arXiv:2308.05139v1 [math.OA] 9 Aug 2023

A representation of the string 2-group

Peter Kristel, Matthias Ludewig and Konrad Waldorf

Abstract

We construct a representation of the string 2-group on a 2-vector space, aiming to establish it as the categorification of the spinor representation. Our model for 2-vector spaces is based on the Morita bicategory of von Neumann algebras, and we specifically represent the string 2-group on the hyperfinite type III_1 factor.

Contents

1 Introduction 1 2 Crossed modules and their representations 4 3 The string 2-group 7 4 The implementer model 9 5 The stringor representation 13 A The 2-group perspective 17 References 23

1 Introduction

The string group String(d), d ≥ 5, is defined, up to homotopy equivalence, as the stage in the Whitehead tower of the orthogonal group following Spin(d),

· · · → String(d) → Spin(d) → SO(d) → O(d).

While String(d) can be given the structure of a topological group, it cannot be equipped with the structure of a finite-dimensional Lie group and in recent years, the insight emerged that it is geometrically most fruitful to realize String(d) as a categorified group, or 2-group [BL04], a point of view that will be further advocated in this paper.

Several models of the string 2-group in different contexts have been constructed, e.g., as a strict Fréchet Lie 2-group [BCSS07], as a finite-dimensional smooth “stacky” 2-group [SP11], or as a strict diffeological 2-group [Wal12]. In this paper, using a combination of the models of [BCSS07] and [Wal12], we model the string 2-group as a strict Fréchet Lie 2-group String(d), which, owing to its strictness, is very convenient to work with.

From the beginning, it was a major question if any model of the string 2-group would support a representation, meant to be a categorification of the spinor representation of the spin groups. This question is embedded in the challenge to develop a good representation theory for general 2-groups, starting with a sensitive choice for a categorification of a vector space, a 2-vector space. Indeed, many proposals for 2-vector spaces have been studied from a representation-theoretic perspective: Kapranov-Voevodsky 2-vector spaces [KV94], see e.g., [BM06, Elg07, GK08, Gan18], Baez-Crans 2-vector spaces [BC04, HE], or Crane- Yetter’s measurable categories [CY05, BBFW12]. Unfortunately, none of these frameworks for representations of 2-groups turned out to be flexible enough to contain a representation of the string 2-group, though various speculations of attempts have been reported, e.g. in [BBFW12, NSW13, MRW17].

Following ideas of Schreiber [Sch06, Sch07, Sch09, SW13], the work of Stolz and Teichner [ST04, ST], and our previous work in the finite-dimensional context [KLWa], in this article, we propose to use the bicategory of von Neumann algebras, bimodules, and intertwiners as a model for 2-Hilbert spaces. In a sense, our setting can be regarded as a “non-abelian” generalization of Crane-Yetter’s 2-group representations on measurable categories, as the latter ones can be seen as representation categories of abelian von Neumann algebras [BBFW12].

A particular feature of our model for 2-Hilbert spaces is that the automorphism 2-group of a von Neumann algebra A can be realized as a strict topological 2-group U(A), the unitary automorphism 2-group of A, see Definition 2.7. A unitary representation of a Lie 2-group G on a von Neumann algebra A is then simply a continuous 2-group homomorphism

R : G → U(A),

see Definitions 2.5 and 2.8.

We remark that the unitary automorphism 2-group U(A) of a von Neumann algebra A seems not to have the structure of a Lie 2-group, and correspondingly we do expect unitary representations to be smooth. This should not be a surprise, as even representations of ordinary finite-dimensional Lie groups on Hilbert spaces are typically not smooth but only strongly continuous. That U(A) does not have a smooth structure but only the structure of a topological (in fact, polish) strict 2-group can therefore be seen as the higher-categorical analog of the fact that the unitary group U(H) of a Hilbert space H in its strong topology is not a Lie group, but only a topological (in fact, polish) group.

In this paper we solve the long-standing open problem to construct a unitary representation R : String(d) → U(A) (1.1) of the string 2-group, where A is a particular von Neumann algebra, namely the hyperfinite factor of type III_1. To our best knowledge, this is the first time that a representation for any model of the string group has been established.

Our construction is based on many original ideas of Stolz and Teichner [ST04, ST]. It became possible since we found suitable explicit models for both the string 2-group String(d) and the III_1-factor A, on the common basis of the theory of infinite-dimensional Clifford algebras and Fock spaces, developed by Araki [Ara87], Pressley-Segal [PS86], Plymen-Robinson

– 2 –

[PR94], and many others. This connection between higher differential geometry and von Neumann algebras was put together by the first-named author in his thesis [Kri20], which has been foundational to our ongoing research on string geometry.

We call our representation R in (1.1) the stringor representation. This name is motivated by the idea that R is the higher analog of the spinor representation of the spin group. In the following we describe a result that supports this idea.

In spin geometry, the spinor bundle on a smooth d-dimensional manifold M is a vector bundle obtained by applying the associated vector bundle construction to a spin structure on M (a lift of the structure group of M to Spin(d)) and the spinor representation of Spin(d). When seeking for analogous structures meeting the demands of string theory, most successful has been the principle established by Killingback and Witten to look at spin structures on the configuration space of strings in M, the free loop space LM = C^∞(S^1, M) [Kil87, Wit86]. Such spin structures are different from the ones mentioned above, because now all groups are infinite-dimensional. Nonetheless, Stolz and Teichner have outlined a construction of an infinite-dimensional spinor bundle on LM [ST]. Moreover, they established the principle of fusion in loop space, expressing the idea that the relevant geometric structures on loop space correspond to geometric structures on M itself. In obvious analogy, they coined the terminology stringor bundle for the corresponding – at that time, unknown – structure on M.

A rigorous construction of the spinor bundle on LM and its fusion product has been given by the first- and third-named authors in a diffeological setting of rigged von Neumann algebra bundles [Kri20, KW22, KW20b, KW20a], under the assumption that M is equipped with a string structure P, i.e., a principal String(d)-2-bundle P lifting the structure group of M to String(d). These constructions have recently been simplified by the second-named author to a topological setting with locally trivial von Neumann algebra bundles [Lud23]. In our common article [KLW22] we described how the fusion products allow to regress the spinor bundle on loop space to a von Neumann 2-vector bundle S_P on M, thus realizing the anticipated stringor bundle S_P of Stolz and Teichner as a well-defined object in that setting.

In [KLW22], we describe a categorification of the associated vector bundle construction: it associates to a principal G-2-bundle P over a smooth manifold M and a unitary representation R : G → U(A) on a von Neumann algebra A, a von Neumann 2-vector bundle P ×_G A over M. There, we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1 ([KLW22]). Let M be a string manifold with string structure P. Then, the stringor bundle S_P is the associated 2-vector bundle for the string structure P and the stringor representation R : String(d) → U(A), i.e., there is a canonical isomorphism of von Neumann 2-vector bundles S_P ∼= P ×_{String(d)} A.

The above theorem is our current justification for the terminology “stringor representation”: it exhibits the stringor bundle as a higher-geometric analogy of the spinor bundle. In

– 3 – ongoing research we will further investigate and try to advance this analogy.

The present paper is an excerpt and improvement of our paper [KLW22], in which our construction of the stringor representation was carried out first in a diffeological setting, together with other constructions and results partially explained above.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Severin Bunk, André Henriques, and Peter Teichner for helpful discussions. PK gratefully acknowledges support from the Pacific Institute for the Mathematical Sciences in the form of a postdoctoral fellowship. ML gratefully acknowledges support from SFB 1085 “Higher invariants”.

2 Crossed modules and their representations

In the present paper, we only consider strict 2-groups, and treat those via their crossed modules. In Appendix A we describe the corresponding treatment as groupoids internal to the category of groups.

Definition 2.1. A crossed module is a quadruple G = (G, H, t, α) consisting of groups G and H, a group homomorphism t : H → G, and a map α : G × H → H, such that α is an action of G on H by group homomorphisms, and

t(α(g, h)) = gt(h)g^{−1} and α(t(h), k) = hkh^{−1} (2.1)

hold for all g ∈ G and h, k ∈ H. A strict intertwiner R : G → G^′ between crossed modules G = (G, H, t, α) and G^′ = (G^′, H^′, t^′, α^′) is a pair R = (R_0, R_1) consisting of group homomorphisms R_0 : G → G^′ and R_1 : H → H^′ such that

R_0(t(h)) = t^′(R_1(h)) and R_1(α(g, h)) = α^′(R_0(g), R_1(h)) (2.2)

hold for all h ∈ H and g ∈ G.

Example 2.2. Given any abelian group A we consider the crossed module A → {e}, with the (necessarily trivial) action, which we denote by BA. Observe that A must be abelian because of the second equality in (2.1).

Example 2.3. Any group G can be viewed as a crossed module {e} → G, which we denote by G_{dis}. Example 2.4. Let A be an algebra (which we take to be over R or C , and require it to be unital and associative). Its automorphism 2-group Aut(A) is the crossed module A^{× t}→ Aut(A), where t assigns to a unit a ∈ A^× the corresponding inner automorphism of A, while the group Aut(A) of unital algebra automorphisms of A acts on A^× by evaluation.

– 4 –

Foundational to this article is the following terminology, based on our choice to consider algebras as 2-vector spaces.

Definition 2.5. A representation of a crossed module G on an algebra A is a strict intertwiner

R : G → Aut(A).

Remark 2.6. We proved in [KLWb, Prop. 2.3.1] that Aut(A) is the automorphism 2-group of the object A in the Morita bicategory of algebras, if A is Picard-surjective. In [KLWb, Prop. A.2] we proved that every algebra is isomorphic (in the Morita bicategory) to a Picardsurjective one. Thus, Definition 2.5 is the natural definition of a representation on an object of a bicategory.

Most of the time we consider crossed modules in the context of topological groups (“topological crossed modules”) or (possibly Fréchet) Lie groups (“Lie crossed modules”). In both cases it is straightforward to adapt Definition 2.1 to that setting: one requires the groups G and H to be topological groups (respectively Lie groups) and all structure maps to be continuous (respectively smooth). Every Lie crossed module has an underlying topological crossed module, obtained by forgetting the smooth structure.

For instance, the crossed modules BA and G_{dis} are topological crossed modules if A and G are topological groups, and if A is a finite-dimensional algebra, then A^× and Aut(A) have natural Lie group structures, which turn Aut(A) into a Lie crossed module. Our Definition 2.5 thus generalizes immediately to continuous (smooth) representations of topological (Lie) crossed modules.

Another extension of Definition 2.5 is to ∗-algebras. If A is a ∗-algebra, its unitary automorphism 2-group U(A) is described by the crossed module

U(A)^t→ Aut^∗(A),

where U(A) is the group of unitary elements in A (i.e., those u ∈ A with uu^∗ = u^∗u = 1) and Aut^∗(A) denotes the group of ∗-automorphisms. The structure maps are just the restrictions of those in Example 2.4. A unitary representation is then a strict intertwiner R : G → U(A). If A is finite-dimensional, then U(A) is again a Lie crossed module, and we can look at smooth or continuous unitary representations.

Just in the way that algebras are considered to be 2-vector spaces, it makes sense to consider von Neumann algebras as “2-Hilbert spaces”. We will be interested in unitary representations on von Neumann algebras. In the following, we will adapt the above definition of the unitary automorphism 2-group U(A) to von Neumann algebras, in particular taking care for the topological aspects.

We suppose that A is a von Neumann algebra, which we assume to be representable on a separable Hilbert space. We denote by U(A) its unitary group and, as before, by Aut^∗(A) the group of ∗-automorphisms of A. In particular, inner automorphisms obtained by conjugation

– 5 – with a unitary u ∈ U(A) lie in Aut^∗(A). The groups Aut^∗(A) and U(A) have canonical topologies turning them into topological groups. The group Aut^∗(A) carries Haagerup’s utopology [Haa75, §3], which is the restriction of the topology on the set B(A) of bounded operators on A that is induced by the collection of seminorms ‖θ‖_ξ = ‖ξ ∘ θ‖_{A∗} = sup_{‖a‖=1} |ξ(θ(a))|, ξ ∈ A_∗, (2.3) on A where A_∗ denotes the predual of A. The group U(A) carries the ultraweak topology. The map U(A) → Aut^∗(A) assigning to u ∈ U(A) the inner automorphism a → uau^∗, as well as the evaluation action of Aut^∗(A) on U(A) are continuous with respect to this topology. Now we are in position to introduce the following definitions.

Definition 2.7. The unitary automorphism 2-group U(A) of a von Neumann algebra A is the topological crossed module U(A)^t→ Aut^∗(A),

where t assigns to u ∈ U(A) the inner automorphism given by conjugation with u and Aut^∗(A) acts on U(A) by evaluation.

Definition 2.8. A unitary representation of a Lie or topological crossed module G on a von Neumann algebra A is a continuous strict intertwiner

R : G → U(A).

Remark 2.9. Analogously to Remark 2.6, a von Neumann algebra A is an object in the bicategory vNAlg of von Neumann algebras, bimodules, and intertwiners, with the Connes fusion product as the composition of 1-morphisms, see [Bro03]. Hence, as an object in a bicategory, A has an automorphism 2-group Aut_{vNAlg}(A), here viewed as a monoidal category, whose objects are all A-A-bimodules M that are invertible with respect to the Connes fusion product. When also U(A) is viewed as a monoidal category, there is a canonical monoidal functor U(A) → Aut_{vNAlg}(A) sending an automorphism θ ∈ Aut^∗(A) to L^2(A)_θ, the θ-twisted standard form of A. For a general von Neumann algebra, this functor is fully faithful. If A is a factor of type III (as later in Section 4), the functor U(A) → Aut_{vNAlg}(A) is moreover essentially surjective, and hence an equivalence of monoidal categories. Indeed, let M be an invertible A-A-bimodule. By the Murray-von Neumann classification of type III factors, there is, up to isomorphism, a unique non-zero countably generated left A-module, hence as a leftmodule, M must be isomorphic to the underlying left module of a standard form L^2(A) for A. That M is invertible implies that the homomorphism A^{op} → A^′ provided by the right action of A on M must by an isomorphism. Comparing the right action induced by the modular conjugation of L^2(A) with the right action therefore provides an automorphism θ ∈ Aut^∗(A) such that M ∼= L^2(A)_θ. Summarizing, for a type III factor A, the automorphism 2-group U(A) is a strict and topological version of the automorphism 2-group of A as an object in the bicategory vNAlg.

– 6 –

If G is a topological crossed module, we define the topological groups π_1G := ker(t), equipped with the subspace topology, and π_0G := G/t(H), equipped with the quotient topology. Every continuous strict intertwiner R : G → G^′ induces continuous group homomorphisms π_0R : π_0G → π_0G^′ and π_1R : π_1G → π_1G^′. In particular, any unitary representation R : G → U(A) induces continuous group homomorphisms π_1R : π_1G → Z(U(A)) = U(Z(A)) (in particular, a unitary representation of π_1G on Z(A)) and π_0R : π_0G → Out^∗(A) (an “outer representation” of π_0G on A).

We may consider the topological crossed modules Bπ_1G and (π_0G)_{dis} , and the sequence

Bπ_1G → G → (π_0G)_{dis} (2.4)

of strict intertwiners given by inclusion and projections, respectively The action α induces an action of π_0G on π_1G, and following [SP11] we call G and the corresponding extension (2.4) central if that action vanishes. In case of the unitary automorphism group of a von Neumann algebra A (Definition 2.7), we have π_1U(A) = Z(U(A)) = U(Z(A)), the group of central unitaries, and π_0U(A) = Out^∗(A) := Aut^∗(A)/ U(A). Moreover, if A is a factor, then π_1U(A) = U(1) and U(A) is central.

Remark 2.10. Baez-Lauda have classified non-continuous, i.e., purely set-theoretic, extensions of the form (2.4) by the group cohomology H^3_{grp}(π_0G, π_1G) of π_0G with values in the module π_1G [BL04]. The class k_G corresponding to a crossed module G is called the k-invariant of G. For a continuous central crossed module G such that π_0G is Hausdorff, paracompact and locally compact, extensions of the form (2.4) are classified by continuous Segal-Mitchison cohomology H^3_{SM}(π_0G, π_1G) [BUW]. Depending on A, the topology of π_0U(A) = Out^∗(A) can be very bad, for instance, non-Hausdorff. This happens, in particular, for the hyperfinite type III factor we use later in Section 4, where the quotient topology on Out^∗(A) is indiscrete. Hence, we cannot to use this k-invariant of the unitary automorphism group U(A).

3 The string 2-group

We model the string 2-group String(d) as a crossed module of nuclear Fréchet Lie groups. It is a variation of (and equivalent to) a crossed module that appeared first in [BCSS07]; see [LW] for a detailed discussion.

To start with, for a Lie group G with identity element e, we denote by LG = C^∞(S^1, G) the smooth loop group of G, and for subsets I ⊆ S^1, we write L_I G for subgroup of γ ∈ LG such that γ(t) = e for t /∈ I, respectively t ∈ [0, π]. Moreover, we denote by P_eG the space of smooth paths γ : [0, π] → G that are flat at the end points, i.e., all derivatives of γ at t = 0, π vanish. We note that the elements of L_{[0,π]}G are always flat at t = 0, π; hence, restriction gives an injective group homomorphism r : L_{[0,π]}G → P_eG, γ −→ γ|_{[0,π]}. (3.1) – 7 –

All groups discussed above are infinite-dimensional Lie groups modeled on nuclear Fréchet spaces.

Let G be a compact, simple and simply connected Lie group and let 1 → U(1) → ~LG^π→ LG → 1 (3.2) be a central extension of the loop group LG. By this we mean a sequence of Lie groups that is exact as a sequence of groups, and where π is a principal U(1)-bundle over LG. By our assumptions on G, such central extensions are classified up to unique isomorphism by their Chern class [LW, §2.2 & Lemma 2.3.1]. A central extension is called basic if its Chern class is a generator of H^2(LG, Z) ∼= Z. In the following we consider the group G = Spin(d) and a basic central extension 1 → U(1) → ~

L Spin(d)^π→ L Spin(d) → 1.

For the next definition, but also to be used later, we introduce for paths γ_1, γ_2 ∈ P_e Spin(d) with a common end point, i.e., γ_1(π) = γ_2(π), the notation γ_1 ∪ γ_2 ∈ L Spin(d), defined by concatenation of γ_1 with the reverse of γ_2:

(γ_1 ∪ γ_2)(t) = { γ_1(t) t ∈ [0, π] γ_2(2π − t) t ∈ [π, 2π]. (3.3)

Moreover, we will use the notation Δγ := γ ∪ γ.

Definition 3.1. The string 2-group String(d) is the crossed module t : ~ L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) → P_e Spin(d), (3.4)

where ~

L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) is the restriction of the basic central extension to L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) and t := r ∘ π is the composition of the projection with the restriction map (3.1). The crossed module action α is given by

α(γ, Φ) = ~Δγ Φ ~Δγ^{−1}, γ ∈ P_e Spin(d), Φ ∈ ~L_{[0,π]} Spin(d), (3.5)

where ~Δγ is any lift of the loop Δγ ∈ L Spin(d).

The action α is well-defined as any two lifts of Δγ differ by a central element z ∈ U(1), and smooth because the central extension has smooth local sections. Verification of the second identity of (2.1) for this action (the “Peiffer identity”) uses [LW, Lemma 3.2.2] that any central extension of L Spin(d) has the property of being disjoint commutative [LW, Corollary 2.4.4], which means that elements Φ, Ψ ∈ ~L Spin(d) commute if π(Φ) and π(Ψ) have disjoint supports.

The groups π_0String(d) and π_1String(d) are actually finite-dimensional Lie groups: π_0String(d) = Spin(d) and π_1String(d) = U(1).

– 8 –

Thus, the string 2-group is an extension

BU(1) → String(d) → Spin(d)_{dis}.

The fact that the universal central extension is central implies that this extension is central, too. The condition that it is basic ensures that – after taking geometric realizations – String(d) a the 3-connected cover of Spin(d) [LW, Theorem 3.4.2], and hence, by definition, a valid string group.

Remark 3.2. Our model for the string 2-group, Definition 3.1, depends on the choice of a basic central extension of L Spin(d), i.e., on the choice of a generator for H^2(L Spin(d), Z) ∼= Z. Replacing a generator by its negative, we obtain another crossed module, String(d)^′, which is canonically isomorphic to String(d) via a strict intertwiner that preserves the projection to Spin(d)_{dis}, but acts as inversion on B U(1). Hence, the two crossed modules String(d) and String(d)^′ are isomorphic as crossed modules over Spin(d)_{dis}, but not as B U(1)-central extensions of Spin(d)_{dis}. One way to resolve this sign issue is to insist that the generator of H^2(L Spin(d), Z) ∼= H^3(Spin(d), Z) defining the basic central extension is represented by the left-invariant 2-form σ corresponding to the Lie algebra cocycle σ ∈ H^3(spin(d), Z) given by σ(x, y, z) = ⟨[x, y], z⟩ for a positive definite left-invariant inner product on spin(d). By [PS86, Prop. 4.4.4], this corresponds to the requirement that this Chern class is the left-invariant 2-form on L Spin(d) determined by the Lie algebra cocycle ω(X, Y ) = 1 2πi ∫ S^1 ⟨X(t), Y^′(t)⟩dt (3.6) on Lspin(d).

4 The implementer model

In this section, we describe a specific model for the basic central extension of L Spin(d) that we will use in the construction of String(d) in Definition 3.1, as well as a closely related model for the hyperfinite type III_1 factor on which String(d) will be represented. We write

H := L^2(S^1, R^d ) (4.1)

for the space of R^d -valued square-integrable functions on S^1 and we let H^C be its complexification. Along the projection L Spin(d) → L SO(d), elements γ of L Spin(d) act orthogonally on H by pointwise multiplication. We denote by ω(γ) the corresponding element of O(H).

We recall that a complex subspace L ⊆ H^C is called Lagrangian if L = L^⊥, equivalently, if L ⊕ L = H^C . A specific example for such a Lagrangian is the space L := {e^{i(n+1/2)t} | n = 0, 1, 2, . . . }. – 9 –

The restricted orthogonal group O_{res}(H) (with respect to this choice of L) is the subgroup consisting of those g ∈ O(H) whose commutator [g, P_L] with the orthogonal projection P_L onto L is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. It turns out that the elements ω(γ) ∈ O(H), γ ∈ L Spin(d), are actually contained in O_{res}(H) [KW22, Lemma 3.22]; hence we obtain a group homomorphism

ω : L Spin(d) → O_{res}(H).

The group O_{res}(H) has the structure of a Banach Lie group for which this homomorphism is smooth, see [KW22, §3.4, Prop. 3.23].

We will construct a central extension of L Spin(d) by pulling back a certain central extension of O_{res}(H). This central extension of O_{res}(H) is defined in terms of the Fock representation associated to L for the Clifford algebra of H. To describe this, let Cl(H) be the algebraic Clifford algebra of H, which is the universal complex unital algebra generated by H^C and subject to the relation v · w + w · v = −2⟨v, w⟩, v, w ∈ H^C . The Clifford algebra Cl(H) carries a unique ∗-operation such that v^∗ = −v for v ∈ H^C , turning it into a ∗-algebra. We define the Fock space of L by

F := ΛL = ∞⨁ k=0 Λ^kL,

i.e., the Hilbert space closure of the algebraic exterior algebra on L. The Fock space carries a canonical ∗-representation π : Cl(H) → B(F) (4.2)

of the Clifford algebra Cl(H), fully determined on the generating set H ⊆ Cl(H) by the two properties π(v)ξ = v ∧ ξ v ∈ L, ξ ∈ F π(v)ξ = −π(v)^∗ξ v ∈ H, ξ ∈ F. The Fock space F has a Z_2-grading given by its decomposition in even and odd degree forms, and the ∗-representation π is grading-preserving. For details, see, e.g., [KW22, §3] or [Lud, §3].

By the universal property of the Clifford algebra, any g ∈ O(H) induces an automorphism Cl_g of Cl(H), called the Bogoliubov automorphism associated to g. An element g ∈ O(H) is implementable on F if Cl_g extends along the representation π to an automorphism of B(F). Since that automorphism is necessarily inner, g is implementable if and only if there exists U ∈ U(F) (an implementer for g) such that

π(Cl_g(a)) = Uπ(a)U^∗ ∀a ∈ Cl(H). (4.3)

It is a classical result, see [PR94, Theorem 3.3.5] or [Ara87, Theorem 6.3], that g is implementable if and only if g lies in O_{res}(H); moreover, any two implementers for g differ

– 10 – by an element of U(1). In particular, the extension of Cl_g to an automorphism of B(F) is unique, if it exists. We denote that unique extension of Cl_g, for g ∈ O_{res}(H), by Cl_g. The set of implementers, i.e., unitaries satisfying (4.3) for some g ∈ O_{res}(H), form a subgroup Imp(H) ⊆ U(F). One can show that there exists a Banach Lie group structure on Imp(H), in such a way that it forms a central extension

1 → U(1) → Imp(H) → O_{res}(H) → 1 (4.4)

of Banach Lie groups [KW22, §3.5].

The groups just discussed fit into a commutative diagram

Imp(H)Ø

¨ //

fflffl U(F) fflffl O_{res}(H) // PU(F)

(4.5)

of groups, where the bottom horizontal map assigns to an orthogonal transformation g the class of an implementer U satisfying (4.3). It follows from [KW22, Prop. 3.18] that the Lie group topology on Imp(H) is strictly finer than the strong topology induced from U(F); in other words, we obtain that the top horizontal map in (4.5), i.e., the inclusion, is continuous (for the strong topology on U(F)). As the left vertical map admits smooth local sections and the right vertical map is continuous, this implies that also the bottom horizontal map of (4.5) is continuous. It follows that (4.5) is in fact a pullback diagram in the category of topological groups.

Lemma 4.1. Let d ≥ 5. The central extension of L Spin(d), ~ L Spin(d) //˙˙˙ fflfflØ Ø Ø Imp(H) fflffl

// U(F)

fflffl L Spin(d)_ω // O_{res}(H) // PU(F),

(4.6)

defined as the pullback of the central extension (4.4) along ω is basic.

Proof. By the assumption d ≥ 5, the homomorphism ω induces an isomorphism on H^2 (this follows, e.g., from [PS86, Prop. 12.5.2]) and the Chern class of Imp(H) is classically known to be a generator of H^2(O_{res}(H), Z) ∼= Z [SW07, Prop. 1.2 (iv)]. This implies the statement. In fact, one can show (see [KW22, Thm. 3.26]) that the Lie algebra cocycle defining the extension is precisely the cocycle (3.6).

We call the central extension of Lemma 4.1 the implementer model for the basic central extension of L Spin(d). It will be essential for our construction of the stringor representation in Section 5 that we use the implementer model in the definition of the string 2-group String(d) (see Definition 3.1).

– 11 –

Next we define the von Neumann algebra A on which we represent String(d). We write

H_0 := {f ∈ H | supp(f) ⊆ [0, π]} ⊆ H

for the Hilbert space of functions with support in [0, π]. Its algebraic Clifford algebra Cl(H_0) is a subalgebra of the algebraic Clifford algebra Cl(H). Restricting the representation (4.2) to this subalgebra, we define the von Neumann algebra

A := π(Cl(H_0))^{′′} ⊆ B(F), (4.7)

i.e., the bicommutant in B(F). Equivalently, by von Neumann’s bicommutant theorem, A is the closure of π(Cl(H_0)) in either the weak or strong operator topology.

We also consider the orthogonal complement H^⊥_0 = {f ∈ H | supp(f) ⊆ [π, 2π]} of H_0, and the corresponding von Neumann algebra

A_⊥ := π(Cl(H^⊥_0 ))^{′′} ⊆ B(F).

Since the subalgebras Cl(H^⊥_0 ) and Cl(H_0) of Cl(H) super commute, it follows that also the von Neumann subalgebras A and A_⊥ of B(F) super commute. However, we have the following, more precise result, called the twisted duality property of the Clifford von Neumann algebra.

Theorem 4.2 ([BJL02]). A and A_⊥ are each other’s super commutant. In other words, we have A_⊥ = { a ∈ B(F) | ∀b ∈ A : ab = (−1)^{|a||b|}ba } and the same equation with the roles of A and A_⊥ exchanged.

Remark 4.3. For each closed subset I ⊆ S^1, we may denote by H_I ⊆ H the Hilbert subspace of functions supported in I and obtain corresponding Clifford algebra Cl(H_I ) with von Neumann completions A_I . It turns out that the assignment I → A_I has a certain equivariance property with respect to the action of the Möbius group on the circle, which constitutes the structure of a conformal net. It is well-known that the von Neumann algebras A_I (in particular the algebra A defined in (4.7)) for proper intervals I ⊆ S^1 are of type III_1, see e.g. [GF93, Lemma 2.9]. In particular, all these algebras are isomorphic. The von Neumann algebra A is also hyperfinite, as the union of the subalgebras Cl(W_n) is ultraweakly dense, where W_1 ⊆ W_2 ⊆ . . . is an ascending sequence of finite-dimensional subspaces the union of which is dense in H_0.

Summarizing, we obtain the following diagram of subalgebras of B(F):

π(Cl(H_0)) //

’’NN NNN NNN NNN A ””D DDD DDD DD π(Cl(H)) // B(F)

π(Cl(H^⊥_0 )) //

88pp ppp ppp pp A_⊥

==z zz zz zz z (4.8)

– 12 –

5 The stringor representation

In this section we construct the stringor representation of the string 2-group String(d), for d ≥ 5. Accordant with Definition 2.8, it will be a continuous strict intertwiner

R : String(d) → U(A), (5.1)

where String(d) is the the string 2-group defined in Definition 3.1, A is the von Neumann algebra defined in (4.7), and U(A) is its unitary automorphism 2-group of A as in Definition 2.7.

We recall that the implementer model for the basic central extension ~L Spin(d), set up in Section 4, comes with a continuous group homomorphism

Ω : ~

L Spin(d) → U(F) (5.2)

with the property that if Φ ∈ ~L Spin(d) projects to a loop γ ∈ L Spin(d), then Ω(Φ) implements ω(γ) ∈ O_{res}(H), i.e., the extended Bogoliubov automorphism Cl_{ω(γ)} of B(F) is conjugation with Ω(Φ).

Lemma 5.1. The group homomorphism Ω from (5.2) takes values in the subgroup N(A) = { U ∈ U(F) | ∀a ∈ A : UaU^∗ ∈ A } . Proof. For any γ ∈ L Spin(d), the orthogonal transformation ω(γ) of H preserves the subspace H_0. Correspondingly, the Bogoliubov automorphism Cl_{ω(γ)} preserves the subalgebra Cl(H_0) ⊆ Cl(H). Since any unitary U ∈ U(F) in the image of Ω implements some ω(γ) via conjugation, conjugation with U preserves π(Cl(H_0)) and consequently its weak closure A. Remark 5.2. We remark that N(A) = ⋂ a∈A ⋂ b∈A^′ {U ∈ U(F) | UaU^∗b − bUaU^∗ = 0}, which shows that N(A) is a closed subgroup of U(F).

By Lemma 5.1 the group homomorphism Ω restricts to a continuous group homomorphism Ω^′ : ~

L Spin(d) → N(A). (5.3) By definition of N(A), its elements U ∈ N(A) act by conjugation on A, thus defining a group homomorphism t_A : N(A) → Aut^∗(A). (5.4) The map t_A is continuous by [BDH15, Lemma A.18]; this uses that the canonical vacuum vector Ω ∈ F is cyclic and separating for the action of A on F, thus turning F into a standard form for A.

– 13 –

Lemma 5.3. For any γ ∈ L Spin(d), the extended Bogoliubov automorphism Cl_{ω(γ)} of B(F) preserves the subalgebra A ⊆ B(F) and hence restricts to an automorphism Cl^′_{ω(γ)} ∈ Aut(A). The corresponding map Cl^′_ω : L Spin(d) → Aut(A) is a continuous group homomorphism, and the following diagram is commutative: ~ L Spin(d)^{Ω′} // fflffl N(A) t_A fflffl L Spin(d)_{Cl′ω} // Aut(A).

Moreover, the automorphism Cl^′_{ω(γ)} only depends on the restriction of γ to its first half, i.e., if γ, γ^′, γ^{′′} ∈ P Spin(d) have a common initial point and a common end point, then

Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ}′_) = Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ}′′_).

Proof. If Φ ∈ ~

L Spin(d) is any lift of γ, then U := Ω^′(Φ) ∈ N(A) implements ω(γ). Thus, t_A(U) is the claimed restriction Cl^′_{ω(γ)}, and the diagram is commutative. Continuity of Cl^′_ω follows from the fact that the basic central extension admits local sections, and that Ω^′ and t_A are continuous. In the situation of the three paths γ, γ^′, γ^{′′}, the orthogonal transformations ω(γ ∪ γ^′) and ω(γ ∪ γ^{′′}) restrict to the same transformation on H_0 and hence induce the same Bogoliubov automorphisms on Cl(H_0). But then, the restrictions Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ′ )} and Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ′′)} of the extended Bogoliubov automorphisms Cl_{ω(γ∪γ}′_) and Cl_{ω(γ∪γ}′′_), respectively, to the weak closure A of Cl(H_0) also coincide, as ∗-automorphisms of von Neumann algebras are automatically weakly continuous.

Next we note that N(A) contains the subgroup U(A) ⊆ U(F) of unitary elements in A. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. The restriction of the group homomorphism Ω^′ to the subgroup ~L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) factors through the subgroup U(A): ~ L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) //˙˙˙ ¨˙ fflffl U(A)¨˙

fflffl ~ L Spin(d)_{Ω′} // N(A)

Proof. Let U be an implementer for ω(γ), where γ ∈ L_{[0,π]} Spin(d). We first note that U is a grading preserving unitary transformation of F. Indeed, since L Spin(d) is connected, ω(γ) is contained in the identity component of O_{res}(H) and elements in the identity component are implemented by grading preserving unitaries [PR94, §3.5 & p. 134]. Now, as γ is supported on [0, π], ω(γ) acts trivially on the subspace H^⊥_0 ⊆ H, so Cl_{ω(γ)} acts trivially on Cl(H^⊥_0 ).

– 14 –

Hence, U is contained in the commutant of Cl(H^⊥_0 ). Because U is even and the even parts of the commutant and of the super commutant coincide, this implies that U is also contained in the super commutant of Cl(H^⊥_0 ). But this is the same as the super commutant of its weak closure A_⊥, which is A by Theorem 4.2.

We obtain from Lemma 5.4 a continuous group homomorphism

R_1 : ~

L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) → U(A),

fitting into the following commutative diagram of topological groups: ~ L_{[0,π]} Spin(d)^{R1} // ¨˙ fflffl U(A)¨˙

fflffl ~ L Spin(d)^{Ω′} // fflffl N(A) t_A fflffl L Spin(d)_{Cl′ω} // Aut(A).

(5.5)

Finally, we define the continuous group homomorphism

R_0 := Cl^′_ω ∘ Δ : P_e Spin(d) → Aut(A) (5.6)

using the path doubling map (3.3). Now we have set up the required structure for a strict intertwiner R := (R_0, R_1) : String(d) → U(A), and we are in position to prove the main result of this article.

Theorem 5.5. The pair R = (R_0, R_1) is a unitary representation R : String(d) → U(A).

Proof. First we have to check compatibility with the maps t of the two crossed modules, which we will denote for the moment by t_{String(d)} and t_{U(A)}, respectively. We notice that t_{U(A)} = t_A|_{U(A)}. Thus, we have to show that

R_0(t_{String(d)}(Φ)) = t_A(R_1(Φ)) (5.7)

holds for all Φ ∈ ~

L_{[0,π]} Spin(d). Let γ := t_{String(d)}(Φ) ∈ P_e Spin(d), i.e., Φ projects to the loop γ ∪ c_e. By commutativity of the diagram (5.5), we have t_A(R_1(Φ)) = Cl^′_{ω(γ∪ce)}. On the other hand, we have R_0(t_{String(d)}(Φ)) = R_0(γ) = Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ)}.

By Lemma 5.3 we have Cl^′_{ω(γ∪ce )} = Cl^′_{ω(γ∪γ)}; this shows (5.7).

Second, we have to check that R intertwines the crossed module actions, which we denote for the moment by α_{String(d)} and α_{U(A)}, respectively. Let γ ∈ P_e Spin(d) and Φ ∈ ~L_{[0,π]} Spin(d);

– 15 – moreover, let ~Δγ ∈ ~L Spin(d) be a lift of the loop Δγ. Then, we compute

R_1(α_{String(d)}(γ, Φ)) = R_1( ~Δγ Φ ~Δγ^{−1}) Definition of α_{String(d)}, see (3.5) = Ω^′( ~Δγ) R_1(Φ) Ω^′( ~Δγ)^{−1} Definition of R_1, see Lemma 5.4 = t_A(Ω^′( ~Δγ))(R_1(Φ)) Definition of t_A, see Definition 2.7 = Cl^′_{ω(Δγ)}(R_1(Φ)) Definition of Cl^′_ω, see Lemma 5.3 = R_0(γ)(R_1(Φ)) Definition of R_0, see (5.6) = α_{U(A)}(R_0(γ), R_1(Φ)) Definition of α_{U(A)}, see Definition 2.7.

This completes the proof.

We conclude our construction of the stringor representation R by several remarks.

Remark 5.6. The operator Ω(Φ) ∈ U(F) ⊆ B(F) associated to Φ ∈ ~L_{(0,π)} Spin(d) is generally not contained in π(Cl(H_0)) ⊆ B(F) or its norm completion. Therefore, String(d) is not represented on the algebraic Clifford algebra Cl(H_0) or its C^∗-completion, and the passage to von Neumann algebras is inevitable.

Remark 5.7. Since A is a factor, we have π_1Aut(A) = ker(t_{U(A)}) = U(A) ∩ A^′ = U(1). On π_1, the stringor representation induces the identity, π_1R = id_{U(1)}. On π_0, it induces a continuous map π_0R : Spin(d) → π_0Aut(A) = Out^∗(A).

Remark 5.8. It is no surprise that the stringor representation can be realized as a strict intertwiner, as opposed to a weak morphism of topological crossed modules, also known as butterfly [AN09]. Indeed, any butterfly between String(d) and a topological crossed module G, ~ L_{[0,π]} Spin(d)

fflffl

””E EEE EEE EE H

fflffl

˝˝––– ––– ––– –

B ””E EE EE EE EE ––www www www w P_e Spin(d)

11

ȷ � w i d

G has a section against its NE-SW-sequence, since that sequence is a short exact sequence of topological groups, and P_e Spin(d) is contractible as a topological group. Hence, the given butterfly is isomorphic to a strict morphism [AN09, Prop. 4.5.3], corresponding to a crossed intertwiner [NW20], or – in terms of monoidal groupoids – a continuous monoidal functor with continuous associator.

Remark 5.9. By construction, the stringor representation is continuous. We recall that the Fréchet Lie groups appearing in the crossed module String(d) have been equipped with their

– 16 – underlying (Fréchet) topology. The forgetful functor Frech → Top factors through the category Diff of diffeological spaces via the “manifold diffeology” functor M : Frech → Diff and the “D-topology” functor D : Diff → Top. The latter has a right adjoint, the functor C : Top → Diff that equips a topological space with the “continuous diffeology”. As a right adjoint, C preserves limits and hence sends topological crossed modules to diffeological crossed modules. In particular, there is a diffeological version

U(A)_{Diff} := C(U(A))

of the unitary automorphism 2-group of a von Neumann algebra. By adjunction, our stringor representation induces a smooth strict intertwiner

R^∞ : M(String(d)) → U(A)_{Diff} ,

and hence a smooth, diffeological version of the stringor representation. The unitary automorphism 2-group U(A) of a von Neumann algebra is in fact delta-generated, meaning that the topologies of both U(A) and Aut^∗(A) are delta-generated (i.e., determined by the continuous curves). This means that D(U(A)_{Diff} ) = U(A), see [Kih19, Prop. 2.10]. Thus, we have D(R^∞) = R, i.e., our stringor representation is obtained by applying the D-topology functor to its smooth version R^∞.

A The 2-group perspective

In this appendix, we describe another perspective to our stringor representation, namely from the point of view that strict 2-groups are groupoids internal to the category of groups. Therefore, in this section, we distinguish intentionally between crossed modules (used before as a model for strict 2-groups) and the actual 2-groups. Just like crossed modules, 2-groups exist, in particular, in a continuous setting (“topological 2-group”) and in a smooth setting (“Lie 2-group”).

Strict 2-groups versus crossed modules

If Γ is a topological 2-group, we denote by Γ_1 and Γ_0 its topological groups of morphisms and objects, respectively. We further denote by s, t : Γ_1 → Γ_0 the source and target map, respectively, and by i : Γ_0 → Γ_1 the identity-assigning map. When constructing topological 2-groups it is worthwhile to notice that composition and inversion of the underlying groupoid are already determined by the remaining structure. Indeed, it is straightforward to see that

x ∘ y = x i(s(x))^{−1}y = x i(t(y))^{−1}y, (A.1)

for composable morphisms x, y ∈ Γ_1, i.e., morphisms such that s(x) = t(y). It follows from this that the inverse of a morphism x ∈ Γ_1 with respect to composition satisfies

inv(x) = i(s(x))x^{−1}i(t(x)). (A.2)

– 17 –

Moreover, the subgroups ker(s) and ker(t) of Γ_1 commute: let x ∈ ker(s), y ∈ ker(t), and let e ∈ Γ_0 be the unit element. Then yx = (e ∘ y)(x ∘ e) = (e · x) ∘ (y · e) = x ∘ y = x i(s(x))^{−1}y = xy. (A.3) We have the following simple converse of these three observations.

Lemma A.1. Suppose Γ_0 and Γ_1 are topological groups and s, t : Γ_1 → Γ_0 and i : Γ_0 → Γ_1 are continuous group homomorphisms such that: (a) s ∘ i = id_{Γ0} = t ∘ i.

(b) ker(s) and ker(t) are commuting subgroups.

Then, together with the composition defined by (A.1) and the inversion defined in (A.2), this structure constitutes a topological 2-group.

Remark A.2. Lemma A.1 holds verbatim in the smooth case, with the only modification that the subgroups in (b) have to be Lie subgroups, see [LW, Lemma 3.3.1] for a discussion of the smooth case.

Let us recall the usual equivalence between the category of topological crossed modules and continuous strict intertwiners on one side, and topological 2-groups and 2-group homomorphisms (functors whose component maps are continuous group homomorphisms) on the other side: X : { Topological 2-groups } // { Topological crossed modules } : G.

oo (A.4)

If Γ is a topological 2-group, then we put G := Γ_0, H := ker(s) ⊆ Γ_1, t := (t : Γ_1 → Γ_0)|_{ker(s)}, and α_g(h) := i(g)h i(g)^{−1} to obtain a topological crossed module X(Γ). Conversely, if G = (G, H, t, α) is a topological crossed module, then putting Γ_0 := G, Γ_1 := H ⋊_α G, s_Γ(h, g) := g, t_Γ(h, g) := t(h)g, and i(g) := (1, g) provides the input data for Lemma A.1 and hence a topological 2-group G(G).

Moreover, to a strict intertwiner R = (R_0, R_1) between topological crossed modules, the functor G associates the 2-group homomorphism G(R) that is G(R)_0 := R_0 on the level of objects and G(R)_1 := R_1 × R_0 on the level of morphisms.

For instance, our stringor representation R becomes a 2-group homomorphism

G(R) : G(String(d)) → G(U(A)).

The point of this appendix is that the 2-groups G(String(d)) and G(U(A)), as well as the 2-group homomorphism G(R), have “nicer” descriptions than the ones produced from their crossed module description. More precisely, the groups of morphisms,

G(String(d))_1 = ~

L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) ⋊ P_e Spin(d) G(U(A))_1 = U(A) ⋊ Aut(A),

have descriptions that use no semi-direct products, see Remarks A.4 and A.7.

– 18 –

The string group as a strict 2-group The case of the string 2-group is treated in [LW, §3.3], and we recall this briefly. The basis is the unique existence of a fusion factorization for the basic central extension of the loop group L Spin(d): a Lie group homomorphism i : P_e Spin(d) → ~

L Spin(d) (A.5) such that i(γ) projects to the loop Δγ = γ ∪ γ. An explicit construction of this fusion factorization in terms of the implementer model was given before in [KW22, §5].

We denote by ~

P_e Spin(d)^{[2]} the pullback of the basic central extension along the map ∪ : P_e Spin(d)^{[2]} → L Spin(d). Then, we set up a 2-group with source and target maps

~ P_e Spin(d)^{[2]} s **

t 44 // P_e Spin(d)^{[2] pr2} //_{pr} 1 // P_e Spin(d),

and identity map i. Via Lemma A.1 (using and the disjoint-commutativity of ~L Spin(d), see Section 3) this defines a Lie 2-group String(d).

Proposition A.3. The Lie 2-group String(d) and the Lie crossed module String(d) correspond to each other under the equivalence (A.4); precisely, we have X(String(d)) = String(d). Proof. This is clear from the given constructions, and the fact that i(γ) can serve as the lift ~Δγ used in (3.5).

Remark A.4. Corresponding to the equality X(String(d)) = String(d) we have a canonical Fréchet Lie 2-group isomorphism String(d) ∼= G(String(d)) coming from the canonical natural isomorphism G ∘X ∼= id belonging to the equivalence (A.4). Explicitly, on the level of morphisms, the map ~ P_e Spin(d)^{[2]} → ~

L_{[0,π]} Spin(d) ⋊ P_e Spin(d); U → (U · i(s(U))^{−1}, s(U)) is an isomorphism of Fréchet Lie groups.

The automorphism group of a von Neumann algebra as a strict 2-group Next we describe the crossed module U(A) for the unitary automorphism 2-group of a von Neumann algebra A as a strict topological 2-group. For this purpose, we choose a standard form F of A (e.g., F could be defined using a cyclic and separating vector Ω ∈ F). In this

– 19 – context, we also make use of the modular conjugation operator J : F → F provided by the structure of the standard form.

We define topological 2-group U(A) in the following way. Its group of objects is the group Aut^∗(A), equipped with the u-topology. Its group of morphisms is the closed subgroup N(A) ⊆ U(F) defined in Lemma 5.1. The group homomorphism t_A : N(A) → Aut(A) from (5.4) is the target map. We define the source map by

s_A : N(A) → Aut(A), s_A(U) := t_A(JUJ). (A.6)

Clearly, s_A is also a group homomorphism and continuous. The group homomorphism

i : Aut(A) → N(A) (A.7)

assigning the identity morphism is provided by the following classical theorem, see [Haa75, Thm. 3.2, Prop. 3.5].

Theorem A.5. For every θ ∈ Aut(A), there exists a unique element i(θ) ∈ N(A) such that i(θ)a i(θ)^∗ = θ(a), i(θ)J = J i(θ), i(θ)P = P. (A.8) Moreover, the corresponding map i : Aut(A) → N(A) is a continuous group homomorphism.

The group homomorphism i is also called the canonical implementation. One can see directly from the first equation in (A.8) that t_A ∘ i is the identity on Aut(A), and the second equation implies that also s_A ∘ i is the identity. We further note that ker(t_A) ⊆ A^′ and ker(s_A) ⊆ A^{′′} = A, so that by now all conditions of Lemma A.1 are satisfied, and we obtain the topological 2-group U(A).

Proposition A.6. The topological 2-group U(A) and the crossed module U(A) correspond to each other under the equivalence (A.4); precisely, we have X(U(A)) = U(A).

Proof. The topological crossed module X(U(A)) is given by

t_A|_{ker(sA)} : N(A) ⊇ ker(s_A) → Aut(A),

and θ ∈ Aut(A) acts on ker(s_A) by conjugation with i(θ). We observe that ker(s_A) consists of those U ∈ N(A) such that conjugation by JUJ acts trivially on A; in other words, JUJ ∈ A^′ and U ∈ A. This shows that ker(s_A) = U(A). Here, by construction of Aut(A), U(A) ⊆ N(A) ⊆ U(F ) inherits the strong operator topology on U(F). This topology coincides with the ultraweak topology of U(A) ⊆ A. By the first property of i in (A.8), the induced action of Aut(A) on ker(s_A) = U(A) is precisely the evaluation action. Thus, we have X(U(A)) = U(A).

Remark A.7. Using again the natural isomorphism G ∘ X ∼= id, we obtain a canonical 2-group isomorphism U(A) ∼= G(U(A)).

– 20 –

In particular, on the level of morphisms, the map N(A) → U(A) ⋊ Aut(A); U → (Ui(s_A(U))^{−1}, s_A(U)) is an isomorphism of topological groups.

The stringor representation in the 2-group setting The following lemma about implementers and the modular conjugation operator will be important, see [KW22, §4.1]. We let τ : H → H be induced by the map t → 2π − t on S^1, and in turn let σ : O(H) → O(H) be defined by σ(g) := τ ∘ σ ∘ τ. The map σ restricts to a smooth automorphism of the Banach Lie group O_{res}(H). Note that σ(ω(γ_1 ∪ γ_2)) = ω(γ_2 ∪ γ_1) for any pair (γ_1, γ_2) ∈ P_e Spin(d)^{[2]}.

Lemma A.8 ([KW22, Prop. 4.9 & 4.11]). If U ∈ U(F) implements g ∈ O_{res}(H), then JUJ implements σ(g). The corresponding map σ̃ : Imp(H) → Imp(H) is a Banach Lie group homomorphism, thus making the diagram Imp(H) fflffl σ̃ // Imp(H)

fflffl O_{res}(H)_σ // O_{res}(H) commutative.

Now we are in position to set up the stringor representation as a 2-group homomorphism R : String(d) → U(A). It is defined on the level of objects and morphisms by the continuous group homomorphisms R_0 : String(d)_0 → Aut^∗(A) : γ → R_0(γ) R_1 : String(d)_1 → N(A) : Φ → Ω^′(Φ) where R_0 was defined in (5.6) and Ω^′ was defined in (5.3).

Theorem A.9. The group homomorphisms R = (R_0, R_1) form a continuous 2-group homomorphism R : String(d) → U(A). Moreover, we have X(R) = R, i.e., R is the 2-group analog of the stringor representation R. Proof. If Φ ∈ ~

P_e Spin(d)^{[2]} projects to γ_1 ∪ γ_2, Lemma 5.3 and (5.6) imply t_{U(A)}(R_1(Φ)) = t_A(Ω^′(Φ)) = Cl^′_{ω(γ1 ∪γ2)} = Cl^′_{ω(γ1 ∪γ1)} = R_0(γ_1) = R_0(t(Φ)). (A.9) – 21 –

Moreover, Lemma A.8 shows that s_{U(A)}(R_1(Φ)) = t_A(JΩ^′(Φ)J) = Cl^′_{ω(γ2 ∪γ1)} = R_0(γ_2) = R_0(s(Φ)). (A.10) This shows that R_0 and R_1 respect sources and targets.

Next we show that R_0 and R_1 respect the identity morphisms, i.e., that i_{can}(R_0(γ)) = Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ)) (A.11) holds for all γ ∈ P_e Spin(d), where i_{can} is the canonical implementation (A.7) and i_{ff} is the fusion factorization (A.5). Since by Theorem A.5, elements in the image of i_{can} commute with J, we have

s_{U(A)}(i_{can}(R_0(γ))) = t_A(Ji_{can}(R_0(γ))J) = t_{U(A)}(i_{can}(R_0(γ))) = R_0(γ). Moreover, since i_{ff} (γ) projects to γ ∪ γ, by (A.9) and (A.10) we get s_{U(A)}(Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ))) = t_{U(A)}(Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ))) = R_0(γ).

We let f : P_e Spin(d) → N(A) be the difference between the two expressions in (A.11), i.e., f(γ) := i_{can}(R_0(γ)) · Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ))^{−1}.

The above calculations shows that f(γ) ∈ ker(s_{U(A)}) ∩ ker(t_{U(A)}) = U(A^′) ∩ U(A) = U(1), since A is a factor. We observe that we constructed a continuous map f : P_e Spin(d) −→ U(1), which, in fact, is a group homomorphism, as

f(γ · γ^′) = i_{can}(R_0(γ)) · i_{can}(R_0(γ^′)) · Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ^′))^{−1}

=f(γ^′ )∈U(1)

· Ω^′(i_{ff} (γ))^{−1} = f(γ) · f(γ^′).

Here we used that the middle term is contained in the center of N(A) and hence can be pulled out. Since P_e Spin(d) is a regular Lie group, every continuous group homomorphism is smooth. However, by [LW, Thm. 2.1.2], any smooth group homomorphism from P_e Spin(d) to U(1) is trivial, f = 1. Hence (A.11) holds. It follows now from Lemma A.1 that R respects composition and inversion, and hence is a 2-group homomorphism.

The strict intertwiner X(R) consists of the group homomorphisms X(R)_0 = R_0 = R_0 and X(R)_1 = R_1|_{ker(s)} = Ω^′|_{~Ω[0,π] Spin(d)} = R_1. This shows the claimed equality X(R) = R.

Remark A.10. The equality X(R) = R is equivalent to the statement that the diagram of 2-group homomorphisms String(d)^R // fflffl U(A) fflffl G(String(d))_{G(R)} // G(U(A)) whose vertical arrows are the 2-group isomorphisms of Remarks A.4 and A.7, is strictly commutative.

– 22 –

References

[AN09] E. Aldrovandi and B. Noohi, “Butterflies I: morphisms of 2-group stacks”. Adv. Math., 221(3):687–773, 2009. [arxiv:0808.3627].

[Ara87] H. Araki, “Bogoliubov automorphisms and Fock representations of canonical anticommutation relations”. Contemp. Math., 62:23–141, 1987.

[BBFW12] J. C. Baez, A. Baratin, L. Freidel, and D. K. Wise, “Infinite-dimensional representations of 2-groups”. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 219(1032), 2012. [arxiv:/0812.4969].

[BC04] J. C. Baez and A. S. Crans, “Higher-dimensional algebra VI: Lie 2-algebras”. Theory Appl. Categ., 12:492–528, 2004. [arxiv:math/0307263].

[BCSS07] J. C. Baez, A. S. Crans, D. Stevenson, and U. Schreiber, “From loop groups to 2-groups”. Homology, Homotopy Appl., 9(2):101–135, 2007. [arxiv:math.QA/0504123].

[BDH15] A. Bartels, C. L. Douglas, and A. Henriques, “Conformal nets I: Coordinate-free nets”. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, 13:4975–5052, 2015. [arxiv:/1302.2604].

[BJL02] H. Baumgärtel, M. Jurke, and F. Lledó, “Twisted duality of the CAR-algebra”. J. Math. Phys., 43, 2002.

[BL04] J. C. Baez and A. D. Lauda, “Higher-dimensional algebra V: 2-groups”. Theory Appl. Categ., 12:423–491, 2004. [arxiv:math/0307200].

[BM06] J. W. Barrett and M. Mackaay, “Categorical representations of categorical groups”. Theory Appl. Categ., 16(20):529–557, 2006. [arxiv:/math/0407463].

[Bro03] R. M. Brouwer, “A bicategorical approach to Morita equivalence for rings and von Neumann algebras”. Preprint. [arxiv:/math/0301353].

[BUW] J. Blanco, B. Uribe, and K. Waldorf, “Pontrjagin duality on multiplicative Gerbes”. Preprint. [arxiv:/2012.05056].

[CY05] L. Crane and D. N. Yetter, “Measurable categories and 2-groups”. Appl. Categ. Structures, 13(5):501–516, 2005. [arxiv:/math/0305176].

[Elg07] J. Elgueta, “Representation theory of 2-groups on Kapranov and Voevodsky’s 2-vector spaces”. Adv. Math., 213(1):53–92, 2007. [arxiv:/math/0408120v1].

[Gan18] N. Ganter, “Categorical tori”. SIGMA, 14, 2018. [arxiv:1406.7046v2]. [GF93] F. Gabbiani and J. Fröhlich, “Operator algebras and conformal field theory”. Commun. Math. Phys., 155(3):569–640, Aug 1993.

[GK08] N. Ganter and M. Kapranov, “Representation and character theory in 2-categories”. Adv. Math., 217(5):2268–2300, 2008. [arxiv:/math/0602510].

[Haa75] U. Haagerup, “The standard form of von Neumann algebras”. Math. Scand., 37(2):271–283, 1975.

[HE] B. A. Heredia and J. Elgueta, “On the representations of 2-groups in Baez-Crans 2-vector spaces”. Preprint. [arxiv:/1607.04986].

[Kih19] H. Kihara, “Model category of diffeological spaces”. J. Homotopy Relat. Struct., 14:51–90, 2019. [arxiv:/1605.06794].

– 23 –

[Kil87] T. Killingback, “World sheet anomalies and loop geometry”. Nuclear Phys. B, 288:578, 1987.

[KLWa] P. Kristel, M. Ludewig, and K. Waldorf, “2-vector bundles”. Preprint.

[arxiv:/2106.12198].

[KLWb] P. Kristel, M. Ludewig, and K. Waldorf, “The insidious bicategory of algebra bundles”. Preprint. [arxiv:/2204.03900].

[KLW22] P. Kristel, M. Ludewig, and K. Waldorf, “The stringor bundle”. Preprint.

[arxiv:/2206.09797].

[Kri20] P. Kristel, The spinor bundle on loop space and its fusion product. PhD thesis, Universität Greifswald, 2020.

[KV94] M. Kapranov and V. A. Voevodsky, “2-categories and Zamolodchikov tetrahedra equations”. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc, 56:177–259, 1994.

[KW20a] P. Kristel and K. Waldorf, “Connes fusion of spinors on loop space”. Preprint.

[arxiv:/2012.08142].

[KW20b] P. Kristel and K. Waldorf, “Smooth Fock bundles, and spinor bundles on loop space”. J. Differential Geom., 2020, to appear. [arxiv:/2009.00333].

[KW22] P. Kristel and K. Waldorf, “Fusion of implementers for spinors on the circle”. Adv. Math., 402:108325, 2022. [arxiv:/1905.00222].

[Lud] M. Ludewig, “The Clifford algebra bundle on loop space”. Preprint.

[arxiv:/2204.00798].

[Lud23] M. Ludewig, “The spinor bundle on loop space”. Preprint. [arxiv:/2305.12521].

[LW] M. Ludewig and K. Waldorf, “Lie 2-groups from loop group extensions”. Preprint.

[arxiv:/2303.13176].

[MRW17] M. Murray, D. M. Roberts, and C. Wockel, “Quasi-periodic paths and a string 2-group model from the free loop group”. J. Lie Theory, 27(4):1151–1177, 2017.

[arxiv:/1702.01514].

[NSW13] T. Nikolaus, C. Sachse, and C. Wockel, “A smooth model for the string group”. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, 16:3678–3721, 2013. [arxiv:1104.4288].

[NW20] T. Nikolaus and K. Waldorf, “Higher geometry for non-geometric T-duals”. Commun. Math. Phys., 374(1):317–366, 2020. [arxiv:/1804.00677].

[PR94] R. Plymen and P. Robinson, Spinors in Hilbert space. Cambridge Univ. Press, 1994.

[PS86] A. Pressley and G. Segal, Loop groups. Oxford Mathematical Monographs. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1986. Oxford Science Publications.

[Sch06] U. Schreiber, “2-vectors in Trondheim”. 2006. Available as:

https://golem.ph.utexas.edu/category/2006/10/topology in trondheim and kro.html.

[Sch07] U. Schreiber, “Topology in Trondheim and Kro, Baas & Bökstedt on 2-vector bundles”. 2007.

Available as:

https://golem.ph.utexas.edu/category/2007/11/2vectors in trondheim.html.

– 24 –

[Sch09] U. Schreiber, “AQFT from n-functorial QFT”. Commun. Math. Phys., 291:357–401, 2009. [arxiv:/0806.1079].

[SP11] C. Schommer-Pries, “Central extensions of smooth 2-groups and a finite-dimensional string 2-group”. Geom. Topol., 15:609–676, 2011. [arxiv:0911.2483].

[ST] S. Stolz and P. Teichner, “The spinor bundle on loop space”. Preprint. Available as:

http://people.mpim-bonn.mpg.de/teichner/Math/ewExternalFiles/MPI.pdf.

[ST04] S. Stolz and P. Teichner, “What is an elliptic object?” In Topology, geometry and quantum field theory, volume 308 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 247–343. Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004.

[SW07] M. Spera and T. Wurzbacher, “Twistor spaces and spinors over loop spaces”. Math. Ann., 338:801–843, 2007.

[SW13] U. Schreiber and K. Waldorf, “Connections on non-abelian gerbes and their holonomy”. Theory Appl. Categ., 28(17):476–540, 2013. [arxiv:0808.1923].

[Wal12] K. Waldorf, “A construction of string 2-group models using a transgression-regression technique”. In C. L. Aldana, M. Braverman, B. Iochum, and C. Neira-Jiménez, editors, Analysis, Geometry and Quantum Field Theory, volume 584 of Contemp. Math., pages 99–115. AMS, 2012. [arxiv:1201.5052].

[Wit86] E. Witten, “The index of the Dirac operator on loop space”. In Elliptic curves and modular forms in algebraic topology, number 1326 in Lecture Notes in Math., pages 161–181. Springer, 1986.

Peter Kristel^a (pkristel@gmail.com) Matthias Ludewig^b (matthias.ludewig@mathematik.uni-regensburg.de) Konrad Waldorf^c (konrad.waldorf@uni-greifswald.de)

a Hausdorff Center for Mathematics Endenicher Allee 62 53115 Bonn b Universität Regensburg Fakultät für Mathematik 93053 Regensburg c Universität Greifswald Institut für Mathematik und Informatik 17487 Greifswald

– 25 –