arXiv:2211.12790v3 [math.QA] 13 May 2023

HAPLOID ALGEBRAS IN C^∗-TENSOR CATEGORIES AND THE SCHELLEKENS LIST

SEBASTIANO CARPI, TIZIANO GAUDIO, LUCA GIORGETTI, AND ROBIN HILLIER

Dedicated to Roberto Longo on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract. We prove that a haploid associative algebra in a C^∗-tensor category C is equivalent to a Q-system (a special C^∗-Frobenius algebra) in C if and only if it is rigid. This allows us to prove the unitarity of all the 70 strongly rational holomorphic vertex operator algebras with central charge c = 24 and non-zero weight-one subspace, corresponding to entries 1–70 of the so called Schellekens list. Furthermore, using the recent generalized deep hole construction of these vertex operator algebras, we prove that they are also strongly local in the sense of Carpi, Kawahigashi, Longo and Weiner and consequently we obtain some new holomorphic conformal nets associated to the entries of the list. Finally, we completely classify the simple CFT type vertex operator superalgebra extensions of the unitary N = 1 and N = 2 super-Virasoro vertex operator superalgebras with central charge c <^3_2 and c < 3 respectively, relying on the known classification results for the corresponding superconformal nets.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries on tensor categories 6 3. From algebra objects to Q-systems 11 4. General applications to chiral CFT 17 4.1. Applications to VOAs and conformal nets 19 4.2. Applications to VOSAs and graded-local conformal nets 24 5. Unitarity and strong locality of the Schellekens list 28 6. Classification of superconformal VOSAs 34 Appendix A. On the automorphism groups of unitary VOAs 35 References 37

1. Introduction

The notion of (associative) algebra over a field, namely a vector space with a bilinear associative multiplication, is ubiquitous in mathematics. If the underlying category of vector spaces Vec is replaced with another tensor category C, one can also talk of algebras (or algebra objects) in C. Namely, an algebra A = (X, m, ι) is a triple where X is an object in C, and m : X ⊗ X → X and ι : id_C → X are morphisms in C playing the role of multiplication and unit. Here, id_C denotes the tensor unit, which is just the base field F in the case C = Vec, seen as a vector space (and algebra) over itself. The associativity of A is naturally expressed in terms of the associativity constraints in C. One can also consider tensor categorical versions of algebras with more structure, such as coalgebras or

Date: 11 May 2023. 1

Frobenius algebras. In this paper we will pay special attention to haploid algebras (also called irreducible or connected algebras) in C. An algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is haploid if dim Hom(id_C , X) = 1.

In relatively recent years the study of algebras in tensor categories has become of central importance in different areas of mathematics, e.g. in the theory of subfactors, conformal field theory (CFT), topological field theories and quantum groups, see e.g. [BKLR15, FS10, Kaw15, HKL15, KO02, Müg10b, NY18].

Motivated by the applications to operator algebras and quantum field theory, which are often constructed and studied as families of operators on a complex Hilbert space, we shall restrict ourselves to the case F = C , and we will mainly consider C^∗-tensor categories (also known as unitary tensor categories), see e.g. [BKLR15, LR97, NT13].

If C is a C^∗-tensor category, it is useful to consider algebra objects in C with a unitary structure, such as C^∗-Frobenius algebras or Q-systems (special C^∗-Frobenius algebras), see e.g. [BKLR15, Gui22, Lon94, NY18]. For example, Q-systems play an important role in the theory of subfactors. Namely, a subfactor with finite Jones index is equivalently well-described by a Q-system in a tensor category of endomorphisms or bimodules of a factor. Haploid Q-systems (also called irreducible or connected Q-systems) correspond to irreducible subfactors.

A natural question that arises is the following: can we characterize those algebra objects in a C^∗-tensor category C that are equivalent to Q-systems? Similar questions have been raised e.g. in [GS12], in [BKLR15, Section 3.1] and in [CHJP22]. In this paper, we give a complete answer to this question in the haploid case. We prove that a haploid algebra object in a C^∗-tensor category is equivalent to a Q-system if and only if it is rigid in the sense of [KO02], cf. Theorem 3.2. If A is not haploid, the conclusion of the previous theorem is false. Namely, the algebra A may be rigid but not equivalent to a Q-system, as we show in Example 3.11. Moreover, the haploid condition alone does not imply rigidity, as we show in Example 3.12. We also prove that if two normalized haploid Q-systems are equivalent as algebra objects, then they are unitarily equivalent (and thus, they also give rise to isomorphic subfactors), cf. Theorem 3.9. The rigidity of A is equivalent to the existence of a Frobenius structure on A by [FRS02], cf. Remark 3.3. Hence, our results show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of haploid Frobenius algebras in a C^∗-tensor category C and unitary equivalence classes of normalized haploid Q-systems in C. As a consequence, we prove that every semisimple indecomposable module category over a unitary fusion category is equivalent (as a module category) to a C^∗-module category, answering to a question in [Reu19].

Our main motivations come from various applications of the above results to chiral CFT and related mathematical structures, such as vertex operator algebras (VOAs), subfactors and conformal nets.

We first briefly describe here an application concerning the general relations between subfactors and CFT, see e.g. [EK98, Gan06, Kaw15, Kaw19], from the VOA point of view. Let C be a unitary fusion category and let N be the hyperfinite type III_1 factor. Then, by [HY00, Pop95], see also [Izu17, Section 2] and [HP20, Theorem 3.10], C can be realized in an essentially unique way as a full subcategory of End(N) so that we can assume that C ⊂ End(N). Now, let V be a strongly rational VOA so that Rep(V ) is a modular tensor category [Hua08] and thus it is in particular a braided tensor category. By [HKL15, KO02] the simple CFT type extensions of V correspond to rigid haploid commutative algebras in Rep(V ). Hence, if Rep(V ) is tensor equivalent to a unitary fusion category C ⊂ End(N) then, by our result, every simple CFT type extension of V gives rise to a haploid commutative Q-system (also called haploid local Q-system) in C. Then, it also gives rise to a finite index irreducible subfactor N ⊂ M which is in fact a braided subfactor in the sense of [BEK99]. In this way one obtains braided subfactors from VOA extensions.

More direct connections between subfactor theory and CFT come from the theory of conformal nets, see e.g. [Kaw15, Kaw19, LR95]. If A is a completely rational conformal net, then the irreducible (necessarily finite index) local extensions B ⊃ A directly give braided type III_1 subfactors: B(I) ⊃ A(I) for every interval I ⊂ S^1 of the circle. Moreover, such extensions correspond to haploid commutative Q-systems with trivial twist in the modular tensor category Rep^f (A) of finite index representations of A. Now, if V is a strongly rational VOA with Rep(V ) equivalent to Rep^f (A) as a modular tensor category, then, arguing as before, we get a one-to-one correspondence between simple CFT type VOA extensions of V and local irreducible extensions of A, cf. Theorem 4.10. This allows to transfer classification results for VOA extensions to classification results for conformal net extensions and vice versa. As an example we will give a complete classification of the simple CFT type vertex operator superalgebras (VOSAs) extensions of the unitary N = 1 and N = 2 super-Virasoro VOSAs with central charge c < 3/2 and c < 3 repectively by transferring to the vertex algebra setting the classification results for superconformal nets in [CKL08, CHKLX15], cf. Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3.

A typical situation where we have that Rep(V ) is equivalent to Rep^f (A) as a modular tensor category comes from the general relation between unitary VOAs and conformal nets introduced and studied in [CKLW18]. In the latter work it was shown that a simple unitary VOA V satisfying a certain analytic condition called strong locality gives rise to a conformal net A_V in a natural way. Moreover, many examples of unitary VOAs have been shown to be strongly local. It is conjectured in [CKLW18] that every simple unitary VOA is strongly local and that every conformal net comes from a strongly local VOA. Moreover, it has been conjectured that if V is a unitary strongly rational VOA, then A_V is completely rational and Rep(V ) is equivalent to Rep^f (A_V ) as a modular tensor category, see [Kaw15, Kaw19]. The latter conjectures have been recently proved for a relevant family of unitary strongly rational VOAs, thanks to an impressive progress on the representation theory aspects of the correspondence between VOAs and conformal nets introduced in [CKLW18], see e.g. [Gui20, Ten19a].

Our abstract characterization of haploid Q-systems in C^∗-tensor categories and its consequences on module categories over C^∗-tensor categories (see below) are sufficiently strong to consider applications beyond the study of local extensions of chiral CFTs. The main point is that we do not assume the haploid algebras to be commutative nor the underlying C^∗-tensor category to be braided. This leaves open the possibility to apply our results e.g. in the setting of boundary CFT, where non-commutative haploid algebras appear naturally, see e.g. [BKL15, BKLR15, CKL13, FRS02, FS10, KR09, LR04, LR09]. In this paper we will not further elaborate on these potential applications to boundary CFT.

We now discuss the application that gave the first motivation to this work as also emphasized in its title. It concerns the unitarity of VOAs in general and the unitarity of holomorphic (i.e. with trivial representation theory) VOAs with central charge c = 24 and non-zero weight-one subspace (the Schellekens list [Sch93]). In the VOA setting, unitarity is a special requirement that turns out to be satisfied in an important but specific class of models. It has naturally appeared more or less explicitly in VOA theory since its beginning in various ways, such as the existence of a positive definite invariant Hermitian form, the existence of a real form with a positive definite invariant bilinear form, and found various applications besides the correspondence with conformal nets, see e.g. [CKLW18, DL14, DL15, FLM88, Mas20, Miy04].

The unitarity of a VOA can be proved in various ways. First of all there are direct methods. A VOA can be shown to be unitary by a direct construction of a positive definite invariant Hermitian form, see e.g. [CKLW18, CTW22b, DL14, FLM88, Miy04]. In various cases the hardest part is the problem of positivity that can be solved e.g. by relying on unitarity results for the underlying infinite dimensional Lie algebras [Kac94, KR87] or non-linear Lie algebras [CTW22b]. These direct methods already produce a remarkable family of unitary VOAs such as those constructed from affine Lie algebras, the Virasoro algebra, the W_3 algebras, even lattices and the famous Moonshine VOA, see [CKLW18, CTW22, DL14].

A first indirect method comes from embeddings into unitary VOAs. In the terminology used in [CKLW18] the unitary subalgebras of unitary VOAs are unitary VOAs [CKLW18, Section 5.4]. This gives many other examples of unitary VOAs such as orbifold VOAs and coset VOAs. However, many interesting VOA examples come from taking extensions rather than from taking subalgebras. Indeed, the already mentioned holomorphic VOAs with c = 24 are of this type (they are extensions of unitary affine VOAs) and thus, it is desirable to have some easy-to-handle method to prove unitarity for extensions of unitary VOAs. One could be tempted to guess that if an extension U of a unitary VOA V is a unitarizable V -module then it is unitary. Unfortunately, such a general result is presently not available. Even for Z_n-simple current extensions by a unitary simple current such general unitarity result is known only for the case n = 2 [DL14, Theorem 3.3], see also [Gau21, Corollary 2.7.3] and [CGH].

Remarkable progress in the study of unitarity of VOA extensions has recently been made in [Gui22]. Let V be a unitary strongly rational VOA and assume that V is strongly unitary [Gui22], i.e., that every V -module is unitarizable or, in other words, that the C^∗-category Rep^u(V ) of unitary V -modules is linearly equivalent to the modular tensor category Rep(V ). In [Gui19I, Gui19II] Gui defined certain non-degenerate Hermitian forms on the duals of the spaces of the intertwining operators of V and showed that if these forms are positive definite, then they naturally turn Rep^u(V ) into a unitary modular tensor category equivalent to Rep(V ). In particular, Rep^u(V ) becomes a C^∗-tensor category tensor equivalent to Rep(V ). If V is strongly rational, strongly unitary and satisfies the above positivity condition it is said to be completely unitary [Gui22]. Many strongly rational unitary VOAs, including rational affine VOAs, lattice VOAs and unitary rational Virasoro VOAs, have been shown to be completely unitary, see e.g. [Gui19II, Gui20, Gui21a, Ten19a]. It follows directly from the results in [Gui22] that if U is a simple CFT type VOA extension of a completely unitary VOA V then U is unitary (and in fact completely unitary) if and only if the corresponding commutative haploid algebra in Rep^u(V ) is equivalent to a Q-system. Hence, since rigidity of the latter haploid algebra follows from the simplicity of U [KO02], it follows from our characterization of haploid Q-systems in C^∗-tensor categories that every simple CFT type extension of a completely unitary VOA is unitary, and in fact completely unitary, cf. Theorem 4.7. In particular, every simple CFT type extension of a unitary rational affine VOA is unitary.

As already mentioned, one of our motivations comes from the unitarity problem for the holomorphic VOAs with c = 24. Holomorphic VOAs play a central role in vertex algebra theory. The famous Moonshine VOA [FLM88], which was one of the motivations for developing vertex algebra theory [Bor86] and which was crucial in the proof of the Moonshine conjecture [Bor92], is a holomorphic VOA with c = 24. Moreover, holomorphic

VOAs appear to be deeply related with modular forms [DM00] and with the geometry of moduli spaces of complex curves [Cod20]. They are expected to correspond to holomorphic conformal nets [KL06, KS14]. The latter play an important role in the search for a CFT realization of exotic subfactors such as the Haagerup subfactor [EG11, EG22, Bis16, Bis17].

The central charge c of a holomorphic VOA must be a positive integer multiple of 8. For c = 8 and c = 16 the holomorphic VOAs were classified in [DM04a] and turned out to be exactly the lattice VOAs associated to the self-dual even positive definite lattices of rank 8 and 16, respectively. The classification of holomorphic VOAs V with c = 24 and weightone subspace V_1 ≠ {0} began with the seminal work of Schellekens [Sch93] and has recently been completed thanks to the work of various authors, see e.g. [EMS20, ELMS21, LS19, MS23]. There are exactly 70 such VOAs corresponding to entries 1–70 of the Schellekens list [Sch93]. The Moonshine VOA is a holomorphic VOA with V_1 = {0} and corresponds to entry 0 in the list. It has been conjectured in [FLM88] that the Moonshine VOA is the only holomorphic VOA with c = 24 and V_1 = {0}. A proof of this conjecture would complete the classification by showing that there are exactly 71 holomorphic VOAs with c = 24 and that they are in one-to-one correspondence with entries 0–70 in [Sch93].

Let us now com back to the unitarity problem. The Moonshine VOA is known to be unitary [DL14, CKLW18]. Entry 1 in [Sch93] corresponds to the Leech lattice VOA, which is also known to be unitary. The remaining entries 2–70 are simple CFT type extensions of rational affine VOAs, the subVOAs generated by the V_1 subspaces, which are semisimple Lie algebras for these entries. Hence, by our results they are all unitary, cf. Theorem 5.3. Some of them were already known to be unitary. For example, 24 of the 71 entries correspond to the lattice VOAs associated to Niemeier lattices. On the other hand, unitarity was not known in various cases.

Once unitarity is proved, it is natural to ask if these holomorphic VOAs are also strongly local and generate holomorphic conformal nets. Using the recent generalized deep hole construction [MS23] of the holomorphic VOAs V with c = 24 and V_1 ≠ {0} and the results on energy bounds for VOA extensions in [CT23], we are able to prove strong locality for entries 2–70 in [Sch93] cf. Theorem 5.5 (the strong locality for entries 0–1 was already known). In this way, we get a family of 71 holomorphic conformal nets with c = 24 and show that the holomorphic conformal nets already constructed by different methods [KL06, KS14, Xu09, Xu18] are a (proper) subset of this family. From these holomorphic conformal nets, one can obtain many interesting finite index subfactors arguing e.g. as in [Xu18, Section 4].

A different proof of the unitarity of strongly rational holomorphic VOAs with c=24 and non-zero weight-one subspaces has been found independently by Lam in [Lam23].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the necessary notions of C^∗-tensor category theory. In particular, the notion of algebra, Frobenius algebra, C^∗- Frobenius algebra and Q-system. We recall or prove general results to be used in the subsequent sections. We also recall the definition of A-module, unitary A-module and local (or dyslectic) A-module, the latter in the case of unitary braided tensor categories. Note that we do not necessarily restrict ourselves to rigid, nor semisimple, unitary tensor categories, but we do assume the tensor unit to be simple.

In Section 3, we completely settle the problem of understanding when a (Frobenius) algebra in a unitary tensor category can be unitarized, namely when it is equivalent to a Q-system, and we discuss some first applications of this characterization.

In Section 4, we give various general chiral CFT applications with some first examples.

In Section 5, we consider applications to the holomorphic VOAs/conformal nets with c = 24 (the Schellekens list).

In Section 6, we discuss our classification results for N = 1 superconformal VOSAs with c < 3/2 in the unitary discrete series and for N = 2 superconformal VOSAs with c < 3 in the unitary discrete series.

In the appendix, we prove a “unitarization” result for the compact automorphism groups of unitary VOAs which is needed in our proof of strong locality of holomorphic VOAs with c = 24. In the course of the proof, we show various properties of the automorphism groups of unitary VOAs which appear to be of independent interest and which can be seen as a complement to [CKLW18, Section 5.3].

2. Preliminaries on tensor categories

Let C be a C^∗-tensor category [GLR85, DR89, LR97], not necessarily rigid, nor semisimple, but with simple (i.e., irreducible) tensor unit id_C . In particular, there is an anti-linear map Hom(X, Y ) ∋ S → S^∗ ∈ Hom(Y, X) such that S^{∗∗} = S for all morphisms S in C. Here Hom(X, Y ) denotes the space of morphisms X → Y for the objects X, Y ∈ C. The morphism spaces are complex Banach spaces and their norm satisfies the C^∗-identity ‖S^∗S‖ = ‖S‖^2. Moreover, we assume that, for all X, Y ∈ C and all S ∈ Hom(X, Y ), S^∗S is a positive element in the unital C^∗-algebra Hom(X, X).

Moreover, in order to accommodate for the applications of our main result to conformal nets and vertex operator algebras in a more uniform way, and in spite of Mac Lane’s coherence theorem [Mac98], we do not consider only strict tensor categories. See [NT13, Definition 2.1.1]. Given X, Y, Z objects in C, we denote by a_{X,Y,Z} : X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z) −→ (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z and l_X : id_C ⊗X −→ X, r_X : X ⊗ id_C −→ X respectively the associator and the left/right unitors in C, which make the usual pentagon and triangle diagrams commute and which are assumed to be unitary in the C^∗ context. We refer to [Müg10b, EGNO15, BKLR15, NY18, BCEGP20] for general background.

Recall the following definitions:

Definition 2.1. An object X in C is said to be rigid (or dualizable) if there is an object X (called conjugate or dual) and a pair of morphisms e_X : X ⊗ X → id_C (called evaluation), i_X : id_C → X ⊗ X (called coevaluation), fulfilling the conjugate equations (also called rigidity or duality equations):

r_X (1_X ⊗ e_X )a^{−1}_{X,X,X} (i_X ⊗ 1_X )l^{−1}_X = 1_X

l_X (e_X ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} (1_X ⊗ i_X )r^{−1}_X = 1_X (1) where 1_X denotes the identity morphism in Hom(X, X). The category C itself is called rigid if every object X in C is rigid. For a rigid object X in C, denote by d(X) the intrinsic/C^∗-tensor categorical dimension of X. Namely, the positive number d(X) defined by d(X)1_{idC} = e_X e^∗_X = i^∗_X i_X , where e_X and i_X are a standard solution of the conjugate equations (1), see [LR97], cf. [GL19].

Remark 2.2. The equations in (1) are usually taken as a definition of left duals. One needs another pair of morphisms e^′_X : X ⊗ X → id_C , i^′_X : id_C → X ⊗ X, fulfilling two equations analogous to (1), in order to define right duals. In the C^∗, or even *, context, duals are automatically both left and right when they exist, as one can take e^′_X = i^∗_X and i^′_X = e^∗_X .

Definition 2.3. An algebra in C is a triple A = (X, m, ι), where X is an object in C, m : X ⊗X → X is a morphism (called multiplication), and ι : id_C → X is a monomorphism (called unit), fulfilling the associativity and the unit property: m(m ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} = m(1_X ⊗ m) m(ι ⊗ 1_X )l^{−1}_X = 1_X = m(1_X ⊗ ι)r^{−1}_X .

Remark 2.4. We shall consider only associative algebras. Thanks to the * structure on C, every algebra in C is also a (coassociative) coalgebra with comultiplication m^∗ : X → X⊗X and counit ι^∗ : X → id_C .

Definition 2.5. A C^∗-Frobenius algebra in C is an algebra A = (X, m, ι) such that m and m^∗ fulfill the Frobenius relations:

(m ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} (1_X ⊗ m^∗) = m^∗m = (1_X ⊗ m)a^{−1}_{X,X,X} (m^∗ ⊗ 1_X ).

Remark 2.6. Note that either of the two equalities above implies the other one, by taking the^∗, as the associator is unitary. Obviously, C^∗-Frobenius algebras are special cases of Frobenius algebras, see [FRS02, FS03, Müg03, Yam04a], where the comultiplication Δ : X → X ⊗ X is not required to be equal to m^∗.

Recall that the tensor unit id_C is simple, namely Hom(id_C , id_C ) ∼= C , i.e., Hom(id_C , id_C ) = C 1_{id C} .

Definition 2.7. An algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is called normalized if ι^∗ι = 1_{idC} (namely the unit ι is an isometry, hence ιι^∗ is a self-adjoint projection in Hom(X, X)). Furthermore, A is called special (or sometimes also strongly separable) if mm^∗ is a scalar multiple of 1_X , where the scalar is necessarily a positive real number, in Hom(X, X).

Definition 2.8. Two algebras A = (X, m, ι) and B = (Y, n, j) in C are called equivalent if there is an isomorphism S ∈ Hom(X, Y ) which intertwines the two algebra structures: Sm = n(S ⊗ S) Sι = j. The algebras A and B are called unitarily equivalent if S is in addition unitary.

Remark 2.9. Note that every algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is equivalent to a normalized one. Indeed, ι^∗ι = α1_{idC} (as Hom(id_C , id_C ) ∼= C ) for some positive real number α and thus A_S := (X, m_S , ι_S ) with S := √ α1_X , m_S := S^{−1}m(S ⊗ S) and ι_S := S^{−1}ι, is a normalized algebra and S^{−1} is an equivalence from A to A_S .

Lemma 2.10. Let A = (X, m, ι) be an algebra in C. Then, mm^∗ is a strictly positive element in Hom(X, X). If, in addition, A is a C^∗-Frobenius algebra, then it is equivalent to a special C^∗-Frobenius algebra.

Proof. The proof of the first statement is [BKLR15, Eq. (3.1.6)] for strict C^∗-tensor categories. Yet, it clearly works for the general case too, we recall it below for the reader’s convenience. ι^∗ι = α1_{idC} for some positive real number α and thus α^{−1}ιι^∗ is a projection in Hom(X, X), i.e., α^{−1}ιι^∗ ≤ 1_X . It follows that mm^∗ = m(1_X ⊗ 1_X )m^∗ ≥ α^{−1}m(1_X ⊗ ιι^∗)m^∗ = α^{−1}m(1_X ⊗ ι)r^{−1}_X [m(1_X ⊗ ι)r^{−1}_X ]^∗ = α^{−1}1_X where we have used the unitarity of r_X for the second equality and the unit property of A for the last one. The second statement follows as in the second part of the proof of [BKLR15, Lemma 3.5] and in the proof of [BKLR15, Corollary 3.6], by the associativity and the Frobenius property and by taking the non-trivial associator into account. □ The following and somehow converse statement, originally due to [LR97], holds:

Lemma 2.11. If A is a special algebra in C, then A is C^∗-Frobenius. Proof. The proof can be adapted from the one in the strict case given in [BKLR15, Lemma 3.7]. □ The following haploid condition is motivated by the applications to extensions of chiral conformal field theories (CFTs). It is the abstract description of the irreducibility or simplicity of an extension (uniqueness of the vacuum), both in the conformal net and in the vertex operator algebra formalism. Finite index and conformal extensions of chiral CFTs are necessarily irreducible, hence the haploid case is general for our applications. Definition 2.12. An algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is called haploid (or connected, or sometimes also irreducible) if Hom(id_C , X) ∼= C , i.e., Hom(id_C , X) = C ι.

In the haploid case, special algebras are the same as C^∗-Frobenius algebras, without the need of passing to equivalent algebras:

Lemma 2.13. A haploid algebra A in C is special if and only if it is C^∗-Frobenius. Proof. The “if”part follows as in the proof of [BKLR15, Lemma 3.3]. □ If A is haploid, then ι determines a unique morphism ε : X → id_C such that ει = 1_{idC} .

In particular, if A is in addition normalized, then ε = ι^∗. Following [KO02]: Definition 2.14. A haploid algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is called rigid if the morphism e_A := εm : X ⊗ X → id_C admits a coevaluation i_A : id_C → X ⊗ X, fulfilling the conjugate equations (1). In particular, the object X is rigid with conjugate X = X. Remark 2.15. More generally, if A = (X, m, ι) is a (not necessarily haploid) C^∗-Frobenius algebra in C, then e_A := ι^∗m : X ⊗ X → id_C and i_A := m^∗ι : id_C → X ⊗ X, thus e_A = i^∗_A, provide a solution of the conjugate equations (1) for X and X := X.

In the general (not necessarily haploid) case:

Definition 2.16. We call Q-system in C a special C^∗-Frobenius algebra A in C. Definition 2.17. A Q-system is normalized or haploid, if it is respectively normalized or haploid as an algebra. A Q-system is standard if e_A = ι^∗m and i_A = m^∗ι = e^∗_A are a standard solution of the conjugate equations (1) for X and X = X, see [LR97], cf. [GL19].

Remark 2.18. If the Q-system is normalized, then it is standard if and only if the scalar λ in mm^∗ = λ1_X equals the dimension d(X) of X seen as rigid object in C. Namely, λ1_{idC} = d(X)1_{idC} = ι^∗mm^∗ι, if e_A = ι^∗m = i^∗_A are standard. If the Q-system is haploid, then it is automatically standard, see [LR97, Section 6], see also [Müg03, Remark 5.6(3)], [NY18, Theorem 2.9], [Gui22, Proposition 2.20].

In our applications to conformal nets and vertex operator algebras in Section 4, but not in our main result in Section 3, the category C is in addition unitarily braided. Let C be a braided C^∗-tensor category. Denote by b_{X,Y} : X ⊗ Y −→ Y ⊗ X the braiding in C, which makes the usual hexagonal diagrams commute and which we will assume to be unitary in the C^∗ context. For rigid objects X in C, together with the dimension d(X) recalled above, denote by ω(X) the canonical unitary twist of X in C. Namely,

ω(X) := l_X (e_X ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} (1_X ⊗ b_{X,X} )a^{−1}_{X,X,X} (e^∗_X ⊗ 1_X )l^{−1}_X : X → X (2)

if e_X and i_X are standard, see [LR97] and [Müg00].

Remark 2.19. In the special case of unitary fusion categories, which cover the applications to rational chiral CFTs, every braiding is automatically unitary thanks to [Gal14, Theorem 3.2]. Moreover, every unitary braided fusion category admits a unique ribbon structure making it into a unitary pre-modular tensor category, namely the one defined by the canonical twist ω, see [Gal14, Theorem 3.5].

Remark 2.20. Let C be a unitary fusion category. An object X in C is said to be invertible (or a simple current in the CFT context) if X ⊗ X and X ⊗ X are isomorphic to id_C . Equivalently, X is invertible if d(X) = 1. If X is invertible, then X and X ⊗ X are simple. As a consequence, if C is a unitary pre-modular tensor category, there are complex numbers α(X) and β(X) such that ω(X) = α(X)1_X and b_{X,X} = β(X)1_{X⊗X} . Hence, from Eq. (2) we find

α(X)1_X = β(X)l_X (e_X ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} (1_X ⊗ 1_{X⊗X} )a^{−1}_{X,X,X} (e^∗_X ⊗ 1_X )l^{−1}_X

= β(X)d(X)1_X = β(X)1_X

so that α(X) = β(X) for every invertible object X in C, cf. [Reh90]. If the simple current X is not isomorphic to id_C but X ⊗ X is (equivalently X ∼= X), then X is called a Z_2-simple current. Z_n-simple currents are defined analogously.

Definition 2.21. An algebra A = (X, m, ι) in C is called commutative, with respect to the given braiding, if the following commutativity condition holds: mb_{X,X} = m (3) or equivalently mb^{op}_{X,X} = m, where b^{op}_{X,X} := b^{−1}_{X,X} is the opposite self-braiding of X.

We state and sketch the proof of the following fact, which is presumably known to experts, but which we could not find in the literature:

Proposition 2.22. Let A = (X, m, ι) be a standard Q-system in a braided C^∗-tensor category C. If A is commutative, then it has trivial twist, namely ω(X) = 1_X .

Proof. The unitarity of the canonical twist implies that e_A(ω(X) ⊗ 1_X ) = e_Ab^{−1}_{X,X} , cf. [LR97, Lemma 4.3]. By choosing e_A = ι^∗m = i^∗_A as a standard solution of the conjugate equations (1) and by the commutativity condition (3), it follows that e_A(ω(X)⊗1_X ) = e_A. Thus ω(X) = 1_X by using the conjugate equations. □ Remark 2.23. If A is haploid, the conclusion of the previous proposition follows by realizing the rigid braided C^∗-tensor category generated by X as endomorphisms of a type III factor, see [Yam03, BHP12, GY19], and by considering the irreducible finite index subfactor associated to X, see [Lon94, Jon83]. Then ω(X) = 1_X follows by [Reh94, Proposition 4], or by [BDG21, Corollary 2.20].

Recall Definition 2.8. We shall need the following observations:

Remark 2.24. The properties of being haploid or rigid or Frobenius, or commutative in the case of braided categories, are invariant under equivalence of algebras. In contrast, the properties of being normalized or special or C^∗-Frobenius, hence Q-system, or standard Q-system, are invariant under unitary equivalence of algebras.

Proposition 2.25. Let C and D be two (braided) C^∗-tensor categories with simple tensor unit. Let F : C → D be a (braided) unitary, i.e., *-preserving, tensor equivalence, with unitary tensorator f_2 : F (X) ⊗ F (Y ) → F (X ⊗ Y ), for X, Y objects in C, and unitor f_0 : id_D → F (id_C ), and with inverse G : D → C and unitary tensor natural transformations G ∘ F ⇒ I_C and F ∘ G ⇒ I_D. Then, there is a one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of (commutative) algebras in C and in D given by A = (X, m, ι) → F (A) := (F (X), F (m)f_2, F (ι)f_0). Moreover, the map A → F (A) also gives a one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of (commutative) Q-systems in C and in D.

For later use, we recall the definition of module over an algebra in a (C^∗-)tensor category, the definition of unitary module, and of local module.

Definition 2.26. Let C be a tensor category with simple tensor unit, and A = (X, m, ι) an algebra in C. A left A-module in C (the definition of right A-module in C is analogous) is a pair M = (Y, m_Y ), where Y is an object in C and m_Y : X ⊗ Y → Y is a morphism (called left action), fulfilling the representation and unit properties:

m_Y (1_X ⊗ m_Y )a^{−1}_{X,X,Y} = m_Y (m ⊗ 1_Y )

m_Y (ι ⊗ 1_Y )l^{−1}_Y = 1_Y .

We denote by Mod_C (A) the category of left A-modules in C.

Now, let C be a C^∗-tensor category with simple tensor unit and A be a Q-system (i.e., a special C^∗-Frobenius algebra) in C.

Definition 2.27. A left A-module is called unitary (or special, or also standard) if

(m ⊗ 1_Y )a_{X,X,Y} (1_X ⊗ m^∗_Y ) = m^∗_Y m_Y = (1_X ⊗ m_Y )a^{−1}_{X,X,Y} (m^∗ ⊗ 1_Y )

or equivalently, see [BKLR15, Lemma 3.23], [NY18, Remark 2.7(iii)], if m_Y m^∗_Y is a scalar multiple of 1_Y in Hom(Y, Y ). In this case, it is the same scalar as mm^∗ in Hom(X, X). We denote by Mod^u_C (A) the full subcategory of unitary left A-modules in C. Definition 2.28. Let C be in addition braided, and A = (X, m, ι) in addition commutative with respect to the given braiding b. A left A-module M = (Y, m_Y ) in C is called local (or dyslectic, or also single-valued) if m_Y b_{Y,X} b_{X,Y} = m_Y . We denote respectively by Mod^0_C (A) and Mod^{u,0}_C (A), the full subcategory of local and unitary local left A-modules in C.

3. From algebra objects to Q-systems

In this section, we show that a haploid algebra in a C^∗-tensor category (with simple tensor unit) is equivalent to a Q-system if and only if it is rigid. Furthermore, we show that the haploid condition (which is general for the sake of studying finite index extensions of conformal nets and vertex operator algebras) cannot be removed from the statement.

Recall the following Perron–Frobenius type result. As customary, we call an element T in a unital C^∗-algebra A positive, denoted by T ≥ 0, if it is of the form T = S^∗S for some S ∈ A. We call T strictly positive, denoted by T > 0, if T is positive and invertible in A. Differently, a real number λ > 0 is called positive, whereas λ ≥ 0 is called non-negative. Recall also that a linear map Φ : A → A is positive if Φ(T ) ≥ 0 for every T ≥ 0. It is called strictly positive if Φ(T ) > 0 for every T ≥ 0, T ≠ 0. For a finite dimensional C^∗-algebra realized on a Hilbert space of dimension n, see [EH78, Lemma 2.1], we call a positive map Φ irreducible if (id_A +Φ)^{n−1} is strictly positive, where id_A is the identity map on A.

Proposition 3.1. Let Φ : A → A be an irreducible positive map on a finite dimensional C^∗-algebra A. Then, there exist a strictly positive element T of A and a positive number λ such that Φ(T ) = λT . Furthermore, if Φ(S) = αS for some non-zero positive element S in A and some complex number α, then α = λ and S is a scalar multiple of T .

Proof. See [EH78, Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4]. □

Theorem 3.2. Let C be a C^∗-tensor category (with simple tensor unit) and A = (X, m, ι) be a haploid algebra in C. Then, A is rigid if and only if A is equivalent to a Qsystem in C. More specifically, A is rigid if and only if A is equivalent to a Q-system A_S := (X, S^{−1}m(S ⊗ S), S^{−1}ι) in C for a strictly positive isomorphism S ∈ Hom(X, X). Moreover, A_S can always be taken to be normalized, in which case A is normalized if and only if S^{−1}ι = ι. In either case, the equivalent Q-system A_S is also standard.

To render the proof of Theorem 3.2 more transparent, we recall and use a second multiplication operation on the finite dimensional C^∗-algebra Hom(X, X), given by the algebra (and coalgebra) structure on X. Let T, S ∈ Hom(X, X). The convolution of T and S (sometimes also called coproduct, or horizontal 2-box multiplication) is defined by T ∗ S := m(T ⊗ S)m^∗ ∈ Hom(X, X). (4) The terminology comes from subfactor/planar algebra theory [Jon99, BJ00], and from the subfactor theoretical Fourier transform [Ocn88], see also [NW95, Bis97, BKLR15, JLW16, JJLRW20, BDG22a].

The convolution is clearly bilinear. By the associativity (and coassociativity) of A and by the naturality of the associator, the convolution is associative, i.e., (T ∗S)∗R = T ∗(S ∗R) for all T, S, R ∈ Hom(X, X). Simarly, thanks to the unit property of A and to the naturality of the unitors, it has an identity element given by ιι^∗ ∈ Hom(X, X), i.e., ιι^∗ ∗ T = T = T ∗ ιι^∗ for all T ∈ Hom(X, X). Moreover, it is *-preserving by the unitarity of the associator and of the unitors, i.e., (T ∗ S)^∗ = T^∗ ∗ S^∗ for all T, S ∈ Hom(X, X).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. To prove the first claim, assume that A = (X, m, ι) is haploid and rigid and consider the finite dimensional C^∗-algebra A := Hom(X, X). Thanks to Lemma 2.13, it is sufficient to deform A into an equivalent (by Remark 2.24, necessarily haploid) algebra satisfying specialness. More specifically, we shall keep X fixed and deform m and ι. Namely, we want to find an invertible element S ∈ A such that m_S := S^{−1}m(S ⊗ S) satisfies m_S (m_S )^∗ = S^{−1}m(SS^∗ ⊗ SS^∗)m^∗(S^{−1})^∗ = γ1_X (5) for some γ ∈ C , which is necessarily positive. Let T := SS^∗ and recall the notation from (4). Then, finding S as in (5) is equivalent to finding a strictly positive element T ∈ A such that T ∗ T = γT (6) for some positive real number γ.

To this end, define a linear map Φ : A → A by setting

Φ(T ) := T ∗ 1_X ∀T ∈ A . (7)

We first show that Φ is an irreducible positive map. By the finite dimensionality of A, entailed by rigidity and by [LR97, Lemma 3.2], we have that A = ⨁_N i=0 A_i for some N ∈ Z_{>0}, where A_i ∼= Mat_{ni} (C ) for some n_i ∈ Z_{>0}, for every i ∈ I := {0, . . . , N}, see e.g. [Dav96, Section III.1]. For each i ∈ I, call E_i ∈ A_i the respective central projection, so that A_i = E_iAE_i. Then, note that 1_X = ∑_N i=0 E_i, and we can suppose that A_0 = C E_0 with E_0 = βιι^∗ for some positive real number β thanks to the haploid condition. As a consequence, by the convention right above Definition 2.14, the rigidity of A is realized with ε = βι^∗. Moreover, we can write any T ∈ A as a sum T = ∑_N i=0 T_i with T_i ∈ A_i.

Hence

Φ(T ) = N∑ i,j=0 Φ_{ij}(T_j )

where Φ_{ij} : A_j → A_i is defined by Φ_{ij}(·) := E_iΦ ↾_{Aj} (·)E_i.

As an intermediate step, we prove that Φ^2 is a strictly positive linear map. Note that Φ is a positive linear map by definition and thus each Φ_{ij} is too. For each j ∈ I, let T_j ∈ A_j be any non-zero positive element, then we have that

Φ_{0j} (T_j ) = E_0(T_j ∗ 1_X )E_0 = ιεm(T_j ⊗ 1_X )m^∗ιε = 0

if and only if (note that εm(T_j ⊗ 1_X )m^∗ι ∈ Hom(id_C , id_C ) ∼= C and ιε = βιι^∗ = E_0) εm(T_j ⊗ 1_X )m^∗ι = εm( √ T_j ⊗ 1_X )[ι^∗m( √ T_j ⊗ 1_X )]^∗ = 0 .

The latter equation (recall that ε = βι^∗ with β > 0) is equivalent to εm( √ T_j ⊗ 1_X ) = 0, which is not possible in our setting thanks to the rigidity of A. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that this is not the case. Rigidity means that e_A = εm is part of a solution e_A, i_A of the conjugate equations (1) for X and X = X. Thus, e_A( √ T_j ⊗ 1_X ) = 0 implies that

0 = l_X (e_A ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} [ √ T_j ⊗ (1_X ⊗ 1_X )](1_X ⊗ i_A)r^{−1}_X

= l_X (e_A ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} ( √ T_j ⊗ i_A)r^{−1}_X = l_X (e_A ⊗ 1_X )a_{X,X,X} (1_X ⊗ i_A)r^{−1}_X r_X ( √ T_j ⊗ 1_{idC} )r^{−1}_X

= r_X ( √ T_j ⊗ 1_{idC} )r^{−1}_X

which is only possible if T_j = 0. Therefore, it must be Φ_{0j}(T_j ) ≥ 0 and Φ_{0j} (T_j ) ≠ 0 for each non-zero positive element T_j ∈ A_j . Moreover, Φ_{0j}(T_j ) = α_j E_0 for some positive real number α_j because A_0 is one-dimensional thanks to the haploid condition. Therefore, we conclude that

(Φ^2)_{ij} (T_j ) = N∑ k=0 Φ_{ik}(Φ_{kj}(T_j ))

≥ Φ_{i0}(Φ_{0j}(T_j )) = α_j Φ_{i0}(E_0) = α_j E_i(E_0 ∗ 1_X )E_i = α_j βE_i(ιι^∗ ∗ 1_X )E_i = α_j βE_i1_X E_i = α_j βE_i ∀i, j ∈ I where we have used the positivity of Φ_{ij} : A_j → A_i for all i, j ∈ I and the properties of the convolution. Now, if T = ∑_N i=0 T_i is positive and non-zero in A, then each T_i is positive, and at least one of them, say T_j, is non-zero. Then,

Φ^2(T ) = N∑ i,k=0 (Φ^2)_{ik}(T_k)

≥ N∑ i=0 (Φ^2)_{ij} (T_j )

≥ N∑ i=0 α_j βE_i = α_jβ1_X

which implies that Φ^2 : A → A is a strictly positive map.

We now prove that the positive map Φ is irreducible. As the dimension of the Hilbert space on which A is realized is at least n = 2 (unless X ∼= id_C in which case the statement of the theorem is trivial), then (id_A +Φ)^{n−1}(T ) > 0 for T positive and non-zero as above. Indeed, if n ≥ 3 then (id_A +Φ)^{n−1}(T ) ≥ Φ^2(T ) > 0. If n = 2, then A = A_0 ⊕ A_1 with A_1 ∼= C as well, namely A_1 = C E_1 . In this case, it is enough to check that (id_A +Φ)(T ) > 0 on the two projections E_0 and E_1. If T = E_0, observe that Φ(E_0) = β(ιι^∗ ∗ 1_X ) = β1_X , where β > 0, hence E_0 + Φ(E_0) > 0. If T = E_1, then (id_A +Φ)(E_1) = δ_0E_0 + (1 + δ_1)E_1 for some real numbers δ_0, δ_1 ≥ 0, which is strictly positive unless δ_0 = 0. But, if δ_0 = 0, then Φ(E_1) = δ_1E_1, which is a contradiction as it would imply that Φ^2(E_1) = (δ_1)^2E_1, which is not strictly positive. Summing up, we have shown that Φ is an irreducible positive map.

By Proposition 3.1, there exists a unique (in the strong sense specified in the proposition) strictly positive eigenvector T ∈ A with positive eigenvalue λ for Φ, namely such that Φ(T ) = T ∗1_X = λT . But also T ∗T ∈ A is an eigenvector with the same eigenvalue, indeed Φ(T ∗T ) = (T ∗T )∗1_X = T ∗(T ∗1_X ) = λ(T ∗T ). Moreover, T ∗T is positive by the definition of the convolution and non-zero. Indeed, T ∗ T = 0 would imply m( √ T ⊗ √ T ) = 0, which is not possible as it would contradict the unit property of A. By the uniqueness part of Proposition 3.1, we conclude that T ∗ T = γT , for some positive real number γ. In other words, the pair (T, γ) is a solution of (6) and thus (S := √ T , γ) is a solution of (5). In conclusion, the deformed triple A_S := (X, m_S , ι_S ) with m_S := S^{−1}m(S ⊗ S) and ι_S := S^{−1}ι, where S happens to be strictly positive in A and not only invertible, satisfies specialness and thus it is the desired Q-system equivalent to A = (X, m, ι).

Conversely, suppose that the haploid algebra A = (X, m, ι) is equivalent to a Q-system. This means that there exists a deformed triple by the same formulae as above A_S = (Y, m_S , ι_S ), for an invertible S ∈ Hom(X, Y ), which satisfies the C^∗-Frobenius property, or equivalently specialness by Lemma 2.13, thanks to the haploid assumption. We have already observed in Remark 2.15 that a C^∗-Frobenius algebra is rigid, and in Remark 2.24 that rigidity is preserved under equivalence. Thus, A is necessarily rigid.

For the second claim, note that any algebra is equivalent to a normalized one by Remark 2.9. Suppose that A = (X, m, ι) is haploid and rigid. Then, the Q-system A_S = (X, m_S , ι_S ) just constructed, can be considered to be normalized, by substituting the positive isomorphism S ∈ Hom(X, X) with an appropriate positive multiple, still denoted by S. By the haploid condition and by the strict positivity of S, ι_S = αι for a positive real number α. If A is also normalized, then

1_{idC} = ι^∗_S ι_S = α^2ι^∗ι = α^21_{idC} and thus α = 1, i.e., ι_S = ι. Conversely, if ι_S = ι, then A is obviously normalized.

Finally, if A is just haploid and rigid, then the standardness of A_S follows from the fact that any haploid Q-system in a C^∗-tensor category is standard, see Remark 2.18. Thus, the proof of the theorem is complete. □

We continue with some remarks and consequences:

Remark 3.3. It follows by [FRS02, Lemma 3.7], cf. [FS08, Proposition 8] (not necessarily in the C^∗ context) that an algebra A = (X, m, ι) admits a Frobenius algebra structure if and only if it is rigid. The Frobenius algebra structure (namely the comultiplication solving the Frobenius relations) is uniquely determined by the counit, there denoted by ε. In the C^∗ context, Theorem 3.2 can be rephrased as follows. If A is haploid and rigid, and we set ε := ι^∗, then A can be deformed to an equivalent algebra A_S (still haploid and rigid) where the unique solution (the Frobenius algebra structure) is given by the comultiplication Δ := m^∗. In particular, the solution is a C^∗-Frobenius algebra structure. Remark 3.4. Under the mild assumption that the object X is rigid as an object in C, it follows by [Yam04b, Lemma 3.6] that the rigidity of A as an algebra is actually equivalent (not only implies, as we observed and used in the proof of Theorem 3.2) to the faithfulness of the state ι^∗Φ(·)ι : A → Hom(id_C , id_C ) ∼= C on the finite dimensional C^∗-algebra A = Hom(X, X), where Φ : A → A is as in (7).

Theorem 3.2 provides an answer to the following natural questions on the unitarizability of categorical structures (algebras, modules) in the C^∗-tensor category context: Remark 3.5. The idea of deforming a (not necessarily haploid) algebra A in C, to a special algebra is present at the end of [BKLR15, Section 3.1], where an iterative method is proposed. Assuming the haploid property, the proof of Theorem 3.2 provides a solution of T ∗ T = γT , see (6), for some positive real number γ, where T is strictly positive in A = Hom(X, X). Namely, T fulfills the desired “regularity condition”mentioned in [BKLR15, Page 20].

Remark 3.6. In [CHJP22, Question 3.7], it is asked whether every arbitrary Frobenius algebra in a unitary tensor category (a semisimple rigid C^∗-tensor category with simple unit in the terminology of [CHJP22, Definition 2.11]) is equivalent to a Q-system. By Remark 3.3, rigidity for an algebra (not necessarily haploid) is equivalent to the existence of a Frobenius algebra structure. Hence, assuming the haploid property, Theorem 3.2 provides a positive answer to [CHJP22, Question 3.7]. Below, we show that the answer becomes negative if the haploid assumption is dropped, see Example 3.11.

Remark 3.7. By [Ost03, Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.1], every semisimple indecomposable (right) module category M over a fusion category C (a semisimple rigid tensor category with simple tensor unit and finitely many equivalence classes of simple objects) is equivalent to Mod_C (A) for some rigid haploid algebra A in C. Hence, our Theorem 3.2 gives a positive answer to [Reu19, Question 12], namely whether every semisimple module category over a unitary fusion category is equivalent to a C^∗-module category, in the case of M indecomposable.

We summarize this latter discussion in:

Corollary 3.8. Let M be a semisimple indecomposable module category over a unitary fusion category C. Then, M is equivalent to Mod_C (A) for some haploid Q-system A in C. Consequently, every (direct sum of) semisimple indecomposable module category M over a unitary fusion category C is unitarizable (uniquely up to unitary module equivalence).

Proof. An equivalence of algebras in C entails an equivalence of the respective module categories. Thus, the first claim follows from [Ost03, Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.1] and from Theorem 3.2. For the second claim, it is enough to observe that modules over special algebras (in particular over haploid Q-systems) are equivalent to unitary modules, see [BKLR15, Lemma 3.22], and the latter form a unitary (in fact, C^∗) category, see [GY23, Section 2.2 and 2.3] and [NY16, Remark 6.2]. □

By the techniques used in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can prove the following:

Theorem 3.9. Let C be a C^∗-tensor category (with simple tensor unit). Then, any equivalence between normalized haploid (hence standard) Q-systems in C is necessarily unitary. Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between:

(i) equivalence classes of rigid haploid algebras in C;

(ii) unitary equivalence classes of normalized haploid (hence standard) Q-systems in C. Proof. Let A = (X, m, ι) and B = (Y, n, j) be two normalized haploid Q-systems. Let S ∈ Hom(X, Y ) be an isomorphism (not necessarily unitary) realizing the equivalence between A and B as algebras, see Definition 2.8. Recall the convolution ∗ introduced for the proof of Theorem 3.2. Set T := S^{−1}(S^{−1})^∗ and note that T ∗ T = m(T ⊗ T )m^∗ = λT for some positive real number λ by the specialness of the Q-system B.

Now, define a linear map Φ^′ : Hom(X, X) → Hom(X, X) by Φ^′(R) := 1_X ∗ R for all R ∈ Hom(X, X). Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, it is easy to see that the rigidity of A implies that (Φ^′)^2 is a strictly positive map. Define also the linear map Ψ : Hom(X, X) → Hom(X, X) by Ψ(R) := T ∗ R for all R ∈ Hom(X, X). As T = S^{−1}(S^{−1})^∗ is strictly positive, we have that T ≥ δ1_X for some positive real number δ and thus Ψ(R) ≥ δΦ^′(R) for all positive R ∈ Hom(X, X). It follows that Ψ^2(R) ≥ δ^2(Φ^′)^2(R) for all positive R ∈ Hom(X, X), and thus Ψ^2 is strictly positive because (Φ^′)^2 is. Again, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can use that Ψ^2 is strictly positive to prove that Ψ is an irreducible positive map. By definition, Ψ has T as a strictly positive eigenvector with positive eigenvalue λ. By Proposition 3.1, any other non-zero and positive eigenvector of Ψ must be a positive multiple of T . Let Φ : Hom(X, X) → Hom(X, X) be the irreducible positive linear map defined in the proof of Theorem 3.2 as Φ(R) := R ∗ 1_X for all R ∈ Hom(X, X). Then,

Ψ(Φ(T )) = T ∗ Φ(T ) = T ∗ (T ∗ 1_X ) = (T ∗ T ) ∗ 1_X = λT ∗ 1_X = λΦ(T ) .

Hence, Φ(T ) is a non-zero positive eigenvector of Ψ with eigenvalue λ and thus there exists a positive real number α such that Φ(T ) = αT . Again by Proposition 3.1 applied to Φ, observing that 1_X is a strictly positive eigenvector of Φ by the specialness of the Q-system A, we conclude that S^{−1}(S^{−1})^∗ = T = β1_X for some positive real number β. Using the polar decomposition of (S^{−1})^∗, we get that (S^{−1})^∗ = U √ T = U √ β1_X = √ βU for some unitary U ∈ Hom(X, Y ). Then, S = ( √ β)^{−1}U. By the normalization condition, 1_{idC} = j^∗j = ι^∗S^∗Sι = β^{−1}ι^∗U^∗Uι = β^{−1}1_{idC} . Then, β = 1 and S = U is a unitary equivalence between the normalized haploid Q-systems A and B. Finally, the one-to-one correspondence follows from Theorem 3.2 and from the first claim. □

Remark 3.10. In [NY18, after Theorem 2.9], the authors affirm that any isomorphism, see [NY18, Definition 2.4], between irreducible (i.e., haploid, see [NY18, Remark 2.7(i)]) Q-systems is unitary up to a scalar factor. Nevertheless, their definition of isomorphism between C^∗-Frobenius algebras is stronger than the definition of equivalence for algebras considered here, see Definition 2.8.

Now, we provide a counterexample to the statement of Theorem 3.2, if the haploid condition is removed (Example 3.11). We also show that the haploid property alone does not imply rigidity (Example 3.12).

Example 3.11. Let C := Hilb be the (trivial) rigid semisimple C^∗-tensor category of finite dimensional complex Hilbert spaces, with tensor unit id_C = C . We shall find a non-haploid Frobenius algebra in C , which is not equivalent to a Q-system.

Let X be the two-dimensional Hilbert space generated by the 2×2 matrices I := ( 1 0 0 1 )

and N := ( 0 1 0 0 ) . The multiplication morphism m : X ⊗ X → X is defined by the

ordinary matrix multiplication (aI + bN)(cI + dN) = acI + (ad + bc)N for a, b, c, d ∈ C . The unit morphism ι : C → X is defined by a → aI for a ∈ C . This algebra in C is not haploid, as Hom(C , X) ∼= C^2 , where we recall that the morphisms in Hilb are just the linear maps. Then ε(aI + bN) := a + b defines a linear functional ε : X → C such that the composition εm : X ⊗ X → C is a non-degenerate pairing, i.e., the functional ε is a Frobenius form. Recall that rigidity is equivalent to the existence of a Frobenius structure by [FRS02, Lemma 3.7], see Remark 3.3. However, (X, m, ι) is not equivalent to a C^∗-Frobenius algebra (hence nor to a special one), because X is not a C^∗-algebra (it is generated by I and by a nilpotent N) with respect to any involution, see [NY18, Lemma 2.2].

Example 3.12. Let C := Rep(Z_2) be the (symmetric) rigid semisimple C^∗-tensor category of finite dimensional unitary representations of Z_2 = Z/2Z, with tensor unit id_C = C . We shall find a haploid algebra in C which is not rigid, i.e., not Frobenius.

Let X be the two-dimensional Hilbert space generated by I and N as in the previous example, with the inner product (aI +bN|cI +dN) := Tr((aI +bN)^∗(cI +dN)) = 2ac+bd, where Tr is the ordinary non-normalized trace. Endow X with the unitary Z_2-action given

by −1 · (aI + bN) := S(aI + bN)S^{−1} = aI − bN, where S := ( 1 0 0 −1 ) . Hence X is an

object in C. Now, (X, m, ι) is an algebra in C with the same operations defined before. But it is haploid in this case, as the linear map b → bN does not intertwine the Z_2-actions on C and X. The adjoint of the unit morphism ι^∗ : X → C is given by ι^∗(aI + bN) = 2a. The haploid algebra (X, m, ι) does not admit a Frobenius structure with counit ι^∗, as the composition ι^∗m : X ⊗ X → C is degenerate. Indeed, N^2 = 0 and NI = N is sent to ι^∗(N) = 0, while N is not zero.

4. General applications to chiral CFT

In this section, we apply the tools just developed to obtain general results in the theory of vertex operator (super)algebras and (graded-local) conformal nets. In Section 5 and Section 6, we draw consequences for various notable chiral conformal field theory (chiral CFT) models.

In the following exposition, we assume that the reader is familiar with the two axiomatic frameworks and with the relations between them. Nevertheless, for the less expert readers, we give the necessary references here below and across the various sections whenever appropriate, and then we recall standard notations.

General References. The theory of vertex operator algebras (VOAs) can be found e.g. in [Kac01, FLM88, LL04, FHL93]. The last two are also a classical introduction to the theory of VOA modules and, just the last one, to the theory of intertwining operators. VOA modules and intertwining operators are the building blocks of the braided tensor category theory of VOA representations, which was developed in the series of papers [HL95I, HL95II, HL95III, Hua95, Hua08]. See [HKL15, Section 2] for a brief review. [Kac01] and [Li96] include the theory of vertex operator superalgebras (VOSAs), which will be necessary in some of our applications.

Regarding the unitary theory for VOAs, we refer the reader to [DL14] and to [CKLW18, Chapter 5]; whereas we refer to [AL17a] for the unitary theory of VOSAs, see also [CGH] and [Gau21, Chapter 2]. Turning back to the representation theory for VOAs, the unitary modular tensor structure for VOA representations was established in [Gui19I, Gui19II].

For the theory of (local) conformal nets see e.g. [CKLW18, pp. 1–2 and Section 3.3]. Instead, graded-local conformal nets, see [CKL08], are the operator algebraic counterpart of VOSAs.

The correspondence between VOAs and conformal nets is established in [CKLW18]. Moreover, [Gui21a] and [Gui20] study the relation between the respective representation theories for VOAs and conformal nets.

The (locally normal) representations of an irreducible conformal net A form a braided C^∗-tensor category with simple tensor unit, often denoted by Rep(A), see [FRS89, FRS92], based on DHR superselection theory [DHR71, DHR74, Haa96]. An equivalent approach through Connes’ fusion is discussed e.g. in [Was95, Was98], see also [Gui21a, Section 6] and [Gui21b]. Finite index representations, see e.g. [GL96, Section 2.1] and [Car04, Section 2.2], determine a full subcategory of Rep(A), sometimes denoted by Rep^f (A). We will often deal with irreducible conformal nets that are completely rational, see [KLM01, Definition 8]. By [LX04, Theorem 4.9] and [MTW18, Theorem 5.4], a conformal net is completely rational if and only if it has finitely many inequivalent irreducible representations and all of them have finite index or, equivalently, if and only if it has finite μ-index, see [LX04, Theorem 5.3]. If a conformal net A is completely rational then every representation in Rep(A) is a (possibly infinite) direct sum of irreducible ones and the objects in Rep^f (A) are exactly the finite direct sums of irreducibles in Rep(A). Moreover, Rep^f (A) is a unitary modular tensor category, see [KLM01, Corollary 37 and Corollary 39].

Recall that every graded-local conformal net A has a grading unitary, i.e., a unitary self-adjoint automorphism of the defining vacuum Hilbert space of A. The eigenspaces of the operator induced by the adjoint action, of eigenvalues 1 and −1 are called A_0, the even part, and A_1, the odd part, of A respectively. In the same way, a VOSA V has a parity automorphism, i.e., a VOSA automorphism of order two, such that V = V_0 ⊕ V_1, where V_0 and V_1 are the eigenspaces of eigenvalues 1 and −1 respectively. They are called the even and the odd part of V respectively. Then, a VOA is simply a VOSA with trivial parity automorphism, i.e., V_1 = {0}.

A VOSA V is said to be simple if the only ideals are {0} and V itself, which corresponds to V being irreducible as V -module. Instead, a VOSA V is said to be of CFT type if V_0 = C Ω and V_n = {0} for all negative n. Note that the latter condition is actually automatic for VOAs with just V_0 = C Ω, see [CKLW18, Remark 4.5]. Furthermore, simplicity and the CFT type condition are equivalent for unitary VOSAs, see [CKLW18, Proposition 5.3] and [Ten19b, Proposition 2.14], cf. also [CGH] and [Gau21, Proposition 2.3.6]. Recall that a VOA V is said to be self-dual (or self-contragredient) if, as V -module, it is isomorphic to its contragredient module. This is equivalent to the existence of a non-degenerate invariant bilinear form on V , see e.g. [CKLW18, Section 4.3]. Consequently, any self-dual VOA of CFT type is simple by [CKLW18, Proposition 4.6(iv)]. Moreover, any unitary VOA is self-dual by definition, see e.g. [CKLW18, Section 5.1].

Definition 4.1. A VOA V is said to be regular if every weak V -module is a direct sum of irreducible (ordinary) V -modules. V is said to be strongly rational (or sometimes strongly regular) if, in addition, it is of CFT type and self-dual.

It is well known that regularity implies rationality and C_2-cofiniteness. On the other hand, the two latter properties together imply regularity under the assumption of CFT type. In particular, rationality implies that there are only finitely many irreducible admissible V -modules and every admissible V -module is actually ordinary. See [ABD04] and references therein for definitions and results. Note that a strongly rational VOA is also simple, rational and C_2-cofinite. Lastly, if V is strongly rational, then the V -modules form a modular tensor category Rep(V ), see [Hua08] and references therein.

Definition 4.2. A regular VOA V of CFT type is said to be completely unitary if it is unitary, if every V -module is unitarizable (in this case, V is said to be strongly unitary) and if the invariant sesquilinear form Λ on the categorical tensor product of V -modules, as defined in [Gui19II, Section 6.2], see also [Gui22, Definition 1.7], is positive definite.

Remark 4.3. Let V be as in Definition 4.2. Note that V is always strongly rational. By strong unitarity, the C^∗-category Rep^u(V ) of unitary V -modules, see [Gui19I, Section 2.4], is linearly equivalent to Rep(V ). Moreover, the invariant sesquilinear form Λ turns Rep^u(V ) into a unitary modular tensor category by [Gui19II, Theorem 7.9]. In particular, the forgetful functor from Rep^u(V ) to Rep(V ) is an equivalence of modular tensor categories.

Remark 4.4. The unitary structure of a simple unitary VOA is unique up to unitary isomorphism. Furthermore, the unitary structure is really unique, that is not just up to isomorphism, if every automorphism of the VOA is unitary, see the discussion just after [CKLW18, Proposition 5.19].

The following is a result of independent interest, which will be needed in some of the applications in Section 4.1.

Proposition 4.5. Let V be a simple unitary VOA and M be an irreducible unitary (ordinary) V -module. Then the conformal Hamiltonian L^M_0 of the module M has only nonnegative eigenvalues. Moreover, if there exists a non-zero vector v ∈ M of conformal weight d_v = 0, then M has a VOA structure, which makes it a VOA isomorphic to V . Hence, in the latter case, the module M is equivalent to the adjoint V -module V .

Proof. For any a ∈ V , let Y^M (a, z) = ∑ n∈Z a^M_{(n)}z^{−n−1} denote any vertex operator on the V -module M. Let Ω and ν be the vacuum and the conformal vector of V . Moreover, we use the symbol (·|·)_M for the scalar product making M into a unitary V -module.

The endomorphisms L^M_n , n ∈ Z defined by Y^M (ν, z) = ∑ n∈Z L^M_n z^{−n−2} give a representation of the Virasoro algebra on M with central charge c (the cental charge of V ). This representation is unitary because M is a unitary V -module and consequently the eigenvalues of L^M_0 are non-negative real numbers, see [KR87], cf. also [Gui19I, Proposition 1.7].

Let us now assume that L^M_0 v = 0 for some non-zero v ∈ M. Then L^M_1 v = 0 because L^M_0 L^M_1 v = −L^M_1 v. Thus, we have also that L^M_{−1}v = 0 as

(L^M_{−1}v|L^M_{−1}v)_M = (v|L^M_1 L^M_{−1}v)_M = (v|2L^M_0 v)_M = 0 .

Now, let ϕ : V → M be the linear map defined by ϕ(a) = a^M_{(−1)}v. By [LL04, Proposition 4.2.1] and [DK06, Theorem 1.5] ϕ is an injective map. By the existence theorem [Kac01, Theorem 4.5] M have a VOA structure with vacuum vector Ω^M := v, conformal vector ν^M := ν^M_{(−1)}v and state-field correspondence m → Ỹ (m, z), m ∈ M satisfying Ỹ (ϕ(a), z) = Y^M (a, z), for all a ∈ V . It follows that

ϕ(a_{(n)}b) = (a_{(n)}b)^M_{(−1)}v = a^M_{(n)}ϕ(b)

for all a, b ∈ V and all n ∈ Z. In particular, ϕ(V ) is a non-zero V-submodule of M and hence, by the irreducibility of M, ϕ(V ) = M, i.e. ϕ is also surjective. Moreover, ϕ is a VOA isomorphism. □

4.1. Applications to VOAs and conformal nets. The next important result, see Theorem 4.7, is a first application of Theorem 3.2 and of Theorem 3.9 to the VOA theory. We first recall the definition of a (simple CFT type) VOA extension, see e.g. [HKL15]. For the related definition of vertex subalgebra, see e.g. [Kac01, Section 4.3]. For unitary (vertex) subalgebras, see [CKLW18, Section 5.4] and also [CGH19].

Definition 4.6. A simple VOA U of CFT type is called a simple CFT type VOA extension of a simple VOA V of CFT type if the latter, namely V , is a vertex subalgebra of U with the same conformal vector. Moreover, U is said in addition to be a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V if both VOAs are unitary and if the unitary structure of U restricts to the one of V , i.e., V is a unitary subalgebra of U.

Theorem 4.7. Let V be a regular completely unitary VOA of CFT type and U be a simple CFT type VOA extension of V . Then, U is automatically unitary as simple CFT-type VOA extension of V , and it is also a completely unitary VOA. Furthermore, if ϕ : U_1 → U_2 is a VOA isomorphism between simple unitary CFT-type VOA extensions of V , which restricts to the identity map on V , then ϕ is unitary and U_1 and U_2 are unitarily isomorphic. In particular, the unitary structure on U extending the given one on V is unique (not just up to unitary isomorphism, see Remark 4.4).

Proof. Throughout the proof, we use Y_U and Y^M for the state-field correspondences of the VOA U and of a U-module M respectively.

Note that, since V is strongly unitary, U is a preunitary VOA extension of V in the sense of [Gui22, Section 2.1], i.e., it has a scalar product whose restriction to V is the one realizing the unitary structure of V . Furthermore, we can obviously associate to U a

V -module (W, Y^W ) such that W = U as C -vector spaces and Y^W (a, z) = Y_U (a, z) for all a ∈ V . Therefore, U determines a normalized haploid commutative algebra A = (W, μ, ι) in Rep^u(V ) with trivial twist, where μ ∈ Hom(W ⊗ W, W ) is the map associated to Y^W and ι ∈ Hom(V, W ) is the obvious inclusion map of V into W , see [HKL15, Theorem 3.2] for details and Remark 4.3, cf. also [Gui22, Proposition 2.1]. Note also that U is irreducible as U-module by simplicity. Therefore, A is rigid by [KO02, Lemma 1.20, cf. Theorem 5.2], cf. also [HKL15, Theorem 3.6 and Remark 3.7].

Now, A satisfies all the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 and thus there exists a strictly positive isomorphism S ∈ Hom(W, W ) such that A_S = (W, μ_S , ι) is a normalized haploid Q-system in Rep^u(V ) equivalent to A, where μ_S := S^{−1}μ(S ⊗ S). Note that A_S is also commutative by Remark 2.24 and has the same twist of A which is trivial, cf. Proposition 2.22. Therefore, A_S determines a unitary CFT type VOA extension U_S such that U_S = U as C -vector spaces thanks to [HKL15, Theorem 3.2], cf. also [HKL15, Theorem 3.6] and [KO02, Theorem 5.2], together with [Gui19I, Proposition 1.7], Proposition 4.5 and [Gui22, Theorem 2.21]. We remark that the unitary structure on U_S restricts to the one of V , as A and A_S share the same ι. (Note that U_S is also completely unitary by [Gui22, Theorem 3.30].)

By [Gui22, Eq. (1.2)], see also [Gui19I, Section 2.4] and references therein, the definition of μ_S and the fact that Sι = ι imply that S is an actual VOA isomorphism from U_S to U. As a consequence, U has a unitary structure induced by the one of U_S through S, making it a simple unitary VOA extension of V . Then, the complete unitarity of U follows from [Gui22, Theorem 3.30], so proving the first claim.

The second claim follows from Theorem 3.9 and the discussion here above. Moreover, let (·|·) and {·|·} be two unitary invariant scalar products on U, which restricts to the given one on V . The identity map from (U, (·|·)) to (U, {·|·}) is a VOA automorphism, which restricts to the identity map from (V, (·|·)) to (V, {·|·}) (which is also obviously unitary). Then, the former identity map is unitary and thus (·|·) and {·|·} are the same, that is the unitary structure on U extending the given one on V is unique. □

Corollary 4.8. Let V be a regular completely unitary VOA of CFT type. Let ~U and U be two simple CFT type extensions of V such that V ⊂ ~U ⊂ U. Then, there exists a unitary structure on U making V and ~U unitary subalgebras.

Proof. It is sufficient to apply Theorem 4.7 to V ⊂ ~U first, and then to ~U ⊂ U, reminding that as an effect of the first application, ~U turns out to be regular and completely unitary. □ Referring e.g. to [CKLW18, Section 3.4], see also [Car04, CGH19, BDG22b, Lon03], for the definition and properties of covariant subnets, as done before for VOA extensions in Definition 4.6, we recall the following (cf. e.g. [Car04, KL04]):

Definition 4.9. An irreducible conformal net extension of an irreducible conformal net A is an irreducible conformal net B, containing A as covariant subnet and such that the Virasoro subnet of B coincides with the Virasoro subnet of A.

Indeed, we want to relate simple CFT type VOA extensions and irreducible conformal net extensions by means of the fact that both are determined by Q-systems in their respective unitary modular tensor categories of representations, see [HKL15], [Gui22] and [LR95] respectively. To this end, we have to look at the core of the correspondence between unitary VOAs and conformal nets, referring to [CKLW18] for details. One crucial point is that it is possible to associate to a simple unitary VOA V a unique up to isomorphism irreducible conformal net A_V on the Hilbert space completion H_V of the vector space V , with respect to its scalar product, provided that certain analytic conditions on the vertex operators are satisfied. A VOA satisfying such analytic conditions is said to be strongly local, see [CKLW18, Definition 6.7].

As a further consequence of Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 3.2, or better Theorem 3.9, we obtain the following:

Theorem 4.10. Let V be a regular completely unitary VOA of CFT type. Suppose that V is strongly local and that the associated irreducible conformal net A_V is completely rational. If Rep^u(V ) is equivalent to Rep^f (A_V ) as a unitary modular tensor category, then there is a one-to-one correspondence between the following:

(i) isomorphism classes of simple CFT type VOA extensions of V ; (ii) (necessarily unitary) equivalence classes of normalized haploid (hence standard) commutative Q-systems in Rep^u(V ) ∼= Rep^f (A_V );

(iii) isomorphism classes of irreducible conformal net extensions of A_V .

Furthermore, let U be a simple CFT type VOA extension of V and A^U_V be the corresponding irreducible conformal net extension of A_V . Then, U is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V , it is completely unitary, and Rep^u(U) is equivalent to Rep^f (A^U_V ) as a unitary modular tensor category.

Proof. The proof of the first part goes as follows. On the one hand, [HKL15, Theorem 3.2], [KO02, Lemma 1.20, cf. Theorem 5.2], cf. also [HKL15, Theorem 3.6 and Remark 3.7], together with Remark 4.3, [Gui19I, Proposition 1.7] and Proposition 4.5, cf. also [Gui22, Proposition 2.1], say that isomorphism classes of simple CFT type VOA extensions of V are in one-to-one correspondence with equivalence classes of rigid haploid commutative algebras in Rep^u(V ) with trivial twist. By Theorem 3.9 and Remark 2.24, the latter are in one-to-one correspondence with unitary equivalence classes of normalized haploid (hence standard) commutative Q-systems (with trivial twist, which is actually automatic by [Gui22, Theorem 3.25] or Proposition 2.22) in Rep^u(V ). On the other hand, isomorphism classes of irreducible extensions of A_V correspond bijectively to unitary equivalence classes of normalized haploid (hence standard) commutative Q-systems in Rep^f (A_V ) (with trivial twist by the conformal spin and statistics theorem [GL96] or by Proposition 2.22), see [LR95, Theorem 4.9] and [Lon03, Lemma 15], see also [BKLR15, Section 5.2.1]. Therefore, the desired one-to-one correspondence is obtained from the equivalence between Rep^u(V ) and Rep^f (A_V ) as unitary modular tensor categories, see Proposition 2.25 and Theorem 3.9.

By Theorem 4.7, U is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V , which is also completely unitary. Then, the final part of the theorem follows from the fact that Rep^u(U) and Rep^f (A^U_V ) are both equivalent to Mod^{u,0}_C (A), respectively by [Gui22, Theorem 3.30] and by [BKL15, Proposition 6.4], cf. also [Müg10a, Theorem 3.1], [Bis16, Proposition 5.1] and [Gui21b, Main Theorem C]. Recall that Mod^{u,0}_C (A) (Definition 2.28) is the category of abstract unitary local (left) modules in C := Rep^u(V ) ∼= Rep^f (A_V ), over the haploid Q-system A, which describes the extensions V ⊂ U and A_V ⊂ A^U_V . Note that Mod^{u,0}_C (A) is denoted by Mod^0(A) in [BKL15] and by Rep^u(A) in [Gui22]. □

We shall apply Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.10 to tensor products and regular cosets of some well-known VOAs listed in Table 1. Indeed, it is known that these VOAs meet the desired hypotheses, mostly thanks to the results in [Gui21a] and [Gui20].

Before going further, it is useful to recall that for any strongly local regular completely unitary VOA V of CFT type (and thus also simple), a fully faithful *-functor F : Rep^u(V ) → Rep(A_V ) can be defined, assuming the strong integrability of V - modules, see [CWX] or [Gui19II, Eq. (4.4)]. It is realized associating to every V -module M, a representation of A_V on the Hilbert space completion H_M of M in a natural way, see [CWX] and [Gui19II, Theorem 4.3]. Cf. [Gui20] and references therein for a discussion of strong integrability in a more general setting and for further details.

Corollary 4.11. Let V be a tensor product of the following VOAs: unitary Virasoro VOAs with c < 1; unitary affine VOAs associated to simple Lie algebras; discrete series W -algebras of type ADE; unitary parafermion VOAs; lattice VOAs. Let U be any simple CFT type VOA extension of V . Then, U is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V , which is also completely unitary. Moreover, A_V is completely rational and the strong integrability *-functor F : Rep^u(V ) → Rep^f (A_V ) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories. F realises a one-to-one correspondence between (isomorphism classes of) simple CFT type VOA extensions U of V and irreducible conformal net extensions A^U_V of A_V on the Hilbert space completion H_U of U. Furthermore, Rep^u(U) is equivalent to Rep^f (A^U_V ) as a unitary modular tensor category.

Proof. If V is a tensor product of VOAs in the above list, then it is of CFT type, regular and completely unitary, see Table 1. Then, U is indeed a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V , which is also completely unitary, thanks to Theorem 4.7. Note that V is also strongly local, see Table 1. Moreover, A_V is completely rational and F : Rep^u(V ) → Rep^f (A_V ) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories by [Gui21a, Theorem 5.1] and [Gui20, Theorem I]. Therefore, the last part follows from Theorem 4.10. □

In [Hen17], Henriques constructed VOAs V_{Gk} associated to any pair (G, k) with G a compact connected Lie group and k ∈ H^4_+(BG, Z). These VOAs where obtained as simple current extensions by finite abelian groups of tensor product of unitary affine VOAs associated to simple Lie algebras and lattice VOAs. Hence, from Corollary 4.11 we get the following:

Corollary 4.12. The WZW VOA V_{Gk} is unitary for every compact connected Lie group G and every k ∈ H^4_+(BG, Z).

In [AL17b], Ai and Lin classified the simple CFT type VOA extensions of the simple affine VOAs L(sl_3, k) associated to sl_3 at positive integer level k. Up to isomorphism, these extensions are given by: L(sl_3, k) for any positive integer k, a Z_3-simple current extension of L(sl_3, k) for all k ≡ 0 (mod3), the conformal inclusions L(sl_3, 5) ⊂ L(sl_6, 1), L(sl_3, 9) ⊂ L(E_6, 1) and L(sl_3, 21) ⊂ L(E_8, 1). From Corollary 4.11 we get the following: Corollary 4.13. The irreducible extensions of the loop group conformal nets A_{L(sl3,k)} are given by: A_{L(sl3,k)} for any positive integer k, a Z_3-simple current extension of A_{L(sl3,k)} for all k ≡ 0 (mod 3), the conformal inclusions A_{L(sl3,5)} ⊂ A_{L(sl6,1)}, A_{L(sl3,9)} ⊂ A_{L(E6,1)} and A_{L(sl3,21)} ⊂ A_{L(E8,1)}.

By [DGH98, Definition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2], a framed VOA with c =^n_2 with n ∈ Z_{>0}, is a simple CFT type VOA extension of a tensor product of n copies of the Virasoro VOA with central charge^1_2 . Similarly, a framed conformal net [KL06, Definition 4.1] with c =^n_2 is an irreducible conformal net extension of a tensor product of n copies of the Virasoro conformal net with central charge^1_2 . Consequently, for framed VOAs and framed conformal nets, Corollary 4.11 implies the following:

HAPLOID ALGEBRAS IN C^∗-TENSOR CATEGORIES AND THE SCHELLEKENS LIST 23

Table 1. Properties of well-known classes of VOAs.

VOAs Definition Regularity Unitarity Complete Unitarity Strong Locality

Unitary Virasoro VOAs

with c < 1

[LL04, Sec. 6.1] cf. also:

[Kac01, Ex. 4.10]

[DLM97, Thm. 3.13] [DL14, Thm. 4.2] [Gui19II, Thm. 8.1] [CKLW18, Ex. 8.4]

Positive integer

level simple affine

VOAs associated to simple Lie algebras

[LL04, Sec 6.2] cf. also:

[Kac01, Sec.s 5.6–5.7]

[DLM97, Thm. 3.7] [DL14, Thm. 4.7]

[Gui20, Thm. 2.7.3] cf. also:

[Gui19II, Thm. 8.4] [Gui19a, Thm. 6.1] [Ten19a, Thm. 5.5]

[CKLW18, Ex. 8.7]

Positive definite

even lattice

VOAs

[LL04, Sec. 6.4] cf. also:

[Kac01, Sec. 5.5] [FLM88, Thm. 8.10.2]

[DLM97, Thm. 3.16] [DL14, Thm. 4.12] [Gui21a, Thm. 5.8]

[Gui21a, Thm. 5.8] cf. also:

[CKLW18, Ex. 8.8]

Discrete series

W -algebras of ADE type

[ACL19, Thm. 12.1] cf. also: [KRW03]

[Ara15a, Thm. 5.21] [Ara15b, Main Thm.]

[ACL19, Thm. 12.1] + [DL14, Cor. 2.8]

[Gui20, Thm. 2.7.3] cf. also:

[Ten19a, Thm. 5.5]

[ACL19, Thm. 12.1] + [CKLW18, Prop. 7.8]

Positive integer

level parafermion VOAs

[DW11] [ALY14, Thm. 10.5] [DR17, Thm. 5.1]

[DW11, Prop. 4.1] + [DL14, Cor. 2.8]

[Gui20, Thm. 2.7.6]

[DW11, Prop. 4.1] + [CKLW18, Prop. 7.8]

Tensor product

of VOAs

[FHL93, Sec. 2.5] [Kac01, Sec. 4.3] [DLM97, Thm. 3.3] [DL14, Prop. 2.9] [Gui22, Prop. 3.31] [CKLW18, Cor. 8.2]

(Regular) cosets [Kac01, Rem. 4.6b(I)] (Assumed) [DL14, Cor. 2.8]

[Gui20, Thm. 2.6.6] + [Gui20, Thm. 2.4.1] (Sufficient conditions)

[CKLW18, Prop. 7.8]

Table 1 gives the bibliographical references for the well-known classes of VOAs listed in the first column concerning the properties listed in the first row. Actually, the last two rows give references for two general constructions, i.e., tensor products and cosets, which can be performed within VOAs. In particular, for the coset construction, the regularity is assumed, but note that it is only used to derive the property of complete unitarity in [Gui20, Theorem 2.6.6] under some other sufficient conditions. In some cases, more than one reference is given after the text string “cf. also:”. The symbol “+” means that the property “X” for the VOA “Y” is obtained by a combined action of two results. For example, the strong locality for parafermion VOAs is obtained considering the fact that these models can be constructed as coset VOAs from VOAs whose strong locality is already known.

Corollary 4.14. Let n ∈ Z_{>0}. Then, there is a one-to-one correspondence between framed VOAs V with central charge c =^n_2 and framed conformal nets A with the same central charge c. Furthermore, V is completely unitary, A is completely rational, and Rep^u(V ) is equivalent to Rep^f (A) as a unitary modular tensor category.

Note that the discrete series W -algebras, as well as the parafermion VOAs, can be obtained through a regular coset construction of affine and lattice VOAs, see Table 1. Therefore, for these models, the results stated in Corollary 4.11 are just an application of the following more general statement:

Corollary 4.15. Let V and U be tensor products of the following VOAs: unitary Virasoro VOAs with c < 1; unitary affine VOAs associated to simple Lie algebras; discrete series W -algebras of type ADE; unitary parafermion VOAs; lattice VOAs. Suppose that V is a unitary subalgebra of U and that the coset VOA V^c of V in U is regular. Let ~U be any simple CFT type VOA extension of V^c. Then, ~U is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V^c, which is also completely unitary. Moreover, the coset net A^c_V (which is equal to A_V c by [CKLW18, Proposition 7.8]) is completely rational and the strong integrability *-functor F : Rep^u(V^c) → Rep^f (A^c_V ) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories. F realises a one-to-one correspondence between (isomorphism classes of) simple CFT type VOA extensions ~U of V^c and irreducible conformal net extensions A^{~U}_V c of A^c_V on the Hilbert space completion H_{~U} of ~U. Furthermore, Rep^u( ~U) is equivalent to Rep^f (A^{~U}_V c ) as a unitary modular tensor category.

Proof. The coset VOA V^c is of CFT type and completely unitary by [Gui20, Theorem I], see also the last row of Table 1. Then, ~U is indeed a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V^c, which is also completely unitary, thanks to Theorem 4.7. Note that V , U and V^c are also strongly local, see Table 1. Furthermore, A_V c = A^c_V is completely rational and F : Rep^u(V^c) → Rep^f (A^c_V ) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories by [Gui20, Theorem I]. Then, the last part follows from Theorem 4.10. □

4.2. Applications to VOSAs and graded-local conformal nets. Now, we draw some consequences of Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.10 in the VOSA context.

The definition of vertex subalgebra in the VOSA setting does essentially not differ from the one in the VOA one, see e.g. [Kac01, Section 4.3]. For the definition of unitary (vertex) subalgebra, see e.g. [CGH] and [Gau21, Section 2.6]. In this paper, we will only consider VOSAs with correct statistics, cf. [CKL19]. Hence, we always assume that the^1_2 Z-grading of a VOSA V = V_0 ⊕ V_1 satisfies

V_0 = ⨁ n∈Z V_n and V_1 = ⨁ n∈Z+^1_2 V_n . Hence, V_0 is a VOA while V_1 is a V_0-module with twist e^{i2πL0} ↾_{V1} = −1_{V1} .

Definition 4.16. A simple VOSA U of CFT type is called a simple CFT type VOSA extension of a simple VOSA V of CFT type if the latter, namely V , is a vertex subalgebra of U with the same conformal vector. Moreover, U is said in addition to be a simple unitary CFT type VOSA extension of V if both VOSAs are unitary and if the unitary structure of U restricts to the one of V , i.e., V is a unitary subalgebra of U.

Remark 4.17. It is well-known that if V is a simple VOSA, then its even part V_0 is a simple VOA. Indeed, if I is an ideal of V_0, then the linear span V · I of {a_{(n)}b | a ∈ V, b ∈ I , n ∈ Z} is an ideal of V , see e.g. [LL04, Proposition 4.5.6] and [Li94, Lemma 6.1.1], cf. [Gau21, Lemma 2.7.1]. For a similar reason, the odd part V_1 is an irreducible V_0-module. Note also that, if V is a VOSA of CFT type, then V_0 is of CFT type too.

From Theorem 4.7, in the VOSA context, we get:

Corollary 4.18. Let V be a regular completely unitary VOA of CFT type and U be a simple CFT type VOSA extension of V . Then, U is a simple unitary CFT type VOSA extension of V .

Proof. The even part U_0 of U is a simple CFT type VOA extension of V , whereas the odd part U_1 is an irreducible U_0-module, see Remark 4.17. Then, U_0 is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V which is also completely unitary by Theorem 4.7. Thus, U_1 is a unitary U_0-module. In conclusion, the unitarity of U, as a simple CFT type VOSA extension of V , follows by a (kind of) “super” version of [DL14, Theorem 3.3] as given in [CGH], see [Gau21, Corollary 2.7.3]. □

We now recall the notion of graded-local conformal net extension, cf. [CKL08, CHKLX15, CHL15]. For the related notion of covariant subnet of a graded-local conformal net we refer the reader to [CKL08, CHKLX15, CHL15], see also [CGH] and [Gau21, Section 1.3].

Definition 4.19. An irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of an irreducible graded-local conformal net A is an irreducible graded-local conformal net B, containing A as covariant subnet and such that the Virasoro subnet of B coincides with the Virasoro subnet of A.

Remark 4.20. Let A_0 and B_0 be the even (or Bose) subnets of A and B respectively. Assume that A is a covariant subnet of B. Then A_0 is a covariant subnet of B_0 and B is an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A if and only if B_0 is an irreducible conformal net extension of A_0.

From Theorem 4.10, in the VOSA context, we get the following Theorem 4.21. In order to prove it, recall the definition of a Z_2-simple current in a (C^∗-)tensor category C (also called self-dual simple current), i.e., an invertible object J in C not isomorphic to id_C and such that J ∼= J, cf. Remark 2.20.

Theorem 4.21. Let V be a regular completely unitary VOA of CFT type. Suppose that V is strongly local and that the associated irreducible conformal net A_V is completely rational. If Rep^u(V ) is equivalent to Rep^f (A_V ) as a unitary modular tensor category, then there is a one-to-one correspondence between the following:

(i) isomorphism classes of simple CFT type VOSA extensions of V ; (ii) isomorphism classes of irreducible graded-local conformal net extensions of A_V .

Proof. Let U be a simple CFT type VOSA extension of V . The even part U_0 of U is simple as CFT type VOA extension of V , whereas U_1 is an irreducible U_0-module, see Remark 4.17. By Theorem 4.7, U_0 is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of V , which is also completely unitary so that U_1 is a unitary U_0−module. Moreover, there exists an irreducible conformal net A^{U0}_V , extending A_V and such that Rep^u(U_0) is equivalent to Rep^f (A^{U0}_V ) as a unitary modular tensor category. Now, the odd part U_1 of U is a Z_2-simple current J in Rep^u(U_0), see e.g. [CKLR19, Theorem 3.1 and Remark A.2] with twist ω(J) = −1_J because we are assuming the correct statistics for U.

By the equivalence of Rep^u(U_0) and Rep^f (A^{U0}_V ), J determines a Z_2-simple current J̃ in Rep^f (A^{U0}_V ) with twist ω(J̃) = −1_{J̃} , and hence an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A^{U0}_V , see e.g. [CKL08, CHKLX15]. This shows that any simple CFT type VOSA extension of V gives rise to an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A_V .

Conversely, by Theorem 4.10, the even part of any irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A_V is of the form A^{U0}_V for some simple CFT type VOA extension U_0 of V . Accordingly, any irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A_V comes from a Z_2-simple current J̃ in Rep^f (A^{U0}_V ), with twist ω(J̃) = −1_{J̃} , see again [CKL08, CHKLX15]. By the equivalence of Rep^u(U_0) and Rep^f (A^{U0}_V ), J̃ determines a Z_2-simple current J in Rep^u(U_0) with twist ω(J̃) = −1_{J̃} . Thus, the braiding satisfies b_{J,J} = −1_{J⊗J} by Remark 2.20, since Rep^u(U_0) is a unitary modular tensor category. Then, U := U_0 ⊕ J admits a unique structure of simple VOSA compatible with its U_0-module structure, see [CKL19, Theorem 3.9] and [DM04b, Proposition 5.3] and U is CFT type because J is unitary and hence non-negatively graded. □

Following Theorem 4.21, for a simple CFT type VOSA extension U of the VOA V , we denote by A^U_V the corresponding irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A_V . We present our main result in the VOSA context:

Theorem 4.22. Let V be a simple VOSA of CFT type and A be an irreducible gradedlocal conformal net. Assume that V_0 is completely unitary and strongly local, and that A_0 is completely rational. Assume also that A_{V0} is isomorphic to A_0 and that Rep^u(V_0) and Rep^f (A_0) are equivalent as unitary modular tensor categories. Suppose that the equivalence class of the Z_2-simple current defining V in Rep^u(V_0) is mapped into the equivalence class of the one defining A in Rep^f (A_0) by the modular tensor equivalence between Rep^u(V_0) and Rep^f (A_0) (see the proof of Theorem 4.21). Then, every simple CFT type VOSA extension U of V_0 extends also V if and only if the corresponding irreducible graded-local conformal net extension A^U_{V0} of A_{V0} ∼= A_0 extends A. In other words, there is a one-to-one correspondence between (isomorphism classes of) simple CFT type VOSA extensions of V and irreducible graded-local conformal net extensions of A.

The proof of Theorem 4.22 makes use of the following two propositions. For the first one, consider a simple VOSA V of CFT type and a simple CFT type VOSA extension U of V_0. Note that V_0 and U_0 are simple and of CFT type, whereas V_1 and U_1 are an irreducible V_0-module and U_0-module respectively, see Remark 4.17. Suppose further that: V_0 is regular and self-dual (then, it is strongly rational); non-zero vectors of the irreducible V_0-modules have non-negative real conformal weights; V_0 is the only irreducible V_0-module with a non-zero vector of conformal weight zero. (Note that these two last conditions are satisfies if V_0 is strongly unitary by [Gui19I, Proposition 1.7] and Proposition 4.5.) From [HKL15, Theorem 3.6], cf. [KO02, Theorem 5.2], Rep(U_0) is equivalent to Mod^0_C (B_0) (Definition 2.28) as a modular tensor category, where C := Rep(V_0) and B_0 is the haploid commutative algebra in C with trivial twist, realizing the extension V_0 ⊂ U_0. By [KO02, Lemma 1.20], B_0 is also rigid. Denote by A_1 the Z_2-simple current in C which uniquely determines V , as explained in the proof of Theorem 4.21. It corresponds to the V_0-module V_1. Similarly, B_1 is the Z_2-simple current in Rep(U_0) ∼= Mod^0_C (B_0) giving U. With an abuse of notation, we identify B_0 with its corresponding object and we write m : B_0 ⊗ B_0 → B_0 for its multiplication as algebra in C. Accordingly, define the object (B_0 ⊗ A_1, m_{B0⊗A1} ) in Mod_C (B_0) by m_{B0⊗A1} := (m ⊗ 1_{A1} )a_{B0 ,B0,A1} . Then:

Proposition 4.23. Let V be a simple VOSA of CFT type with V_1 ≠ {0}. Assume that: V_0 is strongly rational; non-zero vectors of the irreducible V_0-modules have non-negative real conformal weights; V_0 is the only irreducible V_0-module with a non-zero vector of conformal weight zero. Then, U is a simple CFT type VOSA extension of V if and only if B_0 ⊗ A_1 is a (local) left B_0-module equivalent to B_1.

Proof. Suppose that U is a simple CFT type extension of V . By [KO02, Theorem 1.6 point 2.], cf. [CKM21, Lemma 2.61], we have that Hom_{ModC (B0 )}(B_0 ⊗ A_1, B_1) is naturally isomorphic to Hom_C (A_1, B_1). On the one hand, as A_1 is invertible, B_0⊗A_1 is an irreducible B_0-module. On the other hand, as U extends V , A_1 is a V_0-submodule of B_1 and thus Hom_C (A_1, B_1) is non-zero. Therefore, Hom_{ModC (B0)}(B_0 ⊗ A_1, B_1) is non-zero too. Thus, B_0 ⊗ A_1 and B_1 must be equivalent left B_0-modules. In particular, B_0 ⊗ A_1 is local as B_1 is.

Vice versa, suppose that B_0 ⊗ A_1 and B_1 are equivalent (local) left B_0-modules. Then, they are equivalent as V_0-module too. As A_1 is a V_0-submodule of B_0 ⊗ A_1, it is a V_0- submodule of B_1 and thus of U.^1 Now, consider the V_0-submodule of U given by the direct sum V_0 ⊕ A_1. Our goal is to prove that V_0 ⊕ A_1 is a simple vertex subalgebra of U.

To this end, let a, b ∈ V_0 and c, d ∈ A_1 and consider their modes a_{(n)}, b_{(m)}, c_{(h)}, d_{(k)} for arbitrary n, m, h, k ∈ Z, given by the state-field correspondence of U. a_{(n)}b ∈ V_0 as V_0 is a vertex subalgebra of U. a_{(n)}c ∈ A_1 as A_1 is a V_0-submodule of U. By the skew-symmetry [Kac01, Section 4.2] for U, it is easy to check that c_{(k)}a ∈ A_1. Then, it remains to prove that c_{(k)}d ∈ V_0. For any pair of subsets C and D of U we denote by C · D the vector subspace of U linearly spanned by vectors c_{(k)}d for arbitrary c ∈ C, d ∈ A_1 and k ∈ Z. Using the Borcherds commutator formula [Kac01, Section 4.8] for U, we can prove that A_1 · A_1 is a V_0-module. Recall that A_1 is a proper V_0-submodule of B_1 and B_1 ⊗ B_1 = B_0 as B_0-modules and thus as V_0-modules too. Then, A_1 · A_1 is a proper V_0-submodule of B_0. Now, let L be any irreducible V_0-submodule of A_1 · A_1 different from V_0. Since U is of CFT type, L must be inequivalent to V_0. If Y_U is the state-field correspondence for U, then Y_U (·, z)|_{A1} is an intertwining operator for V_0-modules of type (_{A1·A1} A_1 A_1 ) (obviously restricting the charge space to A_1). Consider a projection E_L from U onto L commuting with the V_0 action on U. Then, E_LY_U (·, z)|_{A1} is an intertwining operator for V_0-modules of type (_L A_1 A_1 ) (still restricting the charge space to A_1). Then, E_LY (·, z)|_{A1} must be zero as A_1 is a Z_2-simple current in C. It follows that L = E_LA_1 · A_1 = {0} and thus A_1 · A_1 ⊂ V_0. This implies that V_0 ⊕ A_1 is a vertex subalgebra of U. It remains to prove that this subalgebra is simple.

To this end we first prove that A_1 · A_1 ≠ {0} so that A_1 · A_1 = V_0 because A_1 · A_1 is an ideal of the simple VOA V_0. Assume by contradiction that A_1 · A_1 = {0}. It follows that Y (a, z)Y (b, w)c = 0 for all a ∈ U and all b, c ∈ A_1. Hence, for any a ∈ U and any b, c ∈ A_1, there is a positive integer N such that (z − w)^N Y (b, z)Y (a, w)c = 0. Now, if d is in the restricted dual U^′ of U then ⟨d, Y (b, z)Y (a, w)c⟩ converges to a rational function R(z, w) in the domain |z| > |w|, see e.g. [FHL93, Proposition 3.2.1] and [Kac01, Remark 4.9a]. Since (z − w)^N R(z, w) = 0 for |z| > |w| we must have R(z, w) = 0 and thus ⟨d, Y (b, z)Y (a, w)c⟩ = 0. Since d ∈ U^′ was arbitrary we can conclude that Y (b, z)Y (a, w)c = 0. Now, U_0 · A_1 is a non-zero U_0-submodule of U by [LL04, Proposition 4.5.6] and thus it must coincide with U_1 because U is a simple VOSA. It follows that A_1 · U_1 = {0} and hence U_1 · A_1 = {0} by skew-symmetry. Hence, by the Borcherds commutator formula we find that U_1 · U_1 = U_1 · ( U_0 · A_1 ) = {0} so that U · U_1 = U_1 in contradiction with the simplicity of U. Therefore, A_1 · A_1 = V_0.

Now, let I be a non-zero VOSA ideal of V_0 ⊕ A_1. Then, I is a non-zero V_0-submodule of V_0 ⊕ A_1 and hence V_0 ⊂ I or A_1 ⊂ I . If V_0 ⊂ I , then also A_1 ⊂ I so that I = V_0 ⊕ A_1. If A_1 ⊂ I , then V_0 = A_1 · A_1 ⊂ I and again I = V_0 ⊕ A_1. Hence, V_0 ⊕ A_1 is a simple VOSA.

To sum up, we have proved that V_0 ⊕ A_1 is a Z_2-simple current extension of V_0, giving a simple vertex subalgebra of U. It is well known that the VOSA structure of a simple current extension is unique, up to isomorphism, cf. [DM04b, Proposition 5.3]. Therefore, V_0 ⊕ A_1 must be isomorphic to V , concluding the proof. □

For the second proposition, we proceed similarly to the first one. Let A be an irreducible graded-local conformal net and B be an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of

1With an abuse of notation, we denote V_0 and U, seen as V_0-modules, still with their respective VOSA

symbols, leaving their interpretation as VOSAs or as V_0-modules to the context.

A_0. Suppose that A_0 is completely rational and that it is a proper subnet of A. By [BKL15, Proposition 6.4], cf. also [Müg10a, Theorem 3.1], [Bis16, Proposition 5.1] and [Gui21b, Main Theorem C], Rep^f (B_0) is equivalent to Mod^{u,0}_C (B_0) as a unitary modular tensor category, where C := Rep^f (A_0) and B_0 is the normalized haploid commutative Q-system in C (with trivial twist by [GL96] or by Proposition 2.22), realizing the extension A_0 ⊂ B_0. Call A_1 the Z_2-simple current in C which uniquely determines A, as explained in the proof of Theorem 4.21. Similarly, B_1 is the Z_2-simple current in Rep^f (B_0) ∼= Mod^{u,0}_C (B_0) giving U. Also in this case, identify, with an abuse of notation, B_0 with its corresponding object and say m : B_0 ⊗ B_0 → B_0 for its multiplication as algebra in C. Similarly, define the object (B_0 ⊗ A_1, m_{B0⊗A1} ) in Mod^u_C (B_0) by m_{B0⊗A1} := (m ⊗ 1_{A1} )a_{B0,B0,A1} . Therefore:

Proposition 4.24. Let A be an irreducible graded-local conformal net and assume that A_0 is completely rational. Then, B is an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A if and only if B_0 ⊗ A_1 is a (necessarily local) left B_0-module equivalent to B_1.

Proof. It is not difficult to see that B extends A if and only if B_1 is isomorphic to the α-induction α_{A1} of A_1, for the definition and properties of α-induction see [BE98, LR95].

Now, α_{A1} is an automorphism (possibly solitonic) of the net B_0 by [BE98, Theorem 3.21], and thus it is an irreducible endomorphism. Similarly, B_0 ⊗ A_1 is invertible and hence irreducible in Mod^u_C (B_0) by [CKM21, Theorem 2.59].

If B_0 ⊗ A_1 is a left B_0-module equivalent to B_1, then we can identify B_0 ⊗ A_1 with a DHR automorphism of the net B_0 by [BKL15, Proposition 6.4]. Then, it follows by the ασ-reciprocity in [BE98, Theorem 3.21] that α_{A1} and B_0 ⊗ A_1 are locally equivalent endomorphisms of B_0. Thus, they are globally equivalent by strong additivity. It follows that α_{A1} is a DHR automorphism of B_0 equivalent to B_1 and hence B is an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A.

Conversely, if B is an irreducible graded-local conformal net extension of A then α_{A1} is a DHR automorphism of B_0 equivalent to B_1. Now, α_{A1} restricts to a DHR representation of A_0 equivalent to B_0 ⊗ A_1, cf. [LR95, Proposition 3.9]. It follows that the twist ω(B_0 ⊗ A_1) is equal to −1_{B0} ⊗ 1_{A1} = ω(B_0) ⊗ ω(A_1). As a consequence, the monodromy M_{B0,A1} := b_{A1,B0} b_{B0,A1} is equal to 1_{B0 ⊗A1} . Thus, B_0 ⊗ A_1 is local and using again the ασ-reciprocity in [BE98, Theorem 3.21], we find that B_0 ⊗ A_1 is a left B_0-module equivalent to B_1. □

Proof of Theorem 4.22. By Theorem 4.21 and its proof, there is a one-to-one correspondence between simple CFT type VOSA extensions of V_0 and irreducible graded-local conformal net extensions of A_{V0} ∼= A_0. Moreover, if U is such an extension of V_0, then U_0 is completely unitary by Theorem 4.10 and Rep^u(U_0) ∼= Mod^{u,0}_C (B_0) ∼= Rep^f (A^{U0}_0 ) are equivalences of unitary modular tensor categories, where B_0 is the normalized haploid commutative Q-system (with trivial twist by [GL96] or by Proposition 2.22) in C := Rep^u(V_0) ∼= Rep^f (A_0), giving the extensions V_0 ⊂ U_0 and A_0 ⊂ A^{U0}_0 . Note that, without loss of consistency, we can consider every Z_2-simple current in Rep(U_0) as an object in Rep^u(U_0), see Remark 4.3. Then, the statement of the theorem follows from Proposition 4.23 and Proposition 4.24. □

5. Unitarity and strong locality of the Schellekens list

We start with two central definitions, see Section 4 for the general setting.

Definition 5.1. A strongly rational holomorphic VOA is a strongly rational VOA, which has itself as unique irreducible module.

Similarly, we have:

Definition 5.2. A holomorphic conformal net is a completely rational conformal net, which has itself as unique irreducible representation, or equivalently [KL06, Definition 2.6], which has μ-index equal to 1.

Over the recent years, it was proved that any strongly rational holomorphic VOA with central charge c = 24 is completely determined by the Lie algebra structure on its weightone subspace if the latter is non-trivial. More precisely, every strongly rational holomorphic VOA U with central charge c = 24 and with U_1 ≠ {0} is a simple CFT type VOA extension of its affine vertex subalgebra V_{U1} . Moreover, the Lie algebra U_1 must be in the list of complex Lie algebras in Schellekens’ work [Sch93] on holomorphic c = 24 CFTs, see [DM04a], [EMS20] and [ELMS21]. This list [Sch93, Table 1] counts 71 entries in total. To entry 0 is associated the Moonshine VOA, see e.g. [FLM88], which has indeed trivial weight-one subspace. Although the uniqueness of the Moonshine VOA is still a very important open problem, the existence and uniqueness of the other 70 VOAs was proved in a series of papers, based on a case-by-case analysis, see e.g. [LS19] (and [LS20]) for a review, and through uniform approaches slightly later, see [Höh17] and [Lam19, MS23, MS21, HM20, CLM22, BLS22], cf. also [LM22].

Regarding the unitarity of these 71 VOAs, it is already known for the 24 of them arising from the corresponding Niemeier lattices, see e.g. [CS99] for these lattices, see [Möl16, Figure 6.1] for the corresponding entries in the list, see the third row of Table 1 for lattice VOAs. The Leech lattice Λ and the corresponding Leech lattice VOA V_Λ are among them. Furthermore, the unitarity of the Moonshine VOA was established in [DL14, Theorem 4.15] and in [CKLW18, Example 5.10].

In the first result here below (Theorem 5.3), we apply what has been developed in Section 4 to give a uniform proof of the unitarity of the 69 VOAs from the Schellekens list, excluding the Leech lattice VOA and the Moonshine VOA, but including all the previously missing cases. For each of these 69 entries, we show the existence of a holomorphic conformal net with central charge c = 24, as an extension of the affine conformal net associated with the corresponding strongly local unitary affine VOA, see the second row of Table 1. We point out that some of these conformal nets are new, see Remark 5.7 and Remark 5.8 for details. We also prove a uniqueness result for all of them. A similar uniqueness result holds for the Leech lattice conformal net, which will be treated separately for expository reasons (Theorem 5.4), just after the following:

Theorem 5.3. Every strongly rational holomorphic VOA U with central charge c = 24 and weight-one subspace U_1 being a semisimple Lie algebra is unitary. Let V_{U1} be the affine vertex subalgebra of U generated by U_1 and let A_{VU1} be the irreducible conformal net associated to V_{U1} . Then, there exists a holomorphic irreducible conformal net extension A^U_{VU1} of A_{VU1} such that the conformal Hamiltonian L_0 of A^U_{VU1} on the vacuum Hilbert space H_U satisfies dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HU} )) = dim(U_1). If B is a holomorphic irreducible conformal net extension of A_{VU1} acting on a Hilbert space H_B such that dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HB} )) = dim(U_1), then B is isomorphic to A^U_{VU1} .

Proof. Recall from the discussion just preceding the statement of this theorem, that the strongly rational holomorphic VOAs U with central charge c = 24 and with U_1 being a semisimple Lie algebra are completely classified and there exist exactly 69 such VOAs with corresponding weight-one subspaces as listed by Schellekens in [Sch93, Table 1]. Note also that the affine vertex subalgebra V_{U1} generated by U_1 is the tensor product of simple unitary affine VOAs, see e.g. [Kac01, Remark 5.7c]. Consequently, U is (completely) unitary with V_{U1} as unitary subalgebra by Corollary 4.11. Moreover, for every such VOA U there exists an irreducible conformal net A^U_{VU1} extending A_{VU1} , acting on the Hilbert space completion H_U of U and such that dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HU} )) = dim(U_1). We also have that A_{VU1} is completely rational and Rep^u(U) is equivalent to Rep^f (A^U_{VU1} ) as a unitary modular tensor category, so that A^U_{VU1} is holomorphic.

Concerning the uniqueness statement, let B be a holomorphic conformal net extension of A_{VU1} , acting on a Hilbert space H_B and satisfying dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HB} )) = dim(U_1). Let U_B be the finite energy subspace of H_B, namely the linear span of the eigenvectors of the conformal Hamiltonian L_0 of the net B. Note that U_B is dense on H_B Then, through the *-functor F of strong integrability, U_B is a V_{U1} -module, which integrates to a representation of A_{VU1} on H_B. Then, the normalized haploid (hence standard) commutative Q-system associated to B in Rep^f (A_{VU1} ) gives rise to a structure of simple unitary VOA on U_B by Corollary 4.11. Moreover, U_B is also holomorphic by the fact that Rep^u(U_B) ∼= Rep^f (A^{UB}_{VU1} ) ∼= Rep^f (B) by Corollary 4.11 . The Lie algebra (U_B)_1 = Ker(L_0 − 1_{HB} ) contains a subalgebra isomorphic to U_1. Since by assumption dim ( (U_B)_1 ) = dim (U_1), then (U_B)_1 and U_1 are isomorphic semisimple Lie algebras.

Therefore, U_B must be isomorphic to U by the classification result. It follows that B is isomorphic to A^U_{VU1} . □

We now discuss the Leech lattice case. Indeed, for entry 1 of [Sch93, Table 1], i.e., the 24-dimensional abelian Lie algebra, there exists a unique up to isomorphism strongly rational holomorphic VOA with c = 24, whose weight-one subspace is abelian and 24- dimensional. This is the Leech lattice VOA V_Λ, arising from the Leech lattice Λ. Clearly, (V_Λ)_1 generates a vertex subalgebra isomorphic to the tensor product of 24 copies of the Heisenberg VOA M(1), see e.g. [Kac01, Section 3.5]. Recall that M(1) is unitary, see [DL14, Section 4.3], and strongly local, see [CKLW18, Example 8.6], and so is the 24-times tensor product with itself M(1)^{⊗24}, see the penultimate row of Table 1. The irreducible conformal net associated to M(1) is the well-known free Bose chiral field net A_{U(1)}, see e.g. [BMT88, Section 1B]. Recall also that lattice VOAs are strongly local, see the third row of Table 1, and thus V_Λ is too. Therefore, there already exists a Leech lattice holomorphic conformal net A_{VΛ} , coinciding with the one constructed in [DX06, Section 3], see [Gui20, Theorem 2.7.11], for which the following holds:

Theorem 5.4. Let V_Λ be the Leech lattice VOA and A_{VΛ} be the associated irreducible conformal net. If B is a holomorphic conformal net extension of A^{⊗24}_{U(1)}, such that the conformal Hamiltonian L_0 of B on the vacuum Hilbert space H_B satisfies dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HB} )) = 24, then B is isomorphic to A_{VΛ} . Furthermore, Aut(A_{VΛ} ) = Aut_{(·|·)}(V_Λ).

Proof. Note that every conformal net extension of A^{⊗24}_{U(1)} is an even 24-dimensional lattice conformal net by [Sta95], cf. the beginning of [KL06, Section 2] and [Bis12, Section 3.4, p. 838]. Then, we can suppose that B is isomorphic to the conformal net A_L for some even 24-dimensional lattice L. Thanks to [DX06, Proposition 3.15], B is holomorphic if and only if L is unimodular. Moreover, the fact that dim(Ker(L_0 − 1_{HB} )) = 24 implies that L has no roots. Yet, it is known, see e.g. [CS99], that the Leech lattice is the unique even unimodular 24-dimensional lattice with no roots and thus B must be isomorphic to A_{VΛ} . Finally, Aut(A_{VΛ} ) = Aut_{(·|·)}(V_Λ) by [CKLW18, Theorem 6.9]. □

Theorem 5.4 poses the natural question (often hard to settle) on whether the 69 VOAs appearing in Theorem 5.3 are strongly local too. Recall that the Moonshine VOA is known to be strongly local by [CKLW18, Theorem 8.15]. It turns out that all of them are indeed strongly local, as we show in the following:

Theorem 5.5. Every strongly rational holomorphic VOA U with central charge c = 24 and U_1 ≠ {0} is strongly local. If U_1 is a semisimple Lie algebra, then A^U_{VU1} is isomorphic to A_U and Aut(A_U ) = Aut_{(·|·)}(U).

Proof. Recall that if U is the Leech lattice VOA V_Λ, then it is strongly local. Accordingly, we can assume that U_1 is a semisimple Lie algebra. We split the proof into several steps. We are going to use the theory developed in [CKLW18] throughout, and thus we refer to it for notation and details.

First step: we are going to find a set of generators for U and to fix a suitable unitary structure on it. By [MS23, Section 6.3], see in particular [MS23, Theorem 6.6] and its proof, there exists a generalized deep hole g ∈ Aut(V_Λ), see [MS23, Section 6.2], such that U is isomorphic to the orbifold construction V^{orb(g)}_Λ , see [MS23, Section 3.3] and references therein. In particular, g is of finite order and there exists an automorphism h ∈ Aut(U) of the same order as g, such that V_Λ is isomorphic to the inverse (or reverse) orbifold construction U^{orb(h)}. Let G and H be the cyclic groups of order n generated by g and h respectively. Consider the VOA inclusions U^H ⊂ ~U ⊆ U, where ~U is generated by the fixed point subalgebra U^H and by V_{U1} . By [DM97, Theorem 1], cf. also [HMT99, Theorem 1], ~U = U^{⟨hk ⟩} for some k ∈ Z_{≥0}, which either is 0 or divides n. Here, ⟨h^k⟩ denotes the subroup of H generated by h^k. On the one hand, (U^{⟨hk ⟩})_1 = U_1 as U_1 ⊂ ~U. On the other hand, the order of the restriction of h as automorphism of U_1 equals n, cf. the last paragraph of [MS21, Section 3.2]. Then, it must be k = n and thus ~U = U. By Theorem 5.3, U is unitary. By Proposition A.5, there exists a unitary structure on U making U^H be a unitary subalgebra of U and h be a unitary automorphism. From now on, we keep fixed such unitary structure. Note also that any PCT operator θ on U preserves the conformal vector and thus the L_0 grading too. Therefore, V_{U1} is a unitary subalgebra of U for any unitary structure we choose on U by [CKLW18, Proposition 5.23].

Second step: we are going to prove that U is energy-bounded and that U^H is strongly local. For the energy boundedness of U, note that U is a simple unitary CFT type VOA extension of the affine VOA V_{U1} and that U_1 is a semisimple Lie algebra. Then, the result follows directly from [CT23, Theorem 4.8] (in the ADE cases one could also use [Gui20, Theorem 4.7]). Now, note that the fixed points subalgebras V^G_Λ and U^H are isomorphic. Therefore, by Proposition A.5 applied to V_Λ with G and by [CKLW18, Proposition 7.6], V^G_Λ is strongly local and thus U^H is strongly local too as a consequence of [CKLW18, Theorem 6.8]. As a consequence, we have two different nets of von Neumann algebras associated to U^H . On the one hand, we can consider the net B_U H on H_U generated by the energy-bounded smeared vertex operators of U^H as unitary subalgebra of U as in [CKLW18, Eq. (114)]. On the other hand, we can construct the irreducible conformal net A_U H on H_U H by strong locality.

As a preparation for the coming step, consider H_U H as a subspace of H_U and denote by E the corresponding orthogonal projection. Let J be the set of proper intervals of the circle S^1. Clearly, E ∈ B_U H (I)^′ for all I ∈ J .

Third step: we are going to prove that EB_U H (I)E = A_U H (I) for all I ∈ J , which implies that {EB_U H (I)E | I ∈ J } determines an irreducible conformal net on H_U H by the locality of A_U H . Consider a smeared vertex operator Y (a, f) affiliated to B_U H (I), where a ∈ U^H and suppf ⊂ I for some fixed I ∈ J . It is easy to see that EY (a, f)E = ^Y (a, f), where the ^· is used for smeared vertex operators affiliated to A_U H (I). Consider the polar decomposition of Y (a, f) as operator on B_U H (I), i.e., Y (a, f) = V (a, f)T (a, f) with T (a, f) := | Y (a, f) | . Similarly, ^Y (a, f) = ^V (a, f) ^T (a, f). As E commutes with Y (a, f), it commutes also with V (a, f) and T (a, f). Then, we have that ^Y (a, f) = (EV (a, f)E)(ET (a, f)E) and thus ^V (a, f) = EV (a, f)E and ^T (a, f) = ET (a, f)E. In conclusion, B_U H (I) = {V (a, f) , V (a, f)^∗ , e^{iT (a,f)} | a ∈ U^H , suppf ⊂ I}^{′′} and thus: A_U H (I) = {EV (a, f)E , EV (a, f)^∗E , Ee^{iT (a,f)}E | a ∈ U^H , suppf ⊂ I}^{′′} = EB_U H (I)E . By the arbitrariness of I ∈ J , we have that EB_U H (I)E = A_U H (I) for all I ∈ J .

Fourth step: we are going to prove that B_U H (I) ⊂ B_U H (I^′)^′ for all I ∈ J , i.e., the locality for B_U H . Let I ∈ J . By Möbius covariance, it is enough to prove that if I_1, I_2 ∈ J are such that I_1 ⊂ I and I_2 ⊂ I^′, then B_U H (I_1) ⊂ B_U H (I_2)^′. Fix such I_1, I_2 ∈ J and let A_1 ∈ B_U H (I_1) and A_2 ∈ B_U H (I_2). Let us denote by M the subspace of U defined by M := U ∩ Ker([A_1, A_2]). From the third step, we have that EA_iE ∈ A_U H (I_i) for all i ∈ {1, 2} and thus [A_1, A_2]b = 0 for all b ∈ U^H . Thus, U^H ⊂ M.

Now, let J_1 and J_2 be two disjoint intervals and let f, g ∈ C^∞(S^1) be such that suppf ⊂ J_1 and suppg ⊂ J_2. If a ∈ U_1 is Hermitian, i.e., θ(a) = −a, then the smeared vertex operator Y (a, f) is self-adjoint, whenever f is real, because it satisfies the linear energy bounds, see the proof of [CKLW18, Proposition 6.3] with [CKLW18, Eq. (113)] and [Nel72, Proposition 2]. Moreover, Y (a, f) strongly commutes with every Y (b, g) whenever b ∈ U by [CTW22, Lemma 3.6]. Let J ∈ J be disjoint from I_1 and I_2 and pick f ∈ C^∞(S^1) such that its support is contained in J. Therefore, Y (a, f) commutes with elements of B_U H (I_1) and of B_U H (I_2), so that [A_1, A_2]Y (a, f)b = Y (a, f)[A_1, A_2]b = 0 for all b ∈ M. Hence, [A_1, A_2]Y (a, f)b = 0 for all b ∈ M and all a ∈ U_1 because any a ∈ U_1 is a linear combination of two Hermitian vectors in U_1.

Now, let c ∈ U and let K_c be the closed subspace generated by vectors of type Y (a, f)c with a ∈ U_1 and f ∈ C^∞(S^1) such that suppf is in J. By a Reeh-Schlieder argument as in the proof of [CKLW18, Theorem 8.1], cf. also Step 2 in the proof of [Gau21, Theorem 5.2.1], we can prove that K_c contains vectors of type Y (a, f)c with a ∈ U_1 and f ∈ C^∞(S^1) (without any restriction on the support of f). This implies that a_{(n)}c ∈ K_c for all a ∈ U_1 and all n ∈ Z. Consequently, a_{(n)}b ∈ M for all a ∈ U_1, all b ∈ M and all n ∈ Z. By the fact that U_1 generates the affine vertex subalgebra V_{U1} and by the Borcherds formula, see [Kac01, Section 4.8], it follows that M is a V_{U1} -submodule of U containing U^H , so that M contains V_{U1} · U^H , the linear span of vectors of the form a_{(n)}b with a ∈ V_{U1} , b ∈ U^H and n ∈ Z. Using the skew-symmetry [Kac01, Section 4.2], it is not difficult to check that b_{(n)}a ∈ V_{U1} ·U^H for all b ∈ U^H , all n ∈ Z and all a ∈ V_{U1} . This implies that U^H ·V_{U1} ⊂ M.

Now, we come back to the orbifold construction of U from V_Λ. By [MS21, Section 4, p. 11], U is constructed as a direct sum of irreducible U^H -modules, i.e., U = V^{orb(g)}_Λ = ⨁_{n−1} i=0 V^{(i,0)}_Λ , where U^H = V^{(0,0)}_Λ and every V^{(i,0)}_Λ is a simple current for U^H . Moreover, h acts on every V^{(i,0)}_Λ by a scalar χ_i ∈ C and χ_i ≠ χ_j for i ≠ j.

The VOA automorphisms of U leave U_1, and hence V_{U1} , globally invariant. It follows that the action of H on U restricts to an action on V_{U1} . The latter action is faithful because the order of h ↾_{U1} equals the order of h, see again the last paragraph of [MS21, Section 3.2]. By [DM97, Theorem 2], V^{(i,0)}_Λ ∩ V_{U1} ≠ {0} for all i and thus V^{(i,0)}_Λ ⊂ U^H · V_{U1} fo all i so that U ⊂ U^H · V_{U1} ⊂ M. It follows that [A_1, A_2] = 0, proving the locality for B_U H .

Fifth step: we are ready to move to the conclusion of the proof. By the fourth step together with [CKLW18, Theorem 8.1] and [CTW22, Lemma 3.6], ~U is strongly local. Therefore, U is strongly local as we have proved that ~U = U in the first step. Finally, by the uniqueness result of Theorem 5.3, A^U_{VU1} is isomorphic to A_U and thus Aut(A_U ) = Aut_{(·|·)}(U) by [CKLW18, Theorem 6.9]. □

Remark 5.6. If V is a holomorphic VOA with c = 24 and V_1 ≠ {0} then Aut(V ) is described in [BLS22]. Hence, by Theorem 5.5 and Theorem A.4, the isomorphism class of Aut(A_V ) can be described by any maximal compact subgroup of Aut(V ).

We end this section with two remarks on the relation between the holomorphic conformal nets given by Theorem 5.3 and the various constructions of some of them present in the literature. The main point is that the strong locality proved in Theorem 5.5 gives a uniform way to construct these models.

Remark 5.7. In [LS15], see in particular [LS15, Remark 1.2] for the corresponding entries in the Schellekens list, the holomorphic framed VOAs with central charge c = 24 were classified. There exist exactly 56 of such VOAs up to isomorphism. One of them is the Moonshine VOA [FLM88], see also [DGH98] and [Miy04]. By tensor categorical methods, corresponding holomorphic framed conformal nets with c = 24 were constructed in [KL06] and in [KS14]. Actually, they must correspond to the holomorphic framed conformal nets, arising from the strong locality of the holomorphic framed VOAs with c = 24, given by Theorem 5.5 and [CKLW18, Theorem 8.15]. Indeed, by Corollary 4.14 and [LS15], there are exactly 56 isomorphism classes of framed holomorphic conformal nets with c = 24. By Theorem 5.5 and [CKLW18, Theorem 8.15], each framed holomorphic VOA with c = 24 V is strongly local. By Theorem 5.3, Theorem 5.5, [CKLW18, Theorem 8.15] and [KL06, Theorem 3.6], each A_V is a holomorphic conformal net with c = 24 which is framed by [CKLW18, Theorem 7.5]. Moreover, it follows from [CKLW18, Theorem 9.2] that if V and W are simple strongly local unitary VOAs then V and W are isomorphic if and only if A_V and A_W are isomorphic. Hence, if B is a framed holomorphic conformal net with c = 24 then B is isomorphic to A_V for some framed holomorphic VOA V with c = 24. Note that Corollary 4.14 also gives back the construction of the Moonshine conformal net given in [KL06].

Remark 5.8. Other models were constructed by the technique of mirror extension in [Xu09, Section 3.2] (cf. [LL20] for a parallel VOA application of mirror extension). There, the author gives three holomorphic irreducible conformal net extensions of affine conformal nets, corresponding to entries 18, 27 and 40 of the Schellekens list, see [Xu09, Theorem 3.3]. By the uniqueness part of Theorem 5.3, these models must be isomorphic to the ones obtained using strong locality by Theorem 5.5. In particular, note that nos. 27 and 40 are framed models. Moreover, in [Xu18, Section 4], the author gives three holomorphic conformal net extensions of the conformal nets associated to the affine VOAs corresponding to entries 9, 11 and 20 of the Schellekens list. By the uniqueness part of Theorem 5.3, these three models must be isomorphic to the ones obtained via strong locality by Theorem 5.5. Actually, one could probably use the construction in [Xu18, Section 4] together with the generalized deep hole construction of strongly rational holomorphic VOAs with c = 24 and non-zero weight-one subspace to obtain all the conformal nets obtained through Theorem 5.5, by a conformal net analogue of the orbifold construction from the Leech lattice conformal net constructed in [DX06] and in [KL06].

6. Classification of superconformal VOSAs

In this section, we discuss the classification of N = 0, N = 1 and N = 2 superconformal VOSAs, by transferring the already known classification in the superconformal net setting, using the tools developed in Section 4.

First, we give an alternative proof of an already known classification result for N = 0 superconformal VOAs, see [DL15, Section 4] and [Gui22, Corollary 2.22], namely the classification of simple CFT type extensions of the unitary Virasoro VOAs with central charge c < 1, see the first row of Table 1.

Theorem 6.1. Every simple CFT type VOA extension U of a unitary Virasoro VOA with central charge c < 1 is unitary. Furthermore, these VOA extensions are in one-to-one correspondence with the irreducible conformal nets of the same central charge c, which are completely classified in [KL04, Section 5].

Proof. The claim follows directly from Corollary 4.11. □

In a similar way, we have two classification results [CKL08, Section 7] and [CHKLX15, Section 6] for the N = 1 and N = 2 superconformal nets respectively. By definition, see e.g. [Kac01, Section 5.9], the N = 1 and N = 2 superconformal VOSAs are extensions of the N = 1 and N = 2 super-Virasoro VOSAs respectively and we will consider the case where the corresponding super-Virasoro subalgebra are unitary with c < 3/2 and c < 3 respectively (the unitary discrete series). Then, the crucial point is that the even part of these super-Virasoro VOSAs can be realized as regular cosets of certain VOAs in Table 1. Thanks to this, we are allowed to apply Corollary 4.15 and get the desired classifications via Theorem 4.22.

Theorem 6.2. Every simple CFT type VOSA extension U of a unitary super-Virasoro VOA with central charge c <^3_2 is a unitary VOSA. Furthermore, these N = 1 superconformal VOSAs are in one-to-one correspondence with the irreducible superconformal nets of the same central charge c, which are completely classified in [CKL08, Section 7].

Proof. Fix n ∈ Z_{>0} such that the central charge c equals c_n <^3_2 as in [GKO98]. Let V_0 be the even part of the N = 1 super-Virasoro VOSA V := V^{cn} (NS) with central charge c_n. Note that V_0 is simple and of CFT type as V is, see Remark 4.17. It follows from [GKO98, Section 3 and Section 4], cf. [CKL08, pp. 1103–1104], that V_0 can be realized as the coset VOA of the VOA inclusion V^{n+2}(sl(2, C )) ⊂ V^n(sl(2, C )) ⊗ V^2(sl(2, C )). Moreover, V_0 is regular, see [CFL20, Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3]. It is also strongly local, see the last row of Table 1, and completely unitary by [Gui20, Theorem I]. Hence, U has a unitary VOSA structure by Corollary 4.18.

Now, consider the N = 1 super-Virasoro net A := SVir_{cn} with central charge c_n, as constructed in [CKL08, Section 6.3]. It is not difficult to check that A_0 is isomorphic to A_{V0} . By Corollary 4.15, A_0 is completely rational and the strong integrability functor F : Rep^u(V_0) → Rep^f (A_0) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories. Moreover, F maps the equivalence class of the Z_2-simple current defining V in Rep^u(V_0) into the equivalence class of the one defining A in Rep^f (A_0). Then, the result follows from Theorem 4.22. □

In a similar fashion, we have:

Theorem 6.3. Every simple CFT type VOSA extension U of a unitary N = 2 super- Virasoro VOSA with central charge c < 3 is a unitary VOSA. Furthermore, these N = 2 superconformal VOSAs are in one-to-one correspondence with the irreducible superconformal nets of the same central charge c, which are completely classified in [CHKLX15, Section 6].

Proof. Fix n ∈ Z_{>0} such that the central charge c equals c_n < 3 as in [CHKLX15]. Let V_0 be the even part of the N = 2 super-Virasoro VOSA V := V^{cn} (N2) with central charge c_n. Note that V_0 is simple and of CFT type as V is, see Remark 4.17. By [CHKLX15, Section 5], cf. also [CL19, Corollary 8.8], V can be realized as the coset VOSA of the VOSA inclusion V_{L2(n+2)} ⊂ V^n(sl(2, C )) ⊗ F ⊗ F , where F is the real free fermion VOSA, see e.g. [Kac01, Section 3.6 and Proposition 4.10(b)]. Therefore, V_0 is equal to the coset VOA of the VOA inclusion V_{L2(n+2)} ⊂ V^n(sl(2, C )) ⊗ V_{L4} , see also [CHKLX15, p. 1312] and [CKM21, Section 4.4.2]. (Note that the even part of F ⊗F is the even rank-one lattice VOA V_{L4} .) Furthermore, V is regular by [Ada04, Theorem 7.2], cf. the discussion after [CL19, Corollary 8.8]. It follows that V_0 is regular too, see the claim in [DNR21, Section 4, p. 7789] based on [Miy15] and [CM18]. It is also strongly local, see the last row of Table 1, and completely unitary by [Gui20, Theorem I]. Hence, U has a unitary VOSA structure by Corollary 4.18.

Now, consider the N = 2 super-Virasoro net A := SVir2_{cn} with central charge c_n, as constructed in [CHKLX15, Section 3]. It is not difficult to check that A_0 is isomorphic to A_{V0} . By Corollary 4.15, A_0 is completely rational and the strong integrability functor F : Rep^u(V_0) → Rep^f (A_0) is an equivalence of unitary modular tensor categories. Moreover, F maps the equivalence class of the Z_2-simple current defining V in Rep^u(V_0) into the equivalence class of the one defining A in Rep^f (A_0). Then, the result follows from Theorem 4.22. □

Appendix A. On the automorphism groups of unitary VOAs

Let V = ⨁ n∈Z V_n be a VOA and let Aut(V ) be its automorphism group. If g ∈ Aut(V ), then for any n ∈ Z, gV_n ⊂ V_n and the restriction g ↾_{Vn} belongs to GL(V_n). The map g → (g ↾_{Vn} )_{n∈Z} gives an isomorphism of Aut(V ) onto a closed subgroup of the direct product ∏ n∈Z GL(V_n) and this makes Aut(V ) into a metrizable topological group, cf.

[CKLW18, Section 4.3].

It is well-known that if V is finitely generated, then Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group. This can be seen as follows. If V is finitely generated, there is a N ∈ Z_{≥0} such that V is generated by the finite dimensional vector space V_{≤N} := ⨁ n∈Z,n≤N Vn and the map g → g ↾_{V≤N} is a topological isomorphism of Aut(V ) onto a closed subgroup of GL(V_{≤N} ). It follows that if V is finitely generated then Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group. Actually, if V is finitely generated, the image of the restriction map g → g ↾_{V≤N} is Zariski closed in GL(V_{≤N} ) and hence Aut(V ) is isomorphic to a complex linear algebraic group, cf. [DG02, Theorem 2.4]. As a consequence, if Aut(V )_0 denotes the connected component of the identity in Aut(V ), then the quotient group Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 is finite, cf. [DG02, Section 1]. Note that every strongly rational VOA is finitely generated by [GN03] or by [DZ08].

As usual, if V is a VOA and H is a subgroup of Aut(V ), we will denote by V^H the fixed point subalgebra of V , namely V^H = {a ∈ V | ∀g (g ∈ H ⇒ ga = a)}.

From now on, V will denote a simple unitary VOA with invariant normalized scalar product (·|·) and PCT operator θ, see [CKLW18, Chapter 5]. The unitary automorphism group Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) ⊂ Aut(V ) is defined by Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) := {g ∈ Aut(V ) | ∀a(a ∈ V ⇒ (ga|ga) = (a|a))}.

It is a compact subgroup of Aut(V ), see [CKLW18, Section 5.3].

We say that g ∈ Aut(V ) is strictly positive if (a|ga) > 0 for all a ∈ V \{0} and denote by Aut_+(V ) the set of strictly positive elements of Aut(V ). We have that 1_V ∈ Aut_+(V ) and we say that Aut_+(V ) is trivial if Aut_+(V ) = {1_V }. If g ∈ Aut_+(V ) and α ∈ C , then g^α is a well defined element of Aut(V ) and the map C ∋ α → g^α = e^{α log g} ∈ Aut(V ) is a continuous group homomorphism, cf. [CKLW18, Section 5.3]. It is not difficult to show that, for any α ∈ C , the map Aut_+(V ) ∋ g → g^α ∈ Aut(V ) is continuous. Moreover, g^t ∈ Aut_+(V ) for all t ∈ R. It follows that Aut_+(V ) is a path connected subset of Aut(V ) containing 1_V and hence Aut_+(V ) ⊂ Aut(V )_0. Note that Aut_+(V ) is not in general a subgroup of Aut(V ). However, g^{−1} ∈ Aut_+(V ) for all g ∈ Aut_+(V ) and, if g and h are commuting elements of Aut_+(V ) then gh = h^12 gh^12 ∈ Aut_+(V ). It follows that if Aut(V )_0 is abelian, then Aut_+(V ) is an abelian closed and connected subgroup of Aut(V ). It is clear that if Aut(V )_0 is trivial, then Aut_+(V ) is also trivial. The converse is also true as a consequence of [CKLW18, Theorem 5.21].

For g ∈ Aut(V ) we set g^∗ = θg^{−1}θ ∈ Aut(V ). Then, (a|gb) = (g^∗a|b) for all a, b ∈ V . In particular, g^∗g ∈ Aut_+(V ) for all g ∈ Aut(V ) and an automorphism g ∈ Aut(V ) is unitary, i.e. it belongs to Aut_{(·|·)}(V ), if and only if g^∗ = g^{−1}. The next proposition shows that the elements of Aut(V ) admit a polar decomposition.

Proposition A.1. Let V be a simple unitary VOA and let g ∈ Aut(V ). Then, there is a unique |g| ∈ Aut_+(V ) and a unique u ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) such that g = u|g|.

Proof. Set |g| := (g^∗g)^12 and u := g|g|^{−1}. Then, it is straightforward to see that |g| ∈ Aut_+(V ) and u ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). In order to prove the uniqueness part let us assume that g = vh with v a unitary automorphism and h a strictly positive automorphism. Then, g^∗g = hv^∗vh = h^2 so that h = (g^∗g)^12 = |g| and hence v = gh^{−1} = u. □

We have the following consequence:

Proposition A.2. Let V be a simple unitary VOA and let q : Aut(V ) → Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 be the quotient map. Then q ↾_{Aut(·|·)(V )}: Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) → Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 is a surjective group homomorphism. In particular Aut(V ) is almost connected, i.e. Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 is compact. Moreover, if Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group, then Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 is a finite group and the map q ↾_{Aut(·|·)(V )}: Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) → Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 factors through an isomorphism of Aut_{(·|·)}(V )/ Aut_{(·|·)}(V )_0 onto Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0.

Proof. Let g ∈ Aut(V ). By Proposition A.1 g = u|g| with |g| ∈ Aut_+(V ) and u ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). Hence, since Aut_+(V ) ⊂ Aut(V )_0, q(g) = q(u) ∈ q(Aut_{(·|·)}(V )) and hence q ↾_{Aut(·|·)(V )} is surjective. Now, assume that Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group. Then, Aut(V )_0 is a path connected open subgroup of Aut(V ). Hence, Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0, being discrete and compact must be finite. Moreover, since Aut_{(·|·)}(V )_0 ⊂ Aut(V )_0, the map q ↾_{Aut(·|·)(V )}: Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) → Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 factors through an homomorphism of Aut_{(·|·)}(V )/ Aut_{(·|·)}(V )_0 onto Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0. In order to prove that the latter homomorphism is injective we have to show that Aut(V )_0 ∩ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) ⊂ Aut_{(·|·)}(V )_0. Let u ∈ Aut(V )_0 ∩ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). Since Aut(V )_0 is path connected, there is a continuous path [0, 1] ∋ t → g(t) ∈ Aut(V ) with g(0) = 1_V and g(1) = u. Then, [0, 1] ∋ t → u(t) := g(t)|g(t)|^{−1} ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) is a continuous path with u(0) = 1_V and u(1) = u. Hence, u ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V )_0. □

Proposition A.3. Let V be a simple unitary VOA. Then, V^{Aut(·|·)(V )} = V^{Aut(V )}.

Proof. Clearly V^{Aut(V )} ⊂ V^{Aut(·|·)(V )}. Now, let a ∈ V^{Aut(·|·)(V )} and let g = u|g| be any element of Aut(V ). Since |g|^{it} is unitary for all t ∈ R, we have |g|^{it}a = a for all t ∈ R. By taking the derivative at t = 0 of the latter equality we get log |g| a = 0 and hence |g|a = e^{log |g|}a = a, so ga = ua = a and a ∈ V^{Aut(V )}. □

Theorem A.4. Let V be a simple unitary VOA and assume that Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group. Then, Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) is a maximal compact subgroup of Aut(V ).

Proof. Let G be a compact subrgoup of Aut(V ) containing Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). Then, by Proposition A.3, V^G = V^{Aut(·|·)(V )}. Moreover, G is a compact Lie group being a compact subgroup of the finite dimensional Lie group Aut(V ). Hence, G = Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) by the Galois correspondence in [DM99, Theorem 3]. □

Proposition A.5. Let V be a simple unitary VOA and assume Aut(V ) is a finite dimensional Lie group. Then, if G is a compact subgroup of Aut(V ), then there exists an invariant normalized scalar product {·|·} on V such that G ⊂ Aut_{{·|·}}(V ), namely the automorphisms in G are unitary with respect to {·|·}.

Proof. By Theorem A.4 Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) is a maximal compact subgroup of Aut(V ). Moreover, Aut(V )/ Aut(V )_0 is finite, cf. Proposition A.2. Hence, by [Str06, Theorem 32.5], see also [Hoc65, XV Theorem 3.1] and [HT94, Section 1], G is contained in some maximal subgroup of Aut(V ) which must be conjugate to Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). As a consequence, there is an element h ∈ Aut(V ) such that hGh^{−1} ⊂ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ). Let {·|·} be defined by {a|b} := (ha|hb) for all a, b ∈ V . Then, {·|·} is a normalized invariant scalar product on V with PCT operator θ̃ := h−1θh. If g ∈ G then hgh−1 ∈ Aut_{(·|·)}(V ) so that {ga|gb} = (hga|hgb) = (ha|hb) = {a|b} for all a, b ∈ V and hence g ∈ Aut_{{·|·}}(V ). □ Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Giulio Codogni, Bin Gui, André Henriques, Corey Jones, Ching Hung Lam, Dave Penneys, Nils Scheithauer and Wei Yuan for stimulating discussions. We also would like to thank the anonymous referee for useful comments and suggestions. S.C. is supported in part by GNAMPA-INDAM. L.G. is supported by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme H2020-MSCA-IF-2017 under Grant Agreement 795151 Beyond Rationality in Algebraic CFT: mathematical structures and models. S.C. T.G. and L.G. acknowledge support from the MIUR Excellence Department Project awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome “Tor Vergata”, CUP E83C18000100006, and from the University of Rome “Tor Vergata” funding OAQM, CUP E83C22001800005. S.C. and L.G. also acknowledge support from the MIUR Excellence Department Project MatMod@TOV awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome “Tor Vergata”, CUP E83C23000330006. Most of this work was done while T.G. was a postdoctoral fellow at the Department of Mathematics of the University of Rome “Tor Vergata” within the project “Algebre di operatori con applicazioni alla teoria di campi quantistici”.

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

References

[ABD04] T. Abe, G. Buhl and C. Dong. Rationality, regularity, and C2-cofiniteness. Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 356(8) (2004), 3391–3402.

[AL17a] C. Ai and X. Lin. On the unitary structures of vertex operator superalgebras. J. Algebra 487 (2017), 217–243.

[AL17b] C. Ai and X. Lin. The classification of extensions of L_{sl3} (k, 0). Algebra Colloq. 24(3) (2017), 407–418.

[Ada04] D. Adamović. Regularity of certain vertex operator superalgebras. Contemp. Math. 343 (2004), 1–16.

[Ara15a] T. Arakawa. Associated varieties of modules over Kac–Moody algebras and C2-cofiniteness of W -algebras. Int. Math. Res. Not. 2015 (2015), 11605–11666.

[Ara15b] T. Arakawa. Rationality of W -algebras: principal nilpotent cases. Ann. of Math. 182(2) (2015), 565–604.

[ACL19] T. Arakawa, T. Creutzig and A. R. Linshaw. W -algebras as coset vertex algebras. Invent. Math.

218 (1) (2019), 145–195.

[ALY14] T. Arakawa, C. H. Lam and H. Yamada. Zhu’s algebra, C2-algebra and C2-cofiniteness of parafermion vertex operator algebras. Adv. Math. 264 (2014), 261–295.

[BLS22] K. Betsumiya, C. H. Lam and H. Shimakura. Automorphism groups and uniqueness of holomorphic vertex operator algebras of central charge 24. Commun. Math. Phys. (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-022-04585-6 [Bis97] D. Bisch. Bimodules, higher relative commutants and the fusion algebra associated to a subfactor.

In: Operator Algebras and Their Applications (Waterloo, ON, 1994/1995) (Fields Inst. Commun. 13, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 1997), 13–63.

[BJ00] D. Bisch and V. F. R. Jones. Singly generated planar algebras of small dimension. Duke Math. J.

101(1) (2000), 41–75.

[Bis12] M. Bischoff. Models in boundary quantum field theory associated with lattices and loop group models. Commun. Math. Phys. 315(3) (2012), 827–858.

[Bis16] M. Bischoff. A remark on CFT realization of quantum doubles of subfactors: case index < 4. Lett.

Math. Phys. 106(3) (2016), 341–363.

[Bis17] M. Bischoff. Generalized orbifold construction for conformal nets. Rev. Math. Phys. 29(1) (2017), 1750002 (53 pp.).

[BCEGP20] M. Bischoff, I. Charlesworth, S. Evington, L. Giorgetti and D. Penneys. Distortion for multifactor bimodules and representations of multifusion categories. arXiv:2010.01067v1 [math.OA]. (2020).

[BDG21] M. Bischoff, S. Del Vecchio and L. Giorgetti. Compact hypergroups from discrete subfactors. J.

Funct. Anal. 281(1) (2021), 109004 (78 pp.).

[BDG22a] M. Bischoff, S. Del Vecchio and L. Giorgetti. Galois correspondence and Fourier analysis on local discrete subfactors. Annales Henri Poincaré (2022).

[BDG22b] M. Bischoff, S. Del Vecchio and L. Giorgetti. Quantum operations on conformal nets. Rev.

Math. Phys. (2022). https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X23500071 [BKL15] M. Bischoff, Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo. Characterization of 2D rational local conformal nets and its boundary conditions: the maximal case. Doc. Math. 20 (2015), 1137–1184.

[BKLR15] M. Bischoff, Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo and K.-H. Rehren. Tensor Categories and Endomorphisms of von Neumann Algebras. With Applications to Quantum Field Theory. (Springer, Cham, Switzerland, 2015).

[BE98] J. Böckenhauer and D. E. Evans. Modular invariants, graphs and α-induction for nets of subfactors.

I. Commun. Math. Phys. 197(2) (1998), 361–386.

[BEK99] J. Böckenhauer, D. E. Evans and Y. Kawahigashi. On α-induction, chiral generators and modular invariants for subfactors. Commun. Math. Phys. 208(2) (1999), 429–487.

[Bor86] R. E. Borcherds. Vertex algebras, Kac-Moody algebras, and the Monster. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.

USA 83(10) (1986), 3068–3071.

[Bor92] R. E. Borcherds. Monstrous moonshine and monstrous Lie superalgebras. Invent. Math 109(2) (1992), 405–444.

[BHP12] A. Brothier, M. Hartglass and D. Penneys. Rigid C^∗-tensor categories of bimodules over interpolated free group factors. J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), 123525 (43 pp.).

[BMT88] D. Buchholz, G. Mack and I. Todorov. The current algebra on the circle as a germ of local field theories. Nuclear Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.) 5B (1988), 20–56.

[CM18] S. Carnahan and M. Miyamoto. Regularity of fixed-point vertex operator subalgebras.

arXiv:1603.05645v4 [math.RT]. (2018).

[Car04] S. Carpi. On the representation theory of Virasoro nets. Comm. Math. Phys. 244 (2004), 261–284. [CGH19] S. Carpi, T. Gaudio and R. Hillier. Classification of unitary vertex subalgebras and conformal subnets for rank-one lattice chiral CFT models. J. Math. Phys. 60(9) (2019), 093505 (20 pp.).

[CGH] S. Carpi, T. Gaudio and R. Hillier. From vertex operator superalgebras to graded-local conformal nets and back. In preparation.

[CHKLX15] S. Carpi, R. Hillier, Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo and F. Xu. N = 2 superconformal nets.

Commun. Math. Phys. 336(3) (2015), 1285–1328.

[CHL15] S. Carpi, R. Hillier and R. Longo. Superconformal nets and noncommutative geometry. J. Noncommut. Geom. 9(2) (2015), 391–445.

[CKL08] S. Carpi, Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo. Structure and classification of superconformal nets. Ann.

Henri Poincaré 9(6) (2008), 1069–1121.

[CKL13] S. Carpi, Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo. How to add a boundary condition. Commun. Math.

Phys. 322(1) (2013), 149–166.

[CKLW18] S. Carpi, Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo and M. Weiner. From vertex operator algebras to conformal nets and back. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 254(1213) (2018), (vi+85 pp.).

[CTW22] S. Carpi, Y. Tanimoto and M. Weiner. Local energy bounds and strong locality in chiral CFT.

Commun. Math. Phys. 390(1) (2022), 169–192.

[CTW22b] S. Carpi, Y. Tanimoto and M. Weiner. Unitary representations of the W3-algebra with c ≥ 2.

Transform. Groups (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00031-022-09699-8.

[CT23] S. Carpi and L. Tomassini. Energy bounds for vertex operator algebra extensions.

arXiv:2303.14097 [math.QA]. (2023).

[CWX] S. Carpi, M. Weiner and F. Xu. From vertex operator algebra modules to representations of conformal nets. In preparation.

[CHJP22] Q. Chen, R. Hernández Palomares, C. Jones and D. Penneys. Q-system completion for C^∗ 2-categories. J. Funct. Anal. 283(3)(109524) (2022), (59 pp.).

[CLM22] N. Chigira, C. H. Lam and M. Miyamoto. Orbifold construction and Lorentzian construction of Leech lattice vertex operator algebra J. Algebra 593 (2022), 26–71.

[Cod20] G. Codogni. Vertex algebras and Teichmüller modular forms. arXiv:1901.03079v2 [math.AG].

(2020).

[CS99] J. H. Conway and N. J. A. Sloane. Sphere Packings, Lattices and Groups. Third edition. (Springer- Verlag, New York, USA, 1999).

[CFL20] T. Creutzig, B. Feigin and A. R. Linshaw. N = 4 superconformal algebras and diagonal cosets.

Int. Math. Res. Not. 2022(3) (2020), 2180–2223.

[CKL19] T. Creutzig, S. Kanade and A. R. Linshaw. Simple current extensions beyond semi-simplicity.

Commun. Contemp. Math. 22(1) (2019), 1950001, (49 pp.).

[CKLR19] T. Creutzig, S. Kanade, A. R. Linshaw and D. Ridout. Schur-Weyl duality for Heisenberg cosets. Transform. Groups 24(2) (2019), 301–354.

[CKM21] T. Creutzig, S. Kanade and R. McRae. Tensor categories for vertex operator superalgebra extensions. arXiv:1705.05017v2 [math.QA]. (2021). To appear in Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.

[CL19] T. Creutzig and A. R. Linshaw. Cosets of affine vertex algebras inside larger structures. J. Algebra 517 (2019), 396–438.

[Dav96] K. R. Davidson. C^∗-algebras by Examples. (Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 1996). [DK06] A. De Sole and V. Kac. Finite vs affine W-algebras. Jpn. J. Math. 1(1) (2006), 137–261. [DG02] C. Dong and R. L. Griess Jr. Automorphism groups and derivation algebras of finitely generated vertex operator algebras. Michigan Math. J. 50(2) (2002), 227–239.

[DGH98] C. Dong, R. L. Griess Jr. and G Höhn. Framed vertex operator algebras, codes and the Moonshine module. Commun. Math. Phys. 193(2) (1998), 407–448.

[DLM97] C. Dong, H. Li and G. Mason. Regularity of rational vertex operator algebras. Adv. Math.

132(AI971681) (1997), 148–166.

[DL14] C. Dong and X. Lin. Unitary vertex operator algebras. J. Algebra 397 (2014), 252–277. [DL15] C. Dong and X. Lin. The extensions of L_{sl2 (k,0)} and preunitary vertex operator algebras with central charges c < 1. Commun. Math. Phys. 340(2) (2015), 613–637.

[DM97] C. Dong and G. Mason. On quantum Galois theory. Duke Math. J. 86(2) (1997), 305–321. [DM99] C. Dong and G. Mason. Quantum Galois theory for compact Lie groups. J. Algebra 214(1) (1999) 92–102.

[DM00] C. Dong and G. Mason. Monstrous Moonshine of higher weight. Acta Math. 185(1) (2000), 101– 121.

[DM04a] C. Dong and G. Mason. Holomorphic vertex operator algebras of small central charge. Pacific J.

Math. 213(2) (2004), 253–266.

[DM04b] C. Dong and G. Mason. Rational vertex operator algebras and the effective central charge. Int.

Math. Res. Not. (56) (2004), 2989–3008.

[DNR21] C. Dong, S.-H. Ng and L. Ren. Vertex operator superalgebras and the 16-fold way. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 374(11) (2021), 7779–7810.

[DR17] C. Dong and L. Ren. Representations of the parafermion vertex operator algebras. Adv. Math. 315 (2017), 88–101.

[DW11] C. Dong and Q. Wang. Parafermion vertex operator algebras. Front. Math China 6(4) (2011), 567–579.

[DX06] C. Dong and F. Xu. Conformal nets associated with lattices and their orbifolds. Adv. Math. 206(1) (2006), 279–306.

[DZ08] C. Dong and W. Zhang. Rational vertex operator algebras are finitely generated. J. Algebra 320(6) (2008), 2610–2614.

[DHR71] S. Doplicher, R. Haag and J. E. Roberts. Local observables and particle statistics. I. Commun.

Math. Phys. 23 (1971), 199–230.

[DHR74] S. Doplicher, R. Haag and J. E. Roberts. Local observables and particle statistics. II. Commun.

Math. Phys. 35 (1974), 49–85.

[DR89] S. Doplicher and J. E. Roberts. A new duality theory for compact groups. Invent. Math. 98(1) (1989), 157–218.

[EMS20] J. van Ekeren, S. Möller and N. R. Sheithauer. Construction and classification of holomorphic vertex operator algebras. J. reine angew. Math. 759 (2020), 61–99.

[ELMS21] J. van Ekeren, C. H. Lam, S. Möller, H. Shimakura. Schellekens’ list and the very strange formula. Adv. Math. 380(107567) (2021), (33 pp.).

[EGNO15] P. Etingof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych and V. Ostrik. Tensor Categories. (Amer Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2015).

[EG11] D. E. Evans and T. Gannon. The exoticness and realisability of twisted Haagerup-Izumi modular data. Commun. Math. Phys. 307(2) (2011), 463–512.

[EG22] D. E. Evans and T. Gannon. Reconstruction and local extensions for twisted group doubles, and permutation orbifolds. Trans. Amer. Mat. Soc. 375(4) (2022), 2789–2826.

[EH78] D. E. Evans and R. Høegh-Krohn. Spectral properties of positive maps on C^∗-algebras. J. London Math. Soc. 17(2) (1978), 345–355.

[EK98] D. E. Evans and Y. Kawahigashi. Quantum Symmetries on Operator Algebras. (Oxford University Press, New York, 1998).

[FRS89] K. Fredenhagen, K.-H. Rehren and B. Schroer. Superselection sectors with braid group statistics and exchange algebras. I. General theory. Commun. Math. Phys. 125(2) (1989), 201–226.

[FRS92] K. Fredenhagen, K.-H. Rehren and B. Schroer. Superselection sectors with braid group statistics and exchange algebras. II. II. Geometric aspects and conformal covariance. Rev. Math. Phys. Special Issue (1992), 113–157.

[FHL93] Y. B. Frenkel, Y.-Z. Huang and J. Lepowsky. On axiomatic approaches to vertex operator algebras and modules. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 104(494) (1993), (viii+64 pp.).

[FLM88] I. B. Frenkel, J. Lepowsky and A. Meurman. Vertex Operator Algebras and the Monster. (Academic Press, Inc., London, 1988).

[FRS02] J. Fuchs, I. Runkel and C. Schweigert. TFT construction of RCFT correlators. I. Partition functions. Nuclear Phys. B 646(3) (2002), 353–497.

[FS03] J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert. Category theory for conformal boundary conditions. In: Vertex Operator Algebras in Mathematics and Physics (Toronto, ON, 2000). (Fields Inst. Commun. 39, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2003), 25–70.

[FS10] J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert. Hopf algebras and finite tensor categories in conformal field theory.

Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 51(2) (2010), 43–90.

[FS08] J. Fuchs and C. Stigner. On Frobenius algebras in rigid monoidal categories. Arab. J. Sci. Eng.

Sect. C Theme Issues 33(2) (2008), 175–191.

[GN03] M. R. Gaberdiel and A. Neitzke. Rationality, quasirationality and finite W -algebras. Commun.

Math. Phys. 238(1-2) (2003), 305–331.

[Gal14] C. Galindo. On braided and ribbon unitary fusion categories. Canad. Math. Bull. 57(3) (2014), 506–510.

[Gan06] T. Gannon. Moonshine Beyond the Monster. The Bridge Connecting Algebra, Modular Forms and Physics. (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006).

[Gau21] T. Gaudio. On the Correspondence Between Graded-Local Conformal Nets and Vertex Operator Superalgebras with Applications. (Ph.D. thesis, Lancaster University, UK, 2021, 130 pp.).

[GLR85] P. Ghez, R. Lima and J. E. Roberts. W^∗-categories Pacific J. Math. 120(1) (1985), 79–109.

[GL19] L. Giorgetti and R. Longo. Minimal index and dimension for 2-C^∗-categories with finitedimensional centers. Commun. Math. Phys. 370(2) (2019), 719–757.

[GY19] L. Giorgetti and W. Yuan. Realization of rigid C^∗-tensor categories via Tomita bimodules J.

Operator Theory 81(2) (2019), 433–479.

[GY23] L. Giorgetti and W. Yuan. Realization of rigid C^∗-bicategories as bimodules over type II1 von Neumann algebras. Adv. Math. 415 (2023), 108886.

[GKO98] P. Goddard, A. Kent and D. Olive. Unitary representations of the Virasoro and super-Virasoro algebras. Commun. Math. Phys. 103(1) (1986), 105–119.

[GS12] P. Grossman and N. Snyder. Quantum subgroups of the Haagerup fusion categories. Commun.

Math. Phys. 311(3) (2012), 617–653.

[Gui19a] B. Gui. Energy bounds condition for intertwining operators of types B, C and G2 unitary affine vertex operator algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 372(10) (2019), 7371–7424.

[Gui19I] B. Gui. Unitarity of the modular tensor categories associated to unitary vertex operator algebras, I. Commun. Math. Phys. 366(1) (2019), 333–396.

[Gui19II] B. Gui. Unitarity of the modular tensor categories associated to unitary vertex operator algebras, II. Commun. Math. Phys. 372(3) (2019), 893–950.

[Gui20] B. Gui. Unbounded field operators in categorical extensions of conformal nets.

arXiv:2001.03095v3 [math.QA]. (2020).

[Gui21a] B. Gui. Categorical extensions of conformal nets. Commun. Math. Phys. 383(2) (2021), 763–839. [Gui21b] B. Gui. On a Connes fusion approach to finite index extensions of conformal nets.

arXiv:2112.15396v1 [math.OA]. (2021).

[Gui22] B. Gui. Q-systems and extensions of completely unitary vertex operator algebras. Int. Math. Res.

Not. 2022(10) (2022), 7750–7614.

[GL96] D. Guido and R. Longo. The conformal spin and statistics theorem. Commun. Math. Phys. 181(1) (1996), 11–35.

[Haa96] R. Haag Local Quantum Physics. Second Edition. (Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York, 1996).

[HMT99] A. Hanaki, M. Miyamoto and D. Tambara. Quantum Galois theory for finite groups. Duke Math.

J. 97(3) (1999), 541–544.

[HY00] T. Hayashi and S. Yamagami. Amenable tensor categories and their realizations as AFD bimodules.

J. Funct. Anal. 172(1) (2000), 19–75.

[Hen17] H. Henriques. The classification of chiral WZW models by H^4_+(BG, Z). In: Lie Algebras, Vertex Operator Algebras and Related Topics. (Contemp. Math. 695, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2017), 213–232.

[HP20] A. Henriques and D. Penneys. Representations of fusion categories and their commutants.

arXiv:2004.08271v1 [math.OA]. (2020).

[Hoc65] G. Hochschild. The Structure of Lie Groups. (Holden-Day, Inc., San Francisco, 1965). [HT94] K. H. Hofmann and C. Terp. Compact subgroups of Lie groups and locally compact groups. Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 120(2) (1994), 623–634.

[Höh17] G. Höhn. On the genus of the Moonshine module. arXiv:1708.05990v1 [math.QA]. (2017). [HM20] G. Höhn and S. Möller. Systematic orbifold constructions of Schellekens’ vertex operator algebras from Niemeier lattices. arXiv:2010.00849v2 [math.QA]. (2022). To appear in J. Lond. Math. Soc..

[Hua95] Y.-Z. Huang. A theory of tensor products for module categories for a vertex operator algebra. IV.

J. Pure Appl. Algebra 100(1-3) (1995), 173–216.

[Hua08] Y.-Z. Huang. Rigidity and modularity of vertex tensor categories. Commun. Contemp. Math.

10(1) (2008), 871–911.

[HKL15] Y.-Z. Huang, A. Kirillov and J. Lepowsky. Braided tensor categories and extensions of vertex operator algebras. Commun. Math. Phys. 337(3) (2015), 1143–1159.

[HL95I] Y.-Z. Huang, J. Lepowsky. A theory of tensor products for module categories for a vertex operator algebra, I. Selecta Math. (N.S.) 1(4) (1995), 699–756.

[HL95II] Y.-Z. Huang, J. Lepowsky. A theory of tensor products for module categories for a vertex operator algebra, II. Selecta Math. (N.S.) 1(4) (1995), 757–786.

[HL95III] Y.-Z. Huang and J. Lepowsky. A theory of tensor products for module categories for a vertex operator algebra, III. J. Pure Appl. Algebra 100(1-3) (1995), 141–171.

[Izu17] M. Izumi. A Cuntz algebra approach to the classification of near group categories. In: Proceedings of the 2014 Maui and 2015 Qinhuangdao Conferences in Honour of Vaughan F.R. Jones’ 60th Birthday.

(Proc. Centre Math. Appl. Austral. Nat. Univ. 46, Austral. Nat. Univ., Canberra, Australia, 2017), 222–243.

[JJLRW20] A. Jaffe, C. Jiang, Z. Liu, Y. Ren and J. Wu. Quantum Fourier analysis. Proc. Natl. Acad.

Sci. USA 117(20) (2020), 10715–10720.

[JLW16] C. Jiang, Z. Liu and J. Wu. Noncommutative uncertainty principles. J. Funct. Anal. 270(1) (2016), 264–311.

[Jon83] V. F. R. Jones. Index for subfactors. Invent. Math. 72(1) (1983), 1–25. [Jon99] V. F. R. Jones. Planar Algebras, I. arXiv:math/9909027v1 [math.QA]. (1999). [Kac94] V. Kac. Infinite Dimensional Lie Algebras. Third Edition. (Cambridge University Press, 1994). [Kac01] V. Kac. Vertex Algebras for Beginners. Second Edition. (ULS 10, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2001).

[KR87] V. Kac and A. K. Raina, Bombay Lectures on Highest Weight Representations of Infinite- Dimensional Lie Algebras. (World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., Teaneck, NJ, 1987).

[KRW03] V. Kac, S.-S. Roan and M. Wakimoto. Quantum reduction for affine superalgebras. Commun.

Math. Phys. 241(2–3) (2003), 307–342.

[Kaw15] Y. Kawahigashi. Conformal field theory, tensor categories and operator algebras. J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor. (2) 48 (2015), 303001 (57 pp.).

[Kaw19] Y. Kawahigashi. Conformal field theory, vertex operator algebras and operator algebras. In:

Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians - Rio de Janeiro 2018. Vol. III. (World Sci. Publ., 2019), 2597–2616.

[KL04] Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo. Classification of local conformal nets. Case c < 1. Ann. of Math.(2) 160 (2004), 493–522.

[KL06] Y. Kawahigashi and R. Longo. Local conformal nets arising from framed vertex operator algebras.

Adv. Math. 206(2) (2006), 729–751.

[KLM01] Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo and M. Müger. Multi-interval subfactors and modularity of representations in conformal field theory. Commun. Math. Phys. 219(3) (2001), 631–669.

[KS14] Y. Kawahigashi and N. Suthichitranont. Construction of holomorphic local conformal framed nets.

Int. Math. Res. Not. 2014(11) (2014), 2924–2943.

[KO02] A. Kirillov and V. Ostrik. On a q-analogue of the McKay correspondence and the ADE classification of ^sl2 conformal field theories. Adv. Math. 171(2) (2002), 183–227.

[KR09] L. Kong and I. Runkel. Cardy algebras and sewing constraints, I. Commun. Math. Phys. 292(3) (2009), 871–912.

[Lam19] C. H. Lam. Cyclic orbifolds of lattice vertex operator algebras having group-like fusions. Lett.

Math. Phys. 110(5) (2019), 1081–1112.

[Lam23] C. H. Lam. Unitary forms for holomorphic vertex operator algebras of central charge 24. Lett.

Math. Phys. 113 (2023), article number: 28. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-023-01652-4 [LL20] C. H. Lam and X. Lin. A holomorphic vertex operator algebra of central charge 24 with the weight one Lie algebra F4,6A2,2. J. Pure Appl. Algebra 224(3) (2020), 1241–1279.

[LM22] C. H. Lam and M. Miyamoto. A lattice theoretical interpretation of generalized deep holes of the Leech lattice vertex operator algebra. arXiv:2205.04681v1 [math.QA]. (2022).

[LS15] C. H. Lam and H. Shimakura. Classification of holomorphic framed vertex operator algebras of central charge 24. Amer. J. Math. 137(1) (2015), 111–137.

[LS19] C. H. Lam and H. Shimakura. 71 holomorphic vertex operator algebras of central charge 24. Bull.

Inst. Math. Acad. Sin. (N. S.) 14(1) (2019), 87–118.

[LS20] C. H. Lam and H. Shimakura. Inertia groups and uniqueness of holomorphic vertex operator algebras. Transform. Groups 25(4) (2020), 1223–1268.

[LL04] J. Lepowsky and H. Li. Introduction to Vertex Operator Algebras and Their Representation.

(Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, 2004).

[Li94] H. Li. Representation Theory and Tensor Product Theory for Vertex Operator Algebras. (Ph.D.

Thesis, New Brunswick, USA, 1994). arXiv:hep-th/9406211v1 .

[Li96] H. Li. Local systems of vertex operators, vertex superalgebras and modules. J. Pure Appl. Algebra.

109(2) (1996), 143–195.

[Lon94] R. Longo. A duality for Hopf algebras and for subfactors. I. Comm. Math. Phys. 159(1) (1994), 133–150.

[Lon03] R. Longo. Conformal subnets and intermediate subfactors. Commun. Math. Phys. 237(1-2) (2003) 7–30.

[LR95] R. Longo and K.-H. Rehren. Nets of subfactors. Workshop on Algebraic Quantum Field Theory and Jones Theory (Berlin, 1994). Rev. Math. Phys. 7(4) (1995), 567–597.

[LR04] R. Longo and K.-H. Rehren. Local fields in boundary conformal QFT. Rev. Math. Phys. 16(7) (2004), 909–960.

[LR09] R. Longo and K.-H. Rehren. How to remove the boundary in CFT - an operator algebraic procedure.

Commun. Math. Phys. 285(3) (2009), 1165–1182.

[LR97] R. Longo and J. E. Roberts. A theory of dimension K-theory 11 (1997), 103–159. [LX04] R. Longo and F. Xu. Topological sectors and a dichotomy in conformal field theory. Commun.

Math. Phys. 251(2) (2004), 321–364.

[Mac98] S. Mac Lane. Categories for the Working Mathematician. Second Edition. (Springer-Verlag, New York, USA, 1998).

[Mas20] G. Mason. Five not-so-easy pieces: open problems about vertex rings. In: Vertex Operator Algebras, Number Theory and Related Topics. (Contemp. Math. 753, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2020), pp. 213–232.

[Miy04] M. Miyamoto. A new construction of the Moonshine vertex operator algebra over the real number field. Ann. of Math. 159(2) (2004), 535–596.

[Miy15] M. Miyamoto. C2-cofiniteness of cyclic-orbifold models. Commun. Math. Phys. 335(3) (2015), 1279–1286.

[Möl16] S. Möller. A Cyclic Orbifold Theory for Holomorphic Vertex Operator Algebras and Applications (Ph.D. thesis, Technische Universität Darmstadt, Germany, minor revision 2020).

https://doi.org/10.26083/tuprints-00017356.

[MS23] S. Möller and N. R. Scheithauer. Dimension formulae and generalised deep holes of the Leech lattice vertex operator algebra. Ann. of Math.(2) 197 (1) (2023), 221–288.

[MS21] S. Möller and N. R. Scheithauer. A geometric classification of the holomorphic vertex operator algebras of central charge 24. arXiv:2112.12291v1 [math.QA]. (2021).

[MTW18] V. Morinelli, Y. Tanimoto and M. Weiner. Conformal covariance and the split property. Commun. Math. Phys. 357(1) (2018), 379–406.

[Müg00] M. Müger. Galois theory for braided tensor categories and the modular closure. Adv. Math. 150(2) (2000), 151–201.

[Müg03] M. Müger. From subfactors to categories and topology: I. Frobenius algebras in and Morita equivalence of tensor categories. J. Pure Appl. Algebra 180(1-2) (2003), 81–157.

[Müg10a] M. Müger. On superselection theory of quantum fields in low dimensions. XVIth International Congress on Mathematical Physics (2010), 496–503.

[Müg10b] M. Müger. Tensor categories: a selective guided tour. Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 51(1) (2010), 95–163.

[Nel72] E. Nelson. Time-ordered operator products of sharp-time quadratic forms. J. Functional Analysis 11 (1972), 211–219.

[NY16] S. Neshveyev and M. Yamashita. Drinfeld center and representation theory for monoidal categories Commun. Math. Phys. 345(1) (2016), 385–434.

[NY18] S. Neshveyev and M. Yamashita. Categorically Morita equivalent compact quantum groups. Doc.

Math. 23 (2018), 2165–2216.

[NT13] S. Neshveyev, L. Tuset. Compact quantum groups and their representation categories. (Cours Spécialisés [Specialized Courses] 20, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2013).

[NW95] F. Nill and H.-W. Wiesbrock. A comment on Jones inclusions with infinite index. Rev. Math.

Phys. 7(4) (1995), 599–630.

[Ocn88] A. Ocneanu. Quantized groups, string algebras and Galois theory for algebras. In: Operator Algebras and Applications, Vol. 2. (LMS Lecture Note Ser. 136, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, UK, 1988), 119–172, [Ost03] V. Ostrik. Module categories, weak Hopf algebras and modular invariants. Transform. Groups 8(2) (2003), 177–206.

[Pop95] S. Popa. Classification of Subfactors and Their Endomorphisms. (CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics 86, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 1995).

[Reh90] K.-H. Rehren. Braid group statistics and their superselection rules. In: The Algebraic Theory of Superselection Sectors (Palermo, 1989). (World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 1990), 333–335.

[Reh94] K.-H. Rehren. Subfactors and coset models. In: Generalized Symmetries in Physics. (World Sci.

Publ., River Edge, USA, 1994), 338–356.

[Reu19] D. Reutter. Uniqueness of unitary structure for unitarizable fusion categories.

arXiv:1906.09710v2 [math.QA]. (2019).

[Sch93] A. N. Schellekens. Meromorphic c = 24 conformal field theories. Commun. Math. Phys. 153(1) (1993), 159–185.

[Sta95] C. P. Staszkiewicz. Die Lokale Struktur Abelscher Stromalgebren auf dem Kreis. (Ph.D. Thesis, Freie Universität Berlin, Germany, 1995).

[Str06] M. Stroppel. Locally Compact Groups. (EMS, Zürich, Switzerland, 2006). [Ten19a] J. E. Tener. Fusion and positivity in chiral conformal field theory.

arXiv:1910.08257v2 [math-ph]. (2019).

[Ten19b] J. E. Tener. Geometric realization of algebraic conformal field theories. Adv. Math. 349 (2019), 488–563.

[Was95] A. Wassermann. Operator algebras and conformal field theory. In: Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1,2 (Zürich, Switzerland, 1994). (Birkhäuser, Basel, Switzerland, 1995), 966–979.

[Was98] A. Wassermann. Operator algebras and conformal field theory. III. Fusion of positive energy representations of LSU(N) using bounded operators. Invent. Math. 133(3) (1998), 467–538.

[Xu09] F. Xu. An application of mirror extensions. Commun. Math. Phys. 290(1) (2009), 83–103. [Xu18] F. Xu. Examples of subfactors from conformal field theory. Commun. Math. Phys. 357(1) (2018), 61–75.

[Yam03] S. Yamagami. C^∗-tensor categories and free product bimodules. J. Funct. Anal. 197(2) (2003), 323–346.

[Yam04a] S. Yamagami. Frobenius algebras in tensor categories and bimodule extensions. In: Galois Theory, Hopf Algebras, and Semiabelian Categories. (Fields Inst. Commun. 43, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, USA, 2004), 551–570.

[Yam04b] S. Yamagami. Frobenius duality in C^∗-tensor categories. J. Operator Theory 52(1) (2004), 3–20.

Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma “Tor Vergata”, Via della Ricerca Scientifica, 1, 00133 Roma, Italy, E-mail: carpi@mat.uniroma2.it

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Lancaster University, Lancaster LA1 4YF, UK, E-mail: t.gaudio2@lancaster.ac.uk

Dipartimento di Matematica, Università di Roma “Tor Vergata”, Via della Ricerca Scientifica, 1, 00133 Roma, Italy, E-mail: giorgett@mat.uniroma2.it

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Lancaster University, Lancaster LA1 4YF, UK, E-mail: r.hillier@lancaster.ac.uk