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Categorical extensions of conformal nets
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Abstract

An important goal in studying the relations between unitary VOAs and con-
formal nets is to prove the equivalence of their ribbon categories. In this article, we
prove this conjecture for many familiar examples. Our main idea is to construct
new structures associated to conformal nets: the categorical extensions.

Let V be a strongly-local unitary regular VOA of CFT type, and assume that
all V-modules are unitarizable. Then V is associated with a conformal net Ay
by [CKLW18]. Let Rep"(V) and Rep*(.Ay ) be the braided tensor categories of
unitary V-modules and semisimple Ay -modules respectively. We show that if
one can find enough intertwining operators of V' satisfying the strong intertwining
property and the strong braiding property, then any unitary V-module W; can be
integrated to an Ay -module #;, and the functor § : Rep"(V) — Rep®™(Ay ), W; —
H; induces an equivalence of the ribbon categories Rep" (V) = &(Rep"(V)). This,
in particular, shows that F(Rep"(V')) is a modular tensor category.

We apply the above result to all unitary ¢ < 1 Virasoro VOAs (minimal mod-
els), many unitary affine VOAs (WZW models), and all even lattice VOAs. In the
case of Virasoro VOAs and affine VOAs, one further knows that F(Rep"(V)) =
Rep®™(Av). So we've proved the equivalence of the unitary modular tensor cate-
gories Rep" (V) ~ Rep*(Ay ). In the case of lattice VOAs, besides the equivalence
of Rep"(V') and §(Rep"(V)), we also prove the strong locality of V' and the strong
integrability of all (unitary) V-modules. This solves a conjecture in [CKLW18].

1 Introduction

Backgrounds

A systematic study of the relations between vertex operator algebras (VOAs) and
conformal nets, two major mathematical formulations of chiral conformal field theo-
ries, was initiated by [CKLW18]. A main point in [CKLW18] is that, given a unitary
CFT-type VOA V satifying certain nice analytic properties (energy-bounds condition
and strong locality), one defines Ay (I) to be the von Neumann algebra generated by
all smeared vertex operators localized in the open interval I < S*. Then the collection
of all these Ay (I) form a conformal net Ay. The energy-bounds condition is needed
to show the preclosedness of smeared vertex operators and the weak commutativ-
ity (Wightmann-locality) of casually disjoint smeared vertex operators. To show that
Ay satisfies the locality axiom of a conformal net, one requires that causally disjoint
smeared operators also commute strongly, in the sense that the von Neumann algebras
generated by them commute. This is the meaning of strong locality. Energy bounds
condition and strong locality are natural requirements on VOAs, which can be veri-
tied for many important examples. Indeed, it is believed that all unitary VOAs satisfy
these two properties.

After building a bridge between VOAs and conformal nets, the next natural step is
to understand the relations between their representations. Let V' be a unitary (energy-
bounded and) strongly local CFT-type VOA, and assume that all irreducible V-
modules are unitarizable.! Since our main interest is in rational CFTs, we assume that

The unitarizability of all V-modules is known to be true for many well known rational CFT models.



V is regular [DLM95], so that there exists a modular tensor categorical structure on the
category Rep"(V') of unitary V-modules [Hua08b]. We also have a braided C*-tensor
categorical structure on the representation® category Rep(Ay) of Ay by Doplicher-
Haag-Roberts (DHR) superselection theory [DHR71, DHR74, FRS89, FRS92]. Now the
whole project of relating the representation theories of “rational” VOAs and conformal
nets can be described by answering the following questions:

1. Can we define a “natural” fully faithful »-functor § : Rep" (V) — Rep(Av)?
2. Is § essentially surjective?
3. Does § preserve the braided tensor categorical structures?

Once these problems are solved, we can conclude that the category Rep™(Ay) of
semisimple Ay -modules is a braided tensor subcategory of Rep(Ay) admitting a rib-
bon fusion categorical structure, the modular tensor category Rep" (V) admits a uni-
tary (i.e, C*-) structure, and § : Rep"(V) — Rep®(Ay) is an equivalence of unitary
modular tensor categories. As an important application, the Reshetikhin-Turaev 3d
topological quantum field theory (cf. [RT91, Tur94]) constructed from Rep" (V') and
from Rep®(Ay ) are the same.

Problem 1 is the main subject of [CWX]. That paper shows that for many nice exam-
ples of V, any unitary V-module (W}, Y;) is energy bounded, and can be “integrated”
to an Ay-module (H;, 7;), in the sense that m;(Y (v, f)) = Y;(v, f) for any smeared ver-
tex operators Y (v, f) and Y;(v, f). This condition is called strong integrability. One can
thus define §(V;) = #;. By semisimpleness, any morphism F of unitary V-modules
is bounded. Thus §(F') can be defined to be the closure of F'. Then [CWX] shows that
§ is fully faithful. (See also [Guil7b] chapter 4 for relevant results.)’ A detailed study
of problem 2 can be found in [CW]. In the case of unitary affine VOAs, problem 2 was
completely solved by [Hen19]. For ¢ < 1 unitary Virasoro VOAs, problem 2 can be
solved by combining the results of [Xu0Oa] and [KL04] (see section 5.1).

So far, the studies of problem 3 have been focusing mainly on comparing fusion
rules. The following results are known: If V' is a type A unitary affine VOA, or a
¢ < 1 unitary Virasoro VOA, then Rep" (V') and Rep*(.Ay ) have the same fusion rules
[Was98, Loke94]. When V is of affine type D, the tensor subcategory C of unitary V-
modules corresponding to the single-valued representations of SO(2n) has the same
fusion rules as §(C) [TLO4]. On the other hand, the equivalence of the braided tensor
categories is unknown except when V is affine sl,, in which case the braided tensor cat-
egorical structures are determined by the fusion rules and the twist operators accord-
ing to [FK93] proposition 8.2.6.* Even for general affine sl,, proving the equivalence
of the braided tensor categories has long been an open problem.

For some other examples, this problem is related to constructing a C*-tensor structure on Rep" (V). We
will discuss this topic in future work.

?In this article, we assume that all conformal net modules are seperable and (hence) locally normal.

3Besides using smeared vertex operators, one can also use Segal CFTs and a geometric interpolation
procedure to construct conformal nets from unitary VOAs, and to define the #-functor §. See [Tenl16,
Ten18] for more details.

4This argument is due to Marcel Bischoff. See [Hen17] the paragraphs after conjecture 3.



Categorical extensions of conformal nets

One of the main goals in this paper is to give a systematic treatment of problem
3. We shall not only show the equivalence of fusion rules for more examples, but also
provide a new perspective on conformal nets and VOAs from which the equivalence
of the braided tensor categorical structures becomes quite natural: we shall define a
new structure associated to conformal nets, called categorical extensions.

An ordinary extension of a conformal net A is just a conformal net B containing
A as a (finite-index) subnet. It is a fermionic extension when B is a super-conformal
net, but it can also be anyonic in general. Full CFT and boundary CFT can also be
regarded as extensions of conformal nets. A categorical extension & of .4, on the other
hand, is a universal, free, categorical, and anyonic extension of A2 By “universal”, we
mean that & contains any sort of extensions of A as sub-systems. Roughly speaking,
& is defined to be the *-extension generated “freely” by the intertwining operators of
A (or its corresponding VOA). & is free of relations, but any extension of .4, which
is a sub-system of &, is described by a set of relations, i.e, by a Frobenius algebra. As
intertwining operators do not form an algebra in general (except when the braidings
are abelian [DL93]), there seems to be no single Hilbert space H on which all inter-
twining operators could act freely. Therefore, we consider tensor categories of Hilbert
spaces instead of single Hilbert spaces. As extensions of A are in general anyonic, & is
anyonic.

Let us outline some key features of categorical extensions. Note that for a con-
formal net 4, given an open interval /, we have state-field correspondence between
an operator x € A(I) and a vector z). Vectors in Hy(/) = A(I)S2 are called I-
bounded vectors. Then the actions of A(I) on H, can be regarded as multiplications
Ho(I) ® Ho — Ho. With over simplification, we regard the vacuum module #, as
both a vector space and an algebra. Now for general A-modules H;, H;, their multi-
plications are in neither H; nor #;, but in a tensor (fusion) product H; @ H,;. More
precisely, for any open interval I, we denote by /¢ the complement of its closure in S?,
and set H;(/) to be the subspace of all { € H,; satisfying that the linear map defined
by zQ2 € A(I°)Q — € € H,; is bounded. We call such ¢ an /-bounded vector. We then
have a multiplication H;(I) ® H; — H; @ H;,£ ®n — & - n. Let L(§, I) denote this left
action of £ on H;. Then we require that L(&, I) is a bounded operator intertwining the
actions of A(I¢),i.e., L(§,I) € Hom 4, (o) (H;, Hi & H,;).

The above formulation is reminiscent of Connes fusion products (Connes relative
tensor products) [Con80]. Indeed, Connes fusion is a major way to construct categor-
ical extensions, in which case the tensor product H; @ #; is just the Connes fusion
product H; xX] H;, and the multiplication is the natural one. On the other hand, the
standard Connes fusion theory for bimodules tells us nothing about how the fusion
products over different intervals could be related. If we want to consider a net of left
actions {L(-, 1)}, we need to take into account the monodromy behaviors of them. So
L(&, I) should depend not only on /, but also on a preferred branch of / in the universal
covering space of S'. Equivalently, we should equip I with a (continuous) argument

function arg; on I, set I = (I, arg,), and write L(¢, 1) as L(¢,I) instead. Similarly,

>Indeed, both “universal extensions” and “anyonic conformal nets” were candidates for the name of
this new structure.



for any arg-valued interval J = (J,arg,) and 7 € H,(.J), we also have a right action
R(n, j) S HOmA(Jc)(HZ', H; & HJ)

Locality is the most important axiom of categorical extensions, which we now state.
Suppose that I and J are disjoint, and the arg function arg; of I is chosen to be anti-
clockwise to arg ;, in the sense that arg ;(¢) < arg;(z) < arg;(¢{)+2n forany z € I, € J.
In this case we say that I = (I,arg,) is anticlockwise to .J = (., arg,). Now the locality
axiom says that for any A-modules H;, H;, Hi, any arg-valued intervals I,J with T

anticlockwise to J, and any ¢ € Hi(I),n € H;(J), the diagram

R(n,J)

Hy, Hi 7‘[]'
L(&.D) l L(&.T) l
W He —220 B H B H,

commutes adjointly, in the sense that the following diagram also commutes.

R(n,J)

Hu Hi @ Hj
L(&1)* I L(&,D)* [
WM —D  y B H B H,

Due to locality, the C*-tensor categorical structure defined by & is remembered by
the categorical extension, and is naturally equivalent to the one defined by Connes
fusion [x]. Moreover, if the left and right actions are related by a braiding 8, in the sense
that there always exists a functorial isomorphism 8; ; : H; @ H; — H; @ H, such that

~ ~

R(&, Iy = 8, ;L(¢, I)n for any arg-valued [, £ € H;(I), and n € H, (the braiding axiom),
then the braid structure is also remembered. Therefore, once we have shown that the
braided tensor category Rep" (V') is unitary (i.e., a braided C*-tensor category),® and
construct a categorical extension & of Ay using the intertwining operators of V' (the
vertex categorical extension), then Rep" (V') will be automatically equivalent to a braided
tensor subcategory of Rep(.Ay ) under the *-functor §.

The strong intertwining and braiding properties

To construct a vertex categorical extension, locality is also the most difficult to ver-
ify.” Our previous works [Guil7a, Guil7b] show that the unitarity of the braided ten-
sor category Rep" (V) follows from the strong locality of V' and the strong intertwining
property for the intertwining operators of V' (see remark 4.21).% The strong intertwining

®Though solving problem 3 will prove the unitarity of Rep"(V), in our theory we have to first prove
the unitarity in order to construct vertex categorical extensions and show the equivalence of the braided
tensor categories. This is one of our main motivations for studying the unitarity of Rep"(V') in [Guil7a,
Guil7b].

7Our situation is similar to that of [CKLW18].

8In [Guil7b] chapter 4 we (essentially) showed that the strong integrability of V follows also from
these two properties, hence providing an answer to problem 1 alternative to the work of [CWX]. See
also theorem 4.11.



property says that if )/, is a type (Z’“]) = (WW‘;/J) intertwining operator, then for any ho-

mogeneous v € V,w® e W;, disjoint intervals I, J with I arg-valued, and smooth func-
tions f, g supported in I, J respectively, the smeared intertwining operator Y, (w®, D)
commutes strongly with the smeared vertex operator Y;q:(v, g).” (See definition 4.10
for more details.) Unfortunately, these two properties are not enough to verify the
locality axiom of categorical extensions. One also requires that there exist enough '°
intertwining operators satisfying the strong braiding property, whose meaning is ex-
plained below.

Choose unitary V-modules W;, W;. For any W, € Rep"(V'), we have a distinguished
intertwining operator £; of type () = (},%*), such that any intertwining operator
of type (' ) (where W, € Rep"(V)) factors through £,. £; may act on different W}, to

denote intertwining operators of different types. The type ( ) intertwining operator

L; is defined in a similar way. Now we define a type (]’”k) intertwining operator R

acting on each k to be R; = 8;,L;, where 88 denotes the braiding of V-modules. As-
sume that £; and R; are energy—bounded Then one can show (see theorem 4.8) that for
any homogeneous w” € W;, w9 e W}, arg-valued i (disjoint and) anticlockwise to J,
and smooth functions f,§ supported in I, .J respectively, the following two diagrams
commute in the sense of braiding of smeared intertwining operators.

R, g) R, (0 3)

o) J > o0 o0 J ’ o0

Hy ————— Hy; Hy ——————— Hy;
o R ) . L R ) .
ik > Tl ik > Tl

(Here, for example, H;; = §(Wix) is the Ay-module integrated from Wy, = W; X Wy,
and H}, is its subspace of smooth vectors.) One can roughly say that the preclosed
operators Li(w®, f) and R;(w?, §) commute adjointly. Now, we say that the actions
w(l), )~ Rep" (V) satisfies the strong braiding property, if for any Wy, € Rep" (V) and
1,7 , f , g as above, the preclosed operators £;(w®, f ) and R;(w", §) commute strongly,
in the sense that the von Neumann algebras generated by (the closures of) them com-
mute.

Thus strong braiding is the crucial condition for Rep" (V') and §(Rep"(V)) to have
the same braided C*-tensor categorical structure, just as strong locality is crucial for
constructing conformal nets from VOAs, and the strong intertwining property is re-
quired to construct conformal net modules from VOA modules, and to show the uni-
tarity of Rep"(V'). Indeed, these three properties should be treated as a whole: together
they guarantee the existence of vertex categorical extensions. We strongly believe that
constructing vertex categorical extensions is a more fundamental question than prov-
ing the equivalence of the modular tensor categories, as the latter only reflect the topo-
logical data of CFTs, while categorical extensions contain both analytic and topological
data. We summarize our philosophy: categorical extensions of conformal nets are analytic
enrichments of braided C*-tensor categories.

The strong intertwining property for intertwining operators is parallel to the notion of localized
intertwining operators in [Ten18].
9The meaning of “enough” will be given in theorem 4.14.
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Analytic properties for VOA extensions

Another motivation for studying categorical extensions is to understand the rela-
tions between various types of “rational” VOA extensions and conformal net exten-
sions (including full and boundary CFTs), as well as the relations between their tensor
categories. A general theory on this topic will be left to future works. In this paper,
we use even lattice VOAs as examples to demonstrate that categorical extensions are
powerful tools for studying functional analytic properties of VOA extensions.

We first explain why strong locality is not easy to prove for lattice VOAs (and for
many other VOAs). The starting point of proving the strong locality of an energy-
bounded unitary VOA V is the 1-st order energy bounds (linear energy bounds) con-
dition. If f and g are supported in disjoint open intervals, and one of Y (u,z) and
Y (v, z) satisfies 1-order energy bounds, then using results from [TL.99] (see also lemma
4.16), we know that Y (u, f) and Y (v, g) commute strongly. Unfortunately (or fortu-
nately?), 1-st order energy bounds are not necessary conditions for strong commutativ-
ity. [CKLW18] theorem 8.1 tells us that if V' is generated (in the vertex-algebraic sense)
by a set of quasi-primary vectors, among which the strong commutativity of causally
disjoint smeared vertex operators holds, then V' is strong local. So for instance, if V' is
a unitary affine VOA, then V is generated by quasi-primary vertex operators satisfy-
ing 1-st order energy bounds. Therefore V' is strongly local. But we can easily choose
u,v € V whose vertex operators do not satisfy 1-st order energy bounds.

The above example suggests a useful way to prove the strong locality of a VOA
V' which is not necessarily generated by vertex operators satisfying 1-st order energy
bounds. Suppose that we can embed V' into a larger unitary VOA U (conformal em-
bedding is not necessarily required), and if U is generated by quasi-primary vertex
operators satisfying 1-st order energy bounds, then 2 is strongly local. This proves the
strong locality of V. Indeed, all examples in [CKLW18] (see chapter 8) were proved in
this way.

Now the issue for a lattice VOA V is the lack of such a larger VOA U containing V.
Nor is the situation much better if we allow U to be a super VOA. In order to contain
V, 0 has to be a highly anyonic vertex algebra, say, a generalized vertex algebra in the
sense of [DL.93]. However, the problem with this approach is the difficulty of gener-
alization to non-abelian intertwining operators. Therefore, to take general cases into
consideration, one has to study categorical vertex algebras, whose corresponding cat-
egorical conformal nets are the categorical extensions of ordinary (bosonic) conformal
nets.

Let us explain the idea of the proof in more details. Let U be a conformal unitary
sub-VOA of V.!' Then the categorical vertex algebra U for U-intertwining operators
contains V. Similar to [CKLW18] theorem 8.1, one can show that if 0 is generated by
U-intertwining operators satisfying 1-st order energy bounds (and hence satisfying the
strong braiding property), then all fields of ¥, including those of V, satisfy the strong
braiding property. (See theorems 3.17 and 4.20.) This proves the strong locality of V.
In the case that V' is an even lattice VOA, this method works by choosing U to be the
corresponding Heisenberg sub-VOA.

n principle U is required to be regular, but we also allow U to be a Heisenberg VOA.



Outline of the paper

In chapter 2 we present a new approach to Connes fusions of conformal net mod-
ules. The idea of using Connes fusion products to construct (braided) C*-tensor cat-
egories for conformal nets is not new (see [Was98, BDH15, BDH17]). Our approach
differs from [Was98] by emphasizing the global aspects of Connes fusions. On the
other hand, unlike [BDH15, BDH17]|, many of our results do not require conformal
covariance. Thus they can be easily applied to Mdbius covariant nets. We also avoid
the technical assumption of strong additivity.

In section 2.1 we review some of the basic facts about conformal nets and their
representations. In section 2.2 we define the notion path continuations, which plays a
centrally important role in our theory. As we will see, the braid operator is a special
path continuation. In section 2.3 we use path continuations to define the action of a
conformal net A on the Connes fusion H;[x] H; of A-modules H; and #;. In section 2.4
we describe the conformal structure of #;X1’H; in terms of those of H; and H;. Connes
tusions of three (or more) representations are discussed in section 2.5. In section 2.6,
we define the C*-tensor categorical structure on Rep(.A) using our theory of Connes
tusions. We will also define braiding in this section, which will be shown (proposition
2.23) to be the same as the one defined in [Was98] section 33. However, a direct ver-
ification of the Hexagon axioms could be very complicated. We prove the Hexagon
axioms in chapter 3 after categorical extensions are introduced.

Categorical extensions of conformal nets are defined in section 3.1. In section 3.2,
we use Connes fusions to construct categorical extensions (called Connes categorical
extensions). Then, in section 3.3, we use this machinery to prove the Hexagon axioms
for Rep(A). The next two sections are devoted to the uniqueness of categorical exten-
sions. In section 3.4, we show that if & is a categorical extension of .4 over a braided
C*-tensor category ¢, where ¢ is also a full subcategory of Rep(A), then ¢ is equiv-
alent to the corresponding braided C*-tensor category defined by Connes fusions. In
section 3.5, we show that & can be extended to a unique maximal categorical extension
& defined also over %. This maximal categorical extension & is naturally equivalent to
a Connes categorical extension. We say that & is the closure of &. The relation between
& and & is similar to that between a von Neumann algebra M and a subset E = M
which densely spans M. However, in applications one quite often starts with a subset
E which #-algebraically (but not just linearly) generates a dense subspace of M. The
situation is similar in the construction of vertex categorical extensions (as we will see
in chapter 4): if a categorical extension & over ¢ is regarded as a ¢-%¢ bimodule %,
then, more often, one begins with an F-F bimodule %, where F is a set of objects
in 4 which tensor-generates ¢. Then one can use ¢’ to generate +%y. Such r€r
is called a categorical local extension. In section 3.6 we show that a categorical local
extension &'°° generates a categorical extension &. Moreover, we show that if A (resp.
B) commutes with the right (resp. left) action of F on ¢, (In this case A (resp. B) is
called a left (resp. right) operator of £'°.) then A and B commute adjointly (see theo-
rem 3.17). This theorem is crucial for proving the strong braiding property of certain
intertwining operators not satisfying 1-st order energy bounds.

The goal of chapter 4 is to construct vertex categorical extensions using smeared
intertwining operators. Most of the material in sections 4.1 and 4.3-4.5 is not new. In



section 4.1 we review Huang-Lepowsky’s construction of ribbon categories for VOA-
modules. Unitary structures on these tensor categories, which were introduced in
[Guil7a, Guil7b], are reviewed in section 4.3. In section 4.4 we review the energy
bounds conditions and smeared intertwining operators. Constructions of conformal
nets and their representations from VOAs their modules are discussed in section 4.5.
What's new in this chapter is the construction of the intertwining operators £;, R; (for
any VOA module W;), which are closely related to the left and right actions L, R in cat-
egorical extensions. The adjoint commutativity of £ and R (in the sense of braiding) is
proved in sections 4.2 and 4.3. These braid relations are crucial for verifying the local-
ity axiom of categorical extensions. In section 4.4 we prove the adjoint commutativity
of the smeared £ and R. Finally, in section 4.6 we use these smeared intertwining
operators to construct vertex categorical extensions.

Applications to various examples are given in chapter 5. In section 5.1, we show
thatif V isa ¢ < 1 unitary Virasoro VOA, or a unitary affine VOA of type A, C, G, then
problem 3 is completely solved: Rep*®(.Ay ) is equivalent to Rep" (V') as unitary modu-
lar tensor categories. If V' is an affine VOA of type B or D, then a partial result exists:
Let C be the monoidal subcategory of Rep" (V') tensor-generated by the smallest non-
vacuum irreducible V-module. Then C is equivalent to §(C) as unitary ribbon fusion
categories. (The braided tensor categorical structure on §(C) is defined using Connes
fusions.) In section 5.2, we prove the equivalence of the ribbon fusion categories
Rep"(V) and §(Rep"(V)) when V' is a unitary Heisenberg VOA. (In this case Rep" (V)
is defined to be the tensor category of semisimple unitary V'-modules.) More impor-
tantly, we prove the strong intertwining and braiding properties for all intertwining
operators of unitary Heisenberg VOAs. This result is used in section 5.3 to prove the
strong intertwining and braiding properties for all intertwining operators of an even
lattice VOA V. The strong localilty of V, the strong integrability of all I’-modules, and
the equivalence of the unitary modular tensor categories Rep" (V') ~ §F(Rep"(V)) thus
follow.

In the literature of conformal nets, the braided tensor categories are more often
defined using DHR superselection theory. It is well known (at least when the confor-
mal nets are strongly additive) that Connes fusions and DHR theory define the same
monoidal structures. However, it is not clear why these two theories give the same
braidings. In chapter 6, we clarify the relation between these two theories, and show
that the braided C*-tensor categories defined by them are equivalent.

Note. When V is a unitary affine VOA of type A, the equivalence of Rep"(V) and
Rep™(Ay) was also proved in a recent work [CCP] using completely different meth-
ods. For affine VOAs and lattice VOAs, [CCP] proved the unitarity of Rep"(V) using
methods different from those in [Guil7a, Guil7b].
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2 Connes fusion products

2.1 Conformal nets and their representations

We first recall some basic facts about Diff " (S*), the group of orientation-preserving
diffeomorphisms of S*. Convergence in Diff 7 (S') means uniform convergence of all
derivatives. Diff*(S') contains the subgroup PSU(1, 1) of M&bius transformations of
S'. For any Hilbert space H, we let U(#) be the group of unitary operators on H,
equipped with the strong operator topology. We let PU{(H) be the projective group of
U(H). Then a projective representation of Diff"(S*) on H is a continuous homomor-
phism U : Diff *(S') — PU(H).

Let J be the set of open intervals in S?, i.e., the set of non-empty non-dense con-
nected open subset of S*. If I € 7, we let I° be the interior of the complement of [ in
S, which is again an open interval. For any I, we let Diff;(S') be the subgroup of all
g € Diff " (S*) which fixes points in the closure of I°.

Let Vec(S') = C*(S', R) be the Lie algebra of real vector fields on S*, where, for
any X,Y € Vec(S'), [X,Y] is the negative of the usual bracket for vector fields. Then
Vec(S') is the Lie algebra of Diff*(S'). We let Vec®(S') be the complexification of
Vec(S!). For each n € Z, we the L,, be the complex vector field on S* defined by

10 - inf d

L,(e") = —ie 7k
Then these L,, form the Witt algebra #, which is a dense Lie subalgebra of Vec®(S").
We define a = structure on # by setting L¥ = L_,. An element X = }. a,L, in
Vec®(S1) is self-adjoint (i.e., fixed by =), if and only if @, = a_,, for all q, if and only
if iX € Vec(S'). For such X, we can therefore consider the one parameter group
exp;x : t € R — exp(itX) in Diff *(S*). In particular, exp;;, is the rotation subgroup. In
general, for any X € Vec(S'), we let expy be the one parameter subgroup of Diff 7 (S!)
generated by X.

It will be convenient to consider another type of localized diffeomorphism
groups. We let Diff)(S!) be the subgroup of Diff"(S') (algebraically) generated by
exp(Vecy(S)), where Vec;(S?) is the subspace of vector fields supported in I. Then by
the proof of [Loke94] proposition V.2.1, for any J c= I (i.e., J € J,and J < I) we have

Diff%(S1) < Diff,(S). 2.1)
So Diff9(S") is large enough.

A conformal net A associates to each / € J a von Neumann algebra A(/) acting
on a fixed separable Hilbert space H,, such that the following conditions hold:
(a) (Isotony) If I; = I, € J, then A(I;) is a von Neumann subalgebra of A(/5).
(b) (Locality) If I, I, € J are disjoint, then A(I;) and A(/;) commute.
(c) (Conformal covariance) We have a strongly continuous projective unitary represen-
tation U of Diff"(S*) on H,, such that for any g € Diff *(S!), I € J, and any represent-
ing element V € U(H,) of U(g),

VAV* = A(gl).
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Moreover, if g € Diff;(S*) and x € A(I¢), then
VaV* = .

(d) (Positivity of energy) The generator of the restriction of U to S* is positive.

(e) There exists a unique (up to scalar) unit vector {2 € H, (the vacuum vector), such
that U(g)Q2 € CQ for any g € PSU(1,1). Moreover, (2 is cyclic under the action of
V jes M(I) (the von Neumann algebra generated by all M([)).

Note that by the up to phase invariance of 2 under the projective action of
PSU(1, 1), one may fix an actual representation of PSU(1, 1) on #, such that ¢§2 = Q2 for
any g € PSU(1,1). It is also well known that a conformal net A satisfies the following
properties (cf. for example, [GL96] and the reference therein):

(1) (Additivity) A(I) = \/,, A(1,) if {1, } is a set of open intervals whose union is /.

(2) (Haag duality) A(I)" = A(I¢). As a consequence, any representation element V' of
Ul(g) isin A(I) if g € Diff;(S").

(3) (Reeh-Schlieder theorem) A(I)S2 is dense in H, for any I € J

(4) For each I € J, A(I) is a type III; factor.

Let H; be a separable Hilbert space. We say that (H;,m;) (or simply H;) is a
represention of the A (or a A-module), if for any / € J, we have a normal unital
*-representation m; ; : A(I) — B(H;), such that for any [, [, € J satisfying I} < I,
and any z € A(l;), we have m; , (z) = m; ;,(z), which will be written as m;(x) when no
confusion arises. Given a vector £ € H;, we often write 7;(2)¢®) as 2£(%). Note that
H, itself is an A-module, called the vacuum module.

Next, we discuss conformal structures on A-modules. Let 4 = Diff"(S!) be the
simply connected covering group of Diff *(S!), and consider the projective represen-
tation &4 —~ H, lifted from U : Diff *(S') —~ H,. This projective representation is also
denoted by U. Define a topological group

G1=1{(9,V) e ¥ xU(Ho)|V is a representing element of U(g)}, (2.2)

called the central extension of ¢ associated to .A. The topology of ¢, inherits from
those of &4 and U(H,). Then we have a representation U of ¥4 on H, defined by
U(g,V) = V. We have an exact sequence

1->U(1) > % —>9 — 1

where U(1) = {(1,V) € 4 xU(H,)|V is a representing element of U(1)}. Clearly U(1) is
acting as scalars on H,. If H is a Hilbert space, then a (unitary) representation of ¥, on
H is, by definition, a homomorphism ¢4 — U(H) which restricts to a homomorphism
¢ — PU(H) (i.e., a projective representation of ¢). The standard action ¥4 —~ H, is a
unitary representation which is clearly continuous.

Remark 2.1. The (equivalence class of the) central extension ¢4 depends only on the
central charge c of the conformal net A. In fact, by [TL99] proposition 5.3.1, the Lie
algebra of ¢, is equivalent to the Virasoro algebra. The universal cover of ¢4 can be
identified with the group Diff’ **(S') considered in [Hen19]. Moreover, 4, can indeed
be recovered from the central extension 1 — R — Diff**(S') — & — 1 by taking the
quotient of Difff**(S) by the central subgroup cZ of R. We will not use these facts in
the present article, and content ourselves with the explicit construction (2.2) of ¥4.
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It is important to consider local diffeomorphism subgroups of ¢4 and ¢,4. For each
X € Vec(S'), we define éxpy : R — ¢ to be the one parameter subgroup of ¢ lifted
from expy. We then set exp(X) = expy(1). Define ¢¥°(I) to be the subgroup of ¥
algebraically generated by exp(Vec,(S')), which can be identified with the connected
branch of the inverse image of Diff)(S') in ¢ containing the identity. Similarly, we let
4 (1) be the branch of the inverse image of Diff;(S') in ¢ containing the identity. Since
Diff;(S') is contractible, 4(I) is homeomorphic to Diff;(S') under the covering map
¢ — Diff"(S*). From (2.1), we know that if J cc I then 4(.J) < 4°(I) < 4(I). Finally,
we let 4(1) and 94(I) be the respectively the inverse images of 4°(I) and ¢(I) in 4 4.
Then, we also have

Gu(J) < GU(I) = Ga(I) (2.3)

when J cc I. In this article, we will be mainly interested in ¥4(I) instead of ¥4 (1).
The only place we use ¢3(I) is in the proof of proposition 4.9.
Note that by conformal covariance of A, U(g) € A(I) for any g € 94(1).

Theorem 2.2. Any representation H, of A is conformal (covariant) in the sense that there
is a unique (unitary) representation U; of 44 on 'H; satisfying for any I € J, g € G4(1) that

Ui(g) = mi1(U(g)). (2.4)
Moreover, this representation is continuous.

Proof. In [Hen19], it was shown in the proof of theorem 12 that the collection of inclu-
sions {¢4(1) < ¥4} e7 (Which by theorem 11 is equivalent to {¢ (1) < colim je 79 (J)}re7)
satisfies the assumption in the first paragraph of proposition 2 of that article.!? Thus,
by the second paragraph of that proposition, the canonical map

COlimIeng(l) - gA (25)

induced by inclusions is an isomorphism of topological groups. Thus, the collection
of continuous representations {m;; o U : ¥4(I) —~ H;}1es gives rise to a continuous
representation ¥4(1) —~ H,; satisfying (2.4). As (2.5) is surjective, the representation
satisfying (2.4) is unique. [

Remark 2.3. Our notion of a conformal covariant representation H; is stronger than the
usual one in the literature, which requires that #; admits a projective representation
of Diff *(S') on H, satisfying (2.6), and that the generator L, of the rotation subgroup
is positive when acting on #;. Indeed, the positivity of L, is redundant by [Wei06];
condition (2.6) follows from (2.4) by corollary 2.6.

We rephrase the surjectivity of (2.5) as follows, which also follows directly from
[Hen19] lemma 17-(ii).

Proposition 2.4. ¢, is (algebraically) generated by {4 4(I)}e-

Remark 2.5. By (2.3) and the above proposition, ¢4 is generated by {¢4(1)} 7. Thus,
similarly, ¢ is also generated by {¢°(I)}c7.

120ur ¢(1) is the same as Diffo(7) in [Hen19].
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Corollary 2.6. Forany g € 94, Ui(g) € \/ jc; mi,1(A(I)), and

Ui(g)mi1(2)Ui(9)" = mig1(U(g)2U(g)") (2.6)
forany I € J,x e A(I).

Proof. Clearly Us(g) € \/ c; Ti(A(I)) when g € 44(J) for some J € J. Thus it holds
in general by proposition 2.4. On the other hand, if we fix J € J and g € ¥4(J), then
(2.6) holds whenever = € A(/) and ! is small enough such that / and J can be covered
by an open interval in S*. Thus, by the additivity of A4, (2.6) holds for any I € J and
x € A(I) and the given g € ¥4(.J). Again, by proposition 2.4, equation (2.6) holds for
any g € 9Y4. O

Note that ¢ restricts to the universal covering space f’gﬁ(l, 1) of PSU(1, 1), which
is generated by exp(i.X) where X = ayL; + agLo + a_;L_; is a self adjoint . By [Bar54],
if we restrict the projective representation of ¢4 on H; to a projective representation
of PSU(1,1), then the latter can be lifted uniquely to a (continuous) unitary repre-
sentation of PSU(1, 1), also denoted by U;. This shows that any conformal .A-module
H; is Mobius covariant, in the sense that besides the positivity of Ly, there exists a
(continuous) unitary representation of PSU(1,1) on H; such that (2.6) holds for any
g € PSU(1,1).

2.2 Connes fusion H;(/) X H;(J)

Starting from this section, we use Connes fusion to study the tensor category of the
representations of conformal nets. Except in section 2.4, most of the discussions in this
and the following chapters do not rely on the conformal structures of conformal net
modules. Thus the results are also true for M6bius covariant nets and their (normal)
representations.

For any A-modules H;, H;, we let Hom 4(#;, H;) be the vector space of bounded
linear operators 7' : H; — H;, such that T'm;(z) = m;(z)T for any [ € J and z € A(I).
Similarly, given I € J, we let Hom 4(;)(#H;, H;) be the vector space of bounded linear
operators H; — H; intertwining only the actions of A(/). Since A(/) is a type III
factor, #, and H; are equivalent as A(])-modules if they are both non-trivial. Therefore
Hom 41y (Hi, H;) has unitary operators.

Definition 2.7. Let H; be an A-module. Given I € J, we say that a vector £ € H, is
I-bounded, if there exists A € Hom 4(;¢)(Ho, H;), such that AQ = &.

Since A(I°)(2 is dense in H, by Reeh-Schlieder theorem, such A4, if exists, must be
unique, and we will denote this operator by Z(&, I). Let H,(1) be the set of I-bounded
vectors in H;. In other words #;(I) = Hom 4(;¢)(Ho, H;)S2. Then clearly H,(I) = A(I)2
by Haag duality. In particular #,(/) is dense. Since there exist unitary operators in
Hom 4 (Ho, H;), Hi(I) is also dense in H,;."3

130ne can indeed prove the density without appeal to the type III property. See [Tak02] chapter IX
lemma 3.3 (iii).
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We now define the Connes fusion product(s) of two A-modules H;, H;. Choose
disjoint I, J € J. We define a positive sesquilinear form (:|-) (antilinear on the second
variable) on H;(I) ® H;(.J) by setting, for any &1, & € Hi(I), m,m2 € H;(J),

& ®@ml&a @) = (Z (02, J)* Z (1, J) 2 (&2, 1)* Z (61, 1)Q2[2). (2.7)

The positivity of (:|-) is easy to show (see for example [Tak02] proposition IX.3.15).
Since Z(&,1)*Z(&1,1) € Homugey(Ho,Ho) = A(I°) = A(l) and, similarly,
Z(ne, J)*Z(m,J) € A(J), we also have

& @MmI& ®@me) = (Z(§2, 1)* Z (61, 1) Z (12, J)* Z (11, J) Q). (2.8)

Definition 2.8. Define a Hilbert space #;() X H;(.J) to be the completion of H,(I) ®
,(J) under {-|-). This Hilbert space is called the Connes fusion (product) of #;, 1,
over the intervals 7, J.

For simplicity, we let  ®n € H,;(I) ® H,(J) also denote the corresponding vector in
Hi(I) @ H;(J).

Note that the order of Connes fusion doesn’t matter: we can identify H; ()X H;(.J)
with #H;(.J) X H,(I) by the canonical map H;(I) XIH;(J) 3£ ®@n — n®E.

We now relate Connes fusions over different intervals. Note that by the intertwin-
ing properties of these Z’s, we clearly have

& @m|&®@m2) = (mi(Z(&2, 1)* Z (&1, 1)) mnz) = {mi(Z (2, J)* Z(m1, J))&1l€2).  (2.9)

Here Z(&,1)*Z(&1,1) and Z(ng, J)*Z(m, J) are regarded respectively as elements in
A(I) and A(J). From these relations, one easily sees that H ® K is dense in #,;(I)
H,;(J) under the inner product {:|-) if H and K are dense subspaces of H;(I), H;(.J)
respectively. In particular, if /; < I, J; < J are open intervals, then, as H;(/;) is dense
in H; (and therefore in #,(I)) and #;(.J;) is dense in H;(.J), H;(I1) XIH;(J;1) is the same
as H;(1) X H;(J).

Definition 2.9. Let I, ¢ I and J; < J be open intervals. By canonical equivalence
(or canonical map) H;(I,) X H;(J1) — Hi(I) X H;(J) we mean the unitary map de-
fined by { ® n — £ ®n, where § € H;([1),n € H;(J1). Its inverse map is called the
canonical equivalence H;(I) X H;(J) = H; (1) I H;(J1).

Next, we shall relate H,(11) X H; (/1) and H;(l2) XI H,(.J2) when [}, I, and J;, J, are
in general positions. In this case the equivalence maps will depend on the homotopy
classes of paths relating these two pairs of intervals. This is where braid groups enter
our story. To this end, we first define, for any distinct points z,( € 5!, the Connes
fusion of H;, H; over z, (, to be a Hilbert space

Hi()EH;(C) = lim Hi()R < [T Hi J))/:,
(

, J)a(z <) I1,J0)3(z,¢)

14



where the subscript open intervals I, J € J are disjoint, and the equivalence relation
is given by the canonical equivalence."* Then for any fixed disjoint open intervals
I, J € J containing z, ( respectively, we have an obvious canonical map

Hi(I) R H;(J) = Hi(2) B H,;(C)

as well as its inverse map.

Now let Confy(S) = {(z,¢ € S*) : 2z # (}. Lety(t) = (a(t),5(t)) (0 <t < 1) be
a path in Conf,(S") with initial point (21, ;) = 7(0) and end point (22, () = v(1). We
shall use this path to define a unitary map #;(z1) X H,;(¢1)—Hi(z2) X H;(¢2). First, we
say that ~ is small if there exist disjoint open intervals I, .J € J such that the image of
7 is included in I x J. Then the map 7* : H;(z1) X H;((1)—>Hi(22) ¥ H;(() is defined
using the canonical equivalences

~

Hi(z1) B H;(G) = Hi(D) R H () = Hi(z2) & H;(C2)-

For a general path v, we choose 0 = t, < t; <ty <--- <t, = 1, such that |, ,is
small for any & = 1,2,...,n. This is called a partition of . Let v, be a reparametriza-
tion of 7|y, , 4] such that the variable ¢ is again defined on [0,1]. We then define a
unitary map

7 Hi(2) K H;(C)—Hi(z2) X H;(C2),
Y=V Yne1 M

Obviously, finer partitions give the same result. Therefore the map +* is independent
of the partitions. We call it the path continuation #;(21) X H;((1) = Hi(ze) K H;(¢)
induced by .

Now we return to the Connes fusions over open intervals. Suppose we have two
pairs of mutually disjoint open intervals [;,.J; and I, J; in S'. Choose a path 7 in
Confy(S') such that v(0) € I} x Ji, v(1) € I, x Jo. Let (21, (1) = (0) and (29, () = v(1).

We then define the path continuation #;(/;) XI H,;(J1) — H;(I2) X H;(J;) induced by
7 to be the map ~* defined by

Hi(1) BH; (1) = Ha(21) R H (G) 5 Hilz) B H;(G) > Hall) BH; ().
The following obvious lemma provides a practical way of calculating ~*.

Lemma 2.10. Choose disjoint I, J; € J, and I, Jo € J. Let ~y be a path in Confy(S*) from
I, x Jyto IQ X Jz. va([O, 1]) c Il x Jyor ’}/([0, 1]) (@ IQ X Jz, and I n [2, Jin Jg eJ (see
figure 2.1), then v* : H;([1) I H;(J1) — Hi(I2) X H,;(J2) equals the map

Hi(I) KW H;(J1) > Hi(l 0 L)YRH; (T 0 Jo) = Hi(Lo) K H; ().

We now show that homotopic paths induce the same map.

147t will be interesting to compare our definition with the P(z)-tensor products in [HL.95a].
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— 7,
Figure 2.1

Proposition 2.11. Let v,5 be two paths in Confy(S*) with ~(0),5(0) € I, x J; and
v(1),5(1) € Iy x Jo. Suppose that there exists a homotopy map T : [0, 1] x [0, 1] — Conf,(S*)
connecting the two paths v = I'(-,0) and ¥ = I'(-,1). Assume moreover that I'(0, [0, 1]) <
I x J,T(1,[0,1]) < Iy x Jy. Then ~* = 5°.

Proof. Choose 0 =ty <t; <--- <t, =1,0=5) <s <---<s, = 1such that for any
a=20,1,---,m,b=0,1---,n, there exists a pair of disjoint open intervals I,;, J,; in
S! satisfying the following conditions:

(1) T([ta=1,ta] % [S6—-1,]) < Lap % Jop Wwhen a,b > 0.

Q) Loy = 11, Jop = J1, Imp = Iz, Ty = Ja.

(3)Whena >0, 1,1, I, and J,_1 N J,, are open intervals in S*.

Then for any b, the map I'(-,s;)* @ Hi([1) X H;(J1)—Hi(12) X H,;(Jz) induced by the
path I'(+, s) is, by lemma 2.10, equal to the map R, defined by

Hi(L) X H;(J1) = HilLop) I H;(Jop) = Hillop 0 L) KIH;(Jop 0 J1p)
SHi(Lp) K Hij(J1p) > Hillip 0 Log) RH; (Jip 0 Jap) = Hi(lap) K Hi(Jop)

~

S S (L) MG (Timp) = Hi(L) RIH; ().
Similarly I'(-, s)* also equals Ry ;. Therefore

v =T(,50)"=R1 =T(:,81)" =Ry =T1(,8)"=---=T(-,8,)" =7".

We close this section with a brief discussion of Connes fusions defined on a single
interval. For any / € J we define the Hilbert space H;(I) X] H; to be the closure of
H:(I) ® H; under the positive sesquilinear form (:|-) defined by

& @M @) = (mi(Z(&2, 1)* Z(&1, 1) )mm2) (2.10)

for any &,& € H;(I),m,nm2 € H;. Then clearly H ® K is dense in H;(I) X H; when
H is dense in #;(/) and K is dense in #;. In particular we can take H = #;(I) and
K = H,;(J) where J € J is disjoint from I. Therefore, by (2.9), we have a canonical
equivalence H,;(I)XH,;(J) = H;(I)XH; defined by E&n — @n (€ € Hi(I),n € Hi(J)).
Its inverse is also called the canonical equivalence H;(1) X H; — H;(I) X H;(J).
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Now for any 2z € S1, one can define H;(z) H;, in a similar to way, to be
1o, Hi(I) ® H;. One therefore has a canonical equivalence between #;(2) X1 H; and
H;(I) X H,; for any I € J containing z. If o is a path in S* from 2 to z,, one can de-
fine the path continuation o*® : H;(21) X H;—Hi(22) X H; induced by « in a similar
way. One can furthermore use this map to define, for any path « in S* from [; € 7 to
I, e J,amap a® : H;(I1) XI H;—H;(I2) X] H;, also called the equivalence induced by
a. Homotopic paths induce the same map.

Path continuations of Connes fusions over single intervals can be related to those
over two intervals by the following proposition.

lim
-

Proposition 2.12. Let v = («, 3) be a path in Confs(S*) from I x Jy to I x Jo, where the
open intervals Iy, J, are disjoint, and I, J, are disjoint. Then the equivalence a® : H;(I;)
H;—Hi(1l2) X1 H; equals the map

~

Hi(L) B H; > Ho(L) R HG (L) D> Hi(L) B H; (F) > Hi(L) B H;. (2.11)

Proof. Let R denote the unitary map described by (2.11). We first assume that y is small
enough, such that «([0,1]) < I, 8([0,1]) < Ji,and I; n I5, J; n Jo € J. Then by lemma
2.10 (and its variant for single interval fusions), a* and R coincide when acting on the
dense subspace H;(I; N I2) ® H;(J1 n Jo) of H;(I) X H,;. Therefore o* = R.

For a general v, we consider a partition 0 = t, < t; < --- < t,, = 1, such that for
eacha =0,1,2,...,n, there exists a pair of disjoint open intervals I/, J/ in S* satisfying

the following conditions:

(1) v([ta=1,ta]) < I, when a > 0.

(2) [6 = [1, J(l) = ‘]17[; = Ila ‘]rlL = Jl.

(3) Whena >0, I’ | nI,and J!_; n J, are open intervals in S'.

For each a > 0, choose a path v, = (a,, f,) defined on [0, 1] to be a reparametrization of
Yita_1,t.]- Then ~, is small and, from the last paragraph, the map o, : H;({,_,) I H; —
Hi(1,) X H; equals the map R, defined by

~

(I ) BEH; S H(I_ ) RH;(T) B HL)RH () S H(I) R H,.  (2.12)

Now a* = R follows from the fact that o®* = afa) ,---ajand R = R, R,—1--- R;. O

[ ]
n

Similar properties also hold for H; X H,(J).

2.3 Actions of conformal nets

Assume as usual that I, J € J are disjoint. In this section, we equip H;(I) X H;(J)
with an A-module structure, and show that the action of A commutes with path
continuations. First, note that we have natural representations of A(/) and A(J) on
Hi(I) X H,;(J) defined by

r(E®n) =26®n,  y(E®n) =E{Qyn

forany & € H;(I),ne H;(J),z e A(I),y € A(J). If K < I (resp. K < J) then the above
representation of A(/) (resp. A(.J)) restricts to one of A(K'). We would like to define a
natural action of A(K) on H;(I) X] H,(.J) even when K is not contained inside / or J.
The following proposition gives us a clue on how to define it.
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Proposition 2.13. Let v be a path in Confy(S') from I x J to J x I. Then for the path
continuation v* : H;(1) X H,;(J) — H:(J) X H,;(I), we have
r=(y") "yt (2.13)

forany x € A(I). A similar result holds for any y € A(J).

Note that the = on the left hand side of (2.13) is acting on vectors in #;, whereas
on the right hand side, z is acting on vectors in H;. To prove this proposition we first
need a lemma.

Lemma 2.14. Choose disjoint I, J; € J,and I, Jo € J. If I n Iy, Jy 0 Jy € J, then the
map

Hi(L) X H; () = Hi(L 0 L) X H,;(J1 N o) =S Hi(L) K H ()
intertwines the actions of A(1, N I5).

Proof. Denote the above map by R. Choose an arbitrary = € A(I; n I3). Then for any
EeMHi(l1 n L) and ne H;(J; nJy), cR(§ ®n) clearly equals Rz (€ ® 1), which must be
x€ ®n € Hi(Iz) XI H;(J3). Therefore, by density, xR = R. O

Proof of proposition 2.13. Since by additivity we have A(/) = /o A (K cc [
means K € J and I contains the closure of K), it sufﬁces to verify x = (7') Lz~* for
any fixed K << I and = € A(K). Another way to achieve this is to replace, by density,
J by a smaller J; cc J, and let J{, J;, I be thenew I, J, K.

Let v = (o, ). We first assume that v is small enough, such that «([0,1]) and
B([0, 1]) can both be covered by open intervals in S*. For example, vy can be a clockwise
or anticlockwise rotation not exceeding 27. We now choose a pair of disjoint open
intervals I3, J; in S* satisfying
@Lnl,Ln Jinl,JinJeJ,

(b) K c .Jy, R

(c) v is homotopic (in the sense of proposition 2.11) to a path ¥ = (&, 8) from I x J to
J x I, such that &([0, 1]) is covered by / u I; u J and 3([0,1]) is covered byl uJyulJ.
(See figure 2.2.) Now consider two unitary maps

N/\N
XA

Figure 2.2
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R:H(D)RH;(J) S Hill n L) RH; (T A Jy) > Hi(L) RH, (L),
S H(L)RH;(J1) = Ml n J)RH;(Jy 0 1) = Hi(J) R H;(T).

Then from lemma 2.10 it is easy to see that v* = SR. According to lemma 2.14, Sz =
xS. Therefore it suffices to show © = R*zR.

Choose any & € H;(I n I;),n € H;(J n J1). Then such £ ® n span a dense subspace
of H;(I) X H;(J). Clearly R(E ®n) = £ ®n € H;([1) X H;(J1). Now since z € A(K)
and K < J;, we have zR(( ®n) = £ ® an € H;(I1) XI H;(J1). Choose arbitrary &' €
Hi(l n1),n € H;(Jn Jp). We also have R(¢' ® 1) = ¢’ ® 1. Therefore

(R*zR(EQ@N)|E Q1) = @RE®N)IRE ®@1)) = E®@an|lE' @n')
=(mi(Z(§', )" Z(&, I)an|n') = (mi(Z (€, 0)* Z(&, L)z )n|n'). (2.14)

Since £, ¢ € Hi(I n 1), we actually have Z(¢, 1) = Z(§,I n 1) = Z(§,I) and, similarly,
Z( 1) = Z(¢,I). Notealso thatz € A(K)and K < I. So Z(&,I)x € Hom 4(s¢)(Ho, Hi)-
As K is disjoint from I n I, by locality, Z(§, 1)z = xZ(€,1)Q2 = x€. Therefore
Z(& e = Z(x€,I). So (2.14) equals

(mi(Z(&', 1) Z(&, Da)nln'y = {m(Z(&', 1)* Z(x€, I))nln')
=(@{@n|E'®n") = (2(E @) ®@7).

This proves R*zR = x, and hence x = (7*) tz7°.

We now prove (2.13) for more general 7. Let v, be small path (in the same sense as
above) from I x J to J x I, and v, another small path from J x I to I x J, such that
72 * 11 is homotopic to an anticlockwise rotation by 27. Then there exists n € Z such
that v is homotopic to v, * (75 * 71)*™. So v* = 41(v371)". From what we’ve shown,
both 4} and ~5 intertwines x. Therefore v*z = xv°. O

Theorem-Definition 2.15. Let H;, H; be A-modules, and choose disjoint I, .J € J.

(a) There exists a (unique) representation iy of A on H;(I)XIH;(J) satisfying the following
condition: If K, L € J are disjoint, ~ is a path in Confy(S') from I x J — K x L, and
x € A(K), then

Ty (1) = (7°) "'y, (2.15)

where v* : H;(I) X1 H;(J) — Hi;(K) X H,; (L) is the equivalence induced by .

(b) There exists a (unique) representation miz,; of A on H;(I) XI'H;(J) satisfying the following
condition: If K, L € [J are disjoint, < is a path in Confy(S?) from I x J — L x K, and
xr e A(K), then

i (2) = (%) ha®, (2.16)

where ¢* : H;(I) X H;(J) — Hi(L) X H;(K) is the equivalence induced by .

(c) mi; and mj,; are equal. Therefore Tz, 1= Tly; = iy, gives A a natural representation on
Hi(1) BH;(J).

(d) The unitary maps induced by inclusions of intervals, restrictions of intervals, and path
continuations are equivalences of A-modules, i.e., they intertwine the actions of A.
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Proof. Choose disjoint K, L € 7, and choose 7, s as in (a) and (b). Then ¢ = y~! is a path
from K x L to L x K. Apply proposition 2.13 to ¢ = y~! which induces ¢*(v*) !, we
obtain

()t = () (2.17)

for any = € A(K). Now we define m/y; using relation (2.15). We need to show that this
definition is independent of ~. If ¥ is another path in Conf,(S') from I x J — K x L,
then by (2.17), (v*) 'zy* = (s*) 'as* = (°)"'27¥°. This proves the well-definedness of
7r§. Thus (a) is proved. (b) can be proved in a similar way. (c) follows directly from
(2.17). (d) is obvious. O

Definition 2.16. Let H;, Hs,H,;,H; be A-modules, I,J € J are disjoint, F' €
Hom4(H;, Hy), G € Homu(H;,Hjr). We define a (clearly bounded) map F ® G :
Hi(I) K H,;(J) = Hi(I) X Hj(J) such that for any & € H;(1),n € H;(J),

(FRG)(E®n) = FERQG. (2.18)

In the future, when several different fusion products are considered simultane-
ously, we will write F'® G as F'[x] G to avoid ambiguity.
The following properties are easy to show.

Proposition 2.17. F'® G commutes with the canonical equivalences induced by inclusions
and restrictions of intervals, and hence commutes with path continuations. Moreover, F @ G
is an A-module homomorphism, i.e., F ® G € Hom4(H;(I) K H;(J), Ho(I) < Hjo (J)).

Proof. The first statement is easy. The second one follows from the first one and the
easy fact that /' ® G intertwines the actions of A([) or A(J). O

Actions of A on single interval fusions can be defined in a similar way. Let
I e J. If K € Jisa sub-interval of I, we let A(K) act on H;(I) x] H; by setting
2(®n) =x{®nforany x € A(K), £ € Hi(I),n € H;. For general K, we choose a path
ain S* from I to K, and let A(K) act on H;(I) X H; by setting m;z;(z) = (o) tza®
for any x € A(K). This action is independent of the path chosen, and hence makes
Hi(I) X1 H; a natural A-module. H; X] H;(J) can be treated in a similar way. Alter-
natively, one can use the action of A on #H,(I) X H,(.J), together with the canonical
equivalence #;(I) X H;—H;(I) X H;(J), to define the action of A on H;(I) X H,;.
These two ways give the same definitions. In particular, z({ ® ) = £ ® a7 for any
€eHMi(I),neH;ze A(I°. Tensor products of homomorphisms can also be defined
using (2.18).

We now show that a given .A-module H; can be identified with its fusion with the
vacuum module H,. Define a linear map 4, : H;({)®Ho — H,; satisfying i;,({®yQ) = y¢
for any ¢ € H;(I),y € A(I°). It is easy to check that ; is an isometry with dense range.
Therefore f; extends to a unitary map f; : H;(I) X Ho — H;. Clearly b; preserves the
canonical equivalences induced by restrictions and inclusions of intervals, and hence
preserves path continuations. f; also commutes with the action of A(/). Therefore g;
intertwines the actions of .4. We thus conclude:
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Theorem 2.18. There exists a (unique) unitary A-module isomorphism ty; : H;(I)XHo — H,;
satisfying

1:(E ®y?) = y¢

forany & € H;(I),y € A(L°). Moreover by; preserves path continuations, i.e., j,a* = t; for any
path o : [0,1] — S* from I to another open interval in S*.

Similar results hold for H,;(I) X Ho(J).

2.4 Conformal structures

Let H;, H, be A-modules, and choose I € J. Then we know that H;, H;, H;({) X H,;
are all conformal A-modules. In this section we describe the action Uz; of ¥4 on
Hi(I) XI'H; in terms of those on #H; and H;. This result will be used in the next chapter
to study the conformal structures of categorical extensions. (See theorems 3.5 and
3.13.)

Choose g € 94. Chooseapath A : [0,1] — ¥4 from 1 to g (i.e. A(0) = land A\(1) = g).
We require only that A descends to a continuous path [A] in ¢; the continuity of X in
¢4 is not necessary. Note that the homotopy class of [)] is uniquely determined by
g. Consider the action of ¢ on S* lifted from ¢ (and hence from Diff"(S')). Choose
arbitrary z € I. Then the map ). defined by

A1 [0,1] — ST, t— A(t)z

is a path from I to gI with initial point z and end point gz. The homotopy class of A, is
clearly determined by that of [A\] and hence by g. Thus, by proposition 2.11, A depends
only on g but not on the choice of A\. For instance, if g € ¥4 is a lift of exp(2inLy) € ¥,
then 7 is the path continuation induced by an anticlockwise rotation by 27.

We now let g act on H; (1) X H; by setting

Uiz (9)(€®n) = (A2) " (9Z(€,1)g ' Q® gn) (2.19)

for any ¢ € H;(I),n € H;. (Here the actions of g on #,(I), H; are the standard ones.)
Note that since Z(&, 1) intertwines the actions of A(I°), gZ(&,1)g™" intertwines the
actions of gA(I¢)g~' = A(gl¢). So gZ(&,I)g™' € Homugyre)(Ho, H;). Accordingly,
(A)7' s Hi(gl) ®H; = Hi(I) X H; is the path continuation induced by the path
A1 from g1 to I. Set

989~ = 9Z(&, g™, (2.20)
which is a vector in #;(g/). Equivalently,
Z(9€g~" . 9I) = 9Z(§,1)g™". (2.21)
Then (2.19) can be simplified as
Uigi(9)(€ @) = (A1) (9€9~ @ gn). (2.22)
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Note that although (2.22) only gives a linear map Ujg;(g) : Hi(I)@H; — Hi(I)XIH;,
where H;(/) ® H; (or more precisely, the quotient of #,(I) ® H; over its subspace
annihilated by {:|-)) is regarded as a dense subspace of #;(!) x] /,, one computes, for
any &' € H;(I),n € H;, that

(Uisg; (9) (€ @)Uz (9) (€ @1')) = {g€g™" @ gnlg€'g ™ @ gn’)
=(Z(g&'9~ ", g1)* Z(gg™" gD gnlgn’y = {9 Z (&', 1)*Z (&, 1)g™" - gnlgn’)
=(Z(&, 1)*Z(&, Dnln'y = E@NE @)

Therefore Ujy;(g) is an isometry. As the image of \}Ujx.(g) is clearly H;(gI)®%H;, which
is dense in H;(gl) xI H;, Ujz;(g) extends to a unitary map on #H;(/) xI H;.

Lemma 2.19. If (2.22) defines a unitary representation Ujs; of 94 on H;(I) <1 H;, then U,
equals the standard one Uyg;.

Proof. Suppose that Uy, is a representatlon By the uniqueness statement in theorem
2.2, it remains to check (2.4) for Ujy;, i.e., to check that for any K € J and g € 94(K),

Ui (9) = misajc (U (9)) (2.23)

when acting on H; (/) X H,;.

Note first of all that from the definition (2.22), it is clear that the action Ujy; of ¥4
on Connes fusions commutes with the canonical maps induced by restrictions and
inclusions of intervals. So it also commutes with path continuations. Therefore, by
adjusting I, it suffices to prove (2.23) when K < I°. In this case g € ¥4(I¢), which
implies that g commutes with Z(¢, 1) (i.e. g§g~* = £), and that the path )\, considered
in (2.22) is a constant. Hence, for any ¢ € H,(I),n € H;,

Uijx (9)(E®N) = £ gn. (2.24)

One the other hand, from the canonical equivalence H;(/) X H; — Hi(I) X H;(I°)
and the way we define the action of A(K) on H;(/) X #;(I¢), one easily sees that
Tz (U (9)) (€ ® n) also equals £ ® gn. Hence (2.23) is proved. O

Lemma 2.20. (2.22) defines a unitary representation Ujs; of Ga on H;(I) X1 H;. Namely, for
a”yfeﬂ( ) neHjagahegA/

Ui (9) Uiggs (M) (€ ® ) = Ui (9h) (€ @ ). (2.25)

Proof. We write Ujg; as U’ for brevity. By [Hen19] lemma 17-(ii), ¢ is (algebraically)
generated by ¢(J) for all J € J whose length |.J| is less than |/|. Thus, ¥4 is generated
by 94(J) for all J satistfying |J| < |I|. Therefore, it suffices to verify (2.25) when h
belongs to ¥4(.J) satisfying |J| < |I|. Choose I, € J to be a sub-interval of / disjoint
from J. Since H;(1;) ® H; is dense in H,;(I) [x] H;, it suffices to assume that & € H;(1y).
In that case, as argued near (2.24), we have h{h™! = € and hence U'(h)(E®n) = £ hn.
Therefore, we need to check

U'(9)(E®hn) = U'(gh)(E®n). (2.26)
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Choose a path A in ¢4 from 1 to g. Again, we assume the continuity only for the
projection [A] of A in ¢. Choose z € I;. Then the left hand side of (2.26) is

U'(g)(€®hn) = (X)) (gég™" ® ghn).

Choose a path p in 94(J) from 1 to h. (This is possible since ¥(.J) is clearly con-
tractible.) Then Ay = A(¢)u(t) is a path in ¥4 from 1 to gh. Since z € I, is outside J,
u(t)z = z for any t € [0,1]. It follows that (Au). = A,. Using héh™t = &, we compute
the right hand side of (2.26):

U'(gh)(€®n) = (Mn)2) " (ghsh™ g™ @ ghn) = (A1) (989~ ® ghn).
This proves (2.26). O
The above two lemmas imply the following main result of this section.

Theorem 2.21. Let H;, H; be A-modules. Then for any I € J, the unitary representation
Usixj of 9.4 defining the conformal structure of H;(I) XIH; can be described as follows. For any
g € 94, we choose a map X : [0, 1] — 94 satisfying A\(0) = 1, \(1) = g such that X descends
to a (continuous) path in 4. Choose any z € I, and let \, be the path t € [0,1] — \(¢)z in S*.
Then for any & € H;(I),n € H,;,

g(E®@n) = (A2) " (9€g " ®@gn) (2.27)

where g€g~ = gZ(&,1)g ' Q, and X% - Hi(I) K H; — Hi(gl) X H; is the path continuation
induced by ..

Using (2.27), one can easily describe the Mobius structure on H;(I) X #;. For any
A-module #,, and a self-adjoint vector field X = >} _, ) , a,L,, we let the operator '~
denote the action of exp(iX) € ﬁfj(l, 1) on Hy. Now define the path A\x : [0,1] —
PSU(1,1) to be Ax(t) = exp(itX). For an arbitrary z € I, let Ax . = (Ax), be the path
t€[0,1] — Ax(t)z. Then for any & € H,(I),n € H;, we have the formula

et (E@n) = (M%) et E@e ). (2.28)

Here we use the fact that ¢'X¢ = e X &e™™X since Q is fixed by PSU(1, 1).
The action of ¥4 on H; [x] H;(.J) can be described in a similar way.

2.5 Associativity

In this section we study Connes fusion of more than two .A-modules. For simplicity,
our discussion is restricted to the case of 3 modules. The general cases can be treated
in a similar way.

We first discuss Connes fusions over three disjoint intervals. There are two equiv-
alent ways to define them. Let H;, H,;, H; be A-modules, and I, J, K be disjoint open
intervals in S*. Let (:|-) be a positive sesquilinear form on H;(I) ® H;(J) ® H;(K)
satisfying

& ®m ®x1]|& ®@n2 ® x2)
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:<Z(§2, ])*Z(fl, 1) Z(ns, J)*Z(m, J)Z(x2, K)* Z(x1, K)Q|Q> (2.29)

for any &1,& € Hi(I),m,m2 € H;i(J),x1,x2 € Hj(K). The Connes fusion H;(I)
H,;(J)XH(K) is defined to be the Hilbert space completion of H; (1) @ H;(J) @ Hi(K)
under (:|-). Canonical equivalences induced by restrictions and inclusions of open
intervals, and path continuations can be defined in a similar way. We have natural
actions of A(I), A(J), A(K) on H;(I) X H;(J) X H(K). These actions can be extended
to a representation of A using path continuations.

One can also defined fusions of three modules as iterated fusions of two modules.
For example, consider H,;() X (H,;(J) X] Hx(K)). This expression is a combination of
a fusion over two intervals with a fusion over one interval: we first take a fusion of
H;, Hi over J, K, and treat this fusion as a single A-module H; = H;(J)XIH:(K); then
we take H,;(I) X] H; as a fusion over /. It is easy to check that the right hand side of
(2.29) also gives the formula for the positive sesquilinear form of the iterated Connes
tusion. Therefore we have a unitary map

Hi (1) < (Hj(J) R H(K)) — Hi(1) 3 H; () K He(K),
E@MOX) = @n®x  (§eHi(l),neH;(J),ne Hi(K)). (2.30)

Similarly one can define (#;(I) X #;(J)) X Hx, and an equivalence (H;(1) X H;(.J))
Hi(K) = Hi(I)KH,;(J)KHi(K) mapping (E@7) ®x to E&n® x. Therefore we have a
natural unitary associativity map (H;(I)XH,;(J))XHx(K) = H:(I)X(H;(J)HH(K)).

For Connes fusions of three modules over two intervals, one also has similar iso-
morphisms between H; (1) X H; X Hi(K), (H:(I) ¥ H;) X Hi(K), and H;(I) X (H;
Hi(K)). Here, the second and the third fusions are iterations of two fusions over single
intervals.

We now show that associativity maps are .A-module isomorphisms. We only prove
this for fusions over two intervals. The three-interval cases can be proved in a similar
way. To show this, note that the above isomorphisms clearly commute with the actions
of A(I). Hence it suffices to prove that they also commute with path continuations, as
indicated by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.22. Let H;, H,;, H; be A-modules. Choose two pairs of disjoint intervals I, J €
J, I',J € J. Let v = (o, 8) : |0,1] — Confy(S*) be a path from I x J to I' x J'. Then the
following diagrams commute.

B*(a*®id;)

(H:(1) 59 M) B Hy () (H:(I') B Ha) R M, (')
Hi (1) X Hi < H;(J) r Hi(I') R Hy, X H () (2.31)
Ho(1) B (Ha B H; (7)) —O) L 90,(1) 0 (M 3 H, ()

We remark that 5* commutes with o* ® id; and o* commutes with id; ® 3* by the
functoriality of path continuations (see proposition 2.17).
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Proof. We only prove the commutativity of the first diagram, as the second one can
be proved similarly. Let us first assume that v = (a, ) is small in the sense that
v([0,1)) c I'x J',and I n I', J n J" € J. Then it is easy to verify the commutativity of
the first diagram by considering the actions of these maps on any (¢ ® x) ® 7, where
5 € /Hz(] N I/>,X € Hk,n € H]<J M Jl)

In the general case, we can divide v = (a, /) into small paths in Confy(S?):
Y = Yn * Yn—1 * - -+ * 71, and choose pairs of disjoint open intervals Iy, Jy € J,11,Ji €
J, I, J, € J,such that Iy = I,Jy, = J. I, = I')J, = J', and that for any
s = 1,2,...,n, we have I, 1 n I, J;_1 n Jg € J, and 74([0,1]) < I, x J;. Write
vs = (g, Bs). Then by the first paragraph, for each s the diagram

B3 (a5®id;)

(Hi(Ls—1) B Hy) B H;(Js1) (Hi(Ls) B Hye) I H; ()
Hi(Lo—1) X Hi I H;(Js-1) % Hi (L) X Hy X H; ()
commutes. Since 37 commutes with a? ® id; for any 1 < s,¢ < n, and since a* =

ap -y, B8 =B 57,7 = - 71, the commutativity of the first diagram of (2.31)

n

follows. L

2.6 ("-tensor categories

Let Rep(.A) be the C*-category of A-modules. In this section, we equip Rep(A)
with a unitary monoidal structure. More precisely, we want to define a tensor (fusion)
+-bifunctor x] : Rep(A) x Rep(.A) — Rep(A), define unitary associativity isomorphisms
which are functorial with respect to the tensor bifunctor, define a unit object, identify
(unitarily) a module with the tensor (fusion) product of this module with the unit, and
verify the triangle and pentagon axioms. (See [Tur94, BK01, EGNO] for the general
theory of tensor categories.)

Let ST = {2z € S':Imz > 0}, SL = {z € S' : Imz < 0}. For any H;,H; € Rep(A), we
define their tensor product H#;XH,; to be H;(S})XH,; (S ). We also identify H,XH; with
H;(SL) X H; and H; [x]H;(SL) through the canonical equivalences. Let us simplify our
notations by writing S} and S! as + and — in Connes fusions. Then by our definition,

Hz’ Hj = Hz(+) Hj(—) = Hz<+) Hj = Hz Hj<—). (232)

Since this definition of tensor bifunctor relies on two fixed open intervals, we do not
have a natural identification of H;, X] H#; and H; X H;. If FF € Homa(H;, H;),G €
Hom(H;, H;/), then the tensor product F ® G : H; X H; — Hy X] Hj is defined us-
ing (2.18). That (F ® G)* = F* ®@ G* is easy to verify, which shows that the bifunctor
preserves the =-structures.

For H;, H;, ", € Rep(A),"> we define the associativity isomorphism (H; <] ;)
Hy. — H; X (H, <) Hy) to be the one for

(Hi(+) B H;) K Hi(—) = Hi(+) K (H; K Hi(—)), (2.33)

15 Although Rep(.A) is not a set, we still write H; € Rep(.A) to mean that ; is an object in Rep(.A). We
will use similar notations for other categories.
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which is clearly functorial. The pentagon axiom (see figure 2.3) holds , since it can
easily be verified for all ¢ @ ¢ ® ¢ @ U, where £ € H;(S1),£0) e H;(SL), W e
Hi(S1), W € Hy(S). (Note that €9 @D e (H;BH,;)(S1), EF @€V e (Hr K H,)(S).)
(cf. [Loke94] lemma VI.5.5.1.) One can thus remove all the brackets in an iterated

+) BH;) KM (=) WH(-)

l
/ VY RH)(+) B Hy) R H (—

X (H; B Hy(—))) B H(— X (Hi X H(—))

+) BH;) X Hk&Hz( N(=)

/

rH @Hk @ Hl Hi(+) J X (er X Hl )
| |
Hi(+) B ((H;(+) K Hi) WHi(—)) Hi(+) B (H;(+) B (He WHi(—)))

Figure 2.3

fusion. For example, all the iterated fusions in figure 2.3 can be identified as H; XIH;
Hi, X1 H;.
Let H, be the unit object. By theorem 2.18, we have unitary isomorphisms
fi - HiXHo = HZ(SD X1 Ho 5, Hi,
0t Ho R H; = HoBH,(SY) = H,(S) R Ho 2 H,.
The triangle axiom says that
1 ®id; = id; ® by, (2.34)

where id; (resp. id;) is the identity operator on H; (resp. ;). To see this, note that both
sides of (2.34) act on H; K Ho X H; = Hi(+) K HoX H,;(—). Let us choose I = St J
St,and K € J disjoint from I, J. Then for any & € H,;(I),n € H;(J),z € A(K), one
computes that

(1 ®1d;)(E®@2Q®n) = x§ @1 € Hi K H;(—),
(id; @) (@ 2Q®@1n) = E@xn € Hi(+) K H,;.

One can easily construct path continuations to show that both 2§ ®  and { ® zn equal
(£ ® n). Therefore (2.34) holds. A construction of C*-tensor categorical structure on
Rep(A) is now finished.
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We close this section with a brief discussion of braiding in Rep(.A). Let ¢ be a path
of 180° clockwise rotation from S? to S!, e.g.,

0:[0,1] > 8",  te e, (2.35)

The braid operator B; ; : H; XI H; — H; X H; is defined to be

B, HiH; = Hi(SO)RH; D> Hi(SY)RH; = H;(SH)RH(SY) = H; K Hi, (2.36)

or written more simply, B = p°*. This unitary map is clearly functorial. So Rep(.A)
becomes a braided C*-tensor category once we’ve proved the hexagon axioms for B; ;.
The proof of hexagon axioms will be much easier after we introduce categorical exten-
sions. So we leave the proof to the next chapter (see section 3.3).

Note that our description of the C*-tensor category Rep(A) and the braiding B
(as well as the Hexagon axioms to be proved in the next chapter) do not rely on the
conformal structures of 4 and A-modules. Thus the above results hold when A is
only a Mobius covariant net. In [Was98] section 33, A.Wassermann defines braiding in
a different way (see equation (2.39)), which relies on the conformal structures. In the
following we show that our definition of B agrees with that of Wassermann. Although
this result is interesting in its own right, we will not use it in the rest of this paper. The
following discussion can be skipped safely.

Choose H;,H; € Rep(.A). Consider a path A in PSU(1,1) defined by t € [0,1] —
exp(—imtLg). Set z = i,and \, : t € [0,1] — A(t)z € S*. Then \, = g where g is defined
by (2.35). By (2.28), for any & € H,(S1),n e H;(SL),

()\;)—1(77 ® g) _ e—mLo (61‘7rL077 ® einLog) (237)
where we regard n®¢ € H,;(SL)HH;(SL) and e on@e™og € H;(ST)KH,;(SL). Under
the identification H; (S1)XH, (SL) = H;(SL)XH,;(SL) = H;XH,; and H,; (SL)KH,;(SL) =
H,; X1H;, (2.37) becomes

()\;)71(6 ® 7,]) — e*iﬂ'Lo (eiﬂ'Lo/r’ ® eiﬂ'Log) (2.38)

where we regard E@n € H; K H;, e™on@e™0¢ e H; K H;. As A\, = o, we have B = \:.
We thus conclude:

Proposition 2.23. If H;, H; are conformal A-modules, then the inverse of B;; : H; X H; —
H; XI'H; can be described by

B[ (E@n) = e To(emon@e™0g)  (VE e Hi(Sh),n e Hi(SL)). (2.39)

3 Connes fusions and categorical extensions

3.1 Categorical extensions

Let A be a conformal net as usual. Let 4" be a full abelian (C*-)subcategory of
Rep(A) containing H,. In other words, % is a class of .A-modules which, up to unitary
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equivalences, is closed under taking A-submodules and finite direct sums.'® Equip ¢
with a tensor bifunctor [ (not necessarily the Connes fusion bifunctor [x]), functorial
unitary associativity isomorphisms (H; @ H;) @ H, — H; @ (H; @ Hy), and unitary
isomorphisms H; & H, = M, Ho @ H,; = H,;, so that € becomes a C*-tensor category
with unit H,. We identify (/HZ ] Hj) OH,, H, @ (Hj C] /Hk) as H; @ %j HHy, and H; & H,,
Ho @ H; as H;.

An arg function defined on I € J is a continuous function arg; : I — R such that
z = eloelzl+iae(2) for any » € I. We say that an open interval [ € J is arg-valued, if I is

equipped with an arg function arg;. An arg-valued I is often denoted by Tor (I,arg;).
Two identical open intervals are regarded as different arg-valued intervals if they have
different arg functions. We let j be the set of all arg-valued open intervals in S*. If
I = (I,arg,),J = (J,arg,)) € J, we say that I is an (arg-valued) open subinterval
of Jif I « Jand arg | || = arg,. In this case we write I < .J. Given J € 7, we say
I« JifI e J,1c Jand I cc J. We say that I and .J are disjoint if I and .J are
disjoint. We say I is anticlockwise to .J (or .J is clockwise to ), if I and .J are disjoint,
and arg;(¢) < arg;(z) < argJ(C) +2rforany z € [,( € J.

The group ¥ acts on J in a natural way: If g € ¥, I = (I,arg;) € J, we choose
a path A in & from 1 to g. Then for any z € I, we have a path ), in S’ defined by
A(t) : t € [0,1] — A(t)z. Let us now extend arg;(z) continuously to an argument of gz
along the path \.. More precisely, we define a continuous function arg,_: [0,1] — R,
such that for any ¢ € [0,1], arg,_(t) is an argument of A\.(t) = A(t)z. Then we take
arg,_(1) to be the argument of gz. Now we let arg,; be the arg function on g/ satisfying
arg,;(gz) = arg,_(1). We define gl = (g1, arg,s). It is easy to check that this definition
is well defined, and that the action of ¥ ~ 7 is a group action. We can easily lift this
action to ¥, — j

If P,Q,R,S are Hilbert spaces, and we have bounded linear operators A : P —
R,B:Q—-S8,C:P—9,D: R — S, wesay that the diagram

P — Q
Al 5| (3.1)
R 2> 8
commutes adjointly, if both this diagram and the diagram
P — 0
A*I B*[ (3.2)
R 25 S

commute. Note that (3.2) commutes if and only if the following diagram (3.3) com-

®Tndeed it is not necessary to require ¢ to be a full subcategory. We add this condition only to
simplify discussions.
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mutes.
P9
Al Bl (3.3)
R LS

Note also that if either A, B or C, D are unitary, then the commutativity implies the
adjoint commutativity of (3.1).

Definition 3.1. Let $) assign, to each TeJand H; € €, aset S’JZ(IN) such that ﬁz(fl) c
9i(Iy) whenever I; < I,. A categorical extension & = (A, %, 1, 9) of A associates, to
any H;, Hp € 6,1 € J,a € $,(I), bounded linear operators

L(Cl, T) S HomA(Ic)(Hk,Hi L] 'Hk),

R(a,I) € Homg(rey(Hi, Hi B H,i),

such that the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) (Isotony) If I,clheJ,andae 531-(.71), then L(a, .71) = L(a, INg), R(a, ]~1) = R(a, I;)
when acting on any H;, € €.

(b) (Functorlahty) It H;, Hk, Hy € €, F € Hom 4(Hy, Hir), the following diagrams com-
muteforany]ej ae ;I )

F R(a,I)

Hi, — Hi Hiy ——> Hi O H;
L(a,D) l L(a,D) J F l F®id; J . (3.4)
Hi 0 My 5 Hy @ Hy He 290 30, m

(c) (Neutrality) For any #H, € €, under the identifications H; = H; @ Ho = Ho O H,, the
relation

L(a, Q) = R(a, 1)Q2 (3.5)

holds for any TeJ, aes).

(d) (Reeh-Schlieder property) If H; € ¢, I € J, then under the identification H; —
H; @ Ho, the set L($; (I ), )Q spans a dense subspace of H,;.

(e) (Density of fusion products) If H;, Hy € €, I € 7, then the set L($;(I), I)Hy, spans a
dense subspace of H; [ Hy, and R($;(/ D), )’Hk spans a dense subspace of Hy, O Hi.

(f) (Locahty) For any H;. € ¢, disjoint I,J € J with T anticlockwise to J, and any
ae (1), b e H;(J), the following diagram (3.6) commutes adjointly.

R(b,J)

Hu Hi & 7‘[]‘
L(a,D) l L(a,D) l (3.6)
WM, —D 9w mH e H,
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(g) (Braiding) There is a unitary linear map 8, ; : H;&@H,; — H,;BOH, forany H,;, H, € €,
such that

BijL(a,I)n = R(a,I)n (3.7)

whenever [ € 7, a e $,(I),n e H;.

Definition 3.2. A categorical extension & is called conformal (covariant), if for any
geYGy, € T, Hie €, ac $H(I), there exits an element gag—' € H;(gI), such that

L(gag™",9I) = gL(a,D)g™" (3.8)
when acting on any H, € .

Note that (3.8) is equivalent to
R(gag™',gI) = gR(a,T)g™" (3.9)

by relation (3.7) and corollary 2.6.

We now derive some immediate consequences from the definition of a categorical
extension &. The first thing to notice is that for any #; € %,1 € 7, and a € $;(I),
the operator L(a, / ) (acting on all possible A-modules in %) is uniquely determined
by the vector L(a 1)S). To see this, we choose an arb1trary H; € ¢, and choose JeJ
clockwise to I. Then by locality, L(a, I)R(b, J)Q = R(b,.J)L(a, ])Q for any b € $;(.J).
So the action of L(a I) on R($ j( J), j )Q is determined by L(a, ). By Reeh-Schlieder
property, R($;(J 1), N = L(H i(J ) N spans a dense subspace of #,. Therefore L(a, I)

is uniquely determined by L(a, / 1)Q. Note also that L(a, I)Q2 € H;(I). Hence we may
relabel & to satisfy the following condition:

Definition 3.3. A categorical extension & = (A, %, [, $) is called vector-labeled, if for

any H; € ¢, I € 7, the set (1) is a subset of #;(I), and for any a € 9;(/ 1), the following
creation property (state-field correspondence) holds:

L(a, 1) = a. (3.10)

If & is vector-labeled, = € A(I), and Q € $o(I), then for any H;, € %, L(a:Q I) =
m(x) = R(xQ ) when acting on Hy.. Indeed, we choose an arbitrary J e J clock-
wise to I, and b € $,,(J ) Then by locality, L(zf2, DR(b, ))Q = R(b, J)L(zQ, 1) =
R(b, Nz = mp(z)R(b, J)Q. Now L(zQ,I) = m(z) follows immediately from the
Reeh-Schlieder property. Similar argument shows that 7, (z) = R(z%, T).

3.2 Connes categorical extensions

The main goal in this section is to use Connes fusions to construct a conformal
categorical extension & = (A, Rep(A),X, H) of A. Forany #H; € Rep(.A),I = (I,arg;) €
J, we set H;(I) = H;(I), which plays the role of $,(I) in the definition of categorical
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extensions. Fix z, =i,z = —i,and let ¢ : [0,1] — S* be an 180° clockwise rotation
from z; to z_ defined for instance by (2.35). Choose a path «; : [0,1] — S* from (a
point in) I to 2z, such that the arg value arg;(«3(0)) of a;(0) changes continuously
along this path to the arg value 7 of 2z, = i. (For example, if —1 € I, and [ = (I,arg;)is
defined in such a way that arg;(—1) = 57, then we can choose o tobe a (5 — 3) - 180°
clockwise rotation from —1 to i.) Then we know that arg;(«;(0)) changes continuously
along the path ¢ « \; to the arg value —7 of z_ = —i.

Now for any ¢ € H;(I) and any H,, e Rep(A), we let Z(¢, I) (which is originally a
linear map H, — H;) also be a bounded linear operator from #, to H,;(I) X Hy:

Z(&, 1) Hiy — Hi(1) X Hy, X— @ X.

Clearly Z(&, 1) € Hom gy (Hi, Hi(1) X Hi). Now we define L(¢, 1) : Hy, — H; = Hy to
be

L) My 280 2 () R H, 2 Hi(SY) R My, = Ha R Hye 3.11)

Since path continuations commute with the actions of A, we have L(¢, I) e
Hom 47y (Hy, Hi X Hy.). Similarly, we define R(&, I) € Hom a(zey(Hi, Hi X H;) to be

RE&D) e 25 (U (SN R He = Hie W H,. (3.12)

Then equation (3.7) (with 8 = B) follows directly from the fact that B = o°.

Theorem 3.4. With the above constructions, & = (A,Rep(A),[X], H) is a vector-labeled
categorical extension of A. We call it the Connes categorical extension of A.

Proof. We only prove locality here. All the other axioms are easy to verify using the
results obtained in the previous chapter.

Step 1. We show that for any #;,H,;, H, € Rep(A), disjoint /,J € J, and ¢ €
Hi(I),n e H,;(J), the following diagram commutes adjointly:

Z(n,J)

Z(e.1) l Z(&1) l : (3.13)
Hi(D) R He —220 s 24,1 8 Hy B H, ()

It is easy to show that this diagram commutes. Indeed, if we choose an arbitrary
X € Hi, thenclearly Z(n, J)Z(§,1)x = E@x®n = Z(€,1)Z(n, J)x. To prove the adjoint
commutativity, we choose any ¢’ € H;(I), X' € Hi. Then it is easy to show

2§D @X) = me(Z(&1)* Z(§, D)X (3.14)

by evaluating both sides with an arbitrary vector x € H;,. Similarly, we have

ZED Zn, J)(E@X) =Z(& )" @X ®n) = ms (Z(E,1)*Z(¢, 1)) (X' ®n).
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Since Z(&,1)*Z (&', I)|n, € A(I), the right hand side of the above expression equals
m(Z(& D) Z(E D)X @n = Z(n, J)me(Z(€,1)*Z(&,1))X,

which, by (3.14), equals Z(n, J)Z (£, 1)*(¢' ® x'). Thus we’ve proved Z(n, J)Z(&,1)* =
Z(&,1)*Z(n, J), and hence the adjoint commutativity of (3.13).

Step 2. We prove the adjoint commutativity of (3.6) for a = £, b = 7. Choose a path
B from J to z_ € S!, such that the arg value arg ;(85(0)) of 55(0) changes continuously
along this path to the arg value —7 of z_. Then clearly R(», J) = B%Z(n, J). By replac-
ing a; and 35 with homotopic paths, we assume that (o, 55) is a path in Confy(S?),
ie., aj(t) # B5(t) for any t € [0,1]. (It is here that the anticlockwiseness of Ito Jis
used.) Consider the following 2 x 2 matrix of diagrams:

B
Hp _ Zmd) | Hy @ H,(J) S BN Hy 3 H,(SY)
Z(&I)l Z(&I)l Z(&I)l
Z(n.J) idi®5%

Hi(1) X1 Hy Hi(D)RHRH;(J) ———— H() R (H XK H;(SL))

| o i

B
Hi(SL) B He —22D s (1,(SL) B H) )M (T) Ty (S R M KM, (SL).
(3.15)

«

~ e

If we can prove the adjoint commutativity of all these four diagrams, then (3.6) com-
mutes adjointly. Now the (1, 1)-diagram commutes adjointly due to step 1. It is easy
to show that the (2, 1)-diagram commutes when a3 is more generally any morphism
in Hom 4 (H:(I) X Hy, Hi(S}) X Hy). Therefore (2,1) commutes. Since af and o ® id;
are unitary, (2,1) commutes adjointly. Similarly (1,2) also commutes adjointly. The
(adjoint) commutativity of the (2, 2)-diagram follows from proposition 2.22. O

The above argument and result clearly hold for any M&bius covariant net. Now
that we assume A to be conformal covariant, we can also show that the Connes cate-
gorical extension is conformal covariant.

Theorem 3.5. &¢ is a conformal vector-labeled categorical extension.

Proof. Choose any H,;, H;, € Rep(A), TeJ ce Hi(I),g € 4. We show that

gL(&,T)g™" = L(gég™, gI). (3.16)

Recall our notation g§¢~" = gZ(&,I)g~ Q. Choose z € I, and let a; be a path in S* from
z to z; = i, along which arg;(z) changes continuously to the argument 7 of z,. Let
furthermore A be a pathin %, from 1 to g, and let A, : ¢ € [0, 1] — A(t)z € S*. Therefore,
if we write gI = (g1, arg,;), then o « (\;) ™" is a path in S* from gz to z,, along which
the argument arg,;(g2) of gz changes continuously to the argument 7 of z, . It follows
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that L(¢,1) = a2 3Z(€,1) and L(gég™, gI) = a$(\2)"1Z(g€g ™", gI). By relation (2.27), we
have

gZ (& 1) = (X)) Z(gég ™, gl)g.

Using the fact that path continuations intertwine the actions of ¥4 (since they inter-
twine the actions of .A. Note also corollary 2.6), we have

gL(&,D)g™" = gasZ(&,1)g™ = ot gZ(&,1) - g°
=% (A Z(geg  gl)g - g7t = L(gég™", gl).

3.3 Hexagon axioms

With the results obtained so far, we give an easy proof of the hexagon axioms for
the braid operators B defined in section 2.6. First we collect some useful formulas. For

any ;, H, € Rep(A), disjoint I, .J € 7, and ¢ € #,;(I),n € H,(.J), if I is anticlockwise to
j, then

~

L(&, T = Bj;:L(n, ))& (3.17)

Indeed, L(¢, I)n = L(§, )R(n, J)Q = R(n, J)L(&, 1) = R(n, )¢ = B;;L(y, J)¢. There-
fore, if I is clockwise to J then

L(&,T)n = By L(n, T)E. (3.18)

Next, if ' € Homa(H;, Hy),G € Homu(H;,H;/), then it is easy to see that for any
Ie j7£eHi(I)7neHj/

(F®G)L(&, I = L(FE, )G, (3.19)

The following properties are parallel to the fusion and braid relations for intertwining
operators of vertex operator algebras.

~

Proposition 3.6. Choose T, j, O e j such that IN J c O, and & € Hi(I),n € H;(J). Then
L& I)ne (HixH,;)(0), and

L(&,1)L(n, J) = L(L(, D)0, O) (3.20)

when acting on any Hy, € Rep(A).

~

Proof. Since L(¢,1) = L(&, 5) L(n,J) = L(¢,0), we may assume that I = J = O.
Since both L(¢, 0) and L(n, O) intertwines the actions of A(Oc) so does L(f O)L(n,O).
Hence L(¢,0)L(n, 0) € Hom 4o (Ho, Hs K H;). Since L(E, O)L(n,0)Q = L(&,0)n, we
conclude L(&,0)n € (H; H;)(O).
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Now we choose arg,. such that O¢ = (O, arg,.) is clockwise to O. Then for any
Hyi € Rep(A) and x € H(0O°),

L(¢,0)L(n,0)x = L(¢,0)L(n, O)R(x, 0°)2 = R(x, O°)L(¢, 0) L(n, 0)Q
=R(x, 09)L(&, O)i = R(x, O)L(L(E, O)n, 0)2 = L(L(&, O)n, O)R(x, 09
=L(L(¢,O)n, O)x.
This proves (3.20). []

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that I is anticlockwise to .J, and there exits O € J such that
I,J < O. Then for any H;, H;, Hy € Rep(A),& € Hi(I),n e H;(J), x € Hi, we have

L& D) L(n, J)x = (Bj; ®idg) L(n, J)L(E, Dx. (3.21)
Proof. We compute

~

(Bys ® idw) L(n, J)L(E, D)n = (Bys ® idi) L(L(n, J)E, O)x = L(B;L(n, )€, O)x
=L(L(& D, O)x = L(& ) L(n, I)x.
O
The above proposition is equivalent to the braiding condition (g) of definition 3.1.
Although 3.1-(g) looks simpler and is easier to verify than (3.21), the latter has clearer

physical meaning: it says that the left operators L satisfy braid statistics, which
generalize the usual boson and fermion statistics.

Now we prove the hexagon axioms for B. In this paper, we always let H;x; or its
subscript i [X] j denote H,; X] H ;.

Theorem 3.8 (Hexagon axioms for B). Choose any H;,H;, Hr € Rep(A). Then for the
braiding B defined by 180° clockwise rotations (see the end of section 2.6), we have the following
relations for morphisms H; X H; X Hy, — Hi X H; X H;:

(B ®id;)(id; ® B, k) = Bisjk, (3.22)

(By: ®id;)(id; ® B, ) = By i (3.23)
Proof. Since the proof of the two relations are similar, we only prove the first one.
Choose disjoint I,J,K € J such that I is clockwise to J, J is clockwise to K, and
I,J, K can be covered by an arg-valued open interval in 5°. 1. Choose O € J containing
I,J and clockwise to K. Then for any & € H;(I),n € H;(J), x € Hir(K), the action of
the left hand side of equation (3.22) on L(¢, I ) (n, J )x is

B;, 1k ®id;

On the other hand, the action of the right hand side of (3.22) on L(¢, I)L(n, J)y is

L&, DI, J)x = L(L(E, Tn, O)x —Z% By n L(L(E, Tn, O)x = L(x, K)L(&, Dn.
Hence (3.22) is proved. O

Theorem 3.9. With the monoidal structure and the braid operators defined in section 2.6,
Rep(A) is a braided C*-tensor category.

(id;®B; 1)
_
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3.4 Uniqueness of tensor categorical structures

Let & = (A, ¢,3,9) be a categorical extension of A with braid operator 8. In
this section, we show that (¢, @, 8) is a braided C*-tensor category (i.e., the unitary
map B is a functorial A-module isomorphism satisfying the Hexagon axioms), and
that there is a natural equivalent between (¢, @, ) and a braided tensor subcategory
of (Rep(A), X, B).

To begin with, we let % be the C*-category of all A-modules H; such that H, is
unitarily equivalent to some object in ¢". We assume without loss of generality that &
is vector-labeled. So, in particular, for each IeJ, H;e€, 9(I)isasubsetof H;(I). We

~

thus write £, 7, ... instead of a, b, ... for elements in $,(/). But then there is a conflict

~

of notations, as L(¢, I) may denote a left action in either & or the Connes categorical
extension &¢. We avoid this issue by letting L¥(¢, I') and L¥(¢, I') denote left actions in
& = (A,%,0,9) and & = (A, Rep(A),[x], H) respectively. Similar notations apply to

right actions.

Theorem 3.10. Let & = (A, €, 3, 5) be a vector-labeled categorical extension of A. Then

(¢,m,8) is a braided C*-tensor category, € is closed under Connes fusion product x|, and
there is a (unique) unitary functorial (i.e. natural) isomorphism

Qi HiXIH; — Hi B H; (VH;, H; € F), (3.24)

such that for any Ie j, Hi,Hj €€, Ee 5’_),-(7), neHt,,
®; ;L T)n = LP(¢, T)n, (3.25)
®,;,R¥(¢, T)n = RP(E, I, (3.26)

Moreover, ¢ induces an equivalence of braided C*-tensor categories (¢,X,B) ~ (€., ).
More precisely, “equivalence” means that for any H;, H;, Hi, € €, the following conditions are
satisfied:

(a) The following diagram commutes.

HEHEH; — oy 1 (Hy, B H,)
umi | s | . (3.27)
(H O H) RH; ——2 s M@ Hy @ H,
(b) The following two maps equal id; : H; — H,.
Hi >~ Ho X H; 2o, Ho O H; ~Hy, (3.28)
M~ H ) Hy — H @ Ho ~ Hi. (3.29)

(c) The following diagram commutes.

HRH, —L— H; R H,
%J %{ . (3.30)

H; = Hj Big Hj A H;
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Note that the functoriality of ® means that for any objects H;, H., H;, H; of € and
any F' € HomA(H;, Hi), G € Hom4(H;, H;), we have @, (FXIG) = (FEG)®; ;, where
FX G and F @ G are the tensor products F' ® G in (¢,X)) and in (¥, &) respectively.

Proof. Step 1. Let #;, ; € 4. Choose any disjoint I,J € J such that T is anticlockwise
to J. Then for any ¢ € §,(I) and x € A(I¢),

LE(E, DaQ = aLP(¢, 1 = ¢ = LB, 1)Q = LB(¢, 1), (3.31)

which shows that L2(¢, 1) = L¥(¢, I) when acting on H,. Similar result holds for the
right actions of modules on Ho. Then using locality, we compute, for any =1, 22 €

A(I), 1,62 € 9:(1 ) m,n2 € $;(J ) that

(a1 LP(&, Ty 22 L (&, Dna) = (a1 LB (€1, R (1, J) Qw2 L® (&0, 1) R (12, )
=(R®(na, J)*LP (&, I)* x5, LP (&1, ) RP (1, )Y
=(R2(ns, J)*RE (1, )L (&, I)* a5 L2 (&1, Q). (3.32)

Note that on the right hand side of (3.32), LY(&;, ) LB(&,, ), By, j), R%(ns, j) all
act on the vacuum module. Similarly,

(o LBy, Dy a2 LB (&, Dy = (R (2, J)* R (1, J)LB(Ea, T)* ahar LB(€, )Q|§z> )
3.33

and on the right hand side of this equations, all the operators R¥ are acting on .
Therefore the left hand sides of (3.32) and (3.33) are equal. We thus conclude, by the
density of fusion products and the Reeh-Schlieder property (conditions (d) and (e) of

definition 3.1), that there is a unique unitary map <I>£ ’;7 : HiXI'H; — H; & H; satisfying
O 2L T)n=xLB(&, D)y (Vo e A(I),& € 5:(I),n e H;(])).

In particular, <I> 7 intertwines the actions of A(I) on H;XIH; and H; @ H;. It is obvious
that if ]0, Jo € j and IO c I JO — J, then CDIO o _ <I>j‘7 Therefore it is easy to see that
<I>lf ]‘7 — o for any [ I'JjeJd such that I’ is anticlockwise to J, i.e., <I> is independent
of I and J This shows that <I> * intertwines the actions of A(I’) for any I'eJ.

We thus write <I>£ Jf] = @, ;. Then i Hi XI'H; — H; @ H,; is a unitary A-module
isomorphism satisfying (3.25) for any ¢ € $;(I),1 € $,(J). In particular, H; X H; € €
as M; [ M; € €. By Reeh-Schlieder property, (3.25) holds for any ¢ € 9:(I),n € H;.
By (3.25) and the functoriality of L¥(¢, I I) and LP(¢, I), it is clear that ®; g (id; X G) =

(id; @ G)®; ; for any H); € € and G € Homu(H;, H;1). Now assume & € $;(/ 1), ne ().
Then

O, ; R, J)E = ®;18(¢, T)n = L&, T)n = R™(n, J)E.

Since ),(I) spans a dense subspace of #; by Reeh-Schlieder property, the left and the
right hand sides of the above equation are equal for any { € H;. Equivalently, we've
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proved condition (3.26). A similar argument shows that ®; ;(F Xid;) = (F @ 1id;)®;;
for any Hy € ¢ and F € Hom 4(H;, H ). Therefore @ is functorial.

Step 2. We now show that ¢ induces an equivalence of C*-tensor categories. We
first verify the commutativity of digram (3.27). Choose any #;, H;, H). € ¢, disjoint
I,J € J such that I is anticlockwise to .J, and ¢ € (1), 7 € 9;(J 7), x € Hy. Then using
conditions (3.25), (3.26), and the functoriality and locality of categorical extensions
(conditions (b) and (f) of definition 3.1), we compute

I8¢, HRZ(n, ”>X%L<s Doy, B2, J)x
LB(e, R™(n, J)x — LP(¢, ) R®(n, J)x,

and also
=R¥(n, j)LB(f,I)X Ders, ga(y, j)L (£,f)x = LP(¢, T)R®(n, J)x.

¢i7k®idj
—_—

Therefore diagram (3.27) commutes.
For condition (b), we choose any I € J, £ € H;. Then

€ = I9(Q, e =2 L2, g = €.

Thus (3.28) equals identity. Similarly (3.29) also equals identity. Thus @ is an equiva-
lence of C*-tensor categories.

Finally, choose any ¢ € $;(I),n € H,. Then

LB, Iy =5 LP(¢, T)n 2, R™(¢, D),
and also
I8(¢, Tyn =% RB(e, Hn 225 RP (¢, .

Hence diagram (3.30) commutes. This shows that ® intertwines B and 8. Thus, due
to the functoriality of ®, we conclude that 8 is functorial and satisfies hexagon axioms
since these are true for B. Since ¢ and B are isomorphisms of .A-modules, so is 8.

Therefore (%, [, B) is a braided C*-tensor category equivalent to (%,x), B) under the
functorial map ®. O

3.5 Uniqueness of maximal categorical extensions

Definition 3.11. Let & = (A, %, @, 9) and .F = (A, ¥, [, R) be vector-labeled categor-
ical extensions of 4. We say that .7 is a small extension of & if §9;(1) < &(I) for any
H,e €. 1 J,and for any ¢ € §;(I), the operator L(¢, I) (resp. R(&, I)of & equals the
one of .%. In this case we write & < .7

By density of fusion products, it is clear that & and .% have the same braid operator
B.
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Theorem 3.12. Let & = (A, €, 1, 9) be a vector-labeled categorical extension of A. Then &
has a unique maximal small extension & = (A, ¢, 3, H), called the closure of &. Moreover,

& satisfies that for any I € J and H;, H;je€:

(@) Hy(I) = Hy(D). N o
(b) If & € Hi(l),n € MH;(I), then L(§,I)n € (H; & H;)(I), and L(L(E I)n,I) =
L(&, 1) L(n, I).

Proof. As in the last chapter, we let L¥, R denote actions in &, and let ¥ RY denote
actions in the Connes categorical extension &. Consider the functorial isomorphism

® in theorem 3.10. We now define & = (A, %, =, M) such that H,;(I) = H;(I) for any
H; € €,1 € J, and for any H,;, 1, € €, the bounded linear operators LZ(¢, 1) and
RY(¢,1) mapping H,; — H; @ H; and H; — H, @ H; respectively are defined by

2

~

LP(€,T)n = @, L9(¢, T, (3.34)

RE(¢, T ‘1’3 R, (3.35)

for any n € H;. Condition (a) is clearly satisfied. Condition (b) follows from proposi-
tion 3.6. This construction is clearly compatible with &. So once we’ve proved that &
satisfies the axioms of a categorical extension, then & is a small extension of &.

We only check that & satisfies locality, as all the other axioms are easy to verify.
Choose any I € J anticlockwise to J € J. Choose Hi,Hj € 6,6 € Hi(I),n e H;(J).
Consider the following 2 x 2 matrix of diagrams:

.
Hu B (n.]) Hy, Hj ks Hi O Hj
LRI J LR, l LRI J

7 id; .

HRH, ——D L W RHRH, — L Hm(HeaH,)  (336)

D l @; ®id; l D, kmj J
T o, )

Hom M, —=D  (H,mH)RH, —— s W EH B

The (1,1)-diagram commutes adjointly due to the locality of &-. The (2, 1)-diagram
and the (1,2)-diagram both commute (and hence commute adjointly since the maps
involved are unitary) due to the functoriality axiom of &¢. The (2, 2)-diagram is exactly
diagram (3.27). So it commutes (adjointly) by theorem 3.10. Therefore the largest
diagram commutes adjointly, which proves the locality of &.

Now suppose that .7 is a small extension of &. If we construct .Z in a similar way,
then by the uniqueness of ¢ (which follows from the density of fusion products and
the Reeh-Schlieder property of &), we clearly have & = 7. Therefore # < &. Thus
we’ve proved that any small extension of & is included in &, which means that & is
the unique maximal small extension of &. O

The proof of theorem 3.12 implies a very interesting consequence.

Theorem 3.13. Any categorical extension & = (A, €, [, ) of A is conformal.
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Proof. Assume that & is vector-labeled. We want to check that for any g € 94, Ie
\777—[i € %75 € “61(‘[)’

L2(g¢g ™" 9T) = gL(&, D)™ (3.37)
when acting on any H; € €. By theorem 3.5, we have
L¥(gtg™", gI) = gLP(&. D)g . (3.38)

Since A-module homomorphisms intertwine the actions of ¢4 by proposition 2.4, g
commutes with ®. Therefore relation (3.37) follows from (3.38) and (3.34). Il

We say that a vector-labeled categorical extension & is closed if & = &.

3.6 Semisimple categorical extensions

In this section we assume that the full abelian C*-subcategory ¢ of Rep(A) is
semisimple, i.e., any module H; € € is unitarily equivalent to a finite direct sum of A-
modules in 4. We equip ¢ with a braided C*-tensor categorical structure (¢, [, 8)."” If
Fis a set of A-modules in ¢, we say that 7 generates ¢, if for any irreducible H; € €,
there exist H;,, ..., H;, € F such that H; is equivalent to an (irreducible) .A-submodule
of Hy B Hiy, B ---BH,,.

Definition 3.14. Assume (¢, [, 8) is semisimple and F is a generating set of A-
modules in €. Let §) assign, to each Te j, H; e F,aset ﬁZ(IN) such that .61(71) c 51(72)
whenever I, = I,. A categorical local extension &'°° = (A, F, [, ) of A associates, to
any H;, € F,H, €€, Te j, ae ﬁi(]N), bounded linear operators

L(a,1) e Hom ey (Hy, Hi @ Hy),

~

a,
R(a, ]) € HomA(Ic) (Hk, Hi & Hi),

such that the axioms of definition 3.1 are satisfied only for H; € F, and the locality
(axiom (f)) holds only for H;, H; € F. We also assume that the unitary operator  in
the braiding axiom (see (3.7)) is the same as the one of the braided C*-tensor category
€.

Similar to categorical extensions, if &'°° is a categorical local extension, then for any

~ ~

H;, € F,a € $,(I), the operator L(a, I), acting on any .A-module in ¥, is determined

~

by L(a, I)Q). Indeed, for any irreducible H; € ¢, we can find #H;,,...,H;, € F and an
isometric G € Homu(H;,H;, & --- @ H;,). Choose J € J clockwise to I. Then for any

~

bl Eﬁjl(J),bn Efj]n(j),

~ ~ ~ ~ ~

L(a,)G* - R(b,, J) - R(by, J)Q = (id; ® G*) - R(by,, J)- -+ R(by, J)L(a, 1) (3.39)

17As we have seen in theorem 3.10, Hexagon axioms and the functoriality of braidings are conse-
quences of the existence of a categorical existence. However, for the categorical local extensions, we
need to assume these two properties at the very beginning: see step 2 of the proof of theorem 3.15.
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By Reeh-Schlieder property and density of fusion products, vectors of the form
G* - R(b,,J)--- R(by, J)Q span a dense subspace_ of H;. Thus the action of L(a, I)
on any irreducible #; € ¢ is determined by L(a, I 1)Q2. The general case follows from
the functoriality of & loc. Therefore &'°¢ is equivalent to a vector-labeled categorical lo-
cal extension. (The meaning of “vector-labeled” is understood in a similar way as in
definition 3.3.)

Theorem 3.15. After relabeling, é"_loc = (A, F,0,9) can be extended to a unique closed
vector-labeled categorical extension & = (A, €, 1, H).

Proof. Step 1. Assume without loss of generality that £'°° is vector-labeled. We first
prove the uniqueness. Let F® be the class of all #; € ¢ which is equivalent to a
finite direct sum of .A-modules in F. Assume & = (A, %, 3, H) is a closed categorical
extension containing &'°°. Then for any H,, € F, TeJ.ce Hi,(I), the operator L(¢, I )
is uniquely determined by &'°° due to equation (3.39) (with a replaced by ¢) and the
fact that £,(I) spans a dense subspace of ;.

Now if H; € F® we can find H;,...,H;, € JF, and isometric U; €
Homu(Hiy, Hi), ..., Upn € Homa(H,;,,, H;), such that U, U7, ..., U,U; are orthogonal
projections, and U, U5 + - - - + U, U = id;. Then by (3.19), for any H;, € €, £ € Hi(1),x €
Hy,

L& Dx = (U @idg) LUFE D)X + -+ + (U ®idy) L(UEE, T)x. (3.40)

Therefore, L(¢, 1) is uniquely determined by &'°°.
Next, if Hi,...,Hi, € F®, then by theorem 3.12-(b), for any ¢@) ¢
Hi (D), ..., 60 e My, (1),

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

Therefore, since vectors of the form L(£(m) 1) ... L(£0), )¢ span a dense subspace
of H;, & --- & H,,, the left actions of H;,, 1 - - - @ H;, on modules in ¢ are determined
by éf?loc

Finally, for any H; € ¢, we can find H;,,...,H;, € F® and an isometric F' €
Hom4(H;, Hi,, @ --- @ H;,). Since F*F = id;, by (3.19), for any [ € J,Hy € €. €

H’L<[)7 X € Hk/
L(¢, D)y = (F* @idy) L(FE, Dx. (3.42)

Therefore L(¢, 1) is determined by &'°¢. As R(¢, I) is related to L(¢, 1) by 8, R(¢, I)is
also determined by &"°°. Thus the uniqueness is proved.

Step 2. We prove the existence. Let us first extend &£'°° to a categorical local exten-
sion &°¢ = (A, F®, [, &). For any H; € F®, we choose H;,, ..., H;,, € Fand Uy,..., U,

as in step 1. If it turns out that #; € F, then we choose m = 1m’;‘-[zl = H;,U; = id,.
Now for any I € J, we define &;(I) = 9, (1) L ---u$H;, (I). Ifs = 1,2,...,m and

t=a,e9;. (1 ) Ri(1 ) we set, for any Hy, € €, x € Hy,
L(e,I)x = (U, ®idy) L(a,, D), (3.43)
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R(¢, T)x = 8, L(¢, 1) = (id, ® U,) R(ay, ). (3.44)

(Note that the functoriality of 8 is used in the second equation of (3.44).) Then one
can easily check that &°° = (A, F®, [, &) satisfies all the axioms of a categorical local
extension.

Let P be the class of all #; € ¢ equaling H;, @ --- & H,;,, for some m = 1,2, ...
and H;,,...,H;, € F®. We now extend é"f"" to a categorical local extension é‘;loc =
(A, P, 3, ). For each H; € P, we choose H,;, ..., H,,, € F®suchthatH; = H; [ [
Hi,. For any Te j we define J,,(I) to be the set of all (I3, I, . .., I,) € J <™ satisfying

that I, 1y .. I c ] and that I is anticlockwise to 1. s—1 forany s = 2,..., m. We now set

(=[] &)< x 8, (),

(fl ..... fm)6j7rz(1~)

and define, for any H;, € € and m = (ai,---,a,) € K (I}) x - m(fm) c
9M;(1), bounded linear operators L(m,/) € Homge)(Hi, Hi B Hk), R(m, ) €
Hom 4(7ey(Hi, Hi B H;), such that for any x € Hy,

L(m, I)x = L(ap, I,) - - L(ay, 1), (3.45)

R(m, I)x = B;,L(m 1) (3.46)

Then all the axioms of a categorical local extension, except the locality, are easy to
verify for &,°°. We now show that

R(m, I)x = R(ar, 1)+~ R(am, Ix) - (3.47)

Then the locality of &,°° follows immediately from that of &}°°.
Let us prove (3.47) when m = 3. For general m the argument is similar. By the
coherence theorem for braided tensor categories, we have

Bik = Bismismi e = Bigr ®idy, ®@id;, ) (ids, @ By, x ®1d;, ) (1ds, @ idy, @ By, k).
Therefore the action of 8; ;, on L(m, T )x is

idj; ®idi, ®Bs i
- =

L(m,I)x = L(as, I M%b)mum L(as, I5) L(as, I)8;, 1 L(ar, )

I)
= L(as, I3)L(as, L) R(ar, I)x = R(ay, 1) L(a, I;) L(az, I)x
id;, ®8;, ,®id; > ¥ 7 7
e R(ay, 1)(1d13 ® B, 1) L(as, IS)L(%; I)x = R(ay, 1) L(as, I3)Bi, x L(az, I2)x
= R(ay, 1) L(as, I3) R(az, I,)x = R(ay, 1) R(az, I,) L(az, I)x

)R

Biq,k®id;, ®id;
—_—

- R(Cll,[l (a27[2) i3, kL(a37I3)X = R<a17E)R<a27E)R(u37I~i’))X'

Hence (3.47) is proved.

Finally we extend &£,°° to a categorical extension & = (A, ¢, @, M). This will finish
our proof. For any H; € ¢, we can find H;, € P and an isometric F' € Hom 4(H,;, M, ).
For anyfe J, we set (1) = M, (I). Ifn = me My, (1) = M(I) and Hy € C, we
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define L(m, ) € Hom 4(7e)(Hy, HiEBHy), R(m, I)e Hom 47 (Hr, Hr OH;) satisfying that
for any x € H,
L(n,I)x = (F* ®idi)L(m, T)x,
R(n, D)x = BixL(n, I)x = (idx ® F*)R(m, D)x.

This construction makes & a categorical extension of A. Its closure & = (A, ¢, 3, H) is
the desired vector-labeled closed categorical extension containing &°°. O

We now give an application of this theorem.

Definition 3.16. A left operator of &'°° = (A, F,[,9) is a quadruple (A, a, I.1,),
where a is an element, H;, € ¢,I € J, and for any H;, € €, there is a bounded lin-

ear operator A(a, T ) € Hom a(rey(Hi, H; @ Hyi), such that the following conditions are
satisfied:
(@) If Hy,, Hi € €, F € Hom 4(Hy, His ), then the following diagram commutes.

F

He —2s Hy
A@,D) l Aa,D) l . (3.48)
H, 0 He SO 15 Hy

(b) For any H; € F,H;, € €, J € J clockwise to I, and any b, € §,(.J), the following
diagram commutes (not necessarily adjointly).

R(bo,J)

Hr Hi O Hj
Aa,D) J Aa,D) l : (3.49)
W oMy —0 4 mH, B,

Slmﬂarly, a rlght operator of £'° is a quadruple (B, b, J, M, ;), where b is an element,
H; € €, J € 7, and for any My € €, there is a bounded linear operator B(b, J 7) e
Hom Aoy (His Hi @ H;), such that the following conditions are satisfied:
(a) If ’Hk, Hi € €, F € Hom4(Hy, Hy), then the following diagram commutes.

B(b,J)

Hu —> HkEH
FJ F@idjl . (3.50)

W 200 1 mH,

(b) For any H,; € F,H;. € €, I € J anticlockwise to .J, ,and any a € ﬁi(IN ), the following
diagram commutes.

B(b,J)

Hy, Hi [ 7‘[]'
L(ao,1) l L(ao,T) l : (3.51)
HemH, —2D L W mH B H,
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Theorem 3.17. Let (A, a, .7, H;) and (B, b, J~, H,;) be a left operator and a right operator of
&l = (A, F, @, 9), where [ is anticlockwise to J, and H;, H,; € €. Then these two opera-
tors commute adjointly, in the sense that for any H; € €, the following diagram commutes

adjointly.

B(b,J)

Hy Hi & Hj
Aa,D) l Aa,) l : (3.52)
HomH, —2D Ly mH EH,

Proof. By step 2 of the proof of theorem 3.15, we can construct a categorical extension
& = (A, €,3,M) such that any left (resp. right) operator of &'°¢ is also a left (resp.

right) operator of &. Let & be the closure of &. Set ¢ = A(a, [)Q e H,;(I). Then for an
ght) op 3 : y

~

Hy € €C,ceNi(J),

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

A(a, DR(c, ) = R(c, DA(a,)Q = R(c, NE = R(c, J)L(E, D = L(&, DR(c, Q.

~ ~

Therefore A(a, I) equals L(&, ) when acting on any H;, € €. Similarly, if we let n =

B(b, J)S2, then B(b, J) equals R(n, J). Therefore A(a, I) and B(b, J) commute adjointly.
0

4 VOAs and categorical extensions

4.1 Tensor categories of VOAs

We review the construction of tensor categories for “rational” vertex operator alge-
bras (VOAs) by Huang-Lepowsky. See [Hua08b] for more details. The reader is also
referred to [Guil7a] section 2.4 for a sketch of this construction. The notations we will
use in this paper are close to those in [Guil7a].

Let V be a VOA of CFT type. This means that V' has grading V' = @,,c;_, V()
with V(0) = CQ where 2 is the vacuum vector of V. We let Rep™ (V) be the category
of semisimple V-modules. So if W; € Rep™(V'), we assume that V; is a finite direct
sum of irreducible V-modules. In this paper, unless otherwise stated, a I’-module W},
is always assumed to be semisimple. We also assume that the eigenvalues of L, on
W; are real. For any s € R, we let P; be the projection of W, onto the s-eigenspace
Wi(s) of L. If w® e W, is homogeneous (i.e., an eigenvector of L), we let A i) be the
conformal weight (the corresponding eigenvalue) of w®. A vector w'¥ e W; is called
quasi-primary if it is homogeneous and L;w = 0.

For any W;, W;, Wy € Rep™(V), welet V(") = V (WW&) be the vector space of inter-
twining operators of V. (See [FHL93] for the general theory of intertwining operators
of VOAs) If ), V(ikj), we call W, W;, W, the charge space, the source space, and the
target space of ), respectively. We assume the following:

Condition A. For any W;, W;, W;, € Rep™(V'), the vector space V( kj) is finite dimensional.

)
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For each equivalence class of irreducible V-modules, we choose a representing
module, and £ be the set of these V-modules. We let £ contain the vacuum mod-
ule W, = V. We shall also write i € £ if W; € £. The second condition we require on V'
is:

Condition B. For any W;,W; € Rep™(V), there are only finitely many W), € £ satisfying
dim V(ikj) >

Now we can define a tensor bifunctor x] on Rep™ (V). For any W;, W, € Rep®(V),
we define

k’ *
w,.jzw,-wf@v(i ) ® W (41)

ke&

where V(})" is the dual vector space of V( ). Note that here V(") is finite dimen-
sional, and7 the sum of £ is finite by condition 'B. The action of V on VV” is

Yij(v,2) = Pid @ Yi(v,z) (Vv eV) 4.2)

where Y}, is the vertex operator describing the action of V' on Wy, and x is a formal
variable.
When k € &, any intertwining operator ), € V(, j) is naturally a linear map

V(ikj)* — C, which can be extended naturally to a homomorphism of V-modules
W; ¥ W; — W;. For general W, € Rep™(V), V() can also be identified with

)

Homy (W; X W;, Wy) using the following identifications

DR R

te€

Homy (W; ® W;, Wy,) ~ P Homy (W; ¥ W;, W;) @ Homy (W;, Wy).

te€

The tensor product of F' € Homy (W;,,W;,), G € Homy (W, ,W,,) is defined in the
following way. For each k € £ we have a linear map (FQG)" : V(, & ) — V(Z Jl) such
thatif ) e V(iijQ), then (F® G)'Y € V(Z.lkjl), and for any w( e W, , wi) e W;,,

12 J2

(F ®G)'Y) (W™, z)w = Y(Fu™, 2)Gwl (4.3)

Then F® G : V(Z1 31) -V, k )* is defined to be the transpose of (F' ® G), and can

iz j
be extended to a homomorthisin

FRG=PFQRG)®idy, : Wy, IW;, — Wi, I W,,.

ke&

To construct associativity and braid isomorphisms, we need to consider products
and iterations of intertwining operators. For any VV-module W;, we let W5 denote its
contragredient module. A sequence of intertwining operators V,,,...,V,, of V is
called a chain of intertwining operators, if the source space of ),,, equals the target
space of V,,, , forany m = 2,3,...,n. We will also take the complex-analytic point
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i

of view instead of the formal one for intertwining operators. For any }, € V( kj), and

any w® e Wi, w0 e W;, w® e Wi, z e C* = C\{0},
Q/a(w(i), z)w(j)7 w(E)> _ <37a(w(i), :c)w(j), w(E)Mw:Z (4.4)

depends not only on z but also on the arg-value arg z of z. We regard Y, (w®, 2)w"?) as
a vector in the algebraic completion W\k of W}, which is also the dual vector space of
Wr.

Condition C. Let Y,,, ..., Va, bean arbitrary chain of intertwining operators of V. For each
1 <m < n, welet W,  bethe charge space of V.,,,. Let W;, be the source space of V., , and let
W, be the target space of Y. Then for any w®) e W, w®™) e W;,, ..., wi) e W, ,w® e
W, and arg-valued 2y, 2, . . ., z, € Csuch that 0 < |z| < |2a| < -+ < |2,|, the expression

Yoy (W 2V Vs (w0 2 1) o Vo () 20w ) p® (4.5)

converges absolutely and locally uniformly, which means that there exists a neighborhood U of
(21,...,2y) in the n-th order configuration space Conf,(C*) of C* = C\{0}, such that the
series

Z ‘<yan (w(zn)J Cn)PSnflyanfl (w(in71)7 Cn_l)Psn72

51,82,.+;8n—1€ER

o Poy Vo, (w(il)v Q)w(io)’ w@)>‘ (4.6)

converges and is uniformly bounded for all (Cy,...,(,) € U. Hereeach P;,, (1 <m <n—1)is
the projection of the target space of V,,, onto its weight-s,, component. Moreover, the function
locally defined by (4.5) for any (21, . .., 2,) € U can be analytically continued to a multi-valued
holomorphic function on Conf,,(C*).

Thus one can construct all genus-0 conformal blocks using products of intertwining
operators. Using the braid operators B. : V(") — V() defined by

yBia(w(j), z)w(i) = (Biya)(w(j)7z)w(i) = exL‘lya(w(i), ei”z)w(j) 4.7)

(where arg(e™™*) = +7 + argz) for any ), € V(ikj),w(i) e W;,w) e W;, one can
show that for any ), € V(ikj),yg e V(') w® e W;,w? e W, the iteration of two
intertwining operators

yﬁ(ya(w(i)v R = Zj)w(j)7 Zj)

converges absolutely and locally uniformly whenever 0 < |z — 2;| < |2/, in the sense
that for any w® e W,, w® e W, there exits a neighborhood U <= Conf,(C*) of (2, z;),
such that the series

D Vs(Pada(w®, 2 = 2w, 2)w |w®))]

aceR

converges and is uniformly bounded for all (;, (;) € U. We assume that iterations and
products of intertwining operators can be related in the following way:
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Condition D. Let Yo € V(,',), Vs € V(,'}), 2, 25 € C satisfying 0 < |2 — zj| < |2] < |2,
and choose arg z;, arg zj, arg(z; — ;). Then there exist W, € Rep™(V), Var € V(%)) yﬁ, €
V(') and a neighborhood U < Confy(C*) of (z;,z;), such that for any w® e W;, wV
W;, and any ((;,(;) € U with arg (;, arg (;, arg(¢; — () close to arg z;, arg z;, arg(zi — zj)
respectively, the following equation holds when acting on Wi:

Yo, () Vs(wD, () = Vo (Var (0, G — Gw, ) (4.8)

Thus, products of intertwining operators can be written as iterations of inter-
twining operators. Using the braid operators B, one can easily prove the converse
statement, i.e., iterations can be expressed as products of intertwining operators.

We are now ready to define the associativity isomorphism. Given three V/-modules
W;, W;, Wy, we have natural identifications

W, kW) ®IW), = P V(Stk) ®V(7j8]’> ® Wi, (4.9)
s,te€

Wi R (W, ® W) = @v( ) (_Tk)*@awt. (4.10)
rte€

Choose basis ©;, ©;, 0., 07, of these vector spaces of intertwining operators. Choose

arg-valued z;,z; € C* satisfying 0 < |z — z;| < |zj| < |z] and argz; = argz; =
arg(z; — z;). Forany r,t € £, a € O], € O, there exist unique complex numbers
ngl (Vs € £, € ©j;, 8 € ©,) independent of the choice of z;, z;, such that for any
w® e Wi, wV) e W;, we have the fusion relation

Va(w®, 2) Vs (w =3 > FE Yy Ve 2 — 2w z). (411)

se€€ o E@S ﬁ'e@’;k

Thus {F "} can be regarded as a matrix, called fusion matrix. This matrix is invert-
ible, as one can wrlte 1terat10ns as products of intertwining operators, which gives the

inverse matrix of {F” ﬁ } For each t € £, define an isomorphism

o @v(i) e () - @ () o)

Va®Vs=> > D> Fi Ve ® V. (4.12)

se& a’e@%,ﬁ’e@t

Then A* is independent of the basis chosen. Define

v@v() o) ~@n) () e

to be the transpose of A, and extend it to

A=Y A®id, s (Wi R W;) R Wy — Wi & (W; 5 Wy). (4.14)

te€
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Then A is our associativity map. One can easily verify that A is functorial. Moreover,
A satisfies the pentagon axiom.

Let W, = V be the identity object of Rep™(V'). Then the isomorphism W, x] W; =
V Xx] W; — W; is defined using the intertwining operator Y; € V(Oii). Similarly, the
isomorphism W;XJV' — W; is defined using the creation operator ), ; of W;, whichis a
type (,,) intertwining operator defined by Y.;) = B,Y; = B_Y;. These isomorphisms
satisfy the triangle axioms. Therefore Rep™ (V') is a monoidal category.

Condition E. The monoidal category Rep™ (V') is rigid, i.e., every object has left and right
duals.

Finally we define the braiding. Let 8, ; : V (ij) . V(jkl.) * be the transpose of

B+IV(.]€.>—>V<.IC.), Y= By,
J? t)

and extend it to a morphism

By = By ®id, : W, R W, — W, @W.. (4.15)

te€

This gives the braid operator. These braid operators satisfy the hexagon axioms.
Therefore Rep™(V') becomes a rigid braided tensor category. We also define, for any
W; € Rep*™(V), the twist 9J; € Endy (W;) to be the action of "0 on ;. Then Rep™(V)
becomes a rigid ribbon category (cf. [Hua08b] theorem 4.1). In the case that there are
only finitely many equivalence classes of irreducible V-modules (i.e., £ is a finite set),
Rep™ (V') is a ribbon fusion category.

We now relate  with the braid relations of intertwining operators. Let )V, €
V(.'), Vs € V(jrk), 2,z € C* with |z;| = |z;]. Choose arg z;,arg z;. Then for any
w® e Wi, w e W;, the expression V,(w, 2;)Vs(w, z;) is understood as a linear
functional on W), ® W; defined in the following way. If w® € W, w® e W3, then

V(W zi)yg(w(j), Zj)w(k)7w(¥)> - ;i\r%ya(w(i)’ )\zi)yg(w(j), zj)w(k)7 w(¥)>’

(We set arg(\z;) = arg z; when A > 0.) the right hand side of which is definable due to
condition C.

For each r,s,t € £, choose basis ©!,,07,, 05, O, of V(itr),V(j’"k),V(fk),V(jts) re-
spectively. Using condition D and the braid operators B, one can show that for any
rte & ae O, € 0, there exist unique complex numbers (Bi)ilgl (Vs e £,a €
O, 8 € ©), such that for any w® e W;, w") € W, the following braid relation holds
for any w® € W, w\) e W;

ya<w(i)a Zl)yﬂ(w(J)vz]) = Z Z (Bi)glga,yﬁ’(w(j)7Zj)yo/(w(i)azi)a (416)

se€ /€03, B0

where the sign =+ is + if z; is anticlockwise to z; (i.e., arg z; < arg z; < arg z; + 27), and
— if 2; is clockwise to z;. We can regard {(Bi)i/;/} as matrices, called braid matrices,
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which again are invertible. {(Bi)f:ﬁa/} depend only on the clockwise or anticlockwise
order of z; and z;, but not on the specific choice of z;, ;. Since we have

W, & (W; E W) = @V( > (.Tk)*@)Wt, (4.17)
rte€

W, 5 (W; [ W) = @V( ) (_Sk>*®Wt, (4.18)
s,te€

the isomorphism 8, ® idy, : W; X (W; X Wy) — W; X (W; X] W) restricts, for each t € &,
to an isomorphism

(1) o) ~ @) = ()

By (for instance) [Guil7a] proposition 2.12, the transpose of this map is given by

V() o) @) o)

YVa®Vs> > D (B Ve ® V. (4.19)

! S ! t
se€ o€, [0,

4.2 The intertwining operators £; and R;

In this section, we define, for any W; € Rep*(V), a pair of intertwining operators
L; and R; that are closely related to the operators L and R in categorical extensions.
Recall the definition of tensor product W; ] W), = @, V(itk) " @ W, If W, € Rep™(V),

we let £; act on any W, € Rep*(V) as an intertwining operator of type () = (W),
such that for any w® e W;,w® e Wy and any t € £, w® e Wy, Y, € V(},),
Li(wD, 2)w®, Y, @uw®) = (Vo (w?, 2)w® wD). (4.20)
This relation is simply written as
Li(w?, 2)w®, Vo) = Vo (w, z)w®. (4.21)

Let O}, be abasis of V(,",), and let {0 :ac ©% } be the dual basis, where each Vi 1s the
dual element of ,. Then we have another description of £;: for any w® € W;, w*
Wi,

Li(w?, x)w® = Z Z V@ Valw®, z)w®. (4.22)
te€ aedt,

WiXIW;

We also define, for any W), € Rep™(V), a type (Z“k) = (Wi W,

R, such that for any w® e W;, w®) € Wy,

) intertwining operator

Ri(w(i), x)w(k) = ﬁiykﬁi(w("), x)w(k). (4.23)
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We write £; (resp. R;) as L;|; (resp. R;|x) if we want to emphasize that the source
space of L, (resp. R;) is Wj.
It is easy to check that £ and R are functorial, in the sense that for any F' €
HOmv<WZ’, Wy), Ge HomV(Wk, Wk/), w(’) € Wi, w(k) € Wk,
(F®G)Li(w, 2)w® = Ly(Fuw®, 2)Guw®, (4.24)
(G F)R;(w®, 2)w® = Ry(Fw®, 2)Guw™®. (4.25)

Our next goal is to prove the commutativity of £ and R. First we need a prepara-
tory result.

Proposition 4.1. Choose W;, W;, W), € Rep™(V), and arg-valued distinct z;, z; € S* such
that z; is anti-clockwise to z;. Then for any w® € W;, w@) e W;,w® e W, the following
braid relation holds.
Li(w®,2)Li(w, z))w® = (8;; @idy) L;(w?, 2)) Li(w?, z;)w® (4.26)
It will be interesting to compare the above formula with proposition 3.7.

Proof. Recall (4.17) and (4.18). For any r,s,t € £, we choose basis 0,07, , 0!

i) j7s?
V(") V(7). V() V() respectively. Then for any o € 0}, § € 07,
<£7, (U)(Z), ZZ),C] (w(]), Z])U}(k), Vo ® yﬁ> = Va (w(z)’ Zz)yﬁ<w(])7 Z])w(k)
Now for these basis intertwining operators we have the braid relation (4.16), where
the sign of + is taken to be +. Therefore, by the discussion at the end of section 4.1,
the transpose of 8 ® id on the vector spaces of intertwining operators is described by
(4.19). Thus we can compute that

<(Bj,i 2y idk)ﬁj(w(j), Zj)ﬁi(w(i)7 Zi>w(k)7 Vo ® y5>
=2 2 (B L, ) Liw, z)w®, Vo @ Var)
se& a’e@fkﬂ%@és
= Z Z (B_,_)glﬂa,yﬁ/(w(]), Zj)yo/(w(i), zz)w(k)
se& a’e@fk,ﬂ’e®§s
:ya(w(i)’ zi)yg(w(j), zj)w(k).
Hence the proposition is proved. O

Theorem 4.2. Choose W;, W;, W, € Rep™(V), w® € W;, w\) € W}, and arg-valued distinct
2, z; € ST such that z; is anti-clockwise to z;. Then the diagram

O3, of

(@ 2
Wk: RJ( J ’ J) Wk W]
ﬁi(w(ihzi)l L‘,i(w(i),zi) l (4‘27)
Rj(wl) z))

commutes, in the sense that the following braid relation holds for any w® e W

Li(w, 2)R;(w, 2)w® = Rj(w?, 2;) L;(w?, z)w®.
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Proof. By hexagon axioms, 8;;, = (id; ®8; ) (8B;; ®id;). We thus compute, using propo-
sition 4.1 and the functoriality of £;, that
Ry (w9, 25) Li(w®, 2w = 8; 3. L(wD, ;) Li(w, z)w™®
=(id; ® 8; k)(ﬁﬂ@)ld )ﬁj(w(] ) (w(),z,;) (k)
=(id; ®f3 k) Li 2L (wY *) = £, w(i),zi BinLl; w(j),z- w®
j gk J
£, 2 Ry o,

We close this section with the fusion relation of L.

Proposition 4.3. Choose W;, W,;, W), € Rep™(V), and arg-valued distinct z;, z; € S* such
that 0 < |z — 2| < || < |zi| and arg 2, = argz; = arg(z; — z;). Then for any w® e
Wi, w9 e W;, w® e Wy, the following fusion relation holds.

Li(w®, 2)L;(wD | 2)w® = Li;(Li(wD, 2z — 2)wD, z;)w®. (4.28)
Proof. Foreachr, s, t € € we choose basis ©;, 03, 0%, 07, of V( '), V(). V(") V(")

respectwely, and assume that the fusion relation (4.11) holds Choosel zjany r.tef ae

B € ©7;, then
Li(w?, 2) L;(wD, 2)w™, Vo @ Y5y = Va(w®, 2)Vs(w™), ) w™.

On the other hand, the expression (L;(Li(w®, 2 — z;))w¥, 2z))w® Y, ® Vs), when
written more precisely, should be (L;(£;(w®, z; — zj)wP, 2;)w® | A4V, ® Vs)), where
A is the associativity isomorphism. By (4.12), we have
<£ij(£i(w(i)a 2 Zj)w(j)7 J)w A Vo ® Vs))
= 2 Z B’ /<£z]( ( @) , 25 — Zj)w(j), Zj)w(k), yB, X yo/>
sef a’e@fj,ﬁ/e(%t
se& O‘IEijﬁlegik

:ya(w(l)a Zz)yﬁ(w(])v Zj)w(k)

Thus our proof is complete. O

’Lr7

4.3 Unitarity

Beginning with this section, we assume the following unitary condition (see [DL14,
CKLW18] for the definition of unitary VOAs):

Condition F. V is a unitary VOA with inner product {-|-) and PCT operator ©.

Recall that a V-module V; is called unitary, if I¥; is equipped with an inner product
{:|-), such that for any v € V, the vertex operator Y;(v, z) (where x is a formal variable)
on W, satisfies

Yi(v,2)! = V(e (a2 0u,27"), (4.29)
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Here T means the formal adjoint operation. So the above relation is equivalent to say-
ing that

Yo, 2wy = it (—a=2) P Ou, 2wl

for any wgi), wéi) e W,.

Condition G. If W;, W, € Rep™ (V') are unitarizable, then W; x] W is also unitarizable.

By this condition, if W;, W, are unitarizable, then for any ¢ € &, V(itj) is trivial
unless I, is also unitary.

We let Rep"(V) be the category of unitary semisimple V'-modules. Whenever WV, €
£ is unitarizable, we fix a unitary structure on W;. If t = 0, then the unitary structure
on W, is chosen to be the one on V. Then one can define a ribbon categorical structure
on Rep" (V) in a similar way as for Rep™ (V). Rep" (V) is clearly equivalent to a ribbon
tensor subcategory of Rep™(V). In the rest of this paper, we will always focus on
modules in Rep" (V) instead of in Rep™ (V).

Note that for any W; € Rep"(V), the inner product {:|-) induces a natural anti-
unitary map C; : W; — W;, such that forany v e V,

Yi(v,z) = C’-Y»(@v,x)C’i_l. (4.30)

(Cf. [Guil7a] equation (1.19).) We write w® = Ciw® for any w® e W;. One can also
show that Cy© : V = Wy, — Wyis a umtary V-module isomorphism. Therefore V' is
self-dual. We identify V' with W5 using C,©. Under this identification, Cj is the same
as ©~! = . So by our notation, v = Qv forany v € V.

Let us now equip the ribbon category Rep"(V') with a unitary structure. In the
following, we assume that all modules are umtary Ify, e V( ) we define the adjoint

intertwining operator )} = ), to be a type ( ) intertwining operator satisfying that
for any w® € W;,

Vi, 2) = Vos (w0, ) = Vo™ (e ™27 2) 0w 7 1)1, (4.31)

Recall the creation operator ),;) defined in section 4.1. It is clear that V..;y = Li|o =
Rilo- The adjoint intertwining operator V,;)+ of ;) is called the annihilation operator
of W;. Now for any W;,W; € Rep*(V),t € £, we choose a basis ©!; of V(; J) Choose
any arg-valued z;, 2z, € C* satisfying 0 < |22 — 21| < |21| < |22| and arg z; = argzy =
arg(2;—21). Then there exists a unique complex matrix { A%} independent of the choice
of z;, 29, such that for any wgi), wéi) e W;, the following fusion relation holds.

YD (08 22— 2wl 20) = 37 3T AVl ) Valw? z)  (4.32)

te& a,ﬁe@t, .

Recall that by our notation in the last section, ya € V(l )* is the dual element of ),

For each t € £, we define a sesquilinear form A on V(z j) , antilinear on the second
variable, such that for any o, 3 € ©j},

A Y?) = AP, (4.33)
It is easy to check that this definition of A is independent of the choice of basis.
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Condition H. For each W;, W, € Rep"(V), W, € &, the sesquilinear form A on V(itj)* is
positive.

By the rigidity of Rep"(V) (condition E), A is also non-degenerate (cf. [Guil7b]
theorem 6.7 step 3). Therefore, A is a (non-degenerate) inner product on each V(itj) 5
which can be extended naturally to an inner product on W; X W; = @, V(") QW
under which W; x] W; becomes a unitary V-module. One can show (cf. quil7b]
chapter 7) that under these inner products, all the structural maps (associativity iso-
morphisms, braid operators, etc.) are unitary. We thus identify the unitary V-modules
W, X1 (W; X1 Wy) and (W; I W;) XI Wy, as W; ] W, X] Wy, and identify V I W,;, W; X] V/
as ;. Hence Rep"(V) is a braided C*-tensor category. Moreover, if £ is finite, then
Rep" (V) is a unitary ribbon fusion category.

Recall that for each IW; € Rep"(V'), £; acts on each W; € Rep"(V) as a type (/) in-
tertwining operator. We let £! act on each W;[X W, as the adjoint intertwining operator
of £;|;, which is of type (5]”) In other words, we let £!|;; = (£,];)!. In the remaining
part of this section, we shall show that £ and R commute.

For any W; € Rep"(V), we let ev;; € Homy (W; l Wz, V) be the morphism defined

by the intertwining operator V. ;) Then for any w1 , w2 eWw,,

ev; L; ( )wéi) = yn(i)*(w@, x)wgi) = EZ(w%i),x)wgi). (4.34)

More generally, we have:
Proposition 4.4. For any W;, W, € Rep"(V), w® € W;, w'™ e W;; = W, x W},
LH(w®, 2w = (ev;; ® id;) Lz(w®, 2)w 9, (4.35)

Proof. Choose any w, @ Wl e W, w) e W;, and choose arg-valued z, 2z, such that

0 < |22 — 21| < |21] < |22| and arg z; = arg 2o = arg(z2 — 21). We first rewrite (4.32) using
L. Note that £o|; is just Y;, and V,y» = L]];. Therefore the left hand side of (4.32) is

Eo(ﬁj(wy), 29 — zl)wgi), zl)w(j)

when acting on w”) € W;. On the other hand, if we let ©; be an orthonormal basis
of V(itj), and write £, as (4.22), then it is easy to see that the right hand side of (4.32)
equals

£l )L, 2wt
when acting on w?). Therefore (4.32) is equivalent to
Lo} (@, 2 — z)uf”, 2)w® = L], z0) L, 21w, (4.36)

Using proposition 4.3, the functoriality of £ (equation (4.24)), and equations (4.34)
and (4.36), we compute

(evi; ®id;) Ly 2) Li(w 2w = (ev;, ®id;) Lai(Li(w, 25 — 21)w?, 2 )w
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£f(w§i), 29 — zl)wgi), 2w = 50(£j(w§“, 2y — zl)wgi), 2w

:‘CO (eVZ,i i

=L'Z(w§i), ) Li(w}”, 2w,

Thus we’ve proved (4.35) when both sides “act on” £;(w\”, z))w®. Write £;(w!”, z;) =
3 o Li(w'™), 271, Then by [Hua95] lemma 14.5 (see also [Guil7a] proposition A.1),
(4.35) holds when acting on £;(w!”),w" for any w{”,e W;,w® e W;,n € R. By
[Hua95] lemma 14.9 (see also [Guil7a] corollary A.4), vectors of the form ﬁ,(w@ )
span the vector space W;;. Therefore (4.35) is proved. O

We are now ready to prove the adjoint version of theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.5. Choose W;, W;, W, € Rep™(V), w® € W;, w\") € W}, and arg-valued distinct
zi,z; € ST such that z; is anti-clockwise to z;. Then the following diagram commutes in the
sense of braiding of intertwining operators.

R (w(j)vzj)

Wi W = W,
£ 20) ] £ 50) [ . (4.37)
Wm W, —25 Wk W
Proof. Consider the diagrams
wiRw, —20 L R wE W,
Lo(w®,2)) l L:(w@,z;) l
WRW, B W, —2 L g W R W B W (4.38)
evm®idkl ev; ,®id;y®id; l
W Rj(w),z;) Wi 5 W,

The first small diagram commutes due to theorem 4.2, the second one commutes due
to the functoriality of R (equation (4.25)). Therefore the large diagram commutes,
which is equivalent to the commutativity of diagram (4.37) by proposition 4.4. O

4.4 Smeared intertwining operators

We recall the definition and some of the basic properties of energy bounded inter-
twining operators. See [Guil7a] chapter 3 for more details. We first fix some notations.
If Ais an unbounded operator on a Hilbert space 1, we let Z(A) be the domain of A.
If A is densely-defined and preclosed, we let A denote its closure, and A* = A" its
adjoint. If A and B are densely-defined with common domain ¥ = Z(A) = %(B),
we say that B is the (clearly unique) formal adjoint of 4, and write B = AT, if for any
&ne s,

(A&|n) = (&I Bn). (4.39)
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If A, B are preclosed operators on H, we say that A commutes strongly with B, if
the von Neumann algebra generated by A, A* commutes with the one generated by
B, B". (See [Guil7a] section B.1 for more details.) Therefore, by our definition, two
bounded operators commute strongly if and only if they commute adjointly.

Definition 4.6. Let P, Q, R, S be Hilbert spaces,and A : P - R,B : Q — S,C :
P — Q,D : R — S be unbounded preclosed operators. By saying that the diagram of
preclosed operators

P 0
al 5| (4.40)
R - S
commutes strongly, we mean the following: Let H = P@QOPRPS. Define unbounded

preclosed operators R, S on ‘H with domains Z(R) = Z(A) @ Z(B)®@R® S, Z(S5) =
2(C)®Q® Z(D)® S, such that

REDNOXD®s)=0D0DAEDBy (Ve P(A),ne Z(B),xeR,ceS),
SE@nOXxDs) =00 CED0D DY (Ve 2(C),ne Q,xe P(D),seS).

(Such construction is called the extension from A, B to R, and from C, D to S.) Then
R and S commute strongly.

Now we return to the unitary VOA V' and its unitary modules. For any W, €
Rep"(V'), we let H; be the Hilbert space completion of ;. Then L, is a preclosed
operator on H; with dense domain W;. Its closure Lo is clearly self-adjoint. We set
HE = (Nezo, Z2((1 + Lo)"). Then as W; = H¥, HY is a dense subspace of H,;. Vectors
in H are called smooth.

Let Wi, W;, Wy € Rep" (V). For any Y, € V(/";) and any homogeneous vector w® e
Wi, we write Y, (w®, 2) = 3 & V. (w®),z7""!, where each Y, (w?),, is a linear map
from W, to W;. For any a > 0, we say that V,(w?,z) satisfies a-th order energy
bounds, if there exist M, b > 0, such that for any n € R, wl) € W},

1V (wD),,wP || < M(1 + |n))°||(1 + Lo)*w™. (4.41)

By [Guil7a] proposition 3.4, if w(® is quasi-primary and J, (w¥, x) satisfies a-th order
energy bounds, then so does Y, (w®, x).

We say that ), (w”, x) is energy-bounded if it satisfies a-th order energy bounds
for some a > 0. We say that V' is energy-bounded if Y (v, z) is energy-bounded for any
homogeneous v € V. We say that a unitary VV-module W; is energy-bounded if Y;(v, z)
is energy-bounded for any homogeneous v e V.

We now define smeared intertwining operators for energy bounded intertwining
operators (cf. [Guil7a] section 3.2). Recall the discussion of arg-valued intervals in
section 3.1. For any I = (I,arg,) e J and f € C*(I), we call f = (f,arg,) a (smooth)
arg-valued function on ' with support inside I, and let C*(I) be the set of all such

. We set the complex conjugate of ftobe f = (F,argl). I = J e J,then C*(I) is

~ ~

naturally a subspace of C'°(J) by identifying each (f,arg I) € C°(I) with (f,arg J).
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Now if Y, € V(ikj), w® e W; is homogeneous, Y, (w®, z) is energy-bounded, I =
(I,arg,) € J,and f = (f,arg,) € C*(I), we define the smeared intertwining operator
Va(w®, f) to be a bilinear form on W; ® W5 satisfying

N o0

yoa(w(i)7 f) = J ya(w(i)v eie)f(eie) - o—db. (442)
arg; (1) 2m
Then Y. (w®, ) maps W; into H. Regarding Y. (w®, f) as an unbounded operator
from H,; to H;, with domain W}, Vo (w®, f)is preclosed, the closure of which contains
H;°. Moreover, we have

Vo (w®, f)’H,;D < HY, Volw®, f) HE < H.
In the following, we will always denote by Y, (w®, f) the restriction of the closed opera-
tor Va(w®, f) to the core HF. Then the formal adjoint Y, (w®, )t exists, which is the
restriction of Y, (w®, f)* to HL.
We now give formulae for the rotation covariance of smeared intertwining opera-
tors. Recall that we have an action of ¢ on J defined in section 3.1. For any ¢ € R and
I e J, write &Xp(itLo) = J = (J, argJ) We define a linear map t(¢) : C“O(N) Coo(j)

such that for any f = (f,argl), v(t)f = (x(t)f,arg,) satisfies v(t)f(e?) = f(e'®1)
(V0 € R). Then using the proof of [Guil7a] proposition 3.15, one can easily show that

eitfoya(w(i)’f) “itLo — Y (w0 Vig(t) ) (4.43)

for any homogeneous w'” € W; with conformal weight A ). Set (") = & f(¢) and
f = (f’,arg I). Then we have another version of rotation covariance

[Zo, Ya(w®, )] = Ya(w®, (Ayw — 1) +if), (4.44)

where both sides of the equation act on H°. (See also [Guil7a] proposition 3.15.)

Next we relate Y, (w®, f )T with the smeared intertwining operator of V,« = Y/ . It
was proved in [Guil7a] proposition 3.4 that if ), satisfies a-th order energy bounds,
then so does V,+. Now, for any a € R, f € CSO(T), we set ea]? = (e f,argl) € CSO(IN),
where e, f is the smooth function on S* defined by

) iaf 6 :
eaf(ezﬂ) :{ (6) f(€ ) gzwe;r]gl(l) )

Then for any homogeneous w® e W,

Valw? Pt = 3

—imrA w(@®

ya* (Lm ) y Em+2—2A w(@ f) (445)

(cf. [Guil7a] proposition 3.9), recalling that A, is the conformal weight of w(®
We also have braiding of smeared intertwining operators (cf. [Guil7a] corollary
3.13):
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Proposition 4.7. Choose disjoint ILJ € J, and z € I 2, € J with arguments
arg; (%), arg;(z;) respectively. Suppose W;, W;, Wy, W, Wy, Wy are unitary V-modules,
Vo € V(') V5 € v(jsk),ya, e V(). Vs € V(jtr), and for any w e W;, w e W;,
the following braid relation holds:

ya(w(i)7 Zi)yﬂ(w(j)7 Zj) = y5/<w(j), Zj)ya/(w(i), 2i)-

Then if w® w are homogeneous, V.(w® ), Vs(w), ), Vo (w® ), Vg (wl), z) are
energy-bounded, and f € CF(I),g € CF(J), the following equation holds when acting on
Hio:

Vol F)Vs(w?, §) = Vo (0D, §)Var (w0, f).

This proposition, together with relation (4.45), implies immediately the following
main result of this section. Note that by our notation, if W;, W; € Rep"(V), then ,; is
the Hilbert space completion of W;; = W;x1W;, and H;; is the subspace of smooth vec-
tors. Similarly, if we also have W), € Rep"(V/), then H,;; is the Hilbert space completion
of Wi, = W; X W, X1 W;, and Hip, isits smooth subspace.

Theorem 4.8. Choose W;,W;, W), € Rep"(V),w” e W;,w") e W, and disjoint
I,J € J such that I is anticlockwise to J. Assume that w® w9 are homogeneous, and
Lile (0w 2), Ll (0D, 2), Rs|e (0D, 2), R;|ix(wD, x) are energy-bounded. Then the dia-
gram

Ri(wd g
HIZO J( g) ]C::j)
Li(w®,f) J Li(w®.f) l (4.46)
00 Rj(w(j> 5) 0
ik ikj

commutes adjointly, in the sense that both this diagram and the following diagram commute:

Rj(w) 3)

HE ®
£i(w® ] Lo, fﬂ . (4.47)
0 'Rj(w(j)@) 0
ik ikj

Proof. The first diagram commutes due to theorem 4.2 and proposition 4.7. The second
one commutes due to theorem 4.5, proposition 4.7, and relation (4.45). O

4.5 Conformal nets associated to VOAs

In this section, we discuss some relations between unitary VOAs and confor-
mal nets as well as their modules. Let W; be a unitary VV-module. Then for any

~ ~

f = (f,argI), the smeared vertex operator Y;(v, f) is independent of the choice of

~

arguments as Y;(v, z) is a meromorphic field. We thus write Y;(v, f) as Y;(v, f). In

~

particular, Yy = Y, and Y (v, f) is written as Y (v, f).
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Condition I. The unitary VOA V is energy-bounded. Moreover, V' is strongly local, which
means that for any disjoint I, J € J, homogeneous u,v € V,and f € CF(I),g € CF(J), the
closed operators Y (u, f) and Y (v, g) commute strongly.

Then by [CKLW18], there exists a (unique) conformal net Ay acting on H, (the
Hilbert space completion of V' = W), such that for any / € J, Ay(I) is the von
Neumann algebra generated by all Y (v, f) and Y (v, f) (where v € V is homogeneous,
and f € C*(I)). Moreover, the projective representation of Diff *(S!) (and hence of ¥)
is integrated from the positive energy representation of the Virasoro algebra on V. We
call Ay the conformal net associated to V.

A unitary V-module W; is called strongly-integrable (cf. [CWX]), if W is energy-
bounded, and there is a (unique) Ay-module (#;, ;) € Rep(Ay), such that for any
I'eJ,feCr(I), and any homogeneous v € V, we have 7;,(Y (v, f)) = Y;(v, f).

We now show that the action of ¥4, on H; is integrated from the action of the
Virasoro algebra on W;. For any n € Z we set ¢, € C*(S') to be e,(e?) = ¢™. For
any f € C*(Sh), write f = Y, _, a,e, where {a,} are the Fourier series of f, and set
T(f) = Y., anl,_1 € Vec®(S?). Then T(f) is self-adjoint (namely, iT(f) € Vec(S'))
when e_; f is real. Recall that U and U; are respectively the representations of ¢4 on
Ho and Hl

Proposition 4.9. Let W; € Rep"(V') be strongly-integrable, and let H; be the corresponding
Av-module. For any g € 9y, if there exist f € e; - CX(SY,R) and X\ € C with |\| = 1
satisfying

g = (@DUT(), A" D) e Gu, < G x U(Ho), (4.48)

then U;(g) = \e¥i1),

Proof. Our strategy is to define a unitary representation U : ¥4, — H, satisfying the
claim of this proposition, and to show that U; equals the standard one U;.

Let W; = Wo@W; = V@W,. Then W is strongly-integrable. By [TL99] theorem 5.2.1
(see also [CKLW18] theorem 3.4), there exists a (continuous) projective representation

i1; of 4 on H; such that for any f € e; - C*(S!, R), the unitary operator ¢*i/) belongs
to the equivalence class U;(exp(iT'(f))) € PU(H;). Notice that H; = Ho ® H; and

VT — diag(¢ VO (D) (4.49)

Thus, for any gy € ¢ of the form exp(i7'(f)), any element of U(#;) belonging to
the equivalence class ,(gy) € PU(H,;) takes the form diag(Uy,V;) where U, Y, are
unitary operators on H, H; respectively, and U, is a representing element of U(go).
(Recall that U : ¢ — PU(H,) is integrated from the action of the Virasoro alge-
bra on V.) By remark 2.5, ¢ is generated by elements of the form exp(i7’(f)) where
f € e - CP(SYR). (Here, we do not require f to be supported in some open in-
terval.) Thus the previous statement is true for any gy € 4. We now define a map
Ul : 94, — U(H,;) as follows. Choose any g = (g0, Vo) € Y4, < 4 x U(H,), noting
that ¥, belongs to the equivalence class U(gy). Then one can find a unique ¥, such
that diag(y, ;) belongs to the equivalence class ;(go). We set U;(g) = ;. It is easy
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to check that U] is a homomorphism of groups. We thus obtain a unitary represen-
tation U] of ¥4, on H,;. Moreover, if g is of the form (4.48), then, by (4.49), we have
Ul(g) = A\e™ViS). Therefore, to finish the proof, it remains to check that U; = U.

By remark 2.5, it suffices to show U/(g) = U;(g) for any g = (exp(iT(f)), Ae?¥ /)
satisfying I € 7, f € e; - C(1,R), || = 1. This follows from the strong-integrability of
W

Ui(g) = mi1(U(g)) = m (A D) = At = Ul(g).
0

A more detailed study of the strong locality of VOA modules can be found in
[CWX]. (See also [Ten18] for related topics.) Here we give a criterion for strong in-
tegrability which will be enough for applications to various examples. To begin with,
we let C be a full rigid monoidal subcategory of Rep" (V). In other words, C is a class
of objects of Rep" (V') satisfying the following conditions:

(a) C contains the identity object V.

(b) If W; € C, then any subobject of IV; is equivalent to an object of C.
(c) If W, € C, then its dual W; is equivalent to an object of C.

(d) If W;, W, € C then W; x] W; € C.

Definition 4.10. Assume that any unitary V-module in C is energy-bounded. If W; € C
and w® e W; is homogeneous, we say that the action w?) —~ C satisfies the strong
intertwining property, if for any W;, Wj, € C,and ), € V(ikj), the following conditions
are satisfied:

(@) Vo(w, 7) is energy-bounded.

(b) For any homogeneous v € V, TedJ , J € J which is disjoint from I, and f €

~

C*(I),g e C*(J), the following diagram of preclosed operators commutes strongly:

Y (v,g)

H,; H;
ya(w(i)f) 1 Va (w(i),f) l . (4.50)
Hk Yk ('Uvg) Hk

Let F be a set of objects of C. We say that F generates C, if any irreducible object
of C is equivalent to a subobject of a tensor product of elements in F. The following
theorem can be proved in a very similar way as [Guil7b] theorem 4.8.

Theorem 4.11. Let V' be unitary and strongly local, C a full rigid monoidal subcategory of
Rep"(V), and F a set of irreducible objects in C. Assume that F generates C, and for any
W; € F, there exists a non-zero homogeneous w' € W; such that w9 —~ C satisfies the
strong intertwining property. Then any W), € C is strongly integrable. Moreover, for any

W, e FW;, Wi €C, Vs € V(ikj), IeJ,Je J disjoint from I, and f € C*(I),y € Av(J),
the following diagram of preclosed operators commutes strongly.

7_[] T (y) H]
Ya(w®,f) l Va (w®,f) l : (4.51)
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Note that definition 4.10 does not rely on conditions F and H. Indeed, if C; is a full
rigid monoidal subcategory of Rep(V') whose objects are unitarizable, and if C is the
class of all unitary V-modules equivalent to some objects of Cy, then we can still apply
definition 4.10 to C. Moreover, condition H (restricted to C) will be a consequence of
strong intertwining property; see remark 4.21 and theorem 4.22. On the other hand,
under the assumption of condition H, the strong intertwining property for w® —~ C
can be equivalently stated as follows: For any homogeneous v € V, and any W, €
C, I € J which is disjoint from I, and fecx(),geC®(J),the following diagram of
preclosed operators commutes strongly:

Y (v,
H] J( g) Hj
Li(w®,f) l Li(w®,f) l : (4.52)
}/z' ACH

To see the equivalence of the two statements, note that condition (4.52) is clearly a
special case of the statement in definition 4.10. Now assume condition (4.52). To prove
(4.50), we recall that ), can be identified with a morphism 7, € Homy (W; ] W;, W},)
in a natural way. Then ), = T, £;|; by equation (4.21). Since the two small diagrams
of preclosed operators in

U, Y;(v,9) H,
Li(w® f) lgl(wu) N)
H,, Yi;(v.9) My, (4.53)
Tal lTa
Hk. Yk(v7g) %k

commute strongly, we have the strong commutativity of the large diagram by lemma
4.17, which is equivalent to the strong commutativity of (4.50).

We close this section with a density property. First, for each I € 7, we let Ay (1)
be the set of all x € Ay (I) such that 2H” < H? and 2*H < HP for any unitary
V-module W;. By [Guil7b] proposition 4.2, Ay ()4 is a strongly-dense *-subalgebra
of Ay (1).

Proposition 4.12. Suppose that W, € F, w(()i) e W, is non-zero and homogeneous, and w((f) —~
C satisfies the strong intertwining property. Then for each W; € C and I € J, vectors of the
form L;(wS, P (where f € C*(I) and wD e W;) spans a dense subspace of Hs;.

Proof. By [Guil7a] proposition A.3, for any w € W;; and z € C*, if (w|L;(w®, 2)wW)) =
0 for any homogeneous w'¥ € W;,w) € W;, then w = 0. Since W is irreducible, by
the proof of [Guil7a] corollary 2.15, if (| Li(w?, 2wy = 0 for any homogeneous
w) e W, then w = 0.
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Let W be the closure of the subspace spanned byall £; (wo' : f)w(j (where f e C*(])
and w") e W;) which contains all £; (wo ,f)n (where [ € Cr(1 I)and 7 € HF). We
shall show that its orthogonal complement W+ is trivial. Suppose that we can prove
that W+ is an Ay-submodule of H;;. If W+ is non-trivial, then by [Guil7b] corol-
lary 4.4, there is a non-zero vector w € W*. So <w|£i(wéi),f)w(j)> = 0 for any
w) e W, f e C*(I). Then, by our definition of smeared intertwining operator (4.42),
we have (w|£;(w”, 2)w®) = 0 for any w? ¢ W, and any z € I whose argument is
taken to be arg;(z). Thus by the first paragraph, we must have w = 0, which is a
contradiction.

We now prove that W+ is Ay-invariant. Let D* = {z € C : |2] < 1,2 # 0}. Fix any
¢ e W. For any fec*(),ye Ay(I¢)p,ne H7, by the strong intertwining property,

L, Finle) = (Lo, Fynle) = 0.

By the positivity of L, the function

2 (y 2Ly, Fnle)

is a multi-valued continuous function on D*, analytic on its interior, and (by (4.43))
equals zero on a small interval of S' containing 1. Thus, by Schwarz reflection princi-

ple, the function is always zero. Thus (ye*™o L, (wo nle =0 for any fec*(),ne
HPt € Ry € Ay(I°)0. By (4.43), we conclude that (yL; (wo ,Hnle> = 0 for any
JeJ.fecr(])ne HYy e Av(] C) Another application of Schwarz reflection

principle shows that <6“L0ye‘”L0£ WS, fFinle) = 0forany J e J,f € C2(J),n €
HEY, [ oo I9y e .AV(Il)OO,t e R. Thus, for any K € J whose size is smaller than that
of I¢, we have (yL; (wo ,Hinle) = 0 for any .J € J.fec®J)ne HYy € Av(K)w.
Thus W+ is invariant under the action of Ay (K),, whenever K has smaller size than

I¢. Thus W+ is Ay-invariant by the additivity of conformal nets and by the fact that
Ay (K)y is dense in Ay (K). n

4.6 Vertex categorical extensions

Let V be unitary and strongly local. Let C be a full rigid monoidal subcategory
of Rep" (V') as in the last section. We assume that F is a generating set of irreducible
objects in C satisfying the conditions described in theorem 4.11. Then by that theorem,
any unitary V-module W}, in C can be integrated to an .Ay-module #;. We define a
«-functor § : C — Rep(Ay) mapping each W, € C to §(Wy) = Hy. If Wi, Wi € C, and
G € Homy (W, Wy), then §(G) € Hom 4, (H, Hy) is the closure of G if we regard G as
a densely-defined linear operator from #;, to H;» with domain Wj,. Then by [CWX] or
by [Guil7b] theorem 4.3, § : C — Rep(Ay) is a fully-faithful #-functor. We now equip
§(C) with the braided C*-tensor categorical structure (§(C), &, ) naturally equivalent

o (C,, B) under the *-functor §. So, for instance, if W;, W; € C, we set H; @ H; = H,;
(not to be confused with H; x] #, defined by Connes fusion) to be the Ay-module
integrated from W;; = W;x]W,. The braid operator B, ; : H;; — H;; is defined to be the
closure of 8; ; : W;; — W,
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Definition 4.13. Let C be a full rigid monoidal subcategory of Rep"(V), W;, W, € C.
Choose homogeneous vectors w® € W, w) e W,. We say that the actions v, w( 9~
C satisfy the strong braldmg property, if for any Wy, € C, I,J € J such that I is

anticlockwise to J, f € C*(1 ) ge C’OO(J ), the following diagram of preclosed operators
commutes strongly:

Ri(wd g
Hk J( g) Hk-]
cz—(w“),f)l &-(w“%f)l : (4.54)
R, (wd) g

Theorem 4.14 (Construction of vertex categorical extensions). Assume that V satisfies
conditions A - I. Let C be a full rigid monoidal subcategory of Rep"(V') whose objects are
energy-bounded, and let F be a set of irreducible V-modules in C, such that F generates C.
Suppose that for each W € F we can find a non-zero homogeneous vector w') € W;, such that
the following conditions hold:

(a) For any W; € F, the action w9 — C satisfies the strong intertwining property.

(b) For any W;, W; € F, the actions w( D w9 ~ C satisfy the strong braiding property.

Then objects in C are strongly integmble and there exists a categorical local extension &'°¢ =
(Av,S(F),3,9) of Ay, which can be extended to a unique vector-labeled closed categorical
extension & = (Ay,§(C), 0, H). Moreover, & is conformal.

Proof. For each TeJ, W, eF, welet () = Ojo([) x Ay (I). Choose a = (f,z) €
C”(N) X AV( ) = $i(I). For each W), € C, consider the left polar decomposition
Lils(w®, f) = UH of the closed operator L;|,(w! ), f) from H; to Hy,, where U is the
partial 1sometry (the phase) from H;, to H;;, and H is the self-adjoint operator on H.
We write the phase U as U;|,(w®, ) Similarly, we let V;|(w®, /) be the phase of

Now for any ¢®) € H,, we define
La, D = Uls(w®?, Hmi(2)6®,  R(a, DEW = Vile(w®, Hme(x)e®™. (4.55)
We now verify that such construction makes &'°¢ = (Ay,F(F),E,$) a categorical

local extension of Ay. By the strong mtertwmmg property and theorem 4.11, the
actions of L(a,I) and R(a,I) on H, satisfy L(a,1) € Hom 4(se)(Hr, Hir), R(a, I) e
Hom 4(7e)(Hx, Hii). Isotony is easy to check. Smce L; and R; are related by the braid
operator 8, so do their phases. So braiding is checked. Neutrality follows immedi-
ately from the braiding and the coherence theorem of 8. Functoriality follows from
(4.24), (4.25). The Reeh-Schlieder property and the density of fusion products follows
from proposition 4.12. Finally, locality follows immediately from the strong braiding
property.

Thus we’ve proved that &'°¢ = (Ay, §(F), [, H) is a categorical local extension. By
theorem 3.15, there exists a unique vector-labeled closed categorical extension & =
(Av,F(C), @, H) containing &'°°. By theorem 3.13, & is conformal. O

Corollary 4.15. Assume that V' and C satisfy the conditions in theorem 4.14. Then (C,[x], B)
is equivalent to a braided C*-tensor subcategory of (Rep( Ay ), X, B) under the «functor §.
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Proof. This follows immediately from theorems 4.14 and 3.10. O

The construction (but not just the existence) of the conformal categorical extensions
in theorem 4.14 is very important to us. We call them vertex categorical extensions. In
the following we give some criteria for the strong intertwining and braiding proper-
ties, which are the crucial conditions required in theorem 4.14. The following lemma
can be proved using results in [TL99] (see [Guil7a] theorem B.9)

Lemma 4.16. Let D be a self-adjoint positive operator on a Hilbert space H, and let H* =
(MNoez-, Z(D") be the dense subspace of smooth vectors in H. Suppose that K, T are preclosed
operators on H satisfying the following conditions:

(a) 2(K)=2(T) =H*, KH® < H*, TH® < H™.

(b) K is symmetric, which is equivalent to saying that K = K'or K < K*.

(c) KT¢ = TKE for any € € H™.

(d) There exists m € Zsq, such that for any n € Zso, we can find positive numbers
| K| n+1: | K| Dnt1, [T |nsm, such that for all € € H™,

(1 + D)"Ke[[< [Klnsall(1 + D)™ ], (4.56)
I(1 + D)"(DK — KD)S|I< [K|pasill(1 + D)™ ], (4.57)
11+ D)"TEN< [T lnsmll(1 + D)™ (4.58)

Then K is self-adjoint, and T and K commute strongly.

The above lemma can be applied to the situations where one of the two preclosed
operators A and B is symmetric. In the case that neither of them is symmetric, we
need to decompose A into its real and imaginary parts A = H + iK (where H and K
are symmetric), prove the strong commutativity of H, K with B, and finally show the
strong commutativity of A and B by linearity. However, to be rigorous, we have to first
verify (at least in our situations) that linear sums preserve the strong commutativity
of preclosed operators. This is achieved by the following very useful lemma.

Lemma 4.17. Let P(zy, - ,%y,) and Q(C,---,¢(,) be polynomials of z,...,z, and
Ci,...,Cy respectively. Let D be a self-adjoint positive operator on H, and set H* =
mneZ>0 2(D™). Choose preclosed operators Ay, ..., A,, and By, ..., B, on H with common
invariant (dense) domain H*. Assume that there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢"*P A,e =P commutes
strongly with B, foranyr = 1,...,m,s = 1,...,n,and t € (—¢,e). Assume also that the
unbounded operators A = P(Ay,--- .Ay), B = Q(By, -, By) (with common domain H™)
are preclosed. Then A commutes strongly with B.

Note that here P(Ay,---.A,,) and Q(By, -, B,) are understood in the obvious
way, i.e., by substituting the operators into the polynomials. So, for instance, if
P(21,29,23) = 22123 + 23 then A = 24, A3 + AZ. Note also that an invariant domain
of an unbounded operator means that this domain is invariant under the action of this
operator.

Proof. We first prove the special case when m = 1 and P(z;) = z;. Then A = A;. Let
M be the von Neumann algebra generated by 4, A*, and choose an arbitrary = € M.
Then it is not hard to show that for any h € C°(—¢,¢) satisfying {~_h(t)dt = 1, the
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operator z;, = {*_e"Pae "Ph(t)dt satisfies v, H* < H®, xiH™ < H™ (see, for example,
the proof of [Guil7b] theorem 4.2), and that as h converges to the delta-function at 0,
xp, converges strongly to z. Now, by assumption, each z;, commutes strongly with any
B,. Therefore, z,B,{ = B,xpé,v;B; = Byxjé forany { € H* and any s = 1,...,n
By the invariance of X* under By, ..., B,, we have z;,B{ = Bz, x; B = Bxj¢ for
any ¢ € H*, which implies the strong commutativity of =, and B (see [Guil7a] section
B.1). Since x;, converges strongly to z, z and B also commute strongly. Thus A and
B commute strongly. Note that for any ¢ € (—¢,¢), ¢*? Ae="P and By, ..., B, satisfy a
similar condition. Therefore e’ Ae~"" also commutes strongly with B.

Now for general m and P, we know from the last paragraph that A, commutes
strongly with e P Be? for any r = 1,...,m and ¢ € (—¢,¢). Therefore, by the last
paragraph again, B commutes strongly with A. O

Using the above two lemmas and the rotation covariance of smeared intertwining
operators (4.43), one can prove the following theorems.

Theorem 4.18. Let V' be unitary and strongly local, C a full rigid monoidal subcategory of
Rep"(V') whose objects are energy-bounded. Choose W; € C, and a quasi-primary vector
w® e Wi. If Li|,(w®, ) satisfies 1-st order energy bounds for any W), € C, then the action
w® —~ C satisfies the strong intertwining property.

Proof. See either step 2 of the proof of [Guil7b] theorem 4.8, or the proof of the next
theorem. O

Theorem 4.19. Let V' be unitary and strongly local, C a full rigid monoidal subcategory of
Rep" (V). Choose W;, W; € C, quasi-primary w® e W;, and homogeneous wW e W;. If
for any Wy, € C, L;|1.(w), x) satisfies 1-st order energy bounds, and L}, (w9, ) is energy
bounded, then the actions w, w\) ~ C satisfy the strong braiding property.

Proof. For each I,.J € J with I anticlockwise to .J, and any fece),je c*)),
consider the diagram

Rilk(wl@ G
Hk J|k( g) Hk]
Lilk(w®,]) l Lile (w® ) l : (4.59)

Hir

Hir;

Set H = Hir @ Hi; © Hix @ Hiry and H* = H;P @ Hy, ® Hip @ Hi;, and extend
Lyl (D, f), Lile; (w®, f) (resp. Rjle(w®,§), R;|in(w, 7)) to a preclosed operator A
(resp. B) on H (see definition 4.6). Let H = (A + A")/2 and K = (A — A")/(2i) be
symmetric operators on ‘H with domains H*. By lemma 4.16, theorem 4.8, the energy
bounds conditions of intertwining operators, the adjoint formula (4.45), and equation
(4.44) which shows the energy bounds of [Ly, H] and [L, K], the preclosed operators
H and K commute strongly with B. Therefore, by (4.43) and lemma 4.17, A = H +iK
commutes strongly with B. [

We summarize the results of this section in the following theorem which will be
convenient for applications.
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Theorem 4.20. Assume that V satisfies conditions A - 1. Let C be a full rigid monoidal subcate-
gory of Rep" (V') whose objects are energy-bounded, and let F be a set of irreducible V-modules
in C, such that F generates C. Suppose that for each W; € F we can find a non-zero quasi-
primary vector w9, such that whenever W;,W; € F,Wy € C, the intertwining operators
Lilx (0w, x) and L;]x(wY), z) satisfy 1-st order energy bounds. Then objects in C are strongly
integrable, and there exists a vertex categorical extension & = (Ay,F(C), 3, B) of Ay Conse-
quently, (C,], B) is equivalent to a braided C*-tensor subcategory of (Rep(Av ), X, B) under
the «functor §.

Moreover, if Wy, W, € C, w™ € W), and w®) € W, are homogeneous, and w™) —~ C,w® ~
C satisfy the strong intertwining property, then the actions w™ w® —~ C satisfy the strong
braiding property.

Proof. The claim of the first paragraph follows directly from what we’ve proved in this
section. We now prove the second half. Foreach I € J, f € C°(I), we consider, for any

W;, € C, the preclosed operator Ly, (w™), J?) from H;, to Hpuk. Let Ly [ (w™), J?) = HU be
the right polar decomposition, and let H = SJ * X\dE}(\) be the spectral decomposition

~

of the positive operator H. Now choose an arbitrary A > 0, and let a = (A, f). We

~

define a bounded linear operator A(a, /) acting on any #;, (where W, € C), such that
for any £ e H,,

Ala, NEW = B\ Lale(w®, FHE®.
Then by the strong intertwining property of w™ —~ C, A(a, ) € Hom 4, () (Hx, Hnt)-
By the functoriality of £;, and theorem 4.19, (A, a, I , M) is a left operator (see definition
3.16) of the categorical local extension £ = (Ay, §(F), [, ) constructed in theorem
4.14.

Similarly, for any J e J clockwise to I, ,any g € CCOO(JN ), and any W}, € C, we take
the right polar decomposition R;|,(w®,§) = H'U’, take the spectral decomposition
H' = (" udE; (1), choose an arbitrary o > 0, and let b = (y, ). Then there is a right
operator (B, b, .J, H;) of £°°, such that for any ¢ e H,,

B(b, J)¢® = B (n)Rile(w®, §)g®.
Therefore, by theorem 3.17, the diagram

E (1) Rk (w®,g)

Hk Hkl
BN Lali(w™. ) l l Bt (N Lk (w ™, f)
E! R w(l)’N
Hhk hk ()R |ni( 9) Hhkl

commutes adjointly for any A, > 0. This proves the strong commutativity of the
diagram

Ryl (w® g
Hk l‘k(w g) /)L[kl
L] (w®f) l Jﬁhhcl(w(h)aw)
R (ON
m 1nk (w®,g) How
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for any W, € C. Therefore w™, w(® —~ C satisfy the strong braiding property. O

Remark 4.21. We remark that in theorems 4.14 and 4.20, condition H is not necessarily
needed. By all the other conditions and the strong intertwining property, we can prove
the positivity of the sesquilinear form A on V(;") for any W, W; € C,W; € € using
the arguments in [Guil7a, Guil7b]. Thus C is a braided C*-tensor category, which is
enough to prove these theorems. Indeed, in [Guil7b] we gave two criteria (conditions
A and B in section 5.3) for the positivity of A, both concerning the (1-st order) energy
bounds conditions for intertwining operators. The reason these energy bounds condi-
tions are required is to guarantee the strong intertwining property, which is the essen-
tial property for proving the main results of that paper. Those results clearly hold if
we replace the 1-st order energy bounds condition with the more general strong inter-
twining properties.'® Thus, let us summarize the positivity result in [Guil7a, Guil7b]
in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.22. Assume that V satisfies conditions A-F and 1. Let Cy be a full rigid monoidal
subcategory of Rep(V') whose objects are unitarizable and energy-bounded. Let F be a set of
irreducible V-modules generating Cy, and fix for each W; € F a unitary structure. Let C be
the C*-category of all unitary V-modules equivalent to some objects of Cy. Suppose for each
W; € F we can find a non-zero homogeneous vector w® e W; such that w9 — C satisfies the
strong intertwining property. Then for any W;, W), € C,W, € &, the sesquilinear form A on
V(jtk) * is positive. As a consequence, C becomes a unitary ribbon fusion category.

Here the notions of full rigid monoidal subcategories and generating sets of objects
are understood in the same way as in section 4.5.

5 Examples and applications

In this chapter, we apply the main results in the previous chapter (mainly theorems
4.14 and 4.20) to various examples. Let us assume that V' is a unitary regular VOA of
CFT type. Here “regular” means that any weak V-module is completely reducible
[DLM95]. Then V satisfies conditions A - F by a series works of Huang and Lepowsky
[HL95a, HL95b, HL95¢c, Hua95, Hua05a, Hua05b, Hua08a, Hua08b]. Examples of such
V include unitary Virasoro VOAs (minimal models), unitary affine VOAs (WZW mod-
els), and lattice VOAs (cf.[DLM95]). For these examples, all semisimple representa-
tions are unitarizable. (See [FQS84, Wang93] for unitary Virasoro VOAs, [Kac94, FZ92]
for unitary affine VOAs, and [FLM89] or [LL12] for lattice VOAs.) Therefore condition
G holds for these examples. Unitary Heisenberg VOAs also satisfy conditions A -

18[Guil7b] conditions A and B require that the homogeneous vectors are quasi-primary. This is not
necessary once we know the strong intertwining property. Indeed, the quasi-primary condition is used
only in the following two places: (1) If w® is quasi-primary and Y, (w?,z) satisfies 1-st order en-
ergy bounds, then the adjoint intertwining operator YV, (w(?), z) also satisfies 1-st order energy bounds,
cf. [Guil7a] proposition 3.4. (2) The formula for the adjoint of generalized intertwining operators, cf.
[Guil7b] corollary 5.7. Now (1) is used only to prove the strong intertwining property. As for (2), it is
not hard to write down the adjoint formula for general homogeneous vectors using the non-smeared
version of [Guil7a] equation (3.25) and [Guil7b] remark 5.6. Therefore one can safely drop the quasi-
primary condition once the strong intertwining property is known.
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G. Indeed, the convergence of products of intertwining operators (condition C) can
be checked directly using the explicit construction of intertwining operators (the well
known “vertex operator” construction). One can also compute by hand the tensor
categorical structures of their representation categories using the braid and fusion re-
lations obtained in [DL93]. A detailed discussion will be given later in this chapter.
Condition I also holds for all these examples: see [BS90] section 2 for Virasoro, affine,
and Heisenberg VOAs; see [TL04] chapter VI for lattice VOAs (see also [Guil8] theo-
rem A.6).

In the following, we will verify the strong intertwining property and the strong
braiding property for many of these examples. As discussed in remark 4.21, the posi-
tivity of the sesquilinear form A, and hence the unitarity of the relevant braided ribbon
fusion categories are consequences but not assumptions of these analytic properties.

5.1 Unitary Virasoro and affine VOAs

Suppose that V' is a unitary Virasoro VOA L(c,0) (¢ < 1), or a unitary affine
VOA Ly(1,0) at level I € Zso, where g is a complex simple Lie algebra of type A,
C, or Gi5. Then by the works of [Loke%4] (for Virasoro VOAs), [Was98] (for type A
affine VOAs), [Guil8] (for type C' and G, affine VOAs), there exists a set F of irre-
ducible unitary V-modules, such that for any W; € F,W; € Rep"(V), and any low-
est weight vector w® e W; (which is automatically quasi-primary), the intertwining
operator L;|;(w®, ) satisfies 1-st order energy bounds. (Indeed, except for type G-
affine VOAs, the 0-th order energy bounds hold.) In the case V' = L(c¢,0) where
c=1- ﬁ (m = 2,3,4,...), we can choose F = {L(c, h12), L(c, ha2)}, where

m+1)r—ms)?—

foreachr =1,2,....m—1,s =1,2,...,m, h s = « TGt T L is the highest weight
of L(c, h, ). If V. = L4(1,0) and g is of type A, C, G,, one can choose L(l, ) to be the
smallest (in the sense of the dimension of the lowest weight subspace) non-vacuum
irreducible V-module, and let ¥ = {L(/,0)}. Thus, by remark 4.21 or by [Guil7b]
theorems 6.7 and 7.8, the sesquilinear form A is always positive, and Rep" (V') is a uni-
tary fusion category. By [Gal12] theorem 3.5, Rep" (V') admits a unique unitary ribbon
structure (which, by [Guil7b] section 7.3, is defined by the twist e*"*0). By [Hua08b],
the S-matrix is non-degenerate. Therefore Rep"(V') is a unitary modular tensor cate-
gory.

Now apply theorem 4.20, we see that §(Rep"(V)) is closed under Connes fusion [x],
and the braided C*-tensor category (F(Rep"(V)), X, B) is equivalent to (Rep"(V'), ], ).
Therefore (F(Rep"(V)),X,B) is a unitary braided fusion category, which admits a
unique unitary ribbon structure. We thus conclude that §F(Rep"(V')) is equivalent to
Rep"(V) as a unitary modular tensor category.

Finally we determine the category §(Rep"(V)). For a general unitary regular V' of
CFT type, it is widely believed that §(Rep"(V)) is the category Rep™(.Ay ) of semisim-
ple Ay-modules. In the case that V' is one of the examples mentioned above, this
conjecture can actually be proved. Indeed, if V' is a unitary minimal model, then by
[Wang93], one has a complete classification of irreducible V-modules. By [Xu0Oa] the-
orem 4.6 and [KL04] corollary 3.3, irreducible Ay -modules were also classified, and
one easily sees that I and Ay have the same number of equivalence classes of irre-
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ducible representations. (See also [KL04] the discussions before corollary 3.6.) One
thus concludes that §(Rep"(V)) = Rep®(Ay ).

Now assume that V' is a unitary affine VOA Ly([,0), the strong integrability of
all representations of which has already been shown. Then by [Hen19] theorems 26
and 27 (with g = sl, excluded), or the first theorem any [Zell5] theorem 2.16, any
semisimple Ay -module #,; can be integrated from an irreducible positive energy rep-
resentation of g. Such g-module can be extended uniquely to a unitary V-module W;
such that Y;(X(—-1)Q?),, = X(n) (Vn € Z, X € g). By [CKLW18] theorem 8.1, Ay is gen-
erated by operators of the form Y (X (—1)2, f). Therefore, by strong integrability, the
V-module W; integrates to H;. Thus the conjecture is proved in this case. We conclude
the following:

Theorem 5.1. Let V' be a unitary Virasoro VOA L(c,0) (¢ < 1), or a unitary affine
VOA Ly(l,0) where g is a complex simple Lie algebra of type A, C, or Gy. Then any
unitary V-module is strongly integrable, Rep*™( Ay ) is closed under Connes fusions, and
(Rep®(Ay),x1,B) and (Rep"(V), X, B) are equivalent as unitary modular tensor categories
under the =-functor §.

An important question in algebraic quantum field theory is to prove the complete
rationality [KLMO1] of conformal nets corresponding to rational chiral conformal field
theories. The first non-trivial examples of completely rational conformal nets are those
associated to unitary affine VOAs (WZW-models) of type A by [Xu00b]. The complete
rationality of ¢ < 1 Virasoro nets was proved in [KL04]. Now, with the help of the
above theorem, we have the following expanded list of completely rational WZW-
nets.

Corollary 5.2. If V is a unitary affine VOA of type A, C, or G, then the conformal net Ay
is completely rational.

Proof. By the previous theorem, Rep™(.Ay ) is a fusion category since this is true for
Rep" (V). Thus the strong rationality of Ay follows from [LX04] theorem 4.9. ]

If V.= L4(l,0) is a unitary affine VOA of type B or D, a partial result can be ob-
tained. Write g = so,, where n > 5. The smallest non-vacuum irreducible V-module
Ly(1,0) (the one corresponding to the vector representation of g) unfortunately does
not generate the whole tensor category Rep”(1'). One also needs to include the spin
representations, in which case the linear energy bounds conditions of intertwining op-
erators are not guaranteed. Set 7 = {L,(/,0)}. Then the tensor category C generated
by F is the tensor subcategory of single-valued VV-modules. Here an Ly(l, 0)-module
W; is called single-valued if the action of g on the lowest weight subspace of any irre-
ducible component of W, can be integrated to a representation of SO(n) (but not just
its covering space Spin(n)). By [TL04] theorem V1.3.1 and [Guil8] theorem 3.3, for any
lowest weight vector w(?) € Ly(I,0) = Wy and any W, € Rep"(V), the intertwining
operator L (w™), r) satisfies 0-th order energy bounds. Therefore, by theorem 4.20,
we have the following equivalence theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let V' be a unitary affine VOA of type B or D, and let C be the tensor category
of unitary single-valued V-modules. Then any object in C is strongly integrable, the category
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§(C) of all Ay-modules which can be integrated from objects in C is closed under Connes
fusions, and (F(C), X, B) and (C, X, B) are equivalent as unitary ribbon fusion categories under
the «functor §.

We remark that we can prove the strong integrability of any (not necessarily single-
valued) representation W; of V in a slightly weaker sense: there exists an Ay -module
(Hi,m;) such that m (Y (X(—1)Q, f)) = Yi(X(—1)R2), f) whenever X € g,/ € J,f €
C*(I), and Y (X (—1)Q, f) is symmetric (see [Guil7b] remark 5.8). This is due to the
fact that any Y;(X(—1), x) satisfies 1-st order energy bounds, so that the smeared ver-
tex operators of which are intertwined strongly by any energy bounded intertwining
operators (see [Guil7a] proposition 3.16). Since, by [CKLW18] theorem 8.1, operators
of the form Y (X (—1)Q, f) (where f € C(I)) generate Ay (I) for each I, m; is uniquely
determined by Y;. So we can define a fully faithful -functor § : Rep"(V) — Rep(Ay ).

However, it will be much harder to show that the whole modular tensor category
Rep"(V) is equivalent to its image in Rep(Ay) (i.e., Rep*(Ay)) under the *-functor §.
The difficulty lies in that, due to lack of 1-st order energy bounds, we don’t know how
to prove the strong braiding property for the intertwining operators whose charge
spaces are double-valued representations (say, the spin representations). A possible
way to tackle this problem is through conformal inclusions: one tries to realize V' as
a unitary VOA extension of another unitary rational VOA U, such that there exists
a generating set of irreducible U-modules whose intertwining operators satisfy 1-st
order energy-bounds. Then one can construct the vertex category extension of Ay,
which can be shown to be restricted to the one of 4y (notice that the tensor category
of V' is smaller than that of U). The equivalence of Rep"(V') and Rep*(.Ay ) as ribbon
categories can therefore be proved. (Indeed, we will use this method to treat lattice
VOAs in subsequent sections.) A general theory of categorical extensions for VOA
extensions will be developed in future works.

5.2 Unitary Heisenberg VOAs

Heiserberg VOAs are not rational as they have infinitely many equivalence classes
of irreducible representations. But it is still interesting to study their tensor categories
and categorical extensions, mainly because of their relations to Lattice VOAs (which
are rational). The main purpose of this section is to prove that all intertwining opera-
tors of a unitary Heisenberg VOA satisfy the strong intertwining and braiding prop-
erties. This result will be used in the next section to construct vertex categorical exten-
sions for even lattice VOAs.

Heisenberg VOAs share many similarities with affine VOAs, as the former are
affinizations of (obviously non-semisimple) abelian Lie algebras. The main differences
are that the levels add no constraints on Heisenberg VOAs, and that all (positive)
levels are equivalent. So we may well assume that the level / = 1. In the following
we summarize some key features of the tensor categories of Heisenberg VOAs. A
detailed account of the representation theory of Heisenberg VOAs (as well as Lattice
VOAs) can be found in [LL12] chapter 6. [DL93] lays down the foundation of the
tensor product theory for representations of Heisenberg VOAs. A brief exposition
of this theory can be found in [TZ11]. These works were written in the language of
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formal variables. In particular, the braid and fusion relations of intertwining operators
were written in the form of the Jacobi identity for “generalized vertex algebras”. A
translation of these results in the language of complex variables was provided in
[Guil8] chapter A, where a discussion of the energy-bounds condition is also included.

Let V' = Ly(1,0) be the unitary Heisenberg VOA for a unitary finite-dimensional
complex abelian Lie algebra h. Here “unitary” means that b is equipped with an inner
product (-|-) and an anti-unitary involution *. Let hr = {X € h : X* = —X} be the real
Lie algebra for . The real inner product (-|-) on ihr induces a natural isomorphism
between ihr and its dual vector space (ihr)*. The equivalence classes of irreducible
unitary V-modules can then be identified with (ihg)* ~ ihg in the following way: For
any A € ibg, we have an irreducible positive energy representation W, = Ly(1,\) of
the affinization § of b, such that a(0)wy = (a|A)w, for any lowest conformal-weight
vector wy and any a € h.1 Ly (1, \) can be extended uniquely to a unitary V-module.

For any A, u,v € ibg, The fusion rule N}, = dimV(A”M) = dim V(WI;VI;/M) equals 1
when v = X + 1, and 0 otherwise. We therefore have W)X W, ~ Wy, ,. If v = X + 1,
there is a distinguished non-zero type (/\Vu) intertwining operator )y , defined us-

ing the well-known “vertex operator” construction exp (Y, A(;") ™Y (v, x)exp ( —

Dm0 %")x‘"), with which the braid and fusion relations are easy to express. To sim-
plify our notations, we let )\ act on any possible W, as the intertwining operator )5 .
By [DL93] theorem 5.1, for any A, i1, v € ihg, w™ € Wy, w® € W,,w® e W, we have
the fusion relation

w2V, (w, 20)w® = Yy (Da(w®) 21 — 20)w™ | 25)w®) (5.1)

for any 2y, 2o € C* satisfying 0 < |21 — 22| < |22| < |21| and arg z; = arg 2y = arg(z; — 22),
and the braid relation

yA(w(A), zl)yu(w(“), zQ)w(”) — eiW(Mu)yN(w(u), zz)yx(w(”, zl)w(”) (5.2)

whenever z;, 2, € S* and z; is anticlockwise to 2.

The energy bounds condition for the intertwining operators of V' was essentially
proved in [TL04] chapter VI. A brief explanation of the proof can be found in [Guil8]
chapter A. Here we only summarize the results that will be used later: For any A, ;1 €

ihr and homogeneous w™ e W}, yjjj‘ (w™, z) is energy bounded. If, moreover, w™

has lowest conformal dimension, and (A|\) < 1, then Y3 *#(w™, z) satisfies 0-th order
energy bounds.

Now we can easily construct the vertex categorical extension for V. Set F = {W, =
Ly(1, ) : (MA) < 1}, which clearly generates Rep" (V). For each W), € F, we choose
a non-zero lowest weight vector w™ e W,. Then Y, (w™, z) satisfies 0-th order (and
hence 1-st order) energy bounds. Now theorem 4.20 implies the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let V' = Ly(1,0) be a unitary Heisenberg VOA. Then any irreducible uni-
tary V-module is strongly integrable, the category §(Rep"(V')) of all Ay-modules which can
be integrated from semisimple unitary V-modules is closed under Connes fusions, and the

9From the perspective of infinite dimensional Lie algebras, w) is called a highest weight vector.
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braided C*-tensor categories (F(Rep"(V)),X,B) and (Rep"(V'), X, B) are equivalent under
the s-functor §.

We now prove the strong braiding property for intertwining operators of V. By
the second half of theorem 4.20, it suffices to check the strong intertwining prop-
erty. Choose A,z € ibg and disjoint I,J € J. Then for any homogeneous
w® e W, f e C*(I), and g € C*(J),a € b satisfying that Y (a(—1)9, g) is
symmetric, lemma 4.16 tells us that Y (a(—1),g) is self-adjoint, and the smeared
intertwining operator y;;“ (w®, f), when regarded as an unbounded operator on
Hy @ H,, with domain H & H;, commutes strongly with the preclosed operator
diag(Yr(a(=1)82,9), Y. (a(=1)2,9)) = Yeu(a(—1)8,g) (see also [Guil7a] proposition
3.16). By strong integrability, Y\g,(a(—1)2, g) = meu(Y (a(—1)8,9)). By [CKLW18§]
theorem 8.1, Ay/(J) is generated by all such Y (a(—1)Q,g). Therefore Y3 (w™, )
commutes strongly with g, (y) for any y € Ay (J). The strong intertwining property
for w™ —~ Rep" (V) hence follows. By theorem 4.20, we have the strong braiding prop-
erty for any w™, w® e Rep"(V). Note that we can identify £(w™, x) with Y\ (w™, x),
and identify R, (w®,z) with ey, (w® z) when acting on any W,. The strong
braiding property can therefore be written in the following equivalent form:

Theorem 5.5. Let V' = Ly(1,0) be a unitary Heisenberg VOA. Then for any X\, u,v € ibg,
any homogeneous vectors w™ € Wy, w®) € W,, any intervals I,J € J with I anticlockwise
to J,and any f € CF(I),g € CX(J), the following diagram of preclosed operators commutes
strongly.

w5
HV yl,t( g) ,HV+M
M) l JJ’A (W™, ) (5.3)
eim(An)y ( () )
H)\+l/ A %)\—i-u—i-u

5.3 Lattice VOAs

In this section, a unitary Heisenberg VOA L;(1,0) is denoted by U, and the sym-
bol V' will be reserved for a lattice VOA. Let T be an even lattice in ihg satisfying
rank(Y) = dim(ihg), and let T° be the dual lattice of Y. Then the unitary U-module
V = @,y Ly(1, @) can be extended to a unitary VOA structure by choosing a map
€:Y° x T° — S! satisfying

€(a,0) =1, e(a,f+7)e(8,7) = ela, fle(a + B,7) (Yo, 5,7 € T7),
e(a, 8) = (-1)“Pe(f,a)  (Ya,feT)

(see [LL12] remark 6.4.12 for the existence of such ¢), and setting, for each o, €
T, w® e Ly(1,a),w™ e Ly(1, i),

Y (0@, 2)w®™ = e(a, ) Va(w®, z)w®. (5.4)

where ), is as in the last section. Then (V,Y) becomes a VOA, called the lattice VOA
for Y. By [Miy04] proposition 2.7 or [DL14] theorem 4.12, V' is unitary. As T < T°, we
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have a quotient map [-] : T° — T°/T, A — [A]. Then for each A € T°, the unitary U-
module Wiy = @, 1 Ly(1, ) can be extended to an irreducible unitary V-module
(Wpy, Ypy) by letting Y (w(®, 2)w® equal the right hand side of (5.4) for any « €
T,ne A+ T,w e Ly(l,a),w™ e Ly(1,1). Moreover, any irreducible V-module
arises in this way ([LL12] theorem 6.5.24). We thus have a bijection between T°/T and
the equivalence classes of irreducible (unitary) V-modules.

Intertwining operators of V' can be described as follows (cf. [DL93] proposi-
tion 12.2). For any Mg, pg, 0 € Y°, we let V( ) be the vector space of type

([ [o] ]) _ (W[W[»o] ]) intertwining operators of V, and let N[[)\o][,uo] be the fusion rule

o] [1o 201 Wino
dimV([/\O[]” O[LO]). Then N[[j\'g%[uo] equals 1 when vy — Ay — o € T, and equals 0 other-

wise. Therefore Wiy & Wiue =~ Wing+po)- A distinguished type ( AA(?J”LO]]) intertwin-
o

ing operator y °+” o] Written snnply as Y[,], can be chosen to satisfy that for any
)\E/\0+T/L€M0+Tw ) e Ly(1,\),w'™ e Ly(1, u),

e(A, pw)e(p — po, )\)eiﬂ(u—uol/\)
6(>‘7 w—= ,UO)

y[)\o] (wo‘)v x)w(ﬂ) = : y)\(w(/\)a x)w(ﬂ) (55)

Thus the energy-boundedness of V-intertwining operators follows from that of U-
intertwining operators.

We now prove the strong braiding property of intertwining operators of V. First
we need a lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let A, B be preclosed operators on a Hilbert space H with common invariant
domain 9. Let {p,} be a collection of projections on H satisfying \/ , po = idy. Assume that
for any o, pa P < 9, p, commutes strongly with A, B, and the restrictions of A, B to p,H
(with common domain p,2) commute strongly. Then A and B commutes strongly.

Note that since p, commutes strongly with A and AZ,p,% < 2, we have Ap,Z =
PaAD < po?, and similarly Bp,2 < p,%. Therefore the restrictions in this lemma
make sense.

Proof. For each n we set H, = poH, Zo = paZ, and let Al be the preclosed operator
on H, with dense domain 7, satisfying Al £ = A for any € € Z,. Then, using the
strong commutativity of p,, and A, one easily checks that A|4, is the restriction of Ap,,
to H,. To put it simply, we have Al = = Ap,. Let A = UH be the left polar decompo-
sition of A with U the phase of A. Then by the uniqueness of polar decompositions,
Al also has polar decomposition A|y, = Up, - Hp,. Define By, in a similar way,
and let B = U’'H’ be the left polar decomposition of B. Then we also have the polar
decomposition Bly, = U'p, - H'p, of Bly,. Now we choose z (resp. y) to be an ar-
bitrary element in the von Neumann algebra generated by A, A™ (resp. B, B"). Then,
since Aly, commutes strongly with By, by assumption, we see that 2p, commutes
with yp,. As [2,p.] = [y,pa] = 0, we have zy{ = yz€ for any { € H,. Since « is
arbitrary, we actually have the commutativity of  and y, which therefore proves the
strong commutativity of A and B. O
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Theorem 5.7. Let V' be the VOA for a non- degenemte even lattice T < ibg. Then for any
Ao, o, vo € Y°, any homogeneous vectors wll e Wiyp, wlkol € Wy, any intervals T, J € J

with T anticlockwise to J, and any f e C2(I),§ € OOO( 1), the following diagram of preclosed
operators commutes strongly.

Riug) (wlkol,g)

Hivel H w01 [110]
ﬁ[)\o](w[AO],f) l lﬁ[)\o](w[’\O],~) (56)
R ](w[uo] )
Hrollvol = H o)) (o]

Proof. We first prove the special case where there exist A € Ay + T and . € py + T such
that whol e Wy = Ly(1,\),wll e W, = Ly (1, p). Write w® = wlol W = ylrol 1den-
tify Hixolivol>s Hivolluol> Hixolwolluo] with Hixo+vol> Hivo+nols Hro+vo+10] respectively. (There
is no need to choose canonical identifications.) Set H = H,,] @ Hrg+vo] D Hvo+po] @
Hirotvo40] and extend L (wlol] hH (resp. Ry, (w0 §)) to a preclosed operator A
(resp. B) on H with domain H* = 7—L°° 1® H 1@ ’H 1D ’H ) as in defini-
tion 4.6.

Notice that, for example, H ), v, = G—)VEVO +r Hx+v, where we recall that ), is the
Ay-module integrated from the U-module W,,, = Ly(1, A + v). Therefore, for each
v € 1y + T, we have a projection p, of H onto the subspace K, = H, @ Hryo D Hyps)y @
Hr+v+p, of H. Then its smooth subspace K;° satisfies K;° = p, H*. Moreover, it is easy
to see that p, commutes strongly with A and B. Thus, by lemma 5.6, it suffices to
verify the strong commutativity of A and B when restricted to each K,. But by our
knowledge of the fusion rules of U, it is clear that the strong commutativity of the
preclosed operators A, and Bk, (with common invariant domain K;°) is equivalent
to that of diagram (5.3), which is already proved by theorem 5.5. Thus this special case
is proved.

Now, in the general case, a homogeneous vector w*l e W, (resp. wl*l e W, )
can be written as a finite sum of homogeneous vectors of the form w®) e W, (where
A€ X+ T) (resp. w) € W, (where i € pg + T) ). Thus the strong braiding property
follows from rotation covariance (4.43) and lemma 4.17. Il

)\()-H/() V()-HL() )\0+V0+M0

We note that when one of A, 1 is 0, the above theorem says nothing but the strong
intertwining property for the intertwining operators of V. When both A, 1 are 0, this
theorem says that V' is strongly local. If we combine this theorem with the results in
section 4.6, we immediately have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.8. Let V' be a (unitary) even lattice VOA. Then V is strongly local, and any
unitary V-module is strongly integrable. The sesquilinear form A defined on each vector space
of intertwining operators of V is positive(-definite). Hence Rep" (V') is a unitary modular
tensor category. Let §(Rep"(V')) be the category of all Ay-modules integrated from objects
in Rep"(V'). Then §(Rep"(V)) is closed under Connes fusions, and (F(Rep"(V)), X, B) and
(Rep"(V'), ™, B) are equivalent as unitary modular tensor categories under the =-functor §.

Hence, once we know that all semisimple Ay-modules arise from integrating
unitary V-modules, we have the equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories
(Rep®(Ay),x1,B) ~ (Rep"(V), ], B).
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6 Relation to DHR superselection theory

In this chapter, we show that the representation category Rep(.A) of a conformal
net A is equivalent to the braided C*-tensor category DHR,(A) of DHR (Doplicher-
Haag-Roberts) endomorphisms of .4 localized in an arbitrary open interval I, € 7. We
tirst review the DHR theory for conformal nets developed in [DHR71, DHR74, FRS89,
FRS92].

First, we define a universal C*-algebra C*(.A) following [Fre90]. Let Cp(.A) be the
free -algebra generated by all A(I) ({ € J). Then any A-module (H;, ;) € Rep(A) can
be naturally extended to a C(.A)-module, also denoted by 7;. Define a C*-seminorm
||| on Co(A) satisfying [|All= supy,erep(a)ll™i(A)|| for any A € Cy(A), and let C*(A)
be the completion of Cj(A) under this norm. Then any representation H; of A can be
extended uniquely to a representation of C*(.A) on #,.

DHR endomorphisms

By an endomorphism p of C*(.A), we always mean that p is a continuous unital
+-endomorphism. In the following, we fix an open interval /, € J. We say that an
endomorphism p is localized in I, if the restriction of p to A([§) is the identity em-
bedding id : A(I§) — C*(A). If, moreover, for any [, € J satistying Iy v I; < I,
there exists a unitary U € A(I) such that Ad(U) o p is localized in [;, we say that
p is transportable. The category of transportable endomorphisms localized in I is
denoted by DHR, (A). Each p € DHR/,(A) is associated with a canonical (locally nor-
mal) representation (#,,7,) of A, which satisfies H, = H, (as Hilbert spaces) and
mp(x) = mo(p(z)) forany I € J,xz € A(I).

For any py, p, € DHR/,(A), we define the Hom space

Hom(p1, p2) = {T € A(Ly) : Tp1(A) = po(A)T (VA C*(A))}.

Then 7y(T") € Homu(#H,,, H,,). Conversely, by Haag duality and the fact that p;, p, are
localized in Ij, any element in Hom 4(#,,, H,,) arises in this way. We therefore have a
natural identification Hom(p1, p2) ~ Homa(H,,, H,,)-

The tensor (fusion) product [x] of any p;, p» € DHR,(A) is defined to be the com-
position of the two endomorphisms p; X p2 = p2 © p1 = p2p1. If R € Hom(py, p3), S €
Hom(ps, p4), then one can easily verify that Sp,(R) € Hom(pap1, paps). We therefore set
the tensor product of R and S to be R® S = ps(R)S = Spz2(R). We set the identity
object of End(C*(.A)) to be the identity endomorphism of C*(.A). Associativity isomor-
phisms are defined in the natural way. Then DHR, (A) becomes a C*-tensor category.
The braid operator ¢(p1, p2) € Hom(pap1, p1p2) is defined by choosing disjoint open in-
tervals I, I, < I such that I, is anticlockwise to I in I, choosing Uy, U, € A(Ij) such
that Ad(U;) o p; and Ad(Us) o p, are localized in [; and I, respectively, and defining the
statistic operator

e(p1, p2) = pr(U3)UT Uzpa(Uh). (6.1)

This operator is independent of the particular choice of Uy, Uy, I3, I5. Using ¢ to define
braiding, one has a C*-braided tensor category (DHR, (A), X, €).
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The «-functor & : Rep; (A) — DHRy,(A)

To show the equivalence of Rep(.A) and DHR,(A), it will be more convenient to
consider a slightly different tensor category Rep;, (A) equivalent to Rep(A). Let L and
R denote the left and the actions in the Connes categorical extension of A. For any
TeJ, we say that a vector £ € H,(I) is unitary, if the map L(¢, I~) =7Z(&,1): Ho— H;
is unitary. Existence of a unitary vector in #;(I) follows from the fact that A(°) is a
type III factor. We let I4;(/) denote the set of all unitary vectors in H;(1).

~

Lemma 6.1. Forany £ € U;(I), H; € Rep(A), the map L(§, 1) : H; — H; X H; is unitary.

~ ~

Proof. It is easy to see that the action of L({,I)*L({,I) on H; equals
wj(L(ﬁ,f)*L(f,INNHO) = id;. Therefore L(é,f)*L(é,f)mj is an isometry. Now
choose any .J € J clockwise to I. Then vectors of the form L(&, I)R(n, J)x© =
R(n, J)L(E, J)x© (where € 1;(J), x©) € H,) span a dense subspace of H; X H,. Thus

~

L(&, I) is unitary when acting on H;. O

Now we fix an arg function arg;, of /y, and let Iy = (Io, arg 1,)- Define a new category
Rep;, (A) whose objects are (H;, ) where H; € Rep(A), & € Ui(1o). If (Hi,§), (Hj,n) €
Rep;, (A), we let the Hom space be Hom((H,, §), (H;,7)) = Hom 4(H;, ;). We define a
tensor (fusion) bifunctor [x], such that

(Hi, &) & (Hy,m) = (Hi & Hy, L(E, To)n),

where we notice that L(¢, 1)1 € U, (Io) by lemma 6.1. Tensor products of morphisms,
and all the structural isomorphisms (associativity, braiding, etc.) are defined using
those of Rep(.A), disregarding all the unitary vectors. The identity object is chosen
to be (Ho,2). Then Rep; (A) is clearly a braided C*-tensor category equivalent to
Rep(A).

We now define a «-functor & : Rep; (A) — DHRy,(A). Choose any (H;,§) €
Rep; (A). An endomorphism p; = &(H;,{) can be defined as follows (cf.[Fre90]).
Choose any I € J, and choose I; < I¢ such that I; U I, can be covered by an open
interval J. We choose arg functions of I; and J such that I, I, = J. (In fact the arg
functions are irrelavent here since we will only deal with left actions on the vacuum
module.) Choose an arbitrary & € U;([;). Then the action of L(¢;, E)*L(g, TO) on H,
lies inside End 4¢¢)(Ho) = A(J°) = A(J). Regard L(¢, I)*L(¢, Iy) as an element in
A(J) and write it as U (&1, £), we thus define

pi - A(I) — C*(A),
r— U, )" o U(flaf)'

Such p; is independent of the particular choice of ; and &;, and can be extended to a
transportable endomorphism of C*(.A) localized in 1.

In the case that I U Ij is not dense in S*, we can choose an open interval K € J
covering I U I, and it is not hard to show that for any x € A(I),

~ ~

pi(x) = L&, Lo)*mi(x) L(E, Lo), (6.2)
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where L(¢, Iy) is acting on H,. This formula and the Haag duality End 4x<)(Ho) =
A(K°®) = A(K) implies p;(A({)) < A(K). In particular, p;,(A(ly)) < A(ly). We also
notice that p; is determined by its values on .A(!) for all small /, since this is true for
(Hp,, 7y, ). Thus we can always use relation (6.2) to characterize p;.

Now if (H;, ), (Hir, &) € Rep; (A) and F' € Homu(H,, Hir) = Hom((H,€), (Hir,€')),
we define

G(F) = L€, 1o)" - F - L(¢, Io)

with L(¢', Iy) and L(¢, I) acting on H,. That &(F) € A(Iy) follows from Haag duality.
Write p; = &(H;, &), pr = &(Hy,£'). Then using (6.2), one can easily verify & (F)p;(z) =
pi(x)&(F) for any x € A(I) where I € J is small enough such that I U I is not dense.
Therefore &(F') € Hom(p;, pi). Thus we’ve defined the functor &. It is obvious that &
is fully faithful and =-preserving.

Equivalence of the braided C*-tensor categories

We now show that & : Rep; (A) — DHRy,(A) is an equivalence of braided C*-
tensor categories. That & preserves the monoidal structures is verified by the follow-
ing propositions.

Proposition 6.2. Choose any (H;,§), (H;,n) € Rep (A). Then &((Hi, &) X (H;,m) =
&(H;, &) K B(H,,m).

Proof. Choose any I € 7 such that I U1, is non-dense. Then we choose .J € J clockwise
to Iy and disjoint from 1. Write p; = &(H;,€), p; = &(H;,n). Then p; X p; = pjp;- On
the other hand, (#;, &)X (H;,n) = (H:XH;, L(&, Io)n). Welet p = &(H;XIH;, L(E, 1o)n).
We want to show p = p;p;.
Choose any x € A(I). Then by proposition 3.6,
:L(nv ]0)*L(£7 ]0)*71-1 ([L’)L(g, ]O)L(T]a ]0) (63)
Now choose & € U;(J),n € U;(J). Then we have

7T( ) (517 )xR(§17 ) )
ﬂ-j(x) = R(T/l’ ‘])xR(nla J) s

ﬂ—l() R(nlv ) (517 )SUR(fb ) (7717J)'

Using these relations and (6.3), and apply locality (condition (f) of definition 3.1), we
have

~

p(z) = L(n, Io)* L€, Io) Ry, HR(E1, T) - @ - R(&x, ) Ry, J)* L, To) L(n, Io)
=L(n, Io)*R(ny, J)L(&, Io)*R(&1, J) - @ - R(&1, J)* L&, o) R(m, J)* L(n, Io)
=L(n, Io)*R(n1, J)L(&, To)*mi(x) L(E, To) R(m, J)* L(n, 1)

=L(n, Io)*R(m, J)pi(x)R(m, J)* L(n. Io) = L(n, Io)*m;(pi(x))L(n, Io) = p;(pi(x)).
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Proposition 6.3. If F' € Hom((H;,§), (Hi,¢')),G € Hom((H;,n), (H;, 7)), then &(F ®
G) = 6(F)®@6(G).

Proof. Write

Then

Now choose any .J € J clockwise to Iy, and any 7, € U;(.J). Then using locality and
the functoriality of the right actions (condition (b) of definition 3.1),

m(L(€, To)* - F - L(¢, 1)) = R(m. J)L(E, Io)* - F - L€, o) R(my, J)*

=L(¢, I)*R(m, J) - F - R(m, J)* L(€, Io)

L(¢ Io)*(F ®id;)R(n1, J)R(ny, J)*L(&, Io)

L(¢, Io)*(F ®id;) L(&, Io) (6.5)

when acting on H;. Substitute this result into the right hand side of (6.4), and apply
proposition 3.6 and the functoriality of the left actions, we get

R®S = L( , To> (G LE 10)* (F @idy)L(E, To)L(n, To)
which clearly equals & (F ® G). O

Proposition 6.4. For any (H;, ) € Rep; (A), the isomorphisms #; : (Hi, &) X (Ho, Q) —

Proof. Under the identifications (H;, &) & (Mo, Q) = (H; ® Ho, L(€,1,)Q) = (H;,€) and
(Ho, Q) X (Hi, &) = (Ho X Hi, L(Q2,10)§) = (Hi,€), both §; and b; are id;. Thus their
images under & are 1. O

Finally, we check that & preserves the braid structures.

Proposition 6.5. We have &(B) = . More precisely, for any (M, ), (H;,n) € Rep;, (A), if
we let p; = &(H;, ), pj = &(H;,n), then &(B; ;) = e(pi, py)-

Proof. By the fact that B, ; and (p;, p;) intertwine the tensor products of morphisms,
and by proposition 6.3, to verify &(B; ;) = (p;, p;), it suffices to replace (H;,§), (H;,n)
with some unitarily equivalent objects. Therefore, we may assume that £ € U;(1,),n €
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U;(1;) where I, I, < I, and I is anticlockwise to ;. Then p; and p; are localized in
I, I, respectively. It follows that p; o p; = p; o p; and e(p;, p;) = id.

On the other hand, recall that (H, &) & (H;,n) = (H; & H;, L(€, I,)n) and (H;,7)
(Hy,€) = (H; ® My, L(n, I,)E). Then, by proposition 3.6,

(Bij) = L(L(n. )¢, To) By L(L(E, 1), Io) = L€, 1)*L(n, L) "By L(&, 1) L(n, 1),
which, by proposition 3.7, equals
L(& 0)*L(n, )*L(n, L)L ) = id.
This proves & (B; ;) = (pi, pj)- O
Combine all these propositions together, we arrive at the following conclusion.

Theorem 6.6. The braided C*-tensor categories (Repy (A), X, B) and (DHRp,(A), X, €) are
equivalent under the =-functor &. Moreover, the functorial (i.e. natural) unitary isomorphism
S(Hi, )G (Hj,n) — B(Hi, §)XI(H,, n)) realizing this equivalence is the identity operator.

Remark 6.7. We sketch another way of proving the equivalence of DHR (.A) and
Rep(A) as follows. One can define a fully-faithful essentially-surjective #-functor
¢ : DHR/,(A) — Rep(A) such that for each object p of DHR,(A), &(p) is the repre-
sentation (#,, 7,) mentioned at the beginning of this chapter: H, = Hoand 7, = 10 p.
A morphism F' € Hom(ps, p2) can be regarded as a morphism between representa-
tions. We let €(F') = F. Note that €(p;) X €(p2) = H,, X H,, is not identical to
E(p1 X p2) = Hpyop,- However, there is a well-known unitary isomorphism between
these two A-modules (cf. [Con94] section 5.B), which, in our context, is defined by

Wopo i Hpy W Hpy = Hppopss
L(mo(x)Q, o) mo(y)Q = 7o (p2(x)y) Q. (Var,y € A(Lp)).

It is not hard to check that the ¥ defined for each p;, p; is a functorial map preserving
the monoidal and braid structures of the two categories as in theorem 3.10. (See the
end of [HPT16] section 2.1 for the precise definition of the equivalence of two braided
(C*-)tensor categories.) In particular, as in the proof of proposition 6.5, to check that ¥
preserves the braidings, it suffices to consider the case that p; and p, are localized in
I, I, < I respectively where I, is anticlockwise to I;.
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