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The Drinfel’d centres of String 2-groups

Christoph Weis

Let G be a compact connected Lie group and k ∈ H4(BG,Z) a cohomology class. The
String 2-group Gk is the central extension ofG by the 2-group [∗/U(1)] classified by k. It has
a close relationship to the level k extension of the loop group LG. We compute the Drinfel’d
centre of Gk as a smooth 2-group. When G is semisimple, we prove that the Drinfel’d centre
is equal to the invertible part of the category of positive energy representations of LG at level
k (as long as we exclude factors of E8 at level 2).
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Introduction

LetG be a compact connected Lie group and k ∈ H4(BG,Z) a cohomology class. The String 2-group Gk

is the central extension ofG by the 2-group [∗/U(1)] classified by k. It has a close relationship to the level
k extension of the loop group LG. In this note, we compute its Drinfel’d centre Z Gk in the context of
smooth 2-groups. The result of this computation is interesting: we find that Z Gk recovers the invertible
part of RepkLG when G is semisimple (as long as we exclude factors of E8 at level 2).

Before stating the result in more detail, we introduce the model of the String 2-group and centre we use.

The String 2-group

A 2-group [BL04] is a group object in the bicategory Cat of categories. It is a monoidal groupoid
(C,1,⊗, ω) all of whose objects are invertible: for all x ∈ C, there exists an object x−1 such that
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x⊗ x−1 ∼= x−1⊗ x ∼= 1. The set of isomorphism classes ofC forms a group (π0C,⊗), and the endomor-
phisms of 1 form an abelian group (π1C, ◦ = ⊗).1 Every object x ∈ π0C acts on π1C by conjugation:
f 7→ idx⊗f ⊗ idx−1 . This assembles into an action ρ : π0C → Aut(π1C). The associator of C satisfies
the pentagon equation

ρ(g)(ω(g′, g′′, g′′′))ω(g, g′g′′, g′′′)ω(g′, g′′, g′′′) = ω(gg′, g′′, g′′′)ω(g, g′, g′′g′′′)

for all g, g′, g′′, g′′′ ∈ π0C. This is the equation of a group 3-cocycle in Z3(Bπ0C, π1C). Cohomologous
3-cocyles give rise to equivalent monoidal categories, and 2-groups are completely classified by the data
(

π0C, π1C, ρ, [ω] ∈ H3(Bπ0C, π1C)
)

[Sin75; BL04]. The data of a (1-)group G induces a 2-group (also
denoted G) with objects G, tensor product the multiplication on G, and only identity morphisms. An
abelian group A also defines a 2-group [∗/A] with a single object 1, whose endomorphisms form the
group π1[∗/A] = A.2 Any 2-group C is an extension of 2-groups of this type:

[∗/π1C]→ C→ π0C.

The data of this extension is encoded by the conjugation action ρ and the cohomology class [ω] of the
associator. When ρ is trivial, one speaks of a central extension. Central extensions of G by [∗/A] are thus
classified by [ω] ∈ H3(BG,A), where A carries the trivial G-module structure.

Smooth 2-groups are group objects in the bicategory of smooth groupoids (see Section 1). Just as for
discrete 2-groups, there are smooth 2-groups G and [∗/A] associated to a Lie group G and an abelian Lie
group A. Central extensions of G by [∗/A] are also classified by H3(BG,A) [SP11], though one has to
work with Segal-Mitchison cohomology [Seg70; Bry00] to make this precise. We recall Segal-Mitchison
cohomology in Section 2. Let G be a compact connected Lie group. The short exact sequence of coef-

ficients Z → R
exp
−−→ U(1) gives rise to an isomorphism H3(BG,U(1)) ≃ H4(BG,Z). By abuse of

notation, we write k ∈ H4(BG,Z) to denote a U(1)-valued 3-cocycle onG representing k. For simpleG,
H4(BG,Z) ∼= Z, and k is often called a level.

The String 2-group Gk is the central extension of G by [∗/U(1)] classified by k. A large body of work
has been devoted to constructing and understanding the String 2-groups, with particular interest in the
case where G is simple simply-connected and k is a generator of H4(BG,Z): The 2-group G1 is a model
for the universal 3-connected cover of the Lie group G. Such a 3-connected cover admits no incarnation
as a finite-dimensional Lie group [SP11, Footnote 2], but it has been constructed variously as a topological
group [Sto96; ST04], an infinite-dimensional Lie (2-)group [BL04; BSCS07; Hen08; NSW13], a diffeological
2-group [Wal12], and a smooth∞-group [FSS+12; Bun20]. We use the model ofGk as a finite-dimensional
smooth 2-group given in [SP11].

Let LG = C∞(S1, G) denote the loop group of G. Transgression [BM94; Wal16] establishes a corre-
spondence between String 2-groups {Gk} and central extensions {LGk} of the loop group.

3 The category
RepkLG of positive energy representations of LG at level k is a linear braided monoidal category, defined
when k satisfies a positivity condition. It is in fact a modular tensor category, and defines a 3-dimensional
Topological Quantum Field Theory via the Reshetikhin-Turaev construction [RT91]. This is understood
to be Chern-Simons theory with gauge group G at level k [Fre09], see [Hen17b] for an argument in the
simply-connected case.

1There are two compatible group structures on π1C given by tensor product and composition. By the Eckmann-Hilton argu-
ment, these products agree and are commutative.

2The notation indicates that [∗/A] is the quotient stack associated to the trivial A-action on the point ∗.
3The procedure requires a choice of connection on Gk . The correspondence between {Gk} and {LGk} is bijective when G is
simply-connected.
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The smooth centre

The centre of a monoidM is the set of elements z ∈M such that zm = mz for allm ∈M . This concept
admits a categorification to monoidal categories. The equality zm = mz is replaced by the data of an
isomorphism satisfying coherence conditions. The Drinfel’d centre Z C of a monoidal category C is the
monoidal category whose objects are pairs (X, γ), where X ∈ C and γ : X ⊗ − → − ⊗X is a natural
isomorphism satisfying the hexagon equation (recalled in Section 3). Such an isomorphism is called a half-
braiding for X . Just as the centre of a monoid is a commutative monoid, the Drinfel’d centre of C is a
braided monoidal category. The centre Z C of a 2-group C is again a 2-group (Lemma 3.4). The braiding
β makesZ C a braided categorical group [JS93]. The self-braidings βx,x ∈ End(x⊗x) = π1Z C of objects
x ∈ C assemble into a quadratic form [EGNO16, Ch 8.4]

q : π0Z C→ π1Z C

x 7→ βx,x.

The map q encodes Z C up to braided monoidal equivalence [EM54].
If C is a monoidal category with a smooth structure, the Drinfel’d centre of the underlying monoidal

category has a distinguished subcategory on objects with smooth half-braidings. In this note, we com-
pute this smooth Drinfel’d centre for the String 2-groups Gk . The result is another instance of the close
relationship between Gk and the associated central extension of the loop group, LGk . We prove that for
compact connected semisimple G and positive-definite k ∈ H4(BG,Z), the Drinfel’d centre of Gk is

Z Gk ≃ (RepkLG)
×
,

the 2-group of invertible objects and invertible morphisms in RepkLG, as long as we exclude factors of
E8 at level k = 2.4 The proof of the above statement is indirect: we compute the left hand side explicitly,
and show the resulting braided categorical group agrees with that on the right hand side.

Question. Can all ofRepkLG be recovered as a generalised centre of the corresponding String 2-group Gk?

Statement of Results

Let G be a compact simple simply-connected Lie group, and g its complexified Lie algebra. There is a
unique smallest positive-definite form I : g⊗ g→ C which is AdG-invariant and satisfies I(X,X) ∈ 2Z
for all coroots of g (a coroot is an elementX ∈ g satisfying e2πiX = 1).5 We use exp : C→ C× to denote
the map w 7→ e2πiw . Its restriction exp : R→ U(1) has kernel Z →֒ R.

Theorem. The Drinfel’d centre of the String 2-group Gk is the braided categorical group with π0Z Gk =
Z(G), π1Z Gk = U(1), and braided monoidal structure encoded by the quadratic form

q : Z(G)→ U(1)

z 7→ exp k
2I(z̄, z̄).

Here, z̄ ∈ g denotes an arbitrary lift of z ∈ Z(G) to the Lie algebra g of G.

The inner product 1
2I(z̄, z̄) is a real number. Its values on different lifts of z ∈ Z(G) differ by integers.

By composing with exp, we get a well-defined map Z(G)→ U(1).

4Repk=2LE8 contains a non-trivial invertible object, while Z E8,2 does not. The invertibility of the non-identity object in
Repk=2LE8 may be viewed as an accident of low level. See for example the computation in [Fuc91].

5For SU(n), I is the trace of the product of matrices: I(X,Y ) = trXY .
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After a choice of maximal torus of G, every element of the centre lifts to an element of the coweight
lattice (see Section 5). Their norms under I can be found e.g. in [Bou94]. We list the results for Lie groups
with non-trivial centre in Table 1. The centreless Lie groups E8, F4, G2 all have trivial Drinfel’d centre.

Type Gk Z(G) q(z) = exp
(

k
2I(z̄, z̄)

)

An−1 SU(n)k Z/n〈ω1〉 q(ω1) = exp
(

k·(n−1)
2n

)

Bn≥2 Spin(2n + 1)k Z/2〈ω1〉 q(ω1) = exp
(

k
2

)

= (−1)k

Cn≥2 Sp(n)k Z/2〈ωn〉 q(ωn) = exp
(

k·n
2

)

= (−1)k·n

D2n+1 Spin(4n + 2)k Z/4〈ω2n+1〉 q(ω2n+1) = exp
(

k·(2n+1)
8

)

D2n≥4 Spin(4n)k Z/2〈ω2n−1, ω2n〉
q(ω2n−1) = q(ω2n) = exp

(

k·n
4

)

= ik·n

q(ω2n−1 + ω2n) = exp
(

k
2

)

= (−1)k

E6 E6,k Z/3〈ω1〉 q(ω1) = exp
(

2k
3

)

E7 E7,k Z/2〈ω7〉 q(ω1) = exp
(

k
4

)

= ik

Table 1: The Drinfel’d centre of Gk (displayed for groups with nontrivial centre). We denote by ωi the ith
coweight. The conventions for the numbering are taken from [Bou94].

A crucial step in our proof of the above theorem is the calculation of the centre of String 2-groups for
G = T a torus. They are also called categorical tori [Gan18]. Let t = Lie(T ) be the Lie algebra of a torus
T , Λ = Hom(T,U(1)) ⊂ t∗ its character lattice and Π = Hom(U(1), T ) ⊂ t its cocharacter lattice. The
group H4(BT,Z) is the group of symmetric bilinear forms 〈·, ·〉 : t ⊗ t → R, such that 〈π, π〉 ∈ 2Z for
all π ∈ Π. To describe the String 2-group associated to such a bilinear form, we pick a (not-necessarily-
symmetric) bilinear form J : t ⊗ t → R which restricts to an integral form on Π ⊗ Π and satisfies
J(x, y) + J(y, x) = −〈x, y〉 for all x, y ∈ t.

The computation of the smooth Drinfel’d centre of the associated categorical torus TJ was sketched
in [FHLT10]. We provide a proof of the following statement in Section 4.

Proposition. The Drinfel’d centre of TJ has Lie group of objects

π0Z TJ = (Λ⊕ t)/Π,

where the inclusion Π →֒ Λ ⊕ t is π 7→ (−J(·, π) − J(π, ·), π). Further, π1Z TJ = U(1), and the braided
monoidal structure is encoded by the quadratic form

q : (Λ⊕ t)/Π→ U(1)

[λ, x] 7→ λ(x) exp(J(x, x)).

Every compact connected Lie groupG fits into a short exact sequenceZ →֒ G̃ ։ G. Here G̃ = T×ΠiGi

is a product of simple simply-connected groups Gi with a torus T , and Z ⊂ Z(G̃) is a finite subgroup of
its centre [MT91, Cor V.5.31]. A central extension of G by [∗/U(1)] pulls back to a central extension of G̃
by [∗/U(1)], giving the String 2-group G̃k . It is classified by the pullback degree 4 cohomology class in
H4(BG̃,Z) ≃ H4(BT,Z)×ΠiH

4(BGi,Z) and we write k = (J, {ki}).

Theorem. The group Z = ker (G̃ ։ G) admits a unique lift to Z G̃k , and the quadratic form q is trivial
on Z . The Drinfel’d centre of Gk is the subquotient

π0Z Gk = Z⊥/Z,
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where Z⊥ denotes the subgroup of π0Z G̃k on elements satisfying q(x + z) = q(x) for all z ∈ Z . The
quadratic form on π0Z G̃k descends to a quadratic form on π0Z Gk , and this quadratic form describes the
braided monoidal structure of Z Gk .

The Drinfel’d centre of the covering String 2-group G̃k = ×iGi,ki × TJ is given by

π0Z G̃(J,{ki}) = (Λ⊕ t)/Π ×ΠiGki ,

π1Z G̃k = U(1) and quadratic form the product of the quadratic forms qki and qJ computed previously.

In the simply-connected case, every element of the centre admits a half-braiding, but in general the
subset of the centre admitting a half-braiding varies with k. We present the result for the case G =
SO(4) here (the computation is sketched in more detail in Example 5.9). The relevant cohomology group
H4(BSO(4),Z) has two generators: the first Pontryagin class p1 and the Euler class χ. For the cohomol-
ogy class k = a · p1 + b · χ, the Drinfel’d centre is given by

Z SO(4)k =











Vec×
Z/2 2a+ b ≡ 0 mod 4

sVec× 2a+ b ≡ 2 mod 4

Vec× else.

Here,Vec×
Z/2 denotes the trivially braided 2-group [∗/U(1)]×Z/2, sVec× is super-Z/2 with non-trivial

self-braiding of −1 ∈ Z/2, and Vec× = [∗/U(1)] is the trivial Drinfel’d centre whose only object is the
monoidal unit. As the notation indicates, they are the maximal braided sub-2-groups of the braided fusion
categoriesVec[Z/2], sVec and Vec.

Structure

Section 1 is a quick introduction to groupoids with smooth structure. We review smooth 2-groups in
Section 2, recalling in particular the model for the String 2-groups given in [SP11]. In Section 3, we discuss
centres of smooth 2-groups as a special case of the notion of centre defined in [Str04]. We compute this
centre for categorical tori in Section 4 and for the String 2-groups in Section 5. We end by showing that

Z Gk = (RepkLG)
×
for G compact connected semisimple.
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1. Smooth groupoids

We use Man to denote the category of paracompact smooth manifolds and smooth maps. We equip it
with the structure of a site by declaring covers to be surjective submersions f : Y ։ M , and denote the
n-fold fibre product of a cover along itself by Y [n] := Y ×M Y ×M · · ·Y .
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Lie groupoids

A Lie groupoid G• is a groupoid object inMan. Its data are two manifoldsG1, G0 with a pair of surjective
submersions s, t : G1 ⇒ G0, and smooth maps

◦ : G1 ×G0 G1 → G1 id− : G0 → G1 (−)−1 : G1 → G1,

implementing composition, identities and inverses, respectively. A smooth functor G• → H• is a pair of
smooth maps G0 → H0, G1 → H1 that preserve identities and composition. A smooth natural transfor-
mation between two smooth functors is a smooth mapG0 → H1 that makes the usual naturality diagrams
commute — see [MP97] for an introduction.

Example 1.1. Every manifoldM defines a Lie groupoidM ⇒ M , with only identity morphisms.

Example 1.2. A Lie group G has an associated Lie groupoid [∗/G] := G ⇒ ∗.

A smooth functor F• : G• → H• is fully faithful if

G1 H1

G0 ×G0 H0 ×H0

(s,t)

F1

(s,t)

F0×F0

is a pullback square, and it is essentially surjective if s ◦ p2 : G0 ×H0 H1 → H0 is a surjective submersion
(the pullback G0 ×H0 H1 is formed along the maps F0 : G0 → H0 and t : H1 → H0). A fully faithfully
essentially surjective functor F• is a smooth equivalence [MP97]. Given a submersion f : Y → G0 from a
manifold to the space of objects of a Lie groupoidG•, the pullback groupoid f∗G• is the groupoid f∗G1 ⇒

Y , with manifold of morphisms given by the pullback

f∗G1 G1

Y × Y G0 ×G0.

(s,t)

f×f

y

It is constructed such that the natural functor f∗G• → G• is fully faithful. When f is also surjective (and
hence a cover), the functor f∗G• → G• is a smooth equivalence.

Example 1.3. The Čech groupoid f∗M associated to a cover f : Y ։ M is Y [2] ⇒ Y with composition
given by the map Y [2] ×Y Y [2] = Y [3] → Y [2] projecting out the middle factor. This Lie groupoid is
equivalent toM ⇒ M .

A crucial example for our computation is the Lie groupoid built from a smooth Čech 2-cocyle (Exam-
ple 1.4). We briefly recall how to compute smooth Čech cohomology Ȟ∗(M,A) of a manifold M with
coefficients in an abelian Lie group A. The cochain complex computing Čech cohomology with respect to
a cover Y ։ M is given by

Cp
Y (M,A) := C∞(Y [p+1], A)

with differential dCech the alternating sum over the pullbacks along the maps δi : Y [p] → Y [p−1] that
project out the i-th factor:

δ∗i : C∞(Y [p−1], A)→ C∞(Y [p], A).

Any two covers Y,Z ։ M admit a common refinement Y ×M Z ։ M . The assignment of cohomology
groups assembles into a (contravariant) functor from the category of covers of M into the category of
graded abelian groups. Čech cohomology of M is the colimit over this diagram. A cover is good if Y [p] is
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homotopy equivalent to a discrete space for all p, ie. if each fibre product is a disjoint union of open balls.
The collection of good covers is a cofinal subset of the poset of covers of M . It is well-known that Čech
cohomology with respect to any good cover computes sheaf cohomology for a paracompact manifold.
Hence, the colimit we used to define Čech cohomology recovers sheaf cohomology, and can be computed
using any good cover.

Example 1.4. A cocycle representing [λ] ∈ Ȟ2(M,A) is a map λ : Y [3] → A for some cover Y ։ M . The
principal [∗/A]-bundle classified by λ is the Lie groupoid Eλ : Y [2]×A ⇒ Y , with source and target given
by the two projections Y [2] ⇒ Y , and composition given by

(Y [2] ×A)×Y (Y [2] ×A)→ (Y [2] ×A)

((y0, y1, a), (y1, y2, b)) 7→ (y0, y2, a+ b+ λ(y0, y1, y2)).

The cocycle condition ensures that this is associative (a condition checked on Y [4]).

Lie groupoids, smooth functors and smooth natural transformations form a 2-category which we denote
LieGpd. This 2-category of groupoids internal to Man is not a good 2-category of smooth groupoids,
because smooth functors are too strict to implement the principle of equivalence: A smooth equivalence
f∗G• → G• usually does not admit an inverse. Any sufficiently generic cover f :

∐

i Ui ։ M provides a
counterexample.

The standard way to proceed is to invert these morphisms by force. We follow [Pro96] in writing
LieGpd[W−1] to denote the localisation of LieGpd at smooth equivalences. Every 1-morphism in
LieGpd[W−1] can be represented by an anafunctor [Rob12]: a span

G•
≃
←− f∗G• → H•,

whose left leg is a smooth equivalence. Morphisms between anafunctors are defined as natural transfor-
mations on a common refinement of the involved covers [Rob12]. In particular, if two anafunctors have
the same left leg G•

≃
←− f∗G•, then all morphisms between them are represented by natural transforma-

tions between their right legs f∗G• → H•. The introduction of anafunctors manifestly inverts smooth
equivalences. They can be viewed as smooth functors defined on some cover of the source.

Example 1.5. The category of anafunctors from M to [∗/G] is equivalent to the category of G-principal
bundles over M . The subcategory of smooth functorsM → [∗/G] is that of topologically trivial bundles.

Differentiable stacks

Every Lie groupoid G• defines a functor of bicategories Hom(−, G•) : Manop → Gpd, sending a man-
ifold M to the groupoid of smooth functors (M ⇒ M) → G•. Given any functor F : Manop → Gpd,
there is a natural way to evaluate it on the Čech groupoid (Example 1.3) associated to a cover f : Y ։ M
(we suppress natural 2-cells in the diagram):

F(f∗M) := lim
(

F(Y ) ⇒ F(Y [2])→→→ F(Y
[3])

)

.

The limit on the right hand side is represented by the so-called groupoid of descent data (see e.g. [Vis04])
for F with respect to Y . For F = Hom(−, G•), this is the groupoid of smooth functors F(f∗M) =
Hom(f∗M,G•). The fact that smooth functors are too strict is reflected in the fact that the restriction
functor f∗ := Hom(f,G•) : Hom(M,G•) → Hom(f∗M,G•) is generally not an equivalence of cate-
gories.

Definition 1.6. A stack (of groupoids over the site of manifolds) is a functor of bicategoriesF : Manop →
Gpd satisfying descent: It sends coproducts to products F(

∐

i Mi)
≃
−→

∏

iF(Mi) and for every cover
f : Y ։ M , the restriction functor F(f) : F(M)→ F(f∗M) is an equivalence of groupoids.

7



Stacks assemble into a bicategory, the full sub-bicategory SmSt ⊂ [Manop,Gpd] on functors which
satisfy descent.

Theorem 1.7. [Gir66] The forgetful functor SmSt→ [Manop,Gpd] has a left adjoint, the stackification
functor L : [Manop,Gpd]→ SmSt.

Definition 1.8. The stack presented by G• is the stackification of the associated 2-presheaf Hom(−, G•).

The assignment G• 7→ Hom(−, G•)
# defines a functor LieGpd→ SmSt.

Definition 1.9. The category DiffSt of differentiable stacks is the full subcategory of SmSt on the es-
sential image of LieGpd→ SmSt.

Theorem 1.10. [Pro96] The functor LieGpd→ DiffSt, sending a Lie groupoid G• to the stackification of
Hom(−, G•) induces an equivalence

LieGpd[W−1] ≃
−→ DiffSt.

This tells us that inverting weak equivalences has the same effect as stackification. It allows us to use
both the explicit description of LieGpd[W−1] and the nice formal properties of DiffSt ⊂ SmSt. We
denote the stack presented by a Lie groupoid G• by the same symbol, G• : Manop → Gpd. Its value
G•(M) on a manifold M is the groupoid of morphisms M → G• in LieGpd[W−1], which can be
computed as the groupoid of anafunctorsM → G•.

Every manifold M defines a functor evM : DiffSt → Gpd, given by evaluation on M . In particular,
ev∗ sends each stack X to its groupoid of points X (∗). We view the remaining data of a differentiable stack
as equipping X (∗) with a smooth structure.

2. Smooth 2-groups

From discrete to smooth 2-groups

A (discrete) 2-group is a monoidal category (C,⊗,1) with the property that every morphism in C has an
inverse, and every object x ∈ C has a weak inverse: an object x−1 ∈ C satisfying x−1⊗x ∼= 1 ∼= x⊗x−1.
Up to equivalence, a 2-group C is characterised by 4 invariants (see e.g. [BL04]):

1. π0C, the group of isomorphism classes of objects

2. π1C, the abelian group of endomorphisms of 1

3. ρ : π0C→ Aut(π1C), the conjugation action x 7→ idx⊗−⊗ idx−1

4. [ω] ∈ H3(Bπ0C, π1C), the cohomology class of the associator.

We can build the 2-group associated to this data explicitly: The underlying groupoid is

π0C⋉ρ π1C ⇒ π0C,

with both source and target morphisms given by projection to π0C.
The zero section π0C → π0C ⋉ρ π1C serves as the assignment of the identity morphism to each ob-

ject. This canonically identifies the endomorphism group of each object g ∈ π0C as End(g) = π1C.
There are no morphisms between objects corresponding to different elements g 6= g′ ∈ π0C. (Note that
in the model of smooth 2-groups we use, it will not be possible to realise the String 2-groups in such a
way.) The composition of endomorphisms is group multiplication in π1C. The tensor product on ob-
jects and morphisms is given by the group multiplication in π0C and π0C ⋉ρ π1C, respectively. The
unitor isomorphisms are trivial. An associator for the tensor structure must pick out an endomorphism
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ω(g, g′, g′′) ∈ End(gg′g′′) = π1C for each triple g, g′, g′′ ∈ π0C. Any cocycle ω : π0C
×3 → π1C

representing the cohomology class [ω] will do.
The notion of a smooth 2-group is the categorification of that of a Lie group (a smooth monoid with a

smooth map sending each element to its inverse). One may avoid writing down conditions on the map
g 7→ g−1 by encoding the existence of the inverse indirectly:

Definition 2.1. A Lie group is a unital monoid (G,µ) in the 1-category of smooth manifolds, such that
the map (p1, µ) : G×G→ G×G is a diffeomorphism.

The smooth inverse appearing in the traditional definition of Lie groups can be recovered as

G G×G G×G G.
i1 (p1,µ)

−1 p2

This definition now categorifies verbatim.

Definition 2.2. A group object in a bicategory with finite products is a unital monoid (G•,⊗) such that

(p1,⊗) : G• ×G• → G• ×G•

is an equivalence.6

Example 2.3. A discrete 2-group is a group object in the bicategory of groupoids. That is a monoidal
category in which each object and morphism is invertible.

Definition 2.4. [SP11] A smooth 2-group is a group object inDiffSt.7

Example 2.5. Every Lie group G defines a smooth 2-group. It has underlying Lie groupoid G ⇒ G, with
tensor product given by multiplication.

Example 2.6. Let A be a Lie group. We denote by [∗/A] the Lie groupoid A ⇒ ∗. The multiplication on A
equips it with a smooth 2-group structure iff A is abelian.

Example 2.7. The 2-category of discrete 2-groups is the full subcategory of the 2-category of smooth 2-
groups on those whose underlying Lie groupoid is discrete.

Example 2.8. A strict smooth 2-group is a category object in the category of Lie groups. Up to equivalence,
one may always bring the underlying Lie groupoid into the formG⋉ρH ⇒ G. Here,G,H are Lie groups
equipped with a G-action ρ : G → Aut(H), and a target homomorphism t0 : H → G. (This data
(G,H, t, ρ) satisfies further conditions and is known as a crossed module.) The source map can be chosen
to be projection toG, and the target map is given by t : (g, h) 7→ t0(h)g. Composition is multiplication in
H (i.e. (t0(h)g, h′)◦ (g, h) = (t0(h

′h)g, h′h)), tensor product is multiplication in the object and morphism
groups, and all the other data is trivial. This example is spelt out in great detail in [Por08].

String 2-groups and Segal-Mitchison cohomology

String 2-groups are smooth 2-groups associated to a Lie group G and a cohomology class. The underlying
discrete 2-group of a String 2-group is a 2-group with π1 = U(1) and trivial action ρ : π0 → Aut(π1).
These discrete String 2-groups are classified by their underlying “object group” π0 = Gδ and the class of
the associator k ∈ H3(BGδ, U(1)) — the latter is a class in discrete group cohomology. To understand
String 2-groups as smooth 2-groups, we must talk about Lie group cohomology.

6By a monoid object, we mean the maximally weak notion, often called a pseudomonoid.
7In [SP11], smooth 2-groups are defined internal to a bicategory denotedBibun. LieGpd includes fully faithfully intoBibun,
and this induces an equivalenceDiffSt ≃ LieGpd[W−1] ≃ Bibun [Pro96].
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Globally smooth group cohomology [Sta78; Bla85] H•
sm(BG,A) of a Lie group G with coefficients in

a smooth G-module A is computed just as in the discrete case, except cocycles G×n → A are required
to be smooth maps. This cohomology theory is not very well-behaved. A short exact sequence of coeffi-
cients does not give rise to a long exact sequence in globally smooth group cohomology. Further, the group
H2

sm(BG,A), which ordinarily classifies extensions ofG byA, only detects those extensionsA→ E → G
where E is topologically a trivial A-bundle over G. One may fix this problem by only requiring smooth-
ness in a neighbourhood of the identity of G. The resulting cohomology theory is called locally smooth
cohomology. More geometric is the cohomology theory introduced by Segal in [Seg70] and recalled below.
It is equivalent to locally smooth cohomology by [WW15].

Lie group cohomology of G is the cohomology of its classifying space BG. We use the model of BG as
a simplicial manifold: the manifold of q-simplices is BGq = Gq and the face maps di : Gq → Gq−1 are
given by

di : (g1, . . . , gq) 7→











(g2, . . . , gq) i = 0

(. . . , gigi+1, . . .) 0 < i < q

(g1, . . . , gq−1) i = q.

This simplicial manifold contains more homotopical information than the topological space |BG| ob-
tained from BG by geometric realisation. The difference is detected by Segal-Mitchison cohomology
unless the coefficient group is discrete (see Example 2.10).

A simplicial cover Y• ։ BG is a collection of covers Yq ։ BGq, together with simplicial maps (which
we will also denote by di) such that the corresponding squares in the diagram below commute.

Y0 Y1 Y2 Y3 · · ·

∗ G G×G G×G×G · · ·

Associated to a simplicial cover is a Čech-simplicial double complex [Bry00] (recall that Y [p] denotes the
p-fold fibre product of Y over M ):

Cp,q(BG,A) = C∞(Y [p+1]
q , A) d = dČech + dsimp,

where dČech denotes the Čech differential and dsimp is the alternating sum of the pullback maps

d∗i : C∞(Y [p]
q , A)→ C∞(Y

[p]
q+1, A).

A simplical cover is good if Yi ։ BGi is good for all i. For good simplicial covers of BG, we may always
choose Y0 to be a point.

Definition 2.9. Segal-Mitchison cohomology of G with coefficients in an abelian Lie group A is the coho-
mology of the Čech-simplicial complex associated to a good simplicial cover Y• ։ BG.

This is independent of the good cover chosen [Bry00]. Segal-Mitchison cohomology can be definedmore
generally with coefficients in any smoothG-module, but we will only need the case with trivial action.

Example 2.10. For certain coefficients A, Segal-Mitchison cohomology reduces to other cohomology the-
ories [Seg70; Bry00]:

• If A is a vector space, it agrees with globally smooth group cohomology.

• If A is discrete, it is the (singular) cohomology of the topological space |BG|.
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Segal-Mitchison cohomology associates to any short exact sequence of coefficients a long exact sequence
of cohomology groups. The exponential exact sequence Z →֒ R ։ U(1) gives rise to a long exact
sequence

· · · → Hp(BG,R)→ Hp(BG,U(1))
δ
−→ Hp+1(BG,Z)→ Hp+1(BG,R)→ · · · .

Note that H•(BG,R) is cohomology with respect to the sheaf of smooth R-valued functions, not the
sheaf of locally constant R-valued functions. In particular, it is not the same as singular cohomology of
|BG| with coefficients in discrete R and thus does not see the usual real characteristic classes. When G
is compact, H•(BG,R) vanishes in positive degrees [Bla85] (see also [SP11, Cor 97]), so the map δ is an
isomorphism for p > 0. In particular, H3(BG,U(1)) ≃ H4(BG,Z). If G is also simply-connected and
simple, then G is in fact 2-connected and π3G = Z [MT91, Thm VI.4.17][Noo09]. The group H4(BG,Z)
can be computed as the simplicial cohomology of the geometric realisation |BG| (see Example 2.10). This
topological space has homotopy groups πi<4|BG| = 0, π4|BG| = Z. The Hurewicz isomorphism and
Universal Coefficient Theorem imply

H3(BG,U(1)) ≃ H4(BG,Z) ∼= Z.

From a Segal-Mitchison 3-cocycle, one may build a smooth 2-group [SP11]. We recall this construction
now. Let G be a Lie group, A an abelian Lie group, and k ∈ H3(BG,A) a class in Segal-Mitchison
cohomology. A Segal-Mitchison cocycle representing a cohomology class in H3(BG,A) is a simplicial
cover Y• ։ BG and a triple8

(λ, µ, ω) ∈ C∞(Y
[3]
1 , A)× C∞(Y

[2]
2 , A)× C∞(Y3, A).

Recall the Lie groupoid Eλ : Y
[2]
1 × A ⇒ Y1 associated to the Čech 2-cocycle λ from Example 1.4. Using

the map (d0, d2) : Y2 → Y1 × Y1, we can form the pullback groupoid F λ = (d0, d2)
∗(Eλ × Eλ) =

Y
[2]
2 ×A×A ⇒ Y2. The tensor structure on Eλ is given by the anafunctor

Eλ × Eλ ≃
←− F λ → Eλ,

where the map F λ → Eλ is given by d1 : Y2 → Y1 on objects, and by

Y
[2]
2 ×A×A→ Y

[2]
1 ×A

(v0, v1, a, b) 7→ (d1(v0), d1(v1), a+ b+ µ(v0, v1)),

on morphisms. One may further pull back along (d0d0, d2d0, d1d0) : Y3 → Y ×3
1 to obtain another Lie

groupoidHλ. Then (−⊗−)⊗− and −⊗ (−⊗−) are represented by spans (Eλ)×3 ≃
←− Hλ → Eλ, and

ω ∈ C∞(Y3, A) defines a smooth natural transformation between them. The cocycle condition ensures
that the above indeed defines a smooth 2-group.

There is a notion of central extension of smooth 2-groups [SP11, Defn 83] paralleling the definition
for groups. Equivalence classes of central extensions of G by [∗/A] are in bijective correspondence with
elements of H3(BG,A), and a representative of this equivalence class may be built from a cocycle as
above. The smooth String 2-group Gk is the central extension of G by [∗/U(1)] corresponding to k ∈
H3(BG,U(1)) [SP11, Thm 100].

8The Čech-simplicial complex has four groups in cohomological degree 3, but the cocycle condition implies that the component

in C∞(Y
[4]
0 , A) is trivial.
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3. The smooth centre

The Drinfel’d centre of a monoidal category (C,⊗,1, ω) is the category whose objects are pairs (X, γ),
whereX ∈ C and γ : X ⊗− ≃

−→ −⊗X is a half-braiding: a natural isomorphism satisfying the hexagon
equation

ω(Y,Z,X) ◦ γ(Y ⊗ Z) ◦ ω(X,Y,Z) = (γ(Y )⊗ idZ) ◦ ω(Y,X,Z) ◦ (idY ⊗γ(Z)) .

It is the analogue of the centre of amonoid in theworld ofmonoidal categories. We study the corresponding
notion in the context of smooth 2-groups.

Drinfel’d centres of smooth 2-groups

In [Str04], the notion of the Drinfel’d centre was internalised to any braidedmonoidal bicategory (and thus
in particular to the symmetric monoidal bicategory of stacks). Let B be a symmetric monoidal bicategory
with product ⊠ and braiding b, and (C,⊗) a monoid object in B.

Definition 3.1. Let U ∈ B. A U -family of centre pieces for (C,⊗) is a pair (u, γ) where u : U → C is a
morphism and

γ : ⊗ ◦ (u⊠ idC)
≃
−→ ⊗ ◦ (idC⊠ u) ◦ bU,C

an invertible 2-cell satisfying the hexagon equation (phrased internal to B). We think of u as a U -point
of C and call γ a half-braiding for u. A morphism of centre pieces (u, γ) → (u′, γ′) is a morphism u→ u′

which commutes with the half-braidings. We denote by CP(U,C) the category of U -families of centre
pieces for (C,⊗).

Half-braidings may be pulled back along maps U ′ → U , and CP(−,C) admits the structure of a 2-
presheaf over Man.

Definition 3.2. The centre Z C of a monoid C in a braided monoidal bicategory B is the representing
object for the 2-presheaf CP(−,C) : Bop → Cat.

In [Pir21], this centre was computed explicitly in the bicategory of crossed modules (see Example 2.8).
We now specialise to B = SmSt, the bicategory of stacks. The 2-Yoneda Lemma says that for any
stack F and manifold M , the category F(M) is naturally equivalent to the category of 1-morphisms
M → F [Ler10]. Thus, a morphism u : M → A is equivalently an object of the category A(M), which
makes Definition 3.1 a parameterised version of the ordinary Drinfel’d centre in this case.

Theorem 3.3. [Str04] The centre Z C of a monoidC ∈ B exists if B is finitely complete and closed. Denote
the internal Hom of B by [·, ·], then the centre is the limit

Z C = lim
(

C→→ [C,C]→→→ [C⊠C,C]
)

.9

The centre is equipped with a monoidal product ⊗, a monoidal morphism Z C → C, and a braiding β :
⊗ ≃
−→ ⊗ ◦ bZ C,Z C.

The bicategory SmSt is finitely complete [Str82], so in particular fulfills the assumptions of the above
theorem. Any smooth 2-group G ∈ DiffSt ⊂ SmSt thus has a centre Z G ∈ SmSt. The functor
evU : SmSt → Gpd which evaluates a stack on a manifold U induces a braided monoidal comparison
functor (Z G)(U) → Z (G(U)). This functor is the inclusion of the smooth half-braidings and smooth
maps of the associated centre pieces.

9The morphisms in the diagram are induced by the monoid structure of C. We suppress the 2-cells.
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The monoidal groupoid G(U) is a 2-group, and hence every centre piece (X, γ) has an inverse
(iX, iγ−1

i ) [EGNO16, Ch 7.13], where i : G(U)→ G(U) is a functor assigning inverses.
We would like to show that this inverse exists as a smooth half-braiding in (Z G)(U). One can pick

a global inverse functor iglob : G → G and directly show this, but the diagrams involved are unwieldy
due to the presence of coherences. By uniqueness of inverses (up to isomorphism), it suffices to show the
existence of inverses in (Z G)(U).

Lemma 3.4. The Drinfel’d centre of a group object in SmSt is a group object in SmSt.

Proof. This is completely formal. The inclusion of group objects inSmSt intomonoid objects inSmSt is a
reflective localisation of (2, 1)-categories [SP11, Cor 59-Thm 61], and thus of (∞, 1)-categories. Reflective
localisations of (∞, 1)-categories reflect limits [Wil13] so the limit exists in the bicategory of 2-groups,
and agrees with the limit calculated in the bicategory of monoid objects.

Corollary 3.5. The centre Z G of any 2-group inDiffSt is a 2-group object in SmSt. Given a global inverse
i : G→ G, the inverse of a centre piece (X, γ) ∈ (Z G)(U) is given by (iUX, iUγ

−1
iU

).

Proof. Lemma 3.4 guarantees the existence of an inverse to each centre piece (X, γ). Under the functor
evU : SmSt→ Gpd, this inverse must be isomorphic to (iX, iγ−1

i ) for any choice of inverse map i.

Lemma 3.6. Let C be a 2-group. Then π1Z C = (π1C)π0C, the invariants under the conjugation action ρ.

Proof. The trivial centre piece (the monoidal unit of Z C) is the unit morphism 1 : ∗ → C, with half-
braiding γ1 built as a composite of unitor morphisms 1⊗− → − → −⊗1. The condition for a morphism
f ∈ End(1) = π1C to be an endomorphism of (1, γ1) is

γ1(x) ◦ (f ⊗ idx) = (idx⊗f) ◦ γ1(x)

for all x ∈ C. Tensoring with idx−1 shows that this is equivalent to f being conjugation-invariant.

The central extensions we are interested in have trivial conjugation action, and so π1Z C = π1C in
this case.

Braided 2-groups and quadratic forms

Recall that a braiding β on amonoid (B,⊗, . . .) is a 2-morphism β : −⊗− → −⊗op−which is compatible
with units and satisfies the hexagon equation in both variables.

Definition 3.7. A braided smooth 2-group is a braided monoid (B,⊗, ω, l, r, β) ∈ DiffSt whose under-
lying monoid (B,⊗, ω, l, r) is a smooth 2-group.

A discrete braided 2-group is a braided monoidal groupoid whose underlying monoidal groupoid is a
2-group. They are also known as braided categorical groups [JS93]. The existence of a braiding onB forces
π0B to be abelian and the action ρ : π0B→ Aut(π1B) to be trivial.

Theorem 3.8. [EM54] Equivalence classes of discrete braided categorical groupsBwith π0B = A, π1B = B
are in one-to-one correspondence with quadratic forms q : A → B. Under this correspondence, q(a) is the
self-braiding βa,a ∈ End(a) ∼= B of a ∈ A.
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A quadratic form is a map q : A → B such that q(n · a) = n2 · q(a) for all n ∈ N, a ∈ A, and the
associated form

σq : A×A→ B

(a, b) 7→ q(a+ b)/ (q(a)q(b))

is bilinear. We conjecture that Theorem3.8 also holds true in the smooth case. Wewill only show one half of
this statement, namely that braided 2-groups are captured by their quadratic form. Denote the bicategory
of smooth braided 2-groups with π0 = A, π1 = B for two abelian Lie groups A,B by B2G(A,B). It is
easy to check that the quadratic form associated to any such braided 2-group is smooth, and that the Baer
sum of braided 2-groups corresponds to pointwise product of the associated quadratic forms.

Lemma 3.9. The homomorphism

B2G(A,B)→ Quadsm(A,B)

that sends a braided 2-group to its quadratic form is injective. We assume the group of connected components
of A is finitely generated.

Proof. We need to show that there is only one (braided) equivalence class of braided 2-groups that give the
trivial quadratic form q : A→ B. The associator is detected by degree three Segal-Mitchison cohomology
H3(BA,B) [SP11, Thm 99]. This cohomology group injects into the corresponding cohomology group of
discrete groups [WW15]. By Theorem 3.8, the associator of the underlying discrete 2-group is trivial up
to equivalence. As a result, we can assume that the associator of the smooth 2-group is trivial, so we are
considering braidings on A × [∗/B]. The hexagon equations demand that the braiding be a bilinear map
β : A ⊗ A → B. As q(a) = β(a, a) is trivial, β is alternating. A braiding on A × [∗/B] is equivalent
to the trivial braiding if there is a monoidal functor whose underlying functor is the identity and whose
monoidal structure 2-cell η : A×A→ B makes the square

a⊗ a′ a⊗ a′

a′ ⊗ a a′ ⊗ a

η(a,a′)

β(a,a′) βtriv(a,a′)=1

η(a′,a)

commute for all a, a′ ∈ A. Monoidality of the functor demands that η is a bilinear map. Hence, β is
equivalent to the trivial braiding if there is a bilinear map η : A×A→ B such that β(a, a′) = η(a, a′)−
η(a′, a).

It remains to show that any alternating bilinear form β admits such a trivialisation η. The group A
splits as a product of a discrete group K and an abelian Lie group H . Let h be the Lie algebra of H , and
x, x′ ∈ h, k, k′ ∈ K . The value of a bilinear form on (k · exp(αx), k′ · exp(α′x′)) ∈ A×2 = (K ×H)×2 is
completely determined by its values on pairs of elements of k, k′, x, x′ (where evaluating on a Lie algebra
element takes the derivative). Pick a set of generators IK for K and Ih of the Lie algebra h of H , as well
as an ordering on I = IK ∪ Ih. This allows encoding bilinear forms completely in an I × I matrix whose
entries are given by evaluating on the generators corresponding to the row and column. As β is alternating,
it is represented by an antisymmetric matrix. We may simply pick η to be its upper triangular half.

Let Quadsm(A,B) → H3(BA,B) be the homorphism extracting the monoidal structure of a braided
categorical group from the quadratic form. There exist explicit formulae that recover an associator from
the data of a quadratic form, see [Qui98; Bra20]. Taking monoidal equivalence classes gives the above
map. Its kernel is the group of braidings for the 2-group with trivial associator. When the associator
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is trivial, the hexagon equations reduce to character equations of the map β : A × A → B in each
variable. Thus braidings are exactly bilinear maps A⊗A→ B. The image of the map Quadsm(A,B)→
H3(BA,B) is called soft cohomology H3

soft(BA,B) ⊂ H3(BA,B) in [DS18]. Soft cohomology is the
group of (equivalence classes of) associators that can be part of a braided monoidal structure. In summary,
we get a sequence of groups, exact at Quadsm(A,B):

Bilin(A,B) →֒ Quadsm(A,B) ։ H3
soft(BA,B) →֒ H3(BA,B).

Example 3.10. We work out the case A = Z/n, B = U(1). The relevant cohomology group is
H3(BZ/n,U(1)) ≃ H4(BZ/n,Z) = Z/n. The group of bilinear forms Z/n ⊗ Z/n = Z/n → U(1) is
Bilin(Z/n,U(1)) = Z/n, generated by a primitive n-th root of unity. Quadratic forms q : Z/n → U(1)

are determined by the value on a generator: q(k) = q(1)k
2

. This defines a quadratic form iff q(1) ∈
Z/(2n, n2), so

Quad(Z/n,U(1)) =

{

Z/n n odd

Z/2n n even.

The exact sequence of groups introduced above implies

H3
soft(BZ/n,U(1)) =

{

0 n odd

Z/2 n even.

For odd n, only the 2-group with trivial associator admits a braiding, while for even n, the 2-group corre-
sponding to [n/2] ∈ H3(BZ/n,U(1)) = Z/n also does.

Notation 3.11. A quadratic form Z/2 → U(1) must send the generator of Z/2 to a fourth root of unity,
q(1) = ik . We borrow notation from the world of tensor categories to denote the corresponding braided
2-group (Z/2, q) as below.

q(1) 1 i −1 −i

(Z/2, q) Vec×
Z/2 Semi× sVec× Semi

×

The braided tensor category we denote by Semi is known as the semion category.

4. The centres of categorical tori

A categorical torus T [Gan18] is a central extension

[∗/U(1)] → T → T

of a (compact) torus T by [∗/U(1)]. They are classified byH3(BT,U(1)) ≃ H4(BT,Z). Let T be a torus,
Λ = Hom(T,U(1)) its group of characters, Π = Λ∨ = π1T its group of cocharacters and t = Lie(T )

its Lie algebra, identified as the universal cover of T via Π t T.
exp

The topological space
|BT | is homotopy equivalent to an r-fold product of CP∞’s, where r is the rank of the torus T . The
cohomology ring of BT is naturally identified with H∗(BT,Z) = H∗(|BT |,Z) = Sym∗(Λ), where Λ is
placed in degree 2. We identify the group H4(BT,Z) = Sym2(Λ) with the group of symmetric bilinear
forms I : t × t → R such that for all π ∈ Π, I(π, π) ∈ 2Z. An element λ ∈ Λ = Hom(T,U(1))
induces a map of Lie algebrasDeλ : t→ R. Then we send λ1 ⊗ λ2 ∈ Λ⊗2 to the symmetric bilinear form
I : (x, y) 7→ Deλ1(x) ·Deλ2(y) +Deλ2(x) ·Deλ1(y).
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Given a class I ∈ H4(BT,Z), we will use τ to denote the induced map Π → Λ = Π∨, given by
τ(π) = I(π,−). We further pick a (not necessarily symmetric) bilinear form J on t such that J restricts to
a Z-valued form on Π, and I = −(J + J t), where J t denotes the transpose of J . We recall a construction
of the categorical torus TJ given in [Gan18]. It is a strict smooth 2-group (Example 2.8). The underlying
Lie groupoid is

t⋉ (Π× U(1)) ⇒ t,

with arrows (x, π,w) =
(

x
w
−→ x+ π

)

. Composition and tensor product are given by

(

x+ π
w′

−→ x+ π + π′
)

◦
(

x
w
−→ x+ π

)

=
(

x
ww′

−−→ x+ π + π′
)

(

x
w
−→ x+ π

)

⊗
(

x′
w′

−→ x+ π′
)

=

(

x+ x′
ww′ exp(J(π,x′))
−−−−−−−−−−→ x+ x′ + π + π′

)

.

The associator and unitor cells are trivial. This categorical torus is classified up to equivalence by the
symmetric bilinear form I = −(J + J t) ∈ H4(BG,Z) [Gan18, Thm 4.1]. The paper [FHLT10] contains a
sketch of calculation of the smooth Drinfel’d centre of TJ . We complement this with a proof based on the
construction above.

Proposition 4.1. The Drinfel’d centre of TJ has underlying Lie groupoid

Z TJ = ((t⊕ Λ)⋉ (Π× U(1)) ⇒ t⊕ Λ,

with arrows (x, λ, π,w) : (x, λ)→ (x+ π, λ+ τ(π)). The braiding is given by

β[x,λ],[x′,λ′] = λ(x′) exp(J(x′, x)).

Proof. A half-braiding on an object x ∈ t is a 2-cell γ : x⊗− → −⊗ x (subject to the hexagon equation).
Tensoring with x on either side is a smooth functor TJ → TJ . Hence each such 2-cell γ is represented
by a smooth natural transformation: a smooth map γ : t → t ⋉ (Π × U(1)), which sends y ∈ t to an
endomorphism of x + y = y + x. In the absence of associators, the hexagon equation simplifies to the
character equation γy+z = γzγy . The condition that γ be natural gives it the form

γ(y) = λ(y) · exp(J(y, x)),

where λ ∈ Λ is a smooth character of T . This allows a parameterisation of objects of Z TJ(∗) by pairs
(x, λ) ∈ t⊕ Λ.

Morphisms (x, λ) → (x′, λ′) are morphisms x → x′ which are compatible with the braidings. The
morphism (x, π,w) ∈ t⋉ (Π×U(1)) is a morphism of centre pieces (x, λ)→ (x+ π, λ′) precisely when

λ′(y) = λ(y) · exp(−J(y, π) − J(π, y)) = (λ+ τ(π)) (y).

for all y ∈ t.
So far, we have calculated Z TJ(∗). To deduce the smooth structure, note that any object x̃ ∈ TJ(V )

can be represented by a smooth map x̃ : V → t, and the corresponding half-braidings are represented by
smooth maps γ̃ : V × t → t ⋉ (Π × U(1)). Naturality and the hexagon equation can now be checked
pointwise.

The braiding on the centre can be computed in Z (TJ (∗)), where it takes the usual form β(x,γ),(x′,γ′) =
γ(x′) [EGNO16, Ch 8.5]. This completes the proof.
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As mandated by Lemma 3.6, π1Z TJ = U(1). The object group of the centre is

π0Z TJ =
t⊕ Λ

Π
,

with Π ∋ π 7→ (π, τ(π)) ∈ t ⊕ Λ. We end this section by computing the maximal compact subgroup of
π0Z TJ . The cohomology class corresponding to the symmetric bilinear form I = −(J + J t) induces
the maps τ : Π → Λ and τR := τ ⊗ R : t → t∗. The case where τR is an isomorphism (such levels are
referred to as non-degenerate) was already analysed in [FHLT10]. The map (t ⊕ Λ)/Π → Λ/Π is split by
s : λ 7→ (τ−1

R
λ, λ). This furnishes an isomorphism π0Z TJ

≃
−→ t ⊕ (Λ/Π). Note that Λ/Π is finite, so

π0Z TJ is a direct sum of Rrk τR with a finite abelian group.
For general level, we pick a splittingΠ ∼= Πker⊕Πcoim, whereΠker := ker τ . We tensor withR to obtain

t ∼= tker⊕tcoim. Now τR restricts to an isomorphism τim : tcoim
≃
−→ im τR ⊂ t∗. We denote the intersection

(im τR)∩Λ by ΛimR
. Lastly, we pick a decompositionΛ ∼= ΛimR

⊕ΛcokerR . These isomorphisms assemble
into

π0Z TJ
≃
−→ ΛcokerR ⊕

tker

Πker
⊕

tcoim ⊕ ΛimR

Πcoim

∼= ΛcokerR ⊕ Tker ⊕ tcoim ⊕ ΛimR
/Πcoim,

where the second isomorphism uses that τ is non-degenerate when viewed as a map Πcoim → ΛimR
. As

before, ΛimR
/Πcoim is a finite group. Both ΛcokerR and tcoim are free, and Tker := tker/Πker is a compact

torus. One may now read off the maximal compact subgroup as Tker ⊕ Λim/Πcoim. We are justified in
calling this the maximal compact subgroup: any element of the free subgroup ΛcokerR ⊕ tcoim generates
a non-compact group, so all compact subgroups of π0Z TJ must intersect trivially with it — the maximal
compact subgroup we computed above is the orthogonal complement ofΛcokerR⊕ tcoim. Using the explicit
maps above, it is straightforward to compute the induced braiding on it. We call the resulting braided
categorical group the maximal compact sub-2-group.

Proposition 4.2. The maximal compact sub-2-group of Z TJ is the braided 2-group with

π0CpctZ TJ = Tker ⊕ Λim/Πcoim,

π1Z TJ = U(1), and braiding encoded by the quadratic form

q̄([tker, λ]) = λ(tker + τ−1
im λ) exp(J(τ−1

im λ, τ−1
im λ)).

Proof. This is a straightforward computation. The component Tker does not contribute in the exponential
because

J(tker, tker) =
1
2τ(tker)(tker) = 0 and J(tker, τ

−1
im λ) + J(τ−1

im λ, tker) = 0.

We record one important feature of this subgroup.

Lemma 4.3. The map
u : π0CpctZ TJ → T

that forgets the half-braiding is injective.

Proof. The decomposition of t descends to a decomposition of the torus T . Then u is the direct sum of
injective maps

π0 CpctZ TJ = Tker ⊕ Λim/Πcoim Tker ⊕ tcoim/Πcoim = Tker ⊕ Tcoim.
id⊕τ−1

im
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5. The centres of String 2-groups

In this section, we compute the centre Z for the String groups Gk . We do this using obstruction theory.
In particular, we establish an exact sequence of groups in Proposition 5.1, which relates the group π0Z Gk

to the ordinary centre Z(G) and the group cohomology ofG. WhenG is simply-connected, this sequence
allow us to deduce that every element of the ordinary centre z ∈ Z(G) admits a unique lift to the Drin-
fel’d centre Z Gk . This lift restricts to an element in Z Tk , where Tk is a maximal 2-torus for Gk . The
computations of Section 4 allow us to deduce the resulting braided structure. We then treat the case of
non-simply-connected G by picking a simply-connected covering group π : G̃ ։ G and checking which
centre pieces in Z G̃π∗k descend to centre pieces of Z Gk .

Finally, we show the Drinfel’d centreZ Gk agrees with the invertible part ofRepkLG (ifG is semisim-
ple and there is no factor of E8 at level 2).

Simply-connected Lie groups

Let G be a compact simple simply-connected Lie group, pick a maximal torus T →֒ G, and let t, t∗, Λ, Π
be as in Section 4. The Lie algebra t ⊂ g = Lie(G) is also called a Cartan algebra for G. The Weyl group
W = N(T )/T , where N(T ) denotes the normaliser of T in G, acts on T by conjugation.

Recall from Section 4 thatH4(BT,Z) is identified with the group ofR-valued symmetric bilinear forms
I on t satisfying I(π, π) ∈ 2Z for all π ∈ Π ⊂ t. Borel [Bor53; Bor54] identifiedH4(BG,Z) as the Weyl-
invariant part H4(BG,Z) = H4(BT,Z)W , see [Tod87] for a review. We identify H4(BT,Z)W with the
group of those inner products I as above that are invariant under the W -action on t. This identification
holds true for general compact connected Lie groups [Hen17a, Thm 6].

For G compact simple and simply-connected, H4(BG,Z) = H4(BT,Z)W ∼= Z has a distinguished
generator: the basic positive-definite Weyl-invariant inner product I : t × t → R, normalised such that
short coroots have norm squared 2. We denote by k ∈ Z the cohomology class corresponding to k · I ∈
H4(BG,Z). As before, we denote the map induced by k · I on Π by τ : Π → Λ — recall it sends
π 7→ k · I(π,−). Every non-zero cohomology class k induces an isomorphism τR = τ ⊗R : t→ t∗.

One may pull back the extension of G by [∗/U(1)] along the inclusion of a maximal torus T →֒ G to
obtain a maximal 2-torus. In [Gan18], Ganter shows that the maximal 2-torus ofGk is the categorical torus
TJk associated to a (non-symmetric) bilinear form Jk : t× t→ R such that Jk + J t

k = −k · I .

Proposition 5.1. LetHω denote the central extension ofH by [∗/A] (A an abelian Lie group) corresponding
to ω ∈ H3(BH,A). Then there is an exact sequence

0→ H1(BH,A)→ π0Z Hω → Z(H)→ H2(BH,A).

Proof. Each centre piece (g, γ) ∈ Z Hω(∗) must satisfy g ∈ Z(H), otherwise gx 6∼= xg for some x ∈ H .
In the discrete case, one can work with a skeletal representative of Hω. The hexagon equation evaluated
at (x, y) ∈ G×G is then

(dγ)(x, y) :=
γ(xy)

γ(x)γ(y)
=

ω(x, g, y)

ω(g, x, y)ω(x, y, g)
=: ω(x, y|g),

so γ is a 1-cochain whose coboundary is ω(−,−|g). It is straightforward to check that ω(−,−|g) is in-
deed a 2-cocycle. The map Z(H) → H2(BH,A) assigns to each element the equivalence class of the
corresponding cocycle: g 7→ [ω(−,−|g)]. The element g admits a half-braiding precisely if ω(−,−|g) is a
coboundary, which proves exactness at Z(H).

The kernel of the map π0Z Hω → Z(H) is the group of half-braidings for the identity element of H .
The associator ω can be chosen to be trivial whenever at least one of the entries is the identity, and the

18



hexagon equation becomes the equation of an A-valued character onH . These are precisely the elements
of H1(BH,A).

We now port the above proof to the smooth case. Recall that the Lie groupoid modelling Hω is of
the form L ⇒ Y , where Y ։ H is a surjective submersion and L → Y [2] is an A-bundle. We pick
a cover κ : V ։ Y such that the line bundle L trivialises over V [2], and replace Hω by the equivalent
groupoid κ∗Hω = V [2] × A ⇒ V . Then we pick a cover π : W → V × V → Y × Y such that all
six functors/vertices in the hexagon equation for γ (ie. (g ⊗ −) ⊗ −, g ⊗ (− ⊗ −), (− ⊗ −) ⊗ g . . .)
are representable by smooth functors π∗(Hω × Hω) → κ∗Hω . Each 2-morphism/edge in the hexagon
equation (ω(z,−,−), γ(−⊗−), . . .) is then represented by a smooth natural transformation. Each pair of
functors Fi, Fj gives a map fij : W → V [2], and a smooth natural transformation Fi ⇒ Fj is a section of
the pullback bundle f∗

ij(V
[2] ×A). Under the choices we made, these bundles are all trivial. The hexagon

axiom reduces to the same equation as above, dγ = ω(−,−|g), except it is now an equation in Segal-
Mitchison cohomology. The pair (V → H,W → H ×H) forms the first two steps of a simplicial cover
of BH . The maps γ : V → A,ω(−,−|g) : W → A represent Segal-Mitchison cochains.

Corollary 5.2. Each element z ∈ Z(G) admits a unique half-braiding over Gk :

π0Z Gk = Z(G).

Proof. Compactness ofG impliesH∗(BG,U(1)) ≃ H∗+1(BG,Z). The connectivity assumptions further
imply H2(BG,Z) = H3(BG,Z) = 0 (see Section 2). The exact sequence of Proposition 5.1 shortens to
an isomorphism.

Every half-braiding for z ∈ Z(G) over Gk restricts to a half-braiding of z over TJk . We thus get a
restriction functor r : Z Gk → Z TJk . To describe this restriction functor explicitly, we recall how the
centre Z(G) of a Lie group lifts to t — see Chapter 13 of [Hal15] for proofs of the following facts. The
centre Z(G) includes into any maximal torus T of G. It lifts to t as the dual Φ∨ of the root lattice Φ ⊂ t∗

of G. For simply-connected G, the lattice Φ∨ agrees with the coweight lattice (see e.g. [KKJ05]), and thus
elements of Z(G) lift to coweights in Φ∨ ⊂ t. The centre of a simply-connected compact Lie group may
be computed from the coweight and cocharacter lattice as Z(G) = Φ∨/Π.

Theorem 5.3. The Drinfel’d centre of Gk is the braided categorical group specified by π0Z Gk = Z(G),
π1Z Gk = U(1) and the quadratic form

q : Z(G)→ U(1)

z 7→ exp
(

k
2I(z̄, z̄)

)

,

where z̄ denotes any lift of z ∈ Z(G) to t.

Proof. As π0Z Gk = Z(G) is finite, the functor r : Z Gk → Z TJk must land in the maximal compact
subgroup CpctZ TJk , computed in Proposition 4.2. It fits into the commutative diagram

π0Z Gk π0 CpctZ TJk

Z(G) T,

r

≃ u
r0

where the left hand map is an isomorphism by Corollary 5.2, and the right hand map u is injective by
Lemma 4.3. The map r0 : Z(G) → π0 CpctZ TJk is uniquely fixed by the requirement that the bottom
right triangle commute.
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For k = 0, the map u is the identity on T . The braiding is trivial on all of T , and restricts to the trivial
braiding onZ(G). For k 6= 0, the maximal compact subgroup isΛ/Π, u is equal to τ−1

R
: Λ/Π→ t/Π = T ,

and r0 is the section

Z(G) = Φ∨/Π Λ/Π.
τ/Π

Denote a lift of z ∈ Z(G) to Φ∨ by z̄. The quadratic form q̄ computed in Proposition 4.2 pulls back to

q(z) = q̄(τ z̄) = τ(z̄)(z̄) exp Jk(z̄, z̄) = exp (k · I(z̄, z̄) + Jk(z̄, z̄)) = exp
(

k
2I(z̄, z̄)

)

.

Each lift z̄ in this formula is a coweight. The norm of a coweight may be computed as the norm of
the corresponding weight of the dual root datum. In the realm of compact simple simply-connected Lie
groups, dualising root data simply exchanges the odd-dimensional Spin groupsBn = Spin(2n+1) and the
symplectic Lie groups Cn = Sp(2n). All other groups are fixed by this operation. The norm is computed
using the inner product on the dual of the Cartan of the dual root datum. It is normalised such that short
roots have length squared 2. The values of the length squared of weights under this product can be read
off from the explicit expansion for weights in terms of roots given in [Bou94]. In Table 1, we list the results
of this computation.

Example 5.4. The Drinfel’d centre of SU(2)k is given by (see Notation 3.11)

Z SU(2)k =























VecZ/2
× k ≡ 0 mod 4

Semi× k ≡ 1 mod 4

sVec× k ≡ 2 mod 4

Semi
×

k ≡ 3 mod 4.

Non-simply-connected Lie groups

Any compact connected Lie group G fits into a short exact sequence

Z G̃ G,π

where the middle term is a product G̃ = T ×ΠiGi of a torus T with simply-connected simple Lie groups
Gi, and Z →֒ Z(G̃) is a finite central subgroup [MT91, Cor V.5.31]. The degree 4 cohomology of G̃
decomposes as

H4(BG̃,Z) = H4(BT,Z)⊕ΠiH
4(BGi,Z).

Hence any degree 4 cohomology class of G̃ can be represented by a cocycle which is a product of cocycles
pulled back from the individual factors.

Lemma 5.5. Let H,H ′ be a pair of Lie groups and ω, ω′ cocycles representing associators. Denote by ω̄ :=
p∗Hω+p∗H′ω′ the product cocycle onH×H ′. The centreZ (H ×H ′)ω̄ is the braided abelian group (π0Z Hω×
π0Z H ′

ω′ , q̄), with quadratic form

q̄ : π0Z Hω × π0Z H ′
ω′ → U(1) = π1Z (H ×H ′)ω̄

given by the pointwise product of the quadratic forms on Z Hω and Z H ′
ω′ .

Proof. We prove this in the discrete setup. The argument is carried over to the smooth setting exactly as
in the proof of Proposition 5.1. A centre piece for (H ×H ′)ω̄ is a tuple of elements (h, h′), equipped with
a half-braiding γ : H ×H ′ → U(1) satisfying the hexagon equation

dγ = ω̄
(

−,−|(h, h′)
)

.
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We will now show that every such half-braiding is a product of half-braidings in Hω and H ′
ω′ and vice

versa. The cocycle ω̄ splits as a product of ω and ω′, and thus so does ω̄(−,−|(h, h′)). The hexagon
equation implies that the half-braiding splits as a product

γ
(

(x, x′)
)

= γ ((x, e)) γ
(

(e, x′)
)

=: γh(x)γh′(x′).

The hexagon equation for γ is now equivalent to the hexagon equations dγh = ω(−,−|h) and dγh′ =
ω′(−,−|h′). Hence π0Z (H ×H ′)ω̄ = π0Z Hω × π0Z H ′

ω′ is indeed the product. The quadratic form is
given by the pointwise product because the half-braidings are.

The central extensionGk ofG corresponding to k ∈ H4(BG,Z) pulls back to an extension G̃π∗k , where
π∗k = (J, {ki}) ∈ H4(BT,Z)⊕ΠiH

4(BGi,Z). Its Drinfel’d centre Z G̃π∗k is the braided 2-group with

π0Z G̃(J,{ki}) = Z (T ×ΠiGi,ki) = (ΛT ⊕ tT )/ΠT ×ΠiZ(Gi,ki),

π1Z G̃(J,{ki}) = U(1), and quadratic form given by the pointwise product q = qJ × Πiqki . The finite

central subgroup Z = ker π lifts uniquely to π0Z G̃: it must land in the maximal compact subgroup,
which injects into G̃ as π0CpctZ TJ ×ΠiZ(Gi) →֒ T ×ΠiZ(Gi) by Lemma 4.3.

Choose a maximal torus T̃ →֒ G̃, then T̃ /Z →֒ G̃/Z = G is a maximal torus for G. The Lie algebras
of these two tori may both be identified with their common universal cover, which we denote t̃. We write
Π̃ for the fundamental group of T̃ , embedded as a lattice in t̃. The fundamental group Π̃Z of T̃ /Z is an
extension

Π̃ →֒ Π̃Z ։ Z.

Considered as a lattice in t̃, it is the preimage of Z ⊂ T̃ in t̃:

Π̃Z t̃

Z T̃ .

y

The Weyl groups of G̃ and G under these choices of maximal tori are canonically isomorphic and the
Weyl-actions on t̃ agree.

Recall that we identifiedH4(BG̃,Z)with the group of symmetric bilinear forms I on t̃which areWeyl-
invariant and satisfy I(π̃, π̃) ∈ 2Z for all π̃ ∈ Π̃. Under this identification with bilinear forms, the map
π∗ : H4(BG,Z)→ H4(BG̃,Z) restricts the bilinear form along π (see also [Hen17a]). The quotient map
π induces the identity on the Lie algebra t̃, and preserves the Weyl-action. Hence, the image of the map
π∗ : H4(BG,Z)→ H4(BG̃,Z) consists precisely of those symmetric bilinear forms on t that satisfy the
even integrality condition not only for Π̃, but for Π̃Z .

Now consider the unique lift of Z to π0Z G̃π∗k. The quadratic form on π0Z G̃π∗k restricts to

q : Z → U(1)

z 7→ exp 1
2I(z̄, z̄).

It vanishes on z ∈ Z if and only if I(z̄, z̄) ∈ 2Z for all lifts z̄ ∈ t̃. As discussed above, the preimage of
Z under π is precisely Π̃Z , so this is equivalent to the integrality condition for I ∈ H4(BG,Z) and we
arrive at the following:

Lemma 5.6. LetZ →֒ G̃ ։ G be as above. Then k̃ ∈ H4(BG̃,Z) is in the image of the mapH4(BG,Z) →֒
H4(BG̃,Z) if and only if the quadratic form on π0Z G̃k̃ vanishes when restricted along the unique lift

Z →֒ π0Z G̃k̃ .
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A description of the maps H4(BG,Z) →֒ H4(BG̃,Z) for quotients G = G̃/Z of simple simply-
connected Lie groups may be found in [GW09, Table 1].

Consider the closed subgroup

Z⊥ :=
{

x ∈ π0Z G̃ | q(x+ z) = q(x),∀z ∈ Z
}

of objects in Z G̃ that braid trivially with every element of Z . By abuse of notation, we also denote by this
the braided smooth sub-2-group of Z G̃ obtained by pulling back along the inclusion Z⊥ →֒ π0Z G̃. By
Lemma 5.6, q vanishes on Z , so in particular Z ⊂ Z⊥. The quotient Z⊥/Z inherits a smooth structure,
because Z⊥ is an embedded Lie subgroup of π0Z G̃, and Z is a normal subgroup of Z⊥.

Theorem 5.7. The Drinfel’d centre of Gk is the smooth braided categorical group

Z Gk = (Z⊥/Z, q↾Z⊥).

Proof. Let (a, γ) ∈ Z Gk be a centre piece for Gk . Pick a lift ā ∈ Z(G̃) of a ∈ Z(G) against π : G̃→ G.
Pulling back the half-braiding, we obtain a new centre piece (ā, π∗γ) ∈ Z G̃π∗k . Indeed, the hexagon
equation dγ = ω(−,−|a) is preserved under pullback. The lifts of a form a Z-torsor, and the induced
quadratic form q on the group of lifts is invariant under theZ-action: q(ā+z) = π∗γ(ā+z) = γ(a) = q(ā)
for all z ∈ Z . This construction extends to a smooth functor Z Gk → Z⊥/Z , which preserves the
quadratic form. We now build the inverse functor.

The pullback cocycle π∗ω representing the associator on G̃π∗k can be chosen to be equivariant under
translation by Z in all variables. The hexagon equation implies that for any centre piece (ā, γ) ∈ Z G̃π∗k ,
z ∈ Z , and x̄, x̄′ ∈ G̃,

γ(x̄+ z)/γ(x̄) = γ(x̄′ + z)/γ(x̄′).

The projection π : G̃ → G defines a simplicial cover π• : BG̃• ։ BG•, and γ is a Segal-Mitchison
cochain for G defined with respect to this cover. One may check that γ satisfies the cocycle condition
precisely if it is Z-equivariant: γ(x̄+ z) = γ(x̄) for all x̄ ∈ G̃, z ∈ Z . By the above equation, it is in fact
enough to check it for a single x̄ ∈ G̃. The Z-equivariance of π∗ω implies that any Z-translate ā + z of
ā admits γ as a half-braiding. The quadratic form q sends (ā, γ) 7→ γ(ā) and (ā + z, γ) 7→ γ(ā+ z). But
(ā, γ) ∈ Z⊥ implies γ(ā + z) = γ(ā). Hence, the functor Z⊥ → Z Gk descends to a smooth functor
Z⊥/Z → Z Gk , which is manifestly inverse to the construction in the first half of the proof.

Remark 5.8. The above calculation admits a more abstract description in the setting of additive monoidal
categories. Denote by C⊕ the direct-sum completion of a (smooth) monoidal category C. Then G⊕

k is

a monoidal module category over G̃⊕
π∗k , obtained by taking modules over the algebra corresponding to

Z ⊂ G̃. The category of modules over an algebra receives a monoidal structure precisely when the algebra
is commutative, which happens here if and only if the quadratic form vanishes on Z . The Drinfel’d centre
of the category CA of modules over a commutative algebra A ∈ Z C was computed in [Sch01] (under
completeness conditions which are satisfied here): it is the categoryZ CA = locAZ C of local A-modules
in Z C. In the case at hand, Z G⊕

k = locZZ G̃⊕
π∗k = (Z⊥/Z, q↾Z⊥)⊕. The statement about 2-groups can

be recovered by restricting to simple objects.

Example 5.9. LetG = SO(4). It is the quotient Spin(4)/Z , where Z = Z/2 →֒ Z/2×Z/2 = Z(Spin(4))
is the diagonal copy of Z/2 in the centre (under the decomposition Spin(4) = SU(2) × SU(2)). We use
Theorem 5.7 to compute the Drinfel’d centre of Gk , for k ∈ H4(BSO(4),Z) ⊂ H4(BSpin(4),Z). The
isomorphism Spin(4) = SU(2) × SU(2) allows us to identify the relevant cohomology group as freely
generated by the second Chern class in each factor: H4(BSpin(4),Z) = H4(BSU(2) ×BSU(2),Z) =
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Z〈cl, cr〉. Wewrite the cohomology class of the associator in this basis as k = kl·cl+kr·cr . By Theorem5.3,
the Drinfel’d centre of Spin(4) at level k is given by

Z Spin(4)k =



Z/2 ×Z/2, q :

(−1, 1) 7→ exp kl
4

(1,−1) 7→ exp kr
4

(−1,−1) 7→ exp kl+kr
4



 .

The quadratic form q is trivial on Z iff kl + kr ≡ 0 mod 4. This equation cuts out the subspace of
cohomology classes in the image of H4(BSO(4),Z) →֒ H4(BSpin(4),Z). The Drinfel’d centre ofGkl,kr

is generated by [(−1, 1)] = [(1,−1)] ∈ Z(Spin(4))/Z if (−1, 1) ∈ Z⊥, otherwise it is trivial. This is
equivalent to the condition that kl be even. In conclusion (see Notation 3.11),

Z SO(4)kl,kr∈4Z−kl =











Vec×
Z/2 kl ≡ 0 mod 4

sVec× kl ≡ 2 mod 4

Vec× else.

The computations in [ČV98] relate the classes cl and cr to the more familiar first Pontryagin class p1 and
Euler class χ, which generateH4(BSO(4),Z). This allows the rephrasing of the above result that we gave
in the introduction.

Comparison to loop group representations

We end by comparing Z Gk (as computed by Theorems 5.3 and 5.7) to (RepkLG)
×
, the maximal sub-2-

group of the category of positive energy representations of the loop group.
Let G be a semisimple compact connected Lie group, ie. a Lie group of the form G = (ΠiGi)/Z , where

all Gi are compact simple simply-connected Lie groups and Z is a finite central subgroup of the product.
Let k ∈ H4(BG,Z) be a cohomology class corresponding to a positive-definite bilinear form I (under
the identification made in Section 5). Below, we show that the braided 2-groups computed in the above

subsections are equal to (RepkLG)
×
, as long as we explicitly exclude any factors of E8 at level k = 2.

We use the model of RepkLG as representations of a unitary vertex operator algebra: RepVG,k —
see [Hen17a, Eq (2)] for a definition of VG,k and its modules and [Hen17b, Sect 3] for a discussion of
alternative models of RepkLG and their relation. More than just tensor categories, these categories are

unitary modular tensor categories [Gui19]. When we write (RepkLG)
×
, we mean the maximal unitary

sub-2-group: we only retain ⊗-invertible objects and unitary morphisms. This way, we obtain a 2-group
with

π1(RepkLG)
×
= U(1)

(rather thanC×). By Lemma 3.6, the fundamental group π1Z Gk = U(1) agreeswith that of (RepkLG)
×
.

It remains to compare π0 and the induced quadratic form. We will need the following result.

Lemma 5.10. Let X be an invertible object in a unitary modular tensor category. Its self-braiding βX,X

(considered as a complex number via the canonical isomorphism End(X ⊗X) = C sending idX⊗X 7→ 1) is
equal to its ribbon twist θX .

Proof. This is best understood using string diagrams. The values of βX,X and θX are captured by the
following equations (all strands are coloured with the objectX).

= βX,X · = θX ·
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The left hand sides of these equations become equal upon taking the trace — they both form the figure
eight. The traces of the right hand sides must thus also be equal:

βX,X · Tr(idX⊗X) = θX · Tr(idX).

In a unitary tensor category, Tr(idY ) = 1 if Y is invertible. Invertibility of X and X ⊗ X now implies
βX,X = θX .

Armed with this Lemma, we proceed as before: we first compute the simply-connected case, and then
deal with quotients.

Theorem 5.11. For a compact simply-connected Lie group G and positive-definite level k ∈ H4(BG,Z),
there is a braided equivalence

Z Gk ≃ (RepVG,k)
×,

unless G contains a factor of E8 to which k restricts as level 2.

Proof. The group of invertible objects ofRepVG,k was identified as

π0(RepVG,k)
× = Z(G)

in [Li01, Prop 2.20] (see also [Hen17a, Prop 7]). This only fails when G contains a factor of E8 and k
restricts to level 2 on that factor. The categoryRepVE8,2 contains an invertible object of order 2, despite
Z(E8) being trivial. Excluding this case, (RepVG,k)

× is tensor equivalent to the underlying 2-group of
Z Gk , and it remains to compare the self-braidings.

By Lemma 5.10, the self-braiding on an invertible object is equal to its ribbon twist. The values of these
are well known: On an invertible object corresponding to z ∈ Z(G),

βz,z = θz = exp
(

1
2I(z̄, z̄)

)

,

where z̄ again denotes a lift of z to a Cartan of G (see [Hen17a, Prop 10]). This formula is the same
as that computed for simply-connected groups in Theorem 5.3 and Lemma 5.5: the quadratic form on

π0(RepkLG)
×
agrees with that on π0Z Gk .

To show the above result also holds for non-simply-connected semisimple compact Lie groupsG, we use
the relation between (RepVG,k)

× and (RepVG̃,k̃)
×, where G̃ denotes the universal cover of G and k̃ the

pullback cohomology class. Recall thatG is of the form G̃/Z where Z →֒ G̃ is a finite central subgroup.

Theorem 5.12. Let G = G̃/Z be a semisimple compact connected Lie group and k ∈ H4(BG,Z) positive-
definite (such that G̃ contains no factor of E8 to which k pulls back as level 2). Then there is a braided
equivalence

Z Gk = (RepVG,k)
×.

Proof. By [HKL15, Thm 3.4] and [CKM17], there is a braided equivalence

RepVG,k = locZRepVG̃,k̃,

where the right-hand side is the category of local Z-modules in RepVG̃,k̃. The maximal sub-2-group of
the right-hand side may be computed by first restricting to the additive subcategory on invertible objects,
taking local modules there, and then taking the maximal sub-2-group. (See also Remark 5.8 for a compu-
tation of Z Gk using this method.) The additive subcategory on invertibles is a pointed braided fusion
category with simple objects Z(G̃) and braiding described by a quadratic form q (which agrees with that
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on Z G̃k̃ by Theorem 5.11). The category of local Z-modules is described in [DS18, Sect 3.1]: the local
modules form a pointed braided fusion category with group of simple objectsZ⊥/Z (where Z⊥ is defined
as before Theorem 5.7). The quadratic form on Z⊥/Z is given by the restriction of q to Z⊥. Thus the
maximal sub-2-group is

(

locZRepVG̃,k̃

)×
=

(

Z⊥/Z, q↾Z⊥

)

.

This agrees with the result of Theorem 5.7, completing the comparison.
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