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FROBENIUS SUBALGEBRA LATTICES IN TENSOR CATEGORIES

MAINAK GHOSH AND SEBASTIEN PALCOUX

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates Frobenius subalgebra lattices within tensor categories and extends Watatani’s
theorem on the finiteness of intermediate subfactors to this setting, under certain positivity conditions encompassing
the pseudo-unitary fusion categories. The primary tools employed in this study are semisimplification and a concept
of formal angle. Additionally, we have broadened several intermediate results, such as the exchange relation theorem
and Landau’s theorem, to apply to abelian monoidal categories.

Key applications of our findings include a stronger version of the Ino-Watatani result: we show that the finiteness
of intermediate C*-algebras holds in a finite index unital irreducible inclusion of C*-algebras without requiring the
simple assumption. Moreover, for a finite-dimensional semisimple Hopf algebra H, we demonstrate that H* contains
a finite number of Frobenius subalgebra objects in Rep(H). Finally, we explore a range of applications, including
abstract spin chains, vertex operator algebras, and speculations on quantum arithmetic involving the generalization
of Ore’s theorem, Euler’s totient and sigma functions, and RH.

1. INTRODUCTION

A subfactor is a unital inclusion of factors. The modern theory of subfactors (type II;) was initiated by V. Jones
[26]. In [25], it was shown that for any finite group G, there exists an outer action of G on the hyperfinite IT; factor
R. This outer action allows the formation of a crossed-product R x G. The lattice of intermediate subfactors of
(R C R x @) is isomorphic to the subgroup lattice of G. Since G is finite, this lattice is also finite. Generalizing
this, Watatani [63] proved that any irreducible finite-index subfactor has a finite lattice of intermediate subfactors
(henceforth referred to as Watatani’s theorem). This paper aims to extend Watatani’s theorem to the setting of
rigid abelian monoidal categories and explore its applications.

The original proof in [63] relies on functional analysis. An alternative proof using planar algebra and angles
between biprojections was later provided in [I]. Dave Penneys observed that Watatani’s theorem can be reformulated
in the framework of unitary tensor categories using the notion of Frobenius algebras in monoidal categories [34] [35]
(68, 18, [7, 27]. A Frobenius algebra (in Vec) is a finite-dimensional unital algebra A that is isomorphic to its dual
A* as an A-module. Alternatively, it can be characterized by the existence of a nondegenerate associative bilinear
form (—, —), as described in [56, Chapter IV, §1]. If this bilinear form is symmetric, the Frobenius algebra is said
to be symmetric. Notably, any complexified fusion ring forms a symmetric Frobenius algebra, where (a,b) is the
coefficient of the unit summand in ab. The standard invariant of subfactors, as discussed in [29], can be axiomatized
as a Frobenius algebra. For further details, refer to [35] and see Examples

A crucial first step toward our goal was establishing a tensor-categorical version of the exchange relation from
planar algebras [30,[32]. This is achieved in Theorem[3.7l Building on this, we extended Landau’s theorem (Theorem
BI5) to connected Frobenius algebras in any k-linear abelian monoidal category. The connectedness of Frobenius
algebras, which extends the concept of subfactor irreducibility, plays a crucial role in the proof.

A major challenge in extending Watatani’s theorem was defining a lattice structure for Frobenius subalgebras
in a tensor category. For subgroups and intermediate subfactors, the lattice structure is inherent, but this is not
the case for Frobenius subalgebras. By using the concept of pullback of monomorphisms along with additional
assumptions, we proved the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. The poset of Frobenius subalgebras of a Frobenius algebra X , which is of finite length and semisimple
as an object in an abelian rigid monoidal category, forms a lattice.

Semisimplicity of the Frobenius algebra object X is a sufficient condition. A counterexample in [51] shows that
the poset of Frobenius subalgebras may fail to be a lattice when X is not semisimple.

The notion of an equivalence class (Definition T4 is not the same as an isomorphism class; rather, it captures
substructures in a categorical way. A Frobenius algebra generalizes the concept of a subfactor, while the equivalence
class of its Frobenius subalgebras corresponds to intermediate subfactors. For more on its relation to biprojections,
see Definition and Proposition

To prove finiteness results, we typically rely on comparison arguments, which in turn require some form of
positivity. In unitary tensor categories, positivity is intrinsic. However, since we are working with more general
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tensor categories, we introduce the notion of total positivity and focus on Frobenius algebras that satisfy this
property (Definition [5.2)). This is the best relaxation of unitarity that we have identified as sufficient for our proofs.

In §7 we introduce the concept of a formal angle between two biprojections arising from Frobenius subalgebras
of a connected Frobenius algebra, building on ideas from the arXiv version of [I], see Remark This allows us
to prove the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a totally positive, connected Frobenius algebra of finite length that is semisimple as an
object in a C-linear abelian rigid monoidal category C, where 1 is linear-simple. Then the Frobenius subalgebra
lattice of X is finite.

The notions of finite length, connected, and Frobenius algebra within a monoidal category extend the notions of
finite indezx, irreducible, and subfactor, respectively. The connected assumption cannot be avoided because there
are non-irreducible finite index subfactors with infinite intermediate subfactor lattice.

After proving Theorem [[L.2] we sought to relax the assumption of semisimplicity for X. However, as previously
noted, without this assumption, the Frobenius subalgebra poset may not form a lattice. Additionally, defining a
formal angle between two biprojections becomes challenging unless X is semisimple. This challenge is addressed
in §6 through the concept of semisimplification [I3]. For a spherical tensor category C, its semisimplification is a
new tensor category C, where the morphism compositions and tensor products remain unchanged, while the simple
objects consist of the indecomposable objects of C that have a nonzero dimension. Moreover, by utilizing total
positivity, we have embedded the Frobenius subalgebra poset of X into a poset within C. By integrating all these
concepts, we establish a non-semisimple version of Watatani’s theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra in a spherical tensor category C. Then its
Frobenius subalgebra poset is finite.

As a corollary, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.4. For any connected Frobenius algebra in a pseudo-unitary fusion category, the lattice of Frobenius
subalgebras is finite.

We are interested in exploring how much the pseudo-unitary assumption in Corollary [[4] can be relaxed (see
Conjecture B.I0]).

In §9 §10, and §IT], we explore the applications of Theorem [[2lin various contexts. In [23], the authors extended
Watatani’s theorem for subfactors to irreducible unital inclusions of finite index simple C*-algebras. In §9l we build
upon this result by removing the assumption of simplicity for the C*-algebras. We establish the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. A finite index unital irreducible inclusion of C*-algebras contains a finite number of intermediate
C*-subalgebras.

In §T01 we offer a comprehensive proof of Theorem [I0.7, which states that for every finite-dimensional Hopf
algebra H, its dual H* can be structured as a connected Frobenius algebra object within Rep(H). This structure
features a different comultiplication and counit, derived from the Fourier transform. As a consequence, we find
that H* contains a finite number of Frobenius subalgebra objects in Rep(H) when H is semisimple (see Corollary
019).

Furthermore, as indicated by [24], the left coideal subalgebras of H* are Frobenius subalgebras in Rep(H) in
the unitary case. In general, there are Frobenius algebras in Vec, and are connected unital algebra objects in
Rep(H). However, we encountered issues regarding the Frobenius subalgebra structure in Rep(H ), even within the
semisimple context, where finiteness is already established by [I4] Theorem 3.6]. Moreover, it is well-known that
the semisimple condition is essential for establishing finiteness, even for Hopf subalgebras, as illustrated in Example
L0.19

In §TT1 we introduce additional examples of connected Frobenius algebra objects. In §IT.1] we first demonstrate
that the canonical Frobenius algebra object in a unimodular multitensor category C [12] §7.20] is connected if and
only if C is tensor (Proposition [[T.I]). This result allows us to provide a connected Frobenius algebra structure on
H* as an object in Rep(H ® HP), where H is a finite-dimensional unimodular Hopf algebra. Finally, we note
that in a pivotal unimodular non-semisimple finite tensor category, the canonical Frobenius algebra object cannot
be totally positive. In §IT.2, we discuss inclusions of abstract spin chains. In [28], an algebraic model of categorical
inclusions was employed to examine the extensions of bounded-spread isomorphisms of symmetric local algebras
to quantum cellular automata (QCA), defined on either the full or edge-restricted local operator algebras. We
demonstrate that the lattice of categorical inclusions is finite. In §IT.3] we include a brief discussion with Shimizu
about the challenge of establishing a Frobenius algebra structure on a vertex operator algebra (VOA) V as an object
within Rep(V).
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In §T2] we present a comprehensive list of open problems and speculations that have emerged from our current
research. This list has been made possible by the finiteness of the Frobenius subalgebra lattice. We propose
a tensor categorical generalization of Ore’s theorem. Additionally, we introduce a concept of Euler’s totient and
sigma functions for a connected Frobenius algebra object in a pseudo-unitary fusion category. We have also expanded
the idea of subfactor depth to Frobenius algebras. Finally, we propose a categorical generalization of the Riemann
hypothesis. We plan to address the questions and speculations outlined in §I2]in our future research.

The primary audience for this paper is tensor categorists who may not have a background in subfactor theory.
However, it can also serve as an entry point for subfactor theorists interested in exploring tensor category theory. For
an introduction to tensor category theory, we refer readers to the book [12]. This paper presents proofs of several
intermediate results without assuming semisimplicity. These findings could be valuable for future research that
adopts a direct non-semisimple approach (i.e., without relying on semisimplification, as discussed in §l), potentially
broadening the scope of the main results in this paper.
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2. FROBENIUS ALGEBRA

Let us review some definitions and fundamental results. For the basic definition of monoidal and tensor categories,
we refer to [I2]. According to Mac Lane’s strictness theorem, we can assume that monoidal categories are strict
without any loss of generality. We will use graphical calculus, interpreting diagrams from top to bottom.

Definition 2.1. An algebra in a monoidal category C consists of a triple (X, m,e), where X is an object in C, m
is a multiplication morphism in Home(X ® X, X), and e is a unit morphism in Home (1, X). These elements must
satisfy the following axioms:

o (Associativity) mo (m®idx) =mo (idx @ m),

o (Unitality) mo(e®idx) =idx =mo (idx ®e).

These relations are typically represented as follows:
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A TAD
(associativity) ‘ = ‘

(unitality) ‘ = |= ‘

Definition 2.2. A coalgebra in a monoidal category C is defined as a triple (X, 6, ¢€), where X is an object in C, §
is a comultiplication morphism in Home (X, X ® X), and € is a counit morphism in Home (X, 1). These components

must satisfy the following axioms:
o (Coassociativity) (0®idx)od = (idx ®9) o4,
o (Counitality) (e®idx)od =idx = (idx ® €) o 4.

These relations are typically represented as follows:

X
)= /R € =
X X
(coassociativity) (P\ = KQ

(counitality) = =

b

Definition 2.3. A Frobenius algebra in a monoidal category C is a quintuple (X, m,e,d,¢), where (X, m,e) is an
algebra and (X, 0, €) is a coalgebra. These must satisfy the following axiom:
o (Frobenius) (idx ®m)o(d®idx) =dom = (m®idx)o (idx ®J).

This relation is typically illustrated as follows:

AJ-- U0
(Frobenius) - | =
AT

If the Frobenius condition is relaxed, we define a weak Frobenius algebra as follows:

(weak Frobenius) N = m

We will demonstrate (Lemma 2.7)) that an algebra is weak Frobenius if and only if it is Frobenius.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, m,d,e,€) be a weak Frobenius algebra. Then X is selfdual (i.e., X* = X ), with the evaluation
morphism defined as evyx = e om and the coevaluation morphism defined as coevy = d o e, as illustrated below:

DAV
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Proof. The following diagram shows that € o m and § o e satisfy the zigzag relation:

weak Frobenius (co-)unitality weak Frobenius

| L/

The result follows from [I2] Definition 2.10.1]. O

Remark 2.5. The definitions evyx := € om and coevy := § o e may not align perfectly with a given rigid structure
in the monoidal category. However, it is possible to adjust the rigid structure to achieve a perfect match, as noted
in [12, Definition 2.10.11]. Additionally, the rigid structure on an object is unique up to a unique isomorphism, as
stated in [12] Proposition 2.10.5]. In this paper, we will assume that this alignment is always satisfied.

Lemma 2.6. An algebra-coalgebra (X, m,d,¢e,¢€) is a weak Frobenius algebra if and only if the following equalities
hold:
(m®idx) o (idx ® coevy) =6 = (m®idx) o (coevy ®idx)
and
(evx ®idx) o (idx ® §) =m = (idx ® evx) o (idx ® 9),
as illustrated below:

-

Proof. We will demonstrate the first equality using the following diagram (where selfdual refers to Lemma 2.4]):

self-dual weak Frobenius co-unitality

N

The other equalities follow similarly. Conversely, if these equalities hold, let us show the weak Frobenius condition.
First, note that Lemma [2.4] can be established as well. Next, we have:

TR

Thus, the result follows. O

Lemma 2.7. An algebra-coalgebra is weak Frobenius if and only if it is Frobenius.
Proof. The proof is illustrated by the following diagram (where weak Frobenius refers to Lemma [2.6]):
weak Frobenius associativity

zig-zag weak Frobenius
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The reverse direction is immediate.

Lemma 2.8. Let (X, m,d, e, €) be a Frobenius algebra. Then m* =6 and §* = m, as shown below:

)

Proof. To prove the first equality, we apply Lemma three times:

Ty

The second equality follows similarly.

Lemma 2.9. Let X and X' be two selfdual objects, and let o € Home (X', X).
o If (X, m,d,e,¢€) is a Frobenius algebra, then

Flo- e

o If (X',m!, 0" €, €') is a Frobenius algebra, then

P

Proof. We can prove the first equality using the following diagram:

zig-zag

1
T
' duality

The proof of the other equalities follows a similar approach.
In the rest of the paper, we will refer to the application of Lemma as weak Frobenius.

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, m,d,e,€) be a Frobenius algebra. Then e* = e and €* = e, as depicted below:

U \:J andl QZ[

-~_ -
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Proof. We can demonstrate the first equality using the following diagram:

b?’/ - \\\ | iHj; uililalily J

The second equality follows similarly. g

Lemma 2.11. The following equalities hold in a Frobenius algebra:

A

Proof. This can be proven using the following diagram:

HYEG

O

Lemma 2.12. Let (X, m,d,e,€) be a Frobenius algebra, and let o be a morphism in Home (X, X). Then:

mo(a®idx)od = ((eomo(a®idyx)od)®idx)om,
which can be depicted as follows:
Proof. Here is a graphical proof:
I associativity selfdual
_ B ) T
Lo T-- I

O

Definition 2.13. An algebra-coalgebra (X, m,d,e,€) in a k-linear abelian monoidal category is called connected
(or haploid) if Home (1, X) is one-dimensional, specifically equal to ke. It is termed separable if there exists A € k
such that mo § = Aidx, as illustrated below:

(separable) =
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Lemma 2.14. A connected Frobenius algebra is separable.

Proof. Note that (mod)oe € Home(1, X). By the connectedness condition, there exists A € k such that (mod)oe =
e, as shown below:

-

Applying Lemma 212 with o = idx, along with the previous equality and the unitality property, we obtain:

I
O e
|

Thus, the result follows. g

If there is no possibility for confusion, a Frobenius algebra (X, m, d, e, €) may simply be referred to as X.

Definition 2.15. Let X be an object in a monoidal category C. Assume that X has a left dual and a double dual,
denoted X* and X**, respectively. The trace of a morphism o € Home (X, X**), denoted tr(«), is defined as

tr(a) = evyx+ o (¢ ®idx+) o coevx € Home(1,1),

as tllustrated below:

If X** also has a left dual, then the following holds:

definition

1|
@)

If C is a k-linear abelian category and the unit object 1 is linear-simple (i.e., Hom¢(1,1) = k, as in a tensor
category), then the elements of Hom¢(1,1) can be interpreted as scalars. By Schur’s lemma, if 1 is simple, then
Homy(1,1) forms a division algebra. Therefore, if k is algebraically closed, then 1 is linear-simple.

Lemma 2.16. Let A and B be two objects in a monoidal category C such that A** = A and B** = B. Consider
two morphisms f: A— B and g: B — A. Then, it holds that

tr(go f) = tr(f™ o g).

Proof. This can be proven pictorially:

(9) (9)
tr(f**og)= = = = =tr(go f) O
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Let a be a pivotal structure on C rigid monoidal, i.e. a collection of isomorphisms ax : X — X** such that
axgy = ax ®ay, and for all f in Home(X,Y) then f = a;l of*oax. If X =Y, let us define tr,(f) := tr(ax o f).

Lemma 2.17. Let X and Y be two objects in a rigid monoidal category C with pivotal structure a. Consider two
morphisms f: X =Y and g: Y — X. Then, it holds that

tra(go f) = tra(f o ).
Proof. By Lemma and the pivotal structure:
tra(go f) =tr(ax ogo f) =tr(f* cax og) =tr(ay o fog) =tra(fog). U

According to [36, Theorem 2.2], every pivotal monoidal category is equivalent, as a pivotal monoidal category,
to a strictly pivotal monoidal category. In particular, we can assume, without loss of generality, that the pivotal
structure (i.e., a : ()** — ide) is trivial (i.e., ax = idx).

Lemma 2.18. Let (X, m,0,¢e,¢) be a Frobenius algebra. Then,
tr(idx) = evx ocoevy =eomodoe.

In the separable case, where mod = Axidx, and assuming that the unit object 1 is linear-simple, let ux denote the
scalar defined by e o e. Then, we have tr(idx) = Axpux.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.4l The relation is illustrated below:

separability

self-dual - - _I_ -, J

= Ax | = Axpx O

Lemma 2.19. Using the notation from Lemmal[ZI8, let o € Home (X, X) and assume the connectedness condition.
Then,

puxmo (a®idx) o d = tr(a)idy,

as depicted below:

Proof. Here is a graphical proof:

T _____ self-dual I

@ = cXI:tr(a)__:l @ZCXIZCXMX

| T

X = px = pixcx ‘ = tr(a) O
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Proposition 2.20. Let Y be a simple object with left dual Y* and double dual Y** in a k-linear abelian monoidal
category. Assume that Y** =Y. Then, the object X :=Y ® Y™ can be equipped with a structure of connected
Frobenius algebra, defined by m = idy ® evy Qidy~, 6 = idy ® coevy«, e = coevy, and € = evy~, as depicted below:

Yy v* Yy v

' UX = U =idy ® evy ®idy=«

X
0= /R = = idy ® coevy« ® idy=
0 Vx N

Y Y~ Y Y*

=

Proof. The connectedness follows from the fact that Y is a simple object. We can verify all other properties

R e
UUUUL U

zig-zag relation y*

(U

The same applies for coassociativity and counitality. O

Proposition 220 can be extended to 2-categories in the following manner:

Proposition 2.21. Consider a 2-category 2, with two objects, denoted as C' and D (i.e., Ao = {C,D}). Define
C and D as the monoidal categories Endy (C) and Endy (D), respectively. Let M represent the (C,D)-bimodule
category, specifically Homg (C, D). Suppose Y is a simple object in M, and let YV in Homgy (D, C) be a two-sided
dual of Y. Then the object X :=Y oYV in C can be structured as a connected Frobenius algebra.

Proof. The proof uses a pictorial approach similar to that in Proposition [Z20 (refer to [35, Lemma 3.4] for details),
incorporating the natural adjunction isomorphism (Frobenius reciprocity) which also has a standard pictorial proof.
|

Remark 2.22. Note that the converse is also true by [35, Proposition 3.8].

Example 2.23. Let (N C M) be a finite index inclusion of 11y factors. Then X = nyMy is a Frobenius algebra
in the tensor category C of N-N-bimodules. This follows the structure outlined in Proposition [2.21, where D is
the tensor category of M-M-bimodules, Y = yMy;, and YV = My, such that X =Y ®@p YY. Moreover, the
subfactor (N C M) is irreducible (i.e., N'N M = C) if and only if the Frobenius algebra X is connected.
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3. FROBENIUS SUBALGEBRAS

Example 223 demonstrates how Theorem [[2] extends Watatani’s theorem in subfactor theory. To generalize the
concept of intermediate subfactors, it is essential to clarify what we mean by Frobenius subalgebras. First, let us
recall why a morphism of Frobenius algebras is an isomorphism:

Definition 3.1. A morphism f between Frobenius algebras (X, m,d,e,€) and (X', m’',8,¢’,€) in a monoidal cate-
gory C is called a Frobenius algebra morphism if it satisfies the following conditions:

o (Algebra morphism) fom’ =mo (f® f) ande=¢€ o f,
e (Coalgebra morphism) &' o f = (f ® f)od ande= foe.

These conditions can be illustrated as follows:

(Algebra morphism)

X' X'
X

(Coalgebra morphism) XJ =
X/

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, m,e) be an algebra in a monoidal category. If (X', m’,e’) is a triple along with a monomor-
phism f: X' — X that satisfies the conditions of an algebra morphism from Definition[J1], then (X',m’ ¢’ is also
an algedbra.

Proof. To prove unitality, we begin with the following illustration:

N
@

Since the morphism f is left-cancellative (by the definition of a monomorphism), the result follows. The proof for
associativity is analogous. O

Lemma 3.3. Let (X, d,€) be a coalgebra in a monoidal category. If (X',6',€') is a triple along with an epimorphism
f+ X — X' that satisfies the conditions of a coalgebra morphism from Definition [31), then (X',8',€') is also a
coalgebra.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [3.2] as an epimorphism is defined to be right-cancellative. |
The following is a well-known result:
Lemma 3.4. A Frobenius algebra morphism is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let f be a morphism as defined in Definition 31l The following illustration demonstrates that f*o f = idx:

algebra map

self-dual

7

weak Frobenius

Similarly, we can show that f o f* = idx,. Thus, the result follows. O

Lemma [3:4] indicates that the concept of a Frobenius algebra morphism is too restrictive for defining the notion
of a Frobenius subalgebra.
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Definition 3.5. A Frobenius algebra (X',m’,§' e’ €') is termed a Frobenius subalgebra of (X, m,d,e,€) if there
exists an algebra monomorphism i : X' — X such that i* oi = idx/ and i** = i. We define bx, := i oi* €
Home (X, X).

The morphism bx-, as defined in Definition [35] generalizes the notion of a biprojection from the theory of
subfactor planar algebras (see Proposition and [32] §4]). In Definition B3] since i* o ¢ = idx, it follows that
1 : X' = X is a split algebra monomorphism, and ¢* : X — X' is a split coalgebra epimorphism. Recall from
Lemma 2.4 that both X and X’ are selfdual.

Remark 3.6. Let A and B be two selfdual objects in an abelian monoidal category C. Consider the monomorphism
i =1ida® 0 € Hom¢(A® 0, A® B). In this case, i* corresponds to the epimorphism ida &0 € Hom¢(A® B, A& 0),
and we have i* o1 =1id4.

Note that X is a Frobenius subalgebra of itself with ¢ = ¢* = idx. Furthermore, if the category is k-linear
and the unit object 1 is linear-simple, and if Ax := € o e is nonzero, then 1 is a Frobenius subalgebra of X with

. —1/2 L , ~1/2 . . ) _
=Xy /2¢. This is because i* = Ax /2¢ as shown in Lemma ZI0 In this case, we have bx = idx and b; = )\Xleoe.

Theorem 3.7 (Exchange Relations). Let X and X' be two Frobenius algebras in a monoidal category C. Let
f € Home (X', X) be an algebra morphism such that f** = f, and define g := f o f*. The following relation holds:

6o (&

Proof. First, we show that f* € Hom¢ (X, X') is a coalgebra morphism. Since f is an algebra morphism, meaning
fom=mo(f® f), we have (fom)* = (mo (f®f)) which can be reformulated as d o f* = (f* ® f*) 04 (noting
that m* = 6 by Lemma [2.8). Thus, f* is confirmed as a coalgebra morphism. Next, we note that g* = g because
(fof*) = f**o f*and f** = f. The rest of the proof follows from the illustration:

@ Lemma algebra map

The second equality follows a similar reasoning. O

Corollary 3.8. Let X, X1, and X5 be three Frobenius algebras in a k-linear abelian monoidal category C, where 1
is linear-simple. Let f; € Home(X;, X) be an algebra morphism such that fi* = f;, and define g; :== fio f¥. If X
is connected, then the following relation holds:

Mx(gl * 92) °gi = tr(gl o 92)9i = KUx3gi© (91 * 92)-

Proof. We first prove the left-hand side for ¢ = 2 using the following illustration, applying the exchange relation
(Theorem [B7) and the connectedness condition (Lemma [Z19):

For the case when ¢ = 1, the reasoning is similar. By Definition 215, we conclude with tr((g2 o g1)*) = tr(g1 © g2)
since gF = g;. The second equality follows a similar pattern, resulting in tr(gz o g1) = tr(g1 © g2) by Lemma [2Z.T6]
given that gi* = g;. |

connected

l
1
1
E: tr(gs ng)

Fr—=—=-—=-=-=n
ee
*

1

1

1
JE——

1

1

1
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Corollary 3.9. Following the notations of Definition[33, the morphism bx: satisfies the exchange relations. More-
over, if X1 and Xy are Frobenius subalgebras of X in a k-linear abelian monoidal category C where 1 is linear-simple,
then:

px (bx, * bx,) o bx, = tr(bx, o bx,)bx, .

Proof. The first part is immediate from Theorem B.7 with f = ¢. For the second part, we can apply Corollary [3.§
with gi = le.. O

We need to expand the concept of the convolution product.

Definition 3.10 (Convolution Product). Let (X, m,d,e,€) be an algebra-coalgebra in a monoidal category C. For
two morphisms a,b € Home(X, X), we define the convolution product as a *xb := § o (a ® b) o m, illustrated as

follows:
axb=200(a®b)om =

Note that Lemma 219 can be restated as px (a *idx) = tr(a)idx.

Remark 3.11 (Fourier Transform). Although it may not be utilized in this paper, it is noteworthy that the convo-
lution product defined in Definition[3.10 can be derived from the Fourier transform:

F HomC(X,X) — HomC(X®X,X®X)
a — (idX®m)o(idx®a®idx)o(§®idx)

with a left inverse given by F~(z) = (e®idx) oz o (idx ®e). These transformations are depicted below:

Fla) = ‘ }'_1(90):

It can be shown pictorially that a x b= F~(F(a) o F(b)); refer to [6, Proposition 1] for further details.

Proposition 3.12. Let X and X’ be two algebras-coalgebras in a k-linear abelian monoidal category C, with the
assumption that X' is separable. Let f € Home(X', X) be an algebra morphism and h € Home (X, X') a coalgebra
morphism. Define g := f o h. Then, it holds that

g*g=Axg,

where \x is the constant associated with the separability of X' (see Definition [Z13).
Moreover, if both X and X' are Frobenius, X is connected, and 1 is linear-simple, with h = f*, h* = f, and
g = f o f* being a nonzero idempotent (e.g., f* o f =idx:), then

tr(g) = uxAxr,

where px is the scalar defined by € o e. Consequently, we have

px (g *g) = tr(g)g.

separability
P J Y

E: )\X/foh:)\xlg

Proof. The first part is illustrated by the following diagram:
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For the second part, define A € Home (X, X ® X) as follows:

P O
S
© 0 ©
g - )-( 9

By the first part and Lemma 219, we obtain

px ATA =2(ux Ax —tr(g))y,
but A = 0 by Theorem B77l The result follows. a

We observe that

Corollary 3.13. Using the notation from Definition [33, the following holds in the connected case if 1 is linear-
stmple:

tI‘(bX/) = ,UX>\X’ and ,U,X(bX/ * bX/) = tI‘(bX/)bX/.
Remark 3.14 ([l B0, B2]). Theorem [370 and Proposition align with the theory of irreducible finite index
subfactors (N C P C M), where X = yMy, X' = NPy, g = bx: = e¥, and \x = ux = |M : N2, It
is important to note that the trace tr here is not normalized, in contrast to its typical normalization within the
subfactor framework.

The following result generalizes Landau’s theorem (e.g., see [19, Theorem 3.10]):

Theorem 3.15 (Landau’s theorem). Let X, X1, and X2 be three Frobenius algebras in a k-linear abelian monoidal
category C with 1 being linear-simple. Assume that X is connected. Fori=1,2, let f; € Home(X;, X) be an algebra
morphism such that fi* = f;, and let g; := fio f. Then
px (g1 % g2) © (91 % g2) = tr(g2 © g1)(g1 * g2)-
Furthermore,
pxtr(g * g2) = tr(g1)tr(g2).
As a result, if tr(gs o g1) is nonzero, then

12' = 77— ~91*%32
I tr(gzogn? Y
is an tdempotent, and we have
tI’( ) _ tr(gl)tr(QZ)
= S (gpogr)

Finally, g12 © gi = gi = gi © g12 for i € {1,2}.
Proof. The proof begins with the diagram below, utilizing Lemmas 29, ZTT] and Theorem B.7t

| Frobenius exchange relation _
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Next, we apply Lemma [2.T9 to conclude that

px (g1 * g2) o (g1 * g2) = tr(g2 0 g1)(g1 * g2).

The following diagram illustrates the proof of the second equality, where connectedness is invoked according to
Lemma [2.19]

connectedness
I (co-)associativity

px tr(gr * g2) = px

The final equality follows from Corollary a

Corollary 3.16. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra in a k-linear abelian monoidal category C with 1 being
linear-simple. Let X' and X" be two Frobenius subalgebras of X. Using the notation from Definition [0, we have
ux (bx: xbxrn)o(bx: xbxr) =tr(bxr obx/)(bx: *bxn).

Additionally,
pxtr(bx: xbxr) = tr(bx/)tr(bx,).
Consequently, if tr(bx~ o bx/) is nonzero, then

nx
bxrxn = by * by
X' X (bx 0 bxr) X7 ¥ 0x
is an idempotent, and therefore
tr(bx )tr(bx
tr(byr ) = 0 )tr(bx)

tI’(bXN 9 bX/) '
Finally, bx'x» oby =by =by obx/xn fO’I’ allY € {X/,X”}.

4. LATTICE STRUCTURE

We will define a lattice structure on the set of Frobenius subalgebras (up to equivalence) of a Frobenius algebra,
semisimple as an object in an abelian monoidal category. However, without the semisimplicity assumption, we will
establish only a poset structure. We begin by introducing the equivalence relation and the partial order, following
[15, §1.5]. Two monomorphisms i1 : A; — C and iy : A2 — C are deemed equivalent if there exist morphisms
7;172 : Al — A2 and 7;271 : A2 — Al such that

il = ig 9 7;172 and ig = il o i2,1-

A subobject of C' is an equivalence class of monomorphisms into C. We define the subobject represented by
j1: B1 = C to be contained in the subobject represented by ja : By — C if there exists a morphism ji 2 : By = B>
such that j; = j2 0 j1,2. This containment relation defines a partial order on subobjects. When no confusion arises,
we will simply write B; C Bs.

Next, following [I5], §2.1], the intersection of two subobjects of C' is defined as their greatest lower bound in the
family of subobjects of C, which always exists according to [I5] Theorem 2.13]. This intersection is represented by
the pullback of their representatives i4 : A — C and i : B — C.

Dj*A>A

o

B—— C
iB

We denote a pullback generically as A x¢ B, but the pullback of monomorphisms can simply be denoted as
AN B, with the monomorphism i4 0 j4 = ip o jp represented as ianp (noting that a pullback of monomorphisms
is also a monomorphism). The question arises as to whether the structure of a Frobenius subalgebra is preserved
under intersection (we will later show that it is not always the case).
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Lemma 4.1. Let (A,ia) and (B,ip) be two subobject representatives of an object C' in an abelian category. Consider
another object C' with monomorphisms i : C — C'" and i’ : Z — C' such that i, = ioiy for all Z € {A, B}. Then,
(A,d"y) and (B,i’y) are subobject representatives of C', and the pullback of (ia,ig) can be taken to be the same as

that of (¢/y,1'5).

Proof. This follows directly from [I5], which states that the pullback of monomorphisms corresponds to the inter-
section defined as the greatest lower bound in the subobject poset of C' or C’. The relationship Z C C' as subobjects
of C' holds as iy, =io0iyz for all Z € {A, B}. O

Remark 4.2. According to [15], the union of two subobjects A and B of C is defined as their least upper bound in
the subobject poset of C, which always exists and is represented by the pushout of the morphisms ja and jpg.

ANB —2A 4

jBJ J{k\
Bk—B>AUB
\B/»C

Furthermore, the subobject poset of C' has a lattice structure with respect to N and U. In an abelian category, the
union AU B is more appropriately denoted as A+ B.

Roughly speaking, the following theorem states that the intersection of subalgebras is a subalgebra. The proof
in a general abelian monoidal category is partly attributed to Brian Shin [54].

Proposition 4.3. Let L € {A,B,C?}, and let (L, my,eyr,) be algebras in an abelian monoidal category, along with
algebra monomorphisms iy, : L — C for L € {A, B}. Then there exists a unique algebra structure on the pullback
AN B such that the monomorphisms jr, : AN B — L are algebra morphisms.

Proof. For L € {A, B}, consider the morphisms
fri=iprompo(jr®jL): (ANB)®(ANB) — C.
Since iy, is an algebra morphism, we have iy, omy =mo (i ® iy,). Therefore,
fo=mo(ip®ir)o(jo®jr)=mo((irojr)® (irojL))
However, i4 0 j4 = igojp by the definition of the pullback, so f4 = fp. By universality, there exists a unique map
mang: (ANB)® (ANB) - ANB
such that
Jromanp =mr o (jr ® jr).

Here is the corresponding diagram:

(ANB)® (AN B) Ja®ia A® A
T _3mans J"“‘
L ! ja
iB®jiB ANB ——— A
ljB llA
B®B B C

mpB iB
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Similarly, for L € {4, B}, since iy, is an algebra morphism, we have i4 o e4 = ec = ig o eg. By universality,
there exists a unique eanp such that j;, o eanp = er. The corresponding diagram is as follows:

€A

\\\\ Aleanns
~

The result follows from Lemma O
The following lemma and the proof of Lemma are partly due to Maxime Ramzi [47].

Lemma 4.4. A square Ag — (A1, A2) — As with Ay — Ay and As — Az being monomorphisms is a pullback
square if and only if the induced morphism Ay/Ag — As/As is a monomorphism.

Proof. The map Ay x4, A2 — A; is a monomorphism because it is pulled back from a monomorphism, and the
inclusion Ay — A; factors through it. Therefore, the map A; /Ay — As/As factors through Ay /Ag — A1/(A1 X a4
As). For the total composite to be a monomorphism, this must also be a monomorphism, thus proving the claim. O

The following lemma extends [50, Chapter 14, Exercises 10-12]:

Lemma 4.5. Let A, B,C, D, E, F be objects in an abelian rigid monoidal category.
(1) If A, BC C, then (A D)N(B® D)~ (ANB)® D,
(2) If ACC and B C D, then (A® D)N(C® B) ~ (A® B),
(8) f ABCC and D,ECF, then (A D)N(B®E)~(ANB)® (DNE).

Proof. By [12 Exercise 1.6.4 and Proposition 2.10.8], the functor — ® D is exact in an abelian rigid monoidal
category. The intersection is defined as a pullback of monomorphisms. Since a pullback is a finite limit and an
exact functor preserves finite limits, the result in () follows.
For @), X ® — preserves monomorphisms for all X, hence the square AQ B —» (A® D,C® B) — C ® D satisfies
Lemma 4 In particular, a tensor product of monomorphisms is a monomorphism (i.e., A® B C C ® D).
For @), applying () yields that
(A®D)N(BRE)=(AF)N(C®D)N(BRF)N(CQ®E).

Next, applying ([l) with — ® F and C' ® —, along with the commutativity of intersections, gives us (AN B) ® F)N
(C® (DNE)). We then apply (@) again to obtain (AN B) ® (DN E). O

Remark 4.6. We deduce from the proof of Lemmal[{-3 that in an abelian rigid monoidal category, the tensor product
of two monomorphisms is a monomorphism.

The following result does not hold without the semisimple assumption. Dave Benson provided a counterexample
in Vec, available at [3].

Proposition 4.7. Let A, B,C be objects in an abelian rigid monoidal category with A, B C C and C semisimple.
If A and B are selfdual, then so is AN B.

Proof. Let (X;) be the simple objects up to isomorphism. Without loss of generality, we can take C = @, C; ® Xj,
A=@, A ®X,;, and B =@, B ® X;, where A; and B, are subspaces of the multiplicity space C; for all i. We
can also take i4 and ip induced by the inclusions A;, B; C C;. Then, AN B = @,(A; N B;) ® X;. Since A, B, and
C are selfdual, we have C;« = C;, A;« = A;, and B;~ = B;. Thus, for all 4,

(ANB)" =EP(AinB) @ X = P (A NBir) @ Xi = P(AinBi) @ X; = (ANB). O

Remark 4.8. Following the proof of Proposition [{.7, ja is simply the monomorphism induced by the inclusions
(AiN B;) C A;. Thus, jjoja =idanp and ji* = ja.
Corollary 4.9. Following Proposition [.3 in the rigid case, for all K € {A,B,AN B}, if K is selfdual, then

dx =m}, and ex = e}, define a coalgebra structure such that ji is a coalgebra epimorphism for all L € {A, B}.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [£3] since the dual of a pullback of monomorphisms is a pushout
of epimorphisms. g
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Proposition 4.10. In an abelian rigid monoidal category, let A and B be two Frobenius subalgebras of C' such that
AN B is self-dual and j% o jao =idanp. Then AN B admits a structure of Frobenius subalgebra of C'.

Proof. The results regarding the algebra and coalgebra structure on AN B follow from Lemma 2.4 Proposition [£.3]
and Corollary[.9 The Frobenius structure is illustrated by the following diagrams. By assumption, j%0j4 = idans.

______

algebra morphism

Since (ja,jp) is a pullback of (i4,ip), it follows that (j4*,j%") is a pullback of (i%,4%). By Definition 3.5 we
have (i%*,1%) = (i4,iB), so by universality, there is an isomorphism ¢ € Home (AN B, AN B) such that j4 = ji* 0.
We conclude that

Consequently, we obtain

self-dual I duality
unitality l ‘ l

This implies ¢ = idanp, demonstrating that the Frobenius property holds for AN B (recall Lemma [Z7]), and also
that j4" = ja. We have established that j% o ja = idanp. By Definition B.5] we find i%" = i4 and % oi4 = ida.
Thus, i% 5 = tans and %5 0 ianp = idanp, where ia4np (=494 0ja : AN B — C is an algebra monomorphism,
since both i4 and ja are so (a pullback of a monomorphism is a monomorphism). O

The following result does not hold without the semisimple assumption. Dave Benson provided a counterexample
in Vec, available at [4].

Proposition 4.11. In an abelian rigid monoidal category, let A and B be two Frobenius subalgebras of C, which
is semisimple as an object. Then AN B admits a structure of Frobenius subalgebra of C.

Proof. Immediate by Proposition 4.7 and Proposition [4.I0 Recall from Remark .8 that j% o ja = idanp. O
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Let us recall the definition of a lattice:

Definition 4.12. A meet-semilattice (L, A) is a partially ordered set (poset) L in which every pair of elements a
and b has a unique infimum (or meet) denoted by a A'b. A join-semilattice (L,V) is a poset L in which every pair
of elements a and b has a unique supremum (or join) denoted by a V' b. A lattice (L, A, V) is a poset that is both a
meet-semilattice and a join-semilattice.

Recall that the height of a poset is defined as the length of its longest chain, denoted as --- < a; <ag < ---.
Lemma 4.13. A meet-semilattice with a top element and finite height is a lattice.

Proof. Given the existence of a top element and finite height, any two elements a and b have a minimal upper
bound. If there were two distinct minimal upper bounds ¢ and d, then ¢ A d would also serve as a minimal upper
bound, leading to a contradiction. O

The equivalence classes (and the poset structure) will be defined similarly to the subobjects described in [I5]
§1.5], as reviewed at the beginning of §l

Definition 4.14. Following the notation from Definition [F3, two Frobenius subalgebras X1 and Xo of X are
considered equivalent if there exists an isomorphism i1 2 : X1 — Xo such that i1 =i20412 and iy =i 0 ih, along
with i} 5 0412 = idx, and i1 014} 5 = idx,. We denote the equivalence class by [X1].

We can alternatively define a subalgebra as an equivalence class, similar to the concept of a subobject, to avoid
confusion with isomorphism classes. The equivalence classes defined in Definition 14l are more restrictive than
typical isomorphism classes. In particular, these equivalence classes correspond to generalized biprojections, as
demonstrated in the following proposition:

Proposition 4.15. Using the notation from Definitions 30 and [{-1]) the equivalence classes satisfy [X1] = [Xo2]
if and only if bx, = bx,.
Proof. Recall that bx, =i, of. If X; and X3 belong to the same class, then:
bx, =i10i] = (ig0i12) 0 (i) 5 0iy) =iz 0 (i1,2 014] 5) 0 iy =iz 05 = bx,.
Conversely, if bx, = bx,, set i1 2 =45 o¢;. Then:
ZIQOZ.LQ :7;207;;01'1 :bX2 Oil :le Oil :iloiIOil :il,
and similarly iy 0 ¢] 5 = i2. Finally,
i1,201] 9 = 050141 04] 0y = i3 0bx, 0y =13 0bx, 0ip = idxs,,
and likewise i] 5 0412 = idx, . 0
Definition 4.16. An equivalence class [X1] is said to be contained in [X3] if there exists a monomorphism iy o :
X1 — Xy such that i1 =130 Z'l)g and 7;’{72 o Z'l)g = iXm .
Lemma 4.17. The containment relation defined in Definition [[.16] forms a partial order.

Proof. Assume that [X] is contained in [X5] and [X32] is contained in [X;]. Then 412 must be an isomorphism
with inverse ij 5, leading to the conclusion that [X;] = [Xp]. The remaining properties of a partial order are
straightforward to verify. O

Definition 4.18. The poset established in Lemma[{. 17 will be referred to as the Frobenius subalgebra poset of the
Frobenius algebra X .

The following result fails without the assumption of semisimplicity. A counterexample provided by Will Sawin
is available in Vec at [51].

Theorem 4.19. The Frobenius subalgebra poset of a Frobenius algebra C' of finite length and semisimple as an
object in an abelian rigid monoidal category is a lattice. It can be identified with the interval [b1,bc].

Proof. Lemma [LT7 establishes the poset structure. By Proposition .11 this poset forms a meet-semilattice with
[X1] A [X2] := [X1 N X3], where the Frobenius algebra acts as the top element. The finite length of the Frobenius
algebra ensures that the poset has finite height. Thus, the result follows from Lemma The final assertion
follows from Proposition a

In the case of connected Frobenius algebras, the lattice in Theorem [A.19 is finite, as stated in Theorem and
proved in §8l
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5. KAROUBIAN CATEGORIES

A preadditive category C is called Karoubian (or pseudo-abelian) if it is idempotent-complete. This means that
for every object X in C and every morphism b in Hom¢ (X, X) that satisfies bo b = b (i.e., b is idempotent), there
exists an object Y in C, a monomorphism ¢ : ¥ — X, and an epimorphism p : X — Y such that i o p = b and
poi =1idy. Notably, every abelian category is Karoubian. Typically, the idempotents in Hom¢ (X, X) are partially
ordered, defined by b < ¥’ if and only if bo b/ =b =1 ob.

Lemma 5.1. In a Karoubian category, using the notations described above, b < b’ if and only if there exists a
monomorphism iyy: : Y — Y’ and an epimorphism py y : Y’ — Y such that i = i’ oiyy: and py:y op’ = p,
satisfying py 'y oiy,yr = idy. Consequently, Y' =Y @ Z for some object Z.

Proof. By definition, b < b if and only if bo b’ = b = b’ o b. This is equivalent to iopoi’ op’ =iop =14 op’ oiop.
Hence, we have poi’ op’ = p and i =i’ o p’ o ¢, where i is left-cancellative and p is right-cancellative. Therefore,
this holds if and only if py/y op’ = p and i = ¢’ oiy y+, since by applying o4’ or p’ o, we find py.y = poi’ and
iy,yr = p' oi. Consequently, poi' op’ = p implies poi’ op’ 0i =idy, and we have poi’ op’ 0i = pysy oiy,y,. The
last sentence follows from the splitting lemma. O

Definition 5.2. An object X in a C-linear abelian monoidal category C with a linear-simple unit 1 is called totally
positive (or totally nonzero) if there exists an isomorphism ¢ € Home (X, X**) such that for all nonzero idempotent
morphisms b € Home (X, X), the trace try(b) :=tr(¢ o b), as defined in Definition [Z13, is positive (or nonzero). If
¢ is not specified, it implies that X = X** and ¢ =idx.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be a totally positive object with isomorphism ¢. For all nonzero idempotents f, g € Home (X, X)
such that g < f, it follows that trg(g) < tre(f). Moreover, if f # g, then try(g) < trg(f).

Proof. Recall that g < f if and only if go f = g = g o f. By the linearity of the trace, we have:
try(f) = tre(g) + tro(f —9).

But f — g is an idempotent because:

(f=glo(f=g)=(fof)=(fog)—(90f)+(gog)=f—-9—9g+g=f-u
Thus, the result follows from the assumption that X is totally positive. g

Definition 5.4. Recall the notion of pivotal structure a and trace tr, above Lemma 2174 A finite tensor category
is called positive if it has a pivotal structure a such that trq(idx) = FPdim(X).

Proposition 5.5. If C is a positive finite tensor category, then every object X in C is totally positive.

Proof. Let (ax) be the pivotal structure that ensures positivity. For any nonzero idempotent b € Home (X, X),
consider b =i op and poi =idy from the Karoubian structure. By Lemma 2.17 and positivity, we have:

tro(b) = trg(iop) = tre(poi) = trg(idy) = FPdim(Y) > 0. O
Proposition 5.6. A finite tensor category is positive if and only if it is a pseudo-unitary fusion category.

Proof. According to [I2, Proposition 9.5.1], a pseudo-unitary fusion category is positive. Conversely, if C is a
pivotal non-semisimple finite tensor category, then as shown in the proof of [I2] Theorem 6.6.1], if P is projective
in C, then tr,(idp) = 0. Hence, C cannot be positive. Furthermore, a positive fusion category is intrinsically
pseudo-unitary. 0

While every unitary fusion category is inherently pseudo-unitary, it remains an open question whether every
pseudo-unitary fusion category can be endowed with a unitary structure (see [12] §9.4]).

6. SEMISIMPLIFICATION

The concept of semisimplification for spherical tensor categories was introduced in [2]. In this subsection, we
refer to [13]. Recall that a morphism f : X — Y in a spherical tensor category C over a field k is termed negligible if,
for any morphism g : Y — X, the trace tr(fog) = 0. The collection N of negligible morphisms forms a tensor ideal,
allowing us to define C = C/N as a semisimple tensor category. In this new category, the morphism compositions
and tensor products remain unchanged from those in C, while the simple objects consist of the indecomposable
objects of C that have nonzero dimension. Objects with zero dimension map to the zero object. This process is
referred to as the semisimplification of C.
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Remark 6.1. This result can be extended to k-linear Karoubian pivotal rigid monoidal categories, where all mor-
phism spaces are finite-dimensional, and with a pivotal structure such that the trace of a nilpotent endomorphism
is zero, and the left and right dimensions of indecomposable objects vanish simultaneously (see [13, Theorem 2.6]).

We refer to [16, Definition 3.4] for the following definition.

Definition 6.2. Let (X, m,d, e, ¢€) be an algebra-coalgebra in a k-linear Karoubian monoidal category C. It is called
special if e o e = axidy; and mo § = fxidx, where ax and fx are nonzero scalars. This is illustrated as follows:

x| = ax! and X = fx

Note that a special algebra-coalgebra is inherently separable (see Definition 2I3]). The term connected in Defi-
nition is referred to as haploid in [16]. According to [I6, Corollary 3.10 and (3.50)], for any connected special
Frobenius algebra, it holds that axfx = dim(X) is nonzero. The image below provides a proof that does not rely
on the connected assumption, but the alignment evxy = € o m and coevy = § o e, see Remark

T

dim(X):X = x = fBx =axfx
X

Furthermore, we can, without loss of generality, assume that ax = dim(X) and Sx = 1.

Lemma 6.3. A separable Frobenius algebra X of nonzero dimension within a monoidal category C, where the unit
object 1 is linear-simple, is special.

Proof. Since 1 is linear-simple, Home (1, 1) is one-dimensional. Thus, from the above discussion, we have dim(X) =
ax fBx, which is nonzero by assumption. Therefore, both ax and Sx must be nonzero, indicating that X is
special. O

Lemma 6.4. A totally nonzero Frobenius algebra X has nonzero dimension.
Proof. Recall that dim(X) = tr(idx). Since idx is an idempotent morphism, its trace is nonzero by assumption. [

Lemma 6.5. Let (X, m,d,e,€) be a special Frobenius algebra within a k-linear Karoubian monoidal category C.
Then, none of the morphisms m,d, e, € are negligible.

Proof. Given the special condition and applying Lemmas 2.4] 2.8 210, and 2.16, we find that
tr(d om) = tr(m*™ o §) = tr(mod) = Bx dim(X)
and
tr(eoe) =tr(e™ oe) =tr(eoe) = ax
are both non-zero. This confirms that none of the morphisms are negligible. O

Proposition 6.6. Let (X,m,d,e,€) be a special Frobenius algebra in a monoidal category C that satisfies the
conditions in Remark[G.1l (e.g., a spherical tensor category). Then, it is also a Frobenius algebra X in the semisim-
plification C. Furthermore, if X is totally nonzero (see Definition[5.), the Frobenius subalgebra poset (see Definition
[7.18) of X in C embeds into the corresponding poset in C.

Proof. A special Frobenius algebra in C remains a Frobenius algebra in C due to Lemma and the preservation
of morphism compositions and tensor products from C, which ensures that the axioms are satisfied. For any
indecomposable component Y of X, there exists a monomorphism i : ¥ — X and an epimorphism p : X — Y such
that i op = b and p o i = idy, indicating that b is a nonzero idempotent. Given that X is totally nonzero, we also
have tr(b) # 0, which implies 4 is not negligible, leading to dim(Y") # 0 by [I3| Lemma 2.2]. Therefore, X has no
indecomposable components of zero dimension, resulting in the poset embedding. |

The primary application of Proposition is to simplify the proof of the finiteness of the Frobenius subalgebra
poset by reducing it to the semisimple case.
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7. FORMAL ANGLE

We extend the concept of the angle between two intermediate subfactors, as defined in [I], to introduce a formal
angle between two Frobenius subalgebras. We will employ the idempotent by from Definition [3.5] which generalizes
the biprojection in subfactor planar algebra theory.

Assume C is a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra within a C-linear abelian rigid monoidal category C,
where the unit object 1 is linear-simple. Recall the partial order on the idempotents in Home(C, C) as defined in §5l
Let A and B be two Frobenius subalgebras of C. We further assume that tr(b4 o bg) is nonzero (the zero case will
be addressed later, see Remark [[9). By applying Lemma and Corollary B.16] we can define the idempotent

bap = e
B tI’(bAObB)

which satisfies tr(bap) = %, and by < byp for all Y € {A, B}.

bA * bB,

Remark 7.1. The notation bap is inspired by [19, Theorem 3.10]. However, it is used here solely as a notation;
there is no requirement to show that bap corresponds to the idempotent associated with the image of mo (ia ®ipg).

tr(ba)tr(bg)

T oan) which is positive due to the total positivity

Remark 7.2. Note that tr(ba o bg) is positive, as it equals
assumption and the fact that ba, b, and bap are idempotent.

Following the notation from §4 we define bang as ianp © %5, Where ianp =iy o jy for Y € {4, B}.
Lemma 7.3. For allY € {A, B}, we have banp < by. Consequently, tr(banp) < tr(by).
Proof. By definition, and the equality i} o iy = idy (from Definition B.5):
by obanp = iy oy o (iy o jy) o (iy o jy)*
=iy o (i% oiy) o jy o (iy o jy)*
= (ity ojy)o(iy o jy)* = bans-
Similarly, we find banp o by = banp. The last statement follows from Lemma [5.31 O

Lemma 7.4. Let A, B,C be objects in an abelian rigid monoidal category with A, B C C and C being semisimple.
If A and B are selfdual, then so is A+ B. Furthermore, ia1p satisfies i B =1AB and z'jZH_B oigrp =idayB.

Proof. Following the argument from Proposition 7, we have A + B = @), (A; + B;) ® X;, leading to
(A+ B)* = @(Az +Bi) ® X+ = @(Al* +Bi*) ® X; = @(Al +Bi) ® X, = A+ B.

3 3

Moreover, i44p is induced by the inclusion (A; + B;) C C;. The rest of the proof is straightforward. O

We wonder whether Lemma [4] can be proven without the assumption that C' is semisimple, by defining A + B
using the pushout (ky : Y — A+ B)yeqa,py of the pullback (jy : ANB = Y) of (iy : Y — C). By universality,
there exists a monomorphism i4yp : A+ B — C such that i41p o ky = iy.

Recall that C is totally positive. We now assume it is also semisimple as an object. Let bsip denote the
idempotent i44p o Ay B

Lemma 7.5. For allY € {A, B}, it holds that by < batp. Thus, tr(by) < tr(batn).
Proof. By definition, the equality iy z 0iay+p = idayp and above discussion,
baypoby = (iagpoiy,p)o (iy oiy)
=ia4BOoiy,po (iaypoky)o(iarpoky)”
=iaypo (i goiagn)okyo(iaypoky)”

= (iatpoky)o(iaypoky)” =by.
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Similarly, we also find by o bayp = by. The last statement follows from Lemma 53] O
Lemma 7.6. The equality tr(bayp) = tr(ba) + tr(bg) — tr(bans) holds.
Proof. Using Lemma [2.16] and the property i3 = iz, we get tr(bz) = tr(iz oi}) = tr(i}; oiz) = tr(idz). Therefore,

tr(bAJrB) = tr(idA+B) = Zdun(AZ + Bi)tr(Xi)
= (dim(A4;) + dim(B;) — dim(4; N B;))tr(X;)

= tr(ida) + tr(idg) — tr(idang) = tr(ba) + tr(bg) — tr(bang). O

Lemma 7.7. Let P be a poset and let p,qi1,q2 belong to P such that ¢; < p for i € {1,2}. If ¢1 and g2 have a
unique supremum q1 V qa (called the join), then g1 V g2 < p.

Proof. This statement is immediate. 0
Lemma 7.8. The inequality batrp < bap holds. Consequently, tr(bayp) < tr(bag).

Proof. This follows directly from the inequality by < bap and Lemmal[77] since bayrp = baVbp. The last statement
follows from Lemma [5.3] O

By combining Lemmas [7.3] [7.6] [.8] and Corollary B.I6], for all Y € {A, B} we have:

tr(ba)tr(b
0 < tr(by) < tr(ba) + tr(bs) — tr(bang) = tr(bass) < tr(bag) = Loa)rba)
tl”(bA o bB)
where positivity holds because by is a nonzero idempotent and C' is totally positive. Therefore, we derive:
tr(ba)tr(bp)
tr(bgobp) < 5
r(baobe) < G te(bn) — tr(bang)
tr(ba)tr(bp)

tr(ba obp) — tr(banp) < —tr(bang),

tr(ba) + tr(bp) — tr(banp)
tr(ba)tr(bg) — tr(bang)(tr(ba) + tr(bg)) + tr(bans)?
tr(ba) + tr(bg) — tr(bans) ’
(tr(ba) — tr(bans))(tr(bp) — tr(bans))
tI‘(bA)—I—tI‘(bB) —tI‘(bAmB) '
By Lemmas [T3 and 5.3, (ba — banp) o (bp —bang) =baobp —banp, and tr(by —banp) > 0 if by # banp. Thus,

tr((ba — bang) o (b —bang)) _ /tr(ba —bans)tr(bp — bans)
Vir(ba — banp)tr(bp —bang) ~ tr(ba) +tr(bp) — tr(bans)
\/tr(bA —bang)tr(bp — bans)

tr(ba — bang) + tr(bg — banp)’
1
< -
-2
The final inequality follows from the AM-GM inequality, which states that for two non-negative numbers = and vy,

we have ITJ”“’ > J/xy.

Remark 7.9. We initially assumed tr(ba o bg) to be nonzero. However, if it is zero, the above inequality trivially
holds.

Let us define the formal angle between bs and bg with respect to ba Abp = banp as follows:

tr((ba—bang)o(bs—bans)) b .
(b, br) = arccos (\/tr(bA—bAﬁB)tr(bB—bAmB)) , ifba #bp

0, if by = bg.

Remark 7.10. The term angle draws inspiration from the work in [I], while the descriptor formal indicates that
the trace tr may not define an inner product space on Home(C,C), as the tensor category is not assumed to be
unitary, and thus it may not yield a genuine angle.
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8. WATATANI’S THEOREM
This section is dedicated to proving Theorem

Definition 8.1. Let L be a lattice and a € L. We define the subset m, C L as the collection of elements b € L
such that if a < ¢ < b, then b = c. In simpler terms, mq is the set of minimal elements in L that are greater than a.

Theorem 8.2. Let Z be a Frobenius subalgebra of a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra X of finite length
and semisimple as an object in a C-linear abelian rigid monoidal category C with 1 being linear-simple. Consider
the subset my,, as defined in Definition[81], of the interval lattice [b1,bx] from Theorem[-I9 Then my, is a finite
set.

Proof. Let the elements of my, be denoted by by, for each ¢ in some index set I. Define the vectors

ba, — bz
for each ¢ € I. Let Vz be the R-subspace of Home (X, X) spanned by the vectors (v;)ier. Since Home (X, X) is
isomorphic to Home (1, X ® X*), it is finite-dimensional, as X is semisimple and 1 is linear-simple. Therefore, there

exists a finite subset J C I such that (v;);c; forms a basis for V.
We define a real inner product on V; as follows:

<Z)‘jUJ7ZMjUj> =3 M.

jeJ jeJ jeJ

Let Mz be the matrix defined by (tr(v; o v;)); jes. Forall i,j € I,

(vi, Mzv;) = <Z AUk, Mz Z/szl>

keJ leJ
= > Awpu (vk, Mzuvy)
k,led
= Z A putr(vg o vy)
k,leJ
= (O wvw) o O wn))
keJ leJ
= tr(v; o vy).

If i # j, then by minimality, we have ba;,na; = bz. Therefore, based on the discussion at the end of §7]

1
(vi, Mzvj) = tr(v; ovj) = cos(0(ba,,ba;)) < 7

Assume there exists ¢ € I and a sequence (ip,)nen such that i # i, for all n, and the angle Z(v;, v;, ) tends to
zero in the real inner product space Vz. As a result, there exists a sequence of positive real numbers («a;,) such that
lim,, 00 (v, ) = v;. For all j € I, we have

ba, — b ba, —b ba, —b
(vj, Mzvj) = tr(vj ov;) = tr AT o 2 =tr (M) =1.
tr(bA]. —byz) tr(bAj —byz) tr(bAj —bz)

By continuity, we find that

lim («,v;,, Mzanv;, ) = (v, Mzv;) = 1.
n— o0

However, since
M _ A2 M _ 2
<anvin ) Zanvin > - an <’Uin ) Z’Uin > - an’

it follows that

lim o, =1.
n— o0

Again, by continuity, we have
lim (v;, Mzv;, ) = lim a, (v, Mzv;,) = lim (v, Mzanv;, ) = (v, Mzv;) = 1.
n—o00 n—o00 n— 00

This contradicts the inequality (v;, Mzv;, ) < %, which holds because we assumed that i # i, for all n. Thus, our

initial assumption must be incorrect. This means that there exists a constant 3 > 0 such that for all 7, j € I with
i # j, the angle Z(v;,v;) > B. Since V7 is finite-dimensional, the index set I must also be finite. |
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An estimate of 8, possibly involving ||Mz||, should provide an upper bound for the size of the finite lattice,
similarly to [1].

Definition 8.3. Let L be a lattice and a € L. Define the subset m$ C L as follows: m® = {a} if s = 0, and
my = Upems—1 M if s > 1. In particular, ml =mg.

Remark 8.4. If L has finite height h and a bottom element 1, then L = ngo m;.

Theorem 8.5. Let X be a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra of finite length and semisimple as an object
in a C-linear abelian rigid monoidal category C with 1 being linear-simple. Then its Frobenius subalgebra lattice is
finite.

Proof. By Theorem .19, the Frobenius subalgebra lattice of X is isomorphic to the interval [b1,bx]. The bottom
element is by and it has finite height, say h, since X has finite length. By Remark B4l we have [b1,bx] = U::O my, .
According to Theorem [B.2] Definition B3] and by induction, each set mj is finite. Therefore, [b1,bx] is finite. [J

Corollary 8.6. Let X be a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra in a spherical tensor category C. Then its
Frobenius subalgebra poset is finite.

Proof. By LemmasZ.T4 [6.3] and[6.4], X is determined to be special. The conclusion follows from Proposition[6.6land
Theorem[8H Note that as an object in a tensor category, X has finite length and can be uniquely decomposed (up to
isomorphism) into a direct sum of finitely many indecomposable components (Krull-Schmidt theorem). Due to total
positivity, all these indecomposables have nonzero dimensions. Consequently, X in the semisimplification C also
admits a unique decomposition (up to isomorphism) as a direct sum of finitely many simple objects corresponding
to the aforementioned indecomposables. O

We can obtain a more general statement by considering the conditions in Remark [G.11

Corollary 8.7. Let X be a totally positive connected Frobenius algebra in a semisimple tensor category. Then its
Frobenius subalgebra lattice is finite.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem O

Corollary 8.8. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra in a pseudo-unitary fusion category C. Then its Frobenius
subalgebra lattice is finite.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition and Corollary B1] |

The structure of a (connected) Frobenius algebra object relies solely on the fusion data of the Grothendieck ring.
In other words, determining all possible Frobenius algebra structures on an object reduces to solving polynomial
equations that depend only on the object’s isomorphism class and the Grothendieck ring. Therefore:

Corollary 8.9. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra in a fusion category C that is Grothendieck equivalent to a
fusion category D in which the corresponding Frobenius subalgebra lattice is finite. Then it is also finite in C.

Conjecture 8.10. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra in a fusion category. Then its Frobenius subalgebra
lattice is finite.

According to CorollariesB.8 and B9 to find a counterexample to Conjecture BI0] we need a fusion category that
is not Grothendieck equivalent to a pseudo-unitary one. Such fusion categories are quite rare in the literature. The
first known example was identified in this paper [55], specifically the rank 6 modular fusion category C(s0s5,3/2)q4-
It would be intriguing to classify the connected Frobenius algebras within this category. Note that some of its
connected Frobenius algebras are already totally positive (e.g., X ® X*).

The remaining section presents families of examples of connected Frobenius algebras and discusses the applica-
bility of Watatani’s theorem.

9. INCLUSION OF C*-ALGEBRAS

Let A C B be a unital inclusion of k-algebras. Define C as the k-linear abelian monoidal category of A-bimodules,
denoted Bimod(A). More generally for rings, we refer the reader to [45, Example 1.6]. It is convenient to use the
(abuse of) notation A’ N B to denote the commutant of A within B, defined as {b € B | ab = ba Va € A}, even
though the term A’ on its own may not make sense in general.

Lemma 9.1. The k-vector spaces Home(aAa, aBa) and A’ N B are isomorphic.
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Proof. Consider the linear map T : A’ N B — Hom¢(aAa, aBa) defined by T(z) = & : a — za. The map 7 is a
morphism in C because (ajaasz) = xajaas = ajraas = a1&(a)as, where a; € A commutes with z € A’ N B.

Next, define the linear map S : Home(4Aa, ABa) = A’ N B by S(f) = f(1). We will show that S and T are
inverses of each other. First, we have:

T(S(f)) = T(£(1)) = F(1).

Since f/(T)(a) = f(1)a = f(a) (because f is a bimodule morphism), we find f/(T) = f, implying T o S = id.
Next, for z € A’ N B:
T(S(x)) =T(2) = 2(1) = =,

which shows that S oT =id. Thus, S and T are indeed inverses. O

Definition 9.2. A wunital inclusion of algebras A C B is called irreducible if A’ N B is one-dimensional.

Lemma 9.3. A unital inclusion of algebras A C B is irreducible if and only if ABa is connected (and consequently,
A is centerless and 1 is linear-simple).

Proof. Since 4 A4 = 1 is the unit in C, the result follows directly from Definitions and [0.2] along with Lemma
Furthermore, since (A’ N A) C (A’ N B), if 4B4 is connected, it follows that both A’ N A and Home(1,1) are
one-dimensional. This means that A is centerless and that 1 is linear-simple. 0

Theorem 9.4. A finite index unital irreducible inclusion of C*-algebras has a finite number of intermediate C*-
algebras.

Proof. According to [62], a finite index unital inclusion of C*-algebras is defined through a faithful conditional
expectation F4 : B — A. As a result, based on [9, Lemma 3.11], the object 4B, is a Frobenius algebra object
within the C*-tensor category Bimod(A), and it is connected by Lemma[@.3] To proceed with applying Corollary[R.8]
observe that under the finite index assumption, the semisimple object 4B 4 generates a unitary fusion subcategory
of Bimod(A). Additionally, every intermediate C*-algebra corresponds to a Frobenius subalgebra of 4Ba4. O

The theorem presented above extends [23] Corollary 3.9] by removing the requirement for simplicity. However,
as indicated in Lemma [0.3] the algebra A is centerless when the inclusion is irreducible. Therefore, it is crucial
to identify non-simple, centerless C*-algebras (see Proposition [0.8)). First, let us review some basic definitions and
results.

Definition 9.5. A C*-algebra (or von Neumann algebra) is called simple if it has no nonzero proper ideals that
are closed under the operator norm topology (or the weak operator topology, respectively).

Proposition 9.6. A von Neumann algebra M is simple if and only if it is centerless (i.e., a factor).

Proof. The simplicity of a factor is specifically addressed in [29, Proposition A.3.1]. Conversely, if M is not a
factor, it contains a nontrivial central projection p € M N M’. Thus, pMp forms a nontrivial closed ideal in M,
demonstrating that M is not simple. O

Proposition 9.7. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let A C B(H) be a unital C*-algebra. Let M := A" be
the von Neumann algebra generated by A. If M is a factor then A is centerless.

—wot

Proof. This follows immediately since (AN A")" = AN At (AN me) =MnM. O

Recall that the von Neumann algebra L(T") of a countable group T is a factor if and only if T' is ICC (infinite
conjugacy classes).

Proposition 9.8. Let I' be a countable ICC group with a non-trivial amenable normal subgroup N C I'. Then the
reduced C*-algebra C}(I") is centerless but non-simple.

Proof. Since I' is a countable ICC group, L(I) is a factor. Therefore, by Proposition[@.7, C*(T") is centerless because
Cx(T")” = L(T"). The non-simplicity follows from [22, Proposition 3]. O

In particular, for all non-trivial ICC groups G and T', with G being amenable (e.g., Sw), C*(G) and C*(G xT') are
centerless, non-simple C*-algebras. In contrast, as noted in [22], for every torsion-free non-elementary hyperbolic
group I, the C*-algebra C(I") is simple. This implies that T has no non-trivial amenable normal subgroups (i.e.,
it has a trivial amenable radical) and is ICC.
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10. HOPF ALGEBRAS

As we will elaborate in this subsection (but, see Remark [[0.6), the dual Hopf algebra H* serves as a connected
Frobenius algebra object in Rep(H). One might consider examining their Frobenius subalgebra objects, specifically
focusing on whether their right (or left) coideal subalgebras qualify as such. This is supported by [24, Theorem
4.4] in the unitary case, but it remains unclear in general, even under the semisimple assumption. This exploration
is motivated by the desire to determine if we can recover [I4, Theorem 3.6] as an application of Corollary B.6]
while potentially relaxing the assumption of semisimplicity. However, this investigation will not be addressed in the
current paper.

Definition 10.1 (Bialgebra). A bialgebra is a quintuple (H,m,e, A, €) consisting of:
vector space H over a field k,

multiplication map m : H® H — H,

unit map e : k — H,

comultiplication map A : H - H® H,

counit map € : H — k,

that satisfies the following axioms:
(1) Associativity: mo (m ® id) = m o (id ® m),
(2) Unit axiom: mo (e®id) =id =mo (id ® e),
(8) Coassociativity: (A®id) o A= (id® A)o A,
(4) Counit axiom: (e ® id)o A =id = (id®¢€) oA,
(5) Compatibility axioms: A and € are unital algebra morphisms, i.e., for a,b € H,
A(ab) = A(G)A(b), A(lH) =1g®1lg, E(ab) = G(a)e(b), 6(1H) =1,
where e(1) = 1g. It equivalent to say that m and e are counital coalgebra morphisms.
Definition 10.2 (Antipode). An antipode is a linear map S : H — H that satisfies the antipode axiom:
mo(id®S)oA=eoe=mo (S®id)oA.
Equivalently, this can be expressed as:
a(l)S(a(g)) = e(a)lH = S(a(l))a(g)
for all a € H, using Sweedler notation A(a) = a1y ® a(g) for comultiplication.

Recall that S is an antihomomorphism of (co)unital (co)algebras (see e.g., [60, Proposition 1.3.12]), which means:
S(Ag) = 1u, S(ab) = S(b)S(a), €(S(h)) =e€(h), (S(h)a) @ (S(h))@2) = S(h() @ S(hw))-

Definition 10.3 (Hopf Algebra). A Hopf algebra is a bialgebra (H,m,e, A, €) that is equipped with an invertible
antipode S.

Definition 10.4. Let H be a Hopf algebra. A subalgebra K C H is termed a right (resp. left) coideal subalgebra
if A(K)C K®H (resp. A(K) C H® K ), where A represents the comultiplication of H.

Theorem 10.5 ([3T),[44]). A finite-dimensional Hopf algebra is a Frobenius algebra (in Vec).

Remark 10.6. The application of Watatani’s theorem necessitates a connected Frobenius algebra object within a
tensor category. In the category Vec, an object is connected if and only if it is trivial. This is why Theorem
needs to be revised to Theorem [IO7A. The proof of this well-known result is presented for readers who may not
be experts in Hopf algebra theory. It is included here because the authors feel that the existing literature lacks a
self-contained and detailed proof.

Theorem 10.7. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra. The dual H* can be endowed with the structure of a
connected Frobenius algebra object in Rep(H), but it uses a different comultiplication and counit.

Proof. The proof will be divided into several lemmas. For K = H or H*, let mg, ex, Ak, €x, and Sk denote the
multiplication, unit, comultiplication, counit, and antipode of K. If there is no risk of confusion, the subscript K
will be omitted. Let Rep(H) be the tensor category of left H-modules. For all h,k € H and f,g € H*, recall that

(f9)(h) = f(h@))g(hz), Af)(h @ k) = f(hk), 1u+ = en-(1) = en, and eg-(f) = f(1a).
Lemma 10.8. The triple (H*,mpy~,em~) is a unital algebra object in Rep(H).
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Proof. First, H* is an object in Rep(H) because for all h, k,x € H and for all f € H*, the expression (h - f)(x) :=
f(zh) defines a left H-module structure on H* since:

(h- (k- £)(&) = (k- £)(wh) = f(whk) = ((hk) - £)(2).
Next, we need to check that mpy+ and ey« are morphisms in Rep(H). Let h,k € H and f,g € H*, then:
(ma-(h- (f ®9))(k) = (mu-((hqy - ) @ (he) - 9)(k) = (hay - (k) (he) - 9) (k)
= Flkayha)g(kayhe) = F(R)0)g((kh) ) = (muz- (f © g))(kh) = (h - (mar- (£ © ) (k),
(er=(h-1))(k) = (en-(en(h)))(k) = (en-(1))(k)en (h) = eu(k)en (h) = eu(kh) = (h- (en-(1)))(k). O
Lemma 10.9. The triple (H, Ap,en) is a counital coalgebra object in Rep(H).

Proof. Consider the left action of H on itself defined by h-k = hk. We need to verify that Ay and ey are morphisms
in Rep(H):

Apg(h-k)=Ap(hk) = Ap(h)Au(k) = (hayka)) @ (he)k@e) = b (kq) @ k) = h- Ap(k),
en(h k) = c(hk) = esr(Wen(k) = h- (e (k). O
Lemma 10.10. Let f € H*. Then ¢y : H — H* defined by ¢¢(h) = h- f is a morphism in Rep(H).
Proof. This reduces to the following computation:
(@5 (h-k))(x) = (65 (hk))(x) = ((hk) - f)(x) = f(xhk) = (k- f)(xh) = (&5 (k))(xh) = (h- (¢ (K)))(x). O

By [31, Theorem on page 79], H* admits a non-degenerate right integral A\. Let ¢ := ¢ from Lemma It
should be regarded as a Fourier transform, see for example [61] Definition 1.3].

Lemma 10.11. The map ¢ is an isomorphism in Rep(H).

Proof. We already know that it is a morphism in Rep(H) by Lemma By finite-dimensionality, we only need
to show that ¢ is injective. Let h € H such that ¢(h) = 0. Then we have A(kh) = (¢(h))(k) = 0 for all k € H.
Thus, h = 0 since A is non-degenerate. 0

Regarding connectedness, we need to prove that:
Lemma 10.12. The space Homgep(sr) (1, H*) is one-dimensional.
Proof. Let a be a morphism in this space. Then a(h-1) = h-«a(1), but

a(h-1)(k) = alen (h))(k) = em(h)a(1)(k) and (h - a(1))(k) = («(1))(kh).
Thus, we have eg(h)a(l)(k) = (a(1))(kh). Setting k¥ = 1y gives us a(l) = a(l)(1g)exs € key. The result
follows. O

Finally, we define new comultiplication and counit on H* as follows:
e = (R ¢)oAgodp !t and €y =egopt.

These are morphisms in Rep(H ), as they are compositions of morphisms in Rep(H). We still need to verify that
the morphisms mg-, eg, Ay, €. satisfy all the identities for a Frobenius algebra (see §2)), but they hold in Vec
by Theorem [[0.5], and thus automatically hold in Rep(H). O

Remark 10.13 ([43]). One Frobenius identity can be reformulated as follows:
Ahaay) Ak z2)A k@ y) = M@ @) A ym)Akye) ),
for all elements x, y, h, and k in H. However, it is unclear how to prove this directly.
Let us apply Corollary B8 together with Theorem [10.7]

Corollary 10.14. Let H be a finite-dimensional semisimple Hopf algebra. Then the dual Hopf algebra H* admits
a finite number of Frobenius subalgebra objects in Rep(H).

The assertion of Corollary T0.14] should allow for a reformulation purely in terms of Hopf algebra, incorporating
identities similar to those mentioned in Remark Based on Corollary TTHl it may be challenging to find a
non-semisimple finite-dimensional Hopf algebra that satisfies the totally positive assumption. However, if one exists,
we can apply Corollary as well. Now, let us turn our attention to the left coideal subalgebras.

Theorem 10.15 ([57]). A left coideal subalgebra of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra is a Frobenius algebra (in
Vec).
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The following question is supported by [24, Theorem 4.4] in the unitary case.

Question 10.16. Is it true that every left coideal subalgebra K of H* can be given the structure of a connected
Frobenius subalgebra object of H* in Rep(H ), where H is a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra?

From Definition [[0.4] we have that Ay« (K) C H* ® K. Let ix : K — H* be the embedding induced by this
inclusion. We define the multiplication and unit on K as follows: mg := mpg+ oix and ex (1) = 1g.

Lemma 10.17. A left coideal subalgebra K of H* is a unital algebra object in Rep(H).

Proof. First, K is an object in Rep(H). For any f € K and h,k € H, we have:

(h- f)(k) = f(kh) = (Au- (/)@ k) = fa)(h) f2)(k),

which shows that (h - f) is in K since it is a linear combination of elements f(5) in K with coefficients f(1)(h).
Specifically, i is a morphism in Rep(H), since ix (h-f) = h- f = h-ix(f). Together with Lemma [T0.8] this implies
that my and ex are morphisms in Rep(H ). O

Since Homgep#)(1, K) C Homgep(s) (1, H*), we conclude that K is connected, by Lemma and the fact
that 1y € K. However, we cannot define the comultiplication and counit on K as A’. oix and €}y. o ix to
create a Frobenius algebra structure. If we were to do so, ix would be an isomorphism according to Lemma
B4 Alternatively, if we define the comultiplication and counit on K (similar to the approach for H*) using an
isomorphism of K-modules ¢ : K — K* as provided by Theorem [[0.15 then ¢ may not be a morphism in Rep(H).

Our motivation for Question has already been addressed in the semisimple case by the following result.

Theorem 10.18 ([14], Theorem 3.6). A semisimple (thus finite-dimensional) Hopf algebra over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero has a finite number of left coideal subalgebras.

We are still uncertain about how much the semisimple assumption can be relaxed, but we do know that it cannot
be completely removed, even when limited to Hopf subalgebras.

Example 10.19. Nichols’ Hopf algebras Haon for m > 1, introduced in [37] and further explored in [12, Example
5.5.8], serve as a family of counterexamples for n > 3. The Hopf algebra Han (for n > 1) is 2™-dimensional and
generated by elements g,x1,...,x,_1 subject to the relations:

=1, wig=—gz;, x;=0, zz;=—zz; (i#]),

Alg)=9g®g, Alx;)=gzi+x;01, €e(g)=1, €e(x;)=0, S(g) =g, S(x;)=—gz;.

Forn =1, this corresponds to the group algebra of the cyclic group of order 2, and for n = 2, it represents Sweedler’s
4-dimensional Hopf algebra. Whenn > 3, it contains infinitely many Hopf subalgebras. Specifically, for any subspace
E C @, Cx;, the subalgebra Hp = (E, g) is a Hopf subalgebra, since for any x € E, we have A(x) =gz +2x® 1
and S(x) = —gz. The dimension of Hg is 24™E)*1 and is completely determined by E. Nichols’ Hopf algebra Han
is unimodular if and only if n is odd. For n = 2,3, refer to [46, Proposition 7 (e¢) and Proposition 10 (d)], where
they are denoted H(y1,_1y and U(z,1,_1y. For general cases, see the correction in [T}, Exercise 6.5.10(i)].

Every Hopf subalgebra is a left coideal subalgebra, but not vice versa. For example, Sweedler’s 4-dimensional
Hopf algebra has finitely many Hopf subalgebras but infinitely many left coideal subalgebras [14, Example 3.5].

Example 10.20. The quantum double D(H) of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H is a bicrossed product of H
with H°P*. Hence, H is a Hopf subalgebra of D(H). Moreover, D(H) is factorizable and therefore unimodular (J12)
Definition 6.5.7, Exercise 8.6.4(i), Propositions 7.14.6, 8.6.3, and 8.10.10] ). Consequently, if H has infinitely many
Hopf subalgebras (as is the case with Nichols’ Hopf algebra Hg), then D(H) is a factorizable finite-dimensional Hopf
algebra that also has infinitely many Hopf subalgebras.

11. OTHER EXAMPLES

This section presents additional examples—connected canonical Frobenius algebras (L), abstract spin chains
[II2), and vertex operator algebras (IT.3)—that may fall within the scope of Watatani’s theorem in §8
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11.1. Connected canonical Frobenius algebra. In [12) Corollary 7.20.4], the canonical Frobenius algebra
Hom(1,1) in C K CP is examined for a unimodular multitensor category C. However,

Proposition 11.1. The Frobenius algebra Hom(1,1) is connected if and only if C is a tensor category.

Proof. Let D be a multitensor category and M a D-module category with objects M; and Mz in M. According to
[12, (7.20)], the space Hom(M7, M>) is defined via the natural isomorphism:

HOHlM (X X Ml, MQ) ~ HOIDD(X, I‘IO_Hl(Ml, MQ))

Assuming M is also monoidal with unit 1,4, and letting 1p be the unit of D, we set M1 = My = 14 and
X = 1p. This yields:
Homag (L aq, Laq) ~ Homp (1p, Hom(1 oq, Lag)).
Therefore, Hom(1 4, 1¢) is connected if and only if 1 is linear-simple, meaning Homa (1 aq, La¢) is one-
dimensional. For a multitensor category M, this indicates that Hom(1q, 1) is connected if and only if M is a
tensor category. The result follows by taking D = C K C°P? and M =C. O

Corollary 11.2. Let H be a finite-dimensional unimodular Hopf algebra. Then H* serves as the connected canon-
ical Frobenius algebra in Rep(H ® H°P), albeit with a different comultiplication and counit.

Proof. This characterization of the canonical Frobenius algebra is noted at the end of [12], §7.20]. The connectedness
follows from Theorem [TT1.11 O

Proposition 11.3 ([I2] Proposition 7.18.9]). Let C be a unimodular non-semisimple finite tensor category. Let
f:Hom(1,1) — Hom(1,1)** be a morphism in C K C°P. Then tr(f) = 0.

Referring to Lemma [2.4] we understand that a Frobenius algebra object is self-dual. Therefore, in Proposition
T3 the morphism f can be viewed as an isomorphism, which implies that the categorical dimension of Hom(1,1)
with respect to f must be zero.

Corollary 11.4. Let C be a unimodular non-semisimple finite tensor category. Assume that C K CP has a pivotal
structure a. Then dim,(Hom(1,1)) = 0.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition O

Corollary 11.5. Let H be a finite-dimensional unimodular non-semisimple Hopf algebra. Assume that Rep(H ®
H<°P) has a pivotal structure a. Then dim,(H*) = 0.

Proof. This follows immediately from Corollaries and [T4 O

In Corollary TT.H we note that due to the fiber functor, FPdim is equal to dimy. However, in characteristic zero,
dimy (H*) is non-zero. Thus, dim, must differ from FPdim in this case.

Remark 11.6. In the pivotal non-semisimple case, the connected Frobenius algebras discussed in this subsection
cannot be totally positive, which means that Corollary is mot applicable.

11.2. Abstract spin chains. Quantum cellular automata (QCA) are quantum operations that reflect the core
principles of unitarity and locality [64]. In [28], the authors explore extensions of bounded-spread isomorphisms of
symmetric local algebras to QCA defined on complete (or edge-restricted) local operator algebras. They introduce
the notions of abstract spin chains and categorical inclusions, offering an algebraic framework to study these
inclusions. In this section, we aim to demonstrate that the lattice of categorical inclusions (as discussed in [28] §4])
corresponding to a connected, commutative Frobenius algebra (Q-system) is finite.

As detailed in [28, §3], let C be an indecomposable unitary multi-fusion category, and let X be an object in C.
For any finite interval I C Z, define A(C, X); as the finite-dimensional *-algebra Ende (X ®!!l). The colimit A(C, X)
of A(C,X)r, taken in the category of x-algebras, is called an abstract spin chain.

Let C be an indecomposable multi-fusion category. Following [28] Definition 3.2], a quotient of C is defined as an
indecomposable multi-fusion category D, equipped with a dominant] tensor functor F : C — D.

As noted in [28], a dominant tensor functor F': C — D induces an inclusion of C*-algebras:

ir: AC, X) = A(D, F(X)).

Given two quotients, F' : C — D and G : D — &, the composition Go F' : C — £ is also a quotient, and the
inclusion satisfies igor = i © ir. These inclusions are known as categorical inclusions.

IThat is, surjective, as defined in [12] Definition 1.8.3].
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According to [28] §4], citing a result from [8], for a quotient F' : C — D, there exists a connected commutative
Frobenius algebra object L in Z(C) such that D is equivalent to the category Cr of right L-modules. Moreover,
F is equivalent to the functor Fp : C — Cr, where z — x ® L, and L is identified with its image under the
forgetful functor. Using this, [28, §4] demonstrates an equivalence between the lattice of intermediate categorical
inclusions between A(C, X) and A(Cr, X), and the lattice of Frobenius subalgebras of L. Since the Drinfeld center
of a multi-fusion category is a fusion category [I2] Exercise 7.13.7], we can apply the result from §g to get the
following;:

Corollary 11.7. The lattice of intermediate categorical inclusions between A(C,X) and A(Cr, X)) is finite.
This provides a rigidity-type result for abstract spin chains.
11.3. Vertex operator algebras. We posed the following question to Kenichi Shimizu in [52]:

Question 11.8. Under what conditions is a vertex operator algebra (VOA)V a connected Frobenius algebra object
in Rep(V)?

Shimizu’s response can be understood through the categorical perspective on VOA extensions, as explored in [10].
This work highlights that a VOA extension A of V naturally forms a commutative algebra in the representation
category Rep(V'). This algebra is characterized by two key properties: it is connected (or haploid; see Definition
213) and has a trivial twist, for the ribbon structure of Rep(V).

Although it is not fully established that every VOA extension gives rise to a Frobenius algebra, a related partial
result is known. Specifically, if C is a modular tensor category and A is a connected, commutative, and exact algebra
in C, and if the category of local A-modules, C¥°, forms a ribbon category with the same twist as C, then A is a
symmetric Frobenius algebra [53, Proposition 5.19]. However, this assumption may be too restrictive when applied
to VOA extensions.

12. QUANTUM ARITHMETIC

In this section, we will explore additional applications of Watatani’s theorem from §81 Our focus will be on
generalizing Ore’s theorem [40] and Euler’s totient theorem [39] in the context of fusion categories, as well as
Robin’s reformulation of the Riemann hypothesis [49], which involves the sigma function. Each of these results
requires a finite lattice, making Watatani’s theorem relevant.

For the first two, we will present the statements without proofs. While they may currently be considered
conjectures, we believe their proofs could follow approaches similar to those used in [40] and [39]. It would be
valuable to formalize these proofs in the future. Regarding the Riemann hypothesis, we do not claim that our
generalization is relevant; rather, we suggest that it is a possibility.

Remark 12.1. We caution the reader that this section is largely speculative. Speculation involves imagining pos-
sibilities or exploring ideas without a solid foundation in evidence or structure. In contrast, a conjecture is a more
formalized hypothesis, often based on observed patterns or logical reasoning, and is typically intended to be proven
or disproven.

12.1. Ore’s theorem. Qystein Ore demonstrated in [38] in 1938 that a finite group is cyclic if and only if its
subgroup lattice is distributive. He also extended this result in one direction as follows:

Theorem 12.2 ([38], Theorem 7). Let [H, G] be a distributive interval of finite groups. Then there exists an element
g € G such that (Hg) = G.

The paper [40] generalizes Ore’s Theorem [[2Z.2 to planar algebras as follows, and applies it to establish a connec-
tion between combinatorics and representation theory.

Theorem 12.3 ([40]). Let P be an irreducible subfactor planar algebra with a distributive biprojection lattice. Then
there exists a minimal 2-box projection that generates the identity biprojection.

We propose the following generalization to pseudo-unitary fusion categories, supported by Corollary B8

Statement 12.4. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra object in a pseudo-unitary fusion category C with a
distributive Frobenius subalgebra lattice. Then there is a minimal idempotent in Home (X, X) generating idx .

The elimination of the pseudo-unitary assumption is contingent upon Conjecture BI0l Following the ordering
described in §5l an idempotent p is termed minimal if, for any nonzero idempotent ¢ such that pog =g = qop, it
follows that p = ¢. Additionally, based on Proposition [L.I5] a biprojection refers to the idempotent by associated
with a Frobenius subalgebra Y of X. The biprojection generated by an idempotent p is defined as the minimal
biprojection b such that b > p. It would be advantageous to obtain a tensor category extension of [32, Theorem
4.12] in the following way, thereby offering a clearer reformulation of (generated) biprojections.
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Statement 12.5. A selfdual idempotent b is a biprojection if and only if b+ b = Ab, for some nonzero scalar \.

12.2. Euler’s totient. The traditional Euler’s totient function, denoted as ¢(n), counts the number of positive
integers up to n that are relatively prime to n. Let G be a finite group and p the Mobius function associated with
its subgroup lattice £(G). In 1936, Philip Hall established in [20] that the Euler totient of a group G, as defined
below, corresponds to the cardinality of the set {g € G | {g) = G}:

P(G)i= Y w(HG)IH|
HEL(G)

Consequently, if ¢(G) is nonzero, then G must be cyclic, and it follows that ¢(C,) = ¢(n). This result has been
generalized to planar algebras as follows.

Theorem 12.6 ([39]). Let P be an irreducible subfactor planar algebra, and let p denote the Mébius function of
its biprojection lattice [eq,id]. We introduce the Euler totient of the planar algebra P as follows:

o(P) = Z (b, id)|b : eq].
be[el,id]

If o(P) is nonzero, then there exists a minimal 2-box projection that generates the identity biprojection.

We propose the following generalization, which is subject to the same considerations outlined in §I2.71 where
Y| := FPdim(Hom(Y,Y")) generalizes the concept of the subfactor index, as discussed in [12], §7.25.2].

Statement 12.7. Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra object in a pseudo-unitary fusion category C, and let
u denote the Mobius function of its Frobenius subalgebra lattice, isomorphic to [b1,idx]. We introduce the Euler
totient of X as follows:

p(X)i= Y plby,idx)[Y].
by €[b1,idx]

If (X)) is nonzero, then there is a minimal idempotent in Home (X, X) generating idx .

Question 12.8. When ¢(X) is nonzero, can we also deduce that there exists a faithful simple component S of X,
meaning that X is a subobject of S®™ for sufficiently large n?

The fact that ¢(n) is nonzero for any positive integer n prompts the following speculation:
Speculation 12.9. If the interval [b1,idx] is distributive, then (X)) is nonzero.
Here is an application of Statement (2.7

Speculation 12.10. The minimum number of minimal idempotents that generate idx is at most the minimal
length £ of a chain given by

b1 < by < "'<bz+1:idx,
where o(b;, bit1), defined similarly to [39, Definition 4.3], is nonzero for each i.
12.3. Depth. We aim to broaden the concept of subfactor depth. Consider a Frobenius algebra object X within a
monoidal category C. We can assume, without loss of generality, that X generates C. According to Remark 2:22]

X =Y oYV for some Y as described in Proposition 221l The depth of X is defined as the largest number n = 2k
or 2k + 1 such that X®* or X®¥ @ Y includes a new simple subquotient, up to isomorphism.

Speculation 12.11. The concept of depth, as defined above, is independent of the choice of Y.

Speculation 12.12. Let X; be a Frobenius algebra in C;, with i = 1,2. Then, X1 X X5 is a Frobenius algebra in
the Deligne tensor product C1 R Cq, and its depth is the maximum of the depths of X1 and Xs.

According to [59], a finite index irreducible subfactor is a Hopf C*-algebra subfactor if and only if it has depth
2. Drawing inspiration from this and Morita contexts of depth 2 in [35], we propose the following speculation:

Speculation 12.13. A tensor category admits a fiber functor if and only if it is generated by a connected Frobenius
algebra of depth 2.

Recall by [12, Theorem 5.3.12] that a finite tensor category admits a fiber functor if and only if it is equivalent
to Rep(H) for some finite dimensional Hopf algebra H (and see [I2] Theorem 5.4.1] for the infinite case).
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12.4. Riemann hypothesis. The sigma function o(n) := djn d is defined as the sum of the positive divisors of
n. Let v denote the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Then, we have [21, Theorem 323]:

lim sup ﬂ =e7.
n—oo nloglogn

In 1984, Guy Robin proved in [49] that the Riemann Hypothesis (RH) is true if and only if, for sufficiently large n,
o(n) < e'nloglogn.
Let X be a connected Frobenius algebra object in a pseudo-unitary fusion category C. We define the sigma function
of X as:
o(X) = Z d,
deD(X)

where D(X) is the divisor set of X, defined as D(X) := {|Y] | by € [b1,idx]}. The set D(X) is finite, as shown in
Corollary B8 We aim to extend (RH) by employing Robin’s reformulation for the class €4 of pairs (X,C), with X
connected Frobenius algebra object of depth d (as defined in §12.3)) in a pseudo-unitary C it generates. It generalizes
the quantum Riemann hypothesis proposed in [42], which serves as a revised version of the earlier, disproven version
presented in [41I]. Let us speculate a (RH) of depth d, denoted (RHy).

Speculation 12.14. For all d > 2, there is a constant v4 such that:

X
lim sup L =7,
(X,C)eCq, |X|—oo | X]|loglog |X]

Furthermore, for all (X,C) € €4 with | X| large enough,
o(X) < €7 X|loglog|X].
Let Zy be the set {|X| | (X,C) € €4}. Using Speculation

Speculation 12.15. The (RHy) as stated in Speculation implies that Iy countable without accumulation
point, and that ~q is strictly increasing in d.

Question 12.16. Can we further infer from (RHy) that there is a minimum gap length in Ty?
The following holds true for irreducible depth 2 subfactors, by Ore’s theorem and the proof of Proposition [2.79

Speculation 12.17. Speculation[IZ2.1]) can be simplified by focusing on the subclass ®4 which consists of (X,C) € €q
where the Frobenius subalgebra lattice of X is distributive.

Given an intermediate subfactor N C P C M, we derive two subfactors: N C P and P C M. However, the
Frobenius subalgebra associated with the intermediate subfactor pertains solely to N C P. It is necessary to explore

the categorical generalization of P C M and the algebraic integer “%i]zll = |P : N|, leading to:

Speculation 12.18. Let Y be a Frobenius subalgebra of a Frobenius algebra X in C. Then Xl s an algebraic

) Y]
integer.
Proposition 12.19. Assuming Speculations [2.13 and 1218, (RH2) is equivalent to (RH).

Proof. In this case, D(X) is a subset of D(|X|), the set of divisors of the integer | X|. Consequently, o(X) < o(|X]).
However, equality is attained when X is the connected Frobenius algebra associated with the irreducible cyclic
group subfactor of index n = |X|. This is due to the one-to-one correspondence among the divisors m of n, the
subgroups C,, of C},, and the Frobenius subalgebras. O
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