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FUSION CATEGORIES CONTAINING A FUSION

SUBCATEGORY WITH MAXIMAL RANK

JINGCHENG DONG, GANG CHEN, AND ZHIHUA WANG

Abstract. In this paper, we study fusion categories which contain a
proper fusion subcategory with maximal rank. They can be viewed
as generalizations of near-group fusion categories. We first prove that
they admit spherical structure. We then classify those which are non-
degenerate or symmetric. Finally, we classify such fusion categories of
rank 4.

1. Introduction

A fusion category is a C-linear semisimple rigid tensor category with
finitely many simple objects and finite dimensional spaces of morphisms,
such that the unit object 1 is simple. Classification of fusion categories is
an interesting but difficult question, even some cases are not tractable at
present because it at least involves the classification of finite groups. Thus
it is natural to attempt a classification of fusion categories which are “sim-
ple” in certain sense. One class of “simple” fusion categories is the ones
admitting simple fusion rules. Two classical examples of such fusion cate-
gories are Tambara-Yamagami fusion categories [23] and near-group fusion
categories [22].

In this paper, we introduce the notion of an MR fusion category, where
MR stands for “maximal rank”. By definition, an MR fusion category C is
a fusion category which contains a fusion subcategory D with rank rk(D) =
rk(C) − 1. Assume that Irr(C) = {1 = X1,X2, · · · ,Xn} and Irr(D) =
{X1,X2, · · · ,Xn−1}. It will be shown in Section 3 that

Xn ⊗X∗
n =

n−1
⊕
i=1

FPdim(Xi)Xi ⊕ κXn,

where κ is a non-negative integer. We denote an MR fusion category C
by C(D, κ) since the fusion rules of C is totally determined by the fusion
subcategory D and the non-negative integer κ. It is obvious that if D is
pointed then C is a near-group fusion category. So MR fusion categories can
be viewed as generalizations of near-group fusion categories.
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In Section 3, we prove that the maximal rank fusion subcategory D is an
integral fusion category, and hence it is tensor equivalent to the representa-
tion category of a semisimple quasi-Hopf algebra, see Proposition 3.2. This
implies that at moment it is impossible to classify all MR fusion categories
since it involves the classification of quasi-Hopf algebras.

A pivotal structure on a fusion category C is an isomorphism of tensor
functors id → ∗∗. In such a category, one can define the categorical di-
mension of an object, see Section 2. It is conjectured in [9, Conjecture 2.8]
that any fusion category admits a pivotal structure. Our result (Theorem
4.5) shows that any MR fusion category admits a pivotal (in fact, spherical)
structure.

In Section 5, we study braided MR fusion categories. Our result (Theorem
5.6) shows that a braided MR fusion category is either weakly integral, an
equivariantization of a Fibonacci category F , or an equivariantization of
the category sVect⊠F . We then focus on two extreme cases: symmetric
categories and non-degenerate fusion categories. If an MR fusion category
is symmetric then we prove that our situation is equivalent to that in [10] and
hence such MR fusion categories can be completely classified, see Theorem
5.7. We then prove that a non-degenerate MR fusion category is either
pointed, a Fibonacci category, or a minimal extension of a slightly degenerate
fusion category, see Theorem 5.11.

The classification of fusion categories of small rank dates back to Ostrik’s
work [21]. In that paper Ostrik classified all fusion categories of rank 2.
Up to now, although some fusion categories with additional structures have
been classified, the classification of all fusion categories of a given rank stops
at rank 4. In the final part of this paper, we study MR fusion categories
with rank 6 4. Our result (Theorem 6.3) shows that all these MR fusion
categories can be classified in terms of some known fusion categories.

In this paper, the basic theory and notions of fusion categories are given
in reference [9, 6]. The fusion categories and algebras are defined on complex
number field C.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Frobenius-Perron dimensions. Let C be a fusion category andK(C)
be the Grothendieck ring of C. Then the set Irr(C) of isomorphic classes of
all simple objects in C is a basis of K(C). By [9, Theorem 8.6], there is a
ring homomorphism FPdim : K(C) → R

+. For any X ∈ K(C), FPdim(X)
is called the Frobenius-Perron dimension of X. The Frobenius-Perron di-
mension of the fusion category C is defined as

FPdim(C) =
∑

X∈Irr(C)
(FPdim(X))2.
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If the Frobenius-Perron dimension of each simple object in C is an integer
then C is said to be integral. If FPdim(C) is an integer then C is said to be
weakly integral. If every simple object in the category C has dimension 1,
then C is called a pointed fusion category.

2.2. Fusion coefficients. Let X be a simple object in C and Y be any ob-
ject in C. We define the multiplicity ofX in Y asm(X,Y ) = dimHomC(X,Y ).
Then m(X,Y ) = m(X∗, Y ∗). In addition, if X,Y,Z ∈ Irr(C), then

m(X,Y ⊗ Z) = m(Y,X ⊗ Z∗) = m(Y ∗, Z ⊗X∗).

In the literature, the numbers m(X,Y ⊗ Z) are often called the fusion
coefficients of C and denoted by NX

Y Z . The above property of multiplicity
were first given by Nichols and Richmond in the case of semisimple Hopf
algebras [18], and then it was extended to the fusion category settings, see
[4] for example.

2.3. Adjoint functors. Let C be a fusion category. The Drinfeld center
Z(C) of C is also a fusion category. Its objects are pairs (X, c−,X), whereX is

an object in C, c−,X is a family of natural isomorphism cV,X : V⊗X
∼→ X⊗V ,

∀V ∈ C. For details on Drinfeld center, see[13, Definition VIII4.1].
Let F : Z(C) → C be the forgetful functor (i.e. F [(X, c−,X )] = X) and

I : C → Z(C) be its right adjoint functor. Then I(1) is a commutative
algebra in Z(C) and the unit object 1 is a simple object in I(1), see [8,
Lemma 3.2]. By [9, Proposition 5.4], we have

F(I(V )) = ⊕Y ∈Irr(C)Y ⊗ V ⊗ Y ∗.

2.4. Universal grading. Let G be a finite group and C be a fusion category.
If C has a direct sum decomposition of Abelian subcategories

C = ⊕
g∈G

Cg,

which satisfies Cg ⊗ Ch ⊆ Cgh and (Cg)∗ ⊆ Cg−1 , then we say that C has a
G-grading. We say that C is a G-extension of D if the grading is faithful and
the trivial component is D. Let C = ⊕g∈GCg be a G-extension of D. Then
FPdim(Cg) = FPdim(Ch) for all g, h ∈ G and FPdim(C) = |G|FPdim(D),
see [9, Proposition 8.20].

Let C be a fusion category. The fusion subcategory Cad of C generated by
simple objects in X⊗X∗ for all X ∈ Irr(C) is called the adjoint subcategory
of C. By [11, Corollary 3.7] every fusion category has a canonical faithful
grading C = ⊕g∈U(C)Cg with trivial component Cad. This grading is called
the universal grading of C and U(C) is called the universal grading group of
C.

Lemma 2.1. Let C = ⊕g∈GCg be an extension of a fusion category D. As-
sume that there exists g ∈ G such that the rank of Cg is 1. Then the trivial
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component D is equivalent to the category of finite dimensional representa-
tions of a semisimple Hopf algebra.

Proof. The tensor product of C makes Cg into a rank one module category on
D. By [19, Proposition 2.2], we have a monoidal functor F : D → End(Cg),
where End(Cg) is the monoidal category of endofunctors of Cg. Since Cg only
contains one irreducible object, End(Cg) = Vect is the trivial category and
hence F is a fiber functor on D. By the reconstruction theorem for finite-
dimensional Hopf algebras (see e. g. [7, Chapter 5.3]), D is equivalent as
a tensor category to the category of finite dimensional representations of a
semisimple Hopf algebra. �

2.5. Spherical fusion categories. Let C be a fusion category and X ∈
Irr(C). For a morphism γ : X → X∗∗, we denote the trace of γ by TrX(γ).
For any X ∈ Irr(C), the squared norm of X is defined to be the product
|X|2 = TrX(γ)TrX∗((γ−1)∗), where γ : X → X∗∗ is an isomorphism. The
global dimension of a fusion category C is the sum of squared norms of its
simple objects. It is denoted by dim(C).

A pivotal structure on a fusion category C is an isomorphism of tensor
functors i : id → ∗∗. A pivotal fusion category is a fusion category en-
dowed with a pivotal structure. In such a fusion category, we can define
the categorical dimension of an object X by dim(X) = TrX(i). Moreover,
|X|2 = |dim(X)|2 in a pivotal fusion category.

A pivotal fusion category is spherical if and only if dim(X) = dim(X∗)
for all X ∈ Irr(C). In a spherical category, |X|2 = dim(X)2. In particular,
if k = C, then dim(X) is (totally) real. We refer readers to [9, Section 2.1,
2.2] for the facts above.

The pivotalization C̃ of a fusion category C is given in [9, Remark 3.1].

The simple objects of C̃ are pairs (V, α), where V is a simple object of C and
α : V ≃ V ∗∗ satisfies α∗∗α = γ, where γ : id → ∗ ∗ ∗∗ is an isomorphism
of tensor functor [9, Theorem 2.6]. The category C̃ has a canonical pivotal

structure i : id → ∗∗. In fact, C̃ is spherical [9, Proposition 5.14].
For each simple object X of C, we have two choices of such α. Fix one and

set (X,α) = X+ and (X,−α) = X−. If we set d = dim(X+) = TrX+(i) =
TrX(α) then dim(X−) = −d.

There is an obvious tensor functor F : C̃ → C, F ((X,α)) = X. The
category C is spherical if and only if the functor F has a tensor section
C → C̃. Equivalently, C̃ should contain a fusion subcategory such that the
restriction of F to this subcategory is an equivalence.

The functor F maps simple objects to simple objects; that is, for any
X ∈ Irr(C), there are precisely two objects X+,X− such that F (X±) = X
(the choice of X+ and X− is arbitrary except for 1+ = 1). Moreover, If
X ∈ Irr(C) is self-dual, then both X+ and X− are self-dual, see [20, Section
5.1].
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2.6. Equivariantizations. Let G denote the tensor category whose objects
are elements of G, morphisms are the identity morphisms and whose tensor
product is given by the multiplication in G. Let Aut⊗C denote the monoidal
category whose objects are tensor autoequivalences of C, morphisms are iso-
morphisms of tensor functors and tensor product is given by the composition
of functors.

An action of G on C is a tensor functor

T : G → Aut⊗C, g 7→ Tg

with the isomorphism fX
g,h : Tg(X)⊗ Th(X) ∼= Tgh(X), for every X in C.

Let C be a fusion category with an action of G. Then the fusion category
CG, called the G-equivariantization of C, is defined as follows [2, 6, 16]:

(1) A simple object in CG is a pair (X, (uXg )g∈G), where X ∈ Irr(C) is a
representative of the orbits of the action of G on Irr(C), and uXg : Tg(X) → X
is an isomorphism such that,

uXg Tg(u
X
h ) = uXghf

X
g,h, for all g, h ∈ G.

(2) A morphism φ : (Y, uYg ) → (X,uXg ) in CG is a morphism φ : Y → X

in C such that φuYg = uXg φ, for all g ∈ G.

(3) The tensor product in CG is defined as (Y, uYg ) ⊗ (X,uXg ) = (Y ⊗
X, (uYg ⊗ uXg )jg|Y,X), where jg|Y,X : Tg(Y ⊗ X) → Tg(Y ) ⊗ Tg(X) is the
isomorphism giving the monoidal structure on Tg.

By [6, Proposition 4.26], we have FPdim(CG) = |G|FPdim(C).

2.7. Braided fusion categories. A braided fusion category C is a fusion
category with a braiding cX,Y : X ⊗ Y

∼→ Y ⊗X, ∀X,Y ∈ C. Two objects
X,Y ∈ C are said to centralize each other if cY,XcX,Y = idX⊗Y .

Let D ⊆ C be a fusion subcategory. Then the centralizer D′ of D in C is
the fusion subcategory generated by objects of C that centralize every object
of D. The centralizer Z2(C) := C′ is called the Müger center of C.

A braided fusion category C is called non-degenerate if its Müger center
Z2(C) = Vect is the trivial category. A braided fusion category C is called
slightly degenerate if Z2(C) = sVect is the category of super vector spaces.

A braided fusion category C is symmetric if C = Z2(C). For any symmetric
fusion category C, there exists a finite group G and a central element u ∈ G
such that C ∼= Rep(G,u) [3], where Rep(G,u) is the category of finite-
dimensional representation of G and u acts as parity automorphism for any
X ∈ Irr(C). A symmetric fusion category C is a Tannakian fusion category
if C ∼= Rep(G), where the braiding is given by reflection of vector spaces.

A twist in a braided fusion category C is a natural isomorphism θ : idC →
idC such that

θX⊗Y = (θX ⊗ θY ) ◦ cY,X ◦ cX,Y ,(2.1)
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for all X,Y ∈ C. A twist is called a ribbon structure if (θX)∗ = θX∗ for all
X ∈ C. A premodular fusion category is a braided fusion category endowed
with a compatible ribbon structure.

In a premodular fusion category, we can define the notion of trace for
an endomorphism ξ ∈ EndC(X), which we will denote by Tr(ξ), see [7,
Definition 4.7.1]. Let C be a premodular fusion category with braiding c.
The S-matrix S of C is defined by S := (sX,Y )X,Y ∈Irr(C), where sX,Y =

Tr(cY,XcX,Y ).
In a premodular fusion category C, we can obtain the entries of the S-

matrix in terms of the twists, fusion rules, and categorical dimensions via
the well-known balancing equation

sX,Y = θ−1
X θ−1

Y

∑

Z∈O(C)
NZ

XY θZ dZ ,(2.2)

for all X,Y ∈ Irr(C)) [7, Proposition 8.13.7].
A premodular tensor category C is said to be modular if the S-matrix S

is non-degenerate.

3. MR fusion categories

Recall that the rank of C is the cardinality of the set Irr(C).

Definition 3.1. Let C be a fusion category with rank of n and D be a
fusion subcategory of C. If the rank of D is n − 1 then D is called a fusion
subcategory with maximal rank.

It can be seen that the fusion subcategory generated by all invertible
simple objects in a near-group fusion category is a fusion subcategory with
maximal rank.

Proposition 3.2. Let C be a fusion category with rank of n. If D is a
fusion subcategory with maximal rank then D is an integral fusion category.
In particular, D is the representation category of a semisimple quasi-Hopf
algebra.

Proof. Let Irr(C) = {1 = X1,X2, · · · ,Xn}, Irr(D) = {X1,X2, · · · ,Xn−1}.
Obviously, Xn is self-dual, i.e., Xn = X∗

n. Set Xn⊗X∗
n =

n
∑

i=1
aiXi, where ai

is the multiplicity of Xi in Xn ⊗X∗
n

Because D is a fusion subcategory, Xn can not appear in the decompo-
sition of tensor product of any two simple objects of D. Therefore, for any
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n−1, m(Xn,Xj⊗X∗

i ) = m(Xj ,Xn⊗Xi) = 0. From the arbitrari-
ness of j, the decomposition of Xn ⊗Xi only contains Xn as its summands.
On the other hand, the equations below

m(Xi,Xn⊗X∗
n) = m(X∗

i ,Xn⊗X∗
n) = m(Xn,X

∗
i ⊗Xn) = m(Xn,Xn⊗Xi) = ai
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indicates that Xn ⊗Xi = aiXn is the direct sum decomposition of Xn ⊗Xi.
By using ring homomorphism FPdim on both sides, we can get

FPdim(Xn ⊗Xi) = FPdim(Xn) FPdim(Xi) = ai FPdim(Xn).

This shows that FPdim(Xi) = ai is an integer. Therefore, D is an integral
fusion category. It follows from [9, Theorem 8.3] that D is the representation
category of a semisimple quasi-Hopf algebra. �

Remark 3.3. (1) Let G(C) be the group generated by all 1-dimensional
simple objects of C. Then the fusion rules of C shows that g ⊗Xn = Xn for
all g ∈ G(C). Hence C can not be slightly degenerate, otherwise it contradicts
[8, Proposition2.6].

(2) If an = 0, then C = C0 ⊕ C1 has a Z2-grading, of which C0 = D, C1
contains only one simple object Xn. In this case, D is the representation
category of a semisimple Hopf algebra, see Lemma 2.1.

(3) The above proof shows that Xn ⊗ X∗
n =

n−1
⊕
i=1

FPdim(Xi)Xi ⊕ anXn.

If D is a pointed fusion category, then C is obviously a near-group category.
Hence fusion categories containing a fusion subcategory with maximal rank
are generalizations of near-group fusion categories.

Definition 3.4. A fusion category C is called an MR fusion category if C
contains a fusion subcategory D with maximal rank. An MR fusion category
is denoted by C(D, κ), where κ = an.

4. Any MR fusion category is spherical

In this section, C = C(D, κ) is an MR fusion category. Assume Irr(C) =
{1 = X1,X2, · · · ,Xn} and Irr(D) = {X1,X2, · · · ,Xn−1}. By Proposition
3.2, D is integral and hence it is pseudo-unitary and admits a unique pivotal
(spherical) structure. Thus, the categorical dimensions of all simple objects
are positive, and coincide with their Frobenius- Perron dimensions, see [9,
Proposition 8.23, 8.24].

Assume that C̃ is the pivotalization of C and F : C̃ → C is the forgetful
functor. The restriction F |D̃ :→ D has a tensor section G : D → D̃ such
that G(X) = (X,α), where α is deduced from the canonical pivotal struc-

ture of D. Hence there exists a fusion subcategory D̃ of C̃ which is tensor
equivalent to D. It follows that we can choose αi : Vi ≃ V ∗∗

i such that
{1 = X+

1 ,X+
2 , · · · ,X+

n−1} generates a fusion subcategory equivalent to D.

In this case, di = dim(X+
i ) = dim(Xi) = FPdim(Xi) for all 1 6 i 6 n− 1.

Lemma 4.1. For all 1 6 i 6 n− 1, X+
i ⊗X+

n = diX
+
n , X−

i ⊗X+
n = diX

−
n .

Proof. Applying the forgetful functor F , we have F (X+
i ⊗X+

n ) = F (X+
i )⊗

F (X+
n ) = Xi ⊗Xn = diXn, where the last equality follows from the fusion

rules of C. Hence we may assume that X+
i ⊗ X+

n = aiX
+
n + biX

−
n , where

ai + bi = di. On the other hand, didn = dim(X+
i ⊗ X+

n ) = dim(aiX
+
n +
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biX
−
n ) = (ai − bi)dn. Thus ai − bi = di. It follows that ai = di, bi = 0 and

X+
i ⊗X+

n = diX
+
n .

Similarly we have X−
i ⊗X+

n = diX
−
n . �

By Lemma 4.1, for all 1 6 i 6 n − 1, X+
i appears in the decomposition

of X+
n ⊗ (X+

n )∗ with multiplicity di, however X−
i does not appear in the

decomposition of X+
n ⊗ (X+

n )∗. Hence we may assume that

X+
n ⊗ (X+

n )∗ =
n−1
∑

i=1

diX
+
i + sX+

n + tX−
n .(4.1)

Applying the forgetful functor F , we have

F (X+
n ⊗ (X+

n )∗) = Xn ⊗ (Xn)
∗ =

n−1
∑

i=1

diXi + (s+ t)Xn.

This means that s + t = κ. After renaming X+
n , we may assume that

s− t > 0.

Lemma 4.2. dim(X+
n ) =

(s−t)±
√

(s−t)2+4a

2 , dim(C̃) = 4a + (s − t)2 ± (s −
t)
√

(s− t)2 + 4a, where a =
∑n−1

i=1 d2i = dim(D).

Proof. Considering the dimension on both sides of equation (4.1), we have

d2n =
n−1
∑

i=1

d2i + (s − t)dn = a+ (s− t)dn,

hence dim(X+
n ) =

(s−t)±
√

(s−t)2+4a

2 . It follows that

dim(C̃) = 2dim(D) + 2d2n = 4a+ (s− t)2 ± (s− t)
√

(s− t)2 + 4a.

�

Lemma 4.3. The fusion subcategory generated by {X+
i |1 6 i 6 n} is tensor

equivalent to the fusion category C if one of the following holds:
(1) s = κ;

(2) C̃ is pseudo-unitary;

(3)
√
κ2 + 4a is an integer;

(4)
√

(s− t)2 + 4a is an integer.

Proof. (1) If s = κ then t = 0 and hence {X+
i |1 6 i 6 n} is tensor closed.

The fusion rules show that the fusion subcategory generated by {X+
i |1 6

i 6 n} is tensor equivalent to the fusion category C, through the forgetful
functor F .

(2) If C̃ is pseudo-unitary then dim(C̃) = FPdim(C̃) = 2FPdim(C). This

means that 4a+(s− t)2 +(s− t)
√

(s− t)2 + 4a = 4a+κ2 +κ
√
κ2 + 4a. On

the other hand, 0 6 s − t 6 κ. So we have s = κ. The result then follows
from (1).
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(3) If
√
κ2 + 4a is an integer then κ+

√
κ2+4a
2 is a rational algebraic integer.

As we know that a rational algebraic integer must be an integer. Therefore

FPdim(Xn) =
κ+

√
κ2+4a
2 is an integer and hence C is pseudo-unitary by [9,

Proposition 8.24], and so is C̃. The result then follows from (2).

(4) If
√

(s− t)2 + 4a is an integer then dim(X+
n ) =

(s−t)±
√

(s−t)2+4a

2 is

an integer. Then C̃ is pseudo-unitary by [14, Lemma A.1]. The result then
follows from (2). �

The following lemma is well-known in the theory of algebraic integers.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that a, b, c, d are integers and
√
b,
√
d are not integers.

Then a+
√
b

c+
√
d
is an algebraic integer if and only if a−

√
b

c−
√
d
is an algebraic integer.

Theorem 4.5. Any MR fusion category C is spherical.

Proof. Our proof idea is to prove that C is tensor equivalent to the fusion
subcategory generated by {X+

i |1 6 i 6 n}. Then C is tensor equivalent to a
full tensor subcategory of a spherical category and therefore it is spherical.
By Lemma 4.3, it suffices to prove that s = κ.

By [9, Proposition 8.22],

x :=
dim(C̃)

FPdim(C̃)
=

4a+ (s− t)2 ± (s− t)
√

(s− t)2 + 4a

4a+ κ2 + κ
√
κ2 + 4a

is an algebraic integer. By Lemma 4.4,

y :=
4a+ (s− t)2 ∓ (s− t)

√

(s− t)2 + 4a

4a+ κ2 − κ
√
κ2 + 4a

is also an algebraic integer. Hence

xy =
16a2 + 4a(s − t)2

16 + 4aκ2

is an algebraic integer. It follows that it is an integer since it is a rational
number. On the other, 0 ≤ s− t ≤ κ implies that s− t = κ. Together with
the fact s+ t = κ, we get s = κ. This completes the proof. �

5. Braided MR fusion categories

5.1. General results. Recall that a Fibonacci category is a rank 2 modular

category of Frobenius-Perron dimension 5+
√
5

2 . It is known that Fibonacci
categories fall into 2 equivalence classes and both of them can be realized
using the quantum group Uq(sl2) for q = 10

√
1, see [21].

Lemma 5.1. Let C = C(D, κ) be a braided MR fusion category. Assume
that C is not symmetric. Then D = C′ if and only if D′ = C.
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Proof. We first notice that C′ ⊆ D otherwise C′ = C implying C being
symmetric. Then D′′ = D by [6, Theorem 3.10].

On one hand, D = C′ ⇒ D′ = C′′ = C ∨ C′ = C, where the second equality
follows from [6, Corollary 3.11]. On the other hand, D′ = C ⇒ D = D′′ =
C′. �

Lemma 5.2. Let C = C(D, κ) be a braided MR fusion category. Assume
that D 6= C′. Then C is weakly integral. In particular, if κ 6= 0 then C is
integral.

Proof. We may assume that C is not symmetric. We notice that C′ is a
fusion subcategory of D′ and D′ ⊆ D by Lemma 5.1.

By [6, Theorem 3.4], we have

FPdim(D) FPdim(D′) = FPdim(C) FPdim(D ∩ C′) = FPdim(C) FPdim(C′),

where the last equality follows from the fact that C′ ⊆ D. Hence

FPdim(C)
FPdim(D)

=
FPdim(D′)

FPdim(C′)
.(5.1)

The right hand side is an integer because FPdim(D′) and FPdim(C′) are
both integers, and FPdim(D′) divides FPdim(C′). Hence the left hand side

is also an integer. Let a = FPdim(D). Then FPdim(C) = 2a + κ2+κ
√
κ2+4a
2

is an integer and hence C is weakly integral. If κ 6= 0 then
√
κ2 + 4a is an

integer. It follows that FPdim(Xn) = κ+
√
κ2+4a
2 is an integer since it is a

rational algebraic integer. Hence C is integral in this case. �

Remark 5.3. The assumption D 6= C′ is necessary. In fact, if D = C′ then

the right side of Equation (5.1) is FPdim(C)
FPdim(D) and therefore Equation (5.1) pro-

duces nothing. One counterexample is a Fibonacci category which is of the
form C(Vect, 1). It is non-degenerate and has Frobenius-Perron dimension
5 +

√
5.

Lemma 5.4. Let C = C(D, κ) be a braided MR fusion category. Assume
that D = C′. Then C is one of the following:

(1) C is an equivariantization of a pointed fusion category.
(2) C is an equivariantization of a Fibonacci category F .
(3) C is an equivariantization of the category sVect⊠F .

Proof. Let D = C′ = Rep(A, u) for some finite group A and a central element
u ∈ A. Assume first that u 6= 1.

Let Rep(H) := Rep(A/〈u〉) ⊆ C′ be the maximal Tannakian subcategory
of Rep(A, u). By [6, Theorem 4.18(ii)], there exists a braided fusion category
B and an action of H on B such that BH = C and VectH = Rep(H).
Moreover, [6, Proposition 4.56] shows that B is slightly degenerate.On the
other hand, Rep(H) is also a fusion subcategory of C′, hence there exists a
category B1 ⊂ B such that BH

1 = C′. The Frobenius-Perron dimension of
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B1 is FPdim(C′)
FPdim(H) = 2 by [6, Proposition 4.26]. Notice that B1 = sVect is the

Müger center of B.
Let O1,O2, · · · ,Os be the orbits of the simple objects of B under the

action of H. Without loss of generality, we may assume that O1 = {1},O2 =
{δ}, where Irr(B1) = {1, δ}. Since BH

1 = C′ and there is only one simple
object of C not contained in C′, there are exactly three orbits. Assume
that O3 = {Y1, Y2, · · · , Yt}. Let d = FPdim(Yi). Then Y1 ⊗ Y ∗

1 = 1 ⊕
∑t

i=1 aiYi. Notice that δ can not appear in the decomposition of Y1⊗Y ∗
1 by

[8, Proposition2.6]. Counting Frobenius-Perron dimensions on both sides,

we get d2 = 1 + d
∑t

i=1 ai which shows that d = 1 or d = 1+
√
5

2 . If d = 1
then B is pointed.

If d = 1+
√
5

2 then we will show that t = 2. In fact, if t = 1 then δ⊗Y1 = Y1

which contradicts [8, Proposition2.6]. If t > 3 then we may assume δ⊗Y1 =
Y2 and hence δ ⊗ Y2 = Y1. It follows that simple object δ ⊗ Y3 can not be
isomorphic to Y1 which contradicts the fact that H acts transitively on O3.
In this case, B ∼= sVect⊠F , where F is a Fibonacci category.

Assume now that u = 1. Then Rep(A) = C′ is Tannakian subcategory
of C. Again by [6, Theorem 4.18(ii)], there exists a braided fusion category
B and an action of H on B such that BH = C and VectH = Rep(A). Let
O1,O2, · · · ,Os be the orbits of the simple objects of B under the action of
H, where O1 = {1}. Then s = 2 since VectH = Rep(A) and Irr(Rep(A)) ∪
{Xn} = Irr(C). Assume that O2 = {Y1, Y2, · · · , Yt}.

If t > 2 then there exists 1 6 i 6 t such that Y ∗
i 6= Y1. Let d = dim(Yi).

Then Y1 ⊗ Yi =
∑t

i=1 aiYi. Counting categorical dimensions on both sides,

we get d2 = d
∑t

i=1 ai which shows that d is an integer. By the proof of

[9, Proposition 8.22], dim(B)
FPdim(B) = d. This shows that d divides dim(B). On

the other hand, dim(B) = 1 + td. So we have d = 1. This proves that B is
pointed.

If t = 1 then B is a fusion category of rank 2. By the classification of
rank 2 fusion categories, B is either pointed, or a Fibonacci category. This
completes the proof. �

Remark 5.5. In [8], the authors introduced the notion of a weakly group-
theoretical fusion category. The class of weakly group-theoretical categories
is closed under taking equivariantizations [8, Proposition 4.1]. Hence a
braided MR fusion category with D = C′ is weakly group-theoretical. In
particular, if C fits into (1) of Lemma 5.4 then it is group-theoretical by [17,
Theorem 7.2].

Combining Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.4, we get the following result.

Theorem 5.6. Let C = C(D, κ) be a braided MR fusion category. Then C
is one of the following:

(1) C is weakly integral;
(2) C is an equivariantization of a Fibonacci category F ;
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(3) C is an equivariantization of the category sVect⊠F .

5.2. Symmetric MR fusion categories. To classify symmetric fusion
categories, it suffices to study the categories of representations of finite
groups, see [3].

Let C = Rep(G,u) be a symmetric category and D be a symmetric
subcategory of C. Assume that Irr(C) = {1 = χ1, χ2, · · · , χk}, Irr(D) =
{χ1, χ2, · · · , χk−1}.

In [10], Gagola characterized finite groups G which have an irreducible
character χ such that χ does not vanish on exactly two conjugacy classes
of G. Now assume that |G| > 2. Our next result shows that our context is
equivalent to the context of Gagola.

Theorem 5.7. Keep the notation above. Then the following two statements
are equivalent:

(1) Irr(C) has a maximal symmetric subcategory D;
(2) There exists χ ∈ Irr(C) such that χ does not vanish on exactly two

conjugacy classes of G.

Proof. First, assume statement (1) holds. As D is a subcategory, it is
well-known that there exists a normal subgroup N of G such that D =
Irr(G/N) = {χ1, χ2, · · · , χk−1} for a normal subgroupN of G (see [1, p139]).
Obviously, N is the intersection of the kernels of χj with 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1 and
Irr(G) = Irr(G/N) ∪ {χk}. Note that

|Cla(G/N)| = | Irr(G/N)| = |Cla(G)| − 1,

where Cla(G/N) and Cla(G) are respectively the set of conjugacy classes
of G/N and G. Hence, one can easily see that nonidentity elements of N
consists of a single conjugacy class C2 of G.

Since N ⊆ ker(χi), 1 6 i 6 k− 1, the character table of G looks likes the
following:

· {1} = C1 C2 C3 · · · Ci · · · Ck
χ1 n1 = 1 n1 c13 · · · c1i · · · c1k
χ2 n2 n2 c23 · · · c2i · · · c2k
...

...
...

...
...

...
χk−1 nk−1 nk−1 ck−1,3 · · · ck−1,i · · · ck−1,k

χk nk ck2 ck3 · · · ck,i · · · ck,k

Obviously, the complex conjugate ck2 is not equal to nk as the character
table is nonsingular. For any i ≥ 2, if we choose xi ∈ Ci, then by Second
Orthogonality Relation of irreducible characters of finite group (see [12,
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Theorem 2.18]), for any i > 2 we have

k
∑

j=1

χj(x2)χj(xi) = 0 = n1χ1(xi) + · · ·+ nk−1χk−1(xi) + ck2χk(xi),

k
∑

j=1

χj(1)χj(xi) = 0 = n1χ1(xi) + · · ·+ nk−1χk−1(xi) + nkχk(xi).

Hence (ck2 − nk)χk(xi) = 0. As ck2 − nk 6= 0, we have χk(xi) = 0,
i = 2, . . . , k. Moreover, ck2 6= 0. Thus, statement (2) holds.

Conversely, assume statement (2) holds. By [10, Lemma 2.1], the irre-
ducible character χ in statement (2) is the unique faithful irreducible charac-
ter of G. Moreover, G possesses a unique minimal normal subgroup N such
that N is an elementary abelian p-group for a prime p and the nonidentity
element of N consists of a conjugacy class of G. It then follows that for any
ϕ ∈ Irr(C) \ {χ}, N ⊆ ker(ϕ). This yields that

D := Irr(C) \ {χ} = Irr(G/N)

is a subcategory of C with maximal rank. The proof of the theorem is
complete. �

5.3. Non-degenerate MR fusion categories.

Lemma 5.8. Let C(D, κ) be an MR fusion category (not necessarily braided).
Assume C is weakly integral and FPdim(Xn)

2 divides FPdim(C) then D =
Cad and U(C) = Z2.

Proof. We may assume that there exists m such that m(FPdim(Xn)
2) =

∑n
i=1 FPdim(Xi)

2 = FPdim(C). On the other hand, the fusion rules of C
show that FPdim(Xn)

2 =
∑n−1

i=1 FPdim(Xi)
2 + κFPdim(Xn). Then (m −

2)FPdim(Xn)
2 = −κFPdim(Xn), which shows that κ = 0. The fusion rules

of C then imply that Cad = D and hence U(C) = Z2. �

Corollary 5.9. Let C(D, κ) be an MR fusion category. Assume that C is
braided and nilpotent. Then FPdim(C) is a power of 2.

Proof. Since C is nilpotent, it is weakly integral and hence we may assume
that FPdim(C) = pt11 p

t2
2 · · · ptss , where p1, p2, · · · ps are distinct primes and

ti > 0. Then C has a unique decomposition of Delige product C = Cp1 ⊠
Cp2⊠ · · ·⊠Cps [5, Theorem 1.1], where each Cpi is a fusion subcategory of C of

dimension ptii . Without loss of generality, we may assume that Xn belongs
to Cp1 . Then the decomposition of Xn⊗X∗

n shows that all simple objects of
C belong to Cp1 . Hence C = Cp1 and FPdim(C) is a power of p1.

By [11, Corollary 5.3], FPdim(Xn)
2 divides FPdim(Cad) and hence divides

FPdim(C). It follows from Lemma 5.8 that FPdim(C) is even. Thus p1 = 2
and FPdim(C) is a power of 2. �
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Recall that a braided fusion category is called prime if it contains no
proper non-trivial non-degenerate fusion subcategories.

Proposition 5.10. Let C = C(D, κ) be a braided MR fusion category. Then
C is prime.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that C contains a proper non-degenerate
fusion subcategory A.Then A must be a fusion subcategory of D. By Müger
Decomposition Theorem [6, Theorem 3.13], we have tensor equivalences C =
A ⊠ B and D = A ⊠ E , where B and E are respectively the centralizer
of A in C and D. Comparing their ranks, we have n = rk(A) rk(B) and
n − 1 = rk(A) rk(E) which deduces that 1 = rk(A)(rk(B) − rk(E)). This is
impossible. �

A non-degenerate braided fusion category C is called a minimal extension
of a braided fusion category A if A ⊂ C and Z2(A) = A′.

Theorem 5.11. Let C = C(D, κ) be a non-degenerate MR fusion category.
Then C is exactly one of the following:

(1) a pointed modular category C(Z2,±i);
(2) a Fibonacci category;
(3) a minimal extension of a slightly degenerate fusion category.

Proof. If D = C′ = Vect then C is a rank two fusion category. Then (1) and
(2) follow from the classification of rank 2 fusion categories [21] and pointed
modular categories [5, Example 5.1].

In the other case, C′ ⊆ D is a fusion subcategory of D. Hence C is weakly
integral by Lemma 5.2.

Let X be a simple object of C. Then FPdim(X)2 divides FPdim(C) by
[8, Theorem 2.11]. Then D = Cad and U(C) = Z2 by Lemma 5.8. Hence
Cpt = Vectω

Z2
for some 3-cocycle ω ∈ H3(Z2, k

×) by [11, Theorem 6.2].
It follows from [6, Corollary 3.27] that D′ = C′

ad = Cpt. On the other
hand, Cpt is contained in D. Hence Z2(D) = D ∩ D′ = Cpt. Then Cpt is a
symmetric fusion subcategory and thus it is either a Tannakian subcategory,
or a category sVect of super vector spaces. We shall prove that Cpt is not
Tannakian and hence D is a slightly degenerate fusion subcategory.

Suppose on the contrary that Cpt is Tannakian. Set G(Cpt) = {1, g},
Irr(C) = {1 = X1,X2, · · · ,Xn}, Irr(D) = {X1,X2, · · · ,Xn−1}. Then g ⊗
Xn = Xn by the fusion rules of C. The entry sg,Xn

of the S-matrix is

sg,Xn
= θ−1

g θ−1
Xn

∑

Z∈Irr(C)
NZ

gXn
θZdZ

= θ−1
g θ−1

Xn
θXn

dXn

= θ−1
g dXn

= dXn
,

(5.2)

where the last equality follows from the fact θg = 1 since Cpt is Tannakian.
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Notice that, for all i = 1, · · · , n − 1, Xi is contained in Cad and g is con-
tained in C′

ad. Hence sg,Xi
= dXi

by [15, Proposition2.5]. Thus we get that
the rows of the S-matrix corresponding to g and 1 are equal. This implies
that the S-matrix is degenerate which contradicts the non-degeneracy of C.
This completes the proof. �

Corollary 5.12. Let C = C(D, κ) be a non-degenerate MR fusion category.
If D is pointed then C is one of the following:

(1) a pointed modular category C(Z2,±i);
(2) a Fibonacci category;
(3) an Ising category.

Proof. It suffices to consider the third case. If D is bigger than sVect then
there exists a proper non-degenerate fusion subcategory A such that D =
A⊠ sVect. This contradicts Proposition 5.10. Hence D = sVect and C is an
Ising category. �

6. MR fusion categories with rank ≤ 4

Let C(D, κ) be an MR fusion category. As we have seen, it is impossible
to classify C(D, κ) completely, because it at least contains the classification
of category of representations of a semisimple quasi-Hopf algebra. In this
section, we aim to classify C(D, κ) with rank ≤ 4.

According to the conclusion of [21], there are only two classes of fusion
categories with rank 2: pointed fusion categories and Fibonacci categories.
The pointed fusion category with only two simple objects is obviously a
category of the form of C(Vect, 0), where Vect is the trivial fusion category.
The fusion rules of a Fibonacci category is X = 1⊕X, where 1 is the unit
object and X is the unique noninvertible object. A Fibonacci category is of
the form C(Vect, 1).

If C(D, κ) has rank 3, then D is an integral fusion category with rank 2.
From the above discussion, we know that D is a pointed fusion category, so
C is a near-group category. More precisely, C is an Ising category, or the
category of representations of the group S3 or its twisted version, see [20,
Theorem 1.1].

In the rest of this section, we are devoted to the classification of fusion
category C(D, κ) with rank 4.

Lemma 6.1. The fusion ring below can not be categorizable, where κ is
non-negative.

XX = 1 +X + Y, Y Y = 1, XY = Y X = X,

XZ = ZX = 2Z, Y Z = ZY = Z,ZZ = 1 + 2X + Y + κZ.

Proof. Assume on the contrary there exists a fusion category C which has
such fusion rules. Then {1,X, Y } generates a fusion subcategory D of C.
Moreover, FPdim(X) = 2 and FPdim(Y ) = 1. Applying the homomorphism
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FPdim on both sides of the last formula, we can get that FPdim(Z) =
κ+

√
κ2+24
2 .

Considering the left tensor product of X,Y and Z acting on the basis
Irr(C) = {1,X, Y, Z} of K(C), we obtain three matrices

MX =









0 1 0 0
1 1 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 2









, MY =









0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









, MZ =









0 0 0 1
0 0 0 2
0 0 0 1
1 2 1 κ









.

Set M = I4+M2
X +M2

Y +M2
Z , where I4 is the 4× 4 identity matrix. The

four eigenvalues of M are f1 = 1
2(24 + κ2 + κ

√
24 + κ2), f2 = 1

2(24 + κ2 −
κ
√
24 + κ2), f3 = 3 and f4 = 2. These eigenvalues are called codegrees of C

in [20].
Since K(C) is a commutative ring, it has four 1-dimensional representa-

tions. The object I(1) in Drinfeld center Z(C) is a direct sum of four simple
objects, and the multiplicity of each simple object is 1, see [20, Theorem
2.13]. Since I(1) is a commutative algebra in Z(C), the unit object 1 is a
simple object in I(1). Therefore, we can assume I(1) = 1⊕A⊕B ⊕ E.

From [20, Theorem 2.13], we get

FPdim(A) =
f1
f2

=
1

12
(12 + κ2 + κ

√

24 + v2),

FPdim(B) =
f1
f3

=
1

6
(24 + κ2 + κ

√

24 + κ2),

FPdim(E) =
f1
f4

=
1

4
(24 + κ2 + κ

√

24 + κ2).

(6.1)

From [9, Proposition 5.4],

F(I(1)) = F (1)⊕F(A)⊕F(B)⊕F(E) = ⊕
T∈Irr(C)

T⊗T ∗ = 4·1⊕3X⊕2Y⊕κZ.

We assume

F(A) = a1X + a2Y + a3Z,

F(B) = b1X + b2Y + b3Z,

F(E) = c1X + c2Y + c3Z.

(6.2)

Then

a1 + b1 + c1 = 3, a2 + b2 + c2 = 2, a3 + b3 + c3 = κ.(6.3)

Considering Frobenius-Perron dimensions on both sides of (6.2), we get
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(κ− 6a3)
√

24 + κ2 = 24a1 + 12a2 + 6a3κ− κ2,(6.4)

(κ− 3b3)
√

24 + κ2 = 2b1 + 6b2 + 3b3κ− 18− κ2,(6.5)

(κ− 2c3)
√

24 + n2 = 8c1 + 4c2 + 2c3κ− 20− κ2.(6.6)

We first prove that
√
24 + κ2 is an integer. Assume on the contrary that√

24 + κ2 is an irrational number. Then equations (6.4-6.6) induce that

κ− 6a3 = 0, κ − 3b3 = 0, κ− 2c3 = 0,

2a1 + a2 = 0, b1 + 3b2 − 9 = 0, 2c1 + c2 − 5 = 0.
(6.7)

Together with equations in(6.3), it is easy to check that the above system

of equations has no solutions. This proves that
√
24 + κ2 is an integer, which

shows that κ = 1 or 5.
If κ = 1, then equation (6.4) is

5(1− 6a3) = 24a1 + 12a2 + 6a3 − 1.

If a1 = a2 = a3 = 0, then the left side of the above equation is 5 and
the right side is −1, a contradiction. If a3 6= 0 then the left side is negative
and the right side is positive, also a contradiction. If a3 = 0, a1 or a2 is
not 0 then the left side is 5 and the right side is great or equal to 11, still a
contradiction.

If κ = 5, then equation (6.4) is 5 = −2a1 + a2 + 6a3. Combining with
equations in (6.3), we get a1 = 2, a2 = 1, a3 = 0. Taking this result into
equations (6.3), we get

b1 = 0, b2 = 1, b3 = 0 and c1 = 1, c2 = 0, a3 = 3.

Again by [9, Proposition 5.4], we have

F(I(X)) = 3 · 1⊕ 9X ⊕ 3Y ⊕ 10Z,

F(I(Y )) = 2 · 1⊕ 3X ⊕ 4Y ⊕ 5Z,

F(I(X)) = 5 · 1⊕ 10X ⊕ 5Y ⊕ 37Z.

(6.8)

From

dimHom(I(1),I(Y )) = dimHom(F(I(1)), Y ) = 2,

dimHom(A,I(Y )) = dimHom(F(A), Y ) = 1,

dimHom(B,I(Y )) = dimHom(F(B), Y ) = 1,

dimHom(E,I(Y )) = dimHom(F(E), Y ) = 0,

dimHom(I(Y ),I(Y )) = dimHom(F(I(Y )), Y ) = 4,

we can write I(Y ) = A ⊕ B ⊕ G1 ⊕ G2, where G1, G2 are non-isomorphic
simple objects of Z(C) which are both different from E. So we have

F(I(Y )) = F(A) ⊕F(B)⊕F(G1)⊕F(G2) = 2 · 1⊕ 3X ⊕ 4Y ⊕ 5Z.
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Hence F(G1) ⊕ F(G2) = X ⊕ 2Y ⊕ 3Z. In particular, Z must appear in
F(G1) or F(G2) as a summand.

From

dimHom(I(1),I(Z)) = dimHom(F(I(1)), Z) = 5,

dimHom(A,I(Z)) = dimHom(F(A), Z) = 0,

dimHom(B,I(Z)) = dimHom(F(B), Z) = 2,

dimHom(E,I(Z)) = dimHom(F(E), Z) = 3,

dimHom(I(Z),I(Z)) = dimHom(F(I(Z)), Z) = 37,

we can write I(Z) = 2B ⊕ 3E ⊕ Q, where Q does not contain A as a
summand.

It is easy to see that dimHom(I(Y ), I(Z)) = dimHom(F(I(Y )), Z) = 5.
But the left hand side is dimHom(A ⊕ B ⊕ G1 ⊕ G2, 2B ⊕ 3E ⊕ Q) =
5+dimHom(G1⊕G2, Q) which shows that dimHom(G1⊕G2, Q) = 0. This
shows that Q and hence I(Z) can not contain G1 or G2 as a summand. It fol-
lows that dimHom(Gi,I(Z)) = dimHom(F(Gi), Z) = 0 which contradicts
the conclusion obtained above. This finishes the proof. �

Since the proof of the Lemma below follows the same line of Lemma 6.1,
we put it in the Appendix.

Lemma 6.2. If a fusion category C has the following fusion ring then κ = 2
or κ is divisible by 3.

XX = Y, Y Y = X, XY = Y X = 1,

XZ = ZX = Z, Y Z = ZY = Z,ZZ = 1 +X + Y + κZ.

Theorem 6.3. Let C = C(D, κ) be an MR fusion category. Assume that the
rank of C is 4. Then C is a near-group fusion category and κ = 2 or κ is
divisible by 3.

Proof. Under our assumption, D is an integral fusion category of rank 3 by
Proposition 3.2. By the classification of rank 3 pivotal fusion categories, D
is either pointed, or the category of representations of the group S3 or its
twisted version, see [20, Theorem 1.1]. If D is the category of representations
of the group S3 or its twisted version, then C has the following fusion rules:

XX = 1 +X + Y, Y Y = 1, XY = Y X = X,

XZ = ZX = 2Z, Y Z = ZY = Z,ZZ = 1 + 2X + Y + κZ.

But Lemma 6.1 shows that it is impossible.

If D is pointed then C has the following fusion rules:

XX = Y, Y Y = X, XY = Y X = 1,

XZ = ZX = Z, Y Z = ZY = Z,ZZ = 1 +X + Y + κZ.

The theorem then follows from Lemma 6.2. �



A FUSION SUBCATEGORY WITH MAXIMAL RANK 19

7. Appendix

Proof of Lemma 6.2. It is obvious that {1,X, Y } generates a pointed fusion
subcategory D of C.

Considering the left tensor product of X,Y and Z acting on the basis
Irr(C) = {1,X, Y, Z} of K(C), we obtain three matrices

MX =









0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1









, MY =









0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









, MZ =









0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
1 1 1 κ









.

Set M = I4+M2
X +M2

Y +M2
Z , where I4 is the 4× 4 identity matrix. The

four eigenvalues of M are f1 = 3, f2 = 3, f3 =
1
2(12 + κ2 − κ

√
12 + κ2) and

f4 =
1
2(12 + κ2 + κ

√
12 + κ2).

If
√
12 + κ2 is an integer then κ = 2. We are done in this case. In the

rest of the proof, we assume that
√
12 + κ2 is irrational.

By the same arguments as in Lemma 6.1, we can assume that I(1) =
1⊕A⊕B ⊕ E and

FPdim(A) =
1

6
(12 + κ2 + κ

√

12 + κ2),

FPdim(B) =
1

6
(12 + κ2 + κ

√

12 + κ2),

FPdim(E) = 1 +
1

6
(κ2 + κ

√

12 + κ2).

(7.1)

From [9, Proposition 5.4], we have

F(I(1)) = F(1)⊕F(A)⊕F(B)⊕F(E) = ⊕
T∈Irr(C)

T⊗T ∗ = 4·1⊕X⊕Y ⊕κZ.

We assume

F(A) = a1X + a2Y + a3Z,

F(B) = b1X + b2Y + b3Z,

F(E) = c1X + c2Y + c3Z.

(7.2)

Then

a1 + b1 + c1 = 1, a2 + b2 + c2 = 1, a3 + b3 + c3 = κ.(7.3)

Considering Frobenius-Perron dimensions on both sides of F(A), we get

(κ− 3a3)
√

12 + κ2 = −6a1 + 6a2 + 3a3κ− κ2.(7.4)

Since
√
12 + κ2 is irrational, κ − 3a3 must be 0. This implies that κ is

divisible by 3. �
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