m has up to m(m−1)/2
distinct chiral building blocks.

We will consider d = 2 models with the two chiralities having the same central charge c = c̄.
The torus partition function of a given minimal model defined by the parameter m can be
expressed as a function of the modular parameter τ as

Z(τ) =
∑
r,s

∑
r′,s′

Mr,s; r′,s′ χr,s(τ)χr′,s′ (τ) , (2.3)

where χr,s represent the Virasoro characters associated with representations of conformal weight
(2.2) described by (r, s) in a model of central charge (2.1). The sum over representations should
be understood without duplications in the Kac table. These characters are purely chiral partition
functions in the given sector and can be written as a function of q = e2πiτ in the form

χr,s(q) =
q−

1
24

[
∏∞

k=1(1− qk)]

∞∑
n=−∞

(
q

(2m(m+1)n+mr+(m+1)s)2

4m(m−1) − q
(2m(m+1)n+mr−(m+1)s)2

4m(m−1)

)
. (2.4)

The coupling matrix M appearing in the partition function is a square matrix of positive and
integer entries of size m(m − 1)/2. These integers determine which field representations, are
formed by the two chiral components, and how many times, appear in the model.

There is an action of the modular group SL(2,R)/Z2 on the characters. The modular group
acts as Moebius transformations over τ . Such group is generated by T-transformations acting as
τ → τ + 1 and S-transformations acting as τ → −1/τ . The characters provide a representation
space for the modular group, where the modular transformations act linearly. More precisely

χr,s(τ + 1) =
∑
r′,s′

Tr,s; r′,s′χr,s(τ) , χr,s(−1/τ) =
∑
r′,s′

Sr,s; r′,s′χr,s(τ) . (2.5)

where the T and S are unitary matrices given by

Tr,s; r′,s′ = δrr′δss′e
2πi(hr,s−c/24) , (2.6)

Sr,s; r′,s′ =

√
8

m(m+ 1)
(−1)(1+sr′+rs′) sin

(π(m+ 1)

m
rr′
)
sin
( πm

(m+ 1)
ss′
)
. (2.7)
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Therefore, the action of the modular group over the partition function (2.3) reads

T [Z] ≡ Z(τ + 1) =
∑
r,s

∑
r′,s′

(T.M.T †)r,s; r′,s′ χr,s(τ)χr′,s′ (τ) , (2.8)

S[Z] ≡ Z(−1/τ) =
∑
r,s

∑
r′,s′

(S.M.S†)r,s; r′,s′ χr,s(τ)χr′,s′ (τ) . (2.9)

Modular invariant partition functions are then classified by coupling matrices commuting with
the modular transformations. This is known as the ADE classification of minimal models [5].
The easiest examples arise by including one copy of each spin-zero field. Equivalently, we take
Mr,s; r′,s′ = δrr′δss′ , which obviously commutes with the unitary modular matrices. This is
known as the (A,A) series of modular invariant minimal models. Their partition functions are

ZAA(τ) =
1

2

∑
r,s

|χr,s(τ)|2 . (2.10)

From this point, there is a standard procedure to obtain non-diagonal modular invariants. This
uses the fact that all models of the (A,A) series have a Z2 symmetry. This becomes transparent
by choosing a unique description for the fields obeying that r+s is even. Then the Z2 symmetry
transforms the fields as ϕ(r,s) → (−1)r+1ϕ(r,s). In this context, we can perform an orbifold of
this Z2 symmetry and add the twisted sectors to recover modular invariance. The final partition
function is

Zτ =
1

2

(
Z + Z− + T [Z−] + T [S[Z−] ]

)
, (2.11)

where Z− is the twisted partition function of the form

Z−(τ) =
∑
r,s

(−1)(r+1)χr,s(τ)χr,s (τ) . (2.12)

The model described by Zτ is always modular invariant. For odd m this is known as the (A,D)
series, and for even m as the (D,A) series. For m = 3, 4 the process yields the same diagonal
model belonging to the (A,A) series. This is because for m < 5 the (A,D) or (D,A) series
coincides with the (A,A). Finally we have the exceptional E series. We will describe the
spectrum of the lowest of these series later.

2.2 Jones index from the partition function

In d = 2, the violation of Haag duality can only happen in regions with non-trivial π0, i.e.
disconnected regions. For a two interval region R = R1 ∪R2 we have the following inclusion of
algebras

A(R1 ∪R2) ⊆ Â(R1 ∪R2) . (2.13)

The violation of duality can be originated by vertex anti-vertex operators located in R1 and R2

respectively, but not belonging to the additive algebra. The Jones index [M : N ] for a general
inclusion of algebras N ⊂M measures the relative size of N in M, see [15, 41, 42] for original
definitions and Appendix A for a brief account. The Jones index [Â(R1 ∪ R2) : A(R1 ∪ R2)]
of the present inclusion is called the global index µ of the model [9], and it is independent of
the particular two intervals. It is a measure of the amount of Haag duality violation. In the
limit in which the two intervals touch each other, it can be computed with an entropic order
parameter. This relation between the entropic order parameter for the Jones index of touching
intervals was established by different means and in different scenarios in [1, 3, 43–47], and the
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sum of entropic order and disorder parameters is controlled by the Jones index in all geometric
scenarios [3, 45, 48].

There is a simpler, more practical approach put forward recently in Ref. [6]. This is based
on the computation of the second Renyi mutual information, whose value can be mapped to the
computation of a standard partition function. The end result is the following explicit formula
for the global index

µ−1/2 = lim
l→0

Z(il)

Z(i/l)
= lim

l→∞

Z(i/l)

Z(il)
, τ = il . (2.14)

Notice this transparently shows how the violation of Haag duality is related to the violation of
S-duality in the model [6].

Let us compute (2.14) explicitly here. Using the formulas from (2.1) to write both partition
functions in terms of l, we get

Z(i/l)

Z(il)
=

∑
r,s

∑
r′,s′(S.M.S†)r,s; r′,s′ χr,s(il)χr′,s′ (il)∑

ρ,σ

∑
ρ′,σ′ Mρ,σ; ρ′,σ′ χρ,σ(il)χρ′,σ′ (il)

. (2.15)

We are interested in the limit l → ∞. Equivalently, this is q → 0 for q = e−2πl. In such limit,
the leading contributions of the Virasoro characters come from

χr,s(q) = qhr,sq−
c
24
(
ar,s0 + ar,s1 q + ar,s2 q2 +O(q3)

)
, q ≪ 1 . (2.16)

Therefore, we get that the leading contributions come from the character of the stress tensor as

µ−1/2 =
(SMS†)1,1; 1,1 χ1,1(q)χ1,1 (q)

M1,1; 1,1 χ1,1(q)χ1,1 (q)
=

∑
r,s

∑
r′,s′ dr,sMr,s; r′,s′dr′,s′∑

r,s d
2
r,s

,

where dr,s describe the quantum dimensions of the representations (r, s). These explicitly
read

dr,s =
S1,1; r,s
S1,1; 1,1

= (−1)(r+s)
sin (π(m+1)r

m ) sin ( πms
(m+1))

sin (π(m+1)
m ) sin ( πm

(m+1))
. (2.17)

We have also used, from the unitarity of Sr,s; r′,s′ , that∑
r,s

d2r,s =
1

S2
1,1; 1,1

. (2.18)

Summarizing, the global Jones index µ of a model defined with a partition function of the form
(2.3) is

µ =

( ∑
r,s d

2
r,s∑

r′,s′
∑

r′′,s′′ dr′,s′Mr′,s′; r′′,s′′dr′′,s′′

)2

. (2.19)

As described in [6], this solves the problem of finding Haag duality violations directly from the
bootstrap data. Notice that for modular invariant theories we obtain µ = 1, as it should from
the direct relation between modular invariance and completeness expressed in (2.14).

Given a model A and a submodel B ⊂ A we can also compute the Jones index of the inclusion
of algebras of single intervals R, λAB = [A(R) : B(R)]. This is also independent of the particular
interval R. In Ref. [9] it was proven that

µB = µA λ
2
AB . (2.20)

See Appendix A for an intrinsic account of λAB, in particular how it is computed independently
of the global indices µ. Then the previous relation becomes a crosscheck for our computations.
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2.3 Rules for constructing local submodels

We now describe the rules for constructing local submodels of the complete ones described
previously. This is a minimal set of requirements, in particular, we do not impose S invariance.
We can express these rules in terms of the coupling matrix M appearing in the partition function
of the model. These rules are given by

• Inclusion of the stress tensor net: A first fundamental requirement for M is M1,1; 1,1 =
1. This ensures the identity net generated by the stress tensor is in the model with
multiplicity one.

• Locality: We should require invariance under T transformations. This is because, at the
local level, T invariance is the requirement of causality of the fields. This can be upgraded
to include fermions as usual. More precisely, each of the representations (r, s) only describes
the chiral part of a given field, and it is generically not self-local. To construct a local field
we need to combine chiral and anti-chiral parts properly. Considering that the difference
in conformal dimension represents the helicity of the field, Lorentz symmetry and locality
requires that 2(h(r,s) − h(r′,s′)) ∈ Z. Then, the diagonal elements of M are spin 0 fields,
while non-diagonal elements represent fields of spin greater or equal to 1 (half integers for
fermionic models).

• Closure of the operator algebra: We should include sets of fields that define a closed
algebra under the OPEs. If we have a model with certain field ϕ, we necessarily have all
the fields that appear in the OPE with itself, and so forth with the generated local fields.
In this step we are using the OPE of fields that belong to a complete model and that have
been computed in the literature. All possible models are submodels of a complete one [6].

When considering incomplete models a subtle distinction has to be made. On one hand, we
have the superselection sector structure of the model. This can be mathematically represented
by certain endomorphisms (DHR endomorphisms) that can be composed and decomposed into
irreducible ones. These define a category. In particular, fusion rules can be defined for DHR
endomorphisms. This structure is completely intrinsic to the model and it contains the infor-
mation of all possible completions. On the other hand, given a particular completion of the
model, we have certain classes of charged operators that belong to the complete model and are
closed under the action of the submodel. These “charged” operators of the complete model with
respect to the incomplete one close an OPE algebra, but do not, strictly speaking, form a fusion
algebra. For more details see appendix A.

In particular, for the Virasoro algebra, the chiral fields in the Kac table can be associated
with DHR sectors. These sectors satisfy standard fusion rules

(r, s)× (r′, s′) =
∑

(r′′,s′′)

N (r′′,s′′)
(r,s) ;(r′,s′)(r

′′, s′′) , (2.21)

for N (r′′,s′′)
(r,s) ;(r′,s′) given by Verlinde’s formula

N (r′′,s′′)
(r,s) ;(r′,s′) =

∑
(ρ,σ)

Sr,s ;ρ,σSr′,s′ ;ρ,σSr′′,s′′ ;ρ,σ
S1,1 ;ρ,σ

. (2.22)

The S-Matrix is the chiral one defined in (2.7). This implies

(r, s)× (r′, s′) =

rmax∑
r′′=1−|r−r′|

Mod 2

smax∑
s′′=1−|s−s′|

Mod 2

(r′′, s′′) , (2.23)
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where Mod 2 denotes that both sums run by increments of two, and the values of rmax and smax
are given by

rmax = min
[
r + r′ − 1, 2m− 1− r − r′

]
, smax = min

[
s+ s′ − 1, 2m+ 1− s− s′

]
. (2.24)

But these do not give directly the OPE algebra rules we need for computing models generated
by primary fields with two chiral components. These OPE algebras have been studied in the
literature. For diagonal completions it is the case one can use the chiral fusion rules, now thought
as controlling the OPE of the local diagonal fields, i.e. whether an operator appears or not in
the OPE. For non-diagonal fields, one needs to be more careful. As explained by S. Ribault [49]
the OPE associated with non-diagonal fields of spin > 0 in many cases can also be determined
from (2.23) assuming the conservation of diagonality. We will be more specific about this point
in the following sections.

2.4 The m = 3, 4, 5 examples

Before the general classification, we start with the simplest examples. This will clarify the main
ideas. Also, the models discussed in this section are the ones with more relevant applications.
The case m = 2 is the trivial CFT. The first non-trivial case is m = 3.

2.4.1 The case m = 3 and the Ising Model

The unitary minimal model with m = 3 has central charge c = 1/2. This model has three
allowed chiral representations for the Virasoro algebra. These are usually denoted as 1, ε, and
σ. Their Kac labels (r, s), conformal dimension h, and quantum dimensions d are depicted in
Fig. 1:

(r, s) h d
1 (1, 1) or (2, 3) 0 1
ε (1, 3) or (2, 1) 1/2 1

σ (1, 2) or (2, 2) 1/16
√
2

Figure 1: Allowed representations of the m = 3 minimal model, classified by their Kac label (r, s) in the Kac
table (left), and table with the corresponding conformal dimensions h and quantum dimensions d (right).

The chiral sectors 1, ε, and σ obey the fusion rules that follow from (2.23) as2

ε× ε = 1 , ε× σ = σ , σ × σ = 1 + ε . (2.25)
2A useful crosscheck is the conservation of quantum dimensions in the product. Namely, for fields labeled as

φi obeying φi ×φj =
∑

k N
k
ijφk we should have didj =

∑
k N

k
ijdk. For m = 3 this is trivial but we have found it

useful for general m.
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Local (bosonic or fermionic) fields are constructed from these chiral sectors by combining in
appropriate ways chiral and anti-chiral parts. In particular, the difference in the conformal
dimension obeys that 2h ∈ Z. The possible spectrum of fields is then

• Spin 0: (1, 1) , (ε, ε) , or (σ, σ),

• Spin 1/2: (1, ε) or (ε, 1).

To form a local d = 2 model we must choose a set of local fields that close an algebra. We then
need to consider the extension of the chiral fusion rules (2.25) to ones pertaining to the local
fields. These follow from the OPE. At the practical level, these are uniquely defined by (2.23)
and the conservation of diagonality of the products. We can write them as

(ε, ε)× (ε, ε) = (1, 1) , (ε, ε)× (1, ε) = (ε, 1) ,

(ε, ε)× (ε, 1) = (1, ε) , (ε, ε)× (σ, σ) = (σ, σ) ,

(1, ε)× (1, ε) = (1, 1) , (1, ε)× (ε, 1) = (ε, ε) ,

In Fig. 2 we show all local models constructed with the previous fields, together with the
corresponding global indices µ, as computed using the formula (2.19), and the order of inclusions
and corresponding relative Jones indices. The figure has the form of a tree in which each node
is a d = 2 local (or fermion-local) CFT.

Figure 2: Classification of d = 2 CFTs for m = 3. Each node has a global Jones index µ and we also write the
relative Jones index between all immediate inclusions λ. The blue boxes represent algebras composed purely of
spin zero primary fields (excepting the stress tensor) and the green ones include spin 1/2 fermion fields.

At the bottom of the tree, we only have the field (1, 1). This is the theory of the stress tensor
alone. This node has the maximal violation of duality, as seen by its global index. At the top of
the tree we find the complete modular invariant models. In this case there are two possibilities,
{(1, 1), (ε, ε), (σ, σ)}, famously known as the Ising model, and {(1, 1), (ε, ε), (1, ε), (ε, 1)} which is
a complete model including fermion fields, the free real fermion field with two chiral components.
All nodes verify (graded) T-duality.

We remark that, as a crosscheck, all the Jones indices we obtain are in the allowed range
[41] (see appendix A). Indeed, if a candidate model exhibits an index out of the allowed range,
this is a sign of a problem. For example

• The candidate submodel given by {(1, 1), (σ, σ)} has µ = 16/9, which is not inside Jones
classification. This model fails because it is not closed under OPE.
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• Another possibility is {(1, 1), (1, σ)}. However, (1, σ) is not a self-local field and we get a
non-allowed value µ = 4(1−

√
2)2.

• We could try to overcomplete a modular invariant model as {(1, 1), (ε, ε), (σ, σ), (1, ε), (ε, 1)}.
This model is closed under OPE and composed of local fields. However, it exhibits a value
lower than 1, in this case, µ = 4/9. This is because the fields are not mutually local.

2.4.2 The case m = 4 and the Tricritical Ising Model

The next case is m = 4. It has central charge c = 7/10, and it can be treated similarly to the
previous one. The allowed chiral representations are usually denoted as 1, ε, ε′ ,ε′′, σ and σ′. In
this case, the corresponding Kac labels (r, s), conformal dimension h, and quantum dimensions
d are depicted in Fig 3:

(r, s) h d
1 (1, 1) or (3, 4) 0 1

ε (1, 2) or (3, 3) 1/10 (1 +
√
5)/2

ε′ (1, 3) or (3, 2) 3/5 (1 +
√
5)/2

ε′′ (1, 4) or (3, 1) 3/2 1

σ (2, 2) or (2, 3) 3/80
√
3 +
√
5

σ′ (2, 1) or (2, 4) 7/16
√
2

Figure 3: Allowed representations of the m = 4 minimal model, classified by their Kac label (r, s) in the Kac
table (left), and table with the correspondig conformal dimensions h and quantum dimensions d (right).

In this case, the chiral fusion rules (2.23) take the following form

ε× ε = 1 + ε′ , ε′ × ε′ = 1 + ε′ , ε′′ × σ = σ ,

ε× ε′ = ε+ ε′′ , ε′ × ε′′ = ε , ε′′ × σ′ = σ′ ,

ε× ε′′ = ε′ , ε′ × σ = σ + σ′ , σ × σ = 1 + ε+ ε′ + ε′′ ,

ε× σ = σ + σ′ , ε′ × σ′ = σ , σ × σ′ = ε+ ε′ ,

ε× σ′ = σ , ε′′ × ε′′ = 1 , σ′ × σ′ = 1 + ε′′ .

The set of self-local fields arising by combinations of chiral and anti-chiral representations are

• Spin 0: (1, 1) , (ε, ε) , (ε′, ε′) , (ε′′, ε′′) , (σ, σ) , or (σ′, σ′),

• Spin 1/2: (ε, ε′) or (ε′, ε),

• Spin 3/2: (1, ε′′) or (ε′′, 1).

As before, the fusion rules again extend to the OPE of these fields unequivocally, when we take
into account the notion of diagonality mentioned above.
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Using this information we can classify the zoo of m = 4 minimal models. This is depicted
in Figure 4. Again this takes the form of a tree. Each node corresponds to a d = 2 CFT and
has an intrinsic global index. As in the case of m = 3, we also have here two complete modular
invariant models. We have the diagonal one formed by spin zero fields. This is known as the
tricritical Ising model. Also, we have a fermionic completion.

Figure 4: Classification of d = 2 CFTs for m = 4. Each node has a global Jones index µ and we also write the
relative Jones index between all immediate inclusions λ. The blue boxes represent algebras composed purely of
spin zero primary fields and the green ones include spin 1/2 and/or 3/2 fermion fields.

2.4.3 The case m = 5 and the Three-State Potts Model

The last particular case we study in this section is m = 5. This has central charge c = 4/5.
This case is interesting because it is the first value of the central charge that allows for a bosonic
non-diagonal modular invariant model, the Three-State Potts Model. As before, we first list the
allowed chiral representations and their conformal dimensions h, and quantum dimensions d in
Figure 5:

(r, s) h d
1 (1, 1) or (4, 5) 0 1

ε (2, 1) or (3, 5) 2/5 (1 +
√
5)/2

σ (2, 3) or (3, 3) 1/5 1 +
√
5

X (3, 1) or (2, 5) 7/5 (1 +
√
5)/2

Y (1, 5) or (4, 1) 3 1
Z (1, 3) or (4, 3) 2/3 2

A (1, 2) or (4, 4) 1/8
√
3

B (1, 4) or (4, 2) 13/8
√
3

C (2, 2) or (3, 4) 1/40
√

(3/2)(3 +
√
5)

D (3, 2) or (2, 4) 21/40
√

(3/2)(3 +
√
5)

Figure 5: Allowed representations of the m = 5 minimal model, classified by their Kac label (r, s) in the Kac
table (left), and table with the corresponding conformal dimensions h and quantum dimensions d (right).
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The chiral fusion rules obtained from (2.23) can be explicitly written as

ε× ε = 1 +X , A×A = 1 + Z , B × Y = A ,

ε× σ = σ + Z , A×B = Y + Z , B × Z = A+B ,

ε×X = ε+ Y , A× C = ε+ σ , C × C = 1 + σ +X + Z ,

ε× Y = X , A×D = σ +X , C ×D = ε+ σ + Y + Z ,

ε× Z = σ , A× ε = C , C × ε = A+D ,

σ × σ = 1 + ε+ σ +X + Y + Z , A× σ = C +D , C × σ = A+B + C +D ,

σ ×X = σ + Z , A×X = D , C ×X = B + C ,

σ × Y = σ , A× Y = B , C × Y = D ,

σ × Z = ε+ σ +X , A× Z = A+B , C × Z = C +D ,

X ×X = 1 +X , B ×B = 1 + Z , D ×D = 1 + σ +X + Z ,

X × Y = ε , B × C = σ +X , D × ε = B + C ,

X × Z = σ , B ×D = ε+ σ , D × σ = A+B + C +D ,

Y × Y = 1 , B × ε = D , D ×X = A+D ,

Y × Z = Z , B × σ = C +D , D × Y = C ,

Z × Z = 1 + Y + Z , B ×X = C , D × Z = C +D .

The possible local fields (with semi-integer spin) are

• Spin 0: (1, 1) , (ε, ε) , (σ, σ) , (X,X) , (Y, Y ) , (Z,Z) , (A,A) , (B,B) , (C,C) , or (D,D),

• Spin 1/2: (C,D) or (D,C),

• Spin 1: (ε,X) or (X, ε),

• Spin 3/2: (A,B) or (B,A),

• Spin 3: (1, Y ) or (Y, 1).

In this case, we again have two complete models, the one corresponding to the bosonic (A,A)
series and a fermionic one. However, if we take the complete model of the (A,A) series, make a
Z2 orbifold, and add the twisted sectors, we recover a modular invariant bosonic non-diagonal
model.3 This is a complete model of the (A,D) series which is commonly known as the Three-
State Potts Model. The partition function recovered from (2.11) is

Zτ =
∑
r=1,2

|χr,1 + χr,5|2 + 2|χr,3|2 =
∑
r=1,2

|Cr,1|2 + 2|Cr,3|2 , (2.26)

where we have introduced the notation for the conformal blocks as

Cr,1 = χr,1 + χr,5 , Cr,3 = χr,3 , r = 1, 2 . (2.27)

The modular transformations acting on these conformal blocks are closed on themselves. This
can be checked from the S matrix (2.7) and their definition (2.27). Also, note that a factor of two
appears before the (r, 3) representations. This implies there are two copies of the corresponding

3The same orbifolding process can be performed for m = 3, 4. However, in those cases, the resulting model
is the same as the one we started with. This is because the first models of the (A,D) and (D,A) series coincide
with models of the (A,A) series.
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fields: Z is separated in Z1 and Z2 and σ in σ1 and σ2. This generates a Z3 symmetry under
which these fields are charged as

Z1 → e
2πi
3 Z1 , Z2 → e

−2πi
3 Z2 , σ1 → e

2πi
3 σ1 , σ2 → e

−2πi
3 σ2 . (2.28)

The duplication of these fields also generates an ambiguity in the fusion rules involving σ and
Z. But, following [4], we can use the Z3 symmetry to recover the chiral OPEs as

ε× σ1 = σ1 + Z1 , σ2 ×X = σ2 + Z2 , X × Z1 = σ1 ,

ε× σ2 = σ2 + Z2 , σ1 × Y = σ1 , X × Z2 = σ2 ,

ε× Z1 = σ1 , σ2 × Y = σ2 , Y × Z1 = Z1 ,

ε× Z2 = σ2 , σ1 × Z1 = σ2 , Y × Z2 = Z2 ,

σ1 × σ2 = 1 + ε+X + Y , σ1 × Z2 = ε+X , Z1 × Z1 = Z2 ,

σ1 × σ1 = σ2 + Z2 , σ2 × Z1 = ε+X , Z2 × Z2 = Z1 ,

σ2 × σ2 = σ1 + Z1 , σ2 × Z2 = σ1 , Z1 × Z2 = 1 + Y ,

σ1 ×X = σ1 + Z1 .

Note we have not included the fusion rules of A,B,C and D in the latter list. This is because
these fields do not appear in the complete model of the (A,D) series (nor in any of the corre-
sponding submodels). This is because they were charged under the original Z2 symmetry that
we orbifolded to go from the (A,A) to the (A,D) series. Now using the chiral building blocks
above we can construct the following local fields to analyze submodels of the (A,D) series

• Spin 0: (1, 1) , (ε, ε) , (σ1, σ1) , (σ2, σ2) , (X,X) , (Y, Y ) , (Z1, Z1) , or (Z2, Z2),

• Spin 1: (ε,X) or (X, ε),

• Spin 3: (1, Y ) or (Y, 1).

With this information, we can now proceed as before. We start from the theory of the stress
tensor alone and keep adding local fields sequentially. At each step, we impose closure of the
OPE. We depict the set of d = 2 CFTs with m = 5, together with their indices, in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Classification of d = 2 CFTs for m = 5. Each node has a global Jones index µ and we also write the
relative Jones index between all immediate inclusions λ. The blue boxes represent algebras composed purely of
spin zero fields. The green ones include fermionic fields while the red and black ones include bosonic fields of
spin ≥ 1 with or without parity symmetry respectively.
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2.5 (A,A) series for general m ≥ 5

It might seem that the process of classification gets increasingly complicated as we move to
higher m since the number of possible chiral representations grows accordingly. But it turns out
the number of complete models and submodels do not grow with m and we can achieve a general
classification. As we have seen above, the modular invariants conform with the top nodes of the
tree since they are complete. We fix this top node, and the bottom node, i.e. the stress tensor
algebra, and then we seek for models in between using the corresponding OPE algebra. We are
not treating fermionic models, that also exist for any m [50].

We start in this section by fixing the complete model to be the (A,A) diagonal series. These
series contain only spin zero fields for all m. Their spectrum can be written schematically as
follows

S(Am−1,Am) =
1

2

m−1⊕
r=1

m⊕
s=1

(r, s)⊗ (r, s) . (2.29)

Note the factor 1/2 is necessary because we are summing over all possible values of r and s
and therefore each field is counted for twice. We will use the standard notation for the diagonal
models defined by a given m as (Am−1, Am). We write the diagonal spin-zero fields appearing
in the spectrum as

φ0
(r,s) = (r, s)⊗ (r, s) . (2.30)

The upper-index valued zero means these are spinless fields. The OPE algebra for these spin
zero fields coincides with (2.23). Specifically, we can write the OPE 4 involving φ0

(r,s) as

φ0
(r,s) × φ

0
(r′,s′) =

rmax∑
r′′=1−|r−r′|

Mod 2

smax∑
s′′=1−|s−s′|

Mod 2

φ0
(r′′,s′′) . (2.31)

The task now is to find all subsets of fields of the form (2.30) contained in the spectrum (2.29)
that are closed under the fusion rules (2.31). For each m ≥ 5 we can find eight different theories,
with only one being complete. Each of these submodels can be easily checked to be algebraically
closed. A computer search shows there are no additional ones. The possible subcategories for
these models have already been classified in [11] and we find exactly one submodel for each
possible subcategory.5 Using the formulas of the previous section, we can compute the global
index as a function of m for each model using (2.19), and check that it coincides with the one
of the adequate tensor category. Below we use some nomenclature from tensor categories but it
turns out to be very simple. All of them come from the standard affine su(2)k fusion category,
together with its even part and associated Jones indices. For notational convenience, we now
define the Jones index (of total quantum dimension) of the category su(2)m−2 to be

µ̂(m) ≡ m2

4
sin−4

( π
m

)
. (2.32)

We describe the su(2)k fusion category and the derivation of this formula in appendix B.
4These coincide with the OPE for diagonal fields that we used in section 2.4 for m = 3, 4, 5.
5Ref. [11] arrives at such classification by chracterizing Q-systems of DHR endomorphismss. In turn, these

Q-systems instruct us of the possible extensions of the models [15]. The techniques used are very different from
ours. In particular, they use so-called α-induction techniques in the context of inclusion of algebras [9–11]. We
use standard OPE techniques.
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Figure 7: All possible d = 2 CFTs corresponding to the (A,A) series and their sualgebras for odd m ≥ 5 (left)
and for even m ≥ 6 (right). We include all the corresponding indexes in terms of µ̂(m) = m2 sin−4 (π/m) /4.
The associated categories of superselection sectors can be found in the text.

The eight diagonal models we find for any m are:

• The complete model including all spin zero fields allowed by the spectrum (2.29) for a given
m. This is always a modular invariant model and has µ = 1. It is indeed the (Am−1, Am)
model.

• A model including fields of the form φ0
(r,s) for all r odd and s odd. This can be obtained

from the fixed point (uncharged) algebra under the Z2 symmetry that transforms the fields
as φ0

(r,s) → (−1)1+rφ0
(r,s) for the choice of r + s even in the Kac table. This model has

µ = 4 for any value of m, as corresponds to the action of a Z2 group on the complete
model in d = 2. The superselection sectors appearing after the orbifold can be described
by the tensor category of the abelian group Z2.

• A model that only includes the fields of the form φ0
(1,s) for all possible values of s. This

model has an index µ = µ̂(m)/4, where µ̂(m) has been defined above (2.32). In this case,
the superselection sectors of the model can indeed be described by the tensor category
su(2)even

m−2, see appendix B for the notion of this category.

• A smaller model similar to the previous one in which we only include the fields of the
form φ0

(1,s), for s odd. This model can be computed to have an index µ = µ̂(m) and has
a category of supeselection sectors su(2)m−2.

• A model composed by fields of the form φ0
(r,1), for all allowed values of r. This model

has an index µ = µ̂(m + 1)/4. Its superselection structure is controlled by the category
su(2)even

m−1.

• A model including the fields of the form φ0
(r,1), for r odd. This has index µ = µ̂(m + 1).

The superselection sectors are given by the tensor category su(2)m−1.

• A model composed only by the stress tensor φ0
(1,1) and the field φ0

(m−1,1). This model has
µ = µ̂(m)µ̂(m+ 1)/16 and we can associate it to su(2)evenm−2 × su(2)even

m−1 in KL table.

• The conformal net of a given m spanned by the stress tensor φ0
(1,1). This always has

µ = µ̂(m)2µ̂(m+ 1)2/4.
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The method to arrive at this classification mixed computer and induction techniques, mostly
based on the OPE and the closure of the algebra. But once the classification is given, it is simple
to convince oneself all these are well-defined closed d = 2 CFTs algebras. We sum up the results
in the following table. Tensor categories follow by matching the indices and fusions with KL
Table II [11].6 We obtain

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 φ0
(r,s) for all r and s Id 1

2 φ0
(r,s) for r odd and s odd Z2 4

3 φ0
(1,s) for all s su(2)evenm−2

m2

16 sin−4
(
π
m

)
4 φ0

(1,s) for s odd su(2)m−2
m2

4 sin−4
(
π
m

)
5 φ0

(r,1) for all r su(2)evenm−1
(m+1)2

16 sin−4
(

π
m+1

)
6 φ0

(r,1) for r odd su(2)m−1
(m+1)2

4 sin−4
(

π
m+1

)
7 φ0

(1,1) and φ0
(m−1,1) su(2)even

m−2 × su(2)even
m−1

m2(m+1)2

256 sin−4
(
π
m

)
sin−4

(
π

m+1

)
8 φ0

(1,1) (Am−1, Am) m2(m+1)2

64 sin−4
(
π
m

)
sin−4

(
π

m+1

)
Table 1: All (sub)models of the (Am−1, Am) modular invariants with their tensor categories and global index.

An important remark follows. Although we can find these eight models for any given m, the
inclusion of these algebras inside each other changes with the parity of m. We describe these
inclusions graphically for m even or odd in Fig. 7.

We also note that the same structure is applicable to the bosonic subalgebras of the triclritical
Ising for m = 4 and the Ising model for m = 3. The only difference is that for such particular
case there are coincidences between the nodes. For m = 4, we have that the algebras 2 and 3
coincide, as well as 6 and 7. For m = 3 the algebras 2, 3, 6, and 7 coincide, as well as 4 and 8,
and also 1 and 5.

2.6 (D,A) and (A,D) series for general m ≥ 5

The natural next step is to fix the top node in the tree to be one of the (D,A) or (A,D) series,
and find all the models in between those and the stress tensor. The modular invariant (D,A)
and (A,D) series can be characterized by an integer parameter n and the following spectrums:

• For models with m = 4n+ 2:

S(D2n+2,A4n+2) =
1

2

[ 4n+1⊕
r=1

Mod 2

4n+2⊕
s=1

(r, s)⊗ (r, s)
]
⊕ 1

2

[ 4n+1⊕
r=1

Mod 2

4n+2⊕
s=1

(r, s)⊗ (4n+2− r, s)
]
. (2.33)

• For models with m = 4n+ 1:

S(A4n,D2n+2) =
1

2

[ 4n⊕
r=1

4n+1⊕
s=1

Mod 2

(r, s)⊗ (r, s)
]
⊕ 1

2

[ 4n⊕
r=1

4n+1⊕
s=1

Mod 2

(r, s)⊗ (r, 4n+ 2− s)
]
. (2.34)

6We note the category described in row 5 of Table 1 was overlooked in writing Table II of [11]. We thank the
authors for this clarification.
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• For models with m = 4n:

S(D2n+1,A4n) =
1

2

[ 4n−1⊕
r=1

Mod 2

4n⊕
s=1

(r, s)⊗ (r, s)
]
⊕ 1

2

[ 4n−2⊕
r=2

Mod 2

4n⊕
s=1

(r, s)⊗ (4n− r, s)
]
. (2.35)

• For models with m = 4n− 1:

S(A4n−2,D2n+1) =
1

2

[ 4n−2⊕
r=1

4n−1⊕
s=1

Mod 2

(r, s)⊗ (r, s)
]
⊕ 1

2

[ 4n−2⊕
r=1

4n−2⊕
s=2

Mod 2

(r, s)⊗ (r, 4n− s)
]
. (2.36)

For n = 1 we recover the bosonic part of the cases discussed in section 2.4. In particular, the
complete spectrum S(A2,D3) = S(A2,A3) corresponds to the Ising model and S(D3,A4) = S(A3,A4)

represents the Tricritical Ising model. Also, the full spectrum S(A4,D4) represents the Three
States Potts model described by the partition function (2.26). The remaining S(D4,A4), still
within the case n = 1, we have not discussed yet.

To proceed, we extend the notation for the fields given in (2.30) to φϵ
(r,s), where (r, s) take

the usual values and ϵ = 0, 1. The value of ϵ naturally denotes if the field corresponds to the
diagonal or non-diagonal part of the spectrum respectively. For example for the (D2n+1, A4n)
series

φ0
(r,s) = (r, s)⊗ (r, s) , φ1

(r,s) = (r, s)⊗ (4n− r, s) . (2.37)

Following then Ref. [49], the OPE algebra rules that preserve diagonality can be written as

φϵ
(r,s) × φ

ϵ′

(r′,s′) =

rmax∑
r′′=1−|r−r′|

Mod 2

smax∑
s′′=1−|s−s′|

Mod 2

φ
Mod [ϵ+ϵ′,2]
(r′′,s′′) , (2.38)

where Mod [x, 2] is 0 for even x and 1 for odd x. This is a natural extension of (2.31). Note
that for (A4, D4) these OPE are compatible with the OPEs of section 2.4.3 derived using the Z3

symmetry of the Three States Potts model. Indeed, the cases (D2n+2, A4n, ) and (A4n, D2n+2)
involve two copies of the same field as we saw for m = 5 in section 2.4.3. These are accounted
since they appear in both parts of the spectrums (2.33) and (2.34). More specifically, they are
given by φϵ

(2n+1,s) for m = 4n+ 2 or by φϵ
(r,2n+1) for m = 4n+ 1. In both cases, they obey the

fusion rules (2.38).

Again, the task is to find closed sets of fields for each of the spectrums (2.33), (2.34), (2.35),
and (2.36) under the OPE (2.38) for different values of n. In what follows, we do this in the
different cases. We include, for the purpose of clarity, the submodels of the (A,A) series and
their inclusions inside the models of the (D,A) or (A,D) series respectively.

2.6.1 (A4n+1, A4n+2) and (D2n+2, A4n+2) series for the m = 4n+ 2 case

We begin considering the case m = 4n + 2. These are models constructed from parts of the
spectrums (2.29) and (2.33). In total, we find sixteen models. We have the eight diagonal models
already discussed in section 2.5 and eight non-diagonal models. The non-diagonal models include
four that respect parity symmetry and the rest do not. There are, of course, two complete models
that correspond to the modular invariants (A4n+1, A4n+2) and (D2n+2, A4n+2). We sum up the
inclusions and Jones indexes in Figure 8.
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Figure 8: All possible d = 2 bosonic CFTs corresponding to (sub)algebras of the (A4n+1, A4n+2) and
(D2n+2, A4n+2) modular invariants for m = 4n + 2, with all the global Jones indexes in terms of µ̂(m) =
m2 sin−4 (π/m) /4. The blue boxes represent algebras composed only of spin zero fields. The red boxes describe
algebras that have bosonic fields of spin ≥ 1 that respect parity symmetry, while the black boxes are the ones
that do not.

Furthermore, in the table below we describe the tensor categories of the superselection sec-
tors of the non-diagonal models with parity symmetry, matching KL classification [11]. These
correspond to the red boxes in Figure 8. Note there are non parity symmetric models (black
boxes in Fig. 8) that are not included in that classification. The categories Deven

2n are described
in the appendix B.

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 φ0
(r,s) and φ1

(r,s) for r and s odd Id 1

2 φ0
(1,s) and φ1

(1,s) for all s Deven
2n+2

m2

64 sin−4
(
π
m

)
3 φ0

(r,1) and φ1
(r,1) for r odd su(2)even

4n+1
(m+1)2

16 sin−4
(
π
m

)
4 φ0

(1,1), φ
0
(m−1,1), φ

1
(1,1), and φ1

(m−1,1) (D2n+2, A4n+2)
m2(m+1)2

1024 sin−4
(
π
m

)
sin−4

(
π

m+1

)
Table 2: All (sub)models of the (D2n+2, A4n+2) modular invariants that include non diagonal fields and respect
parity symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

2.6.2 (A4n, A4n+1) and (A4n, D2n+2) series for the m = 4n+ 1 case

The next case is m = 4n + 1, involving fields of the spectrums (2.29) and (2.34). Again, we
find sixteen models, including four new non-diagonal models that respect parity symmetry, and
four that do not. We depict the possible d = 2 CFTs, with the corresponding indexes and
inclusion structure, in Figure 9. As usual, the top nodes correspond to the modular invariants
(A4n, A4n+1) and (A4n, D2n+2).
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Figure 9: All possible d = 2 CFTs corresponding to (sub)algebras of the (A4n, A4n+1) and (A4n, D2n+2) modular
invariants for m = 4n + 1, with all the global Jones indexes in terms of µ̂(m) = m2 sin−4 (π/m) /4. The blue
boxes represent algebras composed only of spin zero fields. The red boxes describe algebras that have bosonic
fields with spin that respect parity symmetry, while the black boxes are the ones that do not.

For the sake of comparison with [11] the tensor categories of the superselection sectors of the
non-diagonal models with parity symmetry are included in the following table

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 φ0
(r,s) and φ1

(r,s) for r and s odd Id 1

2 φ0
(r,1) and φ1

(r,1) for all r Deven
2n+2

(m+1)2

64 sin−4
(

π
m+1

)
3 φ0

(1,s) and φ1
(1,s) for s odd su(2)even

4n−1
m2

16 sin−4
(
π
m

)
4 φ0

(1,1), φ
0
(m−1,1), φ

1
(1,1), and φ1

(m−1,1) (A4n, Dn+2)
m2(m+1)2

1024 sin−4
(

π
m+1

)
sin−4

(
π

m+1

)
Table 3: All (sub)models of the (A4n, D2n+1) modular invariants that include non diagonal fields and respect
parity symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

2.6.3 (A4n−1, A4n) and (D2n+1, A4n) series for the m = 4n case

We return now to the (D,A) series for m = 4n. To this end, we consider the spectrums (2.29)
and (2.35). We find ten models. This includes the eight diagonal models described before and
two non-diagonal models with parity symmetry. There are two modular invariants models that
correspond to (A4n−1, A4n) and (D2n+2, A4n). Below we sum up the inclusion and indexes in
Figure 10.
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Figure 10: All possible d = 2 CFTs corresponding to (sub)algebras of the (A4n−1, A4n) and (D2n+1, A4n) modular
invariants for m = 4n, with all the global Jones indexes in terms of µ̂(m) = m2 sin−4 (π/m) /4. The blue boxes
represent algebras composed only of spin zero fields. The red boxes describe algebras that have bosonic fields
with spin.

In the following table we characterize the new models in terms of their tensor categories:

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 φ0
(r1,s1)

for r1, s1 odd, and φ1
(r2,s2)

for r2, s2 even Id 1

2 φ0
(r1,1)

for r1 odd and φ1
(r2,1)

for r2 even su(2)even
4n−1

(m+1)2

16 sin−4
(

π
m+1

)
Table 4: All (sub)models of the (D2n+1, A4n) modular invariants that include non diagonal fields and respect
parity symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

We remark that the tensor category su(2)even
4n−1 of the new model coincides with the one of

a submodel of the diagonal series. This is why it does not appear as a new possibility in KL
classification. In other terms, there are two different models for this central charge that have
the same category symmetry but different field composition (differing in spin and conformal
dimensions for example).

2.6.4 (A4n−2, A4n−1) and (A4n−2, D2n+1) series for the m = 4n− 1 case

Finally, for the (A,D) series associated with m = 4n− 1, we consider the spectrums (2.29) and
(2.36) to look for building blocks. We again find ten models, with two new non-diagonal ones
with parity symmetry. As always, there are two complete models that in this case correspond
to (A4n−2, A4n−1) and (A4n−2, D2n+1). We sum up the inclusions and indexes in Figure 11.
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Figure 11: All possible d = 2 CFTs corresponding to (sub)algebras of the (A4n−2, A4n−1) and (A4n−2, D2n+1)
modular invariants for m = 4n + 1, with all the global Jones indexes in terms of µ̂(m) = m2 sin−4 (π/m) /4.
The blue boxes represent algebras composed only of spin zero fields. The red boxes describe algebras that have
bosonic fields with spin.

The tensor categories associated with the new models are listed in the table below:

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 φ0
(r1,s1)

for r1, s1 odd, and φ1
(r2,s2)

for r2, s2 even Id 1

2 φ0
(1,s1)

for s1 odd and φ1
(1,s2)

for s2 even su(2)even
4n−3

m2

16 sin−4
(
π
m

)
Table 5: All (sub)models of the (A4n−2, D2n+1) modular invariants that include non diagonal fields and respect
parity symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

Again, the category su(2)even
4n−3 is shared by the new model found here and one of the diagonal

series submodels. However, the associated CFTs differ in their spectrum of primary operators.

2.7 (A,E) and (E,A) series: the E6 example

Finally, we provide the first elements of the unitary E-series minimal models. These appear for
E6 and m = 11, 12. As above, we construct the possible submodels using the OPE. The fusion
rules (OPE) of these models can be found in [51] with all other fusion rules of the E-series.7 We
begin by analyzing the model that corresponds to (E6, A12) for m = 12. The spectrum can be
written as

S(E6,A12) =
⊕

r=1,4,7

12⊕
s=1

[
ϕ0(r,s) ⊕ ϕ

1
(r,s)

]
, (2.39)

where we have used the notation for the fields

ϕ0(r,s) = (r, s)⊗ (r, s) , ϕ1(4,s) = (4, s)⊗ (4, 13− s) . (2.40)

ϕ1(1,s) = (1, s)⊗ (7, s) , ϕ1(7,s) = (7, s)⊗ (1, s) . (2.41)

7We thank S. Ribault and R. Nivesvivat for the communication of this information prior to the publication of
their manuscript that includes the derivation of the E-series non-chiral fusion rules using a bootstrap approach.
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Figure 12: All models form = 12 with parity symmetry corresponding the (sub)algebras of the modular invariants
(A11, A12) (blue), (D7, A12) (red) and (E6, A12) (purple).

We have noted the fields as ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) instead of φ0
(r,s) and φ1

(r,s). This is because the
fusion rules of this model are different from (2.31) or (2.38). They only coincide for the fields
(1, s)⊗ (1, s), or more precisely ϕ0(1,s) = φ0

(1,s).

From the spectrum (2.39) and the OPE we can build eighteen models. This includes four
diagonal models (constructed from φ0

(1,s) entirely) already mentioned in the entries 3,4,7,8 of
table 1, as well as fourteen non diagonal models. Of these non diagonal models six are parity
symmetric, and they can be described in terms of tensor categories as in table 6:

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 4, 7 and all s Id 1

2 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 7 and all s Z2 4

3 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 7 and s odd su(2)2 16

4 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 4, 7 and s = 1, 12 su(2)even
11

169
16 sin−4

(
π
13

)
5 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 7 and s = 1, 12 Z2 × su(2)even

11
169
4 sin−4

(
π
13

)
6 ϕ0(r,1) and ϕ1(r,1) for r = 1, 7 (E6, A12) 169 sin−4

(
π
13

)
Table 6: All (sub)models of the (E6, A12) modular invariant that include non diagonal fields and respect parity
symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

This again coincides with [11] and gives a non trivial cross check for the fusion rules in [51].
There are eight non diagonal models without parity symmetry. For completeness, we list all of
them below:

• {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ
1
(1,s), s = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 11, 12} and {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ

1
(7,s), ss = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 11, 12},

• {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ
1
(1,s), s = 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11} and {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ

1
(7,s), s = 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11},
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• {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ
1
(1,s), s = 1, 12} and {ϕ0(1,s), ϕ

1
(7,s), s = 1, 12},

• {ϕ0(1,1), ϕ
1
(1,1)} and {ϕ0(1,1), ϕ

1
(7,1)}.

The spectrum of the model (A10, E6) for m = 11 is given by

S(A10,E6) =
10⊕
r=1

⊕
s=1,4,7

[
ϕ0(r,s) ⊕ ϕ

1
(r,s)

]
, (2.42)

where now the fields are defined as

ϕ0(r,s) = (r, s)⊗ (r, s) , ϕ1(r,4) = (r, 4)⊗ (10− r, 4) , (2.43)

ϕ1(r,1) = (r, 1)⊗ (r, 7) , ϕ1(r,7) = (r, 7)⊗ (r, 1) . (2.44)

where we have that ϕ0(r,1) = φ0
(r,1).

Analogously, from this spectrum, we can build eighteen models. These include the four
diagonal models corresponding to entries 3,4,7,8 of table 1, and fourteen non diagonal models.
We describe the tensor categories and indices of the six non diagonal models that respect parity
symmetry in 7:

Fields included Tensor Category Global Index (µ)

1 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for all r and s = 1, 4, 7 Id 1

2 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for all r and s = 1, 7 Z2 4

3 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r odd and s = 1, 7 su(2)2 16

4 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 10 and s = 1, 4, 7 su(2)even
9

121
16 sin−4

(
π
11

)
5 ϕ0(r,s) and ϕ1(r,s) for r = 1, 10 and s = 1, 7 Z2 × su(2)even

9
121
4 sin−4

(
π
11

)
6 ϕ0(1,s) and ϕ1(1,s) for s = 1, 7 (A10, E6) 121 sin−4

(
π
11

)
Table 7: All (sub)models of the (A10, E6) modular invariant that include non diagonal fields and respect parity
symmetry with their tensor categories and global index.

Again, there are also eight models without parity symmetry that we list below

• {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ
1
(r,1), r = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10} and {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ

1
(r,7), r = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10}

• {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ
1
(r,1), r = 1, 3, 5, 7, 9} and {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ

1
(r,7), r = 1, 3, 5, 7, 9}

• {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ
1
(r,1), s = 1, 10} and {ϕ0(r,1), ϕ

1
(r,7), s = 1, 10}

• {ϕ0(1,1), ϕ
1
(1,1)} and {ϕ0(1,1), ϕ

1
(1,7)}

The inclusion relations for the different models of m = 11, 12 is shown in figures 12 and 13 (non
parity symmetric models not shown).
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Figure 13: All models form = 11 with parity symmetry corresponding the (sub)algebras of the modular invariants
(A10, A11) (blue), (A10, D7) (red) and (A10, E6) (purple).

3 Selection rules for RG flows

Having classified minimal models in this way, we can now derive selection rules for RG flows
between them. The starting observation is the following. If we consider a flow that was triggered
by a certain relevant scalar perturbation φ, then we can think the theory where the flow is taking
place is the one generated by φ and the stress tensor. Let us call the “neutral” algebra N to
this model. This can be a non-modular invariant theory, i.e. one node in the trees described
above that is not at the top. Then, even if correlation functions are altered, the whole algebraic
structure above such a node acts just as a spectator. It cannot change with the scale. This
is understood as the idea of transportability of Haag duality violations, i.e., the fact that non
local “charged” operators can be deformed and scaled by the action of the neutral algebra and
remain non local operators in larger regions. This is just a generalization of a more familiar
phenomenon, that an (exact) symmetry will remain so under changes of scale. In the present
case, the symmetry can be determined in different equivalent ways. We can say that the neutral
algebra has Haag duality violations for two intervals, and the whole structure of non local
operators remain constant with scale. In particular, the global index is preserved. Alternatively,
we can say that the category of DHR sectors of N has to be preserved. Finally, for any (possibly
partial) completion N ⊂ M the structure of the charged sectors of M with respect to N is
preserved, in particular the relative index.

We note, however, that even if these structures are preserved when changing the scale, and
are present by construction at the UV fix point, it is possible they are not present anymore at
the IR fix point. This is the case if some or all charged sectors become massive and are not
represented any more at the IR fix point. These possible massive realizations at the IR will give
place to topological sectors.8 However, in this paper we will not deal with massive cases. We
will assume the UV CFT is mapped completely to the IR CFT. That is, with more precision,
no correlation function of an interpolating field corresponding to an UV field has exponentially
decreasing correlators at large distances. So the full UV is “visible” from the IR. Under these

8We will comment more about this possibility in the discussion section below.
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conditions, there will be a preservation of sectors between the UV and IR fix points. In this
case, we expect:

• The global and relative indices of the CFT trees above and including the perturbed node
are preserved.

• The structure of completions and their inclusions is preserved. In particular, this also
implies the identification of the charged classes of operators from the UV and the IR.

• The categories of superselection sectors associated with the perturbed node and all above
are preserved.

However, the internal structure of the neutral algebra N will in general change between fix
points. The internal structure or symmetries in NUV is explicitly broken by the perturbation.
New structures inside NIR can be interpreted as emergent symmetries.

The strategy for analyzing selection rules is the following. For a given m and considering any
of the possible submodels given by the boxes in Figs. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 or 13, we look for relevant
scalar fields that belong exclusively to the chosen box that we call NUV . This means the scalar
belongs toNUV but not to any of the smaller included models. Then, turning on the perturbation
for this scalar field we know that this model has an intrinsic RG flow to another one NIR at the
IR. Because of the c-theorem this IR model has smaller m. We search for a model with smaller
m having the same category and index. The categories and possible (partial) completions of the
model should also match. This means that if there are more than one completions each complete
theory (and submodels above N ) will run to a corresponding completion.

We consider the following facts for generic m, that is, not considering the exceptional cases.9

To understand the models at the UV we have to count the exclusive relevant scalars for each
of the submodels. We first look at the submodels of the diagonal completion. We name the
submodels of the diagonal series with the row number in the table 1 of section 2.5. We have:

• Model 1: (the complete (Am−1, Am) model) contains m− 3 exclusive relevant scalars.

• Model 2: (Z2 invariant part) contains m− 4 exclusive relevant scalars.

• Model 3: (algebra of (1, s) for all s) contains just two relevant scalars, (1, 3) and (1, 2),
and only the latter is exclusive.

• Model 4: (algebra of (1, s) with odd s) contains a unique relevant scalar, the field (1, 3),
that is exclusive of this model.

• Model 5: (algebra (r, 1) for all r) has a unique relevant exclusive scalar, the field (2, 1).

• Model 6: (algebra (r, 1) with odd r) does not contain relevant operators.

• Model 7: (the identity plus (m− 1, 1)) does not contain relevant scalars.

• Model 8: (the stress tensor) does not contain relevant scalars.
9We have not consider fermionic completions, but this analysis would not add to the present investigation.

The perturbation is a scalar and the algebra generated cannot contain fermion fields. The possible RG will then
be contemplated in the cases analyzed below.
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In addition, for the non diagonal models with m > 5 only the complete models contain
exclusive relevant scalars.10 Therefore, with the exception of the complete non diagonal models,
models drawn in red or black in figures 8, 9, 10 or 11 do not contain exclusive relevant scalars.

Therefore for the minimal NUV of generic m we restrict attention to complete models, or the
submodels 2, 3, 4 and 5 of the table 1 of section 2.5. Then, we match the category (and index)
between NUV and NIR concluding the following.

a. Perturbations with exclusive scalars of complete models may in principle trigger an RG to
any complete model of the lower values of m. In this cases, the perturbation is charged
with respect to all of the symmetries and the category of superselection sectors is trivial.
The power of symmetries to constrain the RG flows is very limited in this cases. The same
can be said for perturbations exclusive of model 2 with category Z2. This same category
can be found for any smaller value of m and the RG could end in model 2 of any of the
smaller central charges.

b. Model 3 has category su(2)even
m−2. This is only matched (for smaller m) by the model 5 of

table 1 (diagonal), or the non diagonal models 3 of table 2 when mUV − 1 = 4n+ 2, or 2
of table 4 when mUV − 1 = 4n. All possibilities correspond to mIR = mUV − 1, and the
possible non diagonal IR models occur only for mUV odd. Then, there can be a flow from
m to m− 1 started by the field (1, 2).

c. Model 4 has category su(2)m−2 and this is only matched (for smaller m) by the model 6
of table 1 (diagonal), corresponding to mIR = mUV − 1. Then, there can be a flow from
m to m− 1 started by the field (1, 3).

d. Model 5 has category su(2)m−1 and this is not matched by any model for smaller m.
Therefore, a flow started by the field (2, 1) must have some massive sector.

Regarding previous literature, as far as we know, the results of the items (b) and (d) above for
general m are new. On the other hand, the flow described by item (c) was previously studied
in the literature [19, 27, 29, 30], and here we highlight that is greatly constrained by symmetry
reasons.

Let us then consider the cases of items (b) and (c) in more detail. Both of them correspond
to a change between mUV = m+ 1 and mIR = m, and a change of central charge

cUV − cIR =
12

m(m+ 1)(m+ 2)
. (3.1)

In the case of item (c), which we will call su(2)m−1 symmetric or Zamolodchikov’s flow, for
each value of m we have an allowed RG flow preserving the category of superselection sectors

su(2)mUV −2 = su(2)mIR−1 = su(2)m−1 . (3.2)

In this flow, the global index is preserved and takes the value

µUV = µIR = µ̂(m+ 1) . (3.3)

This RG flow fully happens minimally within the algebras generated by{
φ0
(1,s) / s odd

}
UV
→

{
φ0
(r,1) / r odd

}
IR

. (3.4)

10These are: (D,A) m = 4n+2: (m/2, s)× (m/2, s) for s = m/2−1,m/2, (A,D) m = 4n+1: (r, (m+1)/2)×
(r, (m+1)/2) for r = (m+1)/2− 1, (m+1)/2, (D,A) m = 4n: (m/2, s)× (m/2, s) for s = m/2− 1,m/2, (A,D)
m = 4n− 1: (r, (m+ 1)/2)× (r, (m+ 1)/2) for r = (m+ 1)/2 + 1, (m+ 1)/2.
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Interestingly, the only relevant operator included in this UV model (that is also the least relevant
scalar for the given central charge) is φ0

(1,3) with

h1,3 + h1,3 = 2

(
mUV − 1

mUV + 1

)
= 2

(
m

m+ 2

)
. (3.5)

As stated before, this result is consistent with the literature. Originally it was proven by
Zamolodchikov [19] for large m that the flow from m + 1 to m can be achieved by perturb-
ing the theory with the field of Kac label (1, 3) in the UV . This was done via a calculation of
the beta function and finding the proper IR fixed point, using conformal perturbation theory.
The anomalous dimension in the fixed point of the field corresponding to (1, 3) in the UV is
consistent with a flow to the (3, 1) in the IR. The selection rule is valid for any m though.

We depict these flows in Figure 14 for m even and Figure 15 for m odd inside the diagrams
of the diagonal completions. Note how the whole structure of possible extension of the models
with associated global indices and superselection sectors categories is preserved, even taking into
account that there are important differences for different parity of m.

The RG flow of item (b) is one preserving the category

su(2)even
mUV −2 = su(2)evenmIR−1 = su(2)evenm−1 . (3.6)

We can call this a su(2)evenm−1 symmetric flow. The associated global index is

µUV = µIR = µ̂(m+ 1)/4 . (3.7)

The mapping of the algebras, in the diagonal case, in this case is enlarged to include{
φ0
(1,s) / for all s

}
UV
→

{
φ0
(r,1) / for all r

}
IR

. (3.8)

For odd mUV it could also be the case that the IR algebra is a non diagonal subalgebra.

Note that in this case, we have included a new relevant operator in the UV φ0
(1,2), that

triggers the flow and has scaling dimension

h1,2 + h1,2 =
1

2

(
mUV − 2

mUV + 1

)
=

1

2

(
m− 1

m+ 2

)
. (3.9)

This does not allow a perturbative evaluation for large m. This field is charged under a Z2

symmetry contained in the symmetry that preserved the algebra studied above. Consequently,
it breaks that symmetry to a smaller one, and defines a new possible flow.

Going back to the literature, a case studied in much detail is the flow between tricritical
Ising and Ising model [20–22, 38, 52], using a large variety of methods. In particular Ref. [22]
established what happens when we perturb the tricritical Ising with each of the relevant operators
included in the model. The perturbations with ε or ε′, which correspond respectively to (1, 3)
and (1, 2), with appropriate boundary conditions (and signs), trigger a flow to the Ising model.
This coincides with our results in Figures 2 and 4. Note that the Ising model does not allow
non diagonal completions, and therefore there is no ambiguity in our results for the tricritical
Ising perturbed by (1, 2). The perturbations with the (2, 1) field σ′ give rise to a gapped phase.
This is exhibited in our results considering that the subalgebras containing the (2, 1) field has
µ = (5 +

√
5)2/4 which is not present in the Ising model. Also, this is in accordance with the

general result of item (d). Equivalently, there is no allowed CFT to land on when we perturb
with σ′.
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Figure 14: RG for su(2)m−1 symmetric flows between mUV = m + 1 and mIR = m for m even. The orange
boxes highlight all possible diagonal extensions of the model containing the perturbation with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories. This structure is preserved on the orange boxes corresponding to the IR
diagram.

Figure 15: RG for su(2)m−1 symmetric flows between mUV = m + 1 and mIR = m for m odd. The orange
boxes highlight all possible diagonal extensions of the model containing the perturbation with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories. This structure is preserved on the orange boxes corresponding to the IR
diagram.
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The analysis of Ref. [19] also proved that, in Zamolodchikov’s flow, to leading order in m,
the fields in the UV of the form (r, r ± 1) are mixed with the IR fields (r ± 1, r) as[

φ0
(r−1,r)

]
IR

=
√
r2 − 1

[
φ0
(r,r+1)

]
UV
−
[
φ0
(r,r−1)

]
UV

, (3.10)[
φ0
(r+1,r)

]
IR

=
[
φ0
(r,r+1)

]
UV

+
√
r2 − 1

[
φ0
(r,r−1)

]
UV

, (3.11)

with the next orders given in [27, 28]. Analogously, there is a more complicated mixing (including
derivatives) between the fields (r, r ± 2) and (r, r) in the UV and (r, r ± 2) and (r, r) in the IR.
The question here is whether we can arrive at some understanding of these mappings by using
generalized symmetry arguments, as developed above.

Let’s then take the standard case in which we perturb a diagonal model with the φ0
(1,3)

field. The category of preserved superselection sectors is su(2)m−1. This has generators Ji for
i = 1, 2, . . . ,m− 1, and divide the QFT into charged classes (multiplets of the symmetry) which
do not change as we move from the UV to the IR. These classes can be identified by comparing
the fusion rules of su(2)m−1 (see appendix B) and the fusion rules of the m and m+ 1 minimal
models. In the UV this identification reads

Jr−1 ≡
{
φ0
(r,s) : ∀s / r + s = even

}
, r = 1, 2, . . . ,m . (3.12)

while in the IR it can be understood in terms of fields as

Js−1 ≡
{
φ0
(r,s) : ∀r / r + s = even

}
, s = 1, 2, . . . ,m . (3.13)

The non-trivial RG flow then implies there is a mapping of fields deduced from the mapping of
sectors as {

φ0
(r,s) : ∀s / s = odd

}
UV
←→

{
φ0
(s,r) : ∀s / s = even

}
IR

, (3.14){
φ0
(r,s) : ∀s / s = odd

}
UV
←→

{
φ0
(s,r) : ∀s / s = odd

}
IR

. (3.15)

If we only focus on the lowest scaling fields we recover{
φ0
(r,r+1) , φ

0
(r,r−1)

}
UV
→
{
φ0
(r+1,r) , φ

0
(r−1,r)

}
IR

, (3.16)

together with {
φ0
(r,r+2) , φ

0
(r,r) , φ

0
(r,r−2)

}
UV
→
{
φ0
(r+2,r) , φ

0
(r,r) , φ

0
(r−2,r)

}
IR

. (3.17)

This is consistent with (3.10) and (3.11) and the other mappings in [19, 27, 28]. One can also
recover similar mappings from the RG flow preserving the su(2)even

m−1 or the Z2 categories. For
instance, for the latter, we get that the two generators are represented as

Jneutral ≡
{
φ0
(r,s) : ∀r, s / r = odd ∧ s = odd

}
, (3.18)

Jcharged ≡
{
φ0
(r,s) : ∀r, s / r = even ∧ s = even

}
, (3.19)

which is just saying that charged fields flow to charged fields. This statement is also included in
(3.14) and (3.15).
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3.1 RG flows including (A,D) and (D,A) series models

Now, we proceed to describe the RG flow for the partial completions of the minimal flow algebra
included in the allowed (A,A), (D,A), and (A,D) series. More precisely, we re-analyze the flows
between mUV = m+1 and mIR = m dividing them into four possible scenarios. We remark that
all these flows as just different partial completions of the same RG flow of the core N algebra.

• mUV = 4n+ 2 and mIR = 4n+ 1: This includes the flows of all possible minimal models
that can be completed to (A4n+1, A4n+2) and (D2n+2, A4n+2) in the UV , to the ones that
can be completed to (A4n, A4n+1) and (A4n, D2n+2) in the IR. This includes the diagonal
ones mentioned in the previous section as well as e.g. an extra RG flow preserving the
superselection sector tensor category Deven

2n+2 and the flow between both complete non-
diagonal models.

• mUV = 4n+ 1 and mIR = 4n: This includes the flows of all possible minimal models that
can be completed to (A4n, A4n+1) and (A4n, D2n+2) in the UV , to the ones that can
be completed to (A4n−1, A4n) and (D2n+1, A4n) in the IR. In particular, this includes
two extra RG flows between non-diagonal minimal models, one preserving the category
su(2)even

m−1 and one between complete models.

• mUV = 4n and mIR = 4n− 1: This includes the flows of all possible minimal models that
can be completed to (A4n−1, A4n) and (D2n+1, A4n) in the UV , to the ones that can
be completed to (A4n−2, A4n−1) and (A4n−2, D2n+1) in the IR. In comparison with the
previous section, the only extra information here is the RG flow between complete models.

• mUV = 4n− 1 and mIR = 4n− 2: This includes the flows of all possible minimal models
that can be completed to (A4n−2, A4n−1) and (A4n−2, D2n+1) in the UV , to the ones that
can be completed to (A4n−3, A4n−2) and (D2n, A4n−2) in the IR. This e.g. again involves
an extra non diagonal su(2)even

m−1 and the RG flow between complete models.

Because the non diagonal submodels for m > 5 do not include new exclusive relevant opera-
tors, we should think of these flows as extensions of the su(2)m−1 and su(2)evenm−1 flows triggered
by the diagonal fields of kac label (1, 2) and (1, 3). Following this line, the Zamolodchikov flows
are shown in figures 16, 17, 18, and 19. In all cases, we see that the structure of allowed comple-
tions and their categories is preserved. In particular, non diagonal models can only flow to non
diagonal ones. This is consistent with the literature [29, 30]. The flows of symmetry su(2)even

m−1

can be looked at from the same figures by going one step up in the tree in the UV diagram. Note
that only for mIR even there are two su(2)even

m−1 symmetric models, one of them is non diagonal.
For both of these models the structure of the tree above only consists of the complete model.
So in this case the su(2)evenm−1 symmetric flow could in principle change from a diagonal to a non
diagonal model.

For m = 5 we have to check the non diagonal subalgebras of the modular invariant (A4, D4),
the three states Potts model. These are depicted in Figure 6. In this case, these seem to include
a new exclusive relevant operator, because we are simply duplicating the field (1, 3). This is in
Z1 and Z2. This starts a flow defined by the tensor category su(2)even3 that can have an IR
fixed point with the same category for m = 4. This is one of the subalgebras of the tricritical
Ising model with µ = (5 +

√
5
2
)/4 depicted in Figure 4. This overlaps with the usual diagonal

Zamolodchikov flow because for m = 4 we have (D3, A4) = (A3, A4). This result is expected
from the literature [29].
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Figure 16: RG flow structure between mUV = 4n+2 (up) and mIR = 4n+1 (down). The orange boxes highlight
all possible completions of the model of the highest global index involved in the RG flow with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories.
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Figure 17: RG flow structure between mUV = 4n+1 (up) and mIR = 4n (down). The orange boxes highlight all
possible completions of the model of the highest global index involved in the RG flow with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories.
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Figure 18: RG flow structure between mUV = 4n (up) and mIR = 4n− 1 (down). The orange boxes highlight all
possible completions of the model of the highest global index involved in the RG flow with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories.
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Figure 19: RG flow structure between mUV = 4n−1 (up) and mIR = 4n−2 (down). The orange boxes highlight
all possible completions of the model of the highest global index involved in the RG flow with their corresponding
superselection sectors tensor categories.
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3.2 RG flows including the (E6, A12) and (A10, E6) models

Finally, we briefly explain the situation for the additional models of type E for m = 11, 12.
There are several new exclusive relevant scalars for the new complete and Z2 models. As above,
for these models not much information about selection rules for the RG can be derived since
these trivial categories appear for any m. In addition, there are new relevant exclusive scalars
for the category SU(2)2. These are the fields (7, 7) and (7, 9) for m = 12, and (5, 7) and (7, 7)
for m = 11. This implies that there could be an RG flow preserving this category from m = 12
to m = 11. It is also possible that both m = 11, 12 could decay to the Ising model since the
stress tensor for the Ising model has category SU(2)2 and the same structure of completations.

The compatibility of the Zamolodchikov and SU(2)even
m−1 RG from m = 12 to m = 11 with

the new model extensions can be seen in figure 20. This is compatible with the known results
between the (E6, A12) and (A10, E6) modular invariants [29]. These new algebraic structures are
also compatible with the flows from m = 13 to m = 12 and from m = 11 to m = 10 because the
flows in this case happen in a branch that is isolated from the E6 completions.

There is a new flow allowed form mUV = 13 to mIR = 12 of the type SU(2)even
m−1 symmetric,

on top of the two that are generally available for odd mUV . This is because there is a new
E-type model with this category for m = 12.
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Figure 20: Zamolodchikov RG flow structure between mUV = 12 (up) and mIR = 11 (down). The orange
boxes highlight all possible completions of the model of the highest global index involved in the RG flow with
their corresponding superselection sectors tensor categories. In this case the (sub)models corresponding E6 are
included

4 Discussion

The recent results [6] equating completeness of the local operator algebras and modular invari-
ance of the Euclidean theory on the torus suggested the existence of a finer classification of d = 2
CFTs. The first objective of this article has been to provide such a classification for minimal
models, i.e. d = 2 CFTs with c < 1. This classification has been achieved on a purely construc-
tive approach. Starting with the appropriate chiral algebras we add primaries in all possible
ways and enforce OPE closure and locality. Our results are consistent with the classification of
allowed superselection sector categories obtained by Kawahigashi and Longo [10, 11]. Albeit,
very similar classifications at the end, we find it important to describe the conceptual and practi-
cal differences. While Ref. [10, 11] classified possible subcategories of extensions of the Virasoro
algebras with c < 1, we classified d = 2 CFTs with c < 1. Equivalently, we classified actual
models as defined by their spectrum of primaries, not only the possible symmetries. In fact, we
found different models for the same symmetry category, and also understood the precise inclu-
sion structure of different models. Our classification naturally includes models without parity
symmetry. Still, the observed fact that these two classifications are very similar expresses the
power of symmetry for d = 2 CFTs with c < 1, which almost determines the models themselves.
Relatedly, our results can be seen as a rederivation of Ref. [10, 11] classification (in a purely
constructive manner we only see the appearance of the categories classified there).

Given this finer understanding of minimal models, i.e. of fixed points of the RG flow with
c < 1, our second objective has been to provide a unified account on selection rules for RG flows
connecting these theories. The fact that symmetry is so powerful in this zoo of theories, allowed
to obtain strong selection rules for a large variety of RG flows. For example, given Zamolodchikov
irreversibility theorem, some scalar perturbations fix the resulting central charge in the IR. Also,
the fields can be organized into categorical multiplets, and non-trivial maps between UV and
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IR operators classes can be obtained. Another interesting aspects is the conservation of Jones
indices and the structure of completions. Finally, some simple no-go results can be obtained,
e.g. perturbing with such scalar primary cannot end in a non trivial IR local CFT.

There are several interesting avenues for future research:

Massless algebras and a conjecture: In our analysis of RG selection rules, we have
imposed that the UV CFT gives place to the IR CFT without massive sectors. In some cases
this was shown not to be possible, implying a massive outcome of the RG flow. There is an
interesting possibility for RG flows being only partially massless. More precisely, this means
that correlation functions of some interpolating field corresponding to UV primaries are massive
(with exponentially decaying correlators at large distances) while others are massless (power law
decaying correlators). When both occur at the same time an interesting situation occurs. When
looked at large scales we have massless subalgebras that close into themselves. This suggests that
there should be a symmetry, interpreted as the one keeping this massless algebra in itself. This
symmetry could then permeate to the full QFT including the UV by transportability. Note that
this argument applies as well to higher dimensional theories, where symmetries are simply given
by internal group transformations. This idea seems to be supported by Feynmann diagrams of
simple perturbative models. The conjecture then is that cases when both massless and massive
fields happen necessarily involve a local symmetry. This is in a certain way a precise version of
the idea of naturalness.

Comments on non-unitary models: In this article we have not commented on non-
unitary models. These models are not defined through local von Neumann algebras and Hilbert
spaces and our basic starting points mentioned in the introduction are not valid. Still, it is
interesting to note that the fusion rules (the OPEs) for non-unitary models are the same, the
only things that change are the upper bounds for the sums of the indices r and s appearing in
the chiral fields. More precisely, the bounds r ≤ m−1 and s ≤ m do not apply anymore and we
have r ≤ p− 1 and s ≤ q− 1, for some choice of p and q. This means that the general structure
of OPE subalgebras of these non-unitary models is similar to the one above. However, for a
given p and q we will find a different zoo of exclusive relevant scalars. It would be interesting
to understand if the associated selection rules work in the same way as above, i.e. if there is an
effective notion of category of superselection sectors and Jones indices that clarify those selection
rules. For example, it would be interesting to recover the results of [39] from this point of view.

Extensions to rational theories with c > 1: Another direction for future research
concerns extensions of these constructions to the case c > 1. While non-rational theories might
be out of reach in this vein, we expect rational theories to work in very much the same way
as for minimal models. Of course, in such scenarios, we expect a wilder zoo of symmetry
categories, associated with a larger space of affine chiral models, such as those appearing in
coset of constructions. The classification of submodels of complete coset constructions, whether
through OPE techniques as we used above, or whether using Q-system algebraic techniques as
in [10, 11], is an important problem, as it would allow e.g. to study RG flows of the form (gl is
an affine Lie algebra)

UV → gl × gl+m

gl
, IR→ gl × gm−l

gm
, (4.1)

and many others, again in a unified fashion. It would be interesting to verify whether one can
arrive at similar results as in [27, 53] using these concepts.

Gapped flows and Topological Quantum Field Theories: Related to the first item in
this list, it is interesting to ask for the fate of symmetries whose associated charged operators
are massive. In some cases, one expects that the symmetry gets codified into a low energy
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Topological Field Theory, see e.g. [31–37] and references therein. In principle, a natural guess
is that the category defining the TQFT is the dual to the category of superselection sectors of
the non-complete node associated with the perturbation. It would be interesting to see if the
previous classification of incomplete models helps in the understanding of the classification of
possible TQFTs arising in the low energy limit of d = 2 QFTs.
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A Algebraic inclusions, Haag duality, and entropic order parameters

In this appendix we briefly review the notion of Jones index associated with algebraic inclusions
[15, 42, 54, 55], and its application to Haag duality in QFT [1–3, 6, 9]. This way we introduce in
more detail some of the concepts and quantities computed above. We start by describing general
aspects of algebraic inclusions, following mostly Ref. [15]. We then describe the application of
these mathematical tools in the context of d = 2 CFTs, following [6].

A.1 Algebraic inclusions and the Jones index

A constant theme in this article has been the situation in which we have an inclusion of type III
Von Neumann algebras

N ⊂M . (A.1)

In this situation there might be a space of conditional expectations ε : M → N . These are
linear maps fromM to N forced to satisfy

ε (n1mn2) = n1ε (m)n2 , ∀m ∈M, ∀n1, n2 ∈ N . (A.2)

For the classification of these spaces of conditional expectations for general algebras see [42, 48]
and references therein.

Key further information appears through the subfactor machinery described in [15]. We have
the Jones ladder associated to the original inclusion

· · · ⊃ M1 ⊃M ⊃ N ⊃ N1 ⊃ · · · , (A.3)

and its commutant counterpart

· · · ⊂ M′
1 ⊂M′ ⊂ N ′ ⊂ N ′

1 ⊂ · · · . (A.4)
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These ladders are built by adjoining subsequent Jones projections to the given algebras, e.g.
M1 =M∨ eN , where eN ∈ N ′ is the Jones projection associated with the inclusion N ⊂ M.
This Jones projection is the operator that projects into the Hilbert space generated by N from
the vacuum.

Now, given N ⊂ M and a cyclic and separating vector for both algebras |Ω⟩, Ref. [42]
introduces the “canonical endomorphism” as

γ(M) ≡ jN jM(M) ⊂M , (A.5)

where jM(m) ≡ JMmJM and jN (n) ≡ JN nJN , are the modular conjugations associated with
each algebra and the vector |Ω⟩. This is an endomorphism for M for which γ(M) = N1. It
naturally restricts to the canonical endomorphism ρ associated with N ⊃ N1 as ρ(N ) ≡ γ|N ⊂
N . We also have ρ(N ) = N2, and so forth. Then the canonical endomorphism jumps two steps
on the Jones ladder.

For strict inclusions N ⊂ M, the canonical endomorphism is not an irreducible endomor-
phism, in the precise sense that

γ(M)′ ∩M ≠ 1 . (A.6)

If N ⊂ M has finite Jones index λ, the canonical endomorphism can be expressed as a finite
direct sum of irreducible endomorphisms ρr of N in the standard “group theory” manner

ρ ≃ ⊕rNr ρr , (A.7)

Here Nr is the multiplicity with which representation ρr appears in ρ. For irreducible subfactors
N ′ ∩M = C, the identity endomorphism appears only once.

More generally, there is a natural composition of endomorphisms of a von Neumann algebra
N . We have

ρr ◦ ρr′(n) ≡ ρr(ρr′(n)) , n ∈ N . (A.8)

This is well defined since ρr(N ) ⊆ N . As for any endomorphism, this can be decomposed as a
direct sum of irreducible sectors

ρr ◦ ρr′ ≃ ⊕r′′Nr′′
rr′ ρr′′ . (A.9)

For general endomorphisms of von Neumann algebras, this composition might not be commu-
tative, i.e. Nr′′

rr′ ̸= Nr′′
r′r. For DHR endomorphisms we have a composition that is commutative

due to causality so that in such case

Nr′′
rr′ = Nr′′

r′r , ρr ∈ DHR . (A.10)

Equivalently, DHR endomorphisms form a fusion category, see [56] for a full account.

A natural question in this context is if the irreducible endomorphisms appearing in the
decomposition of the canonical endomorphism (A.18) close on themselves with respect to this
fusion. In the case of d > 2, the reconstruction theorem [14] ensures the category of DHR
endomorphisms is the dual of a compact group G, i.e. the irreducible endomorphisms are
labeled by irreps r of G and the canonical endomorphisms is

ρ ≃ ⊕rdr ρr , (A.11)

where dr is the dimension of the irrep r of G. In this case, since the fusion of endomorphisms is
the same as the fusion of the irreps in the group, the set of irreducible endomorphisms appearing
in the canonical endomorphism closes under fusion.
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But in d = 2, and in general subfactors as well, this is not the case, and we typically see sce-
narios in which the ρr appearing in the canonical ρ generate further irreducible endomorphisms
under fusion which were not present in ρ. We will see very explicit examples below in the ap-
plication to d = 2 CFTs. Still, for scenarios of finite index, this fusion will stop at some point,
generating a finite (close in itself) fusion subcategory of the full category of endomorphisms of
the algebra. It is said in this case that the fusion has finite depth.

Let us come back to the canonical endomorphism (A.18). Such decomposition implies we
can find a finite set of partial isometries ωi

r ∈ N , i = 1, · · · , Nr, satisfying

ωi†
r ω

j
j = δijδrs ,

∑
r,i

ωi
r ω

i†
r = 1 , ωi

r ρr(n) = ρ(n)ωi
r , n ∈ N . (A.12)

In terms of these isometries, the canonical endomorphism explicitly reads

ρ(n) =
∑
r,i

ωi
r ρr(n)ω

i†
r . (A.13)

Notice the isometry ω1 ≡ ω that intertwines the identity representation with the canonical
endomorphism is unique for irreducible subfactors. The conditional expectation is also unique
in this scenario. It reads ε(m) = ω†γ(m)ω. Ref. [15] then shows that we can reconstruct M
from N and a further isometry v ∈ M, which intertwines the identity representation and the
canonical endomorphism γ of M. The range projection of this partial isometry is the Jones
projection vv† = eM′ ∈M for the dual inclusionM′ ⊂ N ′.

The reconstruction in terms of the isometry v makes also explicit the existence of charged
operators ψi

r intertwining the identity representation and the irreducible sectors ρr. Explicitly
we can define11

ψi
r ≡ ωi†

r v . (A.14)

Since v intertwines the identity with γ in M, it also intertwines the identity with ρ in N , and
then we conclude

ψi
r n = ρr(n)ψ

i
r , n ∈ N . (A.15)

The fact that the irreducible endomorphisms ρr appearing in ρ might not close under the fusion
of endomorphisms naively suggests that the charge operators ψi

r also generate irreducible sectors
r under the OPE that were nor present in the canonical endomorphism. But this cannot be the
case since such operators will be outside M, which is not possible since M is an algebra and
ψi
r ∈ M. To see this more explicitly, Ref. [15] shows that any element m ∈ M can be written

as n v for some n ∈ N . The precise formula uses the conditional expectation and reads

m = λ ε(mv∗) v . (A.16)

Since ψi
r ∈M, we have that ψi

r ψ
j
r′ ∈M. Applying the previous formula one can arrive at [15]

ψi
r ψ

j
r′ = λ

∑
r′′,k,l

(Cl)
ij
k Te ψ

k
r′′ , (A.17)

where Te is a basis of intertwiners for ρr′′ → ρrρr′ , only charges r′′ contribute which are contained
in ρ, and we have defined the generalized “Clebsch-Gordan coefficients” (Cl)

ij
k ∈ N . The charged

operators ψi
r creating the ρr that appear in the canonical endomorphism do close an algebra

under the OPE. This closure does not furnish a proper fusion category but it is what we use in
the text above to construct local d = 2 CFTs.

11We can make them isometries by renormalizing the operators as ψi
r →

√
λ
dr
ψi

r.
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Finally, a further important aspect of the Jones ladder is that inclusions are anti-isomorphic
in a zig-zag manner. This is due to the modular conjugations, which serve to map inclusions
to one another. For example N1 ⊂ N is anti-isomorphic to M′ ⊂ N ′ since jN (N ) = M and
jN (N1) = M′. Therefore the canonical endomorphism of M′ ⊂ N ′ decomposes similarly to
A.18 as

ρ̃ ≃ ⊕rNr ρ̃r , (A.18)

where ρ̃r are the irreducible endomorphisms ofN ′. BothNr and the dimensions dr = d̃r are equal
for both inclusions.12 Then we have an algebra of dual partial isometries ω̃i

r ∈ N ′ intertwining
ρ̃r in ρ̃. This can be used to build projectors into the different representations

P i
r ≡ ω̃i

rω̃
i†
r ∈ N ′ ∩ ρ̃(N ′)′ . (A.19)

These projectors belong to the relative commutant. Ref. [15] shows that

ε(eN ) = ε(vv†) =
1

λ
1 , ε′(P i

r) =
dr
λ
, (A.20)

where ε′ is the dual conditional expectation, i.e. the one associated to the inclusion M′ ⊂ N ′,
and where we have introduced the Jones index λ associated with the conditional expectation ε.
In these scenarios, this index is proven to be the dimension of the canonical endomorphism

λ =
∑
r

Nrdr . (A.21)

Jones celebrated result [41] is that indices lying in between 1 and 4 belong to a discrete series
4 cos(π/n)2, n = 3, 4, · · · , that gives 1, 2, (3 +

√
5)/2, 3, · · · . Any value is possible for indices

greater than 4.

There are a couple of interesting examples where the formula (A.21) give familiar results.
The first is the case of a symmetry group G, i.e in the inclusion M ⊃ N , the small algebra N
is the invariant part under the action of the symmetry group G. In this case, we have Nr = dr
and then λ =

∑
r d

2
r = G, the order of the group. Another is the inclusion of a chiral algebra

into a diagonal modular invariant completion. In this case Nr = 1, but dr = (dchiral)
2
r . Then

λ =
∑

r(dchiral)
2
r is the total quantum dimension of the model.

A.2 Application to d = 2 CFTs

In d = 2 CFTs, a general region R is a multi-interval region, and we should study the violation
of Haag duality and its structure for such regions. For chiral theories, these inclusions were
studied in [9], where they were related to the category of DHR superselection sectors [12, 13],
equivalently the modular tensor category associated with the chiral algebra.13 A more recent
analysis is Ref. [6], which we now follow.

Consider a d = 2 CFT, and a two interval region R = R1 ∪ R2 defined by the segments
(a1, a2) and (b1, b2) with conformal ratio x ≡ (b1 − a1)(b2 − a2)/(a2 − a1)(b2 − b1) ∈ (0, 1). We
can extract the Jones index of the region R from the bootstrap data in the following manner.
The Renyi entropy is defined as

Sn = (1− n)−1 log trρn . (A.22)
12See [15] for the proper definition of dimension of an endomorphism.
13In d > 2, the category of DHR sectors has permutation exchange symmetry. It is said to be symmetric. This

is the starting point for the DHR reconstruction theorem [14, 15]. For d = 2, the category of DHR sectors does
not admit generically a permutation symmetry. Instead, it is a braided category [57, 58], with a representation
of the braiding group.
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Then we can define the following mutual information for R

In ≡ Sn(R1) + Sn(R1)− Sn(R1 ∪R2) ≡ −
(n+ 1)c

6n
log(1− x) + Un(x) , (A.23)

where we have written it in terms of the conformal ratio since it is a finite universal quantity.
This expression defines the function Un(x). If Haag duality is satisfied for two intervals then
this function must satisfy the crossing symmetry

Un(x) = Un(1− x)⇐⇒ Haag duality holds forR . (A.24)

We now specify to n = 2. In this case, the manifold computing the Reny entropy is a genus one
surface. It can be conformally mapped to a torus of radius 1 and height l [59]. The relation
between the conformal ratio x and the height l is

x =

(
θ2(il)

θ3(il)

)4

. (A.25)

Defining the partition function in the usual manner

Z(τ) ≡ tr qL0−c/24 q̄L̄0−c/24 , q ≡ ei2πτ , (A.26)

after some algebra one arrives at the following expression for the crossing assymetry

U2(x)− U2(1− x) = log Z(il)− log Z(i/l) . (A.27)

Therefore, a violation of Haag duality implies a violation of S duality and viceversa. Equivalently,
the local meaning of modular invariance is completeness of the QFT, in the sense mentioned
above [6].

The crossing assymetry is in general a complicated function. But in the limit of touching
intervals, i.e x → 1 we can obtain a universal expression. Write the partition function in
terms of the coupling matrix Mrs that combines the chiral representation r with the anti-chiral
representation s so that

Z =
∑

Mrsχr(τ)χ̄s(τ) , (A.28)

where χr(τ) ≡ trr e2πiτ(L0)−c/24. The chiral characters transform under modular transformations
in the usual way

χr(−1/τ) =
∑
s

Srs χs(τ) , χr(τ + 1) =
∑
s

Trs χs(τ) . (A.29)

Using the definition of the quantum dimension and modular S matrices

lim
τ→0

χr(τ)

χ1(τ)
=
S0r
S00

= dr lim
τ→0

χ1(τ)

χ1(−1/τ)
= S00 , (A.30)

we obtain

lim
x→1

U2(x)− U2(1− x) = lim
l→0

log

(
Z(τ)

Z(−1/τ)

)
= log

(∑
ij Mijdidj∑

i d
2
i

)
. (A.31)

It turns out that this number has a precise physical and mathematical meaning in the theory.
A technical derivation shows that

µ−1/2 = lim
l→0

Z(τ)

Z(−1/τ)
=

∑
ij Mijdidj∑

i d
2
i

, (A.32)
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where µ is the Jones index associated with the inclusion of algebras for the two interval region
R, namely

µ = Jones index of A(R1 ∪R2) ⊆ Â(R1 ∪R2) . (A.33)

This is the global index µ we have been computing for the classification of local minimal models
above. It is intrinsic to the theory. In can only take the values classified by Jones and mentioned
above. For µ = 1 the two algebras are the same and Haag duality is satisfied. The model is
complete. Such coupling matrices are modular invariant. For µ > 1 the model is incomplete
and S-duality is violated.14

Also, an insightful relation was obtained in Ref. [9] for inclusion of theories T ∈ C of the sort
we have been discussing in the article. For such inclusion, we have three natural Jones indices,
the global indices of each theory, i.e. µT and µC , and the index λ of the inclusion of theories.
The latter measures the relative size of both theories. These indices are related as

µT = µC λ
2 , (A.34)

a relation that we have also used above.

Finally, it is worth noticing that d = 2 CFTs furnish an example of the subtle discrepancy
between the fusion of DHR endomorphisms appearing in the canonical endomorphism and the
OPE of charged operators creating those endomorphisms from the vacuum. Let’s take the Ising
model as an explicit example. All other models work the same way. The Ising model contains
three chiral sectors 1, ε, σ. These are also the chiral DHR sectors of the chiral algebra. This
model also contains three primary local fields (1, 1), (ε, ε), (σ, σ), by combining the same chiral
and antichiral sectors. It also contain associated diagonal DHR sectors ρ(1,1), ρ(ε,ε), ρ(σ,σ). The
canonical endomorphism is

ρIsing ∼ ρ(1,1) ⊕ ρ(ε,ε) ⊕ ρ(σ,σ) . (A.35)

The OPE of the local fields closes in itself

(σ, σ)(σ, σ) ∼ (1, 1) + (ε, ε) . (A.36)

There are several ways to see this. In particular, one can use the OPE that follows from the
solution of the theory. However, as DHR endomorphisms, the fusion does not close in itself.
Indeed we have

ρ(σ,σ) ◦ ρ(σ,σ) ∼ ρ(1,1) ⊕ ρ(1,ε) ⊕ ρ(ε,1) ⊕ ρ(ε,ε) . (A.37)

The new DHR sectors, ρ(1,ε) and ρ(ε,1), that are not part of the the canonical endomorphisms
(A.35), are created by charged fields (fermionic in this case), (1, ε) and (ε, 1), that are not created
in the OPE of any of the fields of the theory (1, 1), (ε, ε), (σ, σ). In fact this is clearly impossible
since the resulting theory would be non-local.

B Fusion, quantum dimensions and Jones indexes for su(2)n and Deven
2n

The affine lie algebra su(2)n has n + 1 sectors or charges αi for i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n . The fusion
rules are

αi ⊗ αj =

min(i+j,2n−i−j)⊕
k=|i−j|,i+j+k even

αk , (B.1)

14For a region R composed of n intervals one has an associated Jones index µn−1.
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The modular S matrix of an affine lie algebra su(2)n can be computed from the modular trans-
formations of the characters to be

Sij =

√
2

(n+ 2)
sin

(
π(i+ 1)(j + 1)

n+ 2

)
, 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n . (B.2)

The quantum dimensions follow from this formula in the usual way. They read

di =
S0i
S00

=
sin (π(i+ 1)/(n+ 2))

sin (π/(n+ 2))
, 0 ≤ i ≤ n . (B.3)

As mentioned above, a local field is a combination of a chiral and antichiral representation
of the category of superselection sectors. A field with chiral sectors (i, j) has then dimension
dij = di dj . If the partition function defining the model is

Z =
∑

Mijχi(τ)χ̄j(τ) , (B.4)

then the canonical endomorphism reads

ρ ≃ ⊕Mij ρiρ̄j . (B.5)

As reviewed in the previous section, the dimension of the canonical endomorphism is then

dρ =
∑

Mijdidj . (B.6)

For a diagonal complete model this would be

dρ =
∑
i

d2i . (B.7)

Using equation (A.34), the global index is

µ
[
su(2)n

]
=
( n∑

i=0

d2i

)2
=

(n+ 2)2

4
sin−4

(
π

n+ 2

)
. (B.8)

Finally, the category su(2)evenn is the one generated by all the even sectors of su(2)n namely Ji
for i = 0, 2, 4, . . . , 2[n/2]. For this we have

µ
[
su(2)even

n

]
=
( 2[n/2]∑

i=0
Mod 2

d2i

)2
=

(n+ 2)2

16
sin−4

(
π

n+ 2

)
. (B.9)

We can verify that the index of the inclusion of the even part into the complete one is

λ =

√
µ
[
su(2)n

]
µ
[
su(2)even

n

] = 2 , (B.10)

and associated µ = 4, as expected.

Moving now to the Deven
2n case. To our knowledge this was first discussed in [60–62].15 We

start with the simplest n = 1 case, i.e. D4. This is the category that appears in the conformal
embedding of chiral algebras su(2)4 ⊂ su(3)1. If we call χi with i = 0, · · · , 4 the chiral characters
of the affine su(2)4 algebra, the corresponding modular invariant is

ZD4 = |χ0 + χ4|2 + 2|χ2|2 . (B.11)
15In such references this category is called D2ϱ+2.
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We then have three extended blocks, one formed by ξ0 and χ4, and the χ2 is duplicated. The
D4 category has, then, three elements χD

0 , χD
2,1, χD

2,2. Using α induction techniques, Ref. [60–62]
showed the fusion category associated to these objects is that of Z3, as expected for the chiral
algebra su(3)1. The global index is then µD4 = 9.

Part of the previous structure goes over to the general scenario. For convenience, we consider
without loss of generality n→ n+1. The category Deven

2n+2 is given in terms of the su(2)4n. In the
general case, the category does not come from a conformal inclusion as in the D4 case, but the
structure is similar. Again label the chiral representations of su(2)4n as χi, with i = 0, · · · , 4n.
Then the corresponding modular invariant is

ZDeven
2n+2

=
1

2

∑
4n≥i≥0
i∈2Z

|χi + χ4n−i|2 . (B.12)

From the perspective of su(2)4n, what this is doing is

• Do not include odd representations. This is the origin of even in Deven
2n+2.

• Construct combined blocks from χi and χ4n−i, with i even.

• The chiral representation χ2n get duplicated.

The fusion category Deven
2n+2 has then n + 2 elements. We can think of these elements in the

following way, which then helps with the fusion rules. Take 2n + 2 objects: αi, with i =

0, 1, · · · , 2n−1, α(1)
2n and α(2)

2n . Then Deven
2n+2 is composed of the αi with i even plus α(1)

2n and α(2)
2n .

The fusion rules are as in the su(2)4n case, namely

αi ⊗ αj =

min(i+j,4n−i−j)⊕
k=|i−j|,i+j+k even

αk , (B.13)

where we identify αj with α4n−j and α2n = α
(1)
2n ⊕α

(2)
2n . The fusion rules involving the duplicated

α
(i)
2n are more involved and can be found in Ref. [61].

The resulting index can be recovered from the fusion rules. To be precise, the fusion rules
fix the dimensions of αi and α

(1)
2n , and α

(2)
2n . In this case, these dimensions are simple in terms

of the dimensions of su(2)4n. To be specific, the objects αi, with i = 0, 1, · · · , 2n− 1, have the
same dimensions di as they would have in the su(2)4n category. In addition, the α(i)

2n have half
of the dimension d2n. This can be thought of as a consequence of α2n = α

(1)
2n ⊕ α

(2)
2n . In this

manner, way we obtain for the category Deven
2n+2 the following global index

µ
[
Deven

2n+2

]
=
(
2

(
d22n
2

)2

+
2n−2∑
i=0

Mod 2

d2i

)2
=

(4n+ 2)2

64
sin−4

(
π

4n+ 2

)
. (B.14)
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