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THE TANNAKIAN RADICAL AND THE MANTLE OF A BRAIDED

FUSION CATEGORY

JASON GREEN AND DMITRI NIKSHYCH

Abstract. We define the Tannakian radical of a braided fusion category C as the inter-
section of its maximal Tannakian subcategories. The localization of C corresponding to the
Tannakian radical, termed the mantle of C, admits a canonical central extension that serves
as a complete invariant of C. The mantle has a trivial Tannakian radical, and we refer to
braided fusion categories with this property as reductive. We investigate the properties and
structure of reductive categories and prove several classification results.
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1. Introduction

Let B be a braided fusion category. There is a well-known procedure of localizing B with

respect to an étale algebra (i.e., a commutative separable algebra) A in B, consisting of taking

the category Bloc
A of local A-modules in B, see, e.g., [DMNO]. It produces a “smaller” braided

fusion category in the Witt class of B. In the special case where A is the regular algebra

in a Tannakian subcategory E ⊂ B this procedure coincides with the de-equivariantization

[DGNO2]: Bloc
A

∼= E ′
⊠E Vect , where E ′ is the centralizer of E . When E is maximal among

Tannakian subcategories of B, this localization is an invariant of B, called the core. It was

explained in [DGNO2] how the core can be used to extract the part of C that does not

come from finite groups. This invariant turned out to be very useful in the classification of

fusion categories. For example, non-degenerate braided fusion categories with a trivial core

are precisely representation categories of twisted Drinfeld doubles [DGNO2]. In addition,

Natale characterized weakly group-theoretical braided fusion categories in terms of their

cores [Na].

The category B can be recovered from its core by means of a gauging procedure [CGPW,

ENO2] with respect to a group G such that E = Rep(G) ⊂ B is a maximal Tannakian

subcategory. However, unlike the core, the isomorphism class of G is not an invariant of B,

see Remark 2.2. Thus, it is natural to replace E with an invariant Tannakian subcategory

of B and investigate the corresponding localization. This is what we do in this paper, whose

main results and organization are outlined below.

Sections 2 and 3 contain necessary results about gauging and localization of braided fusion

categories and their maximal Tannakian subcategories.

We define the Tannakian radical Rad (B) of B as the intersection of all maximal Tannakian

subcategories of B (Section 4). We say that B is reductive, if Rad(B) is trivial, i.e., Rad (B) =

Vect . This is a new class of braided fusion categories with interesting properties. For

example, Rep(D(G)), the representation category of the Drinfeld double of a finite group G,

is reductive if and only if G is generated by its normal Abelian subgroups, see Remark 4.8

(so, in particular, G must be nilpotent in this case).

We introduce the mantle of B as its localization with respect to the radical: Mantle(B) =

Rad (B)′ ⊠Rad(B) Vect . We show that the mantle is reductive (Corollary 4.15). Clearly, the

braided equivalence classes of Rad(B) and Mantle(B) are invariants of B. Furthermore,

there is a group GB, determined up to an isomorphism, such that Rad(B) = Rep(GB) and
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a canonical monoidal 2-functor FB : GB → Pic(Mantle(B)) such that B is equivalent to

the equivariantization of the corresponding central extension of Mantle(B). In other words,

B is a canonical GB-gauging of its mantle. These data (GB, Mantle(B), FB) constitute a

complete invariant of B (Section 4.3). Since the center Z(A) of a fusion category A is a

complete invariant of its Morita equivalence class, by considering the radical and mantle of

Z(A) we obtain new Morita invariants of A (Corollary 4.19).

We study the structure of reductive categories in detail in Section 5. We define a coradical

of a braided fusion category as the subcategory generated by all its Tannakian subcate-

gories. The coradical is a group-theoretical category (Proposition 5.2). We classify reductive

categories into three types based on the non-degeneracy properties of the categories them-

selves and their coradicals, see Definition 5.18. In Theorem 5.20 we provide a decomposition

of a reductive braided fusion category of each type in terms of its coradical and a certain

anisotropic subcategory.

Pointed reductive braided fusion categories (i.e., pre-metric groups) are studied in Sec-

tion 6. Their classification is given in Theorems 6.2 and 6.9.

Finally, in Section 7 we deal with reductive p-categories (i.e., categories whose Frobenius-

Perron dimension is a power of a prime integer p). A motivation for this comes from Propo-

sition 4.11 which says that a reductive braided fusion category is weakly group-theoretical if

and only if it is nilpotent, and so it is a direct product of p-categories by [DGNO1]. We show

that all such categories of dimension ≤ p5 are pointed and classify non-pointed reductive

p-categories of dimension p6 in Proposition 7.6.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Alexei Davydov and Pavel Etingof for helpful

discussions. The work of the second author was supported by the National Science Foun-

dation under Grant No. DMS-2302267. This material is based upon work supported by the

National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1928930, while the second author was in

residence at SLMath (the Mathematical Sciences Research Institute) in Berkeley, California,

during the Summer of 2024.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0.

Tensor and module categories are assumed to be finite semisimple and k-linear.

We refer the reader to [EGNO, DGNO1] for the theory of braided fusion categories and

to [DN2, ENO1] for the theory of graded extensions.

2.1. Gauging and localization of braided fusion categories. Let B be a braided fusion

category. Let Pic(B) denote the 2-categorical Picard group of B, consisting of invertible B-

module categories [ENO2].
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Let G be a finite group. A central G-extension C =
⊕

x∈G Bx of B1 = B (which is the

same thing as a G-crossed extension [DN2, JMPP]) is a faithful G-graded extension along

with an embedding B →֒ Z(C) whose composition with the forgetful functor Z(C) → C

coincides with the embedding B →֒ C. It was shown in [ENO2, DN2] that the 2-groupoid of

central extensions of B is 2-equivalent to the 2-groupoid of monoidal 2-functors G → Pic(B).

A central extension has a canonical action of G such that g(Bx) = Bgxg−1, g, x ∈ G. It

restricts to an action of G on B by braided autoequivalences. The latter coincides with the

composition of the corresponding functor G → Pic(B) with the canonical monoidal functor

Pic(B) → Aut br(B).

The corresponding equivariantization

G(G,B, F ) :=

(
⊕

x∈G

Bx

)G

is called a G-gauging (or simply gauging) of B. It is a braided fusion category containing

a Tannakian subcategory Rep(G). This category is non-degenerate if and only if B is non-

degenerate.

Conversely, to a non-degenerate braided fusion category C containing a Tannakian subcat-

egory E ∼= Rep(G), one associates a braided fusion category B = E ′
⊠E Vect , where E ′ is the

centralizer of E in C. This category B is called a localization of C (with respect to E). There

is a canonical monoidal 2-functor F : G → Pic(B) such that C is canonically equivalent to

G(G,B, F ).

2.2. Maximal Tannakian subcategories and the core of a braided fusion category.

Let B be a braided fusion category. Let T (B), Tmax(B) denote the sets of all Tannakian

and maximal Tannakian subcategories of B, respectively. If G is a group acting on B by

braided autoequivalenves, let TG(B), TG
max(B) denote the sets of all G-stable Tannakian and

maximal G-stable Tannakian subcategories of B, respectively.

A Tannakian subcategory E of a non-degenerate braided fusion category B is called La-

grangian if E = E ′, where E ′ is the centralizer of E in B. Lagrangian subcategories of B

are in bijection with isomorphism classes of braided equivalences between B and centers of

pointed fusion categories [DGNO2]. These centers are precisely the representation categories

of twisted Drinfeld doubles of finite groups, Rep(Dω(G)) ∼= Z(VectωG), where G is a finite

group and ω is a 3-cocycle on G. Let L(B) denote the set of Lagrangian subcategories of B.

Definition 2.1. A non-degenerate category B with L(B) 6= ∅ is called metabolic.

Since a Lagrangian subcategory is necessarily maximal, for metabolic categories one has

L(B) = Tmax(B).
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It was shown in [DGNO2] that for any E = Rep(GE) ∈ Tmax(B) the braided equivalence

class of the corresponding localization E ′
⊠E Vect does not depend on the choice of E . This

category is called the core of B and is denoted Core(B). Furthermore, the image of GE in

Aut br(Core(B)) is also independent of the choice of E .

Remark 2.2. We saw that B can be realized as a gauging of a canonical category Core(B).

But this gauging is not canonical, since the above group GE is not an invariant of B.

For example, Rep(D(Z/4Z)) contains maximal Tannakian subcategories Rep(Z/4Z) and

Rep(Z/2Z× Z/2Z) and so it is both a Z/4Z- and Z/2Z× Z/2Z-gauging of the trivial cate-

gory Vect . In other words, Rep(D(Z/4Z)) ∼= Rep(Dω(Z/2Z× Z/2Z)) for some 3-cocycle ω

on Z/2Z× Z/2Z.

2.3. Metric groups. Recall that a pre-metric group (A, q) is a finite Abelian group A

equipped with a quadratic form q : A → k×. There is an equivalence between the groupoid

of pre-metric groups and that of pointed braided fusion categories

(A, q) 7→ C(A, q),

where A is identified with the group of invertible objects of C(A, q) and the scalar q(x) is

the value of the self-braiding of x ∈ A.

A pre-metric group (A, q) is called ametric group if the quadratic form q is non-degenerate.

This is equivalent to C(A, q) being a non-degenerate braided fusion category.

A pre-metric group (A, q) is anisotropic if q(x) 6= 1 for any x 6= 0.

For any prime p, let Mp be the monoid of metric p-groups. This monoid was described in

[W] and [KK] by generators and relations as follows.

Suppose that p is odd. For any pm-th root of unity ζ ∈ k× define a quadratic form

qζ : Z/p
mZ → k×, qζ(x) = ζx

2

.(1)

This form is non-degenerate if and only if ζ is a primitive pm-th root of 1. When η is another

such root, the metric groups (Z/pmZ, qζ) and (Z/pmZ, qη) are isomorphic if and only if

η = ζa
2
for some a relatively prime to p.

Fix a quadratic non-residue b modulo pm and let ζ̄ = ζb. The isomorphism classes of

metric groups (Z/pmZ, qζ) and (Z/pmZ, qζ̄), m ≥ 1, generate Mp. These generators obey

the relations

(2) (Z/pmZ, qζ)⊕ (Z/pmZ, qζ) ∼= (Z/pmZ, qζ̄)⊕ (Z/pmZ, qζ̄), m ≥ 1.

Consider the hyperbolic quadratic form

h : Z/pmZ× Z/pmZ → k×, h(x, y) = ζxy.
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The corresponding metric group (Z/pmZ×Z/pmZ, h) is isomorphic to (Z/pmZ, qζ)⊕(Z/pmZ, qζ)

if p ≡ 1( mod 4) and to (Z/pmZ, qζ)⊕ (Z/pmZ, qζ̄) if p ≡ 3( mod 4).

The classification of anisotropic metric p-groups is well known. We recall it in Table 1.

Odd prime p Metric group number of
iso classes

1. any (Z/pZ, qζ) 2
2. p ≡ 1( mod 4) (Z/pZ, qζ)⊕ (Z/pZ, qζ̄) 1
3. p ≡ 3( mod 4) (Z/pZ, qζ)⊕ (Z/pZ, qζ) 1

Table 1. Anisotropic metric p-groups (for odd p). Here ζ is a primitive pth
root of 1.

A description of M2 is more involved. For any 2m+1-th root of unity ξ and a 2m-th root

of unity ζ , m ≥ 1, define quadratic forms

qξ : Z/2
mZ → k×, qξ(x) = ξx

2

,(3)

h : Z/2mZ× Z/2mZ → k×, h(x, y) = ζxy,(4)

f : Z/2mZ× Z/2mZ → k×, f(x, y) = ζx
2+xy+y2 .(5)

The quadratic form (3) (respectively, (4), (5)) is non-degenerate if and only if ξ is a primitive

2m+1-th root of unity (respectively, ζ is a primitive 2m-th root of unity). There are 2

isomorphism classes of metric groups (Z/2Z, qi), i
2 = −1, and 4 isomorphism classes of

metric groups (Z/2mZ, qξ) for each m ≥ 2. Along with (Z/2mZ×Z/2mZ, h) and (Z/2mZ×

Z/2mZ, f), m ≥ 1, they generate M2. (Note that the isomorphism types of the last two

metric groups are independent of the choice of ζ .) A complete list of relations between these

generators is quite long and can be found in [KK, Mir]. We only note the relation

(6) (Z/2mZ× Z/2mZ, h)⊕2 ∼= (Z/2mZ× Z/2mZ, f)⊕2 , m ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.3. A metric group ((Z/2mZ)k, q) satisfies q2
m

= 1 if and only if it is a direct sum

of some number of metric groups (4) and (5).

Proof. Such a metric group is isomorphic to an orthogonal sum of forms (3), (4), and (5),

but the condition q2
m

= 1 holds only for the last two. �

Definition 2.4. A fermion in a pre-metric group (A, q) is an element x ∈ A of order 2 such

that q(x) = −1.

A proof of the classification of anisotropic pre-metric 2-groups given in Table 2 can be

found, e.g., in [DGNO2, Appendix A].
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Metric groups Values of q number of
iso classes

1∗ (1, q1) 1 1
2∗ (Z/2Z, qi) 1, i 2
3∗ (Z/2Z, qi)⊕ (Z/2Z, qi) 1, −1, i, i 2
4∗ (Z/4Z, qξ) 1, −1, ξ, ξ 4
5∗ (Z/4Z, qξ)⊕ (Z/2Z, qi) 1, −1, i, −i, ξ, −ξ, iξ, iξ 4
6 (Z/2Z× Z/2Z, f) 1, −1, −1, −1 1
7 (Z/2Z× Z/2Z, f)⊕ (Z/2Z, qi) 1, −1, −1, −1, i, −i, −i, −i 2

Pre-metric groups

8∗ (Z/2Z, q−1) 1, −1 1
9∗ (Z/2Z, q−1)⊕ (Z/2Z, qi) 1, −1, i, −i 1

Table 2. Anisotropic pre-metric 2-groups. Here i2 = ξ4 = −1. Lines labelled
by ∗ contain pre-metric groups with at most 1 fermion.

3. Maximal Tannakian subcategories of a gauged category

3.1. Subcategories of an equivariantization. Let T : G → Aut⊗(A) be a monoidal

functor, i.e., an action of a group G on a fusion category A. Let N ⊂ G be a normal subgroup

of G and let η : T |N → I be a natural monoidal isomorphism between the restriction of T

to N and the trivial monoidal functor I : N → Aut⊗(A). We will call such η a trivialization

of T on N . It provides a section A → AN of the forgetful functor AN → A.

Following [GJ], we say that η is G-equivariant if ηgng−1 = TgηnTg−1 for all n ∈ N, g ∈ G,

where we identify TgTnTg−1 with Tgng−1 using the monoidal functor structure of T .

One can check that G-equivariant trivializations of T |N are in bijection with isomorphism

classes of factorizations of T : G → Aut⊗(A) as a composition G → G/N
T̃
−→ Aut⊗(A),

where T̃ is a monoidal functor.

The following theorem was established by Galindo and Jones in [GJ]

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a fusion category along with an action T : G → Aut⊗(A) of a

finite group G. Fusion subcategories of AG are in bijection with triples (D, N, η), where D

is a G-stable fusion subcategory of A, N is a normal subgroup of G, and η : T |N → I is a

G-equinvariant trivialization.

Remark 3.2. The subcategory of AG corresponding to the triple (D, N, η) is DG/N , where

the action of G/N on A is defined using η and the embedding of DG/N into AG is given by

DG/N →֒ (DN )G/N ∼= DG →֒ AG.
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3.2. Subcategories of a central extension. Let B be a braided fusion category, let G be

a finite group, and let

(7) F : G → Pic(B) : x 7→ Cx

be a monoidal 2-functor. Let

(8) C :=
⊕

x∈G

Cx, C1 = B,

be the corresponding central extension of B.

For a fusion subcategory C̃ ⊂ C let B̃ = B ∩ C̃. There is a subgroup HC̃ ⊂ G such that C̃

is a central HC̃-graded extension of B̃:

C̃ =
⊕

x∈HC̃

C̃x, C̃1 = B̃,

where C̃x ⊂ Cx for all x ∈ HC̃. We will refer to C̃ as a subextension of C. We will say that a

subextension C̃ ⊂ C is faithful if HC̃ = G.

As an abstract central extension, C̃ corresponds to a monoidal 2-functor

(9) F̃ : HC̃ → Pic(B̃) : x 7→ C̃x.

The tensor product B⊠ C̃ → C gives B-module equivalences B⊠B̃ C̃x
∼= Cx that combine into

a pseudo-natural isomorphism of monoidal 2-functors:

(10) F |HC̃

∼= Ind ◦F̃ ,

where Ind : Pic(B̃) → Pic(C̃) is the induction functor:

Ind(M) = B ⊠B̃ M.

Conversely, an isomorphism (10) produces a subextension of C:

C̃ =
⊕

x∈HC̃

C̃x ⊂
⊕

x∈HC̃

B ⊠B̃ C̃x
∼=
⊕

x∈HC̃

Cx = C.

Definition 3.3. We will call a monoidal 2-functor F : G → Pic(B) primitive if it is not

induced from any F : G → Pic(B̃) (as in 10), where B̃ ⊂ B is a proper fusion subcategory.

Similarly, we will call a central extension (8) primitive if it has no proper faithful subexten-

sions. A 2-functor (or a corresponding extension) is imprimitive if it is not primitive.

Let us describe subextensions of C in more explicit terms. Fix a fusion subcategory B̃ ⊂ B.

Let B̃co be the commutator of B̃ in C, i.e., the fusion subcategory of C generated by all simple

objects X ∈ C such that X ⊗ X∗ ∈ B̃ [GN]. This is the largest subcategory of C that is a

graded extension of B̃:

(11) B̃co =
⊕

y∈U(B̃)

(B̃co)y, (B̃co)1 = B̃,
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where U(B̃) is the grading group of B̃co. Let N(B̃) ⊂ U(B̃) be the normal subgroup such

that

(12) B̃co ∩ B =
⊕

y∈N(B̃)

(B̃co)y

and let G(B̃) ⊂ G be the projection of U(B̃). We have a short exact sequence of groups:

(13) 1 → N(B̃) → U(B̃)
π
−→ G(B̃) → 1.

Let OB̃ ∈ H2(G(B̃), N(B̃)) be the cohomology class corresponding to the short exact

sequence (13).

Proposition 3.4. Subextensions of (8) are parameterized by the following data:

• a braided fusion subcategory B̃ ⊂ B,

• a subgroup S ⊂ G(B̃), such that OB̃|S is cohomologically trivial, and

• an element of an H1(S, N(B̃))-torsor.

Proof. A subextension C̃ ⊂ C such that C̃ ∩ B = B̃ is contained in B̃co, which is a U(B̃)-

graded extension of B̃ (12). If S is the support of C̃ in G then π−1(S) → S splits, which

is equivalent to the restriction OB̃|S being cohomologically trivial. Such splittings form a

torsor over H1(S, N(B̃)).

Conversely, if S is a subgroup of G and σ : S → π−1(S) is a splitting, then

C̃σ =
⊕

z∈S

(B̃co)σ(z)

is an S-graded subextension of C. The two above constructions are clearly inverses of each

other. �

Remark 3.5. Any choice of a splitting σ : S → π−1(S) determines a monoidal 2-functor

(14) F(B̃,S,σ) : S → Pic(B̃).

Remark 3.6. Subextensions of C stable under the action of G correspond to a G-invariant

version of the data from Proposition 3.4. Namely, the subcategory B̃ ⊂ B must be G-stable

and the subgroup S ⊂ G(B̃) must be normal in this case. Since the cohomology class of

the obstruction OB̃ is G-invariant, subextensions will be parameterized by a torsor over

H1(S, N(B̃))G.

3.3. Tannakian subcategories of a gauging. Let B be a braided fusion category, let G

be a finite group along with a monoidal 2-functor F : G → Pic(B), let

(15) C =
⊕

g∈G

Cg, C1 = B,
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be the corresponding central extension, and let G(G,B, F ) = CG be the corresponding gaug-

ing. The goal of this Section is to describe the set Tmax(G(G,B, F )) of maximal Tannakian

subcategories of G(G,B, F ).

Definition 3.7. Let a group G act on a fusion category A. A braiding b on A is said to be

G-invariant if G acts by braided (with respect to b) autoequivalences of A.

Proposition 3.8. Tmax(G(G,B, F )) is in bijection with the set of triples (N, E , b), where N

is a normal Abelian subgroup of G, E =
⊕

n∈N En is a G-stable subextension of C such that

E1 ∈ TG
max(B), and b is a G-invariant Tannakian braiding on E.

Proof. Given a triple (N, E , b) there is a trivialization of the action of N on E coming from

the composition of natural isomorphisms

Xn ⊗ Y
cXn,Y

−−−→ Tn(Y )⊗Xn

bTn(Y ),Xn
−−−−−−→ Xn ⊗ Tn(Y ), Y ∈ E , Xn ∈ En,

where c denotes the G-crossed braiding of C. This trivialization is G-invariant thanks to the

G-invariance of the braiding b. It follows from Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.2 that there is an

action of G/N on E by braided autoequivalences and, consequently, a Tannakian subcategory

T (N, E , b) := EG/N ⊂
⊕

n∈N

Cn.

Note that EG
1 is a maximal Tannakian subcategory of G(G,B, F ). We compute:

FPdim(T (N, E , b)) = [G : N ]FPdim(E) = |G|FPdim(E1) = FPdim(EG
1 ).

Since all maximal Tannakian subcategories of C have the same Frobenius-Perron dimension,

it follows that T (N, E , b) ∈ Tmax(G(G,B, F )).

Conversely, suppose that T is a maximal Tannakian subcategory of G(G,B, F ). Let

NT ⊂ G be a normal subgroup such that T ∩ Rep(G) = Rep(G/NT ) and let

ET := T ⊠Rep(G/NT ) Vect ⊂ C

be the corresponding de-equivariantization. The Tannakian category ET is an NT -graded

extension of T ∩ Rep(G) and so the action of NT on it is trivializable. Hence, the action of

G on ET factors through the braided action of G/NT . In particular, ET is G-stable. Thus,

we get a triple (NT , ET , bT ) with required properties, where bT denotes the braiding of ET .

Since equivariantization and de-equivariantization constructions are inverses of each other,

the same is true for the assignments (N, E , b) 7→ T (N, E , b) and T 7→ (NT , ET , bT ). �

Definition 3.9. We will call a triple (N, E , b) with N 6= {1} from Proposition 3.8 a Tan-

nakian imprimitivity datum for the central extension (15) (or for the corresponding monoidal

2-functor F : G → Pic(B) defining it). We say that an extension (or 2-functor) is Tannakian

primitive if it does not admit a Tannakian imprimitivity datum.
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Remark 3.10. (1) If F admits a non-trivial Tannakian imprimitivity datum (N, E , b)

then F |N is imprimitive in the sense of Definition 3.3. In this case, the central

extension corresponding to F |N is induced from a G-stable N -graded Tannakian

subextension.

(2) We have T (N, E , b)∩Rep(G) = Rep(G/N). The support of the image of T (N, E , b)

under the de-equivariantization functor CG → C is N .

(3) A parameterization of Tannakian imprimitivity data for a central extension (15) can

be given using the machinery of [DN2], where the extension theory of symmetric

categories was developed. We prefer not to do it here to avoid extra technical details.

3.4. Lagrangian subcategories of a twisted Drinfeld double. Here we apply results

of the previous Section to describe Lagrangian subcategories of gaugings of the trivial fusion

category Vect . By [DGNO2, Section 4.4.10], these are precisely representation categories of

twisted Drinfeld doubles of finite groups.

Let N be a normal Abelian subgroup of a finite group G. Let H3(G, k×)1 denote the

kernel of the restriction homomorphism H3(G, k×) → H3(N, k×).

Remark 3.11. There is a canonical homomorphism

(16) m : H3(G, k×)1 → H1(G, H2(N, k×)) : ω 7→ mω,N ,

where H2(N, k×) is a right G-module via (g · µ)(x, y) = µ(gxg−1, gyg−1), g ∈ G, x, y ∈ N .

It is defined as follows. The cochain

(17) µg(y, z) =
ω(gyg−1, gzg−1, g)ω(g, y, z)

ω(gyg−1, g, z)

defines a tensor structure on the conjugation autoequivalence ad(g) : ⊕Vx 7→ ⊕Vgxg−1 , g ∈ G,

of VectωG, that is, satisfies the identity

(18)
µg(xy, z)µg(x, y)

µg(x, yz)µg(y, z)
=

ω(gxg−1, gyg−1, gzg−1)

ω(x, y, z)

for all g, x, y, z ∈ G. Let d and ∂ denote differentials in C•(G, k×) and in C•(G, H2(N, k×)),

respectively. Let ν ∈ C2(G, k×) be such that dν|N = ω|N . It follows from (18) that

(19) mω,N (g) := µg|N ×
ν

νg
, g ∈ G,

is a 2-cocycle in Z2(N, k×). The cochain mω,N ∈ C1(G, H2(N, k×)) depends on the choice

of ν, but its cohomology class does not. Indeed, if ν ′ is another choice, then ν ′|N = ν|N × η,

where η ∈ H2(N, k×) = C0(G, H2(N, k×)) and, hence, mω,N changes to mω,N∂(η
−1). To

see that mω,N is a 1-cocycle, we compute

(∂(mω,N )(g, h)) (y, z) =
µgh(y, z)

µg(hyh−1, hzh−1)µh(y, z)
=

γg,h(yz)

γg,h(y)γg,h(z)
, g, h,∈ G, y, z ∈ N,
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where γg,h(x) = ω(g,hxh−1,h)
ω(g,h,x)ω(ghxh−1g−1,g,h)

, g, h,∈ G, x ∈ N . Thus, ∂(mω,N )(g, h) = 0 and the

cohomology class of mω,N is a well defined element of H1(G, H2(N, k×)). This element

depends on ω multiplicatively, hence the map (16) is a group homomorphism.

Remark 3.12. Elements ofH1(G, H2(N, k×)) correspond to isomorphism classes of monoidal

functors G → Aut⊗(VectN) that restrict to the adjoint action of G on N .

Let

(20) Ω(G;N) := Ker
(
H3(G, k×)1

m
−→ H1(G, H2(N, k×))

)
.

Remark 3.13. The group Ω(G;N) appeared in [U] and is related to the problem of classi-

fication of categorical Morita equivalence classes of pointed fusion categories.

The following result was established in [NN]. We reformulate it in more transparent terms

and derive it as a consequence of Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 3.14. There is a bijection between Tmax(Z(VecωG)) and the set of pairs (N, b),

where N is a normal Abelian subgroup of G such that ω ∈ Ω(G;N) and b is an element of

an H2(N, k×)G-torsor.

Proof. In the notation of Proposition 3.8, we have E1 = Vect and E ∼= VectN , where N is a

normal Abelian subgroup of G. As in Remark 3.11, let ν ∈ C2(G, k×) be such that dν|N =

ω|N and let µg, g ∈ G, be defined by equation (17). The Tannakian braiding on E is given

by a function b : N ×N → k× such that B := b Alt(ν), where Alt(ν)(x, y) = ν(x,y)
ν(y,x)

, x, y ∈ N,

is an alternating bilinear form on N . The G-invariance of this braiding is equivalent to the

condition

(21)
bg

b
Alt(µg) = 1,

where bg(x, y) = b(gxg−1, gyg−1), g ∈ G, x, y ∈ N . Equivalently,

(22)
Bg

B
Alt(mω,N(g)) = 1, g ∈ G,

where mω,N was defined in (19). This translates to Alt(mω,N(g)) being a coboundary in

C1(G, H2(N, k×)), i.e., to mω,N(g) being cohomologically trivial. Different choices b, b′ of

the braiding on E give an alternating form B satisfying (22) if and only if b′

b
is a G-invariant

alternating bilinear form on N . Since H2(N, k×)G ∼= Hom(
∧2N, k×)G, we see that b is

determined up to an element of an H2(N, k×)G-torsor. �

Remark 3.15. Proposition 3.14 can be interpreted as follows. Given a normal Abelian

subgroup N ⊂ G there is an obstruction mω,N ∈ H1(G, H2(N, k×)) to the existence of

Lagrangian subcategories of Z(VectωG) supported on N . When this obstruction vanishes,
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the set of Lagrangian subcategories supported on N is parameterized by a torsor over

H0(G, H2(N, k×)) = H2(N, k×)G.

Remark 3.16. When ω = 1, theH2(N, k×)G-torsor is trivial and L(Z(VectG)) is in bijection

with pairs (N, B), where B is an alternating G-invariant bilinear form on N [NN].

4. Tannakian radical, mantle, and reductive braided fusion categories

4.1. Radical and mantle. Let B be a braided fusion category.

Definition 4.1. The Tannakian radical of B is the intersection of all maximal Tannakian

subcategories of B.

Let Rad (B) denote the Tannakian radical of B. This is a Tannakian category, so by

Deligne’s theorem there is canonical equivalence

(23) Rad(B) ∼= Rep(GB)

for a unique (up to an isomorphism) finite group GB.

Definition 4.2. The group GB from (23) will be called the radical group of B.

Definition 4.3. The mantle1 of B is the localization of B with respect to Rad (B), i.e.,

(24) Mantle(B) = Rad (B)′ ⊠Rad (B) Vect .

Clearly, GB and Mantle(B) are invariants of B. Furthermore, there is a canonical normal

subgroup HB ⊂ GB such that B⊠Rad (B)Vect is a faithfully HB-graded extension of Mantle(B)

[DGNO2, Section 4.4.8]. Equivalently, there is a canonical monoidal 2-functor

(25) FB : HB → Pic(Mantle(B)).

Recall that a braided fusion category is almost non-degenerate if it is either non-degenerate

or slightly degenerate. For an almost non-degenerate category B we have HB = GB and B is

equivalent to a GB-gauging of Mantle(B). In this case, the triple (GB, Mantle(B), FB) is a

complete invariant of B.

Proposition 4.4. Let B be an almost non-degenerate braided fusion category. The canonical

monoidal 2-functor FB : GB → Pic(Mantle(B)) is Tannakian primitive.

1The term ‘mantle’ is used in geology to describe the layer surrounding the Earth’s core. It extends
outward and encompasses more material. This is similar to the relation between Mantle(B) and Core(B) in
our setting since the latter is a localization of the former. We hope this analogy justifies our choice of the
name.
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Proof. Proposition 3.8 gives a parametrization of Tmax(B) in terms of imprimitivity data

(N, E , b) associated to FB, see Definition 3.9. Let T (N, E , b) denote the corresponding

maximal Tannakian subcategory of B. By Remark 3.10(2),

Rep(GB) ∩ T (N, E , b) = Rep(GB/N).

Since Rad(B) = Rep(GB) is contained in every maximal Tannakian subcategory of B, we

conclude that N = {1}, so there is no non-trivial Tannakian imprimitivity data for FB. �

Let G be a finite group and let N(G) be the subgroup of G generated by all normal

Abelian subgroups of G. For ω ∈ H3(G, k×), let Nω(G) be the subgroup of N(G) generated

by normal Abelian subgroups N ⊂ G such that ω ∈ Ω(G;N), see (20). The groups N(G)

and Nω(G) are nilpotent normal subgroups of G, as a product of nilpotent normal subgroups

of a finite group is nilpotent.

Proposition 4.5. We have Rad(Z(VectωG))
∼= Rep(G/Nω(G)) and

(26) Mantle(Z(VectωG))
∼= Z(Vect

ω|Nω(G)

Nω(G) ).

Proof. By Proposition 3.14, Lagrangian subcategories of Z(VectωG) are parameterized by

pairs (N, B), where N is a normal Abelian subgroup of G and B is an element of a (possibly

empty) H2(N, k×)G-torsor. By Remark 3.10(2), the intersection of the Lagrangian category

corresponding to (N, B) with Rep(G) is Rep(G/N). Therefore,

Rad (Z(VectωG)) =
⋂

N is normal Abelian,
ω∈Ω(G;N)

Rep(G/N) = Rep(G/Nω(G)).

The centralizer Rep(G/Nω(G))′ consists of objects of Z(VectωG) supported on Nω(G) which

is precisely (Vect
ω|Nω(G)

Nω(G) )G. The mantle of Z(VectωG) is the G/Nω(G)-de-equivariantization

of the latter, which is Z(Vect
ω|Nω(G)

Nω(G) ) �

4.2. Reductive categories and their properties.

Definition 4.6. A braided fusion category B is reductive if Rad(B) = Vect .

Remark 4.7. Note that the maximal Tannakian subcategory of Zsym(B) is contained in

Rad (B). Therefore, if B is reductive, then Zsym(B) = Vect or sVect, i.e., B is almost non-

degenerate.

Remark 4.8. It follows from Proposition 4.5 that Z(VectωG) is reductive if and only if

G = Nω(G). The latter condition implies that G is nilpotent. The converse is false in

general. For example, if G is the dihedral group of order 2n, n ≥ 4, then N(G) ( G.

Example 4.9. Here are some examples of groups G such that N(G) = G.
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(1) Let G be a nilpotent group of nilpotency class ≤ 2, i.e., such that G/Z(G) is Abelian,

where Z(G) denotes the center of G. Any cyclic subgroup of G/Z(G) gives rise to a

normal Abelian subgroup of G. These subgroups generate G, so N(G) = G in this

case.

(2) Let G = UT (n, F ) be the group of upper unitriangular n× n matrices, n ≥ 2, with

entries from a finite field F . This is a nilpotent group of class n − 1 generated by

matrices eij(λ), 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, λ ∈ F, whose only nonzero entry off the main diagonal

is λ in the (i, j)-position. The group G is generated by normal Abelian subgroups

Nk = 〈eij(λ) | 1 ≤ k < j, λ ∈ F 〉, k = 1, . . . , n.

Proposition 4.10. A maximal Tannakian subcategory of a reductive braided fusion category

is nilpotent.

Proof. Let B be a reductive braided fusion category and let E = Rep(G) be its maximal

Tannakian subcategory. Then B ∼= CG, where C is a G-crossed braided fusion category.

For any Tannakian subcategory F ⊂ B let NF ⊂ G be a normal subgroup such that E ∩

F = Rep(G/NF) ⊂ Rep(G). By [DGNO2, Proposition 4.56], the support in G of the

image of F under the de-equivariantization functor CG → C is NF . Hence, NF is Abelian.

Since
⋂

F∈Tmax(B) Rep(G/NF) = Rad (B) = Vect , normal Abelian subgroups NF generate G,

therefore, G is nilpotent. �

Proposition 4.11. A reductive braided fusion category is weakly group-theoretical if and

only if it is nilpotent.

Proof. By definition, a nilpotent fusion category is weakly group-theoretical. Conversely, let

B be a reductive weakly group-theoretical braided fusion category and let E = Rep(G) be a

maximal Tannakian subcategory of B. By Proposition 4.11, G is nilpotent. Furthermore, the

core of B is a nilpotent braided fusion category [Na]. Therefore, C = B ⊠E Vect is nilpotent,

since it is a graded extension of the core. Hence, Z(C) is nilpotent [GN]. Since B = CG is

equivalent to a subcategory of Z(C) [DGNO2, Remark 4.43(i)], it follows from [GN] that B

is nilpotent. �

Proposition 4.12. Let B be a braided fusion category and let G be a group acting on B by

braided autoequivalences. Then Rad(B) ⊂ Rad(BG)⊠Rep(G) Vect.

Proof. Any maximal Tannakian subcategory T ⊂ BG contains Rep(G) as a subcategory

and so T = EG, where E is a maximal G-stable Tannakian subcategory of B. Hence,

Rad (B)G ⊂ T . Therefore,

Rad (B)G ⊂
⋂

E∈TG
max(B)

EG = Rad(BG).
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The result follows by taking the de-equivariantization of both sides. �

Definition 4.13. Let B be a braided fusion category and let G be a group acting on B by

braided autoequivalences. Define a G-radical of B by

RadG(B) :=
⋂

E∈TG
max(B)

E .

If RadG(B) = Vect we will say that B is G-reductive.

Corollary 4.14. We have RadG(B) = Rad (BG)⊠Rep(G) Vect and Rad (B) ⊂ RadG(B). In

particular, if B is G-reductive, then it is reductive.

Proof. This follows from the proof of Proposition 4.12 since (de-)equivariantization commutes

with taking the intersection of subcategories. �

Corollary 4.15. Let B be a braided fusion category. Then Mantle(B) is GB-reductive. In

particular, Mantle(B) is reductive.

Proof. By definition of the radical, any maximal Tannakian subcategory of B is contained

in Rad(B)′ = Mantle(B)GB and, hence,

Rad(Mantle(B)GB) = Rad (B) = Rep(GB).

Combining this with Corollary 4.15, we have

RadGB(Mantle(B)) = Rad (Mantle(B)GB)⊠Rep(GB) Vect ∼= Vect ,

as required. �

4.3. A complete invariant of a braided fusion category.

Definition 4.16. A triple (G, C, F ), where G is a finite group, C is a braided fusion category,

and F : G → Pic(C) is a monoidal 2-functor such that

(1) F is Tannakian primitive in the sense of Definition 3.9 and

(2) C is G-reductive with respect to the action of G on C coming from F .

will be called a canonical gauging triple.

A 1-isomorphism between canonical gauging triples (G, C, F ) and (G̃, C̃, F̃ ) is a triple

(i, I, ι) consisting of a group isomorphism i : G → G̃, a braided equivalence I : C̃ → C, and

a pseudo-natural isomorphism of monoidal 2-functors

(27) G

i
��

F // Pic(C)

I∗

��

G̃
F̃ // Pic(C̃),

ι +3
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where I∗ : Pic(C) → Pic(C̃) is a monoidal 2-equivalence induced from I.

If (i′, I ′, ι′) is another isomorphism between (G, C, F ) and (G̃, C̃, F̃ ) then a 2-isomorphism

between (i, I, ι) and (i′, I ′, ι′) is a pair (g, Γ), where g ∈ G is such that i′ = i ◦ ad(g) and

Γ : I ′
∼
−→ g ◦ I is a natural isomorphism of monoidal functors (here g ∈ G is viewed as the

autoequivalence of C obtained via the composition G → Pic(C) → Aut br(C)) such that the

following prism of 2-cells commutes:

(28) G

F

}}④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④

ad(g)

��
✤
✤
✤
✤
✤
✤

i′

((◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗

Pic(C)

g∗

��

I′∗

((◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗

G

F

}}⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤ i

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ G̃

F̃

}}④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④

Pic(C)
I∗

// Pic(C̃),

canv~ ✈
✈
✈

✈
✈
✈ ι

y� ④④
④④
④④
④④
④

④④
④④
④④
④④
④

✢✢
✢✢
✢✢
✢✢

Γ∗

JR
✜✜✜✜
✜✜✜✜

ι′

y� ⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤

⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤

where Γ∗ denotes the a pseudo-natural isomorphism of monoidal 2-functors induced by Γ

and can is the canonical pseudo-natural isomorphism from [DN1, Theorem 3.10].

It follows that canonical gauging triples form a 2-groupoid which we will denote G.

Given a canonical gauging triple (G, C, F ), the corresponding gauging G(G, C, F ) is a

braided fusion category. The latter category is non-degenerate (respectively, slightly degen-

erate) if and only if C is non-degenerate (respectively, slightly degenerate).

Conversely, in Section 4.1 to an almost non-degenerate braided fusion category B we

associated a canonical gauging triple T (B) := (GB, Mantle(B), FB).

Proposition 4.17. Consider a triple (G, C, F ), where G is a finite group, C is a reduc-

tive braided fusion category, and F : G → Pic(C) is a monoidal 2-functor. We have

Rad (G(G, C, F )) = Rep(G) if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) The functor F is Tannakian primitive in the sense of Definition 3.9,

(2) RadG(C) = Vect .

Proof. Let B = G(G, C, F ). The first condition is equivalent to Rep(G) being contained in

every E ∈ Tmax(B), while the second is equivalent to Rep(G) not being a proper subcategory

of Rad (B). �

Let B denote the 2-groupoid of almost non-degenerate braided fusion categories with

braided equivalences as 1-morphisms and natural isomorphisms of tensor functors as 2-

morphisms.
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Theorem 4.18. The assignments

(29)

T : B → G : B 7→ (GB, Mantle(B), FB) and G : G → B : (G, C, F ) 7→ G(G, C, F )

are mutually quasi-inverse 2-equivalences of 2-groupoids.

Proof. It follows from Propositions 4.4 and 4.17 that TG(G, C, F ) ∼= (G, C, F ). We have

GT (B) ∼= B since the equivariantization and de-equivariantization 2-functors are inverses of

each other [DGNO2, Theorem 4.44].

An equivalence B1
∼
−→ B2 between braided fusion categories restricts to a braided equiva-

lence Rad (B1)
∼
−→ Rad (B2) and, hence, gives an equivalence of crossed braided extensions

(30) B1 ⊠Rad(B1) Vect ∼= B2 ⊠Rad(B2) Vect .

In particular, there is a braided equivalence I : Mantle(B1)
∼
−→ Mantle(B2). The equivalence

(30) yields an isomorphism of the corresponding monoidal 2-functors [ENO2]. Thus, a 1-

morphism in B yields a 1-morphism in G. Conversely, a 1-morphism between gauging triples

gives rise to a braided equivalence between the corresponding gaugings. These assignments

are inverse to each other, again thanks to the equivariantization - de-equivariantization

correspondence.

Finally, a natural isomorphism η between braided autoequivalences α, α′ : B1 → B2 yields

an isomorphism η|Rad(B1) between their restrictions α|Rad(B1), α
′|Rad(B1) : Rad (B1) → Rad(B2).

Let ι, ι′ : GB1 → GB2 denote the corresponding isomorphisms between the radical groups.

Then η|Rad(B1) is given by η|V = ι(g)|V , V ∈ Rad (B2) = Rep(GB2) for a unique g ∈ GB1 such

that ι′ = ι◦ad(g). Furthermore, a translation by g is an automorphism of the regular algebra

AB1 = Fun(GB1 , k) ∈ Rep(GB1). By definition, Mantle(B1) is the category of AB1-modules

in Rad (B1)
′, the centralizer of Rad (B1) in B1, and the above action of g on AB1 becomes

a braided autoequivalence of Mantle(B1). Thus, η|Rad(B1)′ yields a natural isomorphism

Γ : I ′
∼
−→ g ◦ I, where I, I ′ : Mantle(B2) → Mantle(B1) are the braided equivalences coming

from α, α′. Furthermore, there are induced equivalences of G-crossed braided categories

(31) ᾱ, ᾱ′ : B1 ⊠Rad(B1) Vect
∼
−→ B2 ⊠Rad(B2) Vect

and η induces a natural isomorphism η̄ between these. The fact that an η̄ is an extension of

Γ is equivalent to the commutativity of the polytope (28).

Thus, T and G are mutually quasi-inverse 2-equivalences. �

4.4. Towards a parametrization of Morita equivalence classes of fusion categories.

It was shown in [ENO2] that fusion categories A1, A2 are categorically Morita equivalent

if and only if their centers Z(A1) and Z(A2) are braided equivalent. In other words, the

center is a complete invariant of the Morita equivalence class of a fusion category.
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Corollary 4.19. The canonical gauging triple (GZ(A), Mantle(Z(A)), FZ(A)) is a complete

invariant of the Morita equivalence class of a fusion category A. In particular, the radical

and mantle of Z(A) are Morita invariants of A.

The mantle of Z(A) is a reductive metabolic braided fusion category, see Definition 2.1.

In particular, it is braided equivalent to the representation category of a twisted Drin-

feld double. This double is not uniquely defined. A classification of braided equivalence

classes of Drinfeld doubles is equivalent to a classification of pointed fusion categories up to

categorical Morita equivalence. The corresponding symmetric relation on the set of pairs

(G, ω), ω ∈ H3(G, k×), was described in [N, U]. Our theory reduces the parametrization of

these classes to the problem of classifying reductive metabolic braided fusion categories and

computing their categorical Picard groups. As we saw in Remark 4.8 and Proposition 4.11,

such categories (and underlying groups G) are nilpotent. We discuss pointed reductive ca-

tegories in Section 6 and classify the smallest non-pointed metabolic reductive categories in

Proposition 7.6.

5. The structure of reductive braided fusion categories

5.1. Tannakian-generated categories.

Definition 5.1. A braided fusion category B will be called a Tannakian-generated category

or TG-category if it is generated by its Tannakian subcategories, i.e., B =
∨

E∈T (B) E .

Proposition 5.2. A TG-category is group-theoretical.

Proof. Let D, E be group-theoretical fusion subcategories of a TG-category B. The tensor

product of B determines a surjective tensor functor D ⊠ E → D ∨ E and the latter is group-

theoretical by [ENO1]. Hence, the induction on the number of Tannakian subcategories

needed to generate B shows that B is group-theoretical. �

Proposition 5.3. (i) An almost non-degenerate TG-category is reductive.

(ii) A metabolic braided fusion category is a TG-category if and only if it is reductive.

(iii) A reductive TG-category is integral and nilpotent.

Proof. (i) If a TG-category B is almost non-degenerate then

Rad (B) =
⋂

E∈Tmax(B)

E ⊂


 ∨

E∈Tmax(B)

E ′




′

⊂


 ∨

E∈Tmax(B)

E




′

= Zsym(B),

so Rad(B) must be trivial.

(ii) For a metabolic category B its subcategories
⋂

E∈Tmax(B) E and
∨

E∈Tmax(B) E are cen-

tralizers of each other. So the former is trivial if and only if the latter coincides with B.
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(iii) This follows from Propositions 4.11 and 5.2. �

Remark 5.4. It follows from Proposition 5.3(iii) and [DGNO1, Theorem 6.10] that a re-

ductive TG-category is a tensor product of TG-categories of prime power dimension.

Definition 5.5. The coradical of a braided fusion category B is the maximal TG-subcategory

of B:

(32) Corad (B) :=
∨

E∈T (B)

E .

Remark 5.6. We have Rad (B) = Rad(Corad (B)). In particular, B is reductive if and only

if Corad (B) is reductive.

Proposition 5.7. For any braided fusion category B we have Corad (B) ⊂ Rad (B)′. When

B is metabolic, Corad (B) = Rad(B)′.

Proof. Since E ⊂ E ′ for any Tannakian subcategory E ⊂ B, we have

Corad (B) =
∨

E∈Tmax(B)

E ⊂
∨

E∈Tmax(B)

E ′ ⊂


 ⋂

E∈Tmax(B)

E




′

= Rad (B).′

When B is metabolic, E = E ′ for every E ∈ Tmax(B) and the above inclusions become

equalities. �

Corollary 5.8. Let B be a reductive braided fusion category. Then Corad (B)′ is anisotropic,

i.e., has no non-trivial Tannakian subcategories. In particular, Corad (B)′ is almost non-

degenerate.

Proof. By Remark 5.6, Corad (B) is reductive and, hence, is almost non-degenerate. There-

fore, for any Tannakian subcategory E ⊂ Corad (B)′ we have

E ∩ Corad (B) = E ∩ Zsym(Corad (B)) = Vect .

Since Corad (B) contains every Tannakian subcategory of B, we conclude that E must be

trivial. �

Thus, a reductive braided fusion category B has a canonical TG-subcategory Corad (B)

and a canonical anisotropic subcategory Corad (B)′.

5.2. Projectively isotropic objects. Let B be a braided fusion category.

Definition 5.9. We will say that an object X ∈ B is symmetric if c2X,X = idX⊗X and

projectively symmetric if c2X,X = λ idX⊗X for some λ ∈ k×.

For any object X of B let 〈X〉 denote the fusion subcategory of B generated by X . Clearly,

X is symmetric if and only if 〈X〉 is symmetric.
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Definition 5.10. A symmetric object X is isotropic if 〈X〉 is Tannakian.

If X is projectively symmetric then 〈X⊗X∗〉 is symmetric by [DGNO2, Proposition 3.22].

Definition 5.11. A projectively symmetric object X is projectively isotropic if 〈X ⊗X∗〉 is

Tannakian.

Remark 5.12. Our terminology is consistent with the one used in [DGNO2, Section 3.3].

Lemma 5.13. Let X be a projectively isotropic object of B. Then FPdim(X) ∈ Z.

Proof. It follows from [DGNO2, Lemma 3.15] that X is a homogeneous object in a graded

extension of some Tannakian subcategory E = Rep(G) ⊂ B. But any homogeneous compo-

nent of this extension is equivalent to the category of projective representations of G with

a fixed Schur multiplier [DN2]. Therefore, FPdim(X) is equal to the degree of a projective

representation of G. �

Let Bint be the maximal integral fusion subcategory of B, i.e., the subcategory generated

by all objects X ∈ B such that FPdim(X) ∈ Z. By [DGNO2, Corollary 2.24], there is a

canonical ribbon structure θ on Bint with respect to which categorical dimensions coincide

with the Frobenius-Perron dimensions (this is true regardless of the existence of a ribbon

structure on B).

Lemma 5.14. Let X be an object of B.

(i) A symmetric object X ∈ B is isotropic if and only if θX = idX .

(ii) If X is a projectively isotropic simple object then c2X,X = θ2X idX⊗X .

Proof. (i) This is a well-known fact of symmetric fusion categories.

(ii) We have θX⊗X∗ = (θX ⊗ θX∗)cX∗,XcX,X∗ . But θX⊗X∗ = 1 by (i), so the statement

follows by [DGNO2, Lemma 3.15(ii)]. �

Lemma 5.15. Let X, Y be simple objects of B centralizing each other. Then X ⊗ Y is an

isotropic object of B if and only if X, Y are projectively isotropic and θXθY = 1.

Proof. The hexagon axioms of braiding imply that c2X⊗Y,X⊗Y is a conjugate of c2X,X ⊗ c2Y,Y .

So X ⊗ Y is symmetric if and only if X, Y are projectively isotropic and the scalars c2X,X

and c2Y,Y are reciprocals of each other. But these scalars are θ2X and θ2Y , respectively, so the

result follows from Lemma 5.14. �

Definition 5.16. Let B1,B2 be braided fusion categories. We will say that two objects

X1 ∈ B1, X2 ∈ B2 are complementary to each other if they are projectively isotropic and

satisfy θX1θX2 = 1. We will say that X2 is complementary to B1 if it is complementary
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to some X1 ∈ B1 and non-complementary to B1 otherwise. We will say that B2 is non-

complementary to B1 if every simple object of B2 other than 1 is non-complementary to B1.

If B2 has a specified fermion object δ (e.g., if B2 is slightly degenerate) we will say that

B2 is super non-complementary to B1 if every simple object of B2 other than 1 and δ is

non-complementary to B1.

Corollary 5.17. Let B be a TG-category and C be a braided fusion category. Then

(33) Corad (B ⊠ C) = B ⊠ C̃,

where C̃ is the fusion subcategory of C generated by simple objects Y complementary to B.

5.3. A canonical decomposition of a reductive category.

Definition 5.18. Let B be a reductive braided fusion category. We say that B is

of type I if Corad (B) is non-degenerate,

of type II if both B and Corad (B) are slightly degenerate,

of type III if B is non-degenerate and Corad (B) is slightly degenerate.

By Remarks 4.7 and 5.6, any reductive braided fusion category belongs to one of the above

types.

Remark 5.19. A reductive braided fusion category B of type I is a tensor product of a

TG-category Corad (B) and an anisotropic category Corad (B)′, see Corollary 5.8. On the

other hand, let B1 be a reductive TG-category, B2 be an anisotropic category, and consider

B = B1⊠B2. Then B1 ⊆ Corad (B), but, in general, B1 6= Corad (B). For example, take B1 =

Z(Rep(Z/2Z)) and B2 an Ising category. Then Corad (B1 ⊠ B2) = Z(Rep(Z/2Z)) ⊠ sVect,

cf. Corollary 5.17. In Theorem 5.20 we will provide a decomposition of B in terms of its

coradical and anisotropic parts.

Recall that a slightly degenerate braided fusion category B admits a minimal non-degenerate

extension [JFR]. Such an extension is faithfully Z/2Z-graded with B being the trivial com-

ponent. There are 16 braided equivalence classes of such extensions, see, e.g., [DNO, Section

5.3]

A slightly degenerate braided fusion category B is split if B ∼= B̃ ⊠ sVect, where B̃ is

non-degenerate (the braided equivalence class of B̃ is an invariant of B). Otherwise, we say

that B is non-split.

Theorem 5.20. Let B be a reductive braided fusion category.

(1) B is of type I if and only if B ∼= B1 ⊠ B2, where B1 is a non-degenerate reductive

TG-category and B2 is an anisotropic category non-complementary to B1. In this

case, B1
∼= Corad (B) and B2

∼= Corad (B)′.



TANNAKIAN RADICAL AND MANTLE 23

(2) B is of type II if and only if B ∼= B1 ⊠sVect B2, where B1 is a reductive slightly

degenerate TG-category and B2 is a slightly degenerate anisotropic category super

non-complementary to B1. In this case, B1
∼= Corad (B) and B2

∼= Corad (B)′.

(3) B is of type III if and only if it is a minimal non-degenerate extension of a type II

reductive category B0 such that either B0 is non-split, or B0
∼= B̃0 ⊠ sVect is split

and B ∼= B̃0 ⊠ C, where C is a minimal non-degenerate extension of sVect super

non-complementary to B0. In this case, B0 = Corad (B) ∨ Corad (B)′.

Proof. (1) Since Corad (B) is non-degenerate, we have B ∼= Corad (B)⊠ Corad (B)′. It follows

from Lemma 5.15 that Corad (B)′ must be non-complementary to Corad (B). Conversely,

given categories B1 and B2 satisfying the hypothesis, Corad (B1⊠B2) = B1 by Corollary 5.17

and Rad(B1 ⊠ B2) = Rad (B1) = Vect .

(2) We have B ∼= Corad (B) ⊠sVect Corad (B)′ by [DNO, Proposition 4.3]. Hence, every

simple object of B is isomorphic to X ⊠ Y , where X ∈ Corad (B) and Y ∈ Corad (B)′, so the

argument from part (1) applies here as well.

(3) When B is of type III, B0 = Corad (B) ∨ Corad (B)′ is a type II reductive slightly

degenerate subcategory of B of index 2, so B is a minimal extension of B0. In the opposite

direction, let us determine when a minimal extension B of a given type II reductive category

B0 satisfies Corad (B) = Corad (B0) (in which case B is automatically reductive). Note that

Rad (B) is a (possibly trivial) Z/2Z-graded extension of Rad (B0) = Vect , so either Rad (B) =

Vect (and B is reductive) or Rad(B) = Rep(Z/2Z). The latter situation is only possible

when the non-trivial homogeneous component of B contains an invertible object, i.e., when

B0
∼= B̃0 ⊠ sVect [JFR]. In this case B = B̃0 ⊠ C, where C is a minimal extension of sVect.

By Corollary 5.17, Corad (B) = Corad (B0) if and only if C is super non-complementary to

B. �

Remark 5.21. The direct factor C that appears in the split case of Theorem 5.20(3) must

be a non-degenerate anisotropic braided fusion category of the Frobenius-Perron dimension

4 with exactly one fermion. There are 14 such categories: 8 Ising categories and 6 pointed

categories corresponding to metric groups in lines 3 and 4 of Table 2. Note that Ising

categories are super non-complementary to any B0, while for the pointed ones this property

depends on the choice of B0.

6. Reductive pointed braided fusion categories

Recall that pointed braided fusion categories correspond to pre-metric groups, i.e., pairs

(A, q), where q : A → k× is a quadratic form. These categories are denoted C(A, q). The

goal of this Section is to classify pre-metric groups (A, q) such that C(A, q) is reductive.
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6.1. Isotropically generated metric groups. We will say that a pre-metric group (A, q)

is isotropically generated if A is generated by its isotropic elements, i.e., by those x ∈ A for

which q(x) = 1. The set of such elements is called the light cone in the literature.

Clearly, (A, q) is isotropically generated if and only if C(A, q) is a TG-category.

Example 6.1. For any finite Abelian group A let

(34) h : A⊕ Â → k×, h(a, φ) = 〈φ, a〉, a ∈ A, φ ∈ Â,

denote the canonical hyperbolic quadratic form on A. The hyperbolicmetric group (A⊕Â, h)

is isotropically generated since A and Â are isotropic subgroups of A⊕ Â.

Theorem 6.2. Let (A, q) be a metric group and let n be the exponent of A. Then (A, q) is

isotropically generated if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) qn = 1, and

(ii) (A, q) contains a hyperbolic metric subgroup (Z/nZ× Z/nZ, h).

Proof. We may assume that A is a p-group. Let

B(x, y) =
q(x+ y)

q(x)q(y)
, x, y ∈ A,

be the non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on A associated to q.

Suppose that (A, q) is isotropically generated. Every x ∈ A can be written as x =

x1 + · · · + xk with q(xi) = 1, i = 1, . . . k. Therefore, q(x) =
∏

1≤i<j≤k B(xi, xj). But each

factor B(xi, xj) is an nth root of 1 and so q(x)n = 1, proving (i).

Note that A must contain an isotropic element a of order n. Indeed, isotropic elements of

A of order less than n generate a subgroup of exponent less than n, i.e., a proper subgroup

of A. We claim that there is c ∈ A such that

(35) q(c) = 1 and B(a, c) is a primitive nth root of 1.

To see this, let n1 = n/p and suppose that B(a, x)n1 = 1 for all x ∈ A. We have B(n1a, x) =

B(a, x)n1 = 1, which contradicts the non-degeneracy of B. So there is c′ ∈ A such that

B(a, c′) is a primitive nth root of 1. Hence, the order of c′ in A is also n. Let us choose

k ∈ Z such that B(a, c′)k q(c′) = 1 and set c = ka + c′. Then c satisfies (35) and the metric

group (〈a, c〉, q|〈a, c〉) is isomorphic to (Zn × Zn, h). This proves (ii).

Now suppose that (A, q) satisfies conditions (i) and (ii). Then

(A, q) ∼= (H, h)⊕ (A1, q1),

where (H, h) := (Zn × Zn, h) and (A1, q1) is metric group such that qn1 = 1. To prove that

(A, q) is isotropically generated, note that the image of h consists of all nth roots of unity.

Therefore, (A1, q1) is complementary to (H, h) in the sense of Definition 5.16 (here we use
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the same terminology for metric groups and braided fusion categories). Hence, (A, q) is

isotropically generated by Corollary 5.17. �

Corollary 6.3. Let p be an odd prime. Any isotropically generated metric p-group (A, q) of

exponent pe can be written as

(A, q) = (Z/peZ× Z/peZ, h)
⊕

{sum of metric p-groups of exponent ≤ pe} .

Any isotropically generated metric 2-group (A, q) of exponent 2e can be written as

(A, q) = (Z/2eZ× Z/2eZ, h)⊕n
⊕

(Z/2eZ× Z/2eZ, f)⊕ǫ

⊕
{sum of metric 2-groups of exponent < 2e} , n ≥ 1, ǫ ∈ {0, 1},

where the forms h and f were defined in (4) and (5).

Proof. Condition (i) of Theorem 6.2 is automatically satisfied for any odd p, which implies

the first decomposition. The second one follows by Lemma 2.3. �

Corollary 6.4. Let (A, q) be an isotropically generated metric group and let n be the expo-

nent of A. For any nth root of unity ζ ∈ k× there is x ∈ A such that q(x) = ζ.

Proof. This is easily seen to be true for the hyperbolic group (Z/pnZ × Z/pnZ, h), so the

result follows from Theorem 6.2. �

Lemma 6.5. Let (A, q) be an isotropically generated metric group and let n be the exponent

of A. Let (B, r) be a pre-metric group. Define B̃ = 〈y ∈ B | r(y)n = 1〉. Then A⊕ B̃ is an

isotropically generated subgroup of (A⊕ B, q ⊕ r).

Proof. It follows from Corollary 6.4 that for any y ∈ B̃ there is x ∈ A such that q(x)r(y) = 1

and so (x, y) is an isotropic element of A⊕B. Therefore, A⊕ B̃ is isotropic. �

6.2. Reductive metric p-groups.

Definition 6.6. A pre-metric group is reductive if the intersection of its maximal isotropic

subgroups is trivial.

Equivalently, a pre-metric group (A, q) is reductive if and only if the braided fusion cate-

gory C(A, q) is reductive.

Proposition 6.7. Let p be an odd prime. A metric p-group (A, q) is reductive if and only

it is either isotropically generated or anisotropic.

Proof. Since |A| is odd, the reductive pointed fusion category C(A, q) is of type I, see Defini-

tion 5.18. By Theorem 5.20(1), (A, q) = (A1, r)
⊕

(A2, s), where (A1, r) is an isotropically

generated metric p-group and (A2, s) is an anisotropic metric p-group non-complementary
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to (A1, r). If (A1, r) is non-trivial it contains a hyperbolic summand by Theorem 6.2. So

the values of r include all pth roots of 1. But the values of s are also pth roots of 1 and so

if (A2, s) is non-trivial, it must be complementary to (A1, r), a contradiction. �

Lemma 6.8. Let (A, q) be a slightly degenerate isotropically generated pre-metric 2-group.

Then there is an isotropically generated metric 2-group (Ã, q̃) and an orthogonal isomorphism

(36) (A, q) ∼= (Ã, q̃)⊕ (Z/2Z, q−1),

where (Z/2Z, q−1) is the unique non-isotropic degenerate metric group of order 2, cf. (3).

Proof. By [DGNO1, Corollary A.19], (A, q) splits into an orthogonal direct sum as in (36),

so we only need to show that (Ã, q̃) can be chosen to be isotropically generated. If the

exponent of A is ≥ 4 then (A, q) (and, hence, (Ã, q̃)) contains a hyperbolic summand of the

same exponent.

If the exponent of A is 2 then (Ã, q̃) is an orthogonal sum of metric groups (4), (5) by

Lemma 2.3. Since

(37) (Z/2Z× Z/2Z, h)⊕ (Z/2Z, q−1) ∼= (Z/2Z× Z/2Z, f)⊕ (Z/2Z, q−1)

we can assume that (Ã, q̃) has a hyperbolic summand.

By Theorem 6.2, in both cases the metric group (Ã, q̃) is isotropically generated. �

Theorem 6.9. For a reductive pre-metric 2-group exactly one of the following is true:

(1) it is isotropically generated,

(2) it is non-trivial anisotropic (see Table 2),

(3) it is an orthogonal sum of an isotropically generated metric 2-group of exponent 2 and

a non-trivial anisotropic pre-metric 2-group with at most one fermion (such groups

are labelled by ∗ in Table 2).

Proof. All we need to do is to classify reductive pre-metric 2-groups (B, r) that are neither

isotropically generated nor anisotropic. Let (A, q) be the maximal isotropically generated

subgroup (i.e., the coradical) of (B, r).

If (A, q) is non-degenerate then

(B, r) = (A, q)⊕ (A′, q′),

where (A′, q′) is anisotropic and non-complementary to (A, q), see Corollary 5.17. By

Lemma 6.5, q′(x)n 6= 1 for any non-zero x ∈ A, where n is the exponent of A. From

Table 2 we see that this is only possible when n = 2 and (A′, q′) = (Z/2Z, qi), i
2 = −1.

If (A, q) is slightly degenerate then using Lemma 6.8 we have

(B, r) = (Ã, q̃)⊕ (A′, q′),
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where (Ã, q̃) is an isotropically generated metric 2-group such that (36) holds and (A′, q′)

is an anisotropic pre-metric group containing a (necessarily unique) fermion. The same

argument as above shows that the exponent of A is 2, so the statement follows. �

Remark 6.10. Equation (37) implies that the choice of an isotropically generated sum-

mand in Theorem 6.9(3) is non-unique. But the anisotropic summand is unique as it is the

orthogonal complement of the coradical.

7. Reductive p-categories of small dimension

Let p be a prime. We say that a braided fusion category B is a p-category if FPdim(B) = pn

for some integer n ≥ 0. Such categories are weakly group-theoretical by [ENO3].

Lemma 7.1. Let B be a reductive category with FPdim(B) = pn, n ≤ 5. Then Corad (B) is

pointed.

Proof. Let E ⊂ Corad (B) be a maximal Tannakian subcategory.

If Corad (B) is non-degenerate, then FPdim(E)2 ≤ FPdim(E)FPdim(E ′) = FPdim(B) ≤ p5

and so FPdim(E) ≤ p2. This implies that E is pointed. Since Corad (B) is generated by

Tannakian subcategories of B, it is pointed as well.

If p = 2 and Corad (B) is slightly degenerate, then any maximal symmetric subcategory

E ⊂ B satisfies FPdim(E)2 ≤ FPdim(B)FPdim(Zsym(B)) = 64 and so FPdim(E) ≤ 8. But

E must contain Zsym(B) = sVect, and so a maximal Tannakian subcategory of B has FP

dimension at most 4 and, hence, is pointed. This implies that Corad (B) is pointed. �

Proposition 7.2. Let B be a reductive category with FPdim(B) = pn, n ≤ 5. Then either

B is pointed or p = 2 and B is a product of a pointed category and an Ising category.

Proof. Recall three types of reductive categories introduced in Definition 5.18.

If B is of type I or II then by Theorem 5.20(1,2), B is generated by Corad (B) and Corad (B)′.

Note that Corad (B) is pointed by Lemma 7.1 and Corad (B)′ is non-degenerate anisotropic.

By [Na], Corad (B)′ is either pointed or is a product of a pointed braided category and an

Ising category (for p = 2), which implies the statement in this case.

If B is of type III (so p = 2) then Corad (B)′ must be pointed. Indeed, Corad (B)′ is slightly

degenerate anisotropic in this case. If it is not pointed, then it contains an Ising subcategory

and a fermion centralizing it, which contradicts its anisotropy. Thus, the subcategory B0 =

Corad (B) ∨ Corad (B)′ ⊂ B is pointed. Therefore, B0 is split, i.e., B0 = B̃0 ⊠ sVect and by

Theorem 5.20(3), B = B̃0 ⊠ C, where B̃0 is pointed and C is a minimal extension of sVect

(and so C is either pointed or Ising). �

Corollary 7.3. An integral reductive category of dimension pn, n ≤ 5, is pointed.
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It is straightforward to list equivalence classes of pointed reductive categories using results

of Section 6.2. It is similarly not hard to list reductive categories that are products of Ising

categories and pointed ones. Below we give a classification of integral non-pointed reductive

categories of the Frobenius-Perron dimension p6. In view of Corollary 7.3 this is the smallest

dimension in which such categories exist.

For any prime p and n ≥ 1 let Epn denote the elementary Abelian p-group of order pn.

Lemma 7.4. Let B be an integral non-pointed reductive category with FPdim(B) = p6. Then

B ∼= Z(VectωE
p3
) for some ω ∈ H3(Ep3 , k

×).

Proof. This statement is equivalent to B being non-degenerate and containing a Lagrangian

subcategory equivalent to Rep(Ep3). Note that Corad (B)′ is anisotropic integral and, hence,

pointed. Let E ∈ Tmax(B). We claim that FPdim(E) = p3. Indeed, if FPdim(E) ≤ p2 then

E is pointed and so both Corad (B) and B0 = Corad (B) ∨ Corad (B)′ are pointed. We have

either B = B0 or B0 is slightly degenerate, and B is its minimal extension. In the latter case

B must contain an Ising subcategory, contradicting its integrality. On the other hand, there

can be no symmetric subcategories E ⊂ B with FPdim(E) ≥ p4, since this would contradict

B being almost non-degenerate. The last observation also implies that B is non-degenerate,

since otherwise E ∨ Zsym(B) is symmetric of dimension ≥ p4.

It follows from [DGNO2], that B ∼= Z(VectωG) for some group G of order p3. Since B is

reductive metabolic, it is a TG-category by Proposition 5.3(ii). Since B is non-pointed, it

must contain non-pointed Lagrangian subcategories, so G can be chosen non-Abelian. For

any such G its center is Z(G) ∼= Ep and the group of invertible objects in Rep(G) is Ĝ ∼= Ep2 .

Furthermore, the group Inv(B) of invertible objects of B fits into the exact sequence

(38) 1 → Ĝ → Inv(B) → Z(G),

see, e.g., [GP, MN]. In particular, | Inv(B)| ≤ p3. In fact, | Inv(B)| = p3, since otherwise Bpt

is contained in every Lagrangian subcategory of B, which is impossible since B is reductive.

For the same reason Bpt must contain more than one Tannakian subcategory equivalent to

Rep(Ep2). Therefore, Bpt = C(Ep3, q), where the pre-metric group (Ep3, q) is isotropically

generated and the set of its isotropic subgroups of order p2 has a trivial intersection. This is

only possible when q = 1, i.e., Bpt
∼= Rep(Ep3). �

Lemma 7.5. Non-pointed braided fusion categories Z(Vectω1
E

p3
) and Z(Vectω2

E
p3
) are equiva-

lent if and only if the cohomology classes of ω1, ω2 lie in the same orbit of GL3(Fp).

Proof. Each of these categories has a unique pointed Lagrangian subcategory equivalent to

Rep(Ep3) [MN] and so a braided equivalence α between them restricts to a braided equiv-

alence between these subcategories. By [MN, Theorem 3.3], this is equivalent to α being
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induced from a tensor equivalence between Vectω1
E

p3
and Vectω2

E
p3
. Such an equivalence exists

if an only if ω2 is cohomologous to f ∗ω1 for some automorphism f of Ep3 . �

Proposition 7.6. For any prime p there are precisely p + 1 braided equivalence classes of

integral non-pointed reductive categories of the Frobenius-Perron dimension p6.

Proof. In view of Lemmas 7.4 and 7.5, the number in question is equal to the number of

GL3(Fp)-orbits of ω ∈ H3(Ep3, k
×) such that Z(VectωE

p3
) is reductive.

Suppose that p is odd. There is a GL3(Fp)-equivariant isomorphism

H3(Ep3, k
×)

∼
−→ ∧3(F3

p)
⊕

S
2(F3

p) : ω 7→ (ωalt, ωsym).

The action of A ∈ GL3(Fp) is given by

A(ωalt, ωsym) = (det(A)ωalt, A
tωsymA),

where we identify ωsym with a symmetric matrix and At denotes the transpose of A. The

category Z(VectωE
p3
) is non-pointed if and only if ωalt 6= 0 (i.e., ωalt = λ det, λ ∈ F×

p ). In

this case Z(VectωE
p3
)pt ∼= Rep(Ep3), see [MN, Section 5.1]. Such a category Z(VectωE

p3
) is

reductive if and only if Ep3 is generated by its subgroups N such that ω ∈ Ω(Ep3;N) (20).

This is equivalent to Ep3 being generated by its cyclic subgroups C such that ωsym|C = 1. In

other words, Ep3 is an isotropically generated metric group. There are precisely 4 congruence

classes of symmetric 3× 3 matrices ωsym with this property

(39) A0 =



0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 , A1 =



0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0


 , A2 =



1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0


 , andA3 =



ζ 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0


 ,

where ζ is any quadratic non-residue modulo p. A description of GL3(Fp)-orbits of the

cohomology classes (λ det, ωsym), λ 6= 0 is contained in [MCU]. These are

(40)

{(λ det, A0) | λ ∈ F×
p }, {(λ det, A1) | λ ∈ F×

p }, {(±µ det, A2)}, {(±µ det, A3)}, µ ∈ F×
p .

Thus, altogether there are 1 + 1 + p−1
2

+ p−1
2

= p+ 1 orbits.

Now let p = 2. We can use the following description of the GL3(F2)-orbits on H3(E8, k
×)

from [GMN]. Namely, there is a bijection between H3(E8, k
×) and subsets of the set S of

order 2 subgroups of E8 via

ω 7→ {C ∈ S | the class ω|C ∈ H3(C, k×) is non-trivial}.

The corresponding subset of S is called the support of ω and denoted supp(ω). The weight

of ω is the cardinality |supp(ω)| of its support. The category Z(VectωE8
) is non-pointed if

and only if the weight of ω is 1, 3, 5, or 7. The cohomology classes with the weight 1, 5, and

7 form three orbits, one for each value of the weight, while those of weight 3 form two orbits,

see [GMN]. By Remark 4.8, the category Z(VectωE8
) is reductive if and only if subgroups in
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S\supp(ω) generate E8, i.e., when the weight of ω is 1 or 3. Thus, there are 3 orbits in this

case. �

Remark 7.7. Braided fusion categories from Proposition 7.6 are metabolic in the sense of

Definition 2.1.

References

[CGPW] S. Cui, C. Galindo, J. Plavnik, Z. Wang. On gauging symmetry of modular categories, Comm.
Math. Phys., 348 (2016), 1043–1064.

[DGNO1] V. Drinfeld, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. Group-theoretical properties of nilpotent mod-

ular categories, arXiv:0704.0195v2 [math.QA] (2007).
[DGNO2] V. Drinfeld, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. On braided fusion categories I, Selecta Math-

ematica, 16 (2010), no. 1, 1 - 119.
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