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Abstract. In this paper we study the indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k), the category of
integrable level-k respresentations of affine Kac-Moody slN . Our first main result classifies these module

categories in the case of generic k, i.e. k is sufficiently large relative to N . As C(slN , k) is a braided

tensor category, there is a relative tensor product structure on its category of module categories. In the
generic setting we obtain a formula for the relative tensor product rules between the indecomposable module

categories. Our second main result classifies the indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) for N ≤ 7,

with no restrictions on k. In this non-generic setting, exceptional module categories are obtained. This work
relies heavily on previous results by the two authors. In previous literature, module category classification

results were known only for sl2 and sl3.

1. Introduction

Given a tensor category C, it is an interesting question to study its representation theory. More precisely,
we want to study Mod(C), the module categories over C in the sense of [Ost03a]. This is a difficult problem
in general, and there has been significant literature dedicated to this problem e.g. [KO02, EO04, GS12,
McG22, GMP+23, Gan23, CEM23].

Beyond being an interesting algebraic question in its own right, the representation theory of a tensor
category C has several interesting applications. In the case that C is the category of bifinite bimodules over a
type II1 factorM , then a C-module category (along with a choice of module object) can be used to construct
a subfactor M ⊂ N [Lon94]. If C is braided, then Mod(C) has the structure of a fusion 2-category [DR18]. It
is shown by Décoppet that every fusion 2-category is Morita equivalent to Mod(C) for some braided tensor
category C [Dec22, Theorem 4.2.2]. Hence the categories Mod(C) are key examples in the theory of fusion
2-categories. Also, a rational conformal field theory can be identified with chiral data such as a vertex
operator algebra, together with a module category of the associated modular tensor category [FRS02a]; the
module category describes the boundary data and captures how the two chiral halves splice together.

A large class of non-degenerate braided fusion categories come from the representation theory of the affine
Lie algebras. Given a simple Lie algebra g, and a positive integer level k, then the category of integrable
level-k representations of ĝ can be equipped with a tensor product which makes it non-degenerately braided
[MS89, Kac90]. These categories are typically denoted C(g, k). Alternatively, the categories C(g, k) can
be realised as semisimplifications of the category of tilting modules Rep(Uq(g)), where q is a root of unity
depending on k. Details of this category can be found in [GK92, And92], and details of the equivalence
can be found in [KL93, KL94a, KL94b, Fin96]. These categories have physical relevance, as they are the
representation categories of the Wess-Zumino-Witten chiral conformal field theories V(g, k) [FZ92, Hua08].

The problem of determining Mod(C(g, k)) was initially studied in the physics literature [GW86, CIZ87],
where the case sl2 was considered. Here an ADE classification was obtained. A fully rigorous mathematical
treatment of the sl2 case was obtained in [Ost03a]. This classification result was particularly striking, as
it contained a mix of infinite families of module categories, along with three sporadic examples at k ∈
{10, 16, 28}. In [Gan94, Ocn02, EP09] the case of g = sl3 was considered. Again an interesting mix of
infinite families, along with sporadic examples at k ∈ {5, 9, 21} was found. Before this paper, results were
not known for larger slN . We remark that the slN cases can be considered a form of “higher rank ADE”.

The problem of determining the objects of Mod(C(g, k)) (or more generally, the irreducible module cate-
gories over any non-degenerately braided tensor category) can be naturally broken up into two pieces. This
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is due to the results of [DNO13], which classify such modules in terms of étale algebra objects in C(g, k),
and braided equivalences between their categories of local modules.

Recent progress has been made towards the classification of étale algebra objects in C(g, k). The first
groundbreaking result was obtained by Schopieray in [Sch18], where for the rank 2 simple Lie algebras, a
bound N(g) was obtained such that for k > N(g), the only étale algebra objects in C(g, k) are pointed (and
hence fully understood). This was built on by the second author in [Gan23], where a bound was obtained
for all simple Lie algebras. Furthermore, this bound was effective in that N(g) grows approximately like
the rank of g cubed. This effective bound allowed the second author to classify all étale algebra objects in
C(g, k) for many of the low rank examples [Gan].

The complimentary problem of studying the braided equivalences between the categories of local modules
was studied by the first author in the prequel to this paper [EM23]. In the case that the étale algebra
is non-pointed, the category of local modules tend to be very simple, and the desired equivalences can be
deduced via elementary means. However in the case where the algebra is pointed, the category of local
modules is much more complicated. The main contribution of the prequel was to completely classify the
braided autoequivalences of these categories of local modules. The surprising result was that for

(N, k) /∈ {(2, 16), (3, 9), (4, 8), (5, 5), (8, 4), (9, 3), (16, 2)},
there are no exceptional braided autoequivalences. This work built on the first author’s work [EM22], which
classified the braided autoequivalences in the case of the trivial étale algebra 1.

The purpose of this paper is to combine the results of the authors in order to apply the general classification
theory of [DNO13] to give classification results for Mod(C(slN , k)). It should be noted that the methods of
[DNO13] are non-constructive in our setting, and so our classification results are abstract. The complimentary
program of explicitly constructing C(slN , k) module categories is in progress, with results found in [Wen12,
Wen23, CEM23].

Our main result classifies the indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) in the case where all étale
algebra objects are pointed. We also determine decomposition formulae for the relative tensor products
between these module categories. In the language of fusion 2-categories, we determine the simple objects of
Mod(C (slN , k)), and the ⊠-product rules for these simples. From the results of the second author [Gan23],
there are only finitely many k for each N where we have non-pointed étale algebra objects in C(slN , k).
Hence we consider this classification theorem as the generic result on Mod(C(slN , k)).

Theorem 1.1. Let N, k ∈ N≥4 be such that the only connected étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) are pointed.
Then there is a bijection

(d, ε) 7→ Md,ε

between pairs (d, ε) where ε ∈ {+,−}, and d is a divisor of N
2 if N is even and k is odd, or a divisor of N

otherwise, and indecomposable module categories M of C(slN , k) up to equivalence.

The decomposition of the relative tensor products between these indecomposable module categories is given
by the following rule:

Md1,ε1 ⊠C(slN ,k) Md2,ε2 ≃ Md2,ε2 ⊠C(slN ,k) Md1,ε1 ≃ M⊞ gcd(md1
,md2

)

d,ε1ε2

where d = dlcm(md1
,md2

), #»a (d1)× #»a (d2).

The definitions of the quantities dm, #»a , md, and
#»a (d) can be found in Definition 4.3 and Remark 4.4.

Remark 1.2. The above Theorem actually holds more generally than just for N, k ≥ 4, with this restriction
simply chosen to provide the cleanest possible statement. The bijection between pairs (d, ε) and indecom-
posable module caregories holds for all N, k ≥ 3 satisfying the étale algebra condition. For either N = 2 or
k = 2 with (N, k) /∈ {(2, 16), (16, 2)} the bijection holds if we restrict to ε = +. For N = 2 and k = 2 the
bijection holds if we restrict to d = 1 and ε = +. The N = 2 version of the classification theorem is known
from previous results in the literature [CIZ87, Ost03a]. The relative tensor product rules hold for all values
except for (N, k) ∈ {(3, 3), (3, 6), (6, 3)}. We expect that the formula is still true in these three cases. It
is also true that the relative tensor product rules between the module categories Md,ε hold even when the
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category has non-pointed étale algebra objects (that is, also in the cases where there are exceptional module
categories beyond the Md,ε) in all cases apart from (N, k) ∈ {(3, 3), (3, 6), (4, 4), (5, 5), (6, 3)}. We have not
included the proof of this fact in this paper.

Our classification of indecomposable module categories is achieved via the classification of central La-
grangian algebras. While we have a full understanding of the combinatorial structure of these Lagrangian
algebras (i.e. the corresponding modular invariant), we do not have a sufficient description of the algebra map
required to reconstruct the corresponding indecomposable module category. This makes our classification
result somewhat non-constructive.

We are able to give explicit constructions of some of our module categories via alternate means. The
details of this can be found in Section 4, though it is worth highlighting the results here. The categories
Md,+ are the simple current module categories over C(slN , k). These are the categories corresponding to

pointed algebra objects in C(slN , k) (which are classified by divisors of N or N2 ). These simple current module
categories are fully understood. The module category M1,− is typically called the charge conjugation module
category. From the general theory, we know that this module category is invertible, and has rank the number
of self-dual objects in C(slN , k). There has been some work on determining the explicit structure of this
module category (see [GG02, PZ02, BE04]). We understand that Wenzl is currently working on constructing
the module category as a quantum deformation of the subgroups

Sp(N − 1) ⊂ SL(N) : N odd Sp(N) ⊂ SL(N) : N even.

At the time of writing, Wenzl has a construction of a projective version in the N even case [Wen12], which
we expect corresponds to the module category MN

2 ,−
. We expect that all module categories Md,− with d

a divisor of N2 can be constructed as a projective version of M1,−. In an alternate direction, one could also
use the theory developed in [CEM23] to extend the quantum glN module categories constructed in [BE04],
up to C(slN , k) module categories. This latter approach was taken in [CEM23, Section 6] to construct the
module categories M1,−,M2,−, and M4,− in the N = 4 case.

We can interpret Theorem 1.1 as saying that the module categories Md,ε are the generic module categories
over C(slN , k). This is due to results of the second author, which show that there are only finitely many k for
each N where the category C(slN , k) has non-pointed étale algebra objects. Hence, running over all k, there
are only finitely many indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) other than the module categories
Md,ε.

In the works [Gan94, Gan23, Gan] an explicit classification of étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) is given
for all N ≤ 7. In particular, there are several levels k where non-pointed étale algebra objects exist. For
each 3 ≤ N ≤ 7 there are exactly three of these exceptional levels. Furthermore, we expect that for N > 7
there will always be only three exceptional levels (that is k = N−2, N,N+2). Using the theory of [DNO13],
we are able to classify the number of module categories over C(slN , k) for these exceptional levels, where the
results of Theorem 1.1 do not hold.

Theorem 1.3. For the following exceptional pairs (N, k) we have the following number of indecomposable
module categories over C(slN , k):

C |Mod(C)|
C(sl3, 5) 6
C(sl3, 9) 8
C(sl3, 21) 5
C(sl4, 4) 7
C(sl4, 6) 8
C(sl4, 8) 9
C(sl5, 3) 6
C(sl5, 5) 12
C(sl5, 7) 8
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C(sl6, 4) 12
C(sl6, 6) 16
C(sl6, 8) 12
C(sl7, 5) 8
C(sl7, 7) 10
C(sl7, 9) 8

As in Theorem 1.1, this construction is via central Lagrangian algebra objects. Hence we do not have a
constructive classification of the indecomposable module categories. There has been some complementary
work on the construction of these module categories. In the case of sl3, the 7 exceptional module categories
are constructed in [EP09, EMM24]. For sl4, the construction of the 6 exceptional module categories was
obtained in [CEM23]. From the results of [Liu15, LR22] and [EMSW24] the structure of the module categories
corresponding to the conformal embeddings (the definition of which can be found in Section 2)

V (slN , N ± 2) ⊂ V
(
slN(N±2)

2
, 1
)

and V (slN , N) ⊂ V (soN2−1, 1)

can be explicitly determined. This leaves thirteen exceptional module categories which remain to be explicitly
constructed. Using the general framework of [CEM23], we expect to be able to provide these constructions
in future work.

In the cases where the modular invariants of the module category (i.e. the isomorphism class of the
corresponding Lagrangian algebra) are linearly independent over Z, we can determine the relative tensor
products of the module categories in these exceptional cases. We have linear independence (by direct
computation) in all exceptional cases except C(sl3, 9), C(sl4, 4), C(sl5, 5), and C(sl7, 7).

Example 1.4. From Theorem 1.3 the category C(sl6, 6) has 16 indecomposable module categories up to
equivalence. From the results of Subsection 5.4 we have the modular invariant matrices of these module
categories, and we verify that they are linearly independent. We label these module categories by

{Md,± : d ∈ {1, 2, 3, 6}} ∪ {Mi : 9 ≤ i ≤ 16}.

The last eight module categories are the exceptional ones. The first four of these eight correspond to the
four non-pointed étale algebra objects in C(sl6, 6), the two after that are the heterotic pairings of the étale
algebra objects corresponding to M9 and M11, and the final two correspond to type II twists of the module
categories M10 and M12. We refer the reader to [DNO13, Remark 3.10] for explanations of this terminology.
We compute the following relative tensor product rules of these module categories.

⊠C(sl6,6) M1,+ M2,+ M3,+ M6,+ M1,− M2,− M3,− M6,− M9 M10 M11 M12 M13 M14 M15 M16

M1,+ M1,+ M2,+ M3,+ M6,+ M1,− M2,− M3,− M6,− M9 M10 M11 M12 M13 M14 M15 M16

M2,+ M2,+ M1,+ M6,+ M3,+ M2,− M1,− M6,− M3,− M9 M15 M11 M16 M13 M14 M10 M12

M3,+ M3,+ M6,+ 3M3,+ 3M6,+ M3,− M6,− 3M3,− 3M6,− 3M9 3M10 3M11 3M12 3M13 3M14 3M15 3M16

M6,+ M6,+ M3,+ 3M6,+ 3M3,+ M6,− M3,− 3M6,− 3M3,− 3M9 3M15 3M11 3M16 3M13 3M14 3M10 3M12

M1,− M1,− M2,− M3,− M6,− M1,+ M2,+ M3,+ M6,+ M9 M10 M11 M16 M13 M14 M15 M12

M2,− M2,− M1,− M6,− M3,− M2,+ M1,+ M6,+ M3,+ M9 M15 M11 M12 M13 M14 M10 M16

M3,− M3,− M6,− 3M3,− 3M6,− M3,+ M6,+ 3M3,+ 3M6,+ 3M9 3M10 3M11 3M16 3M13 3M14 3M15 3M12

M6,− M6,− M3,− 3M6,− 3M3,− M6,+ M3,+ 3M6,+ 3M3,+ 3M9 3M15 3M11 3M12 3M13 3M14 3M10 3M16

M9 M9 M9 3M9 3M9 M9 M9 3M9 3M9 16M9 4M14 8M14 4M14 8M9 16M14 4M14 4M14

M10 M10 M15 3M10 3M15 M10 M15 3M10 3M15 4M13 6M10 ⊞M11 8M11 4M11 8M13 4M11 M11 ⊞ 6M15 4M11

M11 M11 M11 3M11 3M11 M11 M11 3M11 3M11 8M13 8M11 16M11 8M11 16M13 8M11 8M11 8M11

M12 M12 M16 3M12 3M16 M16 M12 3M16 3M12 4M13 4M11 8M11 M11 ⊞ 6M12 8M13 4M11 4M11 M11 ⊞ 6M16

M13 M13 M13 3M13 3M13 M13 M13 3M13 3M13 16M13 4M11 8M11 4M11 8M13 16M11 4M11 4M11

M14 M14 M14 3M14 3M14 M14 M14 3M14 3M14 8M9 8M14 16M14 8M14 16M9 8M14 8M14 8M14

M15 M15 M10 3M15 3M10 M15 M10 3M15 3M10 4M13 M11 ⊞ 6M15 8M11 4M11 8M13 4M11 6M10 ⊞M11 4M11

M16 M16 M12 3M16 3M12 M12 M16 3M12 3M16 4M13 4M11 8M11 M11 ⊞ 6M16 8M13 4M11 4M11 M11 ⊞ 6M12

The paper is outlined as follows.

In Section 2 we introduce the required background on tensor categories required for this paper. In
particular, we present the result [DNO13, Corollary 3.8] which is our key tool for proving Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.3. We also summarise the key results of [Gan23, Gan] and [EM23] which are the base point for
this paper.
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In Section 3 we determine the number of indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k), for generic k.
Using the classification results of [EM23], we are quickly able to apply the theory of [DNO13] to obtain a
non-closed formula for the rank of Mod(C(slN , k)) in the generic case. We finish this section by providing a
surprisingly simple closed form expression for the rank of Mod(C(slN , k)).

In Section 4 we find enough indecomposable C(slN , k)-module categories to realise the number of module
categories abstractly classified in Section 3. We determine the modular invariants of these module categories.
Using these modular invariants, we deduce that the module categories we have obtained are distinct, and
hence give a complete set of representatives. Furthermore, we show that in the generic setting these modular
invariants are linearly independent. This allows us to determine the relative tensor product rules for these
module categories in the generic setting.

In Section 5 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3. As this theorem deals with the non-generic cases, we have
to carefully consider the étale algebra objects in each of the categories C(slN , k) in order to apply the theory
of [DNO13, Corollary 3.8]. The classification of these étale algebra objects for the relevant categories was
obtained in [Gan23, Gan]. In a case by case analysis we are able to provide the proof of Theorem 1.3. The
main technical difficulty we encounter in applying the theory of [DNO13, Corollary 3.8] is determining the
image of Aut(A) in EqBr(C(slN , k)0A) for the exceptional non-pointed étale algebra objects A. We develop
several tools for resolving this difficulty.

We finish the paper with Appendix A, which contains a minor erratum to a lemma in the prequel to this
paper [EM23]. As we require the correct statement of the lemma in Section 4, we include this erratum here.

Acknowledgements. CE would like to thank Dmitri Nikshych and Hans Wenzl for many useful conversa-
tions. CE was supported by NSF grants NSF DMS 2245935 and DMS 2400089. The research of TG was
supported in part by NSERC. Both authors thank MSRI/SLMath, where part of this paper was written, for
a great work environment.

2. Preliminaries

We refer the reader to [EGNO15] for the basics on tensor categories.

2.1. Étale algebra objects. In this subsection, we review the relevant background material on étale algebra
objects in braided tensor categories. We also prove some general results in the case that the algebra is pointed.
Much of the following can be found in [DMNO13, Section 3].

Definition 2.1. Let C be a braided tensor category. We say an algebra object A ∈ C is étale if it is both
commutative and separable.

As the braided tensor categories we consider in this paper have pivotal structures, we must consider the
twists of the étale algebra objects in these categories.

Given an algebra object, we can construct the category of right A-module objects.

Definition 2.2. Let A ∈ C be an algebra object. We write CA for the category of right A-module objects
internal to C.

When A is étale, the category CA has the structure of a semisimple tensor category via the following
tensor product.

Definition 2.3. Let A ∈ C be an étale algebra object, and M1,M2 ∈ CA. We define M1⊗AM2 as the image
of the projection:

M1

M1 M2

M2

A

5



For an étale algebra object A, there is a distinguished subcategory of CA consisting of local modules.

Definition 2.4. Let A ∈ C be an étale algebra object, and M ∈ CA. We say M is a local module if

M

M

A

=

M

M

A

.

We write C0
A for the subcategory of local modules in CA.

It is shown in [DMNO13, Corollary 3.30] that C0
A is a braided tensor category.

An important invariant of an algebra object is its group of automorphisms. These are the invertible
algebra maps from the algebra to itself.

Definition 2.5. Let A,B ∈ C be an algebra objects. A map of algebras is a morphism f ∈ HomC(A→ B)
satisfying

f f

A A

B

=
f

A A

B

.

We will write Aut(A) for the group of algebra automorphisms of A.

Given an algebra isomorphism f : A → B, we naturally obtain a monoidal equivalence CB → CA. The
details of this equivalence are important for this paper, so we include them below.

Lemma 2.6. Let C be a braided (pivotal) tensor category, and A,B ∈ C étale algebra objects (with ribbon
twists θA = 1 = θB), and f : A→ B an algebra isomorphism. Then there is a (pivotal) monoidal equivalence
Ind(f) : CB → CA. This equivalence is defined on objects by

(X, rX) 7→ (X, rX ◦ (idX ⊗ϕ)).

Further, we have that Ind(ϕ) restricts to a braided (pivotal) equivalence C0
B → C0

A.

Proof. This is a direct computation. □

In particular, the image Ind(Aut(A)) gives a distinguished subgroup of EqBr(C0
A).

Definition 2.7. Let C be a braided tensor category, and A ∈ C an étale algebra object. We will write

Aut(A)/EqBr
(
C0
A

)
\Aut(A)

for the set of double cosets with respect to the subgroup Ind (Aut(A)).

For many of the étale algebra objects we study in this paper, we do not have direct knowledge of their
automorphism groups Aut(A), but we do know the structure of EqBr(C0

A). The following observation gives
us an indirect way to detect if an autoequivalence of C0

A is in the image of Ind.

Corollary 2.8. Let A ∈ C an étale algebra object, and ForA : CA → C the forgetful functor, and ϕ ∈ Aut(A).
Then

ForA ◦ Ind(ϕ)(M) ∼= ForA(M)

for all M ∈ CA.

Proof. This is immediate from the definition of Ind(ϕ) given in Lemma 2.6. □
6



Note that this statement is not an exact characterisation of braided autoequivalences of C0
A in the image

of Ind. Later in this paper we will encounter braided autoequivalences F of C0
A satisfying the condition in

Corollary 2.8, but which are not in the image of Ind.

A special class of simple objects in a tensor category C are the invertible objects. These objects play a
key role in this paper.

Definition 2.9. Let C be a tensor category. We say a simple object g ∈ C is invertible if there exists an
object g−1 ∈ C such that g⊗g−1 ∼= 1. We will write Inv(C) for the group of isomorphism classes of invertible
objects in C. The group operation is given by tensor product.

In the special case that the étale algebra A is pointed cyclic, we can describe the category CA in explicit
detail.

Definition 2.10. We say an algebra A ∈ C is pointed cyclic if it is of the form

A ∼=
⊕

0≤i<m

g⊗i

for some invertible object g ∈ C.

Given a pointed cyclic algebra, we have that the set {g⊗i | 0 ≤ i < m} forms a subgroup of Inv(C)
isomorphic to Zm. In fact this set generates a monoidal subcategory of C equivalent to Vec(Zm). In
particular, a collection of morphisms

gj gi

gi+j

: gj ⊗ gi → gj+i

can be chosen with trivial 6-j symbols.

For X ∈ C we define [X] to be the orbit of X under the tensor action by Zm, and Stab(X) to be the
subset of {g⊗i | 0 ≤ i < m} which fixes the isomorphism class of X. Note that Stab(X) ∼= Z m

|[X]|
. Finally,

we let

rX :=

X

X

g|[X]|

: X ⊗ g|[X]| → X

be an isomorphism, normalised so that

X

X

︸
︷︷

︸

|Stab(X)| =

X

X

The following result is well known. See for example [Mue00, Corollary 5.3]. However, we are not aware of
the below proposition appearing in its exact form in the literature. Hence we give a proof for completeness
sake.

Proposition 2.11. [Mue00] Let C be a braided tensor category, and

A ∼=
⊕

0≤i<m

g⊗i ∈ C

7



a pointed cyclic étale algebra. Then every simple A-module in CA corresponds to a pair (X,χ) where X is

a simple object of C, and χ is an element of Ẑm. The simple A-module corresponding to (X,χ) is (MX , r
χ)

where

MX :=
⊕

j∈Z|[X]|

X ⊗ gj

and rχ :MX ⊗A→MX is defined on simple components by

rχj,i := χ(i)

X

X

︸
︷︷

︸

α

gj gi

gi+j

gr

g|[X]|

g|[X]|

g|[X]|

: (X ⊗ gj)⊗ gi → gr

where α and r are such that i+ j = α|[X]|+ r with r ∈ Z|[X]|. For two pairs (X1, χ1), (X2, χ2) we have that

(MX1
, rχ1) ∼= (MX2

, rχ2) as A-modules if and only if [X1] = [X2], and χ1 = µ · χ2 for some µ ∈ Ẑm such
that µ|Stab(X1) = id.

Proof. It is routine to verify that (MX , r
χ) is a right A-module, and that it is simple.

Let (MX1
, rχ1), and (MX2

, rχ2) be two such A-modules. Clearly if [X1] ̸= [X2], then there is no non-zero
map between MX1

and MX2
in C, and so (MX1

, rχ1) ̸∼= (MX2
, rχ2) as A-modules. If [X1] = [X2], then we

have that MX1
∼= MX2

as objects in C. Let µ : (MX1
, rχ1) → (MX1

, rχ2) be an A-module isomorphism. It
follows that µX1⊗g⊗j = µj idX1⊗g⊗j for complex scalars µj . We rescale the isomorphism µ so that µ0 = 1.
We then have by the definition of an A-module isomorphism that

χ1(i)µj = χ2(i)µi+j

for all i ∈ Zm, and for all j ∈ Z|[X1]|, where the i + j is taken mod |[X1]|. Taking j = 0 shows that

µ = χ1

χ2
∈ Ẑm, which implies that χ1|Stab(X1) = χ2|Stab(X1).

To show that (MX , r
χ) exhaust all simple A-modules, we observe that there is a natural A-module map

(MX , r
χ) → FA(X) given by inclusion. By the previous discussion, this gives |Ẑm/{µ : µ|Stab(X) = id}| =

|Stab(X)| non-isomorphic summands of FA(X). On the other hand, we have

dimEndCA
(FA(X)) = dimHomC(A⊗X → X) = |Stab(X)|.

We thus have

FA(X) ∼=
⊕

χ∈Ẑm/{µ:µ|Stab(X)=id}

(MX , r
χ).

As the functor FA is dominant, it follows that every simple A-module is isomorphic to some (MX , r
χ). □

Remark 2.12. It is important to note that the classification of simples of CA in the above Proposition
is different than in the prequel [EM23]. In the prequel, the simples were classified in terms of characters
of the group ZStab(X), while in this paper they are classified in terms of characters of Zm modulo the
characters which are trivial on the Stab(X) subgroup. These groups are isomorphic via the restriction map
Zm → ZStab(X). The reason for this difference is that in the prequel, it was most natural to realise CA as
the Cauchy completion of a generators and relations category, while in this paper it is most natural to work
with CA directly.

We will be interested in the automorphism groups of pointed cyclic algebras in C. As this algebra lives in
a pointed subcategory of C, the automorphism group can be explicitly computed.
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Proposition 2.13. Let C be a modular tensor category, and A ∼=
⊕

0≤i<m g
⊗i ∈ C a pointed cyclic étale

algebra. Then AutC(A) ∼= Ẑm with the isomorphism sending ϕ ∈ Ẑm to the automorphism ηϕ defined on
components by

ηϕgj := ϕ(j) idgj : gj → gj .

Proof. As A ∼=
⊕

0≤i<m g
⊗i is an algebra, it follows that the pointed subcategory of C generated by g is

monoidally equivalent to Vec(Zm), and that the algebra A lives in this subcategory. The result then follows
by direct computation. □

With this explicit description of both CA and Aut(A) in the cyclic pointed case, we can explicitly determine
the map Ind : Aut(A) → Eq(CA) from Lemma 2.6 in this setting.

Proposition 2.14. Let C be a modular tensor category, and A ∼=
⊕

0≤i<m g
⊗i ∈ C a pointed cyclic étale

algebra. Then for ℓ ∈ Ẑm, and (X,χ) a simple object of CA, we have

Ind(ηℓ)(X,χ) = (X, ℓ · χ) .

Proof. This follows directly from the classification of simple objects of CA from Proposition 2.11, the explicit
description of Aut(A) from Proposition 2.13, and the definition of the map Ind from Lemma 2.6. □

2.2. Indecomposable module categories from étale algebra objects. Given an étale algebra object
in a braided tensor category C, the category CA is an indecomposable module category over C. However, not
all indecomposable C module categories are of this form. Instead, one has to consider Lagrangian algebras
in the Drinfeld centre of C to obtain the full picture.

Definition 2.15. [DMNO13, Definition 4.6] Let C be a modular tensor category. An algebra A is called
Lagrangian if it is connected étale, and if FPDim(A)2 = FPDim(C).

We then have the following bijection. It should be noted that for most examples of modular tensor
categories, this bijection is for all intents and purposes non-constructive.

Theorem 2.16. [DMNO13, Proposition 4.8] Let C be a modular tensor category. Then there is a bijection
between indecomposable C module categories, and Lagrangian algebras in Z(C). This bijection sends

M 7→ Z(M)

where Z(M) ∈ Z(C) is the full centre of M [KR08, Dav10].

From the full centre of a module category M, we can define the modular invariant of M. The modular
invariant encodes the combinatorial data of the full centre.

Definition 2.17. Let C be a modular tensor category, and M a C-module category. We define the modular
invariant of M as the | Irr(C)| × | Irr(C)| square matrix:

[Z(M)]X,Y := dimHomC⊠Crev(X ⊠ Y → Z(M)).

In any braided tensor category C, one can take the relative tensor product of two C-module categories
using the braiding. Details can be found in [ENO10, Section 3.4]. We will write M1 ⊠C M2 for this relative
tensor product. The relative tensor product is rather difficult to compute in practice.

The modular invariant matrix [Z(M)] can be thought of as a kind of “character” of the module category
M. In particular, this matrix plays nice with relative tensor product and direct sums of C-module categories.
Indeed from [FRS02b, Proposition 5.3] we have

[Z(M1 ⊞M1)] = [Z(M1)] + [Z(M2)]

[Z(M1 ⊠C M1)] = [Z(M1)] · [Z(M2)],

where · represents matrix multiplication. In the case where the modular invariant matrices are linearly
independent over Z, we can use the above formulae to find the relative tensor product of module categories
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over C in the same manner as one uses characters of Lie algebra representations to determine their tensor
product decompositions. It should be pointed out that it is possible for distinct module categories to have
the same modular invariant. Several examples will be seen later in this paper. Hence the modular invariants
do not provide a universal method of deducing relative tensor product rules.

While it may seem difficult to classify Lagrangian algebras in Z(C) at first glance, it turns out this can
be done explicitly by studying the étale algebras in C, and the braided equivalences between their categories
of local modules.

Theorem 2.18. [DNO13, Corollary 3.8] Let C be a modular tensor category. There is a bijection between
Lagrangian algebras in Z(C), and triples (A1,F , A2), where A1, A2 ∈ C are étale algebra objects, and F is a
braided equivalence C0

A1
→ C0

A2
. Two triples (A1,FA, A2) and (B1,FB , B2) are considered equivalent if there

exist algebra isomorphisms ψ1 : A1 → B1 and ψ2 : A2 → B2 such that the following diagram commutes:

C0
A1

C0
A2

C0
B1

C0
B2

FA

Ind(ψ1)

FB

Ind(ψ2)

where Ind(ψi) are the braided equivalences C0
Bi

→ C0
Ai

induced from the algebra isomorphisms ψi : Ai → Bi.
Explicitly, the Lagrangian algebra in Z(C) corresponding to the triple (A1,F , A2) is given by

(ForA1
⊠(F ◦ ForA2

))
(
I
(
1C0

A1

))
∈ C ⊠ Crev ≃ Z(C).

Here I : C0
A1

→ C0
A1

⊠
(
C0
A1

)rev
is the induction functor, and ForAi

: C0
Ai

→ C are the forgetful functors.

Remark 2.19. In the case that A1 = A2 = A, we have that two triples (A,F1, A) and (A,F2, A) are
equivalent if and only if F1 and F2 lie in the same double coset given in Definition 2.7.

Remark 2.20. The above theorem allows the explicit computation of the modular invariant of the module
category corresponding to the triple (A1,F , A2). Let M1 and M2 be the matrix of branching rules for the
étale algebra objects A1 and A2, and F the matrix representing the combinatorics of the equivalence F . The
modular invariant of the module category is then given by

M1 · F ·MT
2 .

2.3. The categories C(g, k). In this subsection we briefly review key information on the modular tensor
categories C(g, k) where g is a simple Lie algebra, and k ∈ N. These are the categories of level-k integrable
representations of ĝ [Kac90]. There exists a tensor product on this category given by level preserving fusion.
With this tensor product, the category C(g, k) has the structure of a modular tensor category. We will
present the relevant combinatorics for this paper. These results are taken from [Gan23, Subsection 2.1].

We begin by describing the simple objects in this category. Let g be a simple Lie algebra, and Γg the
associated Dynkin diagram. The simple objects of C(g, k) can be described in terms of the fundamental
weights Λi of g. These fundamental weights are in bijection with the vertices of Γg. We define the set

P k+(g) :=


|Γg|∑
i=1

λiΛi : λi ∈ N,
|Γg|∑
i=1

a∨i λi ≤ k

 .

10



Here the integers a∨i are the co-labels of g, which are associated to the fundamental weights. We list these
for the relevant Lie algebras in this paper:

slN : 1 1 1 1 so2N+1 : 1 2 2 1

sp2N : 1 1 1 1 so2N :
1 2 2

1

1

e6 :

1 2 3 1

2

2

e7 :

1 2 4 3

1

3 2

We then have a bijection between P k+(g) and the simple objects of C(g, k) sending λ 7→ V λ.

In the special case of g = slN , we have a bijection between the set P k+(slN ), and the set of Young diagrams
which fit in an (N − 1)× k box. This bijection is given by sending a Young diagram µ to the weight

N−1∑
i=1

(µi − µi+1)Λi.

For a Young diagram µ we will write Vµ for the corresponding simple object of C(slN , k).
The category C(slN , k) is ZN -graded in the sense of [ENO10, Section 2.3]. We have that a simple object

V λ lives in the

t(λ) :=

N−1∑
i=1

iλi

graded piece, modulo N . In terms of Young diagrams, the quantity t(λ) is the number of boxes in the
corresponding Young diagram.

The category C(slN , k) has the distinguished set of (isomorphism classes of) invertible objects. These
have been classified in [Fuc91], and are the objects

Inv(C(slN , k)) = {V[kj ] : 0 ≤ j < N}.

These objects have the following fusion rules

V[kj1 ] ⊗ V[kj2 ] ∼= V[kj1+j2 (mod N)],

and hence form a group isomorphic to ZN . To describe the action of the invertibles on the simple objects of
C(slN , k), we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.21. Let N, k ∈ N, and λ a Young diagram which fits in an (N − 1)× k box. We define τ(λ) as
the Young diagram obtained by adding a row with k boxes, to the top of λ, and then deleting any columns
which contain N boxes.

We then have that

V[k] ⊗ Vλ ∼= Vτ(λ).

It will be useful to observe that

t(τ j(λ)) = kj + t(λ) (mod N).

2.4. Étale algebra objects in C(slN , k). In this subsection we review several of the sources of étale algebra
objects in the categories C(slN , k). These have been fully classified up to N = 7 in [Gan23, Gan]. The main
constructions of these algebras are through pointed subcategories and conformal embeddings. However there
do exist exotic examples not related to either of these constructions e.g. [LS16].

We first discuss the pointed étale algebra objects in C(slN , k).
11



The category C(slN , k) contains the distinguished subcategory C(slN , k)pt generated by the invertible
objects V[kj ] where 0 ≤ j < N . Explicit formulae for the braiding on this subcategory can be deduced from
[Gan23, Equation 2.4],[Qui99, Section 2.5] and implicit in [Kac90]. From these formulae, it is seen that for
m a divisor of N , the subcategory generated by the invertibles{

V[
k

N
m

j

] : 0 ≤ j < m

}
is braided equivalent to Rep(Zm) if and only if m2 | Nk if N is odd, and 2m2 | Nk if N is even. This implies
the following result on the pointed étale algebra objects in C(slN , k).

Proposition 2.22. Let N ∈ N≥2 and k ∈ N≥1. Then there is a bijection between divisors m of N satisfying
m2 | Nk if N is odd, and 2m2 | Nk if N is even, and pointed étale algebra objects A ∈ C(slN , k). This
bijection sends such a divisor m to the object

Am :=
⊕

0≤j<m

V
τ

N
m

j(∅)
.

Our second class of étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) comes from the theory of conformal embeddings.
This construction typically gives non-pointed algebra objects, apart from some specific cases. Let g be a
simple Lie algebra. For us, a conformal embedding is an embedding of WZW vertex operator algebras [FZ92]

V(slN , k) ⊆ V(g, 1)

such that the restriction of the trivial V(g, 1) module to a V(slN , k) module decomposes as a finite direct
sum of irreducible modules (equivalently an inclusion of the Lie algebras slN ⊆ g with equal central charges
k(N2−1)
k+N = dim(g)

h∨+1 ). A complete list of such inclusions can be found in [DMNO13]. These inclusions were

first found in [SW86, BB87]. It is shown in [KO02, HKL15] that V(g, 1) has the structure of an étale algebra
object in Rep(V(slN , k)). The category Rep(V(slN , k)) is identified with C(slN , k) by [FZ92], hence giving
us our construction for étale algebra objects in these categories.

Definition 2.23. For a conformal embedding V(slN , k) ⊆ V(g, 1) we will write Ag for the corresponding
étale algebra object in C(slN , k) from the above construction.

For the étale algebras Ag, the structure of the local Ag-modules is fully understood. From [KO02, Theorem
5.2] we have

C(slN , k)0Ag
≃ C(g, 1).

The restriction of the forgetful functor For : C(slN , k)Ag
→ C(slN , k) to the distinguished subcategory

C(slN , k)0Ag
≃ C(g, 1) has been well studied in the literature under the name of branching rules. The data of

these forgetful functors will be required later in this paper to apply Corollary 2.8. Thus we review the data
of these functors for the conformal embeddings relevant to this paper.

2.4.1. The embedding V(slN , N + 2) ⊂ V(slN(N+1)
2

, 1). For this conformal embedding, we have that

C(slN , N + 2)0AslN(N+1)
2

≃ C
(
slN(N+1)

2
, 1
)
.

The simple objects of C(slN(N+1)
2

, 1) are
{
VΛi : 0 ≤ i < N(N+1)

2

}
. The combinatorial data of the forgetful

functor For : C
(
slN(N+1)

2
, 1
)

→ C(slN , N + 2) was determined in [LL95, Section 1]. We summarise their

results.

We define the distinguished vector ρ = (N,N − 1, · · · , 1). For s ∈ {−1, 1}N we define σs(ρ) as the unique
reordering of

(s1 ×N, s2 × (N − 1), · · · , sN × 1)
12



which leaves the vector strictly decreasing. It follows that σs(ρ)− ρ is a decreasing vector, and hence can be
identified with a Young diagram. Let X be the set of pairs (s, k) where s ∈ {−1, 1}N , and ℓ ∈ Z such that
0 ≤ ℓ < N . For (s, ℓ) ∈ X we define

j(s, ℓ) := ℓ(N + 1) +
∑
i:si=1

N + 1− i.

We then have

dimHom(For(V Λi), Vλ) =

{
1 if λ = τ ℓ(σs(ρ)− ρ) for some (s, ℓ) ∈ X such that j(s, ℓ) ≡ i (mod N(N+1)

2 )

0 otherwise.

Here τ ℓ represents ℓ applications of the function τ from Definition 2.21.

2.4.2. The embedding V(slN , N − 2) ⊂ V(slN(N−1)
2

, 1). This conformal embedding is similar to the previous

example (and is in fact level-rank dual to it as mentioned in [Xu07, Section 4.3]). We have C(slN , N −
2)0AslN(N−1)

2

≃ C(slN(N−1)
2

, 1) in this case. The simple objects of this category are
{
VΛi

: 0 ≤ i < N(N−1)
2

}
.

The following is taken from [LL95, Section 2].

We define the distinguished vector ρ = (N − 1, N − 2, · · · , 1, 0). For s ∈ {−1, 1}N−1 we define σs(ρ) as
the unique reordering of

(s1 × (N − 1), s2 × (N − 2), · · · , sN−1 × 1, 0)

which leaves the vector strictly decreasing. It follows that σs(ρ)− ρ is decreasing, and can be identified with

a Young diagram. Let X be the set of pairs (s, ℓ) where s ∈ {−1, 1}N satisfies
∏N
i=1 si = 1, and ℓ ∈ Z such

that 0 ≤ ℓ < N . For (s, ℓ) ∈ X we define

j(s, ℓ) := 2ℓ(N − 1) +
∑
i:si=1

N − i.

We then have

dimHom(For(V Λi), Vλ) =

{
1 if λ = τ2ℓ(σs(ρ)− ρ) for some (s, ℓ) ∈ X such that j(s, k) ≡ i (mod N(N−1)

2 )

0 otherwise.

2.4.3. The embedding V(slN , N) ⊂ V(soN2−1, 1). The branching rules for the adjoint embedding g ⊂ sog
for general g were determined in [KW88]. In the specific case of g = slN , a refined formula was found in
[EMSW24]. We summarise these results.

For this family, we have C(slN , N)0Aso
N2−1

≃ C(soN2−1, 1). In the case of N even, we have that there are

three simple objects in C(soN2−1, 1), which we label for convenience 1, VΛ1 , and S. When N is odd, the
category C(soN2−1, 1) has the four simple objects which we label 1, VΛ1 , S

+, and S−.

For a pair of partitions λ, µ with l(λ) + l(µ) ≤ N , we define the decreasing vector

(λ, µ) := (λ1, λ2, · · · ,−µ2,−µ1).

It follows that this vector can be identified with a Young diagram. It was shown in [EMSW24] that

For(1) ∼=
⊕

Hλ(1,1)<N
|λ| even

V(λ,λT ) and For(V ) ∼=
⊕

Hλ(1,1)<N
|λ| odd

V(λ,λT ).

The decompositions of the spinor representations were explicitly worked out in [KW88]. In the case that N
is even, we have

For (S) ∼= 2
N−2

2 · V(N−1,N−2,··· ,1),

and in the case of N odd, we have

For
(
S±) ∼= 2

N−3
2 · V(N−1,N−2,··· ,1).
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2.4.4. Sporadic Embeddings. We will also need the branching rules for several sporadic conformal embed-
dings. Here we will write [V ]ZN

to represent the orbit of the object V under the action of the invertibles of
C(slN , k). i.e. the direct sum of the objects in the set {τ ℓ(V ) : ℓ ∈ ZN}.

In the case of the embedding V(sl3, 9) ⊂ V(e6, 1) we have that C(sl3, 9)0Ae6
has three simple objects which

we label 1, g, and g2. The forgetful functor sends:

1 7→ [V∅]Z3
⊕
[
V

]
Z3

, g 7→
[
V

]
Z3

, g2 7→
[
V

]
Z3

.

For the embedding V(sl3, 21) ⊂ V(e7, 1) we have that C(sl3, 21)0Ae7
has two simple objects which we label

1 and g. The forgetful functor sends:

1 7→ [V∅]Z3 ⊕
[
V

]
Z3

, g 7→ [V ]Z3
⊕
[
V

]
Z3

⊕
[
V

]
Z3

⊕
[
V

]
Z3

.

For the embedding V(sl4, 8) ⊂ V(so20, 1) we have that C(sl4, 9)0Aso20
has four simple objects which we

label 1, V and S±. The forgetful functor sends

1 7→ [V∅]Z4
⊕
[
V

]
Z4

, V 7→
[
V
]

Z4

⊕
[
V

]
Z4

, S+ 7→
[
V

]
Z4

, S− 7→
[
V

]
Z4

.

For the embedding V(sl6, 6) ⊂ V(sp20, 1) we have that C(sl6, 6)0Asp20
has the 11 simple objects {VΛi

: 0 ≤
i ≤ 10}. Here we recall the map τ from Definition 2.21. The forgetful functors sends

V Λ0 7→ [V∅]Z3
⊕
[
V

]
Z3

⊕ V V Λ10 7→ τ(For(V∅))

V Λ1 7→
[
V

]
Z3

⊕

[
V

]
Z3

V Λ9 7→ τ(For(VΛ1))

V Λ2 7→

[
V

]
Z3

⊕

V


Z3

V Λ8 7→ τ(For(VΛ2
))

V Λ3 7→

[
V

]
Z3

⊕

V


Z3

⊕ V V Λ7 7→ τ(For(VΛ3
))

V Λ4 7→

[
V

]
Z3

⊕

V


Z3

⊕ V V Λ6 7→ τ(For(VΛ4)).

V Λ5 7→

V


Z3

⊕

[
V

]
Z3

2.5. Braided autoequivalences of C(slN , k)0Am
. Here we summerise the main result of [EM23] which gave

a full classification of the braided autoequivalences of the categories C(slN , k)0A when A is a pointed étale
algebra. Recall these are the algebras of the form Am for m a divisor of N satisfying m2 | Nk if N odd, and
2m2 | Nk if N even. The classification result [EM23, Theorem 1.4] states that if

(N, k,m) ̸∈ {(2, 16, 2), (3, 9, 3), (4, 8, 4), (5, 5, 5), (8, 4, 4), (9, 3, 3), (16, 2, 2)}
then we have the isomorphism

EqBr
(
C(slN , k)0Am

) ∼=

{e} if N = 2 and k = 2

Zm′ × Zpm+tm
2 if either N = 2 or k = 2

Dm′ × Zpm+tm
2 otherwise

.

Here pm and tm are defined as follows.
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Definition 2.24. Let m′ = gcd(m, k). We define pm as the number of odd primes dividing N m′

m2 but not
k
m′ , and

tm =

{
0 if N m′

m2 is odd, or if k
m′ ≡ 0 (mod 4), or if both N m′

m2 ≡ 2 (mod 4) and k
m′ is odd

1 otherwise.

In order to determine the structure of the double cosets of the group EqBr
(
C(slN , k)0Am

)
with respect to

the image of Aut(Am) from Definition 2.7, we need to describe the above isomorphism in some detail.

The Zpm+tm
2 factor corresponds to the so-called simple current autoequivalences [EM20]. The explicit

structure of these autoequivalences is not required for this paper, and so we neglect to include the details
here. A curious reader can find the general definition of these braided autoequivalences in [EM23, Lemma

2.26], and the isomorphism between Zpm+tm
2 and these autoequivalences in [EM23, Corollary 3.11].

The Zm′ factor in the N = 2 or k = 2 case, and the Zm′ subgroup of the Dm′ factor corresponds to
the image of the group Aut(Am) ∼= Zm under the map Ind : Aut(A) → EqBr

(
C0
A

)
from Lemma 2.6. The

isomorphism is given by choosing an isomorphism ℓ : Zm → Ẑm. The braided autoequivalence corresponding
to i ∈ Zm is the map defined on objects by

(Vλ, χ) 7→ (Vλ, ℓi · χ).
The kernel of this map is m′Zm, and so we have the isomorphism with the Zm′ subgroup of C(slN , k)0Am

.

The final component to describe is the Z2 subgroup of the Dm′ factor. This Z2 subgroup is generated by
the braided autoequivalence which maps

(Vλ, χ) 7→ (V ∗
λ , χ

−1).

We also need to describe some of the exceptional cases excluded above. To describe the objects in these

categories we again fix a choice of isomorphism ℓ : Zm → Ẑm.

For C(sl3, 9)0A3
we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to S4. This group is generated

by the D3 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects by(
V , ℓ0

)
↔
(
V , ℓ0

)
,

(
V , ℓ1

)
↔
(
V , ℓ2

)
.

Explicitly, the isomorphism C(sl3, 9)0A3

∼= S4 sends the D3 subgroup to the permutations fixing 1, and the
exceptional autoequivalence to the permutation (12)(34).

For C(sl4, 8)0A4
we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to S4. This group is generated

by the D4 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects by(
V , ℓ0

)
↔
(
V , ℓ0

)
,

(
V , ℓ0

)
7→
(
V , ℓ0

)
7→
(
V , ℓ0

)
7→
(
V , ℓ2

)
7→
(
V , ℓ0

)
.

The explicit isomorphism C(sl4, 8)0A4

∼= S4 sends the D4 subgroup to the natural action on the set {1, 2, 3, 4},
and the exceptional autoequivalence to the permutation (12).

For C(sl5, 5)0A5
we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to Alt(5). This group is

generated by theD5 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects
by(
V , ℓ0

)
7→

(
V , ℓ0

)
7→

(
V , ℓ1

)
7→

(
V , ℓ0

)
,

(
V , ℓ2

)
7→

(
V , ℓ4

)
7→

(
V , ℓ3

)
7→

(
V , ℓ2

)
.

The explicit isomorphism C(sl5, 5)0A5

∼= Alt(5) sends the D5 subgroup to the natural action on the set
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, and the exceptional autoequivalence to the permutation (123).

Remark 2.25. We wish to point out that at the level of fusion ring automorphisms, the above exceptional
braided autoequivalences have appeared previously in the physics literature. The cases of C(sl3, 9)0A3

and

C(sl4, 8)0A4
first appeared (to our best knowledge) in [Fon91]. The case of C(sl5, 5)0A5

first appeared (to our
best knowledge) in [SY90]. These papers made no attempt to classify all such fusion ring automorphisms.
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The prequel paper of the first author [EM23] was the first time at which these fusion ring automorphisms
were shown to exist at the categorical level, as well as proving full classification.

3. Generic Classification

In this section we consider the case where every étale alegbra in C(slN , k) is pointed. Note that this is the
generic situation, as the results of [Gan23] show that for each N , there are only finitely many k where there
are non-pointed étale algebras in C(slN , k) (in fact k << 13

6 N
3 when N is large). Our main result is the

following abstract classification of the indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) in this setting. The
key lemma for obtaining this classification will be the following, which counts the size of the double cosets
of C(slN , k)0Am

with respect to the subgroup coming from the image of Aut(Am) under the map Ind from
Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 3.1. Let (N, k) ̸∈ {(2, 16), (3, 9), (4, 8), (5, 5), (8, 4), (9, 3), (16, 2)}, and let m | N such that m2 | Nk
if N is odd, and such that 2m2 | Nk is N is even. Then

∣∣Aut(Am)\EqBr
(
C(slN , k)0Am

)
/Aut(Am)

∣∣ =

1 if N = 2 and k = 2

2pm+tm if either N = 2 or k = 2

21+pm+tm otherwise

where m′, pm, and tm are as in Definition 2.24.

Proof. We recall from Subsection 2.5 the expression for EqBr
(
C(slN , k)0Am

)
in the case of

(N, k) /∈ {(2, 16), (3, 9), (4, 8), (5, 5), (8, 4), (9, 3), (16, 2)}.

The image of Aut(Am) ∼= Zm in EqBr
(
C(slN , k)0Am

)
under the map Ind is the Zm′ factor in the N = 2 or

k = 2 case, and the Zm′ subgroup of the Dm′ factor in the N > 2 and k > 2 case.

A direct computation shows that there are 2pm+tm double cosets of Zm′ × Zpm+tm
2 with respect to the

Zm′ subgroup, and 21+pm+tm double cosets of Dm′ × Zpm+tm
2 with respect to the Zm′ subgroup of Dm′ .

□

A direct application of Theorem 2.18 gives the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let (N, k) ̸∈ {(2, 16), (16, 2)} be such that the only étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) are pointed.
Then there are ∑

m|N :m2|Nk

{
2pm+tm if k = 2

21+pm+tm otherwise

indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) if N is odd, and

∑
m|N :2m2|Nk


1 if N = 2 and k = 2

2pm+tm if either N = 2 or k = 2

21+pm+tm otherwise

indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k) if N is even.

Proof. From [DNO13, Corollary 3.8] we have that equivalences classes of indecomposable module categories
over C(slN , k) are in bijection with triples (A,F , A′) where A,A′ ∈ C(slN , k) are étale algebra objects, and
F : C(slN , k)0A → C(slN , k)0A′ is a braided equivalence. These braided equivalences are considered up to the
equivalence relation in Theorem 2.18.

By assumption, the only connected étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) are pointed, and hence of the form
Am for m a divisor of N such that m2 divides Nk if N is odd, and 2m2 divides Nk if N is even. Thus
A = Am1

and A′ = Am2
for m1,m2 divisors of N as above.
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We first claim that m1 = m2. To see this, observe from [DMNO13, Corrollary 3.32] that

dim
(
C(slN , k)0Ami

)
=

dim(C(slN , k))
dim(Ami)

2
=

dim(C(slN , k))
m2
i

.

The existence of a braided equivalence

F : C(slN , k)0Am1
→ C(slN , k)0Am2

,

implies dim
(
C(slN , k)0Am1

)
= dim

(
C(slN , k)0Am2

)
. It follows that m1 = m2.

Our problem thus reduces to counting the number of double cosets of EqBr(C(slN , k)0Am
) with respect to

the image of the map Aut(Am). We have from Lemma 3.1 that for each m, there are exactly
1 if N = 2 and k = 2

2pm+tm if either N = 2 or k = 2

21+pm+tm otherwise

of these cosets. Hence we have the statement of the lemma. □

The summations appearing in the above Lemma can be drastically simplified. Our next combinatorial
result does exactly this.

Lemma 3.3. Let N, k ∈ N≥1. Then∑
m|N :m2|Nk

2pm+tm = σ(N) if N is odd

∑
m|N :2m2|Nk

2pm+tm =

{
σ(N) if k is even

σ(N2 ) if k is odd
if N is even

where σ(ℓ) is the number of divisors of ℓ.

Proof. Let m be a divisor of N such that either m2 | Nk, or 2m2 | Nk depending on the parity of N , and
let d be a divisor of N , or N

2 depending on the parity of N and k. Let us write the prime decompositions

N =
∏
p

pνp k =
∏
p

pκp m =
∏
p

pµp and d =
∏
p

pδp .

We then have that pm is the number of odd primes such that µp ≥ κp and νp + κp > 2µp. Let us write
µ′
2 = min(κ2, µ2). Then we have

tm =

{
0 if ν2 + µ′

2 = 2µ2, or if κ2 ≥ µ′
2 + 2, or if both κ2 = µ′

2 and ν2 + µ′
2 = 2µ2 + 1

1 otherwise.

Assume first that N is odd, and let d be a divisor of N . Define md = gcd
(
d, Nkd

)
=
∏
p p

µp where

µp = min{δp, νp + κp − δp}. Note that md divides N (since µp ≤ δp ≤ νp) and m2
d divides Nk (since

2µp ≤ δp+(νp+κp− δp) = νp+κp). Conversely, if both m|N and m2|Nk, then for d = m we have md = m.

Fix such an m. We prove the statement of the lemma by showing that the number of divisors d|N with
md = m is precisely 2pm . Let d|N have md = m. Then µp = min{δp, νp + κp − δp} so either δp = µp or
δp = νp + κp − µp. But for the latter to work, we require νp + κp − µp ≤ νp (since d|N), i.e. κp ≤ µp. And
for δp ̸= µp (so this gives different divisors), we require νp + κp − µp ̸= µp, i.e. νp + κp > 2µp.

Thus the number of different d|N with md = m equals
∏
p 2

t′p where t′p = 1 if both νp + κp > 2µp and

κp ≤ µp; otherwise t
′
p = 0. This completes the proof in the N odd case.

Now consider N and k even, and let d be a divisor of N . Define md = gcd
(
d, Nk2d

)
=
∏
p p

µp with µp as

before, except for µ2 = min{δ2, ν2 + κ2 − δ2 − 1}. Then md divides N and 2m2 divides Nk. Conversely,
when d = m for such an m, we have md = m.
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Fix such an m. Again we want to count the number of d | N with md = m. Odd primes behave exactly
as before. Also, either δ2 = µ2 or δ2 = ν2 + κ2 − µ2 − 1. But δ2 = ν2 + κ2 − µ2 − 1 requires that δ2 ≤ ν2
(since d|N), i.e. κ2 ≤ µ2 + 1. And for δ2 ̸= µ2 (so this gives different divisors), 2µ2 + 1 < ν2 + κ2.

Thus in this case the number of different divisors d|N with md = m will equal
∏
p 2

t′p where t′2 = 1 if

κ2 ≤ µ2 + 1 and 2µ2 + 1 < ν2 + κ2; otherwise t
′
2 = 0. To complete the proof in this case, it suffices to verify

that t′2 = tm.

There are three subcases here:

(i) κ2 = µ2 + 1, so µ′
2 = µ2 and ν2 + µ′

2 − 2µ2 = ν2 + κ2 − 2µ2 − 1. We find that tm = 1 iff ν2 + µ′
2 > 2µ2

iff ν2 + κ2 > 2µ2 + 1 iff t′2 = 1.

(ii) κ2 ≤ µ2, so µ
′
2 = κ2. We find that tm = 1 iff ν2 + µ′

2 > 2µ2 + 1 iff ν2 + κ2 > 2µ2 + 1 iff t′2 = 1.

(iii) κ2 > µ2 + 1, so µ′
2 = µ2. Here t′2 = 0 and κ2 ≥ µ′

2 + 2, so also tm = 0.

Finally, the argument for N even and k odd (so κ2 = µ′
2 = 0) is similar but easier. Definemd = gcd(d, Nk2d )

as before. Let d divide N/2 and have md = m. Again δ2 = µ2 or δ2 = ν2+κ2−µ2− 1; δ2 = ν2+κ2−µ2− 1
now requires both κ2 ≤ µ2 (since d|N2 ), which is automatically satisfied, and 2µ2+1 < ν2 (so we get different
divisors). So define t′2 as before; we need to show that t′2 = tm. But tm = 1 iff ν2 ≥ 2µ2 + 2 iff t′2 = 1. This
completes the proof in this case. □

Putting the results of this section together, we obtain our main result.

Theorem 3.4. Let N, k ∈ N≥3 be such that the only étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) are pointed. Then
there are precisely {

2σ
(
N
2

)
if N even and k odd

2σ(N) otherwise

indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k), up to equivalence.

4. Module categories and modular invariants

The results of Section 3 show that there are precisely 2σ(N) (or 2σ
(
N
2

)
if N even and k odd) indecom-

posable module categories over C(slN , k) for generic k. We can immediately identify half of these module
categories as simple current module categories. This follows from the well known result on pointed cyclic
algebra objects in C(slN , k).

Proposition 4.1. Let N ≥ 2 and k ≥ 1. Then there is a bijection between divisors d of N (or N
2 if N is

even and k is odd), and pointed cyclic algebra objects in C(slN , k). This bijection sends such a divisor d to
the object

Ad :=
⊕

0≤j<m

V
τj N

d (∅
).

This proposition is simply the non-étale version of Proposition 2.22, and is proved in a near identical
fashion. We note that the general case of pointed algebra objects in tensor categories is worked out in
[Ost03b]. We can then take the category of Ad modules in C(slN , k) to obtain half of our indecomposable
module categories.

Definition 4.2. For d a divisor of N (or N
2 ), we will write

Md,+ := C(slN , k)Ad
.

These module categories are completely understood. In particular, we have the following formula for their
modular invariants (this formula was obtained in [SY89, Equation 9], which applies in our setting by [FRS04,
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Section 3.5]).

(1) Z(d,+)λ,ν := [Z(Md,+)]Vλ,Vν
=

d∑
i=1

δd

(
t(λ) +

Nik̂

2d

)
δ
ν,τ iN

d (λ)
.

Here δd(L) = 1 if d | L, and δd(L) = 0 otherwise, and

k̂ =

{
k +N if Nk odd

k otherwise.

To remind the reader, the definition of t(λ) is given in Subsection 2.3.

We will require a more explicit form for the matrix Z(d,+). To do this, we make the following definitions.

Definition 4.3. Let N, k, d,m ∈ N. We will write their prime decompositions as

N =
∏
p

pνp , k =
∏
p

pκp , d =
∏
p

pδp , and m =
∏
p

pµp .

We will write

md :=

{
gcd

(
d, Nkd

)
N odd

gcd
(
d, Nk2d

)
N even

as in the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Let P be the set of all primes dividing N , and write 2P := {−,+}P . For each m, define an equivalence

relation on 2P by #»a ∼m
#»

b iff #»a p =
#»

b p whenever κp ≤ µp <
νp+κp

2 . Finally we define

#»a (d)p :=

{
+1 if δp = µp

−1 otherwise.

Remark 4.4. Note that the proof of Lemma 3.3 says that for each m, the set of d satisfying md = m is in
bijection with 2P / ∼m. This bijection in one direction sends d 7→ #»a (d). In the reverse direction, we send #»a
to the divisor dm, #»a defined by

dm, #»a :=

{
m
∏
p: #»a p=−1 p

νp+κp−2µp N odd, or #»a 2 = +1

m · 2ν2+κ2−2µ2−1
∏
p ̸=2: #»a p=−1 p

νp+κp−2µp N even and #»a 2 = −1

We will write ZN for the group action of invertible objects of C(slN , k) on the set of isomorphism classes
of simple objects, and DN for the extension of ZN by the duality map. The map τ from Definition 2.21 is
the pullback of the action of the generator V[k] to the indexing set. In a similar fashion, we will write λ∗ for
the pullback of the duality map (so V ∗

λ
∼= Vλ∗).

With these definitions, we can show the following.

Proposition 4.5. The modular invariant Z(d,+) satisfies Z(d,+) = Z(d,+)t and

Z(d,+)λ,µ =

{
|stabZmd

(λ)| if md|t(λ) and µ ∈ Zmd

∏
p τ

hpt(λ)ℓpNp(λ)

0 otherwise

where Np = N/pνp+κp ∈ Q, hp = 0 if #»a (d)p = +1, hp = −2 if #»a (d)p = −1, and ℓp ≡ (Npk)
−1 (mod pνp).

Proof. By the Chinese remainder theorem, we can write any i ∈ Zd in the form i =
∑
p|N ipd/p

δp for unique

ip ∈ Zpδp . Plugging this into the δd condition in Equation (1), we get (for odd p) that −2t(λ) ≡ Nk/pδpip
(mod pδp) and (for p = 2) −t(λ) ≡ Nk/2δ2+1i2 (mod 2δ2). Note that (for odd p) pµp divides Nk/pδp since
δp+µp ≤ (νp+κp−µp)+µp = νp+κp, and 2µ2 divides Nk/2δ2+1 since δ2+1+µ2 ≤ (ν2+κ2−µ2−1)+1+µ2 =
ν2 + κ2. Thus there is a solution for i only if md divides t(λ).

Note that Npk is an integer coprime to p, so ℓp exists. Assume md divides t(λ). If µp = δp (i.e.
#»a (d)p = +1), then any ip works. If µp < δp ≤ νp (i.e. #»a (d)p = −1), then ip works iff ip ≡ −2ℓpt(λ)/p

µp
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(mod pδp−µp) (when p is odd), or iff i2 ≡ −ℓ2t(λ)/2µ2 (mod 2δ2−µ2) (p = 2). Hence if Z(d,+)λ,µ ̸= 0, then
Z(d,+)λ,µ′ ̸= 0 iff µ′ ∈ Zmd

µ, in which case Z(d,+)λ,µ′ = Z(d,+)λ,µ.

Finally, suppose #»a (d)p = −1. Since t(τ rN/p
µp
τ−2t(λ)ℓpNpλ) = rNk/pµp −2kt(λ)ℓpNp+ t(λ) ≡ 0−2t(λ)+

t(λ) ≡ −t(λ) (mod pδp) for any r, the solution ip for τ rN/p
µp
τ−2t(λ)ℓpNpλ will be the negative of that for λ,

so

Z(d,+)τrN/m
∏

p τ
hpt(λ)ℓpNpλ,τrN/m(λ) = |stabZmd

(τ rN/m
∏
p

τhpt(λ)ℓpNpλ)|

= |stabZm
(λ)| = Z(d,+)λ,τrN/m

∏
p τ

hpt(λ)ℓpNpλ

so we get that Z(d,+) is symmetric. □

The module categories Md,+ give σ(N) (or σ
(
N
2

)
) indecomposable module categories. We obtain the

remaining indecomposable module categories of C(slN , k) via more abstract means. Consider the triple
(1,Fcharge,1), where Fcharge is the charge-conjugation braided autoequivalence of C(slN , k) from [EM22].
This braided autoequivalence is non-trivial whenever N ≥ 3 and k ≥ 3. On objects we have

Fcharge(Vλ) = V ∗
λ .

From [DNO13, Corollary 3.8], this triple corresponds to an indecomposable C(slN , k) module category.

Definition 4.6. Let N, k ≥ 3. We write M1,− for the indecomposable C(slN , k) module category corre-
sponding to the triple (1,Fcharge,1).

From Theorem 2.18 the modular invariant of M1,− is given as follows.

Z(1,−)λ,ν := [Z(M1,−)]Vλ,Vν
= δλ,ν∗ .

Note that M1,− is an invertible module category (of order 2), via [DNO13, Remark 3.8]. We can thus obtain
indecomposable module categories via relative tensor products.

Definition 4.7. For d a divisor of N (or N
2 ), we define

Md,− := M1,− ⊠C(slN ,k) Md,+.

From the formula given in Subsection 2.2 we have the following modular invariant for the module cate-
gories.

Z(d,−) = Z(1,−)Z(d,+).

The module categories Md,± give 2σ(N) (or 2σ(N2 )) indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k).
However, we must make sure that these module categories are distinct to verify we have a complete list of
indecomposable module categories. We will do this by showing that the corresponding modular invariants
are distinct, as these are invariants of the module category. We will in fact show the stronger result that the
modular invariants are linearly independent over Z. This stronger result will be required later in the section.

We first need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.8. We have the following:

a) For all N ≥ 2, k ≥ 1, and 0 ≤ a < N except for (N, k, a) = (2, 2, 1), there exists an object Vλ ∈ C(slN , k)
with trivial ZN -stabiliser and t(λ) ≡ a (mod N).

b) For all N ≥ 3, k ≥ 3, and 0 ≤ a < N except for

(N, k, a) ∈ {(3, 3, 0), (3, 6, 0), (4, 4, 0), (4, 4, 2), (5, 5, 0), (6, 3, 3), (6, 3, 0)} ,

there exists an object Vλ ∈ C(slN , k) with trivial DN -stabiliser and t(λ) ≡ a (mod N).

Proof. For part (a), λ = Λa works unless both a = N/2 and k = 2, in which case take λ = Λ1 + ΛN
2 −1.

For part (b), again λ = Λa works, unless a = N
2 or a = N .
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For a = N
2 , take λ = Λ1 + ΛN

2 −1. To see it has trivial DN -stabiliser, for N > 6 such a weight has two

strings of 0’s of differing lengths; for N = 6 with k > 3, use λ0 > max{λi}; and for N = 4 with k > 4 again
use λ0 > max{λi}.

For a = 0, take λ = 2Λ1+ΛN−2. This object is shown to have trivial DN stabiliser in Proposition A.2. □

With this technical lemma in hand, we can obtain linear independence.

Lemma 4.9. Let N, k ≥ 3, then the modular invariants of the non-exceptional module categories of C(slN , k)
are linearly independent over Z, except for

(N, k) ∈ {(3, 3), (3, 6), (6, 3), (4, 4), (5, 5)} .

For (N, k) = (3, 3), (3, 6), (5, 5), the only linear dependencies are Z(N,+) = Z(N,−); for (N, k) = (6, 3) the
only is Z(3,+) = Z(3,−); and for (N, k) = (4, 4) they are generated by Z(2,+) = Z(2,−) and Z(4,+) =
Z(4,−).

Proof. We avoid for now the values listed in the statement of the theorem. Given any divisor d of N or N/2

as appropriate, define md = gcd{d,Nk̂/(2d)} as before and 0 < ad < N by ad ≡ −md (mod N). Let λ be
the object promised by Lemma 4.8 (b).

Suppose we have
∑
d cdZ(d,+) +

∑
d c

′
dZ(d,−) = 0, where the sums are over divisors d of N or N/2

as appropriate. Let d′ be the largest such divisor (i.e. d′ = N or N/2). Note that Z(d,+)λ,τN/d′ (λ) ̸= 0

for any divisor d ≤ d′ iff d = d′, and Z(d,−)λ,τN/d′ (λ) ̸= 0 for all divisors d. Thus cd′ = 0. Moreover,

Z(d.−)λ,τ−N/d′ (λ∗) ̸= 0 for any divisor d ≤ d′ iff d = d′, and Z(d,+)λ,τ−N/d′ (λ∗) ̸= 0 for all divisors d. Thus

c′d′ = 0. Repeating this argument with the next biggest value of d, etc, we get inductively that all coefficients
cd, c

′
d must vanish.

Because of Lemma 1, the only possible linear dependencies are:

Z(N,+) = Z(N,−) (a)

for (N, k) = (3, 3), (3, 6), (5, 5);

Z

(
N

2
,+

)
= Z

(
N

2
,−
)

(b)

for (N, k) = (6, 3); and

cNZ(N,+) + c′NZ(N,−) + cN
2
Z

(
N

2
,+

)
+ c′N

2
Z

(
N

2
,−
)

= 0 (c)

for (N, k) = (4, 4). There is nothing more to say about (a) and (b), other than that they exist. For (c),
m4 = m2 = 2. We find that the (Λ2,Λ2) entries require c2 = −c′2, and (Λ2, τ(Λ2)) requires c4 = −c′4. □

Remark 4.10. Note that in general the modular invariant is not a complete invariant of a module category
(though our main theorem does show that for generic k it is a complete invariant). While we have the above
identities of modular invariants in some special cases, we expect that the corresponding module categories
are still distinct.

The linear independence of the modular invariants Z(d,±) implies that the corresponding module cate-
gories Md,± are inequivalent. There are precisely as many of these indecomposable module categories, as
abstractly classified by Theorem 3.4. Hence we obtain the following.

Theorem 4.11. Let N, k ≥ 4 be such that the only connected étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) are pointed.
Then {{

Md,ε : d | N2 , ε ∈ {−,+}
}

if N and k are both odd

{Md,ε : d | N, ε ∈ {−,+}} otherwise

is a complete set of representatives for the indecomposable module categories over C(slN , k).
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Now that we have a complete set of representatives for the indecomposable module categories, and as
we know that that their modular invariants are linearly independent, we can compute the relative tensor
products of these module categories by determining relations between the corresponding modular invariants.

Proposition 4.12. We have the following identities of modular invariants.

(1) Z(1,−)2 = Z(1,+),
(2) Z(1,−)Z(d,+) = Z(d,+)Z(1,−),
(3) Z(d′,+)Z(d′′,+) = Z(d′′,+)Z(d′,+) = rZ(d,+)

where r = gcd{md′ ,md′′}, and d is defined under the bijection from Remark 4.4 by md = lcm{md′ ,md′′}
and #»a (d) = #»a (d′) #»a (d′′).

Proof. We have (1) by simple computation.

Since Z(1,−) = S2 (where S is the normalised S matrix for C(slN , k), we obtain Z(1,−)Z(d) = Z(d)Z(1,−)
for all d, as any modular invariant commutes with the S matrix. This shows (2).

Note that, for any divisors di of N , we have

(2) ⟨τN/d1(1)⟩ ∩ ⟨τN/d2(1)⟩ = ⟨τN/gcd{d1,d2}(1)⟩

or symbolically, Zd1 ∩ Zd2 = Zgcd{d1,d2}. Thus if stabZN
(X) = Zs then stabZm

(X) = Zgcd{s,m}; just as the

orbit ZN (X) equals {X, τ(X), ..., τN/s−1(X)}, the orbit ZmX equals {X, τN/m(X), ..., τN/gcd{s,m}−N/m(X)}.
Let Z = Z(d′,+)Z(d′′,+), and set m = lcm{md′ ,md′′} and r = gcd{md′ ,md′′}. Suppose ZX,Y ̸= 0,

where stabZN
(X) = Zs. Then there is some W such that both Z(d′)X,W ̸= 0, Z(d′′)W,Y ̸= 0. Thus (using

Proposition 4.5)

ZX,Y =

s−1∑
i=0

Z(d′)X,τ iWZ(d
′′)Y,τ iW = gcd{s,md′} gcd{s,md′′} gcd

{
md′

gcd{s,md′}
,

md′′

gcd{s,md′′}

}
We claim that that equals r gcd{s,m}. To see that, let pσ, pµ

′
, pµ

′′
, pµ, pρ be the exact powers of a prime p

dividing s,md′ ,md′′ ,m, r respectively. We may assume without loss of generality that µ′ ≤ µ′′, so µ = µ′′

and ρ = µ′. If σ ≤ µ′, then the pth power of both expressions equals σ + σ + (µ′′ − σ) = σ + µ′′. If instead
µ′ ≤ σ ≤ µ′′, then the pth power becomes µ′ + σ + 0 = µ′ + σ. And finally, if µ′′ ≤ σ, then the pth power
becomes µ′ + µ′′ + 0 + 0 = µ′ + µ′′. Note that this is r times the entry Z(m)X,X .

Next, suppose X has ZX,Y ̸= 0 for some Y . Again, that means Z(d′)X,W ̸= 0, Z(d′′)W,Y ̸= 0 for some W .
We want to show that this can only happen if m divides t(X), i.e. iff both md′ and md′′ divide t(X). But
Z(d′,+)X,W ̸= 0 requires md′ to divide t(X), and Z(d′′,+)W,Y ̸= 0 requires md′′ to divide t(W ). We know

thatW =
∏
p τ

h′
pt(X)ℓpNpX, so we knowmd′′ must divide kh′pt(X)ℓpNp+t(X) ≡ h′pt(X)+t(X) ≡ #»a (d′)pt(X)

(mod pνp), and we’re done.

Conversely, supposem divides t(X). Thenmd′ divides t(X) so Z(d′,+)X,W ̸= 0 whereW =
∏
p τ

h′
pt(X)ℓpNpX.

As before, t(W ) ≡ #»a (d′)pt(X) (mod pνp), so Proposition 1 gives us Z(d′′)W,Y ̸= 0 where

Y =
∏
p

τh
′′
p t(W )ℓpNpW =

∏
p

τh
′′
p

#»a (d′)pt(X)ℓpNp+h
′
pt(X)ℓpNpX .

Let d be the unique divisor of N (or N/2 if N is even but k is odd) with md = m and #»a (d)p =
#»a (d′)p

#»a (d′′)p.
If #»a (d′)p = 1 then h′′p = hp and h′′p

#»a (d′)p + h′p = hp. If #»a (d′)p = −1 then h′′p
#»a (d′)p + h′p equals −2 (if

#»a (d′′)p = 1) or 0 (if #»a (d′′)p = −1). In all cases, we get Y =
∏
p τ

hpt(X)ℓpNpX, in agreement with what we’d

get for Z(d,+).

Finally, we need to show ZX,τNq/mY = ZX,Y for any q ∈ Z, where X,Y are as in the previous paragraph.

Write τNq/m = τNq
′/md′ τNq

′′/md′′ = (
∏
p τ

Nq′p/p
µ′
p
)τNq

′′/md′′ and define q̄′ by q̄′N/md′ =
∑
p

#»a (d′′)pq
′
pN/p

µ′
p .

Then Z(d′,+)X,τ iW = Z(d′)
X,τ q̄′N/m

d′ τ iW
and Z(d′′,+)

τ q̄′N/m
d′ τ iW,τNq/mY

= Z(d′′,+)
τ q̄′N/m

d′ τ iW,τNq′/m
d′ Y
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using the Zmd′ and Zmd′′ invariance of Z(d′,+) resp. Z(d′′,+) promised by Proposition 4.5. But

(
∑
p

h′′pt(τ
q̄′N/md′ )ℓpNp)+ q̄

′N/md′ =
∑
p

(h′′p
#»a (d′′)pq

′
pN/p

µ′
p)+( #»a (d′′)pq

′
pN/p

µ′
p) =

∑
p

q′pN/p
µ′
p = q′N/md′

Thus Z(d′′,+)
τ q̄′N/m

d′ τ iW,τq′N/m
d′ = Z(d′′,+)τ iW,Y . Putting all this together,

ZX,τqN/mY =

s−1∑
i=0

Z(d′,+)
X,τ q̄′N/m

d′ τ iW
Z(d′′,+)

τ q̄′N/m
d′ τ iW,τq′N/m

d′ Y
=

s−1∑
i=0

Z(d′,+)X,τ iWZ(d
′′,+)τ iW,Y = ZX,Y

and Z = r Z(d,+), using Proposition 4.5.

□

Combining the results of this section, we obtain the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.1.

5. Small N Classification

In this section we give a full classification (i.e. for all levels k) of indecomposable module categories over
C(slN , k) where N ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and all k ∈ N. We can achieve this due to the work of second author, which
classifies all connected étale algebra objects in C(slN , k) for these parameter values [Gan23, Gan]. Hence
we can classify such modules by classifying all braided equivalences between the corresponding categories of
local modules for these étale algebra objects. The classification of these braided equivalences was achieved
by the first author in [EM23]. In this section we work through the details of combining these results to
obtain the desired classification results.

5.1. The sl3 case. We begin with the case of sl3. While classification in this case is certainly known (see
[Ocn02]), we are unaware of a reference for the result of Theorem 1.3 in the sl3 case. Hence we include a
proof here for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl3. From both [Gan23] and [EM23] we have the following table
listing all of the étale algebra objects in C(sl3, k) for k ∈ {5, 9, 21}, along with the groups of braided autoe-
quivalences of their categories of local modules, and the number of double cosets in these autoequivalence
groups with respect to the image of the automorphism group of the corresponding étale algebra.

C Étale Algebras A EqBr(C0
A) |Aut(A)\EqBr(C0

A)/Aut(A)|
C(sl3, 5) 1 Z2

2 4
Asl6 Z2 2

C(sl3, 9) 1 Z2 2
A3 S4 4
Ae6 Z2 1 or 2

C(sl3, 21) 1 Z2 2
A3 D3 2
Ae7 {e} 1

The second column follows from [Gan23] and the third column follows from [EM23, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem
1.4]. Hence the last column is the only one that requires justification.

For the cases where A = 1, we have that Aut(1) is trivial, and hence every element of EqBr(C0
A) belongs

to a distinct double coset. This justifies the first, third, and sixth rows.

For the case where A = A3 we can apply Lemma 3.1 when k ̸= 9 to justify the seventh row. When k = 9
we have an exceptional autoequivalence group of C(sl3, 9)0A3

as seen in the above table. From Subsection 2.5
the image of Z3

∼= Aut(A3) is the subgroup of S4 generated by the permutation (234). A direct computation
then shows that there are four double cosets of S4 with respect to the subgroup ⟨(234)⟩. This justifies the
fourth row.
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The non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl3, 5)0Asl6
≃ C(sl6, 1) maps V Λi 7→ V Λ−i . From Subsec-

tion 2.4.1 we have that the forgetful functor For : C(sl3, 5)0Asl6
→ C(sl3, 5) maps

For(V Λ1) ∼= V ⊕ V For(V Λ5) ∼= V ⊕ V .

The non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl3, 5)0Asl6
exchanges V Λ1 ↔ V Λ5 , but does not preserve the

forgetful functor. It follows from Corollary 2.8 that this braided autoequivalence is not induced from an

element of Aut(Asl6). Therefore the image of Aut(Asl6) in EqBr
(
C(sl3, 5)0Asl6

)
is trivial, which implies that

|Aut(Asl6)\EqBr(C(sl3, 5)0Asl6
)/Aut(Asl6)| = |EqBr(C(sl3, 5)0Asl6

)| = 2.

This justifies the second row.

For the algebra Ae6 there is a non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl3, 9)0Ae6
≃ C(e6, 1) which exchanges

the two non-trivial simple objects g and g2. We have that For(g) = For(g2), and hence we can not use
Corollary 2.8 to argue that the image of Ind is trivial in this case. Hence we have an ambiguity in that

Aut(Ae6)\EqBr(C(sl3, 9)0Ae6
)/Aut(Ae6)

may contain either 1 or 2 double cosets. This justifies the fifth row. This ambiguity will be resolved at the
end of the proof.

For the case of the algebra Ae7 , there is a unique element of EqBr(C(sl3, 21)0Ae7
), and so there can be only

one double coset with respect to the image of Aut(Ae6).

For each C(sl3, k) under consideration, all the étale algebra objects in C have distinct dimensions, thus
there are no braided equivalences C0

A1
→ C0

A2
for A1 ̸= A2. Hence the information in the above table counts

all triples (A1,F , A2) up to equivalence, and hence by [DNO13, Corollary 3.8] classifies indecomposable
semisimple modules categories over each of the categories in question, up to the ambiguity in the k = 9 case.

We now deal with the ambiguity in the k = 9 case. Our computations show that there are at most 8
(but potentially 7) indecomposable module categories over C(sl3, 9) up to equivalence. We find 8 module
categories over C(sl3, 9) constructed in the literature [EP09, EMM24]. To show that these module categories
are all distinct, we note that the fusion graph for action by V is an invariant of an C(sl3, 9) module. These
fusion graphs are pairwise distinct for these 8 modules, and so they are non-equivalent.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl3. □

5.2. The sl4 case. We now deal the case of sl4. The classification in this case was claimed in [Ocn02]. Here
we give a proof for completeness. Note that in [CEM23], the explicit structure for these module categories
is determined.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl4. We have the following information from [Gan23, EM23]:

C Étale Algebras A EqBr(C0
A) |Aut(A)\EqBr(C0

A)/Aut(A)|
C(sl4, 4) 1 Z2 2

A2 Z3
2 4

Aso15
{e} 1

C(sl4, 6) 1 Z2
2 4

A2 Z2
2 2

Asl10 Z2 2
C(sl4, 8) 1 Z2 2

A2 Z2
2 2

A4 S4 3
Aso20 Z2 1 or 2

As in the sl3 case, we just have to justify the final column.

The cases where A = 1 and A = Am (with k ̸= 8 and m ̸= 4) follow from Lemma 3.1.
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The group EqBr(C(sl4, 4)Aso15) is trivial, hence there is a unique double coset in

Aut(Aso15
)\EqBr(C(sl4, 4)0Aso15

)/Aut(Aso15
).

The non-trivial element of EqBr(C(sl4, 6)0Asl10
) ≃ C(sl10, 1) is defined on objects by V Λi 7→ V Λ−i . From

Subsection 2.4.1 we have the branching rules

For(V Λ1) = V ⊕ V ⊕ V For(V Λ9) = V ⊕ V ⊕ V .

The forgetful functor is not preserved by the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl10, 1), and so the
image of Aut(Asl10) in EqBr(C(sl4, 6)0Asl10

) is trivial. It follows that

|Aut(Asl10)\EqBr(C(sl4, 6)0Asl10
)/Aut(Asl10)| = 2.

For the algebra Aso20 we have EqBr(C(sl4, 8)0Aso20
) ∼= Z2. In this case Corollary 2.8 is not strong enough

to show that the image of Aut(Aso20) is trivial. Depending on if this image is trivial or not, we have the two
possibilities

|Aut(Aso20)\EqBr(C(sl4, 8)0Aso20
)/Aut(Aso20)| ∈ {1, 2}.

We will resolve this ambiguity at the end of the proof.

For the algebra A4 ∈ C(sl4, 8), we have the exceptional braided autoequivalence group

EqBr(C(sl4, 8)0A4
) ∼= S4.

From Subsection 2.5 and Proposition 2.14 we have that the image of Aut(A4) in S4 is the subgroup ⟨(1234)⟩.
A direct computation shows that there are three double cosets in S4 with respect to the subgroup ⟨(1234)⟩.
Hence

|Aut(A4)\EqBr(C(sl4, 8)0A4
)/Aut(A4)| = 3.

By considering global dimensions, we have that the categories C(sl4, k)0A are pairwise distinct for the
algebras in question. There every triple is of the form (A,F , A). The above table shows that there are 7
distinct triples for C(sl4, 4), 8 for C(sl4, 6) and 8 or 9 for C(sl4, 8). The statement of Theorem 1.3 in the sl4
case now follows from [DNO13, Corollary 3.8], up to the ambiguity in the k = 8 case.

In the case of k = 8, we have deduced that there are either 8 or 9 equivalence classes of indecomposable
module categories over C(sl4, 8). In [CEM23] 9 non-pairwise equivalent module categories over C(sl4, 8) are
constructed. This resolves the ambiguity. □

5.3. The sl5 case. The case of sl5 follows in a somewhat similar manner to the two previous cases. As
usual, the complications arise from not knowing the image of Aut(A) in EqBr

(
C(sl5, k)0A

)
in general. In

particular the algebra A = Aso24 causes issues in this case. Before we get into the proof of Theorem 1.3, we
will study this algebra.

To future-proof, we will work with the family of étale algebras AsoN2−1
∈ C(slN , N). We have the

equivalence

C(slN , N)0Aso
N2−1

≃ C(soN2−1, 1).

In the case that N is odd, the category C(soN2−1, 1) has the two spinor representation S±, and there is a
braided autoequivalance exchanging S+ ↔ S−. As described in Subsection 2.4.3, we have that For(S+) ∼=
For(S−), and so Corollary 2.8 is not sufficient to show that this non-trivial braided autoequivalence is not

induced from an element of Aut
(
AsoN2−1

)
. To show this braided autoequivalence S+ ↔ S− is not induced

from an element of Aut
(
AsoN2−1

)
, we can use the presentation of the tensor category C(slN , N)Aso

N2−1

obtained in [EMSW24].
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The generators and relations presentation for C(slN , N)Aso
N2−1

is given in terms of tensor powers of the

simple object X := FAso
N2−1

(V□). The generating morphisms of this presentation are

∈ End(X ⊗X), ∈ End(X ⊗X∗),

︸ ︷︷ ︸
N

∈ Hom(X⊗N → 1).

We have the decomposition

X ⊗X∗ ∼= 1⊕ g ⊕ Y1 ⊕ Y2

where g is an invertible object, and the Yi are simple objects with

dim(Yi) =
−1− e2πi

1
N

(1− e2πi
1

2N )2
.

Furthermore, the morphism is the unique projection onto the g summand of X ⊗X∗.

Theorem 5.1. Let N ≥ 4, and F ∈ Eq
(
C(slN , N)Aso

N2−1

)
be a pivotal functor such that F(X) ∼= X. Then

F ∼= Id.

Proof. We first observe that as F(X) ∼= X, we have that

F

( )
∈ End(X ⊗X), F


 ∈ End(X ⊗X∗), F


︸ ︷︷ ︸

N

 ∈ Hom(X⊗N → 1).

Supposing N ≥ 4, then we have that dim(Yi) ̸= 1 using the above dimension formula. As F(X ⊗ X∗) ∼=
X ⊗X∗ it follows that F(g) ∼= g. The multiplicity of g in X ⊗X∗ is 1, and so

F


 =

where we recall that is the unique projection onto g in End(X ⊗X∗).

We have that Hom(X⊗N → 1) is 1-dimensional, and thus

F


︸ ︷︷ ︸

N

 = ω
︸ ︷︷ ︸

N

for some ω ∈ C×. Applying a natural isomorphism to F allows us to assume that ω = 1.

From [EMSW24, Corollary 5.7], we have that the set , , ,


is a basis for End(X ⊗X), where

:=
2i

q − q−1
.
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We thus have

F

( )
= α + β + γ + λ

for some α, β, γ, λ ∈ C. Using the relations of [EMSW24, Definition 1.3 and Lemma 5.2], we can solve to

find that α = γ = λ = 0 and β = 1 is the only solution. Indeed one sees that the element is mapped

to a β + γ + λ i(q−q−1)
2 scalar multiple of itself. From the relation (Stack), this scalar must be ±1. In the

−1 case one solves the (Commute) relation to find β = 0 and γ = iα. Solving the (Hecke) relation reveals
no solutions in this case. In the +1 case, one solves (Commute) to find λ = 0 and γ = −iα. Solving for
(Hecke) in this case then shows that either we have the trivial solution, or the level-rank duality solution.
That is, the map which sends the braid to the negative of its inverse. The level-rank duality solution does
not preserve the (Half-Braid) relation, and hence we only have the trivial solution.

Hence F restricts to the identity functor on the full subcategory of C(slN , N)Aso
N2−1

generated by tensor

powers of X. As X Karoubi generates C(slN , N)Aso
N2−1

, it follows from [CW12, Equations 7 and 9] that

F ∼= Id as claimed. □

We now obtain the desired corollary which deduces the image of Aut
(
AsoN2−1

)
.

Corollary 5.2. Let N ≥ 4. Then the image of Aut
(
AsoN2−1

)
in EqBr

(
C(slN , N)0Aso

N2−1

)
is trivial.

Proof. Let F be a braided autoequivalence of C(slN , N)0Aso
N2−1

in the image of Ind. It follows from

Lemma 2.6 and Corollary 2.8 that F extends to a pivotal autoequivalence of C(slN , N)Aso
N2−1

which pre-

serves the forgetful functor.

We define Y := F(X). As F preserves the forgetful functor, we have that For(Y ) ∼= For(X) ∼= AsoN2−1
⊗

V□. By the adjunction between the free module functor and the forgetful functor we get

dimHomC(slN ,N)Aso
N2−1

(Y → X) = dimHomC(slN ,N)(AsoN2−1
⊗ V□ → V□) ≥ 1.

As X is simple and F is an equivalence, we get that Y is simple. Thus X ∼= Y and the statement follows
immediately from Theorem 5.1. □

With the above Corollary, we are now in place to prove Theorem 1.3 in this case.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl5. We have the following information from [Gan23, EM23]:

C Étale Algebras A EqBr(C0
A) |Aut(A)\EqBr(C0

A)/Aut(A)|
C(sl5, 3) 1 Z2

2 4
Asl10 Z2 2

C(sl5, 5) 1 Z2 2
A5 Alt(5) 4
Aso24

S3 6
C(sl5, 7) 1 Z2

2 4
Asl15 Z2

2 4

As usual, we only need to justify the last column.

When A is pointed (apart from the case of A = A5 when k = 5), we have the last column from Lemma 3.1.

When A = A5 and k = 5 we have an exceptional braided autoequivalence group EqBr(C(sl5, 5)0A5
) ∼=

Alt(5). From Subsection 2.5 and Proposition 2.14 we have that the image of Aut(A5) in Alt(5) is the
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subgroup ⟨(12345)⟩. A direct computation then shows that

|Aut(A5)\EqBr(C(sl5, 5)0A5
)/Aut(A5)| = 4.

When A = Asl10 , we have the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl5, 3)0Asl10
≃ C(sl10, 1) defined by

V Λi 7→ V Λ−i . We have the following branching rules from Subsection 2.4.2:

For(V Λ1) ∼= V ⊕ V For(V Λ9) ∼= V ⊕ V .

Hence the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl5, 3)0Asl10
does not preserve the forgetful functor, and so

Corollary 2.8 gives that this braided autoequivalence is not induced by an element of Aut(Asl10). It follows
that

|Aut(Asl10)\EqBr(C(sl5, 3)0Asl10
)/Aut(Asl10)| = 2.

When A = Aso24
we can apply Corollary 5.2 to see that the image of Aut (Aso24

) in EqBr(C(sl5, 5)0Aso24
)

is trivial. Hence

Aut(Aso24
)\EqBr(C(sl5, 5)0Aso24

)/Aut(Aso24
) = |EqBr(C(sl5, 5)0Aso24

)| = 6.

When A = Asl15 we have three non-trivial braided autoequivalences of C(sl5, 7)0Asl15
≃ C(sl15, 1). These

three braided autoequivalences map

V Λ1 7→ V Λ4

V Λ1 7→ V Λ11

V Λ1 7→ V Λ14

respectively. From Subsection 2.4.1 we have the following branching rules:

For(V Λ1) ∼= V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V

For(V Λ4) ∼= V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V

For(V Λ11) ∼= V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V

For(V Λ14) ∼= V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V ⊕ V .

It is clearly seen that none of the non-trivial braided autoequivalences of C(sl15, 1) preserve the forgetful
functor. Hence Corollary 2.8 gives that the image of Aut(Asl15) in EqBr(C(sl15, 1)) is trivial. We thus have

|Aut(Asl15)\EqBr(C(sl5, 7)0Asl15
)/Aut(Asl15)| = |EqBr(C(sl5, 7)0Asl15

)| = 4.

By considering global dimensions, we have that the categories C(sl5, k)0A are pairwise distinct for the
algebras in question. There every triple is of the form (A,F , A). The above table shows that there are 6
distinct triples for C(sl5, 3), 12 for C(sl5, 5) and 8 for C(sl5, 7). The claimed result is now a direct application
of [DNO13, Corollary 3.8].

□

5.4. The sl6 case. The case of sl6 is somewhat special, as we have the first encounter with étale algebra
objects which are not pointed, nor of the form Ag. However these new algebra object are not typically
considered exotic, as they can be constructed via well-understood methods. We begin this subsection by
constructing these two algebras.

From the conformal embedding
V(sl6, 6) ⊂ V(sp20, 1)

there exists an étale algebra object Asp20
∈ C(sl6, 6). We then have that

C(sl6, 6)0Asp20
≃ C(sp20, 1).
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The category C(sp20, 1) itself has an étale algebra object 1⊕ V Λ61. As the forgetful functor

For : C(sp20, 1) → C(sl6, 6)
is lax-monoidal and braided, we have that For(1⊕ V Λ6) is an étale algebra object in C(sl6, 6).

Definition 5.3. We will write Aext
sp20

:= For(1⊕ V Λ6) ∈ C(sl6, 6).

We also obtain an additional étale algebra object via level-rank-duality. Recall from [Xu07, OS14] that
there is a braid-reversing equivalence

T : C(slN , k)ad ≃ C(slk, N)ad.

By inspection, the étale algebra Asp20
lives in the subcategory C(sl6, 6)ad. It follows that T (Asp20

) is an
étale algebra object in C(sl6, 6).

Definition 5.4. We will write Atr
sp20

:= T (Asp20
) ∈ C(sl6, 6).

Using the explicit description of the functor T from [OS14, Section 2.1] we have

Atr
sp20

∼= [V∅]Z3
⊕
[
V

]
Z3

⊕ V .

We have from [Gan] (obtained by modular data considerations) that the category C(sl6, 6)0Atr
sp20

has eleven

simple objects, which we label by the set {Xi : 0 ≤ i ≤ 10}. This category has the same fusion rules as
C(sl2, 10). We have the following branching rules from [Gan]:

X1 7→
[
V

]
Z3

⊕
[
V

]
Z3

X2 7→
[
V

]
Z3

⊕

[
V

]
Z3

X9 7→ [V ]Z3
⊕

[
V

]
Z3

.

With these additional algebra objects, we can now prove Theorem 1.3 in this case.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl6. We have the following table from the results of [Gan, EM23].
Here we add a † label to the rows where C0

A ≃ C0
A′ . The sl6 case is the first time we encounter this

phenomenon. This coincidence of local modules will result in additional module categories over C(sl6, 6).

C Étale Algebras A EqBr(C0
A) |Aut(A)\EqBr(C0

A)/Aut(A)|
C(sl6, 4) 1 Z2

2 4
A2 Z3

2 4
Asl15 Z2

2 4
C(sl6, 6) 1 Z2

2 4
A3 D3 × Z2 4
Aso35

{e} 1 †
Asp20

Z2 2
Aext

sp20
{e} 1 †

Atr
sp20

Z2 2

C(sl6, 8) 1 Z2
2 4

A2 Z2
2 4

Asl21 Z2
2 4

We first justify the claim that C(sl6, 6)0Aso35
≃ C(sl6, 6)0Aext

sp20

. We have that C(sl6, 6)0Aso35
≃ C(so35, 1),

which is an Ising category [DGNO10, Appendix B] with central charge c = 3
2 (mod 8). On the other

hand C(sl6, 6)0Aspext
20

≃ C(sp20, 1)01⊕V Λ6
. There is a moniodal (but not braided) equivalence C(sp20, 1) ≃

C(sl2, 10). Hence we have a monoidal equivalence C(sp20, 1)01⊕V Λ6
≃ C(sl2, 10)01⊕V 6Λ1

. It is well known that

1The existence of this algebra follows from the braided equivalence C(sp20, 1)ad ≃ C(sl2, 10)ad,rev, and from the fact that

the category C(sl2, 10)ad has the étale algebra object 1⊕ V 6Λ1 from [Ost03a].
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C(sl2, 10)01⊕V 6Λ1
is an Ising category, and hence so is C(sp20, 1)01⊕V Λ6

. The braided equivalence C(sl6, 6)0Aspext
20

≃
C(sp20, 1)01⊕V Λ6

shows that the central charge of C(sp20, 1)01⊕V Λ6
is equal to the central charge of C(sl6, 6)

[DMNO13, Corollary 3.30]. This is computed to be 3
2 (mod 8). As the central charge (mod 8) is a complete

invariant of Ising categories, we have the braided equivalence

(3) C(sl6, 6)0Aso35
≃ C(sl6, 6)0Aext

sp20
.

Furthermore, as the braided autoequivalence group of an Ising category is trivial [EM18, Theorem 1.2], there
is a unique equivalence between these two categories.

Next we prove that there is no braided equivalence between C(sl6, 6)0Asp20
and C(sl6, 6)0Atr

sp20

. These

categories both have C(sl2, 10) fusion rules. Braided categories with these fusion rules are completely classified
in [FK93] by ℓ ∈ Z48 such that gcd(ℓ, 12) = 1. These categories are labeled Cbr

10,ℓ. There are two pivotal

structures on each of these categories, and we use the notation Cbr
10,ℓ,± to distinguish these. The numerical

data for these categories has been collated in [EMM17]. In particular we have the following twist values in
Cbr
10,ℓ,±:

θX1 = ∓e6πi
ℓ+12
48 and θX2

= e16πi
ℓ+12
48 .

From the branching rules at the beginning of this subsection, we have the following twists in C(sl6, 6)0Atr
sp20

:

θX1
= e2πi

15
16 and θX2

= e2πi
1
6 .

Hence as a braided pivotal category we have that C(sl6, 6)0Atr
sp20

is equivalent to either Cbr
10,13,− or Cbr

10,43,+.

On the other hand, we have a braided equivalence C(sl6, 6)0Asp20
≃ C(sp20, 1). We compute the twists:

θVΛ1
= e2πi

7
16 and θVΛ2

= e2πi
5
6 .

This allows us to see that C(sl6, 6)0Asp20
is equivalent as a braided pivotal category to either Cbr

10,5,− or Cbr
10,35,+.

The value ℓ is a complete invariant of braided categories with C(sl2, 10) fusion rules. By forgetting
the pivotal structure, this allows us to see that there is no braided equivalence between C(sl6, 6)0Asp20

and

C(sl6, 6)0Atr
sp20

.

For all remaining étale algebra objects, we have that C(sl6, k)0A ̸≃ C(sl6, k)0B for A ̸∼= B by global dimension
considerations.

We now determine the number of double cosets in the braided autoequivalence group of C(sl6, k)0A for
each étale algebra object A. For the pointed algebras Am, and for the algebras Asl15 , Asl21 , and Aso35

we
can apply the same logic used in the previous subsections for smaller N .

In the case of the algebra Asp20
we have from [EM23, Theorem 1.3] that EqBr (C(sp20, 1)) ∼= Z2, and

that the non-trivial braided autoequivalence maps V Λ1 ↔ V Λ9 . This autoequivalence does not preserve the
forgetful functor from Subsection 2.4.4, and hence is not induced by an element of Aut

(
Asp20

)
. Hence the

image of Aut
(
Asp20

)
in EqBr

(
C(sl6, 6)0Asp20

)
is trivial, and so

|Aut
(
Asp20

)
\EqBr

(
C(sl6, 6)0Asp20

)
/Aut

(
Asp20

)
| = 2.

For the algebraAtr
sp20

we have from an earlier discussion that C(sl6, k)0tr
sp20

is a category with C(sl2, 10) fusion
rules. The braided autoequivalence group of such a category is Z2, where the non-trivial autoequivalence
exchanges X1 ↔ X9 and X3 ↔ X7. From the branching rules at the beginning of this subsection, we can
see this autoequivalence does not preserve the forgetful functor. Hence

|Aut
(
Atr

sp20

)
\EqBr

(
C(sl6, 6)0Atr

sp20

)
/Aut

(
Atr

sp20

)
| = 2.
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For the algebra Aext
sp20

we have from the earlier discussion that C(sl6, 6)0Aext
sp20

is an Ising category. The

braided autoequivalence group of the Ising categories are known to be trivial. Hence

|Aut
(
Aext

sp20

)
\EqBr

(
C(sl6, 6)0Aext

sp20

)
/Aut

(
Aext

sp20

)
| = 1.

The above table gives 14 triples of the form (A,F , A) for each of the categories C(sl6, 4), C(sl6, 6), and
C(sl6, 8). Furthermore, in the case of C(sl6, 6) we have the two additional triples(

Aso35
,F , Aext

sp20

)
and

(
Aext

sp20
,F−1, Aso35

)
where F is the braided equivalence from Equation (3). The result follows from [DNO13, Corollary 3.8]. □

The sl7 case. In the sl7 case we again encounter interesting étale algebra objects. There are again two of
these, and they both occur in C(sl7, 7).

The first is constructed in a similar fashion to the algebra Aext
sp20

from the previous subsection. From the
conformal embedding

V(sl7, 7) ⊂ V(so48, 1)
we obtain the étale algebra object Aso48

∈ C(sl7, 7). Furthermore, we have a braided equivalence

C(sl7, 7)0Aso48
≃ C(so48, 1).

The braided category C(so48, 1) is pointed, with underlying group Z2×Z2, and quadratic form q = (1, 1,−1, 1).
This implies that the object 1⊕ S+ ∈ C(so48, 1) is an étale algebra object. It follows that For(1⊕ S+) is an
étale algebra object in C(sl7, 7).

Definition 5.5. We will write Aext
so48

:= For(1⊕ S+) ∈ C(sl7, 7).

Explicitly we have that

Aext
so48

∼= Aso48 ⊕ 4 · V ,

and that

C(sl7, 7)0Aext
so48

≃ C(so48, 1)01⊕S+ ≃ Vec .

Remark 5.6. More generally, whenever N ≡ ±1 (mod 8), the above construction works to give an étale
algebra object Aext

soN2−1
in C(sl7, 7).

The second new étale algebra object in C(sl7, 7) is much more exotic. This algebra comes from an exotic
VOA extension of V(sl7, 7) ⊂ V ′ [LS16]. This exotic VOA was first predicted by Schellekens [Sch93].

Definition 5.7. We will write ASchellekens for the étale algebra object in C(sl7, 7) coming from the above
VOA extension.

We have that

ASchellekens
∼= [1]Z7

⊕

V


Z7

⊕

V


Z7

⊕

V


Z7

⊕

[
V

]
Z7

⊕ 3 · V ,

and that

C(sl7, 7)0ASchellekens
≃ Vec .

With this information compiled, we are ready to finish our proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case of g = sl7. We have the following data. Again, the † represents when two
algebras A and B have braided equivalent categories of local modules.
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C Étale Algebras A EqBr(C0
A) |Aut(A)\EqBr(C0

A)/Aut(A)|
C(sl7, 5) 1 Z2

2 4
Asl21 Z2

2 4
C(sl7, 7) 1 Z2 2

A7 D7 × Z2 2
Aso48 Z2 2
Aext

so48
{e} 1 †

ASchellekens {e} 1 †
C(sl7, 9) 1 Z2

2 4
Asl28 Z2

2 4

□

It is immediate that there is a braided equivalence

(4) C(sl7, 7)0Aext
so48

≃ Vec ≃ C(sl7, 7)0ASchellekens
.

The remaining categories C(sl7, k)0A are seen to be pairwise distinct by global dimension considerations.

We now move on to determining the number of double cosets in EqBr(C(sl7, k)0A) with respect to the image
of Aut(A). The arguments for the algebras Am, Asl21 , Asl28 , and Aso48

are near identical to the previous
subsections. The remaining algebras Aext

so48
and ASchellekens are trivial to deal with, as C(sl7, k)0A ≃ Vec in

these cases, which has trivial autoequivalence group.

We thus have 8 triples of the form (A,F , A) for the each of the categories C(sl7, 5), C(sl7, 7) and C(sl7, 9).
Furthermore, in the case of C(sl7, 7) we have the two additional triples(

Aext
so48

,F , ASchellekens

)
and

(
ASchellekens,F−1, Aext

so48

)
where F is the braided equivalence from Equation (4).

The result now follows from [DNO13, Corollary 3.8].

Appendix A. Erratum to Lemma 3.9 in part I

This appendix is to fix a minor (but non-trivial) error in [EM23]. We will freely use the notation of the
cited paper in this appendix. The proof of Lemma 3.9 in [EM23] is incomplete as written, as it fails to
consider several special cases. The statement of this lemma needs a slight alteration to deal with one of
these special cases C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

. The correct statement of the lemma is as follows.

Lemma A.1 (Corrected Statement of Lemma 3.9). Apart from the case (r, k,m) = (3, 4, 2), we have

EqBr
(
C(slr+1, k)

ad
Rep(Zm′ )

)
∼=

{
Zm′ if r = 1 or k = 2

Dm′ otherwise.

In the remaining case, we have that EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

)
is isomorphic to either D2 or Z2.

This does not affect the statement of Theorem 3.2, as we can deal with the ambiguity of the C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

case by slightly altering the proof of Theorem 3.2. We will give the new proof at the end of the Erratum.
All other statements and proofs are entirely unaffected by the changes to Lemma 3.9.

The correct proof of Lemma 3.9. We begin by discussing the oversight in our proof of Lemma 3.9. The
step in question is in showing that the braided autoequivalence of C(slr+1, k)

ad
Rep(Zm′ )

defined on objects by

(X,χn) 7→ (X∗, χ−n)

is non-isomorphic to any of the autoequivalences which are defined on objects by

(X,χn) 7→ (X,χn+i).
32



As explained in the proof of Lemma 3.9 it is a sufficient condition to find an object X ∈ C(slr+1, k)
ad such

that X∗ ̸∼= kΛi ⊗X for any i ∈ Zr+1. It is claimed in the paper that X ∼= (k− 3)Λ0 +Λ1 + 2Λr−1 works for
all N ≥ 4. We first point out that this is a typo, as this X is not an object of C(slr+1, k)

ad. The intended
object was

X ∼= (k − 3)Λ0 + 2Λ1 + Λr−1.

More seriously, this object fails the required condition with at several specific values of (r, k). These excep-
tions were missed in the proof of Lemma 3.9.

Proposition A.2. Let r ≥ 2, k ≥ 3, and choose X ∼= (k − 3)Λ0 + 2Λ1 + Λr−1. Then apart from the cases
(r, k) ∈ {(2, 3), (2, 6), (3, 4), (4, 5), (5, 3)}, we have

X∗ ̸∼= kΛi ⊗X

for any i ∈ Zr+1.

Proof. Suppose that

X∗ ∼= kΛi ⊗X

for some i ∈ Zr+1. To deduce that we are in one of the five special cases we will split into cases.

Case r = 2:

Here we have kΛi ⊗X ∼= (k− 3)Λi +3Λ1+i, and X
∗ ∼= (k− 3)Λ0 +3Λ2. If k ̸= 6, then we must have

the equations

i ≡ 0 (mod 3) and i+ 1 ≡ 2 (mod 3).

This system clearly has no solution. If k = 6 then we have the solution

kΛ2 ⊗X ∼= 3Λ0 + 3Λ2
∼= X∗.

This gives the exception (r, k) = (2, 6) in the statement of the proposition.

For the remainder of the cases we will have r > 2, and so

kΛi ⊗X ∼= (k − 3)Λi + 2Λ1+i + Λr−1+i and X∗ ∼= (k − 3)Λ0 + Λ2 + 2Λr.

Case k = 3 and r > 2:

Here we obtain the equations

2 ≡ r − 1 + i (mod r + 1) and r ≡ 1 + i (mod r + 1).

Solving this system gives that either r = 5 or r = 2. These give the two exceptions (2, 3) and (5, 3) in
the statement of the proposition.

Case k = 4 and r > 2:

Here we have that

r ≡ 1 + i (mod r + 1)

and that either

0 ≡ i (mod r + 1) and 2 ≡ r − 1 + i (mod r + 1)

or

2 ≡ i (mod r + 1) and 0 ≡ r − 1 + i (mod r + 1).

The first only has the solution r = 1 which we can ignore, and the second has the solutions r = 1 and
r = 3. Again we can ignore the r = 1 solution, and the r = 3 solution gives the (r, k) = (3, 4) exception
in the statement of the proposition.
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Case k = 5 and r > 2:

Here we have that

2 ≡ r − 1 + i (mod r + 1)

and that either

0 ≡ i (mod r + 1) and r ≡ 1 + i (mod r + 1)

or

i ≡ r (mod r + 1) and 0 ≡ 1 + i (mod r + 1).

The first only has the solution r = 1 which is ignored, and the second only has the solution r = 4. This
gives the exception (r, k) = (4, 5) in the statement of the proposition.

Case k ≥ 6 and r > 2:

Here we get the equations

i ≡ 0 (mod r + 1) 2 ≡ r − 1 + i (mod r + 1), and r ≡ 1 + i (mod r + 1).

This only has the solution r = 1 which is ignored.

□

This proposition shows that the statement of Lemma 3.9 holds for all but the five special cases (r, k) ∈
{(2, 3), (2, 6), (3, 4), (4, 5), (5, 3)}. The case of C(sl3, 3)adRep(Z3)

is not included in the statement of Lemma 3.9

due to Lemma 2.15 and Remark 2.16. For the remaining four cases we have to show that the autoequivalences
of C(slr+1, k)

ad
Rep(Zm′ )

(5) (X,χn) 7→ (X∗, χ−n)

and

(6) (X,χn) 7→ (X,χn+i).

are distinct. In the special case of m′ = 1, this follows from [EM22, Theorem 1.1].

For the cases (r, k) ∈ {(2, 6), (4, 5), (5, 3)} we are left with the cases where m′ is 3, 5, and 3 respectively.
Here we consider the objects (Λ1 +Λr, χ1), and (Λ1 +Λr, χ−1), which are distinct as Stab(Λ1 +Λr) ∼= Zm′ ,
and m′ > 2 in all cases. The autoequivalence in Equation (5) exchanges these two objects. As m′ > 2 in all
cases, it is immediate that there is no choice of i such that the autoequivalence in Equation (6) exchanges
(Λ1 + Λr, χ1) and (Λ1 + Λr, χ−1). Hence we have the desired outcome for these three cases.

In the final case of C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)
we are unable to use combinatorial arguments to distinguish the map

(X,χn) 7→ (X∗, χ−n)

from the identity. Hence we have the ambiguity that either EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

)
∼= D2 if the above

autoequivalence is not naturally isomorphic to the identity, or EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

)
∼= Z2 if it is. All

together we have the proof of Lemma A.1.

The adjustment to the proof of Theorem 3.2. To finish up, we have to show that the ambiguity
in Lemma A.1 can be resolved in the proof of Theorem 3.2, without the statement of Theorem 3.2 being

affected. That is, we have to prove that EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
∼= Z2×D2. With the new ambiguity present

in Lemma A.1, we have that either EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
∼= Z2 ×D2 or EqBr

(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
∼= Z2 ×Z2.

To rule out the latter possibility, we will simply find 8 non pairwise isomorphic braided autoequivalences of
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

.

The first is given by the action of Rep(Z2), which is defined on objects by

(X,χn) 7→ (X,χn+1).
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We label this autoequivalence FRep(Z2). We have that FRep(Z2) ◦ FRep(Z2)
∼= Id.

We have another braided autoequivalence coming from simple currents as in [EM23, Corollary 3.11]. This
autoequivalence is distinguished by the fact that it restricts to the identity on the subcategory C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)

.

We label this autoequivalence F(4Λ1,χ0). This braided autoequivalence also has order 2.

Finally we have a braided autoequivalence which is descended from the charge conjugation autoequivalence
of C(sl4, 4). This autoequivalence is defined on objects by

(X,χn) 7→ (X∗, χ−n).

As for the previous examples, this braided autoequivalence has order 2. We label this autoequivalence Fc.
While we previously couldn’t distinguish the autoequivalence Fc from the identity when restricted to the

subcategory C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)
, it is much easier to distinguish them on the full category C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

. Indeed,

we consider the object (2Λ1, χ0) ∈ C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)
. We have that the charge conjugation autoequivalence

maps

(2Λ1, χ0) 7→ (2Λ3, χ0).

As 2Λ3 ̸∼= (4Λ2)⊗ (2Λ1), we have that (2Λ1, χ0) ̸∼= (2Λ3, χ0), and so the charge congugation autoequivalence
is not isomorphic to the identity.

Furthermore, we have that FRep(Z2) ◦ Fc ̸∼= F(4Λ1,χ0). This can be checked at the level of the fusion ring
as follows:

(FRep(Z2) ◦ Fc)(Λ1 + Λ3, χ0) ∼= (Λ1 + Λ3, χ1) ̸∼= (Λ1 + Λ3, χ0) ∼= F(4Λ1,χ0)(Λ1 + Λ3, χ0).

Here we have used that F(4Λ1,χ0) restricts to the identity on the subcategory C(sl4, 4)adRep(Z2)
.

From the above computations, we have that EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
contains 3 distinct order 2 ele-

ments, no two of which compose together to give the remaining element. This implies that the order of

EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
is at least 8, and so

EqBr
(
C(sl4, 4)0Rep(Z2)

)
∼= Z2 ×D2

as claimed.
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categories. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 56(2):589–664, 2023.

[GS12] Pinhas Grossman and Noah Snyder. Quantum subgroups of the Haagerup fusion categories. Comm. Math. Phys.,
311(3):617–643, 2012.

[GW86] Doron Gepner and Edward Witten. String theory on group manifolds. Nuclear Phys. B, 278(3):493–549, 1986.

[HKL15] Yi-Zhi Huang, Alexander Kirillov, Jr., and James Lepowsky. Braided tensor categories and extensions of vertex
operator algebras. Comm. Math. Phys., 337(3):1143–1159, 2015.

[Hua08] Yi-Zhi Huang. Rigidity and modularity of vertex tensor categories. Commun. Contemp. Math., 10:871–911, 2008.

[Kac90] Victor G. Kac. Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, third edition, 1990.
[KL93] D. Kazhdan and G. Lusztig. Tensor structures arising from affine Lie algebras. I, II. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 6(4):905–

947, 949–1011, 1993.
[KL94a] D. Kazhdan and G. Lusztig. Tensor structures arising from affine Lie algebras. III. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 7(2):335–

381, 1994.

[KL94b] D. Kazhdan and G. Lusztig. Tensor structures arising from affine Lie algebras. IV. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 7(2):383–
453, 1994.

[KO02] Alexander Kirillov, Jr. and Viktor Ostrik. On a q-analogue of the McKay correspondence and the ADE classification

of sl2 conformal field theories. Adv. Math., 171(2):183–227, 2002.
[KR08] Liang Kong and Ingo Runkel. Morita classes of algebras in modular tensor categories. Adv. Math., 219(5):1548–1576,

2008.

[KW88] Victor G. Kac and Minoru Wakimoto. Modular and conformal invariance constraints in representation theory of
affine algebras. Adv. in Math., 70(2):156–236, 1988.

[Liu15] Zhengwei Liu. Yang-baxter relation planar algebras, 2015.

[LL95] F. Levstein and J. I. Liberati. Branching rules for conformal embeddings. Comm. Math. Phys., 173(1):1–16, 1995.
[Lon94] Roberto Longo. A duality for Hopf algebras and for subfactors. I. Comm. Math. Phys., 159(1):133–150, 1994.

[LR22] Zhengwei Liu and Christopher Ryba. The Grothendieck ring of a family of spherical categories. Comm. Math.

Phys., 396(1):315–348, 2022.

36



[LS16] Ching Hung Lam and Hiroki Shimakura. A holomorphic vertex operator algebra of central charge 24 whose weight
one Lie algebra has type A6,7. Lett. Math. Phys., 106(11):1575–1585, 2016.

[McG22] Emily McGovern. Module categories for An web categories from Ãn−1-buildings, 2022.
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