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TYPE II QUANTUM SUBGROUPS FOR QUANTUM sly. II: CLASSIFICATION

CAIN EDIE-MICHELL AND TERRY GANNON

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the indecomposable module categories over C(sly, k), the category of
integrable level-k respresentations of affine Kac-Moody sly. 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(sly,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(sly, 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 sly 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| [GS12],
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 II; factor M, then a C-module category (along with a choice of module object) can be used to construct
a subfactor M C 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 [Dec22l 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 g can be equipped with a tensor product which makes it non-degenerately braided
[IMS89, [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(Uy(g)), where ¢ 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, [KL94al, [KL.94D, [Fin96]. These categories have physical relevance, as they are the
representation categories of the Wess-Zumino-Witten chiral conformal field theories V(g, k) Hua08].

The problem of determining Mod(C(g, k)) was initially studied in the physics literature [GWS86, [CIZ87],
where the case sl was considered. Here an ADF classification was obtained. A fully rigorous mathematical
treatment of the sly 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 [Ocn02] 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 sly. We remark that the sly 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 £ > 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(sly, 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(sly, k) module categories is in progress, with results found in [Wenl2]
Wen23| [CEM23].

Our main result classifies the indecomposable module categories over C(sly, 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 K-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(sly, k).
Hence we consider this classification theorem as the generic result on Mod(C(sly, k)).

Theorem 1.1. Let N,k € N>y be such that the only connected étale algebra objects in C(sly, k) are pointed.
Then there is a bijection

(d, 6) — ./\/ld@

between pairs (d,e) where € € {+,—}, and d is a divisor of % if N is even and k is odd, or a divisor of N
otherwise, and indecomposable module categories M of C(sly, k) up to equivalence.

The decomposition of the relative tensor products between these indecomposable module categories is given
by the following rule:
B ged(ma, ;ma
Md17€1 IXC(ﬁ[N,k’) MdQ,Ez = Md27€2 IEC(S[N,k) Md1,€1 ~ M god(may maz)

d,61€2

where d = diem(mg, ;ma,), @ (d1)x @ (ds)-

The definitions of the quantities d,, z, mq4, and @(d) can be found in Definition 4.3| and Remark

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,e) 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 € = +. For N = 2 and k = 2 the
bijection holds if we restrict to d = 1 and € = +. The N = 2 version of the classification theorem is known
from previous results in the literature [CIZ87, [Ost03al]. 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 Mg . 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 Mg ) 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 [d] though it is worth highlighting the results here. The categories
Mg+ are the simple current module categories over C(sly, k). These are the categories corresponding to
pointed algebra objects in C(sly, k) (which are classified by divisors of N or %) These simple current module
categories are fully understood. The module category M _ 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(sly, k). There has been some work on determining the explicit structure of this
module category (see [GG02, [PZ02, BEO4]). We understand that Wenzl is currently working on constructing

the module category as a quantum deformation of the subgroups
Sp(N —1) C SL(N) : N odd Sp(N) C SL(N) : N even.

At the time of writing, Wenzl has a construction of a projective version in the N even case [Wenl2], which
we expect corresponds to the module category M N We expect that all module categories My _ with d

a divisor of % can be constructed as a projective version of M; _. In an alternate direction, one could also
use the theory developed in [CEM23| to extend the quantum gl module categories constructed in [BE04],
up to C(sly, k) module categories. This latter approach was taken in [CEM23| Section 6] to construct the
module categories My _, M5 _, and My _ in the N = 4 case.

We can interpret Theorem as saying that the module categories M . are the generic module categories
over C(sly, 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(sly, k) has non-pointed étale algebra objects. Hence, running over all k, there
are only finitely many indecomposable module categories over C(sly, k) other than the module categories

M.

In the works [Gan94 [Gan23, [Gan] an explicit classification of étale algebra objects in C(sly, 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(sly, k) for these exceptional levels, where the
results of Theorem [I.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(sly, k):

C | [Mod(C)|
C(sl3,5) 6
C(sl3,9) 8
C(sl3,21) 5
C(sly, 4) 7
C(sly,6) 8
C(sly,8) 9
6(5[5,3) 6
6(5[5,5) 12
C(sls,7) 8




) 12

) 16
5[67 8) 12

)

)

)

10

As in Theorem 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 sly, the construction of the 6 exceptional module categories was
obtained in [CEM23]. From the results of [LR22] and the structure of the module categories
corresponding to the conformal embeddings (the definition of which can be found in Section

Vsly, N£2) CV (stwiz) , 1) and V (sly, N) C V(sonz_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(sly,4), C(sl5,5), and C(sl7, 7).

Example 1.4. From Theorem the category C(slg,6) has 16 indecomposable module categories up to
equivalence. From the results of Subsection 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,i cde{1,2,3,6}} U{M,;: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(slg, 6), the two after that are the heterotic pairings of the étale
algebra objects corresponding to Mgy and M1, and the final two correspond to type II twists of the module
categories Mg and M. We refer the reader to [DNOT3|, Remark 3.10] for explanations of this terminology.
We compute the following relative tensor product rules of these module categories.

Reige) | Miy Moy Mzy Moy My My My Mg My Mo My Mz Mz My Mis Mg
My [ Mg Moy Msyp Mes My Moo Ms Me- My Mo Miy M Mz Mg Mis Mg
/M2,+ M2,+ lef M5,+ /M3,+ /MQ,* Ml‘* MS,* M-‘j.* -/M‘J M15 Mll 4M16 Ml.’i -/M|4 Ml(] Mlz
Mf§.+ M.‘}.‘F MG.+ 3M5+ 3M[),+ Mf';,f MU.* 3Mf‘,,7 3M6A7 3M9 3Mlﬂ 3Mll 3M12 3Ml3 3M1'1 3M15 3Ml(i
M+ | Moy Mz 3Mey 3Ms Me - Mz 3Me - 3Mz_  3My 3Ms 3Mn 3Ms 3Miz 3Myy 3Myg 3Mia
My [ Mio Moo Mz Mg My Moy My Mgy My Mg My Mg Mg My Mis Mz
Moo [ Moo My Me- Mz Moy Miy Mgy Mz My Mis M M Mg My Mo Mg
Mz | Mg Mg 3Msz_ 3Mg_ Msy Mey 3Msz 3Mgy  3My 3Myo 3My;y 3Mg 3Miy3 3Myy 3Mis 3M;2
Mo | Mg Mz 3Me- 3Ms_ Msy Msy 3Mgy 3Msy  3My 3Mis 3Mun 3Mi2 3Miz 3Mu 3Mio 3Mis

My My My 3My 3My My My 3My 3My  16My AMyy 8Miy AM iy 8Mg  16Myy AMiy AMy
Mg My Mz 3My 3Mis Miyg Mz 3Myg 3Mis AMygy My BMy 8My AMyy 8Myz  AMin My B6Ms AMyy
My Myp My 3Myp 3My My My 3Myp 3My 8Mys My 16 My My 16M3  8Myy 8Miy My
Mz Mz Mg 3Miz 3Myg Mig Mz 3Mig 3Mia dMyg AMyy 8Myy My BO6Mie 8Myg  AMyy AMyy My B 6M;g
Mz Mz Myz 3Myz 3Miz Miz Myz 3Myz 3Maz 16M3 AMy, SMyy AMyy 8Myz 16 My, AMyy AMyy
My My My 3Myy 3Myy My My 3Myy 3Myy 8My 8Miy 16M 14 8Miy 16My  8Myy 8Miy 8My
Mis Mis My 3Mis 3Myy Mz Mg 3Mis 3Myg 4Miz My B6Mis 8Myy AMn 8Miz  4Myr 6My B My AMn
Mg Mg Miz 3Mig 3Miz Mz Mg 3Mia 3Mig  4Mys AMyy SMiyi M B6Myg 8Miz  4Mn AMi My B6Mo

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 and
Theorem We also summarise the key results of [Gan23, [Gan] and which are the base point for
this paper.



In Section [3[ we determine the number of indecomposable module categories over C(sly, 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(sly, k)) in the generic case. We finish this section by providing a
surprisingly simple closed form expression for the rank of Mod(C(sly, k)).

In Section [4| we find enough indecomposable C(sly, 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 [f] we give the proof of Theorem [I.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(sly, k) in order to apply the theory
of [DNOI13l 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 The
main technical difficulty we encounter in applying the theory of [DNO13|, Corollary 3.8] is determining the
image of Aut(A4) in EqBr(C(sly, k&)%) 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. Etale 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 C4 for the category of right A-module objects
internal to C.

When A is étale, the category C4 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 My, My € C4. We define M7 ® 4 My as the image

of the projection:
M, M,

M, M,



For an étale algebra object A, there is a distinguished subcategory of C4 consisting of local modules.

Definition 2.4. Let A € C be an étale algebra object, and M € C4. We say M is a local module if

M M
M A M A

We write CY for the subcategory of local modules in Cy4.

It is shown in [DMNOT3] Corollary 3.30] that CY 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 € Hom¢(A — B)
satisfying

B B

A A A A

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 Cg — C4. 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 4 =1 =10g), and f : A — B an algebra isomorphism. Then there is a (pivotal) monoidal equivalence
Ind(f) : Cg — Ca. This equivalence is defined on objects by

(X,rx) = (X,rx o (idx ®¢)).

Further, we have that Ind(¢) restricts to a braided (pivotal) equivalence C% — CY.
Proof. This is a direct computation. O

In particular, the image Ind(Aut(A)) gives a distinguished subgroup of EqBr(CY).
Definition 2.7. Let C be a braided tensor category, and A € C an étale algebra object. We will write
Aut(A)/EgBr (C}) \ 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(CY). The following observation gives
us an indirect way to detect if an autoequivalence of CY is in the image of Ind.

Corollary 2.8. Let A € C an étale algebra object, and For 4 : C4 — C the forgetful functor, and ¢ € Aut(A).
Then
For 4 oInd(¢)(M) = For (M)

forall M € Cyu.

Proof. This is immediate from the definition of Ind(¢) given in Lemma O
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Note that this statement is not an exact characterisation of braided autoequivalences of C% in the image
of Ind. Later in this paper we will encounter braided autoequivalences F of CY 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=! € C such that g® g~! =2 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 C4 in explicit
detail.

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

A @ g®i

0<i<m

for some invertible object g € C.

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

particular, a collection of morphisms
gt

g’ g
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 Z,,, and Stab(X) to be the
subset of {¢g®* | 0 < i < m} which fixes the isomorphism class of X. Note that Stab(X) =2 Z = _. Finally,

X7l

we let

X

rx = :X®g‘[X” - X

X gIXl

be an isomorphism, normalised so that
X X
IStab(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= @ ¢®ecC

0<i<m
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a pointed cyclic étale algebra. Then every simple A-module in C4 corresponds to a pair (X, x) where X is
a simple object of C, and x is an element of Z,,. The simple A-module corresponding to (X, x) is (Mx,rX)
where

My= @ Xed
JEZ1x7|

and X : Mx ® A — Mx is defined on simple components by

X g
gH/\\
(e} :
5 = x(4) & (Xog)og —g"
gHM
gt
X g g

where a and r are such that i+ j = o|[X]|4+r with r € Z|;x)|. For two pairs (X1, x1), (X2, x2) we have that
(Mx,,rXt) = (Mx,,rX2) as A-modules if and only if [X1] = [X2], and x1 = p - x2 for some p € Zpn such
that jilstan(x,) = id.

Proof. It is routine to verify that (Mx,rX) is a right A-module, and that it is simple.

Let (Mx,,rX'), and (Mx,,7X?) be two such A-modules. Clearly if [X;] # [X3], then there is no non-zero
map between My, and Mx, in C, and so (Mx,,rX*) % (Mx,,rX?) as A-modules. If [X;] = [X3], then we
have that My, = Mx, as objects in C. Let p: (Mx,,rX') — (Mx,,rX?) be an A-module isomorphism. It
follows that px, g4ei = pjidx, gges for complex scalars p1;. We rescale the isomorphism p so that pg = 1.
We then have by the definition of an A-module isomorphism that

X1(8) g = Xa (i) it
for all i € Z,,, and for all j € Zj/x,);, where the i + j is taken mod |[X;]|. Taking j = O shows that
p = 5+ € Zyy,, which implies that X1|seab(x,) = X2[stab(x:)-

To show that (Mx,rX) exhaust all simple A-modules, we observe that there is a natural A-module map
(Mx,rX) — Fa(X) given by inclusion. By the previous discussion, this gives |Z,,, /{1 : pi|stan(x) = id}| =
| Stab(X)| non-isomorphic summands of F4(X). On the other hand, we have

dimEnd¢, (F4(X)) = dimHom¢(A ® X — X) = | Stab(X)].

We thus have
fA(X)g @ (MX,TX).
XEZ;:/{N:H‘Stab(X):id}

As the functor Fy4 is dominant, it follows that every simple A-module is isomorphic to some (Mx,rX). O

Remark 2.12. It is important to note that the classification of simples of C4 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 Zgi.ph(x), while in this paper they are classified in terms of characters of Z,, modulo the
characters which are trivial on the Stab(X) subgroup. These groups are isomorphic via the restriction map
Zy — Zsan(x)- The reason for this difference is that in the prequel, it was most natural to realise C4 as
the Cauchy completion of a generators and relations category, while in this paper it is most natural to work
with C4 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 = ®O§i<m g®t € C a pointed cyclic étale

algebra. Then Aute(A) = Z/,\n with the isomorphism sending ¢ € Z/,\n to the automorphism n® defined on
components by

n?, = ¢(j)idgs 1 g — ¢

Proof. As A = @ogKm ¢®" is an algebra, it follows that the pointed subcategory of C generated by g is
monoidally equivalent to Vec(Z,,), and that the algebra A lives in this subcategory. The result then follows
by direct computation. O

With this explicit description of both C4 and Aut(A) in the cyclic pointed case, we can explicitly determine
the map Ind : Aut(A4) — Eq(C4) from Lemma in this setting.
Proposition 2.14. Let C be a modular tensor category, and A = Py, ., g®" € C a pointed cyclic étale
algebra. Then for £ € Z/;, and (X, x) a simple object of Ca, we have

Ind(ne)(X’ X) = <X7€ : X) :

Proof. This follows directly from the classification of simple objects of C4 from Proposition [2.11] the explicit
description of Aut(A) from Proposition and the definition of the map Ind from Lemma O

2.2. Indecomposable module categories from étale algebra objects. Given an étale algebra object
in a braided tensor category C, the category C4 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. [DMNOI13| Definition 4.6] Let C be a modular tensor category. An algebra A is called
Lagrangian if it is connected étale, and if FPDim(A4)? = 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. [DMNOI13| 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= Z(M)
where Z(M) € Z(C) is the full centre of M [KRO8|, [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)| x | Irr(C)| square matrix:

[Z(M)]x,y := dimHomegerer (X K'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 [ENOI0, Section 3.4]. We will write M; K M, 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(My BMy)] = [Z(M1)] + [Z(M2)]
[Z(My Be 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
9



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. [DNOT3| Corollary 3.8] Let C be a modular tensor category. There is a bijection between
Lagrangian algebras in Z(C), and triples (A1, F, As), where Ay, As € C are étale algebra objects, and F is a
braided equivalence an — 0%2. Two triples (A1, Fa, A2) and (B1, Fp, B2) are considered equivalent if there
exist algebra isomorphisms 11 : Ay — By and 1o : Ay — By such that the following diagram commutes:

0 Fa 0

Ind(wl)T Tlnd('(/@)

0 FB 0
Cg, — Cg,

where Ind(1);) are the braided equivalences C%i — CEL: induced from the algebra isomorphisms ¥; : A; — B;.
Ezxplicitly, the Lagrangian algebra in Z(C) corresponding to the triple (A1, F, As) is given by

(For 4, ®(F o For 4, )) (1 (1(:3,1)) eCRC™ ~ Z(C).

Here I : Cffh — C%l X (C%l)mv is the induction functor, and Fory, : Cff‘i — C are the forgetful functors.

Remark 2.19. In the case that A; = A = A, we have that two triples (A4, F;, A) and (A, Fy, A) are
equivalent if and only if /7 and F3 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, As). Let M; and My be the matrix of branching rules for the
étale algebra objects A; and As, and F' the matrix representing the combinatorics of the equivalence F. The
modular invariant of the module category is then given by

M, -F-MI.

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 g [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 [Gan23l Subsection 2.1].

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

[Tgl Tl
Pl(g) = Z/\iAi:)\iEN, Zaiv)\igk
i=1 i=1

10



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

sy : 1 1 1 1 50 . 1 2 2 1

N o - e———@ 2N+1 ————————eo - e———e

1

1 2 2
5p2N: 1 1 1 1 S$0oN -~ -
1
2 1
eg : e7

1 2 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 3 2

We then have a bijection between Pf (g) and the simple objects of C(g, k) sending A > V2.
In the special case of g = sl , we have a bijection between the set Pf (sln), and the set of Young diagrams
which fit in an (N — 1) x k box. This bijection is given by sending a Young diagram pu to the weight
N—1
> (i = pira) i
i=1
For a Young diagram g we will write V,, for the corresponding simple object of C(sly, k).

The category C(sly, k) is Zy-graded in the sense of [ENOTIQ, Section 2.3]. We have that a simple object

V2 lives in the
N-1

t()\) = Z i)\i
i=1
graded piece, modulo N. In terms of Young diagrams, the quantity ¢(\) is the number of boxes in the
corresponding Young diagram.

The category C(sly, k) has the distinguished set of (isomorphism classes of) invertible objects. These
have been classified in [Fuc91], and are the objects
Inv(C(sIn, k) = {Vjes1 : 0 < j < N}
These objects have the following fusion rules
Vikin] @ Viiz) = Vigniz - moa ),
and hence form a group isomorphic to Zy. To describe the action of the invertibles on the simple objects of

C(sly, k), we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.21. Let N,k € N, and X a Young diagram which fits in an (N — 1) x k box. We define 7(\) as
the Young diagram obtained by adding a row with & boxes, to the top of A, and then deleting any columns
which contain N boxes.

We then have that
Vi ® VA = Vrn)-
It will be useful to observe that
t(r?(\) = kj +t(\) (mod N).

2.4. Etale algebra objects in C(sly, k). In this subsection we review several of the sources of étale algebra
objects in the categories C(sly, 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(sly, k).
11



The category C(sly,k) contains the distinguished subcategory C(sly,k)P! generated by the invertible
objects Vi) 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 NV, the subcategory generated by the invertibles

e 023

is braided equivalent to Rep(Z,,) if and only if m? | Nk if N is odd, and 2m? | Nk if N is even. This implies
the following result on the pointed étale algebra objects in C(sly, k).

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

Am = VT%](Q)

0<j<m

Our second class of étale algebra objects in C(sly, 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(sly, k) € V(g,1)

such that the restriction of the trivial V(g,1) module to a V(sly, k) module decomposes as a finite direct
sum of irreducible modules (equivalently an inclusion of the Lie algebras sl C g with equal central charges
k(,iv :;,1) = dicliﬁ)). A complete list of such inclusions can be found in [DMNOI3|]. These inclusions were
first found in [SW86l, [BB8T7]. It is shown in [KO02, [HKLI5] that V(g, 1) has the structure of an étale algebra
object in Rep(V(sln, k)). The category Rep(V(sly, k)) is identified with C(sly, k) by [FZ92], hence giving
us our construction for étale algebra objects in these categories.

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

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

Clsln, k)%, =~ C(g,1).

The restriction of the forgetful functor For : C(sly,k)a, — C(sly,k) to the distinguished subcategory
C(sly, k)?491 ~ 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 Thus we review the data
of these functors for the conformal embeddings relevant to this paper.

2.4.1. The embedding V(sly, N +2) C V(sl~win,1). For this conformal embedding, we have that
2

C(E[N7N + 2)?45[ ~C (5[N(1\2f)+1) R 1) .

N(N+1)
2

The simple objects of C(slnv+1y,1) are {VAi 10<i< w} The combinatorial data of the forgetful

2

functor For : C (SIM, 1) — C(sly, N + 2) was determined in [LL95] Section 1]. We summarise their
results. ’
We define the distinguished vector p = (N, N —1,---,1). For s € {—1,1}" we define 0,(p) as the unique
reordering of
(s1 X N,sg x (N —1),--+ ,sy x 1)
12



which leaves the vector strictly decreasing. It follows that o5(p) — p 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}"V, and ¢ € Z such that
0 </¢ < N. For (s,f) € X we define

j(s,0) :=¢N+1)+ > N+1-i.

i:8;,=1
We then have

. . . N(N
1 if A = 71%(05(p) — p) for some (s,¢) € X such that j(s,¢) =i (mod %)

dim Hom(For(V2), Vy) = {O otherwise

Here 7¢ represents ¢ applications of the function 7 from Definition m

2.4.2. The embedding V(sly, N —2) C V(slnw-1,1). This conformal embedding is similar to the previous
2
example (and is in fact level-rank dual to it as mentioned in [Xu07, Section 4.3]). We have C(sly, N —
2)% ~ C(slnyw-1),1) in this case. The simple objects of this category are {VAi :0<i< W}
2

sIN(N=1)
The folli)wing is taken from [LL95, Section 2].

We define the distinguished vector p = (N — 1, N —2,---,1,0). For s € {—1,1}¥~1 we define o4(p) as
the unique reordering of

(81 X (N— 1),82 X (N—Q), ,SN—1 X 1,0)

which leaves the vector strictly decreasing. It follows that o4(p) — p is decreasing, and can be identified with
a Young diagram. Let X be the set of pairs (s, /) where s € {—1,1}V satisfies Hf\[:l s; =1, and £ € Z such
that 0 < £ < N. For (s,£) € X we define

§(s,0) :=20(N — 1) + Z N —i.

We then have

dim Hom (For(VA), V) = 1 if A :'7'25(03(/)) — p) for some (s,¢) € X such that j(s,k) =i (mod W)
0 otherwise.
2.4.3. The embedding V(sly,N) C V(son2_1,1). The branching rules for the adjoint embedding g C so,

for general g were determined in [KWRS8]. In the specific case of g = sly, a refined formula was found in
[EMSW24]. We summarise these results.

For this family, we have C(sly, N)Ells0 L~ C(sonz_1,1). In the case of N even, we have that there are
N 1

three simple objects in C(sonz_1,1), which we label for convenience 1, Vj,, and S. When N is odd, the
category C(son2_1,1) has the four simple objects which we label 1, V4, ST, and S~.

For a pair of partitions A, u with [(A) +I(p) < N, we define the decreasing vector

()‘7M) = ()‘h )‘25 Tty T2, _/1/1)-
It follows that this vector can be identified with a Young diagram. It was shown in [EMSW24| that

For(1) = @ Viaar) and For(V) = @ Viaar)-
Hy(1,1)<N Hy(1,1)<N
[A| even [A| odd
The decompositions of the spinor representations were explicitly worked out in [KWS88]. In the case that N

is even, we have
2

N
For(S) =272 - Vin_1,N—2, 1)
and in the case of N odd, we have

N-—-3

For (Si) =272

“VIN-1,N—2, 1)
13



2.4.4. Sporadic Embeddings. We will also need the branching rules for several sporadic conformal embed-
dings. Here we will write [V]z, to represent the orbit of the object V' under the action of the invertibles of
C(sly, k). i.e. the direct sum of the objects in the set {T¢(V): ¢ € Zx}.

In the case of the embedding V(sl3,9) C V(eg, 1) we have that C(sls, 9)(34?6 has three simple objects which
we label 1, g, and g2. The forgetful functor sends:

1o Mz, @ [VEFID} zs’ 9= [VB}D} zs’ g [VH}D} z,

For the embedding V(sl3,21) C V(e7, 1) we have that C(sls, 21)?4c7 has two simple objects which we label
1 and g. The forgetful functor sends:

Lo WVilzy ® Vg, - 9 Vemlz, Vi), © | Vimmmrem], @ | Vigggeeeemn, -

For the embedding V(sl4,8) C V(s020,1) we have that C(514,9)?45020 has four simple objects which we
label 1,V and S*. The forgetful functor sends

1+ [Vglz, @ [Vﬁ] 2 Vi {VEB} Z, @ [VEB}D} z, St [V@E} 2. 5 [Vﬁam] 2.

For the embedding V(slg,6) C V(spsg, 1) we have that C(slg, 6)?4”20 has the 11 simple objects {Vj, : 0 <
i < 10}. Here we recall the map 7 from Definition The forgetful functors sends

VA o [V ,@[V} DV VAo (For(V,
Volz, m,, © e (For(Vp))

VA V} ® |V VA s 7 (For(Va,))
L g 23 F 23

VA2 — | @ \vA VA8 — T(FOI‘(VAQ))
Bl L ET,

VA VEJ ® |V OV VAT 5 7 (For(Va,))
NI

VA 1 o |V o VL Ve sy 7(For(Va,)).
BT, | F), B

VA |V o |V
L F Zs @- Zs

2.5. Braided autoequivalences of C(sly, k)%m . Here we summerise the main result of [EM23] which gave

a full classification of the braided autoequivalences of the categories C(sly, k)% when A is a pointed étale
algebra. Recall these are the algebras of the form A,, for m a divisor of N satisfying m? | Nk if N odd, and
2m? | 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
{e} if N=2and k =2
EqBr (C(sln, k)%, ) = § Zom x Zm*'™  if either N=2o0rk=2.
Dy x ZhmFtm otherwise

Here p,, and t,, are defined as follows.
14



Definition 2.24. Let m’ = ged(m, k). We define p,, as the number of odd primes dividing N% but not
k

m'?

and
oo 0 ifNZL‘—; is odd, or if £ =0 (mod 4), or if both N;’;—; =2 (mod 4) and % is odd
™ )1 otherwise.
In order to determine the structure of the double cosets of the group EqBr (C (sln, k)%m) with respect to
the image of Aut(A,,) from Definition we need to describe the above isomorphism in some detail.

The Z§m+tm 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 zgm“m and these autoequivalences in [EM23|, Corollary 3.11].

The Z,, factor in the N = 2 or kK = 2 case, and the Z,,, subgroup of the D,,  factor corresponds to
the image of the group Aut(A,,) = Z,, under the map Ind : Aut(A) — EqBr (C}) from Lemma The

isomorphism is given by choosing an isomorphism ¢ : Z,, — Z,,. The braided autoequivalence corresponding
to ¢ € Z,, is the map defined on objects by

(Vasx) = (Vs li - x)-
The kernel of this map is m’Z,,, and so we have the isomorphism with the Z,,, subgroup of C(sly, k:)%m.

The final component to describe is the Zy subgroup of the D,,, factor. This Z; subgroup is generated by
the braided autoequivalence which maps

(Vax) = (V3 x 7).

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 ¢ : Z,, = Z,,.

For C(sl3, 9)?43 we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to Sy. This group is generated
by the D3 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects by

(VEPaZO) < (VBE:EImgO)a (VBHEFI:Dvgl) A (Vﬁflﬂ]jj’€2>’
Explicitly, the isomorphism C(sls,9)%, = S sends the D3 subgroup to the permutations fixing 1, and the
exceptional autoequivalence to the permutation (12)(34).

For C(sly, 8)2‘4 we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to Sy. This group is generated
by the D4 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects by

(ng,eo) o (Vg &) - (Vo o) - (V@}DJO) - (V@,%) - (V@D&) = (Vo o) -

The explicit isomorphism C(sly, 8)?44 =~ S4 sends the Dy subgroup to the natural action on the set {1,2, 3,4},

and the exceptional autoequivalence to the permutation (12).

For C(sls, 5)?45 we have that the braided autoequivalence group is isomorphic to Alt(5). This group is
generated by the D5 subgroup described above, along with the exceptional autoequivalence defined on objects
by

() ()= ()= () () (e) ()~ ()

The explicit isomorphism C(sl5,5)%_ = Alt(5) sends the Ds 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)?43 and

C(sly,8)Y, first appeared (to our best knowledge) in [Fon91]. The case of C(sl5,5)%_ 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(sly, 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(sly, k) (in fact k << %N?’ when N is large). Our main result is the
following abstract classification of the indecomposable module categories over C(sly, 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(sly, k)%, with respect to the subgroup coming from the image of Aut(4,,) under the map Ind from
Lemma

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 m? | Nk
if N is odd, and such that 2m? | Nk is N is even. Then

1 if N=2and k =2
‘Aut(Am)\ EqBr (C(sln, k)% ) / Aut(Ap,)| = { 2Pmtim if either N =2 or k =2
21tPmttn otherwise

where m', py,, and t,, are as in Definition[2.24)

Proof. We recall from Subsection the expression for EqBr (C(sly, k)%m) in the case of
(N, k) € {(2,16),(3,9), (4,8),(5,5), (8,4), (9,3), (16, 2)}.

The image of Aut(A,,) = Z,, in EqBr (C(sly, k)% ) under the map Ind is the Z,, factor in the N = 2 or
k = 2 case, and the Z,,» subgroup of the D,,, factor in the N > 2 and k > 2 case.

A direct computation shows that there are 2P+ double cosets of Z,,» x Z5™ " with respect to the
Z, subgroup, and 2P +tm double cosets of Dy, x Z5m ™ with respect to the Z,, subgroup of D, .

O

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(sly, k) are pointed.
Then there are
Z {me+tm if k=2
14+pm+im i
m|N s Nk 2°7p otherwise

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

1 ifN=2and k=2
Z 2Pm+tm if either N =2 or k =2
m|N:2m2|Nk | 91+Pm+tm otherwise

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

Proof. From [DNOT3| Corollary 3.8] we have that equivalences classes of indecomposable module categories
over C(sly, k) are in bijection with triples (A4, F, A’) where A, A’ € C(sly, k) are étale algebra objects, and
F :C(sln, k)Y — C(sln, k)Y, 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(sly, k) are pointed, and hence of the form
A,, for m a divisor of N such that m? divides Nk if N is odd, and 2m? divides Nk if N is even. Thus
A=A, and A’ = A,,, for my, my divisors of N as above.
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We first claim that m; = mgy. To see this, observe from [DMNOT3] Corrollary 3.32] that
_ dim(C(sly,k))  dim(C(sly, k))

dim (A, )? m?

dim (C(s[m k:)%mi)

The existence of a braided equivalence

F:C(sln, k)%, — Clsln, k)%

mz’

implies dim (C(s[N, k)%m) = dim (C(s[N, k>?4m2)' It follows that m; = mas.
Our problem thus reduces to counting the number of double cosets of EqBr(C(sly, k)% ) with respect to

the image of the map Aut(A4,,). We have from Lemma that for each m, there are exactly

1 ifN=2and k=2
2Pmttm if either N=2or k=2
21+Pm+tm  gtherwise

of these cosets. Hence we have the statement of the lemma. O
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>y. Then

Z 9Pmttm _ o'(N) if N is odd
m|N:m2|Nk

Z oPpm+tm _ {U(N) if k is even N s even
m|N:2m2|Nk U(%) if k is odd

where o(¥) is the number of divisors of £.

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

let d be a divisor of N, or % depending on the parity of N and k. Let us write the prime decompositions

N:HpVP k':Hp"P m:Hp“P and d:Hp‘sP.
p p p p

We then have that p,, is the number of odd primes such that p, > x, and v, + k, > 2u,. Let us write
(5 = min(kg, u2). Then we have

. 0 if vy + ph = 29, or if Ko > ph + 2, or if both ko = ph and vo + ph = 2us + 1
" 1 otherwise.

Assume first that N is odd, and let d be a divisor of N. Define mgy = gecd (d, %) = pr“l’ where
pp = min{d,,v, + K, — 0,}. Note that my divides N (since p, < &, < v,) and mZ divides Nk (since
24y < 8p+ (Vp + i — 8,) = 1+ kp). Conversely, if both m|N and m?|Nk, then for d = m we have mq = m.

Fix such an m. We prove the statement of the lemma by showing that the number of divisors d|N with
mgq = m is precisely 2. Let d|N have mq = m. Then pu, = min{d,,v, + k, — d,} so either 6, = p, or
dp = Vp + Kp — pp. But for the latter to work, we require v, + £, — pp < v, (since d|N), i.e. K, < p,. And
for 0, # p, (so this gives different divisors), we require v, + kp — fip 7# lp, 1.6 Vp + Kp > 2/,

Thus the number of different d[N with mgq = m equals [[, 2% where t, = 1 if both v, + K, > 2p, and
Kp < pip; otherwise t; = 0. This completes the proof in the N odd case.
, %) = prﬂp with p, as
before, except for gy = min{da, vo + ka — 62 — 1}. Then my divides N and 2m? divides Nk. Conversely,
when d = m for such an m, we have mgq = m.

Now consider N and k even, and let d be a divisor of N. Define mg = ged (d
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Fix such an m. Again we want to count the number of d | N with mgy = m. Odd primes behave exactly
as before. Also, either §o = o or do = vo + Ko — o — 1. But d9 = o + ko — o — 1 requires that §o < vy
(since d|N), i.e. kg < po + 1. And for dy # po (so this gives different divisors), 2us + 1 < vg + Ko.

Thus in this case the number of different divisors d|N with mg = m will equal [], 2% where th = 1if
ko < po+ 1 and 2us + 1 < g + Kko; otherwise t = 0. To complete the proof in this case, it suffices to verify
that th = t,.

There are three subcases here:

(1) ke = po + 1, so ph = po and vo + ph — 2us = vo + Ko — 2us — 1. We find that ¢, = 1 iff vo + pf > 2us
iff vy + Ko > 2u0 + 1ifF 85 = 1.

(i) k2 < pg, so ph = ko. We find that t,, = 1 iff vo + ph > 2u0 + 1 iff vo + ko > 2us + 1 iff t, = 1.
(iii) ko > p2 + 1, so ph = po. Here th, = 0 and ko > pf + 2, so also t,,, = 0.

Finally, the argument for N even and k odd (so ko = p4 = 0) is similar but easier. Define my = ged(d, %)
as before. Let d divide N/2 and have mg = m. Again §y = s or 0o = vo+ Ko —ps —1; s = o+ Ko — g — 1
now requires both o < s (since d| %), which is automatically satisfied, and 2us +1 < vo (so we get different
divisors). So define t}, as before; we need to show that t;, = ¢,,. But ¢, = 1 iff vo > 2us + 2 iff t;, = 1. This

completes the proof in this case. O

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

20 (%) if N even and k odd

20(N) otherwise

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

4. MODULE CATEGORIES AND MODULAR INVARIANTS

The results of Section |3 show that there are precisely 20(N) (or 20 () if N even and k odd) indecom-
posable module categories over C(sly, 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(sly, k).

Proposition 4.1. Let N > 2 and k > 1. Then there is a bijection between divisors d of N (or % if N is
even and k is odd), and pointed cyclic algebra objects in C(sly, k). This bijection sends such a divisor d to
the object

Ad = @ V‘rj%(@)'

0<j<m

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 A4 modules in C(sly, k) to obtain half of our indecomposable
module categories.

Definition 4.2. For d a divisor of N (or &), we will write
Md,+ = C(S[N, 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]).

NZ]AC
. d
(1) Z(d: +)rp = [Z(Ma )l v, Zé ( 5 )c&migm.

Here §4(L) = 1if d | L, and §%(L) = 0 otherwise, and

i k+ N if Nk odd
)k otherwise.

To remind the reader, the definition of £()\) is given in Subsection

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:Hp”fﬁ k:Hp”P, d:Hp‘sP, and m:Hp“P.
P P P P

We will write
| ged (a, ) N odd
mq ‘=
ged (d7 %) N even
as in the proof of Lemma

Let P be the set of all primes dividing N, and write 27 := {—, +}¥. For each m, define an equivalence
relation on 2 by @ ~,, b iff @, = b, whenever ), < p, < MTHP Finally we define

2(d), = +1 if 6p = pp
LN | otherwise.

Remark 4.4. Note that the proof of Lemma says that for each m, the set of d satisfying my = m is in
bijection with 2/ ~,,,. This bijection in one direction sends d ++ @(d). In the reverse direction, we send @
to the divisor d,,,z defined by

Vp+ky,—2 -
P m||p:a>p:71pp p—2Hp N odd, or a, = +1
m,a - L ovatra—2us—1 Vpt+kp—2M -
m -2 ||p¢2:a>p:_1pp p—<Hp N even and a, = —1

We will write Zy for the group action of invertible objects of C(sly, k) on the set of isomorphism classes
of simple objects, and Dy for the extension of Zy by the duality map. The map 7 from Definition [2.21] is
the pullback of the action of the generator V};j to the indexing set. In a similar fashion, we will write A\* for
the pullback of the duality map (so Vi = V).

With these definitions, we can show the following.
Proposition 4.5. The modular invariant Z(d,+) satisfies Z(d,+) = Z(d, —i—)t and

_ [ Istabz,, (M| if malt(\) and p € Z,,, T1, ThetNE Ny ())
2(d:+)an = { 0 ’ otherwise

where = N/p"»T"r € Q, =04 a =41, =—-21ifa =—-1, an = — (mod p*? ).
here N = N/p"»**» € Q, hy =0 if @(d)p hy = =2 if d(d), d b, = (Npk)™* (mod p*»)

Proof. By the Chinese remainder theorem, we can write any i € Z; in the form i = Zpl N pd/ po» for unique
ip € Z,5,. Plugging this into the §¢ condition in Equation , we get (for odd p) that —2t(\) = Nk/p°»i,
(mod p%) and (for p = 2) —t(A\) = Nk/2%% iy (mod 2°2). Note that (for odd p) p*» divides Nk/p’» since
Sp+ip < (Vp+rp—ip)+ip = Vp+kp, and 2/ divides Nk /2%t since o+ 14 g < (Vo+ro—pp—1)+14pp =
Vo + k2. Thus there is a solution for ¢ only if mg4 divides t(A).

Note that N,k is an integer coprime to p, so ¢, exists. Assume my divides t(\). If p, = 4, (ie.
a(d), = +1), then any i, works. If u, < 6, < v, (ie. @(d), = —1), then i, works iff i, = —20,t(\)/p"»
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(mod p®»~##) (when p is odd), or iff ip = —lat()\)/2#2 (mod 2°27#2) (p = 2). Hence if Z(d,+),, # 0, then
Z(d, ) #0iff ' € Zy,, p, in which case Z(d, +)x,0 = Z(d, +)x -

Finally, suppose @(d), = —1. Since t(7"N/P"" 772NGNo \) = Nk /pie — 2kt(A\) €, N, +t(N) = 0—2¢(\) +
t(\) = —t()\) (mod p®) for any r, the solution 4, for 77V/P"" 772t Np \ wwill be the negative of that for
o

Z(d, +)7—7‘N/m [T, ™0t Np ) 7N /m (x) = ‘Stabzmd (TTN/m H Fhet(N\)ep Ny N
P

= |stabz, (\)| = Z(d, +))\,T"N/7" [T, 7Pt Np 5
so we get that Z(d,+) is symmetric. O

The module categories Mg 4 give o(N) (or o (%)) indecomposable module categories. We obtain the

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

]:Chargea/)\) = V)ik
From [DNO13] Corollary 3.8], this triple corresponds to an indecomposable C(sly, k) module category.

Definition 4.6. Let N,k > 3. We write M _ for the indecomposable C(sly, k) module category corre-
sponding to the triple (1, Feharge, 1)-

From Theorem the modular invariant of M; _ is given as follows.
Z(1, =) = [ZMo )] v, = G-
Note that M _ is an invertible module category (of order 2), via [DNOI13| Remark 3.8]. We can thus obtain
indecomposable module categories via relative tensor products.

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

Md,_ = ./\/ll,_ gc(slN,k) Md7+.

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

gories.
Z(d7 7) = Z(]-v *)Z(dv +)

The module categories Mg+ give 20(N) (or 20(%)) indecomposable module categories over C(sly,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 Vy € C(sly, k)
with trivial Zy-stabiliser and t(\) = 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 Vy € C(sln, k) with trivial Dy -stabiliser and t(\) = a (mod N ).

Proof. For part (a), A = A, works unless both a = N/2 and k = 2, in which case take A = Ay + Ay _;.

N

5 ora=N.
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For part (b), again A = A, works, unless a =



For a = %, take A = Ay + A%_l. To see it has trivial Dy-stabiliser, for N > 6 such a weight has two
strings of 0’s of differing lengths; for N = 6 with k& > 3, use Ao > max{\;}; and for N = 4 with k£ > 4 again
use Ag > max{\;}.

For a = 0, take A = 2A; +Ay_5. This object is shown to have trivial Dy stabiliser in Proposition[A72] [

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(sly, k)
are linearly independent over Z, except for

(N, k) €{(3,3),(3,6),(6,3),(4,4),(5,5)} -

3,6),(5,5), the only linear dependencies are Z(N,+) = Z(N,—); for (N, k) = (6,3) the
( _

,—); and for (N, k) = (4,4) they are generated by Z(2,4+) = Z(2,—) and Z(4,+) =

For (N,k) = (3,3),(
)=2Z

only is Z(3,+
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 mg = ged{d, Nk/(2d)} as before and 0 < ag < N by ag = —mg4 (mod N). Let A be
the object promised by Lemma (b).

Suppose we have ), cqZ(d,+) + >, ¢, Z(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,+), ;v/a(y) # 0
for any divisor d < d' iff d = d’, and Z(d, —), ;~/a(y) # 0 for all divisors d. Thus ¢y = 0. Moreover,
Z(d.=)y r—nyar (z+) # 0 for any divisor d < d' iff d = d’, and Z(d, +), ~w/a (y+) # 0 for all divisors d. Thus
¢l = 0. Repeating this argument with the next biggest value of d, etc, we get inductively that all coefficients
Cd, ¢; must vanish.

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

Z(N,+)=4(N,-) (a)

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

N N
Z(2 ) =2z(2, - b
(3+)-2(3-) )
for (N, k) = (6,3); and
N N
cNZ(N,+)+c§VZ(N,—)—|—012vZ<2,—|—>—|—C’NZ<2,—> =0 (¢)
2

for (N,k) = (4,4). There is nothing more to say about (a) and (b), other than that they exist. For (c),
mg = mg = 2. We find that the (As, A2) entries require c; = —c%, and (A2, 7(A2)) requires ¢y = —c. O

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 Mg + are inequivalent. There are precisely as many of these indecomposable module categories, as
abstractly classified by Theorem Hence we obtain the following.

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

Mg :d| 5 ee{—,+}} if N and k are both odd
{Maye:d| N,ee{—,+}} otherwise

is a complete set of representatives for the indecomposable module categories over C(sly, 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,-)* = Z(1,+),

(2) Z(]-v _)Z(dv +) = Z(dv +)Z(1a _);

(3) Z(d',+)Z(d",+)=Z(d",+)Z(d',+) =rZ(d,+)
where r = ged{mq,mar}, and d is defined under the bijection from Remark by mq = lem{mg, mg-}
and @ (d) = a(d')a(d").

Proof. We have (1) by simple computation.

Since Z(1, —) = S? (where S is the normalised S matrix for C(sly, 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 d; of N, we have
(2) (PN (1)) N (79 (1)) = (pN/eedidudz) (1))
or symbolically, Zg, N Za, = Zycdgd,,d,}- Thus if stabz, (X) = Z, then stabz, (X) = Zgca(s,m}; just as the
orbit Zx (X) equals {X, 7(X), ..., 7N/*=1(X)}, the orbit Z,, X equals {X,7V/™(X), ..., 7N/ged{s;m}=N/m(x}1

Let Z = Z(d',+)Z(d",+), and set m = lem{mg,mq-} and r = ged{ma,ma+}. Suppose Zxy # 0,
where stabz, (X) = Zs. Then there is some W such that both Z(d")x w # 0, Z(d")w,y # 0. Thus (using
Proposition

s—1
Zxy =3 Z(d)xrwZ(d" )y v = ged{s, ma} ged{s, mar } god { ——— M
Xy ; (d)x riwZ(d")y riw = ged{s, mq } ged{s, mar} gc {gcd{S,md/}’gcd{s,mdu}

We claim that that equals r gcd{s,m}. To see that, let p",p"',p“”,p“,p” be the exact powers of a prime p
dividing s, mg, mqr, m,r respectively. We may assume without loss of generality that ' < p”,; so u = p”
and p = p/. If 0 < 1/, then the pth power of both expressions equals o + o + (1) — o) = o + p”’. If instead
w < o <, then the pth power becomes /' + 0 + 0 = p/ + 0. And finally, if p” < o, then the pth power
becomes p/ + ¢/ + 040 = p' + . 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 ¢(X), i.e. iff both mg and mg- divide ¢(X). But
Z(d',+)x,w # 0 requires my to divide ¢(X), and Z(d”,+)w,y # 0 requires mg- to divide ¢t(W). We know
that W =], ot XNy X 56 we know mgr must divide khit (X )l Np+t(X) = hit(X)+t(X) = @(d)pt(X)
(mod p*r), and we’re done.

Conversely, suppose m divides ¢t(X). Then mg divides t(X) so Z(d', +)x,w # 0 where W =[], Tt (XN x
As before, t(W) = @(d'),t(X) (mod p*»), so Proposition 1 gives us Z(d")w,y # 0 where

Y = HTh;jt(W)liprW _ HTh;;z(d')pt(X)e,,Nerh;t(X)epNPX_
p p

Let d be the unique divisor of N (or N/2 if N is even but k is odd) with mg = m and @ (d), = @ (d'), @ (d"),.
If @(d'), = 1 then h)) = h, and hy@(d'), + hl, = hy. If @(d'), = —1 then h)d(d'), + h;, equals —2 (if
a@(d"), =1)or 0 (if @(d"), = —1). In all cases, we get Y =[], et OGNy X in agreement with what we’d
get for Z(d,+).

Finally, we need to show Zx  ~ne/my = Zxy for any q € Z, where X, Y are as in the previous paragraph.
Write 7Va/m — 7Nd'/ma 2 N¢" /man — (Hp TNq;/pMP)TNq”/md” and define ¢ by ¢ N/mg = Zp E’(d”)pq]’DN/p“/p.
Then Z(d/a +)X,‘riW = Z(d/)XVTﬁ’N/md/ W and Z(d”a +)T<7’N/md/ TiW,rNa/my = Z(d”a +)T<7’N/md/ TiWﬂ_N(I//Wld/Y
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using the Z,,,,, and Z,,,, invariance of Z(d’,+) resp. Z(d",+) promised by Proposition But

O ht(r TNy, N + G Nfmar = > (B @ (d”)q), N/p"») +(@(d")pa, N/p"») = > g, N/p/> = ¢ N/ma
P P P

Thus Z(d",+)_a'n/m, = Z(d",+)riw,y. Putting all this together,

) /
TiW,r 4 N/mar

s—1 s—1
/ 1 ! U
Zx raN/my = E Z(d, +)X,TQ’N/'md/TiWZ(d 7+)7_q’N/md/TiWﬂ_q’N/'md/Y = E Z(d,+)xrwZ(d", +)riwy = Zxy
i=0 i=0

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

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

5. SMALL N CLASSIFICATION

In this section we give a full classification (i.e. for all levels k) of indecomposable module categories over
C(sly, 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(sly, k) for these parameter values [Gan23l [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 in the sl3 case. Hence we include a
proof here for completeness.

Proof of Theorem[I1.3 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(sls, 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 Etale Algebras A | EqBr(CY) | Aut(A)\ EqBr(CY)/ Aut(A)|
C(sl3,5) 1 72 4
Asig Z 2
6(5[3, 9) 1 ZQ 2
As Sy 4
A, Z lor?2
6(5[3, 2].) 1 22 2
Ag Ds 2
A, {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(CY) 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(sls, 9)?43 as seen in the above table. From Subsection
the image of Z3 = Aut(As) is the subgroup of Sy generated by the permutation (234). A direct computation
then shows that there are four double cosets of Sy with respect to the subgroup ((234)). This justifies the
fourth row.
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The non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(5[3,5)?45!6 ~ C(slg,1) maps VA — VA~ From Subsec-
tion we have that the forgetful functor For : C(sl3, 5)945[6 — C(sl3,5) maps

For(VM) = Vi & Vo For(VAs) = Vi ® Vo
The non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sls, 5)?45[6 exchanges VA < VA but does not preserve the

forgetful functor. It follows from Corollary that this braided autoequivalence is not induced from an
element of Aut(Agy,). Therefore the image of Aut(Agr,) in EqBr (C(slg, 5)?4516) is trivial, which implies that

| Aut(Asig)\ EqBr(C(sl3, 5)%,, )/ Aut(Asi)| = | EqBr(C(sls, 5)%,, ) = 2.

This justifies the second row.

For the algebra A, there is a non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl3, 9)?406 ~ C(eg, 1) which exchanges

the two non-trivial simple objects g and g2. We have that For(g) = For(g?), 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(Ae)\ EqBr(C(sls, 9)2‘% )/ Aut(4,,)

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

there is a unique element of EqBr(C(sls, 21)?4t7 ), and so there can be only

€7

For each C(sl3, k) under consideration, all the étale algebra objects in C have distinct dimensions, thus
there are no braided equivalences C4, — C9, for Ay # Ay. Hence the information in the above table counts
all triples (A4, F, A2) up to equivalence, and hence by [DNOT3| 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 kK = 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 Vg 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 in the case of g = sl3. O

5.2. The sl; case. We now deal the case of sly. 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[I1.3 in the case of g = sly. We have the following information from [Gan23| [EM23]:

C Etale Algebras A | EqBr(C%) |Aut(A)\ EqBr(CY)/ Aut(A)|

C(sly, 4) 1 Z, 2
Ay z3 4
A5015 {6} 1
C(sl4,6) 1 Z2 4
Ay 72 2
Astyo Z, 2
C(sly,8) 1 Z, 2
Ay Z2 2
Ay S, 3

Asos Zy 1lor2

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

The cases where A =1 and A = A, (with k& # 8 and m # 4) follow from Lemma
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The group EqBr(C(sly,4)a,,,;) is trivial, hence there is a unique double coset in

Aut(Ago,, )\ EqBr(C(sly, 4)% )/ Aut(Aso,,)-

A5015

The non-trivial element of EqBr(C(sl4,6)%5[1o) ~ C(slyg, 1) is defined on objects by V¢ s VA-i. From
Subsection we have the branching rules

For(VA) = Vg @ vﬁ e V@E For(V19) = V@ @ Vg ® V@D

The forgetful functor is not preserved by the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sljp, 1), and so the
image of Aut(Asy,,) in EqBr(C(sly, 6)?45110) is trivial. It follows that

| Aut(Asr,, )\ EqBr(C(sly, 6)?4“10)/ Aut(Aqy,,)| = 2.

For the algebra Ag,,, we have EqBr(C(sly,8)%

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

s09(

) & Z5. In this case Corollary is not strong enough

|AUt(Aﬁﬂzo)\EqBr(C(5[4a8)?4 )/AUt(AElJzo)‘ € {172}'

5090

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

For the algebra A4 € C(sly,8), we have the exceptional braided autoequivalence group
EqBr(C(sly, 8)%,) = Si.

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

| Aut(A4)\ EqBr(C(sly, 8)%,)/ Aut(A4)| = 3.

By considering global dimensions, we have that the categories C(sls, k)Y 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(sly,4), 8 for C(sly,6) and 8 or 9 for C(sly, 8). The statement of Theorem in the sl
case now follows from [DNOT3] 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(sly,8). In [CEM23] 9 non-pairwise equivalent module categories over C(sly, 8) are
constructed. This resolves the ambiguity. O

5.3. The sl 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 (sls, k)%) in general. In
particular the algebra A = Aq,,, causes issues in this case. Before we get into the proof of Theorem we
will study this algebra.

To future-proof, we will work with the family of étale algebras As,,, | € C(sly,N). We have the
equivalence
C(sln, N)Y ~ C(son2_1,1).
1

502

In the case that N is odd, the category C(son2_1,1) has the two spinor representation ST, and there is a
braided autoequivalance exchanging S* «+» S~. As described in Subsection we have that For(ST) =
For(S™), and so Corollary is not sufficient to show that this non-trivial braided autoequivalence is not

induced from an element of Aut (ASUNLI)' To show this braided autoequivalence St <+ S~ is not induced

from an element of Aut (A50N2 1), we can use the presentation of the tensor category C(sly, N) Aso s
— —1

obtained in [EMSW24].
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The generators and relations presentation for C(sly, N)a is given in terms of tensor powers of the

s0M2 g

simple object X := F, Aso s, (Vo). The generating morphisms of this presentation are

VeEnd(X®X)7 \//eEnd(X®X*)7 AeHom(XW—u).
. A~

We have the decomposition
XX 21pgaY10Ys

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

-1 - 627”N
dim(Y;) = ~
(1 627”W )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(s[N,N)A
F =1d.

s0Nn2 g

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

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

( N ) hv
F / €End(X ® X), F € End(X ® X*), F A € Hom(X®N — 1).
AN /\ AN

N

Supposing N > 4, then we have that dim(Y;) # 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

A

where we recall that | is the unique projection onto g in End(X ® X*).

We have that Hom(X®" — 1) is 1-dimensional, and thus

for some w € C*. Applying a natural isomorphism to F allows us to assume that w = 1.

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

IR

is a basis for End(X ® X)), where




We thus have

(0)-ef foriol

for some «, 3,7, A € C. Using the relations of [EMSW24l Definition 1.3 and Lemma 5.2], we can solve to
find that « =y = A =0 and 8 = 1 is the only solution. Indeed one sees that the element i ,,,,,,,,,,, i is mapped

toa f+v+ /\@ scalar multiple of itself. From the relation (Stack), this scalar must be £1. In the
—1 case one solves the (Commute) relation to find 8 = 0 and v = ia. Solving the (Hecke) relation reveals
no solutions in this case. In the +1 case, one solves (Commute) to find A = 0 and v = —ia. 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(sly, N) Asa generated by tensor

21

powers of X. As X Karoubi generates C<5[N’N)A50N2,l’ it follows from [CW12, Equations 7 and 9] that
F =2 1d as claimed. O

We now obtain the desired corollary which deduces the image of Aut (AﬁoNLl).

Corollary 5.2. Let N > 4. Then the image of Aut <A50N2,1) in EqBr (C(EIN,N)%” , ) is trivial.
N

-1

Proof. Let F be a braided autoequivalence of C(sly,N)%. , in the image of Ind. It follows from
JON 1

Lemma and Corollary that F extends to a pivotal autoequivalence of C(sly,N)a4,,

serves the forgetful functor.

We define Y := F(X). As F preserves the forgetful functor, we have that For(Y') = For(X) = Ag, ., | ®
V. By the adjunction between the free module functor and the forgetful functor we get

) (Y = X) = dimHomg g, vy (A @Vog—-Vg) > 1

which pre-

N2_-1

dlmHomc(slN,N)A”NL soN2_

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] O

With the above Corollary, we are now in place to prove Theorem [I.3]in this case.

Proof of Theorem[I.3 in the case of g = sls. We have the following information from [Gan23| [EM23]:

C Etale Algebras A | EqBr(C%) |Aut(A)\ EqBr(CY)/ Aut(A)|
C(sls,3) 1 Z2 4
As[10 22 2
C(sls,5) 1 Z, 2
As Alt(5) 4
Ason Sy 6
C(sl5,7) 1 Z2 4
Agtys z2 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

0 ~

When A = A5 and k = 5 we have an exceptional braided autoequivalence group EqBr(C(sls,5)) ) =
Alt(5). From Subsection and Proposition we have that the image of Aut(A4s) in Alt(5) is the
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subgroup ((12345)). A direct computation then shows that
| Aut(A5)\ EqBr(C(sl5, 5)%, )/ Aut(As)| =

When A = Agy,,, we have the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sl5,3)%  ~ C(slio,1) defined by
VA VA~ We have the following branching rules from Subsection m

For(VM) >V & V. For(VA) = V. & Vg,
(V) =g 5 (V5) A ?

slip

Hence the non-trivial braided autoequivalence of C(sls, 3)" Astrg does not preserve the forgetful functor, and so

Corollary [2.8] gives that this braided autoequivalence is not induced by an element of Aut(Asr,,). It follows
that
| Aut(Asyo)\ BaBr(C(sls, 3)3,,, )/ Aut(Asy, )| = 2.

When A = Ag,,, we can apply Corollary to see that the image of Aut (As,,,) in EqBr(C(sls,5)%
is trivial. Hence

Aut(Aso,, )\ EqBr(C(sl5,5)%, . )/ Aut(Ase,,) = | EqBr(C(sls, 5)%

)

5094

) =6.

5094
When A = Ag(,, we have three non-trivial braided autoequivalences of C(sls, 7)?45!15 ~ C(sly5,1). These
three braided autoequivalences map
VA s YA
VAL AR
VAL Y
respectively. From Subsection we have the following branching rules:
For(VA) = V@ V

For(VA4) = oV
For(VAi) =
For(VA) =V gV

It is clearly seen that none of the non-trivial braided autoequivalences of C(sly5,1) preserve the forgetful
functor. Hence Corollary [2.8| gives that the image of Aut(Asy,.) in EqBr(C(sly5,1)) is trivial. We thus have

| Aut(Asi,; )\ EaBr(C(sls, 7)7,, )/ Aut(Asr, )| = [EaBr(C(sls, 7)%,, )| =4.

By considering global dimensions, we have that the categories C(sls, k)Y are pairwise distinct for the
algebras in question. There every triple is of the form (A4, F, ). The above table shows that there are 6
distinct triples for C(sls, 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].

O

5.4. The slg case. The case of slg is somewhat special, as we have the first encounter with étale algebra
objects which are not pointed, nor of the form Ay;. 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(5[6, 6) C V(5p207 ].)
there exists an étale algebra object Asp, € C(slg,6). We then have that

C(sl,6)%,,, = C(spa, 1).
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The category C(spo, 1) itself has an étale algebra object 1 & VAGE As the forgetful functor
For : C(spyg, 1) — C(sls, 6)

is lax-monoidal and braided, we have that For(1 @ V¢) is an étale algebra object in C(slg, 6).

Definition 5.3. We will write Ag;! := For(1® VAs) € C(sl, 6).

We also obtain an additional étale algebra object via level-rank-duality. Recall from [Xu0T7, [OST4] that
there is a braid-reversing equivalence

T : C(sly, k)* ~ C(sl, N)*.

By inspection, the étale algebra Agp, lives in the subcategory C(sls,6)2. Tt follows that T(Asp,,) is an
étale algebra object in C(slg, 6).

Definition 5.4. We will write A}, =T (Asp,,) € C(sls, 6).
Using the explicit description of the functor 7 from [OS14l Section 2.1] we have

Ag. = [Vhlp, @ [V

. ] Ve

We have from [Gan] (obtained by modular data considerations) that the category C(slg,6)%.. has eleven
sp2g

simple objects, which we label by the set {X; : 0 < ¢ < 10}. This category has the same fusion rules as
C(sl3,10). We have the following branching rules from [Ganl:
v

X1 — [VEEE!E} 2 @ [Vﬁ}]} y X9 — {V@}D] .y S %m

With these additional algebra objects, we can now prove Theorem [I-3]in this case.

v

B

Xo = [Vamlz, ©

Zs Zs

Proof of Theorem[1.3 in the case of g = slg. We have the following table from the results of [Ganl [EM23].
Here we add a 1 label to the rows where C% ~ CY,. The sls case is the first time we encounter this
phenomenon. This coincidence of local modules will result in additional module categories over C(slg, 6).

C Etale Algebras A | EqBr(C%) |Aut(A)\ EqBr(CY)/ Aut(A)|

C(sls, 4) 1 Z; 4
Ay Z3 4
At Z2 4
C(sls, 6) 1 72 4
A3 D3 X 22 4

Aﬁﬂss {6} 1 T
Asp,, Zy 2

A {e} 1 f
gI}:120 22 2
6(5[6, 8) 1 Z% 4
A, 72 4
Aqry, Z3 4

We first justify the claim that C(slg,6)% o C(sl5,6)%ec . We have that C(slg,6)% o = Cls03s,1),
s035 spag 5035
which is an Ising category [DGNOI10, Appendix B] with central charge ¢ = % (mod 8). On the other
)

hand 6(5[6’6)%@;’5" o~ C(spQO,l)(l’@VAG. There is a moniodal (but not braided) equivalence C(spyg,1) ~

C(sl3,10). Hence we have a monoidal equivalence C(spy, 1) ~ C(sly,10)9 It is well known that

0
1pVAie 1pVoAL "

IThe existence of this algebra follows from the braided equivalence C(spag, )24 =~ C(slz,10)247®V  and from the fact that
the category C(sl2,10)2d has the étale algebra object 1 @ V641 from [Ost03a).
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C(sly, 10)1@‘/6,\1 is an Ising category, and hence so is C(spqyq, 1)269‘/,\6 . The braided equivalence C(slg, 6)?45‘3%t ~
C(spgg, 1) oy shows that the central charge of C(spy, 1)(1’@‘/AG is equal to the central charge of C(slg, 6)

[DMNOT3, Corollary 3.30]. This is computed to be 2 (mod 8). As the central charge (mod 8) is a complete
invariant of Ising categories, we have the braided equivalence

(3) Clsts,6)"%,,,, = Clels, )%y

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(5[6,6)?4fp20 and C(slg, 6)" Aw - These
° P20

categories both have C(sls, 10) fusion rules. Braided categories with these fusion rules are completely classified
in [FK93] by ¢ € Z4s such that ged(¢,12) = 1. These categories are labeled ClO ;- There are two pivotal
structures on each of these categories, and we use the notation ClO ¢+ to distinguish these. The numerical

data for these categories has been collated in [EMMI7]. In partlcular we have the following twist values in
Clb e,

412 0412
675 167~ 5 .

O0x, = Fe and Ox, =e

From the branching rules at the beginning of this subsection, we have the following twists in C(sls, 6)" At
P20

;15
2Tigg 2mG

Ox, =e and Ox, =e

Hence as a braided pivotal category we have that C(sls, 6)° At is equivalent to either CP 15 _ or CPf 45 -
- 13, 43,

On the other hand, we have a braided equivalence C(slg, 6)?45p20 >~ C(spyg, 1). We compute the twists:

iz 5
Ov,, = e?mi1s and Oy, = e,

This allows us to see that C(slg, 6)?45p20 is equivalent as a braided pivotal category to either C10 5, Or C}’g’35)+.

The value ¢ is a complete invariant of braided categories with C(sly,10) fusion rules. By forgetting
the pivotal structure, this allows us to see that there is no braided equivalence between C(slg, 6)?45‘020 and

C(s[ﬁa 6)Atr

For all remaining étale algebra objects, we have that C(slg, k)% # C(slg, k)% for A 2 B by global dimension
considerations.

We now determine the number of double cosets in the braided autoequivalence group of C(slg, k)% for
each étale algebra object A. For the pointed algebras A,,, and for the algebras Agy,., Agr,, and Ag,,, we
can apply the same logic used in the previous subsections for smaller N.

In the case of the algebra Ay, we have from [EM23, Theorem 1.3] that EqBr (C(spyg,1)) = Z3, and
that the non-trivial braided autoequivalence maps VA1 «» V2. This autoequivalence does not preserve the
forgetful functor from Subsection , and hence is not induced by an element of Aut (Aspm). Hence the

image of Aut (Aspzo) in EqBr (C(slg, 6)%”20) is trivial, and so
| Aut (Agp,, ) \ EqBr (C(srﬁ, 6)?45p20) J Aut (Agp,, ) | = 2.

For the algebra Ag’;m we have from an earlier discussion that C(slg, k)Y,  is a category with C(sly, 10) fusion
sP20

rules. The braided autoequivalence group of such a category is Zs, where the non-trivial autoequivalence
exchanges X; < 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 (A;;m)\EqBr (C(s[ 6% )/Aut (A;;O)|:2.
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5Pao
braided autoequivalence group of the Ising categories are known to be trivial. Hence

| Aut (Ag;;go) \ EqBr (C(s[G, 6)91%) / Aut (Ai;;;o) |=1.

For the algebra A%' we have from the earlier discussion that C(5[6,6)104ext is an Ising category. The
5P20

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

(Asoses FoAGE ) and (A5 F 7 Aoy,

5P2o

where F is the braided equivalence from Equation . The result follows from [DNO13, Corollary 3.8]. O

The sl; case. In the sl; 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 Aﬁ’g;o from the previous subsection. From the
conformal embedding

V(slz,7) C V(s04g,1)

we obtain the étale algebra object Ago,, € C(sl7,7). Furthermore, we have a braided equivalence

C(5[77 7)?4 " ~ C(5048, 1)

so

The braided category C(so04s, 1) is pointed, with underlying group Zs xZs, and quadratic form ¢ = (1,1, -1, 1).
This implies that the object 1 ® ST € C(s048,1) is an étale algebra object. It follows that For(1 @ S*) is an
étale algebra object in C(sly, 7).

Definition 5.5. We will write AZ' :=For(1 & S™) € C(sl7, 7).

Explicitly we have that
Aext ~ A

5048 048 @ 4 . VF,

C(5[77 7)104(54)?48 ~ C(50487 1)(1)@S+ ~ Vec.

and that

Remark 5.6. More generally, whenever N = +1 (mod 8), the above construction works to give an étale
algebra object ASt in C(sl7, 7).

S0N2_ 1

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) C V' [LS16]. This exotic VOA was first predicted by Schellekens [Sch93].

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

We have that

ASChellekens = [1]27 o |V @ |V b |V S V@j @3-V 1y
=, '), L
and that
6(5[7’ 7)?4Schellekens ~ Vec.

With this information compiled, we are ready to finish our proof of Theorem [T.3]

Proof of Theorem[1.3 in the case of g = sl;. We have the following data. Again, the t represents when two
algebras A and B have braided equivalent categories of local modules.
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C Etale Algebras A | EqBr(C%) |Aut(A)\ EqBr(CY)/ Aut(A)|

C(sl7,5) 1 Z2 4
Agty, 72 4
C(sl7,7) 1 Z, 2
A7 D7 X 22 2
Asoss Z, 2

AStis {e} 1 f

ASChellekens {6} 1 T
C(sl7,9) 1 Z2 4
Asty, 72 4

It is immediate that there is a braided equivalence

(4) C(sly, T)Y%exe =~ Vec =~ C(sly, 7)%
5048

Aschellekens *
The remaining categories C(sl7, k)Y 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)% ) with respect to the image
of Aut(A). The arguments for the algebras A, Asy,, Asiyg, and Asq,, are near identical to the previous

subsections. The remaining algebras Aﬁ’a‘ig and Agchellekens are trivial to deal with, as C(sl7, lc)f’4 ~ 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

(Ag)a(zga 7, ASchellekens) and (ASchellekensa ]:_1a Ag’;zg)
where F is the braided equivalence from Equation .
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(sly4, 4)?&2[)(22). 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

Zy ifr=1ork=2

EqBr (C(sl, 11, k) =
q r( (8lrs+1 )Rep(zm')) {Dm, otherwise.

In the remaining case, we have that EqBr (C(5[4,4)?{‘ép(22)) is isomorphic to either Do or Zs.

This does not affect the statement of Theorem 3.2, as we can deal with the ambiguity of the C(sly, 4)“Rip(22)
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(sl, 1, k)aRip(z ) defined on objects by

(X7 Xn) = (X*7X—n)

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

(X, Xn) = (X7 Xn-l-i)'
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As explained in the proof of Lemma 3.9 it is a sufficient condition to find an object X € C(sl,41,k)?® such
that X* 22 kA; ® X for any ¢ € Z,11. It is claimed in the paper that X = (k —3)A¢ + A1 + 2A,—1 works for
all N > 4. We first point out that this is a typo, as this X is not an object of C(sl, 1, %)*?. The intended
object was

X (k- 3)A0 +2A1 + Ay,

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. Letr > 2, k > 3, and choose X = (k — 3)Ao + 2A1 + A.—1. Then apart from the cases
(r,k) €{(2,3),(2,6),(3,4),(4,5),(5,3)}, we have

X* 2 kA®X

foranyieZ,41.

Proof. Suppose that
X =2k X

for some i € Z,41. To deduce that we are in one of the five special cases we will split into cases.

Case r = 2:

Here we have kA; @ X 2 (k—3)A; +3A144, and X* = (k —3)Ag + 3As. If k # 6, then we must have
the equations
i=0 (mod3) and i+1=2 (mod 3).
This system clearly has no solution. If k = 6 then we have the solution

kAo ® X = 3A0+ 3A, = X7,
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

kAz X X= (k - 3)Az + 2A1+7; + Ar—1+i and Xt (k - 3)A0 + AQ + 2AT

Case k=3 and r > 2:
Here we obtain the equations
=r—1+44 (modr+1) andr=1+4¢ (modr+1).

Solving this system gives that either r = 5 or 7 = 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=14+¢ (modr+1)
and that either
0=i (modr+1) and2=r—-144¢ (modr—+1)
or
2=¢ (modr+1) andO0=r—1+4 (modr+1).

The first only has the solution » = 1 which we can ignore, and the second has the solutions » = 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—14i (modr+1)
and that either
0=i (modr+1) andr=1+4+4 (modr+1)
or
i=r (modr+1) and0=1+4 (modr+1).

The first only has the solution » = 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
1=0 (modr+1) 2=r—14¢ (modr+1), and r=1+i¢ (modr+1).

This only has the solution » = 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(sls, 3)“R%p(zs) 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(sl41, k)“R‘ép(Zm/)

(5) (X, xn) = (X7, X—n)
and

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 (A1 + Ay, x1), and (Aq + Ay, x—1), which are distinct as Stab(A; + A,) 2 Z,,/,
and m’ > 2 in all cases. The autoequivalence in Equation exchanges these two objects. As m’ > 2 in all
cases, it is immediate that there is no choice of ¢ such that the autoequivalence in Equation @ exchanges
(A1 + A, x1) and (A1 + Ay, x—1). Hence we have the desired outcome for these three cases.

In the final case of C(sly, 4)%%1)(22) we are unable to use combinatorial arguments to distinguish the map
(Xa XTL) = (X*7 X*n)
from the identity. Hence we have the ambiguity that either EqBr (C(5[4,4)“R‘ép(zz)) =~ Dy if the above

autoequivalence is not naturally isomorphic to the identity, or EqBr (6(5[4’4)(11%(2;)(22)) >~ Z, if it is. All
together we have the proof of Lemma

The adjustment to the proof of Theorem 3.2. To finish up, we have to show that the ambiguity
in Lemma 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 (814, 4)%ep(22)) = Z9 x Dy. With the new ambiguity present

in Lemma we have that either EqBr (C(5I4, 4)%@(22)) >~ 7, x Dy or EqBr (0(5[47 4)0ch(z2)> >~ 7o X Zs.
To rule out the latter possibility, we will simply find 8 non pairwise isomorphic braided autoequivalences of
C(5[4’4>%ep(22)'

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

(X, Xn) = (Xa Xn-‘rl)'
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We label this autoequivalence Frep(z,)- We have that Frep(z,) © FRep(z,) = 1d.

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(sly, 4)“Rdep(z2).
We label this autoequivalence F4, y,)- 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, xn) = (X7 Xn)-
As for the previous examples, this braided autoequivalence has order 2. We label this autoequivalence F..

While we previously couldn’t distinguish the autoequivalence F. from the identity when restricted to the
subcategory C(sly, 4)“Rdep(zz), it is much easier to distinguish them on the full category C(sly, 4)%@(22). Indeed,

we consider the object (2A1,x0) € C (5[4,4)%61)(22). We have that the charge conjugation autoequivalence
maps

(2A1,x0) = (2A3,X0)-

As 2A3 2 (4A2) ® (2A1), we have that (2A1, xo0) % (2As, x0), and so the charge congugation autoequivalence
is not isomorphic to the identity.

Furthermore, we have that Frep(z,) © Fe # F(4a,,xo)- Lhis can be checked at the level of the fusion ring
as follows:

(FRep(z2) © Fe) (A1 + Az, x0) = (Ar + Az, x1) 2 (A1 + A3z, Xo0) = Fraag,xo) (A1 + Az, xo0)-

Here we have used that F(4a, ) restricts to the identity on the subcategory C(sly, 4)“R%p(22).

From the above computations, we have that EqBr (C(5[4,4)%e p(Zz)) 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(5[4,4)%ep(22)) is at least 8, and so

EaBr (C(sk, 4)fupizs) ) = Z2 % D2

as claimed.
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